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1 Introduction

A fundamental aspect of gauge-gravity duality is the relation between gauge theory en-
tropies and the areas of codimension-2 bulk extremal surfaces described by the Ryu-
Takayanagi (RT) correspondence [1, 2| and its covariant Hubeny-Rangamani-Takayanagi
(HRT) generalization [3]. The quantity Agrr[R] defined by computing the area of the
HRT surface associated with an appropriate boundary region R may thus be expected to
be of great interest in the bulk theory, even without reference to the gauge theory dual.

At the classical level in the bulk, we can think of this Agrr[R] as a function on the
space of solutions or, equivalently, on either the canonical or covariant phase space. At
the quantum level, it should define a corresponding quantum operator. The purpose of
this work is to better explore the commutation relations of such operators, either with
themselves or with other objects of interest. We will work at leading order in the bulk
semiclassical approximation, where such commutators are described by Poisson brackets,
or equivalently by Peierls brackets [4] up to the usual factor of i.



There is in fact a lengthy history of suggestions that taking brackets with Agpr[R)
should generate a transformation closely related to the boost symmetry of a Rindler wedge
in Minkowski space. Indeed, long before the days of gauge/gravity duality it was noted in
various contexts that the area of black hole horizons seemed to generate such transforma-
tions; see especially [5], but similar observations are implicit in [6-8].

Later, in the context of gauge/gravity duality, analogous suggestions for general HRT-
areas Apprr|R] were motivated in [9-13] by comparison with modular Hamiltonians, as
the latter are again known to act as boosts in appropriate circumstances; see in particular
[14] and [15]. In many cases this analogy was based on the Jafferis-Lewkowycz-Maldacena-
Suh (JLMS) relation explicitly relating bulk areas to modular Hamiltonians in the gauge
theory [16]. Furthermore, in a parallel series of developments, various related results [17—
19] were established in contexts where boundary conditions are imposed at finite-distance
boundaries. In particular, when the boundary is an appropriate bifurcate null surface, the
area of the bifurcation surface is known to generate a boost-like symmetry of the associated
gravitational system.

Nevertheless, despite the long list of closely related results and arguments given above,
it appears that a direct analysis of the action of Agrr[R] on the gravitational phase space
has yet to be performed. Here we are explicitly interested in the case where the relevant
HRT surface «p is determined dynamically and lives in the interior of the system, as opposed
to being specified by hand to live on a finite-distance boundary. Our work will fill this gap
and then study the implications for simple commutators involving HRT-areas.

In doing so, we will also give proper consideration to the asymptotically AdS boundary
conditions that are of primary interest in the RT and HRT correspondences. In particular,
in the presence of an asymptotically AdS boundary, the area of a codimension-2 surface
anchored to the boundary will generally diverge. In order to discuss finite quantities, in
that context we use Apgprr below to denote the renormalized HRT-area given by introducing
a cutoff €, subtracting an appropriate covariant counterterm from the naive area, and then
sending € — 0. Since the counter-term is a c-number, this object generates the same
Hamiltonian flow as the naive (unrenormalized) HRT-area. One should also be aware that,
as a result of this renormalization, in even boundary dimensions our Aprr will transform
anomalously under conformal transformations. In contrast, when the boundary anchors are
the empty set, no renormalization is needed and we use Apgrr to denote the naive area of
the HRT surface.

We begin in section 2 with a direct computation of the flow generated by Apgrr[R]
using the canonical formalism of Einstein-Hilbert gravity with arbitrary minimally coupled
matter. We study the action of this flow on the initial data on a Cauchy slice 3 that
runs through the HRT surface g, showing that it leaves the induced metric unchanged
and that it shifts one component of the extrinsic curvature by a delta-function at ~yg.
This result was predicted in [12, 13], where it was argued to correspond to an operation
that, in an appropriate sense, boosts the entanglement wedge of R relative to that of the
complementary region R. As a result, on such Cauchy surfaces HRT-area flow also agrees
in the bulk with the ‘kink transformation’ introduced in [13], though (as we review) the
two act differently in both the past and future of the HRT surface vp.



The above results and relations are then used in section 3 to derive explicit formulae for
the action of HRT-area flow on the AdSs Poincaré vacuum, and in particular to study the
action on the boundary stress tensor and on other HRT areas evaluated on that solution.
A particular result is that, while an explicit such flow can be defined for any HRT surface
YR, the flow turns out to cause the total energy to diverge when g has non-trivial anchors
on the AdS boundary. This is a concrete manifestation of the UV issues foreshadowed in
[10-12].

For comparison, section 4 then provides an independent computation of the associated
commutators evaluated on general solutions of pure 241 Einstein-Hilbert gravity asymptotic
to Poincaré AdSs. Instead of using the canonical commutation relations in the bulk, this
latter approach is based on the fact that the above solutions can be constructed by acting
on the Poincaré vacuum with boundary conformal transformations. From this it follows
that any observable can be expressed in terms of the boundary stress tensor, so that the
stress tensor algebra can be used to compute general commutators. We close with some
final comments and future directions in section 5.

2 HRT-area flow as a boundary-condition-preserving kink transforma-
tion

We now derive the Hamiltonian flow generated by HRT-area operators by directly comput-
ing Poisson/Peierls brackets in asymptotically AdSp Einstein-Hilbert gravity. In the rest
of this work we refer to such brackets as “semiclassical commutators” despite the lack of a
factor of i = v/—1. The commutators for which such computations are straightforward will
in fact describe the effect of HRT-flow on certain Cauchy data for the solution, whence the
action on the full solution is to be determined by solving the equations of motion. We thus
begin by studying the effect on the desired Cauchy data in section 2.1. Section 2.2 then
addresses details of the boundary conditions which determine the full solution. Finally,
section 2.3 will discuss the relation to the kink transformation of [13], which will be useful
in deriving further explicit results in section 3.

As usual, we take the HRT surface g to be defined by some region R on the asymp-
totically AdSp boundary. In particular, R is an achronal surface on the boundary and g
is a codimension-2 extremal surface in the bulk that is anchored to the boundary dR of
R. Since yg is an HRT surface, it is in fact the smallest such extremal surface satisfying
the homology constraint of [20]. The area of yr thus defines a function on the space of
solutions that we may call Aggr[R)].

Equivalently, we may think of Agrr[R] as a function on the covariant or canonical
gravitational phase space. To maximize accessibility to most readers, we will take the
canonical perspective below. Since our argument in this section is based solely on the
canonical commutation relations of Einstein-Hilbert gravity, all results in this section remain
valid in the presence of arbitrary minimally-coupled matter fields.



2.1 HRT-area flow on a Cauchy surface containing vr

The object Agrr[R] is of course fully determined by the spacetime metric g. However, in
practice it can useful to evaluate Agpr[R] in two steps, first finding the extremal surface
vr and then computing the area of vg. In reference to this two-step process, we will write
Anrr|R] = Alvr, g). In particular, in this way we can think of Agrr[R] as a special case
of a more general functional Ay, g| which would compute the area of an arbitrary surface
v, and where Appy is obtained from A[vy, g] by choosing v = g as defined by the given
metric g. We can make this very explicit by writing

AHRT[R] = Ahvg”’y:’yfg[g]' (2'1)

The fact that yr is an extremal surface means that, if we fix the spacetime metric g
and vary A[v, g] with respect to «, the result vanishes when evaluated at v = g:

94l 9] ~0. (2.2)
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The relation (2.2) will enter in a critical way into our derivation of HRT-area flow below.
The key point that allows it to be useful is that semiclassical commutators are defined by
the Poisson Bracket (or equivalently by the Peierls Bracket [4]), which satisfies the Leibniz
rule

{B,C} = BC{¢", ¢}, (2.3)
where the ¢! are any set of coordinates on phase space and where B and C ; denote ap-
propriate (perhaps functional) derivatives of B, C' with respect to such coordinates. Setting
B = Agrr|[R], we may evaluate its ¢! derivatives by first separately varying Ay, g] with
respect to v and g and then using the chain rule to relate variations of v and g to variations
of the ¢!. We thus write

O Ayprlr) = 4D ovrlgl | 0A.g) og

o¢t 0y Y=7rl9] oct 0g Y=7rl9] ¢t

(2.4)

The notation implies an appropriate summation over the degrees of freedom associated with
the surface v and the spacetime metric g. In particular, the last term in (2.4) includes both
a sum over components of g at each spacetime point and an integral over spacetime points.

