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Abstract: This paper investigates the challenges and resolutions in computing the

entanglement entropy for the quantum field theory coupled to de Sitter (dS) gravity

along a timelike boundary. The conventional island formula, originally designed to

calculate the fine-grained entropy for a non-gravitational system coupled to anti-de

Sitter (AdS) gravity, encounters difficulties in de Sitter gravitational spacetime, failing

to provide a physically plausible extremal island. To overcome these problems, we

introduce a doubly holographic model by embedding a dS2 braneworld in an AdS3

bulk spacetime. This approach facilitates the computation of entanglement entropy

through holographic correlation functions, effectively circumventing the constraints of

the island formula. We demonstrate that the correct recipe for calculating entanglement

entropy with dS gravity involves the non-extremal island, whose boundary is instead

defined at the edge of the dS gravitational region. Our findings indicate that, during

the island phase, the entanglement wedge of the non-gravitational bath includes the

entire dS gravitational space. Using the second variation formula, we further show

that the existence of a locally minimal surface anchored on the gravitational brane is

intrinsically linked to the extrinsic curvature of the brane.
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1 Introduction

The island formula computes the entanglement entropy in the quantum field theory

coupled to a gravitational theory across its boundary [1–3]. This formula generalizes

the holographic entanglement entropy formula [4–8] with quantum corrections in the

context of the AdS/CFT correspondence [9]. In the island prescription, the entangle-

ment entropy for a subsystem A in the CFT region is calculated by positing an island

region I in the gravitational theory and extremizing the sum of the gravitational en-

tropy of the island and the entanglement entropy in the effective field theory for the

subsystem defined by the union of A and the island I. Notably, the island formula

has been instrumental in deriving the Page curve [10], a crucial indicator of unitarity

during black hole evaporation. This was achieved by considering a conformal field the-

ory (CFT) on a half-space interacting with a gravitational theory containing a black

hole along its timelike boundary [1–3]. In setups involving two-dimensional black holes,

the island formula is derived directly from the gravitational path integrals of Jackiw-

Teitelboim (JT) gravity, taking into account the non-perturbative contributions from

replica wormholes [11, 12].

It is also useful to note that the island formula can be understood by combining

the gravity dual of boundary conformal field theories (BCFTs) [13–15] with braneworld

holography [16–19], a concept known as double holography [3, 20]. In this doubly

holographic approach, a d-dimensional CFT coupled to d-dimensional quantum gravity

on an asymptotically AdS space is holographically described by classical gravity on a

d + 1-dimensional AdS bulk spacetime with an end-of-the-world brane (EOW brane),

which is equivalent to the AdSd+1/BCFTd model. In the classical limit of the bulk

gravity, the entanglement entropy can be computed as the area of the extremal surface

according to the general holographic formula [4–6]. In the presence of EOW branes,

a notable feature is that the extremal surface can end on the EOW brane [13, 14],

necessitating extremalization over such configurations. This new twist nicely explains

the emergence of island region on the EOW brane. This idea is illustrated in figure 1.

An important feature in such setups is the presence of a non-trivial extremal surface

Γ that departs from the AdS boundary and ends on the EOW brane. Moreover, the

extremal surface Γ is stable, as its area is minimized under spatial deformations and
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Figure 1: The two distinct setups for calculating entanglement entropy with islands

are illustrated here. In the left panel, a CFT is coupled to a gravitational theory in a

AdS space, whereas in the right panel, it is coupled to a gravitational theory in dS space.

The subsystem A, for which we compute the entanglement entropy, is represented by

the yellow horizontal line. The doubly holographic description, employing braneworld

holography, is depicted on the right side of each panel. The extremal surfaces Γ,

indicated by the purple curves, each extend from a point P on the AdS boundary and

terminate on the EOW branes. These surfaces describe the holographic entanglement

entropy in the AdS/BCFT correspondence. While the extremal surface Γ can intersect

within the AdS brane, it should only terminate at the edge of the dS brane.

maximized under Lorentzian timelike direction, which is required for the consistent

calculation of holographic entanglement entropy [6, 21].

A pertinent question is whether the island formula retains its validity in more

general spacetimes. Extending the application of the island formula to cosmological

spacetimes, such as those with a positive cosmological constant, could provide im-

portant insights into the nature of holography in contexts more closely aligned with

realistic settings beyond the AdS/CFT correspondence. Additionally, this investigation

elucidates the structure of the Hilbert space in quantum gravity within cosmological

spacetimes. In this paper, we are motivated by this question and investigate a setup

wherein a CFT on one half of de Sitter space is coupled to gravity on the other half

across its timelike boundary. We predominantly utilize the doubly holographic model,

as illustrated in the right panel of figure 1. To ensure analytically tractable examples,

our focus is on a two-dimensional de Sitter space. Upon straightforward application of

the island formula, a perplexing issue arises: there generally does not exist any phys-
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ically sensible island that extremizes the generalized entropy functional in dS gravity.

Although we frequently observe apparent “fake” islands that seem to extremize the

total entropy functional, these solutions are inadmissible for various reasons.

Nevertheless, the correct prescription can be determined through the framework of

double holography. By analyzing holographic computations of one-point functions in

the AdS3/BCFT2 correspondence [20, 22], we can facilitate the computation of entan-

glement entropy while circumventing the constraints imposed by the island formula.

Our results indicate that the boundary of non-extremal island is at the edge of the dS

gravitational region. Depending on the size of the subsystem A in the CFT region,

the island can either be an empty region or encompass the entire (gravitating) half

of de Sitter space. As a result, the entanglement wedge exhibits a fascinating phase

transition phenomenon.

For earlier analyses of the island formula applied to de Sitter spaces, refer to [23–38],

where special features unique to closed universes have been emphasized. A significant

difference between the present work and earlier studies is that our dS spacetime is not

closed, as it has a timelike boundary and can be directly compared with the familiar

setup of islands in AdS black hole spacetimes. Another advantage of our model is that

it allows us to explore a possible holographic dual of de Sitter space [39, 40] (refer to

[41–44] for explicit examples), which remains poorly understood. By embedding de

Sitter space into a higher-dimensional AdS/CFT via double holography, we gain more

precise insights into the holographic dual of a half de Sitter space [45], argued to be a

highly non-local field theory.

More importantly, in the interesting earlier work [46], the origin of de Sitter entropy

was discussed by freezing a part of the static patch of the three- and four-dimensional

de Sitter space and applying the island formula. In this context, the author found

that the extremal island is unphysical and suggested the relevance of the non-extremal

island. Although this argument is closely related to ours, in the present paper we will

focus on a two-dimensional de Sitter space, which allows us to derive an analytical

formula and to use the double holography to solve the problem in a well-controlled

way. Moreover, our definition of the non-gravitating region, given by a half dS, differs

from that in [46], which is the static patch truncated by a constant radius. Our choice

gives rise to a novel issue pertaining to the Lorentzian time evolution, which we will

investigate in this paper.

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we apply the island formula to a
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Figure 2: Left: Penrose diagram of an eternal AdS2 black hole coupled to a non-

gravitational thermal bath. Right: Penrose diagram of a global dS2, where we identify

the two north poles (indicated by the left/right black line) to glue the two copies

together. One half of dS space, indicated by the red color, is gravitating.

scenario in which a CFT2 on one half of dS2 spacetime is coupled to dS gravity on the

other half, highlighting significant issues encountered when attempting to extremize

the entropy functional. Section 2 addresses the accurate computation of entanglement

entropy in the setup described in section 2, utilizing the double holography model. We

derive the correct prescription by examining both the holographic calculation of one-

point functions and the geometric calculation of holographic entanglement entropy.

In section 4, we further demonstrate that the existence of a locally minimal surface

anchored on the EOW brane in AdS space is related to its extrinsic curvature, using

the second variation formula for geodesic variations. Finally, section 5 summarizes our

conclusions and outlines directions for future research.

2 Invalid island formula for dS gravity

As shown in figure 2, our study examines a system incorporating both gravitational

and non-gravitational region. For illustrative purposes, we consider a thermal bath

coupled to an eternal AdS black hole, serving as a simplified model to demonstrate a

Hawking-like information paradox. The island formula effectively resolves this paradox

by utilizing a non-trivial quantum extremal surface, as detailed in [47]. The primary fo-

cus of this paper is the entanglement entropy of a subregion within a non-gravitational

system that is, in contrast, coupled to de Sitter gravity. We anticipate that the island

formula will be essential for calculating the entanglement entropy in this context. How-
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Figure 3: Left: The Hartle-Hawking state, which includes half of dS2 space as the

gravitational region and the other half as the bath region. The Euclidean part is

represented by the blue hemisphere, while the Lorentzian part is indicated by the

upper hyperboloid. Right: A time slice of the setup for gluing a half dS2 gravity with

a CFT2 living on dS2.

ever, our findings reveal that the island formula does not yield the dominant result, as

the unique quantum extremal surface in the de Sitter gravity configuration does not

represent the desired maximin surface [6, 21].

2.1 Half dS2 gravity coupled with CFT2 bath

In this paper, we will focus on the global dS2 spacetime, which can be parametrized by

(t, θ) coordinates with a metric given by the following expression

ds2 = L2
(
−dt2 + cosh2 t dθ2

)
=

L2

cos2 T

(
−dT 2 + dθ2

)
. (2.1)

By applying the coordinate transformation sinh t = tanT , cosh t = 1
cosT

to the global

coordinates, it is straightforward to obtain the conformal coordinates with a com-

pact Lorentzian time T ∈ (−π
2
,+π

2
). Given that the spatial direction in dS2 is one-

dimensional, the spatial periodicity can be selected at will. For the sake of simplicity,

we will consider only the canonical case, wherein the circumference of the spatial circle

S1 is equal to 2πL, i.e., θ = [−π, π]. As illustrated in the Penrose diagram for dS2,

which is shown in the right panel of figure 2, our choice corresponds to identifying

the two poles located at θ = ±π. For later purpose, we note that dS2 spacetime is
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conformally flat, i.e., the line element can be expressed as

ds2 =
L2

Ω2
dzdz̄ =

4L2

(1 + z z̄)2
dzdz̄ , (2.2)

where the conformal factor is given by Ω = 1
2
(1+zz̄). The Lorentzian global coordinates

(z, z̄) are given as

z = e−i(T−θ) , z̄ = e−i(T+θ) . (2.3)

In the following, we will assume that dS2 gravity is confined to a half circle, e.g.,

with angular coordinate θ = [−π
2
, π
2
], where we impose the Neumann boundary con-

dition. For the another half of the circle, the gravity is turned off by imposing the

Dirichlet boundary condition. For the sake of convenience in calculations, it is as-

sumed that the dynamical matter on the full dS2 background is still CFT2. In other

words, we glue a half dS2 gravity with a CFT2 bath system along a defect line at

θ = θ0 = ±π
2
. See figure 3 for the illustration of the system under consideration.

It should be noted that there are various gravitational theories that can support

a global dS2 solution. One of the simplest theories which can have the dS2 solution is

the Liouville gravity (or the 2d induced gravity):

SL = − c

24π

∫
d2x

[
(∂Tϕ)

2 − (∂θϕ)
2 +

e2ϕ

L2

]
, (2.4)

where ϕ is the Liouville field such that the 2d metric reads ds2 = e2ϕ(−dT 2+dθ2). This

action is induced from a 2d CFT with the central charge c which is directly coupled

with a dynamical metric, without adding any action of 2d gravity. As argued in [20]

(see also [48–51]), this theory is indeed realized as an effective theory on the EOW

brane via the brane-world type setup, which we will employ in section 3. It may also

be helpful to write down a covariant form of the Liouville gravity action as the nonlocal

Polyakov action [48], namely

SL =
c

96π

∫
dx2

√
−g

[
−R

1

□
R− 4

L2

]
. (2.5)

Moreover, distinct types of JT gravity can be obtained through the implementation

of different dimensional reductions from higher-dimensional spacetime. For instance,

one can obtain a dS JT gravity with positive curvature coupled to a dynamical dilaton

field, namely

SJT =
1

16πG
(2)
N

∫
d2x

√
−gΦ

(
R− 2

L2

)
+ boundary terms , (2.6)
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by performing the spherical reduction from three-dimensional Einstein-Hilbert action,

see e.g., [26, 31, 52] for more details. The dynamical dilaton field, denoted by Φ, is

naturally interpreted as the radius in dS3. It is important to note that the dilaton value

in this theory must be constrained to be positive in order to ensure that the effective

Newton constant remains positive. Consequently, its dS2 solution encompasses the

cosmological horizon, and its Penrose diagram is identical to the global dS2 depicted

in figure 2. Conversely, the dS version of AdS JT gravity is derived by taking the

limit of a higher-dimensional extremal black hole [53, 54]. Consequently, the induced

two-dimensional gravitational theory incorporates an additional topological term, i.e.,

SJT′ =
Φ0

16πG
(2)
N

∫
d2x

√
−gR +

1

16πG
(2)
N

∫
d2x

√
−gΦ

(
R− 2

L2

)
+ boundary terms ,

(2.7)

where the constant field Φ0 is related to the ground state entropy of higher-dimensional

extremal black hole and dynamical Φ controls the deviation from the extremality. In

comparison to previous dS2 gravity theories, the dS JT gravity defined in eq. (A.1)

allows for both cosmological horizons and black holes due to the fact that the dilaton

field Φ is permitted to take negative values. As a result, the Penrose diagram for this dS

JT gravity is distinct from that of the global dS spacetime. In contrast, it is analogous

to a Schwarzschild-de Sitter spacetime.

In the remainder of this section, we will limit our focus to the most basic case where

two-dimensional gravity theory is induced from a 2d CFT, where the integration of the

CFT degrees of freedom lead to the Liouville action (2.4). This setup is conveniently

described by a classicial gravity in higher dimensions via the double holography as will

be studied in section 3. In this case, there is no contribution to the entropy from the

2d gravity and the entropy all comes from the 2d CFT sector. However, it is trivial

to simply add the topological term as in the first term in (A.1), which is proportional

to
∫
d2x

√
−gR, if we like. This simply produces an additional constant to the total

gravitational entropy (or Bekenstein-Hawking entropy), i.e.,

Φ0

4G
(2)
N

≡ S0 = constant . (2.8)

The remaining two distinct types of JT gravity will be discussed in appendix A. As a

summary, it can be stated that all conclusions presented in the main text also apply to

the dS JT gravity with only cosmological horizon. However, it would be subtle for dS

JT gravity defined in eq. (A.1) due to the appearance of the black hole singularity.
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Figure 4: Left: A time slice of our setup with dS gravity coupled to the CFT2 bath.

