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Abstract

While the entanglement entropy of a single subregion in quantum field theory is formally infinite and
requires regularization, certain combinations of entropies are perfectly finite in the limit that the regulator
is removed, the mutual information being a common example. For generic regulator schemes, such as
a holographic calculation with a uniform radial cutoff, these quantities show non-trivial dependence on
the regulator at finite values of the cutoff. We investigate a holographic regularization scheme defined in
three-dimensional anti-de Sitter space constructed from horocycles, curves in two-dimensional hyperbolic
space perpendicular to all geodesics approaching a single point on the boundary, that leads to finite
information measures that are totally cutoff-independent, even at finite values of the regulator. We
describe a broad class of such information measures, and describe how the field theory dual to the
horocycle regulator is inherently non-local.
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1 Introduction

The AdS/CFT correspondence provides an exact “holographic” duality between strongly coupled quantum
field theories and theories of gravity in higher dimensional asymptotically anti-de Sitter (AdS) space, where
the quantum field theory may be thought of as living on the boundary of the AdS space [1–3]. For example, for
a particular state in a quantum field theory the entanglement entropy of a spatial region with its complement
can be calculated in the gravity dual by finding the minimal area bulk surface sharing its boundary with the
boundary of the region, and homologous to that region, according to the Ryu-Takayanagi (RT) formula [4],1

S(A) =
Area(ΓA)

4GN
, (1)

where GN is Newton’s constant, A is the boundary spatial region, and ΓA is the minimizing bulk surface
sharing a boundary with A, called the Ryu-Takayanagi surface. For convenience, let us use units where
4GN = 1, so that the entropy is simply the minimal surface area.

In practice, both sides of (1) are divergent, and must be regularized. On the gravity side, spacelike
proper distances to the boundary where the field theory lives are infinite, and so the area of ΓA is formally
infinite as well. Correspondingly, for the field theory there is an infinite amount of entanglement between any
spatial region A and its complement Ā localized along their mutual boundary, associated to the ultraviolet
divergences of quantum field theory. Calculating the entropy requires introducing a regulator, and doing
so on one side of the duality implicitly introduces a cutoff in the dual description as well. In this paper
we will explore the structure of these regulators, and how a certain regulator has interesting properties for
calculating a class of observables derived from the entropy.

The example we will focus on is that of a two-dimensional conformal field theory (CFT), whose ground
state is dual to pure three-dimensional anti-de Sitter space (AdS3). For the CFT living on an infinite spatial
line, the entanglement entropy of a region A of length L defined in the presence of a short-distance cutoff ϵ
takes the form

S(A) = 2 ln
L

ϵ
+O(ϵ) , (2)

which diverges when the cutoff is removed by taking the ϵ → 0 limit. However, certain combinations of
these divergent entropies remain finite in the limit the cutoff ϵ is removed. A familiar example is the mutual
information of two subregions A and B,

I(A : B) = S(A) + S(B)− S(AB) . (3)

So long as the subregions A and B do not share a common boundary, the divergent portions of S(A), S(B),
and S(AB) cancel in I(A : B), leaving a finite result, along with cutoff-dependent corrections vanishing as
the cutoff is removed. Such information measures may be called finite.

Although the mutual information is finite, the subleading corrections that arise with a generic regulator
mean that the calculated value depends on the cutoff, with the physical result emerging as the cutoff is
removed. The goal of this note is to show how with a particular holographic regulator for a two-dimensional
CFT, the horocycle regulator, these finite information measures are totally cutoff-independent. This regulator
involves cutting off geodesic curves at a horocycle, a geometric object defined in hyperbolic spaces with one
point on the boundary, perpendicular to all geodesic curves approaching the boundary point. In this scheme,
the entanglement entropy is precisely

S(A) = 2 ln
L

ϵ
, (4)

1The RT formula holds for time-independent states in the classical limit on the gravity side, corresponding to a limit of a
large number of degrees of freedom for the dual field theory, both of which we will assume throughout; it can be generalized to
general spacetimes [5] and to include quantum corrections [6,7], in which context the RT surface is called a quantum extremal
surface.
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without any corrections, and all cutoff dependence then cancels in finite information measures. The horocycle
cutoff is thus a scheme in which no finite renormalization is required as one cutoff is replaced with another,
and it is unique.

We generalize beyond the mutual information and demonstrate that for a broad class of information
measures, finiteness under a general regulator implies total cutoff-independence with the horocycle regulator.
For simple linear combinations of entropies, the finite measures are precisely the multipartite informations
Ik(A1 : A2 : · · · : Ak) and their linear combinations, which include the conditional mutual information. In
addition, a class of optimized correlation measures – information measures that involve optimization over all
possible purifications, and are monotonic under processing – including quantities such as the entanglement
of purification and the squashed entanglement, are argued to be in this class as well.

