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We study a proposed holographic representation of spread/Krylov complexity for states or operators dual
to charged, composite, and extended probes. Our analysis builds on the relation between the rate of spread
complexity and the proper momentum of an infalling bulk excitation. A conserved Noether charge requires
particular care: unitary spread complexity satisfies Cx(0) = 0, and therefore the velocity conjugate to a
fixed charge cannot be counted as an independent spreading direction. We consequently eliminate cyclic
coordinates by a partial Legendre transform and compute the proper momentum from the fixed-charge
Routhian. We first apply this prescription to an R-charged particle in AdSs x S°. The charge enters through
the reduced effective mass and energy, while the resulting complexity has the required quadratic onset. We
next study probes that are pointlike from the boundary perspective but possess nontrivial bulk structure.
These are baryon-vertex configurations and giant gravitons. For the giant graviton the fixed-charge
prescription retains the effects of the Born-Infeld and Wess-Zumino couplings without reintroducing the
cyclic angular velocity into the proper momentum. We also analyze a fundamental string falling in anti—
de Sitter (AdS) while stretched along a boundary spatial direction as a collective model of a nonlocal
excitation. Within the rigid-probe Poincaré-AdS examples considered here, the proper-momentum rate is
linear at late times, whereas charges, compositeness, and spatial extension affect its normalization and its
subleading or intermediate-time structure. We interpret this as a robust pattern in the tested class (not as a
general universality theorem). The fixed-charge Routhian provides a candidate bulk counterpart of sector
selection. An explicit symmetry-resolved boundary Lanczos construction remains an open problem.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum complexity has become a useful meeting point
between quantum information, many-body dynamics, quan-
tum chaos, and holography. In recent years it has become
increasingly clear that the word “complexity” covers several
related but genuinely different notions, ranging from circuit
and Nielsen complexity to tensor-network, path-integral, and
holographic proposals. Among these, Krylov complexity has
emerged as an especially natural diagnostic of operator
growth. Starting from a reference operator and repeatedly
acting with the Liouvillian, one generates a distinguished
orthonormal basis through the Lanczos algorithm; the
corresponding Krylov complexity measures how far the

Published by the American Physical Society under the terms of
the Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International license.
Further distribution of this work must maintain attribution to
the author(s) and the published article’s title, journal citation,
and DOI. Funded by SCOAP’.

2470-0010,/2026,114(8)/086001(17)

086001-1

time-evolved operator has spread along this dynamically
generated chain. One of its main appeals is precisely that the
basis is not imposed externally, but is instead fixed by the
Hamiltonian and by the operator under consideration. In this
sense, Krylov complexity provides a canonical notion of
spreading, well suited to questions about scrambling, uni-
versality, and the detailed operator dependence of quantum
evolution [1-9].

The modern development of the subject was strongly
shaped by the operator-growth perspective of [1], who
proposed that in generic many-body systems the Lanczos
coefficients display an asymptotically linear growth. This
viewpoint connected the structure of the Krylov chain to
universal properties of chaotic dynamics and stimulated a
rapidly expanding literature on late-time growth, bounds,
integrability, quantum field theory, and geometric formu-
lations of Krylov space [1-6,10-12]. A particularly
important lesson from this body of work is that Krylov
complexity is not merely a coarse measure of chaos. It is a
probe of how a specific operator explores the available
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Hilbert-space directions, and it is therefore sensitive to the
initial operator, to symmetries, to conserved quantum
numbers, and to the detailed dynamical sector in which
the evolution takes place. This sensitivity is especially
attractive from a holographic point of view, where one
would like to understand which bulk observables capture
not only the overall growth of complexity, but also its
dependence on the nature of the probe.

On the holographic side, the earliest and most influential
proposals for complexity were the complexity-volume and
complexity-action conjectures, together with their many
generalizations and refinements. In these frameworks, one
relates the complexity of the boundary state to an extremal
volume or to the action evaluated on a Wheeler-DeWitt
patch, thereby extending to complexity the geometric spirit
that proved so fruitful in other holographic observables
[7,13,14]. More recently, a complementary line of develop-
ment has aimed at connecting spread or Krylov complexity
to bulk kinematics more directly [6,15]. In particular, Krylov
spread complexity admits an explicit bulk realization in
Jackiw-Teitelboim gravity in suitable limits, while for local
operator excitations in AdS;/CFT, the proposal of [16]
relates the rate of spread complexity to the proper radial
momentum of an infalling probe [16,17]. This sharpened the
idea that bulk motion can encode the boundary growth of
complexity in a precise and calculable manner.

There is a necessary consistency condition on any
proposed bulk representation of spread complexity. Given
a normalized seed |K), the Lanczos expansion,

MK = (0K, Ce() =Y nlga (1)

n>0 n>0
(1.1)

implies ¢, (1) = —ib;t + O(*) and ¢, (1) = O("). For
unitary evolution generated by a Hermitian Hamiltonian,
the corresponding Jacobi matrix may be chosen real, so that
|, ()|* and C(¢) are even functions of time. Hence

Ck(t) = b3r> + O(1*),
Cx(0) =0.

Cx(1) =2b%t + O(),
(1.2)

This is a structural property of the Krylov construction,
rather than a model-dependent expectation [18-20]. A bulk
proper momentum containing a nonzero constant at the
reference time therefore cannot directly represent the
standard unitary Krylov-complexity rate. In the examples
below this issue arises when the probe moves along a
cyclic direction carrying a conserved Noether charge. Our
prescription is to fix the charge first by a partial Legendre
transform and to compute the proper momentum from the
resulting Routhian [21]. Throughout the paper we use
the orientation-independent convention (this makes the
complexity of falling probes grow with time)

C(r) = &[P(1)

, k>0, t>0, (L3)

where « allows for a convention-dependent normalization.
The purpose of this paper is to explore how far this
proposal can be pushed when the probe is no longer a
completely structureless particle. Our viewpoint is that this
question is particularly natural in holography. A local
operator may be represented in the bulk by a pointlike
object, but that object can still carry nontrivial internal data,
like conserved charges, worldvolume fluxes, induced cou-
plings, or a composite origin in terms of higher-dimensional
branes. Conversely, one may also consider genuinely
extended probes, whose dual boundary interpretation is
manifestly nonlocal. It is then natural to ask which features
of the Krylov-complexity story are universal, which are
sensitive to the operator being probed, and which are
artifacts of the simplest point-particle approximation.

