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ABSTRACT: In this paper I argue that the Hilbert space of states of a holographic, traversable
wormhole does not factorize into the tensor product of the boundary Hilbert spaces. After
presenting the general argument I analyze two examples: the scalar sectors of the BTZ
geon and the AdSy eternal wormhole. Utilizing real-time holography I derive the Hilbert
spaces, identify the dual states and evaluate correlation functions. I show that the num-
ber of peculiarities associated with the wormhole and black hole physics emerges once
the factorization is a priori assumed. This includes null states and null operators, highly
entangled vacuum states and the cross-boundary interactions all emerging as avatars of
non-factorization.
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1 Introduction

The most persistent assumption regarding holographic, traversable wormholes, permeating
perhaps hundreds of papers, is the idea that the Hilbert space of states H splits into the
tensor product of their boundary Hilbert spaces, H = H; ® Hpr. The reasoning behind
this statement is simple: with the vacuum state |0);, ® |0) gz dual to two disconnected AdS
spaces, the thermofield double dual to a semiclassical black hole, the wormhole is believed
to be dual to a highly entangled state in the tensor product. The strong entanglement
within the wormhole state should then be responsible for the information transfer between
the two asymptotic regions.

In this paper I want to argue that the Hilbert space of states H associated with
a holographic, traversable wormhole does not factorize into the tensor product of the
boundary Hilbert spaces, H # Hy ® Hpr. I present here the extension of the results of [3].
Furthermore, I want to argue that a number of peculiar features associated with quantum
black hole or wormholes can be naturally explained by non-factorization. This includes
the emergence of null states, effective interaction between the two boundary theories, the
vacuum state resembling a highly entangled, Bell-like state, the operatorial relation between
the boundary Hamiltonians and more.

I will present two examples of wormholes and the associated phenomena: the geon-
wormhole in section 3 and the Jackiw—Teitelboim (JT) wormhole, i.e., the eternal AdSs
wormhole in section 4. While these systems were extensively analyzed before (see the
subsequent section for the discussion of previous results), it is usually assumed that the
Hilbert space of the system factorizes. In this paper I will show how the non-factorization
enters the picture and explain a number of peculiar features listed above.

1.1 Review of the literature

Non-factorization. The fact that the entanglement carried by the state dual to the
wormbhole is not enough for the transfer of information between the two boundaries was
argued almost a decade ago in several papers, e.g., [4-7]. In [8, 9] it was shown how a
wormhole can be opened by emitting shock waves from the boundaries. In [10, 11] this
procedure was reinterpreted as the introduction of cross-boundary couplings between the
dual boundary field theories.

More recently, however, it became more apparent that even the interaction between the
left and right boundary systems is not sufficient for transferring the information through
the wormhole. In [12] the authors argue that in the wormhole geometries certain entangled
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(a) Geon is the BTZ space-
time with the antipodal
identification between the
two wedges. For example,
the two indicated pairs of
points should be identified.
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(b) The Penrose diagram
of the geon-wormhole. The
two wedges are glued along
the horizons according to
the directions specified by
the arrows. In particular
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(c) The eternal AdSy worm-
hole (JT wormhole). The
two colored wedges repre-
sent a single pair of the
Schwarzschild wedges.

the pairs of green points are
mapped to each other.

Figure 1: The Penrose diagrams of two wormhole geometries considered in this paper: the
geon-wormhole on the left and the AdSy eternal wormhole (JT wormhole) on the right.

degrees of freedom turn out to be the same and must be identified between the two bound-
aries. This is the hallmark of non-factorization: states that seem to be naively distinct in
the two boundaries represent in fact the same state. In particular in [13, 14] the authors
identified specific charged bulk operators in higher dimensional black holes, whose zero
modes represent such states.

More recently the problem of non-factorization was approached from a few different
angles. In [15] a model was built, where the factorization of the otherwise non-factorizable
Hilbert space emerges at low energies. In the context of holographic theories a compre-
hensive analysis was carried out in the series of papers [16-21]. It was shown that in the
presence of gravity the holographic theory ‘sees’” more degrees of freedom than naively ex-
pected, which suggests that the bulk Hilbert space is ‘smaller’ than naively expected. In
particular in [18] it was explicitly argued that the factorization property between the two
sides of a black hole fails. Finally, based on the results of [22, 23], in [24] it was explicitly
stated that the Hilbert space associated with the excitations on top of the BTZ black hole
does not factorize into the tensor product of the boundary spaces.

The geon. In this paper I present the detailed analysis of the matter field in the back-
grounds of two wormholes: the geon-wormhole in section 3 and the Jackiw—Teitelboim (JT)



wormhole, i.e., the eternal AdSy wormhole in section 4. Originally, [1], the RP? geon, or
just the geon, is the quotient space of the BTZ black hole with points identified by the
antipodal map, see figure 1a. Such a spacetime is smooth, but contains a single asymptotic
boundary. The geon then can be regarded as a toy model of a unitary, radiating black hole
and was extensively studied in [1, 25-28].

Here we will ‘unfold’ the geon and treat it as the wormhole where the underlying
geometry is that of the full BTZ black hole, but the scalar field on top of it is parity-even
under the antipodal map. The Penrose diagram of the resulting wormhole is presented in
figure 1b. The original geon formulation and our geon-wormhole are equivalent.

The analysis of the Hilbert space of the geon was first carried out in [29], where it
was pointed out that the standard Fock quantization fails due to zero-norm states. In the
context of holography the analysis was carried in [1, 2]. All three papers assume that the
Hilbert space is that of the BTZ black hole and thus it splits into the tensor product of the
boundary Hilbert spaces. Nevertheless, the authors reach different conclusions regarding
the geon state as well as the structure of the correlation functions.

The JT wormhole. The JT wormhole is the AdSy spacetime, which possesses two
asymptotic boundaries, as shown in figure lc. In the context of AdSs holography, [30, 31],
in [32] it was shown that the Hilbert space of the matter sector does not factorize into
the tensor product of the boundary Hilbert spaces. In [33] the authors argued that the
Hilbert space structure of the gravitational sector of the JT gravity does not factorize into
the tensor product either. Regardless of these results, the standard starting point in the
analysis of the Hilbert space of the matter sector of the JT gravity is the factorized Hilbert
space. It is then believed that knitting of the wormhole requires the construction of a
highly entangled, infinite temperature state, [34-38]. While such highly entangled states
appear in the context of the geon as well, [2], in case of the AdSy wormhole the state is
known as the Kourkoulou-Maldacena state or the SYK thermofield double.

1.2 Outline of the results

Non-factorization. Consider asymptotically AdS, traversable wormholes as shown in
figures 2a and 2b. Both wormholes consist of two wedges, the left orange wedge and the
right blue wedge, and the wormhole geometry determines how the two wedges are stitched
together. Red pieces of the opposite boundaries indicate the regions between which the
information can be exchanged.

The Hilbert space of states H associated with the excitations on top of the wormhole
geometry can be associated with states living on any complete Cauchy surface and obeying
suitable asymptotic boundary conditions. For example, we can associate the Hilbert space
H to the Cauchy surface X presented in figure 2a. Each of the subregions of ¥ gives rise
to a tensor factor inside . For example, as ¥ = ¥} U X with the intersection ¥} N Xg
of measure zero, we have the split # = H} ® Hgr. On the other hand, since ¥ and
>.r have a non-trivial intersection, >y N Xr = X,,», the initial data on ¥; and X are
not independent: they must agree along the intersection X,,. Thus, we arrive at the



(a) A symmetric wormhole, where the (b) The wormhole can be regarded as
wormhole modes traversing between the two wedges glued together along the vi-
two boundaries are in 1-to-1 correspon- olet line segment Xp,.

dence with the initial data on the por-

tion Xyun C X of the complete Cauchy

slice.

Figure 2: An example of a wormhole traversable from the right boundary to the left.

non-factorization property,
Hr @ Hr =2 H Q Heyh- (1.1)

This simply expresses the fact that the initial data on X;, and ¥ i are not independent due
to the wormhole modes propagating between the boundaries.

The surfaces X5, and X in figure 2a are the cuts through the middle of the causal
developments of the boundaries in the bulk. Thus, we can utilize the real-time holography
[39—41] to identify H and Hp as the actual dual Hilbert spaces. By matching the bulk
modes with the boundary data as in [42—44] we find a 1-to-1 map between the initial data
on, say, g and the boundary data on the right boundary.

The situation is analogous for the asymmetric wormhole presented in figure 2b with
the complete Cauchy slice 3 corresponding to ¥ = X} UX,,;, UX%. Although now X7 and
Yk are not subregions of ¥, one can find a suitable foliation of the wormhole such that
E'L UXwh evolves to X7, and Xk to E}%UEwh. Whenever we can evolve between two Cauchy
surfaces, the associated Hilbert spaces of states living on these surfaces are isomorphic and
the isomorphism is given by the unitary evolution operator. Thus, for example,

Hr = Hp @ Huwh,s Hr = Hr @ Hon- (1.2)

Consequently, the non-factorization property (1.1) holds.

Consequences. In the paper we want to argue that a number of peculiar features and
illusions associated with the wormhole and black hole physics naturally stems from the
non-factorization property (1.1). Since the assumption of factorization of the Hilbert space
can only ever be an approximation to the physical setup, we will refer to such a situation



as semiclassical approximation. We work out two examples: the geon-wormbhole, as shown
in figure 1b as well as the AdS, wormhole presented in figure 1c on page 2.

1. Ilusion of null states. In [12, 33, 45] it was argued that certain states must be
identified between the two boundary theories. By combining (1.2) and (1.1) we see
that Hy; ® Hg contains two copies of H,p, one copy from each ¥y and ¥, while
the physical Hilbert space, H, contains only a single copy of H,p. Thus, from the
point of view of the semiclassical approximation the corresponding wormhole states
in H; ® Hr must be identified. In other words any state having its part contained
in Hyp in (1.1) is null.

2. Illusion of null operators. With the physical Hilbert space H ‘smaller’ than the
tensor product Heemi = Hi ® Hp the algebra of observables does not factorize either.
In general operators of the form 1 ® Og, which are supposed to act within a single
boundary, are ill-defined. From the point of view of the semiclassical approximations
such operators must be declared unphysical.

3. Illusion of entanglement. Both in the context of the geon in [2] as well as the AdSs
wormbhole, [34-38], it is believed that to construct the wormhole holographically, a
highly entangled, infinite temperature state is required. Such states satisfy relations
of the form

(G — ) [0) =0, (an — ) [0) =0, (1.3)
where dlLU’,?T, di’f stand for some creation-annihilation operators associated with the
wormhole modes in the two boundaries. We will see that such relations are the
consequences of the matching of the wormhole modes along ¥,,,. The relations are
naturally embedded in the full, physical theory, but are very difficult to impose once
the factorization had been assumed.

4. Illusion of interactions. Since the bulk system is a free system, it is governed by
a free Hamiltonian H once the time direction is selected. The cross-boundary corre-
lation functions emerge due to the non-factorization of the Hilbert space rather than
entanglement or interactions. From the point of view of the semiclassical approxi-
mation, however, in order to impose the relations (1.3), a suitable cross-boundary
interaction can be added. Effectively, the interaction acts as the approximate pro-
jector onto the states satisfying (1.3). In the context of the matter sector of the JT
gravity such interactions were introduced in [34, 35].

Examples. In order to present the peculiarities and illusions of the wormholes in a simple
set-up, in section 3 we analyze the structure of the geon, while in section 4 the structure
of the AdSs wormhole. Since the systems we analyze have fixed backgrounds, the results
can be regarded as the Gy = 0 or the leading 1/N statements in holography. However,
with the gravity turned on one should expect that the non-factorization of the Hilbert
space becomes even more severe. Indeed, without gravity present the Hilbert space of the



Minkowski spacetime or that of an eternal black hole splits into the tensor product of the
Hilbert spaces associated with the two wedges. However, in the presence of gravity the
arguments of [18, 24] show that the factorization must fail. In this sense one can also treat
the results of this paper as toy models of non-factorization.

In particular in the paper we derive the following results regarding the structure of the
geon and the AdSs wormbhole:

1. The Hilbert spaces. The two examples of the wormholes, as shown in figure 1 on
page 2, are very extreme in the sense that all bulk modes are wormhole modes prop-
agating between the boundaries. Hence, in both cases, we find that the total Hilbert
space H is isomorphic to the left and right boundary Hilbert spaces, H = H; = Hg
separately. From the point of view of the semiclassical approximation this result can
only be achieved correctly within the framework of constrained quantization.

2. The dual geon state. We find that the state dual to the geon is different than
those advocated in [1, 2]. In particular, our state lives in the physical Hilbert space
isomorphic to each boundary Hilbert space separately, H = H; = Hgr. It is a
‘thermofield single’ state: a 1-particle squeezed state exhibiting thermal properties
when limited to a single wedge.

3. Bogoliubov coefficients for the JT wormhole. We explicitly calculate the Bo-
goliubov coefficients between the global modes and the Schwarzschild modes and
show that the state dual to the eternal AdSs wormhole is the thermofield double
state from the point of view of the Schwarzschild wedge. The difference between the
eternal wormhole and two disconnected boundaries is hidden in the structure of the
Hilbert space rather than the state.

2 Quantization and holography

2.1 Canonical quantization

We consider the free real field ® governed by the standard action

S — _1 /dd—&-lx\/jg [g#uauq)ay@ +m2(1>2] . (2.1)

2
The (d + 1)-dimensional background metric g, is fixed. The field obeys Klein-Gordon
equation (-4 + m?)® = 0. If the spacetime possesses boundaries or asymptotic bound-
aries, we assume enough boundary conditions were specified so that the problem becomes
globally hyperbolic.

Let M® denote the space of real bulk solutions to the Klein-Gordon equation obeying
the specified boundary conditions on all (asymptotic) boundaries and by MC denote its
complexification. Let us choose a time foliation {¥;}; by complete Cauchy slices and
consider the initial value problem at the surface ¥; of constant time. The canonical form



on MR induces the non-degenerate Klein-Gordon product on M,
(®,0) = —i/ A%z /Ayt (99, T — 0, U], (2.2)
p3M

where n# is a time-like unit vector orthogonal to ¥; and -, denotes the metric induced on
3. The Klein-Gordon product does not depend on the choice of the leaf ¥; of the foliation.

The Klein-Gordon product is a non-degenerate sesquilinear form, but it is not positive-
definite; in fact (®*,®*) = —(®,P). Thus, one can choose a polarization on the space of
the complexified solutions,

ME = HD g (7D, (2.3)

such that the Klein-Gordon product is positive-definite on H(Y) and negative-definite on
(’H(l))*. The solutions ¢ € HMY will be called negative frequency, while those in (7—[(1))*
positive frequency. At this point the split (2.3) is arbitrary. After a suitable completion,
see e.g., [46] for details, H® becomes the Hilbert space of I-particle states.

The total Hilbert space H is the Fock space, i.e. it is obtained as a symmetric power
(for a bosonic field) of the 1-particle space,

H=5SymHY)=CaHD & HVSHW @ ..., (2.4)

where © denotes the symmetrized tensor product. The element 1 € C is known as the
vacuum state and denoted by |0).

Assume a complete set of negative frequency modes {¢, }, was selected, orthonormal
with respect to the Klein-Gordon product (2.2), (¢m, ¢n) = dmn. A l-particle state ¢, €
H ™ is denoted as |1),, while a j-particle state ¢,®. .. ¢, obtained as the j-fold symmetric
tensor product of ¢, is denoted by |j), € Sym? (HWM).

The Hilbert space H carries the representation of the canonical commutation relations.

The creation and annihilation operators &L and a, act on multi-particle states as

alliyn = V/J + 17 + Ln, anli)n = V3lj — Ln, an|0) = 0. (2.5)

This results in the creation-annihilation operators being Hermitian conjugates of each other
and to satisfy the canonical commutation relations, [dm, &L = Omn-

Smeared operators. It will be convenient for our analysis to work with smeared creation-
annihilation operators d; and as. Any ¢ € HD can be decomposed in the chosen basis
using its Fourier coefficients ¢,, = (¢, ¢p,) so that ¢ = > ¢n¢,. Thus we can define smeared

operators
Gy = Cnln, al =" cnal, (2.6)
n n

In particular we can identify a negative frequency mode ¢ € H® with the 1-particle state
[15) = a4l0) = >_, c3[1n) obtained by the action of the smeared creation operator. In
terms of the smeared operators the canonical commutation relations can be conveniently
expressed in terms of the Klein-Gordon product as

0.} = (0.9)1, Lol1y) = (6,). 27



2.2 The polarization and the foliation

The choice of the polarization in (2.3) was arbitrary and devoid of any physical meaning.
In practice one prefers to think about the states of quantum theory as living on constant
time slices. Given a foliation {¥;}; there exists a natural split into positive and negative
frequency modes on each leaf. A negative frequency mode behaves as e7“! in the vicinity
of a given time slice, where ¢ is the time direction perpendicular to that leaf. To be more

precise consider the gauge in which the metric g, takes form
ds? = —dt? + v (2, t)da’da? (2.8)

at least locally in the neighborhood of a single leaf. We can choose this leaf to be .
The unit normal vector to X is 0; and we assume that the metric 7;; induced on the leaf
> is smooth as t — 0. This means that in the vicinity of g the Klein-Gordon equation
becomes

0* 9
0= <8t2 +A; —m°+ O(t)> D, (2.9)

up to small corrections of order O(t). Here A, denotes the Laplacian of 7;; on Xy.

