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Abstract: We study the holographic complexity of a pair of asymptotically dS universes

in the presence of axion matter, to characterize these observables in more general space-

times. The system is prepared in a two-copy Hartle-Hawking state by slicing an Euclidean

wormhole, which entangles the two universes. We derive the evolution of codimension-1 Com-

plexity=Anything proposals by anchoring the probes to a worldline observer in each of the

universes and connecting them through the Euclidean wormhole. We investigate how the

axion charge competes with the cosmological constant in the time evolution of complexity.

When the complexity proposal equals the volume of an extremal surface, its evolution is de-

termined by the scale factor of the axion-dS universe, and as a result, the observable might

increase nearly exponentially for low axion charge, while it decreases to a vanishing value as

one approaches the maximal axion charge allowed by de Sitter space.
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1 Introduction

There has been much recent attention to describing quantum information observables in gen-

eral backgrounds, beyond those in anti-de Sitter (AdS) space holography. One of the concepts

on the frontline of these developments is holographic complexity as novel gravitational probes

in general spacetimes.

Complexity in quantum mechanical systems has different definitions. One of them is

circuit complexity, which refers to the minimum number of elementary gates to prepare a

unitary operator or a target state from a given reference. There have been several proposals

to find a holographic dual to circuit complexity in asymptotically AdS spacetimes. We will

be mostly focused on codimension-1 proposals, namely complexity=volume (CV) [1, 2], and

a recent generalization for codimension-1 observables, called complexity=anything (CAny)

[3, 4], evaluated on codimension-1 constant mean curvature (CMC) slices [4–8]. The defining

properties of the general CAny family of proposals are late-time linear growth of complexity;

and the switchback effect, which describes a decrease in the growth of holographic complexity

due to the appearance of energy perturbations in the geometry, motivated by epidemic growth

of perturbations in quantum circuit dual models.

Much of the recent progress in studying holographic complexity beyond asymptotically

AdS space, and importantly for asymptotically de Sitter (dS) space, has been made possi-

ble with the stretched horizon holography [9]. It has sparked different proposals describing
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how complexity might be manifested in the static patch holography1 [6–8, 11–15]. However,

most of these studies have been limited to Schwarzschild-dS spacetimes. We would like to

understand what these advances say about more general asymptotically dS spacetimes.

The proper way to study holographic complexity in more general dS universes can be

rather unclear without static patches, as one loses the guidance of the stretched horizon to

perform the anchoring of gravitational probes. However, there has been a recent (and formal)

proposal [16] to study general bulk observables anchored to a worldline geodesic observer in

a background-independent matter.

This approach allowed some previous work to define the notions of entropy and late-time

bulk correlators in [17] for asymptotically dS universes prepared by a 2-copy Hartle-Hawking

(HH) state [18], which are entangled with each other. This model consists of Einstein grav-

ity in the presence of axion particles and a positive cosmological constant, which permits

Euclidean wormhole geometries. It was originally studied in [19]. However, a proper under-

standing of the Euclidean geometry of this solution, and its different properties, including its

interpretation in quantum cosmology, came until recently in [20], and some quantum infor-

mation observables in [17]. In the Lorentzian interpretation, the pair of axion-dS universes

represent spatially closed FLRW cosmologies where the axion matter is described by an ultra-

stiff fluid, this means, they have an equation of state ρ = p, indicating energy density and

pressure respectively. The analysis of the time direction with respect to matter inhomo-

geneities shows that the universes have inverted arrows of time [20] and can be interpreted as

bouncing cosmologies mediated through the Wormhole. Although this class of asymptotically

dS universes lacks a static patch, there has been recent work on how to recover reasonable

answers with respect to entanglement entropy and bulk correlators [17]. For the approach to

result in gauge invariant observables, one might resort to the late time analysis where gravity

at I+ of the asymptotically dS universe is weak, as in the dS/CFT holographic approach [21].