A. General idea of this paper

Most holographic discussions of complexity growth
based on infalling probes use objects whose dynamics is
effectively pointlike from the boundary point of view. In the
simplest setups one studies a massive particle falling along
a radial geodesic, and the proper momentum of this probe
reproduces the expected complexity growth [16,22-24].
This is both elegant and physically transparent. But it also
leaves open an important issue: whether the same dic-
tionary continues to hold when the operator is still local for
the field-theory observer, yet carries an internal structure
that is nontrivial in the bulk.

The first aim of this work is to study precisely this class of
probes. We consider, on the one hand, a particle carrying a
conserved R-charge, whose motion involves both the AdS
radial direction and the internal space, in the spirit of BMN-
like sectors [25]. We then turn to probes that are pointlike for
the boundary observer but arise from higher-dimensional
branes with nontrivial worldvolume physics, like baryon-
vertex configurations [26] and giant gravitons [27,28]. These
are natural laboratories in which to test the dependence of
spread complexity on conserved quantum numbers, com-
positeness, induced charges, and Wess-Zumino couplings,
while remaining in a kinematical regime that is still close to
the original point-particle proposal.

The examples are selected so as to vary the nature of the
probe while keeping the central Poincaré-AdS geometry
fixed. The ordinary particle supplies the baseline; the
R-charged particle isolates a conserved Noether sector.
The baryon vertex adds compositeness, attached strings,
and induced charge. The giant graviton introduces wrapped-
brane dynamics and a Wess-Zumino coupling. Finally, the
spatially stretched fundamental string changes the effective
radial action of a nonlocal excitation. This organization
allows us to distinguish effects of probe structure from those
of the background geometry. It also makes clear why the
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late-time agreement found below is evidence within a
controlled class, rather than a proof of universality.

Our second aim is to move beyond this effectively
pointlike sector and consider a genuinely extended probe,
namely a fundamental string falling in AdS while stretched
along a spatial direction. From the boundary viewpoint, this
is intended to model a nonlocal operator. This case is
conceptually more delicate, and for that reason also more
interesting. Following the prescription advocated in [16],
we assume that a suitably defined generalized proper
momentum still captures the rate of spread complexity.
For rigid or consistently truncated configurations, this is a
natural semiclassical working hypothesis. Nevertheless, its
status should be stated with some care when extended
objects are involved.

Indeed, several possible criticisms become relevant in
the extended case. First, a string or brane supports infinitely
many internal modes, and a collective-coordinate descrip-
tion need not capture the full operator growth of the dual
nonlocal excitation. Second, worldsheet or worldvolume
gauge choices, Wess-Zumino terms, endpoint contribu-
tions, and conserved charges may affect the definition of
the canonical momenta entering the complexity prescrip-
tion. Third, for a nonlocal operator it is less obvious that the
resulting quantity should be identified with the same notion
of Krylov complexity that is naturally associated with local
operators. For this reason, throughout the paper we
interpret the extended-probe calculation conservatively: it
should be viewed as a controlled proposal for a collective
notion of spread complexity, rather than as a complete first-
principles derivation. In our view this is not a weakness but
a useful diagnostic. By comparing structured pointlike
probes with genuinely extended ones, one can isolate
which aspects of the momentum/complexity correspon-
dence are robust and which call for a more refined
boundary understanding.

With this perspective in mind, the goal of the paper is not
to claim a final holographic dictionary for every version of
Krylov complexity, but rather to enlarge the class of probes
for which the proposal can be tested explicitly. Our
emphasis will therefore be on solvable semiclassical
dynamics, on the role of conserved quantities and induced
interactions, and on the contrast between local/composite
probes and nonlocal/extended probes. This also helps to
identify the main open problem on the field-theory side.
That is, to isolate the boundary sectors and operators for
which an independent Krylov or spread-complexity com-
putation can be matched to the bulk results discussed here.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we study a
particle falling in AdS5 while carrying a conserved R-charge.
We separate the unreduced momentum of the full bulk
trajectory from the proper momentum of the fixed-charge
Routhian, and identify only the latter with the candidate
Krylov-complexity rate. In Sec. III we turn to baryon-vertex-
like operators, which are composite but effectively pointlike

probes, and derive their dynamics and associated proper
momentum, including the effect of the attached fundamental
strings. In Sec. IV we consider a falling giant graviton. Its
Born-Infeld and Wess-Zumino couplings provide a second,
more stringent application of the fixed-charge prescription.
Section V studies a genuinely extended fundamental string
as a collective model of the spread of a nonlocal excitation.
We conclude in Sec. VI. Appendix A extends the baryon-
vertex analysis to AdS; x % x CY,, while Appendix B
rederives the baryon-vertex dynamics using a Routhian
formulation. Appendix C gives the fixed-charge short-time
expansion for the giant graviton, and Appendix D collects
additional details of the Routhian prescription.

II. CONSERVED R-CHARGE AND THE
FIXED-CHARGE PRESCRIPTION

In this section we consider a massive particle that falls
radially in AdSs and carries angular momentum J along an
equator of §°. The angular coordinate is cyclic, so J labels a
conserved R-charge sector. Our aim is to determine the
proper momentum appropriate to that fixed-charge sector.
We first display the full bulk trajectory, but apply the
complexity prescription only after eliminating the cyclic
angle by a partial Legendre transform. This order of
operations is required by the universal short-time law
Ci(t) = b** + O(+*) in Eq. (1.2). The configuration on
the Quantum Field theory (QFT) side may be viewed as a
BMN:-like excitation built from adjoint fields and covariant
derivatives [25]. The generalized proper-momentum con-
structions of [29-32] will be useful below, but a conserved
cyclic charge requires the additional fixed-sector reduction
described in [21].

The ten-dimensional metric and 5-form are

r? 5 " 2
- 1—2 (—dt + d)CS) =+

Fs = N_.(1+ %)Volg.

s dr?

o+ P9,

The five sphere has line element
dQs = do?} + sin® 0,d63 + sin? 0, sin” 0,d63
+ sin? 0, sin? 0, sin? 03d6?
+ sin® @, sin? @, sin® 65 sin? O, dy.

Let us consider a point particle probing AdSs x S° in the
configuration

(2.2)
This is a consistent embedding subjected to the fact that one

takes the various angles §; =7, on the five sphere. The
Lagrangian for this particle is
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rr Pt
L=-m 1—2—7—12 2 (23)

There are two equations of motion and two conserved
quantities,

_i[ﬁ]:w, d[‘j’]—o, (2.4)

dt | r*L 2RL dt
22 m2r?
=" w2l 25
W 27 (2.5)

One can invert Eq. (2.5) to obtain expressions for i~ and yr,

. 274 2 272Y,2
V= :I:W\/Hl — (P +m*P)rs. (2.6)

These first-order equations solve the second-order ones in
Eq. (2.4). The solution to the first-order equations is

HI?
= VPP A T 1 B
J Ht
1 :7&111_1 —_— . 2.7
vl VI +m?l? (\/J2 + mzlz) 2.7

Notice that at t = 0, the particle starts from the UV-cutoff
HE

S m2
Also, for t =0 the angle starts from y = 0 with initial
angular velocity

radial position ryy = and zero initial velocity.