The antipodal island is denoted by the fact that the endpoints of the island are the an-

tipodal points of the bath interval A. Right: The bath interval A and its corresponding

antipodal island are shown in the Penrose diagram.

2.2 Island formula

We are interested in evaluating the entanglement entropy and its time evolution for a

boundary interval A situated within the CFT2 bath. For the sake of simplicity, we will

consider the symmetric interval defined by

A : {t = tA , θ ∈ [−π,−θA] ∪ [θA, π]} . (2.9)

Drawing lessons from the breakthrough in understanding the fine-grained entropy of

Hawking radiation and the black hole information paradox, it is pointed out that the

correct formula for the fine-grained entropy of a non-gravitating region entangled with

a gravitational system is given by the so-called island formula [1–3], i.e.,

SEE(ρ̂A) = Min
I

[
Ext
I

(
Area[∂I]
4G

(2)
N

+ Smatter (A ∪ I)
)]

, (2.10)

where the first area term denotes the gravitational entropy 1 and the second term,

denoted as Smatter, is often referred to as the bulk entropy and represents the quantum

corrections, which are given by the von Neumann entropy of matter fields. The position

of island I is determined by its boundary ∂I, i.e., the quantum extremal surface (QES),

which is obtained by extremizing the generalized entropy Sgen.

1It should be noted that the corresponding expression for the “area” term is contingent upon the

gravitational theory under consideration. In a more general sense, it is defined as the Wald-Dong

entropy for a generic diffeomorphism-invariant theory.
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SEE |non−island

SEE |island

Figure 5: The phase transition between the entropy SEE(ρ̂A) for a bath interval A in

the non-island phase and that derived by the island formula. It gives the same results

as the standard holographic entanglement entropy SA. We set θA1 − θA2 =
π
4
, ϵ = 0.01

for this plot.

Although the original island formula was developed in AdS gravity coupled to a

bath, it is reasonable to expect that the same formula should also apply to dS or flat

gravity. A substantial body of prior research has also investigated the island formula

in dS gravity, with a particular focus on dS JT gravity, e.g., [24–27, 31, 35, 52]. In the

following section, we will attempt to calculate the fine-grained entropy of the boundary

interval A, by directly applying the island formula. Nevertheless, it will become evi-

dent that the subsequent naive island solution presents inherent issues from different

perspectives.

2.2.1 Naive antipodal island in dS2 gravity

In light of the assumption that gravitational entropy is merely a constant (eq. (2.8)), the

remaining objective for evaluating the island formula is to calculate the bulk entropy,

or the von Neumann entropy of intervals in CFT2. Noting the fact the CFT2 matter

is living on global dS2 space. To derive the entanglement entropy of a single interval

[z1, z2] in the global dS coordinates, we can use the flat-spacetime result with counting

the appropriate Weyl factors for each endpoints of the interval. By employing the Weyl
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factor specified in eq. (2.2), it is straightforward to get

Smatter ([θ1, θ2]) =
c

6
log

(
(z1 − z2)(z̄1 − z̄2)

ϵ1ϵ2Ω1Ω2

)
=

c

6
log

(
2 (cos(T1 − T2)− cos(θ1 − θ2))

ϵ1ϵ2 cosT1 cosT2

)
=

c

6
log

(
2(1 + sinh t1 sinh t2 − cosh t1 cosh t2 cos(θ1 − θ2))

ϵ1ϵ2

)
,

(2.11)

where we have introduced two UV cut-off ϵi associated with two individual endpoints.

Note that we are always working on the Hartle-Hawking state. Here we have specified

the von Neumann entropy in terms of the global Lorentzian time t, which is derived

from the Euclidean signature by Wick rotation. In the next section we will see that

the same answer can be obtained by evaluating the geodesic length in AdS3.

In the non-island phase, in the absence of contributions from the island, the entan-

glement entropy of a single interval A is given by the following expression:

SEE(ρ̂A)
∣∣
non−island

= Smatter (A) =
c

3
log

(
2 cosh tA · sin θA

ϵ

)
, (2.12)

which presents a linear growth

SEE(ρ̂A)
∣∣
non−island

≃ c

3
tA . (2.13)

at late times. This can be understood as a reflection of the inflation of the dS2 back-

ground.

Furthermore, let us consider the island phase with the assumption that the bound-

ary of the island region is located at

∂I : (t = tI , θ = ±θI) . (2.14)

Since the global Hartle-Hawking state is pure, the bulk entropy in the island phase

can be calculated by considering the complimentary region of A∪ I, which is the two-

interval region (A∪I)c. This calculation for bulk entropy corresponds to evaluating two

two-point functions associated with endpoints at θ = θA and θ = θI . The correspond-

ing generalized entropy at the island phase thus can be obtained in a straightforward

manner by applying the two-point function derived in eq. (2.11), i.e.,

Sgen = S0 + Smatter ([θI , θA]) + Smatter ([−θA,−θI ])

= S0 +
c

3
log

(
2(1 + sinh tI sinh tA − cosh tI cosh tA cos(θI − θA))

ϵ ϵI

)
,

= S̃0 +
c

3
log

(
2(1 + sinh tI sinh tA − cosh tI cosh tA cos(θI − θA))

ϵ

)
,

(2.15)
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where the cutoff scale at the island region, ϵI , has been absorbed into the Newton

constant S0, by introducing S̃0 = S0 +
c
3
log 1

ϵ
. The extremization with respect to the

spatial direction θI and the timelike direction tI is simply given by solving the following

equations:

∂θISgen = 0 −→ cosh tI cosh tA sin(θI − θA) = 0 ,

∂tISgen = 0 −→ cosh tI sinh tA − sinh tI cosh tA cos(θI − θA) = 0 .
(2.16)

It is evident that our choice (2.8) facilitates the extremization over the gravitational

region, as the derivative of the gravitational entropy vanishes. The solution for the

extremization is unique and is given by the following equation:

θI = −π + θA , tI = −tA , (2.17)

which will be called the antipodal island, as illustrated in figure 4.

The distinguishing feature related to this type island is that it moves back in

time as the bath interval involves in time. The trivial solution θI = θA, tI = tA is

naturally discarded because it is outside the gravitational region. Consequently, the

island formula associated with this antipodal island gives rise to a constant, i.e.,

SEE(ρ̂A)
∣∣
island

= S0 +
2c

3
log

2

ϵ
= S̃0 +

c

3
log

(
4

ϵ

)
, (2.18)

which would be always smaller than that from the non-island phase at late times. The

phase transition from the non-island phase to the island phase is thus given by

t∗ = arccosh

2 exp
(

3
c
S̃0

)
sin θA

 ≈ 3

c
S̃0 − log

(
sin θA
4

)
. (2.19)

The time evolution of the entanglement entropy, as calculated by the island rule, is

depicted in figure 5. Similar types of island in JT gravity has also been discussed in

detail in [24, 26, 27, 31, 52].

2.2.2 Problems with antipodal islands

As indicated in the title of this section, we will demonstrate that the naive antipodal

island is not physical for various reasons. The attentive reader may have noticed that

the previously identified antipodal island introduces ambiguity in defining the island
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region. As illustrated in figure 4, we define the island region by fixing its two endpoints,

i.e.,

∂I : (−tA ,−θA + π) ∪ (−tA , θA − π) . (2.20)

However, it is important to note that the calculations for the matter entropy part are

based on the calculations of the two-point functions associated with the two-interval

subregion, which is defined as (A ∪ I)c. Substitution of the island solution derived

by extremization, namely the antipodal island, reveals that the time slice consisting of

(A ∪ I)c ∪ (A ∪ I) becomes ill-defined. Noticing the fact2

−θA + π ≥ θA − π , (2.21)

It is evident that the corresponding time slice encompassing the bath interval and island

region is counted three times, which is an obvious discrepancy. From this perspective,

it can be concluded that the antipodal island cannot be considered a valid or physical

solution, despite being the unique solution for extremalizing the generalized entropy.

As will be seen in the following section, the entanglement wedge associated with the

antipodal island is not well-defined when the so-called double holography is employed.

One might inquire as to the origin of the issue associated with antipodal islands.

This inquiry may lead to the conclusion that the gravitational entropy is taken as a

constant, which is a simple choice. Nevertheless, it is necessary to demonstrate that

the antipodal island is invalid from a physical standpoint. This is because the quantum

extremal surface may not always be the dominant saddle in calculations of fine-grained

entropy. It is important to recall that the quantum extremal surface is a generalization

of the RT surface, which is defined as the maximin surface in the bulk spacetime with

the Lorentzian signature. It is reasonable to posit that the quantum extremal surface

is also given by a maximin surface which extremizes the generalized entropy Sgen.

However, the antipodal island, which resides in the dS gravitational region, is instead

maximal in the spatial direction and minimal in the timelike direction. To demonstrate

this assertion, we may examine the second derivative of the generalized entropy, Sgen,

with respect to the location of islands. More explicitly, it is straightforward to get

∂2Sgen

∂θI∂θI

∣∣∣∣
tI=−tA,θI=θA−π

= −1

2
cosh2 θA < 0 ,

∂2Sgen

∂tI∂tI

∣∣∣∣
tI=−tA,θI=θA−π

=
1

2
> 0 .

(2.22)

2According to our convention, the endpoint located at θA in the bath region is constrained by

θA ∈ [π/2, π].
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The preceding two inequalities indicate that the antipodal island, as perceived from the

perspective of the generalized entropy, is maximal in the spatial direction and minimal

in the timelike direction, which is opposite to the property of RT surface for holo-

graphic entanglement entropy. In the Euclidean signature, the antipodal island thus

corresponds to the maximum in the Euclidean time direction. Although the quantum

extremal surface related to the antipodal island in dS gravity corresponds to a saddle

point, it can be concluded that it cannot dominate the calculation for the fine-grained

entropy due to the absence of the maximin surface. Regardless of the properties of

the gravitational or non-gravitational region, it can be expected that this is a com-

mon problem: the quantum extremal surface corresponding to the dominated saddle

does not exist. To address this issue, it is necessary to develop a novel approach for

calculating entanglement entropy that does not rely on the island formula.

Furthermore, it is worth mentioning that a comparable configuration involving the

coupling of dS space to a non-gravitational domain has been previously investigated in

[46], where a cutoff surface was introduced within the static patch of d-dimensional dS

spacetime. The author has highlighted the analogous issues pertaining to the minimax

surface in the dS bulk spacetime, observing that it contravenes the entanglement wedge

nesting. In light of these considerations, the author puts forth the proposal of anchoring

extremal surfaces to the cosmological horizon (bilayer proposal), thereby generalizing

the (H)RT formula to dS space [55]. In the following section, we will instead seek to

identify a solution by moving to a higher dimension. To this end, we employ the double

holography in AdS3, which reveals that the entanglement entropy of a subsystem in the

non-gravitational region in the semi-classical limit should be given by the non-extremal

island3.

3 Non-extremal island from double holography

In this section, we explore a doubly holographic setup involving a dS2 braneworld

coupled to a non-gravitational bath. This doubly holographic perspective provides ad-

ditional evidence that the naive island formula cannot be directly applied in the de

Sitter braneworld, as discussed in the previous section. Leveraging higher-dimensional

holography, the entanglement entropy of a bath interval can be accurately computed us-

3The author in [46] has also suggested that the potential quantum extremal surface in dS space

may be represented by the cutoff surface located at the boundary of the dS gravitational region, which

is referred to as the degenerate surface.
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gravity

dS2  
matter
CFT2  BCFT2

 AdS3/dS2Neumann Dirichlet

Figure 6: Three perspectives in double holography for dS gravity coupled to a non-

gravitational bath residing in dS spacetime. The image in the middle shows the brane

perspective, which is the same as shown in figure 3 in section 2.

ing the holographic correlation function in the AdS/BCFT correspondence. We further

show that the appropriate formula for evaluating the entanglement entropy associated

with dS gravity is given by the non-extremal island situated at the edge of the dS

gravitational region.

3.1 Double holography with a dS braneworld

We begin by constructing a doubly holographic model for the setup discussed in the

previous section, specifically dS2 gravity coupled to a CFT2 bath. The essential concept

entails the embedding of the dS2 brane within an AdS3 bulk spacetime, utilizing the

AdS3/dS2 slicing. This can be expressed as follows:

ds2 = L2
AdS

(
dη2 + sinh2 η

(
−dt2 + cosh2 t dθ2

))
, (3.1)

where LAdS denotes the AdS radius and each η = const > 0 surface is nothing but a dS2

spacetime. The Euclidean AdS3 spacetime with the Euclidean dS brane is obtained by

performing the Wick rotation t = −itE:

ds2 = L2
AdS

(
dη2 + sinh2 η

(
dtE

2 + cos2 tE dθ2
))
. (3.2)

The Euclidean time tE runs in the range tE ∈ [−π
2
, π
2
]. The asymptotic boundary of

AdS3 can be approached by taking the limit η → ∞. In the following, we assume that
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the UV cut-off surface is located at eη = coth
(
ϵ
2

)
≈ 2

ϵ
with identifying ϵ LAdS as the

UV cutoff in the CFT2.

