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Abstract

We study timelike and conventional entanglement entropy as potential probes

of black hole singularities via the AdS/CFT correspondence. Using an analytically

tractable example, we find characteristic behavior of holographic timelike entangle-

ment entropy when the geometry involves a curvature singularity. We also observe

interesting phenomena that, in some particular setups, holographic timelike and

conventional entanglement entropy are determined from multiple complex saddle

points, which fall outside the assumptions of the Lewkowycz-Maldacena type argu-

ment.
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1 Introduction and Summary

Understanding the quantum nature of gravity has progressed significantly through study-

ing black holes. The AdS/CFT correspondence [1], an ideal framework for exploring the

holographic principle, suggests that the issues in semi-classical black holes can be re-

solved once full non-perturbative quantum (and stringy) effects are taken into account.

In this paper, we are interested in the curvature singularities inside black holes and how

signals of such singularities can be read off from boundary quantities via the AdS/CFT

correspondence.

In the context of AdS/CFT correspondence, the emergence of bulk spacetime is closely

related to quantum entanglement at the boundary [2–5]. The entanglement entropy,

the unique measure of bi-partite entanglement for pure states, can capture the spatial

structure of spacetime through the spacelike extremal surfaces in the bulk [3, 6]. On the

other hand, timelike surfaces are irrelevant to the entanglement entropy and other well-

studied information theoretic quantities such as (holographic) complexity [7]. Since the

radial direction inside a black hole, where the singularity exists, shifts from a spatial to

a temporal direction, understanding timelike surfaces and their boundary counterparts is

expected to be crucial for comprehending spacetime singularities via holography.
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Recently, it has become possible to understand some of these timelike surfaces through

a quantity called timelike entanglement entropy [8,9], which can be interpreted as a special

situation of pseudo entropy [10]. Let two states |ψ⟩ , |φ⟩ belong to a bipartite Hilbert space
HA ⊗HB. Then, the pseudo entropy is defined as von Neumann entropy of the reduced

transition matrix,

S
(P )
A = TrA [−τA log τA] , (1)

where the (reduced) transition matrix is given by

τA = TrB [τ ] , (2)

τ =
|ψ⟩⟨φ|
⟨φ|ψ⟩

. (3)

The pseudo entropy can be interpreted as a generalization of entanglement entropy to

the post-selection process. Refer to information theoretical interpretation of the pseudo

entropy [10,11] and further developments [12–38]. We can show that holographic pseudo

entropy can be calculated as the area of the minimal surface in a Euclidean time-dependent

asymptotically AdS background1, similar to Ryu-Takayanagi formula [3]. Then, the time-

like entanglement entropy S
(T )
A can be defined as the analytic continuation of spacelike

subsystem A to a timelike one. See also [40–55] for subsequent work on timelike entan-

glement.

In this paper, we investigate the holographic timelike entanglement associated with

black holes with curvature singularities to determine the extent to which timelike entan-

glement entropy can capture the physics of singularities. In previous studies for time-

like entanglement entropy, the discussion was limited to black holes without curvature

singularities. In Section 2 and 3, we will employ rather traditional approaches for cal-

culating minimal surfaces to address this problem and discuss the connection between

our approaches and previous studies (see Section 2.3). The similar attempts using the

correlation functions have been discussed in [56–64], for example.

In Section 2, we discuss timelike subsystems defined on a single boundary of AdS-

Schwarzschild-type black holes. We found that the presence of the curvature singularity

causes the spatial surfaces to approach almost null, unlike in the BTZ black hole, where

there is no linear growth in time t. Notably, in the model considered, there is no imaginary

part up to the multivaluedness of the logarithm.

1For later convenience, we note that this statement is verified via a Lewkowycz-Maldacena type argu-

ment [39], meaning that we assumed a single saddle point on the gravity side as like the Ryu-Takayanagi

formula.
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In Section 3, we move to subsystems defined on both two boundaries. We argue that

the multiple complex saddle points will contribute simultaneously to timelike entangle-

ment, otherwise it negatively diverges. This must be required because the setup can be

also identified with the usual entanglement entropy for the Hartman-Maldacena setup [65],

making it an intriguing example that contradicts the assumptions of the Lewkowycz-

Maldacena type argument [39].

