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Abstract

We find models of two dimensional gravity that resolve the factorization puzzle and have a discrete
spectrum, whilst retaining a semiclassical description. A novelty of these models is that they con-
tain non-trivially correlated spacetime branes or, equivalently, nonlocal interactions in their action.
Such nonlocal correlations are motivated in the low-energy gravity theory by integrating out UV
degrees of freedom. Demanding factorization fixes almost all brane correlators, and the exact geo-
metric expansion of the partition function collapses to only two terms: the black hole saddle and a
subleading “half-wormhole” geometry, whose sum yields the desired discrete spectrum. By mapping
the insertion of correlated branes to a certain double-trace deformation in the dual matrix integral,
we show that factorization and discreteness also persist non-perturbatively. While in our model all
wormholes completely cancel, they are still computationally relevant: self-averaging quantities, like
the Page curve, computed in the original theory with wormholes, accurately approximate observ-
ables in our theory, which accounts for UV corrections. Our models emphasize the importance of
correlations between different disconnected components of spacetime, providing a possible resolution

to the factorization puzzle in any number of dimensions.
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1 Introduction

Understanding the duality between black holes and conventional quantum mechanical systems remains
an important problem in quantum gravity. The idea behind this holographic program [1-3] is to consider
known features of quantum mechanical systems, and to determine whether black holes follow similar
rules. Much progress has been made in this direction in recent years by studying non-perturbative
wormhole contributions to the Euclidean gravitational path integral. For example, trying to replicate
the Page curve [4] has thought us the importance of considering spacetime wormhole contributions in

the gravitational path integral in order to find a unitary process of black hole evaporation [5-7].

Whilst the existence of spacetime wormholes has shed light on some important problems in quantum

gravity, it has also introduced puzzles. The goal of this paper is to address two such puzzles:

1. The factorization puzzle. The existence of wormholes in quantum gravity immediately raises a
tension with the dual quantum theory [8]. In the dual theory, when we want to calculate moments
of the partition function Z (), we trivially find the product of partitions functions, thus obtaining
a factorizing answer. On the bulk side, there is an asymptotic boundary for each Z(/3) and we
are instructed to integrate over all spacetimes consistent with these boundary conditions. This
includes spacetimes with wormholes that connect different asymptotic boundaries, which results
in a non-factorizing answer Z (81, 32) # Z(81)Z(B2).! Thus the bulk and the boundary appear to

be in disagreement.

2. The discreteness puzzle. In known models in which the sum over bulk geometries can be com-

puted exactly, the gravitational partition function does not produce a discrete energy spectrum.?
A consequence of this lack of discreteness can be observed for boundary correlation functions.
Correlation functions in the dual quantum mechanics with a discrete spectrum oscillate heavily
around a non-zero averaged value [13,14]. Connected geometries and in particular spacetime
wormbholes explain this non-zero averaged value [15-18] but do not explain the erratic oscillations

in the dual quantum mechanics. So again, the bulk and the boundary appear to disagree.

One way around both puzzles is to interpret gravity as dual to an ensemble of quantum mechanical
systems, instead of a single boundary theory [5,6,11,16,18-40]. Simple models of gravity, like JT gravity
and generalizations thereof, and pure three-dimensional gravity or even supergravity, are all seemingly

dual to ensembles.

However these simple models are not realistic theories of the universe. There is a widely held believe

'In supergravity there are exceptions where the wormhole contribution to various supersymmetry-protected observables
happens to vanish [9].

*Here, one should distinguish two toy models in which the geometric expansion is (at least somewhat) under control.
The first is JT gravity where one can include the contribution of all wormholes (and geometries) to still find a continuous
density of states for the single-boundary partition function. The second is pure 3d gravity, where all black hole geometries
can be included, but some more complicated topologies have yet to be accounted for [10-12]. Both models appear to have
continuous spectra.



that all UV complete theories of quantum gravity in AdS do factorize, and that they are each dual to
one discrete quantum mechanical systems. For example the Strominger-Vafa microstate counting [41]
is evidence of the discreteness of the spectrum, and recent work of Eberhardt [42-44] addresses the
factorization puzzle in a particular tensionless AdSs string theory. Furthermore, in AdS/CFT, starting
from the boundary perspective, in conventional CFT examples whose bulk duals are better understood
(such as N = 4 super Yang-Mills) it is unclear what couplings one could even average over in order to

get answers consistent with multi-boundary wormbholes.

We would like to understand how factorization and discreteness arise in the UV, by modifying the
tractable toy models discussed above. For this, we consider JT gravity enriched with additional effective

UV ingredients.

Suppose we start with some UV complete theory of quantum gravity that has a low energy JT
sector. For instance, we can consider one realization of the SYK model [45] which, in its full glory,
has string corrections in the bulk [46]. Alternatively, we can consider the AdSs near-horizon region
of a near-extremal black hole in a higher dimensional UV complete theory, for which JT gravity is a
good effective theory [47-54] but string corrections need to be considered in order to determine the
full spectrum of black hole microstates. Now, instead of making any approximation that results in JT,
suppose one can integrate out exactly all the degrees of freedom, except for the metric and dilaton.
For low enough temperatures one should find JT gravity but with complicated deformations in the
action. Those deformations would include deformations in the dilaton potential like those considered
in [12,55,56], but, in general, one also expects to get nonlocal deformations, such as nonlocal dilaton
potential terms. We can then apply a form of open-closed string duality (but applied to spacetimes)
where we interpret the deformed dilaton gravity as JT gravity with spacetime branes [20] inserted.?
Similarly, nonlocal deformations turn out to correspond to inserting correlated (or coupled) spacetime

branes in JT theory.*

The key point is that in the above thought experiment we have made no approximation whatsoever.
Therefore, if it is true that UV theories do factorize and are discrete, then there must be versions of
JT gravity with correlated spacetime branes or nonlocal corrections in the action which also factorize,
and have a discrete energy spectrum. Because UV complete theories are quite scarce and special, we
only expect this to be true for very specific values for the correlation between spacetime branes and

equivalently, for the nonlocal deformations of the action.

3For example, JT gravity with FZZT branes (open string picture) is equivalent to JT gravity with a deformed potential
(closed string picture) [57].

4As compared to [58], who also introduced branes with the motivation to address the factorization puzzle, the critical
new ingredient that we introduced, and which actually result in a factorizing theory of gravity, is precisely this nontrivial
coupling between the spacetime branes.



