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1 Introduction

Reconciling Hawking’s calculation of black hole evaporation [4–6] with the idea that quan-
tum gravity is unitary has been a longstanding puzzle, e.g., see [7–9]. However, remarkable
recent progress has made it possible to compute the Page curve in a controlled man-
ner [10, 11]. This progress has led to an explosion of explorations of the information
paradox and the Page curve [12–52].1

The new insights are summarized by a general rule, known as the ‘island rule’ [76].
This rule states that the entanglement entropy of Hawking radiation should be evaluated as

S(R) = min
{

ext
islands

(
S(R ∪ islands) + A(∂(islands))

4G

)}
, (1.1)

where the radiation is captured in a (non-gravitating) subsystem or subregion R. However,
this expression also allows for contributions from (disconnected) regions in the gravitating
spacetime, called islands. The islands contribute in the first term through the entanglement
of quantum excitations in these regions with the Hawking radiation, and also with a gravi-
tational entropy term, i.e., the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy evaluated on the boundary of
the islands. The idea is that at late stages of the evaporation (or evolution in the following),
the quantum entanglement becomes large enough to compete with the classical geometric
contribution and the extremization procedure in eq. (1.1) may produce new saddle points,
with nontrivial island regions. The striking result is that an island configuration minimizes

1This progress has also stimulated new insights from a variety of different perspectives [53–75].

– 1 –



J
H
E
P
0
3
(
2
0
2
2
)
1
3
6

the entropy after the Page time, but the island shrinks (to zero) as the black hole continues
to evaporate, thus recovering the expected Page curve [77, 78] — see the review in [79].

The island rule was originally devised by studying a doubly holographic model of two-
dimensional black holes in Jackiw-Teitelboim (JT) gravity [76]. Similar doubly holographic
models were extensively developed in [1, 2, 25, 40, 54, 80]. These models involve intro-
ducing a tensionful brane in the AdS bulk, which backreacts the spacetime geometry and
produces new graviton modes localized in the vicinity of the brane [81–84]. The interesting
feature of these models is that the physics can be described with three different points
of view: (i) the boundary and (ii) bulk perspective, as expected by the usual AdS/CFT
correspondence, and also (iii) the brane perspective, with an effective gravitational theory
on the brane coupled to the boundary CFT [1, 2]. In investigating the island formula (1.1),
the real advantage of the doubly holographic models is that the computations of the en-
tanglement entropy are purely geometric using the standard RT/HRT prescription [85–88]
for holographic entanglement entropy.

The present work is a natural continuation of [2], which studied the island rule (1.1) in
the context of a doubly holographic construction built on massless hyperbolic black holes
in an AdSd+1 bulk. Investigating the scenario first studied in [16], the Page curve was
recovered for an eternal black hole in equilibrium with a finite-temperature bath region
coupled to each asymptotic boundary. In this context, the temperature of the bath was
fine-tuned to match the curvature scale of the boundary, and the horizons were infinite
in extent. In the present work, we evade both of these restrictions. However, to do
so, our doubly holographic model is restricted to a d = 2 boundary theory or a three-
dimensional bulk.2 Our results can be described from three different perspectives of our
doubly holographic construction:

• From the boundary perspective, we have two bath CFTs each coupled to a conformal
defect. These two-dimensional CFTs are each placed on a cylinder with circumfer-
ence 2πR, and they are entangled in a thermofield double state characterized by a
temperature T . As the system evolves in time, the entanglement entropy between the
defect and the bath grows until it saturates to either the thermal entropy of the bath
or the defect entropy. The latter is determined by the relative information capacity
of the two subsystems, i.e., which of the two entropies is smaller.

• From the bulk perspective, we have a three-dimensional eternal BTZ black hole (2.3)
extended by the inclusion of a backreacting two-dimensonal brane which extends
between the two asymptotic boundaries. We consider separately the cases of ordinary
tensionful branes and branes supporting JT gravity. This perspective illustrates the
advantage of the doubly holographic models because the entanglement entropy is
evaluated geometrically using the usual RT/HRT prescription, and we must choose
the minimal surface among three different classes of extremal surfaces.

2A somewhat related construction appeared in [89], where authors studied d = 2 black holes in JT
gravity by performing a partial dimensional reduction of a BTZ geometry.
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• From the brane perspective, the bath CFTs are coupled to either side of a two-
dimensional eternal black hole, as illustrated in figure 2. It is this perspective which
poses a potential information paradox [16]. While the system is prepared in a Hartle-
Hawking state and the bath CFTs are in thermal equilibrium with the gravitating
region on the brane, the entanglement between the two subsystems grows as they ex-
change quanta at the microscopic level. However, the entanglement entropy saturates
with the formation of a quantum extremal island in the brane in the regime where
the black hole (or the defect) has the smaller information capacity. In the regime
where the thermal entropy of the bath CFTs is smaller, the entanglement entropy is
saturated at this level instead.

The remainder of our paper is organized as follows: in section 2, we extend the con-
struction presented in [1, 2] to formulate a doubly holographic model for an eternal black
hole with an arbitrary temperature on a two-dimensional brane, using the BTZ geometry
in the three-dimensional bulk. As noted above, we consider two approaches, the first with
an ordinary tensionful brane and the second with a brane which supports JT gravity. In
section 3, we show that, as expected, the potential information paradox is evaded by the
formation of quantum extremal islands for each of these models. We conclude with a dis-
cussion of our main results and future directions in section 4. We leave some details in
appendices. Appendix A reviews the effective gravitational theory on the brane, both with
and without a JT gravity term. In appendix B, we provide some expressions for the length
of geodesics in AdS3, which are useful for evaluating the holographic entanglement entropy
in section 3. We examine the black hole thermodynamics and the Hawking-Page transition
for our doubly holographic black holes in appendix C.

2 Braneworld black holes

Refs. [1, 2] extensively studied quantum extremal islands and the Page curve in the context
of doubly holographic models — see also [12–14, 20, 25, 27, 29, 31, 34, 35, 39, 40, 42–
44, 46, 50, 54, 80, 90]. While their analysis considered these phenomena in any number
of dimensions, it focused on a construction involving zero-energy black holes in the bulk
spacetime and on the brane. That is, in all cases, the underlying geometry was simply
the AdS spacetime. This amounted to fine-tuning the temperature of the bath CFT to
T = 1

2πR , where R corresponds to the curvature scale in the boundary geometry. In
the following, we study a similar construction where we evade this restriction. However,
this generalization requires us to restrict our analysis to d = 2, i.e., a two-dimensional
boundary CFT.

Following [1, 2], our bulk gravitational theory is Einstein gravity in three dimensions
coupled to a two-dimensonal brane:

Ibulk + Ibrane = 1
16πGN

∫
d3x
√
−g

[
R+ 2

L2

]
− T0

∫
d2x
√
−h . (2.1)

The parameters defining this theory include: GN , the bulk Newton’s constant; L, the
three-dimensional AdS scale; and T0, the tension of the brane. Further, gab is the metric in
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the three-dimensional bulk while hij is the induced metric on the brane. The variation of
this action (2.1) yields the usual Einstein equation away from the brane, while the effect
of the brane is accounted for by the Israel junctions conditions [91]

∆Kij − hij ∆Kk
k = −8πGN T0 hij , (2.2)

where ∆Kij is the discontinuity in the extrinsic curvature across the surface occupied by
the brane.

We begin our construction by considering the bulk geometry given by the BTZ black
hole [92–94]

ds2 = −
(
r2

L2 − µ
2
)
L2

R2dt
2 + dr2

r2

L2 − µ2
+ r2dφ2, (2.3)

where the dimensionless parameter µ is related to the mass and the horizon is positioned
at r = rh = µL. As usual, the maximally extended geometry is holographically dual to the
two copies of the boundary CFT entangled in a thermofield double state [95]. With the
asymptotic limit r →∞, we identify the background metric for the CFTs

ds2
CFT = −dt2 +R2 dφ2 . (2.4)

The angle φ has period3 2π and so the circumference of this cylindrical boundary geometry
is C = 2π R. Given the metric (2.3), it is straightforward to evaluate the temperature as

T = µ

2πR . (2.5)

The black hole mass and entropy are also easily found to be

E = Lµ2

8GN R
= π2

3 cRT 2 and S = Lπµ

2GN
= 2π2

3 cRT . (2.6)

The final expressions are written in terms of the boundary parameters R, T and the central
charge c, given by [96]

c = 3L
2GN

. (2.7)

Of course, these formulae (2.6) match the energy and entropy expected for a two-dimensional
CFT in a thermal state (at temperature T and on an interval of length C = 2π R).

Brane profile. Following [1, 2], we place a defect on each boundary at φ = 0 (with φ ∈
[−π, π]). In the bulk, this corresponds to having the two-dimensional brane extend across
the Einstein-Rosen bridge and reach out to intersect the two asymptotic boundaries at φ =
0. As noted above, the brane profile is determined by the Israel junction condition (2.2).

A special feature of three dimensions is that imposing the Einstein equations is restric-
tive enough to require that the bulk geometry satisfies Rabcd = −1/L2 (gacgbd−gadgbc), i.e.,
locally, the geometry matches that of AdS3 space. As a result, inserting the two-dimensional
brane does not deform the bulk geometry away from the brane surface. Further, similarly

3In the usual BTZ solution, this fixed period for φ extends throughout the bulk, but it will be allowed
to vary in our brane construction below.
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to the analysis in [1, 2], we find that the junction conditions (2.2) can be satisfied with the
simple ansatz

Kij = 4πGNT0 hij . (2.8)

The problem then reduces to solving for an unknown static hypersurface

B : φ− f(r) = 0 . (2.9)

That is, the bulk geometry on either side of the brane is described by the metric (2.3),
however, the angular range is now −π ≤ φ ≤ f(r) on the left side, and −f(r) ≤ φ ≤ π on
the right side — see the sketch in figure 1.

The normal to the brane B is given by na = N (0,−f ′(r), 1) where the normalization
N =

(
1
r2 +

(
r2

L2 − µ2
)
f ′(r)2

)−1/2
ensures that nana = 1. The induced metric and extrinsic

curvature for the surface can then be evaluated as

hab = gab − nanb and Kab = 1
2 Lngab (2.10)

where Ln is the Lie derivative along the normal vector. Then solving eq. (2.8), we find the
brane profile is given by

sinhµφ = kµL

r
(2.11)

where the constant k is determined by the brane tension T0

k = 4πGNLT0√
1− 16π2G2

NL
2 T 2

0

. (2.12)

Note that an integration constant was chosen in eq. (2.11) so that, as described above,
the brane intersects the boundary at φ = 0. Notice that approaching the singularity, the
periodicity of φ contains a logarithmic divergence,

∆φ ∼ 2f(r → 0) ∼ 2
µ

log 2kµL
r

. (2.13)

However, the proper distance around the φ direction still contracts to zero in this limit,
i.e., limr→0 r∆φ→ 0. Figure 1 illustrates the time slice t = 0 for our brane construction.

Inserting the brane profile (2.11) into eq. (2.3), we find the induced metric on the brane
to be

ds2
B = −

(
r2

L2 − µ
2
)
L2

R2dt
2 +

(
1

r2

L2 − µ2
+ k2

r2

L2 + k2µ2

)
dr2 . (2.14)

Now with a simple coordinate transformation r2 = ρ2 − k2µ2L2, we obtain the following
two-dimensional black hole metric on the brane

ds2
B = −

(
ρ2

`2B
− µ2

)
`2B
R2dt

2 + dρ2

ρ2

`2B
− µ2

, (2.15)

where
`2B
L2 = k2 + 1 = 1

1− 16π2G2
NL

2 T 2
0
. (2.16)
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Figure 1. On the left, a t = 0 time slice of the BTZ spacetime with the brane shown in green,
intersecting the two asymptotic boundaries at φ = 0. The red lines correspond to φ = −π and
φ = π and are to be identified. We show the boundaries at r →∞ in blue at the top and bottom,
and the horizon r = rh with a dotted line. Recall the backreaction of the brane generates a great
deal of ‘extra’ geometry near the brane. This effect is illustrated in the sketch of the t = 0 slice on
the right, where the two regions are glued together along the green curve. The shaded green region
corresponds to the extra geometry that the brane adds.

