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Abstract: Recent developments in static patch holography proposed that quantum gravity

in de Sitter space admits a dual description in terms of a quantum mechanical theory living on

a timelike surface near the cosmological horizon. In parallel, geometric observables associated

with the Einstein-Rosen bridge of a black hole background were suggested to compute the

computational complexity of the state dual to a gravitational theory. In this work, we pursue

the study of the complexity=volume and complexity=action conjectures in a Schwarzschild-

de Sitter geometry perturbed by the insertion of a shockwave at finite boundary times. This

analysis extends previous studies that focused either on the complexity=volume 2.0 conjec-

ture, or on the case of a shockwave inserted along the cosmological horizon. We show that

the switchback effect, describing the delay in the evolution of complexity in reaction to a

perturbation, is a universal feature of the complexity proposals in asymptotically de Sitter

space. The geometric origin of this phenomenon is related to the causal connection between

the static patches of de Sitter space when a positive pulse of null energy is inserted in the

geometry.
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1 Introduction

Holography has provided a remarkable tool relating gravitational physics inside a spacetime

region with a dual quantum theory living on its boundary [1, 2]. While this framework has

been successfully applied to anti-de Sitter (AdS) space [3], there are several hints towards the

application of the holographic principle to geometries with positive cosmological constant,

such as de Sitter (dS) space (e.g., see [4] for a recent review). In this paper, we pursue the

static patch holography approach (described below) by investigating the reaction of dS space

to matter perturbations, as measured by holographic complexity (e.g., see [5] for a review).

Holography in de Sitter space. Gibbons and Hawking observed that the cosmological

horizon of dS space has a thermodynamical interpretation in terms of entropy, similar to the

black hole setting [6]. Inspired by the AdS case, the idea that dS space might have a dual

interpretation in terms of a (Euclidean) conformal field theory (CFT) living on its (spacelike)

boundaries I± led to the development of the dS/CFT correspondence [7–10]. The major

drawbacks of this program are that the CFT presents unconventional features, it is hard

to probe the event horizon and its features, and there is not a true identification between

unitary quantum systems.1 Inspired by recent developments on the topic, in this work we

will focus instead on the so-called static patch holography approach, which assumes that the

dual quantum theory lives on the stretched horizon, a timelike surface located just inside the

cosmological horizon [12–25].2

This framework presents several advantages. First, it naturally associates the bulk time

running along the stretched horizon with the time coordinate of the dual quantum theory.

Second, it nicely fits with the discovery that a dual quantum system to dS space could be

constructed in terms of an operator algebra on the worldline of an observer in the static patch

[34–37]. The timelike boundary is also necessary to define a sensible themodynamics [38], and

to build a concrete dual theory to three-dimensional dS space in terms of T T̄ deformations

of two-dimensional CFTs, followed by the addition of a cosmological constant term [39–

42]. This approach also captures logarithmic corrections to the entropy [43], which were

interpreted holographically in terms of an extension of the Ryu-Takayanagi formula [44–46].

Finally, the static patch holography framework was used to match the two-point functions

and the spectrum of a one-dimensional double scaled SYK model with a gravity model in

three-dimensional dS space [47–51], and to reproduce features related to energy conservation

and scrambling [52].3

Holographic complexity proposals. In quantum information, computational complexity

heuristically counts the number of unitary operators required to perform a certain task, or

1This is in contrast with the central dogma of dS space, which requires that the cosmological horizon should

be described from its inside as a unitary quantum system with a finite number of degrees of freedom [11].
2An alternative approach, that we will not consider in this work, is based on the embedding of dS space

inside AdS background, thus providing a standard asymptotic boundary where a dual theory can be defined

[26–29]. Other approaches have been studied in [30–33].
3The von Neumann algebra of double scaled SYK model was studied in [53].
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to engineer a certain state. This quantity started to play a prominent role in high-energy

physics with the observation that the dynamics of the Einstein-Rosen bridge (ERB) in a

black hole setting could not be captured by entanglement entropy. Instead, complexity was

proposed to be the right quantity describing the interior growth of the wormhole [54]. Since

then, several conjectures have been introduced to find an appropriate geometric quantity in

the bulk associated with the complexity of the thermofield double state. In this work, we will

focus on two holographic proposals: complexity=volume (CV) and complexity=action (CA).

The CV conjecture relates complexity to the induced maximal volume B on a codimension-one

slice anchored at the boundary Σ [55]

CV (Σ) = max
Σ=∂B

V(B)
GNℓ

, (1.1)

where ℓ is an appropriate length scale in the bulk geometry (typically, the (A)dS radius). The

CA proposal computes the gravitational on-shell action IWDW inside the Wheeler-De Witt

(WDW) patch, i.e., the causal domain of dependence of the ERB [56, 57]

CA =
IWDW

πℏ
. (1.2)

Together with complexity=volume 2.0 (CV2.0) [58], CV and CA belong to a large class of pro-

posals known as complexity=anything (CAny) [59–61]. The guiding principle to build these

holographic conjectures is that they all reproduce the following two characteristic features

of computational complexity: (1) a linear increase for late times, and (2) the switchback

effect, i.e., a delay in their growth as a consequence of inserting a perturbation in the system.

These universal properties were all shown to be valid for black holes in asymptotically AdS

space, with the perturbation being modelled by a shockwave of null matter inserted from the

boundary [56–68].

Holographic complexity in de Sitter space. One can get valuable insights on the prop-

erties and differences among the complexity proposals by moving away from AdS space to-

wards backgrounds with different features and asymptotics (for some examples, see [69–79]).

Inspired by recent trends, the notion of holographic complexity was extended to dS space by

requiring that the geometric observables defined above are anchored at the stretched horizon,

instead of the asymptotic boundary of AdS space [45].4

The first distinguishing feature of holographic complexity in dS space is the so-called

hyperfast growth, i.e., it admits a divergent rate at finite boundary time [81]. The geometric

reason for this behaviour is that both the codimension-one surfaces and the WDW patch

include divergent contributions coming from timelike infinities I±. From the perspective of

the quantum theory, this phenomenon was interpreted to arise from circuits which involve

a large number of qubits in each step of the time evolution [82]. The hyperfast growth also

occurs in two dimensions [83, 84], in models of inflation where a bubble of dS is contained

4For an alternative approach to holographic complexity in dS space using dS/dS correspondence, see [80].
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inside AdS [85], and in the presence of shockwaves [86, 87]. Notable exceptions to this

trend are provided by a certain class of codimension-one CAny observables, which exhibit a

persistent linear growth [88]; and by gravitational observables accessing both the cosmological

and the black hole regions of a Schwarzschild-de Sitter background [89].

The second distinguishing feature of holographic complexity in dS space is the switchback

effect. The insertion of a gravitational shockwave at finite boundary time in an asymptotically

dS geometry induces a transition between two black holes with different masses [90–93]. In this

setting, it was shown in [86] that the CV2.0 conjecture admits a pleateau around t = 0 when

complexity is approximately constant, similar to the AdS case. Furthermore, the duration

of the plateau regime increases when the shockwave is inserted at earlier times, and shows

signatures of scrambling characteristic to chaotic systems. In the case of CV, CV2.0 and

CA conjectures, it was shown in [87] that the hyperfast growth is always delayed by the

insertion of a shockwave with small energy (i.e., inserted along the cosmological horizon). In

the same setting, reference [94] revealed that the switchback effect is also displayed by the

above-mentioned codimension-one CAny observables which do not admit hyperfast growth.

The same result applies to the case of multiple shockwaves.

Novelties of this work and main results. This paper is a direct continuation of the

analysis performed in [86], with the aim to show that the switchback effect is a universal

feature that also happens in the case of CV and CA conjectures. The novelties, compared to

reference [87], are that we will consider a shockwave inserted at finite boundary time, and we

will provide analytic expressions valid in generic dimensions d ≥ 2.5

We anticipate the main results of this work. Following the same trend as the CV2.0 case,

both the CV and CA proposals admit a time interval during the evolution when holographic

complexity is approximately constant, before admitting a hyperfast growth at finite time.

When the shockwave is inserted at early times in the past, the duration tpl of this plateau

regime asymptotically approaches a linear increase parametrized by

tpl = 4(tw − t∗) , (1.3)

where −tw is the insertion time of the shockwave, and t∗ is the time it takes the system

to scramble a perturbation. A general analytic description of the scrambling time can be

achieved by considering the following double-scaling limit

ε → 0 , ρ → 1 ,
1− ρ

ε
fixed , (1.4)

where ε is a parameter describing the energy carried by the shockwave, and ρ determines the

location of the stretched horizon (when ρ → 1, it approaches the cosmological horizon). The

assumptions (1.4) are physically relevant because the holographic boundary is located very

close to the cosmological horizon (as required by static patch holography), the perturbation

5We work in (d+ 1)–dimensional asymptotically dS space.
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induced by the shockwave is small, but these two regimes are fine-tuned in such a way that

both are relevant. In this setting, the scrambling time in dimensions d ≥ 2 reads

t
SdSd+1
∗ =

1

2πTc1
log

[
1− ρ

αε
(rc1 − rh1)

]
+O(1− ρ, ε) , (1.5a)

where α is defined by

rc2 = rc1 + αε+O(ε2) , (1.5b)

and where rc1 ≤ rc2 are the cosmological horizons of the black hole before and after the

shockwave (respectively), rh1 ≥ rh2 are the black hole horizons, and Tc1 is the temperature of

the cosmological horizon. Analytic expressions away from the double-scaling limit (1.4) can

be achieved in three dimensions, as we will find in eq. (3.27).

For comparison, the three-dimensional AdS-Vaidya geometry admits a plateau regime

whose scrambling time, in the limit of light shocks, reads [68]

tVaidya∗ ≈
ε≪1

1

2πT1
log

(
2

ε

)
, (1.6)

where ε is related to the jump in the mass of the black hole, and it has still the interpretation

of energy carried by the shockwave. We observe the following facts about eq. (1.5a):

• Similar to the Vaidya case, there is a logarithmic dependence on ε, and the result is

inversely proportional to the Hawking temperature. These features are usually typical

of chaotic systems.

• There is a novel logarithmic dependence log(1 − ρ) on the location of the stretched

horizon. When the latter is taken closer to the cosmological horizon, the scrambling

time increases.

• The scrambling time depends on quantities associated with both the event horizons,

since Schwarzschild-de Sitter black holes are not in thermal equilibrium.6

• The expression contains universal information about dS geometries, since it applies to

the CV, CV2.0 and CA cases. Despite the different geometrical objects involved in

these conjectures, we might ultimately interpret this universality as a consequence of

the causal properties of dS space. Indeed, the Penrose diagram grows taller after the

insertion of matter perturbations [95], allowing for causal contact between the static

patches.

6Indeed, stationary observers in Schwarzschild-de Sitter background experience thermal radiation from both

the horizons, unless they are very close to one of them. In such case, the corresponding horizons provides a

dominant flux of thermal radiation.
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Outline. The paper is organized as follows. In section 2 we briefly review black hole so-

lutions in asymptotically dS space perturbed by a shockwave, including an analysis of their

causal structure. Of great importance is the introduction of the stretched horizon, which

defines a notion of time for the putative dual quantum theory. Section 3 contains the eval-

uation of the CA conjecture, including the time dependence of the WDW patch, a generic

analytic computation and a numerical analysis in certain examples. We show evidence for

the existence of the switchback effect. Next, we investigate the CV conjecture in section 4, by

studying the time evolution of the maximal surface and of its induced volume. We show that

the switchback effect is realized in this setting, too. We summarize our results and discuss

possible future developments in section 5. Appendices A and B are devoted to additional

technical details on the evaluation of CA and CV proposals, respectively.

2 Geometric preliminaries

Black hole solutions in asymptotically dS space present an interesting causal structure, com-

posed in the general case by an inflating region with a cosmological horizon and by a black

hole patch with a corresponding event horizon. We review the main features of these geome-

tries in subsection 2.1. We then proceed to perturb them with the insertion of a spherically-

symmetric shockwave in subsection 2.2, which describes a transition between black holes with

different masses. In view of the computation of geometric observables in the context of static

patch holography, we define in subsection 2.3 the stretched horizon, i.e., the location where

a putative dual quantum theory should be defined.

2.1 Schwarzschild-de Sitter black hole

2.1.1 General dimensions

Schwarzschild-de Sitter (SdS) black hole in d+1 dimensions provides a maximally symmetric

solution of vacuum Einstein’s equation in the presence of a positive cosmological constant,

coming from the action [6, 96, 97]

I =
1

16πGN

∫
dd+1x

√−g (R− 2Λ) , Λ =
d(d− 1)

2L2
, (2.1)

In terms of static coordinates, the metric reads

ds2 = −f(r)dt2 +
dr2

f(r)
+ r2dΩ2

d−1 , f(r) = 1− 2m

rd−2
− r2

L2
, (2.2)

where L is the dS curvature radius, m a parameter related to the asymptotic mass of the black

hole (e.g., see [8, 98] for more details), dΩ2
d−1 is the line element of the spherical sections Sd−1,

and f(r) is referred to as the blackening factor. In this coordinate system, r = ∞ represents

the location of timelike infinities I±, while r = 0 corresponds to the singularity of the black

hole.
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In any number of dimensions, the choicem = 0 leads to empty dS space with cosmological

horizon of radius L. In this work we will generically assume d ≥ 2 and m ∈ (0,mcr), where

the critical mass and radius are defined as follows:

mcr ≡
rd−2
cr

d
, rcr ≡ L

√
d− 2

d
. (2.3)

In this regime, the blackening factor admits two real roots rh < rc corresponding to a black

hole horizon (the smaller one) and a cosmological horizon (the larger one).

The case d = 2 is special because the critical mass (2.3) vanishes, there is only a cosmo-

logical horizon, and the black hole singularity disappears. We will treat this case separately

below. Another peculiar configuration is the Nariai geometry, obtained as the limiting case

m = mcr where the two roots of the blackening factor approach each other, i.e., rh → rc.

Since the blackening factor f(r) is infinitesimal in this regime, the proper distance between

the two event horizons does not vanish. An appropriate analysis of this near-horizon limit

requires a rescaling of the coordinates, and one can ultimately map the Nariai geometry to

dS2 × Sd−1 (e.g., see [99–101] for more details). We leave the study of this configuration for

future investigations.

