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ABSTRACT: We construct the CFT dual of the first law of spherical causal diamonds in
three-dimensional AdS spacetime. A spherically symmetric causal diamond in AdSs is the
domain of dependence of a spatial circular disk with vanishing extrinsic curvature. The
bulk first law relates the variations of the area of the boundary of the disk, the spatial
volume of the disk, the cosmological constant and the matter Hamiltonian. In this paper
we specialize to first-order metric variations from pure AdS to the conical defect spacetime,
and the bulk first law is derived following a coordinate based approach. The AdS/CFT
dictionary connects the area of the boundary of the disk to the differential entropy in CF Ty,
and assuming the ‘complexity=volume’ conjecture, the volume of the disk is considered to
be dual to the complexity of a cutoff CFT. On the CFT side we explicitly compute the
differential entropy and holographic complexity for the vacuum state and the excited state
dual to conical AdS using the kinematic space formalism. As a result, the boundary dual
of the bulk first law relates the first-order variations of differential entropy and complexity
to the variation of the scaling dimension of the excited state, which corresponds to the
matter Hamiltonian variation in the bulk. We also include the variation of the central
charge with associated chemical potential in the boundary first law. Finally, we comment
on the boundary dual of the first law for the Wheeler-deWitt patch of AdS, and we propose
an extension of our CFT first law to higher dimensions.
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1 Introduction

Deriving gravitational thermodynamics of black holes [1-3] from a microscopic perspective
remains one of the guiding principles in the quest for quantum gravity. The microscopic
state counting of black hole entropy [4] is considered to be one of the major successes of
string theory. Later, this microscopic derivation of black hole entropy was reinterpreted [5]
in terms of the Anti-de Sitter (AdS)/ Conformal Field Theory (CFT) correspondence [6],
where the entropy of three-dimensional AdS black holes [7, 8] matches with the thermody-
namic entropy in two-dimensional CFTs [9]. In higher dimensions, it has also been argued
that the mass, entropy and temperature of AdS black holes can be identified with the en-
ergy, entropy and temperature of a thermal state in the dual CFT at high temperature [10].

Furthermore, the correspondence between gravitational entropy and CFT entropy can
be extended to the entanglement entropy of subregions on the conformal boundary of
AdS. The Ryu-Takayagani (RT) formula [11, 12] states that the entanglement entropy of a
subregion R in the CFT is, to leading order in Newton’s constant, dual to the Bekenstein-
Hawking entropy A/(4G) of the minimal bulk surface which intersects the conformal bound-
ary at 9R. The entanglement entropy satisfies a first law-like relation, which is the quan-
tum generalization of the first law of thermodynamics [13, 14]. An important result in
AdS/CFT shows that the linearized gravitational dynamics in the bulk emerge from the
RT formula and the first law of entanglement on the boundary [15].

More recently, the area of non-extremal codimension-two surfaces in three-dimensional
AdS spacetime, which are not necessarily homologous to the boundary, was related to
the notion of differential entropy in 2d CFTs, via equation (2.3) [16, 17]. The authors
discovered that closed curves in a spatial slice of AdSs can be reconstructed by adding
and subtracting boundary-anchored geodesics tangent to the curve. Since RT surfaces in
AdS3 are boundary-anchored geodesics, they were able to express the length (‘area’) of the
closed curve in terms of an integral over entanglement entropies, associated to the boundary
intervals subtended by the geodesics, which they dubbed ‘differential entropy’. This new
field theoretic quantity can be qualitatively interpreted as the uncertainty about the global
state for local observers who make measurements for a finite time in the CFT, because
the exterior of a bulk closed curve is naturally associated to a time strip in the dual CFT.
The formalism of differential entropy was extended to higher dimensions [18-20], covariant
set-ups [21, 22], bulk curves near horizons or singularities [23], bulk points and distances
[24], the Poincaré and Rindler wedges of AdS [25, 26], and it was reinterpreted in terms of
kinematic space in [27], reviewed in section 2.1. In the present work, in similarity to the first
law of entanglement, we derive a first law of differential entropy for a holographic CFTs.

To construct the first law of differential entropy we find inspiration from the bulk side,
where gravitational thermodynamics has been extended to spherical causal diamonds in
maximally symmetric spacetimes (hence including in AdS) [28, 29]. Spherically symmetric
causal diamonds are defined as the future and past domain of dependence of spherical,
codimension-two, spatial regions with vanishing extrinsic curvature (see figure 4). These
spherical regions in AdS are relevant for our purposes, since their boundary area is dual to
differential entropy in the CFT. In general, maximally symmetric causal diamonds admit



only a conformal Killing vector ¢, instead of a true Killing vector like for stationary black
holes, although in certain limits ¢ becomes a true Killing vector (e.g. for Rindler spacetime
and the static patch of de Sitter spacetime). Hence, generic maximally symmetric dia-
monds are only ‘conformally stationary’, but this seems to be sufficient for them to behave
as thermodynamic equilibrium states under gravitational perturbations. The variational
relation to nearby solutions of these diamonds in Einstein gravity is given by [28, 29]

mat __ 1 o o
OHP™ = = (—hOA + EROV — VeOA). (1.1)

This is the so-called first law of causal diamonds. Let us briefly explain the notation:
H énat is the matter Hamiltonian generating the evolution of classical matter fields along
the conformal Killing flow, A is the area of the edge of the diamond, V is the volume of
the maximal slice, k is the trace of the extrinsic curvature of the edge as embedded in
the maximal slice, x is the surface gravity associated to ¢, and V¢ is the ‘thermodynamic
volume’ of the maximal slice conjugate to the variation of the cosmological constant A.

In this paper we restrict to causal diamonds associated to circular disks in AdS3. The
main goal is to derive a dual first law in a CFTy with a large central charge. For simplicity,
we consider excited states in the CFT dual to a conical defect in AdS, which arises due
to the presence of a classical point particle [30, 31]. For this setting we prove the first
law of causal diamonds by fixing the global coordinates of AdSs and changing the metric
and classical matter fields from pure AdSs3 to conical AdSs (see section 3.2). We compute
the variation of the bulk area, volume and matter Hamiltonian due to changes in the
boundary interval size (associated to geodesics tangent to the boundary of the disk), the
conical defect parameter and the cosmological constant. By combining these variations in a
particular way we find that the term proportional to the variation of the boundary interval
size drops out of the first law and we reproduce (1.1). The main difference compared to
[29] is that we derive the first law using a fixed coordinate approach, rather than Wald’s
covariant phase space formalism [32, 33]. The latter approach is more general since it
holds for arbitrary variations to nearby solutions, whereas here we consider only metric
perturbations to conical AdS. The advantage of our approach is, however, that it provides
a controlled setting to compare variations in AdS and in the CFT.

The boundary dual to the first law of causal diamonds can be derived in a similar
fashion. Two important ingredients in our boundary first law are differential entropy Sqis
and a version of holographic complezity C based on the ‘complexity=volume’ proposal and
the volume formula for finite bulk regions in [34, 35]. Both notions can be formulated in the
kinematic space formalism, and are defined in terms of entanglement entropies, cf. (2.3)
and (2.26). The holographic dictionary used in this paper reads (with L the AdS radius)

A V
Sdiff = E and C = 4G7L

We compute the variations of Sgig and C with respect to the subregion size «, the scaling

(1.2)

dimension A and the central charge c¢. The scaling dimension is associated to the (twist)
operator acting on the vacuum state, and the central charge is varied in the space of CFTs.
We assume A ~ ¢ > 1 such that the CFT excited state is dual to a classical geometry in



the bulk. Varying ¢ corresponds to changing the coupling constants G and A in the bulk.
The combination of the variations of Sq;¢ and C yields the following CEFT first law

OF =T6Sqix + v6C + poc. (1.3)

We call this the first law of differential entropy. Here E is a rescaled energy in the CFT,
whose variation is given by

SE = kf(a)sA  with  fla) = — — SO (1.4)

cosa cosa’

where k is an arbitrary normalization which could depend on « and corresponds in the
bulk to the surface gravity of the diamond. The function f(«) is positive in the range
a € [0,7/2] and is related to the norm of the bulk conformal Killing vector ¢ evaluated at

the center of the diamond, via v/—( - (
dual to the bulk matter Hamiltonian H énat (see section 3.2.3). The conjugate quantities in

‘ o = kLf(a). Further, the boundary energy E is

the boundary first law depend on the normalization and subregion size as follows

K k1 1 vac K T
and n = E(— TSdiff - chac) = %gf(a) . (15)

In the paper we set x = 27. Here, i is a chemical potential to changing the number of field

- V= —
o’ 21 cosa’

degrees of freedom in the CFT, and v is the energy cost of changing the complexity. The
formal ‘temperature’ T is negative, in line with the gravitational thermodynamics of causal
diamonds [29]. In section 2.3 we study two limiting cases of the boundary first law: large
and small boundary subregions. The zero subregion size limit (o« — 0), cf. (2.80), is dual
to the first law for the ‘Wheeler-deWitt’ (WdW) patch of pure AdS, which is a limiting
case of the first law of causal diamonds [29]. In related work, a similar WdW first law was
derived for coherent states in the bulk and on the boundary, without the area variation, and
argued to be dual to the ‘first law of complexity’ [36, 37] or to the boundary symplectic
form [38, 39]. Hence, our first law (1.3) can be viewed as an extension of the first law
of complexity which includes the variation of differential entropy and central charge, and
which depends on the boundary subregion size « (corresponding to finite bulk regions).

The plan of the paper is as follows. In section 2 we derive the first law of differential
entropy and holographic complexity. Section 3 is devoted to the first law of causal diamonds
applied to the present geometric setting. We match the boundary first law and bulk first
law in section 4. We first show how the former follows from the latter, and afterwards
we discuss a possible higher dimensional generalization of the boundary first law. We end
with concluding remarks and an outlook in section 5.

Finally, we have a total of four appendices. Appendix A discusses the embedding
formalism and several coordinate systems for pure AdSs and conical AdS3. In appendix B
we compute the geodesic equation and the chord length of finite geodesic arcs in conical
AdS. Further, in appendix C we derive the boundary conformal Killing vector of a causal
diamond on the cylinder, both from the generators of the conformal group on the cylinder
and from the boundary limit of the boost Killing vector of AdS-Rindler space. Appendix D
studies the contributions from the variation of G and A in the first law of causal diamonds,
using the covariant phase space formalism, and shows that the term proportional to the
variation of Newton’s constant vanishes in the first law.



2 A first law in CFT,

We are interested in studying the physics of bounded regions in the bulk from a field
theory perspective, in the context of the AdS/CFEFT correspondence. For simplicity, we
restrict to AdS3/CFTy and we focus on the example of a circular disk D of coordinate
radius R inside a time slice of AdS. A gravitational first law (1.1) has recently been derived
for metric perturbations of such disks in pure AdS which satisfy the linearized Einstein
equation [29]. For a gravitational theory with a boundary dual field theory, it is a natural
question whether a CFT version of such a gravitational first law exists. The CFT first
law is an unexplored subject within the AdS/CFT literature, and in what follows we will
derive a non-trivial variational relation between various boundary quantities that is dual
to the bulk first law. This establishes a new relational entry in the AdS/CFT dictionary.

There are two terms in the gravitational first law which allow for an immediate holo-
graphic interpretation in AdS3/CFTy: the area variation of the boundary of the disk and
the volume variation of the disk. First, there is a fair amount of literature that investigates
the CFT dual of the area of an arbitrary differentiable curve on a spatial slice of AdSs [16—
18, 22, 24, 25]. This goes by the name of differential entropy, which is a derived quantity
from entanglement entropy and is related to the area of any closed, differentiable bulk curve
in a broad class of gravitational backgrounds. Second, we interpret the volume of the disk
as holographic complezity, following the ‘complexity=volume’ conjecture [40, 41]. Although
the disk is a finite bulk region, instead of an entire bulk time slice, we can still relate it
to complexity because such a region corresponds to a CFT at a UV cutoff according to
the well-known UV/IR correspondence [42, 43]. We use the volume formula of [34, 35] to
express the volume as a pure CFT quantity, an integral involving entanglement entropies
analogous to differential entropy. An important technicality is that the volume formula
only applies to quotients of pure AdS, which is sufficient for our purposes, since we take
the perturbed geometry in the bulk first law to be AdS3 with a conical singularity. Both
differential entropy and the volume formula can be formulated in terms of the formalism
of integral geometry and kinematic space [27], which we review shortly below.

Our setup is as follows. We work with Einstein gravity in locally AdS3 spacetimes in
global coordinates, and we mostly specialize to pure AdS and AdS with a conical singularity.
The metric of the latter spacetime is

2 2\ !

ds* = — (72 + ;2> dt* + (72 + ;2> dr® + r2dg?, (2.1)
where ¢ € [0,27) and v € (0,1) parametrizes the departure away from pure AdS (y = 1).
The dual CFTs lives on the conformal boundary, which is a Lorentzian cylinder. We fix
the conformal frame on the boundary such that the CFT time is the same as global AdS
time ¢, i.e. dszndy = lim, 0 f—;dsz, and we distinguish the boundary angular coordinate
from the bulk angular coordinate ¢ by shifting the origin. Thus, the boundary metric is

dspyay = —dt* + L*d6>. (2.2)

Note that the radius L of the cylinder is equal to the AdS curvature radius in this frame.



(02, a2)

|92 (01, 0a1)
20[2

Figure 1: Left diagram: a time slice of pure AdSs containing two boundary anchored
geodesics (in green) parametrized by (61, 1) and (02, a2). Right diagram: The associated
two points in kinematic space with coordinate system (6, ), where 6 denotes the midpoint
of the boundary subregion in angular coordinates and « is the angular radius. The orien-
tation of each geodesic is reversed by the transformation (6,«a) — (7 + 0,7 — «), which
exchanges the boundary subregion with its complement.

2.1 Review of kinematic space

Kinematic space is the space of oriented spacelike geodesics in the bulk which are anchored
on the boundary. In this article we restrict to static, locally AdS; geometries and to
geodesics inside a time slice of those geometries. For vacuum AdS3 kinematic space is the
space of RT surfaces [11, 12] passing through a time slice. An equivalent parametrization
of kinematic space is via the boundary subregion that the geodesics subtend: for a given
pair (6, ) on the boundary, with 6 the midpoint and « the opening angle of the subregion,
there exists a unique oriented geodesic in the bulk (see figure 1). For the conical defect and
BTZ geometry this is no longer the case: several geodesics (i.e. minimal and non-minimal
geodesics) can be associated to a given boundary interval [23]. Kinematic space for the
conical defect spacetime can still be defined though as the space of oriented geodesics,
thereby also taking into account non-minimal geodesics, but it cannot be defined as the
space of boundary intervals (see [44] though for a CFT definition in terms of OPE blocks).

2.1.1 Differential entropy

The main idea behind differential entropy is to trace out every point of a closed bulk curve
by unique boundary anchored geodesics of opening angle «(6) which are tangent to the
bulk curve at that point. For a central bulk circle these geodesics are just the RT surfaces
corresponding to subregions of a fixed, constant angular size 2« for every angle 6.

Differential entropy is defined as the 6 integral over the derivative of the entanglement
entropy S(«) with respect to « [16, 17, 24]

27
Saiff = ! / do d5@) (boundary). (2.3)
2 0 do —a(0)




Using the Ryu-Takayanagi formula S = ¢/(4G), where £ is the length of the geodesic which
is anchored at the boundary coordinates § — o and 6 + «, the differential entropy can be
expressed in terms of bulk quantities. It turns out that differential entropy is dual to the
Bekenstein-Hawking entropy [1, 3] of the closed curve corresponding to the function a(6)

A
1G

1 [ di(a)
w=— [ do
Sair = 36 /0 do

Here A is the area (i.e. circumference) of the bulk curve and G is the three-dimensional

(bulk). (2.4)

a=a(f

Newton constant. For example, for a CFT in the vacuum state on the cylinder, the entan-
glement entropy of a subregion of size 2« with its complement is [45, 46]

S¥€(a) = glog (25 sin a> , (2.5)
where c¢ is the central charge of the boundary CFT and p is the UV cutoff scale. If we
restrict the closed curve in the bulk to be a central circle, centered at the origin in global
coordinates, then « is independent of 6 for every point on the bulk curve, and the differential
entropy is simply

S¥C () = % cot av. (2.6)

Note that the two scales L and p drop out in the differential entropy. Using the dictionary
between the bulk radius and the boundary opening angle in pure AdS, given by R = L cot «
with L the curvature radius of AdS,! and the dictionary for the central charge ¢ = 3L/(2G)
[47], we find that the differential entropy is indeed equal to the circumference of the circle

divided by 4G
2R

SE(R) = (27)
This is only a simple example of the equality between differential entropy and the Bekenstein-
Hawking entropy — which is nonetheless relevant for this paper — but the equality has been
proven more generally for any closed, piecewise differentiable curve on a spatial slice of
AdS3 in [17], and for time varying curves on arbitrary holographic backgrounds which
possess a generalized planar symmetry in [22]. In what follows, the holographic dictio-
nary between differential entropy and bulk area plays an important role in our boundary
interpretation of the bulk first law.

There are several proposals in the literature for the physical interpretation of differen-
tial entropy. In the original paper [16] it has been conjectured that it signifies the amount
of entanglement between quantum gravitational degrees of freedom associated to the inte-
rior and exterior of the bulk subregion.? This was immediately challenged in the follow-up
paper [17], where it was suggested that the Hilbert space of quantum gravity does not
factorize between the inside and outside of the bulk curve. This is because the exterior
of the bulk curve is holographically dual to a finite time strip on the boundary cylinder

Tn appendix B.1 we provide a derivation of this equation, see (B.5) with v = 1.
2Note that this is the leading order quantity in a 1/c expansion in the dual CFT, i.e. it is of order O(c).
It is not to be confused with the subleading quantum correction due to the entanglement of bulk fields.



and the density matrix on such a region still acts on the full Hilbert space of the CFT
and not on a tensor factor. Instead, a separate interpretation was proposed based on the
idea that observers who make measurements for a finite duration in time only have access
to local CFT data, and not to the global state. As a result, the authors of [17] suggested
that differential entropy measures the uncertainty in reconstructing the global quantum
state from the local data collected by all observers in the finite time strip. However, this
interpretation was contested in [48] since the global ground state cannot always be recon-
structed with arbitrary high accuracy from local data. This is the case if, for example,
there is a degeneracy of locally indistinguishable ground states. Therefore, the maximal
global (‘reconstruction’) entropy of the global ground state does not always admit a precise
bulk geometric interpretation.

Another interesting perspective was provided by [49], which interprets differential en-
tropy as the Wilson loop of the boundary modular Berry connection in kinematic space.
This Berry connection relates the eigenspaces of modular Hamiltonians of different sub-
systems in the CFT. In the bulk the modular Berry connection ties two infinitesimally
separated geodesics under the action of the bulk modular Hamiltonian, or more precisely
the modular translation operator, which translates geodesics along a spatial direction of
a fixed time slice. As mentioned above, the bulk disk is indeed mapped by a collection
of such geodesics, so it is quite natural that the integrand in differential entropy serves as
a connection in kinematic space. Finally, from a slightly different viewpoint, differential
entropy also finds a quantum information theoretic definition in [50]. In this language,
the length and shape of the bulk curve is expressed in terms of a communication protocol
called ‘constrained state merging’. The differential entropy is then the ‘entanglement cost’
of sending the state of the boundary subregion from one party to another, modulo locality
constraints on the operations.

2.1.2 Volume formula

Next, we move to the term in the bulk first law proportional to the change in volume of
the bulk subregion, which we interpret in terms of the change in holographic complexity.
The volume of a maximal slice anchored at a boundary time slice in the eternal black hole
spacetime has been conjectured to be dual to the complexity of the state on the boundary
time slice in the CFT [51, 52]. This ‘complexity=volume’ conjecture has been extended
to the volume of the extremal bulk region bounded by a boundary subregion and the RT
surface for this subregion, which is supposed to be dual to the complexity of the mixed
state associated to the boundary subregion [53, 54].> These conjectures have not been
proven yet, due to a lack of understanding of complexity in interacting quantum field
theories at strong coupling.

