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1 Introduction

Jackiw-Teitelboim (JT) gravity [1, 2] with negative cosmological constant is a two-dimensional
toy model for the near horizon physics of a near-extremal black hole. In recent years, it has
be heavily studied, for example in [3–8] (see also [9] for a review). It has a dilaton field,
which can be understood as the area of transverse S2 in the near-extremal black hole through
dimensional reduction. It plays the role of a Lagrange multiplier that restricts the curvature
to be R = −2, which corresponds to AdS2 spacetime. JT gravity can be quantized and is
exactly solvable. We can add matters to JT gravity and study how quantum gravity interacts
with matters. These matters could be non-perturbative ones, e.g. end-of-world branes [10, 11]
and conical singularities [12], or a generic bulk local quantum field theory [8, 13]. In this
paper, we will focus on the latter, which has minimal coupling to JT gravity in the sense
that it does not couple to the dilaton field. This leads to a large simplification since the
background spacetime is still AdS2.

In JT gravity, the graviton degrees of freedom only live on the boundary and behave
as the parameterization mode with its Schwarizian derivative as the effective action [8]. We
can define the boundary operators for the bulk matter fields by pushing them close to the
boundary by the AdS/CFT dictionary. In this sense, we assume these boundary operators
form a 0+1 dimensional CFT. The interaction between matters and graviton is through the
coupling between the boundary operator and parameterization modes. To fully characterize
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this theory, we need to understand the algebraic structure of these boundary operators.
Each boundary algebra AL/R is generated by the boundary matter operators Oi,L/R and the
boundary Hamiltonian HL/R. It has been shown in [14, 15] that for the JT gravity with
matter with two boundaries and disk topology, all bounded operators on the left and right
boundary form two type II∞ von Neumann algebras AL/R, which are commutant to each
other and are factors. In plain language, this means that these two algebras commute with
each other and the only bounded operator in this theory commutes with both of them is
proportional to identity. It follows that the full algebra of bounded operators in the theory
is generated by the union of AL and AR.

This analysis is at a fully quantum level and phrased in a pure boundary algebra language.
For pure JT gravity with two boundaries, the phase space is two-dimensional and the canonical
coordinate is the regularized geodesic length ℓ connecting the left and right boundaries. After
canonical quantization, the Hilbert space is L2(R), namely all square normalizable Wheeler-
DeWitt wavefunctions of ℓ [6]. As the gravity states are all prepared by Euclidean path
integral connecting two boundaries, this L2(R) can be equivalently labeled by Hartle-Hawking
states |β⟩, where β is the length of the Euclidean path. Together with the matters, the full
Hilbert space is H = Hmatter ⊗L2(R). The states in this Hilbert space is generated by acting
AL,AR on |Ω⟩ |0⟩, where |Ω⟩ is the vacuum of matter Hilbert space and |0⟩ is for β = 0 state.

In the context of AdS/CFT, an important question is to ask which bulk subregion is dual
to a boundary subregion. It is well-known that for empty AdS, a boundary spatial region
(and its causal diamond) is dual to the bulk causal region bounded by RT surface [16]. This
formula was later generalized to HRT surface [17] to include non-static spacetime and to
the quantum extremal surface (QES) [18] when subleading in 1/N corrections are included.
The bulk subregion dual to the boundary subregion is called the entanglement wedge [19–21].
However, all these proposals are made in a semiclassical sense, which relies on a fixed spacetime
background, in which these geometric quantities are well defined. On the other hand, for
JT gravity with matter, the spacetime is fluctuating (as ℓ is not a fixed number), subregions
of the bulk are not well-defined and the dilaton profile is also fluctuating. Therefore, there
is no bulk notion of any of these surfaces and we can only define the entanglement wedge
for the left and right boundaries in a pure algebraic way [15].1

As we take the semiclassical limit in the theory of JT gravity with matter, the spacetime
will be dominated by a saddle and all classical geometric background and notions therein
become emergent. The parameter that controls the semiclassical limit is ϕb, the renormalized
boundary value of the dilaton field. It is the effective 1/GN in JT gravity and the semiclassical
limit corresponds to ϕb → ∞. The states with multiple heavy operators with weight µ ∼ O(ϕb)
inserted on the Euclidean path are called partially entangled thermal states (PETS), which
were first studied in [22] (see (2.33)). As ϕb → ∞, a generic PETS is dual to a long wormhole
spacetime connecting the left and right boundaries (see figure 4). In this emergent classical
spacetime, we will have an emergent causal wedge, which is the bulk region as the overlap
of the causal past and causal future for the left or right boundary. Moreover, by the RT
formula, the entanglement wedge for a boundary is geometrically given by the bulk causal
diamond between the global minimal dilaton point (recall that dilaton represents the area

1Note that there is no boundary subregions but just the left and right boundaries in 0+1 dimension.
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of transverse S2 in higher dimensions) and the boundary. Due to the existence of the long
wormhole, the causal wedge is nested inside the entanglement wedge [20, 21] for a generic
PETS, and the gap between them is the causal shadow.

As ϕb → ∞, we will assume that the heavy operators become generalized free fields and
decouple from light operators, whose conformal weight ∆ ∼ O(1) does not grow with ϕb. This
is physically reasonable because we should not expect tunneling or decay of spacetime in the
strict GN → 0 limit.2 It follows that different generic PETS are orthogonal to each other in
the semiclassical limit. Therefore, given a generic PETS |Ψ⟩ and the corresponding Euclidean
geometry g, we can build a sub-Hilbert space Hg spanned by inserting light operators on
the Euclidean path defining |Ψ⟩ but keeping the heavy operators therein unchanged. We
can analytically continue the Euclidean geometry g to Lorentzian spacetime and identify
the Z2 time-reversal symmetric geodesic connecting two boundaries as the global Cauchy
slice Σg. The states in Hg prepared by Euclidean path integral are equivalent to the states
of the dual bulk QFT on Σg. Therefore, the full Hilbert space in the semiclassical limit
contains a direct sum structure

H ⊃ ⊕Hg (1.1)

where each sub-Hilbert space Hg is labeled by a different Euclidean geometry g. It is not an
equal sign because non-generic PETS may have subtleties in their semiclassical limit.

As pointed out in [23], the subregion for the causal wedge should be dual to a subalgebra
on the boundary. In particular, the bulk fields in the causal wedge are an ordinary QFT
in a Rindler spacetime, which should be a type III1 von Neumann algebra [24]. By the
standard HKLL reconstruction [25–28], these bulk fields are dual to operators living on
the boundary. In our notation, these operators are light operators with conformal weights
∆ ∼ O(1) and survive in the semiclassical limit. In contrast, the operators with conformal
weight µ ∼ O(ϕb) does not survive in the semiclassical limit because they have divergent
matrix elements. However, these operators still exist in a PETS and backreact to gravity
to form a long wormhole. The subregion-subalgebra duality [23] implies that these light
operators on each boundary form a type III1 subalgebra A0

L/R. These two subalgebra A0
L/R

are universal and independent on the details of |Ψ⟩, which is consistent with the fact that
the causal wedge is universally defined for any semiclassical bulk state.

Since there is a causal shadow, A0
L/R does not generate the full bulk algebra by acting

on a generic PETS |Ψ⟩. An immediate question follows: how do we reconstruct the causal
shadow from the boundary algebra? In other words, there must be a larger subalgebra from
AL/R surviving in the semiclassical limit. To characterize this subalgebra by extending A0

L/R

is equivalent to an entanglement wedge reconstruction [19–21, 29–33]. It has been proposed
in [32, 33] that for a given bulk state |Ψ⟩, the modular flow from a boundary subregion will
be able to reconstruct its entanglement wedge. Unfortunately, the modular flow is usually
quite complicated and acts nonlocally. It is hard to verify this proposal unless in limited
cases, let alone to prove it in general.

2For example, a black hole with a Hawking quanta decay involves a coupling between heavy and light fields,
but it is a O(GN ) effect.
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In this paper, we will study the modular flow in the theory of JT gravity with matter in
the semiclassical limit and will show that the modular flow of one boundary for a generic PETS
acts locally as the boost transformation around the global minimal dilaton point, i.e. the RT
surface (see figure 9). It follows that the modular flow extends the bulk fields in the causal
wedge to the whole entanglement wedge for that boundary by bulk locality. The argument for
this extension sufficiently covering the whole entanglement wedge can summarized as follows:

1. For a generic PETS, only heavy operators backreact to the geometry in the semiclassical
limit. The solution has smooth AdS2 metric and non-smooth but continuous dilaton
profile due to the backreaction. Since the light operators decouple from both the heavy
operators and the dilaton field, they are dual to a bulk QFT living on a smooth AdS2
background and enjoy an SL(2) symmetry.3

2. Using the replica trick, we show that the modular flow acts locally as an SL(2) trans-
formation for any boundary light operators. This SL(2) transformation is the boost
around the global RT surface, namely the globally minimal dilaton point.

3. Using HKLL reconstruction, we can extend the modular flow to any bulk field living in
the causal wedge. As the bulk-boundary correlations are SL(2) invariant functions, the
modular flow acts locally on the bulk field by the same boost transformation.

4. Since the SL(2) transformation is uniquely and globally defined for AdS2, we can
smoothly extended the modular flow parameter in the HKLL reconstruction to any real
number to move the bulk field beyond the causal wedge. As the boost transformation
can move a bulk point arbitrarily close to the edge of the entanglement wedge.4 By
bulk causality we can justify that the union of all modular flowed operators generate
the whole entanglement wedge.

From the algebra viewpoint, for a generic PETS, the modular flow extends A0
L/R to a

larger subalgebra AEWg

L/R , which is again type III1 by subalgebra-subregion duality [23]. The
full algebra of bounded operators in the sub-Hilbert space Hg is generated by the union of
AEWg

L and AEWg

R . Similar to (1.1), for the algebra of all bounded operators we have

B(H) ⊃ ⊕gB(Hg) ≃ ⊕g{A
EWg

L ,AEWg

R }, AEWg

L/R ≃
(
A0
L/R

)
modular extension in g

(1.2)

This is a nontrivial example of solvable modular flow and justifies the entanglement wedge
reconstruction.

The organization of this paper is as follows. In section 2.1, we quickly review the von
Neumann algebra in JT gravity with matter; in section 2.2 we discuss the semiclassical limit
in the Euclidean path integral formalism; subsequently, we show an equivalent geometric

3Note that SL(2) is an isometry of the metric and also a symmetry of light fields but not the symmetry of
a PETS because the dilaton profile is not invariant under SL(2). However, as the dilaton and heavy operators
are not part of the algebra in the semiclassical limit, this does not matter for us to utilize the SL(2) for
light operators.

4To be more precise, consider a bulk field in the causal wedge being flowed to far future and far past. Then
the causal diamond defined by these two points is arbitrarily close to the horizon of entanglement wedge.
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formalism by gluing EAdS2 disks with SL(2) charge conservation in the semiclassical limit in
section 2.3; the structure of the semiclassical Hilbert space (1.1) is discussed in section 2.4;
in section 2.5 we discuss the operator algebra A0

L/R in the semiclassical limit. To reconstruct
the entanglement wedge, we study the modular flow by replica trick in section 3.1 and show
it is the boost transformation around the global RT surface; following this result, we discuss
the extension of operator algebra by the modular flow in section 3.2. We summarize the
conclusion and discuss a few problems and future directions in section 4. In appendix A,
we provide a new and simple derivation of sl(2) 6j symbol directly from the Euclidean path
integral of JT gravity with matter. In appendix B, we use this Euclidean path integral to
show that the configuration with crossing Wick contractions of heavy operators of the same
type is exponentially suppressed relative to a non-crossing Wick contraction configuration in
the semiclassical limit. This is a crucial step to simplify the computation of the modular flow
in the replica trick. In appendix C, we solve a nontrivial example of non-generic PETS to
address some subtleties of the structure of Hilbert space discussed in section 2.4.

2 JT gravity with matter in the semiclassical limit

2.1 A quick review of the von Neumann algebra in JT gravity with matter

JT gravity [1, 2] with matter is defined by the following Euclidean action [6, 34]

I[g,Φ, φ] = −S0χ+ IJI [g,Φ] + Im[g, φ] (2.1)

IJT [g,Φ] = −
∫
M

√
gΦ(R+ 2)− 2

∫
∂M

√
hΦ(K − 1) (2.2)

with boundary condition

guu → 1/ϵ2, Φ → ϕb/ϵ (2.3)

where u is the Euclidean boundary affine time. In this paper, we only consider disk topology
(Euler characteristic χ = 1) by setting S0 → ∞. Since the topology is fixed, we will suppress
S0 throughout this paper. Since the boundary is a circle of circumference β, u is periodically
identified u ≃ u+ β. Integrating over the dilaton field Φ leads to AdS2 geometry R+ 2 = 0,
whose metric can be chosen as

ds2 = dρ2 + sinh2 ρdϕ2, ϕ ≃ ϕ+ 2π (2.4)

The Gibbons-Hawking term in (2.1) is nontrivial and promotes ϕ to dynamical field ϕ(u)
on the boundary. This is the boundary graviton degrees of freedom of reparameterization,
whose dynamics is given by Schwarzian derivative of ϕ(u) [8, 35, 36]. One can quantize this
Schwarzian theory and solve the quantum gravity of pure JT gravity [4, 7, 13, 34, 37–39].

With matter action, since it does not couple to dilaton, this is a quantum field theory
of φ(ρ, ϕ) living in the AdS2 background. We can define boundary operator by pushing
φ(ρ, ϕ) to the boundary [14, 15]

O(ϕ) = lim
ρ→∞

e∆ρφ(ρ, ϕ) (2.5)
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where ∆ is the conformal dimension of φ. We assume O(ϕ) forms a unitary CFT on a
circle of circumference 2π. As O(ϕ) is an operator located at ϕ and ϕ is promoted to a
dynamical field ϕ(u), the correlation function of O with graviton correction is given by the
Euclidean path integral [7, 13]

⟨O1(u1) · · · On(un)⟩QG =
∫
Dϕe−Sch(ϕ(u)) ⟨O1(ϕ(u1)) · · · On(ϕ(un))⟩CFT (2.6)

The CFT correlation function is fixed by OPE coefficients and conformal symmetry. In
particular, the two-point function and three-point function on a circle is

⟨Oi(ϕ1)Oj(ϕ2)⟩ =
δij

(sin ϕ1−ϕ2
2 )2∆i

(2.7)

⟨Oi(ϕ1)Oj(ϕ2)Ok(ϕ3)⟩ =
Cijk

(sin ϕ1−ϕ2
2 )∆i+∆j−∆k(sin ϕ1−ϕ3

2 )∆i+∆k−∆j (sin ϕ2−ϕ3
2 )∆j+∆k−∆i

(2.8)

where ϕ1 − ϕ2, ϕ2 − ϕ3, ϕ1 − ϕ3 ∈ (0, 2π). Unitarity requires that all OPE coefficients Cijk
are real.

We can split the disk along the horizontal diameter to two half-disks. The boundary of
the lower half-disk is a semicircle with ends at ϕ = 0 and ϕ = π. Analytically continue the
boundary time u → iu, we will have a Lorentzian theory with two asymptotic boundaries,
which we call left and right systems. The Hilbert space of JT with matter theory for this
two-sided system is H = H0 ⊗ L2(R), where H0 is the Hilbert space of the boundary CFT
and L2(R) is the Hilbert space of pure JT gravity [6].

