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Black hole thermodynamics suggests that, in order to describe the physics of distant observers, one
may model a black hole as a standard quantum system with density of states set by the Bekenstein-
Hawking entropy SBH. This idea has long been considered to be in strong tension with Hawking’s
prediction that radiation from black holes is nearly thermal, and with low-energy gravity more
generally. But the past two years have shown that low-energy gravity does offer a self-consistent
description of black hole evaporation consistent with the above idea, and which in particular re-
produces the famous Page curve. We provide a brief overview of this new paradigm, focusing on
Lorentz-signature asymptotically-flat spacetimes, and emphasizing operationally-defined observables
that probe the entropy of Hawking radiation.

INTRODUCTION

The past two years have witnessed a startling transfor-
mation in discussions of black hole information. Before
2019, low-energy gravitational physics appeared incon-
trovertibly to lead to information loss in the evaporation
of black holes, raising questions about pair-production
rates for ‘remnants’ of black hole evaporation, the status
of the first and second laws of black hole thermodynam-
ics, and consistency with string theory and AdS/CFT.
These tensions suggested to many physicists that black
holes might instead enjoy a feature which we will call
‘Bekenstein-Hawking unitarity’ (BH unitarity): in or-
der to describe the physics of distant observers, one may
model a black hole as a standard quantum system with
density of states set by the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy
SBH, with unitary evolution (up to couplings with its en-
vironment). But BH unitarity appeared to require truly
new physics coming from some complete formulation of
quantum gravity and which was not at all apparent in
the low-energy theory. See e.g. [1–4] for reviews.

In striking contrast, it is now clear that low-energy
gravity does in fact offer a self-consistent description of
black hole evaporation in which BH unitarity holds [5–
11]. The key piece of evidence is a semiclassical calcu-
lation of operationally-defined measurements of the en-
tropy of radiation, involving ‘quantum-extremal islands’
and ‘replica wormholes’. This calculation reproduces the
‘Page curve’ shown in figure 1, long regarded as a smok-
ing gun for BH unitarity. As a result, the outcomes of
any operational tests performed on the radiation (as pre-
dicted by low-energy gravity) are consistent with unitary
evolution and density of states eSBH . Nonetheless, in this
description Hawking’s original information loss calcula-
tion still appears to be fundamentally correct, so that
the von Neumann entropy of the resulting density ma-
trix does not follow the Page curve. The consistency of
these two facts relies on ideas from the late 1980’s involv-
ing spacetime wormholes and baby universes.

This note provides a brief overview of the new
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FIG. 1. The Page curve for the entropy of Hawking radiation
emitted before time u (solid curve). In Hawking’s original cal-
culation the entropy of radiation emitted during evaporation
is always equal to the radiation’s thermal entropy Sthermal (the
always-increasing dotted curve). But BH unitarity predicts
that operational measurements of radiation emitted during
evaporation will be consistent with a density of states set by
SBH ∼ A

4G
(dashed curve), and since to good approximation

the emitted radiation is entangled only with the black hole
this SBH must also bound measurements of the radiation’s
entropy. So for BH unitarity to hold, as described by Page
such measurements should lie close to the solid curve defined
at each retarded time u by the lesser of Sthermal, SBH.

paradigm, summarising the central ideas; we refer to [11]
for more complete details and references to the litera-
ture; see also the recent review [10]. We will present
these ideas in an asymptotically flat setting (though the
conclusions are no different with AdS asymptotics), for-
mulating gravity in terms of a path integral over Lorentz-
signature metrics, and emphasizing the operational tests
to which we referred above.

SUMMARY

Entropy is not a directly observable quantity for a sin-
gle system: it can only be inferred from measurements
performed on many copies of a system. We will be-
gin by introducing the ‘swap entropy’, an entropy-like
quantity defined in terms of such measurements. This is
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constructed to coincide with the von Neumann entropy
when we are given many uncorrelated copies of a state.
However, our later calculations will involve spacetime
wormholes, which are shortcuts between otherwise well-
separated regions of spacetime and which for us will con-
nect the interiors of distant black holes. Such connections
induce unavoidable correlations between distant experi-
ments, even those performed in otherwise separate uni-
verses. As a result, taking such wormholes into account
one finds that the states of Hawking radiation emitted
from identical black holes will not in fact be indepen-
dent. This then allows the swap entropy to differ from
the von Neumann entropy.

