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1 Introduction

The gravitational path integral is notoriously difficult to evaluate in general. In three-
dimensional pure Einstein gravity with a negative cosmological constant (3d gravity),
however, substantial progress has been made. For manifolds admitting a hyperbolic
structure, the formulation in terms of Virasoro topological quantum field theory (Vi-
rasoro TQFT) [1, 2] provides a conceptually simple method for computing the path
integral at finite gravitational coupling. Such manifolds have played an important role
in revealing the ensemble nature of CFTs dual to 3d gravity [3—-16].

Extrapolating Virasoro TQFT beyond hyperbolicity turns out to be not always
well-defined [1, 17]. Nevertheless, one can still perform the path integral directly, at
least in principle. The path integral of 3d gravity on the torus wormhole T2 x I, with
asymptotic AdS boundaries at the ends of the interval, has been computed by Cotler
and Jensen [18], and the result displays random matrix behavior, providing further
insight into the ensemble nature of 3d quantum gravity.

To establish an exact correspondence between 3d gravity and random matrices,
however, requires knowledge of the gravitational path integral on manifolds with more
complicated topology. In [19], it was conjectured that 3d gravity on manifolds that are
topologically a Riemann surface times a circle, 3, x S', is described by an infinite set
of matrix models, one for each spin sector. Performing the path integral for general g
and n would be a significant step in this direction, but it remains a challenge.



To this end, a simpler setup is to consider 3d gravity with end-of-the-world (EOW)
branes. On-shell, 3d gravity with EOW branes computes OPE statistics of boundary
CFEFTs (BCFTs) [14, 15], but less is known about off-shell manifolds in this theory. In
[16], it was conjectured that the gravitational path integral on ,, x I, with EOW
branes at the ends of the interval, is dual to a single matrix model, whose density
of states is given by the Cardy density. This matrix model is itself also dual to the
Virasoro minimal string (VMS) [20], so we will use the term “VMS” to mean both the
matrix model and the worldsheet theory.

In this paper, we prove this conjecture by computing the corresponding gravita-
tional path integrals. We will first review how the disk amplitude is reproduced in
3d gravity. Then we focus on the special case of X2, so the manifold has topology
S x I x I, where one of the intervals ends at asymptotic boundaries and the other
ends at EOW branes. We will refer to this as the annulus wormhole, as it is the open
analog of the torus wormhole. For this, the computation is done explicitly. Finally, we
will provide a derivation for more complicated Riemann surfaces, namely those with
negative Euler characteristic.

Classically, 3d gravity is equivalent to a Chern-Simons theory [21, 22]. This is
expected to extend to the quantum theory perturbatively [23, 24]. Non-perturbatively,
the two theories are different. Nevertheless, by requiring the gauge fields to correspond
to non-degenerate metrics, one picks out the Teichmiiller component [25, 26]. With
this restriction, the Chern-Simons theory is equivalent to 3d gravity, except that large
diffeomorphisms must be gauged in gravity. For hyperbolic manifolds, the effect of
gauging the mapping class group is rather trivial, but the same cannot be said about
off-shell manifolds. For example, Virasoro TQFT gives a divergent path integral for the
torus wormhole [1], while the direct computation gives a finite answer [18]. It is believed
that gauging the mapping class group will resolve this discrepancy [19], though it has
not been demonstrated explicitly. In this work, we will see that the annulus wormhole
is a simpler setup where we can see the effect of gauging the mapping class group
explicitly, turning a divergent expression finite.

We will see that the tension of the EOW branes plays an intriguing role. Classically,
turning on a nonzero tension modifies the saddle in a controlled way: the partition
function is simply multiplied by a factor gX [14, 27], where g is the BCFT g-function,
related to the tension via a simple relation [28], and x is the Euler characteristic of the
EOW brane. These factors reproduce the correct factors of g in the BCF'T correlators
and their statistical moments [14]. This topological feature generalizes to finite ¢ for
hyperbolic manifolds, where the invariance of this factor under quantum fluctuations
follows from the Moore-Seiberg consistency conditions of the open—closed Virasoro
TQFT [16]. For off-shell manifolds, which are the main object of interest in the present



work, g plays the important role as a topological coupling that weights different EOW-
brane topologies [16]. From the matrix model or 2d gravity perspective, it is essentially
the e parameter coming from the topological term of JT gravity [29]; from the purely
3d perspective, where JT or VMS does not appear in the action, we can think of it as
the 2d Marolf-Maxfield action [30] evaluated on all EOW boundaries.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we review the BCFT partition
function on the annulus and use it to formulate the duality between 3d gravity with
EOW branes and VMS. Sections 3, 4, and 5 will be the main sections showing, re-
spectively, that the disk amplitude, the cylinder amplitude, and all other amplitudes of
VMS are reproduced by 3d gravity. We then end with comments and open questions
in Section 6.