Since the first term in (2.4) vanishes due to (2.2), we are left only with the second.
This is precisely the statement that semiclassical commutators of Aggrr can be computed
as if the surface vy were fixed and did not in fact depend on the phase space coordinates
¢!. In other words, it suffices to compute commutators with A[y, g] for some fixed 7 (say,
given by certain coordinate conditions) and then to simply set v = g at the end of the
calculation. Note that the final result after setting v = yr will describe a flow generated by
a diffeomorphism-invariant observable, and will thus necessarily map solutions to solutions,
even if this is not manifest in the intermediate steps. In particular, in the language of the
Hamiltonian formalism, the final flow will necessarily preserve all constraints.

Indeed, since g is spacelike, in the canonical formalism we are free to simply suppose
that we are given a Cauchy surface ¥ and a fixed submanifold v C 3. We may then take



our phase space coordinates ¢! to be the induced metric h;; on ¥ and the (undensitized)

gravitational momentum I1¥ = L~(K% — Kh¥), where K% is the extrinsic curvature of

Y and K = K9 hij. Such phase space coordinates have the standard Poisson Brackets
{hya(x), B (y)} =0,

(i), T ()} =@

where 2° (or equivalently /) denotes D — 1 coordinates on ¥ and we have used the standard

o 2.5
5Ek5{)5([)—1)($—y)> (25)

Dirac delta function in terms of the coordinates z, y.

Since we choose v C ¥, our A[y, g] will be independent of IT¥ and will depend only
on h;j. Thus Aly,g] commutes with h;; at leading order in the semiclassical expansion,
and the leading semiclassical commutator of A[y,g] with any function is determined by
{A[y,9],1I¥}, or equivalently by {A[y,g], K¥}. We shall keep only such leading-order
terms below.

Let us consider the bracket with K%, as it will turn out to yield a geometric interpre-
tation of the flow generated by Agrr[R]. Using

» » 1 3
KY = 167G ITY + ——IInY 2.6
. < T ) (26)
with II = IT% hi;, one finds

{hia(z), KV (y)} =—— T — y)< (k5 — Dl_2<5$5{§hmn(y)hij(y)>

(2.7)
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We then need only combine this with a computation of derivatives of Alvy,g] with
respect to the induced metric. Proceeding in steps, we introduce the induced metric gap

A

on v and D — 2 coordinates w* on vy to write

AHRT:/dD2w q(w). (2.8)
v

Taking functional derivatives yields

SAHRrT 1/ D—2 AB, 9qaB(w)
=— [ d"Pwy/q(w W) ————>. 2.9
R i ) S (2.9)
Now, since gap(w) = 8852 aalf; hij(z) (with derivatives computed along ~y), we can

rewrite gap as

L, Oxt OxI ~ _ -
qap(w) = / dP 2w 5 A&TBhij(x(w))agD 2 (w, )
8

(2.10)
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where 5§D72) (w,w(z)) is a -function on the HRT surface that satisfies fv dP~2w f(w)éngz) (w,w) =

f(w), and where 0x(,x) is a d-function on the Cauchy slice that localizes x to the HRT
surface according to [y dP 'z f(z)dx(v,2) = f7 dP~2wf(x(w)). We have also arbitrarily

extended w and 8‘952 to smooth functions of the z¢ defined on all of ¥, though due to the

delta-functions the result does not depend on the particular extension chosen. We thus find

dgap(w) oz ot (D—2) -
Shu(z) 00 0P 0y (w,w(x)) ox(v, ). (2.11)
Finally, combining equations (2.7), (2.9) and (2.11) yields
AHRT i B q(w(z)) AB/ ~ Oz’ O ij
{0 )} = 2r U o) (P00 i s = 10() ) (22
= —2mbx(y, @) L1L7 . (2.13)
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where L7 is the unit normal to v in ¥ and dx(y, z) = \/:}(7(?) dx (7, z) is a one-dimensional

Dirac delta-function of the proper distance between x and ~ measured along geodesics in
> orthogonal to ~.

Equation (2.12) is our main result. Since the Poisson Bracket with h;; vanishes, and
since the right-hand-side of (2.12) is the same for all solutions when expressed in terms
of proper distance, it is easy to integrate the above to yield the effect of a finite flow by
a parameter A. We see that the Hamiltonian flow generated by Axrr changes the initial
data on any Cauchy surface 3 that contains v by adding to the normal-normal component
K1+ of the extrinsic curvature a delta-function given by the right-hand-side of (2.12)
multiplied by A, but that this flow leaves unchanged both the induced metric h;; and all
other components of K%.

The effect on the rest of the solution is then determined by the equations of motion.
Note that since there is no change in the initial data on ¥ away from the HRT surface
YR, causality then implies that there can be no change in the part of the solution within
the entanglement wedge on either side of vg. Instead, the solution can change only within
the past and future light cones of 7. In these regions, the change in the solution is also
influenced by boundary conditions. We thus now discuss the required boundary conditions
in detail.

2.2 Boundary Conditions for HRT-area flow

The result (2.12) fully defines the flow generated by Aprr. However, as is often the case,
the precise connection to boundary conditions can be subtle. We thus take a moment to
explore such issues here.

To this end, recall that (2.12) describes a flow within some particular notion of the
gravitational phase space. We have described this phase space in terms of a Cauchy surface
3. The bulk geometry and extrinsic curvature of ¥ are dynamical and so can change
under HRT-area flow. But since ¥ represents a definite instant of time, in a context with
an asymptotically AdS boundary M on which the boundary metric has been fixed, the



intersection 9% of ¥ with O M will remain fixed. This is in precise analogy with the familiar
statement that the flow generated by a Hamiltonian on the phase space at ¢ = 0 does not
actually change the value of ¢ but, instead, changes the initial data in the manner dictated
by time-translations. As a result, the boundary conditions require that neither the metric
induced on 0% by the boundary metric nor the corresponding extrinsic curvature can change
under the flow generated by A rr. And this must be true despite the transformation (2.12)
of the initial data in the bulk.

The above may at first seem like a paradoxical state of affairs. However, any relation
between the extrinsic curvature of the surface ¥ in the bulk M and the extrinsic curvature
of 9¥ in the boundary OM will certainly depend on how OM is attached to M. This
allows extra degrees of freedom. In short, we believe that the situation is much like the
famous issue discussed in [21-23] wherein one may have conical singularities in the bulk
that end on smooth boundary metrics. We thus believe that there is an appropriate sense in
which HRT-area flow is a well-defined transformation. Indeed, we will show this explicitly
below for spacetimes asymptotic to AdSs3, though we leave full discussion of the higher
dimensional case for later work. In particular, the forthcoming work [24] will show that
our issue is precisely equivalent to whether one can have Lorentz-signature bulk conical
singularities in the presence of general smooth boundary metrics.

