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Abstract

Recently, it has been observed that the Hartle-Hawking correlators, a signature of smooth horizon, can emerge

from certain heavy excited state correlators in the (manifestly non-smooth) BTZ stretched horizon background,

in the limit when the stretched horizon approaches the real horizon. In this note, we develop a framework

of quantizing the CFT modular Hamiltonian, that explains the necessity of introducing a stretched horizon

and the emergence of thermal features in the AdS-Rindler and (planar) BTZ backgrounds. In more detail,

we quantize vacuum modular Hamiltonian on a spatial segment of S1, which can be written as a particular

linear combination of sl(2,R) generators. Unlike radial quantization, (Euclidean) time circles emerge naturally

here which can be contracted smoothly to the ‘fixed points’(end points of the interval) of this quantization

thus providing a direct link to thermal physics. To define a Hilbert space with discrete normalizable states

and to construct a Virasoro algebra with finite central extension, a natural regulator (ϵ) is needed around the

fixed points. Eventually, in the dual description the fixed points correspond to the horizons of AdS-Rindler

patch or (planar) BTZ and the cut-off being the stretched horizon. We construct a (Lorentzian) highest weight

representation of that Virasoro algebra where vacuum can be identified with certain boundary states on the cut-

off surface. We further demonstrate that two point function in a (vacuum) descendant state of the regulated

Hilbert space will reproduce thermal answer in ϵ → 0 limit which is analogous to the recent observation of

emergent thermality in (planar) BTZ stretched horizon background. We also argue the thermal entropy of this

quantization coincides with entanglement entropy of the subregion. Conversely, the microcanonical entropy

corresponding to high energy density of states exactly reproduce the BTZ entropy. Quite remarkably, all these

dominant high lying microstates are defined only at finite ϵ in the regulated Hilbert space. We expect that

all our observations can be generalized to BTZ in stretched horizon background where the boundary spatial

coordinate is compactified.
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1 Introduction

A key implication of the AdS/CFT correspondence[1] is that the Hilbert space of quantum gravity in

Asymptotically AdS (AAdS) is isomorphic to that of a unitary conformal field theory [2]. The isomorphism is

well-understood in the weak gravity regime GN → 0, wherein the effective field theory in AdS can be exactly

reproduced from the large N limit of holographic CFT[3, 4]. The standard way of describing the Hilbert space

of a Euclidean CFT on a sphere is via radial quantization in Euclidean time. The vacuum of this quantization,

which is left invariant under (global) conformal transformation, is dual to the global AdS spacetime (in GN → 0

limit). Similarly other states (primary, descendant and their linear combinatons) in this quantization will

also have different AAdS representations. For instance, a TFD state above the Hawking-Page temperature is

described by an eternal AdS blackhole [5].

This holographic duality is best understood for AdS3/CFT2, where the infinite enhancement of the two

dimensional conformal algebra, simplifies the bulk dynamics of AAdS3 [6, 7]. In fact, the local bulk dynamics

enters only through the non-trivial asymptotic symmetries described by the boundary Virasoro algebra. In

this space of large diffeomorphism (upto an orbifolding), the existence of BTZ blackhole [8] facilitates the

study of quantum nature of black holes and the related puzzles. While the TFD above Hawking-Page phase

transition describes an eternal BTZ, the high energy primaries(and their descendants) are expected to describe

the BTZ microstates [9, 10] which gives rise to the asymptotic Cardy density of states[11]. All of the above

statements have been realized in radial quantization and in the Hilbert space associated to it. In spite of

all these identifications in the weak gravity limit, the understanding towards non-perturbative (or finite N)

quantum gravity using the duality is still out of our reach. To demystify black hole information loss paradox in

the paradigm of AdS/CFT, or to address the issues of thermal decaying nature of (AdS) black hole correlators

in the strict semiclassical limit, one need to go beyond perturbative analysis where a proper understanding of

finite GN physics is believed to be crucial [5]. A correct and precise understanding of AdS blackhole microstates

and it’s CFT description will definitely lead us to progress in this direction.

Recently, the observation [12, 13] of the emergence of type III1 von Neumann algebra constructed out of
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the single trace operators of boundary CFT on R× Sd−1(in Lorentzian) with respect to a TFD state 1 in large

N and above the Hawking-Page temperature, leads us to a stronger hint that the smooth horizon as well as

the interior might be an emergent description in GN → 0 limit. This type III1 algebraic structure only holds

at infinite N which agrees with the algebra of bulk quantum fields in the exterior of blackhole 2. From the

bulk side, the essential signature of type III algebra lies in the continuum spectrum of field modes (quasinormal

modes) which is true for both black holes and black branes [15]3. However for planar BTZ, the boundary algebra

will always be type III due to infinite volume effect of thermal cylinder [16]. To understand the emerging CFT

type III algebra (from type I) corresponding to planar BTZ, will be one of our key motivations for this work.

Along this line of discussion, we have argued in one of our recent papers [17] 4 that, by choosing a hard

wall cut-off (ϵ) 5 outside the horizon of the BTZ, one could obtain a discrete normal mode spectrum [20, 21]

for free scalar fields which plays crucial role to obtain the BTZ entropy, Hawking temperature[22] and Hartle

Hawking correlator in the ϵ→ 0 limit. In other words, we used Dirichlet boundary condition for bulk fields on

the stretched horizon situated at the distance ϵ from the horizon which makes the algebra to be type I and at

the end we took the limit ϵ → 0 to recover all the known properties of BTZ as well as the type III algebra in

the presence of smooth horizon. In particular, the BTZ entropy coincides with the microcanonical entropy of

those scalar fields at energy to be equal to the mass of the BTZ[21]. Similarly, an excited state of the same

energy scale constructed on top of the vacuum of the free scalar theory in this stretched horizon background, will

behave like a thermal Hartle-Hawking state in the ϵ→ 0 limit. This provides an effective field theory description

in a finite GN model6 which explicitly describes the type I to type III transition or the emergence of smooth

horizon from explicit non-smoothness. If this is a reliable mechanism of the underlying algebraic transition,

then it must have a dual CFT description. From the bulk side, the stretched horizon is a deep IR cut-off which

is located just outside the horizon. In the traditional premise of radial quantization, such boundary condition

is generically hard to find 7. Also in radial quantization, there is no known one to one correspondence that

can directly relate some boundary CFT parameters to the horizon in the dual geometry. Even if we could find

some kind of boundary state that is exactly dual to stretched horizon, this would not explain the necessity of

imposing such boundary condition purely from CFT point of view. In this note, our main goal is to find a CFT

description that could explain some of the bulk features in the presence of stretched horizon as we observed in

[17]. To be precise, we want to ask the following:

• What is the CFT description that explains the appearance of stretched horizon in the gravity dual?

• What is the CFT mechanism that elucidates type I to type III transition of algebra of operators by making

a parallel to the bulk transition modeled in the presence of stretched horizon?

• What is the description of the CFT states that naturally relates states in the bulk Fock space in stretched

horizon background as in [17]? What would be the boundary Hilbert space description of that regulated

Fock space?

1To be specific, the representation of single trace algebra acting on GNS Hilbert space
2By definition, algebra of observables of a local QFT (also applied to QFT in local region of curved spacetime) should always

be type III1 factor [14].
3Also true for AdS-Rindler or any geometries having a horizon in any patches
4See also [18] for a similar yet complimentary discussion.
5This is originally introduced as the brick wall model with a motivation to understand the origin of black hole entropy[19]
6Note that, in [17] we use a Planckian stretched horizon which fixes ϵ ∝ G2

N . Hence semiclassical limit is dubbed by ϵ → 0.

However, the same analysis could be done without fixing ϵ which we will discuss in a later section.
7A related example is the global quench in 2d CFT which can be understood as imposing boundary conditions on the Euclidean

time-strip [23] and the dual is described by placing an IR end of the world brane beyond the horizon that cuts the eternal BTZ at

some fixed radial direction [24, 25].
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An intuitive guess to address these questions is to find a CFT framework that could capture the thermal

features directly. In the usual setting of radial quantization, to study thermal 2d CFT on a line, one need to

use conformal transformation from plane to thermal cylinder where the Euclidean time is periodic. In the dual

AdS3, this transformation generates a large diffeomorphism which maps Poincare AdS to planar BTZ. Hence to

probe the blackhole background directly, the bulk clock in this frame must be synchronized to the boundary time

where the CFT lives. In other words, this suggests we need to find a framework where CFT is quantized along

the (Euclidean) time which is periodic and the vacuum state of the quantization is described by (planar) BTZ

in the bulk side. This new frame of quantization should be orthogonal to standard radial quantization and must

be determined by a new CFT Hamiltonian. This is generically a difficult problem to find a Hamiltonian having

this features. However in [26], Tada studied a class of sl(2,R) deformed Hamiltonian where the quantization

(Euclidean) time is periodic. Recently, in [27, 28] a similar program has also been initiated where they quantize

Rindler Hamiltonian (which is generated by Euclidean rotation) by foliating the 2D plane in constant angle

slices. Both of these quantizations employ similar ideas, since the sl(2,R) deformed Hamiltonian which Tada

considered in [26], is exactly (upto some choice of parameters) the (total) modular Hamiltonian of an interval

in S1 for the CFT vacuum state as observed in [29, 30] 8. The study of modular flow exhibits a generalization

of thermal state to mixed state. In particular, as shown in [32], modular Hamiltonian is the unique self-adjoint

operator which generates a thermal time evolution in out-of-equillibrium states9. Hence in our context, studying

quantization of modular Hamiltonian would shed light to address the key questions we mentioned.

In this paper, we closely follow the analysis by Tada [26] and develop it further to find the spectrum of this

quantization and the corresponding bulk dual. The interesting feature of the quantization is the existence of

fixed points along which the spatial coordinate ends. On the other hand, the (Euclidean) time forms circular

trajectory which can be contracted to the fixed points. To get a well-defined and discrete Virasoro algebra, Tada

introduced cut-off (ϵ) around the fixed points. In this regulated Hilbert space, one can define Virasoro generators

and their algebra with a distinct ϵ dependent central extension term. In this note, our main work is to construct

the regulated Hilbert space Hϵ by finding the representation of the (modified) Virasoro algebra. The key step

we use is to unwrap the (non-contractible) time circles in the presence of cut-off, which equivalently constructs

a Lorentzian representation of the Euclidean quantization. This unwrapping will enable us to define a vacuum

and highest weight primary states in the same spirit of state-operator correspondence in radial quantization. We

also construct vacuum descendant state in this quantization. In ϵ→ 0 limit, those (vacuum) descendants as well

as all primaries will correspond to different vacuum solution of the original Hamiltonian. Taking the limit ϵ→ 0

is determined by the choice of boundary condition at the cut-off. We will argue that we can write the vacuum

of the regulated Hamiltonian as particular conformal boundary state. We also compute two point function in

the ϵ→ 0 limit in (vacuum) descendant and primary states. They will show thermal behavior in various limits.

However, in contrast to radial quantization, two point function of light probes in heavy primary states of this

quantization (with h > c/24) will show periodic behavior in Lorentzian time in the semiclassical limit. This is

a manifestation of the fact that this modular quantization is unitarily inequivalent to radial quantization[31].

This inequivalence illustrates that the vacuum of the quantization in ϵ→ 0 limit, which is eventually the same

vacuum of radial quantization, must have a different bulk representation. In particular, we find that the bulk

dual of the vacuum is described by AdS-Rindler or planar BTZ metric. We will further show the fixed points of

the quantization correspond to the horizon(past and future) of the geometry. This explains the cut-off around

the fixed point will be the natural bulk realization of stretched horizon.

