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Abstract: In this paper we use Euclidean gravity to derive a simple formula for the

density of black hole microstates which transform in each irreducible representation of

any finite gauge group. Since each representation appears with nonzero density, this

gives a new proof of the completeness hypothesis for finite gauge fields. Inspired by

the generality of the argument we further propose that the formula applies at high

energy in any quantum field theory with a finite-group global symmetry, and give some

evidence for this conjecture.
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1 Introduction

Black holes which are charged under a finite gauge group have so far received sub-

stantially less attention than their brethren with continuous charge. Indeed most work

which has been done has insisted on embedding the finite gauge group into a continuous

one using the Higgs mechanism [1–4], which leads to various inessential complications.

In this paper we use Euclidean gravity coupled directly to a finite gauge field to study

the following question: in a quantum gravity theory with a long-range gauge symmetry

with finite gauge group G, at fixed energy how many black hole microstates transform

in each irreducible representation of G? This is a natural question in black hole physics,

which as far as we know has not been studied outside of a few particular examples in

string theory [5–7]. In this paper we give the following general answer: in the semiclas-

sical regime the density ρα(E) of black hole microstates transforming in each irreducible

representation α of G is given by

ρα(E) =
d2
α

|G|
ρ(E), (1.1) {rhointro}{rhointro}

where dα is the dimension of α, |G| is the number of elements of G, and

ρ(E) =
∑
α

ρα(E) (1.2)

is the total density of states. We further propose that (1.1) holds as a general statement

about the high-energy density of states in any quantum field theory with a finite-group

global symmetry, and we give some evidence for this conjecture.

A few years ago a formula quite similar to (1.1) appeared in the context of BF

gauge theory with continuous gauge group G coupled to Jackiw-Teitelboim gravity in
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Figure 1. The Euclidean calculation of the twisted black hole partition function: we fill in

a boundary temporal circle of length β with the Euclidean Schwarzschild geometry, but with

an asymptotic symmetry operator U(g) inserted. {discreteZfig}

1 + 1 dimensions [8]. Indeed using results from [9], the authors of [8] showed that the

disk partition function restricted to states in representation α is given by

Zα(β) =
d2
α

Vol(G)
e−βc2(α)/2ZJT (β), (1.3) {kmsform}{kmsform}

where Vol(G) is the volume of G, ZJT (β) is the disk partition function of Jackiw-

Teitelboim gravity, and c2(α) is the quadratic Casimir invariant of α. Our formula (1.1)

can be thought of as a discrete version of this formula, but the topological ingredients

underlying (1.3) hold with much more generality when G is finite so (1.1) holds much

more broadly than (1.3).

2 Counting microstates with finite gauge charge
{finitesec}

The main novelty of finite hair on black holes is that it does not contribute to the

energy-momentum tensor, and thus does not change the geometry of the black hole.1

In studying the microstates of a black hole which carries finite gauge charge, a natural

object to consider is the twisted partition function

Z(β, g) ≡ Tr
(
e−βHU(g)

)
. (2.1) {Zfin}{Zfin}

1If the finite gauge group is obtained from Higgsing a continuous group there is some backreaction

right around the black hole [1–4], but for big enough black holes this backreaction decays exponentially

with distance so the only hair which is detectable far away is that which is described by the pure finite

gauge theory we study here.

– 2 –



Figure 2. The rule for moving an asymptotic symmetry operator past a Wilson line endpoint. {wilsonfig}

Here U(g) is the unitary operator at spatial infinity which implements the finite gauge

symmetry. In the continuous case Z(β, g) can be thought of as a grand canonical

partition function with an imaginary chemical potential. Computing Z(β, g) directly

from (2.1) requires detailed non-perturbative information about quantum gravity, but

we can compute it without such knowledge by using the magic of Euclidean quantum

gravity.

The Euclidean expression for Z(β, g) is illustrated in figure 1. We will evaluate it

by inserting a Wilson line Wα, where α indicates an irreducible representation of G,

and then using the defining property of U(g), which is that moving U(g) across the

endpoint of a Wilson line Wα multiplies Wα on the left by the representation matrix

Dα(g) (see figure 2). For more on why this is the correct rule, see e.g. section 3 of [10].