We also pause to warn the reader that, while we believe that HRT-area flow can be
defined, there is a sense in which it will be rather singular in the UV. In particular, we will
see in section 3 that in AdSs it leads to a boundary stress tensor that involves the square
of a Dirac delta-function. The transformed solutions will thus have infinite energy. If we
are inspired by [16] to think of Agrr/4G as the leading semiclassical term in the modular
Hamiltonian of the dual CFT state, this UV-divergence is a concrete manifestation of the
singular behavior predicted in [10] using results in algebraic quantum field theory. (Though
see [25] for further comments.) As noted in [10] (and as further developed in [12, 13]),
the UV behavior can be improved by simultaneously acting with a second transformation
associated with the (right) vacuum modular Hamiltonian. Following [13], we refer to the
combined smoother transformation as the ‘kink transform,” whose details we describe below.
See also the closely related discussions in [9] and [11].

2.3 Relation to the kink transformation

As a brief but useful aside, we now discuss the relation of the flow generated by Aggrr to the
kink transformation introduced in [13]. Indeed, the kink transformation was initially defined
in [13] by using precisely the action (2.12) on Cauchy data, scaled by a factor that controls
the amount of the transformation to be applied.! The transformation on solutions then
followed by solving the equations of motion. However, for asymptotically AdS spacetimes
the solution is unique only after boundary conditions have been fully specified, and the
boundary conditions chosen to define the kink transformation in [13] turn out to differ from

! We will discuss such normalizations in appendix A. Performing a finite transformation by an amount
A simply adds A times the left-hand-side of (2.12) to the extrinsic curvature. However, the astute reader
will notice that the form of the normalization factor given in [13] is somewhat different. This difference in
presentation will be discussed at the end of appendix A.



(a) (b)

Figure 1. The conformal boundary of our spacetime, showing the domains of dependence D(R)
of R and D(R) of R. The boundary metric has a Killing field £5 that acts as a boost near OR. (a)
The boundary 9% of a smooth bulk Cauchy surface 3 in the original spacetime. The surface 9%
and all boundary observables on that surface are preserved by the flow generated by AggrrR. (b)
The kink transformation with parameter A moves the part of 0¥ in D(R) by sliding it toward the
past along orbits of &y through a Killing parameter 27r\/x. Near OR this acts as a past-directed
boost with rapidity 27 A.

the HRT-area flow boundary conditions described in section 2.2. While the flow generated
by A rr preserves any boundary metric and leaves 9% invariant in 9 M, the kink transform
of [13] was fully defined only when the metric on 9M has a Killing field £y that vanishes on
the anchor set R of the HRT surface, and where £y acts locally as a boost about OR. In this
setting the kink transformation was declared to leave the boundary metric invariant, and
also to leave the surface 0 invariant in the region spacelike separated from R. However,
in contrast to the HRT-area flow described above, the kink transformation moves the part
of 0¥ in the domain of dependence of R. In particular, it shifts 03 toward the past along
the orbits of &5 by a Killing parameter 2w\ /k, where k is the surface gravity of £y at IR.
In all cases below we take D(R) to be the right wedge and describe the left wedge as D(R)
for some complimentary achronal surface R to R. See appendix A for verification of the

above sign and normalization factors.

In the presence of the boundary Killing field £y, the kink transformation differs from
the flow generated by Apprr/4G only by whether or not 9% is distorted relative to the fixed
boundary metric. We may thus refer to the flow generated by A rr as a boundary-condition
preserving kink transform. Again, because this flow preserves the boundary conditions
precisely, it can be defined for any boundary metric. In particular, it does not require
the existence of the boundary Killing field {5 that was needed to define the original kink
transform.

Since the above distortion involves a boost operation in the right (R) wedge but trivial



action in the left (R) wedge, it was called a (boundary) one-sided boost in [13]. Note,
however, that the action on observables in the future and past wedeges is again determined
by solving the equations of motion. If we let K[| denote the generator of the kink trans-
formation by A, then we can define the difference Hp := Afié” — K[7] to be (27 times) the
generator of the boundary one-sided boost (taken to generate flow toward the future in the
right wedge). In the context of AdS/CFT, Hp can be interpreted [13| as the right modu-
lar Hamiltonian of the Hartle-Hawking state? for the CFT associated with the boundary
Killing field &y. Furthermore, the term Af% was argued in [13| to correspond at leading
order to the modular Hamiltonian of the boundary dual of the bulk spacetime. As a result,
the kink transform was conjectured to be dual to a so-called Connes cocycle flow in the
CFT (generated by the difference between the right modular Hamiltonian of the bulk state
and the right modular Hamiltonian of the Hartle-Hawking state for £5). Some refinements
of this correspondence will be discussed in [25].

It is useful to note that, even in the absence of a bulk Killing field, the action of Aggrr
or K[v] in the bulk can again be described in terms of a one-sided boost. This relationship
was described in detail in [13], having been foreshadowed in [9-12]. The essential point is
to recall from [26] that the original solution can be reconstructed from four pieces of data:
boundary conditions as defined by the boundary metric, the restriction of the solution to
the left wedge, the restriction of the solution to the right wedge, and the way that affine
parameters along the future and past null boundaries of each wedge are identified with
those along the past and future null boundaries of the other wedge. The idea is that if we
are given the last three, the remainder of the solution is uniquely determined by solving the

equations of motion subject to the given boundary conditions (the first ingredient above).

The fourth piece of data above can be said to define the relative boost with which
the two wedges are attached. The desired operation is then defined by changing these
identifications in precisely the same way that they would be changed if there were an
appropriate bulk Killing field, and if we were to transform the right wedge by flowing
toward the past through a Killing parameter 27\ /k along the orbits of this Killing field. As
verified in appendix A, on a Cauchy surface through « this generates precisely the desired

transformation on initial data (2.12).

Again, the transformed initital data can be extended to a full solution by choosing
boundary conditions and solving the equations of motion. And again, the result gives the
flow generated by either Agrr/4G (if one preserves the way that each wedge attaches to
the asymptotically AdS boundary), or by K[y] (if there is a boundary Killing field £y and
one flows the right wedge appropriately under £y). In all cases the solution in the past and
future of v is determined by solving the equations of motion with an appropriate choice of

boundary conditions.?

2There will be cases where Hg is unbounded below as a CFT operator. In such cases the Hartle-Hawking
state is not well-defined, but the flow still exists. Such cases are the analogue of what occurs for Kerr black
holes in asymptotically flat spacetimes.

3In particular, since the boundary metric is not dynamical, the boundary metric to the future and past
of OR cannot be determined by solving equations of motion. It must simply be specified by hand.



3 Explicit results in vacuum Poincaré AdS;

We will now use the above relations to give a simple geometric description of the flow gen-
erated by some Agyrr[R] in pure 2+1 Einstein-Hilbert gravity (with negative cosmological
constant but without matter) for spacetimes asymptotic to Poincaré AdSs that do not con-
tain black holes. After deriving this description in section 3.1, explicit results for the action
of the transformation on the boundary stress tensor and on other HRT-areas are given in
sections 3.2 and 3.3.

3.1 Representation as a boundary conformal transformation

Bulk spacetimes of the specified form are always diffeomorphic to Poincaré AdSs. Let us
thus focus on obtaining explicit results when the spacetime is exactly Poincaré AdSs with
metric 1 1

ds® = 2 (—dt* + da* + dz?) = o) (—dudv + dz?) . (3.1)

Here we have set the AdS scale £ 445 to one and introduced u = t —x and v = t+x. Results
for any other spacetime in the above class can then be obtained by applying an appropriate
boundary conformal transformation. At least for infinitesimal such transformations, this
generalization will be described in section 4.

Now, any two HRT surfaces in Poincaré AdSs are related by an AdS3 isometry. Thus
we may further simplify the discussion by taking the boundary region R to be the half-line
x € [0,00) at t = 0 on the boundary at z = 0. We will refer to this half-line as Ry. The
HRT surface g, is then the bulk geodesic given by z =t = 0 for all z.