Time-independent backgrounds. Consider first the situation where the induced met-
ric 7;; in (2.8) is time-independent, v;;(z,t) = v;j(x), i.e., the geometry of each slice ¥ is
identical. In such a case the Klein-Gordon equation (2.9) can be Fourier transformed in
t and split into positive and negative frequency solutions. Negative frequency modes ¢,
with respect to the foliation take form

e*lwt

waf(tvx) = Efw((x>v w >0, (210)

where f,, is a time-independent wave function satisfying
Awfw@ - (m2 - WQ)fwf' (211)

The precise range of w > 0 depends on the background geometry and the boundary con-
ditions imposed. The index ¢ denotes collectively different solutions to this equation for a
fixed w. The wave function f,,, lives entirely on a given time slice ¥ and can be chosen to
be real, f7, = fue. Positive frequency modes are complex conjugates ¢, and they behave
as ¢%, ~ e“! for w > 0. In this way we obtain the natural polarization M = 71 @ (#1))*
into negative and positive frequency modes. The field operator d takes form

Ot x) =) / g—: [m&we + <z>;edfug] , (2.12)
0

T

wl
annihilated by all annihilation operators, d,¢|0) = 0, while 1-particle states are identified

where a, , and a,y denote the creation-annihilation operators. The vacuum state |0) is

with the action of the creation operators on the vacuum, |1),¢ = dLAO}.



With the induced metric ;; time-independent, the designation of a mode as positive
or negative frequency is global in the sense that the modes (2.10) are negative frequency for
all surfaces ;. Furthermore, negative frequency modes on one Cauchy surface ¥; evolve
into negative frequency modes on another surface Y, while the positive frequency modes
evolve into positive frequency modes. Consequently, there is the global unique vacuum
state |0), which is the lowest-energy state with respect to the Hamiltonian defined in the
standard way,

1 1 .. 1
H= [ d%/~y [H2 + =770,90;® + —m?*®?| | (2.13)
5, 2 2 2
where II = 0;® is the canonical momentum. Since 7;; is time-independent, so is the
Hamiltonian. After substituting the modes and normal ordering the creation-annihilation
operators, the quantum Hamiltonian becomes

. dw 4+
H= Z/Zﬂwaléawg. (2.14)
L

Clearly, H |0) = 0 and no particles are produced as the system evolves.

Time-dependent backgrounds. Let us now return to the situation where the induced
metric 7;; on each time-slice in (2.8) remains time-dependent. In the vicinity of g the
modes (2.10) approximate the solutions to the Klein-Gordon equation. Thus, among solu-
tions in M one can identify those, which are negative frequency with respect to the given
time slice ;. However, as t varies, the split into positive and negative frequency modes
would vary as well.

Given the foliation {¥;}; each leaf induces its own polarization

ME =4V g (1 (2.15)

into negative and positive frequency modes. Instead of a single Hilbert space we obtain
the family of Hilbert spaces H; = Sym(?-lt(l)) with each H; associated with the constant
time slice ;. Each Hilbert space H; is associated with its own set of creation-annihilation
operators dff,&f;. The field can be written as in (2.12), but the creation-annihilation
operators are now associated with a given time-slice and change from leaf to leaf. Each
leaf has its own instantaneous vacuum |0)y, annihilated by all &Ez and their own notion
of particles as created by dfﬂ. The Hamiltonian (2.14) still retains its form, but now it
contains instantaneous creation-annihilation operators. The instantaneous vacuum |0)y, is

the lowest energy state with respect to H,.

Bogoliubov transformations. With the family of polarizations (2.15) associated with
every leaf Y, of the foliation, we obtained the family of Hilbert spaces H;, each with
its own set of creation-annihilation operators and the instantaneous vacua |0)y,. All the
Hilbert spaces are unitairly isomorphic with the isomorphism Us : H; — Hs induced by
the evolution. Let ¢, € Hgl) be a negative frequency mode with respect to the leaf ¥; and



normalized in the Klein-Gordon product (2.2). Since the polarization (2.15) associated
with X5 may be a different one, ¢; can be decomposed as

Gt = pasPs + Vt5¢:7 Hts = <¢t> ¢s)a Vis = _(¢t7 ¢:)7 (2'16)

where ¢, and ¢} are normalized negative and positive frequency modes with respect to Xs.
The Bogoliubov coefficients s, s € C satisfy |[us|? — || = 1.
The isomorphism between H; and Hs is obtained by mapping the operators di; and

&i”, which act on Hg, to the operators Bi; and lA)i:T, which act on H;, by

POIN

s — 0N = sd + vialt (2.17)

This means, for example, that the instantaneous vacuum [0)s; € H, annihilated by dg:,
is the image of the excited state [i); € H; annihilated by Bii in H;. As this Bogoliubov
transformation induces the unitary isomorphism between H; and Hg, one usually does not
treat these spaces as completely different entities. Instead, we choose one of them, say Hy,
and designate it as the Hilbert space of the system H = Hy. The isomorphism Uy becomes
the automorphism of H with each Hilbert space Hs being the image of Uys. What this
means is that we effectively identify operators &QES:T, di‘: with I%ST, IA)(%SO The exact form of
the operator Uy and the image of the vacuum state Uy,|0); is presented in appendix C.2.

Isomorphisms. Every two separable, infinitely-dimensional Hilbert spaces are isomor-
phic. The Fock spaces, however, carry additional structure, namely the representation of
the commutation relations. Thus, we will say that two Fock spaces, H; and Ha, are isomor-
phic, H1 = Ho, if there exists a unitary isomorphism U : Hi — Ho of the representations of
the canonical commutation relations. Up to some technical assumptions, see [46], H1 = Ho
if and only if there exists a Bogoliubov transformation between their creation-annihilation
operators.

Two isomorphic Fock spaces in general have different vacua, due to the non-trivial
mixing of the creation and annihilation operators in the Bogoliubov transformation (2.17).
If, however, there is no mixing, we say that the two Fock spaces are equal. This means that
the annihilation operators on 4, are mapped to annihilation operators on Hs, the vacuum
of H; is mapped to the vacuum of Ho and 1-particle states ’Hgl) are mapped to 1-particle
states Hgl).

Initial data and Hilbert spaces. In the construction of the family of Hilbert spaces
H; we have used the family of polarizations (2.15) on the space of global solutions M.
The elements of the 1-particle spaces ’Hgl) are global solutions ¢ € M®. On the other hand
it is natural to think about Hilbert space H; and its states as living on the slice ¥; and the
evolution mapping states on one slice to the other.

Consider a leaf ¥; of the selected foliation {¥;}; and consider the system described
by (2.1) as the initial value problem on ¥;. By ZF and ZC we denote the set of real and
complex initial data on ¥; respectively. In general, Z} consists of the values of the bulk
field ®|5, and its conjugate momentum n*d,®|s, specified on ;. Here n* is a timelike

~10 -



unit vector orthogonal to the surface ¥;. Additional (asymptotic) boundary conditions
may decrease the number of independent degrees of freedom and thus the space of initial
conditions ZF may be smaller.

We assume that enough data have been specified so that the problem becomes globally
hyperbolic. This means that the evolution defines a 1-to-1 map between the initial data
and the full bulk solutions. Thus, M® = ZT for all ¢. In particular any polarization (2.15)
induces the polarization of the complex initial data Iéc on each leaf 3,

Iy =1, oI, " = (I;)" (2.18)

Any initial data i; € Z, gives rise to a negative frequency mode, ¢; € ”Hgl), while i} € I;r
evolves into a positive frequency mode ¢; € (”Ht(l))*. In this way we obtain the 1-to-1 map
between the space of 1-particle states Hgl) and the set of negative frequency initial data

7, for each leaf 3,

HY = (050 = {0 2 T, (2.19)

We can identify the elements of Z, , and by extension the elements of Hgl), with the wave

functions f,,. These wave functions live entirely within a given time-slice and thus fulfill
the requirement that the 1-particle states live on constant time slices.

Using the Klein-Gordon product (2.2) we can endow the space Z; of the wave functions
fwe with the scalar product. We define the scalar product on Z;” to be equal the Klein-
Gordon product for the corresponding bulk fields in (2.10)

Futs oty = (Bt buse )y = [ Aav/Ahua e, (220)

which means that the wave functions f_, are square-integrable on each time slice.

2.3 Factorization properties

Consider a complete Cauchy slice ¥ and assume it splits into two disconnected regions,
Y =Y,UXgand X;NXg = (. Clearly, the wave function f € Z~ on X splits into the sum
of two wave functions, f = fr + fg on X1 and X g respectively. Thus 2= =7, ® 1, and
the Hilbert space splits into the tensor product, H = Hy ® Hr. Here and in the remainder
of the section we write Z~ for Zy;, 7 for Zg and so on.

On the other hand consider now the two regions > and X i with a non-empty overlap,
Ywh = X1, NYXRr # (0. Such a situation is presented in figure 3a. The initial conditions
7, and Ip restricted to X7, and ¥ i are now dependent. Given a pair of wave functions
JL ® fr € I ® I one can stitch them together into a single f € Z~ only if they satisfy
fr — fr = 0 on the overlap X,,;. We can write the map

F.I; 0T, —1 &I, F = (fr, fr) — (f, fun), (2.21)
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YR
(a) Three disjoints regions, X7, i, (b) The same picture as in the left
s, on a constant time slice ¥ of some panel, but with various surfaces evolved
foliation.  The three regions combine in time. For erxample, the initial data
into two sets, g, = X7 UXyp, and X = on Xg and X' U X, are equivalent as
Yo UXyn. These two sets have a non- they both specify the same portions of
trivial intersection, S NYr = Bypn # 0. the bulk fields.

Figure 3: Inital data for wormholes and the factorization property.

where

f=frls, + frls, + %(fR + IL)[Suns (2.22)

Jwh = \}é(fR = fo)lsun- (2.23)

Using the polarization identity one can check that this is indeed the isomorphism. The
subscript stands for wormhole, as we will identify this factor as the 1-particle space of
wormhole modes traveling through the wormhole geometry. For the full Hilbert spaces this
means

Hr @ Hr 2 H Q Heh- (2.24)

The isomorphism is given by applying the functor of the symmetric power to (2.21). For
the system presented in figure 3a this is in fact equality of Fock spaces in the sense of
section 2.2 as the two sides share the same vacuum. We will refer to this equation as the
non-factorization property of the total Hilbert space H.

If the two regions ¥ and X intersect along their common boundary only, the situ-
ation may be subtle. However, with the wave functions being square-integrable according
to (2.20), the measure-zero boundaries are invisible to the initial data. This means, in
particular, that we can split Z; and Z, into the wave functions supported on ¥, and
those supported on ¥’ and ¥, respectively,

I, =21, ®1,, I, =21, DL, (2.25)
which means that

Hr =2 Hrr @ Huh,s Hr = Hr @ Huwh- (2.26)

- 12 —



Finally, we can substitute (2.25) to (2.21) and split Z~ into wave functions associated with
the three regions X7/, ¥ r and ¥,;,. Thus, we obtain the split

HEHy @ Hon @ Hpy (2.27)

For the system presented in figure 3a both this isomorphism and those in (2.26) are equal-
ities of Fock spaces.

4 wormhole modes Z,_

Ton % &

> _____________________________ / factorizable
modes

17

L Lo

Figure 4: Schematic structure of the initial data I~ (in red) for the wormholes from
figure 2. The initial data I~ contains the factorizable modes I, ® Ly,, which can be
chosen independently in each factor I; and I, as well as the wormhole modes T, , which
must match between the two factors along Y.

Wormholes. Notice that the conclusions of the discussion above, expressed in the non-
factorization statement (2.24), remain valid after the evolution is taken into account. Con-
sider the geometry presented in figure 3b. We can identify the Cauchy surface ¥ from figure
3a with the surface ¥ = X U X, U X/, in figure 3b. While ¥, is formally null, we can
still regard ¥ as the complete Cauchy surface. Indeed, Z , provides the initial conditions
for the left moving wormhole modes, which propagate between the red segments of the
boundaries.

Unlike in figure 3a, the surface Xy, is not equal X} U X,,. However, there exists
a foliation and the associated Hamiltonian, which brings X7 to ¥} U X,. Thus, IE =
If, @Igh on the level of the complex initial data. The positive and negative frequency modes
do not have to agree necessarily between I% and Ig, &) Igh, so the isomorphisms (2.25)
in general fail. However, as discussed in section 2.2, the choice of the foliation induces
the Bogoliubov transformations between Hilbert spaces associated with different leaves.
Thus the isomorphisms (2.26) and (2.27) hold. In this case, however, the isomorphisms
involve the Bogoliubov transformation induced by the evolution from Xy, to Z’L UXwh. In
particular the non-factorization statement (2.24) remains valid for the wormhole geometry
in figure 3b.
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2.4 Holography

(a) The region marked
mo gray
probed from the bound-
aries: the geometry is
non-holographic.

cannot  be

M

(b) A typical semiclassi-
cal black hole, where the
bulk degrees of freedom
are in 1-to-1 correspon-
dence with the boundary
states.

-

(¢) A wormhole, where
the boundary data on the
red line segments is not
independent due to the
wormhole modes travers-
ing the wormhole.

Figure 5: Penrose diagrams of non-holographic and holographic spacetimes, assuming no
quantum gravity in the bulk.

A bulk system is holographic if it is completely encoded in the boundary data. How
exactly the bulk data is encoded in the boundary data may be a complicated question,
particularly in the presence of gravity. In our simple toy models the situation is straight-
forward and pictorially shown in figure 5. The spacetime on the left is not holographic,
since the shaded region cannot be probed by waves emitted from any boundary. The two
remaining spacetimes are holographic, since the entirety of the bulk is reached from the
boundaries. However, in the case of a wormhole presented on the right, the boundary data
on the two boundaries is not independent. The evolution relates the boundary data on the
corresponding red segments.

Classical analysis. Let us consider free scalar field (2.1) on the wormhole backgrounds
described by the metric g,, with two asymptotic boundaries, left and right. We assume
that the geometry near each boundary is that of AdS of radius Ly for I = L, R. If z;
denotes a radial variable near the I-th boundary component at z; = 0, the classical field ¢
exhibits the fall-off ® ~ qb]zd_AI + 77221 near that boundary. Here d is the dimension of
the boundary and m?L% = A;(A; — d). Holographically, ¢; is related to the deformation
of the boundary theory, while 77 to the state of the theory. In this paper we are interested
in the undeformed theory and thus we impose Dirichlet boundary conditions, ¢; = 0, on
all boundaries.
Given a bulk field ® we can take its boundary values

pr = lim 2 2p, I=1L,R. (2.28)

Let us concentrate on the complex fields and by %% and EB% denote the set of all complex
boundary values on the left and right boundary component. As we vary ®¢ over MC, the
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£/ e

g R
(a) In the ‘symmetric’ wormhole from (b) The relation between the boundary
figure 5c the boundary data on the left and initial data for the wormhole pre-
and right boundary corresponds to the sented in figure 3b.
initial data on Xp, and X g from figure
3a.

Figure 6: The 1-to-1 map between the boundary data and initial data for wormholes.

space of all solutions to the Klein-Gordon equation, we obtain the set
D¢ = {(¢L,¥r) : bc € M}, (2:29)
Note that this set is in principle only a subset of
BC = 8¢ ¢ 8%, (2.30)

If the boundary data on the two boundaries are not independent, D€ is a proper subset of
BC. For example, consider the wormhole geometry presented in figure 6b. Let ®¢c € MC
be a bulk field with the right boundary value ¢r non-vanishing on the red segment of the
right boundary. The bulk evolution implies that ®¢ must have a non-vanishing boundary
value on the red portion of the left boundary as well. In particular the boundary data
(0,0r) ¢ DC does not represent any bulk field.

Consider now the converse: the bulk reconstruction from the boundary data. For a
given pair (¢, pr) € D of the boundary data there exists the bulk field

dclor, or) € ME (2.31)
with the specified boundary values. In general holography implies the following:
1. If ®¢er, pr| exists for some (o7, or) € BC, it is unique.

2. For a given g € %% at least one ¢y, € BY exists such that (pr,pr) € DC is a valid
boundary data. (And analogously for ¢y, € B%.)

Indeed, in holography, the boundary data must determine the bulk. If there existed more
than one ®¢lpr, pr| for a given (¢r, ¢r), they would be indistinguishable from the point
of view of the boundary theory. Similarly, if point 2 was false, then we would be able to
remove @p from ‘B% entirely, as no bulk field would be able to probe the associated state.
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Boundary Hilbert spaces in the bulk. Since we are interested in looking at the
system from the bulk perspective, we want to identify the boundary Hilbert spaces Hg and
H% in the bulk Hilbert space H. To do it, fix a complete Cauchy slice ¥ in the bulk. For a
given boundary, say right, we want to determine the subset I}C% C Z€ of the complex initial
data on X, which corresponds to the boundary data in %% on the right boundary. To do
it, first define the set

75 = {@clpr, Olls. ¢ (p1,0) € D) € 1%, (2.32)

i.e., the set of the initial data on Y that is independent of the boundary data in %%. The
complement of f% in the Klein-Gordon product (2.2) defines the subspace I}% C 7€ such
that

It =15 o I5. (2.33)

The space Ig contains the initial data that uniquely determines and is determined by the
boundary data SB(]C% on the right boundary. In the same way we define Ig, the space of
initial data associated with the left boundary. Note that If Nz¢ = Igh,
initial data giving rise to the wormhole modes propagating between the two boundaries.

the space of the

In principle the subspaces I%,Z% and Igh do not have to be related to any subregions of
the Cauchy surface .

In this paper we only consider the boundary geometry of the Minkowski spacetime
or possibly of the form M? = I x Ny, where I C R represents time and N; some space-
like manifold. We assume that the near-boundary bulk coordinates match the boundary
coordinates, meaning that when the radial coordinate z; is sent to zero, the remaining
bulk coordinates (t,z;) become the boundary coordinates. Thus, we can think about each
boundary Hilbert space ’H? as having a global, time-independent Hamiltonian H; and a
global, time-independent ground state |0);. Positive and negative frequency modes in each
boundary are globally defined and have the form ¢;(t,z;) ~ eF“!Y, ,(x;), where w are
suitable boundary frequencies and Y, denote a set of suitable orthogonal space-like modes
on Nj. This leads to the global split of each boundary value space, SB? =B, d %?.

Finally, we can look for the subspaces Z; C I% and Z, C I}g of the modes that
correspond to the negative frequency modes B, and By respectively. If Z; and Zp
match when restricted to Igh, they can be glued together to Z— according to (2.21).
We obtain the specific quantization H, where the boundary Hilbert spaces are equal to
HY = Hp = Sym(Z;) and HE = Hg = Sym(Zy) and constitute tensor factors in H. In
particular the vacua of H, and Hp are the vacua |0);, € H? and |0)r € H3.

