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Abstract

We derive a novel four-dimensional black hole with planar horizon that asymptotes

to the linear dilaton background. The usual growth of its entanglement entropy before

Page’s time is established. After that, emergent islands modify to a large extent the

entropy, which becomes finite and is saturated by its Bekenstein-Hawking value in

accordance with the finiteness of the von Neumann entropy of eternal black holes. We

demonstrate that viewed from the string frame, our solution is the two-dimensional

Witten black hole with two additional free bosons. We generalize our findings by

considering a general class of linear dilaton black hole solutions at a generic point

along the σ-model renormalization group (RG) equations. For those, we observe that

the entanglement entropy is “running” i.e. it is changing along the RG flow with

respect to the two-dimensional worldsheet length scale. At any fixed moment before

Page’s time the aforementioned entropy increases towards the infrared (IR) domain,

whereas the presence of islands leads the running entropy to decrease towards the IR at

later times. Finally, we present a four-dimensional charged black hole that asymptotes

to the linear dilaton background as well. We compute the associated entanglement

entropy for the extremal case and we find that an island is needed in order for it to

follow the Page curve.ar
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1 Introduction and motivation

Even though the “problem” with reproducing Page’s curve has explicitly been addressed

and solved in a full microscopic theory, the N-portrait [1–4], a self-consistent semiclassical

tool capable of yielding the correct entropy of a system coupled to a gravitational background

was missing. Hitherto there have been important developments towards this direction; for a

nice review see [5] and [6–52] for a non-exhaustive list of references.

More specifically, it has been realized that the proper way to semiclassically compute the

entropy of a black hole’s Hawking radiation is to take into account the effect of the so-called

“island” configurations; these regions are located near the horizon of the black hole (either

inside or outside), their boundaries correspond to extremal surfaces,1 and are completely

disconnected from the reservoir where the Hawking radiation resides. Nevertheless, they

contribute non-trivially to the latter’s entropy. The radiation, although sufficiently far from

the black hole such that gravitational effects can be neglected, it is actually entangled with

the fields in the vicinity of the black hole—an aftermath of its gravitational origin.

Intuitively, the island(s) play the role of an effective clock that breaks the time translation

invariance and thus the self-similarity of the system. This is what forces the entropy to not

grow with time in perpetuity but rather undergo a phase transition around Page time tPage

and follow a Page curve. Note that islands can be thought of as a “geometric manifestation”

of an inherent quantum clock by way of inner entanglement and depletion of gravitons in

the N-portrait language. The breaking of self-similarity, actually a prediction of this theory,

is due to these effects and becomes maximal after the quantum break-time, which is equal

to half-decay, and thus, to Page’s time.2

Of course, being able to compute the entropy of Hawking radiation does not imply that

something robust may be said about information and the associated so-called “paradox.”

Actually, this “paradox” is most probably not there to start with, since it is related to the

assumption that the evaporation of the black hole is an exactly thermal process [1–4, 53–55].

As argued in these works, Hawking’s analysis is incomplete and should at best be taken with a

pinch of salt: any deviations from thermality should not be neglected since these are expected

to be power-law suppressed by inverse powers of the entropy. This is a general argument that

does not resort to any explicit quantum theory of gravity. Therefore, in order to conclude

about information at all, it would require to take into account corrections not visible in

any semiclassical approximation. However, even being able to semiclassically reproduce the

expected from unitarity time evolution of the black hole’s entanglement entropy, i.e. its Page

curve, is an important breakthrough.

Roughly, the method to deduce the Page curve is the following. First, one introduces a

1In the sense that they extremize the generalized entropy functional, see below.
2We thank G. Dvali for explaining these issues to us.
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generalized entropy functional that contains two pieces: i) the von Neumann or fine-grained

entropy of the radiation plus the island; ii) the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy of the island,

i.e. Area(Island)/4GN , with GN the Newton constant.3 Then, one looks for all possible

saddle points of this functional; these correspond to the island configurations mentioned

above. The generalized entropy evaluated on top of the saddle that minimizes its value is

identified with the entanglement entropy of the system.

Let us clarify that although the procedure we just outlined was at first suggested in the

context of holography and AdS/CFT by Ryu and Takayanagi [56], see also [57–61] and [6–8]

for further developments, it is actually applicable to any system coupled to a gravitational

background. This is further substantiated by the nontrivial fact that in all the examples

studied in the literature so far, the entanglement entropy turns out to follow the Page curve

when the aforementioned prescription is employed.

Even though these considerations initially focused on two-dimensional systems, it is by

now clear that the “island rule” extends well beyond two-dimensional spacetimes, e.g. [11,

18, 22, 24]. It also saves the day for the higher dimensional Schwarzschild black hole solution,

by rendering its entanglement entropy unitary; this was studied in [18] for pure Einsteinian

gravity in D ≥ 4 dimensions, while [22] generalized these findings when higher derivative

curvature invariants are included in the gravitational action.

It is thus timely and desired to understand whether islands are behind the sensible

behavior of the entanglement entropy of other black hole geometries. One suitable arena to

test the island hypothesis is provided by the four-dimensional generalization of the linear

dilaton theory, since as we demonstrate, the model accommodates a black hole geometry.

