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Abstract: We generalize recent results in two-dimensional Jackiw-Teitelboim gravity

to study factorization of the Hilbert space of eternal black holes in quantum gravity

with a negative cosmological constant in any dimension. We approach the problem

by computing the trace of two-sided observables as a sum over a recently constructed

family of semiclassically well-controlled black hole microstates. These microstates,

which contain heavy matter shells behind the horizon and form an overcomplete basis

of the Hilbert space, exist in any theory of gravity with general relativity as its low

energy limit. Using this representation of the microstates, we show that the trace of

operators dual to functions of the Hamiltonians of the left and right holographic CFTs

factorizes into a product over left and right factors to leading order in the semiclassical

limit. Under certain conditions this implies factorization of the Hilbert space.
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1 Introduction

In the AdS/CFT correspondence, a two-sided black hole, or Einstein-Rosen bridge,

in asymptotically AdS spacetime is dual to a state defined in a double copy of the

holographic CFT [1, 2]. The thermofield double (TFD) state is an example of this

correspondence, where the entanglement between the two CFTs is understood to be

geometrized in the dual description by the wormhole behind the horizon connecting

two asymptotic regions [3]. The effective field theory (EFT) of fluctuations on this

connected geometry does not have a Hilbert space that factorizes into a product of

components, unlike the underlying CFT. This is not surprising since subspaces of a

factorized Hilbert space can of course be entangled. However, the full Hilbert space
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contains more general geometries, connected and disconnected, together with the cor-

responding Hilbert spaces of quantum fluctuations. The question of how this bigger

space separates into a product of factors is referred to as the Hilbert space factorization

puzzle.

This factorization puzzle has recently been addressed in [4] for holographic systems

dual to JT (Jackiw–Teitelboim) gravity in asymptotically AdS2 spacetime, using results

derived in [5–7]. Specifically, the authors of [4] give evidence that the bulk Hilbert

space Hbulk of the two-sided JT black hole factorizes into a tensor product HL ⊗HR,

where HL,R correspond to Hilbert spaces of holographically dual theories living on the

left and right boundaries. To this end, they consider the trace of a product of bulk

duals of operators kL and kR drawn from the algebras of observables acting on HL,R,

respectively. Their main result is the factorization of this trace1 over the bulk Hilbert

space to all (perturbative and nonperturbative) orders in the Newton constant GN ,

TrHbulk
kLkR = TrHL

kLTrHR
kR . (1.1)

In this equation we have employed the holographic dictionary which maps the boundary

operators kL, kR on the right hand side to their bulk dual images on the left hand side.

We denote the bulk images of operators with the same symbols as their respective

boundary operators. In [4] the equality (1.1) is verified by means of a path integral

for which JT gravity provides an effective field theory (EFT) capturing the low energy

degrees of freedom. This approach to gravity, where the EFT path integral is treated as

a coarse-grained approximation to a UV-complete theory of quantum gravity, has been

instrumental in investigating various questions of quantum gravity, including the black

hole information problem [8, 9]. The article [4] shows that, surprisingly, in JT gravity

this coarse-grained description is enough to show factorization of the bulk Hilbert space

into a product of left and right Hilbert spaces.

Here, we extend the analysis of [4] to holographic systems whose low energy degrees

of freedom are captured by General Relativity (GR) in asymptotically AdSd+1 for any

d ≥ 2. This effective low energy description can be thought of as descending from a UV

completion, be it string theory or some other theory of quantum gravity. We adopt the

techniques and framework developed in [10–12], and show that the overall logic of [4]

carries through in higher dimensions.

The key ingredient is the enumeration of an explicit basis of black hole microstates.

Recent work has shown how this Hilbert space of microstates can be spanned by a basis

1Note that [4] uses two different spellings of the word “factorization” to distinguish the factorization

of the Hilbert space from the factorization of Euclidean gravity observables on a set of disconnected

asymptotic boundaries. In the present work, we are mostly focused on the former and we will provide

explicit context when commenting on the latter, so we will not follow the same naming convention.
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whose elements have semiclassical descriptions in terms of shells of matter propagating

behind the horizon [10–12]. These microstates, which have small quantum overlaps

in analogy to the coherent state basis of the harmonic oscillator, exist in any UV-

complete theory with GR as its low-energy limit, in any dimension, and for black holes

of any mass, charge and angular momentum. As such, they generalize constructions

in 2d gravity [5–9, 13, 14] as well as related results [15–18]. For universes that are

described by string theory, the strings and branes [19] or fuzzballs [20] that appear in

the usual descriptions of extremal, supersymmetric black hole microstates should be

understood as superpositions in the basis of [10–12]. Indeed, macroscopically different

gravitational states can be superposed in this way to give other states with semiclas-

sical descriptions – simple examples and criteria appear in [21]. In the gravitational

description every element of the microstate basis in [10–12] has a geometric wormhole

behind the horizon connecting two asymptotic regions. Thus the factorization puzzle

[22–24]2 naively persists. We will follow the methods of [4] and use the microstates

of [10–12] to demonstrate explicit factorization of traces of observables, which under

certain conditions implies a factorized Hilbert space.

There are two main new subtleties relative to the logic in [4]. The first one con-

cerns the structure of nonperturbative corrections to the gravity path integral. In JT

gravity, all of these are well understood [35], but this is not generally the case in higher-

dimensional gravity. Therefore, we consider only the first non-trivial nonperturbative

corrections in the semiclassical expansion. The second subtlety is that we have to con-

sider microcanonical energy windows in our analysis. In JT gravity the exact spectral

density and overlap statistics are known [14], so moments of the state overlaps can be

computed and microstate counting can be performed for energy bands of arbitrary size.

While the overlap statistics in higher-dimensional GR can be computed in general, the

microstate counting procedure outlined in [10–12] is only tractable in the microcanon-

ical ensemble. Thus we have to include an extra step of extending our argument from

the microcanonical window to energy windows of arbitrary size.

Three sections follow. In Sec. 2 we introduce our analysis framework and provide

evidence for the factorization of the microcanonical Hilbert space. Sec. 2.1 outlines

the argument for factorization in [4] which will be the backbone of our approach.

Sec. 2.2 introduces the semiclassically well-defined black hole microstates we use to

2This should not be confused with related factorization puzzle of Euclidean gravity observables

[25–32] on a set of disconnected spacetime boundaries. Yet another kind of factorization in gravity is

the approximate one associated to the interior and exterior of a black hole. This has been argued to

arise because the complexity of the operators creating black hole microstates and effective field theory

states behind the horizon protects them to exponential accuracy from “errors” created by the action

of the simple operators that act on the exterior Hilbert space, see, e.g., [33, 34].
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show factorization of the trace of products of functions of bulk duals of the left and

right Hamiltonians in Secs. 2.3 and 2.4. Section 3 explains why trace factorization

implies Hilbert space factorization and extends the result to arbitrary sized energy

bands. The paper concludes with a discussion in Sec. 4. Appendix A recalls how to use

overcomplete bases to compute traces. Details about the black hole microstates used in

our arguments appear in Appendix B, while Appendix C contains additional details of

the overlap computations. Appendix D discusses extensions of our trace factorization

analysis to general light operators.

2 Factorization of the microcanonical Hilbert space

2.1 Outline of the argument

First, we outline the idea of the calculation following [4]. We start by considering

operators kL(HL) and kR(HR) where HL,R are the bulk AdS duals to Hamiltonians of

the left and right copies of the dual boundary CFT. For example, we can pick

kL = e
−βLHL , kR = e

−βRHR , (2.1)

where βL,R are arbitrary positive parameters. The goal is to show that

Zbulk = TrHbulk
kLkR = TrHL

kLTrHR
kR . (2.2)

Here, Hbulk is the bulk Hilbert space, while HL,R are two Hilbert space factors. The

two-sided partition function Zbulk is a generalization of the usual partition function

Tr (e−βHbulk). The bulk HamiltonianHbulk =HL+HR is a sum of boundary contributions

and in our generalization we are allowing for different left and right temperatures.

The first step is to decompose the boundary Hilbert space into microcanonical

windows HL,R =⊕EH
E
L,R, where E labels the microcanonical band [EL,R, EL,R + δE).

The width δE of the band is assumed to be small compared to the temperature scale

β−1L ,R, but large compared to the average energy spacing ϵ. Thus each microcanonical

band in the boundary Hilbert space has a width limited by

ϵ≪ δE ≪ β−1L ,R . (2.3)

The holographic dictionary guarantees that the partitioning of the boundary Hilbert

space into microcanonical bands carries over to the bulk Hilbert space [36, 37]. Thus the

bulk two-sided partition function can be written as a sum of microcanonical partition

functions of each energy band. In this case, we can write

Zbulk = ∑
EL,ER

Z(EL,ER;βL, βR) , (2.4)
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where we define the microcanonical bulk trace

Z(EL,ER;βL, βR) = e
−βLELe−βRER Tr

H
E
bulk
(1) = e−βLELe−βRER dim(HE

bulk) . (2.5)

We will sometimes use the shorthand notation Z(E;β), where E ≡ (EL,ER) and β ≡

(βL, βR). As is clear from (2.5), Z(E;β) factorizes if and only if the dimension of the

microcanonical bulk Hilbert space factorizes. The dimension of this Hilbert space has

been studied recently, e.g., in [10, 11], using the gravitational path integral for the case

where EL = ER. In what follows, we extend these results to the microcanonical window

with fixed but arbitrary left and right energies. However, we will follow the approach

in [4]. Along the way, we will introduce the necessary techniques to show that the

microcanonical two-sided partition function factorizes into a product of left and right

components. We proceed as follows to leading order in e−1/GN :

1. In Sec. 2.3 we follow the logic in [4] to show that Z(E;β) factorizes between left

and right parts. The overbar here indicates a computation using the semiclassical

saddle points of the effective low energy path integral, which we understand as

averaging over the UV degrees of freedom. In other words, this section will give a

coarse-grained argument for factorization of the quantum gravity Hilbert space.