After summarising the framework of semiclassical grav-
ity to be used, we then briefly describe recent computa-
tions of such swap entropies for radiation emitted from
evaporating black holes. While the formal von Neumann
entropy associated with a single black hole receives con-
tributions only from a single saddle-point (the ‘Hawk-
ing saddle’), the swap entropies also receive contributions
from replica wormholes. As a result, with standard ini-
tial conditions the formal von Neumann entropy SvN of
radiation emitted by a single black hole is indeed thermal
(SvN = Sthermal), while the swap entropy Sswap follows
the Page curve (solid curve in figure 1).

Finally, we explain the physics associated with the
discrepancy between SvN and Sswap in terms of entan-
glement with baby universes. This entanglement me-
diates strong correlations between the end products of
distinct experiments that form and evaporate otherwise-
identical black holes, even when the experiments are well-
separated in space and time. However, for robust rea-
sons, the correlations between any set of evaporation ex-
periments must be entirely classical. In particular, one
may describe these correlations by declaring that identi-
cal evaporation experiments always lead to identical pure
states of Hawking radiation, but that the pure state is
drawn at random from an appropriate ensemble. But
crucially, for a given process that forms and evaporates
black holes, all iterations of the process are governed by
the results of a single random draw no matter how many
times the experiment is performed. This basic picture
was described long ago [12–15]. But with the replica
wormhole Page curve results for Sswap, the paradigm is
now fully consistent with low-energy physics, and with
a black hole density of states given by the Bekenstein-
Hawking entropy. In this way, black hole evaporation is
consistent with BH unitarity, but the detailed dynamics
(as predicted by low-energy gravity) is random, rather
than uniquely determined.

SWAP ENTROPIES

We have already stressed that we are most interested
in operational measurements performed by asymptotic

observers. In general, an observer may form and evap-
orate some number n of black holes in widely separated
regions of spacetime, and make joint measurements on
the resulting n sets of Hawking radiation which we will
call ‘replicas’. The predictions for such experiments are
encoded in the expectation values Tr(Oρ(n)) of operators
O acting on the density matrix ρ(n) of the full n-replica
system. In particular, O need not factorise into a product
of operators acting on each individual replica.

If the n processes of black hole formation and evap-
oration are identical and uncorrelated, then ρ(n) will
be the n-fold tensor product of a single-replica state ρ:
ρ(n) = ρ⊗n. Under such circumstances we can use obser-
vations on the n-replica state ρ(n) = ρ⊗n to determine
the degree to which the single-copy sate ρ is mixed.

A simple and useful such observation is the ‘swap
test’ [16, 17] for n = 2, a measurement of the swap
operator S that acts by exchanging the two replicas:
S|ψ1〉 ⊗ |ψ2〉 = |ψ2〉 ⊗ |ψ1〉. More generally, on n repli-
cas we can measure the operator Uτ which enacts the
cyclic permutation τ = (1 2 · · ·n) on the replicas.1 We
may encode the expectation values Tr

(
Uτρ

(n)
)

of these
permutation operators in ‘swap entropies’ Sswap

n , defined
by

Sswap
n (ρ(n)) := − 1

n− 1
log Tr

(
Uτρ

(n)
)
. (1)

The reason for this name arises from the uncorrelated-
but-identical case ρ(n) = ρ⊗n where ρ(n) consists of n
uncorrelated copies of a state ρ. Then, Sswap

n reduces to
the Rényi entropy defined by

Sn(ρ) := − 1

n− 1
log Tr (ρn) . (2)

We may thus summarize this result by writing

ρ(n) = ρ⊗n =⇒ Sswap
n (ρ) = Sn(ρ). (3)

However, when we study the state of radiation ρ(n)

from n separate black holes below, we will find reason
to believe that ρ(n) is very different from ρ⊗n, and in
particular that it contains strong correlations between
the various sets of radiation collected. Then Sswap

n need
not equal Sn, but will contain new physics that we will
interpret more fully below.