Even though these observations give an answer to some of our main questions as we noted before, the

8For a review, see [31].
9In the language of algebraic qft, these are cyclic and separating states with respect to an algebra A, for which one could

construct the modular operator.
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emergence of type III algebra associated to smooth horizon is not yet addressed. This is because the regulated

Hilbert space Hϵ is still an ad hoc construction by hand to make sense of a Virasoro algebra and to get a

finite partition function. This is only physically meaningful if the states of Hϵ will contribute to the entropy

of the quantization. Using the consistency condition of the regulated partition function, we obtain a thermal

entropy at ϵ → 0 limit which agrees to the entanglement entropy of the boundary subregion or the thermal

entropy associated to AdS-Rindler wedge. We also obtain high energy density of states and the corresponding

microcanonical entropy of the quantization. Most notably, this microcanonical entropy gives the Bekenstein-

Hawking entropy once we fix the energy to be the mass of the BTZ black hole. This also exactly reproduces

the Hawking temperature. The non-trivial result of this computation is the high energy states which contribute

to this entropy (or to the Cardy density of state) are the high energy states of the Hϵ at finite ϵ. Thus the finite

ϵ states of Hϵ are the microstates of BTZ in this description. In strict ϵ→ 0 limit, the planar BTZ is described

by the vacuum. This would explain the meaning of emergent Hilbert space (or effective field theory fock space

in the bulk) and the type III algebra of operators at ϵ→ 0 from a bigger Hilbert space Hϵ where the associated

algebra will be of type I. We further conjecture the vacuum descendant states of Hϵ are dual to excited states

(on top of the vacuum) of EFT Fock space built by free scalar fields in planar BTZ with stretched horizon

background.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: In §2, we will review the relevant part of Tada’s construction

[26] and construct the Hilbert space Hϵ and it’s spectrum. In §3 we compute two point functions in different

eigenstates in different limits. We also argued the vacuum of Hϵ to be a conformal boundary state. Using the

consistency condition of annulus partition function we compute both canonical and microcanonical entropy of

the quantization in §4. In §5, we discuss the dual AdS3 description of different vacuum. The connection of fixed

points to horizon and cut-off to stretched horizon will be established there. We also comment on the connection

between stretched horizon story in planar BTZ to the vacuum descendants of the quantization. We end up with

a detailed summary of our findings and some discussion of our results with some remarks on future direction in

§6. In §A, we provide some details of constructing a class of vacuum which gives a partial consistency check of

the quantization we come up with.

2 Modular quantization and spectrum

In Euclidean 2d CFT, the most famous and common notion of quantization is the so-called ‘radial quanti-

zation’. In this quantization scheme, CFT on a spatial cylinder (S1 × Rt) can be quantized by mapping it to

the complex plane where the time flow (t) is generated radially. The most useful feature of this quantization is

the manifestation of ‘state-operator correspondence’ following which one can decompose the Hilbert space into

irreducible Verma modules where all eigenstates can be obtained from all descendants of the highest weight

primary [33]. The Hamiltonian which generates such radial time flow is L0 + L̄0 where Ln, L̄n are modes of

stress tensor.

Here we consider a slightly different Hamiltonian generated by sl(2,R) global conformal generators.

H = α(L0 + L̄0) + β(L1 + L−1 + L̄1 + L̄−1), where d ≡ α2 − 4β2 < 0 (2.1)

The Hamiltonian is by construction Hermitian(i.e. H = H†) as in radial quantization L†
n = L−n. This type

of Hamiltonian appears to be the total modular Hamiltonian of a segment in a spatial circle [29, 30]. More

generally, one can think of a CFT lived on a spatial circle S1 for which the time flow is generated by (2.1).

When d > 0, the Hamiltonian is unitarily equivalent to the Hamiltonian of radial quantization [31]. It has been

studied in details in the context of ‘Mobius quantization’ [34] where discrete Virasoro algebra as well as discrete

spectrum is manifested. Another interesting class is when d = 0 and β = α
2 which is sometimes called ‘dipolar
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quantization’ [35]. This also has been studied for SSD Hamiltonian in great details in [36] where a continuous

Virasoro algebra emerges. The Hamiltonian with d < 0 of the form (2.1), has not been studied much unlike the

other two classes10. In [26], it was shown how a discrete Virasoro algebra could arise for these Hamiltonians

after choosing a suitable cut-off 11. In this note, we closely follow their work and set up. We dub quantization

of (2.1) as ‘modular quantization’. In this section, we begin by reviewing the technical part of [26] and proceed

further to study the spectrum or highest-weight representation of the Virasoro algebra. To begin with, we

briefly summarize the general rule of quantizing such class of sl(2,R) deformed Hamiltonian following [36].

Quantization contour: We can rewrite (2.1) as

H = L0 + L̄0 (2.2)

The corresponding infinitesimal generators of L0 and L0 are l̃0 and
¯̃
l0

12 where

l̃0 = g(z)∂z,
¯̃
l0 = ḡ(z̄)∂z̄ (2.3)

For (2.1), g(z) = αz + β(z2 + 1) ≡ β(z − z+)(z − z−). Here

z± =
−α± i

√
|d|

2β
(2.4)

Hence z̄+ = z−, z̄− = z+. From now on, we refer d as |d|. The main idea [36] of the sl(2,R) quantization is that

the conformal killing vector (l̃0 +
¯̃
l0) generates the new time direction t. Hence, the time flow is generated by

l0 + l̄0 and space direction is generated by i(l0 − l̄0). One can show that [36]

t+ is =

ˆ
z

dz

g(z)
, t− is =

ˆ
z̄

dz̄

ḡ(z̄)
. (2.5)

In our case,

t+ is =
1

i
√
d
ln
z − z+
z − z−

and t− is = − 1

i
√
d
ln
z̄ − z−
z̄ − z+

. (2.6)

We will now find the constant t and constant s trajectory to determine the complex z contour for this quanti-

zation. From (2.6), we get for constant t

e2it
√
d =

(z − z+)(z̄ − z+)

(z − z−)(z̄ − z−)
(2.7)

If we denote z = x+ iy and z± = zR∗ ± izI∗ , we will get

tan
√
dt =

B

A
(2.8)

where

A = (x− zR∗ )
2 + (y2 − (zI∗)

2)

B = −2zI∗(x− zR∗ ) (2.9)

10In the context of modular Hamiltonian in line interval, a Lorentzian Virasoro algebra has been obtained in [37]. In fact, those

Lorentzian Virasoro generators are isomorphic to the Euclidean modular Virasoro generators which we will introduce later in this

section and this observation plays a crucial role to obtain the Lorentzian representation which we will describe here.
11In [30], it was argued that in the absence of any cut-off one could still get a continuous version of Virasoro algebra.
12For notational purpose, we denote the standard infinitesimal generators corresponding to Virasoro generators of radial quanti-

zation as ln, l̄n.
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Further simplifying (2.8), we have

(x− zR∗ + zI∗ cot
√
dt)2 + y2 = (zI∗)

2(csc
√
dt)2 (2.10)

The constant t curve seems to generate an equation of a circle. However one can notice that for x = z±, the

above equation satisfies trivially for all t. This implies the contour will pass through those points for all constant

time t. In other words, z± are the fixed points of the contour(see Fig 2 of [26]). Similarly, to find constant s

curve, we again use (2.6) to get the following:

e−2
√
ds =

(z − z+)(z̄ − z−)

(z − z−)(z̄ − z+)
(2.11)

In a similar manner, the above equation can be simplified to get the following curve equation for time trajectory

(x− zR∗ )
2 + (y − zI∗ coth

√
ds)2 = (zI∗)

2(csch
√
ds)2 (2.12)

Hence the constant s curve is again a circle. Thus time flows in this quantization will generate circular trajectory.

Interestingly, these are constractible time circle. In s → ±∞ the circle reduces to a point. From (2.11) this

corresponds to z = z±. Hence, at the fixed point the time circle shrinks to zero size. Note that, in Euclidean

AdS blackholes(Cigar geometry) there exists contractible time circles which smoothly shrink to it’s origin where

the horizon lies. In AdS/CFT, a well known fact is the existence of contractible time circle in the deconfined

phase or black hole phase in large N phase transition [38].

Virasoro mode expansion: Following [36], we can define fk as the eigenmode of l̃0

l̃0fk(z) = kfk(z) (2.13)

The solution for our case can be written as

fk(z) = ek
´

dz
g(z) =

(
z − z+
z − z−

)− ik√
d

(2.14)

Using this, one can construct the following modes

l̃k(z) = g(z)fk(z)∂z (2.15)

It is easy to show that l̃k satisfy Witt algebra [36]. Hence, one can define the conserved charges Lk corresponding

to these conformal killing vectors lk.

Lk =
1

2πi

ˆ
C

dzg(z)fk(z)T (z)

=
β

2πi

ˆ
C

dz(z − z+)
− ik√

d
+1

(z − z−)
ik√
d
+1
T (z) (2.16)

All the above discussion will also hold for anti-holomorphic modes L̄k. Here C is the constant t contour with

all values of s ∈ (−∞,∞). Using TT ope it is straightforward to show that [26]

[Lk,Lk′ ] = (k − k′)Lk+k′ +
c

12

(k3 + kd)

2πi

ˆ
C

dz
fk+k′(z)

g(z)
(2.17)

By definition, one can change z integration to fk integration

dfk
fk

= k
dz

g(z)
(2.18)
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Thus ˆ
C

dz
fk+k′(z)

g(z)
=

ˆ
C

dfk+k′

(k + k′)
=

1

(k + k′)
(fk+k′(z+)− fk+k′(z−)) (2.19)

However from (2.14), we can easily see that fk(z±) are divergent and hence the central extension term of the

algebra is not well-defined. This motivates [26] to place a cut-off around the fixed points z = z±
13

z = z± + ϵeiθϵ (2.20)

In the context of Rindler quantization of CFT or quantization in Minkowski space CFT, a notion called ‘angular

quantization’ is proposed in [27], where a similar cut-off around fixed points is introduced to make the Hilbert

space well-defined. In the presence of fixed points, one can not define a partition function (or traces). After

introducing a cut-off and imposing suitable boundary condition on the cut-off one could define states in the

(regulated) Hilbert space using the standard path integral on annulus. At the end, in the limit of removing

the cut-off appropriately, the prescription offers to compute thermal correlators by the virtue of open-closed

string duality in the annulus partition function. We will get back to this in the next section to connect modular

quantization to angular quantization. Around z ∼ z±, (2.6) reduces to

(t+ is)|z=z++ϵeiθϵ =
1

i
√
d
ln

(
ϵeiθϵ

i
√
d/β

)

=
θϵ − π

2√
d

+
i√
d
ln

(√
d

βϵ

)
(2.21)

Similarly

(t+ is)|z=z−+ϵeiθϵ =
−θϵ − π

2√
d

− i√
d
ln

(√
d

βϵ

)
(2.22)

Hence in terms of t, s one can rewrite z = z± + ϵeiθϵ as

z = z± + e∓
√
dsϵ±i(

√
dtϵ+

π
2 ) (2.23)

Here s→ sϵ and t→ tθ on the cut-off. In terms of cut-off, we can have a finite integral (2.19) and it will give

ˆ
C

dz
fk+k′(z)

g(z)
=
e(k+k′)tϵ

(k + k′)

[
e
i
(k+k′)√

d
ln
(√

d
βϵ

)
− e

−i
(k+k′)√

d
ln
(√

d
βϵ

)]
(2.24)

Putting this back into (2.17), the commutator14 becomes

[Lϵ
k,Lϵ

k′ ] = (k − k′)Lϵ
k+k′ +

c

12

(k3 + kd)e(k+k′)t

π(k + k′)
sin

(
(k + k′)√

d
ln

(√
d

βϵ

))
(2.25)

At this stage, the above algebra is true for any discrete or continuous label k. However, one could check that the

above algebra does not close under Jacobi identity even though the Witt algebra (without the central extension

term) satisfies it. In other word, the commutator is ill-defined due to the symmetric central extension part. To

make a well-defined Virasoro algebra satisfying Jacobi identity, we must have the central extension term to be

13Similar cut-off and boundary conditions at the entangling surfaces are previously discussed in [39, 29].
14The modified generators with finite ϵ will be denoted as Lϵ

k. The modification amounts a redefined constant t contour where

s : {− 1√
d
ln

(√
d

βϵ

)
, 1√

d
ln

(√
d

βϵ

)
}
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zero when (k + k′) ̸= 0. 15 This fixes a quantization of label k in terms of integer n as the following:

k =
nπ

√
d

ln
(√

d
βϵ

) , n ∈ Z
2

(2.26)

It might be possible that n ∈ Z
2 or Z. Remarkably, if n ∈ Z, this has an exact similarity with normal modes of

free scalar fields in the BTZ strecthed horizon background [17] as we will discuss in section 5. For some later

purpose we just use n ∈ Z. We can find the algebra for (k + k′) = 0 by appropriately taking the limit in (2.25)

lim
(k+k′)→0

(k3 + kd)e(k+k′)t

π(k + k′)
sin

(
(k + k′)√

d
ln

(√
d

βϵ

))
=

(k3 + kd)

π
√
d

ln

(√
d

βϵ

)
(2.27)

Hence the final form of the modified Virasoro algebra is

[Lϵ
k,Lϵ

k′ ] = (k − k′)Lϵ
k+k′ +

c

12

(k3 + kd)

π
√
d

ln

(√
d

βϵ

)
δk+k′ (2.28)

= (k − k′)Lϵ
k+k′ +

ceff
12

(k3 + kd)δk+k′ (2.29)

Where we define ceff = c
π
√
d
ln
(√

d
βϵ

)
. In ϵ→ 0 limit (with finite c), ceff → ∞. Interestingly, in the same limit

k becomes continuous from (2.26) and a continuous dirac delta function emerges[30]16. Hence ϵ→ 0 limit gives

a continuous non-normalizable spectrum with continuous Virasoro algebra. In section 5 we will see a direct

correspondence with this fact to strecthed horizon quantization in AdS3 where continuous spectrum emerges at

the limit of approaching the stretched horizon to horizon. However we should note that the central extension

term is not exactly similar to usual Virasoro central term. The difference lies in k2(k + d) factor. It reduces

to usual Virasoro only if d = −1 which is not possible in our case. This has an important consequence in

computing descendant correlators which we will discuss in the next section.

