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ABSTRACT: The Gao-Wald theorem says that de Sitter spacetime reacts to a positive energy pertur-
bation by getting “taller.” How does this change in the presence of timelike boundaries? We study
this question in two-dimensional de Sitter JT gravity coupled to conformal matter. The effect of the
boundaries has its roots in quantum corrections to the vacuum energy of the CFT due to Casimir-like
effects. We consider two different kinds of timelike boundaries, either at locations where the coordinate
@ is constant or at locations where the dilaton is constant. For each kind we compute the vacuum
expectation value of the matter CF'T stress tensor. The stress tensor violates the null energy condition
in the first case and saturates it in the second case, with each case exhibiting a negative energy density
in the vacuum state. We then compute the semiclassical backreaction of this energy density and show
how it can make the spacetime “fatter” or “taller” or a combination of both, depending on the regime.
The spacetime getting fatter corresponds to an increase in the value of the dilaton at the horizon and
hence also in the static patch horizon area in the higher-dimensional solution. We comment on the
implications of our results for the quantum theories living on the timelike boundaries.
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1 Introduction

One intriguing feature of de Sitter spacetime is the effect of adding matter that satisfies the null energy
condition, which according to the Gao-Wald theorem makes the spacetime “taller” [1]!. If we imagine
de Sitter space as a sphere expanding with time, this theorem is also saying that in the presence
of matter, signals sent sufficiently early from one pole will be able to reach the other pole in a finite
amount of time (see Figure 1). This is in contrast to Anti de-Sitter space, where the addition of matter
makes the spacetime “fatter.” Previous works that have explored this theorem in de Sitter spacetime
include [2-8].

IMore precisely, the Gao-Wald theorem says that if a spacetime satisfies the null energy condition, the null generic
condition, global hyperbolicity and null geodesic completeness, and moreover has a compact Cauchy surface, then the
light cone of a point at sufficiently late but finite times will intersect an entire Cauchy surface in the past. Adding
matter to dS leads to the null generic condition being satisfied.



Figure 1: In the presence of matter, de Sitter spacetime gets “taller.” As a result, a light ray (in red)
sent sufficiently early from one pole reaches the other pole in finite time.

This feature should have an avatar in any proposed holographic dual of de Sitter. Recent years
have seen a large amount of progress in static patch holography, where the dual description lives
either on a timelike boundary, the stretched horizon, or on the worldline of an observer [9-12]. When
we consider the full bulk theory with matter, we impose certain boundary conditions for the matter
content on these surfaces. For quantum matter, this gives rise to a non-zero vacuum energy (for
instance, due to moving mirror radiation or the Casimir effect). In case this vacuum energy violates
the null energy condition, we can ask if the opposite of the Gao-Wald effect is true: if we consider the
ground state of a quantum field theory on de Sitter space with timelike boundaries, do we see a fatter
spacetime? Can we quantify this in some way? How is this reflected in the ground state and the first
few excited states of the dual quantum mechanical theory?

In this work we study the first two questions in a simple toy model. We consider two-dimensional
Jackiw-Teitelboim (JT) gravity with positive cosmological constant coupled to conformal matter. This
theory is obtained by dimensionally reducing the Nariai black hole spacetime [13, 14]. The reduction
gives rise to a dilaton, which measures the size of the transverse sphere in the higher-dimensional
solution. The metric is that of dSs:

_ —do? + dp?

ds® = (1.1)

cos? o
which we will describe in more detail in Section 2. We place timelike boundaries in this spacetime,
on which the value of the dilaton is fixed. The effect of quantum matter in this setup is a non-zero
stress tensor expectation value (7),,) in the vacuum state. By studying the resulting semiclassical
backreaction of this stress tensor, we answer the questions posed above. Specifically, we find that
the spacetime may get taller or fatter depending on the regime, even in cases where the stress tensor
violates the null energy condition. There are also regimes where the spacetime gets taller for o in some
interval, and fatter outside that interval. The regime in which the spacetime gets fatter corresponds
to the vacuum energy causing an increase in the value of the dilaton at the horizon, and hence also
in the static patch horizon area in the higher-dimensional solution. Here we single out the relation to
the horizon area in the higher-dimensional solution since the dS horizon reacts in an interesting way
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Figure 2: The two kinds of boundaries we will consider in this work: (1) at constant ¢ = ¢, (left) and
(2) at curves of constant dilaton given by cos . = tanh ( coso (right). The grey region corresponds
to parts of the spacetime that have been cut out.

to the addition of NEC-conforming matter to the static patch, shrinking in response to it [15-18].

Timelike boundaries in de Sitter space have been considered and studied previously in numerous
works [9, 14, 19-22]. The timelike boundaries we consider in this work are of two types based on
the dilaton profile at the boundaries. Boundaries of type I are placed at constant ¢ = 4., on
which the dilaton profile is fixed to be o-dependent. Boundaries of type II are placed at the curves
cos . = tanh(coso, on which the dilaton is fixed to a constant. Both types of boundaries are
restricted to lie in the range ¢ € (—%5,5]. They are pictured in Figure 2. The second type of
boundaries are more relevant if we are interested in boundaries placed at constant radial position 7 in
the static patch in higher dimensions, such as in the works [9, 19]. The motivation for considering the
first type is that the computation of the Casimir energy (7},,) is simpler and serves as a good warmup

for the second case.