To align with the previous setup involving dS2 gravity and a CFT2 bath, we cut the

global AdS3 by a constant η slice and assume that the boundary of the bulk spacetime

is located at η = η∞, see figure 6 for an illustration. Since only part of the dS2 brane is

gravitational, we need to impose inhomogeneous boundary conditions on the dS2 brane

located at η = η∞:

1. For −θD ≤ θ ≤ θD, we identify this region as an End-of-World brane and thus

impose the Neumann boundary condition, i.e.,

K[g]ij −K[g]gij + T gij = 0 . (3.3)

where gij and K[g]ij denote the induced metric and extrinsic curvature of the

brane, respectively. It is worth noting that a dS brane is only supported as a

solution when its tension T satisfies |T | > 1/LAdS. More explicitly, the tension of

the brane determines its location in terms of T = coth η∞
LAdS

.4

2. For θD ≤ θ ≤ π and−π ≤ θ ≤ −θD, we assign the Dirichlet boundary condition as

the normal boundary condition for the AdS/CFT correspondence. For simplicity,

we can set θD = π
2
in the following calculations. Since we expect that the field

theory living on the dS brane is a holographic CFT2, this region should be placed

at the conformal boundary. This can be achieved by taking the large η limit, i.e.,

relating η∞ to the (dimensionless) UV cut-off ϵ as follows:

η∞ ≈ log

(
2

ϵ

)
. (3.4)

This AdS3 bulk spacetime with an EOW dS2 brane serves as the holographic dual

of the model discussed in the previous section. Furthermore, we argue that this is,

in fact, a doubly holographic model. In other words, there are three equivalent dual

descriptions from different perspectives at different dimensions:

(A) Bulk perspective: AdS3 bulk spacetime with an EOW dS2 brane. We have

the standard Einstein gravity living in AdS3 spacetime with a dS2 boundary,

4Note that the sign of the tension, as well as the extrinsic curvature, will play an important role

in the analysis in section 4. The trace of the extrinsic curvature of the dS brane, i.e., , K, is positive

with respect to the physical spacetime defined by the bulk region enclosed by the dS brane.
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where the Dirichlet (and Neumann) boundary condition is imposed on one half

of dS2 (and the other half dS2). The latter half dS2 with the Neumann boundary

condition can be regarded as an EOW brane, as shown in figure 6.

(B) Brane perspective: 2d induced gravity on a dS2 braneworld is coupled to the

2d non-gravitational field theory living on dS2 spacetime. We have a CFT on one

half of dS2 and induced gravity (or equivalently Liouville gravity) on the other

half of dS2, which are joined together along the timelike boundary. See the middle

panel of figure 6.

(C) Boundary perspective: BCFT2 living in a half dS2 spacetime. There is a

defect line located at θ = θD. This one-dimensional defect can be interpreted as

the holographic dual of a half dS2 gravitational spacetime [45].

The equivalence between (A) and (B) is elucidated by braneworld holography [16–19]

in the context of the dS brane. The induced gravity on the dS2 brane, specifically the

Liouville gravity (2.4), can be derived by performing dimensional reduction along the

radial direction [20, 51, 56, 57]. It is important to note that the reduced theory on dS2

also includes a CFT matter sector, where divergences in the matter sector precisely

cancel those appearing in the gravitational action. The duality between (B) and (C)

can be supported by the half dS holography proposed in [45], which posits that the

gravitational theory in a half dSd+1 spacetime with a Dirichlet boundary is dual to

a non-local quantum field theory 5 residing on this d-dimensional timelike boundary.

A qualitatively similar yet distinct holographic setup involving dS bulk duals is con-

structed through TT deformation [58–60]. We will not delve into this dS holography

in this paper, as it is not critical for the calculations presented herein. Finally, the

holographic duality between (A) and (C) follows from the AdS/BCFT correspondence

[13–15], where the dS brane setup was first considered in [57]. Additionally, refer to

the recent paper [61] for an interesting application of dS branes to cross-cap states. In

this paper, we will focus on the holographic duality between (A) and (B).

The construction of this doubly holographic model is summarized in figure 6.

The advantage of this approach is that the bulk perspective, which employs a higher-

5Although it is not immediately clear that the boundary dual theory is non-local, our findings

regarding the non-extremal island (defined in later subsections) provide an alternative demonstration

of this non-locality. Specifically, the island corresponding to a finite bath interval is observed to be

spread across the entire gravitational region, rather than being confined by the quantum extremal

surface.
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A
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η = η∞

Projection

Neumann

Dirichlet

Γdis
A,1

Γdis
A,2

Γcon
A

Figure 7: Left: A schematic diagram of the disconnected antipodal RT surface in

AdS3. The two antipodal RT surfaces (red lines) always intersect on the t = 0 surface.

Right: Sketch of a time slice in our setup. The red region denotes the EOW brane,

while the green region represents the CFT bath with Dirichlet boundary conditions.

The subsystem A, for which we calculate the entanglement entropy, is indicated by

the blue curve. The red lines in the bulk denote the RT surfaces for the disconnected

phase, and the purple curve represents the RT surface for the connected phase.

dimensional AdS spacetime, offers an alternative method for calculating entanglement

entropy. This aids in resolving the puzzles associated with the island formula in de

Sitter gravity.

3.2 Naive holographic entanglement entropy is problematic

Similar to the previous section, we will focus on calculating the entanglement entropy of

an interval A in the non-gravitational region. Without loss of generality, let us consider

a subsystem A at a constant time slice t = tA on the dS2 brane given by η = η∞

and choose a finite interval A = [θA1 , θA2 ] within the Dirichlet region6. Leveraging

the holographic duality with the AdS3 bulk spacetime, we can apply the holographic

entanglement entropy (HEE) formula [4–8] to compute the entanglement entropy of

the subsystem A on the conformal boundary. We will explicitly demonstrate that this

6For a symmetric interval centered in the middle of the space, as shown in figure 4, one would

choose A = [θA, π] ∪ [−π,−θA].
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approach yields the same results as the island formula. However, we will also find that

the HEE approach does not provide physically accurate results in this context.

3.2.1 Holographic entanglement entropy

Since there is an EOW brane in the bulk AdS3 spacetime, there are two types of

extremal surfaces according to the prescription of the AdS/BCFT correspondence

[13, 14, 50, 62]. The first candidate is the connected extremal surface denoted by

Γcon
A , whose boundary is located only on the entangling surface ∂A. The second can-

didate is the disconnected surface Γdis
A , which is anchored on the EOW brane. We

denote the corresponding contributions to the entanglement entropy as Scon
A and Sdis

A ,

respectively. Applying the holographic entanglement entropy (HEE) formula, the en-

tanglement entropy of the bath interval A is given by

SA = min{Scon
A , Sdis

A } = min

{
Area(Γcon

A )

4GN

,
Area(Γdis

A )

4GN

}
, (3.5)

where GN denotes the Newton’s constant for the gravitational theory in the AdS3 bulk

spacetime and is distinct from the one for the induced gravity on the dS brane. To

evaluate the area of extremal surfaces in AdS3, we only need the dimensionless length

of the spacelike geodesic Dab, defined as:

coshDab = cosh ηa cosh ηb − sinh ηa sinh ηb (cosh ta cosh tb cos (θb − θa)− sinh ta sinh tb) .

(3.6)

where the spacelike geodesic connects two points (ta, ηa, θa) and (tb, ηb, θb) in AdS3

spacetime.

Connected Extremal Surface Γcon
A : Considering the geodesics connecting the

two endpoints of the interval A, namely: A1 = (η∞, tA, θA1) and A2 = (η∞, tA, θA2), the

corresponding entropy contribution is given by

Scon
A =

LAdSD12

4GN

=
c

3
log cosh tA +

c

3
log

(
2

ϵ

∣∣∣∣sin(θA1 − θA2

2

)∣∣∣∣) . (3.7)

Here, we use the Brown-Henneaux formula [63]:

c =
2LAdS

3GN

. (3.8)

The linear growth along the global time tA reflects the exponential inflation of the

dS background. This holographic formula from AdS3 agrees with the result derived
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from the brane perspective in the non-island phase, as indicated by eq. (2.12), after

identifying the size of the interval A.

Disconnected Extremal Surface Γdis
A : In this phase, the extremal surfaces are

disconnected, with each surface connecting the boundary of the interval A to the EOW

brane. For a given extremal surface, we denote the endpoints on the AdS3 boundary by

Ai = (η∞, tAi
, θAi

) and the endpoints on the EOW brane by Ii = (η∞, tIi , θIi). Focusing

on one geodesic, we simplify by omitting the subscript i = 1, 2. The location of Ii can

be fixed by solving the extremization conditions, namely

∂DAI

∂tI
= 0,

∂DAI

∂θI
= 0. (3.9)

Using the universal formula (3.6) for the geodesic length, its derivatives are

sinhDAI
∂DAI

∂θI
= sinh2 η∞ cosh tA cosh tI sin (θI − θA), ,

sinhDAI
∂DAI

∂tI
= sinh2 η∞ (cosh tA sinh tI cos(θA − θI)− sinh tA cosh tI) .

(3.10)

Constrained to the EOW brane7, the extremal conditions yield a single solution:

θI = θA − π , tI = −tA . (3.11)

As illustrated in figure 7, the extremal disconnected RT surface always connects an-

tipodal points on the spatial circle. This location on the EOW brane corresponds

precisely to the quantum extremal surface, i.e., the boundary of the antipodal island

(2.17) derived from the island formula.

One can find that the holographic entanglement entropy associated with the ex-

tremal geodesic Γdis
A reduces to a constant as follows

Sdis
A =

LAdS

4GN

(DA1I1 +DA2I2) =
η∞
GN

=
2c

3
η∞ ≈ 2c

3
log

(
2

ϵ

)
, (3.12)

After choosing S0 = 0,8 this reproduces our previous result (2.18) that is derived from

the direct application of the island formula from the brane perspective. From the

7In this computation, we do not need to specify the size of the Dirichlet region, i.e., the value of θD.

However, if the Dirichlet region is larger than half the size of the entire space, there is no disconnected

RT surface. We will assume that EOW brane on the spatial circle is bigger enough such that the

disconnected extremal surface could exist.
8This is due to the fact that all contributions on the brane are assigned as originating from the

CFT2 (Liouville field) that resides on the EOW brane. An alternative approach would be to consider
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equivalent boundary perspective, we can also recast this result in terms of

Sdis
A = 2×

(
c

6
log

(
2

ϵ

)
+ Sbdy

)
, (3.14)

where the boundary entropy is defined as Sbdy =
c
6
log
√

T +LAdS

T −LAdS
= c

6
η∞.

3.2.2 Problems with the disconnected extremal surface

The resulting HEE for an interval A is determined by the minimal value between Scon
A

(3.7) and Sdis
A (3.12). As illustrated by figure 5, the connected extremal surface Γcon

A is

favored at early times, leading to a HEE that exhibits linear growth with time. This

growth can be described by eq. (3.7). After the critical time t∗, given by

t∗ ≈ log

(
4

ϵ

)
− log

(∣∣∣∣sin(θA1 − θA2

2

)∣∣∣∣) , (3.15)

a phase transition occurs between the connected extremal surface Γcon
A and the discon-

nected extremal surface Γdis
A . After this transition, the HEE reaches a constant value

derived in eq. (3.12).

Nevertheless, we argue that the holographic entanglement entropy calculation based

on the conventional RT formula is not physical. Specifically, the disconnected extremal

surface connecting two antipodal points on the dS space presents issues and appears

unphysical. As discussed in the previous section, similar problems arise with the an-

tipodal island. The application of double holography offers further evidence from the

perspective of the bulk spacetime.

First and foremost, it is important to emphasize that the two disconnected extremal

RT surfaces always intersect at the center of the bulk spacetime, specifically at t =

0, θ = 0, as shown in figure 7. This intersection indicates that these extremal surfaces

fail to meet the general conditions for RT surfaces and cannot be considered physical.

Furthermore, this intersection makes the entanglement wedge [21, 64, 65] ill-defined,

as illustrated in the right panel of figure 7. On the other hand, the extremal geodesics

anchored on the EOW brane represent the minimax surface along the Lorentzian dS

all contributions on the EOW as originating from the effective gravity on the dS2 brane and rewrite

Sdis
A as

Sdis
A = 2×

(
η∞
4GN

+
c

6
log

(
2

ϵ

))
, (3.13)

where the effective Newton’s constant on dS2 brane is given by 1

G
(2)

N

= η∞
GN

.
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brane. It is easy to get the second derivatives of the geodesic length at the antipodal

solution. To wit,

∂2DAI

∂t2I

∣∣∣∣
antipodal

= − ∂2DAI

∂(tE)2I

∣∣∣∣
antipodal

=
1

2
tanh η∞ > 0,

∂2DAI

∂θ2I

∣∣∣∣
antipodal

= −1

2
cosh2 t0 tanh η∞ < 0 .

(3.16)

These calculations show that a disconnected RT surface that is extremized along the dS

brane is maximal with respect to variations along both the spatial and Euclidean time

directions. Therefore, it is reasonable to infer that this type of extremal surface does

not correspond to the dominant saddle in the Euclidean path integral for calculating the

entanglement entropy. This behavior is particularly pathological when compared with

the holographic entanglement entropy for an AdS brane. For a detailed comparison

with the AdS brane scenario, please refer to appendix B.

Given these issues, we conclude that the standard holographic entanglement en-

tropy formula and the island formula are not applicable to dS EOW branes or dS

gravity coupled to a non-gravitational bath.

3.2.3 Improved doubly holographic model

Before proceeding, we would like to address an additional UV divergence that appears

in the doubly holographic model with a dS EOW brane located at η = η∞. To join

the EOW brane to the Dirichlet brane near the conformal boundary, we must choose

η∞ ≈ log
(
2
ϵ

)
. Consequently, the contributions from the area of the disconnected RT

surface will always contain twice the UV divergence compared to the connected ones.

One might argue that these issues associated with the disconnected RT surface anchored

to the dS brane are not problematic, as it would take an infinite time t∗ (3.53) in the

limit ϵ → 0 for the disconnected configuration to be favored.

Nevertheless, we posit that this phenomenon is merely a consequence of the intrinsic

simplicity of the dS2 brane solution within this doubly holographic model. To avoid

this confusion, it may be beneficial to consider a more physical, but somewhat more

complicated brane configuration. As shown in figure 8, we consider an EOW brane

with a finite dS radius, choosing η = ηb ≪ η∞ and imposing the Neumann boundary

condition. In the CFT region at the conformal boundary with the Dirichlet boundary

condition, we fix it as a dS2 brane with η = η∞ ∼ log
(
2
ϵ

)
. To connect the two

dS regions with different radii, it is necessary to include an AdS2 region with the
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dS2 EOW brane

dS2 Dirichlet

AdS2 Dirichlet brane

AdS2 Dirichlet brane

AdS3 bulk η = ηb

η = η∞

dS2 AdS2 dS2 AdS2 dS2

CFT2 Gravity CFT2

Figure 8: Sketches of the doubly holographic setup with a dS brane at finite radius.