It is natural to inquire what kind of regulator on the field theory side corresponds to the horocycle scheme.
The horocycle regulator cuts off curves headed to a particular boundary point at different distances from
the boundary depending on the angle of approach, which in turn is determined by the location of the far
end of the spatial region. Thus on the field theory side, the horocycle regulator is non-local, providing a
short-distance cutoff at a boundary point whose size scales with the distance to the far boundary point of the
region. Important next questions concerning this work involve a better understanding of this non-local cutoff,
and the generalization of the horocycle cutoff to higher dimensions. The horocycle regulator is naturally
defined for one-dimensional curves in hyperbolic space, while in higher-dimensional cases, a regulator for
surfaces is required.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section 2 introduces the horocycle cutoff scheme on
the Poincaré half-plane and compares it with the uniform radial cutoff, another standard regulator. Section
3 will demonstrate how finite information measures are made cutoff independent by the horocycle regulator,
and gives a set of conditions for information measures to be finite. Section 4 extends the analysis of the
previous sections to another representation of two-dimensional hyperbolic space, the Poincaré disk. Section
5 discusses properties of the CFT regulator dual to the bulk horocycle cutoff. Finally, we give concluding
remarks in section 6. Other work on horocycles in the context of AdS/CFT has been done by Lévay [8].

2 The horocycle cutoff

We specialize to the vacuum of AdS3/CFT2, where spatial slices of the CFT are one-dimensional and
spatial slices of the holographic bulk are two-dimensional hyperbolic space. One useful presentation of
two-dimensional hyperbolic space is as the upper half-plane {x, y≥0} with the boundary at y = 0 and metric

ds2 =
dx2 + dy2

y2
. (5)

In this space, minimal area surfaces are geodesic curves, which take the form of arcs of circles intersecting
the boundary at right angles. Thus for a one-dimensional interval of length L, the entanglement entropy
of the CFT in that interval is just the area of the semi-circle extending into the bulk from the ends of the
interval (see figure 1).

To calculate the length of the geodesic, it is convenient to use polar coordinates

x = r cosϕ , y = r sinϕ , (6)

such that the metric takes the form

ds2 =
dr2 + r2dϕ2

r2 sin2 ϕ
. (7)

The naive entanglement entropy, calculated as the length of the geodesic, is then

S(A) = 2

∫ π/2

0

dϕ

sinϕ
= 2 ln tan

ϕ

2

∣∣∣π/2
0

= ∞ , (8)
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Figure 1: An RT surface (red) homologous to a boundary subregion of length L in the Poincaré half-plane,
representing a spatial slice of an AdS3. In two dimensions an RT surface is a geodesic, taking the form of
the arc of a circle perpendicular to the boundary, here parametrized by the angular coordinate ϕ.

which is divergent. This is a consequence of the boundary being infinitely far away. Thus to define a notion
of length for the geodesic, and hence for the entanglement entropy, we must regularize the calculation with
some kind of cutoff. If we cut off the integral at an angle ϕ0, we find

S(A) = 2

∫ π/2

ϕ0

dϕ

sinϕ
= 2 ln cot

ϕ0
2
. (9)

To complete the calculation, we must define a prescription for choosing ϕ0 for any size region L.

Let us first consider a uniform radial cutoff. This means for calculating the geodesic curve for any region,
we cut off the curve as it approaches the boundary at a fixed radial coordinate,

y = ϵ . (10)

This corresponds to regulating ϕ at

ϕ0 = sin−1 2ϵ

L
, (11)

and for the geodesic length we obtain

S(A) = 2 ln cot
sin−1(2ϵ/L)

2
(12)

= 2 sech−1 2ϵ

L
, (13)

where the second line follows from the identity sech ln cotx = sin 2x. As the cutoff surface becomes close to
the boundary, we can expand in small ϵ/L and we find

S(A) = 2 ln
L

ϵ
− 2ϵ2

L2
+O(ϵ4) . (14)

This has the form of a leading logarithmically divergent part, as well as subleading terms that vanish as the
cutoff is removed by ϵ → 0. Thus if we keep the terms that are diverging or finite in the ϵ → 0 limit, and
discard those that vanish, we have as an entanglement entropy for region A with length L,

S(A) → 2 ln
L

ϵ
. (15)
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Figure 2: Two concentric horocycles (blue curves) with “center” at the origin (black dot). All geodesics
converging to the center (red curves) pass perpendicularly through the concentric horocycles.

However, for any finite value of the cutoff this is modified by the O(ϵ2) correction terms. Other generic
cutoffs will have similar behavior; for example, cutting off at angle ϕ0 = 2ϵ/L also leads to (15) plus O(ϵ2)
terms that vanish as we remove the cutoff, though these vanishing terms are different.

Now consider the horocycle cutoff. A horocycle in hyperbolic space is a curve whose perpendicular
geodesics all converge to a single boundary point, called the “center”. In our coordinate system, a horocycle
takes the form of a circle tangent to a single point on the boundary, the boundary point being the center (note
that this is not the coordinate center of the circle) to which all perpendicular geodesics converge. Horocycles
of different sizes sharing a center are called “concentric”, and all geodesics approaching the center of one
horocycle will also pass perpendicularly through all concentric horocycles (see figure 2).

