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Abstract

In this paper, we study codimension two holography in flat spacetimes, based on the

idea of the wedge holography. We propose that a region in a d + 1 dimensional flat

spacetime surrounded by two end of the world-branes, which are given by d dimensional

hyperbolic spaces, is dual to a conformal field theory (CFT) on a d−1 dimensional sphere.

Similarly, we also propose that a d+1 dimensional region in the flat spacetime bounded by

two d dimensional de Sitter spaces is holographically dual to a CFT on a d−1 dimensional

sphere. Our calculations of the partition function, holographic entanglement entropy and

two point functions, support these duality relations and imply that such CFTs are non-

unitary. Finally, we glue these two dualities along null surfaces to realize a codimension

two holography for a full Minkowski spacetime and discuss a possible connection to the

celestial holography.
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1 Introduction

The holographic principle [1, 2] usually relates a gravitational theory on a certain spacetime M

to a non-gravitational theory on its codimension one boundary ∂M . This holographic property

is manifest in the AdS/CFT [3] and the dS/CFT [4, 5]. However, if we try to apply the

usual analysis of bulk to boundary relation in the AdS/CFT [6, 7] to a d + 1 dimensional flat

Lorentzian spacetime, its mathematical structure strongly implies that the dual theory is a

d − 1 dimensional conformal field theory (CFT) which lives on a sphere at null infinity [8].

Motivated by the triangle equivalence between the soft theorems, memory effects and BMS

symmetries [9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15], the celestial holography [16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22] was

proposed.1 This interesting holographic duality argues that the four dimensional gravity on an

asymptotically flat spacetime is equivalent to a two dimensional CFT at null infinity, such that

the S-matrices of the four dimensional gravity can be computed from correlation functions in the

two dimensional CFT via a certain Mellin-like transformation, though the precise identification

of the dual CFT has remained to be answered.

The codimension two nature of the celestial holography looks mysterious for those who are

familiar with normal holographic dualities such as the AdS/CFT. Recently, as a generalization

of AdS/CFT, a new type of codimension two holography, called wedge holography, has been

found in [27] and studied further in [28, 29]. As sketched in Fig.1, the wedge holography argues

that the gravity on a d+ 1 dimensional wedge region in AdSd+1 is dual to a d− 1 dimensional

1A similar codimension two holography was argued in [23] in the context of eternal inflation. Refer to

e.g, [24, 25] for a proposal of holographic duality between gravity in four dimensional Minkowski spacetime

and a three dimensional conformal Carrollian field theory. Also see [26] for a possibility of a codimension one

holography between gravity in the d + 1 dimensional Euclidean flat space Rd+1 and a d dimensional CFT on

Sd.
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Classical Gravity 
on AdSd+1

Quantum Gravity 
on AdSd

Quantum Gravity 
on AdSd

CFT on Rd-1

Figure 1: A sketch of wedge holography which argues that the gravity on a wedge region in

AdSd+1 is dual to a d− 1 dimensional CFT on the codimension two spacetime given by the tip

of the wedge.

CFT on the d− 1 dimensional tip of the wedge. We impose the Neumann boundary condition

on d dimensional boundaries of the wedge, so called the end of the world-branes (EOW branes).

We can understand this as a small width limit of the AdS/BCFT [30, 31, 32]. Alternatively, we

can also understand the wedge holography via a double holography in the light of brane-world

holography [33, 34, 35, 36, 37] as follows. The d + 1 dimensional gravity on the wedge is dual

to a quantum gravity on the two d dimensional EOW branes via the brane-world holography,

which is further dual to a d− 1 dimensional CFT on the tip via the standard holography.

Motivated by this, the main purpose of this paper is to explore if we can interpret the

celestial holography as an extension of wedge holography to gravity on a flat spacetime. We

consider two new classes of wedge holography depicted in Fig.2. One is a hyperbolic sliced

wedge region and the other is a de Sitter sliced wedge region, both of which are surrounded by

two space-like or time-like EOW branes, respectively. We argue that each of them is dual to a

CFT on the d − 1 dimensional sphere, situated at the tip of the wedge. The former might be

interpreted as a product of lower dimensional AdS/CFT duality for Euclidean AdS geometries,

though the product is now taken in the time direction as opposed to the standard wedge

holography in [27]. The latter may be regarded as a product of lower dimensional dS/CFT,

where the product is taken in the spacial direction2. We will examine these new holographic

dualities by calculating the entanglement entropy, partition function and two point functions.

Finally we will approach the celestial holography by combining these two dualities.

This paper is organized as follows. In section two, we explain hyperbolic and de Sitter slices

of Minkowski spacetime and solutions of a free scalar field with a delta functional source on

a sphere at null infinity. In section three, we propose a wedge holography in the hyperbolic

patch and present evidences for this duality. In section four, we propose a wedge holography in

2For an earlier study of a relation between celestial holography to the dS/CFT refer to [38].
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the de Sitter patch and present evidences for this. In section five, we will try to interpret the

celestial holography by combining the wedge holography in the hyperbolic slices and that in

the de Sitter slices. In section six, we will summarize conclusions and discuss future problems.

In appendix A, we briefly present useful identities related to Legendre functions. In appendix

B, we describe minimal surfaces and geodesic length in hyperbolic spaces. In appendix C, we

describe extreme surfaces and geodesic length in de Sitter spaces. In appendix D, we present

detailed calculations of scalar modes in the de Sitter sliced wedges.

Rd+1

Hd

Sd-1 Sd-1Wedge

Rd+1

dSd

Sd-1

Sd-1

Wedge

Figure 2: Sketches of two types of codimension two holographic dualities in flat space. The

whole diamond describes a d+ 1 dimensional flat spacetime. The left and right panel describe

the hyperbolic and de Sitter sliced wedges (blue regions) surrounded by two end of the world-

brane (green surfaces), respectively. We argue that each of them is dual to a CFT on the d− 1

dimensional sphere (red points).

2 Hyperbolic and de Sitter Slices of Flat Spacetime

We start from a d+ 1 dimensional flat spacetime R1,d:

ds2 = −dT 2 + dR2 +R2dΩ2
d−1. (2.1)

This is decomposed into two patches: the slices of hyperbolic spaces Hd and de Sitter spaces

dSd, which suggest holographic properties [8] (see also [39, 22, 40, 41]).

The hyperbolic slice is obtained by introducing the new coordinates

T = η cosh ρ, R = η sinh ρ. (2.2)

This leads to the metric

ds2 = −dη2 + η2(dρ2 + sinh2 ρdΩ2
d−1), [hyperbolic patch], (2.3)
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On the other hand, the de Sitter slice is introduced by

T = r sinh t, R = r cosh t, (2.4)

which gives the metric

ds2 = dr2 + r2(−dt2 + cosh2 tdΩ2
d−1). [de Sitter patch], (2.5)

In these two patches, the radial coordinate η and r take the values 0 ≤ η < ∞ and

0 ≤ r < ∞. By pasting the two patches along η = 0 and r = 0, we obtain the full four

dimensional Minkowski spacetime as depicted in the left panel of Fig.3.

We introduce a regularization of the coordinates η and r:

0 ≤ η ≤ η∞, 0 ≤ r ≤ r∞. (2.6)

This allows us to effectively reduce the hyperbolic patch and the de Sitter patch to Hd and

dSd via the compactification as analogous to the wedge holography for the AdS [27], which is

a doubled version of the AdS/BCFT [30, 31]. If we extend the wedge holography to the d+ 1

dimensional Minkowski Space, one may be tempting to argue that a d − 1 dimensional CFT

on Sd−1 is dual to the gravity on the d + 1 dimensional wedge region (2.6). As usual in the

AdS/CFT [3] and the dS/CFT [4], it is useful to introduce the UV cut off of the dual CFT,

which is dual to the geometrical cut off

ρ ≤ ρ∞, t ≤ t∞. (2.7)

Below we will first study the hyperbolic and de Sitter slices separately by considering the wedge

holography for each of them. After that we will discuss a connection between the celestial

holography and the above wedge holography.

2.1 Scalar field in hyperbolic patch

Consider perturbations of a real scalar field Ψ in the flat space, which are expected to be dual

to scalar operator excitations in the dual CFT on the sphere in our wedge holography. We

focus on the four dimensional gravity case i.e. d + 1 = 4 just for simplicity. We write the two

dimensional sphere metric as dΩ2
2 = dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2.

We assume a massive free scalar field Ψ given by the action

Iscalar =
1

2

∫
dx4
√
−g
[
−gµν∂µΨ∂νΨ−m2Ψ2

]
. (2.8)

The equation of motion reads

1√
−g

∂µ
(√
−ggµν∂νΨ

)
−m2Ψ = 0. (2.9)
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Hyperbolic Slice

De Sitter Sliceη=1

r=
1

η=η∞

r=ｒ∞

Figure 3: Hyperbolic and de Sitter slices in Minkowski Space (left) and its regularization (right).