2. To extend the factorization argument to the fine-grained level, we generalize [4]

in Sec. 2.4 by using the differential matrix

d(E;β)αL αR
= Z(E;β)∂αL

∂αR
Z(E;β) − ∂αL

Z(E;β)∂αR
Z(E;β) , (2.6)

where αL,R ∈ {βL,R,EL,R}. This differential is a two-by-two matrix that vanishes

if and only if the total trace factorizes between left and right parts3

d(E;β) = 0⇐⇒ Z(E;β) = gR(EL;βL)gL(ER;βR) . (2.8)

Furthermore, considering the cases βL = 0 and βR = 0, one deduces that the

functions gL,R are proportional to the bulk trace over kL,R, respectively, such

that

d(E;β) = 0⇐⇒ Z(E;β) =
Tr
H

E
bulk
(kL)TrHE

bulk
(kR)

Tr
H

E
bulk
(1)

. (2.9)

3This can be proved as follows. We begin by defining U = lnZ. Then the equation d(E;β)αL αR
= 0

can be rewritten as

∂αL
∂αR

U = 0 . (2.7)

This is solved by U = a(EL, βL) + b(ER, βR) with a(EL, βL) and b(ER, βR) some arbitrary functions.

Therefore d = 0 if and only if Z = ea(EL,βL)+b(EL,βR) is a factorized product of arbitrary functions of

left and right energies and temperatures as in (2.8).
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As compared to [4], where a simple differential d(β) was used, we have to use a

differential matrix because of the dependence of Z(E;β) on the microcanonical

energies E. We show that (d(E;β)αL αR
)
2
= 0, where the overbar again indicates

computations using the semiclassical saddle points of the gravity path integral.

The vanishing of the second moment of each component of the differential matrix

establishes that d(E;β) is identically zero, at least to the order that our approxi-

mation is valid. This in turn implies that the microcanonical two-sided partition

function of the low energy degrees of freedom factorizes into a product of identical

functions that depend on left and right quantities as given in (2.9). Sec. 3 shows

that this is a sufficient condition to show the factorization of the bulk Hilbert

space under certain assumptions.

The crucial ingredient we will exploit to show the vanishing of the differential

is the factorization of the coarse-grained product of microcanonical two-sided

partition functions to leading order in e−1/GN

Z(E1;β1) . . .Z(En;βn) = Z(E1;β1) . . .Z(En;βn) . (2.10)

This implies that fluctuations of the partition function around its coarse-grained

value vanish

(Z(E;β) −Z(E;β))
2
= 0 (2.11)

to leading order in e−1/GN . In turn, this implies that the microcanonical partition

function is equal to its coarse-grained value

Z(E;β) = Z(E;β) . (2.12)

Thus the microcanonical two-sided partition function of the low energy degrees of

freedom factorizes into a product of traces of left and right operators, computed

semiclassically to leading order in e−1/GN .

3. In Sec. 3, we explain how the factorization of the trace implies the Hilbert space

factorization. As a byproduct of the discussion, we also explain the generaliza-

tion of the factorization from a microcanonical window to an energy window of

arbitrary finite size.

2.2 Basis of states

The key step in the procedure outlined above is summarized by equation (2.5), where

we must compute the dimension of the bulk Hilbert space in a microcanonical band.

To do so, we follow [10, 11] and consider certain semiclassically well-defined bulk states
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(a) (b)

Figure 1. (a) Path integral contour that prepares the state given in eq. (2.14). The lengths

of the circular segments are given by the Euclidean preparation times β̄L/2 and β̄R/2. (b)

Euclidean time contour which computes the norm squared of the state given in eq. (2.14). This

quantity can be computed using the gravitational path integral evaluated for geometries with

asymptotic boundary length β̄L + β̄R and with matter excitations sourced by the operators O

and O†. In both figures there is a transverse sphere Sd−1 at every point.

dual to CFT states on the tensor product of two copies of the CFTd with the same

Hamiltonian H, so that HL = HR = H. Each copy of the CFT lives on a spacetime

of topology Sd−1 × R. The corresponding bulk states are double sided black holes in

asymptotically AdSd+1 spacetime with shells of matter behind the horizon. These states

span a bulk Hilbert space Hbulk which is dual to the Hilbert space of the double copy

of the CFT HCFT
L ⊗HCFT

R . Since each of the semiclassical bulk states has a wormhole

connecting the two asymptotic boundaries, we still have a puzzle: how does the bulk

Hilbert space factorize?

The energy basis of the doubled CFT Hilbert space HCFT
L ⊗HCFT

R is

(HL⊗1)∣m⟩L⊗ ∣n⟩R = Em∣m⟩L⊗ ∣n⟩R , (1⊗HR)∣m⟩L⊗ ∣n⟩R = En∣m⟩L⊗ ∣n⟩R . (2.13)

We can consider states in this Hilbert space of the form

∣Ψ⟩ =
1
√
Z1

∑
n,m

e−
1
2
β̄LEm−

1
2
β̄REnOmn∣m⟩L ⊗ ∣n⟩R , (2.14)

where O is a primary operator in a single copy of the CFT, Omn = ⟨m∣O∣n⟩ and Z1 =

Tr [O†e−β̄LHOe−β̄RH] is a normalization factor. These states can be prepared by the

Euclidean path integral for a single CFT on a cylinder (Fig. 1). We will focus on the

case where O is a product of n scalar operators O∆ uniformly supported on the (d−1)-

dimensional spherical time slice of the CFT. In the dual gravitational theory, these

operators O create spherically symmetric shells of matter of mass m = nm∆, where n

is taken to be of O ( ℓ
d−1
GN
) such that the shell is heavy enough to backreact classically

on the geometry at leading order in GN .
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Following [12], we can project these states onto the microcanonical band [EL,R, EL,R+

δE) by using a projector ΠE = ΠL
E ⊗ΠR

E,

∣ΨE⟩ =
1

√
⟨Ψ∣ΠE ∣Ψ⟩

ΠE ∣Ψ⟩ . (2.15)

We can now define the microcanonical bulk Hilbert space HE
bulk in terms of these nor-

malized states. First, we consider a family of κ states ∣Ψi⟩, where operators Oi with

different conformal weights ∆i create shells of different masses mi = nm∆i
. We project

them into the microcanonical band as in (2.15) and use this family to introduce the

auxiliary Hilbert space

HE
bulk(κ) ≡ Span{∣Ψ

E
i ⟩, i = 1, . . . , κ} . (2.16)

As shown in [10, 11] and recapitulated below, when κ is large enough, the vectors in

this family become linearly dependent, and HE
bulk(κ) → H

E
bulk. Specifically, to leading

order in the semiclassical approximation, the states ∣ΨE
i ⟩ and ∣Ψ

E
j ⟩ corresponding to

different operators Oi and Oj are orthogonal, i.e., ⟨ΨE
i ∣Ψ

E
j ⟩ ∝ δij, where the overbar

denotes a coarse-grained gravitational saddlepoint calculation. However, wormhole

contributions to the gravitational path integral induce a small overlap [10–12]. This

non-orthogonality leads to saturation of the dimension of the linear span (2.16), defining

the finite-dimensional microcanonical Hilbert space. The dimension turns out to be

precisely the exponential of the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy [10–12]. We will show

that this mechanism is also responsible for factorization of the bulk Hilbert space into

a product of left and right factors, generalizing [4].

Here, we will work to leading order in GN , κ−1, and e−1/GN . The GN is assumed

to be small, ensuring that the semiclassical approximation to the gravitational path

integral is valid. We will see that the appearance of the factorization property (2.2)

is connected to the convergence of the auxiliary Hilbert space HE
bulk(κ) to the true

microcanonical Hilbert space HE
bulk. This happens when κ ≳ e

1/GN [10], so κ is assumed

to be large. We will specify more precisely the regimes required for different steps of

the factorization argument below.

2.3 Trace factorization and dimension of the microcanonical Hilbert space

Following [4], factorization of the bulk Hilbert space in (2.16) can be studied by com-

puting the trace Tr
H

E
bulk
(kLkR). As discussed in Appendix A, the microcanonical bulk

trace can be defined in terms of our overcomplete basis of states spanning the bulk
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Hilbert space Hbulk as4

Tr
H

E
bulk
(κ) (kLkR) = (G

−1)
ji
⟨ΨE

i ∣kLkR∣Ψ
E
j ⟩ , (2.17)

where a sum on i, j is implicit, and Gij ≡ ⟨ΨE
i ∣Ψ

E
j ⟩ is the Gram matrix of the family

of states in (2.16). The inverse Gram matrix G−1 appears here to account for the non-

orthogonality of the basis states. The dimension of G is κ, namely the number of states

in the family (2.16), but the rank of G, namely the number of linearly independent

states, can be smaller. In the latter case G has vanishing eigenvalues and hence is non-

invertible, so G−1 is understood as a generalized inverse where the non-zero eigenvalues

are inverted, and the zero eigenvalues are left unchanged.5 In effect this procedure

projects out redundant states from the computation of the trace, while diagonalizing

the remaining states that form a basis spanning the Hilbert space. It is convenient

to write the expression involving the inverse Gram matrix as an analytic continuation

from positive powers of G as follows6

Tr
H

E
bulk
(κ) (kLkR) = lim

n→−1
(Gn)ji ⟨Ψ

E
i ∣kLkR∣Ψ

E
j ⟩ . (2.18)

Here we also included an overbar as before to indicate that we will determine these

quantities via a semiclassical saddle point computation.