The idea of a horocycle cutoff is that instead of picking a fixed radial cutoff, one picks a horocycle of fixed
size; let us call the horocycle diameter ϵ. Then any geodesic approaching a given point on the boundary
will be cut off when it intersects the horocycle with diameter ϵ whose center is the boundary point being
approached (see the left of figure 3). Different geodesics are then cut off at different radial distances from
the boundary, with the perpendicular geodesic cut off at radial distance ϵ but geodesics approaching at other
angles cut off closer to the boundary.

Let us reconsider our calculation of the length of a cutoff geodesic, and hence of the entanglement entropy.
A geodesic that is an arc of a circle with diameter L will be cut off at an angle ϕ0 obeying

tan
ϕ0
2

=
ϵ

L
, (16)

as can be seen geometrically from the right-hand-side of figure 3. We can view the horocycle cutoff as an
effective radial cutoff that depends on L, the size of the boundary region enclosed by the geodesic. Defining
the effective radial cutoff as

ϵeff ≡ L

2
sinϕ0 , (17)

we find using the identity sin 2x = 2 tanx/(1 + tan2 x) that for the horocycle cutoff, each geodesic is termi-
nated at radial distance

y(L) = ϵeff =
ϵ

1 + (ϵ/L)2
, (18)
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Figure 3: The horocycle cutoff. Left: different geodesics converging to the same boundary point are each
cut off where they intersect a horocycle of fixed diameter ϵ. This differs from a uniform radial cutoff, which
would cut them all off at the dashed gray line. Right: a geodesic circle of diameter L is cut off at angle ϕ0
from the horizontal where tanϕ0/2 = ϵ/L.

which in the limit of large regions approaches ϵ, but becomes smaller as the size of the region decreases.

We see immediately upon using the horocycle prescription for the regulated form of the entanglement
entropy (9) that the result is exactly

S(A) = 2 ln
L

ϵ
. (19)

This coincides with the divergent and finite pieces of the result from the uniform radial cutoff (15), but for
a finite value of the cutoff this expression receives no corrections at any order in ϵ, and is instead exact. We
can see that the horocycle cutoff formula (16) – or equivalently (18) – is the unique cutoff that results in
the geodesic length (9) evaluating to exactly (19); even if we didn’t know the geometric interpretation of the
horocycle, we could choose (16) purely on the basis of being the necessary expression to give us (19) without
any corrections subleading in ϵ.

The horocycle prescription is well-defined for calculating the lengths of curves, as needed for the holo-
graphic entanglement entropy. For a different calculation, such as an integral over all bulk space of the sort
needed to calculate a correlation function of local operators, the horocycle cutoff lacks a natural definition.
An ordinary radial cutoff could be employed in such a case; whether there are natural generalizations for the
horocycle cutoff to integrals over surfaces of different dimension is a question we return to in the conclusions.

We shall learn more about the special properties of horocycles in the next section, where we consider
quantities that are finite in the limit the cutoff is removed, and see how the horocycle prescription renders
them entirely independent of the cutoff.

3 Finite information measures and total cutoff independence

While the entanglement entropy of a subregion is divergent in the absence of a cutoff, there are other
information measures built from entropies that are finite in the limit. We will start by discussing the most
familiar of these, the mutual information I(A : B) of two regions A and B. We shall show that, while
any regulator produces the same value for the mutual information when the cutoff is removed, the horocycle
regulator achieves the correct value for finite values of the cutoff as well. Later in the section, we will describe
broader classes of information measures with this same property.
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Figure 4: The mutual information I(A : B) for two boundary subregions A and B in the Poincaré half-
plane. Green RT surfaces contribute positively to the mutual information, while red RT surfaces contribute
negatively.

3.1 Mutual information

Given two disjoint subregions A and B, the mutual information is defined in terms of the joint entropy
S(AB) and the marginal entropies S(A) and S(B) as

I(A : B) = S(A) + S(B)− S(AB) . (20)

Let us consider region A stretching from x1 to x2 and region B stretching from x3 to x4, with x4 > x3 >
x2 > x1. S(A) and S(B) always correspond to the lengths of geodesics stretching from x1 to x2, and x3 to
x4, respectively. Depending on the relative sizes of the various regions, S(AB) will either be the sum of the
A and B geodesics or, if it is shorter, the sum of the lengths of the geodesics stretching from x2 to x3 and
from x1 to x4 (see figure 4). In the former case, the mutual information is zero. Let us assume the latter
case and calculate this quantity.

In the uniform radial cutoff prescription, we have from (13),

I(A : B) = 2

(
sech−1 2ϵ

x2 − x1
+ sech−1 2ϵ

x4 − x3
− sech−1 2ϵ

x3 − x2
− sech−1 2ϵ

x4 − x1

)
, (21)

which for small cutoff becomes

I(A : B) = 2 ln
(x2 − x1)(x4 − x3)

(x3 − x2)(x4 − x1)
− 2ϵ2

(
1

(x2 − x1)2
+

1

(x4 − x3)2
− 1

(x3 − x2)2
− 1

(x4 − x1)2

)
+O(ϵ4) . (22)

In the ϵ→ 0 limit, this converges to a finite value,2

I(A : B) → 2 ln
(x2 − x1)(x4 − x3)

(x3 − x2)(x4 − x1)
. (23)

Thus the mutual information is well-defined in the limit the cutoff is removed; it is finite. For any nonzero
value of the cutoff, however, the result (21) receives corrections as given in (22).

