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We directly evaluate the probability amplitudes in Jackiw-Teitelboim (JT) gravity using the
Lorentzian path integral formulation. By imposing boundary conditions on the scale factor and the
dilaton field, the Lorentzian path integral uniquely yields the probability amplitude without contra-
diction. Under Dirichlet boundary conditions, we demonstrate that the amplitude derived from the
Lorentzian path integral is expressed in terms of the modified Bessel function of the second kind.
Furthermore, we provide the determinant for various boundary conditions and perform a detailed
analysis of the Lefschetz thimble structure and saddle points. In contrast to four-dimensional grav-
ity, we show that the Hartle-Hawking no-boundary proposal is approximately valid in JT quantum
cosmology. Furthermore, addressing quantum perturbation issues, we show that the quantum gen-
esis of the two-dimensional universe occurs and exhibits perturbative regularity when the dilaton
field is non-zero and large as an initial condition.

I. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, there has been growing interest in
two-dimensional gravity theories, particularly in Jackiw-
Teitelboim (JT) gravity [1, 2]. The JT gravity is a
promising toy model for quantum gravity, as exactly solv-
able and renormalizable, unlike gravity theories in four
or higher dimensions. Many studies focus on JT gravity
in anti-de Sitter (AdS) space [3–6], which can be seen,
e.g., as the near-horizon limit of an extreme black hole
[3, 7] (see also Refs. [8, 9] for review).

Meanwhile, there has been progress in studying JT
gravity in de Sitter (dS) space, which is relevant to our
universe due to the positive cosmological constant and
curvature. For dS space, the canonical and path integral
quantization of JT gravity have been studied in the lit-
erature [10–20]. However, the equivalence between these
two methods and the rigorous formulation of path inte-
gral in JT gravity remains unclear. In the path integral
quantization of JT gravity in dS space, the probability
amplitude analyses based on the Euclidean metric gEµν ,
particularly following the Hartle-Hawking no-boundary
proposal [21], are commonly adopted.

The no-boundary proposal states that the wave func-
tion of the universe is given by the path integral over
compact Euclidean geometries gEµν , with the geometric
configuration of spacetime that has a 3-dimensional con-
figuration as the only boundary. This proposal elegantly
explains the quantum birth of the universe from noth-
ing [22]. However, it has been criticized for various tech-
nical reasons, such as the convergence problems of the
full integral over the Euclidean metric [23]. In gravity,
these path integrals correspond to excited states asso-
ciated with negative energy eigenstates [24], leading to
debates about the validity of the Euclidean gravity ap-
proach.

To avoid these problems, the authors of Ref. [25] pro-
posed to perform path integrals along the steepest de-
scent path of a complex metric, where the real part
of the action decreases rapidly. In particular, recent
studies in quantum cosmology are based on a rigor-
ous method called the Lorentzian path integral formal-
ism [26]. Although the integral of the phase factor

e
i
ℏS[gµν ] is not manifestly convergent (conditionally con-

vergent at most), deforming the integration contour to
the complex plane using Picard-Lefschetz theory [27–30]
enables us to rewrite it in terms of integrals along Lef-
schetz thimbles (steepest descents), which are absolutely
convergent.1 The Lorentzian path integral provides a
consistent method for quantum gravity, allowing detailed
insights into the wave function of the universe [42, 43].
Furthermore, utilizing the resurgence theory and Lef-
schetz thimble analyses in combination [44],2 we can def-
initely perform the gravitational path integral over the
Lorentzian spacetime and reduce the ambiguity of the
wave function of the universe.
In this paper, we explore the quantum genesis of

the universe within two-dimensional spacetime, focus-
ing on JT gravity as a renormalizable quantum gravity
model [1, 2] through the Lorentzian path integral. Quan-
tum cosmology based on the Lorentzian path integral is
expected to be studied within a consistent framework of
quantum gravity. For instance, Lorentzian quantum cos-
mology has been discussed in Hořava-Lifshitz (HL) grav-
ity [46]. However, implementing the Lorentzian path in-

1 There are several studies on the quantum tunneling phenomenon,
employing the Picard-Lefschetz theory [31–41].

2 A recent work [45] performed the Monte Carlo analysis using
the generalized Lefschetz thimble method in Lorentzian quantum
cosmology.

ar
X

iv
:2

41
2.

20
39

8v
1 

 [
gr

-q
c]

  2
9 

D
ec

 2
02

4



2

tegral in gravity theories beyond general relativity (GR)
is usually challenging. In contrast, JT gravity is renor-
malizable and allows for the straightforward implementa-
tion of the Lorentzian path integral. Therefore, although
it is confined to two-dimensional spacetime, the quantum
genesis of the universe can be analyzed within a consis-
tent quantum gravity theory.3

The dS space in JT gravity is known to correspond to
the Kantowski-Sachs model [12], which represents a ho-
mogeneous four-dimensional universe with S1×S2 topol-
ogy. The Lorentzian path integral of the Kantowski-
Sachs model has been analyzed in Refs. [49–52].4 In par-
ticular, the authors of Refs. [50, 51] performed this analy-
sis under the Euclidean boundary condition following the
original version of the no-boundary proposal and tunnel-
ing proposal. On the other hand, we directly evaluate the
JT probability amplitudes by performing the Lorentzian
path integral, taking into account both the determinant
and the physical boundary conditions where we mainly
consider the Dirichlet boundary condition. Additionally,
we provide a more detailed investigation of the thim-
ble structure and discuss the perturbation problems of
Lorentzian quantum cosmology in JT gravity. We show
that the quantum genesis of the universe occurs and ex-
hibits perturbative stability only when the dilaton field
is non-zero and large as an initial condition.

The rest of the present paper is organized as follows. In
Section II, we briefly review the canonical quantization
of JT gravity to compare the probability amplitude ob-
tained from the Lorentzian path integral. In Section III,
we analyze the probability amplitude of JT gravity under
the Dirichlet boundary condition utilizing the Lorentzian
path integral approach. We show the amplitude derived
from the path integral coincides with the minisuperspace
solutions of the canonical quantization. We also provide
the Lefschetz thimble structure and saddle point analysis
in detail. The case with the Neumann boundary condi-
tion is discussed in Section IV. In Section V, we consider
the problem of perturbations in quantum cosmology in
the JT gravity and show that the perturbative regular-
ity is preserved for the quantum genesis of the universe
in the JT gravity. Section VI is devoted to conclusions.
The Appendix A exhibits detailed calculations of the am-
plitude with precise prefactors under various boundary
conditions.

II. CANONICAL QUANTIZATION OF
JACKIW-TEITELBOIM GRAVITY

In this section, we review the canonical quantiza-
tion of JT gravity, following the method outlined by
Refs. [10, 11, 15], and derive the probability amplitude

3 The case of three-dimensional spacetime is discussed in [47, 48].
4 The earlier works related to Kantowski-Sachs quantum cosmol-
ogy were done in Refs. [53–56]

of the universe to compare it with the results obtained
from the Lorentzian path integral approach in the next
section. Consider the action of JT gravity in Lorentzian
signature,

SJT =
1

2

∫
M

d2x
√
−gϕ[R− 2Λ]−

∫
∂M

dy
√
γϕK, (1)

where the gravitational constant is normalized ( ϕ
8πG →

ϕ). The dilaton field should be non-negative, ϕ ≥ 0, since
a negative value results in an effective Newton constant
ϕ

8πG that is also negative. This bound is also reason-
able when considering the JT theory arising from the
reduction of 4-dimensional spacetime. Here, Λ denotes
a positive cosmological constant, g represents the two-
dimensional spacetime metric on M, and

√
γ is the de-

terminant of the induced metric γab on the boundary
∂M. The boundary term in the action is crucial for
the variational principle to be applicable under Dirich-
let boundary conditions for both the metric and dilaton
fields.
We will use the following Arnowitt, Deser, and Misner

