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Abstract

We consider spacetime initiated by a finite-sized initial boundary as a general-

ization of the Hartle-Hawking no-boundary state. We study entanglement entropy

of matter state prepared by such spacetime. We find that the entanglement entropy

for large subregion is given either by the initial state entanglement or the entan-

glement island, preventing the entropy to grow arbitrarily large. Consequently, the

entanglement entropy is always bounded from above by the boundary area of the

island, leading to an entropy bound in terms of the island. The island I is located

in the analytically continued spacetime, either at the bra or the ket part of the

spacetime in Schwinger-Keldysh formalism. The entanglement entropy is given by

an average of complex pseudo generalized entropy for each entanglement island.

We find a necessary condition of the initial state to be consistent with the strong

sub-additivity, which requires that any probe degrees of freedom are thermally en-

tangled with the rest of the system. We then find a large parameter region where

the spacetime with finite-sized initial boundary, which does not have the factor-

ization puzzle at leading order, dominates over the Hartle-Hawking no-boundary

state or the bra-ket wormhole. Due to the absence of a moment of time reflection

symmetry, the island in our setup is a generalization of the entanglement wedge,

called pseudo entanglement wedge. In pseudo entanglement wedge reconstruction,

we consider reconstructing the bulk matter transition matrix on A∪ I, from a fine-

grained state on A. The bulk transition matrix is given by a thermofield double

state with a projection by the initial state. We also provide an AdS/BCFT model

by considering EOW branes with corners. We also find the exponential hardness

of such reconstruction task using a generalization of Python’s lunch conjecture to

pseudo generalized entropy.
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1 Introduction and Summary

The resolution of the black hole information paradox [1–5] has revealed that semiclassical

gravity with Euclidean wormholes can explain Page curve in the black hole evaporation,

capturing the finiteness of Hilbert space dimension of gravitational theories. The key

machineries behind this surprising finding are the generalized versions of Ryu-Takayanagi
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formula [6–14], the brane world models [15, 16], the entanglement wedge reconstruction

[17–23] and the replica wormholes [4, 5]. The application of the entanglement wedge

reconstruction allows us a natural interpretation of Hayden-Preskill protocol, which states

we can recover information thrown into black hole after the Page time from a finite number

of quanta of Hawking radiation [24], in terms of a penetration of the entanglement wedge

into the black hole interior. The entanglement island has been considered in [25–54],

which has been applied to the absence of global symmetry in gravity [55–58]. Closely

related discussions on wormholes are in [59–62], and parallel approach toward interior of

black hokes using ensembles is given in [63–65].

In this paper, we consider entanglement entropy in cosmological spacetimes and study

the lessons from the finiteness of Hilbert space dimension in gravity, using the entan-

glement island. The entanglement islands in various cosmological spacetimes have been

studied in [4, 40, 41, 66–73]. From the holographic principle and the extension of Beken-

stein bound to cosmological spacetimes, the semiclassical entropy of a region A of a time

slice is upper bounded by its boundary area [74–80]

SA ≤
Area[∂A]

4GN

, (1.1)

when the light sheet from ∂A with non positive expansion can terminate at a point, with

no singularities in the future or past domain of dependence. This formula indicates that

the number of independent, effective matter states is bounded from above by the boundary

area of A. For Bekenstein-Hawking entropy in asymptotically de Sitter spacetimes, see

[81–84]. Since the finiteness of Hilbert space dimension of a black hole can be captured

by the island formula, it is natural to expect that the island formula with appropriate

generalization would allow us to derive an analog of (1.1). Indeed, by introducing bra-

ket wormhole [4, 40, 41, 85] and applying the island formula, [40] showed that an analog

of (1.1) holds for spacetimes with a bra-ket wormhole. For closely related constructions

were considered in [86] in terms of wedge holography, and from continuous tensor network

viewpoint in [87–90]. Importantly, the island formula with a bra-ket wormhole is free from

the strong sub-additivity paradox, which arises when we consider decoupled CFT with a

small central charge and apply the island formula.

In this paper, we will consider a different class of initial states and initial conditions for

gravity. The Hartle-Hawking no-boundary state, which was considered in [40], is a partic-

ular choice of initial conditions of gravity, setting the initial size of its timeslice as zero. In

Einstein gravity, the canonical conjugate of the induced metric on a time slice are extrinsic

curvatures, and fixing those extrinsic curvatures is equally legitimate initial condition as
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Figure 1: The spacetime we consider is initiated by an End-of-the-world brane. We

consider the matter state prepared by such spacetime, and study its entanglement

entropy. The entanglement entropy has three phases. (a) Naive thermal entropy

phase, computed via effective matter theory. (b) The island phase, the entropy is

an average of pseudo entropy. (c) The boundary phase, the entropy is given by the

boundary entropy of the initial state.

fixing the initial induced metric [91]. Therefore, instead of Hartle-Hawking no-boundary

proposal, the spacetime we consider has a finite-sized initial-boundary P with boundary

conditions on extrinsic curvatures and matter. Such boundary conditions were considered

as off-shell configurations in [92–94] to obtain the Hartle-Hawking no boundary state as

the dominant contribution in the path integral using Picard-Lefschetz theory. Note that

here we consider such finite initial-boundary spacetime as a on-shell saddle point instead

of off-shell configuration, as a natural candidate spacetime which emerges when a phase

transition takes place at a transition from UV theory to the semiclassical gravity regime.

On this finite-sized initial-boundary P , there is a freedom for the matter boundary

condition. We will consider the pure state as our initial state that behaves as a thermal

state from local probes. One of the most convenient, simplest choices is the regularized

boundary state

|B(β)〉 := e−βHeff/4|B〉, (1.2)

here |B〉 is the unnormalized boundary state. These states look thermal from local probes

with the inverse temperature β. Indeed, for small subregions, the entanglement entropy

behaves thermally with inverse temperature β, while the entanglement entropy of the

entire region is zero. The regularized boundary states are used as the models of the initial

state in global quench induced by relevant deformation [95]. Note that a regularized
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boundary state is close to the CFT vacuum state at UV while close to the CFT boundary

state at IR. Using such regularized boundary states, we can model a transition from

fundamental UV complete theory of gravity to semiclassical gravity description.

It is important to note the difference between the initial boundary state |B(β)〉 and

the Hartle-Hawking state. The initial boundary state |B(β)〉 is a locally thermal state by

itself, which is distinct from the thermal state obtained via taking Rindler or Milne patch

of a Minkowski CFT vacuum state as in Hartle-Hawking state.

With these initial conditions on P , we consider a late time slice F , on which we turn off

the gravitational interaction afterward, leaving the effective matter CFT with no gravity.

The length of final timeslice F is fixed, and in JT gravity the value of dilaton is also fixed.

From quantum mechanical perspective, we are projecting gravity degrees of freedom onto

a fixed length, fixed dilaton state at F . Since the fixed length, fixed dilaton state is, at

semiclassical level, pure, the projected state is also pure.

We will then study the entanglement entropy of the matter CFT on this fixed geometry.

Since the initial matter state is locally thermal, the state on F is also locally thermal,

and consequently, the entanglement entropy obeys the volume law for small subregions.

However, the entropy bound (1.5) suggests that this volume law should be modified for

the sufficiently large subregions. We will indeed show that either the finiteness of the

Hilbert space dimension or the initial state entropy modify large subregion entanglement

entropy. We will explain the entanglement entropy of large subregion A is given either by

the area of the boundary of entanglement island which lives in the past spacetime or by

the initial state entanglement entropy

SA ≈ Min
[
SThermal
A (βM), SIsland

A (I), SInitial Boundary
A

]
, (1.3)

assuming we have an island which is extremal. This is one of the main results of this

paper; see Fig.1. Here I is the entanglement island and the entropy is given by

SIsland
A (I) = Min

I
Re
[
Ext
I

[Area[∂I]

4GN

+ SP (A ∪ I)
]]
, (1.4)

the boundary area of the island. Here we SP is pseudo entropy, which will be discussed

in section 3. The initial boundary entropy is given by SInitial Boundary
A ≈ 2SB where SB

is the boundary entropy of the initial boundary state |B〉. Both the area term and the

boundary entropy are constant in 2 dimensions, while they both obey the area law in

higher dimensions. The direct consequence of (1.3) is the island version of the entropy
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Figure 2: The replica geometry in Schwinger-Keldysh formalism, with a replica

wormhole in the ket part of the bulk. This geometry computes the pseudo entan-

glement entropy Sket
A . The average of two pseudo entanglement entropy gives the

desired entanglement entropy SIsland
A (I) = (Sket

A + Sbra
A )/2, assuming there are no

other saddles.

bound

SA ≤ Re
[Area[∂I]

4GN

+ SP (A ∪ I)
]
, (1.5)

which is more general than (1.3), because it can be applied to when we do not have an

island that is extremal. This bound tells us, the entropy of gravitationally prepared state

is always bounded from above by the boundary area of island, which is located at positive

Euclidean time in analytically continued Euclidean spacetime.

The island formula we will use has several distinguishing features compared to the

usual island formula in evaporating black holes coupled with bath. Let us consider the

relevant gravitational replica trick and the corresponding entanglement island. In order

to compute entanglement entropy through replica trick, we consider Schwinger-Keldysh

formalism. In the replica geometry, the replica wormholes may connect the bra and ket

part of the bulk. The leading geometries which can be analytically continued from integer

n > 1 to non-integer n are the ones whose ket parts are connected with each other via

replica wormhole and the ones with connected bra parts, see Fig.2. These geometries

are related via complex conjugation; therefore, the magnitudes are identical so that they

maintain the time reflection symmetry as a whole. The resulting entanglement island is

described in (b) of Fig.1. Up to now, there is no known way to understand what the

entanglement wedge reconstruction means in such situations, despite its importance.
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Figure 3: (a) The geometry for the bulk transition matrix ρBulk
ket (A∪I). Its complex

conjugate gives the bra counter part. The entanglement island is present only at the

ket part, so the time reflection symmetry is absent. (b) The bulk transition matrix

on A ∪ I can be constructed in terms of thermofield double state and by projection

onto the initial state.

A main claim we will advocate in this paper is the pseudo entanglement wedge re-

construction does fill this gap and offers a natural interpretation of entanglement wedge

reconstruction in such situations. The pseudo entanglement wedge reconstruction is a

natural generalization of entanglement wedge reconstruction for the bulk transition ma-

trix which is defined on a subregion of a bulk timeslice, whose boundary is the extremal

surface for the pseudo entropy [96–99]. The pseudo entropy is a natural generalization

of von Neumann entropy of transition matrix, whose value can be complex. In holo-

graphic CFT, the pseudo entropy is computed by the area of the extremal surface, which

coincides with the usual Ryu-Takayanagi/HRT surface when the bulk dual the Schwinger-

Keldysh contour has the moment of time reflection symmetry. On the other hand, when

the bulk does not have the moment of time reflection symmetry, the pseudo entropy and

corresponding extremal surface give us new information beyond RT/HRT formulae.

In this paper, we will discuss some basic aspects of the pseudo entanglement wedge

reconstruction. We will apply this proposal to understand the cosmological entanglement

island with an initial state, whose semiclassical spacetime lacks a moment of time reflection

symmetry due to asymmetric islands. We leave the more general analysis to [100]. The

reconstruction aims to obtain the bulk transition matrix on A ∪ I from the fine-grained

state on A. Since there are two semiclassical geometries, we have corresponding transition

matrices ρBulk
bra (A∪ I) and ρBulk

ket (A∪ I) = ρBulk
bra (A∪ I)†. The transition matrix ρBulk

ket (A∪ I)

is given by
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ρBulk
ket (A ∪ I : aI) := TrIc,Ac

[
|TFD(βI)PF 〉〈TFD(βI)PF |UB(βM − βI)P 〉〈UB(βM − βI)P |

]
,

(1.6)

which is a bulk matter state projected by the initial state, see Fig.10. Here we defined

CPT operator U , which originates from the the reverse time evolution to express the

transition matrix by thermofield double state with projection. Such thermofield double

state can be interpreted as a closed universe with a final boundary condition.