Consider now the horocycle cutoff prescription. Using (19) we find

I(A : B) = 2

(
ln
x2 − x1

ϵ
+ ln

x4 − x3
ϵ

− ln
x3 − x2

ϵ
− ln

x4 − x1
ϵ

)
(24)

= 2 ln
(x2 − x1)(x4 − x3)

(x3 − x2)(x4 − x1)
. (25)

2It is precisely when this quantity is non-negative that the prescription for calculating S(AB) was correct; if this quantity
is negative, the correct prescription was S(AB) = S(A) + S(B) and I(A : B) = 0.

6



-1.5 -1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5

Figure 5: As the horocycle cutoff is changed, all geodesics change by the same length, indicated by the
dashed portions of the red and green geodesics between the two concentric horocycles. Thus there is no net
change to the mutual information or other finite information measure.

For any value of ϵ in the horocycle cutoff, the mutual information is ϵ-independent and is exactly equal to
its ϵ→ 0 limit in the radial cutoff. So the horocycle cutoff gives the exact value for the mutual information
at finite values of the cutoff, without taking any limit.

We can see geometrically how the horocycle prescription achieves this cutoff-independence. In the Ryu-
Takayanagi prescription for entropy, the divergent parts come from a geodesic stretching to the boundary.
A quantity like the mutual information achieves a finite result by balancing each geodesic approaching the
boundary at a certain point with another geodesic approaching the same point, but entering the formula
with opposite sign. This is indicated in the figure as a green line for a geodesic contributing with a positive
sign, and a red line for a geodesic contributing with a negative sign, and we can see in figure 4 how for each
boundary point x1, x2, x3 and x4 there is a positive and a negative geodesic approaching.

Consider a boundary point with two balancing geodesics approaching it, and imagine varying the cutoff.
With a generic cutoff, such as the uniform radial prescription, each geodesic will incur a change in length
that depends on the angle it approaches the boundary, and hence on the length of the boundary region
associated to that geodesic. Since the balancing geodesics will in general be associated to boundary regions
of different sizes, the change in length for each of the boundary geodesics will be different. Due to this
imperfect cancellation there will be a finite change in the net length as the cutoff is varied.

The horocycle, however, is exactly the prescription to avoid this. Consider two concentric horocycles with
diameters ϵ1 and ϵ2 (see figure 5). For a single geodesic approaching the boundary point that is the “center”
of the horocycles, the change in its length between being cut off at one horocycle and being cut off at the
other is

∆ℓ = 2 ln tan
ϕ2
2

− 2 ln tan
ϕ1
2

= 2 ln
ϵ2/L

ϵ1/L
= 2 ln

ϵ2
ϵ1
, (26)

which is independent of L, the size of the boundary region bounded by the geodesic. The change in length
upon adjusting the horocycle cutoff is thus the same for all geodesics, and thus the balancing geodesics stay
balanced and the finite value of I(A : B) does not change.

Here we have compared the horocycle cutoff to the uniform radial cutoff, but a generic cutoff other than
the horocycle cutoff will have subleading terms depending on a ratio of ϵ to the size of the region, which will
not cancel for finite cutoff; the horocycle cutoff is the unique prescription that obtains the correct result for
finite cutoff.
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Before generalizing these considerations to other information measures, we point out an important special
case. In the above consideration of the mutual information, we have assumed that the regions A and B do
not share any boundary points. When they do, the mutual information becomes divergent. For example, if
we take x3 = x2 and then calculate the mutual information with the horocycle regulator, we find

I(A : B) = 2

(
ln
x2 − x1

ϵ
+ ln

x4 − x2
ϵ

− ln
x4 − x1

ϵ

)
= 2 ln

(x2 − x1)(x4 − x2)

ϵ(x4 − x1)
, (27)

which goes to infinity as we remove the cutoff; other regulators give the same result with additional subleading
terms. The limit x3 → x2 is not smooth because taking A and B to share a boundary eliminates the geodesic
that stretched between the two boundary points, but this term was divergent in the limit, so removing it is
not the same as including it and taking the (x3−x2) → 0 limit; instead the proper calculation cuts the limit
off at (x3 − x2) → ϵ. Physically, this corresponds to the divergent entanglement across the shared boundary
of the two regions.

3.2 Linear entropic formulas

The mutual information for separated regions is finite for any reasonable regulator, and we have shown that
with the horocycle regulator, it obeys complete cutoff independence. It is natural to identify other finite
information measures that are fully independent of the cutoff using the horocycle regulator. As discussed in
the last subsection, the finiteness owes to each diverging geodesic approaching a given boundary point being
balanced by another geodesic approaching the same point weighted with opposite coefficient in the formula
for I(A : B). This generalizes to a number of other information measures.