(ADM) decomposition of the metric

ds2 = −N2(x, t)dt2 + g1(x, t)(dx+N⊥(x, t)dt)
2 , (2)

where N is the lapse, N⊥ is the shift, and g1 is the
spatial metric. Then, t represents Lorenzian time, and
x indicates the spatial direction within the range 0 ≤
x < 2π. After integrating by parts and using the
boundary terms with the extrinsic curvature scalar K =

1
2Ng1

(
ġ1 − 2N1|1

)
= 1

2Ng1
(ġ1 − 2N ′

⊥g1 −N⊥g
′
1) where a

vertical bar denotes covariant differentiation with respect
to the spatial metric and N1 = g1N⊥, the action can then
be written as,

SJT =

∫
d2x

[
ϕ̇

N

(
N⊥

2
√
g1

g′1 +
√
g1N

′
⊥ − ġ1

2
√
g1

)]

+

∫
d2x

[
ϕ′

N

(
NN ′
√
g1

−√
g1N⊥N

′
⊥ +

N⊥

2
√
g1

ġ1 −
N2

⊥
2
√
g1

g′1

)

−N
√
g1ϕΛ

]
, (3)

where the dots denote derivatives with respect to t and
the primes denote derivatives with respect to x. As usual,
the action does not involve time derivatives of fields N
and N⊥ and therefore

ΠN = ΠN⊥ = 0, (4)

which act as primary constraints. The momenta conju-
gate to the dilaton and scale factor are,

Πg1 = − ϕ̇

2N
√
g1

+
N⊥ϕ

′

2N
√
g1

, (5)

Πϕ =
N⊥

2N
√
g1

g′1 +
N ′

⊥
√
g1

N
− ġ1

2N
√
g1

. (6)
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The canonical Hamiltonian is,

H =

∫
dx [NH+N⊥P] , (7)

where

H = 2ΠϕΠg1

√
g1 −

(
ϕ′
√
g1

)′

−√
g1ϕΛ , (8)

P = 2g1Π
′
g1 +Πg1g

′
1 −Πϕϕ

′ , (9)

and the Hamiltonian and momentum constraints are re-
spectively H ≈ 0 and P ≈ 0 in the Dirac sense. So far,
our discussion has focused on classical approaches. We
now move to the quantum theory, introducing fields as
operators. In this framework, canonical quantization is
performed formally by replacing the canonical momenta
as

Π̂g1 = −iℏ
δ

δg1(x)
, Π̂ϕ = −iℏ

δ

δϕ(x)
, (10)

and the state is represented by wave functional denoted
as Ψ[g1, ϕ]. In the quantum theory of gravity, the physi-
cal wave function Ψ[g1, ϕ] has to satisfy the Hamiltonian
and momentum constraints respectively,

HΨ[g1, ϕ] = 0, P Ψ[g1, ϕ] = 0 , (11)

where the Hamiltonian constraint equation is also re-
ferred to as the Wheeler-DeWitt (WDW) equation.

A. General Solutions

Following Refs. [10, 11], we can eliminate the momenta
conjugate to the dilaton Πϕ by using a linear combination
of the Hamiltonian and Momentum constraints,

0 ≈ 2Πg1

√
g1P + ϕ′H

= 2
√
g1

(
g1Π

2
g1 −

1

4

(
ϕ′
√
g1

)2

− Λ

4
ϕ2

)′

, (12)

and we have

4g1Π
2
g1 =

(
ϕ′
√
g1

)2

+ Λϕ2 − C , (13)

where C is the constant for the on-shell configurations.
Now, it is found that solving constraints (11) is equivalent
to imposing the above conditions (13) and the momen-
tum constraint (9) in the Dirac sense. In the quantum
theory, we shall impose

Π̂g1Ψ[g1, ϕ] = ±

√(
ϕ′
√
g1

)2
+ Λϕ2 − C

2
√
g1

Ψ[g1, ϕ] . (14)

Thus, we have the following solution [10, 11]

Ψ± [g1, ϕ] = e
± i

ℏ
∫
dx
(
Q−ϕ′(x) tanh−1

(
Q

ϕ′(x)

))
, (15)

Q =
√

(Λϕ(x)2 − C) g1(x) + ϕ′(x)2 , (16)

where it can be shown that the above wave function
satisfies the momentum constraint PΨ±[g1, ϕ] = 0 [19].
The general solutions consist of a linear combination of
Ψ+ [g1, ϕ] and Ψ− [g1, ϕ], which describe the contracting
and expanding configurations, respectively.
More general solutions would be given as a sum over

various constant C and therefore can be written as [15],

Ψ [g1, ϕ] =

∫
dCρ̃(C)e

+ i
ℏ
∫
dx
(
Q−ϕ′(x) tanh−1

(
Q

ϕ′(x)

))

+

∫
dCρ(C)e

− i
ℏ
∫
dx
(
Q−ϕ′(x) tanh−1

(
Q

ϕ′(x)

))
, (17)

where ρ̃(C), ρ(C) are arbitrary complex functions of C.
The norm of the wave function is not necessarily posi-
tive or conserved for all solutions of the WDW equation.
Therefore, it has been argued that ρ̃(C) and ρ(C) should
be chosen in a way that ensures both a positive and con-
served norm (see, for instance, Ref. [12, 19] for a detailed
discussion).
The solution (17) involves arbitrariness, making it dif-

ficult to determine which solution represents a physical
one, especially in the absence of well-defined boundary
conditions for the WDW equation. Ref. [12] suggests
that the wave function of dS spacetime should consist of
Ψ− [g1, ϕ]: this describes the expanding configurations in
the large g1, ϕ limit. Thus, we can only take Ψ− [g1, ϕ],
and ρ(C) is chosen from some prescriptions. According

to Ref. [15], ρ(C) is determined as ρ(C) = sinh(2π
√
C)

by requiring that the wave function in this limit cor-
responds to the Schwarzian partition function. Conse-
quently, when we assume the dilaton profile ϕ along a
spatial slice with du =

√
g1dx, and denote l =

∫ √
g1dx,

the general solution results in the following form,

Ψ[l, ϕ] =

∫ ∞

0

dC sinh(2π
√
C)

× e
− i

ℏ
∫ l
0
du

(√
Λϕ2−C+(∂uϕ)2−∂uϕ tanh−1

(√
1+Λϕ2−C

(∂uϕ)2

))

=

∫ ∞

0

dC sinh(2π
√
C)e−

il
ℏ

√
Λϕ2−C , (18)

where we take ∂uϕ = 0 in the last expression. Then, by
performing the integral we obtain [15],

Ψ[l, ϕ] =
lΛϕ2/ℏ

l2/ℏ2 − 4π2
K2

(
i
√
Λϕ2(l2/ℏ2 − 4π2)

)
, (19)

where Kν(z) is the modified Bessel function of the second
kind. In large l, ϕ limit, we obtain

Ψ [l, ϕ] ∝ e−
il
ℏ

√
Λϕ2

. (20)
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Ref. [15] also proposes another wave function written in
terms of the modified Bessel function of the first kind
Iν(z) to realize the real wave function following the orig-
inal Hartle-Hawking proposal. From the above discus-
sion, the JT wave function is expected to be given by
specific Bessel functions. In the next subsection, we will
confirm that these results remain valid even if we take
the minisuperspace approximation from the first place.

