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Abstract
The cosmological event horizons are observer-dependent, which might bring a paradox. As an

example, in dS2 multiverse model there are entanglement islands in crunching regions encoding

the information of regions near future infinity of inflating or Minkowski bubbles, however, for two

observers in different bubbles, since their island regions overlap, both observers will be able to get

access to the information encoded in the overlapping region, indicating a violation of no-cloning

theorem. In this paper, we present a different resolution to this paradox. Based on the Petz Rényi

mutual information, we show that besides the quantum extremal surfaces there might be another

boundary for the island in corresponding spacetime so that the island regions are bounded by

“division points" rather than extending to the rest of the entire spacetime. We also discuss the

implications of our result.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Black hole is an ideal object to study quantum gravity, see e.g. recent Ref.[1]. Recently,

one of the most notable achievements is the derivation of Page Curve [2, 3], the generalized

entropy of radiation SR follows the ’island formula’ [4–10], which is regarded as a significant

step toward resolving the black hole information paradox [11, 12]:

SR = min{ext[A(∂I)
4GN

+ Ssemi−cl(Rad ∪ I)]}, (1)

where I is the island region surrounded by quantum extremal surface (QES) [13], see also

[14–18], which appears after Page time, entangling with the radiation emitted by black hole.

The occurrence of island suggests that the information of a region inside the horizon can be

encoded in the state of another system outside the horizon. As event horizons also exist in

cosmology, it is interesting to consider the implication of island for cosmology, see e.g.recent

[19–37] 1.

In the model of Jackiw-Teitelboim (JT) gravity [51, 52] with a positive cosmological

constant (hereafter dS2 JT) [53, 54]:

S =
ϕ0

4π

∫
M

√
−gR +

1

4π

∫
M

√
−gϕ(R− 2) + S∂M, (2)

both the crunching region and the de-Sitter (dS) region, i.e. inflating patch, coexist. In the

case where a Minkowski ‘hat’ is glued on the inflating patch, there could be an island in

the black hole patch encoded a region in the Minkowski spacetime [19, 20], see Fig.1. This

dS2 spacetime can be extended to the model with many alternating inflating and crunching

regions, and the corresponding model is a multiverse model, e.g.[22, 23].

1 The applications of island rule have been studied intensively in varity of spacetimes, see e.g.Refs[38–50].
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FIG. 1: Island region I for the entropy of region A in the Minkowski ‘hat’ gluing on the future

boundary of inflating region(shaded in light green).

However, as has been mentioned in [23], such a multiverse model leads to a paradox as

follows. In such a model where two Minkowski bubbles are glued on two different inflating

patches with a crunching region in between, we consider two observers - Alice and Bob -

locating on two bubble regions, respectively. Then we consider the island encoded in each

region, see Fig.2, and find it explicitly overlapped. Thus both Alice and Bob can encode

information in the overlapping region, indicating a violation of no-cloning theorem of quantum

mechanics. In Ref.[23], one resolution to this paradox has been proposed2, see [22, 30] for

other relevant perspectives.

In this paper, we would like to present a different resolution to this paradox. In our

scenario, the island regions which are encoded in the region of observers in the Minkowski

hat should not include the rest of the universe, as showed in Fig.2. Instead, the island region

of a hat can only extend halfway into the “overlapping" region, while the other part of the

“overlapping" region entangles with the neighbouring hat. As a result the island regions

of a hat are bounded by “division points" rather than extending to the rest of the entire

spacetime. Therefore, there is no overlapping, Alice and Bob can only encode information

in the part of island that separately entangles with their own patch.

We will derive “division points" that bound the islands using Petz Rényi mutual infor-

mation (PRMI). In section II, we focus on the multiverse model in dS2 JT spacetime with

Minkowski bubbles glued on the future boundaries of inflating regions, in particular the

2 They modify the JT action to insert a canonical singularity at a proper point, and find a result that
the dominant saddle of the gravitational path integral is Alice and Bob’s region locates on their own
spacetime, which suggests that there is no overlapping island region.
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QES of islands and the generalized entropy without the backreaction effect. In section III,

we present our resolution to the paradox. In section IV, we discuss the implication of our

bounded island for the traversable wormhole model in dS2 JT spacetime. In section V, we

summarize our results and discuss the outlook of future researches.

