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Abstract: We define a new complex-valued measure of information called the timelike
entanglement entropy (EE) which in the boundary theory can be viewed as a Wick rota-
tion that changes a spacelike boundary subregion to a timelike one. An explicit definition
of the timelike EE in 2d field theories is provided followed by numerical computations
which agree with the analytic continuation of the replica method for CFTs. We argue that
timelike EE should be correctly interpreted as another measure previously considered, the
pseudo entropy, which is the von Neumann entropy of a reduced transition matrix. Our
results strongly imply that the imaginary part of the pseudo entropy describes an emer-
gent time which generalizes the notion of an emergent space from quantum entanglement.
For holographic systems we define the timelike EE as the total complex valued area of a
particular stationary combination of both space and timelike extremal surfaces which are
homologous to the boundary region. For the examples considered we find explicit matching
of our optimization procedure and the careful implementation of the Wick rotation in the
boundary CFT. We also make progress on higher dimensional generalizations and relations
to holographic pseudo entropy in de Sitter space.
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1 Introduction

The AdS/CFT correspondence [1] tells us that a space coordinate in an anti-de Sitter (AdS)
spacetime can emerge from a conformal field theory (CFT). The mechanism of this emer-
gent space can be described quantitatively by considering the holographic entanglement
entropy (HEE) [2–4]. Specifically the entanglement entropy (EE) in a CFT is computed
from the area of an extremal surface in AdS. The entanglement entropy SA for a subsystem
A is defined by

SA = −TrA[ρA log ρA]. (1.1)

ρA is the reduced density matrix obtained by tracing out the complement B of A:

ρA = TrBρtot, (1.2)

where ρtot is the density matrix for the total system and the total Hilbert space is assumed
to factorize as Htot = HA⊗HB. The holographic entanglement entropy computes SA from
the area of an extremeal surface by

SA = Area(ΓA)
4GN

. (1.3)

This relation leads to the remarkable idea that the space coordinate in an AdS emerges
from quantum entanglement [5, 6]. This raises a natural question: can the time coordinate
also emerge from some quantum information theoretic property? To make progress in this
problem, we first need to find a quantity which is directly related to the emergence of the
time coordinate. Motivated by this, the main purpose of this paper is to introduce a new
quantity called timelike entanglement entropy (timelike EE) and to study its properties.1

The timelike EE S
(T)
A is defined by analytically continuing the standard EE to the case

where the subsystem A is a timelike region. Indeed, in the AdS/CFT correspondence,
the imaginary part of this quantity is related to the area of a timelike extremal surface,
providing a generalization of (1.3), as depicted in left panel of figure 1. A part of these
new results was briefly reported in the letter article [16], focusing on a few simple setups of
AdS3/CFT2. Refer to [17–19] for independent works on timelike EE and see also [20–23].
In this full paper, we will present more general results of timelike EE in various setups
of AdS/CFT.

Moreover, in the context of dS/CFT [24], we can also see that the holographic entan-
glement entropy has contributions from timelike extremal surfaces in addition to a spacelike
surface as depicted in the right panel of figure 1. Holography in de Sitter space (dS), so
called the dS/CFT correspondence [24] argues that gravity on a de Sitter space is dual to
a Euclidean CFT on its future infinity. In this holography, as opposed to AdS/CFT, the
time coordinate emerges from the Euclidean CFT. Such a Euclidean CFT is expected to
be exotic and non-unitary. A limited number of examples of CFTs dual to de Sitter spaces
have been found in four dimensional higher spin gravity [25], in three dimensional Einstein

1Refer to [7–15], for other ideas on how to study quantum entanglement in timelike setups.
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Figure 1. Holographic Timelike Entanglement Entropy in AdS3/CFT2 (left) and Holographic
Pseudo entropy in dS3/CFT2 (right). The green curves and red curves describe the spacelike and
timelike geodesic, whose lengths give the real and imaginary part of the entropy. Each of blue
intervals is the subsystem A.

gravity [26, 27] and in two dimensions [28, 29]. Since there is no spacelike geodesic between
two distinct points on the dS boundary at future infinity, the holographic entropy becomes
complex-valued [27, 30–34].

We point out that both the timelike entanglement entropy and the complex-valued
holographic entropy in dS/CFT, can properly be interpreted as pseudo entropy, introduced
in [35]. Pseudo entropy is defined as follows. Decomposing the total Hilbert space into
those of subsystems A and B, we introduce the reduced transition matrix for two pure
states |ψ〉 and |ϕ〉, by

τA = TrB
[ |ψ〉〈ϕ|
〈ϕ|ψ〉

]
. (1.4)

Finally, pseudo entropy S(P)
A is defined by

S
(P)
A = −Tr[τA log τA]. (1.5)

Remarkably, in Euclidean time-dependent asymptotically AdS spaces, the pseudo entropy
is related to the minimal surface area in the same formula as (1.3). See [20–22, 36–52] for
further related developments. Indeed, in both the timelike EE and the EE in dS/CFT,
the reduced density matrices are not Hermitian and thus are not standard von Neumann
entropies, but rather pseudo entropies instead.

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we define the timelike entanglement
entropy and analyize it in quantum field theories. In section 3, we will show how to calcu-
late the timelike entanglement entropy in AdS/CFT and evaluate it in various examples. In
section 4, we study the holographic calculation of timelike entanglement entropy in higher
dimensional AdS/CFT. In section 5, we discuss holographic pseudo entropy in dS/CFT. Fi-
nally in section 6, we summarize our conclusions and discuss future problems. Appendix A
contains a derivation of the thermofield mutual information for 2d holographic CFTs.
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Figure 2. Definition of standard entanglement entropy (left) and timelike entanglement entropy
(right) in two dimensional field theories.

2 Timelike entanglement entropy in QFT

In this section we explain the definition of timelike entanglement entropy and present
calculations of this quantity in conformal field theories.

2.1 Definition via the replica method

Consider a two dimensional quantum field theory in a flat spacetime whose time and space
coordinate are denoted by (t, x). We first define the timelike entanglement entropy in
this two dimensional case and will later generalize to higher dimensions. In the standard
definition of entanglement entropy SA we choose the subsystem A to be a spacelike region
in order to specify the Hilbert space HA as in the left panel of figure 2. The timelike
entanglement entropy is defined by analytically continuing the entanglement entropy to a
timelike subsystem A as in the right panel of figure 2, which we write as S(T)

A .
To see this procedure explicitly, consider the replica method computation of entangle-

ment entropy [53]. We assume subsystem A is given by a spacelike interval A = IPQ, where
the two end points are situated at P = (tP , xP ) and Q = (tQ, xQ). The Renyi entanglement
entropy S(n)

A = 1
1−n logTr(ρA)n is computed from the two point function of twist operators

σn and σ̄n:

S
(n)
A = 1

1− n log〈σn(P )σ̄n(Q)〉 = 1
1− n log


 ε√

(xP − xQ)2 − (tP − tQ)2

2∆n
 . (2.1)

In this equation, ∆n = c
12

(
n− 1

n

)
, where c is the central charge of the two dimensional

CFT, is the conformal dimension of the twist operator and ε is the UV cutoff. By taking
the limit n→ 1 of the von Neumann entropy, the entanglement entropy is evaluated to be

SA = S
(1)
A = c

3 log


√

(xP − xQ)2 − (tP − tQ)2

ε

 . (2.2)

Now the timelike entanglement entropy S
(T)
A is defined by continuing the expres-

sion (2.2) to the case where the interval A is timelike i.e. (xP −xQ)2− (tP − tQ)2 < 0. This
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is evaluated as follows:

S
(T)
A = c

3 log


√

(tP − tQ)2 − (xP − xQ)2

ε

+ cπ

6 i. (2.3)

In particular, when the subsystem A is purely timelike i.e. xQ − xP = 0 and tQ − tP = T0,
we find

S
(T)
A = c

3 log T0
ε

+ cπ

6 i. (2.4)

It is straightforward to generalize this to S(T)
A in a finite size CFT and S(T)

A in a finite
temperature CFT. For a CFT on a circle with a circumference R (at zero temperature),
the entanglement entropy for a boosted subsystem A is given by

SA = c

6 log
[
R2

π2ε2
sin
(
π

R
(∆φ+ ∆t)

)
sin
(
π

R
(∆φ−∆t)

)]
. (2.5)

In a similar fashion, the timelike entanglement entropy is defined by continuing A to be
timelike ∆φ−∆t < 0, then

S
(T)
A = c

6 log
[
R2

π2ε2
sin
(
π

R
(∆t+ ∆φ)

)
sin
(
π

R
(∆t−∆φ)

)]
+ iπc

6 . (2.6)

In particular, when A is purely timelike ∆φ = 0, ∆t = T0, we have

S
(T)
A = c

3 log
[
R

πε
sin πT0

R

]
+ iπc

6 . (2.7)

On the other hand, for a CFT at temperature 1/β (on an infinite line), the entanglement
entropy is given by

SA = c

6 log
[
β2

π2ε2
sinh

(
π

β
(∆x+ ∆t)

)
sinh

(
π

β
(∆x−∆t)

)]
. (2.8)

Therefore the timelike entanglement entropy is

S
(T)
A = c

6 log
[
β2

π2ε2
sinh

(
π

β
(∆t+ ∆x)

)
sinh

(
π

β
(∆t−∆x)

)]
+ iπc

6 , (2.9)

and particularly

S
(T)
A = c

3 log
[
β

πε
sinh πT0

β

]
+ iπc

6 . (2.10)

when A is purely timelike. Note that these basically take the form of the standard entan-
glement entropy plus iπ

6 .
We can also define timelike EE in higher dimensions in a similar way: we start from

the EE for a spacelike subsystem and boosting the subsystem with an analytic continuation
until it becomes timelike.
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2.2 Another equivalent definition via Wick rotation of coordinates

We can define the timelike entanglement entropy in another way, which is useful for nu-
merical calculations. For simplicity, consider a free scalar field theory with mass m on a
cylinder, where the space and time coordinate are again denoted by x and t. The spacelike
direction is compactified as x ∼ x+R. The action of the scalar field reads

S = 1
2

∫
dtdx

[
(∂tφ)2 − (∂xφ)2 −m2φ2

]
. (2.11)

The total partition function on the Lorentzian spacetime looks like

Zφ =
∫
DφeiS . (2.12)

However, let us regard t as the “space” direction and x as the Euclidean time, such that
ix(≡ −T ) is the real time, by rotating the spacetime by ninety degree, as depicted in
figure 3. The “Hamiltonian” H reads

H = − i2

∫
dt
[
π2 + (∂tφ)2 −m2φ2

]
, (2.13)

where

π = −∂xφ, (2.14)

is the canonical momentum such that the commutation relation is

[φ(t), π(t′)] = iδ(t− t′). (2.15)

To see this, by introducing the real time T related to the Euclidean time x via x = iT , we
can rewrite the action (2.11) as follows

S = i

2

∫
dTdt

[
(∂Tφ)2 + (∂tφ)2 −m2φ2

]
. (2.16)

Then the momentum conjugate to φ, defined by π = δS
δ(∂Tφ) , is found to be (2.14). The

Hamiltonian is also canonically defined as H = δL
δ(∂Tφ)(∂Tφ)−L, where L = i

2
∫
dt[(∂Tφ)2 +

(∂tφ)2 −m2φ2] is the Lagrangian of S. This leads to (2.16).
In this formulation, regarding t as a spatial coordinate and x as the Euclidean time

with a periodicity R, the partition function

Zφ = Tr
[
e−RH

]
, (2.17)

where H is the timelike Hamiltonian (2.13), can be rewritten as

Zφ = Tr
[
eiRH̃

]
, (2.18)

using the rescaled Hamiltonian H̃ = iH, which takes the conventional form with a minus
sign for the mass term:

H̃ = 1
2

∫
dt
[
π2 + (∂tφ)2 −m2φ2

]
. (2.19)

– 6 –
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Figure 3. Timelike entanglement entropy via a Wick rotation of coordinates.

By tracing out the region B, the reduced density matrix ρA is now given by

ρA = TrB[eiRH̃ ]. (2.20)

Therefore, we can obtain the timelike EE from the ordinary EE of a spacelike subsystem
at finite temperature 1/βS by the transformation:

βS → −iR, m→ −im. (2.21)

In the massless limit m = 0, the transformation above acts purely on βS and thus we
expect this is universal for any two dimensional CFTs.

The entanglement entropy for the thermal state at temperature 1/βS is known to be
given by [53]:

SA = c

3 log
[
βS
πε̃

sinh πX
βS

]
, (2.22)

where X is the length of the spacelike interval A. Note that the energy cutoff ε̃ is defined
for H̃, so it is related as ε̃ = −iε to ε defined for the Hamiltonian H we are interested in.
Thus by applying (2.21) and setting X = T0, we obtain the timelike EE:

S
(T)
A = c

3 log
[
R

πε
sin πT0

R

]
+ iπc

6 . (2.23)

This indeed reproduces our previous result for a CFT on a circle from the replica
method (2.7). By taking the limit R→∞ we can also derive the decompactified result (2.4).

We can also consider a compactification in t direction to compute the timelike EE at a
finite temperature, where we do not compactify x coordinate. For the temperature 1/β we
compactify t as t ∼ t− iβ so that the periodicity of the Euclidean time it is β. Remember
that the ordinary EE for a spacelike interval A on a circle with the circumference RS reads

SA = c

3 log
[
RS
πε̃

sin
(
πX

RS

)]
. (2.24)

To obtain the timelike EE at finite temperature, we identify RS = −iβ and ε̃ = −iε as we
explained. This perfectly reproduce our previous result (2.10) based on the replica method.

– 7 –
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It is important to note that the reduced density matrix (2.20) for our timelike EE is
not hermitian as opposed to the case of standard EE defined for a spacelike subsystem
A. This shows that the timelike entanglement entropy can properly be regarded as a
special example of pseudo entropy [35]. More explicitly, we can see this by a purification
procedure as follows. Consider a thermofield double-like description by doubling the total
Hilbert space and by introducing the following two states

|Ψ〉 = 1√
Z(δ)

∑
n

ei(R+iδ)En/2|n〉1|n〉2,

|Ψ∗〉 = 1√
Z(δ)

∑
n

e−i(R−iδ)En/2|n〉1|n〉2, (2.25)

where δ is an infinitesimally small regularization parameter; En and |n〉 are the eigenvalues
and eigenstates of H̃. They satisfy

Tr2|Ψ〉〈Ψ∗| = ei(R+iδ)H̃ . (2.26)

By tracing out B further, this is identical to the reduced density matrix ρA in (2.20). In this
way, we can rewrite the timelike EE in terms of a transition matrix which shows that the
timelike EE is an example of pseudo entropy. It is curious to note that such a thermofield
double state at an imaginary temperature was introduced in [54] to find a holographic
interpretation of de Sitter space in terms of the CFT on the future infinity and the other
one on the past one.

As we have seen in this subsection, we have two prescriptions to calculate the timelike
EE: the Wick rotations of (i) the interval A and of (ii) the coordinates (t, x). In the
remainder of this section, we will investigate the timelike entanglement entropy in the
various models by adopting a suitable prescription. It is also useful to note that the higher
dimensional generalization is straightforward just by adding extra coordinates yi to the
arguments above.

2.3 Timelike entanglement entropy of Dirac fermion on a torus

As our next example, we would like to analyze a finite temperature state of a two dimen-
sional CFT on a circle. In this case we cannot use the conformal mapping method to
obtain a universal result for the entanglement entropy. Thus, we focus on the c = 1 Dirac
fermion CFT, whose entanglement entropy was first computed in [55]. We consider this
CFT on a torus and choose the subsystem A to be an interval A = PQ, where P = (0, 0)
and Q = (z, z̄). The periodicity of the Euclidean time Imz and the spatial coordinate Rez
are set to be βS and RS = 1, respectively. We assume the NS-sector spin structure. The
two point function of twist operator reads

〈σk(z, z̄)σ−k(0, 0)〉 =
(

4π2η(τ)2

θ1(z|τ)θ1(z̄|τ̄)

)2∆k

·
θ3
(
k
N z|τ

)
θ3
(
k
N z̄|τ̄

)
θ3(τ)2 , (2.27)

where θ3(ν|τ), θ1(ν|τ) and η(τ) are standard theta and eta functions. We take z = L+ T

and z̄ = L− T . In the spacelike limit T = 0, i.e. (z, z̄) = (L,L), the entanglement entropy

– 8 –
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in the high temperature expansion reads [55]

SA = 1
3 log

[
βS
πε

sinh
(
πL

βS

)]
+ 1

3

∞∑
m=1

log

(1− e
2πL
βS e

−2πRS m
βS )(1− e−

2πL
βS e

−2πRS m
βS )

(1− e−2πRS m
βS )2


+2

∞∑
l=1

(−1)l

l
·
πLl
βS

coth
(
πLl
βS

)
− 1

sinh πRS l
βS

, (2.28)

where RS = 1 is the periodicity of the Re z direction. In the low temperature expansion,
this is equivalently written as follows [55]

SA = 1
3 log

[ 1
πε

sin (πL)
]

+ 1
3

∞∑
m=1

log
[

(1− e2πiLe−2πβSm)(1− e−2πiLe−2πβSm)
(1− e−2πβSm)2

]

+2
∞∑
l=1

(−1)l

l
· πLlβS cot (πLl)− 1

sinh πlβS
. (2.29)

In the timelike limit, i.e. (z, z̄) = (T,−T ), we find

S
(T)
A = 1

3 log
[
β

πε
sinh

(
πT

β

)]
+ π

6 i

+1
3

∞∑
m=1

log

(1−e 2πT
β e
−2πm

β
)(

1−e−
2πT
β e
−2πm

β
)(

1−e−2πm
β
)2

+ 2
∞∑
l=1

(−1)l

l
·
πT l
β coth

(
πT l
β

)
−1

sinh πl
β

,

(2.30)

where we set βS = β.
Thus the only difference from the standard EE is again just the imaginary part πc

6 i in
this torus calculation. To see this note that θ1(z|τ) and θ3(z|τ) are odd and even function
w.r.t. z, respectively. Note also that this timelike EE is oscillating with the periodicity 2π
under the T evolution.

The other definition of timelike EE, which Wick rotates the whole spacetime, is argued
to give the identical result (2.30). We can confirm this as follows. As we learned in
section 2.2, the timelike EE is related to the standard spacelike EE via the double Wick
rotation:

S
(T)
A (R,β, T ) = SA(RS , βS , L) + πc

6 i, (2.31)

with the identification

(RS , βS , L) = (−iβ,−iR, T ), (2.32)

where β andR(= 1) are the inverse temperature and the periodicity in x for the timelike EE,
respectively. By applying this relation (2.31) to (2.28) we obtain the following expression
of timelike EE:

S
(T)
A = 1

3 log
[ 1
πε

sin (πT )
]

+ 1
3

∞∑
m=1

log
[

(1− e2πiT e−2πβm)(1− e−2πiT e−2πβm)
(1− e−2πβm)2

]

+2
∞∑
l=1

(−1)l

l
· πT lβ cot (πT l)− 1

sinh πlβ + πc

6 i. (2.33)
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As the low temperature expansion of (2.28) is given by (2.29), we can show that the result
above (2.33) indeed agrees with the timelike EE from the Wick rotation of the interval
itself (2.30).

2.4 Numerical method

Free scalar theory. In this part we adapt the correlator method [56, 57] to the Hamil-
tonian we have introduced in equation (2.13) in order to compute timelike EE numerically.
To do so we need to be more precise about how we have defined equation (2.13). In the
ordinary free scalar theory (the vertical cylinder in figure 3), the mode expansion of the
field is given by

φ(x, t) =
∫

ddk

(2π)d/2
1√
2ωk

(
ak e

−iωkt + a†−k e
iωkt

)
eik·x , (2.34)

where ω2
k = |k|2 + m2. In our conventions we denote the original spatial coordinate x to

play the role of Euclidean time and the rest (d − 1) spatial coordinates with y. Using
this expansion one can find the correlation functions which lead to the expected results
for timelike entanglement, but we will not proceed in this way to use the field expansion
corresponding to the vertical cylinder. We rather considered the viewpoint of the right
horizontal cylinder in figure 3, where T = −ix plays the role of Lorentzian time. Within
this point of view, we may define the scalar theory defined via (2.16) or equivalently in the
Hamiltonian formalism. The Hamiltonian in (d+ 1) dimensions is given by

H = − i2

∫
dtdy

[
π2 + (∂tφ)2 − (∇yφ)2 −m2φ2

]
. (2.35)

Using the Hamiltonian equations of motion

∂Tφ = δH

δπ
, −∂Tπ = δH

δφ
(2.36)

we find that π = −∂xφ and

(∂2
t − ∂2

x −∇2
y +m2)φ = 0 (2.37)

Now considering a decomposed notation for the momenta as k = (k,ky) where k
corresponds to the momenta of (t,y) and we consider

φ(t, x,y) =
∫
dd−1ky dk

(2π)d/2
φ(k, x,ky)e−ikt+iky ·y (2.38)

which leads to (
∂2
x + Ω2

k

)
φ(k, x,ky) = 0 , (2.39)

where Ωk =
√
k2 − |ky|2 −m2. Following the standard procedure in Klein-Gordon theory

based on the similarity between this equation and harmonic oscillator equation of motion,

– 10 –



J
H
E
P
0
5
(
2
0
2
3
)
0
5
2

we consider the following Fourier expansions

φ(t,y) =
∫
dd−1ky dk

(2π)d/2
1√
2Ωk

(
ak + a†−k

)
e−ikt+iky ·y ,

π(t,y) = −i
∫
dd−1ky dk

(2π)d/2

√
Ωk
2
(
ak − a†−k

)
e−ikt+iky ·y .

(2.40)

With these expressions one can check that assuming the standard commutation relations
between the creation and annihilation operators, the canonical commutation relations are
preserved and the Hamiltonian is diagonalized up to a constant as

H = −i
∫
dd−1ky dk Ωk a

†
kak (2.41)

where the structure of the dispersion relation is as expected from the form of equa-
tion (2.35), namely the sign of the y-direction derivatives and the mass term are opposite
to the Hamiltonian in standard Lorentzian theory.

Now we are equipped with what we need to calculate timelike entanglement entropy.
We consider the d = 1 case in this paper. In order to find the correct prescription of
the correlator method to compute timelike EE, it is enough to focus on a single mode
contribution to the correlations functions. Tracing over the x direction is the nontrivial
part where we have to introduce a cut-off to sum the geometric series of the form∑

n

eiRΩk nf(n) −→
∑
n

ei(R+iδ) Ωk nf(n) =
∑
n

e−(R+iδ) Ωik nf(n).

In the case that the t-direction is an infinite line, namely β → ∞, we consider a straight
line along t as the entangling region. All we need to find is the correlation matrix that
which its non-trivial elements are given by2

Φtt′ ≡ Tr
[
ei(R+iδ)H̃φ(t)φ(t′)

]
=
∫
dk

2π
i

2Ωik
coth

((R+ iδ) Ωik

2

)
eik(t−t′) ,

Πtt′ ≡ Tr
[
ei(R+iδ)H̃π(t)π(t′)

]
=
∫
dk

2π
Ωik

2i coth
((R+ iδ) Ωik

2

)
eik(t−t′) .

(2.43)

For CFT case in the continuum, one can simply verify that Ωik = iωk. While this is not
true on the lattice, we introduce the aforementioned expressions for the correlators as the
correct prescription to calculate timelike EE. To numerically work out the timelike EE we
consider the discrete version on this infinite lattice, i.e. we integrate over −π < k < π

2It is worth reminding the reader the correlators relevant to calculate standard EE in finite temperature
case

Φxx′ ≡ Tr
[
e−βSHφ(x)φ(x′)

]
=
∫

dk

2π
1

2ωk
coth

(
βS ωk

2

)
eik(x−x′) ,

Πxx′ ≡ Tr
[
e−βSHπ(x)π(x′)

]
=
∫

dk

2π
ωk
2 coth

(
βS ωk

2

)
eik(x−x′) .