If, on the other hand, the two subspaces Z; ,Z are different when restricted to Igh,
a suitable Bogoliubov transformation is required to align the negative frequency modes in
I% with the negative frequency modes in I%. The matching becomes problematic for the
wormhole modes contained in Igh only, so we can split Z; ,Z}, analogously to (2.25),

IE = II_/ @IL_wiN Ilg = IIE’ EB:Z'-Igwh’ (234)

except that now Z, ., and Zp . are different subspaces of Igh. See figure 7 for a graphic
representation of the various spaces. Being right boundary-centric, we will declare Z ;, =
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Figure 7: Relation between various spaces of the initial data on a chosen Cauchy slice.
The left and right boundary data B} and By determines the subspaces I; and I of the
space of initial data IC on . These can be used to construct the Hilbert space H if the
two subspaces agree in Zgh. Otherwise, a suitable Bogoliubov transformation U is required,
denoted schematically by the arrow.

Ty, and identify the right Hilbert space Hr with ’H%. We can also treat Z;, as negative
frequency modes for the bulk quantization and thus identify H, = ’H%. For the remaining
wormhole modes let U be the Bogoliubov transformation between H,; quantized with
respect to Zp, . and ’th quantized with respect to Z; .. The isomorphism between Hp,
and 7—[% reads

10U : Hp=Hy @Hon — HE =HI, @ H2,. (2.35)

Let us note that while formally the Bogoliubov transformation is unitary, in general U can
become anti-unitary. This can happen if the negative frequency modes in Zp , turn out
to be mostly positive frequency from the point of view of Z; ,. It means that the time
directions between the two boundaries mismatch and thus U will now contain the time
reversal operator making it anti-unitary.

Comments and remarks. The boundary limit (2.28) can be applied to the quantized
bulk operators as well. This is known as the BDHM dictionary, [47], also [48, 49], the
early version of real-time holography. The procedure takes the quantized bulk operator o
and maps it to a pre-boundary operator P 7 by taking the limit ) ;= lim,_02 21 <i>, for
I =L, R. We call it the pre-boundary operator since ®; still acts on the total Hilbert space
‘H rather than any ‘smaller’ Hilbert space that we would associate with the boundary.

In principle one can retrieve the actual boundary Hilbert space ’H? by following the
prescription of the real-time holography [39, 40]. In [50-52] the explicit correspondence be-
tween Lorentzian bulk modes and boundary excited states was provided. The prescription
was also established in the presence of interactions in [53]. As far as the AdS black holes
are concerned, the prescription was worked out in [54, 55].

What we described in the previous paragraph is a certain version of the converse
problem known as the bulk reconstruction or the causal wedge reconstruction, see figure
8a. Given the boundary operators one can reconstruct the bulk operators by means of the
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(a) The causal diamond and
the corresponding boundary
Hilbert space HR as the sub-
space of the total Hilbert
space for an eternal black

Hq U

?

H

(b) The causal diamond and
the corresponding Hilbert
space Hy as the subspace of
the total Hilbert space for a
subregion of a boundary.

R

Ho Us
—cﬁ > U1

Ha

J

(¢) Two causal diamonds

and  the  corresponding
Hilbert  spaces for two
boundary subregions
U, CU;.

hole.

Figure 8: Various cases of the causal wedge reconstruction from the point of view of the
bulk.

HKLL reconstruction, [56-58]. One smears the boundary operators with suitable smearing
functions, which impose equations of motion and locality in the bulk. In the context of the
scalar field on fixed background a detailed discussion can be found in [43, 44, 59].

Much effort has been put into the analysis of how much bulk geometry can be actually
recovered from the point of view of the boundary. In particular, if U is a subset of, say, right
boundary, as presented in figure 8b, how much of the bulk geometry can be reconstructed?
Today this problem is known as the entanglement wedge reconstruction after [60]. In the
context of AdS and BTZ backgrounds the problem was thoroughly analyzed in a number
of papers, [54, 61-63].

Consider two regions Us C Uj of the boundary as presented in figure 8c. By considering
the causal developments of U; and Us into the bulk one can find the set of initial data
I(QC - Iic This means that the Hilbert space Ho describing the excitations in U, is a
proper tensor factor of H1, the Hilbert space associated with U;. On the other hand the
Reeh-Schlieder theorem, [16, 64, 65], implies that the states obtained by the action on the
vacuum |0); € H; of the operators from Hs, supported on the smaller, orange portion
of the Cauchy surface span a dense subspace of H;. There is no contradiction between
these two statements, since the two Hilbert spaces do not share the vacuum states. For
the operators of Hs to span a dense subspace of H;, they must act on a sufficiently regular
state, whose precise definition is given in [64]. From the point of view of H; the vacuum
state |0)2 is an irregular state and |0); certainly does not split into a simple tensor product
involving |0)2.

More recently, in [22, 23], the match between the boundary Hilbert spaces and the
subspaces of the bulk system was analyzed in case of the BTZ black hole. The authors
carried out the analysis within the framework of the axiomatic field theory.
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2.5 Summary

In section 2.3 we argued a simple statement regarding the independence of the initial data
on a selected Cauchy slice 3. We considered the subregions >, and X of the Cauchy slice
in figure 3a on page 12. Since both regions contain the intersection >,,, = X7 N Xg, only
those initial conditions in IEQBI% which agree on >, give rise to an initial condition on the
full Cauchy surface ¥. On the level of the Hilbert spaces this leads to the non-factorization
property (2.24),

Hr @ Hr =2 H Q Heyh- (2.36)

The bulk modes whose initial data is supported on X,,;, are the wormhole modes, which
propagate between the two boundaries.

The same logic applies to the wormhole presented in figure 3b on page 12. In this case
one has to find a suitable foliation and the associated Hamiltonian in order to relate initial
data on various surfaces. This means that the isomorphisms such as the non-factorization
property (2.36) holds up to the Bogoliubov transformation induced by the unitary evolution
between the surfaces.

The Hilbert spaces Hy, and Hp in (2.36) are defined from the point of view of the bulk.
In the previous section we used real-time holography to argue that they can be identified
with the actual dual boundary Hilbert spaces ”Hg and ’H% describing the scalar sector of
the theory. We argued that there exists the quantization of the bulk theory in such a way
that Hr = 7-[%, while Hy = ’HEL) up to a Bogoliubov transformation, which may also include
discreet symmetries such as time reversal.

Putting these result together we conclude that the Hilbert space H factorizes into the
tensor product of the boundary Hilbert spaces if and only if there are no wormhole modes
propagating between the two asymptotic boundaries.

2.6 Example: AdS;

As a simple example of the real-time holography let us consider a free, real scalar field
® 445 of mass m in the empty AdS in the global coordinates. This is the textbook material
and the detailed analysis can be found in the lecture notes [41]. We will concentrate here
on 3-dimensional AdS, whose metric is given by,

L2
ds? =

2 2 2 2
e (—d7” + db” + sin® 6dp?) (2.37)
where ¢ € (0,27) parameterizes a circle. The field satisfies the Klein-Gordon equation
(=0 + m?)® 445 = 0 and we look for normalizable modes only and we parameterize the
mass L?m? = A(A — 2) as usual.

The solution can be decomposed into modes,

Daas(1,0,9) =D > (brecre + Sfeciie) (2.38)
k=0 /{=—00
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where
Dre(T,0,0) = cpee T cog” Psinl’l g PIEM’A_I) (cos(20)). (2.39)

)

The solution is written in terms of Jacobi polynomials P,ga’ﬂ and the frequencies are

quantized as
wre = A+l +2k, k=0,1,2,... (2.40)

The modes (2.39) represent standing waves in AdS and they are regular at § = 0. The
normalization coefficients cgy are chosen in such a way that the modes are orthonormal
in the Klein-Gordon norm, i.e., (¢g¢, drrer) = Ok dpr. More details on the Klein-Gordon
equation and properties of the Jacobi polynomials are listed in Appendices B.1 and A.1.

Next, the coefficients in (2.39) are promoted to creation-annihilation operators and
they obey the canonical commutation relations,

{07% d};/g/] = Opkr Oppr - (2.41)

In this way we obtain the standard quantization of the free field with ¢y, designated as
negative frequency modes. The vacuum state |Q2) is defined by the condition dge|Q2) = 0 for
all k, £. The space of 1-particle states, 7-[541;3, is defined as a span of all states obtained from
the vacuum by the action of a single creation operator, |1x,) = dMQ) The Klein-Gordon

product is positive definite on HSC)ZS and thus, after completion, turns it into a Hilbert

space. The full Hilbert space H 445 is the symmetric Fock space built on top of H%S, i.e.,

Hads = Sym(?-[j%s), where Sym denotes the universal symmetric algebra.

Going to the boundary. We can now take the boundary limits in order to obtain the
boundary data. To do it, one must pick up a defining function F', so that the boundary
limit is well-defined. We choose F' = cos /L and the negative frequency boundary modes
are defined as

Sokf(’r’ 90) = 0221/2 F_A<6)¢k5(7—7 97 SO) (242)

and read

—iwkgT-‘rie(p’ (243)

orel(r, ) = nce (~)FLA3 \/ (A + k)D(A + k + ()

S VN FICENTD]

which represent the standard waves of frequencies wgy on the cylinder with the non-standard
normalization. When applied to the quantized bulk operator P Ads we obtain the boundary
operator,

O(r,¢) = lim |[F~2(0)(r,0,¢)]

0—%
o o

= Z Z (dkgng;g + d;rce(ng) . (2.44)
k=0 /{=—00
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Note that while the boundary operator depends on the boundary coordinates 7 and 2
only, it acts on H 445 and thus H 445 s the boundary Hilbert space. This is the essence
of holography for the empty AdS spacetime. In particular, the bulk creation-annihilation
operators o?,te, Gy are now interpreted as the boundary operators and the vacuum state
|©2) is the boundary vacuum state.

Identification of the quantization scheme. The advantage of the quantization scheme
in global AdS coordinates is the fact that we can identify it as the radial quantization of the
dual CFT. The bulk Hamiltonian is H = ), wkgaléakg, which corresponds to the dilata-
tion operator on the boundary. The boundary cylinder can be Wick rotated, 7 = —it, and
then mapped to the plane by r = e!. Using (2.44), one defines a more familiar Euclidean

operator
OFU(t, ) = e A O(T = —it, ), (2.45)

whose mode decomposition reads
o
OFu(r, o) = Z <dkzéké7'_2A_|£|_2k ite | al ckﬂ,\él-ﬂk 1@;) _ (2.46)

k=0
l=—00

Thus, we have obtained the Euclidean mode decomposition of a conformal primary operator
of dimension A radially quantized. The operator insertion at = 0 creates the state usually

denoted by |A),
T
4) = 07 (0)]2) = 21 |9). (247)
LA

Using the decomposition (2.46) it is now easy to check that the Euclidean 2-point function
correctly reads

1 1

FEu = Eu
(Q|O0™(2,2)0™(0)|2) = I2A-1 1|Z|2A

(2.48)

Further analysis for the higher order modes can be found in the lecture notes [41].

Rindler-AdS. Let us now look at the 3-dimensional AdS spacetime in Rindler coordi-
nates. The transformation between global and Rindler coordinates can be found in [62]
and the AdS metric takes form

2dp2

L2 4 p?

ds? = —p2dt? + + (L% + p?)dy?, (2.49)

with p ranging from 0 to co. The scalar field can be decomposed as

(I)RAdS t s Py P / Z (bwnawn + ¢wn wn) . (250)

We use the same symbols ¢ and « for the modes and the creation-annihilation operators
as in the global AdS case as it should not cause any confusion. The negative frequency
modes are then

d)RAdS(ta P 90) = cg;:ldse—iwt—i-imprn (p)v (251)
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where the normalizable radial functions R, can be expressed in terms of the hyperge-
ometric function, see appendix B.2 for details. The normalization is such that near the
boundary p — oo we have

Ryn = (%>_A [1+0(p72)]. (2.52)

RAdS

The normalization constant c; is chosen in such a way that the canonical commutation

relations hold,
(s 6l ] = (G195, 65) = 208w — ). (2.53)
The Hilbert space Hraqs of the dual QFT is now built on top of the vacuum state |0)
satisfying du,,|0) = 0 for all w > 0 and n € Z. We denote this vacuum by |0) to distinguish
it from the global vacuum |Q).
Finally, let us take the boundary limit and define the boundary operator O as

O(t,¢) = lim (B) QB (¢ p, )

p—oo \ [,
X dw & RAdS ~ RAdS
B /0 % Z Pun awn + Pun e T”) ’ (254)
n=—oo
where
(pg;:lds — R;:ldsefiwt+in<p' (255)

A relation between the Hilbert spaces H aqs and H g aqs obtained from the quantization
in global and Schwarzschild coordinates was extensively studied in several papers, e.g.,
[54, 61-63]. The difficulty in establishing the equivalence comes from the fact that the
Schwarzschild modes (2.51) have the distributional nature from the point of view of the
global AdS. The careful analysis can be found in [64].

3 The geon

By the term geon we will refer to the BTZ black hole with the antipodal Zo identification
between the left and right wedges. The antipodal map, 6, is the isometry of the BTZ
spacetime and in the Kruskal coordinates (T, X, ¢) is given by

Q(T,X,(p) = (_Tv —X,(,O+7T>, (31)

The antipodal map swaps the two wedges and inverts the direction of time, as shown in
figure 9. The geon is the quotient spacetime, BT Z/~, where two points zj ~ xp are
identified if x; = Ozpr. As the antipodal map maps the boundaries to each other, the
resulting spacetime possesses a single asymptotic boundary.

The motivation behind such a definition is that the geon is smooth and can serve as
a toy model of a quantum black hole, where physics beyond the horizon is determined in
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(a) BTZ black hole in Kruskal coordi- (b) Geon is the BTZ spacetime with the
nates. Blue and orange regions are the antipodal identification between the two
right and left wedges bounded by two wedges as shown by the arrow.

asymptotic boundaries.

Figure 9: The BTZ black hole and the geon.

terms of the physics outside of the black hole. Such a model was extensively studied in
[1, 25-28].

In this paper we are interested in the structure of the Hilbert space of the geon and
its holography dual. The analysis of the Hilbert space was first carried out in [29], where
it was pointed out that the standard Fock quantization fails due to zero-norm states. In
the context of holography the analysis was carried in [1, 2]. In both papers the authors
assume that the Hilbert space is that of the BTZ black hole and in particular it splits into
the tensor product of the boundary Hilbert spaces. As we will see this is not the case and
we will discuss the relation between this paper and the previous results. To see it clearly,
we will treat the geon as a wormhole.

3.1 BTZ black hole

In this section we want review basic facts about the scalar field in the BTZ black hole.
The BTZ black hole is an example of the 2-sided asymptotically AdS spacetime, with two
boundary components, left and right, which we label by I = L, R. Thus, given the full
bulk Hilbert space H, we must be able to identify two boundary Hilbert spaces, Hy and
Hpr. Since our analysis here does not involve quantum gravity, the Hilbert space H of the
system does split into the tensor product: H = H; ® Hrg.

Geometry and the modes. The BTZ metric in a single Schwarzschild wedge reads

L%dp?
ds? = —(p* — p})de + _”p .
h

e +p2de®, p> pa, (3.2)
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where pp is the Schwarzschild radius. The solution to the Klein-Gordon equation in
Schwarzschild coordinates takes form

Gun(t, p,0) = cgn €T R (p), (3-3)

where the explicit form of the radial part R, of the wave function is given in (B.28).
These are normalizable modes satisfying

Rn= () 1+ 06 (3.4

Ph

BTZ

near the boundary. The constants c,; “ are then chosen in such a way that the modes ¢,

are properly normalized with respect to the Klein-Gordon product and read

I'(§+n+@)0 (5 —a+d)

CBTZ _ 1
T(20)

wro VArwpp T'(A)

Since the eternal black hole has two wedges, left and right, we define two sets of modes,

(3.5)

qﬁw and qbwn, each supported in their respective wedges and functionally equal to ¢,,. The
mode decomposition of the field operator reads,

N © dw & . N
bors = [ 5o 3 (dhudla+elhall v oliali+oiall). 9
oo

n=—

L,Rt

The creation-annihilation operators &), awn satisfy the canonical commutation relations

matching the Klein-Gordon scalar product as in (2.7),
(6L, 00| = (@ 6800) = 278w = &)™ Sy (3.7)

L
wn

spaces, H{ and H{? respectively. The Schwarzschild vacuum state |0) is defined by &7,,,|0) =
0 for all I, w,n and we can think of the space of 1-particle states H(()l) as spanned by dUIJHO).
The full Fock space is Hy = Sym(?—[él)). The split of the Cauchy surface into ¥ = X, UXRg
means that the total Hilbert space Hg splits as Hy = 7—[64 ® Hé%.

The left and right wedges can be stitched together to form the maximally extended

The two sets of creation-annihilation operators 07511, &~ and awn, span two Hilbert

UJTL

spacetime. In Kruskal coordinates (T, X, ¢), which cover the entirety of the spacetime, the
metric takes form

4L2 p2
dT? +dX? + A (1 - T% 4 X?)2dy?| . (3.8)

ds® = —
ST a1 Xx2)2 AL

The suitable coordinate transformations are listed in appendix B.6. The two asymptotic
boundaries are located at X = 4+/1 4 T2 while the future and past singularities are at
T = £+/1 + X2. We choose the coordinate change in such a way that the directions of the
Schwarzschild times ¢ in both wedges agree with the direction of the Kruskal time 7T" on
the Cauchy surface ¥ U ¥ i as shown in figure 10b on page 26.
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The vacuum. We use |0) to distinguish the Schwarzschild vacuum, defined with respect
to the annihilation operators @ﬁ;ﬁ, from the Kruskal vacuum |Q2), a.k.a. the thermofield
double state or the Euclidean vacuum. The Schwarzschild vacuum |0) is associated with
the foliation by constant-t slices in each wedge in the Schwarzschild coordinates (¢, p, ¢).
Since the metric (3.2) is time-independent, the Schwarzschild vacuum is the ground state
for each constant t slice. On the other hand the Kruskal vacuum is the vacuum with respect
to the Kruskal time T" at the 7' = 0 slice only. Since the BTZ metric (3.8) in the Kruskal
coordinates is time-dependent, the Kruskal vacuum [€2) evolves with time.