The above geometry (2.15) has a constant curvature with `B being the radius of curvature,
i.e., the Ricci scalar is given by R̃ = −2/`2B. Hence, the BTZ geometry in the bulk induces
a locally AdS2 black hole on the brane, with a horizon at ρ = µ`B. It is straightforward to
confirm that the latter coincides with the BTZ horizon at r = µL and that the temperature
matches that found above, i.e., T = µ/(2πR) as in eq. (2.5).

The energy and entropy can be evaluated (see appendix C)4

E = π2

3 cRT 2 and S = 2π2

3 cRT + c

3 arcsinh k (2.17)

= 2π2

3 cRT + c

3 log 2k + · · · .

In the second line, we have assumed the large k regime and the ellipsis indicates higher order
terms, beginning at order 1/(k log k). Comparing these results with eq. (2.6), the energy
and entropy of a regular BTZ black hole, we see that while the energy is not modified in the
defect theory, the defect makes a constant contribution to the entropy which is independent
of the temperature. From the brane perspective, the defect entropy corresponds to the Wald
entropy evaluated for the black hole on the brane using the effective gravitational action
— see appendix A. From the boundary perspective, this contribution corresponds to the
Affleck-Ludwig entropy [97] associated with the defect, i.e., Sdef = 2 log g.5 It is convenient

4Note the calculation in appendix C involves two defects on each boundary and hence the defect contri-
bution to the entropy is twice as large there as above, e.g., compare eqs. (2.17) and (C.19).

5Including a factor of 2 here is natural because we are considering a defect rather than a boundary CFT.
With this normalization, our result matches the holographic calculation of log g in [98].
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to define this constant as the defect central charge, i.e.,

cdef = 2 log g = c

3 arcsinh k ' c

3 log 2k , (2.18)

as it characterizes the number of degrees of freedom associated with the defect.
To close here, let us note that generally we are interested in the situation where the

tension approaches the critical limit 4πGNLTcrit = 1. That is, we consider

ε ≡ 1− 4πGNLT0 � 1 . (2.19)

Hence with
`2B
L2 = 1

ε(2− ε) and k = 1− ε√
ε(2− ε)

, (2.20)

we are working in the regime where `B � L and k � 1. From the bulk perspective, the
brane moves far for the center of the AdS geometry in this limit, e.g., f(r)� 1. From the
boundary perspective, this limit corresponds to a large number of degrees of freedom on
the defect, i.e., cdef � 1. Further, the ratio of the central charges associated with the defect
and the CFT is large, i.e., cdef/c ∼ log 2k � 1. It was argued in [54] that the information
leaks slowly from the defect to the bath in this regime.

JT branes. In recent studies of the Page curve e.g., [10, 16, 76], there has been great
interest in studying black holes in two-dimensional Jackiw-Teitelboim (JT) gravity [99, 100].
Hence it is natural to extend our work here to consider branes which support JT gravity.
In this case, the brane action Ibrane in eq. (2.1) is replaced with

IJT = 1
16πGbrane

∫
d2x
√
−h

[
ϕ0R̃+ ϕ

(
R̃+ 2

`2JT

)]
. (2.21)

The interested reader will find a more detailed discussion in appendix A, however, the key
difference is that the brane geometry is now governed by the dilaton equation: R̃ = −2/`2JT.
Hence as before, the brane geometry corresponds to that of AdS2 with `B = `JT. Therefore,
the brane profile and induced metric are again described by eqs. (2.11) and (2.15) where

`2B
L2 = k2 + 1 = `2JT

L2 . (2.22)

Of course, the dilaton plays a central role in determining the dynamics of JT grav-
ity [101], and in the present case, this scalar field makes an essential contribution to the
horizon entropy on the brane. Hence, as well as the brane geometry, we must also consider
the dilaton profile on the brane. While ϕ0 is simply a (large) constant, ϕ grows outside of
the horizon. The total dilaton profile is then given by

ϕ0 + ϕ ' ϕ̄0 + ϕ̄ = ϕ̄0 + ϕ̄r
`B µ

ρ . (2.23)

As described in appendix A, the bare dilaton ϕ0 + ϕ differs from the shifted scalar ϕ̄0 + ϕ̄

by a constant of order 1/k2.

– 7 –



J
H
E
P
0
3
(
2
0
2
2
)
1
3
6

Figure 2. Penrose diagram of the system from the brane perspective. The brane inherits an eternal
black hole geometry (2.15). The two bath CFTs are defined on a cylinder and are coupled to the
gravity theory on the brane through the green junctions at φ = 0.

The energy and entropy are given by (see eqs. (C.48) and (C.49))6

E = π2

3 cRT 2 , S = 2π2

3 cRT + c′def , (2.24)

where c′def is the modified central charge of the defect dual to the brane supporting JT
gravity,7 i.e.,

c′def = 2 log g′ = c

3 arcsinh k + ϕ0 + ϕ̄r
4Gbrane

. (2.25)

The increase coming from the second term is simply contribution to the horizon entropy
coming from JT gravity on the brane.

To conclude here, we summarize our construction from the point of view of the three
different holographic perspectives: in the bulk perspective, the system is completely ge-
ometric and is described by a (locally) BTZ geometry with an AdS2 brane spanning the
Einstein-Rosen bridge. The boundary perspective describes the system as two CFTs each
coupled to a conformal defect and defined on a cylinder of size 2πR. These two theories
are then entangled in a thermofield double state with temperature T = µ/2πR. From the
brane perspective, we have a two-dimensional black hole on the brane that is coupled to
the two boundary CFTs. The Penrose diagram for this setup in the brane perspective is
shown in figure 2.

3 Page curve

In this section, we use our construction to examine the Page curve for an eternal black hole
and two nongravitating baths, following the discussion in [16]. More precisely, as noted
above, the brane perspective of our system describes an eternal AdS2 black hole (2.15)
coupled (on each side) to a bath CFT on a cylinder R × S1 of radius R — see figure 2.

6In comparing the entropy here with eq. (C.49), remember there is a single defect in each boundary
CFT here while there are two defects in each boundary for the system studied in appendix C.

7As indicated here, the dilaton contribution also appears in the holographic calculation of the Affleck-
Ludwig entropy associated with the defect [98].
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The quantum fields on the t = 0 slice are prepared in the Hartle-Hawking state with a
Euclidean path integral. An information paradox then arises as follows: the black hole and
the two baths continuously exchange thermal quanta, increasing the entanglement entropy
between the gravitating region and the bath. In particular, quanta from the bath regions
may fall into the gravitational region on the brane and disappear behind the black hole
horizon. Similarly, Hawking quanta emitted by the black hole may escape the gravitating
brane and be absorbed by the bath. The paradox stands in the fact that if the black hole is
a quantum system with a finite number of degrees of freedom then the final entanglement
entropy must be limited by this number. Of course, the excess entanglement entropy can
be avoided by the formation of island in eq. (1.1) and in which case the paradox is evaded.

This discussion was originally formulated in context of two baths of infinite size, in
which case the bath had the capacity to hold an infinite amount of information. In the
present case, both of the boundary baths have a finite size and so have a finite number of
degrees of freedom. We will see that the finite information capacity of the bath will be the
limiting factor in the growth of the entanglement entropy for small baths. In this case, no
quantum extremal island forms and the details of the gravitational system on the brane
are not important. Instead, the entanglement entropy is saturated at the thermal entropy
of the two bath regions, as observed in the early work of [102]. A similar saturation of
entropy without islands was observed for finite intervals of semi infinite baths in [50]. As
we increase the size of the bath regions, their information capacity eventually surpasses
that of the black hole and the initial growth of the entanglement is saturated by the black
hole entropy, as observed in [16].

To formulate a precise calculation, we exclude two small regions around the defects
in each bath, i.e., RL,R = {φ : −φΣ < φ < φΣ} where φΣ � 1. We then consider the
entanglement entropy of the combination of the bath regions R = RR ∪RL where RL,R =
{φ : |φ| > φΣ} in the two boundary CFTs. This is the region where the Hawking radiation
from the gravitating brane accumulates. From the brane perspective, the Page curve
saturates when a nontrivial quantum extremal surface forms on the brane to extremize the
island rule (1.1). An advantage of our doubly holographic model is that the calculations
of the entanglement entropy reduce to the usual RT/HRT prescription [85–88] from the
bulk perspective. In three dimensions, the RT surfaces are simply geodesics and further,
since the bulk geometry is locally identical to AdS3, their ‘area’ (i.e., their length) is easily
computed — see appendix B.

Of course, as is common, there may be more than one extremal surface and then one
must determine which provides the minimal length and hence corresponds to the dominant
saddle in the RT calculation [88]. A valid candidate RT surface needs to be anchored to the
boundaries of R = RL∪RR and must be homologous to this boundary region. It is not hard
to see that there are three classes of valid candidate surfaces for the present problem. Each
of these is comprised of two disconnected geodesics. As sketched in figure 3, we have: (i) in
red, two geodesics connecting points on the opposite boundaries and hence, which traverse
the Einstein-Rosen bridge; (ii) in blue, two geodesics connecting points on a single boundary
and which circumnavigate around the horizon, rather than crossing the brane; and (iii) in
yellow, two geodesics connecting points on a single boundary and which cross the brane.

– 9 –
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Figure 3. Sketches of the three classes of extremal surfaces appearing in calculations of the
holographic entanglement entropy for the two regions R = RR ∪ RL = {φ : |φ| > φΣ in both
asymptotic boundaries} (shown in magenta). On the left, a time slice of the right side of the
eternal black hole. On the right, the same time slice but now the embedding diagram shows both
sides of the Einstein-Rosen bridge. The brane corresponds to the green curve but recall that the
backreaction of the brane generates extra geometry near the brane — see figure 1. In red, we have
the extremal surfaces (i) contributing to the early-time phase. In blue and yellow, we have the (ii)
and (iii) surfaces contributing to the thermal and island phase respectively. The latter exchange
dominance depending on the size of the bath.

Let us make a few remarks. The surfaces (i) traverse the full geometry and will be
time dependent, as will be made more clear later. This class of surface should therefore be
the dominant one during the initial growth phase of the Page curve. In contrast, because
surfaces (ii) and (iii) fully lie on a single side of the eternal black hole geometry, they
will be geodesics lying on a time-slice of the BTZ geometry (2.15) and their lengths will
be time-independent. Thus, we surmise that they will become dominant in the late time
phase of the Page curve. Further, the surfaces (iiii) cross the brane and so they will be
relevant in a regime where a quantum extremal island forms from the brane perspective.
To distinguish among the three surfaces, we will denote the phases when each is dominant
as (i) the early-time or growth phase; (ii) the thermal phase; and (iii) the island phase. We
now proceed with the computation of the entanglement entropies for the various phases
and the evaluation of the Page curve.

