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Recently it was proposed that microscopic models of braneworld cosmology could be realized
in the context of AdS/CFT using black hole microstates containing an end-of-the-world brane.
Motivated by a desire to establish the microscopic existence of such microstates, which so far have
been discussed primarily in bottom-up models, we have studied similar microstates in a simpler
version of AdS/CFT. On one side, we define and study boundary states in the charged Sachdev-Ye-
Kitaev model and show that these states typically look thermal with a certain pattern of symmetry
breaking. On the other side, we study the dimensional reduction of microstates in Einstein-Maxwell
theory featuring an end-of-the-world brane and show that they have an equivalent description in
terms of 2D Jackiw-Teitelboim gravity coupled to an end-of-the-world particle. In particular, the
same pattern of symmetry breaking is realized in both sides of the proposed duality. These results
give significant evidence that such black hole microstates have a sensible microscopic realization.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The Anti-de Sitter/Conformal Field Theory
(AdS/CFT) correspondence [1–4] is one of the
most promising frameworks for the formulation of a
quantum theory of gravity. As a realization of the
holographic principle [5, 6], it relates the degrees
of freedom of a quantum gravity theory in d + 1
dimensions to those of a d-dimensional conformal field
theory living on the conformal boundary of the space-
time manifold. However, while AdS/CFT provides a
powerful microscopic description of certain classes of
spacetimes, an important open question in quantum
gravity is how to describe cosmological universes such
as the phase of cosmic expansion we observe in the sky.

Inspired by the AdS/BCFT proposal [7–9], one possi-
ble answer was provided by the holographic braneworld
cosmology models recently proposed in [10, 11]. These
bottom-up models describe an asymptotically AdS
black hole spacetime with the second asymptotic region
cut off by a spherically symmetric, constant tension,
codimension-1 end-of-the-world (ETW) brane. The
fields satisfy Neumann boundary conditions on the
brane, which emerges from the past horizon and falls
into the future horizon (in Lorentzian signature). From
the point of view of a comoving observer, the radial
motion of the brane is equivalent to the evolution of
a closed FLRW universe. When the brane is far from
the black hole horizon, gravity is also localized on the
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brane [11] via a Randall-Sundrum mechanism [12–14],
and the setup describes, to a good approximation, a
cosmological model with expansion and contraction. In
the Einstein-Maxwell model of [11], this only happened
for large near-extremal charged black holes and near-
critical branes. One possible microscopic realization of
such models has been recently proposed by Van Raams-
donk in the context of N = 4 super-Yang-Mills (SYM)
theory [15].

Similar black hole microstates have played an impor-
tant role in recent discussions of the black hole infor-
mation paradox [16, 17]. They also provide toy models
of the physics of non-unitary dynamics, which have re-
cently received attention in the quantum statistical me-
chanics community in the context of quantum dynam-
ics in the presence of random measurements [18–20].
Here the non-unitary dynamics is a Euclidean evolu-
tion starting at an initial state that can be thought of
as the outcome a random measurement. It is therefore
of considerable interest to better understand the micro-
scopic underpinnings of such black hole microstates. In
particular, we would like to understand under what con-
ditions various bottom-up constructions can be realized
in a full microscopic model.

With the cosmological motivation foremost in our
thoughts, the goal of the present paper is to use a spe-
cial case of AdS/CFT duality to relate the near-horizon
physics of the braneworld cosmology model proposed in
[11], which involves a near-extremal AdS-Reissner Nord-
ström black hole (AdS-RN), with specific boundary
states in the charged Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev (cSYK) model.
In a similar fashion to the Majorana SYK construc-
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tion by Kourkoulou and Maldacena [21], the boundary
states considered are the fermionic Fock states, evolved
for an amount τ0 of Euclidean time, called the prepara-
tion time. The boundary states can be prepared by a
Euclidean path integral with a boundary condition at
Euclidean time τ = −τ0 [7, 8, 10, 11, 22, 23]. Here we
continue to work with Einstein-Maxwell gravity as in
[11], although the braneworld states we consider are in
a different parameter regime than the one with good
gravity localization (near the horizon versus far from
the black hole, respectively). The matching we exhibit
between braneworld spacetimes and microscopic bound-
ary states is a step towards exhibiting a complete mi-
croscopic description of a cosmological spacetime.

We work in the context of the recent but already
well-studied example of AdS/CFT duality known as
nearly-AdS2/CFT1 duality [24–26]. The particular
setup we consider involves Jackiw-Teitelboim (JT) grav-
ity [27, 28] and the low-energy limit of the Sachdev-Ye-
Kitaev (SYK) model [29, 30]. JT gravity is a 1 + 1-
dimensional dilaton-gravity theory whose saddle point
solution involves an AdS2 bulk spacetime with a dynam-
ical boundary. The leading order fluctuations above the
saddle point are governed by a boundary Schwarzian ef-
fective action [25]. JT gravity gives a good approxima-
tion to the physics near the horizon of a higher dimen-
sional, near-extremal charged black hole [25, 26, 31–
35]. In particular, the Schwarzian fluctuations account
for the deviation of the near-horizon geometry from
AdS2 × Sd−1 (for a (d + 1)-dimensional black hole).
For this reason, JT gravity is sometimes referred to as
nearly-AdS2 gravity.

The SYK model is a (0 + 1)-dimensional quantum
mechanical model of N interactive Majorana fermions.
In the low-energy limit it develops an emergent con-
formal symmetry under arbitrary time diffeomorphisms
Diff(R) (or Diff(S1) in the thermal case). Such sym-
metry is spontaneously broken down to SL(2,R) by the
saddle point solution, which is exact in the large N
limit. This breaking generates an infinite number of
degenerate zero modes. The symmetry is also explic-
itly broken down to SL(2,R) by a Schwarzian effective
action at low but non-vanishing temperatures, which
lifts the degeneracy of the zero modes. The residual
SL(2,R) symmetry can be regarded as a gauge symme-
try [24]. These features mimic exactly the properties of
JT gravity [25], making the duality between low-energy
SYK in the large N limit and JT gravity manifest (at
least near its saddle point; for a non-perturbative treat-
ment see for example [36–39]). The SYK model can
be generalized to higher dimensions [40] and to include
continuous global symmetries [41–47]. A model of par-
ticular interest for our purposes is the SYK model with
complex fermions (cSYK) [43–47], which possesses a
global U(1) symmetry. This is the correct model to
describe the near-horizon physics of a dimensionally re-

duced near-extremal black hole. Indeed, unlike Majo-
rana SYK, it can capture also charge fluctuations and
describe charged bulk fermions [43, 44].

The main advantage of this model is that the duality
can be realized explicitly in a simple setup. In par-
ticular, the cSYK boundary states can be constructed
and studied. In analogy with the Majorana SYK case
[21], we show that cSYK boundary states look thermal
with inverse temperature β = 2τ0 and with properties
analogous to those described by the canonical ensem-
ble for a fixed charge superselection sector (for a treat-
ment of the nearly-AdS2/CFT1 duality in the grand-
canonical ensemble, including charge fluctuations, see
for instance [31]). In particular, at large N and when
the preparation time is sufficiently large, the dynamics
is governed by a Schwarzian effective action for the time
reparametrization mode. Differently from the thermal
case, the mode must satisfy appropriate boundary con-
ditions, which are dictated by the total occupation num-
ber of the Fock state chosen (i.e. by the charge subsec-
tor considered). Such boundary conditions break two of
the three generators of the residual SL(2,R) symmetry.

We also study the other side of the duality by per-
forming a dimensional reduction of the braneworld cos-
mology model [11]1. The near-horizon region is well ap-
proximated by JT gravity with a regularized boundary.
We then show that configurations where the brane is
tangent to the regularized boundary and the Schwarzian
fluctuations of the boundary preserve such intersection
point exhibit exactly the same pattern of symmetry
breaking that we observe in the cSYK boundary states.

These results provide strong evidence for the duality
between asymptotically-AdS black holes containing an
ETW brane and pure boundary states in a dual quan-
tum mechanical theory, thereby realizing explicitly a
simplified version of the holographic braneworld cosmol-
ogy proposals [10, 11]. However, we remark that this
simple example is not directly relevant for the descrip-
tion of cosmology. Indeed, it describes a setup where the
brane is in the near-horizon region of a large AdS-RN
black hole, and therefore gravity is not localized on the
brane [11]. The holographic description of spacetimes
with branes that are far from the black hole horizon and
therefore can localize gravity likely requires more com-
plicated boundary states of higher dimensional CFTs
such as N = 4 SYM [15].

The paper is organized as follows. In Section II the
relevant features of the cSYK model are quickly re-
viewed. In Section III the boundary states are defined
in analogy with [21]. We study their properties, em-
phasizing their similarities with the thermal state using

1 Note that such model is also formulated in the canonical fixed-
charge ensemble.
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both analytic arguments and numerical evidence. Using
the collective field formulation of the path integral, the
Schwarzian effective action governing the dynamics of
the time reparametrization mode is derived, and we find
the two boundary conditions that the mode needs to
satisfy, commenting on the resulting symmetry break-
ing pattern. In Section IV we briefly review the bottom-
up holographic braneworld cosmology model proposed
in [11]. Section V is devoted to the dimensional re-
duction of such model. The Schwarzian effective action
is derived along with an equation of motion describ-
ing the trajectory of the brane. We show that when
the brane is tangent to the regularized boundary and
such property is preserved under Schwarzian fluctua-
tions of the boundary, the system displays a symme-
try breaking pattern analogous to that found for the
cSYK boundary states. In Section VI we discuss our
findings and give final remarks. Our choice of units is
~ = c = ε0 = kB = 1.

II. REVIEW OF THE CSYK MODEL

We consider the SYK model [41, 44, 46, 47] with N
complex fermions, with Hamiltonian

Ĥ =

N∑
j1<...<jq/2=1

k1<...<kq/2=1

Jj1...jq/2,k1...kq/2A
(
ψ̂†j1 ...ψ̂

†
jq/2

ψ̂k1 ...ψ̂kq/2

)
,

(1)
whereA denotes the completely anti-symmetrized prod-
uct2 and the fermions satisfy the anti-commutation rela-
tions {ψ̂i, ψ̂†j} = δij , {ψ̂i, ψ̂j} = 0 = {ψ̂†i , ψ̂†j}. The cou-
plings Jj1j2,k1k2 are independently drawn from a com-
plex Gaussian distribution with zero mean and variance∣∣∣Jj1...jq/2,k1...kq/2∣∣∣2 = J2 (q/2)!(q/2− 1)!

Nq−1
(2)

and satisfy the symmetry properties Jij,kl = −Jji,kl =
−Jij,lk = J∗kl,ij .

The cSYK model possesses a globally conserved U(1)

charge Q̂ =
∑
j A
(
ψ̂†j ψ̂j

)
=
∑
j ψ̂
†
j ψ̂j − N

2 1̂, with 1̂

the identity matrix. Since [Q̂, Ĥ] = 0, it is possible
to find a basis of energy eigenstates that diagonalizes
the charge. The Hilbert space splits into superselection
sectors labeled by their charge Q. For even N , Q is
an integer number satisfying −N/2 < Q < N/2. Each
charge subsector admits a basis of energy eigenstates,
and the ground state is in the Q = 0 subsector [42].

For q = 4, every energy eigenstate with Q 6= 0 is
twofold degenerate due to the particle-hole symmetry:
for every energy eigenstate in the Q = Q̄ charge subsec-
tor, there is an energy eigenstate with the same energy
eigenvalue in the Q = −Q̄ charge subsector. Energy
eigenstates with Q = 0 are non-degenerate.

The two-point function over a generic state |ψ〉 is de-
fined as

G(τ1, τ2) = − 1

N

N∑
i=1

〈ψ|T
[
ψ̂i(τ1)ψ̂†i (τ2)

]
|ψ〉 (3)

where T is the fermionic time-ordered product, and
therefore G(τ, τ ± 0+) = 〈Q̂〉 /N ± 1/2, where 〈Q̂〉 is
the expectation value of the charge in the state |ψ〉. In
a given charge subsector, this will be just the charge
Q of the subsector. Note that the two-point func-
tion presents an ultraviolet (UV) asymmetry. The “off-
diagonal” two-point correlators involving the product of
two different fermions are suppressed by a power of 1/N
[24, 40], as follows from a diagrammatic calculation of
the variance.

In particular, we can consider a thermal state in the
canonical ensemble at fixed charge3. Then after averag-
ing over the random couplings, the partition function is
encoded in an effective action for two bi-local collective
fields (G,Σ) [24, 44]. On-shell, the G field is the Green’s
function defined in equation (3) with the state taken to
be thermal, while Σ is the self-energy. The Euclidean
action is given by

SE
N

= − log det [δ(τ1 − τ2)∂τ1 − Σ(τ1, τ2)]−
∫
dτ1dτ2

[
Σ(τ1, τ2)G(τ2, τ1) +

J2

q
(−G(τ1, τ2)G(τ2, τ1))

q
2

]
. (4)

2 The completely anti-symmetric definition of the Hamiltonian
implies a particle-hole symmetry [44], which is not important
for our purposes but simplifies the analysis.

3 Since the braneworld cosmologies we consider are saddle point
solutions that dominate in the gravitational canonical ensem-

ble at fixed charge, the canonical partition function is the one
relevant for our simple model. But in general charge fluctua-
tions can be included in the analysis by considering the grand-
canonical partition function for a fixed chemical potential µ
[44].
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Note that in the large N limit the saddle point solution
fully determines the partition function with fluctuations
suppressed by 1/N . In the infrared (IR), the first term
in the determinant can be dropped and the action de-
velops a symmetry under arbitrary time reparametriza-
tions τ → f(τ), analogously to the Majorana SYK
model. In the complex SYK case, there is an additional
emergent local U(1) symmetry. The IR saddle point
solutions for the collective fields transform conformally
under time reparametrization. The general transforma-
tion law also includes a local phase shift:

Gf,λ(τ1, τ2) =
[
f ′(τ1)f ′(τ2)

]∆
ei[λ(τ1)−λ(τ2)]G(f(τ1), f(τ2)),

Σf,λ(τ1, τ2) =
[
f ′(τ1)f ′(τ2)

]1−∆
ei[λ(τ1)−λ(τ2)]Σ(f(τ1), f(τ2)).

(5)

The conformal IR (zero temperature) solution for the
Green’s function G is given by

Gβ=∞(±τ) = ∓e±πEb∆τ−2∆, N � Jτ � 1 (6)

where τ = τ1−τ2, β is the inverse temperature and E is
the asymmetry parameter, which is related to the aver-
age charge density [44]. The finite temperature solution
in the N � βJ > τJ � 1, (β − τ)J � 1 limit can be
found by a time reparametrization τ → tan(πτ/β) and
an appropriate local phase shift iλ(τ) = −2πEτ/β:

Gc(±τ) = ∓b∆ e±2πE( 1
2−

τ
β )[

β
π sin

(
πτ
β

)]2∆
, 0 < τ < β. (7)

Note that this solution is correctly anti-periodic with
period β.