The moments of the overlaps (Gn)ij can be computed by evaluating the resolvent

Rij(λ) = (
1

λ −G
)
ij

=
δij
λ
+
1

λ

∞

∑
n=1

(Gn)ij

λn
. (2.19)

The calculus of residues then tells us that

(Gn)ji ⟨Ψ
E
i ∣kLkR∣Ψ

E
j ⟩ =

1

2πi ∮
dλλnRji(λ)⟨ΨE

i ∣kLkR∣Ψ
E
j ⟩ . (2.20)

We can calculate the resolvent and its trace, following [8, 10–12], as reviewed below.

In the semiclassical approximation, taking the trace of (2.19) leads to

R(λ) =
κ

λ
+
1

λ

∞

∑
n=1

κ

∑
i=1

(Gn)ii

λn
, (2.21)

4Note the difference in index contractions relative to [4]. We use the expression derived in ap-

pendix A.
5A priori, the generalized inverse of a matrix is unstable against tiny corrections if there are zero

eigenvalues, i.e., if the matrix has less than maximal rank. We are working in the leading semiclassical

approximation, and hence we may worry that higher order corrections could change the rank of the

matrix dramatically, by adding tiny corrections to many previously vanishing values. However, if this

approach indeed provides an adequate account of the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy [10, 11], we should

expect that the effects of such corrections on the rank of the matrix should be small. We leave it to

future work to check this.
6In this analytic continuation, we first observe that 0n = 0 for all n > 0, and then continue the right

hand side to n = −1, getting 0.
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whereR = trRij and κ is the dimension of the Gram matrix. The moments of the overlap

(Gn)ii can be computed via the gravitational path integral and an inverse Laplace

transform. This is a two-step procedure. First, we compute the overlap ⟨Ψi∣Ψj⟩ of

canonical states ∣Ψi,j⟩ (2.14) via a path integral. In the semiclassical approximation, this

overlap is given by the exponentiated on-shell action of classically allowed geometries

filling the boundary conditions specified by the canonical states ∣Ψi,j⟩. Next, we inverse

Laplace transform the overlap to get the semiclassical approximation to the overlap of

the microcanonical states Gij = ⟨ΨE
i ∣Ψ

E
j ⟩ since the canonical states are related to the

microcanonical states ∣ΨE
i,j⟩ (2.15) by a Laplace transform. We refer the reader to

Appendix B for more details.

The expansion in (2.21) can be represented diagrammatically as

(2.22)

The diagrammatic expansion consists of inner products, shown by circles, chained to-

gether with dashed lines (representing the microstate indices) through the insertions of

the internal shell that determines the microstate (shown by red dots). Upon applying

the gravity path integral, the inner product circles set the boundary conditions for

spacetime geometries to be filled in, as shown by shaded regions. Hence the diagram-

matic expansion for the trace of the resolvent R sums over geometries that fill in these

boundary conditions. The resulting gravitational saddles are drawn in the second line.

Note that when we are calculating a quantity that contains a product of more than

one set of overlaps (n > 1), there are several asymptotic boundaries, and the classically

allowed geometries include connected and disconnected configurations. The third dia-

gram in the second line is an example of a disconnected geometry contributing to a term

with two overlaps, while the fourth diagram is a connected geometry that joins both

asymptotic boundaries. We assume that κ and e1/GN are both large, without assuming

any particular relationship between them. In this limit, we only need to consider planar

geometries, as explained in [8, 10]. Non-planar geometries have higher topology and/or

crossings, which are suppressed by powers of e1/GN and 1/κ, respectively.7 In the third

7One might worry that because the solution to the Schwinger-Dyson equation (2.21) is O(κ), non-

planar contributions with large number of resolvent insertions could become important despite the
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line, the sum in equation (2.21) is rearranged to contain only contributions from fully

connected geometries at the cost of an R-insertion for each copy of the overlaps.

Thus the diagrammatic expansion leads to the Schwinger-Dyson equation

R(λ) =
κ

λ
+
1

λ

∞

∑
n=1

κ

∑
i=1

Rn

κn
(Gn)ii∣

con
, (2.23)

where (Gn)ii∣
con

is determined by the inverse Laplace transform of the gravitational on-

shell partition function of the fully connected geometry that connects all the asymptotic

boundaries, with the normalization ensuring that the states in the Gram matrix are

normalized. For the microcanonical states in (2.16) in the heavy shell limit m → ∞,8

the fully connected contribution is given by

κ

∑
i=1

(Gn)ii∣
con
= κne(1−n)(SL+SR) , (2.24)

where SL = S(EL) and SR = S(ER). As discussed in [10, 11] SL,R are equal to the

microcanonical entropies counting the number of states in a single copy of the CFT in

the respective energy window. For details of the derivation of (2.24), see Appendix C

and [8, 10–12, 38]. Using (2.24), the Schwinger-Dyson equation (2.23) gives

λR = κ +
ReSL+SR

eSL+SR −R
. (2.25)

This quadratic equation in R can be easily solved and generically has two solutions.

The analytic properties of the resolvent can single out the correct solution, as we will

explain below equation (2.35).

We are now ready to proceed to the computation of the trace in (2.17). The

integrand on the right-hand side of (2.20) can also be computed using the gravitational

path integral via a Schwinger-Dyson equation. The resulting calculation is very similar

1/κ suppression. However, the planar diagrams in the third line of (2.22) have the largest number of

index loops for the number of resolvent insertions. Non-planar diagrams with crossings are related to

those by merging index loops, resulting in 1/κ suppressions while keeping the number of R the same.
8Note that [10–12] showed that a complete basis of microstates can be built from heavy internal

shells of this kind.
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to the one for the resolvent described above and pictorially takes the form

(2.26)

The new ingredient here is the green box, which denotes the insertion of ⟨Ψi∣kLkR∣Ψj⟩.

On the right-hand side its effect translates to inserting the operators kL and kR on the

respective asymptotic boundaries, as shown by the green dots. The third line in the

diagrammatic equation (2.26) is a series expansion in powers of R = trRij, where the

coefficients can be computed using the gravity path integral and an inverse Laplace

transform. The diagrammatic expansion can be written explicitly as

Rji(λ)⟨ΨE
i ∣kLkR∣Ψ

E
j ⟩ =

∞

∑
n=0

Rn+1Zn+1(kL, kR)

Zn+1
1

, (2.27)

where

Zn+1(kL, kR) =

√
hn+1

2π ∫
dβ e(n+1)βEL,RZn+1(β;kL, kR) , (2.28)

and

Zn+1(β;kL, kR) = e
−In+1(β;kL,kR) (2.29)

in the saddlepoint approximation where In+1(β;kL, kR) is the on-shell action of the

(n + 1)-boundary wormhole with kL,kR insertions on one of the boundaries shown on

Fig. 2.9 The quantity hn+1 in (2.28) is the Hessian (second derivative) of the wormhole

action In+1. The denominator in (2.27) comes from the normalization of the 2(n + 1)

microcanonical states in each term of eq. (2.26), as explained in appendix C.

The quantity Zn with kL = kR = 1 was extensively studied in [10–12]. This calcula-

tion is readily generalized to arbitrary kL,R that are functions of the Hamiltonians. In

the present section, we focus on the simple case where

kL = e
−βLHL , kR = e

−βRHR (2.31)

9The Zn without k-insertions can be recovered by the relation

Zn(kL = 1, kR = 1) = Zn , (2.30)

where Zn is defined by the inverse Laplace transform (C.7).
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Figure 2. The (n+1)-boundary wormhole geometry for large masses of the shells (red) with

kL and kR inserted on a single asymptotic boundary (green).

are Euclidean time evolution operators for arbitrary βL and βR on the left and right

sides of the double-sided black hole. Then the necessary modification of the calculation

of Zn amounts to increasing the length of the asymptotic boundaries on which the

operators kL and kR are inserted by βL and βR, respectively. We present the details of

this calculation in appendix B. The trace (2.18), which we compute here via analytic

continuation in the coarse-grained saddlepoint approximation, then becomes Z(E,β)

defined in (2.5). For the choice of operators (2.31), Zn+1(kL, kR) is given by

Zn+1(kL , kR)

Zn+1
1

= e−nS(EL)−nS(ER)−βLEL−βRER , (2.32)

where we recall that SL = S(EL) and SR = S(ER) are the microcanonical entropies that

count the number of states in a single copy of the CFT in the respective energy window.

The two main features of the result (2.32) that are important for our computation are

that it factorizes between the left and right sides, and has simple n dependence, which

permits resummation of the Schwinger-Dyson equation (2.27). We refer the reader to

appendix C for details.