It turns out that the proper behavior of its entanglement entropy after the Page time is

reproduced only when an island is included here as well; not accounting for its explicit

contribution in the entropy yields a result which grows with time and will eventually be in

conflict with the assumption of a unitary evolution for the system.

Interestingly, when written in string frame, the temporal-radial part of the linear dilaton

black hole coincides with the Witten cigar solution [62]. We repeat the computation of

the entanglement entropy and find that the island prescription reproduces the same Page

curve, as expected. Since the model under consideration is string-inspired—it corresponds

to a fixed point of the two-dimensional sigma model—we construct a general class of black

holes that satisfy the RG equations, without vanishing beta functions for the metric &

dilaton. For those, their corresponding horizons “run,” in the sense that they depend on

the worldsheet length scale ` and approach zero as we move towards the IR. In turn, the

associated entanglement entropy acquires a nontrivial dependence on ` and thus changes

under the RG flow. We find that it is not a monotonic function of `, but rather exhibits a

discontinuous behavior in the following sense: the entropy at any moment of time before tPage

3We work in units c = ~ = 1.
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grows towards the IR. Around Page time, when the entropy undergoes a phase transition

due to the emergence of an island, it starts decreasing as ` approaches infinity.

Finally, we couple the four-dimensional linear dilaton model to the electromagnetic field.

In this case the equations of motion admit a charged black hole solution that vaguely speaking

corresponds to the analog of a planar Reissner-Nordström solution for the linear dilaton

theory. We find the conditions for extremality and for simplicity we confine ourselves to

such configurations. We redo the entropy computation and also find that the island is a

necessary ingredient for the “reasonable” behavior of the system after Page’s time.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2, we construct in details the black hole

solution in the Einstein frame and discuss its properties. In Sec. 3, we spell out the main

steps for computing the entanglement entropy and apply it to the linear dilaton black hole

solution (in the Einstein frame), without and with an island contribution. In Sec. 4, we move

to the string frame and demonstrate that the temporal-radial part of the solution actually

corresponds to the well known Witten black hole. We repeat the computation of the entropy

and show that the results are qualitatively the same in the two frames. In Sec. 5, we turn

our attention to the more general “running horizon” black holes and find the dependence on

the entropy on the RG scale. In Sec. 6, we present the extremal charged linear dilaton black

hole and its associated entropy. We conclude in Sec. 7.

2 The linear dilaton black hole—Einstein frame

Consider the following Einstein frame action in D = 4 spacetime dimensions

I =
1

16πGN

∫
d4x
√
−g
(
R− 1

2

(
∂σ
)2

+ 4k2eσ
)
, (1)

with GN the Newton constant, g = det(gµν), R the Ricci scalar, and k a constant with mass-

dimension 1. The equations of motion for the theory are obtained by varying the action (1)

w.r.t. the metric gµν and scalar field σ, which turn out to be

Rµν −
1

2
gµνR =

1

2
∂µσ∂νσ −

1

2
gµν

(
1

2
(∂σ)2 − 4k2eσ

)
, (2)

�σ = −4k2eσ , (3)

with � = gρσ∇ρ∇σ the covariant d’Alembertian.

Let us focus on static, isotropic vacuum solutions of the form

ds2 = −B(r)dt2 + A(r)dr2 + r2
(
dx2 + dy2

)
, (4)

σ ≡ σ(r) = α log(kr) , (5)
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with α 6= 0 a real constant to be determined.4 By solving the field equations (2) and (3), we

find that

A(r) =
1

1− r2h
r2

, B(r) = r2

(
1− r2

h

r2

)
, α = −2 , (6)

meaning that the four-dimensional theory described by (1) admits the following black hole

geometry

ds2 = −r2

(
1− r2

h

r2

)
dt2 +

dr2

1− r2h
r2

+ r2
(
dx2 + dy2

)
, (7)

σ = −2 log(kr) . (8)

Notice that the above metric for rh = 0 (or r →∞) is not flat but rather approaches

ds2 = −r2dt2 + dr2 + r2(dx2 + dy2) , (9)

which is just the linear dilaton, or “continuous clockwork” geometry [63, 64] (see also ap-

pendix A).

In analogy with the Schwarzschild black hole, let us work in terms of the following tortoise

coordinate

r∗ = rh

∫
dr

r
(

1− r2h
r2

) =
rh
2

log

(
r2

r2
h

− 1

)
, (10)

such that the line element (7) becomes (after rescaling t to rht)

ds2 = −e
2r∗
rh

(
dt2 − dr∗2

)
+ r2

h

(
1 + e

2r∗
rh

)(
dx2 + dy2

)
. (11)

As usual, r∗ ∼ rh log(r/rh) for r � rh and r∗ → −∞ for r = rh where the event horizon

lies. To go to the Kruskal coordinates, we define

u∗ = t− r∗, v∗ = t+ r∗, (12)

so that

r∗ =
v∗ − u∗

2
, t =

v∗ + u∗

2
, (13)

and therefore

r2 − r2
h = r2

he
v∗−u∗
rh . (14)

We now introduce

u = −rhe
−u
∗
rh , v = rhe

v∗
rh , (15)