For a quantum system containing n subsystems or “parties” Ai (which for us will be boundary regions or
sets of boundary regions), there are 2n − 1 distinct entropies S(A1A2 · · ·Ak) that can be built from k ≤ n
parties; it is common to think of these entropies as comprising a basis for a vector space, and inequalities
like subadditivity S(A1)+S(A2) ≥ S(A1A2) and its generalizations constrain the physically allowed vectors
to a cone, the entropy cone. A vector in this space corresponds to a linear combination of entropies, or linear
entropic formula; the mutual information I(A1 : A2) is an example.

A linear entropic formula on k parties (spatial regions) will be finite if the set of geodesics terminating on
each boundary point is balanced in its contribution to the Ryu-Takayanagi formula. When the boundaries
of the spatial regions Ai are disjoint, we have

• A linear entropic formula is finite when, for each party Ai, the coefficients of each entropy containing
Ai sum to zero.

It is straightforward to find a basis of quantities satisfying this condition. The k-party multipartite informa-
tions Ik can be defined

Ik(A1 : A2 : · · · : Ak) ≡
k∑
j=1

(−1)j−1
∑

i1<i2<...ij

S(Ai1Ai2 . . . Aij )

 , (28)

which simply sums all the entropies up to k parties with plus signs for an odd number of parties and minus
signs for an even number of parties. The multipartite informations are totally symmetric under the exchange
of all k parties, and it is easy to see that the k = 2 case is the ordinary mutual information I(A1 : A2), and
the k = 3 case is the tripartite information,

I3(A1 : A2 : A3) ≡ S(A1) + S(A2) + S(A3)− S(A1A2)− S(A1A3)− S(A2A3) + S(A1A2A3). (29)

We can show that the k-party multipartite information for k ≥ 2 is finite in the sense we have discussed;

consider any one party, say A1. The sum in (28) involving entropies with j parties will have

(
k − 1
j − 1

)
terms
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including A1. For finiteness the total coefficient of these terms must vanish, and indeed we have

k∑
j=1

(−1)j−1

(
k − 1
j − 1

)
=

k−1∑
ℓ=0

(−1)ℓ
(
k − 1
ℓ

)
= 0 , (30)

an identity for binomial coefficients with k ≥ 2. (It does not hold for k = 1, which is just the statement that
the ordinary entropies S(Ai) are not finite.)

Thus the multipartite informations Ik with k ≥ 2 are all finite. Moreover we can see that any finite
linear entropic formula can be written as a linear combination of the Ik. To see this, recall that the 2n − 1
entropies S(Ai), S(AiAj), . . .S(A1A2 . . . An) form a basis for the n-party entropy cone. However, we can
clearly substitute In(A1 : · · · : An) for S(A1A2 . . . An) as a basis vector, and then we can substitute the n
distinct In−1 for the n entropies with all but one of the parties, and so on, until we obtain as the basis for
the entropy cone all the single-party entropies S(Ai) and the multipartite informations Ik, 2 ≤ k ≤ n.

There are 2n − 1 − n such Ik. The entropy cone is 2n − 1 dimensional, and the conditions for finiteness
impose one condition for each of the n parties on the linear entropic formula; thus the space of finite linear
entropic formulas is also has dimension 2n − 1 − n. Thus the multipartite informations provide a basis for
finite linear entropic formulas. They are fully cutoff-independent when used with the horocycle regulation
scheme.

As an example, for n = 3 with parties A, B, and C we have a seven-dimensional entropy cone with basis
S(A), S(B), S(C), S(AB), S(AC), S(BC), and S(ABC). An alternate basis is the three entropies S(A),
S(B), and S(C), the mutual informations I(A : B), I(A : C), and I(B : C), and the tripartite information
I3(A : B : C) given in (29). Thus we have that the mutual informations and the tripartite information are
all finite, and moreover are cutoff independent with the horocycle regulator. Moreover, linear combinations
of these are finite as well, such as the mutual information between one party and the other two,

I(A : BC) = I(A : B) + I(A : C)− I3(A : B : C) , (31)

and the conditional mutual information,

I(A : B|C) = I(A : B)− I3(A : B : C) . (32)

Thus we see, for any number of parties, any linear combination of the Ik will be finite in the sense of having
a finite limit as the regulator is removed, and moreover, will be fully regulator-independent for nonzero
regulator when the horocycle cutoff is used.

The above discussion applies when the regions Ai do not share any mutual boundary points. We found
in the last subsection that if two regions share a boundary point, the mutual information depends on the
cutoff, and is divergent. The appropriate generalization of the finiteness condition is

• A linear entropic formula remains finite when two regions Ai and Aj share a boundary point if the
coefficients of all entropies containing Ai or Aj , but not both, sum to zero.