Finally, we will also find it convenient to consider the
n → 1 limit of the swap entropy Sswap := limn→1 S

swap
n ,

in analogy with the representation of von Neumann en-
tropy as the n→ 1 limit of Rényis:

S(ρ) := −Tr (ρ log ρ) = lim
n→1

Sn(ρ). (4)

1 For n > 2, Uτ is not Hermitian, but it is normal (commutes with
its adjoint) so can be measured.
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For swap entropies this limit is somewhat formal2, since
the swap entropy is strictly speaking only defined for in-
tegers n ≥ 2. Nonetheless, there will be a natural way to
formulate the calculation of the swap entropy so that it
applies at general real n, and it will simplify in the n→ 1
limit. We interpret the result as the von Neumann en-
tropy that would be deduced from the observations of a
sophisticated experimentalist holding the state ρ(n) with
many replicas, after taking all experimental precautions
to ensure that the replicas are as uncorrelated as is pos-
sible.3

The above construction may be interpreted as a phys-
ical version of the so-called ‘replica trick’ often used to
compute the von Neumann entropy of a density matrix ρ.
But our version is not a trick in any way. Each replica is a
physical system on which we can perform joint measure-
ments. And potential correlations between our replicas
are not specified or forbidden by hand. Instead, such
correlations are determined by the dynamics and initial
conditions.

A FIRST SEMICLASSICAL CONTRIBUTION:
THE HAWKING SADDLE

Now that we have described the observables of inter-
est, we proceed to lay out the framework we will use to
calculate their expectation values.

We will consider states ρ(n)(u) defined by preparing n
identical initial pure states of matter destined to collapse
into black holes, allowing them to evaporate, and collect-
ing the Hawking radiation up to some time u. If these n
black holes are sufficiently widely separated in space or
time, locality (cluster decomposition) would suggest that
the n states are uncorrelated: we will see later that this
expectation needs to be modified, which is why we are be-
labouring the distinction between von Neumann entropy
and measurable quantities. We will idealise this distant
separation by using n separate asymptotic boundaries,
preparing the initial collapsing matter state on n sepa-
rate copies of I −, and collecting Hawking radiation on
n corresponding copies of I + (up to retarded time u).

Let us first consider the case n = 1 of a single
formation-evaporation experiment. With a single black
hole, we may compute the expectation values of any op-
erator O (supported on I + before time u) measuring
the Hawking radiation. The knowledge of all such ex-
pectation values is equivalent to the n = 1 density ma-
trix ρ(1)(u) of the Hawking radiation, with expectation

2 Though in many contexts it can be defined by analytic contin-
uation using Carlson’s theorem from complex analysis, by using
the resolvent method of [7], or by using the methods of [18].

3 This in fact requires exponentially many copies of the system,
n � eS

swap
where Sswap is often comparable to the density of

states of some controlling subsystem.

O

Σu

FIG. 2. An artists impression of the path integral computa-
tion of Tr(Oρ(1)(u)). The bra and ket copies of the spacetime
pieces are sewn together along the blue partial Cauchy sur-
face Σu which meets I + at retarded time u, and along I +

before that time after acting with the operator O there.

values given by Tr(ρ(1)(u)O). To compute these expec-
tation values, we use the in-in formalism in which the
pure initial state |in〉 is described by the density matrix
ρin = |in〉〈in|, which involves both a bra and a ket. The
path integral then evolves both the bra and the ket into
the future in what one might call separate copies of the
spacetime, for the moment in fact defining two separate
path integrals. We take the evolution to stop at some
achronal surface Σu such that it would form a Cauchy
surface when taken together with the points on I + be-
fore retarded time u. We sew the two path integrals to-
gether along Σu in order to trace over states that remain
in the spacetime and have not yet escaped to I + before
the retarded time u. Finally, we sum over states on the
portion of I + before time u, weighted according to the
matrix elements of the operator O of interest.4