Early-time phase. We begin with the class (i) of extremal surfaces which will describe
the early-time phase. Here, the RT surfaces cross the Einstein-Rosen bridge connecting the
two asymptotic boundaries. To find these geodesics, we make use of the Kruskal extension
of the BTZ spacetime, described in appendix B. In particular, a curve that crosses from
boundary to boundary will necessarily have to cross the line u = 0 for some v. To find the
geodesic distance, we minimize among all choices of v. That is, we first find the distance
dR from the right boundary to u = 0, then the distance dL from the left boundary to u = 0,
and minimize their sum d = dL + dR for all choices of v [103]. If the geodesics extend to

– 10 –
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some large radial cutoff r = rmax, we obtain the following length

Length(Σearly) = 2L log
(2rmax

µL

)
+ 2L log

(
cosh µt

R

)
. (3.1)

To get the total entropy we multiply by two to account for both surfaces, hence obtaining

Searly(R) = Length(Σearly)
2GN

= 2c
3 log

( 1
πδT

)
+ 2c

3 log (cosh(2πTt)) , (3.2)

where the final answer is written in terms of boundary variables: c = 3L/2GN , T = µ/2πR,
and the short-distance cutoff in the boundary CFT

δ = LR

rmax
. (3.3)

For times greater than the thermal scale, i.e., t & 1/(2πT ), the above result (3.2) reduces to

Searly(R) ' 2c
3

[
log

( 1
2πδT

)
+ 2πT t

]
. (3.4)

Hence we find the linear growth expected from Hawking’s calculation. This result agrees
with earlier results in the literature [2, 16, 102]. Let us note here that the rate of increase
of the entanglement entropy is given by

∂tSearly(R) ' 4πc
3 T = 2 s , (3.5)

where s corresponds to the entropy density of the thermal CFT — compare to eq. (2.6).

Late-time phase. Let us now consider the late-time phase, where the entropy should
remain constant. As described above, there are two classes of geodesics available to describe
this phase, i.e., the (ii) and (iii) surfaces. As is well known, because the BTZ geometry is
static, the corresponding geodesics lie on a constant time slice bulk geometry and hence
have a constant length. Let us begin with class (ii) which circumnavigates the horizon,
avoiding the brane and hence avoiding the formation of islands. The length can be evaluated
using eq. (B.7) taking ∆φ = 2π − 2φΣ, t1 = t2 and r1 = r2 = rmax � L large r. The
corresponding entanglement entropy is

Sthermal(R) = Length(Σthermal)
2GN

= 2c
3

[
log

( 1
πδT

)
+ log (sinh(πT (C −∆`)))

]
, (3.6)

where we have introduced the circumference C = 2πR of each bath, and the width ∆` =
2φΣR of the gap around the defect. As expected, the above entropy is clearly independent
of time, however, the result is dependent on the size of the CFT bath. In fact, the expression
in eq. (3.6) precisely matches twice the entanglement entropy of a thermal mixed state for
a two-dimensional CFT at temperature T and on an interval of length C −∆` [104, 105].
Of course, the factor of two comes because there are two bath regions, one on each of the
asymptotic boundaries. The latter was derived for a finite interval in an infinitely long
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system, but it still applies for finite systems with holographic CFTs. Of course, for a large
bath or high temperatures, the entropy simplifies to

Sthermal(R) ' 2c
3

[
log

( 1
2πδT

)
+ πT (C −∆`)

]
. (3.7)

Here, the first term is the same UV-divergent boundary term as appears in the early-time
result (3.4). The second term is easily recognized as twice the thermal entropy of the CFT
at temperature T and on an interval of proper length C−∆`— compare to eq. (2.6). Hence,
the capacity of the boundary baths to store information grows linearly with their size.

We expect the above growth to stop at some large C (or large R), when the dominant
RT surface changes to another configuration. This other configuration corresponds to the
class (iii) which crosses the brane, as described earlier. We determine the length of these
geodesics as follows. First, consider a geodesic from the boundary point (t1, r1 = rmax, φ1 =
−φΣ) to a point on the brane (t2 = t1, r2 = rQES, φ2 = φQES). The subscript QES signifies
that the second point is a candidate for a quantum extremal surface on the brane. As
this point is on the brane, the radius and angle are related by the profile (2.11), i.e.,
rQES = kµL/ sinhµφQES. The length may again be evaluated with eq. (B.7) and doubling
this length, to account for the second half of the surface extending out to the asymptotic
boundary on the other side of the brane, yields

Length(Σisland) = 2L log
(2rmax

Lµ

)
+ 2L log

rQES coshµ(φΣ + φQES)−
√
r2
QES − µ2L2

µL

 .
(3.8)

To find the actual RT surface, we need to minimize the above expression with respect to
the position φQES.8 Hence, setting the derivative with respect to φQES to vanish, we find

sinhµφQES = k sinhµφΣ√
k2 + cosh2 µφΣ

and hence rQES =
µL
√
k2 + cosh2 (µφΣ)

sinhµφΣ
. (3.9)

Note that in the large k limit, this reduces to φQES = φΣ +O(1/k2) and
rQES = µLk/ sinhµφΣ +O(1). Further, in this limit, the corresponding entropy is

Sisland(R) = 2c
3

[
log

( 1
πδT

)
+ log (2k sinh (πT∆`))

]
(3.10)

= 2c
3

[
log

( 1
πδT

)
+ log 2k + log (sinh (πT∆`))

]
. (3.11)

The three contributions above correspond to the boundary term, the defect contribution,
and the thermal entropy for the gap regions of width ∆` around the defects.

Page curve. Combining the above results, the entanglement entropy of the bath region
R becomes

∆S(R) = min (Searly, Sthermal, Sisland)− Searly(R; t = 0) . (3.12)
8As explained in [3], this step corresponds to the minimization over possible islands in eq. (1.1).

– 12 –



J
H
E
P
0
3
(
2
0
2
2
)
1
3
6

The subtraction of Searly(R; t = 0) removes the UV-divergent boundary term from each of
the individual entropies. As expected, we conclude that ∆S(R) will exhibit two phases.
At early times, we have the growth phase where the class (i) surfaces dominate yielding
∆S(R) = Searly − Searly(R; t = 0). This phase, however, is capped off by a second phase
where the entropy is constant. For small baths, we find this entropy to be just thermal,
i.e., ∆S(R) = Sthermal − Searly(R; t = 0). For large baths, the entanglement entropy is
saturated by the defect entropy, i.e., ∆S(R) = Sisland − Searly(R; t = 0).

We can find the critical size Rcrit which determines the transition between the latter
two possibilities by solving

Sthermal(R) = Sisland(R) , (3.13)

which yields

Rcrit '
log 2k

2πT (π − 2φΣ) , (3.14)

where we have assumed RTφΣ � 1 which yields log (sinh (2πTRφΣ)) ' 2πTRφΣ. Of
course, this assumption is consistent with the result in eq. (3.14) unless φΣ ∼ 1/ log 2k.
The behaviour of the entropy for R < Rcrit, i.e., small bath regions, is given by

∆S(R) = min (∆Searly,∆Sthermal) =


2c
3 log (cosh 2πTt) t < tHM ,
2c
3 log (sinh(πT (C −∆`))) t > tHM .

(3.15)

where the transition time is given by tHM ' (C − ∆`)/2.9 Here the subscript indicates
Hartman-Maldacena, since this behaviour precisely matches the results in [102]. We also
note that the final entropy matches the thermal entropy expected for the bath region, as
discussed below eq. (3.6).

For a large bath region with R > Rcrit, the entropy follows the curve

∆S(R) = min (∆Searly,∆Sisland) =


2c
3 log (cosh 2πTt) t < tPage ,
2c
3 log (2k sinh (πT∆`)) t > tPage .

(3.16)

The final entropy here matches twice the Wald entropy of the two-dimensional black hole
on the brane, as shown in eq. (A.5). We note that the above result captures contributions
from an infinite series of higher curvature contributions to the gravitational action (A.2).
The transition occurs at the Page time

tPage = 1
2πT arccosh (2k sinh (πT∆`)) ' 1

2πT
[

log 2k + log sinh (πT∆`))
]
. (3.17)

Of course, for large k, this time is dominated by the contribution proportional to log 2k.
If we recall that cdef/c ∼ log 2k in this regime (see the discussion after eq. (2.20)), the
above result is in agreement with the discussion in [54] which argued that the Page time
is controlled by the ratio of the central charges.

9This result applies for high temperatures, i.e., T & 1/(C −∆`). That is, this simple expression holds
when thermal wavelengths are smaller than the size of the bath regions.
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JT branes. As discussed at the end of section 2, it is interesting to consider the case
where the brane supports JT gravity — see also appendix A.1. We consider the modifica-
tions to the Page curve for this scenario in the following.

With the addition of JT gravity (2.21) on the brane, the generalized entropy appearing
in the island rule (1.1) includes explicit gravitational entropy contributions at the edge of
the island. Hence, the position of the quantum extremal surface is found by extremizing

Sgen = ϕ0 + ϕ

4Gbrane
+ SCFT . (3.18)

In our doubly holographic model, the CFT contribution is given by the standard RT
prescription

SCFT = Length(ΣR)
4Gbulk

, (3.19)

where ΣR is the RT surface anchored at ∂R. The gravitational contributions in eq. (3.18)
appear as boundary terms in the holographic entanglement entropy because of the gravi-
tational action on the brane [1]. Of course, the addition of the dilaton term in eq. (3.18)
is only relevant for the class (iii) surfaces, which cross the brane. Hence JT gravity only
modifies the late-time entropy for the island phase.

The length of the candidate surfaces are given by eq. (3.8) above. Using the dilaton
profile (2.23), the corresponding contribution to the entropy for these surfaces is given by

ϕ0 + ϕ

4Gbrane
= 1

4Gbrane

(
ϕ̄0 + ϕ̄r

`B µ

√
r2

QES + k2µ2L2
)
. (3.20)

As in eq. (2.23), we have dropped a constant correction of order 1/k2. Combining these
two expressions in the generalized entropy (3.18), we now extremize with respect to the
angle φQES where the surface intersects the brane

0 = Geff
Gbrane

ϕ̄r√
k2 + 1

+
2 sinh (µφQES)

(
cosh (µφΣ)

√
k2csch2 (µφQES)− 1− k coth (µφQES)

)
k cosh(µ(φQES + φΣ))

√
k2csch2 (µφQES)− 1 + sinh2(µφQES)− k2csch2(µφQES)

,

(3.21)
where Geff = GN/L is the effective Newton’s constant for the gravitational theory on the
brane — see appendix A.1. We note that as explained in [1], the dilaton term produces
a kink in the RT surface at the brane. That is, the RT surface is no longer smooth as it
crosses the brane. The dependence of the position of the quantum extremal surface, as
well as the change in the late-time entropy in the island phase, as a function of Geff

Gbrane
ϕ̄r

are shown in figures 5 and 6, respectively.
From figure 5, we note that rQES is a monotonically decreasing function of Geff

Gbrane
ϕ̄r.

This can be made more precise as follows: for Geff
Gbrane

ϕ̄r . k, eq. (3.21) can be expanded for
large k keeping µφΣ and µφQES finite to get

Geff
Gbrane

ϕ̄r + 2 sinh (µφQES)cosh (µφΣ)− cosh (µφQES)
cosh (µ(φQES + φΣ))− 1 + · · · = 0 , (3.22)
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Figure 4. Plot of ∆S versus time for various bath sizes R, with fixed temperature T (and choosing
the opening angle ∆φ = 2φΣ = π/10 and k = 1000). For the parameters chosen, the curves range
R = 0.1/T at the bottom to R = Rcrit ≈ 0.39/T at the top. As R increases, the value at which ∆S
saturates increases until it reaches the yellow curve at R = Rcrit. Beyond this size, the curves do
not change.

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

φr Geff
Gbrane

500

1000

1500

2000

2500

rQES
μL

2000 4000 6000 8000 10000

φr Geff
Gbrane

1.000

1.002

1.004

1.006

1.008

rQES
μL

Figure 5. Change in the radial position of the quantum extremal surface for R = 0.4 and the
same base parameters as in figure 4. As shown in the text, rQES

µL is roughly inveresly proportional
to ϕ̄rGeff

Gbrane
for ϕ̄rGeff

Gbrane
. k and asymptotes very close to the horizon for larger values of ϕ̄rGeff

Gbrane
.