The saddle point solutions are not invariant under the
transformation (5), meaning that both the symmetries
are spontaneously broken. In particular, the Diff(R) (or
Diff(S1) at finite temperature) time reparametrization
symmetry is spontaneously broken down to SL(2,R)4,
and the local U(1) symmetry is completely broken to
global U(1), which is an exact symmetry of the theory
(see Appendix A and [45] for additional details).

The symmetries are also explicitly broken when in-
cluding corrections away from the IR action. This
means that, given the true saddle point solution
(G∗,Σ∗), the solutions obtained by the transformation
(5) have now an action which is lifted by a term of

4 Considering only bosonic fields (like G), we are not able
to tell whether the residual symmetry group is SL(2,R) or
PSL(2,R) = SL(2,R)/{±1̂}. Since we are interested in general
in a bulk theory that contains also fermions, we will consider
the residual gauge group to be SL(2,R), which is the appropri-
ate one for a theory with fermions [48], see Appendix A.

order 1/(βJ). They are “quasi-solutions” that domi-
nate the fluctuations around the saddle point at lead-
ing order in the temperature. Such dynamics is en-
coded at large N in a Schwarzian effective action for
the time reparametrization mode and an additional ac-
tion for the phase field λ(τ) [44], which is conjugate to
charge density fluctuations in the grand-canonical en-
semble [47].

The two modes can be decoupled by a change of vari-
ables

λ(τ)→ λ(τ) + i2πE τ − φ(τ)

β
. (8)

In the fixed charge ensemble we are interested in,
the dynamics at low temperature and large N is
then governed only by the Schwarzian action for the
reparametrization mode:

Ieff [f ] = −Nγ
4π2

∫ β

0

dτ

{
tan

(
πf(τ)

β

)
, τ

}
(9)

where now f(τ) is a monotonic function obeying f(τ +
β) = f(τ) + β, γ is the coefficient of the linear term
of the specific heat at fixed charge, and {f(τ), τ} is the
Schwarzian derivative

{f(t), t} ≡ f ′′′(t)

f ′(t)
− 3

2

(
f ′′(t)

f ′(t)

)2

. (10)

The Schwarzian action is SL(2,R) invariant. Therefore,
the diffeomorphism invariance is both spontaneously
and explicitly broken down to SL(2,R). The residual
symmetry must be regarded as an unphysical gauge
symmetry [24]: modes that are SL(2,R) equivalent cor-
respond to the same physical configuration and must
be accounted for only once in the path integral. In
other words, the path integral for the reparametrization
mode is carried over modes f(τ) in the left quotient
of Diff(S1) by SL(2,R). We will show that when the
path integral computes amplitudes in a given bound-
ary state, the reparametrization mode must satisfy spe-
cific boundary conditions that further break the resid-
ual SL(2,R) symmetry, leaving only one unbroken gen-
erator. In the next section we will take q = 4 in the
Hamiltonian (1) for simplicity. Our results should how-
ever generalize immediately to any q integer multiple of
4. The generalization to other values of q might present
some differences due to the different spectral structure
[42].

III. CSYK BOUNDARY STATES AND
SYMMETRY BREAKING

A. Definition of the boundary states

Consider the Fock basis of the cSYK Hilbert space.
A Jordan-Wigner transformation allows us to map the
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fermions ψ̂i to spin operators. We can then denote a
generic state of the Fock basis as

|Si〉 = |↑1↓2 ... ↑N−1↑N 〉 . (11)

These states are evidently eigenstates of both the occu-
pation number operator for a single fermion n̂k = ψ̂†kψ̂k
with eigenvalue 0 or 1, and of the total charge operator
Q̂ with eigenvalue Q = n↑,Q − N/2, where n↑,Q is the
total number of fermions in the |↑〉 state. However they
are clearly not energy eigenstates, and therefore their
dynamics is non-trivial.

The Euclidean time evolution under the interaction
Hamiltonian (1) maps any given Fock state |Si〉 with
charge Q to a superposition of all the Fock states in
the same charge subsector, whose dimension is DQ =
N !/[n↑,Q!(N − n↑,Q)!]. Since the Hamiltonian can be
diagonalized in each charge subsector, we can write a
given Fock state with charge Q as a linear superposi-
tion of all the energy eigenstates in the same charge
subsector:

|Si〉 =

DQ∑
k=1

cik |Ek〉 . (12)

From now on, we will assume to be working within
a charge subsector with charge Q. The complex co-
efficients cik must satisfy the normalization condition∑DQ
k=1 |cik|2 = 1. But given the structure of the Hamil-

tonian (1), we can say something more. As we reviewed
in the previous section, the couplings Jj1j2,k1k2 govern-
ing the all-to-all interactions between the fermions are
all drawn from the same distribution with zero mean
and fixed 1/N3-suppressed variance. Given an energy
eigenstate |Ek〉 =

∑DQ
i=1 c

k
i |Si〉, we then expect the coef-

ficients cki = (cik)∗ (where ∗ indicates the complex con-
jugate) weighting the contribution of each Fock state
|Si〉 in the superposition to be randomly distributed.
In particular, we expect5:

• Their phases to be uniformly distributed in
[−π, π];

• After averaging over disorder, their squared norm
to have mean |cki |2 = 1/DQ and variance
var(|cki |2) = a/D2

Q + O(D−3
Q ), where a > 1 is an

order 1 c-number;

• The covariance cov(|cki |2, |ckj |2) to be suppressed
at least by a power D−3

Q . Note that it cannot van-
ish exactly due to the normalization constraint;

5 Physical intuitions and numerical evidence motivating these
claims are reported in Appendix B 1.

• The correlation between the coefficients and the
energy eigenvalues to be also strongly suppressed.

We emphasize that whenever the charge per particle dif-
fers by a non-vanishing amount from ±1/2 at large N ,
the quantity DQ is exponential in N and much greater
than N at large N .

These assumptions are reasonable in part because the
model enjoys an enhanced U(N) symmetry at large N
arising from the suppressed variance of the random cou-
plings. In particular, such symmetry permutes the var-
ious Fock states in a given charge subsector. Note that
this is the analog of the emergent O(N) symmetry in
the N -fermion Majorana SYK model [21]. The pres-
ence of the U(N) symmetry simplifies the analysis of the
physics in the boundary states, especially when consid-
ering collective operators (see Appendices B 1 and B3).

Given the relation (12) and the properties of the co-
efficients cik that we have described, we expect Fock
states to have energy of order zero. Since the ground
state energy of the cSYK model satisfies E0 ∝ −N [44],
these are relatively high-energy states in the middle of
the spectrum (for a given charge). In order to study
the properties of boundary states in the well-understood
and analytically treatable IR limit of the cSYK model,
we can define our boundary states by evolving Fock
states for an amount τ0 of Euclidean time, called the
preparation time:

|Bi〉 =
e−τ0Ĥ |Si〉√
〈Si|e−2τ0Ĥ |Si〉

=

∑DQ
k=1 c

i
ke
−τ0Ek |Ek〉√∑DQ

k=1 |cik|2e−2τ0Ek

.

(13)
If τ0 is sufficiently large, higher energy eigenstates in
the superposition are strongly suppressed and |Bi〉 is
a low-energy state. We remark that, in the large N
limit we are interested in, N is the largest parameter
in the theory and the spacing between energy eigenval-
ues is exponentially suppressed in N . The typical level
spacing at a given energy density and charge is of order
e−entropy which is 1/DQ in the middle of the spectrum.
Therefore, the dynamics of the boundary state |Bi〉 re-
mains substantially different from the one of the ground
state, even for large preparation times τ0 (provided τ0
does not scale with N).

B. Single-fermion two-point function

We can now study the behavior of the “diagonal” two-
point correlator of one specific fermion over a boundary
state:

G̃i,k(τ1, τ2) = −〈Bi|T
[
ψ̂k(τ1)ψ̂†k(τ2)

]
|Bi〉 (14)
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with τ1,2 ∈ [−τ0, τ0]. Using the definition (13), this can
be rewritten as

G̃i,k(τ1, τ2) = −
〈Si|e−τ0ĤT

[
ψ̂k(τ1)ψ̂†k(τ2)

]
e−τ0Ĥ |Si〉

〈Si|e−2τ0Ĥ |Si〉
.

(15)
Let us analyze the denominator first. Since the Fock

states |Si〉 form a basis of the charge subsector, sum-
ming over all the Fock states in the subsector we obtain
the partition function at fixed charge Q and tempera-
ture β = 2τ0:

DQ∑
i=1

〈Si|e−2τ0Ĥ |Si〉 = TrQ

(
e−2τ0Ĥ

)
= ZQ[2τ0]. (16)

But given the properties of the coefficients outlined in
the previous section, after averaging over the couplings
we expect the value of the denominator to be indepen-
dent of the specific Fock state chosen. Additionally,
since the distribution of the norms of the coefficients is
peaked around their mean value, we expect this prop-
erty to be approximately self-averaging. Therefore we
get

〈Si|e−2τ0Ĥ |Si〉 =
1

DQ
ZQ[2τ0] +O(D−1

Q ). (17)

Note that the first term is of order D0
Q. The analysis

of the numerator of equation (15) is similar in fashion
but slightly subtler, and is reported in Appendix B 2.
We can expect that if one of the two fermion opera-
tors is inserted at time τ ≈ ±τ0, or if the preparation
time τ0 is not long enough, the correlator appearing in
the numerator is strongly dependent on the occupation
number of the k-th fermion (but not on the occupa-
tion number of all the other fermions). Conversely, if
the preparation time is long enough (τ0J � 1) and
the fermions are both inserted far from the Fock states
((τ0 − |τ1,2|)J � 1), the correlator is approximately
independent of all the occupation numbers, up to cor-
rections of order exp(−(τ0 − |τ1,2|)J). A self-averaging
property analogous to the one described for the denom-
inator holds also for the numerator.

In general, the correlation function (15) takes the
form (up to 1/DQ-suppressed corrections)

G̃↑i,k(τ1, τ2) = − 2N

2Q+N
CQ,2τ0,k(τ1,−τ0;−τ0 + 0+, τ2)

G̃↓i,k(τ1, τ2) = − 2N

N − 2QCQ,2τ0,k(τ1,−τ0 + 0+;−τ0, τ2)

(18)

where the superscripts ↑ and ↓ indicate whether the
k-th fermion is in the |↑〉 or |↓〉 state in the initial
Fock state chosen and CQ,β,k(τ1, τ2; τ3, τ4) is the ther-

mal four-point function at inverse temperature β, de-
fined as [49]

1

ZQ[β]
TrQ

(
e−βĤT

[
ψ̂k(τ1)ψ̂k(τ2)ψ̂†k(τ3)ψ̂†k(τ4)

])
.

(19)
The result (18) is valid at leading order in 1/DQ for any
value of τ0, τ1 and τ2.

The properties of the coefficients cki outlined in the
previous subsection guarantee that the value of the ther-
mal correlator (19) is independent of k up to corrections
suppressed by an inverse power of DQ. Therefore, we
can substitute CQ,2τ0,k → CQ,2τ0 , where CQ,2τ0 is aver-
aged over all the fermions. Applying Wick’s theorem at
finite temperature [49] to the four-point function, and
in the limit τ0J � 1, (τ0 − |τ1,2|)J � 1, we find

G̃↑i,k(τ1, τ2) ≈ G̃↓i,k(τ1, τ2) ≈ GQ,β(τ1, τ2) (20)

where GQ,β(τ1, τ2) is the thermal two-point function at
temperature β = 2τ0 averaged over all the fermions
(which reduces to equation (7) in the large N and
τJ � 1 limit). As expected, in the appropriate limit
the two-point correlator on the boundary state is inde-
pendent of the specific Fock state chosen. Note that
this result holds for any fermion k. The exact diagonal-
ization numerical results reported in Figure 1 confirm
the predicted behavior6. Equation (20) suggests that if
the preparation time τ0 is large and if we measure ob-
servables not involving the insertion of a single fermion
near the original Fock state, the dynamics in a generic
boundary state with chargeQ can be well approximated
using the canonical ensemble at fixed chargeQ and tem-
perature β = 2τ0. In the next section we will show how
this property becomes even stronger by considering a
collective two-point correlator, and in Section IIID we
will give a more general argument to link the dynamics
in a boundary state to that one in the canonical ensem-
ble.

C. Collective two-point function

We are ultimately interested in formulating the cSYK
dynamics in a boundary state |Bi〉 in terms of the col-
lective fields introduced in Section II. Indeed, in the
large N and large βJ limit, they are suitable to make
the connection to the dual JT gravity picture. The first

6 Note that for the N = 8 case we consider in our exact diag-
onalization results, evolving for a large amount of Euclidean
time (for instance in the β = 100 case of Figure 1(c)) means
to effectively end up in the ground state of the corresponding
charge subsector. Additional details on this point are reported
in Appendix B 2.
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Figure 1. Single fermion two-point functions. The left hand sides and right hand sides of equation (18) are plotted
along with the thermal two-point function in the corresponding charge subsector for N = 8, k = 1 and a single realization
of the Hamiltonian. The expectations outlined in Section III B are matched to good accuracy. Note that for τ1 ≈ τ2 = 0
the thermal two-point function correctly takes the value G(0±, 0) ≈ Q/N ∓ 1/2. (a) Q = 0, β = 2τ0 = 1. (b) Q = −2,
β = 2τ0 = 1. (c) Q = 0, β = 2τ0 = 100.

natural step towards a collective field formulation is to
study the behavior of the collective two-point function
over a boundary state:

Gi(τ1, τ2) = −〈Bi|T
[

1

N

N∑
k=1

ψ̂k(τ1)ψ̂†k(τ2)

]
|Bi〉 . (21)

We have already pointed out that, up to correc-
tions suppressed by powers of 1/DQ, the value of the
single-fermion correlators is independent of the specific
fermion k chosen, as long as all the fermions considered
have the same occupation number in the initial Fock
state (or τ0J � 1). Therefore at large N we can drop
the subscript k from the single-fermion correlator G̃i.
Since a Fock state with a given charge Q has N/2 +Q
fermions in the |↑〉 state and N/2−Q fermions in the |↓〉
state, the collective two-point function (21) then takes
the form

Gi(τ1, τ2) ≈
(

1

2
+
Q
N

)
G̃↑i (τ1, τ2)+

(
1

2
− Q
N

)
G̃↓i (τ1, τ2).