Hermitian conjugate: In this new quantization an important task is to understand the Hermitian conjugate

of the field operators, stress tensors as well as the Virasoro generators. We follow [36] for constructing Hermitian

conjugate in this new quantization. In Lorentzian time τ , a real operator in certain spacetime point is manifestly

Hermitian since ϕ†(0) = ϕ(0) and as we mentioned earlier H = H†:

ϕ(τ)† = (eiHτϕ(0)e−iHτ )† = ϕ(τ) (2.30)

However in Euclidean case ϕ†(t) = (eHtϕ(o)e−Ht)† = ϕ(−t). Thus in Euclidean case, taking Hermitian conjugate

flips t → −t. This further implies ω(= t + is) → −ω̄. If ϕ(z) is a primary scalar17 under radial quantization

with dimension h, then we define ϕ′(ω) =
(
∂ω
∂z

)−h
ϕ(z). Hence Hermitian conjugate in our sl(2,R) quantization

implies:

(ϕ′(ω))† = ϕ′(−ω̄) (2.31)

From (2.6), ω = t+ is = 1
i
√
d
ln z−z+

z−z−
. We can invert this to get

z − z− =
i
√
d

β

1

1− eiω
√
d

(2.32)

z − z+ =
i
√
d

β

eiω
√
d

1− eiω
√
d

(2.33)

15If Lm satisfies the Virasoro algebra of the form [Lm,Ln] = (m − n)Lm+n + Cm,n, then the Jacobi identity for Lm,Ln,Lp

implies: (m−n)Cm+n,p+(n−p)Cn+p,m+(p−m)Cp+m,n = 0. The central extension term of (2.25) does not satisfy this relation.

To obtain such relation a Delta function will be needed.
16To see this one should first take the ϵ → 0 limit in (2.27) before taking k + k′ → 0.
17For simplicity we consider only holomorphic sector. The whole analysis can be easily generalized to generic primary fields

having both holomorphic and anti-holomorphic part.
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Similarly

z̄ − z+ =
i
√
d

β

eiω̄
√
d

1− eiω̄
√
d

(2.34)

z̄ − z− =
i
√
d

β

1

1− eiω̄
√
d

(2.35)

From the primary field transformation, we have

ϕ′(ω) =

(
1

β(z − z+)(z − z−)

)−h

ϕ(z) =

[
−β(1− eiω

√
d)2

deiω
√
d

]−h

ϕ

(
i
√
d

β

1

1− eiω
√
d
+ z−

)
(2.36)

From the above expression we get the Hermitian conjugate of ϕ′(ω) as

(ϕ′(ω))† =

[
−β(1− e−iω̄

√
d)2

de−iω̄
√
d

]−h

(ϕ(z))† (2.37)

Also we get

ϕ′(−ω̄) =

[
−β(1− e−iω̄

√
d)2

de−iω̄
√
d

]−h

ϕ

(
i
√
d

β

1

1− e−iω̄
√
d
+ z−

)
(2.38)

=

[
−β(1− e−iω̄

√
d)2

de−iω̄
√
d

]−h

ϕ(z+ + z− − z̄) (2.39)

Hence from (2.31), (2.37) and (2.38) we finally get

ϕ†(z) = ϕ(z+ + z− − z̄) (2.40)

This can be checked to be true for stress tensor i.e.

T †(z) = T (z+ + z− − z̄) (2.41)

We will now check the Hermiticity condition on conformal generators Lk
18. From the definition

Lk =
β

2πi

ˆ
C

dz(z − z+)
− ik√

d
+1

(z − z−)
ik√
d
+1
T (z) (2.42)

Hence using (2.41) we get

L†
k = − β

2πi

ˆ
C

dz̄(z̄ − z−)
ik√
d
+1

(z̄ − z+)
− ik√

d
+1
T (z+ + z− − z̄) (2.43)

Using a change of variable z̄′ = (z+ + z− − z̄), we get the following

L†
k = − β

2πi

ˆ
C

dz̄′(z̄′ − z+)
ik√
d
+1

(z̄′ − z−)
− ik√

d
+1
T (z̄′) (2.44)

In the above, one negative sign comes from the substitution of new variable and another negative sign appears

due to change of direction of contour. Hence the overall sign remains the same. Now if we change the above

integral from anti-holomorphic (z̄′) to holomorphic (ẑ) another negative sign will appear due to change in the

direction of the contour. So, finally we arrive at:

L†
k =

β

2πi

ˆ
C

dẑ(ẑ − z+)
ik√
d
+1

(ẑ − z−)
− ik√

d
+1
T (ẑ)

= L−k (2.45)

18The same discussion is also applicable to discrete Virasoro generators Lϵ
k
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This is similar to the Hermiticity properties of Ln in radial quantization.

Spectrum: The appearance of discrete Virasoro algebra made out of Lϵ
k is encouraging to define it’s highest

weight representation. This would be similar to the construction of Verma module in radial quantization.

However, the only obstacle in the sl(2,R) quantization we consider is that the time direction is compact unlike

in radial quantization. Hence in our setting, thermal trace can be constructed naturally [27] in the path integral

picture where periodic boundary condition in the temporal direction of fields has been imposed. In the next

section, we will discuss some aspects of it to compute correlation function in this quantization. However, one

may still wonder whether we could construct a different meaningful irreducible representation of the Virasoro

algebra we have after placing a cut-off near the fixed points. Without a cut-off, the time circles are contractible

as we mentioned earlier. Since those circles can be shrunk to the fixed points continuously, those are simply

connected curves. However after placing a cut-off the circles are not contractible to the fixed point. Hence in

the cut-off case we can always find an universal cover which is a real line. In other words, we can unwrap the

non-contractible time circles to a line which is meaningful to construct a ground state of the quantization. This

implies we take t : (−∞,∞) in this regularized setting 19. We would like to view this stretching of time or

going to the universal cover as the intermediate state from Euclidean to Lorentzian20. We observe that upon

analytic continuation t → itL and by changing the label of Virasoro generator k → ik and d → −d one could

obtain a Lorentzian modes where the integration range of z, z̄ ∈ (−∞,∞)21 which will satisfy the standard

Virasoro algebra as in [37]. It is easy to check that all of our subsequent analysis of constructing spectrum will

also hold for this Lorentzian setting. This makes an equivalence between Euclidean and Lorentzian CFTs in

this quantization. In other way, we should think all of the succeeding analysis as the Lorentzian construction

of highest weight representation in Euclidean thermal or modular quantization. We will first define vacuum,

in and out state in the same spirit of radial quantization by taking t → −∞ limit 22. Note that, to make it

consistent with the Lorentzian analysis, we stretched t direction from one cut-off(z+) to another one z−. Thus

we have tϵ = −∞.

Firstly, we want to construct a mode expansion of T (z) in terms of Lϵ
ks as the following:

T (z) =
π
√
d

β2 ln
(√

d
βϵ

)∑
k

(z − z+)
ik√
d
−2

(z − z−)
− ik√

d
−2Lϵ

k (2.46)

To check this, we use (2.16) in (2.46) to obtain the following:

Lϵ
k =

β

2πi

π
√
d

β2 ln
(√

d
βϵ

)∑
k′

ˆ
C′
dz

(
z − z+
z − z−

) i(k′−k)√
d 1

(z − z+)(z − z−)
Lϵ
k′ (2.47)

We may choose constant t = 0 contour for simplification and the integral becomes

´
C′ dz → − id

β

´ 1√
d
ln
(√

d
βϵ

)
− 1√

d
ln
(√

d
βϵ

) ds e
√

ds

(e
√

ds−1)2
. Thus by using (2.32) we finally have

Lϵ
k =

√
d

2i ln
(√

d
βϵ

)∑
k′

ˆ 1√
d
ln
(√

d
βϵ

)
− 1√

d
ln
(√

d
βϵ

) dsei(k′−k)sLϵ
k′ (2.48)

19One instance for such unwrapping is discussed in the context of getting AdS hyperboloid by embedding it in the higher

dimension [2]. In this embedding mechanicsm, one could get a global AdS with periodic time direction in Lorentzian. To avoid

closed time-like curves, one should unwrap it and find an universal covering of AdS.
20The author would like to thank Bobby Ezhuthachan and Chethan Krishnan for emphasizing the importance to view this as

Lorentzian
21Here (z, z̄) ≡ (t+ s, t− s).
22Though the spirit constructing the Hilbert space is similar to angular quantization as described in [27], our approach is different

from them where we exploit Virasoro algebra and it’s above-mentioned Lorentzian representation to define a Hilbert space.
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Using (2.26) one can immediately see that the integral becomes a delta function δk−k′ when n ∈ Z23 and hence

the sum picks up k = k′. To define a vacuum |0ϵ⟩ we use the fact that T (z)|0ϵ⟩ to be well-defined at t→ −∞.

From (2.46)

T (z) =
πβ2

d
√
d ln

(√
d

βϵ

)∑
k

e−k(t+is) β
2(1− ei

√
d(t+is))4

de2i(t+is)
√
d

Lϵ
k (2.49)

If we now take t→ −∞ limit, we have:

lim
t→−∞

T (z)|0ϵ⟩ = lim
t→−∞

πβ2

d
√
d ln

(√
d

βϵ

)∑
k

e−k(t+is) β
2(1− ei

√
d(t+is))4

de2i(t+is)
√
d

Lϵ
k|0ϵ⟩ (2.50)

The above limit suggests that to make a well-defined vacuum we must have the following

Lϵ
k|0ϵ⟩ = 0 for k ≥ 0 (2.51)

However it is not clear whether this vacuum coincides with the vacuum defined in radial quantization. To check

this we consider the mode expansion of T (z) in radial quantization around z = z− in the definition of Lϵ
k.

Lϵ
k =

β

2πi

ˆ
C′
dz(z − z+)

− ik√
d
+1

(z − z−)
ik√
d
+1
∑
m

(z − z−)
−m−2Lm (2.52)

Again using (2.32) and taking t = 0 the above integral reduces to

Lϵ
k = −

(
i
√
d

β

)−m+1 √
d

2π

∑
m

ˆ 1√
d
ln
(√

d
βϵ

)
− 1√

d
ln
(√

d
βϵ

) ds e−2
√
ds+iks

(1− e−
√
ds)−m+2

Lm (2.53)

This integral is hard to compute. However we can take ϵ→ 0 limit and the limit of s becomes (−∞,∞). Using

(2.51), (2.53) reduces to at ϵ→ 0:

lim
ϵ→0

Lϵ
k>0|0ϵ⟩ = −

(
i
√
d

β

)−m+1 √
d

2π

∑
m>1

2Γ(m− 1)Γ
(
2− ik√

d

)
√
dΓ
(
1 +m− ik√

d

) Lm|0ϵ→0⟩ = 0 (2.54)

This implies Lm|0ϵ→0⟩ = 0 for m > 1. If we expand T (z) in radial quantization around z = z+ in the definition

of Lϵ
k we will get

Lϵ
k =

β

2πi

ˆ
C′
dz(z − z+)

− ik√
d
+1

(z − z−)
ik√
d
+1
∑
m

(z − z+)
−m−2Lm (2.55)

In a similar way using (2.32) and taking t = 0 and ϵ→ 0 limit, the above integral yields

Lϵ
k = −

(
i
√
d

β

)−m+1 √
d

2π

∑
m

ˆ ∞

−∞
ds

em
√
ds+iks

(1− e−
√
ds)−m+2

Lm

= −

(
i
√
d

β

)−m+1 √
d

2π

∑
m>1

2Γ(m− 1)Γ
(
−m− ik√

d

)
√
dΓ
(
−1− ik√

d

) Lm|0ϵ→0⟩ = 0 (2.56)

Hence, again we have Lm|0ϵ→0⟩ = 0 for m > 1. This is true even for vacuum |0⟩ as well as any other primary

states |h⟩ constructed in radial quantization. Thus we have seen |0ϵ→0⟩ = |0⟩ or |h⟩. This degeneracy of the