The Kruskal vacuum can be found by investigating which combinations of the modes
Ll and ¢G5 are analytic in Kruskal coordinates, [66]. With [Q) = Qoo [Dwn we can
look at the form of the Kruskal vacuum mode by mode. With our conventions the negative
frequency Kruskal modes Xﬁ;{“ are

_Bw . _Bw  py
Xo.m - m ’ Xwn - m ) .
where
2L
B = ,:T (3.10)

is the inverse temperature associated with the black hole, see appendix B.6 for details.
The transformation induces the Bogoliubov transformation of the creation-annihilation
coefficients

~R _Bw Lt ~L _Bw Rt
R Qup —€ 20 e Qgp —€ 20, 4,
= = : (3.11)

/Bwn m ) 5&)7’1 m

i.e., it obeys L |Q) =

n

The Kruskal vacuum |€) is the vacuum with respect to 3% and 52 |

BE 1) = 0 for all w,n. From this it follows that |Q) is a 2-particle squeezed state from the
point of view of the Schwarzschild vacuum |0) and it can be written as

Dn = V1— e Pwexp [6_%&£T—né‘§l 0)
_pPw3 . .
= Vi—e bty e 2 ), @)k, (3.12)
=0

As before, we can define the 1-particle Hilbert space ’HS ) as spanned by B££|Q> and

B££|Q> and the full Hilbert space Hg = Synfb(’;‘—[é1 )). The Bogoliubov transformation (3.11)
induces the unitary isomorphism between Hy and Hq given in appendix C.2.

Going to the boundary. After the review of the standard material we can move to
the boundary. One would certainly like to say that the two pairs of creation-annihilation
operators, dﬂl,&ﬁn and dfﬂ:,&fn are the left and right boundary operators. Clearly, 1-
particle states ’H(()l) split into the direct sum ’H((]l) = /H(()I)L &) ’H((]l)R and so the full Hilbert

space splits into the tensor product, Hg = ’Hg ® Hé%. This is a valid statement, but notice
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XL YR

(a) The time foliation associated with (b) The time foliation associated with
the Schwarzschild time in the metric the Kruskal time in the metric (3.8).
(3.2).

Figure 10: Two foliations of the BTZ black hole.

that the same statement is true for Hq and the Kruskal operators B&LRT, Ath; the 1-particle

states split 7—[8) = ’HS)L &) ’HS)R and the total Hilbert space is Hq = Hé ® ’HS".

As we can see the problem is not to define some split of the full Hilbert space Hpgrz, but
to split it into the actual boundary Hilbert spaces Hy r. As defined in section 2.4 these
Hilbert spaces can be identified with the tensor factors in Hpry associated with initial
conditions living on Y7 and ¥g. In this way we identify HOL and 7—[% as the boundary

Hilbert spaces and the total Hilbert space splits,
Hp =HY, Hr = M, Hprz = Hp @ Hp. (3.13)

This statement does not depend on the choice of the vacuum. The Hilbert space splits into
the tensor product of the boundary Hilbert spaces regardless of the vacuum state selected.

Since both the BTZ metric (3.2) and the Rindler-AdS metric (2.49) near the boundary
approach the same expression,

2 2 PO 24,9 LQdPQ 27 2

we identify the boundary Hilbert spaces Hr r as the Rindler-AdS Hilbert spaces from
section 2.6, Hr, r = Hrads- As the BTZ modes ¢5,’1L approach the boundary, they approx-
imate the Rindler-AdS mode ¢f!%% in (2.51), up to normalization. The normalizations of

the Rindler-AdS and the BTZ modes differ, since they are normalized with respect to the

Klein-Gordon norm in their corresponding bulks. Thus, up to the rescaling by ¢Z7% /cftAdS

. o1 . . ~L ~ ~R N . .
we can regard the creation-annihilation operators aw;ﬂ, Oz{jn, awz, aﬁn as the pair of the in-

)

dependent creation-annihilation operators in two copies of the boundary theory.
Analogously to (2.44), let us define boundary limits of any bulk quantity ¥ (¢, 0, ¢) as

A
limy(t, ¢) =  lim (pRL) Y(PR,L,t, P)- (3.15)

PR,L 0 Ph
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In particular the boundary limits of the bulk field dpry decomposed in the Schwarzschild
modes read

[e.9]

n=—oo
where the boundary mode is

un(t, p) = lim P = Cop €TINS, (3.17)
We can regard these operators as the boundary operators composed with the creation-
annihilation operators associated with the boundary Hilbert spaces.

The subtle difference between the boundary limit of a bulk operator and the actual
boundary operators would manifest itself if we considered the field decomposition in terms
of modes other than qﬁULJhR. Indeed, consider the field operator ®prz expressed in terms of
the Kruskal modes (3.9). The right boundary limit of the negative frequency mode xt is
proportional to the negative frequency mode ¢,,. On the other hand the right boundary
limit of the negative frequency mode xZ, is proportional to the positive frequency mode
®4 —n- This simply means that the associated creation-annihilation operators BL BT and
BWLR do not decouple and create excitations on both boundaries. Note that it does not
mean that the Hilbert space does not factorize into the tensor product H = ’HQ ® HE,
it simply means that 7—[{3 and ’Hg are not the boundary Hilbert spaces. In particular the
vacuum state with respect to Bu%;lR, i.e., the Kruskal vacuum |Q2) is an entangled state
between the two boundaries.

Correlation functions and temperature. Let us follow the notation of [42] and define
the Fourier transforms of the left and right operators O and Op defined in (3.16),

2m
OL R / dt/ d90 elwt mnpOL R( )

where 1559 = 1 for w > 0 and zero otherwise. Note that unlike anywhere else in this
paper, here w can take both positive and negative values. We want to consider 2-point
and OF  both on the Schwarzschild vacuum [0) and on

the Kruskal vacuum [2). We will compare these correlators to the 2-point functions in the

functions of the operators OL

geon background proposed by various authors and these derived in this paper. We can drop

the momentum-conserving delta functions in the 2-point functions and define GEZ ) and
GEl 2y 2
(P|OE, 08,/ 1¢) = 276(w + @' )0n w0 X G g1 (@5 1), (3.19)
(VIOL, O, 1) = 276( — =)o 0 X Gy (), (3.20)

where |1)) stands for |0) or |§2) or any other sufficiently regular state.
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The 2-point functions in the Schwarzschild vacuum read

Gg?zm) (w,n) = §£Z|2, GBTZ|0>( n) =0, (3.21)

where the normalization constant is given in (3.5). The cross-boundary correlator vanishes.
On the other hand on the Kruskal vacuum we find

G przp | €7 _ 3.22
BTZ\Q)( n) = lcgn e — 1 =0t g lw<ols (3.22)
eB\;ﬂI
LR _ |.BTZ2
GErz10)(@:n) = [can = (3.23)

where the inverse temperature is § = 2w L/pp,. The fact that the cross-boundary correlator
is non-vanishing is due to the entanglement between the left and right wedge carried by
the Kruskal vacuum. Furthermore the G%Zm correlator satisfies the KMS relation

By taking w’ = w we can evaluate the expectation values of the Schwarzschild number
operators in the Kruskal vacuum state. To do it define

Npp= / Z NEER NEE — gLRIGLE (3.25)
n=—oo
which measure the number of excited particles with respect to the Schwarzschild vacuum.
In the Kruskal state |Q2) the expectation value of, say, the right number operators reads
T

v L,R _
<Q‘an |Q> T LBw 1

x 6(0). (3.26)
This means that from the point of view of the right boundary QFT the Kruskal vacuum
|©2) is the thermal state with the inverse temperature given by (3.10).

3.2 The geon

The antipodal map, 0, is the involutive isometry of the BTZ spacetime, which, in Kruskal
coordinates (T, X, ¢), is given by

0T, X,p)=(-T,—X,p+m). (3.27)

The geon is the quotient spacetime, BT Z/~, where two points x ~ xp are identified if
xr, = Ozp. In particular the geon has a single boundary.

In this paper we want to treat the geon as the full BTZ geometry with the antipodal
identification imposed on the level of the bulk field rather than geometry. We can keep
the spacetime unfolded, but equivalently require that the values of the scalar field ¢ in
the BTZ black hole are related at two points mapped to each other by the antipodal map.
In other words if x;, = 0xp, then ®(z) = £P(xzr). Thus our geon has two asymptotic
boundaries and has the geometry of the BTZ black hole. The values of the field in the two
wedges, however, are related in a seemingly non-local fashion.
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The modes. For the classical scalar field this means that we are looking for the solutions
®F) to the Klein-Gordon equation, which satisfy

*) 09 = £ (3.28)

With the relation between the Schwarzschild coordinates and the Kruskal coordinates pre-
sented in appendix B.6, the antipodal map reads

0(t, pr, @) = (—t, pL, ), (3.29)

where by pr, and pr we denote the fact that the two points related by 6 have the same value
of the radial variable p = p;r = pg, but live in the opposite wedges. Since the antipodal
map reverses the relative direction of time between the two wedges (see figure 9) as the
quantum operator, é), the antipodal map becomes the anti-unitary involution, 6% = 1.
From its action on the bulk field operator, OPpry; 6 =dpryo 0, we find

O¢E 6 = pfx 04,0 =(-1)"ak_,. (3.30)

Let us introduce the following geon modes

B = jﬁ [6F, + (~1)"¢L" ] (331)

and the corresponding operators,
1
ad) = — [ozR + (—1)"a } . (3.32)

These modes and operators have the specified parity under 6,

V) 09 = 1D 64D 6 = a1 (3.33)

w wn wn wn

Therefore one can use these modes to split the BTZ field operator P BTZ = o) 4+ )
into two operators of fixed parity under ©,

P = % [‘i)BTZ +6 ‘i)BTZé)]

© dw  — R . n
=[5 3 (ua) + ulial). (334)

From now on and in accordance with [1, 2, 29] we will concentrate on () only.

Summary of [29]. Our analysis so far led us to the problem of the quantization of the
scalar field with the mode decomposition

N ® dw . A
&0 = [TSE Y (vl +ulial). (3:35)

n=—oo

where the modes and the creation-annihilation operators are given by (3.31) and (3.32).
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The quantization problem was first discussed in [29]. It was noticed there that, from the
point of view of the BTZ black hole, the geon modes, 1/10%) , have the vanishing Klein-Gordon
norm, ||1/1$L) lBrz = 0. Equivalently, the operators 6[5;2), &&Z)T are not creation-annihilation

operators, but rather they commute between themselves,
62,6500 =o, (669, a5)] = 2m6(w — &) (3.36)

In [29] the authors suggest to keep all the states of the BTZ black hole, i.e., to keep the
full factorizable Hilbert space, Hprz = H1 @ Hr. In particular one has access to both the
Schwarzschild and Kruskal vacua. They argued, however, that one should only consider
(3.35) as the fundamental field operator on the geon background. In particular, given any
state |¢) € Hp ® HR, the 2—point function is given by equation (16) of [29] and reads

W[ ()0 (y)|y) = [ (z,y) + G(0z,y) + G(x,0y) + G(0z, 0y)] , (3.37)

where where G(z,y) is the 2-point function of dpryz in the BTZ background. In particular,
one can choose two points z and y in two distinct BTZ wedges in such a way that 6z is
in the future cone of y. In such a case [®(F)(x), &) (y)] # 0, even though z and y are
spacelike-separated. This non-locality can be regarded as a feature, but, as we will see, the
treatment of the geon as a wormhole leads to perfectly causal quantum field theory.

3.3 Geon as the wormbhole

The scalar field ®, on the geon background is equivalent to the scalar field on the full BTZ
background obeying (3.28). We have selected the even case and the geon field ®, satisfies

®,00 =, (3.38)

Now we want to show that the geon system is equivalent to a wormhole. Indeed, it is
enough to introduce the antipodal identification on the horizons only and the evolution
extends it to the entirety of the spacetime. To see it, we split the scalar modes (bffn and
@k, into the sums of two modes,

L= gk 4 L), (3.39)

each with the specified behavior on the horizons. The exact expressions are provided in
appendix B.6. When approaching the horizons the modes behave as

$ED (U, 0,9) ~ "2 (2U) 72 S50,V ) ~ €™ (2|V])*, (3.40)
SLD (0, V ) ~ 2V )72, SLD (U0, ) ~ "9 (2|U))*, (3.41)

where the null Kruskal coordinates (U, V, ¢) are related to (T, X, ¢) in (3.8) by U =T+ X
and V =T — X. Since the antipodal map reads 6(U,V, ) = (=U, =V, ¢ + 7), the values
of the modes at the horizons must match. We find

$ED(U,0,¢) = (~1)"¢52"(~U, 0, + ), (3.42)
$E2 (0, V) = (=1)"6L 00, -V, o + ). (3.43)
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The two horizons constitute a complete Cauchy surface. By prescribing the values of the
fields on the horizon subjected to the relations above, there exists a unique bulk field.
Thus, the above relations hold in the entirety of spacetime and for all modes and they
combine back to the geon modes

We conclude that the scalar field on the geon background is equivalent to the scalar field on
the wormhole background presented in figure 11. The antipodal identifications are imposed
on the horizons only and the spacetime becomes that of a 2-sided, traversable wormhole.
Furthermore, as shown in figure 11b, the lines of constant X in the Kruskal coordinates
become closed timelike curves.

XL

YR

(a) The Penrose diagram of the geon-
wormhole. The two wedges are glued
along the horizons according to the di-
rections specified by the green arrows.
In particular the pairs of the corre-

(b) The Kruskal coordinates in the two
wedges. The lines shown in the two
wedges are related by the antipodal map.
Thus, the values of the scalar field along
the lines must match.

sponding points are mapped to each
other.

Figure 11: Geon as a wormhole.

Let Yunlr = oF, and Yun|r = (—1)”¢£:"_n denote the restrictions of v, to the
respective wedges. We included the factor of V2 in the definition (3.44) as we want the
mode to be equal to ¢ in the right wedge. We can then think of v,,,|; as arising from
the evolution of the field ¢, from the right wedge to the left by the Kruskal Hamiltonian
Hg, generating translations in the Kruskal time T

First note that both X7, and ¥ in figure 11 are the complete Cauchy surfaces on their
own. By fixing the initial data I}% on, say, g, the field is uniquely determined in the entire
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spacetime. In particular we can think about the initial data I% on Xz, as the evolution of
I%. Thus, we have only a single set of creation-annihilation operators d:[m, awn Obeying the
standard canonical commutation relations

[&m, &L,n,] = 270w — &' )G (3.45)

and the field operator takes form

b, = / i wwnawn P a m) . (3.46)

n=—oo

In the right wedge Yun|r = QS and we can identify &wn,dwn with the BTZ creation—
annihilation operators 045;1, . The Hilbert space of the geon, Hg4, spanned by awn, Qwn
becomes equal to Hg. The vacuum |0) with respect to the annihilation operators a, is
the Schwarzschild vacuum of the single wedge.

The second implication is the choice of the negative frequency modes in the left wedge
once such a choice has been done in the right wedge. The Klein-Gordon scalar product on
>.r matches the scalar product in the BTZ background restricted to X . Since the Klein-
Gordon product is preserved in time, this tells us that we must invert the time direction
in the left wedge. This means that the normal vector to the constant time slices in (2.2)
in the left wedge points ‘downwards’. It makes ¢.* negative frequency in the left wedge.
The Klein-Gordon scalar product for the geon modes can be written equivalently on g
or Xy, as follows,

(Q,Z)um’ ww’n’)g = (T;Z)um|Ra ¢w/n’|R)BTZ = _(wwn|La ¢w’n’ |L)BTZ~ (3-47)

This conclusion agrees with the analysis of [1], here derived from the basic principle
of the invariance of the Klein-Gordon product under the time evolution. Furthermore,
note that from the point of view of the Klein-Gordon product for the BTZ black hole the
normalizations have changed. Since in the BTZ black hole the integral in the Klein-Gordon
product extends over ¥y U Xg, we have schematically |[¢punl|Br; = 2[|thonl|’. From the
point of view of the BTZ black hole one would expect an additional factor of 1/2 on the
right hand side of the commutation relations (3.45). That would be incorrect.

From the point of view of the left boundary, the geon modes v,,, become equal to
(=" qﬁw “,, in the left wedge. Thus the operators dbn, Gwn should be identified with
(—1)”&5’,,1, (—1)"&£T_n. Not only are dﬁ_n the annihilation operators from the point
of view of the wormhole, but there is the operatorial relation between the left and right
boundary operators. To distinguish such operators from the original BTZ operators, for
which the excitations in the two wedges are independent, we will change notation from &

to a. Thus, we have the boundary creation-annihilation operators al B dﬁnR, which are
not independent and satisfy

~ A ~L ~ ~ ~L

Gun = 0y, = (~1)"af ., al, = alll = ("l (348)
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These relations induce the isomorphisms between the geon Hilbert space H,, spanned by
d:[m and the boundary Hilbert spaces Hy and Hpg,

Hy = Hp = OH. (3.49)
There is no tensor product.