The SdS background presents a non-vanishing temperature and entropy associated with

the thermal radiation from both the event horizons, given by [6]

Th(c) =
1

4π

∣∣∣∣∂f(r)∂r

∣∣∣∣
r=rh(c)

Sh(c) =
Ωd−1r

d−1
h(c)

4GN
. (2.4)

In terms of the horizon radii, the Hawking temperatures read [102]

Th = d
r2cr − r2h
4πrhL2

, Tc = d
r2c − r2cr
4πrcL2

. (2.5)

For any mass parameter in the range m ∈ (0,mcr), we find Th > Tc, implying that the

background is out of equilibrium.7

Next, we discuss the causal structure of the spacetime. A priori, the coordinate system

in eq. (2.2) only covers the static patch, i.e., the region outside the black hole and inside the

cosmological horizon. In order to analytically extend the geometry beyond the horizons, we

introduce the Eddington-Finkelstein (EF) (also called null) coordinates

u = t− r∗(r) , v = t+ r∗(r) , (2.6)

defined in terms of the tortoise coordinate

r∗(r) =

∫ r

r0

dr′

f(r′)
. (2.7)

7There are few cases when an asymptotically dS geometry is in thermal equilibrium and presents a unique

global temperature: in empty dS space (m = 0), in three dimensions (d = 2), and in the Nariai limit (m → mcr)

[99, 103].
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In this expression, r0 is an arbitrary constant that we can always select such that r∗(r →
∞) = 0.8 After performing the change of variables (2.6), the metric in EF form reads

ds2 = −f(r)du2 − 2dudr + r2dΩ2
d−1 . (2.8)

The maximal analytic extension of the geometry is achieved by using Kruskal coordinates

(U, V ), which are defined in the static patch by the following transformations

Uc = e
u
ℓ , Vc = −e−

v
ℓ , Uh = −e−

u
ℓ , Vh = e

v
ℓ . (2.9)

where ℓ is an arbitrary length scale (for instance, one can choose ℓ = L). To cover all the

geometry, here we introduced two sets of Kruskal variables: (Uh, Vh) cover the patch with

r ∈ (0, rc), while (Uc, Vc) cover the region with r ∈ (rh,∞). Both the coordinate systems are

well-defined in the static patch r ∈ (rh, rc), where one is allowed to move from one chart to

the other. The Penrose diagram of the SdS background is depicted in fig. 1. In the following,

we will refer to the left side of the causal diagram (containing the cosmological horizon) as

the cosmological patch, and to the right side (containing the black hole horizon) as the black

hole patch.
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Figure 1: Penrose diagram of SdSd+1 space in dimensions d ≥ 3, in the regime m ∈ (0,mcr). rh
denotes the black hole horizon and rc the cosmological horizon. Black arrows denote the orientation

of the Killing vector ∂t.

Next, we focus on the case d = 2, where most of the concrete examples in this work will

be given.

2.1.2 Three dimensions

In dimension d = 2, the blackening factor f(r) in eq. (2.2) simplifies to

f(r) = 1− 8GNE − r2

L2
, (2.10)

8When d = 2 or if the mass vanishes, the same choice of the integration constant also implies r∗(r → 0) = 0.
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where we conventionally rescaled the mass parameter in terms of the energy E of the solution

as m ≡ 4GNE [97, 104]. As anticipated below eq. (2.3), this geometry admits a single

(cosmological) event horizon located at

rc = aL , a ≡
√
1− 8GNE . (2.11)

The geometry is in thermal equilibrium with Hawking temperature and entropy determined

by

TSdS3 =
a

2πL
, SSdS3 =

πaL

2GN
. (2.12)

The case E = 0 corresponds to empty dS space and it is the solution with maximal entropy.

Notice that whenever a mass m ̸= 0 is introduced in empty dS space, it is possible to extract

entropy, but only up to a maximal value (such that the square root in eq. (2.11) remains real).

In three dimensions, the worldline associated with matter located at the origin r = 0 of dS

space creates a defect. Indeed, the SdS3 black hole can be obtained as a discrete quotient of

empty dS space with a conical deficit. This identification can be made explicit by performing

the following change of coordinates

t̃ = a t , r̃ =
r

a
, θ̃ = a θ , (2.13)

which maps the SdS3 geometry to dS3 with cosmological horizon of length L. For this reason,

the Penrose diagram of the three-dimensional black hole solution is the same as empty dS

space, see fig. 2. The only difference is the existence of a conical singularity arising due to

the change in the periodicity of the angular coordinate, which now presents a deficit angle

αdef = 2π (1− a) at the origin.
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Figure 2: Penrose diagram of three-dimensional SdS background. The blue lines represent the

cosmological horizons (r = L), the horizontal black lines are the future and past timelike infinity I±

(at r = ∞) and the vertical black lines represent the north pole (right) and the south pole (left),

located at r = 0 along the worldline of an observer.
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The topology of the background is R×Sd. The vertical black lines on the far right (left)

side of the picture represent the worldlines of two observers located on the north (south) pole,

located at r = 0. A horizontal cross section in the causal diagram corresponds to the spatial

sphere Sd. The region delimited by r ∈ [0, rc) is the static patch, i.e., the portion in causal

contact with an observer at the corresponding pole. The curves at constant radial coordinate

depicted in the static patch in fig. 2 represent the timelike trajectories of inertial observers,

and will be used in subsection 2.3 to define the stretched horizon.

In this geometry, null directions are identified by the EF coordinates (2.6) with tortoise

coordinate

r∗(r) =
L

2a
log

∣∣∣∣aL+ r

aL− r

∣∣∣∣ . (2.14)

2.2 Perturbation with shockwaves

The main goal of this work is to understand how SdS space reacts to perturbations. This

operation can be performed at the level of the bulk geometry by inserting a shockwave sourced

by null matter propagating along a spherically symmetric null surface [90–93]. The result of

this procedure is to induce a transition between a black hole with mass m1 and another black

hole with mass m2, where the label 1 refers to the region before the shockwave insertion, while

2 denotes the region after the shockwave. From a physical perspective, these backgrounds

can be envisioned as toy models for the outside of a spherically symmetric star, where the

shockwave carries a certain amount of mass away from the star.

By requiring that the pulse of null matter satisfies the null energy condition (NEC), we

obtain that the mass always decreases in SdS space [86]. Equivalently, there is a transition

between event horizons such that rc1 ≤ rc2 and rh1 ≥ rh2. In particular, the increase of the

radius of the cosmological horizon will be crucial for the existence of special configurations of

the geometric objects characterizing holographic complexity in this work.

The metric with the shockwave perturbation reads

ds2 = −F (r, u)du2 − 2drdu+ r2dΩ2
d−1 , (2.15)

F (r, u) = f1(r) (1− θ(u− us)) + f2(r)θ(u− us) , (2.16)

where us is the constant null coordinate along which the shockwave propagates, and θ is the

Heaviside distribution. The regions before and after the shockwave are separately described

by the metric (2.2), each with its mass parameter. In other words, the blackening factor is

given by

u < us : F (r, u) = f1(r) = 1− 2m1

rd−2
− r2

L2
,

u > us : F (r, u) = f2(r) = 1− 2m2

rd−2
− r2

L2
.

(2.17)

Accordingly, the tortoise coordinate is defined by

r∗(r) =

∫ r

r0,1

dr′

f1(r′)
(1− θ(u− us)) +

∫ r

r0,2

dr′

f2(r′)
θ(u− us) , (2.18)
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where eq. (2.7) has been separately used in each side of the geometry.

The Penrose diagram of this geometric setting is depicted in fig. 3. Let us stress that the

coordinates r and u are continuous across the shockwave, while the time t and the outgoing

null coordinate v are discontinuous, as a consequence of the jump in the blackening factor.
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Figure 3: Penrose diagram of the SdS black hole in the presence of a shockwave in d+ 1 dimensions

for d > 2. rc1, rc2 and rh1, rh2 corresponds to the cosmological and black hole horizons before and

after the shockwave, respectively.

Finally, it is convenient to introduce the following dimensionless parameter ε associated

with the energy carried by the shockwave:

ε ≡
{
1− E2/E1 SdS3

1−m2/m1 SdSd+1 (d ≥ 3).
(2.19)

The NEC implies that ε ∈ [0, 1]. In particular, a light shockwave corresponds to ε ≪ 1.

2.3 Stretched horizons

2.3.1 Definition in asymptotic dS geometries

The stretched horizon rst is defined as a timelike surface at constant r in the coordinate system

with metric (2.2). According to static patch holography in empty dS space, the stretched

horizon should be located just inside the cosmological horizon, and it plays an important role

as the location where a putative dual quantum system is defined [11, 18, 24, 25, 45, 46, 105].

In the case of the SdS black hole, timelike surfaces at constant r are parametrized by

rst = (1− ρ)rh + ρrc , ρ ∈ [0, 1] , (2.20)

such that rst approaches the black hole horizon when ρ → 0, and the cosmological horizon

when ρ → 1. Of course the latter limit is of greater interest in the context of static patch

holography, but it is useful to keep ρ arbitrary in order to interpolate the region between the

two event horizons. To justify the choice (2.20), we remark that the central dogma for black

holes and for inflationary geometries state that the unitary evolution of the dual quantum
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system should be encoded by the region inside the cosmological horizon and outside the black

hole one. Furthermore, freely falling observers in the static patch (satisfying the requirement

f ′(r) = 0) evolve along worldlines which coincide with the stretched horizon.

In principle, stretched horizons can be defined in multiple ways inside the SdS back-

ground, since the geometry can be periodically extended, resulting in the existence of several

static patches [89]. In view of the applications to static patch holography, in the remainder of

this work we will only consider the case where the stretched horizon is located in the cosmo-

logical patch of the SdS background. Moreover, we will adopt for simplicity the symmetric

configuration where r = rst on both sides of the cosmological patch. Since all the geometric

observables (such as codimension-one maximal surfaces and the WDW patch) are anchored

to the stretched horizons, it is not restrictive to only study the spacetime region in the cos-

mological patch contained between the two stretched horizons, as depicted in fig. 4. For this

reason, from now on we will cut away from any Penrose diagram the spacetime region lying

beyond the stretched horizons, and ignore the black hole patch.

r
=
r
c r

=
r c

r = ∞

r = ∞

Figure 4: Symmetric configuration of the stretched horizons (in purple) located in the cosmological

patch of the SdS geometry. The grey arrows represent the orientation of the Killing vector ∂t.

We identify the time coordinates running upwards along the left and right stretched

horizons as the boundary times (tL, tR) of the dual quantum theory. The orientation of the

Killing vector ∂t, associated with the invariance of the metric (2.2) under translations of the

bulk time tbulk, determines the following relations

tbulk =

{
−tL on the left stretched horizon

tR on the right stretched horizon
(2.21)

Furthermore, the Killing vector ∂t generates a boost symmetry such that the conjectured dual

state is invariant under the shift

tL → tL +∆t , tR → tR −∆t . (2.22)

While the two boundary times (tL, tR) are independent, we can synchronize them by means

of a spacelike codimension-one surface connecting the stretched horizons. Using the boost
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invariance (2.22), it is then always possible to choose

t

2
≡ tR = tL , (2.23)

that will be referred to as symmetric time configuration in the remainder of the paper.

In this setting, it is important to observe that the shockwave intersects just the right

stretched horizon. This defines a boundary time coordinate tR = −tw associated with the

insertion of the pulse of null energy, that we choose to satisfy the identity

us = −tw − r∗2(r
st
2 ) , (2.24)

where us is the constant value of the null coordinate along which the shock propagates. Since

we will describe in subsection 2.3.2 different prescriptions to define the stretched horizon,

including cases where the time coordinate is not continuous along it, we specify that the time

−tw is always measured after the shockwave insertion. Following the idea that we only depict

the region in the geometry contained within the stretched horizons, the Penrose diagram

corresponding to this setting is reported in fig. 5.
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Figure 5: Penrose diagrams of SdS black hole in the presence of a shockwave. The location of the

right stretched horizon before and after the shockwave insertion is determined according to any of the

prescriptions outlined in subsection 2.3.2.

2.3.2 Definition in the presence of shockwaves

When the asymptotic dS background (2.2) is perturbed by a shockwave, there exist various

guiding principles (motivated by certain physical reasons) that make the definition of the

stretched horizon more involved. In the following, we are going to present the main possibili-

ties. First of all, one may simply require that the stretched horizon is still defined by a surface

at constant radial coordinate, unaffected by its intersection with the shockwave. While this

is a reasonable working assumption, it has the undesired property that a stretched horizon

located within the static patch rst < rc1 before the shockwave insertion, cannot approach the
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larger cosmological horizon rc2 after crossing the shockwave.9 Since the degrees of freedom

of the dual quantum theory predicted by static patch holography live inside the cosmological

horizon and very close to it, we will instead define the stretched horizons in such a way to

avoid the previous issue.

We propose the following prescriptions:

• Constant redshift. The stretched horizon is a surface of constant cosmological redshift

with respect to an observer located on a timelike surface at constant radius. In practice,

one can devise a physical experiment where light rays are exchanged between a source

and a detector, in such a way to keep the cosmological redshift fixed. This possibility

was carefully analyzed in section 3.1 of [86].

• Continuous time across the shock. The stretched horizon is located at (a different)

constant value of the radial coordinate before and after the shockwave insertion, in such

a way that the bulk time coordinate running along it is continuous when crossing the

shock. This prescription was studied in section 3.2 of [86].

• Constant proper acceleration. The stretched horizon is a surface generated by a

Killing flow where the proper acceleration is radially directed and has constant norm.

Contrarily to the previous prescriptions, this condition is local.

In reality, the specific prescription of the stretched horizon is not important, since they

all lead to qualitatively similar results. Instead, we stress the universal features that they

share, which will play an important role for our investigations:

• The stretched horizon is located at a fixed radial coordinate in the early past and in

the far future, i.e., when |tL| = |tR| ≫ L.

• There is a limit of certain parameters ρi such that the stretched horizons approach the

respective cosmological horizon, before and after the shockwave insertion.

While we argued that the specific choice of the stretched horizon among the previous

possibilities is not important, for concreteness we will work with the constant redshift pre-

scription. The shockwave does not enter the left side of the cosmological patch, therefore we

will simply keep the radial coordinate of the left stretched horizon to be a constant defined

below, i.e., r = rst1 . On the right side, the analysis of section 3.1 in [86] gives

rst =


rst1 ≡ (1− ρ1)rh1 + ρ1rc1 if tR ≪ L

Rst(t) otherwise

rst2 ≡ (1− ρ2)rh2 + ρ2rc2 if tR ≥ −tw

(2.25)

9Notice that this remark only applies when the shockwave is inserted at finite boundary time −tw. When

the shock propagates along the cosmological horizon (tw → ∞), rc remains the same in all the geometry, and

therefore there is no jump of the stretched horizon. This is the case studied in [87].
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where Rst(t) is a time-dependent function that can be computed numerically. In particular,

one can show that whenever one of the ρi goes to 1, the same is also true for the other

parameter. Since the time-dependence at times tR ≲ −tw makes the shape of the stretched

horizon complicated, in the remainder of the paper we will only focus on the regime tR ≥
−tw. This case is also more relevant to study the influence of the shockwave on geometric

observables.

3 Complexity=action

We evaluate the CA conjecture using static patch holography in the SdS background per-

turbed by a shockwave, see eq. (2.15). After highlighting the geometric features of the WDW

patch in subsection 3.1, we compute the action in subsection 3.2, providing several plots in

concrete examples in subsection 3.3. In subsection 3.4, we show evidence of a cosmological

switchback effect for asymptotically dS geometries in two ways: by studying the time du-

ration of a regime where CA conjecture is approximately constant, and by computing the

complexity of formation.

3.1 WDW patch

The WDW patch is defined as the bulk domain of dependence of a spacelike surface attached

to the stretched horizons defined in subsection 2.3. In the case of the asymptotically dS

geometry with shockwave (2.15), a detailed analysis of the WDW patch was performed in

section 4 of reference [86], to which we refer the reader for an exhaustive treatment. In this

work, we will introduce the definitions and review the main results necessary to study the

time evolution of CA.

Holographic complexity conjectures involving the WDW patch are divergent in asymp-

totically dS space whenever the top (bottom) joint delimiting the null boundaries intersects

future (past) timelike infinity I+(I−). For this reason, we introduce cutoff surfaces located

at constant radial coordinate r = rmax both in the future and past regions of the cosmological

patch of SdS space.10 For practical convenience, we parametrize

rmax =
rc1
δ

. (3.1)

Divergences arise when the regulator is removed, i.e., in the limit δ → 0.