In Section 4, we conclude with discussions. In particular, we propose an intriguing

possibility that we need to introduce the end of the world brane around the black hole

singularity based on UV/UV relation inside of the horizon.

In Appendix A, we leave a technical part of the analytic continuation of boundary

subsystems for the black hole with the curvature singularity.

2 Single-sided setup and complex geodesics

2.1 Preliminary

Throughout this paper, we consider three-dimensional asymptotically AdS spacetime of

the following metric

ds2 = −f(r)dt2 + dr2

f(r)
+ r2dx2. (4)

To be more specific, we will discuss the two cases:

f(r) =

r
2 − r2+ (BTZ black hole),

r2 −
r4+
r2

(AdS-Schwarzschild-like black hole),
(5)

where r+ is the radius of the event horizon for each geometry2. The first case is the BTZ

black hole which is a vacuum solution of pure AdS3 Einstein gravity and can be understood

as an orbifold of pure AdS3 [66,67]. Namely, the BTZ black hole has a singularity at r = 0,

but only a conical one. The second case is a black hole with curvature singularity. We

would like to treat these geometries as examples of black holes with and without curvature

singularity. See Figure 1 for Penrose diagrams of these geometries.

2Later, we will often set r+ = 1 for simplicity. Then, Hawking temperature β = 4π/|f ′(r+)| becomes

2π for BTZ black hole and π for AdS-Schwarzschild-like black hole.
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Figure 1: Penrose diagrams for (a) BTZ black hole and (b) AdS-Schwarzschild black hole.

The crucial difference between them is the presence of a curvature singularity at the origin

r = 0 (wavy lines). Another important characteristic of the AdS-Schwarzschild black hole

is that the r = 0 surface concaves the Penrose diagram [57]. This difference in the global

structure also affects the structure of geodesics discussed later.

The second geometry is somewhat unusual in three-dimension, so we elaborate on it in

what follows. We can interpret this geometry as the dimensional reduction of planer AdS-

Schwarzschild black hole in five-dimension. Therefore, this geometry should be understood

as a solution of Einstein equation with certain matter fields in light of three-dimension.

Since some ambiguities remain in the holographic interpretation of timelike entanglement

entropy in higher dimensions [9], we will stick to three-dimensional spacetime to avoid

unnecessary subtleties.

To discuss the timelike entanglement entropy, we first compute the pseudo-entropy for

the Wick-rotated geometry,

ds2 = f(r)dτ 2 +
dr2

f(r)
+ r2dx2. (6)

We would like to first calculate the holographic pseudo entropy [10] for the interval A =

{−T/2 ≤ τ ≤ T/2}, and then obtain the timelike entanglement entropy by the analytic

continuation T → iT . To this end, we minimize the area functional defined as

A =

∫
dλ
√
f(r)τ̇ 2 + f(r)−1ṙ2, (7)

4



where τ̇ = dτ
dλ

and ṙ = dr
dλ
. We choose λ such that

1 = f(r)τ̇ 2 +
ṙ2

f(r)
. (8)

Since the metric (6) has translational symmetry along Euclidean time τ , we have the

conserved energy defined as

f(r)τ̇ = Ẽ. (9)

For later convenience, we also note an integral expression of τ(λ) that is equivalent to (9),

τ(λ) = Ẽ

∫
dλ

f(r(λ))
. (10)

Combining (8) and (9), we obtain

Amin.(Ẽ) = 2

∫ rb

rc

dr√
f(r)− Ẽ2

, (11)

where rb is the boundary cutoff surface taken to be large and rc is a turning point defined

as

ṙ2 = f(rc)− Ẽ2 = 0. (12)

The location of the turning point (after the analytic continuation) will give how deeper

bulk regime we can probe via the minimal area surface. As we will see later, large Ẽ

corresponds to geodesics probing only close to the asymptotic boundary, while small Ẽ

corresponds to ones going through the horizon.

2.2 BTZ black hole

We first discuss the case of BTZ black hole as a warm-up exercise. The timelike en-

tanglement entropy, in this case, has been already studied in [8, 9]. The purpose of this

subsection is to present another (but rather traditional) approach that will be useful for

the AdS-Schwarzschild-like case later. In particular, we argue the connection between the

present approach and the holographic proposal in [9].