The geodesic yg, is invariant under the manifest boost isometry { = x0; + t0, in the
x,t plane, and it is clear that ¢ induces a related Killing field £5 on the boundary at z = 0.
This feature makes it easy to apply the kink transformation K[yg,], as boosting the right
wedge leaves invariant all data in that wedge. The kink transformation also leaves the
boundary metric unchanged, though we remind the reader that it nevertheless ‘moves each
Cauchy surface with respect to that metric’ as shown previously in figure 1. As a result,
solving the equations of motion must precisely reproduce the original spacetime (3.1). We
conclude that the action of K[yg,] leaves Poincaré AdSs invariant.*

A similar conclusion clearly holds for Poincaré AdS; for any d. But what is special
about d = 3 is that we can also find a simple form for the transformation generated by the
Hp, of section 2.3. Combining this with the above will then give a closed-form expression
for the boundary-condition-preserving kink transformation defined by our HRT-area flow
on Poincaré AdSs.

To establish the desired result, recall first that Hp generates a transformation that
leaves invariant the boundary metric. And since all solutions to pure 2+1 Einstein-Hilbert
gravity with such boundary conditions are diffeomorphic to Poincaré AdSs, Hg can act only

“This is consistent with the conjecture of [13] that the kink transform is dual to the Connes cocycle
flow generated by the difference between the one-sided modular Hamiltonian of the dual CF'T state and the
one-sided modular Hamiltonian of the CFT vacuum. Since Poincaré AdSs is dual to the CFT vacuum, the
above difference clearly vanishes for this state and hence has trivial action. As usual, we refer the reader
to [25] for further comments

~10 -



by a boundary-metric-preserving diffeomorphism. In an asymptotically AdS spacetime, this
must be a boundary conformal transformation. Our task is thus simply to identify the
unique conformal transformation that acts on the right wedge of the boundary as a boost
of magnitude 27\ and of the appropriate sign.’

For each A we will describe this conformal transformation as a map (u,v) — (U(u), V(v))
on the boundary spacetime and an associated Weyl rescaling. After acting with the trans-
formation, our boundary conditions require the boundary metric to be

ds3 = —dUdV, (3.2)

so that the Weyl rescaling is determined by comparing (3.2) with —dudv.

In the left wedge we know that Hr must act as the identity. And in order to undo
the action of K[y] on a Cauchy slice (shown in figure 1), our conformal transformation
should boost the right wedge toward the future with rapidity 2w . Since it must preserve
continuity of each Cauchy slice, this uniquely singles out the transformation at each finite
A to be

U = ue 200 17 = e2m00), (3.3)

Since ud(u) = 0 = vd(v), (3.3) yields

—dUdV = —e?- W2+ (V) dydy (3.4)
with 620,(U) — 6—27r>\@(—U)7 e2(r+(V) — 627r>\@(V). (35)

Thus we have —dUdV = —dudv in both the left and right wedges. But this is not the
case in either of the future or past wedges, so the o1 define a non-trivial Weyl rescaling
relating (3.5) to (3.2).

On any solution, Hr will be the generator of the boundary conformal transformation
(3.3). But since the kink transform acts trivially on Poincaré AdSs, we can also take (3.3)
to give the full finite-\ action flow of this solution under Apprr/4G. This in particular
allows us to explicitly compute the action of this flow on both the boundary stress tensor
and other HRT areas. We record these results below in sections 3.2 and 3.3 for later use in
comparison with section 4.

3.2 HRT-area flow of T;;

The action of a general finite conformal transformation on the stress energy tensor of a 1+1
dimensional conformal field theory is well known (see e.g. [27]) to give

Tpdatdz® = TO ™ dzda® + é Oho_ + (8U0')2:| dU? + é [aacu + (ava+)2] av?,
(3.6)

5While this conformal transformation is not smooth on the boundary spacetime, it nevertheless corre-
sponds to a diffecomorphism that is smooth at every point in the bulk.
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where c is the central charge. For the boundary stress tensor of AdSs, we have ¢ = 3/2G.
Since we are computing the effect on the planar vacuum, we have nglgmal = 0. The
remaining terms in (3.6) then give

Toy = 8i (A (U) + mA2[5(U))?) , and (3.7)
Tyy = % (A (V) + e (V)P). (3.8)

The final terms in (3.7) and (3.8) are sensible only in the presence of a UV regulator.
This is consistent with comments in [10] on the singular nature of one-sided modular flow.
Interestingly, however, there is no problem at linear order in A. This makes clear that
the infinitesimal action of HRT-area flow is well-defined on solutions that are sufficiently
smooth, but that flowing a finite distance under this transformation creates UV divergences
when the HRT surface 7 is anchored to an asymptotically AdS boundary. In all cases we
nevertheless emphasize that the action of the flow on the bulk solution is nevertheless given
in closed form.

3.3 The action of the flow on other HRT-areas

Despite the divergence it creates in the boundary stress tensor components (3.7) and (3.8),
the finite flow generated by Aprr[Ro]/4G yields a well-defined action on other HRT areas.
To write explicit formulae, recall that our Ay gy denotes the renormalized HRT-area, which
in AdS3 with 445 = 1 may be written

AHRT = Lgeodesic + Z Lcta (39)

anchors

where L is an appropriate c-number counterterm. In particular, in vacuum Poincaré AdS;
we may introduce a regulated boundary at z = € and write the renormalized area as [28§|

Wer =lm[—2Ine+ In[(z, — x2)2 —(t1 — t2)2] + 21n(2¢)]
e—0 (310)
=In[(u; —u2)(v2 —v1)] +21n2,

where we have identified L, = In(2¢). Since the endpoints of the HRT surface must be

spacelike separated on the boundary, without loss of generality we may take u; > us and

v1 < vg (i.e., we number the endpoints left-to-right as opposed to past-to-future).
Furthermore, under a Weyl rescaling ds%ynew = eQUds%pld we have

Fir = Afhr + Z a. (3.11)

anchors

We can now apply the conformal transformation (3.5) to the Agrr anchored at (Uy, V1)
and (U, Va), which we write below as Agprr(Ui, Vi,Us, Vo). First, however, it is useful
to note that any Apgrr evaluated in the Poincaré vacuum remains invariant under the
conformal transformation defined by constant rescalings U = e®**u,V = e* v of the null
coordinates. This is because the explicit expression (3.10) shifts by —a,, — o, under (u,v) —
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(U,V), but this is then cancelled by the conformal anomaly term in (3.11) since o =
%(au + ay) at each anchor point. This result is of course clear for the case a, = —ay
(which describes a boost), but it also holds for e.g. o, = a, (which describes a dilation).

Since (3.5) is piecewise constant, the above observation makes it easy to apply the
conformal transformation (3.3) to Agrr (Ui, Vi,Us, V). Non-trivial effects can occur only
when U; and Us have opposite signs or when Vi, Vo have opposite signs so that the end
points correspond to distinct values of o and/or o_. When opposite signs do occur, we
can evaluate the effect of (3.3) by computing (3.10) at the new endpoints and adding the
anomalous term from (3.11). Again using spacelike separation of the anchor points to take
Uy > Uy and Vi < Vo, we may write the transformed result in the form

Aprr (Ui, V1,U2, Vo) = Ay (U1, Us) + Ay (V1, Va) +21n 2, (3.12)
with
In(Uy — U), U, Us <0 or Uy, U > 0
Ay — n(U; — Us) 1,Us or Uy, Us (3.13)
1n(€_27r)‘U1 — UQ), Uy <0< U
and
In(Vy — V4), Vi, Vo <0or Vi, Vo > 0
Ay — n(Vo — V1) 1, Va or V1,V (3.14)
In(Vo — 627“\V1), Vi<0< W
As a result, we find
1 d
EAHRT[RO],AHRT(ULVl,U2,V2) = JAHRT,A(ULVLUQ,V&”A:O (3.15)
U10(-UhU,)  ViO(—Vilh)
= -2 (3.16
”( -0, T wnow )19

4 Commutators from stress tensors

The previous section transformed the general arguments of section 2 into explicit results in
AdSs for the particular choice of boundary region Ry given by the half-line at t = 0 and
when the area-flow acts on the Poincaré AdSs; vacuum. We now present an independent
calculation both to check the above results and as a means of generalizing them to allow ar-
bitrary boundary regions R and more general solutions of pure 241 Einstein-Hilbert gravity
with negative cosmological constant and planar boundary. In particular, the generalization
will allow planar black holes. The key ingredients in this computation are (again) that all
such solutions are related by boundary conformal transformations, and that any two space-
times with the same boundary stress tensor are considered to be completely equivalent.
Thus we may in principle express any observable in terms of the boundary stress tensor
and use the well-known 2-dimensional stress tensor algebra to compute any commutators.
This alternate technique may also be of interest in its own right as a means of studying
commutators of general quantities for which an elegant geometric description of the flow is
not known.