Motivated by these developments, we study the implications of anchoring complexity

surfaces to geodesic worldline observers in the same background as [17]. This allows us to

better understand holographic complexity for more general asymptotically dS universes that

lack a static patch, and to better characterize the properties of this specific background where

there is an interplay between the axion charge and the dS length scale, which determines the

wormhole geometry, and in turn the entanglement between the universes. The strategy goes as

follows. We locate a geodesic worldline observer in each of the universes equipped with a clock

that has been previously synchronized. They will measure the CV and CAny proposals as a

function of global time. To fully specify the system, we require a second boundary condition

determining how the extremal complexity surfaces extend in the spacetime. We will require

that they intercept with the Euclidean wormhole in the past of each observer and that the

complexity proposals are maximal at the location where the interception occurs. Our results

show that the time evolution of the complexity proposals increases exponentially in terms of

the global time of the FLRW cosmologies. Alternatively, it can also decrease and reach a

1See [10] for a recent review.
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constant value for a sufficiently large axionic charge. The modification in the behaviors of

the complexity proposals depending on the axion charge is related to the expansion rate of

the universes, given by the evolution of the scaling factors.

Structure: In Sec. 2 we provide a lightning review about the axion-dS universes. In

Sec. 3 we study the CV proposal. We emphasize the role of anchoring complexity extremal

surfaces to the observer, how they would connect with the Euclidean wormhole, and discuss

the effects of the axion charge on the evolution of the complexity proposals. In Sec 4, we

investigate the CAny proposal using CMC slices as evaluation regions for the codimension-

1 observables, and the resulting modification on the rate of growth as the mean curvature

increases. Finally, Sec. 5 includes a summary of the manuscript and some future directions.

2 Geometry of axion-de Sitter wormholes and universes

In this section, we briefly review the properties of axion-dS universes, which are prepared from

an Euclidean wormhole. More geometric details can be found in [20] as well as some results

on the on-shell action of these solutions and their perturbative stability; while a discussion

about entanglement and late-time bulk correlators in the Lorenzian theory is given in [17].

Our starting point is D-dimensional Euclidean Einstein gravity in the presence of axion

matter content and a positive cosmological constant:

I =

∫ [
− 1

2κ2D
⋆ (R− 2Λ) +

1

2
⋆ HD−1 ∧HD−1

]
, (2.1)

whereHD−1 is the axion flux field, which is Hodge dual to the axion field χ (i.e. HD−1 = ⋆dχ);

κ2D = 8πGN and we will consider a cosmological constant

Λ =
(D − 1)(D − 2)

2L2
> 0 . (2.2)

The presence of the axion flux field in (2.1) produces Strominger-Giddings wormhole [22]-

type of solutions. One can study them by considering spherical symmetric solutions for this

theory:

ds2 = N(τ)2dτ2 + a(τ)2dΩ2
D−2 , (2.3)

where we denote

dΩ2
D−1 = dθ21 + cos2 θ1dθ2 + · · ·+ cos2 θ1 . . . cos

2 θD−2dθ
2
D−1 , (2.4)

with θi ∈ [−π
2 ,

π
2 ] when 1 < i < D − 2, and θD−1 ∈ [0, 2π].

The Lorentzian Einstein equations from (2.1) reduce to the constraint(
1

N(τ)

da

dτ

)2

= 1− a2

L2
− κ2DQ

2 a−2(D−2)

(D − 1)(D − 2)
. (2.5)

where the parameter Q is a Noether charge of (2.1) associated with constant shifts in the

axion field χ (HD−1 := ⋆dχ), χ → χ + ζ with ζ ∈ R. It can be seen from the roots in
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(2.5) that a(τ) will always reach the same minimum and maximum values, amin and amax

respectively, for any choice of the gauge parameter N(τ). To study the global geometry, we

will consider the gauge choice N(τ) = 1 from this point onward.