Summary and structure

We thus set out to find spacetime brane correlators which result in a factorizing and discrete boundary

dual. Our main results are the following:

1. In section 2, we introduce JT gravity with correlated spacetime branes and explain why these
correlated branes are equivalent to nonlocal deformations in the action which, in turn, can arise
when integrating-out UV degrees of freedom. We spell out the precise rules for including the
contribution of (correlated) branes to the gravitational partition function. The point is there
are additional boundaries for spacetimes to end on, and there can be correlation between those
additional boundaries. For example, the following surfaces are a representative sample for the

contribution to the partition function

<>O>O>O;@ -

where the blue wiggly lines represent the correlations (or couplings) between the additional brane

boundaries.

2. Factorization happens because the brane interactions can cancel the contribution of wormholes.

For instance, in section 3.1 we find that the brane two-point interaction must be tuned such that

N + M = 0. (1.2)

This phenomenon was also observed by Saad, Shenker, Stanford and Yao [40,45] who investi-
gated factorization to leading order in the genus expansion.® In our setup, this brane two-point
function implies factorization to all orders in the genus expansion and for an arbitrary number of
boundaries. Additionally, we show that three or higher-point interactions between branes need to
vanish. In the UV setting, these brane interactions or more generally, the interactions between
disconnected components of the spacetime, can be thought of as highly stringy, non-geometric
connected configurations, non-geometric wormholes. These cancel the geometric wormholes so

that the full answer factorizes.

3. The brane two-point interaction (1.2) results in massive cancellations in the 30 expansion. The

only contributions to the one-boundary gravitational partition function which do not cancel, are

®Leading order factorization was also discussed in [59)].



the disk, and the geometry with precisely one brane boundary inserted

Z(B) = Tre PHo — - . (1.3)

black hole  one-point function

The one-point function of this brane encodes the microstructure of the dual quantum mechanics:
each Hamiltonian Hy determines the one-point function such that the above equation is exactly
satisfied. As shown in section 3.3, this answer is very similar to the half-wormhole picture [45],
with that crucial distinction that (1.3) is exact, to all perturbative and non-perturbative orders
in €. For typical draws of Hp, the contribution of the half-wormhole in (1.3) is sub-leading
compared to the black hole. This is the reason why the classical black hole is oftentimes a good
approximation. The partition function in (1.3) can be viewed as analogous to the whole expansion
of strings on the disk background. This includes configurations that look like classical geometries
(with wormholes) but also includes highly non-geometric configurations, some of which again

cancel the geometric wormholes.

4. Wormbholes re-emerge when we average over Hg, since they are encoded in the statistical properties

of the brane one-point function. Denoting the ensemble average over Hy by (... )conn. we find that

<5

= + higher genus. (1.4)

conn

This equality shows that the expectation value of self-averaging observables® in the theory (1.3)
(where wormholes cancel), are well approximated by computations in the original JT gravity
theory, where branes are absent but wormholes are present. In section 3.4 and 5, we exemplify
how this occurs for some known self-averaging quantities: the time-averaged spectral form factor
and matter two-point function, the volume of the black hole interior, and the entanglement entropy

of Hawking radiation (which follows the Page curve).

5. In the dual matrix integral description of JT gravity [19], we use the map between FZZT branes

and determinants to investigate the effect of our correlated branes. We find that the branes deform

5Self-averaging quantities are defined by having variances that are much smaller than their expectation values.



the ensemble partition function to

Z(Ho) —qlggoH/d)\ exp( I\, Ej ) H/d)\ (H5 —|—permutat10ns>,

i,j=1

where the parameter ¢ is found to be large from a solution to a simple Schwinger—Dyson equation.

The large ¢ saddle-points of the emergent action that we find are indeed

6)\ Z (M, Ej) =0 <& Ai...Ap = permutations of F; ... Ep. (1.5)
t,j=1

This localizes the eigenvalues (up to permutations) to A; = E;, the eigenvalues of the Hamiltonian
Hg of the dual quantum system. Thus, JT gravity with correlated branes is discrete and factorizing,

even non-perturbatively. We discuss this matrix integral perspective in section 4.

6. In section 5 we include bulk matter and explain that factorization is again resolved by fixing the
brane two-point function. UV divergences associated to wormholes with small necks are absent in
our model. We then compute the probe matter correlators, accounting for the full backreaction
on the metric and, for instance, find the expected two-point function for a theory with a discrete
spectrum. This addresses the puzzle posed in [13] concerning the decay of the two-point function

in the eternal black hole geometry.

7. In section 6, we rewrite our model in several equivalent ways: as a theory with correlated branes,
a theory with some nonlocal dilaton potential, or a theory in which the dilaton potential is picked
from an ensemble average distribution. Through these re-writings we emphasize that the critical
ingredient that is necessary to obtain a factorizing gravitational theory, is the correlations between
different disconnected components of spacetime. This entices us to propose a similar mechanism
for resolving the factorization puzzle in higher dimensional theories, and forces us to question

what the origin of such correlations between disconnected components is in string theory.

2 JT gravity with correlated spacetime branes

In this section we introduce JT gravity with correlated spacetime branes, this sets the stage for section

3 where we will fine-tune these brane correlations to ensure factorization and discreteness.

2.1 JT gravity

JT gravity is a two-dimensional gravity theory that involves a dilaton ® and metric g, with action [60,61]

I[g, @] :—;/Ed%\/@b(Rm)—/ duvh ® (K — 1) — Sox(2) . (2.1)

ox



With this boundary action one needs to impose Dirichlet boundary conditions on the metric hy, = 1/€
and dilaton ® = 1/2¢, which fixes the length of the Euclidean boundary circle to §/e [62-64]. The
extremal entropy So multiplies the Euler character x(X) = 2 —2g —n, and thus suppresses higher genus
geometries. Path integrating out the bulk dilaton ® (after a contour rotation ® — i®) localizes the
geometries to hyperbolic Riemann surfaces (with boundary) with constant curvature R+ 2 = 0. We

must include all surfaces consistent with the boundary conditions [19].

