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Abstract

Double holography plays a crucial role in recent studies of Hawking radiation and

information paradox by relating an intermediate picture, in which a dynamical gravity

living on an end-of-the-world brane is coupled to a non-gravitational heat bath, to a

much better-understood BCFT picture as well as a bulk picture. In this paper, causal

structures in generic double holographic setups are studied. We find that the causal

structure in the bulk picture is compatible with causality in the BCFT picture, thanks

to a generalization of the Gao-Wald theorem. On the other hand, consistency with

the bulk causal structure requires the effective theory in the intermediate picture to

contain a special type of superluminal and nonlocal effect which is significant at long

range or IR. These are confirmed by both geometrical analysis and commutators of

microscopic fields. Subregion correspondences in double holography are discussed with

the knowledge of this nonlocality. Possible fundamental origins of this nonlocality and

its difference with other types of nonlocality will also be discussed.
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1 Introduction

The information loss problem in black hole evaporation [1–3] has puzzled physicists for

decades and recently gets a great development [4, 5]. Starting from a pure initial state

and tracking the time evolution from the formation to the evaporation of a black hole, the

entanglement entropy between its interior and exterior is expected, from unitarity, to start

increasing from zero and finally return back to zero again. This behavior is known as a

Page curve [2]. Hawking’s original computation [1] was performed with a local quantum field

theory living on a classical spacetime with a black hole. By simply factorizing the Hilbert

space into interior and exterior on the classical spacetime, Hawking’s computation suggests

that the entanglement entropy monotonically grows and leads to a breakdown of unitarity,

i.e. loss of information.

Recent studies have resolved this problem by coupling a gravitational region containing

a black hole to a non-gravitational region working as a heat bath, and studying the entan-

glement entropy between them. It is found that another saddle point which Hawking did

not count dominates at late time and reproduces the expected Page curve [4, 5]. The exis-

tence and dominance of this saddle point is justified both by a class of doubly holographic

models [6] and by gravitational path integral [7, 8].

Consider a d-dimensional AdS gravity living on Q interacting with a d-dimensional CFT

living on Σ through a (d− 1)-dimensional interface ∂Q = ∂Σ. Double holography relates the

current setup to two different but equivalent theories. One is a boundary CFT (BCFT) on

Σ, which can be obtained by applying the AdS/CFT correspondence to Q and regarding it as

a (d− 1)-dimensional CFT living on ∂Σ. The other one is an AdSd+1 gravity with an end-of-

the-world brane floating in it. The asymptotic boundary and the end-of-the-world brane are

identified with Σ and Q, respectively. In this paper, we call the latter two equivalent pictures

the BCFT picture and the bulk picture respectively. At the same time, we call the original

setup the intermediate picture, in the sense that it can be regarded as an intermediate process

when jumping between the BCFT picture and the bulk picture. See figure 1 for a sketch.

Although the terminology “double holography” is relatively new, the correspondence be-

tween the three pictures has been known for a long time since [9,10]. In particular, the duality

between the intermediate picture and the bulk picture is often called the Karch-Randall type

brane-world holography. On the other hand, the duality between the bulk picture and the

BCFT picture is further explored in [11,12] and called the AdS/BCFT correspondence. With
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double holography, the second saddle point in Hawking radiation can be thought to come from

boundary OPE in the BCFT picture and minimal surfaces ending on the end-of-the-world

brane in the bulk picture [13–15]. On the other hand, from a gravitational path integral point

of view, this saddle point comes from spacetime configurations with higher topology [7, 8].
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Figure 1: The three equivalent pictures of a doubly holographic model. The asymptotic

boundary Σ and the end-of-the-world brane Q are shown in grey and blue, respectively. The

bulk region M is shaded.

While dynamics in double holography plays a crucial role in recent studies of Hawking

radiation, discussions in the Lorentzian signature [16–18] are limited and mostly focusing

on specific spacetime configurations. One of the most important ingredients in a Lorentzian

theory is the causal structure. In the following of this paper, we study the causal structures

in double holography for generic spacetime dimensions and configurations.

The causal structure in holography was firstly discussed by Gao and Wald [19]. They

studied the AdS/CFT correspondence [20–22] and proved a theorem which implies that the

causal structure in AdS is compatible with causality (the property that one cannot send a
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signal outside of the light cone) in CFT. As for double holography, we will firstly show that

the causal structure in the bulk picture is compatible with causality in the BCFT picture,

as a generalization of the Gao-Wald theorem. On the other hand, we will see that, the

intermediate picture is expected to have a unique causality violation, for it to be compatible

with the bulk causal structure. More specifically, a signal propagating within the gravitational

region Q or within the non-gravitational region Σ cannot travel faster than light, while

superluminal information propagation is allowed when sending the signal from Q to Σ and

vice versa. These features will also be confirmed by computing commutators of microscopic

fields. See [23] for a previous study of causality within the end-of-the-world brane in the

context of Randall-Sundrum type brane-world holography [24,25].

This causal structure implies that the effective theory in the intermediate picture is a

nonlocal one. To our knowledge, this property has not been explicitly examined in previ-

ous works. The nonlocality prompts us to reconsider the notion of domain of dependence

which is usually discussed in local theories. Based on this, the subregion correspondence

in double holography will be discussed. In ordinary AdS/CFT or AdS/BCFT correspon-

dence, a subregion in the (B)CFT picture is equivalent to its entanglement wedge in the bulk

picture [26–28]. We will introduce an analogy of the entanglement wedge for intermediate

subregions instead of BCFT subregions and call it the tentative entanglement wedge. It

will be shown that the tentative entanglement wedge is not equivalent to the corresponding

intermediate subregion, in contrast to what one may expect at first glance.

The causality violation and nonlocality in the intermediate picture becomes significant

when zooming out to IR and neglectable when zooming in to UV. Going beyond double

holography, features in the intermediate picture suggest a possibility that effective theories

of quantum gravity show similar nonlocality in general. We will argue that the effect from

spacetime configuration with higher topology is a possible origin of such nonlocality and

discuss its difference from nonlocality known in early studies of quanutm gravity [29,30].

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we present a careful review of a doubly

holographic model starting from the AdS/BCFT correspondence. After that, we review

compatibility of causality in holographic dualities and summarize the main technical results

about causal structures in double holography found in this paper. In section 3, we focus on

the vacuum configuration of double holography as a simple concrete example and verify our

results by explicitly writing down the geodesics. In section 4, we show that causality in the

BCFT picture is compatible with the bulk causal structure for generic configurations with
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reasonable assumptions, and discuss its physical consequences in AdS/BCFT. In section 5,

we study the causal structure in the intermediate picture and discuss its relation with other

holographic models. In section 6, we compute the commutator of a light primary operator in

the intermediate picture using a holographic computation and confirm that it is consistent

with the results shown in the previous sections. In section 7, we discuss physical consequences

coming from the nonlocality in the intermediate picture. After clarifying confusing notions

of subregions and reduced states associated to them, and examining the correspondence

between subregions in the three pictures, we discuss more fundamental features of nonlocality

in quantum gravity. In section 8, we summarize our results and discuss future directions. In

appendix A, basics of (globally) AdS spacetime are reviewed.

We would like to finish the introduction with a reading guide. Section 4, 5, 6 and 7 are

relatively independent from each other. Therefore, readers can go straight to each of them

after checking the basic results in section 2 and 3.

Note added: While we were writing this paper, we got aware of an interesting work [31],

where subregion correspondence in double holography is independently considered in a setup

similar to ours discussed in section 7.3, but from a different perspective.

2 Preliminaries and Summary of Technical Results

In this section, we firstly review the setup of double holography and causality compatibility

in the AdS/CFT correspondence. Then we will summarize our results about the causal

structures in double holography.

2.1 Review of Double Holography and Related Topics

We present a review of double holography in this subsection. Readers who are familiar with

this topic may skip to the next subsection after catching a glimpse of table 1 and figure 1 for

the notations using in this paper.

The notion of double holography1, which is proposed in [6] and further explored in [13–

15], arises naturally when considering a CFT defined on a d-dimensional manifold (Σ, γij)

with a time-like boundary ∂Σ. When the boundary maximally preserves the conformal

symmetry, the theory is called a boundary conformal field theory (BCFT). The gravity

1The correspondence between the three pictures itself has been known since [9, 10].
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dual of a holographic BCFT can be constructed in a bottom-up way called AdS/BCFT

correspondence [11,12]. We will consider the Lorentzian signature throughout this paper.

According to AdS/BCFT, the gravity dual of a holographic BCFT is given by a portion

of a (d + 1)-dimensional asymptotically AdS spacetime (AAdS) (M, gµν). The boundary of

M is given by ∂M = Σ ∪ Q with ∂Σ = ∂Q. Here, Σ is the ordinary asymptotic boundary

of M on which Dirichlet boundary conditions are imposed to the bulk fields. On the other

hand, (Q, hab) is an end-of-the-world brane extended to the bulk from ∂Σ. In contrast with

the asymptotic boundary Σ, Neumann boundary conditions are imposed to the bulk fields

on the end-of-the-world brane Q. To be more concrete, the bulk action is given by

Ibulk =
1

16πGN

∫
M

√−g(R− 2Λ) +
1

8πGN

∫
Σ

√−γB

+
1

8πGN

∫
Q

√
−h(K − T ) + Imatter, (2.1)

where the four terms are the Einstein-Hilbert term in the bulk M, the Gibbons-Hawking

term on the asymptotic boundary Σ, the Gibbons-Hawking term on the brane Q, and the

action for the bulk matter fields. The metric of M, Σ and Q are denoted by gµν , γij and

hab, respectively. Bij (Kab) is the extrinsic curvature of Σ (Q), and T is the tension of Q.2

Variation of the gravity sector at the vicinity of the asymptotic boundary Σ is given by

δIbulk =
1

16πGN

∫
Σ

√−γ(Bij −Bγij)δγij. (2.2)

Dirichlet boundary condition δγij = 0 is imposed on Σ. In contrast with this, although the

variation at the vicinity of the end-of-the-world brane Q is similarly given by

δIbulk =
1

16πGN

∫
Q

√
−h(Kab −Khab + Thab)δh

ab, (2.3)

the boundary condition imposed on it is chosen to be the Neumann type

Kab −Khab − Thab = 0. (2.4)

At leading order of G−1
N , the gravity dual of a holographic BCFT defined on Σ is an on-shell

configuration of (2.1).

2Tension T should be restricted to −(d − 1)/L < T < (d − 1)/L for the end-of-the-world brane Q to

have a time-like intersection with the asymptotic boundary Σ [11,12,32,33]. On the other hand, if one takes

|T | > (d− 1)/L, Q will have a space-like intersection with Σ and become asymptotically dS [33].
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Here, we note that there is no matter field localized on the brane Q in (2.1). We would

like to take this as default in this paper, while consequences caused by such a matter field

will be discussed in section 5.2.

Now, we have two equivalent pictures for a holographic BCFT. We will call them the

BCFT picture and the bulk picture, respectively. We use T BCFT
Σ to denote the theory in the

BCFT picture, and T bulk
M to denote the theory in the bulk picture. The novelty of double

holography is that there exists another intermediate picture by simply applying holography

only to the (d − 1)-dimensional boundary ∂Σ of the BCFT but not to the ambient region.

After doing this, naively, we will get a theory composed of two parts. One is a gravitational

theory living in an AAdSd whose asymptotic boundary is identified with ∂Σ.3 Another

part is the original holographic CFTd living in the ambient region without gravity. This

intermediate picture plays an important role in recent progress of information paradox, since

it couples a gravitational region to a non-gravitational heat bath to which Hawking radiation

can escape, and allows us to use better-understood BCFT picture and bulk picture to study

the information flow. Let us just call it the intermediate picture.

Although we have intuitively explained how the intermediate picture arises from the

BCFT picture, it can also be derived from the bulk picture, long known as Karch-Randall

brane-world holography [9, 10, 35]. In that context, it is known that the bulk theory (2.1)

in M is equivalent to a theory on its boundary ∂M = Σ ∪ Q where Q has a dynamical

gravity4 due to the Neumann boundary condition (2.4) while Σ does not due to the Dirichlet

boundary condition. Besides, there is a common holographic CFT living on both Q and Σ as

a matter theory, and the boundary condition for this CFT on ∂Q = ∂Σ is transparent [37].

These together give the intermediate picture.5 See [38,39] for an effective action on the end-

of-the-world brane (also called the Karch-Randall brane in this context) Q. We use T int
Σ∪Q to

denote the theory in the intermediate picture.

So far, we have introduced a bunch of notations associated to the manifolds considered

3It is highly nontrivial whether the gravity dual of the d − 1-dimensional field theory on ∂Σ is really a

d-dimensional AAdS after the standard definition given in, for example, [34]. However, this does not matter

in the discussions in this paper.

4One key feature of this gravity sector is that it acquires a mass at d ≥ 2. See [36] for an excellent review

on this point.