(22)
Using equation (18) and Wick’s theorem at finite tem-
perature, we immediately obtain

Gi(τ1, τ2) ≈ GQ,β(τ1, τ2). (23)

for τ1,2 ∈ [−τ0, τ0]. Note that, unlike the single-fermion
correlator case, for the collective two-point function this
result holds regardless of the value of the preparation
time τ0 and of whether the fermions are inserted next to
the Fock state. The numerical evidence reported in Fig-
ure 2 confirms the result (23). When both fermions are
inserted right next to the bra or the ket, the boundary
value of the collective two-point functions is completely

determined by its charge:

Gi(−τ0,−τ−0 ) = Gi(τ
−
0 , τ0) =

N + 2Q
2N

Gi(−τ−0 ,−τ0) = Gi(τ0, τ
−
0 ) = −N − 2Q

2N

(24)

where τ−0 = τ0− 0+. In general, if the two fermions are
inserted at the same time τ , we obtain Gi(τ, τ + 0+) =
(N + 2Q)/(2N) and Gi(τ + 0+, τ) = −(N − 2Q)/(2N).
When the two fermions are inserted one next to the bra
and one next to the ket, at leading order the collective
field takes the form

Gi(−τ0, τ0) =
N + 2Q

2N

DQ
ZQ[2τ0]

ZQ−1[2τ0]

DQ−1
≡ C(1)

Q

Gi(τ0,−τ0) = −N − 2Q
2N

DQ
ZQ[2τ0]

ZQ+1[2τ0]

DQ+1
≡ C(2)

Q .

(25)

An important remark is in order here. Equations
(23), (24) and (25) are independent of the specific
boundary state |Bi〉. Therefore at large N the col-
lective two-point function provides information about
the charge subsector, but is not able to distinguish be-
tween two boundary states within the same charge sub-
sector. In principle, at leading order in 1/N it also can-
not distinguish a boundary state of the form described
above from a boundary state obtained by evolving in
Euclidean time a generic superposition of Fock states.
Conversely, knowledge about the boundary value of all
the single-fermion correlators introduced in the previ-
ous subsection is enough to identify the boundary state
uniquely. The Schwarzian effective action will be de-
rived in the collective field formulation. Therefore, the
Schwarzian sector of our theory describes the physics
in any boundary state in a given charge subsector, or
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Figure 2. Collective two-point functions. The left hand side and right hand side of equation (23) are plotted for N = 8,
k = 1 and a single realization of the Hamiltonian. The expectations outlined in Section III C are matched to good accuracy.
Note that for τ1 ≈ τ2 = 0 the collective and the thermal two-point functions correctly take the value G(0±, 0) ≈ Q/N∓1/2.
(a) Q = 0, β = 2τ0 = 1. (b) Q = −2, β = 2τ0 = 1. (c) Q = 0, β = 2τ0 = 100.

in a boundary state built from a generic superposition
of Fock states. This implies that the Schwarzian sec-
tor of our gravitational bulk theory will be dual to any
boundary state of such class in a given charge subsec-
tor. From a bulk perspective, in order to tell apart two
different boundary states in the same charge subsector
we would need to take into account bulk fermions and
provide a set of boundary conditions for them on the
dimensionally reduced ETW brane. Note that N such
fields are naturally present in a bulk model dual to the
low-energy limit of the cSYK model, and their limit-
ing value on the regularized boundary represents the
source for the cSYK fermions, according to the HKLL
dictionary [50]. Additional remarks on this point will be
made at the end of Section V. Although interesting, the
question of how to implement such boundary conditions
is beyond the goals of the present paper.

D. Boundary states look thermal

In this subsection we generalize the results obtained
for two-point functions to generic operators Ô. In par-
ticular, we show that in the large N limit the expec-
tation value of generic operators in a boundary state
approaches the thermal expectation value computed by
the canonical ensemble at inverse temperature β = 2τ0.
We will make use of the following assumptions:

1. The distribution of the coefficients cki satisfies
the properties outlined in Section IIIA, i.e. the
phases are uniformly distributed in [−π, π], the
norms of the coefficients satisfy |cki |2 = 1/DQ,
var(|cki |2) = a/D2

Q + O
(
D−3
Q
)
, cov(|cki |2, |ckj |2) =

O
(
D−3
Q
)
and the correlation between the coeffi-

cients and the energy eigenvalues is strongly sup-
pressed.

2. The matrix elements 〈Ei|Ô|Ej〉 of the operator Ô,
which in general is a non-local operator in time,
are weakly correlated with the coefficients cki .
This implies that the matrix elements 〈Bi|Ô|Bi〉
depend weakly on the choice of the initial Fock
state |Si〉.

3. The off-diagonal matrix elements are suppressed
in the large N limit: 〈Ei|Ô|Ej〉 = O(e−entropy/2),
which is O(1/

√
DQ) in the center of the spectrum.

Assumption 1 has been already motivated, and is con-
firmed by the numerical results reported in Appendix
B 1. Assumption 2 holds up to 1/N corrections for any
operator Ô which is invariant under permutations of
the fermions, or is inserted far from the Fock state at
τ = ±τ0. This excludes operators involving the inser-
tion of single fermions at time ±τ0. In fact, that would
cause 〈Bi|Ô|Bi〉 to vanish identically for some boundary
states. Such operators can clearly distinguish a bound-
ary state from the thermal state (see Appendix B 3 for
further discussion on this point). Assumption 3 is a
standard form of the eigenstate thermalization hypoth-
esis (ETH) [51–53].

Let us now study the behavior of the expectation
value of an operator Ô over a boundary state with
charge Q: 〈Ô〉i ≡ 〈Bi|Ô|Bi〉. We outline here the rea-
soning and results of our analysis, while the details of
the proof are reported in Appendix B 3. All the re-
sults are true in the large N limit at leading order in
1/DQ. Using the definition of the boundary states (13),
the average over disorder of the expectation value 〈Ô〉i
is equal to the expectation value of the operator Ô in
the canonical ensemble at fixed charge Q and inverse
temperature β = 2τ0:

〈O〉i =
1

ZQ[2τ0]
TrQ

(
e−2τ0ĤÔ

)
+O

(
1

DQ

)
(26)
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where we used a double overline to indicate that we av-
eraged over both the phases and the norms of the coeffi-
cients cik (see Appendix B 3). Therefore, after averaging
over the random couplings, every boundary state |Bi〉
“looks” thermal in the large N limit. It is then natural
to ask to what extent this property remains valid for a
single realization of the Hamiltonian (1). The answer to
this question can be found in the size of the fluctuations
around the average value (26):

〈O〉2i − 〈O〉i
2

= O
(

1

DQ

)
. (27)

Equation (27) shows that fluctuations around the aver-
age value (26) are suppressed in the large N limit. This
implies that even for a single realization of the Hamil-
tonian the expectation value of a generic operator Ô
over a boundary state approaches the thermal expecta-
tion value computed in the canonical ensemble, up to
1/N -suppressed corrections.

The takeaway is clear: unless measurements of
very specific operators involving the insertion of sin-
gle fermions at time τ ≈ ±τ0 are performed, at leading
order in the 1/N expansion it is impossible to discrim-
inate between a boundary state |Bi〉 and the thermal
state. In other words, boundary states look thermal.

E. Path integral, Schwarzian action and
symmetry breaking

Euclidean correlators in a boundary state |Bi〉 can
be computed using the Euclidean path integral with
boundary conditions at Euclidean time τ = ±τ0:

〈Bi|Ô|Bi〉 =

∫
|φ(±τ0)〉=|Si〉

DψDψ̄Oe−SSYK [ψ,ψ̄] (28)

where we denoted with ψ̄ the Grassmann variables as-
sociated with the fermion creation operators ψ†. The
boundary condition |φ(±τ0)〉 = |Si〉 means that the oc-
cupation number of each fermion at time τ = ±τ0 is
fixed.

It is then possible to average over the random cou-
plings, introduce the collective fields (G,Σ) and inte-
grate out the fermions in complete analogy with the
usual collective field formulation of the SYK model
we reviewed in Section II. We arrive then at a path
integral over the collective fields, where the action is
given by equation (4) and now the boundary conditions
|φ(±τ0)〉 = |Si〉 become a set of boundary conditions on
the collective field G, which is completely analogous to
the one in equations (24) and (25).

When the preparation time is large τ0J � 1 all
the IR analysis carried out in Section II is still valid.
In particular, the action develops an emergent time

reparametrization symmetry which is spontaneously
and explicitly broken down to SL(2,R). The leading
order fluctuations around the saddle point are still dom-
inated at large N by Schwarzian fluctuations of the
reparametrization mode, governed by the effective ac-
tion (9) with β = 2τ0. Under time reparametrization
τ → f(τ) (with f(τ) monotonic) the (G,Σ) fields trans-
form according to equation (5), where we can ignore the
phase field7 after decoupling it from the reparametriza-
tion mode using the transformation (8).

There are two differences from the thermal case. The
first one is that now the collective fields are defined
only for τ1,2 ∈ [−τ0, τ0]. Therefore, given the transfor-
mation law (5), every time diffeomorphism τ → f(τ)
should map the interval [−τ0, τ0] to itself. The sec-
ond one is that the collective field G must satisfy the
boundary conditions (24) and (25). Given the true
saddle point solution G∗, which satisfies by definition
equations (24) and (25), we can use the transformation
law (5) to derive two boundary conditions for the time
reparametrization mode f(τ). Time reparametrizations
satisfying such boundary conditions will map the true
saddle to quasi-solutions Gf that also satisfy equations
(24) and (25).

We will use only the first lines of equations (24) and
(25). It is immediate to check that the boundary condi-
tions for the reparametrization mode we find guarantee
that the second lines of equations (24) and (25) are
satisfied as well. First, we can impose the boundary
condition
N + 2Q

2N
= Gf (τ−0 , τ0) = [f ′(τ0)]

2∆
G∗(f(τ−0 ), f(τ0)).

(29)
Using the monotonicity of f(τ) and the fact that the
true saddle satisfies G∗(τ, τ + 0+) = (N + 2Q)/(2N)
for any τ ∈ [−τ0, τ0], we get G∗(f(τ−0 ), f(τ0)) =
(N + 2Q)/(2N) and therefore f ′(τ0) = 1. Repeating
the same argument for Gf (−τ0,−τ−0 ) we also obtain
f ′(−τ0) = 1. Let us now impose the third boundary
condition:

C
(1)
Q = Gf (−τ0, τ0) = [f ′(−τ0)f ′(τ0)]

∆
G∗(f(−τ0), f(τ0)).

(30)
Using the first boundary condition f ′(±τ0) = 1, this
reduces to G∗(f(−τ0), f(τ0)) = C

(1)
Q . Since f(τ0) 6=

f(−τ0) and we know that G∗(−τ0, τ0) = C
(1)
Q , the only

way to satisfy this condition is to impose f(±τ0) = ±τ0.
Therefore we arrived at a set of boundary conditions for
the time reparametrization mode:

f(±τ0) = ±τ0, f ′(±τ0) = 1. (31)

7 We ignore the phase field because it is conjugate to charge
density fluctuations in the grand-canonical ensemble, and we
are working at fixed charge Q.
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The same result was achieved by Kourkoulou and Mal-
dacena in the context of the Majorana SYK model.

Note that, given a time diffeomorphism f(τ) that
does not satisfy the boundary conditions (31), it is al-
ways possible to perform a SL(2,R) transformation to
a f̃(τ) that satisfies (31) (see Appendix A). In Section
II we emphasized that SL(2,R)-equivalent modes must
be accounted for only once in the path integral. There-
fore, the boundary conditions (31) do not exclude any
reparametrization mode from the path integral. They
rather further break two out of the three generators of
the residual SL(2,R) symmetry. Note that the same
pattern of symmetry breaking is obtained, as we have
pointed out, by starting with a generic superposition of
Fock states instead of a single one.

A simple calculation yields the only unbroken gener-
ator8. Consider a SL(2,R) transformation mapping the
circle of length 2τ0 to itself:

ei
π
τ0
f(τ) = eiθ

ei
π
τ0
τ + α

α∗ei
π
τ0
τ + 1

, |α| ≤ 1 (32)

where ∗ denotes the complex conjugate, α is a complex
number and θ ∈ [0, 2π]. The infinitesimal transforma-
tion (|α| � 1) is

f(τ) ≈ τ + a+ b cos

(
πτ

τ0

)
+ c sin

(
πτ

τ0

)
(33)

with a = τ0θ/π, b = 2τ0 Im(α)/π, c = −2τ0 Re(α)/π.
The three generators of the transformation are then
(1, cos(πτ/τ0), sin(πτ/τ0)). Imposing the boundary
conditions (31) in equation (33) we find a = b, c = 0:
the only SL(2,R) generator unbroken by the boundary
conditions is the combination 1+cos(πτ/τ0). Note that
this generator correctly maps the points ±τ0 to them-
selves.

Finally, an intuitive picture that will be useful to
guide us in the analysis of the gravity dual is that
the physics in a boundary state |Bi〉 is analogous to
the physics in the thermal state, but we have a fixed,
special point on the thermal circle (which has length
β = 2τ0) at the identified Euclidean times τ = ±τ0,
where boundary conditions for the collective fields in
the path integral must be imposed.

8 We thank Rodrigo A. Silva for pointing this out.

±β
2

τ•

Figure 3. Boundary states and canonical ensemble.
The symmetry breaking pattern we encountered when eval-
uating correlators over a boundary state can be visualized
by considering the thermal circle with length β = 2τ0 with
a fixed, special point at τ = ±τ0. The physics in a bound-
ary state will then be equivalent to the one described by
the canonical ensemble at fixed charge in the same charge
subsector, except the collective fields must satisfy the ap-
propriate boundary conditions at the special point.

IV. REVIEW OF HOLOGRAPHIC
BRANEWORLD COSMOLOGIES

In this section we briefly review the main features
of the bottom-up holographic braneworld cosmology
model built in [11]. The model is a generalization to the
AdS-Reissner Nordström (AdS-RN) case of the AdS-
Schwarzschild model originally proposed in [10].

The full (d + 1)-dimensional gravitational Euclidean
action (reported in Appendix C) is given by Sg =
Sbulk + Setw. Sbulk is the Einstein-Maxwell action
with a negative cosmological constant, and includes
a Gibbons-Hawking-York (GHY) term and an electro-
magnetic boundary term for the asymptotic boundary,
needed when considering the gravitational ensemble at
fixed charge [54, 55]. Setw is the d-dimensional action
for the constant tension end-of-the-world (ETW) brane,
also involving an electromagnetic boundary term. Ac-
cording to the AdS/BCFT prescription [7, 8], all the
bulk fields satisfy Neumann boundary conditions on the
brane, which possesses a dynamical metric and cuts off
the Euclidean geometry.