FIG. 2: A multiverse with two copies of spacetime. It seems that the island regions of two neigh-

bouring hats, A and B, are overlapped.

II. ISLANDS IN DS2 JT MULTIVERSE MODEL

In this section, following Refs.[22, 23], we construct a multiverse model of dS2 JT gravity

with Minkowski ‘hats’ glued on it.

The global coordinate of dS2 spacetime is:

ds2 =
−dσ2 + dφ2

cos2 σ
, σ ∈ (−π

2
,
π

2
), φ ∈ (−π, π). (3)

Then, varying (2), we get the equation of motion:

(gµν∇2 −∇µ∇ν + gµν)ϕ = 2π⟨Tµν⟩, (4)

where ⟨Tµν⟩ is the expectation value of the covariant stress-energy tensor of the CFT. The

vacuum solution (⟨Tµν⟩ = 0) in Nariai limit is [21]:

ϕ = ϕr
cosφ

cosσ
. (5)

This solution is periodic in spacelike direction φ, so it is natural to consider the extension

in this direction. Rescaling σ = nσ̃, and φ = nφ̃ with the spatial coordinate φ̃ ∈ (−π, π),

we perform a coordinate change:

z = e−i(σ̃+φ̃), z̄ = e−i(σ̃−φ̃). (6)

As a result, the metric (3) is:

ds2 =
−dzdz̄

Ω2
, Ω =

1

2n
(zz̄)(

1−n
2

)(1 + (zz̄n)). (7)
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According to Ref.[55], we have the entanglement entropy of CFT:

SCFT =
c

6
log(

(z2 − z1)(z̄2 − z̄1)

ΩΩ̄
) =

c

6
log(

2n2(cos(σ2−σ1

n
)− cos(φ2−φ1

n
))

ϵ2 cosσ2 cosσ1

), (8)

where ϵ is the ultraviolet cutoff and c is the central charge. It is noteworthy that the Weyl

anomaly and Casimir energy of CFT will contribute ⟨Tµν⟩, which is [23]:

⟨T±±⟩ =
c

24π
(1− 1

n2
), (9)

when we set x± = σ ± φ and e−2ω = cos2(σ). It is explicit that it will be cancelled when

n = 1. However, in multiverse model it will lead to a correction to the dilaton solution (5):

ϕ = ϕr
cosφ

cosσ
− c

12π
(1− 1

n2
)(1 + σ tanσ). (10)

In this paper, for the simplicity of calculation we set ϕr ≫ c, so for the rest of the paper we

will neglect the backreaction effect and (5) can be still regarded as the dilaton solution.

Then we glue a Minkowski hat on each inflation region (we refer the Minkowski region

as hat). We assume that this welding is near the future boundary of the inflating region,

σ(φ) = π
2
− δσ, then the boundary condition in the global coordinate is: ϕr

cosφ
δσ

= ϕ̃
ϵ
, which

suggests δσ = ϵϕr

ϕ̃r
cosφ. In the light of Milne wedge that cover a portion of inflating region

and the hat: tanhχ = sinφ
sinσ

and tanh η = cosσ
cosφ

, we can fix the metric of the hat:

ds2 =
−dη2 + dχ2

η20
, (11)

where

tanh η0 ≈ η0 =
cos(π

2
− δσ(φ))

cosφ
≈ ϵ

ϕr

ϕ̃r

. (12)

Rewrite (11) in the global coordinate:

ds2 =
−dσ2 + dφ2

η20(cos
2(φ)− cos2(σ))

=
dzdz̄

Ω̃ ¯̃Ω
, Ω̃ =

η0e
iσ̃

n

√
cos2(φ)− cos2(σ). (13)

By replacing Ω with Ω̃ in (8), together with the dilaton solution, we get the generalized

entropy of a hat with island regions in the crunching region:

Sgen =
c

3
log(

2n2(cos(σ2−σ1

n
)− cos(φ2−φ1

n
))