5Note that the CFT here arises as a matter field on Q in the intermediate picture, while in the bulk

picture, no matter field is put on Q by default, as shown in (2.1).
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in this paper. We summarize them in table 1 so that the readers can refer to it easily.

In short, the doubly holographic model introduced here has three equivalent pictures: the

BCFT picture, the bulk picture and the intermediate picture.6 The relationship between

these three pictures are shown in figure 1.

bulk M asymptotic
boundary Σ

end-of-world
brane Q

embedding
spacetime R2,d

indices µ, ν, ρ, . . . i, j, k, . . . a, b, c, . . . A,B,C, . . .

metric gµν γij hab (−,−,+, . . . ,+)

extrinsic curvature - Bij Kab -

total dimension d+ 1 d d d+ 2

time-like dimension 1 1 1 2

Table 1: Notations for the manifolds considered in this paper.

2.2 Compatibility of Causality in the AdS/CFT Correspondence

If two theories are equivalent via a duality or correspondence, a physical process in one

theory can be translated into another equivalent physical process in the other theory, at least

in principle. As a result, if a physical process is not achievable in one theory, so should not

be its dual process in the dual theory. This fact, while being a matter of course, is in general

non-trivial and can give powerful constraints when studying correspondences which are not

completely understood.

Let us take the compatibility of causality in the AdS/CFT correspondence as an exam-

ple. In standard AdS/CFT correspondence, a holographic CFT defined on a d-dimensional

Lorentzian manifold Σ is equivalent to a gravitational theory in an AAdSd+1 manifold whose

asymptotic boundary is given by Σ. Here, we consider the case where Σ has no boundary.

On the CFT side, one cannot send a signal from p ∈ Σ to q ∈ Σ if p and q are space-like

separated on Σ, assuming the CFT is local and unitary. The corresponding process in the

bulk theory is to send a signal from p ∈ Σ to q ∈ Σ through the bulk M, after the GKP-W

6The BCFT picture and the intermediate picture here is often called “boundary perspective” and “brane

perspective” respectively in related literature [14,15,31,39]. Here, we use “BCFT picture” instead of “bound-

ary perspective” to avoid confusions since we are going to deal with many different notions of “boundary”.

On the other hand, we use “intermediate picture” instead of “brane perspective” to stress that not only the

end-of-the-world brane Q but also the asymptotic boundary Σ is an important part of it.
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relation [21, 22]. Therefore, we expect the latter process in the bulk M should also be im-

possible, i.e. p and q should also be space-like separated in the bulk M, for the bulk causal

structure to be compatible with causality in CFT. In other words, no shortcut should be

allowed in M when considering signal propagations on Σ. The situation is shown in figure

2. Let us summarize this in a more clear and standard way.

Statement A (Compatibility of Causality in AdS/CFT).

In the AdS/CFT correspondence, for any two points p, q ∈ Σ = ∂M, if p and q are not

causally connected on the asymptotic boundary Σ, then they are not causally connected in the

bulk M either.
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Figure 2: No shortcut should be allowed in the bulk M (shaded) when considering signal

propagations on the asymptotic boundary Σ (shown in grey). The solid line shows a null

geodesic on Σ. The dashed line shows a time-like/null geodesic in M connecting two space-

like separated (with respect to Σ) points on Σ, which should not have existed.

One can check that the statement A holds in pure AdS by explicitly writing down the

geodesics. This point will be reviewed in section 3.1.

For more general configurations, the Gao-Wald theorem [19] guarantees that the statement

A holds under several reasonable assumptions.7 The Gao-Wald theorem is summarized as

7On the other hand, the no-shortcut statement A can also be taken as an input to give restrictions on
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follows:

Theorem A.0 (Gao-Wald theorem).

Let (M, gµν) be a spacetime with a time-like boundary ∂M = Σ at asymptotic infinity.

Suppose (M, gµν) satisfies the following four conditions:

1. M is a solution of the Einstein equation in which the matter sector satisfies averaged

null energy condition (ANEC),

2. Null generic condition,

3. M̄ ≡M∪ Σ is strongly causal (strong causality condition),

4. J+
M̄(p) ∩ J−M̄(q) is compact for any p, q ∈M.

Let AΣ(p,M) be

AΣ(p,M) ≡ {r ∈ Σ|there exists a future directed causal curve λ

which starts from p and ends at r satisfying λ− (p ∪ r) ⊂M } ,
(2.5)

then for p ∈ Σ and ∀q ∈ ∂AΣ(p,M), q satisfies q ∈ J+
M̄(p)\I+

M̄(p). Moreover, any causal

curve connecting p and q lies entirely in Σ, and hence it is also a null geodesic on (Σ, γij),

i.e. q ∈ J+
Σ (p)\I+

Σ (p).

Here, J+
N (p) (I+

N (p)) is the causal (chronological) future of p on the manifoldN . We briefly

comment on the four conditions above. The first one, ANEC, states that the energy-stress

tensor Tµν satisfies ∫
l

Tµνk
µkν ≥ 0 , (2.6)

for any null curve l. Here,
∫
l

stands for the integration along l, and kµ is its tangent vector.

The second condition, null generic condition, states that every null geodesic in M must

contain a point at which

kµkνk[ρRσ]µν[αkβ] 6= 0 , (2.7)

other physical conditions in the AdS/CFT correspondence [40,41].
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where k is the tangent vector of the null geodesic 8. This condition together with the ANEC

ensures the existence of the conjugate points for any null geodesic [42, 43], which is one of

the most essential points in the proof of the Gao-Wald theorem. The third condition, strong

causality condition, roughly means that no causal curve in M̄ can be almost closed. More

rigorously9, for any point p ∈ M̄, every neighborhood of p contains another neighborhood

of p which no causal curve can intersect more than once. This condition and the fourth

condition guarantee that bulk spacetime under consideration has a sensible causal structure.

Let us then explain how the Gao-Wald theorem guarantees that statement A holds. First

of all, for points on the asymptotic boundary Σ, ∂AΣ(p,M) bounds the region which can

receive a signal through the bulkM, and J+
Σ (p)\I+

Σ (p) bounds the region which can receive a

signal through the asymptotic boundary Σ. Since one consequence of the Gao-Wald theorem

is

∂AΣ(p,M) ⊆ J+
Σ (p)\I+

Σ (p), (2.8)

statement A follows straightforwardly from the Gao-Wald theorem, for configurations satis-

fying the four conditions.

From now on, we are going to consider the causal structures in the three pictures of the

doubly holographic model introduced in section 2.1.10

2.3 Summary of Results: Causal Structures in Double Holography

Consider an on-shell configurationM of (2.1) with Dirichlet boundary condition imposed on

the asymptotic boundary Σ and Neumann boundary condition (2.4) imposed on the end-of-

the-world brane Q. M has the following properties under some reasonable assumptions such

as ANEC.

Statement B. Let Σ be compatible with a BCFT. For any two points p, q ∈ Σ, if p and q are

not causally connected on the asymptotic boundary Σ, then they are not causally connected

in the bulk M either.

8Note that pure AdS does not satisfy this condition. Therefore, the Gao-Wald theorem does not cover

pure AdS.

9See section 6.4 of [42], for example.

10It is worth noting that the notion of quantum tasks [44] provides a good framework for using the consis-

tency of more general physical processes to study holography [18, 45–47]. The physical process we consider

can also be regarded as one of the most simple versions of a quantum task, but we will not go deep into it.
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Statement C. For any two points p, q ∈ Q, if p and q are not causally connected on the

end-of-the-world brane Q, then they are not causally connected in the bulk M either.

Statement D. Two points p ∈ Σ and q ∈ Q can be causally connected in the bulk M, even

if they are not causally connected on ∂M = Σ ∪Q.

In the following few sections, we are going to firstly give a concrete example of M and

check that it satisfies the statements above by explicitly writing down the null geodesics in

section 3. Then we will show that statement B holds for more general configurations in section

4. After that, we will prove statement C for general configurations in section 5. Although the

statement C looks similar to statement B, the mathematical mechanism is actually totally

different. We will see that Neumann boundary condition (2.4) plays the most important role

in this consequence.

The mathematical facts above lead to many important physical consequences. We can

see them by picking up two pictures in double holography and comparing them with each

other.

Compatibility of causality in AdS/BCFT

Comparing the bulk picture and the BCFT picture, statement B implies that, in the

AdS/BCFT correspondence, the causal structure in the bulk picture is compatible with

causality in the BCFT picture. This gives a further consistency check to AdS/BCFT.

Causality Structure in the Intermediate Picture

Comparing the bulk picture and the intermediate picture, statement B, C, D imply that

the effective theory T int
Σ∪Q in the intermediate picture has a special causal structure to be com-

patible with the causal structure in the bulk picture. First of all, superluminal information

propagation is not allowed within Σ or Q. However, it is allowed when sending a signal from

Q to Σ or vice versa. This point will also be confirmed by computing the commutators of

quantum fields in section 6.

The fact that superluminal effects can be observed only when one can access both Q and

Σ implies that the intermediate theory T int
Σ∪Q has a nonlocality which is significant at long-

range scale. Physical consequences coming from this nonlocality will be discussed in section

7.
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3 Vacuum Configuration as an Example

In this section, we focus on the vacuum configuration of (2.1) as the most simple example of

M. This configuration is a portion of pure AdS spacetime. After giving the configuration,

we will write down the null geodesics in the pure AdS and our configuration. Finally, we will

check that statement B, C, and D hold in this specific case.

3.1 Vacuum Configuration and Null Geodesics

For simplicity, let us focus on AdS3. The discussion can be straightforwardly extended to

higher dimensions.

Vacuum configuration

The metric of a pure AdS3 can be written as

ds2 = −(r2 + 1)dτ 2 +
dr2

r2 + 1
+ r2dφ2 (3.1)

in the global coordinate. Here, −π < φ ≤ π. The vacuum configuration of (2.1) is a portion

of pure AdS3 with an end-of-the-world brane Q. The location of Q is given by

cosφ =
T√

1− T 2

1

r
. (3.2)

We let Q intersect with the asymptotic boundary at φ = ±π/2. Note that the tension T is

restricted to −1 < T < 1. For positive (negative) T , the larger (smaller) portion of global

AdS3 is identified as the bulk regionM. Q approaches the asymptotic boundary at |T | → 1.

See the left panel of figure 3.

Let us introduce another useful coordinate by performing the following transformation.

r cosφ = sinhρ, (3.3)

1 + r2 = cosh2ρ cosh2η. (3.4)

The metric turns out to be

ds2 = cosh2ρ
(
−cosh2η dτ 2 + dη2

)
+ dρ2. (3.5)

In this case, the location of the brane is given by

ρ = arctanh(T ) ≡ ρ∗. (3.6)
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Therefore, Q is a pure AdS2. See the right panel of figure 3.
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Figure 3: A time slice τ = const. of the vacuum configuration in the (τ, r, φ) coordinate (left)

and the (τ, η, ρ) coordinate (right) respectively. The asymptotic boundary Σ is shown in grey

and the end-of-the-world brane Q is shown in blue. The dotted curve shows the asymptotic

boundary of global AdS3. The bulk regionM is surrounded byM = Σ∪Q. Here, tension T

is positive in this figure so that the larger portion of pure AdS3 is identified as the bulk M.

Null geodesics in global AdS3

Let us firstly write down the null geodesics in global AdS3. Since any null geodesic in

global AdS3 intersects the asymptotic boundary, it is sufficient to consider those launching

from (τ, r, φ) = (−π/2,∞,−π/2). The location of such a geodesic can be simply expressed

in the (τ, η, ρ) coordinate as

ρ = const. , (3.7)

τ = 2 arctan
(

tanh
η

2

)
. (3.8)

It is straightforward to see that all geodesics launching from (τ, r, φ) = (−π/2,∞,−π/2)

reach (τ, r, φ) = (π/2,∞, π/2). Note that ρ→ ±∞ gives the null geodesic on the asymptotic

boundary. Therefore, a null geodesic on the asymptotic boundary is also a null geodesic in

the bulk in global AdS3. See figure 4.
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Figure 4: The orange dotted curves in the left panel show some null geodesics launching

from p : (τ, r, φ) = (−π/2,∞,−π/2) in global AdS3. All such geodesics reach q : (τ, r, φ) =

(π/2,∞, π/2). The right panel shows the projection onto a time slice.

As a warm-up, let us check that the no-shortcut statement holds in pure AdS3. Thanks

to the symmetries, it is sufficient to check the following statement.

Statement A.1. Consider pure AdS3. Let p be a spacetime point with p : (τ, r, φ) =

(τp,∞, φp) and R be an observer localized at (r, φ) = (∞, φR) on the asymptotic bound-

ary. Consider sending a signal at the speed of light from p to the observer R. Then

∆τasym = ∆τbulk, where ∆τasym (∆τbulk) is the required time on the asymptotic boundary

(in the bulk) for receiver R to observe the emitted light ray.