The saddle point solution of the bulk action is given
by the Euclidean AdS-RN wormhole, whose metric is:

ds2 = F (r)dτ2 +
dr2

F (r)
+ r2dΩ2

d−1 (34)

where dΩ2
d−1 is the line element of the (d − 1)-
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Figure 4. Trajectory of the brane in the Euclidean worm-
hole. The angular coordinate is the Euclidean time τ and
the radial coordinate is the radius r. The central point rep-
resents the outer horizon r = r+ and the circumference is
the asymptotic AdS boundary. Each point in the diagram
is a (d− 1)-dimensional sphere. The ETW brane contracts
from the boundary to a minimum radius r0 at τ = ±β/2,
and then expands back to the boundary. The red region
is outside the ETW brane and therefore is not part of the
geometry.

dimensional unit sphere and

F (r) = 1 +
r2

L2
AdS

− 2µ

rd−2
+

Q2

r2(d−2)
(35)

with LAdS AdS radius and µ and Q mass and charge
parameters of the black hole respectively. The metric
has two horizons: an outer event horizon at r = r+,
and an inner Cauchy horizon at r = r−. Varying the
brane action (or, equivalently, imposing Israel junction
conditions) yields an equation of motion for the brane

dr

dτ
= ± F (r)

Tetwr

√
F (r)− T 2

etwr
2 (36)

where Tetw ∈ (0, 1/LAdS) is the tension of the brane
and the ± signs correspond to the expanding and con-
tracting phases of the brane, which reaches its minimum
radius r = r0 at τ = ±β/2, where β is the inverse tem-
perature of the black hole. The preparation time τ0
of the dual CFT state can then be computed in terms
of bulk parameters by subtracting from the total Eu-
clidean periodicity β the total time 2∆τ needed for the
brane to complete its trajectory from and back to the
asymptotic boundary: τ0 = (β − 2∆τ)/2.

The τ = 0,±β/2 slice is taken as initial condition
for the evolution in Lorentzian time. In other words,
the state on the τ = 0,±β/2 slice is prepared by the
gravitational Euclidean path integral with appropriate
boundary conditions at τ = −τ0, and the resulting state

is further evolved in Lorentzian time. The correspond-
ing Lorentzian geometry is given by the maximally ex-
tended AdS-RN black hole, where the left asymptotic
region is cut off by the ETW brane. The minimum
radius r0 in Euclidean signature becomes a maximum
radius in Lorentzian signature, and the brane emerges
from the past event horizon in the left asymptotic region
and collapses into the future event horizon. In princi-
ple, we can glue multiple patches of the AdS-RN space-
time, and extend farther the brane trajectory. It would
then cross the inner horizon, reach a minimum value
radius r−0 and then start expanding again, emerging in
a new patch of the universe (see Figure 5). However,
the evolution of the brane trajectory after it crosses the
Cauchy horizon is not reliable due to the instability of
the latter [56]. Since gravity localization is also effi-
cient only when the brane is far from the black hole
horizon [11], we will focus our attention on the portion
of trajectory that resides in the exterior region of the
black hole. In this picture, the whole geometry is dual
to a single BCFT with a U(1) global symmetry living
on the right asymptotic boundary. The Euclidean ver-
sion of the CFT lives on Sd−1 × [−τ0, τ0]. From the
point of view of an observer comoving with the brane,
the Lorentzian trajectory of the brane in the black hole
spacetime looks like the expansion and contraction of
a closed FLRW universe, where the brane radius plays
the role of the scale factor and satisfies the Friedmann
equation:(

ṙ

r

)2

= − 1

r2
+

2µ

rd
− Q2

r2d−2
+

(
T 2
etw −

1

L2
AdS

)
(37)

where ṙ denotes a derivative with respect to the brane
proper time. Although for d = 4 the motion of the brane
resembles the evolution of a cosmological universe, we
obtain an effective four-dimensional braneworld cosmol-
ogy only if an observer living on the brane perceives
gravity as effectively four-dimensional and localized on
the brane. Gravity localization can be achieved via a
Randall-Sundrum II mechanism [12, 13] (see [14, 57]
for generalizations relevant to our discussion). In the
presence of a bulk black hole, it is localized only locally
and when the brane is far from the black hole horizon
[11, 57]. Therefore, in order to have a portion of the
brane trajectory where gravity is localized, we need the
maximum radius of the brane r0 (i.e. the minimum ra-
dius in Euclidean signature) to be much larger than the
black hole event horizon r0 � r+. This can be obtained
by considering a near-critical brane (Tetw . 1/LAdS)
and a large black hole (r+ � LAdS).

In order for this gravitational model to describe a
braneworld cosmology and have a BCFT dual, we need
two conditions to be satisfied at the same time:

1. The preparation time computed in terms of bulk
parameters must be positive: τ0 > 0;
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Figure 5. Trajectory of the brane in Lorentzian signature.
The brane emerges from the past horizon in the left asymp-
totic region and collapses into the future horizon. The red
region, including the left asymptotic boundary, is cut off by
the ETW brane and is not part of the geometry. We glued
here more patches of the AdS-RN spacetime, extending the
trajectory of the brane. However, the trajectory is reliable
only between the intersection points of the brane with the
(inner) Cauchy horizon.

2. For part of its trajectory the brane must sit far
from the black hole horizon, i.e. r0 � r+.

As we have already pointed out, condition 2 guaran-
tees that gravity can be localized on the brane and that
we can properly consider the evolution of the brane
as the one of a cosmological universe. Condition 1
on the other hand guarantees the existence of a por-
tion Sd−1 × [−τ0, τ0] of the asymptotic Euclidean AdS
boundary where to define the dual CFT, and therefore
the existence of a CFT dual to our bulk construction.
Intuitively, if τ0 < 0, the brane in Figure 4 would over-
lap itself, leaving no portion of the asymptotic boundary
in the geometry.

When both the conditions are satisfied, the proper-

ties of the resulting braneworld cosmology are encoded
in the dual BCFT state, and can be extracted in prin-
ciple by measuring appropriate observables. For exam-
ple, at early times the Ryu-Takayanagi surface [58, 59]
associated to large regions of the CFT ends on the
ETW brane, and therefore the entanglement entropy
of such regions has a time dependence that probes the
brane evolution [10]. This is analogous to what happens
in doubly holographic setups involving an evaporating
black hole on the brane [60], and suggests a connection
between the braneworld models studied here and the
physics of entanglement islands [15–17, 61, 62].

The models reviewed in this section provide a frame-
work to describe cosmology in AdS/CFT correspon-
dence and therefore study quantum gravity in a cos-
mological universe. However, it is worth noting that in
the simplest possible realization of this bottom-up pro-
posal, involving an AdS-Schwarzschild black hole and
no matter in the bulk, conditions 1 and 2 cannot be
simultaneously satisfied: when the brane is far enough
to allow gravity localization, it also overlaps itself, vi-
olating condition 1 [10]. Including a bulk gauge field,
and therefore considering an AdS-RN black hole, the
two conditions can be satisfied at the same time, pro-
vided that the black hole is large and near-extremal
(r− . r+). The corresponding saddle point solution
is also the dominant one in the thermodynamical en-
semble [11]. An alternative possible solution to the
“overlap problem” was recently proposed in [15], where
the bulk theory involves additional fields associated to
the dual CFT, which is constructed by coupling two
3-dimensional CFTs (which are joined in the bulk IR
by a connected brane) using a 4-dimensional CFT with
many less degrees of freedom (c4D � c3D, with c central
charge).

An explicit realization of a model similar to the one
described in this section was provided in [22] in the
context of the AdS3/CFT2 duality. A first attempt to
build a top-bottom model of the present braneworld
construction appeared recently in [15]. The CFT is
taken to be N = 4 SYM theory on a 3-dimensional
manifold times an interval, coupled to two supercon-
formal 3-dimensional CFTs with many more degrees of
freedom, living at the boundaries of the interval. The
bulk dual picture is described by a specific configura-
tion involving brane/antibrane pairs in type IIB string
theory.

In the present paper, we are interested in a specific
region of the parameter space of the AdS-RN bottom-
up braneworld cosmology model [11]. In particular, we
are interested in studying configurations where the min-
imum brane radius r0 (in Euclidean signature) is just
outside the horizon of a large, near-extremal black hole
r0 & r+ & r− � LAdS . This setup, which we ana-
lyze in detail in the next section, is clearly not relevant
for cosmology, since local gravity localization can be
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achieved only when r0 � r+. However, it is well known
[25, 26, 31–34] that the physics of the near-horizon re-
gion of a near-extremal AdS-RN black hole is well cap-
tured by two-dimensional JT gravity, whose semiclassi-
cal description is in turn dual to the low-energy limit of
the SYK (or cSYK) model. Therefore, when the brane
enters the near-horizon region of the higher dimensional
black hole, we will be able to obtain by dimensional re-
duction an effective 2-dimensional description involving
an “end-of-the-world particle” (a one-dimensional ETW
brane) cutting off part of the hyperbolic disk (i.e. Eu-
clidean AdS2). The dynamics in such geometry is gov-
erned by JT gravity, and the dual description of specific
configurations is given by the cSYK boundary states de-
scribed in Section III.

Although this construction does not provide an ex-
ample of braneworld cosmology in AdS/CFT correspon-
dence, the simplicity of our setup allows us to gain in-
sight about the structure of the duality between black
hole spacetimes involving an ETW brane and specific
boundary states in a dual holographic quantum me-
chanical theory.

V. BULK DUAL OF CSYK BOUNDARY
STATES

The geometry of the near-horizon region of a (d +
1)-dimensional near-extremal AdS-RN black hole ap-
proaches AdS2 × Sd−1 [25, 26, 31–34]. At the low-
energy scales we are interested in in our analysis, spher-
ical perturbations are dominant [31] and the dynamics
is well captured by an effective two-dimensional theory
obtained by dimensional reduction. As usual when per-
forming dimensional reduction, a dilaton field φ(τ, r)
is introduced, which plays the role of the radius of the
(d−1)-dimensional sphere Sd−1 on-shell. Away from the
black hole horizon r = r+, there are deviations from the
product geometry AdS2×Sd−1, and the dimensionally-
reduced model describes nearly-AdS2 gravity. At lead-
ing order (which is near to the black hole horizon) such
deviations are encoded in the fluctuations of a regular-
ized boundary, and the physics is well approximated by
JT gravity [25, 26, 31, 63].

In this section, we report the results9 of the di-
mensional reduction of the bottom-up holographic
braneworld cosmology model reviewed in Section IV.
We will find that, under appropriate conditions, the
resulting theory mimics the properties of the cSYK
boundary states we described in Section III, providing

9 Detailed calculations and additional considerations are re-
ported in Appendix C

evidence for the duality between such boundary states
and JT gravity setups involving an ETW particle10.

A. Dimensional reduction of braneworld
cosmologies

We focus our attention on a fixed charge canonical
ensemble with charge Q [11]. Before dimensionally re-
ducing the corresponding braneworld cosmology action,
it is useful to perform a change of coordinates:

r → re +
R2

2

z
(38)

where re is the horizon radius of the extremal black hole
with charge Q [11] and we conveniently introduced the
quantity

R2 =
reLAdS√

d(d− 1)r2
e + (d− 2)2L2

AdS

(39)

which will be the AdS2 radius of the dimensionally re-
duced theory. The near-horizon region is then identified
by the condition z � R2

2/re. For the near-extremal case
of our interest r+ & re, after a Weyl rescaling the metric
of the near-horizon region reads

ds2 ≈ R2
2

z2

[(
1− 4πT 2z2

)
dt2 +

dz2

(1− 4πT 2z2)

]
+r2

edΩ2
d−1

(40)
where T = 1/β is the Hawking temperature of the
black hole and the horizon is at zH = 1/(2πT ). In
the extremal limit T → 0 the two-dimensional metric
reduces to Poincaré AdS11. The two-dimensional met-
ric in the near-extremal case (40) is still AdS2, and can
be mapped to Poincaré AdS by a change of coordinates
[31].

As we have already mentioned, the asymptotic AdS2

boundary must be regularized to the near-horizon re-
gion to cut off any large deviation from the AdS2×Sd−1

geometry. When the black hole is large r+ & re �
LAdS , it is possible to place the regularized boundary in
the near-horizon region z � R2

2/re and at the same time
deep in the asymptotic AdS2 region z � R2 ≈ LAdS
[33]. In this region, corrections above extremality are
also small if the temperature satisfies 2πT . 1/R2. The

10 In the late development stages of this work reference [64] ap-
peared, where the authors explore the semiclassical and quan-
tum properties of JT gravity setups involving ETW branes in
Lorentzian signature. The results obtained there are comple-
mentary to the ones achieved in the present paper.

11 Note that in Euclidean signature Poincaré coordinates cover
the whole hyperbolic disk [26].
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region where the regularized boundary sits is then de-
fined by the conditions

2πTR2
2 . R2 ≈ LAdS �

R2
2

z
� re. (41)

We can now perform the dimensional reduction of the
holographic braneworld cosmology action ([11], and re-

ported in Appendix C). Working at fixed charge, we
can further integrate out the bulk gauge field [32] to ob-
tain the following dimensionally reduced effective action
describing the physics inside the regularized boundary
(the expressions of S0 and Setw0 are reported in Ap-
pendix C):

Stot =S0 + Setw0 − Vd−1

16πG

∫
M
d2x
√
gΦ1

[
R+

2

R2
2

]
− Vd−1

8πG

∫
∂M∞

du
√
γuuΦ1K

∞

− Vd−1

8πG

∫
etw

dv
√
hvvΦ1

[
Ketw − d

2
Φ
− d−2

2(d−1)

0 Tetw

]
+ ...

(42)

S0 is a topological term, Setw0 is a term proportional to
the proper length of the trajectory of the ETW parti-
cle, Vd−1 is the volume of the (d− 1)-dimensional unit
sphere, G is the (d+1)-dimensional Newton’s constant,
M is the two-dimensional spacetime manifold, gij is
the two-dimensional Weyl-rescaled metric, Φ1 is a rede-
fined dynamical dilaton, R is the two-dimensional Ricci
scalar. ∂M∞ is the regularized boundary, γuu the met-
ric induced on it, and K∞ its extrinsic curvature. Fi-
nally, hvv is the metric induced on the ETW particle,
Ketw its extrinsic curvature and Φ0 = rd−1

e . The last
two terms of the first line are the JT gravity action,
while the second line is the ETW particle action, and
the dots account for higher order corrections away from
the near-horizon region.