3Note that if the boundary subregion spans the entire boundary time slice, then the scenario is the same
as when our bulk disk has infinite radius on a time slice of AdS3. The corresponding causal diamond in
the bulk is called the ‘Wheeler-deWitt’ (WdW) patch of pure AdS, which has been a topic of interest due
to the ‘complexity=action’ conjecture [52, 55]. In section 2.3 we also explore the CFT dual of the first law
for the WdW patch of pure AdS.
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Figure 2: Left diagram: A point A on a time slice of AdS, and five geodesics (in green)
that intersect A. Right diagram: A point curve a4(f) in kinematic space which represents
all geodesics that pass through the bulk point A. The five diamonds (in green) on the
point curve in the right diagram correspond to the five geodesics in the left diagram.

However, some progress in this subject has been made for the CFT dual of the volume
of bulk subregions in (quotients of) pure AdS3 [34, 35, 56]. The authors of [34] have proven
a ‘volume formula’ which expresses the volume of a bulk subregion as an integral over
kinematic space, where the integrand can be interpreted in terms of pure CFT quantities.
Their original motivation was to find a CFT definition of subregion complexity using the
kinematic space formalism, but their proposal also holds for bulk regions which are not
anchored on the asymptotic boundary (such as a disk in AdS). In essence, the calculation
of the bulk volume amounts to counting the total number of boundary anchored geodesics
that pass through the bulk subregion and integrating the corresponding chord lengths A
in kinematic space, which are the lengths of the intersection of the geodesics with the
subregion. In the following we will explain the volume formula and the necessary kinematic
space concepts in more detail.

The computation of the total number of RT geodesics passing through a given bulk
region is facilitated by the so-called Crofton form w, which is the volume form on kinematic
space. For the kinematic space of the hyperbolic plane, i.e. a time slice of pure AdS, the
Crofton form depends only on « (and not on 6) [27]

w=—"_"df Ada, 2.8
2

6 sin” «

where we haven chosen a normalization that is convenient for AdS3/CFTs. Using (2.5)
we find that the Crofton form can be written in terms of the second derivative of the



entanglement entropy4
1
w=—5025(a)db A da (2.9)

Since the Crofton form characterizes the density of geodesics, the length of a bulk curve
can now be computed by integrating the Crofton form over the region in kinematic space
consisting of all geodesics that intersect the curve. For instance, the geodesic distance or
chord length between two points A and B on a bulk time slice is given by the so-called
Crofton formula in integral geometry [27, 57]

MA,B) 1

We have normalized the Crofton form appropriately such that its integral yields the
Bekenstein-Hawking entropy. For convex curves it can be easily verified using Stokes’
theorem that the Crofton formula reproduces the differential entropy formula (2.3) if the
Crofton form is given by (2.9).> The integration region A 4p in kinematic space is given by
the region bounded by the two so-called point curves a4(f) and ap(f). The point curve
of a given point A is the collection of all geodesics that pass through the point A, which
in kinematic space is a single line a4 () (see figure 2). Thus, the region A 4p corresponds
in AdS to the set of all geodesics (or RT surfaces) that intersect the geodesic arc between
A and B (see figure 6 in the appendices).

Surprisingly, an explicit derivation of the chord length for pure AdS from the Crofton
formula seems to be absent in the literature. For completeness, we have provided this
computation in appendix B.2, for the more general case of AdS with a conical defect
(which reduces to pure AdS by setting v = 1). As a result, in vacuum AdSs the chord
length between two points A and B which lie on a circle of radius R is [34, 35]

Avac(er) = Larccosh[1 + 2(R/L)? sinQ(aR)] . (2.11)

Here, 2ag is the bulk angle between the points A and B on the circle (see figure 3). These
two points lie on a geodesic which is anchored on the asymptotic boundary at the angular
coordinates # — & and 0 + &. The geodesic equation which relates the bulk and boundary
opening angles ap and &, respectively, takes the form

R
—————— COSQR = COS Q. 2.12
A /R2 + L2 ( )
We give a derivation of this geodesic equation in appendix B.1, i.e. it follows from the
second equation in (B.6) by setting » = R and v = 1. One can think of ap as the
difference between the bulk angular coordinate ¢ and the boundary angular coordinate 6,
ie. agp = ¢ — 0. For geodesics which are tangent to the circle we have ap = 0, and we

4For time slices of non-static geometries there is an additional derivative in the Crofton form with respect
to the location 6 of the boundary subregion, i.e. w = $(9; — 92)5(0, a)dd A dov 27, 35).

®The factor of 1/4 in (2.10) is cancelled by two factors of 2, one due to the orientation and one due to
the intersection number of a geodesic with the convex curve [27].

~10 -



Figure 3: A central circle (in red) of coordinate radius R on a time slice of pure AdS;. A
boundary anchored geodesic (in turquoise) associated to a boundary subregion of size 2&
intersects the circle at two points A and B. The geodesic arc (in orange) between A and B
has a bulk angular size 2ag and its chord length is denoted by A(A, B). Geodesics (in green)
whose turning point is tangent to the circle, satisfy ap = 0 and @ = a. The chord length
can be formulated as an integral over all geodesics intersecting the arc between A and B,

and the proper volume of the disk is an integral over geodesics between o < &@ < 7w — a.

denote the value of the boundary opening angle by « for such geodesics (see again figure 3).
Hence the geodesic equation can also be written as

COS (¥ COS (xR = COS (&,
R (2.13)

VR I®

The chord length (2.11) vanishes, of course, for geodesics tangent to the circle, since ar = 0,

with cosa =

and is by definition only non-vanishing for & € (a, m—«). In the rest of the paper we denote
generic boundary opening angles by & and we reserve the notation o for CFT intervals
whose RT surfaces are tangent to the boundary of a given bulk codimension-one region
(like in differential entropy).

Now we can write the bulk volume in terms of the chord length and Crofton form.
Recalling that the Crofton form can be interpreted as the density of geodesics, one would
expect that the volume of a bulk subregion is proportional to the integral of the chord length
times the Crofton form, with an integration region in kinematic space that corresponds to
all geodesics intersecting the bulk subregion. By reinstating appropriate normalizations the
volume formula in integral geometry reads [34, 35, 57| (see also [56] for a similar expression)

VL[ s
1o = 27T/K)\(9,a)w(0,a), (2.14)

- 11 -



where K is the set of geodesics that intersect the bulk subregion, and A is the chord length
of the intersection of those geodesics and the bulk region (see figure 3).

To gain some intuition for the volume formula, we now compute it explicitly for a
circular disk D of coordinate radius R inside a time slice of pure AdS, following [34].
Using equation (2.9) for the Crofton form in pure AdS and the Ryu-Takayangi formula
S =1{/(4G), we can write the volume formula for a disk as

1 2m T—o
Vige =—— [ db / A6 Avac (0, &) OZ lyac (@), (2.15)
4T Jo a
where the subscript ‘vac’ signifies that the chord length A of a geodesic arc and the length ¢
of a boundary anchored geodesic are evaluated in vacuum AdS. For computational purposes
it is convenient to replace the integral over & by an integral over ar, based on the identity

02 lvac(@) dé = 02 Avac(ar) dag, (2.16)
which can be checked using the equations (2.5) and (2.11). The volume formula then
becomes

1 2m g 9 1 ™ 9
Viac = _Z do daR Avac aaR AVac = 5 daR (aaRAvaC)
2 >(an) 0 (2.17)
B cos”(apr B 2( 5 )
= d =2rL 1+ (R/L)*—1).
/0 R (R/L)%sin?(ap) i +(R/L)

This reproduces the proper volume of a disk in pure AdS. In the second equality on the
first line we performed the trivial integral over # and we partially integrated, noting that
the boundary term vanishes since Ay = 0 at ag = 0, 7.

The volume formula (2.14) actually holds for an arbitrary bulk subregion in pure AdS,
as shown in [35]. Similarly, it applies to bulk subregions in quotient spaces of pure AdSs,
since the kinematic space for these geometries can be obtained from quotients of the kine-
matic space for pure AdS [35, 44]. The Crofton form follows from the quotient procedure
and still takes the form (2.9) for time slices of static quotient spaces. Next we repeat the
computation above for a disk in the quotient space of AdSs with a conical defect.

The volume formula for a disk in the conical AdS spacetime is similar to the expres-
sion (2.15) for pure AdS, except that the integration region now depends on the defect
parameter fy6

1 2m T/y—a
Veon = —— do / dé Aeon (0, &) 0% leon (). (2.18)
47T 0 a

The chord length for the conical defect spacetime (2.1) is computed in appendix B.2 in two
different ways, using the embedding space formalism and the kinematic space formalism.
The result is

Acon(atg) = Larccosh [1 + 2R%/(yL)? SiHQ(’}/OzR)] , (2.19)

5We emphasize again that the chord length of both minimal and non-minimal geodesics should be taken
into account in the volume formula, i.e. kinematic space for conical AdS is defined here as the space of all
spatial, boundary anchored geodesics (and is not restricted to only minimal geodesics) [35, 44].
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where ap is the bulk opening angle between two points on a circle of radius R (see figure 3).
These two points lie on a boundary anchored geodesic, with boundary opening angle &, for
which the geodesic equation reads (see appendix B.1 for a derivation)

cos(ya) cos(yar) = cos(ya). (2.20)

Here, « is the value of the boundary opening angle & for which the boundary anchored
(Ryu-Takayanagi) geodesic is tangent to the circle of radius R, i.e. ar = 0, satisfying

R
cos(YQ) = ————— or R = Ly cot(ya). (2.21)

/R2 4+ 42[2
We now compute the volume of a disk in conical AdS using the chord length. In equation
(2.18) we can replace the integral over & by an integral over ag using

02 Leon(@) di = 92 Acon(ar) dag . (2.22)

This can be seen geometrically from figure 3, but it can also be explicitly checked from
(2.19) and (2.43). After inserting this and performing the trivial integral over 6, the volume
formula reduces to a single integral over ag

1

/Y
5 / do‘R(aozRAcon)2
2 0

:/ﬂ/’Yd 2R? cos?(yag) — 9n 2 (W—V>~
0

M1 R2/(7L)?sin® (yag)

1 [~/ )
Veon = — ¢ A dogr )\conaaR)\con = 9

(2.23)

In the second equality we integrated by parts and removed the boundary term, since
Acon = 0 at ag = 0,7/7. The final expression is indeed the volume of a disk in conical AdS.

2.1.3 Boundary dual of finite bulk volume

In this section we discuss the CFTq dual of the volume of a subregion inside a time slice of
pure AdS3 (or a static quotient space of AdS3). The volume formula (2.14) can be expressed
in terms of entanglement entropies, using the Crofton formula (2.10) and equation (2.9)
for the Crofton form of the hyperbolic plane,

2
V= G/ d@dd/ do’ da' 9% S(a) 02, S(&). (2.24)
2m Jk AaB

Clearly, the right-hand side is not a CFT quantity, as it still involves Newton’s constant G.
However, we can define a manifestly field theoretic quantity by dividing the volume by an
appropriate dimensionful factor. Following the ‘complexity=volume’ proposal [51, 52] we
divide the volume by GL, where L is the AdS radius, and we call the resulting dimensionless

quantity holographic complexity
v

C=——.
4GL
The factor 1/4 is conveniently chosen since the same factor appears in differential entropy.

(2.25)

The dimensionful proportionality factor 1/(GL) has been used in earlier definitions of holo-
graphic complexity for boundary thermofield double states [51] and for boundary subregion
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density matrices [53, 54]. This is also the same factor that connects boundary Fisher in-
formation and bulk volume [58, 59]. As a result, we find the following definition of the
boundary dual of the bulk volume

3
167c

/ do da / do’ d&’ 92 S(a) 62, S(&), (2.26)
K AaB

where we employed ¢ = 3L/(2G). This is a pure CFT quantity, since the regions K and
A 4p in kinematic space can be defined in terms of boundary coordinates (0, &) (see also
section 2.2.2). The information theoretic interpretation of this expression is not clear to
us, but at least it provides a precise dictionary between the bulk volume and a boundary
integral over entanglement entropies. This dictionary is our second input for the boundary
interpretation of the bulk first law (differential entropy being the first input).

Regarding the complexity interpretation of the bulk volume, the CFT quantity could
be defined as the complexity of a global state on a time slice in the CFT, where a UV
cutoff has been implemented in the theory. The cutoff scale is related to the boundary of
a bulk subregion in a time slice of AdS through the UV/IR correspondence [42, 43] (the
CFT time slice coincides with the asymptotic boundary of the bulk time slice). If the bulk
subregion is a central disk of a fixed radius, then the CFT lives at a radial cutoff in AdS.
It would be interesting to make this proposal for cutoff complexity more precise, see for
example the recent paper [60].

We should be careful in distinguishing this notion of cutoff complexity from the usual
notion of subregion complexity [53, 54]. The latter is argued to be the complexity of a
reduced density matrix associated to a boundary subregion, dual to the volume of the
extremal bulk codimension-one region bounded by the boundary subregion and the asso-
ciated RT surface (or dual to the action of the Wheeler-deWitt patch of the bulk region).
Cutoff complexity depends on the global state of a time slice of the CFT, or on the reduced
state associated to a time strip, whereas subregion complexity is a property of a reduced
density matrix associated to a subregion. The two definitions are only equivalent in the
limit where the boundary subregion coincides with the entire time slice in the CFT. The
cutoff complexity and subregion complexity are in that case dual to the volume of an ex-
tremal time slice of AdS, which can be regularized by choosing an IR cutoff in the bulk
which matches the UV cutoff on the boundary. We discuss this limit further in section 2.3.

Note that the complexity=volume proposal (2.25) differs from the holographic dictio-
nary in [34, 35]. In particular, their definition of topological complexity Ciop for a bulk
subregion ¥ of constant intrinsic scalar curvature R is given by

1
Ciop = — /Z dVR = % (2.27)

In the last step, we inserted the expression R = —2/L?, which holds for time slices of AdS;.
In terms of entanglement entropy the topological complexity reads

Crop = % / df da / do’ da’ 92 S(a) 02, S(&). (2.28)
8me” Ji Aag
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Note that Cyop does not depend on the central charge, because the 1/ c? cancels against
the central charges in the two factors of the entanglement entropy S ~ ¢ (at least for the
vacuum). The region ¥ is often taken to be the codimension-one region bounded by the RT
surface and a boundary interval, but the expression above applies to any bulk subregion
(since the volume formula applies to arbitrary regions). The motivation for considering
this definition comes from the Gauss-Bonnet theorem, where the integral in (2.27) term
appears as being associated with the volume of the region. Through the Gauss-Bonnet
theorem the resulting complexity is related to the Euler number of the bulk subregion,
cf. equation (3.8), manifesting the topological nature of the definition. Both proposals for
holographic complexity (2.25) and (2.27) are valid dimensionless CFT quantities, but we
work with the first proposal in the rest of the paper for three reasons: a) it is more widely
used in the literature, b) it is proportional to the central charge like differential entropy,
and c) it is well defined in higher dimensions (see the comment below equation (4.7)).

2.2 First law of differential entropy and holographic complexity

In this section we derive a CFTy counterpart of the first law of causal diamonds in AdSs.
The CFT first law involves a variation of the differential entropy and holographic complex-
ity, which are respectively dual to (the variation of) the area and volume of a disk in AdS.
We proceed in deriving the boundary relation by first computing the variations of Sgig
and C separately in the CF'T, and then combining them into one variational identity. We
consider three independent types of variations in the CFT: 1) a variation of the boundary
subregion size « in a fixed coordinate system, 2) a variation of the scaling dimension A
of operators acting on the vacuum state, and 3) a variation of the central charge ¢ in the
space of CF'Ts. While studying one particular variation, we keep the other two quantities
fixed. Both differential entropy and holographic complexity change under the variations
of (o, A,c). A particular combination of §Sgg and dC yields a new variational relation,
which for brevity we call the ‘first law of differential entropy’. One can think of this as a
dynamical constraint that any 2d holographic field theory must satisfy.

For the most part, we assume the central charge to be large such that the holographic
dual has a classical geometry. Further, we mostly consider those state variations in the
CFT which are dual to the creation of a conical defect in AdS. In other words, we take
the perturbed geometry in the bulk (after a metric perturbation of pure AdSs) to be the
classical spacetime which is locally identical to AdSs but globally has an angular deficit
(see section 3.1). A conical defect spacetime with angular periodicity 2w/N corresponds
to the quotient space AdSs/Zy, with N a positive integer. A conical defect in AdS is dual
to an excited state created, via the state/operator correspondence, by a heavy operator in
the CFT [61-64]. There is substantial evidence that the CFT state dual to AdS3/Zy is
excited by an operator which, at large ¢, has scaling dimension [65—67]

A= 1% <1 - A;) +O(&0). (2.29)

The leading-order term is the scaling dimension of a twist operator [68—-70]. At the orbifold
point of the D1-D5 CFT the dual of AdS3/Zy has indeed been identified as the state created
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by acting with a twist field on the vacuum [23, 71, 72]. Taking subleading corrections into
account in A is equivalent to including perturbative quantum corrections in the bulk stress-
energy tensor, due to the presence of quantum fields in a fixed AdS background. In the
following we neglect these subleading 1/c corrections and we only consider CFT excited
states with large A dual to a classical geometry with a point particle.

In terms of the conical defect parameters v = 1/N and € = 1 — , which we often use,
the scaling dimension to leading order reads

c c c
A=—(1-7%) = e —c 2.
5 (1-7) =5¢— 3¢ (2.30)
For first-order variations around the vacuum state we thus have
c
0N = 6(56. (2.31)

Note that A = A and de = ¢, as the vacuum state corresponds to A =0 and € = 0.

2.2.1 Varying differential entropy

The change in differential entropy under the variation of the subregion size «, scaling

dimension A and central charge c is
dSaift = 5aniff‘A7c + 5ASdiff‘a7c + 5chiff‘a7A- (2.32)

Note that if A is kept fixed, we should evaluate the differential entropy in the ground state
of CFT. The variation da in the second term denotes a state variation induced by acting
with an operator of dimension A on the vacuum. We start with computing the second
term using two different methods, and afterwards we discuss the other terms.

Method 1) Since differential entropy (2.3) is expressed in terms of the entanglement
entropy S(a), we can employ the first law of entanglement to calculate the change in differ-
ential entropy under a state variation. Recall that the reduced density matrix associated
to a subregion can be expressed as

(2.33)

where H,oq is the so-called modular Hamiltonian. Under a variation of the state of the
system, it follows that the variation of the entanglement entropy is equal to the variation
of the expectation value of Hy,oq [13, 14]

OAS = da(Hmoq) - (2.34)

This is the first law of entanglement. In order to derive a first law for differential entropy,
we differentiate with respect to o on both sides and then take the integral over 6:

L g g S( )‘ —I/Qﬂdﬁdé (Hmod) (2.35)
2 /o da 87\ a) 2/, do (ANTmed] |y '

The left-hand side is, of course, the state variation of the differential entropy. The challenge
lies in understanding the right-hand side of this equation. In order to do so, we use the fact
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that the modular Hamiltonian for the reduced density matrix of the CFT global vacuum
state restricted to a ball-shaped region B can be interpreted as a conserved charge [73]

0+
Howa = [ 94 €T =L [ d€y @) Tuld)] . (2.36)
B O—or t=0

Here ¥/ and T}, are, respectively, the volume-form on the subregion and the CFT stress-
energy tensor. The curvature radius L appears due to the square root of the determinant
of the metric (2.2) on the boundary cylinder. Further, ff&a) is the time component of the
conformal Killing vector that generates a flow which remains inside the past and future
domain of dependence (a.k.a. the causal diamond) of the ball-shaped subregion. Since
the two-dimensional CFT lives on a cylinder in our setup, the spherical subregion is an
interval with angular size 2« and center at = 6, and we assume it lies inside the ¢ = 0 time
slice. In appendix C we provide a derivation of the conformal Killing vector £ generating the
conformal isometry that preserves a causal diamond on the cylinder, both from a boundary
and a bulk perspective.”