(2.42)
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Figure 4. Timelike entanglement for free scalar theory for a connected region. The t-direction
is infinite and the x-direction is compactified as x ∼ x + R and we also put the regulator δ. The
left panel where the data of different color lie on the top of each other corresponds to fixed R and
different δ. As expected modulo some numerical defects for large sugberions the timelike EE does
not depend on the ratio of R/δ. The right panel is showing results for different R with fixed R/δ.
The structure of the fit function perfectly matches with our analytic expectation. As R is increasing
larger subregions are considered and the difference of data sets is encoded in different UV cut-offs
which is reflected in the constant term in our fit functions.

where t takes integer values and the dispersion relation is ε2Ω2
k = 4 sin2(k2 ) − (mε)2. The

timelike EE is related to the spectrum of the operator
√

Φ ·Π shown by {µ} via

S
(T)
A =

∑
i

[(
µi + 1

2

)
log

(
µi + 1

2

)
−
(
µi −

1
2

)
log

(
µi −

1
2

)]
(2.44)

In figure 4 we show the numerical results corresponding to the case where β → ∞. Our
results are capturing the expected periodic behavior for timelike EE. It is worth noting
that although the real part of the timelike EE is similar to the standard EE on a com-
pact space (2.7), the structure of the periodicity of the standard EE and timelike EE on
the compactified space direction are of completely different origin. In standard EE the
periodicity of entropy is inherited from the periodicity of the fields which is reflected in
the corresponding correlators as on a compact space we have to consider the replacement
eik(x−x′) → cos 2πk(x−x′)

R in (2.42). The periodicity in the case of timelike EE rather origi-
nates in the regulated summation leading to the hyperbolic cotangent in coth the integrands
of (2.43).

The other case which we are interested in is the finite temperature case, namely when
we consider Euclidean time to be compactified as t ∼ t − iβ. In this case one should be
careful about the generalization of the (2.43) to the finite temperature case due to imaginary
time periodicity. To do so we consider the standard method in thermal field theory, i.e.
rather than working with imaginary time in real space, we sum over all mirror images in
the Fourier space (considering the momentum k to be held as a continuous variable)

Φtt′ =
∞∑

n=−∞

∫ π

−π

dk

2π
i

2Ωik
coth

((R+ iδ) Ωik

2

)
eik(t−t′−inβ) , (2.45)

and similarly for Πtt′ . When n and k have the same sign, this integral diverges and we need
to regularize it. Here we regularize these correlators by simply excluding the aforementioned

– 12 –



J
H
E
P
0
5
(
2
0
2
3
)
0
5
2

β = 50

β = 100

β = 200

0 20 40 60 80 100

15

16

17

18

T0
R
e
[
S
(T
0
)
]

ϵ = 1 , m = 10-8

Figure 5. Timelike EE for free scalar theory for a connected region. We consider t to be compact-
ified as t ∼ t − iβ and R = ∞. The data points correspond to different values for β and the solid
curves are fitting functions up to an irrelevant constant of the form a log

(
β
πε sinh πT0

β

)
which lead

to a = 0.324, a = 0.367, and a = 0.376 decreasing the temperature.

cases that cause the divergence, namely those cases where n and k have the same sign.
Doing so one arrives at

Φtt′
reg=
∫ π

−π

dk

2π
i

2Ωik
coth

((R+ iδ) Ωik

2

) 1
1− e−|k|β

eik(t−t′) , (2.46)

with a similar expression for conjugate momenta correlations. In figure 5 we have presented
the result of using this regularization for the case that R� β. The real part perfectly agrees
with our expectation from analytical results.3 One can see the expected behavior of (2.10)
with reasonable values for the prefactor reported in the caption. In the R � β regime
one can even do better after approximating the coth part in the integrand by unity and
analytically performing the integrals which again need a regularization prescription. We
avoid to present these results since they are not more illuminating than what is presented
in figure 5.

As figure 4 and figure 5 are showing the real part of timelike EE, a reasonable question
is whether our numerical method can also confirm the constant imaginary part as well.
Numerically finding the imaginary part is much more challenging than the real part. This
is technically due to the difference of the origin of the imaginary part and the real part. The
real part, similar to the case of standard EE, gets its dominant contribution from a small
number of eigenvalues in (2.44). In other words, the corresponding spectrum contains a
huge gap where a very few large eigenvalues contribute dominantly and the rest contribute
very slightly. The case is very different for the imaginary part which almost all eigenvalues
contribute to this part democratically. So relatively a very high-precision is needed to
find the small eigenvalues as precise as possible. Since the integrand of the correlators
are rapidly oscillating, this means that we need to increase the cut-off δ to improve the
convergence. But physically we need to take δ/R→ 0, as we confirmed this in our results
for the real part. So there is a trade-off between getting reasonable physical results and
considering larger values of δ to improve the convergence and finding a reliable value for

3Other Dirichlet regularization schemes, such as acting with e−n
2
damping function leads to similar

results with lower numerical precision.
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Figure 6. Here we show the challenge to find the numerical value of the imaginary part of timelike
EE. Focusing on the region that the numerical results are stable, namely on smaller subregions in
this figure, the data presented in the right panel is strongly suggesting that the imaginary part takes
a constant value. As we increase the value of δ, this constant approaches to the expected value
π/6 while in this direction the results become less stable for larger subregions. The stability of the
results can be seen from the left panel where we show how the real part depart from the (2.23)
behavior. Numerics confirm our analytical expectation value for the imaginary part in the small
subregion regime.

the imaginary part. In figure 6 we have shown how this works. From the numerical data
one can verify that even in the δ � R regime, which the real part is reliable on the whole
R-cycle, the imaginary part takes a constant value. We have shown that by increasing δ,
we can numerically approach a regime where although δ . R, the real part is still reliable
for small enough T0 and the imaginary part in this regime approaches the expected value
of π/6 for the c = 1 scalar theory.

Free Dirac fermion theory. Following a similar procedure to what we did for the scalar
theory, we show that the other tractable example with our numerical method Dirac fermion
theory also leads to similar results. Using conventions similar to our scalar theory analysis
we have

S =
∫
dtdxdy ψ̄

(
iγ0∂t + iγ1∂x + iγy · ∇y −m

)
ψ , (2.47)

where ψ̄ = ψ†γ1. With the same definition for x = iT we have

S = i

∫
dtdTdy ψ̄

(
iγ0∂t + γ1∂T + iγy · ∇y −m

)
ψ , (2.48)

where the conjugate momentum is defined as π = iψ̄γ1 which leads to the following Hamil-
tonian

H = −i
∫
dtdy ψ̄

(
iγ0∂t + iγy · ∇y −m

)
ψ . (2.49)

Now similar to the scalar theory formulation, the partition function is given by

Zψ = Tr
[
e−βH

]
= Tr

[
eiβH̃

]
, (2.50)
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where

H̃ =
∫
dtdy ψ̄

(
iγ0∂t + iγy · ∇y −m

)
ψ . (2.51)

Considering the 2d case, using the algebra of gamma matrices and the reduced density
matrix defined as ρA = TrA[eiβH̃ ], one can verify that timelike EE is related to ordinary
EE via the same analytic continuations considered in equation (2.21)

β → −iβ, m→ −im. (2.52)

In the rest we focus on the 2d case. We first consider the case where t is defined on an
infinite line to calculate timelike EE. In order to explicitly diagonalize the Hamiltonian we
chose γ0 = σ2 and γ1 = iσ1 and we consider the ψTk = (uk dk) where ψk is the Fourier
transform of the Dirac field defined as

ψ(t) =
∫

dk√
2π

ψk e
ikt . (2.53)

Using the following Bogoliubov transformations

uk = cos θkbk + i sin θkb†−k , dk = sin θkbk − i cos θkb†−k (2.54)

one can easily check that by choosing

cos 2θk = k

Ωk
, sin 2θk = im

Ωk
, Ω2

k = k2 −m2 (2.55)

the Hamiltonian (2.49) in 2d is diagonalized as

H = i

∫
dtΩk

(
b†kbk + b†−kb−k

)
. (2.56)

Again we adopt the correlator method to calculate timelike entanglement entropy in Dirac
theory. Applying the same prescription introduced for the scalar field, we need the following
correlation functions

Ctt′ ≡ 〈ψ†(t)ψ(t′)〉 = Tr
[
ei(R+iδ)H̃ψ†(t)ψ(t′)

]
= 1

4π

∫
dk tanh

((R+ iδ)Ωik

2

)(1− cos 2θk sin 2θk
sin 2θk 1 + cos 2θk

)
ei(t−t

′)k .
(2.57)

In order to calculate timelike EE we consider the regularized version of the Hamiltonian on
a lattice where the time coordinate takes integer values, except we should replace k → sin k
in (2.55) and the integration runs over −π < k < π. With these in hand the timelike EE
can be read from the spectrum of C denoted by {ν} as

S
(T)
A = −

∑
i

[(1− νi) log (1− νi) + νi log νi] . (2.58)

The numerical results of the case of finite R and β → ∞ are presented in the middle and
right panels of figure 7. We have also considered the case of R → ∞ and finite β. In this
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Figure 7. Timelike EE of a connected region for the free Dirac fermion theory. The left and the
middle panels correspond to the infinite lattice β =∞ case. In this case, our numerical results are
matching the expected behavior except for the regime where the subregion size approaches R. The
numerics in this regime are less stable compared to the scalar case so we cannot probe the δ � R

limit stronger than the presented results. The middle panel is showing that for a fixed R as we
decrease δ we get closer to the expected result, namely the first term of (2.33). The right panel
corresponds to the imaginary time compactified case β and finite R. We show that the expected
behavior as like (2.10) is reproduced for the fermion case as well.

case we have applied the same procedure discussed in the scalar case for the imaginary
time compactified case. To produce the numerical results presented in the left panel of
figure 7, we have used a regularization similar to (2.46).

We have shown that with a careful adaptation of the correlator method to our second
definition of timelike EE via Wick rotation of the coordinates, one can numerically find
the same results which we have found via the analytic continuation of the replica method
in CFT.

3 Holographic timelike entanglement entropy in AdS3/CFT2

In the previous section, we introduced the timelike entanglement entropy as a generaliza-
tion of entanglement entropy. In this section, we will present a holographic calculation
of the timelike EE in the framework of the AdS/CFT correspondence. This leads to a
generalization of the holographic entanglement entropy formula [2–4].

Below we will study holographic timelike EE in the pure AdS3, BTZ black holes and
shock wave geometries.

3.1 Pure AdS3

Consider a two dimensional CFT and choose the timelike subsystem to be an interval A
which connects two points: t = −T and t = T at x = 0. From the result (2.4), we expect
that this timelike EE is given by

SA = c

3 log 2T
ε

+ c

6πi. (3.1)

In the dual AdS3, we can interpret this by generalizing the holographic entanglement
entropy (HEE) as follows. In Poincare AdS3 coordinates,

ds2 = dz2 − dt2 + dx2

z2 , (3.2)
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Figure 8. Sketches of calculation of HEE for a timelike subsystem A.

the geodesic which computes the timelike EE is identified with

t =
√
z2 + T 2, (3.3)

by Wick rotating the familiar semi-circle geodesic as depicted in the left panel of figure 8.
Indeed the length of this spacelike geodesic reads

SA = 1
4GN

∫ ∞
ε

dz
2T

z
√
z2 + T 2

= c

3 log 2T
ε
, (3.4)

which explains the real part of (3.1). The imaginary part of (3.1) can be found by going
beyond the Poincare patch to the global coordinate

ds2 = − cosh2 ρdt+ dρ2 + sinh2 ρdθ2, (3.5)

as sketched in the right panel of figure 8. Since Poincare coordinates only cover the gray
region, we need to connect the two endpoints at ρ = 0 and t = ±π

2 by a timelike geodesic.
Since the length is π, this leads to a contribution to the HEE of c

6πi, which agrees with
the imaginary part.

The same result can be found by the geodesic calculation directly in the global AdS3.
The geodesic distance between the two points (ρ∞, T0/2, φ0) and (ρ∞,−T0/2, φ0) is found
to be

D = cosh−1
(
cosh2 ρ∞ cosT0 − sinh2 ρ∞

)
' log

(
−e2ρ∞ sin2 T0

2

)
= πi+ log

(
sin2 T0

2
ε2

)
,

where we have set ε = e−ρ∞ . Thus the entanglement entropy is calculated as

S
(T)
A = c

3 log
(

2 sin T0
2

ε

)
+ c

6πi, (3.6)

which reproduces the correct timelike EE in the CFT side (2.7) at R = 2π.
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Figure 9. The holographic timelike entanglement entropy in global AdS3 (left) and that in a
“Hartle-Hawking” like geometry (right). The length of the red curve and that of the green curve
give the imaginal and real part of the holographic timelike entanglement entropy, respectively.

3.2 Comments on extreme surfaces in AdS3

The surface which gives the holographic timelike entanglement entropy consists of the
union of spacelike and timelike geodesic and it does not look like an extremal surface at
first sight. To see this we consider the AdS2 slice of global AdS3:

ds2 = dη2 + cosh2 η
(
− cosh2 rdt2 + dr2

)
, (3.7)

where the new coordinate (η, r) is related to (ρ, θ) in (3.5) via

cosh η cosh r = cosh ρ, sinh η = sinh ρ cosφ. (3.8)

As depicted in figure 9, the boundary at η =∞ covers a half of the original boundary
cylinder of the global AdS3, where the timelike interval A is situated. η = −∞ corresponds
the other boundary. Now, starting from η =∞, at η = 0 we continue to the ‘Wick-rotated’
geometry defined by η = iη̃, which is given by

ds2 = −dη̃2 + cos2 η̃
(
− cosh2 rdt2 + dr2

)
, (0 < η̃ < π/2). (3.9)

This geometry has AdS2 as its boundary at η̃ = 0. We expect that the dual extremal
surface ΓA is situated on a hyperplane r = 0, whose metric reads

ds2 = −(dη̃2 + cos2 η̃dt2), (0 < η̃ < π/2). (3.10)

If we compactify t such that t ∼ t + 2π, then this metric is identical to that of minus
times the sphere metric. The minus sign means that the length is given by i times the
length in the semisphere as depicted in the right of figure 9. This glued geometry helps us
to find the correct geodesics which compute the holographic timelike EE. This is similar
to the Hartle-Hawking prescription which is employed to calculate the holographic pseudo
entropy in dS/CFT as we will see in section 5.1.

Let us check that the timelike entanglement entropy is indeed derived from an “ex-
tremization” condition analogous to the ordinary geodesic condition. Since the geodesic
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length we are considering is complex-valued, this condition amounts to imposing the ex-
tremality to both the real and imaginary parts, which come from spacelike and timelike
surfaces respectively. A geodesic emanating from the boundary at t = T0/2 will attach to
some point on the surface η = 0. We fix the t-coordinate of the end point of the geodesic
by t1, and that of the other geodesic emanating from t = −T0/2 by t2.

First we consider the imaginary part. The geodesic connecting t1 and t2 in the Eu-
clidean region is determined by varying the following area functional

i

∫
dη̃

√
1 + cos2 η̃

(
dt(η̃)
dη̃

)2
. (3.11)

As described above, the overall factor i comes from the minus sign in (3.9). From the
Euler-Lagrange equation, we have

t′(η̃) = cos η̃∗
cos η̃

√
cos2 η̃ − cos2 η̃∗

, (3.12)

where η̃∗ satisfies dη̃/dt = 0. The condition that the geodesic ends on the η̃ = 0 surface at
t = t1, t2 leads to

t(0) = t2, t(η̃∗) = t1 + t2
2 . (3.13)

By integrating (3.12) with these boundary conditions, we obtain

t1 − t2 = π. (3.14)

The fact that this condition does not depend on η̃∗ means that the geodesic can exist only
when the endpoints t1, t2 satisfy this condition, i.e. the two points on S2 should be at the
antipodal points to each other. The length of this geodesic is

2i
∫ η̃∗

0
dη̃

cos η̃√
cos2 η̃ − cos2 η̃∗

= iπ. (3.15)

Therefore the imaginary part always takes the value of π, which is identical to the length
of geodesics that lie along the boundary S2.

Next we consider the real part. We can straightforwardly evaluate the sum of the two
spacelike geodesics with end points t1, t2 as

cosh−1
[
cosh η∞ cos

(
T0
2 − t1

)]
+ cosh−1

[
cosh η∞ cos

(
T0
2 + t2

)]
' log

[
e2η∞ cos

(
T0
2 − t1

)
cos

(
T0
2 + t2

)]
= log

[
−1

2e
2η∞ (cosT0 + cos 2t1)

]
,

where η∞ is a large cutoff. In the second equality, we used the condition (3.14). The
condition that the derivative with t1 vanishes leads to sin 2t1 = 0. For t1 and t2 to be in
the range −π < t < π, they should take

t1 = π

2 , t2 = −π2 . (3.16)
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Under this condition the sum of the geodesic lengths is

log
[
e2η∞ sin2 T0

2

]
. (3.17)

Finally, we evaluate the timelike entanglement entropy

S
(T)
A = 1

4GN

(
2 log

[
eη∞ sin T0

2

]
+ iπ

)
= cAdS

3 log
[

2 sin T0
2

ε

]
+ iπcAdS

6 , (ε ≡ 2e−η∞),
(3.18)

which reproduces (3.6).
In this way, the extremality condition imposed in the geometry obtained after the Wick

rotation as the originally spacelike geodesic turned into the timelike one, requires that the
length of the timelike geodesic is π and fixes the end-points of the spacelike geodesics.
This uniquely determined the total shape of ΓA, which is a union of spacelike and timelike
geodesics. .

We can summarize this procedure as follows:4

(i) First we construct candidates of ΓA from a union of spacelike and timelike geodesics
such that ∂ΓA = ∂A.

(ii) Then we take variations of the joining points of spacelike and timelike geodesics
and require that they are all stationary. Here we consider the Wick rotated geometry for
the timelike geodesics.

3.3 BTZ black hole

The metric for the BTZ black hole is given by

ds2 = −
(
r2 − r2

+

)
dt2 + dr2(

r2 − r2
+
) + r2dφ2 (3.19)

where r+ is the horizon radius and we have set the AdS length RAdS = 1 in the remainer
of this section. The inverse temperature can be written in terms of the horizon radius
as β = 2π

r+
. The BTZ black hole and global AdS3 are related by the following coordinate

transformation

χ0 = cosh(ρ) sin(τ) =

√
r2 − r2

+

r+
sinh(r+t)

χ1 = cosh(ρ) cos(τ) = r

r+
cosh(r+φ)

χ2 = sinh(ρ) cos(θ) = r

r+
sinh(r+φ)

χ3 = sinh(ρ) sin(θ) =

√
r2 − r2

+

r+
cosh(r+t)

(3.20)

4Similar definitions have already been considered in [16, 22].
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Figure 10. The BTZ black hole in Kruskal coordinates. The left and right boundary are deter-
mined by uv = −1 while the past and future singularity uv = 1. the two horizons are at u = 0 and
v = 0 respectively.

Our first task will be to reproduce (2.10) by considering the lengths of paths of geodesics
in the bulk spacetime and applying our optimization procedure. To aid us we find it useful
to utilize Kruskal coordinates defined by the transformation

χ0 = u+ v

1 + uv

χ1 = 1− uv
1 + uv

cosh(r+φ)

χ2 = 1− uv
1 + uv

sinh(r+φ)

χ3 = v − u
1 + uv

.

(3.21)

The corresponding metric is given by

ds2 = −4 dudv

(1 + uv)2 + (1− uv)2

(1 + uv)2 r
2
+dφ

2 (3.22)

and the geometry is shown in figure 10.
For the calculation of the timelike entanglement entropy we will restrict to the constant

φ = 0, π slice. With this choice we can solve for the geodesics which are given by the
equation

u′′(1 + uv) + 2u′(u− u′v) = 0 (3.23)

and obtain the solution

u(v) = c1 + c2v

1 + c1v
, u′(v) = c2 − c2

1
(1 + c1v)2 . (3.24)

The causality of these geodesics is determined by the relative values of c1, c2

c2
1 ≥ c2 spacelike
c2

1 ≤ c2 timelike.
(3.25)
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The length of geodesics can generally be directly evaluated by integration, however it is
often easier to make use of the embedding distance Θ between points X1 and X2 in the
embedding space R2,2. By making use of the coordinate transformation (3.21) this is
given by

Θ(X1, X2) = gABX
A
1 X

B
2 = −2(v1u2 + u1v2)− (1− v1u1)(1− v2u2) cosh(r+(φ1 − φ2))

(1 + v1u1)(1 + v2u2)
(3.26)

In terms of the embedding distance the geodesic distance is then given by

D(X1, X2) =

arccosh(−Θ(X1, X2)), spacelike
i arccos(−Θ(X1, X2)), timelike.

(3.27)

To regulate the length of geodesics we introduce a UV cutoff ω such that ubvb = −1 + ω

for any point (ub, vb) on the boundary. Examining χ0 +χ3 using (3.21) and (3.20) we have

2v
1 + uv

=

√
r2 − r2

+

r+
(sinh(r+t) + cosh(r+t))

2vb
ω

= r∞
r+
er+t

2vb
ω

= 1
r+δ

er+t.

(3.28)

which allows us to relate ω to the cutoff in BTZ coordinates δ and well as the boundary
coordinates. As such we will work with the conventions

2
ω

= 1
r+δ

, vr,l = ±er+t(1− ω

2 ) ≈ ±er+t, ur,l = ∓e−r+t(1− ω

2 ) ≈ ∓e−r+t (3.29)

where the upper (lower) signs are for the right (left) boundary respectively. In what follows
we will always work at leading order 1

ω dropping any subleading terms.
We proceed by considering several examples. We shall start by determining the timelike

entanglement entropy of a single region A. Its result can then be used to consider two
regions A and B and define the timelike mutual information I(T)

AB and thermofield mutual
information J

(T)
AB (between regions on different boundaries). Lastly we shall consider the

BTZ black hole with a shock wave.

3.3.1 Single interval

We start by determining the timelike entanglement entropy of a single region A = [T1, T2]
on the right boundary where T1 < T2. In Kruskal coordinates given by (v1, u1) = (a1,− 1

a1
)

and (v2, u2) = (a2,− 1
a2

) where making use of (3.29)

ai = er+Ti . (3.30)

Consider the collection of three geodesics shown in figure 11. This consists of two spacelike
geodesics one from the boundary at v = a2 to the future singularity at v = s and one
from the boundary at v = a1 to the past singularity at v = q. We also include a timelike
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Figure 11. The system of geodesics used to determine the timelike entanglement entropy S
(T)
A .

In Kruskal coordinates A is determined by the values a1, a2 which label the endpoints of A on the
right boundary. s, q determines the intersection points of the geodesics on the singularities and are
initially unconstrained.

geodesic between the past singularity at v = q and future singularity at v = s. This forms
a family of candidates ΓA where the values of s, q are to be determined.