To confirm this, we can divide the situations into two cases. If p and R reside at the

antipodal points, i.e. φR = φp−π, there are infinitely many paths in the bulk which take the

same time as the null geodesic on the asymptotic boundary but no shorter path exists. As a

result, ∆τasym = ∆τbulk = π. If φR 6= φp − π, the null geodesic on the asymptotic boundary

is the only shortest path. Since this null geodesic is at the same time a bulk null geodesic,

∆τasym = ∆τbulk. Therefore, statment A.1 holds in pure AdS3.
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Figure 5: Projection of the null geodesics connecting p and the observer R on to a time slice

for different situations. The orange dotted curves are the the fastest paths in the bulk M.

The green dotted curves are the fastest paths on the boundary ∂M = Σ ∪Q. The shortest

path on the boundary ∂M is omitted if it coincides that in the bulk M.

Null geodesics in the vacuum configuration M
Let us then consider the causal structure in the vacuum configurationM shown in figure

3. Noticing that the location of a bulk null geodesic (3.7) and the location of the end-of-the-

world brane Q (3.6) have the same form, we find that null geodesics on Q are just given by

null geodesics in the bulk M with ρ = ρ∗.

Let us then check that statement B, C and D hold in this case. Again, thanks to the

symmetries, it is sufficient to check the following statements respectively.

Statement B.1. Let p be a spacetime point with p : (τ, η, ρ) = (τp, ηp,−∞) and R be an

observer located at (η, ρ) = (ηR,−∞) on the asymptotic boundary Σ. Consider sending a
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signal at the speed of light from p to R. Then ∆τΣ = ∆τM, where ∆τΣ (∆τM) is the required

time on the asymptotic boundary Σ (in the bulk M) for R to receive the signal.

Statement C.1. Let p be a spacetime point with p : (τ, η, ρ) = (τp, ηp, ρ∗) and R be an

observer located at (η, ρ) = (ηR, ρ∗) on the end-of-the-world brane Q. Consider sending a

signal at the speed of light from p to R. Then ∆τQ = ∆τM, where ∆τΣ (∆τM) is the required

time on the brane Q (in the bulk M).

Statement D.1. Let p be a spacetime point with p : (τ, η, ρ) = (τp, ηp, ρ∗) on the end-of-the-

world brane Q and R be an observer located at (η, ρ) = (ηR,−∞) on the asymptotic boundary

Σ. Consider sending a signal at the speed of light from p to R. Then ∆τΣ∪Q > ∆τM, where

∆τΣ∪Q (∆τM) is the required time on Σ ∪Q (in the bulk M).

To check these three statements, we consider the following four cases shown in figure 5.

• (The upper left panel of figure 5) If p and R are both on the brane Q but not antipodal

points, the null geodesic on the brane Q is the only shortest path, and it is a null

geodesic in the bulk M at the same time. As a result, ∆τQ = ∆τM.

• (The upper right panel of figure 5) p and R are both on the asymptotic boundary Σ

but not antipodal points. Similar to the previous case, ∆τΣ = ∆τM.

• (The lower left panel of figure 5) p and R are antipodal points. In this case, p and R
are on both Σ and Q. As we have seen above, there are infinitely many paths in the

bulk which take the same time as the null geodesic on the asymptotic boundary but

no shorter path exists. As a result, ∆τQ = ∆τΣ = ∆τM.

• (The lower right panel of figure 5) p is on Q\∂Q and R is on Σ\∂Σ. As one can see

from the figure, there is a shortcut in the bulk. We can prove the existence of such a

shortcut by applying the proposition 4.5.10 of [42], which states that two points joined

by a causal curve γ which is not a null geodesic, can also be joined by a time-like curve.

In this statement, “a causal curve γ which is not a null geodesic” means that either the

acceleration vector of γ is non-zero and not parallel to its tangent vector on some open

interval, or γ has some point on which the tangent vector is discontinuous. Consider a

null geodesic on ∂M connecting p and R (the green dotted curve of lower right panel).

Since there is a co-dimension two defect ∂Σ = ∂Q, the tangent vector in the bulk is

discontinuous here. Then proposition 4.5.10 of [42] tells us that these two points at p
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and R can be joined by a time-like curve in the bulk. Therefore, we can use the null

geodesic in the bulk to send information faster than the geodesic on ∂M. As a result,

∆τΣ∪Q > ∆τM.

These four cases cover all possible situations. Therefore, we have confirmed that the state-

ment B.1, C.1 and D.1 hold.

Note that in the confirmation of statement D.1, we did not use any property of the

specific configuration, except for the existence of a codimension-2 defect at ∂Σ = ∂Q. Since

double holography naturally introduces such a codimension-2 defect, causality violation in

the intermediate picture universally occurs in more general configurations.

Comments on higher dimensions

The results above can be straightforwardly extended to higher dimensions. The metric

of a pure AdSd+1 can be written as

ds2 = −(r2 + 1)dτ 2 +
dr2

r2 + 1
+ r2dΩ2 (3.9)

where dΩ2 is the line element of Sd−1. All the discussions in AdS3 can be similarly repeated

in AdSd+1 by regarding the S1 parameterized by φ in (3.1) as a equator of Sd−1.

3.2 Zooming in to the Poincaré Patch

Although we have already checked the statements hold for the vacuum configuration of (2.1),

one deficiency in our discussion so far is that we did not evaluate how faster a signal can be

sent in the bulk than on the boundary in statement D.1.

In this subsection, we restrict our attention to the Poincaré patch. See figure 6. The

Poincaré patch does not cover the whole global AdS spacetime, so it cannot be used to

discuss the global causal structure. However, many analytic calculations become extremely

simple in it. We will give the time advance by explicitly writing down the null geodesics in

the Poincaré patch.
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Figure 6: Poincaré patch in global AdS3. The shaded region shows the Poincaré patch.

Performing the following coordinate transformation to global AdSd+1 (3.9)

sinhρ = rΩd−1 , y =

√
1 + (rΩd−1)2

√
1 + r2 cos τ − rΩd

,

t =

√
1 + r2 sin τ√

1 + r2 cos τ − rΩd
, ξi =

rΩi

√
1 + r2 cos τ − rΩd

,

(3.10)

we get a new coordinate (t, y, ρ) which describes the Poincaré patch. Here, the unit vector

Ω = (Ω1, . . . ,Ωd) denotes a point on the (d−1)-dimensional sphere Sd−1 and i = 1, . . . , d−2.

The resulting metric is

ds2 = dρ2 + cosh2ρ

(
dy2 − dt2 + dξ2

y2

)
. (3.11)

The end-of-the-world brane Q locates at

ρ = arctanh

(
T

d− 1

)
≡ ρ∗. (3.12)

and the asymptotic boundary Σ locates at ρ = −∞. This is related to the ordinary Poincaré

metric

ds2 =
dz2 − dt2 + dx2

z2
(3.13)
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Figure 7: Coordinates describing the Poincaré patch shown in a time slice of AdS3. The

asymptotic boundary Σ is shown in grey and the brane Q is shown in blue.

by coordinate transformation

z =
y

coshρ
, xd−1 = ytanhρ ,

xi = ξi , (i = 1, . . . , d− 2) .
(3.14)

Let us introduce one more coordinate, which is important when calculating the correlation

function on the brane by holography. With a new parameter µ satisfying

sinhρ = tanµ, (3.15)

the metric becomes

ds2 =
dµ2

cos2 µ
+

1

cos2 µ

(
dy2 − dt2 + dξ2

y2

)
. (3.16)

When θ ≡ π/2− µ� 1, the metric can be expanded as

ds2 ∼ 4
dθ2

θ2
+

4

θ2

(
dy2 − dt2 + dξ2

y2

)
. (3.17)

These coordinates are shown on a time slice of AdS3 in figure 7.

Now we calculate the time advance in statement D.1 by considering sending a signal at

the speed of light from spacetime point p ∈ Q to an observer R residing on Σ. Let ∆tΣ∪Q
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and ∆tM be the time taken by the fastest null geodesic to travel from p to R through the

∂M and through M\∂M, respectively. Here, ∆t is measured at asymptotic infinity in the

t of Poincaré coordinate.

We would like to firstly calculate ∆tΣ∪Q. We use (t, y, ξ) to denote the coordinate on

Σ ∪Q, let the y > 0 half be Σ, and let the y < 0 half be Q. Consider sending a signal from

p : (t, y, ξ) = (0,−yp,0) on Q to a receiver R located at (y, ξ) = (yR, ξR) on Σ. Now the

light ray travels through Q and Σ with different geometries. Accordingly, the geodesic on

∂M can be divided into two pieces: one on Q and one on Σ. Time needed for the light ray

to reach R is the sum of the time for it to travel through Q from y = −yp to y = 0 and the

time for it to travel through Σ from y = 0 to y = yR:

∆t2Σ∪Q = (yp + yR)2 + ξ2
R. (3.18)

Let us then consider sending information through the bulk. Using the bulk Poincaré co-

ordinate (t, z, ξ, xd−1), p is given by (t, z, ξ, xd−1) = (0, yp cosµ∗,0,−yp sinµ∗) and R located

at (z, ξ, xd−1) = (0, ξR, yR). Using the expression for null geodesic (see appendix A.2 for

details),

∆t2M = y2
p + y2

R + 2ypyR sinµ∗ + ξ2
R = (yp + yR)2 + ξ2

R − 2ypyR(1− sinµ∗) . (3.19)

We can again confirm that

∆tM < ∆tΣ∪Q . (3.20)

The (squared) time saved by taking a shortcut in the bulk is ∆t2Σ∪Q−∆t2M = 2ypyR(1−sinµ∗).

4 Compatibility of Causality in AdS/BCFT

In this section, we show that, under the same assumptions as the Gao-wald theorem A.0 plus

one more reasonable assumption on Σ, any on-shell configuration of the bulk action (2.1)

satisfies statement B. This guarantees that the bulk picture obtained from the AdS/BCFT

construction is compatible with causality in the BCFT picture. In the end of this section,

we will comment on CFTs defined on a general Σ with possibly non-conformal boundaries

as well as their gravity duals.
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4.1 An Assumption on Σ

In the discussions below, we make the following assumption.

Assumption 1. (Σ, γij) can be mapped to R1,d−2× [0,∞) or R1,d−2× [0, l] via a Weyl trans-

formation

γij(x)→ Ω2(x)γij(x), (4.1)

where l is a constant.

This assumption restricts the geometry to a very narrow class. Indeed, we will see that

this assumption, though sufficient, is not a necessary condition to prove statement B later.

However, let us explain why this assumption is made.

BCFT vs. Locally CFT with Boundaries

First of all, let us distinguish two different concepts: boundary conformal field theory

(BCFT) and locally CFT with boundaries (LCFTB).

BCFT is used to refer a theory which is not only defined on a manifold with boundaries,

but also maximally preserves the conformal symmetry so that CFT techniques including

conformal Ward identity can be applied for its analysis [48]. Therefore, both Σ and the

boundary condition on ∂Σ are highly restricted.

On the other hand, there exist manifolds which are not compatible with conformal bound-

ary conditions but can still let a locally CFT11 live on them with no contradiction. We will

call a locally CFT living on a manifold with boundaries a locally CFT with boundaries

(LCFTB). By definition, BCFTs are LCFTB while the inverse is not true.

To our knowledge, it is still unsolved to give the most general class of manifolds which are

compatible with a BCFT. However, Lorentzian BCFT with time-like boundaries is usually

discussed in R1,d−2 × [0,∞) or R1,d−2 × [0, l] and should be straightforwardly generalized to

any manifold satisfying assumption 1. For example, the corresponding boundary condition

for a BCFT defined on such a manifold is examined for d = 2 in [17]. Therefore, we would

like to just make assumption 1 to restrict our discussions to a class of Σ which are compatible

with a BCFT.

11Here, a locally CFT is a theory which has the same Lagrangian density with a CFT.
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4.2 Showing Statement B for Generic Configurations

Now we proceed to prove statement B. We have already seen in section 3 that this is satisfied

when the bulk M is a vacuum configuration given by a portion of global AdS. Therefore, in

the following, we would like to focus on the case in which the bulk geometry is away from a

vacuum configuration by adding matters and gravitational excitations in it.

We would like to assume that M satisfies the four conditions given in the Gao-Wald

theorem A.0 as well as assumption 1.

Consider the asymptotic boundary Σ. The region which can receive a signal through the

bulk M from p ∈ Σ is AΣ(p,M), and the region which can receive a signal through Σ is its

causal future J+
Σ (p). To prove statement B, it is sufficient to show

∂AΣ(p,M) ⊆ J+
Σ (p). (4.2)

Let us firstly see how far we can go without assumption 1. First of all, we can perform

an embedding Σ ⊂ Σ′, M⊂M′ which satisfy

• dim(Σ′) = dim(Σ) and dim(M′) = dim(M).

• M′ is a spacetime with a time-like asymptotic boundary M′ = Σ′.

• M′ satisfies the four conditions given in the Gao-Wald theorem A.0.