The outline of this paper is as follows. In Section 2 we describe the dS; JT gravity setup in more
detail, along with descriptions of the two types of timelike boundaries. In Section 3 we explain why
we can look at the Gao-Wald theorem through the lens of backreaction, and lay out the criterion for
the spacetime getting taller or fatter. In Sections 4 and 5 we compute the expectation value of the
stress energy tensor of the matter CFT in its vacuum state for the two different kinds of boundaries.
We find the resulting backreaction on the spacetime and answer the defining question of whether the
spacetime gets taller or fatter, and by how much. We conclude in Section 6 with a summary and some
future directions. The Appendices include details of calculations that we do not include in the main
text. We set lqs = 1 in the rest of the paper.



2 Setup

In this paper we work in 2D de Sitter JT gravity coupled to a matter CFT, obtained by dimensionally
reducing the Nariai black hole spacetime [13, 14]. The relevant terms in the action are given by

1
S=— R-2 +2/ K

where we added boundary terms for the timelike boundaries. ¢ is the dilaton, which represents the

+ Scrr, (2.1)

area of the transverse sphere in the higher-dimensional theory. Varying with respect to ¢ gives R = 2
and fixes the metric to
—do? + dyp?
ds? = _20_Fae (2.2)

cos2 o

where o ranges from —7 to § and ¢ from —m to 7. We will mainly be interested in the range
¢ € (=%, 5], for which the dilaton goes to +o0o at 0 = +7. The horizon is located at the curve
cos = coso, and the poles are located at ¢ = £5. Varying the above action with respect to g,

gives
(QWVQ - V.V, + guu)¢ = 21T} . (2.3)

Setting T}, = 0 gives the vacuum solution for the dilaton as

cos ¢

= ¢r (24)

coso’

where ¢, represents the area of the horizon in the higher-dimensional theory. In this work, we will
consider the semiclassical backreaction of quantum matter, and upgrade T}, to (T,,). We can then
write Eq. (2.3) as the following three coupled differential equations:

(—3?0 + tan 9, —sec’ o) ¢ = 21 (T,5), (2.5)
(75'5 + tan o0, + sec? 0) ¢ =21 (Tyy),
(—0,0, + tanc0,) ¢ = 2w (Ty,) .

Using conservation of the matter stress energy tensor V, (I'*”) = 0, we can find the general solution
to these equations that is symmetric under 0 — —o and ¢ — —¢ (derived in Appendix A):

, COS

b= gl e 27 seccr/ do’ cos 0'// do" (T, ,

where ¢!, is an arbitrary integration constant. It may be fixed by specifying additional data, such as
initial conditions for the dilaton. Considering this two-dimensional setup is helpful because the metric
(2.2) is related to 2D Minkowski space by a conformal factor, which makes the computation of (7},,)
of the matter CFT in its ground state particularly simple. We will focus on the case where ¢/¢, << 1,
so that matter backreaction is small.



2.1 Brown-York stress tensor and matter boundary conditions

Before computing the bulk stress tensor and its backreaction, we study the gravitational system more
by noting the expressions for the Brown-York stress tensor for the boundaries. For this purpose, we
will model the matter CFT in this subsection as [14, 23]

__.c i e /
Scrr 50 /22(5;»«9 X + xR) 127 Jos, XK, (2.8)

where the last term is a boundary term for the timelike boundaries. The terms relevant for finding
the Brown York Hamiltonian of the timelike boundaries may be written as

1 1 c
Spy = — | R+ — K-S | yrR—-= 2.9
BY = 4n E2¢ ton 32§¢ 247 Jo, T 121 Jowy € (2:9)

_

g [ / dodpy/—go" (¢ - gx) (9upO0 — gc,,,au)gw} , (2.10)

In going from the first to the second line we used the analysis in [23]. Let w be the coordinate
transverse to the boundary and 7 be the coordinate parallel to it. The Brown York Hamiltonian is
then given by the Hamilton Jacobi result, which relates the variation of the action with respect to the
boundary metric to the conjugate momentum associated with ¢”":

pey_ 2 S 2 9L
T T /7h6h‘r'r_ /7haw(g7"r)'

In this work we study two different types of timelike boundaries. In the first case we place them at
locations where ¢ is constant, at ¢ = tp.. In this case, the value of the dilaton at the boundaries
is o-dependent. To find the Brown York stress tensor, it is easiest to work in the coordinates in Eq.
(2.2), with o being the coordinate along the boundary and ¢ being the coordinate transverse to the
boundary. Using Eq. (2.11), the Brown York Hamiltonian for one boundary at ¢ = ¢, is then

(2.11)

1 c
T8Y = 2 Sec 00, (gb - EX) lo=c.- (2.12)

Note that in general the above tensor does not satisfy V,TBY:7? = 0. One can derive special boundary
conditions for x for which this is true. However, such boundary conditions won’t be invariant under
conformal transformations. Since we use this invariance to compute (7),,,), we won’t consider these
boundary conditions in this work.

The second type of timelike boundaries are placed at locations where the dilaton ¢ is constant on
the boundaries. To find the Brown York Hamiltonian in this case, it is convenient to transform from
the metric (2.2) to the coordinates

ds® = dp* — cos? pdt?, (2.13)
where sin p = 2222, These coordinates cover one static patch, with the horizon at p = 7 and the pole
at p = 0. The boundary is located at p = p., so that p is the coordinate transverse to the boundary
and t is the coordinate along the boundary. The Brown York Hamiltonian for one boundary at p = p,




is then

1 c
TEY = — cos? p.0 ( - = )‘ . 2.14
tt 1t Pc 14 ¢ 6X =pe ( )
As mentioned earlier, in this work we consider conformal boundary conditions for the matter content,
which include x|,,= 0 and 9, x|,,= 0. These boundary conditions are saying that the flux of matter out
of the system is zero, so that the gravitational system is "boxed in”. We will also impose that 9, x|,, is
a constant, which ensures the covariant conservation of the Brown York Hamiltonian computed above,
VtTBY’tt =0.