Plugging Zn+1(kL, kR) from (2.32) into the Schwinger-Dyson equation (2.27) gives

Rji(λ)⟨ΨE
i ∣kLkR∣Ψ

E
j ⟩ = e

−βLEL−βRER
R(λ)eSL+SR

eSL+SR −R(λ)
. (2.33)

We therefore find

(Gn)ji ⟨Ψ
E
i ∣kLkR∣Ψ

E
j ⟩ = ∮

dλ

2πi
λne−βLEL−βRER

R(λ)eSL+SR

eSL+SR −R(λ)
, (2.34)

such that

Tr
H

E
bulk
(κ) (kLkR) = ∮

dλ

2πi

1

λ
e−βLEL−βRER

R(λ)eSL+SR

eSL+SR −R(λ)
, (2.35)

where the contour over which we integrate encircles λ = 0 clockwise as discussed in

Fig. 1 of [4]. The details of this discussion rely on the analytic structure of the trace

of the resolvent in the complex λ-plane, which we now consider.
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From the definition of the resolvent (2.19), it is clear that for a finite-sized matrix

G, the resolvent contains poles at each eigenvalue of G, and the residue of each pole

counts the degeneracy of the corresponding eigenvalue. Both solutions to (2.25) contain

a branch cut, which can be thought of as an accumulation of poles in the continuum

limit.10 A crucial ingredient that singles out the correct solution is the degeneracy of

the zero eigenvalue, which determines the residue of R at λ = 0. In equations, since the

Gram matrix has κ eigenvalues,11 and they are all real and non-negative, this implies

that

∮
dλ

2πi
R(λ) = κ , (2.36)

where the contour is counter-clockwise and encircles the line [0,Λ] where Λ is large

enough that all branch points and poles of the resolvent are in the region ∣λ∣ < Λ.

Moreover, the trace of the Gram matrix gives κ, which also implies

∮
dλ

2πi
λR(λ) = κ, (2.37)

for the same contour as in (2.36).

Since the Schwinger-Dyson equation (2.25) is a simple quadratic equation for the

trace of the resolvent, the solutions to this equation R(λ) are straightforward to find.

One can verify that only one solution satisfies (2.37) identifying the correct solution.

We are particularly interested in the asymptotic behavior of this solution when λ→ 0,

which is given by

R(λ) =
κ − eSL+SR

λ
Θ (κ − eSL+SR) +R0 +O(λ) , (2.38)

where Θ is the Heaviside step function and

R0 =
eSL+SR ((eSL+SR + κ)Θ (κ − eSL+SR) − κ)

eSL+SR − κ
. (2.39)

This is in agreement with [4, 10] and the following properties of this solution can be

verified:

• For κ > eSL+SR , the degeneracy of the zero eigenvalue of the Gram matrix G is

κ− eSL+SR . Since the residue of the resolvent at λ = 0 corresponds to the number

of states with zero eigenvalue, the solution satisfies Resλ=0R(λ) = κ − eSL+SR .

10This continuum limit arises because there are eS poles along an interval of finite size, so their

average separation is of order e−S . In the semiclassical approximation, it is impossible to resolve the

exact location of these poles to that precision, resulting in a branch cut approximating the accumulation

of poles.
11In this argument, we consider a degenerate eigenvalue with degeneracy ℓ to count as ℓ eigenvalues.
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• For κ < eSL+SR , the Gram matrix has no zero eigenvalue and thus R(λ) is regular

at λ = 0, specifically R(0) = R0 with R0 a finite number.

With the expansion (2.38) for the resolvent, we now return to the trace in (2.35).

When κ < eSL+SR , R(λ) is regular at λ = 0 and the integral in (2.35) simply picks up

the residue, which leads to

Tr
H

E
bulk
(κ) (kLkR) = e

−βLEL−βRER
R0eSL+SR

R0 − eSL+SR
. (2.40)

While in the above equation, the βL and βR dependence factorizes, the EL and ER

dependence does not (recall that SL,R = S(EL,R)). Therefore the trace does not factorize

into the product of a left and right trace as in (2.5) for κ < eSL+SR .

On the other hand, precisely when κ > eSL+SR , the family of states in (2.16) becomes

linearly dependent. In particular, the null states are responsible for a pole in the

resolvent at λ→ 0, see (2.38). In this case, the residue at λ = 0 in (2.35) is

Tr
H

E
bulk
(κ) (kLkR) = Z(E;β) = e

SL+SR−βLEL−βRER , (2.41)

where the first equality reflects the fact that for κ > eSL+SR , the Hilbert space HE
bulk(κ)

reproduces the true microcanonical Hilbert space HE
bulk. The expression on the right-

hand side factorizes into a product of left and right pieces. The factorization above was

shown in semiclassical approximation of the low enegy theory. In the next section we

will show that it holds regardless of the details of the UV completion.

Note that using the AdS/CFT correspondence each piece in (2.41) could be inter-

preted as a quantity in a single copy of a CFT, computed here using a semiclassical

approximation in a dual gravity description. This can be done by first computing the

thermal partition function of the CFTL,R with temperature β +βL,R using the gravita-

tional path integral, and then inverse Laplace transform the temperature β to energy

EL,R. This results in the microcanonical trace of e−βL,REL,R over the respective Hilbert

spaces12

Z(E;β) = Tr
H

EL
L

(kL) Tr
H

ER
R

(kR) . (2.42)

This concludes our derivation of the main trace factorization result that will be

central to the analysis below. Specifically, the above calculation demonstrates that

the coarse-grained expression for Tr
H

E
bulk
(κ) (kLkR) factorizes to leading order in eSL+SR

for the operators kL,R in (2.31), provided that κ > eSL+SR . As discussed below (2.5),

12The right-hand side differs from the result in [4]. However, to leading order in e−1/GN , we have

TrHEL
L

(kL)TrHER
R

(kR) = TrHEL
L

(kL)TrHER
R

(kR). We present the factorized form because we expect

the factorization to hold beyond the leading semiclassical order.
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the factorization of Z(E;β) occurs if and only if the dimension of the microcanonical

Hilbert space also factorizes. By comparing (2.5) with (2.41), we can directly extract

the dimension of the Hilbert space and verify that it indeed factorizes into left and

right components

Tr
H

E
bulk
(κ) (1) = e

SL+SR . (2.43)

2.4 Trace differential and fine-grained factorization

Having proven that the coarse-grained expression for Tr
H

E
bulk
(kLkR) factorizes to leading

order in e−1/GN , we now turn our attention to showing factorization at the fine-grained

level. To this end, we will use the differential matrix

d(E;β)αL αR
= Z(E;β)∂αL

∂αR
Z(E;β) − ∂αL

Z(E;β)∂αR
Z(E;β) , (2.44)

where αL,R ∈ {βL,R,EL,R}. As discussed in Sec. 2.1 and footnote 3, the differential

matrix vanishes if and only if the trace factorizes into left and right traces at the

fine-grained level. The βLβR component of the differential

d(E;β)βL βR
= Tr

H
E
bulk
(kLkR)TrHE

bulk
(HLkLkRHR) −TrHE

bulk
(HLkLkR)TrHE

bulk
(kLkRHR)

(2.45)

trivially vanishes because the Hamiltonians evaluate to EL,R, respectively, in the micro-

canonical bands and can be taken out of the traces.13 To show that the other compo-

nents of the differential matrix vanish, we exploit the fact that if their second moments

(d(E;βL)αL αR
)2 vanish, then the differential matrix vanishes at the fine-grained level

to the orders in e−1/GN and GN to which our computation is valid.

To compute the differential matrix, we write

d(E;β)αL αR
= Dα1,2

L/R
Z(E1;β1)Z(E2;β2)∣

α1,2
L,R=αL,R

, (2.47)

(d(E;β)αL αR
)
2
= D′α1,2,3,4

L/R
Z(E1;β1)Z(E2;β2)Z(E3;β3)Z(E4;β4)∣

α1,2,3,4
L,R =αL,R

, (2.48)

13As a side note, we can show that

TrHE
bulk
(HLkLkRHR) −

TrHE
bulk
(HLkLkR)TrHE

bulk
(kLkRHR)

TrHE
bulk
(kLkR)

= ⟨E∣HLkLkRHR∣E⟩ −
⟨E∣HLkLkR∣E⟩⟨E∣kLkRHR∣E⟩

⟨E∣kLkR∣E⟩

(2.46)

where ∣E⟩ is the microcanonical thermofield double [39], see eq. (B.4). This state is equal to the

microcanonical states in eq. (2.15) with the operator O set to the identity; see appendix B for more

details. Hence, the fact that the βLβR component of the differential matrix vanishes is equivalent to

the vanishing of the connected two-point function of the Hamiltonian in the state
√
kLkR∣E⟩.
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where

Dα1,2
L/R
= ∂α1

L
∂α1

R
− ∂α1

L
∂α2

R
, (2.49)

and

D′α1,2,3,4
L/R

= ∂α1
L
∂α1

R
∂α2

L
∂α2

R
− 2∂α1

L
∂α1

R
∂α2

L
∂α3

R
+ ∂α1

L
∂α2

R
∂α3

L
∂α4

R
. (2.50)

Therefore, we need to compute the average of multiple traces Z(E1;β1) . . .Z(En;βn).