Then the Gao-Wald theorem is applicable to M′. A consequence is

AΣ′(p,M′) ∪ ∂AΣ′(p,M′) ⊆ J+
Σ′(p), (4.3)

for any point p ∈ Σ′. See [19] for details.

Let us try to derive (4.2) from (4.3). The way of embedding implies

AΣ(p,M) ⊆ (AΣ′(p,M′) ∩ Σ) . (4.4)

Then we have

∂AΣ(p,M) ⊆ (AΣ′(p,M′) ∩ Σ) ∪ ∂ (AΣ′(p,M′) ∩ Σ)

= (AΣ′(p,M′) ∩ Σ) ∪ (∂AΣ′(p,M′) ∩ Σ) ∪ (AΣ′(p,M′) ∩ ∂Σ)

= [AΣ′(p,M′) ∩ (Σ ∪ ∂Σ)] ∪ (∂AΣ′(p,M′) ∩ Σ)

= (AΣ′(p,M′) ∩ Σ) ∪ (∂AΣ′(p,M′) ∩ Σ)

= (AΣ′(p,M′) ∪ ∂AΣ′(p,M′)) ∩ Σ

⊆
(
J+

Σ′(p) ∩ Σ
)
. (4.5)
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Here, we used the property

R1 ⊆ R2 =⇒ ∂R1 ⊆ R2 ∪ ∂R2 (4.6)

in the first line, the identity relation

∂(R1 ∩R2) = (∂R1 ∩R2) ∪ (R1 ∩ ∂R2) (4.7)

in the second line, and

(X ∩ Z) ∪ (Y ∩ Z) = (X ∪ Y ) ∩ Z (4.8)

in the third line and the fifth line. We also used ∂Σ ⊂ Σ in the fourth line and (4.3) in the

last line.

Since J+
Σ (p) ⊆ (J+

Σ′(p) ∩Σ), in order to derive (4.2) from (4.5), we need to show J+
Σ (p) =

(J+
Σ′(p) ∩ Σ). However, this does not necessarily hold for general Σ. This is because two

points p, q ∈ Σ which can be causally connected through Σ′ is not always causally connected

through Σ.

So far, we have not used assumption 1 yet. Let us then see how assumption 1 can rescue

the situation.

Consider p, q ∈ ∂Σ connected by a null geodesic γ on ∂Σ, whose tangent vector is given

by u. The Gauss-Weingarten equation relates the covariant derivative D̃m̃ on ∂Σ and the

covariant derivative Di on Σ by

uiDiu
j = (um̃D̃m̃u

ñ)ej ñ − km̃ñum̃uñnj, (4.9)

where nj is the normal vector to ∂Σ, pointing toward the ambient space. For a geodesic on

∂Σ

um̃D̃m̃u
ñ = 0 , (4.10)

and hence

uiDiu
j = −km̃ñum̃uñnj. (4.11)

This will be a null geodesic in Σ if

km̃ñu
m̃uñ = 0 . (4.12)
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Then we will show that (4.12) holds under assumption 1. For R1,d−2 × [0,∞) or R1,d−2 ×
[0, l], this is trivial. Now consider the Weyl transformation (4.1). Then the extrinsic curvature

km̃ñ transforms as

km̃ñ → k′m̃ñ =
1

Ω
km̃ñ + (ni∂iΩ)hm̃ñ = (ni∂iΩ)hm̃ñ . (4.13)

Here, k′m̃ñ is the extrinsic curvature defined on the manifold after the weyl transformation

and hm̃ñ is the induced metric on ∂Σ. It turns out that the extrinsic curvature is proportional

to the induced metric. Therefore, (4.12) holds, i.e. any null geodesic on ∂Σ is also a null

geodesic on Σ.

Suppose two points p, q ∈ Σ are connected in Σ′ by a causal curve λp,q which has an

overlap with Σ′\Σ, then there exist p′, q′ ∈ ∂Σ such that

λp,q = λp,p′ + λp′,q′ ,+λq′,q, (4.14)

and

λp,p′ , λq,q′ ∈ Σ. (4.15)

Further more, there exists a causal curve λ′p′,q′ ∈ ∂Σ which connects p′ and q′, otherwise q′

would be outside of the light cone of p′ and lead to a contradiction with the fact that any

null geodesic on ∂Σ is also a null geodesic on Σ. In one word, any two points p, q ∈ Σ which

are causally connected through Σ′ must be causally connected through Σ, and hence

J+
Σ (p) = (J+

Σ′(p) ∩ Σ). (4.16)

Combining (4.16) with (4.5), we obtain (4.2). Therefore, statement B is shown.

4.3 Comments on More General Σ

We have seen that causality compatibility between the bulk picture and the BCFT picture

can be proven for Σ satisfying assumption 1. Let us exclude this assumption here and see

what happens. Inspired by the proof given in section 4.2, it is convenient to consider the

following two cases.

• Case 1: For any null vector um̃ on ∂Σ, km̃ñu
m̃uñ ≤ 0.

• Case 2: There exists a null vector um̃ on ∂Σ such that km̃ñu
m̃uñ > 0.
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As we have already seen in section 4.2, Σ which satisfies assumption 1 saturates the condition

in case 1.

Figure 8: Time slices of (2+1)D static Σ with different extrinsic curvatures on ∂Σ. The

left, middle, right figure show km̃ñu
m̃uñ = 0, km̃ñu

m̃uñ < 0 and km̃ñu
m̃uñ > 0, respectively.

Consider sending a signal from ∂Σ to another location on ∂Σ. The shortest paths are shown

by red arrows. When km̃ñu
m̃uñ = 0, the shortest path is a null geodesic on ∂Σ which is

also a null geodesic in Σ. When km̃ñu
m̃uñ < 0, the shortest path is a null geodesic in the

ambient Σ\∂Σ. When km̃ñu
m̃uñ > 0, the shortest path is a null geodesic on ∂Σ which is not

a geodesic in Σ.

In general, the causal structure of Σ is determined by null geodesics in Σ and those on

∂Σ. Figure 8 shows one simple example of Σ for each of km̃ñu
m̃uñ = 0, km̃ñu

m̃uñ < 0 and

km̃ñu
m̃uñ > 0.

In case 1, one can show that any two points on any null geodesic on ∂Σ can be connected

by a time-like or null geodesic in Σ. Therefore, the causal structure of Σ is fully determined

by null geodesics in Σ. As a result, one can simply apply the Gao-Wald theorem to show

statement B as in section 4.2.

In case 2, however, there exist two points on ∂Σ which can be connected by a null geodesic

on ∂Σ but not by any time-like or null geodesic in Σ. In this case, Gao-Wald theorem is not

directly applicable and more inputs may be necessary to prove statement B.

Towards Gravity Dual for Locally CFT with General Boundaries

The AdS/BCFT construction, i.e. constructing a gravity dual for a BCFT defined on

a given Σ via finding an on-shell configuration of (2.1) satisfying the Neumann boundary

condition (2.4) on the end-of-the-world brane Q, is originally proposed for Σ compatible with
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a BCFT [11,12]. A natural question is whether this construction can be extended to Σ with

general ∂Σ.

The answer is no. It is pointed out in [49] that, assuming Σ is a portion of Rd (d ≥ 3) with

one connected piece of boundary, the only configurations of ∂Σ compatible with the above

construction are Rd−1 and Sd−1. The reason is because the Neumann boundary condition

(2.4) is too strong.

Therefore, the Neumann boundary condition (2.4) should be modified to be compatible

with more general ∂Σ. This is reasonable since (2.4) is originally proposed to maximally

preserve the corresponding symmetries in the bulk, and there is no reason to expect it for

less symmetric cases. There are two totally different recipes on how to change (2.4) for it to

be compatible with more general Σ. One is to introduce matter fields on the brane Q [32]

by hand. Another one is to impose a mixed type of boundary conditions on Q [50, 51].

To check which one (either of the existing recipes or a new one) should be picked, we

propose that the causality compatibility between Σ andM should be regarded as a principle

to rule out inappropriate recipes. We will not go deep into it, but this is expected to be an

interesting future direction.

5 Causal Structure in the Intermediate Picture

In this section, we discuss the causal structure in the intermediate picture for general config-

urations. Since the spacetime geometry associated to the intermediate picture is composed

from the asymptotic boundary Σ and the brane Q, we need to study the causal structure for

three cases: sending a signal within Σ, within Q, and across Σ and Q. The results for these

three cases are given by statement B, C, D, respectively.

Statement B has already been studied in section 4.2. As for statement D, we have explic-

itly checked that the bulk introduces superluminal propagation in pure AdS case in section 3.

Besides, we have shown the existence of superluminal propagation without using the specific

properties of the vacuum configuration. The only ingredient needed is the existence of the

co-dimension 2 defect, which is naturally introduced by ∂Σ. Thus, presence of superluminal

propagation in the intermediate picture, i.e. statement D, has already been shown for general

configurations.

Therefore, what we need to do is to show statement C for general configurations. The

analysis given here is parallel to that in [23], where causality in brane universes is discussed.
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After that, we will summarize the causal structure in the intermediate picture of double

holography, and discuss its relations to other holographic setups.

5.1 Showing Statement C for General Configurations

Here, we show that any null geodesic on Q is also a null geodesic inM, under the Neumann

boundary condition (2.4). Then, it follows straightforwardly that12 two spacetime points

which are not causally connected on Q are not causally connected in M either (statement

C).

Consider an arbitrary curve on the brane Q and use ua to denote its tangent vector.

Then the covariant derivative on the brane Da and that in the bulk ∇µ can be related by

the Gauss-Weingarten equation as

uµ∇µu
ν = (uaDau

c)eνc −Kabu
aubnν (5.1)

where nν is the normal vector to Q. Here, Kab is the extrinsic curvature of the brane. Taking

the trace of (2.4) and substituting it back, we have

Kab = − 1

d− 1
Thab. (5.2)

For a geodesic on the brane, we have

uaDau
b = 0. (5.3)

Moreover, for a null geodesic, Kabu
aub ∝ habu

aub = 0 which follows from Eq. (5.2), and

hence

uµ∇µu
ν = 0. (5.4)

In other words, a null geodesic on the brane Q is also a null geodesic in the bulk M. Note

that the argument so far is extremely powerful since the Neumann boundary condition (2.4)

is almost the only requirement.

12Mathematically, there is a small logical gap here. However, we will not bother us to worry about it. For

readers who are skeptical of this point, see proposition 4.5.1 and proposition 4.5.10 in [42].
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5.2 Causal Structure and Relations to Other Setups

So far, we have shown that all three statements B , C, and D hold for generic configurations in

double holography. Combining the three statements, to be compatible with the bulk picture,

the effective theory in the intermediate picture should have the following property:

• Let p and q be two points which are space-like separated on Σ∪Q. Then influencing q

by adding perturbations on p is possible if and only if p ∈ Σ ∧ q ∈ Q or p ∈ Q ∧ q ∈ Σ.

This is the causal structure of the intermediate picture in double holography.

In the following, the relations and differences from causal structures in other holographic

models are discussed.

v.s. the Gao-Wald theorem

Although statement C and statement B are both important elements in the causal struc-

ture of the intermediate theory and look similar to each other, the mechanisms behind them

are very different.

As we have seen in the section 5.1, the key ingredient which guarantees the causality

within brane Q and the bulk M is the Neumann boundary condition (2.4) imposed on Q.

We would like to emphasize that neither restrictions on the bulk matter nor the on-shell

condition of M is required.

On the other hand, the Gao-Wald theorem which guarantees the no-shortcut statement

in AdS/(B)CFT has a mechanism distinct from this. With Dirichlet boundary condition

imposed on Σ, the most significant point of the Gao-Wald theorem is that it requires M to

be on-shell and the bulk matter to satisfy ANEC.

v.s. the T T̄ -deformed CFT/cutoff AdS correspondence

Pulling the boundary theory into the bulk in holographic duality causes a nonlocality in

general. One of the most famous examples is the cutoff AdS. Consider a global AdS3, make

a finite radial cutoff and regard the cutoff surface as the manifold on which the boundary

theory is defined. Then one can find that there exist two points which are space-like separated

on the boundary manifold while causally connected in the bulk [52–54]. Therefore, the

corresponding boundary theory should contain superluminal information propagations. It is

proposed in [52] that the boundary theory corresponding to a cutoff AdS3 is a T T̄ -deformed
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CFT [55–57] which indeed show a superluminal propagation pattern compatible with the

bulk side.

In this sense, it is not surprising that the intermediate theory in the double holography has

a nonlocal causal structure since the boundary ∂M = Σ∪Q in this case is also pulled into the

bulk. Instead, the truly special point is that no short cut can be made when sending a signal

from Q to Q, even if Q is pulled into the bulk. This is what the Neumann boundary condition

(2.4) causes. Contrast to this, in cutoff AdS, Dirichlet boundary condition is imposed on the

cutoff surface.

v.s. dS/flat brane-world holography

In this paper, we are focusing on the Karch-Randall brane Q, i.e. the asymptotically

AdS brane intersecting the asymptotic boundary Σ at a time-like corner. The tension for

such a brane is restricted to −(d− 1)/L < T < (d− 1)/L. On the other hand, the analysis

in section 5.1 has no restrictions on T . Therefore, the statement C is also applicable to

asymptotically dS brane realized by |T | > (d− 1)/L, and asymptotically flat brane realized

by |T | = (d− 1)/L. Implications for the brane-world cosmology is discussed in [23].

v.s. brane with matter localized on it

We would like to comment on what happens if one put matters on the brane Q by hand.

