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We investigate the dynamics of the ground state entanglement entropy for a discretized scalar
field propagating within the Oppenheimer-Snyder collapse metric. Starting from a well-controlled
initial configuration, we follow the system as it evolves toward the formation of a horizon and,
eventually, a singularity. Our approach employs an Ermakov-like equation to determine the time-
dependent ground state of the field and calculates the resulting entanglement entropy by tracing
out the degrees of freedom inside a spherical region within the matter sphere. We find that the
entanglement entropy exhibits nontrivial scaling and time dependence during collapse. Close to
the horizon, the entropy can deviate from the simple area law, reflecting the rapid changes in
geometry and field configuration. Although the model is idealized, these results provide insights
into the generation and scaling of entanglement in the presence of realistic, dynamically evolving
gravitational fields.
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I. INTRODUCTION

In classical thermodynamics, entropy is typically ex-
tensive. However, dealing with quantum mechanical sys-
tems, it is possible to argue an entropy that can be
present even if the state of the entire system is known.
In particular, a nonzero von Neumann entropy may gen-
erally arise for discretized quantum fields if the overall
degrees of freedom are divided into two distinct subsets,
and the corresponding ground-state reduced density op-
erators are derived. Accordingly, the associated entropy
is named entanglement entropy and it quantifies the field
quantum correlations, provided the state of the full sys-
tem is pure [1, 2].
Early computations involving a free scalar field in flat

spacetime [3] revealed that the resulting von Neumann
entropy grows in proportion to the boundary area of the
region which is traced out. This result was later con-
firmed in the case of a spherical entangling surface by
determining the reduced density matrix for the scalar
field modes inside the sphere [4]. The emergence of
such area law [5], typically up to subleading logarithmic
corrections, is closely related to the locality of interac-
tions in quantum many-body systems [6–10] and it man-
ifests striking similarity with Bekestein-Hawking black
hole entropy [11–16]. This resemblance has then fueled
the idea that black hole entropy might be fundamentally
entanglement-based, potentially connecting quantum in-
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formation tools to quantum field theory [17–19] and to
the holographic principle [20–24]. Key developments in
this direction [25, 26] established that the area law is pre-
served for discretized scalar fields in static, spherically
symmetric spacetimes, thus strengthening the link be-
tween horizon geometry and entanglement [26, 27]. Ac-
cordingly, the scalar field’s ground state may effectively
encode horizon-related degrees of freedom, supporting
the idea that black hole entropy can be interpreted in
terms of quantum correlations across the horizon1. Pos-
sible connections between field entanglement and black
hole entropy have been recently generalized to other ther-
modynamic quantities, suggesting a broader correspon-
dence between entanglement “mechanics” and black hole
thermodynamics [28]. However, when relating black hole
properties to quantum field entanglement, it might be
noted that the field entropy is sensitive to the ultraviolet
(UV) cutoff introduced within the discretization proce-
dure, while the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy is finite by
definition [27].

Such UV sensitivity can be further investigated
through field smearing in disjoint spatial regions [29, 30]
or by imposing a UV cutoff close to Planck lengthscales,
which may allow to determine possible corrections to en-
tanglement entropy in effective quantum gravity theories
[31], with the ultimate aim of interpreting such entropy
as a microscopic, quantum-gravitational contribution to
black hole entropy. At the same time, possible area law
violations arising from nonminimal field-curvature cou-
pling have been recently studied [32], aiming to provide
further insights into the effects of geometry on the entan-
glement entropy scaling in discrete field theories.

Although substantial progress has been made in static
scenarios, the question of how entanglement entropy be-
haves in position space under fully dynamical gravita-
tional conditions remains largely open2. Initial studies
performed in (1 + 1)-dimensional Friedmann-Lemâıtre-
Robertson-Walker (FLRW) spacetimes [40, 41] were sub-
sequently generalized to realistic cosmological models,
mainly focusing on discrete scalar fields, in the attempt
to mimic the evolution of scalar inflationary perturba-
tions up to the radiation-dominated era and to under-
stand their quantum-to-classical transition [42–44].

However, a proper characterization of real-space en-
tanglement within dynamical black hole scenarios is still
missing, despite it would inevitably provide fundamental
insights into the quantum properties of black holes and
the origin of their entropy.

A simple yet instructive model for gravitational col-
lapse is represented by the Oppenheimer-Snyder (OS) so-

1 This perspective can be also inferred by artificially introducing
a horizon in flat spacetime, see, e.g., [26] for further discussions.

2 On the other hand, momentum-space entanglement [33] has been
widely studied in dynamical cosmological settings, with particu-
lar attention to interacting field theories in early-time scenarios
[34–39].

lution [45–47], which encodes essential features of black
hole formation by describing a uniform dust cloud col-
lapsing into a Schwarzschild black hole. Inside the dust
cloud, the metric is given by a closed FLRW solution,
which smoothly matches the Schwarzschild exterior. The
OS model’s simplicity and tractability make it a suitable
arena to explore how entanglement entropy behaves as
horizons form and evolve dynamically. This setting then
allows us to probe the robustness of the area law scaling
under conditions where geometry and matter fields may
evolve in time.

In order to provide a direct comparison with previous
investigations, in this work we focus on the scaling be-
havior of the ground state entanglement entropy for a
discretized scalar field during OS collapse. The ground
state dynamics is governed by Ermakov-like equations,
which we solve in order to study the time evolution of
the corresponding entanglement entropy, as the system
approaches horizon formation. Tracing out a fixed num-
ber of degrees of freedom within the collapsing region, we
show that spatial curvature effects modify the entropy
scaling during collapse, obtaining significant deviations
from area law in the presence of a sufficiently large curva-
ture parameter. We also observe that the largest contri-
bution to the total entropy is produced during the latest
stages of collapse, while such entropy may even decrease
in time during the early phases. We finally confirm that
the total amount of entanglement is observer-dependent,
highlighting the main differences between a comoving de-
scription of collapse and the expected corrections for a
Schwarzschild observer at spatial infinity. Despite the OS
model has a purely classical origin3, our results may rep-
resent a first step towards more general investigations of
non-static horizons in semiclassical models and quantum
gravity proposals, where singularities may be resolved.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we review
the OS collapse model. In Sec. III, we discuss our theo-
retical setup for discretizing the field theory and comput-
ing entanglement entropy. Our main results, including
entropy scaling and its time dependence, are presented
in Sec. V. Finally, in Sec. VI, we summarize our find-
ings and suggest potential avenues for future research.
Throughout this paper, we will consistently use natural
units c = ℏ = 1.

II. GRAVITATIONAL COLLAPSE MODEL

The OS collapse solution [46, 47] is a general relativis-
tic model describing the collapse of an initially static,
spherically symmetric and pressureless matter cloud. It
can be straightforwardly derived from general relativity,

3 See, for example, Refs. [48–50] for some proposals of quan-
tum gravitational collapse and the formulation of a quantum
OS model.
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providing Friedmann-like equations for the dynamics of
the collapsing object. One finds that the interior of the
spherical collapsing region is described by a FLRW met-
ric4 that possesses a non-zero spatial curvature,

ds2 = dt2 − a2(t)

(
dr2

1− kr2
+ r2dΩ2

)
, (1)

where dΩ2 = dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2 and k given by

k =
2GM

r3b
=
rs
r3b
, (2)

with rs denoting the Schwarzschild radius corresponding
to the total mass M .

