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Abstract

In this paper, we explore the non-Hermitian transition matrix and
its gravity dual. States in quantum field theories or gravity theories
are typically prepared using Euclidean path integrals. We demonstrate
that it is both natural and necessary to introduce non-Hermitian tran-
sitions to describe the state when employing different inner products
in Euclidean quantum field theories. Transition matrices that are η-
pseudo-Hermitian, with η being positive-definite, play the same role
as density matrices, where the operator η is closely related to the
definition of the inner product. Moreover, there exists a one-to-one
correspondence between these transition matrices and density matri-
ces. In the context of AdS/CFT correspondence, the Euclidean path
integral in the boundary field theory can be translated to the bulk
gravitational path integral. We provide an overview of the construc-
tion and interpretation of non-Hermitian spacetime. Specifically, we
demonstrate the crucial role of the non-Hermitian transition matrix in
realizing the thermofield concept in general cases and in understanding
the gravity states dual to the eternal black hole. In this context, the
pseudoentropy of the transition matrix can also be interpreted as black
hole entropy. Finally, we highlight the strong subadditivity property of
pseudoentropy, and the connection between non-Hermitian transition
matrices and complex metrics.
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1 Introduction

The wave function describes the states of a given quantum system. In a
finite-dimensional Hilbert space, it is possible to solve the wave function
and express it using a complete basis of the system. However, in quantum
field theories (QFTs), it is generally not possible to obtain such an expression
even if a basis is chosen. Instead, the Euclidean path integral is typically
used to represent the wave function of the states in QFTs or quantum gravity
[1][2].

The state properties can be detected by investigating local or non-local
observables. One of the most useful quantities is the entanglement entropy
(EE) [3][4], which is closely related to the basic properties of QFTs [5]-[8].
In the context of AdS/CFT, at the leading order of G, the EE is given by
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the Ryu-Takayanagi (RT) formula [9] and its generalization, the Hubeny-
Rangamani-Takayanagi (HRT) formula [10]. Understanding the entangle-
ment structure of wave functions in QFTs and the gravity dual of these
wave functions is an important task. The RT formula is a fundamental tool
for comprehending the properties of both classical and quantum spacetimes
[11]-[17].

Suppose one has prepared the ket state |Ψ⟩. It is straightforward to
represent the density matrix |Ψ⟩⟨Ψ| by defining the bra state ⟨Ψ| as the
Hermitian conjugate of the ket state. In the usual approach in flat space-
time, one takes the fields on the timeslice x0 = 0 as the basis. The timeslice
in Euclidean QFTs can be naturally obtained by Wick rotation of Lorentzian
QFTs. Generally, density matrices, recognized as Hermitian operators, can
also be used to describe the states of the system. However, the Hermitian
conjugation of ket states or operators depends on the quantization method
employed in the theory. In Euclidean QFTs, any coordinates can be taken as
time. Different choices of the time coordinate correspond to different quan-
tizations of the theory. More generally, one could choose any codimension-1
surface to quantize Euclidean QFTs [18]. Therefore, in Euclidean QFTs,
different quantization methods will lead to different definitions of the in-
ner product, resulting in different Hermitian conjugation operations on bra
states and operators. In this paper, we will explore how to represent the
states by Euclidean path integrals when different quantization methods are
used.

Below, we will demonstrate that, to describe the system in field theory or
gravity theory in general cases, it is both natural and necessary to introduce
the non-Hermitian transition matrix

T = |ψ⟩⟨ϕ|, (1)

with ⟨ϕ| ≠ |ψ⟩†. We provide explicit examples to illustrate the emergence
of the non-Hermitian transition matrix by selecting different quantization
methods in Euclidean QFTs.

Recently, the transition matrix was introduced in [19] with the primary
motivation to define the pseudoentropy (PE), which can be considered a
generalization of entanglement entropy (EE). In the context of AdS/CFT, if
the transition matrix is dual to bulk geometry, the PE can also be evaluated
using the RT formula, provided the transition matrix corresponds to some
geometry at the leading order of G. In [20], the authors use the concept of
pseudo-Hermiticity to characterize the real-valued condition of PE. However,
the physical meaning of this condition is still not well understood.

In this paper, we will provide a physical explanation for the pseudo-
Hermitian conditions discussed in [20]. Specifically, we will show that if one
employs a different inner product for a given quantum system, it becomes
natural to describe the system using an η-pseudo-Hermitian transition ma-
trix, which plays the same role as the density matrix. The operator η is
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positive-definite and is closely related to the inner product. Furthermore,
we will demonstrate that a duality exists between the Hermitian density
matrix and the non-Hermitian transition matrix, implying a one-to-one cor-
respondence between their observables.

The pseudo-Hermitian transition matrix resembles the recent interest
in PT-symmetric or pseudo-Hermitian quantum mechanics, which focuses
on the necessary and sufficient conditions for the reality of the Hamiltonian
spectrum [21, 22, 23]. In fact, we will show below that the pseudo-Hermitian
transition matrix can be well-understood within the framework of pseudo-
Hermitian quantum mechanics[24, 25, 26]. To describe the quantum states
of gravity, we must also take into account the concept of non-Hermitian
spacetime. This concept can be better articulated within the framework of
the AdS/CFT correspondence. The path integral representation of states
in boundary QFT can be translated to the bulk gravitational path integral.
In the semiclassical limit G → 0, the non-Hermitian property reflects the
asymmetry of the metric along certain surfaces. We will use some examples
to show how non-Hermitian spacetime offers further insight into the proper-
ties of gravity. As an application, we construct a non-Hermitian transition
matrix based on the thermofield double (TFD) state. We will show that
the transition matrix can also be used to realize the thermofield double idea
in more general situations. Furthermore, we point out that the transition
matrix can be dual to the eternal black hole, just like the TFD density
matrix.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we discuss the relation-
ship between states, density matrices, and transition matrices. Specifically,
we show the emergence of the transition matrix when employing different
quantization methods in Euclidean QFTs. We also demonstrate the relation
between η-pseudo-Hermiticity and the inner product defined in association
with the metric operator η. In Section 3, we present the gravity dual of the
non-Hermitian transition matrix. We provide examples to illustrate the gen-
eral properties of non-Hermitian spacetime. Additionally, we construct the
non-Hermitian transition matrix (51) based on the thermofield double state,
showing that (51) can equivalently realize the thermofield double idea. The
gravity dual of (51) is proposed to be related to the eternal black hole with
asymmetric partition. Section 4 includes the conclusions and discussions.
We highlight some interesting problems arising from our work. The Ap-
pendix contains a review of the metric operator for defining inner products
in finite-dimensional Hilbert spaces, along with details of the calculations in
Section 3.
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2 States, density matrix and transition matrix

The information of a given quantum system is encoded in the wave function
|Ψ⟩. Alternatively, in standard quantum mechanics, we can also use the
density matrix ρΨ := |Ψ⟩⟨Ψ|, which satisfies

⟨Ψ|a|Ψ⟩ = tr(aρΨ), (2)

where a represents arbitrary observables. Generally, ρΨ is a Hermitian op-
erator. However, it is essential to realize that the operation of Hermitian
conjugation depends on the definition of the inner product and the quanti-
zation method employed in the theory.

Suppose one has a Hilbert space with a well-defined inner product ⟨·|·⟩.
It is possible to introduce a new inner product associated with the metric
operator η:

⟨·|·⟩η := ⟨·|η·⟩. (3)

The metric operator is positive and invertible. In a finite-dimensional Hilbert
space, there is a one-to-one correspondence between the metric operator and
the inner product [26, 22]. The metric operator can also be constructed using
the bases, see Appendix A for details.

In the following, we will first show different quantization methods in
Euclidean QFTs and the definition of Hermitian conjugation. We will also
argue that it is natural to consider a special class of non-Hermitian transition
matrices to describe the states of a given system.

2.1 Different quantization in Euclidean QFTs

For Lorentzian QFTs the energy and momentum operators (H, P⃗) are Her-
mitian. If an operator O(0, 0) is Hermitian, then

O(t, x⃗) := eiHt−ix⃗·P⃗O(0, 0)e−iHt+ix⃗·P⃗,

is also Hermitian. While in Euclidean QFTs the situation is different. In
usual approach one could obtain the Euclidean theory by Wick rotation
t → −itE , where tE is the Euclidean time. For the operator in Euclidean
theory OE(τE , x⃗) := O(it, x⃗), we would have the Hermitian conjugation
defined by OE(τE , x⃗)

† = O(−τE , x⃗). Thus the local operator OE(τE , x⃗)
with τE ̸= 0 is no longer Hermitian operator.

