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Abstract: We construct charged, static black holes in three-dimensional de Sitter (dS3)

space that exactly account for semi-classical backreaction effects due to quantum conformal

matter. This is accomplished using braneworld holography, where an accelerating, electrically

charged anti-de Sitter4 black hole localizes on a Randall-Sundrum end-of-the-world brane.

Absent of backreaction, the black hole disappears, leaving a chemical conical defect. The

“quantum” black hole has a physical parameter space characterized by a shark-fin diagram,

with extremal, Nariai, and ultracold limits. We give a detailed analysis of the horizon ther-

modynamics, where we find the heat capacity of charged and neutral dS3 black holes features

Schottky peaks. In particular, for a specific temperature range, charged quantum black holes

behave as thermal systems with a finite number of energy levels available to their underlying

microscopic degrees of freedom, beyond which many energy levels become available. Finally,

we compute the probability of nucleating quantum dS black holes. Our work gives a first step

to study quantum matter backreaction effects on dS black hole decay.
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1 Introduction

Black holes in four-dimensional de Sitter (dS) space are incredibly rich. Due to exponential

inflation in the future owed to a positive cosmological constant, a static observer is restricted

to a patch of the whole spacetime; their view obstructed by a cosmological horizon. Thus,

to a static patch observer, dS black holes have at least two visible horizons. Consequently,

their thermal [1] and subsequent microscopic description is more subtle than their flat or anti-

de Sitter relatives [2–7]. Further, when charged, dS black hole decay has been conjectured

to bound masses of elementary particles [8], placing constraints on the Higgs potential and

possibly explaining the relation between neutrino mass and vacuum energy [9]. De Sitter

black holes, then, are of broad appeal, from a theoretical and phenomenological standpoint.

Notably absent, however, is a consistent description of how quantum matter modifies de Sitter

black hole physics.
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For a macroscopic observer, incorporating quantum matter effects in a classical back-

ground amounts to solving the semi-classical Einstein equations,

Gµν + Λgµν = 8πGN⟨Tµν⟩ . (1.1)

On the left is the Einstein tensor for a classical spacetime gµν with cosmological constant

Λ, while on the right is the expectation value of the (renormalized) stress-tensor of quantum

fields. To date, no generic four-dimensional black hole solution to (1.1) exists, even when

the “backreaction” on the geometry due to quantum fields – and vice versa – is treated

perturbatively. Progress can be made by descending to one dimension lower. In fact, semi-

classical backreaction has a most dramatic effect in (2 + 1)-dimensional asymptotically flat

or dS space: the generation of black holes where there were none before [10, 11].

To wit, there are no black hole solutions to three-dimensional Einstein gravity with

Λ ≥ 0.1 Rather, Schwarzschild- and Kerr-(dS3) geometries describe a conical defect with

(possibly) a single cosmological horizon and no black hole horizon [16–18]. Backreaction due

to quantum fields produces a Casimir effect with a negative energy density so as to produce

a gravitationally attractive effect [19, 20], paving the way for black hole formation. A simple

example of this is to consider dS3 Einstein gravity and a conformally coupled scalar field in a

Hartle-Hawking-like state. The renormalized stress-tensor of the scalar field in Schwarzschild-

dS3 has the form [10] (see [11] for Kerr-dS3)

⟨Tµ
ν⟩ =

ℏF (M)

8πr3
diag(1, 1,−2) , (1.2)

for radial coordinate r, and some positive function F (M) of the point mass generating the

conical defect. Substituting the stress-tensor (1.2) into the semi-classical field equations (1.1),

the linear order perturbative correction modifies the tt-component of the metric such that

the blackening factor shifts H(r) → H(r)− 2LPF (M)
r , with Planck length LP = ℏG3. It is not

known how to continue the algorithm to include higher-order corrections analytically.

In this article we construct the first electrically charged dS3 black hole exactly incorpo-

rating all orders of semi-classical backreaction. Namely, a charged “quantum” black hole in

dS3. Our approach, following [10, 11, 21–23], is by way of braneworld holography [24]. In this

framework, the anti-de Sitter/conformal field theory (AdS/CFT) correspondence is applied

to scenarios where a portion of a bulk AdSd+1 spacetime, including its conformal boundary

where the CFTd resides, is removed by a d-dimensional end-of-the-world (ETW) Randall-

Sundrum [25, 26] or Karch-Randall [27, 28] braneworld. The geometry of the ETW brane

is dynamical, having an induced theory of gravity coupled to a CFTd in its large-c central

charge, planar diagram limit. From the perspective of a macroscropic observer confined to

the brane, the induced theory may be interpreted as a semi-classical theory of gravity, where

higher-derivative corrections incorporate backreaction due to the CFT. It was thus conjec-

tured that any bulk black hole which localizes on the brane is as an exact solution to the

induced semi-classical field equations, i.e., a quantum black hole [21] (see [29] for a review).

1Black holes in dS3 have been uncovered in topologically massive theories [12, 13], and “new massive

gravity” [14], including perturbative backreaction effects [15].
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The charged quantum dS3 black hole we construct has the line element (3.25)

ds2 = −H(r)dt2 + H−1(r)dr2 + r2dϕ2 , H(r) = 1 − 8G3M − r2

R2
3

− ℓF

r
+

ℓ2Z

r2
. (1.3)

Here, G3 is the “renormalized” Newton constant, R3 is the dS3 length scale, and F and Z are

functions dependent on the mass M and electric charge Q of the black hole. From the brane

perspective, the parameter ℓ controls the strength of backreaction, and ℓ ≈ 2cLP. This shows

when backreaction vanishes, both the 1/r and 1/r2 terms turn off (leaving Schwarzschild-

dS3), demonstrating the attractive gravitational potential and the effects of electric charge

arise solely due to backreaction of a CFT3 coupled to a gauge field. Notably, moreover, since

cLP ≫ LP, the new terms in (1.3) are a bona fide semi-classical effect, yielding a black hole

horizon far exceeding the Planck scale where quantum gravitational effects become relevant.

Similar to quantum Kerr-dS3 [11], the charged dS3 black hole has a physical parameter space

characterized by a “shark fin” diagram with extremal, Nariai, and ultracold limits.

Backreaction leads to an enriched thermal description of the quantum black hole. In par-

ticular, the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy [30, 31] of the bulk black hole localizing on the ETW

brane is, via holographic duality, identified with the three-dimensional generalized entropy

[32], accounting for both the gravitational entropy (including the infinite tower of higher-

derivative terms) and the von Neumann entropy of the CFT3. Further, akin to their classical

four-dimensional counterparts [33, 34], we show the heat capacity of quantum dS3 black holes

have (inverted) Schottky peaks. Specifically, we show both classical and quantum charged

black holes feature a maximum temperature where the heat capacity diverges, beyond which

many energy levels become available. This signals that charged quantum black holes, for

a particular range of temperature, serve as thermal systems with a finite number of energy

levels available to its underlying microscopic degrees of freedom, after which many energy

levels are again available, indicating a large gap in the energy spectrum.

Finally, we compute the probability of nucleating charged quantum dS3 black holes us-

ing the (constrained) instanton method [35–38]. The probability for an arbitrary mass and

charged black hole is expressed as an integral over dimensionless mass and charge parameters

weighted by the deficit of generalized entropies between (quantum) dS3 and the charged black

hole, (6.5). We compute the probability numerically, finding it decreases as the strength of

backreaction increases (at fixed central charge). This is a consequence of the fact that large

backreaction on the brane coincides with freezing out gravity, whilst removing influential

non-perturbative contributions. Our work here can be viewed as a first step to study the

effects of backreaction of quantum matter on dS black hole decay and its phenomenological

implications.

The remainder of this article is organized as follows. In Section 2 we analyze the physics of

charged defects in dS3 using AdS4/CFT3. The bulk spacetime is (a double Wick rotation of)

Reissner-Nordström-AdS4 whose boundary geometry is a charged defect dS3. We compute the

holographic stress-tensor and entanglement entropy in the defect background. We construct

charged quantum black holes in dS3 and analyze their geometric features in Section 3, and
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horizon thermodynamics in Section 4. In Section 5 we investigate the Schottky behavior

of charged classical and quantum de Sitter black holes. Section 6 is devoted to computing

the nucleation of charged quantum-dS3 black holes. We summarize our findings and discuss

future avenues worth exploring in Section 7. We also include two appendices. Appendix A

details the physical parameter range of the constructed quantum black holes. Appendix B

exactly computes the nucleation of conical defects in dS3, and provides the first numerical

investigation of the nucleation of (classical) charged dS4 black holes.

2 Charged defects in dS3

One of the powerful applications of the AdS/CFT duality is to study properties of strongly

coupled quantum fields on curved spacetimes. Here we are interested in understanding the

physics of chemical defects coupled to quantum fields in a de Sitter universe and, later, their

quantum backreaction. We begin by constructing bulk duals to describe strongly coupled

quantum fields on the background

ds2 = −
(
α2 − r2

R2
3

)
dt2 +

dr2

α2 − r2

R2
3

+ r2dϕ2 (2.1)

supplemented with the chemical potential

A =
a

r
dt . (2.2)

Here R3 denotes the cosmological length scale of the de Sitter universe, while α characterizes

whether the geometry has a conical singularity (α < 1), a conical surfeit (α > 1), or is regular

(α = 1). The chemical potential is characterized by a single parameter a which corresponds

to a marginal deformation of the CFT. The chemical potential is singular at the origin and

should be regarded to arise from a pointlike electric charge.

To construct the bulk dual to this boundary geometry, here and throughout this work

our focus will be on Einstein-Maxwell theory, for which we take the following action

Ibulk =
1

16πG4

∫
d4x

√
−g

[
6

ℓ24
+ R̂− ℓ2⋆

4
FµνF

µν

]
. (2.3)

The length scale ℓ⋆ measures the coupling between the gravitational and electromagnetic

sectors of the theory,

ℓ2⋆ =
16πG4

g2⋆
, (2.4)

for a (dimensionless) gauge coupling constant g⋆.
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2.1 Bulk solution and holographic data

The Einstein-Maxwell equations admit the following solution that has as its boundary geom-

etry the chemical defect in dS3 (2.1) with (2.2),

ds2 =
α2ρ2

R2

−(α2 − R2

R2
3

)
dt2 +

dR2

α2 − R2

R2
3

+
R2ℓ24
ρ2

F (ρ)dϕ2

+
dρ2

F (ρ)
, (2.5)

A =
a

R
dt , (2.6)

where

F (ρ) =
ρ2

ℓ24
− 1 − 2G4m

ρ
− e2

ρ2
, e = − aℓ⋆

2α2
. (2.7)

Here we have distinguished the coordinate R in the bulk from the coordinate r that appears

in the boundary geometry (2.1) for reasons that will be clarified momentarily.

The constants m and e (or equivalently m and a) are integration constants of the bulk

solution. These parameters are not completely free, and must be constrained such that the

bulk does not contain a naked singularity. If the metric function F (ρ) has no zeroes, then

the bulk spacetime contains a naked timelike curvature singularity. On the other hand, if the

metric function has a zero such that F (ρ0) = 0 with ρ0 > 0, then the bulk geometry pinches

off and the curvature singularity is not part of the spacetime. For the spacetime to pinch off

smoothly at ρ = ρ0 requires

α =
2

ℓ4

1

|F ′(ρ0)|
. (2.8)

Here we shall restrict ourselves to parameter choices such that the spacetime pinches off

smoothly with α determined in (2.8). We will characterize more completely the allowed

parameter ranges below.

The above solution is a double Wick rotation of the familiar magnetically charged Reissner-

Nordström-AdS4 metric. To see this, start with the Reissner-Nordström-AdS4 metric

ds2 = −F (ρ)dT 2 +
dρ2

F (ρ)
+ ρ2dσ2 + ρ2 sinh2 σdΦ2 , (2.9)

A = −2g

ℓ⋆
coshσdΦ , F (ρ) =

ρ2

ℓ24
− 1 − 2G4m

ρ
+

g2

ρ2
(2.10)

and perform the following complex coordinate transformation

T = iαℓ4ϕ , Φ = i
αt

R3
, sinh2 σ =

α2R2
3

R2
− 1 , g = −ie . (2.11)

This precisely gives the bulk metric (2.5).

Let us now construct the holographic dictionary for the bulk solution (2.5). By trans-

forming the bulk coordinates to

ρ =
ℓ4r

z
− zℓ4

r

(
1

2
− r2

4α2R2
3

)
+

mz2

3r2
+ · · · , R = r +

(
α2 − r2

R2
3

)
z2

2rα2
+ · · · . (2.12)
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the metric can be cast into Fefferman-Graham form,

ds2 =
ℓ24
z2
[
dz2 + γij(z, x)dxidxj

]
, (2.13)

γij(x, z) = γ
(0)
ij (x) + z2γ

(2)
ij (x) + z3γ

(3)
ij (x) + z4γ

(4)
ij (x) + . . . . (2.14)

The boundary metric and gauge field obtained in the z → 0 limit are precisely those given in

eqs. (2.1) and (2.2).

The current response is vanishing, i.e.,
〈
J i
〉

= 0, but the point charge is immersed in a

background electric field, with field strength

Ftr =
2α2e

ℓ⋆r
, (2.15)

given by the boundary value of the field strength tensor. From the third-order correction in

the Fefferman-Graham expansion, we can read off the holographic stress tensor expectation

value ⟨Tij⟩ ≡ 3ℓ24/(16πG4)γ
(3)
ij , giving

〈
T i
j

〉
=

c

8π

α2m

r3ℓ4
diag (1, 1,−2) . (2.16)

Note the physical effect of the defect. The boundary geometry has a cosmological horizon

at r = αR3 with proper circumference 2παR3. Thus if the defect is a conical deficit, the

size of the cosmological horizon is decreased. This is physically analogous to adding positive

Killing energy to the static patch of higher dimensional de Sitter space in the form of black

holes. However, an important detail in the present case is that due to the presence of charge

and chemical potential it is possible to have conical deficits even when the bulk parameter

m (and hence the energy of the CFT state) is negative. On the other hand, conical excesses

lead to a cosmological horizon with larger proper circumference. This is analogous to what

happens when negative Killing energy is added to the static patch of higher dimensional de

Sitter space [1, 7].