The solution for the scale factor as a function of time
is usually given in parametric form5

a(α) =
1 + cos(α)

2
, t(α) =

1√
k

α+ sin(α)

2
, (3)

where α = 0 corresponds to the initial time t = 0. The
collapse continues until the radius of the matter sphere
reaches zero at α = π, so the collapse starts at t = 0 and
ends at tc =

π
2
√
k
. For a comoving observer, such collapse

then occurs in a finite proper time.
The time required to reach the Schwarzschild radius

rs is found by solving a(αrs)rb = rs and substituting αrs

into the parametric solution:

trs = t(αrs) =
1

2
√
k

[
2

√
rs
rb

− r2s
r2b

+ arccos

(
2rs
rb

− 1

)]
,

with a(αrs) = rs/rb = kr2b .
Next, we consider the perspective of an external ob-

server, which requires to determine the metric outside the
collapsing object. The assumption of spherical symmetry
then implies that the external geometry is described by
the Schwarzschild solution

ds2ext =
(
1− rs

R

)
dT 2 − 1(

1− rs
R

) dR2 −R2 dΩ2, (4)

where the variables T and R are the external tempo-
ral and radial coordinates, respectively. The internal
and external metrics are then matched at the matter
boundary rb, to ensure a continuous global collapse met-
ric and thus avoiding nonphysical energy shells. Setting
the boundary as R = Rb(T ) in the Schwarzschild exte-
rior and r = rb in the FLRW interior, both metrics induce

4 By identifying the radius of the matter sphere rba(t) = R(t),
with the scale factor satisfying a(t0) = 1 and t0 denoting the
initial time of collapse.

5 A simple expression can be obtained for α → 0, a(t) ≈
(9/4k)1/3(t−tc)2/3 where tc is the collapse time. By introducing
t̄ = t − tc, we notice that a(t) ∝ t̄2/3. Thus, near the collapse,
the OS model can be approximated by a collapsing EdS universe.

a 2 + 1-dimensional metric on the boundary. Equating
these induced metrics ensures the continuity of the solu-
tion, providing the proper Darmois-Israel junction con-
ditions [51]. The conditions for continuity in comoving
time read

dT

dt
=

√
1− rs

Rb(t)
+
(
dRb

dt

)2
1− rs

Rb(t)

, (5)

Rb(t) = a(t) rb, (6)

while the continuity of the extrinsic curvature follows di-
rectly from these conditions.

The exterior can be computed starting from the metric
in Novikov coordinates and replacing r by r∗, then per-
forming the matching. See for example [52]. The global
spacetime metric can then be expressed in comoving co-
ordinates as

ds2 = dt2 − a2(t)

(
dr2

1− rs
r3b
r2−r

−1
+

+ r2dΩ2

)
, (7)

where r− = min(r, rb), r+ = max(r, rb), and a(α), t(α)
are given by Eq. (3), with k replaced by k+ = rs/r

3
+.

For r ≥ rb, Eq. (7) reduces to the Schwarzschild met-
ric in Novikov coordinates [52], representing the exterior
solution, while for r < rb it reduces to Eq. (1) [46].

The t coordinate represents the proper time measured
by comoving observers who move radially inward along
with the collapsing matter inside the cloud. Outside the
matter distribution, t serves as well as the proper time
for observers who free-fall radially from rest at some fi-
nite initial altitude in the Schwarzschild geometry. In
other words, all observers described as comoving in this
coordinate system experience t as their own proper time,
whether they start deep within the collapsing matter or
begin falling from the vacuum exterior region.

As the collapse proceeds, a curvature singularity forms
at r = 0. Every comoving observer who is initially inside
the collapsing object reaches this singularity at the same
coordinate time t, reflecting the simultaneous nature of
the end of their worldlines. Outside the matter, observers
starting from higher altitudes fall inward more gradually,
reaching the singularity at later coordinate times, thus
highlighting that t increases with altitude.

III. GROUND STATE OF THE DISCRETIZED
FIELD

The action of a massive scalar field propagating in a
spatially curved FLRW spacetime can be expressed in
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the form

2S =

∫
D
d4x

√−gL

=

∫
D
d4x

√−g
{
gµν∂µϕ∂νϕ− µ2ϕ2

}
=

∫
D
dt

r2 dr√
1− kr2

dΩ a3(t)

(
ϕ̇2

− 1

a2(t)

[
(1− kr2)|∇ϕ|2rad + |∇ϕ|2ang

]
− µ2ϕ2

)
,

(8)

where µ is the field mass, k is the spatial curvature, a(t)
is the scale factor in terms of the comoving time t and g is
the determinant of the metric, while D is the integration
domain. The radial and angular parts of the gradient are
implicitly defined.

The curved space Lagrangian is defined by the relation
S =

∫
D L(t)dt, where L(t) =

∫
D d3x

√−gL. Thus, we
readily find

2L =

∫
D

r2 dr√
1− kr2

dΩ a3(t)

(
ϕ̇2

− 1

a2(t)

[
(1− kr2)|∇ϕ|2rad + |∇ϕ|2ang

]
− µ2ϕ2

)
.

(9)

A. Discretization of the scalar field theory

The scalar field Lagrangian in Eq. (9) is discretized
using the procedure outlined in Appendix A. The corre-

sponding Hamiltonian is given by

2H = K + V =

=
∑
lmj

π2
lmj

a3
+ a

(
j +

1

2

)2
√
1− kb2

(
j +

1

2

)2

×
[(

1− kb2(j + 1)2
)1/4

j + 1
ϕlm,j+1 −

(
1− kb2j2

)1/4
j

ϕlmj

]2

+ a

(
l(l + 1)

j2
+ (µab)2

)
ϕ2lmj

]
,

(10)
where the cutoff b is absorbed through appropriate
canonical transformations [53]. This transformation im-
plies a rescaling of the time coordinate by the cutoff,
thus providing a dimensionless time variable. In Eq. (10),
we display the kinetic and potential components of the
discretized Hamiltonian. The kinetic term is given by
K =

∑
lmj π

2
lmj/a

3, and the remaining sum constitutes
the potential term. Focusing on the potential term in
Eq. (10), after some algebraic manipulation, we obtain

V =

N∑
j=1

{
(1 + 2j)2

4(j + 1)2

√
[1− kb2(j + 1)2][1− kb2(j +

1

2
)2]ϕ2lm,j+1

− 2
(1 + 2j)2

4j(j + 1)

[
(1− kb2j2)(1− kb2(j + 1)2)

]1/4√
1− kb2(j +

1

2
)2 ϕlmjϕlm,j+1

+

[√
(1− kb2j2)(1− kb2(j +

1

2
)2)

(
1 +

1

j
+

1

8j2

)
+
l(l + 1)

j2
+ (µab)2

]
ϕ2lmj

}
,

(11)

where we omit for simplicity the dependence on l and
m. Further, we rewrite the potential in Eq. (11) by in-
troducing parameters Aj , Bj , and Dj :

V =

N∑
j=1

(
Ajϕ

2
j+1 − 2Bjϕj+1ϕj +Djϕ

2
j

)
. (12)

We now define the coupling matrix C̃, which determines

the quadratic form in Eq. (12). It is given by

C̃11 = D1,

C̃ii = Di +Ai−1, i ̸= N, 1

C̃i,i−1 = C̃i−1,i = −Bi,

C̃NN = AN−1.

(13)

The coupling matrix acts on ϕlm = (ϕlm1, . . . , ϕlmN )T .

In the Hamiltonian, it appears as a(t)C̃. By substituting
the parameters Aj , Bj , and Dj into Eq. (13), simplifying,

and decomposing C̃ into a time-independent component
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C and a time-dependent component T (t), we obtain C̃ =
C + T (t), where



C11 = 9
4

√
(1− 9

4kb
2)(1− kb2) + l(l + 1),

Cii =

√
1−kb2j2

j2

(
(j + 1/2)2

√
1− kb2 (j + 1/2)

2

+(j − 1/2)2
√

1− kb2 (j − 1/2)
2

)
+ l(l+1)

j2 ,

Ci,i−1 = − (j+1/2)2

j(j+1) ×√
[1− kb2 (j + 1/2)

2
]
√
(1− kb2j2)(1− kb2(j + 1)2),

CNN = (N−1/2)2

N2

√
1− kb2 (N − 1/2)

2√
1− kb2N2.T ii = [µba]2,

TNN = 0.

(14)
Defining the vector πlm analogously to ϕlm, we can write
the Hamiltonian in vector form as

2H = 2
∑
lm

Hlm =
∑
lm

{
π2

lm

a3
+ aϕT

lmC̃ϕlm

}
. (15)

Here, we have implicitly defined Hlm. Since the time-
dependent part of C̃ is diagonal, we can diagonalize C̃
by diagonalizing C, which is always possible because C
is real and symmetric. We then perform an orthonormal
transformation, ϕ′

lm = Uϕlm, such that

Γ̃
2
= UC̃UT =

(
Γ2
i + [µba(t)]2

)
δij , (16)

where Γ2
i are the eigenvalues of C. Since C is not

Toeplitz in spherical coordinates , Γ2
i should be com-

puted numerically6. For simplicity, we omit the explicit
l-dependence in Γ, unless required. Thus, we can rewrite
Hlm as

2Hlm =
(π′

lm)2

a3
+ a(ϕ′

lm)T Γ̃
2
ϕ′

lm

=

N∑
j=1

(
(π′

lmj)
2

a3
+ a
[
Γ2
j + (µba(t))2

]
(ϕ′lmj)

2

)
.

