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In this work, we show that the two proposals associated to the mutual information of matter fields
can be given for an eternal Schwarzschild black hole in de-Sitter spacetime. These proposals also
depicts the status of associated entanglement wedges and their roleplay in obtaining the correct Page
curve of radiation. The first proposal has been give for the before Page time scenario, which shows
that the mutual information I(R+

H : R−H) vanishes at a certain value of the observer’s time tbH = tH
(where tH � βH). We claim that this is the Hartman-Maldacena time at which the entanglement
wedge associated to R+

H ∪R
−
H gets disconnected and the fine-grained radiation entropy has the form

S(RH) ∼ log(βH). The second proposal depicts the fact that just after the Page time, when the
replica wormholes are the dominating saddle-points, the mutual information I(B+

H : B−H) vanishes as
soon as the time difference taH − tbH equals the scrambling time. Holographically, this reflects that
the entanglement wedge associated to B+

H ∪B
−
H jumps to the disconnected phase at this particular

time-scale. Furthermore, these two proposals lead us to the correct time-evolution of the fine-grained
entropy of radiation as portrayed by the Page curve. We have also shown that similar observations
can be obtained for the radiation associated to the cosmological horizon.

Hawking radiation is one of the most fascinating and
mysterious phenomena in theoretical physics, and it is
caused by pair formation that takes place in the black
hole’s near-horizon area [1]. This phenomenon has drawn
a lot of attention in the context of modern theoretical
physics. This is because, as a quantum mechanical ra-
diation, its presence provides a clear indication of the
microscopic physics underlying the general relativity the-
ory. This has motivated to probe its quantum mechan-
ical components, such von Neumann entropy [2]. How-
ever, the investigation of the von Neumann entropy of
the Hawking radiation has in turn provided us with a
paradox. The paradox can be described in the follow-
ing way. It has been noted that the creation of a black
hole, which results from the gravitational collapse of a
massive shell, is associated to a pure state. This implies
that the corresponding von Neumann entropy is zero.
Additionally, according to the theory of unitary evolu-
tion, the final state at the end of the evaporation pro-
cess must likewise be a pure state, meaning that the von
Neumann entropy once again must vanish at the end of
the evaporation process. Hawking’s semi-classical analy-
sis, however, demonstrated that for an evaporating black
hole, the von Neumann entropy of Hawking radiation is
an ever-increasing quantity with regard to the observer’s
time [3], and it does not disappear even if the black hole
has completely evaporated.
There is another way to understand this current scenario
which is more suitable for the case of an eternal black
hole. The von Neumann entropy of radiation is an well-
known example of fine-grained type of entropy1 and on
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the other other hand, the thermodynamic entropy of the
black hole is a perfect example of coarse-grained type of
entropy [4–6]). Further, as the state corresponding to
the whole system (radiation subsystem R + black hole
subsystem Rc) is a pure state, the fine-grained entropy
of radiation is equal to the fine-grained entropy of the
black hole subsystem, that is SvN (R) = SvN (Rc). This
observation together with the Hawking’s semi-classical
analysis implies that after a certain amount of time,
the fine-grained entropy of black hole subsystem will
greater than the coarse-grained entropy of the black hole
(SvN (R) > SBH). This fact is self-contradictory as the
basic definition of coarse-grained entropy is associated to
the fact that it is obtained by maximizing the fine-grained
entropy over all possible states. The above mentioned ob-
servation provides us an entropic way to understand the
paradoxical situation.
So a natural question arises regarding the correct time
evolution of the von Neumann entropy of Hawking radia-
tion. This was efficiently addressed by the so-called Page
curve. The Page curve curve suggested that in order to
satisfy the unitarity condition, the von Neumann entropy
of the radiation shall start from zero and monotonically
increase upto the Page time and then again drop down to
zero, signifying the end of the evaporation process [7, 8].
The contradiction only emerges after the Page time as af-
ter this particular time one usually gets SvN (R) > SBH .
Numerous intriguing methods have been developed to
handle this problem while taking into account the uni-
tarity evolution of radiation [9–12]. Recently, the idea
of entanglement wedge reconstruction from Hawking ra-
diation has proposed that certain regions in the interior
of a black hole may be responsible for the fine-grained

ation is identified as the von Neumann entropy of matter fields
located on the region R outside the black hole.
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entropy of that radiation [13–16]. These auxiliary ar-
eas are known as islands, and the surfaces at their ends
are known as quantum extremal surfaces (QES) [17–20].
It is to be mentioned that the quantum extremal sur-
faces are the quantum corrected classical extremal sur-
faces [21, 22]. The fine-grained entropy of the Hawking
radiation in the presence of the island in the black hole
interior is provided by

S(R) = min ext
I

{
Area(∂I)

4GN
+ SvN (I ∪R)

}
. (1)

From a semi-classical perspective, the islands come from
the replica wormhole saddle points (with the appropriate
boundary conditions) of the gravitational path integral,
which occur as a result of the use of the replica method
in dynamical gravitational background [23–26]. Due to
this remarkable observation, the island formulation has
emerged as an important prescription to be studied [27–
50].
It is important to note that while the majority of the
above mentioned studies are restricted to the black holes
in asymptotically flat or AdS spacetimes, the most recent
finding indicates that our universe is of de-Sitter nature.
Therefore, it makes sense to investigate the effect of the
positive cosmological constant in context of the informa-
tion paradox problem. Keeping this in mind, we will
consider the eternal Schwarzschild de-Sitter (SdS) space-
time as the black hole spacetime in this paper. Given
that these black holes are formed during the early in-
flationary stage of our universe, the information paradox
problem for the Schwarzschild de-Sitter black holes is cru-
cial. It also offers an ideal toy model for global structures
of isolated black holes in our universe, keeping in mind
the current phase of our universe’s accelerated expansion.
There are also causally disconnected areas in de-Sitter
space, which is similar to the situation with black holes.
Therefore, an observer may only access the regions of the
universe that are enclosed by their own horizon. Fur-
thermore, the cosmological event horizons emit and take
in radiation similar to the black hole (Gibbons-Hawking
radiation). In general, the entropy creation of the cosmo-
logical horizon is an observer-dependent feature in con-
trast to the black hole. It is caused by a lack of knowledge
about what exists outside of the cosmic horizon. In this
work, we will try to obtain the correct Page curve for the
black hole horizon of the SdS black hole and the Page-
like curve for the cosmological horizon of the same black
hole. We shall do this by keeping in mind the island for-
mulation. It is also to be mentioned that apart from the
approach (gravitational set up) which we have followed
in this work, there is another way (gravitational set up)
to address this entropic paradox. This is known as the
doubly holographic set up [51–59]. Some very interesting
works in this set up can be found in [14, 28, 50, 60–66].
In [67, 68] it was shown that the mutual information of
various subsystems plays a crucial role in obtaining the
correct Page curve of Hawking radiation. To be precise,
in [67] it was shown that just after the Page time the
mutual information of matter fields localized on R+ and

R− intervals vanishes, which eventually leads to a time-
independent profile of fine-grained entropy S(R). Fur-
thermore, in [68] the previous observation was exploited
in detail and two proposals were given regarding the satu-
ration of mutual information (of various subsystems) for
two different time domains (before and after the Page
time). However, these works were only restricted to the
eternal black holes in AdS and asymptotically flat space-
time. In this work, we shall see whether these proposals
hold for eternal black holes in de-Sitter spacetime or not.
We would like to mention that our work does not take
into account certain subtleties in graviational theories,
for example diffeomorphism invariance, which enables an
arbitrary definition of a subregion. A discussion on this
aspect can be found in [69–71] which shows that it can
have important implications to quantum gravity.

