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Abstract

Elliptic de Sitter (dS) spacetime dS/Z2 is a non-time-orientable spacetime obtained

by imposing an antipodal identification to global dS. Unlike QFT on global dS, whose

vacuum state can be prepared by a no-boundary Euclidean path integral, the Euclidean

elliptic dS does not define a wavefunction in the usual sense. We propose instead that

the path integral on the Euclidean elliptic dS defines a no-boundary density matrix. As

an explicit example, we study the free Dirac fermion CFT in two-dimensional elliptic

dS and analytically compute the von Neumann and the Rényi entropies of this density

matrix. The calculation reduces to correlation functions of vertex operators on non-

orientable surfaces. As a by-product, we compute the time evolution of entanglement

entropy following a crosscap quench in free Dirac fermion CFT. We also comment on a

striking feature of free QFT in elliptic dS: its global Hilbert space is one-dimensional,

wheres the Hilbert space associated to each observer is a nontrivial Fock space.ar
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1 Introduction

The de Sitter (dS) spacetime is the maximally symmetric solution of the Einstein equations

with a positive cosmological constant. It is of great interest from the phenomenological point

of view since our universe is presently dominated by dark energy and approximately dS [1].

Besides, the very early stage of our universe is also very close to the dS geometry due to the

exponential expansion driven by the inflaton potential [2, 3]. Therefore, understanding the

quantum effects in dS is crucial for solving the cosmological problems in our own universe.
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Figure 1: A sketch of global dS2 and elliptic dS2.

On the other hand, developing a quantum theory of gravity in dS is also of great theoretical

interests. One of the most successful approaches of quantum gravity is the holographic

principle [4, 5], and the AdS/CFT correspondence [6] serves as the most well-understood

example. The AdS/CFT correspondence states that a quantum gravitational theory in (d+1)-

dimensional asymptotically anti-de Sitter (AdS) spacetime is equivalent to a d-dimensional

conformal field theory (CFT), allowing us to understand mysterious quantum gravity through

the lens of a well-defined non-gravitational quantum theory non-perturbatively. However, a

complete theory of quantum gravity should be applicable in any spacetime. dS serves as

a canonical playground for finding such a theory. Among such attempts, variant ideas of

how the holographic principle should be formulated for dS gravity, such as the dS/CFT

correspondence [7–11], the DS/dS correspondence [12,13], and different types of static patch

holography [14–19], have been proposed.

Meanwhile, there exists another solution to the Einstein equations with a positive cos-

mological constant which is locally maximally symmetric, known as the elliptic dS. This is a

solution obtained by a Z2 quotient of global dS identifying the antipodal points. See figure 1

for a sketch. This Z2 identification firsly appears in Schrödinger’s book [20] in 1956 where he

speculated that such dS/Z2 might be a better spacetime compared to global dS. The basic

properties of dS/Z2 were later invesigated by [21].

In the traditional approach of constructing dS holography, one usually starts from the

dS spacetime, place a holographic screen in it, and then try to figure out the dual theory

living on the holographic screen. An alternative but more promising approach is to start

from a non-gravitational quantum theory under better control, and then try to find dS

features emerging from it. In some recent proposals of bottom-up dS holography under such

philosophy [22, 23], one finds it is the Euclidean counterpart of elliptic dS which naturally
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Figure 2: A sketch of S2 and RP2. They are the Euclidean counterparts of dS2 and dS2/Z2.

emerges. It is surprising such a feature appears in different proposals, and this motivates

us to understand the physical meaning of the Euclidean quantum field theory (QFT) on

Euclidean elliptic dS is.

The situation is, however, very different from the relation between global dSd+1 and

its Euclidean counterpart Sd+1. A Euclidean path integral over Sd+1 can be split into two

hemispheres in a time-reflection symmetric way, where one computes the no-boundary wave

function |ΨNB⟩ [24, 25] defined on the equator Sd and the other computes ⟨ΨNB|. Therefore,
real time correlators on dSd+1 obtained by performing analytic continuation of Euclidean

correlators on Sd+1 computes the correlators on the time evolved no-boundary wave func-

tion. On the other hand, the Euclidean counterpart of dSd+1/Z2 is the real projective space

RPd+1 = Sd+1/Z2, which cannot be split into two parts in a time-reflection symmetric way.

See figure 2 for a sketch. Therefore, path integral over RPd+1 cannot be interpreted as a wave

function, which makes the state interpretation of the correlators computed from the analytic

continuation of RPd+1 correlators unclear.

Despite the fact that the Euclidean QFT on RPd+1 cannot be interpreted as a wave

function on a spatial slice, in this paper, we propose that one can associate an interpretation

of no-boundary density matrix to it. The original idea of the no-boundary density matrix

is a generalization of Hartle-Hawking’s (HH) no-boundary wave function recently proposed

by Ivo, Li and Maldacena (ILM) in [26] to compute a density matrix on a subregion in

gravitational path integral. As opposed to the HH proposal where one fixes the data on a

Cauchy slice and sums over all the possible geometries and field configurations consistent

with it, the ILM proposal only imposes boundary conditions on a spatial subregion. In this

paper, we are considering a purely field theoretical analogue of the ILM no-boundary density

matrix on a fixed background geometry dS/Z2 where the no-boundary wave function cannot
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be defined. No dynamical gravity is involved here. The details of this proposal will be

described in section 2, after a summary of basic properties of the dS/Z2.

As an explicit example, we study the free Dirac fermion conformal field theory (CFT) on

dS/Z2. The spectrum of such a density matrix can be fully characterized using its entangle-

ment entropy and Rényi entropy. This is technically reduced to the problem of computing

the replica partition function [27] in crosscap CFTs (XCFT). The methodology is developed

in section 3, and the entropies will be computed in section 4.

Although the main topic in this paper is the Euclidean path integral on Euclidean elliptic

dS, in section 5, we revisit the direct canonical quantization in the Lorentzian signature.

We will emphasize its relationship with our Euclidean analysis, and point out an interesting

feature of QFT on dS/Z2 — its global Hilbert space is one-dimensional, but a nontrivial

Hilbert space associated to each observer can be defined. We will close with some conclusions

and remarks in section 6.

2 Elliptic de Sitter and no-boundary density matrix

In this section, we first define the elliptic dS and study its causal structure. Then we describe

the proposal that the Euclidean QFT on dS/Z2 can be interpreted as a no-boundary density

matrix, and explain how to compute the entropies that characterize its spectrum.

2.1 Definition and causal structure

Consider the (d+ 2)-D Minkowski spacetime with the metric

ds2 = −dX2
0 + dX2

1 + · · ·+ dX2
d+1. (2.1)

The (d + 1)-D global dS spacetime dSd+1 is defined as the codimension-1 hypersurface on

which the distance from each point to the origin is equal:

−X2
0 +X2

1 + · · ·+X2
d+1 = L2

dS, (2.2)

and LdS is called the de Sitter radius. From this definition, it manifests that dSd+1 has an

O(d + 1, 1) isometry group. For d ≥ 2, dSd+1 is the maximally symmetric solution to the

Einstein equations

Gµν + Λgµν = 0, (2.3)
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with a positive cosmological constant Λ, which is related to LdS as

Λ =
d(d− 1)

2L2
dS

. (2.4)

The metric of dSd+1 can be written intrinsically as

ds2 = L2
dS

(
−dt2 + cosh2t dΩ2

d

)
, (2.5)

where dΩ2
d is the line element of a d-D unit sphere Sd. This is the so-called the global

coordinate of dS since it covers the maximal extension of it. Each t = const. slice is a Sd.

The topology of global dS is Sd × R. Consider a static observer O sitting at fixed Ωd and

traveling between t ∈ (−∞,∞). The causal diamond associated with such an observer, which

does not cover the whole dSd+1, is called a static patch of global dS. In figure 3, a sketch of

global dS2 and one of its static patch are shown. The null boundaries of the static patch are

called the cosmological horizon, outside of which the observer O cannot communicate with.

A review of dS can be found in [28].

ϕ

t t = ∞

t = − ∞

t = 0

ϕ0 π 2π

Figure 3: A sketch of global dS2 with metric ds2 = L2
dS (−dt2 + cosh(t)2dϕ2) where t ∈

(−∞,∞) and ϕ ∈ (−π, π] with ϕ ∼ ϕ + 2π is shown. The right panel shows its Penrose

diagram. The static patch associated to the static observer sitting at ϕ = 0 is shaded. The

static patch can be expressed as |ϕ| + arcsin(tanh|t|) < π/2. Its boundary is called the

cosmological horizon.

The elliptic de Sitter is defined as a Z2 quotient of global dSd+1 by imposing the identifi-

cation [20,21]

(X0, X1, · · · , Xd+1) ∼ (−X0,−X1, · · · ,−Xd+1). (2.6)
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Note that this is a spacetime antipodal identification, which manifests in the global coordinate

as (t,Ωd) ∼ (−t,ΩA
d ), where Ω

A
d denotes the spatial antipodal point of Ωd on the unit sphere

Sd. The topology of the t = 0 slice is RPd, and the other t = const. ̸= 0 slices are Sd.

Therefore, there is no continuous time evolution which brings the t = 0 slice to a t =

const. ̸= 0 slice because of the topological obstruction.

Since the antipodal identification inverts the time direction, one may worry if the causal

structure of dS/Z2 is pathological. Let us summarize several important features of the causal-

ity in dS/Z2, some of which has been previously studied in [20, 21]. Indeed, dS/Z2 does not

admit a global time orientation. However, due to the exponential expansion nature, there

does not exist closed causal curves in it.1 This feature results in a nice causal structure for

the physical events seen by a local observer.

Consider a static observer O traveling along a timelike trajectory specified by fixed Ωd.

Such a timelike trajectory extends between two points at the asymptotic infinity which we

may call p and q. This timelike trajectory has the topology R, Therefore, we can use the

“global time” t ∈ (−∞,∞) to parameterize it and associate it a time orientation. Let us

identify p (q) as its past (future) infinity which is approached at t → −∞ (t → +∞).

figure 4 shows a sketch of dS2/Z2 and the world line an observer sitting at ϕ = 0. The time

orientation associated to the world line of O can be consistently extended to the their “static

patch”. In the following, the words “past” and “future” will be used with respect to this

time orientation associated to the observer O.

It is straightforward to figure out that the observer O can communicate with (i.e. can

both send a signal to and receive a signal from2) almost all the spacetime points in dS/Z2. To

see this, let us classify the spacetime points into several different classes. Refer to figure 5 for

a sketch in dS2/Z2. First of all, a point sitting on the intersection of the light cone of p and

that of q can neither receive a signal from the observer O nor send a signal to O. Secondly,

a point sitting on the light cone of p but not on the light cone of q can send a signal to O

but not receive a signal from O. Similarly, a point sitting on the light cone of q but not on

the light cone of p can receive a signal from O but not send a signal to O. All the other

1If one were to include the asymptotic infinity of dS/Z2 and consider its conformal compactification, then

there would be closed null curves passing through the asymptotic infinity.