In the hyperbolic patch (2.3), the equation of motion of the scalar field (2.9) is written as

(see e.g. [42])

−∂2
ηΨ−

3

η
∂ηΨ +

1

η2

(
∂2
ρΨ + 2 coth ρ∂ρΨ

)
+

1

η2 sinh2 ρ
∆2Ψ−m2Ψ = 0, (2.10)

where ∆2 is the Laplacian on the two dimensional sphere. We can solve this by decomposing

the solution as follows

Ψ(η, ρ, θ, φ) = fp(η)gp,l(ρ)Ylm(θ, φ), (2.11)

where the functions fp, gp,l and Ylm satisfy(
−∂2

η −
3

η
∂η +

p2

η2
−m2

)
fp(η) = 0,(

∂2
ρ + 2 coth ρ∂ρ −

l(l + 1)

sinh2 ρ
− p2

)
gp,l = 0,

∆2Ylm = −l(l + 1)Ylm. (2.12)

The first equation is explicitly solved as

fp(η) = α
I√

1+p2
(mη)

η
+ β

K√
1+p2

(mη)

η
, (2.13)

where α and β are arbitrary constants. The solution to the second one reads

gp,l(ρ) =
1

sinh ρ
·Q
√

1+p2

l (coth ρ), (2.14)

where Q is the associated Legendre function. We chose Legendre Q function instead of Legendre

P function because we require a smooth behavior at ρ = 0. Finally the function Ylm is the

standard spherical harmonics (A.4).
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2.2 Scalar field in de Sitter patch

To obtain the solutions in the de Sitter patch (2.5), we have only to replace the coordinate as

η = −ir, ρ = t− π

2
i. (2.15)

This leads to the solution

Ψ(r, t, θ, φ) = f̃p(r)g̃p,l(t)Ylm(θ, φ), (2.16)

where each function reads

f̃p(r) = −αeπi
√

1+p2 ·
J√

1+p2
(mr)

r
− βπi

2
e−πi
√

1+p2 ·
H

(1)√
1+p2

(mr)

r
, (2.17)

g̃p,l(t) =
1

cosh t
·Q
√

1+p2

l (tanh t). (2.18)

Note that if we goes from t = ∞ to t = −∞, the function g̃p,l gives the factor (−1)l because

Qµ
ν (z) is given by z−µ−ν−1 times an even function of z. This explains that the future celestial

sphere is related to the past one via the anti-podal map θ → θ + π.

2.3 Solution with a delta-functional source on the sphere

We input an delta functional source of the scalar field at (θ0, φ0) on S2. In the hyperbolic slice,

this corresponds to the following scalar field perturbation:

Ψh
0(η, ρ, θ, φ)

= fp(η) · N
sinh ρ

∞∑
l=0

l∑
m=−l

Y ∗lm(θ0, φ0)Q

√
1+p2

l (coth ρ)Ylm(θ, ϕ)

= fp(η) · N
sinh ρ

∞∑
l=0

(
2l + 1

4π

)
Pl(cos γ)Q

√
1+p2

l (coth ρ), (2.19)

where we employed the additivity formula (A.7) in the final line and we defined γ by

cos γ = cos θ0 cos θ + sin θ sin θ0 cos(ϕ− ϕ0). (2.20)

We will choose the normalization factor N as N = e−πi
√

1+p2 1

Γ(
√

1+p2)
.

In the ρ→∞ limit, using (A.3) and (A.9), we find

Ψh
0(η, ρ, θ, φ)

→ fp(η) ·

[
e

(√
1+p2−1

)
ρ
δ2(Ω− Ω0) + e

−
(√

1+p2+1
)
ρ

√
1 + p2

4π

(
1− cos γ

2

)∆
]
,

(2.21)
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which indeed gives the delta-functionally localized source with the correct ρ dependence e(∆−d)ρ =

e

(√
1+p2−1

)
ρ

for a source term in AdS3/CFT2 by identifying the dimension of dual scalar oper-

ator ∆ as

∆ = 1 +
√

1 + p2. (2.22)

Moreover, we can show that the full expression of (2.19) is expressed in the form [8]:

Ψh
0(η, ρ, θ, φ) =

∆− 1

4π
· fp(η) · 1

(cosh ρ− cos γ sinh ρ)∆
. (2.23)

Indeed, we can prove the following expansion:

(cosh ρ− cos γ sinh ρ)−∆ =
∞∑
l=0

clPl(cos γ), (2.24)

where cl can be found from the integral formula (A.8) as follows:

cl =
e−πi(∆−1)(2l + 1)

Γ(∆)
· 1

sinh ρ
·Q∆−1

l (coth ρ). (2.25)

We can analytically continue the above analysis to the de Sitter slices via the coordinate

transformation(2.15).

Ψds
0 (r, t, θ, φ) = f̃p(r) ·

N
cosh t

∞∑
l=0

(
2l + 1

4π

)
Pl(cos γ)Q

√
1+p2

l (tanh ρ). (2.26)

In the t→∞ limit, we find

Ψds
0 (r, t, θ, φ)

→ if̃p(r) ·

[
e

(√
1+p2−1

)
(t−π2 i)δ2(Ω− Ω0) + e

−
(√

1+p2+1
)
(t−π2 i)

√
1 + p2

4π

(
1− cos γ

2

)∆
]
.

(2.27)

The full function can be written as

Ψds
0 (r, t, θ, φ) =

∆− 1

4π
e
π
2
i(1−∆) · f̃p(r) ·

1

(sinh t− cos γ cosh t+ iε̃)∆
, (2.28)

where ε̃ is the regularization of iε prescription [8].
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3 Wedge holography for hyperbolic slices

First we consider a wedge holography for hyperbolic slices depicted in the left panel of Fig.2.

We specify the d+ 1 dimensional wedge W h by restricting the coordinate η to the range

η1 ≤ η ≤ η2, (3.1)

in the coordinate (2.3). We will impose the Neumann boundary condition on the two EOW

branes Qh(1) and Qh(2) each at η = η1 and η = η2, given by

Kab − habK = −Thab, (3.2)

where Kab is the extrinsic curvature (we choose the normal vector na is out-going) and T is the

tension of EOW brane. Indeed we can confirm that the boundary condition (3.2) is satisfied

by setting the values of each tension to be

T h(i) =
d− 1

d
Kh(i) =

d− 1

ηi
, (3.3)

where i = 1, 2 labels the two EOW branes.

By extending the wedge holography in the AdS space [27], we argue that the d+ 1 dimen-

sional gravity on the wedge W h (3.1) is dual to a d − 1 dimensional CFT on the sphere Sd−1

at the tip ρ → ∞. We introduce the cut off ρ = ρ∞ as in (2.7). Below we will give evidences

for this new wedge holography by evaluating the partition function, holographic entanglement

entropy and scalar field perturbation. Note that each hyperbolic slice Hd at a fixed value of η

has the SO(1, d) symmetry, which is the Lorentz symmetry in the original d + 1 dimensional

Minkowski spacetime. This symmetry matches with the conformal symmetry of the Euclidean

CFT on Sd−1. In particular, at d = 3, this is enhanced to a pair of Virasoro symmetries, which

origins from the superrotation symmetry in R1,3, being identified with the conformal symmetry

of a dual two dimensional CFT.

Moreover, the results we will obtain below imply that the dual CFT on Sd−1 is non-unitary.

This is not surprising because we added a time-like interval (3.1) as an internal direction,

orthogonal to the hyperbolic space Hd, in spite that we can apply the standard AdS/CFT to

each slice. Instead, this is analogous to the dS/CFT, where the dual CFT is expected to be

non-unitary based on the analysis of central charge analysis [5] and explicitly known examples

of the dS/CFT are non-unitary [43, 44, 45, 46].
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3.1 Partition function

The gravity action is written as follows:

IG =
1

16πGN

∫
Wh

√
−gR +

1

8πGN

[∫
Qh(1)

√
γ(Kh(1) − T h(1))−

∫
Qh(2)

√
γ(Kh(2) − T h(2))

]
.

(3.4)

To evaluate the on-shell action, we note the vanishing curvature R = 0 and∫
Qh(i)

√
γ = ηdi ωd−1

∫ ρ∞

0

dρ sinhd−1 ρ, (i = 1, 2), (3.5)

where we defined

ωd−1 =
dπ

d
2

Γ(d
2

+ 1)
, (3.6)

which is the volume of a unit sphere in d-1 dimension.

By setting,

Jd =

∫ ρ∞

0

dρ sinhd ρ, (3.7)

and plugging (3.3), we obtain on-shell action as follows:

IG = − 1

8πGN

(ηd−1
2 − ηd−1

1 )ωd−1Jd−1. (3.8)

Note that Jd obeys the recursion relation

Jd =
1

d
sinhd−1 ρ∞ cosh ρ∞ −

d− 1

d
Jd−2. (3.9)

Below we will explicitly evaluate the on-shell action for d = 3, 4, 5.

3.1.1 d = 3 Case

When d = 3 we explicitly obtain

Id=3
G =

η2
2 − η2

1

16GN

(
−e2ρ∞ + 4ρ∞

)
. (3.10)

By regarding the geometrical cut off ρ∞ in Hd as the UV cut off ε in the dual two dimensional

CFT on S2 by identifying

ε = e−ρ∞ , (3.11)

we obtain

IG = − η
2
2 − η2

1

16GNε2
− η2

2 − η2
1

4GN

log ε. (3.12)
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This can be comparable to the standard CFT result that the sphere partition function of

two dimensional CFT with the central charge c reads [47, 48]

ZCFT ∼ e
A
ε2
− c

3
log ε, (3.13)

where A is non-universal constant, while the log ε term is universal as this is fixed by the

conformal anomaly. By equating this as ZCFT = eiIG , we can estimate the central charge:

c = i
3(η2

2 − η2
1)

4GN

. (3.14)

3.1.2 d = 4 Case

For d = 4, the on-shell action reads

IG =
η3

2 − η3
1

GN

[
− 1

48
e3ρ∞ +

3

16
eρ∞
]

(3.15)

Using (3.11), we obtain

IG = − η
3
2 − η3

1

48GNε3
+

3(η3
2 − η3

1)

16GNε
. (3.16)

This is expected to be dual to a three dimensional CFT. The absence of logarithmic term in

the gravity on-shell action is consistent with the well-known fact that there is no conformal

anomaly in odd dimensional CFTs.