3.1.1 Special positions of the WDW patch

The WDW patch is depicted in fig. 6. We highlight the following special positions in the

Penrose diagram, which are relevant to the time evolution of CA conjecture:

• rs is the intersection between the bottom-right boundary of the WDW patch and the

shockwave (rs ≤ rc2);

10A priori, one can pick two different regulators rmax,1 ̸= rmax,2 at past and future infinity. It turns out that

such a choice does not lead to additional meaningful insights compared to the results obtained in this work.
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Figure 6: Representation of the WDW patch in SdS black hole perturbed by a shockwave. The

cosmological horizons before and after the shockwave insertion are rc1 and rc2, respectively. Special

positions of the Penrose diagram are denoted as rm1, rm2 (bottom and top joints of the WDW patch)

and as rs, rb (intersections of the past and future null boundaries of the WDW patch with the shock-

wave).

• rb is the intersection between the top-left boundary of the WDW patch and the shock-

wave (rb ≥ rc1);

• rm1 is the past joint of the WDW patch;

• rm2 is the future joint of the WDW patch.

These special positions are implicitly defined by the following equations, obtained by com-

puting the null coordinates delimiting the boundaries of the WDW patch:

tR + tw = 2r∗2(rs)− 2r∗2(r
st
2 ) , (3.2a)

tL − tw = r∗1(r
st
1 ) + r∗2(r

st
2 )− 2r∗1(rb) , (3.2b)

tL − tw = 2r∗1(rm1)− 2r∗1(rs)− r∗1(r
st
1 ) + r∗2(r

st
2 ) , (3.2c)

tR + tw = 2r∗2(rb)− 2r∗2(rm2) . (3.2d)

The time derivatives of these identities determine the time evolution of the WDW patch. At

constant tL we get

drs
dtR

=
f2(rs)

2
,

drb
dtR

= 0 ,
drm1

dtR
=

f1(rm1)

2

f2(rs)

f1(rs)
,

drm2

dtR
= −f2(rm2)

2
, (3.3)

while at constant tR we find

drs
dtL

= 0 ,
drb
dtL

= −f1(rb)

2
,

drm1

dtL
=

f1(rm1)

2
,

drm2

dtL
= −f2(rm2)

2

f1(rb)

f2(rb)
. (3.4)
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3.1.2 Universal critical times of the WDW patch

The above-mentioned special positions in the Penrose diagram define critical times occurring

when the shape of the WDW patch changes. Here we only focus on the universal critical

times reported in fig. 7, i.e., that occur during the time evolution independently of the energy

ε of the shockwave and the time −tw when it is inserted on the right stretched horizon. There

exist certain special configurations of the WDW patch, always occurring when the shockwave

is inserted very far in the past (tw ≫ L), where the future and past joints of the WDW patch

move inside the cosmological horizon. We will reserve their treatment for subsection 3.1.3.

(a) t = tc1. (b) t = tc2.

𝑟𝑏

(c) t = tc3.

Figure 7: Critical times of the WDW patch. (a) Time tc1 when the past joint rm1 intersects the

surface located at r = rmax close to I−. (b) Time tc2 when the future joint rm2 intersects the surface

located at r = rmax close to I+. (c) Time tc3 when the special position rb of the WDW patch intersects

the surface located at r = rmax close to I+.

For simplicity, let us assume from now on that the boundary times along the stretched

horizons are symmetric, as in eq. (2.23). First of all, there is a trivial critical time tc0
corresponding to the instant when the shockwave is inserted from the right stretched horizon,

that is

tc0 = −2tw . (3.5)

According to the prescription where the cosmological redshift is constant (presented in sub-

section 2.3), the stretched horizon is time-dependent at times t < tc0. In this work, we will

avoid the technical difficulties involved with such regime and focus only on the case t ≥ tc0,

when the WDW patch crosses the shockwave.

Next, let us compute the critical times represented by the configurations in fig. 7:

1. The critical time tc1 happens when the bottom joint of the WDW patch crosses the

past cutoff surface, i.e., when rm1 = rmax. Summing and subtracting eqs. (3.2a) and

(3.2c) leads to the identities

tw = r∗1(rs) + r∗2(rs) +
1
2r

∗
1(r

st
1 )− 3

2r
∗
2(r

st
2 )− r∗1(rmax) , (3.6a)

tc1 = 2tw − 4r∗1(rs) + 4r∗1(rmax)− 2r∗1(r
st
1 ) + 2r∗2(r

st
2 ) . (3.6b)
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Concretely, one solves the first equation for rs at fixed tw, and then plugs the result

inside the second equation to find the critical time.

2. The critical time tc2 corresponds to the instant when the top joint of the WDW patch

crossing the future cutoff surface, i.e., when rm2 = rmax. Similar manipulations of

eqs. (3.2b) and (3.2d) give

tw = r∗1(rb) + r∗2(rb)− r∗2(rmax)− 1
2r

∗
1(r

st
1 )− 1

2r
∗
2(r

st
2 ) , (3.7a)

tc2 = −2tw + 4r∗2(rb)− 4r∗2(rmax) . (3.7b)

3. The critical time tc3 happens when the special position rb of the WDW patch reaches

the cutoff surface close to I+, in other words rb(tc3) = rmax. Using eq. (3.2b), this gives

tc3 = 2tw + 2r∗1(r
st
1 ) + 2r∗2(r

st
2 )− 4r∗1(rmax) . (3.8)

The critical times defined above satisfy the hierarchy summarized in table 1. Depending

on the insertion time of the shockwave, tc0 and tc1 can change the ordering, while the other

critical times always have a definite order. Since we are only interested in the regime t ≥ tc0
after the shockwave insertion, we will focus on the case reported in the first row of the table.

We checked that the configuration in the second row leads to similar qualitative features for the

CA conjecture, therefore it does not add other meaningful physical insights on the problem.

Finally, we anticipate that the critical times tc1, tc2 will play a crucial role in subsection 3.4

to show the existence of the switchback effect for CA conjecture.

Choice of parameters Time ordering

tw ≫ L tc0 tc1 tc2 tc3

tw ≪ L tc1 tc0 tc2 tc3

Table 1: Hierarchy between the critical times.

3.1.3 Special configurations of the WDW patch

The insertion of a shockwave in an asymptotically dS geometry brings the two static patches in

causal contact [95]. Technically, this feature is associated with the fact that the NEC implies

rc1 ≤ rc2, contrarily to the AdS counterpart [67, 68]. This phenomenon ultimately leads to

the existence of special configurations of the WDW patch, shown in fig. 8, corresponding to

the top (or bottom) joints moving inside the cosmological horizon. We will instead refer to

a standard configuration whenever both the top and bottom vertices of the WDW patch sit

outside the cosmological horizon.
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(a) (b) (c)

Figure 8: Special configurations of the WDW patch. (a) The position rs of the WDW patch sits in

the range [rc1, rc2]. (b) The position rb sits in the range [rc1, rc2]. (c) Both rs, rb are located in the

region [rc1, rc2].

The transition from a standard to a special configuration of the WDW patch occurs in

correspondence of the following critical times:11

• The critical time tc,s happens when rs = rm1 = rc1. When t ≥ tc,s, the bottom joint

rm1 moves inside the past cosmological horizon (see fig. 8(a)).

• The critical time tc,b happens when rb = rm2 = rc2. When t ≤ tc,b, the top joint rm2

moves inside the future cosmological horizon (see fig. 8(b)).

The existence and the hierarchy between these novel critical times vary with the choice of

the parameters (ρ, ε, tw). If the inequality tc,s ≤ tc,b is true, then there is a time interval t ∈
[tc,s, tc,b] when both the top and bottom joints of the WDW patch sit inside the cosmological

horizon, as depicted in fig. 8(c). Only during this regime (if it occurs), there may exist two

more critical times tc,st1 and tc,st2 such that the following conditions are simultaneously met:

• The special positions of the WDW patch satisfy rs = rb.

• The bottom joint of the WDW patch crosses the stretched horizon, i.e., rm1 = rst1 .

• The top joint of the WDW patch crosses the stretched horizon, i.e., rm2 = rst2 .

We stress that the critical times tc,st1 and tc,st2 always come in pair. In other words, if

one of them exist, so does the other. During the time interval t ∈ [tc,st1, tc,st2], the WDW

patch takes the shape depicted in fig. 9.

The critical times introduced in this subsection satisfy the hierarchies summarized in

table 2. The first row is true because the critical times tc,st only exist when both the special

11For the purposes of this work, the only relevant information carried by these critical times is the hierarchy

described in table 2 below. Therefore, we refer the reader to sections 4.4 and 4.5 of [86] for the explicit

equations, while here we only report the definitions.
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Figure 9: Shape of the WDW patch during the regime t ∈ [tc,st1, tc,st2].

positions rs, rb of the WDW patch are located inside the cosmological horizon. The second

row holds because the critical time tc1(tc2) requires the bottom (top) joint of the WDW patch

to reach the cutoff surface near I−(I+), therefore cannot coexist with a configuration where

both of them sit behind the cosmological horizon. Finally, we point out that for large enough

tw, the configuration in fig. 9 always exists. This is crucial to realize the switchback effect in

asymptotically dS geometries, as we will show in subsection 3.4, and it is a consequence of

the causal connection between stretched horizons generated by the shockwave insertion.

Comparison Time ordering

Hierarchy with fig. 8(a) and 8(b) tc,s tc,st1 tc,st2 tc,b

Hierarchy with fig. 7(a) and 7(b) tc1 tc,st1 tc,st2 tc2

Table 2: Hierarchies involving the critical times tc,st1, tc,st2 defined by the shape shown fig. 9 for

the WDW patch. In the first row, the comparison is done with respect to the critical times tc,s and

tc,b defining the beginning of the regimes in fig. 8(a) and 8(b), respectively. In the second row, the

comparison is done with the standard configurations in fig. 7(a) and 7(b).

3.2 General computation of the action

We apply the CA conjecture to compute holographic complexity in the shockwave geometry

(2.15) as the on-shell gravitational action IWDW evaluated in the WDW patch

CA =
IWDW

π
, IWDW =

∑
X

IX , X ∈ {B,GHY,N ,J , ct} . (3.9)

The terms IX composing the gravitational action, listed in references [63, 64], are the follow-

ing:
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• The bulk term is given by the Einstein-Hilbert action

IB =
1

16πGN

∫
WDW

dd+1x
√−g (R− 2Λ) , (3.10)

where R is the Ricci scalar and Λ the cosmological constant.

• The Gibbons-Hawking-York (GHY) term, evaluated on codimension-one timelike

(spacelike) boundaries, reads

IGHY =
εt,s
8πG

∫
Bt,s

ddx
√
hK , (3.11)

where h is the induced metric determinant and K the trace of the extrinsic curvature.

The overall sign is εt = 1 if the boundary Bt is timelike and εs = −1 if Bs is spacelike.

• The term denoted with IN in eq. (3.9) is evaluated on codimension-one null surfaces.

For the purposes of this work it is sufficient to state that it is proportional to the

acceleration κ along the congruence of null geodesics composing the null boundary,

therefore it vanishes whenever we use an affine parametrization.

• Codimension-two joint terms arise from the intersection of two codimension-one sur-

faces. They are given by [63]

IJ =
εa

8πG

∫
J
dd−1x

√
γ a , (3.12)

where a is defined below for the case of interest in this work, i.e., when at least one

codimension-one null boundary is involved. Here γ is the induced metric along the

codimension-two joint, while the pre-factor εa = ±1 depends on the orientation of

the null normals to the intersecting surfaces, according to the prescription defined in

references [63, 64]. The explicit expression for the integrand is

a =


log |t · k| if t timelike

log |n · k| if n spacelike

log
∣∣1
2kL · kR

∣∣ if kL,kR null

(3.13)

• To ensure the invariance of the full action under reparametrizations, one needs to include

a counterterm on codimension-one null boundaries defined as

Ict =
1

8πG

∫
Bn

dλdd−1x
√
γΘ log |ℓctΘ| , (3.14)

where λ is the parameter along the congruence of null geodesics composing the surface,

and γ the induced metric determinant along the orthogonal directions.12 Finally, Θ is

the expansion of the geodesics, and ℓct an arbitary length scale. Its value will be fine-

tuned to impose certain properties for the gravitational observable under consideration.

12The parameter λ chosen to compute eq. (3.14) must be the same used to compute IN .
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The next step is to compute the time evolution of CA conjecture, in particular by cal-

culating its rate in the symmetric case (2.23). The discussion outlined in subsection 3.1 has

shown that the WDW patch evolves according to the plot reported in fig. 10, where we only

consider boundary times after the shockwave insertion, i.e., t ≥ tc0. The strategy will be to

compute holographic complexity during the intermediate regime t ∈ [tc1, tc2], when the top

and bottom joints of the WDW patch do not reach the cutoff surfaces close to timelike infinity,

see fig. 10(b). This setting is important because it contains a regime where complexity shows

a plateau, responsible for the geometric realization of the switchback effect. Furthermore, the

special configurations of the WDW patch discussed in subsection 3.1.3 can only occur during

this intermediate step of the time evolution. The computation of CA in the other regimes is

performed in appendix A.

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 10: Time evolution of the WDW patch in asymptotically dS space with a shockwave. (a)

Times tc0 ≤ t < tc1 after the shockwave insertion, when the bottom joint of the WDW patch sits

behind the past cutoff surface. (b) Intermediate times tc1 ≤ t < tc2 when both the vertices of the

WDW patch are located outside the cosmological horizons. (c) Times tc2 ≤ t < tc3 when the top

joint sits behind the future cutoff surface. (d) Late times t ≥ tc3 when rb sits behind the future cutoff

surface.
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3.2.1 Bulk term

Since the Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian is constant in the geometry (2.15), the bulk term in

the action is directly proportional to the CV2.0 conjecture, i.e., the spacetime volume of the

WDW patch

IB =
d

8πGNL2
VWDW =

d

8π
C2.0V . (3.15)

This identity immediately entails that we can use the computations performed in section 5 of

[86], where the time dependence of CV2.0 was studied in details, to find the corresponding

evolution of the bulk action. We will not need to use the explicit expression of the integrated

bulk term IB; the interested reader can find it by taking eqs. (5.2), (5.3), (5.7) and (5.8) in

[86], and then applying the identity (3.15). Here we directly report the rate of growth of the

bulk term in the symmetric case (2.23), that is

dIB
dt

=
Ωd−1

16πGNL2

[
rdm2

(
1 +

f1(rb)

f2(rb)

)
− rdm1

(
1 +

f2(rs)

f1(rs)

)
+rdb

(
1− f1(rb)

f2(rb)

)
− rds

(
1− f2(rs)

f1(rs)

)]
.

(3.16)

This expression is valid during the intermediate time regime t ∈ [tc1, tc2] for any configuration

of the WDW patch, either standard or special (see discussion in subsections 3.1.2 and 3.1.3).

The only exception is provided by the setting where both the top and bottom joints sit inside

the cosmological horizon, as depicted in fig. 9. In the latter case, the rate reads

dIB
dt

=− Ωd−1

16πGNL2

[
(rst2 )

d

(
1 +

f1(rb)

f2(rb)

)
− (rst1 )

d

(
1 +

f2(rs)

f1(rs)

)
+rdb

(
1− f1(rb)

f2(rb)

)
− rds

(
1− f2(rs)

f1(rs)

)]
.