2More precisely, we say that O can send a signal to (receive a signal from) a spacetime point r if there

exists a point s on the world line of O such that there exists a null ray connecting s and r and s → r points

towards the future (past) with respect to the time orientation inside the static patch.
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ϕ

t

0

t = ∞

t = − ∞

t = 0

ϕ
π 2π

Figure 4: The left panel shows how a 2D elliptic de Sitter is obtained from a global dS2

via the Z2 quotient (t, ϕ) ∼ (−t, ϕ + π). The right panel shows how this is reflected in the

Penrose diagram.

points can communicate with O, i.e. both send a signal to O and receive a signal from O, but

these points can also be classified into two types. The first type is the ones inside the “static

patch”, which can obviously communicate with O. The second type is the ones outside of

the “static patch”. Consider such a point r, then one of its antipodal pair counterpart in

global dS before the Z2 identification can send a signal to O but not receive a signal from

O, and the other one the opposite. Furthermore, it is worthy noticing that the timing when

O can receive a signal from a spacetime point is always in the future of the timing when O

can send a signal to that spacetime point, in both cases. Therefore, O observes events in a

consistent time ordering.

In short, although the dS/Z2 itself does not admit a global time orientation, a static

observer living in it observes a consistent time ordering and cannot figure out the spacetime

is not time-orientable. Such an observer has causal access to almost all the spacetime, but

not actually all. This fact will become important in the discussions later.

2.2 Euclidean elliptic de Sitter and no-boundary density matrix

The Euclidean counterpart of global dSd+1 is the (d+1)-D sphere Sd+1, whose metric can be

written by performing the analytic continuation θ = it in (2.5),

ds2 = L2
dS

(
dθ2 + cos2 θ dΩ2

d

)
. (2.7)
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t = ∞

t = − ∞

t = 0

ϕ0 2π

t = ∞

t = − ∞

t = 0

ϕ0 2π

t = ∞

t = − ∞

t = 0

ϕ0 2π

t = ∞

t = − ∞

t = 0

ϕ0 2π

q q

q q

p p

pp

O O

O O

Figure 5: The upper left panel shows that a spacetime point living on the intersection of the

light cones of p and q can neither send a signal to O or receive a signal from them. The lower

left panel shows that a spacetime point living on the light cone of p (q) but not that of q (p)

can send a signal to (receive a signal from) O but not receive a signal from (send a signal to)

them. All other points can communicate with O. The case of points in the static patch is

shown in the upper right panel, and the case of the other points is shown in the lower right

panel. Note that the Penrose diagrams are shown in the unfolded way.

Here, θ ∈
[
−π

2
, π
2

]
. Accordingly, the Euclidean counterpart of elliptic de Sitter dSd+1/Z2 is

given by the antipodal identification (θ,Ωd) ∼ (−θ,ΩA
d ) of Sd+1, namely the (d + 1)-D real

projective space RPd+1.

In this paper, we would like to consider what role is played by a Euclidean QFT on RPd+1

when understanding Lorentzian QFT on dSd+1/Z2. In order to do that, let us first review

what role is played by a Euclidean QFT on Sd+1 when understanding Lorentzian QFT on

global dSd+1, and why its direct analogy is not applicable to the dS/Z2 case. After that, we

will introduce our proposal. In the following, we consider the d = 1 case just for simplicity.

All the discussions can be applied directly to higher dimensional situations.

Let us firstly review the case in global dS, which is sketched in figure 6. When considering

QFT on global dS2, besides performing the canonical quantization and constructing Hilbert

spaces and vacuum states directly in the Lorentzian signature [28–32], we can also consider

preparing a vacuum state using a Euclidean path integral over a hemisphere [24, 25, 33].
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ϕ ⟨Ψ |Ψ⟩

|Ψ⟩

⟨Ψ |

TrAC ( |Ψ⟩⟨Ψ |)

A

t

Figure 6: The Euclidean counterpart of dS2 is S2, which admits θ → −θ as a time-reflection

symmetry whose fixed locus separates it into two hemispheres. The path integral over a

hemisphere prepares a no-boundary state |Ψ⟩ on θ = 0. The sphere partition function

computes ZS2 = ⟨Ψ|Ψ⟩. The path integral over the sphere with an open slit at θ = 0 along

the subsystem A computes TrAC |Ψ⟩⟨Ψ|, where AC is the complement of A.

Consider a hemisphere given by θ ∈
[
−π

2
, 0
]
and a field φ(θ, ϕ) living on it. Consider a

field theory whose Lagrangian density is given by L[φ(θ, ϕ)]. Impose a boundary condition

φ(0, ϕ) = φ̃(ϕ) and perform the path integral over the hemisphere, we obtain a functional

Ψ[φ̃(ϕ)] ≡
∫
φ(0,ϕ)=φ̃(ϕ)

Dφ exp

(
−
∫ 0

−π
2

LdS sin θ dθ

∫ π

−π

dϕ L[φ(θ, ϕ)]
)
. (2.8)

This is identified as the wave functional of a state

|Ψ⟩ ≡
∫

Dφ̃ |φ̃⟩Ψ[φ̃(ϕ)], (2.9)

in the QFT Hilbert space defined on the θ = 0 circle with length 2πLdS. This state is often

called the no-boundary state3, in the sense that it is prepared by a path integral in which

no additional boundary conditions needs to be imposed other than on the slice θ = 0 where

the state is defined. Accordingly, the path integral over the Euclidean counterpart of dS2,

namely S2, computes the inner product ⟨Ψ|Ψ⟩,

⟨Ψ|Ψ⟩ =
∫

Dφ exp

(
−
∫ π

2

−π
2

LdS sin θ dθ

∫ π

−π

dϕ L[φ(θ, ϕ)]
)

≡ ZS2 . (2.10)

Furthermore, the correlation functions computed on S2 can be analytically continued to

the Lorentzian signature to get the correlation functions on dS2 evaluated on the no-boundary

3It is also called the Euclidean vacuum state, the Bunch-Davis state [24] or the Hartle-Hawking state [25].
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state via the Schwinger-Keldysh formalism. In this way, the Euclidean QFT on S2 can be

thought of as preparing the no-boundary wave function of a state on dS2. This interpretation

is possible only when the Euclidean manifold on which the QFT is defined admits a time

reflection symmetry whose fixed locus separates the manifold into two disconnected parts.

In the case above, the θ → −θ is identified as such a time reflection symmetry, and the S1

specified by θ = 0 is the fixed locus of it.

ϕ

t θ

Tr (ρA) ρA

A

Figure 7: The Euclidean counterpart of dS2/Z2 is RP2, which does not admit a time-reflection

symmetry whose fixed locus separates it into two disconnected parts. Therefore, one cannot

associate a no-boundary wave function to it. The path integral over the RP2 with an open slit

at θ = 0 along the subsystem A computes a Hermitian matrix ρA. Accordingly, ZRP2 = TrρA.

We identify this ρA as a density matrix on A, called the no-boundary density matrix.

Let us then consider Euclidean QFTs defined on a RP2, which is obtained by imposing

the antipodal identification (θ, ϕ) ∼ (−θ, ϕ+π) to S2. Such a RP2 inherits the time reflection

symmetry θ → −θ. The fixed locus of it is the RP1 ∼= S1 specified by θ = 0. This fixed locus,

however, does not separate the RP2 into two disconnected parts. In fact, not only for the

reflection described above, it can be shown that there does not exist any Z2 isometry of RP2

such that its fixed locus separates the RP2 into two disconnected parts. Therefore, the RP2

partition function cannot be interpreted as the inner product of a wave functional under the

same logic how the S2 partition can be. Here, a question arises about how a Euclidean QFT

on RP2 can be linked to a quantum state on dS2/Z2.

In order to do so, it is important to notice that a local observer does not have causal

access to the whole dS2/Z2, although it communicate with almost all the points in it. This

means that a local observer can at best sees the density matrix associated to their causal

diamond. This motivates us to define the no-boundary density matrix in the following way.
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Consider RP2, and cut a slit along θ = 0 within the region A = {ϕ | ϕ ∈ [ϕ1, ϕ2]} where

0 ≤ ϕ1 < ϕ2 < π. This slit induces two boundaries which can be specified by θ → +0

and θ → −0, respectively. Imposing the boundary condition φ(±0, ϕ) = φ̃±(ϕ) on the two

boundaries and perform the path integral, we obtain a functional with two variables φ̃+(ϕ)

and φ̃−(ϕ),

ρA[φ̃−(ϕ), φ̃+(ϕ)] ≡
∫ φ(+0,ϕ)=φ̃+(ϕ)

φ(−0,ϕ)=φ̃−(ϕ)

Dφ exp

(
−
∫
RP2

LdS sin θ dθdϕ L[φ(θ, ϕ)]
)
. (2.11)

From this, we can define a matrix on the Hilbert space associated with A,

ρA ≡
∫

Dφ̃−(ϕ)Dφ̃+(ϕ) ρA[φ̃−(ϕ), φ̃+(ϕ)] |φ̃−(ϕ)⟩⟨φ̃+(ϕ)|. (2.12)

The RP2 partition function computes Tr(ρA) accordingly:

Tr(ρA) =

∫
Dφ̃(ϕ) ρA[φ̃(ϕ), φ̃(ϕ)] = ZRP2 . (2.13)

If the original Euclidean QFT on S2 has the time-reflection symmetry, then ρA is a Hermitian

matrix, thanks to the time-reflection symmetry of RP2.

We would like to interpret this ρA as a (unnormalized) density matrix on A as a subsystem

in dS2/Z2. We may call such a density matrix the no-boundary density matrix, in the sense

that it is prepared by a Euclidean path integral where no extra boundary condition is required

except for the two specifying the matrix element. If we perform the same construction starting

from a Euclidean QFT on S2, we will obtain a density matrix on A which can be obtained

by performing the partial trace on the no-boundary wave function. Here, on the other hand,

we directly define a density matrix from the Euclidean path integral over RP2, without first

introducing a no-boundary wave function.

The philosophy here to define the no-boundary density matrix on the elliptic de Sitter

dS2/Z2 is very similar to the Ivo-Li-Maldacena (ILM) no-boundary density studied in [26],

but different in the following ways. The ILM no-boundary density matrix is considered in

a setup where dynamical gravity is turned on. In their setup, both the geometry and the

matter field configuration are fixed on the subregion under the consideration, and all the

geometries and field configurations are summed over in a gravitational path integral. It is a

generalization of the Hartle-Hawking no-boundary wave function to the density matrix. 4.

4It is unclear though whether the ILM no-boundary density matrix obtained in this way can be alterna-

tively obtained by partially tracing out some degrees of freedom in the Hartle-Hawking no-boundary state [25].

However, by taking this as an assumption, one can impose strong constraints on the ILM no-boundary density

matrix as discussed in [34,35].
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The no-boundary density matrix we defined in elliptic de Sitter dS/Z2, on the other hand,

is a purely field theoretical object. It is defined on a fixed background and does not involve

dynamical gravity. In this case, no no-boundary wave function can be defined on the same

background.

Although we have taken 2D as an example for simplicity, all the arguments apply similarly

in higer dimensions. This no-boundary density matrix ρA defined on RP2 is our focus.

2.3 Entanglement spectrum, Rényi entropy and replica trick

As a Hermitian operator, the normalized density matrix ρA/Tr(ρA) have real eigenvalues,

which is called the entanglement spectrum. The entanglement spectrum is one of the most

important information to characterize a density matrix.