Examining the geodesic equation (3.24) we require a timelike geodesic between the
points on the past and future singularity. This is only possible if we take s = q and
provides a family of timelike geodesics gt

gt : u(v) =
c1 + 1

s2 v

1 + c1v
, c1 ∈

(
−1
s
,
1
s

)
(3.31)

It can be confirmed using the geodesic distance (3.27) that all such curves of this form are
of maximal length

lt = iπ. (3.32)

For the choice c1 = 0 the geodesic simplifies to

u(v) = v

s2 . (3.33)

The two spacelike geodesics gsu and gsl and their lengths are found to be

gsu : u(v) = 2va2 − (a2
2 + s2)

2a2s2 − (a2
2 + s2)v

, a2 ≥ s (3.34)

lsu = log
(

1
ω

(a2
2 − s2)
a2s

)
(3.35)

gsl : u(v) = 2va1 − (a2
1 + q2)

2a1q2 − (a2
1 + q2)v

, q ≥ a1 (3.36)

lsl = log
(

1
ω

(q2 − a2
1)

a1q

)
. (3.37)
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(1, 1)

<latexit sha1_base64="SUDtkIyA6AIm9mTgw99fV1pTuHw=">AAAB7nicbVDLSgNBEOz1GeMr6tHLYBAimLArQT0GvHiMYB6QLGF20psMmZ1dZmaFEPIRXjwo4tXv8ebfOEn2oIkFDUVVN91dQSK4Nq777aytb2xubed28rt7+weHhaPjpo5TxbDBYhGrdkA1Ci6xYbgR2E4U0igQ2ApGdzO/9YRK81g+mnGCfkQHkoecUWOlVqnsXZa9i16h6FbcOcgq8TJShAz1XuGr249ZGqE0TFCtO56bGH9CleFM4DTfTTUmlI3oADuWShqh9ifzc6fk3Cp9EsbKljRkrv6emNBI63EU2M6ImqFe9mbif14nNeGtP+EySQ1KtlgUpoKYmMx+J32ukBkxtoQyxe2thA2poszYhPI2BG/55VXSvKp415XqQ7VYc7M4cnAKZ1ACD26gBvdQhwYwGMEzvMKbkzgvzrvzsWhdc7KZE/gD5/MH6XmN8A==</latexit>

(�1,�1)

<latexit sha1_base64="+YkAJSe+FL765c8YFDRutOp4O18=">AAAB7XicbVBNSwMxEJ2tX7V+VT16CRahgpbdUtRjwYvHCvYD2qVk02wbm02WJCuUpf/BiwdFvPp/vPlvTNs9aOuDgcd7M8zMC2LOtHHdbye3tr6xuZXfLuzs7u0fFA+PWlomitAmkVyqToA15UzQpmGG006sKI4CTtvB+Hbmt5+o0kyKBzOJqR/hoWAhI9hYqVX2Li69836x5FbcOdAq8TJSggyNfvGrN5AkiagwhGOtu54bGz/FyjDC6bTQSzSNMRnjIe1aKnBEtZ/Or52iM6sMUCiVLWHQXP09keJI60kU2M4Im5Fe9mbif143MeGNnzIRJ4YKslgUJhwZiWavowFTlBg+sQQTxeytiIywwsTYgAo2BG/55VXSqla8q0rtvlaqu1kceTiBUyiDB9dQhztoQBMIPMIzvMKbI50X5935WLTmnGzmGP7A+fwBf06NuQ==</latexit>

(1,�1)

<latexit sha1_base64="C+I5sZLjZ6mUumk/zPnQyR4Y8hA=">AAACAnicbZDLSgMxFIbP1Futt1FX4iZYhIq2zJSiLgtuXFboDdpxyKRpG5q5kGSEMhQ3voobF4q49Snc+Tam7Sy09YfAl/+cQ3J+L+JMKsv6NjIrq2vrG9nN3Nb2zu6euX/QlGEsCG2QkIei7WFJOQtoQzHFaTsSFPsepy1vdDOttx6okCwM6mocUcfHg4D1GcFKW655VKD3iXDP6255clHUXEwvZ66Zt0rWTGgZ7BTykKrmml/dXkhinwaKcCxlx7Yi5SRYKEY4neS6saQRJiM8oB2NAfapdJLZChN0qp0e6odCn0Chmft7IsG+lGPf050+VkO5WJua/9U6sepfOwkLoljRgMwf6sccqRBN80A9JihRfKwBE8H0XxEZYoGJ0qnldAj24srL0CyX7MtS5a6Sr1ppHFk4hhMogA1XUIVbqEEDCDzCM7zCm/FkvBjvxse8NWOkM4fwR8bnD7jQlas=</latexit>

(er+T2 ,�e�r+T2)

<latexit sha1_base64="erikgkwA77ZAkvfsISQa3hP0L9Q=">AAACAnicbZDLSgMxFIbP1Futt1FX4iZYhIpaZqSoy4IblxV6g3YcMmmmDc1cSDJCGYobX8WNC0Xc+hTufBvTdhba+kPgy3/OITm/F3MmlWV9G7ml5ZXVtfx6YWNza3vH3N1ryigRhDZIxCPR9rCknIW0oZjitB0LigOP05Y3vJnUWw9USBaFdTWKqRPgfsh8RrDSlmselOh9KtzTumuPz841n2eXE9csWmVrKrQIdgZFyFRzza9uLyJJQENFOJayY1uxclIsFCOcjgvdRNIYkyHu047GEAdUOul0hTE61k4P+ZHQJ1Ro6v6eSHEg5SjwdGeA1UDO1ybmf7VOovxrJ2VhnCgaktlDfsKRitAkD9RjghLFRxowEUz/FZEBFpgonVpBh2DPr7wIzYuyfVmu3FWKVSuLIw+HcAQlsOEKqnALNWgAgUd4hld4M56MF+Pd+Ji15oxsZh/+yPj8AbW3lak=</latexit>

(er+T1 ,�e�r+T1)

<latexit sha1_base64="tm7TK+khmBlWGR611GU2S6BN9vM=">AAACI3icdVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqEs3g0VoqZakFBVXBTcuK/QFbQ2T6aQdOpmEmYlQQv7Fjb/ixoVS3LjwX5y2WWirBy4czrmXe+9xQ0alsqxPI7O2vrG5ld3O7ezu7R+Yh0ctGUQCkyYOWCA6LpKEUU6aiipGOqEgyHcZabvj25nffiRC0oA31CQkfR8NOfUoRkpLjnlTIA9xzxMIx3YSVxLhlAoNxy41nEoxOdfexX9m0THzVtmaA64SOyV5kKLumNPeIMCRT7jCDEnZta1Q9WMkFMWMJLleJEmI8BgNSVdTjnwi+/H8xwSeaWUAvUDo4grO1Z8TMfKlnPiu7vSRGsllbyb+5XUj5V33Y8rDSBGOF4u8iEEVwFlgcEAFwYpNNEFYUH0rxCOkM1E61pwOwV5+eZW0KmX7sly9r+ZrVhpHFpyAU1AANrgCNXAH6qAJMHgCL+ANvBvPxqsxNT4WrRkjnTkGv2B8fQNKUaIe</latexit>

(e
1
2 r+(T1+T2), e�

1
2 r+(T1+T2))

<latexit sha1_base64="suF2OFRuFXWPeAtDX+Zw+jZKds8=">AAACJXicdVDLSsNAFJ34rPUVdelmsAgttSUpRV24KLhxWaEvaGOYTCft0MmDmYlQQn7Gjb/ixoVFBFf+ipM2C231wIXDOfdy7z1OyKiQhvGpra1vbG5t53byu3v7B4f60XFHBBHHpI0DFvCegwRh1CdtSSUjvZAT5DmMdJ3Jbep3HwkXNPBbchoSy0Mjn7oUI6kkW78pVshDPHA5wrGZxLWE2+ViyzbLLbtWSi5Ss/KfW7L1glE15oCrxMxIAWRo2vpsMAxw5BFfYoaE6JtGKK0YcUkxI0l+EAkSIjxBI9JX1EceEVY8/zKB50oZQjfgqnwJ5+rPiRh5Qkw9R3V6SI7FspeKf3n9SLrXVkz9MJLEx4tFbsSgDGAaGRxSTrBkU0UQ5lTdCvEYqUykCjavQjCXX14lnVrVvKzW7+uFhpHFkQOn4AwUgQmuQAPcgSZoAwyewAt4AzPtWXvV3rWPReuals2cgF/Qvr4BNsKijA==</latexit>

(�e
1
2 r+(T1+T2),�e�

1
2 r+(T1+T2))

<latexit sha1_base64="Z3ofNYD9/SPxLI/kUEJ2tZ5N8Z4=">AAACGnicbZBNS8NAEIY3flu/qh69BIsQUUpSinoUvHis0NpCE8NmO2kXNx/sToQS8ju8+Fe8eFDEm3jx37itFbT1hYWHd2aYnTdIBVdo25/G3PzC4tLyymppbX1jc6u8vXOtkkwyaLFEJLITUAWCx9BCjgI6qQQaBQLawe3FqN6+A6l4EjdxmIIX0X7MQ84oassvO66AEC03lJTlTpHXCgtucukfNX2nOPrBWnF4bLuS9wd46JcrdtUey5wFZwIVMlHDL7+7vYRlEcTIBFWq69gpejmVyJmAouRmClLKbmkfuhpjGoHy8vFphXmgnZ4ZJlK/GM2x+3sip5FSwyjQnRHFgZqujcz/at0MwzMv53GaIcTse1GYCRMTc5ST2eMSGIqhBsok13812YDqlFCnWdIhONMnz8J1reqcVOtX9cq5NYljheyRfWIRh5ySc3JJGqRFGLknj+SZvBgPxpPxarx9t84Zk5ld8kfGxxdM2p+w</latexit>✓
1

2
(er+T1 + er+T2), 0

◆

<latexit sha1_base64="5WghojkWJXCpaR5JcFzzF/jKnJY=">AAACHXicbZBNS8NAEIY39avWr6hHL8EitNSWpBT1KHjxqGBVaGrYbCft0s0HuxOhhPwRL/4VLx4U8eBF/DduaxGtvrDw8M4Ms/P6ieAKbfvDKMzNLywuFZdLK6tr6xvm5talilPJoM1iEctrnyoQPII2chRwnUigoS/gyh+ejOtXtyAVj6MLHCXQDWk/4gFnFLXlmS1XQIAVe7/uBpKyzMmzZl6Bm6wuvdqF5+S1b27mVVfy/gCrnlm2G/ZE1l9wplAmU5155pvbi1kaQoRMUKU6jp1gN6MSOROQl9xUQULZkPahozGiIahuNrkut/a007OCWOoXoTVxf05kNFRqFPq6M6Q4ULO1sflfrZNicNTNeJSkCBH7WhSkwsLYGkdl9bgEhmKkgTLJ9V8tNqA6JdSBlnQIzuzJf+Gy2XAOGq3zVvm4Mo2jSHbILqkQhxySY3JKzkibMHJHHsgTeTbujUfjxXj9ai0Y05lt8kvG+yejrqBV</latexit>✓
0,�1

2
(e�r+T1 + e�r+T2)

◆

<latexit sha1_base64="SSVC4balcWFDTpwY/GMF/x6zYn4=">AAAB+XicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/oh69LBahRS2JFPVY8OKxQr+gDWWz3bRLN9mwuymU0H/ixYMiXv0n3vw3btsctPXBwOO9GWbm+TFnSjvOt5Xb2Nza3snvFvb2Dw6P7OOTlhKJJLRJBBey42NFOYtoUzPNaSeWFIc+p21//DD32xMqFRNRQ09j6oV4GLGAEayN1LftknN13SNCjUqyf9kol/t20ak4C6B14makCBnqffurNxAkCWmkCcdKdV0n1l6KpWaE01mhlygaYzLGQ9o1NMIhVV66uHyGLowyQIGQpiKNFurviRSHSk1D33SGWI/UqjcX//O6iQ7uvZRFcaJpRJaLgoQjLdA8BjRgkhLNp4ZgIpm5FZERlphoE1bBhOCuvrxOWjcV97ZSfaoWa04WRx7O4BxK4MId1OAR6tAEAhN4hld4s1LrxXq3PpatOSubOYU/sD5/AMnnkcY=</latexit>

(0,� cosh(r+T ))

<latexit sha1_base64="K940rgD9iIPT0ysB3czT1M6AJig=">AAAB+HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1o/GvXoZbEILUpJpKjHghePFfoFbQib7bZdutmE3Y1QQ3+JFw+KePWnePPfuG1z0NYHA4/3ZpiZF8ScKe0431ZuY3Nreye/W9jbPzgs2kfHbRUlktAWiXgkuwFWlDNBW5ppTruxpDgMOO0Ek7u533mkUrFINPU0pl6IR4INGcHaSL5dLPdJpMZl6V80K5dOxbdLTtVZAK0TNyMlyNDw7a/+ICJJSIUmHCvVc51YeymWmhFOZ4V+omiMyQSPaM9QgUOqvHRx+AydG2WAhpE0JTRaqL8nUhwqNQ0D0xliPVar3lz8z+slenjrpUzEiaaCLBcNE450hOYpoAGTlGg+NQQTycytiIyxxESbrAomBHf15XXSvqq619XaQ61Ud7I48nAKZ1AGF26gDvfQgBYQSOAZXuHNerJerHfrY9mas7KZE/gD6/MHYVCRjw==</latexit>

(cosh(r+T ), 0)

<latexit sha1_base64="2t+sb/HcGNJeVBAckY/voZrQgPU=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSJUkJJIUY8FLx4rmLbQhrLZbtqlm03YnQil9Dd48aCIV3+QN/+N2zYHbX0w8Hhvhpl5YSqFQdf9dtbWNza3tgs7xd29/YPD0tFx0ySZZtxniUx0O6SGS6G4jwIlb6ea0ziUvBWO7mZ+64lrIxL1iOOUBzEdKBEJRtFKfsW79C56pbJbdecgq8TLSRlyNHqlr24/YVnMFTJJjel4borBhGoUTPJpsZsZnlI2ogPesVTRmJtgMj92Ss6t0idRom0pJHP198SExsaM49B2xhSHZtmbif95nQyj22AiVJohV2yxKMokwYTMPid9oTlDObaEMi3srYQNqaYMbT5FG4K3/PIqaV5Vvetq7aFWrrt5HAU4hTOogAc3UId7aIAPDAQ8wyu8Ocp5cd6dj0XrmpPPnMAfOJ8/FU+Ngg==</latexit>

(1, 1)

<latexit sha1_base64="SUDtkIyA6AIm9mTgw99fV1pTuHw=">AAAB7nicbVDLSgNBEOz1GeMr6tHLYBAimLArQT0GvHiMYB6QLGF20psMmZ1dZmaFEPIRXjwo4tXv8ebfOEn2oIkFDUVVN91dQSK4Nq777aytb2xubed28rt7+weHhaPjpo5TxbDBYhGrdkA1Ci6xYbgR2E4U0igQ2ApGdzO/9YRK81g+mnGCfkQHkoecUWOlVqnsXZa9i16h6FbcOcgq8TJShAz1XuGr249ZGqE0TFCtO56bGH9CleFM4DTfTTUmlI3oADuWShqh9ifzc6fk3Cp9EsbKljRkrv6emNBI63EU2M6ImqFe9mbif14nNeGtP+EySQ1KtlgUpoKYmMx+J32ukBkxtoQyxe2thA2poszYhPI2BG/55VXSvKp415XqQ7VYc7M4cnAKZ1ACD26gBvdQhwYwGMEzvMKbkzgvzrvzsWhdc7KZE/gD5/MH6XmN8A==</latexit>

(�1,�1)

<latexit sha1_base64="b4tqDjd/vJK+DvcYWDkL12DC/n0=">AAAB/nicbZDLSsNAFIZP6q3WW1RcuQkWoaItiRR1WXDjskJv0MYwmU7boZNJmJkIJRR8FTcuFHHrc7jzbZymWWjrDwMf/zmHc+b3I0alsu1vI7eyura+kd8sbG3v7O6Z+wctGcYCkyYOWSg6PpKEUU6aiipGOpEgKPAZafvj21m9/UiEpCFvqElE3AANOR1QjJS2PPOoRB4S4Z03phdlTeUUzzyzaFfsVNYyOBkUIVPdM796/RDHAeEKMyRl17Ej5SZIKIoZmRZ6sSQRwmM0JF2NHAVEukl6/tQ61U7fGoRCP66s1P09kaBAykng684AqZFcrM3M/2rdWA1u3ITyKFaE4/miQcwsFVqzLKw+FQQrNtGAsKD6VguPkEBY6cQKOgRn8cvL0LqsOFeV6n21WLOzOPJwDCdQAgeuoQZ3UIcmYEjgGV7hzXgyXox342PemjOymUP4I+PzB1AZlGE=</latexit>

(er+T ,�e�r+T )

<latexit sha1_base64="dUp3Oqv1/cqLavCw2Qi1oAGlZ7o=">AAAB/nicbZDLSsNAFIZP6q3WW1RcuQkWoaItiRR1WXDjskJv0MYwmU7boZNJmJkIJRR8FTcuFHHrc7jzbZymWWjrDwMf/zmHc+b3I0alsu1vI7eyura+kd8sbG3v7O6Z+wctGcYCkyYOWSg6PpKEUU6aiipGOpEgKPAZafvj21m9/UiEpCFvqElE3AANOR1QjJS2PPOoRB6SsvDOG9OLssaUzjyzaFfsVNYyOBkUIVPdM796/RDHAeEKMyRl17Ej5SZIKIoZmRZ6sSQRwmM0JF2NHAVEukl6/tQ61U7fGoRCP66s1P09kaBAykng684AqZFcrM3M/2rdWA1u3ITyKFaE4/miQcwsFVqzLKw+FQQrNtGAsKD6VguPkEBY6cQKOgRn8cvL0LqsOFeV6n21WLOzOPJwDCdQAgeuoQZ3UIcmYEjgGV7hzXgyXox342PemjOymUP4I+PzB053lGE=</latexit>

(e�r+T ,�er+T )

<latexit sha1_base64="+YkAJSe+FL765c8YFDRutOp4O18=">AAAB7XicbVBNSwMxEJ2tX7V+VT16CRahgpbdUtRjwYvHCvYD2qVk02wbm02WJCuUpf/BiwdFvPp/vPlvTNs9aOuDgcd7M8zMC2LOtHHdbye3tr6xuZXfLuzs7u0fFA+PWlomitAmkVyqToA15UzQpmGG006sKI4CTtvB+Hbmt5+o0kyKBzOJqR/hoWAhI9hYqVX2Li69836x5FbcOdAq8TJSggyNfvGrN5AkiagwhGOtu54bGz/FyjDC6bTQSzSNMRnjIe1aKnBEtZ/Or52iM6sMUCiVLWHQXP09keJI60kU2M4Im5Fe9mbif143MeGNnzIRJ4YKslgUJhwZiWavowFTlBg+sQQTxeytiIywwsTYgAo2BG/55VXSqla8q0rtvlaqu1kceTiBUyiDB9dQhztoQBMIPMIzvMKbI50X5935WLTmnGzmGP7A+fwBf06NuQ==</latexit>

(1,�1)

Figure 12. Examples of stationary paths Γ∗
A whose area calculates the timelike entanglement

entropy S(T)
A in the BTZ geometry. For regions symmetric about t = 0 the timelike curves extends

from the center of the past singularity to the center of the future singularity.

Making use of the requirement q = s the two spacelike geodesics have total length

ls = lsu + lsl = log
(

1
ω2

(s2 − a2
1)(a2

2 − s2)
s2a1a2

)
. (3.38)

Only the parameter s remains unfixed and labels for us many possible paths ΓA all
of varying lengths. Among all these candidate paths we should choose the one which is
stationary5 which requires ∂sls = 0 and thus s2 = a1a2. The total length of the geodesics
which make up the optimized path Γ∗A is

l = log
(

1
ω2

(a2 − a1)2

a1a2

)
+ iπ. (3.39)

Using (3.30) the timelike entanglement entropy is found to be

S
(T)
A = c

3 log
(
β

πδ
sinh

(
π

β
(T2 − T1)

))
+ c

6 iπ (3.40)

which is the same as (2.10). Examples of geodesics which calculate the timelike entangle-
ment entropy are shown in figure 12.

3.3.2 Timelike mutual information

We now consider two timelike intervals A = [TA1, TA2] and B = [TB1, TB2] on the right
boundary of the BTZ geometry. We assume the interval are separated with A later than

5As constructed each candidate path ΓA is the union of geodesics meaning each spacelike curve is minimal
and each timelike curve maximal. It is important that the optimization over such paths is an extremization
i.e. we look for paths which are stationary. In this example the stationary path Γ∗A is in fact a maximum
among the possible paths ΓA.
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<latexit sha1_base64="2t+sb/HcGNJeVBAckY/voZrQgPU=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSJUkJJIUY8FLx4rmLbQhrLZbtqlm03YnQil9Dd48aCIV3+QN/+N2zYHbX0w8Hhvhpl5YSqFQdf9dtbWNza3tgs7xd29/YPD0tFx0ySZZtxniUx0O6SGS6G4jwIlb6ea0ziUvBWO7mZ+64lrIxL1iOOUBzEdKBEJRtFKfsW79C56pbJbdecgq8TLSRlyNHqlr24/YVnMFTJJjel4borBhGoUTPJpsZsZnlI2ogPesVTRmJtgMj92Ss6t0idRom0pJHP198SExsaM49B2xhSHZtmbif95nQyj22AiVJohV2yxKMokwYTMPid9oTlDObaEMi3srYQNqaYMbT5FG4K3/PIqaV5Vvetq7aFWrrt5HAU4hTOogAc3UId7aIAPDAQ8wyu8Ocp5cd6dj0XrmpPPnMAfOJ8/FU+Ngg==</latexit>

(1, 1)

<latexit sha1_base64="SUDtkIyA6AIm9mTgw99fV1pTuHw=">AAAB7nicbVDLSgNBEOz1GeMr6tHLYBAimLArQT0GvHiMYB6QLGF20psMmZ1dZmaFEPIRXjwo4tXv8ebfOEn2oIkFDUVVN91dQSK4Nq777aytb2xubed28rt7+weHhaPjpo5TxbDBYhGrdkA1Ci6xYbgR2E4U0igQ2ApGdzO/9YRK81g+mnGCfkQHkoecUWOlVqnsXZa9i16h6FbcOcgq8TJShAz1XuGr249ZGqE0TFCtO56bGH9CleFM4DTfTTUmlI3oADuWShqh9ifzc6fk3Cp9EsbKljRkrv6emNBI63EU2M6ImqFe9mbif14nNeGtP+EySQ1KtlgUpoKYmMx+J32ukBkxtoQyxe2thA2poszYhPI2BG/55VXSvKp415XqQ7VYc7M4cnAKZ1ACD26gBvdQhwYwGMEzvMKbkzgvzrvzsWhdc7KZE/gD5/MH6XmN8A==</latexit>

(�1,�1)

<latexit sha1_base64="+YkAJSe+FL765c8YFDRutOp4O18=">AAAB7XicbVBNSwMxEJ2tX7V+VT16CRahgpbdUtRjwYvHCvYD2qVk02wbm02WJCuUpf/BiwdFvPp/vPlvTNs9aOuDgcd7M8zMC2LOtHHdbye3tr6xuZXfLuzs7u0fFA+PWlomitAmkVyqToA15UzQpmGG006sKI4CTtvB+Hbmt5+o0kyKBzOJqR/hoWAhI9hYqVX2Li69836x5FbcOdAq8TJSggyNfvGrN5AkiagwhGOtu54bGz/FyjDC6bTQSzSNMRnjIe1aKnBEtZ/Or52iM6sMUCiVLWHQXP09keJI60kU2M4Im5Fe9mbif143MeGNnzIRJ4YKslgUJhwZiWavowFTlBg+sQQTxeytiIywwsTYgAo2BG/55VXSqla8q0rtvlaqu1kceTiBUyiDB9dQhztoQBMIPMIzvMKbI50X5935WLTmnGzmGP7A+fwBf06NuQ==</latexit>

(1,�1)

<latexit sha1_base64="fFCzG3d4KY9DRKEqCK6PPwOvEJ0=">AAAB6HicbVDLTgJBEOzFF+IL9ehlIjHxRHYNUY4YLx4hkUcCGzI79MLI7OxmZtaEEL7AiweN8eonefNvHGAPClbSSaWqO91dQSK4Nq777eQ2Nre2d/K7hb39g8Oj4vFJS8epYthksYhVJ6AaBZfYNNwI7CQKaRQIbAfju7nffkKleSwfzCRBP6JDyUPOqLFS47ZfLLlldwGyTryMlCBDvV/86g1ilkYoDRNU667nJsafUmU4Ezgr9FKNCWVjOsSupZJGqP3p4tAZubDKgISxsiUNWai/J6Y00noSBbYzomakV725+J/XTU1Y9adcJqlByZaLwlQQE5P512TAFTIjJpZQpri9lbARVZQZm03BhuCtvrxOWldl77pcaVRKtWoWRx7O4BwuwYMbqME91KEJDBCe4RXenEfnxXl3PpatOSebOYU/cD5/AJLJjMQ=</latexit>