ϵ2 cosσ2

√
cos2(φ)− cos2(σ)

) + 2ϕr
cosφ

cosσ
+ 2ϕ0, (14)

where the constant η0 has been absorbed into ϵ, since it will not affect the position of the

endpoints of islands. It is speculated that the endpoints of R and island regions are close to
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the corners of their patches (see Fig. 3): σR = π
2
+ δσR, φR = π

2
− δφR, σI = π

2
− δσI and

φI =
π
2
+ δφI , thus we have

Sgen =
c

3
log(

(δφI + δφR)
2 − (δσI − δσR)

2

ϵ2δσI

√
(δφR)2 − (δσR)2

)− 2ϕr
δφI

δσI

+ 2ϕ0. (15)

The island solution suggests:

δσI =
6ϕr

c
δφR, δφI =

√
1 +

36(ϕr)2

c2
δφR ≈

6ϕr

c
δφR, (16)

where we have set ϕr ≫ c and assumed δσI ≫ δσR. As a result, when region R nearly covers

the entire hat, it seems that its island regions cover the rest of entire spacetime, see Fig.3.

FIG. 3: Islands of region R in n = 3 multiverse spacetime.

III. A RESOLUTION TO THE VIOLATION OF NO-CLONING THEOREM

In the case of Fig.3, we have a paradox: both Alice and Bob can encode information

in the overlapping region, indicating a violation of no-cloning theorem. The origin of this

paradox is that the entanglement wedge of a hat can extend to the rest of entire spacetime,

which results the inevitable overlap of the island regions of different hats. Here, we will

show that instead of extend to the rest of entire spacetime the other end of the island might

be bounded by what we called “division point".
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FIG. 4: For one hat in the multiverse model, its island regions are bounded by the dashed lines, or

we could say, the supposed ‘overlapping’ regions are divided by the dashed lines. I2 can be regarded

as one of the division points of the islands, whose location is what we want to derive.

In the following, we will derive the “division point" of the islands. As illustrated in Fig.4,

we consider the red region centered at ϕ = 0. The region R can only entangle with the

islands between the dashed lines, thus the states between the dashed lines can be regarded

as pure, i.e.the region (I1, I2) ∪ (R1, R2) purifies the region (R1, I1).

Here, we would use the PRMI Iα(A;B), which we will review in Appendix-A. In the limit

α → 1, we have

Iα=1(A(I1,I2);B(R1,R2)) ∼ SCFT(R1, I1), (17)

where Iα=1 is difficult to calculate3. However, considering d(R1, I1) is relatively small, we

could use the adjacent approximation, and slightly modify (A10) as4[56]:

Iα=1(A(I1,I2);B(R1,R2)) =
1

3
log

lAlB
d(lA + lB)

, (18)

where lA = d(I1, I2), lB = d(R1, R2), and d = d(I1, R1). We assume the UV cut-off cancels

and neglect the constant correction factors, Eq.(17) is approximately:

1

lA
+

1

lB
∼ 1

d2 .
(19)

In the light of (16), the coordinates of R1, I1 are:

R1 : (
π

2
+ δσR,

π

2
− δφR), I1 : (

π

2
− 6ϕr

c
δφR,

π

2
+

6ϕr

c
δφR). (20)

3 It contains a four-point function: Tr(ραAB(ρA ⊗ ρB)
m) = ⟨σgA(A1)σg−1

A
(A2)σgB (B1)σg−1

B
(B2)⟩C, which we

do not have an analytic expression.
4 The accuracy of (18) will be discussed in Appendix-B.
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We assume R2 : (
π
2
+ δσR, 0) is near the future boundary of inflating region and set δφR =

NδσR. According to Fig.4, we can easily find N > 1. Then we will get:

d2 =
(zI1 − zR1)(z̄I1 − z̄R1)

ΩI1Ω̃R1

=
2√

1−N−2
,

l2B =
(zR2 − zR1)(z̄R2 − z̄R1)

Ω̃R1Ω̃R2

=
2n2(1− cos(

π
2
−δφR

n
))

δφR

√
1−N−2

,

(21)