4In principle, we have the liberty to shift the dilaton by a constant, say σ0. The black hole solution in

this case will be the same as the one we will present in the following, up to an overall rescaling by eσ0 .
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Figure 1: Penrose diagram of the black hole. As customary, the curly lines denote the singularity

r = 0, while the dashed ones the horizon located at r = rh. Note that each point of the diagram

represents a two-dimensional Euclidean space. Although the conformal factors of the linear dilaton

and Schwarzschild black holes are different, their causal structures are the same.

in terms of which the metric is written as

ds2 = −dudv + r2(u, v)
(
dx2 + dy2

)
, (16)

σ = −2 log
(
kr(u, v)

)
, (17)

where r(u, v) is given by

r(u, v) =
√
r2
h − uv . (18)

Therefore, the singularity is at

uv = r2
h , (19)

and the event horizon at

uv = 0 , (20)

i.e., at r = rh from Eq. (18). The Penrose diagram of the solution is shown in Fig. 1.

3 Entanglement entropy of the linear dilaton black hole

In this section we carry out the computation of the entanglement entropy of the lin-

ear dilaton black hole’s Hawking radiation. In general, computing the entropy for generic

quantum field theories is a rather nontrivial task; only in a handful of cases it is possible

to actually do so, at least analytically. Fortunately, in what follows the situation simplifies

considerably, since we will be effectively working in a two-dimensional setting. This point is

pertinent, so let us give some more details. The dilaton black hole solution we have found—

unlike the Schwarzschild metric—admits a two-dimensional planar horizon spanned by the

x and y coordinates. This is evident from the explicit form of the metric, cf. (7). Therefore,

in order to extract finite, meaningful, results, we are in a sense obliged to work in terms of
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quantities defined per unit area if (x, y) parametrize R2. Alternatively, we may take (x, y)

to parametrize a two-torus T 2. Consequently, well known results concerning the entropy of

two-dimensional field theories are applicable.

3.1 Outline of the procedure

Let us give an outline of the prescription one has to follow. More details can be found

for instance in [13, 5] and references therein.

The starting point is to identify the Hawking radiation of the black hole with an appropri-

ate matter sector coupled to the gravitational theory (1). In two-dimensional considerations

this usually corresponds to a free CFT that comprises N � 1 minimally-coupled massless

scalar or fermionic fields with central charge c ∼ N . We also have to require that c� r2h
GN

.

It should be very clearly stated that some extra hypotheses are needed in order for the

approach to be self-consistent and the results reasonable. First, for the matter sector to have

negligible backreaction on the background geometry, we have to require that the radiation

reservoir is in a region R sufficiently far from the black hole, at least a few Schwarzschild

radii away; the (imaginary) surface bounding this region has been marked with red lines in

Fig. 2. To put it differently, the equations of motion of the theory, even in the presence of

matter fields, should still accommodate the linear dilaton black hole solution discussed in

the previous section. The above has to be supplemented by an additional assumption: it

is not enough that the location of the bath simply be where gravity is weak—the matter

system should be nothing more than a “spectator” in the sense that it must not gravitate

at all. Relaxing the latter requirement yields a trivial Page curve [65].

As we already mentioned in the introductory section, the rule of thumb for computing

the entanglement entropy is the following [8, 5]. One considers a modified entropy Sgen

which receives a contribution from the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy of the island, and the

von Neumann entropy of the matter sector evaluated on the union of the radiation and the

island regions

Sgen =
Area(Island)

4GN

+ Smatter (R ∪ Island) . (21)

The actual entropy S of the system is found by evaluating Sgen on top of all the saddle

points (extrema), i.e. the locations of the island, and then singling out the one that yields

the minimal value, so that

S = min ext {Sgen} . (22)

It is the nontrivial interplay between the two contributions in (21) that results into S under-

going a phase transition around the Page time and behaving in accordance with unitarity.

As we will see in details shortly, at early times the generalized entropy (21) has no real

extrema if we include the contribution stemming from the island. This translates into the

quantity being saturated by the matter contribution only.
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If no island is included at later times as well, the black hole will continue emitting

an ever-increasing amount of Hawking radiation, meaning that the latter’s entropy will

asymptotically exhibit linear growth with time. Consequently, the entropy will not follow

the Page curve.

If on the other hand we include an island configuration in the generalized entropy, its

presence gives rise to a new (real) saddle point that minimizes the generalized entropy after

Page time. When evaluated on top of it, the entanglement entropy of the system turns out

to coincide with (twice) the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy SBH of the black hole.

Before moving on, let us reiterate the main points. At each time, one computes the

generalized entropy Sgen without and with an island. The entanglement entropy is always

identified with the lowest value of this quantity. The configuration without an island is

actually a minimum of the generalized entropy only for times smaller than the Page time.

After Page time, one observes that the island is an essential ingredient in order for the

entropy to be minimized.

(a) (b)

Figure 2: (a) Penrose diagram of the eternal linear dilaton black hole plus the matter fields in the

absence of islands. The dotted red lines correspond to the fictitious boundaries of the regions outside

of which the effect of the matter sector on the geometry—and vice versa—can be safely neglected.