The left panel shows the AdS3 bulk spacetime with an EOW brane: Dirichlet boundary

conditions are imposed on the large-radius dS2 cut (green) and the AdS2 cut (orange),

while Neumann boundary conditions are imposed on the finite-radius dS brane (red).

The dotted line indicates the conformal boundary of the global AdS spacetime. The

right panel shows the picture from the brane perspective: there is no gravity in the

green and orange regions, while induced gravity is present in the red region.

Dirichlet boundary condition. In the symmetric case with θD = π
2
, the intermediate

AdS2 region corresponds to a brane with vanishing tension. From the two-dimensional

brane perspective, this doubly holographic model can be viewed as dS2 gravity coupled

to a non-gravitational bath with a background that includes both a half dS2 and a

finite AdS2 spacetime. By taking the limit ηb → η∞, we can recover the previous

model where the AdS2 region shrinks to nothing. In the next section, we will focus on

the EOW dS2 brane with a finite ηb and demonstrate how the bulk holography in AdS3

can help to solve the puzzles associated with the antipodal island and the disconnected

RT surfaces.

3.3 Non-extremal Island on Euclidean dS brane

Although we have argued that the standard holographic entanglement formula, which

evaluates the area of extremal surfaces, cannot provide the correct answer, we can
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still calculate the entanglement entropy SA by taking the advantage of holography.

Specifically, in the setting of a subsystem A in the non-gravitational half dS2 region

coupled to a gravity theory on another half dS2, with or without an intermediate AdS2

region, the entanglement entropy can be calculated using the replica method [66, 67].

By taking the von Neumann limit with n → 1, the entanglement entropy can be derived

as the two-point function of twist operators at the endpoints, namely

SA ≡ lim
n→1

1

1− n
log⟨σn(tA1 , θA1)σ̄n(tA2 , θA2)⟩ , (3.17)

where the normalization of twist operators is fixed as ⟨σ1(tA1 , θA1)σ̄1(tA2 , θA2)⟩ = 1 and

their conformal dimension is ∆n = c
12
(n− 1

n
). In the semi-classical limit of a holographic

field theory, this is equivalent to taking a large central charge limit ∆n ∼ c ∼ 1
GN

→ ∞,

which allows for a bulk dual description 9. For example, the two-point function of

CFT2 with a large charge can be derived by using the geodesic approximation in AdS3,

which reproduces the RT formula with using the geodesic length.

For a holographic BCFT, the two-point functions at leading order in the large

central charge limit c → ∞ are dominated by two distinct channels:

⟨σn(tA1 , θA1)σ̄n(tA2 , θA2)⟩BCFT = max

⟨σn(tA1 , θA1)σ̄n(tA2 , θA2)⟩

⟨σn(tA1 , θA1)⟩ ⟨σ̄n(tA2 , θA2)⟩
. (3.18)

Here, the one-point function is non-vanishing due to the presence of a boundary in the

background. These two channels correspond to the connected and disconnected Renyi

entropies, analogous to the two types of RT surfaces in eq. (3.5). For the standard

AdS3/BCFT2 correspondence with an AdS brane, the equivalence between eq. (3.18)

and the holographic entanglement entropy formula in eq. (3.5) can be demonstrated

using the geodesic approximation. However, our findings suggest that the result from

the disconnected RT surface anchored on a dS brane is problematic. In the following

subsections, we will demonstrate that the factorized two-point function is not given

by the disconnected extremal surface. Rather than employing the RT formula, we can

calculate the two-point function directly through the holographic correspondence in

AdS3. The connected channel remains consistent with that derived from the connected

9A meticulous reader may have noticed that the two limits, c → ∞ and n → 1, are mutually exclu-

sive from the point of view of the dimensionless parameter ∆n. This ambiguity could be circumvented

by carefully dealing with the order of the limits. We first take c → ∞ limit to compute the holographic

correlation function log⟨σn⟩
∆n

and then use n → 1 to get the von Neumann entropy.
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RT surface. We will concentrate on the disconnected phase, meticulously evaluating

the one-point function of the twistor operators in holographic field theory.

3.3.1 One-point functions in AdS/BCFT

Let us first consider Euclidean AdSd+1 bulk spacetime with a generic EOW brane.

For example, the Euclidean AdS metric GMN in (d+ 1) dimensions with the Poincarè

coordinate reads

ds2 = GMN dxMdxN =
L2

AdS

z2
(
dz2 + δijdx

idxj
)
, (3.19)

where the BCFT is living on the conformal boundary with the Dirichlet boundary

condition and the EOW brane, satisfying the Neumann boundary condition, is assumed

to be given by the hypersurface z = F (xb) with xb as the induced metric on the EOW

brane. The expressions for the other coordinates for AdSd+ 1 can be obtained by

performing the coordinate transformations. Even though there is an assumed EOW

brane in the bulk space, the bulk-to-bulk propagator GBB
∆(x, x′) for the bulk scalar

field still satisfies the same equation of motion as that for the AdS space, namely(
□G +m2

)
G∆

BB(x;x
′) =

δ(d+1)(x− x′)√
G

, (3.20)

where the mass of the bulk field is related to the conformal dimension of the dual

operator on the boundary via the standard AdS/CFT dictionary m2 = ∆(∆− d). For

(d+ 1)-dimensional AdS space, the solution is known as [68–70]

G∆
BB(x;x

′) = G∆
BB(ξ) =

C∆

2∆(2∆− d)
ξ∆ · 2F1

(
∆

2
,
∆+ 1

2
;∆− d

2
+ 1; ξ2

)
, (3.21)

with the normalization constant given by

C∆ =
Γ(∆)

πd/2Γ
(
∆− d

2

) . (3.22)

Here we have introduced the so-called chordal distance ξ that is associated with the

(dimensionless) geodesic distance D(x, x′) as the following

D(x;x′) = ln

(
1 +

√
1− ξ2

ξ

)
, ξ =

1

cosh (D(x;x′))
. (3.23)

For the case with one point on the conformal boundary, e.g., z = 0 in the Poincaré

coordinates, it is more useful to define the bulk-to-boundary propagator K∆
Bb(x, x

′) by
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taking the boundary limit of the bulk-to-bulk propagator. For example, in the Poincare

coordinate, we have

K∆
Bb(x⃗; z

′, x⃗′) = lim
z→0

2∆− d

(z)∆
G∆

BB(z, x⃗; z
′, x⃗′) , (3.24)

where the normalization factor is chosen to be the same as most literature. The bulk-

to-boundary propagator in other coordinates is obtained from the conformal transfor-

mations.

The biggest advantage we take from the holographic bulk spacetime is that the

one-point function of BCFT on the conformal boundary can be derived using the bulk-

to-boundary propagator as follows [20, 22, 71]:

⟨O(x)⟩
BCFT

= α ·
∫

EOW

ddxb
√
gK∆

Bb(x;xb) . (3.25)

where α represents the normalization factor which is ignored for simplicity, and the

coordinates x and xb denote the two points on the Dirichlet boundary and the EOW

brane, respectively. Due to this holographic dictionary, we can then evaluate the one-

point function of the twistor operator and thus obtain the corresponding entanglement

entropy in the disconnected phase by applying the replica trick (3.17).

The integral along the EOW brane indicates that the gravitational region on the

brane is correlated with the boundary. It seems that this contradicts the island story

because the correlation is smeared over the whole EOW brane. However, it is inter-

esting to note that this integral along the brane could be dominated by a particular

saddle point, which can reproduce the island formula. This saddle point approxima-

tion is essentially the known geodesic approximation for the correlation functions in

the AdS/CFT duality.

The first key point is that we only need correlation functions for the operator with

a large conformal dimension ∆ → ∞ to evaluate the entanglement entropy (3.18) using

the twistor operators with ∆n → ∞. By taking ∆ → ∞, we can approximate the bulk-

to-bulk propagator and the bulk-to-boundary propagator by the geodesic distance [72],

viz,

G∆
BB(x;xb) ≈

1

2∆− d
e−∆D(x;xb)e1−

d
2

(
∆

2π

1 +
√

1− ξ2√
1− ξ2

) d
2

,

K∆
Bb(x⃗; zb, x⃗b) = lim

z→0
e−∆(D(x;xb)+log z)e1−

d
2

(
∆

π

) d
2

.

(3.26)
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In this limit, the bulk-to-bulk and bulk-to-boundary propagators become dominated by

the geodesic distances, which simplifies the calculation of the one-point function and,

consequently, the entanglement entropy. For the derivation of these expressions, see

appendix B.

The one-point function of the primary operator on the conformal boundary of

BCFT is thus approximated by

⟨O(x)⟩
BCFT

≈
∫

EOW

ddxb
√
ge−∆D̄(x;xb) , (3.27)

where D̄(x;xb) denotes the renormalized geodesic distance, excluding the UV divergent

part. To calculate the entanglement entropy, we apply this large dimension limit to

the twist operator σn with conformal dimension ∆n = c
12

(
n− 1

n

)
. Considering the

holographic field theory with c → ∞, the non-vanishing one-point function is evaluated

as

⟨σn(xA)⟩ ≈ const.×
∫

EOW

d2xb
√
ge−∆nD(xA;xb) , (3.28)

where we use the original geodesic length D(xA, xb) to match the UV divergence for

the holographic entanglement entropy.

The second key approach is the saddle point approximation for evaluating the

integral along the brane. Assuming there exists a saddle point satisfying

∂xb
D(xA;xb)

∣∣
xb=x∗

b

= 0 , (3.29)

along all directions on the EOW brane, the saddle point approximation10 applied to

the integral defined in eq. (3.28) yields 11

⟨σn(xA)⟩ ≈

√
g(x∗

b)

det(D′′(xA;x∗
b))

e−∆nD(xA;x∗
b ) . (3.32)

10A simple example of the saddle point approximation is the integral of the form

I ≡
∫ ∞

−∞
e−f(x) dx ≈ e−f(x0)

∫ ∞

−∞
e−

1
2 (x−x0)

2f ′′(x0) dx = e−f(x0)

√
2π

f ′′ (x0)
. (3.30)

This approximation only holds for locally minimal points where

f ′ (x0) = 0 , f ′′ (x0) > 0 . (3.31)

11The volume measure of the brane, i.e.,
√
g(xb) would also influence the position of the saddle

point. However, its effect can be ignored after taking the limit ∆n → ∞.
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Finally, we find that this approximation of the one-point function reproduces the holo-

graphic entanglement entropy for the disconnected extremal surface, i.e.,

SA ≈ lim
n→1

1

1− n

(
lim

∆n→∞
(log ⟨σn(xA1)⟩+ log ⟨σn(xA2)⟩)

)
=

c

6

(
D(xA1 ;x

∗
b2
) +D(xA2 ;x

∗
b2
)
)
,

(3.33)

where we take the leading contribution in the limit ∆n ∼ c → ∞. The saddle point

associated with the integral on the EOW brane corresponds to the extremal geodesic

orthogonal to the EOW brane. This saddle point condition is equivalent to the extrem-

ization condition defined in eq. (3.9). For a detailed illustration of this saddle point

approximation in the AdS/BCFT correspondence, see appendix B.

However, a caveat associated with the saddle point approximation for the integral

on the EOW brane is that it only applies to locally minimal points satisfying

∂xb
∂xb

D(xA;xb)
∣∣
xb=x∗

b

= D′′(xA;xb) > 0 , (3.34)

or all directions along the EOW brane 12. Saddle points that do not satisfy this con-

dition cannot dominate the integral along the EOW brane. In our doubly holographic

models with a dS EOW brane, we will demonstrate that the saddle point approximation

fails because there are no locally minimal points on the dS EOW brane.

3.3.2 One-point function with the dS brane

In the following, we focus on computing the entanglement entropy with a dS gravity

by using the one-point function of the twistor operator, which avoids the issues of the

standard island formula and the disconnected RT surface. We begin with the Euclidean

AdS3/dS2 slicing coordinates:

ds2 = L2
AdS

(
dη2 + sinh2 η

(
dt2E + cos2 tEdθ

2
))

, (3.35)

where the corresponding chordal distance is given by

ξ =
2 sech(η1) sech(η2)

1− tanh(η1) tanh(η2) (cos(tE1) cos(tE2) cos(θ1 − θ2) + sin(tE1) sin(tE2))
. (3.36)

We assume that the dS EOW brane with the Neumann boundary condition is located

at η = ηb, as depicted in figure 8. The induced metric on the (Euclidean) EOW brane

is given by the sphere metric:

ds2
∣∣
EOW

= L2
AdS sinh

2 ηb
(
dt2E + cos2 tEdθ

2
)
. (3.37)

12More precisely, this condition requires that the matrix ∂x′
b
∂xb

D(xA, xb)
∣∣
xb=x∗

b

is positive definite.

– 28 –



with the dS radius given by L ≡ LAdS sinh ηb.

Substituting the chordal distance to the bulk-to-boundary propagator K∆
Bb defined

in eq. (3.24) with d = 2, one can derive the non-vanishing one-point function (3.25) on

the conformal boundary at η∞ → ∞ by performing the integral along the Euclidean

dS EOW brane (i.e., a half sphere), viz,

⟨O(tE, θ)⟩dS =
∫ π

2

−π
2

dtEb

∫ π
2

−π
2

dθb
cos tEb

(cosh ηb − sinh ηb(cos tEb cos tE cos(θ − θb) + sin tEb sin tE))
∆
,

(3.38)

the normalization factor has been ignored and the edge of the EOW brane has been

chosen at |θD| = π
2
for clarity. n particular, the one-point function simplifies to

⟨O(tE, θ)⟩dS ≈
∫ π

2

−π
2

dtEb

∫ π
2

−π
2

dθb
cos tEb

(1− cos tE cos tEb cos(θ − θb)− sin tE sin tEb)
∆

, (3.39)

for the simpler model where the dS EOW brane is placed at ηb = η∞ ∼ ∞. In the

following, we focus on deriving the leading contribution of the one-point function in

eq. (3.60) in the limit ∆ → ∞ for the purpose of computing the entanglement entropy.