We can define the corresponding modular Hamiltonian for this transition matrix and

generalize the JLMS formula [14] to such bulk transition matrix. Such generalization

leads to an equality of bulk effective pseudo relative entropy on A ∪ I and fine-grained

pseudo relative entropy on A.

When the entanglement entropy is dominated by the boundary entropy, whether we

can apply the usual entanglement wedge reconstruction depends on the detail of the

physics of the initial state. When the whole setup is described by AdS/BCFT model

in section 2.2 and the pseudo entanglement wedge contains a subset of the initial time

slice, it is possible to reconstruct the bulk state from the boundary fine grained state.

See section 2.2 for more detail. Such case is an example of bra-ket wormholes, and EOW

brane may be interpreted as a closed universe.

An important sanity check of our proposed island formula is the strong sub-additivity.

It is not always guaranteed that the island formula gives a consistent result for the en-

tanglement entropy. Any inconsistency would imply that appropriate modification to the

island formula is necessary, or the model itself is pathological. We will derive a condition

on the initial state from the strong sub-additivity, that any small fraction of degrees of

freedom must be thermally entangled with the rest of the degrees of freedom.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we will study states

gravitationally prepared by JT gravity on Euclidean AdS with an initial state, which

generalizes Hartle-Hawking no-boundary proposal. We will explain how to obtain such

geometry from AdS wormhole from Z2 orbifold, and then introduce a AdS/BCFT model

which is dual to the whole set up. We then study when the final time slice remembers

the information of the initial state, by comparing with the Hartle-Hawking no boundary

state and the bra-ket wormhole, finding a parameter region where the spacetime with

initial EOW brane dominates. In section 3, we compute the entanglement entropy of

this gravitationally prepared state and obtain the island formula. In particular, we show

that the entropy bound (1.5) holds due to the emergence of the island. We then derive

7



a condition on the initial state required by the strong sub-additivity of entanglement

entropy, which states that any small subset of degrees of freedom is thermally entangled

with the rest. We then propose the pseudo entanglement wedge reconstruction, which

allows us to reconstruct the transition matrix on the island near the past initial boundary.

We will discuss the difficulty of the reconstruction task by generalizing the Python’s lunch

proposal [101] to pseudo entropy and give evidence of its exponential difficulty. In section

4, we conclude with discussions on Lorentzian generalization and causality.

2 Euclidean AdS2

We consider the simplest example; Euclidean JT gravity [102]. We set Λ = −1. The total

Euclidean action is

S = STop + SJT + SP + SMatter. (2.1)

Here STop is the topological term

STop = − φ0

16πGN

∫

M

d2x
√
gMR−

φ0

8πGN

∫

F∪P
dx
√
hK

= − φ0

16πGN

(
4π(2− 2g − b)

)
= −(2− 2g − b)S0, (2.2)

which suppresses higher topologies when the initial condition is fixed. The second term

is the JT gravity action

SJT = − 1

16πGN

∫

M

d2x
√
gMφ(R + 2)− 1

8πGN

∫

F
dx
√
hFφ(KF − 1), (2.3)

which fixes the length of F and the dilaton on F . The third term SP fixes the boundary

condition at the initial timeslice P , and depends on the initial boundary condition chosen.

The throughout analysis on the JT boundary conditions and actions was done in [103].

The boundary action for externally fixed
√
h and φ on P is

S
√
h, φ = − 1

8πGN

∫

P
dx
√
hPφKP . (2.4)

While the boundary action for externally fixed
√
hK and ∂nφ is

8



S
√
hK, ∂nφ =

1

8πGN

∫

P
dx
√
hP∂nφ. (2.5)

However, we will not use S
√
h, φ nor S

√
hK, ∂nφ in the following. We will instead allow the

metric and the dilaton to fluctuate on P . We will use the boundary action

SP = − 1

8πGN

∫

P
dx
√
hP

(
φ(KP − T )− T ′

)
. (2.6)

The equation of motion from this action is

∂nφ− Tφ− T ′ = 0, K − T = 0. (2.7)

Therefore, K and ∂nφ− Tφ are fixed on-shell. Then the on-shell past boundary action is

SP =
1

8πGN

∫

P
dx
√
hPT

′. (2.8)

Note that here we use outward normal vectors to define the extrinsic curvatures K and

normal derivative ∂n. We also use K̃ = −K on P , which is defined by the ”future-

directed” normal vector ñ. We will now study three solutions corresponding to distinct

initial conditions in detail below.

Note that the tensions T and T ′ is related to parameters of the system dual to 2d

gravity, while not to the boundary entropy of the boundary states |B(β)〉1. The tensions

T and T ′, and the action (2.6) can be derived via dimensional reduction from higher

dimensional EOW brane model [104], see also [9,10,105,106]. When the two dimensional

model is derived by such dimensional reduction, T ′ is related to T as T ′ = φ0T . This

implies that in order to have finite dilaton φ, we need to impose K = T = O(φ−1
0 ).

2.1 Background AdS2 Geometry

We will analyze pure AdS JT gravity and consider the back reactions to the dilaton and

the geometry from the conformal matter and the initial pure state. We will evaluate the

gravity+matter partition function, which gives the transition amplitudes from the given

initial state to the final state.

1The boundary entropy of |B(β)〉 is related to the tension of the EOW brane in 3d bulk, when the 2d

BCFT has a gravity dual.
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2.1.1 AdS Wormhole

We assume the spatial direction is homogeneous. We begin with background pure AdS

wormhole metric

ds2 =
dz2 + dx2

sin2z
, φ =

φr
−tanz

for z ≤ −ε. (2.9)

We glue the spacetime at F defined by z = −ac to a flat spacetime,

ds2 =
−dt2M + dx2

M

ε2
, φ =

φb
ε

=
φr
ac
. (2.10)

The relation between the two coordinates is

dxM
ε

=
dx

ac
. (2.11)

Note that ac parametrizes a family of solutions. DIfferent ac gives distinct circumference

of x. Let L represents (large but finite) spatial length 0 < xM < L. Then LP := ac
ε
L is

the circumference of x coordinate. We will use the coordinates xM := ε
ac
x and zM := ε

ac
z

occasionally to write down quantities independent from the solutions.

We consider effective matter state |C〉 on a timeslice in the flat space, at tM = 0.

For this purpose, we look for the semiclassical saddle of gravity which gives a dominant

contribution to 〈C|C〉, with fixed initial conditions. We restrict to the simplest topology

with g = 0 and b = 2, in which case the topological action is STop = 0. Note that higher

topology is suppressed by the topological action and breaks translation symmetry. How-

ever, it is possible that they dominate over the simplest topology depending on the initial

condition. We will study such comparison between topologies in section 2.3. One differ-

ence from the bra-ket wormhole here is the presence of an explicit initial boundary, which

makes it impossible to introduce a bra-ket wormhole without breaking the translation

symmetry.

Let us now turn on the effective matter and study its back reaction to the dilaton. We

assume translational symmetry in the x direction, and we take the z coordinate of the

initial surface P as z = −a. On P , the induced spatial metric and the extrinsic curvatures

are

√
hxMxM =

1

sin a

(ac
ε

)
, K̃ = cos a. (2.12)

10



The induced metric hxMxM can take any positive value, while the extrinsic curvature is

restricted to −1 < K̃ < 1. To study the matter CFT, it is convenient to Weyl transform

the original metric to the flat space,

ds2
g =

dz2 + dx2

sin2z
→ ds2

g′ =
dz2 + dx2

a2
c

=
dz2

M + dx2
M

ε2
. (2.13)

The Weyl factor is

ds2
g = e2τds2

g′ with eτ =
ac
−sinz

. (2.14)

This Weyl transformation allows us to consider the problems of matter theory in terms

of flat space CFT. Using this flat space CFT, we assume the initial matter state is the

regularized boundary state

|B(βb)〉 := e−βbHeff/4|B〉. (2.15)

The regularization parameter βb and the Euclidean time evolution e−βbHeff/4 are defined

in terms of this Weyl transformed, flat (zM , xM) coordinate system. The dependence of

βb on the Weyl transform can be more generic, however we will not pursue further, as we

will eventually take βb = 0.

Let us evaluate the full action and the backreacted dilaton. In general, the anomaly

effective action for Euclidean signature is given by [107],

WE, g′→g
Anomaly = WE

Anomaly(g)−WE
Anomaly(g′)

= − c

24π

∫

M

d2x
√
g(Rgτ − (∂τ)2

g)−
c

12π

∫

∂M

dx
√
hgKhgτ, (2.16)

for g = e2τg′. Therefore, the anomaly stress tensor Tmatter
µν := 2√

gM

δSEMatter

δgµν
is given by

TAnomaly,g′→g
µν =

c

12π

(
∇µ∇ντ − gµν∇2τ +∇µτ∇ντ −

1

2
gµν(∇τ)2

)
. (2.17)

For the Weyl transformation in our case, the anomaly stress tensor is then,

11



TAnomaly,g′→g
µν = T̃Anomaly,g′→g

µν − c

24π
gµν . (2.18)

Here we defined

T̃Anomaly,g′→g
zMzM

= −T̃Anomaly,g′→g
xMxM

=
c

24π

(abra,c

ε

)2

. (2.19)

The second term in (2.18) term in the anomaly stress tensor can be canceled by adding

the term c
24π

∫
M

√
g to the matter Euclidean action. This results in the shift φ0

4GN
→

φ0

4GN
− c

12
=:

φ′0
4GN

and an introduction of a new boundary term SNew = − c
24π

∫ √
hK. In

the following, we add −SNew to the gravity action initially to cancel this SNew, and will

denote φ′0 as φ0.

The flat part of the stress tensor TMatter,g′
µν can be computed by CFT stress tensor on

a long Euclidean strip. Its width in (zM , xM) coordinate is

βM
2

:= abra
ε

abra, c

+ aket
ε

aket, c

+
βb
2
. (2.20)

βM is the effective temperature of the matter state produced at the tM = 0 in (zM , xM)

coordinate. It is convenient to define the bulk inverse temperature when ac = abra, c =

aket, c as

βBulk :=
ac
ε
βM = 2abra + 2aket + βb

ac
ε
. (2.21)

The stress tensor is approximately given by, assuming βM/L� 1,

TMatter,g′

zMzM
= −TMatter,g′

xMxM
= − c

6π

( π

βM

)2

. (2.22)

In holographic BCFT the condition βM/L� 1 can be written in more detail as
SThermal
L (βM )

4
=

πLc
12βM

> πcβM
12L

+ 2SB.

Total matter stress tensor T̃Anomaly,g′→g
µν +TMatter,g′

µν is traceless and gives a backreaction

to the dilaton. Solving the dilaton equation of motion in the ket part, we obtain,

φ =
φb
−tanz

aket, c

ε
+

4π2GNc

3

( 1

β2
Bulk

− 1

4π2

)(
1− z

tanz

)
. (2.23)
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We now seek for the weight for gravity saddle by evaluating the overlap 〈C|C〉. The

Euclidean anomaly effective action for the Weyl transformation g′ → g is

WE, g′→g
Anomaly +

c

24π

∫

M

√
g = L

c

24π

(aket, c

ε
aket +

abra, c

ε
abra

)
. (2.24)

Here we included the term c
24π

∫
M

√
g, which was introduced to make the matter stress

tensor traceless.