(3.17)

As a rule of thumb, we get this expression by performing the limit rm1 → rst1 , rm2 → rst2
of eq. (3.16), and then reversing the overall sign. This is nothing but a way to account for

the joints of the WDW patch moving behind the stretched horizon, and the position of rs, rb
being exchanged in this case.

3.2.2 Boundary terms

For notational convenience, we define the combination of boundary terms as

Ibdy ≡ IGHY + IN + IJ + Ict . (3.18)
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The details of its computation are presented in appendix A.1, with the total boundary term

obtained in eq. (A.7). Using the derivatives (3.3)–(3.4), we then get the rate

dIbdy
dt

=
Ωd−1

32πGN

{
(d− 1)f1(rm1)

(
f2(rs)

f1(rs)
+ 1

)
(rm1)

d−2 log

∣∣∣∣ (rm1)
2

f1(rm1)ℓ2ct(d− 1)2

∣∣∣∣
−(d− 1)f2(rm2)

(
f1(rb)

f2(rb)
+ 1

)
(rm2)

d−2 log

∣∣∣∣ (rm2)
2

f2(rm2)ℓ2ct(d− 1)2

∣∣∣∣
−f ′

1(rm1) (rm1)
d−1

(
f2(rs)

f1(rs)
+ 1

)
+ f ′

2(rm2) (rm2)
d−1

(
f1(rb)

f2(rb)
+ 1

)
−(d− 1)f2(rs) (rs)

d−2 log

∣∣∣∣f2(rs)f1(rs)

∣∣∣∣+ (rs)
d−1

(
f ′
1(rs)f2(rs)

f1(rs)
− f ′

2(rs)

)
+(d− 1)f1(rb) (rb)

d−2 log

∣∣∣∣f1(rb)f2(rb)

∣∣∣∣− (rb)
d−1

(
f ′
2(rb)f1(rb)

f2(rb)
− f ′

1(rb)

)}
.

(3.19)

As required by the reparametrization invariance of the action, this expression is independent

of the ambiguity in normalizing the normals to the null boundaries of the WDW patch, while

it depends on the counterterm length scale ℓct. If the critical times tc,st defined in section

3.1.3 exist, during the regime delimited by them we get the rate

dIbdy
dt

=
Ωd−1

32πGN

{
(d− 1)f2(rs) (rs)

d−2 log

∣∣∣∣f2(rs)f1(rs)

∣∣∣∣
−(rs)

d−1

(
f ′
1(rs)f2(rs)

f1(rs)
− f ′

2(rs)

)
− (d− 1)f1(rb) (rb)

d−2 log

∣∣∣∣f1(rb)f2(rb)

∣∣∣∣
+(rb)

d−1

(
f ′
2(rb)f1(rb)

f2(rb)
− f ′

1(rb)

)
− (rst1 )

d−2

2

(
f2(rs)

f1(rs)
+ 1

)[
2(d− 1)f1(r

st
1 ) + rst1 f

′
1(r

st
1 )

]
+
(rst2 )

d−2

2

(
f1(rb)

f2(rb)
+ 1

)[
2(d− 1)f2(r

st
2 ) + rst2 f

′
2(r

st
2 )

]}
,

(3.20)

obtained by differentiating eq. (A.14) with respect to a symmetric boundary time. This

result cannot be achieved from eq. (3.19) in a simple way because the change in shape of the

WDW patch, depicted in fig. 9, implies that there are additional GHY terms compared to

the standard case.

3.2.3 Hyperfast growth

A common feature to several complexity conjectures in dS space is the hyperfast growth,

which corresponds to the complexity (and its rate) becoming divergent at a finite boundary

time [81]. While it is difficult in general to find an analytic expression for complexity, it is

easier to work with its rate. We therefore study the limit t → t−c2 (approached from below)

of the complexity rate to study whether there is a divergence. According to the hierarchy

reported in table 2, it is clear that this limit always happens when the WDW patch does not
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assume the special configuration in fig. 9.13 In such case, the bulk action is given by eq. (3.16),

and the boundary term is (3.19). To check whether the complexity rate is divergent when

the WDW patch approaches I+, we perform a series expansion around rm2 = ∞. This gives

lim
t→t−c2

dCA
dt

=
Ωd−1

32π2GNL2
(d− 1)(rm2)

d

(
f1(rb)

f2(rb)
+ 1

)
log

[
L2

ℓ2ct(d− 1)2

]
+ finite . (3.21)

The leading divergence contributing to the bulk action gets cancelled by part of the joint

contribution coming from the top vertex of the WDW patch. However, there is a residual

contribution from the counterterm on null boundaries which makes the complexity rate diver-

gent, precisely when rm2 approaches the cutoff surface r = rmax, and the regulator is removed

(δ → 0) to reach future timelike infinity I+. This shows that the hyperfast growth happens

at the same critical time tc2 as for the CV2.0 conjecture [86].

One can check that the following identity holds

f1(rb)

f2(rb)
+ 1 ≥ 0 . (3.22)

This is trivial if rb ≥ rc2, and can be confirmed numerically otherwise. The complexity rate

(and therefore complexity itself) is positively divergent if the counterterm length scale satisfies

ℓct <
L

d− 1
. (3.23)

This requirement is the same that fixes the positivity of complexity in empty dS space [81].

A similar analysis can be carried out to show that CA has a hyperfast time derivative

when approaching the first critical time from above, i.e., t → t+c1. In such case, the condition

(3.23) implies that the rate is negatively divergent, opposite to the previous limit.

3.3 Explicit examples

We provide numerical plots for the time dependence of CA, whose rate was computed in

subsection 3.2 (at intermediate times) and in appendix A.2 (for later times). We specialize

to the three-dimensional setting (d = 2) for practical convenience, but we checked that

the qualitative behaviour of complexity is the same in other dimensions. In the following,

we consider various choices of the parameters describing the geometry and the shockwave

insertion. Let us summarize the main features of CA case by case:

• In fig. 11 only the standard configuration of the WDW patch occurs. The plot is similar

to empty dS space, with a plateau region at intermediate times and a linear behaviour

for early and late times, as a consequence of the regularization with a cutoff surface

close to timelike infinity [81].

13At the cost of being pedantic, we stress that the reasoning in this subsection will apply to both the standard

configurations of the WDW patch in fig. 7, and to the special configurations depicted in figs. 8(a) and 8(b).

In other words, the critical times tc,s and tc,b in table 2 do not affect the present discussion.
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• In fig. 12 there is a regime when the special configuration in fig. 9 of the WDW patch

appears. This makes the plateau region longer, and there is a kink when the joints of

the WDW patch cross the stretched horizons.

• Fig. 13 shows a situation similar to the previous bullet, but here we further increase

the insertion time of the shockwave tw to clearly show that complexity can become

negative in the plateau region. We will discuss in detail this peculiar phenomenon

below eq. (3.35) and in the conclusions (subsection 5.1).
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Figure 11: (a) Complexity computed according to the CA proposal as a function of time in d = 2.

We fix L = 1, ρ = 0.5, tw = 2, δ = 0.05, GNE1 = 0.02, ℓct = 1/3 and ε = 0.1, according to the definition

(2.19). (b) Focus on the plateau regime during the interval t ∈ [tc1, tc2].

-10 -5 0 5 10 15 20 25

0

2000

4000

6000

8000

10000

(a)

-6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6

0

10

20

30

40

50

(b)

Figure 12: (a) Complexity computed according to the CA proposal as a function of time in d = 2.

We fix L = 1, ρ = 0.99, tw = 6, δ = 0.05, GNE1 = 0.02, ℓct = 1/3 and the quantity ε = 0.01 defined

in eq. (2.19). The parameters are chosen such that the plateau is in the regime where its duration is

growing linearly as a function of tw (see discussion in subsection 3.4). (b) Focus on the intermediate

interval t ∈ [tc1, tc2].

In general, the rate of the action (not reported explicitly in the plots) is discontinuous at

the critical times tc1, tc2. Technically, this is a consequence of the fact that the rate depends on

the counterterm length scale at intermediate times t ∈ [tc1, tc2], but the corresponding terms

in the action get replaced by GHY terms independent of ℓct for early and later times (see
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Figure 13: (a) Complexity computed according to the CA proposal as a function of time in d = 2.

We fix L = 1, ρ = 0.99, tw = 10, δ = 0.05, GNE1 = 0.02, ℓct = 1/3 and the quantity ε = 0.1 defined in

eq. (2.19). (b) Focus on the time interval t ∈ [tc1, tc2], when complexity can become negative.

appendix A.2 for the computation of the boundary complexity at early and late times). One

can fine-tune the counterterm scale such that the rate is continuous, and use this criterion as

a way to remove the ambiguity in the definition of CA.14 In the remainder of the paper, we

will keep ℓct generic and show that the switchback effect occurs independently of its specific

value.

3.4 Cosmological switchback effect (action)

We employ the results obtained for CA conjecture to show two manifestations of the switch-

back effect in asymptotically dS geometries.

3.4.1 Plateau of complexity

We have shown in eq. (3.21) (and text below) that the rate of growth of CA is divergent

at the critical times tc1, tc2 in the limit when the regulator δ is removed. Since holographic

complexity is not divergent during the interval t ∈ [tc1, tc2], and it is much smaller compared

to the other phases of the evolution, we refer to the behaviour of CA in the intermediate time

regime as a plateau of complexity. We measure the duration of the plateau using the quantity

tpl ≡ tc2 − tc1 . (3.24)

Since the critical time tc1(tc2) is only characterized by the geometric feature that the bottom

(top) joint of the WDW patch reaches timelike infinity I−(I+), we conclude that the duration

of the plateau in the CA case is the same as for CV2.0. We refer to sections 6.1.1, 6.2.1 and

6.3 of [86] for a detailed analysis of the latter, but we summarize here the main results. Using

eqs. (3.6b) and (3.7b), we get the formal expression

tpl = −4tw − 4 (r∗2(rmax) + r∗1(rmax)) + 4 (r∗2(rb) + r∗1(rs)) + 2
(
r∗1(r

st
1 )− r∗2(r

st
2 )

)
, (3.25)

14The same phenomenon happens in empty dS space without shockwaves [81].
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where rs is computed using eq. (3.6a), while rb is taken from eq. (3.7a). Numerical plots for

the duration of the plateau can be obtained in any dimensions, but for simplicity we show

two examples for d = 2 in fig. 14.
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Figure 14: Duration of the plateau regime (3.24) as a function of the insertion time of the shockwave,

for various choices of ε defined in eq. (2.19) in d = 2. (a) We fix L = 1, δ = 0.05, GNE1 = 0.02 and

ρ = 0.5 . The dotted lines corresponds to the curves tpl = 4(tw−t∗) with scrambling time in eq. (3.27).

(b) Same plot, but using the parameter ρ = 0.99 instead.

Notice that numerical ranges when the critical times satisfy tc1 < tc0 are excluded in these

plots because they involve a computation of CA with time-dependent stretched horizon (see

discussion in subsection 2.3), which is technically challenging. We highlight that the duration

of the plateau starts from a constant value independent of ε, and then always increases

when the shockwave is inserted earlier in the past, until a linear regime is asymptotically

approached. This linear regime at tw ≫ L describes a scrambling time t∗ given by15

tpl = 4(tw − t∗) . (3.26)

One can analytically compute the scrambling time in dimensions d = 2, 3, see eqs. (6.7) and

(6.18) in [86]. For the purposes of this work, we report the three-dimensional result

tSdS3∗ =

(
L

4a1
+

3L

4a2

)
log

(
1− ρ

1 + ρ

)
+

L

2

(
1

a1
+

1

a2

)
log

(
a1 + a2
a2 − a1

)
, (3.27)

where a was defined in eq. (2.11). It is relevant to notice that this expression is valid for any

choice of the parameters (ρ, ε).

In general dimensions, the analytic expression for the scrambling time can only be ob-

tained in the following double scaling limit

ε → 0 , ρ → 1 ,
1− ρ

ε
fixed . (3.28)

The result reads

t
SdSd+1
∗ =

1

2πTc1
log

(
1− ρ

βrcrε
(rc1 − rh1)

)
+O(1− ρ, ε) , (3.29)

15The scrambling time is the interval it takes for a perturbation to spread into the system.
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where the critical radius and the constant β are defined by16

rcr ≡ L

√
d− 2

d
, rc2 = rc1 + βrcr ε+O(ε2) . (3.30)

The existence of a scrambling time that shortens the duration of the plateau is a manifestation

of the switchback effect in the presence of shockwaves inserted at finite boundary time in

a black hole geometry [62, 67, 68]. The main features of this result are discussed in the

introduction, below eq. (1.6).

3.4.2 Complexity of formation

Another geometric observable that acts as a diagnostic of the switchback effect is the com-

plexity of formation, defined as the difference of complexity in the presence of a shockwave,

compared to that of empty dS space (without a shock), i.e.,

∆C = C (SdSshockwave)
∣∣
tL=tR=0

− C(dS)
∣∣
tL=tR=0

. (3.31)

Since the critical times of the WDW patch numerically satisfy the relation tc1 < 0 < tc2, we

need to evaluate the total complexity in the intermediate time regime, setting tL = tR = 0.

In order to study the time delay corresponding to the switchback effect, we focus on the

regime when the shockwave is inserted in the far past, i.e., very close to the past cosmological

horizon. As it was observed for the computation of CV2.0 conjecture in reference [86], the

limit tw → ∞ in the intermediate regime of evolution leads to the special configuration of the

WDW patch depicted in fig. 9.

In dimensions d ≥ 2, this implies that the bulk contribution to the action reads

IB(0) =
dΩd−1

8πGNL2

[∫ rb

rst2

dr rd−1
(
tw + 2r∗2(r

st
2 )− 2r∗2(rb)

)
+

∫ rs

rb

dr rd−1
(
tw + 2r∗2(r

st
2 )− 2r∗2(r) + 2r∗1(r)− 2r∗1(rs)

)
+

∫ rb

rst1

dr rd−1
(
tw + r∗1(r

st
1 ) + r∗2(r

st
2 )− 2r∗1(rs)

)]
,

(3.32)

while the boundary term (A.14) becomes

Ibdy(0) =
Ωd−1

8πGN

{
(rs)

d−1 log

∣∣∣∣f2(rs)f1(rs)

∣∣∣∣+ (rb)
d−1 log

∣∣∣∣f1(rb)f2(rb)

∣∣∣∣
+
(rst2 )

d−2

2

(
tw − 2r∗2(rb) + 2r∗2(r

st
2 )

) [
2(d− 1)f2(r

st
2 ) + rst2 f

′
2(r

st
2 )

]
+
(rst1 )

d−2

2

(
tw − 2r∗1(rs) + r∗1(r

st
1 ) + r∗2(r

st
2 )

) [
2(d− 1)f1(r

st
1 ) + rst1 f

′
1(r

st
1 )

]}
.