Saddle point is a local maximum: In the limit of large ∆, we apply the

standard geodesic approximation and use the saddle point approximation to evaluate

the integral for the one-point function ⟨σn⟩dS of the twistor operator. The relevant

integral is approximately given by

⟨O(tE, θ)⟩dS ≈
∫ π

2

−π
2

dtEb

∫ π
2

−π
2

dθb cos (tEb) e
−∆D(tE,θ;tEb,θb) , (3.40)

where D(tE, θ; tEb, θb) denotes the geodesic distance between the endpoints on the

boundary and the EOW brane, which is the same as in eq. (3.6) following the Wick

rotation. Ignoring the volume measure on the EOW brane13, we can find only one

saddle point for the integral, i.e.,

x∗
b = (θb = θ − π , tEb = −tE) , (3.41)

13In fact, the integration contour can be deformed to the complex plane, allowing the identification

of complex saddles. However, the complex saddles are located at tE = π
2 + πn, n ∈ Z.. This results in

a vanishing prefactor in eq. (3.50). Additionally, we observe a complex geodesic length, which lacks

a straightforward physical interpretation. In this paper, we concentrate on directly evaluating the

integral on the EOW brane.
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whose Lorentzian continuation corresponds to the endpoint of the disconnected RT

surface derived in eq. (3.11). This saddle point indeed represents the antipodal island.

However, it is straightforward to see that this antipodal saddle point x∗
b is a local

maximum for the geodesic distance function because of

∂2D (tE, θ; tEb, θb)

∂t2Eb

∣∣∣∣
xb=x∗

b

< 0,
∂2D (tE, θ; tEb, θb)

∂θ2b

∣∣∣∣
xb=x∗

b

< 0 . (3.42)

This indicates that the saddle point approximation using the antipodal saddle point at

x∗
b cannot be applied to the integral for calculating the one-point function of the twistor

operator. In other words, the island formula cannot be applied using the quantum

extremal surface anchored on the dS gravitational space. This nullity of the saddle

point approximation highlights the issues associated with the island formula and the

disconnected extremal surface in dS gravity.

Dominant contribution from the edge: Instead of using the geodesic and

saddle point approximations, we can derive an analytic expression for the θb integral

in terms of Appell hypergeometric functions. However, a key observation is that the

integral along the dS EOW brane is always dominated by contributions from the edge,

i.e., θb =
π
2
for θ ∈

(
π
2
, π
)
and θb = −π

2
for θ ∈

(
−π,−π

2

)
. This is illustrated in figure

9, where the integrand
√
g(xb)K

∆
Bb(x;xb) is plotted as a function of the brane point.

Moreover, it is important to note that this edge contribution becomes increasingly

dominant as the operator dimension ∆ grows. Consequently, in the limit ∆ → ∞, the

spatial integral over θb can be approximated by its value at the edge of the EOW brane.

This can be expressed as:

lim
∆→∞

⟨O(tE, θ)⟩dS = lim
∆→∞

(∫ π
2

−π
2

dtEb

∫ π
2

−π
2

dθb
√

g(tEb, θb)K
∆
Bb(tE, θ; tEb, θb)

)

≈ lim
∆→∞

∫ π
2

−π
2

dtEb

(√
g(tEb, θb)K

∆
Bb(tE, θ; tEb, θb)

) ∣∣∣∣
|θb|=π

2

= lim
∆→∞

∫ π
2

−π
2

dtEb

cos tEb

(cosh ηb − sinh ηb(cos tEb cos tE| sin θ|+ sin tEb sin tE))
∆
,

(3.43)

where the sign depends on the range of θ. By focusing on the contributions from the

edge, we simplify the calculation and capture the dominant behavior of the integral in

the large ∆ limit. We have also conducted a more detailed examination of the errors

resulting from the utilization of this non-saddle point approximation. Our findings
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Figure 9: The integrand
√

g(xb)K
∆
Bb(x;xb) for evaluating the one-point function

⟨O(tE, θ)⟩dS defined in eq. (3.60) is a function of the endpoint (tEb, θb) on the EOW

brane. We take the boundary point at θ = 3π
4
, tE = π

4
with choosing ηb = 1. For two

bottom plots with various values of ∆, one more parameter is chosen as tEb =
π
4
, θb =

π
2
,

respectively.

show that the sub-leading terms for computing the entanglement entropy are negligible

in comparison to the leading term given by the edge. Thus, we achieve a reliable

and precise evaluation of the one-point function with ∆ → ∞, despite not relying on

the traditional saddle point approximation. This edge-dominant method is particularly

useful in the context of dS gravity, where the standard saddle point approach encounters

significant challenges.

Once the approximation for the spatial integral has been taken, it becomes more

straightforward to track the integral along the Euclidean time direction on the EOW

brane, given that the integrand behaves in a manner akin to a Gaussian function, as

shown in figure 9. In other words, we can then apply the saddle point approximation
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Figure 10: Numerical integrals of the one-point function
− log⟨O(tE,θ)⟩dS

∆
with different

values of the dimension ∆. As ∆ increases, the one-point function approaches the

analytical expression derived in eq. (3.47) for ∆ → ∞. For these two numerical plots,

we choose ηb = 2 and set tE = 0 for the left plot and θ = 3π
4
for the right plot.

to the tEb-integral. The time derivative of the integrand in eq. (3.43) is derived as

−∆sinh ηb (sin tE cos tEb − sin tEb cos tE| sin θ|)
(cosh ηb − sinh ηb(cos tEb cos tE| sin θ|+ sin tEb sin tE))

+ tan tEb +O
(
1

∆

)
, (3.44)

where we have performed a series expansion with for large ∆ and keep the first two

leading orders. At leading order, one can get one saddle point located at

tan t∗Eb =
tan tE
| sin θ|

, (3.45)

which corresponds the peak appearing in the tEb-integral. One may worry that the

volume measure of the EOW brane may influence this saddle point approximation due

to the fact that Euclidean brane is a compact sphere. It is indeed true that there are

two extra saddle points at

tEb ≈
π

2
+

1

∆

cosh ηb − sin tEb

| sin θ| cos tEb

+O
(

1

∆2

)
and tEb ≈ −π

2
+

1

∆

cosh ηb + sin tEb

| sin θ| cos tEb

+O
(

1

∆2

)
,

(3.46)

which are close to the edge of the time direction. However, these saddle points can only

appear and dominate the integral in the regime with cos tE < 0 which is not included

by the Hartle-Hawking state with a compact Euclidean time tE ∈ (−π
2
, π
2
).

As a summary, we conclude that the tEb-integral for the one-point function (3.43)

at the large dimension limit is dominated by the saddle point located at tEb = t∗Eb. We

are interested in computing the entanglement entropy by using the one-point function
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of the twistor operator as defined in eq. (3.17). More explicitly, we can get

lim
∆→∞

(
− log ⟨O(tE, θ)⟩dS

∆

)
≈ log (cosh ηb − sinh ηb(cos t

∗
Eb cos tE| sin θ|+ sin t∗Eb sin tE))

= log
(
cosh ηb − sinh ηb

√
cos2 tE sin

2 θ + sin2 tE

)
,

(3.47)

where the sub-leading terms all vanish in the limit ∆ → ∞. By comparing with the

numerical integrals, we can find that the one-point function approaches the analytical

expression (3.47) by taking large dimension limit, as shown in figure 10.

Equipped with the result of the one-point function O (tE, θ) in the large dimension

limit, we can finally apply the replica trick (3.17) to calculate the entanglement en-

tropy of a boundary interval. Taking the symmetric interval A (2.9) on the Euclidean

boundary, i.e.,

A : {tE = tEA , θ ∈ [−π,−θA] ∪ [θA, π]} , (3.48)

the entanglement entropy SA derived from the replica trick and double holography is

given by the following minimization

SA = min


Scon
A = c

3
log
(
2 cos tEA·sin θA

ϵ

)
S̃dis
A = c

3
log
(

2
ϵ

(
cosh ηb − sinh ηb

√
cos2 tEA sin2 θA + sin2 tEA

)) , (3.49)

where we have restored the universal divergent part for the disconnected phase Sdis
A .

When the subsystem A is large (i.e., θA is close to π
2
), the disconnected phase is

always favored. At late times tEA ∼ π
2
, the connected phase with Scon

A would be always

dominant since it approaches negative infinity. These phase transition are illustrated

by the example shown in figure 12.

3.4 Holographic dual and non-extremal island on the dS brane

In the preceding subsection, we computed the entanglement entropy SA utilizing the

holographic correlation functions of the twistor operators. Although we have previously

demonstrated that neither the standard holographic entanglement entropy formula,

which involves extremal surfaces, nor the conventional island formula is applicable to a

subsystem coupled with dS gravitational spacetime, our results obtained from the holo-

graphic correlation functions suggest that a novel holographic formula for evaluating

entanglement entropy may be identified.
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Figure 11: The entanglement entropy SA derived in eq. (3.56) is given by the minimum

value between the connected phase Scon
A and the disconnected phase S̃dis

A . In both plots

we subtract the UV divergence c
3
log 2

ϵ
from the entanglement entropy and take ηb = 2.

For the left/right plot we set tEA = 0 and θA = 2, respectively.

Γcon
AA EW

Small A

Γ̃dis
A

Γ̃dis
A

A

Non-extremal Island

EW

Large A

Figure 12: Left: The non-island phase for a small interval A. Right: The island phase

for a large interval A coupled to the dS gravity. Note that the non-extremal island,

indicated by the blue curve, includes the entire dS gravity region.

Despite the limitations of the saddle point approximation, we continue to derive

the holographic entanglement entropy at leading order with 1
GN

∼ c → ∞. Conse-

quently, both the one-point function and two-point function of the twistor operator

at large dimensions are consistently described by the geodesic approximation, as dis-

cussed around eq. (3.27). For instance, the one-point function ⟨σn⟩dS for ∆n → ∞ can
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be expressed as

lim
∆n→∞

⟨σn(tE, θ)⟩dS ≈
∫ π

2

−π
2

dtEb

∫ π
2

−π
2

dθb cos (tEb) e
−∆nD(tE,θ;tEb,θb) , (3.50)

where the geodesic distance D(tE, θ; tEb, θb) from a boundary point to the Euclidean

EOW brane is given by

D(tE, θ; tEb, θb) = η∞ + log (cosh ηb − sinh ηb(cos tE cos tEb cos(θ − θb) + sin tE sin tEb)) .

(3.51)

By applying the insights gained from evaluating the two integrals associated with the

one-point function, we find that the dominant contribution is equivalent to the length

of the geodesic connecting the boundary point to the brane point at the edge with

|θb| = π
2
, i.e.,

S̃dis
A =

LAdS

4GN

(
D(tEA, θA; tEb, θb)

∣∣∣∣
θb=

π
2
,tEb=t∗Eb

+D(tEA,−θA; tEb, θb)

∣∣∣∣
θb=−π

2
,tEb=t∗Eb

)
,

(3.52)

where the time slice t∗Eb on the brane is determined by

tan t∗Eb =
tan tEA
| sin θA|

. (3.53)

It is important to note that this type of disconnected geodesic, denoted as Γ̃dis
A , dif-

fers from the extremal geodesic Γdis
A anchored on the EOW brane. The disconnected

geodesic is non-extremal with respect to the spatial direction but is locally minimal

with respect to variations along the Euclidean timelike direction on the EOW brane.

It is straightforward to verify that its second time derivative is always positive:

∂2D(tE, θ; tEb, θb)

∂t2
Eb

∣∣∣∣
θb=

π
2
,tEb=t∗Eb

=
1

coth ηb√
sin2 tE+sin2 θ cos2 tE

− 1
>

1

coth ηb − 1
> 0 . (3.54)

In summary, as illustrated in figure 12, the key result from the calculation of

the one-point function⟨σn(tE, θ)⟩dS is the derivation of a new holographic entanglement

formula for an interval connected to the dS brane. Specifically, we have

SA = min
{
Scon
A , S̃dis

A

}
= min

{
Area(Γcon

A )

4GN

,
Area(Γ̃dis

A )

4GN

}
, (3.55)
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Figure 13: The Lorentzian time evolution of the connected and disconnected holo-

graphic entanglement entropy. We have subtracted the UV divergence c
3
log 2

ϵ
. In

the left and right panels, we set the subsystem to be A = [θ = 0.6π,−0.6π] and

A = [θ = 0.7π,−0.7π], respectively, with ηb = 2. After the critical time tA = tcr,

denoted by the dashed line, we plot the real part of the disconnected holographic en-

tanglement entropy.

where the disconnected surface Γ̃dis
A , which connects the endpoints of the boundary

interval and the edge of the dS EOW brane, is extremal only with respect to the time

direction on the dS brane.

Finally, we turn our attention to the island formula for a non-gravitational bath

coupled to de Sitter gravity. It remains intriguing to interpret the disconnected phase

as the island phase from the perspective of the brane. However, in this case, the

boundary of the island is no longer determined by the quantum extremal surface. Our

findings thus indicate the presence of a non-extremal island whose boundary is fixed at

the edge of the dS gravitational region. In the connected phase, or non-island phase,

where the size A is small, the entanglement wedge does not extend to the EOW brane.

Consequently, an observer situated within A cannot probe the dS gravitational region.

As the size of the bath intervalA increases, a phase transition occurs from the non-

island phase to the island phase. Thus, in the island phase, the entanglement wedge of

the non-gravitational interval will always encompass the entire dS gravitational region.

This marks a clear distinction between dS gravity and AdS gravity, where a portion of

the AdS gravitational region can still be entangled with a non-gravitational bath.

3.5 Lorentzian dS brane

The analysis in the previous section focused on the Euclidean holographic correlation

function with a Euclidean EOW brane, from which we derived the holographic entan-
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glement entropy SA. Finally, we turn to the Lorentzian time evolution of holographic

entanglement entropy. By taking the Euclidean result SA derived in eq. (3.56) and

performing the Wick rotation tEA = itA, we obtain

SA = min


Scon
A = c

3
log
(
2 cosh tA·sin θA

ϵ

)
S̃dis
A = c

3
log
(

2
ϵ

(
cosh ηb − sinh ηb

√
cosh2 tA sin2 θA − sinh2 tA

)) .