Solving the equation of motion, we obtain the radial trajectory as

r(λ) =

√
r2+ + Ẽ2 cosh(λ− λ0), (13)

5



where λ0 corresponds to the proper length at the critical value ṙ(λ0) = 0. By inverting

the above expression, we obtain the minimal area Amin. as

Amin.(Ẽ) = 2[λ(r = rb)− λ0] = 2 cosh−1

 rb√
r2+ + Ẽ2

 ≃ 2 log
2rb√
r2+ + Ẽ2

(14)

In the last equality, we assume the cutoff surface r = rb to be large and keep the leading

order of large rb expansion. We would like to translate the minimal surface as a function

of the energy into a function of Euclidean time. To this end, let us express the time

separation T = ∆τ at the boundary as a function of energy,

∆τ(Ẽ) = lim
λ→∞

[τ(λ)− τ(−λ)] = 2

r+
tan−1

[
r+

Ẽ

]
, (15)

where

τ(λ) =
1

r+
tan−1

[
r+

Ẽ
tanh(λ− λ0)

]
. (16)

Combining (14) and (15), we obtain

Amin. ≃ 2 log

[
2rb
r+

sin
r+
2
T

]
. (17)

After the analytic continuation T → iT , we obtain the timelike entanglement as

S
(T )
A =

Amin.

4GN

=
c

3
log

[
2rb
r+

sinh
r+
2
T

]
+
cπ

6
i. (18)

This exactly matches the CFT and holographic result derived in [8, 9].

Note that the above analytic continuation is not unique in terms of energy as the

area Amin.(iE) and time interval ∆τ(iE) has logarithmic branch cuts along E > 1 and

E < −1. If we assumed Ẽ < 1 and rotated to the Lorentzian energy E < 1, we would

have Re∆τ(iE) = β/2, thus the resulting geodesics is anchored on different sides of the

maximally extended black hole geometry. Such analytic continuation corresponds to the

Hartman-Maldacena type surface [65] and gives the real-valued area. Since we are now

interested in the single-sided setup, we would like to keep Re∆τ(iE) = 0. To this end,

we need to assume Ẽ > 1 and rotate to the Lorentzian energy E > 1. This gives complex

geodesics and results in the complex-valued area as (18). See also left panel of Figure 2

and 3.
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(a) (b)

Figure 2: 3d plots of Re[∆τ(Ẽ + iE)] for (a) BTZ black hole (first-sheet) and (b) AdS-

Schwarzschild-like black hole (first and second sheet). In BTZ case, the real part are

just divided into |E| < 1 and others, where Re[∆τ(iE)] = π(= β/2) if |E| < 1 and

Re[∆τ(iE)] = 0 if |E| > 1. In Schwarzschild-like case, a simple analytic continuation

(starting from a particular value Ẽ, and rotation to imaginary axis) can end up in the

range of orange sheet (first sheet) or move beyond the branch to blue sheet (second sheet).

This gives Re[∆τ(iE)] = 0 if E is above a certain value Ecr, and Re[∆τ(iE)] = π/2(= β/2)

if E is below a certain value Ecr.
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Figure 3: Contour plots of Im[Amin.(Ẽ + iE)] for (a) BTZ black hole and (b) AdS-

Schwarzschild-like black hole. Each dashed line corresponds to Im[Amin.(Ẽ + iE)] = 0,

hence expected to be no contribution from the timelike geodesics.
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A

Figure 4: Schematic picture of holographic prescription proposed in [9]. The candidates

of geodesics ΓA consist of a union of spacelike (orange curves) and timelike (blue curve in

the center) geodesics such that ∂ΓA = ∂A as like the standard extremal surface. Then,

we consider variation with respect to the joining points (black dots around the center).

We require they are all stationary.

2.3 Connection to the holographic prescription

In [9], the authors have proposed a holographic prescription to obtain the timelike entan-

glement entropy discussed above. Interestingly, this prescription involves a novel type of

minimal surface that consists of some union of spacelike and timelike surfaces. See Figure

4.

Here we would like to ask about the connection between our (rather traditional) cal-

culation and their proposal. From (13), (15) and (16), we obtain the radial and temporal

trajectory as

r(λ)2 =
r2+

sin2 r+T
2

cosh2(λ− λ0), (19)

τ(λ) =
1

r+
tan−1

[
tan

(
r+T

2

)
tanh(λ− λ0)

]
. (20)

After analytic continuation, this may look different from the holographic picture discussed

in [8,9] because the proposed minimal surfaces involve spacelike surfaces that end on the

conical singularity at r = 0.