23For n ∈ Z
2
, in the definition of (2.46) there will be a change of k → 2k. This does not affect the rest of the analysis.
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choice of vacuum in ϵ → 0 suggests we do not expect |0ϵ̸=0⟩ is same to be |0⟩. The choice of vacuum in ϵ → 0

is determined from the boundary condition we choose to prepare the state |0ϵ⟩ in path integral. In the context

of angular quantization [27], this shrinking of boundary condition was studied in details to construct thermal

correlators in that quantization. In that case, it was shown that the shrinking of boundary condition is not

unique and the boundary condition will shrink to an operator at ϵ→ 0 with lowest operator dimension (which

may include idenitity operator) in radial quantization. In our construction, we will argue that the choice of

boundary condition that leads to |0ϵ→0⟩ → |0⟩ is completely meaningful and well-motivated. This fact will be

crucial while computing correlators as in the next section in ϵ → 0 limit. We will get back to the construction

of |0ϵ⟩ in the next section while connecting this quantization to angular quantization. We will argue that |0ϵ⟩
to be a conformal boundary state. Our next goal is to find the primary states in this regulated representation

of Virasoro algebra. To do this, we first compute the action of Lϵ
k on primary field (in radial quantization)

ϕh,h̄(z, z̄). Using (2.16) and Tϕ ope we have

[Lϵ
k, ϕ(z, z̄)]

=
β

2πi

˛
z

dω(ω − z+)
− ik√

d
+1

(ω − z−)
ik√
d
+1
T (ω)ϕ(z, z̄)

=
β

2πi

˛
z

dω(ω − z+)
− ik√

d
+1

(ω − z−)
ik√
d
+1

[
hϕ(z, z̄)

(ω − z)2
+
∂zϕ(z, z̄)

ω − z

]
= (2βz +

α+ k

β
)(z − z+)

− ik√
d (z − z−)

ik√
dhϕ(z, z̄) + β(z − z+)

− ik√
d
+1

(z − z−)
ik√
d
+1
∂zϕ(z, z̄) (2.57)

We now want to evaluate the commutator at cut-off point z = z±+ϵeiθϵ . Since θϵ explicitly related to tϵ = −∞,

the states will be only meaningful near the cut-off. At this point

[Lϵ
k, ϕ(z, z̄)]|z=z++ϵeiθϵ = (2i

√
d+ n+ 2ϵeiθϵ)(ϵeiθϵ)

− ik√
d

(
i
√
d

β
+ ϵeiθϵ

) ik√
d

hϕ(z, z̄)|z=z++ϵeiθϵ+

+ β(ϵeiθϵ)
− ik√

d
+1

(
i
√
d

β
+ ϵeiθϵ

) ik√
d
+1

∂zϕ(z, z̄)|z=z++ϵeiθϵ (2.58)

Using (2.23) , we rewrite z+ + ϵeiθϵ = z+ + e−
√
dsϵ+i(

√
dtϵ+

π
2 ). If we compute the action of the commutator on

|0ϵ⟩ then we must take t→ −∞ = tϵ. Thus we get

[Lϵ
k, ϕ(z, z̄)]|z=z++ϵeiθϵ |0ϵ⟩ = lim

t→−∞
[Lϵ

k, ϕ(z, z̄)]|z=z++e−
√

ds+i(
√

dt+π
2

) |0ϵ⟩

= lim
t→−∞

[(2i
√
d+ n+ 2ϵeiθϵ)(e−

√
ds+i(

√
dt+π

2 ))
− ik√

d

(
i
√
d

β
+ e−

√
ds+i(

√
dt+π

2 )

) ik√
d

hϕ(z, z̄)|z=z++ϵeiθϵ+

+ β(e−
√
ds+i(

√
dt+π

2 ))
− ik√

d
+1

(
i
√
d

β
+ e−

√
ds+i(

√
dt+π

2 )

) ik√
d
+1

∂zϕ(z, z̄)|z=z++ϵeiθϵ ]|0ϵ⟩ (2.59)

One can easily check that for k > 0, the above expression vanishes. However for k < 0, the above expression

diverges. Hence the descendants of the primaries do not exist. The same conclusion holds also for another fixed

point z = z− + ϵeiθϵ = z− + e
√
dsϵ−i(

√
dtϵ+

π
2 ) Also for k > 0, Lϵ

k annihilates the vacuum. Hence, this constructs

an in state in our quantization.

|ϕϵin⟩ ≡ |h, h̄⟩ϵ = lim
t→−∞

ϕh,h̄(z, z̄)|0ϵ⟩|z=z±+ϵeiθϵ (2.60)
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In a similar way, we could also construct ⟨ϕout|. Since ϕ†(z) = ϕ(z+ + z− − z) and (Lϵ
n)

† = Lϵ
−n, we can show

that

⟨ϕout| ≡ ϵ⟨h, h̄| = (|h, h̄⟩ϵ)† (2.61)

To complete the highest-weight representation we must show Lϵ
0|h⟩ = h|h⟩. (2.58) yields

lim
t→−∞

[Lϵ
0, ϕ(z, z̄)]|z=z±+ϵeiθϵ

= lim
t→−∞

(i
√
d+ 2βϵeiθϵ)hϕ(z, z̄)|z=z±+ϵeiθϵ (2.62)

The complex multiplication factor makes it non-unitary24 However if we consider total Hamiltonian Lϵ
0 + L̄ϵ

0

and consider scalar primary operator with h = h̄, we have

lim
t→−∞

[Lϵ
0 + L̄ϵ

0, ϕ(z, z̄)]|z=z±+ϵeiθϵ

= lim
t→−∞

4βϵ cos θϵhϕ(z, z̄)|z=z±+ϵeiθϵ (2.63)

This along with the fact Lϵ
0|0ϵ⟩ = 0 suggests

(Lϵ
0 + L̄ϵ

0)|h, h⟩ϵ = 4βϵ cos θϵh|h, h⟩ϵ (2.64)

Note that, in ϵ→ 0 the above expression vanishes for any finite h. In that limit, |h, h⟩ itself behaves like another
vacuum under this quantization. This fact can be checked independently as shown in appendix A. In other words,

to be consistent in this quantization there should not exist operators with dimension h such that hϵ ̸= 0 when ϵ→
0. Even though, there do not exist any well-defined Virasoro descendants of primaries |h, h⟩ϵ in this quantiza-

tion, one still construct vacuum descandents of the form
∏

{ni,ki}(L
ϵ
−k1

)n1(Lϵ
−k2

)n2 . . . (L̄ϵ
−k1

)n1(L̄ϵ
−k2

)n2 . . . |0ϵ⟩.
Hence all the eigenstates of Hϵ we constructed so far, have non-vanishing energy at finite ϵ. This fact has a

parallel to stretched horizon quantization story where excited states on top of stretched horizon vacuum may

have an one-to-one correspondence to the (vacuum) descendant states in this quantization. In the next section

we will compute two point function in different eigenstates of this quantization.

3 Eigenstate two point function

So far we have identified the eigenstates of the modular Hamiltonian in the regulated Hilbert space Hϵ. This

consists of vacuum |0ϵ⟩, descendants of vacuum
∏

ni,ki
(Lϵ

−ki
)ni |0ϵ⟩ and scalar primaries |h, h⟩ϵ. In this section,

we will compute two point functions in these eigenstates in certain limiting cases.

Descendant two point function: An interesting distinction between regulated modular quantization and ra-

dial quantization is the role played by L±1 generators. In radial quantization the commutator [L1, L−1] = 2L0

remains c-independent and hence contributes to global Virasoro block at large c. However from (2.28) we can

see that there exists no k for which the central extension term will vanish. Thus the norm of any descendant

states will be ceff dependent. Now we consider two point function in a generic descendant state of level Nlev.

The states we consider are of the form

|ψ⟩ϵ ≡
∏
k,k′

(Lϵ
−k)

Nk(L̄ϵ
−k′)Nk′ |0ϵ⟩, with

∑
k

kNk +
∑
k′

k′Nk′ = Nlev. (3.1)

24This is reminiscent of the fact that due to conformal boundary condition on cut-off there should be only one copy of Virasoro

algebra [31]. Even though we primarily constructed holomorphic and anti holomorphic Viraoso generators, those two are not

independent.

13



The total conformal dimension of the state is Nlev. Without loss of generality we consider the following

normalized two point function of probe light operator OL of dimension at (z, z̄ and z = 0, z̄ = 025 in the heavy

descendant state |ψ⟩ϵ which we constructed above:

ϵ⟨ψ|OL(z, z̄)OL(1, 1)|ψ⟩ϵ
ϵ⟨ψ|ψ⟩ϵ

=
⟨0ϵ|

[∏
k,k′(Lϵ

k)
Nk(L̄ϵ

k′)Nk′ , OL(z, z̄)
]
OL(0, 0)

∏
k,k′(Lϵ

−k)
Nk(L̄ϵ

−k′)Nk′ |0ϵ⟩

⟨0ϵ|
[∏

k,k′(Lϵ
k)

Nk(L̄ϵ
k′)Nk′ ,

∏
k,k′(Lϵ

−k)
Nk(L̄ϵ

−k′)Nk′

]
|0ϵ⟩

+

+
⟨0ϵ|OL(z, z̄)

[∏
k,k′(Lϵ

k)
Nk(L̄ϵ

k′)Nk′ , OL(0, 0)
]∏

k,k′(Lϵ
−k)

Nk(L̄ϵ
−k′)Nk′ |0ϵ⟩

⟨0ϵ|
[∏

k,k′(Lϵ
k)

Nk(L̄ϵ
k′)Nk′ ,

∏
k,k′(Lϵ

−k)
Nk(L̄ϵ

−k′)Nk′

]
|0ϵ⟩

+

+
⟨0ϵ|OL(z, z̄)OL(0, 0)

[∏
k,k′(Lϵ

k)
Nk(L̄ϵ

k′)Nk′ ,
∏

k,k′(Lϵ
−k)

Nk(L̄ϵ
−k′)Nk′

]
|0ϵ⟩

⟨0ϵ|
[∏

k,k′(Lϵ
k)

Nk(L̄ϵ
k′)Nk′ ,

∏
k,k′(Lϵ

−k)
Nk(L̄ϵ

−k′)Nk′

]
|0ϵ⟩

(3.2)

Using (2.58), we can see the numerators of the first two terms of the above expression is ceff -independent.

However the denominator of all the terms or the norm is proportional to O(c#eff )(for sufficiently small ϵ),

where # is some positive power depends on the Nlev, N̄lev. Now if we take ϵ → 0 limit, we have ceff → ∞.

For instance, if we compute the norm ⟨0ϵ|Lϵ
kLϵ

−k|0ϵ⟩ =
ceff

12 (k3 + kd). In ϵ → 0, k becomes continuous and

ceff → ∞. This explains at finite ϵ the descendant correlator becomes hard to compute. Also as we have

explained, the vacuum reduces to vacuum of radial quantization in the same limit. Hence finally we will arrive

at

lim
ϵ→0 or, ceff→∞

ϵ⟨ψ|OL(z, z̄)OL(0, 0)|ψ⟩ϵ
ϵ⟨ψ|ψ⟩ϵ

≈ ⟨0|OL(z, z̄)OL(1, 1)|0⟩ (3.3)

Using (2.6), the vacuum two point function for any cft yields

⟨0|O∆(t, 0)O∆(0, 0)|0⟩ =
d∆

sinh2∆(
√
d
2 t)

(3.4)

Hence this is a thermal two point function satisfying KMS condition. This is also true for generalized free

fields(GFF) in any state since it factorizes into vacuum two point functions. Thus we have seen the vacuum

descendants at ϵ→ 0 reduces to the thermal answer.

Primary two point function: In a similar way, it is generically hard problem to compute two point function

in the primary state |h, h⟩ϵ at finite ϵ since we do not know the explicit form of the state |0ϵ⟩ 26. From (2.60)

and (2.61) in the limit ϵ → 0, we have |h, h⟩ = Oh,h(z = z+, z̄ = z−)|0⟩ and ⟨h, h| = ⟨0|Oh,h(z = z−, z̄ = z+).

Since the vacuum |0⟩ shares the vacuum for radial quantization, we can compute the two point correlator in

any primary state via the state-operator correspondence. Now depending on the weight of the primaries we will

get different correlators e.g. HHLL(heavy-heavy-light-light) or LLLL. We will study them in some limiting case

where the dominating conformal block of the four point function is known.