From eq. (2.11), decreasing rQES corresponds to increasing µφQES, and so we examine
eq. (3.22) in the limit of large (but still smaller than log k) µφQES. This yields

rQES ' µL
2k

2 sinh(µφΣ) + eµφΣGeff ϕ̄r/Gbrane
. (3.23)

Therefore the radial coordinate is inversely proportional to the dimensionless parameter
Geff
Gbrane

ϕ̄r for 1− e−2µφΣ � Geff
Gbrane

ϕ̄r . k. However, eq. (3.23) shows that once Geff
Gbrane

ϕ̄r ∼ k,
we should keep rQES finite when taking the large k limit which led to eq. (3.22). Thus,
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Figure 6. Change in the final entropy of the island phase for R = 0.4 and the same base parameters
as in figure 4. The increase quickly becomes linear. We have also assumed Geff = Gbrane in these
plots and have ignored the ϕ̄0 contribution to the entropy.

taking the large k limit of eq. (3.21) while keeping µφΣ and rQES finite, we find

Geff
Gbrane

ϕ̄r −

eµφΣ

√
r2

QES
µ2L2 − 1− 1

k

(
1 +

r2
QES
µ2L2

)−1

+ · · · = 0 . (3.24)

The radial coordinate asymptotes to rQES → µL+ 2
k2µLe

−2µφΣ as Geff
Gbrane

ϕ̄r →∞. We note
that since µL denotes the position of the horizon, the above shows that the QES approaches
the horizon but remains a distance of O

(
µL
k2

)
away. For very large Geff

Gbrane
ϕ̄r & k the position

of the extremal surface is

rQES ≈ µL+

 2
k2 + 1

2
(

Geff
Gbrane

ϕ̄r
)2

µLe−2µφΣ . (3.25)

We also note from figure 6, the late-time entropy quickly goes over to a regime where
it grows linearly with Geff

Gbrane
ϕ̄r. This behaviour arises because rQES quickly becomes much

smaller than kµL and so by the coordinate transformation under eq. (2.14), we have ρ =
kµL ≈ µ`B. Hence using eqs. (2.22) and (2.23), the dilaton at the QES saturates to the
horizon value ϕ̄0 + ϕ̄r. Hence the final entropy simply grows linearly with Geff

Gbrane
ϕ̄r.

The (regulated) entropy in the island phase is given by

∆Sisland = ϕ̄0 + ϕ̄r
√

1 + α2

2Gbrane
+ 2c

3 log (k (sinh(πT∆`) +
√

1 + α2cosh(πT∆`)− α)) , (3.26)

where α = 2
2 sinh(πT∆`)+eπT∆`Geff ϕ̄r/Gbrane

. For small values of Geff
Gbrane

ϕ̄r � 1 − e−2πT∆`, we
have α ≈ 1/ sinh (πT∆`), and the entropy is given by

∆Sisland = ϕ̄0 + ϕ̄r coth (πT∆`)
2Gbrane

+ 2c
3 log (2k sinh (πT∆`)) , (3.27)

which is similar to the non JT gravity case in eq. (3.10) with the additional dilaton con-
tribution. This dilaton contribution is grater than the value of the dilaton at the horizon
because rQES is located outside of the horizon in this regime.
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For large enough values of Geff
Gbrane

ϕ̄r � e−πT∆` or of sinh (πT∆`)� 1, we have α� 1
and the entropy becomes

∆Sisland = ϕ̄0 + ϕ̄r
2Gbrane

+ 2c
3 (log k + πT∆`) , (3.28)

and the dilaton contribution has reached its horizon value.
In this case, the transition to the island phase can be found by equating the late time

limit of the early-time entropy in eq. (3.2) to the entropy in the island phase

ϕ̄0 + ϕ̄r
2Gbrane

+ 1
Geff

(log k + πT∆`) = 1
Geff

(2πTt− log 2) , (3.29)

and so the Page time becomes

tPage = Geff
Gbrane

ϕ̄0 + ϕ̄r
4πT + 1

2πT (log 2k + πT∆`) . (3.30)

Similarly, the critical size of the bath at which the island can be formed can be found
by equating entropy in the island phase with the large size limit of the entropy of the
thermal phase10

ϕ̄0 + ϕ̄r
2Gbrane

+ 1
Geff

(log k + πT∆`) = 2L(π − φΣ)µ
4GN

= (π − φΣ)πRT
Geff

. (3.32)

The critical size at which the island becomes the final phase is therefore

Rcrit = 1
π − φΣ

(
Geff
Gbrane

ϕ̄0 + ϕ̄r
4πT + 1

2πT (log 2k + πT∆`)
)
. (3.33)

The Page time (3.30) and the critical radius (3.33) both depend linearly on the combination
Geff

2Gbrane
(ϕ̄0 + ϕ̄r) + log 2k ∼ c′

def
c where c′def = c

3 log 2k + cJT is the central charge of the
conformal defect, cJT = 1

4
ϕ̄0+ϕ̄r
Gbrane

is the central charge of the degrees of freedom dual to JT
gravity, and c is the central charge of the bath CFT. For a large bath region with R > Rcrit,
the entropy follows the curve

∆S(R) = min (∆Searly,∆Sisland) =


2c
3 log (cosh 2πTt) t < tPage ,

∆Sisland t > tPage ,
(3.34)

where Sisland is given in eq. (3.26).

10Of course, this can also be found by matching the Page time in eq. (3.30) and the large bath limit of
the Hartman-Maldacena time

tHM = 1
2πT arccosh(sinh(2πRT (π − φΣ))) ' R(π − φΣ) . (3.31)
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4 Discussion

In our study here, we examined a doubly holographic model, which from the brane perspec-
tive, described two two-dimensional bath CFTs coupled to either side of a two-dimensional
eternal black hole, as illustrated in figure 2. While the bath CFTs are in thermal equi-
librium with the black hole, the entanglement between the two subsystems grows as they
exchange quanta at the microscopic level creating the potential for an information loss para-
dox [16]. Similar doubly holographic models of two-dimensional gravity were introduced
in [54, 76] and extensively studied in, e.g., [12–14, 20, 25, 27, 29, 31, 34, 35, 39, 40, 42–
44, 46, 50, 80, 90]. A minor difference between the present work and those earlier studies
is that, for the most part, they involved Z2-orbifold or end-of-the-world branes analogous
to those appearing in the study of holographic boundary CFTs [98, 106, 107]. In contrast,
following the constructions of [1, 2], our model involved conformal defects which are dual
to two-dimensional branes immersed in the three-dimensional bulk geometry.

The main distinguishing feature of our model was that the bath CFTs had a finite
extent. That is, each of the two-dimensional CFTs was placed on a cylinder R × S1 with
circumference 2πR, as illustrated in figure 2. As a result, the entanglement entropy between
the defect and the bath was saturated at late times, as expected for the Page curve. From
the bulk perspective, the saturation is related to a transition in the RT surface giving the
corresponding holographic entanglement entropy. In the early-time phase, the RT surface
has two components each of which connect the two asymptotic boundaries stretching across
the Einstein-Rosen bridge. In the late-time phase, the components comprising the RT
surface are restricted to either of the exterior regions outside of the event horizon. However,
because the baths are finite in size, there are two possibilities for the latter, as shown in
figure 3.

For large baths, as defined by eqs. (3.14) and (3.33), the minimal late-time RT surfaces
connect the boundary points by crossing the brane. From the brane perspective, this
corresponds to the formation of a quantum extremal island in the gravitating region, as
described in [2]. In the high tension regime (i.e., large k or small ε), the late-time entropy is
approximately twice the horizon entropy of the two-dimensional black hole — see eqs. (3.16)
and (3.34). Thus this scenario evades the information loss paradox and instead recoveres
the expected Page curve.

As shown in eq. (3.15), a similar result holds for small baths but in this case, the late-
time RT surfaces connect the boundary points by circumnavigating the black hole (and
staying away from the brane). Hence, from the brane perspective, no quantum extremal
island appears in this case. Instead, because the RT surfaces hugs the black hole horizon,
the late-time entropy is essentially given by the thermal entropy of the two bath CFTs
(plus boundary contributions), as shown in eq. (3.6). This is precisely the behaviour found
in [102], which examined the evolution of the entanglement entropy for a similar system
in the absence of any defects (or branes).11 We note that, for small baths, this late-time
entropy is smaller than the defect/black hole entropy found in the previous case.

11A similar “thermalization transition” was found in [50] when studying the entanglement of finite inter-
vals of semi infinite baths.
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In fact, the feature which distinguishes the large and small bath regimes is the relative
information capacity of the two subsystems. We begin by noting that the transition from
the early- to late-time behaviour is enforced by subadditivity, namely, S(RR ∪ RL) ≤
S(RR) + S(RL). That is, the linear growth of the entanglement found in the early-time
phase must stop because the entanglement entropy of the combined bath regions cannot
exceed the individual entropies of the two regions, RR and RL, on either asymptotic
boundary. In fact, this bound precisely matches the final entropy in the small bath regime,
and the subadditivity inequality is saturated at late times.

Of course, for the large bath regime, this bound exceeds the final state entropy. How-
ever, we note that the full system is in a pure state, i.e., a thermofield double state, and
hence S(R) = S(R). That is, while we specifically evaluated the bath entropy, this is
precisely the same as the entropy of the two defects (and the two small belt regions sur-
rounding the defects). If we denote the two defect regions as DR,L, we can also consider
subadditivity for the two defects to find

S(R) = S(R) = S(DR ∪DL) ≤ S(DR) + S(DL) . (4.1)

Of course, this bound is saturated at late times in the large bath regime, with the final
entropy given by sum of the entropies of the two defects.

Hence the late-time entropy is determined by which subsystem can hold the least
information, i.e., if the bath entropy S(RR) = S(RL) is smaller, the baths set the bound,
or if S(DR) = S(DL) is smaller, the defects set the bound. Of course, if the bath is infinite
in size (e.g., as in [2, 16]), it has infinite capacity and the final entropy is always set by the
defect. The same reasoning applies in the absence of defects. That is, one could consider a
thermofield double state of two CFTs on geometries of finite size. Then dividing each of the
boundaries into two regions and examining the entanglement entropy of a pair of regions,
one would expect to find an early-time growth phase and a late-time phase where the
entropy is saturated. However, the final entropy would be given by the thermal entropies
of the smaller of the two boundary pairs.12

An equivalent analysis can be done in terms of the mutual information of the bath
intervals and defects

I(RR,RL) = S(RR) + S(RL)− S(RR ∪ S(RL)) ,
I(DR,DL) = S(DR) + S(DL)− S(DR ∪ S(DL)) .

(4.2)

In the large bath regime, the mutual information of the two defects I(DR,DL) vanishes
at the Page time and the late time phase corresponds to an island configuration, while in
the small bath regime, it is the mutual information of the baths I(RR,RL) that vanishes
at the Hartman-Maldacena time. This provides a sharp realization of the idea in [108]
that mutual information provides a measure of connectivity of the entanglement wedge in
holographic models. In fact, the island is precisely what separates the entanglement wedge
of DR ∪DL in the brane perspective after the Page time in the large bath regime. On the

12In [102], the boundary geometry was infinite in size and so these considerations were not needed.
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other hand, the absence of an island in the small bath regime provides an indication that
the entanglement wedge of RR ∪RL is disconnected.

As noted above and in section 3, there are always three classes of extremal surfaces
at any boundary time. As usual, the RT surface determining the holographic entangle-
ment entropy is the surface with the minimal area. As discussed above, the class (ii)
surfaces which hug the black hole horizon determine the late-time entropy for small baths.
However, these surfaces also play a role in the other regimes as well. In fact, the causal
domains associated with the various extremal surfaces provide an example of the ‘Python’s
lunch’ [109–111].13 The key point is that the class (ii) surfaces are the outermost extremal
surfaces, with respect to the bath regions, in any of the regimes considered here. As such,
these surfaces define the ‘outer wedge’, the domain of dependence of a partial Cauchy slice
connecting the outermost extremal surface with the boundary region [112, 113]. It was
argued in [110, 111] that bulk operators with the outer wedge admit a simple boundary
reconstruction and while those outside do not, (i.e., which have a complex encoding in the
boundary state). In particular then, from the brane perspective, operators in the quantum
extremal islands must be complex. Thus the class (ii) surfaces play an important role in
characterizing how information is stored in the bath system.