The presence of matters changes the Neumann boundary condition (2.4) as 13

Kab −Khab − Thab + 8πGNT
Q
ab = 0 . (5.5)

Here, TQab is the (localized) matter stress-energy tensor on the brane. Taking the trace of

(5.5), we obtain

K = − d

d− 1
T − 8πGN

d− 1
TQ (5.6)

with TQ = TQabh
ab. Substituting it back to (5.5), we have

Kab = − 1

d− 1
Thab − 8πGN

(
TQab −

TQ

d− 1
hab

)
. (5.7)

13Sign in front of energy-momentum tensor is different from [11, 12]. This is because we are taking the

direction of the normal vector to be opposite.
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Now we impose null energy condition on the brane

TQabu
aub ≥ 0 . (5.8)

Here ua is an arbitrary null vector on the brane. Then we have

Kabu
aub = −8πGNT

Q
abu

aub ≤ 0 , (5.9)

which implies that brane is concave in null direction (see the middle panel of figure 8 for

example). Therefore, there exists a shortcut in the bulk. A physical interpretation of this

consequence is that massive objects on the brane bends the brane and this creates shortcuts.

This is discussed in [23] as the solution to the horizon problem in the context of brane

cosmology.

6 Commutators in the Intermediate Picture

Until now, we have studied causal structures determined from the geometry of the background

manifold. We have found that, the bulk causal structure is compatible with BCFT causality.

On the other hand, a causality violation is expected in the intermediate theory T int
Σ∪Q for

it to be compatible with the bulk causal structure. In this context, causality of a theory

TN defined on manifold N is a property that a signal cannot be sent between two space-like

separated points in TN . This notion of causality does not explain the fundamental mechanism

underlying this property.

On the other hand, in the context of quantum many body systems (including QFTs,

spin systems, etc.), there is a more fundamental notion of causality called microcausality.

Microcausality of a theory TN is a property that (gauge invariant) operators commute outside

the lightcone:

[O(p),O(p′)] = 0 if p and p′ are spacelike separated. (6.1)

In this context, the previous notion of causality is often called macrocausality. Note that

both macrocausaility and microcausality depends on the details of the theory. The difference

is that microcausality says more about the details.

In this section, we examine the commutator of the operators in the intermediate picture

living on ∂M = Σ ∪ Q. Here, we fix the bulk configuration M to be the one considered
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in section 3, i.e. a portion of pure AdSd+1 with an end-of-the-world brane, as a concrete

example. We calculate the vacuum expectation value of the commutator

〈[O(p),O(p′)]〉int
∂M = 〈O(p)O(p′)〉int

∂M − 〈O(p′)O(p)〉int
∂M , (6.2)

and see its behavior. In the following, we will use the (z, t,x) coordinate introduced in

(3.13) and the (µ, t, y, ξ) coordinate introduced in (3.16) to describe a point in the bulk M.

Accordingly, the (t,x) coordinate and the (t, y, ξ) are used to describe a point on Σ or Q.

We would like to compute (6.2) using the holographic dictionary. In the usual AdS/CFT

correspondence, the extrapolate dictionary [58]

〈O(t,x)O(t′,x′)〉CFT ∝ lim
z,z′→0

z−∆z′−∆ 〈φ(z, t,x)φ(z′, t′,x′)〉bulk
, (6.3)

is often used for calculation of the correlation functions. Here, O is a primary operator in

the boundary CFT with scaling dimension ∆, and φ is its corresponding field in the bulk.

The left-hand side is the Wightman function of O in the boundary CFT and the right-hand

side is the corresponding Wightman function in the bulk. In the following, we consider φ to

be a bulk scalar field with mass m for simplicity. In this case, the scaling dimension is given

by ∆ = d/2 +
√
d2/4 +m2.

On the other hand, in our setup, the bulkM is a portion of pure AdS, and its boundary

∂M is composed by an end-of-the-world brane Q placed at µ = µ∗ = π/2− θ∗ plus a portion

of the asymptotic boundary, instead of just a single asymptotic boundary as in the usual

AdS/CFT. See figure 7 for a sketch. A holographic dictionary applicable for our setup has

already been proposed in [38, 39]. For example, a correlation function between p ∈ Σ and

p′ ∈ Q can be computed by

〈O(p)O(p′)〉int
∂M ∝ lim

z→0
z−∆θ′−∆ 〈φ(z, t,x)φ(µ′, t′, y′, ξ′)〉bulk

M |θ′=θ∗ , (6.4)

if we neglect the back reaction by the scalar field and look at the limit where the brane Q

is close to the asymptotic boundary (θ∗ � 1). Here, θ = π/2 − µ (see equation (3.17)). Of

course, we can also consider the case in which both of the two points live on Σ or Q. This

dictionary, together with the usual one (6.3), implies that computing the bulk Wightman

function is sufficient to obtain the correlation function in the intermediate picture.

To calculate the bulk Wightman function, we introduce the conformal invariant

ζ =
2

〈X −X ′, X −X ′〉+ 2
=

2zz′

z2 + z′2 − (t− t′)2 + (x− x′)2
. (6.5)
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Figure 9: The analytic structure of the bulk correlation function (6.6). There are two branch-

cuts on the real axis with ζ > 1 and ζ < 0, respectively. The branch-cut with ζ > 1 is

introduced by the hypergeometric function 2F1 and the branch-cut with ζ < 0 is introduced

by ζ∆. Using equation (6.5), we can show that region ζ > 1 or ζ < 0, 0 < ζ < 1, ζ = 1

correspond to time-like, space-like, null separated two points in the bulk, respectively.

Here, 〈·, ·〉 is the inner product associated to the embedding space R2,d and XA(X ′A) is the

coordinate in R2,d (see appendix A.1 for details). Using the conformal invariant simplifies the

derivation of correlation functions in the bulk and the final result is [59]

〈φ(z, t,x)φ(z′, t′,x′)〉bulk
M ∝ ζ∆

2F1(∆/2, 1/2 + ∆/2, 1 + (∆− d/2); ζ2) , (6.6)

where ∆ = d/2 +
√
d2/4 +m2. Figure 9 shows the analytic structure of (6.6) on ζ plane.

We let the branch-cut of ζ∆ run in the range (−∞, 0) as in [60]. This analytic structure is

important for determining the microscopic causal structure in the bulk [60].

Let us calculate the commutator for three cases: p, p′ ∈ Σ; p, p′ ∈ Q; and p ∈ Σ, p′ ∈ Q.

We introduce the following quantity for later use,

∆β(p, p′) ≡


−(t− t′)2 + (x− x′)2 (p, p′ ∈ Σ)

−(t− t′)2 + (ξ − ξ′)2 + (y − y′)2 (p, p′ ∈ Q)

−(t− t′)2 + (ξ − ξ′)2 + (y + y′)2 (p ∈ Σ, p′ ∈ Q)

. (6.7)
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With such a ∆β, we have

∆β > 0⇐⇒ p and p′ are space− like separated on ∂M.

∆β = 0⇐⇒ p and p′ are null separated on ∂M. (6.8)

∆β < 0⇐⇒ p and p′ are time− like separated on ∂M.

where ∂M = Σ ∪Q.

The case p, p′ ∈ Σ is the same as the usual AdS/CFT and can be calculated straightfor-

wardly. From the definition of ζ (6.5), we have ζ → 0 near the asymptotic boundary region

z, z′ ∼ 0. Now the asymptotic behavior of the hypergeometric function tells us that the

behavior of the bulk correlator around the asymptotic boundary is like

〈φ(z, t,x)φ(z′, t′,x′)〉bulk
M → ζ∆ =

(
2zz′

z2 + z′2 − (t− t′)2 + (x− x′)2 + iε

)∆

. (6.9)

Here, we put iε (ε� 1) in this way to correctly obtain the Wightman function14. Then the

dictionary (6.3) leads to

〈O(p)O(p′)〉int
p,p′∈Σ ∝

(
1

−(t− t′)2 + (x− x′)2 + iε

)∆

. (6.10)

Using the above expression of Wightman function, we obtain the commutator for p, p′ ∈ Σ

as

〈[O(p),O(p′)]〉int
p,p′∈Σ ∝

(
1

−(t− t′)2 + (x− x′)2 + iε

)∆

−
(

1

−(t− t′)2 + (x− x′)2 − iε

)∆

.

(6.11)

We use the fact that 〈O(p′)O(p)〉 is given by the complex conjugate of 〈O(p)O(p′)〉. Since

the branch-cut of ζ∆ runs on the negative half of the real axis, (6.11) vanishes for

∆β = −(t− t′)2 + (x− x′)2 > 0 . (6.12)

In other words, the commutator vanishes for space-like separated points in Σ. Therefore,

microscopic causality is preserved within Σ.

Now we move on to the case p, p′ ∈ Q. In this case, it is more convenient to use the

(µ, t, y, ξ) coordinate. When the two bulk points are sitting at µ = µ∗ = π/2 − θ∗, the

conformal invariant ζ turns out to be

ζ =
2 cos2

(
π
2
− θ∗

)
yy′

∆β + 2 cos2
(
π
2
− θ∗

)
yy′

, (6.13)

14See, for example, the appendix of [61] for details.
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where

∆β = −(t− t′)2 + (ξ − ξ′)2 + (y − y′)2 . (6.14)

Then the dictionary (6.4) gives the Wightman function on the brane as

〈O(p)O(p′)〉int
p,p′∈Q ∝

(
2yy′

∆β + iε+ 2yy′ sin2 θ∗

)∆

× 2F1

(
∆/2, 1/2 + ∆/2, 1 + (∆− d/2);

(
∆β + iε

2yy′ sin2 θ∗
+ 1

)−2
)

≡ GQ
+(t, y, ξ, t′, y′, ξ′) (6.15)

Substituting to equation (6.2), we obtain

〈[O(p),O(p′)]〉int
x,x′∈Q ∝ GQ

+(t, y, ξ, t′, y′, ξ′)−
[
GQ

+(t, y, ξ, t′, y′, ξ′)
]∗

. (6.16)

The behavior of this function is determined by the analytic structure of (6.15), which is

the same as that of the bulk Wightman function (see figure 9). Using (6.13), relation between

the value of ζ and the causal relation of two points p, p′ on the brane (time-like for ∆β < 0,

space-like for ∆β > 0, and null for ∆β = 0) is

∆β < 0→ ζ > 1, ζ < 0 , (6.17)

∆β = 0→ ζ = 1 , (6.18)

∆β > 0→ 0 < ζ < 1 . (6.19)

Combining with figure 9, we observe that the commutator vanishes for ∆β > 0, i.e. two

space-like separated points on the brane. Thus microscopic causality is preserved within Q.

Finally, let us consider the commutator for p ∈ Σ, p′ ∈ Q. In this case, the conformal

invariant ζ can be written as

ζ =
2zy′ cos

(
π
2
− θ∗

)
z2 + ∆β − 2yy′(1− sin

(
π
2
− θ∗

)
)
. (6.20)

where

∆β = −(t− t′)2 + (ξ − ξ′)2 + (y + y′)2 . (6.21)

Substituting this to (6.9) and using the dictionary (6.4) by taking z → 0, we obtain

〈O(p)O(p′)〉int
p∈Σ,p′∈Q ∝

(
1

∆β − 2yy′(1− cos θ∗) + iε

)∆

. (6.22)
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Note that the contribution from the hypergeometric function disappears thanks to the z → 0

limit, unlike the p, p′ ∈ Q case. Since 〈O(p′)O(p)〉 is the complex conjugate of 〈O(p)O(p′)〉,
commutator (6.2) is given by

〈[O(p),O(p′)]〉int
p∈Σ,p′∈Q ∝

(
1

∆β − 2yy′(1− cos θ∗) + iε

)∆

−
(

1

∆β − 2yy′(1− cos θ∗)− iε

)∆

.

(6.23)

Recall that we take the branch-cut of ζ∆ to run in the range (−∞, 0). Thus, the commu-

tator vanishes in the region

∆β − 2yy′(1− cos θ∗) > 0 , (6.24)

which is strictly smaller than the space-like region indicated by the geometry of ∂M

∆β > 0 . (6.25)

Therefore, the commutator does not necessarily vanish even when the two points are space-

like separated on ∂M = Σ∪Q. This clearly shows a breakdown of the microscopic causality

and an existence of some nonlocal interaction15 between Q and Σ in the intermediate picture.