2.2 Defect entropy

We have introduced a class of geometries that describe a charged defect immersed in a CFT

plasma on a non-dynamical conical de Sitter background. A natural question is to what

extent this defect is entangled with its surroundings. This problem can be addressed via the

Ryu-Takayanagi prescription [39, 40].

Consider an entangling surface at a constant value of the boundary coordinate r = RRT

enclosing the defect. It is easy to see that this surface extends into the bulk trivially as an

extremal surface. We can compute the entanglement entropy by computing the area of this

bulk surface,

SEE =
2παℓ4
4G4

∫ ρmax

ρ0

dρ =
παℓ4
2G4

(ρmax − ρ0) . (2.17)
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Figure 1: Sign of the defect entropy as a function of the bulk parameters (m, e). In the blue-

shaded region the defect entropy is positive, while in the yellow shaded region it is negative.

The black curve corresponds to the geometries with α = 1 and is included to make clear that

the defect entropy only becomes negative for a subset of the conical surfeits. Units are such

that ℓ4 = 1.

Here we have introduced a UV cutoff ρmax to regulate the usual divergence that occurs near

the AdS boundary. We can obtain a finite result by subtracting the case when the boundary

is pure dS3 without a defect present, which corresponds to ρ0 = ℓ4 and Q = 0 in the bulk. In

performing the subtraction, one must be careful to match the the proper size of the ϕ circle

at the cutoff surface. Taking this detail into account, we obtain the finite result

∆SEE ≡ Sdefect − SdS =
πℓ24
2G4

(
1 − α

λ

)
. (2.18)

In the last line we introduced the dimensionless parameter λ = ℓ4/ρ0. The factor ℓ24/G4 can

be swapped for the CFT central charge, c = ℓ24/G4.

Notice the final result ∆SEE is independent of the entangling surface; the same result is

obtained for any constant-r surface enclosing the defect. A similar phenomenon was obtained

in [41], where the authors considered a charged defect in a Minkowski background. The

fact ∆SEE does not depend on the entangling surface led those authors to interpret the

result as measuring the defect entropy, i.e., the entanglement between the defect and its

surroundings [42, 43].

We show in Figure 1 the sign of ∆SEE as a function of the bulk parameters (m, e). For

the greater part of the parameter space the defect entropy is positive. The defect entropy is

negative only for a small region of parameter space (indicated by the yellow banana region),
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which corresponds to a subset of the conical surfeits. The solid black line in the plot indicates

regular geometries with α = 1, highlighting it is a proper subset of the conical surfeits that

have negative defect entropy.

An important question concerns whether or not the defect entropy calculated above

receives strong quantum corrections. We shall not fully address this problem here, but present

preliminary evidence that it may. Consider again the bulk geometry (2.2) describing the

charged defect in dS3. Transform the bulk coordinate R = −α2/r such that the spacetime

metric reads

ds2 = ρ2

−( r2

R2
3

− α2

)
dt2 +

dr2

r2

R2
3
− α2

+ α2ℓ24F (ρ)dϕ2 +
dρ2

F (ρ)
. (2.19)

It is now immediate to recognize the (t, r) sector of the spacetime is AdS2-Rindler. As a

result of recent studies, e.g. [44, 45], it is known that geometries with an AdS2 factor —

most notably, extremal black holes — receive strong quantum gravitational corrections that

can drive the entropy to zero. It is plausible similar quantum gravitational corrections are

relevant here.

3 Charged quantum-dS3 black holes

Here we construct an exact three-dimensional quantum black hole with charge. The gauge

field and geometry can be understood as the result of the letting the quantum conformal

fields backreact on the geometries studied in section 2. This is accomplished via braneworld

holography, where it has been conjectured classical solutions to the bulk theory obeying brane

boundary conditions may be interpreted as solutions to the induced semi-classical theory on

the brane [21]. Our analysis below follows the analogous constructions of neutral quantum

de Sitter black holes [10, 11], and the charged quantum BTZ solution [23].

3.1 Bulk and brane geometry

Bulk geometry

We consider Einstein-Maxwell theory with a negative cosmological constant in a four-dimensional

bulk. The action and conventions are the same as those in eq. (2.3). A particular solution

of interest to (2.3) is the charged AdS4 C-metric, whose line element in Boyer-Lindquist-like

coordinates is

ds2 =
ℓ2

(ℓ + xr)2

[
−H(r)dt2 +

dr2

H(r)
+ r2

(
dx2

G(x)
+ G(x)dϕ2

)]
, (3.1)

with metric functions H(r) and G(x)

H(r) = 1 − r2

R2
3

− µℓ

r
+

q2ℓ2

r2
, G(x) = 1 − x2 − µx3 − q2x4 . (3.2)
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Our conventions primarily follow [23], except we set the discrete parameter κ = +1 and

ℓ23 = −R2
3 (or ℓ3 = iR3) such that the Randall-Sundrum brane we eventually introduce

has a dS3 radius R3.
2 The C-metric may be interpreted as a single or pair of uniformly

accelerating black holes (in our case a pair) [46], where the real, positive parameter ℓ is equal

to the (inverse) acceleration. Meanwhile, µ > 0 is interpreted as a mass parameter of the

four-dimensional black hole. The AdS4 length scale ℓ4 is related to R3 and ℓ via

ℓ−2
4 = ℓ−2

[
1 −

(
ℓ

R3

)2
]

. (3.3)

For ℓ24 > 0 such that the bulk cosmological constant is negative, we require R2
3 > ℓ2. We can

think of R3 as the dS3 length scale on the brane. The U(1) gauge field Aµ takes the form

Aµdx
µ =

2qℓ

ℓ⋆

(
1

ri
− 1

r

)
dt , (3.4)

with electric charge parameter q, such that the only non-vanishing component of the Maxwell

tensor is Frt = 2qℓ/(ℓ⋆r
2).3 Here ri refers to the largest root of H(ri) = 0.

As for the neutral black hole, real roots {xi} of the metric function G(x) correspond

to symmetry axes of the Killing vector ∂a
ϕ. Each zero produces a conical singularity which

distorts the black hole horizon caused by a cosmic string attached to the horizon that pulls

the black hole away from the center of AdS4 toward the conformal boundary. A conical

singularity at, say, x = x1, may be removed via the identification

ϕ ∼ ϕ + 2π∆ , ∆ =
2

|G′(x1)|
=

2x1
| − 3 + x21 − q2x41|

, (3.5)

where we treat µ as a derived parameter by solving G(x1) = 0,

µ =
1 − x21 − q2x41

x31
. (3.6)

Once the period of ϕ has been fixed, the conical singularities at poles xi ̸= x1 remain. As such,

we restrict ourselves to the parameter range 0 ≤ x ≤ x1, where x1 is the smallest positive

real root. Having included q, the parameter x1 belongs to a different parameter range than

the static or rotating cases [10, 11] (see Appendix A). Crucially, ∆(x) is not monotonic in

0 ≤ x ≤ 1, for µ < 0.

Brane geometry

A key geometric feature of the C-metric (3.1) is that the x = 0 hypersurface is totally umbilic,

i.e., the extrinsic curvature Kij is proportional to the induced metric hij of the hypersurface

2The cases κ = 0 or κ = −1 exclude the possibility of a dS3 brane, since the roots of H(r) do not represent

a cosmological horizon in those cases.
3In principle one could include magnetic charge, such that the gauge field has an additional component

Aϕ =
2ℓ

ℓ⋆
g(x− x1), for real parameter x1.
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at x = 0. Consequently, a brane placed at x = 0 will automatically satisfy the Israel-junction

conditions,

([Kij ] − hij [K]) = −8πG4Sij , (3.7)

where [Kij ] ≡ K+
ij −K−

ij with ‘+’ and ‘−’ refer to the spacetime on either side of the brane,

K = hijKij , and Sij is the brane stress-tensor. In our case we will have a double-sided brane

obeying K+
ij = −K−

ij ≡ Kij .

Following the construction of [47, 48], we place an end-of-the-world (ETW) Randall-

Sundrum brane B [25] at x = 0. Assuming a purely tensional action for convenience,

Ibrane = −τ

∫
B
d3x

√
−h , (3.8)

the junction conditions (3.7) set the tension τ to be

τ =
1

2πG4ℓ
. (3.9)

Thus, tuning the tension corresponds to changing the position of the brane. As an ETW

brane, the bulk space is cutoff at x = 0, and we keep the x > 0 portion of the bulk. See

Figure 2 for an illustration. To complete the space we glue a second copy of this construction

along the brane at x = 0 such that the brane is two-sided and the bulk is Z2 symmetric. Due

to this spacetime surgery, the remaining conical singularities at xi ̸= x1 are removed from the

completed bulk geometry. The cosmic string generating the acceleration is no longer present,

however, the static black hole localized on the brane is nonetheless in an accelerating frame.

Further, the brane also intersects the bulk acceleration horizon, which is then interpreted as

the dS3 cosmological horizon.4

The geometry induced on the brane at x = 0 will result in a metric in (t, r, ϕ)-coordinates.

However, the angular ϕ coordinate is not 2π-periodic due to the identification (3.5) to remove

the bulk conical singularity at x = x1. The metric at x = 0 may be put into canonically

normalized coordinates via the rescaling (t, r, ϕ) → (t̄, r̄, ϕ̄), where t = ∆t̄, r = ∆−1r̄, and

ϕ = ∆ϕ̄, where ∆ is reported in (3.5). Consequently, ϕ̄ is periodic in 2π, and the resulting

geometry is

ds2|x=0 = −H(r̄)dt̄2 + H−1(r̄)dr̄2 + r̄2dϕ̄2 , H(r̄) = ∆2 − r̄2

R2
3

− ∆3µℓ

r̄
+

q2ℓ2

r̄2
∆4 . (3.10)

We note this solution is cosmetically similar to the four-dimensional Reissner-Nordström de

Sitter black hole, which will result in a similar horizon structure. Here, however, the 1/r̄ and

1/r̄2 contributions arise due to quantum corrections, as we elucidate momentarily.

The Maxwell field strength also has junction conditions to obey. In particular, let nµ

denote the normal to the brane at x = 0 (pointing towards increasing values of x) and let eµi
4Note that the bulk acceleration horizon is of infinite extent. This can be seen, for example, by setting

µ = q = 0 and performing a judicious coordinate transformation such that C-metric (3.1) becomes Rindler-

AdS4 [10]. Nonetheless, the positive tension brane induces a compact cosmological horizon.
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Figure 2: Left: Bulk AdS4 with a dS3 end of the world brane. The brane is represented as a

hyperboloid. The bulk region up to the brane (x < 0, dashed magenta region) is excluded. To

complete the construction, a second copy is glued along x = 0. Cosmological horizons on the dS brane

correspond to bulk acceleration horizons intersecting the brane (red dashed line). Right: Constant t-

time slice of a single AdS4 cylinder with a de Sitter brane (thick red circle) containing black holes. The

coordinates cover only half of the disk, containing only a single black hole and cosmological horizon

(dashed red line); the other half is obtained via an appropriate analytic continuation.

be a basis for tangent vectors to the brane. Then, projecting Fab onto the brane such that

Fij ≡ Fµνe
µ
i e

ν
j and fi ≡ Fµνe

µ
i n

ν , one has the following junction conditions [49] for a purely

tensional brane

[Fij ] = F+
ij − F−

ij = 0 ,

[fi] = f+
i − f−

i = 4πji ,
(3.11)

where ji is the electromagnetic surface current. In coordinates (t̄, r̄, ϕ̄), the projected compo-

nents of the electromagnetic tensor are

Fr̄t̄ =
2qℓ

ℓ⋆r̄2
∆2 , fϕ̄ = 0 . (3.12)

Using the junction conditions (3.11), the induced current density vanishes, jϕ̄ = 0.5

3.2 Quantum black hole interpretation

Induced brane theory

Thus far we have only described an exact black hole solution to Einstein-Maxwell-AdS4

gravity coupled to an end-of-the-world Randall-Sundrum brane. That is, we have taken a

bulk perspective,

I = Ibulk + Ibdry + Ibrane , (3.13)

5Had we included magnetic charge, one would find fϕ̄ = − 2gℓ
ℓ⋆r̄

∆2 such that jϕ̄ = gℓ∆2

πℓ⋆r̄3
[23].
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where Ibulk is the Einstein-Maxwell action (2.3) and Ibrane is the tensional brane action

(3.8). Moreover, the action Ibdry consists of the standard Gibbons-Hawking-York (GHY)

term necessary for the well-posedness of the variational problem of Einstein gravity with

a Dirichlet boundary, and an analogous boundary term to make the Dirichlet variational

problem of the Maxwell term well-posed (see below).

There is also a brane perspective, characterized by an effective induced theory of gravity.

As we outlined in the introduction, the specific theory on the brane follows from integrating

out the bulk from the AdS4 boundary up to the ETW brane, analogous to holographic

renormalization [50–54]. Skipping the details, the action (3.13) becomes

I =
ℓ4

8πG4

∫
B
d3x

√
−h

[
4

ℓ4

(
1

ℓ
− 1

ℓ4

)
+ R + ℓ24

(
3

8
R2 −R2

ij

)
+ ...