The black lines are the entanglement regions R∓ where the radiation lives and b∓ denoted by blobs

their respective boundaries. Their ranges are (−∞, b−] and [b+,+∞), respectively; the radiation

region is therefore R = R− ∪ R+ = (−∞, b−] ∪ [b+,+∞). (b) The Penrose diagram of the same

system in the presence of an island with boundaries located at a∓. Note that for the eternal black

hole, the island’s boundaries lie outside the horizon [9, 16, 17].

3.2 Entropy without island

By construction, the generalized entropy in the absence of islands coincides with the

fine-grained matter entropy, cf. (21). For a metric of the form

ds2 = −e2ρ(u,v)dudv + r2(u, v)(dx2 + dy2) , (23)
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the matter entropy per unit area coincides with the well known two-dimensional formula [66]

and reads

Smatter =
c

12
log
[
(ub− − ub+)2(vb− − vb+)2e2ρ(b+)e2ρ(b−)

]
, (24)

with b∓ = (t, r) ≡ (∓tb, b), the boundaries of the entanglement regions in the left and right

wedges of the black hole, see Fig. 2a. Using (16) and the definition of u and v variables in

terms of t and r,5 we obtain the entropy for the matter fields 6

Smatter =
c

3
log

[
2

√
b2 − r2

h

r2
h

cosh
tb
rh

]
≈ c

3
log

[
2b

rh
cosh

tb
rh

]
, (25)

where we used b � rh. From the above expression, we immediately find that without an

island, the entropy asymptotically behaves as

S = Smatter ∼
c

3

tb
rh

, (26)

i.e. it grows linearly with time. It is important to note that in the absence of an island,

the time evolution of the entanglement entropy is not compatible with the assumption of

unitarity of the system.

Of course, one can be even more thorough and explicitly show that with an island there

is no real solution for a that minimizes the entropy at early times. This translates into

the island becoming essential only around and after the Page time. We will do that in the

following.

3.3 Entropy with island

As we mentioned before, the generalized entropy in the presence of an island whose

boundaries are located say at a∓ = (∓ta, a)—see the configuration in the Penrose diagram

of Fig. 2b—receives two contributions and reads

Sgen =
a2

2GN

+ Smatter (R ∪ Island) , (27)

where the first term in the above corresponds to the contribution of the area of the island

which is endowed with a planar and not a spherical geometry as can be seen from (23). The

exact form of the second term capturing the matter effect depends on the location of the

entanglement region R relative to the black hole horizon.

5One should be careful to flip the signs of u and v in (15) when considering points in the left wedge of

the Penrose diagram in Fig. 2, since these correspond to r < 0.
6Note that for the argument of the logarithm to be dimensionless, we have to divide by appropriate

powers of rh.
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By construction we are considering configurations for which the radiation is located

away from the horizon (b� rh). In that case, the entanglement entropy for two-dimensional

massless fields living in the union of the radiation and the island regimes reads [67, 68, 18, 22]

Smatter (R ∪ Island) =
c

3
log

[
l(a+, a−)l(b+, b−)l(a+, b+)l(a−, b−)

l(a+, b−)l(a−, b+)

]
, (28)

with

l(z, z′) = eρ(z)eρ(z′)
√

(u(z′)− u(z))(v(z)− v(z′)) , (29)

the geodesic distance between z and z′ in the geometry of (23). The relation (28) explicitly

reads

Smatter (R ∪ Island) =
c

6
log

[
16

(
a2 − r2

h

r2
h

)(
b2 − r2

h

r2
h

)
cosh2 ta

rh
cosh2 tb

rh

]

+
c

3
log

 1
2

(√
a2−r2h
b2−r2h

+
√

b2−r2h
a2−r2h

)
− cosh (ta−tb)

rh

1
2

(√
a2−r2h
b2−r2h

+
√

b2−r2h
a2−r2h

)
+ cosh (ta+tb)

rh

 .

(30)

Taking into account that the island is located very close to the horizon, i.e. a ≈ rh,
7 while

b� rh since the matter sector is far from the black hole, we find

Smatter (R ∪ Island) ≈ c

6
log

[
16

(
a2 − r2

h

r2
h

)(
b

rh

)2

cosh2 ta
rh

cosh2 tb
rh

]

+
c

3
log

1− 2

√
a2−r2h
b

cosh (ta−tb)
rh

1 + 2

√
a2−r2h
b

cosh (ta+tb)
rh

 .

(31)

At early times ta, tb � rh so that

Smatter (R ∪ Island) ≈ c

6
log

[
16

(
a2 − r2

h

r2
h

)(
b

rh

)2

cosh2 ta
rh

cosh2 tb
rh

]

− 4c

3

√
a2 − r2

h

b
cosh

ta
rh

cosh
ta
rh

.

(32)

Plugging the above into (21) and extremizing w.r.t. both ta and a, one easily finds that

there is no real saddle. This confirms our expectations that no island is present at early

times and the entanglement entropy of the system is completely determined by the matter

contribution only and grows with time, cf. (25).