A convenient way to organize the calculations, say for the case with one asymptotic boundary, is by
viewing the higher genus surface as consisting of two parts: the trumpet, which has one asymptotic fixed
length boundary, and one geodesic boundary with fixed length b; and the remaining genus g Riemann
surface, which has one geodesic boundary of identical length b. We must then integrate over the moduli
space of genus g Riemann surfaces with geodesic boundary b, which produces the Weil-Petersson volume
Vy,1(b) [65,66], and glue the trumpet to the genus g Riemann surfaces, by integrating over b. This gives

the genus expansion of the JT gravity partition function [19]
Z(ﬂ) = Zdisk(ﬁ) + Z 650(1_29) / db b‘/g,l(b) Ztrumpet(ﬂa b)v (22)
g=1 0

where the disk and trumpet partition function can be computed by integrating over boundary modes

[62-64,67]

So 2 b2

e 2 _
Zdisk(ﬁ) — W@ B, Ztrumpet(ﬁ>b) = We 4

(2.3)

This generalizes to the multi-boundary case (Weil-Petersson volumes count connected Riemann surfaces)

e}

o o0
Z(B1, - - Bn)conn. =Ze50(2—29—”>/ dblbl.../ dbnby Vg (b - . . )
0

g=0 0

Ztrumpet(ﬁla bl) e Ztrumpet(ﬁna bn) . (24)

This decomposition also makes it clear that JT gravity has a dual description as a double scaled ma-
trix integral [19], because the Vj (b1 ... by) satisfy the topological recursion relations (or loop equations)

for a double scaled Hermitian matrix integral with genus zero spectral density [65, 68|

€30

= | 5inh 2mVE, (2.5)

po(E)

which crucially matches also the spectrum associated with the JT gravity disk partition function (2.3).

Multi-boundary partition functions are computed in the matrix integral as ensemble averages
1
(Z(B) - Z(Bn)) = 5 /dHe—LTrWH) TrePf . TPt = Z(B1,...,Bn), (2.6)

where the last equality states the JT-matrix integral duality. The potential V' (H) will be specified when



needed in section 4.

As stressed in [19], an important point is that we can really think of H in the matrix integral as the
Hamiltonian of the boundary quantum mechanics. This means that here we have a version of AdS/CFT
that involves JT gravity theory in the bulk and an ensemble of boundary Hamiltonians on the boundary.
Consequently, the JT gravity fixed thermal length gravitational partition function (with an arbitrary
number of boundaries) are dual to ensemble averages of partition functions of quantum mechanical

BH

systems (with an arbitrary number of Tre " insertions within the ensemble).

As motivated in the introduction, we now introduce additional ingredients in gravity that eliminate

this average, whilst retaining a geometric description.

2.2 Spacetime branes

Spacetime branes are natural candidates for these effective new UV ingredients. They introduce extra
boundaries for spacetimes to end on, and (as mentioned in section 1) are known to have a dual description
as deformations in the JT gravity action [57,58]. In this dual description, there are no extra boundaries,

this is essentially open-closed universe duality (similar to open-closed string duality).

As in string theory, different boundary conditions define different spacetime branes (branes simply

from hereon), see [69] for a semiclassical classification. We will encounter two types in particular.

First we have FZZT branes, the most commonly studied brane in minimal string theory [19,69-78].
Here we should view the worldsheets as spacetimes, so the FZZT branes are really spacetime branes.
Classically in JT gravity they correspond to fixed energy boundaries (and fixed dilaton). In the dual

matrix integral, one FZZT boundary corresponds to’

Opzzr(E) = — /OOO dg PP Z(B8) = Trlog(E — H) — §V(E) , (2.7)

and FZZT branes are exponentials of boundaries, and so correspond in the matrix ensemble to [19,22,
70,77]

vean(B) =exp (~ [ PP209)) = e~ 1) oo (- SV (). (28)

Another semiclassical interpretation of FZZT boundaries, that we will use in this work, was worked
out in [77]. The basic idea is to decompose the FZZT boundary in a complete set of geodesic boundaries.
To do this, we need the expansion coefficients, which can be found by Laplace transforming the trumpet
134)

n

- dﬁ BE (/Buﬁlv cee ’Bn conn. Zeso (1=2g-n / dbeE(b)/ dblbl . / dbnbn (29)
0 B g=1 0 0 0

‘/g,n—‘rl(ba bl cee bn) Ztrumpet(bl’ /Bl) e Ztrumpet(bna Bn) y

"The significant potential term is related with the small 8 divergence in the Laplace transform [19].



where the expansion coefficient or wavefunction explicitly becomes

> ds

Mp(®) = - o B

1
eﬁE Ztrumpet(b7 5) = _ge_b(_E)lm . (210)

This has a branchcut for positive real energies. The two values above and below the cut define the two

different FZZT boundary conditions for positive energies, indeed this feature was already there in (2.7).

Formula (2.9) means that one can view the FZZT boundary as consisting of fixed geodesic length
b boundaries with a wavefunction Mg(b). In semiclassical JT variables this wavefunction implements
the Legendre transform from geodesic boundary conditions to fixed energy boundary conditions [69].
The wavefunction can be thought of as coming from a cosmological constant on the geodesic boundary.

Semiclassically, with this extra boundary term in the action, there is saddle for b which depends on E.8

The second type of branes in which we are interested are inserting geodesic boundaries. In the
dual matrix integral, it was found in [69] that inserting one geodesic boundary corresponds with the
0perator9

Oc(b) = %Trcos(bﬂlﬂ) - /0 dE po(E) %cos(bE1/2> . (2.11)

The second term subtracts the naive disk contribution as there are indeed no disk shaped geometries

with these geodesic boundary conditions [69], in particular

(0a(b)) =D 2DV (1), (0a(b1) ... 0G0 eonn = P P2 Vyn(br.. . by) . (2.12)
g=1 g=0

Formula (2.11) can be checked from the matrix side directly, by computing the inverse Laplace transform

of the FZZT operator O(E), see formula (2.7). Geodesic branes are exponentials of this operator

Ya(b) = exp (Z Tr cos (bH1/2> - /000 dE po(E) %cos (bE1/2>> . (2.13)

The fact that ensemble averages of (2.11) return connected geometries (2.12) will be important in section
3.4.

So far we mostly focused on the definition of branes in the open-string picture and their natural
appearance in the matrix integral. To get a better sense of these branes in the closed-string picture, we
need to understand what their effect is on the dilaton potential. For the FZZT brane we already have
formula (2.9), which is a nice expansion in terms of additional geodesic boundaries with a wavefunction

on them, but we can also recast it in terms of a change in the dilaton potential. The dilaton potential

8The saddle-point can generically be at arbitrary complex b. This is an important observation that we discuss more
in section 3.5.