In order to evaluate and compare matter actions in different background geometries,

we will use inner products in radially quantized CFT on a plane and Weyl transform

them onto various background geometries. Consider CFT on flat plane ds2
Radial = dwdw̄

in radial coordinate z. Conformal transformation to a cylinder with circumference l is

z = l
2π

logw, and the metric is ds2
Radial = 2πw

l
2πw̄
l
dzdz̄. The Weyl transformation of ds2

Radial

to ds2
Flat cylinder = dzdz̄ gives rise to the following anomaly effective action

WE, Radial→Flat Cylinder
Anomaly =

πc

6

b

l
, (2.25)

where b is the length of the cylinder in z coordinate. For the present setup, the anomaly

effective action is given by

WE, Radial→Flat Cylinder
Anomaly =

πc

24

βM
L
. (2.26)

Suppose that the BCFT is holographic. When
SThermal
L (βM )

4
= πLc

12βM
> πcβM

12L
+ SaB + SbB

and the boundary conditions are identical a = b, the CFT transition amplitude between

boundary states on the Weyl transformed flat cylinder is approximated by the vacuum

contribution,

〈Ba(βM)|Ba(βM)〉Flat Cylinder ≈ e
L πc

12βM
−πcβM

12L
−2WE, Radial→Flat Cylinder

Anomaly −SaB−S
b
B = e

L πc
12βM

−πcβM
6L
−SaB−S

b
B .

(2.27)

Here the inner product is computed on the flat cylinder, normalized in the radial coor-

dinate. SaB and SbB are the boundary entropy labeled by a and b, and are defined via

the overlap eSB = 〈0|B〉Radial. Since boundary states are unnormalized state, we have a

freedom of its normalization. Such normalization corresponds to the probability of the
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number NEOW of EOW branes in the gravitational path integral, action that is propor-

tional to NEOW. Here we have chosen the normalization |B〉radiale
−SB for convenience.

With this choice, the path integral simply behaves as

〈C|C〉 ∝ e
−(NEOW−2+2g)

φ0
4GN . (2.28)

When
SThermal
L (βM )

4
< πcβM

12L
+SaB+SbB or the boundary conditions are distinct, the amplitude

is

〈Ba(βM)|Bb(βM)〉Flat Cylinder ≈ e−2WE, Radial→Flat Cylinder
Anomaly = e−

πcβM
12L . (2.29)

See [108] for more detail.

Collecting the results, the overlap is

log〈C|C〉 = −L c

24π

(
abra

abra,c

ε
+aket

aket,c

ε

)
+log〈B(βM)|B(βM)〉Flat Cylinder−SJTbra

−SJTket
−SPbra

−SPket
.

(2.30)

Here we have

SJTket
= L

φb
16πGN

(aket,c

ε

)2

, SPket
= L

T ′

8πGN

1

sina

(aket,c

ε

)
. (2.31)

The tension T determines a uniquely, since cosa = −K = −T . For simplicity, we will

assume βb = 0 in the following. Assuming SThermal(βM)/4 > πcβM
12L

+ 2SB, a = abra = aket

and βM/L� 1, the total action has a maximum if

− a

12π
+

π

48a
− T ′

4πGNc sina
> 0. (2.32)

The effective temperature of the matter state at F is

βM =
aφb

πGNc
(
− a

12π
+ π

48a
− T ′

4πGN c sina

) , (2.33)

and the maximum value is
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Figure 4: Double wormholes connecting bra-and-bra and ket-and-ket. Taking Z2

orbifold of this two wormhole geometry gives the Schwinger-Keldysh geometry with

an initial boundary state.

log〈C|C〉 = L
2(ArccosT )2φb

πGNβ2
M

− 2SB. (2.34)

With the above solution for ac/ε, the dilaton is

φ =
4π2GNc

3

( 1

16a2
− 1

4π2

)(
1− z + a

tanz

)
− T ′

−sina tanz
, (2.35)

which indeed satisfies ∂nφ − Tφ − T ′ = 0 on P . We note that when we take the limit

T → 0 and T ′ → 0, the geometry is exactly the half of the bra-ket wormhole [40].

2.1.2 EOW Brane from Z2 Orbifold of Wormhole Geometry

In this section, we will explain how to obtain the geometry with the initial boundary state

and EOW brane, from full wormhole geometry. Namely, we will take Z2 orbifold of two

non-gravitating spacetimes connected via two wormholes with interfaces at the middle,

see Fig 4.

Suppose we have a flat timeslice F and its duplicate F ′, and a gravitationally prepared

state on FF ′ is prepared by a wormhole connecting F and F ′ with an interface at the

middle. We assume that the interface is infinitely thin and the extrinsic curvature jumps

on this interface giving Israel junction conditions [109], and combined geometry has a Z2

symmetry for the reflection at the interface. We further assume that this interface is a

conformal interface for the bulk CFT.

Let us assume the central charge of the bulk CFT is c/2. By folding and taking Z2
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orbifold, we have a conformal boundary state of CFTc/2 ⊗ CFTc/2/Z2 at the interface

[110]. The geometry we obtain which has two EOW branes at P , with matter theory

C̃FTc := CFTc/2 ⊗ CFTc/2/Z2 and the boundary state |B〉 of C̃FTc at P . Note that

boundary states of CFTc/2 ⊗ CFTc/2 and C̃FTc are in general incompatible [110].

The action of this double-wormhole geometry is related to the overlap of the EOW

brane geometry as,

logZDouble Wormhole = 2 log〈C|C〉AdS Wormhole. (2.36)

2.2 AdS/BCFT Model with Corner: Hayward Term

In this section, we consider AdS/BCFT model, which models the Euclidean spacetime

with the initial boundary which we have been considering.

Let us consider Euclidean three dimensional asymptotically AdS space with two EOW

branes Σ1 and Σ2, which are connected to each other at one dimensional curve γ, with

corner angle θ which is measured from interior of M [111], see figure 5 (a). The action of

this model is given by

S = − 1

16πGN

∫

M

d3x
√
gM(R− 2Λ) + SΣ1 + SΣ2 + SHayward

Γ , (2.37)

where the EOW brane action is

SΣi = − 1

8πGN

∫

Σi

dx
√
hΣi(KΣi − Ti), (i = 1, 2), (2.38)

and the Hayward term [112]

SHayward
γ =

1

8πGN

∫

Γ

dx
√
gΓ(θ − θ0). (2.39)

Varying the metric on M , Σi and Γ yields the following equations of motion

θ = θ0, KΣi:ab = (KΣi − Ti)hab, (2.40)

as well as usual Einstein equation on AdS. In particular we have KΣi = 2Ti.
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γ

Figure 5: Three phases of pseudo RT surface γ for a boundary subregion. (a) γ

does not intersect with any of Σ1, Σ2 and Γ. (b) γ ends on EOW branes Σ1 and Σ2.

When the set up is time reflection symmetric, there are multiple pseudo RT surfaces

which are related via time reflection. (c) γ ends on the corner Γ.

The AdS boundary B is now bounded by B ∩ Σ1, B ∩ Σ2. B ∩ Σ1 and B ∩ Σ2 can

intersect at B ∩ Γ, with angle θ0. Therefore, this gravity model is dual to BCFT, with

possible corners at its boundary.

We can consider boundary subregions and their corresponding pseudo entanglement

entropy by using the extremal surface. Note that, in general, this setup is not time

reflection symmetric, and subregions define transition matrices instead of states. The

pseudo RT surface can end on either Σ1, Σ2 and Γ.

When this setup has a moment of time reflection symmetry, Σ1 and Σ2 are related via

time reflection, and Γ is a time reflection symmetric curve. Importantly, the pseudo-RT

surface γ for boundary subregion on the time reflection symmetric timeslice may have

three phases. We will see how these phases correspond directly to those of gravitationally

prepared state in section 3.

In the first phase, the pseudo-RT surface does not end on any of Σ1, Σ2, and Γ. This

first phase in figure 5 (a) corresponds to the thermal phase in gravitationally prepared

state. In the second phase, figure 5 (b), the pseudo-RT surface ends on EOW branes, and

there are multiple pseudo-RT surfaces with the same length, and they are pairs related

by time reversal. This second phase corresponds to the island phase. In the third phase,

figure 5 (c), the pseudo RT surface ends on Γ, which corresponds to the boundary phase.

2.3 Comparison with Other Topologies and Factorization

For a given initial boundary condition, there are several topologies and geometries which

can contribute to the overlap potentially. We first emphasize that the initial EOW branes

are dynamical excitations of the bulk theory, and they are not the boundaries of the bulk
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where we can insert external sources 2. The only boundary conditions of the gravitational

path integral that are fixed are those of F , and we allow arbitrary number of bulk EOW

branes P as bulk excitations. Note that geometries completely disconnected from F
contribute only to the overall constant in the path integral, therefore we will not take

these disconnected contributions into account when comparing between various saddles,

see Fig 6 (e).

At the leading order in topological expansion, there are several types of geometries as

discussed below, see Fig 6. We will study when the spacetime with initial EOW brane

is the dominant geometry, compared to other geometries including no-boundary state,

bra-ket wormhole and off-diagonal geometry.

No-Boundary State and Bra-ket Wormhole

In the Hartle-Hawking no-boundary state and in the bra-ket wormhole, the EOW branes

are absent, and the overlaps were obtained in [40] which we will explain briefly. In the

Hartle-Hawking no-boundary state, the geometry is given by the global AdS, see Fig 6

(b). The anomaly contribution to the matter partition function comes from the Weyl

transformation from a flat disk ds2
g′ = dr2 + r2dθ2 to the global AdS ds2

g = 4(dr2 +

r2dθ2)/(1 − r2)2, whose anomaly effective action is WE, g′→g
Anomaly + c

24π

∫
M

√
g = 0. As the

result, we have

log〈C|C〉No-Boundary = 2
φ0

4GN

+
πφb

2GNL
. (2.41)

In the bra-ket wormhole, the geometry is given by the AdS wormhole, see Fig 6 (c) .

Assuming βM/L� 1, similar computation as section 2.1.1 yields

log〈C|C〉Bra-Ket = L
πc2GN

32φb
. (2.42)

2In the previous version of this paper, it was argued that only when K̃ > 0, spacetime with initial time

slice dominates over the bra-ket wormhole and the Hartle-Hawking no-boundary state, by asserting there

are no topologically simple geometries with K̃ > 0 other than the one which is connected to F . This

statement on allowed geometries is false, because there are smooth complex geometries whose boundaries

have K̃ > 0 which should be included. Moreover, the EOW branes are bulk excitations rather than

spacetime boundaries, therefore the number of EOW branes can vary in the gravitational path integral.

In the current version, we reanalyzed the dominant saddles with varying number of EOW branes and

fixed future time slice F , finding parameter region where spacetime with EOW brane indeed dominates.

We thank Douglas Stanford and Victor Gorbenko for pointing out the possibility of complex geometries

connecting Ps.
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Figure 6: Geometries that appear in the computation of the overlap 〈C|C〉. (a):

Spacetime initiated by the EOW brane. (b): Hartle-Hawking no-boundary state.

(c): Bra-ket wormhole. (d): Off-diagonal overlap of spacetime initiated by the

EOW brane and no-boundary state. (d): Geometries completely disconnected from

F which only contribute to the overall constant of 〈C|C〉.

When L & 16
π

φbφ0

(GN c)2 , the bra-ket wormhole dominates over the no-boundary state.

Off-diagonal Overlap of EOW Brane and No-Boundary State

The another possible geometry has a EOW brane in the bra part and the Hartle-Hawking

no-boundary state in the ket part, see Fig 6 (d).

Let us first consider the case when 1 > K̃ = −T > −1. The overlap is given by

log〈C|C〉Off-diagonal =
( φ0

4GN

+
πφb

4GNL

)
+
(
− L c

24π
a
abra,c

ε
− πc

6L
a

ε

abra,c

− SJTbra
− SPbra

)
.