Moreover, the axion charge cannot take arbitrary values; there is a bound on the maximal

size for the wormholes preparing the state, denoted by “Nariai wormhole”, which can be

obtained by extremizing (2.9) with respect to the scale factor a,

κ2DQ
2
max = L2(D−2)(D − 2)

(
D − 2

D − 1

)D−2

. (2.6)

In this limit, the scale factor is a constant, given by

aN := amax(Qmax) = amin(Qmax) =

√
D − 2

D − 1
L . (2.7)

2.1 Two-copy Hartle Hawking state

Our main interest is studying the real time evolution of complexity observables for these

geometries, so we will now discuss the Lorentzian continuation, found by a simple Wick

rotation τ −→ i t in the global coordinate system (corresponding to the gauge choice N(t) = 1):

ds2 = −dt2 + a(t)2dΩ2
D−1 , (2.8)(

da

dt

)2

= −1 +
a2

L2
+

κ2DQ
2 a−2(D−2)

(D − 1)(D − 2)
. (2.9)

One can generate the Lorentzian geometry as a two-copy HH state preparation by slicing the

wormhole at either a = amax or a = amin, and performing the Wick rotation. The careful

analysis of the scale factor in Lorentzian signature [20] reveals that if one does this slicing

at amax, we generate an expanding universe dominated by the cosmological constant term Λ;

while the slicing for amin leads to the contracting branch, due to the high density of axion

matter. We will focus on the first choice, illustrated in Fig. 1, so that the resulting universes

have dS asymptotics, and allow for a late-time evolution of gravitational observables, as well

as a notion of weak gravity near I+. Moreover, by studying the propagation of matter

inhomogeneities, one can find that the arrow of time [23] follows opposite directions between

the two universes, as we have illustrated in Fig. 1.

For much of the following discussion, we will need the behavior of a(t) in (2.9). For

general values of Q, there are no analytic expressions for the scaling factors in this gauge.

Numerical results in D = 4 are shown in Fig. 2.

For convenience, one can consider the D = 3 in (2.9) where we can find analytic solutions

for a(τ) in (2.8):

ds2 = −dt2 +
L2

2

(
1 + cosh

(
2t

L

)√
1− µ2

)
dΩ2

2 , (2.10)

µ :=
Q

Qmax
. (2.11)

Identifying the allowed range to cover the entire geometry, one sees that in this coordinate

system τ ∼ τ + π/L.
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Figure 1. Preparation of the pair of axion-dS universes (gray surface) by slicing an Euclidean worm-

hole (orange surface) and performing the Wick rotation to global time t in (2.8), which generates a

two-copy HH state preparation. We illustrate the procedure by doing the continuation maximum scale

factor amax, while amin represents the throat of the wormhole. This procedure results in expanding

asymptotically dS universes
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Figure 2. Scale factors in the regular global metric (2.8) withD = 4 in Lorentzian (left) and Euclidean

(right) signature (where τ = it) for different values of the parameter µ := Q/Qmax; µ = 1 (purple), 0.9

(blue), 0.6 (orange) and 0.3 (green), and 0 (dashed gray) corresponding to pure dS space. All curves

have L = 1.

2.2 Geodesics

Lastly, we would like to identify geodesic trajectories in this background geometry. It can be

shown that for each of the axion-dS universes, there is a unique geodesic passing through the

wormhole at θi(τ = τmax) = 0, corresponding to [17]

θ
(g)
i (t) = 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ D − 1, t ≥ 0 (2.12)

is the only solution to the geodesic equations respecting the boundary conditions. This

fact will prove useful when we consider gravitational probes anchored to a pair of worldline
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Figure 3. Proposal for evaluating maximal codimension-1 volume surfaces (purple surfaces) anchored

to pairs of worldline observer following the geodesic θ
(g)
i (t) = 0 (red dashed lines) in axion-dS universes

connected through an Euclidean axion wormhole (orange surface).

observers.