7This assumption will be justified a posteriori, see Eq. (38).
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We turn to the situation at late times ta, tb � rh. The fine-grained matter entropy can

be approximated by

Smatter (R ∪ Island) ≈ 2c

3
log

(
b

rh

)
− 2c

3

√
a2 − r2

h

b
cosh

(ta − tb)
rh

, (33)

where we dropped the exponentially suppressed terms.8 The generalized entanglement en-

tropy in this limit thus reads

Sgen ≈
a2

2GN

+
2c

3
log

(
b

rh

)
− 2c

3

√
a2 − r2

h

b
cosh

(ta − tb)
rh

. (36)

Our purpose is to determine the (temporal and spatial) location of the island that ex-

tremizes the generalized entropy at late times. Let us first differentiate the above, say w.r.t.

ta. Requiring that this vanish, we find that the saddle point corresponds to

sinh
(ta − tb)

rh
= 0 , (37)

meaning that ta = tb. We now extremize S w.r.t. a. It is straightforward to see that if

confine ourselves to configurations subject to (37), we obtain immediately

a ≈ rh + . . . , (38)

with the ellipses standing for subleading terms which, importantly, do not depend on time.

Finally,

S ≈ r2
h

2GN

+ . . . . (39)

which is twice the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy SBH of the black hole.

Let us briefly discuss the behavior of the generalized entropy, also sketched in Fig. 3. At

early times, it is dominated by the fine-grained entropy of the matter sector and it grows

with time. Around the Page time 9

tPage

rh
≈ 3SBH

2c
, (40)

8We could have arrived at the same expression by noting that at late times, when the left and right

wedges of Fig. 2b are sufficiently separated,

Smatter (R ∪ Island) ≈ c

6
log
[
(ub+ − ua+)2(vb+ − va+)2e2ρ(b+)e2ρ(a+)

]
, (34)

since it is straightforward to show that (see also [18])

l(a+, a−)l(b+, b−) ≈ l(a+, b−)l(a−, b+) . (35)

9The Page time follows from equating (26) with 2SBH.
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one needs to take into account an island configuration located close and outside the horizon

of the black hole, see (38). Its presence is necessary to minimize the generalized entropy,

which now is constant and its leading term is equal to twice the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy.

In addition, since we were able to reproduce the correct behavior for the entropy after

tPage, i.e. the fact that it asymptotes to the Bekenstein-Hawking value, means that even

though more islands may very well be present, their contributions are subdominant.

Figure 3: The (qualitative) evolution of the generalized entropy of the four-dimensional linear

dilaton black hole as a function of time. At approximately Page time, the contribution of the

island causes the entropy to stop its monotonic growth with time and become constant.

4 The linear dilaton black hole—String frame

In the previous section we worked in the Einstein frame, where the gravitational sector

of the theory had its canonical, Einstein-Hilbert, form. We will now show that the details of

this particular black hole solution actually become more transparent in the string frame.

The string-frame action for the four dimensional linear dilaton can be found by Weyl-

rescaling the Einstein frame metric appearing in (1) as gµν → g̃µν = eσgµν ; it reads

Ĩ =
1

16πα′

∫
d4x
√
g̃ e−σ

(
R̃ + (∂̃σ)2 + 4k2

)
, (41)

with a tilde denoting objects defined in the string frame. It is a straightforward exercise to

obtain the equations of motion. Varying the above w.r.t. the metric and the dilaton, we find

G̃µν = g̃µν

(
�̃σ − 1

2
(∂̃σ)2 + 2k2

)
− ∇̃µ∇̃νσ , (42)

11



and

�̃σ − 1

2
(∂̃σ)2 + 2k2 = −R̃

2
, (43)

respectively. Plugging the dilaton’s eom into the Einstein equations, we get

R̃µν + ∇̃µ∇̃νσ = 0 ,

R̃ + 2�̃σ − (∂̃σ)2 + 4k2 = 0 .
(44)

Interestingly, the above are just the conditions for conformal invariance in string theory,

upon identifying σ = 2Φ as the dilaton, in the standard normalization. Indeed, the β-

functions for the metric and dilaton can be calculated perturbatively in the weak string

coupling expansion α′ → 0 of the σ-model

Iσ =
1

4πα′

∫
d2ξ
√
γγabg̃µν(x)∂ax

µ∂bx
ν +

1

4π

∫
d2ξ
√
γR(2)Φ(x) , (45)

and are explicitly written as

βgµν = α′
(
R̃µν + 2∇̃µ∇̃νΦ

)
,

βΦ = −δc+
3

2
α′
[
4(∂̃Φ)2 − 4�̃Φ− R̃

]
.

(46)

Here, δc is the central charge deficit given by

δc =
2

3
(Dcrit −Deff) , (47)

where Deff = D, the spacetime dimensions and Dcrit = 26 for the bosonic string, whereas

Deff = 3D/2 and Dcrit = 15 for the superstring. Conformal invariance dictates that βgµν =

βΦ = 0, which are just Eqs. (44) with

δc = 6k2α′ . (48)

It can be immediately checked that (44) is solved by

d̃s
2

= k−2

−(1− r2
h

r2

)
dt2 +

dr2

r2
(

1− r2h
r2

) + dx2 + dy2

 , (49)

σ = −2 log(kr)− σ0 , (50)

with σ0 a constant related to the black hole mass [62]. Note that, clearly,

d̃s
2

= eσ+σ0ds2 , (51)

12



with ds2 is the Einstein frame line element given in Eq. (7). Despite the fact that the form

of the metric has changed due to the presence of the conformal factor, the causal structure

of both the string- and Einstein- frame geometries is the same. This follows trivially from

the fact that the Weyl rescaling relating the two frames preserves the angles.