(2.43)

Here we have

SJTbra
= L

φb
16πGN

(abra,c

ε

)2

, SPbra
= L

T ′

8πGN

1

sina

(abra,c

ε

)
. (2.44)
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The tension T is cosa = −K = −T . Assuming aε/(abra,cL) � 1, the condition for that

the overlap has a maximum is

− a

24π
− T ′

8πGNc sina
> 0. (2.45)

If this were not the case, the overlap is maximized at ac/ε = 0. Defining the off-diagonal

effective temperature βoff-diagonal
M := 4aε/abra,c, the solution is given by

βoff-diagonal
M =

aφb

πGNc
(
− a

12π
− T ′

4πGN c sina

) . (2.46)

The maximum overlap is

log〈C|C〉Off-diagonal =
( φ0

4GN

+
πφb

4GNL

)
+ L

(ArccosT )2φb

πGN(βoff-diagonal
M )2

. (2.47)

This overlap is always suppressed compared to the diagonal overlap of EOW branes

(A.14) or the Hartle-Hawking no-boundary state (2.41) as expected, from the condition
SThermal
L (βM )

4
= πLc

12βM
> πcβM

12L
+ 2SB.

Spacetime Initiated by EOW Brane

We revisit spacetimes initiated by EOW brane, see Fig 6 (a). We assume the matter

BCFT is in thermal phase, so that the condition
SThermal
L (βM )

4
= πLc

12βM
> πcβM

12L
+ 2SB is

satisfied. We further assume that SB > φ0/(4GN), so that the initial state entanglement

violates the entropy bound (1.1). When 1 > K̃ = −T > −1, the background geometry

is given by the AdS wormhole. A sufficient condition for the overlap (2.34) is dominant

compared to the bra-ket wormhole, can be derived using
SThermal
L (βM )

4
= πLc

12βM
> πcβM

12L
+2SB.

This sufficient condition is given by, combined with (2.32), as

T ′

4GNc
< GW (a), (2.48)

where GW (a) = πsina(−1
8

√
1 + π2

36a2 − a
12π

). This sufficient condition requires T ′ < 0

in particular, see Fig (7). Finally, we note that the result of this section relies on the

probability distribution for the EOW brane which was assumed in (2.27) and (2.28).
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Figure 7: Plot of the function GW (a). T ′

4GN c
< GW (a) is sufficient (but not neces-

sary) to ensure the spacetime initiated by EOW brane dominates over the bra-ket

wormhole.

Factorization

Since the spacetime initiate by EOW brane does not have a bra-ket wormhole, the cor-

responding gravitationally prepared state does not have the factorization paradox at the

leading order. The factorization puzzle in the bra-ket wormhole becomes manifest when

we project the gravitationally prepared state |C〉 onto an energy eigenstate |E〉 with the

same energy density [40]. Insertion of such projection does not change the stress tensor

therefore the geometry, while the gravitational computation of the overlap 〈C|E〉〈E|C〉
and the usual product of 〈C|E〉 and 〈E|C〉 do not straightforwardly match. Moreover,

when we consider dilaton profile for the overlap 〈E|C〉, it is given by (A.13) therefore

φ→ +∞ at IR, indicating emergent AdS boundary.

On the other hand, we do not have this factorization puzzle in the spacetime with

EOW brane, since the spacetime is explicitly factorized. This, however, does not mean

the bulk gravity is not an ensemble average, as there are off-shell configurations which

again causes the factorization puzzle. Our interpretation is the EOW brane plays the role

of leading bulk excitation which restores the factorization. It is tempting to interpret along

the way of half-wormholes [113], eigenbranes [114] and non-local interaction in spacetime

branes [115].
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3 Entanglement Entropy and Pseudo Entanglement

Wedge

3.1 Pseudo Entanglement Island

We now consider the entanglement entropy of subregions of length ∆l on F using replica

trick in Schwinger-Keldysh formalism [47, 116–118]. The gravity is turned off at F and

afterward, and the gravity quantum state is projected onto a fixed length, fixed dilaton

pure state. For simplicity, we assume the total system size L is large and only consider

the case tM = 0.

Since the initial matter state is locally thermal, the entanglement entropy on the future

slice F is also locally thermal, with inverse temperature βM , assuming
SThermal
L (βM )

4
=

πcL
12βM

> πcβM
12L

+ 2SB. Therefore, when ∆l is sufficiently small, the entanglement entropy of

A can be approximated by the finite temperature effective matter theory with the inverse

temperature βM ,

SThermal
A =

c

3
log
[βM
πε

sinh
(π∆l

βM

)]
. (3.1)

For subsystems with ∆l � βM , (3.1) gives the usual vacuum entanglement entropy. For

subregions with ∆l� βM , this expression gives

SThermal
A ≈ c

3

π∆l

βM
+
c

3
log
(βM

2πε

)
, (3.2)

which is indeed the thermal entropy at inverse temperature βM . Since (3.2) obeys the

volume law, we would naively expect that the entanglement entropy increases unbound-

edly as the subsystem becomes larger until the system size reaches L/2. If the system

satisfies

2
φ0

4GN

� 1

2
SThermal
L =

c

6

πL

βM
, (3.3)

such an unbounded entropy would violate the entropy bound (1.5). This problem is similar

to the black hole information paradox, assuming turning off the gravity at F has small

effects on the entanglement structure of the matter theory. However, for large enough

subsystems, namely when βM � ∆l, we will show that there are two other phases that
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can dominate, saving the entropy bound (1.5), which we call initial boundary phase and

island phase.

In the initial boundary phase, the boundary contribution dominates the entanglement

entropy. When the distance between twist operators is comparable to the distance from

the boundary, (3.2) is no longer a good approximation, and we need to take the effects

of the initial boundary into account. In terms of Cardy’s doubling trick in BCFT, the

original twist operator 2 point function is now a 4 point function of two chiral twist

operators and their mirror images. For sufficiently large subregions, the 4 point function

in holographic BCFT is dominated by the Wick contractions between the chiral twist

operator and its mirror image. Then the entanglement entropy is given by [119,120],

SBoundary
A ≈ 2SB +

c

3
log
(βM
πε

)
, (3.4)

see also appendix B. SB is the boundary entropy [121], given by the overlap between

the vacuum and the boundary state SB = log 〈0|B〉matter. The entanglement entropy

SBoundary
A does not depend on ∆l. From the assumption

SThermal
L (βM )

4
= πcL

12βM
> πcβM

12L
+2SB,

the effective matter entanglement entropy of any subregion A with 3L/4 > ∆l > L/4 is

given by (3.4).

We now consider another phase from non-perturbative quantum gravity, the island

phase, which arises from the replica wormholes. The island phase competes with the

thermal phase as well as the initial boundary phase and emerges when the boundary

phase and the thermal phase would still violate the entropy bound (1.5),

2
φ0

4GN

� Min
[
2SB, S

Thermal
A

]
. (3.5)

We will see that such violation would not occur due to the emergence of an entanglement

island located near the past initial surface at a positive Euclidean time. As in the usual

derivation of the island formula, the replica wormholes induce emergent twist operators

in the bulk spacetime. These emergent twist operators define a subregion I in the bulk

spacetime, where ∂I corresponds to the location of these twist operators. These emergent

twist operators modify the entanglement entropy SA largely, and SA is given by the

generalized pseudo entropy of A ∪ I,

SIsland
A = Min

I
Re
[
Ext
I

[
Seff, P
A∪I +

Area[∂I]

4GN

]]
. (3.6)
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Figure 8: (a) The leading contribution to TrρnA from the replica wormholes. This

contribution consists of two geometries, one has island in the ket part and the other

in the bra part. (b) The replica wormholes that connect the bra and the ket part

of the geometry. (c) The initial time slice is now replicated, and the emergent twist

operators appear at both the bra and the ket part of the geometry. The entropy from

this configuration is SA = 2SB+SIsland
A , therefore this saddle is always subdominant,

as long as SB > 0.

Note that this expression reduces to the original matter entropy when I is empty. The

subregion I realizing the minimal, extremal generalized entropy is called entanglement

island. In JT gravity, the area term in (3.6) is replaced by the sum of the values of

dilaton φ0 + φ at ∂I.

In order to find the entanglement island, we must look for the replica wormhole geom-

etry, which gives the dominant contribution to the replica partition function TrρnA for a

sufficiently large subregion A. When the dominant background geometry is given by the

one with all F and P are connected, the replica wormholes that are replica symmetric

and can be analytically continued to noninteger n, are the one that connects bra part of

the bulk, and the one that connects ket part of the bulk, see Fig.8 (a). These two geome-

tries are related by complex conjugation; therefore the resulting entanglement entropy is

guaranteed to be real. We can dress these two geometries with handles and wormholes,

which give subleading contributions to the entanglement entropy.

The other topologies that can contribute to TrρnA are the replica wormholes that con-

nect the bra and the ket part of the bulk geometries belonging to different replicas, see
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Fig.8 (b). We can analytically continue from even n, without leaving conical defects at

∂I. It is interesting to understand whether and how these geometry contribute to the

entanglement entropy.

The another topology is the one with the emergent twist operators appearing both

at the bra and the ket part of the geometry, see Fig.8 (c). This topology enters when

the initial surfaces in different replicas are connected via the replica wormhole. The

entanglement entropy from this geometry is given by SA = 2SB + SIsland
A . This implies

this saddle is always subdominant compared to the island phase and the boundary phase,

as long as SB > 0. In the bra-ket wormhole case, we have SB = 0 , therefore the saddles

in Fig.8 (a) and (c) are degenerate.

Let us investigate the entanglement entropy with such replica wormholes or entangle-

ment islands. We consider the subsystem of |C〉 on F with boundaries at xM = ±∆l
2

.

We assume the candidate entanglement island is at z = −aI , and with boundaries at

xM = ±∆xM
2

. The entanglement entropy is given by the average of the ket and the bra

contributions. The ket part of the candidate island entropy is

SIsland, ket,P
A (aI) = 2

φ0 + φ(aI)

4GN

+
c

3
log
[(βM

πε

)2( ac
F (aI)

)
sin
(
π
aI

ε
ac

+ i(∆l −∆x)/2

βM

)

×sin
(
π
aI

ε
ac

+ i(−∆l + ∆x)/2

βM

)]
, (3.7)

Here the function F (a) is either sina for AdS wormhole, sinha for global AdS. This ket

entropy is locally minimized against the variation of ∆x at ∆l = ∆x, so we set ∆l = ∆x.

In the following, we will explicitly show SIsland, ket,P
A (aI) has extremal, where both

aI and SIsland, ket,P
A (aI) can be complex valued. Since (3.7) is a real function of aI ,

SIsland, ket,P
A (aI) is also extremal at a∗I with SIsland, ket,P

A (aI)
∗ = SIsland, ket,P

A (a∗I). There-

fore, combining with the fact that the bra part is the complex conjugate of the ket, the

island entanglement entropy is given by

SIsland
A = Min

aI
Re
[
Ext
aI

SIsland, ket,P
A (aI)

]]
. (3.8)

The results can be summarized as

SA = Min
[
SThermal
A (βM), SIsland

A , SInitial Boundary
A

]
, (3.9)

assuming we do not have other saddles, such as Fig.8 (b). Note that neither the boundary
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entropy nor the island phase depend on ∆l at leading order. Therefore whether the island

phase or the boundary phase dominates, is determined by the comparison between the

boundary entropy SB and the area term φ0/(4GN). In the following, we will explicitly

work on specific initial boundary conditions and study the island phase entanglement

entropy.