By plugging in the expression above for the modular Hamiltonian into (2.35) and taking
the derivative with respect to « inside the f-integral — this is allowed since 0,00 = 0 at
the boundary values of the integral, i.e. at ¢t = 0 and 6 = 6 & «, which are the edges of the
diamond — one finds

1 2 O0+a d . B _
SaSai],, = 5L /0 o /9 By B)9a(Tu@) | (2.37)

We can interchange the order of the integrals by imposing |§ — 0| < a. This gives

1 27 B O+ d . B B
aSai],, = 5L /0 0 /9 40+ €y oy ()02 (Tu(0))| . (2.38)

Lastly, we insert the conformal Killing vector whose flow preserves a causal diamond on
the boundary cylinder and has unit surface gravity®

_ 1 _ _
§(0,0)(0) = —— [(cos(t/L) cos (0 — 0) — cos o) LO; — sin(t/L) sin(0 — 0) 5] . (2.39)
’ sin «v
This vector field vanishes at the edges of the diamond {t = 0,0 = § & a} and the past and
future vertices {t/L = +a,0 = 0}, and acts as a null flow on the null boundaries of the
diamond {t/L +60 = 0 + o;t/L — 0 = —0 &+ a}. The derivative of the time component of
this vector with respect to «, evaluated at t = 0, is

COS «x =

(cos(0 — 0) — cos a)] . (2.40)

d t
datlowl,_o =L 1~

"We only need the time component of ¢ here evaluated at ¢t = 0, which was already obtained in [13],
since they find the modular Hamiltonian of a spatial interval in the CFTy vacuum on the cylinder.

8Here, we use a slightly different notation compared to equation (C.5): we employ a dimensionful time
coordinate t = 7L, the angular coordinate is denoted by # and the center of the causal diamond is located
at @ = 0, instead of at 6 = 0.
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After evaluating the inner 0-integral we find

2
5Asdiﬁ‘ac - L2/ dé (_ =2 + O; ) 5A<Ttt(§)>
’ 0

sina  sin“ «

(2.41)
COS ¢ (6%
— o (— , . )m,
Sin & SN~ «

where in the last line we assumed o # «(f), which corresponds to a spherical region in
AdSs, and we inserted the relationship between the stress-energy tensor expectation value
and the scaling dimension

L? / " d0 6a(Ty(0)) = 2m8A. (2.42)
0

Method 2) Note that the derivation above holds for arbitrary state perturbations and for
arbitrary boundary subregions a(f), until the first line of (2.41), corresponding to arbitrary
bulk regions. However, if the perturbed state is dual to a conical defect in AdSs, and if
« is constant, there is an alternate method of obtaining the state variation of differential
entropy. In particular, we can compute the state variation by subtracting the differential
entropy for the vacuum state from the differential entropy for the excited state dual to the
conical defect spacetime. To do so, we need the entanglement entropy for the excited state

dual to a conical defect spacetime [23, 66, 74]

S a) = glog [i{; sin(fya)} . (2.43)

The variation in differential entropy is now equal to the difference between the differential
entropy for the excited state dual to the conical defect space and the differential entropy
for the vacuum state

1 2T d 1 2 d
5ASdiH‘a .= 2/ do— S () — / dd— SV («)
’ 0 0

do 2 da
1 [ ¢ cos[(l —€)a] cosa ‘
- 2/0 40 3 [(1 —¢) sin[(1—e€)a] sina} (249

cos « Q c
:27T(—, +7)*6+062.
sina  sin?a/ 6 (")
This is the same result as (2.41), since 6A = (¢/6)e up to first order in ¢, cf. equation (2.31).
After dealing with the state variation, we can now concentrate on the first and third
term in (2.32), i.e. the variation of the subregion size and central charge, respectively. The
change in differential entropy under an « variation, at fixed A and ¢, is to first order

6o St dift 5o = _TC_ 1 (2.45)
i = —Lja=—— a, .
ardiffa Oa 3 sina

where we used the expression (2.6) for the vacuum differential entropy with a # «(f).
Similarly, the differential entropy variation due to a variation of the central charge, at

fixed o and A, is
05y 1 T COS @
. _ diff _ _ qvac _ "
5CSdIH‘0‘7A e oc= c St 0¢ = 3 sina

sc. (2.46)
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Finally, combining the variations (2.41), (2.45) and (2.46), we find that the total differential
entropy variation is to first order given by

COS «

sina  sin?a

1
(SSdiff:EC?SOé C—W—C% 5 oo+ 21 <—
3 sina 3 sin“ o

) SA. (2.47)

2.2.2 Varying holographic complexity

Our next task is to study the change in holographic complexity (2.25) due to a, A, and ¢
variations

0C = 0aCl, ,+0aC|,  +8:C| A (2.48)

We start with computing the second term, i.e. the state variation of holographic complexity
at fixed « and c¢. Unfortunately, unlike with the differential entropy variation, we cannot
use the first law of entanglement in this case, since the volume formula (2.14), on which
our holographic complexity is based, applies only to locally AdS3 spacetimes. This means
that the holographic complexity formula (2.26) holds for CFT states which are dual to
quotients of AdSs, such as the conical defect spacetime and the BTZ black hole, but does
not apply to arbitrary variations of the vacuum state. In particular, it does not hold for
small deviations from the vacuum state, i.e. with A < ¢, dual to geometries with small
local variations away from pure AdSs [35].

Therefore, we use the second method in the previous section to determine the com-
plexity variation. That means we define the complexity state variation as the difference
between the complexity for the excited state dual to conical AdS and the complexity for
the vacuum

0aC|,, , = (Ceon = Cuac) o (2.49)
The holographic complexity for both states could in principle be computed by inserting
the entanglement entropies for the vacuum and excited state, i.e. (2.5) and (2.43) respec-
tively, into the definition (2.26) (see [35] for similar computations). However, we find it
computationally easier to express the complexity first in terms of the chord length, instead
of the entanglement entropy. Following the steps in (2.17) we can write the complexity for
the vacuum state as

Cone = — / doeg (Do Mae) - (2.50)
12 J,

Here Avac = Avac /L is the dimensionless chord length for the vacuum state, given in (2.11).
Although the chord length is a bulk quantity, defined as the length of a geodesic arc, it
can also be interpreted as a boundary quantity. By writing the bulk opening angle o and
the radius R in terms of the boundary opening angles o and &, using (2.12) and (2.13), we
find a boundary expression for the vacuum chord length

cos? a — cos? &

2

;\V.&c(o?) = arccosh |1 4 2 :
sin® v

(2.51)

Notice that this is only a function of &, the angle o determines the size of the disk in the bulk
and is hence fixed in the computation of the volume formula. The vacuum complexity can
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be derived by plugging this expression for the chord length into (2.50) and, after a change
of variables, performing the integral over & (or, equivalently, inserting equation (2.11) for
the chord length and integrating over ag)

Cone = % ( L _ 1> . (2.52)

sin «v

Note that, unlike entanglement entropy (2.5), the complexity and differential entropy of
the vacuum state are independent of the UV cutoff p of the CFT.

Next, we turn to the complexity of the CFT state dual to conical AdS (see also [75]).
We compute the holographic complexity through the volume formula, which can be ex-
pressed entirely in terms of the chord length, cf. equation (2.23), in a similar way as for

pure AdS,
c [ <
=13 ; dor (OagAcon)” (2.53)

By changing variables we replace the integral over aug by an integral over &, and we write the

CCOl’l

dimensionless chord length Acon = Acon /L as a boundary quantity, using (2.20) and (2.21),

(2.54)

~ 9 _ 5 -
)\COn(d) — arccosh |:1 + 2COS (r}/a) COS ("}’Oé):| .

sin?(ya)
This means that the complexity formula (2.53) can be written purely in terms of CFT quan-

tities. Performing the remaining integral over & (or, equivalently, over ar), the complexity
for CFT states dual to conical AdS turns out to be

me 1
con — — 1. 2.
¢ 3 (sm(’ya) > (2:55)

Expanded to first order in € = 1 — vy, the complexity is given by

770[ 1 <acosa 1
e 1+

3 sinfa sino

Ccon =

+ 1) €+ 0(62)} . (2.56)

sin o
Thus, the state variation of the complexity is to first order

QU CoS (¢ 1

sin? o sin o

5aC|,, =2m ( + 1) SA, (2.57)

where we have used (2.31) to replace de by JA.

Finally, we turn to the « and ¢ variations of holographic complexity. As the state is
unchanged in both variations we can directly use equation (2.52) for the vacuum complexity
and take partial derivatives with respect to a and ¢. We end up with the following first-
order variations

oC TC COS &
0oCly = == —— S, 2.58
’A,c da 3 sin “ (2:58)

and ac 1 1

T
8¢ = ¢ = = Cyac 6c = = —1)éc. 2.
C‘D‘A dc ¢ CC ‘T3 (sina > ¢ (2.59)
Thus, the total complexity variation is
Py (LSS P PRI N Y (L L S PN (2.60)
3 \sina 3 sin® « sin“a sina
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2.2.3 Combining the variations

At this point, we are ready to write down a first law in CFTy involving the change in
differential entropy and complexity under the variations of a, A and ¢. We proceed by
computing a particular combination of variations of differential entropy and complexity,

8 Saife — <aniﬁ> sC, (2.61)

oc

since such a combination typically appears in a thermodynamic relation. To be specific,
if the internal energy depends on the three equilibrium state variables Sgg, C and ¢, i.e.
E = E(Sai, C, ¢), then its variation is by definition equal to

OF OE OE
OF = <aniﬁ>C705Sdiﬁ + <8C> oC + <ac>5diﬁvc(50. (262)

Saiff,¢

This can be written in a different form using Maxwell’s relation

OF aniff) <3E>
OF = 0Sair — |+ | — de. 2.63
<aniff>C,c< a < ac E.c ) de Saifr,C ‘ ( :

We find that the combination of variations (2.61) indeed appears in the variation of the

internal energy.

Another motivation for studying the particular combination of variations (2.61) is that
it corresponds to 6(A/4G) — kL§(V/AGL) in the dual AdS spacetime, where k is the trace
of the extrinsic curvature of the boundary of the disk as embedded in the disk. The first
law of causal diamonds can be expressed in terms of this combination of area and volume
variations, as we will show in section 4. Hence, we expect that the combination of variations
(2.61) appears in the dual boundary first law. The partial derivative of Sgig with respect
to C should be evaluated in the vacuum, at fixed central charge, and can be easily calculated

052 05%2¢ [ OCyac -1 mc 1 mc cosa \ 1 1
( dﬂf) _ d1ff< > - <,7 . ) - (2.64)
C

OCac Oa O 3 sin? 3 sin? « cosa
In the bulk this is dual to the product of the extrinsic trace k and the AdS radius L,
i.e. kL =1/ cosa, cf. equation (3.53).
We can now compute the combination of variations of differential entropy and com-

as

plexity separately for o, A and ¢ induced variations. Firstly, for variations which change
the subregion size «, but keep A and c fixed, the combination vanishes to first order

COS «x

<5asdiﬁ L 5ac) —0. (2.65)
A,c

This follows directly from the « variations of differential entropy and complexity, (2.45)
and (2.58) respectively. Note that the choice of relative coefficient (2.64) is crucial for
the cancellations between the two variations. The « variation is an example of a global
conformal transformation in the CFT, in particular a dilatation, hence it is dual to a bulk
isometry transformation. In [29] it has been shown that the combination 6, A — ko, V
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vanishes for variations of ball-shaped regions in AdS with vanishing extrinsic curvature
induced by arbitrary diffeomorphisms y, in particular it is zero for variations induced by
isometries. Hence, from the AdS/CFT duality we expect that (2.61) vanishes for variations
induced by arbitrary global conformal transformations (since they are dual to isometries
in the bulk), not just for « variations, but we do not have a proof of this in the CFT.

Secondly, under a small change in A, at fixed « and ¢, the combination of variations
becomes

<5Asdiﬁ - laAc) _— ( L Smo‘) SA. (2.66)
cos e cosa  cos

This can be derived by inserting the state variations of differential entropy and complexity.

The state variation of differential entropy (2.41) is valid for arbitrary perturbations, but

the variation of complexity (2.57) is specific for first-order variations from the vacuum state

to the excited state dual to conical AdS. It would be interesting to see whether the equality

above holds more generally for arbitrary first order perturbations of the vacuum state.
Furthermore, under the variation of the central charge, at fixed @ and A, the combi-

nation of variations takes a very simple form

1 1
<5c5diff — C5cc> . = ( g — Cvac> de_ ™ (1 —sina)de. (2.67)

0S (v Cos & c 3 cos «

The variation of differential entropy and complexity under changing c¢ is simply given by

deSair = (S/c)oc and §.C = (Cyac/c) dc, cf. (2.46) and (2.59). Hence, the first equality

above follows from inserting these central charge variations, and the second equality follows

from the explicit expressions for S} an Cyac as a function of a, cf. (2.6) and (2.52).
Thus, combining the a, A and ¢ variations above yields

1 1 1) 1 i
8Saiff — ——0C = <S§?§ - Cvac) e ( - Smo‘) JA. (2.68)
COS «x COS ¥ C COS ¥ COS ¥

This is our proposal for the CFTs dual of the first law of causal diamonds, which we call the
first law of differential entropy. Note that the variational relation above is written purely
in terms of CFT quantities: the subregion size «, scaling dimension A, central charge c,
holographic complexity C and differential entropy Sgg. In section 4 we prove explicitly
that this boundary first law is dual to the bulk first law for disks in AdSs.
Let us now write the first law of differential entropy as a ‘thermodynamic’ first law.
We emphasize, however, that the CFT is not in a standard thermal state, hence this might
just be a formal analogy. The first law of differential entropy should probably rather
be interpreted as a variational relation in a quantum theory, just like the first law of
entanglement. Nevertheless, we can associate the A variation with the change in internal
energy of the CF'T. Formally, we can define a positive, o dependent energy in the CFT up
to first order in A/c (or €), via its variation
. 1 .
0F =27 f(a)0A with fla) = p— (1 —sina). (2.69)
One can think of this as a finite a modification of the CFT energy. Note that f(«) is
positive in the range o € [0, 7/2]. As we will see in section 3.2.3, the boundary energy vari-

ation corresponds to the variation of the matter Hamiltonian in the bulk, which generates
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evolution along the flow of the conformal Killing vector. The function f(«) is proportional
to the norm of the bulk conformal Killing vector ¢ evaluated at the center of the causal
diamond, their precise relation is given by equation (3.48)

V —¢- C‘O = HLf(Oé), (270)

with x the surface gravity. It would be interesting to understand the « dependent factor
in (2.69) from the CFT side as well, and to find a covariant definition of this energy in the
dual field theory.

In terms of the energy defined above the first law of differential entropy takes the form

OF =T6Sqix + v6C + pdc, (2.71)

where the conjugate quantities are defined in equation (2.62) and given by

oF
T := = -1,
<3Sdiff>c,c
_(oF _ [ OSaise 1
V'_<8C)S, - T( aoc >E ~ cosa’ (2.72)
diff,C ,C

_ (9FE o (0OSa)  [(OC\ _m
”“<8c>sdiﬁ,c‘ (%), (%), = e

The function p is a chemical potential for the change in the number of field degrees of

freedom in the CFT, and its dependence on « follows from equation (2.67). The fact
that both E and p are proportional to f(«) is a peculiarity for two-dimensional CFTs
and does not generalize to higher dimensions, cf. equation (4.13). The conjugate quantity
v can be interpreted as the energy cost of a unit change in complexity, at fixed Sgig
and ¢, and we have computed this in equation (2.64). Furthermore, in [29, 76] it was
argued that negative temperature is a property of causal diamonds in maximally symmetric
spacetimes, and hence it is natural that we find a negative ‘temperature’ T' in the dual
field theory as well. The formal definition of the temperature on the boundary is in terms
of the partial derivative of differential entropy with respect to the o dependent energy,
1T = (asdiﬂ/aE)}cyc.
the differential entropy and energy are not thermodynamic quantities. It is clear from

However, this does not seem to be a standard temperature as

the definition and from (2.68) that T is negative since the entropy Sy decreases as the
energy F increases. The normalization of the temperature is related to the normalization
of the conformal Killing vector in the bulk. Here, we have normalized the conformal Killing
vector such that the surface gravity is k = 27, hence T'= —k /271 = —1 (see the discussion
below (3.47)).

Another way to organize the first law of differential entropy is in terms of the variation
of the standard dimensionless CFT energy, 6F = 275A, without the factor f(a).” Then
the first law becomes

SE = TdSqg + v6C + fidc, (2.73)

9We thank Ted Jacobson for this suggestion.
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and the associated conjugate quantities change into

T:—%, p:ﬁ, and g:%. (2.74)
Notice that in this case the chemical potential is constant and the temperature depends
on «, whereas in the previous form of the first law the temperature was constant and the
chemical potential depended on a.. The choice of energy E (or temperature T') corresponds
in the bulk to a different normalization of the conformal Killing vector. In particular, the
normalization of the conformal Killing vector is such that the surface gravity is given by
k = 2m/f(a), hence T = —k /27 = —1/f(a), and the norm of the conformal Killing vector
evaluated at the center of the disk is now independent of «, i.e. v/=(- (| o = 2rL.
For an arbitrary normalization of the bulk conformal Killing vector, the conjugate
quantities in the boundary first law depend on the surface gravity and on the subregion
size as follows

K K 1 KT
T = — — d = —— 2.75
o’ YT o cosa’ an H=5r 3f(a), ( )

and the boundary energy variation is given by
O0F = kf(a)dA, (2.76)

which is dual to the matter Hamiltonian variation in the bulk, cf. equation (3.50). Thus,
different normalizations of the surface gravity correspond to different forms of the first law
of differential entropy. Notice though that all ‘thermodynamic’ quantities in (2.75) and
(2.76) are proportional to the surface gravity, so x is just some arbitrary normalization
of the first law which can also be left out (corresponding to the choice x = 1). Finally,
we would like to mention that the first law of differential entropy can be formulated in a
k independent way, by multiplying (2.71) with the inverse temperature g = 1/T,

BOE = 6Sqig + V0C + [idc. (2.77)

The dimensionless product S§FE and the conjugate quantities 7 = Bv and g = Su now
do not depend on k. This formulation of the first law of differential entropy is similar
to the first law of entanglement, 6(K¢) = 05, applied to thermodynamic systems which
admit a (conformal) Killing vector £ (see section 4.2.1). For those systems the modular
Hamiltonian is equal to product of the inverse temperature and the (conformal) Killing
Hamiltonian, K¢ = SH¢. The modular Hamiltonian does not depend on the normalization
of &, but the inverse temperature and Killing Hamiltonian do, just like 8 and E in (2.77)
depend on an arbitrary normalization but their product does not. However, for the first
law of differential entropy we do not have a physical interpretation of the product of the
inverse temperature and the energy, like the modular Hamiltonian. Therefore, in the rest
of the paper we adhere to the formulation (2.71) of the first law, and we choose xk = 27 for
convenience.
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2.3 Limiting cases: small and large boundary intervals

Our proposed first law of differential entropy is an explicit function of the subregion size «,
that uniquely specifies the size of the disk in the bulk. It is interesting and straightforward
to study two limiting cases of the first law, i.e.

small interval: a — 0, and large interval: o — 7/2. (2.78)

These limits correspond in the bulk, respectively, to a disk of infinite size (whose causal
diamond is called the Wheeler-deWitt patch in AdS) and a disk of zero size (a point in
AdS). The first limit is relevant for the standard definition of state complexity, which
applies to a global state, whereas the second limit might shed light on the holographic
description of flat space, as it probes scales much smaller than the AdS radius.

Small intervals: In the limit & — 0, our boundary first law (2.68) reduces to a much
simpler form

27(1 — a) 5A “Z” Sy + 6C + gu — a)de, (2.79)

where we kept terms up to first order in «. Note that at fixed A and ¢ the differential
entropy variation and complexity variation are equal. This is reminiscent of the dual
interpretation of the eternal AdS black hole, for which complexity and thermal entropy are
proportional [40]. Thus, in the strict o = 0 limit, we end up with

(e=0)

210 A —8S i+ 0C + %50. (2.80)

The left-hand side can be interpreted as the integral of the variation of the stress-energy
expectation value over the entire boundary circle, as in (2.42), and the factor 27 here
appears due to the size of the circle. Hence, in the zero size limit the oo dependent energy F
becomes equal to the standard dimensionless energy £ = 27A of the global CFT state,
which is independent of «. Further, notice that the chemical potential for the central
charge simplifies to pin—0 = % for intervals of zero size, like in equation (2.74).