(3.33)

16Comparing with eq. (1.5b) in the introduction, here we defined α = βrcr.
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In the following, we show that in the regime tw ≫ L, there is a linear approximation with a

delay characterizing the switchback effect. Technical details of the approximation are collected

in appendix A.3. In three dimensions, the computation can be analytically performed without

any assumption on (ρ, ε), giving

[CA]d=2 (0) ≈
1

8πGN

(
1− 5ρ2

) (
a21 + a22

)
(tw − t∗) , (3.34a)

t∗ =
L

a21 + a22

[
1

2

(
a1 + 2a2 +

a21
a2

)
log

(
1− ρ

1 + ρ

)
+ (a1 + a2) log

(
a1 + a2
a2 − a1

)]
. (3.34b)

In higher dimensions, analytic results for large insertion times of the shockwave are only

available in the case of small black holes rh/rc ≪ 1 and after applying the double scaling

limit (3.28). We find

CA(0) ≈
Ωd−1

16π2GN

[
5d(1− ρ2)− 8

]
(tw − t∗) , (3.35a)

t∗ ≈ rc1 log

(
rc1
βrcr

1− ρ

ε

)
=

1

2πTc1
log

(
rc1
βrcr

1− ρ

ε

)
, (3.35b)

where β and rcr were defined in eq. (3.30). First of all, one can check that the three-

dimensional case (3.34b) reduces to eq. (3.35b) if we perform the double scaling limit (3.28)

in d = 2. Second, the scrambling time (3.35b) coincides with eq. (3.29) in the case of

light black holes with rh/rc ≪ 1. Therefore, this result is yet another manifestation of the

switchback effect in cosmological spacetimes. In this case, it provides a delay in the increasing

of complexity when the shockwave is inserted earlier from the right stretched horizon.

We report the numerical plots of the complexity of formation for two cases in fig. 15 and

16. The action conjecture presents a switchback effect with the same scrambling time obtained

for the CV2.0 conjecture [86]. The only change is in the overall prefactor of the complexity

of formation, as a consequence of the inclusion of the boundary terms. Interestingly, this

quantity is always negative for big enough ρ, contrarily to the positivity that we found in the

CV2.0 case. If we interpret the complexity of formation as measuring the difficulty to build

a state in a dual quantum picture, this would imply that the insertion of a shockwave makes

this task easier to perform.

We point out that a negative complexity of formation is not a novelty in the context

of holography: in the CV case it happens in geometries violating the assumptions of the

theorems proposed in [106], while in the CA case it happens for AdS black holes [65]. The main

difference in this setting is that CA itself (before any subtraction with other backgrounds) is

negative for a stretched horizon satisfying ρ2 > 5d−8
5d , see eq. (3.35a). This phenomenon does

not happen in empty dS space [81], instead it is a consequence of inserting the shockwave

far enough in the past (tw ≫ L), such that the special configuration in fig. 9 occurs. This is

clear by observing that CA in figs. 15 and 16 becomes negative after a kink, which signals

the transition to the special configuration of the WDW patch where the joints lie behind
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the stretched horizon.17 This outcome might be a manifestation of the fact that shockwaves

in asymptotically dS space bring the static patches into causal contact, making possible the

communication between two otherwise spacelike-separated stretched horizons [95].
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Figure 15: (a) Complexity at t = 0 as a function of tw, for various choices of ε at fixed d = 2, L =

1, ρ = 0.5, GNE1 = 0.02, ℓct = 1/3. The dashed lines represent the linear approximation in eqs. (3.34a)

and (3.34b). (b) Same plot for the complexity of formation.
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Figure 16: (a) Complexity at t = 0 as a function of tw, for various choices of ε at fixed d = 2, L =

1, ρ = 0.99, GNE1 = 0.02, ℓct = 1/3. The dashed lines represent the linear approximation in eqs. (3.34a)

and (3.34b). (b) Same plot for the complexity of formation.

17Indeed, notice that at the critical times tc,st (defined in subsection 3.1.3) when the top and bottom joints

of the WDW patch lie precisely on the stretched horizon, CA vanishes identically.
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4 Complexity=volume

We compute the CV conjecture in the perturbed SdS background (2.15), using static patch

holography. General properties of the maximal codimension-one slice anchored at the

stretched horizons are introduced in subsection 4.1, and are then employed to determine

the time evolution of the volume in subsection 4.2. We analytically show the existence of a

hyperfast growth. Subsection 4.3 collects numerical plots confirming this trend, and exhibit-

ing a regime where complexity is approximately constant. Finally, we show the existence of

a switchback effect in subsection 4.4, by analyzing the duration of the plateau regime.

4.1 General analysis

In the shockwave geometry (2.15) with blackening factor (2.17), we decompose the computa-

tion of holographic complexity according to the CV conjecture (1.1) as

CV = CV 1 + CV 2 , CV i ≡
Vi

GNL
(i = 1, 2) (4.1)

Despite the discontinuity when traversing the shockwave, each spacetime region (labelled as

i = 1, 2) is a SdS background with its usual symmetries, that we can exploit to simplify the

computation.

Any codimension-one surface with maximal volume in a geometry of the form (2.2) ex-

tremizes the following functional

Vi = Ωd−1

∫
ds rd−1

√
−fiv̇2 + 2v̇ṙ = Ωd−1

∫
ds rd−1

√
−fiu̇2 − 2u̇ṙ , (4.2)

where we introduced a radial paramater σ along the surface, running from the left to the

right side of the Penrose diagram, and we defined the derivative · ≡ d/dσ. Due to the

reparametrization invariance of the problem, we select the convenient gauge choice√
−fiv̇2 + 2v̇ṙ =

√
−fiu̇2 − 2u̇ṙ = rd−1 . (4.3)

In each black hole region the variable u (or v) is cyclic, therefore there exists a conserved

momentum given by

Pi =
rd−1 (ṙ − fiv̇)√
−fiv̇2 + 2v̇ṙ

=
rd−1 (−ṙ − fiu̇)√

−fiu̇2 − 2u̇ṙ
, (4.4)

which, after using the parametrization choice (4.3), simplifies to

Pi = ṙ − fiv̇ = −ṙ − fiu̇ . (4.5)

We use the identities (4.3) and (4.5) to solve for the derivatives

ṙ±[Pi, r] = ±
√

fi(r)r2(d−1) + P 2
i , (4.6a)

u̇±[Pi, r] =
−ṙ − Pi

fi(r)
=

1

fi(r)

(
−Pi ∓

√
fi(r)r2(d−1) + P 2

i

)
, (4.6b)

– 32 –



v̇±[Pi, r] =
ṙ − Pi

fi(r)
=

1

fi(r)

(
−Pi ±

√
fi(r)r2(d−1) + P 2

i

)
, (4.6c)

where the symbols ± always refer to an increasing (decreasing) value of the radial coordinate

r when moving from the left to the right side of the extremal surface. The maximization

problem is determined by two boundary conditions: the coordinate times tL and tR along the

stretched horizons where the surface is attached. However, in the symmetric case (2.23), it

will be convenient to trade the choice of tL = tR with fixing P1 instead.

By integrating in the vicinity of the shockwave the second-order differential equations

induced from the functionals (4.2) with blackening factor F (u, r) in eq. (2.17), we find that

u̇ is continuous, while ṙ jumps as follows:

ṙ2(rsh) = ṙ1(rsh)−
u̇(rsh)

2
[f2(rsh)− f1(rsh)] , (4.7)

where rsh denotes the intersection of the extremal surface with the shockwave. By exploit-

ing the definition (4.5), this implies a jump of the conserved momentum when crossing the

shockwave, i.e.,

P2 = P1 −
u̇(rsh)

2
[f2(rsh)− f1(rsh)] . (4.8)

To determine the shape of the maximal surface, we need to consider various cases according

to the existence or not of a turning point (i.e., a point where ṙ = 0), and depending on the

surface passing through the future or past exterior regions to the cosmological horizon.

Using eq. (4.6a), if a turning point rt,i in the i-th region exists, it is defined by

P 2
i + fi(rt,i)r

2(d−1)
t,i = 0 . (4.9)

Next, we compute the time dependence of the maximal volume.

4.2 Time evolution of the volume

The following observations on the shape that a maximal surface can take in the geometry

(2.15) hold:

1. If a turning point exists, it can only be located in the exterior of the cosmological

horizon, i.e., rt,i ≥ rc,i. This can be checked by analyzing the real and positive roots of

eq. (4.9) with blackening factor (2.17).

2. When P1 > 0, the maximal surface passes through the future exterior of the cosmological

horizon, while when P1 < 0, it goes through the past exterior. When P1 = 0, the

slice crosses the bifurcation surface. This result is a direct consequence of expressing

the conserved momentum (4.5) as Pi = −fi(r)ṫ, together with the observation that

fi(r) < 0 outside the cosmological horizon.

3. A maximal surface passing through the past exterior of the cosmological horizon neces-

sarily admits a turning point in region 1, due to the boundary condition that the slice

is attached to the stretched horizons on the two sides of the geometry.
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Several configurations for the maximal surface consistent with the previous observations

are possible, as classified in appendix B. However, a numerical analysis shows that only few

configurations occur during the time evolution. We depict them in fig. 17.
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Figure 17: Relevant shapes for the time evolution of the extremal surface, corresponding to cases

A-C in appendix B. The configuration (b) only exists for certain choices of the parameters of the

geometry, in particular when tw ≫ L.

The configurations (a) and (c) always describe early (t ≳ −2tw) and late (t ≫ L) times

of the evolution, while case (b) may happen or not depending on the parameters (ρ, ε, tw)

characterizing the geometry. When the shock is inserted in the far past (tw ≫ L), the shape

(b) always occurs at intermediate times (t ≃ 0).

We refer the reader to appendix B for the details on the evaluation of the maximal

surfaces. Here we only report the relevant definitions and results. For convenience, we

introduce the quantities

τi[Pi, r] ≡
1

fi(r)
− Pi

fi(r)
√
fi(r)r2(d−1) + P 2

i

, Ri[Pi, r] ≡
r2(d−1)√

fi(r)r2(d−1) + P 2
i

. (4.10)

In this way, the boundary times can be expressed as

tR + tw =

−
∫ rt,2
rsh

dr τ2[−P2, r] +
∫ rt,2
rst2

dr τ2[P2, r] cases (a), (c)∫ rsh
rst2

dr τ2[P2, r] case (b)
(4.11a)

tL − tw =

r∗1(r
st
1 ) + r∗2(r

st
2 )− 2r∗1(rt,1) +

∫ rt,1
rst1

dr τ1[P1, r] +
∫ rt,1
rsh

dr τ1[P1, r] cases (a), (b)

r∗1(r
st
1 ) + r∗2(r

st
2 )− 2r∗1(rs) +

∫ rsh
rst1

dr τ1[P1, r] case (c)

(4.11b)

Holographic complexity, computed according to the CV conjecture as in eq. (4.1), is given

by

CV 1 ≡
Ωd−1

GNL


∫ rt,1
rst1

dr R1[P1, r] +
∫ rt,1
rsh

dr R1[P1, r] case (c)∫ rs
rst1

dr R1[P1, r] cases (a), (b)
(4.12a)
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CV 2 ≡
Ωd−1

GNL


∫ rt,2
rst2

dr R2[P2, r] +
∫ rt,2
rsh

dr R2[P2, r] case (a)∫ rsh
rst2

dr R2[P2, r] cases (b), (c)
(4.12b)

Finally, one can show that the rate of evolution of complexity for all the configurations reads

dCV
dt

=
Ωd−1

GNL

(
P1

dtL
dt

+ P2
dtR
dt

)
=

Ωd−1

2GNL
(P1 + P2) , (4.13)

the latter equality corresponding to the symmetric case (2.23).

4.2.1 Hyperfast growth

We analytically show that the CV conjecture admits a hyperfast growth in the future (past)

when a turning point reaches future (past) timelike infinity I+(I−). To evaluate the volume

precisely, we introduce a regulator r = rmax as in eq. (3.1) to define the maximal radial

coordinate that the turning point can reach, and we will send rmax → ∞ at the end of the

computation. By virtue of eq. (4.9), there is an associated critical momentum P̄i given by

P̄ 2
i =

(rmax)
2d

L2
+O

(
r2(d−1)
max

)
, (4.14)

which clearly diverges (|P̄i| → ∞) when the regulator is removed. In this limit, it is clear

from the definition (4.10) that any integral involving Ri[P̄i, r] vanishes, unless it is evaluated

close to timelike infinity. Therefore, the only non-vanishing contributions to the volume (4.12)

come from the following terms∫ rt,i

dr Ri[P̄i, r] ≈
∫ rmax

dr
Lr2(d−1)√

(rmax)2d − r2d
=

L(rmax)
d−1

2d

√
πΓ

(
2d−1
2d

)
Γ
(
2d+1
2d

) . (4.15)

The result (4.15) manifestly shows that the CV conjecture (4.1) diverges when rmax → ∞.

Since in this regime |P̄i| → ∞, we immediately conclude that the rate (4.13) is divergent,

too.18

In conclusion, we have analytically argued that the CV proposal and its rate are divergent

when the turning point approaches timelike infinity, similar to what happens in empty dS

space [81]. A numerical analysis revealed us that the time evolution of CV is described by

maximal surfaces with the shape depicted in fig. 17, where the early times are governed by

the configuration (a), while the late times by case (c). Both cases admit one turning point,

therefore CV reaches a regime where it is divergent.

In relation to the CA proposal analyzed in section 3, we point out that the limit |Pi| → ∞
leads to a configuration where the extremal surface becomes null, approaching the same shape

given by the null boundaries of the WDW patch. For this reason, the configuration (a) in

fig. 17 approaches the form of the bottom boundaries of the WDW patch depicted in fig. 6,

with rsh → rs. Similarly, in case (c) the extremal surface approaches the top boundaries of

the WDW patch, with rsh → rb.

18One can show by using eq. (4.8) that whenever P1 → ±∞, the same is true for P2.

– 35 –



To complete the proof that the volume admits hyperfast growth, we need to show that

the divergences occur at finite critical times. We will prove this statement in subsection 4.4.

Before that, we will provide further evidence for the hyperfast growth via a numerical analysis

of CV in subsection 4.3.

4.3 Explicit examples

We numerically investigate the CV conjecture (4.1) in the case of the metric (2.15). Since

the numerical analysis turns out to be challenging, we will implement the following list of

simplifying assumptions:

• We focus on the case d = 2, where an analytic solution to the integrals in eqs. (4.11)

can be obtained in terms of the incomplete elliptic function of the third kind Π. The

qualitative features of CV that we are going to discuss persist independently of the

number of dimensions.

• We restrict to times t ≥ −2tw, when the right stretched horizon is time-independent.

Notice that the time-dependent regime of the stretched horizon is less interesting be-

cause it occurs before the shockwave insertion.

• We will only plot the CV conjecture during the interval t ∈ [tc1, tc2] when the turning

points do not reach timelike infinity I±. This regime is relevant to study the switchback

effect.19 To explore times outside such regime, one should modify the CV prescription

as in section 5 of [81].

• We will not provide a numerical analysis of the case tc1 ≤ −2tw, since it is difficult to

achieve it by fine-tuning the geometric parameters, and it does not lead to additional

physical insights.

We report a numerical plot of the time dependence of complexity in fig. 18(a) and of its

time derivative in fig. 18(b) for a certain choice of the parameters. The volume becomes

positively divergent in correspondence of two critical times tc1 and tc2, as anticipated above.

Accordingly, the rate is negatively divergent in the past and positively divergent in the future,

while it is very small in the middle part of the time evolution. The maximal surface only

assumes two configurations: (a) in the past and (c) in the future. The former case corresponds

to the existence of a turning point in the region before the shockwave insertion, while the

latter to a turning point after the shockwave. These results are similar to the cases of empty

dS without shocks [81] and to the regime without special configurations of the WDW patch

in the CV2.0 and CA computation for SdS with shockwaves (see [86] and fig. 11).