J2+ 2[2

We now distinguish two different quantities. The first is
the momentum associated with the full two-dimensional
trajectory (r,y). It is obtained by introducing

lz 12’;2
dyyy = —dr* + Pdy?, Var = \/—+ 72, (2.8)
r
and gives, on the solution (2.7),
1
s‘Ball(t) — j 2t2 + Jz. (29)

This quantity measures the magnitude of the total semi-
classical motion, including the velocity conjugate to J.
Since P, (0) = |J|/L, it cannot equal the unitary fixed-
sector Krylov-complexity rate. We therefore do not asso-
ciate it with C. Its expansions,

B, 4
Pau(t) = 7 + 2|J|lt + O(r"), t—>0, (2.10)
\HI J? _3
sBall( ) | | + 5 2|H|l|t| + O(t )’ |t| — 00,
(2.11)

remain useful kinematical diagnostics, but they should not
be interpreted as the short-time or subleading behavior of a
fixed-charge Krylov complexity.

The physical fixed-J prescription is obtained by elimi-
nating y before defining the proper coordinate. Solving
J =0L/oy and performing the partial Legendre trans-
form gives

2 12~2 J2
Ry =Ty —L =y, ; r,
(2.12)

The charge has become part of the effective mass. We are
now working at a fixed value of J. The reduced proper
coordinate and its momentum are

. lr oR
Yi=— P§7‘/):—J:_
r ay]

gy
PP =57
The conserved energy derived from R; reproduces the

radial trajectory in Eq. (2.7). Using [16] and Eq. (1.3), for
the release of the probe from rest at ryy one obtains

(2.13)

K| 2+ 0(r).

(1) = 5]

H
PO =iy €/(0) =

(2.14)

In particular, ng) (0) =0, as required by Eq. (1.2). The
charge dependence is retained through #;, the initial
position, and H;; the conjugate angular velocity is not
counted as a direction of spreading within a sector of
definite J.

For completeness, let us discuss a possible point of
contact with symmetry resolved Krylov complexity on the
field theory side [33,34]. A genuine symmetry-resolved
boundary construction would start from a charge projector
I1; and the normalized seed

I1,|%¥)

A L V— HYT = 11, HT1,,
(Po|I1,|P) ! Y

Wo) = (2.15)

and would perform the Lanczos recursion with H$'™" entirely
inside fixed charge Hilbert space [33,34]. The present paper
does not construct I1;, the sector Lanczos coefficients, or the
sector Krylov wave functions. The Routhian prescription
should therefore be viewed as a candidate bulk counterpart
of working at fixed charge, not as an explicit computation of
symmetry-resolved Krylov complexity. Establishing that
correspondence directly in A =4 Super Yang-Mills
(SYM) is an important problem for future work.

The coordinates (¢, X, r,y;) have units of length, while
the angles are dimensionless. The parameters H; and m
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have units of inverse length, J is dimensionless, and PEJ )

has units of inverse length. Thus all expressions above are
dimensionally consistent.

Let us now focus on a different “point particle” probe.
The difference is that whilst these probes do not have an
extra quantum number (like the R-charge studied above),
the operators considered do have an interesting internal
structure (being made out of many strongly interacting
components).

III. COMPLEXITY FOR BARYON-VERTEX-LIKE
OPERATORS

It is known that the Krylov/spread complexity is in
principle dependent on the operator whose “spread” across
the Hilbert space is measured; see for example [35,36]. In
this section, we consider the spread/Krylov complexity of
baryon-vertex-like operators [26]. In holography, the baryon
vertex consists of a D-brane that pulls back on time and part
of the internal space. There is also an excited gauge field on
the brane. This differs from the pointlike probes previously
considered in the literature. In fact the charge induced on the
wrapped D-brane probe is canceled by a set of N F1-strings
that end at infinity (where another D-brane is placed). In this
sense, the baryon vertex is a heavy “composite” operator
[the mass is proportional to NV, the number of F1-strings, and
the number of colors in the Super conformal field theory
(SCFT)]. From the viewpoint of the field theory observer, it
is still a heavy point like object with electric charge and
composed by a large number of constituents (nondynamical
quarks).

Holographically, the complexity is computed by a
Dp-brane extended on [r,Q,] that falls along a geodesic
in the AdS radial direction, parametrized by (7). We must
consider the action of the N-fundamental strings that
stretch from the baryon-vertex Dp-brane to the brane at
infinity. These Fls contribute to the potential part of the
Lagrangian of the system. As a first approximation, we do
not add a kinetic term for the F1 strings, and consider them
tension-full “rods.” This approximation is valid as long
as the strings do not fluctuate very much in directions
perpendicular to the radial-direction respect to their (radial)
stretch. The whole object has a dynamics different from the
single particle falling in AdS. It is interesting to calculate

the spread complexity for this pointlike operator. Before we
study the geodesic fall of this composite object, let us write
some words about the different descriptions of the baryon
vertex, with the purpose of making the forthcoming
calculations clearer.

A. Comments on baryon vertex

A baryon is defined as the contraction of N quarks
(fundamental fields) with the antisymmetric tensor of
SU(N). In the case of a field theory without fields in
the fundamental representation of the gauge group
(quarks), the closest object is a composite of N external
quarks. In holography, one works with a combination of
Dp-branes and F1 strings. The Dp-brane extends along
[1.Q,] where Q, belongs to the internal space, making this
object look like a particle for the field theory observer.
This Dp-brane admits a fluctuation described by a gauge
field a; with curvature f,. Aside from the Born-Infeld

action of the brane Sg; = Tp, [dP ' xe™®y/—detg + f]
we have a Wess-Zumino term (associated with a back-
ground Ramond potential C,_;)

SWZ:_TDp/ Cpoi /\fZZTDp/
(1.Q,)

F, ANa
we,) T

L

:NTDp/at(t)dt. (3.1)
In the cases we study below fQ,, F, = N. We consider a

gauge field on the brane a; = a,(f)dt that has zero
curvature f, =da; =0. The action describing this
Dp-brane is

Spiwz = TDp/dPer—d) /= det[ginq]

—|—NTDp/a,(t)dt. (3.2)

The equation of motion 555‘% = N =0 forces us to add
N-fundamental strings that carry the charge away to
satisfy Gauss’ law in a compact space Q,, (in other words
a; acts as a Lagrange multiplier). The consistent Dp-F1
system has action