Notations and conventions. We use Z for 3d gravity partition functions, Z for
BCFT partition functions, and Z for VMS partition functions. We use p(h) for the
BCFT spectral density, and o(F) for the VMS matrix model spectrum. The Lorentzian
action will be denoted with S, while the Euclidean action will be denoted with I.
Boldface letters such as P and m will be (3g — 3 + n)-dimensional vectors, g and n
being the genus and the number of boundaries of the Riemann surface X ,, while
symbols like P will be used to mean n-dimensional vectors. We will frequently use the
Liouville notations
2

h:IJrPQ, Q=b+b', c=1+60Q% (1.1)

We also define the following two expressions for the Cardy density:

po(P) = 4v/2 sinh(2xbP) sinh(27b~1 P), (1.2)
_ po(P)
po(h) = op (1.3)

2 Duality via BCFT

The central object underlying the duality is the BCFT partition function on the annu-
lus, which is also referred to as the open-string one-loop amplitude. It is defined to be



the trace over the open-string Hilbert space:

Z(1) = tryyen (e_Q’rIm(T)H(ab)> = b, (2.1)

where H(®) is the Hilbert space of the open-string states, H() is the Hamiltonian
generating the direction along the circle, and 27 Im(7) = f3 is the inverse temperature.
The geometric result of taking the trace is an annulus, generally with different boundary
conditions on the two circles, a and b. The Hilbert spaces with different pairs of
boundary conditions are independent.

Each boundary condition is associated with a function called the g-function, defined
to be the empty disk partition function with that boundary condition imposed at the
circular border of the disk, i.e.,

ga= 2. (2.2)

Unlike the torus, the annulus has only one real modulus, which is the ratio between
the circle length and the interval length. In the complex plane, it can be represented
as the following shaded rectangular region:
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where 7 is a complex number defining the location of the top-left corner of the region.
We identify the top and bottom edges to form the annulus, while the left and right edges
are genuine borders of the Riemann surface. For the annulus, 7 is purely imaginary.
The spatial coordinate ranges from 0 to 7, so the proper length of the interval is 7 [31];
the thermal coordinate ranges from 0 to 27, so the proper length of the thermal circle
is 2 Im(7) = S.



For a BCFT, the partition function on the annulus has another interpretation. If
we foliate the annulus the other way, i.e., let the circle be the spatial direction and let
Euclidean time run along the interval, the partition function is then equal to [31]

Z(@) (1) = (Ba|e~" ™A | pby (2.4)

where B® and B’ are boundary states at the circular borders, with @ and b labeling
the boundary conditions, and H is the Hamiltonian generating the translation in the
interval direction. This is often called the closed-string channel.

One of the BCFT bootstrap conditions is called the open-closed duality [31, 32],
stating that

2 (=1/7) = Z2)(7). (2.5)

The central object underlying the duality will be the RHS, but we will often use the

LHS to compute it.

One way to state the conjectured duality is the following. First, denote by Z p“mirly

the gravitational path integral on Y ,, x I with EOW branes at the ends of the interval,
each of the n asymptotic boundaries being an annulus with moduli

T =it =ip/2m. (2.6)

We will abuse the notation a little by using ¥, ,, to denote the Riemann surface with
either n punctures/geodesic circles or n asymptotic boundaries. We then remove de-
scendant contributions by making the replacement

oo

nit) =a* [Ja-¢" — ¢, a=e2, (2.7)

m=1

or, since 7 always appears in the denominator,

ZEP Buy - Ba) = 2y (B B) [T TT 0= ) (28)
m=1

=1

Next, expand this function in the energy/conformal weight basis:

ab)primar, ab (a ) () ) (ab)
Zég,ipr By Ba) = [1 dh( )= PLH;" /1 dhg b) o= BnHn

24 24
X (D (hn) - p' D (hn)) g (2.9)
where
H™ = pl* _ /24 (2.10)



is the eigenvalue of the Hamiltonian for the state with conformal weight hgab), the shift
—c/24 being the Casimir energy.
In terms of inverse Laplace transforms,

Yoo d (ab) d n (ad) _ (gb)primar
(P (ha) - p D () = / Wh suae? . Do e glawrimers g, g,
v

27 27i Hgn X1

- (2.11)

where v is chosen such that the contour is to the right of the singularities in the complex

[ plane.
The statement of the duality is that

(PO (hy) - PP (hy))g = (0(Er) -+ 0(En))y | pichis(c-1)/24, €% = Gagps| (2.12)

where (o(E1) - - - 0(Ey,))y ™M is the genus-g contribution to the connected n-point spectral
correlator of the VMS matrix model, with the €% dependence kept. It is related to the

VMS partition function correlators Z,,, via

Zyn(Br,-..,0n) = / dE e B dE, e B (o(Ey) - - Q(En»;/MS' (2.13)
0

We should emphasize that the angular brackets in (2.12) have different meanings, de-
spite notational similarity. For the BCFT correlators, it represents gravitational ensem-
ble averaging, while for VMS, it represents quantum correlators of the matrix integral.

From here on, we will often suppress the boundary condition superscripts to sim-
plify the presentation.

3 Disk amplitude

The disk amplitude corresponds to ¥y, so the corresponding 3d manifold is a “thick-
ened disk”, D x I. Like in JT gravity, the manifold corresponding to the disk amplitude
admits an on-shell geometry. It can be easily obtained by taking a Z, quotient of the
Euclidean BTZ:

| /Zy = : (3.1)

Here, the green disks are EOW branes, and S labels the thermal circle.