]
+ IEM + ICFT . (3.14)

The first term is a purely gravitational action unaffected by the bulk Maxwell terms, where the

ellipsis corresponds to an tower of higher-derivative terms6 and ICFT is a large-c holographic

CFT3 with a UV cutoff (due to the presence of the brane). Combined, these two terms

characterize the induced brane theory for neutral quantum black holes [10, 11, 22]. Including

the bulk Maxwell term enriches the induced theory with the electromagnetic term IEM is

IEM = 2

∫
B
d3x

√
−hAij

i + IctEM . (3.15)

The first contribution is the boundary term necessary to keep the bulk Maxwell Dirichlet

variational problem well-posed, which in our case is zero because we assume there is no

magnetic charge. The second contribution describe local counterterms associated with the

four-dimensional bulk Maxwell action that are included in holographic renormalization7 [57]

IctEM =
ℓ4ℓ

2
∗

8πG4

∫
d3x

√
−h

[
− 5

16
F 2 + ℓ24

(
1

288
RF 2 − 5

8
Ri

jFikF
jk

+
3

98
F ij(∇j∇kFki −∇i∇kFkj) +

5

24
∇iF

ij∇kF
k
j

)
+ O(ℓ34)

]
.

(3.16)

We see the higher-derivative contributions are multiplied by increasing powers of the bulk

AdS length ℓ4.

Altogether, the induced theory (3.14) may thus be interpreted as a three-dimensional

semi-classical theory of gravity, with an effective three-dimensional Newton’s constant G3,

6See, e.g., [55] for specific expressions of the higher-derivative action and [56] for additional analysis of its

non-local and massive behavior.
7In addition to the local counterterms in pure gravity, p-form fields Fp (where p = 2 corresponds to Maxwell)

may require local counterterm subtraction. As reported in [57], for a d + 1-dimensional bulk, when d < 2p

there are no divergences while a logarithmic divergence appears for d = 2p and there will be divergences for

d > 2p. Further, for d = 2p + 2n with n ∈ Z+, derivatives of Fp and its coupling to curvature appear in the

conformal anomaly such that counterterms are needed for d > 2p + 2n. Thus, the four-dimensional Maxwell

action has no divergences as the IR cutoff ϵ → 0. Such terms, however, contribute on the brane because the

brane effective action keeps the cutoff finite and non-zero.
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cosmological constant Λ3, and gauge coupling ℓ̃⋆ (or g3),

G3 ≡
G4

2ℓ4
,

2

L2
3

≡ 4

ℓ4

(
1

ℓ
− 1

ℓ4

)
,

ℓ̃2⋆ =
16πG3

g23
, g23 =

2

5

g2∗
ℓ4

,

(3.17)

such that ℓ2⋆ = 4ℓ̃2∗/5. The effective three-dimensional theory will be valid when ℓ4 ≪ L3. Via

the relation of the bulk length scale (3.3), this implies ℓ ∼ ℓ4 ≪ R3. This amounts to placing

the cut-off brane near the (now removed) portion of the AdS4 boundary. Since generally

the bulk length ℓ4 plays the role of a UV cutoff for the holographic CFT3, the parameter

ℓ may be treated as a small UV cutoff length scale. Regarding ℓ/R3 as a small expansion

parameter of the effective theory, the induced cosmological constant (3.17) satisfies L3 ≈ R3,

though technically the physical curvature radius of the brane is not the same as L3 due to the

higher-derivative contributions. Moreover, notice that in the limit ℓ → 0, the coupling (3.17)

g3 → ∞ becomes non-dynamical. We will see momentarily how this charge contribution to

the metric disappears in the same limit.

Then, treating ℓ ≪ R3, the effective theory on the brane (3.14) becomes [23]

I =
1

16πG3

∫
B
d3x

√
−h

[
R− 2

R2
3

− ℓ̃2⋆
4
F 2 + 16πG3Aij

i

+ ℓ2
(

3

8
R2 −R2

ij

)
+

4

5
ℓ2ℓ̃2∗

(
1

288
RF 2 − 5

8
Ri

jFikF
jk

+
3

98
F ij(∇j∇kFki −∇i∇kFkj) +

5

24
∇iF

ij∇kF
k
j

)
+ O(ℓ3)

]
+ ICFT .

(3.18)

With ℓ being small, the higher-derivative terms may be viewed as corrections to the leading

Einstein-Hilbert action. The purely higher-curvature gravity contributions arise at order

O(ℓ2) and (though not immediately apparent) the non-minimally coupled terms enter at

order O(ℓ3). Meanwhile if we normalize the central charge c of the boundary CFT to be

c = ℓ24/G4, as is standard, then in this small ℓ approximation it follows

2cG3 ≈ ℓ . (3.19)

Thus, the effects of the CFT enter at order O(ℓ). Further, notice, for fixed c, gravity on the

brane becomes weak (G3 → 0) as ℓ → 0, such that there is no backreaction due to the CFT.

In this way, the parameter ℓ/R3 characterizes the strength of backreaction, with ℓ/R3 ≪ 1

indicating small backreaction – the regime we are primarily interested in. Altogether, the

induced theory (3.18) may thus interpreted as a semi-classical theory of gravity where the

higher-derivative corrections incorporate backreaction effects due to the CFT on the brane.

The metric equations of motion of the induced theory to order O(ℓ2) are as the neutral

case [10, 11], except now with an additional contribution coming from the F 2 contribution in
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the action. In particular,

8πG3⟨Tij⟩ = Gij +
1

L2
3

hij −
ℓ̃2∗
2

(
F k
i Fjk −

1

4
hijF

2

)
+ 16πG3Akj

khij + ... , (3.20)

where Gij is the three-dimensional Einstein tensor and the ellipsis refers to terms at higher

order in ℓ. Further, varying with respect to the gauge field Ai, we find the analog of the

semi-classical Maxwell equations,

⟨J j⟩ = jj +
ℓ̃2∗

16πG3

{
∇iF

ji +
16

5
ℓ2
(
− 1

72
R∇iF

ji +
11

18
F j

i∇
iR +

209

294
Rij∇kF

k
i

+
5

4
Rik∇kF

j
i +

5

4
F ik∇kR

j
i +

317

588
∇i∇i∇kF

jk +
317

588
∇j∇k∇iF

ik

)
+ O(ℓ3)

}
.

(3.21)

Solutions to this complicated theory may be understood as quantum-corrected geometries

[21]. Luckily, we can use the correspondence between the bulk and brane pictures and find

exact solutions without explicitly solving the induced equations of motion. One such solution

is the family of charged quantum BTZ (qBTZ) black holes [23]. Below we will interpret the

brane geometry (3.10) as a charged quantum dS3 black hole.

Quantum black hole on the brane

Let us return to the geometry (3.10) on the brane at x = 0. We may identify the black hole

mass M via

8G3M ≡ 1 − ∆2 = 1 − 4x21
(3 − x21 + γ2)2

, (3.22)

where γ ≡ qx21. Here G3 ≡ ℓ4G3/ℓ = G3/
√

1 − (ℓ/R3)2 denotes a “renormalized” Newton’s

constant accounting for modifications to the mass due to the presence of higher-derivative

corrections appearing in the induced action [58]. At leading order in small backreaction,

G3 ≈ G3. We further define form functions F (M, q) and Z(M, q) as

F (M, q) ≡ µ∆3 =
8(1 − x21 − γ2)

(3 − x21 + γ2)3
, (3.23)

Z(M, q) ≡ q2∆4 =
16γ2

(3 − x21 + γ2)4
. (3.24)

With these identifications the brane metric (3.10) becomes

ds2 = −H(r̄)dt̄2 + H−1(r̄)dr̄2 + r̄2dϕ̄2 , H(r̄) = 1 − 8G3M − r̄2

R2
3

− ℓF

r̄
+

ℓ2Z

r̄2
. (3.25)

Since the brane black hole is an exact solution to the classical bulk gravity theory, we are

guaranteed the geometry (3.25) is an exact solution to the holographically induced theory

of gravity, including the entire tower of higher-derivative corrections to the Einstein-Hilbert

term. We can thus think of the brane metric (3.25) as a quantum black hole, i.e., a quantum-

corrected geometry accounting for all orders of semi-classical backreaction due to the CFT3.
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It is worth highlighting that since the three-dimensional Planck length is LP = G3 (with

ℏ = 1), then scale ℓ is approximately

ℓ ≈ 2cLP , (3.26)

with corrections suppressed by O(cLP/R3)
2. Thence, since our holographic construction

demands we have a large number of CFT degrees of freedom, c ≫ 1, the length scale ℓ is

much larger than the Planck scale, ℓ ≫ LP. Consequently, the constructed quantum black

holes are of size ∝ cLP, and we may consistently ignore quantum gravity effects.

Substituting the solution (3.25) into the quantum stress-tensor (3.20) yields,

⟨T i
j⟩ ≈

c

8π

F (M)

r̄3
diag(1, 1,−2) + O(ℓ2) + ... , (3.27)

where the effects of q in F (M, q) enter at quadratic order in ℓ, and thus at leading order

F (M, q) ≈ F (M), with F (M) being the same form function as in the quantum Schwarzschild-

de Sitter solution (Eq. (4.14) of [10]). Further, note the structural similarity between the

stress-tensor (3.27) and that of the defect (2.16). Notably, at fixed central charge c, the two

stress-tensors coincide in the limit of vanishing backreaction; this confirms the double-Wick

rotated geometries (2.5) allow one to compute the stress-tensor of a chemical defect which

then backreacts on the geometry.

In principle we could compute higher-order contributions to ⟨T i
j⟩, however, it is tedious

and not particularly enlightening, except that the stress-tensor is not traceless at O(ℓ2), a

consequence of the UV cutoff breaking conformal invariance. Moreover, using the projected

components of the Maxwell field strength (3.12), the leading order O(ℓ) contribution to the

semi-classical current density (3.21) has components

⟨J t̄⟩ = − ℓℓ̃2⋆
8πG3ℓ⋆

q∆2

r̄3
∝ qℓ

√
c

g⋆r̄3
, ⟨J ϕ̄⟩ = 0 . (3.28)

Interestingly, the temporal component vanishes in the limit ℓ → 0.8 This is consistent with

the three-dimensional charged defects in conical dS3 we described in Section 2.

Notice that, unlike the rotating case [11], the limit of vanishing backreaction does not

return a classically dS3 geometry electrically charged under three-dimensional Maxwell theory.

Indeed, in three-dimensions, the gauge field At has a logarithmic dependence, At ∼ q log(r),

which produces a logarithmic correction to the three-dimensional blackening factor (as in the

case of the charged BTZ black hole [59]). As pointed out in [23], the lack of logarithmic

behavior arises from the fact the bulk four-dimensional gauge field does not localize on the

brane in the same way as a gravity. Nonetheless, the quantum black hole (3.25) is charged.

From the brane perspective, to compute the charge Q, one must perform a resummation of

the whole infinite tower of higher-derivative terms appearing in the induced theory (3.14).

8Including magnetic charge, one finds ⟨J ϕ̄⟩ = ℓ
ℓ⋆

g∆2

πr̄3
∝ gg⋆

√
c

r̄3
, which is independent of the backreaction

parameter ℓ [23].
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Fortunately, the bulk theory performs this resummation, and the charge of the brane black

hole is identified with the electric charge of the bulk black hole [23] (see also [60])

Q =
2

g2⋆

∫
⋆F =

2qℓ

g2⋆ℓ⋆

∫ 2π∆

0
dϕ

∫ x1

0
dx =

8πℓq∆x1
g2⋆ℓ⋆

, (3.29)

where the factor of two in the first equality is due to the Z2 symmetry and ⋆F = r2Frtdϕdx

refers to the Hodge dual of the bulk Maxwell tensor. We will see further evidence this is

the correct form of the brane black hole charge when we study the horizon thermodynamics.

Notice that, contrary to what happens with higher-dimensional charged black holes, it is not

Q2 which appears in the 1/r̄2 term in the blackening factor (3.25).

Associated with the electric charge is its electrostatic potential Φ. Since the bulk Einstein-

Maxwell theory has a dual interpretation in terms of a CFT3 with a chemical potential, it is

natural to refer to Φ as a chemical potential. Specifically, it is equal to the boundary value

of the bulk gauge field (3.4) restricted to the brane

Φi ≡ lim
r→∞

Abζ̄
b = lim

r→∞
At̄ =

2ℓq∆

riℓ⋆
, (3.30)

Here ζ̄b = ∂b
t̄ , is the timelike Killing vector generating each horizon; the index on Φi and

ri refers to either the black hole or cosmological horizon radii, rh or rc, as we will treat the

outer black hole and cosmological horizons separately. Notice that in the limit of vanishing

backreaction ℓ → 0, the charge and chemical potential vanish. This is indicative of the fact

the charge of the brane black hole is a quantum effect, and the charged quantum black hole

does not reduce to classical electrically charged dS3.

3.3 Extremal, Nariai, and ultracold black holes

Let us now describe the horizon structure of the quantum black hole (3.25). The roots of

H(r̄) of the three-dimensional geometry (3.10) characterize the Killing horizons of the black

hole solution, generated by the time-translation Killing vector field ∂t̄. Defining the quartic

polynomial Q(r̄) ≡ r̄2H(r̄), there are in general four, two, or zero real roots. Focusing on the

case of four real roots, three are positive, r̄c ≥ r̄+ ≥ r̄−, corresponding to the cosmological,

outer, and inner black hole horizons, respectively. The fourth root, r̄n = −(r̄c + r̄+ + r̄−) < 0

is the unphysical negative horizon lying behind the curvature singularity at r̄ = 0. Using

H(r̄c) = H(r̄±) = 0, it is straightforward to express

R2
3∆2 = r̄2c + r̄2+ + r̄cr̄+ + r̄−(r̄c + r̄+ + r̄−) ,

µℓ∆ =
(r̄c + r̄+)(r̄c + r̄−)(r̄+ + r̄−)

R2
3∆2

,

q2ℓ2∆2 =
r̄cr̄+r̄−(r̄c + r̄+ + r̄−)

R2
3∆2

.

