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Abstract: Modular Berry transport is a useful way to understand how geometric

bulk information is encoded in the boundary CFT: The modular curvature is directly

related to the bulk Riemann curvature. We extend this approach by studying modular

transport in the presence of a non-trivial quantum extremal surface. Focusing on JT

gravity on an AdS background coupled to a non-gravitating bath, we compute the

modular curvature of an interval in the bath in the presence of an island: the Quantum

Extremal Modular Curvature (QEMC). We highlight some important properties of the

QEMC, most importantly that it is non-local in general. In an OPE limit, the QEMC

becomes local and probes the bulk Riemann curvature in regions with an island. Our

work gives a new approach to probe physics behind horizons.
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1 Introduction

In the context of the AdS/CFT correspondence, entanglement entropy has provided key

insights as to how geometry emerges from conformal field theories. The Ryu-Takayanagi

(RT) formula [1] (and its covariant generalization [2]) has played an essential role in

these developments as it relates CFT entanglement entropy to the area of bulk minimal

surfaces. Of course, the RT formula is just one example that demonstrates how some

piece of geometric information is encoded in the CFT. A promising approach towards

understanding how more general geometric properties emerge from holographic CFTs

is modular transport.

This method, pioneered in [3, 4] and inspired by related work on kinematic space

[5–8], defines a parallel transport problem for modular Hamiltonians that are deformed
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by changing CFT subregions (see also [9, 10] for other approaches to Berry transport

in holography, and [11–13] for other methods for reconstructing the bulk geometry).

The transport process admits a redundancy in the form of zero modes that commute

with the modular Hamiltonian. This redundancy is analogous to the Berry phase in

quantum mechanics and was therefore referred to as a modular Berry phase. By gauging

this redundancy one finds a modular curvature, again analogous to the well-known

Berry curvature. One key result of [4] was to show how—in holography—geometry is

encoded in the modular curvature. In many cases of interest, the action of the modular

Hamiltonian reduces to a boost isometry near the edge of the entanglement wedge.

Exploiting this relation, it was demonstrated that the modular curvature is related to

the Riemann tensor [4, 14].

Subsequent work not only considered changes in the modular Hamiltonian due

to changing CFT subregions (known as shape deformations), but also changes due to

modifying the state (referred to as state deformations) [15, 16]. The references [15, 16]

showed that the modular curvature associated to state deformations is related to a bulk

symplectic form. What these different examples have in common is that the modular

curvature probes some piece of interesting bulk geometric information.

When considering a subregion in the CFT, we only have access to the portion of

the bulk covered by the entanglement wedge [17]. So-called “entanglement shadow

regions” were shown to be impenetrable by boundary-anchored minimal surfaces [18,

19], while surfaces of nonpositive extrinsic curvature dubbed “barriers” were shown to

obstruct boundary-anchored extremal surfaces in the covariant description [20]. Since

the modular transport approach to bulk reconstruction uses bulk extremal surfaces to

probe the Riemann curvature, it has the seeming drawback that barriers may prevent

reconstruction in arbitrary bulk regions, for instance deep inside a black hole.

One motivation of this work is to see how this obstruction can be partly overcome

by making use of quantum extremal surfaces (QESs) [21]. Studies on the black hole

information paradox revealed that the entanglement wedge of black hole radiation can

include an ‘island’ QES region that is disconnected from the boundary and can lie

behind the horizon [22, 23]. In this paper, we therefore focus on modular transport

in the presence of an island which involves performing modular flow on two disjoint

subregions. We are interested in understanding if and what geometrical information

about the bulk is encoded in the modular curvature in the presence of a non-trivial

QES: a quantity which we refer to as the ‘Quantum Extremal Modular Curvature’

(QEMC).

We focus on a 1 + 1-dimensional free fermion theory coupled to JT gravity, since

there is a closed-form expression for its modular Hamiltonian for n disjoint subregions

[24]. The modular Hamiltonian of the free fermion was used in the context of islands
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in [25], and its modular curvature on flat space backgrounds has been studied in [26].

Our contribution is to put these results to work in our setup of interest, which is JT

gravity on an AdS2 background coupled to a non-gravitating bath region. The free

fermion theory lives on this background and allows us to analytically study modular

transport in the presence of islands.

Our setup is somewhat different than the one considered in previous studies of

modular transport in holography. Typically, a subregion in the CFTd is used to define

bulk entanglement wedges in AdSd+1: modular flow in the CFTd has a direct analog

in AdSd+1. However, the dual of JT gravity coupled to a non-gravitational bath is a

quantum mechanical (QM) theory. Instead of defining subregions in this QM theory we

work directly in the semi-classical ‘gravitational picture’ and define a subregion in the

two-dimensional non-gravitational bath which, via the QES condition, also identifies a

subregion in the bulk. This is the same as the setup for computing the entanglement

entropy of Hawking radiation in the presence of islands.

A main result of our paper is that—in an OPE limit—the QEMC still probes

bulk Riemann curvature including near the island region. This yields a method to

access geometrical information, possibly behind a horizon, from the non-gravitational

bath region. Away from this simplifying limit, the curvature contains non-local terms

that have their origin in the non-local nature of the modular Hamiltonian for disjoint

intervals. It is tempting to speculate that these non-local corrections signal some sort

of breakdown of the semi-classical EFT along the lines of [27, 28], but we leave further

interpretation to future work.

The rest of this paper is organized is follows. In Sec. 2, we review the process of

modular transport and explain how it probes bulk Riemann curvature. As a concrete

and illustrative example we focus on AdS3/CFT2, generalizing some of the results in

[15, 16]. In Sec. 3, we focus on JT gravity and consider a solution that contains a non-

trivial quantum extremal surface. We then introduce modular flow in this background

and compute various components of the QEMC. We end with a discussion of our results

in Sec. 4.

2 Modular Transport and Berry Curvature

We start with a short review of modular Hamiltonians and the transport process that

probes the bulk geometry.
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Figure 1. Causal diamond associated to the subregion A. The vector field ζµ is a boost

vector that preserves the diamond.

2.1 Introduction to Modular Transport

Given a quantum state |ψ⟩ and a spatial subregion A the reduced density matrix is

defined as

ρA = trĀ |ψ⟩ ⟨ψ| , (2.1)

where we perform a trace over Ā, the complement of A. The formal definition of the

modular Hamiltonian H of this subregion is

H = − ln ρA . (2.2)

Using s to denote the modular ‘time’ parameter, the evolution of an operator under

modular flow is given by

O(s) → O(s′) = e
i(s′−s)

2π
HO(s)e−

i(s′−s)
2π

H . (2.3)

For general states and subregions, the modular Hamiltonian is a complicated and

possibly non-local operator. However, in certain special cases such as a single interval

in the Minkowski vacuum [29], it obeys the local expression

H =

∫
A

dΣ ζµnνTµν . (2.4)

Here ζµ is the boost vector that preserves the causal diamond defined by the subregion

A (see Figure 1), nµ is the unit normal to A, and Tµν is the stress tensor.

As explained in [30], locality of the modular Hamiltonian is directly related to

ultralocality of correlation functions, in the vacuum. More generally, for states that

are perturbations away from the vacuum, the modular Hamiltonian acts as a local
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boost close to the horizons of the diamond [31]. Intuitively, excited states like those

considered in [31] look like the vacuum at short distances. For multiple subregions in

the vacuum, the modular Hamiltonian again is non-local.

When changing the subregion or the state, the modular Hamiltonian also changes.

As studied in depth in [4, 14–16], we can define a modular transport problem by parallel

transporting the modular Hamiltonian. In holographic setups, modular transport is a

useful probe of local bulk physics. To define this transport problem, we consider a family

of nearby modular Hamiltonians H(λ) labeled by λ. Assuming we can diagonalize the

Hamiltonian using a unitary vector U(λ) as

D(λ) = U(λ)H(λ)U †(λ) , (2.5)

then a change in the modular Hamiltonian can be expressed as:

∂λH = [∂λU
†U,H] + U †∂λDU . (2.6)

The second term on the right-hand side commutes with the modular Hamiltonian and

is known as a modular zero mode. We can explicitly represent the zero modes as

O = ei
∑

a caQa , where ca are constant coefficients and [Qa, H] = 0.

Transforming the modular Hamiltonian by a zero mode as

H̃ = Ũ †DŨ , (2.7)

with Ũ = UO, leaves (2.6) invariant. Thus the choice of zero mode frame is a gauge

redundancy with an associated connection Γ := P0[∂λU
†U ], where P0 is a projector

onto the zero mode. If we transform U by a zero mode U → Ũ = UO, the connection

changes as

Γ → Γ̃ = P0[O
†ΓO −O†∂λO] = P0[−O†DλO] , (2.8)

where Dλ is a covariant derivative given by

DλO = (∂λ − Γ)O . (2.9)

If we fix a gauge by setting Γ̃ = 0 we obtain

DλO = (∂λ − Γ)O = 0 . (2.10)

Dropping the tildes, this leads to the following modular transport equations:

∂λH − P0[∂λH] = [∂λU
†U,H]

P0[∂λU
†U ] = 0 .