The bulk dual of the boundary first law for the zero interval size is the first law of
the WdW patch, which was studied in [29] as a limiting case of the first law of causal
diamonds in AdS. Further, in [37] a first law for WdW was derived in the context of the
‘complexity=volume’ conjecture, by perturbing AdS with coherent state excitations of a
free scalar field. The CFT dual relation was dubbed the ‘first law of complexity’ [36], which
can be independently obtained from Nielsen’s geometric approach to circuit complexity by
perturbing the target state and keeping the reference state fixed.' In the context of the
‘complexity=action’ conjecture a bulk first law was also proposed in [36, 37] for the ac-
tion of the WAW patch, and extended in [78] to arbitrary perturbations and backgrounds.
Alternatively, similar variational relations for complexity were studied by interpreting the

10The change in complexity was also considered in the context of the ‘second law of complexity’ [77]. In
that context the complexity variation was related to the notion of uncomplexity, i.e. the difference between
the complexity of the system and the maximum value it can attain, which in turn is related to the entropy
of an auxiliary system.
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change in volume as the boundary symplectic form [38, 39], and by performing local con-
formal transformations on the AdS vacuum [79, 80]. These works are different from our
results in the sense that they only study the complexity variation, and not the differential
entropy (or area) variation in the first law (i.e. they keep the volume of a spatial slice of
the CFT fixed). In this sense, our first law of differential entropy generalizes their results
in a non-trivial way both for the WdW patch and, perhaps more importantly, away from
this limit. It is satisfying, however, that the authors of [37] showed that their WdW first
law, sans the area variation, precisely coincides with the first laws studied in [29] and [39].
Large intervals: For the @ — 7/2 limit, we expect the differential entropy and com-
plexity variations to vanish, as the area and volume of the disk go to zero. For small
variations away from 5 := a — 7/2 = 0, the CFT first law is to first order in 8 equal to

(ﬁgo)

BSai + 0C 0. (2.81)

Hence, in the strict 8 = 0 limit, we find a trivial version of the first law
sc="0. (2.82)

There is no longer any energy associated to this variation, and there is also no contribution
from the variation of the central charge in the bulk point limit. Since the first-order
variation gives a trivial result, we also study the second-order variation of complexity,
which is nonvanishing in the § = 0 limit

2 2
5262 18 Cvac5 2 la Ccon

(BEO) T
2 9a2 ¢ T2 g2 N

3
o2 =" Tooa? + %562. (2.83)

Note that the final term can be written in terms of the second-order variation of the scaling
dimension (2.30) of a twist operator, since 6?A = —(c/12)d¢?, which is dual to the negative
gravitational binding energy of the conical defect spacetime, cf. (3.17).

3 A first law in AdS;

In this section we provide an explicit derivation of the first law of causal diamonds in AdSs,
which matches the CFTy first law of the previous section. In [29] the first law was derived
using the covariant phase space method [32, 33|, whereas in this section we follow a co-
ordinate based approach. Moreover, in contrast to [29] we specialize to variations from
vacuum AdS to a locally AdSs spacetime with a conical singularity, which is a three-
dimensional static solution to the Einstein equation with a classical stress-energy tensor
for a point particle [30, 31, 81, 82]. Three-dimensional spacetimes with constant negative
curvature can be constructed as quotients of pure AdSs by a discrete subgroup of the isome-
try group [8, 83]. In particular, a spatial section of the conical defect spacetime follows from
quotienting two-dimensional hyperbolic space by the conjugacy class of its isometry group
that is generated by an elliptic element, which depends on a single parameter [67, 84-86].
The conical defect metric therefore differs from that of pure AdS by a single parameter ~y
or €, which simplifies the derivation (and applicability) of the first law considerably.
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Figure 4: A causal diamond in pure AdSj3 associated to a disk D (yellow region) of
radius R. The bulk conformal Killing vector ¢ generates a flow (in red) within the causal
diamond, which sends the boundary of the diamond into itself, and leaves fixed the vertices
and the circle D. The minimal geodesic or Ryu-Takayanagi surface (in green), which is
tangent to the circle, subtends an angle 2« at the asymptotic boundary (in blue). Note
that a larger boundary subregion corresponds to a smaller bulk disk and vice-versa.

To begin with, let us summarize the first law of causal diamonds in general relativity,
derived in [28] for flat space and extended in [29] to (A)dS space. The causal diamonds
under consideration are defined as the domain of dependence of (codimension-1) ball-shaped
regions of any size in maximally symmetric spacetimes. There exists a unique conformal
isometry that preserves these causal diamonds, which is generated by the conformal Killing
vector (. Figure 4 illustrates the flow of ( for a causal diamond in AdS. The flow is tangent
to the null boundary of the diamond, and leaves fixed the future and past vertices and
the boundary of the ball. The first law applies to arbitrary first-order variations of these
maximally symmetric causal diamonds to nearby solutions — i.e. the variations satisfy the
linearized Einstein (constraint) equations — and it reads

SHI — % (—KGA + KRSV — VeSA) . (3.1)
Here 6H énat is the variation of the bulk matter Hamiltonian which generates evolution
along the flow of (, k is the (positive) surface gravity associated to ¢, A is the area of the
boundary of the ball, k is the trace of the extrinsic curvature of the boundary as embedded
inside the ball, V' is the proper volume of the ball, V; is the thermodynamic volume defined
as the proper volume locally weighted by the norm of {, and A is the cosmological constant.
In the upcoming sections we compute these quantities explicitly for disks, denoted by D,
in locally AdS3 spacetimes.

The variations we consider in this section are of three different types, in analogy with
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the three CFT variations of the previous section.'’ The first variation involves changing
the boundary interval size a of a RT surface in a fixed global coordinate system for pure
AdS. The metric of pure AdS remains the same under this variation, but the radius R
of the disk decreases as « increases (see figure 4). The second variation is a first order
variation of the metric and matter fields from pure AdS to a point mass in AdS, while
again keeping the coordinate system fixed. This variation is parametrized by the conical
defect parameter €, and is related to varying the scaling dimension A in the dual CFT.
Thirdly, we consider variations of the coupling constants of the gravitational theory, i.e. the
cosmological constant A and Newton’s constant G. Assuming the sign of the cosmological
constant does not change, a variation of A can also be interpreted as a metric perturbation
due to changing only the curvature scale L of the AdS background, since A = —1/L?
in AdS3. Our motivation for varying A (or L) and G is not so much that they are separate
equilibrium state variables or that the quantity —A/87G is the pressure of a perfect fluid
in the bulk [87], but rather that they can be combined to form a single quantity in the
dual CFT, the central charge ¢ = 3L/(2G), which can be varied in the space of CFTs [88].
We will show that the variations of L and G appear in the first law in the particular
combination §(L/G), which is dual to varying the central charge of the holographic CFT.
Another reason for varying G is that it can be combined with the boundary area of the
disk to form the differential entropy.

We start the rest of this section with a review of locally AdSs spacetimes with a conical
defect. This enables us to compute the first-order variations of the area, volume and matter
Hamiltonian for a disk in empty AdSs. The area and volume variations match precisely
with the variations of the differential entropy and holographic complexity, respectively, of
the previous section. Finally, the area, volume and matter Hamiltonian variations can be
combined into a single variational relation, which is the first law of causal diamonds applied
to the present geometric setting.

3.1 AdS;3 with a conical defect

The AdSs geometry with a conical defect is locally identical to pure AdSs — except for one
singular point — but it has a different global structure. The static geometry is constructed
by cutting out a wedge of two-dimensional hyperbolic space (the spatial sections of AdS)
along two spatial geodesics, and identifying the edges to form a cone. The tip of the cone
is a singular point, called the ‘conical singularity’. This is a naked singularity, since it is
not shielded by an event horizon. The metric takes the same form as that of pure AdSs

2 r'? 2 r’? - 2 2 712

where ¢ is the bulk angular coordinate with periodicity: ¢’ ~ ¢’ + 2wy where 0 < v < 1.
The value v = 1 corresponds to vacuum AdSs, and for v = 0 the geometry is identical

"1n the covariant phase space approach followed in [29], the variations were defined as variations of the
metric and matter fields, while holding the manifold, the vector field ¢ and the disk D of the unperturbed
diamond fixed. In the present coordinate based approach we fix the position of the diamond in a global
coordinate system of pure AdS and vary the metric within the diamond.
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to that of a massless BTZ black hole. If v = 1/N with N a positive integer, then the
conical defect space corresponds to the quotient space AdS3/Zy.'? The conical singularity
is located at 7’ = 0, and the deficit angle of the geometry is

§¢' =2m(1 —7) = 2me, (3.3)
with 0 < € < 1. The angular periodicity can be modified by rescaling the coordinates

t=t/y, r=r"y, ¢=9¢/y. (3.4)

Under this coordinate transformation the metric becomes

2 2\ 1
ds® = — (72 + ;) dt? + (72 + 22) dr? 4+ r?dg¢?, (3.5)
where ¢ now ranges from 0 to 2. We mainly use this coordinate system in the following
sections. In appendix A we derive this metric from the embedding formalism, and we
present some other metrics for conical AdS, one of which is the line element in the original
paper by Deser-Jackiw [31] (cf. equation (A.20)).

The conical defect geometry is not a solution to the vacuum Einstein equation, like
pure AdS. It is a solution to the Einstein equation in 2 + 1 dimensions with a negative
cosmological constant, G, + Ag,, = 87GT),, and a point particle stress-energy tensor

9T utu?’ = mé® (r). (3.6)

Obviously, the location of the classical point mass, r = 0, coincides with the location of the
conical singularity. Here we have chosen a time slice, ¢ = 0 for convenience, for which ¢(?)
denotes the determinant of the induced metric and u* is the future directed unit normal,
given by /9@ =1 (72 + (7’/L)2)71/2 and w9, = (v* + (7"/L)2)71/2 .

Next we determine the relation between the mass m and the conical defect parameter -y
(see [92] for a similar computation). We derive the stress-energy tensor for the metric (3.5)
from the Hamiltonian constraint

R —2A + K? — K, KM = 167GT,utu", (3.7)

where R is the intrinsic curvature scalar of the two-dimensional spacelike hypersurface.
The extrinsic curvature of a constant ¢ hypersurface vanishes, i.e. K,, = 0, because the
hypersurface is time symmetric. For vacuum AdS the spatial curvature scalar is thus
constant: Ryae = 2A. The intrinsic curvature scalar of conical AdS only differs from that of
vacuum AdS at the conical singularity. Therefore, it is equal to the sum of the vacuum AdS
curvature scalar and a singular part: Reon = 2A + Ring. The singular part of the curvature

12As shown in [89, 90], non-integer values of 1/v are ruled out for supersymmetric conical metrics,
i.e. solutions to six-dimensional supergravity theories which reduce to the 3d conical defects upon compact-
ification [62, 91]. Moreover, the dual description of a conical defect spacetime in terms of a twist operator,
discussed in [65], applies only for integer 1/7. Therefore, in the context of AdS/CFT (and hence also in
the present paper) the conical defect parameter 1/ should most likely be taken to be integer.
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scalar can be derived from the Gauss-Bonnet theorem applied to a disk of radius R, within
the t = 0 hypersurface and centered at r = 0,

1 1
o= = dVR+/ Ak, (3.9)
4 D ™ JoD
Here y. denotes the Euler number, which is equal to one for a disk. The proper volume
element of the disk is dV = /¢ d¢dr and the line element of the boundary circle is
dA = rd¢. Further, k denotes the trace of the extrinsic curvature of 0D as embedded in

the disk, which for the current set-up is given by

k= \/;?ar log \/@‘T:R - % 42+ ]L"f . (3.9)
After performing some simple integrals, we obtain the relation
/D dV Rging = 4m(1 — 7). (3.10)
Therefore, the singular part of the two-dimensional Ricci scalar is
Rane = 70 (1= )0, (3.11)

Inserting this back into the Hamiltonian constraint (3.7) yields the following result for the
stress-energy tensor of conical AdSs

1—
g(Q)TM,/u“UV = 74G76(2) (7«) (312)

This is the only non-zero component of the stress-energy tensor. Comparing with (3.6), we
find that the mass of the point particle is related to the defect parameter through

_l-v_ e
4G 4G
This is the expression for the mass of a point particle in flat space [30] and in AdS [31].

(3.13)

We therefore call it the Deser-Jackiw-'t Hooft (DJH) mass. It is equal to the ‘proper’ mass

of the conical defect spacetime, defined as m = [ dV p(r) where dV is the ‘proper’ volume

element and p is the energy density, but it differs from the total mass of the spacetime.
We can compute the total mass of the conical defect spacetime through the ADM

formula
1

M = —walljigoo/aDdAN(k—kV:l). (3.14)
Note that we have subtracted the value of the ADM mass in the pure AdS background
(with v = 1) in order to cancel the divergences at spatial infinity. This is sufficient for the
present context, because the first law only features the energy difference between conical

AdS and pure AdS.' The extrinsic trace k is given by (3.9) and the lapse function N is

R2
N = V’Qtt"T:R: \/’Y?‘i‘ﬁ- (3.15)

13The absolute value of the mass can be obtained through holographic renormalization [93]. The result
for global pure AdSs3 is Mvac = —1/8G and for AdSs with a conical defect Mcon = —'y2/8G [62].
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Inserting this into the ADM formula and taking the limit R — oo yields

_1—72_ € €
=20 " 1C %G (3.16)

Note that for small deficit angles, i.e. € < 1, the ADM mass agrees with the DJH mass.
This implies that we can use both masses interchangeably in the first law of causal dia-

monds, since the first law only holds for first order perturbations away from pure AdS. For
large deficit angles, however, the ADM mass contains an extra O(e?) term compared to
the DJH mass. This term could be related to the binding energy of the point mass to the
gravitational background. The (negative) gravitational binding energy is defined as the

difference between the total mass and the proper mass'

62

EB—M—m——@. (3.17)

The negative binding energy might be interpreted as a reduction in the gravitational energy

due to the fact that the conical defect cuts out part of the spacetime [95]. Because we are

interested only in small point masses, we neglect this binding energy in the remainder of
the paper.

Finally, we would like to mention a simple relation between the DJH and ADM mass

_ i (1-vi=sGM), (3.18)

and we remark that the ADM mass (not the DJH mass) is related to the scaling dimension
in the 2d CFT, via A = ML. This can be seen, for example, by comparing the ADM
mass (3.16) and the conformal dimension of a twist operator (2.30), where one should re-

m

strict to integer values for the conical defect parameter, i.e. 1/y = N € N (see footnote 12).

3.2 First law of causal diamonds in AdS;
3.2.1 Area variation

In this section we compute the variation of the boundary area of a circular disk, centered
at the point 7 = 0 in a constant time slice of pure AdSs. In order to compare the area
variation with the differential entropy variation in the CFT, we express the radius R of the
disk in terms of the boundary opening angle «. By construction, the spacelike geodesic
anchored at the endpoints of the boundary interval of size 2« is tangent to the boundary
circle of the disk (see figure 4). If the AdS spacetime contains a conical singularity, the
coordinate radius of the disk is given by!®

R = Lvycot(ya). (3.19)

The area of the disk in conical AdSs is therefore

Agn =27k =2mL [222 4 (Z222 4 O Yt 0(2)]. (3.20)

sin « sin o sin” «

1See for instance p. 126 in [94], where however the gravitational binding energy is defined to be positive,
ie. Ep =m— M.
15See appendix B.1 for a derivation, i.e. equation (3.19) is identical to (B.5) for R = R and & = a.
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We see that the area in conical AdS depends on three variables, Acon = Acon(a, €, L).
The area in pure AdS depends only on two variables, Avae = Avac(cv, L), since the defect
parameter is fixed to be €5 = 0. We therefore consider three types of first-order variations
of the pure AdS background: 1) variations of «, i.e. rescaling the size of the boundary
interval, 2) variations of €, i.e. metric perturbations due to the presence of a conical
singularity in AdSs, and 3) variations of L, i.e. changing the cosmological constant of the
background (in the differential entropy variation below we also include variations of the
gravitational constant). The total change in area under «, € and L variations is defined as

0A =0,A] +6.A + oA (3.21)
e, L a,L Qe
First, the change in area under an « variation, at fixed € and L, is to first order
0Avac
0 A = oo = —27L da. 3.22
oL Ooa « m sin? o @ ( )
Here we used an explicit expression for the area in pure AdS,
Agac = 27L cot o, (3.23)

which follows from (3.20) by setting e = 0. Thus, the area decreases if the boundary
interval becomes larger. This can be easily verified from figure 4.

Further, from (3.20) we see that the area change due to an infinitesimal variation of
the conical defect parameter is, keeping « and L fixed,

0cA

—orL (— cme, 2 ) ge, (3.24)

a,L sina  sin“ o

where we introduced d€ = €con — €vac = €, since €yae = 0. The function of « between
brackets is positive since @ > 0, and we have de > 0 since the perturbed geometry has a
conical defect.'® Therefore, the area of the disk increases due to the presence of a conical
defect, if the background curvature and boundary opening angle are kept fixed.

Finally, if we vary the AdS radius, but keep « and e fixed, the area change is simply

s Al = %Z“(SL — op i8¢

[e'NS 15) sin «v

oL. (3.25)
Thus, the full area variation is to first order given by

cos a
—O0L —2rL—
sin o sin® v

0A =27

cos o

S+ 27l (— =22 )(56. (3.26)
sina  sin®«

In order to compare the area variation of a disk in pure AdSs with the variation of the

differential entropy, we need the holographic dictionary between differential entropy and

bulk area [16, 17]

A
Sait = YTeh (3.27)

16Note that de would be negative for perturbations to geometries with a conical excess, but we discard

these rather unphysical solutions, since their energy spectrum is unbounded from below.
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If we allow for variations of Newton’s constant G, the variation of the differential entropy
is, written in terms of bulk quantities,

L L 1 L
5S4 = 0% <> . bat oo (S —5—)de. (3.28)

" — T 9 00T —— . .
2 sin o G 2G sin? o 2G sina  sin® «

Note that the variation of the ratio of the AdS radius and Newton’s constant appears in
this formula, since the (vacuum) differential entropy is proportional to the same fraction:
SDE

vae ~ L/G. We can now translate the right-hand side of the equation above in terms of

pure boundary quantities, using the standard holographic dictionary for AdS3;/CFT,

L
> and A=ML=-"> (1-+%) = Ce+ O(é%). (3.29)

‘TG 12 6

The first equation is the Brown-Henneaux formula for the central charge [47], and the
second equation is the holographic relation between the scaling dimension of an operator
in the dual CFT and the ADM mass of the (conical) geometry. Importantly, the first
term on the right-hand side of (3.28) can be written solely in terms of the variation of the
central charge, due to the appearance of §(L/G). Furthermore, the final term in (3.28) is
proportional to the variation of the scaling dimension, since A = (¢/6)de (2.31). Therefore,
based on the holographic dictionary we arrive at

0Sqig = ——dc — —T5a+27r ) —5
3 sin« 3 sin”“ « sina  sin® «

T COS & mc 1 <_cosa o >6A. (3.30)

This is identical to the differential entropy variation derived in section 2.2.1.

3.2.2 Volume variation

In this section we vary the proper volume of a disk in pure AdS3. We consider again the
three (o, €, L) variations of the previous section, under which the volume changes to first
order as

5V = 6,V (3.31)

+ 0V
L

+oLV
L

€, a, a,€e

The o and L variations can be derived from the proper volume in pure AdS

2mrdr _ 912 _ _9g2
0 7W_2L <\/1+(R/L)2 1) 2L(

The change of volume under a variation of «, at fixed € and L, is given by

R
Vvac =

- 1) . (3.32)

sin o

oV, CcoS &
= 2 50 = —27 2= 5
6L Oo sin® «

0oV

Sa. (3.33)

The minus sign indicates that in pure AdS the volume of a disk decreases if the opening
angle on the boundary increases (and L is kept fixed). Further, because of the quadratic
scaling of the volume with the AdS radius, the change in volume under a variation of L,

at fixed o and e, is
o MWiac

ae  OL

SV §L = 4rL ( L 1> SL. (3.34)

S ¢«
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We simply find that in pure AdS the volume of a disk increases if the curvature radius
increases (and « is kept fixed).