A

<latexit sha1_base64="BLSrNx4UjljWp9kwLeHFNWOtx6U=">AAAB6HicbVDLTgJBEOzFF+IL9ehlIjHxRHYNUY5ELx4hkUcCGzI79MLI7OxmZtaEEL7AiweN8eonefNvHGAPClbSSaWqO91dQSK4Nq777eQ2Nre2d/K7hb39g8Oj4vFJS8epYthksYhVJ6AaBZfYNNwI7CQKaRQIbAfju7nffkKleSwfzCRBP6JDyUPOqLFS47ZfLLlldwGyTryMlCBDvV/86g1ilkYoDRNU667nJsafUmU4Ezgr9FKNCWVjOsSupZJGqP3p4tAZubDKgISxsiUNWai/J6Y00noSBbYzomakV725+J/XTU1Y9adcJqlByZaLwlQQE5P512TAFTIjJpZQpri9lbARVZQZm03BhuCtvrxOWldl77pcaVRKtWoWRx7O4BwuwYMbqME91KEJDBCe4RXenEfnxXl3PpatOSebOYU/cD5/AJRNjMU=</latexit>

B

<latexit sha1_base64="k1svniZ92UpQLHwJjOWqc4RAxho=">AAAB/XicbVDLSsNAFL2pr1pf8bFzEyxCBS1J8bUsuHFZwT6gDWEynbRDJ5MwMxFqCP6KGxeKuPU/3Pk3TtsstPXAhTPn3Mvce/yYUals+9soLC2vrK4V10sbm1vbO+buXktGicCkiSMWiY6PJGGUk6aiipFOLAgKfUba/uhm4rcfiJA04vdqHBM3RANOA4qR0pJnHlSQVzs96wUC4dTJUv3KTjyzbFftKaxF4uSkDDkanvnV60c4CQlXmCEpu44dKzdFQlHMSFbqJZLECI/QgHQ15Sgk0k2n22fWsVb6VhAJXVxZU/X3RIpCKcehrztDpIZy3puI/3ndRAXXbkp5nCjC8eyjIGGWiqxJFFafCoIVG2uCsKB6VwsPkQ5C6cBKOgRn/uRF0qpVncvqxd15uW7ncRThEI6gAg5cQR1uoQFNwPAIz/AKb8aT8WK8Gx+z1oKRz+zDHxifP7aIlBI=</latexit>

(a2,�
1

a2
)

<latexit sha1_base64="QbNgeD2bms83w1Jslv1wndpG0bs=">AAAB/XicbVDLSsNAFL2pr1pf8bFzEyxCBS1J8bUsuHFZwT6gDWEynbRDJ5MwMxFqCP6KGxeKuPU/3Pk3TtsstPXAhTPn3Mvce/yYUals+9soLC2vrK4V10sbm1vbO+buXktGicCkiSMWiY6PJGGUk6aiipFOLAgKfUba/uhm4rcfiJA04vdqHBM3RANOA4qR0pJnHlR8r3Z61gsEwqmTpfqVnXhm2a7aU1iLxMlJGXI0PPOr149wEhKuMENSdh07Vm6KhKKYkazUSySJER6hAelqylFIpJtOt8+sY630rSASuriypurviRSFUo5DX3eGSA3lvDcR//O6iQqu3ZTyOFGE49lHQcIsFVmTKKw+FQQrNtYEYUH1rhYeIh2E0oGVdAjO/MmLpFWrOpfVi7vzct3O4yjCIRxBBRy4gjrcQgOagOERnuEV3own48V4Nz5mrQUjn9mHPzA+fwC5ppQU</latexit>

(b2,�
1

b2
)

<latexit sha1_base64="VUv+97e9TFWlQyZc7YZndwCRksE=">AAAB/XicbVDLSsNAFL2pr1pf8bFzM1iECloS8bUsuHFZwT6gDWEynbSDk0mYmQg1BH/FjQtF3Pof7vwbp4+Fth64cOace5l7T5BwprTjfFuFhcWl5ZXiamltfWNzy97eaao4lYQ2SMxj2Q6wopwJ2tBMc9pOJMVRwGkruL8e+a0HKhWLxZ0eJtSLcF+wkBGsjeTbe5XAd49PuqHEJHPzzLzyI98uO1VnDDRP3CkpwxR13/7q9mKSRlRowrFSHddJtJdhqRnhNC91U0UTTO5xn3YMFTiiysvG2+fo0Cg9FMbSlNBorP6eyHCk1DAKTGeE9UDNeiPxP6+T6vDKy5hIUk0FmXwUphzpGI2iQD0mKdF8aAgmkpldERlgE4Q2gZVMCO7syfOkeVp1L6rnt2flmjONowj7cAAVcOESanADdWgAgUd4hld4s56sF+vd+pi0FqzpzC78gfX5A7aMlBI=</latexit>

(b1,�
1

b1
)

<latexit sha1_base64="f5ZYgjXKlD/aQhNbSTO59NeOAPo=">AAAB/XicbVDLSsNAFL2pr1pf8bFzM1iECloS8bUsuHFZwT6gDWEynbSDk0mYmQg1BH/FjQtF3Pof7vwbp4+Fth64cOace5l7T5BwprTjfFuFhcWl5ZXiamltfWNzy97eaao4lYQ2SMxj2Q6wopwJ2tBMc9pOJMVRwGkruL8e+a0HKhWLxZ0eJtSLcF+wkBGsjeTbexXsu8cn3VBikrl5Zl75kW+XnaozBpon7pSUYYq6b391ezFJIyo04Vipjusk2suw1Ixwmpe6qaIJJve4TzuGChxR5WXj7XN0aJQeCmNpSmg0Vn9PZDhSahgFpjPCeqBmvZH4n9dJdXjlZUwkqaaCTD4KU450jEZRoB6TlGg+NAQTycyuiAywCUKbwEomBHf25HnSPK26F9Xz27NyzZnGUYR9OIAKuHAJNbiBOjSAwCM8wyu8WU/Wi/VufUxaC9Z0Zhf+wPr8AbNulBA=</latexit>

(a1,�
1

a1
)

Figure 13. Two time like regions A = [TA1, TA2] and B = [TB1, TB2].

<latexit sha1_base64="2t+sb/HcGNJeVBAckY/voZrQgPU=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSJUkJJIUY8FLx4rmLbQhrLZbtqlm03YnQil9Dd48aCIV3+QN/+N2zYHbX0w8Hhvhpl5YSqFQdf9dtbWNza3tgs7xd29/YPD0tFx0ySZZtxniUx0O6SGS6G4jwIlb6ea0ziUvBWO7mZ+64lrIxL1iOOUBzEdKBEJRtFKfsW79C56pbJbdecgq8TLSRlyNHqlr24/YVnMFTJJjel4borBhGoUTPJpsZsZnlI2ogPesVTRmJtgMj92Ss6t0idRom0pJHP198SExsaM49B2xhSHZtmbif95nQyj22AiVJohV2yxKMokwYTMPid9oTlDObaEMi3srYQNqaYMbT5FG4K3/PIqaV5Vvetq7aFWrrt5HAU4hTOogAc3UId7aIAPDAQ8wyu8Ocp5cd6dj0XrmpPPnMAfOJ8/FU+Ngg==</latexit>

(1, 1)

<latexit sha1_base64="SUDtkIyA6AIm9mTgw99fV1pTuHw=">AAAB7nicbVDLSgNBEOz1GeMr6tHLYBAimLArQT0GvHiMYB6QLGF20psMmZ1dZmaFEPIRXjwo4tXv8ebfOEn2oIkFDUVVN91dQSK4Nq777aytb2xubed28rt7+weHhaPjpo5TxbDBYhGrdkA1Ci6xYbgR2E4U0igQ2ApGdzO/9YRK81g+mnGCfkQHkoecUWOlVqnsXZa9i16h6FbcOcgq8TJShAz1XuGr249ZGqE0TFCtO56bGH9CleFM4DTfTTUmlI3oADuWShqh9ifzc6fk3Cp9EsbKljRkrv6emNBI63EU2M6ImqFe9mbif14nNeGtP+EySQ1KtlgUpoKYmMx+J32ukBkxtoQyxe2thA2poszYhPI2BG/55VXSvKp415XqQ7VYc7M4cnAKZ1ACD26gBvdQhwYwGMEzvMKbkzgvzrvzsWhdc7KZE/gD5/MH6XmN8A==</latexit>

(�1,�1)

<latexit sha1_base64="+YkAJSe+FL765c8YFDRutOp4O18=">AAAB7XicbVBNSwMxEJ2tX7V+VT16CRahgpbdUtRjwYvHCvYD2qVk02wbm02WJCuUpf/BiwdFvPp/vPlvTNs9aOuDgcd7M8zMC2LOtHHdbye3tr6xuZXfLuzs7u0fFA+PWlomitAmkVyqToA15UzQpmGG006sKI4CTtvB+Hbmt5+o0kyKBzOJqR/hoWAhI9hYqVX2Li69836x5FbcOdAq8TJSggyNfvGrN5AkiagwhGOtu54bGz/FyjDC6bTQSzSNMRnjIe1aKnBEtZ/Or52iM6sMUCiVLWHQXP09keJI60kU2M4Im5Fe9mbif143MeGNnzIRJ4YKslgUJhwZiWavowFTlBg+sQQTxeytiIywwsTYgAo2BG/55VXSqla8q0rtvlaqu1kceTiBUyiDB9dQhztoQBMIPMIzvMKbI50X5935WLTmnGzmGP7A+fwBf06NuQ==</latexit>

(1,�1)

<latexit sha1_base64="fFCzG3d4KY9DRKEqCK6PPwOvEJ0=">AAAB6HicbVDLTgJBEOzFF+IL9ehlIjHxRHYNUY4YLx4hkUcCGzI79MLI7OxmZtaEEL7AiweN8eonefNvHGAPClbSSaWqO91dQSK4Nq777eQ2Nre2d/K7hb39g8Oj4vFJS8epYthksYhVJ6AaBZfYNNwI7CQKaRQIbAfju7nffkKleSwfzCRBP6JDyUPOqLFS47ZfLLlldwGyTryMlCBDvV/86g1ilkYoDRNU667nJsafUmU4Ezgr9FKNCWVjOsSupZJGqP3p4tAZubDKgISxsiUNWai/J6Y00noSBbYzomakV725+J/XTU1Y9adcJqlByZaLwlQQE5P512TAFTIjJpZQpri9lbARVZQZm03BhuCtvrxOWldl77pcaVRKtWoWRx7O4BwuwYMbqME91KEJDBCe4RXenEfnxXl3PpatOSebOYU/cD5/AJLJjMQ=</latexit>

A

<latexit sha1_base64="BLSrNx4UjljWp9kwLeHFNWOtx6U=">AAAB6HicbVDLTgJBEOzFF+IL9ehlIjHxRHYNUY5ELx4hkUcCGzI79MLI7OxmZtaEEL7AiweN8eonefNvHGAPClbSSaWqO91dQSK4Nq777eQ2Nre2d/K7hb39g8Oj4vFJS8epYthksYhVJ6AaBZfYNNwI7CQKaRQIbAfju7nffkKleSwfzCRBP6JDyUPOqLFS47ZfLLlldwGyTryMlCBDvV/86g1ilkYoDRNU667nJsafUmU4Ezgr9FKNCWVjOsSupZJGqP3p4tAZubDKgISxsiUNWai/J6Y00noSBbYzomakV725+J/XTU1Y9adcJqlByZaLwlQQE5P512TAFTIjJpZQpri9lbARVZQZm03BhuCtvrxOWldl77pcaVRKtWoWRx7O4BwuwYMbqME91KEJDBCe4RXenEfnxXl3PpatOSebOYU/cD5/AJRNjMU=</latexit>

B

<latexit sha1_base64="+YkAJSe+FL765c8YFDRutOp4O18=">AAAB7XicbVBNSwMxEJ2tX7V+VT16CRahgpbdUtRjwYvHCvYD2qVk02wbm02WJCuUpf/BiwdFvPp/vPlvTNs9aOuDgcd7M8zMC2LOtHHdbye3tr6xuZXfLuzs7u0fFA+PWlomitAmkVyqToA15UzQpmGG006sKI4CTtvB+Hbmt5+o0kyKBzOJqR/hoWAhI9hYqVX2Li69836x5FbcOdAq8TJSggyNfvGrN5AkiagwhGOtu54bGz/FyjDC6bTQSzSNMRnjIe1aKnBEtZ/Or52iM6sMUCiVLWHQXP09keJI60kU2M4Im5Fe9mbif143MeGNnzIRJ4YKslgUJhwZiWavowFTlBg+sQQTxeytiIywwsTYgAo2BG/55VXSqla8q0rtvlaqu1kceTiBUyiDB9dQhztoQBMIPMIzvMKbI50X5935WLTmnGzmGP7A+fwBf06NuQ==</latexit>

(1,�1)

<latexit sha1_base64="k1svniZ92UpQLHwJjOWqc4RAxho=">AAAB/XicbVDLSsNAFL2pr1pf8bFzEyxCBS1J8bUsuHFZwT6gDWEynbRDJ5MwMxFqCP6KGxeKuPU/3Pk3TtsstPXAhTPn3Mvce/yYUals+9soLC2vrK4V10sbm1vbO+buXktGicCkiSMWiY6PJGGUk6aiipFOLAgKfUba/uhm4rcfiJA04vdqHBM3RANOA4qR0pJnHlSQVzs96wUC4dTJUv3KTjyzbFftKaxF4uSkDDkanvnV60c4CQlXmCEpu44dKzdFQlHMSFbqJZLECI/QgHQ15Sgk0k2n22fWsVb6VhAJXVxZU/X3RIpCKcehrztDpIZy3puI/3ndRAXXbkp5nCjC8eyjIGGWiqxJFFafCoIVG2uCsKB6VwsPkQ5C6cBKOgRn/uRF0qpVncvqxd15uW7ncRThEI6gAg5cQR1uoQFNwPAIz/AKb8aT8WK8Gx+z1oKRz+zDHxifP7aIlBI=</latexit>

(a2,�
1

a2
)

<latexit sha1_base64="QbNgeD2bms83w1Jslv1wndpG0bs=">AAAB/XicbVDLSsNAFL2pr1pf8bFzEyxCBS1J8bUsuHFZwT6gDWEynbRDJ5MwMxFqCP6KGxeKuPU/3Pk3TtsstPXAhTPn3Mvce/yYUals+9soLC2vrK4V10sbm1vbO+buXktGicCkiSMWiY6PJGGUk6aiipFOLAgKfUba/uhm4rcfiJA04vdqHBM3RANOA4qR0pJnHlR8r3Z61gsEwqmTpfqVnXhm2a7aU1iLxMlJGXI0PPOr149wEhKuMENSdh07Vm6KhKKYkazUSySJER6hAelqylFIpJtOt8+sY630rSASuriypurviRSFUo5DX3eGSA3lvDcR//O6iQqu3ZTyOFGE49lHQcIsFVmTKKw+FQQrNtYEYUH1rhYeIh2E0oGVdAjO/MmLpFWrOpfVi7vzct3O4yjCIRxBBRy4gjrcQgOagOERnuEV3own48V4Nz5mrQUjn9mHPzA+fwC5ppQU</latexit>

(b2,�
1

b2
)

<latexit sha1_base64="VUv+97e9TFWlQyZc7YZndwCRksE=">AAAB/XicbVDLSsNAFL2pr1pf8bFzM1iECloS8bUsuHFZwT6gDWEynbSDk0mYmQg1BH/FjQtF3Pof7vwbp4+Fth64cOace5l7T5BwprTjfFuFhcWl5ZXiamltfWNzy97eaao4lYQ2SMxj2Q6wopwJ2tBMc9pOJMVRwGkruL8e+a0HKhWLxZ0eJtSLcF+wkBGsjeTbe5XAd49PuqHEJHPzzLzyI98uO1VnDDRP3CkpwxR13/7q9mKSRlRowrFSHddJtJdhqRnhNC91U0UTTO5xn3YMFTiiysvG2+fo0Cg9FMbSlNBorP6eyHCk1DAKTGeE9UDNeiPxP6+T6vDKy5hIUk0FmXwUphzpGI2iQD0mKdF8aAgmkpldERlgE4Q2gZVMCO7syfOkeVp1L6rnt2flmjONowj7cAAVcOESanADdWgAgUd4hld4s56sF+vd+pi0FqzpzC78gfX5A7aMlBI=</latexit>

(b1,�
1

b1
)

<latexit sha1_base64="f5ZYgjXKlD/aQhNbSTO59NeOAPo=">AAAB/XicbVDLSsNAFL2pr1pf8bFzM1iECloS8bUsuHFZwT6gDWEynbSDk0mYmQg1BH/FjQtF3Pof7vwbp4+Fth64cOace5l7T5BwprTjfFuFhcWl5ZXiamltfWNzy97eaao4lYQ2SMxj2Q6wopwJ2tBMc9pOJMVRwGkruL8e+a0HKhWLxZ0eJtSLcF+wkBGsjeTbexXsu8cn3VBikrl5Zl75kW+XnaozBpon7pSUYYq6b391ezFJIyo04Vipjusk2suw1Ixwmpe6qaIJJve4TzuGChxR5WXj7XN0aJQeCmNpSmg0Vn9PZDhSahgFpjPCeqBmvZH4n9dJdXjlZUwkqaaCTD4KU450jEZRoB6TlGg+NAQTycyuiAywCUKbwEomBHf25HnSPK26F9Xz27NyzZnGUYR9OIAKuHAJNbiBOjSAwCM8wyu8WU/Wi/VufUxaC9Z0Zhf+wPr8AbNulBA=</latexit>

(a1,�
1

a1
)

<latexit sha1_base64="2t+sb/HcGNJeVBAckY/voZrQgPU=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSJUkJJIUY8FLx4rmLbQhrLZbtqlm03YnQil9Dd48aCIV3+QN/+N2zYHbX0w8Hhvhpl5YSqFQdf9dtbWNza3tgs7xd29/YPD0tFx0ySZZtxniUx0O6SGS6G4jwIlb6ea0ziUvBWO7mZ+64lrIxL1iOOUBzEdKBEJRtFKfsW79C56pbJbdecgq8TLSRlyNHqlr24/YVnMFTJJjel4borBhGoUTPJpsZsZnlI2ogPesVTRmJtgMj92Ss6t0idRom0pJHP198SExsaM49B2xhSHZtmbif95nQyj22AiVJohV2yxKMokwYTMPid9oTlDObaEMi3srYQNqaYMbT5FG4K3/PIqaV5Vvetq7aFWrrt5HAU4hTOogAc3UId7aIAPDAQ8wyu8Ocp5cd6dj0XrmpPPnMAfOJ8/FU+Ngg==</latexit>

(1, 1)

<latexit sha1_base64="SUDtkIyA6AIm9mTgw99fV1pTuHw=">AAAB7nicbVDLSgNBEOz1GeMr6tHLYBAimLArQT0GvHiMYB6QLGF20psMmZ1dZmaFEPIRXjwo4tXv8ebfOEn2oIkFDUVVN91dQSK4Nq777aytb2xubed28rt7+weHhaPjpo5TxbDBYhGrdkA1Ci6xYbgR2E4U0igQ2ApGdzO/9YRK81g+mnGCfkQHkoecUWOlVqnsXZa9i16h6FbcOcgq8TJShAz1XuGr249ZGqE0TFCtO56bGH9CleFM4DTfTTUmlI3oADuWShqh9ifzc6fk3Cp9EsbKljRkrv6emNBI63EU2M6ImqFe9mbif14nNeGtP+EySQ1KtlgUpoKYmMx+J32ukBkxtoQyxe2thA2poszYhPI2BG/55VXSvKp415XqQ7VYc7M4cnAKZ1ACD26gBvdQhwYwGMEzvMKbkzgvzrvzsWhdc7KZE/gD5/MH6XmN8A==</latexit>

(�1,�1)

<latexit sha1_base64="fFCzG3d4KY9DRKEqCK6PPwOvEJ0=">AAAB6HicbVDLTgJBEOzFF+IL9ehlIjHxRHYNUY4YLx4hkUcCGzI79MLI7OxmZtaEEL7AiweN8eonefNvHGAPClbSSaWqO91dQSK4Nq777eQ2Nre2d/K7hb39g8Oj4vFJS8epYthksYhVJ6AaBZfYNNwI7CQKaRQIbAfju7nffkKleSwfzCRBP6JDyUPOqLFS47ZfLLlldwGyTryMlCBDvV/86g1ilkYoDRNU667nJsafUmU4Ezgr9FKNCWVjOsSupZJGqP3p4tAZubDKgISxsiUNWai/J6Y00noSBbYzomakV725+J/XTU1Y9adcJqlByZaLwlQQE5P512TAFTIjJpZQpri9lbARVZQZm03BhuCtvrxOWldl77pcaVRKtWoWRx7O4BwuwYMbqME91KEJDBCe4RXenEfnxXl3PpatOSebOYU/cD5/AJLJjMQ=</latexit>

A

<latexit sha1_base64="BLSrNx4UjljWp9kwLeHFNWOtx6U=">AAAB6HicbVDLTgJBEOzFF+IL9ehlIjHxRHYNUY5ELx4hkUcCGzI79MLI7OxmZtaEEL7AiweN8eonefNvHGAPClbSSaWqO91dQSK4Nq777eQ2Nre2d/K7hb39g8Oj4vFJS8epYthksYhVJ6AaBZfYNNwI7CQKaRQIbAfju7nffkKleSwfzCRBP6JDyUPOqLFS47ZfLLlldwGyTryMlCBDvV/86g1ilkYoDRNU667nJsafUmU4Ezgr9FKNCWVjOsSupZJGqP3p4tAZubDKgISxsiUNWai/J6Y00noSBbYzomakV725+J/XTU1Y9adcJqlByZaLwlQQE5P512TAFTIjJpZQpri9lbARVZQZm03BhuCtvrxOWldl77pcaVRKtWoWRx7O4BwuwYMbqME91KEJDBCe4RXenEfnxXl3PpatOSebOYU/cD5/AJRNjMU=</latexit>

B

<latexit sha1_base64="+YkAJSe+FL765c8YFDRutOp4O18=">AAAB7XicbVBNSwMxEJ2tX7V+VT16CRahgpbdUtRjwYvHCvYD2qVk02wbm02WJCuUpf/BiwdFvPp/vPlvTNs9aOuDgcd7M8zMC2LOtHHdbye3tr6xuZXfLuzs7u0fFA+PWlomitAmkVyqToA15UzQpmGG006sKI4CTtvB+Hbmt5+o0kyKBzOJqR/hoWAhI9hYqVX2Li69836x5FbcOdAq8TJSggyNfvGrN5AkiagwhGOtu54bGz/FyjDC6bTQSzSNMRnjIe1aKnBEtZ/Or52iM6sMUCiVLWHQXP09keJI60kU2M4Im5Fe9mbif143MeGNnzIRJ4YKslgUJhwZiWavowFTlBg+sQQTxeytiIywwsTYgAo2BG/55VXSqla8q0rtvlaqu1kceTiBUyiDB9dQhztoQBMIPMIzvMKbI50X5935WLTmnGzmGP7A+fwBf06NuQ==</latexit>

(1,�1)