(3.31)
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Each horizon has an associated surface gravity κ, defined by ζ̄b∇cζ̄
c = κζ̄c. Using the

convenient factorization of the blackening factor,

H(r̄) =
1

r̄2R2
3

(r̄c − r̄)(r̄ − r̄+)(r̄ − r̄−)(r̄ + r̄+ + r̄− + r̄c) , (3.32)

the surface gravities at the three horizons are

κc = − 1

2r̄2cR
2
3

(r̄c − r̄+)(r̄c − r̄−)(r̄+ + r̄− + 2r̄c) ,

κ+ =
1

2r̄2+R
2
3

(r̄c − r̄+)(r̄+ − r̄−)(r̄c + r̄− + 2r̄+) ,

κ− = − 1

2r̄2−R
2
3

(r̄c − r̄−)(r̄+ − r̄−)(r̄c + r̄+ + 2r̄−) .

(3.33)

where we used 2κi = |H ′(r̄i)|.
There are three cases when geometry has degenerate horizons: (i) the extremal or “cold”

limit, where r̄+ = r̄−; (ii) the Nariai limit, with r̄c = r̄+, and (iii) the “ultracold” limit, where

r̄c = r̄+ = r̄−, as we now describe.

Extremal black hole: r̄+ = r̄−

The extremal, or cold [61], black hole corresponds to the limit in which the outer and inner

black hole horizons coincide. The name comes from the fact that, in this regime, the surface

gravity κ+ (and, consequently, the temperature T+) associated with the outer horizon goes

to zero. In this limit, the key black hole parameters can be rewritten as9

q2ℓ2∆4 =
r̄2+
R2

3

(R2
3∆2 − 3r̄2+) , µℓ∆3 =

2r̄+
R2

3

(R2
3∆2 − 2r̄2+) . (3.34)

Note that the black hole interior becomes physically inaccessible from the rest of the space-

time, since the horizon is an infinite proper distance away from all points in the exterior.

The near-horizon geometry of the near-extremal quantum black hole has a similar struc-

ture of the classical four-dimensional RN-de Sitter black hole. To see this, perform the change

of coordinates (following [62] and [63])

r̄ = r̄+ + λ
√

Γρ , t̄ =

√
Γτ

λ
, (3.35)

with λ > 0 and

Γ =
r̄2+R

2
3

R2
3∆2 − 6r̄2+

. (3.36)

Carefully sending λ → 0 we obtain

ds2ex = Γ

(
−ρ2dτ2 +

dρ2

ρ2

)
+ r̄2+dϕ̄

2 , (3.37)

9These follow from substituting r− = r+ into parameters (3.31) and rearranging.

– 17 –



having the form of the product manifold AdS2×S1, with isometry group SL(2,R)×U(1). It

would be particularly interesting to work out the low-energy description of the near-extremal

solutions in the near-horizon regime. These solutions are likely captured by a deformation

of AdS2 Jackiw-Teitelboim (JT) gravity. From the brane perspective, deformations will arise

due to the higher-curvature terms present in the brane action. From the four-dimensional

bulk perspective, these deformations can be understood to arise because the extremal limit of

the C-metric is distorted due to acceleration. That is, the extremal geometry of the C-metric

is still topologically AdS2 × S2, however, the S2 is not homogeneous [23, 64, 65].

Charged Nariai black hole: r̄c = r̄+

The Nariai black hole is the largest black hole which can fit inside the cosmological horizon,

with horizon radius r̄c = r̄+ ≡ r̄N , without introducing naked singularities. Via the parameter

relations (3.31), here

q2ℓ2∆4 =
r̄2N
R2

3

(R2
3∆2 − 3r̄2N ) , µℓ∆3 =

2r̄N
R2

3

(R2
3∆2 − 2r̄2N ). (3.38)

When the charge vanishes (q = 0), then r̄N = R3∆/
√

3, the Nariai limit for a (quantum)

Schwarzschild-de Sitter black hole [10].

To probe the near-horizon geometry, perform the change of coordinates

r̄ = r̄N + ϵρ , t̄ =
Γτ

ϵ
(3.39)

for ϵ > 0 and

Γ =
R2

3r̄
2
N

6r̄2N −R2
3∆2

. (3.40)

Sending ϵ → 0 yields

ds2N = Γ

(
−(1 − ρ2)dτ2 +

dρ2

(1 − ρ2)

)
+ r2Ndϕ̄2 . (3.41)

Thus, the (near-horizon) Nariai geometry takes the form dS2 × S1 (here expressed in static

patch coordinates), analogous to the four-dimensional charged Nariai solution. The isom-

etry group remains SL(2,R) × U(1). The static patch observer is restricted to the region

ρ ∈ (−1, 1), where ρ+ = −1 and ρc = 1 are, respectively, the locations of the black hole

and cosmological horizon. The low-energy effective dynamics is likely characterized by a

deformation of dS2 JT gravity.

Ultracold black hole: r̄c = r̄+ = r̄−

The limit in which all the three horizons coincide (r̄c = r̄+ = r̄− ≡ r̄u) is known as the

ultracold limit. Its near-horizon geometry can uncovered as follows. Start with the Nariai

metric (3.41). The limit r̄N = r̄− is singular. Thus, rescale coordinates (τ, ρ)

ρ =

√
2r̄u − δ

R3
X , τ =

√
R3

2r̄u − δ

R3r̄u
4

T (3.42)
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and subsequently take the limit δ → 2ru. The resulting geometry is then

ds2u =
R3r̄u

4
(−dT 2 + dX2) + r̄2udϕ̄

2 , (3.43)

the product manifold Mink2 × S1. In the limit of vanishing charge, there is no ultracold

solution and the geometry returns to neutral Nariai. The low-energy description is likely

captured by a deformation of flat JT gravity.

The shark fin phase diagram

It is useful to pause at this point and study the landscape of solutions, following the analysis

in [38]. On physical grounds, we would like to avoid naked singularities. These corresponds

to points in parameter space where the non-negative roots r̄−, r̄+ and r̄c become complex.

That is, the discriminant of the quartic equation H(r̄) = 0 becomes negative. Let us first

look at the naive metric. It is easy to see the domain of existence, as for the four-dimensional

Reissner-Nordström de Sitter black hole, is then

µE ≤ µ ≤ µN , |qN| ≤ |q| ≤ |qE| , (3.44)

where µE, qE denote the values of the parameters µ and q of the extremal black hole, and

similarly for µN, qN.

From the perspective of a brane observer, we are simply restating that the only allowed

solutions for a fixed q are those bounded on the left by the extremal black hole and on the

right by the Nariai solution (as a function of µ). The non-trivial difference with respect to

the analysis of the classical RN black holes is, however, that the metric parameters are non-

trivially related to the physical mass and charge by two distinct functions of x1. As detailed

in Appendix A, we find for fixed q, the parameter x1 is bounded below by its value at the

Nariai solution xN1 . Since ∆ is monotonic in x1 in the physical parameter range, the physical

masses are bounded above by the Nariai mass MN. We can repeat the argument for the

extremal solution, showing that the edges of the space of allowed solutions, in terms of the

physical variables, are

ME ≤ M ≤ MN , |QN| ≤ |Q| ≤ |QE| , (3.45)

with, respectively, extremal and Nariai mass, ME and MN, and similarly for charge.

Visually, a plot of charge versus mass traces the characteristic “shark fin” diagram of

classical charged de Sitter black holes (Figure 3). For readability we have normalized both

the physical mass and the charge with respect to the ultracold solution, Qu,Mu. The edges of

the sharkfin are obtained by plotting M(qE/N, µE/N) and Q(qE/N, µE/N) as parametric curves

using (3.38) and (3.34), where the outer horizon radius is used as a parameter. Recall that its

range of values in the extremal limit is rE ∈ [0, ru], whilst for the Nariai limit rN ∈ [ru, rN|q=0].

Changing the value of ν smoothly deforms the edges of the diagram by mapping the metric

parameters q and µ to different physical mass and charge. As ν → ∞ the solution becomes

more and more 4-dimensional, with the phase diagram converging to the one of the classical

4D RN black hole.
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Figure 3: Left: Phase diagram of quantum black holes parametrized by charge Q and mass M ,

normalized with respect to their ultracold values for ν = 1/2. Blue and green curves correspond to

the Nariai and extremal families. The the red line corresponds to the lukewarm black holes, namely,

where outer black hole and cosmological horizon temperatures are equal (cf. Fig. 4). States in the

gray region have naked singularities. The black and magenta dots represent the ultracold and Nariai-

lukewarm solutions. Right: The sharkfin diagram for different values of the backreaction parameter

ν. From dark to light we have ν = 0.99, 1/3, 1/5, whilst the red curve represents the sharkfin for the

classical (3+1)-dimensional RN dS black hole.

4 Horizon thermodynamics

As the bulk geometry imprints itself on the brane, so too does the bulk horizon thermody-

namics. To proceed, it behooves us to introduce dimensionless parameters

z ≡ R3

x1ri
, ν ≡ ℓ

R3
, (4.1)

where ri is a positive real root of the blackening factor H(r), representing each of the inner

and outer black hole horizons and the cosmological horizon. Rearranging H(ri) = 0, we then

express parameters x1, µ, and ri in terms of z, ν, and γ ≡ qx21,

x21 =
(1 + νz3 − γ2νz3 − γ2ν2z4)

z2(1 + νz)
,

r2i =
R2

3(1 + νz)

(1 + νz3 − γ2νz3 − γ2ν2z4)
,

µx1 = − (1 − z2 + γ2z2 − γ2ν2z4)

(1 + νz3 − γ2νz3 − γ2ν2z4)
.

(4.2)
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Consequently, the mass M (3.22), and form functions F (M, q) (3.23), and Z(M, q) (3.24) are

M =

√
1 − ν2

8G3

(
1 − 4z2(1 + νz)(1 + νz3[1 − γ2(1 + νz)])

(1 − z2[3 + 2νz + γ2(1 + νz)2])2

)
, (4.3)

F (M, q) =
8z4(1 + νz)2(1 − z2[1 + γ2(ν2z2 − 1)])

(1 − z2[3 + 2νz + γ2(1 + νz)2])3
, (4.4)

Z(M, q) =
16γ2z8(1 + νz)4

(1 − z2[3 + 2νz + γ2(1 + νz)2])4
. (4.5)

Meanwhile, the charge Q (3.29) and chemical potential Φi (3.30) are

Q = −

√
16π

5g23G3

z2(1 + νz)
√

1 − ν2

[1 − 3z2 − 2νz3 − γ2z2(1 + νz)2]
, (4.6)

Φi = −

√
5g23

4πG3

γνz3(1 + νz)

[1 − 3z2 − 2νz3 − γ2z2(1 + νz)2]
. (4.7)

At this level, Φi is solely a quantum backreaction effect, while it is not apparent the charge

too arises from non-vanishing backreaction.

Temperature

From the point of view of an observer on the brane, the horizons will emit radiation at

their respective (Gibbons-)Hawking temperature, Ti = κi
2π , where κi is the surface gravity

associated to each horizon ri. Thus, from surface gravities (3.33), we find the respective

temperatures in terms of z and ν

Ti =
|H ′(r̄i)|

4π
=

z

2πR3

∣∣∣∣2 + 3νz + νz3(γ2(1 + νz)2 − 1)

1 − 3z2 − 2νz3 − γ2z2(1 + νz)2

∣∣∣∣ . (4.8)

More specifically, the temperature of the cosmological, outer and inner black hole horizons

are, respectively,

Tc =
zc

2πR3

2 + 3νzc + νz3c (γ2(1 + νzc)
2 − 1)

3z2c − 1 + 2νz3c + γ2z2c (1 + νzc)2
,

T+ = − z+
2πR3

2 + 3νz+ + νz3+(γ2(1 + νz+)2 − 1)

3z2+ − 1 + 2νz3+ + γ2z2+(1 + νz+)2
,

T− =
z−

2πR3

2 + 3νz− + νz3−(γ2(1 + νz−)2 − 1)

3z2− − 1 + 2νz3− + γ2z2−(1 + νz−)2
.

(4.9)

Here we introduced zc = R3/rcx1, z± = R3/r±x1, and used r− < r+ < rc, such that

z− > z+ > zc. Since r+ < rc, it follows T+ > Tc. In other words, to a static patch observer

the dS3 black hole is generally not in thermal equilibrium. Situations of thermal equilibrium

correspond to situations in which the horizons degenerate. We will return to this shortly.
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Entropy and first law

The four-dimensional bulk black hole has an entropy associated with each of the horizons,

given by the Bekenstein-Hawking area-entropy relation

S
(4)
BH,i =

Area(ri)

4G4
=

2

4G4

∫ 2π∆

0
dϕ

∫ x1

0
dx

ℓ2r2i
(ℓ + xri)2

=
R3π

G3

zi
√

1 − ν2

3z2 − 1 + 2νz3 + γ2z2(1 + νz)2
,

(4.10)

where in the last equality we used G4 = 2G3ℓ/
√

1 − ν2. From the brane perspective, the

entropy is a sum of the gravitational entropy (including the higher-derivative contributions)

and the matter von Neumann entropy due to the cutoff CFT3. That is, the bulk entropy is

identified with the generalized entropy,

S
(4)
BH,i ≡ S

(3)
gen,i . (4.11)

Since the quantum black hole solution is exact, the generalized entropy (4.11) is exact to all

orders in ν. To parse out the matter and gravitational contributions to S
(3)
gen, formally one

simply subtracts the gravitational entropy

S
(3)
CFT ≡ S(3)

gen − S
(3)
Wald . (4.12)

Here S
(3)
Wald is the Wald entropy [66] for arbitrary diffeomorphism invariant theories of gravity.