As an explicit example, we consider the case K̃ = 0. The background geometry is

that of an AdS wormhole, and the dilaton is given by (2.35). The sufficient condition for

EOW dominance (2.48) is −π(1+
√

10)
24

> T ′

4GN c
. In this case, SIsland

A (aI) is extremal at

a±I =
π

2
± iArccosh

(−3T ′

2GNc

)
, (3.10)

and the island pseudo entropy is

SIsland, ket,P
A (a±I ) = 2

φ0

4GN

+
c

3
log
[2βM
πε

sin2
(
π
4
± i

2
Arccosh

(
−3T ′

2GN c

))

(
−3T ′

2GN c

)
]

∓ ci

3

√(−3T ′

2GNc

)2

− 1. (3.11)

Since the actions for the background geometry are the same, and the real part of SIsland
A (a±I )

are identical, we conclude that these four pseudo islands from bra/ket contribute equally

to the entanglement entropy. Therefore, we conclude that the island phase entropy is

given by

SIsland
A =

1

2

[
SIsland, ket,P
A (a+

I ) + SIsland, ket,P
A (a−I )

]

= 2
φ0

4GN

+
c

3
log
[βM
πε

]
, (3.12)

which has the identical structure as the boundary phase entropy (3.4) when we replace

SB by φ0/(4GN).

We can also analyze the saddle for pseudo entropy using linear perturbation around

a = π/2. For given perturbation a = π/2 + δa, the saddle point aI of the island is given

by
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aI =
(π

2
− δa

)
± i

−3T ′

GN c
− π

π
√

( −3T ′

2GN c
)2 − 1

δa± i
(

1− 2

π
δa
)

Arccosh
(−3T ′

2GNc

)
. (3.13)

Note that we have δRe[aI ] = −δa. as the result we have Re[aI ] < a only when δa > 0, in

other word K̃ < 0. In section 3.4, we will give an entanglement wedge interpretation for

the case when Re[aI ] < a, leaving the interpretation for the case Re[aI ] > a as an open

question.

3.2 Constraint on the Initial State

When the entanglement entropy is given by the entanglement island, it is not obvious

that such entropy is consistent with the laws of quantum mechanics. Indeed, the bra-ket

wormhole was introduced as a remedy for the violation of the strong sub-additivity [40].

In this section, we will give a sufficient condition of the initial state for a class of tests

of the strong sub-additivity of the entropy, which in our case given by an average of

generalized pseudo entropy from islands. We emphasize that there is no well-defined

notion of strong sub-additivity for pseudo entropy, and what we will employ is that of

usual entanglement entropy. Note that for a pure transition matrix X = |ψ〉〈φ|/〈φ|ψ〉,
the usual purity SPA (X) = SP

Ã
(X) holds.

Let us consider the situation where the strong sub-additivity could be violated, as

pointed out in [40]. Consider a CFT which is a tensor product of two CFTs, namely

CFTc+cp = CFTc ⊗ CFTcp . c and cp are the central charges. We assume c� cp and the

entanglement entropy is given by the island phase for CFTc and CFTc+cp for large enough

regions, while we also assume the island phase in CFTcp is absent, so that CFTcp is either

in thermal phase or in the boundary phase. We consider a large enough subregion A with

length O(L). We define the complement interval as Ã. We ask the condition required by

the strong sub-additivity of the following form

S(Acp + Ac) + S(Acp + Ãcp) ≥ S(Ac + Acp + Ãcp) + S(Acp). (3.14)

We will write the pseudo island for AcAcp as I, and for Ac as I ′. Using the fact that the

emergent twist operators in the bulk couple to both CFTs, we have

S(Ac + Acp + Ãcp) = S(Ãc) = Re
[Area[∂I ′′]

4GN

+ Seff,P

ÃcĨ′′c Ĩ
′′
cp

]
, (3.15)
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Here I ′′ is the pseudo island for Ãc. Assuming cp is sufficiently small, we can approximate

I ′ and I ′′ by I, obtaining

S(Ac +Acp + Ãcp) ≈ Re
[Area[∂I]

4GN

+ Seff,P

ÃcĨcĨcp

]
, S(Ac) ≈ Re

[Area[∂I]

4GN

+ Seff,P
AcIcIcp

]
. (3.16)

The errors in these approximate equalities are sub-leading due to the extremization in

the island formula. Note that the size of the island I is approximately the same as A

in the gravitationally prepared state, which is not necessarily the case for the islands in

evaporating black hole. Then the condition for the strong sub-additivity is

Seff
Acp Ãcp

& Seff
Acp

+ Re
[
Seff,P

ÃcĨcĨcp
− Seff,P

AcAcpIcIcp

]
, (3.17)

which is automatically satisfied if these entropy are ordinary entropy of a state, from

the strong sub-additivity of entanglement entropy. This is the main reason why the

application of this argument to evaporating black hole coupled to bath does not yield any

new conditions. However, since we are considering pseudo entropy and therefore there is

no analog of the strong sub-additivity, this inequality yield a new condition on the initial

state. Let us study the implication of (3.17) explicitly. From the Weyl transformation,

using (B.1), we have

Seff
Acp

= Seff,P
Icp

+
cp
3

log
F (aI)

ac
, Seff

Ãcp
= Seff,P

Ĩcp
+
cp
3

log
F (aI)

ac
, (3.18)

where F (a) = sina for AdS wormhole and F (a) = sinha for global AdS, and LA is the

length of A. Since the twist operators of Acp and Icp in Seff,P
AcAcpIcIcp

contract with each

other, we have

Seff
Acp Ãcp

& Seff
Acp

+ Seff
Ãcp
− Re

[cp
3

log
[(βM

πε

)2

sin2
(πaI

4a

)]]
. (3.19)

This condition leads, ignoring the last LA independent term and using the sub-additivity

Seff
Acp Ãcp

≤ Seff
Acp

+ Seff
Ãcp

of usual entropy,

Seff
Acp Ãcp

≈ Seff
Acp

+ Seff
Ãcp
. (3.20)
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We conclude that the state TrCFTc

[
|B(βM)〉〈B(βM)|CFTc⊗CFTcp

]
must be a thermal mixed

state with inverse temperature βM , in order to be consistent with the strong sub-additivity

of the usual entanglement entropy. Note that TrCFTc

[
|B(βM)〉〈B(βM)|CFTc⊗CFTcp

]
cannot

be a maximally mixed state of regularized boundary states. Indeed, though the boundary

states in CFTc⊗CFTcp are zero-eigenvectors of L
c+cp
n −L̃c+cp−n = Lcn−L̃c−n+L

cp
n −L̃cp−n, they

are not necessarily zero-eigenvectors of L
cp
n − L̃

cp
−n. This freedom relaxes the boundary

conformal symmetry which equates the chiral and anti-chiral conformal dimensions, so

that the reduced density matrix TrCFTc

[
|B(βM)〉〈B(βM)|CFTc⊗CFTcp

]
can contain nonzero

eigenvectors of L
cp
n − L̃

cp
−n. Note that in non-diagonal CFT, the density of regularized

boundary states can be estimated as a square root of full density of states, as demonstrated

in holographic BCFT [108].

It is now clear why the usual Hartle-Hawking state without bra-ket wormhole is not

consistent with an island, violating the strong sub-additivity (3.14). Since the matter state

prepared by the Hartle-Hawking no boundary prescription is the CFT vacuum state, when

CFT takes a form as CFTc+cp = CFTc⊗CFTcp , the matter state is an unentangled state

|0〉c+cp = |0〉c ⊗ |0〉cp . Therefore, the state lacks sufficient entanglement necessary for the

island formula to satisfy (3.14) or (3.20). In appendix C, we explicitly show low entropy

mixed state of boundary states violates (3.20).

It is tempting to interpret the condition (3.20) as a consequence of ensemble average

in semiclassical gravity, which is closely related to the absence of global symmetry in

gravity [55–58].

3.3 Comparison with Other Islands

Let us describe the differences between the islands we will discuss, islands in black hole

evaporation context, cosmological islands [66], and islands in the bra-ket wormhole [40].

The cosmological island set up in [66] describes open universe entangled with a reser-

voir. When there is sufficiently large entanglement between the subregion in the cosmo-

logical spacetime and the reservoir, an island will be formed in the cosmological spacetime,

and the entropy is described by the boundary area of the island. This description is in

parallel with the standard island story in black hole evaporation.

For the islands in bra-ket wormhole [40], we can interpret them in two ways. The first

way is to understand the bra-ket wormhole as a closed universe entangled with the universe

which ends at F [40, 41]. In this interpretation, the bra-ket wormhole appears because

we need to trace out the closed universe to obtain the reduced density matrix on F .
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(a-1) (a-2) (b)

FF F
ρ =

N∑

i=1

1

N
|Ei〉〈Ei|

Figure 9: (a-1)(a-2): Hartle-Hawking no boundary initial condition fixes the initial

timeslice to have zero volume. When L/φb is sufficiently large, (a-2) dominates over

(a-1), see [40]. (b): We can also view the bra-ket wormhole as taking thermal mixed

state as the initial state.

Interestingly, the matter entanglement entropy of whole F is zero at leading order, so the

matter state on F is always pure. This implies that we should not take the closed universe

degrees of freedom as independent degrees of freedom. This interpretation is in parallel

with the standard island story in black hole evaporation, except for the continuation to

the non-gravitational spacetime is done on a space-like timeslice.

The second way of understanding is that the bra-ket wormhole is preparing a matter

thermal mixed state as the initial state. Because the entanglement entropy obey the vol-

ume law, the entanglement entropy for large subregion is governed by the island formula.

The mixed nature of the initial state cannot be seen from the matter state on F at the

leading order, and the entropy of the state on F is zero. This is because a universe which

is finite and has no timelike boundary cannot be entangled with exterior degrees of free-

dom, though it may have future spacelike boundary. Indeed, the island for the exterior

degrees of freedom that are entangled with, covers the entire timeslice of the spacetime,

and therefore the entanglement entropy is zero3.

This setup is what we considered in this paper. We found that we can use the island

formula for spacetime initiated by a pure state, as long as it satisfies the condition (3.19).

The gravitationally prepared state is always pure regardless of the existence of the island

phase. However, we cannot have mixed state as the initial state when we do not have the

island phase, if we demand the state on F to be pure. This situation is different from the

3This conclusion seems to be the same when we allow black holes to form in the spacetime, choosing

the future timeslice F on which we do the projection onto fixed length/dilaton timeslice to include black

hole interior. However, we have to be careful with the use of the projection, since the orthogonality of

fixed length/dilaton states is merely approximate.
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bra-ket wormhole, where having thermal mixed state as the initial state is equivalent to

the emergence of the bra-ket wormhole and islands, saving the purity of the state on F .

3.4 Pseudo Entanglement Wedge

In this section, we generalize the standard entanglement wedge reconstruction [17, 19–

21, 23] to the cases without a moment of time reflection symmetry. Such construction is

crucial to understand the islands we considered when Re[aI ] < a, while leaving the case

Re[aI ] > a as an open question.

Let us first explain how the moment of time reflection symmetry plays an important

role in the standard entanglement wedge reconstruction even when the bulk is time-

dependent. In the standard gravitational replica trick derivation of the HRT formula

[47,116], Schwinger-Keldysh formalism in the bulk spacetime and the boundary is used to

prepare the boundary and bulk reduced density matrices. In that case, the HRT surface

is on the bulk time slice where the bra and the ket part of the bulk geometries are glued

together. This means the HRT surface sits at the moment of time reflection symmetric

slice, in the geometry prepared by Schwinger-Keldysh procedure. The HRT surface defines

a bulk reduced density of states thanks to this time reflection symmetry, which can be

reconstructed in terms of boundary reduced density matrix through entanglement wedge

reconstruction.

This section aims to clarify the entanglement wedge reconstruction when the HRT sur-

face or the entanglement island is located at a slice without such time reflection symmetry.