From the action (42) it is clear that the bulk geometry
is fixed on-shell to be AdS2, with AdS radius R2. Eu-
clidean AdS2 possesses an asymptotic Diff(S1) bound-
ary time reparametrization symmetry. Being an emer-
gent asymptotic symmetry, it is spontaneously broken
by AdS2, and only a SL(2,R) subgroup remains un-
broken [25]. As we will see in the next section, all the
dynamics is encoded in the fluctuations of the boundary
∂M∞. The leading order fluctuations are described by
a Schwarzian action that explicitly breaks the Diff(S1)
symmetry down to SL(2,R).

B. Boundary conditions and Schwarzian action

The action (42) must be supported by a set of bound-
ary conditions for the metric and the dilaton at the
regularized boundary and at the location of the ETW
particle. At the regularized boundary, we impose the
Dirichlet-Dirichlet (DD) boundary conditions usually
implemented in JT gravity (see [65] for an analysis of

the possible boundary conditions in JT gravity):

γuu =
1

ε2
, Φ1|∂M∞ =

φb
ε

(43)

where ε is a small cutoff parameter determining the lo-
cation of the regularized boundary (whose total proper
length is set to be L = β/ε) and φb is a constant. On
the other hand, according to the AdS/BCFT prescrip-
tion [7, 8] and to the higher dimensional braneworld
cosmology model reviewed in Section IV, we must im-
pose Neumann-Neumann (NN) boundary conditions on
the ETW particle. They are given by (a derivation of
these boundary conditions is given in Appendix D)

Ketw − d

2
r
− d−2

2
e Tetw = 0 (44)

nietw∂iΦ1 − Φ1K
etw − (d− 1)r

d
2
e Tetw = 0. (45)

We can now obtain an effective action governing the
dynamics of the gravitational theory by integrating out
the dilaton field Φ1, evaluating the action on-shell and
imposing the boundary conditions (43), (44) and (45).
This fixes the bulk geometry to be AdS2, with the met-
ric given by the two-dimensional part of equation (40).

The only dynamical term left in the effective action
comes from the GHY term for the regularized boundary
∂M∞. Parametrizing the boundary with the boundary
proper time u, the location of the boundary in the fixed
Euclidean AdS2 bulk is given by (τ(u), z(u)), with τ
bulk time coordinate. Up to third order in ε, the bound-
ary conditions (43) impose

z(u) ≈ εR2τ
′(u) + ε3R3

2

[
(τ ′′(u))

2

2 (τ ′(u))
2 − 2π2T 2 (τ ′(u))

3

]
(46)

where a prime indicates a derivative with respect to the
boundary proper time u. The shape of the regularized
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zH

z =
0

zH τ•

Figure 6. Time reparametrization and AdS2 chunks.
Different time reparametrizations τ(u) correspond to differ-
ent shapes of the regularized boundary in the rigid AdS2

bulk. The spacetime region described by our effective ac-
tion is the one enclosed by the regularized boundary, and
shaded in green. Chunks of AdS2 of different shapes are
weighted differently by the Schwarzian action in the path
integral.

boundary is then completely determined by the time
reparametrization mode τ(u), and the dynamics is en-
coded in its fluctuations, which are described at leading
order in 1/ε by a Schwarzian action:

Ieff ≈ −
Vd−1R2φb

8πG

∫
du {tan (πTτ(u)) , u} . (47)

In the absence of the ETW particle, the integral over u

runs from −β/2 to β/2 and τ(u) is a monotonic function
satisfying τ(u+ β) = τ(u) + β. The action (47) explic-
itly breaks the asymptotic Diff(S1) symmetry down to
SL(2,R). This pattern of symmetry breaking is com-
pletely analogous to the one found in the SYK model,
and makes the duality between low-energy limit of the
SYK model and JT gravity manifest. In particular, the
gravitational Schwarzian sector can be described either
by the Majorana SYK model, or by a fixed charge sub-
sector of the cSYK model. The picture emerging from
the analysis so far is that one of a rigid AdS2 bulk cutoff
by a regularized boundary whose shape is determined
by the function τ(u) (see Figure 6). The Schwarzian
action (47) takes different values on “chunks” of AdS2

with different shapes12, which are then weighted dif-
ferently in the gravitational path integral. The saddle
point solution is given by τ(u) = u, which represents a
circular boundary sitting at z = εR2 ≡ zb.

C. ETW particle trajectory

So far we have focused on the dynamics of the reg-
ularized boundary. Imposing the boundary conditions
(44) and (45) the action for the ETW particle clearly
vanishes on-shell. Therefore, in the resulting effective
description the ETW particle follows a trajectory (fixed
by the boundary conditions) in the rigid AdS2 bulk, and
its evolution is independent of the regularized boundary
fluctuations, i.e. of the dynamics. Parametrizing the
ETW particle worldline by the bulk time τ (i.e. picking
v = τ in the action (42)), the equation of motion for
the brane particle is given by

z′(τ) = ± 1− 4π2T 2z2

Tetw

(
dR2

2 + re
R2
z
)√1− 4π2T 2z2 −

(
dR2

2
+
re
R2

z

)2

T 2
etw (48)

where the + (−) sign corresponds to the contraction
(expansion) phase of the ETW particle. As described in
Section IV, we are interested in time-reflection symmet-
ric states. Therefore, the brane reaches its minimum ra-
dius (i.e. maximum value of z) z = zmax for τ = ±β/2.
z = zmax is the inversion point z′(±β/2) = 0, and
is determined by imposing the argument of the square

12 Up to an SL(2,R) transformation connecting physically equiv-
alent configurations.

root in equation (48) to vanish. If we could trust this
trajectory all the way to the asymptotic AdS2 bound-
ary, it would describe a particle hitting the asymptotic
boundary at times τ = ±τ̄ , and reaching its minimum
radius at the inversion point zmax. However, we remark
that the trajectory described by equation (48) is reliable
only inside the regularized boundary, where the physics
is well-described by the dimensionally reduced action
(42).

Since our effective two-dimensional description is cut
off at the regularized boundary, the ETW particle is



16

present in our model only if it crosses the boundary
and enters the near-horizon region. At leading order in
ε this implies

zmax ≥ εR2τ
′(u) = zbτ

′(u). (49)

For τ(u) = u, condition (49) imposes a bound on the
tension Tetw:

0 < Tetw ≤ Tmaxetw =

√
1− 4π2T 2z2

b
dR2

2 + re
R2
zb

. (50)

Using the conditions (41) determining the region where
the regularized boundary sits, we immediately find that
equation (50) implies 0 < Tetw � 1/LAdS , which means
that the tension of the higher dimensional ETW brane
must be far from its critical value. This result was to be
expected because in the higher dimensional picture we
want the ETW brane to enter the near-horizon region.

The near-horizon condition also guarantees that in
the portion of trajectory we are interested in (i.e. when
the ETW particle is inside the regularized boundary)
z(τ) � R2

2/re holds. In this limit, the equation of mo-
tion (48) can be solved analytically, obtaining

z(τ) ≈ R2√
4π2T 2R2

2 + r2
eTetw

√
1− r2

eTetw
4π2T 2R2

2

tan2

[
2π

β

(
τ ∓ β

2

)]
(51)

and now zmax ≈ R2/
√

4π2T 2R2
2 + r2

eT
2
etw,

while the maximum brane tension is Tmaxetw ≈
R2

√
1− 4π2T 2z2

b/(zbre).

D. Tangent trajectory and symmetry breaking

Let us initially focus on the Schwarzian saddle point
τ(u) = u. In this case the regularized boundary is cir-
cular and sits at z = zb. When the condition (49) is
satisfied, the brane will in general intersect the bound-
ary in two points, at times τ = u = ±u0, with u0 < β/2.
The AdS/BCFT prescription suggests that the quantity
u0 represents the preparation time of the state dual to
the spacetime geometry. Although this solution is com-
pletely meaningful on the gravity side, it is not clear at
the moment what the dual cSYK state would look like.
Indeed, the preparation time of the boundary states in-
troduced in Section III is by construction u0 = β/2.

One possibility is that the geometry with two inter-
section points is dual to some different kind of cSYK
boundary state, one with a different structure at the
microscopic scale. This is perfectly reasonable since the
brane intersection with the regularized boundary is by
definition at the cutoff scale in the dimensionally re-
duced theory.

It is also conceivable that only holographic bound-
ary states with preparation time u0 = β/2 can be built
in the cSYK model, and that the two-intersection so-
lutions are only an indication that the bulk theory is
richer than the boundary one. This would not come
as a surprise for two reasons. First, the analogy with
the AdS3/CFT2 case, where only holographic bound-
ary states with preparation time u0 = β/4 (and there-
fore the brane anchored at antipodal points) can be

constructed using conformal boundary conditions [22].
Second, the fact that the bulk theory described in the
present section comes from the dimensional reduction of
a higher dimensional theory, and is therefore expected
to be richer than the (0+1)-dimensional boundary the-
ory. This is made explicit by the presence of an addi-
tional bulk parameter, the tension Tetw, which has no
known counterpart in our cSYK description. In higher
dimensional braneworld cosmologies, the bulk tension
parameter has a counterpart in the boundary dual the-
ory, with a precise physical meaning: it accounts for
additional CFT degrees of freedom living on the (d−1)-
dimensional boundary of the d-dimensional manifold
where the BCFT is defined [10, 15]. But the dual theory
considered in the present paper is (0+1)-dimensional
quantum mechanics, and therefore there can be no ad-
ditional CFT boundary degrees of freedom. The ten-
sion is then just a bulk free parameter inherited from
the higher dimensional description.

To make contact with the boundary states defined
in Section III, we therefore impose u0 = β/2, which
implies that the two intersection points reduce to a
single one at bulk coordinates τ = ±u0 = ±β/2 and
z = zmax = zb. This condition can be met for a brane
trajectory sufficiently close to the horizon provided we
choose the cutoff surface zb such that Tetw = Tmaxetw (zb).
In other words, the trajectory of the particle is tan-
gent to the regularized boundary. One then has a spe-
cial point on the regularized boundary where Neumann
boundary condition for all the bulk fields are imposed,
which is reminiscent of the cSYK thermal circle with
a special point. If we took into account the presence
of bulk fermions in our description, appropriate bound-
ary conditions for the fermions should also be specified
at the special point. Let us now consider dynamical
fluctuations of the regularized boundary, governed by
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Figure 7. Tangent ETW particle at saddle point. At
the Schwarzian saddle point τ = u the regularized boundary
is a circle sitting at z = zb. When the ETW particle trajec-
tory is tangent to the regularized boundary, a single special
point at τ = ±β/2 is identified, where Neumann bondary
conditions for all the bulk fields must be imposed. This con-
figuration is the one relevant to the description of the cSYK
boundary states analyzed in Section III.

the effective action (47). From a bulk point of view,
we could consider arbitrary boundary reparametriza-
tions u→ τ(u), i.e. arbitrary shapes for the regularized
boundary in the rigid AdS2 bulk (see Figure 6). The
single intersection point at τ = u = ±β/2 can then
be mapped to a different single intersection point at an
arbitrary τ(β/2) = τ(−β/2) + β, and it would not re-
side on the time-reflection symmetric line τ = ±β/2
anymore. Or there could be more than one intersec-
tion point, or no intersection points at all. We know
of no principle restricting such configurations from the
bulk point of view, and this is again a sign of the ad-
ditional freedom present in the higher-dimensional bulk
theory relative to the lower-dimensional boundary dual.
But since our goal is to build a geometry which can be
described by the cSYK boundary states defined in Sec-
tion III, a necessary condition for our construction to
work is that both the time-reflection symmetry of the
ETW particle trajectory in the bulk and the tangent
condition must be preserved under reparametrizations
of the boundary. In other words, the intersection of
the ETW particle trajectory and the boundary must
remain a single point on the time-reflection symmetric
line τ = ±β/2.

The time-reflection symmetry condition immediately
implies that the intersection point u = ±β/2 is
mapped by an admissible boundary reparametrization
to τ(±β/2) = ±β/2. Since the trajectory of the ETW
particle in the bulk is completely independent of the

boundary fluctuations, zetw(τ = ±β/2) = zmax = zb
still holds after the boundary reparametrization. By
means of equation (46), at leading order in ε the tan-
gent condition implies z(u = ±β/2) = zbτ

′(±β/2) = zb,
and therefore τ ′(±β/2) = 1. Note that, since the
Schwarzian fluctuations are 1/N -suppressed (which is,
of Planckian size), the preservation of the tangent con-
dition under time reparametrizations also implies that
no additional intersection points appear in perturbation
theory: the special point at τ = ±β/2 remains the only
intersection point between the ETW particle trajectory
and the regularized boundary. After the identification
u0 = β/2, we obtain two boundary conditions for the
boundary reparametrization mode:

τ(±u0) = ±u0, τ ′(±u0) = 1 (52)

which are completely analogous to the ones obtained for
the cSYK boundary states (see equation (31)). There-
fore we obtained the exact same pattern of symmetry
breaking: the effect of the boundary conditions (52) is
to further break the residual SL(2,R) symmetry, with
only one generator left unbroken. This result provides
clear evidence of the duality between the cSYK bound-
ary states constructed in Section III and the dimension-
ally reduced braneworld cosmology model described in
the present section.

As we have already explained at the end of Section
III C, the boundary states described in Section III are
not the only ones to exhibit the properties described in
the present analysis: starting with a generic superposi-
tion of Fock states (instead of a single Fock state) and
evolving it for an amount τ0 of Euclidean time would
lead to analogous results13. Note, however, that a com-
plete dual description of the low-energy limit of the
cSYK model must necessarily include N bulk fermions,
related to sources of the cSYK fermions by the HKLL
construction [50]. A set of boundary conditions for such
bulk fields must be specified at the intersection point be-
tween the regularized boundary and the ETW particle.
A given set of boundary conditions will then uniquely
identify a specific cSYK boundary state from a bulk
perspective. From this point of view, the construction
described in the present section, where we ignored the
presence of the bulk fermions, can be regarded as the
common dual geometric background associated to the

13 Note that this is not true in general for a highly excited state.
As an example, consider an energy eigenstate. The eigenstate
thermalization hypothesis guarantees that correlators of generic
operators would look thermal in such state. However, it is
enough to compute quantum energy fluctuations to tell apart
an energy eigenstate (for which they would exactly vanish) from
the thermal state. This is different from the expectations for
our boundary states and could be a signal that energy eigen-
states do not have a smooth interior.
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whole class of cSYK boundary states that break the
SL(2,R) symmetry in the specific way we analyzed. It
is then a conceptually straightforward step to specify
a set of boundary conditions for the N bulk fields at
the intersection point, and therefore restrict to a single
cSYK boundary state.

We emphasize that we only used the intuition pro-
vided by the cSYK boundary states as a guideline to
understand the symmetry properties that a hypothet-
ical bulk dual should satisfy. The fact that requiring
such properties to hold in our dimensionally reduced
braneworld cosmology model leads to the same symme-
try breaking pattern that we observed on the cSYK side
is non-trivial, and should be regarded as a key result of
the present paper.