To consult with their holographic prescription, we should notice that the area is now
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complex-valued. To get the geometrical interpretation, we need to notice that the proper

length (namely, the affine parameter) should be real valued. For this purpose, we subtract

the imaginary part iπ from the analytically continued area Amin.. This subtraction corre-

sponds to replacing the proper length λ with λ− iπ
2
. The analytic continuation T → iT

together with this replacement results in

r(λ)2 =
r2+

sinh2 r+T
2

sinh2(λ− λ0), (21)

t(λ) =
1

r+
tanh−1

[
tanh

(
r+T

2

)
coth(λ− λ0)

]
. (22)

Notice that the radial trajectory reaches the singularity r = 0 at the turning point.

The temporal trajectory (22) also ensures that inside the horizon it is a timelike surface

and consistent with Figure 4. We also stress that the above expression (21) correctly

reproduces the real part of Amin.. It is worth noting that if we put r+ = i, we can repeat

the similar argument for the timelike entanglement in the case of global AdS3.

2.4 AdS-Schwarzschild-like black hole

As mentioned earlier, we would like to focus on the three-dimensional black hole solution

and dual two-dimensional conformal field theory. This motivates us to consider the above-

mentioned dimensionally reduced AdS-Schwarzschild-like black hole metric,

f(r) = r2 − 1

r2
. (23)

We can easily solve the equation (12) for (23). That turns out to be

r(λ)2 =
1

2

√
Ẽ4 + 4 cosh(2(λ− λ0)) +

Ẽ2

2
. (24)

In particular, the critical point rc is determined by

2r2c = Ẽ2 +
√
Ẽ4 + 4. (25)

It is worth noting that after analytic continuation, Ẽ → iE, the critical point reaches the

singularity as we increase the energy E ≫ 1. Therefore, when approaching the curvature

singularity, our minimal surface approaches almost null,

Amin.(Ẽ) = cosh−1

[
2r2b − Ẽ2√
4 + Ẽ4

]
≃ log

4r2b√
4 + Ẽ4

. (26)
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In the last expression, we assumed rb ≫ Ẽ so that the r = rb surface works as a cutoff

surface. On the other hand, the boundary Euclidean time interval is computed as

∆τ(Ẽ) =
1

2
log

[
Ẽ2 + 2Ẽ + 2√

Ẽ4 + 4

]
− i

2
log

[
Ẽ2 + 2iẼ − 2√

Ẽ4 + 4

]
. (27)

Similar to the BTZ black hole, the small energy limit Ẽ ≪ 1 corresponds to ∆τ(Ẽ) =

π/2 = β/2 (i.e. the spacelike geodesics anchored on two different asymptotic boundaries),

while the large energy limit Ẽ ≫ 1 corresponds to ∆τ(Ẽ) = 0.

Since the boundary time interval ∆τ(Ẽ) involves logarithmic branch cuts, we have no

unique choice of the analytic continuation with respect to the complex energy Ẽ + iE.

Here we want to consider the interval A situated only on the single-sided boundary, so

we need to choose the one that eventually leads to the trivial Euclidean time separation

Re∆τ(iE) = 0. To this end, we expand ∆τ(Ẽ) around Ẽ ≫ 1 regime,

∆τ(Ẽ) =
2

Ẽ
+O(Ẽ−5), (28)

and then Wick rotate to the Lorentzian energy Ẽ → iE (see also right panel of Figure 2).

After this analytic continuation, we obtain

Amin. ≃ log
4r2b√
Ẽ4

≃ 1

2
log

[
16r4b

(
∆τ

2

)4
]
→ 1

2

(
log r4bT

4 − 2πi
)
. (29)

At this moment, we postpone determining the branch cut of the logarithm and keep −2πi

explicitly. It is worth noting that we have no “lightcone singularity”, except for the zero

size interval limit (T → 0). The absence of such singularity is in contrast with the two-

sided cases discussed in the next section. This difference indeed comes from a different

choice for the analytic continuation of ∆τ(Ẽ). See appendix A for more details.

Interestingly, we would have no imaginary part in the final expression if we fixed a

branch for the logarithm. This is also natural from the point of view of the full expression

(25). After fixing the branch of logarithm from −π to π, we have

S
(T )
A =

Amin.