It is straightforward to show, using a generalization of the arguments leading to (30), that the Ik, k ≥ 3
remain finite when one or more boundary points is shared between regions. Thus of all the Ik with k ≥ 2, only
the mutual information becomes divergent when boundaries coincide (at least for the case of two-dimensional
field theories).

In general if a region Ai has both shared and unshared boundary points, both the original condition on Ai
alone as well as the condition on Ai with its neighbor region Aj must hold separately to avoid divergences.

3.3 Optimized correlation measures

Not all information measures are simple linear entropic formulas. Another class is the optimized information
measures, where the quantity is defined as the extremum of a formula over all possible extensions or purifi-
cations of the quantum state being considered. For example, the entanglement of purification [9] is defined
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Figure 6: The holographic duals of the optimized correlation measures EP (left) and EQ (right) in the
Poincaré disk. Green curves contribute positively to the quantity, while red curves contribute negatively.
Figures reproduced from [12].

as

EP (A : B) ≡ inf
|ψ⟩

S(Aa) , (33)

where the infimum is over all possible states |ψ⟩ABab purifying ρAB ; EP has the operational meaning of the
entanglement cost of creating a state asymptotically from Bell pairs with negligible communication. Another
example is the squashed entanglement [10,11],

Esq(A : B) ≡ inf
|ψ⟩

I(A : B|a) , (34)

which vanishes on separable states and thus measures only quantum entanglement, not classical correlations.

An interesting subclass is the optimized correlation measures, optimized information measures that also
obey monotonicity, meaning when part of a party is traced out or otherwise processed, the measure can
never increase:

E(A : B) ≤ E(AA′ : B) . (35)

EP and Esq are both optimized correlation measures, and optimized correlation measures on two parties
were classified in [13], where the additional measures Q-correlation EQ and R-correlation ER were discov-
ered. Gravity duals for EP and Esq were proposed first, the former being calculated by the entanglement
wedge cross-section3 [15,16] and the later coinciding with the mutual information in holographic states with
classical gravity duals [17], while duals for EQ and ER were proposed in [18], the latter coinciding with EP .
Generalizations to black hole geometries were studied in [19], where again it was found that the holographic
dual of ER coincided with EP , while a rich structure of phase transitions was uncovered for the holographic
dual of EQ. Figure 6 depicts the holographic duals of EP (equivalently, ER) and EQ in the Poincaré disk,
where again green curves contribute positively and red curves contribute negatively. All these quantities are
finite in the sense we have discussed here; for measures calculated by the entanglement wedge cross section
there are no geodesics going to the boundary, so the result should be cutoff independent in any regulator,
while for Esq (which coincides with the mutual information) and EQ, curves always approach boundary
points in balanced pairs.

3There have also been proposals that the entanglement wedge cross-section holographically calculates the reflected entropy
[14]; it is possible that these quantities coincide in the limit of classical gravity. Any information measure calculated by the
entanglement wedge cross-section is finite since the surface does not anywhere approach the boundary.
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In [12], a classification of tripartite symmetric optimized correlation measures was undertaken. There it
was also argued that any such correlation measure will be finite4 in the sense we describe, where geodesics
approaching the boundary contributing to the information measure are balanced by other geodesics. Using
the language described here, this finiteness can be understood as follows. The prescription for the gravity
dual involves purifications that extend into the bulk. Each party Ai is associated with a set of degrees of
freedom in the extension ai, and it is assumed that geometrically each ai has part of its boundary on the
boundary of Ai, while the rest of the boundary of ai is in the bulk; all of the boundary of Ai is covered in this
way. Thus the boundary points shared between Ai and ai require that the sum of coefficients of all terms
involving Ai or ai sum to zero; no separate constraint is placed on ai alone since its other boundary points
are in the bulk. But it was shown in [12] that the monotonicity property of optimized correlation measures
follows if all terms in the optimization function for the correlation measure involving Ai or ai satisfy one of:

1. The entropy in the term is independent of Ai and ai or contains both Aiai.

2. A pair of terms is of the form S(AiX) − S(aiY ) where X and Y are disjoint and contain neither Ai
nor ai.

Terms satisfying either of these rules will always satisfy the finiteness conditions outlined above, the former
because no associated curves approach the boundary, and the latter because they always approach the
boundary in balanced pairs. Thus, optimized correlation measures are also finite as the cutoff is removed,
and can be made independent of a finite cutoff if the horocycle regulator is used.