• HHLL: If we write the HHLL correlator in the standard form where the four operators are located at

(0,∞, z, 1), the identity block in the t-channel dominates in semiclassical limit(c → ∞) with hL/c << 1,

25(z, z̄) = (0, 0) correspond to t = 0, s = 0 when α = 0. This is always possible since even for α = 0 and β ̸= 0 the Hamiltonian

belongs to the same class with d < 0.
26Even though in the subsequent part we will argue it to be the conformal boundary state, it is still hard to compute boundary

state two point function in any cft.
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h/c small but fixed [9, 10]. In this limit for h(H) > c/24, it will give precisely the thermal two point

function once we map it back to cylinder [9] 27. In our case, the map is different from z → ω and the

heavy states are not the traditional in and out states defined in the radial quantization. In fact, since we

can write Oh,h(z+, z− = ez+L−1ez−L̄−1Oh,h(0)|0⟩, these are global descendants of standard in/out state in

radial quantization. However we will see after doing a suitable global transformation we can exactly get

the standard HHLL form which can give the thermal answer for h(H) < c/24 in the quantization time

t. Since in (3.3), three points are fixed, we can rewrite that in terms of cross ratio(z′, z̄′) in the following

way

⟨h, h|OL(z, z̄)OL(0, 0)|h, h⟩
⟨h, h|h, h⟩

=

(
dz′

dz

)hL
(
dz̄′

dz̄

)hL

(z+ − z−)
4h⟨0|Oh,h(z−, z+)OL(z

′(z), z̄′(z̄))OL(0, 0)Oh,h(z+, z−)|0⟩ (3.5)

Here

z′(z) =
z−(z − z+)

z+(z − z−)
,
dz′

dz
=

(z+ − z−)z−
(z − z−)2z+

(3.6)

We will now perform the following global conformal transformation to get the four point function in the

desired form

ζ =
z−z+

(1− z+)(z − z−)
(3.7)

This is of the same form of z′. In doing this transformation, the jacobian coming from
(

dζ
dz′

)hL

exactly

cancels
(

dz′

dz

)hL

. Finally (3.5) reduces to

⟨h, h|OL(z, z̄)OL(0, 0)|h, h⟩
⟨h, h|h, h⟩

=

(
|z+ − z−|2

z+z−

)2hL

lim
ζ′,ζ̄′→∞

ζ ′2hζ̄ ′
2h⟨0|Oh,h(ζ

′, ζ̄ ′)OL(ζ, ζ̄)OL(1, 1)Oh,h(0, 0)|0⟩ (3.8)

Here we have considered scalar OL for simplicity. The above expression is of the desired form we want.

In terms of ω = t+ is, from (2.6) we have

ζ =
z−
z+
eiω

√
d = ei

√
d(t′+is) where t′ = t+

1√
d
Arg

(
z−
z+

)
(3.9)

Similarly we have ζ ′ = e−i
√
d(t′−is). For α = 0, the Jacobian pre-factor |z+−z−|2

z+z−
becomes 1 and t′ = t+π.

Choosing s = 0 and using the expression for identity block for h < c
24 as in [9], we finally obtain after

analytic continuation t→ it :

⟨h, h|OL(it)OL(0)|h, h⟩
⟨h, h|h, h⟩

=
(πT )2hL

sinh2hL(πTt)
where T =

√
d(1− 24h/c)

2π
(3.10)

This is exactly the thermal two point function28. This satisfy KMS condition once we analytically continue

it→ z in a finite strip with 0 ≤ Im(z) ≤ 1
T . Note that, for h > c/24 we need to change T → iT and from

27Since in the cylinder the time translation generates the Hamiltonian of radial quantization
28One could get this by considering cft two point function on a thermal cylinder. Since in this quantization the spatial direction

s is not circle due to fixed points, we do not get torus answer.
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(3.10) we get two point function to be periodic in Lorentzian time. Remarkably, this behavior is exactly

opposite to the radial quantization where for primaries with h > c/24 the two point function behaves

like thermal and for h < c/24 the behavior is periodic in time. This fact has important implication in

holography and typical state which we will discuss in later sections.

• LLLL: If we consider h to be light operator such that hhL

c is small but fixed, the LLLL identity block g(ζ)

will be of the form [9]

g(ζ) = exp

(
2
hhL
c
ζ22F1(2, 2, 4, ζ)

)
≈ 1 + 2

hhL
c
ζ22F1(2, 2, 4, ζ)

= 1 + 2
hhL
c

(
6(ζ − 2) log(1− ζ)

ζ
− 12

)
+O(

1

c2
) (3.11)

We can substitute the above in the four point function (3.8) and using (3.9) we can get the final answer.

One could explicitly check that the expression (after suitable conformal transformation) is decaying in

time which makes it thermal. It can be shown to satisfy KMS condition in large c.

Connection to angular quantization and thermal correlators:

The central idea of angular or Rindler quantization as depicted in [27], is that in a sphere conformal frame,

the two fixed points(in the Rindler conformal frame which corresponds to the two endpoints of the half sided

Rindler region) lies in the two poles and the angular time direction creates states which lives on the meridian

connecting two poles. The natural way to find correlators in this setting is by taking thermal traces in the

angular direction where periodic boundary conditions on fields imposed by angular time. However due to the

presence of the fixed points, the thermal trace is ill defined and hence the Hilbert space is also not well-defined.

To get a physical sensible Hilbert space, one must impose a regularization procedure by cutting a hole around

fixed points. In this regulated settings, one could in principle compute a thermal trace and thermal correlators

which at the end should give the originally desired answer by taking a shrinking limit of the holes to the fixed

points. One can also use a conformal map under which the whole set up transforms to a finite cylinder which is

topologically similar to an annulus. In the cylinder frame Euclidean time is circular and the space direction has a

cut-off(ϵ) on both sides. Hence partition function or sphere correlators can be written as TrHϵ(e
−2πHϵO1O2 . . . ).

The states of the Hilbert space Hϵ must obey boundary condition at two spatial end points of the cylinder.

On the other hand, the same picture can be visualized as time evolution of CFT on a circle with radius ϵ to

a circle of radius 1/ϵ in the path integral picture on annulus by the virtue of open-closed string duality29. In

this open string picture, the same correlators can be computed as a transition amplitude between two boundary

condition |Bϵ⟩ and |B 1
ϵ
⟩ as ⟨Bϵ|e−Hcft/WO1O2 . . . |B 1

ϵ
⟩. Here Hcft is the Hamiltonian in radial quantization

and W is the width of the annulus. The main proposal of [27] is to write correlators of angular quantization in

the ϵ→ 0 limit as the following:

lim
ϵ→0

TrHϵ
(e−βHϵO1O2 . . . ) ∝ ⟨Oi|O1O2 . . . |Oj⟩ (3.12)

Here Oi,j are two local primary operators at the fixed points which can be obtained from the shrinking limit of

Bi,j . However which operators are appearing in the final spectrum is fully determined by the choice of boundary

conditions we are using to obtain this. In this way the quantization is very much dependent on the boundary

conditions on the regulator and it is dubbed as ‘asymptotics/operator correspondence’[27].

This whole story can be generalized to our case in a straightforward way. From (2.6) one can choose a

conformal frame ζ ≡ z−z+
z−z−

= eiω
√
d. One can think ζ → ω is a map from plane to thermal finite (after

29This is the stereographic projection of sphere conformal frame where two fixed points are getting mapped to 0 and ∞.
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putting a cut-off) cylinder. In this frame we can similarly define a thermal trace or thermal correlators as we

defined previously. The two fixed points are getting mapped to s = −∞,∞ respectively(in the ϵ → 0 limit).

Going to sphere conformal frame is also trivial where those are mapped back to 0 and ∞. Thereby the rest of

the analysis to angular quantization is straightforward to this case where we could cut a hole around a fixed

points and define states which has a shrinking limit. Hence the equivalence of thermal two point function and

four point sphere correlators in modular quantization in the ϵ → 0 limit is guaranteed. This in turn shows

that only primaries will be appeared in the ϵ → 0 limit and they are placed at the fixed points. However, in

stead of using angular quantization technique, we provide an independent quantization scheme by unwrapping

t circles to get the covering space of the quantization space-time. In our case, the Lorentzian representation of

the modular quantization still advocates a ‘state/operator correspondence’ unlike the ‘asymptotics/operators’

correspondence as described in [27]. However the end results are parallel as we see here.

In our setting, the choice of boundary condition plays an important role since we demanded limϵ→0 |0ϵ⟩ → |0⟩.
In our quantization scheme, |0ϵ⟩ must be related to |Bϵ⟩30. Here we propose a way to fix the boundary condition.

In quantization coordinate, s generates the flow from one fixed point to the other one. The conserved charge

corresponding to the generator of the flow is given by PD ≡ L0 − L̄0
31. Now imposing boundary condition at

the two cut-off implies demanding PD = 0 32. This is natural requirement of demanding no momentum flow

across the boundary. In a similar fashion PD = 0 naturally imposes local boundary conditions on the both

cut-off. Hence the natural boundary state in our construction is

PD|B⟩ = 0 (3.13)

In terms of generators of radial quantization this implies[
α(L0 − L̄0) + β

∑
n=−1,1

(Ln − L̄−n)

]
|B⟩ = 0 (3.14)

One standard solution to this is the Ishibashi state [42] which is of the form
∑∞

N=0

∑d(N)
j=0 |h,N, j⟩ ⊗ |h,N, j⟩,

where d(N) denotes the degeneracy of descendant level N . |h,N, j⟩ is orthonormal basis. However since PD is

generated only by global Virasoro descendants, we can have a restricted solution of the form [43]

|h⟩⟩ =
∞∑

n=0

c2mL
m
−1L̄

m
−1Oh,h(z+, z−)|0⟩ (3.15)

Here L−1 is defined on the cut-off circle of radius ϵ.

L−1 ≡
˛
z+

dzT (z), L̄−1 ≡
˛
z−

dz̄T̄ (z̄) (3.16)

Using change of variable z − z± = ϵeiθϵ , we get the integrals are proportional to ϵ. Thus at ϵ → 0 the

contributions to the descendants are vanishing 33. However a physical boundary state should be a linear

combination of Ishibashi states, |B⟩ϵ =
∑

h a
ϵ
h|h⟩⟩. By choosing aϵhs appropriately one could obtain the desired

condition i.e.

lim
ϵ→0

|B⟩ϵ → |0⟩ (3.17)

30Since the construction of |0ϵ⟩ is performed(in path integral) at t → −∞ where the cut-off is placed.
31This notation was introduced and used in [40, 41, 37] in the context of modular flow. There PD generates the flow from one

endpoint to the other end-point of the interval.
32This is analogous to imposing the off-diagonal stress tensor perpendicular to the boundary of the upper half plane to be

vanishing or Ttx = 0.
33We want to thank Bobby Ezhuthachan to clarify this point.
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Since the boundary states are non-normalizable, we should take normalized states of the form e−ϵHϵ |B⟩ϵ. In

order to make connection with modular quantization, we have

|0⟩ϵ ∼ e−ϵHϵ |B⟩ϵ (3.18)

To summarize, using (2.60), (2.61), (3.3), (3.17) and (3.18) we propose a slight modification of the claim of

angular quantization by [27] as the following

lim
ϵ→0

TrHϵ
(e−βHϵO1O2 . . . ) ∝

∑
i=|0⟩,|h,h⟩

⟨i|O1O2 . . . |i⟩ (3.19)

In the language of ‘angular quantization’ this modification implies sum over all possible boundary condition to

get different possible operators(identity or primaries) at the fixed points.

4 Entropy and density of states

Here we exploit the equivalence of annulus partition function in two different channel to derive both canonical

and microcanonical entropy in the quantization. This is motivated from the procedure of angular quantization

which we described briefly in the last section. Firstly, we can think the annulus or finite cylinder partition

function as the CFT partition function of infinite strip of width W which we identify periodically in t direction.

The corresponding Hamiltonian is the spacetime generator of infinitesimal translation along the strip which in

our case is just Hϵ = Lϵ
0 + L̄ϵ

0. In the notation of [29], the correct partition function can be written as

Zϵ = Tre−
2π2

W Hϵ =

ˆ
dEρ(E)e−

2π2

W E (4.1)

Here ρ(E) is the density of states of energy E = ∆. The modular parameter of annulus is q = e−
2π2

W . There

is another modular parameter q̃ = e−2W . This appears when we do the path integral in other channel where

s generates translation between two boundary states. In other words, we can view the same annulus partition

function as the transition amplitude between two boundary states where the Hamiltonian is H̃ = L0 + L̄0 − c
12 .