We depict the time dependence of the volume and its rate for another choice of the

parameters with bigger insertion time tw of the shockwave in fig. 19(a) and fig. 19(b). In

this case, at intermediate times we find the existence of an additional regime governed by the

19The precise definition of tc1, tc2 in the CV case will be given in subsection 4.4.
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Figure 18: Time dependence of CV conjecture for symmetric times (2.23) in the SdS3 background

with shockwaves. We set L = 1, 8πGNE1 = 0.01, ε = 0.01, tw = 4, ρ = 0.5. The red part refers to the

maximal surface assuming the configuration (a), while the blue part refers to case (c) in fig. 17.

shape (b) for the maximal surface, whose intersection with the shockwave lies in the interval

rsh ∈ [rc1, rc2]. This regime makes the plateau region longer, and occurs as a consequence of

the Penrose diagram of asymptotically dS space getting taller in the presence of a positive

pulse of null energy. Therefore, this result parallels the similar phenomenon that happens

for CV2.0 and CA when the special configurations of the WDW patch appear (see [86] and

fig. 12).20
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Figure 19: Time dependence of CV conjecture for symmetric times (2.23) in the SdS3 background

with shockwaves. We set L = 1, 8πGNE1 = 0.01, ε = 0.01, tw = 8, ρ = 0.5. The red part refers to the

maximal surface assuming the configuration (a), the magenta refers to case (b), and the blue part to

case (c) in fig. 17.

In summary, a numerical analysis revealed the following main features:

20Heuristically, the absence of turning points in configuration (b) for the CV case parallels the fact that the

joints of the WDW patch move behind the stretched horizons in the configuration 9 for the CA case.

– 37 –



• A hyperfast growth, i.e., a divergent complexity and rate at finite times tc1, tc2. This

result is analytically validated by the discussion below eq. (4.15), where we have shown

that configurations (a) and (c) lead to a hyperfast growth.

• A plateau regime where complexity is approximately constant. Its duration increases

when the shockwave is inserted earlier in the past, i.e., tw ≫ L.

These results match the analogous behaviour observed in the CV2.0 and CA case, see [86]

and subsection 3.3.

4.4 Cosmological switchback effect (volume)

In this subsection we show that the hyperfast growth occurs at finite boundary time, and we

analytically compute the duration of the plateau regime in general dimensions (d ≥ 2) when

tw ≫ L. This investigation will allow us to motivate the existence of a switchback effect for

the CV case.

We define the beginning of the plateau regime as the critical time tc1 when the turning

point in the configuration (a) of fig. 17 reaches past timelike infinity I−, i.e., rt,1 = ∞.

As discussed in subsection 4.2.1, this implies that the momenta achieve the critical values

P̄1, P̄2 → −∞. In this limit, we find

r∗1(∞) = 0 , lim
P̄1→−∞

∫ r2

r1

dr τ1[−P̄1, r] = 0 , (4.16a)

lim
P̄2→−∞

∫ r2

r1

dr τ2[P̄2, r] =

∫ r2

r1

dr
2

f2(r)
= 2r∗2(r2)− 2r∗2(r1) , (4.16b)

where the definitions of tortoise coordinate (2.7) and of the integrand (4.10) have been used,

and (r1, r2) denote two generic radial coordinates. By summing and subtracting eqs. (4.11a)–

(4.11b), and plugging in the limits (4.16), we get{
2tw − r∗1(r

st
1 ) + 3r∗2(r

st
2 )− 2r∗1(rsh1)− 2r∗2(rsh1) = 0

tc1 = 2tw − 4r∗1(rsh1)− 2r∗1(r
st
1 ) + 2r∗2(r

st
2 )

(4.17)

where we denoted with rsh1 the intersection of the maximal surface with the shockwave.

Next, we define the end of the plateau regime as the critical time tc2 when the turning

point in the configuration (c) of fig. 17 reaches future timelike infinity I+, i.e., rt,2 = ∞. In

this case, the momenta approach the critical values P̄1, P̄2 → ∞, leading to

r∗2(∞) = 0 , lim
P̄1→∞

∫ r2

r1

dr τ1[P̄1, r] = lim
P̄2→∞

∫ r2

r1

dr τ2[P̄2, r] = 0 , (4.18a)

lim
P̄2→∞

∫ r2

r1

dr τ2[−P̄2, r] =

∫ r2

r1

dr
2

f2(r)
= 2r∗2(r2)− 2r∗2(r1) . (4.18b)
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Summing and subtracting eqs. (4.11a)–(4.11b), together with the identities (4.18), gives{
2tw + r∗1(r

st
1 ) + r∗2(r

st
2 )− 2r∗1(rsh2)− 2r∗2(rsh2) = 0 ,

tc2 = −2tw + 4r∗2(rsh2) ,
(4.19)

where rsh2 is the intersection of the maximal surface with the shockwave in this configuration.

If we define the duration of the plateau as in eq. (3.24) and we plug in the results (4.17) and

(4.19), we find

tpl = −4tw + 4r∗1(rsh1) + 4r∗2(rsh2) + 2r∗1(r
st
1 )− 2r∗2(r

st
2 ) . (4.20)

Remarkably, this expression and the definitions of tc1, tc2 coincide with the definitions of the

corresponding critical times of the WDW patch, see eqs. (3.6b), (3.7b) and reference [86], after

we take the strict limit rmax → ∞. The only difference between the definitions of critical

times in the CV and CA cases is that in the former one rsh1 and rsh2 are the intersection

of the maximal surface with the shockwave, while in the latter case rs and rb correspond

to the intersection of the WDW patch with the shockwave. However, as we discussed below

eq. (4.15), in the limit |Pi| → ∞ these special positions coincide, i.e., rsh1 → rs and rsh2 → rb.

For this reason, by repeating the same analysis performed in sections 6.1.1, 6.2.1 and 6.3 of

[86], we conclude that the duration of the plateau coincides with the CV2.0 and CA cases,

leading to the results collected in eqs. (1.3) and (1.5a). This remarkable observation shows

that a switchback effect also occurs for the CV case, with exactly the same scrambling time

as the codimension-zero observables.

5 Discussion

5.1 Conclusions

We investigated the reaction of the CV and CA conjectures to the insertion of a shockwave

at finite boundary time in the SdS background. This analysis provides a follow-up of the

computation performed in reference [86] for CV2.0 proposal, and extends the study carried

out in [87] for a shockwave inserted along the cosmological horizon. Remarkably, we found

that CV, CV2.0 and CA conjectures all present a plateau regime around tL = tR = 0 where

they are approximately constant. The duration of the plateau increases when the shockwave

is inserted earlier in the past, until it approaches a linear asymptotic growth (1.3) with the

universal delay (1.5a). The shift provided by the scrambling time t∗ is a manifestation of

the switchback effect, which occurs for all the above-mentioned complexity conjectures in

dS space. A similar linear increase as a function of the insertion time tw of the shockwave

is also displayed by the complexity of formation in the CV2.0 (see [86]) and CA cases (see

subsection 3.4).21 In the limit when the shockwave is sent along the cosmological horizon,

21We expect that the same phenomenon happens for the complexity of formation in the CV case. However,

given the difficulty to perform a precise numerical analysis of this problem, we leave this topic for future

investigations.
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Complexity=volume Complexity=action

AdS
Turning points of the maximal surface

approach the event horizons

Top and bottom joints of the WDW

patch lie behind the singularities

dS
Turning points of the maximal surface

reach timelike infinities I±
Top or bottom joints of the WDW

patch reach timelike infinities I±

Table 3: Geometrical reason for the plateau regime of CV and CA conjectures for black holes per-

turbed by shockwaves in AdS and dS spacetimes.

we find the same conclusion obtained in reference [87], i.e., the beginning of the hyperfast

growth is always delayed.22

As reported in the discussion of [86], it is also relevant to observe that the scrambling

time (1.5a) further simplifies in the limit of small black holes rh ≪ rc, leading to the result

t
SdSd+1
∗ ≈ 1

2πTc1
log

(
(1− ρ)

(d− 1)Sc1

∆Sc1

)
, (5.1)

where Sc1 is the area entropy of the first cosmological horizon, and ∆Sc1 = Sc2 − Sc1 its

variation after the shockwave insertion. When the strength ε of the shockwave is chosen to

change the energy by a few thermal quanta ∆Sc1 ∼ d, then the scrambling time reduces to23

t
SdSd+1
∗ ≈ 1

2πTc1
log

(
d− 1

d
(1− ρ)Sc1

)
. (5.2)

In particular, the scrambling time is of order t∗ ∼ βc1 log(1/GN ), with βc1 being the inverse

temperature. This result describes a fast scrambling behaviour similar to black holes in AdS,

and it consistent with the computation of two-point functions in a dS setting analyzed in

[107], and with the out-of-order-correlators investigated in [108].

Our results share some analogies with AdS-Vaidya geometries [68], but they have a dif-

ferent geometrical origin, as summarized in table 3. Looking at the table by columns, we read

that the plateau regime is determined by the location of the turning point of the maximal

surface in the volume case, and by the top (bottom) joint of the WDW patch in the action

case. Reading by rows, we see that while in AdS geometry the plateau arises because these

special positions approach regions at finite radial coordinate (either the event horizon or the

singularity), instead in the dS geometry the plateau ends when the same special positions

reach timelike infinities I±.

Focusing on the linear increase (1.3) for the duration of the plateau, we notice that

a crucial role is played by the fact that a light ray crossing the shockwave brings the left

22More specifically, by choosing a special value of the energy along the shockwave as in eq. (A.6) of [86],

with the aim to send a light shockwave along the cosmological horizon, the scrambling time (1.5a) matches

with the computations performed in reference [87].
23The factor of d inside ∆Sc1 ∼ d is conventional, see eqs. (7.3)–(7.4) in reference [86].
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and right static patches into causal contact, thus allowing communication between the two

stretched horizons [95]. In the case of the codimension-zero complexity proposals (CV2.0

studied in [86] and CA in section 3), the plateau regime at large insertion times tw ≫ L is

characterized by the existence of special configurations of the WDW patch depicted in fig. 8.

In the CV setting (section 4), the plateau regime for a shockwave inserted in the far past is

governed by the special shape (b) of the maximal surface in fig. 20. In both cases, the above-

mentioned geometrical configurations only arise because in a dS geometry the cosmological

horizon grows after a shockwave insertion (rc1 ≤ rc2), contrarily to what happens in AdS

space. For this reason, we may ultimately associate the switchback effect with the causal

properties of dS space under matter perturbations with positive energy.

Finally, we discuss another important novelty carried by shockwaves in asymptotically

dS space: the CA observable is negative when the special configuration of the WDW patch in

fig. 9 occurs, see figs. 13, 15(a) and 16(a). First of all, we notice that this phenomenon does not

happen in asymptotically AdS spacetime, since in that case there is a time-independent UV

divergence coming from the fact that the WDW patch always reaches the timelike boundaries.

Since the prefactor of the leading divergence is controlled by the counterterm length scale, it

is always possible to choose an appropriate value of ℓct such that complexity is positive. In

asymptotically dS space, a similar divergence arises when the WDW patch reaches timelike

infinities I±, with its prefactor controlled again by ℓct, as observed in eq. (3.21). Since this

divergence is absent in the intermediate time regime t ∈ [tc1, tc2], it cannot be used to impose

a positive CA. Nonetheless, one can check that CA remains positive even in the intermediate

time regime, if the unperturbed empty dS or SdS solutions are considered [81, 89]. Negative

CA only arises when we first take a limit where the shockwave is inserted in the far past

(tw ≫ L), and then we consider a stretched horizon close enough to the cosmological one

(ρ → 1).24 We may attribute this peculiar behaviour to the causal properties of dS space

under perturbations, since these limits lead to the special configuration in fig. 9 of the WDW

patch.

If we aim to interpret the action as a holographic dual of complexity, an overall negative

sign is an unwanted feature because the number of gates generating a target state (or opera-

tor) is positive. There are several way outs to this problem. One possibility is that quantum

corrections might become important, since the regime in which CA becomes negative cor-

responds to the case where the geometric region delimited by the WDW patch is becoming

small. Another possibility is that holographic complexity in dS space is deeply different than

in AdS. For instance, it may happen that the desired reference state to which complexity is

compared is unusual (i.e., not a product state). We leave the interesting study of this puzzle

for future investigations.

24While in general dimension this result is only obtained in the double scaling limit (1.4), in three dimensions

we do not need to take any assumption on the energy ε carried by the shockwave.
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5.2 Future developments

The analysis presented in this work allowed us to further show that the switchback effect is

a universal feature of holographic complexity in asymptotically dS space. However, there are

several research questions that remain open, which we would like to address in the future:

1. Circuit interpretation. General features of the time evolution of complexity in fast-

scrambling systems are encoded by simple circuit models that reproduce the essential

properties observed in AdS geometries [5, 68, 109–111]. In references [45, 82], a circuit

model reproducing certain features related to the hyperfast growth of dS space was

proposed. We aim to reproduce the switchback effect and the scaling behaviour of its

scrambling time in this setting.

2. Dual quantum theory. It is believed that the dual quantum description of dS space

is a quantum mechanical theory with a finite-dimensional Hilbert space in a maxi-

mally mixed state. Recently, two proposals to understand the dual description of

three-dimensional dS space have been investigated: either in terms of T T̄ deforma-

tions [39–42], or by means of two copies of doubled-scaled SYK model with an energy

condition [47–51]. It would be interesting to exploit these techniques to get a better

understanding of the dual state, possibly reproducing the switchback effect. For in-

stance, it is not clear whether the microscopic realization of a shockwave in dS space

should be understood as a small perturbation to the original system. Some proposals

for complexity observables in the quantum mechanical setting have been advanced in

[112].

3. Universality of the cosmological switchback effect. While the program developed

in this paper and in [86] exhausted the study of “traditional” holographic complexity

conjectures (CV, CV2.0 and CA) in a SdS background perturbed by shockwaves at

finite boundary time, it would be interesting to consider the case of more general CAny

observables. The analysis performed in [94] showed that when the shockwave is inserted

along the cosmological horizon, the switchback effect arises independently of the late-

time behaviour of the complexity observables in dS space. We would like to check

whether the formula (1.5a) for the scrambling time is also valid for all the other CAny

observables, and if it holds when the shockwave is inserted at finite boundary time. This

points towards the possibility to prove a universal theorem in general relativity (along

the lines of [106]) that encodes the geometric properties leading to the switchback effect.

4. Holographic complexity with conformal boundary conditions. It was recently

observed that fixing the induced metric on a timelike surface does not lead to a well-

posed initial boundary value problem in general relativity [113, 114]. In particular,

the same problem arises when imposing Dirichlet boundary conditions on the stretched

horizon in dS space [115–117]. On the other hand, it was conjectured (and verified in

some cases, see, e.g., [114–118]) that conformal boundary conditions lead instead to a
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well-posed problem. It would be interesting to properly define holographic complexity

observables consistent with these novel requirements.

5. Centaur geometries and shockwaves. Centaur geometries provide a setting where

dS space is embedded inside AdS spacetime, which disposes of the standard timelike

boundary where the dual observables are naturally defined. Shockwaves have been

studied in these geometries in order to compute out-of-order correlators [119] (for the

original applications to the AdS case, see [120–122]). We aim to analyze holographic

complexity in centaur geometries perturbed by a shockwave in order to understand

whether the switchback effect is a solid property of dS space, in a different context than

static patch holography.