(17)

6 Specifically, in Cartesian coordinates, C is tri-diagonal with each
diagonal being constant. On the other hand, in spherical coordi-
nates, C remains tri-diagonal, but its diagonals are not constant.
Constant diagonals allow for recursive formulas to obtain the de-
terminant and, consequently, enable the calculation of eigenval-
ues analytically. However, if the diagonals are not constant, an
analytical closed-form solution for computing the eigenvalues is
not generally known.

B. Ground state of the discretized field

The Hamiltonian displayed in Eq. (17) can be quan-
tized via the substitutions

π′
lmj → ⟨ϕ′lmj |π̂′

lmj |Ψ⟩ = −iℏ ∂

∂ϕ′lmj

⟨ϕ′lmj |Ψ⟩,

ϕ′lmj → ⟨ϕ′lmj |ϕ̂′lmj |Ψ⟩ = ϕ′lmj⟨ϕ′lmj |Ψ⟩,
(18)

where |Ψ⟩ denotes the discretized field state vector, ϕ̂ and
π̂ represent the canonical operators of the field, and ϕ′lmj
denote the discretized degrees of freedom of the field.
Applying these quantization rules yields

Ĥlm =

N∑
j=1

{
(π̂′

lmj)
2

2M(t)
+

1

2
M(t)ω2

j (t)(ϕ̂
′
lmj)

2

}
, (19)

which describes a system of uncoupled harmonic oscilla-
tors with time-dependent mass and frequency. In partic-
ular, we define

M(t) = a3(t), and ωj =
1

a

√
Γ2
j + [µba(t)]2.

To determine the ground state of this Hamiltonian, one
needs to solve the Ermakov-like equation [54–56]

ρ̈j +
Ṁ

M
ρ̇j + ω2

jρj =
1

M2ρ3j
. (20)

Once ρj is determined, the ground state ofHlm (restoring
the explicit l-dependence) is given by

ψlm
0 = ⟨ϕ′

lm|0⟩

=

N∏
j=1

clmj e
iαlj

0 (t) exp

[
−1

2

(
1

ρ2lj
− iMρ̇lj

ρlj

)
(ϕ′lmj)

2

]
,

(21)
where clmj are the wavefunction normalization constants
and αlj

n (t) are phase factors ensuring that the solution
satisfies the Schrödinger equation. They are given by

αlj
n (t) = −

(
n+

1

2

)∫ t

0

dt′

M(t′)ρ2lj(t
′)
,

where n is the energy quantum number. Since the to-
tal Hamiltonian in Eq. (15) is separable, the complete
ground state is given by

Ψ0 =

∞∏
l=0

l∏
m=−l

ψlm
0 . (22)

C. Analytical ground state solutions

We now specify the above-presented techniques to the
case of spherical collapse.
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Remarkably, a generic solution, namely a solution valid
in any general background, is not analytical. However,
under precise conditions, useful to understand the behav-
ior of the solution close to given regions, it is possible to
argue analytical solution.

The main purpose of this subsection is to provide an
example, under the form of analytical solution, that char-
acterizes the ground state structure of our field.

To do so, let us consider the Ermakov-like relation in
Eq. (20) that can be recast as

Ẅ +

(
ω2(t)− 9

4
H2(t)− 3

2
Ḣ(t)

)
W =

1

W 3
, (23)

where we have introduced W = ρe
g
2 and g = ln(M).

Further, H = ȧ/a is the Hubble function, and ω is one
of the eigenvalues of the coupling matrix. Both W and
ω depend on l and j, but we omit these indices for sim-
plicity.

Defining f2(t) = ω2(t)− 9
4H

2(t)− 3
2Ḣ(t), the general

solution of Eq. (20) can be then expressed as

C1ρ
2 =

z2

M

[
1 +

(
C2 + C1

∫
dt

z2

)2
]
, (24)

where z is any nontrivial solution of the equation

z̈ = −f2lj(t)z = −
[

1

a2(t)

(
Γ2
lj + (µa(t)b)2

)
− 9

4
H2 − 3

2
Ḣ

]
z,

(25)
thus having explicit dependence on l. Eq. (25) admits
analytical solutions only in special cases. Furthermore,
evaluating the integral in Eq. (24) poses significant chal-
lenges.

1. Ground state in the Einstein-de Sitter background

One of the rare cases in which an analytical solution
of the Ermakov-like equation (23) can be found is for the
Einstein-de Sitter (EdS) universe. Although this metric
cannot model gravitational collapse, it can approximate
it when the spatial curvature is small or at times near
the collapse, as we have shown in the footnote of Sec.

II. Notably, since H(t) = 2/(3t) and a(t) = (t/t0)
2/3

, the

expression 9H2/4+3Ḣ/2 appearing in Eq. (25) vanishes.
Consequently, flj = ωlj , and the frequencies flj simplify
to

flj = ωlj =
c

(t/t0)
2/3

√√√√Γ2
lj +

[
µ

(
t

t0

)2/3

b

]2
. (26)

To find the ground state, we need to solve

z̈ = − c2(
t
t0

)4/3
Γ2

lj +

(
µ

(
t

t0

)2/3

b

)2
 z, (27)

which in the case of massless fields gives

z̈ = −
(plj
33

)2/3 z

t4/3
, (28)

with (plj/27)
2/3

= Γ2
ljt

4/3
0 . A particular solution is

z(t) = cos
(

3
√
pljt
)
+ 3
√
pljt sin

(
3
√
pljt
)
.

Substituting into Eq. (24), we obtain the following solu-
tion

ρ =
|z|c√
C1a3

[
1 +

(
C2 + C1

∫
dt

z2

)2
] 1

2

=
c |cos ( 3

√
pljt) + 3

√
pljt sin ( 3

√
pljt)|√

C1

(
t
t0

)2
1 +

C2 + C1

−
3
(
plj cos ( 3

√
pljt)

3
√
t− p

2/3
lj sin ( 3

√
pljt)

)
p2lj sin (

3
√
pljt)

3
√
t+ p

5/3
lj cos ( 3

√
pljt)

2


1
2

.

(29)

From Eq. (29), we notice that ρ cannot change sign
during its evolution. Fixing the initial conditions for ρ,
namely ρ(t0;C1, C2) = ρ0 and ρ̇(t0;C1, C2) = ρ̇0, is ana-
lytically nontrivial. One could consider the low-frequency
limit plj → 0 to obtain an approximate solution for the
low-frequency modes:

z = 1 +
1

2
(pljt)

2/3
, (30)

which leads to the approximate expression

ρ =
1 + 1

2 (pljt)
2/3√

C1

(
t
t0

)2
×
{
1 +

[
C2 + C1t

(
1− 3

5
(pljt)

2/3

)]2} 1
2

.

(31)

Similarly, choosing the initial conditions for the asymp-



7

totic solution of ρ remains challenging. Therefore, we
illustrate the solution by plotting it for specific values of
C1 and C2. In Fig. 1, we display the full solution given by
Eq. (29). Note that the ground state of the discretized
field, as given in Eq. (22), encompasses both low- and
high-frequency modes: the low-frequency modes evolve
via simple power laws, as one can deduce from Eq.(31),
whereas the high-frequency modes exhibit nontrivial os-
cillatory behavior.
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FIG. 1: Top: Full solution for ρ(t) in the EdS universe, with
plj = 1, t0 = 1, and selected initial conditions. Bottom:
Same as the top plot, but for high-frequency modes with plj =
104.