B. Minisuperspace Canonical Quantization

Hereafter, we shall evaluate the above results (19) or
(20) by starting from the minisuperspace approximation.
In the minisuperspace, g1, ϕ are independent of x, and
we take the following ADM metric,

ds2 = −N(t)2dt2 + a(t)2dx2 . (21)

In this setup, the action for JT gravity reduces

SJT = −2π

∫
dt

(
q̇φ̇

4N
+NΛ

)
, (22)

where we transformed the lapse function N → N/aϕ,
5 and defined q(t) = a2(t) and φ(t) = ϕ2(t) for simplic-
ity. Performing the canonical quantization, the canonical
conjugate momenta are transformed into Hermitian op-
erators,

Πq = −π
φ̇

2N
, Πφ = −π

q̇

2N
,

=⇒ Π̂q = −iℏ
∂

∂q
, Π̂φ = −iℏ

∂

∂φ
.

(23)

The minisuperspace WDW equation for the JT gravity
is written as [

∂

∂q̃

∂

∂φ̃
+ 1

]
Ψ[q̃, φ̃] = 0 , (24)

where q̃ = πq
ℏ
√
Λ and φ̃ = πφ

ℏ
√
Λ. The general solution

of the minisuperspace WDW equation (24) is given by a

linear combination of a function (q̃/φ̃)
m
2 Fm(2

√
q̃φ̃) [12]

where Fm(z) is a specific Bessel function and m is the ar-
bitrary real number. Ref. [50] showed that under the out-
going mode assumption describing expanding universe in
large a, ϕ limit, the appropriate Bessel functions are the

Hankel functions of the second kind H
(2)
m (z). Thus, the

wave function should take the following form,

Ψm[q, φ] =

(
q

φ

)m
2

H(2)
m

(
2π

ℏ
√
Λqφ

)
. (25)

5 Shifting the lapse function corresponds to introducing a new time
coordinate, τ which is related by dt = dτ

aϕ
.

which asymptotes

Ψm

[
qφ ≫ 1

Λ

]
∝ e−

2πi
ℏ

√
Λqφ , (26)

reproducing Eq. (20). Assuming correspondence with
the Schwarzian theory [57] in large a, ϕ limit forces m
to be −2. On the other hand, Ref. [15] suggests that
Fm(z) should be taken as either Km(z) or Im(z) as pre-
viously discussed. Actually, it is impossible to determine
which Bessel function is appropriate, and the value of m,
solely by solving the WDW equation (24). In contrast,
when (q0, φ0) and (q1, φ1) are fixed, the path integral
approach provides a more straightforward way to obtain
the physical probability amplitude. In the following sec-
tion, we directly evaluate the JT probability amplitudes
by performing the Lorentzian path integral and demon-
strate the exact expression for the wave function written
in terms of the modified Bessel function of the second
kind, K0(z).

III. LORENTZIAN QUANTUM COSMOLOGY

Hereafter, we perform the path integral quantization
of JT gravity and analyze the probability amplitude of
the universe utilizing the Lorentzian path integral ap-
proach. The probability amplitude of JT gravity can be
schematically given by the gravitational path integral

G[g, ϕ] =

∫
M

DgµνDϕ exp

(
i

ℏ
SJT[gµν , ϕ]

)
. (27)

In the minisuperspace approximation, utilizing the JT
action (22), we can derive the Lorentzian probability am-
plitude as [58]6

G [q, φ] =

∫
dN(tf − ti)

∫
DqDφ exp (iSJT[N, q, φ]/ℏ) ,

(28)

where we proceed with the lapse integral and the path
integral over all configurations of the scale factor q(t) and
dilaton field φ(t) with the given initial (ti = 0) and final
(tf = 1) values. In this paper, we mainly consider the
integration of the lapse function over N ∈ (0,∞), and
this choice of N ensures the causality [59]. Although one
can also consider the integration on the entire real axis,
N ∈ (−∞,∞), this leads to the ambiguity of the wave
function [44, 60, 61].

6 Here q, φ run from −∞ to ∞ although they are originally pos-
itive. This treatment can avoid configurational difficulties from
undetermined classical paths, which can happen when they are
limited to positive domains [58]. This extension does not alter
physical implications as long as we choose boundary conditions
consistent with their positivities.
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First, we assume the Dirichlet boundary condition in
the Lorentzian path integral, where we fix the value of
the scale factor and dilaton field at the two endpoints, 7

q(ti = 0) = q0, φ(ti = 0) = φ0,

q(tf = 1) = q1, φ(tf = 1) = φ1.
(29)

The equations of motion obtained by varying the JT ac-
tion (22) with respect to q(t) and φ(t) are

q̈ = 0, φ̈ = 0 , (30)

and we can get the analytical solutions of q(t) and φ(t)
with the Dirichlet boundary condition (29).

For the JT action (22), the path integral under the
Dirichlet boundary condition can be exactly evaluated,
and we find the following expression (see Appendix A.
for the detail derivation),

G [q1, φ1; q0, φ0] =

∫ ∞

0

dN

4ℏN
exp

(
iSon-shell[N ]

ℏ

)
, (31)

where the on-shell action Son-shell[N ] is written as,8

Son-shell[N ] = −βN − γ

N
, (32)

with

β = 2πΛ, γ =
π

2
(q1 − q0)(φ1 − φ0) . (33)

Now, we consider the integral by using the steepest
descents from saddle points. For this purpose, it is con-
venient to work in the following expression,

G(ℏ) =
1

4ℏ

∫ ∞

−∞
dx exp[FD(x)] , (34)

where we took N = ex and introduced

FD(x) :=
i

ℏ
Son-shell(x) =

i

ℏ

[
−βex − γ

ex

]
, (35)

as the exponential part of the above integration. The sad-
dle points are obtained by requiring that the derivative

of the exponent in the action vanishes, i.e., dFD(x)
dx = 0:

x
(m)
s± = log

(
±
√

γ

β

)
+ 2mπi =⇒ Ns± = ±

√
γ

β
, (36)

7 When adopting the no-boundary prescription, the field value of
the dilaton becomes imaginary in the Euclidean region [12]. Con-
sequently, to precisely reproduce the no-boundary wave function
via the Lorentzian path integral, it is necessary to set the initial
condition of the dilaton field φ to be imaginary.

8 The on-shell action Son-shell[N ] exactly corresponds with the on-
shell action of the Kantowski-Sachs model, and the steepest-
descent analysis has been conducted in Ref. [49]. However,
the authors assume an Euclidean metric and do not specify the
Lorentzian integration contour for the lapse function.

where m ∈ Z, and we take the branch cut of the log-
arithmic function as the negative real axis such that
log(−1) = −πi.
It is a priori nontrivial whether or not complex saddle

points contribute to the integral. A systematic way to
see this is to find Lefschetz thimbles (steepest descents)
associated with the saddles and then appropriately per-
form deformation of the integral contour to a superpo-
sition of the thimbles equivalent to the original integral.
Important properties of the Lefschetz thimble Jxs as-
sociated with the saddle point xs are (i) Im[FD(x)] =
Im[FD(xs)] along x ∈ Jxs and (ii) monotonically decreas-
ing Re[FD(x)] as we get away from xs along x ∈ Jxs

.
Then one can rewrite the integral as

G(ℏ) =
1

4ℏ
∑
xs

nxs

∫
Jxs

dx exp[FD(x)] , (37)

where nxs
called Stokes multiplier is an integer to deter-

mine how the saddle xs contributes to the integral. While
the integer nxs

cannot change continuously as we change
the parameters, it may discontinuously jump across par-
ticular regions of the parameters called Stokes lines. In
this situation, the ℏ expansion gets a change of its form
as varying the parameters. This is called the Stokes phe-
nomenon that can occur when there are multiple saddle
points with Im[FD(xs)] = Im[FD(x′

s)] for xs ̸= x′
s. It is

known that on the Stokes lines, the Lefschetz thimbles
pass multiple saddle points and the Stokes multiplier nxs

is not unique. Therefore, the decomposition by the thim-
bles becomes ambiguous on the Stokes lines. In this situ-
ation, it is often useful to deform the parameters slightly
away from the Stokes lines and try to take limits to ap-
proach the Stokes lines from different directions. There
are various known examples where the thimble decom-
position has terms with jumps of the Stokes multiplier
across the Stokes lines while the total answer is continu-
ous across the Stokes lines because of cancellation of the
ambiguities against other ambiguities coming from the
subtlety of resummation of perturbative series [44].
In our case, we have the two parameters and can con-

sider two possible cases; the parameters β and γ have the
same or opposite signs. In the case where the parame-
ters have the same signs, the steepest-descent contours
are shown in Fig. 1, and we can find that the contributing

saddle point is given by x
(0)
s+ = 1

2 log
∣∣∣ γβ ∣∣∣ without any am-

biguities. Its associated thimble is equivalent to the orig-
inal integral contour R by the Cauchy integration theo-
rem. Then, changing the integral variable as x = xs+δx,
we can perform the path integral,