However, in Euclidean QFT the quantization approach can differ based
on which direction is considered as “time”. Selecting different time coor-
dinate results in the construction of distinct Hilbert spaces for the theory,
consequently yielding different Hermitian conjugation operations, see, e.g.,
[18].
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Let’s consider a quantum field theory defined on Euclidean spacetime
Rd with coordinates xi (i = 0, ..., d− 1). Then we would have the operator
P i (i = 0, ..., d − 1) which generates translations in the xi coordinate. We
have the flexibility to designate any direction as the “time” coordinate and
then proceed to quantize the theory on a constant time slice. The choice of
this “time” direction determines the Hilbert space.

For instance, let’s take x0 as the time coordinate. In this case, the Hamil-
tonian P 0, which drives time evolution, is a Hermitian operator. For any
local operator O(x0), we would expect O(x0) = ex0P

0O(0)e−x0P
0
, which

satisfies O(x0)
† = O(−x0) for the Hermitian operator O(0). If we have a

different time direction, say x1, then the operator P 1 is Hermitian, consid-
ered to be Hamiltonian. Then you will have different version of Hermitian
conjugation. In Euclidean QFTs Hermitian conjugation depends on how to
quantize the theory. The definition of Hermitian conjugation is also asso-
ciated with the inner product definition in Euclidean QFTs like the finite
dimension example shown in Appendix.A.

2.1.1 Quantization with different time coordinate

In QFTs we usually use the Euclidean path integral to prepare the states.
This entails selecting a time direction. The states within the Hilbert space
are then constructed by acting local operators on the vacuum state |0⟩,
which can be prepared through the Euclidean path integral with inserting
operators. In this section, we will demonstrate how one should use non-
Hermitian transition matrices to describe the state when choosing different
time coordinates in Euclidean QFTs.

To simplify the notation let us consider two-dimensional QFTs with
coordinate (x0, x1). An example is the state |ψ⟩ = O(−x0,−x1)|0⟩ with
x0, x1 > 0. Let us take x0 as the time coordinate. One could choose a basis
|ϕ(x0 = 0, x1)⟩, where ϕ(x0 = 0, x1) denotes the fields on the time slice
x0 = 0. ⟨ϕ(x0 = 0, x1)|ψ⟩ can be expressed as a path integral over the lower
half of Euclidean space with insertion of the operator O(−x0,−x1). The
unnormalized density matrix

ρ = |ψ⟩⟨ψ| = O(−x0,−x1)|0⟩⟨0|O(x0,−x1), (4)

is a Hermitian operator, which can also expressed as path integral over
the whole complex plane with insertion of the operators O(−x0,−x1) and
O(x0,−x1), see Fig.1 for the illustration.

Now, let’s consider the same state but with x1 as the time direction and
choose the basis |ϕ(x0, x1 = 0)⟩. The Hilbert space is different from the one
we considered above. As we can see from Fig.1, the state is more properly
described by the unnormalized transition matrix:

T = O(x0,−x1)O(−x0,−x1)|0⟩⟨0|, (5)
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Figure 1: Path integral representation of the density matrix ρ and T . Here,
A represents the probe operator located within the region shaded in gray.
(a) illustrates ρ, with x0 chosen as the time coordinate. (b) illustrates T ,
with x1 serving as the time coordinate.

which is obviously non-Hermitian. Thus, it is natural for the non-Hermitian
transition matrix to appear when using different quantization methods.

We will argue that ρ and T can effectively capture the same system state.
Evidently, we find tr(ρ) = tr(T ) = ⟨0|O(x0,−x1)O(−x0,−x1)|0⟩1. More-
over, for any local probe operator A (refer to Fig.1), we have tr(ρA) =
tr(T A). Consequently, physical observables yield indistinguishable out-
comes under either description. This consistency is expected as we’re em-
ploying two distinct quantization methods for the same theory. Both ρ and
T encapsulate the system’s information. Thus, it’s natural to introduce
and explore the presence of non-Hermitian transition matrices in Euclidean
QFTs.

2.1.2 Quantization on different timeslice

Even if we have chosen a time coordinate, there is still freedom to choose
different bases. Consider x0 as the time coordinate. One could select |ϕ(x0 =
0, x1)⟩ and |ϕ(x0 = τ0, x1)⟩ as two different bases, as illustrated in Fig.2.
We will demonstrate below that this corresponds to defining different inner
products for the theory. Furthermore, the inner product is directly related
to a positive operator η, which is referred to as the metric operator in a
finite-dimensional Hilbert space.

The usual approach is to choose the basis |ϕ(x0 = 0, x1)⟩. As we
have shown above, in this case, the Hermitian conjugation is given by
O(x0, x1)

† = O(−x0, x1). We can construct a set Hx0<0 := A(x0 < 0)|0⟩,
where A(x0 < 0) represents arbitrary operators located in the lower half-

1More precisely, the two traces should differ because the Hilbert spaces are distinct.
Although we use the same notation here, it’s important to bear in mind this difference.
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Figure 2: Quantization of Euclidean QFTs on different timeslice, x0 is taken
to be the time coordinate. (a) The field on x0 = 0 as the basis. (b) The
field on x0 = τ0 as the basis.

plane x0 < 0. The set Hx0 < 0 is dense in the Hilbert space of the theory.
For any states |ϕ⟩, |ψ⟩ ∈ Hx0<0, we can define the inner product ⟨ψ|ϕ⟩. For
more details on constructing the Hilbert space of Euclidean QFTs via Eu-
clidean correlation functions, one could refer to [27][28]. For the special case
where |ϕ⟩ = |ψ⟩ = O(−x0, x1)|0⟩, the inner product becomes:

⟨ϕ|ϕ⟩ = ⟨0|O(x0, x1)O(−x0, x1)|0⟩ ≥ 0, (6)

which is known as refletion positivity. In this case the state of the system
shown in Fig.2(a) represents the density matrix

ρ = O(−x0, x1)|0⟩⟨0|O(x0, x1), (7)

which is Hermitian operator.
When using a different basis, |ϕ(x0 = τ0, x1)⟩, we employ a different

quantization method. The inner product and Hermitian conjugation differ
from the case discussed above. In this basis, the state O(−x0, x1)|0⟩ shown
in Fig.2(b) is prepared by a Euclidean path integral over the region x0 < τ0
with the insertion of the operator O(−x0, x1).

Consider an arbitrary state |ϕ⟩ = O(−x0, x1)|0⟩ with −x0 < τ0. Its
Hermitian conjugate is given by

τ0⟨ϕ| := (O(−x0, x1)|0⟩)† = ⟨0|O(x0 + 2τ0, x1), (8)

which differs from the state ⟨0|O(x0, x1). The subscript τ0 denotes the
Hermitian conjugation with respect to τ0. Therefore, the operator ρ as
defined in (7) is no longer a Hermitian operator in this new basis.

This might seem a bit strange at first. In fact, we have defined a different
inner product. The new inner product is related to the previous one by a
metric operator η, similar to the finite-dimensional example. In Appendix A,
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we have shown that there are close relationships among the inner product,
Hermitian conjugation, and the metric operator η in a finite-dimensional
Hilbert space. It is also possible to construct the metric operator η using
the basis.

With the basis |ϕ(x0 = τ0, x1)⟩, the set of states Hx0<τ0 := A(x0 < τ0)|0⟩
is dense in the Hilbert space. Consider the states |ϕ⟩ = O(x0, x1)|0⟩ and
|ψ⟩ = O(x′0, x

′
1)|0⟩ with x0, x

′
0 < τ0. The inner product of these two states

is given by

⟨ψ|ϕ⟩τ0 = ⟨0|O(x′0 + 2τ0, x
′
1)O(x0, x1)|0⟩. (9)

For the case |ψ⟩ = |ϕ⟩, we get the norm of the state |ϕ⟩,

⟨ϕ|ϕ⟩τ0 = ⟨0|O(x0 + 2τ0, x1)O(x0, x1)|0⟩, (10)

which demonstrates reflection positivity along the timeslice x0 = τ0.
The new inner product (9) is associated with the old inner product by

the following relation

⟨ψ|ϕ⟩τ0 = ⟨ψ|ητ0 |ϕ⟩, (11)

where ητ0 := e−2τ0H . It is obvious ητ0 is positive and invertible operator,
which can be taken as the metric operator.