Comparing (6.24) and (3.19), we can see that they are in exactly the same form, and it

is straightforward to see that

〈[O(p),O(p′)]〉int
vanishes

⇐⇒ p and p′ cannot communicate through the bulk M. (6.26)

This fact implies that the origin of the microscopic causality violation (or emergence of

nonlocal interaction between Q and Σ) is the causal structure of the bulk M.

We will use “violation of causality” and “nonlocality” interchangeably when talking about

the effective theory in the intermediate picture, T int
Σ∪Q.

7 Nonlocality and Subregions in Double Holography

So far, we have seen that the effective theory in the intermediate picture should have a

violation of causality and hence nonlocality to be compatible with the causal structure in the

bulk picture.

15It is known that any local relativistic theory satisfies microcausality. Since we expect that the intermediate

theory T int
Σ∪Q is relativistic, it must be nonlocal.
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In this section, we are going to discuss physical consequences and features of the non-

locality observed in the intermediate picture. Starting from a discussion on the notion of

domain of dependence when nonlocality is involved, we will review typical subregions in the

usual AdS/CFT correspondence, such as causal wedges and entanglement wedges. After

that, we will examine the relation between some typical subregions in double holography. In

particular, we will see that a straightforward analog of subregion/subregion duality in the

AdS/CFT correspondence does not serve as a subregion/subregion duality in the intermedi-

ate/bulk correspondence.

In the end of this section, we will point out that the nonlocality appearing in the in-

termediate picture is sensitive at IR (or long range). We will compare it with other known

nonlocality in quantum gravity, and give an intuitive explanation about how it can arise in

the gravitational path intergral language.

7.1 Breakdown of Domain of Dependence

The nonlocal nature appearing in the intermediate picture prompts us to reconsider the

notion of domain of dependence. To proceed, let us split the usual notion of domain of

dependence into two. In the following, we use N to denote a d-dimensional spacetime and

suppose there is a field theory TN living on it.

For a space-like subregion A ⊂ N , consider the set consisting of all points p ∈ N with

the property that every causal curve through p intersects A. Let us call it the geometrical

domain of dependence of A and denote it as DG(A).

For the same subregion A, consider the set consisting of all points p ∈ N with the property

that every local observable at p can be determined from the initial condition on A. Let us

call it the effective domain of dependence of A and denote it as DE(A).

Note that DG(A) only depends the geometry of N , while DE(A) also depends on the

effective theory TN living on it. If TN is a local relativistic theory, DG(A) and DE(A)

degenerate to the conventional domain of dependence. In general, however, DG(A) 6= DE(A).

DG(A) 6= DE(A) in the intermediate picture

The mismatch between the geometrical domain of dependence and the effective domain

of dependence also occurs in the intermediate picture of double holography. Let us see it

using the same configuration as in section 3 and section 6. See figure 3, 5 and 7 for sketches.

In this case, the manifold we consider is Σ∪Q and the effective theory on it T int
Σ∪Q should be
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compatible with the causal structure in the bulk picture. Here, the index “int” stands for

the intermediate picture.

For simplicity, we focus on d = 2 and use the (ρ, t, y) coordinate introduced in (3.11) to

parameterize the bulkM. Accordingly, ∂M = Σ ∪Q can be parameterized by (t, y). In the

following, we will use y > 0 to parameterize Σ, and y < 0 to parameterize Q. This is the

same as what we did when computing (3.18) and (3.19).

Let us take the subregion A as a finite interval of Σ given by 0 < a ≤ y ≤ b on time slice

t = 0. Obviously, the geometrical domain of dependence Dint
G (A) is the region surrounded by

t = ±(y − a) and t = ±(y − b).
Let us then move on to determine the effective domain of dependence Dint

E (A). Note that

while the geometrical domain of dependence Dint
G (A) is determined by geometrical inputs

from the boundary manifold Σ ∪ Q, the effective domain of dependence Dint
E (A) should be

determined by geometrical inputs from the bulk manifold M, since we expect the effective

theory in the intermediate picture is equivalent to a local theory in the bulk picture. For

any point q ∈ (Σ ∪ Q)\A, one can always find a point p ∈ Q such that p can communicate

with16 q through the bulk M but not with any point on A. Let us explicitly give such a p

for different types of q for the the vanishing tension T = 0 case.17 The coordinates of p and

q are denoted as (tp, yp) and (tq, yq), respectively. It is sufficient to consider tq ≥ 0 without

loss of generality.

• For 0 < tq ≤ yq, (tp, yp) = (tq − y2
q/tq, tq − y2

q/tq) can send a signal to q but cannot

communicate with any point on A.

• For |yq| ≤ tq, (tp, yp) = (0, 0) can send a signal to q but cannot communicate with any

point on A.

• For yq < 0 < tq ≤ |yq| or tq = 0, (tp, yp) = (tq, yq) can send a signal to q but cannot

communicate with any point on A.

In other words, any point not living on A cannot be determined only from A. Therefore,

Dint
E (A) = A.

16Here, if p can send a signal to q or receive a signal from q, then we say that p can communicate with q,

and vice versa.

17The discussion can be straightforwardly extended to general tension cases.
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As a result, for the finite interval considered above, Dint
G (A) ⊃ Dint

E (A) = A. Note that

Dint
E (A) is codimension-1 while Dint

G (A) is codimension-0 with respect to Σ ∪Q. The break-

down of the notion of conventional domain of dependence in the intermediate picture prompts

us to reconsider naive discussions assuming Dint
G (A) = Dint

E (A) including state matching with

other pictures, causal wedge reconstruction and entanglement wedge reconstruction. These

topics cannot be totally split from each other, but we would like to start by comparing A in

the intermediate picture, A in the BCFT picture and the corresponding region in the bulk

picture.

7.2 Subregions and States Associated to A

In this subsection, we focus on a single interval A on Σ\∂Σ and consider the physics associated

to it in the three pictures of double holography.

To proceed, let us distinguish two notions. Consider a manifold N and a theory TN
living on it. A subregion D ⊆ N is a geometrical object, while the information contained

in D should be determined by also taking the theory living on it, TN , into account. Let us

use (D, TN ) to denote the information contained in D. Although D is often used to refer to

(D, TN ), we would like to make a distinction here to avoid confusion.

Subregions and states in the BCFT picture

With this in mind, let us consider the domain of dependence of A in the BCFT picture.

First of all, the BCFT picture has a BCFT T BCFT
Σ living on Σ. Since T BCFT

Σ is local and

relativistic, DBCFT
G (A) and DBCFT

E (A) coincide. Therefore, we just use DBCFT(A) to denote

it and call it the domain of dependence. Almost by definition, the reduced density matrix

ρBCFT
A contains the same information as

(
DBCFT(A), T BCFT

Σ

)
. Let us denote this as

ρBCFT
A '

(
DBCFT(A), T BCFT

Σ

)
(7.1)

with a slight abuse of notation.

Subregions in the bulk picture

Let us then go to the bulk picture and consider subregions associated to A. First of all,

the causal wedge of A, C(A), is defined as the intersection of the causal future and the causal

past of DBCFT(A) in the bulk M:

C(A) = J+
(
DBCFT(A)

)
∩ J−

(
DBCFT(A)

)
. (7.2)
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Second, the entanglement wedge [62,63] of A, E(A), is defined as the bulk geometrical domain

of dependence of a space-like bulk region surrounded by A and its Hubeny-Rangamani-

Takayanagi (HRT) surface [64–66] γ(A). Here, the HRT surface of A, γ(A), is a space-like

bulk surface which satisfies the following conditions:

• It is codimension-2 with respect to the bulk manifold M.

• It shares boundaries with A, i.e. ∂γ(A) = ∂A.

• It is homologous to A, i.e. one can bring A to γ(A) by a continuous deformation in the

bulk. In particular, the end-of-the-world brane Q is regarded as trivial.

• It is an extremal surface.

• If there are multiple candidates satisfying these conditions, γ(A) is given by the one

with the minimal area.

Due to the treatment of the end-of-the-world brane Q, there is a chance that γ(A) touches

Q and E(A) intersects Q, as shown in the right panel of figure 10. In this case, there exists

a space-like region I(A) ⊂ Q such that Dint
G (I(A)) coincides E(A) ∩ Q. This is guaranteed

by statement C. Such an I(A) is called the island of A [6, 13,14].

It is known that the causal wedge is contained in the entanglement wedge [62,63,67], i.e.

C(A) ⊆ E(A), (7.3)

Therefore, information in the causal wedge can be recovered from the information in the

entanglement wedge. Let us denote this as(
C(A), T bulk

M
)
�
(
E(A), T bulk

M
)
. (7.4)
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Figure 10: Two examples of entanglement wedges for a single interval A (shown in red). For

simplicity, here we show the projection on a time slice in AdS3. The asymptotic boundary Σ

is shown in grey, and the end-of-the-world brane Q is shown in blue. The HRT surface γ(A)

is shown in orange, and the entanglement wedge E(A) is shaded in yellow. In the left panel,

γ(A) does not touch the brane Q. In the right panel, γ(A) touches the brane Q and hence

an island I(A) (shown in green) arises.

Subregions and states in the intermediate picture

Returning to the intermediate picture, geometrically

Dint
G (A) ⊃ Dint

E (A) = A. (7.5)

Therefore, one can recover
(
Dint
E (A), T int

Σ∪Q
)

from
(
Dint
G (A), T int

Σ∪Q
)
. On the other hand, by

definition of Dint
E (A),

(
Dint
G (A), T int

Σ∪Q
)

cannot be recovered from
(
Dint
E (A), T int

Σ∪Q
)
. Let us

denote this relation as

ρint
A '

(
Dint
E (A), T int

Σ∪Q
)
≺
(
Dint
G (A), T int

Σ∪Q
)
, (7.6)

where the “'” follows from the definition of Dint
E .

Now we have introduced several subregions associated to A in the three pictures. Let us

see how they correspond to each other.

BCFT picture v.s. Bulk picture: Entanglement wedge reconstruction

Subregions in the BCFT picture and the bulk picture are related by the entanglement

wedge reconstruction, i.e.

ρBCFT
A ' (DBCFT(A), T BCFT

Σ ) '
(
E(A), T bulk

M
)
' ρbulk

E(A). (7.7)

See [28,68,69] for proofs and methods for entanglement wedge reconstruction.
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Intermediate picture v.s. Bulk picture: An assumption

Since the correspondence between the intermediate picture and the bulk picture is not

an ordinary AdS/CFT duality, we do not have a standard way to specify the correspondence

between subregions in the two pictures.18 However, we would like to make the following

assumption and argue that it holds.

Assumption 2. The entanglement wedge E(A) in the bulk picture is equivalent to its inter-

section with the asymptotic boundary and the brane, Dint
G (A)∪Dint

G (I(A)), in the intermediate

picture, i.e. (
E(A), T bulk

M
)
'
(
Dint
G (A) ∪ Dint

G (I(A)) , T int
Σ∪Q
)
. (7.8)

Note that I(A) can be an empty set.

In other words, this assumption argues that a doubly holographic structure holds also for

entanglement wedges. Since an entanglement wedge has already provided a correspondence

between a gravitational theory in the bulk and a field theory on the asymptotic boundary,

the assumption above is just as justified as many other doubly holographic models. In this

way, we argue that this assumption holds.

Intermediate picture v.s. BCFT picture

Let us then compare the intermediate picture and the BCFT picture. Geometrically,

DBCFT(A) = Dint
G (A) ⊃ Dint

E (A) = A. (7.9)

The next question is whether
(
DBCFT(A), T BCFT

Σ

)
and

(
Dint
G (A), T int

Σ∪Q
)

contain the same

information. Combining (7.7) and (7.8), we have

ρBCFT
A ' (DBCFT(A), T BCFT

Σ ) '
(
E(A), T bulk

M
)

'
(
Dint
G (A) ∪ Dint

G (I(A)) , T int
Σ∪Q
)

�
(
Dint
G (A), T int

Σ∪Q
)
. (7.10)

Moreover, combining this with (7.6), we have

ρBCFT
A � ρint

A . (7.11)

18One may assume a naive version of subregion/subregion duality by considering a straightforward analog

of entanglement wedge in the intermediate/bulk picture. However, we will see in the next subsection that

such a naive construction does not hold as a subregion/subregion duality.
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(7.11) is an important consequence. It implies that, even for the same subregion A on Σ, the

associated state in the BCFT picture and that in the intermediate picture are different from

each other. This consequence is consistent with the arguments that ρBCFT
A is a fine-grained

state while ρint
A corresponds to a coarse-grained state [70]. Note that (7.11) holds even when

A does not have an island, i.e. I(A) = ∅.

7.3 A Tentative Subregion Duality and its Breakdown

In the previous subsection, we argue that a subregion duality between the intermediate

picture and the bulk picture, assumption 2, is expected to hold. However, this argument

does not cover all the intermediate subregions. For example, for a subregion A ⊂ Σ with a

non-vanishing island I(A) ⊂ Q, assumption 2 tells us that the bulk dual for the intermediate

subregion Dint
G (A ∪ I(A)) is the entanglement wedge E(A), but nothing about what the bulk

dual of the intermediate subregion A or that of Dint
G (A) is.19

In the following, we will give a straightforward analogy of the entanglement wedge in the

intermediate/bulk correspondence and test if it is qualified as a dual bulk subregion to an

intermediate subregion.