As usual, this can be done using the gravitational path integral. For n = 2, this quantity

can be computed by summing the diagrams

(2.51)

Similarly to figure 2.26, the green box and purple box denote the insertion of ⟨Ψi∣k1Lk
1
R∣Ψj⟩

and ⟨Ψi∣k2Lk
2
R∣Ψj⟩, respectively. Recall also that each term on the right hand side spec-

ifies boundary conditions to fill in with classically allowed geometries. Importantly,

for each of these boundary conditions, there are contributions that connect the bound-

ary conditions associated with different copies of the two-sided partition function by a

wormhole. For example, in the planar limit, the second term above receives contribu-

tions from the following geometries

(2.52)

The contributions connecting the two copies of the two-sided partition function, de-

picted in the last two lines of the diagrams, represent geometries that would, in prin-

ciple, spoil the factorization of the product of partition functions. However, in the

limit where κ becomes very large, these contributions are suppressed by powers of κ−1,

rendering them subleading compared to the dominant diagrams. For this example, the

leading contribution comes from the second diagram on the right-hand side, where the

traces remain disconnected. This suppression of connected geometries can be confirmed

by counting the number of index loops in each diagram, with each loop contributing a
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factor of κ. As a result, the diagrams that contribute to leading order in κ−1 are those

where the two traces are entirely independent.

Hence, in what follows we work in the planar limit and then take κ → ∞, which

significantly reduces the number of diagrams that need to be considered. This is in con-

trast to the previous section, where κ and e1/GN were treated as large but uncorrelated

parameters. Here, we consider κ to be much larger than e1/GN , allowing us to span the

full Hilbert space once κ > eSL+SR . After this point, further increasing κ merely adds

null states, leaving the physical Hilbert space unchanged. It is important to note that

κ is not a physical parameter but a computational tool measuring the dimension of the

auxiliary matrix G, with its rank corresponding to the Hilbert space dimension. This

approach simplifies the analysis without altering any conclusions. Further implications

of the planar limit and the role of κ will be discussed in Sec. 4.

With this setup, we can now demonstrate the factorization of the coarse-grained

trace product in the planar limit as κ → ∞. Following the same procedure used to

compute the coarse-grained trace in Sec. 2.3, we arrive at the factorized form for two

copies of the partition function

Z(E1;β1)Z(E2;β2) = Z(E1;β1) Z(E2;β2) , (2.53)

Because this result was derived using the planar limit, it is valid to leading order in

e−1/GN .14 The generalization to arbitrary n can be argued analogously and leads to

Z(E1;β1) . . .Z(En;βn) = Z(E1;β1) . . . Z(En;βn) , (2.54)

which, once again, is valid to leading order in e−1/GN .

We can now apply the factorization of each individual microcanonical two-sided

partition function (2.41), proven in Sec. 2.3, to (2.54) and get

Z(E1;β1) . . .Z(En;βn) = eS
1
L+S

1
R−β

1
LE

1
L−β

1
RE1

R . . . eS
n
L+S

n
R−β

n
LE

n
L−β

n
REn

R , (2.55)

where Si
L,R = S(E

i
L,R). Considering the case n = 4, the differential operator D′α1,2,3,4

L/R
acting on (2.55) gives zero. Thus, we have shown to leading order in e−1/GN and

κ−1, that the second moment of each component of the differential matrix vanishes

(d(E;β)αL αR
)2 = 0. As explained in Sec. 2.1, this implies that the trace factorizes

14In deriving this factorization, we used the limit κ → ∞ to suppress the contributions from many

subleading diagrams. However, once κ is large enough to span the entire microcanonical Hilbert space,

the trace becomes independent of κ. Thus, for finite κ larger than eSL+SR , the sum of these subleading

diagrams must vanish for every power of κ−1 to reproduce the correct answer. Proving this in general

is a more intricate question, but it is not needed to show the Hilbert space factorization to leading

order in e−1/GN .
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into a left and a right part as in eq. (2.9). Following the proof outlined in Sec. 3, one

concludes from this that the bulk microcanonical Hilbert space factorizes, which in turn

implies the factorization of the Hilbert space and

Zbulk = TrHL
kLTrHR

kR . (2.56)

This is our main result. Note that this result is independent of holography and solely

relies on the gravitational path integral to show that the bulk Hilbert space factorizes

as a product Hbulk = HL ⊗HR.

Moreover, we can leverage the result in (2.54) to also show that the variance of Z

vanishes,

(Z(E;β) −Z(E;β))
2
= 0 , (2.57)

to leading order in e−1/GN . This implies that to leading order in e−1/GN , without aver-

aging over UV degrees of freedom, the microcanonical trace

Z(E;β) = Z(E;β) . (2.58)

The averaged microcanonical trace Z includes tracing over UV degrees of freedom to

reduce to the low energy effective description of GR before taking the trace in the

microcanonical Hilbert space of this EFT. Without the averaging, Z lacks this trace

over UV degrees of freedom and instead depends on the exact configuration of these

degrees of freedom while the IR degrees of freedom are still traced over. The statement

Z = Z +O(e−1/GN ) specifies that the value of the IR trace is not very sensitive to the

UV degrees of freedom.

3 Trace factorization implies Hilbert space factorization

In this section, we show how trace factorization implies Hilbert space factorization,

under certain conditions. See also the comments in the Discussion section of [4].

Let H1 and H2 be two commuting Hermitian operators on a Hilbert space H, i.e.,

[H1,H2] = 0. (3.1)

This implies that the operators can be simultaneously diagonalized so that there exists

a common orthonormal basis {∣ψλaµb
⟩} for H,

H1∣ψλaµb
⟩ = λa∣ψλaµb

⟩ , H2∣ψλaµb
⟩ = µb∣ψλaµb

⟩ . (3.2)

In our context, H1,2 will be the left and right bulk Hamiltonians which are dual to

the boundary CFT Hamiltonians. We will first assume that no other operators com-

mute with H1 and H2 and hence that the eigenspace corresponding to each pair of
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eigenvalues (λa, µb) is non-degenerate, and will later explain how the reasoning can be

extended to relax this assumption. Under this assumption, the eigenspaces of H1 are

only degenerate because of the presence of H2, and vice versa.

Next, suppose that the trace of any functions of these operators factorizes as

TrH (f(H1)g(H2)) =
TrHf(H1)TrHg(H2)

TrH1
. (3.3)

Now we can use the fact that for each Hermitian operator, there exist operators that

project onto the eigenspaces corresponding to each of their eigenvalues. Specifically,

for a finite dimensional Hilbert space we can write

Pa(H1) = ∏
λ≠λa

H1 − λ1

λa − λ
, Pb(H2) = ∏

µ≠µb

H2 − µ1

µb − µ
. (3.4)

In terms of these projection operators, we can write

H1 =
n

∑
a

λiPa(H1) , H2 =
m

∑
b

µbPb(H2) , (3.5)

where n and m label the number of distinct eigenvalues of H1 and H2, respectively.

Since each projection operator can be expressed as a function of the respective

operator H1 and H2, we can use the factorization assumption in (3.3) to deduce that

TrH (Pa(H1)Pb(H2)) =
TrHPa(H1)TrHPb(H2)

TrH1
=
dλadµb

d
, (3.6)

where d is the dimension of H and dλa is the degeneracy of the eigenvalue λa of H1

and similarly for dµb
. Equation (3.6) implies that for each pair of eigenvalues (λa , µb),

the corresponding eigenspace is at least one-dimensional, TrH (Pa(H1)Pb(H2)) > 0.

Now, recall that we have assumed the absence of additional symmetries, i.e., no op-

erator other than H1 and H2 commute with both H1 and H2. This condition ensures

that there are no additional degeneracies in the eigenvalue spectrum of the operators,

TrH (Pa(H1)Pb(H2)) < 2. As a result, for each pair of eigenvalues (λa , µb), the corre-

sponding eigenspace is exactly one-dimensional,

TrHPa(H1)Pb(H2) = 1 ∀λa , µb . (3.7)

This in turn implies that

H = Span{∣ψλaµb
⟩ ∣ λa ∈ eigenval(H1) , µb ∈ eigenval(H2)} . (3.8)

The non-trivial consequence of trace factorizing is that the list of eigenvalues in (3.8)

includes states with all possible combinations of (λa, µb), which is a necessary require-

ment for the Hilbert space to be a tensor product. Compatibility of the inner product
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follows from the orthogonality of states with different eigenvalues of H1 and/or H2. It

is also easy to argue that any linear operator on the Hilbert space H necessarily has a

representation as sums of products of operators acting separately on the two factors.

This follows from counting the dimensions of the operator spaces on the Hilbert space

and its factors, at least for finite dimensional Hilbert spaces, such as the microcanonical

black hole Hilbert spaces.

Let us now go back to the problem at hand. In Sec. 2.4 we have shown that for the

bulk microcanonical Hilbert space, the trace will factorize (2.9). Hence, the argument

presented above implies that the bulk microcanonical Hilbert space will factorize into

a direct product of two smaller Hilbert spaces when no additional conserved quantities

are present. To extend the argument beyond the microcanonical ensemble, consider

larger left and right energy bands. We want to show that for each combination of left

and right energy eigenvalues, the bulk Hilbert space contains a single corresponding

eigenstate. To do so, observe that we can simply choose left and right microcanonical

energy windows centered around the chosen eigenvalues and apply the above argument

again.

In conclusion, we have shown that the entire Hilbert space H factorizes into a direct

product of smaller Hilbert spaces

H = H1 ⊗H2 , (3.9)

where H1 is spanned by the eigenstates of H1 and H2 by the eigenstates of H2 when

no additional conserved quantities are present.