From the BCFT perspective, this computes the annulus partition function. The
simplest way to obtain the full finite-c partition function on this manifold is to read it
off from the open-closed version of Virasoro TQFT [16], built from the BCFT version
[31, 32] of Moore-Seiberg consistency conditions [33, 34]. The expression in the h basis
is given by

(' (R))o = gago po(h), (3.2)

where pg(h) is the Cardy density given in (1.3) and the g-functions are defined via
(2.2). The particular TQFT condition that is needed to derive this is the open-closed
duality (2.5), uplifted to 3d. (CFT or BCFT bootstrap relations have a natural uplift
to 3d handlebodies [1, 16, 19, 35].)

To be explicit, we can start with the expression in the closed-string channel,

(Z(1)) = gagb x0(7), (3.3)

which is the vacuum character. We then use (2.5) to write the open-channel expression
as

Zpxr(r) = (Z(it)) = (Z(i/1))
o0 o0 P2
= a9 / dP S1p(1] xp(it) = / AP gugupo(P)-—. (3.4)
0 0 n(it)
where S;p[1] = po(P) is the modular crossing kernel. Using (1.1), (2.8), and (2.10),

% P2 0
rimary /- q _
250 = [ aPa(P) i = [ ahpi e 35

24

From (2.9), we can read off that the disk amplitude is indeed given by (3.2), with
support h > (¢ —1)/24.

4 Cylinder amplitude
We now compute explicitly the matrix cylinder amplitude, corresponding to

Zasi(it,its) = (Z(it) Z(it2))o, (4.1)

where A stands for the annulus or cylinder, Z(it;) is the open-channel BCFT annulus
partition function defined in (2.1), and the subscript 0 means the leading (genus-0) con-
tribution. This is a two-sided wormhole connecting two annular asymptotic boundaries,
so we call it the annulus wormhole.



We will follow closely the computation of [18], but it will differ at various places.
In particular, we do not need to perform an analytic continuation of the symplectic
form or the volume form, and we carry out an explicit treatment of the mapping class
group.

To begin with, the Lorentzian action of Einstein gravity in Chern-Simons formalism
is given by

k 2 - 1
S = —E/tr {A/\quLgA/\A/\A} — (A — A) + Spay + Spow, k= yTel (4.2)

where Spqy is the usual Gibbons-Hawking-York boundary action at asymptotic bound-
aries along with counterterms, and

is the boundary term we include for the EOW boundaries.
As for the boundary conditions at EOW branes, we impose that the perpendicular
components of A and A are equal, while the parallel components are opposite:

AL = Al |pow = A1+ A |gow = 0 (4.4)

This is a Neumann-type boundary condition appropriate for EOW branes [28, 36-38].
To get started, let us set up the coordinate system as follows:

’ ATT
Ty ; @ @
- T IL.’-‘
LI A |
raoN
P ]| = Y X (4.5)
R
[ ]
.......... =\
\ >
T \\\ O — 0 p +OO

Here, x is an angular coordinate, x ~ x + 2m; y € [0, 7| is the interval direction with
EOW branes at both ends (shown in green); p runs from —oo (boundary 2) to 400
(boundary 1). The shape of the diagram on the right is a reminder that the metric
grows near the asymptotic boundaries.

The moduli of the boundary annuli are captured by the asymptotic metric. Near

boundary 1,
2p
ds® = ez(dy2 +t1d2®) +dp* + Oe™?), (4.6)



where t; is the real modulus of boundary 1. The expression for boundary 2 is sim-
ilar. While we can proceed with this choice, which would directly compute for us
(Z(it1)Z(it2)), in order to follow the notation of [18] as closely as possible, we will
instead pick a different conformal frame such that

e?r dy\°
ds® = T (dx + t_2) +dp* 4+ O(e™") (4.7)
1
2p
- ez |dz + mdy|* + dp* + O(e ™). (4.8)

This would instead compute (Z(71)Z (7)), but it is related to what we are interested
in via (2.5).
In terms of gauge connections in the Chern-Simons formulation, this translates to

1 dp 0 oy i L [=dp —ef(dz + mdy) p
4= 2 Lp(d»’lH'ﬁdy) —dp} FOE), A= 2 [ 0 +dp +0(e7). (4.9)

Similarly, near boundary 2,

{dp e ?(dx + Tdy)

1
A==
0 —dp

2 [roe), a5 L L a] to@: @)

2 |—ef(dz + mdy) dp
These expressions are actually identical to those for the torus wormhole, but the coor-
dinates have different ranges, distinguishing the annuli from the tori.

We then Euclideanize the action, which in our coordinates becomes

I =1L + Ibdy7 (411)
Lk = ;—k B3z tr (A,)@yAm — A0 A, + 2Aypr) — (A — A), (4.12)
s
" B e )
Lhay = W @2t (7_'114326 — 7'11433)) + il /de tr (fQAi — TQAi)). (4.13)
dm [y dr [y

We note that only the asymptotic boundaries have non-vanishing action, due to the
boundary conditions imposed at the EOW branes.

Noticing that A, and fly appear as Lagrange multipliers in the action, we path
integrate them first, setting the spatial field strength F,, = F,, = 0. The flatness
conditions means that the connections can be written as

A =G'oG, A =-G oG, ic{x p} (4.14)

where G and G are elements of the SL(2,R) gauge group. The minus sign is a convenient
choice. At the EOW branes, the boundary conditions imply that G and G are SL(2,R)
gauge equivalent at the brane, i.e., G = ¢9®G for some 9(y).