9Here we are using a hybrid notation, where the second term is a double scaled expression. However it is just a
function of b and can easily be written in a finite L form just as the first term as we also do in section 4.



U(®) is defined in the usual way (ignoring the boundary and topological term),
1
Ig.®) =~ / LG (SR +2) + U®)) | (2.14)
b

The effect of adding an FZZT spacetime brane on the dilaton potential was worked out in [57,77]. They

found
Uk (®) = —e~S0e=270_22 (2.15)
FZZT =—€c V¢ 21 g2 .
with 22 = —E and where the non-zero shift in the threshold energy Ej has been taken into account. For

our purposes, we actually need to generalize the notion of an FZZT brane slightly to a smeared version

(see [12,56] for the defect case), which in the matrix integral corresponds to inserting

YrzzT(A) = exp </e dz A(z) OFZZT(2)> ; (2.16)

with A\ a function (or distribution) integrated along some contour € and again 22 = —E. All we do here
is smear the brane in target space, something we often do in higher-dimensional string theories as well.

The deformation in the dilaton potential changes then to

2
Urzzr(®,\(2)) = —e S0~ 2m® /e dz )\(z)ﬁ, (2.17)
Throughout this work we will mostly focus on insertions of Og(b). Geometrically, these correspond
to an expansion like (2.9), but where the wavefunction Mg (b) is replaced by a more general wavefunction
that we denote by Zprane(b). This wavefunction is essentially the inverse Laplace transform of the FZZT

smearing function A(z)

Zrane(b) = /edzMz(b))\(z) = —Il)/edze_bz/\(z). (2.18)

The deformation in the dilaton potential corresponding to insertions of (smeared) Og(b) operators is
then
[e.e]
Uc(®, Zirane (D)) = €0 / dbb Zprane (D) €27 2 cos(b®D) . (2.19)
0

Indeed, inserting (2.18) and doing the integral over b returns (2.17). In summary, inserting smeared

geodesic branes in the gravitational path integral corresponds with the deformation

exp ( /0 - dbb Zirane(b) OG(b)> & exp <e—50 /0 h dbb Zirane(b) /Z d%z/g(z) e 272@) cos(b@(:v))) .
(2.20)

We expand on this relation in appendix A.

Notice that this looks similar to inserting smeared defects [12,56], but with the defect angle analyt-

ically continued, and including both analytic continuations to ib and to —ib. This was to be expected,

10



because defects and geodesic boundaries act as analytic continuations of one another, this can be appre-
ciated from several angles [12,55,56]. We elaborate on this further in Appendix A. Notice also that we
worked to order e =3, going to higher order would require working with the string equation machinery.
Since this is beyond the scope of this paper, we will not pursue that here, but it would be interesting

to consider smeared branes in that setting.'®

2.3 Why correlated spacetime branes?

As explained in the introduction, we expect on general grounds that integrating out UV degrees of
freedom introduces nonlocal deformations in our low-energy effective theory. In QFT, such nonlocalities
can be typically neglected in the low-energy effective theory since their effect is suppressed by the energy
scale of the original degrees of freedom; thus, at least in a perturbative expansion around each saddle in
the low-energy effective QFT such nonlocal terms in the action play no role. In the low-energy effective
theory of gravity however, such terms need a more careful treatment; as we will explain in the next
section, the perturbative expansion of nonlocal terms in the black hole saddle can have a competing
effect to the sum over topologies that occurs in the gravitational path integral. Thus, it will prove
important to keep track of such nonlocal deformations in the low-energy effective theory. Below we will
exemplify how such deformations can be re-expressed as insertions of correlated or nonlocal spacetime
branes. We now give an intuitive explanation for why this is the case, and explain what we mean with

correlated spacetime branes.

Consider introducing the simplest nonlocal interaction in the dilaton gravity path integral: a bilocal
deformation of the dilaton potential. Making use of the mapping of Og(b) to metric variables one reads
off from (2.20) that we have

1 o o
exp (2/ dbiby OG(b1)/ dbaby O (b2) Zbrane(bl,bz)>
0 0
& exp (— J— <I>]> — exp ( / dbyby / Absbs Zisane (b )
d :L‘1\/91 xl —2m®(z1) COS(bl(I)l(xl d xgx/gg .7;2 —2mP(22) COS(bQ(I)($2))> . (2.21)

for some arbitrary function Zpane(b1,b2) whose meaning we now discuss. When we expand out (2.21),
what happens is that we are inserting extra geodesic brane boundaries in the gravitational path in-
tegral, but now there is a two-brane wavefunction component, which correlates two different smeared
spacetime branes through the function Zy ane(b1,b2). The function Zpane(b1,b2) can thus be viewed at
the connected component of the two-brane correlator, and the deformation to the JT action (2.21) is

manifestly bilocal whenever this brane correlation is non-zero.!

OFurthermore, it would be worthwhile to understand these potentials in more detail from the geometric point of view.
Their oscillatory behavior signals possible phase transitions [79].

The correlation we mention here is a correlation between boundaries or in the universe field theory language correlators
of (geodesic) boundary creating operators, but we will often use the terminology brane correlators, even though these are

11



The first effect of this deformation is that when computing the partition function we have geometries

with two extra correlated geodesic boundaries

Z(B) 32/ dblbl/ dbaba Zbrane (b1, b2) H H

1

- / dbiby / dbsbs Ziranel bl,b2 " dbb Zurmpet (8 5) Vos (b1, ba, b) (2.22)
0 0 0

In the second picture we introduced the notation that we will use for correlated branes henceforth.
Because this bilocal operator is in the exponential in (2.21), there will also be contributions where the

coupled boundaries are inserted multiple times, for example

(2.23)

One might expect that the UV theory generates all kinds of multi-local interactions, not just bilocal

deformations (2.21) but also n-local deformations of the type

Tonlocal[g, d21:1\/ (1) d2mn\/g(xn) Unonlocal(®(z1) ... ®(xy)) . (2.24)
>

These correspond to higher-point brane interactions, which we should thus allow too. For example, the

simplest effect of trilocal deformations are geometries with three extra correlated geodesic boundaries

1
Z(B) > 6/ dbb .. / db3b3 Zyrane(b1, b2, b3) H
0 0

1 [ee] o0
_1 / dbyb, .. / dbsbs Zirane bl,bz,bs " dbb Zusmpet (8, 5) Vos (b, ba, b, b) . (2.25)
0 0

6 0
We will show in section 3 that actually, factorization (to all orders in 6_50) requires Zprane(b1...b,) =0
whenever n > 2, but the two-point function Zy ane(b1, b2) crucially must be nonzero.