Thus we have

lA = d2, (22)

since lB is very large for n ≫ 1. Considering that there exists axial symmetries at ϕ = nπ,

we could set I2 : (σ2, π), and substitute it to (22):

2n2((cos
σ2−(π

2
− 6ϕr

c
δφR)

n
)− cos(

π
2
− 6ϕr

c
δφR

n
))

6ϕr

c
cosσ2δφR

=
4

1−N−2
. (23)

Though it seems rather complicated to solve (23) directly, when n ≫ 1 we could approxi-

mately have
(π
2
− 6ϕr

c
δφR)

2 − (σ2 − (π
2
− 6ϕr

c
δφR))

2

6ϕr

c
cosσ2δφR

=
4

1−N−2
. (24)

As δφR is very small, σ ∈ (−π
2
, π
2
), it is explicitly that σ2 should be very close to 0, which

makes cosσ2 ∼ 1. Then solving (24), we get:

σ2 =
24ϕr

πc(1−N−2)
δφR, (25)

which is consistent with our assumption that σ2 should be very small. Thus we seek out

such a division point I2 of island, actually very close to the event horizon.

Therefore, the island region encoded in a hat in the dS2 multiverse model are bounded

instead of extending to the rest of entire spacetime. In corresponding case, the paradox can

be avoided since the observer in one hat could only encoded the information in the bounded

island regions in the multiverse model (Fig.4), The position of the boundaries can be fixed

with the help of mutual information calculations and symmetry. In the “bird eye" view

the existence of such boundaries does not affect the endpoints of the islands. Instead, they

seems to affect the “shape" of the islands.

It should be commented that if we choose the “bird eye" view of the multiverse in cor-

responding model, we will still find the island regions continuous, however, for an observer,

such as Alice, at one hat, when she attempted to decode the island region, she has no ideas
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for the regions beyond the division points, and what she can only know is the island regions

bounded by the division points in the neighbouring crunching regions,

IV. CONNECTION WITH TRAVERSABLE WORMHOLE

It is natural to consider the implications of the division points that bound the islands.

In this section we argue that it might bring us a new perspective of understanding the

relationship between the entanglement islands and traversable wormhole.

Traversable wormhole plays an important part in ER=EPR conjecture [57–60], making

it possible for information transferring through the horizon. It also serves as a resolution to

the cloning paradox in Hayden-Preskill’ work [61, 62]. To construct a traversable wormhole

in a crunching spacetime, we need to impose a pulse with negative energy [63, 64].

In dS2 JT spacetime with the Kruskal coordinate 5

ds2 = − 4

(1− UV )2
dUdV, (26)

a negative pulse [48]6:

⟨TV V ⟩ = α
δ(V − VS)

VS

, with α < 0, (27)

will result in a shift:

∆U = −α
π

VSϕr

+O(α3) (28)

The computation of (28) will be presented in Appendix-C. The coordinate of null ray move

through different patches will be changed by Ui → − 1
Ui

and Vi → − 1
Vi

, as the motion from

the crunching region to the inflating region result in a shift of ϕ → ϕ+ π. Thus for the null

ray sent from U = U2, it will enter the inflating region along the path:

Uα = − 1

U2 −∆U
. (29)

5 The shift from the Kruskal coordinate to the global coordinate are: tanσ = U+V
1−UV and tanφ = V−U

1+UV .
6 We assumed |α| is small so that the backreaction effect to the islands can be neglected.
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FIG. 5: Traversable wormhole in dS2 JT Nariai spacetime with Minkowski hat. In convention we

choose to fix the Penrose diagram and makes the null ray (purple line) shift −∆U . If the island

is close to the singularity everywhere, only a few of signals whose geodesic lines intersect with the

casual diamond of the island (shaded in light green) can reach the observer in region R.

The light ray could intersect with region R for Uα < UR. In the case of Fig.5, the

traversable wormhole can only cover a small portion of the causal diamond of the right half

of the island entangled with region R, as |α| is small, however, in the case that the division

points exist (see Fig.6), a large portion of the causal diamond of the right part of the island

entangled with the region R can be covered by the traversable wormhole.
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FIG. 6: The division point I2 change the shape of the island. Considering the pulse is small, I2

should still close to the horizon. When the null ray emitted at the north pole (purple line) intersect

with I2 and can reach the endpoint of R, all signals that intercept the causal diamond of right half

island (shaded in light green) can reach R. In this case the traversable wormhole cover the casual

diamond of the part of the island that entangles with the half R.