For the pure JT gravity part, we can canonically quantize the two-sided theory [6] and find
that the system has a canonical variable of renormalized length ℓ of the geodesic connecting
two AdS boundaries at identical left and right Lorentzian time,5 and the Hamiltonian has a
Liouville potential. In this formalism, states are labeled by |ℓ⟩ and all sqaure-normalizable
wavefunctions span the Hilbert space L2(R). For the matter part, the Hilbert space is span
by all single operator Oi(ϕ) inserted at ϕ ∈ [0, π] on the lower semicircle. Here we do not
need to include multiple operator insertion because they can be expanded in terms of single
operators through OPE. However, as ϕ is dynamical, it is better to consider a new basis
of Hartle-Hawking states

∣∣∣ΨO
βL,βR

(ℓ)
〉

introduced in [15], where one O is inserted but its
location ϕ is integrated over [0, π] against some wavefunction corresponding to the state with
geodesic length ℓ. βL and βR labels the boundary Euclidean time of O to the two ends of the
semicircle (see figure 1(a)). Correspondingly, we define the state prepared in this way as

|i;βL, βR⟩ ≡
∫ ∞

−∞
dℓ
∣∣∣ΨOi

βL,βR
(ℓ)
〉
⊗ |ℓ⟩ (2.9)

For the Hartle-Hawking state without matter (see figure 1(b)), we just take Oi = I and
this leads to

|β⟩≡
∫ +∞

−∞
dℓΨβ(ℓ) |0⟩⊗|ℓ⟩=

∫ +∞

−∞
dℓ

∫ ∞

0
dkρ(k)e−βk2/(4ϕb)2K2ik(4e−ℓ/2) |0⟩⊗|ℓ⟩ (2.10)

5The left and right opposite time shift is the boost transformation in the global gauge symmetry SL(2).
Correspondingly, ℓ is invariant under this opposite time shift.
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(a) (b) (c)

(d)

(e)

Figure 1. (a) The graphic representation of state |i;βL, βR⟩. (b) The graphic representation of
Hartle-Hawking state without matter |β⟩. (c) The partition function Z(β) is equivalent to the inner
product of two Hartle-Hawking states. (d) A few identities of two-point functions with inner product
and matrix elements. (e) A few identities of three-point functions with matrix elements.

where Ψβ(ℓ) is the Hartle-Hawking wavefunction for a half-disk that is bounded by geodesic
ℓ and an EAdS boundary of length β = βL + βR, |0⟩ is the vacuum of matter fields and
ρ(k) is the spectral density with k ≥ 0

ρ(k) = 2k
π2 sinh(2πk) = 1

πΓ(2ik)Γ(−2ik) (2.11)

Using the Hartle-Hawking states in (2.9) and (2.10), we can express the Euclidean
quantum gravity correlation functions in terms of inner products and matrix elements within
these states. For example, the partition function of the Schwarzian theory on a circle with
circumference β in our notation is

Z(β) = (4ϕb/β)3/2
√
π

e4ϕbπ2/β (2.12)

where we need to divide an infinite volume of SL(2) in the measure of (2.6) if no matter field
is inserted because of the global SL(2) gauge symmetry of pure JT gravity. On the other
hand, it is the inner product of two Hartle-Hawking states6 (see figure 1(c))

Z(β) = ⟨β − β1|β1⟩ =
∫ ∞

−∞
dℓΨβ−β1(ℓ)Ψβ1(ℓ) =

∫ ∞

0
dke−βk

2/(4ϕb)ρ(k) (2.13)

where we used orthogonality of |ℓ⟩ states ⟨ℓ|ℓ′⟩ = δ(ℓ− ℓ′) and the normalization identity∫
dℓ2K2ik(4ϵ−ℓ/2)2K2ik′(4e−ℓ/2) = δ(k − k′)

ρ(k) (2.14)

6The inner product of the Hilbert space H is well-defined because |ℓ⟩ is delta function normalized and the
CFT is unitary.
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Let us define the operators acting on the left (at ϕ = 0) as Oi,L, and the operators acting on
the right (at ϕ = π) as Oi,R. The two-point function of matter operators can be expressed
in various ways as

⟨Oj(u)Oi(0)⟩QG = ⟨i;βL, βR|j;β − βL − u, u− βR⟩ = ⟨β − u|Oi,LOj,R|u⟩ (2.15)

= ⟨β − u− β1|Oj,R|i;β1, u⟩ = ⟨u− β1|Oj,L|i;β − u, β1⟩ (2.16)

= δij

∫ ∞

−∞
dℓΨβ−u(ℓ)(4e−ℓ)∆Ψu(ℓ) (2.17)

= δij

∫ ∞

0
dkLdkRρ(kL)ρ(kR)Γ∆i

kL,kR
e−uk

2
R/(4ϕb)e−(β−u)k2

L/(4ϕb) (2.18)

where in the last step we integrate over ℓ and we define

Γ∆
k1,k2 =

∫ ∞

−∞
dℓ2K2ik1(4e−ℓ/2)(4e−ℓ)∆2K2ik2(4e−ℓ/2) = 1

Γ(2∆)
∏
±±

Γ(∆± ik1 ± ik2) (2.19)

where the product is over all four choices of signs. Taking ∆ → 0 in (2.19), it reduces to
the normalization (2.14) for k1,2 ≥ 0.7 The first line (2.15) is due to the rotation symmetry
of the Euclidean diagram in figure 1(d). Note that (2.17) is a nontrivial result by solving
the Schwarzian Euclidean path integral (2.6) and express the result in terms of integral over
geodesic length ℓ [7]. Comparing with (2.7), we see the rule is simply replacing sin(ϕij/2)
with eℓij/2/2 when gluing against Hartle-Hawking wavefunctions. This rule is not surprising
because semiclassically a two-point function in AdS background should be an exponential
decaying function of the geodesic distance ℓ with rate of conformal dimension ∆ at least
for heavy fields and long enough distance. Indeed, this rule also holds for three-point
functions (2.8) (see figure 1(e))

⟨Ok(u2)Oj(u1)Oi(0)⟩QG

= ⟨k;β1,u21|Oj,R|i;β−u2−β1,u1⟩= ⟨i;u1,β−u2−β1|Oj,L|k;u21,β1⟩ (2.20)

=Cijk

∫
dℓ1dℓ2dℓ3Ψβ−u2(ℓ1)Ψu1(ℓ2)Ψu21(ℓ3)I(ℓ1, ℓ2, ℓ3)

×(2e−ℓ1/2)∆i+∆k−∆j (2e−ℓ2/2)∆i+∆j−∆k(2e−ℓ3/2)∆j+∆k−∆i

≡
∫ ∞

0

 ∏
s=1,2,3

dksρ(ks)

√Γ∆i
k1k2

Γ∆j

k2k3
Γ∆k
k3k1

e
−

(β−u2)k2
1

4ϕb e
−
u1k

2
2

4ϕb e
−
u21k

2
3

4ϕb Vijk(k1,k2,k3) (2.21)

where u21 ≡ u2 − u1, u1, u2 ∈ [0, β] and I(ℓ1, ℓ2, ℓ3) is the wavefunction for GHZ state [7] that
corresponds to the bulk triangular region bounded by three geodesics

I(ℓ1, ℓ2, ℓ3) =
∫ ∞

0
dkρ(k)2K2ik(4e−ℓ1/2)2K2ik(4e−ℓ2/2)2K2ik(4e−ℓ3/2)

= exp
[
−2
(
e(ℓ1−ℓ2−ℓ3)/2 + e(ℓ2−ℓ3−ℓ1)/2 + e(ℓ3−ℓ2−ℓ1)/2

)]
(2.22)

7To determine the normalization of the delta function we can integrate k1 in (2.19) from 0 to ∞, which by
Barnes integral of four gamma functions leads to (2.14). However, this normalization is 1/2 of [7, 15], and our
ρ(k) is twice of theirs. The discrepancy comes from how to treat the gamma function integral in ∆ → 0 limit.
However, our normalization is consistent with the 6j symbol in appendix A, which reduces to (2.19) by setting
one of ∆ to zero. This normalization discrepancy does not affect any main conclusion of this paper.
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In (2.21), we define the function Vijk(k1, k2, k3), which by (2.19) can be written as√
Γ∆i
k1k2

Γ∆j

k2k3
Γ∆k
k3k1

Vijk(k1,k2,k3)=Cijk

∫
dk0ρ(k0)Γ

∆i+∆k−∆j
2

k1,k0
Γ

∆i+∆j−∆k
2

k2,k0
Γ

∆j+∆k−∆i
2

k3,k0
(2.23)

which in the notation of Vabc(kca, kab, kbc) is symmetric under permutation of a, b, c assuming
kab = kba.

From (2.18) and (2.21), we can consider an alternative energy basis |i; kL, kR⟩ and |0; k⟩
as Laplace transformation of basis |i;βL, βR⟩ and |β⟩. We call them energy basis because
we can define left Hamiltonian HL and right Hamiltonian HR as the conjugate operator to
βL and βR respectively and they act on these basis diagonally

HL/R |i; kL, kR⟩ =
k2
L/R

4ϕb
|i; kL, kR⟩ , HL |0; k⟩ = HR |0, k⟩ = k2

4ϕb
|0; k⟩ (2.24)

It is shown in [15] that these energy basis are orthogonal and span the full Hilbert space.
Define the following projectors onto vacuum sector and non-vacuum sector∫ ∞

0
dkρ(k) |0; k⟩ ⟨0; k| ,

∫ ∞

0
dkLdkRρ(kL)ρ(kR) |i; kLkR⟩ ⟨i; kLkR| (2.25)

where the spectral density is a convention of convenience and these continuous energy basis
are respectively 1/ρ(k) and 1/(ρ(kL)ρ(kR)) normalized. Let us assume one-point function of
a single operator vanishes in (2.6). Inserting these basis into (2.13), (2.15), (2.16) and (2.20),
we can work out the following inner products and matrix elements

⟨0;k|β⟩= e−βk
2/(4ϕb), ⟨j;kL,kR|i;βL,βR⟩= δij

√
Γ∆i
kL,kR

e−βLk
2
L/(4ϕb)e−βRk

2
R/(4ϕb) (2.26)

〈
0;k1|Oi,L/R|0,k2

〉
=0,

〈
j;kL,kR|Oi,L/R|0;k

〉
= δij

δ(kR/L−k)
ρ(k)

√
Γ∆i
kL,kR

(2.27)

〈
k;k′L,k′R|Oj,L/R|i;kL,kR

〉
=
δ(kR/L−k′R/L)

ρ(kR/L)
Vijk(kR/L,kL/R,k′L/R)

√
Γ∆j

kL/R,k
′
L/R

(2.28)

The matrix elements (2.27) and (2.28) define the operators Oi,L and Oi,R completely.
Following [15], one can define the left algebra AL = {Oi,L, HL}′′ and right algebra AR =
{Oi,R, HR}′′, where the double prime means double commutant, which close the algebra to a
von Neumann algebra. Using the matrix elements (2.27) and (2.28), we can show that the left
and right algebras are commutant to each other AL = A′

R. Moreover, they are both factors,
which means AL∩AR = C ·I. It follows that the algebra of all bounded operators B(H) acting
on the Hilbert space H is generated by the union of AL and AR, namely B(H) = (AL ∪AR)′′.

Von Neumann algebras are classified into three types. In this paper, we will not review
the classification but refer readers to [40]. Roughly speaking, type I allows a factorization
of Hilbert space H = HL ⊗HR, but type II and III von Neumann algebras do not. On the
other hand, type I and II von Neumann algebras allow the existence of a trace but type III
does not. For type II, if all operators have finite trace then we can rescale the definition
of the trace such that all operators have trace within [0, 1], and call it type II1; if there
exists an operator with infinite trace, then we call it type II∞. The von Neumann algebra
AL and AR are both type II∞ [14, 15] because
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1. The Hilbert space does not allow factorization as we can see from the energy basis.

2. There exists a trace
tra ≡ lim

β→0
⟨β|a|β⟩ , a ∈ AL/R (2.29)

3. The identity operator has infinite trace trI = Z(0) = ∞ by (2.12).

2.2 The semiclassical limit

The II∞ von Neumann algebra in JT gravity with matter holds for any finite ϕb. In this case,
we can algebraically define the entanglement wedge algebra of left and right as AL and AR

respectively. However, as the gravity variable ℓ is a quantum operator, which has fluctuation
in a generic state, the bulk field φ does not live in a fixed background. Consequently, we do
not have a semiclassical bulk geometry spacetime causal structure. In particular, there is no
notation of a bulk causal wedge and the algebraic entanglement wedge does not correspond to
a local bulk quantum field theory in a fixed spacetime region bounded by QES formula [18].

As we take ϕb → ∞, we arrive at the semiclassical limit. Unlike higher dimensional,
in JT gravity, there are two levels of semiclassical limit. We first take S0 → ∞ to restrict
ourselves to disk topology and eliminate non-perturbative baby universes with probabilities of
O(e−S0). In this case, ϕb becomes the effective 1/GN analogous to higher dimensions, which
controls the perturbative fluctuations of gravity. When we further take ϕb ∼ 1/GN → ∞,
the Euclidean path integral of JT gravity is dominated by the saddle. Solving the saddle
leads to a fixed spacetime background and all geometric notations emerge. It follows that the
theory reduces to matters propagating in a fixed curved spacetime background. As we will
show shortly, the geometric notation of the causal wedge becomes emergent under this limit.
At the same time, the entanglement wedge of the left or right boundary is endowed with a
geometric meaning and is bounded by the RT surface, which in JT gravity corresponds to
the global minimal dilaton point. From the geometric picture, we will see that the emergent
causal wedge is nested inside the entanglement wedge as expected [20, 21].

The states defined in section 2.1 are good to show the properties of the von Neumann
algebra, but are not convenient to discuss the semiclassical limit. Instead, we will consider
a different set of states by inserting primaries at different locations on the lower Euclidean
semicircle (see figure 2(a)). As we consider all possible insertions of primaries, these states
span the same Hilbert space. These states are called partially entangled thermal state (PETS),
which was first studied in [22]. The simplest PETS state has one heavy operator insertion

|Ψ⟩ ≡ |i;βL/2, βR/2⟩ = e−βLHL/2−βRHR/2Oi |v⟩ |0⟩ (2.30)

where |v⟩ is the ground state of the CFT and |0⟩ is the β = 0 Hartle-Hawking state. If we
have a UV completion of JT with matter on a two-sided system, e.g. two identical SYK
model, the state |v⟩ |0⟩ could be understood as the EPR state of the two-sided system with
maximal entanglement entropy. Acting on this state, Oi could be chosen as either Oi,L or
Oi,R. The conformal weight of the heavy operator Oi is µ ∼ O(ϕb). A generic PETS with
multiple heavy operators insertion is pictorially represented in figure 2(a).

Even though the Hilbert space is non-factorized in type II von Neumann algebra, we
can still define reduced density matrix ρL,R ∈ AL,R for either left or right side. Using the
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(a) (b) (c) µ < µ∗ (d) µ > µ∗

Figure 2. (a) A generic PETS with p primaries inserted on the Euclidean path. (b) The right reduced
density matrix ρR for state |Ψ⟩. The orange line connecting two Oi represents the geodesic that back
reacts on the geometry. (c) and (d) are the Lorentzian spacetime for |Ψ⟩ for µ < µ∗ and µ > µ∗
respectively. In both pictures, we assume βL > βR and the global minimum of the dilaton profile
is always at ΦL. The red dashed line is when Φ = −ΦL,R, which corresponds to a cutoff at inner
horizons. The orange line is the geodesic of the heavy matter, along which the dilaton profiles on both
sides are glued continuously (but not smoothly). We have chosen the inertial frame of this geodesic
such that it is a vertical straight line. For the right system, the yellow region is the entanglement
wedge and the blue region is the causal wedge. For µ < µ∗ there is only one local minimum of dilaton
at ΦL (the invisible “local minimum” ΦR is labeled gray) and there is no python’s lunch. For µ > µ∗
there are two local minima of dilaton at ΦL,R and there is a python’s lunch between them with a
bulge at the orange geodesic of the heavy matter.

pictorial representation in figure 1(a) for PETS, we can easily find out the reduced density
matrix for one side by conjugating the state and connecting the Euclidean path on the other
side. For example, for |Ψ⟩ defined in (2.30), the right reduced density matrix is

ρR = e−βRHR/2Oi,Re
−βLHROi,Re

−βRHR/2 (2.31)

where we assume Oi,R is hermitian. We pictorially represent ρR in figure 2(b). Using the
Euclidean path integral, it is straightforward to check that (2.31) obeys

⟨Ψ|aR|Ψ⟩ = TrρRaR, ∀aR ∈ AR (2.32)

with the trace defined in (2.29).
It has been studied in [22] that for this state there is a fixed spacetime geometry in

semiclassical limit ϕb → ∞. Due to the backreaction of heavy operator Oi, the Euclidean
geometry is the gluing of two EAdS disks along the geodesic connecting two Oi. For each
disk, the origin is the minimum of dilaton ΦL,R on that disk. If βL > βR, we have ΦL < ΦR
and vice versa. Continuing to Lorentzian signature at the Cauchy slice connecting these two
minima ΦL,R, we will have a spacetime with a long wormhole connecting two AdS boundaries.
There are a few cases depending on the parameters. Without loss of generality, let us assume
βL > βR. In this case, the right causal wedge is nested inside the right entanglement wedge.
On the other hand, the left causal wedge is always equal to the left entanglement wedge.
In other words, the global minimal surface is at ΦL. If µ < µ∗ for some critical µ∗, there
is only one visible local minimal Φ = ΦL from both boundaries because the other one is
hidden behind the geodesic connecting two Oi’s. If µ > µ∗, there are two visible local minima
ΦL,R, one from each boundary and the global minimum is min(ΦL,ΦR) = ΦL. By tuning µ
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over the critical value µ∗ from below, a python’s lunch [41] emerges, which means that the
dilaton value (or the transverse area in higher dimension) from ΦR to ΦL is not monotonically
decreasing. We summarize these conclusions in figure 2(c) and 2(d).