It is useful that the diagram in figure 2 can be read
at several levels. First, one could take it to describe a
calculation in quantum field theory (including perturba-
tive gravitons) on a spacetime with a fixed metric that
describes a collapsing black hole as in Hawking’s original
calculation [19]. Second, one could take it to describe a
similar calculation in which the spacetime metric is cho-
sen to describe a black hole that first collapses and then
evaporates, with a black hole that slowly decays by radi-
ating energy to infinity according to semi-classical expec-
tations. In such a spacetime the black hole mass eventu-
ally shrinks down to become Planck scale at some finite
retarded time uPlanck, after which the spacetime will con-
tain Planck-scale curvatures whose physics is not under
semi-classical control. But such concerns are avoided by

4 One might like to compute the matrix elements of the density ma-
trix ρ(1)(u) directly, by choosing O = |j〉〈i|, where |i〉 runs over
some complete basis of states on the relevant portion of I +. We
avoid this, because all such states would have enormous energy
at retarded time u due to the absence of entanglement present in
any state close to the vacuum, rendering the calculation beyond
semiclassical control.
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our considering only the portion of I + before some finite
retarded time u so long as we choose u to be significantly
less than uPlanck. In either case, we integrate over quan-
tum fields with the stated boundary conditions at I −

and I +, and which satisfy the desired sewing condition
on the bulk partial Cauchy surface shown in blue.

Finally, we can take figure 2 to describe semiclassical
contributions to the full quantum gravity description of
our process. In practice, this means that the metric must
solve the semi-classical Einstein equations. These equa-
tions are sourced by a quantum stress-tensor which in-
cludes the effect of integrating out fields at one loop, to
incorporate the back-reaction from Hawking radiation.
To be more precise, one might like to integrate over a
family of such geometries to incorporate quantum fluc-
tuations in the rate of radiation of energy, momentum
and angular momentum.

With any of the above interpretations, the resulting
expectation values Tr(ρ(1)(u)O) will be much as antici-
pated in [20]. In particular, they will be consistent with a
roughly ‘thermal’ state, though with a temperature that
evolves adiabatically as a function of u in a manner dic-
tated by conservation of energy and the equation of state
of the evaporating black hole. As a result, correlations
between Hawking photons become negligible at time sep-
arations greater than the inverse of the instantaneous
black hole temperature. The effects of this adiabatic
variation are small and, as a result, the von Neumann
entropy S

(
ρ(1)(u)

)
computed from such matrix elements

will grow monotonically in time, with the rate at each
time again being determined by the effective tempera-
ture. For brevity, we refer to this as giving a thermal
entropy Sthermal(u), as depicted in figure 1.

Thinking of figure 2 as describing a self-consistent solu-
tion of the semiclassical physics that satisfies the desired
boundary conditions raises the question of whether there
might be other such solutions. Indeed, the semiclassi-
cal description of a fully quantum process often involves
finding several such solutions and summing the resulting
contributions. In a path integral description one refers
to this as a sum over saddle points, and we will use this
terminology below. In particular, we will refer to contri-
butions of the form shown in figure 2 as Hawking saddles
due to their similarity to the descriptions of [19] and [20].

Having described the Hawking saddle for ρ(1)(u), we
can immediately see that taking n such saddles gives a
similar semiclassical contribution to expectation values
for n identical black holes, computed from the n-copy
density matrix ρ(n)(u). Pictorially, we simply draw n
separate copies (replicas) of figure 2 (perhaps with dif-
ferent operators O on the chosen portion of I +, or more
generally an operator that mixes the n copies of the ra-
diation) with no connections or identifications between
replicas.

Such collections of n spacetimes will again be called
Hawking saddles, and if these are the only contributions

Σu

FIG. 3. A saddle for Sswap
2 formed by sewing two copies of

the Hawking saddle figure 2 together along the parts of I +

before retarded time u. These identifications are shown in
green and red.

then ρ(n)(u) is just a tensor product of n uncorrelated
states ρ(1)(u) as one would naively expect:

Hawking saddles give ρ
(n)
Hawking(u) =

(
ρ(1)(u)

)⊗n
. (5)

Indeed, by choosing our operator O to be a cyclic per-
mutation Uτ , we may consider the Hawking saddles as
contributions to the swap entropies (1). The definition
of swap entropies instructs us to sum over boundary con-
ditions on the various copies of I +, identifying the state
on the kth bra copy of I + with the state on (k + 1)th
ket copy as dictated by the cyclic permutation Uτ in (1).
Implementing these boundary conditions on the Hawking
saddle, we arrive at a path integral as depicted in figure
3.