In finite-dimensional Hilbert spaces, it is shown that the metric opera-
tor corresponds one-to-one with the inner product. The metric operator is
given by Eq.(68) in Appendix.A. In fact, we observe a similar relationship
in Euclidean QFTs. Using the basis |ϕ(x0 = 0, x1)⟩, the state |ψ⟩ can be
expressed as∫

Dϕ(x1)|ϕ(x0 = 0, x1)⟩⟨ϕ(x0 = 0, x1)|ψ⟩ = |ψ⟩, (12)

where
∫
Dϕ(x1) denotes the path integral over the fields on the timeslice

x0 = 0. If we use the inner product (9), the basis |ϕ(x0 = 0, x1)⟩ does
not satisfy the completeness relation (12) since the Hermitian conjugate of
|ϕ(x0 = 0, x1)⟩ is given by τ0⟨ϕ(0, x1)| = ⟨ϕ(2τ0, x1)|. According to (68),
the metric operator ητ0 is given by

ητ0 |ψ⟩ =
∫
Dϕ(x1)|ϕ(x0 = 0, x1)⟩⟨ϕ(2τ0, x1)|ψ⟩

=

∫
Dϕ(x1)|ϕ(x0 = 0, x1)⟩⟨ϕ(x0 = 0, x1)|e−2τ0H |ψ⟩

= e−2τ0H |ψ⟩, (13)

which is consistent with the previous result (11).
Now let us consider the states in the two different quantizations, as shown

in Fig.2. The states can be expressed as the operatorO(x0, x1)|0⟩⟨0|O(−x0, x1).
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These states can be prepared using Euclidean path integrals. For the case
shown in Fig.2(a), the operator is a Hermitian density matrix. However,
for the case shown in Fig.2(b), this operator should be understood as a
non-Hermitian transition matrix. In this example, we also see the natural
necessity of introducing the non-Hermitian transition matrix to describe the
states if one quantizes the theory on different timeslices. In the following,
we will further explore the relationship between these two descriptions.

2.2 Hermitian and non-Hermitian duality

In previous discussion we see Hermitian conjugation is directly related to
the inner product. In Euclidean QFTs we use example to show quantiza-
tion on different timeslice τ0 leads to different definition of inner product
associated with the metric operator ητ0 . We expect in more general case
there exists one-to-one correspondence between the postive operator η and
inner product, just like the finite dimensional Hilbert space. We denote the
Hilbert space associated with η as Hη.

Given a Hilbert spaces H and define the inner product of two states |ψ⟩
and |ϕ⟩ by ⟨ψ|ϕ⟩. For a linear operator a one could introduce the Hermitian
conjugation a† by

⟨ψ|a†ϕ⟩ = ⟨aψ|ϕ⟩, (14)

where |ψ⟩ and |ϕ⟩ are two arbitrary states in H.
For two states |ϕ⟩ and ψ⟩ with the new inner product ⟨ψ|ϕ⟩η defined as

(3), the Hermitian conjugation of a given operator A is defined as

⟨ψ|Aϕ⟩η = ⟨ψA†|ϕ⟩η. (15)

By using the relation (3) we find

⟨ψ|ηA|ϕ⟩ = ⟨ψ|A†η|ϕ⟩. (16)

The above relation is correct for arbitrary |ϕ⟩ and |ψ⟩. Thus we would have

A† = ηAη−1, (17)

where η−1 is the inverse operator of η.
In general, we would call an operator O η′-pseudo-Hermitian for a Her-

mitian and invertible operator η′, if it satisfies O† = η′Oη′−1. Therefore,
in the Hilbert space Hη it is more proper to take the η-pseudo-Hermitian
operator A as physical obverables.

Since η is positive operator, we can define its “square root” η1/2 which
satisfies (η1/2)2 = η. It is obvious that

⟨ψ|ϕ⟩η = ⟨η1/2ψ|η1/2ϕ⟩. (18)
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η1/2 can be seen as the one-to-one maping between two Hilbert spaces.
Now consider the operators a acting on H. There is a corresponding

operator A acting on Hη given by

a = η−1/2Aη1/2, (19)

where η−1/2 represents the inverse of the operator η1/2. a is Hermitian if
and only if A satisfies

A† = ηAη−1, (20)

that is pseudo-Hermitian.
Now let us consider how to describe the state. In Hilbert space H one

use the Hermitian density matrix to describe the system. Given a density
matrix ρΨ = |Ψ⟩⟨Ψ| in Hilbert space Hη. We have

⟨Ψ|A|Ψ⟩η = ⟨Ψ|Aη|Ψ⟩ = tr(AT ). (21)

Motivated by the definition (2) in the Hilbert space H it is natural to intro-
duce T := η|Ψ⟩⟨Ψ|. The non-Hermitian operator T in H plays the similar
role as ρ in Hη. Since Hη and H are two equivalent spaces, we could make a
conclusion that the non-Hermitian T can also be used as an equivalent way
to describe the system as ρ. More generally, we can define the mixed state

ρm =
∑
i

pi|Ψi⟩⟨Ψi|, (22)

where pi > 0 and
∑

i pi = 1. The expectation value of A in the mixed state
ρm is ∑

i

pi⟨Ψi|A|Ψi⟩η =
∑
i

pi⟨Ψi|Aη|Ψi⟩ = tr(ηρmA). (23)

This suggests to introcude the mixed transition matrix Tm := ηρm.
In summary, if one uses the inner product (3) associated with the met-

ric operator η, we obtain a new definition of Hermitian conjugation. The
observables in the Hilbert space Hη should be pseudo-Hermitian operators
as defined in (20). The states can be more appropriately described using
the transition matrix T (for pure states) and Tm (for mixed states). These
are also pseudo-Hermitian operators, which can be easily verified by their
definitions. Furthermore, there is a one-to-one correspondence between the
transition matrix and the density matrix given by

ρ := η−1/2T η1/2, (24)

which is consistent with (18). For mixed states, this correspondence also
holds by replacing T with Tm. We refer to this as Hermitian and non-
Hermitian duality.
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2.3 More general transition matrix

In the above discussion, we have shown that the transition matrix can also
be used to describe states, which naturally emerges when adapting different
inner products. Specifically, in Euclidean QFTs, the transition matrix can
be easily constructed.

In [19], the authors introduce the transition matrix T ψ|ϕ := |ψ⟩⟨ϕ|
⟨ϕ|ψ⟩ from

a different motivation. When we use the Euclidean path integral to pre-
pare states, one can prepare the bra |ψ⟩ and the ket ⟨ϕ| independently. If
|ϕ⟩ ≠ |ψ⟩, the path integral represents the transition matrix, which is non-
Hermitian. Building on this idea, they define the reduced transition matrix
of a subsystem A

T ψ|ϕ
A := trĀT ψ|ϕ. (25)

We can define the so-called pseudoentropy S(T ψ|ϕ
A ) := −trT ψ|ϕ

A log T ψ|ϕ
A

as a generalization of von Neumann entropy of ρA := trρ. The primary
motivation of [19] is to generalize the RT formula to non-Hermitian cases
with the assumption that the Euclidean path integral can be translated to
bulk gravitational path integral via AdS/CFT correspondence.

The definition of the transition matrix in [19] is quite general. One would
expect that only a small set of transition matrices can be dual to a bulk
geometry. According to the RT formula, in this case, the least constraint
expected is that the pseudoentropy is positive. In [20], the authors propose
a necessary and constructible condition within the framework of pseudo-
Hermiticity to characterize the set of transition matrices that can be dual to
a bulk geometry. However, the meaning of the pseudo-Hermitian condition
is still unclear.

According to our previous discussion, we’ve observed that the pseudo-
Hermitian condition is intimately linked to the inner product or quantization
method of Euclidean QFTs. We demonstrated that the η-pseudo-Hermitian
transition matrix emerges naturally when utilizing a new inner product asso-
ciated with the metric operator η. In general, the class of transition matrices
that are η-pseudo-Hermitian, with η being positive, can also effectively de-
scribe the states of the system. Moreover, as indicated by relation (24),
there exists a one-to-one correspondence between the η-pseudo-Hermitian
transition matrix and the density matrix.

Let us consider an example in Euclidean QFTs. Using the basis |ϕ(x0, x1)⟩,
the Hermitian conjugation is given by O(x0, x1)

† = O(−x0, x1). If one wants
to consider the transition matrix

T := O(−x0, x1)|0⟩⟨0|O(x0, x1)e
−2τ0H , (26)

which is non-Hermitian. It can be shown that T † = e−2τ0HT e2τ0H , thus T
is η-pseudo-Hermitian with η = e−2τ0H . According to the relation (24) T
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corresponds to a Hermitian density matrix

ρ := e−τ0HO(−x0, x1)|0⟩⟨0|O(x0, x1)e
−τ0H . (27)

According to the discussion in Section 2.1.2 ρ can be understood as the
density matrix with quantization of the theory on the timeslice x0 = τ0. ρ
and T describe the same state. There are also exact correspondence between
the two descriptions. Specially, in next section we will consider the gravity
dual of transition matrix in the context of AdS/CFT. The gravity dual of ρ
would help us to understand the details of the duality of T .