For a generic PETS with multiple heavy operators inserted, the semiclassical limit is
subtle because it depends on how the OPE coefficient Cijk scales with ϕb. This is an essential
difference between JT with matter theory and higher dimensional holographic theories, such
as N = 4 SYM. In the higher dimensional holographic theories, the CFT data is given
together with the parameter N that controls the semiclassical limit. In particular, the
gravity degrees of freedom emerge from the large N limit of the boundary theory. On
the other hand, the JT with matter theory is well-defined for arbitrary unitary CFT as
long as it couples with JT in the way described in section 2.1. In this construction, the
gravity degrees of freedom is independently defined from the CFT matter part. One may
naturally expect that not all unitary CFT allows a bulk effective field theory description in
the semiclassical limit. To have a sensible semiclassical limit, in this paper, we will make
the following assumptions about the CFT data:

1. All primary operators in the CFT can be separated into two categories: heavy operators
Oi with conformal dimension µ ∼ O(ϕb) and light operators Ol

i with conformal dimension
∆ ∼ O(1) in ϕb → ∞ limit. To distinguish these two types of operators, we take the
notation of µ to represent the conformal dimension of a heavy operator and the notation
of ∆ to represent the conformal dimension of a light operator.

2. For heavy operators, we assume there is a set Oi analogous to the “single trace” operators
in higher dimensional holographic theories, which become generalized free fields in
the strict ϕb → ∞ limit. This is physically reasonable because we should not expect
tunneling or decay of spacetime in the strict GN → 0 limit.8

3. For light operators, we assume they decouple from the “single trace” heavy operators,
but light operators could have nontrivial light-light-light OPE coefficients Cl1l2l3 ∼ O(1)
in ϕb → ∞ limit.

4. To make above two assumptions consistent with CFT, we need to impose that all other
heavy operators are analogous to “multi-trace” operators [OiOj · · · ], which only have
nontrivial OPE coefficients CO1O2[O1O2] ̸= 0 for at least one of O1,2 is heavy such that
the crossing symmetries are obeyed.9 On the other hand, any OPE coefficients involving
only “single trace” heavy operators should vanish Ch1h2l = Cl1l2h = Ch1h2h3 = 0.

The assumption of “single trace” heavy operators to form a generalized free field theory is
crucial and leads to a fixed spacetime background for each PETS in the semiclassical limit.

8In principle, this assumption of decoupling between heavy and light operators in the semiclassical limit
could be made weaker, but we need to specify how they couple to each other with appropriate scaling of ϕb.
We thank Edward Witten for discussing this point.

9To be more precise, for the four-point function of “single trace” heavy operators, we requires Ch1h2[h1h2] ̸= 0
to obey the crossing symmetry of generalized free fields; for the four-point function of heavy-heavy-light-light,
which factorizes as the product of two-point function of heavy and light operators, we need Chl[hl] ̸= 0 to obey
the crossing symmetry for this factorization.

– 12 –



J
H
E
P
0
6
(
2
0
2
4
)
1
5
1

On the other hand, the decoupling between heavy and light operators leads to an emergent
closed algebra for light operators in the semiclassical limit. One could impose a stronger
but simpler assumption by starting with two decoupled CFTs (the heavy and light) even
for finite ϕb. However, the more technical and weaker assumptions above for the CFT data
are analogous to a large N holographic theory in higher dimensions. In particular, the light
fields form a close algebra only in ϕb → ∞ limit is analogous to the statement of single trace
operators forming an emergent algebra only in N → ∞ limit [24].

Let us consider a generic PETS with p insertions of “single trace” heavy operators in
figure 2(a). Let us assume the spectrum of heavy “single trace” operators is dense and a
generic PETS should have all p different primaries with conformal weight µi. For simplicity,
we assume they are Hermitian. Note that the insertion of “multi-trace” heavy operators
corresponds to the limit of two close “single trace” heavy operators (or a “single trace” heavy
operator and a light operator), and thus we do not consider them separately. From now on,
we will only consider the insertion of “single trace” heavy operators and briefly call them
“heavy operators” unless specified. This state can explicitly written as

|Ψp⟩ = e−β0H/2O1e
−β1H/2 · · · Op−1e

−βp−1H/2Ope
−βpH/2 |v⟩ |0⟩ (2.33)

where all operators (and the Hamiltonian) are from AR and we suppressed the subscript
R. It follows that the right reduced density matrix is

ρp = e−βpH/2Ope
−βp−1H/2 · · · O1e

−β0HO1e
−β1H/2 · · · Ope

−βpH/2 (2.34)

Since these heavy operators are generalized free fields, the CFT contribution to the trace
of ρp is a product of p two-point functions. As shown in figure 3, the full quantum gravity
expression for the partition function Zp for this density matrix is given by

Zp=Trρp= ⟨Ψp|Ψp⟩=
∫ ( p∏

i=1
dℓi

)
Ψβ0(ℓ1)(4e−ℓ1)µ1Ψβ1(ℓ1, ℓ2) · · ·(4e−ℓp)µpΨβp(ℓp) (2.35)

where the wave functions are given by (2.10) and

Ψβ(ℓ1, ℓ2) = e−βk
2/(4ϕb)ρ(k)2K2ik(4e−ℓ1/2)2K2ik(4e−ℓ2/2) (2.36)

As explained by [13, 22], we can use an integral representation of Bessel function K

Kν(z) =
1
2i

∫ +i∞

−i∞
e−z cosαeiναdα (2.37)

to get a more geometry-related expression for the partition function. Taking this representation
into (2.35), we see that for each e−µiℓi there are two additional variables γi and αi from the
two Bessel functions involving ℓi respectively. Integrating over ℓi, we have

Zp =
∫ ( p∏

i=0
dki

) p∏
i=1

dαidγie
−Ip(ki,βi;µi;αi,γi) (2.38)

where the action Ip is given by

Ip=
p∑
i=0

(
k2
i

4ϕb
βi−logρ(ki)

)
+2

p+1∑
i=1

ki−1(αi−1+γi)+µi log(cosαi+cosγi)+I0(µi) (2.39)

where α0 = γp+1 = 0 and I0(µi) is a constant.
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Figure 3. Partition function of the density matrix ρp.

To consider the semiclassical limit, we rescale µi → 2µiϕb,ki → 2kiϕb and take ϕb → ∞
limit. Under this limit we have

Ip/(2ϕb) ≈
p∑
i=0

(
k2
i

2 βi − 2πki

)
+ 2

p+1∑
i=1

ki−1(αi−1 + γi) + µi log(cosαi + cos γi) (2.40)

where we have dropped the irrelevant constant I0. Since ϕb is large, the integral over ki, αi
and γi is approximated by their saddles. The variation of αi and γi gives

ki−1
sin γi

= ki
sinαi

= µi
cosαi + cos γi

(2.41)

The variation of ki gives

kiβi = 2(π − αi − γi+1) (2.42)

As shown in [22], the on-shell parameters αi and γi have geometric meaning, which indicates
an equivalent geometric computation in the semiclassical limit, as we will explain in the
next subsection. This geometric computation will be very helpful for us to understand the
modular flow in the semiclassical limit.

2.3 The geometric formalism in semiclassical limit

The geometric formalism in the semiclassical limit treats each boundary as a circle embedded
in EAdS2 space with a SL(2) charge Q, and the bulk as the disk inside the circle. Each
contracted pair of heavy operators O are connected by a geodesic with charge QO. For two
joint boundaries connected by O, their charges need to be conserved, which fixes the Euclidean
geometry. In this sense, 2αi and 2γi are opening angles of two joint disks to the geodesic of O
in between. For example, the geometry for the partition function Zp is shown in figure 4, where
the black curve is the overall boundary that are connected by many arcs of different circles.

The EAdS2 can be parameterized as a hypersurface in three dimension

−Y 2
−1 + Y 2

0 + Y 2
1 = −1, ds2 = −dY 2

−1 + dY 2
0 + dY 2

1 (2.43)

This metric has SO(2, 1) ≃ SL(2) isometry generated by

Yµ →Mµ
iνYµ, i = 1, 2, 3 (2.44)

– 14 –



J
H
E
P
0
6
(
2
0
2
4
)
1
5
1

Figure 4. Geometry of the boundary for the partition function Zp.

where

M1(x) =

cosh x sinh x
sinh x cosh x

1

 , M2(x) =

cosh x sinh x
1

sinh x cosh x

 , M3(x) =

1 cosx sin x
− sin x cosx


(2.45)

We can choose the coordinate

Y−1 = cosh ρ, Y0 = sinh ρ sin τ, Y1 = sinh ρ cos τ, τ ∈ [0, 2π], ρ ∈ [0,∞) (2.46)

and the metric becomes

ds2 = dρ2 + sinh2 ρdτ2 (2.47)

The EAdS boundary is a circle with large ρϵ and τ ∈ [0, 2π] with boundary condition

2πϵ sinh ρϵ = b, ϵ→ 0 (2.48)

This is equivalent to setting the boundary metric as du2
E/ϵ

2 for periodicity uE ∼ uE + b.
This circle can be equivalently written as

QµYµ = 1
ϵ
, Qµ = { 1

ϵ cosh ρϵ
, 0, 0} (2.49)

where Qµ is the SL(2) charge of this circle. The dilaton profile inside each EAdS boundary
circle of charge Q is given by

Φ(Y ) = ϕbQ · Y (2.50)

For the circle centered at the origin, the charge is given by (2.49) and we have the dilaton
profile as Φ = 2πϕb

b cosh ρ with horizon area Φh = 2πϕb/b.
Each gray circle in figure 4 is an EAdS2 boundary but with different charges

Qµi = { 1
ϵ cosh ρi,ϵ

, 0, 0}, 2πϵ sinh ρi,ϵ = bi (2.51)

when we put the center of each circle at the origin of EAdS2. For figure 4, we can choose
the circle with minimal dilaton horizon area at the origin of EAdS2. Suppose this is the
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e-th circle with charge Qe given by (2.51). Other circles are moved away from the origin
by an appropriate SL(2) transformation

Y i(τ) =M2(zi) · Y (ρi,ϵ, τ) (2.52)

where Y i is the coordinate of the i-th circle and here we only have M2 transformation because
all circles in figure 4 are aligned along a horizontal line. The parameters zi are positive for
i > e, negative for i < e and equal to zero for i = e. Geometrically, they are the geodesic
distance Di between the center of the i-th circle to the origin

coshDi ≡ −Y (i) · Y (e)|ρ=0 = cosh zi ⇐⇒ Di = zi (2.53)

The circles (2.52) can be equivalently characterized by the charges

Qi = { 1
ϵ cosh ρi,ϵ

, 0, 0} ·M2(−zi) (2.54)

The dilaton profile and horizon area (the minimal value of the dilaton) for each circle is

Φi(Y ) = ϕbQi · Y =⇒ Φh,i =
2πϕb cosh zi

bi
(2.55)

Since the total arc opening angle of each circle is 2(π − αi − γi+1), we have

2(π − αi − γi+1) = 2πβi/bi (2.56)

Comparing with (2.42), we should identify

ki = 2π/bi (2.57)

and the horizon areas now becomes Φh,i = ϕbki cosh zi.
To show that this geometric formalism is valid, we need to justify the equations (2.41).

They are from the charge conservation and joint constraints for circles. The charge conservation
leads to

(Qi −Qi−1) · (Qi −Qi−1) = µ2
i (2.58)

The joint conditions for two neighboring circles are

Y i−1(γi) = Y i(π − αi) (2.59)

Expanding (2.58), we have

µ2
i = 2kiki−1 cosh(zi − zi−1)− k2

i − k2
i−1 (2.60)

Expanding (2.59), we have

ki
sinαi

= ki−1
sin γi

, cosαi =
ki−1 cosh(zi − zi−1)− ki
ki−1 sinh(zi − zi−1)

(2.61)

One can easily show that (2.60) and (2.61) are equivalent to (2.41).
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Figure 5. The norm of state |Φ2⟩.

2.4 The structure of the semiclassical Hilbert space

As we see from the computation above, a generic PETS with all different heavy operator
insertions corresponds to a unique fixed geometry of a long wormhole in figure 4 that is
determined by the saddle equations.

There exists more special PETS with a few identical heavy operators. For example, we
may have the following state with two identical insertions

|Φ2⟩ = e−βLH/2Oe−β0HOe−βRH/2 |v⟩ |0⟩ (2.62)

The norm of this state includes different contributions from three Wick contractions of four
O in the reduced density matrix ρR (see figure 5). Since we are working in ϕb → ∞ limit,
each contraction in figure 5 evaluates as e−ϕbI for some on-shell action I. Note that the
last diagram in figure 5 with crossing Wick contraction is more involved than the first two
because it contains sl(2) 6j symbol [5, 13] as we show in appendix A using a straightforward
Euclidean path integral.

For generic βL,R,0, this exponential factor will pick out the dominant saddle and lead
to a dominant geometry corresponding to this state. It has been shown in [13] that the
contraction with crossing (the last diagram in figure 5) is subleading to the non-crossing
diagrams for a four-point function because the former can be regarded as OTOC and the
latter is TOC. It is generally true that OTOC is no greater than TOC. In appendix B, we
show that for a generic Euclidean path integral, the crossing Wick contraction of any two
pairs of heavy operators of the same type is always exponentially suppressed relative to a
non-crossing Wick contraction in the semiclassical limit. Note that the first two diagrams
in figure 5 have different geometries in the semiclassical limit. The first diagram has a long
wormhole geometry and one can show that the global minimal dilaton is at the center. The
second diagram has a short wormhole similar to a thermofield double state. Depending on
the parameters βL,R,0, one of these two diagrams dominates over the other and defines a
geometric background dual to |Φ2⟩. The detailed analysis is given in appendix C.

In the special case with βL = βR = β0, we see that the first two diagrams in figure 5
are identical but with a relative rotation of 90 degrees. Therefore, they evaluate to exactly
the same on-shell action though the Lorentzian geometries are completely different. Such
a fine-tuned state does not correspond to a unique geometric background, which leads to
the ambiguity of defining a bulk field φ. Therefore, we may say it does not have a sensible
semiclassical limit. We will exclude the fine-tuned states in the rest of this paper.

Though in appendix B we excluded the crossing contraction of the same type of heavy
operators in the leading saddle, there could be states, whose leading saddle has crossing
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contractions between different types of heavy operators. For example, consider the state

|Φ3⟩ = e−βLH/2O1e
−β1HO2e

−β2HO1e
−βRH/2 |v⟩ |0⟩ (2.63)

where β1, β2 ≪ βL,R. As the two O1 are close to each other on the Euclidean boundary,
we may expect the leading saddle of ⟨Φ3|Φ3⟩ to includes their contractions within the bra
and ket states. On the other hand, O2 must contract between the bra and ket states, which
leads to two crossing with the contractions of O1. To analyze the semiclassical limit of this
state, we need to study the semiclassical limit of 6j symbols with two different conformal
weights.10 This is outside of the scope of this paper and we will only consider the states
without crossing contractions between different types of operators.