IV. ENTANGLEMENT ENTROPY SCALING OF
THE GROUND STATE

In this section, we outline the procedure for computing
the entanglement entropy scaling of the ground state,
Eq. (22), for a time-dependent system of N harmonic
oscillators. We partition the oscillators into two sets:

• Inside Region (V ): Contains the n oscillators lo-
cated within a specified closed volume V , modeled
as a three-dimensional sphere centered at the ori-
gin.

• Outside Region: Contains the remaining N − n
oscillators outside this sphere.

Since the ground state in Eq. (22) is a pure state, the
von Neumann entropy serves as an appropriate entangle-
ment measure. By tracing out the degrees of freedom
corresponding to the n inside oscillators, we obtain the
reduced density matrix for the outside region. Notably,
because the total system factorizes into radial and an-
gular parts (labeled by l and m), the partial trace over
the inside region leaves the angular degrees of freedom
factorized, while the radial degrees of freedom become
mixed. In the density matrix representation, this can be
expressed as

ρ
(3D)
out = TrV [ρ

(3D)] =

∞⊗
l=0

l⊗
m=−l

ρ
(1D)
out,lm, (32)

where ρ(3D) = |Ψ0⟩⟨Ψ0| is the density matrix represent-

ing the three-dimensional ground state, ρ
(3D)
out is the den-

sity matrix after tracing out the inside region, and ρ
(1D)
out,lm

is the reduced density matrix for the radial mode associ-
ated with quantum numbers l and m.
Since the von Neumann entropy is additive, namely

S(ρ1 ⊗ ρ2) = S(ρ1) + S(ρ2), we focus on the one-

dimensional Gaussian7 states ρ
(1D)
out,lm. The total entropy

is then given by

S(ρ
(3D)
out ) =

∞∑
l=0

l∑
m=−l

S
(
ρ
(1D)
out,lm

)
. (33)

Because the entanglement entropy of a Gaussian state
depends only on the matrix defining its quadratic form,
we denote this key object as the ground state matrix Σl:

Σl
αβ =

[
1

ρ2lα
− iM

ρ̇lα
ρlα

]
δαβ . (34)

Thus, we have

S
(
ρ
(1D)
out,lm

)
= S

(
Σl
)
.

Since Σl depends only on l, summing over m yields

S(ρ
(3D)
out ) =

∞∑
l=0

(2l + 1)S
(
Σl
)
. (35)

Although the computation of the entanglement en-
tropy now resembles the time-independent scenario, the
presence of an imaginary part in Σl introduces additional
complications. Nonetheless, the full three-dimensional
problem is reduced to a sum over independent one-
dimensional problems indexed by l. The computation of
the entanglement entropy for each one-dimensional time-
dependent harmonic oscillator is presented below in Sec.
IVA.

7 This comes from the fact that Ψ0 is Gaussian.
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The entanglement entropy depends on the number n
of traced-out oscillators. Tracing out n oscillators cor-
responds to removing the first n spherical shells, with
the radial coordinate given by rn = bn. To make this
dependence explicit, we write

S(rn) =

∞∑
l=0

(2l + 1)Sn

(
Σl
)
, (36)

where Sn

(
Σl
)
emphasizes the dependence on the radial

coordinate. The total entropy then follows an area law
if S(rn) ∝ r2n, a scaling behavior that has been demon-
strated for the ground state of minimally coupled scalar
fields in static spacetimes [3, 4].

A. Entanglement entropy of a complex ground
state matrix

This section introduces a method for computing the
scaling of entanglement entropy in the ground state of
a time-dependent system. Specifically, our aim is to de-
termine the entanglement entropy scaling for the state
described in Eq. (22). Time dependence introduces an
imaginary component within the ground state matrix.
In the previous section IV, we demonstrated how to re-
duce the full three-dimensional case to an effective one-
dimensional system. Here, we extend the procedure out-
lined in Appendix B, to determine the scaling of entan-
glement entropy in a time-dependent, one-dimensional
harmonic system.

Consider a Gaussian ground state in which the ground
state matrix Σl is given by Eq. (34), which we rewrite
as

Σ(t) = ΣR(t) + iΣI(t), (37)

where ΣR and ΣI are real matrices. When employing
normal coordinates, we know that Σ(t) is diagonal. Let
y be the normal coordinate vector. Then the ground
state is given by

Ψ = Det

(
ΣR

π

) 1
4

e−
1
2y

TΣy, (38)

where Ψ here plays the role of the state ψlm
0 defined in

Sec. IV. The ground state density matrix is given by

ρ(y,y′) = Det
1
2

(
ΣR

π

)
e−

1
2 (y

TΣy+y′TΣ∗y′).

We can perform exactly the same steps as in Appendix
B, where the case of real ground state matrix is treated,
taking onto account however also the complex conjugates.
We arrive at a similar result to Eq. (B8), which now reads

γ̃ := γ + iδ := D − 1

2
BTA−1

R B, β :=
1

2
B†A−1

R B,

(39)

where β† = β and γ̃T = γ̃. With these definitions, we
rewrite the density matrix as

ρout(ηN ,η
′
N ) = Det

1
2
(
πA−1

R

)
Det

1
2

(
ΣR

π

)
×

× e−
1
2 (η

T
NγηN+η′T

N γη′
N−2η′T

N βηN)e
i
2 (η

T
NδηN+η′T

N δη′
N).
(40)

The fact that γ̃ is complex but not Hermitian does not al-
low to diagonalize it with an orthonormal basis change.
However, according to [41], for the computation of the
eigenvalues of the density matrix we can neglect its imag-
inary part: the matrix δ. So, setting δ = 0 do not affect
the eigenvalues and we can still proceed as in the flat
spacetime scenario. We perform two consecutive coordi-
nate transformations. The first transformation, η = V η̃,
diagonalizes the matrix γ, resulting in γD = V TγV .
The second transformation is defined by η̄ =

√
γD η̃,

which further simplifies the expression. After apply-
ing these orthogonal coordinate transformations, the out
density matrix becomes

ρout(η̄N , η̄
′
N ) ∝ e−

1
2 (η̄

T
N η̄N+(η̄′

N )T η̄′
N−2η̄T

N β̃η̄′
N), (41)

where

β̃ = γ
−1/2
D V TβV γ

−1/2
D . (42)

In the flat spacetime case, we can perform an additional
real orthonormal basis change that diagonalizes β̃ [40].
After this transformation, the reduced density matrix as-
sumes a factorized form, making it straightforward to
compute its eigenvalues. As one can see, the out density
matrix only depends on the angular momentum index
l, as the dependence is hidden in the definition of β̃.

Eq.(41) corresponds to ρ
(1D)
lm,out in Sec. IV, Eq.(33).

However, in the current scenario, we cannot proceed
as in flat spacetime because β̃ is not real and symmetric
but Hermitian. Although β̃ is still diagonalizable, the
change of basis is unitary rather than orthogonal. As a
result, the reduced density matrix cannot be expressed
as a product state. Nevertheless, we can still compute
the eigenvalues of the reduced density matrix Eq. (41),
which are given by the min(n,N − n) solutions to the
equation

Det

(
2I − λβ̃ − 1

λ
β̃
T
)

= 0. (43)

Let us denote the solutions of this equation by ξi. Due
to the similarity of the eigenvalue structure to the time-
independent case, the entanglement entropy can be ex-
pressed in the same manner as in flat spacetime

Sn(ρout) = −
N−n∑
i=1

{
ln(1− ξi) +

ξi
1− ξi

ln ξi

}
, (44)

where Sn(ρout) is the von Neumann entropy of the out
density matrix. This result has been used in Eq.(36). In
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particular, we include the subscript n to emphasize the
dependence on the size of the inaccessible region. The ξi
are now functions of time, and thus the entropy depends
on time as well.

1. Finding the eigenvalues

As discussed above, we need to solve the determinant
equation, Eq. (43), in order to find the entanglement en-
tropy of the ground state. Accordingly, we first reformu-
late the problem into a quadratic eigenvalue problem, and
then we linearize it into a generalized eigenvalue problem.