For the small bath regions (and high temperatures, see footnote 9), we noted below
eq. (3.15) that the entropy saturates at tHM ' (C −∆`)/2. That is, the entropy saturates
at approximately one-half the transit time of the bath region. This behaviour makes no
reference to the branes/defects and so precisely matches the analogous result in [102]. One
might have expected that the saturation time should correspond to the full transit time
but we now argue the above result has a simple physical interpretation.14

Recall the description of our system from the brane perspective, as illustrated in fig-
ure 2. At the top of figure 7, we show a time slice of this geometry and in the lower
panel, we have unwrapped the two boundary CFTs into line segments where the endpoints
connect at the defects (or junctions with the gravitating region). We also show the bath
regions, RR and RL, on these intervals in the figure. Further, we have split each of these
regions into two halves (i.e., , RR1,RR2 and RL1,RL2) as indicated.

Now the state on this t = 0 slice corresponds to the Hartle-Hawking state [16], and so
the preparation of this state involves a Euclidean path integral on a strip of width 1/2T
connecting CFTR and CFTL, as well as a hyperbolic half-disk in the gravitational region.
This path integral preparation entangles the right-moving quanta in RR with left-moving
quanta in RL at the same point on the corresponding cylinder,15 e.g., right-movers in RR1
are correlated with left-movers in RL1. Similarly left-movers in RR and right-movers in
RL are correlated, but we focus on the first case here.

Now as we evolve forward from t = 0, the entanglement entropy of the bath increases
because right-movers in RR2 leave the bath, while the entangled left-movers in RL2 remain

13This situation was also discussed in the context of quantum extremal islands and the Page curve in [40]
for doubly holographic models where the baths had infinite extent.

14This description is motivated in part by the simple quasiparticle description of quantum quenches found
in [114, 115].

15This is a somewhat simplistic story, which should hold at high temperatures, that is, 2πRT � 1.
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Figure 7. Picture showing the explanation given in the text. On top, we have a top view of
the brane perspective, where the two boundary CFTs on the two cylinders are connected through
the brane, shown in green. On the bottom, we unwrap the two CFTs keeping in mind that each
respective ends are identified.

in the bath. Similarly left-movers in RL1 are leaving the bath, while their right-moving
partners in RR1 remain in the bath. Of course, at the same time, right-moving Hawking
quanta are entering RR1 and left-moving Hawking quanta are entering RL2, to further in-
crease the entropy. Further, we note that the quanta leaving the bath are quickly absorbed
into the gravitational region. In particular, they do not simply traverse the junction or
alternatively, the defect because of the large defect central charge.

Of course, this process continues until we reach t = tHM = (C−∆`)/2. After this time,
the right-movers leaving RR2 and the bath are actually decreasing the entropy because their
partners have already left the bath in the previous time interval. This decrease is precisely
balanced by the increasing coming from the right-moving flux of Hawking quanta entering
RR1 at the other end. A similar story applies for the left-movers leaving RL1 and the
left-moving Hawking quanta entering RL2. Therefore the entropy remains constant after
t = tHM. We might add that after t = 2tHM, all of the quanta that originated in the
bath region at t = 0 have left the bath. However, the entropy remains saturated because
increase created by the flux of new quanta entering the bath is still balanced by the flux of
quanta exiting since both sets of quanta are entangled with partners inside the black hole
on the brane (or alternatively, in the defect).

The simple picture described above also explains the linear growth shown in figure 4, for
which the slope was evaluated in eq. (3.5) to be twice the entropy density. Both boundaries
have a uniform density of (left- and right-moving) excitations, and hence there is a uniform
flux of quanta leaving (and entering) either end of the bath regions. As described above,
the increasing entropy arises from quanta leaving the bath regions during the growth phase,
and this flux contributes a constant factor of s to the increase (since the quanta move at the
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speed of light). The factor of two then simply comes because there are two bath regions,
one in each of the boundary CFTs.

From the boundary perspective, a key feature characterizing the conformal defects is
the defect central charge (2.18). As explained above eq. (2.18), this central charge can
be interpreted the Affleck-Ludwig entropy [97] appearing in calculations for entanglement
entropy in boundary CFTs. It appears as the defect entropy in our thermodynamic calcula-
tions in appendix C. Of course, our result is in agreement (up to a factor of two, explained
in footnote 5) with previous results in the AdS/CFT literature for both finite and zero tem-
perature boundary CFTs [98, 106, 107]. From the brane perspective, the defect entropy
becomes the coarse grained entropy of the two-dimensional black hole on the brane, which
can be computed from the brane effective gravity theory as in (A.5). The second inter-
pretation is confirmed by noticing that the contribution 2c

3 log 2k appearing in the island
entropy matches 2SBH, i.e., twice the horizon entropy of the black hole on the brane. From
the brane perspective, we are naturally lead to consider the large k regime so that higher
curvature contributions are suppressed in the effective action on the brane, as explained in
appendix A. This regime also corresponds to the situation where the ratio of the central
charges associated with the defect and the CFT is large, i.e., cdef/c ∼ log 2k � 1. This in
turn is the regime where information leaks slowly from the defect to the bath or from the
black hole on the gravitating brane to the boundary bath [54].

We also considered branes which support JT gravity. Here, the calculations can be
organized in terms of k in which case the brane profile (2.11) remains identical to that found
for the ordinary tensionful brane. Of course, the relation between k and the parameters
defining the brane action are very different in the two situations, i.e., compare eqs. (2.12)
and (A.14). It is interesting that there is a simple shift of defect central charge for the JT
branes, as shown in eq. (C.47). That is, we found that c′def − cdef = cJT where c′def and
cdef are the central charges of the boundary defects dual to the JT and tensionful branes,
respectively, with the same bulk profile. The shift cJT = ϕ0+ϕ̄r

4Gbrane
is precisely the additional

JT contribution to the horizon entropy of the brane black hole, as shown in eq. (A.23).
Hence introducing a dynamical theory of gravity directly to the brane action is increasing
the number of degrees of freedom associated with the dual boundary defect.

There are many open questions for possible future investigations. A key question is
to investigate the analogous physical questions in doubly holographic models for massive
AdS black holes with d > 2. We initially looked at this possibility but realized that there
were no simple solutions for the profile of a d-dimensional brane in the background of a
massive AdSd+1 black hole. With hindsight, we can see that this arises because the brane
becomes a nontrivial source for the gravitational field in higher dimensions, and deforms
the background by backreacting to the geometry in a non-trivial way. An interesting step
towards such higher dimensional investigation comes with the d = 3 construction recently
examined in [116, 117].

Furthermore, as presented in appendix C, since our background geometry is an asymp-
totically AdS massive black hole, there is a Hawking-Page transition at low temperatures.
Actually, in appendix C, we compute the Hawking-Page transition for a BTZ geometry
with two branes intersecting the two boundaries at φ = 0 and φ = π. The additional
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second brane is required to understand the geometry for the thermal AdS phase.16 The
presence of the branes in the bulk geometry drastically reduces the critical temperature
in the limit where the ratio of the defect and boundary central charges is large — see
eqs. (C.32) and (C.59). There are several directions which remain to be explored here. For
example, examining how the phase transition is modified in the case of higher dimensions.
Again, the recent d = 3 construction [116, 117] is a natural framework to investigate this
question. Another question would be to investigate the effect moving the position of the
second defect away from φ = π.

Other interesting directions would be to study holographic complexity in our frame-
work, following the approach discussed in [3] — see also [46, 117–119]. Finally, let us
comment that since the horizon has a finite size in our construction, it is amenable to a
fuzzball description, e.g., [120, 121]. It would be interesting to understand the appearance
of quantum extremal islands on the brane from this perspective.
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A Gravity on the brane

As discussed in the main text, the brane enlarges the geometry and as a result, new graviton
modes appear localized near the brane. This allows for a description of the brane as an
effective theory of two-dimensional gravity coupled to two copies of the bath CFTs — albeit
with a cutoff. The technical details on the construction of the effective theory can be found
in [1, 2]. We only report the salient points for brevity. By examining the divergences the
idea is to consider the bulk gravitational theory, with appropriate Gibbons-Hawking-York
boundary terms, and integrate over the radial direction the on-shell action up to the brane.
Schematically, the induced action on the brane takes the form

Iinduced = 2Idiver + Ibrane (A.1)

where Ibrane is the usual tension term for the brane introduced in eq. (2.1), and Idiver is the
divergent boundary integral obtained from the above integration procedure. After a careful

16It is still a mystery, and an interesting future direction, to understand the phase transition for the BTZ
geometry with only one brane.
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analysis, one arrives at the following action for the gravitational theory on the brane [1]17

Iinduced = 1
16πGeff

∫
d2x
√
−h

(
2
`2eff
− R̃ log

(
−L

2

8 R̃

)
+ R̃+ L2

8 R̃2 + · · ·
)

(A.2)

where Geff = GN/L and
L2

`2eff
= 2 (1− 4πGNLT0) = 2ε . (A.3)

Further, R̃ is the Ricci scalar for the induced metric hij on the brane. Recall that ε was
defined in eq. (2.19), and we focus on the regime ε � 1. Therefore `eff � L and we note
that this limit ensures that contributions coming from the higher curvature terms in the
action (A.2) are suppressed.

Although this action with the logarithmic term is unconventional, one can use it to
derive the following metric equation of motion

0 = 2
`2eff

+ R̃− L2

8 R̃2 + · · · , (A.4)

where we have reduced this to a scalar equation using the geometric identity for two
dimensions: 2 R̃ij = R̃ hij . Comparing eqs. (2.16) and (A.3) for the curvature scales on the
brane and in the action (A.2), one can easily show that this equation of motion correctly
produces the leading terms for `eff in an expansion in terms of L2/`2B.18

The horizon entropy can be evaluated with the Wald formula [122], which yields

SWald = 1
4Geff

(
− log

(
−L

2

8 R̃

)
+ L2

4 R̃+ · · ·
)

(A.5)

= 1
4Geff

(
− log

(
L2

4`2B

)
− 1

2
L2

`B
+ · · ·

)
= L

2GN

(
log 2k + 1

4
1
k2 + · · ·

)
.

Using c = 3L/2GN as given in eq. (2.7), we see the leading term above matches the leading
defect entropy in eq. (2.17). However, let us add that the second term above also matches
the first subleading contribution in the expansion of the full defect entropy.

As noted above, the logarithmic term is somewhat unusual, arising in two dimensions
because of the nonlocal nature of the underlying Polyakov action [123, 124]. This contri-
bution to the action can also be recast in a local form, as a Liouville theory. For the latter,
we introduce an auxiliary field Φ with action

IL = 1
16πGeff

∫
d2x
√
−h

(
−1

2(∇Φ)2 + ΦR̃− 8
L2 e

−Φ
)
. (A.6)

17Note that we have changed the normalization for the argument of log term in eq. (A.2) to match the
black hole entropy on the brane with the defect entropy in eq. (2.17). The freedom to make this change arises
because the ambiguity in choosing the infrared scale in the log term in Idiver, i.e., see eq. (2.23) in [1]where
L was chosen as a convenient scale to make the argument of the log dimensionless. Alternatively, the
issue is that the coefficient of the topological R̃ term in the action (A.2) is ambiguous because for d = 2,
infrared quantum contributions already compete with the subleading terms in the FG expansion — see the
discussion in appendix A.2 of [3].

