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Universality of pseudoentropy for deformed spheres in dS/CFT
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We determine the universal part of pseudoentropy for small shape deformations of spherical entan-
gling surfaces in the context of de Sitter/conformal field theory (dS/CFT) correspondence. The
leading correction at quadratic order in the deformation parameter is controlled by the coefficient
of the two-point stress-energy tensor correlator, C'r, of the non-unitary dual CFT, and it retains
the sign of the unperturbed result, thereby establishing the sphere as a local extremum. The same
structure holds in higher-curvature theories, as we check explicitly for quadratic curvature grav-
ity, suggesting a universal behavior across non-unitary holographic CFTs. Our findings extend the
Mezei formula to the dS/CFT setting and indicate that the shape dependence of pseudoentropy in
dS holography resembles that of entanglement entropy in AdS space.

Introduction. Entanglement entropy, defined as the von
Neumann entropy of a reduced density matrix in a bi-
partite Hilbert space, provides a fundamental measure of
quantum correlations and plays a central role in quan-
tum information theory and quantum gravity—see [1-6],
among others. To extend this notion to pairs of non-
identical states, pseudoentropy was introduced in [7], de-
fined through the reduced transition matrix as
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where [¢)) and |¢) are pure states in the total Hilbert
space Hiot = Ha Q@ Hp, and 74 is the reduced transition
matrix obtained by tracing out subsystem B. The re-
sulting quantity S(A) is the pseudoentropy of subsystem
A. Here 74 is generally non-Hermitian [8, 9], so S(A) can
take complex values. This property makes pseudoentropy
a useful information measure for non-Hermitian quantum
systems in condensed matter physics [10-13].

In the holographic framework, pseudoentropy emerges
as a prominent quantity within the de Sitter/conformal
field theory (dS/CFT) correspondence [14-16], where
gravity in a dS spacetime is conjectured to be dual to a
Euclidean CFT defined on its boundary at future timelike
infinity. Unlike its anti-de Sitter counterpart (AdS/CFT)
[17-19], the Euclidean CFT dual to dS space is non-
unitary [16], and only a limited number of explicit re-
alizations of this duality have been constructed so far
[20-22]. In this setting, the holographic entanglement
entropy [4, 23, 24] generally acquires complex values and
is thus interpreted as a pseudoentropy [25]—see also [26—
28].

In the dS/CFT correspondence, the partition function
of the non-unitary Euclidean CFT is dual to the Hartle-
Hawking wavefunction in dS space [16]. Starting with
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Figure 1: In green, the entangling region B4~ is the per-
turbation around the unit-ball B?~!, stereographically
projected on S 1.

global dS4+1 coordinates, the metric ds* = g, dz#dz”
reads

ds® = L2 [-dr* + cosh? 7 (dtg +sin® tgdQ3 )] . (2)

where L, is the dS radius, 7 is the bulk time coor-
dinate, tg is the Euclidean time of the CFT [29] and
dQ2 | = d#%+cos6? dQ2_, is the metric of the unit ST-1.
The Hartle-Hawking initial state is then prepared by the
path integral on half of the Euclidean dS;1, obtained via
Wick-rotating the bulk time 7 = —irg. Consequently, in
the range 7g € [0, 7/2] the geometry is

ds? = L? [drg + cos® 1 (dtf, +sin® tgdQ3_1)] ,  (3)
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and the full geometry is properly interpreted as a glu-
ing of Lorentzian dS;y; and Euclidean dSgy1, joined
smoothly at the hypersurface 7 = 75 = 0 [30].

In this setup, the pseudoentropy associated with a sub-
region A on the boundary S¢ [8, 9], can be computed
holographically by extending the Ryu-Takayanagi (RT)
prescription to dS space—see Eq. (8) below—which leads
to a complex-valued codimension-two area functional in
the bulk. Moreover, in [8, 9], it was shown that for a
ball-shaped entangling region A = B%~! with entangling
surface A = S92, defined on the # = 0 slice, the uni-
versal part of holographic pseudoentropy, i.e.,

if odd d,
if even d,
(4)
where T} is a characteristic length of the subregion and §
is an ultraviolet regulator, contains information regarding
the complex-valued central charges of the dual Euclidean
CFT,. Notice that in even dimensions there is a universal
contribution at finite order, which is not contaminated by
a physical redefinition of 6. This term relates to timelike
entanglement entropy by analytic continuation of Tj.
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Moving away from the ball-shaped region, we consider
a slightly deformed ball A = B¢~! of unit radius, where
€ < 1 is a small deformation parameter. The shape de-
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where (), = [_, (z+k—1) is the Pochhammer symbol.
The coefficient Cpr—see Eq. (18) below—characterizes
the two-point stress energy tensor correlator [31],
<Taﬂ(l‘)TA{§(0)> = CT/J)Qd (Ioz(vLS)ﬁ — 5(156%;/00, where
Iog = 005 —2z0w5/x? [32]. As opposed to unitary CFTs,
where Cr > 0, this may vanish, become negative, or
even take complex values in non-unitary theories—see
e.g., 20, 33-36].