In particular we can use this rule to show that the thermal expectation value of the

Wilson line is proportional to the identity:

〈Wα,ij〉 = Cαδij, (2.2) {Weq}{Weq}

with

Cα > 0. (2.3)

We show the argument in figure 3.

We now use these observations to compute Z(β, g). We can do so by using the fact

that the Wilson line is a topological operator, which can be freely deformed away from

other operators in the path integral, to show that for any α we have

CαδijZ(β, g) = CαDα,ij(g)Z(β, g). (2.4) {Zresult1}{Zresult1}

Since Cα > 0 for all α, and for any g 6= e we can always find some α such that

Dα,ij(g) 6= δij (this is a consequence of the Peter-Weyl theorem, see e.g. appendix A of
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Figure 3. Showing that 〈Wα,ij〉 = Cαδij . By introducing a trivial factor of U(g)U(g−1) and

then moving U(g) around the thermal circle using the rule from figure 2 (and its conjugate),

we see that 〈Wα,ij〉 must be invariant under conjugation. Since α is irreducible, by Schur’s

lemma 〈Wα,ij〉 must therefore be proportional to the identity. We can interpret 〈Wα,ij〉Z(β, e)

as the norm of the unnormalized thermofield double state with a background charge inserted,

so Cα is positive semi-definite. In fact it is strictly positive, as we are assuming that the

gauge field is in a deconfined phase so this norm should be nonzero. {wilsonproof}

[10]), we see that we must have

Z(β, g) = Z(β)δ(g), (2.5) {Zresult2}{Zresult2}

where

δ(g) ≡

{
1 g = e

0 g 6= e
(2.6)

and

Z(β) ≡ Z(β, e) (2.7)

is the usual thermal partition function. The proof of (2.4) is shown in figure 4. Note the

key role of the contraction of the thermal circle in this argument: otherwise the Wilson

line could not be deformed in this manner. As emphasized in [11], this contraction

lies at the heart of the ability of Euclidean quantum gravity to compute partition

functions such as (2.1) without knowing the full set of microstates, and allowing it is
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Figure 4. Deriving (2.4). Since G is a finite group the Wilson line Wα,ij is a topological

operator, so we can move one endpoint around the thermal circle, picking up a group transfor-

mation along the way. In the first and last steps we use cluster decomposition/locality: when

the Wilson line is arbitrarily small and far from U(g), we can replace it by its expectation

value 〈Wα,ij〉 = Cαδij . {Zcalcfig}

an assumption about the non-perturbative nature of quantum gravity. In [11] it was

argued that the justification for this is ultimately holographic in nature.

Let’s now see what (2.5) tells us about the spectrum of charged states. We will

assume that the spectrum of states is dense enough that to a good approximation we

can compute the partition function using a smooth density of states ρ(E),

Z(β, e) =

∫ ∞
0

dEρ(E)e−βE, (2.8)

and we will further assume that we can decompose this density of states by irreducible

representation as

ρ(E) =
∑
α

ρα(E), (2.9) {rhosum}{rhosum}

where each ρα(E) is itself a smooth (and in fact probably analytic) function of E.2

2If these smoothness assumptions don’t hold then Z(β, g) will not be a well-behaved function of β,

which is contrary to our expectations from Euclidean gravity (or just generic quantum chaos).
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From (2.1) we then have

Z(β, g) =
∑
α

1

dα

∫ ∞
0

dEρα(E)χα(g)e−βE, (2.10)

where χα(g) is the character

χα(g) ≡ TrDα(g), (2.11)

and so from (2.5) we have∑
α

1

dα

∫ ∞
0

dEρα(E)χα(g)e−βE = δ(g)

∫ ∞
0

dEρ(E)e−βE. (2.12)

Multiplying each side of this equation by χ∗α′(g) and then averaging over the group

element g using the Schur orthogonality relation (see e.g. appendix A of [10])

1

|G|
∑
g

χ∗α′(g)χα(g) = δαα′ , (2.13)

we have ∫ ∞
0

dE
ρα′(E)

dα′
e−βE =

∫ ∞
0

dE
χ∗α′(e)

|G|
ρ(E)e−βE

=

∫ ∞
0

dE
dα′

|G|
ρ(E)e−βE, (2.14)

so taking the inverse Laplace transform we at last find

ρα(E) =
d2
α

|G|
ρ(E). (2.15) {rhoresult}{rhoresult}

We emphasize that (2.15) does not say that all representations appear with equal

multiplicities, it instead says that higher-dimensional representations are favored by

a factor of dα. We can check that (2.9) indeed holds, which follows from the usual

relation ∑
α

d2
α = |G|, (2.16)

which is again a consequence of Schur orthogonality and the Peter-Weyl theorem.