The density matrix can also be characterized by its Rényi entropy

S
(n)
A ≡ 1

1− n
log

Tr (ρnA)

(TrρA)
n . (2.14)

If one knows S
(n)
A as a function of n, one can in principle reconstruct the whole entanglement

spectrum ρA/Tr(ρA) from it. In the following, we study the Rényi entropies of the no-

boundary density matrix on the elliptic de Sitter. The von Neumann entropy or entanglement

entropy

SA ≡ −Tr

(
ρA

TrρA
log

ρA
TrρA

)
= lim

n→1
S
(n)
A , (2.15)

which can be obtained by taking the n→ 1 limit of S
(n)
A , is of particular interest.

In QFT, the Rényi entropy can be computed via the replica trick [27] in the following way.

Prepare n copies of RP2 with a slit along A on each of them. Glue the θ → +0 boundary in

the i-th copy to the θ → −0 boundary in the (i+1)-th copy for i ∈ Zn, we obtain a manifold

Σn as shown in figure 8. This is called the n-replica manifold, and Σ1 = RP2. In this way,

the partition function on Σn computes Tr(ρnA), and the Rényi entropy can be obtained as

S
(n)
A =

1

1− n
log

ZΣn

Zn
Σ1

. (2.16)

From the next section, we study this in 2D free Dirac fermion CFT as a concrete example.
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0− 0+ 0− 0+ 0+0−

θ

Figure 8: The replica manifold Σ3 to compute Tr (ρ3A).

3 Replica computation of free fermion on non-orientable surfaces

Since RP2 is a non-orientable surface, we would like to investigate the replica computation

in 2D free Dirac fermion CFT on non-orientable surfaces in this section. The results will be

used to compute the entanglement entropy and Rényi entropies of the no-boundary density

matrix on elliptic dS in section 4.

We will first explain how the replica trick works for free Dirac fermion CFT in general,

then how the free fermion CFT is defined on non-orientable surfaces. Finally, we will put

them together.

3.1 Replica condition and bosonization

Let us first consider the 2D Dirac fermion CFT defined on a surface parameterized by (z, z̄).

The free Dirac (ψ, ψ̄) fermion can be decomposed into its holomorphic ψL(z) (left-moving

part) and anti-holomorphic part ψR(z̄), (right-moving part).

Let us cut a slit along two points (z1, z̄1) and (z2, z̄2), prepare n copies, and glue them

together to create a n-replica manifold Σn. A free Dirac fermion (ψ, ψ̄) defined on Σn can

be alternatively regarded as n copies of free Dirac fermion (ψj, ψ̄j) (j = 1, 2, · · · , n) on Σ1,

which are related by the twist conditions:

ψL, j(e
2iπ(z − z1)) = ψL, j+1(z − z1) , ψL, j(e

2iπ(z − z2)) = ψL, j−1(z − z2) , (3.1)

ψR, j(e
−2iπ(z̄ − z̄1)) = ψR, j+1(z̄ − z̄1) , ψR, j(e

−2iπ(z̄ − z̄2)) = ψR, j−1(z̄ − z̄2) , (3.2)

where only the monodromy matters. This can be diagonalized by a discrete Fourier transform

13



of the fermions,

ψ
(a)
L (z) =

1√
n

∑
j

e2iπ
ja
n ψL, j(z) , ψ

(a)
R (z̄) =

1√
n

∑
j

e−2iπ ja
n ψR, j(z̄) . (3.3)

This procedure diagonalizes the theory, reducing the computation to n independent copies

with no interactions between them, aside from the insertion of a topological operator in each

copy. The boundary conditions involve only a single copy of the CFT:

ψ
(a)
L (e2iπ(z − z1)) = e2iπaψ

(a)
L (z − z1) , ψ

(a)
L (ei2π(z − z2)) = e−2iπaψ

(a)
L (z − z2) . (3.4)

This can be engineered by adding two twist operators at positions (z1, z̄1) and(z2, z̄2) on each

copy of the CFT and computing two-point functions in this background. The final result is

therefore the product of the two-point functions on each copy:

ZΣn =

(n−1)
2∏

a=−n−1
2

〈
σ(a)(z1, z̄1)σ

(−a)(z2, z̄2)
〉
. (3.5)

where σ(a) denotes the twist operators, which can be written down explicitly via the bosoniza-

tion of the Dirac fermion fields

ψL(z) = eiXL(z) , ψ̄L(z) = e−iXL(z) , ψR(z̄) = eiXR(z̄) , ψ̄R(z̄) = e−iXR(z̄) , (3.6)

where XL(z) (XR(z̄)) is the holomorphic (anti-holomorphic) part of the free boson field.

It turns out there are two different classes of twist operators which can be constructed to

implement (3.4) as [36]

σ(a,±)(z, z̄) = ei
a
n
(XL(z)±XR(z̄)) . (3.7)

It was shown in [37] that twist operators can be interpreted as conformal boundary conditions

for the fermions, in particular σ(a,+) corresponds to Dirichlet boundary conditions while

σ(a,−) corresponds to Neumann boundary conditions. We will shortly argue that there is an

analogous sign choice in the construction of the crosscaps, and that there is a compatibility

condition between this choice of sign, and the one of the twist operator σa,± when combining

them together.

3.2 CFT on non-orientable surfaces and crosscap states

Any non-orientable surface can be constructed by starting from an orientable surface and

then inserting crosscaps on it. Therefore, we call CFT defined on non-orientable surfaces

14



the crosscap CFT (XCFT). In string worldsheet theory for propagating unoriented strings,

summing over both orientable and non-orientable string worldsheets is considered [38, 39].

This might be the first encounter of XCFT for most readers. Recently, XCFT and its lattice

counterparts have attracted attentions from multiple different perspectives. For example, it

can be used to extract universal data in critical lattice systems [40–42], efficiently prepare

thermal pure states [43–45], engineer new quench dynamics where scrambling of correlations

can be seen within thermal equilibrium [46, 47], and embed dS2 structures into AdS3/CFT2

[22]. New types of crosscap conditions have also been recently constructed in both lattice

systems [48] and CFTs [49].

Let us start from a Riemann sphere and use the standard holomorphic coordinate z to

parameterize it. The simplest non-orientable surface is RP2 which can be obtained by the

following Z2 quotient of the Riemann sphere:

z ∼ −1

z̄
. (3.8)

The zz̄ ≤ 1 region serves as a fundamental domain of RP2, where antipodal points on the

“boundary” zz̄ = 1 are identified with each other.

Let us perform a Weyl transformation to make the zz̄ < 1 a unit disk with a flat metric.

The partition function can be then regarded as the transition amplitude ⟨C|0⟩ between the

CFT ground state |0⟩ and a conformal crosscap state |C⟩ living in the Hilbert space of the

radial quantization. Because of the antipodal identification on zz̄ = 1, the conservation of

energy reads:

T (z) =
T̄
(
z̄ = −1

z

)
z4

. (3.9)

This condition imposes a restriction on |C⟩ [50–52],

Ln |C⟩ = (−1)nL̄−n |C⟩ , (3.10)

where Ln’s (L̄n’s) are the holomorphic (anti-holomorphic) Virasoro generators.

In free Dirac CFT, the conformal crosscap states can be written down explicitly after

bosonization. Decomposing the free boson field X(z, z̄) into

X(z, z̄) = XL(z) +XR(z̄), (3.11)
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we have

XL(z) = xL − i
α′

2
pL log(z) + i

α′

2

∑
k∈Z∗

αk

k zk
(3.12)

XR(z̄) = xR − i
α′

2
pR log(z̄) + i

α′

2

∑
k∈Z∗

α̃k

k z̄k
. (3.13)

with pL = m
R
+ wR

α′ and pR = m
R
− wR

α′ , m the momentum and w the winding number. R is

the radius of the compact circle, α′ the string tension and (xL, xR) are the center of mass

positions. The commutation relations for the oscillatory part follow:

[xL, pL] = i , [xR, pR] = i , [αk, αq] = kδk+q,0 , [α̃k, α̃q] = kδk+q,0 . (3.14)

and the identification: α0 = pL, α̃0 = pR. The condition (3.10) has two possible implemen-

tations:

αk |C+⟩ = (−1)kα̃−k |C+⟩ or αk |C−⟩ = −(−1)kα̃−k |C−⟩ . (3.15)

The vacuum of the free boson is characterized by its zero modes: center of mass momentum

m and winding w. The condition on the zero mode for |C+⟩ imposes that winding modes

should vanish, while momentum should vanish for C−. As a result, we obtain the conformal

crosscap states:

|C+⟩ = exp

(
∞∑
k=1

(−1)k

k
α−kα̃−k

)∑
m

Cm |m, 0⟩ (3.16)

|C−⟩ = exp

(
−

∞∑
k=1

(−1)k

k
α−kα̃−k

)∑
w

Cw |0, w⟩ . (3.17)

with |m,w⟩ the zero mode sector with α0 |m,w⟩ = pL |m,w⟩ and α̃0 |m,w⟩ = pR |m,w⟩. It

has been shown in [53] that the Cm and Cw coefficient are given by:

Cm =

0 m is odd

1 m is even
Cw =

0 w is odd

1 w is even .
(3.18)

3.3 Example: replica computation on K2

With the explicit expressions of the twist operators (3.7) and conformal crosscap states (3.18),

now we are ready to perform the replica computation on non-orientable surfaces.
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As an explicit example, let us consider a finite cylinder whose S1 direction is parameterized

by l ∈ [0, 2π) with and interval direction parameterized by τ ∈ [0, 2α]. By identifying the

antipodal points on each boundary, we obtain a Klein bottle K2, whose partition function

can be written as

ZK2 = ⟨C|e−2αH |C⟩ , (3.19)

where H is the Hamiltonian associated to the radial quantization. Let us use

(y, ȳ) ≡ (τ + il, τ − il) (3.20)

to parameterize it. Let us cut a slit between (y1, ȳ1) and (y2, ȳ2), and consider the n replica

of it. We will need to compute following two point functions of the twist operators:

⟨C| e−2αHσ(a)(y1, ȳ1)σ
(−a)(y2, ȳ2) |C⟩ . (3.21)

At this point there are several choices of sign which can be considered: σ(a,±) and |C±⟩.
We explain in the appendix A.1 that we should choose the combinations

(
σ(a,−), |C−⟩

)
and(

σ(a,+), |C+⟩
)
. With e.g. the

(
σ(a,−), |C−⟩

)
combination, we obtain two point function

⟨C| e−2αHσ(a)(y1, ȳ1)σ
(−a)(y2, ȳ2) |C⟩

⟨C| e−2αH |C⟩ =
θ3(

a
n

1
4πi

(y1 − y2 + ȳ1 − ȳ2) |2iαπ )

θ3(0|2iαπ )

×
(

η
(
2iα
π

)6
θ1
(
y1+ȳ2
2πi

+ iπ
2πi

| 2iα
π

)
θ1
(
y2+ȳ1
2πi

+ iπ
2πi

| 2iα
π

)
θ1
(
y2+ȳ2
2πi

+ iπ
2πi

| 2iα
π

)
θ1
(
y1+ȳ1
2πi

+ iπ
2πi

| 2iα
π

)
θ1
(
y2−y1
2πi

| 2iα
π

)
θ1
(
ȳ2−ȳ1
2πi

| 2iα
π

))( a
n)

2

. (3.22)

Here we have set α′ = 2 and R = 1. Assuming τ1 = τ2 = τ , i.e.