3 Criterion for tallness or fatness

3.1 Probing the Gao-Wald theorem via backreaction

In this work we study the Gao-Wald theorem in the presence of timelike boundaries in a simple toy
model by finding the backreaction of quantum matter. It is useful to outline first why we can look
at spacetime getting taller or fatter through this lens of backreaction. Tallness can be understood
either as the Penrose diagram of de Sitter space getting taller on adding matter, or as two causally
disconnected parts of de Sitter space getting causally connected on adding matter (both are evident
in Figure 1).

Let us first concretely relate the dS Penrose diagram getting taller to the backreaction of matter
on the geometry. Restricting to 2 + 1 dimensions, we can parameterize the change in the global de
Sitter metric due to the addition of spherically symmetric matter as (setting lqs = 1)

ds* = —Hy(t, )%dt*> + H,(t, p)* cosh® t(dp? + sin® 0d6?). (3.1)

Note that t € (—o00, 00). The functions H; and H, encode the matter backreaction along with various
boundary or initial conditions. To find the Penrose diagram at constant 6, we can define Q = H, cosht
and Hydt = Qdo. This transforms the relevant part of the metric to

ds* = Q*(—do? + dy?). (3.2)

Moreover, integrating both sides of Hydt = Qdo gives

/dﬁM secht = /da. (3.3)
Hy(t, @)

To find the range of o, we do the ¢ integral from —oco to co. For H, = H; = 1 corresponding to global

de Sitter, we get a square Penrose diagram since both o and ¢ take values in (-5, %). If g—; > 1 for

all ¢t and ¢, we get a taller Penrose diagram since the range of ¢ increases, and fatter otherwise. The

value of g—; is sensitive to various properties of matter, along with the boundary and initial conditions.

The tallness illustrated above leads to two causally disconnected parts of de Sitter space becoming
causally connected, as pictured in Figure 1. We can concretely relate this phenomenon to the stress
tensor satisfying the averaged null energy condition (ANEC) as follows. The argument is a small



modification of the AdS argument outlined in [24]. We will consider three-dimensional de Sitter space
in the following coordinates:

1
ds* = ————(—4dUdV + (1 + UV )?*d6?). 3.4
= TR + (14 UV)2de?) (3.4)
If we add a matter source to this system, we can parameterize the backreaction by the perturbed
metric
1
ds® = ————(—4dUdV + hyydU? + (1 + hge)(1 + UV)?d6?). 3.5
s (1—UV)2( + huu + (1+ hoo) (1 + UV)"db"”) (3.5)

Consider a null particle geodesic that leaves the right pole at U = —oo. This geodesic reaches the left
pole at V(U = o0). To tell whether a perturbation makes the spacetime fatter or taller, we use the
sign of V(00), which is approximately given by

V(00) = —(guv (0)) " / oo, (3.6)

V(o0) > 0 indicates a fatter geometry, and corresponds to the particle slowing down. So, a fatter
spacetime corresponds to

/ dUhyy > 0. (3.7)
For a taller spacetime we have
/ dUhyy < 0, (38)

indicating that the particle reaches the other side in a finite time. These two cases are illustrated in
Figure 3. The above integral involving hyy is related to the ANEC through one of Einstein’s equations
evaluated at V = 0:

1 1 1
—§hUU — 5aU(UhUU) - 585@9 = (Tyv) . (3.9)

If we assume that the hyy and dyhge go to zero as U — +oo (which is valid if the perturbation is
small), integrating from U = —oo to U = oo gives

/OO dUhyy = —2/oo AU (Tyu) . (3.10)

—00 —00

We see that if the ANEC is satisfied (that is, if [~ dU (Tyy) > 0), then the LHS of the above
equation is negative, leading to a taller spacetime. If the ANEC is violated, then the opposite is true.

3.2 Criterion in JT gravity

In JT gravity, the backreaction of matter is encoded in the change in configuration of the dilaton,
with the metric (2.2) staying unaffected. This is in contrast to the higher-dimensional case, where the
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Figure 3: A picture of understanding de Sitter space getting taller (fatter) in terms of the two poles
becoming causally connected (disconnected). On the left is the taller spacetime, and on the right is
the fatter spacetime. The wiggly red line represents a null geodesic sent from the right to the left
pole. For the taller spacetime, this null particle speeds up, so that V(U = c0) < 0 and the two sides
become causally connected. The opposite effect happens on the right, so that V(U = oo) > 0. Note
this is not a conformal diagram, since the wiggly red lines are null geodesics. One would have to make
the diagram taller on the left or fatter on the right for the wiggly red lines to travel at 45°.

backreaction is encoded in the change in the metric. For this reason, we need a criterion for fatness
or tallness which is different from that outlined in Section 3.1, but still maintains the spirit of tallness
being related to causal connectability?. Additionally, we are looking for a criterion that is covariant.

Before we describe the criterion, note that the locations of the timelike boundaries in general will
be different in the backreacted solution compared to the unbackreacted solution. This is because the
dilaton is held fixed on the boundaries. Since the dilaton configuration changes as a function of o
and ¢ due to a non-zero (T},,), so do the locations of the boundaries, since they track locuses of fixed
dilaton configuration.