To follow this approach, one might like to proceed by finding an explicit expression in
terms of the boundary stress tensor for the conformal transformation (u,v) — (U(u), V(v))
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that constructs an arbitrary solution in our class from the Poincaré AdSs; vacuum, and
in particular for the associated conformal factor ¢[Tj;]. One could then use the relevant
conformal anomaly to write any observable in terms of o and simply substitute o[Tj;] to
write the observable as a functional of the stress tensor. However, it is not clear that a
useful such closed-form solution o[T;;] will exist. Luckily this work focusses on semi-classical
commutators, for which such an explicit relation will not be needed. As in section 2, the
key point is that the semiclassical commutator (aka the Poisson or Peierls bracket) is a
derivation, meaning that for any observables B and C' we may write the bracket in terms
of the stress-tensor algebra using

0B do(x1) do(x)) oC
B.CY = [ @axid’zod?a &2 Ty (x2), Tirjr (% ! . (41
{ ,C} /d r1d xod .’L'ld wzég(xl) 5EJ(£2){ J($2)7 v'] (x2)}(5n/]/(1'/2) (50,(.%,/1) ( )

It is thus sufficient to know the functional derivatives of B,C with respect to o and the
functional derivatives of o with respect to the stress tensor, which in practice turns out to
be a manageable task.

After computing such functional derivatives in section 4.1, we warm up with some
relatively simple commutators involving o and 7T;; in sections 4.2 and 4.3 before finally
studying commutators of HRT areas in section 4.4.

4.1 Functional derivatives of o with respect to T;;(x)

Recall that our basic strategy will be to think of the boundary stress tensor 7j;(U, V) as
the fundamental observable in terms of which we will write all others. In particular, we will
define an observable o as the conformal factor in (3.6) that generates Tj;(U, V) from the
vacuum (in which Tj; = 0), and which satisfies certain boundary conditions. In practice,
we will then write general observables in terms of ¢, which then implicitly expresses them
in terms of Tj;.

To this end, let us thus consider the boundary metric

ds} = —dUdV = —e* (") dudw, (4.2)
with o(u,v) = o_(u) + 04+ (v) and
dU = >~ dy

4.3
dv = €2+ qy, (4.3)

and where o are chosen so that Tj;(U, V) can be written in the form (3.6) with T 9 (u) =
0 = T29™ (). Note that the coordinates u,v defined by (4.3) are dynamical objects that
will also be functions of the stress tensor Tj;y). In particular, we should think of the
functions u(U) and v(V') as being defined by integrating the above equations subject to
some boundary condition. These functions have range u € (—00, Umqy) and v € (—00, Umaz ),
where Umgr = Umaz = 00 When solutions asymptote to Poincaré AdSs, and tmaz = Vmaez = 0
when solutions instead asymptote to an M > 0 planar black hole.

When solutions asymptote to Poincaré AdSs, it will be convenient to choose the bound-
ary conditions to be simply

WU =0)=0, vV =0)=0, (4.4)

— 14 —



allowing us to define

w(U) = [y dU'e=27-U" (4.5)
o(V) = [} dVe 20+ (V). (4.6)

We note in passing that u = 00 does not generally correspond to U = Fo00. In particular,
at this stage the SL(2, R)xSL(2, R) isometries of the Poincaré vacuum allow us to introduce
poles in the function u(U). When solutions asymptote to an M > 0 planar black hole, we
will instead choose our boundary conditions to be

uw(U=00)=0, v(V=00)=0, (4.7)
allowing us to define
wU) = [ dU’e 20U — [ qye=20-(U") (4.8)
v(V) = [y dVie 27+(V) — [ qyte=20+(V) (4.9)
Again we note in passing that © = —oo may not correspond to U = —o0.

Since the trace of T;; vanishes, the only non-trivial stress tensor components are Ty (U)
and Tyy (V). For the moment, let us focus on Ty since corresponding results for V' will
satisfy analogous expressions.

The functional derivative %u((g,))) can be computed by studying the variation of Ty:
5Ty =—— (8260 + 20y0_dydo_)
e ) (4.10)
:me 8(](6 8U60_).
Solving for do_(U) yields
12 v n (Y :
So_(U) = == ( / e~ 20-(U") / 27U Ty (U dU' dU”
c Uo UO

(4.11)

U
+ cl/ e 20-Wqu' + 02),
Uo

for any finite Up, and constants ¢; and cg. This parametrization is somewhat redundant,
as changes in Uy can be absorbed into changes in ¢; and cs.

The constants ¢; and ¢y are arbitrary and cannot influence the physics of our computa-
tion. But it will be convenient to fix them by recalling that, as previously noted, an overall
scaling preserves the Poincaré vacuum. We are thus free to fix o_(U) to be independent of
the stress tensor for any one value U. We will choose this to be true at U = Uy, which im-
poses do_(Up) = 0. Additionally, the Poincaré vacuum is invariant under special conformal
transformations, allowing us to fix dyo_(U) to be independent of the stress tensor for any
one value U; we will again choose U = Uy, which imposes dydo_(Up) = 0. Implementing
these boundary conditions sets ¢; = ¢o = 0, and establishes that our definition of o depends
on Up. As a result, we now change notation to do_(U) = doy, (U), to make explicit the Uy
dependence. We similarly take o_(Uy) = 0.
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Rewriting (4.11) slightly, we have

127 [ 1 200, (U") / / / v 1 —20y,(U")
bou,(U) === | dU'enOU — 06U’ ~ Up)sTyu(U') | dU'e
| 8 ! 1 / v " —201,(U")
+ 220 auten e — UYO(Uy — UNSTyu(U) | dU”e 200U,
—00 U

(4.12)

which yields

5O'UO(U) _1271' ou, / . / 77! - _ ’ _Tr/
W(U’)_?QQ Uw(U) — w(U"][OWU — U’ —Uy) — U’ —U)6(Uy (Zl);)

We now use the above results to compute a series of semiclassical commutators below.

4.2 A first warm up: {o,T;;}

We begin by studying the semiclassical commutator

(@) Tou(0)) = [~ U FOE ) T @) (a1a)

Since our CFT is 2-dimensional, the stress tensor algebra can be determined from the
familiar relations

. ic
{Lm,Ln} =i(n —m)Lyip — Em(m2 — 1)0m+n,0s (4.15)
where L,, and Ty are related by
1 iUm
L, = o . dUe"™"™Tyy(U)
00 ' (4.16)
Tyu(U) = Z €_ZUmLm.
m=—o0

These relations are well-known to yield

{Tou(U), Tyy (U} = 2Ty (U (U = U') = T, (U)S(U — U') — %5"’((] —U"). (4.17)

We can now compute the right-hand side of (4.14) using (4.17). After some manipula-
tion, (4.14) becomes

4.18
L ¢ g (o0 (0) 19
247 U\ STy (U") ) | o’

~16 —



where we have used (4.13) to integrate by parts and to show that the associated boundary
terms vanish at U = £oo. Using Eq. (4.13) then yields

{oun (), Tow ()} =ot, (0)3(U — T) = 28U~ 0)
— 1, (U0) [u(U) = u(Uo)8(U — Up) — a1, (U)d(U — Uo)

) o (4.19)
+ oy, (Vo) [u(U) — u(Uo)]0" (U — Up) — §5I(U —Up)
+ %[U(U) (U0 (T — Uy).