SBwz-rF1 = TDp/dexe_q)\/ — det[ginq] +NTDp/at(t)dt+NSFlv

Sk, = SnG — Tri /at(t)dt’

Sve =T /dl/(> dr/=9ugrr = TFl/dt[rUV - r(1)].
r(t

(3.3)
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This yields the complete action of the Dp-F1 system
SBiwz-r1 = TDp/dexe_q) — det|[ginq]

+Nﬂ{/whw—r®} (3.4)

In our calculation, we allow the probe Dp-brane to fall
following a radial geodesic in an AdS geometry. We also
approximate Sy & [di(ryy — r(f)) (the Fls extended
along the radial direction do not fluctuate as a first
approximation) contributing to the potential energy of
the system. An alternative view of the baryon vertex (that
we do not use here) is in terms of a soliton—a Born-Infeld
solution—of the Born-Infeld-Wess-Zumino action, with a
dynamical gauge field. In this configuration the charge of
F1 is induced on the worldvolume of the Dp-brane. To
compare the relevant bibliography explaining the different
viewpoints see [26,37-39].

We consider the case of baryon-vertex operators measur-
ing complexity in AdSs x $3. In Appendix A we extend the
treatment to the case of AdS; x S* x CY,. In Appendix B
(for the case of AdSs x S°), we present a treatment that
reproduces our results above using the Routhian (an inter-
mediate functional between the Lagrangian and the
Hamiltonian). This treatment does not need the gauge field
on the brane a; to have zero curvature f, = da,. The end
result is that of Eq. (3.4).

B. The baryon vertex falling in AdSs x S°

We start studying the baryon vertex in A" = 4 SYM. The
dual background is AdSs x S°. We consider a probe D5
that extends on [, Qs], moves along the radial coordinate
with r(r), and has a gauge field switched on the brane. The
induced metric is

2 2R
dsiy ps = di* (—l—2 +—) + 2dQ2.  (3.5)
The Born-Infeld part of the action is
14’;2
= Tpsl Volss/dt /1 . (3.6)
In the absence of Ramond potentials Cq = C, = C; =0

and for NS B, = 0, but in the presence of nonzero Cj, the
Wess-Zumino part of the action is

Swz = —Tps / dtdQsCy A fr = +TF1N/ adt. (3.7)

Following the treatment indicated above for the case of a
background generated by a stack of D3-branes with the

baryon vertex being a D5-brane probe, we find for the
action of the strings

Sr1 = Sng + Swz-r1,

ruv
SNG:NTFl/dt/<) drv_gttgrr
r(t
—NTFl/dt[rUV_r<t)]v

SWZ—F] = _NTFI /a,dt. (38)

Note that these N F1s cancel the charge induced by the gauge
field on the compact part of the D5-brane (hence satisfying
Gauss’ law). In summary, the action of the system is

&»n:/m% go—iv+mmrqoﬁ@m

The coefficients a, f are

a = TD5l5VOISS, ﬂ = NTFI' (310)
In particular, notice that in a static situation r(r) = ro, if
a = I we have a static supersymmetry object. Notice that
we consider the D5 probe to be non-BPS (the tension is not
equal to the charge). Our probe does feel an attractive force
and falls along the radial coordinate. If the coefficient
p =0, we are working in a situation for which it is
consistent to have no gauge field on the brane, and no
need for the F1 strings. This can occur in situations for
which charge is not induced on the €,,. In such cases the
Dp-branes fall following a massive geodesic.

To continue, we study the dynamics of a composite point
particle with generic action (3.9).

C. Dynamics of the infalling baryon vertex

As discussed above, we are interested in the point particle
Lagrangian (describing the dynamics of the composite
baryon vertex)

r2

L=«a l_2

(1 l4r 2) + p(rov = r(1)). (3.11)

The Euler-Lagrange equation of motion, canonical momen-
tum, and Hamiltonian are

3. 4 1452
L S A :ﬁ__xw’ (3.12)
dt | v/t = 1432 L 2t — A2
oL al? i
p=-_% T 1
-y A
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ar’?

WrA—rP

Using Eq. (3.14), we can invert the conserved Hamiltonian
to obtain a first-order equation that solves the Euler-
Lagrange equation (3.12). Integrating this equation gives

H=Pi—L=-—

= plruv —r(1)].  (3.14)

_ _Vz\/lz[H+ﬂ(rUv - )P - -

13(H+ﬁ(ruv—r)) —f(r), <3'15)

dr Hf) = — P(H + pryy)
G )= VH + proy) R+ EE - B2
(3.16)

We chose the negative sign for the velocity i to reflect that
r(t) decreases with time 7 and also the integration constant
was chosen to be t, = 0.

Our solution in Eq. (3.16) describes the baryon vertex
falling from ryy (a UV cutoff) with zero initial velocity, in
agreement with the proposal of [16,22,23]. First, we note
that when evaluated at t = 0, Eq. (3.14) implies that the
Hamiltonian has a value H = —9ryy. We then evaluate
Egs. (3.15) and (3.16) at t = 0, obtaining that the initial
velocity and initial position are as required. Expanding for
t ~0, one finds

3

r(t) = roy — 22 (a— B2 + - -

ol (3.17)

which clearly indicates that for @ = f/, the brane does not
fall. In other words, the tension of F1 string balances the
gravitational pull on the D5-brane [the Bogomol'nyi Prasad
Sommerfeld (BPS) situation]. On the other hand, for
a > fl, the non-BPS-D5 brane starts falling from ryy
towards the interior (r(¢) < ryy) of the bulk AdSs.

Following [16], we propose that there is a special radial
coordinate p, such that, when all other coordinates are
constant, satisfies ds> = dy>. This special coordinate leads
to the definition of proper momentum that is needed to
calculate the complexity. In some detail,

12dr?

2
ds> :%(—dﬂ +dT3) + 5+ P,
dQs = d#* + sin’0d¢? + cos’0dQs,
4 r
F5 :7(1+*)V0155, C4:l—4

w; = cosyda + siny sin adf,

4dQ; = @7 + @5 + @3,

@, = —sinyda + cosy sin adf,

y==xllogr. (3.18)
The proposal of [16]—see also [29-31,40-42]—relates

the complexity rate to the magnitude of the proper momen-

tum. With the orientation-independent convention (1.3),

oL di

e _ _|H+ pruy
C(1) = x|Py| =x T R R (3.19)

The rate is linear in time, as for an ordinary particle in
Poincaré AdS, while the wrapped brane and the N attached
F1 strings enter through the effective conserved energy. Thus
this composite object provides evidence that, within the
rigid-probe approximation, the leading quadratic growth is
controlled by the collective radial motion. This is a result for
the present class of AdS configurations, not a general
theorem relating boundary locality to a universal Krylov law.