The geon dual. With the structure of the Hilbert space for the geon wormhole figured
out, we can seek the vacuum state dual to the wormhole in holography. In [1, 2], where
the problem was analyzed, the authors always looked at the factorized BTZ Hilbert space
H;, ® Hr. However, as we can see the Hilbert space H, of the geon is that of a single side
of the BTZ black hole. Thus we simply look for the state |G) € H = Hp annihilated by the
Kruskal operators (3.11), when the operatorial relation (3.48) are substituted. This means
that |G) = @, |G)wn is the ground state with respect to the annihilation operators beon
defined as

Bw
2

o fun e (=1)"alm g 2L
wn /71 — 6_5“) ) oh )

where the inverse temperature (3 is the same as for the BTZ black hole (3.10). The geon
state |G) is a 1-particle squeezed state (see appendix C.1) and can be written as

(3.50)

1/4 1 w
‘G>wn = (1 - 67&0) €xp [26%(_1)11&1)”&1”] |O>

- (1 - e_ﬂw>1/4 3 (e (2(‘72;,)!1!)”|2j>wn. (3.51)
=0

We can think about |G) as a ‘thermofield single’ state as it mimics the thermofield
double, but it is the pure state that can be found in the Hilbert space of a single boundary
CFT. Since it is annihilated by I;wn, the expectation value of the Schwarzschild number

operator an = &ff;[bdfn has the thermal distribution,

2T

R B
<G|an’G> - 65“’ -1

x 5(0). (3.52)

The analysis of such states from a more general point of view was recently carried out in
[67].

Evolution. The evolution of the geon field @g is driven by the general Hamiltonian (2.13).
With respect to the foliation by constant ¢ slices, this leads to the standard Hamiltonian

- ® dw —
H= /0 o > wal,,dun. (3.53)

n=—oo

This Hamiltonian evolves the field in both left and right wedges.
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By taking the boundary limits we obtain the boundary Hamiltonians, Hj,Hp. Note
that these are not independent operators, due to the relations (3.48). Thus, despite the
fact that these Hamiltonian have the standard form

e [ ZOO GLRTGLR 3.5
L,R = A Wayn Ay, ( . )
0

n=—oo

they are in fact the same operator, H. We can write a number of rather trivial identities
such as

. . 1 .
Hr — Hp, =0, Hzi(HL‘i‘HR)' (355)

Such identities were advocated in a number of papers on wormholes, e.g., [33, 35]. It was
argued there that the Hamiltonians driving the boundary dynamics of the two sides are
related.

We can also check that the evolution from a given point z in, say, the right wedge
to its antipodal point £ = 0z is given by . Indeed, let z = (T, X, ) and consider the
Kruskal coordinates with the Hamiltonian H driving the evolution with respect to the
T coordinate, see figure 11b. The Hamiltonian Hy moves up the line until we reach the
horizon at (X, X, ¢). This point is mapped by 0 to (=X, —X, ¢+ 7) and then evolved back
in time by —Hp to &. Thus the evolution operator reads

Upp = X "DHK §e—iX-T)Hx _ § (3.56)

since all geon operators satisfy [ﬁ K, é)] = 0. In particular we arrive at the natural isomor-
phism H = Hpr = OH, induced by the evolution.

Bulk correlators. In the wormhole picture the left wedge is both in the future and the
past of the right wedge. For this reason the commutator [®4(x), ®4(y)] will be generally
non-vanishing for the two points x and y lying in two different wedges. Now, however, this
is a perfectly normal situation, since the two points are in each others future. The entire
system remains perfectly causal.

For example, in the Schwarzschild vacuum |0) the correlation functions within the
single wedge match the BTZ correlators,

0|0y (2)Dy(y)[0)g = (0|1®prz(2) 12 (Y)|0)BT2! (3.57)

provided x and y belong to the same wedge. This is a more reasonable result than the
relation (3.37) as advocated in [29]. The vacuum state |0) is associated with the Hamilto-
nian driving the evolution within the single wedge. Thus, if the two points z,y belong to
the wedge, the 2-point function on |0) should be ignorant of any spacetime beyond it and
have the BTZ form. On the other hand, contrary to the BTZ case, the cross-boundary
correlators on |0) are non-vanishing. We have

0|0y (2)Dy(y)|0)g = (0|®prz(x) T2 (0Y)|0)BT2, (3.58)
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assuming = and y lie in different wedges.

As discussed in section 2.2, the choice of a different vacuum state, such as the geon
state |G), corresponds to a different foliation. With |G) associated with the evolution in
the global Kruskal time, we expect that the correlators on this state will exhibit strong
cross-boundary correlations. Indeed, for any two points x,y we find

(Gl (2)8,(1)|C)g = 5 [Gla,y) + G(0,y) + Gla, by) + G(0,0y)], (3.59)

N

where
G(z,y) = (QPprz(z)®pr2(y)|Q) Br2 (3.60)

is the 2-point function of the BTZ field in the Kruskal vacuum. This expression matches
(3.37), up to the multiplicative factor, which can be traced back to the normalization issues
discussed below equation (3.47).

Boundary theory. We can also rewrite the conclusions in the language of the boundary
operators. By taking the left and right boundary limits of the bulk field we obtain two
boundary operators,

/ Z prnawn + @wn Im) ’ (361)

n=—oo

/ (1)@ + (1) unl, ) (3.62)
n=—oo
where the boundary modes ¢, are the same as for the BTZ black hole in (3.17). When
comparing to the mode decomposition of O and Op in (3.16) we once again arrive at the
relations (3.48) between the left and right creation-annihilation operators.

The boundary 2-point functions on |0) and |G) can be calculated directly, or by tak-
ing the boundary limits of the bulk correlation functions from the previous paragraph.
We define the momentum space versions of O and Og analogously to (3.18). On the
Schwarzschild vacuum equations (3.57) and (3.58) give

Gg|0)( ):G§¥Z|O>(wvn)a Gg|0>( n)=(-1)" GBTZ\O)(w?n)' (3.63)

In the geon state |G) the expression (3.59) involves both Ggmm and GBTZ‘Q> and reads

BTZ
(G|OE OF, |G), = ﬁamm X [Qms(w + ) x (eﬂﬁmo + 1w<o)

+ 276 (w — @) x e@} . (3.64)

To see it, invert the Bogoliubov transformation (3.50) and express &Ln,&wn in terms of

~

Z;L’I’M bwn .
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Summary. In this subsection we have constructed the Hilbert space H, for the geon,
together with its dual state |G) in (3.51). By treating the geon as a wormhole, we could
elucidate the structure of its Hilbert space and show that H, # Hr ® Hg: the factorization
into the tensor product of the boundary Hilbert spaces fails. The Hilbert space H, is that
of a single boundary, H, = Hp = OHp. The geon state |G) is the squeezed states in
the Hilbert space associated with a single boundary. It exhibits the appropriate thermal
distribution (3.52) as well as correlation functions (3.59).

In the next two subsections we will show how the results of the previous investigations
[1, 2] can be retrieved from our construction. The key difference is that the authors of these
papers assume factorization of the Hilbert space. We will see how and when the results
presented in this subsection can be recovered after the assumption about factorization had
been made.

3.4 Semiclassical approximation: approach of [1]

In the semiclassical approach one treats H; and Hpr as two independent Hilbert spaces
spanned by their own sets of independent left and right creation-annihilation operators
o?ULJ,Tl, &k and @g;r“ &R . The semiclassical Hilbert space is assumed to be the tensor product,
Hsemi = Hprz = Hr @ Hr. We want to see here how the results of [1] match with the
analysis presented in the previous subsection. As we will see, the authors effectively impose
some variant of the relation (3.48) on Hgemi. In this sense they try to decouple the physical
states obeying these relations from the unphysical ones and reduce the Hilbert space to a

smaller tensor factor.

Summary of [1]. The authors of [1] observed that the antipodal map reverses the di-
rection of time in the left wedge with respect to the global, Kruskal time, see figure 11a on
page 31. Just as discussed in the previous section they realize that one must identify ¢L* as

negative frequency modes and dﬂl as the annihilation operators. The canonical commuta-

L

L and &) are now “flipped’ and read [a5), 6L ] = 26 (w—w')Spm .

tion relations between & o

In particular instead of (3.36) the commutation relations between the operators d,’ and
@Sf,i” defined in (3.32) read

wn s Qorn/

|:&(0') d(o”)T:| — 27T5(UJ _ w/)é‘nnldaal (365)

Now a&” and dgjﬁ) are genuine creation-annihilation operators. The operators dﬁ(jlﬁ and

du(;@)T span two Hilbert spaces H and H_ associated with the geon states of the specified
parity under §. Thus the transformations (3.32) specify the split of the BTZ, semiclassical
Hilbert space as Hsemi = H+ @ H_. The authors of [1] use this decomposition to construct
the geon state in (3.17) there. This is the usual thermofield double state, but entangling

particles between H and H_,

Qg)ewn = mexp [6_%(1&;”&&';”} 0)
—Vi—em Y e H i e 0. (3.66)
=0
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This is a reasonable proposal, but it fails to capture the fact that the actual Hilbert space
of the system does not factorize into the tensor product. Most importantly, relations (3.48)
should hold in any physical Hilbert space describing the wormhole.

Physical and null states and operators. The main idea behind the semiclassical
approximation is to impose in some way the condition (3.48) on the level of the operators
o?ﬁf;lRT, &ﬁhR when acting on the semiclassical, factorizable Hilbert space Heemi = Hr @ HR.

First idea would be to require that
a5, vy = o)) =0 (3.67)

for all w,n on all physical states |¢)) € Hgemi- It is easy to see that no state can satisfy
these relations.

One way around it is to impose the condition (3.67) before the system is quantized.
This can be done within the framework of the constrained quantization, see e.g., [68]. We
will discuss this approach in section 4.4 while here we will concentrate on the consequences
of the semiclassical approximation only.

Once it is assumed that the Hilbert space is factorizable, Heemi = Hr ® Hg, the
condition (3.67) cannot be consistently imposed. A possible resolution is to demand the
weak version of (3.67), namely

al)lw) =0 (3.68)

for all w,n. States that obey this condition are physical. All other states are null. In
contrast to the strong condition (3.67) the action of oh(u_)T on physical states is in general
non-vanishing. However, if |¢) is physical, then &&})le is null due to commutation rela-
tions (3.65). Thus, physical states are those created by the action of the creation operators
&L(;L)T on the vacuum |0). With H and H_ denoting the Hilbert spaces spanned by dfj{lﬁ
and &&;ﬁ respectively, we have Hgemi = Hr @ Hr = Hy ® H_. We identify H as the
physical space and any state which does not belong to H is null.

An operator O is physical if it maps H into itself. This is equivalent to
0,65 vy =0, (0.4 1v) =0 (3.69)

for all w,n on all physical states |¢) € H. This means that an operator O is physical if,

when presented in terms of the creation-annihilation operators, it contains only dsz) and

&U(JJ,Z)T, while the operators d(;) and @&;L)T are absent.

The left and right boundary creation-annihilation operators are on their own unphys-
ical. Therefore the BTZ boundary operators O, and Og defined in (3.16) are in general
unphysical as well. Furthermore, the left and right Hamiltonians (3.54) are unphysical as
well. The only well-defined, physical operators are those, where the creation-annihilation

operators combine into é«gjﬁ) and dc(;lﬁ.
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Evolution. We want to make sure that the physical and null states decouple and that
the decoupling is preserved by the evolution. This is achieved by the Hamiltonian

H+ _/ Z wao.m u.m (370)

n=—oo

from which we obtain

a oo 17 o A

elfrtq R =it — 7 [e wtg(H) 4 awn)] , (3.71)
A DL -

AR ab et — ( \@) [e—lwtdfﬂn _ di’ln} . (3.72)

This means that even if we start we an unphysical operator inserted at ¢t = 0, its ‘unphys-
icality’ does not undergo the evolution in time. As an example, consider the left and right
boundary operators O, and Opg, defined in (3.16). Note, however, that these expressions,
derived for the BTZ black hole, assume that the two boundaries evolve by H; and Hp
separately. To derive their time-dependent versions with respect to the Hamiltonian (3.70)
we must consider the two operators at ¢ =0

Or, R(t =0, gO / i BTZ ( + OéL RT) (3.73)

n=—oo

and apply the relations (3.71) and (3.72),
L [Fde +) a4t
OL(t7 (P) = ﬁ 0 % Z 1) Pun Oy + ( 1) (pwn wn :|
v [T 5 2 P [l val]. @
1 [ dw .
OR(t7 90) = \@/0 % Z [@wna((,;z) + prn L(j?_L)T:|

+ / Z BTZ[ Qo +ao(m)q . (3.75)

The two time-independent terms containing agm), ao(m)T are the only artifacts of the fact that

the operators O, and Op evaluated at ¢t = 0 in (3.73) were unphysical. The Hamiltonian
(3.70) effectively projects out the unphysical operators and after even the shortest evolution
only physical operators remain. Thus, we can drop such unphysical terms if we stick to
correlators at ¢t > 0.

Normalization. When the time-dependent terms in (3.74) and (3.75) are compared to
(3.61) and (3.62) we see the additional factor of 1//2. This is the artifact of the normaliza-
tion issue discussed underneath equation (3.47). From the point of view of the BTZ physics

the norm of the state [1)% = aZ}|0) is the same as the norm of the state |1)} = 3 T]O).
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However, from the point of view of the wormhole physics the first state contains unphysi-
cal part due to the action of &&_)T. With this unphysical part dropped its norm-squared,
11)2 ||? should be half of H‘l>u(;z)||2 This tension permeates the semiclassical approxima-
tion. One way out of it is for the isomorphism between the space H. of physical states in
the semiclassical approximation and the actual Hilbert space H, of the geon to rescale the

states,
Hy 355 — 2705)un € Hy. (3.76)

The geon state. In [1] the authors advocate for the geon state of the form (3.66). This
state, however is unphysical. In order to derive the physical geon state in the semiclassical
approximation we simply act with the squeezing operator in (3.12) on |0). The creation
operators dULJ;lRT can be expressed in terms of the creation operators db(;lﬁ and &(;L)T. The
semiclassical geon state reads

(Gremi) = V1 — e~ exp B(—U"e‘? (alitalpr - @&n”&&n”)} 0)

> C_pei [(25 — D)
=V1—eB Z(—mfe*% W{2jwn>+ ® |0)_ + null. (3.77)
= I

The omitted portions of the state are null, since they contain at least one insertion of
&SJ*)T. The physical portion in H, is equal to the actual geon state |G) in (3.51), up to

normalization,

|Gsemi) = (1 - e*ﬁW>1/4 |G)+ ®0)_. (3.78)

As discussed above, the difference in normalization stems from the fact that in the semiclas-
sical approximation all the omitted null states have non-vanishing norms, while in the true,
physical system these states are simply absent. Since the Hamiltonian (3.70) effectively
projects out the unphysical states, we see that the correct semiclassical analysis reproduces
the actual physics of the geon as described in section 3.3.

Summary. In section 3.3 we showed that the Hilbert space H, associated with the geon
does not split into the tensor product of its boundary Hilbert spaces, but rather satisfies
Hy =Hr = OH . In this subsection we showed how the geon physics can be reconstructed
within the semiclassical approximation, where the factorization Hgemi = Hr ® Hp is as-
sumed. To do it, we split the states in Hgemi = Hr ® Hr = H4+ ® H_ into physical and
null states. Physical states are those obeying (3.68), i.e., the states that in H, which are
spanned by the creation operators d&) f only. By choosing the Hamiltonian (3.70) we can
guarantee that the physical and unphysical states remain decoupled under time evolution.
Finally, we can take the state (3.66) as advocated in [1] and realize that the true geon state
is obtained by throwing out all unphysical degrees of freedom. In this way we recovered

the geon state |G) as in (3.51), up to normalization.
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3.5 Semiclassical approximation: approach of [2]

Summary of [2]. In [2] the authors undertook a similar approach to the one discussed
above, except that they did not reverse the time direction in the left wedge. They assumed
the commutation relations (3.36) as they stand, with aLl designated as annihilation oper-
ators. Next, they tried enforcing the field decomposition into (3.35) by eliminating states
created by dﬁ;ﬁ. They looked for physical states |¢)) € Hy ® Hp satisfying the strong
condition (3.67), which now takes form

all, - (~1"all,] ) = |aL, - (—1"alL,] lv) =0 (3.79)

for all w,n on all physical states.

The problem with such an approach is that it leads to a number of divergences and
inconsistencies, the first one being that the states obeying the condition (3.79) do not exist
in Hy ® Hp. To see it, fix w and n and consider a general state

[e.9]

’I>wn = Z Cij‘i>w,—n‘j>wn (380)

i,j=0
for arbitrary c¢;;. By imposing (3.79) one finds a single ‘state’,

[e.o]

= (=1}, -nli)en (3.81)

J=0

After [2] the state [I) = @), , [[)wn Will be called the cross-cap state. This is not a
true state since it has infinite norm. Nevertheless, it has the structure of the maximally
entangled Bell state. If we cut the sum off at some highly excited level j = J — 1, the
normalized state reads

Z jn’] w, —nlJ)wn- (3'82)

7=0

The reduced density matrix pr = Trp [I)(I] traced over the left Hilbert space is just
proportional to the identity matrix, pg = J~'1. Thus, this is the maximally entangled
Bell state with the maximal entropy S = logJ. With the philosophy of the ‘ER=EPR’
proposal, [5], this seemed like a reasonable state with a huge entanglement between the
two wedges accounting for the information transfer through the wormhole.

Although non-normalizable, one can still carry out calculations on |I), up to overall
diverging factors. For example, one can readily calculate the 2-point functions of the
operators (3.18). Up to an infinite multiplicative constant one finds

J+1 2

G\I) (@, n) = 5 X [ [(1 + J> loso + 1w<0:| ) (3.83)
J+1 n 2

Gl = Tt x 2Py (14 ). (359

40 —



Even discarding the divergence, these expressions are problematic. They assume the fac-
torized Hamiltonian, Hj, + Hp, on the tensor product Heemi = Hz @ Hr. The problem
here is that the cross-cap state |I) obviously is not the ground state for Hi + Hp and thus
the use of the Hamiltonian Hj, + ﬁR to evolve O, and Op is unjustified. On the other
hand the Hamiltonian, for which |I) would be the ground state is

/ Z waHTalh. (3.85)

n=—0oo

A (+) A Gt

However, since now the operators .,/ and &y, commute, such a Hamiltonian does not
generate any evolution.