We may now proceed as in Sec. 2 and express the metric in terms of the “light-cone”

coordinates (u, v) introduced previously. It is easy to show that (49) can be written as

d̃s
2

= k−2

(
− dudv

r2
h − uv

+ dx2 + dy2

)
, (52)

whose u− v part is nothing more than the Witten black-hole solution [62] described by a 2D

SL(2, R)/U(1) coset CFT.10 In view of Eq. (44) and its relation to string theory, this should

hardly come as a surprise.

We are now in position to repeat the computation of the entropy for the string-frame

metric (52). As before, without an island, we find that the entropy asymptotically behaves

as

S = Smatter ∼
c

3

tb
rh

, (53)

i.e. it grows linearly with time. This result coincides with [16, 17] concerning the purely

two-dimensional (eternal) Witten black hole.

When an island is included, an identical computation with the one carried out in the

Einstein frame reveals that the generalized entropy is independent of time and its leading

term is proportional to twice the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy

S ≈ k−2e−σ

2α′

∣∣∣∣∣
horizon

≈ r2
h

2GN

, (54)

where

GN = α′ e−σ0 , (55)

and the k−2 factor in the above is due to the fact that the scale in each of the x and y

directions is k−1. The entropy formula (54) is identical to what we found previously (39)

which is of course expected, as the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy is invariant under Weyl

transformations [70].

5 “Running” horizons

The two-dimensional sigma model described by the action (45) is a perturbatively renor-

malizable quantum field theory and the scale dependence of the generalized couplings, which

10The Euclidean version of this solution was found by Elitzur, Forge and Rabinovici [69].
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are here the target space metric g̃µν and the dilaton Φ, can be computed order by order

in perturbation theory. The 1-loop renormalization of the metric and dilaton w.r.t. the

logarithm of the world-sheet length scale ` is specified by the following RG flow equations

∂g̃µν
∂λ

= −βgµν = −α′
(
R̃µν + 2∇̃µ∇̃νΦ

)
, (56)

∂Φ

∂λ
= −βΦ = δc− 3

2
α′
[
4(∂̃Φ)2 − 4�̃Φ− R̃

]
, (57)

where λ = log `/`0 and `0 a reference scale. Then, the solution (49) is a fixed point of the

RG flow equations 11

βgµν = βΦ = 0 . (58)

However, one may look for more general solutions to (56) and (57), for which the beta

functions need not vanish. It is not difficult to verify that one such class of solutions reads

ds2 = −k−2
s

dudv

r2
0e

2aλ − uv
+ dx2 + dy2 , (59)

Φ = −3

5
log
[
k2
s(r

2
0e

2aλ − uv)
]

+ Φ0 , (60)

where x, y are two free bosons and

k2
sα
′ = −5a , a = −5δc

216
< 0 . (61)

Comparing (59) with (52), we see that the horizon rh of this geometry is identified with 12

rh = r0e
aλ = r0

(
`

`0

)− 5δc
216

, (62)

with r0 the value of r at the worldsheet length scale `0 (i.e. λ = 0). Therefore, rh shrinks as

we approach the IR

rh → 0 , as λ→∞ (`→∞) . (63)

Therefore, without an island, the entropy at any fixed time tb is increasing towards the IR

as it can be seen from Eq. (53). Indeed, in this case we find that

S ≈ c

3

tb
r0

e−aλ , (64)

which blows up asymptotically at the IR. On the other hand, when an island is included,

the entropy scales as

S ≈ r2
h

2GN

=
r2

0

2GN

e2aλ , (65)
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Figure 4: The entropy as a function of the world-sheet length scale `. When there are no islands,

the entropy is increasing towards the IR, whereas it goes to zero when an island is included.

and is now decreasing towards the IR. This behavior of the running entropy is depicted

in Fig. 4. Note that the fixed point of the RG running corresponds to the deep IR limit

λ → ∞, where the metric describes four free bosons and a linear dilaton and therefore

the entropy should vanish asymptotically there, something which is also consistent with the

c-theorem [67, 74, 75]. This behavior is restored only when an island is included.

Configurations such as the ones described by Eqs. (59) and (60) may be thought of as

being “off-shell,” in the sense that they do not solve (44). Thus, they are not saddles of

the string effective action (41), so it is reasonable for one to wonder whether the island

prescription is applicable or even meaningful at all in this situation. Let us now understand

why the answer is positive.

It can be easily verified that configurations of the form

ds2 = −k−2
s

dudv

r2
0e

2aλ − uv
+ dx2 + dy2 , (66)

Φγ = −1

γ
log
[
k2
s(r

2
0e

2aλ − uv)
]

+ Φ0 , (67)

with γ a constant, satisfy

R̃µν + γ∇̃µ∇̃νΦγ = 0,

R̃ + 2γ�̃Φγ − γ2(∂̃Φγ)
2 + 4k2

s = 0 ,
(68)

11Eq. (56) is known as Ricci flow in the mathematical literature and its fixed points as solitons [71–73].
12As in the (string-frame) linear dilaton black hole, in the (u, v) coordinate system the singularity is located

at uv = r2h, while the horizon at uv = 0.
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which, in turn means that they are saddles of

Ĩγ =
1

16πα′

∫
d4x
√
g̃e−γΦγ

(
R̃ + γ2(∂̃Φγ)

2 + 4k2
s

)
. (69)

This is of course the case for arbitrary values of the parameters that characterize the solution.