3.1.3 d = 5 Case

For d = 5, we obtain

IG =
π(η4

2 − η4
1)

16GN

[
− 1

12
e4ρ∞ +

2

3
e2ρ∞ − 2ρ∞

]
. (3.17)

In the same way as before, we can rewrite this as follows:

IG =
π(η4

2 − η4
1)

2GN

[
− 1

96ε4
+

1

12ε2
+

1

4
log ε

]
. (3.18)

Now we would like to compare this result to the CFT one. The 4-sphere partition function

with central charges a, c satisfies the following equation [49, 47, 48];

ε
d

dε
logZCFT = − 1

2π

〈∫
d4x
√
gT µµ

〉
S4

= − 1

2π

∫
d4x
√
g
( a

8π
R̃µνρσR

µνρσ − c

8π
WµνρσW

µνρσ
)

= −2aχ(S4)

= −4a. (3.19)
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In the third line, we use 〈
T µµ
〉

=
a

8π
R̃µνρσR

µνρσ − c

8π
WµνρσW

µνρσ. (3.20)

And in the forth line, we use the Euler characteristic class in four dimensional manifold

1

32π2

∫
d4x
√
gR̃µνρσR

µνρσ = χ(M), (3.21)

and the fact that the Weyl tensor W vanishes in S4. By solving (3.19), we obtain the logarithmic

part of ZCFT ,

logZCFT = 4a log ε+ (other parts). (3.22)

By equating this as ZCFT = eiIG , we can estimate the central charge:

a = i
π(η4

2 − η4
1)

32GN

. (3.23)

3.2 Holographic entanglement entropy

Now we would like to calculate the holographic entanglement entropy [50, 51, 52], which is

given by

SA =
Area(ΓA)

4GN

, (3.24)

where ΓA is the extremal surface which ends on the boundary of A i.e. ∂ΓA = ∂A.

The d − 1 dimensional extremal surface3 which computes the holographic entanglement

entropy in our d + 1 dimensional wedge W h is given by a family of the minimal area surfaces

in the hyperbolic spaces Hd parameterized by the time coordinate η in the range (3.1). Such

an extreme surface is time-like and its area takes a pure imaginary value, as is common to the

holographic entanglement entropy in dS/CFT correspondence [54, 55, 46].

At a fixed value of η, this is given by the standard minimal surface γHA in Hd calculated in

Appendix B. We take the metric of Hd to be

ds2 = dρ2 + sinh2 ρ(dθ2
1 + sin2 θ1dΩd−2). (3.25)

The minimal area which stretches between θ = −θ0 to θ = θ0 is given by

A(γHA ) = ωd−3 ·
∫ 1

δ
L

dy
(1− y2)

d−4
2

yd−2
, (3.26)

3Refer to [53] for earlier calculations of entanglement entropy in asymptotically flat spacetime, where the

entangling surface lies at null infinity. On the other hand, in our case, we are considering a different quantity,

namely the entanglement entropy of two dimensional CFT on a celestial sphere, where the dual extremal surface

extends from the null infinity to the bulk of flat space.
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where the infinitesimally small cut off δ and the minimal surface parameter L, are related to

the cut off ρ∞ and θ0 via (B.7) and (B.8). We again denote the volume of unit d dimensional

sphere by ωd as in (3.6). For d = 3, 4 and 5 we obtain the following results:

A(γHA )d=3 = 2 log
2L

δ
= 2 log(eρ∞ sin θ0),

A(γHA )d=4 = 2π

(
L

δ
− 1

)
= π sin θ0e

ρ∞ − 2π,

A(γHA )d=5 = 4π

[
L2

2δ2
− 1

2
log

2L

δ
− 1

4

]
=
π

2
sin2 θ0e

2ρ∞ − 2π log

(
sin θ0

4
eρ∞
)
− π cos θ0(2− cos θ0). (3.27)

Thus the area of the full extremal surface in W h is given by

A(ΓHA ) = i

∫ η2

η1

ηd−1dη · A(γHA ) =
i

d− 1
(ηd−1

2 − ηd−1
2 )A(γHA ). (3.28)

In this way the total expression of the holographic entanglement entropy reads

SA =
A(ΓHA )

4GN

=
i(ηd−1

2 − ηd−1
1 )

4(d− 1)GN

A(γHA ). (3.29)

For d = 3 we obtain

SA =
i(η2

2 − η2
1)

8GN

log

(
sin2 θ0

ε2

)
, (3.30)

where we employed the relation between the CFT cut off ε and the gravity cut off ρ∞ (3.11).

We can compare this with the standard result computed in a two dimensional CFT on S2 with

a central charge c, where the subsystem A is taken to be an interval; θ(1) ≤ θ1 ≤ θ(2), given by

[56, 57]:

SA =
c

6
log

sin2
(
θ(1)−θ(2)

2

)
ε2

 . (3.31)

This comparison tells us that the central charge takes the following imaginary value

c =
3i

4GN

(η2
2 − η2

1). (3.32)

This agrees with the value (3.14) computed from the partition function.

For d = 5 we find by setting ρ∞ = − log ε (3.11):

SA = i
π(η4

2 − η4
1)

16GN

[
sin θ2

0

2ε2
− 2 log

(
sin θ0

4ε

)
− cos θ0(2− cos θ0)

]
. (3.33)
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By comparing this with the standard formula in four dimensional CFTs [51, 58]

SA = c0ε
−2 + 4a log ε+O(1), (3.34)

we can read off the value of the central charge a:

a =
πi

32GN

(η4
2 − η4

1). (3.35)

Indeed this agrees with our previous evaluation from the partition function (3.23).

3.3 Scalar Field Perturbation and Two Point Functions

Consider a free massive scalar field in the wedge geometry W h, defined by η1 ≤ η ≤ η2. We

expect this is dual to scalar operators in the dual CFT on Sd−1. We impose either the Dirichlet

or Neumann boundary condition at the boundary η = η1,2. As we will show below, there are

infinitely many scalar modes dual to operators which have conformal dimension ∆ = 1 + iλk

with λk real valued. This complex valued conformal dimension again suggests the non-unitary

nature of the dual CFT as similar to the celestial holography [17].

3.3.1 Dirichlet boundary condition

We impose the Dirichlet boundary condition on the two EOW-branes:

fp(η1) = 0, fp(η2) = 0, (3.36)

where the function fp(η) was defined in (2.13). Solving this boundary condition is equivalent

to the search of values of ν =
√

1 + p2 which satisfy

Dh(ν, x1, x2) = Iν(x1)Kν(x2)− Iν(x2)Kν(x1) = 0, (3.37)

where x1,2 = mη1,2. Solutions exist only when ν is pure imaginary and there are infinitely many

discrete solutions as depicted in Fig.4. We write the values of ν which satisfy (3.37) as ν = iλk.

Note that if ν = iλk is a solution, then its complex conjugate ν = −iλk is also a solution. This

shows that a bulk scalar with mass m is dual to infinitely many scalar operators which have

complex and discrete values of conformal dimension:

∆ = 1 + iλk. (3.38)

To see this property analytically, we take two limits: η2 → ∞ and η1 → 0. The first

boundary condition can be written as

fp(η2) = α
Iν(mη2)

η2

+ β
Kν(mη2)

η2

= 0. (3.39)
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Figure 4: Plots of Dh(ν, x1, x2) for x1 = 1 and x2 = 5 as a function of ν (left) and plots of zero

point of Dh (right). The color of left figure represents D’s phase.

In the limit η2 → ∞, the first term diverges. Thus we must set α = 0. In order to satisfy the

second condition, we require limη1→0Kν(mη1) = 0. Recalling

Kν(mη) ' π

2

1

sin νπ

{ (
mη
2

)−ν
Γ(1− ν)

−
(
mη
2

)ν
Γ(1 + ν)

}
(0 < η � 1), (3.40)

it is obvious that Kν(0) diverges if ν has a real part. Thus we set ν = iλ (λ ∈ R).

Kiλ(mη) ' π

2

e−iλ log
mη
2

Γ(1−iλ)
− e+iλ log

mη
2

Γ(1+iλ)

i sinhλπ
=

π

sinhλπ
Im

(
e−iλ log mη

2

Γ(1− iλ)

)
. (3.41)

In the last line we can see that infinitely many (but discrete) values of λ satisfies the necessary

condition at nonzero η. We can also see that the satisfactory values of λ become continuous

under η → 0 because log mη
2
→ −∞.