One important consequence of having nonlocal interactions in the gravitational path integral is that

12

closed universes™“ no longer trivially cancel. For example, in (2.21) we could have x; being a point on

the disk and xo being a point on a separate torus. Without this bilocal interaction the torus would be

exponentials of boundaries and live in a more abstract target space.
12By closed universes we mean geometries without an asymptotic boundary. They could still have a geodesic boundary,
like the torus with one geodesic boundary.

12



an irrelevant vacuum diagram, but here it can become part of the connected Feynman graph. The first

correction of this type is

Z(B) D f . (2.26)

Throughout section 3 we do not include degenerate cylindrical surfaces stretching between two geodesic
boundaries. This makes sense, just because re-introducing those cylinders just renormalizes the brane

correlators Zppane(b1 - . . by), as we discuss in section 4.2, where we will need the renormalized correlators.

More generally, taking into account all possible brane correlators, the full expansion for Z () becomes

Z(,B) _ Zdisk(/g) + Z 650(1—29) /OOO dbb‘/%l(b) Ztrumpet(/ga b) + /(;Oo dbetrumpet(ﬁ, b) X(b) , (227)
g=1

where X (b) encodes all corrections from the spacetime brane correlators!'3

Zzn' e>o1=29- ”>/ dblbl.../ Abnbn Va1 (b, b1, bn) Zorane(b1, - - -, bn)  (2:28)
0

g=0n=1
oo o0

2.2 Z ol nc. ¢So1=2=2g"mn ) /0 Tdbiby . /0 ~ dbabe Vo1 (b, b1, -, by)

g=0n=1gc=0n°c=1
/ dbgbg.../ B Vi e (B -+ 1) Zomane(Bs -+ by S 12
0 0

+ branes connecting to multiple closed universes (2.29)

The first line are all cases where the brane correlators do not connect to closed universes, on the sec-
ond line we have all contributions connected to one closed universe (hence the superscript c), etcetera.
Therefore, the brane correlator Zyyane(bi, - - -, bn, b5, ..., b5c) should be read as having at least one con-

nected contribution between a brane on the surface with the asymptotic boundary and a brane on the

extra closed universe.

2.4 Geometric setup

To summarize, the rules for constructing all geometries such that we account for the contribution of the

correlated branes are as follows:

1. Besides the asymptotic boundary, the partition function includes a sum over an arbitrary number

13We implicitly exclude the degenerate cylinders g° = 0, n® = 2 from the sums on the second line, as mentioned above.
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of geodesic boundaries, for example one more contributing geometry is

Example of new geometry with multiple one-point functions: . (2.30)

2. The extra brane boundaries are smeared with wavefunctions, and the joint connected wavefunction
for n boundaries is Zprane (b1, - - -, bp). We denote this connected component of the brane-correlator,
as in for example (2.25) and (2.26).

Notation for connected brane correlators:  Zprane(b1,...,by) = (2.31)

These wavefunctions are integrated over by, ..., b, using the Weil-Peterson measure.

3. Brane correlators can connect spacetime components with asymptotic boundaries (open universes)
to closed Euclidean spacetime components (closed universes), which would otherwise factor out of
boundary observables. In addition to the closed universe connected through the brane correlator
to an open universe as in (2.26), this also generates extra connected contributions, where closed

universes connect to multiple open universes (and potentially also to each other).

Examples how closed universes contribute: ] W@ P (2.32)

The closed universes can alternatively be absorbed in a renormalization of the brane correlations,

see section 3.5.

3 Factorization and discreteness from correlated spacetime branes

The purpose of this section is the present the bulk gravitational description of one quantum mechanical
system with Hamiltonian Ho.'* The dual gravitational theory has a discrete spectrum (the eigenvalues

Eq,...,Ep of Hy) and factorizes

Z(Brs--,Bn) =Z(B1) ... Z(Bn) - (3.1)

“Earlier work in this direction includes [18,22,40,45,57,59,80].
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We claim that the sought-after gravitational theory is nothing but JT gravity with correlated spacetime

branes, where the connected spacetime brane correlators take the specific values

1
Factorization =4 Zbrane(bl) bg) = _Fé(bl - bg) , and Zbrane(bl .. bn) =0forn>2
1
L oo %0 2
Discreteness < Zbrane(b) = Z 5 €08 (bEil/2> - / dE po(E) 5 cos (bE1/2> . (3.2)
i=1 0

The first line follows from demanding factorization, and the second line from the requirement that the

theory has the discrete spectrum E; of Hg.

We will first prove that (3.2) is a solution to the factorization puzzle, after which, in section 3.2,
we prove it is the unique solution. In section 3.3, we derive the formula for the one-point function that
is needed to observe a discrete spectrum, and we quantify the magnitude of this one-point function in
section 3.4. In section 4 we further stack this up by proving that these brane correlators also have the

desired effect in the dual matrix integral description non-perturbatively in e =30,

3.1 All orders factorization

To understand why (3.2) resolves factorization, notice first that in Z (1, 2) the genus zero wormhole

is precisely canceled by two trumpets connected by a brane two-point function

N+O>—0<O —0, (33)

or explicitly in formulas (the trumpet partition function is in (2.3) and the wormhole partition function
is equation (135) in [19])

Zwormhole(ﬁly 62) + / dblbl / db2b2 Ztrumpet (/81) bl)Ztrumpet (/827 bQ) Zbrane(bla b2) =0. (34)
0 0

This indeed vanishes when we insert (3.2) and compute the integrals.

We can prove that (3.2) is a solution to the factorization puzzle to all orders in the genus expansion,
for two boundaries, by noticing that can group together geometries in such a way that partition functions
that include branes on cycles which are homotopic to the asymptotic boundary, cancel the contributions

of geometries that have no brane on these same cycles.