Finally, the state dual to the geon, denoted by [Vg) = @, ,, |¥g)wn in (3.2) in [2], was
claimed to be the thermofield double state defined as

gl = e~ 5D 1),

o
= > (e -l (3.86)
§=0
This is nothing but the original thermofield double state (3.12) with an additional insertion
of the factor (—1)7", which can be removed by the redefinition of &% . It does not carry
more entanglement than the original TFD state.

On the other hand, from the point of view of the squeezed states, the geon state should
have the form (3.12) with |I) replacing |0). Unfortunately, since the cross-cap state is the
squeezed state of infinite squeezing, the composition law for the squeezing operators (C.14)
implies that |¥,) = |I), up to a possible infinite normalization. The prescription fails.

The effective description. We would like to find a procedure to impose the conditions
(3.79) approximately. To do it, let v, be a set of complex numbers such that v, —, = v

and consider the modified condition
OA‘En ana ] [¥v,,) = 0, @ﬁn ano‘ ] 1¥0,,) = 0. (3.87)

We will impose this condition for any v, such that |v,,| < 1 and take the limit v, —
(—1)" afterwards.

To do it, deﬁne new creation-annihilation operators ’)/w;rz,’ywn and 4, m%m related to
&5};, aL and awn, wn by the Bogoliubov transformation
AL = cosh Ayndl, — sinh )\UmafT ns (3.88)
S8 — cosh Aunaf — sinh Auna !
Yon = cosh A\yndyy, —sinh Aupdy,' ) (3.89)

where A\, is a set of real parameters with A, _, = A,,. The conditions (3.87) become

:Yo%n’w%m> = :)/wn‘wl/wn> =0 (390)

where v, and \,, are related as
Vyn = tanh Ayuy,. (3.91)

Thus, the original conditions (3.79) correspond to the limit A, — (—1)" X oco.
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Correlators. The operators fyw):, Yo and 'ywn, 4R are genuine creation-annihilation op-
erators satisfying the canonical commutation relations,

[:Ywnv :YUIJ’];L } - 27?5(“ - w/)énn’(sn/- (3.92)

There is only a single state in Hy ® Hpg, which satisfies (3.90): the vacuum state |I,_,)
annihilated by 4% and 4. Nevertheless in the limit v, — (—1)" we recover relations
(3.79). Thus, we can regard (3.79) as the condition for the vacuum state only, since in the
limit v, — (—1)" the excited states created by '%L,ib and ﬁfﬁz coincide.

Let us check now that the procedure leads to the correct 2-point functions for the
boundary operators (3.16). To do it, we need to use the free Hamiltonian, for which |I,,,)

is the lowest energy state. We consider
- * dw I Rt R
HV - 9 Z [fywjb’ytdn + ’Yw;;f}/wn 9 (393)

which is positive-definite and annihilates |I,,,, ). Now 2-point functions of the operators
Or,r evolved by H, and evaluated on |1,,,,,) can be calculated. By employing the definitions
(3.19) and (3.20) we find

G\I,, >(w, n) = g}fz 2 [cosh2 Aonloso + sinh? )\_w,nlw<0] , (3.94)

1
G \(w,n) = 5 —|cBEZ 17 sinh (27 ) (3.95)
As |vn| approaches 1, the parameter A, diverges. To take the limit we define
Vom = (—=1)"VI =5 (3.96)

so that 1 — 12, = § < 1 is the small parameter. We find
1
Gl = 5 +00%) ) 2P, (3.97)
1
Gl = (5 +00%) (-17IcEE2P. (3.98)

The overall constant is obviously regularization-dependent. Up to regularization, we re-
covered (3.83) and (3.84).

Effective interactions. It is often claimed that holographically the wormholes can be
treated as two copies of the boundary system with a cross-boundary coupling. As we
have seen this cannot be true in the literal sense, as the Hilbert space associated with the
wormhole is not the tensor product of the boundary Hilbert spaces. However, it can be
true in semiclassical approximation in the infinite squeezing limit. Indeed, the Bogoliubov
. . a1 s ~L,Rt ~L.R ~L,Rt ~L,R
transformation between the creation-annihilation operators G ', Gun and Yon ' Jom . CaN
be interpreted as the introduction of the Hamiltonian quadratic in the creation-annihilation

operators. This is reminiscent of the textbook Bogoliubov theory of liquid helium, where
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the excitations in the superfluid state are decribed by the Bogolibov-transformed creation-
annihilation operators. This idea was also applied to black holes, [69], where the excitations
on top of the Kruskal vacuum can be obtained by introducing a suitable Hamiltonian
between the Scharzschild creation-annihilation operators.

Using Bogoliubov transformations we can express the Hamiltonian (3.93) in terms of

the original, semiclassical operators dULJ;lRT awn With v, = Vin| depending on |n| only

o Vi L+ v, . 20

sinh® Ay, = R cosh(2M\,n) = R sinh(2\,p,) = 1,2 (3.99)

[n| n| In|

and the Hamiltonian reads
OO
l/ 1 — V / |:2V\n\ =+ (1 =+ V\n|) ( ol.;jl ACon + au]?;’rL o]fn)
In| n=—0c0

—2u, (&ET &l A 3.100
Vin| \ Cw,—n®uwn + aw —nCun || - ( : )

As v}, — (=1)" the divergence factorizes in front of the Hamiltonian. Substituting (3.96)
we can write

N 2 ~ ~
A, =5 [Vo+ Ho+ Hin) (3.101)

where Vy = w is a constant that can be discarded, H’o is the free Hamiltonian in H; ® Hp
and H'mt is the interaction Hamiltonian,

()O
M= 52 Y w(abial, +alial). (3.102)
n=—oo
S & dw ~L R
Hing = /0 Qﬂ_n_z_:oow(l) ( wT n c]jl +0£w nafn) : (3103)

We see that in the semiclassical approximation we can model the wormhole by introduc-
ing the interaction between the two boundaries. The interaction Hamiltonian ﬁint has
the beautiful interpretation of coupling the modes created in the right wedge with dﬁl,
with the antipodally identified modes created by (—1)"&£T_n = édff_n@. Furthermore,
the interaction is ‘infinitely strong’ effectively projecting out null states out of the tensor

product.

4 The AdS; wormhole

We consider the Jackiw—Teitelboim (JT) action with matter,

2 1 1
S = /dZ.T\/—g |:(I) (R+ L2) + iaﬂX(?“X-i-

5mQAXQ, (4.1)

where the mass is L2m2A = A(A—1). With the dilaton ® serving as the Lagrange multiplier,
it fixes the background to satisfy R = —2/L?, which corresponds locally to AdSs spacetime.
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(a) Two independent Rindler wedges (b) A graphical representation of a wave
and their associated Cauchy surfaces, in AdSy background. The field van-
Y, and X', which together form the ishes in the left wedge (the orange re-
complete Cauchy surface Xg. By spec- gions) and equals to the Schwarzschild
ifying initial data on ¢ the dynam- mode ¢, in (4.37) in the right wedge for
ics determines the field in the entirety w = 1.8. Furthermore we set L = 3 and
of the spacetime.  Equivalently, one pn = 1. The blue regions denote the pos-
can specify independent boundary data itive values of the bulk field, while yellow
on the orange and blue segments of denote negative values.

the boundary. Then the bulk field is
uniquely determined as well.

Figure 12: The JT wormhole is the AdSy spacetime: an infinitely long strip with the
metric (4.2) and two asymptotic boundaries (left and right).

The global two-dimensional AdS spacetime, i.e., the JT wormhole, has the metric

2

ds? = COLS—QQ(—dT2 +d6?). (4.2)
Here the radial variable § € (=75, %) and, unlike in higher dimensions, the spacetime has
two boundaries, at § = —5, 5. With 7 € R, the spacetime is a wormhole, as the null rays
cross the bulk from one boundary to the opposite one in time equal to w. The Penrose
diagram of the JT wormhole is presented in figure 12a. Typically, the discussion of the
JT wormhole begins with the pair of Schwarzschild wedges as presented in the figure. It
is then believed, [35], that a suitable coupling between the two boundaries can open and
sustain the wormbhole.
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In this paper we assume that the wormhole has already been opened and the two
boundaries are in causal contact for eternity. Since we consider a scalar field on the fixed
background, the boundary data on the orange ¥’ and blue ¥/, portions of the boundary in
figure 12a are independent. The total Hilbert space does factorize into the tensor product
of the Hilbert spaces associated with the two subregions of the boundaries, H = H Q@ Hp.

On the other hand, when the full boundaries are considered, the factorization fails.
The left and right boundary Hilbert spaces Hy and Hp will be associated with the whole
boundaries. As the boundaries are in the causal contact for eternity, H = Hy = Hpg, as we
will discuss now. This was already observed in [32].

4.1 Matter field solution

With the background fixed, we consider the matter field X in the fixed AdS, background
(4.2). The Klein-Gordon equation reads

2 2 A(A-1)

"o T o T cos0 }XW):O' (13)

The negative frequency solution with respect to the global time can be expressed in terms
of the hypergeometric function as

~ A — A 1
Xn(T,0) = cpen7 cos™ 0o F ( 5 wn’ —;wn A+ 3 cos? 0) . (4.4)

This solution exhibits the correct asymptotics, x, ~ cos® 6 at both boundaries at § = +3.
Smoothness at 8 = 0 results in the quantization of frequencies,

wn=A4+n, n=0,12,... (4.5)

It will be more convenient to split the modes into functions manifestly odd and even under
the parity map

p(7,0) = (7, -0). (4.6)
The modes can written as
i(A+2k Ay p(-5A-5)

Xok (7, 0) = cope AFTZRIT ¢og 6P, 2 2 (cos(20)), (4.7)

1 1

. 7’A77
Yokt 1 (T, 0) = coppre AT o568 ¢ sim@P,E2 2)((305(20)) (4.8)
where Yo are even while xox41 are odd under p. Here k£ = 0,1,2,... and P,gaﬁ ) denotes

Jacobi polynomials. The normalization constants

_(=1)F E'T(A + k) C(—D)F KIT(A+k+1)
TR NThR+ Dr A+ k+ L) M T TR T+ DA+ k+ D)

are such that the modes are normalized to 1 in the Klein-Gordon scalar product (2.2).

(4.9)
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The quantum field operator reads
o
X(r,0) = > (xnn + x50} ) (4.10)
n=0

where the creation-annihilation operators satisfy the canonical commutation relations
[d”vdiz'} = (Xn> Xn') = Onn- (4.11)

The vacuum state |Q) satisfies 4,|Q) = 0 for all n and the 1-particle states H®) and the
total Hilbert space H is constructed in the usual way. The normally-ordered Hamiltonian
of the bulk theory reads

o0
H= andjl&n, wp = A +n. (4.12)
n=0

Since the metric (4.2) is time-independent, the vacuum state |(2) is preserved by the evo-
lution.

4.2 Going to the boundary

AdS, possesses two asymptotic boundaries, we can take both left and right boundary limits
of the modes (4.7) and (4.8). Being right boundary-centric we define the boundary modes

©p as

pn = lim cos™® Oy, = Gpe AT, (4.13)
0—%

The constants ¢&, follow from (4.9) and read

B 1 I['(2A +n)
C2AT(A+ ) n!

Cn . (4.14)
We see that the boundary modes are simply ¢, ~ e AT for n = 0,1,2,... Unlike
in higher dimensional cases, see equation (2.40), the integer n here can be both even
and odd. From the boundary perspective this corresponds to the fact that the boundary
theory carries the representation of the diffeomorphism group, [70]. A boundary operator
O together with all its descendants 0O furnishes a representation of this group. Unlike
for conformal symmetry, all integral n’s are allowed, both even and odd ones.

We can define the boundary values Xy, g of the bulk field X by taking the boundary
limits,

oo
Xpr = elim [cos™@ 0 X] = Z [onan + prar], (4.15)
_)g n=0
o
Xy = lim [cos™ 0 X] = " [(=1)"pnan + (—=1)"¢haz] . (4.16)
%_% n=0
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The two boundaries are in causal contact for eternity or, in other words, the wormhole is
open for all times. Unlike in the BTZ black hole case, the bulk field X is uniquely specified
by prescribing the boundary value of the field on a single boundary. The boundary value
on the opposite boundary is then uniquely fixed. Indeed, given the boundary value Xg of
the field on the right boundary, the expressions above imply that

Xp(r+kn)=e F™AX (1), k=41,43,45,... (4.17)

for any odd integer k. In particular, the boundary values on a single boundary are periodic
with the period of 27,

Xp(1+21) = e A Xp(7). (4.18)

The periodic structure of a bulk solution can be seen in figure 12b. This means that all
modes are wormhole modes propagating between the boundaries.

Boundary Hilbert spaces and the operators. We define the boundary operators
in terms of the boundary modes (4.13) and with their own sets of creation-annihilation

~L,Rt ~L,R
operators an,” ',an’"

o0

Krp = [pnal + grak] (4.19)

n=0

which span two Hilbert spaces H, and Hg. On the other hand from (4.16) and (4.15) we

must identify

an = at = (—=1)"ak al = afft = (—=1)"akt. (4.20)

n’ n

As the two boundaries are in causal contact for eternity, their operators and Hilbert spaces
are related to each other. Let P denote the operator realizing the parity operation (4.6)
on the quantum level, i.e.,

PX(1,0)P = X(r,—0), PanP = (—1)"a. (4.21)
In particular PXpP = X, and thus we identify
H=Hp = PH,. (4.22)

Boundary correlation functions. In [35] a cross-boundary correlator (Or,OR) in the
JT wormhole was calculated by introducing a coupling between the two dual theories living
on the two boundaries. We can now easily check that the correlation functions reported
there are reproduced by our bulk theory. To do it, we replace Or and O by Xp and
X and carry out the calculations in the full theory. Indeed, for 7z > 7, > 7r — 27 the
Wightman function follows from (4.15) and (4.16),

F(A) e*iﬂ'A
22841 /7T (A + %) Gin2d (m;r}%) .

Grr(Tr — ) = (QXR(TR) X R(TR)|) = (4.23)
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This is indeed the correct boundary 2-point function, [35]. Identical result holds for
Gro(ro — 71) = (X1 () XL (77)|).
We can also calculate the cross-boundary correlator. For 7 + 7 > 71, > 7 — 7™ we
have
rA) 1

Grr(tr — 70) = (QXL(70) Xr(TR)|Q) = PATTJAT(A 1 1) cos? (57 (4.24)
2 3

We have derived the correct cross-boundary correlator of [35] in the free field theory! At
no point any interaction between the two boundaries was introduced.

Let us conclude this section by yet another check. By G (z, ') denote the bulk-to-bulk
propagator satisfying

(—O+ m2)Ga(z,2') = \/1_795(93 .y (4.25)

In AdS the propagator depends only on the invariant distance £ between the two points,

cos B cos &’
&= cos(T — 7/) —sinf sin @' (4.26)
The propagator reads
rA) A <A A+1 1 2)
G = il — —A+—; . 4.27

By taking the suitable boundary limits we can recalculate the 2-point functions both within
a single boundary as well as between the two boundaries. It is easy to verify that

Grr(TR —Th) = lim lim cos™® @cos ™2 0 Ga(£), (4.28)
0—>% 0’—>%
Grr(th — 1) = lim_ lim cos 2 @cos 2 @' Ga(€). (4.29)

0—>—g 0’ —>g
Once again, the cross-boundary correlators are obtained from the free theory.

Boundary Hamiltonians. In the course of the discussion we will also need the boundary
Hamiltonians Hy, and Hz. With the total Hamiltonian (4.12) the substitutions (4.20) lead
to

[e.e]
Hpp= an&#md{;ﬂ, wp =A+n. (4.30)

n=0

Just as in case of the geon-wormhole, (3.54), the two Hamiltonians are in fact identical
and the relations (3.55) hold. In particular the total Hamiltonian on the wormhole modes
is the average rather than a sum over each boundary,

~ 1 N ~
H:§<HL+HR>. (4.31)
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These Hamiltonians correctly evolve the boundary states, i.e., on the level of boundary
operators,

Xpr(r) = e™n Xy p(0)e T, (4.32)

And just as in case of the geon-wormhole the evolution by time 7 = m is given by the
conjugation by P,

A~ A

X(r+m) =™ X (r)e ™ = AP X (1) P (4.33)

4.3 The wormbhole state

Consider the two wedges, orange and blue, presented in figure 12a. In the context of JT
holography one usually thinks about the dual theories being associated with the blue and
orange segments of the boundary. As far as the bulk matter is concerned, independent
boundary data can be specified on the two segments, similarly to the case of the BTZ
black hole.

We can change coordinates from global AdS to Schwarzschild coordinates, which cover
the two wedges. By the appropriate substitution, see appendix B.4, one can bring the
metric (4.2) into the Schwarzschild form

2dp2
2

ds* = —(p* — p)dt? + ———.
" P2 —p?

(4.34)
This metric covers a single wedge, say the blue wedge in figure 12a. The bulk field can be
decomposed into modes as

> dw x  L* * | Rx
X(tp) = [ 52 ool +okel + allofl + alofk]. (435

where the negative frequency modes gbﬁ’R with respect to t are given in (B.48). This is a
complete basis of states and their continuation to the entire AdS, strip can be carried out.

The vacuum state |0) with respect to the annihilation operators ok and of is an
element of H. As we will show now, from the point of view of the Schwarzschild wedges,
the ground state |Q2) is the thermofield double state at the inverse temperature 5 = 2L7/pp,.
We will carry out the analysis for the case of A = 1. In this case the Klein-Gordon equation
(4.3) simplifies to the simple massless wave equation and the modes (4.7) and (4.8) can be
collectively written as

1 .
(7, 0) = \/ﬁeﬂ"” sin [m (6 — %)], (4.36)
where m = 1,2,3,.... This matches (4.7) and (4.8) with m = n + 1 and up to the

factor of (—1)("*t1)/2 when n is odd and —(—1)"/2 when n is even, which we dropped.
The 6-dependence of these modes describes standing waves stretching between the two
boundaries.
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The simplification also occurs for the Schwarzschild modes (B.48). Let qu} denote the
Schwarzschild mode ¢ for A = 1 in the right wedge and zero in the left wedge. In the
right wedge (B.48) simplifies to

ol = Le_i“’t sin [pr log (P-F,%)} . (4.37)

In figure 12b we present the plot of qu] for w =1.8.