Two extensions would test rather than merely repeat the
pattern found here. First, AdS; x S* x CY, connects more
directly with the AdS;/CFT, setting in which the momen-
tum/complexity relation was originally derived and changes
both the boundary dimension and the brane realization. The
more elaborate AdS; x §? x CY, x I, families of [43-47]
additionally introduce nontrivial flux, dilaton, source, and
quiver data; they can test which of these data enter the
coefficient and subleading terms of the proper momentum.
Second, AdS; x S* replaces the D-brane/F1 construction by
an M-theory M5/M2 realization and changes the dual theory
to the six-dimensional (2, 0) theory. This would distinguish
consequences of pointlikeness and AdS kinematics from
features specific to Dirac-Born-Infeld (DBI) actions and
fundamental strings.

IV. COMPLEXITY MEASURED BY A FALLING
GIANT GRAVITON

We study another pointlike excitation (from the field
theory point of view). We discuss the complexity calculated
by a falling giant graviton [27]. This type of solution has
been studied in various works (never applied to complex-
ity); see for example [48,49]. We discuss the usual giant in
AdSs x S°. We use the metric and 4-form potential

I* = g,N.a?,
4

[
dt A dxl A dX2 AN dX3 —§00549d¢ N Wy N wy N\ @3,

@3 = dy + cos adf. (4.1)

We consider a (D3-brane-) giant graviton that falls in the radial direction r(7) and rotates in 6(z), ¢(¢), which is a consistent

configuration.
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We calculate the induced metric, the Born-Infeld
and the Wess-Zumino action for the giant, namely a
D3-brane, that extends along [t, S3], with 7(z),8(z), ¢(1).
We find

2 rr PP 202 122002 | g2
dsind = - 1—2—7—1 6 —l Sin 9¢ dl
2

l
+ Zcos2 0(@? + @3 + @3), (4.2)

2 2 p2 . .
SBI:”ZTD3I3/dtCOS39\/;_2_r—’;_1292_lz sin? 0¢*,

(4.3)
n° .
SWZ = —ZTD3I4 / dlCOS49¢,
2R ) o
Sprwz = 1// dt|cos’0 i P26? — *sin’0¢?
- ,ucos“eqb.} ,
2
UZZTD3Z3’ﬂ =1 (44)
For this dynamical system, we define
2 PR .

A= y i 1?6, Q(0) = J + pvcos*d.  (4.5)
The expression for the angular momentum J = %
(where L is the above Lagrangian) leads to

vI? sin® 0 cos’ 64
0(0) =~ ¢ (4.

VA = Psin?0¢*

This fixes the physical branch that would be lost by
simply squaring this relation. Solving it for ¢ gives

_ 09 A
¢= Isin@ \/Qz(a) + 2% sin? O cos® 0 (47)

Substitution into the partial Legendre transform yields

\V/O*(0) + 122 sin® G cos® O

My (0) = [sin@

This is an involved dynamical system in the r(¢), 6(z)
space. We solve it below in generality. We present the
solution in two steps. In the first step, we consider the
possibility of setting @ = 0, (a constant). In the second step,
we study the full r(7) — 6(t) system.

A. Constant-0 reduction

A constant configuration 6(f) =6, is a consistent
reduction only if M/ (6y) = 0. Whether an interior sta-
tionary point exists depends on the charge and brane
parameters and should not be inferred from the spurious
squared branch removed above. Whenever such a sta-
tionary point exists, the reduced dynamics is

(4.10)

which is the action of a particle of positive effective mass
M;(6y) in AdSs. Its fixed-charge proper momentum
therefore gives C,(t) — C;(0) o« #>. We shall not assume
that this special branch exists for generic parameters.

Let us now study the complete system with () and 6(z).

B. The complete system r(¢), 0(¢)

We use the positive reduced Routhian in Eq. (4.8). The
momentum conjugate to 6, its equation of motion and the
conserved reduced energy are

_OR,  PM,(0)0

20 /?_j _ ﬂr_g — 2?2

Py

dr\ o0 ) 00 2o
0)r?
E; =R, —P,i— Pyl = M,(6) > 0.
12 [t _ Bi? _ 1292
12 72
(4.11)
A second conserved quantity is
K = P+ PM3(0), K =0. (4.12)
The two constants (€, K) give
r 274 2
F=+—=—F1/E0 = Kr
EPrVT
&1
r(r) = ! (4.13)
K+ & -1
. 12 2 0 2 12 2
= 1 PO T TE gy
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o(1) dd

0 /1 —-PM33

&
= +arctan [\/E (t— to)] .
(4.15)

Together with the physical angular velocity in Eq. (4.7),
these equations give the full solution, implicitly in 6(¢),
of the original system in Eq. (4.4). The radial coor-
dinate retains the particlelike form, while the charge and
the wrapped-brane dynamics enter through M;(0)
and K.

For the comparison with spread complexity we choose
the reference time ¢, = 0 and impose rest in the complete
reduced configuration space,
|

r(0) = ryy, 0) =0,

0(0) = 6, 6(0) = 0. (4.16)
These conditions fix
0
K =PM30y), & = m (4.17)

They are the bulk counterpart of choosing the state at the
reference time as the initial Krylov seed. Initial data with
6(0) # 0 describe a different bulk preparation and are not
identified here with the standard Krylov construction
about t = 0.

Let us take a small detour to write the units of all the
quantities that appear in this section. We find

[r] = [x;] = [I] = length, 0] =[¢] = [w;] =1 [Lagrangian and Routhian] = Tength’
o) = o W =Tengh. M@= b= €] = o [Pl = K= (4.18)

With these assignments of units, all the equations in this
section are dimensionally consistent.

Let us calculate the complexity associated with the
falling giant graviton.

C. Complexity of the falling giant

The coordinate ¢ was eliminated at fixed J in construct-
ing the Routhian and must not be restored as an indepen-
dent direction in the proper-distance element. The reduced
configuration space is parametrized by (r, ), with

122 2

~ I .
Vi = gy + 262, R, = M,(0) i ¥3. (4.19)

The fixed-charge proper momentum is therefore computed
from the same Routhian that generates the dynamics,

OR 0)3 2
p — R _ M;0)3, & 0.

: 2
9y /2 / 2 - )-},12 r

Note that there is no separate P¢0(}5/ a0y, term and no
explicit I sin® 0¢* in 3. The Wess-Zumino coupling has
not been lost: it shifts the fixed charge through Q(0) =
J + uv cos* @ inside M (6). This is precisely the compat-
ibility required between the fixed-charge dynamics and the
complexity prescription.