Explicitly, using (3.2) (and gluing branes to the asymptotic boundary using the Weil-Peterson mea-
sure) one can remark that, for any surface 3, which may or may not have extra branes, and which may

or may not connect the two asymptotic boundaries (either via geometries or via extra brane correlators
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on geometries), we have the cancellation

=Co= P=Co=)

All surfaces having two asymptotic boundaries are among those listed in (3.5), and therefore Z(81, f2) =
Z(61)Z(52) indeed.

To show that the gravitational path integral factorizes when considering n-asymptotic boundaries,
we can generalize (3.5) by grouping geometries in essentially the same way. When the boundaries have
temperatures f1, ..., B, then, for any geometry 3 which might include handles or an arbitrary number

of brane correlators, we have the cancellation

(3.6)

Above, the sum over o} is over all combinations diving the set of n boundaries of 3 into k£ boundaries
that end on an asymptotic boundary and n—k boundaries ending on a brane. Generically all boundaries
can have different inverse temperatures ;. The first equation follows by inserting Zy,ane(b1, b2) as given
in (3.2) for all the blue brane correlators, and gluing the branes using the Weil-Petersson measure. One
finds that each term in the sum is proportional to the same gravitational partition function, and the
prefactors add up to zero. Notice that the case n = 1 implies that all higher genus corrections to Z(f)

are canceled.

The only exceptions to these enormous cancellations are the genus zero disk, and the disk with a
brane one point function (3.15), which do not have geodesic (that are not a boundary) homotopic to the
asymptotic boundary, therefore the above argument does not go through. In summary, when we include
an exponential of brane two-point function (3.2) in JT gravity, all wormhole geometries are cancelled

to all orders in e, and only factorizing contributions remain.

3.2 Uniqueness of the factorizing solution

Let us now prove that (3.2) is the unique solution for the brane correlators, if we demand factorization. In

this section we put Zprane(b) = 0, as the one-point function does not impact the factorization discussion.

To have a genus expansion that still makes sense, it will be important to think of the brane correlators
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as having an e~ expansion too
2—n
Zbrane(bl cee bn) — = Z < ) s (37)
= k

where the terms on the right side are assumed to scale as ekSo. The upper bound kpa.x = 2 — n is fixed

by demanding that the connected n-point partition function vanishes at order O(e#>°) when k > 2—n.1®

The idea is now to impose factorization, order per order in the e~>° expansion, and for any number
of boundaries, and use this to find the expansion coefficients in (3.7). Demanding Z (1, 32) = 0 at order
O(1) gives the equation (3.3), which in our current mindset fixes the leading order propagator to

1
wmamann | = ——0(by — ba) . (3.8)
0 by

Continuing to focus on the two-boundary gravitational partition function, at next order O(e™>°) we
have no contributions other than that coming from subleading contributions to the two-brane correlator,

and so factorization of Z(81, 32) at order O(e~>) demands that

<M>_1 =0. (3.9)

At order O(e™2%0) there are several diagrams that can contribute, so factorization becomes less trivial'®

The other six diagrams involve only leading order brane two-point correlators. Using (3.5), we learn that

(3.10)

most diagrams cancel, except the first on the first line and the second on the second line. To determine

the O(e=2%) contribution to the two-brane correlator, we must hence first determine the leading order

15Since the leading brane-free connected geometry is 0(650(2770), we indeed can not have n-brane vertices for k > 2—n.
Here we will write symmetry factors as if all asymptotic boundaries have the same temperature, to avoid cluttering.
Furthermore, the brane correlators in drawings always denote the leading order ones, unless explicitly specified otherwise.
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3-brane correlator. Setting Z(f1, 52, 83) = 0 at (first non-trivial) order O(e™>9) gives

%%

Using (3.6) for n = 3, this equation imposes that the leading order brane 3-point vertex vanishes, which,

in turn, can be inserted in (3.10) to prove that the second-subleading order propagator also vanishes

I

-1

Similarly, demanding that Z(8;...8,) = 0 at leading non-trivial order, and using (3.6), we prove
(by induction) that the leading non-trivial order n-point brane vertices must all vanish in a factorizing

theory

( > =0 forn>2. (3.13)
2—n

This can in turn be used (again in combination with (3.6)) to prove inductively that subleading lower-
point brane vertices must all vanish. In summary, we have proven that demanding factorization uniquely

fixes the brane correlators to be Gaussian (3.2), all higher point brane correlators must vanish

. _E‘S(bl —ba), =0 forn>2. (3.14)

3.3 Discreteness and exact half-wormholes

We now turn on some non-zero brane one-point function Zp;ane(b). For most geometries with one-point

functions we can still use equation (3.6), the only new exception is the geometry with only one Zpane(b)
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inserted.!” Therefore our theory remains extremely simple, the partition function becomes ezactly

Z(ﬁ) = Zdisk(/B) + /OOO dbb Ztrumpet(ﬁv b) Zbrane<b) = + . (315)

black hole  one-point function

The disk captures the contribution of the black hole saddle. The only other remaining contribution
can be identified as the half-wormhole discussed in Saad, Shenker, Stanford and Yao [40,45] with the
important distinction that here we proved that the partition function receives no other perturbative
contributions in e, We will prove in section 4 that this remains exactly true non-perturbatively in

e=So,

In this sense what we have done is prove that in this setup the half~-wormhole approximation is exact.

We now want to check that the expression for Zpane in (3.2) results indeed in a theory with discrete

spectrum E71,..., Er. Using the Gaussian integral
> 1/2 1 e N _BE
/0 dbb Zerampet (5, )f cos(bE ) - 27T1/%1/2/_00 db exp(—w +ibE ) —e P (3.16)

we find that the half-wormhole geometry in (3.15) contributes

/ dbb Zirumpet (B, b) Zaisic (b ZeﬁE / dE po(E) e PP = Tre 70 — Zy(B),  (3.17)

and hence this gravitational theory indeed has a discrete spectrum determined by the eigenvalues of Hg
Z(B) = Tre FHo (3.18)

Multi-boundary partition functions become just products of this, because all the wormholes still cancel.