G(ℏ) =
1

4ℏ

∫ ∞

−∞
dδx exp[FD(x

(0)
s+ + δx)]

=
1

4ℏ

∫ ∞

−∞
dδx exp

[
−2i

ℏ
√
βγ cosh(δx)

]
=

1

2ℏ
K0

(
2i
√
βγ

ℏ

)
= −πi

4ℏ
H

(2)
0

(
2
√
βγ

ℏ

)
, (38)
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FIG. 1. The contour plot of Re [FD(x)] over the complex x
plane for β = 1, γ = 1, and ℏ = 1 as a representative of the
case with the same signs of β and γ. The black (or red) circles

correspond to x
(m)
s+ (or x

(m)
s− ), while the blue dashed (or red

dotted) lines represent the Lefschetz thimbles (or their duals).
The black horizontal line indicates the original integration
contour.

where Kν(z) has the following integral representation for
Re[z] > 0,9

Kν(z) =
1

2

∫ ∞

−∞
dse−νs−z cosh(s) . (39)

Thus, the probability amplitude (34) satisfies the min-
isuperspace WDW equation (24). The asymptotic form
of G(ℏ) with ℏ → 0 leads to

G(ℏ) ≃ π
1
2

4ℏ 1
2 (βγ)

1
4

e−
2i
ℏ
√
βγ−πi

4 , (40)

which derives G [q1, φ1] ∝ e−
2πi
ℏ

√
Λq1φ1 to be consistent

with the solution (20). The existence of the real saddle
point implies that the path integral describes classical
evolution from (q0, φ0) to (q1, φ1). In particular, if we
consider the scenario where q0 = φ0 = 0, the classi-
cal initial singularity cannot be avoided, and perturba-
tive effects cause the probability amplitude to become
ill-defined, as we will demonstrate in Section V.

9 Our case corresponds to Re[z] = 0 and hence (39) is not
directly available while (38) is correct as a result. To see
this, one first rewrites the second line of (38) as G(ℏ) =
−π

2

(
Y0(2

√
βγ/ℏ) + iJ0(2

√
βγ/ℏ)

)
, where the Bessel functions

Y0(z) and J0(z) have the integral representations: Y0(z) =∫∞
0 ds cos (z cosh s) and J0(z) =

∫∞
0 ds sin (z cosh s), which are

convergent for real z. Then (38) is derived by using the formula

Kν(iz) = − π
2iν

(Yν(z) + iJν(z)) = − π
2iν−1 H

(2)
ν (z).
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FIG. 2. A similar plot to Figs. 1 with β = 1 and γ = −1, and
ℏ = 1 as a representative of the case with the opposite signs
of β and γ

.

On the other hand, in the case where the parameters
β and γ have opposite signs, the steepest-descent con-
tours are shown in Fig. 2. We can find that the Lefschetz
thimbles pass multiple saddle points and the thimble de-
composition becomes ambiguous. To see the structures
in more detail, we deform the parameter ℏ to be complex
as ℏ = |ℏ|eiθ, perform the Lefschetz thimble analysis for
complex ℏ and take the limits θ → 0± to approach real
positive ℏ as in [44].10 After the complex deformation,
the contour plots of Re[FD(x)] are illustrated in Fig. 3.
From this figure, it is evident that the contributing sad-
dle is the same irrespective of the sign of the deforma-
tion parameter θ. Specifically, the saddle is given by

x
(0)
s+ = 1

2 log
∣∣∣ γβ ∣∣∣ − πi

2 .
11 Therefore, even though the pa-

rameters in Fig. 2 are located on the Stokes lines before
the deformation, the Stokes jump does not occur. As
in the previous case, changing the integral variable as

10 To ensure the convergence of the integral at |x| → ∞, we shift
the integral contour to imaginary direction as R − iϵ satisfying
ϵ > |θ|. Therefore, if we take e.g. ϵ = O(θ) s.t. ϵ > |θ|, then it
gives a natural deformation of G(ℏ) to complex ℏ.

11 When γ/β < 0, identification of the sign ± of the saddle point

x
(m)
s± in (36) depends on how to take the branch cut. Here we take

√
γ = e−

πi
2
√

|γ| for γ < 0. This is because, if we continuously
change arg(γ) to connect γ > 0 and γ < 0, then there is a region
in arg(γ) ∈ [0, π] where the integral of G(ℏ) becomes divergent
while we can keep it well-defined in the whole region of arg(γ) ∈
[−π, 0]. Indeed Fig. 2 can be obtained by continuously changing
arg(γ) in the region arg(γ) ∈ [−π, 0] from Fig. 1 and vice versa.
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(a) θ = + π
10
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(b) θ = − π
10

FIG. 3. Complex deformation of Fig. 2 with ℏ = eiθ. (a)
θ = + π

10
, (b) θ = − π

10
.

x = xs + δx, we can perform the path integral,

G(ℏ) =
1

4ℏ

∫ ∞

−∞
dδx exp

[
−2

ℏ
√
|βγ| cosh(δx)

]
=

1

2ℏ
K0

(
2
√
|βγ|
ℏ

)
= −πi

4ℏ
H

(2)
0

(
−
2i
√
|βγ|
ℏ

)
,

(41)

The asymptotic form of G(ℏ) with ℏ → 0 leads to

G(ℏ) ≃ π
1
2

4ℏ 1
2 |βγ| 14

e−
2
ℏ

√
|βγ| . (42)

The probability amplitude is exponentially suppressed
and describes the quantum evolution from (q0, φ0) to
(q1, φ1). In the scenario where q0 = 0 and φ0 > φ1,
these probability amplitudes correctly describe the two-
dimensional quantum creation of the universe. By using

x
(0)
s+, the saddle points in terms of the lapse function lie

in the Euclidean direction, with Im[N
(0)
s+ ] < 0, indicat-

ing that the original version of the no-boundary proposal
is approximately correct for JT gravity. This is in con-
trast to the four-dimensional case [44]. Depending on the
sign of the parameters β and γ, the saddle points xs can
be real or complex, but in both cases, the probability
amplitudes are written in terms of the modified Bessel
function of the second kind K0(z) when the Dirichlet
boundary condition is employed. In the next section, we
will consider the JT probability amplitudes for Neumann
boundary conditions.