We claim that in such a case, what we have in the bulk spacetime is a bulk transition

matrix instead of a bulk state. We will see that the JLMS formula [12, 14] and bulk

modular Hamiltonian can also be generalized. The discussion in this section applies to

the case when aI < a, which does not involve reversed Euclidean time evolution, leaving

the interpretation of aI > a case as open problem.

We first revisit the path integral in the gravitational replica trick. We first identify the

bulk matter transition matrix, for the semiclassical geometry where we have an island in

the ket part of the bulk. There are three timeslices that we need to consider, the future

flat space time slice Tflat which contains A, the bulk time slice Tket which contain the

island Iket in the ket, and its bra counterpart Tbra. We now define the bulk transition

matrix on A ∪ Iket. We define surfaces A± and Iket± by infinitesimal Euclidean time

translation of A and I respectively, with the sign ±. We put boundary conditions on

the CFT wavefunction ψ at Iket+, Iket−, A+ and A−, as ψI
ket+

, ψI
ket−

, ψA
+

and ψA
−

, see

Fig.10. With these boundary conditions, the effective matter path integral now defines
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UψIket−

UψIket+

ψA+

ψA−

EÃ

P

P
F〈UB(βM − βI)P |

|UB(βM − βI)P 〉

ETbra

EĨket

Figure 10: Decomposition of the matrix element 〈UψIket+
, ψA

− |ρBulk
ket (A ∪ Iket :

aI)|UψIket−
, ψA

+〉 in terms of basis ETbra
, EÃ, EĨket of CFT subregions. Note that

the time orderings of A∓ and I±. The initial boundary state now acts as a final

state after CPT conjugation. Such CPT conjugation allows us to introduce the

thermofield double state, and regard the initial state as a final state projection.

the matrix element of the bulk transition matrix ρBulk
ket (A ∪ Iket : aI),

〈UψIket+

, ψA
−|ρBulk

ket (A ∪ Iket : aI)|UψI
ket−

, ψA
+〉

:=
∑

ETbra
,EÃ,E ˜

Iket

〈B|e−[(βM−βI)/4−i(tM−tI)]H |ETbra
〉〈ETbra

|e−(βI/4−itI)H |ψA+

, EÃ〉

× 〈ψA− , EÃ|e−(βI/4+itI)H |ψIket+

, EĨket〉〈ψIket−
, EĨket|e−[(βM−βI)/4+i(tM−tI)]H |B〉.

(3.21)

Here we defined βI := 4aI , and U is the CPT operator, which is anti-unitary and

commutes with the Hamiltonian4. Here
∑

ER
|ER〉〈ER| is the CFT resolution of identity

on a subregion R. Note that the definition of the transition matrix is defined in such a

way that it involves reversed time evolution at I.

The bra counterpart is similarly defined as

4Anti-unitary operator U is an anti-linear operator that satisfies 〈Ua|Ub〉 = 〈a|b〉∗. Its adjoint is

defined by 〈U†a|b〉 = 〈a|Ub〉∗.
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〈UψIbra+

, ψA
−|ρBulk

bra (A ∪ Ibra : aI)|UψI
bra−

, ψA
+〉

:=
∑

ETbra
,EÃ,EĨbra

〈B|e−[(βM−βI)/4−i(tM−tI)]H |ψIbra+

, EĨbra〉〈ψIbra−
, EĨbra|e−(βI/4−itI)H |ψA+

, EÃ〉

× 〈ψA− , EÃ|e−(βI/4+itI)H |ETket
〉〈ETket

|e−[(βM−βI)/4+i(tM−tI)]H |B〉. (3.22)

Here we defined Ibra± according to the time ordering. When we take a time reflection of

the ket semiclassical geometry, we have A± → A∓ and Iket± → Ibra∓. From such reflection

we see that ρBulk
ket (A ∪ Iket : aI) = ρBulk

bra (A ∪ Ibra : aI)
†.

We will rewrite the bulk transition matrix ρBulk
ket (A ∪ Iket : aI) in terms of thermofield

double states,

|TFD(β, t)PF〉 :=
1√

ZThermal
CFT (β)

∑

E

e−βE/2−iEt|UE〉P ⊗ |E〉F ∈ CFTP ⊗ CFTF , (3.23)

|TFD(β, t)PF〉 :=
1√

ZThermal
CFT (β)

∑

E

e−βE/2−iEt|E〉P ⊗ |UE〉F ∈ CFTP ⊗ CFTF , (3.24)

where ZThermal
CFT (β) :=

∑
a e
−βEa .

Using thermofield double states and setting βI := 4aI , we reach the following equality,

ρBulk
ket (A ∪ Iket : aI) = ZThermal

CFT (βI/2) TrĨket,Ã

[
|TFD(βI/2, tI)PF〉〈TFD(βI/2, tI)PF |

× e−[(βM−βI)/4−i(tM−tI)]H |UB〉〈UB|e−[(βM−βI)/4+i(tM−tI)]H
]
. (3.25)

The derivation is explained in appendix D.The generalization of this equality to more

generic initial states is straightforward, which gives the bulk transition matrix for generic

gravitational backgrounds. Note that we have actions of U on the initial boundary states in

(3.25). This is because we are considering reverse time evolution for these initial-boundary

states. This allows us to understand why we have entanglement island in cosmological

settings. When the semiclassical geometry is analytically continued to a positive imag-

inary time direction, we can consider CPT conjugation at a positive Euclidean time at

which the island is located, and we evolve the spacetime in reverse time direction from

that time. Then, we obtain a spacetime which splits into two disconnected spacetimes,
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one is a closed universe which will be projected by the final boundary state, and the other

spacetime will continue to the flat space where we measure the entanglement entropy.

Gravity dual of such measurements using boundary states were considered in [105,122].

Importantly, the transition matrix ρBulk
ket (A ∪ Iket) is not Hermitian, therefore not a

state. However, we can still define a quantity for such transition matrix ρ̃ := ρ/Trρ, which

has identical expression as standard von Neumann entropy, called pseudo entropy [96,97],

SP(ρ̃) := −Tr
[
ρ̃ log ρ̃

]
. (3.26)

Since ρ is no longer Hermitian, the definition of operator function log must be specified.

We use a definition of operator function f(ρ) which satisfies X−1f(ρ)X = f(X−1ρX) and

makes use of Jordan normal form. For the detailed definition, we refer to [96]. Using such

definition, we have

SP(ρ̃) = −
∑

λ(ρ̃)

λ(ρ̃)logλ(ρ̃). (3.27)

Here λ(ρ̃) are the eigenvalues of ρ̃ which can be obtained via Jordan normal form. Its

Renyi entropy has an analogous expression. Since λ(ρ̃) can take any complex value, the

pseudo entropy can be complex-valued. The gravity dual of this pseudo entropy is the

area of the extremal surface in the bulk spacetime, anchored from boundary subregion

A [96], which can be derived using gravitational replica trick [11]. This equality can

be generalized straightforwardly to include quantum corrections. Suppose that γA is a

bulk surface anchored from ∂A, and homologous and space-like separated to A. The

EW [A :M] is a subregion of a timeslice bounded by γA and A. By the path integral of

bulk matter with the fixed boundary condition at EW [A : γA], we obtain a bulk transition

matrix ρBulk(EW [A : γA]) on EW [A : γA]. From the gravitational replica trick, we obtain

SPA = MinExt
γA

[Area[γA]

4GN

+ SP (ρBulk(EW [A : γA]))
]
, (3.28)

which can be naturally called generalized pseudo entropy. When γA realizes the extremal

of (3.28), the region EW [A : γA] is called pseudo entanglement wedge and γA is called

pseudo RT surface.

In terms of pseudo entropy, the ket/bra part of our island entanglement entropy can

be written as
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Sket
A (aI) = 2

φ0 + φ(aI)

4GN

+ SP(ρ̃Bulk
ket (A ∪ Iket : aI)). (3.29)

Sbra
A (aI) = 2

φ0 + φ(aI)
∗

4GN

+ SP(ρ̃Bulk
bra (A ∪ Ibra : aI)). (3.30)

This is the precise version of the island formula for the gravitationally prepared state

in generic cosmological backgrounds, in terms of bulk transition matrix. Here we have

Sbra
A (aI) = Sket

A (aI)
∗, and the entropy is given by their average

SA(aI) =
1

2

[
Sket
A (aI) + Sbra

A (aI)
]
. (3.31)

In the following, we will study entanglement wedge reconstruction for holographic systems

as well as in the presence of island.

Pseudo Entanglement Wedge in Holography

Let us consider the case when an overlap of two CFT states has multiple dual gravity

saddlesMi in Schwinger-Keldysh formalism. Considering a subregion A on the time slice,

yields a modular Hamiltonian HA and a transition matrix ρA. These saddles may not have

a moment of time reflection symmetry. For the case with a moment of time reflection

symmetry in holography, see [123].

Each bulk geometry is associated with CFT transition matrix ρ
(i)
A , which are assumed

to satisfy,

1 = Tr
[
ρA

]
= Tr

[∑

i

ρ
(i)
A

]
, Tr

[
ρnA

]
≈ Tr

[∑

i

ρ
(i)
A
n
]

(n ∈ Z>0), (3.32)

In other words, the cross terms between different saddles are assumed to be suppressed.

Note that this is an assumption on ρ
(i)
A , since ρ

(i)
A ρ

(j)
A with i 6= j are not necessarily

suppressed, when we can glue EW [A : Mi] with EW [A : Mj]. We can associate the

corresponding modular Hamiltonians of these transition matrices ρ̃
(i)
A := ρ

(i)
A /pi with pi :=

Trρ
(i)
A as

H
(i)
A := −logρ̃

(i)
A . (3.33)

Then we have
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SA = −Tr
[
ρAlogρA

]
≈
∑

i

pi〈H(i)
A 〉ρ̃(i)

A
+
∑

i

−pilog pi. (3.34)

Since 〈H(i)
A 〉ρ̃(i)

A
is equal to the pseudo entropy of ρ̃

(i)
A , we have

〈H(i)
A 〉ρ̃(i)

A
=

Area[γiA]

4GN

+ 〈HMi

bulk:EW [A:Mi]
〉ρBulk(EW [A:Mi]). (3.35)

Here γiA is the generalized pseudo RT surface in Mi, which is anchored from ∂A. The

pseudo entanglement wedge EW [A : Mi] is a region of a time slice in Mi, which is

bounded by A and γiA.

With these formulae in hand, now we can compare the bulk and CFT pseudo relative

entropy. The pseudo relative entropy between ρA and σA is defined by the usual expression

SP(ρA|σA) := Tr
[
ρA log ρA

]
− Tr

[
ρA log σA

]
. (3.36)

Note that we again use Jordan normal form to define matrix functions. Such relative

entropy is no longer positive and can be complex-valued; therefore its meaning as a

distance measure for states is unclear. Let us consider a small perturbation ρ
(i)
A as σ

(i)
A =

ρ
(i)
A + δρ

(i)
A , in such a way that the dual semiclassical geometry and the location of γ

(i)
A are

unchanged. In such case, we find

SP(ρ̃
(i)
A |σ̃

(i)
A ) ≈ SP(ρBulk(EW [A :Mi])|σBulk(EW [A :Mi])). (3.37)

When ρA and σA are states instead of transition matrices, this approximate equality

implies the Petz map RN ,ρA for the bulk-to-boundary isometric map N , is indeed an ap-

proximate recovery map. In other words, it implies that the Petz map RN ,ρA : L(HA)→
L(HBulk

EW [A:M]) for the encoding mapN : L(HBulk
EW [A:M])→ L(HA) satisfiesRN ,ρA(N (ρBulk

EW [A])) ≈
ρBulk
EW [A] and RN ,ρA(N (σBulk

EW [A])) ≈ σBulk
EW [A], where the error vanishes when the (3.37) is an

exact equality. It has not been clarified whether this same story holds for general transi-

tion matrices. We plan to explore recovery maps for general transition matrices in [100].