We may conclude that a non-fine-tuned PETS |Ψ⟩ with only heavy operator insertions
and no crossing contractions corresponds to a fixed Euclidean geometry, which is determined
by a unique leading saddle point in the semiclassical limit. For each such state, we can consider
more states by inserting finite numbers of light operators Ol

i on the Euclidean path. As these
light operators contribute to the path integral only at e−O(1) order, they do not change the
saddle and we can regard them as states with light matters in the same geometric background.
Let us denote them as

∣∣∣Ψ;Ol
i · · ·

〉
and normalize these states to one by dividing their e−O(ϕb)

norms. These states have nonzero overlap with each other, which is given by the correlation
function of the light operators in the Euclidean geometry background g corresponding to |Ψ⟩〈

Ψ;Ol
i · · · |Ψ;Ol

j · · ·
〉
=
〈
Ol
i · · · Ol

j · · ·
〉
g

(2.64)

We may consider these states to span a Hilbert space Hg labeled by the saddle Euclidean
geometry g. For two normalized states corresponding to different geometries, their inner
product obeys Schwarz inequality

⟨Ψg1 |Ψg2⟩ = e−ϕb(I12+(I1+I2)/2) ≤ 1, |Ψgi⟩ ∈ Hgi (2.65)

where I12, I1 and I2 are the corresponding on-shell actions of the Euclidean path integral.
Since g1 and g2 are different geometries, the action difference must be ∼ O(1). In the
semiclassical limit, the exponential suppression (2.65) vanishes and leads to the orthogonality
of two states with distinct geometries. Therefore, the full Hilbert space in the semiclassical
limit contains the following direct sum structure

H ⊃ ⊕gHg (2.66)

For a state |Ψ⟩ ∈ Hg, the CFT data of the light operators Ol
i on the Euclidean boundary

defines a bulk field theory of φi in AdS2 regarding Ol
i as the boundary limit of φi in the

sense of (2.5). The mass of bulk fields φi is given by the standard relation in AdS/CFT (e.g.
conformal dimension ∆i = 1

2 +
√

1
4 +m2

i for scalars) and their couplings are proportional to
the OPE coefficient Clll. For such state |Ψ⟩, we can consider the Lorentzian continuation along
the geodesic connecting the left and right endpoints of |Ψ⟩. This geodesic is the time-reversal
symmetric global Cauchy slice Σg of the Lorentzian spacetime. Therefore, Hg can also be
identified as the Hilbert space of bulk fields φi canonically quantized on Σg.

10In [42] the semiclassical limit of 6j symbol with two identical conformal weight is studied.
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(a) (b)

Figure 6. (a) and (b) are two states with different Euclidean geometries, where red dots are heavy
operators and green dots/arcs are light operators. The state in (a) has multiple identical heavy
operators, which lead to disks above and below the central row disks, which are filled with blue color.
However, the central row disks of (a) and (b) are the same. Therefore, when we analytically continue
the Euclidean geometry along the horizontal dashed line, they lead to the same Lorentzian geometry.
The light operators on the off-central row disks (green dots) in (a) is equivalent to some integral of
light operators on the central row disk (green arcs) in (b) if the integral measure is chosen properly.

One should note that our Hilbert space is labeled by the Euclidean geometry rather than
the Lorentzian geometry. This is because Lorentzian geometry only depends on the central
row of EAdS2 disks in the Euclidean saddle geometry in the norm of the state but does not
depend on the disks above or below the central row (the blue-shaded disks in figure 6). If
the PETS only contains different heavy operators, the saddle geometry only has the central
row and the Lorentzian geometry corresponds to the unique Euclidean geometry. However,
when a PETS has two identical operators O, the saddle of the partition function could be
the configuration with these two O’s self-contracted rather than contracting between the
bra and ket states. In this case, disks above and below the central row do not affect the
Lorentzian continuation, which is along the horizontal dashed line in figure 6. In particular,
in the Lorentzian spacetime, bulk fields φi cannot probe the existence of the disks below the
central row because we can equivalently replace the Euclidean boundary condition of φi on
these disks by some conditions above the geodesic connecting the two self-contracting O’s.
Figure 6 gives a pictorial explanation for this point by replacing the light operators on the
off-central row disks (green dots) in figure 6(a) with some integral of light operators on the
central row disk (green arcs) in figure 6(b). If we choose the integral measure properly, they
should lead to the same bulk field configuration of φi on the horizontal Cauchy slice.

The argument before shows that a non-fined-tuned PETS without crossing contractions
has a unique Euclidean saddle geometry. However, the inverse statement is more subtle. Let
us consider two PETS containing the same number of heavy operators at the same location
on the Euclidean path. The only difference is that the heavy operators in the two PETS
have O(1) difference in their conformal dimensions. Note that to derive the saddle equation
in (2.40) we need to rescale µ → 2µϕb. Therefore, the O(1) difference in the conformal
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dimension does not change the saddle and leads to the same geometry. However, since they
are different heavy operators, the generalized free field assumption implies zero inner product
between these two PETS. Moreover, as we assume the light operators are decoupled from
heavy operators, the inner product between these two PETS with any additional light operator
insertions always vanishes. Therefore, the Hilbert space Hg should be further decomposed
as direct sum of Hi

g where i indexes the heavy operator variations in the spectrum of width
O(1). We will not explore this further in this paper but it is clear that the fine structure of
this decomposition of Hilbert space depends on the spectrum of heavy operators.

The spectrum of heavy operators affects another subtle issue of the structure of Hg.
Suppose a PETS |Ψ⟩ ∈ Hg contains two identical heavy operators O with saddle geometry with
these two O’s self-contracted. In the language of figure 6(a), the norm of this state has disks
above and below the central row. We can consider another PETS |Ψ′⟩ by replacing O by O′

with O(1) conformal dimension difference. By the same argument, these two states correspond
to the same Euclidean geometry. However, since these operators are self-contracted, the inner
product ⟨Ψ|Ψ′⟩ is O(1) because we are free from the selection rule of generalized free field
theory. Inserting light operators in the Euclidean path of |Ψ⟩ and |Ψ′⟩ generate more states.
However, there is an isomorphism mapping the states generated from |Ψ⟩ to |Ψ′⟩ because〈

Ψ;Ol
i · · · |Ψ;Ol

j · · ·
〉
=
〈
Ψ′;Ol

i · · · |Ψ′;Ol
j · · ·

〉
=
〈
Ψ|Ψ′〉 〈Ol

i · · · Ol
j · · ·

〉
g

(2.67)

where
〈
Ol
i · · · Ol

j · · ·
〉
g

is the CFT correlation function of light operators on the boundary of
the Euclidean geometry g. Here the light operators Ol

i,j are inserted at the same locations in
|Ψ⟩ and |Ψ′⟩. Therefore, the Hilbert space Hg has a tensor product structure

Hg ≃ Hheavy
g ⊗ H̃g (2.68)

where Hheavy
g is spanned by the states with different heavy operators with O(1) conformal

weight difference but corresponding to the same Euclidean geometry g. Its structure depends
on the O(1) width spectrum of heavy operators. The H̃g factor is isomorphic to the Hilbert
space generated by any state picking from Hheavy

g . In the bulk viewpoint, it is the Hilbert
space of all bulk fields in the geometric background g.

In conclusion, the semiclassical Hilbert space H of JT gravity with matter theory contains
a direct sum over sub-Hilbert spaces Hg labeled by the saddle Euclidean geometry g as given
in (2.66). Depending on the spectrum of heavy operators, for each sub-Hilbert space Hg, it
may be decomposed to more sectors, which share the same Euclidean geometry.

2.5 Operator algebra in the semiclassical limit

As we have seen before, all states in the Hilbert space survive in the semiclassical state and
each of them is related to an Euclidean geometry with light matter fields. On the other
hand, not all operators in the left and right algebra AL,R survive in the semiclassical limit
because some of them will have singular matrix elements.

It is straightforward to check that all heavy operators become ill-defined. For example,
the matrix element in the second equation of (2.27) becomes singular when we take µi ∼
O(ϕb) → ∞ because Γµk,k′ ∼ µ2µ−3/2. Moreover, the Hamiltonian HL,R are singular when
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they act on a PETS. Note that the saddle value of k ∼ O(ϕb) in (2.40), which leads to
boundary energy EL,R = k2

L,R/(4ϕb) ∼ O(ϕb) → ∞ for any PETS in the semiclassical limit.
As for light operators, it is more subtle to discuss their matrix elements in the basis

of (2.27) and (2.28), because of the decoupling between “single trace” heavy and light
operators in the semiclassical limit. It is more convenient to confirm the survival of light
operators in AL,R in each sub-Hilbert space Hg because multi-point correlation functions
of light operators are finite in any state |Ψ⟩ ∈ Hg. Moreover, even though HL,R becomes
singular in the semiclassical limit, the light operators Ol

i,L/R(u) = eiHL/RuOl
i,L/Re

−iHL/Ru

with u ∈ R in Heisenberg picture are still bounded operators because the unitary e−iHL/Ru

for real u is bounded.11 Its matrix elements are given by analytic continuation of some
correlation functions of light operators in the background g.

By our assumption that “single trace” heavy operators are decoupled from light operators
in the semiclassical limit, light operators Ol

i,L/R(u) for all u ∈ R in AL/R should generate
a closed algebra, which we call A0

L/R.12 Note that these two algebras are emergent under
semiclassical limit, because for finite ϕb light operators do not close as an algebra. They
are universal emergent subalgebras of AL/R and act on any sub-Hilbert space Hg in the
semiclassical limit. This is similar to the single trace operators in a holographic theory, in which
they form a universal emergent algebra under N → ∞ limit independent of the state [24].

In the Lorentzian signature, the algebra A0
L/R are the light operators living on the left

and right boundary at all times respectively. For the left or right boundary in the geometry
of figure 4, the leftmost or rightmost disk with metric (2.47) after analytic continuation
of τ → it becomes

ds2 = dρ2
L/R − sinh2 ρL/Rdt

2
L/R (2.69)

where tL/R is the Rindler time for the left or right boundary, which is related to boundary
physical time by uL/R(tL/R) = (2π)−1bL/RtL/R with bL = b0 and bR = bp, the periodicity of
Euclidean boundary physical times for |Ψp⟩. By the well-known HKLL reconstruction [25–28],
we can extend a boundary light operator Ol

i,L/R(u) to a dual bulk field in this causal wedge

φi,L/R(ρL/R, tL/R) =
∫
dtK∆i

(ρL/R, tL/R; t)Ol
i,L/R(uL/R(t)) (2.70)

where ∆i is the conformal dimension of Ol
i,L/R, and the kernel only depends on the geometry

of the causal wedge. This reconstruction serves as a duality between A0
L/R and the algebra of

bulk fields in the causal wedge ACW
L/R. By the general argument for bulk QFT for a subregion,

this emergent algebra ACW
L/R ≃ A0

L/R is type III1.
An immediate limitation is that HKLL does not work beyond the causal wedge. As we

see from figure 4, the Lorentzian continuation of a generic PETS |Ψ⟩ corresponds to a long
wormhole connecting the left and right boundary. The sub-Hilbert space Hg for this geometry
consists of generic bulk fields living on the global Cauchy slice, which is clearly beyond the

11Note that e−iHL/Ru for finite u itself may not have a semiclassical limit because of the highly oscillation
with frequency ∼ O(ϕb).

12Due to the short distance singularity, to define this algebra property, we need to smear each Ol
L/R,i(t)

appropriately along the Lorentzian time u.
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causal wedge. In other words, acting A0
L/R on a state in Hg does not generate the whole Hg,

and there must be some other operators in AL/R survival under the semiclassical limit.
What is missed? In the next section, we will show that given a reduced density matrix

ρR for a generic PETS, the modular flow of A0
R by ρR extends beyond the causal wedge

and reconstruct the full right entanglement wedge, which is the causal diamond between
the global minimal dilaton point (i.e. global RT or QES surface in higher dimensions) and
the right boundary. The same entanglement wedge construction holds for the left side and
altogether generates the bulk field algebra on the global Cauchy slice. Hence, by acting on
any state in Hg, this modular flow extended algebra from both sides generates the whole Hg.

3 Modular flow in the semiclassical limit

Let us quickly review a few basic concepts in von Neumann algebra. Given a state |Ψ⟩ in
a Hilbert space H, assume there are two von Neumann algebras AL and AR, which are
commutant to each other. If |Ψ⟩ cannot be annihilated by any nonzero operator in AL and
AR, and all operators in AL or AR acting on |Ψ⟩ can generate a dense set in H, we call |Ψ⟩ a
cyclic and separating state. For such a state, Tomita-Takesaki theory states that there exists
an antilinear operator SΨ such that SΨa |Ψ⟩ = a† |Ψ⟩ for a ∈ AR, and this operator has a
unique polar decomposition SΨ = JΨ∆1/2

Ψ , where JΨ is an anti-unitary operator obeying
J2

Ψ = JΨJ
†
Ψ = 1, and ∆Ψ is a hermitian and positive-definite operator. JΨ and ∆Ψ are

called modular conjugation and modular operator respectively. Similarly, we can define S′
Ψ

relative to the commutant algebra AL, and find the polar decomposition obeys J ′
Ψ = JΨ

and ∆′
Ψ = ∆−1

Ψ . There are many nontrivial features of these two operators in the context
of algebraic quantum field theory and quantum information theory, and we refer readers
to Witten’s note [43] for a pedagogical review.

For type III von Neumann algebra, the properties of the modular operator is crucial for
the classification though we may not be able to write down the explicit form of ∆Ψ. For
type I/II von Neumann algebra, thanks to the existence of the density matrix and trace, the
modular operator has an explicit form ∆Ψ = ρ−1

L ρR, where ρL/R is the reduced density matrix
of |Ψ⟩ for AL/R respectively. Tomita-Takesaki theory states that the modular flow of AR is
an automorphism ∆is

ΨAR∆−is
Ψ = AR for s ∈ R. Indeed, this defines a 1-parameter group of

modular automorphism ∆is
Ψa∆

−is
Ψ for each operator a ∈ AR. This modular automorphism

is also conventionally called modular flow.
In this section, given a generic PETS |Ψ⟩ we will study the modular flow of a right light

operator in the semiclassical limit. As the algebra at finite ϕb is type II∞, the modular flow
of Ol

j,R(u) can be written in terms of the reduced density matrix

Olj,R(s;u) = ∆is
ΨOl

j,R(u)∆−is
Ψ = ρisROl

j,R(u)ρ−isR (3.1)

where we used the fact that ρL commutes with any right operator. It has been argued in [33]
that the modular zero mode, namely integrating Olj,R(s;u) over all s ∈ R, approximately
commutes with both left and right bulk algebras after appropriate smearing.13 Therefore,

13Rigorously speaking, the modular zero mode is not an operator but a quadratic form because it has matrix
elements that make sense, but it does not make sense as an operator, since acting on the vacuum it gives a
“state” that is not square-integrable. We thank Edward Witten for pointing this out to us.
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it is conjectured to exist an entanglement wedge reconstruction using the modular flow [32,
33]. However, as modular flow usually acts in a very nonlocal way except in very limited
known cases, it is very hard to show the entanglement wedge reconstruction in general.
In the following, we will show that the modular flow for a generic PETS in JT gravity
acts geometrically in the semiclassical limit, and suffices to reconstruct the entanglement
wedge manifestly.