The above discussions can be generalized to arbitrary positive opera-
tors η. If one constructs an η-pseudo-Hermitian transition matrix T with
η being positive and invertible in Euclidean QFTs, it is possible to inter-
pret it as a density matrix ρ by using a different inner product where η
acts as the metric operator. Conversely, if one constructs a density matrix
ρ, it can be understood as an η-pseudo-Hermitian transition matrix T by
introducing a different inner product with η as the metric. Denote P as the
set of η-pseudo-Hermitian transition matrices T with η being positive and
invertible. The set P plays the same role as the set of density matrices. In
the following sections, we will demonstrate that considering P is significant
for understanding the AdS/CFT correspondence and the thermofield double
formalism in general situations.

3 Gravity dual of non-Hermitian transition matri-
ces

In previous sections, we focused on Euclidean QFTs and found it both nat-
ural and necessary to introduce the transition matrix to describe states in
general cases. An interesting and important question is what kinds of tran-
sition matrices can be dual to a bulk geometry in the context of AdS/CFT.

If a transition matrix can be dual to bulk geometry, it should satisfy
certain constraints, which arise from the entanglement quantities defined
by the reduced transition matrix TA. From the perspective of QFTs, one
could evaluate the pseudo-Rényi entropy in a process similar to that for the
reduced density matrix[19]. Thus, we expect that a bulk geometry dual of
the pseudo-Rényi entropy exists if the transition matrix can be dual to bulk
geometry as the holographic Rényi entropy [33][34]. It is straightforward
to generalize the holographic Rényi entropy formula to the transition ma-
trix case. Therefore, the n-th pseudo-Rényi entropy should be positive. A
necessary condition is that the spectrum of TA should be positive.

In [20], it is shown that this necessary condition can be characterized
by the pseudo-Hermitian condition, that is the transition matrix takes the
form

T ψ|ϕ =
|ψ⟩⟨ψ|η
⟨ψ|η|ψ⟩

,
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with η being Hermtian and invertible operator. If η can be factored as
η = ηA ⊗ ηĀ and both ηA and ηĀ are positive or negative operators, it can
be shown that the spectrum of TA is positive. In fact, in this case, TA can
also be mapped to a density matrix. Some examples are demonstrated in
[20] [35] to illustrate this idea.

As we showed in previous sections, the set P plays the same role as the
set of density matrices. It is expected that the transition matrix in P can
be dual to a bulk geometry in the semi-classical limit. We will focus on the
pseudo-Hermitian transition matrix2

T = |Ψ⟩⟨Ψ|η, (28)

where η is a positive operator. For mixed states, we can consider the transi-
tion matrix Tm =

∑
i pi|Ψi⟩⟨Ψi|η. According to the discussions in previous

sections, there exists a different inner product associated with the metric op-
erator η, by which the non-Hermitian transition matrix is dual to a density
matrix via the relation (24). Thus, if the density matrix has a well-defined
dual bulk geometry, we expect T can also be dual to a geometry. In the
following, we will use some examples to demonstrate the above idea and
point out the relation of physical observables in the bulk. We refer to the
metric that is dual to a non-Hermitian transition matrix as a non-Hermitian
spacetime.

3.1 Simple Examples

Let us first explain how to understand the transition matrix on the bulk
side, as it appears in Section 2.1.1 and Section 2.1.2.

3.1.1 Bulk metric in AdS3

We will focus on 2-dimensional CFTs. The dual bulk geometry can be
constructed directly. Using the coordinate w = x− iτ and w̄ = x+ iτ , the
general 3-dimensional AdS3 can be written as the Banado geometry[36]

ds2 =
du2 + dwdw̄

u2
+ L(w)dw2 + L̄(w̄)dw̄2 + u2L(w)L̄(w̄)dwdw̄, (29)

where L(w) = −6
c ⟨T (w)⟩ and L̄(w̄) = −6

c ⟨T̄ (w̄)⟩, the dual CFT lives on the
boundary u = 0, and ⟨T (w)⟩ and ⟨T̄ (w̄)⟩ are expectation value of stress-
energy tensor in the dual CFTs. Thus to obtain the geometry dual to
transition matrix T we need to evaluate the expectation values ⟨T (w)⟩T :=
tr(T T (w)) and ⟨T̄ (w̄)⟩T := tr(T T̄ (w̄)).

2In Section 2.2, the transition matrix is written as T = η|Ψ⟩⟨Ψ|. In the following, we
will use the form (28), which is consistent with the notation used in [20]. By replacing
|Ψ⟩ = η−1|Ψ′⟩ in (28), we will obtain the form of T presented in Section 2.2.
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In Poincaré coordinates, the AdS3 metric is

ds2 =
dz2 + dξdξ̄

z2
, (30)

(ξ, ξ̄) are the coordinates of the dual CFTs living on z = 0. With the bound-
ary conformal transformation ξ = f(w) and ξ̄ = f̄(w̄), the bulk coordinate
transformation is given by

ξ = f(w)− 2u2f ′(w)2f̄ ′′(w̄)

4f ′(w)f̄ ′(w̄) + uf ′′(w)f̄ ′′(w̄)
,

ξ̄ = f̄(w̄)− 2u2f̄ ′(w̄)2f ′′(w)

4f̄ ′(w̄)f ′(w) + uf̄ ′′(w̄)f ′′(w)
,

z =
4u(f ′(w)f̄ ′(w̄))3/2

4f̄ ′(w̄)f ′(w) + uf̄ ′′(w̄)f ′′(w)
. (31)

The bulk metric in the coordinate (u,w, w̄) is given by (29), with

L(w) =
3f ′′(w)2 − 2f ′(w)f ′′′(w)

4f ′(w)2
,

L̄(w̄) =
3f̄ ′′(w̄)2 − 2f̄ ′(w̄)f ′′′(w̄)

4f̄ ′(w̄)2
. (32)

In the following sections we will use the above result to understand the bulk
geometry dual to transition matrix and pseudoentropy.

3.1.2 Geometry dual to (5)

In Section 2.1.1, we show that the state can be equivalently described by
the density matrix (4) and the transition matrix (5) with different choices of
the “time” coordinate. For QFTs with a holographic dual, we can prepare
the states ρ and T via Euclidean path integral. This path integral can be
translated to the gravity side through AdS/CFT. We can use this simple
example to examine the bulk dual of the non-Hermitian transition matrix
(5).

Given that the expectation values of observables in ρ and T are equiv-
alent, we anticipate them to yield the same spacetime metric gµν . The
expectation value of the stress-energy tensor T (w) and T̄ (w̄) would be the
same for ρ and T . In AdS3, the bulk metric is associated solely with these
expectation values (29). Thus, in the semiclassical limit G → 0, the bulk
geometry dual to ρ and T would be the same. Specifically, we would have
trρ = trT ≈ e−IE , where IE denotes the Euclidean on-shell action of the
specified bulk metric.

However, the metric gµν is invariant under the inversion x0 → −x0 but
not under x1 → −x1. Consequently, we have two distinct perspectives on
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the same bulk geometry gµν . If the boundary CFT is assumed to be de-
scribed by the non-Hermitian matrix T , gµν can be consistently regarded as
a non-Hermitian spacetime. The path integral representation of T can be
mapped to the bulk gravitational path integral using the AdS/CFT dictio-
nary. Therefore, in the semiclassical limit G→ 0, a non-Hermitian geometry
would dominate contributions to the Euclidean gravitational path integral.

The above arguments can be straightforwardly generalized to higher di-
mensions. In higher dimensions, near the AdS boundary in the Graham-
Fefferman coordinate system [37], the bulk metric gµν is related to the ex-
pectation values of the stress-energy tensor Tij , which are the same for ρ
and T . Thus, the bulk geometry would be the same, but the geometry has
reflection symmetry along x0 but not along other coordinates.

3.1.3 Geometry dual to the transition matrix (26)

In Section 2.1.2, we introduce the transition matrix (26). To simplify the
notation, we choose x1 = 0. The normalized transition matrix is

T = NO(−x0, 0)|0⟩⟨0|O(x0, 0)e
−2τ0H , (33)

where the normalization constant N = [4(x0 + τ0)
2]2h, h is the conformal

dimension ofO. We will takeO to be a heavy operator, h ∼ O(c). Therefore,
its backreaction on the geometry is significant. In this section, we explore
its bulk geometry. With some calculations, we have

⟨T (w)⟩T = − 4h(x0 + τ0)
2

[w2 + 2iwτ0 + x20 + 2x0τ0]2
,

⟨T̄ (w̄)⟩T = − 4h(x0 + τ0)
2

[w̄2 − 2iw̄τ0 + x20 + 2x0τ0]2
. (34)

Taking the above expressions to (29) we can obtain the bulk geometry associ-
ated with the transition matrix (33). It is obvious that ⟨T (w)⟩∗T = ⟨T̄ (w̄)⟩T ,
where ∗ is the complex conjugation. Thus the metric (29) is real using the
coordinate (x, τ).