Using Eq. (1.3), we identify

(4.20)

C(1) = x|PY(1)]. (4.21)

[

For the reduced rest data (4.16), the equations of motion
give

3

i(t) = l4 Yt+ 08,
o) = F;V ﬁ,ﬁ ;z+ o),
() _M (9 )rUV M'( )
P 0] =2 i [0 o)
(4.22)
Consequently C,(0) = 0 and C,(t) — C;(0) = O(#*). On a

constant-0 branch the coefficient reduces to &;/I.
Appendix C supplies the details of this expansion.

The fixed-charge late-time behavior can also be read
analytically. Provided M, (6(¢)) remains finite along the
asymptotic trajectory, Egs. (4.13) and (4.20) imply

r(1) = ﬂ+ O(|t[7%).

i+ o).

[
y] = |t| + 0(|t|_3)’

1P| = (4.23)
Thus the quadratic leading growth follows from the
reduced proper momentum without reintroducing the cyclic
motion. The analytic expressions above are the quantities
relevant to a definite-J sector.

Let us now study the falling dynamics of an extended
probe, proposed as a collective model for the complexity of
a nonlocal excitation.
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V. SPREAD COMPLEXITY FOR A NONLOCAL
(EXTENDED) OPERATOR

The fixed-charge particle of Sec. II, the baryon vertex of
Sec. III, and the giant graviton of Sec. IV share a linear
late-time proper-momentum rate within the rigid Poincaré-
AdS configurations analyzed here. This common behavior
is controlled by collective radial infall, while charge and
brane structure enter the coefficient and subleading terms.
This behavior should not be read as a theorem that every
boundary-local probe has C ~ > for large times. In fact,
the examples mentioned share a highly symmetric, zero-
temperature conformal background and a collective-coor-
dinate truncation.

Instead, in this section, we explore a different aspect of
the above proposal, namely we consider the spread com-
plexity of an nonlocal (extended) operator. We choose a
string that falls in AdS under gravity and is extended along
one spatial direction. This is the holographic version of a
line operator. We also adopt the proposal that the rate of
change of the Krylov complexity C(t) is proportional to the
proper momentum [16,22,23].

To calculate its spread complexity, we consider an F1
string parametrized by the (o,7) coordinates that moves
according to
r=r(z). (5.1)
Strictly speaking, one should begin with a generic
embedding

t=t(o,1), r=r(o,1), x =x(0,7).
Then, one studies the corresponding equations of motion,
and shows that the embedding in Eq. (5.1) is a consistent
truncation. On the embedding (5.1), the action of the
massive probe reads

4
s:/mu L=—my|——i%
!

L
We defined m = — and / dox'(6) =L,. (5.2)
2

The equation of motion and conserved Hamiltonian are

= , (5.3)
dt ?_:_ i2 I ;_:_ 2
l 2
H=m , = K1) = —— VH*I* —m*r*.
P2 Hi
I
(5.4)

t

0.8f
061
0.4

0.2r

r

2 4 6 8 10

FIG. 1. We plot ¢ vs r, where we set / = 1 and ryy = 10.

Finding # by derivative of i~ and writing everything in terms
of r(¢) and i(z), the equation of motion in (5.3) is satisfied
by the first-order equation in (5.4). Furthermore, we choose
a string that starts falling from a position ryy with zero
initial velocity. This condition, together with Eq. (5.4),
implies that

HI*

4
r =
uv .
m2

(5.5)

Integrating Eq. (5.4), we find

2
t(r) = l—

r

(g dom) el o

r ?Jv ruv r (z)

The integration constant was chosen to satisfy 7(rgy) =0
or conversely r(0) = ryy.

In Fig. 1 we give the plot of #(r). This shows that the
string takes infinite time to reach r = 0.

Expanding the expression (5.6) close to r = ryy gives

rUV r r %
"Won 1 -)). 6
2 ' rUV+O(( rUV) ) (37)

Inverting this yields for short times

2

r(t) = ryy [1 —’}J—4Vt2], for t = 0.

(5.8)
This satisfies the conditions that the string starts at ryy for
t =0 and has a zero initial velocity (along the radial
direction), 7|,_.

On the other hand, expanding Eq. (5.6) near é ~0"
gives
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rUV rUV 1 r 3 3 r 7
I? (o) r 6 <”UV> 56 (”UV) A
NNE
where 1, = \/17:17(154). (5.9)
ruv i

This is inverted to obtain the result that for large times r(¢)
behaves as

12 llO

(t+10) 6rty(t+1,)°

1
+ O(m), > to. (510)

A. The holographic Krylov complexity

r(1) =

To calculate the complexity, we adopt the working
hypothesis that this is proportional to the proper momen-
tum of the falling string, extending the proposal of
[16,22,23]. We change to the proper coordinate as proposed
in [16,29-31],

P l
dszzdyzz—zdrz—)y:/—dr:llog r, (5.11)
r r

. di ml|i|
C=«lP,| =k|P,—| =k—F————. 5.12
SR 7 Ry R

For short times, the rate of change of the complexity is
linear in time, as is conventionally observed in conformal
field theories [16]. Indeed, using (5.8), the early time rate of
change of the complexity is

Zmi;%\, - 6m}7’%\,
[ [

C()~ K|: £+ O(IS)] : t— 0.

(5.13)

On the other hand, for large times, we use the expansion in
Eq. (5.10) and find

2
mryy ml

3 (t+1y)—

5

C(t)’zk{ 3+(’)(t‘4)], t— co.

3rgy(t+1o)
(5.14)

Hence, for large times, the rate of change of the complex-
ity is also linear at leading order. In summary, we find that
for both short and large times, the rate of change of the
complexity is to leading order, linear in time. This is the
same behavior as observed for pointlike, uncharged and
structureless probes of mass m (dual to local operators of
conformal dimension m) [16,22,23]

|H| __Imryy

Cparticle(t) =K—FI=K L,

; 2 t>0.

(5.15)

n
100

80

60

0.4 0.8

FIG. 2. II vs t plot. We set m = 0.001, [ =1, ryy = 50.