In particular, the case γ = 2 and a = 0 corresponds to the string effective action, while for

γ = 5/3 and a < 0, we get the running-horizons geometries (59) and (60). In other words,

one can think of these black holes either as a particular solution of the RG flow equations (56)

and (57), or as saddles of the action (69).13 This is the reason that the island prescription

also works here.

A final comment concerns the fixed points of two-dimensional world-sheet RG flows,

which may very well exist both in the UV and IR domains. As we have seen above, there

is an IR fixed point describing four free bosons, whereas the UV limit is singular. However,

generally, RG flows tend to develop singularities [71]; these can be past (UV) or future

(IR) ones and are evolved in the so-called ancient and immortal solutions, respectively. In

our case, it so happens that there is a UV singularity, something in accordance with the

Ricci-flow theory.

6 A charged dilaton black hole and its entanglement

entropy

Let us now include a U(1) gauge field in our discussion. The action in this case is given

by

I =
1

16πGN

∫
d4x
√
g

(
R− 1

2
(∂σ)2 + 4k2eσ − 1

4
eγσ F 2

)
, (70)

where γ is a constant and F 2 ≡ FµνF
µν , with Fµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ, the U(1) field strength.

The equations of motion can be easily obtained by varying the above w.r.t. gµν , Aµ and σ:

Rµν − 1
2
gµνR = 1

2
(∂µσ)(∂νσ)− 1

2
gµν

(
1
2
(∂σ)2 − 4k2eσ

)
+ 1

2
eγσ

(
FµαF

α
ν − 1

4
gµνF

2

)
,(71)

∇µ

(
eγσF µν

)
= 0 , (72)

�σ = −4k2eσ + 1
4
γeγσF 2 . (73)

Let us consider the following ansatz for the metric

ds2 = −b(r)dt2 + a(r)dr2 + r2
(
dx2 + dy2

)
, (74)

13Note that using Φ = Φ 5
3

in (45) gives rise to a 2D conformal anomaly and this is the reason for the

non-vanishing of the β-functions (46) and the corresponding running.
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where b(r) = r2/a(r). Like in the uncharged solution, we will insist on the dilaton being the

following logarithm of the radial coordinate r

σ = −2 log(kr) . (75)

On top of (74) and (75), we can immediately solve Maxwell equations (72), by requiring that

At = − C
2γ

(kr)2γ , Ar = Ax = Ay = 0 , (76)

or in other words

Fµν = −2C(kr)2γ

r3
gr[µgν]t , (77)

with C a (nonzero) constant and the square brackets stand for antisymmetrization of the

corresponding indexes.

The requirement that the remaining equations of motion be simultaneously satisfied

dictates that

a(r) =
1

1− r2h
r2

+ Q2

4r4

, b(r) = r2

(
1− r2

h

r2
+
Q2

4r4

)
, γ = −1 , (78)

where we introduced the “charge” Q = C/
√

2k. Notice that for Q → 0 (or equivalently

C → 0), the above boils down to the uncharged solution we found in the main text, cf. (8).

Consequently, the charged linear dilaton black hole line element explicitly reads

ds2 = −r2

(
1− r2

h

r2
+
Q2

4r4

)
dt2 +

dr2

1− r2h
r2

+ Q2

4r4

+ r2(dx2 + dy2) . (79)

The black hole admits the following outer (r+) and inner (r−) horizons

r± =
rh√

2

[
1±

(
1− Q2

r4
h

)1/2
]1/2

. (80)

It is clear from the above that the two horizons coalesce when

Q = r2
h , (81)

meaning that for this value of the charge, the black hole becomes extremal with line element

ds2 = −r2

(
1− r2

h

2r2

)2

dt2 +
dr2(

1− r2h
2r2

)2 + r2(dx2 + dy2) , (82)

as it can be straightforwardly seen from (79) and (81).
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In the following considerations we confine ourselves to the simplest, extremal configura-

tion (82), leaving the investigation of the more general case for future work.

To find the entanglement entropy of this black hole we have to practically repeat what

we did in the uncharged case. The starting point is to rescale t→ rht and introduce Kruskal-

type coordinates (u, v), such that the line element of the extremal solution is brought to the

form (23). To find the tortoise coordinate, we consider null geodesics

dt = rh
dr

r
(

1− r2h
2r2

)2 , (83)

translating into

r∗ =
rh
2

[
log

(
2r2

r2
h

− 1

)
−

r2h
2r2

1− r2h
2r2

]
. (84)

In terms of the above, the line element becomes

ds2 = −
(
r

rh

)2(
1− r2

h

2r2

)2 (
dt2 − dr∗2

)
+ r2

(
dx2 + dy2

)
, (85)

with

r ≡ r(r∗) =
rh√

2

1 +
1

W
(
e
− 2r∗
rh

)
1/2

, (86)

where W(x) is the Lambert W-function.