Let us now comment on the assumption of no additional charges that commute

with H1,2, which we took to be left and right bulk Hamiltonians. In quantum gravity,

we indeed do not expect any conserved charges associated with global symmetries.

However, there can be conserved charges associated with gauge symmetries. To derive

trace factorization in the presence of such charges, we need to find that there are states

in the Hilbert space associated with any choice of left or right charge and that these

are not constrained by some relation arising from the gauge symmetry [4, 40, 41]. This

can be shown using the generalized charged shell microstates constructed in [12]. These

are guaranteed to exist as long as there are charge sources associated with the gauge

field, which can be arranged to produce charged shells propagating behind the horizon.

For any bulk theory with a CFT dual, we are guaranteed that operators creating such

states exist.15

This concludes our argument that the Hilbert space of the two-sided black hole in

AdS space factorizes at least to leading non-perturbative order, and in any spacetime

15In AdS/CFT a bulk gauge symmetry is dual a boundary global symmetry. If the CFT does not

contain operators charged under this symmetry, then it acts trivially and is not a symmetry at all.
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dimension for theories with a consistent Euclidean gravity path integral, and general

relativity as the low energy limit.

4 Discussion

In this paper, we use the gravitational path integral to show factorization of the bulk

Hilbert space of the eternal black hole to leading order in the semiclassical approxima-

tion. Specifically, we show that the trace TrHbulk
kLkR, where kL,R are dual to functions

of the boundary Hamiltonians, factorizes to leading order in the expansion in e−1/GN .

We then show that this trace factorization implies Hilbert space factorization. The

argument is based on inserting a vastly overcomplete family of semiclassically well-

defined microstates into the trace. The factorized form of the bulk trace then arises

as a consequence of the fact that the dimension of the bulk Hilbert space spanned by

these microstates is given by the entropy of the two-sided black hole. While Hilbert

space factorization followed from trace factorization of a restricted family of operators,

in Appendix D we argue that the trace factorization argument also applies directly

to the trace of general light operators with limited backreaction on the saddle point

geometries of the gravity path integral.

Our results are valid to leading order in the expansion in e−1/GN of the gravitational

path integral of GR with asymptotically AdSd+1 boundary conditions for d ≥ 2. This

formal gravity path integral should be thought of as an effective low-energy description

of a UV-complete theory of gravity. By contrast, the authors of [4] are able to work

to all orders in e−1/GN because they are treating two-dimensional JT gravity, which is

exactly solvable, including its nonperturbative corrections [35]. In general dimensions,

the nonperturbative structure is not fully understood, which makes it difficult to classify

subleading contributions.

A key step in our work is the microcanonical projection: we first restrict the bulk

trace computation to microcanonical bands and then combine the results for different

bands to demonstrate our result. In JT gravity [4] showed trace factorization for finite-

width energy bands directly by including the Laplace transform between canonical and

microcanonical pictures as part of the computation of state overlaps.

We compute our results in the κ→∞ limit, where κ is the number of semiclassical

microstates (in a given microcanonical band) included in the family (2.16). In [10] it

was shown that as long as κ ≳ e1/GN , this family of states is an overcomplete basis for

the Hilbert space, and increasing κ beyond the value corresponding to the black hole

entropy only adds null states without affecting any physical observables. It is thus a

virtue of the resolvent computations discussed in Sec. 2.3 and 2.4 that making κ large

eliminates most of the diagrams except for the planar ones, simplifying the calculation
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drastically. Moreover, because the physical quantities are independent of κ after the

appearance of null states, this implies that, while the sum of the diagrams at each order

of κ−1 contributes to the Schwinger-Dyson equation for the resolvent (2.23), it does not

affect the final answer for both the resolvent (2.38) and the trace (2.41). Thus, while

the κ → ∞ limit is an important mathematical trick to simplify the computation, the

physical result remains general.

We can also consider the relation between our approach and the factorization puzzle

of Euclidean gravity observables [25–32] on a set of disconnected boundaries.16 A

common manifestation of this puzzle is the apparent tension between the Euclidean

connected spacetime multi-boundary wormhole contributions, which dominate at the

coarse-grained level, and factorization of the product of multiple two-sided partition

functions of the form (2.54) [25]. In Sec. 2.4 we demonstrated the factorization of

the coarse-grained product of two-sided partition functions to leading order in the

semiclassical approximation. This was needed to complete the proof of the bulk Hilbert

space factorization to leading order in e−1/GN and κ−1, similarily to the JT gravity case

[4]. Thus in the present work we have shown that, to leading order in e−1/GN , both

the bulk Hilbert space factorization and the factorization of Euclidean observables on

disconnected boundaries hold. This is in contrast to the work in JT gravity [4], which

addressed the Hilbert space factorization problem to all orders, but the Euclidean

gravity factorization puzzle only to leading order.

Finally, note that the overcomplete family of semiclassical microstates introduced

in [10], which has been the key tool in our argument, can also be constructed in asymp-

totically flat spacetimes and for one-sided black holes [11] (see also [42]). This suggests

that our results can be generalized to eternal black holes in flat space. It would also

be interesting to understand if such semiclassically well-controlled microstates can be

constructed in de Sitter space, potentially providing an interpretation to the entropy

associated to the cosmological horizon and perhaps providing a mechanism for factor-

ization between static patches of de Sitter.
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A Traces in non-orthogonal and overcomplete bases

Gram matrix: Suppose we have a d dimensional Hilbert space H spanned by n ≥ d,

generally non-orthogonal, basis elements V = {∣vi⟩}. Consider the Gram matrix

Gij = ⟨vi∣vj⟩ . (A.1)

G is Hermitian, and so can be diagonalized by a unitary matrix U ,

G = UDU † , (A.2)

where D is a diagonal matrix with real, positive semidefinite eigenvalues λi. The rank

of G equals the number of positive eigenvalues, which is the dimension of the Hilbert

space d. The difference between the dimension and rank of G, n−d, equals the number

of zero eigenvalues, and measures the dimension of the null space of G. Powers of the

Gram matrix,

Gp = UDpU † , (A.3)

are well defined for any real p ≥ 0, where Dp = diag(λp1, λ
p
2, . . . λ

p
d,0,0, . . .0). We will

understand Gp for negative p by continuation from positive p. For example, analytically

continuing to p = −1 gives G−1 = UD−1U † with D−1 = diag(λ−11 , λ
−1
2 , . . . λ

−1
d ,0,0, . . .0).

So Tr(G−1G) = ∑jkG
−1
kjGjk = Tr(UD−1DU †). Using the cyclic property of the trace we

get Tr(G−1G) = Tr(D−1D). Now because D−1 is understood by analytic continuation as

described above, Tr (D−1D) = Tr(diag(1, . . .1,0, . . .)), where the first d diagonal entries

are 1 and the rest are 0. So

Tr(G−1G) = Tr(D−1D) = d . (A.4)

In effect the null space has been projected out. Similarly, G−
1
2 = UD−

1
2U † with D−

1
2 =

diag(λ
−

1
2

1 , λ
−

1
2

2 , . . . , λ
−

1
2

d ,0,0, . . . ,0). Since G is Hermitian so is Gp, so that Gp† = Gp.
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Orthonormal basis: An orthonormal basis for the Hilbert space can be constructed

via the linear combinations

∣ua⟩ =∑
ij

G
−

1
2

ji Uia∣vj⟩ =∑
jb

UjbD
−

1
2

ba ∣vj⟩ , ⟨ua∣ =∑
ij

⟨vj ∣G
−

1
2
∗

ji U∗ia =∑
bj

⟨vj ∣D
−

1
2

ab U
†
bj , (A.5)

where in the last equation we used the Hermiticity of G. Indeed, we can check that the

first d ∣ua⟩ are orthonormal, and the remaining ones are simply zero

⟨ua∣ub⟩ = ∑
jkcd

D
−

1
2

ac U
†
cj⟨vj ∣vk⟩UkdD

−
1
2

db =∑
cd

D
−

1
2

ac DcdD
−

1
2

db = (1d)ab , (A.6)

where 1d = diag(1,1, . . . ,1,0,0, . . . ,0) projects out the null states in the last n−d entries.

This implies that we are free to project out the null states and let a, b, . . . indices run

from 1 to d.

Inner products: We can use the orthonormal basis ∣ua⟩ to derive a formula for

inner products in the original non-orthogonal basis V . For any states ∣A⟩ and ∣B⟩ we

can write

⟨A∣B⟩ =∑
a

⟨A∣ua⟩⟨ua∣B⟩ = ∑
abcjk

⟨A∣vj⟩UjbD
−

1
2

ba D
−

1
2

ac U
†
ck⟨vk∣b⟩ =∑

jk

⟨A∣vj⟩G
−1
jk ⟨vk∣B⟩ . (A.7)

Traces: We can similarly derive a formula for the trace of an operator O:

TrO =∑
a

⟨ua∣O∣ua⟩ = ∑
abcjk

D
−

1
2

ab U
†
bj⟨vj ∣O∣vk⟩UkcD

−
1
2

ca =∑
jk

G−1kj ⟨vj ∣O∣vk⟩ . (A.8)

As a check, note that if O = I then Tr(O) = d. Noting that ⟨vj ∣I ∣vk⟩ = Ijk = Gjk we see

that (A.8) gives ∑jkG
−1
kj Ijk = ∑jkG

−1
kjGjk = d.