(2.11)
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Considering different connections obtained by different variations and projecting out

the zero mode, the modular transport equations are solved by

Vi = (1 − P0)∂λi
U †U . (2.12)

We refer to Vi as the generator of modular transport. The modular curvature is then

given by [15]1

Rij := [Vi, Vj] . (2.13)

2.2 Modular Transport in Holography

In AdSd+1/CFTd, modular transport is a probe of the bulk geometry from a boundary

perspective. The relation between the bulk and boundary modular Hamiltonian is

given by the JLMS formula [32],

Hbdy =
Â

4Gd+1

+Hbulk + O(Gd+1) . (2.14)

Gd+1 is the (d+1)-dimensional Newton constant and Â is the area operator of the bulk

entanglement wedge associated to the subregion in the CFT. As mentioned before, when

we consider vacuum states or take the limit of being close to the entangling surface,

modular flow reduces to the boost Killing vector associated to the causal diamond of

the subregion. We’ve drawn the example of AdS3/CFT2 in Figure 2.

As explained in detail in [4] (see also [14–16]), we can interpret the zero mode

redundancy of the modular Hamiltonian in the bulk as a choice of a particular zero

mode frame attached to an entanglement wedge. Comparing relative zero mode frames

for different entanglement wedges then gives us information about the bulk curvature.

Accordingly, the modular curvature can be used to directly obtain information about

the bulk Riemann curvature. [4, 14] provides a formal derivation of this relationship.

Our example in the context of AdS3/CFT2 is (hopefully) instructive to see explicitly

how the Riemann curvature appears in the modular curvature.

Modular Transport in CFT2

We now show how to obtain the bulk Riemann curvature using modular transport

in AdS3/CFT2. We first consider the modular Hamiltonian and transport in a two-

dimensional CFT, and then construct the dual quantities in pure AdS3, following [4].

For a two-dimensional CFT in the vacuum, the modular Hamiltonian can be con-

structed from the generators of the conformal algebra. We put the CFT on a cylinder

1In [15], the general expression for the curvature also has an overall zero mode projector. We choose

to omit this, since there are no non-zero mode contributions in the examples we consider in this paper.
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Figure 2. An interval A in a two dimensional CFT defines a causal diamond on the AdS

boundary. The entanglement wedge of A defines the bulk subregion where the bulk modular

Hamiltonian acts. Near the bulk entangling surface the modular Hamiltonian reduces to the

(bulk) boost Killing vector ζµ.

and work with lightcone coordinates x± = τ ± θ, where τ is the time parameter and θ

is the angle on the cylinder. The modular Hamiltonian decomposes into a left-moving

and right-moving piece:

H = H(+) +H(−) . (2.15)

Defining a conformal Killing vector (CKV) as ζ = ζ+∂+ + ζ−∂− the modular Hamilto-

nian is given by

H(±) = 2π

∫
dx± ζ±T±± , (2.16)

where we choose a normalization of 2π in front. We use brackets in the subscript to

avoid confusion with the vector components. Explicitly, we have

ζ± = s±1 L
±
1 + s±0 L

±
0 + s±−1L

±
−1 , (2.17)

where the components of the generators LN = L+
N∂+ +L−

N∂− can be compactly written

as

L±
N = eiNx±

. (2.18)

Here, N runs over 0,±1. The generators are CKVs and therefore obey

LLN
gµν − (∂ρL

ρ
N)gµν = 0 . (2.19)
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We now specify an interval in the CFT. We label the left endpoint by x±i = a±

and the right endpoint by x±f = b±. Next, we construct the modular Hamiltonian of

this interval by finding the CKV that preserves the causal diamond, i.e. we want the

norm of the CKV to vanish at the horizons. This vector is given by (2.17) with the

coefficients

s±1 = ±
cot
[
b±−a±

2

]
eia± + eib±

,

s±0 = ∓ cot

[
b± − a±

2

]
,

s±−1 = ±
cot
[
b±−a±

2

]
e−ia± + e−ib±

.

(2.20)

By taking derivatives of the modular Hamiltonian, we can construct the generators

of modular transport. Instead of working with the integral representation (2.16), we

opt to directly use the CKV

K := 2πζ . (2.21)

The generators of modular transport are then given by

Va± = ± 1

2π
∂a±K , Vb± = ∓ 1

2π
∂b±K , (2.22)

and it is straightforward to check that they solve the modular transport equations:

[Va± , K] = ∂a±K , [Vb± , K] = ∂b±K . (2.23)

There is no zero mode that needs to be projected out, as there is no part of ∂λK that

commutes with K.

Just as in the integral representation of the modular Hamiltonian, we find it con-

venient to split K = K(+) +K(−) where

K(+) := 2πξ+∂+ , K(−) := 2πξ−∂− . (2.24)

In two dimensions, this notation is rather redundant since it just labels the ± compo-

nents of K. However, next when we consider AdS3 K(±) will also involve the radial

direction. The non-zero components of the modular curvature are now given by

Ra+b+ = [Va+ , Vb+ ] = +
1

2 sin2
[
a+−b+

2

]K(+)

2π
,

Ra−b− = [Va− , Vb− ] = − 1

2 sin2
[
a−−b−

2

]K(−)

2π
.

(2.25)
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Figure 3. Global AdS3 corresponds to a cylinder. We choose an interval in the CFT2 that

covers half of the cylinder. The Ryu-Takayanagi surface is then given by a simple diagonal

geodesic.

We use λ = (a+, a−, b+, b−) to refer to the four parameters that define our interval.

We then consider an infinitesimal change λ′ = λ+dλ. We can parameterize all possible

changes via the following basis:

λ1 = (a+ − dλ, a− − dλ, b+ − dλ, b− − dλ) ,

λ2 = (a+ − dλ, a− + dλ, b+ − dλ, b− + dλ) ,

λ3 = (a+ − dλ, a− − dλ, b+ − dλ, b− + dλ) ,

λ4 = (a+ − dλ, a− − dλ, b+ + dλ, b− − dλ) .

(2.26)

The generator of modular transport for any infinitesimal deformation is a linear com-

bination of the four generators

Vλi
=

(
∂a+

∂λi

)
Va+ +

(
∂a−

∂λi

)
Va− +

(
∂b+

∂λi

)
Vb+ +

(
∂b−

∂λi

)
Vb− . (2.27)

We now specify to an interval given by τ = 0 and θ = [0, π] which covers half

of the cylinder. This choice has the advantage that the minimal surface in the bulk

corresponds to a simple diagonal geodesic, see Figure 3. In lightcone coordinates the

interval is given by [a±, b±] = [0,±π]. For this choice of interval the generators for the

basis (2.26) become

Vλ1 = ∂+ + ∂− ,

Vλ2 = ∂+ − ∂− ,

Vλ3 = ∂+ + cos
(
x−
)
∂− ,

Vλ4 = cos
(
x+
)
∂+ − ∂− .

(2.28)
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The first two generators have an especially simple interpretation as they correspond to

a translation in the τ and θ direction respectively.

Modular Transport in AdS3

We now turn to the bulk dual of the modular transport problem described in the

two-dimensional CFT. We consider the AdS3 metric in global coordinates,

ds2 = ℓ2(− cosh2 ρ dτ 2 + dρ2 + sinh2 ρ dθ2) . (2.29)

Lightcone coordinates in the bulk are similarly defined as x± = τ ± θ. The AdS

boundary is located at ρ→ ∞.

The bulk modular Hamiltonian can be found by extending the CKV’s of the causal

diamond in the boundary to the bulk. In fact, the conformal algebra satisfied by (2.18)

corresponds to the algebra satisfied by the Killing vectors (KVs) of AdS3. The CKV in

the CFT2 is therefore the boundary value of the full bulk KV in AdS3 that preserves

the entanglement wedge.

With a slight abuse of notation, we again write K = 2πζ. K splits into K(+)+K(−)

which are given by

K(±) = 2π
(
s±1 J

±
1 + s±0 J

±
0 + s±−1J

±
−1

)
, (2.30)

with

J±
1 = eix

±
coth(2ρ)∂± − eix

±
csch(2ρ)∂∓ − i

2
eix

±
∂ρ ,

J±
0 = ∂± ,

J±
−1 =

1

2
e−ix±

(coth ρ+ tanh ρ)∂± − e−ix±
csch(2ρ)∂∓ +

i

2
e−ix±

∂ρ .

(2.31)

It is straightforward to check that J±
N are KVs of AdS3 and satisfy

lim
ρ→∞

J±
N

∣∣∣∣
∂ρ=0

= L±
N . (2.32)

We want the KV to preserve the entanglement wedge, thus its norm needs to vanish

at the horizons. This requirement is equivalent to the requirement that the CKV in

the CFT2 preserves the causal diamond, so the coefficients are again given by (2.20).

Again defining the generators of modular transport Va± , Vb± as in (2.22), but with

K as in (2.30), as before we find the modular transport equations (2.23). Addition-

ally we can use the same basis (2.27) to express a general infinitesimal deformation.
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Similarly, the modular curvature components are given by (2.25). Explicitly:

Ra+b+ = [Va+ , Vb+ ] = +
1

2 sin2
[
a+−b+

2

]K(+)

2π
,

Ra−b− = [Va− , Vb− ] = − 1

2 sin2
[
a−−b−

2

]K(−)

2π
.

(2.33)

Now, K(±) refers to (2.30).