4 The horocycle cutoff for the Poincaré disk

The total cutoff independence provided by horocycles is not unique to the Poincaré half-plane, but holds
also for the 2D Poincaré disk. Consider the metric

ds2 =
4

(R2 − r2)2
(
dr2 + r2dθ2

)
, (36)

as a time slice of AdS3. Here we have introduced the parameter R as the radius of the Poincaré disk; we could
set this to unity but will find it useful to keep it explicit. This metric is related to the Poincaré half-plane
by the Cayley transformation, and to the global AdS metric with boundary at infinity by the coordinate
transformation

r

R
= tanh

ρ

2
. (37)

In this geometry, geodesics still take the form of arcs of circles intersecting the boundary at right angles,
and horocycles are still Euclidean circles tangent to a single point on the boundary at r = R. As before, we
regulate the area of an RT surface with horocycles placed at each endpoint on the boundary; see figure 7 for
an example. The intersection between the RT surface and horocycles is used to cut off the RT surface. This
can be used to define an effective radial cutoff similar to (18) for the Poincaré half-plane; in the Poincaré
disk, the effective radial cutoff is given by

ϵeff, disk = R

[
1−

(
1 +

4ϵ(ϵ− 2R)

4R2 + ϵ2 cot2(L/2R)

)1/2
]
. (38)

We note that this expression matches (18) for the Poincaré half-plane in the R → ∞ limit. The length of
this regulated RT surface is most readily computed using the cross-ratio. Consider an ordered list of points

4The terminology used there was cutoff-independent, but the meaning was what is called finite here. The measures are fully
cutoff-independent with the horocycle regulator.
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q
y

Figure 7: A Poincaré disk of radius R with two horocycles (blue) of the same size regulating an RT surface
(red). The size of the horocycles is exaggerated for visual clarity.

{x, p, q, y} along a geodesic with points x and y located on the boundary; see figure 7. The geodesic length
between points p and q is given by

d(p, q) = log
|xq||py|
|xp||qy|

, (39)

where | . . . | denotes Euclidean distance. Choosing points p and q to be the intersections between the RT
surface and the two horocycles (both with diameter ϵ), we find

|xq| = |py| = 2R′ sin

[
arctan

(
R

R′

)
− arctan

( ϵ

2R′

)]
, (40)

|xp| = |qy| = 2R′ sin

[
arctan

( ϵ

2R′

)]
, (41)

where

R′ = R tan

(
L

2R

)
, (42)

and L is the length of the boundary subregion. The lengths |xq| and |qy| are marked as green and orange
dashed lines (respectively) in figure 7. Plugging these lengths into (39), we find the horocycle regulated
entropy of the subregion,

S(A) = 2 ln

[
sin

(
L

2R

)(
2R

ϵ
− 1

)]
, (43)

which as expected is divergent as ϵ → 0. Again, this expression matches (19) for the Poincaré half-plane in
the R→ ∞ limit.

Let us now consider the mutual information of two disconnected subregions A and B on the boundary of
the Poincaré disk. Let C and D be the disconnected subregions forming the complement of AB, and let Li
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denote the length of subregion i. Using (43), the mutual information of A and B is given by

I(A : B) = 2 ln

[
sin

(
LA
2R

)(
2R

ϵ
− 1

)]
+ 2 ln

[
sin

(
LB
2R

)(
2R

ϵ
− 1

)]
− 2 ln

[
sin

(
LC
2R

)(
2R

ϵ
− 1

)]
− 2 ln

[
sin

(
LD
2R

)(
2R

ϵ
− 1

)]
(44)

= 2 ln
sin(LA

2R ) sin(LB

2R )

sin(LC

2R ) sin(LD

2R )
. (45)

All ϵ-dependence has completely canceled, leaving the mutual information totally cutoff independent. One
can see that this will generalize to other finite information measures, since the ϵ-dependent term in (43) can
be cast as an L-independent additive constant, which will cancel out when there are balancing geodesics
approaching the same boundary point. Therefore, horocycles also provide a totally cutoff-independent reg-
ularization of finite information measures for the Poincaré disk.

5 Field theory interpretation of the horocycle cutoff

The horocycle cutoff is a bulk regulator, but any bulk regulator implies a regulator scheme for the dual field
theory via the AdS/CFT correspondence. Here, we comment on the interpretation of the horocycle regulator
in the dual boundary CFT.

Let us first remind ourselves of the CFT interpretation of the uniform radial cutoff. Anti-de Sitter space
has an isometry that is a combination of a shift in the radial direction and a scale transformation in the
dual field theory. In the two-dimensional Poincaré half-plane with metric given by (5), this isometry takes
the form

x→ ξx , y → ξy . (46)

For a spatial region of length L with a radial cutoff ϵ, considering instead a radial cutoff ξϵ is equivalent
by isometry to keeping ϵ fixed and considering the spatial region of length ξ−1L; thus going to larger radial
distances in the bulk is equivalent to probing shorter distances on the boundary. In this way, we interpret
a radial cutoff in the bulk as an ultraviolet (UV) cutoff in the boundary, providing an upper limit to the
wavenumber of possible field excitations. We may think of this as analogous to a lattice regularization, with
lattice spacing a directly proportional to ϵ,

a ∼ ϵ . (47)

This correspondence between a bulk radial cutoff and a boundary lattice regularization is not exact, as a
lattice also leads to a discrete momentum spectrum, while the UV regularization from a radial cutoff allows
for all momenta below the cutoff, and thus terms subleading in the regulator may disagree. However, they
share the property that they are local in the sense that the cutoff at a point in the line is independent of
any other spatial points that may be participating in the quantity being calculated, such as the other end
of the spatial region, or in the case of a correlation function, the locations of other local operators. This is
a natural way to regulate a theory.