IV. NEUMANN BOUNDARY CONDITION FOR
JT GRAVITY

The Dirichlet boundary condition can be used to set
the size of the universe to zero on the initial hypersurface,
capturing the concept of the quantum creation of the uni-
verse from nothing. However, other boundary conditions
such as Neumann, and Robin boundary conditions are
possible in Lorentzian path integral [62–67]. In this sec-
tion, we will consider the Neumann boundary condition
for the scale factor and the dilaton field on the initial
hypersurfaces.
We start with the following JT action,

SJT = −2π

∫
dt

(
q̇φ̇

4N
+NΛ

)
+ SB , (43)

where we introduced the boundary term. Since the JT
action SJT depends on q, q̇, φ, φ̇, the variation of the ac-
tion is given by

δSJT = −2π

∫
dt

([
− φ̈

4N

]
δq +

[
− q̈

N

]
δφ

)
− π

2N
φ̇δq − π

2N
q̇δφ+ δSB , (44)

To derive the equation of motion, we can choose several
boundary conditions for the scale factor and the dilaton
field, including Dirichlet, Neumann, and Robin condi-
tions, as well as specific boundary terms SB located on
the hypersurfaces at ti,f = 0, 1. To apply the Neumann
boundary condition for the scale factor and the dilaton
field on the initial hypersurfaces, we assume the following
boundary term,

SB =
1

2

∫
∂M

dy
√
γ

(
ϕ̇

N
+ ϕK

)
=

π

2N
(q̇φ+ qφ̇)|ti=0

,

(45)
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where we fix the value of the scale factor and dilaton field
at the two endpoints,

−πq̇(ti = 0)

2N
= Π0

φ, −πφ̇(ti = 0)

2N
= Π0

q,

q(tf = 1) = q1, φ(tf = 1) = φ1 ,
(46)

where the canonical momenta are defined as Πq,φ = ∂LJT

∂q̇,φ̇

in which LJT is the JT Lagrangian. In Lorentzian path
integral of the Kantowski-Sachs model, Refs. [50, 51] as-
sumes different boundary term and condition following
the no-boundary proposal and tunneling proposal. Now,
we consider the simple boundary terms and conditions.
For the above boundary condition (46), the path integral
can be exactly evaluated (see Appendix A for the de-
tail derivation). On the other hand, by using the initial
momentum state,∣∣Π0

q,Π
0
φ

〉
=

1

2πℏ

∫ ∞

−∞
dq0dφ0e

i
ℏ (Π0

qq0+Π0
φφ0) |q0, φ0⟩ ,

(47)
we can also and easily derive the probability amplitude
for the Neumann boundary condition as a Fourier trans-
form of another probability amplitude [66],

G[q1, φ1; Π
0
q,Π

0
φ] =

1

2πℏ

∫ ∞

−∞
dq0dφ0e

i(Π0
qq0+Π0

φφ0)/ℏG[q1, φ1; q0, φ0] .
(48)

Thus, we can obtain

G[q1, φ1; Π
0
q,Π

0
φ] =

1

2πℏ

∫
dNe

i
ℏ

{
−2πΛN+

2NΠ0
qΠ0

φ
π +q1Π

0
q+φ1Π

0
φ

}
, (49)

where in the lapse integration, the absence of a pole
means there is no ambiguity in the integration con-
tours. Now, we will consider the integration range of
N ∈ (0,∞). The above integration can be performed for
Im[ℏ] < 0 and we can obtain

G[q1, φ1; Π
0
q,Π

0
φ] = − ie

i
ℏ (Π0

qq1+Π0
φφ1)

4(π2Λ−Π0
qΠ

0
φ)

. (50)

While the probability amplitude under Dirichlet bound-
ary conditions corresponds to the solution (20) and (25),
the amplitude under Neumann boundary conditions does
not necessarily do so. When Π0

q,Π
0
φ are real, the proba-

bility amplitudes oscillate, representing the classical evo-
lution of the universe. In contrast, when Π0

q,Π
0
φ are imag-

inary, the probability amplitudes become exponentially
suppressed, corresponding to the quantum genesis of the
universe.

V. QUANTUM PERTURBATION PROBLEMS

In the previous sections, we have calculated the prob-
ability amplitude of the scalar factor and dilaton field

based on the framework of Lorentzian quantum cosmol-
ogy and JT gravity. However, since we consider cosmo-
logical genesis, it is necessary to address not only the
background spacetime and homogeneous dilaton field but
also perturbations as a practical problem. In Lorentzian
quantum cosmology, the issue of spacetime perturba-
tions has been extensively discussed so far [60–63, 68–
80]. Now, we shall discuss the problem of perturbations
in quantum cosmology within the JT gravity. Since the
gravitational wave does not propagate in JT gravity, in-
stead we shall consider a massless scalar field as the per-
turbations around the background,

SΦ = −1

2

∫
M

d2x
√
−g[gµν∇µΦ∇νΦ]

= −1

2

∫
dtdxNa[− 1

N2
Φ̇2 +

1

a2
Φ′2] . (51)

We expand the real scalar field Φ as

Φ(t, x) =
1√
2π

∞∑
n=−∞

Φn(t)e
inx , (52)

where Φn(t) = Φ∗
−n(t). By using the above expression,

we obtain

SΦ =
1

2

∫
dtN

∞∑
n=−∞

[qφ 1
2

N2
Φ̇nΦ̇−n − n2

qφ
1
2

ΦnΦ−n

]
.

(53)

where we transformed N → N/aϕ, and defined q(t) =
a2(t) and φ(t) = ϕ2(t).
If the backreaction of the perturbation on the back-

ground can be neglected, the path integral is first eval-
uated for q and φ, and then the on-shell action of the
perturbation is computed by finding the classical so-
lution of the perturbation, utilizing the classical solu-
tions of q and φ. The total on-shell action is given by
Son-shell[N ]+Son-shell,Φ[N ] and can be evaluated approx-
imately by the saddle-point method of N integral. The
probability amplitude of JT gravity, taking into account
perturbations, is given by

G [q1, φ1,Φn]

=

∫ ∞

0

dN

4ℏN ·D(N)
e

i
ℏ (Son-shell[N ]+Son-shell,Φ[N ]) , (54)

where D(N) is the the functional determinant of Φn.
Here, we do not evaluate functional determinants of per-
turbations, but they can be analyzed in principle. The
above evaluation can be expected to provide a sufficiently
accurate analysis.
For simplicity, we shall focus on the one-mode scalar

field Φn. The equation of motion is given by

1

N2
Φ̈n +

1

N2

χ̇

χ
Φ̇n +

n2

χ2
Φn = 0 , (55)
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where χ = qφ
1
2 . By using the solutions q(t) = (q1 −

q0)t+ q0 and φ(t) = (φ1 − φ0)t+ φ0 and setting q0 = 0
for simplicity, we obtain

Φn(t) = C1e
−

2nN tan−1

(√
(t−1)φ0−tφ1√

φ0

)
q1

√
φ0

+ C2e
+

2nN tan−1

(√
(t−1)φ0−tφ1√

φ0

)
q1

√
φ0 .

(56)

Now, we shall impose the following boundary condi-
tions, lim ϵ→0 Φn(t = ϵ) = 0 and Φn(t = 1) = Φn1 since
it is reasonable to assume the perturbation is sufficiently
small as an initial condition, and we fix the coefficients
C1,2. By performing the integration by parts for the ac-
tion (53) and using the equation of motion for Φn(t), we
can get the on-shell action,

Son-shell,Φn
[N ] =

[
qφ

1
2 Φ̇nΦ−n

2N

]1
0

. (57)

Inserting the solution (56) into the on-shell action (57),
we can get

Son-shell,Φn [N ] = lim
ϵ→0

nΦ2
1

2i
×

coth

2nN

(
− tan−1

(√
φ0(ϵ−1)−φ1ϵ√

φ0

)
+ tan−1

(
i
√
φ1√
φ0

))
q1
√
φ0

 .

(58)

For the complex saddle point Ns, we obtain the following
expression,

Son-shell,Φn
[Ns] =

 − in
2 Φ

2
n1 (Im[Ns] > 0) ,

+ in
2 Φ

2
n1 (Im[Ns] < 0) ,

(59)

For Im[Ns] > 0, the on-shell action of the perturba-
tion leads to Re[iSon-shell,Φn

[Ns]/ℏ] > 0, implying that
the probability amplitude of the perturbation is inverse-
Gaussian, which suggest the perturbation around back-
ground is not significantly suppressed. On the other
hand, for Im[Ns] < 0, we can obtain a Gaussian proba-
bility amplitude for the perturbation and the scalar field
perturbation is a ground state. In the case where q0 = 0
and φ0 > φ1, the dominant saddle points lie in the Eu-
clidean direction, where Im[Ns] < 0, and the probabil-
ity amplitudes accurately describe the two-dimensional
quantum genesis of the universe. The original formula-
tion of the no-boundary proposal remains approximately
valid and perturbative regularity is preserved. This re-
sult contrasts with that in the four-dimensional GR case,
where the regularity is disrupted.