(3.56)

However, it is obvious that this disconnected phase S̃dis
A becomes complex valued after

the critical time tcr given by

tanh tcr = | sin θA|. (3.57)

To understand the origin of the critical time, we note that the saddle point on the time

direction along the EOW brane (3.53), i.e., the endpoint of the geodesic Γ̃dis
A reads

tanh t∗b =
tanh tA
| sin θA|

, (3.58)

after the Wick rotation. We found that the endpoints of the disconnected geodesics Γ̃dis
A

on the dS EOW branes reach future infinity tb → ∞ at the critical time tA = tcr. The

fact that the geodesic length becomes complex-valued for tA > tcr indicates that the

geodesic extends into the complexified coordinate direction. In this situation, as argued

in the holographic dual of a half de Sitter space [45], we can regard the real part of S̃dis
A

as the entanglement entropy, assuming the Schwinger-Keldysh formulation of the time-

dependent density matrix. With an appropriate future projection to a final state, we

may also interpret the complex entropy S̃dis
A as holographic pseudo entropy [73] rather

than holographic entanglement entropy, which is analogous to time-like entanglement

entropy [74, 75]. In the former interpretation, we plotted the Lorentzian time evolution

of both the connected and disconnected contributions in figure 13. For a very large

subsystem A, where its endpoints are close to the edges at θ = ±π
2
, the disconnected

phase is always dominant. It exhibits a monotonic growth until the critical time. After

the critical time, it grows linearly as ∼ c
6
tA, as shown in figure 13. As the size of A

decreases, the connected phase can compete with the disconnected phase, leading to

phase transitions as depicted in the right panel of figure 13. It is noteworthy that,

regardless of the dominant phase, there is a linear growth in A at late times, i.e.,

SA = min
{
Scon
A ,Re

(
S̃dis
A

)}
∼ c

3
tA , for tA ≫ 1 . (3.59)
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This can be attributed to the inflation of dS space in global time, which affects the

entanglement entropy through the Weyl factor.

Given the success of the holographic one-point function in computing the holo-

graphic entanglement entropy within the Euclidean signature, there is reason to be-

lieve that the Lorentzian one-point function of the twistor operator may prove to be an

effective means of determining the entanglement entropy at late times. To illustrate,

the holographic one-point function ⟨O(t, θ)⟩
dS

with the Lorentzian signature can be

expressed as follows

⟨O(t, θ)⟩
dS
=

∫ π
2

−π
2

dtEb

∫ π
2

−π
2

dθb
cos tEb

(cosh ηb − sinh ηb(cos tEb cosh t cos(θ − θb) + i sin tEb sinh t))
∆
.

(3.60)

which is always real by definition14. However, the above integral is not well-defined

due to the pole at t = 0 slice. For example, we can find explicit expression for some

particular ∆ while there is a branch cut Nevertheless, the above integral is not well-

defined due to the presence of a pole at the t = 0 slice. For instance, the explicit

expression for some specific value of ∆ can be derived but with the presence of a

branch cut at cosh t = coth ηb
| sin θ| . It is anticipated that the complex deformation of the

integral contour may circumvent this issue and yield the same result as the Wick

rotation. Nevertheless, we discovered that the result of the integral for ⟨O(t, θ)⟩
dS

is

highly sensitive to the choice of the complex contour, and thus, We leave this issue for

future investigation.

4 Non-extremal island in dS or AdS braneworld

The island formula in the AdS setup where the gravitational theory is coupled to the

non-gravitational bath is captured by the quantum extremal surface, which extrem-

izes the generalized entropy denoted by Sgen. In this setup, the generalized entropy

is maximized when the position of the island is varied along the spatial direction and

minimized when the position is varied along the temporal direction. However, as pre-

viously demonstrated, the quantum extremal surface in dS gravity coupled to the bath

is instead minimized along the time-like direction, but maximized along the spatial di-

rection. This compelling evidence suggests that this type of quantum extremal surface

14The imaginary part is precisely canceled due to the fact that the tEb-integral is symmetric between

±tEb
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in dS gravity is not a physically relevant quantity for calculating the correct entangle-

ment entropy. One possible explanation for the discrepancy between quantum extremal

surfaces in AdS gravity and dS gravity is the sign of the Ricci curvature of the grav-

itational spacetime where the island resides. However, this section will demonstrate

that the stability of the extremal surfaces is contingent upon the extrinsic curvature

of the gravitational brane-world from the perspective of the double holography. In a

more generic context, the stability of the quantum extremal surface is determined by

the second variation of the generalized entropy along the gravitational region. By using

the doubly holographic holographic setup, we can derive the generalized entropy in the

brane perspective as the area of the extremal surface anchored on the two-dimensional

(AdS or dS) brane-world living in the AdS3 bulk spacetime. The double holography

allows us to ascertain whether a quantum extremal surface is a maximin surface by

examining the variation of the geodesic length along the EOW brane.

In section 4.1, we will examine the first and second variation of geodesic length in an

arbitrary Euclidean spacetime. By employing Synge’s formula for the second variation

of geodesics, we can derive a necessary and sufficient condition for the stability of the

extremal surface. The stable extremal surface is referred to as the maximin surface

in the Lorentzian signature and minimal surface in the Euclidean signature. In our

doubly holographic setup, we will demonstrate that the sufficient condition is related

to the extrinsic curvature of the EOW brane. In section 4.2, we will examine explicit

examples in the AdS3/BCFT2 setup with time-symmetric profiles of EOW branes. It

can be demonstrated that both the dS brane and the AdS brane are susceptible to

unstable extremal surfaces.

4.1 Geodesic variation and stability condition

As motivated before, we first focus on exploring the variations of geodesic length in a

generic Euclidean spacetime in this subsection. The background results in this subsec-

tion can also found in textbooks about Riemannian geometry, e.g., [76–78]. Even we

do not show the results explicitly, similar results can be also derived for the variation

of area of codimension−n surfaces in higher dimensional space. We believe that it

can be applied to explore the stability of generalized entropy for a higher-dimensional

system. We will leave this for future exploration and focus on the geodesic variations

for simplicity.

Supposing C0(s) is a curve in the Riemannian manifold with a given metric g(xµ),

we have parametrized the curve by a parameter s. To explore the variation from the
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⃗t⃗v
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Figure 14: The geodesic variations of C0 form a one-parameter family of neighboring

lines, Cz, parametrized by z. In particular, we are interested in the variation along a

brane, which is obtained by anchoring all perturbed geodesics to the brane.

original curve C0(s), we can define a one-parameter family of neighboring lines Cz(s)

parameterized by the variation parameter z, see figure 14 for the illustration. The arc

length L(Cz) for a single curve is defined by

L(Cz) =

∫ 1

0

√
g

(
∂x

∂s
,
∂x

∂s

)
ds , (4.1)

where g(v,v′) denotes the inner product of two vectors associated with the Riemannian

metric g and we have chosen the geodesic parameter s as the affine parameter. By

defining the tangent vector and variation vector as

T =
∂x

∂s
, V =

∂x

∂z
, (4.2)

respectively, we can derive the first variation of the arc length is known as

d

dz
L(Cz)

∣∣∣∣
z=0

=
1

L0

(
g (t,v)

∣∣∣∣1
0

−
∫ 1

0

g (∇tt,v) ds

)
, (4.3)

where the geodesic length reduces to L0 = L(C0) = ||t||, t = T|z=0 is the tangent

vector along the curve C0, and v = V|z=0 is the variation vector for the original curve.

Since we are interested in the extremal surface, i.e., geodesics , the tangent vector

of the original curve should satisfy the geodesic equation, i.e., ∇tt = 0. As a result,
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the first variation formula for geodesics reduces to

d

dz
L(Cz)

∣∣∣∣
z=0

=
1

L0

g (t,v)

∣∣∣∣1
0

. (4.4)

where only the boundary terms at the endpoint contribute. Furthermore, the second

variation of the arc length of the geodesic is given by Synge’s formula, namely15

∂2L(Cz)

∂z∂z

∣∣∣∣
z=0

=
1

L0

g (t,∇vv)

∣∣∣∣1
0

+
1

L0

∫ 1

0

[
||(∇tv) ∧ t||2 − g (R(v, t)t,v)

]
ds, (4.7)

where ||(∇tv) ∧ t||2 = g
(
(∇tv)

⊥, (∇tv)
⊥) is the area of the parallelogram spanned

by the vectors t,∇tv
16. It is obvious that the variation proportional to the tangent

vector is trivial since it does not change the curve. In the following, we only need to

consider the orthogonal variation with satisfying g(t,v) = 0 as well as g (∇tv, t) = 0.

Consequently, the orthogonal variation for a geodesic reduces to

L′′(C0) =
1

L0

g (t,∇vv)

∣∣∣∣1
0

+
1

L0

∫ 1

0

[
||(∇tv)||2 − g (R(v, t)t,v)

]
ds . (4.9)

By using this second variation formula, one can find that the geodesic C0 with fixed

endpoints is stable and locally minimizes the arc length in a negatively curved Rieman-

nian manifold. If we consider the perturbation by varying the geodesic from one to

another one, which means that we only focus on a one-parameter family of neighboring

geodesic Cz. Only special variation vector V can vary one geodesic to another one.

15Our definition of Riemannian tensor is given by

R(X,Y)Z = ∇X∇YZ−∇X∇YZ−∇[X,Y]Z . (4.5)

It is also useful to define the component of any vector X perpendicular to tangent vector t as

X⊥ = X− g (X, t)

||t||2
t . (4.6)

16For the second order variation of geodesic, one can also introduce another independent parameter

w with new variation vector w and derive the variation of arc length in terms of

∂2L(Cz)

∂z∂w

∣∣∣∣
z=w=0

=
1

L0
g (t,∇wv)

∣∣∣∣1
0

+
1

L0

∫ 1

0

[
g
(
(∇tv)

⊥, (∇tw)⊥
)
+ g (R(w, t)v, t)

]
ds . (4.8)

In a more general sense, these variation formulas can be generalized to the case with an arbitrary

functional, leading to similar geometric conclusions. For more details, see e.g., [77, 79, 80]
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Figure 15: The extremal geodesic (denoted by the blue curve) starting from the

boundary at a fixed point P in Poincaré AdS spacetime intersects the dS brane, which

is shown by the gray circle. If the geodesic intersects the dS brane from the inside (i.e.,

at the yellow point Q2 in this figure), the extrinsic curvature is positive, indicating that

the extremal geodesic is unstable at this intersection.

The restriction is nothing but the geodesic deviation equation, i.e.,

D2V

∂s2
+R (V,T)T = 0 , (4.10)

which is a group of second order linear ordinary differential equations for V. In dif-

ferential geometry, the geodesic deviation equation is also known as Jacobi equation,

whose solution is called the Jacobi field. The variation of arc length of geodesic C0

generated by Jacobi field v is thus given by

L′′(C0) =
1

L0

(g (t,∇vv) + g (v,∇tv))

∣∣∣∣1
0

, (4.11)

where the contributions only come from the initial and end points like the first variation

for geodesic.

By using necessary ingredients reviewed before, we move to analyzing the stability

of the extremal surfaces anchored on a brane living in (Euclidean) AdS bulk spacetime,

as illustrated in figure 14. First of all, we are only interested in the cases with one

endpoint fixed at s = 0 but non-vanishing variation at another endpoint s = 1 on the
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brane. The variation of the geodesic is realized by varying the endpoint on the brane,

which indicates that the variation vector V is nothing but the tangent vector along the

brane. Since we assume that the original geodesic is extremal with respect to the brane

profile, the first variation of the geodesic should simply vanishes, implying g (t,v) = 0

on the brane. It gives rise to a fact that the tangent vector t of the geodesic is related

to the unit normal vector n of the brane, namely

n =
1

L0

t
∣∣
brane

, with ||n|| = 1 . (4.12)

We can thus show that the boundary term in the second variation formula (4.7) is

related to the second fundamental form Kµν of the brane because of

1

L0

g (t,∇vv)
∣∣
brane

= g (n,∇vv) = −g (∇vn,v) = −K(v,v) . (4.13)

Also noting that the bulk Riemannian tensor term in the integral is related to the

sectional curvature17

g (R(v, t)t,v) = Kset(v, t)||v ∧ t||2, (4.15)

Combining all previous expressions before, the variation generated by an arbitrary

orthogonal variation vector along the brane can be rewritten as

L′′(C0) = −K(v,v) +
1

L0

∫ 1

0

[
||(∇tv)||2 −Kset(v, t)||v ∧ t||2

]
ds . (4.16)

As the first result, we can conclude that the necessary and sufficient condition for the

extremal geodesic anchored on the brane to be stable is given by requiring

L′′(C0) = (−K(v,v) + g (v,∇nv))
∣∣
brane

> 0 . (4.17)

for any tangent vector v on the brane.

Furthermore, it is remarkable to notice that AdSd+1 or Euclidean AdS space has

constant negative sectional curvature, a characteristic feature of AdS spaces. The value

of its sectional curvature does not depend on the chosen plane or point in the manifold,

indicating uniformity in curvature throughout the spacetime. Together with the fact

17The sectional curvature in our convention is defined by

Kset(X,Y) ≡ ⟨R(X,Y)Y,X⟩
⟨X,X⟩⟨Y,Y⟩ − ⟨X,Y⟩2

=
R(X,Y,X,Y)

⟨X,X⟩⟨Y,Y⟩ − ⟨X,Y⟩2
. (4.14)
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that ||(∇tv)||2 and ||v ∧ t||2 are positive, we can find that the integral term appearing

in the second variation is always positive. As a result, it is obvious that the second

variation is bounded below by the extrinsic curvature of the brane. If the brane has a

negative extrinsic curvature everywhere, i.e., 18

L′′(C0) ≥ −K(v,v)
∣∣
brane

> 0 , (4.18)

one can simply claim that the geodesic orthogonal to the brane is stable, that is, locally

minimizes the arc length. In other words, the only term that could spoil the stability

of the geodesics anchored on the brane is the positive extrinsic curvature.