The € variation in (3.31) is equal to the first order change in the volume due to the
presence of a conical defect in AdS. In order to derive this we need the proper volume of
a disk in AdS with a conical defect, which in terms of the coordinates (3.5) is given by

2mrdr
——  —oxL? (/A2 + R2/L% —~). 3.35
0o V2 +r2/L? ( ! / ’Y) | )

Although we use the same notation R in conical AdS and in pure AdS for the coordinate

R
‘/COH =

radius of a disk, we emphasize that its relation to, for instance, the geodesic radius of the
disk!” or to the boundary opening angle «, as in (3.19), is different for conical and pure
AdS, since their metrics differ. In terms of the boundary opening angle, the proper volume

reads )
Veon = 21 L%y < , - 1)
sin(ary) (3.36)
) .
:27TL2[_ —1+<O‘_C°;O‘— : +1>e+(9(e2)]
sin o sinfa sina

In the last equation we expanded the proper volume around €y, = 0. The leading-order
term in the expansion is, of course, the proper volume in pure AdS. The subleading-order
term defines the first order volume change under a variation of €, at fixed o and L,

0V

Q Cos 1
= 27TL2< , — — +1> Se. (3.37)
a,L Sin“ « sin o
The term between brackets is positive for the entire range of «, i.e. for 0 < a < 7/2.
Hence, just like the area, the proper volume of a disk increases due to the presence of a
point particle in AdS, if « and L are kept fixed. In total, the volume variation is given by

QU CoS Qv 1
sin? o sin o

1
5V = drL ( _ 1> 0L — 2w~ 5o + 2w L2 (
S <«

S1” &«

+ 1) Se.  (3.38)

Next, we want to convert this bulk variational identity for the volume into a boundary
variational identity for holographic complexity. We employ the ‘complexity=volume’ con-
jecture [40, 41], which can be extended to a correspondence between the complexity of the
vacuum state in a cutoff CFT and the volume of a ball-shaped region in the bulk, whose
radius is related to the dual energy cutoff scale in the CFT (see section 2.1.3)

V

Allowing for variations of both Newton’s constant and the AdS radius, we thus find the

(3.39)

following variational relation for holographic complexity in terms of bulk quantities

T 1 L mL cosa L [ acosa 1
= — -1 = - —=— — | —— - 1 . 4
oc 2 (sina ) o <G) 2G sin2oz5a+ 2G ( sina  sina + ) oc (340)

—'v+\/’y2+(R/L)2}

"The geodesic radius is given in terms of the coordinate radius by: £ = 2L arctanh [ R/T
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The variation §(L/G) appears again, just like in the differential entropy variation (3.28),
because the vacuum holographic complexity scales with the same fraction: Cyae ~ L/G.
This term is proportional to the variation of the central charge (3.29). Note that with a dif-
ferent normalization of holographic complexity, such as topological complexity Ciop = V/ L?
[34, 35], the complexity variation would not involve a term proportional to the variation of
the central charge, since Ci5S does not depend on the central charge, cf. equation (2.28).
With our choice of normalization, however, the complexity variation can be written in
terms of the variation of the three CFT variables (¢, o, A), by employing the holographic

dictionary for AdS3;/CFTa,

5C:7T< 1 _1)5C_W0“ﬁa5a+2ﬂ(ac“a._ 1 +1>5A. (3.41)

3 \sinw 3 sina sin? o sin «

As expected, this agrees with the result derived in section 2.2.2.

3.2.3 Bulk matter Hamiltonian variation

In this section we compute the variation of the bulk matter Hamiltonian, § H Znat, featuring
on the left-hand side of the first law of causal diamonds (3.1). The matter Hamiltonian
is the generator of evolution of matter fields along the flow generated by the conformal
Killing vector ¢. Its first-order variation takes the form!® [29]

M$M—/5mm@%ﬂi (3.42)
D

Recall that u is the future pointing unit normal to the disk D. Moreover, T, = ¢"*T)
denotes the Hilbert stress-energy tensor (with one index raised) associated to matter fields
in the bulk. Since the stress-energy tensor for a typical field theory action is quadratic
in the matter fields, and the matter fields vanish in the AdS background, the first-order
variation of the stress tensor away from pure AdS vanishes. The stress-energy associated
to fluid matter, however, can contribute to the first-order variation of the Hamiltonian,
and thus to the first law of causal diamonds.'”

For the present field content, the perfect fluid consists of a point mass in AdS and its
stress-energy indeed contributes to the matter Hamiltonian variation. Inserting the point
particle stress-energy tensor (3.6) into the matter Hamiltonian variation (3.42) yields

5Hé~nat _ /D d¢d7“5(2) (T)(_C . u)(Sm = mloém, (343)

where dm is the variation of the DJH mass and O is the location of the point particle,
i.e. O = {t = 0,7 = 0} for the current set-up. In the first equality we used that u has unit
norm, u-u = —1, and in the last equality we wrote u as the velocity vector of the conformal

18Ref. [29] distinguished between the perfect fluid matter corresponding to the cosmological constant
and other matter fields with a fluid description. In the present paper we treat the cosmological constant as
a coupling constant of the theory and therefore it does not contribute to the stress tensor in (3.42). The
notation § H** used here corresponds to §HZ" in [29].

9The fact that variations of the stress tensor for perfect fluids can contribute to the first law of black
hole mechanics was already pointed out in the original paper by Bardeen, Carter and Hawking [2].
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Killing flow, u* = ¢*/v/—( - {, which also defines the extension of u off of D. This relation
between u and ¢ holds in particular at D because the conformal Killing vector is normal
to the disk. We thus find that the Hamiltonian generating the evolution of a point mass
along the conformal Killing flow is equal to the DJH mass times a ‘redshift factor’

mat __ . _ &
HP = my/—C C’o_mas‘o‘ (3.44)

This result was to be expected, since H’Crnat and m are defined with respect to different
time variables, called s and 7 respectively. The conformal Killing time s satisfies (-ds = 1,
with the initial condition s = 0 at D, and the time variable 7 is the proper time along the
flow lines of ¢, which is similarly defined through u - dr = 1 and the condition 7 = 0 at D.
However, the function s is not uniquely defined,?® and is only meaningful relative to a
complete coordinate system. In appendix B of [29] a complete coordinate chart (z, s) was
constructed for a maximally symmetric diamond (suppressing the angular coordinates).
Here x € [0, 00) is a radial coordinate, satisfying |dz| = |ds|, z =0 at r =0, and ¢ -dz = 0.
This implies in particular that ( = ds and 7 = 7(s,2).2! Thus from the definitions of 7
and u we find ¢ - dr = /= (, which is identical to the second equality in (3.44) since
¢-dr =01/0s.

The unique conformal Killing vector whose flow preserves a spherically symmetric
causal diamond in AdS reads in terms of the standard ¢ and r coordinates [29]

= —27TL2 Al L7 (R/L)" cos B T sin
(=-2 (1 WiEacron <t/L>> O+ /(T + (RILP 1+ (/L)) <t/L>ar]

(3.47)
The vector ¢ generates a timelike flow within the causal diamond, it acts as a null flow on
the null boundaries and it vanishes at the edge of the diamond and the future and past
tips. We normalized the conformal Killing vector such that its surface gravity is k = 27, in
contrast to [29] where the normalization of ¢ was chosen such that x = 1. The definition
of surface gravity used in this setup is: V(¢ - () = —2k(,, where both sides are evaluated
on the (future) null boundary of the diamond, which is a conformal Killing horizon since

20The ambiguity is to add to ¢ = 0, any vector v in the codimension-1 subspace satisfying v - ds = 0.
(We thank Ted Jacobson for this point.)

21The proper time can be computed by the integral 15 I¢lds’, where [¢| := +/=(- (. For the conformal
Killing vector of an AdS causal diamond, which has surface gravity x, the norm is

kR kL cosa
I<(s,2) = = — : : (3.45)
1+ (R/L)2coshs +coshz  coshs+sinacoshz

This follows from equation (B.5) in [29], since || = C in their notation, by first replacing L — ¢L and then

setting R. = Larctan(R/L). The proper time along the flow lines of ¢ is

2k L cos [si he —1

T(s,x) = rocosa arctanh |tanh(s/2) w

sin? acosh? z — 1 sinacosh + 1

which vanishes at s = 0. In the limit R/L — oo or o — 0, i.e. for the Wheeler-deWitt patch
of AdS, the norm is |(lwaw = kL/coshs and the proper time is Twaw = 2kL arctan[tanh(s/2)].

, (3.46)

For causal diamonds in flat space the norm is |(|gat = ~R/(coshs + coshz) and the proper time is
Taat = 2R arctanh[tanh(s/2) tanh(z/2)]/sinhz (see also appendix A of [96]).
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¢ is tangent to its null generators. This definition of surface gravity is Weyl invariant [97]
and constant on any bifurcate conformal Killing horizon (see appendix C of [29]). The
value k = 27 is convenient, since the Hawking temperature Ty; = k/27 is equal to one
for this normalization. Therefore, the conjugate quantities to the differential entropy and
holographic complexity simplify considerably in the CFT first law, cf. (2.72).22

The norm of the conformal Killing vector evaluated at the center of the diamond is?*

m‘o_%}f(\/m—o =2nLf(a)
with f(a):( ! —Sina>,

COos «x COos «x

(3.48)

where the factor 27 arises due to our choice of k. The variation of the point particle
Hamiltonian now follows from inserting this norm and the variation of the DJH mass,
odm = 0e/(4G), into equation (3.43)

mt_wL
6H<a

= Jo (e (3.49)

Note that the gravitational constant is not being varied in this variational expression,
since € vanishes in the background spacetime. The change in the matter Hamiltonian is,
of course, positive since the norm of { is positive and de > 0 by assumption. Using the
holographic dictionary (3.29) the Hamiltonian variation can be easily expressed purely in
terms of CFT quantities

SHI™ = 27 f(a)JA. (3.50)

We recognize here the CFT energy variation, defined in (2.69), in the first law for differential
entropy. The matter Hamiltonian itself (3.44) is given by

HP™ = 27 f(a)ymL = 2m f () (c/6)e, (3.51)
which reads in terms of the conformal dimension of the twist operator

HE™ = 2rf(a)(c/6)(1 — /1 —12A/c). (3.52)

Therefore, the boundary energy E dual to the matter Hamiltonian is equal to this expres-
sion up to all orders in A/c (or €). Up to first order in A/c it is equal to 27 f(a)A, which
is the only term that is relevant for the first law studied in this paper. Note that since
A = ML, the difference between the leading order term and the full expression for the
matter Hamiltonian precisely corresponds to the difference between the ADM mass M and
the DJH mass m, respectively. In other words, the expression (3.52) for H Znat above also
follows from inserting the relation (3.18) between the DJH and the ADM mass into (3.51).

22 Another convenient normalization of ¢ is to set /—C - C = 1 at O. With this normalization the matter
Hamiltonian is equal to the DJH mass, Hé“‘“ = m, and the surface gravity becomes a function of R, or

equivalently of a: kK = \/1+I:}éf;,)271 = L(ICSZSI oy For the Wheeler-deWitt patch (1e R/L — OO) the

surface gravity simplifies to kwaw = 1/L.

Z3This expression for the norm also follows from equation (3.45) by setting s = = 0 and k = 2.
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3.2.4 Combining the variations

In the previous three sections we computed the area variation, volume variation and matter
Hamiltonian variation for disks in three-dimensional AdS space. In this section we combine
these three variations into one variational relation, thereby reproducing the first law of
causal diamonds applied to variations from pure AdS to conical AdS space.

We proceed by studying the following combination of variations for the present set-up,
which appears in the first law of causal diamonds (3.1),

1 1
SA—KSV,  with k=514 (R/L) = (3.53)

Lcosa

being the trace of the outward extrinsic curvature of 9D as embedded in the disk D. Below
we compute this combination explicitly for the a, € and L variations. That is, we define the
area and volume change by equations (3.21) and (3.31), respectively, and insert the results
of the previous sections for the (a, ¢, L) variations.

Firstly, it follows from (3.22) and (3.33) that the combination of variations above for
variations which alter «, but keep € and L fixed, vanishes

(00 A — kb, V) T 0. (3.54)

This is because, by definition, the trace of the extrinsic curvature is equal to k = (0A/0V) .
If the boundary opening angle varies, the volume change is given by 504‘/‘67 ; = (0aV)Ldc,
while the area change is 5aA‘€7L = (0aA) o = k(04 V) o, hence equation (3.54) follows.
A more formal reason is that the variation induced by rescaling « is a diffeomorphism,
and it was shown in section 3.3.2 of [29] that the combination (3.53) vanishes for any
diffeo-induced variation. Below we can thus leave out the restriction of fixing « in the
combination of variations under consideration.

Secondly, for first-order variations of €, at fixed L, the combination of area and volume
variations becomes

(6.A— k8.V) ‘ — orL ( LI Sma) Je. (3.55)
L COS v COS ¢

Here we inserted expressions (3.24) and (3.37), respectively, for the area and volume varia-
tion induced by €. The right-hand side is related to minus the matter Hamiltonian variation
(3.49), hence we find the following relation for € induced variations

1

1 OeA—RV) | = —6HP. (3.56)

The minus sign indicates that the area at fixed volume decreases due to the presence of a
conical defect, while the volume increases at fixed area.

Thirdly, for variations which change the AdS radius, at fixed €, the combination of
variations takes the form

(6L A — ks, V)

2 2
— or ( - - COSO‘) SL. (3.57)

cosasina cosa  sinao
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This follows from expressions (3.25) and (3.34), respectively, for the area and volume change
under a variation of L. The variation of the AdS radius is related to the variation of the
cosmological constant, via —20L/L = §A/A. The conjugate quantity to 0L is therefore
proportional to the so-called ‘thermodynamic volume’ V;, which appears in extensions of
the first law of black hole mechanics as the quantity conjugate to dA [87, 98, 99]. The
thermodynamic volume of maximally symmetric causal diamonds is defined as the proper
volume weighted by the norm of ¢ [29]

Vc—/DdV\/—<~<- (3.58)

It can be computed explicitly for the conformal Killing vector (3.47) of a causal diamond
in pure AdS

V= 27TRLQ (WR2 ~onL? (W— 1))

:2W2L3(sina+ 1 2 )

COos cos a sin « COS «x

(3.59)

Since the (positive) functions of o within parenthesis in equations (3.57) and (3.59) are the
same, we can rewrite the former relation as

o Ye sl Yy (3.60)

OLA=RLV)| =5, T3 21

From this variational identity and the scaling properties A ~ L and V ~ L? one can easily
obtain a Smarr-like relation between the area, volume, cosmological constant and their
conjugate quantities
%
A= 2KV = —S2A. (3.61)
27

This is indeed the Smarr formula in three spacetime dimensions for maximally symmetric
causal diamonds with k = 27, derived in [29].

Finally, by combining the a, L and e variations (3.54), (3.56) and (3.60), respectively,
we arrive at the variational identity which relates the variations of the area, volume, matter
Hamiltonian and cosmological constant

1

e (A —kOV) = —6H™ — Ve 5p. (3.62)

8rG
This agrees with the first law of causal diamonds (3.1) if we make the identification x = 27.
Note that in the first law of causal diamonds only the variation of the cosmological
constant of the Lagrangian theory appears, and not of Newton’s constant. The absence of
the variation of Newton’s constant in (3.62) is crucial for the comparison of the gravitational
bulk first law with the microscopic boundary first law (see section 4.1 below). Ultimately,
the reason for this absence is that the area, volume and matter Hamiltonian do not depend
on the gravitational constant, whereas the first two quantities do scale with the cosmological
constant. For completeness, in appendix D we provide a careful analysis of the variations
of the coupling constants in the covariant phase space formalism, and we prove that the
terms proportional to the variation of G cancel out in the first law of causal diamonds. For
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variation of A such an analysis was done in [29] by treating the cosmological constant as a
perfect fluid, and thus as part of the fluid stress-energy tensor. However, variations of G
cannot be computed in this way and hence an independent analysis is needed.

As the gravitational constant is a coupling constant of the Lagrangian theory, it could
in principle be varied in the space of gravitational theories (see [88, 100-102] for other
references where variations of all gravitational constants are taken into account in extended
first laws). For example, in contrast to the extended first law of causal diamonds, in the
extended version of the first law for AdS-Schwarzschild black holes the variations of A
and G could both contribute?*
0G

M= (K6A+Vy6A) — M g

3.63
&rG ( )

Here V,, is the background subtracted thermodynamic volume (denoted by © in [87]), and
x represents the timelike Killing field of AdS-Schwarzschild. The variations dA and G
could both appear in the first law, because the mass M depends on A and G via the Smarr
formula, which is given by [87]

d—3 1 2
OO0 =~ (kA— -2 VA 64
d—2"" "8G <“ d—2VX> (3:64)

in d spacetime dimensions. The 0G term in the first law (3.63), which is perhaps unfamiliar
to the reader, arises simply due to the scaling M ~ G~! in the Smarr formula. Although we
take the variations of the couplings A and G into account in the first law, in this paper we
do not view them as thermodynamic variables in the bulk; rather the number of degrees of
freedom Ngot ~ L%2 /G plays the role of a thermodynamic variable in a holographic CFT.
The variations of A and G in the first law of AdS black holes correspond to a chemical
potential term for varying the number of degrees of freedom in the dual CFT first law
(i.e. wdNgof term with p the chemical potential), but only if the CFT first law is expressed
in terms of the dimensionless energy £ = ML [103]. In the next section, we investigate
how such a pudNgof term arises in the CFT dual of the first law of causal diamonds.

4 Matching the boundary and bulk first laws

In section 2 we derived a new variational relation in two-dimensional CFTs for differential
entropy and holographic complexity, and in section 3 we analyzed the first law of causal
diamonds for metric perturbations from vacuum AdSs to the conical defect geometry. In
the present section we show that the boundary first law of section 2 is the holographic
dual of the bulk first law of section 3. In section 4.1 we derive the boundary first law
from the bulk first law, using the holographic dictionary in AdS3/CFTs. In section 4.2
we generalize this argument to arbitrary dimensions — assuming the dictionary between
differential entropy and the bulk area generalizes to higher dimensions — thereby obtaining
a new variational identity for higher-dimensional holographic CFTs.

24Tn comparison, in the extended first law for AdS-Rindler horizons only variations of A appear, and not
variations of G [88] (see equation (4.15) and below for a further discussion).
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4.1 First law in holographic CFT5 from first law in AdSj3

We want to express the first law of causal diamonds in terms of variations of the differential
entropy and holographic complexity, for which we repeat here the holographic dictionary

used in this paper

A v
Sdiﬁ‘ == E and C = m

Since we allow for variations of Newton’s constant G and the AdS radius L, the variations of

(4.1)

the differential entropy and complexity are not proportional to the variations of the area and
proper volume, respectively, which appear in the first law of causal diamonds. For example,
the inclusion of a factor 1/G inside the variation of the area has to be compensated by
a term involving the variation of Newton’s constant, i.e. (JA4)/G = 06(A/G) — Ad(1/G).
Therefore, the area and volume variations are, respectively, related to the variations of
differential entropy and holographic complexity via

1 A A5G
A= <40> tiEa (4.2)
1 1% VG VL

If we insert these relations into the first law, we find a variational relation which now does
involve a term proportional to dG, in addition to a new term proportional to L. The
term involving 0L in (4.3) can be combined with the dA term in the first law, by using the
relation —20L/L = 6A/A and the Smarr formula (3.61). We thus obtain a new form of
the first law of causal diamonds (3.62), in which the variations L and 6G share a common
prefactor and appear in a particular combination,

A V A Vv 0L  6G

5(4(;) - k:L<5<4GL> = <4G - k:L4GL> <L - G> — GH. (4.4)
This form of the first law can be easily translated into a boundary first law by using the
holographic dictionary of the AdS3/CFTs correspondence. On the left-hand side we find
the variations of the differential entropy and holographic complexity (4.1). The conjugate
quantity kL to the variation of the complexity is a dimensionless function of the boundary
opening angle, i.e. 1/ cos«, since k is given by (3.53). On the right-hand side, the combi-
nation of variations 6L/L — dG/G is equal to 6(L/G)/(L/G) and hence to dc/c, where c is
the central charge of a dual 2d CFT. The boundary first law which follows from the bulk
first law is therefore

5 St — ——0C = (sdig _ c> % _on ( L Smo‘) SA, (4.5)
COS v

COS «x C COS «x COS «x

where we also replaced the matter Hamiltonian variation by expression (3.50) involving
the variation of the scaling dimension. This result agrees, of course, with the boundary
first law derived in section 2.2.3. The reason behind the appearance of §L/L — 6G/G
(or dc/c) in the first law is that both differential entropy and our definition of holographic
complexity are proportional to the fraction L/G (or ¢). The fact that differential entropy
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and complexity are proportional to a (generalized) central charge in the CFT, and hence
that the variations of L and G in the first law combine into the variation of the central
charge, generalizes to higher dimensions, as we will see in the next section.