I. BRIEF DISCUSSION ON THE KOTTLER
SPACETIME

The Schwarzschild de-Sitter (SdS) spacetime metric is
the unique solution of Einstein’s vacuum field equation
with positive cosmological constant in (3 + 1)- spacetime
dimensions. This solution is sometimes also denoted as
the Kottler solution. The metric of the SdS solution has
the following form [72]

ds2 = −f(r)dt2 +
dr2

f(r)
+ r2(dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2);

f(r) = 1− 2M

r
− Λr2

3
(2)

where M is the mass parameter and Λ is the cosmological
constant. The above given lapse function in terms of the
AdS radius can be recast as

f(r) = 1− 2M

r
− r2

L2
AdS

. (3)

We can recover the asymptotically flat Schwarzschild
spacetime in the limit Λ→ 0 (or LAdS →∞).
We shall now discuss about the horizon structure of the
Kottler metric. One can show that the horizon struc-
ture depends on the value of the cosmological constant
(Λ) as there exists a critical value of Λ = Λcrit = 1

9M2

above which there event horizon does not exists and the
corresponding solution is then denoted as the naked sin-
gularity. However, in the range 0 < Λ < Λcrit (or
m

LAdS
< 1

3
√
3
), there are three solutions for f(r) = 0. Out

of these three solutions only two are physical solutions
[72, 73], one is known as the black hole horizon (rH) and
the other one is known as the cosmological horizon (rc),
rc > rH . Furthermore, in the limit Λ → Λcrit there is a
degenerate horizon [72]. In this work, we will only con-
sider the range 0 < Λ < Λcrit along with the following
form of the lapse function [74]

f(r) =
1

L2
AdSr

(rH − r)(r − rc)(r + rH + rc) . (4)
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The expressions for the rH and rc (in terms of the mass
parameter and the cosmological constant) are obtained
to be [73, 75, 76]

rH =
2√
Λ

cos

(
π

3
+

arccos(3M
√

Λ)

3

)

rc =
2√
Λ

cos

(
π

3
− arccos(3M

√
Λ)

3

)
. (5)

In order to proceed further, we shall now rewrite the met-
ric in the Kruskal coordinates. As there are two different
choices available for the horizons, there exists two differ-
ent sets of Kruskal coordinates. This is due to the reason
that the Kruskal coordinate transformations contain sur-

face gravity in the expression which has different values
corresponding to the different event horizons. This we
denote as κH (associated to the black hole horizon rH)
and κc (associated to the cosmological horizon rc). Keep-
ing this mind, one can show two alternative forms of the
metric in terms of the two different Kruskal coordinates.
This can be represented as black horizon representation
of the metric and the cosmological horizon description of
the metric.
In order to obtain the form of the metric in the Kruskal
coordinates, we first introduce the tortoise coordinate
which satisfies the following transformation

u = t− r∗(r) , v = t+ r∗(r) (6)

where r∗(r) is the tortoise coordinate, given as

r∗(r) = αH ln(|rH − r|)− αc ln(|r − rc|) + α′ ln(r + rH + rc). (7)

The expressions of αH , αc and α′ read

αH =
L2
AdSrH

(rc − rH)(2rH + rc)

αc =
L2
AdSrc

(rc − rH)(2rc + rH)

α′ =
L2
AdS(rH + rc)

(2rc + rH)(2rH + rc)
. (8)

We first introduce the black hole horizon description of
the metric. For the right wedge of the black hole horizon,
the Kruskal coordinates read

UH = −e−κH(t−r∗(r))

VH = eκH(t+r∗(r)) (9)

and for the left wedge it read

UH = eκH(t+r∗(r))

VH = −e−κH(t−r∗(r)) (10)

where κH is the surface gravity associated to black hole
horizon

κH =
(rc − rH)(2rH + rc)

2L2
AdSrH

. (11)

Further, one can obtain the following form of the Hawk-
ing temperature associated to the black hole horizon

TH =
κH
2π

=
(rc − rH)(2rH + rc)

4πL2
AdSrH

=
1

βH
. (12)

In terms of the cosmological constant and the mass pa-
rameter, the surface gravity (κH) and Hawking temper-
ature associated to the black hole horizon read [76]

κH =
√

Λ

 1

4 cos
(

1
3 arccos(3M

√
Λ) + π

3

) − cos

(
1

3
arccos(3M

√
Λ) +

π

3

) (13)

TH =

√
Λ

2π

 1

4 cos
(

1
3 arccos(3M

√
Λ) + π

3

) − cos

(
1

3
arccos(3M

√
Λ) +

π

3

) . (14)

On the other hand, the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy for the black hole horizon is given by SBH =
πr2H
GN

. Finally, the
black horizon description of the metric in terms of the Kruskal coordinate reads

ds2 = −F 2(r)dUHdVH + r2Ω2
2 ; F 2(r) =

f(r)

κ2H
e−2κHr

∗(r)

(15)
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where the detailed expression of F (r) has the following form

F (r) =
2LAdSrH√

r

|r − rc|
1
2 (1+

rc
rH

(
2rH+rc
2rc+rH

)
)
(r + rc + rH)

1
2 (1−

r2c−r
2
H

rH (2rc+rH )
)

(2rH + rc)(rc − rH)
. (16)

We noe move on to describe the metric in terms of the
cosmological horizon. The Kruskal coordinates for the
right wedge of the cosmological horizon read

Uc = −e−κc(t−r∗(r))
Vc = eκc(t+r

∗(r)) (17)

and for the left wedge, it read

Uc = eκc(t+r
∗(r))

Vc = −e−κc(t−r∗(r)) . (18)

The surface gravity (κc) and the Hawking temperature
associated to the cosmological horizon have the following

respective forms

κc =
(rc − rH)(2rc + rH)

2L2
AdSrc

(19)

Tc =
κc
2π

=
(rc − rH)(2rc + rH)

4πL2
AdSrc

=
1

βc
. (20)

The form of κc and Tc in terms of the cosmological con-
stant and mass parameter are given as [76]

κc =
√

Λ

 1

4 cos
(

1
3 arccos(3M

√
Λ)− π

3

) − cos

(
1

3
arccos(3M

√
Λ)− π

3

) (21)

Tc =

√
Λ

2π

 1

4 cos
(

1
3 arccos(3M

√
Λ)− π

3

) − cos

(
1

3
arccos(3M

√
Λ)− π

3

) . (22)

Therefore the cosmological horizon description of the metric in terms of the Kruskal coordinates can be written down
as

ds2 = −G2(r)dUcdVc + r2dΩ2
2 ; G2(r) =

f(r)

κ2c
e−2κcr

∗(r)

(23)

where the conformal factor G(r) has the following form

G(r) =
2LAdSrc√

r

|rH − r|
1
2

(
1− rHrc

rH+2rc
rc+2rH

)
(r + rc + rH)

1
2 (1+

r2c−r
2
H

rc(2rH+rc)
)

(rc − rH)(2rc + rH)
. (24)

r = 0

r
=
r c

r
=
r
H

r
=
rH

r = 0

r = ∞

r = ∞

r
=
r
H

r
=
r
c

FIG. 1. Penrose-Carter diagram of Schwarzschild de-Sitter spacetime. In the above, r = rH represents the black hole event
horizon and r = rc is the cosmological event horizon.