Note that using (3.16), we can alternatively write the full partition function of the gravity theory as

Z(ﬁ) :A dbetrumpet /Ba ; g OS(bE1/2>

o L
- /0 dbd Zirumpet (8,0) Y (MiEil/z(b) + MiEil/z(b)> . (3.19)

i=1
In particular we recognize (both sheets of) the wavefunction of FZZT boundaries (2.10) in the allowed
region. Hence, the full partition function can be viewed as a sum of cylinder geometries ending on FZZT

boundaries, and the wavefunction M, B2 (b)+M _1/2(b) can be interpreted as preparing the microstate

1"Remember from section 2.3 that we do not allow degenerate cylinders. Including them does not affect this argument,
it only renormalizes the brane correlators, see section 4.2.
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with energy FE;. Pictorially

L o8]
Tre =~ 3 / dbb < ’ + ’ > , (3.20)
1=1 0 MiEil/Q (b) M—iEil/Q (b)

This has similar flavor to the eigenbranes picture of [22], with the important distinction that here we
have a semiclassical interpretation without complicated sum over geometries. We have thus found that

for each Hamiltonian Hy there is a correspondence
HO < Zbrane(b) ) (321)

which, in turn, can be understood as a linear combination of FZZT wavefunctions.

3.4 Magnitude of UV corrections

We want to understand when the half-wormhole or brane one-point function in (3.15) is a small correction
to the leading black hole (as expected of UV corrections). We can distinguish two situations, depending

on whether Hy is a typical (realistic) draw of the original JT gravity ensemble, or an atypical draw.

For typical draws we can accurately estimate the importance of the half~-wormhole or brane one-point
function by computing ensemble averaged over Hg, using the same measure as in the original JT gravity
ensemble. We denoted these averages by (... ), to distinguish from the original matrix ensemble. Notice
now that Zpane(b) as given by (3.2) plays exactly the same role in the ensemble average over Hy, as the
role played by Og(b) in (2.11) in the original ensemble average. In particular, ensemble averaging over

Ho one recovers the exact analogue of (2.12)

00 9]
Zbrane Z eso (1-29) ngl(b) ) <Zbrane(b1) Zbrane b2 conn Z 650 (2-2g-n) g,n(bl e bn) .
g=1 g=0

(3.22)

The last equation can graphically be represented as

<45

conn

= +  higher genus. (3.23)

Thus, even though the wormholes have canceled in the geometric expansion of the partition function
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Z(B), they are still encoded in the statistics of the brane one-point function (or half-wormhole). From
(3.23) we see that all the moments of the one-point function are suppressed by powers of e™>° when we
compute the partition function, so we conclude that for any typical draws Hg the UV corrections to the
partition function are indeed suppressed as compared to the black hole geometry Z(8) — Zgisk () ~ O(1),

which is nontrivial since both terms on the left are ~ O(e%0).

For atypical draws Hg there is no such cancellation occurring, and Z(8) — Zpjsk(3) ~ O(e>°). This
implies that the brane one-point function scales as ~ O(eSO), thus the half-wormhole contribution is not
parametrically smaller than the disk contribution. This is no surprise, atypical draws are simply poorly
described by JT gravity, so for those matrices Hp, this construction makes little sense from the get-go.

In summary,

Ho typical member of the JT ensemble <= brane corrections suppressed by ~ O(e_so)

Ho atypical member of the JT ensemble <= brane corrections never suppressed .

We note that for typical Hy and self-averaging quantities, the red average in (3.23) can essentially be
dropped. The wormhole computation for such observables approximates the answer in each member of
the ensemble, which itself is captured by only the black hole and the half-wormhole geometries (3.15).
As a concrete example, consider the spectral form factor [14]. At exponentially late times ¢ > t;amp, the
spectral form factor is not self-averaging, but a smeared version where we time average over an interval

AT > 1 is self-averaging.'® This implies the following approximate equality'®

(3.24)

eSo 478
~ t—g,e 2 for ¢t < tramp

fOI" tramp < t < tplateau

@[+

In going from the second to the third line, we used the fact that the time averaged spectral form factor
in quantum systems with (typical) Hamiltonians Hy is self-averaging, such that one can effectively apply

(3.23). So, at early times one sees that both the half-wormhole (in our model) and geometric wormhole

18This is because at times on the ramp both the standard deviation of the spectral form, and the spectral form factor
itself, scale as ~ t/f3. After time averaging, the standard deviation scales as ~ ¢/(8AT), and the averaged signal as ~ t/3.

19The figure above involves an analytic continuation from Euclidean to Lorentzian geometry which here we consider
occurs along a geodesic in the geometry. For the contribution of the half-wormhole we take this geodesic to be located
along a geodesic that separates the spacetime into a region that contains a brane and one that does not. Thus, with our
choice, the brane is located entirely in the Euclidean preparation region of the bra or the ket states. This choice however
does not appear to be unique and it would be interesting to explore other possible continuations to Lorentzian signature.
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(in JT gravity) are subleading but, when ¢ > t,amp, the half-wormhole contribution starts dominating in
the time-averaged spectral form factor, and crucially the result is well approximated by the JT gravity
wormhole. This is why simple gravity models, with wormholes, but without branes, are oftentimes good

approximations.

3.5 Additional comments
A few comments are in order.

1. An important ingredient that has led to the simple expression for the brane couplings (3.14)
comes from allowing correlations between branes on closed universes and branes on geometries
that include an asymptotic boundary. One could attempt to absorb the closed universes in dressed

brane correlators (black) that only attach to asymptotic universes, which would be non-Gaussian

D= D ) ¢ :: C e
T - QT TESHC -

(3.25)

However, some of the terms in this expansion are divergent, which suggests that the more natural
expansion is the original one, which does allow branes connecting closed and asymptotic universes.
We believe that the closed universes are an important conceptual ingredient in this story. From
the perspective of dilaton gravity with nonlocal interactions (2.21) it also makes most sense to

think about things in terms of there being closed universes as well.

2. Tracing the presence of the brane correlators back to the non-local deformations of the action, we
see that the cancellation of all wormholes is due to the perturbative expansion of these nonlocal
deformations around the leading black hole saddle. For example, the cancellation of the leading
two-boundary wormhole is obtained by expanding the non-local deformation around the two copies
of the black hole saddle-point (3.3). This re-emphasizes the importance of tracking such non-local
terms in the low-energy effective theory of gravity. We will further discuss the possible meaning

of such nonlocal terms in the discussion in section 6.

3. It is essential for the arguments of section 3.1 to work, that there is an exponential of two-brane

correlators in our theory which results in a sum over all possible brane insertions. In these points,
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we substantially from [40], and it is why we obtain factorization to all orders in the e~ expansion.