Our main result, Eq. (7)—together with Eq. (18) and
Eq. (21) below, extends Mezei’s formula for entanglement
entropy [37, 38] to a universality class of non-unitary
CFTs with gravity duals, showing that the pseudoentropy
of a perturbatively deformed spherical entangling surface

still satisfies the same structural relation as in the unitary
AdS/CFT case.

Holographic pseudoentropy for perturbed spheres. For
holographic Euclidean CFTs dual to Einstein-dS defined
at timelike future infinity, the pseudoentropy is given by
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formation is represented by the profile

Bg_l Ty = g + Gzae,me,mv (5)

4,m

where Yom = Yim(Q4_2) is the (d — 2)-spherical har-
monic with quantum numbers ¢, m = {my,...mg_3},
satisfying AYpm = —0({ + d — 3)Yym, with A denot-
ing the Laplace-Beltrami operator on S4~2, and a¢.m the
amplitude of the deformation. In general, the Euclidean
time coordinate ranges as tg € [0,7]. A fixed value of
tg specifies a ball-shaped entangling subregion of radius
r = tan (tg/2) via stereographic projection. In particu-
lar, the value tg = Ty = 7/2 corresponds to the unit-
radius case of interest. Figure 1 illustrates the deforma-
tion profile (5).

Using this setup, in this Letter, we conjecture that, for
a broad class of non-unitary CFTs—namely, those ad-
mitting a dual description in terms of some gravitational
theory—the universal part of the pseudoentropy admits
the expansion

2ma*

if odd d,
4a*  if even d,

(6)
where a* = (—i)?'x@=2/2L4-1/[8T(d/2)G] is the
complex-valued central charge of the non-unitary CFTy
[16] with the leading correction, at quadratic order in e,
reading

Su(B!) =S + ¢S, S = {

if odd d,

1 if even d,
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the RT formula [4, 23]

sa) = 2zl 0

where the codimension-two surface X 4 is extremal in the
dS bulk. The pseudoentropy area functional in dS space
contains both timelike and spacelike segments, i.e., ¥4 =
ZS) u E(AS), and consequently S(A) = S®(A) + SG)(A).
The timelike part, E(At), is embedded in the Lorentzian
section of the bulk dSz4; geometry (2). On the other
hand, the spacelike part Zf:), is embedded in the Eu-
clidean section of the bulk dS;41 given in Eq. (3).

The extremal surface ¥4 is determined by requiring
the trace of the extrinsic curvature along each normal
direction nL to vanish separately. Explicitly, K* =
hP Ky = hhkhy N nl,, where hap is the induced met-
ric, h¥ its projector and 7 labels the independent spacelike
and timelike normals to the codimension-two surface ¥ 4.
Using the embedding function tg = tg(7,Qq—2) for the



timelike part, and, tg = tg(7E, Qq—2) for the spacelike
part, one can separate variables at linear order in the
perturbation parameter as

T Ty(7)
tg = —+e¢€ g mYsm X
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for 7 € (00,0),
for 75 € (0, %) .
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Then, the vanishing of the trace of the extrinsic curvature
associated to the normal of the tg (7, Q24—2) surface leads
to the differential equation for the timelike part [39],

d  d°
[cz sech? 7 + d tanh T + de} Ty(r) =0, (10)

where ¢, = ¢2 4+ (d — 3)¢ — (d — 2). On the other hand,
for the spacelike part, it suffices to find the Wick-rotated
version of the timelike one, obtaining

d2

dTE

|:Cg sec? g + dtan TR —
dTE

] Tee(me) =0. (11)

The (four) undetermined coefficients from these second
order differential equations are obtained using: i) the
boundary conditions Ty(t — o0) = 1 and Tg(ts =
m/2) = 0, which correspond to fixing the radius at the
conformal boundary and the turning point, respectively,
and, ii) the junction conditions at 7 = 75 = 0, namely
Tg(O) = TE,Z(O) and a,-Tg(O) = iaTETEl(O) ['—"1()]. These
conditions ensure continuity and differentiability as we
move from the timelike to the spacelike segments of the
RT surface. The smoothness requirement arises due to
the absence of localized matter at 7 = 7 = 0, in analogy
to the usual junction conditions of [41]. Imposing the
conditions we obtain for the timelike part

Tg(T) =
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where P (x) and Q7' (x) are the associate Legendre poly-
nomials of the first and second kind, respectively. On the
other hand, the spacelike profile reads
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where o F} is the Gaussian hypergeometric function. In
Figure 2 we plot the front and top views of the perturbed
RT surfaces associated to the deformed spherical entan-
gling surface in the d = 3 case, in which the small pertur-
bations (5) are given in a single angular coordinate [42].