3 C=Volume proposal

The C=Volume (CV) [1, 2] proposal is defined as

CV (Σ) = max
Σ=∂B

V (B)
GN l

(3.1)

where Σ is a time slice, GN Newton’s constant; l an arbitrary length scale, which we will

take to be the dS radius L; and B a bulk hypersurface anchored at Σ, with a corresponding

volume V (B).
While we look for codimension-1 surfaces anchored to the geodesics in (2.12), given the

symmetries of the problem, the spatial dependence on the extremal surface will only depend

on one of the polar angles, θ1 in (2.4). For this reason, from now on, we will denote θ1 ≡ θ

for notational convenience. The setting is illustrated in Fig. 3.

The complexity=volume proposal (3.1) for (2.8) then leads to

CV =
1

GNL

∫
dΩD−2

∫
dλ

√
−(t′(λ))2 + a(t)2(θ(λ))2 a(t)D−2 cosD−2 θ , (3.2)

where primes indicate differentiation. Notice that in this functional we do not account for

the volume of the Euclidean wormhole coupling the universes, as we are concerned with the

time dependence of holographic complexity.

Notice that there are no conserved charges for the functional above; we would need to

solve for the extremal complexity surfaces (θ(λ), t(λ)) described by a non-linear coupled
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system of second-order ordinary differential equations, given by

0 =a(t) cos(θ)
(
a′(t)θ′(λ)

(
(D − 1)a(t)2θ′(λ)2 −Dt′(λ)2

)
+ a(t)

(
θ′(λ)t′′(λ)− θ′′(λ)t′(λ)

))
+ (D − 2) sin(θ)t′(λ)

(
t′(λ)2 − a(t)2θ′(λ)2

)
, (3.3)

0 =a(t) cos(θ)
(
θ′(λ)a′(t(λ))

(
(D − 1)a(t)2θ′(λ)2 −Dt′(λ)2

)
+ a(t)

(
θ′(λ)t′′(λ)− θ′′(λ)t′(λ)

))
+ (D − 2) sin(θ)t′(λ)

(
t′(λ)2 − a(t)2θ′(λ)2

)
. (3.4)

To simplify the evaluation, one needs to find an appropriate gauge choice for λ where to

implement the boundary conditions most conveniently. Given that we anchor the surfaces

to a pair of worldline observers along θ = 0 in each of their universes, and we require that

these surfaces connect the two observers through the Euclidean wormhole, as shown in Fig.

3. Therefore, we impose the following boundary conditions:

t(θ = 0) = tobs , t
[
θ =

π

2

]
= 0 , (3.5)

where tobs is the physical time for the geodesic observers, for which we choose to synchronize

their clocks for simplicity. As for the second equality in (3.5), this represents that the com-

plexity surfaces anchored to the worldline observer will always reach the Euclidean wormhole

(see Fig. 3) coupling the two universes at t(θ) = 0, which is maximal for θ = π/2 when the

observers are located at θ = 0, given that θ ∈ [−π/2, π/2] and the argument of the integral

(3.2) is positive definite over this range, as made manifest in the λ = θ gauge.

Also note that, given that the choice of boundary conditions (3.5) relies on having a

Euclidean wormhole coupling the pair of universes, the proposal does not apply for the pure

dS space limit where the axion charge Q = 0.

Therefore, we proceed using the λ = θ gauge where the boundary conditions (3.5) can

be most conveniently implemented, such that (3.2) becomes:

CV =
ΩD−2

GNL

∫ π/2

0
dθ LV ,

LV :=

√
−(t′(θ))2 + a(t)2 a(t(θ))D−2 cosD−2 θ .

(3.6)

The equations of motion for the complexity surface from CV can be expressed as:

0 = cos(θ)a(t(θ))
(
a′(t(θ))

(
(D − 1)a(t(θ))2 −D t′(θ)2

)
+ a(t(θ))t′′(θ)

)
+ (D − 2) sin(θ)t′(θ)

(
t′(θ)2 − a(t(θ))2

)
.