6. Other generalizations of the holographic setting. An immediate extension of the

holographic analysis that we performed would be to compute the complexity conjectures

at earlier times than the insertion of the shock (tR < −tw). This regime could be

relevant because the shock may still influence the geometric observables through the

fact that the stretched horizon is time-dependent. Another natural generalization of our

studies would be to consider the two-dimensional case. Since gravity is not dynamical,

shockwave solutions are different and do not involve a jump in the mass of the black

hole.

7. Causality properties of dS space. Since the switchback effect arose as a consequence

of geometric properties of dS space under the insertion of a null pulse of energy, we plan

to better understand the causality properties of dS space. For instance, a realization of

Gao-Wald theorems in terms of the Shapiro time delay of light rays crossing a shockwave

in SdS space was considered in [123]. We would like to elaborate on the relation between

this phenomenon and the behaviour of holographic complexity in the same setting.
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A Details for complexity=action

This appendix collects technical material associated with the computation of CA conjecture

in the geometry (2.15). We calculate the boundary terms during the intermediate time
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regime in subsection A.1. We consider the other regimes of the evolution of complexity in

subsection A.2.

A.1 Computation of the boundary terms in the intermediate regime

Let us consider the boundary terms (3.18) of the gravitational action at a fixed instant

t ∈ [tc1, tc2]. We assume that the WDW patch takes the configuration depicted in fig. 10(b).

The following computation also applies to any other shape reported in fig. 8, except for the

special case 9 in which the top and bottom joints move behind the stretched horizons. The

latter scenario will be studied separately below.

A.1.1 Standard configuration of the WDW patch

Codimension-one boundaries. In this configuration, there are no GHY terms. We choose

to describe the congruence of null geodesics generating the null boundaries of the WDW

patch and the shockwave with an affine parameter so that the acceleration vanishes.25 As

anticipated in the list of bullets below eq. (3.9), this implies that IN = 0.

Joint terms. There are several joints, all obtained by intersections of codimension-one null

boundaries. The outward-directed normal one-forms to the boundaries of the WDW patch

are given as follows26

TR : kTR
µ dxµ = αdu

∣∣∣
u=tR−r∗2(r

st
2 )

TL : kTL
µ dxµ =


−α′

(
du+ 2

f1(r)
dr
) ∣∣∣

v=−tL+r∗1(r
st
1 )

if r ≤ rb

−α̃′
(
du+ 2

f2(r)
dr
) ∣∣∣

v=−tw−r∗2(r
st
2 )+2r∗2(rb)

if r > rb

BR : kBR
µ dxµ =


−β̃′

(
du+ 2

f1(r)
dr
) ∣∣∣

v=−tw−r∗2(r
st
2 )+2r∗1(rs)

if r > rs

−β′
(
du+ 2

f2(r)
dr
) ∣∣∣

v=tR+r∗2(r
st
2 )

if r ≤ rs

BL : kBL
µ dxµ = βdu

∣∣∣
u=−tL−r∗1(r

st
1 )

(A.1)

where R denotes right, L left, T top, B bottom. In the previous expressions, α, α′, α̃′, β, β′, β̃′

are positive constants which parametrize the ambiguity in normalizing the null normals. In

order for the previous null normals to be affinely parametrized when crossing the shockwave,

we further require the conditions27

β′

β̃′
=

f2(rs)

f1(rs)
,

α̃′

α′ =
f2(rb)

f1(rb)
. (A.2)

25See eqs. (A.1) and (A.3) below for the specific parametrization.
26In order to pick the correct orientation for the normal one-forms, we remind that exactly one among the

null coordinates (u, v) flips sign whenever a horizon is crossed.
27The conditions (A.2) concretely come from requiring that the null-null joints evaluated at the special

positions rs (respectively rb) of the WDW patch vanish. See [67] for the derivation of this condition in the

asymptotically AdS case.
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The shockwave itself provides a null surface, whose corresponding normal one-forms are

ksµdx
µ =


γdu

∣∣∣
u=−tw−r∗2(r

st
2 )

if u > −tw − r∗2(r
st
2 )

−γdu
∣∣∣
u=−tw−r∗2(r

st
2 )

if u ≤ −tw − r∗2(r
st
2 )

(A.3)

where γ > 0, and the parametrization is chosen to be affine. However, it is important to stress

that the shockwave does not contribute to the codimension-one boundaries for the evaluation

of CA, because the bulk region inside the WDW patch is continuous. The jump in the Penrose

diagram (for instance, in fig. 6) is just an artifact of the way in which we depict the geometry,

i.e., to draw the horizons continuously.

Following the recipe (3.13) and the sign prescription in [63], we compute all the non-

vanishing joint contributions:

Irm1
J =

Ωd−1

8πGN
(rm1)

d−1 log

∣∣∣∣ ββ′f1(rs)

f2(rs)f1(rm1)

∣∣∣∣ , Irm2
J =

Ωd−1

8πGN
(rm2)

d−1 log

∣∣∣∣ αα′f2(rb)

f1(rb)f2(rm2)

∣∣∣∣ ,
(A.4a)

I
rst1
J = − Ωd−1

8πGN
(rst1 )

d−1 log

∣∣∣∣ α′β

f1(rst1 )

∣∣∣∣ , I
rst2
J = − Ωd−1

8πGN
(rst2 )

d−1 log

∣∣∣∣ αβ′

f2(rst2 )

∣∣∣∣ , (A.4b)

where the superscript denotes the radial coordinate of the joint under consideration.

Counterterm on null boundaries. To compute the counterterm (3.14) on null bound-

aries, we evaluate the expansion parameter Θ for all the congruences of null geodesics gener-

ating the boundaries of the WDW patch. The results read

TR : ΘTR = −α(d− 1)

r

TL : ΘTL =

{
−α′(d−1)

r if r ≤ rb

− α̃′(d−1)
r if r > rb

BR : ΘBR =

{
− β̃′(d−1)

r if r > rs

−β′(d−1)
r if r ≤ rs

BL : ΘBL = −β(d− 1)

r

(A.5)

By using these expressions, we correspondingly get the contributions

ITR
ct = − Ωd−1

8πGN

{
(rm2)

d−1

[
log

∣∣∣∣αℓct(d− 1)

rm2

∣∣∣∣+ 1

d− 1

]
− (rst2 )

d−1

[
log

∣∣∣∣αℓct(d− 1)

rst2

∣∣∣∣+ 1

d− 1

]}
,

(A.6a)

IBL
ct = − Ωd−1

8πGN

{
(rm1)

d−1

[
log

∣∣∣∣βℓct(d− 1)

rm1

∣∣∣∣+ 1

d− 1

]
− (rst1 )

d−1

[
log

∣∣∣∣βℓct(d− 1)

rst1

∣∣∣∣+ 1

d− 1

]}
,

(A.6b)
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IBR
ct = − Ωd−1

8πGN

{
(rm1)

d−1

[
log

∣∣∣∣∣ β̃′ℓct(d− 1)

rm1

∣∣∣∣∣+ 1

d− 1

]

−(rst2 )
d−1

[
log

∣∣∣∣β′ℓct(d− 1)

rst2

∣∣∣∣+ 1

d− 1

]
+ (rs)

d−1 log

∣∣∣∣β′

β̃′

∣∣∣∣} ,

(A.6c)

ITL
ct = − Ωd−1

8πGN

{
(rm2)

d−1

[
log

∣∣∣∣ α̃′ℓct(d− 1)

rm2

∣∣∣∣+ 1

d− 1

]
−(rst1 )

d−1

[
log

∣∣∣∣α′ℓct(d− 1)

rst1

∣∣∣∣+ 1

d− 1

]
+ (rb)

d−1 log

∣∣∣∣α′

α̃′

∣∣∣∣} .

(A.6d)

Total boundary term. Combining all the boundary terms as in eq. (3.9), we get

Ibdy =
Ωd−1

8πGN

{
(rm1)

d−1

[
log

∣∣∣∣ (rm1)
2

f1(rm1)ℓ2ct(d− 1)2

∣∣∣∣− 2

d− 1

]
+(rm2)

d−1

[
log

∣∣∣∣ (rm2)
2

f2(rm2)ℓ2ct(d− 1)2

∣∣∣∣− 2

d− 1

]
− (rst1 )

d−1

[
log

∣∣∣∣ (rst1 )
2

f1(rst1 )ℓ
2
ct(d− 1)2

∣∣∣∣− 2

d− 1

]
−(rst2 )

d−1

[
log

∣∣∣∣ (rst2 )
2

f2(rst2 )ℓ
2
ct(d− 1)2

∣∣∣∣− 2

d− 1

]
− (rs)

d−1 log

∣∣∣∣f2(rs)f1(rs)

∣∣∣∣− (rb)
d−1 log

∣∣∣∣f1(rb)f2(rb)

∣∣∣∣} .

(A.7)

As expected, the normalization of null normals all cancel in this computation, and the only

arbitrary scale entering the result is the counterterm parameter ℓct. In order to derive the

previous result, we used the identities (A.2).

A.1.2 Special configuration of the WDW patch

The configuration in fig. 9 requires a separate analysis.

GHY term. First of all, there are now timelike boundaries corresponding to the stretched

horizons. The spacelike one-form normal to them reads

nµdx
µ =

dr√
fi(rsti )

, (i = 1, 2) . (A.8)

Consequently, we obtain the GHY contributions

IRGHY =
Ωd−1

8πGN

(
tR + tw − 2r∗2(rb) + 2r∗2(r

st
2 )

) (rst2 )d−2

2

[
2(d− 1)f2(r

st
2 ) + rst2 f

′
2(r

st
2 )

]
, (A.9a)

ILGHY =
Ωd−1

8πGN

(
tw − tL − 2r∗1(rs) + r∗1(r

st
1 ) + r∗2(r

st
2 )

) (rst1 )d−2

2

[
2(d− 1)f1(r

st
1 ) + rst1 f

′
1(r

st
1 )

]
,

(A.9b)

where L(R) denote the left (right) stretched horizons.
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Joint terms. The null boundaries of the WDW patch are now composed by four parts,

corresponding to the following normal one-forms:

TR : kTR
µ dxµ = β′

(
du+

2

f2(r)
dr

) ∣∣∣
v=tR+r∗2(r

st
2 )

TL : kTL
µ dxµ = −β̃′

(
du+

2

f1(r)
dr

) ∣∣∣
v=−tw−r∗2(r

st
2 )+2r∗1(rs)

BL : kBL
µ dxµ = α′

(
du+

2

f1(r)
dr

) ∣∣∣
v=−tL+r∗1(r

st
1 )

BR : kBR
µ dxµ = −α̃′

(
du+

2

f2(r)
dr

) ∣∣∣
v=−tw−r∗2(r

st
2 )+2r∗2(rb)

(A.10)

Other than this difference, the calculation of the joint terms then proceeds in a similar way

to appendix A.1.1, giving

IJ =
Ωd−1

8πGN

[
(rst2 )

d−1 log

∣∣∣∣β′

α̃′

∣∣∣∣+ (rst1 )
d−1 log

∣∣∣∣α′

β̃′

∣∣∣∣] . (A.11)

Counterterm on null boundaries. In this case the expansion for the congruence of null

geodesics is given by

TR : ΘTR =
β′(d− 1)

r

TL : ΘTL = − β̃′(d− 1)

r

BL : ΘBL =
α′(d− 1)

r

BR : ΘBR = − α̃′(d− 1)

r

(A.12)

The sum of all the counterterms reads

Ict =
Ωd−1

8πGN

{
(rst1 )

d−1 log

∣∣∣∣∣ β̃′

α′

∣∣∣∣∣+ (rst2 )
d−1 log

∣∣∣∣ α̃′

β′

∣∣∣∣+ (rs)
d−1 log

∣∣∣∣β′

β̃′

∣∣∣∣+ (rb)
d−1 log

∣∣∣∣α′

α̃′

∣∣∣∣
}

.

(A.13)

Total boundary term. Summing all the boundary terms as defined in eq. (3.18), we obtain

Ibdy =
Ωd−1

8πGN

{
(rs)

d−1 log

∣∣∣∣f2(rs)f1(rs)

∣∣∣∣+ (rb)
d−1 log

∣∣∣∣f1(rb)f2(rb)

∣∣∣∣
+
(rst2 )

d−2

2

(
tR + tw − 2r∗2(rb) + 2r∗2(r

st
2 )

) [
2(d− 1)f2(r

st
2 ) + rst2 f

′
2(r

st
2 )

]
+
(rst1 )

d−2

2

(
tw − tL − 2r∗1(rs) + r∗1(r

st
1 ) + r∗2(r

st
2 )

) [
2(d− 1)f1(r

st
1 ) + rst1 f

′
1(r

st
1 )

]}
.

(A.14)
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A.2 Complexity=action in other regimes

The computation of the boundary terms (3.18) during other regimes of the time evolution

can be done in a similar way by using the strategy outlined in appendix A.1. Due to the

analysis of critical times in subsection 3.1.3, we also conclude that the special configuration

depicted in fig. 9 never occur in these cases. We directly report the results:

• Regime tc0 ≤ t < tc1:

Ibdy =
Ωd−1

8πGN

{
(rm2)

d−1

[
log

∣∣∣∣ (rm2)
2

f2(rm2)ℓ2ct(d− 1)2

∣∣∣∣− 2

d− 1

]
+(rmax)

d−1

[
log

∣∣∣∣ (rmax)
2

f1(rmax)ℓ2ct(d− 1)2

∣∣∣∣− 2

d− 1

]
− (rst1 )

d−1

[
log

∣∣∣∣ (rst1 )
2

f1(rst1 )ℓ
2
ct(d− 1)2

∣∣∣∣− 2

d− 1

]
−(rst2 )

d−1

[
log

∣∣∣∣ (rst2 )
2

f2(rst2 )ℓ
2
ct(d− 1)2

∣∣∣∣− 2

d− 1

]
− (rs)

d−1 log

∣∣∣∣f2(rs)f1(rs)

∣∣∣∣− (rb)
d−1 log

∣∣∣∣f1(rb)f2(rb)

∣∣∣∣
− (rmax)

d−2

2
[2(d− 1)f1(rmax) + rmax f

′
1(rmax)]

(
tw − tL − r∗1(r

st
1 ) + r∗2(r

st
2 ) + 2r∗1(rmax)− 2r∗1(rs)

)}
.

(A.15)

• Regime tc2 ≤ t < tc3:

Ibdy =
Ωd−1

8πGN

{
(rm1)

d−1

[
log

∣∣∣∣ (rm1)
2

f1(rm1)ℓ2ct(d− 1)2

∣∣∣∣− 2

d− 1

]
+(rmax)

d−1

[
log

∣∣∣∣ (rmax)
2

f1(rmax)ℓ2ct(d− 1)2

∣∣∣∣− 2

d− 1

]
− (rst1 )

d−1

[
log

∣∣∣∣ (rst1 )
2

f1(rst1 )ℓ
2
ct(d− 1)2

∣∣∣∣− 2

d− 1

]
−(rst2 )

d−1

[
log

∣∣∣∣ (rst2 )
2

f2(rst2 )ℓ
2
ct(d− 1)2

∣∣∣∣− 2

d− 1

]
− (rs)

d−1 log

∣∣∣∣f2(rs)f1(rs)

∣∣∣∣− (rb)
d−1 log

∣∣∣∣f1(rb)f2(rb)

∣∣∣∣
− (rmax)

2

2
[2(d− 1)f2(rmax) + rmaxf

′
2(rmax)] (tR + tw − 2r∗2(rb) + 2r∗2(rmax))

}
.