What is new and interesting for the nonlocal operators
(dual to extended probes in gravity) are the subleading
terms and the intermediate regimes; details that are absent
in the case of a massive pointlike probe of Eq. (5.15).
In Fig. 2, we plot the quotient

_ rate of change for complexity of string
~ rate of change for complexity of particle

_ Cstring :m r?}v_r(t)“l
Hr(r) t

(5.16)

Cpanicle

Consider a particle and a string that fall from the same
position ryy and have the same mass m. Using the early-
time expansion for Csmng in (5.13), one finds

ZrUV

H‘INO = l

(5.17)

which is the (large) constant depicted in Fig. 2. On the
other hand, using the late-time expansion in (5.14),
one finds

r
l_[|t>>1 :%’ (5'18)

also reflected in Fig. 2. To refine the comparison, we
define the quotient

second derivative of complexity of string

~ second derivative of complexity of particle

o Cstring o rﬁ]v + }"4(2‘)

(5.19)

Cparticle Ir %JV
Close to the UV cutoff in the geometry this yields
¥ = zrlU", which is same as in (5.17).

On the other hand, at late times, it is easy to see that
¥ = "% see Fig. 3.

With this, we hope to have made the point that extended
operators display a different complexity than pointlike
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g
100
80
60
0.b2 0.b4 t
FIG. 3. W vs ¢ plot. We set m = 0.001, [ =1, ryy = 50.

operators do. These differences are apparent in the short-
and long-times subleading behavior. It would be interesting
to study the effect of string fluctuations on the complexity.
Of course, having a purely field theoretical calculation
showing similar behavior would be very valuable and we
leave this for future investigations. It might be possible to
study our string in the context of [50]. Let us present some
conclusions and future directions.

VI. CONCLUSIONS AND FUTURE DIRECTIONS

In this work we tested the proper-momentum proposal
for holographic spread complexity using probes with
conserved charge, composite brane structure, and genuine
spatial extension. The analysis exposes an important
distinction. If an internal coordinate is cyclic, its Noether
charge must be fixed before the proper momentum is
defined. The corresponding Routhian retains the physical
charge dependence while removing the spurious constant
initial rate produced by counting the conjugate velocity as a
Krylov-spreading direction. Both the R-charged particle
and the giant graviton then satisfy the universal quadratic
short-time onset of unitary spread complexity. The unre-
duced momentum remains a useful diagnostic of the
complete bulk trajectory, but it is not the complexity rate
in a sector of definite charge.

The baryon vertex and the spatially stretched fundamen-
tal string probe different kinds of structure. In the former,
wrapped-brane dynamics and attached strings modify the
effective energy of an object that remains pointlike to the
boundary observer. In the latter, the nonlocal extension
changes the radial effective action and produces distinct
subleading and intermediate-time behavior. Across the
rigid Poincaré-AdS configurations studied here, the
fixed-charge proper momentum is linear at late times.
This common scaling is evidence for a robust pattern in
the tested class, but the present examples do not establish a
universality theorem. In particular, no general identification
can be made between the gauge-group rank and the number
of sites of a Krylov chain: the Krylov dimension depends

on the seed, the symmetry sector, degeneracies, and the
effective Hilbert space.

The most direct next step is a boundary calculation. One
should project a concrete charged state or operator onto a
definite symmetry sector, determine its survival amplitude
and sectoral Lanczos coefficients, and compare the result-
ing spread complexity with the bulk Routhian [33,34].
More precisely, the open problem is to identify a controlled
large-N, fixed-charge regime of the boundary theory in
which this comparison can be carried out. It would also be
valuable to include worldsheet and worldvolume fluctua-
tions, thereby testing the limits of the rigid collective-
coordinate approximation.

Finally, backgrounds that vary the spacetime dimension,
flux realization, and infrared geometry provide targeted
tests of the interpretation. AdS; x S* x CY, is closer to the
original AdS;/CFT, original derivation. AdS; x S* repla-
ces DBI/F1 physics by an M5/M2 construction. Confining,
thermal, and black-hole backgrounds can test whether an
infrared scale or horizon changes the separation between
collective radial growth and probe-dependent data. The
families in [51-60] offer concrete laboratories. These
extensions will determine which features follow from
AdS kinematics and which retain detailed information
about charge, compositeness, or spatial extension.
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APPENDIX A: THE BARYONIC VERTEX
IN CASE OF AdS; x $* x CY,

We study the complexity of the D1-D5 two-dimensional
SCFT measured by a composite operator of the baryon-
vertex kind. We probe the spacetime with a D7-brane that
extends along [t,5%,CY,] and falls along a geodesic
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parametrized by r(7). The metric of the spacetime is
given by

2 12 r2

ds? — % (=dP? + d¥®) + ——+ p2dD3 + V2dst, . (Al)

2
The parameters (u,v) indicate the radii of S* and the
Calabi-Yau manifold. These are related to the numbers
(N1, Ns) of D1- and D5-branes via quantisation of fluxes.
A pure-gauge one-form is switched on the probe D7-brane.
We consider the electric F3 in this configuration or the
magnetic F; that indicates the presence of D1-branes. The
induced metric on the D7 probe is

2 r* i 2 2 102 232
dsmd,m:l_z _1+7 dr* +p?dQ; + vidsgy,.  (A2)

The Born-Infeld part of the action of this D7-brane is

2 2
Sprp1 = TD7/"3V4/dt 7 <1 _7>' (A3)

The Wess-Zumino term on the D7 consists only of the
contribution from the C¢ background field (with F; = dCy).
In the absence of other background fluxes, and switching on
a gauge field on the D7 probe, we find that for this
configuration

Swz.p1 = _TD7/ Cs N f2=TpiNp, / dta,,
txS3xCY,

NDI - / F7.
$3xCY,

The Wess-Zumino term is canceled by the presence of Np;
F1 strings that extend from the D7 probe and a D-brane fixed
at ryy. As above, these strings are modeled here as being
“rigid” having no kinetic term, but contributing to the action
of the composite object with a potential term. As is
characteristic of strings, we model this contribution as being

(A4)

Sr1 =Npi Tk /df[ruv — r(1)]. (AS)

As a result the full Lagrangian for the system is of
the same form as in Eq. (3.9), with the coefficients a =
Tpsu*v*Volg, ey, and f = T Np;. This dynamic is stud-

ied in Sec. III C. One can make a Routhian analysis, like the
one described in Appendix B below.