The above mentioned two alternative descriptions of the
SdS metric can be understood in terms of the Penrose-

Carter diagrams. This we provide in Fig.(1) where two
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physical horizons have been pointed out either of which
can be used to describe the spacetime equivalently. In
this work, our aim is to study the Page curve of radia-
tion associated to both Hawking radiation and Gibbons-
Hawking radiation. This can be done by isolating dif-
ferent patches of the spacetime by introducing the ther-
mal opaque membrane [77–82]. These patches have been
denoted as the black hole patch and the cosmological
patch in the literature. We have shown this in Fig.(2).
The principal reason behind introducing this thermal

r = 0

r
=
r c

r
=
r
H

r
=
rH

r = 0

r = ∞

r = ∞

r
=
r
H

r
=
r
c

Black hole patch
r = 0

r
=
r c

r
=
r
H

r
=
rH

r = 0

r = ∞

r = ∞

r
=
r
H

r
=
r
c

Cosmological patch

FIG. 2. SAdS spacetime with thermal opaque membrane.

opaque membrane lies in the fact that we do not have any
Kruskal coordinates which can remove the coordinate sin-
gularities simultaneously from both the black hole hori-
zon and the cosmological horizon. On the other hand for
the Schwarzschild de-Sitter spacetime the two horizons,
namely the back hole horizon and the cosmlogical horizon
can be thought as two different thermodynamic systems
with different temperatures. Therefore they are not in
the thermal equilibrium. For non-equilibrium system it
is very much difficult to study its thermodynamic prop-
erties. Therefore to make the analysis simpler one has
to ensure that the system (either the black hole horizon
or the cosmological horizon) is in thermal equilibrium.
The thermal opaque membrane does this job [77–82]. In
a multi horizon spacetime one can use thermal opaque
membrane to analyse one horizon by taking the other one
as boundary. One can understand this thermal opaque
membrane by following the approach given in [76, 81].
Let us consider the radial part of the Klein-Gordon equa-
tion in SdS spacetime, which is found to be [76, 81]

(
− ∂2

∂t2
+

∂2

∂r∗2

)
ψ(r) + Veff (r)ψ(r) = 0 . (25)

The explicit form of the effective potential (Veff ) can be
obtained by using the lapse function given in eq.(2). This

reads [76, 81]

Veff =

(
1− 2M

r
− Λr2

3

)(
l(l + 1)

r2
+

2M

r3
− Λ

3

)
.

One can show that the above expression vanishes for both
the black hole horizon and the cosmological horizon. In
[76, 81] it was shown that this effective potential can
be treated as the partition between the black hole and
cosmological horizons. To understand this in the Pen-
rose diagram one can introduce the Kruskal time-like and
space-like coordinates for the black hole patch as

UH = TH −RH , VH = TH +RH (26)

and similarly for the cosmological patch

Uc = Tc −Rc , Vc = Tc +Rc . (27)

By using this above Kruskal time-like and space-like co-
ordinates, one can obtain the following [76]

−UHVH = R2
H − T 2

H = e2κHr
∗(r) (28)

−UcVc = R2
c − T 2

c = e2κcr
∗(r) . (29)

The above results suggest that for r = constant, a hyper-
bola (membrane) in the RH(c)−TH(c) plane can be real-
ized in both the black hole and the cosmological patch.
On the other hand, it has been suggested that the ana-
logue of “defect” in wedge holography is nothing but the
“thermal opaque membrane” in Schwarzschild de-Sitter
eternal black hole. Gravity may be considered to be suffi-
ciently weak at these membranes because the membrane
in question is far from the black hole/de-Sitter patch. We
now proceed to investigate the role of mutual information
of various subsystems in the Page curve associated to a
multi-event horizon black hole spacetime.

II. ANALYSIS FOR THE BLACK HOLE PATCH

We now proceed to study the Page curve of Hawking
radiation for the SdS eternal black hole in 3 + 1 dimen-
sions. As we have mentioned already, in order to probe
the Hawking radiation we need to restrict ourselves to
the black hole patch by introducing the thermal opaque
membrane to freeze the cosmological horizon. We shall
work with the form of the metric given in eq.(15) which
corresponds to the black hole horizon description of the
SdS solution.
On the other hand, we assume that the whole spacetime
is filled with conformal matter of central charge c. To
be more precise, we will consider the matter to be a free
CFT. We will incorporate the s-wave approximation in
conformal matter sector [29, 83, 84]. The reason behind
this is that the process of the Hawking radiation is dom-
inated by the s-wave modes. Under this approximation
we can neglect the angular part of the metric. So we
can compute the entanglement entropy of the Hawking
radiation by using the 2d CFT formula [85, 86]. Further,
the s-wave approximation in the matter sector also im-
plies that we can neglect the massive modes of the matter



6

fields. We can ignore these massive modes of the matter
fields because the entangling regions are very far apart
from each other and therefore the theory of the conformal
matter fields reduces to the 2d conformal field theory.
In this work, our motivation is to check whether the pro-
posals given in [67, 68] (where the analysis is restricted
only to the eternal black holes in asymptotically AdS
and flat spacetime or else) hold for a spacetime geome-
try with the positive cosmological constant. Particual-
rly, in this section we study the black hole patch of the
Schwarzschild de-Sitter spacetime and check whether the
results reported in [67, 68] holds or not.
As mentioned earlier, The black hole patch is equivalent
to the Penrose diagram of the flat Schwarzschild black
hole embedded in the de Sitter spacetime with cosmo-
logical horizons in both sides. We will focus on two sce-
narios here. Firstly, we will discuss what happens before

the Page time (tPageH ), then we will proceed to probe
the after Page time scenario. In the before the Page time
scenario, we intend to discuss the role of mutual informa-
tion between R+

H and R−H (shown in the Penrose diagram
Fig.(3)) on the Page curve, as there is no island contribu-
tion in the entropy of the Hawking radiation in this time
domain. However, in the after Page time scenario one
has to consider the contribution from the island region
which resides in the black hole interior.