As before, choosing the diagonal geodesic (a±, b±) = (0,±π), the entangling surface

in the bulk is given by the diagonal geodesic that connects these two endpoints (as we

displayed in Figure 3). For this geodesic, the generators in our basis take the form

Vλ1 = ∂+ + ∂− ,

Vλ2 = ∂+ − ∂− ,

Vλ3 = (1 − cosx− csch(2ρ))∂+ + cosx− coth(2ρ)∂− +
1

2
sinx−∂ρ ,

Vλ4 = cosx+ coth(2ρ)∂+ + (1 − cosx+ csch(2ρ))∂− +
1

2
sinx+∂ρ .

(2.34)

Relation between Modular and Riemann Curvature

As explained in [4], the modular curvature is a probe of the Riemann curvature in the

bulk. Since the modular Hamiltonian implements a boost isometry that preserves the

entanglement wedge (at least near its edge), it is perhaps unsurprising that we can

probe the bulk geometry by studying how this Hamiltonian changes under modular

transport.

For modular Hamiltonians that reduce to a boost only near the edge of the entan-

glement wedge, it is convenient to set up a Riemann normal coordinate system in which

the metric is flat at the boundary of the entanglement wedge. In this coordinate sys-

tem, [14] derived the relation between the modular curvature and the Riemann tensor.2

We demonstrate this method to obtain the Riemann curvature for three-dimensional

theories using Fermi normal coordinates in Appendix A.

In this paper we will also consider modular flow for subregions that are not attached

to the boundary. For a single subregion that is not attached to the boundary the

modular Hamiltonian is not given by a Killing vector, but a conformal Killing vector.

We will only study situations where the modular Hamiltonian is an exact (con-

formal) Killing vector. In this case, the relation between the modular curvature and

Riemann curvature follows more directly. It is no longer necessary to make use of a

2See (3.20) of [14]. It should be noted however that this expression contains a typo that we correct

in Appendix A.
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Riemann normal coordinate system. Accordingly, we define the modular Hamiltonian

K of the entanglement wedge associated to a CFT2 interval with endpoints (a±, b±).

We then consider an infinitesimal displacement of the entanglement wedge in the +

direction described by the generators Va+ and Vb+ . For convenience, we define

K ′
a+ ≡ 1

(2π)2
∂a+K =

1

(2π)2
[Va+ , K] ,

K ′
b+ ≡ 1

(2π)2
∂b+K =

1

(2π)2
[Vb+ , K] .

(2.35)

Absorbing the factors of 2π here results in a nice looking expression for the modular

curvature below.

Using the definition of the generators (2.23), we can express

Va+ = [K ′
a+ , K] , Vb+ = −[K ′

b+ , K] . (2.36)

By working out the commutators, the modular curvature can now be expressed as

(Ra+b+)µ = [Va+ , Vb+ ]µ = V ν
a+

(
2R µ

σνρ K ′[ρ
b+K

σ] + ∇νK
′ρ
b+∇ρK

µ −∇νK
ρ∇ρK

′µ
b+

)
−∇νV

µ
a+V

ν
b+ .

(2.37)

The appearance of the Riemann tensor is a direct consequence of the fact that K and

K ′
b+ are Killing vectors. This follows from the fact that for a general Killing vector Y

we can use the identity ∇µ∇νY
ρ = R ρ

σµν Y
σ, assuming the metric is torsion-free. This

expression therefore gives a relation between the modular curvature and bulk Riemann

curvature in addition to terms involving the (change of the) modular Hamiltonian.

Later on, we will study modular transport for an interval in a 1 + 1-dimensional

gravitational theory. In that case, the modular Hamiltonian is given by a CKV. For

that purpose, we also denote the relation when instead of Killing vectors, we only have

CKVs. In that case we obtain an additional term Ωµ (in d+ 1-spacetime dimensions):

[Va+ , Vb+ ]µ = V ν
a+

(
2R µ

σνρ K ′[ρ
b+K

σ] + ∇νK
′ρ
b+∇ρK

µ −∇νK
ρ∇ρK

′µ
b+

)
−∇νV

µ
a+V

ν
b+ +

1

d+ 1
Ωµ .

(2.38)

Ωµ is defined as

Ωµ = V ν
a+

[
Kρ∇µ(∇·K ′

b+)gνρ−Kρ∇ρ(∇·K ′
b+)g µ

ν −Kρ∇ν(∇·K ′
b+)g µ

ρ −(K ↔ K ′
b+)
]
,

(2.39)
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and vanishes when K and K ′
b+ are Killing vectors.3

This finishes our discussion of modular transport in the context of AdS3/CFT2

and the relation between the modular curvature and the Riemann curvature. Next, we

specialize to a (1+1)-dimensional bulk and consider modular transport in JT gravity.

3 Modular Transport in JT Gravity

Now that we have seen how modular transport probes bulk curvature, we shift our focus

to two-dimensional JT gravity. This choice has the advantage that we can incorporate

the effect of quantum extremal surfaces and see—in the presence of an island—how

modular transport probes geometry and entanglement of disconnected entanglement

wedges. In certain simplifying limits, modular flow becomes local and the modular

curvature is directly related to the Riemann curvature of the quantum extremal surface.

However, in general the ‘Quantum Extremal Modular Curvature’ is a non-geometric

object that captures non-local effects in the entanglement structure.

First, we start with a review of JT gravity.

3.1 JT Gravity on AdS2

We now review a two-dimensional black hole solution in JT gravity. We start with the

action of JT gravity on an AdS2 background:

I =
1

16πG2

∫
d2x

√
−g
(
ϕR +

2

ℓ2
(ϕ− ϕ0)

)
+ ICFT + Ibdy . (3.1)

Here ICFT corresponds to a coupling to a CFT and Ibdy contains a boundary term. The

equations of motion are

−∇µ∇νϕ+ gµν□ϕ− (ϕ− ϕ0)

ℓ2
gµν − 8πG2Tµν = 0 ,

R + 2/ℓ2 = 0 .
(3.2)

If we are interested in solutions where the dilaton exhibits a symmetry, then it is easiest

to work in coordinates that preserve the same symmetry. In our case, we focus on

3To derive this relation, we used the following identity for a CKV ζ, which can be derived from the

definition of curvature from parallel transport of a vector field combined with the algebraic Bianchi

identity:

∇µ∇νζ
ρ = R ρ

σµν ζ
σ − 1

d

(
∇ρ(∇ · ζ)gµν −∇ν(∇ · ζ)g ρ

µ −∇µ(∇ · ζ)g ρ
ν

)
, (2.40)

again assuming the metric is torsion-free.
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time-independent solutions so it is appropriate to consider the AdS2 metric in Poincaré

coordinates:

ds2 =
ℓ2

x2
(−dt2 + dx2) . (3.3)

We take x ≤ 0 with x = 0 the AdS boundary. With this choice the non-gravitating bath

region that we couple to is located at x > 0. This metric has a timelike Killing vector

and imposing the dilaton to be invariant under this symmetry, the vacuum solution

(i.e. Tµν = 0) for the dilaton is given by

ϕ = ϕ0 −
ϕr

x
, (3.4)

where ϕ0 and ϕr are constants.

Because left-movers and right-movers decouple in two dimensions it is convenient

to introduce Kruskal coordinates

x± = t± x , (3.5)

in which the metric and dilaton solution become

ds2 = − 4ℓ2

(x+ − x−)2
dx+dx− ,

ϕ = ϕ0 −
2ϕr

x+ − x−
.

(3.6)

Now we allow the stress tensor to be nonzero. First, we treat this matter coupling

classically. Conformal invariance then implies that the trace of the stress tensor van-

ishes. In this case, the equations of motion can be integrated to obtain the general

solution [33, 34]

ϕ = ϕ0 −
2ϕr

x+ − x−
+ 8πG2 (I+ − I−) . (3.7)

Here we defined the two functions

I+ =

∫ x+

x+
0

ds
(x+ − s)(x− − s)

(x+ − x−)
T++(s) ,

I− =

∫ x−

x−
0

ds
(x+ − s)(x− − s)

(x+ − x−)
T−−(s) ,

(3.8)

where the location x0 with coordinates (x+0 , x
−
0 ) is a reference point. Adjusting this

point simply changes the constant ϕ0 in (3.7).

Treating the matter sector quantum mechanically, the trace of the stress tensor no

longer vanishes. Instead, for a metric written in conformal gauge,

ds2 = −e2ω(x+,x−)dx+dx− , (3.9)
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the conformal anomaly leads to a non-zero off-diagonal component on curved back-

grounds:

⟨T+−⟩ = − c

12π
∂+∂−ω . (3.10)

Using the conformal anomaly as input, the diagonal components can be found by

integrating the continuity equation ∇µT
µν = 0 [35]

⟨T±±⟩ = − c

12π

(
∂2±ω − (∂±ω)2

)
+ : T±± : . (3.11)

The left-hand side is the covariant stress tensor that appears on the right-hand side

of the semi-classical equations of motion and the second term on the right denotes

the normal-ordered stress tensor.4 This quantity depends on the choice of state and

corresponds to left and right-moving radiation as measured by a local observer.

Using the AdS metric (3.6) we see that

⟨T±±⟩ =: T±± : ,

⟨T±∓⟩ =
c

12π(x+ − x−)2
.