In the following, we will present an argument into this insight. In a case that all signals

that intercept with the causal diamond of the right half of the island can reach R, the

coordination of I2 must obey:

UR = Uα = − 1

U2 −∆U
= − 1

U2 +
4παϵ
cVs

. (30)

where ϵ = c
4ϕr

. Thus we have

I2 :

(
12ϕr

(1−N−2)c
δφR,−π

)
, (31)
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where n = 1 is set. We assume the pulse is imposed at σS = 0, so that we can fix VS = 1.

Thus the positions of I2, R1 in the Kruskal coordinate are:

U2 = V2 =
6ϕr

(1−N−2)c
δφR =

3δφR

2(1−N−2)ϵ
,

UR ∼ 2

δφR

VR ∼ δφR

2
.

(32)

Thus substituting (32) to (30), we have

α = − c

8πϵ

(
3

(1−N−2)ϵ
− 1

)
δφR. (33)

As expected, |α| is very small. However, if the amplitude of pulse is bigger, we cannot ignore

the backreaction effects, and the location of island will be shifted, see (C7) in Appendix-C.

In that case, the shift of the island in U direction cancels the shift of the null ray caused by

the pulse, since the position of shifted division point I2 (for VS = 1) is:

U2 = V2 =
3δφR

2(1−N−2)ϵ
− α

π

ϕr

=
3δφR

2(1−N−2)ϵ
+∆U > ∆U,

U1 =
Vrϵ

3
+ ∆U > ∆U

(34)

it is impossible for the signals that pass through the causal diamond of island to travel

through the horizons. Thus when a pulse get too large, it will favor to close the traversable

wormhole in dS2 spacetime, see also Ref.[62] for AdS spacetime.

In our case the traversable wormhole has causal contact with portion of the entanglement

island, indicating a possible potential connection between them. The division point we

derived in section.III can make the traversable wormhole cover most of the casual diamond

of the half part of the island that entangles with the observer, which might strengthen the

correlation between the traversable wormhole and ER=EPR conjecture.

V. DISCUSSIONS

One of the major differences between the cosmology and black holes is that cosmological

event horizons are observer-dependent. Two observers outside a black hole will agree one

same event horizon, and they cannot encode the same interior region at once. However, two

observers in different patch of the universe may have different event horizons. They can

encode the regions beyond their horizons, but these regions seems inevitably overlap, which

violates the no-cloning theorem.
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In this paper, our resolution to this paradox is that the regions beyond the horizons are

bounded so that they cannot overlap. In implementing detail, we focus on a multiverse

model in dS2 JT gravity, and set a proper condition so that we can neglect the backreaction

effect to simplify the calculation. In corresponding model, with the help of the PRMI and

symmetry we find that while one end of the island region of one hat is bounded by the

QES, the other end of the island is bounded by what we called “division point" instead of

extend to the rest of entire spacetime. Bounded by the division points, the island regions of

different hats do not overlap any longer, thus the paradox can be avoided, see Fig.4.

It is worth mentioning that although the division points seem to divide the island regions

apart, they do not actually physically divide the islands. In the “bird eye" view the island

regions are still continuous while the regions for an observer on a hat can decode end at

the division points. The difference of their understanding for islands originates from their

different view, one is at a Minkowski hat, the other is in the “bird eye" view, though the

latter perspective of view might not actually exist in reality.

The existence of the division points affect the “shape" of the islands, which might be an

interesting bonus. It is well known that the endpoints of the island are usually fixed by the

QES, and we seldom care about the shape of the island region itself. In this paper we discuss

the role of division points might play in the traversable wormhole model in dS2 spacetime,

which shows that the division points of the island might actually affect the shape of the

causal diamond of half of the island that entangles with the outside observer, just as Fig.6.