A. Before Page time scenario: the role of
I(R+

H : R−H)

In the scenario before the Page time scenario, that is

for tobs < tPageH , the entanglement entropy of the Hawk-

ing radiation can be computed by calculating the von-
Neumann entropy of the matter fields on two disjoint
intervals R+

H and R−H . This gives us S(RH) = SvN (R+
H ∪

R−H), where RH = R+
H ∪ R−H (where the ± signifies the

right and left wedges of the Pensrose-Carter diagram
Fig.(3)).
The endpoints of the disjoint regions R±H are [e±H : b±H ].

As R±H regions are extended to spatial infinity (upto
the thermal opaque membrane) from the inner bound-
ary b±H = (±tbH , bH), we introduce the point e±H in order

to regularize it, that is, e±H = (0, eH). We will eventually
take the limit eH → ∞. In this set up, the fine-grained
entropy of radiation reads

SvN (RH) = SvN (R+
H ∪R−H) , RH = SvN (RcH) (30)

where RcH is the complement region of RH = R+
H ∪ R−H .

In the above, we have assumed that the state on the
full Cauchy slice is a pure state. As mentioned before
we consider the matter fields to be 2d free conformal
matter which can be obtained by incorporating s-wave
approximation.

So to compute the fine grained entropy of the Hawking radiation we will use the following expression

SvN (RcH) =
( c

3

)
log d(b+H , b

−
H) . (31)

r = 0

r
=
r c

r
=
r
H

r
=
rH

r = 0

r = ∞

r = ∞

r
=
r
H

r
=
r
c

R
−
H

R+
H

Rc
H

b−H b+H

FIG. 3. Penrose diagram of Schwarzschild de-Sitter black hole with thermal opaque membrane covering the cosmological
patch. The R±H regions are shown by green curve with b±H = (±tbH , bH). The blue line indicates the complementary region of
RH = R+

H ∪R
−
H .

The distance d(b+H , b
−
H), given in the above expression can

be computed explicitly from the metric given in eq.(15).
This reads

d(b+H , b
−
H) = 2F (bH)eκHr

∗(bH) cosh(κHtbH ) . (32)
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Now using the above expression in eq.(31), the entanglement entropy of Hawking radiation is found to be

S(RH) = SvN (R+
H ∪R−H)

=
( c

3

)
log

[(
βH
π

)√
f(bH) cosh

(
2πtbH
βH

)]
. (33)

From the above result we can observe that in the early
time domain, that is for tbH � βH , the fine grained en-
tropy of Hawking radiation reduces to the following form

S(RH) ≈
( c

3

)
log

[(
βH
π

)√
f(bH)

]
+
( c

6

)(2πtbH
βH

)2

.

(34)

However, at late times (tbH � βH), we obtain the follow-
ing form of the entropy of the Haking radiation

S(RH) ≈
( c

3

)
log

[(
βH
π

)√
f(bH)

]
+
( c

3

)(2πtbH
βH

)
.

(35)

From the above analysis we observe that as long as there
is no island contribution, the entanglement entropy of

the Hawking radiation increases with respect to the ob-
server’s time. However, the nature of this time evolu-
tion of SvN (RH) is strikingly different for these two dif-
ferent time doamins. To be precise, in the early time
SvN (RH) shows quadratic behaviour with time, that is
SvN (RH) ∼ t2bH , and in the late time domain it grows
linearly in time, that is SvN (RH) ∼ tbH . This observa-
tion firmly agrees with the one shown in [87].
One can also compute the entanlement entropy of the
matter fields localized on the individual regions R+

H and

R−H . This can be written down as

SvN (R±H) =
( c

3

)
log d(b±H , e

±
H) . (36)

We can compute the above given distances by using the
black hole metric given in eq.(15). The expressions of
d(b+H , e

+
H) and d(b−H , e

−
H) read

d(b+H , e
+
H) =

[
2F (bH)F (eH)eκHr

∗(bH) (cosh(κHr
∗(bH))− cosh(κHtbH ))

] 1
2

= d(b−H , e
−
H) . (37)

In the above result we assume that Limite→∞ r∗(e) = 0. By substituting the above expression in eq.(36), we get the
following results

SvN (R+
H) = SvN (R−H) =

( c
6

)
log

[
2

(
βH
2π

)2√
f(bH)f(eH)

{
| cosh

(
2πr∗(bH)

βH

)
− cosh

(
2πtbH
βH

)
|
}]

. (38)

Now with the computed results (given in eq.(33) and eq.(38)) in hand one can obtain the expression for the mutual
information (MI) between the matter fields localised on the region R+

H and R−H . This is obtained to be

I(R+
H : R−H) = SvN (R+

H) + SvN (R−H)− SvN (R+
H ∪R−H)

=
( c

3

)
log

(βH
2π

)√
f(eH)

 | cosh
(

2πr∗(bH)
βH

)
− cosh

(
2πtbH
βH

)
|

cosh
(

2πtbH
βH

)

 . (39)

In order to understand the behaviour of MI thoroughly (for both early and late time scenario), we compute its form by
considering the justified limits. In the early time domain (tbH � βH), the expression of mutual information reduces
to the following form

I(R+
H : R−H) ≈

( c
3

)[
log

[(
βH
2π

)√
f(eH) cosh

(
2πr∗(bH)

βH

)]
− sech

(
2πr∗(bH)

βH

)
−
(

2π2

β2
H

){
1 + sech

(
2πr∗(bH)

βH

)}
t2bH

]
.

(40)

The above expression suggests that at the early time domain I(R+
H : R−H) decreases with the time-scaling ∼ t2bH . On

the other hand, at the late times (tbH � βH), we obtain the following form of the mutual information

I(R+
H : R−H) ≈

( c
3

)[
log

[(
βH
2π

)√
f(eH)

]
− 2 cosh

(
2πr∗(bH)

βH

)
e
−
(

2πtbH
βH

)]
.

(41)

This in turn means that at late times (tbH � βH), I(R+
H : R−H) increases with respect to the observer’s time
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tbH . Interestingly, one can note by looking at eq.(s)(40)
and (41) that there exists a particular value of tbH at
which the mutual information will be zero and the en-

tanglement wedge corresponding to R+
H ∪ R−H will be in

its disconnected phase2. This observation supports the
following proposal given in [68]

Proposal I: For an eternal black hole in de-Sitter spacetime, starting from a finite, non-zero value (at tbH = 0), the
mutual information between R+

H and R+
H vanishes at a particular value of the observer’s time (tbH = tH).

Now we will compute the expression of the time scale tH at which the mutual information between R+
H and R−H

vanishes. In order to do this we will use the expression given in eq.(39) along with the above given proposal. This
reads

I(R+
H : R−H)|tbH=tH = 0 . (42)

One can solve the above equation to obtain the value of tH . This is found to be

tH =

(
βH
2π

)
cosh−1

{(
βH
2π

√
f(eH)

1 + βH
2π

√
f(eH)

)
cosh

(
2πr∗(bH)

βH

)}
.