(y1, ȳ1) = (τ + il1, τ − il1) , (y2, ȳ2) = (τ + il2, τ − il2) , (3.23)

From the two-point function we can compute the Réyni entropies:

Tr (ρnA)

(TrρA)
n =

(n−1)
2∏

a=−n−1
2

⟨C| e−2αHσ(a)(y1, ȳ1)σ
(−a)(y2, ȳ2) |C⟩

⟨C| e−2αH |C⟩ (3.24)

=

(
η
(
2iα
π

)6
θ1
(
y1+ȳ2
2πi

+ iπ
2πi

| 2iα
π

)
θ1
(
y2+ȳ1
2πi

+ iπ
2πi

| 2iα
π

)
θ1
(
y2+ȳ2
2πi

+ iπ
2πi

| 2iα
π

)
θ1
(
y1+ȳ1
2πi

+ iπ
2πi

| 2iα
π

)
θ1
(
y2−y1
2πi

| 2iα
π

)
θ1
(
ȳ2−ȳ1
2πi

| 2iα
π

))(n− 1
n)

,

where we have used
∑n−1

2

a=−n−1
2

(
a
n

)2
= 1

12

(
n− 1

n

)
.
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This example can be related to the entanglement entropy in the crosscap quench [47] by

taking the limit n→ 1 of 1
n−1

Tr (ρnA), performing the continuation τ → α+it, and introducing

a new parameter β = 4α:

SA(t, l) =
1

6
log

(
1

ε2UV

∣∣θ1 ( l
2π
| iβ
2π

)∣∣2 · ∣∣θ1 ( 1π (t+ π
2
− iβ

4

)
| iβ
2π

)∣∣2
η
(
iβ
2π

)6 · ∣∣θ1 ( 1π ( l
2
+ t+ π

2
− iβ

4

)
| iβ
2π

)∣∣ · ∣∣θ1 ( 1π (− l
2
+ t+ π

2
− iβ

4

)
| iβ
2π

)∣∣
)
,

which we will discuss in appendix B.

4 Entanglement entropy in elliptic de Sitter

Based on the tools developed in the last section, we compute the entanglement entropy and

the Rényi entropy of the no-boundary density matrix in dS2/Z2 and its real time evolution

in this section. Since we have already computed the 2-point function of twist operators on

K2 in section 3.3, let us utilize the results there to obtain the two-point function of twist

operators on the RP2 as follows. In this section, we set the dS radius LdS = 1.

Consider again the K2 described in section 3.3. Taking α→ ∞, we obtain a half cylinder

with one crosscap at τ = 0. The two-point function of twist operators reads

〈
σ(a)(τ1, l1)σ

(−a)(τ2, l2)
〉
half cylinder

≡ lim
α→∞

⟨C| e−2αHσ(a)(τ1, l1)σ
(−a)(τ2, l2) |C⟩

⟨C| e−2αH |C⟩

=


∣∣∣sinh( τ1+τ2

2
+ iπ+(l1−l2)

2

)
sinh

(
τ1+τ2

2
+ iπ−(l1−l2)

2

)∣∣∣
| sin( l1−l2

2
)|2|sinh(τ1 + iπ

2
)||sinh(τ2 + iπ

2
)|

(
a
n)

2

,

(4.1)

where

(y1, ȳ1) = (τ1 + il1, τ1 − il1) , (y2, ȳ2) = (τ2 + il2, τ2 − il2) . (4.2)

and α′ = 2. Let us then perform the conformal transformation

(z = ey, z̄ = eȳ), (4.3)

under which the half cylinder is mapped to the zz̄ ≥ 1 region of a complex plane with flat

metric

ds2 = dzdz̄, (4.4)
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with points on zz̄ = 1 antipodally identified with each other. Let us call this configuration

the flat RP2. Since σ(a) is a conformal primary of weight
(
( a
n
)2, ( a

n
)2
)
, we obtain〈

σ(a)(z1, z̄1)σ
(−a)(z2, z̄2)

〉
flat RP2

=

(
dz1
dy1

)−( a
n)

2 (
dz̄1
dȳ1

)−( a
n)

2 (
dz2
dy2

)−( a
n)

2 (
dz̄2
dȳ2

)−( a
n)

2 〈
σ(a)(y1, ȳ1)σ

(−a)(y2, ȳ2)
〉
half cylinder

=

( |z2z̄1 + 1||z1z̄2 + 1|
|z1 − z2|2|z1z̄1 + 1||z2z̄2 + 1|

)( a
n)

2

. (4.5)

As the next step, we perform the Weyl transformation to the metric such that it goes back

to the spherical metric (2.7),

ds2 = dθ2 + cos2 θd ϕ2 =
4

(1 + zz̄)2
dzdz̄ ≡ e2ω(z,z̄)dzdz̄, (4.6)

where we have set LdS = 1 for simplicity and

(z, z̄) = (eiϕ tan
(
(π/2− θ)/2

)
, e−iϕ tan

(
(π/2− θ)/2

)
). (4.7)

The two-point function then becomes〈
σ(a)(z1, z̄1)σ

(−a)(z2, z̄2)
〉
RP2 =

(
e−ω(z1,z̄1)

)( a
n)

2 (
e−ω(z2,z̄2)

)( a
n)

2 〈
σ(a)(z1, z̄1)σ

(−a)(z2, z̄2)
〉
flat RP2

=

(
1

4

|z2z̄1 + 1||z1z̄2 + 1|
|z1 − z2|2

)( a
n)

2

, (4.8)

and with the (θ, ϕ) coordinates:〈
σ(a)(θ1, ϕ1)σ

(−a)(θ2, ϕ2)
〉
RP2

=


∣∣∣ei(ϕ2−ϕ1) tan

(
π
2
−θ1
2

)
tan
(

π
2
−θ2
2

)
+ 1
∣∣∣ ∣∣∣ei(ϕ1−ϕ2) tan

(
π
2
−θ1
2

)
tan
(

π
2
−θ2
2

)
+ 1
∣∣∣

4
∣∣∣ei(ϕ1−ϕ2) tan

(
π
2
−θ1
2

)
− tan

(
π
2
−θ2
2

)∣∣∣2

( a
n)

2

.

By construction, |z| ≥ 1 corresponds to θ ∈ [−π
2
, 0], with a crosscap at θ = 0. The choice

of fundamental domain can, however, be changed freely. We take it to be θ ∈ [−π
2
, π
2
] and

ϕ ∈ [0, π] as shown in figure 7 so that the time reflection symmetry under θ → −θ manifests.

The entanglement entropy and Rényi entropies for a subsystem A extends between (θ1, ϕ1)

and (θ2, ϕ2) read

SA =
1

6
log

 4
∣∣∣ei(ϕ1−ϕ2) tan

(
π
2
−θ1
2

)
− tan

(
π
2
−θ2
2

)∣∣∣ ∣∣∣ei(ϕ1−ϕ2) tan
(

π
2
+θ1
2

)
− tan

(
π
2
+θ2
2

)∣∣∣
ε2UV

∣∣∣ei(ϕ2−ϕ1) tan
(

π
2
−θ1
2

)
tan
(

π
2
−θ2
2

)
+ 1
∣∣∣ ∣∣∣ei(ϕ2−ϕ1) tan

(
π
2
+θ1
2

)
tan
(

π
2
+θ2
2

)
+ 1
∣∣∣
 .

(4.9)
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and

S
(n)
A =

1

2

(
1 +

1

n

)
SA. (4.10)

where εUV is a UV cutoff corresponding to the minimal length unit in the expanding/shrinking

universe [54].

By continuing the imaginary time to real time θ1(2) → it1(2), we can get the entanglement

entropy for subsystems in dS2/Z2. Let us study (4.9) in more details in some special cases.

No-boundary density matrices at t = 0

Let us start by looking at the no-boundary density matrices living on the equator, i.e.

the initial time slice θ = 0. In this case,

SA|t=0 =
1

3
log

(
2

εUV

tan
|ϕ2 − ϕ1|

2

)
. (4.11)

For a subsystem which is small enough |ϕ2 − ϕ1| ≪ 1,

SA|t=0 ≈
1

3
log

|ϕ2 − ϕ1|
εUV

, (|ϕ2 − ϕ1| ≪ 1), (4.12)

reproducing the entanglement entropy formula in an infinitely large system [27]. On the

other hand, if we look at the limit π − |ϕ2 − ϕ1| ≪ 1 where the subsystem A approaches the

whole spatial region,

SA|t=0 ≈
1

3
log

4

εUV|ϕ2 − ϕ1|
, (π − |ϕ2 − ϕ1| ≪ 1). (4.13)

This is a stronger divergence than that appears in the entanglement entropy in global dS

spacetime [55] when the subsystem approaches the half of the spatial region. This also

indicates that the state living on the whole spatial region, if any, should not be a pure

state. This is consistent with the fact that we cannot define a no-boundary wave function via

the Euclidean path integral on RP2 discussed in section 2 and that the standard canonical

quantization collapses on the global spatial slice discussed in section 5.

SA off the equator θ ̸= 0

Let us comment on the behavior of the entanglement entropy formula (4.9) off the equator

by setting θ1 = θ2 = θ ̸= 0. In this case, the corresponding replica computation lacks a time-

reflection symmetry and cannot be actually interpreted as the entanglement entropy for a
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density matrix anymore, but the pseudo entropy for a transition matrix instead [56, 57].

However, it is still useful to know its behavior. In this case, (4.9) is simplified to

SA =
1

6
log

(
16 sin2(ϕ1−ϕ2

2
) cos2(θ)

ε2UV (3 + 2 cos(ϕ1 − ϕ2) cos2(θ)− cos(2θ))

)
. (4.14)

Figure 9 shows the |ϕ2 − ϕ1| dependence for SA with fixed θ’s.

0 π 2π
ϕ0

1

2

3

4

5

SA(θ1=θ2,ϕ)
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Figure 9: The SA for single-interval subsystem A is shown as a function of |ϕ2 − ϕ1| for
different Euclidean times θ1 = θ2 = θ. Here we have set εUV = 4 exp(−15/2) ≈ 0.002

Real time evolution of entanglement entropy: fixed proper length cases

Let us then consider an interval A with a fixed proper length in dS2/Z2 evolving in time.

This serves as a nontrivial check of our formula (4.9), since the entanglement entropy should

not depend on the time but only on the proper length due to the symmetry of dS2/Z2, yet

the computation is nontrivial.

Let the two endpoints of A to be

(t1, ϕ1) = (t,−ϕ(t)), (t2, ϕ2) = (t,+ϕ(t)), (4.15)

where ϕ(t) ∈ [0, π
2
]. The geodesic equation between a pair of spacelike separated points can

be parametrized by:

−
(
dt

dλ

)2

+ cosh(t)2
(
dϕ

dλ

)2

= 1, cosh(t)2
dϕ

dλ
= E . (4.16)

where λ denotes the affine parameter and we have used that ∂ϕ is a killing vector leading

to the conserved quantity E. The parameter E can be related to E = cosh(t0), where t0

is the maximal time reached by a geodesic connecting (t, ϕ(t)) and (t,−ϕ(t)). It is then
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straightforward to obtain:

2l =

∫
dλ = 2

∫ t0

t

dt′√(
cosh(t0)
cosh(t′)

)2
− 1

, ϕ =

∫
dϕ =

∫ t0

t

dt′

cosh(t′)
√
cosh(t0)2 − cosh(t′)2

.