3.1 Modular flow by replica trick

Let us consider a generic PETS |Ψp⟩ in (2.33) with all different heavy operators. The
corresponding reduced density matrix is (2.34). As we explained in section 2.4, all states in
the sub-Hilbert space Hg corresponding to |Ψp⟩ are spanned by the states with insertion of
light operators on the Euclidean path of |Ψp⟩. Since the von Neumann algebra is defined to
be close under weak operator topology, which means closed in the sense of matrix element,
we need to study the matrix element of a modular flowed operator〈

Ψp;Ol
i · · · |Olj,R(s;u)|Ψp;Ol

k · · ·
〉

(3.2)

Due to the OPE expansion of light operators, it is sufficient to just consider the states with
at most one light operator insertion. It boils down to the following matrix elements〈

Ψp|Olj,R(s;u)|Ψp

〉
,
〈
Ψp;Ol

i|Olj,R(s;u)|Ψp

〉
,
〈
Ψp;Ol

i|Olj,R(s;u)|Ψp;Ol
k

〉
(3.3)

where we are sloppy about the location of the light operators Ol
i and Ol

k.
The modular flow is hard to compute directly in the original real s signature, and we

will use a replica trick [44] for modular flow in JT gravity similar to [45] and compute the
following Euclidean version matrix elements

gj(n,m, uE) =
〈
Ψp|ρn−m−1

R Ol
j,R(uE)ρmR |Ψp

〉
(3.4)

gij(n,m, uE) =
〈
Ψp;Ol

i|ρn−m−1
R Ol

j,R(uE)ρmR |Ψp

〉
(3.5)

gijk(n,m, uE) =
〈
Ψp;Ol

i|ρn−m−1
R Ol

j,R(uE)ρmR |Ψp;Ol
k

〉
(3.6)

for all integers n ≥ m+ 1 ≥ 0. Here we also analytically continued the Lorentzian time to
Euclidean time u→ −iuE and it is compatible with the integer powers of ρR because ρR is in
the form of e−βpHR/2 · · · e−βpHR/2. In the end, we will analytically continue n→ 1, m→ −is,
uE → iu. The Euclidean replica matrix elements are much easier to compute because they
are just n copies of the Euclidean path integral in |Ψp⟩. As Ol are light operators, in the
sense that their conformal weight ∆/ϕb → 0 in the semiclassical limit, we should ignore its
back reaction to the geometry. Therefore, we just need to solve the geometry of n copies
of ρR for all matrix elements (3.4)–(3.6) (see figure 7)

For the n replica partition function TrρnR, there are 2n Oi heavy operators in total for
each i. As we assume these heavy operators become generalized free fields in the semiclassical
limit, their contributions are sums of all Wick contractions. As shown in appendix B, the case
with crossing Wick contractions of Oi is subdominant to the case of no-crossing contractions.
Furthermore, we assume that the leading order saddle respects n-replica symmetry. This
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Figure 7. Replica geometry for Trρn
R, where θn = π/n. The gray region is labeled as the first replica

s = 1 (note that it does not represent the range for one copy of ρR, whose range is labeled by the blue
arc) and subsequent replicas are labeled anti-clockwise. In this figure, if we ignore the “· · · ” (for more
disks) in each replica, as an example, we have p = 5 and e = 2 here. There are p+ 1 = 6 different
ways of no-crossing contractions for the heavy operators by putting e-th disk (e = 0, 1, · · · , p) at the
center of the whole replica geometry.

means that each Oi can either contract with the other Oi in the same copy of ρR or another
Oi in a neighboring replica of ρR.14 With these restrictions, we only have p+ 1 possibilities
in the n replica partition function Z

(n)
p =

∑p
e=0 Z

(n)
e,p , where

Z(n)
e,p =

∫
dke

n∏
s=1

∏
j ̸=e

dk
(s)
j

p∏
i=1

dℓ
(s)
i 4µiZs,e({k,ℓ})

Ψnβe(ke;ℓ(1)
e , · · · , ℓ(n)

e , ℓ
(1)
e+1, · · · , ℓ

(n)
e+1)

(3.7)

Zs,e({k,ℓ})=Ψβ0(k
(s)
0 ;ℓ(s)1 )

 ∏
i ̸=e,p

e−µiℓ
(s)
i Ψβi(k

(s)
i ;ℓ(s)i , ℓ

(s)
i+1)

e−µeℓ(s)
e e−µpℓ

(s)
p Ψβp(k(s)

p ;ℓ(s)p )

(3.8)

Ψβ(k;{ℓj})= e−βk
2/(4ϕb)ρ(k)

∏
j

2K2ik(4e−ℓj/2) (3.9)

where s labels different replicas. Using the integral representation (2.37), and the rescaling
k

(s)
i → 2ϕbk

(s)
i , µi → 2ϕbµi in the semiclassical limit, we have

Z(n)
e,p =

∫
dke

n∏
s=1

∏
i ̸=e

dk
(s)
i

p∏
i=1

dα
(s)
i dγ

(s)
i

exp
(
−
∑
s

I(n)
e,s

)
(3.10)

I(n)
e,s /(2ϕb)≈

p∑
i=0

(
(k(s)
i )2

2 βi−
2πk(s)

i

1+(n−1)δi,e

)
+2

p+1∑
i=1

k
(s)
i−1(α

(s)
i−1+γ

(s)
i )+µi log(cosα(s)

i +cosγ(s)
i )

(3.11)

where we have dropped an irrelevant constant In,p(µi). Since different replicas do not interact
with each other (the total action in (3.10) is just a sum over replicas), it is natural to assume

14There are two neighboring replicas, but the contraction with one of them preserves n-replica symmetry.
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(a) (b)

Figure 8. (a) The configuration for the replica two-point function gij(n,m, uE). (b) The configuration
for the replica three-point function gijk(n,m, uE). The green dots in both plots are the light operators
and the blue range is for one copy of ρR.

the dominant saddle of the above action should also respect replica symmetry so that all
variables with different s subscripts should be equal. For simplicity, in the following we will
omit the subscript s. Variation of ki gives

kiβi = 2(π/(1 + (n− 1)δi,e)− αi − γi+1) (3.12)

which is the same as (2.42) except i = e. However, this exactly matches with the replica
geometry in figure 7 if we use the dictionary (2.57). Indeed, from figure 7, the circumference
be of the central circle is given by

be = 2πβe/(θn − αe − γe+1), (θn ≡ π/n) (3.13)

which is consistent with (3.12). Variation of αi and γi leads to the same equations as (2.61),
which has been shown to be equivalent to the charge conservation and joint condition for
Oi in the geometric formalism in section 2.3.

Therefore, the replica geometry for each choice of e is constructed as follows. For the
first replica (s = 1, the gray region in figure 7), the circles are given by

Y i
(1)(τ) =

M2(zi(n)) · Y (ρi,ϵ, τ) i ≥ e

M3(θn) ·M2(zi(n)) · Y (ρi,ϵ, τ) i < e
(3.14)

where ze(n) = 0. Then for the s-th replica, the circles are given by

Y i
(s)(τ) =M3(2(s− 1)θn) · Y i

(1)(τ) (3.15)

Given this geometry, the matrix elements (3.4)–(3.6) become one-, two- and three-point
functions of light operators in this Euclidean geometric background respectively. Recall that
the light operators are decoupled from heavy operators and dilaton field in the semiclassical
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limit, and thus the correlations of light operators in a generic PETS enjoy an SL(2) symmetry.
We can assume this CFT of light operators has a trivial one-point function, which implies
vanishing (3.4). For (3.5), it is a two-point function given by

gij(n,m, uE) = δij(coshD)−∆ (3.16)

where D is the geodesic distance between Ol
j,R(uE) and Ol

i on the replica diagram in figure 8(a).
For a simpler notation, let us use Ol

j,R(τ) momentarily with τ = 2πuE/bp in terms of the
EAdS2 boundary coordinate. Let us assume Ol

i is on the α-th disk in |Ψp⟩ with boundary
coordinate τ ′. By the operator ρn−m−1

R between
〈
Ψp;Ol

i

∣∣∣ and Ol
j,R(τ), we may put Ol

j,R(τ)
on the first replica and Ol

i(τ ′) on (n−m)-th replica. Since the embedding space is hyperbolic,
the geodesic distance can be simply expressed as

coshD = −Y α
(n−m)(τ

′) · Y p
(1)(τ) = −Y p

(1)(τ
′) ·M3(2(1− n+m)θn) · Y p

(1)(τ) (3.17)

Analytic continuation to n → 1, m → −is, and τ → it = i(2πu/bp) leads to〈
Ψp;Ol

i|Olj,R(s;u)|Ψp

〉
= δij(−Y α

(1)(τ
′) ·M3(−2iπs) · Y p

(1)(it))
−∆ (3.18)

Note that Y p
(1) is the right boundary coordinate in the geometry of Lorentzian continuation

of figure 4 because the saddle equations of the replica geometry reduce back to the ones of a
single copy when n→ 1. From (3.18) it is clear that the modular flow acts just as an SL(2)
transformation on the embedding coordinate of Ol

j,R(u)

Y p(it) → Ỹ p(s; it) ≡M3(−2iπs) · Y p(it) (3.19)

Similarly, for the replica three-point function (3.6), the configuration is given in figure 8(b).
We assume Ol

k is on the γ-th disk of |Ψp⟩ with boundary coordinate τ ′′. By our notation of
replicas, there are two cases. If γ ≤ e, it is on the (n−m)-th replica; if γ > e, it is on the
(n −m + 1)-th replica. For the first case, the three-point function is given by

gijk(n,m, uE) =Cijk(−Y α
(n−m)(τ

′) · Y p
(1)(τ))

−
∆i+∆j−∆k

2 (−Y α
(n−m)(τ

′) · Y γ
(n−m)(τ

′′))−
∆i+∆k−∆j

2

× (−Y γ
(n−m)(τ

′′) · Y p
(1)(τ))

−
∆k+∆j−∆i

2 (3.20)

Analytic continuation to n → 1, m → −is, and τ → it leads to〈
Ψp;Ol

i|Ol
j,R(s;u)|Ψp;Ol

k

〉
=Cijk(−Y α

(1)(τ ′)·Ỹ
p

(1)(s; it))
−

∆i+∆j −∆k
2 (−Y α

(1)(τ ′)·Y
γ

(1)(τ
′′))−

∆i+∆k−∆j
2

×(−Y γ
(1)(τ

′′)·Ỹ p
(1)(s; it))

−
∆k+∆j −∆i

2 (3.21)

which again justifies the SL(2) transformation (3.19). For the second case, we need to change
Y γ

(n−m) to Y γ
(n−m+1). Noting the periodicity M3(2π + x) = M3(x), we have

Y γ
(n−m+1)(τ

′′) · Y p
(1)(τ) = Y γ

(1)(τ
′′) ·M3(2mθn) · Y p

(1)(τ) (3.22)

Y α
(n−m)(τ

′) · Y γ
(n−m+1)(τ

′′) = Y α
(1)(τ

′) ·M3(2θn) · Y γ
(1)(τ

′′) (3.23)

which implies the same equation (3.21) after analytic continuation.
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Figure 9. For the saddle with the e-th disk at the center of the replica geometry in figure 7, the
modular flow is the boost transformation around the local minimal dilaton point at Φh,e. The dominant
saddle over the p+ 1 saddles is the one corresponding to the global minimal dilaton point Φh,e∗ .

The physical meaning of this SL(2) is simple. In EAdS2, M3(x) rotates the angular
coordinate τ of the disk at the center labeled by ke in figure 7. The analytic continuation
of τ → it changes EAdS to AdS with metric

ds2 = dρ2 − sinh2 ρdt2 (3.24)

for the Rindler wedge corresponding to e-th disk. Therefore, M3(−2iπs) is the boost
transformation around a local minimal point of dilaton Φh,e (see figure 9).

This SL(2) transformation of boundary coordinate can be uniquely extended into the
bulk using the HKLL reconstruction (2.70). For the bulk field φi in the right causal wedge,
the modular flowed field is given as

φj(s; ρ, t) ≡ ρisRφj(ρ, t)ρ−isR =
∫
dt′K∆j

(ρ, t; t′)Olj,R(s;u(t′)) (3.25)

The matrix elements of φj(s; ρ, t) are similar to (3.3) by integrating Olj,R(t′)(s; t′) against
the HKLL kernel K∆j

(ρ, t; t′), for example,〈
Ψp;Ol

i|φj(s; ρ, t)|Ψp

〉
= δij

∫
dt′K∆j

(ρ, t; t′)(−Y α
(1)(τ

′) ·M3(−2iπs) · Y p
(1)(it

′))−∆

= δij

∫
dt′K∆j

(ρ, t; t′)(−Ỹ α(−s; τ ′) · Y p(it′))−∆

=
〈
Ψp; Õl

i|φj(ρ, t)|Ψp

〉
(3.26)

where
〈
Ψp; Õl

i

∣∣∣ is a state with Ol
i inserted at a deformed location Ỹ α(−s; τ ′). On the

other hand, with the HKLL kernel, we should be able to compute the matrix element〈
Ψp;Ol

i|φj(ρ, t)|Ψp

〉
, which is in the form of a bulk-to-boundary propagator and is an SL(2)

invariant function of the locations of Ol
j and φj(ρ, t) thanks to the isometry of AdS2 and

the decoupling from heavy operators and the dilaton field. Therefore, we can do a global
SL(2) transformation M3(−2iπs) to both coordinates in (3.26) and have〈

Ψp;Ol
i|φj(s; ρ, t)|Ψp

〉
=
〈
Ψp;Ol

i|φj(M3(−2iπs) · Y p(ρ, t))|Ψp

〉
(3.27)
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Though we assume φj(ρ, t) as the bulk field in the right causal wedge, the modular trans-
formation (3.27) has a unique smooth extension beyond the right causal wedge because M3
is well-defined in the whole global Lorentzian spacetime. The same computation applies to〈
Ψp;Ol

i|φj(s; ρ, t)|Ψp;Ol
k

〉
because the three-point function (3.21) is also an SL(2) invariant

function, and we may conclude that the modular flow of a bulk field from the e-th saddle is
just the boost transformation around the e-th minimal dilaton point.

Now let us determine which e dominates. In semiclassical limit, for different choices of
e, only the one with minimal on-shell action survives. Since the on-shell action is replica
symmetric, it suffices to show which e leads to minimal

I(n)
e /(2ϕb) =

p∑
i=0

(
k2
i

2 βi − 2πki

)
+2π(1−1/n)ke+2

p+1∑
i=1

ki−1(αi−1+γi)+µi log(cosαi+cos γi)

(3.28)
where ki, αi, γi are functions of n as solutions to the saddle equations. Taking derivative to
n will have two pieces. One acts explicitly on (1− 1/n) and the other acts only implicitly
on ki, αi, γi, which are all proportional to the equations of motion and thus vanish [22].
It follows that

∂nI
(n)
e /ϕb = 2πke(n)/n2 = 2πΦh,e(n)/n2 (3.29)

where Φh,e(n) is the dilaton minimal value on e-th circle. As we will take analytic continuation
n→ 1, we only need to find the minimal action for n near 1. When n = 1, the action (3.28)
and equations of motion are independent on the choice of e. The derivative (3.29) under
n → 1 limit is minimal when e is picked such that the dilaton on e-th disk is the global
minimum in the n = 1 geometry of figure 4.15 This is exactly the same type of proof of
RT formula [46]. This implies that the modular flow in the semiclassical limit is the boost
transformation around the global minimum of dilaton Φh,e∗ . As the von Neuman algebra is
close in the weak operator topology, we may conclude in bulk operator sense

φj(s; ρ, t) = φj(M∗
3 (−2iπs) · Y p(ρ, t)) (3.30)

where M∗
3 (−2iπs) is the boost around Φh,e∗ .

This is consistent with the conjecture of the entanglement wedge reconstruction [32, 33]
by modular flow because the entanglement wedge of the right boundary is defined to be the
causal diamond between Φh,e∗ and the right boundary. Starting from a bulk location (ρ0, 0)
with ρ0 distance from Φh,e∗ , and extending s to all real numbers, we can reconstruct the
bulk field along a trajectory parameterized by s arbitrarily close to the boundary of the right
entanglement wedge (see the orange arrow in figure 9). This is equivalent to reconstructing all
light operators on a new AdS “boundary” at (ρ0, te∗(s)) corresponding to the e∗-th disk. Here
te∗(s) is the Lorentzian time continued from the e∗-th disk and parameterized by s. Then we
can apply HKLL reconstruction again for this new boundary at (ρ0, te∗(s)) to reconstruct

15In this paper we always assume there is a unique global minimal dilaton point. For the case with multiple
global minimal dilaton point with the same dilaton value by fine-tuning, the RT surface is ambiguously defined
and one needs to compare the subleading in ϕb part of bulk entanglement entropy to define the entanglement
wedge in terms of the QES formula. But this is beyond the scope of this paper of strictly ϕb → ∞ limit.
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the light fields in the whole right Rindler wedge of Φh,e∗ , which is exactly the entanglement
wedge of |Ψp⟩. Equivalently, we can regard this as a special time tube theorem [47–51] for
the right entanglement wedge.