One could find a coordinate transformation mapping the coordinate (29)
with (34) to Poincaré coordinate. The boundary conformal transformation
is expected to be the form

ξ = f(w) =

(
w − w0

w′
0 − w

)αh

, ξ̄ = f̄(w̄) =

(
w̄ − w̄0

w̄′
0 − w̄

)αh

. (35)

With some calculations we find

w′
0 = ix0, w0 = −i(x0 + 2τ0), αh =

√
1− 24h/c. (36)

One could obtain the bulk coordinate transformation by using (31).
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3.2 Holographic pseudoentropy

With the bulk metric one could evaluate the holographic pseudoentropy via
the RT formula. Let us consider the metric in Section 3.1.3. The subsystem
A is taken to be an interval [0, R] on the timeslice x0 = 0. The endpoints of
A are denoted by (w1, w̄1) = (0, 0) and (w2, w̄2) = (R,R). We can define the
reduced transition matrix TA := trĀT and evaluate the pseudoentropy. One
could obtain the minimal surface (line) by mapping to Poincaré coordinate.
By the conformal transformation the two endpoints of A are mapped to

(ξ1, ξ̄1) = (f(w1), f̄(w̄1)) =

(
(
x0 + 2τ0
x0

)αh , (
x0 + 2τ0
x0

)αh

)
,

(ξ2, ξ̄2) = (f(w2), f̄(w̄2)) =

(
(
R+ i(x0 + 2τ0)

ix0 −R
)αh , (

R− i(x0 + 2τ0)

−ix0 −R
)αh

)
.

Using (35), (37), and (71), it is straightforward to obtain the holographic
pseudoentropy. For the expression of S(TA) for a general interval [a, b] on
the timeslice x0 = 0, one could refer to Appendix.B. In the limit τ0 → 0, we
obtain

lim
τ0→0

S(TA) =
1

6
c log

(R2 + x20
) (

−1 +
(
−R−ix0
R+ix0

)αh
)(

−1 +
(
−R+ix0
R−ix0

)αh
)

4ϵ2α2
h

 .(37)

While in the limit τ0 → ∞ we have

lim
τ0→∞

S(TA) =
1

6
c log

(
x1−αh
0

(
R2 + x20

) 1
2
−αh

2 (xαh
0 − (x0 − iR) αh) (xαh

0 − (x0 + iR) αh)

ϵ2α2
h

)
.(38)

It can be shown that the pseudoentropy for a fixed interval [0, R] is a de-
creasing function of τ0. The results are ploted in Fig.3.

The von Neumann entropy for density matrices satisfies the well-known
property of strong subadditivity (SSA). Given a density matrix ρABC , we
can define the reduced density matrices ρAB := trCρABC , ρBC := trAρABC
and ρB := trACρABC . The von Neumann entropy for these density matrices
the following holds

S(ρAB) + S(ρBC) ≥ S(ρABC) + S(ρB), (39)

which is the SSA. Now we aim to verify whether SSA remains valid for the
transition matrix. Our focus will be solely on the specific example discussed
in this section. To achieve this, we select three intervals on the timeslice
x0 = 0,

A = [0, αR], B = [αR,R], C = [R, βR], (40)

17



5 10 15 20
τ0

16.60

16.65

16.70

16.75

16.80

SA(TA )

Figure 3: Plot of S(TA) for the interval [0, R] as a function of τ0. We have
chosed the parameters R = 2, x0 = 1, αh = 1

3 ,c = 5 and ϵ = 10−4.

Figure 4: Plot of δ(α, β) (41) as a function of α and β. We have chosen the
parameters R = 4, x0 = 1, τ0 = 2, αh = 1

3 ,c = 5 and ϵ = 10−4.

with 0 < α < 1 and 1 < β <∞, and define

δ(α, β) := S(TAB) + S(TBC)− S(TABC)− S(TB). (41)

The plot of δ(α, β) in Fig.4 illustrates that δ(α, β) is always non-negative.
For the general cases considered in this example, one can demonstrate the
correctness of SSA. Further discussion on SSA is provided in Section 4.1.

3.3 Observables correspondence

In the previous section, we demonstrated the existence of a one-to-one cor-
respondence between the transition matrix and the density matrix (24).
Physical observables also exhibit certain relationships. For the transition
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matrix (33), the corresponding density matrix is given by

ρ = N e−τ0HO(−x0, 0)|0⟩⟨0|O(x0, 0)e
−τ0H , (42)

where the normalization constant N is same as (33). Let’s examine the
expectation values of the stress-energy tensor T (w) and T̄ (w̄). We define

⟨T (w)⟩T := tr(T (w)T ), ⟨T̄ (w̄)⟩T := tr(T̄ (w̄)T ),

⟨T (w)⟩ρ := tr(T (w)ρ), ⟨T̄ (w̄)⟩T := tr(T̄ (w̄)ρ). (43)

We have the following relation

⟨T (w)⟩T = ⟨T (w + iτ0)⟩ρ, ⟨T̄ (w̄)⟩T = ⟨T̄ (w̄ − iτ0)⟩ρ, (44)

where T (w + iτ0) := e−τ0HT (w)eτ0H and T̄ (w̄ − iτ0) := e−τ0H T̄ (w̄)eτ0H .
One could also build the metric that is dual to ρ (42) by taking ⟨T (w)⟩ρ
into (29). In fact, the relation (44) establishes the connections between two
bulk geometries.

Now let us consider the relation between holographic EE and PE. In
QFTs one could evaluate the (pseudo) Rényi entropy by twist operators
for n-copied CFTn. For the transition matrix (33) and A = [0, R] on the
timeslice x0 = 0, we have

tr(TA)n = ⟨σn(w1, w̄1)σ̃n(w2, w̄2)⟩T n , (45)

with w1 = w̄1 = 0 and w2 = w̄2 = R, where T n := T(1) ⊗ ...T(i) ⊗ ...T(n), the
subsripts i label the i-th copy. We can define an interval on the timeslice
x0 = τ0 A

′ := [iτ0, R + iτ0]. By similar argument as the expectation value
of T (w) one could show

tr(TA)n = ⟨σn(w′
1, w̄

′
1)σ̃n(w

′
2, w̄

′
2)⟩ρn = tr(ρA′)n, (46)

with w′
1 = iτ0 and w

′
2 = R+iτ0. Thus, we obtain a relation between pseudo-

Rényi entropy for A in the state T and Rényi entropy for A′ in the state
ρ. Using (46) and definition of EE and PE it is straightforward to show
S(TA) = S(ρA′), which is evident from the holographic perspective.

By the discussions in Section 2 the density matrix ρ and transition matrix
T actually describe the same Euclidean path integral. It is natural that the
expectation values of local operators are related. The above example is a
special case with the metric operator η = e−2τ0H . For a general η, such a
simple relation may not hold, but we expect that the above arguments can
be generalized to more cases with appropriate modifications.

3.4 Generalized thermofield double formalism and its holo-
graphic duality

In previous sections we show the pseudo-Hermtian transition matrices T =
|Ψ⟩⟨Ψ|η and Tm :=

∑
i pi|Ψ⟩⟨Ψ|η can be used to describe the states of the
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system. Considering the holographic dual, the pseudo-Hermitian transition
matrices provide additional insights into the states of gravity. These tran-
sition matrices have a one-to-one correspondence with the density matrix
via the relation (24). In fact, one could use (24) to construct the dual bulk
geometry for T once the duality for ρ is established. We will demonstrate
that the transition matrices are not only an equivalent way to describe the
state but also essential for understanding the thermofield double formalism
in general cases.