From which we deduce:

tan
(π
2
− l
)
=

√
2

sinh(t)√
cosh(2t0)− cosh(2t)

, tan
(π
2
− ϕ
)
=

√
1 + cosh(2t0)sinh(t)√
cosh(2t0)− cosh(2t)

. (4.17)

This system can be inverted to obtain ϕ(t) as a function of the physical parameters (t, l),

where 2l is the proper length of the subsystem, it leads to:

tan(ϕ(t, l)) = tan(l)

√
1 + cos(2l)

cos(2l) + cosh(2t)
. (4.18)

Substituting (4.18) to (4.9), we obtain

SA|proper length=2l =
1

3
log

(
2

εUV

tan l

)
, (4.19)

which indeed does not depend on t as expected.

Real time evolution of entanglement entropy: co-expanding cases

Let us then consider a subsystem A with a fixed coordinate size |ϕ2 − ϕ1| ∈ [0, π) but

not its proper length, on the same t1 = t2 = t slice. This represents a segment co-expanding

with the universe. Performing θ → it to (4.14), we have

SA =
1

6
log

(
16 sin2(ϕ1−ϕ2

2
)cosh2(t)

ε2UV

(
3 + 2 cos(ϕ1 − ϕ2)cosh

2(t)− cosh(2t)
)) . (4.20)

Let us look at the argument of this formula and define

f(ϕ1 − ϕ2, t) ≡
sin2(ϕ1−ϕ2

2
)cosh2(t)(

3 + 2 cos(ϕ1 − ϕ2)cosh
2(t)− cosh(2t)

) . (4.21)

A plot of this function is shown in figure 10. This function diverges when

t = t∗ s.t. et = cot

( |ϕ2 − ϕ1|
4

)
(4.22)

This t = t∗ is exactly the timing when A cross the “cosmological horizon” of the static

observer sitting at ϕ = (ϕ1 + ϕ2)/2. Refer figure 3. Initially, f(ϕ1 − ϕ2, t) monotonically
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increases till t = t∗. After A cross the “cosmological horizon” t > t∗, f(ϕ1 − ϕ2, t) becomes

negative. This is because, after t > t∗, the subsystem A will not be able to be accommodated

in any static patch, and A becomes timelike separated from itself. This is very similar to

the analysis of timelike entanglement entropy [58–60], where the entanglement entropy for a

timelike subsystem becomes complex. Before A cross the cosmological horizon t < t∗, (4.20)

still computes the entanglement entropy. See figure 11 for the time evolution of it in this

time range.
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Figure 10: f(ϕ1 − ϕ2, t) as a function of t for fixed ϕ1 − ϕ2. This function diverges at

t = t∗ shown in (4.22), which is the cosmological horizon for a static observer sitting at

ϕ = (ϕ1 + ϕ2)/2, and turns negative for t > t∗. Intuitively, this is because the subsystem A

is timelike separated with itself in this case.
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Figure 11: The left panel shows the entanglement entropy as a function of t for fixed |ϕ2−ϕ1|.
The right panel shows the entanglement entropy as a function of |ϕ2 − ϕ1| for a fixed time

t. Both figures are restricted to t < t∗. The entanglement entropy diverges at t = t∗ shown

in (4.22), which is the cosmological horizon for a static observer sitting at ϕ = (ϕ1 + ϕ2)/2.

Here we have set εUV = 4 exp(−15/2) ≈ 0.002.
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5 One-state Hilbert space and nontrivial observer-dependent ones

So far we have been focusing on the no-boundary density matrix realized by the Euclidean

path integral on Euclidean elliptic dS, namely the real projective space. We have seen how

the density matrix associated to local observers can be defined without defining the global

no-boundary wave function. In this section, we comment on the direct canonical quantization

in Lorentzian dS/Z2. We will take the free scalar theory, which has been previously discussed

in [21,61,62], as an example.

We will emphasize the following aspect of the QFT in dS/Z2 — the Hilbert space as-

sociated with the global spatial slice is one-dimensional, but an observer-dependent Hilbert

space which has nontrivial dimensions can be constructed for each local observer. Physically,

this is due to the fact dS/Z2 does not admit a global time orientation, and therefore cannot

distinguish positive energy and negative, or creation operators and annihilation operators.

Meanwhile, each static patch admits a well-defined time orientation.

Let us first unfold the elliptic dSd+1 to the standard global dSd+1. A real scalar field

profile φ(t,Ωd) can be expanded by a set of mode functions fn(t,Ωd) as [31]

φ(t,Ωd) =
∑
n

(anfn(t,Ωd) + a∗nf
∗
n(t,Ωd)) , (5.1)

where each mode satisfies [21,31]

fn(−t,ΩA
d ) = f ∗

n(t,Ω
A
d ) . (5.2)

In the canonical quantization, we uplift φ(t,Ωd) to a field operator

φ̂(t,Ωd) =
∑
n

(
ânfn(t,Ωd) + â†nf

∗
n(t,Ωd)

)
, (5.3)

where ân’s (â†n’s) are regarded as the annihilation (creation) operators. The Hilbert space

of a scalar field in global dS is constructed by starting from a vacuum state |vac⟩ which is

annihilated by the annihilation operators ∀n, an|vac⟩ = 0, and then act the creation operators

on it to generate new states. To be consistently defined on elliptic dS, φ̂(−t,ΩA
d ) = φ̂(t,Ωd)

should be satisfied5. Under (5.2), we get

â†n = ân . (5.4)

5We can also consider the antiperiodic boundary condition, which follows an essentially the same argument.
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Therefore, if we start from a |vac⟩ and then try to construct the Hilbert space by acting the

creation operators on it, |vac⟩ will be the only element in the Hilbert space since |vac⟩ is

also annihilated by the creation operators. In this way, we end up with a one-dimensional

Hilbert space. This peculiar feature originates from the fact that the elliptic dS itself does

not admit a global time orientation. The creation operator is supposed to add “positive”

energy to the vacuum state. However, such a positivity cannot be globally defined because

of the non-orientability.

This observation also suggests that the standard construction of the Fock space should still

work inside the static patch associated to each local observer, because it admits a consistent

time orientation as discussed in section 2.1. Indeed, given a choice of the static patch C, one
can define static-patch-dependent pairs of creation/annihilation operators a†Cn , aCn. Starting

from a vacuum state which is annihilated by the annihilation operators, one can construct

a nontrivial Fock space by acting creation operators on it [21]. The creation/annihilation

operators used in this canonical quantization is observer-dependent, and so is the Hilbert

space. Creation/annihilation operators relational to different static observers are connected

by a Bogoliubov transformation, which is invertible.

These features appearing in the canonical quantization are consistent with our study of

the Euclidean QFT on RP2, where we cannot define a no-boundary wave function, but yet

no-boundary density matrices associated with different observers.

Recently, it has been argued that quantum gravity in a closed universe has a one-

dimensional Hilbert space [63–65] if one takes non-perturbative gravitational effects into

consideration. Meanwhile, one can recover a nontrivial Hilbert space dimension by consider-

ing Hilbert spaces relational to observers [66,67] (See also [68, 69, 35]). These features seem

to be parallel to what we have discussed in dS/Z2, though they have distinct mathematical

origins. Especially, the QFT in dS/Z2 does not involve any dynamical gravity — it is all

about QFT on a curved background. However, it is also difficult to say that gravity is not

involved at all, since it is the causal structure in dS/Z2 which leads to this property, and

the causal structure is also a key aspect of gravity. It would be interesting to understand

to what extent the phenomenon we discussed in dS/Z2 can be regarded as “nonperturbative

phenomenon from perturbative physics”6.

It is worth pointing out that the causal structure must be fine-tuned for this property to

appear. If we instead considered a Lorentzian cylinder with flat metric quotient by a similar

6We thank Yasunori Nomura for this comment.
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Z2 involution, then we will not be able to perform the canonical quantization even for each

local observers, since there is no well-defined time directions associated to them. dS/Z2 is

very much fine-tuned in this sense. It would be interesting to understand QFT in other types

of spacetime with special causal structures. See [70,71] for some recent examples.

6 Conclusion

Unlike global dSd+1, where the Euclidean path integral on Sd+1 prepares a no-boundary wave

function, the path integral on the Euclidean counterpart of dSd+1/Z2, namely RPd+1, does

not prepare a wave function. In section 2 we proposed instead that the path integral over

RPd+1 prepares a no-boundary density matrix. This is reminiscent of the ILM proposal [26]

in the gravitational path integral, although our analysis is purely field-theoretic. We char-

acterized this no-boundary density matrix by its entanglement entropy and Rényi entropies,

and computed them explicitly in the two-dimensional free Dirac fermion CFT. As explained

in section 3, the availability of explicit bosonized expressions for both twist operators and

crosscap states makes the analytic calculation possible.

We analytically studied the entanglement entropy of a subsystem A in dS2/Z2 in several

setups (Section 4). In particular, as A approaches the entire spatial slice at t = 0, the entropy

diverges, indicating that the full slice is not associated with a pure state—consistent with the

absence of a no-boundary wave function. For a co-expanding subsystem, the entropy exhibits

a phase transition once A grows beyond the scale at which it can be contained within any

static patch and the density matrix interpretation collapses.

We also revisited canonical quantization directly on dS/Z2. The standard global quanti-

zation scheme collapses on the full spatial slice, yielding a one-dimensional (trivial) Hilbert

space. By contrast, each static observer in dS/Z2 still possesses a nontrivial Hilbert space

realized by the standard Fock construction.

Our work develops no-boundary density matrices in elliptic de Sitter within a purely

field-theoretic framework, without dynamical gravity. We expect analogous configurations

to contribute to the gravitational path integral that prepares the gravitational no-boundary

density matrix [26]; to our knowledge, this has not yet been realized. We leave a full gravi-

tational implementation to future work.
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A 2-point function of twist operators on non-orientable surfaces

In this appendix we summarize the result of the two-point function for twist operators in

the free Dirac fermion CFT in the presence of crosscaps. Indeed, as explained in the bulk

of the text, there are two different possible crosscaps states |C+⟩ and |C−⟩ of interest and

twist operators can be interpreted as conformal boundary conditions [37], which can be

either Neumann or Dirichlet. Here we summarize the different two-points functions that one

can obtain in all the different cases, first for the the Klein-bottle K2, and then for the real

projective plane RP2.

A.1 The K2 case

We summarize all the different results for the two-point functions with the different choices

mentioned in the bulk of the text. Here, we consider a Klein bottle parameterized by τ ∈
[0, 2α] and l ∈ [0, 2π) with l ∼ l + 2π. We use the complex coordinate y ≡ τ + il.

• Neumann and C−

⟨C| e−2αHσ(a)(y1, ȳ1)σ
(−a)(y2, ȳ2) |C⟩ =

∑
w, even

e−
w2R2

α′ αe
R
2

a
n
w((y1−y2)+(ȳ1−ȳ2)) (A.1)

×
(

η
(
2iα
π

)6
θ1
(
y1+ȳ2
2πi

+ iπ
2πi

| 2iα
π

)
θ1
(
y2+ȳ1
2πi

+ iπ
2πi

| 2iα
π

)
θ1
(
y2+ȳ2
2πi

+ iπ
2πi

| 2iα
π

)
θ1
(
y1+ȳ1
2πi

+ iπ
2πi

| 2iα
π

)
θ1
(
y2−y1
2πi

| 2iα
π

)
θ1
(
ȳ2−ȳ1
2πi

| 2iα
π

))
(

aα′
2n

)2

.