Now it is possible to calculate the Bogoliubov coefficients between qbc[}] and the global
modes ng. The integrals require proper regularization, as they should be understood in
the distributional sense, see appendix B.5 for details. After the integration is carried out

one finds the following Bogolibov coefficients,

Bw
m [2Tm e .
phy = (@0 X)) = iy [ —— ————< 3P (=m,m, 3 +d;3,1;1), (4.38)
“  sinh (%")
* _bBw
—vf, = (851, 0y = e 7 s (4.39)
where

2w L
g="= (4.40)

Ph

is the inverse temperature of the Rindler horizon of the two wedges. The details of the
calculations are presented in appendix (B.5).

(a) The modes evaluated at the Cauchy (b) The boundary values of the modes

surface T = 0. evaluated at the right boundary at 6 =
w/2. The global time T ranges from
—m/2 to 3w/2. Outside this region the
picture repeats periodically.

Figure 13: Comparison of the Schwarzschild mode qbg] in (4.37) (in red) and the compo-
sition of 100 global modes XE@] in (4.36) with the appropriate Bogoliubov coefficients (4.38)

and (4.39) (in blue). We set L =3, pp, =1 and w = 1.8.
The relation (4.39) between the Bogoliubov coefficients implies that the wormhole state

|©?) is ezxactly the thermofield double state from the point of view of the Schwarzschild
wedges. Indeed, the same Bogoliubov coefficients follow for the left wedge. Thus, (4.39)
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implies that |Q) is annihilated by the combinations &/t — e=#«/ 2451 and al — e=B/ 2551

This, by definition, means that [2) is the thermofield double state. In particular the
~Rf ~ R

expectation value of the Schwarzschild number operator ]\E2 = Gy, ' Oy reads
= T
(QINEQ) = Zl Vom|? = o ¥ 5(0). (4.41)
m=

In [35] it was argued that the wormhole state |€2) must be very similar to the thermofield
double state. As we can see here, |) is the thermofield double. The difference between
two disconnected Rindler wedges in figure 12a and the full wormhole lies in the structure
of the Hilbert space H the states live in. For two disconnected boundaries independent
boundary data can be specified on both boundaries. In case of the wormhole only periodic
boundary data obeying the relation (4.18) are allowed.

4.4 Semiclassical approximation

In the semiclassical approach one treats Hr and Hpr as two independent Hilbert spaces

spanned by their own sets of left and right creation-annihilation operators dyLLT
dﬁ T, df. Unlike the operators dﬁT, dﬁ and dff T, df these are regarded as independent and

~L
, & and

they do not satisfy relation (4.20). This is the essence of the semiclassical approximation,
where one works on the tensor product Hgeemi = Hr ® Hp of the two Hilbert spaces.

The analysis of the semiclassical approximation for the JT wormhole goes analogously
to the analysis of the geon-wormhole in section 3.4. In the semiclassical approximation we
want to identify the total Hilbert space H inside the tensor product H; @ Hr. Analogously
to (3.32) define the operators

aF) = 1 [af + (—1)mak]. (4.42)

V2

These are creation-annihilation operators satisfying
67, &l = 6,877 (4.43)

The idea of the semiclassical approximation is to mimic the relation (4.20) and construct

the Hilbert space of physical states by imposing d,(f) = ol,(fﬁ =0.

Weak constraint. As was the case for the geon-wormhole, the condition as) = d,(f)T =
0 is too strong to be imposed on the semiclassical Hilbert space Heemi = Hi1, @ Hg. Instead,

we can impose the weak condition
&) =0 (4.44)

for all w,n. States that obey this condition are physical, while all other states are null. If
|1} is physical, then dgf”hb) is null due to commutation relations (4.43). Thus, physical
states furnish the Hilbert space H generated by the action of the creation operators @,(j)T

on the vacuum |0). We have Hgemi = Hp @ Hr = H+ @ H_.
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An operator O is physical if it maps Hy into itself. The left and right creation-

Li i AR

1. . ~ ~ ~R ~ . .
annihilation operators &;, ,aﬁ and &y ', &, are unphysical on their own. Only the com-

binations that can be rewritten purely in terms of d%ﬂ and aﬁf“ are physical. Thus, for
example, the left and right Hamiltonians H 1,r are unphysical. The physical Hamiltonian

ﬁu reads
Hy =) wpa{PTalH, w,=A+n (4.45)
n=0

analogously to the case of the geon-wormhole in section 3.4. In particular the time-
dependent boundary operators Op g must be evolved with this Hamiltonian. We can
define the operator at t = 0 by their definitions (3.16), which gives

1 K. . ) 1T o= [a(0) . af—
Or(1) = —\/5 ngzocn [aﬁf) +a$fﬁ] + —2 nE:Ocn {ag )+oz£L )T] , (4.46)
LN yne [a) a4 LN qyna [a(e) 4 Ao
OL(r) \/5;0:( 160 |67 + 6l + 2;0:( e, [al) +a1 . (a7)

In each case only the first terms are physical. If we drop the unphysical pieces, the time-
evolved operators are

1 . n ~ n, _k ~
Our) = 5 2 [(“1)"u(m)al? + (~1)"eh(r)ag] (4.48)

Or(r) = = 3" [a(m)al? +gn(malt]. (4.49)

Just as for the geon-wormhole, even if we kept the unphysical pieces, they would not be
evolved by the Hamiltonian (4.45) and effectively decouple. However, by dropping null
states, we have effectively changed the normalization of various states. This stems from
the fact that in the full, physical theory we have relations (4.20) and so all sets of operators
Rt

n At AL AL ~R A . . . . .
an, ail, ak, anT and af, a;," satisfy canonical commutation relations. Thus, we can either

associate @, with & and (—1)"&% in the semiclassical theory or with d%ﬂ, but not both at
the same time. Just as for the geon-wormhole, we will associate @, with &% and (—1)"a%,
which means that the isomorphism between H, and the actual Hilbert space H requires

the rescaling as in (3.76),

Hy o )0 — 20725, e . (4.50)
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This means that in H4 we have the 2-point functions,

(QIOR(rR)ORTRIN ) = 5 S enlr)eh(7h) x (DA

n=0
_ %GRR(TR Y (4.51)
(010 (r)OR(rR)O) (1) = 5 (-1 en(m)eh(7m) x (D11
n=0
_ %GLR(TL — ). (4.52)

The factor of 1/2 is then removed by (4.50), when interpreting this result in . In such a
case 5#%1]1)51*) = 2,(1]1),, = 2, where the norm on the right hand side is in H. Any way,

we end up with the correct correlation functions (4.23) and (4.24).

Constrained quantization. The problem with the semiclassical approximation is the
fact that we try imposing the condition such as (4.44) only after the system has been
quantized. The proper way of imposing the strong condition

o) =alt=0 (4.53)

is to follow the the constrained quantization, see e.g., [68]. One starts with the set of

Ly

. 1. . ~ ~ ~R ~ . . ..
creation-annihilation operators &, ,a,LL and anT, aff and imposes the constraint. As this is

the second-class constraint, it leads to the Dirac brackets,

65,65 = 6, 647,65 p = 164D, a0 1p = [alH, a5 p = 0. (4.54)

n/

The constrained system contains a single copy of the Hilbert space, H, spanned by the
creation operators de)T defined in (4.42). The system is equal to the total Hilbert space
‘H in the sense of section 2.2: the vacuum of H, is mapped to the vacuum of H and the
algebra of dfj”, ozﬁf) to d;r“ G, together with the states they create. The Hamiltonian of
the constrained system becomes equal to (4.45) up to the addition of an arbitrary null

operator, which we fix to vanish.

Partition functions. Since the Hilbert space of the theory is isomorphic to the Hilbert
space of a single boundary, the partition function is that of a single boundary as well. The
thermal partition function is thus the product

2() =Tre 1 = T] Za(B), (4.55)
n=0
where
- An j— 1
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The thermodynamic entropy is therefore

9

op
e _Bwn

= [log (1 - 6_6‘””> - m] . (4.57)

n=0

S=—-logZ +p—logZ

On the other hand in the semi-classical approximation one has the Hamiltonian H
in (4.45). The correct way of calculating the partition function would be to trace over
the physical states only. This yields (4.55). However, if the trace is taken over unphysical
states as well, the Hamiltonian H. + becomes the average of the boundary Hamiltonians H;
and Hp as in (4.31). This naive partition function, which overcounts unphysical states,
reads

2
Znaive(ﬂ) - TrHL@HR e_g(HL—i_HR) = I:Z <§>] : (4'58)
Notice that this is the relation advocated in [71], which should hold at the late stage
of the black hole evaporation, the so called ramp. Thus, it strongly suggests that the
ensamble describing the late stage of the black hole evaporation is dominated by wormholes.
Nevertheless, due to the Hilbert space of a wormhole not splitting into the tensor product,
the actual partition function is that of the single side, (4.55).

5 Summary

In this paper I carried out the detailed analysis presented in [3]. In section 2 I argued
that the Hilbert space dual to a holographic, traversable wormhole does not split into the
tensor product of the boundary Hilbert spaces. The analysis was carried out for the scalar
field in the fixed background. The results can be regarded as the Gy = 0 or the leading
1/N statement in holography, or they can be treated as toy models for non-factorization.
Nevertheless, with the gravity turned on, one should only expect that the non-factorization
of the Hilbert space becomes even more severe.

In order to present the peculiarities and illusions of the wormholes in a simple set-up, we
studied two examples: in section 3 we analyzed the structure of the geon-wormhole, while
in section 4 the structure of the AdSe wormhole. The two examples are quite extreme
in the sense that the wormholes are open for eternity. In both cases we identified the
Hilbert space H to be isomorphic to the boundary Hilbert spaces Hy and Hpg separately,
H = Hy, = Hp. The precise isomorphisms are given in (3.49) and (4.22).

Next, in sections 3.3 and 4.3 we identified the wormhole dual states. In case of the
geon-wormhole the dual state is the ‘thermofield single state’ given in (3.51). It exhibits
the thermal properties of the usual thermofield double, when perceived from the point of
view of a single boundary. For the JT wormhole, the global vacuum is the thermofield
double state from the point of view of the two independent Rindler wedges. In section 4.3
we calculated the Bogoliubov coefficients explicitly. We find that the difference between
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the two disconnected Rindler wedges and the eternal wormhole lies in the structure of the
Hilbert space rather than the dual state.

Finally, in sections 3.4 and 4.4 we showed to what extent the semiclassical analysis
under the assumption of the tensor product factorization reconstructs the full, physical
system H. We showed that the number of peculiarities and illusions emerge as the result
of such an assumption. This includes the ‘illusions’ stated in the introduction:

1. Illusion of the null states. As the actual Hilbert space H is ‘smaller’ than Hy ® Hpg,
one must remove certain null states from the tensor product in order to describe the
actual system. Physical states must obey relations such as (3.48), (3.79) or (4.20).

2. Illusion of physical operators. Only those operator that map physical states to phys-
ical states correctly reproduce the algebra of operators on .

3. lllusion of entanglement. If the factorized system H; ® Hpr was to describe the
physical system H, relations such as (3.79) must be imposed by hand. As shown in
section 3.5 this results in the illusion that the vacuum state is a highly-entangled,
infinite temperature, Bell-like state.

4. Illusion of interactions. The difference between the Hamiltonians driving the system
and ‘free’ Hamiltonians can be regarded as an interaction. The interaction Hamilto-
nian in (3.103) acts as the effective projector on the physical states.

All these illusions are the avatars of the analysis of the wormhole system on the factorizable
Hilbert space Hsemi = Hr @ Hr. They are all naturally embedded in the actual, physical,
non-factorizable system on H.

Finally, one can speculate what should be the Hilbert space of the full gravitational
theory. If anything, gravity should make the Hilbert space ‘smaller’, leading to more null
states from the point of view of semiclassical approximation. As an oversimplified example,
consider a pair of wormhole modes, which should be related between the two sides of a
wormhole. The key observation is that in order to introduce a coupling we do not need
to take the tensor product of their Hilbert spaces. Instead, the modes can be coupled
in the way two approximate harmonic oscillators are coupled in the double-well system.
The difference between the described system and the factorized system is analogous to
the difference between the description of a single electron in the molecule H2+ and the
description of two electrons in the atom of helium. The electron in H2+ moves in the double-
well potential of the two hydrogen nuclei. For sufficiently small energies the two potential
wells around the two hydrogen nuclea are almost decoupled and look like the factorizable
system. At higher energies, however, the difference between the truly factorized system
and the double-well becomes visible.
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A  Useful formulas

A.1 Jacobi polynomials

Jacobi polynomials are defined as

(@f) o Platk+l) -
Pk (:L‘)— n!F(a+1) 2F1 k,k+a+ﬁ+1,a+1, 5 . (Al)
They satisfy
P (—x) = (-1 PP (), (A.2)
(a,B) F(Oz + k + 1)
pey= S Tr T A.
S kI (a+1) (A-3)

Jacobi polynomials are orthogonal polynomials, which satisfy
0=(1-2*)f"(x)+[B—a—(a+B+2)z] f'(z) + k(k+a+B+1)f(z) (A.4)

where f = P,ga’ﬂ ). The orthogonality properties are

/ 11 dz w@P) () PO (2) PLB) () = N>D)g,,,,.. (A.5)
> PP @ P y) S —y) (A6)
e (@) w(@h) (y)
where
w®P) = (1 —2)*(1+2)?, (A7)
N@) 20701 T(n+a+1)I(n+B+1) (A8)

S 2mta+p+1 nn+a+pB+1)

A.2 Hypergeometric function relations

We can use results of [72] to obtain orthogonality properties for the hypergeometric func-
tions. Using equations (4.13) and (4.14) there we find

[e.@]
/ duut 9 Fy (€ — iz, € +iz; 1+ & — 0 —u)x
0

xoF1(1 =0 +iy, 1 —o —iy; 1+ & — 05 —u) = Neo () 6(2 — y), (A.9)
; /\/;:(u) oF (€ —iu, & +iu; 1+ € — oy —x) X
XoF1(1—0+iu,l—0 —iu;1+&—o;—y) =257 6(x —y), (A.10)
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where

o —ix +iz)I? —0
Nop (@) = DO 30D + D)1 46— 0)

) — cos?(mo)
I'(§ —iz)I'(§ + iz) x sinh(2mx)
B 27T (2iz)T(—2ix)[23(1 + £ — o)
- D= )D€ +iz)T(1 ~

cosh?(rx

By substituting

. A1l
iz —o)I'(1+ix — o) ( )
A p?
E=—+n oc=1——+n, u= ", (A12
2 2 p* = pi )
.. wL .., WL
r=—iw=—, = —iw = A.13
2ph Y 2ph ( )
to the first identity we find
) d 2 A A A 2
/ T <2ph2> X2F1<+ﬁ_d)’+ﬁ+@’Av o 2>X
pn P2 Pp \P7 =Py 2 2 Ph =P
A N ~1 A N ~1 p}QL
><2F1(2—n+w,2—n— 7A7p2—p2
7 Nyn2m(w — '), (A.14)
where
N — 2(A)(20)T(—2w)
TR A+ (S -+ D (5 +a-@)T (2 - —w)
2
AT (2«
. - A(A)(i) - (A15)
F(§+n+w)F(7—n+w)
The hatted variables are
ixL
T=—". A.16
o (A.16)
Note that this constant is real and positive. By substituting
A A wlL
= — N = 1 — — N - 5 A
¢ 2—|—n, o 2+n, u oon (A.17)
2 2
Ph Ph
xr = , Y= (A.18
p* — i, P2 —pj )
to the second identity we find
X dw 1 A A 07
— F—4+n—0,—+n+wA h
/0 o N 2 1<2+n W, 5 TR+ o ’pi—ﬂ2>x
A A Ph
><2F1<2—n+w,2—n— i A; R
N A
—= S(p—p). A19
L < o, ) p (4.19)
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B Scalar field

B.1 AdS,;;; in global coordinates

The AdS metric in global coordinates takes form

L2
ds® = p—yy (—d7? + df? + sin? dO2_,) (B.1)

where 6 € (0,7/2) and 7 € R. The useful combination is

| 7 ‘ = L% 1 tan? 1 0. (B.2)
grr

In these coordinates the Klein-Gordon equation for the scalar field of mass m takes form

? 0?2 d—1 0 1 L2m?2

0= |—%5 4+ == 7 Aga-
972 T 902 T Sinfcos090 T smZg st

——F | ® Q B.
e, B3

where L?m? = A(A — d). We look for a factorized solution of the form
Guot (7,0, 92) = cpe TV (Q) O (6), (B.4)

for which the equation becomes

0= 0"(0)+ W + (w2 - W:jﬂ‘j; 2 _ Aii;;”) 0®),  (B5)
where
Aga1Yy(Q) = —L({ 4 d — 2)Yy(Q). (B.6)
If we substitute
Oue(0) = cos® B sin’ Oy e(cos(26)), (B.7)

then x, satisfies the radial equation

0= (1—932)X/'(x) —l+A+1)z+(l+d—A—-1)] X'($)+i [w2 -+ A)Q] x(z). (B.8)

Two independent solutions for ©,, can be expressed in terms of hypergeometric functions
and the radial mode reads

Apl 1 1 d 2
Our = c1 cos™ Osin’ O Fy §(€+A - w), §(€+A+w);A ~3 + 1;cos“ 0

+ g cos?2 fsin 0 Fy (;(Z—i—d— A —w), %(ﬁ—l-d— A+w);—A+ g + 1; cos? 0) .
(B.9)

In this representation the hypergeometric approach 1 at the boundary. Thus, we can see
that only the first solution exhibits the correct asymptotics: ~ cos®#. So we must set
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co = 0. Next we must ensure the regularity in the interior at & = 0. We carry out another
linear transformation and from the two modes one is regular at § = 0, while the other
blows up. This introduces the quantization of frequencies, (also see [39, 73])

wrpe = A+ 0+ 2k, (B.10)

where k = 0,1, 2,...is an arbitrary non-negative integer. With this condition we recognize
in (B.8) the differential equation (A.4) defining Jacobi polynomials. All in all we find