We are then interested in the following measure to judge fatness or tallness: if the boundaries
become more causally connected due to backreaction, we say the spacetime gets taller, and fatter
otherwise. More precisely, consider sending a signal from the right boundary to the left boundary at
some boundary time or. The time o, at which this signal arrives at the left boundary changes due to
backreaction, since the boundary configurations change. If o, decreases, so that the signal reaches the
right boundary earlier, the spacetime gets taller, and fatter if o, increases. Note that this criterion is
in general o-dependent.

Applying this criterion is trickier in the case where the boundaries are initially causally discon-
nected (such as the second kind of boundaries in Figure 2b). In the vacuum solution, any signal sent
from the left boundary does not reach the right boundary. Due to backreaction, one possibility is that
this signal reaches the left boundary at o7, < 7, clearly giving a taller solution. In case backreaction
does not lead to this signal reaching the left boundary, we can no longer compare o between the

2T thank Edgar Shaghoulian for emphasizing this.
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Figure 4: An example of the criterion outlined in Section 3.2 for initially disconnected boundaries
(black) that are also disconnected after backreaction (pink), for a signal sent from o = 0. ¢, goes to
%, on taking backreaction into account. In this case, we see that we obtain a taller spacetime since
the proper distance between ¢, and ¢ = —7 decreases on backreaction.

backreacted and unbackreacted solutions. We need a different condition to distinguish tallness and
fatness, which is as follows. Let 4 be the location where the signal from the right boundary intersects
o = 5. Consider the proper distance between ¢y and ¢ = —7. If this distance decreases due to

backreaction, we obtain a taller solution, and fatter otherwise. This is visualised in Figure 4.

In the next few sections we will compute (T),,) explicitly for various boundary configurations and
use this criterion in practice.

4 Boundaries at constant ¢

In this section we consider a matter CFT living on a dSy strip with timelike boundaries at ¢ = *¢,
(Figure 2a), with conformal boundary conditions on the matter. These are boundary conditions that
are invariant under conformal transformations, and include Neumann (9,x|+,.= 0) and Dirichlet
(X|+4.= 0) boundary conditions. The metric on the strip is given by Eq. (2.2), which is the flat

2

metric ¢ multiplied by a Weyl factor e = sec?. We are interested in computing (7},,) for this

matter CFT and understanding whether it makes the geometry taller or fatter. This is inspired by a
similar computation carried out in the absence of boundaries in [6].

4.1 Computation of (7),,)

We can compute (T),,) by using the transformation properties of the stress tensor under a Weyl
rescaling in the presence of boundaries [25]:

A A 1 A Aoa N
(vuwvyw — =g (Vw)? =V, V,w + g,wv%u) -

. () hyynPdw. (4.1)

<Tuu>g = <THV>Q 127

_c
127
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Figure 5: The conformal map from the upper half plane to the strip of width 2¢.. The shaded grey
regions are removed, and lines that are mapped to each other are outlined in the same color.

In the above formula, §(z1) is the Dirac delta function with support on the boundaries, hy,, is the
induced metric on the boundary of interest, and n” is the normal vector to it. (TW>§ is the stress
tensor of the CFT on a strip of length 2¢. with a flat metric. We can calculate it via conformal
transformation from the upper half plane (UHP) [26], as described below. We will work in complex
coordinates z and Z.

The UHP is the restriction of the complex plane to Im(z) > 0, so that the real axis Im(z) = 0 is
the boundary (see left panel of Figure 5). We consider boundary conditions such that (T') = (T') or
Ty, = 0 at Im(z) = 0, which translates to the energy-momentum flux out of the strip being zero. These
include the conformal boundary conditions discussed above. To find (T},,,) on the strip, we need the
stress tensor one-point function on the UHP, which equals zero. One might have expected an expression
for (T},,,) that depends on the distance from the boundary, since the boundary breaks the translation
symmetry in the direction transverse to it. However, it is not possible to construct a tensor that
respects the remaining unbroken symmetries (which include scale invariance and translations parallel
to the boundary).

To find the stress tensor on the strip from that on the UHP, we need the map from the UHP to
the strip. Equipping the strip with the complex w coordinate, this map is given by

2¢,

w = log z, (4.2)

as visualized in Figure 5. The stress tensor one-point function on the strip may then be found using
the transformation of the stress tensor under a conformal map, and doing a coordinate transformation
back to the (o, ¢) coordinates:

CTt

(T = ~ 9652 Oy (4.3)

Using Eq. (4.1), we get the full stress tensor on the dSs strip as

C CcT

C
Tty = (357 ~ 53z ) v+ g “d)

Note that when the boundaries are at the poles at ¢, = =7, we get an answer that is proportional to

~10 -



Juv- As the boundaries move away from the poles, the stress tensor gets an extra negative contribution
due to the Casimir effect,

& & CT
Ty — =g = (== T V5., <o0. 45
L)y = 790 <247r 96gog> por < (4:5)

A covariant measure of this negativity is the fact that the energy density measured by an inertial
observer is negative:

(Tyw) y uFu” <0, (4.6)

where u* is a timelike vector. The stress tensor expectation value we computed also violates the null
energy condition.

4.2 Backreaction of (7),,) on the dilaton and boundaries

As discussed earlier, the backreaction of the non-zero (T),,) computed above is encoded in the change
in the dilaton configuration as well as the timelike boundary location. In this subsection we will
explicitly compute this change in dilaton configuration. This is then tied to the boundaries moving to
different locations +¢! in the backreacted solution, which we will also compute later in this subsection.