(43)

The above expression suggests that the time scale tH is much smaller than tbH = βH , that is tH � βH . Therefore
the time scale tH lies in the early time domain. The expression of SvN (R+

H ∪R−H) at this particular time (tbH = tH)
reads

S
tbH=tH
vN (R+

H ∪R−H) =
c

3
log


(
βH
√
f(eH)

2π

)2

1 +
βH
√
f(eH)

2π

cosh

(
2πr∗(bH)

βH

)
≈ c

3
log

[
βH
2π

√
f(eH)

]
+
c

6

(
rH
bH

)2

.

(44)

Our proposal suggests that the mutual correlation be-
tween R+

H and R−H is non-zero for the time interval
0 ≤ tbH < tH . The value of I(R+ : R−) is maximum at
tbH = 0 and then it decreases for the range tbH ≤ tH , and
vanishes exactly at tbH = tH . Further, it also depicts the
fact that the associated entanglement wedge of R+

H ∪R−H
is in connected phase initially. Then, at tbH = tH , the
mutual information between R+

H and R−H vanishes and

the entanglement wedge associated to R+
H ∪ R−H makes

the transition to the disconnected phase. Once again we
would like to mention that tH � βH . These observa-
tions strongly indicate that this time tH is nothing but
the Hartman-Maldacena time tHM , as reported in our
previous work [68]. Furthermore, the expression of mu-
tual information, I(R+

H : R−H) at tbH = βH is obtained to
be

I(R+
H : R−H) =

( c
3

)
log

[(
βH
2π

)√
f(eH) cosh

(
2πr∗(bH)

βH

)]
.

(45)

The above result tells us that after the Hartman- Malda-
cena time, the mutual correlation between R+

H and R−H

2 As we know mutual information between two subsystems,
namely, A and B satisfies the non-negative property, that is,
I(A : B) ≥ 0. This means zero is the lowest possible value mu-
tual information can have where the correlation between A and
B vanishes

(I(R+ : R−)) starts to increase with respect to the ob-
server’s time tbH .
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B. After Page time scenario: probing the role of
I(B+

H : B−H)

We now proceed to discuss the after Page time scenario

tbH ≥ tPageH . Just after the Page time tPageH , the island
starts to contribute. This in turn means that one has to
generalize the concept of entanglement entropy by intro-
ducing the concept of fine-grained entropy. This gener-
alization incorporates the area term in the formula given
in eq.(1) along with the island contribution. One can ob-

serve that the term SvN (IH ∪ RH) satisfies the identity
SvN (IH∪R+

H∪R−H) = SvN (B+
H∪B−H). The regions of B±H

can be specified as (b±H → a±H) where a±H = (±taH , aH)
are the end points of the island. This can be understood
by the Penrose diagram, given in Fig(4). Now as we have
mentioned earlier, in this work we are considering 2d free
CFT as the matter sector. This in turn means that the
expression associated to SvN (B+

H ∪B−H) can be evaluated
by using the following formula [85]

SvN (B+
H ∪B−H) =

( c
3

)
log
[d(a+H , a

−
H)d(b+H , b

+
H)d(a+H , b

+
H)d(a−H , b

−
H)

d(a+H , b
−
H)d(a−H , b

+
H)

]
. (46)

r = 0

r
=
r c

r
=
r
H

r
=
rH

r = 0

r = ∞

r = ∞

r
=
r
H

r
=
r
c

R
−
H

R+
H

IH
b−H b+H

a−H a+H

FIG. 4. Penrose diagram of the black hole patch (with thermal opaque membrane covering the cosmological patch) indicating
the island region (in red) with endpoints a±H = (±taH , aH). The radiation regions are shown by the green line.

Now, in order to compute the explicit form of the en-
tanglement entropy of the matter fields, we have to sub-
stitute the distances in eq.(46). This can be calculated
from the black hole metric given in eq.(15). In recent
works in this direction, it has been suggested that at the
late times (taH , tbH � βH), one can make the following
approximation [29, 88]

SvN (B+
H ∪B−H) ≈ SvN (B+

H) + SvN (B−H) (47)

where

SvN (B±H) =
( c

3

)
log d(b±H , a

±
H) (48)

By using the above mentioned approximation in eq.(1)
along with the correct area term and upon extremization

one can show that the final expression for S(RH) is noth-
ing but S(RH), that is S(RH) = 2SBH + ... . This has
already been shown in [36, 76]. In [67, 68] it was shown
that the approximation given in eq.(47) corresponds to

the fact that one has to ignore the terms ∼ e
−

2πtbH
βH .

This in turn means that the approximation e
−

2πtbH
βH ≈ 0

is associated with the vanishing of mutual information
(I(B+

H : B−H) = SvN (B+
H)+SvN (B−H)−SvN (B+

H ∪B−H) ≈
0), only at the leading order. However, if the contribution

from the terms∼ e−
2πtbH
βH are kept, then it will eventually

give us a time-dependent expression of S(R). This issue
was addressed in our previous works [67, 68]. We now
extend our previous study for the de-Sitter spacetime by
proposing the following

Proposal II: For an eternal black hole in de-Sitter spacetime, the mutual information between the black hole subsys-
tems B+

H and B−H vanishes just after the Page time when the island starts to contribute.

Holographically the above proposal implies that just af-
ter the Page time, when the replica wormhole saddle
points starts to dominate, the entanglement wedge of
B+
H ∪B−H makes the transition from connected to discon-

nected phase [89–91] and this results in I(B+
H : B−H) = 0.

Now, according to the above given proposal, we need to
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compute the following

I(B+
H : B−H) = 0

SvN (B+
H) + SvN (B−H) = SvN (B+

H ∪B−H) . (49)

By substituting the explicit expressions from eq.(48) and
eq.(46), one obtains the following equality

d(a+H , b
−
H)(a−H , b

+
H) = d(a+H , a

−
H)d(b+H , b

−
H) . (50)

Substituting this equality in SvN (B+
H ∪ R−H) (given in

eq.(46)), we obtain

SvN (B+
H ∪B−H) =

c

3
log
(
d(a+H , b

+
H)d(a−H , b

−
H)
)
. (51)

By using the metric of the black hole patch given in
eq.(15), one can compute the explicit expressions cor-
responding to the mentioned various distances.

This reads

d(a±H , b
±
H) =

√
2F (aH)F (bH)eκH(r∗(bH)+r∗(aH))

[
cosh[κH(r∗(aH)− r∗(bH))]− cosh[κH(taH − tbH )]

] 1
2

(52)

d(a±H , b
∓
H) =

√
2F (aH)F (bH)eκH(r∗(bH)+r∗(aH))

[
cosh[κH(r∗(aH)− r∗(bH))] + cosh[κ(taH + tbH )]

] 1
2

(53)

d(b+H , b
−
H) = 2F (bH)eκHr

∗(bH) cosh(κHtbH ) (54)

d(a+H , a
−
H) = 2F (aH)eκHr

∗(aH) cosh(κHtaH ) . (55)

These above expressions of distances suggests that

d(a+H , b
+
H) = d(a−H , b

−
H)

d(a+H , b
−
H) = d(a−H , b

+
H). (56)

This in turn means that we can recast the expression of
SvN (B+

H ∪B−H) (given in eq.(51)) in the following form

SvN (B+
H ∪B−H) =

2c

3
log d(a+H , b

+
H) (57)

On the other hand, substituting these expressions of dis-
tances in eq.(50) along with fact given in eq.(56), we
obtain the following condition

taH − tbH = |r∗(aH)− r∗(bH)| . (58)

The above obtained condition is very interesting as it
enables us express taH in terms of the other quantities.
By using this mentioned property in eq.(57), we obatin
the entanglement entropy of the conformal matter fields

SvN (B+
H ∪B−H) =

c

3
log

(
2

κ2H

)
+
c

6
log[f(aH)f(bH))] .