Here, we focus on a dS2 JT multiverse model, it might be interesting to consider whether

our results can be extended into higher dimensions or more realistic spacetime, e.g.[65],

or [66] and recent e.g. [67, 68] for inflating spacetime with supermassive primordial black

holes. To simplify the calculation, we have set ϕr ≫ c to neglect the backreaction effect, we

wonder with the backreaction if there would be some significant differences. And we make

an adjacent approximation to PRMI, but in fact it is a two disjoint intervals calculation,

which depends on the full operator content of the theory, and its expansion is complicated

and depends on the specific models [69, 70]. It is worthwhile to explore relevant issues.

Acknowledgment This work is supported by NSFC, No.12075246, National Key Re-

search and Development Program of China, No. 2021YFC2203004, and the Fundamental

Research Funds for the Central Universities.
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Appendix A: On PRRE and PRMI

In this Appendix, we briefly review some properties and calculations of Petz Rényi relative

entropy (PRRE) and Petz Rényi mutual information (PRMI).

The well known von-Neumann entropy is:

SvN = −Tr(ρ log ρ), (A1)

where ρ is the density matrix. To measure the correlation between two subsystems A and

B, we would take the mutual information:

IvN(A;B) = SvN(A) + SvN(B)− SvN(AB). (A2)

However, with the Rényi entropy:

Sn(ρ) =
1

1− n
log(Trρn), (A3)

the Rényi mutual information (RMI) need to be written as [56]:

Iα(A;B) = Dα(ρAB∥ρA ⊗ ρB), with Dα(ρ∥σ) =
1

α− 1
log[Tr(ρασ1−α)], (A4)

which is called PRMI, while Dα is called Petz Rényi relative entropy (PRRE) [71–73]. Dα

will return to von-Neumann entropy at the limit of α → 1 [74].

In analogy to the situation of Rényi entropy, we use replica trick to calculate PRMI

[56, 74]:

Iα(A;B) =
1

α− 1
lim

m→1−α
log[Tr(ραAB(ρA ⊗ ρB)

m)]. (A5)

14



FIG. 7: The replica manifold of Tr log((ρAB)
α(ρA⊗ ρB)

m), the lines correspond to the structure of

gluing between the replicas.

Here, similar to the method of [55], for the replica manifold of PRRI shown in Fig. 7, we

can also derive its scaling dimensions. One of the major differences is that we will use the

cyclic permutations gA, gB, instead of the cyclic permutations (1...n), (n...1) [56]:

gA = (1, ..., α, α + 1, ..., α +m), gB = (1, ..., α, α +m+ 1, ..., α + 2m), (A6)

noting that the permutation g−1
A gB does not corresponds to the identity permutation:

g−1
A gB = (1, α+m, ..., α + 1, α+m+ 1, ..., α + 2m). (A7)

Generally, the scaling dimension can be written as:

∆g =
∑

g∈cycle(g)

c

12
(|gi| −

1

|gi|
), (A8)

then the scaling dimensions of the corresponding twists operators can be calculated:

∆ = ∆gA = ∆gB = ∆g−1
A

= ∆g−1
B

=
c

12
(α +m− 1

α +m
),

∆g−1
A gB

= ∆g−1
B gA

=
c

12
(2m+ 1− 1

2m+ 1
).

(A9)

Assuming that the region A has a finite length lA with endpoints at A1 and A2, and the

region B has a finite length lB with endpoints at B1 and B2, we consider a special situation
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where A and B are adjacent, equivalently A2 = B1. Then we can calculate the PRMI of A

and B:
Iα(A;B) =

1

α− 1
lim

m→1−α
log⟨σgA(A1)σg−1

A gB
(A2)σg−1

B
(B2)⟩C

=
1

α− 1
lim

m→1−α
log

Cα,m

(lAlB)
∆

g−1
A

gB (lA + lB)
2∆−∆

g−1
A

gB

= c
2− α

3(3− 2α)
log

lAlB
ϵ2(lA + lB)

+O(1),

(A10)

where Cα,m is the operator product expansion (OPE) coefficient and leads to the O(1) cor-

rections which have no an general analytic expression. However, in some certain situations,

such as fermion systems, it can be calculated [56].