VI. DISCUSSION

In this paper we built an explicit example of the du-
ality between asymptotically AdS spacetimes with an
end-of-the-world brane and boundary states of a dual
CFT. In particular, we considered specific boundary
states in the cSYK model and showed that, under ap-
propriate conditions, the dimensional reduction of the
holographic braneworld cosmology model proposed in
[11] is dual to such boundary states. Although the
range of bulk parameters where the duality holds does
not allow gravity localization on the ETW brane (and
therefore the model is not suitable to properly describe
a braneworld cosmology), our result confirms the possi-
bility to describe similar spacetimes using BCFTs and
sheds light on how to explicitly realize similar construc-
tions. It also has the merit to provide a novel, simple
framework to explore the properties of the AdS/BCFT
correspondence.

A direction calling for further development is to un-
derstand which observables in the cSYK model can
probe the bulk trajectory of the ETW particle. In
a Lorentzian picture corresponding to our Euclidean
model, the ETW particle worldline would sit in the
left asymptotic region, cutting off the left asymptotic
boundary, analogously to what happens in the higher
dimensional model depicted in Figure 5 (see [64] for a
recent analysis). The duality between the cSYK bound-
ary states and such geometries implies that the trajec-
tory of the ETW particle in the left asymptotic region
can be probed by measuring expectation values of ap-
propriate observables in the boundary state of the cSYK
model living on the right asymptotic boundary, which
is dual to the whole spacetime. In particular, the ex-
pectation values should acquire some time-dependence,
which would necessarily be related to the evolution of
the ETW particle in the bulk. Natural candidates to
probe such behind-the-horizon physics are the entangle-
ment entropy and the holographic complexity [10]. Our

construction allows us to further extend this list of pos-
sible observables by working within a well-understood,
controlled framework.

We also remark one more time that in the present
paper we explored only the Schwarzian sector of the di-
mensionally reduced theory, and in particular we did
not explicitly take into account bulk fermions, which
are necessarily present in a bulk dual of the low-energy
sector of the cSYK model. Therefore, the geometries
we obtained can be equivalently described at this level
by either the cSYK boundary states in a specific charge
subsector constructed in Section III (or analogous states
built by starting with a generic superposition of Fock
states instead of a single Fock state), or the Majorana
SYK boundary states studied by Kourkoulou and Mal-
dacena [21]. Additionally, our purely Schwarzian bulk
construction is incapable of distinguishing between two
different boundary states in the same cSYK charge sub-
sector (or any two boundary states in the Majorana
SYK model). However, when the presence of bulk
fermions (which are related to sources of the cSYK
fermions by the HKLL construction [50]) is taken into
account, the cSYK boundary states are uniquely identi-
fied by the specific set of boundary conditions imposed
on the bulk fields at the intersection point between the
ETW particle and the regularized boundary. Our bulk
construction is then dual to a whole class of boundary
states, which are distinguished by the boundary con-
ditions imposed on bulk fermions propagating on such
geometric background. One advantage of considering
cSYK boundary states instead of Majorana SYK ones
is that it allows an immediate generalization of our
setup to more complicated configurations. For exam-
ple, it would be possible to study the higher dimensional
holographic braneworld cosmologies in the gravitational
grand-canonical ensemble, allowing small charge fluctu-
ations. The corresponding cSYK effective action would
then also include a term governing the dynamics of the
phase field λ(τ) and encoding small charge density fluc-
tuations [31]. Alternatively, we could include in our de-
scription N bulk fermions charged under the U(1) bulk
gauge symmetry. These would be naturally described
within the cSYK model [44, 50] and would determine
the specific cSYK boundary state dual to the spacetime
geometry, as we have already pointed out.

Another interesting open question is whether or not
it is possible to build a dual description of bulk setups
where the brane intersects the regularized boundary in
two distinct points. If the answer is yes, the correspond-
ing boundary states should look quite different from the
ones built in Section III, whose preparation time is by
construction equal to half the Euclidean periodicity. It
is also possible that such bulk setups are just a mani-
festation of the additional bulk degrees of freedom in-
herited from the higher dimensional theory. If this is
the case, they might not have a dual representation in
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the cSYK model.
Finally, a fascinating open question is how the holo-

graphic braneworld cosmology models originally intro-
duced in [10, 11] relate to the physics of entanglement
islands. The dimensionally reduced model presented in
this paper could be a useful building block to explore the
answer to this question in a simplified setup analogous
to the ones where entanglement islands were originally
introduced.
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Appendices
A. CSYK MODEL AND SYMMETRY

BREAKING

As we have pointed out in Section II, in general
the saddle point solution (7) for G is not invariant
under the transformation (5), meaning that the time
reparametrization symmetry Diff(S1) and the local
U(1) symmetry are spontaneously broken. However,
there is a subgroup of time reparametrizations under
which the thermal solution is invariant provided that
we also perform an appropriate phase shift [45]. Let us
start by considering the zero-temperature solution (6)
when the asymmetry parameter vanishes E = 0 (i.e. for
the Q = 0 charge subsector). We can perform a time
reparametrization

τ → F (τ) = tan

[
πf(τ)

β

]
(53)

without performing any local phase shift. Then, from
equation (5) we obtain

Gf (τ1, τ2) ∝
(

F ′(τ1)F ′(τ2)

[F (τ1)− F (τ2)]2

)∆

. (54)

For f(τ) = τ , this is the saddle point thermal solu-
tion (7) at E = 0 (and it is correctly antiperiodic:
Gβ(−β/2) = Gβ(β/2)), while for generic f(τ) we get
a generic reparametrization of the thermal solution.
But note that equation (54) is invariant under any
reparametrization of the form

F̃ =
aF + b

cF + d
(55)

with ad − bc = 1, i.e. the thermal solution is invariant
under global SL(2,R) transformations.14 Note that the
Möbius transformation (55) does not distinguish ele-
ments in the center of SL(2,R). In other words, it does
not distinguish the transformation with a = d = 1,
b = c = 0 (i.e. the identity transformation 1̂) from
the one with a = d = −1, b = c = 0 (i.e. the trans-
formation −1̂). Therefore, looking only at the bosonic
sector we are considering, the residual symmetry group
is PSL(2,R) = SL(2,R)/{±1̂}. However, since in gen-
eral we are interested in a bulk theory with fermions
and fermions are sensitive to the cover of PSL(2,R),
we will consider SL(2,R) to be the residual symme-
try group [48]. Therefore, the Diff(S1) symmetry is
spontaneously broken down to SL(2,R), and the corre-
sponding pseudo-Nambu-Goldstone boson f(τ), whose
dynamics is governed by the Schwarzian action, belongs
to the left quotient of Diff(S1) by SL(2,R). Note that
the SL(2,R) symmetry is preserved by both the sponta-
neous and the explicit symmetry breaking, and must be
regarded as a gauge symmetry as we explained in Sec-
tion II. Indeed, the effective action (9) is invariant under
the SL(2,R) transformation (55). If we did not exclude
the redundant SL(2,R)-equivalent configurations when
performing the path integral, we would have an infinite
degeneracy leading to a diverging Euclidean path inte-
gral, as it always happens when we do not deal with
gauge symmetries properly.

We also remark that any local phase shift does not
leave either the thermal two-point or the effective action
invariant: the emergent local U(1) symmetry is com-
pletely broken, both spontaneously and explicitly, lead-
ing to a second pseudo-Nambu-Goldstone boson λ(τ),
whose effective action governs charge fluctuations in the
grand-canonical ensemble and is given by [44]

Ieff [λ, f ] =
NK

2

∫ β

0

dτ

[
λ′(τ) + i

2πE
β
f ′(τ)

]2

(56)

where K is the charge compressibility at zero tempera-
ture [44]. On the other hand, a global phase shift is an
exact symmetry of the theory.

Let us now generalize our analysis to the case E 6= 0.
Now, due to the spectral asymmetry, we cannot obtain
the thermal solution (7) from equation (6) by simply
performing the time reparametrization (53). Indeed, at
the saddle point f(τ) = τ we would not obtain an an-
tiperiodic result with period β, as we would expect since
τ and τ + β are identified. To restore the periodicity,
we must also perform a local phase shift as in equation

14 It is a global SL(2,R) group because the transformation (55)
does not depend on τ .
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(5) with

iλ(τ) = −2πE
β
τ, −β < τ < β (57)

which leads to the thermal two-point function (7). We
see immediately that for E 6= 0 such saddle point solu-
tion, which transforms as in equation (5), is not invari-
ant if we only perform a SL(2,R) transformation as de-
fined by equation (55). Indeed, the time reparametriza-
tion affects also the local phase shift (57). However,
the thermal two-point function is still invariant under
the combined action of a SL(2,R) transformation and
a local phase shift given by [45]

iλ̄(τ) =
2πE
β

(f(τ)− τ) . (58)

Note that the total effective action (given by the sum

of the Schwarzian action (9) and the phase field action
(56)) is invariant under the combined SL(2,R) ⊗ U(1)
transformation. This is indeed equivalent to performing
the change of variables

λ(τ)→ λ(τ) + i
2πE
β

(τ − f(τ)) , (59)

which decouples the U(1) mode from the time
reparametrization mode, and then perform a SL(2,R)
time reparametrization, which leaves invariant the ac-
tions for both modes. Substituting the change of
variable (59) into the transformation law (5) of the
two-point function, we immediately see how a time
reparametrization of the conformal thermal solution im-
plies also a (imaginary) phase shift:

Gβf,λ(τ1, τ2) = [f ′(τ1)]
∆

[f ′(τ2)]
∆ ei[λ(τ1)−λ(τ2)]e

2πE
β [f(τ1)−f(τ2)−(τ1−τ2)]Gβ(f(τ1), f(τ2)). (60)

The transformation law (60) leaves the (anti)periodicity
of the thermal two-point function unchanged. More-
over, it ensures that a time reparametrization satisfying
(55) leaves the thermal solution invariant, making the
SL(2,R) symmetry explicit again without the need of a
local phase shift. Now all the considerations made in
the E = 0 case apply here too, and the system displays
the same pattern of symmetry breaking. In particular,
the time reparametrization symmetry is both sponta-
neously and explicitly broken down to SL(2,R), which is
a residual and non-physical “gauge” symmetry, while the
local U(1) symmetry is completely broken both sponta-
neously and explicitly to global U(1). Note indeed that
a global phase shift still leaves the thermal two-point
function invariant, i.e. there is still correctly an un-
broken U(1) global symmetry. Such global phase shift
clearly also leaves the total effective action invariant: it
represents an exact physical symmetry of the theory.

Finally, we would like to remark one more time that
the boundary conditions (31) do not imply the exclu-
sion of any physical configuration from the path in-
tegral. Indeed, we have seen that their effect is to
further break two out of the three SL(2,R) genera-
tors. This implies that in general a SL(2,R) trans-
formation (55) maps modes that satisfy the bound-
ary conditions (31) to modes that do not, and vice
versa. In particular, for any given reparametrization
mode f̄(τ) which does not satisfy the boundary condi-
tions, it is always possible to perform an appropriate
SL(2,R) transformation to a mode f̃(τ) which satisfies

(31). Since time reparametrization modes connected
by the SL(2,R) transformation (55) are accounted for
only once in the path integral, the effect of the bound-
ary conditions (31) is to select a one-parameter family
of admissible reparametrization modes for each class of
SL(2,R)-equivalent modes.

B. BOUNDARY STATES DYNAMICS

1. Probability distribution of coefficients

In Section III we made use of the properties (out-
lined in Section IIIA) of the probability distribution of
the coefficients cik defined by |Si〉 =

∑DQ
k=1 c

i
k |Ek〉. We

report here physical motivations and numerical results
supporting the features claimed in Section IIIA.

An intuitive way to understand this is by focusing on
the contribution of each Fock state to the superposition
|Ek〉 =

∑DQ
i=1 c

k
i |Si〉 (with cki = (cik)∗) for multiple re-

alizations of the random Hamiltonian. The emergent
U(N) symmetry at large N , arising from the proper-
ties of the random couplings and mentioned in Sec-
tion IIIA, implies that the roles of the different Fock
states are “shuffled” from one realization to another.
Therefore, we expect the coefficient to have, on aver-
age, the same magnitude and a uniformly distributed
phase. The value of the average magnitude is fixed by
the normalization condition to be 1/DQ (see Figures 8
and 9).
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The simplest model which captures these intuitions
takes the coefficients cik as elements of a normalized
Haar random vector in a DQ-dimensional complex vec-
tor space. Given such a random state |ψ〉, we have the
standard identity

∫
dψ|ψ〉〈ψ| ⊗ |ψ〉〈ψ| = 12 + F2

DQ(DQ + 1)
, (61)

where 12 is the identity on two copies and F2 is the
swap operator. Based on this formula, a random vector
model of the cik predicts that the variance of |cik|2 is
D−2
Q + O(D−3

Q ) and that the covariance of |cik|2 and
|cil|2 is −D−3

Q +O(D−4
Q ).

Our numerical results, reported in Figure 10, show
that the variance of the coefficients is indeed close to
D−2
Q . Moreover, the numerical data reported in Figure

11 show a covariance close to −D−3
Q . Finally, since all

the reasoning above can be applied indistinctly to any
energy eigenstate in the charge subsector, the correla-
tion between the energy eigenvalues and the coefficients
is also strongly suppressed (see Figure 12).

Our numerical results have been obtained using exact
diagonalization for N = 8, and averaging over 5000 re-
alizations of the Hamiltonian. Increasing the number of
realizations the points converge to the average values in-
dicated by the horizontal lines, which are therefore very
close to the true probability distribution’s moments con-
sidered. We report here the results for the Q = 0,−1, 2

charge subsectors.

2. Two-point functions

In Section III B we showed that the denominator of
equation (15) is given by equation (17). Let us now
focus on the numerator of equation (15). Since we are
inserting a specific fermion ψ̂k, if τ0 − |τ1,2| is not large
enough to end up in a generic superposition of all the
Fock states in the charge subsector before the insertion
of the fermion, the numerator of equation (15) depends
on the occupation number of the k-th fermion. How-
ever, given the properties of the coefficients cij outlined
in Section IIIA and Appendix B 1, it is still indepen-
dent of the occupation number of all the other N − 1
fermions after averaging over disorder.

Given a charge subsector with charge Q, there are
n↑,Q = Q + N/2 fermions in the |↑〉 state. Then the
DQ =

(
N
n↑,Q

)
states in the Fock basis of the charge sub-

sector are split up in DQ,k=↑ =
(

N−1
(n↑,Q)−1

)
states with

the k-th fermion in the |↑〉 state and DQ,k=↓ =
(
N−1
n↑,Q

)
states with the k-th fermion in the |↓〉 state.