Before moving on, we stress that the validity of the CF'T dual of the first law of causal
diamonds depends on the holographic dictionary for the area and volume variation. Since
the dictionary for holographic complexity has not been established yet, it could be that
C =V/(4GL) is incorrect. As an example of a different expression, we consider topological
complexity (2.27), Ciop := —% [, dVR = V/L?, which is motivated from the Gauss-Bonnet
theorem (3.8) [34]. We note that in this case the first law of causal diamonds can be

A KL3L [V A (6L G
A _ hbOL v _ (= _ Hmat_ 4.
5<4G> 6 2G5 (L2> 4G (L G) OH; (4.6)

This suggests a CFT first law for differential entropy and topological complexity of the

organized as

form

5 1 s
08t — ———0Cuop = Saif— — 27 ( - Smo‘) JA. (4.7)
6 cos C COS (v COS v

The conjugate quantities to the complexity variation and to the central charge variation are
then slightly different compared to the CFT first law (4.5). This signifies how important
it is to establish the correct dictionary for the volume. In higher dimensions, however,
the dictionary for holographic complexity used in this paper seems to be more appropriate
than topological complexity, since the latter is not a dimensionless quantity for spacetime
dimensions d > 3 (because V ~ L9~! and R = 2A ~ 1/L? for static slices of pure AdS).

4.2 Extension of the boundary first law to higher dimensions

The bulk first law in the form (3.62) applies to causal diamonds in AdS space in arbitrary
dimensions [29]. Following the same procedure as in the previous section, we can thus
derive a boundary first law in higher dimensions from the bulk first law. This translation
procedure, however, is highly dependent on the holographic dictionary (4.1) for differential
entropy and complexity, and the question is whether this dictionary generalizes to higher
dimensions. Since the original ‘complexity=volume’ conjecture [40, 41] is not restricted to
any specific dimension, we can safely assume the dictionary between holographic complexity
(for cutoff CFTs) and proper volume in higher dimensions.

Furthermore, differential entropy has been extended to higher dimensions for certain
symmetric gravitational backgrounds by [18, 19] and for general convex bounded regions
in the bulk by [20]. The latter proposal for differential entropy is in terms of an integral
of shape derivatives of the entanglement entropy of ball shaped regions. For the validity
of the boundary dual of the first law of causal diamonds it is necessary that differential
entropy is related to the area of a bulk surface both in the background AdS spacetime and
in the perturbed geometry with AdS asymptotics. In this regard, it is satisfying that the
extensions of differential entropy to higher dimensions are well defined for arbitrary states
in holographic CFTs, hence not only the vacuum state, and are conjectured to be related
to the area of bulk surfaces for general backgrounds.
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In this section we assume that the proposals for differential entropy and holographic
complexity in higher dimensions are correct. Given this assumption, let us now derive a
boundary dual of the first law of causal diamonds for arbitrary dimensions. The formulas for
the area and volume variations (4.2) and (4.3), respectively, still hold in higher dimensions,
but the Smarr formula (3.61) contains dimension dependent factors [29]

(d—2)A - (d—1)kV = ;%m, (4.8)

where d is the number of bulk spacetime dimensions. As a result, the form (4.4) of the
first law generalizes to higher dimensions as

A 1% A 1% 5L 6G o

For d = 3 we related the combination of variations of L and G, on the right-hand side of
the equation, to the variation of the central charge ¢ in the dual two-dimensional CFT.
In arbitrary d bulk dimensions we should also relate this combination of variations to a
central charge in the holographic (d — 1)-dimensional CFT. However, the standard central
charges parametrizing the trace anomaly (T#,) in a curved background exist only for even
dimensions. Two other candidates for a generalized central charge, which are also defined
in odd dimensions, are the parameters Cp and a* [104]. The first parameter Cp is defined
as the overall normalization of the two-point function of the CFT stress tensor [105]. The
second parameter a* is the universal coefficient in the vacuum entanglement entropy for
ball-shaped regions. In even dimensions a* is equal to the coefficient A of the Euler density
in the trace anomaly, e.g. for two-dimensional CFTs we have a* = ¢/12. Since a* evolves
monotonically under the renormalization group flow, it can be thought of as counting the
number of degrees of freedom in the CFT [104, 106, 107]. Now for Einstein gravity the two

CFT parameters are related to L and G via®
d—1 d—2 QO Ld—2
T d=2) Qe (4.10)
T(d+1) 167G
where Q4o := QW%/F(%) denotes the volume of a (d — 2)-dimensional unit sphere.

For the purpose of expressing the first law in terms of CF'T quantities, however, only the
scaling of the central charge with L and G is important and the proportionality factor is
irrelevant. This is because the combination of variations (d — 2)0L/L — dG/G in (4.9) is
equal to §(L92/G)/(L9~2/@G). Therefore, in terms of the generic number of field theoretic

25The central charge in the stress tensor two-point function is also sometimes defined with a different

normalization, Cp = %C’T, such that a* = Cr for CFTs dual to Einstein gravity [108, 109].

43 —



degrees of freedom of the CFT?6

Ld—2 Ld—2

- = 4.11
G l1d3_2 ( )

Ndof ~

the particular combination of variations of L and G in the first law becomes § Nqot/Ngof-
We keep the notation Nyof below, instead of C'r or a*, because it is not entirely clear which
central charge should appear in the boundary first law. According to the definition of [20]
the differential entropy of the vacuum is proportional to Cp for three-dimensional CFTs,
since this parameter appears in the second shape derivative of the vacuum entanglement
entropy of a ball [110, 111], but it is an open question whether the relation Sgg ~ Cr
extends to higher-dimensional CFTs. Furthermore, it is not known on which central charge
holographic complexity depends, since it is not even established what the precise definition
of complexity is for holographic CFTs.?” From (4.10) we see that this issue does not
matter for Einstein gravity since a* ~ C7, but for CFTs dual to higher curvature gravity
the central charges are no longer proportional (see e.g. [104, 112]).2® It would be interesting
to figure out which central charge features in the CFT first law.

Regarding the boundary dual of the term kL in the first law, we note that the expression
(3.53) for the extrinsic trace generalizes to k = d;RQ v/1+ (R/L)? in higher dimensions. The
relation between R and «, i.e. R = L cot «, remains the same in higher dimensions, if we
single out an angular coordinate on the boundary sphere: ng_Q = df? + sin® 0d93_3.
Hence, we find in higher dimensions

d—2

cosa

kL =

(4.12)

Further, the matter Hamiltonian variation § H énat in the gravitational first law can also
be replaced by equation (3.50) in arbitrary dimensions, since the expression (3.48) for the
norm of the conformal Killing vector is valid in any dimension, and the variational relation
0A = Ldm between a point mass m in AdS and the scaling dimension of A of the dual
CF'T operator generalizes to higher dimensions.

Finally, inserting the holographic dictionary (3.50), (4.1), (4.11) and (4.12) into the
bulk first law (4.9) yields the boundary variational relation

d—2 d—2 \ 6Ny, 1 i
08qif — —— 0C = <Sdiff - C> Z ol o ( - Sma) OA. (4.13)
cos a cos & Naof cosa  cosa

26This ‘area law’ for Ngo¢ is the ultimate reason why the AdS/CFT correspondence implements the
holographic principle [42]. Let us recap this area law for the canonical example of AdS/CFT: N' = 4
SU(N) super-Yang-Mills theory dual to type IIB string theory on AdSs x S® [6]. The central charges in
the trace anomaly for 4d A = 4 super-Yang-Mills theory are the same and equal to ¢ = (N? — 1) /4, where
we can drop the factor minus one for large N. The holographic dictionary states (L/ls)4 = ¢%2\N and
gs = g%/ (47), and the ten- and five-dimensional Newton’s constants are given by 167G1o = (27)"¢215 and
G5 = G10/Vgs = G1o/(n*L"). Combining these equations yields N? = wL?/(2G5) and hence the central
charge is dual to ¢ = Q3L%/(167Gs), since Q3 = 272, consistent with the dictionary in (4.10).

*"The problem of extracting universal quantities from holographic complexity was also raised in [54].

28Tn [113] the first law of causal diamonds was extended to an arbitrary higher derivative theory of gravity.
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Again the § Ngof term can be easily computed from the left-hand side by using the propor-
tionality of differential entropy and holographic complexity with the number of degrees of
freedom Sgif ~ Ngof and C ~ Ngof. These proportionalities follow from the holographic
dictionary (4.1), together with the scaling of the area and volume in pure AdS with the
curvature radius A ~ L2 and V ~ L4 1,

The CFT first law in higher dimensions can also be written as

0F =TéSqg + vdC + ud Nyof, with

d—2 1 (4.14)
T=-1 v= - a—vC).
Y= osa’ P Nyof (Saigr = C)

The conjugate quantity p to the number of degrees of freedom is a chemical potential, and
the conjugate quantity v to the complexity is the energy cost of a changing the complexity.
The chemical potential is a positive, decreasing function of «, which is maximal at o = 0
and it vanishes at o = 7/2 for any d.

4.2.1 Comparison with extended first law of entanglement

Finally, we compare the CFT dual of the first law of causal diamonds to the first law
of entanglement for ball-shaped regions, which is the boundary dual of the first law for
AdS-Rindler space [15]. The extended first law for AdS-Rindler space, which includes a
variation of the cosmological constant, is given by [88]

V, V,

1 Y . W
<5A+ WdA), with (4 2)4= X240, (4.15)

5E£:4G

2

Here x is the boost Killing vector of the AdS-Rindler wedge, whose surface gravity is
normalized to k = 27, and £ = lim,_, X is the conformal Killing vector that preserves
a diamond on the boundary.?® Further, A is the area of the bifurcation surface of the
AdS-Rindler horizon, and V, is the (background subtracted) thermodynamic volume of
the codimension-one region between the bifurcation surface and the asymptotic boundary.
The bar on Eg and Vx indicates the implementation of background subtraction in order to
cancel divergences (see also [29]). By inserting (4.2) and 6A/A = —25L/L the AdS-Rindler
first law can be repackaged as [101]

5E5:5(4‘2) —% ((d—z)&LL—‘f). (4.16)

We see that the same combination of variations of L and G appears here as in the first law of
causal diamonds (4.9). The extended first law for AdS-Rindler is dual to an extended first
law of entanglement in the CFT, where the extension involves a variation of the number
of degrees of freedom [88]

S
0{K:) =6S —
(Ke) Nor

6 Nuof.- (4.17)

29Gee appendix C.2 for a derivation of the boost Killing vector in several coordinate systems for AdS
(there we set Kk = 1).
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We identified §E¢ = 0(K¢), where K¢ is the modular Hamiltonian that generates the flow
of £ on the boundary, and employed the RT formula S = A/(4G) to relate the area of the
bifurcation surface of the AdS-Rindler horizon to the entanglement entropy of the bound-
ary region homologous to the bifurcation surface. If we fix the conformal frame at the
asymptotic boundary of AdS such that the CFT lives in Minkowski space, then the bound-
ary of the AdS-Rindler wedge is the causal diamond of a ball-shaped region in flat space
and S is the vacuum entanglement entropy of that ball with its complement [13, 73]. In
this case we have S ~ a* and hence Ngof = a* in (4.17), where a* is the universal coefficient
of the vacuum entanglement entropy of ball-shaped regions [104, 106].>° In the CFT the
standard first law of entanglement follows from the positivity of relative entropy [13], and
the extension to varying the number of degrees of freedom can be derived from the pro-
portionality of S with a*, which implies 6,+S = (S/a*)da* (note that dq(K¢) = 0). The
parameter a* also appears in the extended first law for CFTs in background geometries
which are Weyl equivalent to the causal diamond of a ball in flat space, such as Rindler
space or hyperbolic space times time, and for CFTs dual to any higher derivative theory
of gravity [101, 102, 114].

A striking difference between the first law for AdS-Rindler space and the first law of
causal diamonds is that only the latter involves a variation of the proper volume, whereas
the former does not. In the CFT this translates into the fact that the first law of entangle-
ment does not include a variation of the holographic complexity, whereas the first law of
differential entropy does. It would be interesting to understand this fact purely from CFT
considerations. This would require a derivation of the first law of differential entropy from
first principles, in analogy to the derivations of the first law of entanglement in [13, 15].

Interestingly, the chemical potential jient = —S/Nqot that follows from (4.17) is quite
similar to the chemical potential (4.14) in the CFT dual of the first law of causal diamonds,
except for the overall sign and the complexity term. On the one hand, the chemical
potential in the extended first law of entanglement is negative since, at fixed entanglement
entropy, the modular energy decreases if Ngo¢ increases. On the other hand, the chemical
potential in (4.14) is positive since, at fixed differential entropy and complexity, the energy
increases if Ngor increases. Note that for both chemical potentials, at fixed energy, the
entropy increases if Ngof increases, as is usual in thermodynamics.

As far as we are aware, it has not been fully appreciated in the literature that the two
variations (d — 2)0L/L — §G/G combine into a single variation 6 Ngof/Ngof, even if neither
L nor G is kept fixed. In [101] the form (4.16) of the first law was known including the
variations of L and G, but L was kept fixed to arrive at (4.17), which is unnecessary in
our opinion.?! Their reason for keeping the AdS radius fixed is that a variation of L in the
bulk entails both a variation of Ng.r and of the curvature radius of the boundary metric,

30The parameter a* is not only the coefficient of the universal (i.e. UV cutoff independent) contribution
to the vacuum entanglement entropy of ball-shaped regions, but it is also an overall coefficient to S. This
follows at least from the holographic computations in [104], where the authors found S ~ a* for the
holographic entanglement entropy (i.e. Wald entropy) of the bifurcation surface of AdS-Rindler horizons.

31The only exception is AdS3/CFT2, in which case it was recognized in [101] that §L/L — 6G/G = dc/c.
This relation did not appear in [88], since there G was kept fixed in 3d gravity.
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in the conformal frame where the radius of the boundary cylinder is equal to the AdS
radius [115]. This means if one is solely interested in varying Ngof on the boundary, while
fixing the curvature radius, then G should be varied and L kept fixed in the bulk. These
considerations are highly dependent though on the particular conformal frame where the
curvature radius of the boundary cylinder is equal to L. However, the extended first law of
entanglement is valid for any conformal frame [114]. In a different conformal frame, where
the curvature radius Lypnqy of the boundary metric is not related to the AdS radius L,
there is no need to fix L, since there is a one-to-one correspondence between varying both
G and L in the bulk and varying Ngot on the boundary. We do note that it is possible,
in general, to vary the boundary curvature radius, in addition to the number of degrees
of freedom, but this will give an extra term on the right-hand side of the extended first
law (4.17), given by —dr,, .S = —(95%/0Lynay)d Lpngy (since dr,,,. (K¢) = 0). So the
boundary curvature radius is kept fixed in the current form of the extended first law of
entanglement.

In contrast, in the original work [88] in the AdS; x S° example, it was realized that the
term involving 6 Ngor can be derived from the combination of variations of L and G5, the
five-dimensional Newton’s constant.?? But their actual derivation of the extended first law
depends on a ten-dimensional perspective, in the sense that the ten-dimensional Newton’s
constant is kept fixed, such that the variation of L is directly related to the variation of the
rank N of the gauge group or, equivalently, to d Nqor (see also [116, 117] and our footnote 26).
In our view, however, the ten-dimensional perspective overcomplicates the derivation and
reference to the (five-dimensional) AdS space is sufficient to derive the extended first law
of entanglement.?® The derivation is arguably more transparent and straightforward if
the extended AdS-Rindler first law is written as (4.16), in terms of the AdS radius and
(five-dimensional) Newton’s constant. A simple, but crucial step in the derivation of (4.17)
from (4.16) is to realize that (d —2)dL/L —6G/G = §(L?2/G) /(L2 /@G), which seems to
have been overlooked for d > 3 in previous work.

5 Conclusion and outlook

In this paper we found a first law-like relation in CFT9 which is dual to the first law of
causal diamonds in AdSs. Using a fixed coordinate approach, we obtained the bulk first
law for the specific example of a disk inside a time slice of AdSs, where the perturbed
geometry is AdS3 with a point mass. This complements the derivation of the first law of
causal diamonds from the covariant phase space formalism in [29]. In our search for the
boundary first law we considered three types of independent variations: a change of state,
a change of subregion size and a change of the central charge of the CFT. The resulting
boundary first law relates the variations of the differential entropy, holographic complexity,

32There is a typo in equation (3.39) of the published version of [88], since in comparison to our equa-
tion (4.2) a factor of 1/(4G5) is missing in the final term of their equation.

33Even if we take a ten-dimensional perspective, it is still unnecessary to fix the ten-dimensional Newton’s
constant. This is because in the AdSs x S° example, the combination of variations of L and Gs becomes:
36L/L—6G5/Gs = 86L/L—6G10/G1o = SN?/N?, where we used G5 = G1o/(7*L?) and N? = 7*L?/(2G10).
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the central charge and the scaling dimension of the perturbed state. Remarkably, there
is no term proportional to the variation of « in the first law, although the variations of
the differential entropy and complexity separately do depend on the interval size. This is
because the a variation cancels between the two terms due to a natural choice of relative
coefficient. In AdS it is related to the vanishing of the combination §, A — ko, V for the
maximal slice of spherical causal diamonds for variations induced by a diffeomorphism yx.

We emphasize that the first law of differential entropy is a new relation in holographic
two-dimensional CFTs. A similar first law in quantum information theory has been widely
studied in the AdS/CFT literature, the ‘first law of entanglement’, which relates the vari-
ation of the entanglement entropy to the variation of the expectation value of the modular
Hamiltonian. The first law of entanglement has many applications, both in quantum field
theory and in AdS/CFT, and perhaps the first law of differential entropy could find a
similar wide applicability. Both first laws are not standard thermodynamic relations, since
the entropy and energy that appear in both variational relations are not standard thermo-
dynamic quantities (except for special subsystems, such as spherical subregions in a global
vacuum CEFT, which are thermodynamic systems). The first law of entanglement entropy is
a quantum generalization of the first law of thermodynamics for density matrices. Similarly,
the first law of differential entropy can perhaps be formulated as a variational relation in
quantum information theory, although this requires further study since differential entropy
has not been investigated for non-holographic CFTs (or QFTs).

There are some similarities between the two first laws, e.g. they can be extended by
adding a chemical potential term associated to the variation of the central charge. At
least in part, the first law of differential entropy can be obtained from the first law of
entanglement, since differential entropy is a derived notation from entanglement entropy.
However, we would also like to mention three differences. Firstly, an obvious difference is
that differential entropy is a global property of the CF'T associated to time strips, whereas
entanglement entropy is associated to spatial subregions. Secondly, a striking difference
between our first law of differential entropy and the first law of entanglement is that the
latter does not involve the variation of complexity. Assuming the ‘complexity=volume’
proposal, this corresponds in AdS to the fact that the volume variation is absent in the
first law of AdS-Rindler space, which is dual to the first law of entanglement, whereas it
does appear in the first law of causal diamonds, dual to the first law of differential entropy.
The reason for this is that the variation of the gravitational Hamiltonian vanishes along
the flow of the boost Killing vector of AdS-Rindler space, whereas it is nonvanishing and
proportional to the volume variation of the maximal slice along the flow of the diamond
conformal Killing vector. Finally, another difference is that the formal ‘temperature’ in the
first law of differential entropy is negative, if the internal energy and differential entropy
are positively defined, whereas it is positive in the first law of entanglement.