• Neumann and C+

⟨C| e−2αHσ(a)(y1, ȳ1)σ
(−a)(y2, ȳ2) |C⟩ =

∑
m, even

e−
α′m2

R2 αe
m
R

a
n
((y1−y2)+(ȳ1−ȳ2)) (A.2)

×
(

η
(
2iα
π

)6
θ1
(
y2+ȳ2
2πi

+ iπ
2πi

| 2iα
π

)
θ1
(
y1+ȳ1
2πi

+ iπ
2πi

| 2iα
π

)
θ1
(
y2−y1
2πi

| 2iα
π

)
θ1
(
ȳ2−ȳ1
2πi

| 2iα
π

)
θ1
(
y1+ȳ2
2πi

+ iπ
2πi

| 2iα
π

)
θ1
(
y2+ȳ1
2πi

+ iπ
2πi

| 2iα
π

))
(

aα′
2n

)2

.
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• Dirichlet and C−

⟨C| e−2αHσ(a)(y1, ȳ1)σ
(−a)(y2, ȳ2) |C⟩ =

∑
w, even

e−
w2R2

α′ αe
R
2

a
n
w((y1−y2)+(ȳ1−ȳ2)) (A.3)

×
(

η
(
2iα
π

)6
θ1
(
y2+ȳ2
2πi

+ iπ
2πi

| 2iα
π

)
θ1
(
y1+ȳ1
2πi

+ iπ
2πi

| 2iα
π

)
θ1
(
y2−y1
2πi

| 2iα
π

)
θ1
(
ȳ2−ȳ1
2πi

| 2iα
π

)
θ1
(
y1+ȳ2
2πi

+ iπ
2πi

| 2iα
π

)
θ1
(
y2+ȳ1
2πi

+ iπ
2πi

| 2iα
π

))
(

aα′
2n

)2

.

• Dirichlet and C+

⟨C| e−2αHσ(a)(y1, ȳ1)σ
(−a)(y2, ȳ2) |C⟩ =

∑
m, even

e−
α′m2

R2 αe
m
R

a
n
((y1−y2)+(ȳ1−ȳ2)) (A.4)

×
(

η
(
2iα
π

)6
θ1
(
y1+ȳ2
2πi

+ iπ
2πi

| 2iα
π

)
θ1
(
y2+ȳ1
2πi

+ iπ
2πi

| 2iα
π

)
θ1
(
y2+ȳ2
2πi

+ iπ
2πi

| 2iα
π

)
θ1
(
y1+ȳ1
2πi

+ iπ
2πi

| 2iα
π

)
θ1
(
y2−y1
2πi

| 2iα
π

)
θ1
(
ȳ2−ȳ1
2πi

| 2iα
π

))
(

aα′
2n

)2

.

In cases where we take (y1, y2) at the same euclidean time, the first factor is equal to

⟨C| e−2αH |C⟩ and will be absorbed in the normalization. It is important to emphasize that,

although all these two-point functions of twisted vertex operators are well-defined, not all

of them are suitable for computing the entanglement entropy via the replica trick. Insert-

ing a twist operator is equivalent to imposing a fermionic boundary condition [37], and the

expression for the Rényi entropy in (3.5) as a product of independent two-point functions is

valid only when the boundary condition of the crosscap state (3.15) (Neumann or Dirichlet)

is compatible with that of the twist operator. Consequently, only (A.1) and (A.4) can be

used to compute the Rényi entropies. When we study the normalized two point functions:

⟨C| e−2αHσ(a)(y1, ȳ1)σ
(−a)(y2, ȳ2) |C⟩

⟨C| e−2αH |C⟩ , (A.5)

the first factor can be reabsorbed and we have, using α′ = 2 and R = 1 in |C+⟩ case:∑
m, even e

−2m2αem
a
n
((y1−y2)+(ȳ1−ȳ2))∑

m, even e
−2m2α

=
θ3(

a
n

1
πi
(y1 − y2 + ȳ1 − ȳ2) |8iαπ )

θ3(0|8iαπ )
. (A.6)

while in the |C−⟩ case we obtain∑
m, even e

− 1
2
m2αem

a
2n

((y1−y2)+(ȳ1−ȳ2))∑
m, even e

− 1
2
m2α

=
θ3(

a
n

1
4πi

(y1 − y2 + ȳ1 − ȳ2) |2iαπ )

θ3(0|2iαπ )
. (A.7)
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A.2 The RP2 case

As explained in section 4, if we take the α→ ∞ in the Klein bottle setup,

lim
α→∞

⟨C| e−2αHσ(a)(τ1, l1)σ
(−a)(τ2, l2) |C⟩

⟨C| e−2αH |C⟩ ≡
〈
σ(a)(τ1, l1)σ

(−a)(τ2, l2)
〉
half cylinder

. (A.8)

one of the crosscap is sent to infinity and, naively, we expect that we can effectively get

the correlators sandwiched by the vacuum state and one crosscap state (up to a numerical

pre-factor due to the normalization of (A.8)). As we will shortly see, this is not always the

case. We recall that we took:

(y, ȳ) = (τ + il, τ − il), (A.9)

and

(z, z̄) = (ey, eȳ) = (eτ+il, eτ−il) . (A.10)

Let us set α′ = 2. Taking α→ ∞ in the four cases listed out in the previous subsection and

performing a conformal transformation to the flat RP2, we have

• Neumann and C−

〈
σ(a)(z1, z̄1)σ

(−a)(z2, z̄2)
〉
flat RP2

?
=

( |z2z̄1 + 1||z1z̄2 + 1|
|z1 − z2|2|z1z̄1 + 1||z2z̄2 + 1|

)( a
n)

2

. (A.11)

• Neumann and C+

〈
σ(a)(z1, z̄1)σ

(−a)(z2, z̄2)
〉
flat RP2

?
=

( |z1z̄1 + 1||z2z̄2 + 1|
|z1 − z2|2|z2z̄1 + 1||z1z̄2 + 1|

)( a
n)

2

. (A.12)

• Dirichlet and C−

〈
σ(a)(z1, z̄1)σ

(−a)(z2, z̄2)
〉
flat RP2

?
=

( |z1z̄1 + 1||z2z̄2 + 1|
|z1 − z2|2|z2z̄1 + 1||z1z̄2 + 1|

)( a
n)

2

. (A.13)

• Dirichlet and C+

〈
σ(a)(z1, z̄1)σ

(−a)(z2, z̄2)
〉
flat RP2

?
=

( |z2z̄1 + 1||z1z̄2 + 1|
|z1 − z2|2|z1z̄1 + 1||z2z̄2 + 1|

)( a
n)

2

. (A.14)
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Note that we did not assume z1, z2 have the same Euclidean time. Some of the results are

incompatible to be the flat RP2 2-point function since they do not respect the crossing sym-

metry on RP2. Indeed, up to a universal factor which depends on the conformal dimensions of

the inserted operators, the two-point functions can only depend on a function of the moduli

of RP2 with two punctures [72, 73]:

η =
|z1 − z2|2

(1 + |z1|2) (1 + |z2|2)
. (A.15)

Consequently the only sensible answer is:

〈
σ(a)(z1, z̄1)σ

(−a)(z2, z̄2)
〉
flat RP2 =

( |z2z̄1 + 1||z1z̄2 + 1|
|z1z̄1 + 1||z2z̄2 + 1||z1 − z2|2

)( a
n)

2

. (A.16)

which is realized by either the (σ(a,±), |C±⟩) pairs.
This is in stark contrast to the Klein bottle case, where all four two-point functions were

well-defined, but only two could be used to compute Rényi entropies. The two-point functions

on RP2 were obtained by sending one crosscap state to infinity, under the assumption that

it projects the state onto the vacuum. This procedure, however, fails when the zero-mode

boundary condition of the crosscap (3.15) is incompatible with that of the twist operator.

In such cases, the vacuum does not appear in the intermediate channel between the twist

operators and the crosscap, and the projection onto the vacuum is invalid, this leads to a

failure of crossing symmetry. The correct two-point functions on RP2 are given by (A.11)

and (A.14)

B Crosscap quench in free Dirac fermion CFT

In this appendix, we apply the results in the main text to study the entanglement entropy

in the crosscap quench [46,47] in free Dirac fermion CFT.7

In a CFT, the crosscap quench is a dynamical setup where the initial state is given by a

regularized crosscap state e−βH/4|C⟩ and unitary time evolved with the CFT Hamiltonian [47]:

|Ψ(t)⟩ = N e−itHe−βH/4|C⟩. (B.1)

7After completing our analysis and during the preparation of this paper, we became aware of two recent

papers [74, 75] that also studied crosscap quenches in free Dirac fermion CFT and hence have overlap with

this appendix B.
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Here, N ≡ ⟨C|e−βH/2|C⟩1/2 is the normalization factor. This setup admits a translational

invariance and is hence a homogeneous global quench setup. However, different from standard

global quenches which start from a non-thermal low entangled state (often a ground state

of a gapped Hamiltonian) and evolve to to a thermodynamic equilibrium [76, 77], in the

crosscap quench, local subsystems are already in the thermal states at the initial stage. It is

the non-local correlations which are highly structured at the initial stage, and get scrambled

under the time evolution [47].

The lattice analogue of the crosscap state is known as the entangled antipodal pair (EAP)

states [43, 44]. Given a periodic spin chain consisting 2N spins, the EAP state is given by:

|EAP⟩ =
N⊗
i=1

|Φ⟩i,i+N , (B.2)

where |Φ⟩i,i+N is a maximally entangled state between the i-th spin and the (i+N)-th spin

such as (| ↑⟩i ⊗ | ↑⟩i+N + | ↓⟩i ⊗ | ↓⟩i+N) /
√
2. The lattice analogue of the crosscap quench

has been analyzed in [46,47].

In the following, we work out the time evolution of the entanglement entropy for a subsys-

tem under the crosscap quench analytically in the free Dirac fermion system. For simplicity,

we set the spatial length of the CFT to be 2π.

In the following expressions we use α = β/4 in eq.(3.24) with β having the interpretation

of the inverse temperature of the system, the entanglement Rényi entropy of a single interval

system A = [0, l] turns out to be:

S
(n)
A = (B.3)

1

12

(
1 +

1

n

)
log

(
1

ε2UV

∣∣θ1 ( l
2π
| iβ
2π

)∣∣2 · ∣∣θ1 ( 1π (t+ π
2
− iβ

4

)
| iβ
2π

)∣∣2
η
(
iβ
2π

)6 · ∣∣θ1 ( 1π ( l
2
+ t+ π

2
− iβ

4

)
| iβ
2π

)∣∣ · ∣∣θ1 ( 1π (− l
2
+ t+ π

2
− iβ

4

)
| iβ
2π

)∣∣
)

where εUV is a UV cutoff corresponding to the latiice distance. Taking the n → 1 limit, we

obtain the entanglement entropy for A as

SA(t, l) = (B.4)

1

6
log

(
1

ε2UV

∣∣θ1 ( l
2π
| iβ
2π

)∣∣2 · ∣∣θ1 ( 1π (t+ π
2
− iβ

4

)
| iβ
2π

)∣∣2
η
(
iβ
2π

)6 · ∣∣θ1 ( 1π ( l
2
+ t+ π

2
− iβ

4

)
| iβ
2π

)∣∣ · ∣∣θ1 ( 1π (− l
2
+ t+ π

2
− iβ

4

)
| iβ
2π

)∣∣
)
.