(59)

The importance of the above result lies in the fact that
it is independent of time. Now if we substitute the above
expression in eq.(1) together with the area term, that is
Area(∂IH)

4GN
= 2 × 4πa2H

4GN
, the fine grained entropy of the

Hawking radiation reads

S(RH) = 2× 4πa2H
4GN

+
c

3
log

(
2

κ2H

)
+
c

6
log[f(aH)f(bH)] .

(60)

We now need to find the value of the island parameter
‘aH ’. This we obtain by performing the extremization of
the above result. This leads to the following value

aH = rH −
(
cGN
24π

)
1

rH
+ ... . (61)

The above results shows that the quantum extremal sur-
faces are located inside the black hole event horizon
[74, 76]. However, in case of eternal black holes in AdS,
it has been noted that the quantum extremal surfaces
reside just outside the event horizon [67, 68]. So, the
position of the island endpoints are different for dS and
AdS spacetime. Substitution of the above extremized
value of “aH” in eq.(60) leads to the following expression
of fine-grained entropy of Hawking radiation

S(RH) = 2SBH +
c

3
log (SBH)−

(
c
2

)2
2SBH

+ ...

(62)

It can be noted from the above expression that it is time
independent and contains logarithmic and inverse power
law correction terms [67, 68]. Revisiting the condition
I(B+ : B−) = 0 (given in eq.(58)) with the obtained
value of “aH” (given in eq.(62)), we get

taH − tbH =

(
βH
8π

)
log (SBH) = tScrH (63)

where tScrH is the Scrambling time[92, 93] for the black
hole patch. The remarkable observation made above in
turn tells that just after the Page time tPH , the replica
wormhole saddle points start to dominate and the emer-
gence of island in the black hole interior leads to the
disconnected phase of the entanglement wedge B+

H ∪B−H ,
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characterized by the condition given in eq.(63). On the
other hand, the explicit expression of the Page time is
found to be

tPageH =

(
3βH
πc

)
SBH −

(
βH
π

)
log (SBH) ... .

(64)

In the above expression, the leading piece is the familiar
form of the Page time, where the rest represent the sub-
leading corrections to it.

III. ANALYSIS FOR THE COSMOLOGICAL
PATCH

In this part, we will study the Page curve corresponding
to the entanglement entropy of Gibbons-Hawking radia-
tion. This we do by restricting ourselves in the cosmo-
logical patch and treating the black holes on each side
as frozen (for the same reason as in the previous sec-
tion, we again add two thermal opaque membranes on
either side of the black hole patch). For the area of in-
terest, the corresponding metric is given in eq.(23). It
has been noted that studies in this direction are often re-
stricted to the black holes in asymptotically flat or AdS
spacetimes, however the most recent data shows that the
universe is expanding faster with a de-Sitter like char-
acteristics. In this context, the cosmological event hori-

zons emit and absorb radiation similar to the black hole
event horizon and this radiation has been denoted as the
Gibbons-Hawking radiation. In general, the entropy cre-
ation of the cosmic horizon is an observer-dependent fea-
ture in contrast to the black hole. It develops as a result
of ignorance regarding what exists beyond the cosmolog-
ical horizon.
Now, in order to study the cosmological patch we have to
freeze the black hole patch by the thermal opaque mem-
branes on the both sides. Once again, we will discuss two
scenarios here, namely, the before cosmological Page time
(tPagec ) scenario and the after cosmological Page time sce-
nario.

A. Before cosmological Page time scenario: The
role of I(R+

c : R−c )

Similar to the previous scenario, this time domain corre-
sponds to the facts that the observer’s time is less then
the cosmological Page time, that is tc � tPagec . As men-
tioned earlier, in this time domain there is no cosmo-
logical island contribution. Therefore the entanglement
entropy of the Gibbons-Hawking (GH) radiation (S(Rc))
is given by the von Neumann entropy of the matter fields
on Rc = R+

c ∪ R−c , that is S(Rc) = SvN (Rc). It is to be
noted that the end points of the disjoint regions R±c are
[e±c : b±c ].

As R±c regions are extended to spatial infinity (upto the thermal opaque) from the inner boundary b±c = (±tbc , bc), we
introduce the point e±c in order to regularize it, that is, e±c = (0, ec). This can be visualised in the Penrose diagram
given in Fig.(5). We will eventually take the limit ec →∞. Now, we need to compute the following in order to obtain
the desired result

r = 0

r
=
r c

r
=
r
H

r
=
rH

r = 0

r = ∞

r = ∞

r
=
r
H

r
=
r
c

R
−
c R+

c

Rc
c

b−c b+c

FIG. 5. Penrose diagram of cosmological patch of SdS spacetime with thermal opaque. The regions R±c is indicated by the
green line. The complementary region of Rc = R+

c ∪R−c , that is, Rc
c is shown by the in figure by blue line.

SvN (Rc) = SvN (R+
c ∪R−c ) ; Rc = R+

c ∪R−c . (65)

Once again we assume that the state on the full Cauchy
slice is a pure state, therefore the entanglement entropy
of the GH radiation reads

SvN (R+
c ∪R−c ) = SvN (Rcc) (66)

Now, keeping in mind the s-wave approximation in the
matter sector, we use the 2d conformal field theory for-
mula. This reads

SvN (Rcc) =
( c

3

)
log d(b+c , b

−
c ) . (67)

To compute the distance d(b+c , b
−
c ), in the cosmological

patch we will use the metric given in eq.(23). The in turn
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gives us

d(b+c , b
−
c ) = 2G(bc)e

κcr
∗(bc) cosh(κctbc) (68)

where κc (surface gravity of the cosmological patch) is
given in eq.(19). The above given result and eq.(67) lead
us to the following result for entanglement entropy of the
GH radiation

S(Rc) = SvN (R+
c ∪R−c )

=
( c

3

)
log

[(
βc
π

)√
f(bc) cosh

(
2πtbc
βc

)]
.(69)

We now follow the footstep shown in the previous section
and compute the form of S(Rc) for both early and late
time domains. In the early time domain (tbc � βc),
S(Rc) reduces to the following form

S(Rc) ≈
( c

3

)
log

[(
βc
π

)√
f(bc)

]
+
( c

6

)(2πtbc
βc

)2

.