Arguably the most interesting application of the first law of entanglement in AdS/CFT
is the derivation of the linearized gravitational equations [15], assuming the Ryu-Takayangi
formula for holographic entanglement entropy (see also [109] for a derivation of the second-
order nonlinear equations). In contrast, in previous work the first law of causal diamonds
has been used as a stepping stone to derive the nonlinear Einstein equation from a local
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thermodynamic argument, either by reinterpreting the (quantum corrected) first law as
the stationarity of the generalized entropy at fixed volume in small local causal diamonds
everywhere in spacetime (called ‘entanglement equilibrium’) [28] or as the stationarity of
free conformal energy of small diamonds [29, 76]. With the new dictionary between the
bulk and boundary first law established in this paper, it might be possible to obtain the
entanglement equilibrium hypothesis (or the stationarity of free conformal energy) in the
bulk from the first law of differential entropy on the boundary. Since entanglement equilib-
rium is the input in Jacobson’s derivation of the nonlinear Einstein equation [28], perhaps
one can even reformulate his derivation in (a local version of) AdS/CFT.3* To be more
precise, suppose one assumes the first law of differential entropy in a cutoff CFT, which
lives on the boundary of a small ball-shaped region inside a timeslice of AdS. Assuming
the AdS/CFT dictionary for the relevant quantities (such as differential entropy and holo-
graphic complexity) one can obtain the first law of causal diamonds in the small AdS ball
from the first law of differential entropy. The (quantum corrected) bulk first law should
then be connected to the entanglement equilibrium hypothesis, which could be used to
derive the nonlinear Einstein equation. It would be interesting to work this out in detail.
In particular, it would require a better understanding of holography at sub-AdS scales
(see, however, e.g. [118, 119] for some progress in this direction).

Naturally, there are quite a few other avenues to pursue for future investigations. Al-
though we have proposed a higher dimensional generalization of the first law for differential
entropy, inspired by the higher dimensional version of the first law of causal diamonds, a
more detailed study is required to check its validity in the CFT. A promising future direc-
tion would be to apply the first law of entanglement to the higher dimensional definition of
differential entropy, in terms of the shape derivatives of the entanglement entropy, for the
vacuum state [20]. Other natural generalizations of the first law of differential entropy are
for higher-order corrections to the variations, and for CF'T setups dual to off-center circular
bulk disks and more general bulk subregions of arbitrary shapes. Using the fixed coordinate
approach this seems feasible, and one might learn how universal the first law of differential
entropy is and how it encodes the shape dependence of the bulk region. As for off-center
circular disks, the first law of causal diamonds already applies in this setup, since it is a
covariant relation, but our current boundary first law does not hold, since this geometric
setup corresponds to a boundary interval size o which depends on the angular coordinate 6,
whereas we considered constant « in this paper. We expect, however, that the first law
of differential entropy can be appropriately generalized to off-center bulk disks, which is
particularly interesting since the linearized Einstein equation around the AdS background
can be derived from the bulk first law for all circular disks and their associated diamonds.

Furthermore, it would be interesting to generalize the first law of differential entropy
to CFTs which are dual to higher derivative gravity. On the gravitational side a gener-
alization of the first law of causal diamonds to higher order gravities was already derived
in [113]. A more non-trivial task would be to understand to what extent the first law of
differential entropy is applicable to a general non-holographic CFT. Even though our CFT

34We thank Maulik Parikh for discussions on this point.
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derivation is partly based on the existence of a holographic bulk dual (especially regard-
ing the ‘complexity=volume’ dictionary), the quantities appearing in our first law such as
differential entropy, complexity and operator dimension can all be defined in generic CFTs.

Another important direction to pursue would be to investigate to what extent the
boundary first law applies to general excited states, other than excited states dual to a
classical point particle in AdS. For instance, a perturbative excited state can be prepared
using the path integral, or it can be created by acting with a local conformal transformation
on the CFT vacuum. The entanglement entropy has been studied for path integral states
in [120, 121] and for generic vacuum excitations in [46, 122]. Equivalently, one can compute
the differential entropy for these states and take the difference with the differential entropy
for the vacuum state. This could lead, for example, either to the inclusion of 1/c¢ corrections
in the first law or to a higher-order variational relation for perturbations that create a black
hole in the bulk. The 1/¢ corrections correspond to perturbative quantum corrections in
the bulk, due to quantum fields living in a fixed AdS background. The bulk first law has
already been extended to this semiclassical regime in [29], but for future work it would be
especially interesting to find the dual CFT first law including leading order 1/c¢ corrections
for perturbative excited states (see e.g. [123, 124]).

Finally, already within our CFT first law, there are a couple of aspects that require
further study. Although we have argued that the finite bulk volume is dual to the boundary
complexity in a cutoff CFT, this proposal needs a better understanding [60]. For example,
it would be interesting to study the relation between finite bulk volumes and circuit com-
plexity in quantum field theory, developed in [125, 126]. Alternatively, it is tempting to
suggest that the bulk volume is a measure of the complexity of the boundary mixed state,
which is dual to the bulk state pp puk obtained by tracing out the quantum gravitational
degrees of freedom living in the complementary region of the disk D. A similar interpre-
tation has been put forward for differential entropy, namely as the entanglement entropy
of pp buk [16]. Further, the internal energy in the first law does not yet have a covariant
CFT definition. We know that the energy is dual to the matter Hamiltonian in the bulk
generating evolution along the diamond conformal Killing flow. Perhaps such bulk confor-
mal Killing flows could be related to the conformal Killing flows of causal diamonds on the
boundary, somewhat along the lines of how differential entropy is related to entanglement
entropy. Thus, it is worth investigating whether the CFT energy is a (possibly complicated)
function of the conformal Killing vector which preserves a boundary diamond.
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A Embedding formalism and coordinate systems for AdS; geometries

In this appendix we review the embedding formalism for locally AdS3 geometries, in par-
ticular for pure AdSs and AdSs with a conical defect. The conical defect spacetime is a
quotient space of AdSs3, and can therefore be obtained from the same embedding space
as AdS3. The embedding formalism is useful for computing the length of geodesics (see ap-
pendix B) and for deriving the Killing vector fields of these spacetimes (see appendix C.2).

Locally three-dimensional AdS spaces can be embedded in R%2, on which the coordi-
nates are (7,72, X', X?) and the metric is

ds? = —(dT)? — (dT?)? + (dX1)? + (dX?)% (A.1)
AdSs is realised as a hyperboloid in this embedding space
—(Th)? = (T?)? + (X1)? + (X?)? = — L7, (A.2)

where L is the curvature radius of AdS. Note that the isometry group of AdSs is by
construction SO(2,2), since it corresponds to the symmetry group that preserves the hy-
perboloid in R*2. The embedding space naturally induces a metric on the hyperboloid
through (A.1). Below we present various embedding coordinates and their corresponding
induced metrics for pure AdS3 and conical AdSs.

A.1 Pure AdS

Embedding coordinates which cover the entire AdS3 manifold are
T = /r2 + L2cos(t/L) Xt =rcos¢
T? = \/r2 + L?sin(t/L) X? = rsin ¢,

with 0 <t < 27L, 0 <7r < o0, and 0 < ¢ < 2w. However, in order to avoid closed timelike
curves, we will ignore the periodicity of the time coordinate and declare that it ranges

(A.3)

from —oo to oo (which is formally called the covering space of AdS). For these embedding
coordinates the induced metric (A.1) on the hyperboloid is

2 2\ —1
ds? = — <1 + ;) dt? + (1 + ;) dr? + r2dg?. (A.4)

This is the main coordinate system of the present paper.
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Further, in terms of the dimensionless radial coordinate z = £(—1+ /1 + (r/L)2) and
time coordinate 7 = t/L the embedding coordinates take the form

14 22 2
T' =1 tz CoST xl=p = cos ¢

1—22 1—22

14 22 2z (A.5)
T2:L1_22sin7' X2:L1_Zzsind>,

where 0 < z < 1. With this parametrization the induced metric becomes
1+22\? 4(d22 + 22d¢?)
ds’ = 1% |- —= ) dr?+ —— "7 A6

’ [ (1_22> i )y (4.6)

At constant 7 the metric between brackets describes the Poincaré disk, which is a stere-
ographic projection of the two-dimensional hyperbolic plane. Because of the cylindrical
shape of AdS in these coordinates, they are sometimes called sausage coordinates. The
advantage of this coordinate system is that the asymptotic timelike boundary lies at a
finite coordinate distance z = 1.

Embedding coordinates which cover only part of the AdS manifold are

T' = /0% + L2 cosh(u/L) X! = pcosh(o/L)

(A.7)
T? = psinh(o/L) X% = /02 + L2sinh(u/L).
This leads to the induced metric
2 2\ —1 2
ds? = —%daz + (1 + 22) do® + <1 + §2> du?, (A.8)

with —00 < 0 < 00, 0 < p < 00, and —o0 < u < 00. This metric describes the Rindler
wedge of AdS space. The dimensionful time o is the proper time of Rindler observers in
AdS. The AdS-Rindler horizon is located at ¢ = 0, and the conformal boundary at ¢ = co.

Embedding coordinates which divide the AdS hyperboloid into two charts, 70 > — X!
(z>0) and T' < —X! (z < 0), are

1 1
TU— 2 (12 424424 ,2 X1 & ([2 42— 2 _ 2
2 ( x4 g (7 H =) (A.9)
T? = Lt/z X% = Lx/z.
This brings the induced metric in Poincaré form
2 L2 2 2 2
ds® = — (—dt? + dx* + dz*) . (A.10)

The coordinates t and x range from —oo to oo and the conformally flat boundary is at z = 0.
Finally, other embedding coordinates which divide pure AdSs3 into two charts are

1 cos T Xl cos ¢

sinésinzp sinésinw (A.11)
72— T X2 = [ cot o).

sin ¢ sin Y
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The induced metric is conformal to the metric on R x S?2

L 2 ) ;

ds?® = () [—d%Q + d¢? + sin? pdyp?| | (A.12)
sin ¢ sin ¥

where —00 < 7 < 00, 0 < ¢ < 27w and 0 < ¥ < w. By removing the conformal factor

1/ (sinq@sin 1)? and taking the asymptotic limit ¢» — 0 or 7 (depending on the chart), the

metric on the conformal boundary becomes that of a Lorentzian cylinder whose radius is
equal to the AdS scale: ds%ndy = L?[—d??* + d¢?).

A.2 Conical AdS

For AdS3 with a conical defect a simple set of embedding coordinates is

T' = Lcosh pcos(y7) X1 = Lsinh pcos(ye)

2 . 9 . ) (A.13)
T“ = Lcosh psin(yT) X* = Lsinh psin(y¢).

The conical defect parameter v ranges from 1 (pure AdS) to 0 (massless BTZ). Note
that these coordinates still satisfy the hyperboloid equation (A.2), and hence the conical
spacetime is locally AdS3. The induced metric is

ds? = I? [—72 cosh?p dr? + dp? + 42 sinh?p d¢2] . (A.14)

Under the coordinate transformation 7/ = 47 and ¢’ = ¢ the metric turns into that of
pure AdS, but with a different range for the angular coordinate 0 < ¢ < 2my. Thus,
in these coordinates conical AdSj is represented as an infinite solid cylinder, foliated by
hyperbolic planes with deficit angle 27 (1 — 7).

Further, in terms of the dimensionful radial coordinate r = L~ sinh p and time coordi-
nate ¢ = 7L the embedding coordinates read

T = \/(r/~)? + L2 cos(t/L) X' = (r/y) cos(v9)

(A.15)
T2 = \/(r/7)? + L?sin(+t/L) X? = (r/y)sin(y¢).
and the induced metric is
2 2 r? 2 2 r2\ 7 2 27,2
ds® = — ’y—l—ﬁ dt® + ’y—i-ﬁ dr + redo”. (A.16)

This is the analog of (A.3) for conical AdS.
Finally, in terms of the radial coordinate z, defined by

2 — tanh(p/2) = LV :/2; (r/L)" (A.17)

the embedding coordinates are

1+ 2% 2z
Tl = Lﬁ COS(’)/T) )(1 = Lm COS(’YQﬁ)
—z 21=7(1 — 227) (A18)
1+2%7 2z . .
T2 = Lm Sln(’yT) X2 = Lm Sln(’)/(;S).
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In terms of these coordinates the induced metric takes the form

14 22\° 492 (d22 + 2%dg?)
2 _ 72 2 2
ds"=1 [_7 (z) I A - e (A.19)

(A.20)

20752 4 52752
=17 [—72 coth?(y1n z) dr? + Y (dz + 27de )} .

22 sinh?(y1n z)

This is the Deser-Jackiw coordinate system for a point mass in AdSs [31].3

B Geodesics in AdS; geometries

In this appendix we compute the ‘chord’ length of spacelike geodesics — which is simply
the geodesic distance — in conical AdS3 geometries using two different approaches. On
the one hand, we describe the geodesics in embedding space and express the geodesic dis-
tance between two bulk points in terms of the inner product of embedding coordinates
(see e.g. [128]). On the other hand, we compute the chord length from an integral in kine-
matic space over the Crofton form, following the approach in [27]. We start the appendix
by deriving the geodesic equation for AdSs with a conical defect.

B.1 Geodesic equation for conical AdS

Consider a spacelike geodesic at a constant time slice in conical AdS (3.5), which is centered
at the boundary angular coordinate 6 and which has boundary opening angle & (see figure 5
for notational clarifications). The geodesic distance functional is

1= fan- /WW (2’ B1)

Minimizing the geodesic distance yields
23
V2 + (/D)) 49242

where the dot denotes differentiation with respect to the radial coordinate r. The constant

= constant, (B.2)

is fixed by noting that the geodesic has a turning point, at r = R, where the derivative
diverges, i.e. (Z) — 00 as  — R. Plugging the resulting constant, R, into (B.2) leads to the
following differential equation
d RL
d—(b = = . (B.3)
T2 B (2 1 212)

35The main case of interest of [31] was point particles in dS3. The metric (A.20) for a point mass in AdS;
follows, however, from inserting the shift function and conformal factor for AdS, given by equation (3.2),
into the static metric ansatz (2.5) in the Deser-Jackiw paper. Moreover, the master function V(z) and
coordinate ¢ in their (3.2) are given, respectively, by their equations (3.5a) and (3.5¢) for the simplest case
of a single point particle in AdSs. Their notation corresponds to ours as follows: \/ec — v, r — 2z, t — Lert.
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Figure 5: A spacelike geodesic (in turquoise) at a time slice in conical or pure AdS centered
at boundary angular coordinate 6 and with a boundary opening angle &. The geodesic is
by construction tangent to a bulk disk of radius R. The geodesic distance between points
A and B, which both lie on a circle (in red) of radius r, is computed in appendix B.2.

By integrating this equation between the turning point (r = R ¢ = 0) and an arbitrary
point on the geodesic (1,6 + «,), where . is the opening angle in the bulk, we arrive at
the following expression for the geodesics

T2/R2—1

r?2/(YL)? +1° ()

tan®(ya,) =

Note that in the limit » — oo the bulk opening angle a, becomes the boundary opening
angle & (both range from 0 to 7w/2). Hence, by taking the limit » — oo of the equation
above, we find a relation between the radius of the disk and the boundary opening angle

R = Lycot(va). (B.5)
In terms of &, instead of R, the geodesic equation reads>®

r? tan?(ya) — 2 L?
2+ 202

tan®(ya,) = (B.6)

- (vaur) (va&)
———— cos(ya,) = cos(Yd).
VT2 +~2L02 "

These results agree with the expressions in [23], which were derived by rescaling the coor-
dinates in the pure AdS case. According to (3.4) the coordinate transformation from pure

36In terms of the other global coordinates (A.14) the geodesic equation is given by (with a, := ¢ — )

tanh?(p)
cos?(ya)

tan®(yoy,) = —1 or  tanh(p)cos(ya,) = cos(ya).
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AdS to conical AdS is ¢’ = ¢y and 7’ = r/v. Applying this transformation to the geodesic
equation in pure AdS gives the required results.

In the main body of this paper we have used several special cases of this general set-up
(also in pure AdS, with v = 1), such as r = R > R (with a,, — ag) in equations (2.12) and
(2.20), and 7 = R = R (in which case & — a and ag — 0) in equations (2.21) and (3.19).

B.2 Chord length

From the embedding formalism: Given the embedding coordinates defined in appendix A,
one can derive an expression for the geodesic length. It is convenient to combine the
embedding coordinates into a vector X® = (T, T2, X!, X?) and use the following notation
for the inner product X? = gaBXO‘Xﬁ and X - Xo = gaBXf‘XQ'B, where the embedding
metric is given by (A.1).

The Lagrangian in embedding space which describes geodesics in AdS is

1.
L= 5X2 +u(X?+ L2, (B.7)

where the dot indicates differentiation with respect to the proper distance s, and a Lagrange
multiplier x is introduced to ensure that the geodesics are confined to the hyperboloid (A.2).
The Euler-Lagrange equation is X* = 2uX®. Combining this with the hyperboloid con-
straint X2 = —L? yields an expression for the Lagrange multiplier y = X?2/(2L?). There-
fore, geodesics in AdS satisfy a simple equation in embedding space

L2X* = X2Xx°, (B.8)
The general solution for spacelike geodesics (X2 = 1) is
Xa( ) maes/L + n% —s/L (Bg)

where m® and n® are constant vector that obey m? = n? = 0 and 2m-n = —L?. By taking
the inner product between two points X (s1) and X (s2), we arrive at the following formula

for the geodesic distance or chord length A := s9 — s,
A

L? cosh (

L) = —X(s1) - X(s2). (B.10)

We can now compute the chord length for pure AdS and conical AdS by inserting specific
embedding coordinates. In the standard coordinates (¢,r,¢) for pure AdS the geodesic
length between the two bulk points A = (0,7,0 — ) and B = (0,7,0+ «;) is (see figure 5)
Avac = L arccosh [1 + 2 (r/L)? sin®(a,)] = 2L arcsinh[(r/L) sin(a, )]
(T/L) sin(a;-) (B.11)
V14 (r/L)?sin?(ay) |

A similar calculation using the embedding coordinates (A.15) for conical AdS shows

= 2L arctanh

Acon = Larccosh [1+ 2 r2/(yL)? sin? (vou)] = 2L arcsinh [r/(vL) sin(ya,)]

r/(yL) sin(yar) ] | (B.12)
V1+12/(vL)?sin®(vay,)

= 2L arctanh
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Figure 6: Left diagram: geodesic arc (in yellow) on a constant time slice of conical AdS
between two points A and B on a circle (in red) of radius r and with angular coordinates
¢4 =0 and ¢p = 2a,. For simplicity, the conical parameter ¢ = 1 — + is taken to be much
smaller than one, so the geodesics take a similar form as those in pure AdS. Right diagram:
kinematic space (0, &) with point curves @ 4(0) and ap(6) corresponding to the two bulk
points in the left diagram. The geodesic distance between A and B is computed by an
integral in kinematic space over the region A4p enclosed by the two point curves.

In other words, the conical AdS result for a disk of radius r is obtained from the pure AdS
case by replacing r — /v and o, — ya,.

From the kinematic space formalism: An alternative way to derive the chord length between
two bulk points A and B is from the integral of the Crofton form over kinematic space [27]

MA,B) 1 )
VTe R 4/AAB w(b,a). (B.13)

In this appendix we parametrize kinematic space with the pair (0, &), where 6 is the center
of a spatial boundary region and 2& is the angular size of the region (see figure 5). The
Crofton form w is the volume form on kinematic space, and the integration region A 4p is
the region in kinematic space between the two point curves a4(6) and ap(f) associated to
the bulk points A and B, respectively. We recall that a point curve @, () is formed by all
geodesics on a constant time slice in AdS that intersect a bulk point p. The region Aap
corresponds in the bulk to the set of all geodesics which intersect the geodesic arc between
the points A and B (see figure 6).