Instead of solving the determinant equation (43), we
can equivalently solve the eigenvalue problem(

2I − λβ̃ − 1

λ
β̃
T
)
v = 0. (45)

where v is an eigenvector. Multiplying both sides of
the determinant equation by λ, we obtain the quadratic
eigenvalue problem(

−λ2β̃ + 2λI − β̃
T
)
v = 0. (46)

The above equation is equivalent to[
λ2β − λ(2γ) + βT

]
z = 0, (47)

where z is a different eigenvector but λ is the same eigen-
value. To solve this quadratic eigenvalue problem, we
linearize it by introducing a new vector w defined by

wT = (λz, z).

Then, the quadratic eigenvalue problem is equivalent to
the generalized eigenvalue problem

Fw = λGw, (48)

where

F =

(
−2γ βT

I 0

)
, G =

(
−β 0
0 I

)
.

The system Eq. (48) can now be solved using numeri-
cal techniques such as the eig function from the scipy
library, which computes the eigenvalues λ. The eigenval-
ues λ obtained from solving Eq. (48) correspond to the
solutions of the original determinant equation (43).

B. Summary on how to compute the entanglement
entropy scaling

To summarize, the procedure for computing the entan-
glement entropy scaling is as follows:

• Solve the Ermakov-like Equation: For each
eigenvalue Γ2

lj ofC, (defined by Eqs. (14) and (16)),
solve

ρ̈lj + 3Hρ̇lj +
1

a2(t)

[
Γ2
lj + (µa(t)b)2

]
ρlj =

1
a6(t)ρ3

lj
,

ρlj(t0) =
c

(a3(t0)
√

Γ2
lj+(µa(t0)b)2)

1/2 ,

ρ̇lj(t0) = 0,

(49)
where H = ȧ/a is the Hubble function and
the initial conditions are chosen so that at t0
the ground state coincides with the flat-spacetime
ground state.

• Define the Ground State Matrix: Set

Σl
ij(t) =

[
1

ρ2lj
− iM

ρ̇lj
ρlj

]
δij .

• Compute the Entanglement Entropy: Eval-

uate S
(
Σl(t)

)
following the method described in

Section IVA, and then use Eq. (36) to obtain the
total entropy.

V. ENTANGLEMENT ENTROPY DURING
GRAVITATIONAL COLLAPSE

We now aim to investigate the time evolution and the
scaling of the ground state entanglement entropy for a
scalar field propagating in the collapsing background out-
lined in Eq. (7). In the attempt to interpret the entangle-
ment entropy as the thermodynamic entropy of a black
hole, we focus on the field degrees of freedom within the
spatial region inside the collapsing sphere, r < rb. In this
region, the background evolution is described by the spa-
tially curved FLRWmetric presented in Eq. (1). We then
recall the action presented in Eq. (8), which describes the
propagation of the scalar field within the collapsing re-
gion. We aim to compute the entropy measured by an
observer which is at rest with respect to the free-falling
matter. Since the global metric is given by Eq. (7), we un-
derline that a Novikov outside observer in free fall would
measure the same entropy8.
Table I presents the collapse parameters employed in

our analysis, which are chosen to be compatible with
numerical methods9 and to ensure a non-negligible spa-
tial curvature k. If the collapse has not yet occurred
then rb ≥ rs, which implies k ≤ 1/r2s . Using a black

8 We highlight that a different result would be obtained by a
Schwarzschild observer, i.e., an observer at rest with respect to
the center of the collapsing matter, located at spatial infinity.
Below, we also provide a qualitative explanation of this scenario.

9 All quantities are of order unity to prevent numerical algorithms
from failing due to excessively large or small values.
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hole mass of 3M⊙, the lowest mass expected for an
astrophysical black hole, we obtain the upper bound
k ⪅ 10−8 m−2 ≈ 10−40 GeV2. Thus, we expect low val-
ues for the scalar curvature in astrophysical black holes.
On the other hand, primordial black holes could be, in
principle, considerably smaller than astrophysical ones,
so they may fall within the above-discussed mass range.

TABLE I: OS Collapse Parameters

Parameter Value

rs (GeV−1) 1

rb (GeV−1) 2.0

k (GeV2) 0.125

tc (GeV−1) 4.443

trs (GeV−1) 3.636

Regarding the other parameters, we use b = rb/N ,
where N is the total number of spherical shells, and set
µ = 0 unless otherwise specified.

We always consider the dimensionless area, defined as
Ac = 4πn2, where n is a positive integer and the subscript
c stands for comoving. The correct physical dimensions
can be recovered by multiplying the dimensionless area
by the squared cutoff parameter. We underline that all
the above calculations are presented in comoving coor-
dinates. Accordingly, the lengths and areas that an ob-
server would measure are obtained by multiplying comov-
ing lengths by the scale factor. Consequently, we define
the dimensionless physical area as Ap = a2(t)Ac. The
general relations between physical and comoving quanti-
ties are

S(Ap) = S(a2Ac) and
∂S

∂Ap
=

1

a2
∂S

∂Ac
, (50)

where S is the entanglement entropy. We begin by verify-
ing whether the area law holds within the OS collapsing
background. From the numerical results presented in the
top panel of Fig. 2, it is evident that the ground state en-
tanglement entropy is not expected to follow an area law.
The magnitude of the deviation can be traced back to
the spatial curvature k. Accordingly, when dealing with
realistic astrophysical collapse scenarios, such deviations
are typically less pronounced. We evaluated the entan-
glement entropy at four distinct time points, selecting a
sufficiently large number of shells. Our outcomes demon-
strate that the entanglement entropy does not scale with
the area of the region which is traced out, at each fixed
comoving time. Nevertheless, sufficiently close to the ori-
gin, an area law is recovered, in agreement with a spa-
tially flat EdS universe. This is guaranteed by the fact
that Eq. (14) reduces to the spatially flat EdS universe if
kb2j2 ≪ 1. This suggests that the leading correction to
the area law in the collapsing background, and possibly
also in the Schwarzschild region, may be directly related
to the nonzero spatial curvature found in the interior re-
gion. Referring to the top panel of Fig. 2, we observe

that the entanglement entropy is not monotonic in time,
as it initially decreases and then increases as the collapse
progresses. Since this entropy is expressed in terms of
the comoving area, an observer would not measure it di-
rectly. The same entropy is then shown in the bottom
panel of Fig. 2 as function of the physical area Ap for
the same fixed times.
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FIG. 2: Top: Ground state entanglement entropy as function
of the dimensionless comoving area Ac for various comoving
times. The collapse parameters are reported in Table I. We
computed the entropy up to the 51st shell (n = 51) out of a
total of 60 shells (N = 60). We fixed lmax = 1500 to achieve a
tolerance of approximately 10−4%, as discussed in [31]. Bot-
tom: Ground state entanglement entropy as function of the
physical area Ap = a2Ac. The parameters used are the same
as in the top panel. The curves stop at a definite value of Ap

because the physical area is shrinking with the scale factor.

As previously mentioned, the quantities that an ac-
tual observer would measure are the physical ones. In-
specting Eq. (50), one can deduce that the physical slope
diverges10 as the collapse time is approached. This be-
havior can be intuitively inferred from Fig. 2 and it is
more precisely confirmed in Fig. 3.

In the presence of an area law, the slope of the entan-
glement entropy would be the sole parameter necessary

10 It is understood that the entropy follows an area law. The general
condition for having the divergence if the entropy asymptotically
behaves as a power law aα is α < 2.
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to determine the entropy at any given shell or distance
from the origin. This is precisely the case in the region
near the origin, where the condition kb2j2 ≪ 1 is satis-
fied11. In this region, we have

S = λp(t)Ap(t) = λc(t)Ac, (51)

where λc = ∂S/∂Ac. We underline that this region is
relevant because it describes an approximately flat EdS
cosmology. Thus, time-reversing the entanglement en-
tropy in this region also describes the evolution of the
entropy for a fixed comoving volume during the matter-
dominated phase of the universe’s history12.

In Fig. 3, we present the time dependence of the slope
of the entanglement entropy in the region where it ap-
proximately satisfies an area law during the collapse. The
top plot displays the physical slope λp in the approxi-
mately spatially flat region. In the bottom plot, the co-
moving slope is shown. The observed oscillations can be
attributed to the oscillatory character of the imaginary
part of the ground state matrix, reported in the bottom
plot of Fig. 4.