(3.12)

Taking into account the conformal anomaly the dilaton solution is just modified by a

constant:

ϕ = ϕ0 −
2ϕr

x+ − x−
+ 8πG2

(
I+ − I− +

c

24π

)
. (3.13)

Extremal Black Hole Solution

We now couple this JT gravity solution to a non-gravitational Minkowski region de-

scribed by metric ds2 = −dx+dx−. For simplicity, we consider the CFT to be at zero

temperature, which sets : T±± := 0 and is appropriate to describe an extremal black

hole [37]. We then consider an interval R whose endpoints we denote with [ai, bi], where

i = (1, 2). In Kruskal coordinates a point denoted by ai or bi is shorthand for x± = a±i
or x± = b±i . When we are working at a t = 0 slice, we write x = ai or x = bi to denote

the endpoints and drop the ± superscript. Note that a1 and b1 are negative as they

are located in the AdS2 region.

We now consider an interval R at t = 0 given by x ∈ [a2, b2] that is entangled with

the bulk gravity region. To compute the fine-grained entropy of R, we use the island

formula [22, 23],

S(R) = min, exta1,b1

(
Area(∂I)

4G2

+ SvN(R ∪ I)

)
. (3.14)

4Strictly speaking, normal ordering is only defined for free theories which is the case considered in

this paper. More generally, one could replace : T±± : by a function t±(x
±) that parametrizes the flux

seen by a local observer [36].
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x = 0

a±1 I b±1 a±2 R b±2

x+x− t

x

Figure 4. AdS2 region (shaded gray) at x ≤ 0 coupled to a flat non-gravitational bath

region at x > 0. Two intervals are located at t = 0 with x ∈ [a1, b1] and x ∈ [a2, b2]. The two

diamonds indicate the domain of dependence of the two intervals.

Here we allow for an island region I located at t = 0 and x ∈ [a1, b1] whose endpoints

we extremize. This setup is depicted in Figure 4.

The von Neumann entropy of n disjoint intervals in a CFT consisting of free

fermions in flat space was derived in [24]. In our case, we have two intervals; one is

located in the flat bath region and the other in the AdS region. The resulting entropy

can be obtained by a Weyl transformation of the flat space result. For two intervals

x = [a1, b1] and x = [a2, b2] the flat space entropy is [24]5

Sflat
vN =

c

3
log

[
(b1 − a1)(a2 − b1)(b2 − a1)(b2 − a2)

(a2 − a1)(b2 − b1)ϵ2

]
. (3.15)

Transforming this result such that the interval x = [a1, b1] is located on a background

with non-trivial conformal factor we write the result in terms of the cross ratio

z =
(b2 − a2)(b1 − a1)

(b2 − b1)(a2 − a1)
, (3.16)

5Note that (63) of [24] has a minor typo. The first sum on the second line should read:
∑

ij log |bi−
aj |.
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in two different ways:

SvN(R ∪ I) =
c

3
log

[
(b2 − a2)(b1 − a1)

ϵ2 exp
(
−1

2
[ω(a1) + ω(b1)]

)]+
c

3
log(1 − z) ,

=
c

3
log

[
(a2 − b1)(b2 − a1)

ϵ2 exp
(
−1

2
[ω(a1) + ω(b1)]

)]+
c

3
log z .

(3.17)

The first line makes the limit z → 0 easy to see, while the second does the same for

the limit z → 1. Here eω(x) is the conformal factor of the metric which in Poincaré

coordinates in AdS2 takes the form

eω(x) = − ℓ

x
. (3.18)

This expression for the von Neumann entropy for two intervals is specific to the free

fermion theory and only takes a universal form in particular limits.

One such limit is the OPE limit z → 1 where the von Neumann entropy reduces

to the sum of the individual entropies of the complementary regions. Alternatively,

we can consider a limit of large central charge where the entropy takes a similar form

depending whether z ≶ 1
2

[38]:

SvN(R ∪ I) =


c
3

log

[
(b2−a2)(b1−a1)

ϵ2 exp(− 1
2
[ω(a1)+ω(b1)])

]
(z < 1

2
)

c
3

log

[
(a2−b1)(b2−a1)

ϵ2 exp(− 1
2
[ω(a1)+ω(b1)])

]
(z > 1

2
) .

(3.19)

Corrections to this large central charge result have been studied in [39]. A non-trivial

island only contributes for the case z > 1/2 [40]. Thus, working in this regime, the

fine-grained entropy is given by

S(R) = min,exta1,b1

(
ϕ(a1) + ϕ(b1)

4G2

+
c

3
log

[
(a2 − b1)(b2 − a1)

ϵ2 exp
(
−1

2
[ω(a1) + ω(b1)]

)]) . (3.20)

Extremizing over (a1, b1) we find that there is only one (consistent) solution in which

the entropy is real and the island located in the bulk region.

The location of the quantum extremal surface expressed in terms of the length

scale L := 3ϕr/(2cG2) is

a1 = −1

2

(
b2 + L+

√
b22 + 6b2L+ L2

)
,

b1 = −1

2

(
a2 + L+

√
a22 + 6a2L+ L2

)
.

(3.21)
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As usual in JT gravity, L measures the deviation away from pure AdS2.

Note that when the interval in the bulk region includes the ‘natural length’ L, we

can take the limit a2 ≪ L≪ b2, where the island simplifies to

a1 = −b2 , b1 = −L . (3.22)

In addition to the non-trivial QES there is always a trivial (vanishing) island. In

that case, the fine-grained entropy is just given by SvN(R). The fine-grained entropy is

given by the minimum of these two contributions:

S(R) = min (SvN(R), SQES(R)) , (3.23)

with

SvN(R) =
c

3
log

[
b2 − a2

ϵ

]
,

SQES(R) =
ϕ0 + ϕr/L

2G2

+
ϕr

4G2L
log

[
4b2ℓ

2L

ϵ4

]
.

(3.24)

One peculiar feature of this two-dimensional model of an extremal black hole is that its

island lies outside the black hole horizon [37]. Consequently, the modular curvature we

will study later also only probes the region outside the horizon. However, for a generic

model of an evaporating black hole in JT gravity, such as originally studied in [22, 23],

the location of the island is behind an horizon. Applying our method to these (more

complicated) models should yield (geometrical) information behind horizons.

Now that we have reviewed JT gravity including its islands, we will next construct

the associated modular Hamiltonian. We will perform modular transport in two cases;

both for a single interval and for the two-interval island case.

3.2 Modular Transport for a Single Interval

Similar to holography in higher dimensions, in JT gravity we can consider the bulk

AdS2 dual of the boundary modular Hamiltonian defined in the CFT1. The relation

between the bulk and boundary modular Hamiltonians is given by a two-dimensional

version of the JLMS formula [32]:

Hbdy =
Â

4G2

+Hbulk + O(G2) . (3.25)

Here Â is the area operator and Hbulk is the bulk modular Hamiltonian which acts on

the matter fields.

To get some intuition for this expression, we consider the two-dimensional analogue

of an RT surface, which is a single point that we denote by x± = a±. From this point,
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x = 0

a±

t = a−

t = a+

Figure 5. Two-dimensional analogue of an RT surface, which is a single point. From this

point we shoot two lightrays to define a causal diamond. This defines a time interval on the

AdS boundary.

we shoot lightrays to the boundary to form a causal diamond, as in Figure 5. Taking

the state of the two-dimensional bulk matter to be the vacuum, i.e. : T±± := 0, the

bulk modular Hamiltonian acts as the boost Killing vector that leaves the diamond

invariant. We note that in this section we do not impose that the interval defining the

diamond lies on a t = 0 slice. The vector field preserving the diamond is given by

ζµ∂µ =
(a+ − x+)(a− − x+)

a+ − a−
∂+ +

(a+ − x−)(a− − x−)

a+ − a−
∂− . (3.26)

Thus, using (2.4), the bulk modular Hamiltonian takes the form

Hbulk = 2π

(∫ 1
2
(a++a−)

a+
ds

(a+ − s)(a− − s)

a+ − a−
T++(s) −

∫ 1
2
(a++a−)

a−
ds

(a+ − s)(a− − s)

a+ − a−
T−−(s)

)
,

(3.27)

which we recognize as the part of the dilaton solution coupled to the CFT2 evaluated

at (x+, x−) = (a+, a−). We can now make the following identification [41, 42]:

Hbdy =
ϕ̂

4G2

, (3.28)

which relates

⟨Â⟩ = ϕ0 −
2ϕr

a+ − a−
,

⟨Hbulk⟩ = 2π (I+ − I−) .

(3.29)
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Here we dropped the constant piece given by the central charge, which will drop out of

the generators of modular transport. The area term is the Noether charge associated

with the Killing vector that preserves the diamond, evaluated at the bulk point (see

e.g. Appendix C of [43]). Thus, just as in higher-dimensional cases, boundary modular

flow equals bulk modular flow.

We are now interested in studying the behavior of the modular Hamiltonian in

the presence of an island. As before, we couple the AdS2 bulk to a non-gravitating

bath region, see Figure 4. When we consider an interval in the bath in the presence of

an island, the boundary modular Hamiltonian is given by an expression similar to the

island formula for the fine-grained entropy [25]:

Hbdy =
Â(∂I)

4G2

+Hbulk(A ∪ I) . (3.30)

A remarkable property this island generalization of the JLMS formula is that the left-

hand side is proposed to be the exact fine-grained modular Hamiltonian associated to

the quantum state of the boundary theory, but the right-hand side is an expression

evaluated in the semi-classical gravity theory. Apparently, semi-classical gravity has

access to some fine-grained information of the full theory. Accordingly, we can evaluate

the modular Hamiltonian, just by knowing its form in the semi-classical theory.