On the other hand, for the real saddle point Ns setting

q0 = φ0 = 0, we get

Son-shell,Φn [Ns] = lim
ϵ→0

in

2
Φ2

n1

×

(
1 + cos 4nNs

q1
√
φ1

(
1− 1√

ϵ

)
+ i sin 4nNs

q1
√
φ1

(
1− 1√

ϵ

))
(
1− cos 4nNs

q1
√
φ1

(
1− 1√

ϵ

)
− i sin 4nNs

q1
√
φ1

(
1− 1√

ϵ

)) .

(60)

In the scenario where q0 = φ0 = 0, the dominant saddle
points lie in the real direction, indicating that the per-
turbative on-shell action Son-shell,Φn [N ] can not be clearly
defined and the probability amplitude of JT gravity is not
well-defined.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have studied the probability am-
plitude of dS spacetime in JT gravity. Our approach
uses the Lorentzian path integral formalism, which dif-
fers from previous studies that primarily rely on solu-
tions of the WDW equation or path integrals with Eu-
clidean metrics. Instead, we have directly computed the
JT probability amplitudes via the Lorentzian path inte-
gral, incorporating both determinant factors and physi-
cal boundary conditions. In particular, we focus on the
Dirichlet boundary conditions for the scale factor and the
dilaton field.
We have shown that under Dirichlet boundary condi-

tions, the amplitude derived from the Lorentzian path
integral takes a form expressed in terms of the modified
Bessel function of the second kind, K0(z). Although the
derived amplitude is consistent with the solutions of the
WDW equation, previous works [12, 15] left ambiguity as
to which Bessel function is appropriate to represent the
JT wave function. Once the boundary conditions for the
scale factor and the dilaton field are fixed, the Lorentzian
path integral can determine a unique JT probability am-
plitude without contradiction. In addition, we provide a
detailed analysis of the thimble structure associated with
the path integral of JT gravity, carefully examining the
relevant saddle points and their steepest descent contours
to evaluate the quantum amplitudes accurately. The cor-
responding saddle points Ns lie on the real axis or the
complex plane of the lapse function where Im[Ns] < 0.
Therefore, our results suggest that the no-boundary pro-
posal is approximately valid in the Lorentzian quantum
cosmology of JT gravity, in contrast to four-dimensional
Einstein gravity.
Furthermore, we have shown that a stable quantum

genesis of the universe occurs only when the initial value
of the dilaton field is non-zero and large. In other words,
when the size of the universe approaches zero, the value
of the dilaton field cannot be set to zero. This result im-
plies that certain initial conditions, particularly a non-
zero dilaton field, are necessary for a perturbatively sta-
ble universe to emerge from nothing in JT gravity.
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In this study, we successfully evaluated the JT proba-
bility amplitude using the Lorentzian path integral with
minisuperspace approximation. However, as shown in
Section II, it is also possible to find a general solution to
the WDW equation without relying on this approxima-
tion. We expect that the amplitude can be accurately
evaluated beyond the minisuperspace by employing the
Lorentzian path integral, and we plan to explore this ex-
tension in future work.

Additionally, JT gravity has been widely discussed in
relation to holography, particularly in the context of the
dS/CFT correspondence. It would be valuable to inves-
tigate the holographic dual of our findings to test this
correspondence. We will consider this research in future

investigations.
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Appendix A: Computation of prefactor

In this appendix, we explicitly calculate the Lorentzian transition amplitude (28) under 1. Dirichlet-Dirichlet 2. Neu-
mann-Neumann 3. Neumann-Dirichlet and Dirichlet-Neumann boundary conditions. The minisuperspace action is
given as

SJT = −2π

∫ tf

ti

dt

(
1

4N

dq

dt

dφ

dt
+NΛ

)
+ SB

= −2π

∫ 1

0

dτ

(
q̇φ̇

4Ñ
+ ÑΛ

)
+ SB , (A1)

where SB is the boundary term other than the Gibbons-Hawking-York term to realize the boundary conditions. In
the second line, we change the integration variable as t → τ = (t− ti)/(tf − ti) with Ñ = N(tf − ti). The dot denotes
the derivation with respect to τ throughout this appendix. What we are interested in is the following part of the
transition amplitude

P (N) :=

∫
DqDφ exp (iSJT[N, q, φ]/ℏ) . (A2)

We calculate this amplitude with the proper normalization prefactor under the mentioned boundary conditions. In
the following, we omit the contribution from the cosmological constant in (A1) which is almost trivial, and focus on
the contribution from the gravitational action with boundary terms. That is

Pqφ(N) :=

∫
DqDφ exp ((iSqφ + SB)/ℏ) , (A3)

with

Sqφ := − π

2Ñ

∫ 1

0

dτ (q̇φ̇) . (A4)

As mentioned in the footnote around (28), we note that q and φ are extended to include negative values. This extension
avoids the issues that arise from the non-unique classical paths, which can occur if the variables are restricted to be
positive [58]. The consequences are not altered if we choose the boundary conditions consistent with their original
positivities.

1. Dirichlet-Dirichlet

Here we consider the case with the following Dirichlet-Dirichlet type boundary conditions:

q(τ = 0) = q0, φ(0) = φ0, q(1) = q1, φ(1) = φ1. (A5)
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We note that the boundary action is not necessary here

SB = 0 .

To compute the prefactor, it is convenient to redefine the fields as

q̃(τ) := q(τ)− q0 − (q1 − q0)τ, φ̃(τ) := φ(τ)− φ0 − (φ1 − φ0)τ, (A6)

which satisfy the boundary conditions

q̃(0) = q̃(1) = 0, φ̃(0) = φ̃(1) = 0. (A7)

Note that this redefinition does not give a nontrivial Jacobian factor in the path integral. Additionally, let us consider
the mode expansions

q̃(τ) =

∞∑
n=1

q̃n sin
[
πnτ

]
, φ̃(τ) =

∞∑
n=1

φ̃n sin
[
πnτ

]
. (A8)

These modes obviously satisfy the boundary conditions (A7). The real condition of q, φ demands real coefficients
{q̃n}, {φ̃n}
Then, the gravitational action (A4) becomes

Sqφ = − π

2Ñ

∫ 1

0

dτ
[(

˙̃q + (q1 − q0)
) (

˙̃φ+ (φ1 − φ0)
)]

= − π3

4Ñ

∞∑
n=1

n2q̃nφ̃n − π

2Ñ
(q1 − q0)(φ1 − φ0). (A9)

The amplitude (A3) reduces to

Pqφ(N) = CDD(tf , ti) exp

[
− iπ

2ℏÑ
(q1 − q0)(φ1 − φ0)

]∫ ( ∞∏
n=1

dq̃n dφ̃n

)
exp

[
− iπ3

4ℏÑ

∞∑
n=1

n2q̃nφ̃n

]

= CDD(tf , ti) exp

[
− iπ

2ℏÑ
(q1 − q0)(φ1 − φ0)

] ∞∏
n=1

[
2π

∫
dφ̃n δ

(
π3

4ℏÑ
n2φ̃n

)]

= CDD(tf , ti) exp

[
− iπ

2ℏÑ
(q1 − q0)(φ1 − φ0)

] ∞∏
n=1

[
8ℏÑ
π2n2

]
, (A10)

with some normalization constant CDD(tf , ti). Applying the zeta functional regularization