With the same null coordinates u and v introduced previously, see (12) and (15), we find

that the charged metric is expressed in the desirable form

ds2 = −e2ρdudv + r2
(
dx2 + dy2

)
, (87)

where the “conformal factor” in terms of the global coordinate r is in this case given by

ρ = log

[
r

rh

(
1− r2

h

2r2

)]
− r∗

rh
, (88)

and r∗ can be read from (84). Using the above we can compute the entanglement entropy

per unit area without and with an island contribution, using Eqs. (24) and (28), respectively.

In the absence of an island, we obtain

S =
c

3
log

[
(2b2 − r2

h)

brh
cosh

tb
rh

]
≈ c

3
log

[
2b

rh
cosh

tb
rh

]
, (89)

which for b� rh coincides with what we got for the uncharged black hole. Including an island

very close but slightly outside the black hole’s horizon at a = rh/
√

2, we find that, exactly as

before, the value of the entropy at late times asymptotes to twice the Bekenstein-Hawking

one for the extremal configuration.
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7 Discussion

In this paper we derived a novel black hole geometry in the four dimensional linear dila-

ton theory. Interestingly, its causal structure is the same as in the well-known Schwarzschild

solution, nevertheless, it does not asymptote to the Minkowski metric and has a planar

horizon. For this black hole, we employed the “island prescription” to compute the entan-

glement entropy of the Hawking radiation. The fact that the black hole is endowed with

a planar horizon makes it necessary to work in terms of quantities defined per unit area.

This has far-reaching consequences, since it enabled us to use well-known results valid in

two dimensions concerning the system’s entropy. We demonstrated that in order for the

entropy to follow a Page curve, a contribution stemming from an island configuration should

be included around the Page time. This result is in agreement with the expectation that

the range of applicability of the aforementioned technique covers non-standard black hole

geometries.

We showed that when Weyl-transformed in the string frame, the radial-temporal piece

of our solution is nothing more than the well-known Witten black hole geometry. That this

is the case could be guessed by inspection of the equations of motion in this frame: they

correspond to the four-dimensional generalization of the RG equation’s fixed points of the

(two dimensional) world-sheet sigma model. An analogous computation of the entanglement

entropy yields the same behavior, as expected.

The theory we studied descends from the stringy sigma model with zero beta functions

for the metric and dilaton. Moving away from the fixed point, we constructed a broad class

of black hole geometries that satisfy the RG equations. Their corresponding entanglement

entropy depends non trivially on the worldsheet length scale. As we flow towards the IR, the

entropy before Page’s time increases, but when the island kicks in, it decays asymptotically.

Finally, when a U(1) gauge sector is coupled to the linear dilaton model, new solutions

to the equations of motion become accessible to the system. One such geometry is a charged

extremal black hole, for which the expected late-time behavior of its entanglement entropy

is a result of an island contribution.

Acknowledgments

We are grateful to Gia Dvali for correspondence and important discussions and Dimitrios

Giataganas for discussions.

19



A The asymptotic linear dilaton background

Yet another (and probably the simplest) solution to the field equations (2) and (3) is

ds2 = −r2dt2 + dr2 + r2
(
dx2 + dy2

)
, (90)

σ = −2 log(kr) . (91)

It is obvious that the above metric is the asymptotic, r → ∞, limit of the black hole

geometry (7).

Actually, (90) is the induced metric on the 5D Lorentzian cone

−X2
0 +X2

1 +X2
2 − 2X2

3 + 2X3X4 = 0 , (92)

embedded in M3,2 with line element

ds2
5 = −dX2

0 + dX2
1 + dX2

2 − dX2
3 + dX2

4 . (93)

It can be immediately verified that the parametrization

X0 = rt, X1 = rx, X2 = ry, X3 =
r

2

(
− t2 + x2 + y2

)
, X4 = X3 − r, (94)

leads to the induced metric (90) on the cone (92).

The coordinate transformation r = k−1ez, brings (90) in the more familiar form

ds2 = k−2e2z
(
− dt2 + dx2 + dy2 + dz2

)
, (95)

σ = −2z , (96)

which is the linear dilaton sting background in the Einstein frame. It has also appeared as

the “continuous clockwork geometry” in [63, 64].

Note that the metric is singular at r = 0 since curvature invariants diverge there; for

example, a straightforward computation reveals that

R = − 6

r2
, R2

µν =
12

r4
, . . . (97)

This singularity is a naked one, so it should be dressed. In the clockwork case it is completely

cut out of the spacetime by the introduction of end-of-the world branes at r = 1, (z = 0)

and r = ez0 . However, there is another possibility. Namely, to hide the singularity behind a

horizon at, say, rh. This situation corresponds precisely to the black hole solution we derived

in the main text, see Sec. 2, Eqs. (7) and (8); for the convenience of the reader, we present

it here as well:

ds2 = −r2

(
1− r2

h

r2

)
dt2 +

dr2

1− r2h
r2

+ r2
(
dx2 + dy2

)
, (98)

σ = −2 log(kr) . (99)
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We observe that now the singularity (r = 0) is located behind the horizon at r = rh, which is

flat and not spherical. The geometry endowed with the metric (98) is what we identify as

the “linear dilaton black hole” in this work.
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