But if we use only these Hawking saddles, the result-
ing swap entropy calculation is identical to a calcula-
tion of the von Neumann entropy of ρ(1)(u). Consis-
tent with (3) and (5), if such saddles dominate we find
Sswap
n (u) ≈ Sn

(
ρ(1)(u)

)
where the right-hand-side is just

the nth Rényi entropy Sthermal,n(u) of thermal radiation
at I + (again with appropriately adiabatically varying
temperature T (u)). Taking the limit n → 1 then yields
Sswap ≈ Sthermal, the rising dotted curve in figure 1.

REPLICA WORMHOLES

We now come to the main point. While the Hawking
saddles may seem natural, the results of [7, 8] strongly
indicate that other saddles will also contribute to our
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I
Σextγ

FIG. 4. A replica wormhole for Sswap
2 . The boundary condi-

tions are identical to those in figure 3, but the identifications
differ in the bulk due to the presence of islands (I). On the
islands the bulk spacetimes are sewn together in the same pat-
tern that the swap boundary conditions impose on the early
part of I +, effectively ‘undoing’ the swap on this part of the
geometry (where most of the bulk entropy resides).

swap entropies, and that the contributions of these new
saddles will be important after the Page time. The new
saddles are known as replica wormholes.

It is useful to explain replica wormholes in the language
of the gravitational path integral. Here we take the per-
spective that the path integral sums over bulk spacetimes
that satisfy some given set of boundary conditions dic-
tated by the physics one wishes to study. For example,
for a fixed initial state on I −, our n = 2 swap entropy
is associated with gluing four copies of I + together as
shown in figure 3. The expectation value of Sswap

2 is then
given by summing over bulk spacetimes compatible with
the given boundary conditions.

Now, one can and should ask what class of bulk space-
times should be included in this sum. For example,
should we restrict to smooth spacetimes? Or to space-
times with appropriate causal structures? Our central
assumption (motivated further below) is that this class
should include ‘replica wormhole’ spacetimes of the form
depicted in figure 4.

Such spacetimes may be constructed from the Hawk-
ing spacetimes discussed above by a ‘cut-and-paste’ pro-
cedure, whereby we change the manner in which bra
and ket spacetimes along the future Cauchy surface Σu.
Specifically, we may imagine starting with a geometry as
in figure 3, cutting each copy of Σu along some so-called
island I ⊂ Σu, and then sewing the replicas together
cyclicly along I as shown for n = 2 in figure 4. That is,
we choose to swap the islands in precisely the same pat-

FIG. 5. Making radial cuts in two disks and sewing them to-
gether with the identifications shown in red and green results
in a conical excess of 2π.

tern that we swap the parts of I + before retarded time
u. The result is a single connected spacetime satisfying
the swap boundary conditions.

The replica wormhole geometries are locally identi-
cal to the more conventional in-in geometries considered
above, except at the boundary of the island where we
change the identification between replicas. This locus is
a codimension-two surface γ = ∂I, which we call the
splitting surface. Along this surface, we must introduce
a new sort of singularity, which is however of a rather
mild type.

In more detail, the geometry in a neighbourhood of
the splitting surface γ is a Lorentzian analogue of a con-
ical singularity. To explain this, it is useful to first re-
call certain features of conical singularities in Euclidean-
signature spacetimes. In particular, a conical excess of
magnitude 2π(n−1) can be created by taking n copies of
a smooth spacetime, cutting them all open along a com-
mon half-line, and then pasting them together cyclicly
to form a connected geometry. This process is the Eu-
clidean version of the cutting and gluing along the island
I which produced figure 4. The n = 2 version of this con-
struction in shown in figure 5. Such an excess introduces
a delta-function Ricci tensor at the conical defect which
then integrates to give a finite contribution to the Eu-
clidean Einstein-Hilbert action

∫√
gR. Though we focus

on Lorentz-signature spacetimes here, it is worth com-
menting that in Euclidean signature such conical space-
times are just limits of smooth spacetimes in which a
finite amount of Einstein-Hilbert action becomes concen-
trated at the defect. The Lorentzian splitting surface γ
present in the replica wormholes similarly contributes a
finite action [21, 22].