This seemingly complicated formula has a simple behavior. In order to see this, let us look

at some explicit examples and limits.
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Figure 12: The entanglement entropy SA(t, l) of a single interval subsystem A as a function

of its length l at different but fixed time. The left panel shows t = 0 while on the right panel

t = π
2
. We chose εUV = 1 and β = 1

5
. For sufficiently large l, the entanglement entropy does

not scale with l when t = π
2
. By contrast, it grows linearly as a function of l at t = 0.

First of all, the left panel of figure 12 shows the entanglement entropy of the initial state

SA(0, l) as a function of l. We can see that SA(0, l) exhibits a Page curve-like behavior, where

SA(0, l) increases when l becomes larger, reaches its maximum at l = π and then decreases in

a symmetric way. Especially, at the high temperature limit β → 0, the entanglement entropy

exhibits a volume law,

SA(0, l) =
πl

3β
+ · · · , (B.5)

reproducing the universal behavior found in [47] for general CFT at central charge c = 1. This

indicates that the conformal crosscap state serves as a CFT analogue of the EAP state, as

claimed in [47], as opposed to that the conformal boundary state serves as a CFT analogue of

the product state [78]. On the other hand, the right panel of figure 12 shows the entanglement

entropy SA(π/2, l) at a special time t = π/2. We can see that the entanglement entropy does

not scale with l when it is sufficiently large compared to the inverse temperature β, very

similar to the entanglement structure of the conformal boundary state [78].

Let us then look at the time evolution of the entanglement entropy. The right panel

of figure 13 shows the case of l = π, where A is exactly a half of the whole system. We
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Figure 13: The entanglement entropy SA(t, l) of a single interval subsystem A as a function

of time t. The left figure shows l = π, the case when A is exactly a half of the whole system.

The left panel shows the case of l = π
2
. We chose εUV = 1 and β = 1

5
.

can see that once the time evolution is turned on, the entanglement entropy for the half

system monotonically decrease. The entanglement entropy turns over and starts to increase

at t = π/2. The increasing turns over again at t = π, and the entanglement entropy oscillates

with the period π. For a generic single interval with length 0 < l < π, the time evolution

is slightly more complicated. The left panel of figure13 shows such an example. We can see

that the entanglement entropy stays at the initial thermal value till t = (π− l)/2, decreases,

turns over at t = π/2, and returns to the thermal value at t = (π + l)/2. Especially, at the

thermodynamic limit l/π ≪ 1, the single interval will stay in the equilibrium, consistent with

the universal behavior investigated in [47].

The time evolution behavior studied above can be schematically understood using a simple

quasi-particle picture as follows. At the initial stage t = 0, there are many entangled EPR

pairs locating at the antipodal points x and x + π, in a way similar to the EAP states

(B.2). Once the time evolution is turned on, half of the EPR pairs move in the way such

that the particles at x move along the +x direction and their entangled pairs at x+ l move

along the −x direction, both at the speed of light. At the same time, the other half of

the EPR pairs move in the opposite way. figure 14 shows a sketch of this dynamics. The
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Figure 14: The quasi particle picture. The entangled particles are depicted as arrows with

the same color, where the direction of the arrow does not carry meaning here. Such particles

exist at all the points along the circle, but only two (initial) antipodal pairs are shown. At

t = 0 the two entangled quasi-particles are on opposite sides of the circle. They move at

the speed of light on opposite directions. The entanglement between two different spatial

regions disappears at t = π
2
where the two quasi-particles of the same color are at the same

place. This also corresponds to the minimum appearing in figure13 at t = π
2
. Then the

entanglement entropy increase again as the entangled quasi-particles get separated from each

other.

entanglement between A and its complement are accounted for by the EPR pairs who sit

across A and its complement. For 0 < l < π, the number of such EPR pairs starts decreasing

at t = (π − l)/2 and follows a time evolution qualitatively the same as the right panel of

figure 13. Especially, at t = π/2, any particle sits at the same location as its EPR pair, and

the spatial entanglement disappears, qualitatively the same as the right panel of figure 12.

We end up with a comment on the relation to the global quench starting from a conformal

boundary state [36,76]. In the free Dirac fermion theory we have investigated here, the time

evolution of the entanglement entropy after the crosscap quench has the same form as that of

the boundary state quench [36] with the time shifted by π/2. In fact, a conformal boundary

state satisfies the constraint

(Ln − L̄−n) |B⟩ = 0 (B.6)
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and it is straightforward to get

(Ln − (−1)nL̄−n)e
−iπH/2 |B⟩ = 0. (B.7)

See e.g. [22] for a derivation. This means that e−iπH/2 |B⟩ has the same symmetry as the

crosscap state. This does not mean that e−iπH/2 |B⟩ is a valid crosscap state satisfying the

bootstrap equation, but we can see that this feature is manifested in the free Dirac fermion

CFT.

References

[1] Planck collaboration, N. Aghanim et al., Planck 2018 results. VI. Cosmological

parameters, Astron. Astrophys. 641 (2020) A6 [1807.06209].

[2] A. H. Guth, The Inflationary Universe: A Possible Solution to the Horizon and

Flatness Problems, Phys. Rev. D 23 (1981) 347.

[3] A. D. Linde, A New Inflationary Universe Scenario: A Possible Solution of the

Horizon, Flatness, Homogeneity, Isotropy and Primordial Monopole Problems, Phys.

Lett. B 108 (1982) 389.

[4] G. ’t Hooft, Dimensional reduction in quantum gravity, Conf. Proc. C930308 (1993)

284 [gr-qc/9310026].

[5] L. Susskind, The World as a hologram, J. Math. Phys. 36 (1995) 6377

[hep-th/9409089].

[6] J. M. Maldacena, The Large N limit of superconformal field theories and supergravity,

Int. J. Theor. Phys. 38 (1999) 1113 [hep-th/9711200].

[7] A. Strominger, The dS / CFT correspondence, JHEP 10 (2001) 034 [hep-th/0106113].

[8] C. M. Hull, Timelike T duality, de Sitter space, large N gauge theories and topological

field theory, JHEP 07 (1998) 021 [hep-th/9806146].

[9] J. M. Maldacena, Non-Gaussian features of primordial fluctuations in single field

inflationary models, JHEP 05 (2003) 013 [astro-ph/0210603].

35

https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201833910
https://arxiv.org/abs/1807.06209
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.23.347
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(82)91219-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(82)91219-9
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9310026
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.531249
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9409089
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1026654312961, 10.4310/ATMP.1998.v2.n2.a1
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9711200
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2001/10/034
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0106113
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/1998/07/021
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9806146
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2003/05/013
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0210603


[10] D. Anninos, T. Hartman and A. Strominger, Higher Spin Realization of the dS/CFT

Correspondence, Class. Quant. Grav. 34 (2017) 015009 [1108.5735].

[11] Y. Hikida, T. Nishioka, T. Takayanagi and Y. Taki, Holography in de Sitter Space via

Chern-Simons Gauge Theory, Phys. Rev. Lett. 129 (2022) 041601 [2110.03197].

[12] M. Alishahiha, A. Karch, E. Silverstein and D. Tong, The dS/dS correspondence, AIP

Conf. Proc. 743 (2004) 393 [hep-th/0407125].

[13] X. Dong, E. Silverstein and G. Torroba, De Sitter Holography and Entanglement

Entropy, JHEP 07 (2018) 050 [1804.08623].

[14] L. Susskind, De Sitter Holography: Fluctuations, Anomalous Symmetry, and

Wormholes, Universe 7 (2021) 464 [2106.03964].

[15] L. Susskind, Black Holes Hint towards De Sitter Matrix Theory, Universe 9 (2023) 368

[2109.01322].

[16] L. Susskind, Entanglement and Chaos in De Sitter Space Holography: An SYK

Example, JHAP 1 (2021) 1 [2109.14104].

[17] V. Narovlansky and H. Verlinde, Double-scaled SYK and de Sitter holography, JHEP

05 (2025) 032 [2310.16994].

[18] H. Verlinde, Double-scaled SYK, chords and de Sitter gravity, JHEP 03 (2025) 076

[2402.00635].

[19] H. Verlinde and M. Zhang, SYK correlators from 2D Liouville-de Sitter gravity, JHEP

05 (2025) 053 [2402.02584].

[20] E. Schrödinger, Expanding universe. Cambridge University Press, 1956.

[21] M. K. Parikh, I. Savonije and E. P. Verlinde, Elliptic de Sitter space: dS/Z(2), Phys.

Rev. D 67 (2003) 064005 [hep-th/0209120].

[22] Z. Wei, Holographic dual of crosscap conformal field theory, JHEP 03 (2025) 086

[2405.03755].

[23] A. Blommaert, D. Tietto and H. Verlinde, SYK collective field theory as complex

Liouville gravity, 2509.18462.

36

https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/34/1/015009
https://arxiv.org/abs/1108.5735
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.129.041601
https://arxiv.org/abs/2110.03197
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1848341
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1848341
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0407125
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2018)050
https://arxiv.org/abs/1804.08623
https://doi.org/10.3390/universe7120464
https://arxiv.org/abs/2106.03964
https://doi.org/10.3390/universe9080368
https://arxiv.org/abs/2109.01322
https://doi.org/10.22128/jhap.2021.455.1005
https://arxiv.org/abs/2109.14104
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2025)032
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2025)032
https://arxiv.org/abs/2310.16994
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2025)076
https://arxiv.org/abs/2402.00635
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2025)053
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2025)053
https://arxiv.org/abs/2402.02584
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.67.064005
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.67.064005
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0209120
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2025)086
https://arxiv.org/abs/2405.03755
https://arxiv.org/abs/2509.18462


[24] T. S. Bunch and P. C. W. Davies, Quantum Field Theory in de Sitter Space:

Renormalization by Point Splitting, Proc. Roy. Soc. Lond. A 360 (1978) 117.

[25] J. B. Hartle and S. W. Hawking, Wave Function of the Universe, Phys. Rev. D 28

(1983) 2960.

[26] V. Ivo, Y.-Z. Li and J. Maldacena, The no boundary density matrix, JHEP 02 (2025)

124 [2409.14218].

[27] P. Calabrese and J. Cardy, Entanglement entropy and quantum field theory, J. Stat.

Mech. 2004 (2004) P06002.

[28] M. Spradlin, A. Strominger and A. Volovich, Les Houches lectures on de Sitter space,

in Les Houches Summer School: Session 76: Euro Summer School on Unity of

Fundamental Physics: Gravity, Gauge Theory and Strings, pp. 423–453, 10, 2001,

hep-th/0110007.

[29] N. A. Chernikov and E. A. Tagirov, Quantum theory of scalar field in de Sitter

space-time, Ann. Inst. H. Poincare Phys. Theor. A 9 (1968) 109.

[30] E. Mottola, Particle Creation in de Sitter Space, Phys. Rev. D 31 (1985) 754.

[31] B. Allen, Vacuum States in de Sitter Space, Phys. Rev. D 32 (1985) 3136.