We can solve for the new value of the dilaton ¢,, by using Eq. (2.8) and the expression for (T},,)
computed in the last subsection:

2
,CO8p  cm

"coso  48y?

¢n:¢

(I1+otano) — %0‘ tan o, (4.7

where in general ¢ may be different from ¢,. It may be fixed by (for instance) initial conditions for
the dilaton. Recall that the horizon is given by cos ¢ = coso, so ¢, represents the area of the horizon
without any matter in the higher-dimensional solution. We can look at this solution in two regimes:

1. ¢ — & > —%;: For these values of ¢!, the dilaton value increases at the horizon at o = 0

(and also other values of ).

2. ¢l — P < — 4%"';2: For these values of ¢/, the dilaton value decreases at the horizon at o = 0.

Since we are considering the backreaction of a stress tensor that violates the null energy condition
(NEC), and we expect NEC-conforming matter to make the higher-dimensional dS horizon smaller
[15-18], we might expect the first regime to be more physical. It would be interesting to understand
more whether such considerations from higher dimensions may be used to constrain the values that
@l can take.

The above change in the dilaton also implies that the timelike boundaries are located at different
values of ¢ in the backreacted solution. This is because we impose the boundary condition that
the value of the dilaton on the timelike boundaries is fixed to its vacuum value. Their new locations
p = £¢7 are then determined by equating the value of the dilaton on the boundaries in the backreacted

- 11 -
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Figure 6: A picture of the locations of the timelike boundaries before (blue) and after (orange)
backreaction, for ¢/ = ¢, = 5 and ¢ = 1. The boundaries in the unbackreacted solution are at
constant ¢, = 4-cos~1(0.9). Backreaction leads to a fatter solution since a signal (red) sent from the
left boundary either takes a longer time to reach the right boundary or does not reach it.

solution with its value on the boundaries in the vacuum solution:

cos o7 cm? c COS P,
— & 140t — —ogtano = ¢, . 4.9
or coso 483062( +otano) 12719 ¢ coso (4.9)

Note ¢!. — ¢, is proportional to ¢ in the above equation, since it should equal zero in the absence of
matter. Solving this equation gives a o-dependent answer for ¢7.

Let us focus on the regime with ¢ — ¢, > —%, for which the value of the dilaton increases at
the horizon. Since cosz is a decreasing function of x in the range we are looking at, from the above
equation we see that ¢l > ¢, for the two sides to be equal. This translates to an increase in the proper
distance between the boundaries. Additionally, we get a fatter geometry according to the criterion of
Section 3.2, since a signal sent from the right boundary reaches the left boundary at a later time. For
¢! = ¢, and ¢ = 1, these effects are visualised in Figure 6.
_en?
48p2°
may get taller for some interval in o and fatter outside that interval, or it may get taller overall. Both

these examples are pictured in Figure 7. Note that there also exist values of ¢/ for which there is no
consistent timelike embedding of the boundaries.

For the second regime with ¢ — ¢, < more complex phenomena are possible. The geometry

- 12 —
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Figure 7: A picture of the locations of the timelike boundaries before (blue) and after (orange)
backreaction, for ¢, = 5 and ¢ = 1. ¢/. = 3.5 for the left figure and ¢! = 4 for the right figure.
The boundaries in the unbackreacted solution are at constant ¢, = & cos~1(0.9) in the left figure and
. = +cos71(0.8) in the right figure. On the left we see a taller solution in some interval in o, and
on the right we see a taller solution overall. In red is a signal from the left boundary that reaches the
right boundary faster due to backreaction, indicating tallness.

4.3 Higher order effects

In the above analysis we found (7),,) for a given boundary configuration, and then found that its
backreaction causes the proper distance between the boundaries to change. One subtlety is that when
this happens, the value of (T},,) changes again, causing the proper distance between the boundaries
to change again. Below we will argue that this effect is subleading for ¢/¢, << 1, the regime we are
working in.

First note from Eq. (4.9) that for ¢/¢, << 1, the new location of the boundaries is shifted by an
amount that is O(¢/¢,). This means that the stress tensor for the new boundary locations (T,,) (¢¥)
is different from (7},,) (¢.) by an amount that is O(c?/¢,.), since (T},,) is proportional to ¢. This would
correspond to adding a correction to Eq. (4.9) that is O(c?/¢,.). The resulting shift in the location of
the boundaries is then O(c/¢,)?, which is subleading.

To get the exact result, we would need to solve the equation

/ COS Q7 n
T, » Oy = Pr .
¢r Ccos o + f( 13 (Soc) g 90) (rb CoS o

COS (P,

(4.10)

Note the second term on the left hand side is also dependent on ¢?, as opposed to Eq. (4.9).
f(Tu(f),0,¢) is determined from the general solution to the dilaton equations of motion given
in Eq. (2.8). This equation is in general hard to solve because we don’t have a result for T),, (¢7)
when the boundary locations are arbitrary, which is why we restrict to the regime where ¢/¢, << 1.
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5 Boundaries at constant dilaton

In this section we will consider a matter CFT living on dSs with metric given by Eq. (2.2), and
timelike boundaries at locations given by the curves

cos ¢, = tanh { cos 0. (5.1)

These boundaries are pictured on the Penrose diagram in Figure 2b. They are more relevant from
the perspective of higher-dimensional constructions of holographic duals to de Sitter [9, 19], where the
boundary is at a fixed radial location inside the static patch. Note that the boundaries move closer
together on increasing (. They are causally disconnected, one in each static patch. We are again
interested in computing (7T),,) for this matter CFT, and checking whether it makes the geometry taller
or fatter. As explained in Section 2.1, the boundary conditions on the matter content satisfy two
conditions: (1) they are invariant under conformal transformations, and (2) they maintain conservation
of the Brown York Hamiltonian.