. a_ _d
Bro(7,0,9) = cree™“ 7Y, (Q) cos® Osin® 0 P27 (cos(20)). (B.11)

With the normalization constant

|
o \/ 1 KIT(A + 0+ k) (B.12)

LT+ k+ DA -4+ k+1)

one can use (A.5) to see that the modes are orthonormal in the Klein-Gordon norm

(®,0) = —iLd—l/

dQg 4 / © 40 tan?1 0[00, T — 8,0 U] __, (B.13)
Gd—1 0

i.e., (G, prp) = Okkrdger. We normalize the spherical harmonics such that [ dQ.\/gY,Y, =
depr

B.2 AdS; in Rindler coordinates

In Rindler coordinates the AdS metric takes form

L2dp?

s + (L + p?)dep?, (B.14)

ds? = —p2dt? +

with p ranging from 0 to co. The useful combination is

v _ L (B.15)
|9t p '

With the mode ansatz

¢wn(ta 12 90) = Cwne_iwt—’—imprn(P)a (B.lﬁ)

where n € Z, w > 0, the Klein-Gordon equation is

2 2

R, (p) + L? (—mQ + % — 2> Run(p), (B.17)

L? + 3p?
p?2  L2+p

0= (L*+p*)R.,(p) + p

where m?L? = A(A — 2). The mode functions are

INY (2 412\% _ [in iw Ain w A L2
(o) = (=2 (e L e WU I 0
Hn(p) <p> ( p? ) 21<2+2+2 2 22 P2> (B-15)
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From a linear transformation of hypergeometric function one can see that the solution is
real, R}, = R, = R, —n. These are normalizable modes and near the boundary p — oo
we have

Rop = (%)7A [1+0(72)] . (B.19)

The normalization constant is the same as for the BTZ black hole with p, = L,
1

CWTL = T
\% 47Twthwn pn=L

[ 1 TEETE - TB+E-ITE -5 oo
\ drwL r i - (B.20)

Note that IV, is real and positive, so we can choose the positive root and cu,, = ¢y, —p =
C—wn = Cy,. The normalization is such that with

[awn, a:;,n,] =276 (w — W) O (B.21)

the canonical commutation relations hold,

[2(0, p, ), T1(0, ', )] =16(p — p')o(p — ). (B.22)
The Klein-Gordon scalar product is or equivalently,
(Pwn, Gum) = 2w (w — w’)énn/. (B.23)

B.3 BTZ in Schwarzschild coordinates

In the left and right wedges the metric in Schwarzschild coordinates reads,

2 2 24\ 142 LZdPQ 212
ds® = —(p" — pp)dt" + 5——5 +p°de¢”,  p> pp. (B.24)
P” = Py
A useful combination is
¥ Llp|
w = prpr (B.25)
h
With the mode ansatz

wan(tv P 80) = Cwne_im—‘_imprn(p)a (B-26)

where n € Z, w > 0, the Klein-Gordon equation is

pi, = 3p°

n w?
0= —(p* = pi) RL,(p) + R, (p) + L* <m2 + 2 + 2—p2> Run(p), (B.27)

where m?L? = A(A — 2). The mode functions are

2\ 7 2 it g 2

P Ph P Ph

R (p):<> < ) oy (+n—w,+n+w;A;>a (B.28)
o P/ \p*=pi 2 2 o
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where the hatted variables are
ixL

§= 2t
2pn

(B.29)

From a linear transformation of hypergeometric function one can see that the solution is
real, R}, = R,n = R, —n. These are normalizable modes and near the boundary p — oo
we have

—A
_ (P -2
Ryn = (ph> [1+0(p?)]. (B.30)

Consider a general mode decomposition

(e} Ood
=3 > /0 o labnel, +alioli]. (B.31)

I n=—oc0

where the outer sum either goes over I = L, R or a single I = R, depending on whether
we analyze one or two wedges. The normalization constant then reads
1
Con = —F7F/7————
\% 47Twthwn
_ 1 T(2+a+0)T(§-n+0) T (2 +a—-@)T (5 —n—d)
drwpp, I2(AT(20)T(—2w) '

(B.32)

Note that NV, is real and positive, so we can choose the positive root and c,, = ¢y, —p =
C—wn = Cby,. The normalization is such that with

[al alf ] = 276 (w — W) Sy 6", (B.33)

wny Wit
the canonical commutation relations hold,
[2(0, p, ), 11(0, p', )] = 16(p — p")d( — ). (B.34)

The Klein-Gordon scalar product is

. 2 I srd . .
(@,0) =i Y /0 dgp/ pf’_ Ploo,u — 0,5 0%, . (B.35)
I=L,R pn FI h

and the modes satisfy

(O D) = 276 (w — ') G 677" (B.36)

B.4 AdS, in Schwarzschild coordinates

In the embedding coordinates 17,75, X AdSs is described as the surface satisfying

~T2 —T§+ X*=—L* (B.37)
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and with the metric induced from

ds® = —dT? — dT? + dX 2. (B.38)
With
LcosT
T = ——_ B.
! cosf ’ (B.39)
Lsint
Ty = ——— B.40
2 COSQ ) ( )
X = Ltan# (B.41)

we obtain the global AdS metric

2
2

~ cos? 0(

On the other hand the Schwarzschild coordinates (¢, p) cover a single Rindler wedge of

—dr? 4 d6?). (B.42)

AdSs. They are related to the embedding coordinates as

L

= (B.43)
Ph
L . pnt

Ty = —/p? — p? sinh <> , B.44
oh Ph T ( )
L Pnt

X = —4/p? — p? cosh () B.45
o \/ P? = Pi i3 (B.45)

for arbitrary p; > 0. The induced metric reads
2

ds? = —(p* — p3)dt® + 55 dp?. (B.46)
p= = Py,
The useful combination is
L
| et P~ = Py,
The mode ansatz is
Pu (tv p) = Cwe_thRw(p) (B48)

and the Klein-Gordon equation becomes
2

0= (= RIRL) 2 m) + 1 (4 Y Rl (B9

Py, — P
The solution can be neatly written in terms of Legendre functions
Ru(p) = EP80 (2] + 805, (L), (B.50
Ph Ph

where 2 = iLw/(2py) and cf ,c¥ are arbitrary constants. Unfortunately, both Legendre

functions contain sources and vevs and one needs to take a suitable linear transformation to
decouple them. Eventually, the mode function with the appropriate boundary conditions
reads

2 2
P A A 1 Py
R,(p) = <> o Fy < -0, =+ A+ = 52— . (B.51)
2 i 2 2 p%b _ ,02
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B.5 The Bogoliubov transformation for A =1

Let qu] denote the Schwarzschild mode ¢ for A = 1 in the right wedge and zero in the
left wedge. The normalized solution equals

2 +
e :,/e—msm[ o (M)} B.52
() - o o (B.52)

We want to find the Bogoliubov coefficients between the Schwarzschild basis {qu” }wso and
the basis of modes in global coordinates. To do it, we rewrite the mode in the global
coordinates where it becomes

qﬁg] (1,0) = \/127} [tan% <0;T> — tan~ 2 <9 ;— T)] 1g>0, (B.53)

where 19~ = 1 for § > 0 and 0 otherwise. Furthermore, & = iLw/(2pp). The global
positive frequency modes X[r}j are given by (4.7) and (4.8) and for A = 1 they read

1 )
Wz, 0) = ﬁeﬂmT sin [m (0 — %)], (B.54)
where m = 1,2,3,.... The Klein-Gordon scalar product (2.2) between <Z>[l] and X[l} becomes
1] L 2 40610, 6 (0,0 L B
(@) = [ a06L(0.0)x0,(0.0) [mar+ 5 (8.55)

with o = 1. The scalar product (gbw 7Xm ") is identical but with o = —1.

The first issue is that the integral involving the 1/sin 6 term diverges at @ = 0. This is
a manifestation of the fact that, from the point of view of the global AdS we have to treat
the Schwarzschild modes in the distributional sense, see e.g., [64]. The positivity properties
of the modes imply that (B.53) should be understood as

. Lo (1€ 0— i+e 0
olll(r,0) = \/;27) [tanph (+e) (27) tan o (749 <42_T>} O(0). (B.56)
Now the regulated version of (B.55) can be written down and the integrals calculated. The

calculations require two integrals,

T 1
/2 df tan®® g sin(nf) sin? 9 = / dz (1 —2)"T (1 + 2)"7U, 1 (2), (B.57)
0 0

z 1
/2 de tanZGg cos(nf) sin?? § = / dz (1 — x)b+a_%(1 +x)’” a3, (x), (B.58)
0 0

where U, and T, are Chebyshev polynomials. This can be done with the help of entries
2.18.2.1 and 2.18.1.3 of [74],

1 I'(1+a)T(1+08)
o « B _ gatp+1
/_1dx(1 2)*(1 + 2)PUp(z) = 2*TPTH(1 + n) Mot 3t2) X
><3F2(a—{—1 —n,n—|—2;%,a—|—ﬁ—|—2;1), (B.59)
! (14 a)(1+B)
o\« B a+p4+1
/_1dx(1 )1+ )’ Ty(x) =2 o112 X
x3F (a+1,-n,n; 3,0+ B +2;1). (B.60)
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The integrals (B.57) occur only for even n’s, while (B.58) for odd n’s only. The parity of
Chebyshev polynomials implies then that the two terms in (B.53) combine in such a way
that the above expressions, involving integration from —1 to 1, can be used.

When put together the finite ¢ — 0 limit exists and one finds

om 3F» (l—m 1+m, 1+o§1;2,%;1)

%(_1)? Vv mgm [ smh(L;:>

3 <l—m,l+m,§+w;l,§; ) ]

if m is even,

(68, X = ) (B.61)
w 7Xm 3 .
L mEl e | maF (1 m,1+m, 14652, 5 1)
Ph( 1) * VT [ smh<gg;))
1
—U3F2< mm,2::,1,2 1) if m is odd.
2wcosh(m>
with ¢ = 1 and with the identical expressions for (gzﬁw ) Xm] ) but with ¢ = —1 instead.
Finally, we can use the Corollaries 3.3.5 and 3.3.4 (Sheppard’s identity) of [75],
I'(e)I'(d —a—b— - -
F) a,b,c;1 _I(eld+e—a c)gF2 a,d—b,d—c 1. (B.62)
d,e Fle—a)l'(d+e—b-c) d,d+e—b—c
_ d— _ _ e —
JF n,a,b;1 :( a)n(e a)n3F2 n,a,a+b—n—d e—i—l;1 (B.63)
d,e (d)n(e)n a—n—d+1l,a—n—e+1
to find the relations
3F2( m,m $+2,2,1,1)
=—2z3F (1-m,1+m,z+%;3,1;1)
=2masF (1-m,1+m,z+1;3,2;1). (B.64)
When substituted to the expressions above we end up with (4.38) and (4.39),
orm et
= (U = " T s B (mem, 5+ G55, 131) . (B6D)
“  sinh <%‘J)
_ Bw
= (0 ) = 7% s (B.66)
where
2L
== (B.67)
Ph

One can independently verify the normalization. The Bogoliubov coefficients can be
rewritten as

T n %
w F(% +m) sinh (6—‘“

R _
Hom = —

Bw 1 1
P2 200,0, = B.
)pm<4ﬂ_72707072 ) ( 68)
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where p,, denote continuous Hahn polynomials,

pn(z50,b,c,d) = i"(a+c)"('a+d)n sFy (—n,n+a+b+c+d—1,a+irv;a+ca+d;1).
" (B.69)
For fixed a, b, c,d > 0 the polynomials are orthogonal satisfying
> dz . . . .
/_Oo %F(a +iz)T(b + iz)T'(c — iz)[(d — iz) pm (z)pn(z) =
_ Fn+a+c)l'(n+a+d)(n+b+c)T'(n+b+d) dmn (B.70)

Cn+a+bt+c+d—1)I'(n+a+b+c+d—1) n!’

Equation (6.10.10) of [75] seems to be missing the factorial.

We can use (B.70) to check the orthogonality relation of the Bogoliubov coefficients.
The full orthogonality relation requires the analogous Bogoliubov coefficients u%, vk
with respect to the modes in the left wedge. These are equal to uZ,  v%  and thus

wm,
* dw
I | Ix I Ix
Z E [:U'wm:u'wn - Vwmywn] =

1=L,R”0
* dw _
= 2/0 o (1= el
— G- (B.71)

By writing pf,, = Yo% | ult 6, and substituting the second line above for the Kronecker’s
delta we confirm the orthogonality relations

= R | Rx 7[-5(("} — w,) — R | Rx F(S(w — w,)
Zluwm:u‘w/m = W; Zl VomVil'm = W’ (B72)
m= m=

from which the expectation value of the number operator in (4.41) follows.

B.6 BTZ in Kruskal coordinates
We use conventions
U=T+ X, V=T-X, (B.73)

so the right wedge corresponds to U > 0 and V' < 0. In the right wedge, with p > pp > 0
and t flowing up, the Kruskal coordinates are given by

(B.74)

We choose the time in the left wedge to flow up as well, which gives

t — t —
U=—ct, [/l L0 V=et, Ll (B.75)
P+ pn p+pn
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in the left wedge. In particular in both wedges

P _(1-UV 2 P —pn _ AUV
p2 \1+UV )’ p? (1+UV)?’

(B.76)

while

e Wt — (g/) - (B.77)

with minus sign in the right wedge and plus in the left.
Using linear transformation of the hypergeometric function the modes (B.28) can be
expressed in terms of the modes with specified behavior at the horizons. With

2\ 7 2 @ 2 2
P Ph A A PP
Rf,or(p):<> < > QFl(—i—n—w,l——i—n—w;l—Zw;
" pr) \p*—pi 2 2 I

(B.78)
the decomposition of the modes (B.28) reads
Run = Yon R + 75 -n RE s (B.79)
where
rAar2oe
Ter T (s +n—|—(w§ F((g)—ﬁﬂ:;) (B.80)
Next we define modes
P! LL(1) e—lwt-i-lngDRhor(pR ), P! JL(2) _ e—lwt-i-l’mpRhor*  (PR.L)- (B.81)
These modes have the specific behavior at the horizons,
S0 (U,0,0) = €2 (2U[) 7>, 220,V ) = €"?(2|V])*, (B.82)
SL(0,V, ) = e (2]V]) 7, S5 (U,0,9) = ™ (2]U))>. (B.83)
We also have the following identities,
R = Rewn Yo =Yomn =V P o (BS4)
although c277 is strictly real, while 7, is complex.
It follows that the combinations
SR 4 7T gk, SED 1 ¢ R (B.85)

are suitably analytic in the Kruskal coordinates. Thus, following the reasoning of [66], the
normalized Kruskal modes are

Twl wwl
—Ies L _Tmwh
R (bc}}n +e fh ¢w:kfn L ¢wn +e rh (bcljb,tn B
Xwn = oL ) Xwn = omo L ( 86)
1—e *n l—e *n

and the inverse temperature is
_ 2mL

o~ (B.87)
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C Squeezed states

C.1 1-particle squeezed states

Let z = re'? and af, a be a pair of creation-annihilation operators. Consider the Bogoliubov

operator,
1oatat = Loxs
S(z) = exp g#6'a" — 5z7aa ). (C.1)
The operator is unitary and S™!(z) = ST(2) = S(—z) and realizes the Bogoliubov trans-
formation,
b=a coshr +ale’sinhr = St(2)aS(2), (C.2)
bt = af coshr +ae ?sinhr = ST(2)asS(2). (C.3)
With
¢ =€ tanhr (C.4)

its expansion reads
1 ~ (sechr — 1) 1
S(z) =exp | =¢Ca'a' ) x |Vsechr Z M(fﬂ)”&” xexp|—=Caa), (C.5)
2 = n! 2
where sechr = 1/coshr = /1 —|(|?. Let |0,) and |0,) be two vacuua satisfying a|0,) =
b|0y) = 0. Thus,
106) = S'(2)[0a)

1
= Vsechr exp (—QC deT) |0a)

= Vechr > (—()" W%@. (C.6)
Z I

C.2 2-particle squeezed states

Let z = re'? and consider two commuting pairs of creation-annihilation operators, d}% 1,AR.L-
Consider the Bogoliubov operator,

S(z) = exp (zd}r:d}r% - z*&L&R) . (C.7)

The operator is unitary, S7'(z) = ST(z) = S(—2) and realizes the Bogoliubov transforma-
tion,

b, = ar, coshr + aly e sinhr = ST(2)aLS(2), (C.8)

br = ag coshr + &TL e?sinhr = ST(2)arS(2). (C.9)
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With
¢ = e tanhr (C.10)

its expansion reads
o (sechr — 1)™
S(z) = exp (C d}d;) X [\/ sechr Z (Sec;')(d})m&f] X
m=0 ’
o (sechr —1)" 4 . . *
X \/sechrzT(aR) a%| xexp(—C*arag). (C.11)
n=0 ’

Let |0,) and |05) be two vacua satisfying ar|0,) = ag|0s) = 0 and bz|0,) = br|0y) = 0.
Thus,

105) = ST(2)[04)

= VT=[CP exp (—Cala},) [0a)

1= > (=) "Ina)zlna) &- (C.12)
n=0
When tracing over the left states one obtains the density matrix,
pr = Trr [05) (0] = (1 [¢[*) D [C[*"n)(nl. (C.13)
n=0

The product of two Bogoliubov transformations can be expressed as follows

1 1+ GG (a1 - At A
S(21)S(z2) = S(z3) exp {2 log (HGé) (aEaL + aEaR + 1)] , (C.14)
where
G = ¥ tanhr;, j=1,2 (C.15)

and the parameter z3 = r3¢'%3 is determined by

— % tanhry = L TC2 C.16
(3 = ¢e"? tanhr; 4G (C.16)

In particular, if z; and zo are real,
8(21)8(2’2) = 8(2’3), 21,29 € R. (017)
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