Evaluated on a trivial island (I = ∅), (3.30) reduces to the matter modular Hamil-

tonian in the non-gravitational bath. In the presence of a non-trivial island, we instead

have to understand the modular Hamiltonian of two disjoint intervals. In general, this

two-interval modular Hamiltonian is a complicated non-local expression whose closed

form is only known in special cases. In Sec. 3.3 we therefore consider a matter sector

which consists of free massless fermions, for which the modular Hamiltonian has been

derived in [24]. Before doing so, we first consider a single interval in the bulk and

explicitly show how (bulk) modular transport probes the Riemann curvature.

Modular Curvature of a Bulk Interval

We now fix an interval in the bulk that defines a causal diamond. We then consider the

modular Hamiltonian associated to this diamond and show how its modular curvature

is related to the Riemann curvature. We stress that this is a toy example, because we

define the bulk diamond just by fixing its endpoints in a gravitational theory. This is

not diffeomorphism invariant and the resulting expressions might therefore be gauge

dependent. Still, this will be an instructive example because the resulting expressions

will naturally translate to the situation where we consider an island which we do define

in a diff-invariant manner by specifying an interval in the bath region.
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x = 0

a± b±

Figure 6. Causal diamond in the bulk associated to the interval x± = [a±, b±].

Keeping in mind this subtlety, we now show how the bulk Riemann curvature can

be obtained from modular transport when we consider a causal diamond in the bulk.

The endpoints of the interval specifying the causal diamond are given by x± = [a±, b±],

see Figure 6. In vacuum, the matter modular Hamiltonian is given by the expression

(2.4) where ζµ is the conformal Killing vector that preserves the diamond, i.e.

ζµ∂µ =
(a+ − x+)(b+ − x+)

a+ − b+
∂+ − (a− − x−)(b− − x−)

a− − b−
∂− . (3.31)

We note that the KV (3.26) that preserves the half diamond attached to the boundary

is a special case of this general CKV evaluated at b± = a∓. (3.31) is the conformal

Killing vector for any two-dimensional metric written in conformal gauge:

ds2 = −e2ω(x+,x−)dx+dx− . (3.32)

We will now show how the bulk modular Hamiltonian can be used to probe the

curvature. As before, we choose to represent the modular Hamiltonian directly by the

conformal Killing vector, i.e.

K = 2πζµ∂µ . (3.33)

We split this vector into a left-moving and right-moving piece:

K = K(+) +K(−) . (3.34)

Focusing on the + sector the generators of modular transport are now given by

Va+ = +
1

2π
∂a+K ,

Vb+ = − 1

2π
∂b+K ,

(3.35)

with similar expressions for Va− , Vb− . They obey the expected commutation relations

of modular scrambling modes [14],

[Va+ , K] = +2π Va+ , [Vb+ , K] = −2π Vb+ . (3.36)
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The modular curvature is now computed to be

Ra+b+ := [Va+ , Vb+ ] =
2

(a+ − b+)2

(
K(+)

2π

)
. (3.37)

To relate the modular curvature to the Riemann curvature, we can use (2.38).

Because (3.31) is the CKV of a causal diamond in any two-dimensional metric, this

gives a result that is valid in general. As before, we express the change in the modular

Hamiltonian in terms of K ′
a+ , K ′

b+ defined as:

K ′
a+ =

1

(2π)2
[Va+ , K] , K ′

b+ =
1

(2π)2
[Vb+ , K] . (3.38)

Evaluating the right-hand side of (2.38) we find that this expression simplifies and

reduces to

R+
a+b+ = V +

a+R
+

−++ K ′+
b+K

− −∇+V
+
a+V

+
b+ +

1

2
Ω+ . (3.39)

This equation relates the modular curvature of a single interval in any two-dimensional

spacetime to its Riemann curvature.

We will now show how the presence of an island modifies the modular curvature.

3.3 Modular Transport in the Presence of an Island

We will now study modular transport in the presence of a non-trivial quantum extremal

surface. Before doing so, let us first reiterate the general idea. We consider a gravi-

tating two-dimensional AdS space glued to a non-gravitating flat ‘bath’ region. Using

modular transport in the bath region we want to understand if we can extract the bulk

Riemann curvature associated to an island region, using the JLMS relation including

the possibility of an island (3.30).

Similar to the island formula that computes the fine-grained entropy of Hawking

radiation, (3.30) states that the exact modular Hamiltonian of a subregion of the bath

(which is unknown in general) equals a simpler semi-classical expression involving the

semi-classical bulk modular Hamiltonian of two disjoint intervals. For generic matter,

the modular Hamiltonian of disjoint intervals is unknown. However, for free fermion

theories, [24] derived an explicit formula. Consequently, we will now restrict to this

case.

Modular Hamiltonian of Disjoint Intervals

The modular Hamiltonian of free fermions on n disjoint intervals in 1 + 1-dimensional

flat space was derived in [24]. This model has been studied in the context of quantum

extremal surfaces in [25] and modular transport in [26]. The latter reference makes use
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Figure 7. Two disjoint intervals whose endpoints are labeled by lightcone coordinates.

of an isomorphism—referred to as a multi-local symmetry—to transform the compli-

cated non-local expression of the modular Hamiltonian of two disjoint intervals into a

tractable local expression for two fermions on a half line where modular flow acts as a

boost.

We focus on two intervals and label the endpoints as indicated in Figure 7. We

first consider the non-gravitational case where these two intervals are located on flat

space. As we will argue, the generalization to AdS2 is straightforward; for our purpose

of studying modular flow, it is actually essentially unmodified from the flat space case.

The modular Hamiltonian splits into two pieces: H = H(+) +H(−). In two dimensions

the left and right-moving sector completely decouple so it suffices to just consider one

sector. We focus on the x+ sector, and instead of keeping track of the superscript, we

just write x. We then have [24, 26]

H(+) = 2π

∫
dx
(
hT (x)T (x) + hC(x)ψ†(x)ψ(x̃)

)
. (3.40)

The coefficients of the operators and the map x̃(x) are

hT (x) = (∂xy(x))−1 ,

hC(x) =
∂xx̃

x− x̃
hT (x) ,

y(x) = log

[
−(x− a1)(x− a2)

(x− b1)(x− b2)

]
,

x̃(x) =
a1a2(x− b1 − b2) − b1b2(x− a1 − a2)

(a1 + a2 − b1 − b2)x− a1a2 + b1b2
,

(3.41)
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and the fermion stress tensor is given by

T (x) =
1

2

(
∂xψ

†ψ − ψ†∂xψ
)
. (3.42)

Since we are focusing on the + sector, the coefficients ai, bi refer to the + com-

ponents. The map x̃(x) is quasi-local in the sense that it exchanges points in the two

intervals. The second term in the modular Hamiltonian therefore couples fermions

non-locally, but point wise. This fact was used in [25] to understand how an operator

in an island region can be mapped to a bath region under modular flow.6

To highlight the difference between the local modular Hamiltonian for a single

interval and its non-locality for disjoint intervals, we display the evolution of the local

fermion operators under modular flow. For this purpose it is useful to consider the

function y(x) defined in (3.41). This function runs from [−∞,+∞] in each interval

[a1, b1] and [a2, b2]. A value of y(x) corresponds to one point in each interval, which we

denote by xi(y). We can then define a fermion operator in each interval as

ψ̃i(y) :=

√
dxi
dy

ψ(xi(y)) . (3.43)

Under modular flow, the positions of the operators evolve with the modular time pa-

rameter s as y(s) = y(0) + 2πs and the operators transform as [24]

ψi(y(s)) = R j
i ψj(y(0)) . (3.44)

Here R is a rotation matrix

R j
i =

(
cos θ(s) − sin θ(s)

sin θ(s) cos θ(s)

)
, (3.45)

with angle

θ(s) =

[
arctan

(
(b1 + b2 − a1 − a2)x1(s) + (a1a2 − b1b2)√

(b1 − a1)(a2 − b1)(b2 − a1)(b2 − a2)

)
− (s = 0)

]
. (3.46)

Specifying an initial condition y(0), this relation can be inverted to obtain the position

of the operators under modular flow.

Fixing the length of both diamonds to be equal, we demonstrate the behavior of

modular flow in three illustrative examples in Figures 8, 9 and 10. We notice that for

6The reference [25] uses different conventions to label the intervals. The relation between our and

their conventions is given by (a+1,2, b
+
1,2)us → (a+1,2, b

+
1,2)them and (a−1,2, b

−
1,2)us → (b−2,1, a

−
2,1)them. Thus,

for our focus on the + sector, the two conventions coincide.
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Figure 8. Behavior of the position of the operators ψ̃i(y) under modular flow. The blue

line corresponds to the modular flow trajectory and the orange trajectory corresponds to the

CKV of each diamond. We see that, in general, modular flow in the bulk of the diamond does

not coincide with the flow of the CKV of the diamond. Close to the edge of the diamond,

however, they do coincide. We took [a1, b1] = [−0.01, 0.99], [a2, b2] = [1.1, 2.1] and y(0) = −1.