A notable distinction in the entropy evolution is that,
within the flat region, the entropy increases monotoni-
cally, whereas near the boundary, it can also decrease, as
illustrated in the bottom plot of Fig. 2. Clearly, if the
spatial curvature is very small, we would observe a mono-
tonic entropy up to the boundary of the matter sphere.

The slope appears to diverge as t approaches tc. Im-
portantly, a divergent slope does not necessarily imply
that the entropy itself diverges in our context. However,
Fig. 5, which depict the ground state entanglement en-
tropy computed at a given shell as a function of time,
suggests that the entropy may also diverge. From the
bottom plot, we can also deduce that the shell we fix
does not have an huge impact on the functional form of
the entropy. At t = tc, when all matter has collapsed
into the singularity, the system ceases to exist as space
contracts into a point. In this limit, the here-employed
mathematical framework becomes inapplicable, and thus
our numerical simulations are unable to accurately depict
the final stages of collapse.

As usual, we expect that quantum gravity effects
would intervene to prevent the formation of a singularity,
thereby ensuring that the entanglement entropy remains
continuous. For instance, Ref. [57] presents semiclassi-
cal collapse models that may lead to regular black hole
solutions. Nonetheless, Figs. 2, 3 and 5 indicate that

11 With the parameters of Fig. 2, we have kb2j2 ≈ 10−2 ≪ 1 for
the first few shells. Furthermore, we numerically verified that the
area law holds near the origin by computing the entropy scaling
in this region.

12 Remarkably, we impose the initial condition H0 = 0, which can-
not be realized at any finite time if k = 0. Indeed, we are as-
suming that the system will evolve into a system of standard
harmonic oscillators in flat spacetime after infinite time.
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FIG. 3: Top: Physical slope of the approximate area law near
the origin, as a function of comoving time. The collapse starts
at t = 0, and the sphere reaches the Schwarzschild radius at
trs = 3.636, while the singularity is reached at tc = 4.443.
Bottom: Comoving slope of the approximate area law near
the origin as a function of comoving time. We restricted the
time domain to t < trs to highlight the oscillations that occur
during the collapse. For both plots, we computed the entropy
up to the 25th shell out of a total of 30 shells. We fixed
lmax = 500 to achieve a tolerance of less than 0.01%.

spacetime contraction during collapse inevitably affects
entanglement entropy within the interior spatial region.

We also aim to understand the amount of entropy mea-
sured by an observer located far from the gravitational
well. In the coordinate system we use, no event horizon is
present. However, as demonstrated in Sec. II, the phys-
ical radius of the sphere, R(t) = a(t)rb, will ultimately
decrease below the Schwarzschild radius, indicating the
formation of a black hole. To determine what an exter-
nal observer would measure in Schwarzschild coordinates,
we move back the global metric in Schwarzschild coordi-
nates, R, T , defined in Eq. (4), instead of the comoving
coordinates, r, t, employed thus far. Unfortunately, the
interior metric in these coordinates does not allow an an-
alytic computation of the entropy. For now, we defer
solving the complete problem to future investigations.
Instead of addressing the problem exactly, we compute
the Schwarzschild time as a function of the comoving one,
by integrating Eq. (5). As mentioned in Sec. II, for an
external Schwarzschild observer, the full collapse neces-
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FIG. 4: Top: Real part of the matrix elements Re(Σl
j). These

are obtained by solving the Ermakov-like equation Eq. (20)
and using Eq. (34). They describe how the ground state of
the field evolves in time for each angular momentum mode l
and normal mode j. Bottom: Imaginary part of the matrix
elements Im(Σl

j).

sarily requires an infinite amount of time. Therefore, the
time interval t > trs is not observable by a Schwarzschild
observer, as the collapsing sphere takes an infinite time
to reach the Schwarzschild radius.

Fig. 6 shows the entanglement entropy computed
in comoving coordinates as function of the standard
Schwarzschild time coordinate. The µ = 0 entropy is
the same as the one shown in Fig. 3, while in the other
we increased the field mass. It should be noted that
Fig. 6 provides a qualitative description of the entropy
scaling, since a more refined approach would require the
computation the entanglement entropy in Schwarzschild
coordinates.

Nevertheless, the divergence of T (t) as t → tsch indi-
cates that a standard Schwarzschild observer would per-
ceive the entanglement entropy approaching an asymp-
totic value as the physical matter boundary radius ap-
proaches the Schwarzschild radius13. Thus, despite Fig. 6
lacks quantitative precision, it effectively captures the ex-
pected qualitative behavior of the entanglement entropy.

13 This divergence can be deduced by inspecting Eq. (5).

0 1 2 3 4

t

0

50

100

150

200

S
(ρ

ou
t)

n=2

n=7

n=13

n=19

n=25

0 1 2 3 4

t

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

R
es

ca
le

d
S

(ρ
ou

t)

n=2

n=7

n=13

n=19

n=25

FIG. 5: Ground state entanglement entropy computed at a
given shell as a function of time. In the top plot, we present
the real entropy values, while in the bottom plot, we show
the rescaled and shifted curves to facilitate a fair comparison
of the functional dependence of the entropy on time for the
chosen shells. The rescaling ensures that each entropy reaches
unity at the final time. The parameters are the same used in
Fig. 3.

VI. FINAL REMARKS AND OUTLOOKS

In this study, we investigated the dynamics of the
ground state entanglement entropy for a discretized
scalar field within the OS gravitational collapse model.
Following standard approaches, the ground state has
been derived as a product of Gaussian states associated
with a set of uncoupled harmonic oscillators with time-
dependent masses and frequencies. We initially solved
the Ermakov-like equations to determine the ground
state of the system, then computing the entanglement
entropy associated with different spatial partitions dur-
ing the collapse.

We observed that, within astrophysical collapse sce-
narios, the entanglement entropy exhibits several novel
features with respect to static spacetimes. In particular,
deviations from an area law typically arise in the pres-
ence of spatial curvature effects, while in the limit of a
spatially flat spacetime (k = 0) the area law is recov-
ered, and only minor deviations are observed in realistic
collapse scenarios characterized by negligible curvature.

Furthermore, we highlighted that the entanglement en-
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FIG. 6: The entropy is identical to that in Fig. 3, but it is plot-
ted against the time measured by an external observer using
standard Schwarzschild coordinates. The entropy asymptoti-
cally approaches S(trs).

tropy exhibits a non-monotonic evolution in comoving
time. During the early stages of collapse, the entropy de-
creases, while it becomes larger as the system approaches
the central singularity. This oscillatory behavior can be
traced back to the interplay between the real and imagi-
nary components of the ground state matrix correspond-
ing to the discretized field.

As the collapse proceeds toward the singularity, both
the slope of the entanglement entropy with respect to
the physical area and the entropy itself are expected to
diverge. This divergence emphasizes the need for a quan-
tum gravitational treatment to fully describe the physics
of gravitational collapse and thus the corresponding en-
tanglement features.

We also underlined that the perceived evolution of
the entanglement entropy is observer-dependent. In par-
ticular, for an external Novikov (free-falling) observer,
the amount of entanglement entropy is consistent with
calculations in comoving coordinates. In contrast, a
Schwarzschild observer at spatial infinity perceives the
collapse as occurring over an infinite duration, such that
the entanglement entropy asymptotically approaches a
finite value. This discrepancy highlights the influence of
the observer’s frame of reference on the interpretation of
the collapse dynamics.