To leading order in a small-ℓ expansion, the gravitational entropy on the brane is simply the

three-dimensional Bekenstein-Hawking entropy

S
(3)
BH,i =

2πr̄i
4G3

=
(1 + νz)√

1 − ν2
S
(3)
gen,i . (4.13)

Due to its dependence on ν, S
(3)
BH includes quantum backreaction effects. Moreover, since the

higher-derivative contributions to the induced brane action (3.18) enter at O(ℓ2), they likewise

contribute to the generalized entropy starting at order O(ν2). An expansion of entropy (4.10)

in terms of ν reveals a term linear in ν, which is solely due to the matter entanglement

entropy. The analysis of the matter and Wald entropies follow mutatis mutandis from the

neutral, static quantum BTZ black hole [22], and will therefore not repeat it here.

In summary, the thermodynamic variables of the quantum charged dS3 black hole are

given by mass (4.3), charge (4.6), potential (4.7), temperature (4.8) and entropy (4.10). It is

straightforward to verify that each horizon obeys a first law10

dM = TidS
(3)
gen,i + ΦidQ . (4.14)

Some comments are in order. First, we see that when accounting for semi-classical backreac-

tion, the classical entropy has been replaced by its generalized counterpart, consistent with

10We vary with respect to z, ν and γ, keeping other parameters fixed, e.g., dM = ∂zMdz+∂νMdν+∂γMdγ.
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the thermodynamics of two-dimensional quantum black holes [67, 68]. Second, the first law

holds for all ν. From the brane viewpoint this is a highly non-trivial result, as in principle

one would have to compute the generalized entropy, mass, and charge with respect to a re-

summed version of the induced theory. Due to holography, the bulk automatically performs

this resummation. In particular, the classical Bekenstein-Hawking entropy of the bulk black

hole exactly computes the entropy of the quantum black hole including the von Neumann

entropy of CFT3 matter, a highly non-trivial computation from the brane perspective.

Finally, the semi-classical first laws for the black hole and cosmological horizons are

dM = T+dS
(3)
gen,+ + Φ+dQ ,

dM = −T−dS
(3)
gen,− + Φ−dQ ,

dM = −TcdS
(3)
gen,c + ΦcdQ .

(4.15)

The minus sign appearing in the first law for cosmological horizons is standard [1] and can

be derived using a quasi-local treatment [7]. The effect of the minus sign is that adding mass

to the static patch leads to a lower cosmological horizon entropy than the entropy of pure de

Sitter. This suggests empty de Sitter space is a maximal entropy state with a finite number

of degrees of freedom [2, 69]. We return to this point in Section 6.

For illustrative purposes, below we introduce a dimensionless mass parameter α ∈ [0, 1]

and the charge ratio ρ ∈ [0, 1], defined as

M = αMN + (1 − α)ME , ρ ≡ Q

Qu
. (4.16)

Notice small values of α ∈ [0, 1] correspond to black holes with small mass relative to Nariai,

while as α → 1 the mass M approaches the Nariai system.

Thermodynamics of degenerate horizons

The charged dS3 black hole has various limits where the at least two horizons become degen-

erate. Consequently, the thermodynamics of these limiting geometries is modified relative to

their non-degenerate counterparts.

Extremal black hole: Geometrically, the extremal black hole occurs when the inner and outer

black hole horizons coincide, r̄+ = r̄−. Thermodynamically, the extremal black hole has

vanishing temperature T+ = T− = 0, made apparent from the surface gravities (3.33), while

the cosmological horizon temperature is non-zero,

Tc = − κc
2π

= −(r̄c − r̄+)2(r̄c + r̄+)

2πr̄2cR
2
3

. (4.17)

The entropy of extremal black holes SE, derived from the extremal four-dimensional area

(4.11) at z ≡ zextremal, remains non-zero. See Figure 4. This effect is due to the dominance of

quantum gravitational fluctuations of the AdS2 throat (3.37) at sufficiently low temperatures.
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Figure 4: Left: Horizon temperature T as a function of the dimensionless parameter α (4.16) at

ρ = 0.35 and ν = 1/3. Dashed curves correspond to the outer black hole horizon temperatures (upper,

magenta curve refers to temperature with Bousso-Hawking normalization), while solid curves denote

cosmological horizon temperatures (upper, orange curve is in Bouss-Hawking normalization). The

black (left), green (right) and blue (lower, left) dots correspond to the lukewarm, Nariai and extremal

limits, respectively. Right: Horizon temperature as a function of the dimensionless charge parameter

ρ at α = 0.50 and ν = 1/3. This plot has the same coloring scheme as the left plot.

The quantum effects of the CFT dominate away from the throat. However, we can still study

how the semi-classical description of the throat is expected to break down when backreaction

is included. In general, SE is a very complicated expression depending on q and ν. In order

to gain some insight of its behavior we will study the limit in which q is small, resulting in

SE =
R3π

2G3
νq2
√

1 + ν2 + O(q3) . (4.18)

Note the extremal entropy vanishes as either q or ν approach zero, as in either case the

extremal limit does not exist.

Charged Nariai black hole: The Nariai black hole occurs when the outer black hole and

cosmological horizons coincide, r̄c = r̄+ = r̄N. Naively, the temperature TN of the charged

Nariai solution is vanishing. In the case of Schwarzschild-de Sitter, Bousso and Hawking

argued the Nariai temperature is in fact non-zero, and the vanishing of the temperature is

a consequence of using a less natural choice of normalization of the time-translation Killing

vector [70].11 Technically, the Bousso-Hawking normalization is chosen such that the time-

translation Killing vector ζ̄2 = −1 at the radius r̄0 where the blackening factor H(r̄) obtains

11Further, the near-horizon Nariai geometry is dS2 ×S2, with the temperature of dS2 static patch observer.
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a maximum, i.e., when H ′(r̄0) = 0. Physically, the radius r̄0 corresponds to the location

where an observer can stay in place without accelerating, consistent with the asymptotically

flat Schwarzschild black hole or empty de Sitter where r̄0 → 0. Consequently, the horizon

generating Killing vector is ζ̄t̄ = ∂t̄/
√
H(r̄0) and the temperatures T̄i defined with respect to

the Bousso-Hawking choice of normalization are12

T̄i =
Ti√
H(r̄0)

. (4.19)

Exact expressions for the Bousso-Hawking temperatures T̄+,c are cumbersome, however, from

Figure 4 we see the temperatures equal the same non-zero finite value in the Nariai limit.

Another physical consequence of the Bousso-Hawking normalization, however, is that the

electric potential (3.30) is rescaled such that Φi diverges in the Nariai limit, as in [71].

Ultracold black hole: The ultracold black hole occurs when all horizon radii coincide, r̄− =

r̄+ = r̄c = r̄u. In this case, the temperature vanishes, Tu = 0, evident from (4.17).

Lukewarm black hole: Another configuration in which the two temperature match away from

the Nariai limit, is the ‘lukewarm’ solution [61]. The geometry is non-singular and the two

horizons are in thermal equilibrium, T+ = Tc (see Figure 4).

5 Schottky peaks of quantum dS black holes

A thermal system’s heat capacity encodes useful information about its phase behavior and

underlying microscopic description. For example, first and second order phase transitions are

often accompanied by divergences or discontinuities in the heat capacity. Moreover, a “peak”

in the heat capacity, known as the Schottky anomaly, naturally occurs in a system with a

maximum number of available energy levels. A prototypical example is that of a two-level

system with a zero energy ground state with energy E0 = 0 and an excited state E1 = ϵ. The

average energy of the system is

U =
ϵe−βϵ

1 + e−βϵ
, (5.1)

for inverse temperature β = T−1. At large temperature (T ≫ ϵ), the average energy saturates

at U(β → 0) = ϵ/2, and vanishes at low temperatures T ≪ ϵ (as does the entropy S =

log(1 + e−βϵ)). The heat capacity, meanwhile,

C ≡
(
∂U

∂T

)
ϵ

= (βϵ)2
eβϵ

(1 + eβϵ)2
= (βϵ)2

∞∑
n=1

(−1)n−1ne−nβϵ (5.2)

12Note that this choice of normalization does not change that the extremal black hole temperature is zero.

Alternatively, had a similar choice of normalization been chosen for the extremal black hole, i.e., normalize

the time-translation Killing vector with respect to the positive root of H ′(r̄) = 0 between r− and r+, then the

extremal black hole would have non-vanishing temperature and Nariai would have zero temperature.
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has a peak at T ≈ .417ϵ and vanishes at high and low temperatures.13 Qualitatively, the peak

arises because at low temperature, small-T fluctuations hardly change the internal energy of

the system to push the system to its excited state, while for high-temperatures the energy

of the system has reached its maximum value such that further increasing T does not bring

the system to occupy other states. This makes heat capacity a powerful tool for probing the

microscopic nature of a thermal system’s macrostates.

Black holes in de Sitter space are also examples of thermal systems with a state of

maximum energy (the Nariai limit). It is natural then to explore their heat capacity in search

for Schottky-like behavior. Indeed, it was found that the heat capacity of classical dS black

holes feature (inverted) Schottky peaks [33, 34], and thus, microscopically, a dS black hole

can be viewed as a system with a finite number of energy levels.14 Likewise, below we will

show that quantum dS3 black holes (focusing on the neutral and charged static geometries)

have a Schottky behavior. In fact, while here we focus we on dS quantum black holes, as

we discuss in Section 7, all known exact quantum black holes have mass confined to a finite

range, and thus all quantum black holes should have Schottky peaks.

Before discussing the charged quantum dS3 black hole, it behooves us to first review the

classical RN-de-Sitter black hole [33, 34]. We give a complete analytic treatment, uncovering

aspects not reported in the literature. Succinctly, the key observations are:

• An inverted Schottky peak is always present for the neutral Schwarzschild-dS4 solution,

when TS ∼ 1/R4. Much like for systems with a maximum energy level, the heat capacity

vanishes at T = 0 and T → ∞ (where here T does not assume the Bousso-Hawking

normalization).

• For RN-dS4 with charge Q, a Schottky anomaly is only present if Q/Qu ⪅ 0.38, and

always in the Nariai branch. Further, charged black hole features a maximum temper-

ature Tmax, where the heat capacity diverges. In this case, the behavior of the heat

capacity is better represented by a system whose energy spectrum features a large gap,

after which many energy levels are again available.

• Quantum dS black holes share most of the qualitative traits as the classical RN-dS4,

for an appropriate range of backreaction ν.

13Schottky peaks also arise in truncated systems. Consider, for example the quantum harmonic oscillator

with energy levels En = ϵ(n+ 1
2
). The heat capacity is

C = (βϵ)2
eβϵ

(1− eβϵ)2
= (βϵ)2

∞∑
n=1

ne−nβϵ .

Truncating to finite n = N , thereby restricting the space of states to be occupied, results in a peak similar to

the one observed for the two-level system (5.2) [33].
14AdS black holes feature Schottky behavior when in an ensemble of fixed “thermodynamic volume” [72].
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5.1 Classical Reissner-Nordström-dS4

The metric for an electrically charged de Sitter4 black hole is given by

ds2 = −
(

1 − r2

R2
4

− 2G4M

r
+

Q2

r2

)
dt2 +

(
1 − r2

R2
4

− 2G4M

r
+

Q2

r2

)−1

dr2 + r2dΩ2 . (5.3)

The entropy S+ and temperature T+ associated with the outer black hole horizon r = r+ are

T+ =
1

4πr+

(
1 − 3

r2+
R2

4

− Q2

r2+

)
(5.4)

and

S+ =
4πr2+
4G4

. (5.5)

Note that the range of r+ spans from the extremal radius re to the Nariai radius rN, and we

do not assume a Bousso-Hawking normalization such that temperature (5.4) vanishes at both

the extremal and Nariai limits. The system reaches a maximum temperature at

rTmax =
R4√

6

√√√√−1 +

√
1 + 36

Q2

R2
4

, (5.6)

which disappears in the neutral limit.

From the first law, the heat capacity at constant charge is

C =
∂M

∂T+

∣∣∣∣
Q

= T+
∂S+

∂T+

∣∣∣∣
Q

. (5.7)

Given both S+ and T+ at constant charge are function solely of r+, we can express C as a

parametric function of the outer horizon radius

C =
πr2+
2G4

3r4+ −R2
4r

2
+ + Q2R2

4

3r4+ + R2
4r

2
+ − 3Q2R2

4

. (5.8)

See Figure 5 for an illustration. Since the temperature (5.4) in the physical range of r+ is

an everywhere non-negative and continuous function, we can identify two different branches

in the heat capacity (5.8) for each value of T+. Namely: (i) extremal branch black holes for

which re < r+ < rTmax , and (ii) Nariai branch black holes with rTmax < r+ ≤ rN . Note

that the extremal branch is present only for non-zero charge and has positive heat capacity

(implying thermal stability), contrary to the Nariai branch.