B Microstates and overlaps

This appendix explains the relation between canonical and microcanonical versions of

the family of microstates introduced in Sec. 2.2, and discusses their overlaps.

B.1 Canonical and microcanonical thermofield double

In this section we look at a simple example, the thermofield double. We explain the con-

nection between the microcanonical thermofield double and the canonical thermofield

double using a Laplace transform and compute their various overlaps.

The canonical thermofield double states at temperature β are given by

∣β⟩ =
1

√
Z(β)

∑
n

e−βEn/2∣n⟩⊗ ∣n⟩ . (B.1)
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These states can be prepared by a Euclidean path integral, and their normalization

constant is the thermal partition function

Z(β) = Tr e−βH . (B.2)

The overlap between two thermofield doubles is

⟨β∣β′⟩ =
Z ((β + β′)/2)
√
Z(β)Z(β′)

. (B.3)

To define the microcanonical thermofield double states, one projects the canonical

states into a microcanonical energy band using a projector ΠE:

∣Eβ⟩ =
√
Z(β)eβE−S(E)ΠE ∣β⟩ = e

−S(E)/2
∑

En≈E

∣n,n⟩ , (B.4)

where
√
Z(β)eβE−S(E) normalizes the state ∣Eβ⟩ after the projection. Additionally,

eS(E) = ∑
En≈E

1 (B.5)

is the dimension of the microcanonical Hilbert space in the band of energy [E,E + δE)

with δE ≪ β−1, and correspondingly S(E) is the microcanonical entropy. The micro-

canonical thermofield double does not depend on the temperature of the thermofield

double that was projected into the energy band. Hence, we omit the β label from

now on. The above state is similar to the σ → 0 limit of the microcanonical ther-

mofield double state considered in [39], which allows for energy windows centered

around E and supported by some function f(M), which is chosen to be a Gaussian

f(M) = exp (−(M −E)2/4σ2).

The overlap between the microcanonical thermofield double and the canonical ther-

mofield double is

⟨β∣E⟩ =
eS(E)/2−βE/2
√
Z(β)

. (B.6)

The overlap between two microcanonical thermofield doubles is

⟨E∣E′⟩ = δEE′ . (B.7)

The microcanonical thermofield double can be obtained from the thermofield dou-

ble by an inverse Laplace transform17

∣E⟩ =

√
h1/2

2π ∫
dβeβE/2−S(E)/2

√
Z(β)∣β⟩ , (B.8)

17Note that if we want to match the above result to the state in [39], there is a factor of −i missing.

This is just a phase which doesn’t affect the state itself, so we omit it here.
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where the integration is performed along the complex contour going from −i∞ to +i∞

remaining to the right of any singularities. The Hessian h1/2 corresponds to the second

derivative of the on-shell action I1/2 =
1
2 logZ, evaluated on the saddle point value of β.

The overlaps can also be obtained by inverse Laplace transforms:

⟨β∣E⟩ =

√
h1/2

2π ∫
dβ′eβ

′E/2−S(E)/2
√
Z(β′)⟨β∣β′⟩ , (B.9)

which agrees with (B.6) by using (B.3). The microcanonical overlaps can also be

computed using an inverse Laplace transform

⟨E∣E′⟩ =
h1/2

2π ∫
dβdβ′e

βE−S(E)+β′E′−S(E′)
2

√
Z(β)Z(β′)⟨β∣β′⟩ , (B.10)

which reproduces (B.7). Lastly, note that the norm of the microcanonical thermofield

double can be computed by an inverse Laplace transform of the norm of the canonical

thermofield double

⟨E∣E⟩ =

√
h1

2π ∫
dβeβE−S(E)Z(β)⟨β∣β⟩ = 1 , (B.11)

where h1 is the Hessian of the on-shell action I1 = logZ evaluated at the saddle point

value of β.

B.2 Microstates with heavy shells

Having introduced the microcanonical thermofield double as a warm-up exercise, we

now move to the canonical states used in [10–12]. These can be prepared by a path

integral similar to the thermofield double, with the addition of an insertion of a heavy

spherically symmetric operator O which sources a non-interacting shell of matter in the

bulk description. They are higher dimensional generalizations of the partially entangled

thermal states (PETS) defined in JT gravity [43].

In particular, the canonical states introduced in [10–12] are

∣Ψ⟩ =
1
√
Z1

∑
nm

e−
1
2
β̄LEm−

1
2
β̄REnOmn∣m⟩⊗ ∣n⟩ , (B.12)

where Omn = ⟨m∣O∣n⟩, and Z1 = Tr [O†e−β̄LHOe−β̄RH] normalizes these states. The

operator O is spherically symmetric with conformal dimension ∆ ≫ 1. Because of

the insertion of the heavy operator O, the expression now depends on two individual

Euclidean time evolutions β̄L and β̄R. The overlap of two such states with the same

operator O but different Euclidean time evolutions is (in the large ∆ limit)

⟨Ψ∣Ψ′⟩ =
Z((β̄L + β̄′L)/2)Z((β̄R + β̄

′

R)/2)√
Z(β̄L)Z(β̄R)Z(β̄′L)Z(β̄

′

R)
. (B.13)
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The microcanonical version of these states can be found by projecting onto the left

and right energy bands [EL,R,EL,R + δE) with δE ≪ β̄−1L,R, which gives

∣ΨE⟩ =

¿
Á
ÁÀ Z1eβ̄E

TrHE(O†O)
ΠEL,ER

∣Ψ⟩ =
1

√
TrHE(O†O)

∑
Em≈EL,En≈ER

Omn∣m⟩⊗ ∣n⟩ , (B.14)

where we have introduced the shorthand notation β̄E = β̄LEL + β̄RER. The normaliza-

tion constant is

TrHE(O†O) = ∑
Em≈EL,En≈ER

O†
mnOmn . (B.15)

This normalization constant, which we denote as Z1, is related to the normalization of

the canonical states by an inverse Laplace transform

Z1 = TrHE(O†O) =
h1

2π ∫
d2β̄ eβ̄LEL+β̄RERZ1 . (B.16)

Here we have used the notation d2β̄ = dβ̄Ldβ̄R.

The microcanonical state is related to the canonical state by an inverse Laplace

transform

∣ΨE⟩ =
1
√
Z1

h1/2

2π ∫
d2β̄eβ̄E/2

√
Z1∣Ψ⟩ . (B.17)

The overlap between canonical and microcanonical states is

⟨Ψ∣ΨE⟩ =

√
Z1

Z1eβ̄E
, (B.18)

and the overlap between microcanonical states is

⟨ΨE ∣ΨE′⟩ = δELE
′
L
. (B.19)

Similarly to the thermofield double case, the microcanonical overlaps can be obtained

from the canonical overlaps by an inverse Laplace transform. For example, one can

find that the norm is given by

⟨ΨE ∣ΨE⟩ =
1

Z1

h1

2π ∫
d2β̄eβ̄LEL+β̄RERZ1⟨Ψ∣Ψ⟩ . (B.20)

C Family of states and overlaps from the path integral

In this appendix, we consider the family of microcanonical states used to define the

bulk Hilbert space. We define the Gram matrix, and compute its moments in the
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semiclassical approximation. We also explain how the insertion of the operators kL,R
modifies the result.

To this end, we turn our attention to canonical states, whose overlaps can be

computed using the gravitational path integral. Each overlap adds an asymptotic

boundary as part of the boundary conditions. The path integral is then approximated

by its saddle point values, which consist of classically allowed solutions with those

boundary conditions,

⟨Ψk1 ∣Ψk2⟩⟨Ψk2 ∣Ψk3⟩ . . . ⟨Ψkn ∣Ψk1⟩ ≈
∑n−bdy saddles e

−I

(∑1−bdy saddles e
−I)

n . (C.1)

The numerator in (C.1) computes the overlap structure using the gravity path integral,

and the denominator is the normalization factor keeping the states ∣Ψi⟩ normalized.

In this prescription, for n = 1 we have by construction

⟨Ψi∣Ψj⟩ = δij . (C.2)

For n > 1, several asymptotic boundaries set the boundary conditions for the gravity

path integral. The leading contributions in the semiclassical approximation from the

connected saddles are nontrivial,

⟨Ψi∣Ψj⟩⟨Ψj ∣Ψi⟩ − ⟨Ψi∣Ψj⟩ ⟨Ψj ∣Ψi⟩ =
Z(2β̄L)Z(2β̄R)

Z(β̄L)2Z(β̄R)2
. (C.3)

We label this expression for the connected contribution to the overlap squared as

⟨Ψi∣Ψj⟩⟨Ψj ∣Ψi⟩∣con. Generalizing to the n-th moment of the overlap, we write the lead-

ing connected contribution as

⟨Ψk1 ∣Ψk2⟩⟨Ψk2 ∣Ψk3⟩ . . . ⟨Ψkn ∣Ψk1⟩∣con =
Zn

Zn
1

, (C.4)

where Zn is determined by the on-shell action of the n-boundary wormhole geometry.