(3.7)

Lastly, we can explicitly check that the choice of boundary conditions (3.5) is compatible

with the extermination procedure for the functional CCMC (4.2). First notice that for the

total variation δCV to vanish after imposing the equation of motion in (4.5) requires that:

δt(θ)a(t(θ))D−2 cosD−2 θ t′(θ)√
−t′(θ)2+a(t(θ))2

∣∣∣∣θ=π/2

θ=0

= 0 . (3.8)
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Figure 4. Left : Complexity growth of the axion-dS universes inD = 3 according to the CV conjecture,

and Right : its rate of growth for different values of µ = 1 (purple), 0.9 (blue), 0.6 (orange) and 0.3

(green). Other parameters: GN = 1 and L = 1.

This condition is satisfied with (3.5) since we have Dirichlet boundary conditions at θ = 0,

while the term at θ = π/2 necessarily vanishes for D > 2.

Next, we will explicitly study the evolution of the CV proposal. Since a(t) in (2.8) is only

known analytically for D = 3 with arbitrary Q ≤ Qmax, and when Q = Qmax in arbitrary D,

we will focus in these cases. However, the implementation should be valid for more arbitrary

cases.

3.1 D = 3 case

We now solve numerically the complexity surfaces t(θ) in (3.7) with (3.5) for the D = 3

axion-dS scale factor (2.10) and substitute in the proposal (3.6). Fig. 4 shows the evolution

of the CV complexity.

The plot 4 is presented for t ∼ O(1) L the numerical results become noisy at late times.

However, in order for these observables to be evaluated in a weak gravitate regime, one should

study the late time regime. We confirmed (albeit in the presence of noise) that the late-time

behavior follows a similar trend, CV is nearly exponentially increasing for different charge

ratios (µ = 0.3, 0.6 in the plot). The reason for this is encoded in the scale factors (2.10),

which are nearly exponentially increasing at late time. Since the complexity surfaces are

anchored between the worldline observers θ = 0 and the wormhole t(θ = π/2) = 0, the time

dependence encoded in the scale factor (3.6) allows for the volumes to reach large late-time

values.

However, this issue is more subtle as there is also competition with the axion density.

When the parameter µ ∼ 1, CV transitions to a decaying behavior, particularly in the Nariai

limit (µ = 1), where it decreases it vanishes at a finite time scale. This situation is analyzed

in more detail in the following subsection.
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Figure 5. Left : Complexity growth of the axion-dS universes in the Nariai limit (µ = 1, corresponding

to a pair of Einstein static universes) according to the CV conjecture, and Right : its rate of growth for

D = 3 (purple), 4 (red), 5 (brown) and 10 (black). The maximal volume decreases over time. Other

parameters: GN = 1 and L = 1. Range of integration in (3.10, 3.11).

3.2 Q = Qmax case

As we saw in (2.7), the scale factor is a constant aN =
√

D−2
D−1L. We can then write the

conserved charge for (3.6) as

P =
dLV

dt′(λ)

= − aD−2
N cosD−2 θ t′(λ)√

−(t′(λ))2 + a(t)2(θ′(λ))2
.

(3.9)

One can then find integral expressions for:

CV =
1

GNL

∫ π/2

0

a2D−3
N cos2(D−2) θ dθ√

P 2 + a
2(D−2)
N cos2(D−2) θ

, (3.10)

tobs = −
∫ π/2

0

P aN dθ√
P 2 + a

2(D−2)
N cos2(D−2) θ

. (3.11)

The cases D = 3, 4, 5 and 10 are plotted in Fig. 5.

As we saw in Sec. 3.1, the CV proposal seems to decrease in time until it reaches a

vanishing value. The analysis of integrals above (3.10) and (3.11) shows that the complexity

evolution cannot take place indefinitely, tobs can be at most tcrit :=
π
2aN , so the time evolution

of these surfaces stops, which coincides when CV reaches 0 for P large enough. The reason

for this is related to the scale factor being constant. There are no longer extremal surfaces

obeying the boundary conditions (3.5) once we reach the critical time tcrit, and as a result,

there is no longer an appropriate measure of codimension-1 volume. We will explore how this

situation is modified with the CAny proposal in Sec. 4.2.
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Figure 6. Proposal for evaluating the volume of CMC slices for axion-dS universes connected through

a quantum bounce (corresponding to the Euclidean wormhole in Fig. 1, and explained in Sec. 1).