We will use this result to calculate the commutator {o(X),o(X’)} in the next section, and
we will use it again in Section 4.4.1 to calculate the commutator between an HRT-area and
the stress-energy tensor.

4.3 The o0 commutator

Our next step will be to compute {o(X),o(X’)}. By the Leibniz rule as expressed in
Eq.(4.1), we have

gy 0
{ou, (U), UUO } / dU 5TUU(U/)

where Uy is finite. Inserting (4.19) and manipulating the result yields

—= Aoy, (U), Tyu (U")} (4.20)

(0.3, (0)) = (1000 - )0 (00 - ) - 6 ~ D)(Th — To)

x [O(U = Up)O(U — Up) + 9((70 —U)0(Uy - U)]
+O(U - U)0(Uy — Uo) + O(U ) (To — Uo)]

x [0(U — Uy)0(Uy — U) —
+(@ — u)5(Uo — Uo) + (u — ug) (@ — tig)d' (Uo — Up)

—(@ — 1)d(U — Up) + (u — ug)d(U — U0)>

with corresponding results for {ov, (V), oy, (V)}. Tt turns out this form of the o commutator
is somewhat cumbersome to use in our calculations below. The calculations are simplified
by making use of an equivalent relation in which antisymmetry is no longer manifest, but
which is more compact:

61

{0 (0),05,(0)) = (60 - V)6 - Tu) - OU - D)eTh - V)
—O(U - Up)O(Us — Uy) + ©(Us — U)O(Up — Up)
+ (@ — u)d(Uy — Up) + (u — ug) (@ — 1ip)8' (U — Up)

- (ﬂ — ﬂo)(S(U — U()) + (u - uo)d(U — U())) .

(4.22)
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4.4 The HRT-area algebra

We now we turn to the commutator of HRT-areas. Using the results from Sections 4.2
and 4.3, we can compute the semiclassical commutator of an HRT-area operator with the
boundary stress tensor, as well as that between two area operators Agrr(Ui, V1, Us, Va)
and Agrr (Ui, V{,U5, VJ). As in section 3.3, the arguments denote the coordinates of the
two anchor points that define 9R. We again use the renormalized area operator (3.9) whose
dependence on o is given both by the explicit term in (3.11) and the dependence of (3.10) on
o through U(u) and V (v). Using Agpr to denote the renormalized area in the conformal
frame where the stress tensor vanishes (and where the boundary metric is —dudv), the
second of these takes the explicit form

A (Ui, Vi, Uz, Vo) = In[d(ug — ug)(va — v1)]

Uy 1%}
:h{4/ﬂ dUe 20-U) dVe 20+(V)
Us Vi

} . (4.23)

Taking functional derivatives with respect to o_ yields

—20_(U)
MHRT((SU” ‘3 Uo Vo) 2 O(max(Uy, Us) — U)O(U — min(Uy, Uy))
O-*( ) ‘ fUU; dU//e—Qa_(U”)
2¢—20-(U)

= T Ty = u(y)) O (U, U2) = U)O(U — min(Uh, 1)),

(4.24)

with an analogous expression for the functional derivative of the area with respect to 0.

4.4.1 The area operator and stress-energy tensor commutator

We will now use the above results to understand the commutator of an HRT area operator
with the boundary stress tensor. We introduce the notation A HRT = AUO,V(), where Uy and
Vo are the finite points at which oy, (U) and oy, (V) are independent of the stress tensor.
From Eq. (4.24), we find

- U1 5A Uy, Vy, Us, Vs
Aoy (U1, Vi, U, Vo), o (U)) = [ a0tV Vi, U2, Vo)
Us 5UUO(U)

2 b )
- dU’e=27v0(U") U, Tyu (U)}.
’LL(Ul) —U(UQ) /U2 € {JUO( ) UU( )}

{ou,(U"), Tyr(U)}

(4.25)

Using Eq. (3.11), we see the full commutator is given by

{Avo o (U1, Vi, Uz, Va), Tuu (U)} = {Auvy v, Tuo (U) }+{ou, (U1), Tow (U) }+-{ou, (U2), Tuw (U) }.-
(4.26)
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Using the explicit form of {oy,(U’), Tyy(U)} as given in Eq. (4.19), most of the resulting
terms cancel among themselves after insertion into (4.26). The result reduces to

2 v :
{Aurr(Ui, V1,02, V2), Tuu(U)} = — u(Ul)—u((]Q)/U AU e~ 200U oy (U, Tur (U) } phys
2

+ {ov, (U1), Tuv (U) }phys + {ov, (U2), T (U) dphys-
(4.27)

where

{000, Tow () iy = oy (0D~ ) = 28U = U (4.28)

Plugging Eq. (4.28) into Eq. (4.27) gives the final results

{AHRT(UZC‘?/h = %)’TUU(U)} :4G[U(U1)1— u(Us)] e ) — e e ~ )
‘T%ij((;[])a(z]l _u)— %5’((]1 — )
+ 20D s, ) - Lo -v),
{AHRT(Uzgl, U2, V2) Tvv(V)} :4G[v(V1)1— = 2% (517 — V) — e 2% ()51, — V)]
A
+ U/Viév)a(VQ —V) - %5’(% —V).

(4.29)

While the right-hand side appears to depend on Uy, the Uy dependence of oy, (and thus of
u(U)) is determined by (3.6) and the boundary conditions that both oy, (U) and its first U
derivative vanish at Up. Using this result, a careful calculation shows the right-hand side
to be independent of Uy.

Note that for the special case Uy = 0 = Vi, Uy = —o0, Vo = oo with oy, (U) =
ov, (V) = 0, our (4.29) reduces to the A-derivatives of (3.7) and (3.8) evaluated at A = 0.
This establishes the consistency of the above with the results of sections 2 and 3.

4.4.2 The commutator between two area operators

Our final task will be to write the semiclassical commutator of two HRT area operators in
a similar fashion. As in section 3.3, we write any Agrr(Uy, Vi, Us, V2) in the form

Agrr(Ur,V1,U2, Va) = Ay(Uy, U2) + Ay (V1, Vo) 4+ 21n 2, (4.30)

and similarly Agpr = flU(Ul, Us) + AV(Vl, V) + 2In2. However, to make manifest the
dependence of the renormalized HRT-area on Uy and V as functionals of the stress tensor,
we will instead use the notation flU = flUO and flv = Ay, where Uy and Vj are defined
as above. Noting that the U parts are functionals of the right-moving stress tensor while
the V parts are functionals of the left-moving stress tensor, we see that the U and V parts
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commute with each other. We may then focus on the commutator between two U parts
with the understanding that results for the V' commutators can be recovered using the
symmetry U 2 V.