3.2 Extension of operator algebra by the modular flow

As we explained in section (2.5), the light operators living on the left or right boundary
become an emergent III1 von Neumann algebra A0

L/R dual to the left or right bulk causal
wedge ACW

L/R in terms of HKLL reconstruction respectively. However, these two algebras do
not generate the full sub-Hilbert space Hg for a PETS state |Ψ⟩ because it does not excite
states with bulk fields living in the long wormhole between two causal wedges.

Given a generic PETS |Ψ⟩ with all different heavy operators, it can be regarded as the
“vacuum” state in Hg. The modular flow of this state for AR can be constructed in terms
of reduced density matrix ρR. This modular flow becomes the boost transformation around
the global minimal dilaton point when acting on a light operator a ∈ A0

R in the semiclassical
limit. Therefore, in the bulk algebra viewpoint, the modular flow extends the causal wedge
algebra ACW

R to the entanglement wedge algebra AEWg

R

AEWg

R ≃ {ρisRACW
R ρ−isR }′′s∈R ≃ {ρisRA0

Rρ
−is
R }′′s∈R ⊃ A0

R (3.31)

where the double prime means double commutant, which completes it as a von Neumann
algebra. From the bulk viewpoint, the entanglement wedge algebra AEWg

R is a type III1
algebra. Similarly, we can use the left modular flow to extend ACW

L ≃ A0
L to the left

entanglement wedge algebra AEWg

L .
By the structure of the sub-Hilbert space Hg, it is equivalent to a bulk sub-Hilbert space

by acting all light bulk fields φi on the bulk Cauchy slice corresponding to |Ψ⟩. It follows
that φi forms the full set of bounded operators B(Hg). On the other hand, from the bulk
viewpoint, the algebra of light fields living on the Cauchy slice is generated by the union
of AEWg

R and AEWg

L , which leads to

B(Hg) = (AEWg

R ∪ AEWg

L )′′ (3.32)

Note that the HKLL reconstruction preserves bulk locality and the modular flow is a SL(2)
transformation, which acts locally as well. Therefore, in the reconstruction (3.31), there
is an emergent bulk locality. This bulk locality implies two things: first, AEWg

R commutes
with AEWg

L because they are spacelike separated; second, there is no nontrivial bounded
bulk field living on the border of left and right entanglement wedge, namely the point Φh,e∗ ,
because of the universal UV divergence of bulk QFT.16 It follows that AEWg

R = (AEWg

L )′.
With (3.32), we have [15]

(AEWg

R ∩(AEWg

R )′)′=(AEWg

R ∪(AEWg

R )′)′′=(AEWg

R ∪AEWg

L )′′=B(Hg)= (C·I)′ (3.33)

which implies that AEWg

L/R are two type III1 factors. With the extension by the modular flow,
the full algebra of JT gravity with matter in the semiclassical limit contains the following
decomposition

B(H) ⊃ ⊕gB(Hg) = ⊕g(A
EWg

R ∪ AEWg

L )′′ (3.34)
16Equivalently, every bounded operator needs smearing to be well-defined.
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4 Conclusion and discussions

In this paper, we studied the semiclassical limit of the theory of JT gravity with matter with
two boundaries by taking ϕb → ∞ limit. We assume the heavy operators with conformal
weight ∼ O(ϕb) become generalized free fields and decouple from light operators with
conformal weight ∼ O(1). For a generic partially entangled thermal state (PETS) |Ψ⟩ with
different heavy operators inserted on the Euclidean path, the Euclidean path integral in the
semiclassical limit is dominated by a saddle, which has a simple geometric formalism by
gluing EAdS2 disks with Sl(2) charge conservation. We show that the geometry corresponds
to a fixed Euclidean long wormhole connecting the left and right boundaries. Different
configurations of heavy operators typically correspond to different Euclidean geometries,
and these PETS are orthogonal to each other in the semiclassical limit. Therefore, the full
Hilbert space contains a direct sum decomposition labelled by the Euclidean geometry g

corresponding to each generic PETS |Ψ⟩

H ⊃ ⊕Hg (4.1)

where each Hg is generated by inserting light operators on the Euclidean path of |Ψ⟩.
On the other hand, all heavy operators do not survive in the semiclassical limit as their

conformal weights become infinite. The left and right Hamiltonian does not survive either
because their on-shell expectation values are ∼ O(ϕb) in a generic PETS. Nevertheless,
the Lorentzian evolution of light operators on the left or right boundary are still bounded
operators and they form a universal type III1 von Neumann algebra A0

L/R. For a generic
PETS |Ψ⟩ with a long wormhole, these two algebras are dual to the causal wedge in the bulk
through HKLL reconstruction and do not generate the full sub-Hilbert space Hg because
there exists a gap between the left and right causal wedge on the global bulk Cauchy slice.
In other words, the entanglement wedge is larger than the causal wedge. To reconstruct the
entanglement wedge, we show that the modular flow by the reduced density matrix ρL/R
for |Ψ⟩ extends A0

L/R to the algebra of the full entanglement wedge because the flow acts
geometrically as the boost transformation around the global RT surface in the semiclassical
limit. This proves the entanglement wedge reconstruction proposed in [32, 33] in this scenario.
The extended algebra, by the bulk dual in the entanglement wedge, is also type III1. The
full algebra in the theory contains a decomposition similar to (4.1)

B(H) ⊃ ⊕gB(Hg) = ⊕g(A
EWg

R ∪ AEWg

L )′′ (4.2)

where AEWg

L/R is the entanglement wedge bulk algebra and equivalent to the extension of
A0
L/R by the modular flow.

The following are discussions and future directions.

Other modular flows. The modular flow in our construction for a generic PETS |Ψ⟩ is
a canonical choice at finite ϕb because we only have two algebras AL and AR, which are
commutant to each other. We take this modular flow generated by the reduced density matrix
ρR in the ϕb → ∞ limit though ρR does not survive in this limit. On the other hand, if we
take ϕb → ∞ first, as we argued in section 2.5, all light operators form an emergent subalgebra
A0
L/R. As we know that for any type III1 algebra and its commutant, modular operator

exists. From bulk QFT viewpoint, we can definitely consider the modular operator ∆0,R for

– 30 –



J
H
E
P
0
6
(
2
0
2
4
)
1
5
1

A0
R and (A0

R)′, whose modular flow is an automorphism for A0
R, namely ∆is

0,RA0
R∆

−is
0,R = A0

R

for s ∈ R. More generally, for the bulk fields on the Cauchy slice of g corresponding to |Ψ⟩,
we can choose an arbitrary causal diamond D containing right causal wedge and consider
the modular operator ∆D,R for the bulk field algebra in this causal diamond AD

R and its
commutant. We may expect the modular flow by ∆D,R extends A0

R to some larger sub-algebra
of AD

R though no precise statement can be easily made. In particular, we do not have a finite
ϕb version of ∆D,R because the operators in AD

R does not form a close algebra away from
the semiclassical limit. Furthermore, in lack of a Euclidean path integral representation, it
is unclear if such modular flow acts geometrically.

Even starting from finite ϕb, we may have more choices of modular flows. In this work, we
choose the PETS |Ψ⟩ with only heavy operator insertions to construct the modular operator.
This is the modular operator for the “vacuum” state in Hg. We can definitely consider
an “excited” state

∣∣∣Ψ;Ol
i · · ·

〉
and the corresponding modular operator. To compute the

matrix elements of Ol
j,R(t) under this new modular flow, we can use the same replica trick in

section 3.1. Suppose there are k light operators in Ol
R,i(t). The n replica wormhole saddle

geometry is unchanged because light operators does not affect the saddle, then we need to
evaluate a (2kn+ 2)-point function of light operators for gij(n,m, τ) and a (2kn+ 3)-point
function for gijk(n,m, τ). Since the multi-point functions depend on n and m in a perhaps
nontrivial way, it is unclear if the analytic continuation n → 1, m → −is and τ → it still
leads to a boost transformation of Y p(it) in a (2k + 2)- or (2k + 3)-point function. Naively,
we should expect some nontrivial interaction between Ol

j,R and the light operators Ol
i · · · in

the state along the modular flow. We leave this to a future investigation.
There is an interesting comment about the geometric feature of the modular flow in JT

gravity in the semiclassical limit. It has been shown in [52, 53] that if the modular flow of a
boundary subregion is geometric, then the entanglement wedge must be coincident with the
causal wedge. On the other hand, in this work we show that the causal wedge is completely
nested in the entanglement wedge but the modular flow acts geometrically. It turns out that
both results are consistent with each other because the modular flow considered in [52, 53] is
for a boundary subregion in higher dimensions rather than the two-sided case in JT gravity.
Indeed, since the boundary in JT gravity is 0+1 dimensional, there does not exist a boundary
subregion to apply the analysis of [52, 53] and thus no contradiction follows.

It is interesting to ask how the modular flow acts beyond the semiclassical limit. For
finite ϕb, the Euclidean path integral and replica trick should still hold. However, the
saddle approximation is no longer valid and there is no geometric notion of causal wedge
and entanglement wedge, which makes the analysis hardly trackable. Alternatively, we
could consider the non-semiclassical physics perturbatively using the construction of crossed
product [54], in which we will have higher order contributions of GN ∼ 1/ϕb. As crossed
product leads to a type II algebra, it is worth understanding how this type II algebra relates
to the original type II algebra of finite ϕb.

Modular flow of a non-generic PETS. In section 3, we assume a generic PETS |Ψp⟩ with
all different heavy operators. For a non-generic PETS |Ψ⟩ with identical operators, there will
be more subtleties similar to the discussion of the structure of Hilbert space in section 2.4.
For a PETS without crossing contractions, as the Euclidean geometry holds, the modular
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flow will be the boost transformation around the global minimal dilaton point. However, it is
unclear if this minimal point always lies in the central row of Euclidean disks (e.g. figure 6(a)).
If it lies in the central row (see Appendxi C for an example), the modular flow is the boost
around the RT surface, exactly the same as the generic case; if it does not, there must be two
identical minimal points with one from the ket state and the other from the bra state. This
implies that the modular flow in the Lorentzian theory is no longer geometric. More generally,
if there are crossing contractions between different types of heavy operators, the modular flow
could be more involved. We leave the investigation of these non-generic cases to future work.

Operational algebraic ER=EPR. It was recently proposed by Engelhardt and Liu in [55]
that the type of the full boundary algebra can be used to distinguish whether the dual
bulk has a connected geometry or disconnected geometry for the entanglement wedge. The
statement is as follows. For two boundary regions R1 and R2 and a pure entangled state
|Ψ(R1, R2)⟩, in GN → 0 limit the entanglement wedge for R1 ∪ R2 has three cases

1. If and only if both boundary algebra AR1 and AR2 are type I, then the dual entanglement
wedge of R1 ∪R2 is disconnected;

2. If an only if both boundary algebra AR1 and AR2 are type III1, then the dual entangle-
ment wedge of R1 ∪R2 is classically connected;

3. If both boundary algebra AR1 and AR2 are not type I, and the state |Ψ(R1, R2)⟩
does not obey “classical condition”, then the dual entanglement wedge of R1 ∪R2 is
quantumly connected.

This is an interesting extension of the well-known proposal of “ER=EPR” [56] by Maldacena
and Susskind, in which a large amount of quantum entanglement is conjectured to be dual to
connected spacetime. As pointed out in [55], the connectedness of the spacetime depends not
only on the amount of entanglement but also on the structure of the entanglement, which
can be naturally characterized by the type of boundary von Neumann algebra.

However, this algebraic ER=EPR criterion based on the type of boundary algebra is not
operationally easy to verify. Given a boundary theory, we may not know all operators in the
boundary algebra but just the set of single trace operators, which in semiclassical limit forms
an emergent type III1 sub-algebra A0 dual to the causal wedge [24]. This is the universal type
III1 sub-algebra of the full algebra. What do we need to know additionally empowers us to
determine the type of full algebra? This is equivalent to entanglement wedge reconstruction
if we assume that we can determine the type of the algebra after we know all the operators.

Although it is not rigorously proven, let us assume the entanglement wedge reconstruction
by the modular flow [33]. The operational algebraic ER=EPR problem becomes what types
of algebra the modular flow extends to from a sub-algebra, say A0. As the modular flow is a
one-parameter group for each operator, the flowed algebra ∆isA0∆−is for each s ∈ R is the
same type as A0 because ∆is is a unitary that preserves trace. However, if we consider the
algebra generated by the union of all s ∈ R, we may be able to have different types of algebra.

In this paper, we show that {∆isA0
R∆−is}′′s∈R is of type III1 for the right entanglement

wedge. Here we provide another example that the modular flow extends a type III1 subalgebra
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to a type I algebra. Consider the two CFTs on two distinct spheres with radius ℓ. Prepare
them in a thermofield double state below Hawking-Page temperature, so the dual bulk
consists of two disconnected AdS spaces with entangling thermal gas. The full algebra on
either side is type I while a spatial hemisphere on the left (or right) CFT has a type III1
subalgebra A0

L,hs (or A0
R,hs). Let us focus on the right system. The modular flow in this

case is simple, that is, the Hamiltonian evolution on either side. Consider the extended
algebra {∆isA0

R,hs∆−is}′′|s|≤s0
. It is clear that by the time tube theorem [47–50] when s0 is

greater than a value that is of order O(ℓ), this extended algebra will be the same as the
full CFT algebra on the left, which is type I. We can also see from this example that the
extended algebra covers the whole entanglement wedge, namely the whole bulk on the left.
For general cases, what is the type of modular extended algebra, and how to determine
it? We leave this question for future work.

Low-complexity reconstruction. It was argued in [52] that one can use Einstein equations
to reconstruct at most to the outmost extremal surface from causal wedge with low complexity
operations on the boundary. This means that python’s lunch [41] is the complexity obstacle
for the reconstruction to the deep bulk from the boundary. On the other hand, we show in
this work that the modular flow in JT gravity acts geometrically and extends the causal
wedge all the way to the entanglement wedge regardless of python’s lunch. Clearly, we
should regard the modular operator ∆Ψp as a very complex operator because it lies outside
of the algebra A0

R and its construction requires Euclidean evolution that is quite complex
from boundary viewpoint.

In JT gravity, there is an analogous method of reconstruction beyond causal wedge
towards the outmost extremal surface without modular flow. Similar to using the Einstein
equation in [52], which is at O(GN ) perturbative order, this method also requires large but
finite ϕb. Large ϕb means we can still treat the geometry as the saddle solution, but finite ϕb
allows us to measure some quantities the same order as ϕb in the bulk.

Consider the state (2.30) as an example. For µ > µ∗ the edge of causal wedge is the
outmost extremal surface and there is a python’s lunch (figure 2(d)); for µ < µ∗ the edge of
causal wedge is not the outmost extremal surface and there is no python’s lunch (figure 2(c)).
Our method applies to the second case µ < µ∗ as follows.

As ϕb is finite, let us assume we can measure the dilaton profile in the causal wedge.
Note that the geodesic (red line) from Oi lies inside the causal wedge and split it into two
parts. The dilaton profile on the two Euclidean disks is given by (2.50) with different charges
QL and QR. Witten in (ρ, τ) coordinates of each disk, they are

ΦL = 2πϕb
bL

cosh ρL, ΦR = 2πϕb
bR

cosh ρR (4.3)

Since the radial metric is flat dρ2 on t = 0 Cauchy slice, we can measure the dilaton profile
fall-off along the radial direction within the causal wedge for both disks, and learn bL and
bR. On the other hand, the dilaton profile is continuous across the geodesic connecting two
Oi’s but its normal derivative is discontinuous and is proportional to µ [22]. To see this,
recall that the dilaton profiles on the two EAdS2 disks are given by (2.50) with different
charges QL and QR. On the border of these two disks (namely along the geodesic connecting
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Figure 10. The lower half are two Euclidean disks and the upper half is the Lorentzian continuation
of a long wormhole. There is only one extremal dilaton point (blue dot), which is the outmost extremal
surface from the right boundary. The geodesic (orange line) separates the region between the outmost
extremal surface and right boundary into Mgap (yellow region) and MR (blue region). The right
causal wedge has an overlap with Mgap, which we call Moverlap (shaded region). The right causal
wedge MCW = MR ∪Moverlap. If there were no right disk, the fictitious right boundary would be
along the dashed gray line.

two Oi’s), the dilaton value should be continuous

ΦL(Y )− ΦR(Y ) = ϕb(QL −QR) · Y = ϕbQOi · Y = 0 (4.4)

where QOi is the SL(2) charge carried by Oi. However, the difference of the normal derivative
to the dilaton profile is not continuous

n · ∂Y (ΦL(Y )− ΦR(Y )) = ϕbn · (QL −QR) = ϕbn ·QOi (4.5)

By (4.4), for a tangent vector T along the geodesic we have QOi · T = 0. It follows that

|n · ∂Y (ΦL(Y )− ΦR(Y ))|2 = ϕ2
b |n ·QOi |2 = ϕ2

bQ
2
Oi = ϕ2

bµ
2 (4.6)

and we learn µ from this measurement. Knowing bL, bR, µ, we can use (2.60) to compute
z ≡ zR − zL with (2.57). The physical meaning of z is the distance between the centers of
the two disks. In particular, their centers are related by a SL(2) transformation M2(z).