Next, from the root structure of the denominator in heat capacity (5.8), we see C diverges

when r+ = rTmax , i.e., at the maximum temperature of the black hole. The divergence is a

Davies curve [73], corresponding to the phase transition from a thermodynamically stable

state to one that is unstable. In fact, we can easily determine the critical exponent of the
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Figure 5: Left: Constant charge heat capacity C against temperature T of the (3+1)-dimensional

R-N dS black hole with unit dS radius R4 = 1. We depict the extremal branch in red and the Nariai

branch in blue. From darkest to lightest, the solid curves correspond to black holes with charge

Q/Qu = 0, 0.2, 0.3, 0.5, 0.9, where Qu is the ultracold mass. The dashed line corresponds to Q/Qu =

0.38, the maximum charge for which the Schottky peak is present. ı̀Note that the Q = 0 branch

does not feature the extremal branch. The asymptote corresponds to the maximum temperature of

the black hole Tmax. Right: Critical behavior of C of the RN black hole close to the maximum

temperature Tmax as a function of temperature. From darkest to lightest, the curves correspond to

black holes with charge Q/Qu = 0.01, 0.05, 0.1, 0.2.

divergence. Since for Q ̸= 0 there are two distinct real roots (and two imaginary roots) for

r+, the denominator can be trivially rewritten near the pole as

3r4+ + R2
4r

2
+ − 3Q2R2

4 ≈ (r+ − rTmax)[12r3Tmax
+ 2R2

4rTmax ] . (5.9)

Similarly, we can expand temperature (5.4) near its maximum and invert for the radius.

Picking the extremal branch for simplicity (although the critical exponent turns out to be

equivalent for both branches), we find

r+ − rTmax ≈ −

[
4πr5Tmax

Tmax − T

6Q2 − 1r2Tmax

]1/2
. (5.10)

Substituting (5.9) and (5.10) into the heat capacity (5.8) we find that close to the maximum

temperature,

C ≈ −
πr2Tmax

2G4

(
3r4Tmax

−R2
4r

2
Tmax

+ Q2R2
4

12r3Tmax
+ 2R2

4rTmax

)√
6Q2 − r2Tmax

4πr5Tmax

(Tmax − T )−1/2 , (5.11)

such that the critical exponent is α = 1/2, following the convention C ∝ |Tc − T |−α.
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For a wide range of charge the Nariai branch features a Schottky anomaly, as illustrated

in Figure 5. The anomaly is always present in the neutral black hole, but increasing the charge

pushes the maximum temperature towards T = 0, eventually hiding the local minimum of

C. In order to establish the parameter range for which a Schottky anomaly is present, it is

necessary to look at the first derivative of the heat capacity:

∂C

∂T+
= 8πR2

4r
5
+

3Q4R4
4 − 6Q2R4

4r
2
+ + R2

4(30Q2 + R2
4)r4+ − 6R2

4r
6
+ − 9r8+

(−3Q2R2
4 + R2

4r
2
+ + 3r4+)3

. (5.12)

The sole root of the denominator in the physical range of r+ is rTmax . Therefore, it suffices to

find zeros of the numerator, though their explicit expressions are not particularly illuminating.

Nonetheless, we can easily check that the neutral black hole always features a Schottky

anomaly at

rS = R4

√√
2 − 1

3
≈ 0.64rN,Q=0 , (5.13)

where rN,Q=0 is the neutral Nariai radius. The corresponding Schottky temperature is

TS =
1

4πR4

2
√

3 −
√

6√√
2 − 1

≈ 1.68

4πR4
. (5.14)

Adding charge significantly complicates the picture. Other than the unphysical r+ = 0

root, the existence of a local extremum relies on the existence of a positive root of the

numerator in the derivative (5.12). Rewriting it in terms of the normalized charge ρ = Q/Qu,

where Qu = R4/(2
√

3) is the ultracold charge, the numerator reads

N(rs) = −9r4s − 6R2
4r

3
s + R4

4r
2
s

(
1 +

5

2
ρ2
)
− 1

2
R6

4ρ
2rs +

1

48
R8

4ρ
4 , (5.15)

where rs ≡ r2+. Not only the existence of positive rs roots of N(rs) is required, but also

rE ≤ rs ≤ rN . Observing that the heat capacity vanishes at r+ = 0 and r+ = rE , we

already know (for Q ̸= 0) there is always an extremum in that unphysical range. Further,

N(0) > 0 and N(±∞) = −∞, meaning there always exists at least one root in the unphysical

rs < 0 half-line. Descartes’ rule of signs shows such a root is unique. Therefore, if two other

roots exist, they correspond to the pair of local minimum/maximum that is required for the

Schottky anomaly in the Nariai branch. The condition for its presence is thus reduced to a

positivity condition on the discriminant of the quartic equation N(rs) = 0:

∆N = −3R24
4 ρ4(−4 + 28ρ2 + 9ρ4 − 82ρ6 + 49ρ8) > 0 . (5.16)

Introducing ρs ≡ ρ2, it can be easily checked that ρs = 1 is a root of ∆N = 0. The latter

quartic equation has a positive determinant, meaning that it has four real roots in terms of

ρs; the two positive of which produce two pairs of symmetric roots about ρ = 0. Since at

small positive ρ the discriminant ∆N > 0, it is the smallest positive root ρ∗ that provides
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Figure 6: Left: Heat capacity C for the neutral qSdS3 black hole as a function of temperature

T . From darkest to lightest, the curves correspond to black holes with backreaction parameter ν =

0.001, 0.01, 0.1, 0.5, 0.8, 0.99. Right: Value of the z parameter for which C is a minimum as a function

of ν, identified numerically. The black dashed line corresponds to the lower bound for the z parameter

zN , whilst the red curve is the analytic approximation for small backreaction.

the maximum normalized charge that a RN-de Sitter black hole can have if it is to feature a

Schottky anomaly. It is straightforward to solve the quartic equation in terms of ρs to find

ρ∗ ≈ 0.38 . (5.17)

The limiting solution is shown as a dashed line in the right panel of Figure 5.

While here we focused on charged, non-rotating black holes, a similar analysis can be

carried out for the Kerr-de Sitter black hole, as investigated numerically in [33].

5.2 Schottky anomalies in quantum dS black holes

Schottky anomalies appear also for quantum corrected 2+1-dimensional de Sitter black holes.

An analytic treatment is more cumbersome, however, so we will mainly resort to numerical

analysis to study how backreaction modifies the Schottky behavior.

We begin with the simpler neutral quantum black hole. The heat capacity is15

C =
∂M

∂T
= − R3

8G3

4πz
√

1 − ν2(−2 − 3zν + z3ν)(1 + 3z2 + 12z3ν)

(1 + z3ν)(−1 + 3z2 + 2z3ν)(1 + 3z2 + 3zν + z3ν)
, (5.18)

and is illustrated in Figure 6. As before, a Schottky anomaly is present for the entire allowed

physical range of the backreaction parameter 0 < ν < 1. Differentiating (5.18) with respect

15Upon Wick rotation R3 → −iℓ3 such that z2 → −z2, ν2 → −ν2 and νz → νz, we recover the heat capacity

of the neutral quantum BTZ black hole [74].
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Figure 7: Heat capacity C of the charged qSdS black hole as a function of temperature for

ν = 1/3. The curves with lighter colors correspond to higher values of ρ. Two branches are

recognizable. The red line starts from the extremal black hole at T = 0 and covers all the

solutions up to a turnaround temperature Tmax, whilst the blue line covers the remaining

family of solutions up to the Nariai black hole.

to temperature yields a rational function whose numerator is high-ordered a polynomial such

that identifying the location of the Schottky peak in terms of zS cannot be determined ana-

lytically for arbitrary ν. Progress can be made in the regime of small backreaction, where we

keep only terms quadratic in ν,

−2(1 + 3z2)3 − 2(3 + 68z2 + 54z4 + 108z6 + 135z8)zν

+ (1 − 222z4 + 25z6 − 594z8 − 837z10 + 27z12)ν2 = 0 .
(5.19)

Solving to find zS is prohibitive, however, we can flip the problem on its head and instead

determine the value of ν such that the minimum heat capacity is attained for a black hole with

z = zS by readily solving the quadratic equation for ν and imposing z ≥ zN and 0 ≤ ν ≤ 1.

The analytic expression is cumbersome, but we show in Figure 6 how the small-backreaction

approximation performs against the numerical solution.

When charge is introduced the picture is enriched. Much like in the higher-dimensional

case, a second branch with positive heat capacity appears, corresponding to black holes

closer to the extremal solution. Moreover, the temperature is now bounded from above by a

maximum temperature Tmax. As observed in Figure 7, the heat capacity diverges near as T

approaches the maximum temperature.

Performing the same analysis as in the previous section to extract the critical exponent

α, we expect α to be a postitive rational number, independent of ν. To see this, note that,

– 31 –



-10 -5 0 5

-12

-10

-8

-6

-4

-2

0

2

ln[R3(Tmax-T)]

ln
[G

3
C
]

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
-1.0

-0.8

-0.6

-0.4

-0.2

0.0

ν

cr
it
ic
al
ex
po
ne
nt

α

Figure 8: Left: Critical behavior of C of the quantum corrected charged black hole with q = 0.1

close to the maximum temperature Tmax as a function of T . From darkest to lightest, the curves

correspond to backreaction parameter ν = 0.001, 0.01, 0.02, 0.07. The black dashed curves are the

linear fit for the critical behavior in log-log space. Right: Best-fit value for the critical exponent for

the asymptotic behavior of C against T close to the maximum temperature.

close to the maximum temperature, T as a function of z will always behave as zn, where

n ≥ 2. In practice, if zmax is not a root of the second derivative of the temperature, then

∂T/∂z is a rational function whose numerator is a ninth degree polynomial. Close to the

maximum temperature, C ∼ (z − zmax)−p, where p is the degeneracy of the root. Therefore,

the asymptotic behavior of the heat capacity is of the form

C ∝ (Tmax − T )−p/n , (5.20)

where both p and n are integers. The charge q and backreaction parameter ν can affect

the multiplicity of the roots, discontinuously changing the critical exponent. In Figure 8 we

numerically extract (at fixed q) the critical exponent for a range of backreaction parameters

ν, finding that the quantum black holes have α = 1/2, as in RN-dS4. Further, the Schot-

tky anomaly is present only in the Nariai branch, and above a critical charge ρ∗, the peak

disappears.

6 Nucleation of charged quantum-dS3 black holes

In the absence of backreaction, empty de Sitter space corresponds to a state of (finite) max-

imum entropy [2, 69]. Meanwhile, excited states, e.g., massive particles or black holes in

asymptotic dS, have lower entropy, the smallest such entropy state being the Nariai solution.

Such configurations can thus be thought of as constraining the degrees of freedom of empty

de Sitter space. Likewise, accounting for semi-classical backreaction, (quantum) dS3 is a
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state of maximal entropy whilst the quantum Schwarzschild-dS3 black hole is a constrained

state [10]. In either context, the probability to create such constrained states in the de Sitter

static patch is controlled by entropy deficits, the entropy difference between empty dS and

its excited states. More precisely, the probability Γ for a fluctuation to an excited state with

entropy Sex ≤ SdS is

Γ ∼ e−∆S , (6.1)

with entropy deficit ∆S ≡ SdS − Sex. The entropy deficit controlling the nucleation of a

quantum SdS3 black hole takes the same form, where classical entropies are replaced by their

generalized counterpart, i.e., ∆S = Sgen,dS − Sgen,ex [10].

Euclidean path integral methods can be used to derive the rate (6.1) of nucleating black

holes in de Sitter of arbitrary mass and charge [75, 76]. Following [37, 38], this is formally

accomplished via a saddle-point approximation of the following Euclidean path integral∫
DΣ Ψ†

ΣΨΣ =

∫
DgDAe−IE [g,A] . (6.2)

Here, ΨΣ is the no boundary Hartle-Hawking wavefunction [77] where Σ is the boundary

of a Euclidean manifold labeling different final states; the pair creation rate ΓΣ of a black

hole of fixed mass and charge is approximately given by the square ΓΣ = Ψ†
ΣΨΣ. Thus, the

nucleation rate of a black hole of arbitrary mass and charge is given by the integral of the

modulus of the Hartle-Hawking wavefunction over the complete set of final states. Finally,

IE [g,A] denotes the (off-shell) Euclidean action on the entire compact Euclidean manifold

endowed with Euclidean metric g and gauge field A.

To proceed, one implements a semi-classical saddle point analysis, comparing the on-shell

actions for the (Euclidean) charged dS black hole and empty de Sitter space. The Euclidean

geometry is found by Wick rotating the time coordinate t → it = tE of the Lorentzian metric

(3.25). The Euclidean time coordinate tE is periodically identified with a real parameter

β such that β is fixed to be the inverse temperature characterizing a thermal canonical

ensemble. For arbitrary β the Euclidean geometry is regular everywhere except at the black

hole and cosmological horizon, where there exist conical singularities.16 Thus, away from the

conical singularities, the Euclidean charged quantum dS black hole is a regular solution to

the Euclidean gravitational field equations on the brane. At the Euclidean horizons, however,

the conical singularities give rise to divergences in curvature quantities, e.g., a delta-function

singularity in the Ricci scalar at each horizon (cf. [78]).