We anchor codimension-one extremal complexity surfaces Σ− and Σ+ (in blue and red respectively)

to worldline geodesic observers (represented by black dashed lines), which form the past and future

boundaries of the spacetime region M, where Cϵ in eq. (4.1) is evaluated. The observers measure their

proper time. The precise profile of the Σ± slices is determined by the extremization of eq. (4.2).

We remark that the Nariai limit is not asymptotically dS, as one notices by the fact that

the scale factor is a constant; its Lorentzian interpretation is that of a pair of Einstein static

universes that are coupled to one another through the Euclidean wormhole. The results are

meant to provide a better analytic understanding of the late-time behavior of the axion-dS

universes where µ ∼ 1.

4 C=Anything proposal

We are interested in codimension-one observables within the class of the complexity=anything

proposal [3–5]. First, we define the set of codimension-1 holographic complexity as the phys-

ical observable

Cϵ ≡ 1

GNL

∫
Σϵ

dD−1σ
√
h F [gµν , Rµνρσ, ∇µ] , (4.1)

where F [gµν , Rµνρσ, ∇µ] is an arbitrary scalar functional of D-dimensional bulk curvature

invariants of the bulk region M, which is covariantly defined by extremizing a combination

of codimension-one and codimension-zero volumes with different weights, given by

CCMC =
1

GNL

[
α+

∫
Σ+

dD−1σ
√
h+ α−

∫
Σ−

dD−1σ
√
h+

αB

L

∫
M

dDx
√−g

]
(4.2)

where Σ± are the future (past) boundaries of M anchored at the locations in (3.5), such that

∂M = Σ+ ∪ Σ−, as shown in Fig. 6.2

We denote with h the determinant of the induced metric on Σ±. The coefficients α± and

αB are dimensionless positive constants, therefore the extremization of the functional (4.2)

2We will label with ϵ = +,− the quantities defined on the codimension-one surfaces Σ±.
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defines constant mean curvature (CMC) slices, for which the extrinsic curvature is given by

[4, 24]

Kϵ := K

∣∣∣∣
Σϵ

= −ϵ
αB

αϵ L
, (4.3)

where we consider outward-pointing vectors with respect to the surfaces Σϵ to be future-

directed.

We now perform the explicit evaluation of (4.1) using the explicit background geometry

(2.8, 2.9), using the same boundary conditions in (3.5):

Cϵ =
ΩD−2

GNL

∫
dθ

√
−(t(θ))2 + a(t)2 b(t) a(t)D−2 cosD−2 θ , (4.4)

where b(t) is an arbitrary function corresponding to the choice of the functional F [. . . ] in

(4.1) for the background (2.8).

Meanwhile, we can evaluate the contribution of the spacetime volume and codimension-1

volumes of Σ± in (4.2) with (2.8, 2.9), which leads to

CCMC =
∑
ϵ

αϵΩD−1

GNL

∫
Σϵ

dθ

[√
−(t(θ))2 + a(t)2 a(t)D−2 +Kϵ

∫
dt a(t)D−1

]
cosD−2 θ (4.5)

with Kϵ given in (4.3).

Next, we need to extremize (4.5) to find the complexity surfaces t(θ). First, notice that

the argument about the boundary conditions in (3.5) is still consistent with the extremization

of (4.2), since for the total variation to vanish δCCMC = 0 after imposing equations of motions

(4.6), one requires the exact same condition in (3.8). This means that the parameter Kϵ does

not change the argument that we gave in Sec. 3.