<latexit sha1_base64="k1svniZ92UpQLHwJjOWqc4RAxho=">AAAB/XicbVDLSsNAFL2pr1pf8bFzEyxCBS1J8bUsuHFZwT6gDWEynbRDJ5MwMxFqCP6KGxeKuPU/3Pk3TtsstPXAhTPn3Mvce/yYUals+9soLC2vrK4V10sbm1vbO+buXktGicCkiSMWiY6PJGGUk6aiipFOLAgKfUba/uhm4rcfiJA04vdqHBM3RANOA4qR0pJnHlSQVzs96wUC4dTJUv3KTjyzbFftKaxF4uSkDDkanvnV60c4CQlXmCEpu44dKzdFQlHMSFbqJZLECI/QgHQ15Sgk0k2n22fWsVb6VhAJXVxZU/X3RIpCKcehrztDpIZy3puI/3ndRAXXbkp5nCjC8eyjIGGWiqxJFFafCoIVG2uCsKB6VwsPkQ5C6cBKOgRn/uRF0qpVncvqxd15uW7ncRThEI6gAg5cQR1uoQFNwPAIz/AKb8aT8WK8Gx+z1oKRz+zDHxifP7aIlBI=</latexit>

(a2,�
1

a2
)

<latexit sha1_base64="QbNgeD2bms83w1Jslv1wndpG0bs=">AAAB/XicbVDLSsNAFL2pr1pf8bFzEyxCBS1J8bUsuHFZwT6gDWEynbRDJ5MwMxFqCP6KGxeKuPU/3Pk3TtsstPXAhTPn3Mvce/yYUals+9soLC2vrK4V10sbm1vbO+buXktGicCkiSMWiY6PJGGUk6aiipFOLAgKfUba/uhm4rcfiJA04vdqHBM3RANOA4qR0pJnHlR8r3Z61gsEwqmTpfqVnXhm2a7aU1iLxMlJGXI0PPOr149wEhKuMENSdh07Vm6KhKKYkazUSySJER6hAelqylFIpJtOt8+sY630rSASuriypurviRSFUo5DX3eGSA3lvDcR//O6iQqu3ZTyOFGE49lHQcIsFVmTKKw+FQQrNtYEYUH1rhYeIh2E0oGVdAjO/MmLpFWrOpfVi7vzct3O4yjCIRxBBRy4gjrcQgOagOERnuEV3own48V4Nz5mrQUjn9mHPzA+fwC5ppQU</latexit>

(b2,�
1

b2
)

<latexit sha1_base64="VUv+97e9TFWlQyZc7YZndwCRksE=">AAAB/XicbVDLSsNAFL2pr1pf8bFzM1iECloS8bUsuHFZwT6gDWEynbSDk0mYmQg1BH/FjQtF3Pof7vwbp4+Fth64cOace5l7T5BwprTjfFuFhcWl5ZXiamltfWNzy97eaao4lYQ2SMxj2Q6wopwJ2tBMc9pOJMVRwGkruL8e+a0HKhWLxZ0eJtSLcF+wkBGsjeTbe5XAd49PuqHEJHPzzLzyI98uO1VnDDRP3CkpwxR13/7q9mKSRlRowrFSHddJtJdhqRnhNC91U0UTTO5xn3YMFTiiysvG2+fo0Cg9FMbSlNBorP6eyHCk1DAKTGeE9UDNeiPxP6+T6vDKy5hIUk0FmXwUphzpGI2iQD0mKdF8aAgmkpldERlgE4Q2gZVMCO7syfOkeVp1L6rnt2flmjONowj7cAAVcOESanADdWgAgUd4hld4s56sF+vd+pi0FqzpzC78gfX5A7aMlBI=</latexit>

(b1,�
1

b1
)

<latexit sha1_base64="f5ZYgjXKlD/aQhNbSTO59NeOAPo=">AAAB/XicbVDLSsNAFL2pr1pf8bFzM1iECloS8bUsuHFZwT6gDWEynbSDk0mYmQg1BH/FjQtF3Pof7vwbp4+Fth64cOace5l7T5BwprTjfFuFhcWl5ZXiamltfWNzy97eaao4lYQ2SMxj2Q6wopwJ2tBMc9pOJMVRwGkruL8e+a0HKhWLxZ0eJtSLcF+wkBGsjeTbexXsu8cn3VBikrl5Zl75kW+XnaozBpon7pSUYYq6b391ezFJIyo04Vipjusk2suw1Ixwmpe6qaIJJve4TzuGChxR5WXj7XN0aJQeCmNpSmg0Vn9PZDhSahgFpjPCeqBmvZH4n9dJdXjlZUwkqaaCTD4KU450jEZRoB6TlGg+NAQTycyuiAywCUKbwEomBHf25HnSPK26F9Xz27NyzZnGUYR9OIAKuHAJNbiBOjSAwCM8wyu8WU/Wi/VufUxaC9Z0Zhf+wPr8AbNulBA=</latexit>

(a1,�
1

a1
)

Figure 14. Paths ΓA (left) and ΓB (right) whose area gives the timelike entanglement entropy
S

(T)
A and S(T)

B .

B. In Kruskal coordinates this can be written as

A : vA1 = a1, vA2 = a2, ai = er+TAi

B : vB1 = b1, vB2 = b2, bi = er+TBi
(3.41)

where because these points are on the boundary we have vrur = −1. The set up is shown
in figure 13.

Using our results (3.40) the single party timelike entanglement entropies S(T)
A and S(T)

B

are given by

S
(T)
Ai

= c

3 log
(
β

πδ
sinh

(
π

β
(TAi2 − TAi1)

))
+ c

6 iπ. (3.42)

with the corresponding geodesics shown in figure 14.
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<latexit sha1_base64="2t+sb/HcGNJeVBAckY/voZrQgPU=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSJUkJJIUY8FLx4rmLbQhrLZbtqlm03YnQil9Dd48aCIV3+QN/+N2zYHbX0w8Hhvhpl5YSqFQdf9dtbWNza3tgs7xd29/YPD0tFx0ySZZtxniUx0O6SGS6G4jwIlb6ea0ziUvBWO7mZ+64lrIxL1iOOUBzEdKBEJRtFKfsW79C56pbJbdecgq8TLSRlyNHqlr24/YVnMFTJJjel4borBhGoUTPJpsZsZnlI2ogPesVTRmJtgMj92Ss6t0idRom0pJHP198SExsaM49B2xhSHZtmbif95nQyj22AiVJohV2yxKMokwYTMPid9oTlDObaEMi3srYQNqaYMbT5FG4K3/PIqaV5Vvetq7aFWrrt5HAU4hTOogAc3UId7aIAPDAQ8wyu8Ocp5cd6dj0XrmpPPnMAfOJ8/FU+Ngg==</latexit>

(1, 1)

<latexit sha1_base64="SUDtkIyA6AIm9mTgw99fV1pTuHw=">AAAB7nicbVDLSgNBEOz1GeMr6tHLYBAimLArQT0GvHiMYB6QLGF20psMmZ1dZmaFEPIRXjwo4tXv8ebfOEn2oIkFDUVVN91dQSK4Nq777aytb2xubed28rt7+weHhaPjpo5TxbDBYhGrdkA1Ci6xYbgR2E4U0igQ2ApGdzO/9YRK81g+mnGCfkQHkoecUWOlVqnsXZa9i16h6FbcOcgq8TJShAz1XuGr249ZGqE0TFCtO56bGH9CleFM4DTfTTUmlI3oADuWShqh9ifzc6fk3Cp9EsbKljRkrv6emNBI63EU2M6ImqFe9mbif14nNeGtP+EySQ1KtlgUpoKYmMx+J32ukBkxtoQyxe2thA2poszYhPI2BG/55VXSvKp415XqQ7VYc7M4cnAKZ1ACD26gBvdQhwYwGMEzvMKbkzgvzrvzsWhdc7KZE/gD5/MH6XmN8A==</latexit>

(�1,�1)

<latexit sha1_base64="fFCzG3d4KY9DRKEqCK6PPwOvEJ0=">AAAB6HicbVDLTgJBEOzFF+IL9ehlIjHxRHYNUY4YLx4hkUcCGzI79MLI7OxmZtaEEL7AiweN8eonefNvHGAPClbSSaWqO91dQSK4Nq777eQ2Nre2d/K7hb39g8Oj4vFJS8epYthksYhVJ6AaBZfYNNwI7CQKaRQIbAfju7nffkKleSwfzCRBP6JDyUPOqLFS47ZfLLlldwGyTryMlCBDvV/86g1ilkYoDRNU667nJsafUmU4Ezgr9FKNCWVjOsSupZJGqP3p4tAZubDKgISxsiUNWai/J6Y00noSBbYzomakV725+J/XTU1Y9adcJqlByZaLwlQQE5P512TAFTIjJpZQpri9lbARVZQZm03BhuCtvrxOWldl77pcaVRKtWoWRx7O4BwuwYMbqME91KEJDBCe4RXenEfnxXl3PpatOSebOYU/cD5/AJLJjMQ=</latexit>

A

<latexit sha1_base64="BLSrNx4UjljWp9kwLeHFNWOtx6U=">AAAB6HicbVDLTgJBEOzFF+IL9ehlIjHxRHYNUY5ELx4hkUcCGzI79MLI7OxmZtaEEL7AiweN8eonefNvHGAPClbSSaWqO91dQSK4Nq777eQ2Nre2d/K7hb39g8Oj4vFJS8epYthksYhVJ6AaBZfYNNwI7CQKaRQIbAfju7nffkKleSwfzCRBP6JDyUPOqLFS47ZfLLlldwGyTryMlCBDvV/86g1ilkYoDRNU667nJsafUmU4Ezgr9FKNCWVjOsSupZJGqP3p4tAZubDKgISxsiUNWai/J6Y00noSBbYzomakV725+J/XTU1Y9adcJqlByZaLwlQQE5P512TAFTIjJpZQpri9lbARVZQZm03BhuCtvrxOWldl77pcaVRKtWoWRx7O4BwuwYMbqME91KEJDBCe4RXenEfnxXl3PpatOSebOYU/cD5/AJRNjMU=</latexit>

B

<latexit sha1_base64="+YkAJSe+FL765c8YFDRutOp4O18=">AAAB7XicbVBNSwMxEJ2tX7V+VT16CRahgpbdUtRjwYvHCvYD2qVk02wbm02WJCuUpf/BiwdFvPp/vPlvTNs9aOuDgcd7M8zMC2LOtHHdbye3tr6xuZXfLuzs7u0fFA+PWlomitAmkVyqToA15UzQpmGG006sKI4CTtvB+Hbmt5+o0kyKBzOJqR/hoWAhI9hYqVX2Li69836x5FbcOdAq8TJSggyNfvGrN5AkiagwhGOtu54bGz/FyjDC6bTQSzSNMRnjIe1aKnBEtZ/Or52iM6sMUCiVLWHQXP09keJI60kU2M4Im5Fe9mbif143MeGNnzIRJ4YKslgUJhwZiWavowFTlBg+sQQTxeytiIywwsTYgAo2BG/55VXSqla8q0rtvlaqu1kceTiBUyiDB9dQhztoQBMIPMIzvMKbI50X5935WLTmnGzmGP7A+fwBf06NuQ==</latexit>

(1,�1)

<latexit sha1_base64="k1svniZ92UpQLHwJjOWqc4RAxho=">AAAB/XicbVDLSsNAFL2pr1pf8bFzEyxCBS1J8bUsuHFZwT6gDWEynbRDJ5MwMxFqCP6KGxeKuPU/3Pk3TtsstPXAhTPn3Mvce/yYUals+9soLC2vrK4V10sbm1vbO+buXktGicCkiSMWiY6PJGGUk6aiipFOLAgKfUba/uhm4rcfiJA04vdqHBM3RANOA4qR0pJnHlSQVzs96wUC4dTJUv3KTjyzbFftKaxF4uSkDDkanvnV60c4CQlXmCEpu44dKzdFQlHMSFbqJZLECI/QgHQ15Sgk0k2n22fWsVb6VhAJXVxZU/X3RIpCKcehrztDpIZy3puI/3ndRAXXbkp5nCjC8eyjIGGWiqxJFFafCoIVG2uCsKB6VwsPkQ5C6cBKOgRn/uRF0qpVncvqxd15uW7ncRThEI6gAg5cQR1uoQFNwPAIz/AKb8aT8WK8Gx+z1oKRz+zDHxifP7aIlBI=</latexit>

(a2,�
1

a2
)

<latexit sha1_base64="QbNgeD2bms83w1Jslv1wndpG0bs=">AAAB/XicbVDLSsNAFL2pr1pf8bFzEyxCBS1J8bUsuHFZwT6gDWEynbRDJ5MwMxFqCP6KGxeKuPU/3Pk3TtsstPXAhTPn3Mvce/yYUals+9soLC2vrK4V10sbm1vbO+buXktGicCkiSMWiY6PJGGUk6aiipFOLAgKfUba/uhm4rcfiJA04vdqHBM3RANOA4qR0pJnHlR8r3Z61gsEwqmTpfqVnXhm2a7aU1iLxMlJGXI0PPOr149wEhKuMENSdh07Vm6KhKKYkazUSySJER6hAelqylFIpJtOt8+sY630rSASuriypurviRSFUo5DX3eGSA3lvDcR//O6iQqu3ZTyOFGE49lHQcIsFVmTKKw+FQQrNtYEYUH1rhYeIh2E0oGVdAjO/MmLpFWrOpfVi7vzct3O4yjCIRxBBRy4gjrcQgOagOERnuEV3own48V4Nz5mrQUjn9mHPzA+fwC5ppQU</latexit>

(b2,�
1

b2
)

<latexit sha1_base64="VUv+97e9TFWlQyZc7YZndwCRksE=">AAAB/XicbVDLSsNAFL2pr1pf8bFzM1iECloS8bUsuHFZwT6gDWEynbSDk0mYmQg1BH/FjQtF3Pof7vwbp4+Fth64cOace5l7T5BwprTjfFuFhcWl5ZXiamltfWNzy97eaao4lYQ2SMxj2Q6wopwJ2tBMc9pOJMVRwGkruL8e+a0HKhWLxZ0eJtSLcF+wkBGsjeTbe5XAd49PuqHEJHPzzLzyI98uO1VnDDRP3CkpwxR13/7q9mKSRlRowrFSHddJtJdhqRnhNC91U0UTTO5xn3YMFTiiysvG2+fo0Cg9FMbSlNBorP6eyHCk1DAKTGeE9UDNeiPxP6+T6vDKy5hIUk0FmXwUphzpGI2iQD0mKdF8aAgmkpldERlgE4Q2gZVMCO7syfOkeVp1L6rnt2flmjONowj7cAAVcOESanADdWgAgUd4hld4s56sF+vd+pi0FqzpzC78gfX5A7aMlBI=</latexit>

(b1,�
1

b1
)

<latexit sha1_base64="f5ZYgjXKlD/aQhNbSTO59NeOAPo=">AAAB/XicbVDLSsNAFL2pr1pf8bFzM1iECloS8bUsuHFZwT6gDWEynbSDk0mYmQg1BH/FjQtF3Pof7vwbp4+Fth64cOace5l7T5BwprTjfFuFhcWl5ZXiamltfWNzy97eaao4lYQ2SMxj2Q6wopwJ2tBMc9pOJMVRwGkruL8e+a0HKhWLxZ0eJtSLcF+wkBGsjeTbexXsu8cn3VBikrl5Zl75kW+XnaozBpon7pSUYYq6b391ezFJIyo04Vipjusk2suw1Ixwmpe6qaIJJve4TzuGChxR5WXj7XN0aJQeCmNpSmg0Vn9PZDhSahgFpjPCeqBmvZH4n9dJdXjlZUwkqaaCTD4KU450jEZRoB6TlGg+NAQTycyuiAywCUKbwEomBHf25HnSPK26F9Xz27NyzZnGUYR9OIAKuHAJNbiBOjSAwCM8wyu8WU/Wi/VufUxaC9Z0Zhf+wPr8AbNulBA=</latexit>

(a1,�
1

a1
)

<latexit sha1_base64="2t+sb/HcGNJeVBAckY/voZrQgPU=">AAAB7HicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSJUkJJIUY8FLx4rmLbQhrLZbtqlm03YnQil9Dd48aCIV3+QN/+N2zYHbX0w8Hhvhpl5YSqFQdf9dtbWNza3tgs7xd29/YPD0tFx0ySZZtxniUx0O6SGS6G4jwIlb6ea0ziUvBWO7mZ+64lrIxL1iOOUBzEdKBEJRtFKfsW79C56pbJbdecgq8TLSRlyNHqlr24/YVnMFTJJjel4borBhGoUTPJpsZsZnlI2ogPesVTRmJtgMj92Ss6t0idRom0pJHP198SExsaM49B2xhSHZtmbif95nQyj22AiVJohV2yxKMokwYTMPid9oTlDObaEMi3srYQNqaYMbT5FG4K3/PIqaV5Vvetq7aFWrrt5HAU4hTOogAc3UId7aIAPDAQ8wyu8Ocp5cd6dj0XrmpPPnMAfOJ8/FU+Ngg==</latexit>

(1, 1)

<latexit sha1_base64="SUDtkIyA6AIm9mTgw99fV1pTuHw=">AAAB7nicbVDLSgNBEOz1GeMr6tHLYBAimLArQT0GvHiMYB6QLGF20psMmZ1dZmaFEPIRXjwo4tXv8ebfOEn2oIkFDUVVN91dQSK4Nq777aytb2xubed28rt7+weHhaPjpo5TxbDBYhGrdkA1Ci6xYbgR2E4U0igQ2ApGdzO/9YRK81g+mnGCfkQHkoecUWOlVqnsXZa9i16h6FbcOcgq8TJShAz1XuGr249ZGqE0TFCtO56bGH9CleFM4DTfTTUmlI3oADuWShqh9ifzc6fk3Cp9EsbKljRkrv6emNBI63EU2M6ImqFe9mbif14nNeGtP+EySQ1KtlgUpoKYmMx+J32ukBkxtoQyxe2thA2poszYhPI2BG/55VXSvKp415XqQ7VYc7M4cnAKZ1ACD26gBvdQhwYwGMEzvMKbkzgvzrvzsWhdc7KZE/gD5/MH6XmN8A==</latexit>

(�1,�1)

<latexit sha1_base64="fFCzG3d4KY9DRKEqCK6PPwOvEJ0=">AAAB6HicbVDLTgJBEOzFF+IL9ehlIjHxRHYNUY4YLx4hkUcCGzI79MLI7OxmZtaEEL7AiweN8eonefNvHGAPClbSSaWqO91dQSK4Nq777eQ2Nre2d/K7hb39g8Oj4vFJS8epYthksYhVJ6AaBZfYNNwI7CQKaRQIbAfju7nffkKleSwfzCRBP6JDyUPOqLFS47ZfLLlldwGyTryMlCBDvV/86g1ilkYoDRNU667nJsafUmU4Ezgr9FKNCWVjOsSupZJGqP3p4tAZubDKgISxsiUNWai/J6Y00noSBbYzomakV725+J/XTU1Y9adcJqlByZaLwlQQE5P512TAFTIjJpZQpri9lbARVZQZm03BhuCtvrxOWldl77pcaVRKtWoWRx7O4BwuwYMbqME91KEJDBCe4RXenEfnxXl3PpatOSebOYU/cD5/AJLJjMQ=</latexit>

A

<latexit sha1_base64="BLSrNx4UjljWp9kwLeHFNWOtx6U=">AAAB6HicbVDLTgJBEOzFF+IL9ehlIjHxRHYNUY5ELx4hkUcCGzI79MLI7OxmZtaEEL7AiweN8eonefNvHGAPClbSSaWqO91dQSK4Nq777eQ2Nre2d/K7hb39g8Oj4vFJS8epYthksYhVJ6AaBZfYNNwI7CQKaRQIbAfju7nffkKleSwfzCRBP6JDyUPOqLFS47ZfLLlldwGyTryMlCBDvV/86g1ilkYoDRNU667nJsafUmU4Ezgr9FKNCWVjOsSupZJGqP3p4tAZubDKgISxsiUNWai/J6Y00noSBbYzomakV725+J/XTU1Y9adcJqlByZaLwlQQE5P512TAFTIjJpZQpri9lbARVZQZm03BhuCtvrxOWldl77pcaVRKtWoWRx7O4BwuwYMbqME91KEJDBCe4RXenEfnxXl3PpatOSebOYU/cD5/AJRNjMU=</latexit>

B

<latexit sha1_base64="+YkAJSe+FL765c8YFDRutOp4O18=">AAAB7XicbVBNSwMxEJ2tX7V+VT16CRahgpbdUtRjwYvHCvYD2qVk02wbm02WJCuUpf/BiwdFvPp/vPlvTNs9aOuDgcd7M8zMC2LOtHHdbye3tr6xuZXfLuzs7u0fFA+PWlomitAmkVyqToA15UzQpmGG006sKI4CTtvB+Hbmt5+o0kyKBzOJqR/hoWAhI9hYqVX2Li69836x5FbcOdAq8TJSggyNfvGrN5AkiagwhGOtu54bGz/FyjDC6bTQSzSNMRnjIe1aKnBEtZ/Or52iM6sMUCiVLWHQXP09keJI60kU2M4Im5Fe9mbif143MeGNnzIRJ4YKslgUJhwZiWavowFTlBg+sQQTxeytiIywwsTYgAo2BG/55VXSqla8q0rtvlaqu1kceTiBUyiDB9dQhztoQBMIPMIzvMKbI50X5935WLTmnGzmGP7A+fwBf06NuQ==</latexit>

(1,�1)

<latexit sha1_base64="k1svniZ92UpQLHwJjOWqc4RAxho=">AAAB/XicbVDLSsNAFL2pr1pf8bFzEyxCBS1J8bUsuHFZwT6gDWEynbRDJ5MwMxFqCP6KGxeKuPU/3Pk3TtsstPXAhTPn3Mvce/yYUals+9soLC2vrK4V10sbm1vbO+buXktGicCkiSMWiY6PJGGUk6aiipFOLAgKfUba/uhm4rcfiJA04vdqHBM3RANOA4qR0pJnHlSQVzs96wUC4dTJUv3KTjyzbFftKaxF4uSkDDkanvnV60c4CQlXmCEpu44dKzdFQlHMSFbqJZLECI/QgHQ15Sgk0k2n22fWsVb6VhAJXVxZU/X3RIpCKcehrztDpIZy3puI/3ndRAXXbkp5nCjC8eyjIGGWiqxJFFafCoIVG2uCsKB6VwsPkQ5C6cBKOgRn/uRF0qpVncvqxd15uW7ncRThEI6gAg5cQR1uoQFNwPAIz/AKb8aT8WK8Gx+z1oKRz+zDHxifP7aIlBI=</latexit>

(a2,�
1

a2
)

<latexit sha1_base64="QbNgeD2bms83w1Jslv1wndpG0bs=">AAAB/XicbVDLSsNAFL2pr1pf8bFzEyxCBS1J8bUsuHFZwT6gDWEynbRDJ5MwMxFqCP6KGxeKuPU/3Pk3TtsstPXAhTPn3Mvce/yYUals+9soLC2vrK4V10sbm1vbO+buXktGicCkiSMWiY6PJGGUk6aiipFOLAgKfUba/uhm4rcfiJA04vdqHBM3RANOA4qR0pJnHlR8r3Z61gsEwqmTpfqVnXhm2a7aU1iLxMlJGXI0PPOr149wEhKuMENSdh07Vm6KhKKYkazUSySJER6hAelqylFIpJtOt8+sY630rSASuriypurviRSFUo5DX3eGSA3lvDcR//O6iQqu3ZTyOFGE49lHQcIsFVmTKKw+FQQrNtYEYUH1rhYeIh2E0oGVdAjO/MmLpFWrOpfVi7vzct3O4yjCIRxBBRy4gjrcQgOagOERnuEV3own48V4Nz5mrQUjn9mHPzA+fwC5ppQU</latexit>

(b2,�
1

b2
)

<latexit sha1_base64="VUv+97e9TFWlQyZc7YZndwCRksE=">AAAB/XicbVDLSsNAFL2pr1pf8bFzM1iECloS8bUsuHFZwT6gDWEynbSDk0mYmQg1BH/FjQtF3Pof7vwbp4+Fth64cOace5l7T5BwprTjfFuFhcWl5ZXiamltfWNzy97eaao4lYQ2SMxj2Q6wopwJ2tBMc9pOJMVRwGkruL8e+a0HKhWLxZ0eJtSLcF+wkBGsjeTbe5XAd49PuqHEJHPzzLzyI98uO1VnDDRP3CkpwxR13/7q9mKSRlRowrFSHddJtJdhqRnhNC91U0UTTO5xn3YMFTiiysvG2+fo0Cg9FMbSlNBorP6eyHCk1DAKTGeE9UDNeiPxP6+T6vDKy5hIUk0FmXwUphzpGI2iQD0mKdF8aAgmkpldERlgE4Q2gZVMCO7syfOkeVp1L6rnt2flmjONowj7cAAVcOESanADdWgAgUd4hld4s56sF+vd+pi0FqzpzC78gfX5A7aMlBI=</latexit>

(b1,�
1

b1
)
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Figure 15. Paths ΓAB whose area gives the timelike entanglement entropy S(T)
AB . There are two

possible phases in analogy with the connected/disconnected phase transition for the entanglement
entropy SAB . L: disconnected phase R: connected phase.