[32] R. Bousso, A. Maloney and A. Strominger, Conformal vacua and entropy in de Sitter

space, Phys. Rev. D 65 (2002) 104039 [hep-th/0112218].

[33] N. Miller, Path integral games with de Sitter α-vacua, JHEP 10 (2025) 097

[2503.13701].

[34] A. Blommaert, J. Kudler-Flam and E. Y. Urbach, Absolute entropy and the observer’s

no-boundary state, JHEP 11 (2025) 113 [2505.14771].

[35] Z. Wei, Observers and Timekeepers: From the Page-Wootters Mechanism to the

Gravitational Path Integral, 2506.21489.

[36] T. Takayanagi and T. Ugajin, Measuring Black Hole Formations by Entanglement

Entropy via Coarse-Graining, JHEP 11 (2010) 054 [1008.3439].

37

https://doi.org/10.1098/rspa.1978.0060
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.28.2960
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.28.2960
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2025)124
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2025)124
https://arxiv.org/abs/2409.14218
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-5468/2004/06/p06002
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-5468/2004/06/p06002
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0110007
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.31.754
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.32.3136
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.65.104039
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0112218
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2025)097
https://arxiv.org/abs/2503.13701
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2025)113
https://arxiv.org/abs/2505.14771
https://arxiv.org/abs/2506.21489
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2010)054
https://arxiv.org/abs/1008.3439


[37] K. Ohmori and Y. Tachikawa, Physics at the entangling surface, J. Stat. Mech. 1504

(2015) P04010 [1406.4167].

[38] J. Polchinski, String theory. Vol. 1: An introduction to the bosonic string, Cambridge

Monographs on Mathematical Physics. Cambridge University Press, 12, 2007,

10.1017/CBO9780511816079.

[39] J. Polchinski, String theory. Vol. 2: Superstring theory and beyond, Cambridge

Monographs on Mathematical Physics. Cambridge University Press, 12, 2007,

10.1017/CBO9780511618123.

[40] H.-H. Tu, Universal entropy of conformal critical theories on a Klein bottle, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 119 (2017) 261603 [1707.05812].

[41] Y. Zhang, A. Hulsch, H.-C. Zhang, W. Tang, L. Wang and H.-H. Tu, Universal Scaling

of Klein Bottle Entropy near Conformal Critical Points, Phys. Rev. Lett. 130 (2023)

151602 [2211.09745].

[42] H. Shimizu and A. Ueda, Tensor network simulations for non-orientable surfaces,

2402.15507.

[43] Y. Chiba and Y. Yoneta, Exact Thermal Eigenstates of Nonintegrable Spin Chains at

Infinite Temperature, Phys. Rev. Lett. 133 (2024) 170404 [2403.12330].

[44] Y. Yoneta, Thermal pure states for systems with antiunitary symmetries and their

tensor network representations, Phys. Rev. Res. 6 (2024) L042062 [2407.14454].

[45] J. Caetano and S. Komatsu, Crosscap States in Integrable Field Theories and Spin

Chains, J. Stat. Phys. 187 (2022) 30 [2111.09901].

[46] K. Chalas, P. Calabrese and C. Rylands, Quench dynamics of entanglement from

crosscap states, 2412.04187.

[47] Z. Wei and Y. Yoneta, Crosscap Quenches and Entanglement Evolution, 2412.18610.

[48] Y. Zhang, Y.-H. Wu, L. Wang and H.-H. Tu, Crosscap states and duality of Ising field

theory in two dimensions, 2409.11046.

[49] W. Harada, J. Kaidi, Y. Kusuki and Y. Liu, New Crosscap States, 2508.18357.

38

https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-5468/2015/04/P04010
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-5468/2015/04/P04010
https://arxiv.org/abs/1406.4167
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511816079
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511618123
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.261603
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.261603
https://arxiv.org/abs/1707.05812
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.130.151602
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.130.151602
https://arxiv.org/abs/2211.09745
https://arxiv.org/abs/2402.15507
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.133.170404
https://arxiv.org/abs/2403.12330
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.6.L042062
https://arxiv.org/abs/2407.14454
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10955-022-02914-6
https://arxiv.org/abs/2111.09901
https://arxiv.org/abs/2412.04187
https://arxiv.org/abs/2412.18610
https://arxiv.org/abs/2409.11046
https://arxiv.org/abs/2508.18357


[50] N. Ishibashi, The Boundary and Crosscap States in Conformal Field Theories, Mod.

Phys. Lett. A4 (1989) 251.

[51] J. L. Cardy, Boundary Conditions, Fusion Rules and the Verlinde Formula, Nucl.

Phys. B324 (1989) 581.

[52] R. Blumenhagen and E. Plauschinn, Introduction to Conformal Field Theory: With

Applications to String Theory, Lecture Notes in Physics. Springer Berlin Heidelberg,

2009.

[53] B.-Y. Tan, Y. Zhang, H.-C. Zhang, W. Tang, L. Wang, H.-H. Tu et al., Extracting the

Luttinger Parameter from a Single Wave Function, Phys. Rev. Lett. 134 (2025) 076501

[2402.18364].

[54] J. Cotler and A. Strominger, The Universe as a Quantum Encoder, 2201.11658.

[55] J. Maldacena and G. L. Pimentel, Entanglement entropy in de Sitter space, JHEP 02

(2013) 038 [1210.7244].

[56] Y. Nakata, T. Takayanagi, Y. Taki, K. Tamaoka and Z. Wei, New holographic

generalization of entanglement entropy, Phys. Rev. D 103 (2021) 026005 [2005.13801].

[57] A. Mollabashi, N. Shiba, T. Takayanagi, K. Tamaoka and Z. Wei, Pseudo Entropy in

Free Quantum Field Theories, Phys. Rev. Lett. 126 (2021) 081601 [2011.09648].

[58] K. Doi, J. Harper, A. Mollabashi, T. Takayanagi and Y. Taki, Pseudoentropy in

dS/CFT and Timelike Entanglement Entropy, Phys. Rev. Lett. 130 (2023) 031601

[2210.09457].

[59] K. Doi, J. Harper, A. Mollabashi, T. Takayanagi and Y. Taki, Timelike entanglement

entropy, JHEP 05 (2023) 052 [2302.11695].

[60] A. Milekhin, Z. Adamska and J. Preskill, Observable and computable entanglement in

time, 2502.12240.

[61] G. W. Gibbons, The elliptic interpretation of black holes and quantum mechanics,

Nucl. Phys. B 271 (1986) 497.

39

https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217732389000320
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217732389000320
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(89)90521-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(89)90521-X
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.134.076501
https://arxiv.org/abs/2402.18364
https://arxiv.org/abs/2201.11658
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2013)038
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2013)038
https://arxiv.org/abs/1210.7244
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.026005
https://arxiv.org/abs/2005.13801
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.081601
https://arxiv.org/abs/2011.09648
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.130.031601
https://arxiv.org/abs/2210.09457
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2023)052
https://arxiv.org/abs/2302.11695
https://arxiv.org/abs/2502.12240
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(86)80022-0


[62] N. G. Sanchez, Quantum Field Theory and the ’Elliptic Interpretation’ of De Sitter

Space-time, Nucl. Phys. B 294 (1987) 1111.

[63] D. Marolf and H. Maxfield, Transcending the ensemble: baby universes, spacetime

wormholes, and the order and disorder of black hole information, JHEP 08 (2020) 044

[2002.08950].

[64] J. McNamara and C. Vafa, Baby Universes, Holography, and the Swampland,

2004.06738.

[65] M. Usatyuk, Z.-Y. Wang and Y. Zhao, Closed universes in two dimensional gravity,

SciPost Phys. 17 (2024) 051 [2402.00098].

[66] A. I. Abdalla, S. Antonini, L. V. Iliesiu and A. Levine, The gravitational path integral

from an observer’s point of view, JHEP 05 (2025) 059 [2501.02632].

[67] D. Harlow, M. Usatyuk and Y. Zhao, Quantum mechanics and observers for gravity in

a closed universe, 2501.02359.

[68] H. Z. Chen, Observers seeing gravitational Hilbert spaces: abstract sources for an

abstract path integral, JHEP 10 (2025) 139 [2505.15892].

[69] Y. Nomura and T. Ugajin, Nonperturbative quantum gravity in a closed Lorentzian

universe, JHEP 10 (2025) 166 [2505.20390].

[70] W. Melton, A. Sharma, A. Strominger and T. Wang, No-boundary state for Klein

space, J. Phys. A 58 (2025) 165401 [2410.08853].

[71] W. Melton, A. Strominger and T. Wang, Quantum Fields on Time-Periodic AdS3/Z,
2510.15036.

[72] D. Fioravanti, G. Pradisi and A. Sagnotti, Sewing constraints and nonorientable open

strings, Phys. Lett. B 321 (1994) 349 [hep-th/9311183].

[73] I. Tsiares, Universal Dynamics in Non-Orientable CFT2, 2011.09250.

[74] H.-H. Chen, Exact Quench Dynamics from Thermal Pure Quantum States,

2510.05346.

40

https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(87)90625-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2020)044
https://arxiv.org/abs/2002.08950
https://arxiv.org/abs/2004.06738
https://doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.17.2.051
https://arxiv.org/abs/2402.00098
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2025)059
https://arxiv.org/abs/2501.02632
https://arxiv.org/abs/2501.02359
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2025)139
https://arxiv.org/abs/2505.15892
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2025)166
https://arxiv.org/abs/2505.20390
https://doi.org/10.1088/1751-8121/adc882
https://arxiv.org/abs/2410.08853
https://arxiv.org/abs/2510.15036
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(94)90255-0
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9311183
https://arxiv.org/abs/2011.09250
https://arxiv.org/abs/2510.05346


[75] C. Bai, M. T. Tan, B. Lapierre and S. Ryu, Spatially Structured Entanglement from

Nonequilibrium Thermal Pure States, 2510.25868.

[76] P. Calabrese and J. L. Cardy, Evolution of entanglement entropy in one-dimensional

systems, J. Stat. Mech. 0504 (2005) P04010 [cond-mat/0503393].

[77] J. Wei, M. Allen, J. Kemp, C. Wang, Z. Wei, J. E. Moore et al., Universality of

Shallow Global Quenches in Critical Spin Chains, 2509.22773.

[78] M. Miyaji, S. Ryu, T. Takayanagi and X. Wen, Boundary States as Holographic Duals

of Trivial Spacetimes, JHEP 05 (2015) 152 [1412.6226].

41

https://arxiv.org/abs/2510.25868
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-5468/2005/04/P04010
https://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0503393
https://arxiv.org/abs/2509.22773
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2015)152
https://arxiv.org/abs/1412.6226

	Introduction
	Elliptic de Sitter and no-boundary density matrix
	Definition and causal structure
	Euclidean elliptic de Sitter and no-boundary density matrix
	Entanglement spectrum, Rényi entropy and replica trick

	Replica computation of free fermion on non-orientable surfaces
	Replica condition and bosonization
	CFT on non-orientable surfaces and crosscap states
	Example: replica computation on K2

	Entanglement entropy in elliptic de Sitter
	One-state Hilbert space and nontrivial observer-dependent ones
	Conclusion
	2-point function of twist operators on non-orientable surfaces
	The K2 case
	The RP2 case

	Crosscap quench in free Dirac fermion CFT