3.3.2 Neumann boundary condition

Now we impose the Neumann boundary condition on the two EOW-branes:

∂ηfp(η1) = 0, ∂ηfp(η2) = 0, (3.42)

where the function fp(η) was defined in (2.13). By using the recurrence formula of modified

Bessel function

∂xIν(x) =
1

2
(Iν+1(x) + Iν−1(x)) , ∂xKν(x) = −1

2
(Kν+1(x) +Kν−1(x)) ,

Iν(x)

x
= − 1

2ν
(Iν+1(x)− Iν−1(x)) ,

Kν(x)

x
=

1

2ν
(Kν+1(x)−Kν−1(x)) , (3.43)
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we can write (3.42) as follows:

α

(
ν + 1

2ν
Iν+1(mηa) +

ν − 1

2ν
Iν−1(mηa)

)
− β

(
ν + 1

2ν
Kν+1(mηa) +

ν − 1

2ν
Kν−1(mηa)

)
= 0.

where a = 1, 2. This is equivalent to the search of values of ν =
√

1 + p2 which satisfy

Nh(ν, x1, x2) = {(ν + 1)Iν+1(x1) + (ν − 1)Iν−1(x1)} {(ν + 1)Kν+1(x2) + (ν − 1)Kν−1(x2)}
−{(ν + 1)Iν+1(x2) + (ν − 1)Iν−1(x2)} {(ν + 1)Kν+1(x1) + (ν − 1)Kν−1(x1)}

= 0. (3.44)

where x1,2 = mη1,2. Solutions exist only when ν is pure imaginary and there are infinitely many

discrete solutions as depicted in Fig.5. We write the values of ν which satisfy (3.44) as ν = iλk.

Each mode is dual to a scalar operator with the conformal dimension (3.38). Again, if ν = iλk

is a solution, then its complex conjugate ν = −iλk is also a solution.

- 10 - 5 5 10Re ν
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Figure 5: Plots of Nh(ν, x1, x2) for x1 = 1 and x2 = 5 as a function of ν (left) and plots of zero

point of Nh (right). The color of left figure represents N ’s phase.

We take the limit η2 →∞ and η1 → 0. The first equation can be written as

∂ηfp(η2) = mα

(
ν + 1

2ν

Iν+1(mη2)

η2

+
ν − 1

2ν

Iν−1(mη2)

η2

)
−mβ

(
ν + 1

2ν

Kν+1(mη2)

η2

+
ν − 1

2ν

Kν−1(mη2)

η2

)
= 0. (3.45)

In the limit η2 → ∞, the first term diverges. Thus we must take α = 0. The second equation

can be written as

∂ηfp(η1) = mβ

(
ν + 1

2ν

Kν+1(mη1)

η1

+
ν − 1

2ν

Kν−1(mη1)

η1

)
= 0. (3.46)
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In order to satisfy this equation in the limit η1 → 0, it is necessary to impose

lim
η1→0

{
(ν + 1)

Kν+1(mη1)

η1

+ (ν − 1)
Kν−1(mη1)

η1

}
= 0. (3.47)

In 0 < η1 � 1, applying the asymptotic form (3.40),

(inside the limit) =(ν + 1)
Kν+1(mη1)

η1

+ (ν − 1)
Kν−1(mη1)

η1

'− π

2

1

sin νπ

m

2

{
(1 + ν)

(
mη1

2

)−2−ν

Γ(−ν)
+

(1− ν)
(
mη1

2

)−2+ν

Γ(ν)

}
. (3.48)

It is obvious that the last line diverges if ν has real part. Thus we set ν = iλ (λ ∈ R),

(inside the limit) ' − π

sin iλπ

2

mη2
1

Re

[
(1− iλ)

eiλ log
mη1
2

Γ(iλ)

]
. (3.49)

We can see that infinitely many (but discrete) values of λ satisfies the necessary condition at

nonzero η1. We can also see that the satisfactory values of λ become continuous under η1 → 0

because log mη1
2
→ −∞.

3.3.3 Two point function

Now let us calculate the two point functions by extending the standard bulk to boundary

relation in AdS/CFT [6, 7] to our wedge holography. For this we evaluate the on-shell action

of scalar field

Iscalar = i

∫ η2

η1

dη

η
fp(η)2 · sinh2 ρ∞ ·

∫
d2ΩΨ∂ρΨ|ρ=ρ∞ . (3.50)

Then it is obvious that we obtain the two point function of dual scalar operators at fixed value

of p where the product of the first and second term of (2.21) contributes:

〈Op(θ1, ϕ1)Op(θ2, ϕ2)〉 ∝ (1− cos γ12)−∆ , (3.51)

where ∆ is related to p via (2.22) and we also introduced γ12 by

cos γ12 = cos θ1 cos θ2 + sin θ1 sin θ2 cos(ϕ1 − ϕ2). (3.52)

This agrees with the expected two point function of two dimensional CFT on S2 by identifying

∆ with the conformal dimension of the scalar operator Op.
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4 Wedge holography for de Sitter slices

As the second wedge holography, we consider the d + 1 dimensional wedge W ds by restricting

the de Sitter sliced metric (2.5) to the region

r1 ≤ r ≤ r2, , (4.1)

as sketched in the right panel of Fig.2. The two boundaries r = r1 and r = r2 are the EOW

branes Qds(1) and Qds(2), where we impose the Neumann boundary condition (3.2). By solving

this boundary condition, we obtain

T ds(i) =
d− 1

d
Kds(i) =

d− 1

ri
, (4.2)

where i = 1, 2 labels the two EOW branes.

We argue that the d + 1 dimensional gravity on the wedge W ds (4.1) is dual to a d − 1

dimensional CFT on a d − 1 dimensional sphere Sd−1. Even though there are two spheres

situated at the tips of the wedge: t = −∞ and t = ∞, we identify them via the antipodal

mapping. We introduce the cut off t = ±t∞ as in (2.7). As in the hyperbolic case, each de

Sitter slice dSd at a fixed value of r has SO(1, d) symmetry. This is the Lorentz symmetry in

the original d+ 1 dimensional Minkowski spacetime and matches with the conformal symmetry

of the dual Euclidean CFT on Sd−1. At d = 3, this is again enhanced to a pair of Virasoro

symmetries. This is the superrotation symmetry [59, 60] in R1,3 and is identified with the

conformal symmetry of a dual two dimensional CFT.

Notice that this wedge holography can be regarded simply as a dS version of the wedge

holography in the AdS [27] because the wedge is defined by adding a spacial width to a dSd.

Therefore we again expect the dual CFT on Sd−1 is non-unitary being similar to the dS/CFT

[4, 5, 43, 44, 45, 46]. We will study the partition function, holographic entanglement entropy

and scalar field perturbation to verify this wedge holography.

4.1 Partition function

The gravity action on our wedge region reads

IG =
1

16πGN

∫
W ds

√
−gR− 1

8πGN

[∫
Qds(1)

√
−h(Kds(1) − T ds(1))−

∫
Qds(2)

√
−h(Kds(2) − T ds(2))

]
.

(4.3)

We would like to limit the spacetime to be the half 0 ≤ t <∞.

By noting ∫
Qds(i)

√
−h = rdi ωd−1

∫ t∞

0

dt coshd−1 t, (4.4)
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and introducing

Id =

∫ t∞

0

dt coshd t, (4.5)

we obtain on-shell action as follows:

IG =
1

8πGN

(rd−1
2 − rd−1

1 )ωd−1Id−1. (4.6)

We can find the recurrence formula as follows:

Id =
1

d
coshd−1 t∞ sinh t∞ +

d− 1

d
Id−2. (4.7)

Below we would like to evaluate this explicitly for d = 3, 4 and 5.

4.1.1 d = 3 Case

For d = 3, the on-shell action reads

IG =
r2

2 − r2
1

16GN

(
e2t∞ + 4t∞

)
. (4.8)

By regarding the geometrical cut off t∞ in the dS3 as the UV cut off ε in the dual two dimensional

CFT on S2 by identifying

ε = e−t∞ , (4.9)

we obtain

IG =
r2

2 − r2
1

16GNε2
− r2

2 − r2
1

4GN

log ε. (4.10)

By comparing with the standard CFT result (3.13) using the bulk to boundary relation ZCFT =

eiIG , we obtain the central charge c of the dual two dimensional CFT

c = i
3(r2

2 − r2
1)

4GN

. (4.11)

4.1.2 d = 4 Case

For d = 4, we can evaluate the on-shell action as follows:

IG =
r3

2 − r3
1

GN

[
1

48
r3
∞e

3t∞ +
3

8
r3
∞e

t∞

]
(4.12)

Via the relation (4.9), we obtain

IG =
r3

2 − r3
1

48GNε3
+

3(r3
2 − r3

1)

16GNε
. (4.13)

Note that there is no logarithmic term as in odd dimensions there is no conformal anomaly.
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4.1.3 d = 5 Case

For d = 5, we can estimate on-shell action as follows:

IG =
π(r4

2 − r4
1)

16GN

[
1

12
e4t∞ +

2

3
e2t∞ + 2t∞

]
. (4.14)

In terms of the CFT cut off (4.9), we find

IG =
π(r4

2 − r4
1)

2GN

[
1

96ε4
+

1

12ε2
− 1

4
log ε

]
. (4.15)

By comparing the logarithmic term in ZCFT = eiIG with (3.22), we can evaluate

a = −iπ(r4
2 − r4

1)

32GN

. (4.16)

4.2 Holographic entanglement entropy

The extremal surface which computes the holographic entanglement entropy (3.24) can be

constructed from a family of extremal surfaces in the de Sitter slice. Thus, for a fixed value of

r, it is given by the extremal surface γdSA in dSd calculated in Appendix C. Consider the metric

of dSd given by

ds2 = −dt2 + cosh2 t(dθ2
1 + sin2 θ1dΩd−2). (4.17)

The area of an extremal surface which stretches between θ = −θ0 to θ = θ0 on the sphere Sd−1

at the asymptotic boundary t = t∞ →∞ is given by

A(γdSA ) = iωd−3 ·
∫ ∞
ε
L

dy
(1 + y2)

d−4
2

yd−2
, (4.18)

where ε and L are related to the cut off ρ∞ and θ0 via (C.7) and (C.8). Note that this extremal

surface is time-like and extends to the other sphere Sd−1 at t = −t∞ → −∞ instead of going

back to the original sphere as is typical in the dS/CFT [45, 46] (refer to the left panel of Fig.6).