In the last part of this subsection, we shall now apply the aforementioned results

to the EOW brane in AdS space, which satisfies the Neumann boundary condition

(3.3), as discussed in the preceding sections. As a consequence of the Neumann bound-

ary condition, it is straightforward to demonstrate that the extrinsic curvature of the

corresponding d-dimensional brane is determined by its tension, i.e.,

K =
d

d− 1
T , Kij =

T
d− 1

gij . (4.19)

It is obvious that the sufficient condition (4.18) can be consistently satisfied when the

brane with positive tension is considered. In the case of negative tension, it is a simple

matter to verify that the extremal geodesic anchored on the dS brane is inherently

unstable, exhibiting a locally maximal length along the dS brane. In contrast, the

extremal surface anchored on the AdS brane remains stable. This distinction can be

attributed to the fact that the extrinsic curvature of the AdS brane is always relatively

minor. More explicitly, we can get K = d
d−1

T ≤ d
LAdS

for a AdS brane since it can

only exist with a lower tension |T | < d−1
LAdS

[56]. Consequently, it can be demonstrated

that the sufficient and necessary condition derived in eq. (4.17) will always be satisfied

for the AdS brane, regardless of the sign of its extrinsic curvature. In contrast, the

dS brane, which satisfies the Neumann boundary condition, is supported by a large

tension, with |T | > d−1
LAdS

. In consequence, the dS brane with positive tension will

invariably satisfy

K(v,v)|dS brane ∝ K|dS brane >
d

LAdS

, (4.20)

resulting in the violation of the condition given by eq. (4.17).

18Note that this is only a sufficient but not necessary condition since the integral term is always

non-negative.
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Figure 16: The setup for computing the holographic entanglement entropy in

AdS/BCFT.

In conclusion, the non-stable geodesic on the dS brane can be attributed to the

positive sign and the magnitude of its extrinsic curvature. As illustrated in figure 15,

the extremal geodesic is stable outside the dS bubble, where K < 0, and is non-stable

inside the dS bubble, where K > 0.

4.2 Instability of extremal surfaces in AdS/BCFT

To elucidate the conclusion from the geodesic variation with more concrete examples, let

us examine the AdS3/BCFT2 setup, where the spacetime is described by the Poincaré

AdS3 metric, as follows:

ds2 =
−dt2 + dx2 + dz2

z2
. (4.21)

We assume that the physical space is bounded by a static two dimensional EOW

brane. Assuming the worldsheet of the EOW brane is symmetric in time at t = 0,

we characterize its profile at this instant as z = Z(x). In the subsequent analysis,

we concentrate on the holographic entanglement entropy at t = 0, which allows us

to confine the three-dimensional space to the two-dimensional slice delineated by the

domain 0 < z ≤ Z(x). This region is illustrated in blue in figure 16.

The dual BCFT resides on the half line x ≥ 0, extended in the trivial time direction.

We are interested in the holographic entanglement entropy SA for the interval A = [0, ξ]

at t = 0. The intersection of the geodesic Γ emanating from x = ξ with the EOW
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brane is characterized by the coordinates (x, z) = (a, Z(a)). According to the standard

holographic prescription for entanglement entropy in the AdS/BCFT correspondence,

the value of a is determined by minimizing the geodesic length D with respect to the

parameter a [13, 14].

The geodesic distance D between (ξ, ϵ) and (a, Z(a)) is defined by

coshD =
(Z(a)− ϵ)2 + (ξ − a)2

2Z(a)ϵ
≡ L , (4.22)

where z = ϵ is the standard UV regulator. By requiring that the derivative of D, or

equivalently L, with respect to a vanishes, we find

ξ − a = −Z(a)

Ż(a)
+

√
Z(a)2

Ż(a)2
+ Z(a)2 − ϵ2 , (4.23)

where Ż = dZ(a)
da

. This determines the value of a as a function of ξ. In the limit

ϵ → 0, which corresponds to the BCFT living at the AdS boundary, we proceed with

the analysis.

Now, we inquire whether the saddle point is stable, that is, whether it represents

a local minimum. To determine this, we need to compute the second-order derivative,

d2L
da2

=
2Z2

Ż2

(
Ż2 + Ż4 − ZZ̈ + ZZ̈

√
1 + Ż2

)
. (4.24)

From this, it is evident that for the saddle point to become unstable, i.e., , for d2L
da2

< 0,

it is necessary to have Z̈ < 0. This condition is indeed generally possible. The null

energy condition stipulates that

Z̈ + (1 + Ż2)∂2
tZ ≤ 0 , (4.25)

where ∂t denotes the derivative with respect to the time variable, assuming the time

symmetry condition Z(x, t) = Z(x,−t). Specifically, for a static EOW brane, denoted

by z = Z(x), the time derivative is absent, and this condition simplifies to Z̈ ≤ 0.

For instance, consider the profile of an EOW brane described by

z = Z(x) = p
√
1− x2, , (4.26)

where p = 1 corresponds to the conventional constant tension brane. It is evident

that d2L
da2

∝ 2p2 − p4 at a = ξ = 0. For p = 2, the geodesic distance between (0, 0)
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Figure 17: Left: The geodesic function L(a) with setting ξ = 0, ϵ = 1 is illustrated as

a function of the intersection point a on the EOW brane, which is parameterized by

eq. (4.26). Right: The extrinsic curvature component, defined as K(v,v), is plotted as

a function of a.

and (a, Z(a)) is depicted in figure 17. It is observed that the saddle point at a = 0 is

unstable, whereas there are two stable saddle points. In the AdS/BCFT framework,

where the brane extends within the region −1 ≤ x ≤ 1 and intersects the AdS boundary

at z = 0, the stable saddle points yield the correct holographic entanglement entropy,

and the corresponding geodesic is extremal and locally minimal. However, if the EOW

brane is confined to a smaller range, for example, −0.5 < x < 0.5, there exists no

extremal point that minimizes the length. This situation is analogous to our non-

extremal island for the CFT on a half dS2 coupled to gravity on a half dS2. It is

noteworthy that this phenomenon is not exclusive to positive curvature on the EOW

brane. To illustrate this, let us consider the EOW brane as static. The scalar curvature

on the EOW brane is then given by

R = −2(Ż2 + Ż4 − ZZ̈)

(1 + Ż2)2
. (4.27)

Applying the null energy condition Z̈ < 0, we deduce that this brane invariably exhibits

a negative curvature R ≤ 0.

On the other hand, the extrinsic curvature for the static EOW brane described by

the profile z = Z(x) is given by

Ktt =
1

Z2
√

Ż2 + 1
, Kxx = −ZZ̈ + Ż2 + 1

Z2
√
Ż2 + 1

. (4.28)

Additionally, the contraction with respect to the variation vector vµ = P µ
x (P µ

ν being
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Figure 18: Left: The renormalized geodesic distance D̄12 (4.33) as a function of the

endpoint located at θ = θ2 on the brane. In the case of a deformed dS brane with

a negative value of q, there exists the possibility of an extremal point that is locally

minimal. Right: The extrinsic curvature K(v,v) as a function of θ2. The negative

value of the extrinsic curvature K(v,v) provides a sufficient condition for the extremal

geodesic to be locally minimal. For both plots, we choose ηb = 5, θ1 = 0 = t1.

the projection tensor on the brane) along the x direction is given by

K(v,v) = −Z2(ZZ̈ + Ż2 + 1)(
Ż2 + 1

)5/2 . (4.29)

Here, we have chosen the outward-pointing unit normal vector of the brane. Imposing

the null energy condition Z̈ < 0, the quantityK(v,v) can be either positive or negative,

and its magnitude can be arbitrarily large in certain regions of x. Thus, in general,

there exist both stable and unstable saddle points, as analyzed in section 4.1. We can

then consider the example of the profile in eq. (4.26) and plot the function K(v,v) as a

function of the intersection point a on the EOW brane, as shown in figure 17. We find

that K(v,v) is always positive in this region, and the minimal stable points appear in

regions where K(v,v) is small. However, the maximal point appears when K(v,v) is

large, rendering the second variation negative at that point.

Next, we consider a setup where the EOW brane is a dS brane or its deformation.

Using the AdS/dS slicing of AdS3,

ds2 = dη2 + sinh2 η
(
−dt2 + cosh2 tdθ2

)
, (4.30)

the dS brane is located at the hypersurface η = ηb. We can generalize this setup

to consider a brane determined by a more generic profile η = f(θ). We examine

variations along the θ direction, where the variation vector is vµ = P µ
θ , with P µ

ν being
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the projection tensor on the brane. The contraction of the extrinsic curvature with the

variation vectors, i.e., K(v,v) is given by

cosh2 t sinh f
√
f ′2 sech2 t csch2 f + 1

(
cosh f

(
2f ′2 + cosh2 t sinh2 f

)
− f ′′ sinh f

)(
f ′2 + cosh2 t sinh2 f

)3 .

(4.31)

While the denominator of K(v,v) is always positive, the numerator can be either

positive or negative and is time-dependent. For the dS brane where f(θ) = ηb, we

have K(v,v) = coth ηb, csch
2 ηb sech

2 t, which retains the sign of ηb. A positive ηb may

indicate instability of the extremal surface. To explore the deformed dS brane, we

consider modifying f(θ), such as

f(θ) = ηb − q cos θ , (4.32)

with θ ∈ [π
2
, 3π

2
]. For positive q, the brane is deformed towards the boundary, and

K(v,v) remains positive, potentially leading to instability. Conversely, for negative

q, the brane contracts inwards, which can result in K(v,v) being negative in certain

regions, thus ensuring that the geodesic remains minimal under variations in the spatial

direction.

On the other hand, we can directly examine the variation of the geodesic length.

The geodesic distance D12 between one endpoint (η∞, t1, θ1) on the asymptotic bound-

ary and the other endpoint (f(θ2), t2, θ2) on the EOW brane is given by eq. (3.6). As

η∞ → ∞, the regularized geodesic length is

D̄12 = log(cosh f(θ2)− sinh f(θ2)(cosh t1 cosh t2 cos (θ1 − θ2)− sinh t1 sinh t2)) .

(4.33)

We first consider the extremal condition, which requires that the first derivatives with

respect to both t2 and θ2 vanish. The extremization condition for the time direction

simplifies to

t2 = arctanh
tanh t1

cos(θ1 − θ2)
, (4.34)

while the condition for the spatial direction generally yields a transcendental equation,

which is difficult to solve analytically. To facilitate the calculation, we examine the

example defined in eq. (4.32) to illustrate the dependence of the geodesic length on θ2.

For comparison, the corresponding K(v,v) is shown in figure 18. It is evident that

negative K(v,v) provides a sufficient condition for a positive L′′(C0), which indicates

a stable extremal geodesic. This is particularly evident in the third case, where q is

negative and of a large magnitude.
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5 Conclusions and Discussions

In this paper, we explore the calculation of entanglement entropy in setups where a

CFT is defined on one half of a two-dimensional de Sitter space, while a gravitational

theory is defined on the other half across a timelike boundary. Considering that the

subsystem resides within the CFT region, we initially applied the island formula. How-

ever, we discovered that no extremal configuration of the island minimizes the entropy

functional, as discussed in section 2. We found an extremal island solution that results

in a local maximum, which is physically inadmissible. This situation contrasts with

cases involving CFTs coupled to black holes in AdS spaces, which have been extensively

studied in recent years. Nevertheless, in more general spacetimes, both extrinsic and

intrinsic curvatures in higher-dimensional spaces play significant roles, as outlined in

section 4. Consequently, these phenomena are not limited to specific de Sitter space-

times but may occur in a wide range of gravitational settings.

To address issues related to the extremal island in dS space, section 3 explores

the higher dimensional gravity dual through the framework of double holography. By

computing the holographic correlation functions, specifically those of twist operators

relevant to entanglement entropy calculations, in the AdS/BCFT setup involving the

EOW brane, we found that the correction computation of the entanglement entropy

is provided by a “non-extremal island”. This implies that the chosen island does not

extremize the entropy functional but rather globally minimizes it. We further corrob-

orated this approach through a direct holographic entanglement entropy calculation

using the geodesic (denoted by ΓA in the AdS3/CFT2 setup). Utilizing this prescrip-

tion, we computed the entanglement entropy in a Euclidean setup where a CFT on

a two-dimensional hemisphere is coupled to a gravitational theory on the other hemi-

sphere. We observed that for a small subsystem, the geodesic remains connected,

resulting in the entanglement wedge excluding any portion of the gravitational region.

As the size of the subsystem increases, a phase transition occurs, and the geodesic

becomes disconnected. In contrast to standard scenarios where gravity resides in non-

positive curvature spaces, we found that in our de Sitter setup, the geodesic always

terminates at the boundary of the half dS space. Consequently, in this island phase,

the entanglement wedge encompasses the entire gravitating region.

In the Lorentzian setup, where a CFT on one half of dS space is coupled to a

gravitational theory on the other half, we can compute the entanglement entropy by

analytically continuing the Euclidean results. We demonstrated that this method is
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effective in the early stages of time evolution. This finding was supported by explic-

itly computing the geodesic lengths in Lorentzian geometry according to the doubly

holographic description. However, at late times, we observed that the endpoints of the

geodesics on the EOW branes reach the future infinity of the timelike boundary. Be-

yond this critical point, no physically sensible geodesics exist in Lorentzian spacetime.

Consequently, the analytically continued entropy becomes complex-valued, akin to the

pseudo entropy [73], indicating that the geodesic corresponding to this entropy extends

into a complexified coordinate direction. Additionally, complex entanglement entropy

may arise from regulating horizon-like structures or quasi-normal modes [81]. A more

comprehensive understanding of the late-time behavior remains an open question. Al-

though this paper focuses on two-dimensional examples for simplicity, we anticipate

that our findings can be generalized to higher dimensions in a qualitatively similar

manner, see [46] for previous investigations with higher dimensional dS space.

Finally, it is intriguing to explore quantum corrections to the non-extremal island

contributions within the doubly holographic framework. In the leading classical grav-

ity approximation, the standard area formula Area(Γ)
4GN

applies. Typically, in holographic

entanglement entropy, gravity loop corrections are expressed as
∑∞

n=0O ((GN)
n). How-

ever, in the context of non-extremal islands, this conventional approach seems inad-

equate, as the leading contribution does not satisfy the equation of motion and does

not represent the full saddle point. Consequently, the next leading contributions could

surpass the order of (GN)
0. Addressing this issue and gaining a deeper understanding

of the implications of quantum corrections remains an important challenge for future

research.
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Figure 19: The Penrose diagram of the dS2 black hole spacetime, where the dilaton

profile is given by eq. (A.3).