The horocycle scheme, however, is different. Consider the entropy of a single subregion of width L on the
boundary of a spatial slice of AdS3; as discussed in previous sections, the radial distance to the boundary at
which a horocycle terminates an RT surface defines an effective radial cutoff ϵeff (18) that depends on the
location of the far end of the interval. Viewed as an effective lattice spacing, we have

a ∼ ϵeff, plane =
ϵ

1 + (ϵ/L)2
. (48)

Because of this L-dependence, the boundary dual of horocycle regularization cannot be local – regularization
at one endpoint of the subregion is dependent on how far away the other endpoint is. For example, decreasing
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ϵeff
-1.5 -1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5

R

ϵeff

Figure 8: The effective radial cutoff ϵeff for the horocycle regularization scheme in the Poincaré half-plane
(left) and Poincaré disk (right). The RT surface corresponding to a boundary subregion is drawn in red, and
the horocycle regulators are drawn in blue. ϵeff is labeled by a black long-dashed line.

the subregion size L will move the effective radial cutoff closer to the boundary at both endpoints, moving
the corresponding lattice cutoff to smaller distances. The horocycle regulator for the upper-half-plane is
illustrated on the left-hand-side of figure 8.

In the limit where the subregion is large compared to the horocycle (L≫ ϵ) the L-dependence disappears,
reproducing (47). In general, the constant lattice spacing corresponding to a uniform radial cutoff provides
an upper bound for the varying lattice spacing corresponding to a horocycle cutoff. As L → ϵ we have
ϵeff → ϵ/2, so there is a lower bound as well; of course, we should stop using a cutoff size ϵ long before L
approaches the same value.

While the horocycle cutoff is very natural from the bulk point of view, its non-local character makes it
much more unusual from the field theory point of view. Since the cutoff is defined only for curves, it is
not clear whether it should be thought of inducing any reduction in degrees of freedom in the middle of the
spatial region; it is only necessary that it cut off the degrees of freedom at the region boundary, where the
divergence in the entanglement entropy is. How many modes are cut off at each end point then depends on
the distances of the endpoints from each other.

Analogous statements can be made about the Poincaré disk model introduced in section 4 with metric
given by (36); in this geometry, the lattice spacing is related to the radial cutoff by [4],

adisk ∼ Rϵ

2R− ϵ
, (49)

while the effective radial cutoff scales with L as given in (38), leading to an effective lattice spacing,

adisk ∼ R
1− β

1 + β
, β ≡

(
1 +

4ϵ(ϵ− 2R)

4R2 + ϵ2 cot2(L/2R)

)1/2

. (50)

Again, in the limit of small cutoff ϵ ≪ L,R the lattice spacing approaches the uniform cutoff result (49).
This case is illustrated on the right-hand-side of figure 8.
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6 Conclusion

The regularization of holographic entropies is necessary to study the universal properties of these formally
infinite quantities. Finite information measures (such as the multipartite mutual informations and optimized
correlation measures of section 3) involve combinations of entropies that lead to cancellations of these diver-
gences, permitting the study of truly finite quantities. In spatial slices of AdS3/CFT2, a unique regulator
constructed from horocycles can be used to give expressions for these finite information measures that does
not depend on the value of the cutoff, even at finite values. This totally cutoff-independent regularization
scheme agrees with other well-behaved regulators (such as the uniform radial cutoff) in the limit that the
regulator is removed.

In this paper, we have sought to better understand the properties of the horocycle cutoff scheme, applying
it to RT surfaces in both the Poincaré half-plane and Poincaré disk. We classified a number of finite infor-
mation measures and demonstrated that all are totally cutoff independent under horocycle regularization.
Furthermore, we discussed the non-local properties of possible dual CFT interpretations of horocycle cutoffs,
including a boundary lattice with variable spacing depending on the size of the subregion.

While the horocycle regulator is very natural from the bulk point of view, it is non-local on the boundary,
cutting off the degrees of freedom at the interface between regions at a scale dependent on the size of the
regions. It would be interesting to understand better the proper field theory interpretation of this non-local
cutoff.

Additionally, the horocycle regulator provides a natural bulk regularization scheme for geodesic curves,
which is the form minimal area surfaces take in two spatial dimensions. It is natural to wonder how the
horocycle regulator might generalize to higher dimensions. There are straightforward higher-dimensional gen-
eralizations of horocycles called horospheres, which are surfaces orthogonal to all geodesic curves approaching
a fixed point on the boundary, and thus provide a natural regularization scheme for one-dimensional curves
in any spatial dimension. However, in higher dimensions the RT surface calculating an entanglement entropy
is a higher-dimensional surface, for which a different geometric regulator would be required. Moreover, in
higher dimensions the boundary of the boundary region is a curve or higher-dimensional surface rather than
a collection of points, leading to a broader class of possible geometries for the RT surfaces, and thus com-
plicating the question of whether a single simple generalization of the horocycle regulator exists. We leave
these interesting questions to future work.
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