We can therefore consider the numerator of equa-
tion (15) and sum over all the DQ,k=↑ (correspondingly,
DQ,k=↓) Fock states with the k-th fermion in the |↑〉
(correspondingly, |↓〉) state. This is equivalent to sum-
ming over all theDQ Fock states in the charge subsector
after inserting the projector Pk=↑ = ψ̂†k(−τ0)ψ̂k(−τ0)

(correspondingly, Pk=↓ = ψ̂k(−τ0)ψ̂†k(−τ0)). Using the
cyclic property of the trace we obtain

∑
{|Si,k=↑〉}

〈Si|e−τ0ĤT
[
ψ̂k(τ1)ψ̂†k(τ2)

]
e−τ0Ĥ |Si〉 = TrQ

(
e−2τ0ĤT

[
ψ̂k(τ1)ψ̂†k(τ2)ψ̂†k(−τ0 + 0+)ψ̂k(−τ0)

])
(62)

∑
{|Si,k=↓〉}

〈Si|e−τ0ĤT
[
ψ̂k(τ1)ψ̂†k(τ2)

]
e−τ0Ĥ |Si〉 = TrQ

(
e−2τ0ĤT

[
ψ̂k(τ1)ψ̂†k(τ2)ψ̂k(−τ0 + 0+)ψ̂†k(−τ0)

])
. (63)

After averaging over disorder, each element in the sum
on the left hand sides does not depend on the occu-
pation number of the remaining N − 1 fermions, and
has the same occupation number for the k-th fermion:
all the elements of the sum take the same value. Since

the distribution of the coefficients is sharply peaked, at
leading order in 1/DQ the latter property is still valid
for a single drawing of the couplings. This is the same
self-averaging property invoked in Section III B for the
denominator of equation (15). Therefore we obtain

〈Si,k=↑|e−τ0ĤT
[
ψ̂k(τ1)ψ̂†k(τ2)

]
e−τ0Ĥ |Si,k=↑〉 =

1

DQ,k=↑
TrQ

(
e−2τ0ĤT

[
ψ̂k(τ1)ψ̂†k(τ2)ψ̂†k(−τ0 + 0+)ψ̂k(−τ0)

])
(64)
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Figure 8. Squared norms of coefficients. |cik|2 for a given Fock state |Si〉 and for every energy eigenstate |Ek〉 in the
same charge subsector. The red points are the squared norms for a single realization of the Hamiltonian, while the blue
points are averaged over 5000 realizations. The mean of the squared norm is clearly 1/DQ (horizontal line). (a) Q = 0. (b)
Q = −1. (c) Q = 2.
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Figure 9. Phases of coefficients. Phases of cik for a given Fock state |Si〉 and for every energy eigenstate |Ek〉 in the
same charge subsector. The red points are the phases for a single realization of the Hamiltonian, while the blue points are
averaged over 5000 realizations. The phases are clearly uniformly distributed between −π and π, and therefore their mean
vanishes. (a) Q = 0. (b) Q = −1. (c) Q = 2.
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Figure 10. Variance of the squared norms of coefficients. Variance of |cik|2 for a given Fock state |Si〉 and for
every energy eigenstate |Ek〉 in the same charge subsector, averaged over 5000 realizations. The variance is of order 1/D2

Q
(horizontal line). (a) Q = 0. (b) Q = −1. (c) Q = 2.
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Figure 11. Covariance of the squared norms of coefficients. Covariance of |cik|2 and |cij |2 for a given Fock state |Si〉
and for all energy eigenstates |Ek〉 and |Ej〉 in the same charge subsector, averaged over 5000 realizations. The covariance
is of order 1/D3

Q (horizontal line). (a) Q = 0. (b) Q = −1. (c) Q = 2.
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Figure 12. Correlation between squared norms of coefficients and energy eigenvalues. Correlation between |cij |2
and energy eigenvalues Ek for a given Fock state |Si〉 and for all energy eigenstates |Ej〉 and |Ek〉 in the same charge
subsector, averaged over 5000 realizations. The correlation is clearly strongly suppressed. (a) Q = 0. (b) Q = −1. (c)
Q = 2.

〈Si,k=↓|e−τ0ĤT
[
ψ̂k(τ1)ψ̂†k(τ2)

]
e−τ0Ĥ |Si,k=↓〉 =

1

DQ,k=↓
TrQ

(
e−2τ0ĤT

[
ψ̂k(τ1)ψ̂†k(τ2)ψ̂k(−τ0 + 0+)ψ̂†k(−τ0)

])
.

(65)

Note that these expectation values are of order D0
Q. Fi-

nally, dividing equations (64) and (65) by equation (17),
at leading order in 1/DQ we find the result reported in
equation (18).

Numerical results

We report here for completeness additional numerical
results for the two point functions. In particular, the
single fermion and collective two-point functions in the
Q = −2 charge subsector for N = 8, τ0 = 50 are plotted
in Figure 13 for a single realization of the Hamiltonian
and in Figure 16 averaged over 200 realizations of the

Hamiltonian. Note that, as we have pointed out in foot-
note 6, when evolving for a long amount of Euclidean
time we end up in the ground state of the corresponding
charge subsector if N < βJ like in this case. In partic-
ular, in Figure 13 and 16 we insert ψ̂† at time τ2 = 0

and ψ̂ at time τ1. Therefore, when τ1 . τ0, at time
τ = 0 the bra is roughly the ground state of the Q = −1

charge subsector. We then insert ψ̂† and take the scalar
product with the ket (which is roughly the ground state
of the Q = −2 charge subsector), obtaining in the nu-
merator a result of order exp[−τ0(E−1 + E−2)], where
E−1 and E−2 are the energy eigenvalues of the ground
states of the Q = −1 and Q = −2 charge subsectors,
respectively. The normalization factor will clearly be
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of order exp[−2τ0E−2]. Therefore we obtain a result
of order exp[−τ0(E−1 − E−2)]. The plots in Figures 13
and 16 suggest a spacing |E−2 − E−1| = O(10−1) and
E−1 < E−2, in accordance with our numerical result
and [44]. On the other hand, for τ1 & −τ0, we expect
a result of order exp[−τ0(E−3 − E−2)], which is expo-
nentially suppressed since E−3 > E−2, hence the asym-
metry observed in Figures 13 and 16. For the Q = 0
charge subsector (see Figures 1, 2, 14 and 15), this effect
is much smaller because |E0 − E±1| is about one order
of magnitude smaller than |E−2−E−1|. Note also that
the behavior of the single fermion two-point function
(and the corresponding thermal four-point function) in
Figures 13 and 16 when inserting the fermion very close
to τ = τ0 depends on the specific boundary state cho-
sen. In particular, when ψ̂1 is inserted right next to the
bra Fock state (i.e. at τ = τ0) with the first fermion in
the |↑〉 state, the state is annihilated and the correlator
correctly vanishes.

Finally, we also report in Figures 14 and 15 the same
plots shown in Figures 1 and 2, but averaged over 200
realizations of the Hamiltonian. As expected, the accu-
racy of the result (18), which is already consistent for a
single realization of the Hamiltonian, is increased when
averaging over disorder.

3. Expectation values of generic operators

In Section IIID we claimed that, under appropri-
ate assumptions, the expectation value 〈Bi|Ô|Bi〉 of a
generic operator Ô over a boundary state is equivalent
to the thermal expectation value computed in the same
charge subsector. In particular, given the properties of
the probability distribution of the coefficients cki , such
statement is valid at leading order in 1/DQ both after
averaging over disorder and for a single realization of
the Hamiltonian. Let us know prove this result, work-
ing under the assumptions listed in Section IIID.

First, let us clarify assumption 2, concerning the set
of operators for which the claim holds. As a simple
example, consider an operator of the form

Ô = T

 ∏
i∈M−

ψ̂i(τ
−
i )

∏
j∈M+

ψ̂†j (τ
+
j )

 (66)

where M+ and M− are index sets of equal size (the
case of non-equal size is trivial since operators with un-
equal numbers of creation and annihilation operators
have zero expected value in a fixed charge subsector).
Provided the number of insertions is much less than N
and provided all the times τ±i are well separated from
±τ0, we expect such operators to have thermal-looking
expectation values over a boundary state, up to correc-
tions suppressed by 1/N and exp

(
−(τ0 − |τ±i |)J

)
. Nat-

urally, this can be the case only if the preparation time
is large enough, i.e. τ0J � 1.

A simple example where assumption 2 fails is when
Ô = eτ0Ĥ ψ̂†i ψ̂ie

−τ0Ĥ . In this case, the fermion occupa-
tion number operator is inserted right next to the Fock
state and hence is sensitive to the precise occupation
number of the i-th fermion. However, collective fields
like

Ôcoll = T

[
1

N

N∑
i=1

ψ̂†i (τ1)ψ̂i(τ2)

]
(67)

are better-behaved. Note that the operator (67) is
invariant under permutations of the fermions. The
Hamiltonian evolution is also effectively permutation-
invariant at large N due to the emergent U(N)
symmetry. It follows that the expectation value of
permutation-invariant collective operators such as (67)
is independent of the specific boundary state up to 1/N -
suppressed corrections, regardless of the value of the
preparation time τ0 and of the location of the fermion
insertion points. The collective two-point functions
studied in Section III C provide a clear example of this
behavior.

Given a generic operator Ô satisfying assumptions
2 and 3, we define αij ≡ 〈Ei|Ô|Ej〉 exp(−τ0(Ei + Ej))
and βi ≡ exp(−2τ0Ei). Using equation (12), we can
then write the expectation value over a boundary state
|Bi〉 as

〈O〉i ≡ 〈Bi|Ô|Bi〉 =

∑DQ
k,l=1 |cik||cil|αlkei(θk−θl)∑DQ

k=1 |cik|2βk
(68)

where θk are the phases of the coefficients cik. Averaging
over the phases, which are uniformly distributed, we get

〈O〉i =

∑DQ
k=1 |cik|2αkk∑DQ
k=1 |cik|2βk

. (69)

(This statement fails for Ô = eτ0Ĥ ψ̂†i ψ̂ie
−τ0Ĥ because

the αlk can be correlated with the phases.) We will
show at the end of the present section that the average
over the squared norms of the coefficients can be taken
separately in the numerator and denominator, and the
average of the ratio is equal to the ratio of the averages
up to corrections of order 1/DQ. Therefore, we obtain
immediately15

〈O〉i =

∑DQ
k=1 αkk∑DQ
k=1 βk

+O
(

1

DQ

)
(70)

15 A similar result for the expectation value of the Hamiltonian
in analogous cSYK pure states was found in [53].
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Figure 13. Single fermion and collective two-point functions. Q = −2, N = 8, k = 1, β = 2τ0 = 100, single
realization of the Hamiltonian. The expectations outlined in Sections III B and III C are matched to good accuracy. The
evident asymmetry is expected and explained in Appendix B 2. (a) Single fermion two-point functions. The left hand sides
and right hand sides of equation (18) are plotted along with the thermal two-point function in the corresponding charge
subsector. (b) Collective two-point functions. The left hand side and right hand side of equation (23) are plotted.
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Figure 14. Single fermion two-point functions: average over disorder. The left hand sides and right hand sides of
equation (18) are plotted along with the thermal two-point function in the corresponding charge subsector for N = 8 and
k = 1, averaged over 200 realizations of the Hamiltonian. The expectations outlined in Section III B are matched to good
accuracy, and more precisely than for a single realization of the Hamiltonian, as expected. (a) Q = 0, β = 2τ0 = 1. (b)
Q = −2, β = 2τ0 = 1. (c) Q = 0, β = 2τ0 = 100.

which is the result (26) (a single overline indicates an
average over the phases and a double overline an average
over both the phases and the squared norms of the co-
efficients). Therefore, averaging over disorder, generic
correlators over a boundary state are equal, up to cor-
rections suppressed at large N , to the thermal corre-
lators in the same charge subsector. Note that when
averaging over the coefficients we used assumption 1 to
ignore the (small) correlation between the coefficients
and the energy eigenvalues contained in αij and βi.

Let us now analyze the size of fluctuations around the
average value (70). Taking the square of equation (68)
and averaging over the phases we obtain (all the sums

are from 1 to DQ)

〈O〉2i =

∑
k 6=l |cik|2|cil|2 (αkkαll + αlkαkl) +

∑
k |cik|4α2

kk∑
k,l |cik|2|cil|2βkβl

.

(71)
Again, at leading order in 1/DQ the average over the
squared norms can be taken separately in the numerator
and denominator. Subtracting the square of equation
(70) and keeping only the leading orders we obtain the
following expression for the variance of the expectation
value:
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Figure 15. Collective two-point functions: average over disorder. The left hand side and right hand side of equation
(23) are plotted for N = 8 and k = 1, averaged over 200 realizations of the Hamiltonian. The expectations outlined in
Section III C are matched to good accuracy, and more precisely than for a single realization of the Hamiltonian, as expected.
(a) Q = 0, β = 2τ0 = 1. (b) Q = −2, β = 2τ0 = 1. (c) Q = 0, β = 2τ0 = 100.
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Figure 16. Single fermion and collective two-point functions: average over disorder. Q = −2, N = 8, k = 1,
β = 2τ0 = 100, average over 200 realizations of the Hamiltonian. The expectations outlined in Sections III B and III C are
matched to good accuracy, and more precisely than for a single realization of the Hamiltonian. The evident asymmetry is
expected and explained in Appendix B 2. (a) Single fermion two-point functions. The left hand sides and right hand sides
of equation (18) are plotted along with the thermal two-point function in the corresponding charge subsector. (b) Collective
two-point functions. The left hand side and right hand side of equation (23) are plotted.

〈O〉2i − 〈O〉
2

i =

∑
k 6=l
m,n

αlkαklβmβn + a
∑
k,l,m

(
α2
kkβlβm − αkkαllβ2

m

)
(∑

k,l βkβl

)2 +O
(

1

DQ

)
(72)

where a ≈ 1 is the variance of the norm of the coeffi-
cients. Let us now evaluate the order of each term in
equation (72). For a generic τ0, βk and αkk are O(1),
while αkl = O(1/

√
DQ) for k 6= l by assumption 3. The

first sum in the numerator contains D3
Q(DQ− 1) ≈ D4

Q
terms, the second sum in the numerator contains D3

Q
terms and the sum in the denominator contains D4

Q

terms. Therefore we obtain

〈O〉2i − 〈O〉
2

i = O
(

1

DQ

)
(73)

which is equation (27). Note that if we exclude the sub-
sectors with maximal and minimal charge, DQ ≥ N .
Since the size of the fluctuations of a generic correlator
around its disorder-averaged value is controlled by the
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square root of the variance (73), it is suppressed in the
large N limit. This implies that also for a single re-
alization of the Hamiltonian the expectation value of a
generic operator Ô over a boundary state approaches in
the large N limit the thermal expectation value in the
same charge subsector computed by the canonical en-
semble at fixed charge. In other words, boundary states
“look” thermal. This result generalizes the analytic and
numerical results for the two-point functions analyzed
in Sections III B and III C and in Appendix B 2.