Once the embedding functions for the timelike and
spacelike components of the deformed RT surface are
determined—namely, Eq. (9) together with Egs. (12) and
(13) for Ty(7r) and Tg ¢(7w), respectively—they can be
substituted into the RT formula (8). Starting with odd
dimensions and expanding up to €2, we observe that the
finite contribution from ES) to the universal part of the
pseudoentropy becomes

(=) tm(¢ — 1)q LI
20+21(d/2)2 G
(14)

while, for the contribution from ZE:) to the pseudoen-
tropy, we find

SHBI) =¢* Y af m[1+(-)"]
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Conversely, in even dimensions, the situation is more sub-
tle due to the presence of both the logarithmic divergence
and the finite piece, each carrying universal information.
In these dimensions, we find that the contributions from

¢, m

ZS) and ZE:), respectively read
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where we do not include nonuniversal finite terms that
can be polluted by a redefinition of 4.

2d+1r<d/z) G |

Interestingly, in both even and odd dimensions, we
find: i) real, finite contributions from both timelike and



Figure 2: (Left) Front view of the RT surface for small perturbations around the ball-shaped entangling region at
future infinity. (Right) Top view of the same RT surface. The timelike section is shown in orange, while the spacelike
part is highlighted in blue. The black line indicates the junction at 7 = 75 = 0. The sketch is not conformal; therefore,
the upper part does not correspond to future infinity, but to some value of 0 < 7 < c0.

spacelike parts of the RT surface—in contrast with the
undeformed case, where the finite piece comes only from
the spacelike section, ii) parity-dependent terms with op-
posite signs. Thus, upon combining Egs. (14) and (15)
in odd dimensions, and Eqgs. (16) and (17) in even di-
mensions, these terms cancel exactly, yielding the uni-
versal contributions given in (6) and (7). In the latter
expressions, we identify the coefficient of the two-point
stress-energy tensor for CF'Ts dual to Einstein-dS gravity
as

__ ()TIrd+2) Lt
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thus obtaining an analogous expansion in dS as the
Mezei formula for the entanglement entropy in AdS/CFT
[37, 38, 43]. The relationship between the dS and AdS
formalisms can also be established through an analytic
continuation, defined by L.|,4q — —i Ly|qg, Which im-
plies a*| 49 — @*|gs- In direct analogy, we see from
Eq. (18) that the coefficient Cr transforms in the same
way: Cr|aqs = C7las-

Higher-curvature gravity. To test the universality of
Eq. (7), we extend our analysis to non-unitary CFTs
dual to higher-curvature gravities. Since the replica
trick induces the same orbifold structure in both dS and
AdS spacetimes [44], one should expect pseudoentropy in
dS/CFT, for general gravity theories £ = L(guv, Ruvpo),
to be captured by the Dong—Camps formula [15, 46] and
apply it to the perturbative regime [47]. We hereby an-
alyze one of the simplest examples of higher-curvature
gravity, in which universality properties can be probed,
namely, quadratic gravity. This theory is defined by
the sum of the three quadratic contractions of the Rie-
mann tensor on top of the Einstein-Hilbert term, i.e.,
Lqc = R—2A+ 1 R?*+ )Xo R, R* + A3 R, p0 RMP7, where
A1, A2 and A3 are dimensionful, undetermined coupling
constants.

Cr (18)

Using the results of [48] for scalars of quadratic order in
the Riemannian curvature evaluated on squashed cones—
such as the replica orbifold, the entanglement entropy
functional is given by

) 1 .
Soa(A) =— 1+2MR+ X | R — -K; K"
QG()4G2A[+1+2< 5 )
+2X3 (Rij — Kl Ki®)] (19)
where R;’ = R“l’ninf;éij is the Ricci tensor pro-

jected along the normal directions and R;;%7 =
RrPont ninknl 6165 is the corresponding projection of
the Riemann tensor. Of course, setting A\ = Ao = A3 =0
in Eq. (19) retrieves the RT formula in Eq. (8).

To evaluate Eq. (19), we note that dS space is
maximally symmetric, with curvature tensor R,,,, =
(Gup9vo — Guo9vp)/L?, where L, now denotes the ef-
fective dS radius. Using this expression together with
the Gauss-Codazzi-Mainardi relations [49], we substi-
tute R = d(d+ 1)/[437 Rzl = 2d/Lz, and Rijij = Q/Li
Imposing the extremal surface condition K* = 0, we ob-
tain

Area(¥4) A
4GN 2GN P

SQG (A) = aq KiabKiab 5 (20)

where the coeflicient a4 is given by ag = 14+2[d(d+1)\1 +
dXo + 2X3]/L2.