Generalization of the pseudo entanglement wedge reconstruction to entanglement pseudo

island is straightforward, and is described in Appendix E.
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3.5 Pseudo Python’s Lunch

While we expect that with an analog of the Petz recovery map for transition matrix,

we can reconstruct bulk information, it is important to understand how difficult it is

to implement such a recovery task. In an evaporating black holes after the Page time,

the number of unitary gates C required to recover a diary thrown into the black hole,

from the collected Hawking radiation is estimated to be an exponential of the black hole

entropy [124]

log C ≈ c0SBH, (3.38)

where c0 is an order one constant. The connection between this exponential complexity

of recovery and the bulk geometry was addressed in [101]. Based on the tensor network

description of the bulk, it was conjectured that such exponential complexity is evaluated

by an exponent of the Python’s lunch. We briefly explain this Python’s lunch conjecture.

Consider an entanglement wedge EWA of a system A with a quantum Ryu-Takayanagi

surface γL, and suppose that there is another quantum extremal surface γR anchored from

A which is contained in EWA. The Python’s lunch conjecture states that the complexity

of recovery is given by

log C ≈ Ext
Σ

Min
γt

Max
t

[1

2

(
Sgen(γt)− Sgen(γR)

)]
. (3.39)

Here Sgen(γ) is the generalized entropy of the subregion bounded by A and γ, where Σ is

a timeslice which contains A, γL and γR. The set γt (t ∈ [0, 1]) is a continuous family

of curves in Σ anchored from ∂A , whose boundary condition is given by γt=0 = γL and

γt=1 = γR. When the spacetime signature is Lorentzian, Ext
Σ

= Max
Σ

, while for Euclidean

signature Σ is the reflection symmetric time slice. The Python’s lunch conjecture is based

on tensor network description of the bulk geometry, and making use of the Grover search

algorithm for the recovery task.

We will now generalize the Python’s lunch conjecture to non-time-reflection symmetric

case. In Euclidean case, the natural choice is to replace generalized entropy by generalized

pseudo entropy,

log C ≈ Min
Σ

Ext
γt

Max
t

[1

2
Re
[
SPgen(γt)− SPgen(γR)

]]
, (3.40)

which can be naturally called pseudo Python’s lunch conjecture. The timeslice Σ is now
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generic timeslice, and in particular not constrained to be time reflection symmetric. We

leave Lorentzian generalization as a future problem, since pseudo entropy can be complex

in that case so that the meaning is not clear yet.

We now apply this pseudo Python’s lunch conjecture to estimate the difficulty in the

recovery of the bulk excitation on ρBulk
ket (A ∪ I : aI) at the entanglement island I. We

assume the timeslice Σ as the z = −aI slice for simplicity. γR is now an empty set, and

the generalized pseudo entropy SPgen(γR) is equal to thermal entropy of A. γL is equal to

the boundary of the island, which is at z = −aI and xM = ±∆l/2.

We will now estimate the size of the Python’s lunch. One possible choice of the

continuous family of curves γt from γt=0 = γR to γt=1 = γL, are the subregions xM ∈
[−t∆l/2, t∆l/2] of Σ plus A. In this case, the initial increase of the generalized entropy

is approximately 2 φ0

4GN
. Therefore, we obtain an estimate for the necessary number of

gates to recover the bulk excitation on the island as

log C ≈ φ0

4GN

. (3.41)

We conclude that the recovery task of information on island is exponentially difficult. The

argument here can be used to the Python’s lunch argument for closed universes.

4 Discussions

In this paper, we considered entanglement entropy of a gravitationally prepared state

in two-dimensional gravity with finite-boundary initial conditions. We found that when

the entanglement entropy of the initial state is sufficiently large so that it could violate

the entropy bound (1.5), the entanglement island emerges near the initial boundary.

Consequently, the entanglement entropy is given by the island formula and satisfies the

entropy bound (1.5) up to small corrections. We also studied possible initial conditions

from extrinsic curvatures and the matter entanglement entropy. We have seen that K ≥ 0

is necessary in order not to lose the information of the initial state in Euclidean AdS, and

any small fraction of degrees of freedom should be thermally entangled with the rest

in order to have consistent entanglement entropy. To summarize, we found a necessary

condition on the initial state which allows us to use the island formula, for spacetime

whose initial conditions are not described by the Hartle-Hawking no boundary condition.

The method in this paper can be applied to Lorentzian spacetimes in two and higher

dimensions, especially de Sitter spacetimes. One obstacle for Lorentzian extension is that
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the rule to pick from multiple saddles is not clear from the viewpoint of saddle point

analysis, especially when the imaginary part of the action is not bounded from below

so that the interpretation in terms of probability breaks down. Our interpretation of

this problem is based on Lefschetz thimble [92, 94]. In Lefschetz thimble, one starts

with a path integral with real metric and initial boundary conditions. The oscillating

path integral turns out to be approximated by complex saddle points and these complex

saddles are determined by the initial condition. In particular, not all of the saddles are

relevant for the path integral, so that the unbounded imaginary part of the action is

not necessarily problematic. Closely related uses of complex saddles in the context of

Lorentzian entanglement island are discussed in [47,118].

Another obstacle for Lorentzian generalization is the problem of causality. Since our

island lives near the initial boundary, it is natural to wonder if the formula is inconsistent

with the causality. In the HRT formula, it is important that HRT surface γA is space-like

separated from causal wedge C(A) of A [13, 125–127]. If γA is time-like separated from

C(A), we have a geodesic which intersects both γA and C(A); therefore we can consider a

bulk particle on that geodesic. Though the entanglement entropy of A is unchanged, the

area of HRT surface γA can changes in general, arriving at a contradiction. The absence

of causality issue in island outside black hole horizon is discussed in [25].

The argument above for HRT surface does not directly apply to the gravitationally

prepared state and island near the past initial boundary. This is because the spacetime we

consider is complex, in particular, has Euclidean part, and the island is located at positive

Euclidean time. It is interesting to understand the causality constraints systematically in

complex spacetime, especially those of generalized extremal surfaces for pseudo entropy.

While we specified a necessary condition for the initial state, we have not shown that

there are explicit examples. It is interesting to construct boundary state whose reduced

density of state TrCFTc

[
|B(βM)〉〈B(βM)|CFTc⊗CFTcp

]
is a thermal mixed state, working

explicitly in symmetric orbifold CFT for example.

The geometry we consider can be described as inserting a junction in a wormhole

and taking Z2 orbifold. The initial matter state we consider is by construction pure, as

opposed to a thermal mixed state in the bra-ket wormhole. This resembles considering

non-averaged initial state by a projection. It is interesting to see how these observa-

tions are related to the eigenbranes in JT gravity [114], half wormholes [113], non-local

interaction in spacetime branes [115]. and brane anti-brane nucleation in wormhole ge-

ometry [128,129].

We also developed pseudo entanglement wedge reconstruction and pseudo JLMS for-

mula and identified the bulk transition matrix, which should be, at least partially, recov-
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ered from a fine-grained state. Although we have found the pseudo entanglement wedge

version of the JLMS formula, the recovery map for the pseudo entanglement wedge recon-

struction is yet unknown in the literature. We expect there is a recovery map analogous

to the Petz recovery map, which is currently under investigation in [100].
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A Other Background AdS2

A.1 Global AdS2

We consider background global AdS metric

ds2 =
dz2 + dx2

sinh2z
, φ =

φr
−tanhz

for z ≤ −ac. (A.1)

We then glue the AdS spacetime at z = −ac to a flat spacetime,

ds2 =
−dt2M + dx2

M

ε2
, φ =

φb
ε

=
φr
ac
. (A.2)

We take the z coordinate of the initial timeslice P as z = −a. On P , the induced spatial

metric and the extrinsic curvature are

√
hxMxM =

1

sinha

(ac
ε

)
, K̃ = cosha. (A.3)

√
hxMxM can take any positive value, while the extrinsic curvature is restricted to K̃ ≥ 1.

We again consider Weyl transformation from the original metric to the flat space,

ds2
g =

dz2 + dx2

sinh2z
→ ds2

g′ =
dz2 + dx2

a2
c

=
dz2

M + dx2
M

ε2
. (A.4)
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The Weyl factor is then

ds2
g = e2τds2

g′ , eτ =
ac

−sinhz
. (A.5)

For this Weyl transformation, the anomaly stress tensor is

TAnomaly,g′→g
µν = T̃Anomaly,g′→g

µν − c

24π
gµν , (A.6)

with

T̃Anomaly,g′→g
zMzM

= −T̃Anomaly,g′→g
xMxM

= − c

24π

(abra,c

ε

)2

. (A.7)

The last term in the anomaly stress tensor, − c
24π
gµν , can again be canceled by moving

c
24π

∫
M

√
g into the matter action. The flat space after the Weyl transformation is a

Euclidean strip. Its width in (zM , xM) coordinate is βM
2

:= abra
ε

abra,c
+ aket

ε
abra,c

+ βb
2

. The

stress tensor is given by

TMatter,g′

zMzM
= −TMatter,g′

xMxM
= − c

6π

( π

βM

)2

. (A.8)

The dilaton is

φ =
φb

−tanhz

abra,c

ε
+

4π2GNc

3

( 1

4π2
+

1

β2
Bulk

)( z

tanhz
− 1
)
. (A.9)

Therefore, the overlap is

log〈C|C〉 = L
c

24π

(
abra

abra,c

ε
+aket

aket,c

ε

)
+log〈B(βM)|B(βM)〉Flat Cylinder−SJTket

−SJTbra
−SPbra

−SPket
.

(A.10)

Here we have

SJTket
= −L 1

16πGN

φb

(aket,c

ε

)2

, SPket
= L

T ′

8πGN

1

sinha

(aket,c

ε

)
. (A.11)

The tension T < 0 determines a uniquely, since cosha = −K = −T .
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Note that SJTket
has a wrong sign, diverges negatively when ac/ε→∞ if φb > 0. This

is usually not an issue when there is no initial boundary, since demanding the global AdS

geometry to have no conical deficit angle implies LP = Lac/ε = 2π. Therefore ac/ε is not

a variable subject to the equation of motion. On the other hand, it is not clear whether we

should demand LP = Lac/ε = 2π when there is an initial surface that hides the potential

conical deficit angle. If we were to stick to positive real ac/ε, we should assume φb < 0 in

order to have a solution with maximum partition function.

In the following, we will only consider the case with LP = Lac/ε = 2π. For simplicity,

we will assume βb = 0 in the following. Then we have

βM =
2aL

π
. (A.12)

We assume SThermal(βM)/4 > πcβM
12L

+ 2SB and a = abra = aket and βM/L � 1. These

assumption in particular implies βBulk < 2π when SB > 0. The dilaton is then

φ =
φb

−tanhz

2π

L
+

4π2GNc

3

( 1

4π2
+

1

β2
Bulk

)( z

tanhz
− 1
)
, (A.13)

and the overlap is,

log〈C|C〉 =
πcL

12βM
+

πφb
2GNL

− T ′

2GN

√
T 2 − 1

− 2SB. (A.14)

We now consider whether the spacetime with EOW brane is dominant or not, com-

pared to other geometries.