Figure 9. Behavior of the position of the operators ψ̃i(y) under modular flow. The blue

line corresponds to the modular flow trajectory and the orange trajectory corresponds to the

CKV of each diamond. If we consider operators close to the edge of the diamond, the modular

flow trajectory coincides with the CKV of the diamond. We took [a1, b1] = [−0.01, 0.99],

[a2, b2] = [1.1, 2.1] and y(0) = 0.

diamonds that are far away from other, modular flow follows the trajectory of the CKV

of the diamond. Indeed, this is also easy to see analytically. In the limit where the

cross-ratio z → 0, the non-local piece of the modular Hamiltonian vanishes. One way

of taking this limit is by shrinking one of the intervals to zero size, let’s say a2 → b2.
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Figure 10. Behavior of the position of the operators ψ̃i(y) under modular flow. We note that

modular flow couples points at different values y(x) in each interval. The blue line corresponds

to the modular flow trajectory and the orange trajectory corresponds to the CKV of each

diamond. When the diamonds are far away from each other the modular flow trajectory

coincides with the CKV of the diamond. We took [a1, b1] = [−0.01, 0.99], [a2, b2] = [2, 3] and

y(0) = −1.

The modular Hamiltonian then becomes the CKV of the remaining interval:

lim
a2→b2

hT (x) =
(a1 − x)(b1 − x)

a1 − b1
,

lim
a2→b2

hC(x) = 0 .
(3.47)

In addition, the figures also make it clear that modular flow follows the trajectory

of a CKV when we consider an operator that is close to the edge of the diamond.

This behavior seems similar to the fact that the modular Hamiltonian of excited states

reduces to the boost Killing vector close to the boundary, although here there still is

a non-local piece. Thus, the operators ψ̃1(y) and ψ̃2(y) still mix but their trajectories

are described by the CKV of their respective diamonds.

In principal, one can obtain the generators of modular transport by varying (3.40).

However, away from a simplifying limit where the non-local piece vanishes, this proce-

dure quickly becomes unwieldy when studying modular transport. For this reason, in

cases where the non-local contribution cannot be dropped, it is more convenient to make

use of the multi-local symmetry utilized in [26] to obtain a more tractable expression

for the modular Hamiltonian that is local. The map to a local modular Hamilto-

nian involves an isomorphism β that maps two species of fermion Ψi=1,2 on a half-line

I = [0,∞] to a single fermion ψ on two disjoint intervals I1∪I2 = [a1, b1]∪ [a2, b2]. This
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map involves a coordinate transformation to ‘X-space’:7

X(x) = −(x− a1)(x− a2)

(x− b1)(x− b2)
. (3.48)

It has two inverses x1,2(X), which send the half-line [0,∞] to either the interval [a1, b1]

or [a2, b2]. For more details regarding this multi-local symmetry we refer the reader to

[26, 44]. Here we just note that the map β acts on fermions in X-space as:

β[Ψi(X)] =
∑
j=1,2

Uij

√
∂Xxj(X)ψ(xj(X)) ,

β[Ψ†
i (X)] =

∑
j=1,2

Uij

√
∂Xxj(X)ψ†(xj(X)) ,

(3.49)

where U = eϵΘ(X) is an orthogonal matrix. The parameter Θ(X) is defined as

Θ(X) =

∫ X

dY

√
∂Y x1(Y )∂Y x2(Y )

x1(Y ) − x2(Y )
, (3.50)

and implements a gauge transformation that introduces a monodromy around the

branch points of the map X(x).

To explicitly evaluate the action of the map, it will be useful to expand Uij =

δij + ϵijΘ(x) + . . . , where ϵij is the Levi-Civita symbol. The inverse map β−1 acts on

H(+) as

β−1 ◦H(+) = 2π

∫
dXX (T11(X) + T22(X)) . (3.51)

We see that in X-space the modular Hamiltonian simply acts as a boost on the two

fermions defined in Rindler space. The stress tensors of the two fermions are given by

Tij(X) =
1

2

(
∂XΨ†

i (X)Ψj(X) − Ψ†
i (X)∂XΨj(X)

)
. (3.52)

Varying (3.51) gives a more tractable way of obtaining the generators of modular trans-

port.

Modular Transport with Islands

The expressions for the modular Hamiltonian and modular transport that we just pre-

sented are valid on flat space. However, our setup of interest consists of one (bath)

interval located on flat space and one on AdS2. Nonetheless, because we consider the

fermion in the vacuum state, i.e. : T±± : = 0, we can see from (3.10) and (3.11) that

7We refer to the representation (3.40) as x-space, which is the same as the z-space in [26].
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the only difference between the stress tensor on flat space and AdS2 is the confor-

mal anomaly. This contribution can be safely dropped to study the dynamics of the

modular Hamiltonian, such that we can readily apply the expression for the modular

Hamiltonian on flat space to our situation of interest.

Now we will take some interesting limits. We first evaluate the modular Hamil-

tonian on the location of the island, given by (3.21). Working in the limit a2/L ≪ 1

and b2/L ≫ 1, keeping L fixed, the location of the island is simply given by (a1, b1) =

(−b2,−L). Since we are working with a CFT in the vacuum, we can equivalently de-

scribe this situation in terms of the complement of the two intervals which, in this

limit, is just a single interval. We then expect the modular Hamiltonian to reduce to

the single interval result, i.e. it should implement a boost with respect to the CKV of

the causal diamond defined by the interval x = [−L, 0]. Indeed, taking this limit we

obtain

hT (x)QES =
x(L+ x)

L
, (3.53)

which corresponds to minus the + component of the CKV of the diamond associated

to the interval x = [−L, 0]. As anticipated, this interval is the complement of the

[a1, b1] ∪ [a2, b2] after imposing the QES condition and taking the limit a2/L ≪ 1 and

b2/L≫ 1.

Because in this limit the modular Hamiltonian reduces to the CKV of the diamond

x = [−L, 0], we expect to be able to still extract the Riemann curvature using modular

transport. This expectation is essentially true, up to a subtlety involving the non-local

contribution. Taking the same limit in the non-local coefficient, we obtain

hC(x)QES =
2x(L+ x)

L(L+ 2x)
. (3.54)

Perhaps surprisingly, this term is non-zero. One should be careful however in inter-

preting this result, as the map x̃(x) becomes ill-defined in this limit as one interval has

reduced to a point. Thus, the non-local coupling ψ†(x)ψ(x̃) needs to be reinterpreted.

Said differently, considering the modular Hamiltonian of a single interval and taking the

single-interval limit of the two-interval modular Hamiltonian do not commute. Later,

we will show that in X-space the single interval limit is regular and non-local con-

tributions to modular transport vanish. For now, we will therefore simply ignore the

non-local contribution.

After varying the modular Hamiltonian (3.40), [26] obtained the generators of

modular transport. As mentioned, for now we only keep the local terms.8 The complete

generators (including non-local terms) are displayed in Appendix B.

8This amounts to only keeping the first term proportional to T (x) in (B.1).
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As in the AdS3/CFT2 case, we define a left-moving and right-moving piece of the

(local) modular Hamiltonian as K = K(+) +K(−) with

K(±) = ±2π hT (x±)∂± . (3.55)

In the single interval limit we are considering the non-zero generators are (where we

dropped the + superscript on b1, a2)

Vb1 = − 1

2π
∂b1K(+) ,

Va2 = +
1

2π
∂a2K(+) .

(3.56)

We now obtain the expected commutation relations

[Vb1 , K] = ∂b1K , [Va2 , K] = ∂a2K . (3.57)

The only non-zero component of the modular curvature is given by

Ra2b1 =
2

L2
hT (x) . (3.58)

We recognize this expression as 2/(2πL2) times the modular Hamiltonian. The coef-

ficient is indeed 2/(b1 − a2)
2 evaluated on the island, as expected. Using the relation

(3.39) we can now relate this modular curvature to the Riemann curvature.

Due to the generalization of the JLMS relation to include a possible island (see

(3.30)), we see that it is possible to reconstruct the Riemann curvature far away from

the bath region by acting with the exact generator of modular transport. Concretely, let

us define the generator V Q
a2

in the exact theory. This generator is a complicated operator

that (non-perturbatively) has information about the bulk. To distinguish the modular

curvature computed using the generators V Q
a2

and V Q
b2

from the modular curvature in

the semi-classical theory we refer to any commutator of an exact generator with another

generator as the Quantum Extremal Modular Curvature (QEMC). Knowledge of this

operator allows an observer in the boundary theory to extract geometrical information

of islands in the bulk using the QEMC. Concretely, assuming the presence of an island in

the semi-classical theory, V Q
a2

generates modular transport on the two disjoint intervals:

V Q
a2

= Va2 +

(
∂b1
∂a2

)
Vb1 . (3.59)

Accordingly, in the semi-classical theory, changing the endpoint of the bath interval

also changes the location of the island via the QES condition. In the limit where the
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semi-classical generators are local, an observer in the exact theory can now obtain the

Riemann curvature by computing

[Va2 , V
Q
a2

] =

(
∂b1
∂a2

)
[Va2 , Vb1 ] = (−2)Ra2b1 . (3.60)

Here Ra2b1 is the modular curvature in the semi-classical theory. The factor of (−2)

comes from the Jacobian.

This commutator might look a bit funny, since it involves the same endpoint a2.