Zϵ ≈ ⟨Bϵ|e−2WH̃ |B 1
ϵ
⟩ =

∑
h,h̃

|aϵh|2⟨⟨h|h̃⟩⟨h̃|h⟩⟩e−4W ∆̃+ c
6W (4.2)

In our caseW = log(
√
d

βϵ ). If we take ϵ→ 0 limit thenW → ∞. In this large width limit the leading contribution

of the above ∆̃ sum comes from the vacuum |0⟩. This gives

Zϵ→0 ∼ lim
ϵ→0

∑
h,h̃

|aϵh|2⟨⟨h|0⟩⟨0|h⟩⟩e
c
6W (4.3)

Since as we demanded, in ϵ→ 0, |Bϵ⟩ → |0⟩ the above expression yields

Zϵ→0 ∼ e
c
6W (4.4)

In (4.1), we can treat 2π2

W as the effective inverse temperature βeff in a canonical ensemble. Hence from (4.4)

we can evaluate the thermal entropy corresponding to the ensemble as the following:

Sϵ→0 =
∂

∂( 1
βeff

)

lnZϵ→0

βeff
=

∂

∂W

( c
6
W 2
)

=
c

3
ln

√
d

βϵ
=
c

3
ln

(
|z+ − z−|

ϵ

)
(4.5)
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This is precisely the entanglement entropy SEE of the interval (z+, z−). In other words, the thermodynamic

entropy corresponding to the canonical ensemble defined in the annulus reproduces the entanglement entropy

of the interval in which we quantize the total modular Hamiltonian in ϵ→ 0 limit. From the bulk side this can

be realized as the thermal entropy of AdS-Rindler as described in [31].

Also from (4.1) and (4.4), we will have an expression for high-energy density of states as the inverse Laplace

transform of the Partition function

ρ(E) =
1

2πi

ˆ C+i∞

C−i∞
dWe

c
6W+ 2π2

W E (4.6)

We can solve the integral by saddle point approximation. The saddle point is W ∗ =
√

12E
c π. This in turn fixes

ϵ in terms of E/c. More precisely ϵ∗ ∼ O(e−
√

12E
c ). If E ∼ O(c), ϵ∗ becomes O(1). Hence the asymptotic

density of state in the Hilbert space is dominated by the high-energy eigenstates at finite ϵ. One can only take

ϵ→ 0 limit for finite c << E. However to compare with BTZ entropy one must take E = c
12 and hence we can

not take ϵ→ 0. Putting W ∗ back into the integral we finally obtain:

ρ(E) = exp

(
2π

√
cE

3

)
(4.7)

Remarkably, this expression coincides with the well-known asymptotic Cardy density of states [11] in radial

quantization. The corresponding microcanonical entropy for a fixed energy E is given by

S(E) = log ρ(E) = 2π

√
cE

3
(4.8)

This is the famous Cardy entropy which in the bulk coincides with the entropy of BTZ blackhole when E is

taken to be the mass of the BTZ (MBTZ ≡ c
12 ) [44]. The temperature of BTZ also coincides with 2π2

W∗ = 2π

(with rh = 1) when E =MBTZ . Even though, in both radial and modular quantization the high-energy states

reproduce the BTZ entropy, the nature of the eigenstates are significantly different from each other. The high-

energy states in modular quantization which contributes to the BTZ entropy will correspond to high descendant

states of |0⟩ϵ, high energy primaries |h, h⟩ϵ with h = c
48βϵ >

c
24 (for

√
d = 1 34 at fixed finite ϵ, as we mentioned.

Note that, the canonical (4.5) and microcanonical entropy (4.8) will only match at the strict semiclassical limit

c→ ∞ as both of them becomes diverging.

5 AdS3 description

Here we discuss the description of bulk AdS3 metric dual to different vacuum of H: |0⟩, |h, h⟩ with h ∼ O(c).

We will also discuss possible interpretation to finite ϵ vacuum descendant states in terms of stretched horizon

quantization. Most of these discussions are subjected to hold in semiclassical limit of AdS/CFT (c→ ∞, GN →
0) where we have smooth description of metrics.

Vacuum: Since the vacuum |0⟩ is annihilitated by L±1,0, the modular Hamiltonian H does not change the

state and hence in the bulk we still have pure AdS3. This observation was used in [45] to get the bulk metric

by solving bulk curve equation generated by the bulk Hamiltonian corresponding to the boundary one. The

bulk metric was observed to be an AdS2 blackhole patch (in terms of t and s coordinate of the quantization) in

AdS3. In our companion paper [31], it is pointed out that the fixed points of the quantization will correspond

to horizon of AdS2 blackhole patch and in the bulk this corresponds to the RT surface. In particular, the 2d

boundary AdS2 blackhole effectively captures the modular quantization.

34Since here E corresponds to the eigenvalue of the Hamiltonian Hϵ as in (2.64).
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However, since the boundary Hamiltonian is the vacuum (total) modular Hamiltonian of a subregion in S1,

one would still expect the bulk could be described by the corresponding entanglement wedge which will be the

same of a AdS-Rindler patch35. In vacuum, the AdS3 metric in Poincare patch is written as:

ds2 =
du2 + dωdω̄

u2
(5.1)

An asymptotically AdS3 vacuum metric can be written in the Fefferman-Graham gauge as the following:

ds2 =
dy2 + dzdz̄

y2
+
L(z)

2
dz2 +

L̄(z̄)

2
dz̄2 +

y2L(z)L̄(z̄)

4
dzdz̄ (5.2)

This class of metrics are also known as Banados metric which is related to pure AdS3 by large diffeomorphism

[7]. Here

L(z) = −12

c
T (z) ≡ −

f ′′′(z)f ′(z)− 3
2 (f

′′(z))2

(f ′(z))2
(5.3)

In the boundary (ω, ω̄) → (f(z), f̄(z̄)) is local conformal transformation which generates a (generically) non-

vanishing stress tensor which is the source of the metric (5.2). The explicit form of the bulk diffeomorphism

from (u, ω, ω̄) → (y, z, z̄) is also known [46] :

ω = f(z)− 2y2(f ′(z))2f̄ ′′(z̄)

4f ′(z)f̄ ′(z̄) + y2f ′′(z)f̄ ′′(z̄)
(5.4)

ω̄ = f̄(z̄)− 2y2(f̄ ′(z̄))2f ′′(z)

4f ′(z)f̄ ′(z̄) + y2f ′′(z)f̄ ′′(z̄)
(5.5)

u = y
4(f ′(z)f̄ ′(z̄))3/2

4f ′(z)f̄ ′(z̄) + y2f ′′(z)f̄ ′′(z̄)
(5.6)

Here we want to find the bulk metric corresponding to the boundary transformation (2.6) which basically

maps complex plane to the new cylindrical geometry generated by (t, s). To begin with, we use the conformal

transformation ζ = ω−z+
ω−z−

. This is a global conformal transformation and hence L = L̄ = 0. We can find a new

coordinates (u, ω, ω̄) → (u′, ζ, ζ̄) for which the metric remains Poincare. From (5.2), we get

ds2 =
du′2 + dζdζ̄

u′2
(5.7)

In this frame, as we mentioned the fixed points (z+, z−) → (0,∞). In the frame of modular time, the coordinate

transformation is determined by ζ = eiz
√
d, where z = t+is. Hence the Banados metric under this transformation

is sourced by the stress tensor L = L̄ = −d
2 . Using (5.2), the corresponding metric has the following form:

ds2 =
dy2 + dzdz̄

y2
− d

4
dz2 − d

4
dz̄2 +

y2d2

16
dzdz̄ (5.8)

After using the following transformation z = t+ is, z̄ = t− is and r2 = (dy2+4)2

16y2 the final form of the metric is

ds2 = (r2 − d)dt2 +
dr2

r2 − d
+ r2ds2 (5.9)

This is the metric for AdS-Rindler patch or (planar) BTZ 36 with the horizon radius rh =
√
d. Here r : (

√
d,∞).

Since the vacuum (of radial quantization) remains invariant under the action of modular Hamiltonian, the pure

35We would like to thank Chethan Krishnan for emphasizing this point.
36In the next section we will argue that both gives the same description in GN → 0 limit.
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AdS3 will not change. Hence from an observer point of view, this is an observer horizon. Now at r =
√
d one

can check that y2 = 4
d . On the other hand, using (5.4) we have

ζ =
4− y2d

4 + y2d
eiz

√
d, ζ̄ =

4− y2d

4 + y2d
eiz̄

√
d, u′ =

4y
√
d

4 + y2d
(5.10)

From the above relations, we can easily see that at y2 = 4
d , ζ = ζ̄ = 0. Thus r =

√
d corresponds to one of the

fixed points ζ = 0. The same horizon can be re-written in terms of the other fixed point as the following. If

we use the map ζ ′ = ω−z−
ω−z+

and use the map ζ ′ = e−iz
√
d we will end up again with the same metric. The only

difference will be that the other fixed point z = z− is dual to the horizon. In other words, the two fixed points

may be viewed as future and past horizons of the AdS-Rindler patches. The metric is also consistent with the

boundary limit of scalar two point function as we get in (3.4). By analytic continuation of t → it in (5.9), we

would end up with the standard Lorentzian AdS3-Rindler.

Primary states or other vacuum: The other class of vacuum of H is denoted as |h, h⟩ which is made out

of scalar primaries located at fixed points. We are interested in finding the dual metric when the operator

dimension h ∼ O(c) for which we obtained two point functions. A heavy operator with dimension h ∼ O(c)

creates a stress tensor which is the source of the metric in (y, z, z̄) coordinates [10, 47]. In particular, the heavy

operators at (ζ = 0,∞) creates the state |h, h⟩. Hence ⟨h, h|T (z)|h, h⟩ = h
z2 . We can also think of this as the

energy sourced by some diffeomorphism ζ → f(z). Thus we can always write

h⟨T (z)⟩h =
c

24z2
− c

12
L(z) (5.11)

=⇒ L(z) =
1

2z2
− 12

c

h

z2
=

1

2z2

(
1− 24h

c

)
(5.12)

The first term of (5.11) comes from the Schwarzian term from global(w) to Poincare map (w → log z) while the

second term corresponds to Schwarzian of the map from ζ → z. One can check that if f(z) = zα, the form of

L(z) as in (5.11) is recovered. Hence, by putting f(z) = eiz
√
dα with α =

√
1− 24h

c , then from (5.3) L = −dα2

2 .

Hence the metric (5.2) becomes

ds2 =
dy2 + dzdz̄

y2
− dα2

4
dz2 − dα2

4
dz̄2 +

y2d2α4

16
dzdz̄ (5.13)

In a similar way to the previous vacuum case, we can define r2 = (dα2y2+4)2

16y2 under which the metric takes the

form:

ds2 = (r2 − dα2)dt2 +
dr2

r2 − dα2
+ r2ds2 (5.14)

This is a metric of a planar BTZ for h < c/24. In this metric, the horizon is at r =
√
dα for which y2 = 4

dα2 .

This also describes an AdS-Rindler patch for which r : (
√
dα,∞). Similarly the diffeomorphism map for this

case is simply the following:

ζ =
4− y2dα2

4 + y2dα2
eiz

√
dα, ζ̄ =

4− y2dα2

4 + y2dα2
eiz̄

√
dα, u′ =

4y
√
dα

4 + y2dα2
(5.15)

Once again at the horizon y2 = 4
dα2 , ζ = ζ ′ = 0 which is the fixed point. In this case, there will be energy peaks

at the fixed point since h⟨T (ζ)⟩h = h
ζ2 .

For h > c/24 one could similarly obtain the following metric:

ds2 = (r2 + dα2)dt2 +
dr2

r2 + dα2
+ r2ds2 (5.16)
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Here α = ( 24hc − 1). This is a conical defect geometry where the conical singularity is placed at the centre of

the global AdS. Remarkably, this is exactly opposite to the case in radial quantization which we mentioned in

two point function computation. In radial quantization, h > c/24 primaries are interpreted as btz microstates

whereas h < c/24 corresponds to horizonless conical defect geometries. We will discuss some aspects of this

interchanging behavior in these two different quantization in the next section.

Descendant of vacuum and finite ϵ effect:

So far we have only considered the dual description of eigenstates of modular Hamiltonian at ϵ = 0 which

eventually reduces to different vacuum in the same limit. However from the previous section, we have seen the

finite ϵ states with energy E = c
12 would describe blackhole microstates. The important observation we made is

the identification of fixed point with the horizon of AdS-Rindler. Hence it is natural to think that cut-off around

fixed point will correspond to a stretched horizon which can be realized both in Euclidean and Lorentzian bulk

picture. Since our quantization used Lorentzian representation by unwrapping t from one fixed point to the

other, we may think the stretched horizon is also stretched over all time from future horizon to past horizon.

Thus the natural identification of the cut-off in the bulk is a boundary condition placed at r = rh + ϵ.

In the modular quantization, the cut-off ϵ also truncates the range of s coordinate. As we mentioned, in the

other representation of the vacuum as AdS2 blackhole foliation of AdS3, the s coordinate is realized as (upto

a coordinate transformation) the radial direction of AdS2 blackhole [45]. Thus the AdS2 stretched horizon can

be exactly realized as the quantization cut-off around fixed points. Moreover, the discreteness condition on k as

in (2.26) is exactly same as the normal modes of a scalar field in the AdS2 blackhole with Dirichlet boundary

condition on the stretched horizon [48]. From these facts, one might be able to realize modular quantization as

a free scalar field quantization in the stretched horizon background of AdS2 blackhole slice. In particular, the

(vacuum) descendants of the modular quantization can be recast as excited states on top of the Boulware state

in AdS2 blackhole.