∞∏
n=1

c = exp

( ∞∑
n=1

log c

)
= exp (ζ(0) log c) = exp

(
−1

2
log c

)
= c−1/2,

∞∏
n=1

1

n2
= exp

(
−2

∞∑
n=1

log n

)
= exp (2ζ ′(0)) = exp (− log (2π)) =

1

2π
, (A11)

we obtain

Pqφ(N ; q1, φ1; q0, φ0) =
CDD(tf , ti)√
32ℏN(tf − ti)

exp

[
− iπ

2ℏN(tf − ti)
(q1 − q0)(φ1 − φ0)

]
. (A12)

The normalization condition is obtained from the relation∫
dqdφPqφ(N ; q1, φ1; q, φ)Pqφ(N ; q, φ; q0, φ0) = Pqφ(N ; q1, φ1; q0, φ0) . (A13)
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Inserting (A12) into the above relation, the left-hand side gives

(L.H.S) =

(
1√
32ℏÑ

)2
CDD(tf , t)CDD(t, ti)√

(tf − t)(t− ti)

∫
dqdφ exp

[
− iπ

2ℏN

[
(q1 − q)(φ1 − φ)

tf − t
+

(q − q0)(φ− φ0)

(t− ti)

]]

=

(
1√
32ℏÑ

)2
CDD(tf , t)CDD(t, ti)√

(tf − t)(t− ti)
exp

[
− iπ

2ℏN

(
q1φ1

tf − t
+

q0φ0

t− ti

)]

· 2π
∫

dφ δ

[
π

2ℏN

(
φ− φ1

tf − t
+

φ− φ0

t− ti

)]
exp

[
iπ

2ℏN

(
q1

tf − t
+

q0
t− ti

)
φ

]

= 4ℏNCDD(tf , t)CDD(t, ti)

(
1√
32ℏÑ

)2√
(tf − t)(t− ti)

tf − ti
exp

[
− iπ

2ℏN(tf − ti)
(q1 − q0)(φ1 − φ0)

]
, (A14)

It is noticed that the consistent normalization factor is found as

CDD(tf , ti) =

√
2

ℏN(tf − ti)
, (A15)

and the whole normalized transition amplitude (A1) with Dirichlet-Dirichlet type boundary condition results in

P (N ; q1, φ1; q0, φ0) =
1

4ℏN(tf − ti)
exp

[
− iπ

ℏ

(
1

2N(tf − ti)
(q1 − q0)(φ1 − φ0) + 2NΛ(tf − ti)

)]
. (A16)

Compared to the 4-D GR solution [26], the main difference is that the prefactor in 2-D JT gravity case is proportional
to N−1 rather than N−1/2. This stems from the difference in the number of independent variables. On the other
hand, the phase factor looks consistent, taking the conformal coupling and the dimensionality into account.

2. Neumann-Neumann

Next, we consider the case with the following Neumann-Neumann boundary conditions:

− π

2Ñ
q̇(0) = Π0

φ, − π

2Ñ
φ̇(0) = Π0

q, − π

2Ñ
q̇(1) = Π1

φ, − π

2Ñ
φ̇(1) = Π1

q . (A17)

where Ñ = N(tf − ti). This condition is not realized as a classical solution unless Π0
φ = Π1

φ and Π0
q = Π1

q. Indeed,
the viable solution is only this coincident case even at the quantum level, as we will show later. The boundary term
for this condition turns out to be

SB := −
(
Π1

φφ(1) + q(1)Π1
q −Π0

φφ(0)− q(0)Π0
q

)
. (A18)

As in the previous case, we redefine the fields as

˙̃q(τ) := q̇(τ) +
2Ñ

π
Π0

φ +
2Ñ

π
(Π1

φ −Π0
φ)τ, ˙̃φ(τ) := φ̇(τ) +

2Ñ

π
Π0

q +
2Ñ

π
(Π1

q −Π0
q)τ, (A19)

or equivalently

q̃(τ) := q(τ) +
2Ñ

π
Π0

φτ +
Ñ

π
(Π1

φ −Π0
φ)τ

2, φ̃(τ) := φ(τ) +
2Ñ

π
Π0

qτ +
Ñ

π
(Π1

q −Π0
q)τ

2, (A20)

which satisfies the boundary conditions

˙̃q(0) = ˙̃q(1) = 0, ˙̃φ(0) = ˙̃φ(1) = 0. (A21)

Note that this redefinition does not give a nontrivial Jacobian factor in the path integral.
We perform the mode expansion as

q̃(τ) =

∞∑
n=0

q̃n cos
[
πnτ

]
, φ̃(τ) =

∞∑
n=0

φ̃n cos
[
πnτ

]
, (A22)
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One can see that each basis obviously satisfies the boundary conditions. Then, the gravitational bulk action is reduced
to

Sqφ = − π

2Ñ

∫ 1

0

dτ

[(
˙̃q − 2Ñ

π
(Π1

φ −Π0
φ)τ − 2Ñ

π
Π0

φ

)(
˙̃φ− 2Ñ

π
(Π1

q −Π0
q)τ − 2Ñ

π
Π0

q

)]

= − π3

4Ñ

∞∑
n=1

n2 (q̃nφ̃n)− (Π1
φ −Π0

φ)φ̃0 − (Π1
q −Π0

q)q̃0 −
Ñ

3π

[
Π1

φ(2Π
1
q +Π0

q) + Π0
φ(Π

1
q + 2Π0

q)

]
+
(
Π1

φφ̃(1) + q̃(1)Π1
q −Π0

φφ̃(0)− q̃(0)Π0
q

)
. (A23)

Adding the boundary terms, the entire action is written as

Sqφ + SB = − π3

4Ñ

∞∑
n=1

n2 (q̃nφ̃n)− (Π1
φ −Π0

φ)φ̃0 − (Π1
q −Π0

q)q̃0 +
Ñ

3π

[
Π1

φ(Π
1
q + 2Π0

q) + Π0
φ(2Π

1
q +Π0

q)

]
. (A24)

Thus the amplitude (A3) is derived as

Pqφ(N) = CNN (tf , ti) exp

[
iÑ

3πℏ

[
Π1

φ(Π
1
q + 2Π0

q) + Π0
φ(2Π

1
q +Π0

q)
]]

∫ ( ∞∏
n=0

dq̃n dφ̃n

)
exp
[
− iπ3

4ℏÑ

∞∑
n=1

n2 (q̃nφ̃n)−
i

ℏ
(Π1

φ −Π0
φ)φ̃0 −

i

ℏ
(Π1

q −Π0
q)q̃0

]
= (2π)2CNN (tf , ti) exp

[
2iÑ

πℏ
Π1

φΠ
1
q

]
δ

[
Π1

φ −Π0
φ

ℏ

]
δ

[
Π1

q −Π0
q

ℏ

] ∞∏
n=1

8ℏÑ
π2n2

, (A25)

with normalization factor CNN (tf , ti). By applying the zeta functional regularization (A11), we obtain

Pqφ(N ; Π1
q,Π

1
φ; Π

0
q,Π

0
φ) =

CNN (tf , ti)π
2ℏ 3

2√
2N(tf − ti)

exp

[
2iN(tf − ti)

πℏ
Π1

φΠ
1
q

]
δ
[
Π1

φ −Π0
φ

]
δ
[
Π1

q −Π0
q

]
(A26)

The normalization condition is obtained from the relation∫
dpqdpφ Pqφ(N ; Π1

q,Π
1
φ; pq, pφ)Pqφ(N ; pq, pφ; Π

0
q,Π

0
φ) = Pqφ(N ; Π1

q,Π
1
φ; Π

0
q,Π

0
φ) . (A27)