Since these replica wormhole configurations have finite
gravitational action,5 we take the position that it is rea-
sonable to include them in the path integral, even if such
spacetimes may have properties that are both novel and
unfamiliar. This is particularly justified in light of the
classic result that smooth configurations have measure

5 Including quantum corrections, we should interpret the gravita-
tional action as a renormalised effective action, whereby a cutoff-
dependent contribution from the path integral over fluctuations
is cancelled by appropriate counterterms.
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zero in the natural sense associated with quantum field
theory path integrals. This result is deeply related to
the familiar strong UV effects (and the associated diver-
gences) in standard quantum field theory. The same logic
then suggests that the gravitational path integral must
include singular configurations as well, and finite action
provides a reasonable principle for which to include.

The claim now is that spacetimes of replica wormhole
topology provide new saddles that contribute to Sswap

n in
the context of evaporating black holes. For n > 1 such
saddles necessarily require a complex metric, since the
replica wormholes with Lorentzian metric as described
cannot solve the semiclassical equations of motion at the
singular splitting surface. In Euclidean signature, a sad-
dle would require altering the metric to smooth out the
conical defect at γ, but the same smoothing cannot be
achieved in Lorentzian signature without complexifying
the metric. The need for complex saddles should not sur-
prise or worry us, since asymptotic evaulation of oscilla-
tory integrals generically requires deforming the contour
of integration to pass through a saddle-point in a com-
plexified domain, and such deformations are required to
describe any quantum mechanical tunnelling process as
a saddle-point contribution to a real-time path integral.

While the existence and importance of saddles with
such topology may seem surprising, and while a full com-
putation at finite n for Lorentz-signature evaporating
black holes has yet to be performed, there is strong ev-
idence for this claim from the following known results.
First, one can indeed find saddles with non-trivial split-
ting surfaces when one imposes similar boundary condi-
tions in contexts where the effects of bulk quantum fields
can be ignored [22]. Second, at least for n = 2, analogous
Euclidean-signature saddles have been constructed that
include back-reaction from quantum fields [23]. Third,
formal calculations at non-integer n allow one to study
the limit n → 1. For n − 1 � 1, one finds a replica
wormhole saddle precisely when the n = 1 Hawking
saddle contains a so-called Quantum Extremal Surface
(QES). In such a case, the effective action (i.e., minus
the logarithm of the path integral) exceeds the action
of the n = 1 Hawking saddle by (n − 1)Sgen(γ), where

Sgen(γ) = A(γ)
4G + Smatter(γ) is the generalized entropy

of the QES [24–27]. Here, A(γ) is the area of the split-
ting surface, and Smatter(γ) is the von Neumann entropy
of matter fields on Σu \ I in the state described by the
n = 1 saddle. Finally, evaporating black holes do in fact
contain a non-trivial QES γ(u) located very close to the
surface where the past light cone of retarded time u in-
tersects the apparent horizon6 of the evaporating black
hole [5, 10].

6 Recall that the apparent horizon is the surface where the outgo-
ing null expansion vanishes.

The swap entropy that results from approximating the
path integral by the replica wormhole saddle is easy to
calculate using the above results for the limit n→ 1. The
result is the ‘quantum extremal surface formula’,

Sswap = min extr
γ
Sgen(γ). (6)

The extrγ denotes extremisation of the generalised en-
tropy with respect to variations of the splitting surface
γ, which is the criterion for finding a saddle point; a re-
sulting stationary surface is a QES. If there is more than
one QES, min denotes choosing the QES with the min-
imal value of Sgen(γ), which follows from choosing the
dominant saddle point.