It is also possible to replace t < 0 spacetime with a Euclidean flat space:

ds2 = dr2 + r2(dτ 2 + cos2 τdΩ2
d−1), (4.19)

by performing a Wick rotation τ = it. This provides the Hartle-Hawking construction of the

wave function of flat space (refer to the right panel of Fig.6). In this case we can connect

the extremal surface inside the Euclidean space [45, 46]. Motivated by this, we here compute

the area of extremal surface for the half of Lorentzian dSd i.e. t ≥ 0. Thus to recover the

holographic entanglement entropy for full wedge −t∞ < t < t∞, we can simply double the
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result as in the left panel of Fig.6. If we would like to consider the holographic entanglement

entropy in the Hartle-Hawking state, then we need to add a Euclidean minimal surface area.

In this paper we have in mind the former prescription.

For d = 3, 4 and 5 we obtain the following results:

A(γdSA )d=3 = 2i log
2L

δ
= 2i log

(
et∞ sin θ0

)
,

A(γdSA )d=4 = 2iπ
L

δ
= πi sin θ0e

t∞ ,

A(γdSA )d=5 = 4πi

[
L2

2δ2
+

1

2
log

2L

δ
+

1

4

]
=
πi

2
sin2 θ0e

2t∞ + 2πi log

(
sin θ0

4
et∞
)
− πi cos θ0(2 + cos θ0). (4.20)

Thus the total area of extremal surface in W ds is given by

A(ΓdSA ) =

∫ r2

r1

rd−1dr · A(γdSA ) =
1

d− 1
(rd−1

2 − rd−1
1 )A(γdSA ). (4.21)

In this way the final expression of the holographic entanglement entropy reads

SA =
A(ΓdSA )

4GN

=
(rd−1

2 − rd−1
1 )

4(d− 1)GN

A(γdSA ). (4.22)

If we consider the Hartle-Hawking prescription of flat space (i.e. the right panel of Fig.6), we

need to add the extra contribution from the extremal surface in Euclidean geometry, denoted

by S
(E)
A . This is computed by setting A(γdsA ) to be the area of d− 2 dimensional semi-sphere in

(4.22), which leads to

S
(E)
A =

(rd−1
2 − rd−1

1 )ωd−1

8(d− 1)GN

. (4.23)

For d = 3, we can explicitly evaluate SA in (4.22) as follows

SA =
i(r2

2 − r2
1)

8GN

log

(
sin2 θ0

ε2

)
, (4.24)

where we employed (4.9). By comparing this with the standard formula (3.31), we can read off

the value of central charge c of the dual two dimensional CFT:

c =
3i

4GN

(r2
2 − r2

1). (4.25)

This agrees with the result (4.11) obtained from the partition function.

For d = 5, we obtain

SA = i
π(r4

2 − r4
1)

16GN

[
sin2 θ0

2ε2
+ 2 log

(
sin θ0

4ε

)
+O(1)

]
. (4.26)
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Θ=π/2

Full Minkowski Spacetime Half Minkowski Spacetime

Half Flat Euclidean Space

Θ=-π/2

Figure 6: Sketches of the extremal surfaces which calculate the holographic entanglement en-

tropy. We chose the maximal subsystem A i.e. θ0 = π
2
. The left panel depicts the extremal

surfaces in the full Minkowski spacetime. The right one sketches those in the spacetime which

describes the Hartle-Hawking wave function, i.e. a half Euclidean flat space (past) plus a

half Minkowski spacetime (future). The green and blue surfaces are the minimal surface in

hyperbolic patch and the extremal surfaces in the de Sitter patch, respectively.

By comparing this with the standard formula in 4D CFT (3.34), we can read off the value of

the central charge a:

a = −πi(r
4
2 − r4

1)

32GN

. (4.27)

Indeed, this reproduces our previous estimation (4.16) from the partition function.

4.3 Scalar Field Propagation

Now we consider a free massive scalar field in our wedge geometry W ds defined by r1 ≤ r ≤ r2.

We again impose the Dirichlet or Neumann boundary condition on the boundary r = r1,2. As

we will show below, the spectrum of λk, where the dual operator dimension reads ∆ = 1 + iλk

consist of the infinitely many real values of λk and a finite number of imaginary values of λk.

The presence of the former, where the conformal dimension (2.22) gets complex valued, again

implies that the dual CFT on S2 is non-unitary, as in the dS/CFT correspondence. In the

dS3/CFT2 duality, we find the formula for the conformal dimension ∆ = 1 ±
√

1−M2 [4],

where M is the mass of scalar in the dS3. If we interpret our wedge holography result in terms

of dS3/CFT2, we find a finite number of scalar fields in the range 0 < M < 1 and an infinite

number of scalar fields with M > 1.
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4.3.1 Dirichlet boundary condition

Using (2.16) and (2.17), the Dirichlet boundary condition for the scalar reads

f̃p(r1) = 0, f̃p(r2) = 0. (4.28)

This is equivalent to find such values of ν =
√

1 + p2 which are solutions to

Dds(ν, x1, x2) = Jν(x1)H(1)
ν (x2)− Jν(x2)H(1)

ν (x1) = 0. (4.29)

By studying numerically, as plotted in Fig.7, we find that there is an infinite number of

solutions for discrete imaginary values of ν together with a finite number of solutions for real

values of ν. In appendix D.1, we analytically explain this behavior of solutions. We also find

that the number of real valued solutions of ν increase as r2 gets larger and the solutions with

imaginary ν get dense in the limit r1 → 0.
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Figure 7: Plots of |DdS(ν, x1, x2)| for x1 = 1 and x2 = 5 as a function of ν (left) and plots of

zero point of DdS (right). The color of left figure represents D’s phase.

4.3.2 Neumann boundary condition

Next we consider the case that we impose the Neumann boundary condition on the two EOW-

branes:

∂rf̃p(r1) = 0, ∂rf̃p(r2) = 0, (4.30)
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where the function f̃p(r) was defined in (2.17). By using the recurrence formula of modified

Bessel function

∂xJν(x) = −1

2
(Jν+1(x)− Jν−1(x)) , ∂xH

(1)
ν (x) = −1

2

(
H

(1)
ν+1(x)−H(1)

ν−1(x)
)
,

Jν(x)

x
=

1

2ν
(Jν+1(x) + Jν−1(x)) ,

H
(1)
ν (x)

x
=

1

2ν

(
H

(1)
ν+1(x) +H

(1)
ν−1(x)

)
, (4.31)

we can write (4.30) as follows:

α

(
ν + 1

2ν
Jν+1(mra) −

ν − 1

2ν
Jν−1(mra)

)
+mβ

(
ν + 1

2ν
H

(1)
ν+1(mra)−

ν − 1

2ν
H

(1)
ν−1(mra)

)
= 0,

where a = 0, 1. This is equivalent to the search of values of ν =
√

1 + p2 which satisfy

Nds(ν, x1, x2) = {(ν + 1)Jν+1(x1)− (ν − 1)Jν−1(x1)}
{

(ν + 1)H
(1)
ν+1(x2)− (ν − 1)H

(1)
ν−1(x2)

}
−{(ν + 1)Jν+1(x2)− (ν − 1)Jν−1(x2)}

{
(ν + 1)H

(1)
ν+1(x1)− (ν − 1)H

(1)
ν−1(x1)

}
= 0. (4.32)

where x1,2 = mr1,2. By studying numerically, as plotted in Fig.8, we find that there is an

infinite number of solutions for discrete values of ν together with a finite number of solutions

for real values of ν. The properties of the solutions ν are similar to the Dirichlet case. Refer to

appendix D.2 for more details.
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Figure 8: Plots of |Nds(ν, x1, x2)| for x1 = 1 and x2 = 5 as a function of ν (left) and plots of

zero points of Nds (right). The color of left figure represents N ’s phase.

4.3.3 Two point function

We can evaluate the two point functions as we did for the wedge holography in the hyperbolic

patch in section 3.3, by using the scalar field profile (2.27). The result is identical to (3.51),
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expect that there are two spheres in future and past. If we call the operator inserted on the

future and past sphere O
(+)
p and O

(−)
p , respectively, then the two point functions read

〈O(±)
p (θ1, ϕ1)O(±)

p (θ2, ϕ2)〉 ∝ (1− cos γ12)−∆ ,

〈O(±)
p (θ1, ϕ1)O(∓)

p (θ2, ϕ2)〉 ∝ (1 + cos γ12)−∆ , (4.33)

where γ12 was given in (3.52). This means that an operator inserted at a point on the future

sphere is equivalent to that inserted at its antipodal point on the past sphere. Under this

identification, the two point functions agree with the CFT expectation.