For two HRT surfaces anchored respectively at (U, Us

{Au(Un,Us), Au (U1, Us)} ={ Ay, (Ur, Uz), Ay, (U7, Uy
+ {4y, (U1, Us), o (U1)}
+ { Ay, (U1, Us), 0 (Ua) }
+{ow, (U1), Ay (U1, Us)} (4.31)
+{ow, (Ua), Ay (U1, Us)}
+ {ov, (U1), oy (U1)} + {ow, (Ur), o0 (U3) }
+ {ov, (U2), oy (U1)} + {ow,(U2), 017 (U3) }-

The first term in the above expression is given by
{Av, (U1, Us), Ay (U7, U3)} =

8 Ay, (U1, U, (4.32)
/ v / deéAgﬁU?&}[)]Q) 512;6(1(]/)2){UUO(U)aaUé(U,)}a

and (U7, U}), we have

)
)}

and the next four terms will have forms analogous to

(A (01,0, o) = [ dUW{m(w,o%(U’» (433)

We can evaluate (4.32) and (4.33) using (4.22) and (4.24). As in Section 4.4.1, when
we insert the explicit form of {oy,(U),oy;(U")} as given by Eq. (4.22) into either (4.32)
(4.33), the majority of the resulting terms cancel among themselves. In each case, the
remaining terms can be obtained using a simplified ¢ commutator given by only the first
term in Eq. (4.22), i.e., by using

{00 (), 00, (0 Yeruncated = o [OT ~ VYO ~To) ~ O(U ~ 1)O(Ty ~ V)], (4.34)
We are now ready to insert this truncated o commutator into Eq. (4.31) to find the full
commutator.%

Due to the step functions in (4.34), it is convenient to divide the calculation into cases.
Let us first consider the cases shown at left in figure 2, where the intervals (U;,Us) and
(U1, U;) either have no intersection or where one interval is fully contained in the other.
These two situations are equivalent due to the symmetry under interchange of R with R.
For this case, one finds that the various terms cancel to give

{Av(Uh, Us), Ay (U1, U3) }u = 0. (4.35)

This should be no surprise as, depending on the V-values of the anchor points, this case
allows the two HRT surfaces to be spacelike separated.

6 Although Eq. 4.34 has some remaining Us-dependence, the final result will be manifestly independent
of both Uy and Up. This is reassuring, as Uy and Uy were arbitrary parameters that appeared in writing
the HRT-areas as functionals of the stress tensor
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Planar boundary Planar boundary

Al

Figure 2. Various possible relative configurations for the anchor points of HRT surfaces. In the
left panel, the U coordinates of the anchors of v, define an interval that is fully contained in the
corresponding U interval for ~;, while the anchors of 3 define a U interval that does not intersect
that defined by ;. In such cases the U parts of the HRT-areas commute. The same statements
hold with U replaced by V. In contrast, in the right panel the U intervals defined by ~; and s
intersect without one being fully contained in the other. In this case the commutator of the U parts
of the HRT-areas will not vanish.

The remaining case occurs when the intervals (Uy,Us) and (Uj,U}) overlap without
having one fully contained in the other; see right panel of figure 2. For notational simplicity
we let u; = w(U;), uw, = u(U}) and we take both Uy > Uy and U] > Uj. In this case we find

_67T<1 _ 2(“1“’1)(“21/2)>’ Ué < U2 < U{ < Ul

c (u1—u2)(u) —uj)

{Au (U1, Us), Ay (U1, U3)} = ( (4.36)

61
C

_2<—><—>> Up < U, < Uy < U,

(u1—u2)(u)—ub)

again with analogous results for the V' parts. We see there is no remaining dependence on
U() or U(l),

Let us now further explore this result by studying special cases. We begin by noting that
choosing Uy = 0, V} = 0 and Uy = —o0, Vi = o0 sets Agrr (Ui, Vi,Usz, Vo) = Apgrr[Ro],
which is the case studied previously” in section 3. Combining expression (4.36) with the
corresponding result for V' then yields

u O(—u)ul v} O (—vh vl
(un{Fol Aurer (U1 V1, U3, 15)) = -snG (15210124 A5EAD)
1 2 2 — U1

) . (4.37)

To evaluate this on the AdS3 vacuum we set u, = U/, v, = V;/. The result then agrees with

(3.16). We thus conclude that (4.36) is the generalization of (3.15) to general intervals and
to arbitrary solutions in our phase space.

"Section 3 in fact defined Ro only in the Poincaré vacuum, but here we generalize the definition so that
in any spacetime Ry is the region between (U, V) = (0,0) and (U, V) = (—o0, 00).
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Another interesting special case arises where we again evaluate the commutator on the
AdS3 vacuum (thus setting u; = U;, u; = U]), but where we take all of the anchor points to
lie on a t = constant slice of the boundary. Choosing this slice to be ¢ = 0, this is equivalent
to setting u; = U; = —=V; = —v;, w, = U/ = =V = —v]. As a result, if the U term gives
the upper result on the right-hand-side of (4.36), then the V' term gives the analogue of the
lower result and the two cancel; i.e., when Rj, Ry are both subsets of the ¢ = 0 slice on the

boundary we find

{Aurr[R1l, Agrr[Re]} = 0. (4.38)

This result is to be expected from the fact that commutators of real functions must change
sign under time reversal (as indicated in the quantum mechanical context due to the re-
quired factor of ¢ in the commutator), while the specified configuration and background are
manifestly invariant under time-reversal. Indeed, for this reason the leading semiclassical
commutator of HRT-areas will always vanish on a background that enjoys a time-reversal
symmetry that leaves invariant both R; and Ra.

5 Discussion

The goal of our work was to study the flow on phase space generated by HRT-areas Agrr|[R]
in Einstein-Hilbert gravity, filling in various gaps in the literature. In particular, we showed
that the canonical commutation relations can be used to evaluate this flow on any bulk
Cauchy surface 3 passing through the HRT surface yg. On such surfaces, the flow leaves the
induced metric invariant but shifts the extrinsic curvature by a delta-function as described
by (2.12). As predicted in [13], this effectively boosts the entanglement wedge of R relative
to that of the complementary region R. However, the effect on the region to the future or
past of yg must be determined by solving the bulk equations of motion in the presence of
appropriate boundary conditions.

Such boundary conditions lead to a difference between HRT-area flow and the kink
transformation of [13]. This difference was again predicted in [13]. For vacuum AdSs
spacetimes one can compute this difference and use it to obtain explicit formulae for the
action of our flow on both the boundary stress tensor and other HRT-areas. Results were
presented in section 3 for quantities evaluated on the Poincaré AdSs vacuum. Section 4
then used a different approach to evaluate the associated commutators on general vacuum
solutions asymptotic to AdSs. This latter approach was based on the fact that, since all such
solutions can be generated from the Poincaré vacuum by acting with boundary conformal
transformations, any observable in this context can in principle be written as a functional
of the boundary stress tensor. This method may also be of interest in its own right for
computing other commutators for which the action on initial data is more complicated
than that of Ayrr[R].

We note that [12] also studied the effect of applying the transformation (2.12) at non-
extremal codimension-2 spacelike surfaces v. Again, this corresponds to boosting the initial
data in what one might call the right wedge relative to that in the complementary (left)
wedge. It was noted in [12] that when 7 is non-extremal the resulting initial data fails to
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satisfy the constraint equations of Einstein-Hilbert gravity. From our perspective, this is no
surprise. For extremal  our (2.12) is generated by a diffeomorphism invariant observable,
which necessarily commutes with all constraints. But more generally we would expect this
to fail. In particular, while the flow generated by any diffeomorphism-invariant A[vy] must
also preserve the constraints, for non-extremal v there will be a non-trivial contribution
from the first term in (2.4), so that the flow would no longer be given simply by (2.12). In
this case the contribution from the first term in (2.4) must precisely cancel the contribution
from the constraint-violating part of (2.12).