For the two party timelike entanglement entropy S
(T)
AB there are two configurations

of geodesics we can consider. The first corresponds to the disconnect phase in which
S

(T)
AB = S

(T)
A + S

(T)
B so that

S
(T)
AB = c

3 log
(
β2

π2δ2 sinh
(
π

β
(TA2 − TA1)

)
sinh

(
π

β
(TB2 − TB1)

))
+ c

3 iπ. (3.43)

The second corresponds to the connect phase where the geodesics correspond to the two
intervals of length TA2 − TB1 and TA1 − TB2 so that

S
(T)
AB = c

3 log
(
β2

π2δ2 sinh
(
π

β
(TA2 − TB1)

)
sinh

(
π

β
(TA1 − TB2)

))
+ c

3 iπ. (3.44)

In this example we see that the two possible phases for S(T)
AB are comprised of stationary

paths but have the same imaginary value. To distinguish between these configurations, we
choose, in analogy with the case of the usual entanglement entropy, to take the one with
the smallest real value to be the optimal configuration.6

Both sets of geodesics are shown in figure 15. We can now consider the timelike mutual
information

I
(T)
AB = S

(T)
A + S

(T)
B − S(T)

AB (3.45)

where we have taken the spacelike entanglement entropy and replaced each term with the
respective timelike entanglement entropy. Since we choose the configuration of S(T)

AB for
which the real part is minimal the timelike mutual information should be maximized with

6This is a definition and it is possible that other prescriptions should be considered. We comment briefly
on this in the discussion section 6.
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respect to the two possible configurations. Combining our results we find

I
(T)
AB = max


c
3 log

(
sinh
(
π
β

(TA2−TA1)
)

sinh
(
π
β

(TB1−TB2)
)

sinh
(
π
β

(TA2−TB1)
)

sinh
(
π
β

(TA1−TB2)
))

0
(3.46)

Note that here the imaginary part completely cancels so that the maximization is over
an entirely real quantity. The timelike mutual information should be compared with the
mutual information of two spacelike regions [58, 59] A = [θA1, θA2] and B = [θB1, θB2]
which we take to be arranged such that there is no thermal contribution coming from the
area of the horizon

IAB = max


c
3 log

(
sinh
(
π
β

(θA2−θA1)
)

sinh
(
π
β

(θB1−θB2)
)

sinh
(
π
β

(θA2−θB1)
)

sinh
(
π
β

(θA1−θB2)
))

0.
(3.47)

3.3.3 Timelike thermofield mutual information

In the BTZ geometry it is also possible to consider entanglement entropies where the regions
are placed on opposite boundaries. For example [60] considered the mutual information of
two spacelike regions A = [θA1, θA2] and B = [θB1, θB2] in such a set up. This quantity
was defined to be the thermofield mutual information JAB and found by calculating the
lengths of minimal geodesics7 that it takes the form

JAB = max


c
3 log

(
sinh
(
π
β

(θA2−θA1)
)

sinh
(
π
β

(θ2B−θ1B)
)

cosh
(
π
β

(θA1+θB1)
)

cosh
(
π
β

(θA2+θB2)
))

0.
(3.48)

To determine the timelike thermofield mutual information we instead consider two time
like intervals on different boundaries. The interval on the right boundary is given by
A = [TA1, TA2] while the left by B = [TB1, TB2] both of which are defined with respect to
the time coordinate on the right boundary. We use the same conventions (3.41) to define
these intervals in Kruskal coordinates. The setup is shown in figure 16.

There are once again two possible configurations of geodesics for the two party en-
tropy S

(T)
AB (see figure 17). For the connected phase the geodesic are entirely spacelike

and connects through the geometry between endpoints on either boundary. The geodesic
connecting the left boundary at vL to the right boundary at vR is given by

u(v) = vLvR − 1− 2vLv
(vLvR − 1)v + 2vR

(3.49)

which has length
log

(
β

πδ
cosh

(
π

β
(TL + TR)

))
. (3.50)

7The authors of [60] also provided derivations of the thermofield mutual information for the CFT of a 2d
massless Dirac fermion, but were unable to extend the result to 2d holographic CFTs. This is essentially a
historical artifact as [60] appeared before [61] which provided the necessary tools of vacuum block expansion.
To our knowledge a complete derivation for 2d holographic CFTs has not appeared in the literature so we
have provided one in appendix A.
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Figure 16. Two timelike regions A = [TA1, TA2] and B = [TB1, TB2]. For the calculation of the
timelike thermofield mutual information one region is paced on each of the left and right boundaries.
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Figure 17. Paths ΓAB whose area gives the timelike entanglement entropy S(T)
AB . There are two

possible phases in analogy with the connected/disconnected phase transition of the thermofield
mutual information. L: the disconnected phase is constructed from our result in the single interval
case. Because time runs oppositely on the two boundaries the two imaginary geodesics should
contribute with opposite sign. As such these areas cancel so that S(T)

AB is entirely real. R: the
connected phase consists of two spacelike geodesics extending through the geometry to opposite
boundaries.

so that in this phase we have

S
(T)
AB = c

3 log
(
β2

π2δ2 cosh
(
π

β
(TA1 + TB1)

)
cosh

(
π

β
(TA2 + TB2)

))
. (3.51)

In the disconnected phase we have S(T)
AB = S

(T)
A + S

(T)
B where the paths are the same as in

the single interval case with one on each of the two boundaries. One must take care that
because time on the left boundary runs opposite to that on the right the timelike surfaces
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should contribute with opposite sign. That is

S
(T)
A = c

3 log
(
β

πδ
sinh

(
π

β
(TA2 − TA1)

))
+ c

6 iπ

S
(T)
B = c

3 log
(
β

πδ
sinh

(
π

β
(TB2 − TB1)

))
− c

6 iπ.
(3.52)

This can be more clearly demonstrated by using (3.50) and the relation

tR = tL + i
β

2 (3.53)

between times on the left and right boundary. Note that here tL is defined with respect to
the time on the left boundary which runs opposite of that on the right. By substituting
such that both end points are on the same boundary the result is precisely (3.52). As
a consequence S(T)

AB in the disconnected phase is entirely real. We define the timelike
thermofield mutual information to be

J
(T)
AB = S

(T)
A + S

(T)
B − S(T)

AB (3.54)

with A and B on different boundaries. The timelike thermofield mutual information is
then found to be

J
(T)
AB = max


c
3 log

(
sinh
(
π
β

(TA2−TA1)
)

sinh
(
π
β

(T2B−T1B)
)

cosh
(
π
β

(TA1+TB1)
)

cosh
(
π
β

(TA2+TB2)
))

0.
(3.55)

3.3.4 The necessity of timelike entanglement entropy in thermofield double
state

So far we have considered various choices of subsystems in two-sided BTZ black holes.
Here we consider yet another choice of subsystem such that two twist operators are placed
on the different sides of the black holes, depicted in figure 18a and figure 18b. As we will
explain below, the corresponding entropy defined by the usual replica method, cannot be
interpreted as the entanglement entropy, but as the timelike entanglement entropy. This
provides an argument towards the necessity of introducing timelike entanglement entropy.
Note that although this setup looks similar to [62], we consider only one twist operator in
each AdS boundary, which is compactified on a circle.

Let us consider the thermofield double state

|TFD〉 = 1√
Z(β)

∑
n

e−βEn/2 |n〉L |n〉R , (3.56)

where the Hilbert space of the CFT is doubled such that the left and right boundary of the
BTZ are dual to CFTL and CFTR. This state is the zero eigenstate of the Hamiltonian

HTFD = 1⊗HR −HL ⊗ 1, (3.57)

i.e. the thermofield double state is invariant under the time evolution generated by HTFD.
In the bulk point of view, |TFD〉 is interpreted as the Euclidean construction of the Hartle-
Hawking state in the BTZ black hole. The real time evolution generated by HTFD is realized
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σnσ̄n

A

(a)

σnσ̄n

(b)

Figure 18. (a) An interpretation of the configuration of σn, σ̄n such that they are on the different
sides of the black hole from each other. When the space is S1, the twist operators cannot be
connected by a single spacelike region as depicted in (b).

as the gluing of the Euclidean geometry to the Lorentzian BTZ black hole geometry at t = 0.
In this geometry, time evolves forward in the right half and backward in the left half, the
opposite direction of which corresponds to the relative sign in (3.57).

As a model that has the non-trivial time evolution, we consider time evolution of the
thermofield double state under another Hamiltonian

H = 1⊗HR +HL ⊗ 1. (3.58)

As a result of flipping the relative sign from HTFD, H generates the forward time evolution
in the both sides. In [62], a half plane x < 0 in the planar CFT and a strip region
−L < x < L are considered as subsystems. In the both cases, geodesics connecting two
twist operators on the left and right boundaries can be considered as candidate extreme
surfaces. For example, if we consider a half plane as a subsystem, the entanglement entropy
is calculated as the area of the extremal surface behaves as SA ∝ t (t� β) [62].

Now, instead, let us consider the thermal state on a circle S1. We can again consider
the configuration of two twist operators such that one is on the right boundary and the
other is on the left. In the replica method we can calculate the corresponding entropy by
the two-point function of the twist operators on the torus as before. In the AdS dual, this is
a geodesic distance between the two points in the BTZ as sketched in figure 18a. However,
we cannot interpret this as EE because we cannot take the subsystem A such that the
twist operators are on ∂A. The Hilbert space is given by fields on two disconnected circles,
situated in the left and right boundary and we only have a single twist operator in each
of the circle, which makes the definition of the subsystem A impossible. However, we can
understand this quantity as the timelike EE as depicted in figure 18b.

3.4 BTZ with shock wave

Following [63] we introduce a shock wave into the BTZ geometry. For early low energy
perturbations along the u = 0 horizon this takes the form of a simple shift α between two
regions above and below such that ṽ = v + α.
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Figure 19. The BTZ geometry with a shock wave characterized by the parameter α. The geometry
above and below the u = 0 horizon is BTZ but the two are shifted such that ṽ = v + α. Here ṽ is
the shifted coordinate for u > 0.

The metric has the form

ds2 = −4 dudv

(1 + u(v + αθ(u)))2 + (1− u(v + αθ(u)))2

(1 + u(v + αθ(u)))2 r
2
+dφ

2 (3.59)

and the geometry is shown in figure 19.
Note that spacelike geodesics in the t = 0 plane will not cross the horizon. As a result

the entanglement entropies of spacelike regions will be unaffected by the shock wave and
given by (2.22). If we consider the analytic continuation of the spacelike entanglement
entropy we would incorrectly conclude that the timelike entanglement entropy should be
similarly unaffected and given by (3.40) which is independent of α. To see that this is
incorrect we will carry out our optimization procedure and find in subsection 3.5 that the
result exactly matches the timelike entanglement entropy when computed from a careful
Wick rotation of the boundary CFT.

We consider a single region A = [T1, T2] on the right boundary where T1 < T2 and
use (3.41). To define ΓA we use the collection of five geodesics shown in figure 20. This
consists of three spacelike geodesics one from the boundary at v = a2 to the horizon at
(hs, 0), from the horizon at (hs, 0) to the future singularity at v = s and one from the
boundary at v = a1 to the past singularity at v = q. We also include two timelike geodesic
between the past singularity at v = q and future singularity at v = s which intersect the
horizon at (ht, 0). This forms a family of candidates ΓA where the values of s, q, hs, ht are
to be determined.

Upper spacelike geodesic. We consider two geodesics: one below u = 0 which we call
gu, and one above u = 0 which we call gũ. These can be solved using (3.24) with the
additional constraint that smoothness across the horizon at u = 0 determines the point of
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Figure 20. The five geodesics which make up the candidate paths ΓA. To account for the change
of coordinates geodesics which cross the u = 0 horizon where there is a shock wave are separated
into two geodesics. The point which these geodesics cross the horizon as well as the location of the
endpoints on the singularities are initially free parameters. These can all be fixed by requiring that
ΓA is stationary. For hs, ht this is equivalent to requiring that the geodesics are smoothly connected
across the horizon.

intersection hs

gu : u(v) = v − hs
2hsa2 − a2

2 − hsv

gũ : u(ṽ) = ṽ − (hs + α)
s2 − (hs + α)ṽ

hs = s2 + a2
2 − α2

2(a2 + α) .

(3.60)

Together these have length

lu + lũ = log
( 2
ω

a2 − hs
a2

)
+ log

( √
(hs + α)2 − s2 + hs + α− s√

(hs + α)2 − s2 − (hs + α− s)

)

= log
(

1
ω

(a2 + α)2 − s2

a2s

) (3.61)

Note that hs can also be determined directly from the geodesics length by considering
∂hs(lu + lũ = 0.

Lower spacelike geodesic. The lower spacelike geodesic gl remains in the lower half
of the geometry and does not cross the shock wave the result is the same as the BTZ
black hole

gl : u(v) = 2va1 − (a2
1 + q2)

2a1q2 − (a2
1 + q2)v

(3.62)

ll = log
(

1
ω

(q2 − a2
1)

a1q

)
. (3.63)
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Timelike geodesic. The two timelike geodesics gt and gt̃ are given by

gt : u(v) = v − ht
q2 − htv

gt̃ : u(ṽ) = ṽ − (ht + α)
s2 − (ht + α)ṽ

(3.64)

with smoothness across the horizon requiring

ht = s2 − q2 − α2

2α . (3.65)

The total length is

lt + lt̃ = 2i
[
arctan

(√
q − ht
q + ht

)
+ arctan

(√
s− (ht + α)
s+ (ht + α)

)]

= 2i arctan


√

q−ht
q+ht +

√
s−(ht+α)
s+(ht+α)

1−
√

q−ht
q+ht

√
s−(ht+α)
s+(ht+α)


(3.66)

where ht can also be determined directly from the geodesics length by considering ∂hs(lt +
lt̃) = 0. the timelike geodesics will be maximal with length iπ when the denominator is
zero. As such this becomes the condition

1− |α− s+ q|
|α+ s− q|

= 0 −→ s = q, ht = −α2 . (3.67)

Using that s = q the spacelike geodesics have combined length

lu + lũ + ll = log
(

1
ω2

((a2 + α)2 − s2)(s2 − a2
1)

a1a2s2

)
(3.68)

which is stationary when s2 = a1(a2 + α). Then

lu + lũ + ll = log
(

1
ω2

(a2 − a1 + α)2

a1a2

)
. (3.69)

Now with all the free parameters fixed it is found that the area of Γ∗A is given by
c

3 log
(
β

πδ

(
sinh

(
π

β
(T2 − T1)

)
+ α

2 e
−π
β

(T2+T1)
))

+ c

6 iπ. (3.70)

where there is a correction due to the shift α. An example of a such path Γ∗A with this
area is shown in figure 21. As a check the geodesic length between two points on opposite
boundaries in the shock wave geometry was computed in [63] to be:

c

3 log
[
β

πδ

(
cosh π

β
(tR − tL) + α

2 e
−π
β

(tR+tL)
)]

. (3.71)

By continuing tR = T2 and tL = T1 − β
2 i using (3.53), we can reproduce (3.70).

As a result we have shown that the two constructions — the analytic continuation of
the entanglement entropy given by (3.40), which is independent of α, and the optimization
of extremal surfaces given by (3.70), which depends on α — are not the same. We return
to this in section 3.5 where we will show the correctness of (3.70) by comparing this result
with that of the CFT calculation.
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Figure 21. An example of a stationary path Γ∗
A whose area calculates the timelike entanglement

entropy S(T)
A in the BTZ geometry with a shock wave.

3.5 Timelike EE under local quench in thermofield double state from the CFT

In section 3.4, we have observed a surprising feature that the gravity dual calculation
of timelike EE in the shock wave geometry is affected by the shock wave sent in the
left boundary i.e. CFTL, though the timelike EE is defined in the other boundary i.e
CFTR. In the gravity calculation this occurs because the geodesics whose sum computes
the holographic timelike EE, extend to the region which is not causally related to the
CFTR boundary. This makes us wonder if the timelike EE in CFTs can have a similar
behavior. To study this we consider the setup of a local quench in a thermofield double
state considered in [64]. This is dual to a localized shock wave geometry, depicted in the
left panel of figure 22.

We insert the local primary operator O(tL, φL) in CFTL at tL = −tw and φL = 0 with
a regularization parameter γ, which is infinitesimally small, such that e−γHR is multiplied
on the local operator. The subsystem A is defined as the interval between two points
(tR, φR) = (t0, φ0) and (tR, φR) = (t0 + ∆t, φ0 + ∆φ). In this setup we have

Tr[(ρA)n] = 〈O
n(y1, ȳ1)σn(y2, ȳ2)σ̄n(y3, ȳ3)On†(y4, ȳ4)〉

〈O(y1, ȳ1)O(y4, ȳ4)〉n , (3.72)

where we defined the coordinates on a cylinder such that

y1 = −iγ + i
β

2 , y2 = φ0 − t0 − tw, y3 = φ0 + ∆φ− t0 −∆t− tw, y4 = iγ + i
β

2 ,

ȳ1 = iγ − iβ2 , ȳ2 = φ0 + t0 + tw, ȳ3 = φ0 + ∆φ+ t0 + ∆t+ tw, ȳ4 = −iγ − iβ2 .

(3.73)

The coordinates (tR, φR) are related to those on the complex plane via

(y, ȳ) = (φR − tR, φR + tR) , (3.74)
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tRtL

-tw -tw

Figure 22. The sketches of geodesic in the gravity dual of local quench. The left picture describes
the geodesics whose sum computes the timelike EE. The right panel shows the geodesic which
connect a point in the left boundary and a point in the right panel. The brown arrows depict the
localized shock wave created by the local operator.

and the time in the CFTL is related to tR via

tR = tL + i
β

2 . (3.75)

Now we perform the conformal transformation to a complex plane w = e
2π
β
y and introduce

the cross ratio z = w12w34
w13w24

.
Since γ is infinitesimally small, we find

z ' 1− 2πiγ
β
·

sinh
[
π
β (∆φ−∆t)

]
cosh

[
π
β (φ0 − t0 − tw)

]
cosh

[
π
β (φ0 + ∆φ− t0 −∆t− tw)

] ,
z̄ ' 1 + 2πiγ

β
·

sinh
[
π
β (∆φ+ ∆t)

]
cosh

[
π
β (φ0 + t0 + tw)

]
cosh

[
π
β (φ0 + ∆φ+ t0 + ∆t+ tw)

] . (3.76)

This shows that when the subsystem A is spacelike ∆φ−∆t > 0, we have (z, z̄)→ (1, 1).
Howeever when it is timelike ∆φ−∆t < 0, we find (z, z̄)→ (e−2πi, 1). As in [65], the non-
trivial monodromy around z = 1 gives a non-zero entropy, assuming the HHLL conformal
block approximation is justified in holographic CFTs. Indeed the total entropy looks like
(δ is the UV cut off):

SA = c

6 log
[
β2

π2δ2 sinh
(
π

β
(∆φ−∆t)

)
sinh

(
π

β
(∆φ+ ∆t)

)]
+ S

(M)
A , (3.77)

where the monodromy contribution S(M)
A is given by

S
(M)
A = c

6 log
[
z

1
2 (1−αO)z̄

1
2 (1−αO)(1− zαO)(1− z̄αO)
α2
O(1− z)(1− z̄)

]
. (3.78)

The parameter αO is related to the (chiral) conformal dimension hO = h̄O of the primary
operator O via αO =

√
1− 24hO

c .
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The EE for the spacelike interval does not depend on the local operator excitation
because S(M)

A = 0 and is identical to the standard result. On the other hand, the timelike
EE is computed as follows (we set ∆φ = 0):

S
(T)
A = c

3 log
[
β

πδ
sinh

(
π

β
∆t
)]

+ c

6 log
[
β sin(παO)
παOγ

]

+ c

6 log

cosh
(
π
β (φ0 − t0 − tw)

)
cosh

(
π
β (φ0 − t0 −∆t− tw)

)
sinh

(
π
β∆t

)
+ π

6 ic. (3.79)

The result above shows that the timelike EE for CFTR is influenced by the excitation
in CFTL as in the shock wave analysis in section 3.4. Moreover, if we take the limit
tw/β → −∞, then we can expect that the setup gets closer to the gravity dual result for
shock wave geometry in section 3.4, Indeed, in this limit we find from (3.79) the following
behavior

S
(T)
A ' c

3 log
[
β2

πδγ e
−π
β

(2tw+t0+t0+∆t)
]

+ π
6 ci. (3.80)

If we identify α = β
γ · e

2π
β
|tw| as in [63], then this agrees with (3.70) by setting t0 = T1 and

t0 + ∆t = T2.
We can also show that the same result (3.79) can be obtained from the geodesic length

in the gravity dual of the local quench. Consider the spacelike geodesic which connects the
point (tR, φR) = (tR, φ0) on the right boundary and the point (tL, φL) = (tL, φ0), depicted
in the right panel of figure 22. Its length divided by 4GN was computed in [64] as

c

6 log
[
β2

π2δ2 cosh
(
π

β
(tR − tL)

)]
+ c

6 log
[
β sin(παO)
παOγ

]
+ c

6 log
[
sinh

(
π

β
(φ0 − tL − tw)

)
cosh

(
π

β
(φ0 − tR − tw)

)]
. (3.81)

By continuing the point in the left to the right we set

tR = t0 + ∆t, tL = t0 −
β

2 i. (3.82)

This gives the geodesic length between two timelike separated points, which computes
the timelike EE, depicted in the left panel of figure 22. Indeed, this precisely reproduces
the CFT result (3.79). Notice that the standard EE for a spacelike interval in CFTR is
static and indepenedent of the local operator excitation in CFTL. This means that a naive
analytic continuation from the spacelike subsystem to timelike one does not work because
we need a careful analysis of conformal blocks in the holographic CFT. It is intriguing to
note that the holographic analysis gives us a useful guide for the correct prescription.