4GN

≃ c

3
log rbT, (30)

where we used the relation between the central charge and the Newton constant c =

3/2GN [68]. It means that our geodesics are still real (see also right panel of Figure 3),

and the critical point (25) reaches to the curvature singularity as E → ∞.
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Figure 5: Holographic entanglement entropy (or timelike entanglement entropy) for a

two-sided setup.

In contrast with the BTZ black hole, i.e., a black hole with no curvature singularity,

we need infinite energy to get close to the origin r = 03. If we take a smaller energy

(a larger time interval), the minimal surface gradually moves away from the singularity.

This behavior is qualitatively different from the BTZ black hole discussed in the previous

section, suggesting that timelike entanglement can tell us the structure of black hole

singularity.

While the timelike entanglement entropy for our setup nicely captures the information

of singularity, we have no imaginary part for its principal value. It implies that our

geometrical picture looks slightly different from that of the holographic prescription for

the BTZ black hole in Figure 4. We will discuss potential resolutions in Section 4.

3 Comments on two-sided setup

So far we have studied timelike entanglement entropy for a single interval located on a

single-side boundary of black holes. Here we continue our study to a two-side setup,

A = {−tL < t, tR < t}, where tL and tR represent the Killing time for the left and right

boundaries. In this case, we want to keep Euclidean time interval Re∆τ = β/2 and this

condition corresponds to expand Euclidean energy of τ(Ẽ) around Ẽ = 0.

3Note, however, that the minimal surface for the BTZ black hole never approaches to the black hole

singularity if we do not apply the interpretation discussed in Section 2.3. These are qualitatively different

in any interpretation.
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Since we now consider infinite size systems, timelike entanglement entropy should be

equivalent to the entanglement entropy for a semi-infinite interval A′ = {xR > 0, xL > 0}.
This type of entropy can be calculated as the length of geodesics anchored on two different

sides of the boundaries [65],

S
(T )
A = SA′ =

c

3
log

[
rbβ

π
cosh

2πt

β

]
. (31)

At the late time, the entropy growth linearly in time, SA′ ∝ t, representing the growth of

wormhole length.

Next, we consider the case of the AdS-Schwarzschild-like black hole. The similar

calculation of real geodesics anchored on two different boundaries [57] gives rise to

Amin. = log
4r2b√
4 + E4

= log r2b (t− tc)
2 + · · · , (32)

where tc = −π/2. Therefore, we have negative divergence around t = tc due to the

geodesics bouncing off the curvature singularity (see Figure 5). If we regard it as the

pseudo entropy, this behavior might be allowed as pseudo entropy has no upper/lower

bound in principle4. However, since we can interpret this configuration as the usual

entanglement entropy, this behavior must be problematic.

Essentially the same problem and its resolution have been pointed out in the context of

boundary two-point function and bulk-bulk propagators in [57, 58]. We can understand

what was wrong with the previous calculation from the Euclidean energy and time as

follows. If we expand energy around Ẽ = 0, which is necessary to obtain the two-sided

geodesics, we have

∆τ(Ẽ) =
π

2
− Ẽ3

6
+O(Ẽ7), (33)

Amin(Ẽ) = log 2r2b −
Ẽ4

8
+O(Ẽ8). (34)

It means that we have a branch point singularity at ∆τ = π/2 of the form (∆τ − π/2)
4
3 .

Therefore, we have three possible configurations in terms of Euclidean energy. One of

them corresponds to the real geodesics related to the above-mentioned one after the

analytic continuation. The remaining two geodesics are complex-valued and conjugate

to each other. It turns out that the minimal geodesic is not the real one, but the pair

4This negative divergence is not like the amplification similar to the weak value discussed in [19] since

we are picking up an eigenvalue of “area operator” associated with a single geometry. In this case, we

never encounter such amplification phenomena.
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of complex geodesics. This situation is out of the standard assumption for calculating

the holographic entanglement entropy, where we assume the dominant saddle point [39].

Therefore, we cannot give a naive geometrical interpretation in this setup.