To clarify the statement, let us introduce some new concepts and terminologies.

For a space-like intermediate subregion R ⊂ Σ ∪ Q = (∂M) which is codimendion-1

with respect to Σ ∪ Q, the tentative HRT surface γT (R) is the minimal extremal surface

which is codimension-2 with respect to M, ending on ∂R, and homologous to R. The

tentative entanglement wedge ET (R) is the bulk domain of dependence of a space-like region

surrounded by R and γT (R). See figure 11 for some examples.

In other words, tentative HRT surfaces and tentative entanglement wedges are given by

applying the definitions of HRT surfaces and entanglement wedge directly to the intermediate

picture instead of the (B)CFT picture. We use “tentative” to imply that we still need to

investigate whether they satisfy important properties owned by conventional HRT surfaces

and entanglement wedges.

Note that a main difference between a tentative HRT surface and a HRT surface is the

treatment of brane Q. In the definition of tentative HRT surfaces, Q is treated as a part

of the “boundary”. Therefore, γ(R) cannot touch Q unless R has an overlap with Q. The

19Note again that the intermediate subregion and the boundary subregion should be distinguished even

when they have the same geometry. The bulk dual of the boundary subregion A is E(A).
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difference can be clearly observed by comparing figure 10 and figure 11.

R
<latexit sha1_base64="Bb2DjEHY55aoi3+PEEN9cH9jPC4="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="Bb2DjEHY55aoi3+PEEN9cH9jPC4="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="Bb2DjEHY55aoi3+PEEN9cH9jPC4="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="Bb2DjEHY55aoi3+PEEN9cH9jPC4="></latexit>

ET (R)
<latexit sha1_base64="uxWGjGIfLX6eJ/r3li7P428D8Wo="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="uxWGjGIfLX6eJ/r3li7P428D8Wo="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="uxWGjGIfLX6eJ/r3li7P428D8Wo="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="uxWGjGIfLX6eJ/r3li7P428D8Wo="></latexit>

R
<latexit sha1_base64="Bb2DjEHY55aoi3+PEEN9cH9jPC4="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="Bb2DjEHY55aoi3+PEEN9cH9jPC4="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="Bb2DjEHY55aoi3+PEEN9cH9jPC4="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="Bb2DjEHY55aoi3+PEEN9cH9jPC4="></latexit>

ET (R)
<latexit sha1_base64="uxWGjGIfLX6eJ/r3li7P428D8Wo="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="uxWGjGIfLX6eJ/r3li7P428D8Wo="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="uxWGjGIfLX6eJ/r3li7P428D8Wo="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="uxWGjGIfLX6eJ/r3li7P428D8Wo="></latexit>

R
<latexit sha1_base64="Bb2DjEHY55aoi3+PEEN9cH9jPC4="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="Bb2DjEHY55aoi3+PEEN9cH9jPC4="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="Bb2DjEHY55aoi3+PEEN9cH9jPC4="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="Bb2DjEHY55aoi3+PEEN9cH9jPC4="></latexit>

ET (R)
<latexit sha1_base64="uxWGjGIfLX6eJ/r3li7P428D8Wo="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="uxWGjGIfLX6eJ/r3li7P428D8Wo="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="uxWGjGIfLX6eJ/r3li7P428D8Wo="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="uxWGjGIfLX6eJ/r3li7P428D8Wo="></latexit>

R
<latexit sha1_base64="Bb2DjEHY55aoi3+PEEN9cH9jPC4="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="Bb2DjEHY55aoi3+PEEN9cH9jPC4="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="Bb2DjEHY55aoi3+PEEN9cH9jPC4="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="Bb2DjEHY55aoi3+PEEN9cH9jPC4="></latexit>

ET (R)
<latexit sha1_base64="uxWGjGIfLX6eJ/r3li7P428D8Wo="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="uxWGjGIfLX6eJ/r3li7P428D8Wo="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="uxWGjGIfLX6eJ/r3li7P428D8Wo="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="uxWGjGIfLX6eJ/r3li7P428D8Wo="></latexit>

�T (R)
<latexit sha1_base64="+RaCL9RWXg/4WinbNg+tKeRAiyQ="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="+RaCL9RWXg/4WinbNg+tKeRAiyQ="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="+RaCL9RWXg/4WinbNg+tKeRAiyQ="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="+RaCL9RWXg/4WinbNg+tKeRAiyQ="></latexit>

�T (R)
<latexit sha1_base64="+RaCL9RWXg/4WinbNg+tKeRAiyQ="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="+RaCL9RWXg/4WinbNg+tKeRAiyQ="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="+RaCL9RWXg/4WinbNg+tKeRAiyQ="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="+RaCL9RWXg/4WinbNg+tKeRAiyQ="></latexit>�T (R)

<latexit sha1_base64="+RaCL9RWXg/4WinbNg+tKeRAiyQ="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="+RaCL9RWXg/4WinbNg+tKeRAiyQ="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="+RaCL9RWXg/4WinbNg+tKeRAiyQ="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="+RaCL9RWXg/4WinbNg+tKeRAiyQ="></latexit>

�T (R)
<latexit sha1_base64="+RaCL9RWXg/4WinbNg+tKeRAiyQ="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="+RaCL9RWXg/4WinbNg+tKeRAiyQ="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="+RaCL9RWXg/4WinbNg+tKeRAiyQ="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="+RaCL9RWXg/4WinbNg+tKeRAiyQ="></latexit>

Figure 11: Four examples of tentative entanglement wedges for an intermediate subregion R

(shown in red). For simplicity, here we show the projection on a time slice in AdS3. The

asymptotic boundary Σ is shown in grey, and the end-of-the-world brane Q is shown in blue.

The tentative HRT surface γT (A) is shown in orange, and the tentative entanglement wedge

ET (A) is shaded in yellow.

Since in the bulk/BCFT correspondence, (E(A), T bulk
M ) ' (DBCFT(A), T BCFT

Σ ) ' ρBCFT
A

works as a subregion duality for any A ⊂ Σ, there are two natural guesses one may make at

first glance:

• (ET (R), T bulk
M ) and (Dint

E (R), T int
Σ∪Q) ' ρint

A may be equivalent for any intermediate sub-

region R ⊂ Σ ∪Q,

• (ET (R), T bulk
M ) and (Dint

G (R), T int
Σ∪Q) may be equivalent for any intermediate subregion

R ⊂ Σ ∪Q.

However, we can easily see that the first guess fails by considering S,R ⊂ Σ such that

∂S = ∂R and hence ET (S) = ET (R) while Dint
E (S) 6= Dint

E (R). See figure 12 for such an
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example.
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Figure 12: An example in which ET (S) = ET (R) while Dint
E (S) 6= Dint

E (R). The figure shows

the intermediate picture in the vacuum configuration with d = 2. Taking S (green) and R

(red) as spatial intervals on Σ with ∂S = ∂R but S 6= R, we have ET (S) = ET (R) from

the definition of tentative entanglement wedges, while DE(S) = S 6= R = DE(R) from the

discussion in section 7.1.

On the other hand, we have even already seen a support to the second guess: assumption

2 tells us this should hold at least for R = A ∪ I(A). In this case, ET (A ∪ I(A)) = E(A).

However, in spite of all the “justifications”, the second guess does not works for arbitrary

R ⊂ Σ∪Q either. To see this, let us firstly review some important properties of conventional

entanglement wedges which protect the subregion duality in the usual AdS/CFT correspon-

dence. Then, we will show that these properties are not satisfied by tentative entanglement

wedges.

C ⊆ E and nesting for entanglement wedges

C ⊆ E [26, 63, 71] and the entanglement wedge nesting [62, 63] are known as properties
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that entanglement wedges should satisfy for the entanglement wedge reconstruction to work

in the ordinary AdS/CFT or AdS/BCFT correspondence.

C ⊆ E states that the causal wedge C(A) is completely contained in the entanglement

wedge E(A) for any A ⊂ Σ. Since C(A) is a bulk region which can causally communicate

with D(B)CFT(A), E(A) should at least contain C(A) to be dual to D(B)CFT(A) [26, 63,71].

Entanglement wedge nesting states that, for any B ⊂ A ⊂ Σ, E(B) ⊂ E(A). If entangle-

ment wedge nesting was not satisfied, the subregion duality for A

(E(A), T bulk
M ) ' (DBCFT(A), T (B)CFT

Σ ) (7.12)

and the subregion duality for B

(E(B), T bulk
M ) ' (D(B)CFT(B), T (B)CFT

Σ ) (7.13)

would not be able to hold at the same time [62,63].

C ⊆ E and entanglement wedge nesting are not independent from each other. It is

discussed in [67] that entanglement wedge nesting implies C ⊆ E implies locality of the

boundary theory T (B)CFT
Σ , i.e.

entanglement wedge nesting =⇒ C ⊆ E =⇒ locality of T (B)CFT
Σ . (7.14)

Breakdown of C ⊆ ET and nesting for tentative entanglement wedges

Let us then go back to the intermediate/bulk correspondence. Accordingly, we can define

C ⊆ E and nesting for tentative entanglement wedges, by simply replacing A ⊂ Σ with

R ⊂ Σ∪Q in the previous discussions. Let us call the two corresponding statements C ⊆ ET
and tentative entanglement wedge nesting, respectively.

Most straightforwardly, we have already known that T int
Σ∪Q, the boundary theory in this

case, is nonlocal. Therefore, by simply applying (7.14), we have

nonlocality of T int
Σ∪Q =⇒ breakdown of C ⊆ ET

=⇒ breakdown of tentative entanglement wedge nesting. (7.15)

We can also confirm the breakdown of C ⊆ ET and tentative entanglement wedge nesting

directly. See figure 13 and 14 for a simple example. As a result,
(
ET (R), T bulk

M
)

is not

equivalent to
(
Dint
G (R), T int

Σ∪Q
)

in general.

As a summary of this subsection, for an arbitrary intermediate subregion R, its tentative

entanglement wedge
(
ET (R), T bulk

M
)

is dual to neither its effective domain of dependence
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(
Dint
E (R), T int

Σ∪Q
)

nor its geometrical domain of dependence
(
Dint
G (R), T int

Σ∪Q
)
. More should be

investigated to answer the question whether there is a bulk subregion dual to
(
Dint
E (R), T int

Σ∪Q
)

or
(
Dint
G (R), T int

Σ∪Q
)

for an arbitrary intermediate subregion R.20 We would like to leave this

as a future problem.
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Figure 13: A simple example showing the breakdown of C ⊆ ET . Consider a d = 2 vacuum

setup with a vanishing tension T = 0. The left figure shows the t = 0 slice, and the right

figure shows Σ ∪ Q. In this case, Q is perpendicular to Σ, and z-coordinate coincides the

minus direction of y-coordinate. Taking subregion R (red) as −4 ≤ y ≤ 8 and t = 0.

The tentative entanglement wedge ET (R) is shown in yellow. The geometrical domain of

dependence Dint
G (R) is the region surrounded by the bold dotted lines in the right picture

and goes outside of ET (R). Therefore, C(R) ⊃ Dint
G (R) also goes outside of ET (R).

20Of course, any intermediate subregion must have a dual in the bulk theory. The nontrivial point is

whether this dual has a semiclassical description similar to an entanglement wedge.
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Figure 14: A simple example showing the breakdown of tentative entanglement wedge nesting.

Consider the identical setup with figure 13 and take a subregion S1 (shown in pink) such that

∂S1 = ∂R. By definition, ET (S1) = ET (R) and its intersection with Σ∪Q is shown in yellow.

Consider S2 ⊂ S1 shown in dark green. Its entanglement wedge ET (S2) intersects Σ ∪ Q at

the region shown in light green. Clearly, ET (S2) 6⊆ ET (S1) and hence tentative entanglement

nesting breaks down.

7.4 IR-sensitive Nonlocality and Quantum Gravity

Until now, we have discussed the causal structure in double holography, pointed out that

the effective theory in the intermediate picture T int
Q∪Σ should allow (effectively) superluminal

information propagation when sending a signal from Q to Σ, and thus contain a nonlocality,

in order to be compatible with the bulk picture. This was verified from both the geometrical

causal structure (i.e. geodesics) and the microscopic causal structure (i.e. commutators).

As a result, the conventional notion of domain of dependence breaks down, and no longer

serves as a region associated to a density matrix of a spatial subregion. Accordingly, conven-

tional subregion duality also breaks down.

Although our explicit examples are mostly given in the vacuum background for simplicity,

these results hold for any on-shell bulk configurations. Double holography was originally

proposed in the study of Hawking radiation. In that context, the intermediate picture, where

a black hole lives on Q and can communicate with the heat bath Σ, can be straightforwardly
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regarded as a setup of black hole evaporation. The benefits of double holography is that

this “black hole communicating with heat bath” setup in the intermediate picture is related

to well-defined BCFT picture and classical bulk picture. In this context, the intermediate

picture can be regarded as an effective theory of quantum gravity defined on a classical

geometrical background Q∪Σ. This fact implies that, when defined on a classical geometrical

background, the effective theory of quantum gravity should have a nonlocal effect, at least

for the intermediate picture in double holography.