However here we are looking for a similar realization in the dual AdS-Rindler or planar BTZ metric with

stretched horizon. In our recent paper [17], we studied free massless scalar field in BTZ stretched horizon

(Planckian) background with Dirichlet boundary condition. Even though it was done for BTZ with compactified

spatial boundary, the similar analysis will also hold for the BTZ with planar boundary. Following [17] We can

write a massless scalar field ϕ(r, t, s) in Lorentzian planar BTZ stretched horizon background as the following37:

ϕ(r, t, s) =

ˆ
dK

∑
n

e−iωnteiKsϕn,K(r) (5.17)

The Dirichlet boundary condition ϕ(r =
√
d) = 0 would give a discrete spectrum (n ∈ Z) of normal modes

ωn ≈ 2nπ
√
d

log(
√
d

2ϵ )
(5.18)

This is again of the same form of (2.26) when n ∈ Z. However there are two subtle difference with the bulk story

we presented in [17]. We considered a Planckian stretched horizon by placing it at a Planck geodesic distance

from the Horizon. This further fixed ϵ ∼ 1
c2 . Apart from this, a momentum cut-off Kcut will be necessary to

get a finite partition function of scalar fields. We fixed Kcut by demanding the microcanonical entropy of scalar

fields at energy E = c/12 to be the black hole entropy. From the boundary quantization, we do not have such

fixing except in the microcanonical ensemble, where we need to fix ϵ ∼ O(1) to reproduce BTZ entropy for

E = c/12. This apparent mismatch could be resolved if we do not fix the position of stretched horizon in the

bulk. In fact, our bulk analysis [17] would still reproduce the same result of BTZ entropy, Hawking temperature

37Here we denote AdS-Rindler metric (5.9) as the planar BTZ.
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and Hartle Hawking correlator once we use the following condition on ϵ, Kcut without explicitly fixing them:

GNKcut log

(√
d

2ϵ

)
= 3π

√
d (5.19)

This condition is true for even finite O(1) value of ϵ. The appearance of Kcut will be visible in cft analysis

once we quantize the CFT in momentum space. Just like we have a cut-off in s, we could have a Kcut in the

momentum space.

Now in the bulk, we considered probe scalar field two point function in a high energy excited state built in

the scalar field quantization. The energy condition is given as

ˆ Kcut

−Kcut

dK
∑
n

ωnNn = E =MBTZ (5.20)

Here Nn is the occupation number. Remarkably, this is quite similar to the level of a generic descendant state

as in (3.1). From the microcanonical entropy analysis we must have Nlev = c
12 =MBTZ once we compare these

states as BTZ microstates. Thus apart from the degenracy factor 2Kcut in (5.20) both looks same. Again we

do not expect both to be exactly similar, since as we mentioned, the bulk dual to the modular quantization do

have an extra bulk direction where the cut-off is placed. However the similarity of the spectrum of descendant

level and bulk energy level is encouraging to us.

The most important result in [17] is the emergence of thermal boundary two point correlator in ϵ→ 0 limit

(even when ϵ or Kcut are not fixed individually). In the boundary, we have also computed two point correlation

function of scalar primaries in the descendant states at ϵ→ 0 limit which reproduce the exact thermal two point

function (3.4) with inverse temperature 2π√
d
. This is also the same boundary correlator in Planar BTZ with the

same Hawking temperature. Interestingly, if we compute finite ϵ correlator with c → ∞, we do not have the

same answer. In that limit (3.2) becomes

lim
c→∞ or, ceff→∞

ϵ⟨ψ|OL(z, z̄)OL(0, 0)|ψ⟩ϵ
ϵ⟨ψ|ψ⟩ϵ

≈ ⟨0ϵ|OL(z, z̄)OL(1, 1)|0ϵ⟩ (5.21)

We do expect this to be non-decaying or non-thermal. From the bulk side, this implies Kcut → ∞ and ωn

remains discrete. The discrete spectrum will prevent the correlators from decaying and we expect a quasi-

periodic nature. Since the usual AdS/CFT rules imply that in large c or GN → 0 limit, all CFT states could

be described by metric solution of Einstein gravity, one could naively expect the finite-ϵ states might have dual

Einstein gravity description in the bulk. In principle, this should always be possible. However, we have implicitly

mentioned that the regulated Hilbert space Hϵ is much bigger than the actual Hilbert space in ϵ→ 0. Thus by

construction, it is more convenient to think the states in ϵ → 0 will only have semiclassical bulk description in

terms of Einstein gravity.

From all of these observations and facts we would like to conjecture the following:

• The (planar) BTZ stretched horizon vacuum in the free scalar field quantization is proportional to |0ϵ⟩ in
the dual CFT.

• Excited states on the top of the vacuum in the stretched horizon may have an one-to-one correspondence

to generic (vacuum) descendant states in boundary modular quantization as in (3.1).

• Signature of smooth horizon or Hartle-Hawking correlators is only emerging in the strict ϵ→ 0 limit. For

finite ϵ and GN → 0, we still do not have a signature of smoothness.
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• Vacuum descendants in the regulated modular quantization in any generic CFT (irrespective of any c) has

a dual description in terms of EFT of free scalar fields in the (planar) BTZ stretched horizon background

which provide an effective field theory description of black hole microstates.

• Bulk effective field theory arises when we take both ϵ→ 0 and c→ ∞ limit.

6 Discussion

In this note, we have realized the appearance and necessity of stretched horizon from conformal field theory

in the AdS/CFT framework. The key point is that we have used a different quantization scheme in CFT, where

the construction of a well-defined physical CFT Hilbert space and finite partition function, necessarily leads to

the emergence of a stretched horizon in it’s holographic dual. There is no doubt about the success of radial

quantization of CFT to understand bulk physics and bulk thermodynamics in AdS/CFT. However in radial

quantization, we do not have a direct encounter with thermal physics or direct appearance of thermal Euclidean

time circle, which in the bulk is important to understand near horizon physics. Here we quantize a modular

Hamiltonian in which we have a direct realization of the things we just said. Thus this alternate quantization

provides a direct understanding of black hole or Rindler physics from where we could get a closer look to near

horizon physics. Moreover, we have argued that the high energy cut-off states in the regulated Hilbert space will

exactly reproduce Bekenstein-Hawking entropy of BTZ in the microcanonical ensemble. This makes a concrete

manifestation of blackhole microstates having no smooth horizon. We will discuss more about our findings and

implications in quantum gravity. We begin with summarizing our results.

Summary: Here we summarize the key findings of the modular quantization and the possible interpretation

of the bulk dual.

• We consider a CFT on spatial ring (S1) and quantize it with a sl(2,R) deformed Hamiltonian H, which

eventually coincides with the total modular Hamiltonian in a sub-segment of the ring. Hence the starting

point of modular quantization and radial quantization is same where the difference lies in the form of the

Hamiltonian.

• The appearance of the fixed points in the quantization is an obstacle to define a notion of thermal trace

in the Hilbert space. Also it has an implicit effect to get a continuous and non-normalizable spectrum of

the Hilbert space. Once we put a cut-off at ϵ distance around the fixed points, we get a discrete spectrum,

a discrete Virasoro algebra with finite central charge and a finite partition function obtaining by thermal

trace over Hilbert space of states.

• To get a well-defined highest weight representation of the Virasoro algebra we unwrapped the non-

contractable t circles and stretched it from −∞ to ∞. We noted that this procedure constitutes a

highest-weight Lorentzian representation of the Euclidean quantization. Those two infinities correspond

to the location of two cut-off around fixed points.

• We construct a state |0ϵ⟩ which plays the similar role to the vacuum in this quantization. We have fixed

the limiting behavior of the state in ϵ→ 0 as limϵ→0 |0ϵ⟩ → |0⟩. We argued from the angular quantization

perspective that |0ϵ⟩ϵ ∼ |B⟩ϵ, a linear combination of global Ishibashi states. It also satisfies Lϵ
k|0ϵ⟩ = 0

for k ≥ 0

• We also construct a class of eigenstate |h, h⟩ϵ ≡ Oh,h(z+, z−)|0ϵ⟩ which plays the role of the primary states

in this quantization satisfying Lϵ
k|h, h⟩ϵ = 0 for k > 0. In ϵ→ 0 limit, |h, h⟩ϵ → |h, h⟩. |h, h⟩ forms a class

of vacuum for H.
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• Descendants of this quantization are denoted as (Lϵ
−k1

)n1 . . . |h, h⟩ϵ. This descendants have finite actions

only on |0ϵ⟩.

• To compute two point function in this quantization we first evaluate them in states of finite ϵ Hilbert space

Hϵ. Later we take ϵ → 0 limit. We can compute two point function in generic (vacuum) descendants in

Hϵ. In the ϵ→ 0 limit, we have seen that those two point function reproduce thermal two point function

which is the same as vacuum two point function ⟨0|O(t)O(0)|0⟩.

• We also obtained ⟨h, h|O(t)O(0)|h, h⟩ with h ∼ O(c) < c
24 is also thermal with temperature

√
d(1−24h/c)

2π

in c→ ∞. For h ∼ O(1) or h > c/24, the two point function would be periodic in real time. Remarkably,

this temporal behavior contrasts to the two point function in heavy states of radial quantization.

• From the consistency condition of annulus partition function, we have computed entropy of the quantiza-

tion. In particular, we started with a partition function for a canonical ensemble with a fixed temperature

defined by the width of the annulus. At ϵ → 0, the corresponding thermal entropy we obtained, is the

entanglement entropy of the boundary subregion. On the other hand, from the consistency condition of

the partition function on annulus, we also obtained an expression for density of state at very high energy.

The corresponding microcanonical entropy for high energy states gives the Cardy entropy and for a spe-

cific choice of energy E = c/12 this deduces to BTZ entropy. This also fixes the temperature to be the

Hawking temperature with ϵ ∼ O(1). The two entropy would coincide only in the strict thermodynamic

limit when c→ ∞.

• In the dual AdS3 the vacuum |0⟩ is described by AdS-Rindler geometry where the fixed point of the modular

quantization corresponds to horizon or RT surface of the geometry. Equivalently, the same geometry also

describes a planar BTZ38. The equivalence between those will be guaranteed from the equivalence of

canonical and microcanonical ensemble at thermodynamic limit or semiclassical limit GN → 0. Since the

same quantization describes entanglement entropy or thermal AdS-Rindler entropy in canonical picture

and BTZ entropy in microcanonical picture, the vacuum describes AdS-Rindler in canonical ensemble and

the same vacuum describes planar BTZ in microcanonical ensemble in the strict ϵ→ 0 limit. The vacuum

which describes AdS-Rindler can be described as a TFD state [50] 39. We expect, the same vacuum as a

microcanonical version of TFD state would describe the Planar BTZ in ϵ→ 0 [51].

• The fixed points of the quantization can be identified with horizon (or RT surface) of the AdS-Rindler.

Hence the cut-off around the fixed points would play the role of a stretched horizon located outside the

horizon.

• The other vacuum of the quantization |h, h⟩ for h ∼ O(c) was described by either (planar) BTZ or conical

singularity type geoemtry. In particular, h < c/24 describes a BTZ type geometry whereas h > c/24

would describe AdS spacetimes with conical singularity. Again this is exactly opposite to the AdS/CFT

in the radial quantization.

• The dual corresponding to finite ϵ state must have some description in AdS spacetime at semiclassical

limit. We have conjectured the (vacuum) descendants of the modular quantization could be described

by excited states of free scalar field theory in the (planar) BTZ background with a dirichlet boundary

condition at the stretched horizon. In ϵ → 0, they will reproduce thermal two point function in the

boundary limit [17].

38Alternatively, this a hyperbolic blackhole which is equivalent to AdS-Rindler in any dimension [49, 50].
39This picture is described in detail in [31].
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• As we argued, the microstates of (planar) BTZ must be eigenstates of H with finite ϵ at energy E = c/12.

These could be either vacuum descendants with energy E = c/12 or some primaries |h, h⟩ϵ with h ∼ O(c).

In fact these states do not have a ϵ→ 0 limit.

Comments and future direction:

• Algebra of operators: (Type III from Type I) Understanding subregions and associated algebra in quan-

tum gravity is still an open and active field of research. Even though, in the presence of spacetime

fluctuation, a subregion is ill-defined in perturbative quantum gravity, in the strict GN → 0 limit an

approximated subregion in curved spacetime could be defined. In local QFT, the algebra of observables

of a subregion will be a type-III1 factor [14]. Hence in our settings, one will always get a type-III1 von

Neumann factor associated to the Hilbert space of the modular quantization40. And this is true for all c.