3.6 Rotating BTZ

Finally we would like to study the rotating BTZ black hole. The metric looks like

ds2 = −
(r2 − r2

+)(r2 − r2
−)

r2 dt2 + r2

(r2 − r2
+)(r2 − r2

−)
dr2 + r2

(
dx+ r+r−

r2 dt

)2
(3.83)

where we have compactified x ∼ x+ L and imposed r+ > r−.
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In order to consider the CFT dual to this system, we must perform a Wick rotation
t → iτ and compactify the imaginary time direction τ ∼ τ + β, where β is the inverse
temperature. We obtain the following metric after the rotation.

ds2 =
(r2 − r2

+)(r2 − r2
−)

r2 dτ2 + r2

(r2 − r2
+)(r2 − r2

−)
dr2 + r2

(
dx+ i

r+r−
r2 dτ

)2
(3.84)

Near the outer horizon, i.e. r = r+ + η where η/r+ � 1, the periodicity of time
is determined as β = 2π r+

r2
+−r

2
−

by requiring that there is no conical singularity at the
horizon. The cross term between dx and dτ also implies we must further impose another
compactification of the x coordinate of the form, x ∼ x− iβΩ. Near the horizon, one can
find that Ω = r−

r+
. These compactifications give rise to a density matrix of the form

ρ = e−βH+βΩP (3.85)

where H and P are the Hamiltonian and the momentum of the CFT respectively. Taking
a general subsystem interval, the holographic entanglement entropy is cited as [4]

SA = c

6 log
(
β+β−
π2ε2

sinh
(
π(∆l + ∆t)

β+

)
sinh

(
π(∆l −∆t)

β−

))
(3.86)

where β± = β(1± Ω), and ∆l and ∆t are the spatial and temporal lengths of the interval
in the dual CFT. It becomes immediately clear that, in the limit where ∆l → 0, the term
inside the logarithm becomes real and negative, leaving an imaginary contribution of c

6πi

to the entropy, which is a key characteristic of the timelike entanglement entropy.
We can then make the replacement r− → ir− and render the Euclidean theory real.

However, this would in turn make the original Lorentzian metric complex-valued. Due
to the dependence of Ω on r−, both β± become complex (in fact, complex conjugates of
each other), giving us complex-valued entanglement entropy, which we should interpret as
pseudo entropy. The newly obtained pseudo entropy can be written as follows.

S
(P)
A = c

6 log
(
β2(1 + Ω2)

π2ε2
sinh

(
π(∆l + ∆t)
β(1 + iΩ)

)
sinh

(
π(∆l −∆t)
β(1− iΩ)

))
(3.87)

In its most general form, the imaginary contribution can be expressed as

Im(S(P)
A ) = c

6 Arg
((

cosh 2π∆l
β(1 + Ω2) cos 2πΩ∆t

β(1 + Ω2) − i sinh 2π∆l
β(1 + Ω2) sin 2πΩ∆t

β(1 + Ω2)

)
− (∆l↔ ∆t)

)
. (3.88)

The consideration of a system consisting of a rotating BTZ black hole has given us yet
another example of pseudo entropy being manifest in a physical setting. The non-static
nature of this system has allowed us to make a choice of equipping the Euclidean theory with
a real metric while simultaneously equipping the corresponding Lorentzian theory with a
complex-valued metric. The holographic entanglement entropy of the system is evaluated to
be complex valued in general, even for spacelike intervals. This occurrence of the complex-
valued entanglement entropy should be correctly interpreted as pseudo entropy.
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4 Holographic timelike entanglement entropy in AdSd+1/CFTd

In the previous section, we only considered the holographic timelike EE in AdS3/CFT2.
Since we have not used any specific features in three-dimensional gravity, it is natural
to extend it to higher-dimensions. As generalizations of a temporal subsystem we have
considered, here we consider two examples; a hyperbolic region t2− x2 < T 2

0 /4 and a strip
region |t| < T0/2. For both cases, we first compute the timelike EE by performing the
ordinary Wick rotation tE = it, and then try to give geometric interpretations to the result
in the similar way as we did in sections 3.1 and 3.2.

4.1 Hyperbolic subsystem

First let us consider a hyperbolic subsystem A defined by t2−x2 ≤ T 2
0 /4 as a generalization

of a temporal interval in the d = 2 case. After we obtain the EE for A by applying the
Wick rotation to the calculation for Euclidean AdSd+1 (EAdSd+1), we will find out the
geometric configuration reproducing the result of the Wick rotation.

4.1.1 Wick rotation

First we review the ordinary computation of the EE for the Poincaré EAdSd+1

ds2 = R2
AdS

dz2 + dy2 + dt2E + dx2

z2 , (4.1)

where y is a direction that we regard as an alternative “time” direction and x ∈ Rd−2 are
the remaining directions. We define a subsystem A of the y = 0 slice on the boundary as
t2E + x2 ≤ T 2

0 /4, where we again adopt the Poincaré coordinates (5.23). Here we introduce
a radial coordinate ξ =

√
t2E + x2, then the entanglement entropy is the extremal value of

a functional

Rd−1
AdS

4G(d+1)
N

Vol(Sd−2)
∫
dz
ξd−2

zd−1

√
1 + ξ′(z)2, (4.2)

where Vol(Sd−2) = 2π
d−1

2

Γ( d−1
2 ) is the area of Sd−2. By varying this functional, we find that the

extremal surface is a hemisphere z2 + ξ2 = T 2
0 /4. Therefore the entanglement entropy is

SA = Rd−1
AdS

4G(d+1)
N

Vol(Sd−2)
∫ 1

ε
TE

du
(1− u2)

d−3
2

ud−1 , (4.3)

where we have rescaled as z = T0
2 u and introduced a UV cutoff z = ε. For odd d,

SA = Rd−1
AdS

4G(d+1)
N

Vol(Sd−2)


d−3

2∑
k=0

(
d−3

2
k

)
(−1)k

d− 2k − 2

(
T0
2ε

)d−2k−2
+

(−1)
d−1

2
√
πΓ
(
d−1

2

)
2Γ
(
d
2

)

(4.4)
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and for even d,

SA = Rd−1
AdS

4G(d+1)
N

Vol(Sd−2)


d
2−2∑
k=0

(
d−3

2
k

)
(−1)k

d− 2k − 2

(
T0
2ε

)d−2k−2
+

(−1)
d
2−1Γ

(
d−1

2

)
√
πΓ
(
d
2

) log T0
ε

 .
(4.5)

Here we would like to perform the Wick rotation. As before, we replace tE → it and
T0 → iT0, then the extremal surface will be a hyperbolic surface

t2 − x2 − z2 = T 2
0
4 (4.6)

which ends on ∂A at the boundary. As before, we define a radial coordinate ξ =
√
t2 − x2

for the unit Hd−2. Since the volume of the unit hyperboloid Hd−2 diverges, in order to
define the volume we regularize it as

Vol(Hd−2) = Vol(Sd−3) · 2
∫ Λ

0
dv sinhd−3 v. (4.7)

By taking Λ→ iπ2 , the right-hand side becomes

id−2Vol(Sd−3) · 2
∫ π

2

0
dθ sind−3 θ = id−2Vol(Sd−2). (4.8)

Therefore Vol(Sd−2) should be replaced with (−i)d−2Vol(Hd−2) under the Wick rotation.
Note that the phase factor (−i)d−2 is i(−1)

d−1
2 for odd d and (−1)

d
2−1 for even d. Thus

the timelike EE becomes

S
(T)
A = Rd−1

AdS

4G(d+1)
N

Vol(Hd−2)


d−3

2∑
k=0

(
d−3

2
k

)
1

d− 2k − 2

(
T0
2ε

)d−2k−2
+
i
√
πΓ
(
d−1

2

)
2Γ
(
d
2

)
 . (4.9)

for odd d and

S
(T)
A = Rd−1

AdS

4G(d+1)
N

Vol(Hd−2)

×


d
2−2∑
k=0

(
d−3

2
k

)
1

d− 2k − 2

(
T0
2ε

)d−2k−2
+

Γ
(
d−1

2

)
√
πΓ
(
d
2

) log T0
ε

+
i
√
πΓ
(
d−1

2

)
2Γ
(
d
2

)
 . (4.10)

Note that all the divergent terms are real and the O(ε0) term is purely imaginary. It is
remarkable that the form of the imaginary part does not depend on whether d is odd
or even.

4.1.2 Extremal surface

We would like to find the geometric configuration in the Lorentzian AdSd+1 spacetime

ds2 = R2
AdS

dz2 + dy2 − dt2 + dx2

z2 . (4.11)
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which reproduces the result above. In the Lorentzian case, we should extremize the func-
tional

Rd−1
AdS

4G(d+1)
N

Vol(Hd−2)
∫
dz
ξd−2

zd−1

√
1− ξ′(z)2. (4.12)

The solution extremizing this functional is

ξ2 − z2 = T 2
0 /4, (4.13)

then the contribution to the entanglement entropy that comes from the two spacelike
surfaces that end on the future and past part of ∂A respectively is

SA= Rd−1
AdS

4G(d+1)
N

Vol(Hd−2)
∫ ∞

2ε
T0

du
(1 + u2)

d−3
2

ud−1

= Rd−1
AdS

4G(d+1)
N

Vol(Hd−2)



d−3
2∑

k=0

(
d−3

2
k

)
1

d−2k−2

(
T0
2ε

)d−2k−2
(d : odd)

d
2−2∑
k=0

(
d−3

2
k

)
1

d−2k−2

(
T0
2ε

)d−2k−2
+

Γ
(
d−1

2

)
√
πΓ
(
d
2

) log T0
ε

(d : even)

(4.14)

We can see that this result reproduces the real part of (4.9) and (4.10). In addition to the
spacelike surfaces considered above, we also consider a timelike surface

z2 − ξ2 = C2, (4.15)

where C is an arbitrary positive constant. This is embedded into the global patch of AdS3
as a geodesic at the center ρ = 0. The area of this surface is

Vol(Hd−2)
∫ ∞
C

dz
ξd−2

zd−1

√
1− ξ′(z)2 = Vol(Hd−2) · i

∫ ∞
1

du
(u2 − 1)

d−3
2

ud−1

= Vol(Hd−2)
i
√
πΓ
(
d−1

2

)
2Γ
(
d
2

) (4.16)

Thus the contribution of this timelike surface to the entanglement entropy is

Rd−1
AdS

4G(d+1)
N

Vol(Hd−2)
i
√
πΓ
(
d−1

2

)
2Γ
(
d
2

) , (4.17)

which is independent of C. This expression is identical to the imaginary part of (4.9)
and (4.10). In particular, this result reduces to icdS

6 when d = 2.
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4.1.3 Global coordinate

Next let us give an interpretation to the result above by considering the extremal surface
in the global coordinate in the similar way to subsection 3.2.

We consider the AdSd slicing of AdSd+1

ds2
AdSd+1 = R2

AdS(dη2 + cosh2 η ds2
AdSd). (4.18)

Here we adopt the open slicing as the coordinate of AdSd:

ds2
AdSd = −dτ2 + sin2 τ ds2

Hd−1 , (4.19)

where ds2
Hd−1 is the metric of the unit hyperbolic space:

ds2
Hd−1 = dρ2 + sinh2 ρ dΩ2

d−2. (4.20)

As done in subsection 3.2, we consider the gluing of this geometry at η = 0 to the Wick-
rotated geometry by η → iη̃:

ds2 = R2
AdS(−dη̃2 + cos2 η̃ ds2

AdSd). (4.21)

We would like to evaluate the sum of the spacelike and timelike surfaces connecting
τ = τ0/2 and τ = −τ0/2. Let us first consider the spacelike surface emanating from
τ = τ0/2 and reaching η = 0. We regard a coordinate θ of Sd−2 as a time and take a time
slice θ = 0. Then the induced metric of the codimension-2 extremal surface τ = τ(η) is

ds2 = R2
AdS

[
(1− cosh2 η τ ′2)dη2 + cosh2 η sin2 τ ds2

Hd−2

]
(4.22)

and the area is

Rd−1
AdSVol(H

d−2)
∫ η∞

0
dη
√

1− cosh2 η τ ′2 coshd−2 η sind−2 τ (4.23)

The solution of the equation of motion with respect to τ(η) reads

τ ′′ − (d− 1) sinh η cosh η τ ′3 − (d− 2) cot τ τ ′2 + d tanh η τ ′ + (d− 2) cot τ
cosh2 η

= 0. (4.24)

The solution with a boundary condition τ(∞) = τ0/2 is given by

cos τ = cos τ0
2 tanh η. (4.25)

Note that this surface reaches τ = π/2 at η = 0. Also, we can check that this equation is
equivalent to (4.13) by a coordinate transformation to the Poincare coordinate. The area
of this surface is

Rd−1
AdSVol(H

d−2)
∫ η∞

0
dη sin τ0

2

(
1− cos2 τ0

2 tanh2 η

) d−3
2

coshd−2 η (4.26)

= Rd−1
AdSVol(H

d−2)
∫ sin τ0

2 sinh η∞

0
du(1 + u2)

d−3
2 . (4.27)
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Introducing the cutoff sinh η∞ ' 1
2e
η∞ ≡ 1

ε and identifying as sin τ0
2 = T0, we can see that

this area reproduces the real part of the result above (4.14).
Let us move on to the timelike surface. The induced metric of a surface τ = τ(η̃) on

a slice θ = 0 is given by

ds2 = R2
AdS

[
−(1 + cos2 η̃ τ ′2)dη̃2 + cos2 η̃ sin2 τ ds2

Hd−2

]
, (4.28)

and the area functional is

iRd−1
AdSVol(H

d−2)
∫
dη̃
√

1 + cos2 η̃ τ ′2 sind−2 τ cosd−2 η̃. (4.29)

In the same way as solving the spacelike one, we can find solutions to the equation of
motion for this action:

cos τ = C tan η̃, (4.30)

where C is an arbitrary constant that cannot be determined by boundary conditions. From
the similar calculation to the spacelike case, we find that the area is

iRd−1
AdSVol(H

d−2)
√
πΓ
(
d−1

2

)
2Γ
(
d
2

) , (4.31)

which does not depend on the constant C. Thus we have derived the same result as the
one obtained by the Wick rotation.

4.2 Strip subsystem

Next, let us consider a strip subsystem. First, we compute the timelike entanglement
entropy by Wick rotation. Consider again the Poincaré EAdSd+1 with a metric

ds2 = dz2 + dt2E + dy2 + dx2

z2 . (4.32)

We take a subsystem A as a strip −T0/2 < tE < T0/2 on the y = 0 surface. Furthermore,
we take an IR cutoff L as the lengths of the remaining directions x. In this setup, the
entanglement entropy of the dual CFT can be obtained as the extremal value of a functional

Rd−1
AdS

4G(d+1)
N

Ld−2
∫
dz

√
1 + t′E(z)2

zd−1 . (4.33)

The solution of the Euler-Lagrange equation with a boundary condition tE(0) = T0/2 is
given by [2]

±tE(z) = zd

dzd−1
∗

2F1

(
1
2 ,

d

2(d− 1) ,
3d− 2
2d− 2 ,

(
z

z∗

)2d−2
)
−
√
π

d

Γ
(

3d−2
2d−2

)
Γ
(

2d−1
2d−2

) , (4.34)
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where z = z∗ is the tip of the surface satisfying t′E(z∗) = 0 and given by

z∗ =
T0Γ

(
1

2(d−1)

)
2
√
πΓ
(

d
2(d−1)

) . (4.35)

Then the resulting EE becomes

SA = Rd−1
AdS

2(d− 2)G(d+1)
N

Ld−2

 1
εd−2
AdS
− 1

2

2
√
πΓ
(

d
2(d−1)

)
Γ
(

1
2(d−1)

)
d−1

1
T d−2

0

 . (4.36)

Let us perform the Wick rotation tE = it. Simultaneously, we also replace with T0 → iT0,
then the subsystem becomes −T0/2 < t < T0/2.

S
(T)
A = Rd−1

AdS

2(d− 2)G(d+1)
N

Ld−2

 1
εd−2
AdS
− 1

2

2
√
πΓ
(

d
2(d−1)

)
Γ
(

1
2(d−1)

)
d−1

(−i)d−2

T d−2
0

 . (4.37)

Note that the imaginary factor (−i)d−2 is sensitive to dimensions and the term depends
on the width of strip T0. These features are highly different from the spherical case and
counterintuitive as we will see soon.

Unfortunately, in the strip case, we do not have a clear interpretation as the bulk
extremal surface in the Lorentzian Poincaré AdSd+1

ds2 = R2
AdS

dz2 − dt2 + dy2 + dx2

z2 , (4.38)

for which the extremal surface are obtained by varying a functional

Rd−1
AdS

4G(d+1)
N

Ld−2
∫
ε
dz

√
1− t′(z)2

zd−1 . (4.39)

The Euler-Lagrange equation leads to

t′(z)
zd−1

√
1− t′(z)2 = C, (4.40)

where C is a real constant. The leading area term proportional to ε−(d−2)
AdS can be reproduced

because it does not depend on the integral constant C, in other words it is determined only
from the information around the boundary z = 0. On the other hand, the sub-leading term
of the area of (4.40) depends on C. As noted above, whether the sub-leading term is real
or imaginary is sensitive to the dimension d, thus there seems to be no proper constant
C that reproduces the result by Wick rotation since C should be real. One observation is
that the imaginary part of (4.37) is reproduced by considering in the continued coordinate
z = iz̃ and simultaneously performing z∗ = iz̃∗. This is easily understood because this
analytic continuation is equivalent to T0 → iT0 through (4.35). This idea looks similar to
the procedure in section 3.2, but we do not have a clear construction of this surface in the
complexified geometry as we had there.
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However, if we follow a higher dimensional extension of the prescription shown in
the end of section 3.2, we would obtain a different result because this assumes either
timelike or spacelike extremal surfaces instead of the complexified surface. In this way, the
comparison between the holographic timelike EE in higher dimensional CFTs and its field
theoretic computation when the subsystem A is a strip, look non-trivial. We will leave
better understandings of this for a future problem.

5 Holographic pseudo entropy in dS/CFT

In this section, we study the holographic properties of quantum entanglement in de Sit-
ter spacetime and its relation to the timelike EE in AdS/CFT. The dSd+1/CFTd corre-
spondence [24] is a conjecture for holographic duality between the quantum gravity on
d+ 1-dimensional de Sitter (dSd+1) space

ds2 = R2
dS(−dτ2 + cosh2 τ dΩ2

d), (5.1)

where dΩ2
d is the metric of the unit sphere Sd and a d-dimensional Euclidean CFT defined

on the future boundary (' Sd) of dSd+1.
The dS/CFT dictionary analogous to the GKPW relation [66, 67] in AdS/CFT is

given by

ΨdS[φ0] = ZCFT[φ0]. (5.2)

The left-hand side ΨdS[φ0] is defined as a path integral over all fields φ on dSd+1 with fixing
the boundary condition φ0 at the future boundary:

ΨdS[φ0] =
∫
φ|τ=τ∞=φ0

Dφ eiIdS[φ]Ψin, (5.3)

where Ψin denotes an initial state at t = 0. Throughout this paper we only focus on the
Hartle-Hawking initial state [68], which is prepared by the path integral on a half of the
Euclidean dSd+1(' B3) given by the Wick rotation τE = iτ :

ds2 = R2
dS(dτ2

E + cos2 τE dΩ2
d). (5.4)

Therefore the geometry can be seen as the gluing of the Lorentzian dSd+1 and the Euclidean
dSd+1 along τ = τE = 0 as depicted in figure 1. On the other hand, the right-hand side
is a generating functional of correlation functions with φ0 being sources. It is defined by
the Euclidean path integral with the measure

∫
DΦ e−ICFT[Φ], where Φ is a collection of

fields of the CFT. Due to the relative i factor in the exponential of the two path integrals
in (5.2), we can predict that the dual CFT to dS may be non-unitary. Indeed, it is known
that the central charge of the CFTd dual to dSd+1 takes complex-valued [69]

c ∼ (−i)d−1 R
d−1
dS

G
(d+1)
N

. (5.5)
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This can be easily checked by using the relation of the AdS radius to the dS radius:
RAdS = −iRdS. Therefore we can see that (at least when d 6= 1 mod 4) the dual CFT is a
non-unitary theory. For example, when d = 2 the Brown-Henneaux’s formula [70]

cAdS = 3RAdS
2GN

(5.6)

gives the central charge of the dual CFT to dS3

c = −i3RdS
2GN

= −icdS, (5.7)

where we have defined cdS ≡ 3RdS/2GN .
We would like to define the entanglement entropy in the dual CFT, which is defined on

Sd at the future τ = τ∞ � 1 with a large radius cosh τ∞ ' 1
2e
τ∞ . We choose an arbitrary

direction in Sd as an imaginary time tE and take a subsystem A on a time slice tE = 0.
Note that the imaginary time tE is different from the time τ in the global dS with the
metric (5.1). A state on the time slice is prepared by path integral as usual. However,
since the CFT is non-unitary, a ket state |Ψ〉 and a bra state 〈Ψ|, which are prepared by
the path integrals of the past and future halves of Sd with the same insertions of operators,
are different in general, i.e. 〈Ψ| 6= |Ψ〉†. Therefore we should call the operator

ρ = |Ψ〉 〈Ψ| (5.8)

as a transition matrix instead of density matrix following [35]. This discussion is similar to
that for timelike entanglement entropy in section 2.2. For this reason, henceforth we call
the quantity

S
(P)
A = − tr[ρA log ρA], ρA = trĀ ρ (5.9)

as pseudo entropy. Thus in dS/CFT, we expect that the holographic relation analogous
to holographic entanglement entropy in AdS/CFT holds for pseudo entropy, which can be
imaginary-valued, rather than entanglement entropy.

5.1 Holographic pseudo entropy in dS3/CFT2

In this subsection we restrict ourselves to the three-dimensional dS space given by

ds2 = R2
dS(−dτ2 + cosh2 τ(dt2E + cos2 tEdθ

2)), (τ > 0) (5.10)

with the Euclidean part corresponding to the initial state

ds2 = R2
dS(dτ2

E + cos2 τE(dt2E + cos2 tEdθ
2)), (0 < τE < π). (5.11)

On the boundary τ = τ∞, we take a subsystem A on a time slice tE = 0 as an arc of a region
−φ0/2 < φ < φ0/2. In this case, the pseudo entropy of the CFT dual to dS3 is expected to
dual to the geodesic length. However, there seems to be a problem that we cannot connect
the two edges ∂A by a single geodesic because a geodesic emanating from an edge of A
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should be timelike so that it cannot turn back to the other edge of A in the global dS.
Indeed, if we naively apply the geodesic formula, the length takes an imaginary value

D = RdS cos−1(cosh2 τ∞ cosφ0 − sinh2 τ∞)

' RdS cos−1
(
−1

2e
2τ∞ cos2 φ0

2

)
= πRdS − 2iRdS log

(
eτ∞ cos φ0

2

)
.

(5.12)

Hence this is not a geodesic in the usual sense. Nevertheless we can give an interpretation
to this result as follows. Remember that we are considering the Hartle-Hawking wave
functional, i.e. the gluing of dS3 and the Euclidean dS3 at τ = τE = 0. In this geometry,
we have one possibility that a timelike geodesic emanating from an edge of A goes through
the Euclidean part of geometry and turns back to the other edge of A, as depicted in
figure 23a. Let us assume this configuration and impose the “extremality” condition that
both the real and imaginary parts of the length is extremized.

We fix the points that the two timelike curves from φ0/2 and −φ0/2 will attach at
τ = 0 as φ̃1 and φ̃2. First we consider the real part. The geodesic length of the Euclidean
part is obtained by varying the length functional

RdS

∫
dtE

√
1 + cos2 tE

(
dφ(tE)
dtE

)2
(5.13)

with suitable boundary conditions. This is the same problem with varying (3.11) except
for the absence of the overall i, so there is a condition

φ̃1 − φ̃2 = π (5.14)

and the resulting length is

πRdS. (5.15)

Therefore the geodesic takes the largest length in the hemisphere, depicted as a green line
in figure 23a. Next we consider the imaginary part. The sum of geodesic length with fixing
φ̃1 and ψ̃2 is

RdS cos−1
[
cosh τ∞ cos

(
φ0
2 − φ̃1

)]
+ cosh−1

[
cosh τ∞ cos

(
φ0
2 + φ̃2

)]
' iRdS log

[
e2τ∞ cos

(
φ0
2 − φ̃1

)
cos

(
φ0
2 + φ̃2

)]
= iRdS log

[
−1

2e
2τ∞

(
cosφ0 + cos 2φ̃1

)]
,

where in the second equality we have used the condition (5.14). From the condition that
the derivative with φ̃1 vanishes, we have sin 2φ̃1 = 0, leading to

φ̃1 = π

2 , φ̃2 = −π2 . (5.16)
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A

(a) Global dS3

A

(b) Poincaré dS3

Figure 23. The geodesic configuration whose length reproduces the pseudo entropy in the dual
CFT. The red curve means the timelike geodesic, which contributes to the imaginary part of the
pseudo entropy, and the green curve is the spacelike geodesic giving the real part, which goes
through the boundary of the hemisphere B3. The left panel (a) shows the global dS3 and the right
panel (b) shows the Poincaré dS3, which is depicted as the blue region, embedded into the Penrose
diagram of the global dS3.