5 Is celestial holography a wedge holography ?

In the previous sections, we present two new setups of wedge holography in flat spacetime:

hyperbolic slices and de Sitter slices, as explained in section 2 and depicted in Fig.2. In this

section we would like to combine these two as in Fig.3 to approach the celestial holography,

which argues that d+1 dimensional gravity in a full Minkowski spacetime is dual to a CFT on the

celestial sphere Sd−1. As we will see below, as long as we consider the vacuum configurations of

celestial holography, it fits nicely with the wedge holography. However, if we consider excitations

in celestial holography by gravitational waves, we will see that we need to modify boundary

conditions of the flat space wedge holography we considered in previous section.

5.1 Partition function in Minkowski Spacetime

Let us first calculate the partition function of celestial holography in Minkowski spacetime by

regarding the on-shell gravity action as the CFT free energy simply by extending the standard

bulk-boundary relation [6, 7] of AdS/CFT. We take the range of η and r to be (2.7). Then we

can simply add up the on-shell actions (3.8) and (4.6) in the wedge holography by setting

η2 = η∞, r2 = r∞, η1 = r1 = 0. (5.1)

This leads to

IG =
1

4πGN

rd−1
∞ ωd−1Id−1 −

1

4πGN

ηd−1
∞ ωd−1Jd−1. (5.2)

Here we doubled the result to cover the full Minkowski space i.e. not only t > 0 but also t < 0.

This is evaluated in each dimension explicitly. For example, d = 3, 4, 5 we obtain

d = 3 : IG =
r2
∞ − η2

∞
8GNε2

− r2
∞ + η2

∞
2GN

log ε,

d = 4 : IG =
r3
∞ − η3

∞
24GNε3

+
3(r3
∞ + η3

∞)

8GNε
,

d = 5 : IG =
π(r4
∞ − η4

∞)

96GNε4
+
π(r4
∞ + η4

∞)

12GNε2
− π(r4

∞ − η4
∞)

4GN

log ε, (5.3)

25



where ε is the UV cut off such that e−ρ∞ = e−t∞ = ε. From the logarithmic terms, we can also

read off the values of the central charges c in d = 3 and a in d = 5 as follows:

d = 3 : c = i
3(r2
∞ + η2

∞)

2GN

,

d = 5 : a = i
π(η4

∞ − r4
∞)

16GN

. (5.4)

These are consistent with standard behaviors in CFTs except that the central charges take

imaginary values which show that the dual CFT is non-unitary. In our limit η∞ → ∞ and

r∞ →∞, the two dimensional CFT central charge becomes c→ i∞. Such a divergent central

charge in the dual CFT has also been argued in [22, 61]. Moreover, it is intriguing to note that

we can have a = 0 for the central charge of the four dimensional CFT if we tune η∞ = r∞.

5.2 Holographic entanglement entropy in Minkowski spacetime

We can calculate the holographic entanglement entropy in celestial holography in Minkowski

spacetime. As before, we chose the subsystem A to be |θ| ≤ θ0 on Sd−1. For this, we add the

contribution in hyperbolic patch (3.28) and the de Sitter patch (4.21) of the wedge holography

by taking the range (5.1) and double it to cover the entire spacetime. This leads to the total

expression:

SA =
A(ΓHA ) + A(ΓdSA )

4GN

=
iηd−1
∞

2(d− 1)GN

A(γHA ) +
rd−1
∞

2(d− 1)GN

A(γdSA ). (5.5)

For example, we obtain explicit results for d = 3 and d = 5 as follows:

d = 3 : SA =
i

4GN

(η2
∞ + r2

∞) · log
sin2 θ0

ε2
,

d = 5 : SA = i
π(η4

∞ + r4
∞)

16GNε2
+ i

π

4GN

(r4
∞ − η4

∞) log

(
sin θ0

4ε

)
+O(1), (5.6)

where ε is the UV cut off. By comparing this with the general expressions (3.31) and (3.34),

we find the same central charges c and a which we obtained from the on-shell action in (5.4).

5.3 Celestial holography versus wedge holography with excitations

The celestial holography [17, 42] argues that four dimensional gravity on the Minkowski space-

time is dual to a two dimensional CFT on the celestial sphere S2 at null infinity. One basic rela-

tion in the celestial holography is the connection between scattering amplitudesA(k1, k2, ···, kN)

of N particles in four dimensions and correlation functions 〈O1O2 · · ·ON〉S2 of N primary op-

erators. For a scalar field dual to a scalar operator O∆ with the dimension ∆, this is explicitly
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written as follows

〈O∆1(θ1, ϕ1)O∆2(θ2, ϕ2) · · ·O∆N
(θN , ϕN)〉S2

=

[
N∏
i=1

∫
dXµ

i φ
∆i,(±)(Xµ

i , θi, ϕi)

∫
dkµi e

ikµi Xµi

]
A(k1, k2, · · ·, kN). (5.7)

In this correspondence, the functions φ∆i,(±) are called conformal primary wave functions. The

superscript (+) and (−) correspond to out-going and in-coming particle, respectively. They are

explicitly given by the following expression [17]:

φ∆,±(Xµ, θ0, ϕ0) ≡
(√
−XµXµ

)∆−1

(qµX±µ )∆
K∆−1

(
m
√
XµXµ

)
. (5.8)

Here Xµ is the four dimensional Minkowski coordinate, which is related to the hyperbolic patch

coordinate and de Sitter patch one via

(X0, X1, X2, X3)|XµXµ<0 = η · (cosh ρ, sinh ρ sin θ cosφ, sinh ρ sin θ sinφ, sinh ρ cos θ),

(X0, X1, X2, X3)|XµXµ>0 = r · (sinh t, cosh t sin θ cosφ, cosh t sin θ sinφ, cosh t cos θ).

and qµ is the null vector

(q0, q1, q2, q3) =
2

1 + cos θ0

· (1, sin θ0 cosφ0, sin θ0 sinφ0, cos θ0), (5.9)

which specifies the direction of particle on the celestial sphere. We also introduced the iε

regularization Xµ,± = Xµ ± iε{−1, 0, 0, 0}.
This wave function φ∆i,(±) can be interpreted as a point-like excitation on the celestial sphere

due to the out-going or in-coming wave. In terms of hyperbolic/de Sitter patch coordinate, the

conformal primary wave functions (5.8) read (setting ε = 0)

φ∆,±(Xµ, θ0, ϕ0)|XµXµ<0 =
K∆−1(mη)

η

(
1 + cos θ0

2

)∆

(cosh ρ− cos γ sinh ρ)−∆ ,

(5.10)

φ∆,±(Xµ, θ0, ϕ0)|XµXµ>0 = −πi
2

H
(a)
∆−1(mr)

r

(
1 + cos θ0

2

)∆

(sinh t− cos γ cosh t)−∆ ,

(5.11)

where the type of the Hankel function a = 1, 2 corresponds to the out-going (+) and in-coming

(−) wave. Indeed, these are among the class of the scalar field solutions (2.23) and (2.28)

with a delta-functional source on the celestial sphere S2. In the hyperbolic patch, the celestial

holography and our wedge holography discussed in section 3 have the same boundary condition
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for a massive free scalar i.e. the Dirichlet (or Neumann) boundary condition4 at η = η∞. This is

clear from the expression (5.11) as the Bessel function Kν appears, which exponentially decays

as Kν(z) ∼ e−z for large |z|.
However, the boundary condition we impose in the r direction of the de Sitter patch looks

different between the celestial holography and our wedge holography. In the former, as in (5.11),

we impose the out-going or in-coming boundary condition at r = r∞, while in the latter we

require the Dirichlet (or Neumann) boundary condition. A similar observation is true for the

gravitational wave mode, where we impose the out-going or in-coming boundary condition in

celestial holography and we do the Neumann boundary condition (3.2) in our wedge holography.

In this sense, if we want to interpret the celestial holography in terms of a wedge holography in

flat space, we need to modify the boundary condition in the de Sitter patch at r = r∞. However,

notice that in the computation of correlation functions, this difference of r dependence only

appears in the overall constant and thus does not affect the dependence of celestial sphere

coordinate e.g. in (4.33).

Here, we should also notice that the conformal dimension ∆, available in both hyperbolic

patch and de Sitter patch, is 1 + iλ where λ is an arbitrary real value (see section 3.3, 4.3,

Appendix D). This result from our wedge holography is consistent with the principle series in ce-

lestial holography, which is constrained from ”normalizable condition [18]”, not from boundary

condition.

6 Conclusions and discussions

In this paper, we proposed extensions of wedge holography to a flat spacetime, largely motivated

by the recent developments of celestial holography. A wedge holography [27] is in general a

codimension two holographic duality between a gravitational theory in a wedge region and a

CFT on its tip.

As the first example of wedge holography in a flat spacetime, we argued that a d + 1

dimensional region surrounded by two d dimensional hyperbolic spaces (depicted in the left

panel of Fig.2) is dual to a non-unitary CFT on Sd−1. We imposed the Neumann boundary

condition (3.2) for gravitational modes on the two boundaries i.e. the end of the world-branes

(EOW brane). We calculated the on-shell gravity action, holographic entanglement entropy and

two point functions in the gravity dual and found that they agree with general expectations in

CFTs. The superrotation symmetry at each hyperbolic slice explains the conformal symmetry

of the dual Euclidean CFT.