3.4.1 Thermofield double (TFD) state

The thermofield double formalism is a trick to describe the thermal state
ρ = e−βH with temperature T = 1/β by doubling the degree of freedom.
Consider two CFTs with Hamiltonian H1 and H2. These two theories live
in different spacetime and have no interaction with each other. The unnor-
malized TFD state is defined as

|ψ(β)⟩ =
∑
i

e−
βEi
2 |i⟩1|i⟩2, (47)

where |i⟩1, |i⟩2 are respectively the eigenstates of the Hamiltonian H1 and
H2 of the two CFTs, Ei are the eigenvalue. We have the nomralization
⟨ψ(β)|ψ(β)⟩ = Z(β) :=

∑
i e

−βEi , which is the partition function of thermal
state with temperature 1/β. |ψ(β)⟩ is a pure state in the doubled Hilbert
space H1 ⊗H2. Its density matrix is

ρ(β) = |ψ(β)⟩⟨ψ(β)|. (48)

The reduced density matrix of system 1(2) is given by

tr2(1)ρ(β) = e−βH1(2) , (49)

Further, for any operators O1(2) located in system 1(2) we would have

tr(ρ(β)O1(2)) = ⟨ψ(β)|O1(2)|ψ(β)⟩ = tr1(2)(e
−βH1(2)O1(2)). (50)

The above two results (49) and (50) show the TFD state can be used to
describe the thermal state for system 1(2) if we only focus on system 1(2).
Even though there is no interaction between two systems, they are entangled
with each other, that is there exists correlation between two systems. For
operators O1(2), generally ⟨ψ(β)|O1O2|ψ(β)⟩ ̸= 0. One could also evaluate
the EE between two systems, which is equal to the thermal entropy for the
thermal state e−βH .

More interestingly, the TDF state can also be associated with eternal
black hole in the framework of AdS/CFT. Consider the Hartle-Hawking-
Israel state for the AdS eternal black hole with a temperature T = 1/β.
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This state is defined by a path integral over half of the Euclidean section of
the eternal black hole [30]. It has been argued in [31] that this state is dual to
the thermofield double (TFD) state of two CFTs residing on the asymptotic
boundary of AdS. Thus, the density matrix (48), which is expected to be
dual to the gravitational path integral over the whole Euclidean section of
eternal black hole. As a result we have trρ(β) ≈ e−IE(β) in the semi-classical
limit G→ 0, where IE(β) is the on-shell action of the Euclidean black hole.

3.4.2 Equivalent realizations of the thermofield by transition ma-
trix

The TFD state is a way to purify the thermal state with introducing an
identical auxiliary system. This is also known as canonical purification.
There is 1 ↔ 2 swap symmetry in the TFD state. In the following we would
like to show there exists infinite way to realize the thermofield idea by using
transition matrix while keeping the samp symmetry.

Let’s define the operator H = H1 +H2. One can then explore the time
evolution of the TFD state e−iHt|ψ(β)⟩. To further our investigation, we
introduce the following unnormalized transition matrix,

T (β, β′) = |ψ(β)⟩⟨ψ(β)|e−
β′−β

2
H , (51)

which is obviously pseudo-Hermitian. It can be related to a Hermitian den-
sity matrix ρ(β′) by a similarity transformation

ρ(β′) = η1/2T (β, β′)η−1/2, (52)

where η := e−
β′−β

2
H . One could check tr[T (β, β′)] = Z(β′). According to

previous discussion ρ(β′) is the density matrix of TFD state with temper-
ature T = 1/β′, which is expected to be dual to eternal black hole with
temperature 1/β′ in the gravity side. We would now like to address and
answer the following two questions:

• How can we interpret the non-Hermitian transition matrix T (β, β′) in
the CFTs?

• In the semi-classical limit G→ 0, what is the bulk geometry gµν dual
to T (β, β′)?

To understand the difference and relation between them, it is better for us
to show the Eucldiean path integral representation. Assume the CFTs live
on the sphere Sd−1. Specify the basis |ϕ1⟩ and |ϕ2⟩ for the two CFTs. The
wave function ⟨ϕ1|⟨ϕ2|ψ(β′)⟩ can be prepared by Euclidean path integral
over Σ− with boundary conditions ϕ1 and ϕ2 at the ends of the interval,
where Σ− := Iβ′/2 × Sd−1(see Fig.5). Similarly, ⟨ψ(β′)|ϕ1⟩|ϕ2⟩ is given by
path integral over Σ+ shown in Fig.5. Thus the density matrix ρ(β′) can
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Figure 5: Path integral representation of the density matrix ρ(β′) and
T (β, β′). The circle represents the Euclidean time coordinate. Each point
in the diagram represents Sd−1. (a) illustrates ρ(β′). The boundary with
the field values ϕ1 and ϕ2 divides the circle with circumference β′ into two
equal intervals, labeled by Σ−(red) and Σ+ (blue). (b) illustrates T (β, β′).
The distinction from (a) lies in the placement of the boundary conditions
ϕ1 and ϕ2. The circle is divided into two unequal intervals labeled by Σ′

−
(red) and Σ′

+ (blue).

be understood as Euclidean path integral over the mainfold Σ− + Σ+ with
specifying the field value ϕ1 and ϕ2 at the ends of Σ±.

The transition matrix T (β, β′) can be prepared by Euclidean path in-
tegral similar to ρ(β′). It can be represented as path integral on Σ′

− + Σ′
+

shown in Fig.5, where Σ′
− := Iβ/2 × Sd−1 and Σ′

+ := Iβ′−β/2 × Sd−1. The
non-Hermitian property of T (β, β′) manifests in the asymmetry between Σ′

−
and Σ′

+.
In fact, ρ(β′) and T (β, β′) can be viewed as equivalent realizations of the

thermofield idea. The existence of equivalent ways to realize the thermofield
idea beyond TFD state has been briefly discussed in [32]. It is straightfor-
ward to check that the reduced transition matrix of system 1(2) is just the
density matrix of the system with temperature 1/β′,

tr2(1)T (β, β′) = e−β
′H1(2) . (53)

Further, for arbitrary operators O1(2) we have

tr1(2)(O1(2)T (β, β′)) = tr(e−β
′H1O1(2)). (54)

It achieves the same effect as the TFD density matrix ρ(β′), see (49) and
(50).

Of course, ρ(β′) and T (β, β′) are different by their definitions. ρ(β′) is
constructed by considering two identical systems at τ = 0 and τ = β′/2,
whereas T (β, β′) is constructed using the systems at τ = 0 and τ = β/2.
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Figure 6: Illustration of the bulk geometry with the sphere Sd−1 suppressed.
r is the holographic direction, τ is the Euclidean time. The CFTs lives on
r → ∞. The time circle shrinks to zero at the horizon of black hole. The
circle represents the Euclidean time coordinate. (a) illustrates the gravity
dual of ρ(β′). The region surrounded by the blue line can be regarded as dual
to the region bounded by the boundary Σ−, while the region surrounded by
the red line is dual to Σ+. (b) illustrates the gravity dual of T (β, β′). The
regions surrounded by the blue line and red line correspond to the boundary
Σ′
− and Σ′

+ respectively.

The positions of the two systems are different. One can observe that the
correlator tr[O1O2T (β, β′)] differs from the one involving ρ(β′). By using
(52) we could find the following correspondence

tr(O1O2T (β, β′)) = tr(Õ1Õ2ρ(β
′)), (55)

where

Õ1(2) := e−
β′−β

4
HO1(2)e

β′−β
4

H . (56)

These properties become evident when we delve into the holographic dual
in the subsequent discussion.

3.4.3 Holographic explanation

The non-Hermitian transition matrix T (β, β′) also finds a natural explana-
tion within the framework of AdS/CFT. According to dictionary the bound-
ary path integral can be translated to the bulk gravitational path integral.

As we have mentioned the TFD state |ψ(β′)⟩ is expected to be dual to
Hartle-Hawking-Israel state defined on half of the Euclidean black hole, see
Fig.6 for the illustration. The asymptotic boundary of the bulk solution
(r = ∞) just gives the manifold Σ−. The other half of the bulk solution is
associated with its Hermitian conjugation ⟨ψ(β′)|. Alternatively, we may say
the density matrix ρ(β′) corresponds to the whole part of Euclidean black
hole with temperature 1/β′. We also have the partition function Z(β′) =
⟨ψ(β′)|ψ(β′)⟩ ≃ e−IBH in the semi-classical limit G → 0, where IBH is the
on-shell action of the eternal black hole.

23



For the non-Hermitian T (β, β′) we would also expect it should corre-
spond to the same black hole solution. One evidence is that trT (β, β′) =
trρ(β′) = Z(β′). From the perspective of the bulk, ρ(β′) and T (β, β′) rep-
resent two distinct approaches to partitioning bulk spacetime, see Fig.6 for
the illustration.

Further, both ρ(β′) and T (β, β′) can be explained as two copies of the
CFT in the entangled state. However, the locations of the two copies of CFT
are different for the two cases. One could evaluate the entanglement between
two CFTs using RT formula [9]. Actually, for the transition matrix the
RT formula would yield the pseudoentropy[19]. Interestingly, the minimal
surface remains the same for both cases, coinciding with the black hole
horizon. Consequently, the entanglement entropy of the TFD density matrix
ρ(β′) and pseudoentropy of the transition matrix T (β, β′) are equal to the
black hole entropy in both scenarios. This is consistent with the fact that

tr1(2)ρ(β
′) = tr1(2)T (β, β′). (57)

The entropy would be equal for the two cases. However, the correlators
involving O1 and O2 between the two CFTs exhibit differences in the two
scenarios. From a holographic perspective, for very massive fields, the cor-
relators can be approximated by geodesics passing through the black hole
interior. It’s evident from Fig.6 that the geodesics would be distinct for
the two cases. The relation (55) for the correlators also has a natural bulk
explanation by the geodesic approximation.