Next, notice that there is no longer a conserved momentum associated with the global

time t(θ), instead the equations of motion for (4.5) read:

0 = cos(θ)a(t(θ))3
(
(D − 1)a′(t(θ)) +Kϵ

√
a(t(θ))2 − t′(θ)2

)
− cos(θ)a(t(θ))t′(θ)2

(
D a′(t(θ)) +Kϵ

√
a(t(θ))2 − t′(θ)2

)
+ a(t(θ))2

(
(2−D) sin(θ)t′(θ) + cos(θ)t′′(θ)

)
+ (D − 2) sin(θ)t′(θ)3

(4.6)

where the boundary conditions are the same as those in (3.5), given that we still consider

anchoring gravitational probes to the worldline observers in Fig. 3.

A technical issue in the evaluation of (4.6) is that, as we have explained in Sec. 2, the

scale factor in the global metric needs to be determined by numerical methods for general

charge ratio µ := Q/Qmax in higher dimensions.

As discussed in Sec. 3, the scale factor a(t) in the regular global metric (2) needs to

be found numerically, which complicates the evaluation for the EOM (4.6). To properly

illustrate the procedure, we will work with the exactly solvable cases for a(t), namely D = 3

with 0 ≤ µ ≤ 1 arbitrary (2.10), and for µ = 1 with D arbitrary (2.7). We expect similar

results to hold D = 4 and arbitrary 0 < µ ≤ 1.
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Figure 7. Holographic complexity (left) and its rate of growth (right) according to the CAny proposal

evaluated with CMC slices (4.5). The parameters are the same as displayed in Fig. 4, with the addition

of K− = 1/L and F [. . . ] = 1. The rate of growth is increased with respect to that in the CV proposal

in Fig. 4.

4.1 D = 3 case

We will perform a numerical analysis similar to that in Sec. 3.1. Using the scale factor in

(2.10) in the EOM (4.6) subject to the boundary conditions (3.5) leads to the complexity

surfaces t(θ) that can be inserted in the CAny proposal. The results when F [. . . ] = 1 (4.1)

(corresponding to b(t) = 1 in (4.4)) are displayed in Fig. 7.

The evolution of the proposal is very similar to the findings in Sec. 4 for the CV proposal,

for which Kϵ = 0. The difference is in the rate of growth that increases. This happens given

that the CMC slices tilt towards the past as K− > 0 is increased; so that they increase in size

as the worldline observer moves towards the future in asymptotically dS space. This allows

for the increased rate of growth of codimension-1 volumes evaluated on the CMC slices. In

contrast, we would recover a decrease in the rate of growth with respect to the CV case when

using K+, which is negative as seen in (4.3).

4.2 Q = Qmax case

First, notice that although in the Q = Qmax regime a(t) = aN is a constant, there is still

t(θ) dependence in the functional (4.5), and as a result, there would no be conserved charges

for CCMC, unlike in Sec. 3.2. Thus, we will proceed with the numerical analysis as in the

previous subsection.

We solve the EOM (4.6) with the scale factor (2.7) and the boundary conditions (3.5).

The resulting evolution for the CAny CMC proposal is displayed in Fig. 8.

The results are reminiscent of those we found in Sec. 3.2. Namely, there is a critical time,

tcrit, for which the complexity surface no longer exists for the set of boundary conditions in

(3.5). However, we see that by increasing the value of Kϵ (ϵ = − in Fig. 8), it takes longer

– 12 –
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Figure 8. Holographic complexity (left) and its rate of growth (right) according to the CAny proposal

evaluated with CMC slices (4.2), with K− = 5/L (above), and K− = 10/L (below). The other

parameters are the same as displayed in Fig. 5, and F [. . . ] = 1. We notice that as K− is increased,

the rate of growth of Cϵ at given t is also increased.

for Cϵ to decrease, indicating that the tcrit can be prolonged by properly increasing Kϵ. It

would be interesting to find if there is an asymptotic regime where tcrit → ∞.