4Note that in the UV limit η∞ →∞ of celestial holography, the Dirichlet and Neumann boundary condition

at η = η∞ for the scalar field are identical. Thus we can consider this the Neumann boundary condition.
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In this example, it is intriguing that a time-like direction in addition to a space-like ra-

dial direction emerges from the Euclidean CFT. We found that the central charges in even

dimensional CFTs dual to the wedge region take imaginary values and also that the conformal

dimensions dual to a bulk scalar become complex valued. These two unusual properties show

that the dual CFT is non-unitary. This is not at all surprising because there is a good reason to

believe that the holographic duality where a real time direction emerges involves non-unitary

theory, as is expected in the dS/CFT duality [4, 5]. Indeed, the known CFT duals of dS/CFT

in four dimensions [43] and in three dimensions [45] are all non-unitary. It will be interest-

ing to explore this wedge holography from more sophisticated viewpoints such as higher point

functions, entanglement wedges and various excited states.

The second example of flat space wedge holography, which we proposed in this paper, is

for gravity in the d + 1 dimensional wedge region (the right panel of Fig.2) bounded by two d

dimensional de Sitter spaces. We again impose the Neumann boundary condition (3.2) on the

two EOW branes. We evaluated the on-shell gravity action, holographic entanglement entropy

and two point functions in the gravity dual and again confirmed that they are consistent with

general expectations in CFTs. The superrotation symmetry at each de Sitter slice explains

the conformal symmetry of the dual Euclidean CFT. This wedge holography can be regarded

as a slightly ’fatten’ version of dS/CFT correspondence by simply adding a spacial interval.

Therefore our calculations and results were parallel with that in dS/CFT. Indeed, the central

charges in even dimensional CFTs on Sd−1 tuned out to take imaginary values. We found that

there are infinitely many scalar operators dual to a bulk scalar which have imaginary valued

conformal dimensions. In addition there are a finite number of scalar operators with real valued

conformal dimensions.

Since the full Minkowski spacetime can be regarded as a union of the hyperbolic patch and

de Sitter patch, we finally considered a possibility that the celestial holography for the former

can be interpreted as a combination of the hyperbolic and de Sitter sliced wedge holography.

We found that the results of the on-shell action and holographic entanglement for the flat

Minkowski spacetime, which are simply the sum of those in hyperbolic and de Sitter sliced wedge

holography, look consistent with the CFT expectations. However, if we consider excitations

such as the bulk scalar field, we found that the wedge holography in the de Sitter patch has

a different boundary condition than that in the celestial holography. The former is either

Dirichlet or Neumann and the latter is out-going or in-coming. On the other hand, in the

hyperbolic patch, our wedge holography and celestial holography assume the same boundary

condition. Therefore, we need to modify the usual boundary condition of wedge holography,

which is Neumann (3.2) for metric perturbation modes, to the out-going or in-coming boundary

condition in order to interpret the celestial holography as a wedge holography.

It would be an intriguing future direction to explore more the fundamental mechanism of
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celestial holography and generalize the flat space holography to non-trivial geometries such as

Schwarzschild black holes.
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A Useful identities of Legendre functions

The associated Legendre function is defined by (we follow [62])

P µ
ν (z) =

1

Γ(1− µ)

(
z + 1

z − 1

)µ/2
2F1

(
−ν, ν + 1; 1− µ;

1− z
2

)
.

Qµ
ν (z) =

eπµi
√
πΓ(µ+ ν + 1)

2ν+1Γ(ν + 3/2)
z−µ−ν−1(z2 − 1)µ/22F1

(
µ+ ν + 2

2
,
µ+ ν + 1

2
; ν +

3

2
;

1

z2

)
.

(A.1)

It is useful to note the asymptotic behavior in the |z| → ∞

Qµ
ν (z) ' eµπi

√
π

Γ(ν + µ+ 1)

Γ(ν + 3/2)(2z)ν+1
, (A.2)

and z → 1

Qµ
ν (z) ' eπµi

2

[
Γ(µ)

(
2

z − 1

)µ/2
+

Γ(−µ)Γ(ν + µ+ 1)

Γ(ν − µ+ 1)

(
z − 1

2

)µ/2]
. (A.3)

The spherical harmonic function is defined by

Ylm(θ, φ) = (−1)m

√
(2l + 1)(l −m)!

4π(l +m)!
Pm
l (cos θ)eimφ. (A.4)
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It satisfies the orthonormal condition:∫ π

0

dθ sin θ

∫ 2π

0

dφY ∗lm(θ, φ)Yl′m′(θ, φ) = δll′δmm′ . (A.5)

We can also show

∞∑
l=0

l∑
m=−l

Y ∗lm(θ, φ)Ylm(θ0, φ0) =
1

sin θ
δ(θ − θ0)δ(φ− φ0) ≡ δ2(Ω− Ω0). (A.6)

The additivity theorem is also useful:

Yl,0(γ) =

√
4π

2l + 1

l∑
m=−l

Y ∗lm(θ, φ)Ylm(θ0, φ0), (A.7)

where γ is defined by (2.20).

The following integral formula is also useful (this is eq.7.228 of [62])∫ 1

−1

dx
Pn(x)

(z − x)µ+1
=

2

Γ(1 + µ)
(z2 − 1)−µ/2e−iπµQµ

n(z). (A.8)

In particular by taking the limit z = 1 we obtain∫ 1

−1

dx
Pn(x)

(1− x)µ+1
= (−1)n

2−µΓ(−µ)2

Γ(n− µ+ 1)Γ(−µ− n)
. (A.9)

B Minimal surfaces and geodesic length in Hd

Here we summarize minimal surfaces and geodesic length in the hyperbolic space Hd.

B.1 Minimal surfaces

Consider Hd whose metric is given by (3.25). This is described by a coordinate (X0, X1, · · ·, Xd)

on the surface

X2
0 = X2

1 + · · ·+X2
d + 1, (B.1)

in R1,d, via the coordinate transformation:

X0 = cosh ρ,

X1 = sinh ρ cos θ1,

X2 = sinh ρ sin θ1 cos θ2,

· · ·,
Xd = sinh ρ sin θ1 sin θ2 · · · sin θd−1. (B.2)
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We can also map this to the Poincare coordinate as

X0 =
z

2

(
1 +

x2 + 1

z2

)
,

X1 = −z
2

(
1− 1− x2

z2

)
,

Xi =
xi−1

z
(i = 2, 3, · · ·, d),

(B.3)

leading to the metric

ds2 =
dz2 + dx2

1 + · · ·+ dx2
d−1

z2
. (B.4)

It is well-known that a class of minimal surfaces in (B.4) is given by d − 2 dimensional

semi-spheres.

xd−1 = 0,

z2 + x2
1 + · · ·+ x2

d−2 = L2. (B.5)

In terms of the original coordinate (3.25) of Hd, this is expressed as

1 + sinh2 ρ sin2 θ = L2(cosh ρ+ sinh ρ cos θ1)2,

θd−1 = 0, (B.6)

while the angles (θ2, · · ·, θd−2) are free. We introduce θ0 such that we have θ = ±θ0 at the

boundary ρ = ρ∞ →∞. This is given by

L =
sin θ0

1 + cos θ0

. (B.7)

Note also that the cut off in the Poincare coordinate z = ε is mapped into that in the original

coordinate as

1

δ
=

(
1 + cos θ0

2

)
eρ∞ +

(
1− cos θ0

2

)
e−ρ∞ . (B.8)

B.2 Geodesic length

If we consider two points P1 and P2

P1 = (ρ1, θ
(1),Ωd−2),

P2 = (ρ2, θ
(2),Ωd−2). (B.9)
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the geodesic distance D12 in the hyperbolic space Hd reads

coshD12 = cosh ρ1 cosh ρ2 − sinh ρ1 sinh ρ2 cos
(
θ(1) − θ(2)

)
. (B.10)

In the limit ρ1 = ρ2 = ρ∞, this leads to

D12 = 2ρ∞ + log

(
sin2 θ1 − θ2

2

)
. (B.11)

The geodesic is explicitly given by

tan

[
θ − θ(1) + θ(2)

2

]
=

1

cosh ρ

√
sinh2 ρ

sinh2 ρ∗
− 1, (B.12)

where we set

tan

[
θ(1) − θ(2)

2

]
=

1

sinh ρ∗
. (B.13)

C Extreme surfaces and geodesic length in dSd

Here we summarize minimal surfaces and geodesic length in the de Sitter spacetime dSd.