Let us separate the spacetime region between the outmost extremal surface and right
boundary along the red geodesic in figure 2(c) into two parts Mgap and MR. The gap region
has an overlap with the right causal wedge MCW , which we call Moverlap. See figure 10 as an
illustration. The reconstruction in MR is just the ordinary HKLL from the right boundary

φi(Y ) =
∫
dtK∆i

(ρ, t; t′)Ol
i,R(uR(t′)), Y = (ρ, t) ∈ MR (4.7)

For Mgap, we need some extension of HKLL. If there were no right disk, the state would just
be thermofield double with inverse temperature bL. The fictitious right boundary would be
the Lorentzian continuation along the right side of the left disk and we could reconstruct the
whole fictitious right wedge by the HKLL reconstruction along the fictitious right boundary

φi,F (ρF , tF ) =
∫
dtK∆i

(ρF , tF ; t)Ol
i,F (uF (t)) (4.8)
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where uF = bLt/(2π) the subscript F is for the fictitious right spacetime. This fictitious right
wedge exactly covers Mgap. Since the two disks are related by M2(z), we can rewrite (4.8)
as a reconstruction in Mgap

φi(Y )=
∫
dtK∆i

(ρz, tz; t)Ol
i,F (uF (t)), (ρz, tz)=M2(z)·Y ∈MCW , Y ∈Mgap (4.9)

where we stress that (ρz, tz) is written in the coordinate of the right causal wedge MCW .
To determine the fictitious boundary operator Ol

i,F (u), we need to impose the smoothness
condition for the bulk field in Moverlap between the MR and Mgap. Since Moverlap ⊂
MCW , we can safely extend the reconstruction (4.7) from MR to MCW and the two
reconstructions (4.7) and (4.9) should match with each other. In particular, extending (4.9)
to MCW smoothly and taking ρF → ∞ limit, we have

Ol
i,F (uF (tF )) = lim

ρF→∞
e∆iρFφi(ρF , tF )

= lim
ρF→∞

e∆iρF

∫
dtK∆i

(ρ−z, t−z; t)Ol
i,R(uR(t)) (4.10)

where (ρ−z, t−z) =M2(−z) · (ρF , tF ) is the coordinate in MCW , and in the second line we
used (4.7) to reconstruct the bulk field φi(ρF , tF ). The SL(2) transformation in Lorentzian
signature can computed using (2.46) with analytic continuation τ → it, which leads to

cosh ρ−z = cosh z cosh ρF − sinh z sinh ρF cosh tF , sinh t−z = sinh ρF sinh tF / sinh ρ−z
(4.11)

In large ρF limit, we have

sinh t−z =
sinh tF

cosh z − sinh z cosh tF
, eρ−z = eρF (cosh z − sinh z cosh tF ) (4.12)

Note that the HKLL kernel obeys

lim
ρ→∞

eρ∆K∆(ρ, t; t′) = δ(t− t′) (4.13)

We take them into (4.10) and derive

Ol
i,F (uF (tF )) =

Ol
i,R

(
bR
2πarcsinh

(
sinh tF

cosh z−sinh z cosh tF

))
(cosh z − sinh z cosh tF )∆i

(4.14)

which by (4.9) extends the reconstruction all the way to the outmost extremal surface.
For our setup, z > 0 and (4.14) becomes singular at finite tF = ±t∗ = ±arccosh(coth z),

which corresponds to u = ±∞ for Oℓ
i,R(u). From figure (10), we see that a light ray from

the causal horizon (gray dot) intersects the fictitious boundary (dashed gray line) at a
finite tF but the right boundary at ∞. Indeed, in (ρF , tF ) coordinate, the light ray from
causal horizon obeys tF = log(tanh(ρF /2)/ tanh(z/2)). Taking ρF → ∞ leads to finite
tF = log coth(z/2) = t∗. which is consistent with the singularity in (4.14). To continue (4.14)
beyond the singularity at |tF | = t∗, we need to add appropriate iϵ to tF depending on the
ordering of operators in a correlation function involving Ol

i,F . For example, in a time ordered
correlation function, we should modify tF → tF − iϵ with infinitesimal ϵ > 0 in (4.14) and
the argument in Ol

i,R gains an imaginary part −ibR/2 for |tF | > t∗

Ol
i,F (uF (tF )) =

Ol
i,R

(
bR
2πarcsinh

(
sinh tF

sinh z cosh tF−cosh z

)
− ibR/2

)
eiπ∆isgn(tF )(sinh z cosh tF − cosh z)∆i

, |tF | > t∗ (4.15)
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The imaginary part bR/2 is nothing but the circumference of the semicircle of the right disk in
figure 10. In the thermofield double state prepared by the right disk, this Euclidean analytic
continuation would correspond to a left boundary operator, which lives on a fictitious world
line to the left of Mgap (the dashed red line in figure 10). (4.15) is the mirror operator in the
state-dependent reconstruction [57, 58]. Indeed, the state dependence is manifest in (4.14)
because the fictitious operator Ol

i,F is parameterized by bR and z from the state. As tF → ±∞,
the real part of the argument of Ol

i,R becomes ±bR/(2π)arcsinh(1/ sinh z) = ±uR(t∗). This
means that for |tF | ∈ (t∗,∞), Ol

i,tF
(uF (tF )) corresponds to the operator on the fictitious

left boundary within the time band ±(t∗,∞). This is quite reasonable as it is exactly the
region on the fictitious left boundary with causal dependence to Mgap.

It is easy to see that this method applies to a generic PETS as long as there is no python’s
lunch right behind the causal horizon, which forbids us to measure the dilaton profile non-
smoothness within the causal wedge. Since this method only requires local bulk measurement
and HKLL kernel, we may naturally say that this is a low-complexity reconstruction.
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A Generalized free fields and sl(2) 6j symbol

In this section, we will use the Euclidean path integral method to derive the sl(2) 6j symbol
for the following matrix element in the generalized free fields theory

⟨b; k4, k3|Oa,LOa,R|b; k1, k2⟩ =
〈
b; k4, k3|(4e−ℓ)∆a |b; k1, k2

〉
=
{
∆a k1 k4
∆b k3 k2

}√
Γ∆a
k1k4

Γ∆a
k2k3

(A.1)
where the pair of Oa and Ob operators are contracted respectively. This corresponds to
the third diagram in figure 5 when a = b. There are a few different ways to derive this
formula [5, 13]. However, the following derivation directly from the Euclidean path integral is
much simpler than [5, 13] and will be most convenient for discussing the semiclassical limit.

In the notation of this paper, the explicit formula for the Hartle-Hawking state
∣∣∣ΨO

β1,β2
(ℓ)
〉

is17∣∣∣ΨO
β1,β2(ℓ)

〉
=
∫ ∞

−∞
dψ1

∫ π

0
dϕ1Kβ2(π,ψ0;ϕ1,ψ1)Kβ1(ϕ1,ψ1;0,ψ0)e∆ψ1 |O(ϕ1)⟩ |ψ0=log2−ℓ/2

(A.2)

Kβ(ϕ1,ψ1;ϕ0,ψ0)=
e(eψ1 +eψ2 )cot ϕ1−ϕ2

2

sin ϕ2−ϕ1
2

∫ ∞

0
dkρ(k)e−βk2/(4ϕb)2K2ik

(
2e(ψ1+ψ2)/2

sin ϕ2−ϕ1
2

)
(A.3)

17This notation is a simpler version of eq. (4.2), (2.28) and (2.29) in [15] but with a few differences: the
spectral density ρhere(k) = 2ρthere(k), there is an additional factor of 2 in Kβ but no factor of 2 in

∣∣ΨO
β1,β2 (ℓ)

〉
.
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Figure 11. The Euclidean path integral for
〈
b;β4, β3|(4e−ℓ)∆a |b;β1, β2

〉
.

By (2.9), we have〈
b;β4,β3|(4e−ℓ)∆a |b;β1,β2

〉
=
∫ (4e−ℓ)∆a(4e−ℓ5)∆b

−sinϕsinϕ′/4
∏

j=1,2,3,4
emjρ(kj)e−k2

j βj/(4ϕb)2K2ikj (4e−ℓj/2)

(A.4)
where the integral measure is dϕdϕ′dψdψ′dℓ with ϕ ∈ [0, π], ϕ′ ∈ [π, 2π], ψ, ψ′, ℓ ∈ R, and
ℓj and mj are defined as

e−ℓ1/2 = e(ψ0+ψ)/2

2sin ϕ
2
, e−ℓ2/2 = e(ψ0+ψ)/2

2cos ϕ2
, e−ℓ3/2 = e(ψ0+ψ′)/2

−2cos ϕ′2
, e−ℓ4/2 = e(ψ0+ψ′)/2

2sin ϕ′

2
(A.5)

ψ0 = log2−ℓ/2, e−ℓ5/2 = e(ψ+ψ′)/2

2sin ϕ′−ϕ
2
, m1 =−(eψ0+eψ)cot ϕ2 (A.6)

m2 =−(eψ0+eψ)tan ϕ2 , m3 =(eψ0+eψ′)tan ϕ
′

2 , m4 =(eψ0+eψ′)cot ϕ
′

2 (A.7)

where ϕ and ψ are the canonical degrees of freedom in quantization of Schwarzian action [15,
34], and ℓk are geometric variables for the renormalized geodesic lengths in figure 11. Moreover,
mk can be further decomposed as geometric integrals using (2.22)

em1+m2 = I(ℓ1, ℓ2, ℓ), em3+m4 = I(ℓ3, ℓ4, ℓ) (A.8)

Changing dϕdϕ′dψdψ′ to dℓ1dℓ2dℓ3dℓ4 gives an additional Jacobian −(sinϕ sinϕ′)/4 which
cancels the same factor in the denominator in (A.4). Note from (A.5) and (A.6) that ℓ5 is
not independent from ℓ1,2,3,4 and ℓ but can be written as

eℓ5/2 = (e(ℓ1+ℓ3)/2 + e(ℓ2+ℓ4)/2)e−ℓ/2 (A.9)

It follows that (A.4) can be written as an integral over geometric quantities〈
b;β4, β3|(4e−ℓ)∆a |b;β1, β2

〉
=
∫ (4e−ℓ)∆a(4eℓ)∆bI(ℓ1, ℓ2, ℓ)I(ℓ3, ℓ4, ℓ)

(e(ℓ1+ℓ3)/2 + e(ℓ2+ℓ4)/2)2∆b

∏
j=1,2,3,4

Ψβj (ℓj)

(A.10)
which after inverse Laplace transformation gives〈
b;k4,k3|(4e−ℓ)∆a |b;k1,k2

〉
=
∫ (4e−ℓ)∆a(4eℓ)∆bI(ℓ1, ℓ2, ℓ)I(ℓ3, ℓ4, ℓ)

(e(ℓ1+ℓ3)/2+e(ℓ2+ℓ4)/2)2∆b

√
Γ∆b
k1k2

Γ∆b
k3k4

∏
j=1,2,3,4

2K2ikj (4e−ℓj/2)

(A.11)
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To evaluate this integral, let us do a Barnes integral representation for the (4e−ℓ5)∆b

factor as
(4eℓ)∆b

(e(ℓ1+ℓ3)/2 + e(ℓ2+ℓ4)/2)2∆b
= (4eℓ)∆be−(ℓ2+ℓ4)∆b

∫
Lt

dt

2πi
Γ(−t)Γ(2∆b + t)

Γ(2∆b)
(e(ℓ1+ℓ3−ℓ2−ℓ4)/2)t

(A.12)
where Lt is the line from −i∞ to i∞ with real part tr ∈ (−2∆b, 0). Taking this back to (A.11),
we can easily integrate over ℓi and ℓ using (2.19) and have

M≡
〈
b;k4,k3|(4e−ℓ)∆a |b;k1,k2

〉√
Γ∆b
k1k2

Γ∆b
k3k4

=
∫
Lt

dt

2πi
Γ(−t)Γ(2∆b+t)

Γ(2∆b)

∫
dkdk′ρ(k)ρ(k′)Γ−t/2

kk1
Γ∆b+t/2
kk2

Γ∆a−∆b
kk′ Γ−t/2

k′k3
Γ∆b+t/2
k′k4

(A.13)

Note that the spectrum can be written as ρ(k) = (π|Γ(2ik)|2)−1. Let us assume ∆a > ∆b.
We can integrate k as

1
π

∫ ∞

0
dk

Γ−t/2
kk1

Γ∆b+t/2
kk2

Γ∆a−∆b
kk′

|Γ(2ik)|2 = Γ(∆b±ik1+ik2,∆a+t/2−ik2±ik′)
2πiΓ(2∆b+t)

×
∫
Ls
ds

Γ(∆a+t/2+s+ik2±ik′,s+t+2∆b,±ik1−ik2−s−t−∆b,−s)
Γ(−s−t,s+t+2∆a)

(A.14)

where we used (2.3) in [59]18 and Ls is a line from −i∞ to i∞ with real part sr such
that the real part of all gamma functions in the numerator of (A.14) is positive, namely
max(−2∆b − tr,−∆a − t/2) < sr < min(0,−∆b − t). Applying (2.3) in [59]19 again to the
k′ integral, we have

1
π

∫ ∞

0
dk′

Γ−t/2
k′k3

Γ∆b+t/2
k′k4

Γ(∆a + t/2 + s+ ik2 ± ik′,∆a + t/2− ik2 ± ik′)
|Γ(2ik′)|2

=Γ(∆a + s+ ik2 + ik3, s+ t+ 2∆a,∆b − ik3 ± ik4,∆a + ik3 − ik2)
2πiΓ(−t)

×
∫
Ls′

ds′
Γ(∆b + ik3 ± ik4 + s′, s′ − t,∆a + t− ik2 − ik3 − s′,∆a + t+ ik2 − ik3 + s− s′,−s′)

Γ(2∆b + s′, 2∆a + s+ t− s′)
(A.15)

where Ls′ is defined similarly and the real part of s′ obeys max(t,−∆b) < s′r < min(∆a +
t + s, 0). Putting (A.14) and (A.15) together, we have

M =
∫
dtdsds′

(2πi)3
Γ(∆b ± ik1 + ik2,∆b − ik3 ± ik4,∆a + ik3 − ik2)

Γ(2∆b)

× Γ(s+ t+ 2∆b,±ik1 − ik2 − s− t−∆b,−s,∆a + s+ ik2 + ik3)
Γ(−s− t)

× Γ(∆b + ik3 ± ik4 + s′, s′ − t,∆a + t− ik2 − ik3 − s′,∆a + t+ ik2 − ik3 + s− s′,−s′)
Γ(2∆b + s′, 2∆a + s+ t− s′)

(A.16)
18There are a few different ways to apply (2.3) in [59]. For our purpose of (A.14) to separate ∆a and ∆b,

we choose parameters there as a, f = ∆a + t/2 ± ik2, b, e = ∆a − ∆b ± ik′, and c, d = −t/2 ± ik1.
19This time we choose parameters there as a, f = −t/2 ± ik3, b, e = ∆b + t/2 ± ik4, c = ∆a + t/2 + s + ik2,

and d = ∆a + t/2 − ik2.
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Define t̃ = t− s and we find that there are four gamma functions only involving s for fixed t̃