5.1 Computation of (T),,)

To compute (7),,) in this case, we cannot pursue the strategy of Section 4, since there is no obvious
conformal transformation from the upper half plane that leads to boundaries at the above locations.
To use CFT tools for computing (7},,), we will first map the global (o, ¢) coordinates to the (o', ¢’)
coordinates. These coordinates satisfy two conditions. The first is that the boundaries in these
coordinates are located at constant ¢ = 47, so that we may use the expression (4.3) for (7),,) of a
matter CFT on a flat strip. The second is that the metric is related to flat space by a Weyl factor, so
we may use Eq. (4.1) to find the stress tensor on this metric from the flat space answer.

The (0, ¢’) coordinates are given by?3

sin o
tano’ = 5.2
AT = oso cosh ¢ —cospsinh ¢’ (52)

— cos o sinh ¢ + cos ¢ cosh ¢

cot ¢’ = Sn o

One can check that in these coordinates the boundary curves cos . = tanh coso go to cot ¢, = 0
(or ¢}, = £%). The metric (2.2) is transformed to

ds? = M) (—do’® + dyp'®), (5.4)

2Q(o’

where the Weyl factor e ") is given implicitly in terms of o and ¢ as

229 = sec? o (sinh2 Ccos(o — ) cos(o + ) — sinh(2¢) cos o cos ¢ + cosh? ¢). (5.5)

3The way we found this transformation was by realizing that boosts in AdS3 act in a similar way on such curves on

the asymptotic boundary, taking (;?)Zt = tanh ¢ to constant ¢’. The explicit boost transformations in AdS3 are given in

[27]. We also thank Gonzalo Torroba for noting that this is similar to the Casini-Huerta-Myers transformation in [28].
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Using Eq. (4.1) for the Weyl transformation of the stress tensor, we may find <Tuy>q, on this metric:

L 5(a ) hymP 0,9,

_ ¢ & A L o2 o ¢ . &2
<Tul/>g/ - <T/ﬂ/>g - ﬁ (quvVQ - iguV(VQ) - VUVMQ + guuv Q) + 127
(5.6)
where the last term has support only on the boundaries, and would be unimportant for our analysis.
Since this transformation also maps the two boundaries to ¢, = 3, (Tj.), is the stress tensor on the
flat strip of width 7, as computed in Eq. (4.3):

C

<T;w>g = *247_[_5;11/- (5.7)
We can then find (7},,), from (7}.), by coordinate transforming back to (o,¢) coordinates. This
calculation is performed numerically in Mathematica. We start by outlining the numerical results in
the two static patches for ¢ = 1 and ( = 1. In the static coordinates, the form of <Tuu>g is particularly
simple. For this we transform the expression for (T}, to the (¢, p) coordinates introduced in Section

2.1:

ds* = dp* — cos? pdt?, (5.8)

which cover one static patch. p = 7 corresponds to the horizon, and p = 0 to the pole. ¢ =1
corresponds to the boundary being located at p. ~ 0.87. Since these coordinates are static and the
boundary conditions on the matter field are imposed at time-independent locations, we find a time-
independent answer for (Ty), and (T},) . We also find (T3,), ~ 0. At p = 0.9, the curves for (Ty),

(in blue), (T,p), (in orange) and (Tj,)  (in green) look like the following as a function of time:

0.010 -

0.005 -

-1.0 -05 0.5 1.0

0.005.

(5.9)

As a function of p, (T),), (in orange below) is approximately constant at 57—, and (T}), (in blue)
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approximately equals — cos? p (Tpp>g:

0.010 -

0.005 -

-0.005

(5.10)

This is also implied by V,, (T*) ;=0 Note that the resulting energy density measured by any inertial
observer in the two static patches is negative:

(Tyw) y uFu” <0, (5.11)

where u* is any timelike vector. However, an interesting property of this (T,w)g is that it approximately
saturates the null energy condition (NEC).

In Section 4 we found that the Casimir effect due to the boundaries at constant ¢ violates the
NEC. One possible reason why the NEC is not violated in this setup is that in this case, the boundaries
are o-dependent and accelerating (see Appendix B). Placing boundary conditions at time-dependent
locations leads to particle creation, which manifests itself in the form of positive “moving mirror”
radiation [29]. This positive radiation then competes with the negative energy density due to the
Casimir effect, giving an overall saturation of the NEC. The reason the NEC is saturated is that the
radiation propagates at the speed of light.

Another surprising feature is that the bulk part of <Tuu>g we computed is approximately indepen-
dent of ¢ inside the static patches, so that (Tp,), ~ 5i-
are at ¢, = £7). It would be interesting to understand whether there is a symmetry at the heart of
this behavior, and if the matter being conformal plays a role.

(its value in the case where the boundaries

The stress tensor expectation value starts depending strongly on ¢ at some (-dependent point
outside the static patches. The form of (T#,,>g and its dependence on ( outside the two static patches
won’t be required for the computation of the change in boundary location. For completeness, we detail
its features in Appendix C. These features indicate that the total energy of the matter CFT, found
by integrating the energy density on a spatial slice, becomes less negative on increasing (. This is
another signal of the “moving mirror” radiation.