Our study suggests that quantum entanglement can
play an active role in addressing the physics of gravita-
tional collapse, including possible connections to black
hole thermodynamics and horizon formation, which have
been widely studied in static scenarios. In particular, de-
viations from the area law and the increasing amount en-
tanglement near singularities may help to illuminate how
quantum correlations develop in strong-gravity regimes.
The here-observed divergences hint at deeper physics,
thus suggesting that a more comprehensive quantum

gravity framework is likely required to fully understand
the ultimate fate of field entanglement near singularities.
Looking ahead, several directions remain open: while

our analysis treated the ground-state configuration in the
interior region, an important extension involves applying
appropriate boundary conditions for the quantum field
at the horizon, in order to match them with the exte-
rior Schwarzschild geometry. Such matching may alter
or refine the entropy profile near the horizon as it forms.
Furthermore, in order to address the divergence in the
latest stages of collapse, it is necessary to move beyond
the here-presented classical treatment of background ge-
ometry; semiclassical collapse models may offer better
insight into near-singularity dynamics, and some quan-
tum generalizations of the OS model have been proposed
in recent years. At the same time, further studies might
also clarify whether these entanglement profiles may of-
fer insights into long-standing issues related to black hole
information and holographic dualities.
Additionally, it would be interesting to provide an

exact computation of the entanglement entropy for an
external Schwarzschild observer, in order to determine
whether the observed deviations from the area law mainly
arise from using comoving coordinates or from the sys-
tem’s intrinsic time dependence. More generally, our
results show a complex entanglement structure in the
presence of a dynamical background, thus representing
a step toward a deeper understanding of quantum fields
in strong-gravity regimes. By refining numerical and an-
alytical tools to account for both spatial curvature and
time-dependent processes, we expect that quantum in-
formation tools may play a key role in enhancing our
understanding of black holes and quantum gravity.
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and Hassan Hassanabadi. Some new properties of black
holes in the quantum oppenheimer-snyder model. Physics
Letters B, 860:139182, 2025.

[51] W. B. Bonnor and P. A. Vickers. Junction conditions
in general relativity. General Relativity and Gravitation,
13(1):29–36, 1981.

[52] Charles W. Misner, Kip S. Thorne, and John Archibald
Wheeler. Gravitation. W. H. Freeman and Company,
San Francisco, 1973.

[53] S. Mahesh Chandran and S. Shankaranarayanan. Dy-

namical scaling symmetry and asymptotic quantum cor-
relations for time-dependent scalar fields. Physical Re-
view D, 107(2):025003, 2023.

[54] P. G. L. Leach. On a direct method for the determination
of an exact invariant for the time-dependent harmonic
oscillator. The ANZIAM Journal, 20(1):97–105, 1977.

[55] M. A. Lohe. Exact time dependence of solutions to the
time-dependent schrödinger equation. Journal of Physics
A: Mathematical and Theoretical, 42(3):035307, 2009.

[56] Vasilij Petrovich Ermakov. Second-order differential
equations: Conditions of complete integrability. Applica-
ble Analysis and Discrete Mathematics, 2:123–145, 2008.
Originally published in 1880.

[57] Daniele Malafarina. Semi-classical dust collapse and reg-
ular black holes. 9 2022.

Appendix A: Spherical harmonics discretization:
procedure in curved FLRW spacetime

This appendix outlines the general discretization pro-
cedure for a 3+1-dimensional scalar field theory exhibit-
ing spherical symmetry. Consider the Lagrangian of a
massive scalar field in a curved FLRW spacetime, Eq. (9),
expressed in spherical coordinates

2L =

∫
D

r2 dr√
1− kr2

dΩ a3(t)

(
ϕ̇2 − 1

a(t)2

[
(1− kr2)(∂rϕ)

2 +
1

r2
(∂θϕ)

2 +
1

r2 sin2 θ
(∂φϕ)

2

]
− µ2ϕ2

)
= K +R+A+M,

(A1)

where µ denotes the field mass, k is the spatial curvature
parameter, and the integration domain D covers the rele-
vant range of the radial coordinate. Here, the Lagrangian
is decomposed into four terms: the kinetic term K (in-
volving the time derivative of the field), the radial term
R (involving derivatives with respect to the radial coor-
dinate), the angular term A (involving derivatives with
respect to the angular variables), and the mass term M .

Next, we decompose ϕ in terms of real spherical har-
monics:


ϕlm(t, r) =

∫
Ylm(θ, φ)ϕ(t, r, θ, φ) dΩ,

ϕ(t, r, θ, φ) =

∞∑
l=0

l∑
m=−l

ϕlm(t, r)Ylm(θ, φ).

(A2)

Substituting the decomposition from Eq. (A2) into the
Lagrangian allows us to evaluate the angular integrals,
which simplify due to the orthogonality of the real spher-
ical harmonics. We explicitly address only the integral of
the angular term A, as it is the most complex. Evaluating

the angular integral by parts, we obtain∫
|∇ϕ|2ang dΩ = −

∫
ϕ(∇2

angϕ) dΩ

= −
∫ (∑

lm

ϕlmYlm

)(∑
l′m′

ϕl′m′∇2Yl′m′

)
dΩ

= −
∑
lm

∑
l′m′

ϕlmϕl′m′

∫
Ylm

(
− l

′(l′ + 1)

r2
Yl′m′

)
dΩ

=
∑
lm

∑
l′m′

ϕlmϕl′m′
l′(l′ + 1)

r2

∫
YlmYl′m′ dΩ

=
∑
lm

l(l + 1)

r2
ϕ2lm(r).

(A3)
In the third line, we have utilized the relation ∇2Ylm =

− l(l+1)
r2 Ylm. Therefore, using the result above, the ex-

pression for the angular part of the Lagrangian becomes

A =

∫
D

r2dr√
1− kr2

[
−a|∇ϕ|2ang

]
=
∑
lm

∫
D

r2dr√
1− kr2

[
−al(l + 1)

r2
ϕ2lm

] (A4)

Combining all contributions, the Lagrangian of the field
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decomposed into spherical harmonics reads

2L = K +R+A+M =

=

∞∑
l=0

l∑
m=−l

∫
D

r2dr√
1− kr2

[
a3ϕ̇2lm

−a(1− kr2) (∂rϕlm)
2

−a
(
l(l + 1)

r2
+ (aµ)2

)
ϕ2lm

]
.

(A5)

Now, we may either perform a change of variables
ϕ̃lm = r

(1−kr2)1/4
ϕlm and subsequently define the con-

jugate momentum to ϕ̃lm, or first define the conjugate
momentum to ϕlm and then perform a canonical trans-
formation to eliminate the prefactor r2/

√
1− kr2. Both

approaches yield identical results. Here, we adopt the
first approach

2L =

∞∑
l=0

l∑
m=−l

∫ ∞

0

[
a3(∂tϕ̃lm)2

− ar2
√

1− kr2

[
∂

∂r

(
(1− kr2)

1
4

r
ϕ̃lm

)]2
− a

(
l(l + 1)

r2
+ a2µ2

)
ϕ̃2lm

]
dr

(A6)

Since we are applying a canonical transformation, this
ensures the invariance of entanglement entropy when
moving from Eq. (A5) to Eq. (A6). Therefore, we do
not need to transform the field back in order to compute
the entanglement entropy.

Next, we complete the discretization procedure by re-
defining the radial variable as rj = bj, where b is the
ultraviolet cutoff length and j is a positive integer. The
radial discretization scheme can be summarized as:

r → bj, ϕlm(r) → ϕlmj ,

∂ϕlm(r)

∂r
→ ϕlm,j+1 − ϕlmj

b
,∫ L

0

f(r) dr → b

N∑
j=1

fj .

(A7)

Additionally, we employ the midpoint finite difference

scheme to approximate terms such as f(r)∂g(r)∂r →
f
(
b
[
j + 1

2

]) gj+1−gj
b , where f(r) and g(r) are generic

functions. To obtain the fully discretized Lagrangian
we apply the above depicted scheme to Eq. (A6). We
then compute the corresponding discretized Hamiltonian.
Furthermore, we can eliminate some b factors through an

additional canonical transformation. The final result is

2bH =
∑
lmj

 π̃2
lmj

a3
+ a

(
j +

1

2

)2
√
1− kb2

(
j +

1

2

)2

×
[(

1− kb2(j + 1)2
)1/4

(j + 1)
ϕ̃lm(j+1) −

(1− kb2j2)1/4

j
ϕ̃lmj

]2

+ a

(
l(l + 1)

j2
+ (µab)2

)
ϕ̃2lmj

]
(A8)

where we have defined the conjugate momentum as

π̃lmj = ba3 ∂tϕ̃lmj ,

from the Lagrangian (A6).

Appendix B: Entanglement entropy of a real ground
state matrix

We aim to compute the entanglement entropy scaling
for a Gaussian state characterized by a complex ground
state matrix Σl. However, due to the similarities in the
calculations, we first demonstrate the computation for
a real ground state matrix and subsequently highlight
the main complications introduced by the presence of
imaginary terms.