(A.16)

• Regime t ≥ tc3:

Ibdy =
Ωd−1

8π2GN

{
(rm1)

d−1

[
log

∣∣∣∣ (rm1)
2

f1(rm1)ℓ2ct(d− 1)2

∣∣∣∣− 2

d− 1

]
− (rs)

d−1 log

∣∣∣∣f2(rs)f1(rs)

∣∣∣∣
+(rmax)

d−1

[
log

∣∣∣∣∣ rmax√
−f1(rmax)ℓct(d− 1)

∣∣∣∣∣− 1

d− 1

]
+ (rmax)

d−1

[
log

∣∣∣∣∣ rmax√
−f2(rmax)ℓct(d− 1)

∣∣∣∣∣− 1

d− 1

]

−(rst1 )
d−1

[
log

∣∣∣∣ (rst1 )
2

f1(rst1 )ℓ
2
ct(d− 1)2

∣∣∣∣− 2

d− 1

]
− (rst2 )

d−1

[
log

∣∣∣∣ (rst2 )
2

f2(rst2 )ℓ
2
ct(d− 1)2

∣∣∣∣− 2

d− 1

]
− (rmax)

d−2

2

(
tL − tw − r∗1(r

st
1 )− r∗2(r

st
2 ) + 2r∗1(rmax)

)
[2(d− 1)f1(rmax) + rmax f

′
1(rmax)]

− (rmax)
d−2

2
(tR + tw) [2(d− 1)f2(rmax) + rmax f

′
2(rmax)]

}
.

(A.17)
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In the previous computations, it is relevant to point out that the total CA observable

(3.9) is always continuous. On the contrary, as discussed in subsection 3.3, the corresponding

rate is in general discontinuous at the critical times tc1, tc2 due to the existence of additional

GHY terms outside the intermediate time regime.

It is straightforward to determine the rate of evolution of complexity by applying the time

derivatives (3.3) and (3.4) to the CA conjecture (3.9). Since this is not explicitly required for

the analysis performed in this work, we do not report its expression here. For our purposes,

it is only relevant to focus on the late time behaviour, which corresponds to the case when

the geometric data become

rm1 → rc1 , rs → rc2 ⇒ f2(rs) → 0 . (A.18)

In this limit, one can show that the total rate reads

dCA
dt

(t ≫ tc3) ≈
Ωd−1

8π2GNL2
(d+ 1) (rmax)

d ≈ Ωd−1

8π2GNL2
(d+ 1)

(rc1
δ

)d
, (A.19)

where we approximated the results by assuming δ ≪ 1 and in the last step we used the

definition (3.1). In summary, we found that the late time behaviour coincides with the case

of empty dS without a shockwave for late times [81]. In other words, this regime is dominated

by the asymptotic structure close to timelike infinity, independently of the presence of a black

hole in the spacetime.

A.3 Linear approximation for the complexity of formation

In this subsection, we provide additional steps to determine the linear approximation of

the complexity of formation in eqs. (3.34a) (in three dimensions) and (3.35a) (in general

dimensions, under the double-scaling limit (3.28)). The expansion is valid when the shockwave

is inserted in the far past (tw ≫ L), in which case the special positions and the joints of the

WDW patch satisfy

lim
tw→∞

rs = rc2 , lim
tw→∞

rb = rc1 , lim
tw→∞

rm1 = rst1 , lim
tw→∞

rm2 = rst2 . (A.20)

A.3.1 Three dimensions

In three dimensions, the full CA computation can be carried out analytically. In the case of

the bulk term, the result can simply be inherited, by means of eq. (3.15), from the CV2.0

calculation performed in reference [86]:

IB(0) ≈
1

8GN

(
1− ρ2

) (
a21 + a22

)
(tw − t∗) , (A.21a)

t∗ =
L

a21 + a22

[
1

2

(
a1 + 2a2 +

a21
a2

)
log

(
1− ρ

1 + ρ

)
+ (a1 + a2) log

(
a1 + a2
a2 − a1

)]
. (A.21b)

Next, the approximation of the boundary term (3.33) reads

Ibdy(0) ≈ − 2ρ2

2GN
a1L

[
a1
L
tw + log

(
1 + ρ

1− ρ

2GNE1
a21

ε

)]
, (A.22)
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where the following expansion of the factor a in eq. (2.11) has been used to simplify the result:

a2 ≈ a1

(
1 + ε

4GNE1
a21

)
. (A.23)

Combining eqs. (A.21a) and (A.22), we finally obtain the formula (3.34a).

A.3.2 Higher dimensions

In higher dimensions, it is not possible to find a closed expression for complexity. However,

many simplifications occur in the double-scaling limit (3.28), and a linear expansion in tw can

still be achieved. The bulk term can be obtained as a simple consequence of the computation

performed in [86], giving

IB(0) ≈
dΩd−1

16πGN
(rc1)

d−2
(
1− ρ2

)
(tw − t∗) , (A.24a)

t∗ ≈ rc1 log

(
rc1
βrcr

1− ρ

ε

)
=

1

2πTc1
log

(
rc1
βrcr

1− ρ

ε

)
. (A.24b)

After manipulating the tortoise coordinate, we find

Ibdy(0) ≈
Ωd−1

4πGN

[
d(1− ρ2)− 2

]
(rc1)

d−2

{
tw − rc1 log

(
rc1
βrcr

1− ρ

ε

)}
. (A.25)

Combining eqs. (A.24a) and (A.25), we obtain the result (3.35a).

B Details for complexity=volume

In this appendix, we provide additional technical details for the computation of CV. By

applying the observations described in subsection 4.2, we find that there exist six different

possibilities for the shape that a maximal surface anchored at the stretched horizons can

take. They differ by the number of turning points, and whether the surface passes through

the future or past exterior of the cosmological horizon, as depicted in fig. 20 and summarized

below:28

• Case A. The surface passes in the past IP1 with P1 < 0 and admits a turning point in

IP1, but not in BH2.

• Case B. The surface passes in the future IP1 with P1 > 0 and does not admit turning

points.

• Case C. The surface passes in the future IP1 with P1 > 0, admits a turning point in

IP2, but not in IP1.

28For notational convenience, we denote with IP the inflationary patch of SdS space, i.e., the region outside

the cosmological horizon.
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• Case D. The surface passes in the future IP1 with P1 > 0 and admits turning points

both in IP1 and IP2.

• Case E. The surface passes in the future IP1 with P1 > 0, admits a turning point in

IP1, but not in IP2.

• Case F. The surface has conserved momentum P1 = 0 and passes through the bifurca-

tion surface. There are no turning points.
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Figure 20: Possible configurations for the extremal surface. A numerical analysis shows that cases

(a)–(c) are the only configurations that occur during the time evolution, as reported in fig. 17.

B.1 General strategy

In order to determine the shape of the extremal surfaces, we need to find a relation between

the conserved momenta Pi defined in eq. (4.5) and the boundary times tL, tR. To this aim,

we will integrate the extremal surface from the left to the right side of the Penrose diagram,

and make use of the finite variations

∆u± =

∫
u̇±
ṙ±

dr = −
∫

τ [∓P, r]dr , (B.1a)

∆v± =

∫
v̇±
ṙ±

dr =

∫
τ [±P, r]dr , (B.1b)
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obtained by integrating eqs. (4.6b)–(4.6c) and plugging the definition (4.10) of τ . In the

previous expressions, the + sign is chosen when the radial coordinate increases towards the

right side of the Penrose diagram, and the − sign is chosen in the opposite case. The null

coordinates in all the quadrants are depicted in fig. 21.

We outline the general method to compute the relation between boundary times and

momenta:

1. Starting from the left stretched horizon, we integrate the null coordinate v (since it is

always continuous across the past cosmological horizon rc1) until we reach the shock-

wave.

2. If there exists a turning point rt1 in IP1, we split the evaluation of (B.1b) in two parts,

since the radial coordinate will increase until the turning point and decrease afterwards.

3. The only exception to the previous rules is case A, where we decide to evaluate ∆u using

eq. (B.1a) from the left stretched horizon until the turning point rt,1, and we evaluate

∆v using eq. (B.1b) until the shock.

4. On the right side of the shockwave, we always evaluate ∆u by means of eq. (B.1a), since

it is always continuous in such region.

5. We sum all the previous integrations, and we relate the result to the boundary times

by using eq. (2.6).
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Figure 21: Definition of the null coordinates in the various patches of the cosmological region of SdS

space.

By following the previous steps, we get for each case an identity which relates the bound-

ary times to the conserved momenta. By imposing tL = tR and fixing a choice of P1, we can

then use eq. (4.8) to compute P2, and then solve numerically the set of equations to obtain

rsh. This ultimately determines the time dependence of the extremal surfaces. The maximal

volume is then computed by integrating the function Ri[Pi, r] in eq. (4.10) from the left to

the right stretched horizon, as we will do explicitly below.
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B.2 Analysis of the cases for the extremal surfaces

A numerical analysis reveals that the only shapes that occur during the evolution correspond

to configurations A–C. Therefore, for practical convenience, we will only report these cases

in the analysis below, following the bullet points outlined in appendix B.1.

Case A. In this case, depicted in fig. 20(a), the intersection with the shockwave must lie

in the region rsh ≤ rc1. As specified in the third bullet in appendix B.1, on the left side we

integrate the u coordinate until the turning point, and then we integrate the v direction. This

gives

ut,1 − ustL = −
∫ rt,1

rst1

dr τ1[−P1, r] , (B.2a)

vs − vt,1 =

∫ rsh

rt,1

dr τ1[−P1, r] , (B.2b)

which sum to

tL − tw + r∗1(r
st
1 )− r∗2(r

st
2 )− 2r∗1(rt,1) + 2r∗1(rsh) = −

∫ rt,1

rst1

dr τ1[−P1, r] +

∫ rsh

rt,1

dr τ1[−P1, r] .

(B.3)

On the right side of the Penrose diagram, we integrate the coordinate uR (which is continuous

across the future horizon) to get

ustR − us = tR + tw = −
∫ rst2

rsh

dr τ2[P2, r] , (B.4)

where us is the null coordinate evaluated at the shockwave, and ustR is the value of the null

coordinate at the right stretched horizon. The volume reads

1

Ωd−1
V =

∫ rt,1

rst1

R1[P1, r]dr +

∫ rt,1

rsh

R1[P1, r]dr +

∫ rsh

rst2

R2[P2, r]dr . (B.5)

Case B. Without any turning point on the two sides, the intersection with the shockwave

can either be located in the interval rsh ∈ [rc1, rc2], or satisfy rsh > rc2. These possibilities are

depicted in fig. 22. Despite this distinction, the two cases can be formally treated together.

Starting from the left stretched horizon, in this case we do not have any turning point in

the IP1, therefore we obtain

vs − vstL = tL − tw − r∗1(r
st
1 )− r∗2(r

st
2 ) + 2r∗1(rsh) =

∫ rsh

rst1

dr τ1[P1, r] , (B.6)

where vstL is the value of the null coordinate at the left stretched horizon and vs at the turning

point. The right side is evaluated in the same way as case A, giving

tR + tw = −
∫ rst2

rsh

dr τ2[P2, r] . (B.7)

The maximal volume is

1

Ωd−1
V =

∫ rs

rst1

dr R1[P1, r] +

∫ rsh

rst2

dr R2[P2, r] , (B.8)
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Figure 22: Possible configurations of the maximal surface in case B.

Case C. The Penrose diagram is depicted in fig. 20(c). In order for a turning point to exist

after the shockwave, we need rsh ≥ rc2. The evaluation of the left side coincides with case B,

giving

tL − tw − r∗1(r
st
1 )− r∗2(r

st
2 ) + 2r∗1(rsh) =

∫ rsh

rst1

dr τ1[P1, r] , (B.9)

On the right side of the Penrose diagram, we use the coordinate uR, continuous across the

cosmological horizon rc2. Since by assumption there is a turning point in IP2, we split the

integration in two parts:

ut,2 − us = −
∫ rt,2

rsh

dr τ2[−P2, r] , (B.10a)

ustR − ut,2 = −
∫ rst2

rt,2

dr τ2[P2, r] . (B.10b)

Summing the previous expressions in region 2 gives

tR + tw = −
∫ rt,2

rsh

dr τ2[−P2, r] +

∫ rt,2

rst2

dr τ2[P2, r] . (B.11)

The volume of the maximal surface is easily obtained by integrating Ri[Pi, r] in eq. (4.10)

along the three portions of the extremal surface:

1

Ωd−1
V =

∫ rs

rst1

dr R1[P1, r] +

∫ rt,2

rsh

dr R2[P2, r] +

∫ rt,2

rst2

dr R2[P2, r] . (B.12)

B.3 Rate of growth of the volume

We compute the rate of growth of the CV conjecture. The calculation can be done for

each case separately, but since it leads to a universal result, we will only present it for a

representative shape, i.e., in case C. In view of the following computations, we list a set of

useful definitions and identities:

R̃[P, r] ≡
√

f(r)r2(d−1) + P 2 − P

f(r)
. (B.13a)
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R[P, r] = R̃[P, r] + P τ [P, r] = R̃[−P, r]− P τ [−P, r] , (B.13b)

∂P R̃[P, r] = −τ [P, r] , ∂P R̃[−P, r] = τ [−P, r] , (B.13c)

R̃[P, rt] = − P

f(r)
, (B.13d)

R̃[P, r] = R̃[−P, r]− 2P

f(r)
= −u̇+[−P, r] = u̇−[P, r] = v̇+[P, r] = −v̇−[−P, r] . (B.13e)

Starting from the volume (B.12), we use the identities (B.6), (B.11) and (B.13b) to obtain

1

Ωd−1
V =

∫ rs

rst1

R̃1[P1, r]dr +

∫ rt,2

rsh

R̃2[−P2, r]dr +

∫ rt,2

rst2

R̃2[P2, r]dr

+ P1

[
tL − tw + 2r∗1(rs)− r∗1(r

st
1 )− r∗2(r

st
2 )

]
+ P2 (tR + tw) .

(B.14)

The continuity of u̇ across the shockwave implies

u̇+[P1, r]− u̇+[P2, r] = 0 ⇒ R̃1[P1, r] +
2P1

f1(rsh)
= R̃2[−P2, r] , (B.15)

where the identity (B.13e) was used.

The time derivative of eq. (B.14) is then given by

1

Ωd−1

dV
dt

=
drt,2
dt

(
R̃2[−P2, rt,2] + R̃2[P2, rt,2]

)
+

dP1

dt

[
−
∫ rs

rst1

τ1[P1, r]dr +
(
tL − tw + 2r∗1(rs)− r∗1(r

st
1 )− r∗2(r

st
2 )

)]

+
dP2

dt

[∫ rt,2

rsh

τ2[−P2, r]dr −
∫ rt,2

rst2

τ2[P2, r]dr + (tR + tw)

]

+
drsh
dt

(
R̃1[P1, rsh]− R̃2[−P2, rsh] +

2P1

f1(rsh)

)
+ P1

dtL
dt

+ P2
dtR
dt

,

(B.16)

where eq. (B.13c) was applied. After using eqs. (B.13d), (B.15) and the identities determined

in case C to relate the boundary times to the conserved momenta, we find that all the terms

in parenthesis vanish. This gives the simple result

dV
dt

= Ωd−1

(
P1

dtL
dt

+ P2
dtR
dt

)
, (B.17)

which can be shown to hold for any shape of the extremal surface.
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