It may be helpful to illustrate the connection between (2.5) and (2.15) more con-

cretely. Indeed say we have N states transforming in representations of Z2, with αN

in the trivial representation and (1− α)N in the sign representation. We can think of

N as being very large. The twisted partition function is given by

Z(g) =

{
N g = 1

(2α− 1)N g = −1
. (2.17)
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This is maximized at the identity for any value of α, but the ratio of Z(1) to Z(−1)

will not be large unless α is very close to 1/2: we indeed need the states to obey

(2.15) in order for (2.5) to hold. Similarly if we instead have N states transforming

in representations of Z3, with α1N states in the defining representation, α2N states in

its complex conjugate, and (1−α1−α2)N states in the trivial representation, then we

have

Z(g) =


N g = 1

(α1e
2πi/3 + α2e

−2πi/3 + 1− α1 − α2)N g = e2πi/3

(α1e
−2πi/3 + α2e

2πi/3 + 1− α1 − α2)N g = e−2πi/3

. (2.18)

The second two of these will both be much smaller than the first if and only if α1 ≈
α2 ≈ 1/3, again as predicted by (2.15). These examples hopefully make it clear that

our formula (2.15) is not merely a consequence of generic phase cancellations in the

twisted partition function when g 6= e.

We briefly comment on what kinds of corrections exist to (2.5). The topologi-

cal nature of the argument ensures there are no perturbative corrections, but non-

perturbative corrections are definitely present. Perhaps the most interesting arise from

branes with (d − 2)-dimensional worldvolume around which the gauge field has non-

vanishing holonomy [1, 4], which should always exist in a gravity theory with a finite

group gauge symmetry [12]. We can insert such a brane at the Euclidean horizon in

figure 1, which gives a contribution to Z(β, g) which need not vanish when g 6= e. Such

contributions are suppressed however by a factor of e−AT , where A is the horizon area

and T is the tension of the brane, so they give only exponentially small corrections to

(2.5) in the semiclassical limit.

3 A general conjecture
{cmtsec}

The argument which led to (2.15) used almost no features of the quantum gravity

theory: we did not have to use the Einstein action or assume anything about what

matter fields might be present, and we could even have changed the boundary spatial

manifold. The only real assumption is that we are in a regime where the dominant

saddle has the property that the thermal circle contracts to zero size, and at least in

AdSd this should always be true on any compact boundary manifold for sufficiently

high energy. Inspired by this generality we propose the following conjecture:
{conjecture1}

Conjecture 1. In any quantum field theory with a finite-group global symmetry G, on

any compact spatial manifold at sufficiently high energy the density of states ρα(E) for

each irreducible representation α of G obeys (1.1).
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Figure 5. Proving conjecture 1 for 1 + 1 dimensional CFTs. By modular invariance, the

high-temperature limit of Z(β, g) is the same as the low-temperature limit of the thermal

trace in a sector twisted by g. {cardyfig}

The first evidence for this conjecture is that it was recently shown to be true in

any conformal field theory in 1 + 1 dimensions, and thus also any 1 + 1 dimensional

quantum field theory which flows from a conformal field theory at short distances [13].

In 1 + 1 dimensions the only compact spatial manifold is the circle, which we take to

have circumference L. The idea is to use the same modularity argument as goes into

deriving the Cardy formula [13, 14]: the partition function Z(β, g) defined by (2.1) at

high temperature is related to a low-temperature thermal partition function in a sector

which is twisted by g as we go around the spatial circle (see figure 5). The latter limit

is dominated by its ground state, which if we gauge the G symmetry leads to twisted

operator of scaling dimension ∆g, and the energy of this ground state is given by

Eg =
2π

β

(
∆g −

c

12

)
, (3.1)

where the constant shift is the usual Casimir energy which comes from the Schwarzian

derivative [14]. Therefore at high temperature we have

Z(β, g) ≈ e
2πL
β ( c

12
−∆g). (3.2)