4. The simplicity of the result is a consequence of the fact that the integration measure and integration
range when gluing trumpets to any surface ¥ in (3.6), is independent of the topology and moduli
of 3. This is because gluing a trumpet to 3 changes the mapping class group just by introducing
an extra factor MCGy, x Z.

5. The brane correlators are independent of the parameters that determine the leading black hole
geometry, indeed (3.14) is independent of > and 8. This suggests a possible non-geometric origin
for the brane correlators, consistent with our intuition about the stringy realization of these UV

corrections in the section 1 and section 6.

6. Factorization implies null-states in the baby-universe Hilbert space. One might worry that the
negativity of the connected brane correlator Zpane(b1,b2) might lead to a lack of reflection posi-
tivity in the gravitational Hilbert space of the theory. To show that this is not the case we will use
the baby universe Hilbert space formalism of [20]. In this Hilbert space, states are obtained from
boundary creation operator, which we can take to create asymptotic boundaries with boundary
length 8 and fixed dilaton. The norm of any such state can be expressed as?

Nbdies
(W) = afZa, where W) = > Z(8)), (3.26)

i=1
where npgies is the maximum number of boundaries involved in the state |¥). Factorization
implies that the inner product matrix Z;; = Z(8)"*7 (whose dimension is npdies X Nhdies) has rank
1 with its one non-zero eigenvalue being positive and equal to Y *dies Z(8)%. This implies that
(U|P) > 0 for all a, and thus reflection positivity is not violated in this baby universe Hilbert
space. Furthermore, the fact that Z is rank 1 is a signature of the existence of null-states which
are associated to imposing factorization within in our model. In the usual GNS construction these
are then modded out and the final Hilbert space is one-dimensional, consistent with being in a
single a-state. The geodesic boundaries can be thought of as an additional set of universe creating
operators 62;(b), with correlations (3.2). These correlations are only accessible to observers with
access to different universes, and are inaccessible to observers within a single universe. Observers

within a single universe can only measures the total correlation (which vanishes), see section 6.

7. The b integral in (3.20) has saddlepoints. The integrand of (3.20) is even, so we can extend the
integral to the entire real axis and deform the contour through the saddlepoint at b; = 261]@-1 /2
(3.16). Thus for E; > 0 (which is the set of energies we focus on) this saddle is at imaginary b.

This means we can actually view it (on-shell) as a defect geometry with defect angle

a; = 2 + ib; = 27 — 28E,/*, (3.27)

29We thank D. Stanford and Z. Yang for useful comments in this direction.
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It would be interesting to understand the precise meaning of the emergence of defect geometries
here and in particular its fate upon analytic continuation to Lorentzian signature. In particular

how we cut the Euclidean geometry and glue it to a Lorentzian section.

All statements thus for hold to all orders in e™° perturbation theory. We now prove that actually (3.2)
yields (3.19) even non-perturbatively, the correlated branes truly fix the eigenvalues of the theory to E;.

4 Factorization and discreteness from matrix integral localization

Here we explain from the matrix integral description of two dimensional dilaton gravity why introducing
extra bilocal interactions in the spacetime action is sufficient to obtain factorizing gravity systems, and

how the brane one point functions discretize the spectrum.

The partition functions of the relevant matrix ensembles are defined as [19, 81]

2 = f[l/ed)\i exp < — LiV()@) ﬁ(Ai —\)? = f[ /e d)\; exp ( — LZL;V(&) + z;log()\i — Aj)> :
i= i= i<j i=1 i= i#j

(4.1)

where the potential V' (E) determines which dilaton gravity we are studying. Typical observables in this

matrix integral are products of spectral densities

L
p(E) = 6(E = \). (4.2)

i=1
This corresponds in gravity with computing amplitudes with fixed energy boundaries, which are inverse
Laplace transforms of the typical fixed length partition functions Z(8). The equations of motion from

varying the action in (4.1) with respect to \; relate the potential with the large L leading order spectrum
po(E) [82]

po(E),  (43)

LV()\):Q][ e

dE log(A — E) po(E) + constant = LV'(\) = 2][ dE
r r

where I is the cut along which pg(F) has non-zero support. This principal value integral can be inverted
to determine po(F) in terms of the potential [83]. The constant is the Lagrange multiplier which is used
to fix the normalization of po(E) in the collective field formulation; its integral over the region I" is L.
Subleading corrections and higher point correlators of p(E) can be calculated by expanding around the

saddle po(E). The Vandermonde encodes non-trivial correlation between different eigenvalues [14].

The gravitational dual of correlated eigenvalues are connected geometries (i.e. wormholes) between

different asymptotic regions. For example the leading order variance of the spectral density is computed
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in gravity by computing the wormhole between two different asymptotic regions [19]

1 Ei{+ Es 1

p(ElaEQ)conn - _47772E11/2E;/2 (El — E2)2

+ subleading higher genus corrections. (4.4)
Converting this to fixed £, one simply sums over the wormhole geometry, with any number of handles.

4.1 Localization concept

In section 3 we saw that one can obtain a factorizing gravitational theory by including branes with
specific correlation functions. In particular, we saw that bilocal interactions between different branes can
conspire to precisely cancel the geometric wormhole correlation between different asymptotic boundaries.
It is surprising that bilocal interactions are sufficient to attain factorization, since a priori there seems

little gravitational reason to expect that generic multi-local interactions would not feature.

However from the matrix model side this has a simple explanation. Introducing bilocal interactions

in gravity, corresponds in the matrix integral with introducing a double-trace deformation,

exp < > fmTrH™ T H”> = exp ( Z Fa(Nis A )) (4.5)

m,n=0 1,j=1

This modifies the repulsive force between eigenvalues. The basic intuition how a discrete spectrum then
arises is that we will tune the repulsive interactions and the potential in such a way that the eigenvalues
are frozen at the locations of the eigenvalues of a matrix Hy, drawn from the JT ensemble. Since the
undeformed matrix integral itself is comprised of just single-and double trace terms, it is not necessary

to include higher-trace deformations to achieve this.

More concretely, we will prove that the deformation corresponding to the brane insertions discussed

in section 3, result in a deformed matrix integral of the form

(/\ian)> ; (4.6)
1,j=1

where ¢ is a parameter, larger than any other quantity in the matrix integral, whose origin we explain
shortly. Because ¢ — oo the integrals over \; localize onto the stationary points of the “action” I(\;, Ej),

given in (4.28). We will prove that, with the 