4 Discussion

The timelike entanglement entropy of the AdS-Schwarzschild-like black hole calculated in

Section 2.4 does not include the imaginary part. This is also evident from the expression

of pseudo entropy discussed around (26). Naively, this appears to contradict the proposal

for timelike entanglement entropy in [9]. We would like to emphasize again that the

solution we have dealt with here is not a solution in pure AdS gravity. Therefore, the

reason for the discrepancy might be that we did not take the contribution from matter

fields seriously. We also have to suspect that it originates from similar ambiguities in

higher-dimensional examples [9]. We leave this issue as important future work. In what

follows, we propose another interesting possibility.

End of the world brane and final state projection

As is clear from the definition of r = rc surface, inside a black hole, the narrower the

width of the boundary system, equivalently the higher the energy resolution, the closer

to singularity the region can be probed. In other words, the UV/IR relation in the

standard AdS/CFT correspondence now becomes a UV/UV relation inside the horizon as

pointed out in [58]. Therefore, it is natural to expect that the corresponding conditions are

imposed even inside the horizon since the boundary side involves UV cutoff and boundary

conditions on the entangling surface. In other words, we can expect the end of the world

brane to exist on the r = rc surface. If this expectation is correct, it justifies the absence

of imaginary parts. That is, two spacelike surfaces can be separated along the end of the

world brane (see Figure 6). This might be understood as a realization of the final state

projection [69].

Complex saddle points in holographic entanglement entropy

In the two-sided setup, we discussed the contribution of multiple complex saddle points;

from the calculation of holographic entanglement entropy, assuming that only saddle

points contribute, no other combination of these two saddles was possible. While it

13
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A

Figure 6: If we introduce the end of the world brane floating on r = rc (green curve), we

can split the spacelike geodesics into two pieces (orange lines), hence we need not include

timelike geodesics.

is challenging to take the path integral of gravity seriously, it is known that the real

saddle point (even if it is minimal) cannot contribute if one thinks of it as the WKB

approximation of the two-point function of a scalar field in the bulk [58]. Although

holographic entanglement entropy is expected to take a real saddle point in the usual

pure AdS gravity, one should keep in mind the possibility that multiple complex saddle

points may contribute.

If we consider the spacetime considered in this paper as a dimensional reduction of

the five-dimensional solution, a similar divergence cannot occur in the calculation of the

real-valued extremal surfaces in the higher dimension. It would be interesting to see if

the present calculations when properly incorporating the matter fields, can be interpreted

within the original black hole geometry and avoid pathological behavior like the island

formula [70–72].
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A Analytic continuation for the single-sided intervals

In the main text, we used the analytic continuation of time interval function ∆τ that is

different from the one for two-sided geodesics often discussed in the literature. We first

recast the expression of ∆τ(Ẽ) for convenience,

∆τ(Ẽ) =
1

2
log

[
Ẽ2 + 2Ẽ + 2√

Ẽ4 + 4

]
− i

2
log

[
Ẽ2 + 2iẼ − 2√

Ẽ4 + 4

]
. (35)

We can simply use ∆τ(iE) if we are interested in the two-sided setup as Re[∆τ(iE)] = β/2.

To demonstrate the different choices of the analytic continuation explicitly, we first rewrite

the above expression in a contour integral as,

∆τC(E) ≡ ∆τ(iE) =

∫
C

dz

(
− 2z2

z4 + 4

)
, (36)

where the contour C starts at infinity on the real axis, runs along the real axis to the

origin, and then to the large value E on the imaginary axis. See Figure 7. Here the

integrand is simply the derivative of τ(Ẽ),

d∆τ(Ẽ)

dẼ
= − 2Ẽ2

Ẽ4 + 4
. (37)

In particular, these functions involve the singularity at Ẽ =
√
2ei

1+2k
4

π, (k = 0, 1, 2, 3).

Let us take a different path C ′ (see Figure 7) that corresponds to Wick rotation to the

Lorentzian energy E → ei
π
2E. Then, the difference of these choices is simply expressed as

the residue of the pole at 1 + i,

∆τC′(E)−∆τC(E) = 2πiRes

(
d∆τ(Ẽ)

dẼ
, 1 + i

)
= −iπ

2
− π

2
. (38)

In Section 2, we used ∆τC′(E) rather than ∆τC(E). The shift for the Euclidean time

ensures that our geodesics are anchored on the single asymptotic boundary, while the

shift for the Lorentzian time resolves the light-cone singularity discussed in Section 3.
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