In order to obtain the results (70) and (73) we av-
eraged the numerator and denominator separately over
the norms of the coefficients, and then took the ratio of
the averages. To complete our proof we need to show
that, at leading order in 1/DQ, this procedure is equiv-
alent to taking the average of the ratio16. Let us denote
by N and D the numerator and denominator of equa-
tions (69) or (71). Then we can write N = N + δN
and D = D + δD. Both N and D are O(1) numbers.
By construction δN = δD = 0. Using the properties
of the coefficients cik, the size of the fluctuations of δN
and δD is controlled by (N 2 − N

2
)

1
2 = O(D

− 1
2

Q ) and

(D2 − D
2
)

1
2 = O(D

− 1
2

Q ) respectively. Therefore, in the
large N limit δN/N � 1 and δD/D � 1 with high

probability. In the same way, it is possible to show that
δN δD = (ND) − (N )(D) = O(D−1

Q ). We can then
write(N
D

)
=
N
D =

N
D

(
1 +

δN
N
− δD
D

+
δN δD

(N )(D)

)
+O

(
1

DQ

)
(74)

which immediately implies(N
D

)
=
N

D
+O

(
1

DQ

)
(75)

which is the desired result.

C. DIMENSIONAL REDUCTION OF
BRANEWORLD COSMOLOGY

We will give here additional details regarding the di-
mensional reduction of the braneworld cosmology action
S = Sbulk+Setw proposed in [11]. We will follow mainly
the conventions of [31, 33] (see also [25, 26, 32, 63]),
to which we refer for additional details and discussion.
The action is the one for a (d+1)-dimensional Einstein-
Maxwell theory at fixed charge with a negative cosmo-
logical constant and a dynamical brane with constant
tension Tetw:

Sbulk = − 1

16πG

∫
M(d+1)

dd+1x
√
g(d+1)(R(d+1) − 2Λ− 4πGF (d+1)

µν Fµν(d+1)) + SGHY + Sem∞

Setw = − 1

8πG

∫
etw(d)

ddy
√
hd
[
Ketw
d − (d− 1)Tetw

]
+ Semetw

(76)

whereM(d+1) indicates the spacetime manifold, g(d+1)

is the determinant of the metric, R(d+1) is the Ricci
scalar, Λ is the negative cosmological constant (given
by Λ = −d(d − 1)/(2L2

AdS)), F (d+1)
µν is the electromag-

netic tensor, hd is the determinant of the metric induced
on the brane and Ketw

d is the trace of the extrinsic cur-
vature of the brane. We used yA (with A = 0, ..., d− 1)
to denote the coordinates on the brane, and we will
use the same notation for the asymptotic boundary.
Greek indices µ, ν run instead from 0 to d. SGHY is
the Gibbons-Hawking-York boundary term, given by

SGHY = − 1

8πG

∫
∂M(d)

∞

ddy
√
γdK

∞
d (77)

16 Note that this property holds exactly for the average over the
phases.

with ∂M(d)
∞ denoting the asymptotic boundary, γd the

induced metric on it and K∞d the trace of its extrinsic
curvature. The electromagnetic boundary terms Sem∞
and Semetw are needed to have a well posed variational
problem when we hold the charge fixed [54]. Their ex-
pression is (we report here only the asymptotic one, but
the ETW term is completely analogous):

Sem∞ = −
∫
∂M(d)

∞

ddy
√
γdF

µν
(d+1)n

∞
µ Aν (78)

where n∞µ is the one-form dual to the unit vector normal
to the asymptotic boundary and Aµ is the electromag-
netic potential.

For the sake of dimensional reduction, it is useful to
introduce the following ansatz for the spacetime met-
ric, including a Weyl rescaling of the two-dimensional
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metric:

ds2 =
rd−2
e

φd−2
gijdx

idxj + φ2(xi)dΩ2
d−1 (79)

where gij is a two-dimensional metric and φ(xi) is
the dilaton, which is a generic function of the two-

dimensional coordinates only (indicated by lower case
latin indices i, j = 0, 1). Using the ansatz (79) in the
braneworld cosmology action and integrating out the
angular part we obtain the following dimensionally re-
duced action:

S =− Vd−1

16πG

∫
M
d2x
√
g
[
φd−1R+ U(φ)− 4πGZ(φ)FijF

ij
]
− Vd−1

8πG

∫
∂M∞

du
√
γuu

[
φd−1K∞ + 8πGZ(φ)F ijn∞i Aj

]
− Vd−1

8πG

∫
etw

dv
√
hvv

[
φd−1Ketw − (d− 1)φ

d
2 r

d
2−1
e Tetw + 8πGZ(φ)F ijnetwi Aj

]
(80)

where we defined

U(φ) = rd−2
e

[
d(d− 1)

L2
AdS

φ+
(d− 1)(d− 2)

φ

]
Z(φ) =

φ2d−3

rd−2
e

.

(81)

As we have already discussed, we are not interested in

charge fluctuations, and therefore we can integrate out
the gauge field in the path integral [32]. This sums
up to solving Maxwell’s equations and computing the
bulk and boundary electromagnetic terms on-shell. Af-
ter long but straightforward calculations, we obtain the
effective action

Seff =− Vd−1

16πG

∫
M
d2x
√
g

[
φd−1R+ U(φ)− (d− 1)(d− 2)

rd−2
e

φ2d−3
Q2

]
− Vd−1

8πG

∫
∂M∞

du
√
γuuφ

d−1K∞

− Vd−1

8πG

∫
etw

dv
√
hvv

[
φd−1Ketw − (d− 1)φ

d
2 r

d
2−1
e Tetw

] (82)

where the charge parameter Q is uniquely determined
by the extremal horizon radius re (or vice versa) [11].

The dimensionally reduced effective action (82) is
valid all the way to the asymptotic boundary and for
any value of the charge parameter Q. In order to obtain
the JT gravity action, we must take the near-extremal,
near-horizon limit of equation (82) and regularize the
asymptotic boundary to the region specified by equa-
tion (41). Note that on-shell the dilaton φ plays the
role of the radius of the (d−1)-dimensional sphere Sd−1.
Therefore, in the extremal limit and at the black hole
horizon φ = φ0 = re, and in the near-extremal, near-
horizon limit it will vary slightly from this value.

It is useful for our purposes to redefine the dilaton as
Φ = φd−1. We can then split the redefined dilaton in
a constant piece Φ0 = rd−1

e and a dynamical field Φ1,
i.e. Φ = Φ0 + Φ1. In the near-extremal, near-horizon
limit Φ1 � Φ0 holds, and the on-shell expression for
Φ1 (which will be useful to derive the ETW particle
trajectory in Appendix D) at leading order in R2

2/rez
is

Φ1 ≈ (d− 1)rd−2
e

R2
2

z
. (83)

We can now expand the effective action (82) to first
order in Φ1/Φ0, finally obtaining the result (42), where

S0 = −Vd−1Φ0

16πG

[∫
M
d2x
√
gR+ 2

∫
∂M∞

du
√
γuuK

∞ + 2

∫
etw

dv
√
hvvK

etw

]
,

Setw0 =
(d− 1)Vd−1Φ

d
2(d−1)

0 Tetw
8πG

∫
etw

dv
√
hvv.

(84)
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S0 is a topological term and it is a constant by Gauss-
Bonnet theorem17. Setw0 is proportional to the proper
length of the ETW particle trajectory, and will give a
contribution to the equations of motion of the ETW
particle, as discussed in Appendix D.

D. SCHWARZIAN ACTION AND ETW
PARTICLE TRAJECTORY

In this Appendix we will outline the steps needed to
obtain the Schwarzian effective action (47) governing
the gravitational dynamics in the near-horizon region of
the near-extremal black hole, and derive the NN bound-
ary conditions that must be imposed at the location of
the ETW particle, leading to the trajectory described
in Section VC.

As we have already pointed out, we must integrate
out the dilaton Φ1 and compute the effective action
(42) on-shell. The only non-vanishing and non-constant
term is the GHY term for the regularized boundary.
The metric is fixed to be the two-dimensional part of
equation (40), and the induced metric and the dila-
ton on the regualarized boundary must satisfy the
DD boundary conditions (43). After parametrizing
the trajectory of the regularized boundary in the bulk
by (τ(u), z(u)), the boundary condition for the metric
leads to equation (46), while the one-form dual to the
outward-pointing unit vector normal to the regularized
boundary is given by n∞i = N(z′(u),−τ ′(u)), where N
is an appropriate normalization factor that can be com-
puted by imposing gijn∞i n∞j = 1. At second order in ε
the extrinsic curvature then reads

K∞ =
1

R2
+ ε2R2 {tan (πTτ(u)) , u}+O

(
ε4
)
. (85)

Using again the DD boundary conditions (43), the GHY
term for the regularized boundary takes the form

IGHY ≈ −
Vd−1φb

8πG

∫
∂M∞

du

[
1

R2ε2
+R2 {tan (πTτ(u)) , u}

]
.

(86)
Note that the first term is divergent for ε→ 0. In order
to cancel such constant divergent term, generally in JT
gravity a counterterm

Ict =
Vd−1

8πG

∫
∂M∞

du
√
γuuΦ1

1

R2
(87)

is introduced in the action. We could do the same here.
However, since we are working at small but finite cutoff
ε, the first term in equation (86) is a constant finite term
that does not pose particular problems and does not
contribute to the dynamics, so the introduction of the
counterterm is not necessary. In either case, we can dis-
card such term together with any other constant term in
the on-shell action, obtaining the effective action (47).
Note that in the effective action u ∈ [−β/2, β/2] if the
ETW particle does not intersect the regularized bound-
ary, while u ∈ [−u0, u0] if the ETW particle intersects
the regularized boundary at u = ±u0. In the tangent
case of our interest, u0 = β/2 and therefore the integral
in equation (47) runs over the whole thermal circle, i.e.
u ∈ [−β/2, β/2].

Let us now focus on the ETW particle action. As
we have mentioned, we want to impose NN boundary
conditions at the location of the ETW particle. This
implies that, when the effective action (42) is varied, the
variations δ

√
hvv and δΦ1|etw do not vanish. The total

ETW particle term in the variation of the action (42) is
given by the sum of the variation of the ETW particle
action and boundary terms arising from the variation
of the bulk action18 [65]:

δSetwtot =− Vd−1

8πG

∫
etw

dv
({
nietw∂iΦ1 − Φ1K

etw − (d− 1)Φ
d

2(d−1)

0 Tetw

+Φ1

[
Ketw − d

2
Φ
− d−2

2(d−1)

0 Tetw

]}
δ
(√

hvv

)
+
√
hvv

[
Ketw − d

2
Φ
− d−2

2(d−1)

0 Tetw

]
δΦ1

)
.

(88)

The NN boundary conditions we are looking for are
obtained by imposing δSetwtot = 0, which immediately
leads to the boundary conditions (44) and (45).

17 We remind that the boundary of the manifold M is ∂M =
∂M∞ ∪ ETW .

18 Note that the last term of the first line arises from the variation
of Setw0 .

The ETW particle trajectory can be obtained from
equation (45). It is useful to parametrize the ETW
particle trajectory using the bulk time τ (i.e. v = τ ,
z = z(τ)), which implies netwi = Ñ(z′(τ),−1), where
again Ñ is a normalization factor. By substituting the
expression for the outward-pointing normal unit vector
nietw = gijnetwj and the on-shell expression for the dila-
ton (83) into equation (45), we obtain the ETW particle
equation of motion (48).
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Equation (48) cannot be solved analytically. How- ever, the expression of the inversion point can be found
explicitly by requiring the square root to vanish:

zmax =
dreR

2
2T

2
etw

2 (r2
eT

2
etw + 4π2T 2R2

2)

[
−1 +

√
1 +

(r2
eT

2
etw + 4π2T 2R2

2) (4− d2R2
2T

2
etw)

d2R2
2r

2
eT

4
etw

]
. (89)

Note that zmax → 1/(2πT ) as Tetw → 0, i.e. the mini-
mum radius of the ETW particle is the black hole hori-
zon radius, which is in agreement with the higher di-
mensional result [11].

In the near-horizon region of our interest, the condi-
tion z � R2

2/re holds. Since we are only interested in
the case where the ETW particle crosses the regular-
ized boundary and enters the near-horizon region, we
can use the condition z(τ)� R2

2/re to rewrite equation
(48) as

z′(τ) ≈ ±R2
1− 4π2T 2z2

Tetwrez

√
1− 4π2T 2z2 − r2

eT
2
etw

R2
2

z2.

(90)
Note that we could not drop the (2πTz)2 terms, because
even if they are small in the region where the regular-
ized boundary sits (determined by equation (41)), they
are of order one when the ETW particle is very close to

the horizon, i.e. when z(τ) & 1/(2πT ). This approxi-
mate equation of motion does have an analytic solution,
which is given by equation (51).

We finally report in Figure 17 a plot of the expan-
sion phase of the ETW particle trajectory for low ten-
sion in a near-extremal black hole for d = 4, obtained
from the approximate analytic solution (51) (indicated
by z2d(τ)) and by solving numerically equation (48) (in-
dicated by ζ2d(τ)). The trajectory of the ETW brane
obtained by solving numerically the brane equation of
motion in the full higher dimensional model [11] is also
plotted (indicated by z5d(τ)). We remark how the tra-
jectories are all in good agreement with each other, and
particularly so in the near-horizon region where our di-
mensionally reduced two-dimensional effective action is
sensible and approximately equivalent to the full five-
dimensional braneworld cosmology action.
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Figure 17. ETW particle and brane trajectories: expansion phase. d = 4, LAdS = 1, r+ = 100, r− = 99.9,
Tetw = 0.01. The black hole is near-extremal and the tension is low. The brane enters the near-horizon region (z(τ) �
R2

2/r− & R2
2/re). The exact numerical solution ζ2d(τ) of equation (48) and the approximate analytic solution z2d(τ) (given

by equation (51)) are in good agreement with each other, and with the numerical solution z5d(τ) of the higher dimensional
ETW brane equation of motion [11]. The agreement is particularly good in the near-horizon region (larger z), where our
dimensionally reduced analysis is sensible, as expected. (a) Expansion phase between z = zmax ≈ 0.28 and the asymptotic
boundary at z = 0. (b) Detail of the near-horizon region.
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