The group-valued functions G and G can be multi-valued around the = cycle, which
is related to the gauge holonomy around the circle. Following the notation of [18], we
characterize this by

G = Wrq, G = kel (4.15)
with G single-valued. In terms of G,
A, = G1o,G = GI\(y)G + G710,G. (4.16)

The reparameterization (4.15) has introduced a new redundancy

G~ WE, G ~ea, (4.17)
which is partially fixed by setting
G = Weh@g, G = Wrha, (4.18)

Here, J; is one of the generators in the fundamental representation. Only allowing such
hyperbolic conjugacy class corresponds to picking the correct component of the phase
space of the Chern-Simons theory that Virasoro TQFT restricts to. The generators

satisfy
1
[JA,JB] :8A30JC, tr (JAJB) = §TIAB, (4.19)
where €p1o = —1, and n4p is used to raise and lower indices. Similarly for T4t

Next, we further decompose G and G as

G = e?NeM2eVih) G = ePT1em A2V (i), (4.21)
and denote
O =b(y)r+9¢, ®=byz+0, (4.22)
with residual U(1) redundancies
d(x,y,p) ~ ¢ +aly), olx,y,p) ~d+aly). (4.23)

In this gauge fixing, G and G are now U (1) gauge equivalent at the EOW branes instead
of SL(2,R). In other words,

(y) = DY) + 9 | gow: (4.24)

'Explicit forms are given by (denoting the Pauli matrices with o 4)

JO = —i02/2, Jl = 01/2, JQ = 03/2. (420)

— 10 —



for some ¢(y), or equivalently,

b=blgow, ¢ = ¢+ glrow- (4.25)

However, ¢ and ¢ already have this redundancy, so the EOW brane boundary conditions
do not constrain ¢. It only enforces that b and b are equal at the EOW branes.
In terms of these new functions, the connections now take the form

_ 1 |dA — weAdCI) Z(dw + l/JdA) + (e—A . 1/12€A)dq>
i1 —dA + et dd A dd
4= 2 {Q(dlﬁ +pdA) + (e A —2%eM)dd  dA — QZeAd(I)] : (4.27)

Setting the asymptotic boundary conditions (4.9) and (4.10), the fields are related near
the boundaries by

e’ e Pe” e’ - e P
Azln(a>, P~ — Y A%ln<_—>, P ——=. (4.28)

Now, let us explain the key observation that will simplify the calculation. In
analogy with the CFT doubling trick of Cardy [39], which has a natural uplift to
Chern-Simons theory, we perform the following actions, as illustrated by the diagrams
(showing only the y direction):

TC A TC A T A T
(A, A) —A¢
0 0 0 vor

First of all, make a copy of the manifold and label it with coordinates (p, %, 7). These
coordinates take the same range of values as (p, x,y). Next, relocate the A field to the
second copy, by which we mean defining A(p,%,9) = Alp = p,z = T,y = 7). Now,
with an eye toward what follows, let us define A such that flg(ﬁ,:ﬁ,gj) = A;(p, 7, 7)
and A;(p,7,9) = —A;(p,7,9), i € {#,p}. Then we do the “doubling” by combining
the two manifolds into a single one by letting y = 27 — , § € [0, 7], extending the
range of y to [0,27], as well as identifying x = & and p = p. This sets fly(p,x,y) =
—flg(p, x,J =21 —y), y € [m,2r|, where the minus sign is due to the Jacobian, while

Ai(p,x,y) = Ai(p,x,§ = 2 — y). Finally, noticing that A has only been defined for

- 11 -



y € [0, 7] (the original manifold), we are free to extend the definition of A(p,x,y) by
setting it to A(p,z,y) = A(p,x,y), y € [, 27], so all information has been packaged
into a single field A on the doubled manifold. To summarize, what this procedure
achieves is to take A and flip its sign before sending it to an image location in the
doubled manifold. We should emphasize that this is a mere redefinition.

The non-trivial aspect of this redefinition has to do with the EOW boundary con-
ditions and the action. By (4.4), the field A is continuous across y = 0, 7, so it remains
a valid configuration in the doubled manifold. As for the action, notice that the A part
of the bulk action in (4.11) flips sign under this redefinition, while the boundary action

remains invariant. So we can simply replace the action with

ik

[bulk = E e d3x tr (ApayAx — AxayAp + 2Anyp), (430)
ik

Togy = _411_ A%z tr (nA2) + (1 — 2), (4.31)
7

1

where we have used the fact that 7; is purely imaginary for us, and the labels 1 and 2
now refer to the two asymptotic boundaries of the doubled manifold (each of topology
A x S1). This has turned the problem into one looking like the torus case, but with
only a chiral half of the action.
In terms of the fields defined earlier, the action is now given by
Typuic = ;—i dx| = 20,(e" 0,00 1) + 20,(e0,80,1) — Dy (e (9,90, — 0,99,0))

+ 0,(0,A0,A) — 0,(9,A,A) + 0,(0,00,B) — 0,(0,20,D) |, (4.32)

where we have dropped the label under the integral sign here and in what follows,
and it should be understood that all y integrals will range between 0 and 27 unless
otherwise stated.