The first term in Eq. (20) coincides with that of the
previous section, up to an overall rescaling of the coef-
ficient. The second term, on the other hand, is com-
putationally more involved. Nevertheless, its contribu-
tion to the universal part of the pseudoentropy follows
the same structural pattern as the area contribution.
In particular, the timelike and spacelike sectors exhibit
parity-dependent terms that cancel each other. Sum-
ming all contributions, we recover the same structure



as in Egs. (6) and (7), with the only differences that
a*|qq = @a a*|g, where the label | denotes the Einstein-
dS result, and, at quadratic order in €, we observe

4(d -2
Crlge = <ad - (Lg)/\?)> Crlg - (21)
*

Similar to Einstein gravity, this result again shows
that under L*|AdS — —i L*|ds, the coefficient Cp for
higher-curvature gravity transforms in the same way:
Crlga: aas = C7lqa; as-

Discussion. In this Letter, we computed the universal
part of the pseudoentropy in dS/CFT for slightly de-
formed spherical entangling surfaces. We found that
the leading correction, appearing at order €2, has the
same sign as in the unperturbed case—establishing the
sphere as a local extremum-—and is governed by the two-
point stress-tensor coefficient C of the non-unitary dual
CFT. These results extend to higher-curvature theories,
in particular quadratic curvature gravity, indicating that
the structure of the perturbative corrections is universal
across non-unitary CFTs with holographic duals.

Our findings are consistent with the analytic continu-
ation L,|,4q — —1 L4|4g, supporting the interpretation
that part of the holographic data of the non-unitary CF'T
dual to dS can be obtained via continuation from AdS.
However, it should be emphasized that this is not a trivial
result, as there are examples of operators, such as scalar
primaries, whose two-point function coefficients are not
obtained by analytic continuation, as explicitly checked
in dSs in [50]. In fact, all our results and conclusions on
the shape dependence of pseudoentropy for small pertur-
bations around the sphere resemble those for holographic
entanglement entropy in AdS/CFT. In the same context,
we can remark the following successful followups: i) the
coeflicient C' was shown to control the leading pertur-
bation around the sphere for general unitary CFTs [43];
ii) in d = 3, the sphere was identified as a global ex-
tremum for both holographic [51, 52] and general unitary
CFTs [53]; iii) also, in d = 3, the quotient Cr/Fy, with
Fy = —log Zga being the Euclidean free energy when the
unitary CFT is placed on the round sphere [54, 55], was
conjectured to be bounded by the values of the free boson
and the Maxwell theories [56], and finally; iv) the e* cor-
rection was found to be characterized by the universal
coeflicient t4 appearing in the three-point stress-tensor
correlator for certain holographic models [57], although
this connection does not persist for general theories [58].
Based on these findings, it would be interesting to ex-
plore whether they hold for non-unitary CFTs. How-
ever, it is important to note that the landscape of non-
unitary CFTs is considerably broader than its unitary
counterpart. In particular, certain non-unitary theories
exhibit Cp = 0, implying that our expression (7) does
not capture their behavior. This rules out a straightfor-

ward extension of i) and iii) to general non-unitary CFTs.
Consequently, in what follows, we focus on non-unitary
CFTs within the same universality class as holographic
theories. For this subset, it would be interesting to ex-
amine, in line with ii), whether the local extremum of
the sphere in d = 3 remains global, as it occurs in both
holographic and general unitary CFTs. Following iii),
it would also be worthwhile to verify whether more gen-
eral higher-curvature gravities exhibit the same universal
behavior observed in the quadratic case. Such theories
may further provide a framework to study higher n-point
functions of the stress-energy tensor in the non-unitary
dual CFT. This direction was pursued for entanglement
entropy in AdS/CFT in [57], where the three-point coef-
ficient ¢, was unambiguously determined in cubic curva-
ture gravity.

It would be interesting to extend our analysis to de-
formed timelike subregions in the dual unitary CFT
of AdS, which naturally lead to the notion of time-
like entanglement entropy (properly also understood as
pseudoentropy)—see e.g., [8, 9, 59-66]. Exploring this
construction in AdS and extracting the associated uni-
versal holographic data would provide a valuable consis-
tency check against standard holographic entanglement
entropy. We expect that the universal quantities—such
as the central charge and the coefficient Cpr—will be re-
produced, since they are intrinsic properties of the un-
derlying theory and should not depend on the specific
nature of the chosen subregion.

Finally, in this work, we have focused on the universal
part of pseudoentropy while omitting divergent, nonuni-
versal contributions. A refined approach based on the
renormalized pseudoentropy would extract the universal
term directly. In the upcoming work [67], we will show
that the conformal renormalization prescription, previ-
ously successful for AdS entanglement entropy [68, 9],
extends naturally to dS, providing a unified definition of
the renormalized pseudoentropy.
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