In this context, we can think of the Hawking wormhole
for the swap entropy as a replica wormhole for which the
splitting surface is trivially given by the empty set γ = ∅,
with Sgen(∅) = Sthermal(u) given by the von Neumann
entropy of Hawking radiation as computed above, with
no area contribution. In contrast, to good approximation

the non-trivial QES gives Sgen(γ(u)) ∼ A(u)
4G , where A(u)

is the area of the evaporating black hole apparent horizon
at retarded time u, since the entropy of quantum fields
on Σu \ I is relatively small.

It now remains only to minimise over these two possi-
bilities, choosing the dominant saddle between the Hawk-
ing spacetimes above and the new replica wormholes.
But the two generalised entropies are precisely the two
curves shown in figure 1 that took part in our discussion
of the Page curve. As a result, by selecting the minimal
value we find a phase transition precisely at the Page
time, and indeed, as advertised we find that the swap
entropy is given precisely by the Page curve of figure 1.

BABY UNIVERSES AND SUPERSELECTION
SECTORS

We argued above that Sswap for multiple copies of
the Hawking radiation receives contributions from replica
wormholes that cause it to differ from the von Neumann
entropy S

(
ρ(1)

)
. Such a discrepancy requires the radia-

tion from our various black hole evaporation experiments
to be correlated. But what is the mechanism that pro-
duces such correlations, and what form do they take?

The Hawking and replica wormhole saddles suggest a
direct answer to this question. It is clear that they natu-
rally entangle the Hawking radiation with whatever de-
grees of freedom remain inside the black hole and do not
escape to I +. This is of course what leads to the usual
statement that the state ρ(1) of Hawking radiation on
I + is highly mixed.

However, in the replica wormhole saddles the island I
inside a given black hole (in the bra spacetime) can be
glued to the island I inside another black hole (in the
ket spacetime). The result is a modification of the inner
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product on these black hole interiors, so that we do not
have a separate Hilbert space factor for the interior of
each black hole, but only a single overall Hilbert space
that describes the interiors of all black holes that hap-
pened to form.

In part for historical reasons, this Hilbert space is
called the ‘baby universe Hilbert space’. One motivation
for this name can be seen by considering a black hole
that evaporates entirely, to leave behind an essentially
flat Minkowski spacetime containing Hawking radiation.
After the complete evaporation the black hole interior
may be thought of as a closed ‘baby universe’, no longer
attached to the ‘parent’ asymptotically flat universe from
which it was born. While this description requires some
assumptions about the physics once the black hole be-
comes of Planckian size, we emphasise that it is only a
pedagogical crutch, and no such assumptions are required
for our conclusions [11].

Due to the contribution of replica wormholes, the
presence of such baby universes may alter the Hawk-
ing radiation produced from any given black hole, and
in turn an experiment on a black hole may alter the
state of baby universes. This dependence on the state
of baby universes highlights an implicit assumption in
our discussions above, namely a choice of initial state of
closed universes. It merely happens that our discussion
was conducted in the absence of initial closed universes
(called the Hartle-Hawking baby universe state |HH〉BU

in [9, 11], after noting that this is equivalent to having no
boundaries besides those explicitly required for the calcu-
lation in question). By modifying the initial state of baby
universes, we may obtain different predictions for subse-
quent experiments. Furthermore, such modifications of
the baby universe state occur naturally whenever an ob-
servation of the sort discussed above is made.

We thus conclude that entanglement between Hawk-
ing radiation and the baby universe Hilbert space in-
duces correlations between the widely-separated evapo-
ration experiments required by our swap entropies, ex-
plaining the discrepancy between von Neumann entropy
and swap entropy. But such correlations which do not
decay with spacetime separation would appear to violate
cherished notions of locality, perhaps allowing causality-
violating transfer of information between replicas. For-
tunately, this should be forbidden by arguments going
back to the 1980’s [12–14], which limit the dependence
between separate experiments to classical correlations.