Inserting (A26) into above relation, it goes to

(L.H.S) =

(
π2ℏ 3

2

√
2N

)2
CNN (tf , t)CNN (t, ti)√

(tf − t)(t− ti)
exp

[
2iN(tf − ti)

πℏ
Π1

φΠ
1
q

]
δ
[
Π1

φ −Π0
φ

]
δ
[
Π1

q −Π0
q

]]
. (A28)

The consistent normalization is

CNN (tf , ti)π
2ℏ 3

2√
2N(tf − ti)

= 1, (A29)

and the normalized transition amplitude (A1) is

P (N ; Π1
q,Π

1
φ; Π

0
q,Π

0
φ) = exp

[
2iN(tf − ti)

πℏ
Π1

φΠ
1
q −

2iπ

ℏ
NΛ(tf − ti)

]
δ
[
Π1

φ −Π0
φ

]
δ
[
Π1

q −Π0
q

]
(A30)

Remarkably, this amplitude gives a non-zero value for only trivial transition with Π1
φ = Π0

φ and Π1
q = Π0

q. This is
consistent with the current system without the potential of q or φ.
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3. Neumann-Dirichlet and Dirichlet-Neumann

Here we consider the case with initially Neumann- and finally Dirichlet-type boundary conditions:

− π

2Ñ
q̇(0) = Π0

φ, − π

2Ñ
φ̇(0) = Π0

q, q(1) = q1, φ(1) = φ1. (A31)

The corresponding boundary action is given as

SB := Π0
φφ(0) + q(0)Π0

q . (A32)

Note that the boundary term for the Dirichlet one is unnecessary. In this case, the following redefinition of the fields
is useful:

q̃(t) := q(t) +
2Ñ

π
Π0

φ (t− 1)− q1, φ̃(t) := φ(t) +
2Ñ

π
Π0

q (t− 1)− φ1, (A33)

which satisfies

˙̃q(0) = ˙̃φ(0) = 0, q̃(1) = φ̃(1) = 0. (A34)

Then we can perform the Fourier decomposition of these redefined fields

q̃(t) =

∞∑
n=0

q̃n cos

[(
n+

1

2

)
πt

]
, φ̃(t) =

∞∑
n=0

φ̃n cos

[(
n+

1

2

)
πt

]
. (A35)

The bulk action is reduced to

Sqφ = − π3

4Ñ

∞∑
n=0

q̃nφ̃n

(
n+

1

2

)2

− 2Ñ

π
Π0

qΠ
0
φ −

(
Π0

φφ̃(0) + q̃(0)Π0
q

)
, (A36)

and the entire action is obtained by adding boundary action

Sqφ + SB = − π3

4Ñ

∞∑
n=0

q̃nφ̃n

(
n+

1

2

)2

+
2Ñ

π
Π0

qΠ
0
φ +Π0

φφ1 +Π0
qq1. (A37)

Then the transition amplitude is

Pqφ(N ; q1, φ1; Π
0
q,Π

0
φ) = CND(tf , ti) exp

[
i

ℏ

(
2Ñ

π
Π0

qΠ
0
φ +Π0

φφ1 +Π0
qq1

)]
∫ ( ∞∏

n=0

dq̃n dφ̃n

)
exp

[
− iπ3

4ℏÑ

∞∑
n=0

q̃nφ̃n

(
n+

1

2

)2
]

=
πCND(tf , ti)√
2ℏN(tf − ti)

exp

[
i

ℏ

(
2N(tf − ti)

π
Π0

qΠ
0
φ +Π0

φφ1 +Π0
qq1

)]
, (A38)

where we performed zeta-function regularization (A11) and

∞∏
n=0

1(
n+ 1

2

)2 = exp

[
−2

∞∑
n=0

log

(
n+

1

2

)]
= exp[log(2)] = 2. (A39)

The normalization CND(tf , ti) cannot be determined alone. Hence we normalize by combining the amplitude under
the Dirichlet-Neumann condition

− π

2Ñ
q̇(1) = Π1

φ, − π

2Ñ
φ̇(1) = Π1

q, q(0) = q0, φ(0) = φ0. (A40)

Similar calculation leads to the corresponding amplitude

Pqφ(N ; Π1
q,Π

1
φ q0, φ0) =

πCDN (tf , ti)√
2ℏN(tf − ti)

exp

[
i

ℏ

(
2N(tf − ti)

π
Π1

qΠ
1
φ −Π1

φφ0 −Π1
qq0

)]
, (A41)
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Then we set the normalization condition as∫
dpqdpφ Pqφ(N ; q1, φ1 pq, pφ)Pqφ(N ; pq, pφ q0, φ0) = Pqφ(N ; q1, φ1; q0, φ0), (A42)∫
dqdφ Pqφ(N ; Π1

q,Π
1
φ q, φ)P (qφN ; q, φ Π1

q,Π
1
φ) = Pqφ(N ; Π1

q,Π
1
φ; Π

0
q,Π

0
φ). (A43)

From the first condition

(L.H.S) =
π2CND(tf , t)CDN (t, ti)

2ℏN
√
(tf − t)(t− ti)

∫
dpqdpφ exp

[
i

ℏ

(
2N(tf − t)

π
pqpφ + pφφ1 + pqq1

)]

exp

[
i

ℏ

(
2N(t− ti)

π
pqpφ − pφφ0 − pqq0

)]

=
π4CND(tf , t)CDN (t, ti)

2N2(tf − ti)
√
(tf − t)(t− ti)

exp

[
− iπ

2ℏN(tf − ti)
(q1 − q0)(φ1 − φ0)

]

(R.H.S) =
1

4ℏN(tf − ti)
exp

[
− iπ

2ℏN(tf − ti)
(q1 − q0)(φ1 − φ0)

]
. (A44)

From the second condition

(L.H.S) =
π2CDN (tf , t)CND(t, ti)

2ℏN
√
(tf − t)(t− ti)

∫
dqdφ exp

[
i

ℏ

(
2N(t− ti)

π
Π0

qΠ
0
φ +Π0

φφ+Π0
qq

)]

· exp

[
i

ℏ

(
2N(tf − t)

π
Π1

qΠ
1
φ −Π1

φφ−Π1
qq

)]

=
2π4ℏCDN (tf , t)CND(t, ti)

N
√

(tf − t)(t− ti)
exp

[
2iN(tf − ti)

πℏ
Π0

qΠ
0
φ

]
δ
[
Π1

φ −Π0
φ

]
δ
[
Π1

q −Π0
q

]
,

(R.H.S) = exp

[
2iN(tf − ti)

πℏ
Π1

φΠ
1
q

]
δ
[
Π1

φ −Π0
φ

]
δ
[
Π1

q −Π0
q

]
. (A45)

Here we used the results of the Dirichlet-Dirichlet case (A16) and the Neumann-Neumann case (A30). These conditions
suggest that

CNDCDN =
N
√
(tf − t)(t− ti)

2π4ℏ
. (A46)

If we take CND and CDN having the same value,

CND(tf , ti) = CDN (tf , ti) =

√
N(tf − ti)

2π4ℏ
(A47)

the whole normalized amplitudes (A1) result in

P (N ; q1, φ1; Π
0
q,Π

0
φ) =

1

2πℏ
exp

[
i

ℏ

(
2N(tf − ti)

π
Π0

qΠ
0
φ +Π0

φφ1 +Π0
qq1 − 2πNΛ(tf − ti)

)]
, (A48)

P (N ; Π1
q,Π

1
φ q0, φ0) =

1

2πℏ
exp

[
i

ℏ

(
2N(tf − ti)

π
Π1

qΠ
1
φ −Π1

φφ0 −Π1
qq0 − 2πNΛ(tf − ti)

)]
, (A49)

respectively. The lapse N is absent in the consequent amplitudes of the Dirichlet-Neumann and Neumann-Dirichlet
case. This is consistent with the 4-D GR result [44].
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