A Islands in dS JT gravity

This paper’s primary focus is on the issues pertaining to the antipodal island in dS

gravity and its resolution. To this end, our result from holographic correlation functions

suggests the non-extremal island, situated at the edge of the gravitational dS space.

In order to align with the doubly holographic model in AdS3, the two-dimensional dS

gravity under consideration is selected to be the Liouville gravity. One might inquire

whether the unphysical nature of the antipodal island is a consequence of the fact that

induced dS2 gravity is not dynamical. However, this appendix will demonstrate that it

is, in fact, a universal feature of the cosmological horizon by considering dS JT gravity.

Additionally, it is possible that there exists a physical extremal island whose boundary

is given by the maximin surface. However, the extremal island must be situated in

proximity to the black hole singularity.

A.1 dS2 black hole spacetime

As we have noted at the beginning of section 2, there are two types of dS JT gravity

[26, 31, 52–54], depending on whether there is a topological term originating from the

higher dimensional extremal black hole. The island formula has been studied in dS

JT gravity by many paper from different perspectives, see e.g., [23–27, 31–37]. We

– 52 –



start from considering the JT gravity derived from the Nariai limit of four dimensional

Schwarzschild-de Sitter black hole:

SJT′ =
Φ0

16πG
(2)
N

∫
d2x

√
−gR +

1

16πG
(2)
N

∫
d2x

√
−gΦ

(
R− 2

L2

)
+ boundary terms ,

(A.1)

where the first Φ0 term with a proper boundary terms is topological for two dimensional

spacetime but would be important for the following discussion. It is straightforward to

get the equation of motion

R =
2

L2
,

(
gµν∇2 −∇µ∇ν +

gµν
L2

)
Φ = 0 . (A.2)

where the stress tensor of matter field is fixed as zero. For the solution with non-

vanishing expectation values of the stress tensor, refer to e.g., [25]. The solution of dS2

spacetime and dilaton field in conformal coordinates reads19

ds2 =
L2

cos2 T

(
−dT 2 + dθ2

)
, Φ(T, θ) = Φr

cos θ

cosT
. (A.4)

The corresponding Penrose diagram of dS2 spacetime is shown in figure 19, where

we have both a cosmological horizon and a black hole horizon. This two-dimensional

spacetime serves as a toy model for dS Schwarzschild black hole.

Although the extra topological term Φ0 which origins from the higher dimensional

extremal black hole is not dynamical, it gives rise to the ground state entropy. More

importantly, it then allows the dynamical dilaton Φ to be negative. As presented by

the profile in eq. (A.4), the dilaton value is negative in the black hole region. Due to

the constraint from the effective Newton’s constant, we need to require

Although the additional topological term Φ0, which originates from the higher-

dimensional extremal black hole is not dynamical, it nevertheless gives rise to the

ground state entropy. Furthermore, this allows for the possibility of a negative dynam-

ical dilaton field. As illustrated in eq. (A.4), the dilaton value Φ assumes a negative

value within the black hole region. In light of the constraints imposed by the effective

Newtonian constant, it is necessary to require

Φ0 + Φ(T, θ) ≥ 0 . (A.5)

19The solutions in other coordinates can be derived from conformal coordinates by coordinate trans-

formations. For example, the dilaton profile is given by

Φ = Φr cos θ cosh t = Φr r = Φr
1 + UV

1− UV
, (A.3)

in global coordinates, static patch coordinates and Kruskal coordinates, respectively.
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In light of the assumption that the constant Φ0 is extremely large, the black hole

singularity is frequently defined as Φ → −∞, i.e.,

Black hole singularity: T = ±π

2
, θ ∈ (−π,−π

2
) ∪ (

π

2
, π) , (A.6)

as shown in the Penrose diagram 19. However, more strictly speaking, the black hole

singularity corresponds to the region with a vanishing dilaton Φ0 + Φ(T, θ) → 0, i.e.,
1

G
(2)
eff

→ 0.

In the context of another dS JT gravity (2.6), derived from the dimensional reduc-

tion of AdS3, the topological term with coefficient Φ0 is absent. Therefore, the only

physical solution that remains is the dilaton profile with Φ ≥ 0. Consequently, only a

cosmological horizon exists. It will become evident that the sign of the dilaton value is

of pivotal importance in the subsequent analysis.

A.2 Extremal island near the singularity

In the following, let us first apply the island formula in dS2 JT gravity by considering

the black hole spacetime. For the purposes of this discussion, we will focus on one

endpoint of the non-gravitational subsystemA and assume that it is located at (TA, θA).

Similarly, it is assumed that the corresponding extremal surface is given by (TI , θI).

By employing conformal coordinates, we obtain the most general expression for the

generalized entropy Sgen. To wit,

Sgen = Φ0 + Φr
cos θI
cosTI

+
c

6
log

(
2 (cos(TA − TI)− cos(θA − θI))

ϵ2 cosTA cosTI

)
. (A.7)

The quantum extremal surface is fixed by solving the extremization equations, namely

∂Sgen

∂TI

= 0 =
∂Sgen

∂θI
. (A.8)

Due to the existence of the area term from the dilaton Φ, the solutions becomes more

complicated but have been explicitly shown in [24]. Here, we are interested in examining

the second derivative of the generalized entropy in order to check whether the extremal

island solutions is physical. It is straightforward to obtain

∂2Sgen

∂θI∂θI
= − c

24

(
1

sin2
(
1
2
(TI − TA + θI − θA)

) + 1

sin2
(
1
2
(TI − TA − θI + θA)

))− Φr
cos θI
cosTI

,

= − c

24

(
1

sin2
(
1
2
(TI − TA + θI − θA)

) + 1

sin2
(
1
2
(TI − TA − θI + θA)

))− Φ(TI , θI)

(A.9)

– 54 –



where the second term is nothing but the negative value of the dynamical dilaton Φ.

Obviously, we will always have

∂2Sgen

∂θI∂θI
< 0, with Φ ≡ Φr

cos θ

cosT
≥ 0 , (A.10)

if the quantum extremal surface, i.e., the boundary of extremal island is situated within

the cosmological spacetime with Φ ≥ 0. If we set Φr = 0, it reduces exactly to the

antipodal island, which causes the issues discussed earlier. On the other hand, the same

problems associated with the extremal island also apply to the JT gravity defined in

eq. (2.6) due to the constraint that its dilaton profile must be non-negative.

To put it another way. The quantum extremal surface could be locally minimal

in the spatial direction (e.g., with ∂2Sgen

∂θI∂θI
> 0) only if Φ(TI , θI) < 0. So the extremal

island must be in the black hole region. However, this quantum extremal surface behind

the black hole horizon may not always exist, depending on the parameter regime.

Combining the constraint (A.5) from the Newton constant and the condition for local

minimization, one can find the following sequence inequalities:

−Φ0 < Φ(TI , θI) < − c

12
. (A.11)

Obviously, this can only hold if Φ0 > c
12
. From a more physical point of view, this is

equivalent to the condition that the extremal island is not located behind the physical

spacetime. Furthermore, it is worth noting that the extremal island must also be close

to the black hole singularity (cosT = 0) because the local minimization also requires

1

cosTI

>
c

24Φr

1

(− cos θI)

(
1

sin2
(
1
2
(TI − TA + θI − θA)

) + 1

sin2
(
1
2
(TI − TA − θI + θA)

))
>

c

12Φr

≫ 1 .

(A.12)

In summary, we can see that the same problems associated with the antipodal island

also appear in dS JT gravity. This can only be avoided if the extremal island is placed

close to the black hole singularity.

B One-point function with an AdS brane

In order to facilitate comparison with the dS brane case, we present the calculations of

the one-point function by using the geodesic approximation with an AdS brane. The
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objective of this appendix is to demonstrate that the result obtained for the one-point

function is equivalent to the holographic RT formula.

B.1 Geodesics approximation

The bulk-to-bulk propagator (3.21) for AdSd+1 space is derived in terms of the hyperge-

ometric function. We first focus on ∆ → ∞ limit and derive the leading approximation,

i.e., the geodesic approximation. Note the integral representation of the hypergeometric

function

2F1(a, b, c;Z) =
Γ(c)

Γ(b)Γ(c− b)

∫ 1

0

dττ b−1(1− τ)b−c−1(1− Zτ)−a (B.1)

for Re(c) > Re(b) > 0, |arg(1− Z)| < π. We can recast the bulk-to-bulk propagator

G∆
BB and the bulk-to-boundary propagator K∆

Bb in terms of the integral representation,

e.g.,

K∆
Bb (x⃗; z

′, x⃗′) = lim
z→0

1

(z)∆2∆π
d
2

Γ(∆)Γ(∆− d
2
+ 1)

Γ(∆− d
2
)Γ(∆+1

2
)Γ(∆−d+1

2
)

∫ 1

0

dττ
∆−1
2 (1− τ)

∆−d−1
2 (1− ξ2τ)−

∆
2 .

(B.2)

In order to obtain the approximation at ∆ → ∞ limit, we need to deal with the

following integral

I(ξ) =

∫ 1

0

dττ−
1
2 (1− τ)−

d+1
2 e−∆f(τ) , (B.3)

with

f(τ) =
1

2

(
log
(
1− ξ2τ

)
− log τ − log (1− τ)

)
. (B.4)

It is easy to find that there are two saddle points

τ (1)∗ =
1−

√
1− ξ2

ξ2
, τ (2)∗ =

1 +
√
1− ξ2

ξ2
, (B.5)

by solving f ′(τ∗) = 0. Because of 0 < τ
(1)
∗ < 1, τ

(2)
∗ > 1, we only need to apply

the saddle-point approximation to the first saddle point that corresponds to a local

minimum with f ′′(τ
(1)
∗ ) > 0 and get

I(ξ) ≈ ξ−∆

√
2π

∆

(
1 +

√
1− ξ2√

1− ξ2

) d
2

e−∆D(x;x′) . (B.6)
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where D(x, x′) denotes the (dimensionless) geodesic distance (3.23), namely

D(x;x′) = ln

(
1 +

√
1− ξ2

ξ

)
, ξ =

1

cosh (D(x;x′))
. (B.7)

Using Stirling’s formula, the approximation of the additional constant coefficient can

be derived as

Γ(∆)Γ(∆− d
2
+ 1)

Γ(∆− d
2
)Γ(∆+1

2
)Γ(∆−d+1

2
)
≈ 1√

2π
e1−

d
2 e

d+1
2

log∆+(∆− d
2) log 2+O( 1

∆) . (B.8)

By combining these approximations, we can obtain

G∆
BB(x;x

′) =
1

2∆− d
e−∆D(x;x′)e1−

d
2

(
∆

2π

1 +
√

1− ξ2√
1− ξ2

) d
2

,

K∆
Bb(x⃗; z

′, x⃗′) = lim
z→0

e−∆(D(x;x′)+log z)e1−
d
2

(
∆

2π

1 +
√
1− ξ2√

1− ξ2

) d
2

,

(B.9)

where the subtraction log z with z → 0 means that the bulk-to-boundary propagator is

related to the renormalized geodesic length D̄(x, xb). It can thus be concluded that the

holographic one-point function of BCFT in the limit of large dimensions, as defined in

eq. (3.25), is given by the geodesic approximation:

⟨O(x)⟩
BCFT

≈ 1

2∆− d

∫
EOW

ddxb
√
ge−∆D(x;xb)e1−

d
2

(
∆

2π

1 +
√

1− ξ2√
1− ξ2

) d
2

, (B.10)

where the integral is performed over the entire EOW brane.

B.2 One-point function with an AdS bane

To compare with the dS brane setup discussed in the section 3, we focus on the cal-

culating holographic one-point function (B.10) with assuming that the EOW brane in

the doubly holographic AdS3 spacetime is an AdS2 brane. It is convenient to consider

the AdS2 slicing coordinate of AdS3 space, i.e.,

ds2 = L2
AdS

(
dρ2 + cosh ρ2(dr2 + cosh2 rdtE

2)
)
, (B.11)

where the conformal boundary locates at ρ = ρ∞ → ±∞ and each constant ρ-slice

represents a AdS2 space. We further that the AdS2 brane is located at ρ = ρb with a

induced metric

ds2
∣∣∣∣
EOW

= L2
AdS cosh ρb

2
(
dr2 + cosh2 rdtE

2
)
. (B.12)
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Figure 20: The picture for the doubly holographic model with an AdS EOW brane.

The geodesic length between the boundary point A = (ρ∞, tEA = tE, rA) and the AdS2

brane at I = (ρb, tEI , rI) is expressed as

coshDAI = cosh ρ∞ cosh ρb(cosh rA cosh rI cos (tEA − tEI)− sinh rA sinh rI)−sinh ρ∞ sinh ρb .

(B.13)

The position of the extremal RT surface or the endpoints of the island is determined

by the extremization conditions:

∂DAI

∂rI
= 0,

∂DAI

∂tEI
= 0. (B.14)

The solution is simply given by

tEI = tEA , rI = rA . (B.15)

In contrast to the dS brane case, it can be seen that the extremal point at (tEI , rI) is in-

deed a local minimum in all directions along the AdS EOW brane. It is straightforward

to get

∂2DAI

∂r2I
=

cosh ρ∞ cosh ρb
|sinh (ρ∞ − ρb)|

> 0 ,
∂2DAI

∂tE
2
I

=
cosh2 rA cosh ρ∞ cosh ρb

|sinh (ρ∞ − ρb)|
> 0 . (B.16)

In other words, the saddle point approximation can be applied once more in order to

compute the integral on the AdS EOW brane, thus obtaining the one-point function.

Moreover, this provides further evidence in support of the assertion that the conven-

tional RT formula, which employs the area of the minimal surface anchored on the AdS
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EOW brane, can yield the same holographic entanglement entropy as that derived from

the correlation functions of the twistor operator in BCFT.
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