Using the expression for the Crofton form in terms of the entanglement entropy (2.9),
and ¢ = 3L/(2@G), we can also write the chord length as

3L [*T aa(®)

A=—— df 055 (o . B.14
4c Jo (@) ap(9) ( )
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Here we employed Stokes’ theorem to remove the integration over &. We would like to
compute the chord length between two points A and B in conical AdS space, which lie on
a circle of radius r. The pure AdS case can be obtained by setting v = 1 at every step.
Suppose the bulk angular coordinates are given by ¢4 = 0 and ¢p = 2. Then, it follows
from (B.6) that the point curves of A and B satisfy the following equations

r
/r2 + 22
r

The two point curves intersect themselves, i.e. &4(0) = ap(f), at two points in kinematic

as(0) = iarccos [ cos(’y@)]

(B.15)

ap(f) = iarccos [ cos[vy(0 — 20(0]] .

space given by P = {0 = «,} and P’ = {# = n/v + «,}. These two points are depicted in
the right diagram of figure 6 and they denote a unique geodesic in the bulk passing through
both the points A and B. The only difference between P and P’ is that the orientation of
the geodesic is opposite for these two points.

The entanglement entropy of an excited state in a CFT dual to conical AdS is given
by S*(a) = §log [2L /() sin(y&)], cf. equation (2.43), where p is a UV cutoff and L is
the radius of the cylinder, and hence its derivative is

c cos(ya)

055" (&) =

— 73 sin(y&) (B.16)

Plugging this into (B.14) yields that the contributions from the two point curves a4 and ap
are equal due to the circular symmetry of the setup. Further, to account for the orientation
of the geodesics, we need to add appropriate signs for the four different integration regions
inside Agp (see figure 6 for our sign convention). The chord length thus consists of four
different integrals

\ _ 1L _/ar+/ﬂ/7+/ﬂ/v+ar_/2ﬂ/’y 20 cos(ya)
2 0 o /Y /v Sil’l(’yd)

The transformation 6 — 6 + 7/~ reverses the orientation of the geodesics, and it flips the

(B.17)

aa(0)

sign of the integrand. This implies that the first and third integral, and the second and
fourth integral, give the same result. The first and second integral are also the same, since
the integral vanishes for the values # = 0 and # = /7. The four different integrals are
therefore all equal, and hence after rewriting the integrand we find

Acon = 2"yL/ ' d0¢ with z(f) = cos(v0). (B.18)
0

.
/1= 22(0) Nty

Finally, this integral yields the same expression for the chord length as (B.12)

r/(yL) sin(ya)

Acon = 2L arctanh
V1+72/(vL)?sin’ (var)

(B.19)
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C Conformal isometry of causal diamonds on the cylinder

The conformal isometry of a causal diamond in Minkowski space is well studied in the
literature [15, 28, 73]. However, Minkowski space corresponds to the conformal boundary
of the Poincaré patch of AdS, whereas in the present paper we work in global AdS, whose
conformal boundary is a (Lorentzian) cylinder. In this appendix we derive the conformal
Killing vector generating the conformal isometry that preserves a causal diamond on the
two-dimensional cylinder in two distinct ways: from the generators of the conformal group
and from the boundary limit of the boost Killing vector of Rindler-AdSs.

C.1 From the conformal group

On the complex plane the generators of the global conformal group are 0,, 9z which gen-
erate translations, z0,, Z0; which generate dilatations and rotations, and 229,, 2205 which
generate special conformal transformations. These generators can be mapped to the gen-
erators of the conformal group on the cylinder by the conformal transformation w = 7 log z,
where w = 0 4 iTg parametrizes the (Euclidean) cylinder. The line element transforms as
dzdz = @) dwdm = e*™F (d7%+d#?). Since a conformal generator remains a generator of
the conformal group after a Weyl rescaling of the metric, we can safely ignore the conformal
factor. The basis of conformal generators on the cylinder is thus given by

(78, B, €“d,} U {w — @)}. (C.1)

In Lorentzian signature the complex coordinate is w = 0 — 7 and its complex conjugate is
w = 0+7, where 7 = —iTg is the Lorentzian time. Together w and @ form a null coordinate
system on the cylinder. In the following, however, we take the null coordinates to be the
retarded and advanced times u = 7—60 and v = 7440, since they are both increasing towards
the future. We write the basis of generators now in terms of trigonometric functions of
these null coordinates

{0y, sinu 0y, cosudy} U{u — v}. (C.2)

The Killing vector fields 0, + 0, and —0,, + 0,, respectively, generate time translations and
rotations on the cylinder, and the other four basis vectors are conformal Killing vectors
which do not generate isometries of the metric —dudwv.

We put the origin of the null coordinate system, © = v = 0, at the center of the causal
diamond. The lines © = +« and v = f+a«a are the null boundaries of the diamond. Since
the diamond has a reflection symmetry across the u = v line (the t-axis), the conformal
isometry that preserves the diamond must be invariant under the exchange of uw and v.
The conformal Killing vector which generates this conformal isometry therefore takes the
general form

&= A(u)0y + A(v)0y,

(C.3)
with  A(u) = a4+ bsinu + ccosu.

To remain inside the diamond the flow of £ must leave the vertices u = v = +«a and the edge

v = —u = « of the diamond fixed. This requirement yields A(£+a) = 0, which determines
the function up to a normalization: A(u) = c(cosu — cos«). The normalization is fixed
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by demanding that the surface gravity of £ is equal to one, k = —A'(a) = ¢sina = 1, at
the future null boundary of the diamond. Thus, the conformal Killing vector whose flow
preserves a causal diamond on the cylinder, and which has unit surface gravity, is in terms
of null coordinates

€= '1 [(cosu —cosa) Oy + (cosv — cos ) &,}. (C4)
sin

In terms of the 7 and 6 coordinates on the Lorentzian cylinder, £ becomes

1

E=— [(cosrcos@ —cosa) Oy — sinTsin959]. (C.5)
sin v

As a limiting case, note that for small diamonds, i.e. u,v,a < 1, £ reduces to the expression

in flat space [15, 28]

€= o [(0?—u) 0+ (a2 —1?) 0] ()

An illustration of £ is given in figure 7, where we have also indicated the boost Killing vector
of the associated Rindler wedge in the bulk. We will discuss the latter in the following
section.

C.2 From the boundary limit of the boost Killing vector

The conformal isometry that preserves a causal diamond on the Lorentzian cylinder can
also be obtained from the boundary limit of a proper isometry of AdS space. This is
because the conformal Killing vector £ of a causal diamond in flat space extends to the
boost Killing vector x of the Rindler wedge of AdS space (see figure 7). The boost Killing
vector generates proper time translations for uniformly accelerating (Rindler) observers in
AdS with a > L~!. The vector field x takes quite a simple form in Poincaré coordinates [15],
but is slightly more complicated in global AdS coordinates, as we will see below. We need
the expression for x in global coordinates, since its boundary limit yields the conformal
Killing vector of a diamond on the cylinder, which is the conformal boundary of global
AdS.

It is straightforward to derive the Killing vectors of AdS from the embedding space
(see appendix A). The isometry group of AdSs, SO(2,2), is generated by six linearly inde-
pendent Killing vectors in the embedding space R??: two generators of rotations and four
generators of boosts. The boost Killing vector of the AdS-Rindler wedge corresponds to
the Killing vector associated with a boost in the (T2, X!) plane of the embedding space.
This is because the embedding coordinates 72 and X' for AdS-Rindler space, in equa-
tion (A.7), parametrize a Rindler observer (or hyperbola) in embedding space, with proper
time o = Larctanh(7T?/X?) and proper distance o = /(X!)2 — (T2)2. Rindler observers
in embedding space are therefore in one-to-one correspondence with Rindler observers in
AdS [129]. Indeed, the Killing vector which generates a boost in the (T2, X!) plane of
embedding space, B = X'0p2 + T?0x1, becomes the generator of o-time translations in
AdS-Rindler space, i.e. B = LJ,.
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Figure 7: The Rindler wedge of pure AdSs with associated boundary causal diamond
(in black). The bifurcation surface (in green) of the AdS-Rindler horizon is the Ryu-
Takayanagi surface associated to the entangling region of angular size 2« (in blue). The
boost Killing vector x (with flow in green) of AdS-Rindler asymptotes to the conformal
Killing vector &, which generates a flow (in blue) inside the boundary causal diamond.

Next, we compute the boost Killing vector in the global coordinates (A.3) for AdS

/T2 2
B= L72”L+2 cos(t/ L) cos 63, + VIZ + 2 sin(t/L) cos 9y — Y21 Gin(t/ L) sin 6 0.
r T
(C.7)

The boost Killing vector becomes null on the AdS-Rindler horizon, which in global coor-
dinates is described by {cos(t/L £ 7/2) = \/rz’;ipcos ¢}, and vanishes at the boundary
vertices {t = +wL/2,r = 00,¢ = 0} and at the straight line {t = 0,¢ = 7/2,37/2}. Note

that the straight line, which is the bifurcation surface of the horizon, cuts the ¢ = 0 time

slice of AdS in two wedges of equal size, since each wedge subtends an angle 7. In other
words, the left and right AdS-Rindler wedges both cover half of the boundary cylinder at
t = 0. This is also manifest from the boundary limit » — oo of the boost Killing vector,
which equals (C.5) only for o = 7/2. Hence, we have not yet found the extension into the
bulk of the most general boundary conformal Killing vector £, which should hold for any «.

Fortunately, we can move the bifurcation surface of the horizon by an isometry of
AdS to a new position that intersects the boundary at ¢ = « and ¢ = 2r — . The new
bifurcation surface subtends an angle 2« at the boundary, instead of w as in the previous
case. A simple isometry that relates different bifurcation surfaces (and hence different
AdS-Rindler wedges) is a boost in the (T, X!) plane of embedding space [73]. This boost
transforms the embedding coordinates as

(T') = cosh T! — sinh B X1,

C.8
(X' =coshB X' —sinh B T", e
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where [ is an arbitrary rapidity parameter which ranges from —oo to co. The boost Killing
vector of the transformed AdS-Rindler wedge is now given by the boost generator in the
(T2, (X)) plane

X = (Xl)/aTQ + T28(X1),. (Cg)

By substituting 7" and X' in (A.7) with (T!)" and (X!), respectively, the induced metric
for the new AdS-Rindler wedge is identical to the one given by equation (A.8), and the
boost Killing vector remains equal to

x = Lo, (C.10)

in AdS-Rindler coordinates. Relative to global coordinates, however, the AdS-Rindler
wedge has been displaced by the boost (C.8), since we use the same embedding coordinates
for global AdS as before performing the boost. Hence in global coordinates the new boost
Killing vector (C.9) takes a different form compared to the one in equation (C.7). In order
to derive this form, we first express the boost Killing vector in terms of the unprimed
embedding coordinates

x =coshf B —sinhf H, with (C.11)
B =X'"0pn+T%0x1 and H =T'0p — T?0p. (C.12)

Here H generates rotations in the (7!, T?) plane. We would like to express y, however, in
terms of the boundary opening angle « instead of the rapidity 8. Their relation can be
derived as follows. By inverting the boost (C.8) and plugging in the embedding coordinates

(TYY = /0% + L% cosh(u/L) and (X')" = pcosh(a/L), we find

T! = cosh B8 v/ 02 + L2 cosh(u/L) + sinh § g cosh(o /L),

C.13
X' = cosh B gcosh(o/L) + sinh B v/ 02 + L2 cosh(u/L). ( )

The transformation between the AdS-Rindler and the global coordinate system can be
found by inserting the embedding coordinates 7! and X' for global AdS given by (A.3)
into these equations, and identifying the other two (not boosted) embedding coordinates
T? and X? for global AdS with those for AdS-Rindler space given by (A.7). The resulting

coordinate transformation is®”
inh(o/L
tan(t/L) = osinh(o/L) ,
cosh 31/ 0? + L? cosh(u/L) + sinh 8 g cosh(o /L)
V0% + L?sinh(u/L
tan ¢ = ¢+ L sinh(u/L) (C.14)

cosh B ocosh(o/L) + sinh 8 /02 + L2 cosh(u/L)’
r? = (coshﬁ ocosh(o/L) + sinh 5/ ¢? 4+ L? (3osh(u/L)>2 + (0* + L?) sinh?(u/L).

The time slice 0 = 0 corresponds to ¢ = 0 in global coordinates. The bifurcation surface of
the horizon lies inside that time slice and intersects the asymptotic boundary at u/L = oo

3TFor B = 0 this is consistent with the coordinate transformation in equation (2.6) of [130].

— 62 —



in AdS-Rindler coordinates, and at ¢ = « and ¢ = 27 — « in global coordinates. The
relation between § and « thus follows from evaluating the second equation at ¢ = 0 and
taking the limit o/L — oo and, subsequently, u/L — oo, i.e.

1 1

cosh B = and sinh 8 =

(C.15)

. )
sin « tan o

where 8 now ranges from 0 to oo, and we still have 0 < o < w/2. As a function of « the
boost Killing vector (C.11) is hence given by

X = 1 (B—cosaH). (C.16)

sin av

Note that for @« = 7/2 (or § = 0) the boost Killing vector reduces to x = B. In global
AdS coordinates the Killing vector H is simply the generator of time translations H = L0y,
whereas B is given by (C.7). Therefore, in global coordinates we find

1 rL
- L — L L2 2 o L .
sina[( 12 1 12 cos(t/L) cos ¢ cos Oé) O + \/ﬁsm(t/ ) cos ¢ O

_ VL sin(t/L) sin ¢ 8¢] .

r

(C.17)

One can readily verify that the vertices {t = +aL,r = oco,¢ = 0} of the boundary causal
T
Vr24+ L2
of x. The extremal surface is the bifurcation surface of the horizon. Further, x becomes null

diamond and the extremal surface {t = 0, cos a = cos ¢} are fixed points of the flow
on the past and future Killing horizon, which are given by {cos(t/L + «) = ﬁ cos ¢}
in global coordinates or ¢ = 0 in AdS-Rindler coordinates. The normalization of x is such
that the surface gravity is unity, x = 1, at the future horizon. Furthermore, let us stress
that under the mapping (C.14) the boost Killing field above turns into LJ,.

In terms of the dimensionless sausage coordinates (A.6) the boost generator reads

2 2

1 2 1-— 1
X:sina[<1—|—z,z200$Tcos¢_cosa> Or + 22 sinTcos ¢ 0, — ;zz sin7sin¢dy| ,
(C.18)

and in terms of the spherical coordinates (A.12) the boost Killing vector is simply>®

X=4- [(COSTCOS(Z) - COSOZ)G{— —sin7singdy | . (C.19)

Surprisingly, this is independent of the bulk angular coordinate 1, and hence the expression
does not change in the asymptotic limit ¢» — 0 or 7. The boundary limit » — cc and z — 1

of the other expressions for y, respectively (C.17) and (C.18), yield the same result for the
associated conformal Killing vector on the boundary cylinder

€= lim x = [(COSTCOSQ —cosa) 0, —sinTsind 89] (C.20)

bndy sin «

38This expression agrees with the boost Killing vector in equation (2.32) of the recent paper [114].
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As expected, this matches with expression (C.5) for the conformal Killing vector which
generates the conformal isometry of a causal diamond on the boundary cylinder. Note
that we expressed £ in terms of the dimensionless boundary coordinates 7 and 6. Although
we have focussed on a three-dimensional bulk spacetime in this appendix, the equations
above for the boost Killing vector of AdS-Rindler space (and its corresponding boundary
limit) are also valid in higher dimensions. This is because the expression (C.11) for x in
embedding coordinates remains the same.

Finally, for completeness, let us check that the embedding expression reproduces the
boost Killing vector in Poincaré coordinates (A.9). The rotation and boost generators are

- iL [(L? = % = x* — 2")0, — 2(x0x +20,)] ,
21 (C.21)
H = o2 (12 + 62 4% + 2%)0, + 20 (x0x +20,)] -

The rapidity 5 is in this case related to the radius R of a sphere at t = 0 in the flat
boundary space via R = e ?L [73].3? Combining this relation with (C.11) and (C.21), we
recover the known expression for the boost Killing vector in Poincaré coordinates [15]

L
= —[(1+(R/L)>YB—-(1—(R/LY’))H
X 2R[(+(/)) (1-(R/L)*) H] ©22)

= % [(RQ - t2 - X2 - Z2) 8t o 2tX8X N 2tZ8Z] )

Note that the term involving H in the first equation is only nonzero if the radius of the
sphere is not equal to the AdS radius (see also appendix D in [29]). The transformation
between Poincaré coordinates and AdS-Rindler coordinates, which maps the boost Killing
vector (C.22) to the time translation generator (C.10), can be obtained in a similar fashion
as the transformation (C.14) for global coordinates above (see for instance equation (80)
in [26]).

D Variation of coupling constants in the first law of causal diamonds

In this section we compute the contributions of the variation of gravitational coupling con-
stants in the first law of causal diamonds in maximally symmetric spacetimes. We consider
variations of both the cosmological constant and Newton’s constant, and prove that terms
proportional to the variation of Newton’s constant cancel out in the first law. We employ
the covariant phase space method [32, 33], which has been extended in [101, 131] to include
variations of couplings, and we follow the notation of [29].

Suppose L(¢, ;) = L(¢, a;)e is a diffeomorphism invariant Lagrangian d-form that
depends on the dynamical fields ¢ and coupling constants «;. If one allows for variations of
coupling constants «;, then the on-shell fundamental variational identity in the covariant

phase space formalism becomes*’

SH, :éD 5Q<+/DQ-E%5% (D.1)

39Comparing this to (C.15) we see that the radius of the sphere in flat space is given in terms of the
opening angle on the cylinder by R = Ltan(«a/2).
40See appendix A in [101] and section 2 in [131] for a derivation of this identity.
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Here ( is the conformal Killing vector of a maximally symmetric causal diamond, H is the
Hamiltonian generating evolution along the flow of ¢, Q¢ is the associated Noether charge
(d — 2)-form, and the d-form E% = (0L/0w;)e is the derivative of the Lagrangian with
respect to the coupling «;.

Assuming minimal coupling, the Lagrangian uniquely splits into a gravitational and
a matter part: L = L8 4 LM We consider the gravitational Lagrangian for general
relativity plus a cosmological constant

R —2A
167G ©

grav __

(D.2)

We only take variations of the gravitational coupling constants «; = {A, G} into account
in the first law, and not of the matter couplings. The derivatives of the gravitational
Lagrangian with respect to A and G are

R-2A A
167G2°~  (d— 2)4nG2"

€

_ d EC =
8rG an

EM = (D.3)

where we evaluated the Ricci scalar on the maximally symmetric background in the last
equality. For Einstein gravity the fundamental identity thus takes the form

1 2A G

The integral of (-€ over the disk can be identified with the thermodynamic volume V¢ (3.58).
Further, the Noether charge variation is given by

K A
- 0Q¢ =—5-0 (G) ; (D.5)

where Newton’s constant is included in the variation. The Hamiltonian variation splits
into a gravitational and matter part, 0H; = dH ?rav +0H Znat, with the gravitational part
defined as the symplectic form evaluated on the Lie derivative of the metric along ¢

SHE™ = /D w(g,dg, Lcg) = /D [66(g, Lcg) — Lc0(g,89)] - (D-6)

Here 6 is the so-called symplectic potential (d—1)-form. The Hamiltonian variation contains
contributions from both the variation of the metric and the variation of Newton’s constant,
0H Cgmv = 04H Cgrav +0cH frav, which are given by

Kk

grav __
59H< 871G

OV and SGHE™ /D 560(g, Log) = — =L oK (1

“Tvs G) . (D7)

S d—28r
This follows respectively from equations (3.35) and (3.9) in Ref. [29]. Therefore, plugging
(D.5) and (D.7) into the fundamental identity, we find a first law which includes variations
of both A and G

3" ((W—Z:;Vm)_— oAy rAG Ve <6A+2A 5G).

87G G G 87G G 871G d—2 G
(D.8)
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However, we can deduce from the Smarr formula (4.8),
(d—=1)kkV = (d — 2)kA = 2V¢A, (D.9)

that the terms involving the variation of Newton’s constant cancel each other. Thus, the
final form of the first law of causal diamonds is

SHP — LI RN YR

8tG 8tG 8tG o, (D-10)

which agrees with the result in [29].
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