From the brane perspective, evaluating the on-shell Euclidean action is cumbersome to

accomplish in practice due to the infinite tower of higher-derivative terms and not knowing the

explicit form of ICFT. Instead, it behooves us to instead evaluate the classical bulk on-shell

action of Einstein-Maxwell coupled to a brane action. In the absence of a brane, following

16Generally, only one of the conical singularities can be removed via an appropriate choice of β, but not

both (special exceptions include the extremal, Nariai, ultracold and lukewarm, solutions which have a single

conical singularity). This manifests in dS black holes being out of thermal equilibrium systems.
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Figure 9: Fraction of the Euclidean action Ion-shellE over the action of pure de Sitter Ion-shellE,dS as a

function of the mass parameter M/MU (left) and charge parameter ρ (right) for ν = 1/3. The blue

line corresponds to the quantum charged Nariai black hole, the green line to the quantum extremal

solution, and the red line to the quantum lukewarm solution. The (lower) magenta dot is the ultracold

limit and the (upper) yellow dot the Nariai lukewarm solution.

analogous logic presented in [37, 38], the action of the Euclidean solution is equal to the sum

of classical Bekenstein-Hawking entropies of the black hole and cosmological horizon [60]

Ion-shellE = −(S
(4)
BH,+ + S

(4)
BH,c) . (6.3)

Including the brane, it is expected that the on-shell action for quantum dS3 braneworld black

holes be equal to the sum of the generalized entropies with respect to each horizon [10]

Ion-shellE = −(S
(3)
gen,+ + S(3)

gen,c) . (6.4)

While the precise derivation of this statement is beyond the scope of this article, the logic

is straightforward. Recall the on-shell action of the four-dimensional geometry dual to the

quantum BTZ black hole [79] gives rise to the same horizon thermodynamics. Performing

the analysis, mutatis mutandis, for the bulk geometry dual to the charged quantum dS3 black

hole at arbitrary β would result in (6.3), and (6.4) directly follows from the identification of

bulk and brane entropies (4.11).

In Figure 9 we display the total on-shell Euclidean actions for the extremal, Nariai,

lukewarm, and ultracold solutions. Our results are in qualitative agreement with the classical

computation [38].17 We note the actions of the lukewarm (red curve) and extremal (green

curve) solutions coincide at M/MU = ρ = 0, and for the ultracold case, we see the extremal

and the Nariai (blue curve) solution coincide.

The goal now is to evaluate the path integral (6.2) using a saddle-point approximation,

i.e., evaluating the Euclidean action IE about its (smooth) stationary points – instantons.

17Notably, the results of [38] differ from those found by Mann and Ross [75]. Specifically, the on-shell actions

for the extremal and ultracold solutions differ as Mann and Ross, following [80], take the extremal black hole

to have zero entropy.
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Figure 10: Left: Generalized entropy S

(3)
gen as a function of α at ρ = 0.5 and ν = 1/3. Blue and red

curves correspond to temperatures S
(3)
gen,+ and S

(3)
gen,c, respectively. The dashed black line denotes the

total generalized entropy, i.e., the sum of black hole and cosmological horizon entropies. The green

and blue dots correspond to the Nariai and extremal limit, respectively. Right: Generalized entropy

as a function of the dimensionless charge parameter ρ at α = 0.5 and ν = 1/3. The orange line shows

the linear approximation (6.8).

As with the classical RN-dS black hole, to ensure the Euclidean charged quantum de-Sitter

black hole (cqSdS) be a stationary point of the Euclidean action, its mass and charge must

be fixed via constraints. In this sense, Euclidean cqSdS is a “constrained instanton”, that is,

a regular solution to the Euclidean field equations after a specific constraint is implemented.

At the level of the Euclidean path integral (6.2), this is accomplished by integrating over a

pair of Lagrange multipliers, resulting in (see [37, 38] for details)

Γ =

∫
dρ dαe−(IcqSdS−IqdS) =

∫
dρ dα e−∆S , (6.5)

where α and ρ are, respectively, the dimensionless mass and charge parameters introduced

in (4.16). To arrive to the second equality we used the the on-shell relation (6.4) and ∆S =

S
(3)
gen,qdS − S

(3)
gen,cqSdS, with S

(3)
gen,cqSdS = S

(3)
gen,+ + S

(3)
gen,c being the total entropy of the charged

quantum dS black hole.

Approximate evaluation of Γ

Analytically solving the integral (6.5) generically is not possible. We can then proceed via

either numerics or, as in [37, 38], by approximating the integrand. A discussion on both

approaches for charged black holes in dS4 is provided in Appendix B. As shown in the left
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panel of Figure 10, the total entropy of the quantum charged black hole (qcSdS) can be

approximated by a linear fit in α at fixed ρ,

S
(3)
gen,cSdS ≈ αS

(3)
gen,N + (1 − α)S

(3)
gen,E , (6.6)

where S
(3)
gen,N and S

(3)
gen,E are the generalized entropy of the Nariai and extremal black hole,

respectively. Using this approximation, the probability Γ for nucleating a quantum dS black

hole of arbitrary mass within the sector of fixed ρ is

Γ ≈
∫ 1

0
dρΓρ , with Γρ = e−(S

(3)
gen,qdS−S

(3)
gen,E)

1 − eS
(3)
gen,N−S

(3)
gen,E

S
(3)
gen,E − S

(3)
gen,N

 . (6.7)

Following a similar approach, we evaluate the integral over ρ by applying the following linear

approximation for the extremal and Nariai entropies,

S
(3)
gen,E ≈ ρS

(3)
gen,U + (1 − ρ)S

(3)
gen,dS , S

(3)
gen,N ≈ ρS

(3)
gen,U + (1 − ρ)S

(3),0
gen,N . (6.8)

where S
(3)
gen,U is the entropy of the ultracold black hole and S

(3),0
gen,N is the entropy of the neutral

(ρ = 0) Nariai black hole. This approximation is illustrated in the right panel of Figure 10,

where the black dashed line is the total generalized entropy, and the orange line shows the

linear fit.

Using the linear approximations (6.6) and (6.8), the nucleation probability of a charged

quantum black holes of arbitrary mass and charge is

Γ ≈ e−(S
(3)
gen,dS−S

(3)
gen,U)

S
(3)
gen,dS − S

(3),0
gen,N

(
γ(σgen,N) − γ(σgen,dS) + log (σgen,N/σgen,dS)

)
, (6.9)

where γ(σ) is the incomplete Euler function (Eq. (B.6)), and σN ≡ S
(3)
gen,U − S

(3),0
gen,N and

σdS ≡ S
(3)
gen,U − S

(3)
gen,dS.

Numerical evaluation of Γ

Another method for calculating the nucleation rate involves numerical techniques, as previ-

ously discussed. The most interesting case for a numerical evaluation is the full nucleation

probability, obtained by integrating over both charge and mass parameters. In part, this is

because the approximate form of the probability (6.9) still requires numerical evaluation of

the Euler function to study it in detail. While numerical evaluation of the full nucleation

probability is conceptually straightforward, a direct implementation encounters significant

slow downs due to the determination of (ρ, α). While manageable in the evaluation of Γρ,

this becomes prohibitive in the double integral. To circumvent this issue, our numerical

implementation makes use of a change of integration variables from (α, ρ) to (a, p) defined as

p =
q

qU
, µ = aµN + (1 − a)µE . (6.10)
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In the above, qU denotes the parameter q for the ultracold solution, while µN/E denote the

parameter µ for the Nariai and extremal solutions. After this change of variables, the resulting

integral is

Γ =

∫ 1

0
dp

∫ 1

0
da

∣∣∣∣∂(µ, q)

∂(a, p)

∣∣∣∣ ∣∣∣∣∂(α, ρ)

∂(µ, q)

∣∣∣∣ e−∆S , (6.11)

where ∂(α, ρ)/∂(µ, q) and ∂(µ, q)/∂(a, p) denote the Jacobian of the transformations. All

derivatives appearing in the Jacobians can be evaluated analytically and reduced to expres-

sions in which the only undetermined parameter is x1. The analysis, while straightforward,

results in expressions that are rather complicated and therefore we do not present them here.

The final integral, while requiring this manual preprocessing, is relatively quick and efficient

to evaluate.

We use our numerical implementation to study how the nucleation probability depends

on the backreaction parameter ν. Before presenting the result, let us first make a few im-

portant remarks. Varying the backreaction parameter ν in general corresponds to varying a

combination of the parameters of the theory, G3, R3 and the central charge of the CFT, c.

The precise relationship is given by

cG3

R3
=

ν

2
√

1 − ν2
. (6.12)

Depending on which quantities among (G3, R3, c) are held fixed gives rise to different inter-

pretations of the corresponding variations in ν.

Here we will study what is perhaps the most natural interpretation, which is to fix c and

R3, while allowing G3 to vary. In this way, when ν → 0 we have G3 → 0 and gravity on the

brane decouples. We present the nucleation probability as a function of ν at fixed central

charge and R3 in Figure 11 for three different values of the central charge. We observe that

as ν → 0, corresponding to G3 → 0, the nucleation probability goes to zero. The nucleation

probability approaches unity as ν → 1, corresponding to G3 → ∞. This behavior matches

qualitatively with the nucleation probability for a conical deficit in dS3 — see appendix B.

Increasing the central charge has the effect of suppressing the nucleation probability

across a larger portion of the parameter space. This can be seen in the fact that the orange

and green curves hug the horizontal axis more tightly than the blue curve.

7 Outlook

Using braneworld holography, we constructed the first charged three-dimensional de Sitter

black hole exactly incorporating all orders of semi-classical backreaction. Similar to the

uncharged and rotating quantum dS3 black holes, the black hole horizon appears due to

backreaction of a large-c holographic CFT3 with a cutoff in the UV. That the black hole is

charged is a consequence of the backreacting CFT being charged; in the absence of back-

reaction the quantum black hole reduces to the neutral Schwarzschild-dS3 solution with a

single cosmological horizon. As the dS3 black hole is charged, it has extremal, ultracold, and
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Figure 11: Nucleation probability for c = 1, 5, 10 corresponding to the (from left to right)

blue, orange and green curves, respectively. Here we have set R3 = 1. The limit ν → 0

corresponds to G3 → 0, while ν → 1 corresponds to G3 → ∞.

charged Nariai limits, with a parameter space governed by an analog of the shark-fin diagram

characteristic of higher-dimensional classical RN-dS black holes.

Analyzing the horizon thermodynamics, we found the classical entropy is replaced by

the semi-classical generalized entropy in the first law. Further, we have demonstrated that

the heat capacity of quantum dS3 black holes exhibit (inverted) Schottky peaks analogous

to their higher-dimensional classical Schwarzschild- or Reissner-Nordström-de Sitter coun-

terparts. Specifically, for a specific finite range of temperature, both classical and quantum

charged black holes behave as thermal systems with a finite number of energy levels available

to its underlying microscopic degrees of freedom, beyond which many energy levels become

available. This indicates charged dS black holes have a large gap in their energy spectrum.

Finally, we used (constrained) instanton methods to compute the probability to nucleate

charged quantum dS3 black holes of arbitrary mass and charge. The probability for fluctua-

tion from empty dS3 to an excited state is primarily controlled by the deficit of generalized

entropies between (quantum) dS3 and the ultracold and Nariai black holes. We computed the

rate/probability in two ways: semi-analytically, using a pair of linear approximations suitable

for the analog computation of classical dS4 black holes, and exactly using numerics. We found

the nucleation probability, at fixed central charge, decreases as the strength of backreaction

increases, i.e., when gravity becomes non-dynamical.

There are a number of avenues worth exploring, some of which we detail below.
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Schottky peaks for quantum black holes

Here we demonstrated the heat-capacity of quantum dS3 black holes exhibit Schottky peaks

analogous to their higher-dimensional Schwarzschild- or Reissner-Nordström-de Sitter coun-

terparts. This is consistent with the fact that dS black holes have a finite mass range, bounded

above by the Nariai mass. Notably, all three-dimensional anti-de Sitter quantum black holes

have a finite range of mass. As such AdS3 quantum black holes are expected to feature Schot-

tky behavior (indeed, in an ensemble of fixed cosmological constant, the heat capacity of the

static quantum BTZ black hole [74, 81] has inverted peaks). This is in stark contrast with

classical anti-de Sitter black holes, which only exhibit Schottky behavior in ensembles of fixed

(thermodynamic) volume [72]. It would be worth seeing if asymptotically flat quantum black

holes [21, 29] also feature Schottky behavior. Doing so would establish that the appearance

of Schottky peaks, at least in three-dimensions, are a universal quantum signature.

Quasi-normal modes of quantum dS black holes

In this article we focused on static quantum black holes. One way to explore the dynamics of

quantum black holes is to consider time-dependent perturbations to static or stationary black

holes, and study characteristic traits encoded in their quasi-normal mode (QNMs) spectrum.

The QNMs of spin-0 and spin-1/2 fields were analyzed for the quantum BTZ black hole [82],

which were subsequently used to characterize the pole-behavior of the correlators of the dual

field theory. It would be interesting to extend and adapt this analysis to study the QNM

spectrum of quantum dS black holes. The computation of such QNMs would also prove

indispensable for tests of strong quantum cosmic censorship [83].

Extended thermodynamics of quantum dS black holes

Here we considered thermal ensembles with a fixed cosmological constant. Alternatively,

one could consider the extended framework where the cosmological constant is not fixed but

instead treated as dynamical pressure [84, 85], P ∝ −Λ. In fact, braneworld holography fa-

cilitates a natural origin for extended thermodynamics of quantum black holes, where tuning

the tension of the end-of-world brane induces a variable cosmological constant on the brane

[86]. For dS black holes, where P < 0, it is arguably more sensible to interpret a variable

cosmological constant as a tension, consistent with the higher-dimensional origin via holo-

graphic braneworlds. Akin to their AdS counterparts, dS black holes are conjectured to obey

a set of reverse isoperimetric inequalities [87], placing an upper bound on their (cosmological)

horizon entropy. It would be interesting to study the extended thermodynamics of quantum

dS black holes and see if they obey a set of quantum inequalities [88], or explore their critical

phase behavior via thermodynamic geometry as done for the neutral quantum BTZ [89].