As x is a compact direction, the total xz-derivative terms would vanish for periodic
fields. (The only field non-periodic in z here is ® = ¢+b(y)z.) This expression therefore
simplifies significantly, in fact reducing to a purely boundary term (presenting only the
contribution at boundary 1)

Toutis = —;—’; Qe (2640,00,10 + 0,0\ + 0,90, = 0,b0,(x6)).  (4.33)
1

The boundary action is (presenting only for boundary 1)
ik
Toays = —;— a2 ((@DA)Q T (9,®) + ZeAqu)@zz/J). (4.34)

T J1

- 12 —



Substituting the boundary relations (4.28), the total action at boundary 1 becomes

L =— ik d2 [2<I>(ay+718$)<1> (0y +718)<q)>+1<1>(a +70,)P

s P2

1k:
8

d2x b, (o), (4.35)

where the prime means 0, and the dot means d/dy. Dropping total derivatives of
periodic functions and with a bit of rewriting,

I = qu’/f + <15/1<251)

+ % /1dy [051,06 - 5951,0} ; (4.36)

k d2 @{3@;_1(
i o2 2

where ®; = lim, ,o, @, 0 = —%(713 + 0y),

¢z‘,0(y) = %/dx Qbi(xvy)? (NS {172}7 (437)

are the zero modes in the x direction.

On the other boundary, the bulk action comes with an extra minus sign, while
the boundary action comes with the same sign, so the contribution to the action from
boundary 2 is given by

k d2 [cbganb' i

: ik . :
[2 47‘(‘ (I)/22 2 _ 5(7’2(1)/22 — ¢/2¢2):| + Z /Qdy |:¢270b — b¢270]7 (438)

where 5 = lim, , ¢ and 0, = —
L.
Let us now analyze the zero-mode part of the action. The terms involving solely @

%(72(% — 0y). The total action is the sum of [; and

or higher derivatives do not involve the zero modes, so the only source of zero modes is

Iy = Z dy [A%b —bAdy|, Ado= 10— Pap- (4.39)

This tells us that the difference between zero modes on the two boundaries A¢y and
the holonomy parameter b are conjugate variables.

Before moving on to the path integral, we note one crucial point where gravity
and gauge theories differ: how the mapping class group is gauged. The space of flat
connection on the spatial slice (fixed y) is characterized by the radial and angular
holonomies. In our notation, they are given by

H, = P?{dxexp (—Am(p — oo,:v,y))

— 13 —



= G_1<I' = 27T7y7p - OO) G(‘T = O’y’p — OO)
_ e,wl(Jlfjo)ef/\lJzef27erleA1Jze¢1(J1*J0), (440)

and

Hp — ’P/dpeXp (_Ap(p7x7y))

= G_l(p — 00, T, y) G(p — =0, T, y)
— o ¥V1(N1=Jo) g=A1 T2 = @11 (P21 (A2 S2 (W2 (J1= o) (4.41)

The spatial mapping class group can be represented by

y—=y, p—p, = x+ fulp),
fa(—=00) =0, fn(o0) =2mn, neZ (4.42)

For example, we can further pick representatives by setting

2mn e’

falp) = —— (4.43)

er 4+ e P’

Since 0,f.(p) = 0 at p — £oo, the mapping class group acts trivially on the
values of the gauge connections at the boundaries. Nevertheless, it has an important
effect, as it can change the holonomies. As H, can be evaluated just at the boundary,
it is invariant under the mapping class group action, so we only need to look at H,,.
The holonomy path of H, changes under the (n = 1) mapping class group element as
follows:

— 4". (4.44)

To compute the new holonomy, notice that we can deform the path into

, (4.45)

- 14 —



which simplifies in the limit the = loop reaches p = oo. Therefore, the effect of the
mapping class group action is just

H, - H,H,, (4.46)
where
Eﬂ)::efwﬂJrﬂb)e*Ahbe*A¢JieA%be¢ﬂJrﬂh) QL47)
H:(:Hp — e_1/11(Jl—Jo)e—A1J2e—(ACD"Fzﬂ'b)JleAQJQGT/}Q(Jl_JO)‘ 48)
In gravity, gauging the mapping class group therefore translates to
H,~ H,H, = A®(z,y) ~ AD(z,y) + 27wb(y), (4.49)
where A® = &) — ®,. Using (4.22) and (4.37), this means
Ado(y) ~ Ado(y) + 2mb(y). (4.50)

In conclusion, the effect of gauging the mapping class group is to turn A¢y(y) into a
compact field.
We are almost ready to do the zero-mode path integral

Zo ~ / (db(y)][A€ ()] exp (~Io) (4.51)

However, it is clear from (4.50) that the period of ¢(y) is not constant in y. This makes
the path integral complicated. Instead, we define

Ado(y)
Y(y) = =20 4.52
=50 (1.52)
which has a constant period of 27. In terms of Y (y), the zero-mode action (4.39) is
given by
ik .
Iy = 7 dy b*(y)Y (y). (4.53)

To perform the path integral, we expand the field in Fourier modes,

B (y) = b2 + Zbieiny + 0™ Y(y) =Yy + ZYneiny +Y ey, (4.54)

n>0 n>0

where b2 are the Fourier coefficients of 0?(y) rather than the squares of the Fourier
coefficients of b(y).