5.2 Backreaction of (7),,) on the dilaton and boundaries

Similar to Section 4, we want to analyse the change in the configurations of the dilaton and the
boundaries due to the backreaction of (Tw>g computed above. To find the effect on the dilaton, it is
again easier to work in the (¢, p) coordinates describing each static patch. We will use the approximate
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result for <T#,,>q computed in the previous subsection:

C

c
BYr (Tit), ~ —5 = cos® p, (Typ)

(Tpp), ~ i ~ 0. (5.12)

g~
Since (T, W}g is independent of ¢ and (Ttp)g ~ 0, the change in the dilaton configuration is also
independent of ¢. The relevant equations of motion for the dilaton in this time-independent case
become, using Eq. (2.5):

(cos? p@i + cos? p)p = =27 (T), (5.13)
(tanpd, — 1)¢p = 2w (T,,) . (5.14)
Using V,T*” = 0, one can show that the solution to one equation also solves the other equation. For

T, = 0, the solution for the dilaton is ¢ = ¢, sinp. The solution for ¢ for general (T),,) may be
written as

P
¢ =¢.sinp—2m sinp/ dp’ cot p'cosecp’ (T,,), (5.15)
where again in general ¢ # ¢,. ¢ may also depend on ¢. For the case of interest where (T,,) = 57,
we have the dilaton solution
/m ¢
¢n = ¢, sinp + o (5.16)

Similar to the analysis below Eq. (4.7), we can analyze this solution in two regimes:

1. ¢ — ¢r > —15: For these values of ¢;., the dilaton value increases at the horizon.

2. ¢, — ¢ < —15: For these values of ¢;., the dilaton value decreases at the horizon.

We are considering the backreaction of matter that approximately saturates the null energy condition.
So, it is not clear which regime we might expect to be more physical, based on the effects of NEC-
conforming matter on the area of the horizon in the higher-dimensional solution. Note that ¢! may
be fixed either by specifying initial conditions for the dilaton, or other constraints on the system. For
instance, one could require that the change in the Brown York energy equals the energy of the matter
content in the bulk.

Using this backreacted solution for the dilaton, we can find the new location of the timelike
boundary in one static patch, given by p = pl'. Since we fix the value of the dilaton on the boundary,
its new location is given by equating the values of the dilaton on the boundary with and without
taking backreaction into account. This translates into the condition

on(pe) = d(pe) (5.17)
= ¢, sinp; + 1% = ¢rsin pe. (5.18)

For the case where ¢;. — ¢, > — 15, this means that p < p., implying that the boundary moves further
away from the horizon. The effect on the location of the timelike boundary in the complementary

static patch is the same due to symmetry, leading to an increase in the proper distance between the
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-1.0-

-151

Figure 8: A picture of the locations of the timelike boundaries before (blue) and after (orange)
backreaction, for ¢ =5 and ¢ = 1. ¢.. = ¢, = 5 for the left figure and ¢/ = 4.8 for the right figure.
The boundaries in the unbackreacted solution are at ¢. = tanh { coso, with ( = 2. The signals sent
from one boundary to the other are indicated in red, showing the solution on the left (right) gets fatter
(taller) according to the criterion in Section 3.2.

boundaries. Additionally, the criterion outlined in Section 3.2 points to a fatter spacetime, since
the proper distance to the left boundary of a signal sent from the right boundary is larger after
backreaction. These effects are visualised in the left panel of Figure 8 for ¢, = ¢, and ¢ = 1. The
same reasoning implies that in the second regime where ¢, — ¢, < —55, we may get a taller geometry,
as pictured in the right panel of Figure 8. In this case too, there exist values of ¢/ for which there is

no consistent timelike embedding of the boundaries.

6 Discussion and implications for the boundary theory

In this work we considered two-dimensional de Sitter JT gravity coupled to conformal matter. We
studied the effect of timelike boundaries placed symmetrically in this spacetime on the causal properties
of the vacuum state. In particular, we computed the vacuum expectation value of the stress tensor of
the CFT in the presence of two kinds of boundaries. The first type is located at constant ¢ = +¢,,
and the second at locuses where the dilaton is constant, so that cosp, = tanh ( coso. In both cases,
we found a negative energy density in the vacuum state of the CFT. In the first case, the stress tensor
violates the null energy condition, and approximately saturates it in the second case (as indicated by
numerics).

Our defining question was whether the opposite of the Gao-Wald effect occurs in the presence of
the negative and possibly NEC-violating vacuum energy due to the boundaries: does the spacetime
get fatter instead? We showed that either effect is possible, and that the spacetime can get taller or
fatter depending on the value of a parameter ¢!., which is an integration constant in the solution for
the dilaton. It may be fixed using additional physical input or initial conditions for the dilaton, and
is related to the value of the dilaton at the horizon. If ¢! is such that the dilaton increases at the
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horizon due to the vacuum energy, we obtain a fatter solution. If ¢/, is such that the dilaton decreases
at the horizon at o = 0, it is also possible to get a taller solution, or a solution that is taller in some
interval in ¢ and fatter outside that interval. Here, tallness is defined as the two boundaries becoming
more causally connected, and fatness as the two boundaries becoming more causally disconnected.

The future directions opened up by our work are outlined below.

1. Similar effects are expected if the timelike boundaries are replaced by observers, since we impose
boundary conditions at the observer locations. The key difference is that we do not cut out the
spacetime that exists beyond the observers (unlike for timelike boundaries, as in Figure 2). One
question we could ask is how our results for whether the spacetime gets taller or fatter change
on taking this into account. What happens if we consider multiple observers?