18That is, one finds L2

`2eff
= 2

(
1−

√
1− L2

`2B

)
= L2

`2B
+ 1

4

(
L2

`2B

)2 + · · · for L2/`2B � 1.
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A simple solution for the resulting equations of motion is Φ = Φ0 = − log (−L2R̃/8). Then
substituting this solution into the action (A.6), one obtains

IL = 1
16πGeff

∫
d2x
√
−h

(
−R̃ log

(
−L

2

8 R̃

)
+ R̃

)
, (A.7)

which matches the leading curvature terms in eq. (A.2).
We can also compute the entropy of the black hole on the brane using this Liouville

action (A.6). Following [125], we again use the Wald entropy formula [122] to see that the
horizon entropy is given by a logarithmic contribution

SBH = Φ
4Geff

= − 1
4Geff

log
(
−L

2R̃

8

)
' L

2GN
log 2k , (A.8)

where we have given the final result in the limit of large k. Of course, this reproduces the
leading term in Wald entropy evaluated in eq. (A.5).

A.1 JT gravity on the brane

It is interesting to consider branes supporting JT gravity [99–101, 126]. In this case, the
standard brane action in eq. (2.1) is replaced with

I ′brane = IJT + I ′ct , (A.9)

where the JT gravity action is given by (as in eq. (2.21))

IJT = 1
16πGbrane

∫
d2x
√
−h

[
ϕ0R̃+ ϕ

(
R̃+ 2

`2JT

)]
, (A.10)

and the counterterm
I ′ct = − 1

4πGNL

∫
d2x
√
−h . (A.11)

The latter cancels the effective cosmological constant from the induced gravitational action
— see above, as well as refs. [1, 2].19 With the addition of the JT gravity term, the induced
action (A.2) becomes

Iinduced = 1
16πGeff

∫
d2x
√
−h

[
−R̃ log

(
−L

2

8 R̃

)
+ L2

8 R̃2 + · · ·
]

+ 1
16πGbrane

∫
d2x
√
−h

[
ϕ̄0R̃+ ϕ

(
R̃+ 2

`2JT

)]
,

(A.12)

where we have grouped the topological Einstein-Hilbert terms by shifting

ϕ̄0 = ϕ0 +Gbrane/Geff . (A.13)

Recall from above that Geff = GN/L.
19Without this counter term, a cosmological constant term with be induced with L2/`2eff = 2. The only

effect of this term would be the addition of an additional source term proportional to hij on the right hand
side of eq. (A.15). Of course, this new term can be eliminated by a shift of the dilaton similar to that in
eq. (A.17).
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The dilaton equation of motion imposes R̃ = −2/`2JT. Hence the brane geometry is
locally equivalent to AdS2 with the curvature scale `B = `JT. Thus the brane profile (2.11)
and the induced metric (2.15) are unchanged but k is simply given by

k =

√
`2JT
L2 − 1 . (A.14)

We will again focus on the regime where `B = `JT � L or k � 1.
The metric equation of motion on the brane becomes

−∇i∇jϕ+ hij

(
∇2ϕ− ϕ

`2JT

)
= 8πGbrane T

CFT
ij = −Gbrane

Geff

1
ˆ̀2
eff
hij , (A.15)

where
L2

ˆ̀2
eff

= 2
(

1−
√

1− L2

`2JT

)
. (A.16)

Note that to leading order in the regime where `JT � L, we have `eff ' ˆ̀JT. The above
equation (A.15) can be related to the source-free dilaton equation (which usually appears
in the literature, e.g., [101, 126–128]) using the shift

ϕ̄ = ϕ− Gbrane
Geff

`2JT
ˆ̀2
eff
. (A.17)

Combining eqs. (A.13) and (A.17), we note that to leading order

ϕ0 + ϕ = ϕ̄0 + ϕ̄− Gbrane
4Geff

L2

`2JT
+ · · · . (A.18)

Hence the difference between the bare dilaton ϕ0 + ϕ and the shifted dilaton ϕ̄0 + ϕ̄ is
simply a constant of order 1/k2.

Now a standard metric on AdS2 is given by

ds2 = `2B

[
−(ρ̃2 − 1)dt̃2 + dρ̃2

ρ̃2 − 1

]
, (A.19)

where a coordinate horizon appears at ρ̃ = 1. These coordinates are adapted to the dilaton
profile given by

ϕ̄ = ϕ̄r ρ̃ . (A.20)

That is, surfaces of constant dilaton correspond to surfaces of constant ρ̃.20 We note that
the value of the dilaton on the horizon is given by the integration constant ϕr, which will
play a role in evaluating the horizon entropy — see below. Typically, the discussion of JT
gravity focuses on the boundary value of the dilaton ϕb = ϕr/ε at the asymptotic boundary
ρ̃ = 1/ε. Of course, the latter plays an essential role in understanding the dynamics of JT
gravity [101].

20Of course, there are families of dilaton profiles related by special conformal transformations [101] but
they will all take the form (A.20) with the appropriate choice of coordinates.
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The induced metric (2.15) on the brane is related to the above metric (A.19) by the
simple rescaling of the coordinates:

ρ̃ = ρ

`B µ
and t̃ = µ t

R
. (A.21)

Hence when working with the metric (2.15) in the main text, the dilaton profile (A.20)
becomes

ϕ̄ = ϕ̄r
`B µ

ρ , (A.22)

as appears in eq. (2.23).
We are now prepared to evaluate the horizon entropy of the black hole on the JT

brane with the usual Wald formula [122]. Focusing on the leading terms in the effective
action (A.12) yields

SWald = − 1
4Geff

log
(
−L

2

8 R̃

)
+ ϕ̄0 + ϕ

4Gbrane

∣∣∣
ρ=µ`JT

+ · · ·

= − 1
4Geff

log
(
L2

4`2JT

)
+ 1

4Gbrane

(
ϕ̄0 + Gbrane

4Geff

L2

`2JT
+ ϕ̄r

)
+ · · ·

= L

2GN
log 2k + ϕ0 + ϕ̄r

4Gbrane
+ · · · , (A.23)

where we have used eqs. (A.13) and (A.17) to produce this final result. Comparing to
eq. (A.5), we see that the black hole entropy is increased over that of the tensionful brane
by a simple shift, which can be seen as the gravitational contribution coming from the
(bare) JT action (A.10).

B Geodesics in AdS3

In section 3, we are interested in computing the entanglement entropy of the combination
of regions R = {φ : |φ| > φΣ} in the two boundary CFTs. These are the bath regions where
the Hawking radiation accumulates and to evaluate the corresponding Page curve, we must
determine the quantum extremal surfaces (QESs) which extremize the island rule (1.1). Of
course, one of the advantages of the doubly holographic model which we are studying is that
these calculations are purely geometric [1, 2, 16, 76]. That is, determining the QESs in the
brane perspective reduces to the usual RT prescription [85, 86] for evaluating holographic
entanglement entropy (with the addition of boundary terms for a gravitating brane [1]) in
the bulk perspective. In the three-dimensional bulk geometry, these RT surfaces are simply
geodesics. To compute their area (i.e., length), we can use the formula for the length of
geodesics in pure AdS3, since the BTZ geometry (2.3) is equivalent to that of AdS3, up to
global identifications.

In the BTZ metric (2.3), the coordinates (t, r, φ) only cover one of the two asymptotic
regions on either side of the eternal black hole. For the geodesic computations, it will be
more convenient to use the Kruskal coordinates for the BTZ metric which smoothly cover
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the full two-sided geometry, e.g., see [94, 103]. As usual, one defines the new coordinates
(u, v, φ) with u = T −X and v = T +X where

T (r, t) =
(
r − µL
r + µL

)1/2
sinh

(
µ

R
t

)
and X(r, t) =

(
r − µL
r + µL

)1/2
cosh

(
µ

R
t

)
. (B.1)

The prescription above is valid for the exterior regions r > µL. For the interior regions
r < µL, one chooses

T (r, t) =
(
µL− r
µL+ r

)1/2
cosh

(
µ

R
t

)
and X(r, t) =

(
µL− r
µL+ r

)1/2
sinh

(
µ

R
t

)
. (B.2)

With these coordinates, the metric (2.3) becomes

ds2 = −4L2

(1 + uv)2dudv + µ2L2 (1− uv)2

(1 + uv)2dφ
2 . (B.3)

The singularity (r = 0) now appears at uv → 1 and the two asymptotic boundaries
(r → ∞), at uv → −1. Of course, the horizons are given by uv = 0. For the maximally
extended spacetime the range of u and v is −∞ < u <∞ and −∞ < v <∞. The spacetime
is thus split into four quadrants depending on the signs of u and v. The choices for T and
X given in eqs. (B.1) and (B.2) correspond to u < 0, v > 0 and u, v > 0, respectively, which
coorespond to the left exterior and the future interior regions of the BTZ black hole. One
can easily take care of the remaining quadrants of the eternal black hole (i.e., u > 0, v < 0
and u, v < 0) by sending T → −T and X → −X.

Following [103] to evaluate the lengths of geodesics in this geometry, we recall that
AdS3 can be defined as the hypersurface in R2,2 satisfying

− T 2
1 − T 2

2 +X2
1 +X2

2 = −L2 . (B.4)

Now conveniently, geodesics in AdS3 are straight lines if viewed using the embedding co-
ordinates (T1, T2, X1, X2), with the proper distance d between two points (primed and
unprimed) given by

cosh d

L
= T1T

′
1 + T2T

′
2 −X1X

′
1 −X2X

′
2 . (B.5)

Now the embedding coordinates relate to the above Kruskal coordinates and the original
BTZ coordinates as follows

T1 = u+ v

1 + uv
= (r2 − µ2L2)1/2

µL
sinh µt

R
, T2 = 1− uv

1 + uv
coshµφ = r

µL
coshµφ ,

X1 = v − u
1 + uv

= (r2 − µ2L2)1/2

µL
cosh µt

R
, X2 = 1− uv

1 + uv
sinhµφ = r

µL
sinhµφ .

(B.6)

These expressions are valid for the exterior region on the right side. To move to the left
exterior region, one simply replaces t → t + i

2T where T = µ
2πR [103]. A general formula

for the geodesic length between a pair points in the BTZ coordinates, say (t1, r1, φ1) to
(t2, r2, φ2), reads

cosh d

L
= r1r2
µ2L2 coshµ(φ1 − φ2)−

√
(r2

1 − µ2L2)(r2
2 − µ2L2)

µ2L2 cosh µ(t1 − t2)
R

. (B.7)
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C BH thermodynamics and HP transition

Here we examine our construction from the perspective of black hole thermodynamics.
That is, we consider the solutions of the Euclidean Einstein equations as saddle points
of the quantum gravity path integral. Further, the Euclidean time coordinate must be
periodic for the corresponding black hole geometry to be smooth and following the standard
QFT approach, the Euclidean path integral then yields the thermal partition function of
the system, e.g., see [8, 129–131]. Of course, an interesting phenomenon in the context of
holography is the phase transition discovered by Hawking and Page [132] for asymptotically
AdS black holes. That is, the dominant saddle point below a certain critical temperature
becomes thermal AdS, i.e., Euclidean AdS space with a periodic time direction. According
to the holographic dictionary, the AdS black hole describes a deconfined phase of the dual
boundary theory (with entropy proportional to the central charge) while thermal AdS
describes a confined phase (with order-one entropy). Hence the HP transition describes a
deconfining phase transition in the boundary theory [129].