Consider the position space expression of a Gaussian
state in normal coordinates, which has the form

Ψ = Det
1
4

(
Σ

π

)
e−

1
2y

TΣy, (B1)

where Σ is a real diagonal matrix. The ground state
density matrix is given by

ρ(y,y′) = ⟨y|Ψ⟩⟨Ψ|y′⟩ = Ψ(y)Ψ∗(y′)

= Det
1
2

(
Σ

π

)
exp

{
−1

2

(
yTΣy + y′TΣy′)} .

(B2)
We use normal coordinates to diagonalize the Hamilto-
nian, allowing us to express the state in terms of the
Hamiltonian’s eigenstates and simplifying the calcula-
tions [43]. Next, we aim to trace out n oscillators be-
longing to a definite spatial region, which we designate
as the “inside” or inaccessible region. We are working
in normal coordinates, which do not correspond to the
physical positions of oscillators. Therefore, we revert to
the standard spatial coordinates η = UTy. We define
the vectors ηT

n = (η1, . . . , ηn) and ηT
N = (ηn+1, . . . , ηN ),

such that ηT = (ηT
n ,η

T
N ). Tracing out n oscillators yields
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the out density matrix ρout as

ρout = Trin(ρ)

=

∫ n∏
i=1

dηi ⟨ηn,ηN |Ψ⟩⟨Ψ|ηn,η
′
N ⟩

= Det
1
2

(
Σ

π

)∫ n∏
i=1

dηi exp

{
−1

2

[(
ηT
n ,η

T
N

)
Ω

(
ηn

ηN

)
+
(
ηT
n , (η

′
N )T

)
Ω

(
ηn

η′
N

)]}
,

(B3)
where the trace is performed over the inside region, and
we define Ω = UTΣU , which is a real, symmetric ma-
trix14.

We now write Ω in block form as follows:

Ω =

(
A B

BT D

)
, (B4)

where A ∈ Rn×n, D ∈ R(N−n)×(N−n), and B ∈
Rn×(N−n). The exponent of the integrand in Eq. B3
then becomes

− 1

2

(
2ηT

nAηn + 2(ηN + η′
N )TBTηn

+ηT
NDηN + η′T

N Dη′
N

)
(B5)

In these calculations, we rely on the fact that each term
is a scalar and therefore equal to its transpose, allowing
us to group terms. Thus, the integral we need to perform
is∫ n∏

i=1

dηi exp
(
−
(
ηT
nAηn + [B(ηN + η′

N )]
T
ηn

))
= Det

1
2
(
πA−1

)
exp

(
1

4
(ηN + η′

N )TBTA−1B(ηN + η′
N )

)
.

(B6)
The reduced density matrix of the outside system is then
given by

ρout = Det
1
2
(
πA−1

)
Det

1
2

(
Σ

π

)
× exp

{
−1

2

[
ηT
NDηN + η′T

N Dη′
N

−1

2
(ηN + η′

N )TBTA−1B(ηN + η′
N )

]}
.

(B7)

We introduce the following definitions

γ := D − 1

2
BTA−1B, β :=

1

2
BTA−1B, (B8)

14 This can be easily proven using the facts that Σ is diagonal and
U is orthonormal: ΩT = (UTΣU)T = UTΣU = Ω. This also
implies AT = A and DT = D.

where βT = β and γT = γ. Using these definitions, we
can express the reduced (outside) density matrix as

ρout(ηN ,η
′
N ) = Det

1
2
(
πA−1

)
Det

1
2

(
Σ

π

)
× exp

(
−1

2

(
ηT
NγηN + η′T

N γη′
N − 2η′T

N βηN

))
.

(B9)

We perform two successive coordinate transformations
[4]. The first transformation diagonalizes γ, with ηN =

V η̃ and γD = V TγV . The second change of variable is
given by η̄ =

√
γD η̃. The resulting density matrix for

the out system is

ρout(η̄, η̄
′) = (B10)

= Det
1
2

(
I − β̃

π

)
exp

(
−1

2

(
η̄T η̄ + (η̄′)T η̄′ − 2η̄T β̃η̄′

))
,

(B11)

where

β̃ = γ
−1/2
D V TβV γ

−1/2
D . (B12)

Finally, we perform the basis change that diagonalizes
the remaining non-diagonal matrix β̃, namely z = Wη̄,
thus giving

ρout(z, z
′) =

=

N−n∏
i=1

√
1− β̃i
π

exp

(
−1

2

[
z2i + (z′i)

2 − 2β̃iziz
′
i

])
,

(B13)

where β̃i is an eigenvalue15 of β̃. We now aim to compute
the von Neumann entropy relative to the state ρout. Such
entanglement entropy is defined by

S(ρout) = −Tr[ρout ln ρout] = −
∑
k

pk ln pk, (B14)

where pi are the eigenvalues of ρout. We might then com-
pute the eigenvalues of the density matrix in Eq. (B13).
The eigenvalue equation is∫

ρout(z, z
′)fk(z

′) dz′ = pkfk(z). (B15)

Note that the eigenvalue equation is invariant under any
non-singular matrix transformation of the z vectors, and
thus we can use the out density matrix in the form of
Eq. (B13). The reduced density matrix is a product of
terms which we denote as ρiout. If the eigenfunction can

15 These eigenvalues can be computed more easily as the eigenvalues
of γ−1β, which is profitable for numerical implementation, as it
reduces computation time.
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be also expressed as fki(z) =
∏N−n

i=1 fki(zi), the eigen-
value equation becomes

N−n∏
i=1

∫
ρiout(zi, z

′
i)fki(z

′
i) dz

′
i =

N−n∏
i=1

pkifki(zi), (B16)

where we have introduced pki such that pk =
∏N−n

i=1 pki.
Therefore, we can attempt to solve multiple simpler
eigenvalue problems∫

ρiout(zi, z
′
i)fki(z

′
i) dz

′
i = pkifki(zi), (B17)

assuming these have solutions, thereby implicitly solving
the full eigenvalue problem Eq. (B15). These simpler
eigenvalue problems are indeed solvable. Choosing the
ansatz

fki(x) = exp

(
−Ai

2
x2
)
Hk(Bix), (B18)

where Hk(x) is the k-th Hermite polynomial, the integral
can then be evaluated using∫ ∞

−∞
exp

(
−(x− y)2

)
Hk(αx) dx = (B19)

=
√
π(1− α2)k/2Hk

(
αy√
1− α2

)
.

We now impose that our ansatz is indeed an eigenfunc-
tion. The only non-degenerate, real solutions with posi-
tive Ai are given by

Ai =

√
1− β̃2

i , Bi =
√
Ai.

Substituting the solution back into the result yields

pki =

√√√√ 2(1− β̃i)

1 +
√
1− β̃2

i

1−
2
√
1− β̃2

i

1 +
√
1− β̃2

i

k/2

,

(B20)

fki(zi) = exp

(
−1

2

√
1− β̃2

i z
2
i

)
Hk

(
(1− β̃2

i )
1
4 zi

)
.

(B21)

We can then rewrite the eigenvalue (B20) as

pki = (1− ξi)ξ
k
i ξi =

β̃i

1 +
√
1− β̃2

i

, (B22)

where 0 ≤ ξi ≤ 1. We can now compute the von Neu-
mann entropy of the out density matrix, ρout. Since ρout
is a product of ρiout, due to additivity the total entropy
will be the sum of the entropies of each component. We
have

S(ρiout) = −
∞∑
k=1

pki ln(pki)

= −
∞∑
k=1

[
(1− ξi)ξ

k
i ln(1− ξi) + k(1− ξi)ξ

k
i ln(ξi)

]
= −

[
ln(1− ξi) +

ξi
1− ξi

ln(ξi)

]
,

(B23)
where, in the last step, we used known identities. There-
fore, the von Neumann entropy of the out density matrix
is given by

S(ρout) = −
N−n∑
i=0

[
ln(1− ξi) +

ξi
1− ξi

ln(ξi)

]
. (B24)

In order to emphasize the scaling of entanglement
entropy with system size, in the main text we wrote
Sn(ρout) = S(ρout), thus making explicit the dependence
on the number n of traced out oscillators.
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