Here we only consider the Eucldiean section of eternal black hole. It is
still not clear how to link the Eucldiean part to Lorentizan solution of black
hole. We will make comments on this issue in Section 4

Finally, let’s summarize the answers to the two questions: The transi-
tion matrix T (β, β′) serves as a broad manifestation of the thermofield idea.
It corresponds to gravity states of eternal black hole with an asymmetri-
cal partition. Moreover, T (β, β′) can be interpreted as the states of two
entangled CFTs on the asymptotic boundary of AdS. In this context, the
black hole entropy emerges as pseudoentropy. This actually gives us a new
way to understand black hole entropy. On the other hand it suggests the
pseudoentropy can be taken as the real entropy, not pseudo one.

3.5 Non-Hermitian spacetime in general cases

In previous discussions we have shown it is natrual to consider the pseudo-
Hermitian transition matrix to describe the states. When consider Euclidean
QFTs, different quantization may lead to different inner product or Hermi-
tian conjugation operation. In the flat spacetime usually one could obtain
the Euclidean QFTs via Wick rotation from the Lorentizian QFTs. In the
eternal black hole example one could obtain the Euclidean section of eternal
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Figure 7: Two possible partitions of the manifold M . Gravity states can
be prepared using the Euclidean path integral. (a) depicts the symmetric
partition, where the manifolds Mb,− and Mb,+ can be mirrored onto each
other by reflection across the submanifold Σb. (b) illustrates the asymmetric
partition.

black hole by Wick rotation since the spacetime is independent with time.
However, for general spacetime the Wick rotation may not work.

To construct states of gravity using Euclidean gravitational path integral,
one should choose a codimension-1 submanifold Σ with fixed induced metric
hij and matter field configuration ϕΣ [1]. The submanifold Σ divides the
manifold M into two parts, denoted by M− and M+. With this division,
one can prepare the gravity states by performing Euclidean path integrals
over the two parts M±. More precisely, the wave functions over M± are
given by:

Ψ±(hij , ϕΣ) =

∫
M±

DgµνDϕe
−IE , (58)

where the path integral is over the possible M with metrics gµν and matter
field ϕ with the fixed boundary conditions on Σ. The product P (hij , ϕΣ) =
Ψ+(hij , ϕΣ)Ψ−(hij , ϕΣ) can be interpreted as the probability of obtaining
the boundary values hij and ϕΣ on Σ. It can also be understood as the
expectation value in the basis |hij , ϕΣ⟩ on Σ, that is ⟨hij , ϕΣ|ρ̂M |hij , ϕΣ⟩,
where ρ̂M := |Ψ−⟩⟨Ψ+| is the density matrix associated with M .

However, there is no unique way to determine the position of the sub-
manifold Σ. In Fig.7, we illustrate two potential choices denoted as Σb and
Σr. Mb,− and Mb,+ exhibit reflection symmetry with respect to Σb, whereas
Mr,− and Mr,+ do not have this symmetry. In the case of symmetry, one
could introduce the Euclidean “time” τ such that Σ lies on the time slice
τ = 0. The wave function Ψb,±, defined as (58) for Mb,±, will be the same.
Alternatively, the density matrix ρ̂M = |Ψb,−⟩⟨Ψb,+| is Hermitian. In the
non-symmetric case, Ψr,± would indeed be different. This corresponds to
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the non-Hermitian transition matrix denoted as T̂± := |Ψr,−⟩⟨Ψr,+|. More-
over, in the general case for a given manifold M , there may not exist a
submanifold Σ that can divide M into two equal parts. Therefore, consid-
ering non-Hermitian spacetime is thus inevitable in the gravitational path
integral approach to quantum gravity. In the previous sections, we use some
examples to show the above idea. For the eternal black hole case the signif-
icance of different partitions become evident.

4 Conclusions and Discussions

In this paper, we have demonstrated the naturalness and necessity of consid-
ering non-Hermitian transition matrix and spacetime in the preparation of
states in QFTs and quantum gravity via Euclidean path integral methods.

In general quantum systems, there is the freedom to choose the inner
product, which is associated with the so-called metric operator η. We argue
that one could also describe the state of the system using a transition matrix
when employing a different inner product. The set of transition matrices,
denoted by P, is shown to be η-pseudo-Hermitian with η being the metric
operator. We propose that the set P can be used to describe the states of the
system similarly to how density matrices are used. Moreover, there exists a
one-to-one correspondence between the density matrices and the transition
matrices (24).

Euclidean QFTs serve as good examples to illustrate the above idea.
One could quantize Euclidean QFTs by choosing different time coordinates
or different time slices. We use explicit examples to show how to describe
the states using pseudo-Hermitian transition matrices. More interestingly, if
the QFTs have a gravity dual, the Euclidean path integral in QFTs can be
translated to bulk geometry via AdS/CFT. We refer to the geometry that
is dual to the transition matrices as non-Hermitian spacetime. We provide
examples to demonstrate the general properties of non-Hermitian spacetime.

There is an important question regarding which kinds of transition ma-
trices can be dual to bulk geometry. We propose that η-pseudo-Hermitian
transition matrices can have a bulk geometry dual with a real metric. These
kinds of transition matrices have a one-to-one correspondence with density
matrices. We expect that if one employs a different inner product with met-
ric operator η, the η-pseudo-Hermitian transition matrices can be considered
as density matrices in the new inner product space. Thus, if the density ma-
trices can be dual to a bulk geometry, the corresponding transition matrices
should also have a dual bulk geometry.

One may raise the question: Given that the η-pseudo-Hermitian tran-
sition matrix and density matrix are equivalent via the relation (24), what
is the necessity for further investigation into the transition matrix? There
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are several reasons to consider the non-Hermitian transition matrix. As
discussed in previous sections, quantizing the Euclidean QFTs is quite ar-
bitrary. The transition matrix representation of a given state is necessary
in general cases. Even though ρ and T are equivalent, the reduced density
matrix and transition matrix do exhibit some differences. This means the
entanglement structure is different. Finally, we expect that the more general
transition matrix T also has some physical meaning. In this general case,
we do not expect there to be a correspondence to the density matrix.

We also construct the non-Hermitian spacetime using pseudo-Hermitian
transition matrices, providing more opportunities to study AdS/CFT. Specif-
ically, we show that non-Hermitian transition matrices are necessary to un-
derstand the thermofield double formalism, thus our results provide a gen-
eralization of the TFD density matrix. On the holographic aspect, the TFD
states are proposed to be dual to the eternal black hole. The generalized
non-Hermitian transition matrices (51) are also proposed to be dual to the
eternal black hole but with asymmetric partition of the spacetime as shown
in Fig.6. We present some evidence for this proposal.

The non-Hermitian transition matrix and spacetime offer additional in-
sights into the states of gravity. When using the Euclidean path integral to
prepare the states of quantum gravity, it seems there exists different ways
to define the inner product of the given states. Thus, transition matrices
appear necessary to describe the states. Our results in this paper provide
some examples to understand the states of gravity by using AdS/CFT. How-
ever, many interesting questions remain unsolved or untouched in this paper.
Some of these questions are briefly discussed as follows.

4.1 Strong subadditivity for transition matrix

SSA is a fundamental property of the von Neumann entropy of a density ma-
trix. It is an intriguing question whether SSA applies to transition matrices.
For general transition matrices, the pseudoentropy may be complex, making
it meaningless to consider SSA. However, for a set of transition matrices with
positive pseudoentropy, this becomes an interesting and unresolved problem.

As we discussed in previous sections we expect the η-pseudo-Hermitian
transition matrix with η being positive operator may be the set with positive
pseudoentropy. Let us consider the case η can factor as ηA⊗ηĀ for arbitrary
A with both ηA and ηĀ being both positive. One could obtain

ρA = η
−1/2
A TAη1/2A , (59)

where ρA := trĀρ and TA := trĀT [20]. This means there exists non-
Hermitian and Hermitian duality for the reduced matrices if η = ηA ⊗ ηĀ.