Some of our results may have further implications for holography, especially in connec-
tion with tensor network models of quantum error correction [29, 30]. One such result is
that the commutator of two HRT-areas vanishes at leading semiclassical order when evalu-
ated on a background where both HRT-surfaces lie in a common surface of time-symmetry.®
As a result, such HRT-areas may be specified simultaneously with high accuracy. This ob-
servation may be useful in constructing bulk analogues of the above tensor networks (e.g.
as in [31, 32]) which appears to require bulk states in which such areas are sharply peaked
[33, 34].

Another result that deserves further investigation was the observation in section 3.2
that HRT-area flow produces states of infinite energy. As argued in [10-12], the development
of a UV singularity should be no surprise. But note that any sharp quantum eigenstate of
Aprr[R] will be invariant under the flow that this operator generates. In particular, the
expectation value of the energy will not change under this flow. We thus conclude that the
expected energy in such states must be divergent, or at least set by some UV regulator. This
may again have implications for the use of tensor networks in holography. More generally,
this feature may be relevant for understanding the sense in which holographic quantum
error correcting codes decompose into superselection sectors defined by Agrr[R] [35]. The
point here is that the relevant code subspace is often taken to be states of low energy
in the dual gauge theory [36], while we now see explicitly that states in any given such
superselection sector must have energies set by the UV cutoff. However, as we see from the
2+1 dimensional case, this need not cause large curvatures in the bulk.

With regard to future directions, we recall that our work focussed on Einstein-Hilbert
gravity. But it is natural to expect similar results to hold in the presence of higher derivative
corrections. This will be explored in the forthcoming work [24], which will also comment
further on the relation of Ay pgr[R] to the modular Hamiltonians on R and R.
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8This in fact follows directly from time symmetry and did not require detailed computation.
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A  Normalizations and the one-sided boost

As discussed in section 2.3, both the flow generated by Aprr and the kink transformation
can be described as a sort of one-sided boost. This appendix verifies the details of this
relationship, and shows in particular that such a transformation leads precisely to (2.12)
with the stated normalizations. We perform an explicit computation below for spacetimes
that admit a bulk Killing field £* which acts locally like a boost near v. We also study
the effect on initial data defined for particularly convenient Cauchy surfaces. But since
the flow clearly does not affect initial data within either wedge, the delta-function terms in
(2.12) can depend only on the local structure near . It will thus be clear that the same
normalizations continue to hold for the more general transformation described in section
2.3 (and originally defined in [13]), where we allow arbitrary Cauchy surfaces through -~y
and where the boost operator is defined only in the local approximation where one replaces
each plane orthogonal to v with flat Minkowski space.

We will call our one-sided boost 7,. Before proceeding, recall that v defines two
entanglement wedges, one on each side of the surface, and that £ is past-directed in one
(which we call the left wedge) and is future directed in the other (which we call the right
wedge). In the left entanglement we take 7, to be the identity. In the right wedge we
instead take 7, to be the diffeomorphism generated by moving points along the orbits of
the KVF &% by a Killing parameter o/, where k is the surface gravity of £€%. Thus 7, is a
diffeomorphism in each entanglement wedge, though it is not smooth at v and we have not
defined its action at points that lie inside? the chronological future or past of ~.

We thus examine the action of 1, on Cauchy surfaces that contain v. Note that 7, will
map any such Cauchy surface ¥ to another such surface . To simplify our discussion, we
will make a special choice for the Cauchy surface X, or at least for the part of that Cauchy
surface near y. We begin by choosing a unit spacelike vector field m® normal to v and
defined smoothly everywhere on . We then extend m® to some region near v by taking m?
to be the unit affinely-parameterized tangent to a congruence of geodesics. At least near =,
these geodesics will generate a hypersurface. We take this to coincide with the part of X
near our HRT surface.!® The normal n® to ¥ then satisfies m®n, = 0 in the region near ~.
We then further extend both m® and n® off of the original slice 3 in an arbitrary smooth

manner that preserves the conditions n®m, = 0 and n,n®* = —1. Thus we have the useful
relations

meVem® = 0 (A1)

mnyVan® = %m“va(—n =0 (A.2)

mmyVen® = mV 4 (mPny) = 0. (A.3)

We also use s to denote proper distance along geodesics in the original congruence, with
s =0 at 7.

90On the boundary of the future or past of v the action of 1, can be defined by continuity.

10Had we started with a generic hypersurface, we could consider the family of spacetime geodesics which
happen to be tangent to the hypersurface at . The analysis would then be identical to leading order near
v, and in particular would give precisely the same delta-function terms in (2.12).

— 24 —



Let us now construct a second Cauchy surface 3 by applying a map 7, to ¥. The map
7o is almost a diffeomorphism, except that it is not smooth at -. Before proceeding, note
that v defines two entanglement wedges, one on each side of the surface, and that £% is
past-directed in one (which we call the left wedge and in which we take s < 0) and is future
directed in the other (which we call the right wedge and in which we take s > 0). In the
left entanglement we take 7, to be the identity. In the right wedge we instead take 7, to
be the diffecomorphism generated by moving points along the orbits of the KVF £° by a
Killing parameter «/k, where k is the surface gravity of £%. As a result, the normal 7% to
Y satisfies
n® = cosh(aO(s))n® + sinh(aO(s))m*. .., (A4)

where ... denotes terms that are smooth but which depend on the way that our vector
fields were extended off of the original Cauchy surface . Similarly, the normal m to v in
Y satisfies

m® = cosh(a©(3))m® + sinh(a©(8))n.. ., (A.5)

where we have used the fact that ¥ is isometric to ¥ to introduce a coordinate 5 that
measures proper distance from ~ along 3 in the same way that s does along 3. Note that
the conditions mym® = —n,n® =1 and n,m* = 0 give

mpVaen® = 0 (A.6)

1y Vam? = 0.

Let us now recall that the extrinsic curvature of ¥ can be described by a degenerate
tensor K, = —hS$V.ny, whose indices range over all coordinates of our spacetime (and not
just those on ¥). Although it is not manifest from the definition, this tensor is symmetric.
From (A.4), we thus see that the extrinsic curvatures K, and Ky of ¥ and X are related
everywhere by the action of 7, except for the component m®mb K, which will be sensitive
to derivatives of the theta-functions in (A.4):

Ml Ky, = mmbV gy, (A7)

Such derivatives introduce d-function terms in IN(ab that are not present in the image'!
i Kqp of Kgp under the flow n,.
Furthermore, since when acting on scalars we have m®V, = 03, we may write

MOV oty = ad () + (sinh(a@(§))marhbvanb + cosh(a®(3))m“mbVamy + . . ) . (A.8)

where the final step uses (A.6). Since the final ... terms in (A.8) are smooth, they are
determined by their values in the left and right wedges and must thus be a part of 0}, K.
We therefore conclude that the extrinsic curvatures of ¥ and ¥ are related by

Koy = 0 K + ad(8) momb, (A.9)

"Gince Kqp is defined only on 3, there is no need to define this flow in the causal past or future of 5.
Furthermore, since the extrinsic curvature K, of ¥ is smooth at ~y, we can define 7, K, at v by requiring
it to be a smooth tensor on 3 when expressed in terms of coordinates on 3 obtained by acting with 7, on
smooth coordinates for . We emphasize that 3. can be regarded as an intrinsically-smooth manifold whose
embedding in the bulk happens not to be smooth.
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which agrees with (2.12) if we set @« = —27 and take the bracket with Agrr/4G to give
d/dA.

As mentioned in footnote 1, the form of the normalization factor in (A.9) differs from
that presented in [13]. This difference arises from the fact that the results of [13] were
expressed using coordinates that are not smooth on ¥, and thus which introduce significant
dependence on regulators. In contrast, even though it is not smoothly embedded in the
bulk, we emphasize that ¥ has the intrinsic structure of a smooth manifold, so that the
corresponding proper distance coordinate s is smooth on Y. This turns out to remove
detailed dependence on regulators found in [13| and leads to the elegant result (A.9).
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