The periodicity Y (y) ~ Y (y) + 27 now translates to the zero-mode periodicity
Yo ~ Yo+2m, while the nonzero modes Y,, are unrestricted. (Had we Fourier transformed
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Ag¢o(y) rather than Y (y), the periodicity condition would very complicated.) With this,
the zero-mode action (4.53) turns into

Iy =" iknm(Im(Y;)Re(b2) — Re(Y,,)Im(b2)). (4.55)

n>0

Performing the path integral in Y, which now becomes a product of the ordinary
integrals in Y,, we obtain delta functions §(Re(b?)) and §(Im(b?)) from the n > 0
modes, setting all Fourier modes of b*(y) to zero except the zero mode, so

b*(y) = b3 = constant. (4.56)
The zero-mode path integral
zwv/ﬁmﬂmykﬁo (4.57)
therefore simplifies to
Zy=N / dbZ dYy = 27N / dbg, (4.58)

where A collects all normalization factors from the integrals and requires a Zeta func-
tion regularization to be finite [18].

We are now ready to move on to the rest of the path integral. Note that we have
integrated over A¢g, so ¢; and ¢5 become independent fields without zero modes, i.e.,

/M@@w:/M@@wzo (4.59)

Even though we are supposed to integrate only over such field configurations, we are
free to integrate in an auxiliary zero mode for each of them and treat them as gauge
redundancies. More precisely, take each ¢; to again be a general field, but with identi-
fications

1~ ¢1+ai(y), o2~ ¢+ ax(y). (4.60)

After subtracting off the zero-mode part of the action, what remains is

k 10, !
I'=1-1ly=1 [ dz| =2
1

+¢m@4+u—m) (4.61)
dm [y

To proceed, recalling that b = by is a constant as a result of the zero-mode path
integration, we can perform a field redefinition
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turning the action into two copies of the Alekseev-Shatashvili theory [40]:

k /! /
I'= 4 /1(1237 Vl(f'?l + b2¢/131¢1} + (1 = 2) = Ias[1; 71, b] + Las[¢2; 72, 0] (4.63)

The path integral is now simply
<Z(7'1)Z(7'2)> == 27TN/deZAs(Tllb)ZAs(Tzlb). (4.64)

The partition function for the Alekseev-Shatashvili theory has been computed and
is one-loop exact [41]:

o0

c 1 c—1 )
_ h—2— _ 2 _ 27T _
Zas(7|b) = ¢ 4||1_qn, h=— (40, g=e¢", c=6k+1. (465)

n=1

Performing the integral over b (via a change of variable to h) and using (2.5), we get

Zaxality, its) = (Z(it1) Z(it2)) = (Z(i/t1) Z(i/1))

= L = e—27r(h—c2;41)<ﬁ+%>
n(i/t)n(i/tz) /0241 dh
N N
- n(it)n(itz) 2m(t + t2)” (4.66)

where N has been redefined to absorb some extra constant factors, and we have used the
property that 7 transforms like n(—1/7) = /=i n(7) under modular S transformation.

Finally, we use (2.7) to strip off the contributions from the descendants and use
(2.11) to obtain the cylinder amplitude:

(p(hy)p(h2) o o0
+ico +ico
[T [T st g,
Cieo 2T oo 27

N ho + hy — <L —1
) 1 1/21 : 1121/2 @(h1+h2_ Cl2 a |h1_h2|)

T (= 5) 7 (= ) (= ha)?

_/\/ E1 + EQ

= - — O(E1 + Es — |E1 — Es|),
Am? plP B (B, — Ey)?

where we have defined F; = h; — (¢ — 1)/24, and © is the Heaviside step function

setting F; > 0. When performing the integrals, it is useful to do a change of variables

B+ = By £ PB2. The step function comes out automatically from the integration. The

result is exactly the universal cylinder amplitude for (one-cut) random matrix models
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[29, 42, 43] with GUE symmetry. Notice that the g-function does not appear in the
expression, as desired for the universal cylinder amplitude. This is because the Euler
characteristic of the EOW branes is zero.

We have implicitly assumed that a and b are different boundary conditions, so there
is only one way to connect the two asymptotic annuli. In the special case a = b, i.e.,
with identical boundary conditions, there are two ways to connect the annuli, so we
get a factor of two, making it a GOE ensemble [44]. This is in fact the correct answer,
as the matrix potential is a sum over a and b, so the diagonal terms have a factor of a
half relative to off-diagonal terms [16], making it GOE when a = b.

5 Other amplitudes

In a matrix model, the disk and cylinder amplitudes recursively determine all other
amplitudes. Since we have already matched the disk and cylinder amplitudes with
VMS, the remaining amplitudes need to be checked to ensure they are indeed described
by VMS. In this section, we show that the partition function of 3d gravity on X, x I
with x =2 — 2g — n < 0 does reproduce the VMS amplitudes on X, ,,.

In earlier sections, we were working with the moduli basis for the n boundaries of
Ygn X I, so that each of them was an asymptotic annular boundary. In this section, it
is convenient to work with the momentum basis. Each asymptotic annulus then shrinks
to a single line, extending between the two EOW branes. These are Wilson lines in
(two copies of) Virasoro TQFT. As there are only scalar operators in VMS, we only
need to consider those with P = P for the two copies.’