(70)

On the other hand, in late time domain (tPagec > tbc �
βc), it reads

S(Rc) ≈
( c

3

)
log

[(
βc
π

)√
f(bc)

]
+
( c

3

)(2πtbc
βc

)
.

(71)

Once again we note that, in absence of the island con-
tribution, S(Rc) exhibits quadratic behaviour over time
in the early time domain S(Rc) ∼ t2bc and linearly with
time for the late time domain SvN (Rc) ∼ tbc . Further,
the entanglement entropy of the matter fields localized
on the individual areas R+

c and R−c are obtained to be

SvN (R±c ) =
c

3
log d(b±c , e

±
c ) (72)

Using the metric on the cosmological patch provided in
eq.(23), we can calculate the distances. The expressions
of d(b+c , e

+
c ) and d(b−c , e

−
c ) read

d(b+c , e
+
c ) =

[
2G(bc)G(ec)e

κcr
∗(bc) (cosh(κcr

∗(bc))− cosh(κctbc))
] 1

2

= d(b−c , e
−
c ) . (73)

In the above expression we are using the fact that, in the limit ec →∞, r∗(e) vanishes. By replacing the aforementioned
formula in the eq.(72), we get the following results

SvN (R+
c ) = SvN (R−c ) =

( c
6

)
log

[
2

(
βc
2π

)2√
f(bc)f(ec)

{
| cosh

(
2πr∗(bc)

βc

)
− cosh

(
2πtbc
βc

)
|
}]

. (74)

Now, by using the expressions provided in eq.(69) and eq.(74), we once again compute the mutual information between
R+
c and R−c . This reads

I(R+
c : R−c ) = SvN (R+

c ) + SvN (R−c )− SvN (R+
c ∪R−c )

=
( c

3

)
log

( βc
2π

)√
f(ec)

 | cosh
(

2πr∗(bc)
βc

)
− cosh

(
2πtbc
βc

)
|

cosh
(

2πtbc
βc

)

 .

(75)

Similar to the black hole patch analysis, one can show
that in the early time domain I(R+

c : R−c ) decreases with
the time-scaling∼ t2bc and for the late time domain (tbc �
βc), I(R+

c : R−c ) increases with respect to the observer’s

time tbc . This once again points out the fact that there
exits a time tc, at which mutual information between R+

c

and R−c vanishes and the entanglement wedge associated
to R+

c ∪ R−c gets disconnected. Keeping this in mind, it
can be said that the following proposal is valid also for
the cosmological patch

Proposal I: For an eternal black hole in de-Sitter spacetime, starting from a finite, non-zero value (at tbc = 0), the
mutual information between R+

c and R+
c vanishes at a particular value of the observer’s time (tbc = tc).

In this case, the value of the time-scale tc is obtained to be

tc =

(
βc
2π

)
cosh−1

{(
βc
2π

√
f(ec)

1 + βc
2π

√
f(ec)

)
cosh

(
2πr∗(bc)

βc

)}
.

(76)
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Once again we note that the time scale tc is substantially lower than tbc = βc, that is tc � βc. As a result, the time
scale tc belongs to the early time domain. Furthermore, the expression of SvN (R+

c ∪R−c ) at this particular time reads

S
tbc=tc
vN (R+

c ∪R−c ) =
c

3
log


(
βc
√
f(ec)

2π

)2

1 +
βc
√
f(ec)

2π

cosh

(
2πr∗(bc)

βc

)
≈ c

3
log

[
βc
2π

√
f(ec)

]
+
c

6

(
rc
bc

)2

. (77)

This in turn means that for the cosmological patch also
the mutual correlation between R+

c and R−c is non-zero
for the time period 0 ≤ tbc < tc and it reaches its maxi-
mum value at tbc = 0. After that I(R+

c : R−c ) decreases
for the range tbc ≤ tc and finally disappears at tbc = tc.
This also reflects the fact that the connected phase of

the corresponding entanglement wedge of R+
c ∪ R−c gets

disconnected at tbc = tc. These findings once again
clearly suggest that tc is the Hartman-Maldacena time
for the cosmological patch. After this time (Hartman-
Maldacena time) the mutual information between R+

c

and R−c increases with respect to the observer’s time.

B. After Cosmological Page time scenario: The role of I(B+
c : B−c )

Now, once again we proceed to probe the after cosmological Page time scenario. As we have mentioned earlier, Just
after the cosmological Page time (tPagec ) the island starts contribute to the fine grained entropy of Gibbons-Hawking
radiation.

r = 0

r
=
r c

r
=
r
H

r
=
rH

r = 0

r = ∞

r = ∞

r
=
r
H

r
=
r
c

R
−
c R+

c

Ic
b−c b+c

a−c a+c

FIG. 6. The above Penrose diagram shows the cosmological patch with the thermal opaque membrane. The red line indicates
the cosmological island surface with end points a±c = [±tac , ac]. The green lines indicate the radiation regions.

Using the fact that the matter part of eq.(1) satisfies the
property SvN (Ic ∪ R+

c ∪ R−c ) = SvN (B+
c ∪ B−c ). The

regions of B±c can be specified as (b±c → a±c ), where the
island end points are pointed out as a±c = (±tac , ac). The

Penrose diagram given in Fig.(6) helps us to visualise
this. We now follow the steps shown in the black hole
patch scenario. As we have already stated, the matter
sector in this work is the 2d free CFT.

As a result, the expression of SvN (B+
c ∪B−c ) can be evaluated using the following formula [85]

SvN (B+
c ∪B−c ) =

( c
3

)
log
[d(a+c , a

−
c )d(b+c , b

−
c )d(a+c , b

+
c )d(a−c , b

−
c )

d(a+c , b
−
c )d(a−c , b+c )

]
(78)
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The distances that may be derived from the metric provided in eq.(23) must be replaced in in the above expression
in order to obtain the explicit form of the entanglement entropy of the matter field. The entropy of the matter field
on the individual regions can be computed by the following expression

SvN (B±c ) =
( c

3

)
log d(b±c , a

±
c ) . (79)

Now, as we have already mentioned for the black hole patch analysis, one can compute SvN (B+
c ∪ B−c ) for late time

by using the following approximation

SvN (B+
c ∪B−c ) ∼ SvN (B+

c ) + SvN (B−c ) . (80)

The above mentioned approximation is once again as-
sociated to the fact that one has to neglect the terms

∼ e−
2πtbc
βc which provides the indication of vanishing mu-

tual correlation (only in the leading order) between B+
c

and B−c . This observation is similar to the one we have
already noted for the black hole patch scenario which in
turn means that the following proposal should also hold
for the cosmological patch

Proposal II: For an eternal black hole in de-Sitter spacetime, the mutual information between the between the matter
fields localised on B+

c and B−c vanishes just after the cosmological Page time.

By following the same procedure we have already shown
for the black hole patch, one can obtain the time-
independent form of fine-grained entropy of GH radiation
by using the above given proposal. This reads

S(Rc) = 2× 4πa2c
4GN

+
c

3
log

(
2

κ2c

)
+
c

6
log[f(ac)f(bc)] .