2. It would be interesting to consider the implications of our results for the quantum theories that
live on the timelike boundaries or observer worldlines. Without taking the quantum effects of
matter into account, one might have expected that adding a tiny perturbation would make the
spacetime taller (based on the Gao Wald theorem), leading to the quantum theories on the two
boundaries being coupled to one another.

In the cases where quantum effects make the spacetime fatter in the vacuum state of the matter,
we would encounter a qualitative difference when coupling the two theories. To counteract the
effect of the negative energy, we would have to add a finite perturbation instead of an infinitesimal
perturbation to couple them. One question is if our bulk computation of the Casimir energy
provides a prediction for a lower bound on how big this perturbation has to be. On the other
hand, in the cases where the quantum effects makes the spacetime taller in the vacuum state
of the matter, one has to consider the coupling of the theories on the two boundaries in their
ground states.

3. The causal connectability (or lack thereof) of the two boundaries should be encoded in the
singularities of two-sided correlation functions of the boundary theory. This is because we expect
singularities whenever two points on the boundaries may be joined by a null geodesic [30-32].
It would be interesting to relate the value of the stress tensor expectation value we computed to
the locations of these singularities, as a prediction for the boundary theory.

4. Our analysis could be extended to more general situations. First, it would be interesting to
consider more general matter content that is not constrained by conformal symmetry. Second,
one could consider boundaries at locations that are less symmetric. Finally, one could perform
a similar calculation in higher dimensions, computing (7},,) as [33]

1 ’
(T (z))y =—i lim |V,V, — §gm,/g’\" ViV | Gp(z,2'), (6.1)

! —x

where G is the Feynman propagator, which may be calculated in the geodesic approximation.
In 2 4+ 1D, it would also be interesting to explore how a non-zero (7T),,) in the vacuum state
affects boundary gravitons and valid embeddings of the boundary in de Sitter spacetime [34].
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A General solution to dilaton equations of motion

In this section we outline the derivation of the general solution to the dilaton equations of motion
given in Eq. (2.5):

(—3?9 + tan 00, — sec? O’) ¢ =21T,,, (A1)
(75'3 + tan 00, + sec? 0) ¢ =211y, (A.2)
(—0;0, + tanod,) ¢ = 21T, (A.3)

We have replaced (T},,) by T}, everywhere. The general solution to Eq. (A.2) is

o

¢ = ¢ cospseca + c1(p)seco + ca(p) tan o + 27 sec O’/ do'sino' Ty, — 21 tancr/ do'Ty.,.
(A.4)

Since we are looking for solutions symmetric under ¢ — —o, we can set co = 0. Plugging the resulting
general solution for ¢ above into Eq. (A.1) then gives

—(cf(p) + c1(p)) seco + 21 tana/ do' 03Ty, — 27 seccr/ do’sin o’ (07T + Tpyp) = 27T
(A.5)

The two integrals in the first line may be simplified using a combination of integration by parts and
the equations

O (cos 0T ,5) = €05 00, T e — sino Ty, (A.6)
8apT<pap = aaTJ<p7 (A7)

which are the two components of V,T"” = 0. These simplifications give the following differential
equation for ¢;(y):

¢ (p) +e1(p) = 0. (A.8)

The general solution to this equation which is symmetric under ¢ — —¢p is ¢1(¢) = ¢1 cos . We can
plug this into Eq. (A.4) to get the general solution for ¢:

’

o ag

cos ¢

=g —2rseco | do’ coso’ do" Ty,
cos o

where we defined ¢). = ¢, + ¢;.

— 90—



B Computation of the acceleration of the boundaries

In this section we will show that the boundaries considered in Section 5 are accelerating with an
acceleration that increases with . Recall that the boundaries are given by the curves

Sk tanh ( = sin p. = tanh . (B.1)
cos o

We may parametrize this boundary path as v# = (¢(7), p(7)), which is fixed using Eq. (B.1) and the

condition
dt\? dp 2
2
ZF -1 B.2
cos=p ( dr ) ( dr ) ’ (B.2)

which says that the path is timelike. The four-acceleration is then given by

A+ dvP dvy?
B = e B.3
@ dr? o dr dr’ (B:3)
using which we can compute
a,at = sinh? ¢, (B.4)

which increases on increasing (.

C <Tm,>g for boundaries at constant dilaton outside the static patches

In this section we outline in more detail the numerical results for (Tw>g in the case where boundaries
are at locations of constant dilaton. The procedure for computing this quantity is outlined in Section
5, along with its functional form inside the two static patches. Here we collect figures displaying its
functional form in global coordinates (2.2) that cover the entire spacetime, and comment on some of
their features.

In Figure 9 we plot (T5,) and (T,,) as a function of ¢ and ¢ for various values of . (T,,)
is approximately zero. We also see that T, and T, are negatives of each other. Notice that these
quantities don’t seem to depend on ( inside the horizons, but depend on it outside the horizons starting
at (-dependent locations. In particular, as { increases, T, becomes less negative. This is due to the
increasing acceleration of the boundaries (as discussed in Appendix B) and the resulting “moving
mirror” radiation.

We also plot (T,/) and (T,ry) as a function of ¢’ and ¢’ for various values of ¢ in Figure
10. (T,,) is approximately zero. Recall the (0/,¢’) coordinates are given by Eq. (5.2), with the
boundaries at ¢, = 7.
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of ¢. In blue is ( =1, in orange is ( = 1.7, and in green is { = 2.

Figure 10:
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