We would like to examine the HP transition in the context of our defect construction
as well. However, we must make a small modification here. Note that we expect that in
the confining phase with a single defect, the background geometry would resemble thermal
AdS3 with a single two-dimensional brane wrapping the thermal circle and extending in the
radial direction. The problem is that there would not be a smooth way to end the brane in
the interior of the geometry and hence it must extend to reach the asymptotic boundary
at two places. Hence this would describe a confining phase for the boundary CFT coupled
to two defects. We therefore place two defects in the boundary CFT at φ = 0 and φ = π.
The confining vacuum is then described by pure AdS3 with a brane traversing the center
of the space, i.e., the solution studied in [1]. In the deconfined phase, the dual geometry is
the BTZ black hole with two branes crossing the Einstein-Rosen bridge at antipodal points
on the φ circle.21 This geometry is sketched in figure 8.

In the following, we examine the black hole thermodynamics and the HP transition for
this construction with two branes. We perform these calculations first for regular branes
with usual worldvolume action in eq. (2.1). In this case, the calculation of the HP transition
was first sketched out in [98]. In this case, the dual boundary system was a two-dimensional
CFT on a finite interval coupled to conformal boundaries at either end. However, the final
expression for the critical temperature is identical to our result in eq. (C.31). We then
also repeat the calculations for branes supporting JT gravity, where the brane action is
replaced by eq. (A.9).

C.1 Regular branes

The total action of our system can be written schematically as follows

I = IEH + I∂MGH + Ict + IB + 2IBGH . (C.1)

21We note that similar constructions were considered in [98, 133] but using two Z2-orbifold branes. Further
in [133], the two branes collided at some fixed radius surface inside the horizon.
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Figure 8. Sketch of a t = 0 slice of the geometry in the deconfined phase. The two branes, denoted
with B1 and B2 in green, cross the wormhole at antipodal points on the boundary circle. The orange
arrows indicate two geometries are glued together along the brane surfaces.

Here, IEH is the usual Einstein-Hilbert action for the bulk, accompanied by the usual
Gibbons-Hawking boundary term I∂MGH and the appropriate counterterm action Ict [134]
on the regulator surfaces ∂M at r = rmax, near the asymptotic boundaries on either side
of the black hole. As usual, the counterterm action removes singularities coming from this
surface and we send rmax → ∞ at the end of the calculation. Next, IB is the standard
worldvolume action for the branes B = B1 ∪ B2, as shown in figure 8.

We have also added Gibbons-Hawking terms on either side of the brane surfaces,
i.e., the final contribution 2IBGH. This addition can be understood in two ways (e.g., see
discussion in [3]): first, these boundary terms are required to define a proper variational
problem if we treat the brane surface B as a boundary with Dirichlet boundary conditions
δgij = 0. From this perspective, the position of the brane is then fixed by the Israel junction
conditions (2.2), rather than through the Einstein equations. Alternatively, if the branes
were regulated with a finite thickness, the branes would produce large curvatures through
the bulk Einstein equations, which in turn would contribute to the Einstein-Hilbert action.
The latter would become a δ-function contribution in the limit of zero thickness, but Israel’s
analysis [91] shows that this contribution may be represented by excising the brane surface
and evaluating the jump in the extrinsic curvature across this surface.

More explicitly, in Euclidean signature, the action (C.1) reads

I =− 1
16πGN

∫
M
d3x
√
g

(
R+ 2

L2

)
− 1

8πGN

∫
∂M
d2x
√
γ K + 1

8πGNL

∫
∂M
d2x
√
γ

+ T0

∫
B1∪B2

d2σ
√
h− 1

8πGN

∫
B1∪B2

d2σ
√
h∆K ,

(C.2)

where γab is the induced metric on asymptotic regulator surfaces and K is the trace of
the corresponding extrinsic curvature. Further, hab is the induced metric on the brane
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surfaces and ∆K is the jump in the trace of the extrinsic curvature across B = B1 ∪ B2.
Notice that the latter provides a short-hand for the contributions of the Gibbons-Hawking
terms on either side of the branes. Evaluating the action (C.2) onshell, we can simplify the
expression to

I = 1
4πGNL2

∫
M
d3x
√
g − 1

8πGN

∫
∂M
d2x
√
γ

[
K − 1

L

]
+ 1

8πGN

∫
B1∪B2

d2σ
√
h

[ 2
L

k√
1 + k2

−∆K
]
,

(C.3)

where we have simplified the Einstein-Hilbert contribution using R = −6/L2 from the
Einstein equations, and we replaced the brane tension T0 by an expression involving k

using eq. (2.12).

BTZ computation. Our starting point is the Euclidean BTZ metric,

ds2
E =

(
r2

L2 − µ
2
)
L2

R2dτ
2 + dr2

r2

L2 − µ2
+ r2dφ2 , (C.4)

where smoothness at r = µL requires that τ is periodic with ∆τ = 1/T where T = µ
2πR .

On the boundary, φ has period 2π but as shown in figure 8, this periodicity is extended in
the bulk by the presence of the two branes. In particular, following surfaces of constant r,
we have −f(r) < φ < π+ f(r) on the right side and −π− f(r) < φ < f(r) on the left side.

The trace of the Einstein equations yields R = −6/L2 and hence the on-shell Einstein-
Hilbert term reduces to a simple integral over the spacetime volume

IEH = 1
4πGNL2

∫
M

d3x
√
g

= 1
2πGNLR

∫ 1/T

0
dτ
∫ rmax

Lµ
rdr

∫ 0

−π
dφ+ 1

πGNLR

∫ 1/T

0
dτ
∫ rmax

Lµ
rdr

∫ f(r)

0
dφ ,

(C.5)

where the first term corresponds to the volume of the ‘pure’ BTZ spacetime, while the
second term is the added extra geometry by the presence of the two branes, where each
enlarges the geometry by f(r) = 1/µ arcsinh (kµL/r). In the above rmax is some large
radial cut-off. The integral then evaluates to

IEH = r2
max

4GNTLR
+ k rmax
πGNTR

(C.6)

− Lµ

2πGNTR

(√
k2(1 + k2) + πµ

2 + arcsinh k
)

+O
( 1
rmax

)
,

which diverges for rmax → ∞, which is to be expected. Notice that in the above integral
we have accounted for both sides of the spacetime by using a symmetry argument and
multiplying by an overall factor of 2. Let us now compute the following boundary term

I∂M = − 1
8πGN

∫
∂M

d2y
√
γK∂M , (C.7)
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where γ is the induced metric on ∂M : r = rmax,

ds2
γ = (r2

max/L
2 − µ2)L

2

R2dτ
2 + r2

maxdφ
2 , (C.8)

for some fixed r = rmax. The trace of the extrinsic curvature and the volume element on
∂M are

√
γ = Lrmax

R

√
r2
max/L

2 − µ2, K = 2r2
max/L

2 − µ2

rmax
√
r2
max/L

2 − µ2 , (C.9)

so that

I∂M = µ2 − 2r2
max/L

2

4πGN
L

R

[∫ 1/T

0
dτ
∫ 0

−π
dφ+ 2

∫ 1/T

0
dτ
∫ f(rmax)

0
dφ
]

= µ2L

4GNTR
− k

πGNTR
rmax −

1
2GNLR

r2
max +O

( 1
rmax

)
.

(C.10)

The above linear divergence gets cancelled by the previous divergence in the Einstein-
Hilbert action. Finally, for the branes

IB + 2IBGH = 1
8πGN

∫
B1∪B2

d2σ
√
h

[ 2
L

k√
1 + k2

−∆K
]
, (C.11)

where hij is the induced metric

ds2
B =

(
r2

L2 − µ
2
)
L2

R2dτ
2 +

(
1

r2

L2 − µ2
+ k2

r2

L2 + k2µ2

)
dr2. (C.12)

From the Israel’s junction condition we easily get that ∆K = 2KB = 4
L

√
k2

k2+1 . Further-
more, we have

√
h = Lr

R

√
1+k2

r2+k2L2µ2 , thus obtaining

IB + 2IBGH = − 1
2πGNR

∫ 1/T

0
dτ
∫ rmax

µL
r

√
k2

r2 + k2L2µ2dr

=
√
k2(1 + k2)µL
2πGNRT

− k

2πGNRT
rmax +O

( 1
rmax

)
.

(C.13)

Finally, we add the following counterterm

Ict = 1
8πGNL

∫
∂M

√
γ = 1

4GNLRT
r2
max+ k

2πGNRT
rmax−

µ2L

8GNRT
+O

( 1
rmax

)
. (C.14)

Combining all of the contributions, we arrive at

lim
rmax→∞

IE = − 1
8GN

L

RT

[
µ2 + 4µ

π
arcsinh k

]
= −π

2

3 cRT − 2 cdef , (C.15)

where we have used µ = 2πRT , c = 3L/2GN and cdef = c/3 arcsinh k to express the final
result in terms of parameters of the boundary CFT. For branes of zero tension, i.e., k = 0
and hence cdef = 0, the action reduces to that known for the BTZ black hole, e.g., [135–137]

IBTZ = −π
2

3 cRT . (C.16)
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In the saddle-point approximation for the gravity path integral, this action (C.15) yields
the free energy as

F = T IE = −π
2

3 cRT 2 − 2 cdef T . (C.17)

We can then apply standard thermodynamic identities to evaluate the energy and entropy
of the system. The energy is given by

E = F − T ∂F

∂T
= π2

3 cRT 2 , (C.18)

which we note is identical to the energy of the BTZ black hole without any branes. Similarly,
the entropy is given by

S = −∂F
∂T

= 2π2

3 cRT + 2 cdef

= πL

2GN
Rµ+ L

GN
arcsinh k

= 1
2GN

[∫ 0

−π
rh dφ+ 2

∫ f(rh)

0
rh dφ

]
= Ahorizon

4GN
.

(C.19)

For the result in the first line, the first term is the expected thermal entropy matching
that of the BTZ black hole, and the constant term is a temperature independent correction
coming from the two defects. In the final line with horizon radius rh = µL and from
eq. (2.11), f(rh) = 1

µ arcsinh k, we confirm that the entropy can also be evaluated with the
usual Bekenstein-Hawking formula.

Thermal AdS computation. The euclidean AdS3 metric in global coordinate reads,

ds2
E =

(
r2

L2 + 1
)
L2

R2dτ
2 + dr2

r2

L2 + 1
+ r2dφ2 , (C.20)

with a brane profile

φ = f(r) = arcsin
(√

kL

r

)
. (C.21)

This can be derived from the brane in BTZ by setting µ2 = −1 and using the identity
−i arcsinh(ix) = − arcsin(−x). The Einstein-Hilbert term evaluates to

IEH = 1
2πGNLRT

∫ ε

−(π+ε)
dφ
∫ rmax

0
rdr + 1

2πGNLRT

∫ π−ε

ε
dφ
∫ kL

sinφ

0
rdr

= 1
4GNLRT

r2
max + k

πGNRT
rmax +O

( 1
rmax

)
,

(C.22)

where we have split the integration into two parts: one for the empty half-AdS space, and
another for the extra geometry on the brane side. In the above, ε is a small angle that
will be sent to zero. Because of this, we have used the relation rmax ∼ kL

ε to obtain the
asymptotic behaviour. The boundary term at infinity reads

I∂M = −2r2
max + L2

4πGNLRT

[∫ 0

−π
dφ+ 2

∫ ε

0
dφ
]

= − r2
max

2GNLRT
− k rmax
πGNRT

− L

4GNRT
, (C.23)
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where again we split into an empty AdS term, and a contribution coming from the surfaces
∂M entering the brane region and intersecting the brane for φ = ε. The brane term is

IB + 2IBGH = 1
8πGN

∫
B
d2σ
√
h

[ 2
L

k√
1 + k2

−∆K
]
, (C.24)

where now the integration goes over the single brane from φ = 0 to φ = π. More explicitly,
the above integral reduces to

IB + 2IBGH = − 1
2πGNRT

∫ rmax

kL
dr r

√
k2

r2 − k2L2 = − k rmax
2πGNRT

+O
( 1
rmax

)
. (C.25)

Finally, we add the appropriate counterterm, obtaining

Ict = rmax
√
r2
max + L2

4πGNLRT

[∫ 0

−π
dφ+ 2

∫ ε

0
dφ
]

= L

8GNRT
+ k

2πGNRT
rmax + 1

4GNLRT
r2
max +O

( 1
rmax

)
.