Now we consider three different subsystems A,B and C. For the reduced
transition matrix we would have

S(TAB) + S(TBC)− S(TB)− S(TABC)
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= S(η
−1/2
AB ρABη

1/2
AB) + S(η

−1/2
BC ρBCη

1/2
BC)− S(η

−1/2
B ρBη

1/2
B )− S(η

−1/2
ABCρABCη

1/2
ABC)

= S(ρAB) + S(ρBC)− S(ρB)− S(ρABC) ≥ 0, (60)

where we have used the entropy S(ρ) is invariant under similarty transfor-
mation. Therefore, for the special case η = ηA⊗ηĀ the SSA is also valid. For
the example (26) we find it is η-pseudo-Hermitian with η = e−τ0H , which
can be written as e−τ0HA ⊗ e−τ0HĀ where HA(Ā) =

∫
A(Ā) dxT00, T00 is the

energy density. In this example we do find the SSA is correct.
However, it is nontivial to prove or disprove the SSA for more general

transition matrix, especially the η-pseudo-Hermitian ones with η ̸= ηA ⊗
ηĀ. SSA is an important property for the von Neumann entropy of density
matrix. For the set of transition matrices satisfying SSA, it is expected that
the pseudoentropy can also be considered as a real entropy.

4.2 Generalized thermofield formalism and eternal black hole

In Section 3.4.3, we explain the difference and relationship between ρ(β′) and
T (β, β′) from a holographic perspective. We propose that both may be dual
to the same Euclidean eternal black hole but partitioned differently. Some
evidence is provided to support this proposal. However, subtle questions
remain regarding the gravitational states dual to T (β, β′), especially when
considering the Lorentzian spacetime.

The TFD state (47) is prepared via the path integral over half of the
Euclidean section. This preparation serves as the initial wavefunction, with
the Lorentzian spacetime’s half part obtained by evolving this initial wave-
function over time. The Euclidean and Lorentzian parts are joined at time
t = 0, where the spacetime exhibits time-reflection symmetry. The other
half of the spacetime can be constructed similarly, representing the bra part
of the TFD density matrix (48).

In contrast, the transition matrix T (β, β′) is associated with an asym-
metrically cut Euclidean section of the eternal black hole, reflecting the non-
Hermitian nature of the transition matrix. If we consider the time evolution
of these initial states, it remains unclear what form the resulting Lorentzian
spacetime would take. We will explore this problem in the near future.

4.3 Complex metric and more general transition matrix

In this paper, we primarily focus on Euclidean QFTs. Pseudo-Hermitian
transition matrices can naturally appear when quantizing the theory using
different methods. In these cases, we expect the bulk dual geometry to be
real, as demonstrated in several examples. However, more general transi-
tion matrices may not be η-pseudo-Hermitian. If we assume these general
transition matrices can also describe the state of the field theory and have a
gravity dual, the corresponding gravity metrics would generally be complex.
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In Euclidean QFTs, the examples we construct yield real metrics. How-
ever, if we consider the analytical continuation of Euclidean time to Lorentzian
time, the transition matrices appear to lose their pseudo-Hermitian property,
resulting in complex dual metrics.

Nonetheless, complex metrics seem necessary when considering the Eu-
clidean path integral of gravity [38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43]. Determining which
complex metrics are allowable is an important and subtle problem [44, 45].
As we have argued, for general transition matrices, the dual metrics are
expected to be complex. It would be interesting to explore whether non-
Hermitian transition matrices could aid in understanding and constructing
these allowable complex metrics.
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A Metric operators

To define different inner product in finite dimensional Hilbert space, the
metric operator η plays the key role. The existence of the metric operator
can be shown directly in finite dimensional Hilbert space. One could refer
to [26, 22] for more discussions on the metric operator in the framework of
pseudo-Hermitian quantum mechanics.

Let us firstly consider a biothonoramal system, whose defintion is shown
below. Consider N -dimensional Hilbert space H. {|ei⟩} (i = 1, ..., N) are
the orthonormal and complete basis for H. For any other basis |mi⟩ we have

|mi⟩ =
∑
j

Bij |ej⟩, (61)

where Bij = ⟨ej |mi⟩. The matrix {Bij} is invertible matrix. Let us define a
new basis {ni} on the dual Hilbert space by using the matrix {Bij},

⟨ni| =
∑
i

B−1
ji ⟨ej |, (62)

where {B−1
ij } is the inverse matrix of {Bij}. We can show ⟨ni|mj⟩ = δij and

the completeness relation∑
i

|mi⟩⟨ni| =
∑
i

|ni⟩⟨mi| = I, (63)
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where I is the identity operator. The system is called biothonormal system
if the Hilbert space H has the sequence {(|mi⟩, |ni⟩)} satisfying the above
relations. Now we would like to introduce the operator η

η :=
∑
i

|ni⟩⟨ni|, (64)

which is Hermitian opertor. We can further show it is positive since for any
state |ψ⟩ we have ⟨ψ|η|ψ⟩ =

∑
i |ni|ψ⟩|2 > 0. It can be shown its inverse is

given by

η−1 =
∑
i

|mi⟩⟨mi|. (65)

η is the metric operator, which can be used to define a new and equivalent
inner product of H.

For arbitrary states |ψ⟩ and |ϕ⟩ in H, we can expand them in the basis
{|ei} as

|ψ⟩ =
∑
i

ψi|ei⟩, |ϕ⟩ =
∑
i

ϕi|ei⟩. (66)

Usually, the inner product is defined as ⟨ψ|ϕ⟩ =
∑

i ψ
∗
i ϕi. One could also

introduce a new inner product

⟨ψ|ϕ⟩η = ⟨ψ|ηϕ⟩. (67)

It is not hard to show it do satisfy the properties for innner product, such
as ⟨ϕ|ϕ⟩η = ⟨ϕ|η|ϕ⟩ ≥ 0.

Generally, for a given vector space V we can introduce two different in-
ner product ⟨·|·⟩1 and ⟨·|·⟩2. Thus we would have two Hilbert spaces H1

and H2. Let |e(1)i ⟩ be an orthonormal basis of H1, satisfying completeness

relation
∑

i |e
(1)
i ⟩⟨e(1)i | = I. In general, this set of states will not be an

orthonormal basis of H2 since different inner product yields different Her-

mitian conjugation. In the Hilbert space H2 let us denote the basis as |e(2)i ⟩
and define the operator

η :=
∑
i

|e(2)i ⟩⟨e(2)i |, (68)

which is not the identity I in general. With this one could show the two
inner products have the following relation,

⟨ψ|ϕ⟩2 = ⟨ψ|ηϕ⟩1, (69)

where η is the metric operator. Further, one could show the there is one-to-
one correspondence between the metric operator and the inner product.
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B Details of the calculations of holographic pseu-
doentropy

In this section we would like to present some details of the calculations of
holographic pseudoentropy for the transition matrix (33). Let us take the
subsystem A to be an interval [a, b] on the timeslice x0 = 0. The endpoints
of A are (w1, w̄1) = (a, a) and (w2, w̄2) = (b, b). By the conformal transfor-
mation (35) they are mapped to the complex ξ plane with the coordinates

(ξ1, ξ̄1) = (f(w1), f̄(w̄1)) =

((
a+ i (2τ0 + x0)

−a+ ix0

)αh

,

(
a− i (2τ0 + x0)

−a− ix0

)αh
)
,

(ξ2, ξ̄2) = (f(w2), f̄(w̄2)) =

((
b+ i (2τ0 + x0)

−b+ ix0

)αh

,

(
b− i (2τ0 + x0)

−b− ix0

)αh
)
.

To evaluate holographic pseudoentropy one could calculate the geodesic line
connecting two points (ξ1, ξ̄1) and (ξ2, ξ̄2) in the Poincare coordinate. By
using the coordinate transformation (31) with f(w) and f̄(w̄) being (35), one
could obtain the geodesic line in the metric dual to (33). The holographic
pseudoentropy is given by

S(TA) =
c

6
log

(f(w1)− f(w2))(f̄(w̄1)− f̄(w̄2))

ϵ2
√
f ′(w1)f̄ ′(w̄1)f ′(w2)f̄ ′(w̄2)

, (70)

where ϵ is the UV cut-off. Taking (70) into (70) we have

S(TA)

=
1

6
c log


((

−a+i(2τ0+x0)
a+ix0

)αh

−
(
−b+i(2τ0+x0)

b+ix0

)αh
)((

a+i(2τ0+x0)
−a+ix0

)αh

−
(
b+i(2τ0+x0)

−b+ix0

)αh
)

4ϵ2α2
h (τ0 + x0)

2


+
1

6
c log

 (
a2 + x20

) 1
2
(αh+1) (

b2 + x20
) 1

2
(αh+1)(

a2 + (2τ0 + x0)
2
) 1

2
(αh−1) (

b2 + (2τ0 + x0)
2
)

1
2
(αh−1)

 . (71)

Using the above result we can discuss the properties of holographic pseu-
doentropy.
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