Off-diagonal Overlap of EOW Brane and No-Boundary State

For the case when K̃ > 1, the overlap is given by

log〈C|C〉Off-diagonal =
( φ0

4GN

+
πφb

4GNL

)
+
( πφb

4GNL
− T ′

4GN

√
T 2 − 1

)
, (A.15)

which is suppressed compared to the diagonal overlap of EOW branes (A.15) or the

Hartle-Hawking no-boundary state as expected, from the condition
SThermal
L (βM )

4
= πLc

12βM
>

πcβM
12L

+ 2SB.
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Spacetime Initiated by EOW Brane

When K̃ > 1, the background geometry is given by the global AdS. The overlap is given

by (A.14). We can again derive a sufficient condition that (A.14) is dominant compared

to the bra-ket wormhole using
SThermal
L (βM )

4
= πLc

12βM
> πcβM

12L
+ 2SB. This sufficient condition

is

T ′

4GNc
< −LGNcπsinha

64φb
. (A.16)

Note in particular this condition requires T ′ < 0.

A.2 Poincare AdS2

We assume the background metric and the dilaton are those of Poincare AdS;

ds2 =
dz2 + dx2

z2
, φ =

φr
−z for z ≤ −ac. (A.17)

We glue AdS spacetime at z = −ac to flat spacetime,

ds2 =
−dt2M + dx2

M

ε2
, φ =

φb
ε

=
φr
ac
. (A.18)

We consider effective matter state |C〉 on Minkowski timeslice, at tM = 0. We again

assume the z coordinate of P as z = −a. On P , the spatial metric and the extrinsic

curvatures are

√
hxMxM =

1

a

(ac
ε

)
, K̃ = 1. (A.19)

Fixing
√
hxMxM determines the ratio a/ac only.

√
hxMxM can take any positive value. We

take z coordinate of P as z = −a. We assume the topology for the ket(bra) is again the

trivial one. We consider Weyl transformation from the original metric to the flat metric

ds2
g =

dz2 + dx2

z2
→ ds2

g′ =
dz2 + dx2

ε2
. (A.20)

The Weyl factor is
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ds2
g = e2τds2

g′ , e
τ =

ε

−z . (A.21)

For the Weyl transformation in our case, the anomaly stress tensor is

TAnomaly,g′→g
µν = − c

24π
gµν , (A.22)

which can be canceled by including c
24π

∫
M

√
|g| in the matter action. The flat part is an

infinite Euclidean strip. Its width in (xM , zM) coordinate is βM
2

:= abra
ε

abra,c
+aket

ε
abra,c

+ βb
2

.

Then the stress tensor is given by

TMatter,g′

zMzM
= −TMatter,g′

xMxM
= − c

6π

( π

βM

)2

. (A.23)

The dilaton is given by

φ =
φb
−z

ac
ε

+
4π2GNc

9

( −z
βBulk

)2

. (A.24)

Therefore, we have

log〈C|C〉 = log〈B(βM)|B(βM)〉Flat Cylinder − SJTket
− SJTket

− SPbra
− SPket

. (A.25)

B BCFT Pseudo Entropy

Consider a BCFT on Euclidean two dimensional plane with coordinate (σ, x), with two

boundaries at σ = ±β/4. We assume that BCFT is holographic BCFT so that the

correlation functions are given by Wick contractions. Let us evaluate the pseudo entropy

of an interval A with boundaries at (σ, x) = (σ, x1), (σ, x2), alternatively the pseudo

entropy of a transition matrix TrÃ[e−(β
4

+σ)H |B〉〈B|e−(β
4
−σ)H ]. For gravity duals, see [98].

We will also consider its analytical continuation to real time σ → σ+it, the pseudo entropy

of TrÃ[e−(β
4

+σ+it)H |B〉〈B|e−(β
4
−σ−it)H ]. We define ∆x = x2−x1. When the pseudo entropy

SPA is given by the Wick contraction between twist operators, we have
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σ
x

β/4

−β/4

A

Figure 11: Ryu-Takayanagi surfaces (dotted red lines) for the subregion A in

terms of AdS/BCFT ending at the EOW brane emanated from σ = β/4 boundary.

This situation corresponds to the case when twist operators for A contract with the

boundary at σ = β/4. When the boundary conditions at σ = ±β/4 are identical and

the total system size is sufficiently large, the two EOW branes are connected, and

the boundary correlation functions behave thermally. When one of two conditions

is not satisfied, the EOW branes are disconnected, and RT surface can end on both

EOW branes.

SPA =
c

6
log
[( β

2πε

)2

2sinh2
(π
β

∆x
)]
. (B.1)

In other words we assume the dominant intermediate operator beween twist operator is

the vacuum. Here SPA is the usual thermal entropy at inverse temperature β; moreover,

analytical continuation to real-time gives the same result. This implies that the state is

locally at thermal equilibrium with inverse temperature β.

Let us consider the case when two twist operators contract with the boundary at

σ = ±β/4, see Fig 11. The pseudo entropy is

SPA (σ,±β/4) =
c

3
log
[ β
πε

sin
(2π(∓σ + β/4)

β

)]
+ 2SB, (B.2)

and its analytical continuation to real time σ → σ + it is

SPA (t, σ, ± β/4) =
c

3
log
[ β
πε

sin
(2π(∓σ + β/4)∓ 2iπt

β

)]
+ 2SB. (B.3)

When one twist operator contract with the boundary at σ = β/4 and another with the
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boundary at σ = −β/4, the pseudo entropy is

SPA (σ, β/4,−β/4) =
c

6
log
[( β
πε

)2

sin
(2π(σ + β/4)

β

)
sin
(2π(−σ + β/4)

β

)]
+ 2SB, (B.4)

and its analytical continuation to real time σ → σ + it is

SPA (t, σ, β/4,−β/4) =
c

6
log
[( β
πε

)2

sin
(2π(σ + β/4) + 2iπt

β

)
sin
(2π(−σ + β/4)− 2iπt

β

)]
+2SB.

(B.5)

When σ = 0 with real time t, the transition matrix of interest is a state, and its entan-

glement entropy is given by

SA =
c

3
log
[ β
πε

cosh
(2πt

β

)]
+2SB =

1

2

(
SPA (t, 0, β/4)+SPA (t, 0,−β/4)

)
= SPA (t, 0, β/4,−β/4).

(B.6)

C Low Entropy Mixed State of Boundary States

Mixed state of regularized boundary states,

TrCFTc

[
|B(βM)〉〈B(βM)|CFTc⊗CFTcp

]
=
∑

a

pa|Ba(βM)〉〈Ba(βM)|CFTcp , (C.1)

with
∑

a pa = 1, pa ≥ 0 and
SThermal
cp,L

(βM )

4
= πcpL

12βM
> πcpβM

6L
+ 2S

cp
Ba

, can be shown to violate

(3.20), assuming the number of nonzero pa is small compared to e
SThermal
cp,L

(βM )
. Since the

overlap between different regularized boundary states is exponentially suppressed, the

entanglement entropy of A with L/2 > LA > L/4 is given by

Seff
Acp

=
cp
3

log
[βM
πε

]
+ 2S̄

cp
B , S

eff
Ãcp

=
cp
3

log
[βM
πε

]
+ 2S̄

cp
B . (C.2)

Here we defined averaged boundary entropy
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S̄
cp
B :=

∑

a

paS
cp
Ba
−
∑

a

palog pa. (C.3)

Then we have S(CFTcp) = −∑a palog pa ≤ S̄
cp
B and Seff

Acp
+ Seff

Ãcp
≈ 4S̄

cp
B , inconsistent

with (3.20).

D Details of Bulk Transition Matrix

We explain details on the bulk transition matrix ρBulk
ket (A ∪ Iket : aI). It is defined by

〈UψIket+

, ψA
−|ρBulk

ket (A ∪ Iket : aI)|UψI
ket−

, ψA
+〉

:=
∑

ETbra
,EÃ,E ˜

Iket

〈B|e−[(βM−βI)/4−i(tM−tI)]H |ETbra
〉〈ETbra

|e−(βI/4−itI)H |ψA+

, EÃ〉

× 〈ψA− , EÃ|e−(βI/4+itI)H |ψIket+

, EĨket〉〈ψIket−
, EĨket|e−[(βM−βI)/4+i(tM−tI)]H |B〉.

(D.1)

We will rewrite these matrix elements using thermofield double state. Rewriting the time

evolution, we have

〈ψF |e−(β/4+it)H |ψP 〉 =
√
ZThermal

CFT (β/2)〈TFD(β/2,−t)PF |ψP ,UψF 〉

=
√
ZThermal

CFT (β/2)〈UψP , ψF |TFD(β/2, t)PF 〉. (D.2)

Using (D.2), we can express (D.1) in terms of TFD states,

〈UψIket+

, ψA
− |ρBulk

ket (A ∪ Iket : aI)|UψI
ket−

, ψA
+〉

= ZThermal
CFT (βI/2)

×
∑

ETbra
,EÃ,EĨket

〈UψIket+

,UEĨket , ψA
−
, EÃ|TFD(βI/2, tI)PF 〉〈TFD(βI/2, tI)PF |ψA

+

, EÃ,UETbra
〉

× 〈UETbra
|e−[(βM−βI)/4−i(tM−tI)]H |UB〉〈UB|e−[(βM−βI)/4+i(tM−tI)]H |UψIket−

,UEĨ〉
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rewriting this in terms of trace gives

= ZThermal
CFT (βI/2)〈UψIket+

, ψA
− |TrĨket,Ã

[
|TFD(βI/2, tI)PF 〉〈TFD(βI/2, tI)PF |

× e−[(βM−βI)/4−i(tM−tI)]H |UB〉〈UB|e−[(βM−βI)/4+i(tM−tI)]H
]
|UψIket−

, ψA
+〉.

(D.3)

From this equality, we immediately have (3.25).

E Pseudo Entanglement Wedge Reconstruction of the

Initial State

The pseudo entanglement wedge in holography can be generalized straightforwardly to

the entanglement island. Let us assume the full density matrix can be decomposed as

TrHCFT
A

[(
ρ̃CFT
A

)n]
≈ TrHCFT

A

[(
ρ̃CFT:ket
A /2

)n
+
(
ρ̃CFT:bra
A /2

)n]
(n ∈ Z>0), (E.1)

corresponding to two semiclassical saddles. In other words, the cross terms are assumed

to be suppressed. Note that 1 = TrHCFT
A

[
ρ̃CFT:ket
A

]
= TrHCFT

A

[
ρ̃CFT:bra
A

]
. In the bulk, the

ket/bra bulk transition matrices ρ̃Bulk
ket (A ∪ Iket : aI) and ρ̃Bulk

bra (A ∪ Ibra : aI) are defined,

therefore we can also define bulk modular Hamiltonians as

Hket
bulk:A∪Iket := −log ρ̃Bulk

ket (A ∪ Iket : aI), Hbra
bulk:A∪Ibra := −log ρ̃Bulk

bra (A ∪ Ibra : aI). (E.2)

Using modular Hamiltonians HCFT:ket
A := −logρ̃CFT:ket

A and HCFT:bra
A := −logρ̃CFT:bra

A , we

have

Sket
A (aI) = 〈HCFT:ket

A 〉ρ̃CFT:ket
A

= 2
φ0 + φ(aIket)

4GN

+ 〈Hket
bulk:A∪Iket〉ρ̃Bulk

ket
,

Sbra
A (aI) = 〈HCFT:bra

A 〉ρ̃CFT:bra
A

= 2
φ0 + φ(aIbra)

4GN

+ 〈Hbra
bulk:A∪Ibra〉ρ̃Bulk

bra
. (E.3)

Therefore the equalities between bulk and boundary pseudo relative entropy are similarly

given by
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SP(e−H
CFT:ket
A (ρ)|e−HCFT:ket

A (σ)) ≈ SP(e−H
ket
bulk:A∪I(ρ)|e−Hket

bulk:A∪I(σ)),

SP(e−H
CFT:bra
A (ρ)|e−HCFT:bra

A (σ)) ≈ SP(e−H
bra
bulk:A∪I(ρ)|e−Hbra

bulk:A∪I(σ)). (E.4)
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