The partition function of 3d gravity on M = X, x I, with asymptotic boundary
conditions at the ends of the interval, is equal to the Liouville CFT partition function
on Xy, [1, 11]. It is sometimes convenient to think of the Liouville partition function
as a state on X, with moduli (m;, my) prepared by two copies of Virasoro TQFT on

2 Another reason to restrict to scalar Wilson lines in the current setup is that spinning Wilson lines
intersecting EOW branes would result in “spinning punctures” at the branes, causing an inconsistency
with the BCFT ensemble interpretation of 3d gravity. For example, it would give a non-zero one-point
function on the disk for a spinning operators, which should be zero in BCFT [14].
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the Zy quotient of the Maldacena-Maoz (MM) wormbhole [16]:

(5.1)
EOW

It should be emphasized that the EOW brane here is not a state boundary but rather
a defect in spacetime, so the Z, quotient of M only has one “physical” boundary where
the state lives. We will refer to M/Z, as the half-MM wormbhole.

From the picture above, it is intuitively clear that what we want to compute can be
obtained by taking the inner product between two such states prepared by two half-MM
wormholes (using the notation for a discrete basis):

>

where 7 and j label a complete but non-orthogonal basis and G~ is the inverse of the
Gram matrix of inner products.
The partition function on X, , x I is therefore given by

ZZ%nXI(ﬁeXt)
= (gagb)x /(7’ M) d2m1d2m2 ZthtL(mh ﬁll)ZthtL(mQ; m2)
g,nXlgmn ap(Zg,n

X ZLiouville (M1, M) ZLjouyine (M1, My), (5.3)

where Zyy, is the timelike Liouville partition function, Zgy, is the ghost partition function,
whose arguments have been suppressed (it always has the same moduli dependence as
the Z, factor that comes immediately after it), Pt s an n-component real vector
labeling the weights of the (scalar) Wilson lines at the boundaries (punctures) of ¥, ,,
Tyn is the Teichmiiller space of 3, Map(3,,) is the mapping class group of X,
and y is the Euler characteristic of ¥,,. The moduli parameter m is a (3g — 3 + n)-
component complex vector, so d?m is a shorthand for be d?=3*"md?—3*"m. Here
and in the next few equations, we suppress the pext dependence in places to reduce
clutter.
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It is important to note that this is a gravitational inner product, rather than a
TQFT inner product. The difference is that the mapping class group is gauged in
gravity, whose effect we have already seen in the previous section. Consequently, the
integration is over the gravitational phase space (7,, x T,.)/Map(X,,) [24, 45, 46].
(In holomorphic quantization, the inner product is given by an integral over the phase
space.)

It is useful to rewrite the phase space (7,, X T,,)/Map(X,,,) as a 7, non-trivial
bundle over M, ,,, where we use my for coordinates on the fiber and m; for coordinates
on the base. At each point in the base, we then perform the integration along the fiber:

/ d’my Zyjouvinie (M, my) Zgh Zyy,(Ma, M) Zyjouville (1M1, M)
Tg,n

Z/ d’my Zg, Zy1,(my, 1hy)
-

g,n

_ / / = 6<P — P/)
= [ a5 (P (Plams) [ B, (P (P ) %
:/ﬁﬂﬁaﬂfﬁﬁmmﬁﬁAﬂmﬂzmemmmnm, (5.4)

where in going from the second to the third line we used the Verlinde inner product
[1, 47] between Liouville blocks

. ~ _ (P —P)
Foo(P Plm)FS, (P, P'lm) = ———~, (5.5)
/7’ ” ” Pg.n(P)
and used the compact notation [1]
psa®P)=T[ m(P)  JI  ColP. Py Py, (5.6)
cuffs a pairs of pants

(4,5,k)

C being a choice of channel decomposition, P being the internal momenta, py being the
Cardy density, and Cj being the DOZZ formula [48, 49] up to some normalization [5].
Using this relation, the gravitational inner product simplifies, and we conclude that

Zzg,nxl(ﬁe)(t) = (gagb>x/ d*my Zgy, (my, my) Zy, (my, M) Ziouvine (M, my)
Mg,n

=V, (P (5.7)
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is exactly the VMS amplitude on >, ,, with external momenta ﬁe"t, also known as the
quantum volume. Here, by our convention, we have kept the e* dependence in the
VMS expressions. From this, we identify e = g,gs.

Finally, to establish the exact correspondence, we need to show that the matrix
spectral correlators computed from Zy I(ﬁe"t) using (2.11) agree with those com-
puted from ng(ﬁe"t), using the duality between VMS and the matrix model. This
requires an analysis of the trumpet partition function. Adding the trumpet amounts
to

Zs, xalits, ..., it,) = / H [d(Pf) Zo 0 (it P) | 2, xi(Pryo Pa) o (5.8)
0
where Pext = (Py,...,P,), and
Zg;nmfit(iti, Pz) Ztrumpet( /t“ -Pz)

— 1 e—Qﬂ’PQ/ti

n(i/t:)