The essence of this argument is that any observable on
a single black hole, formalised by a set of boundary con-
ditions on a single flat asymptotic region (or an identified
bra and ket copy of such to form a single boundary of an
in-in contour as above), may be considered as an operator
on the baby universe Hilbert space [9, 11]. This encapsu-
lates the idea above that the an observation of Hawking
radiation both depends on and affects the state of baby
universes. The set of all such operators generates an al-

gebra Aasympt of asymptotic observables. Independent
observations on multiple black holes are described by a
product of such operators, and correlated observations
(such as the measurement of the permutation operators
described above) are described by a sum of such prod-
ucts. Furthermore, the path integral with a given set
of boundary components does not require us to specify
any particular ordering of those components. As such,
the algebra Aasympt is commutative: the predictions for
any two experiments on separate black holes does not de-
pend on the order in which they are performed. Using
this mutual commutativity, all the asymptotic observ-
ables may be simultaneously diagonalised. This means
that the baby universe Hilbert space is spanned by mu-
tually orthogonal simultaneous eigenstates |α〉BU called
α-states, in which all single black hole observables take
definite values. Hence, if baby universes are prepared in
one of the special states |α〉BU, there can be no corre-
lations of the sort described above. In other words, the
baby universe Hilbert space is a direct sum of supers-
election sectors with respect to the algebra Aasympt of
asymptotic observables.

Correlations between separate asymptotic regions can
arise when the baby universe state is in a superposition of
many α states, |ψ〉BU =

∑
α

√
pαe

iθα |α〉BU. From this,
the expectation value for any asymptotic observable is
given by an average over the definite values in each super-
selection sector, weighted by pα = |〈α|ψ〉BU|2. But this
means that all correlations can be described by a classi-
cal probability distribution, with no interference between
different superselection sectors, and no dependence on
the relative phases θα. This is in particular true for the
Hartle-Hawking baby universe state |ψ〉BU = |HH〉BU,
corresponding to an empty set of initial closed universes.

CONCLUSIONS

We may now interpret our calculations of the swap en-
tropies in the light of the general comments regarding
baby universes. Both the original Hawking evaporation
computation and the calculation of swap entropies above
were performed in the baby universe Hartle-Hawking
state. So both results should be interpreted as an av-
erage over an ensemble of superselection sectors labelled
by orthonormal baby universe states |α〉BU with weights
given by |〈α|HH〉BU|2.

The swap entropy in any given superselection sector is
equal to the von Neumann entropy in that sector, since
passing to a specific superselection sector eliminates cor-
relations and hence (3) applies. We interpret the swap
entropy obtained from the replica wormholes as an aver-
age over the von Neumann entropy of Hawking radiation
in each sector, and conclude that in typical sectors, this
entropy follows the Page curve.

In contrast, the computation of the entropy from the



8

Hawking wormholes alone is interpreted as the von Neu-
mann entropy of the average state. This may be much
larger than the average entropy, since von Neumann en-
tropy is not a linear observable. The key point here is just
the familiar statement that an ensemble of pure states
is generically highly mixed. But since any particular
asymptotic observer will obtain experimental outcomes
consistent with a single superselection sector, this large
entropy can never have observable consequences.

Furthermore, in appropriate contexts additional for-
mal arguments require the density of states in the
asymptotically-flat sector of the theory associated with
any given superselection sector to be bounded by the
Bekenstein-Hawking entropy [9]. This guarantees (under
the relevant assumptions) that the Page curve for swap
entropy bounds the entropy of Hawking radiation in ev-
ery superselection sector.

In summary, baby universes and superselection sectors
are natural consequences of the bulk gravitational path
integral whose existence provides sufficient physics to al-
low both BH unitarity and the original Hawking evapora-
tion calculation to hold without substantial modification.
The calculation of the Page curve from replica wormholes
can be interpreted as directly supporting this paradigm.
This is achieved without introducing fundamentally new
physics, requiring only a conservative interpretation of
well-established physical laws. This same physics ap-
pears to also resolve at least certain other long-standing
issues in quantum gravity [28, 29], though there is cer-
tainly much more to learn. Again, we refer the reader
to the literature [7–11] for more complete discussions of
both related physics and open issues. In particular, our
brief introduction above should suffice to follow the dis-
cussions in sections 7.2 and 7.3 of [11] without studying
the rest of that work in detail.
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