However, other commutators involving one exact generator just reduce to their semi-

classical values, i.e. [Va2 , V
Q
b2

] = [Va2 , Vb2 ] and [Vb2 , V
Q
a2

] = [Vb2 , Va2 ], and don’t probe the

bulk region. Using the relation between the (local) modular curvature and Riemann

curvature, i.e. (3.39), we now see how the QEMC can be used to extract the Riemann

curvature from modular flow. So far, we’ve worked in the limit where the generators of

modular transport become local and saw how we could extract the Riemann curvature.

Next, we go beyond this limit and compute the leading corrections to the geometric

modular flow.

Beyond Geometric Flow

To compute the leading corrections to the geometric limit of the QEMC considered so

far, we will make use of the multi-local symmetry we described before. This symmetry

allows for tractable expressions of the generators of modular transport. To compute

the leading correction to the geometric expression for the modular curvature, we still

consider the same commutator in the presence of an island, i.e.

[Va2 , V
Q
a2

] =

(
∂b1
∂a2

)
[Va2 , Vb1 ] =

(
∂b1
∂a2

)
Ra2b1 , (3.61)

but now we consider the generators in X-space. The explicit expressions are given

in Appendix B. We then expand to leading order in an expansion of a2/L ≪ 1 and

b2/L ≫ 1. Writing the commutator of interest in terms of the different zero modes

that contribute we have:

[Va2 , V
Q
a2

] = − 4

L2

[
Q

(1)
22 +

√
L

8b2

(
Q

(0)
21 −Q

(0)
12 + 2

(
Q

(1)
12 +Q

(1)
21 −Q

(2)
21

))]
. (3.62)

The different zero modes are given by

Q
(0)
ij =

∫
dXΨi(X)Ψj(X) ,

Q
(1)
ij =

∫
dXXTij(X) ,

Q
(2)
ij =

∫
dXX2

(
∂XΨ†

i (X)∂XΨj(X) − (i↔ j)
)
.

(3.63)
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The first term in the expansion is proportional to just Q
(1)
22 and does not involve the

fermion Ψ1. As promised, we now see that—when transformed back to a single interval

in x-space—the first term also has a local interpretation as a boost implemented by

a CKV. Explicitly, when acting with the map β on the zero mode Q
(1)
22 to transform

back to x-space, the term involving a derivative of the gauge parameter Θ(X) becomes

proportional to the term ψ†(x)ψ(x̃). We find that Θ′(X) vanishes in the limit a2/L≪ 1

and b2/L ≫ 1.9 Thus, the first term in (3.62) agrees with (3.60). The other terms

involving couplings between the different fermions are non-local in x-space, don’t have

a geometric interpretation, and vanish in the limit b2/L→ ∞.

One last interesting question that we want to discuss is what information we obtain

from the QEMC involving two exact generators, i.e. RQ
a2b2

= [V Q
a2
, V Q

b2
]. With the

expressions for the generators of modular transport in the semi-classical theory, this

is easily obtained. First, let us consider the situation without an island. In this case,

there is just a single interval in the bath and modular flow is completely local. In this

case, we obtain the single-interval result given by

No Island: RQ
a2b2

= Ra2b2 =
2

(a2 − b2)2
Q

(1)
11 . (3.64)

This expression is local, since it only involves the fermion Ψ1. We recognize the pref-

actor as the coefficient of the modular curvature of a single interval in the bulk.

Now consider the situation with an island present. In that case, we can make use

of the expression of the generators in X-space to find10

RQ
a2b2

= [Va2 , Vb2 ] +

(
∂b1
∂a2

)(
∂a1
∂b2

)
[Vb1 , Va1 ] . (3.65)

The general result looks rather complicated. Expanding for a2/L ≪ 1 and b2/L ≫ 1

we find that the leading order term in the expansion vanishes. Because we saw that in

this limit modular flow becomes local in the diamond x = [−L, 0], the vanishing of the

leading order term implies that this component of the QEMC contains purely non-local

information. The first non-zero order in the expansion is O(L/b2)
3/2. We find

With Island: RQ
a2b2

= − 1√
8b32L

(
Q

(0)
12 −Q

(0)
21 − 6

(
Q

(1)
12 +Q

(1)
21

)
+ 2Q

(2)
21

)
. (3.66)

Indeed, this term is purely non-local and represents non-geometric information. We

therefore see that RQ
a2b2

only has a local interpretation in the absence of an island and

becomes non-local whenever a non-trivial QES contributes.

9Using the language of [44], in X-space the non-local coupling is manifest by a coupling of the form

ϵijA
+Ψ†

iΨj , where A
+ is a gauge field. In the limit we consider, the gauge field vanishes.

10The commutators [Vai
, Vaj

] = [Vbi , Vbj ] = 0.
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4 Discussion

In this paper, we studied modular transport in JT gravity coupled to a non-gravitational

bath in the presence of an island. Due to the non-trivial island, performing modular flow

on this system involves two disjoint intervals: one in the gravitating bulk and one in the

non-gravitating bath. In order to use analytical expressions, we coupled the JT theory

to a two-dimensional free fermion theory for which the exact modular Hamiltonian

was derived in [24]. Using a two-dimensional version of the JLMS formula—including

the possibility of a non-trivial quantum extremal surface—we were able to define the

‘fine-grained’ generators of modular transport associated to an interval in the non-

gravitional bath region. In the semi-classical theory these generators act on both the

bulk and bath interval. We computed the modular curvature from these generators,

which we refer to as the Quantum Extremal Modular Curvature, or QEMC.

The QEMC is non-local in general, but in a certain simplifying limit reduces to the

known (local) result for a single interval in the bulk. In this limit, the QEMC probes

the bulk Riemann curvature of this interval in a similar fashion as previous studies

[4, 14] of the modular curvature in holography without islands. The upshot of our

approach, however, is that it probes the Riemann curvature in a region that can be

far away from the boundary. Thus, an observer in the bath can use this approach to

obtain geometrical information about far-separated regions, possibly behind horizons.

While we performed our analysis in the context of a low-dimensional model with

many simplifying features in order to have analytical control, we expect this upshot

to remain true more generally: it simply relies on the fact that the location of the

island is tied to the location of the interval in the bath region, by virtue of the QES

condition. Thus, performing transport with respect to the bath interval necessarily

results in transport of the island, which can be used to probe the local curvature in

that region. In particular, there is no obvious obstruction to applying our method to

a more complicated model of an evaporating black holes, such as the one studied in

[22, 23], for which the island lies behind a horizon. Coupling the JT solution to the free

fermion model, the modular Hamiltonian is given by the same expression we studied

in this paper.

Although possible in principle, the modular transport protocol we described might

be difficult to perform in practice. An observer would need to be able to compute

the fine-grained generator of modular transport: a complicated and non-perturbative

operator. It has a simple semi-classical bulk interpretation, however, in terms of a

non-local generator that acts on both intervals. The challenge of constructing the fine-

grained generator is the same challenge hindering an observer who tries to verify that

the Hawking radiation of an evaporating black hole follows a Page curve. Similarly,
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the fine-grained entropy is a difficult observable to measure, but has a straightforward

interpretation in the semi-classical theory.

Away from a special OPE limit, the QEMC is non-local in the presence of an island

and this reflects the non-local nature of modular flow of disjoint intervals. This is most

easily seen in X-space where the non-local contributions in (3.62) and (3.66) show up

as a coupling between two species of fermions, Ψ1 and Ψ2.

The QEMC therefore has radically different behavior with or without the contri-

bution of an island. An observer in the bath region could start with a (small) interval

whose entanglement wedge does not include an island and obtain a local curvature.

Increasing the size of the interval, at some point an island will contribute and the

QEMC suddenly becomes non-local. We note that this situation bears resemblance to

the suggested breakdown of semi-classical physics in the presence of islands [27, 28] and

it would be interesting to understand if islands are an avatar for a breakdown of EFT

more generally.

One possible way to explore the non-local aspects of the QEMC is by consider-

ing the role of the additional contributing zero modes within the framework of von

Neumann algebras. Ref. [45] considered the implications of a non-modular geometric

phases for the algebra type (especially regards to the existence of a trace functional),

and the reformulation of modular Berry transport in the language of von Neumann al-

gebras will be explored in [46]. Perhaps this language can suggest a semiclassical bulk

interpretation for the non-local contributions to the QEMC, along the lines of [47].

Another potential approach is to make use of the relation between modular transport

and kinematic space. For single intervals in a holographic CFT, the modular curvature

equals the Riemann curvature of kinematic space. Defining kinematic space in the

presence of a QES, something considered in [48], can perhaps be instructive to better

understand the QEMC.

Finally, although we only explicitly studied the QEMC for one JT gravity model

on an AdS2 background, our approach generalizes to non-AdS spacetimes as well. The

assumption of our computation was the JLMS relation and did not necessarily require

AdS holography. One particular interesting application would be to study modular

transport in de Sitter space, similar to studies of the entanglement entropy in cosmo-

logical spacetimes [49–64].
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A Riemann Curvature from Fermi Normal Coordi-

nates

In this Appendix, we show how for modular Hamiltonians that reduce to boost Killing

vectors only near the edge of the entanglement wedge we can use Fermi normal coor-

dinates to obtain the Riemann curvature from the modular curvature. For simplicity

we focus on three dimensions, the higher-dimensional case is also discussed in [14]. We

essentially follow their discussion, but specified to the three-dimensional case.