1 —2nP?/t;
= ———e T/h, (5.9)
Vitin(it:)
Here, Ztrumf? is the trumpet partition function when the boundary is in the closed-

string channel, and we have used (2.5) to relate it to Zg;:lf?.
Stripping off the descendant contributions using (2.8), we get

rimar . > 1 _oxP2/t,
Zg nxly( tl’---altn> :/0 H {d<ﬂl2)me mBE/t Vgn(Pll,.. P/)

i

— e BrttB/207 (B, ..., B), (5.10)

where Z,,, (B4, ..., Bn) is the VMS partition function on ¥, with (circular) asymptotic
boundaries with inverse temperatures 3;, with the e dependence kept.
The spectral correlators defined via (2.11) then become

o (5.11)
'y-‘rlOO |:de B, Z:| —(B1++Bn)/24 Z (61, ce >ﬁn>

7 ico 2mi
’y+1oo d
= hit G LZon e, B
| [Qm } (B )
<Q< Q(En)>g (c—1)/24-
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This concludes the derivation. It is interesting to note that the partition functions
themselves do not exactly agree, but differ by a simple factor shown in (5.10). This
simple factor exactly combines with the Casimir energy of the BCFT to turn the
Hamiltonian H into the Liouville momentum E = P2, the conjugate variable to 3 in
VMS.

6 Discussion

In conclusion, we have established a relation between the VMS matrix model and 3d
gravity on X, , X I with EOW branes. We now provide several comments and discuss
some open questions.

Throughout this work, we have frequently used the doubling trick, relating 3d
gravity with EOW branes on X, ,, x I to a chiral copy of SL(2,R) Chern-Simons theory
on X,, x S*. We should emphasize that this is only a trick for several reasons. One
of them is that the EOW branes generally have tension, and the partition function
depends on the tension through the topology of the brane [14, 27]. On the brane,
this is a 2d topological theory equivalent to that of [30]. This ensures the existence
of a topological expansion parameter from the matrix model perspective. Chiral 3d
gravity does not have this topological dependence. Moreover, in the metric formalism,
3d gravity with EOW branes makes sense locally, as the metric is physical everywhere.
Another reason is the interpretation from the 2d CFT perspective. In our case, the
BCFT annulus partition function plays a central role. In particular, the Hamiltonian
provides a physical motivation for performing the inverse Laplace transforms.

For the cylinder amplitude, we performed a bona fide computation for the partition
function of the annulus wormhole, S x I x I, where one of the intervals ends at asymp-
totic boundaries and the other ends at EOW branes. The computation is analogous
to that of the torus wormhole [18], but we did not employ any formal step to obtain a
measure by examining the action. It would be interesting to do the same for the torus
wormhole. We have also explicitly demonstrated how the mapping class group renders
the answer finite.

For amplitudes other than the disk and the cylinder, we should contrast the deriva-
tion with that of [20], which established a connection between VMS and chiral 3d grav-
ity. First of all, we are computing an inner product rather than a formal trace over a
Hilbert space. The inner product involves an integration over the well-defined phase
space of gravity, whereas the expression using the formal trace is technically infinity
divided by infinity. Furthermore, the mapping class group of 3, ,, X I is the same as that
of 3, unlike 3, ,, x S*, so the argument of [20] requires some additional assumptions
about the gauge symmetry of chiral 3d gravity. Finally, the correspondence between
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gravity with EOW branes and the matrix model is exact for the spectral correlators,
while the partition functions in the moduli basis differ by a simple factor. The factor
has a good physical explanation from the BCF'T perspective.

We have restricted our attention to a large class of off-shell manifolds with EOW
branes, namely ¥, x I, and shown that they are related to a random matrix model.
Other off-shell manifolds can be obtained by starting with on-shell manifolds and gluing
these manifolds to them [19]. In the purely open tensor-matrix model of [16], on-shell
manifolds with EOW branes and boundary Wilson loops are generated by the tensor
part of the model’s potential. We then remove the neighborhood of each of the Wilson
loops, leaving an annular state-cut boundary. At the leading order, the thickened disk
(3.1) is glued to each of such annuli, a procedure also known as the annular surgery. For
any set of n annuli, we glue ¥,,, x I to it for any g to obtain higher-order corrections.
This makes predictions for the partition functions of manifolds with more complicated
off-shell topology, and it would be interesting to check them.

A natural next step is to do the analogous analysis for the purely closed tensor-
matrix model [19, 50] or extend this to the full open-closed tensor-matrix model [16].
Either way, the immediate challenge is to generalize the main conclusions of this paper
to the closed matrix model, describing 3d gravity on X,, x S'. Related approaches
to this problem have been pursued, for example in [51-53]. It would be interesting to
explore the connection.

We should also point out that BCF'T plays another role in the story. In this work,
we have used the term “BCFT” to exclusively refer to the asymptotic boundaries of
3d gravity, but in the worldsheet description of VMS, BCFT is used to describe for
example the trumpet and instantons. We have not needed to discuss them explicitly,
partly because we have already assumed the duality between the worldsheet VMS and
the matrix model established in [20]. One should not confuse the two separate roles
played by BCFT.

Finally, it is noteworthy that when the asymptotic boundary is a single annulus
rather than a torus, there is no SL(2,Z) modular sum, owing to the fact that the
annulus does not have such symmetries. The spectral density is manifestly positive
and does not suffer from the negativity issue encountered in [54, 55]. This hopefully
provides some hints on how to fix the negativity issue for the closed-string sector.
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