C.1 Extremal surfaces

Consider dSd whose metric is given by (4.17). This is described by a coordinate (X0, X1, · · ·, Xd)

on the surface

X2
0 + 1 = X2

1 + · · ·+X2
d , (C.1)

in R1,d, via the coordinate transformation:

X0 = sinh t,

X1 = cosh t cos θ1,

X2 = cosh t sin θ1 cos θ2,

· · ·,
Xd = cosh t sin θ1 sin θ2 · · · sin θd−1. (C.2)

We can also map this to the Poincare coordinate as

X0 = −z
2

(
1− x2 + 1

z2

)
,

X1 =
z

2

(
1 +

1− x2

z2

)
,

Xi =
xi−1

z
(i = 2, 3, · · ·, d),

(C.3)
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leading to the metric

ds2 =
−dz2 + dx2

1 + · · ·+ dx2
d−1

z2
. (C.4)

It is well-known that a class of minimal surfaces in (C.4) is given by d − 2 dimensional

semi-spheres.

xd−1 = 0,

x2
1 + · · ·+ x2

d−2 = z2 + L2. (C.5)

In terms of the original coordinate (4.17) of dSd, this is expressed as

cosh2 t sin2 θ = L2(sinh t+ cosh t cos θ1)2 + 1,

θd−1 = 0, (C.6)

while the angles (θ2, · · ·, θd−2) are free. We introduce θ0 such that we have θ = ±θ0 at the

boundary ρ = ρ∞ →∞. This is given by

L =
sin θ0

1 + cos θ0

. (C.7)

Note also that the cut off in the Poincare coordinate z = δ is mapped into that in the original

coordinate as

1

δ
=

(
1 + cos θ0

2

)
et∞ −

(
1− cos θ0

2

)
e−t∞ . (C.8)

C.2 Geodesic length

If we choose two points P1 and P2 on dSd:

P1 = (t1, θ
(1),Ωd−2),

P2 = (t2, θ
(2),Ωd−2), (C.9)

where we took the locations on Sd−2 are the same without losing generality owing to the

SO(d− 1) symmetry. The geodesic distance between P1 and P2, denoted by D12, can be found

as

cosD12 = cos
(
θ(1) − θ(2)

)
cosh t1 cosh t2 − sinh t1 sinh t2. (C.10)

If we choose t1 = t2 = t∞ →∞, we find

D12 ' 2it∞ + i log

[
sin2

(
θ(1) − θ(2)

2

)]
+ π. (C.11)
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The imaginary divergent contribution comes from the time-like geodesic and the final real part

π does from the geodesic in an Euclidean space (d dim. half sphere). For more detail of this

and an interpretation in dS/CFT, refer to Fig.5 of [46].

On the other hand, if we choose t1 = −t2 = t∞ →∞, we obtain

D12 ' 2it∞ + i log

[
cos2

(
θ(1) − θ(2)

2

)]
. (C.12)

Note that if we replace θ2 with the antipodal one θ2 + π, then we get the behavior of (C.11).

D Scalar field modes in de Sitter sliced wedges

Here we present analytical calculations of scalar field modes which satisfy either Dirichlet or

Neumann boundary condition in the de Sitter sliced wedges r1 ≤ r ≤ r2. In Fig.9-12, D and

N are defined in (4.29,4.32).
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Figure 9: Plots of log(|D(ν, x1, x2)|+ 1) for x1 = 1 and x2 = 5 as a function of real ν (left) and

plots for x1 = 0.1 and x2 = 10 (right). The downward pointing part of the graph indicates the

zero point of D.
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Figure 10: Plots of |D(ν, x1, x2)| for x1 = 1 and x2 = 5 as a function of imaginary ν (left) and

plots for x1 = 0.1 and x2 = 10 (right).
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Figure 11: Plots of log(|N(ν, x1, x2)|+ 1) for x1 = 1 and x2 = 5as a function of real values of

ν (left) and plots for x1 = 0.1 and x2 = 10 (right). The downward pointing part of the graph

indicates the zero point of N .
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Figure 12: Plots of NdS(ν, x1, x2) for x1 = 1 and x2 = 5 as a function of imaginary values of ν

(left) and plots for x1 = 0.1 and x2 = 10 (right).

D.1 Dirichlet boundary condition

As opposed to the hyperbolic slice case, the values of ν satisfying the boundary condition can

also be real as well as pure imaginary. We can rewrite (2.17) as following:

f̃(r) = α
H

(1)
ν (mr)

r
+ β

H
(2)
ν (mr)

r
. (D.1)

Then, the boundary condition (4.28) can be written as

f̃(ri) = 0 ⇔ αH(1)
ν (xi) + βH(2)

ν (xi) = 0

⇔ α̃ = −H
(2)
ν (xi)

H
(1)
ν (xi)

=
eiνπJν(xi)− J−ν(xi)
e−iνπJν(xi)− J−ν(xi)

(D.2)

where xi = mri, i = 1, 2 and α̃ = α
β
. Note that by flipping the sign of ν, we obtain

α̃(−ν) = e−2νπiα̃(ν), (D.3)
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which leads us to conclude that if ν satisfies the boundary condition (D.2), −ν also satisfies the

condition. From the viewpoint of the numerical result, it would be sufficient to focus on only

real ν and/or pure imaginary ν case. Before we proceed to the detailed analysis, let us review

the asymptotic form of the Hankel functions. In the limit |z| → ∞,

H(1)
ν (z) ∼

√
2

πz
ei(z−

2ν+1
4

π), H(2)
ν (z) ∼

√
2

πz
e−i(z−

2ν+1
4

π). (D.4)

Also, in the region z ∼ ν →∞,

Hν
(1)(aν) =


−i
√

2
πν tanhα

eν(α−tanhα)
(
1 +O

(
ν−1/5

))
[a = sechα < 1]

− 1
3π

Γ
(

1
3

) (
e5πi/6 + i

) (
6
ν

)1/3 (
1 +O

(
ν−1/4

))
[a = 1]

−e3πi/4
√

2
πν tanα

eiν(tanα−α)
(
1 +O

(
ν−1/5

))
[a = secα > 1]

(D.5)

Hν
(2)(aν) =


i
√

2
πν tanhα

eν(α−tanhα)
(
1 +O

(
ν−1/5

))
[a = sechα < 1]

− 1
3π

Γ
(

1
3

) (
e−5πi/6 − i

) (
6
ν

)1/3 (
1 +O

(
ν−1/4

))
[a = 1]

−e−3πi/4
√

2
πν tanα

e−iν(tanα−α)
(
1 +O

(
ν−1/5

))
[a = secα > 1].

(D.6)

Firstly, we consider the positive real ν case (remember that sign-flipped νs are also solution).

We would like to estimate α̃ in x2 →∞, x1 → 0. Taking x2 large, we can write α̃ as following:

α̃ = −H
(2)
ν (x2)

H
(1)
ν (x2)

∼

{
−e−i{2x2−(ν+ 1

2
)π} (x2 >> |ν|)

−1 (x2 < |ν|).
(D.7)

And, in small x1, we can write α̃ as following:

α̃ =
eiνπJν(xi)− J−ν(xi)
e−iνπJν(xi)− J−ν(xi)

∼
eiνπγ

(
x1
2

)ν − (x1
2

)−ν
e−iνπγ

(
x1
2

)ν − (x1
2

)−ν (D.8)

where γ ≡ Γ(1−ν)
Γ(1+ν)

. When we take ν as positive real, we can solve (D.2) as

−e−i{2x2−(ν+ 1
2

)π} ∼ −1 (ν << x2) (D.9)

−1 ∼ 1 (ν > x2). (D.10)

In the ν < x2 region, there exist solutions of ν with a period of approximately 2. Obviously,

there is no solutions in the ν > x2 region. Thus, we conclude that there are finitely many
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solutions of real ν and the number of real solutions is bounded by x2. This result is consistent

with the numerical calculations, depicted in Fig.9.

Next, we take ν as pure imaginary ν = iλ and focus on positive λ case. The conditions

(D.7) and (D.8) are also valid even if ν is pure imaginary. We would like to estimate α̃ in

x2 →∞, x1 → 0. Taking x2 large, we can write α̃ as following:

α̃ = −H
(2)
ν (x2)

H
(1)
ν (x2)

∼ −e−i(2x2−
1
2
π)e−λπ. (D.11)

We can see |α̃| ∼ e−λπ. In small x1, we can write α̃ as following:

α̃ =
eiνπJν(xi)− J−ν(xi)
e−iνπJν(xi)− J−ν(xi)

∼
e−λπγ

(
x1
2

)iλ − (x1
2

)−iλ
eλπγ

(
x1
2

)iλ − (x1
2

)−iλ (D.12)

Then, at large λ, we can also see |α̃| ∼ e−λπ. Therefore, we need to focus on the phase matching

of α̃ in both limits.

eλπα̃ =
−
(
γ

1
2

(
x1
2

)iλ − eλπγ− 1
2

(
x1
2

)−iλ)2

|eλπγ
(
x1
2

)iλ − (x1
2

)−iλ |2 (D.13)

After a little calculation, we obtain

Im[−α̃1/2]

Re[−α̃1/2]
= − 1

tanh λπ
2

tan
(
λ log

x1

2
+ θ
)

(D.14)

where γ
1
2 ≡ eiθ. From (D.11),

Im[−α̃1/2]

Re[−α̃1/2]
= − tan

(
x1 −

1

4
π

)
(D.15)

We can see that infinitely many (but discrete) values of λ yields f̃ satisfying the Dirichlet

boundary condition. We can also see that the satisfactory values of λ become continuous under

x1 → 0 because log x1
2
→ −∞.This result is consistent with the numerical calculations, depicted

in Fig.10.

D.2 Neumann boundary condition

From Fig.11,we can observe the emergence of new zero points on the real axis of ν under the

limit r2 → ∞ and r1 → 0. And from Fig.12, we can see that the gap of each zero points of

Dds on the imaginary axis of ν decreases as r2 approaches to ∞ and r1 to 0. From the same

calculation in Dirichlet boundary condition, we can show this numerically.
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