A.1 General Procedure

We consider a spacetime described by Fermi normal coordinates Xµ = (XA, Y ), where

Y is the direction along the geodesic. The metric is given by

gAB = ηAB − 1

3
RACBDX

CXD + O(X3) .

gAY =
2

3
RY BCAX

BXC + O(X3) ,

gY Y = 1 −RY AY BX
AXB + O(X3) .

(A.1)

The modular Hamiltonian is an approximate boost Killing vector near the edge of the

entanglement wedge. Using lightcone coordinates X± = X0 ± X1 we can write this

vector as

ζ = X+∂+ −X−∂− + O(X2) . (A.2)

Now consider a generator of modular transport Vλ. In the main body, we saw that it

can be expressed as

Vλ = [K ′
λ, K] , (A.3)

where K = 2πζ and K ′
λ is 1/(2π)2 times the change in the modular Hamiltonian,

defined analogously to (3.38). Since K and K ′
λ are both (approximate) Killing vectors,
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so is Vλ. This implies that it should approximately solve Killing’s equation. Dropping

the λ subscript to ease notation:

gνρ∇µV
ρ + gµρ∇νV

ρ = O(X) . (A.4)

Denoting the location of the new extremal surface by X ′A(Y ) = 0, in Fermi normal

coordinates this is solved by

V A = X ′A(Y ) + O(X2) ,

V Y = −ηAB(∂YX
′A(Y ))XB + O(X2) .

(A.5)

We now split the generator as V = V(+) + V(−):

V(+) = X ′+(Y )∂+ +
1

2
X−(∂YX

′+(Y ))∂Y + O(X2) ,

V(−) = X ′−(Y )∂− +
1

2
X+(∂YX

′−(Y ))∂Y + O(X2) .
(A.6)

With the expansion of the generators of modular transport the modular curvature is

given by

R+− = [V(+), V(−)] . (A.7)

However, acting with either V(+) or V(−) changes the location of the extremal surface and

therefore changes the Fermi normal coordinate gauge in which the derived expressions

for V(+) and V(−) are valid. As explained in [14], we can correct for this by adjusting

the O(X2) terms to preserve the gauge after acting with one of the generators. This

results in

V A = X ′A(Y ) +
1

3
X ′C(Y )ηADRB(CD)EX

BXE ,

V Y = −ηAB(∂YX
′A(Y ))XB − 1

3
X ′B(Y )RY

ABCX
AXC .

(A.8)

We then find11

R+− = [V(+), V(−)] =
1

3
X ′+X ′−R µ

+− AX
A∂µ −

1

2
(∂YX

′−)(∂YX
′+)(X+∂+ −X−∂−) .

(A.9)

Thus, we explicitly see how the modular curvature is related to the Riemann curvature.

A.2 Example: Diagonal Geodesic in AdS3

We start from the AdS3 metric in global coordinates:

ds2 = ℓ2(− cosh2 ρ dτ 2 + dρ2 + sinh2 ρ dθ2) . (A.10)

11This corrects a factor of 1/3 absent in (3.20) of [14].
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We want to construct Fermi normal coordinates along the diagonal geodesic with end-

points τ = 0 and θ = [0, π]. For this purpose, it is useful to first consider Poincaré

coordinates which are naturally adapted to this geodesic:

ds2 =
ℓ2

y2
(−dt2 + dx2 + dy2) , (A.11)

where we define the coordinate system in such a way that the diagonal geodesic is

parametrized by (t, x, y) = (0, 0, y(q)), where q parametrizes the geodesic. The explicit

relation between these coordinates is

t =
ℓ cosh ρ sin τ

cosh ρ cos τ − sinh ρ sin θ
,

x =
ℓ sinh ρ cos θ

cosh ρ cos τ − sinh ρ sin θ
,

y =
ℓ

cosh ρ cos τ − sinh ρ sin θ
.

(A.12)

The explicit coordinate transformation to Fermi normal coordinates (T,X, Y ) is now

given by:

t = e−Y/ℓT

(
1 +

T 2 −X2

3ℓ2

)
,

x = e−Y/ℓX

(
1 +

T 2 −X2

3ℓ2

)
,

y = e−Y/ℓℓ

(
1 +

T 2 −X2

2ℓ2

)
.

(A.13)

The geodesic is described by (T,X, Y ) = (0, 0, Y (q)). Expanding the metric up to

second order in (T,X) away from the geodesic we find

ds2 = −
(

1 +
X2

3ℓ2

)
dT 2 +

(
1 − T 2

3ℓ2

)
dX2 +

(
1 − T 2 −X2

ℓ2

)
dY 2 +

2TX

3ℓ2
dTdX .

(A.14)

This indeed takes the form of Fermi normal coordinates. Denoting XA = (T,X) we

have
gY Y = 1 −RY AY BX

AXB + O(X3) ,

gY A = −2

3
RY BACX

BXC + O(X3) ,

gAB = ηAB − 1

3
RACBDX

CXD + O(X3) .

(A.15)

We now have to consider a particular deformation of the diagonal geodesic. We choose

to consider a rotation in global coordinates, given by V = ∂θ. It is easy to compute
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that in Fermi normal coordinates, such a rotation corresponds to the following location

of the new extremal surface in terms of the X± = T ±X coordinates:

X ′±(Y ) = ±ℓ sinh(Y/ℓ) . (A.16)

Evaluating the Riemann components in Fermi normal coordinates we find that up to

O(X2) the generators are given by

V(+) = +ℓ sinh(Y/ℓ)

(
1 − X+(X+ +X−)

6ℓ2

)
∂+ +

X−

2
cosh(Y/ℓ)∂Y ,

V(−) = −ℓ sinh(Y/ℓ)

(
1 − X−(X+ +X−)

6ℓ2

)
∂− − X+

2
cosh(Y/ℓ)∂Y .

(A.17)

Computing the commutator we find

R+− =
X+

6
(2 + cosh (2Y/ℓ)) ∂+ − X−

6
(2 + cosh (2Y/ℓ)) ∂− . (A.18)

This indeed matches the general expression (A.9) when evaluated on the metric (A.14).

B Generators of Modular Transport

Here we write down the generators of modular transport both in x-space as well as in

X-space as derived in [26].

B.1 Generators in x-space

For a set of two disjoint intervals described by [a1, b1]∪[a2, b2] the generators of modular

transport are given by12

Vai =∫
dx

Π2
b(x)

∆(x)2

(
− Π2

a(x)

(ai − x)2
T (x) − ξΠa(x)

Πb(ai)γ(x)
T̃ (x) +

ξ(∆(x) − 2Πb(ai)Πa(x)
(ai−x)

)

2Πb(ai)γ(x)2
ψ†(x)ψ(x̃)

)
,

Vbi =∫
dx

Π2
a(x)

∆(x)2

(
− Π2

b(x)

(bi − x)2
T (x) +

ξΠb(x)

Πa(bi)γ(x)
T̃ (x) −

ξ(∆(x) − 2Πa(bi)Πb(x)
(bi−x)

)

2Πa(bi)γ(x)2
ψ†(x)ψ(x̃)

)
.

(B.1)

12As in the main body, we focus on the + component and drop the explicit + superscripts. We note

that our definition of the generators differs from [26] by a minus sign, i.e. V us
λ = −V them

λ .
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The operator T̃ and coefficients are defined as

T̃ (x) =
1

2

(
∂xψ

†(x)ψ(x̃) − (∂xx̃)ψ†(x)∂̃xψ(x̃)
)
, (B.2)

and

∆(x) = (b1 + b2 − a1 − a2)x
2 + 2(a1a2 − b1b2)x+ (a1 + a2)b1b2 − (b1 + b2)a1a2 ,

γ(x) = (b1 + b2 − a1 − a2)x+ a1a2 − b1b2 ,

Πa(x) = (a1 − x)(a2 − x) ,

Πb(x) = (b1 − x)(b2 − x) ,

ξ = −(b1 − a1)(b1 − a2)(b2 − a1)(b2 − a2) .
(B.3)

The generators obey

[Vai , H] = ∂aiH , [Vbi , H] = ∂biH . (B.4)

B.2 Generators in X-space

In X-space the four generators Vλ=(a1,a2,b1,b2) can be compactly written as

Vλ =

∫
dX

∑
ij

A
(λ)
ij (X)Tij(X) . (B.5)

Defining

τa1 =
(b1 − a2)(b2 − a2)

(b1 − a1)(b2 − a1)
, τb1 =

(b2 − a1)(b2 − a2)

(b1 − a1)(b1 − a2)
, (B.6)

the coefficients are given by the four matrices

A
(a1)
ij =

 b2−a2
(b2−b1)(b2−a1)

−
√

−τa1
b2−b1

−
√

−τa1
b2−b1

b1−a2
(b1−b2)(b1−a1)

 , A
(a2)
ij =

 b2−a1
(b2−a2)(b2−b1)

−
√

−τa2
b1−b2

−
√

−τa2
b1−b2

b1−a1
(b1−b2)(b1−a2)

 ,

(B.7)

and

A
(b1)
ij =

(
0 0

0 − (b1−b2)
(b1−a1)(b1−a2)

X2

)
, A

(b2)
ij =

(
− (b2−b1)

(b2−a1)(b2−a2)
X2 0

0 0

)
. (B.8)
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