(C.26)

Putting everything together, we obtain

lim
rmax→∞

IE = − L

8GNRT
= − c

12RT , (C.27)

which is the same result as in the empty AdS case. Hence we can write the free energy as

F = T IE = − c

12R , (C.28)

which using the standard thermodynamic identities applied in eqs. (C.18) and (C.19), yields

E = − c

12R , S = 0 . (C.29)

As expected then, we have a Casimir energy associated with compactifying the boundary
CFT on a circle but the entropy vanishes. We thus learn that the defect has no effect in
the thermal AdS geometry.

Critical temperature. Now that we have computed the on-shell actions for both ge-
ometries, the difference in free energies on shell is

∆F = FBTZ − FAdS3 = − L

8GNR

(
µ2 + 4µ

π
arcsinh k

)
+ L

8GNR

= −π
2

3 cRT 2 − 2 cdef T + c

12R , (C.30)

which vanishes when

Tcrit = 3
π2R

√π2

36 + c2
def
c2 −

cdef
c

 = 1
π2R

√π2

4 + arcsinh2 k − arcsinh k

 , (C.31)

where the second expression comes using cdef/c = 1/3 arcsinh k. Hence the phase transi-
tion happens at this critical temperature. A plot of Tcrit as a function of the variable k is
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Figure 9. Plot of 2πRTcrit versus k. The curve intersects the vertical axis at unity, as expected
for the tensionless limit. For large tensions, the critical temperature tends to zero, as shown in
eq. (C.32).

given in figure 9. For tensionless branes, i.e., k = 0, and the critical temperature repro-
duces the well-known result Tcrit = 1

2πR for the BTZ black hole, e.g., [135]. As the tension
increases towards the critical limit (and k increases without bound as shown in eq. (2.12)),
the critical temperature decreases towards zero. Indeed, an expansion of the critical tem-
perature (C.31) for large cdef/c or large k shows that this temperature vanishes as

Tcrit = 1
24R (cdef/c)

+ · · · = 1
8R log 2k + · · · → 0 . (C.32)

As noted above, these results are in agreement with previous work in [98], which studied
the HP transition for a two-dimensional CFT on a finite interval coupled to conformal
boundaries at either end.

C.2 JT branes

We now study the HP transition for branes supporting dynamical JT gravity, as in ap-
pendix A.1. The computations follow those above, except that the brane action is replaced
by that in eqs. (A.9)–(A.11). We rewrite that brane action here for Euclidean signature

I ′brane = IJT + I ′ct (C.33)

= − 1
16πGbrane

∫
B1∪B2

d2x
√
h

[
ϕ0R̃+ ϕ

(
R̃+ 2

`2JT

)]
+ 1

4πGNL

∫
B1∪B2

d2x
√
h .

As before, here h is the determinant of the induced metric on the brane. Hence the total
Euclidean action in eq. (C.1) is replaced by

I = IEH + I∂MGH + Ict + I ′B + 2IBGH + I∂BGH + I∂Bct . (C.34)
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Note that since the brane action I ′B given in eq. (C.33) involves a dynamical gravity theory,
we have added a Gibbons-Hawking boundary term I∂BGH on the branes’ boundary ∂B, i.e., the
intersection of the two branes B1 and B2 with the asymptotic boundary ∂M. Further, we
must also add an additional counterterm I∂Bct on the boundary of the branes, e.g., [138–140].
We note that we only need to compute I ′B+I∂BGH +I∂Bct in the following, since the rest of the
terms have been computed in the previous section and their results remain unchanged here.

BTZ computation. We begin by evaluating the action for the black hole background.
In Euclidean signature, the induced metric (2.14) on the brane becomes

ds2
B =

(
r2

L2 − µ
2
)
L2

R2 dτ2 +
(

1
r2

L2 − µ2
+ k2

r2

L2 + k2µ2

)
dr2. (C.35)

and so we have
√
h = Lr

R

√
1+k2

r2+k2L2µ2 . As noted above with dynamical gravity on the branes,
we need to equip the brane action with an appropriate Gibbons-Hawking boundary term

I∂BGH = − 1
8πGbrane

∫
∂B

dτ
√
σ (ϕ0 + ϕb)K∂B , (C.36)

where ϕb is the value of the dilaton at the boundary, and σ and K∂B are the determinant of
the one-dimensional induced metric and the extrinsic curvature of the two branes’ boundary
∂B, to wit,

ds2
∂B =

(
r2

max
L2 − µ

2
)
L2

R2dτ
2,
√
σ =

√
r2

max
L2 − µ

2L

R
, K∂B = 1

L

√
r2

max + k2µ2L2

(1 + k2)(r2
max − µ2L2) .

(C.37)
Further, we include a counter-term I∂Bct which ensures the on-shell action is finite

I∂Bct = 1
8πGbrane`JT

∫
∂B

dτ
√
σ ϕb . (C.38)

On shell, we have

R̃ = −2/`2JT and ϕ = ϕ̄r
`Bµ

ρ+ Gbrane
Geff

`2JT
ˆ̀2
eff
. (C.39)

where ρ =
√
r2 + k2µ2L2. Hence, the term IB becomes a simple integral over the branes’

volume
I ′B = ϕ0

4πGbrane`2JT

∫
B1∪B2

d2x
√
h+ 1

2πGNL

∫
B1∪B2

d2x
√
h . (C.40)

which evaluates to

I ′B =
(√

(1 + k2)(r2
max + k2L2µ2)− (1 + k2)µL

)(
ϕ0L

4πGbrane`2JTRT
+ 1

2πGNRT

)

= ϕ0
4πGbrane`JTRT

rmax + `JT
2πGNLRT

rmax −
µϕ0

4πGbraneRT
− µ`2JT

2πGNLRT
+O

( 1
rmax

)
.

(C.41)

In simplifying the above we have used the relation 1 + k2 = `2JT/L
2.
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We are then left to compute contributions of the corresponding Gibbons-Hawking
term (C.37) and counterterm action (C.38). This yields

I∂BGH + I∂Bct = − 1
4πGbraneLRT

√
r2

max + k2µ2L2

1 + k2 (ϕ0 + ϕb) + Lϕb
4πGbrane`JTRT

√
r2

max
L2 − µ

2

= − ϕ0
4πGbrane`JTRT

rmax −
L

4πGN`JTRT
rmax −

ϕ̄r
4πGbrane`JTRT

ρ2
max
µ`B

+ L

4πGN`JTRT
rmax + ϕ̄r

4πGbraneµ`2JTRT
r2

max +O
( 1
rmax

)
.

(C.42)

In the above, we have used the relations Geff = GN/L and L2/`2eff ≈ L2/`2JT (valid in a
large k expansion).

Now combining eqs. (C.41) and (C.42) together, we obtain

I ′B + I∂BGH + I∂Bct = `JT
2πGNLRT

rmax −
µϕ0

4πGbraneRT
− µ`2JT

2πGNLRT
− ϕ̄r k

2µL2

4πGbrane`2JTRT
,

(C.43)
which, in the large k limit, simplifies to

I ′B + I∂BGH + I∂Bct = − (ϕ0 + ϕ̄r)µ
4πGbraneRT

− µ`2JT
2πGNLRT

+ k

2πGNRT
rmax . (C.44)

We are now ready to add the remaining contributions for the total action: IEH+2IBGH+
I∂MGH + Ict, which can be found in eqs. (C.6), (C.10), (C.13) and (C.14). The final result
becomes

IE = − µ2L

8GNRT
− µL

2πGNRT
arcsinh k − (ϕ0 + ϕ̄r)µ

4πGbraneRT
. (C.45)

The free energy is given by

F = TIE = − µ2L

8GNR
− µL

2πGNR
arcsinh k − (ϕ0 + ϕ̄r)µ

4πGbraneR

= −π
2

3 cRT 2 − 2 c′def T ,

(C.46)

where the defect central charge is increased by the presence of JT gravity with

c′def = c

3 arcsinh k + ϕ0 + ϕ̄r
4Gbrane

. (C.47)

We might identify cJT = ϕ0+ϕ̄r
4Gbrane

as the central charge of the degrees of freedom dual to JT
gravity. The energy is now given by

E = F − T ∂F
∂T

= π2

3 cRT 2 , (C.48)

while the entropy becomes

S = −∂F
∂T

= 2π2

3 cRT + 2 c′def

= Ahorizon
4GN

+ 2 ϕ0 + ϕ

4Gbrane

∣∣∣
horizon

,

(C.49)

where the factor of 2 in front of the dilaton contribution arises because there are two branes
in the present calculation.
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Thermal AdS computation. We now evaluate the on-shell action in the thermal AdS
case, with metric as in eq. (C.20). Once again, we only need to compute I ′B + I∂BGH + I∂Bct ,
since the rest of the terms are similar to the non JT gravity case.

For global AdS2, the dilaton profile is given by the constant term only22

ϕ = Gbrane
Geff

`2JT
ˆ̀2
eff
, (C.50)

and R̃ = −2/`2JT.
We begin by evaluating

I ′B =
(

ϕ0
4πGbrane`2JT

+ 1
2πGNL

)∫
d2x
√
h

=
(

ϕ0
4πGbrane`2JT

+ 1
2πGNL

)∫ 1
T

0
dτ

∫ rmax

kL
dr
Lr

R

√
1 + k2

r2 − k2L2

=
(

ϕ0
4πGbrane`JTRT

+ `JT
2πGNLRT

)
rmax +O

( 1
rmax

)
,

(C.51)

and

I∂BGH + I∂Bct = − 1
4πGbraneLRT

√
r2

max − k2L2

1 + k2 (ϕ0 + ϕb) + Lϕb
4πGbrane`JTRT

√
r2

max
L2 + 1

= − ϕ0
4πGbrane`JTRT

rmax +O
( 1
rmax

)
.

(C.52)
Combining these results together, we find

I ′B + I∂BGH + I∂Bct = `JT
2πGNLRT

rmax , (C.53)

which, in the large k limit, simplifies to

I ′B + I∂BGH + I∂Bct = k

2πGNRT
rmax. (C.54)

Lastly, adding the remaining contributions: IEH + 2IBGH + I∂MGH + Ict, which can be found
in eqs. (C.22), (C.23), (C.25) and (C.26), we find the same answer as the case without JT
gravity

lim
rmax→∞

IE = − L

8GNRT
= − c

12RT , (C.55)

and so the free energy, energy and entropy are the same as well

F = TIE = − c

12R , E = − c

12R , S = 0 . (C.56)
22The linear term proportional to ϕ̄r is ruled out here because of the boundary condition for global AdS2.

That is, the asymptotic dilaton must be constant (i.e., independent of τ) along the surface r = rmax in the
coordinates given in eq. (C.20).
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Critical temperature. The difference of the free energies is the same as without JT
gravity, except the central charge of the conformal defect receives the dilaton contribution
cdef → c′def = cdef + cJT = c

3 arcsinh k + ϕ0+ϕ̄r
4Gbrane

. Hence eq. (C.30) is replaced with

∆F = −π
2

3 cRT 2 − 2 c′def T + c

12R . (C.57)

Then the new critical temperature is

Tcrit = 3
π2R

√π2

36 +
(
c′def
c

)2
− c′def

c

 ,

= 1
π2R

√π2

4 +
(

arcsinh k + 3
4c
ϕ0 + ϕ̄r
Gbrane

)2
− arcsinh k − 3

4c
ϕ0 + ϕ̄r
Gbrane

 ,

(C.58)

and in the limit where the ratio c′def/c is large, we find

Tcrit = 1
24R (c′def/c)

+ · · · → 0 . (C.59)
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