Appendix B: A check of accuracy on (18)

In this Appendix, we explore the condition that our approximation in the calculation of

PRMI (18) in section.III is accurate in n = 1 case.

FIG. 8: The Penrose diagram of dS2 JT Nariai spacetime with Minkowski hat, corresponding to

the n = 1 situation of the multiverse model we focus.

As is shown in Fig.8, it is explicitly that (R1, R
′
1) ∪ (I1, I

′
1) purifies the region (I1, R1) ∪

(I ′1, R
′
1), which leads to:

Iα=1(A(I1,I′1)
;B(R1,R′

1)
) ∼ 2SCFT(R1, I1), (B1)

16



with the coordinates of the points:

I1(
π

2
− δσI ,−

π

2
− δφI), I ′1(

π

2
− δσI ,−

3π

2
+ δφI),

R1(
π

2
+ δσR,−

π

2
+ δφR), R′

1(
π

2
+ δσR,

π

2
− δφR),

(B2)

According to our procedures in section.III, the deviation of our approximation will be:

∆S =
1

3
log(d3(

1

lA
+

1

lB
)), (B3)

where:
d2 = d2(I1, R1) =

4

1−N−2
,

l2A = d2(I1, I
′
1) =

2(1− cos(π − 2δφI))

δσ2
I

,

=
4 sin2(4δφI)

δσ2
I

∼ 64,

l2B = d2(R1, R
′
1) =

2(1− cos(π − 2δφR))

δφ2
R − δσ2

R

,

=
4 sin2(4δφR)

δφ2
R − δσ2

R

∼ 64

1−N−2
.

(B4)

Substituting to (B3), we get the deviation function:

∆S(N) =
1

3
log(

1 + (1−N−2)
1
2

(1−N−2)
3
2

), (B5)

which lowers monotonically with N when N > 1. Therefore, in n = 1 situation, our

assumption will get more accurate as N get bigger. When N → ∞, ∆S → O(1), indicating

that our assumption is quite accurate in this case.

Appendix C: Derivation of traversable wormhole in dS2 JT spacetime

In this Appendix, we borrow the methods from [48] to derive the shift of the horizon and

the back-reacted island.

The dilaton satisfies:

ϕ = ϕ0 − ϕr
1 + UIVI

1− UIVI

− 2πα(1− VSUI)

VS(1− VIUI)
(VI − VS)θ(VI − VS), (C1)

where θ is the Heaviside function. To derive the shifted horizon we need to extremalize the

dilaton in U and V directions:

U+ ∼ ϕr

πVSα
, U− ∼ − πα

VSϕr

. (C2)
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Consider |α| is small, the shift of horizon should not be very large, and it is explicitly that

when α = 0 the horizon lies at U = 0, so the shift of horizon in U direction will be:

∆U = − πα

VSϕr

, (C3)

which results in (28).

To calculate the back-reacted island we need to map the Kruskal coordinate into the

vacuum coordinate z and z̄, which can be fixed by:

⟨TV V ⟩ = − c

24π
{z, V }. (C4)

We set:

z = V + αf(V ), z̄ = U, (C5)

in |α| ≪ 1, and thus the solution to (C4) is:

f(V ) = −12π

cVS

(V − VS)
2θ(V − VS). (C6)

Then we substitute it together with the back-reacted dilaton (C1) to the formula of

generalized entropy and derive the QES in the case ϵ ≪ |α| ≪ 1, we will have the island

affected by the backreaction at leading order of ϵ and α:

Vi =
Urϵ

3
+ 4πα

VSϵ

c
,

Ui =
Vrϵ

3
− 4πα

ϵ

cVS

.
(C7)

In the case of α = 0, we have:

− 1

δσR

=
UR + VR

1− URVR

,
1

δσI

=
UI + VI

1− UIVI

,

− 1

δφR

=
VR − UR

1− URVR

,
1

δφI

=
VI − UI

1− UIVI

.

(C8)

Solving it and we will get:

δσI ∼ δφI ∼
6ϕr

c
δφR, (C9)

which is incoherence with the island we derive in section.II.
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