(81)

Extremising the above result with respect to the cosmo-
logical island parameter “ac”, we get

ac = rc −
(
cGN
24π

)
1

rc
+ ... . (82)

The above result indicates that the cosmological island
end points (quantum extremal surfaces) are located in-
side the cosmological horizon [76]. By using the result
given in eq.(82), we obtain the desired result of fine
grained entropy of Gibbons-Hawking radiation

S(Rc) = 2SGH +
c

3
log (SGH)−

(
c
2

)2
2SGH

+ ... . (83)

Furthermore, the extremized value of the cosmological
island parameter simplifies condition of vanishing mutual
information to the following form

tac − tbc =

(
βc
8π

)
log (SGH) = tScrc . (84)

where tScrc scrambling time for the cosmological patch.
Further the expressionof the cosmological Page time is
obtained to be [76]

tPc ≈
(

3βc
πc

)
SGH . (85)

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We now provide a summary of our findings. In this work,
we have tried to check whether our previously reported
proposals [67, 68] holds for eternal black holes in de-Sitter
spacetime or not. The said proposals were originally
given for eternal black holes in AdS spacetime and in this
work we have observed that the mentioned proposals also
holds for eternal black holes in de-Sitter spacetime. The
motivation to consider an eternal black hole solution in
de-Sitter spacetime is associated to the subtle structure of
the event-horizon for this spacetime. We have briefly in-
vestigated the role of mutual information of various sub-
systems in the Page curve for both Hawking radiation
and Gibbons-Hawking radiation, by keeping in mind the
recent developments of the island formulation. In order
to study the Page curve of above mentioned two differ-
ent radiations, we have introduced the notion of thermal
opaque membrane. This membrane allows us to study
the two different radiations individually as it divides the
whole system into two patches (equivalent descriptions),
namely, the black hole patch and the cosmological patch.
Further, the findings from the study of mutual informa-
tion have motivated us to give two proposals for both
the Black hole patch and the cosmological patch of the
Schwarzschild de-Sitter spacetime.
The first proposal deals with the time domain where the
observer’s time is less than the Page time. First, we
will discuss the importance of this proposal for the black
hole patch. In this time domain the entanglement en-
tropy of Hawking radiation does not include the island
contribution. The entropy of the radiation is identified
as the von-Neumann entropy of the conformal matter
fields on R+

H ∪ R−H . We have incorporated the formula
of 2d CFT in order to calculate the mentioned von Neu-
mann entropy SvN (RH) = SvN (R+

H ∪ R−H) as we have
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stated that we are only considering the s-wave contri-
bution of the conformal matter. In the early time do-
main, that is for tbH � βH , we note that S(RH) shows
quadratic growth (S(RH) ∼ t2bH ) and in the late time
domain (tbH � βH) S(RH) increases linearly with re-
spect to the observer’s time (S(RH) ∼ tbH ). The mu-
tual information I(R+

H : R−H) between R+
H and R−H is

then computed by obtaining the explicit expressions of
SvN (R+

H) and SvN (R−H). With the general expression

of I(R+
H : R−H) in hand, we then proceed to investigate

its behaviour in both the early and late time domain.
In the early time domain, starting from the maximum
value at tbH = 0, I(R+

H : R−H) starts decreasing with the
time-scaling ∼ t2bH and in the late time domain we find

that I(R+
H : R−H) increases with respect to tbH . This

kind behaviour of the mutual information motivates us
to give our first proposal which tells us that there exits
a time, tbH = tH (0 < tH < βH) at which the mu-
tual correlation between R+

H and R−H disappears. This
in turn implies that the associated entanglement wedge
R+
H ∪ R−H becomes disconnected. Further, at tbH = tH ,

the entropy of Hawking radiation is proportional to the
logarithm of the inverse temperature of the black hole,
that is S(RH)|tbH=tH ∼ log βH . These observations in-
dicates that this particular time-scale tH is nothing but
the Hartman-Maldacena time for the black hole patch.
After tbH = tH , I(R+

H : R−H) starts to increase, which in
turns means that the associated entanglement wedge is
once again in its connected phase. In the case of cosmo-
logical patch also we have observed similar kind of phe-
nomena before the cosmological “Page time” tPagec and
the Hartman-Maldacena time for the cosmological patch
is denoted as tc. The explicit expressions corresponding
to both tH and tc has also been computed.
Now we will discuss about our second proposal. This
proposal is associated to the time domain where the ob-
server’s time is greater than the Page time. In case of

the black hole patch, after the Page time (tPageH ), the
entropy of Hawking radiation includes the island contri-
bution. This inclusion of island contribution provides ap-
propriate Page curve which portrays the time evolution
of the entropy of the Hawking radiation. Following the
works in this direction, it has been noted that to obtain
the correct Page curve we have to use the late time ap-
proximation SvN (B+

H ∪B−H) ≈ SvN (B+
H) +SvN (B−H) [29]

which can also be understood as I(B+
H : B−H) but only

at the leading order. This approximation is associated

to the fact that one has to ignore terms ∼ e−
2πtbH
βH . This

creates a dilemma as the the core issue in this context is
regarding time-dependency. However, if these terms are
incorporated one gets a time-dependent form of S(R) in
the after Page time scenario. We address this crucial is-
sue by demanding that the inclusion of island (replica
wormhole saddle-point contributions) leads to the dis-
connected phase of the entanglement wedge associated
to B+

H ∪ B−H . This in turns means that just after the
Page time (tPH), island in turn gifts us the vanishing mu-
tual information between B+

H and B−H . This condition of
vanishing mutual information, that is I(B+

H : B−H) = 0
leads to the remarkable result taH−tbH = tScrH where tScrH
is the scrambling time [92, 93]. Using the subadditivity
condition of von Neumann entropy we can reforge our ob-
servation in the following way. The entanglement wedge
associated to B+

H ∪ B+
H is in connected phase as long as

taH−tbH < tScrH , and when this time difference equals the
scrambling time tScrH , the entanglement wedge associated
to B+

H ∪B+
H jumps to the disconnected phase. Most im-

portantly this condition of vanishing mutual information
condition gives us the time-independent expression of the
entropy of the Hawking radiation. Our proposals and
observations related to mutual information gives strong
realization of the concept given in [94, 95]. For the cosmo-
logical patch also our second proposal implies that after
the cosmological Page time when the island statrs con-
tributes the entanglement wedge associated to B+

c ∪B−c is
in the disconnected phase. Our proposal also implies that
for the cosmological patch we have tac − tbc = tScrc , with
tScrc is the Scrambling time for the cosmological patch.
Similar to the black hole patch scenario, we also obtain
a time independent result of the entropy of the Gibbons-
Haking entropy by imposing the condition of vanishing
mutual information between B+

c and B−c . Another inter-
esting fact to point out is that in both of the cases the
quantum extremal surfaces lie inside the respective hori-
zons. This behaviour is opposite to the one we observe
for the eternal black hole in AdS spacetime.
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