In the bulk dual, the algebra of quantum fields in AdS-Rindler patch will also constitute type-III1 algebra

in the strict semiclassical limit GN → 0 [52, 53] 41. However there is a puzzling fact about the algebra

of observables in black holes. In [12, 13], it is observed that the algebra of local observables for AdS

blackholes as described by finite temperature TFD state in radial quantization has an emergent type-III1

factor in the strict GN → 0 limit. This emergence of type III1 factor is puzzling only when the boundary

manifold is compact. In other words, it was shown the large N single trace sector of the CFT will form this

emergent algebra. Thus the apparent puzzle is just an artifact of large N CFT where spectrum becomes

continuous. For planar BTZ, this is not the case since the boundary manifold is infinite line for which

the algebra will always be type III [16]. This is also consistent with our quantization, since the same

vacuum could be interpreted as (planar) BTZ in the microcanonical ensemble in ϵ → 0 limit. However,

from the bulk perspective, we would expect an emergent notion of type III even for the planar BTZ. Since

if we quantize the fields in planar BTZ background we still have a continuous spectrum of quasi normal

modes (ω) which has nothing to do with compact or non-compact boundary manifold [15, 56, 57]. This

continuous spectrum is purely a large N phenomenon and this provides a notion of emergent type III

algebra in the bulk. From the boundary side it seems to be contradictory. However, this apparent puzzle

could be solved once we identify the boundary Hilbert space as the limiting case of regulated Hilbert space

or, Hϵ→0 → H. Also we mentioned the microstates corresponding to the BTZ are those states with finite

ϵ in Hϵ. The algebra of observables in Hϵ should be of type I because of the discrete spectrum. This is

also observed in our recent paper [17] that the bulk fields in the presence of stretched horizon will have

discrete normal modes ωn. All these facts suggest the emergence of type III algebra for planar BTZ is

related to the emergence of ϵ → 0 limit. We should stress that, from our analysis this is not a type-I

approximation of type III [48], rather we should view this as an emergence of type III from type I in this

limit. The same limit could be re-interpreted as ceff → ∞ or GN,eff ≈ GN

log(1/ϵ) → 0. The appearance of

ceff or GN,eff in AdS/CFT is still not well-understood to us. We hope to get back into this in recent

future.

• Typicality and scars: Since the modular quantization is unitarily inequivalent to radial quantization, the

status of typical states should also be different in each quantization. The notion of typical state comes from

Eigenstate Thermalization Hypothesis(ETH) which motivates why high energy eigenstates of a chaotic

Hamiltonian behaves like a thermal state upto exponential correction in entropy. A remarkable feature

40A more concrete discussion of the algebra type in this quantization can be found in [31]
41Note that, here we are considering only algebras of local quantum fields in the fixed back ground. We are neither incorporating

the gravitational constraints on the bulk subregions [54] nor considering 1/c corrections to fields [55] for which the type of the

algebra could be changed subsequently. However at finite c we would again expect the algebra to be type III1.
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in radial quantization is that for a sufficiently heavy primary state (h > c
24 ), the heavy-heavy-light-

light(HHLL) four point function reproduce the exact thermal two point correlator in the semiclassical

limit(c → ∞) [9, 10] and thus providing a notion of ETH in those states [58] 42. According to Cardy

density of states, these high lying states should correspond to black hole microstates. However this

observation will lead us to two puzzling questions:

(i) One can not recover this notion of thermality in the semiclassical limit using high-lying (global)descendant

states on some heavy primary(h ∼ O(c) < c/24) where the total (primary+descendants) scaling dimension

of the operators would be h ≥ c/24. Of course, the technical reason behind this is the structural difference

of HHLL vacuum block at large c below and above the threshold of h = c/24. The puzzle is why this kind

of heavy eigenstates do not show up as a candidate of typical microstates that ETH predicts43.

(ii) In [61], the authors raised another puzzle regarding the emergence of periodic singularity in imaginary

time in the HHLL correlator for h > c/24. In radial quantization, there will be none but ope singulairities

in pure state four point function which is guaranteed from unitarity. The authors rephrased this puzzling

fact as the information paradox in microcanonical ensemble of pure states. They denoted this feature as

the large c ambiguity in identity Virasoro block. Their partial resolution was that at finite c, vacuum

Virasoro blocks do not have any periodic singularities and HHLL should not decay44. In other way, this

form of typicality is a large c artifact. Those pure states are dual to (planar) BTZ and they are candidates

of typical microstates having a horizon.

Here, we would like to confront these puzzling situations from modular quantization. In the regulated

Hilbert space Hϵ, the (vacuum) descendants are typical states in ϵ → 0 limit as we have shown. Even

all other primary states |h, h⟩ϵ 45 with h < c/24 behaves as thermal states in the ϵ → 0 limit. This

explains the first puzzle. However the second puzzle for h > c/24 is still there in modular quantization.

As we obtained the two point function in heavy (h > c/24) primaries will not decay and they do not have

periodic singularity in Euclidean time at large c as opposed to radial quantization. In other words, the

typical state in radial quantization behaves like a scar in the modular quantization in semiclassical limit.

We may justify this along the line of [61] by denoting this as an artifact of large c vacuum Virasoro block.

In fact, in modular quantization the periodic behavior of Euclidean time should be the generic feature in

all pure state correlatiors. We again expect at finite c, the HHLL correlator will behave thermally. From

this observations, we would want to emphasize the following (re)statements:

– The high energy primaries in radial quantization are not generic typical state in the sense of local

ETH[64]. The typicality is an artifact of large c behavior and it is a frame dependent statement. The

large c typicality in radial quantization becomes a large c scar in modular quantization. The horizon

or conical defect in the dual description of those states becomes observer dependent statement.

– Modular Hamiltonian could be an example of chaotic Hamiltonian. Study of chaotic properties in

the eigenstates of Hϵ would be an interesting future study. In the dual stretched horizon background,

some chaotic properties have already been observed recently [65, 66, 67]. The scrambling in modular

time [68, 69] as well as Krylov complexity for such Hamiltonian dynamics [70] has also been explored.

42See also [59], where ETH in 2d CFT has been tested for quasiprimary probes in semiclassical limit.
43In [60], a notion of typical CFT microstates build by descendant states at finite c has been discussed. However the notion of

thermality is only observed for conserved currents correlators for those states and hence this provides a check for ‘global ETH’[59].

At large c, those descendants become primaries and hence for generic operators the notion of thermality will be observed again

only for h > c/24.
44Any perturbative correction to identity blocks [62] or any correction coming from non-identity block would not change the

decaying nature, see for instance [63].
45These are global descendants in radial quantization as explained in appendix.
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• Black hole microstates with no horizon: From all of our results and discussions, we should think of the

BTZ as the TFD representation of microcanonical ensemble at some typical energy E(∼ c/12) [51]:

|0⟩BTZ = e−S(E)
∑
i

e−β(Ei−E)/2f(Ei − E)|Ei⟩ϵL|Ei⟩ϵR (6.1)

Here f is a smooth and invertible function satisfying
´
dx|f(x)|2 = 1. L and R denotes left and right

Hilbert space at finite ϵ. In contrast to canonical picture(or AdS-Rindler), here Hϵ = Hϵ
L ⊗ Hϵ

R
46. The

states |Ei⟩ϵ consists of (vacuum) descendants with energy c/12 and primaries |h, h⟩ϵ with h > c
24 . In ϵ→ 0

the (vacuum) descendants becomes typical microstates for all c, whereas the other primaries will not be

typical even in c → ∞. We have conjectured the typical microstates can be described as fluctuation of

free scalars in (planar) BTZ stretched horizon background. However, both of these kind of microstates

may not have semiclassical description in terms of capped off geometry in Einstein gravity regime. The

primary reason behind this is the fact that these states belong to only in the bigger regulated Hilbert

space Hϵ. In strict ϵ → 0, these states are getting mapped to states with known semiclassical dual as we

discussed in earlier section. Hence the finite ϵ states do not belong to unregulated Hilbert space Hϵ→0 and

hence should not be described by weak gravity approximation in the bulk. This seems to be puzzling in

the context of AdS/CFT. However there could be two possibilities to overcome this apparent puzzle. One

way to fix this is by demanding ϵ → 0 limit to be proportional to c → ∞. However, from the discussion

of microcanonical entropy, we can simply discard this since we argued ϵ to be fixed at O(1). The another

possibility is to declare that there will be no semiclassical description of finite ϵ states and taking c→ ∞
with finite ϵ is not meaningful and physical. Our discussion indicates that this could be the most possible

answer to the puzzle. We admit that only some string theoretic top-down realization of AdS/CFT for such

regulated Hilbert space would shed light to this. We believe, our construction of such microstates in the

regulated Hilbert space might have a connection to non-supersymmetric version of Fuzzball solution[71].

However, the previous discussion discards the possibility[72] of such ‘fuzzball’ solution is accessible in

Einstein gravity regime [73]. From our analysis, we also expect the actual BTZ can also be realized in

similar type of alternative quantization where the spatial direction (s) of the quantization contour will be

compactified. That would shed more light on Maldacena’s information paradox[5]. It would be great to

understand the emergence of Planckian stretched horizon as used in our previous analysis [17], which is

important to understand the emergence of type III1 factor in BTZ(where unlike planar BTZ, the boundary

CFT type III1 factor is also emergent only in c→ ∞).
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A The other vacuum of the quantization

Here we will show explicitly that |h, h⟩ which is defined in (2.60)(in the ϵ → 0 limit) indeed is the vacuum

as we observed in (2.64). This in principle provides a check of the correctness of the method of quantization we

proposed.

Let us begin with an ansatz of a new vacuum state of the following form:

|0⟩new =
∑
n,m

anbmL
n
−1L̄

m
−1Oh,h(0, 0)|0⟩ (A.1)

such that it satisfies

H|0⟩new = 0 (A.2)

where H is defined as in (2.1). Since the Hamiltonian is a sum of holomorphic and antiholomorphic sector, the

choice of such a state is natural and well-motivated. The holomorphic sector of the Hamiltonian acts as

(αL0 + β(L1 + L−1))
∑
n

anL
n
−1Oh,h(0, 0)|0⟩

=
∑
n

[
(αnan + αanh)L

n
−1 + (βann(n− 1) + 2βnanh)L

n−1
−1 + βanL

n+1
−1

]
Oh,h(0, 0)|0⟩

=
∑
n

[
αnan + αanh+ βan+1n(n+ 1) + 2βan+1(n+ 1)h+ βan−1

]
Ln
−1Oh,h(0, 0)|0⟩ (A.3)

Here in the second line we used the following commutator relations of global Virasoro generators

[L1, L
n
−1] = n(n− 1)Ln−1

−1 + 2nLn−1
−1 L0

[L0, L
n
−1] = nLn

−1 (A.4)

Similarly we could also obtain the action on the state by the anti-holomorphioc sector of the Hamiltonian. After

summing both we get

H|0⟩new

=
∑
n,m

[
bm

(
an+1(βn(n+ 1) + 2β(n+ 1)h) + an(αn+ αh) + an−1β

)
+

+ an

(
bm+1(βm(m+ 1) + 2β(m+ 1)h) + bm(αm+ αh) + bm−1β

)]
Ln
−1L̄

m
−1Oh,h(0, 0)|0⟩ (A.5)

If we choose an = an

n! and bm = bm

m! , we will have

H|0⟩new

=
∑
n,m

bman

m!n!

(
2βah+ αh+ n(aβ + α+

β

a
) + 2βbh+ αh+m(bβ + α+

β

b
)
)
Ln
−1L̄

m
−1Oh,h(0, 0)|0⟩ (A.6)
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One would readily see that there exists one unique solution to (A.2) which is

α = β̄ =
−α+

√
α2 − 4β2

2β
= z+ (A.7)

This gives the final form of the desired state as

|0⟩new =
∑
n,m

zn+
n!

zm−
m!

Ln
−1L̄

m
−1Oh,h(0, 0)|0⟩ = |h, h⟩ϵ→0 (A.8)

One can also check that [H,Oh,h(z+, z−)] is vanishing itself. Thus these operators are zero modes or

symmetry generators of the Hamiltonian. These operators can be thought of conserved charges which do not

decay in time generically[74]. However in our present work, we do not consider such operators to be a part

of the algebra rather they create some cyclic and separating states after acting on the vacuum. For certain

h ∼ O(c), those states can be thought of as a new vacuum of the modular Hamiltonian H in semiclassical limit

as they decay in time and behaves similarly to a thermal correlator.
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