1
2πi

∫
Ls
dsΓ(∆a + ik2 + ik3 + s, s′ − t̃+ s,∆a − s′ + t̃− ik2 − ik3 − s,−s)

=Γ(2∆a − s′ + t̃,∆a + ik2 + ik3,∆a − ik2 − ik3, s
′ − t̃)

Γ(2∆a)
(A.17)

which is the first Barnes lemma. Taking this back to (A.16) we have

M =
∫

dt̃ds′

(2πi)2
Γ(∆b ± ik1 + ik2,∆b − ik3 ± ik4,∆a ± ik3 ± ik2)

Γ(2∆a, 2∆b)

× Γ(t̃+ 2∆b,±ik1 − ik2 − t̃−∆b,∆b + ik3 ± ik4 + s′,−s′)
Γ(−t̃, 2∆b + s′)

× Γ(∆a + t̃+ ik2 − ik3 − s′, s′ − t̃)
Γ(∆a + ik2 − ik3)

(A.18)

Note that the last line is a beta function, which has an integral representation

Γ(∆a + t̃+ ik2 − ik3 − s′, s′ − t̃)
Γ(∆a + ik2 − ik3)

=
∫ 1

0
dxx∆a+t̃+ik2−ik3−s′−1(1− x)s′−t̃−1 (A.19)

Taking this back to (A.18), we find that the t̃ and s′ integrals can be done separately. Using
the integral representation of hypergeometric function

2F1(a, b; c; z) =
Γ(c)

2πiΓ(a, b)

∫
L
dt
Γ(a+ t, b+ t,−t)

Γ(c+ t) (−z)t (A.20)

where L is a line from −i∞ to i∞ with real part of a + t, b + t,−t all positive, the t̃ and
s′ integrals lead to a product of two hypergeometric functions

M = Γ(∆b ± ik1 ± ik2,∆b ± ik3 ± ik4,∆a ± ik2 ± ik3)
Γ(2∆a, 2∆b)Γ(2∆b)2

∫ 1

0
dxx∆a+ik1+ik4−1

× (1− x)2∆b−1
2F1(∆b + ik1 ± ik2; 2∆b; 1− x)2F1(∆b + ik4 ± ik3; 2∆b; 1− x)

= Γ∆a
k1k4

Γ∆a
k2k3

Γ∆b
k3k4

Γ∆b
k1k2

[ Γ(−2ik4)
Γ(∆a +∆b + ik4 ± ik2,∆a ± ik1 − ik4,∆b ± ik3 − ik4)

× 4F3(∆a ± ik1 + ik4,∆b ± ik3 + ik4; ∆a +∆b + ik4 ± ik2, 1 + 2ik4; 1) + (k4 ↔ −k4)
]

(A.21)

where we used the equation 12 on page 331 of [60]. Comparing with the definition of the
sl(2) 6j symbol in [42] ((A.17) and (A.18)), we find that

M =
√
Γ∆a
k1k4

Γ∆a
k2k3

Γ∆b
k3k4

Γ∆b
k1k2

{
∆a k3 k2
∆b k1 k4

}
(A.22)

which matches with (A.1) due to the symmetry of the sl(2) 6j symbol{
∆a k3 k2
∆b k1 k4

}
=
{
∆a k1 k4
∆b k3 k2

}
(A.23)
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One of the advantage of the geometric integral formula (A.11) for the sl(2) 6j symbol
is that one can easily see the permutation symmetries besides (A.23). First, (A.11) is
symmetric under exchange of (k1, k2) ↔ (k3, k4) by simultaneous exchange of (ℓ1, ℓ2) ↔
(ℓ3, ℓ4); second, (A.11) is symmetric under exchange of (k1, k2) ↔ (k4, k3) by simultaneous
exchange of (ℓ1, ℓ2) ↔ (ℓ4, ℓ3). Divided by

√
Γ∆a
k1k4

Γ∆a
k2k3

, (A.11) is symmetric under exchange
of (∆a, k2) ↔ (∆b, k4). This can be seen as follows. We can first exchange ℓ2 ↔ ℓ4, then
define ℓ5 as (A.9) to replace ℓ, which makes the power of ∆a and ∆b part switch back. Using
the explicit formula (2.22) for I(ℓ1, ℓ2, ℓ3), we can easily show that

I(ℓ1, ℓ2, ℓ)I(ℓ3, ℓ4, ℓ) = I(ℓ1, ℓ4, ℓ5)I(ℓ2, ℓ3, ℓ5) (A.24)

which justifies this symmetry. Indeed, the geometric meaning of (A.24) is obvious: we can
split a rectangle into two triangles in two equivalent ways in JT gravity.

B Geometric integral in the semiclassical limit

Another advantage of the geometric integral formula is that we can easily see the OTOC
(the third diagram in figure 5) is exponentially suppressed relative to TOC (the first two
diagrams in figure 5) in the semiclassical limit. Let us take ∆a = ∆b = ∆ in (A.10), which
corresponds to the third diagram in figure 5 with β1 = βL, β2 = β4 = β0 and β3 = βR. For
the first diagram in figure 5, in terms of the geometric integral we have

D1 =
∫
(4e−ℓ1)∆(4e−ℓ3)∆I(ℓ1, ℓ2, ℓ)I(ℓ3, ℓ4, ℓ)

∏
j=1,2,3,4

Ψβj (ℓj) (B.1)

Similarly, for the second diagram in figure 5, we have

D2 =
∫
(4e−ℓ2)∆(4e−ℓ4)∆I(ℓ1, ℓ2, ℓ)I(ℓ3, ℓ4, ℓ)

∏
j=1,2,3,4

Ψβj (ℓj) (B.2)

Note that (A.10) and D1,2 share the same I and Ψβ factors. By the geometric relation (A.9),
we have

e−ℓ−ℓ5 = (e(ℓ1+ℓ3)/2 + e(ℓ2+ℓ4)/2)−2 < min(e−ℓ1−ℓ3 , e−ℓ2−ℓ4) (B.3)

In the semiclassical limit, we take ∆ ∼ O(ϕb) → ∞, which implies

(e−ℓ−ℓ5)∆/min(e−ℓ1−ℓ3 , e−ℓ2−ℓ4)∆ ∼ e−O(ϕb) → 0 (B.4)

In order to show (A.10) is exponentially suppressed relative to D1,2, it suffices to show that
both I and Ψβ are positive in the semiclassical limit. By (2.22), I is manifestly positive.
The wavefunction Ψβ(ℓ) is positive in the semiclassical limit [6] because we can use integral
representation (2.37) and saddle approximation

Ψβ(ℓ) =
∫
dkρ(k)e−βk2/(4ϕb)K2ik(4e−ℓ/2)

∼
∫
dkdαe2ϕb(2πk−βk2/2−4e−ℓ/2 cosα−2kα)

∼
∫
dαe2ϕb(2(π−α)2/β−4e−ℓ/2 cosα) (B.5)
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Figure 12. If we directly use the propagator Kβ in (A.3), we will have the triangularization in the
left diagram, which is equivalent to any triangularization, for example, the one in the right diagram.

where we rescale k → 2ϕbk and e−ℓ/2 → 2ϕbe−ℓ/2. Taking derivative to α, we have the
saddle value αs obeying

sinαs = eℓ/2(π − αs)/β (B.6)

Define x = π − αs, and we have [6]

Ψβ(ℓ) ∼ e4ϕb/β(x(ℓ)2+2x cotx(ℓ)),
sin x(ℓ)
x(ℓ) = β−1eℓ/2 (B.7)

When β−1eℓ/2 ≤ 1, there is a real solution x(ℓ) ∈ [0, π]; when β−1eℓ/2 > 1, there are two
conjugate pure imaginary solutions x(ℓ) ∈ iR. Both solutions give positive wavefunction
Ψβ(ℓ) though it is not smooth (but continuous) at ℓ = 2 log β.

This method can be easily generalized to a Euclidean path integral with multiple heavy
operator insertions. For a generic Euclidean path integral, whose boundary consists of n
segment of length βi, it can be written as

Zn =
∫ n∏

j=1
dℓjΨβj (ℓj)I(ℓ1, · · · , ℓn) (B.8)

where I is the region bounded by n geodesics and can be further triangularized in terms of a
product of functions I(ℓa, ℓb, ℓc) where ℓa,b,c are the three sides of each triangle. See figure 12
as an illustration. Let us label all sides of a triangularization as {ℓa} with a = 1, · · · , 2n− 3
(clearly {ℓ1, · · · , ℓn} is a subset). Then we can write

I(ℓ1, · · · , ℓn) =
∫ ∏

a≥n+1
dℓaF∆i

({ℓa})
∏

{a,b,c}
I(ℓa, ℓb, ℓc) (B.9)

where F∆i
is a product of (4e−ℓ̃)∆i representing the Wick contractions and each ℓ̃ is a function

of ℓa determined by geometric relations similar to (A.9). Note that different triangularizations
are equivalent by repetitively using (A.24).

By this formalism, we will be able to show the following proposition.

Proposition 1. If there are more than one pair of Oi in Zn, the Wick contraction with
crossing geodesics is exponentially suppressed relative to a non-crossing Wick contraction in
the semiclassical limit.
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Proof. Similar to the proof for figure 5. Suppose there are four Oi with two crossing Wick
contractions (see the right diagram in figure 12). Label them clockwise as a, b, c, d respectively.
The the contribution from these two crossing Wick contractions are (4e−ℓac)∆i(4e−ℓbd)∆i . On
the other hand, the geometric relation (A.9) holds

e(ℓac+ℓbd)/2 = e(ℓab+ℓcd)/2 + e(ℓad+ℓbc)/2 (B.10)

which means that this diagram is exponentially suppressed relative to the one with ab

and cd contracted (and also the one with ad and bc contracted). The later does not have
crossing for these four Oi’s. Applying this argument to all pairs of crossing implies that the
leading order contribution to Zn has no crossing Wick contractions between any two pairs of
identical Oi’s.

C Semiclassical limit of |Φ2⟩

Let us define the following function

F (β0, β2;β1) =
∫
dk1dk2dk3dℓ1dℓ2e

−(β0k2
0+β1k2

1+β2k2
2)/(4ϕb)ρ(k0)ρ(k1)ρ(k2)(4e−ℓ1)∆(4e−ℓ2)∆

× 2K2ik0(4e−ℓ1/2)2K2ik1(4e−ℓ1/2)2K2ik1(4e−ℓ2/2)2K2ik2(4e−ℓ2/2) (C.1)

where the first two arguments are symmetric. It is easy to see that the first diagram in
figure 5 is F1 = F (βL, βR; 2β0) and the second diagram is F2 = F (β0, β0;βL + βR). As we
show in appendix B, we only need to compare these two to determine the leading contribution
in the saddle approximation.

As F2 depends on βL,R only through βL + βR, we can define β± = (βL ± βR)/2 and first
study the β− dependence of F1 while keeping F2 invariant. Taking β− derivative to F1, we
have ∂β−F1 =

〈
k2

2 − k2
0
〉
, where the vev means evaluating in the integral (C.1). As F1 takes

value at the saddle, the derivative of ∂β− acts on two parts: the explicit β− dependence in the
exponent, which gives k2

2 − k2
0 at the saddle value, and the implicit β− dependence through

the saddle value of other variables. The latter vanishes at the saddle because it is proportional
to the saddle equation. It boils down to determining which saddle value of k0 and k2 is larger.
By symmetry, F1 is an even function of β− and we only need to compare k0,2 for β− > 0.

Solving the saddle equations (2.41) and (2.42) for F1, we have

cosk1β0 =
k2

1 sin
k0βL

2 sin k2βR
2 −

(
µsin k0βL

2 +k0 cos k0βL
2

)(
µsin k2βR

2 +k2 cos k2βR
2

)
k0k2

(C.2)

k2
1+µ2 = k2

2−2µk2 cot
k2βR
2 = k2

0−2µk0 cot
k0βL
2 (C.3)

Note that (C.3) is symmetry under (k0, βL) ↔ (k2, βR). Define f(k, β) = k2 − 2µk cot kβ2 ,
and we have

∂βf(k, β) =
µ2

sin2(kβ/2)
> 0, ∂kf(k, β) = 2k + µ(βk − sin βk)

sin2(kβ/2)
> 0 (C.4)

For any value of k1, (C.3) implies that k0 < k2 and ∂β−F1 > 0 for β− > 0. Therefore,
F1 has a unique minimum at β− = 0 and is monotonically increasing for β− > 0. On
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Figure 13. (a) Compare the on-shell action for F1 (solid curves) and F2 (dashed curves). (b) The
on-shell k − k1 of F2. In both plots, the horizontal axis is x = (β+ − β0)/(β+ + β0) and blue, yellow
and green curves are for (β+ + β0)/2 = 0.1, 1, 10 respectively.

the other hand, if we take the maximal value β− → β+, namely βR → 0, we must have
k2 ∼ (2µ1/2 + αβR + · · · )/β1/2

R → ∞, for which (C.2) and (C.3) in leading order become

k0 cos
k0βL
2 +µsin k0βL

2 +k0 cosk1β0 =0 (C.5)

k2
1+µ2 =4µ2/3+4αµ1/2 = k2

0−2µk0 cot
k0βL
2 (C.6)

which gives finite k0,1 and α. Therefore F1 is unbounded from above and scales as F1 ∼
log(β+ − β−) → ∞ when β− → β+.

Then we will compare the minimum of F1 = F (β+, β+; 2β0) at βL = βR with F2. Since
they are now in the same form, we can just study F1. By symmetry βL = βR = β+, we have
k0 = k2 = k at the saddle and the saddle equations (C.2) and (C.3) become

k2
1 sin2 kβ+

2 = k2 cos k1β0 +
(
µ sin kβ+

2 + k cos kβ+
2

)2
(C.7)

k1 =

√
k2 − µ2 − 2µk cot kβ+

2 (C.8)

The on-shell action (2.40) is

I/(2ϕb) = −k2β+ − k2
1β0 + 2µ log

(
µ2 sin kβ+

2 cos k1β0
2

kk1

)
(C.9)

Note that there are infinitely many solutions to (C.8) due to the oscillation nature of the
trigonometric functions. We only consider the solution in the range of kβ+, 2k1β0 ∈ (0, 2π)
because it smoothly interpolates to k = k1 → π/(β0 + β+) in the µ→ 0 limit. We can rescale
k → µk, k1 → µk1, β0 → β0/µ, β+ → β+/µ, which is equivalent to taking µ = 1 in (C.7)
and (C.8). Since we do not have any analytic solution and the on-shell action turns out not
always monotonic, we just numerically solve the saddle equation and compare the on-shell
actions of F1 and F2 for (β+ + β0)/2 = 0.1, 1, 10 with β+ > β0. The result in figure 13(a)
shows that in all cases, the on-shell action of F2 is smaller than that of F1 and the second
diagram in figure 5 is preferred. This can be inferred from the small (β+ + β0)/2 case, which
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corresponds to small µ before rescaling. In this case, we can ignore the backreaction of heavy
operators, and the Wick contraction in the second diagram of figure 5 has a shorter geodesic
distance on the EAdS2 disk, which is preferred due to the (4e−ℓ)µ suppression.

Let us summaries the phases of |Φ2⟩ in the semiclassical limit. If βL+ βR < 2β0, the first
diagram of figure 5 dominates; if βL+βR > 2β0, there is a critical value β∗ for |βL−βR| such
that the second diagram dominates when |βL − βR| < β∗ and the first diagram dominates
when |βL−βR| > β∗. In the scenario where F2 dominates, we find that the on-shell k−k1 > 0
in figure 13(b), which means that the center disk has the global minimal dilaton point. It is
important that this global minimum is located in the central row of disks (in the case where
we have identical heavy operators and self-contraction dominates) because otherwise, the
modular flow would not be the boost transformation in the Lorentzian spacetime. However,
to prove this in general, we need additional effort.

Open Access. This article is distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons
Attribution License (CC-BY4.0), which permits any use, distribution and reproduction in
any medium, provided the original author(s) and source are credited.
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