In particular if we set g = e then the “twisted” ground state is just the vacuum, which

corresponds to the identity operator with ∆e = 0, and we recover the usual Cardy

formula

Z(β) = Z(β, e) ≈ e
πLc
6β . (3.3)
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More generally we have

Z(β, g) ≈ Z(β)e−
2πL
β

∆g . (3.4) {2dresult}{2dresult}

Finally we expect that we should have ∆g > 0 for any g 6= e, as the twisted boundary

conditions will introduce field gradients which cause the energy to increase (we do not

know of a rigorous derivation of this statement for a general conformal field theory, but

it is certainly true in all known examples and in fact typically ∆g ∼ c [15–19]), and

thus at high temperature we have

Z(β, g) ≈ Z(β)δ(g), (3.5) {Zdelt}{Zdelt}

which is precisely the same as (2.5) and thus implies (1.1) by the same steps as before

[13]. The fact that we can obtain (2.5) both from this argument and also from the

gravity argument of the previous section can be viewed as a check of the AdS/CFT

correspondence with two boundary spacetime dimensions.3

We can also give a heuristic combinatoric argument for (1.1).4 Namely let’s imagine

that we have some finite collection of “fundamental” operators transforming in a faithful

representation ρ of G, with the property that all states of the theory are obtained by

acting repeatedly on the vacuum with these operators and their hermitian conjugates.

As a model of the set of states with some large fixed energy, we will take the set of

states which we obtain by acting 2n times with either the identity, an element of ρ, or

an element of ρ†. The Reeh-Schlieder theorem tells us that no linear combination of

these operators can annihilate the vacuum, so this gives a set of nonzero states which

transform in the representation

ρn ≡
(
1⊕ ρ⊕ ρ†

)2n
. (3.6)

The character of this representation is

χρn(g) =
(
1 + 2Re(χρ(g))

)2n
, (3.7)

3It is interesting to note that this derivation of (3.4) also works if G is a continuous group, and

there we can explicitly confirm that ∆g > 0 for g 6= e thanks to the expression of the Noether currents

in terms of free bosons and parafermions [20]. In AdS3 long-range bulk gauge theories with continuous

gauge group inevitably include Chern-Simons terms, which make the gauge field topological in the

infrared and thus allow the derivation of the previous section to go through also for a continuous gauge

group. In higher dimensions a gauge field with a continuous gauge group is typically not topological,

but if we work in the limit of fixed charge and large energy then the background flux is small so

the Wilson line can still be smoothly deformed at least at leading order in perturbation theory: a

somewhat less robust version of (1.1) thus still holds.
4This argument is based on the proof of theorem A.11 in [10], which is originally due to [21].
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so we can count the number of times some particular irreducible representation α

appears in ρn by

N{n}α =
1

|G|
∑
g

χα(g)
(
1 + 2Re(χρ(g))

)2n
. (3.8)

Noting that (
1 + 2Re(χρ(g))

)2 ≤ (1 + 2dρ)
2 (3.9)

with equality if and only if g = e, we see that at large n we have

lim
n→∞

(
1 + 2Re(χρ(g))

)2n∑
g

(
1 + 2Re(χρ(g))

)2n = δ(g). (3.10)

Therefore at large n the ratio of N
{n}
α to N

{n}
0 , where N

{n}
0 is the number of times the

trivial representation appears in ρn, is given by

lim
n→∞

N
{n}
α

N
{n}
0

=
∑
g

χα(g) lim
n→∞

(
1 + 2Re(χρ(g))

)2n∑
g

(
1 + 2Re(χρ(g))

)2n

= χα(e)

= dα, (3.11)

so the multiplicity of each irreducible representation is indeed weighted by dα just as

predicted by (1.1) (in (1.1) we have d2
α since there we are counting states instead of

representations).

Our formula (1.1) can also be checked microscopically in string theory using ex-

isting results about certain extremal black holes with N = 4 supersymmetry which

are charged under a ZN gauge symmetry [5–7]. There the twisted partition function

Z(β, g) with g 6= e was shown to be exponentially smaller than Z(β, e), both from a

gravity computation and also directly by computing the twisted index from the world-

sheet description. Thus these results are compatible with (2.5), and therefore (1.1).

It would be interesting to test (1.1) for more stringy black holes with discrete gauge

charge, and also to test conjecture 1 in more quantum field theories. Perhaps it could

even be tested experimentally in condensed matter systems.
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