Let us emphasize one key feature of this nonlocal effect in T int
Q∪Σ. The fact that information

propagation within Q or Σ cannot be superluminal implies that the nonlocal effect can be

ignored if we zoom in to the UV. On the other hand, if we zoom out to the IR, the nonlocal

effect becomes significant. For the latter feature, we say that the intermediate picture is

IR-sensitive. See figure 15. There is, however, a special region in which the nonlocal effect

is significant at any length scale. This region is ∂Σ = ∂Q.
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Figure 15: The IR-sensitive nonlocality in the intermediate picture. The left figure shows

a time slice of the intermediate picture where the arrow shows a superluminal propagation

from Q to Σ induced from a shortcut in the bulk. When zooming in to UV, one can only see

Σ, and no nonlocality will be observed within Σ.

We would like to understand this IR-sensitive nonlocality as a nature of quantum gravity.

However, before proceeding, we would like to note that this behavior is very different from

the nonlocality known in string theory [29,30]. Intuitively, the extending structure of strings

causes a non-vanishing commutator even outside of the light cone. This effect is significant

at the string scale, and is expected to be invisible at large length scale in which strings look

like point particles. Accordingly, we can say that this is a UV-sensitive nonlocal effect. See

figure 16. Note that the IR-sensitive nonlocality found in the intermediate picture and the
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UV-sensitive nonlocality known in string theory do not contradict with each other, but they

are expected to be caused by different mechanisms.

Figure 16: The UV-sensitive nonlocality known in the string theory. When zooming in a field

theory (left) which has a string origin to UV, nonlocality caused by the extension of strings

becomes significant.

Let us go back and consider what kind of effect in quantum gravity can give rise to an

IR-sensitive nonlocality. A gravitational path integral [72–74] can be written as:

ZQG =
∑

topology
of N

∫
Dg
∫
Dφ exp (iI [(N , g), φ]) (7.16)

where φ denotes matter fields and I [(N , g), φ] denotes a local gravitational action:

I [(N , g), φ] =
1

16πGN

∫
N

√−g (R− 2Λ) +

∫
N

√−g L[φ] + (boundary terms). (7.17)

At weak gravity limit GN → 0, it is straightforward to expect that the effective theory is a

local QFT on a classical spacetime (N0, g0) determined from the on-shell condition. In this

case, the partition function can be written as:

ZQG ∼
∫
Dφ exp (iI [(N0, g0), φ]) . (7.18)

On the other hand, a full quantum gravitational picture should include corrections from

other geometries. In particular, it is natural to expect that geometries containing spacetime

wormholes (and hence with higher topology), though suppressed at O(e−1/GN ) order, should
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be also included as quantum corrections. Accordingly, scattering amplitude on such (possibly

off-shell) geometry should also be counted unless there are strong evidences showing that

it vanishes. As a result, if we use an effective theory defined on the dominant geometry

to include corrections coming from higher topology, this effective theory is expected to be

nonlocal and include superluminal phenomena. We conjecture that the mechanism depicted

above can be thought as a fundamental origin of the nonlocality appearing in the intermediate

picture. See (7.19) for example.
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Q
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' (nonlocal e↵ective theory)
<latexit sha1_base64="PrVPwFlGAjabFatWShODtlGZ7+s="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="PrVPwFlGAjabFatWShODtlGZ7+s="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="PrVPwFlGAjabFatWShODtlGZ7+s="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="PrVPwFlGAjabFatWShODtlGZ7+s="></latexit>

+
<latexit sha1_base64="q2w2/puivXrSrbZ5Mh2rfMV3Th4="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="q2w2/puivXrSrbZ5Mh2rfMV3Th4="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="q2w2/puivXrSrbZ5Mh2rfMV3Th4="></latexit><latexit sha1_base64="q2w2/puivXrSrbZ5Mh2rfMV3Th4="></latexit>

' (7.19)

In this equation, we show time slices of the intermediate picture. We can see that the

nonlocal effects in the effective theory arises from an “ensemble” of non-dominant geometries

with spacetime wormholes. This “ensemble” also gives an effective extra-dimension. It is an
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intriguing future direction to test this idea by directly and carefully studying gravitational

path integrals.

8 Conclusions and Discussions

In this paper, we focused on the causal structures in double holography and studied the

relations between the three equivalent pictures. Especially, we have found that the bulk

causal structure is compatible with causality in the BCFT picture, while it requires a violation

of causality in the intermediate picture. We kept spacetime dimensions and configurations

as general as possible. Therefore, all the doubly holographic models considered recently,

e.g. [13, 14,16,17,31,33,36,39,70,75–77] are covered by this paper.

Besides a specific case study for the vacuum configuration, we have extended the original

Gao-Wald theorem to generic AdS/BCFT setups, and found that the bulk causal structures

are compatible with causality in the BCFT picture. We have also discussed the possibility

of using the compatibility of causality as an input to restrict constructions of bulk duals for

general locally CFT with boundaries.

On the other hand, we have found that being compatible with the bulk structure re-

quires a violation of causality in the intermediate picture. More specifically, superluminal

propagations exist if and only if we consider the communication between the gravitational

region Q and the non-gravitational region Σ. We have also confirmed this point in the mi-

croscopic causal structure by computing the commutators for a light primary field in the

vacuum configuration. The breakdown of both macrocausality and microcausality indicates

that there should be a nonlocal interaction in the intermediate picture, when considering it

as an effective theory defined on Q ∪ Σ.

We discussed the physical consequences of the emergent nonlocality found in the inter-

mediate effective theory. We have shown that the existence of nonlocality results in the

breakdown of the conventional notion of domain of dependence. Based on this, the corre-

spondences between subregions in the three pictures were reconsidered. Especially, we have

shown that a subregion in the BCFT picture and the same geometrical subregion in the

intermediate picture contain different information. More specifically, the latter one can be

reconstructed from the former one, while the inverse is impossible, as shown in (7.11). An-

other intriguing consequence is that, a straightforward analog of entanglement wedges to

the intermediate/bulk correspondence, which we call tentative entanglement wedges, do not
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serve as duals of corresponding intermediate subregions.

We have also commented that the nonlocality found in this paper is significant at IR,

i.e. at long range. This feature is similar to that of a spacetime wormhole. Therefore, a

possible quantum gravitational origin of this sort of nonlocality is contributions coming from

wormhole configurations in the gravitational path integral.

There are many possible future directions of our work. Here, we list some of them and

give brief comments.

Although we have concluded that the effective theory in the intermediate picture should

include a nonlocal interaction, the effective action is not given. In double holography, the bulk

allows shortcuts and works like a traversable wormhole. Therefore, it is natural to expect that

the nonlocal term is given by a bilocal deformation such as double trace deformation [78,79],

at least at the leading order, though more efforts are needed to examine the explicit form.

In this paper, we have discussed causal issues in double holography by considering sending

a signal from one point to another point on on-shell bulk geometries. Recently, causal puzzles

and their resolutions associated with codimension-1 subregions [80] and off-shell geometries

[81] are discussed in the AdS/CFT correspondence. It would be interesting to study similar

aspects in the framework of double holography.

Another promised direction is to derive the nonlocality in more general gravity-coupled-

to-heat-bath setups without using holography. Inspired by the relation between the two

methods for deriving the island formula: one by double holography [6] and the other by

gravitational path integral [7, 8], it is natural to expect that the nonlocality comes from

the wormhole configurations, as also commented in the main text. However, we need a

quantitative analysis to justify this intuition and make it more clear. Also, it would be

interesting to understand its relation with early discussions on spacetime wormholes [72–74].

Last but not least, the implication of the IR-sensitive nonlocality in the context of black

hole physics, especially the information loss problem, is also interesting. Although we did

not focus on black holes, the results obtained in this paper are general enough to apply to

these configurations. There have been many discussions on whether long-range nonlocality

should be involved in a black hole evaporation process [82,83]. Results in this paper indicate

that long-range nonlocality indeed exists in doubly holographic models, but the role it plays

is not clear so far. It would also be important to readdress the firewall problem [31, 84] in

double holography, with the IR-sensitive nonlocality involved.
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A AdSd+1 spacetime

In this appendix, we summarize coordinates and geodesics for AdS spacetime considered in

this paper.

A.1 Coordinates

Anti-de Sitter (AdS) spacetime is a spacetime with a constant negative curvature in the

Lorentz signature. This is given by the hypersurface

〈X,X〉 ≡ −(X0)2 − (Xd+1)2 +X2 = −L2 (A.1)

in the R2,d, with its inner product given by 〈·, ·〉. Here, coordinate in R2,d is defined by

(X0, Xd+1,X) and its metric is given by

ds2 = −(dX0)2 − (dXd+1)2 + dX2 . (A.2)

The quantity L is AdS radius, which is set to L = 1 in the following. There are several

convenient coordinates in AdS spacetime used in this paper. One is the global coordinate

(τ, r,Ω), defined by

X0 =
√

1 + r2 cos τ , Xd+1 =
√

1 + r2 sin τ , X = rΩ . (A.3)

Here, Ω is the point on Sd. Then the metric is given by

ds2 = −(1 + r2)dτ 2 +
dr2

1 + r2
+ r2dΩ2. (A.4)

Note that we should take covering space to avoid the closed time like curve.
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The coordinate we are most interested in is the Poincaré coordinate. This is defined by

X0 =
z

2

(
1 +

1− t2 + x2

z2

)
, Xd+1 =

t

z
,

Xd =
z

2

(
1 +
−1− t2 + x2

z2

)
, X i =

xi

z
.

(A.5)

where x = (x1, . . . , xd−1). The metric is

ds2 =
dz2 − dt2 + dx2

z2
(A.6)

In this coordinate, asymptotic boundary of the AdS spacetime is given by z = 0.

A.2 Geodesics

Geodesics in the AdS spacetime can be easily obtained by using the fact that they are

embedded in R2,d. Suppose that M with dimM = d + 1 (in our case AdSd+1 spacetime)

is embedded in the N with dimN = d + 2 (in our case R2,d spacetime). Then, Gauss-

Weingarten equation relates the covariant derivative of N (which is denoted by D) and the

covariant derivative of the M (which is denoted ∇) by

uADAv
B = (uµ∇µv

ν)eBν −Kµνu
µvνnB . (A.7)

Here, eAµ is the basis of T (M), Kµν is the extrinsic curvature of M and nA is the normal

vector to M. Therefore, an equation for the affine parametrized geodesic on M can be

written in terms of covariant derivative on N as

uADAu
B = − (gµνu

µuν)nB . (A.8)

where gµν is the metric of AdS spacetime. Here, we used the fact that the extrinsic curvature

of AdS spacetime embedded in R2,d is given by 21

Kµν = gµν . (A.12)

21We can easily obtain this result from Gauss equation

RABCD eAµe
B
νe
C
ρe
D
σ = Rµνρσ − (KµσKνρ −KµρKνσ) . (A.9)

Of course, Riemann curvature RABCD of R2,d is zero, and we know that the curvature of the AdS spacetime

is given by

Rµνρσ = −(gµρgνσ − gµσgνρ) . (A.10)
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Let us write a geodesic as γ(λ) = (X0(λ), Xd+1(λ),X(λ)). Its tangent vector u is given

by

u(λ) ≡ dX

dλ
. (A.13)

Then, the geodesic equation of AdS spacetime is given by

d2X(λ)

dλ2
= −(gµνu

µ(λ)uν(λ))X(λ) . (A.14)

Note that we chose n = X in (A.7). This is possible, because if we regard a point on the

AdS as a vector in R2,d, they are always orthogonal to the hypersurface (A.1). This can be

seen by taking derivative of the definition of the AdS spacetime (A.1). This gives

d

dλ
〈X(λ), X(λ)〉 = 2 〈u,X〉 = 0 , (A.15)

where 〈·, ·〉 is the usual flat metric on R2,d.

Now the geodesic equation (A.14) can be easily solved. For time-like geodesics (gµνu
µuν =

−1),

X(λ) = Y coshλ+ Zsinhλ , (A.16)

for space-like geodesics (gµνu
µuν = 1),

X(λ) = Y cosλ+ Z sinλ , (A.17)

and for null geodesics (gµνu
µuν = 0)

X(λ) = Y + Zλ . (A.18)

Here, Y and Z denotes the initial condition. From equation (A.15), they must satisfy

〈Y, Z〉 = 0 . (A.19)

Also, tangent vector Z must satisfy

〈Z,Z〉 =


−1 ( for time-like case) ,

+1 ( for space-like case) ,

0 ( for null case) .

(A.20)

Hence the extrinsic curvature of AdSd+1 is given by

Kµν = gµν . (A.11)
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