APPENDIX B: BARYON VERTEX USING
THE ROUTHIAN

Consider the D5-brane probe on AdSs x S° in Sec. III B.
The metric and Ramond 4-form potential are

2 r 2 - I’dr’ 200 12 w2
dS 21—2(—dt +dx';)+ r2 +l de +l s 961194,
360 sin20 sin40
C4:4l4<§_ PR >V°194=C4<9)V0194’

F, = dC, = 4l*sin* 6d6 A Volg,. (B1)
We probe this spacetime with a D5-brane extended along
the five sphere and time. We switch on a gauge field on
the brane a; = a,(0)dt, with nonzero curvature f, =
a,(0)dO A dt = fg,dO A dt. As in the main body of the
paper, we consider a brane embedding of the type

1, Qs], r(t). (B2)
The Born-Infeld and Wess-Zumino contributions to the
probe brane action are

}"2 14",.2

r2 14",.2
= ISTD5VOIQ4 / dtde Sil’l46 l_2 (1 — 7) _fét’

proportional to the length of the string. This gives (B3)
|
Swz = _TDSA , Cy N fr = =TpsVolg, / dtd0C4(0)f o1
4,0,
) 42
SBIWZ = TDSVOIQ4 / dtdf [lssindﬂ l_2 (l — —4> - le — C4<0)f0t:| . (B4)
r

We denote p = TpsVolg, and define the conjugate momentum
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oS P fy,sin*0
1y =2y D cyo)|. (B
o VEA=55) =13
We can find fy, in terms of I1y,
ﬁ( _ﬁ)
= +(ITy + uC L - . (B6
th ( o+ p 4) (H9+MC4)2+le'Osin89 ( )

Then, we define the Routhian, a Legendre transform of the
Lagrangian along the “cyclic coordinate” f,,. We have

R=—-L+1yfe,

/de\/ Ty + uCy(0))? + 4210 sin 0

/dIHZZ
[rZ l4i‘2

Using the Routhian, we find the same dynamics that we
study in Eq. (3.9).

To obtain the contribution coming from Gauss’ law, we
observe that the momentum Il is piecewise constant away
from the sources. In other words Il, plays the role of the

(B7)

electric displacement D-field. That is,

Z%’5<9 - 9:‘)-

VD =0, = (BS)

Using this equation, we conclude that Gauss’ law on the
compact @-space requires F1 strings that carry away the
induced flux. We must therefore add the F1 action in
Eq. (3.8). This gives the same dynamical contribution as the
treatment in the main text.

APPENDIX C: FIXED-CHARGE EXPANSION FOR
THE FALLING GIANT GRAVITON

This appendix gives the short-time expansion appropri-
ate to the fixed-J prescription of Secs. IV B and IV C. The
cyclic angle ¢ has already been eliminated, and the initial
data are at rest in the reduced (r, ) configuration space, as
in Eq. (4.16). Consequently

MJ(QO)"UV'

K = le.%(eO)’ l

£ = (c1)

Expanding the radial solution (4.13) gives

2

3 4
_ UV UV
r(t) = ryy |1 - eTa 24+ =YY T 4+ 09|,

3

(1) = —l—4t +O(P). (C2)
The 6 equation follows either from the reduced Euler-
Lagrange equation or by expanding Eq. (4.15) about the

endpoint at which K = 1> M3(6,). One finds

o(1) = ’; o ﬁ,&% 2+ 0,
o(1) = ’;Vﬁjg E;I—f—(’)(ﬁ). (3)

It follows that the reduced proper velocity is

MMJ@1+WWﬂMHM» ()

P M, (6)

Substitution in Eq. (4.20) yields

1Py ()] =

M, (6o)ruy 1 [MJ()

G T 1+ o)

(C5)

Therefore C,;(0) =0 and the fixed-charge complexity
starts quadratically, in agreement with Eq. (1.2). If
M, (90) = 0, the result reduces to the constant-6 branch

P] = (&/D)1].

APPENDIX D: FIXED-CHARGE ROUTHIAN
TREATMENT FOR CONSERVED CHARGES

When a probe moves both radially in AdS and along an
internal direction, one may define an unreduced general-
ized momentum that includes every semiclassical velocity.
A cyclic internal coordinate, however, is conjugate to a
conserved charge and must not be treated as an indepen-
dent spreading direction inside a fixed-charge sector. The
appropriate reduced functional is the Routhian, obtained
by Legendre transforming with respect to the cyclic
velocity before defining the proper momentum. This
appendix collects details used in Secs. II and IV, following
the fixed-charge logic of [21].

Let us start with a generic one-dimensional radial
Routhian of the form

r2 l2 i2

R(r,#:q) =a(r;q) 2 (D1)

where g denotes one or several fixed charges. The variable
associated with the radial proper distance is defined from
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i o
y=—, R=g(nq) l—2—y2- (D2)

The fixed-charge proper momentum is therefore

_M__8lnay (D3)

(9)
pla 7
' ay 22

This is the quantity proposed to represent, up to the positive
normalization k, the complexity rate in a fixed-charge
sector. A velocity along the cyclic variable no longer

The charge J has become part of the “effective mass” 7.
The Routhian-derived Hamiltonian is

nr? /1’

HJ:Pri’—RJ:— (D6)

up to the same sign convention used in the main text. Hence

2 H lZ
F= e JHR = 2P, r(t):—|2 2" — .
H;l VH Al

(D7)
Using y = lir/r in Eq. (D3), one obtains

H,

t |H
l b

P (1) = &0 o P = (g
In particular Py) (0) = 0. This is the desired fixed-charge
short-time behavior: the complexity itself starts as
C,(t) = C,(0) ~ > [20]. The constant term in Eq. (2.10)
is therefore not a fixed-J Krylov growth rate; it is the
contribution of the nonzero internal velocity 4(0) in the
unreduced configuration space.

We now apply the same logic to the giant graviton of
Sec. IV. Its Born-Infeld plus Wess-Zumino Lagrangian is

2 oRR o .
Lgiane = | c0s*0 1—2—7—1292—lzsmzﬁqﬁz—ucos“eqﬁ .

(D9)

appears in y; its effect survives through the fixed parameter
g in g(r;q) and in the conserved energy. The function g
may be constant or may depend on the remaining reduced
coordinates.

For the point particle of Sec. II,

(D4)

Solving the first relation for vs(r,i,J) and Legendre
transforming gives

o2 PP L S AmPP

P METa (D)

The unsquared relation J = 0L 4/ d¢ fixes the physical
solution (4.7). With Q(0) = J + uvcos*@, the partial
Legendre transform is

_ 2 PR .
\/0*(0) + 1 2sin*0cos0
M;(0) = . D10
1(0) [sin® (D10)
Using R, = —R,; leaves the reduced equations unchanged

and gives a positive effective mass. The Wess-Zumino
coupling is encoded in the shifted charge Q(6).
The reduced proper coordinate and momentum are

22 . . 2
¥; = 2 + 07, R; = M,;(0) 2 yj.  (DI11)

0)y 2
P;J) __ M,(0)3, :_5:2 3.

(D12)

No ¢ velocity is reintroduced. For the rest data (4.16),
Appendix C proves that P;J)(O) =0and C, ~1. A trajec-
tory with a prescribed 8(0) # 0 is a different bulk prepa-

ration and lies outside the standard Krylov identification
about that reference time; it is not used to evade the

universal condition Cg(0) = 0.
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