Decay of extremal quantum black holes

The weak gravity conjecture [90] states, roughly, that large extremal black holes in asymp-

totically flat or AdS spacetimes should decay into to smaller, sub-extremal black holes, in
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accordance with (weak) cosmic censorship. Practically, the weak gravity conjecture imposes

an upper bound on the mass of an elementary charged particle. The weak gravity conjecture

is among a set of consistency conditions characterizing the “swampland” paradigm [91, 92]

to distinguish low energy effective field theories that have a UV completion in quantum grav-

ity from those which do not. More carefully, effective field theories with a U(1) gauge field

consistent with quantum gravity should contain a “superextremal” massive, charged state

(emitted by a black hole via Schwinger pair creation) of mass ms and charge qs that obeys

qs/ms ≳ 1 , (7.1)

where the precise inequality depends on the choice of units and spacetime dimension.18 Proofs

of the weak gravity conjecture have been offered in [94, 96], relying on the thermodynamic

description of charged black holes.

In a similar vein, the “Festina-Lente” conjecture [8, 9] asserts a lower bound on the

mass of charged particles in a de Sitter black hole background, such that large charged

black holes discharge and evaporate to empty de Sitter space. Otherwise, when this mass

bound is not observed, charged Nariai black holes discharge rapidly, becoming superextremal

Nariai (neutral dS black hole with a mass exceeding the Nariai bound), such that the system

evolves towards a big crunch, and violates weak cosmic censorship.19 Specifically, preventing

the formation of naked singularities during the decay of extremal Nariai demands (in four

spacetime dimensions)

m2
s ≳ MPHqs , (7.2)

for Hubble constant H. The Festina-Lente bound (7.2) is compatible with the weak gravity

constraint (7.1), thus placing an upper and lower bound on ms, and leads to a host of

phenomenological implications [9].

It is natural to wonder either the weak gravity and Festina-Lente conjectures are robust

against quantum matter backreaction. The charged quantum BTZ black hole [23] and dS3

black hole constructed here provide a precise case study to explore this question. Following the

arguments of [96], it is at least plausible large extremal charged quantum BTZ black holes are

unstable to decay to smaller extremal quantum black holes, and the weak gravity conjecture

is satisfied. The reasoning relies on the fact that, for perturbatively small backreaction, the

infinite tower of higher-derivative corrections in the induced brane action contribute positively

to black holes with positive heat capacity. Alone, this implies corrections to the (three-

dimensional) Bekenstein-Hawking entropy result in a positive entropy shift, and indicates the

bound (7.1). It remains to be seen precisely how the cutoff CFT affects this entropy shift,

requiring further study.

Testing the perdurance of the Festina-Lente bound in the presence of quantum matter

can be done by utilizing the holographic construction of the quantum dS3 black hole. In par-

ticular, the constraint (7.2) follows from disallowing certain decay channels due to Schwinger

18Due to negative curvature effects of AdS, the charge-to-mass ratio in AdS is modified, see, e.g., [93–95].
19Notably, however, incorporating backreaction due to the emission of massive, charged shells results in

certain decay channels which violate the Festina-Lente bound yet do not result in a big crunch [97].
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pair creation [8], reaffirmed in [97] using an s-wave tunneling formalism in the probe limit.

Adapting these techniques to the AdS4 bulk geometry dual to the dS3 braneworld would

provide the first example of a Festina-Lente type bound for dS3 (quantum) black holes.
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A Range of Parameters

The metric functions H(r) and G(x) in (3.1) control the existence of horizons and the trans-

verse sections’ geometry, respectively. Consequently, the solutions that can be described on

the brane depend on the root structure of G(x). We characterize these solutions as the

smallest root of x, namely x1, and the parameter q, as stated in (3.6).

The black hole horizons are described by the roots of H(r). Only three of the four real

roots (assuming there are any) will be positive. Assuming µ > 0 and q fixed, if we gradually

increase the value of µ from 0 there is only one root: the cosmological horizon. Consequently,

there is a naked singularity as we are above the extremal limit. This continues until µ reaches

µE , the extremal value for which H(r) has only two roots. At this stage, the outer and inner

horizons coincide, while the cosmological horizon, which is larger than the extremal horizon

radius, is still present. As we continue increasing µ beyond µE , we enter a regime where there

are three positive roots: the inner, outer and cosmological horizon. This continues until µ

reaches the Nariai limit µN , where there are once again only two roots, but this time the

outer and the cosmological horizons coincide. When µ > µN , there are no longer any real

roots. Consequently, the extremal black hole represents the smallest black hole that can fit

inside the static patch, whereas the Nariai black hole is the largest black hole to fit inside the

static patch.

To obtain the explicit expressions of µE and µN as a function of q and ν (4.1), we solve

H(r) = H ′(r) = 0, resulting in

µE =

√
2

3

12q2ν2 −
√

1 − 12q2ν2

3ν

√
1 −

√
1 − 12q2ν2

, µN =

√
2

3

1 + 12q2ν2 +
√

1 − 12q2ν2

3ν

√
1 +

√
1 − 12q2ν2

. (A.1)

In the limit in which q is small we find

µE = 2q + O(q2) , µN =
2

3
√

3ν
+ O(q2) . (A.2)
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We see µE vanishes as q → 0 while µN remains non-zero. This is what we would expect

since, in this limit, extremal black holes do not exist. Additionally, any black hole cannot

be arbitrarily large; it must be confined within the cosmological horizon. Notice that both

extremal and Nariai black holes exist only if

q <
1

2
√

3ν
. (A.3)

Using (A.1), we can obtain the horizon radius r0 for each limit

(r0)E =
R3√

6

√
1 −

√
1 − 12q2ν2 , (r0)N =

R3√
6

√
1 +

√
1 − 12q2ν2 . (A.4)

We can relate the mass and charge of the extremal/Nariai limits by combining (A.1) and

(A.4). After a little algebra,

µE/N = 2

(
1 − 2

(r0)
2
E/N

R2
3

)
(r0)E/N

R3

1

ν
, |qE/N | =

(
1 − 3

(r0)
2
E/N

R2
3

)1/2
(r0)E/N

R3

1

ν
, (A.5)

where, recall, rE ∈ [0, ru] and rN ∈ [ru, R3/
√

3].

Using our expressions for µ, we can solve maximum and minimum values for the x1
parameter (the smallest positive real root of G(x) = 0). In particular, substituting µ = µE

into (3.6) we get the maximum value of x1, denoted as xmax
1 . Meanwhile, setting µ = µN we

find the minimum value xmin
1 . While explicit expressions are cumbersome, we can write down

perturbative expansions in terms of small q and ν:

xmax
1 = 1 − q + 2q2 + O(q3) , (A.6)

xmin
1 =

√
3

21/3
ν1/3 + O(q2) , (A.7)

which we confirm are positive. Notice we recover the appropriate neutral qSdS3 result as

q → 0. Specifically, xmax
1 = 1 and xmin

1 = xN1 (see Eq. (5.14) of [10]).

B Nucleation of classical black holes and defects

Nucleation of charged dS4 black holes

Following [37, 38], the nucleation probability Γ of a classical electrically charged dS4 black

hole (5.3) of any given mass and charge is

Γ =

∫
dρ dα e−(SdS−SRNdS) . (B.1)

Here SdS is the entropy of empty dS4 and SRNdS is the total entropy of a charged black hole in

dS4, i.e., the sum of the Bekenstein-Hawking entropies of the black hole and the cosmological

horizon. The dimensionless parameters α and ρ are related to the black hole mass and charge
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via (4.16). This integral cannot be solved analytically in general. In [37, 38], a pair of linear

approximations were made to proceed. Specifically, the total entropy can be approximated

using a linear fit in α at fixed ρ,

SRNdS ≈ αSN + (1 − α)SE , (B.2)

where SN and SE are the entropy of the Nariai and extremal black hole, respectively. With

this approximation, the probability Γ (B.3) to nucleate an arbitrary mass dS black hole in a

sector of fixed ρ is

Γ ≈
∫ 1

0
dρΓρ , with Γρ = e−(SdS−SE)

(
1 − eSN−SE

SE − SN

)
. (B.3)

To evaluate the integral over ρ, further use the linear approximations for the extremal and

Nariai entropies,

SE ≈ ρSU + (1 − ρ)SdS , SN ≈ ρSU + (1 − ρ)S0
N . (B.4)

where SU and S0
N are the entropy of the ultracold and the neutral (ρ = 0) Nariai black hole,

respectively. With this approximation, the probability of nucleation is

Γ ≈ e−(SdS−SU )

SdS − S0
N

(
γ(σN ) − γ(σdS) + log (σN/σdS)

)
, (B.5)

where σN ≡ SU − S0
N , σdS ≡ SU − SdS, and γ(σ) is the Euler gamma function

γ(σ) ≡
∫ ∞

σ
t−1e−t dt . (B.6)

To check the validity of the above approximations, we evaluated the nucleation rate

using numerical methods. The left plot of Figure 12 shows (B.3) as a function of ρ for both

methods, the numerical result (blue curve) and the linear approximation (red curve). We

further evaluated (B.1) numerically (right panel of Figure 12) where we find the nucleation

probability decreases as the de Sitter radius increases.

Nucleation of neutral defects in dS3

Unlike in higher dimensions, we can exactly analytically compute the probability to nucleate

a conical defect in empty dS3. To this end, recall the Schwarzschild-dS3 metric

ds2 = −f(r)dt2 + f−1(r)dr2 + r2dϕ2 , f(r) = 1 − 8G3M − r2

R2
3

. (B.7)

When 8G3M < 1, the geometry describes a conical defect with a cosmological horizon rc =

R3

√
1 − 8G3M , and deficit angle 2π(1 −

√
1 − 8G3M); for 8G3M > 1, the defect geometry

has no horizon and an excess (surfeit) angle of 2π(
√

1 − 8G3M − 1). Note M = 1/8G3 ≡ MN

sets an upper bound on the point mass generating the defect. In this (singular) limit the
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Figure 12: Left: Nucleation probability of a charged dS4 black hole in a sector at fixed ρ, i.e. Γρ,

with constant dS length R4 = 1. The blue curve corresponds to the numeric result and the red is the

linear approximation (B.3). Right: Nucleation probability of charged dS4 black hole as a function of

the dS length R4 obtained by numerical methods.

conical geometry has a 2π deficit and can be understood as a having a big-crunch or big-bang

singularity [98]. The Gibbons-Hawking entropy is

SSdS3 =
πR3

2G3

√
1 − 8G3M , (B.8)

which reduces to the Gibbons-Hawking entropy for empty dS3 when M = 0 and vanishes

when M = MN.

Applying the formalism developed in [37] for arbitrary spacetime dimension, we can

exactly compute the probability Γ to nucleate a defect in dS3 of arbitrary mass. Specifically,

Γ =

∫ 1

0
dαe−∆S =

4G3

πR3

[
2G3

πR3

(
e−πR3/2G3 − 1

)
+ 1

]
=

2

SdS3

[
1

SdS3

(
e−SdS3 − 1

)
+ 1

]
,

(B.9)

for entropy deficit ∆S = SdS3 − SSdS3 , and α = M/MN. We observe Γ → 1 as the entropy

SdS3 → 0, while Γ → 0 as the Gibbons-Hawking entropy becomes infinite. Equivalently, for

fixed R3, the nucleation probability is maximized in a regime where G3 → ∞, and vanishes

when gravity is absent, G3 → 0.

It is worth comparing our exact result to the analogous linear approximation for the

entropy deficit

Sfit
SdS3 = SdS3 − (SdS3 − SN)α = SdS3(1 − α) , (B.10)

and consequently, ∆S ≈ −SdS3α. The probability is then approximately

Γfit =

∫ 1

0
dαe−SdS3

α =
1

SdS3

(
1 − e−SdS3

)
. (B.11)
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Figure 13: Left: Nucleation probability for the SdS3 geometry as a function of the empty dS3

entropy. The (middle) black line is the exact solution, whilst the (top) red and (bottom) blue curves

are the approximations obtained via the expansion around α = 0 and interpolation (B.10), respectively.

Right: Relative error in Γ for the two approximations with respect to the exact solution.

The probability Γfit coincides with the vanishing backreaction limit of the quantum SdS3

black hole (cf. Eq. (6.19) of [10] once appropriately normalized).

Comparing the exact probability (B.9) to one computed using the linear fit (B.11), we

see the linear approximation well captures the exponential decay of the rate, however, the

two probabilities significantly differ as SdS3 becomes large,

lim
SdS3

→∞
Γ ≈ 2/SdS3 = 2Γ∞

fit . (B.12)

The reason for this discrepancy is simple. When performing the linear approximation to the

action in the spirit of [37], one is really interpolating the entropy so as to minimize the error

over the whole range α ∈ [0, 1], especially at the endpoints. Such an approximation, however,

is insufficient due to the exponential weighting in the integral. By enforcing the error to be

zero at α = 1, there is an enhanced error near α ≈ 0, a crucial portion of the integration

domain.

To see this, consider a Taylor expansion of the entropy deficit ∆S(α) about small α,

∆S(α) ≈ SdS3

(
1 − α

2

)
, (B.13)

where we keep only terms linear in α. Substituting this into the probability Γ and performing

the integration gives

ΓTay =
2

SdS3

(
1 − e−SdS3

/2
)

. (B.14)

This approximation is a closer fit to the exact numerical result, compared to Γfit, as we

illustrate in Figure 13. Thus, while true that the linear interpolation (B.10) better approx-

imates the entropy deficit [37] (especially as the spacetime dimension is increased), at least
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for d = 3, we see the fit using a small α expansion of the deficit better approximates the

nucleation probability.
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