5 Discussion

To summarize, we have investigated holographic complexity in axion-dS universes, which de-

scribe spatially closed bouncing FLRW cosmologies with an ultra-stiff fluid (with an equation

of motion ρ = p) that are coupled through a Euclidean wormhole. We focused on the case

where these cosmologies have dS asymptotics. We allowed for a worldline geodesic observer

to reside in each universe and studied how the CV and CAny observables evolve when they

are anchored to the observers and pass through the Euclidean wormhole connecting the uni-

verses. Our results show that generically these proposals evolve with a nearly exponential

dependence on the observer’s time if the axion charge is low enough and that the evolution

can instead decrease when the axion charge approaches the maximal value allowed by dS

space, which is referred to as the Nariai limit. The main results are shown in Figs. 4, 5, 7, 8.
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While our analysis for the CAny observables was focused on the volume of the CMC

slices. However, since b(t) in (4.4) is an arbitrary function, it can modify significantly the

behavior for other choices from b(t) = 1 that we took. However, since this parameter does

not enter the equations of motion for the extremal complexity surfaces, it would not change

the fact that there are complexity surfaces that no longer exist after a critical time tcrit in

Sec. 4.2.

There were certain limitations in the numerical part of the work which we comment on

below.

First, the analysis of the time dependence was performed for t ∼ O(1) L given the limita-

tions in the numerical integration at late times, where more noise is introduced. However, we

observed (up to numerical noise) that they still follow an exponentially increasing behavior.

Second, as we mentioned in the main text, we focused on solving D = 3 for any value Q;

and the Q = Qmax limit; this was purely for numerical and analytic convenience, given that

the numerical methods for solving (4.6) need further improvement elaboration when a(t) in

the global coordinate system (2.8) is only known numerically. Given that the scale factors in

D = 4 do not change significantly with respect to the D = 3 case, we suspect our results for

the time evolution of codimension-1 complexity proposals would be very similar in that case.

Third, regarding the transition between increasing or decreasing complexity, we found

numerically that it happens when the charge ratio is around µ ≈ 0.9. The exact value where

this transition appears would require a better numerical implementation for the late-time

behavior. It would be interesting to investigate some analytic approaches for determining it.

We now comment on future avenues for investigation.

First, the fact that we study holographic complexity proposals for entangled universes

is reminiscent of recent work on Nielsen complexity for bipartite quantum systems [25]. It

would be interesting to further relate our works, perhaps with a holographic dual theory near

I+.

Secondly, related to the increase versus decrease in complexity depending on the axion

charge, according to Nielsen’s geometric approach to circuit complexity [26–28] its growth

should not be greater than linear [29]. This might imply that our findings represent something

closer to Krylov complexity for the putative microscopic theory, conjectured to be located near

I+. It would be important to develop a better understanding of the microscopic interpretation

with an appropriate quantum circuit model.

Thirdly, our work has been focused on the codimension-1 holographic complexity CAny

proposals. However, there is a larger class of codimension-0 CAny proposals [3]. It would be

interesting to study how generic our finding about the increase and decrease of complexity is

affected by the axion charge.

Moreover, our approach to holographic complexity in axion-dS universes assumes a pair

of geodesic observers to anchor gravitational probes; this is fundamentally different from the

stretched horizon approach to dS complexity, initiated in [11]. We hope this study provides

new insights into holographic complexity proposals in more general asymptotically dS back-

grounds. See upcoming work in this direction [30] in the context of extended Schwarzschild-dS

– 14 –



space. Most importantly, one still requires a quantum circuit interpretation to relate the grav-

itational observables with a proper notion of quantum complexity.

Lastly, we have only investigated the time evolution of complexity in the background ge-

ometry without perturbations, however, one of the defining features of holographic complexity

is the switchback effect, where one considers how the evolution in the different proposals are

modified once shockwave perturbations are introduced. It might be interesting to study this

case by sending radial energy pulses from the perspective of the worldline observers and ac-

counting for the backreaction in the geometry (2.8). We hope to study this issue in a future

work.
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