For the microstates in the heavy shell mass limit, the ratio reads

Zn

Z1

=
Z(nβ̄L)Z(nβ̄R)

Z(β̄L)Z(β̄R)
. (C.5)

It is straightforward to inverse Laplace transform the overlaps of the canonical states

to find the overlaps of the microcanonically projected states. When all states in the

overlap are projected to the same microcanonical band E, the connected contribution

to the n-th moment of the overlap has the form

⟨ΨE
k1
∣ΨE

k2
⟩⟨ΨE

k2
∣ΨE

k3
⟩ . . . ⟨ΨE

kn
∣ΨE

k1
⟩∣
con
=
Zn

Zn
1

, (C.6)
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where

Zn =
hn

2π ∫
d2β̄ eβ̄LEL+β̄RERZn , (C.7)

with hn being the Hessian of the on-shell action for the n-boundary wormhole, and Z1

is given by (B.16). In the heavy shell mass limit, this leads to

Zn

Zn
1

= e(1−n)S(EL)+(1−n)S(ER) . (C.8)

Thus, the semiclassical approximation to the connected part of the n-th power of the

Gram matrix is

(Gn)ij ∣
con
=∑

ki

Gik1Gk1k2 . . .Gkn−1j ∣
con
= κn−1δije

(1−n)S(EL)+(1−n)S(ER) , (C.9)

and in particular, its trace is

κ

∑
i=1

(Gn)ii∣
con
= κn

Zn

Zn
1

= κne(1−n)S(EL)+(1−n)S(ER) , (C.10)

where we used (C.8) in the last step for the heavy shell mass limit.

Finally, we can also evaluate the quantities appearing in the Schwinger-Dyson

equation for the trace using

⟨ΨE
k1
∣kLkR∣ΨE

k2
⟩⟨ΨE

k2
∣ΨE

k3
⟩ . . . ⟨ΨE

kn+1 ∣Ψk1⟩∣con =
Zn+1(kL , kR)

Zn+1
1

, (C.11)

where
Zn+1(kL , kR)

Zn+1
1

= e−nS(EL)−nS(ER)−βLEL−βRER , (C.12)

which is used in (2.32).

D Factorization of the trace of generic operators

To show the tensor product structure of Hilbert space we only needed to show trace

factorization of the functions of conserved operators. Nevertheless, it is interesting to

directly analyze trace factorization for arbitrary opertors kL and kR, not necessarily

functions of conserved charges. This is challenging in general because generic matter

operators can backreact on the geometry, may interact with each other, and can lead to

saddle points with different topologies. Nevertheless, we can readily analyze operators

that have limited backreaction on the saddle point geometries, similarly to [4].

Specifically, we focus on operators kL,R that are light enough that their backreac-

tion does not alter the overall structure of the on-shell solutions. In particular, for light
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(a) (b)

Figure 3. (a) The n + 1 boundary cutout wormhole geometry with operators kL and kR
inserted on a single asymptotic boundary (green). The red curves are the shell worldlines.

The operator insertions are cut out using codimension-one surfaces XL and XR (blue). (b)

Same geometry in the limit of large masses of the shells. The dashed arrows show the gluing

along the now pinched shell worldlines.

enough operators, the saddle point geometries to the gravity path integral are similar

to the solutions without the insertion of the operators, and are accompanied by a field

configuration determined by propagating the boundary conditions into the geometry

with the appropriate Green’s function. Importantly, the bulk field configuration back-

reacts on the saddle point geometries, giving solutions that are slightly different than

the vacuum geometries. However, because the Green’s functions decay away from the

insertion point of an operator, the backreaction of the bulk field configuration on the

on-shell geometry eventually becomes negligible far enough from the operator inser-

tion. We will delineate the location at which this backreaction becomes negligible by

some surfaces XL,R, and will split the geometry into a small region that depends on

the operators kL,R, and the remaining region where the geometry matches the vacuum

solution, which we refer to as the cutout wormhole, see figure 3(a). The action then

consists of an operator-dependent contribution I(kL,R;XL,R), as well as the universal

contribution coming from the cutout wormhole In+1(EL,ER;XL,XR):

Zn+1(kL, kR) = e
−In+1(kL,EL;XL)e−In+1(kR,ER;XR)e−In+1(EL,ER;XL,XR) . (D.1)

The separation of the action into operator-dependent terms and the universal contri-

bution is enough to enable a factorization mechanism similar to the main text, if we

add some assumptions about the cutout surfaces XL,R and the different contributions

to the on-shell action as follows.

(a) We assume that the regions within the cutout surfaces, deformed by the oper-

ator backreaction within the vicinity of the corresponding insertions, are small

and located close to the asymptotic boundary. The cutout surfaces XL,R never
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intersect any of the shell worldvolumes. This ensures that the contributions of

the backreacted geometry to the on-shell action are universal: they depend only

on the operators kL,R and bounding surfaces XL,R, but not on the number of

boundaries n,

In+1(kL,R,EL,R;XL,R) = I(kL,R,EL,R;XL,R) . (D.2)

The geometry of the wormhole away from the cutouts is the same as without the

operator insertions: it consists of segments of the Euclidean AdSd+1 spacetime,

glued together along the shell worldvolumes.

(b) The heavy shell insertions are assumed to be much heavier than the operators

kL,R. The masses of the shells are taken to be heavy enough so that the shell

worldvolumes can be pinched along the red shell worldvolumes, and the on-shell

action of the geometry can be separated into contributions from the (deformed)

Euclidean AdS black hole segments [10]. In Fig. 3(b), this pinching limit separates

the front side and the back side of the cutout wormhole into two Euclidean disks.

One of these disks has the n + 1 replicated copies of CFTL on its asymptotic

boundary, while the other one has the n+1 replicated copies of CFTR. Therefore

in the pinching limit the action of the cutout wormhole can be written as a sum

of contributions depending on left and right parameters:

lim
m→∞

In+1(EL,ER;XL,XR) = In+1(EL;XL) + In+1(ER;XR) . (D.3)

(c) Assumptions (a) and (b) imply that the universal part of the action In+1 is inde-

pendent of n:

In+1(EL,R;XL,R) = −sL,R(EL,R;XL,R) . (D.4)

To argue for n independence, we begin with the case when kL,R(HL,R) are func-

tions of the left and right Hamiltonians respectively. By comparing with the

results of Sec. 2, we see18

sL,R(EL,R;XL,R) − I(kL,R,EL,R;XL,R) = SL,R + log(kL,R(EL,R)) . (D.5)

Specifically, for the case kL,R = 1, this implies

sL,R(EL,R;XL,R) = SL,R + I(kL,R = 1,EL,R;XL,R) , (D.6)

18By comparing with the work of [12], we can conclude that a similar statement holds for the cases

when kL,R are functions of extensive conserved quantities, specifically electric charge and angular

momentum.
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where I(kL,R = 1,EL,R;XL,R) are the contributions of the on-shell action on the

cutout regions for the case where the operators kL,R are trivial. Clearly this ex-

pression for sL,R(EL,R;XL,R) does not depend on n. But since sL,R(EL,R;XL,R)

does not depend on the operator, it is in general true that the universal contri-

bution sL,R is independent of n.

In order to enable the bulk trace computation as before, we can now write the

general form of the Zn+1(kL, kR) for the cutout (n + 1)-boundary wormhole together

with the operator-dependent segments for general operators, such that the above as-

sumptions are satisfied:

Zn+1(kL, kR) = e
−I(kL;XL)e−I(kR;XR)esL(EL;XL)+sR(ER;XR) (D.7)

at leading order in e−1/GN .

With the general form of Zn+1(kL, kR) (D.7), we can now compute Z(E;k) using

the same procedure as outlined in Sec. 2.3. To this end, we first insert (D.7) into the

Schwinger-Dyson equation for the trace (2.27), which yields19

Rji(λ)⟨ΨE
i ∣kLkR∣Ψ

E
j ⟩ = e

−I(kL;XL)e−I(kR;XR)
R(λ)esL+sR

eSL+SR −R(λ)
. (D.8)

Next, we use (2.18) and (2.20), which gives

Tr
H

E
bulk
(κ) (kLkR) = e

−I(kL,EL;XL)e−I(kR,ER;XR)
∮

dλ

2πi

1

λ

R(λ)esL+sR

eSL+SR −R(λ)
. (D.9)

The final ingredient to compute Z(E;k) is the analytic structure of the trace of

the resolvent in the complex λ-plane given in (2.38). If κ < eSL+SR , R(λ) is regular at

λ = 0 and the integral in (D.9) picks up the residue

Tr
H

E
bulk
(κ) (kLkR) = e

−I(kL,EL;XL)e−I(kR,ER;XR)
R0esL+sR

eSL+SR −R0

, (D.10)

where R0 is defined in (2.39). This expression does not factorize.

On the other hand, when κ > eSL+SR , the residue at λ = 0 in (D.9) is

Tr
H

E
bulk
(κ) (kLkR) = Z(E;k) = e

−I(kL,EL;XL)e−I(kR,ER;XR)esL+sR , (D.11)

which takes the desired factorized form. Specifically, the above calculation shows that

the coarse-grained expression of Z(E;k) factorizes to leading order in e−1/GN for opera-

tors that satisfy (D.7) and (D.3). To extend this discussion beyond the coarse-grained

level, one can consider the family of operators

kaL,R ∈ {e
aL,RQL,R ∣aL,R ∈ R} , (D.12)

19Note that this is the step where assumption (a) of I not depending on n is crucial
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where QL,R is a pair of fixed operators, and aL,R are real parameters enumerating the

operator family such that k1L,R = kL,R. Then one can use this operator family to define

a differential matrix similar to (2.6), where now αL,R ∈ {EL,R, aL,R}. Using the same

arguments as in Sec. 2.4, one can then show that Z(E;k) factorizes at the fine-grained

level.
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