Then the contribution from the timelike geodesic reads

−2iRdS log
(
eτ∞ sin φ0

2

)
. (5.17)

Thus the sum of (5.15) and (5.17) is identical to the naive calculation (5.12).
From the calculations above, the holographic pseudo entropy is

S
(P)
A = 1

4GN

[
−2iRdS log

(
eτ∞ sin φ0

2

)
+ πRdS

]
= −icdS

3 log
(

2 sin φ0
2

ε

)
+ πcdS

6 , (ε ≡ 2e−τ∞),
(5.18)

where cdS ≡ 3RdS/2GN . Thus the pseudo entropy always takes a complex value.
Another observation from the result and the geodesic configuration in this subsection

is the similarity with the timelike entanglement entropy in AdS/CFT we discussed in
subsection 3.2. In the next subsection, we will elaborate the relation between the two
notions.

Finally let us describe an interpretation of the result in the Poincare dS3

ds2 = R2
dS
−dη2 + dt2E + dx2

η2 . (5.19)

In the Poincaré dS3, the geodesic configuration looks like the one depicted in figure 23b,
where the blue region is the Poincaré patch embedded into the global dS3. In that figure,
the timelike geodesics (green ones) satisfy

−η2 + x2 = T 2
0
4 , (5.20)
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whose area is

−2iRdS log X0
ε
, (5.21)

where we took a cutoff at η = ε. The red line in figure 23b is spacelike and the length is

πRdS. (5.22)

Therefore the sum of the lengths matches the global dS3 calculation by identifying X0 =
2 sin φ0

2 .

5.2 Relation to timelike entanglement entropy

In this subsection, we relate the pseudo entropy in dS/CFT to the timelike entanglement
entropy in AdS/CFT. We will see that pseudo entropy for dS/CFT and timelike entan-
glement entropy in AdS/CFT can be regarded as the two different analytic continuations
from the Euclidean AdS (EAdS).

Let us first consider the analytic continuation from EAdS3 to dS3. For simplicity, we
consider the Poincaré coordinates in EAdS3

ds2 = R2
AdS

dz2 + dt2E + dx2

z2 . (5.23)

For later convenience, now we regard x as the time direction and take a subsystem A as
an interval with length T0 on the cutoff surface z = εAdS. Of course, whether we take
the subsystem as “temporal” or “spatial” is not essential in this phase because we are
considering the Euclidean theory. The entanglement entropy for A is

SA = cAdS
3 log

(
T0
εAdS

)
, (5.24)

where cAdS is the central charge of the CFT dual to EAdS and in the bulk language
cAdS = 3RAdS/2GN . The analytic continuation to dS is accomplished by Wick-rotating
the radial coordinate z as

z = −iη (5.25)

and simultaneously the radius as8

RAdS = −iRdS. (5.26)

Indeed, from these Wick rotations the metric (5.23) is continued to the metric of dS in
Poincaré coordinate

ds2 = R2
dS
−dη2 + dt2E + dx2

η2 . (5.27)

8Note that this is a different convention from the one adopted in [27].
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A

dS3

A

AdS3

Figure 24. The analytic continuation of dS3 to AdS3. This is accomplished by the double Wick
rotation (5.34).

Let us take this analytic continuation for the entanglement entropy (5.24). The cutoff and
the central charge are deformed as

εAdS = −iεdS, (5.28)

cAdS = 3RAdS
2GN

= −i3RdS
2GN

≡ −icdS, (5.29)

then the pseudo entropy becomes

S
(P)
A = −icdS

3 log
(
T0
εdS

)
+ πcdS

6 , (5.30)

which is consistent with a result of [27]. Note that we choose the branch of the logarithmic
function as taking the conventional principal value −π < arg z ≤ π.

Next we consider another analytic continuation which takes EAdS to the Lorentzian
AdS. We adopt the usual Wick rotation

tE = it (5.31)

and simultaneously replacing the parameter T0 with

T0 → iT0. (5.32)

In this case, the cutoff and the central charge do not change. Therefore we have

S
(T)
A = cAdS

3 log
(
T0
εAdS

)
+ iπcAdS

6 . (5.33)

Intuitively, we can interpret the relation between the two notions as connected by the
“double Wick rotation”

η → z = −iη, tE → t = −itE. (5.34)

We can regard this as rotating the Penrose diagram by 90◦ (see figure 24) and the additional
parts of the entropy as the effect of the boundary condition at the center of the diagram.
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Next, we discuss in terms of the global coordinates. Since we are regarding tE as a
spatial coordinate, Let us start with the global dS3 (5.10) with swapping tE and θ:

ds2 = R2
dS(−dτ2 + cosh2 τ(dθ2 + cos2 θdt2E)). (5.35)

As discussed above, the holographic pseudo entropy for a subregion of −T0/2 < tE < T0/2
takes

S
(P)
A = −icdS

3 log
(

2 sin T0
2

εdS

)
+ πcdS

6 , (5.36)

where εdS ≡ 2e−τ∞ . We perform the following analytic continuation

ρ = iθ, RdS = iRAdS (5.37)

and replace τ → η and tE → t, then the metric becomes

ds2 = R2
AdS(dη2 + cosh2 η(− cosh2 ρdt2 + dρ2)). (5.38)

Correspondingly, we replace as εdS → εAdS, cdS → icAdS in (5.37), then

S
(T)
A = cAdS

3 log
(

2 sin T0
2

εAdS

)
+ iπcAdS

6 (5.39)

5.3 Higher dimensions

Let us move on to extension to higher dimensions. We consider the Poincaré dSd+1

ds2 = R2
dS
−dη2 + dt2E + dy2 + dx2

η2 . (5.40)

As in the previous subsection, we regard tE as a spatial direction for later convenience. We
take a subsystem A as a sphere with a radius T0/2 on a slice y = 0. It is useful to introduce
a radial coordinate ξ ≡

√
t2E + x2, then the subsystem is defined by ξ < T0/2.

Analogous to the three-dimensional case, we consider the timelike surface

−η2 + ξ2 = T 2
0
4 . (5.41)

The area of this surface is

Rd−1
dS Vol(Sd−2)

∫ ∞
ε
dη
ξd−2

ηd−1

√
−1+ ξ′(η)2 = i

T0
2 R

d−1
dS Vol(Sd−2)

∫ ∞
ε
dη

(η2 + T 2
0 /4)

d−3
2

ηd−1 (5.42)

= iRd−1
dS Vol(Sd−2)

∫ ∞
2ε
T0

du
(u2 + 1)

d−3
2

ud−1 (5.43)

The integral is identical to (4.14). Similarly, the real part is given by a geodesic

η2 − ξ2 = T 2
0
4 , (5.44)
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whose area is evaluated as

Rd−1
dS Vol(Sd−2)

∫ ∞
1

dη
(η2 − 1)

d−3
2

ηd−1 = Rd−1
dS Vol(Sd−2)

√
πΓ
(
d−1

2

)
2Γ
(
d
2

) (5.45)

Therefore we have obtained the pseudo entropy

S
(P)
A = Rd−1

dS

4G(d+1)
N

Vol(Sd−2)
√
πΓ
(
d−1

2

)
2Γ
(
d
2

)

+ i
Rd−1

dS

4G(d+1)
N

Vol(Sd−2)



d−3
2∑

k=0

(
d−3

2
k

)
1

d−2k−2

(
T0
2ε

)d−2k−2
(d : odd)

d
2−2∑
k=0

(
d−3

2
k

)
1

d−2k−2

(
T0
2ε

)d−2k−2
+

Γ
(
d−1

2

)
√
πΓ
(
d
2

) log T0
2ε (d : even)

(5.46)

We can easily check that this result is related to the timelike entanglement entropy (4.9)
and (4.10) in AdSd+1/CFTd by an analytic continuation

RdS → iRAdS, εdS → iεAdS, T0 → iT0, Vol(Sd−2)→ (−i)d−2Vol(Hd−2). (5.47)

Next, let us discuss the extremal surface in the global dSd+1. The following discussion
is parallel with that in section 3.2. As a generalization of (5.10), we consider dSd+1 with
a metric

ds2 = R2
dS

(
−dτ2 + cosh2 τ

(
dt2E + sin2 tE dΩ2

d−1

))
, (5.48)

where dΩ2
d−1 denotes the metric of the unit sphere Sd−1. We regard a coordinate θ of Sd−1

with dΩ2
d−1 = dθ2 +cos2 θ dΩd−2 as a time direction. As described above, this is glued with

the Euclidean geometry with the metric

ds2 = R2
dS

(
dτ2

E + cos2 τE(dt2E + sin2 tE dΩ2
d−1)

)
(5.49)

at τ = 0.
First let us consider the Lorentzian part. We consider the codimension-2 surface given

by tE = tE(τ) on θ = 0. The induced metric for the surface is

ds2 = R2
dS

[
(−1 + cosh2 τ t′2E )dτ2 + cosh2 τ sin2 tE dΩ2

d−2

]
. (5.50)

Then the pseudo entropy is evaluated as the extremal value of a functional

Rd−1
dS

4G(d+1)
N

Vol(Sd−2)
∫
dτ
√
−1 + cosh2 τ t′E(τ)2 coshd−2 τ sind−2 tE. (5.51)

In the same manner as section 4.1.3, we can obtain the solution of the Euler-Lagrange
equation with a boundary condition tE(τ →∞) = T0/2:

cos tE = cos T0
2 tanh τ. (5.52)
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Note that for τ = π
2 , the surface ends on tE = 0. Inserting this solution, we can evaluate

the contribution from the timelike surface

i
Rd−1

dS

4G(d+1)
N

Vol(Sd−2)
∫ sin T0

2 sinh τ∞

0
du(1 + u2)

d−3
2 = i

Rd−1
dS

4G(d+1)
N

Vol(Sd−2) (5.53)

×



d−3
2∑

k=0

(
d−3

2
k

)
1

d− 2k − 2

(
sin T0

2
2ε

)d−2k−2

(d : odd)

d
2−2∑
k=0

(
d−3

2
k

)
1

d− 2k − 2

(
sin T0

2
2ε

)d−2k−2

+
Γ
(
d−1

2

)
√
πΓ
(
d
2

) log
(

sin T0
2

ε

)
(d : even)

(5.54)

Next we move on to the Euclidean part. The induced metric for a surface tE = tE(τE)
defined on a θ = 0 slice is

ds2 = R2
dS

[
(1 + cos2 τE t

′2
E ) dτ2

E + cos2 τE sin2 tE dΩ2
d−2

]
, (5.55)

so we would like to evaluate the extremal value of

Rd−1
dS

4G(d+1)
N

Vol(Sd−2)
∫
dτE

√
1 + cos2 τE t′2E cosd−2 τE sind−2 tE. (5.56)

Varying this integral, we obtain the solutions

cos tE = C tan τE, (5.57)

where C is an arbitrary constant. The contribution from these solutions is

Rd−1
dS

4G(d+1)
N

Vol(Sd−2)
√
πΓ
(
d−1

2

)
2Γ
(
d
2

) . (5.58)

Thus the holographic pseudo entropy have been obtained by

S
(P)
A = Rd−1

dS

4G(d+1)
N

Vol(Sd−2)
√
πΓ
(
d−1

2

)
2Γ
(
d
2

) + i
Rd−1

dS

4G(d+1)
N

Vol(Sd−2) (5.59)

×



d−3
2∑

k=0

(
d−3

2
k

)
1

d− 2k − 2

(
sin T0

2
2ε

)d−2k−2

(d : odd)

d
2−2∑
k=0

(
d−3

2
k

)
1

d− 2k − 2

(
sin T0

2
2ε

)d−2k−2

+
Γ
(
d−1

2

)
√
πΓ
(
d
2

) log
(

sin T0
2

ε

)
(d : even)

(5.60)

which can be regarded as a generalization of the three-dimensional case (5.18).
Here we make a comment on a proposed holographic calculation of EE [30, 31] in

dS4/CFT3, in which a concrete example is known; a duality between a higher-spin gravity
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on dS4 and large N Sp(N) vector model [25]. The authors of [30, 31] claimed that the
leading term of the holographic entanglement entropy in dSd+1/CFTd has an overall factor
(−i)d−1, so that the entanglement entropy takes real-valued when d = 3. For example, the
leading area term takes the form

R2
dS

4G(4)
N

Vol(S1)
ε

(5.61)

One might think that this is not consistent with our calculation, in which the leading term
always takes imaginary-valued. However, this is actually consistent with the imaginary
part of our calculation. To see this, we have to be careful for definition of the cutoff ε. As
noted above, the cutoffs in AdS and dS are related by εAdS = −iεdS. In fact, the cutoff ε

in (5.61) is the one defined in AdS, i.e. εAdS. Therefore if we rewrite (5.61) by using εdS,
then the result is imaginary and consistent with the leading term of our calculation.

On the other hand, the real part in (5.46) is a new ingredient of our calculation. We
can see that the real part

Rd−1
dS

4G(d+1)
N

Vol(Sd−2)
√
πΓ
(
d−1

2

)
2Γ
(
d
2

) (5.62)

is identical to a half of the de Sitter entropy in dSd+1.

6 Conclusions and discussions

In this paper we introduced a new quantity called timelike entanglement entropy (EE)
and studied its properties from both the field theoretic and the holographic viewpoint.
The timelike EE S

(T)
A is defined by changing a spacelike subsystem A into a timelike one.

This is also equivalent to flipping the role of the time and space coordinates. We present
analytical expressions of timelike EE in two dimensional CFTs based on both the replica
method analysis and the numerical computation in free field theories. This quantity has a
universal imaginary part and can be regarded as a special example of pseudo entropy.

Next we considered a holographic calculation of timelike EE by extending the holo-
graphic entanglement entropy. Through calculations of holographic timelike EE in the
basic examples of pure AdS3 and BTZ, we propose the following definition for the holo-
graphic timelike entanglement entropy. Given a timelike boundary region A we consider
the union of timelike and spacelike extremal surfaces which form a single simply connected
surface which is homologous to A. We call such a surface a “path” and the collection of
all such paths {ΓA}. Over this space we vary the joining points and keep only those paths
which are stationary with respect to this variation {ΓsA}. In general, these paths include
timelike geodesics which produce the imaginary part of timelike EE. This implies that the
time coordinate emerges from the imaginary part of the timelike EE (or pseudo entropy)
generalizing the familiar idea that the space coordinate emerges from the entanglement
entropy.
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In the examples of section 3 we did not construct all possible paths. Instead, only
those paths were considered which allowed for the imaginary part to be maximal which
matched the expectation coming from the boundary calculation via Wick rotation. This
essentially forced the joining parts to lie as far to past or future as possible such that they
occurred on horizons or singularities. In order for the answers to agree this was essentially
necessary. It is possible that more care will be needed in defining the correct set of paths
to optimize with respect to. It is possible that a generalization of the ‘Hartle-Hawking’
like geometry shown in figure 9, which provided the specific locations of joining points of
paths in global AdS3, may provide additional insight.

Also in principle there may be multiple stationary paths with different complex val-
ued areas in which case it is necessary to distinguish between them in order to correctly
determine the path that corresponds to the timelike entanglement entropy. This already
happened for the two party timelike entanglement entropies which exhibit a similar con-
nected/disconnected transition compared with their spacelike counterparts. However, when
considering the timelike mutual information for the examples presented we found it as de-
fined to always be entirely real. As such for this specific situation it seems natural to
select the saddle for which the timelike mutual information is maximized. This is however
a prescription highly specific to the setups considered. One would desire a set of concrete
rules to distinguish between stationary paths of different complex valued area. Presum-
ably such a general prescription for multiple saddles will include some comparison of the
relative magnitudes of the imaginary and real components of the areas of these saddles.
At the present we are agnostic as to what the correct prescription is, additional explicit
examples which include multiple saddles are needed to make further progress.9 We leave
such explorations to future work.

For the shock wave geometry and local operator quench we found the surprising result
that the timelike entanglement entropy of a single region on one boundary is dependent
on the shock wave and is capable of probing beyond the horizon. This conclusion was
confirmed by explicit CFT calculations which implement the careful Wick rotation of the
boundary CFT. This demonstrates that to determine the timelike entanglement entropy it
is generally incorrect to simply analytically continue the entanglement entropy and more
care must be taken. As a consequence the timelike entanglement entropy could play a larger
role in our understanding of black hole information and the interior and the emergence of
spacetime geometry from entanglement.

We also studied a higher dimensional generalization of holographic timelike EE. This
is straightforward for hyperbolic subsystems. However, the holographic calculation turned
out to be very non-trivial for strip shaped subsystems, where a naive analytic continuation
of the holographic result from the spacelike subsystem to timelike one is difficult to under-
stand from the extremal surface viewpoint. We leave a better understanding of this issue
for a future problem.

9See for example [22] which appeared while this paper was in preparation. Given multiple stationary
paths the authors suggest that only those with the smallest imaginary component should be considered and
among these the one of smallest real component selected. At present it is not clear to us that their or our
examples can fully distinguish between this or other possible proposals.
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Finally we also found that if we apply the idea of holographic EE to the dS/CFT,
we obtain a complex-valued entropy as the extremal surface consisting of both timelike
and spacelike pieces. This looks analogous to the holographic timelike EE, though the
imaginary part is universal in the latter, while it is not in dS/CFT. We argued that this
complex-valued entropy can also be properly understood as the pseudo entropy. We also
pointed out that the holographic pseudo entropy in dS/CFT is related to the holographic
timelike EE in AdS/CFT via a double Wick rotation. Furthermore, we found that the real
part of the holographic pseudo entropy can be interpreted as a half of the dS entropy in
any dimensions. Recently, it was argued [71] using algebraic considerations that the dS
entropy has the maximal entropy. Although their definition of entropy is distinct from
ours, relating these discussions to that of pseudo entropy is an interesting direction for
possible future work.
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A Calculation of thermofield mutual information for holographic CFTs

In this appendix we derive the thermofield mutual information for a 2d holographic CFT.
For a thermal state of inverse temperature β the boundary manifold is a cylinder of radius
β. We consider two intervals A = [ua, va] and B = [ub, vb] with

uA = a, vA = b, uB = c+ iβ

2 , vB = d+ iβ

2 , a < b, c < d (A.1)

this has the effect of placing the interval B on the opposite side of the cylinder. Such a set
up corresponds to placing one interval on each of the boundaries of the dual bulk geometry
which is the BTZ black hole [60].

The thermofield mutual information can be calculated using the replica method where
twist operators σ± are inserted at the end points of boundary regions. Note the twist
operators must be inserted with opposite ordering on one side due to the opposing time
orientation of the two boundaries (see e.g. [60, 72]). The correct prescription is shown in
figure 25.
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Figure 25. The boundary manifold with twist operator insertions for the calculation of tr(ρnAB).
The two intervals are placed a distance β

2 apart in euclidean time. This corresponds to one interval
being located on each of the two boundaries of the BTZ black hole. Because the time runs in
opposite directions on the two boundaries the correct prescription requires that the twist operators
σ± be placed in the opposite orientation on one side.

The thermofield mutual information is defined as the mutual information for these
regions and is written in terms of the twist operators as

JAB = lim
n→1

1
1− n log

[
tr(ρnA) tr(ρnB)

tr(ρnAB)

]

= lim
n→1

1
1− n log

[
〈σ+
n (uA)σ−n (vA)〉β〈σ+

n (uB)σ−n (vB)〉β
〈σ+
n (uA)σ−n (vA)σ−n (uB)σ+

n (vB)〉β

] (A.2)

where n is the number of replicas which we will analytically continued and then take to
be one. To start we consider the two point functions which are entirely fixed by conformal
symmetry and given by

〈σ+
n (ui)σ−n (vi)〉β =

∣∣∣∣ πε

βSuivi

∣∣∣∣2∆n

. (A.3)

Here the conformal dimension ∆n of the twist operators is given by

∆n = c

12
(n− 1)(n+ 1)

n
(A.4)

and for convenience we have defined

Sij = sinh
(
π

β
(i− j)

)
, Cij = cosh

(
π

β
.(i− j)

)
. (A.5)

It is also necessary to consider the 4-point function

〈σ+
n (uA)σ−n (vA)σ−n (uB)σ+

n (vB)〉β (A.6)

We make use the conformal map z = e
2πw
β which maps the cylinder to the plane∣∣∣∣∣

(2πε
β

)4
e

2π
β

(uA+vA+uB+vB)
∣∣∣∣∣
∆n

〈σ+
n (e

2π
β
uA)σ−n (e

2π
β
vA)σ−n (e

2π
β
uB )σ+

n (e
2π
β
vB )〉 (A.7)

where for a function f(φ) correlation functions of primary operators transform as

〈Φ(f(φ1)) · · ·Φ(f(φn))〉 =
n∏
j

∣∣f ′(φj)∣∣−∆j 〈Φ(φ1) · · ·Φ(φn)〉. (A.8)
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In order to evaluate the 4-point function

〈σ+
n (z1)σ−n (z2)σ−n (z3)σ+

n (z4)〉 (A.9)

we need the twist operators to take the usual ordering. We make use of the Mobius
transformation

q(z) = (z − z1)(z4 − z3)
(z − z3)(z4 − z1) (A.10)

which maps z1 → 0, z3 → ∞, z4 → 1. z2 determines the cross-ratio x which is real with
0 ≤ x ≤ 1 and given by

xs = x = SbaSdc
CdaCcb

, xt = 1− x = CcaCdb
CdaCcb

,
x

1− x = SbaSdc
CcaCdb

. (A.11)

Using conformal symmetry the 4-point functions are related by [73]

〈σ+
n (z1)σ−n (z2)σ−n (z3)σ+

n (z4)〉 =
∣∣∣∣ x(x− 1)
z21z43z41z32z31z42

∣∣∣∣
4∆n

3
〈σ+
n (q1)σ−n (q2)σ+

n (q3)σ−n (q4)〉.
(A.12)

This 4-point function is now in the standard form and for the large c holographic limit can
be expanded in vacuum conformal blocks [61] f0(x)

〈σ+
n (q1)σ−n (q2)σ+

n (q3)σ−n (q4)〉 ∼ c2
ne
− c6f0(x)− c6f0(x̄) (A.13)

where c2
n → 1 as n → 1. There are two ways f0 can be expanded corresponding to the s

and t channels where to leading order f0 is given by

f0(x) =

(n− 1) log(x), s-channel
(n− 1) log(1− x), t-channel.

(A.14)

Altogether the full 4-point function can be written as

〈σ+
n (uA)σ−n (vA)σ−n (uB)σ+

n (vB)〉β =
(
πε

β

)4∆n

c2
n

∣∣∣∣ 1
CdaCcb

∣∣∣∣2∆n

x
−(n−1) c3
s,t . (A.15)

We are now prepared to calculate the thermofield mutual information. Gathering the pieces
we have

JAB = lim
n→1

1
1− n log

x(n−1) c3
s,t

c2
n

∣∣∣∣CdaCcbSbaSdc

∣∣∣∣2∆n


= c

3 log
[

1
xs,t

(
SbaSdc
CdaCcb

)] (A.16)

so that
JAB = c

3 max
(

0, log
[
SbaSdc
CcaCdb

])
(A.17)

as required.
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