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We propose that any compact d-manifold with elliptic data, J , prepares a quantum state |J ⟩ on
its finite (d − 1)-boundary σ. Elliptic data consist of metric and field values, or their conjugates,
but not both. No asymptotic structure is required. Inner products and traces are evaluated by
the gravitational path integral with closed boundary conditions obtained by gluing elliptic data
manifolds. In particular, we give a prescription for the Rényi entropies Sn of a subregion χ of σ.
In a class of examples, we find that Sn is nonnegative and nonincreasing with n, as required for
consistency. We obtain the von Neumann entropy by analytic continuation and find agreement with
the minimal surface prescription of Bousso and Penington.

Introduction The gravitational path integral (GPI) in
d + 1 dimensions can be used to approximate the parti-
tion function and the time evolution of a d-dimensional
holographic boundary theory. Let J denote a closed d-
manifold together with elliptic boundary data. One eval-
uates the GPI by summing over d+ 1 manifolds M with
metric and fields that match J on ∂M , the boundary of
M . In the end, J (more precisely, its embedding in the
saddle geometries that dominate the GPI) is “taken to
infinity” by scaling its data in a manner consistent with
a targeted class of bulk manifolds, such as asymptotically
flat [1] or Anti-de Sitter (AdS) [2–4] spacetimes.

In this letter, we embrace a more general viewpoint
that requires no asymptotic structure. Formally, the
GPI makes equal sense whether or not the elliptic data
are asymptotic. By removing this restriction, we aim to
distill information about the structure of quantum grav-
ity states in arbitrary spacetimes, including our universe.
The same motivation underlies the recent proposal of
generalized entanglement wedges [5, 6], and we will find
a concrete connection.

We propose that any compact d-manifold with elliptic
data, J , prepares an unnormalized pure quantum state
|J ⟩ on its (d− 1)-dimensional boundary σ. (Here we will
only consider data J that fully specify a real Riemannian
metric on σ.) The complex conjugate data J † prepares
the corresponding bra ⟨J |. A trace or inner product is
computed by evaluating the GPI with a closed boundary
condition J , formed by an appropriate gluing of elliptic
data manifolds [7].

An elliptic data manifold J may be obtained from a
partial Cauchy slice Σ of an arbitrary Lorentzian mani-
fold, by stripping away half of the classical initial data on
Σ. The map Σ→J is not unique, and the quantum state
|J ⟩ need not be dominated by the classical Lorentzian
geometry that develops from Σ. (With Dirichlet data,
we will find explicit examples where it is not; this partly
motivates our choice of “mixed-conformal” data in the
latter portion of our analysis.)

Our work generalizes and refines Refs. [10–13][14]. A
key novelty is our study of the entanglement structure of
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FIG. 1. Rényi entropies Sn of the subregion χ of the boundary
σ = χ∪ χ̄ of an elliptic data manifold J . J is obtained from
the partial Cauchy slice Σ (see Penrose diagram) by extracting
mixed-conformal data; see Eq. 19. Cyclically gluing 2n copies
of J yields a torus boundary condition for the GPI, from
which Sn is computed; see Fig. 2. We find that the von Neu-
mann entropy S1 = limn→1 Sn agrees with SBH = 2πr1/(4G)
for all (r1, R). This is consistent with the minimal surface pre-
scription [5]. – Legend: for fixed (r1, R), at small n, Sn/SBH

depends only on the ratio R/r1; the solid and dashed black
curves show two examples. At large n, thermal AdS even-
tually dominates. This transition depends on r1; examples
are shown in blue and green. Sn follows the lower (colored)
branch.

the state |J ⟩ via the GPI, which in particular allows us to
make contact with generalized entanglement wedges [5].
For any finite-boundary subregion χ ⊂ σ, we define a
reduced state ρχ, and we give a prescription for comput-
ing its Rényi entropies; see Fig. 1. (Implicitly the Rényi
spectrum determines ρχ.) We compute the von Neumann
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FIG. 2. Calculation of tr ρ̃n
χ . We start with the partial Cauchy slice Σ of a nonrotating BTZ black hole (Fig. 1), with

(r1, R) = (2, 2.8). In this example, the elliptic data manifold J retains the intrinsic metric – the Dirichlet data – of Σ, but
not the extrinsic curvature. (Mixed-conformal data yield qualitatively similar embeddings but different Rényi entropies.) The
partially glued pair J †∪χ̄J represents the reduced density operator ρ̃χ. Cyclically gluing n such pairs yields the closed elliptic
data manifold Jn. We compute tr ρ̃n

χ by evaluating the GPI with boundary condition Jn. The graphs show the embeddings of
Jn in the Euclidean BTZ (top) and thermal AdS (bottom) saddles. (In the thermal AdS saddle, identify τ ∼ τ + 2n∆τ0.) The
competition between saddles is reminiscent of the Hawking-Page transition [8, 9], but J and χ are in no sense “asymptotic.”

entropy of ρχ by analytic continuation, and we will find
that it agrees with [5].

Rényi entropy prescription Let J be an elliptic data
manifold with boundary σ; see Fig. 2. The unnormalized
density operator ρ̃σ = |J ⟩ ⟨J | is represented by the pair
J ,J †. Given an open subregion χ ⊂ σ with complement
χ̄ = σ \ χ, the partial trace of ρ̃σ over χ̄, ρ̃χ = trχ̄ ρ̃σ, is
performed by gluing together the pair J ,J † at χ̄. The
result, denoted by J † ∪χ̄ J , is a data manifold whose
boundary consists of two copies of χ. ρ̃n

χ is prepared by
gluing together n copies of J † ∪χ̄ J sequentially across
2n−2 copies of χ; and tr ρ̃n

χ is prepared by gluing together
the remaining two copies of χ. This yields a closed mani-
fold Jn that carries the alternating sequence of boundary
conditions J †, J , . . ., repeated n times. In particular,
the norm of |J ⟩, tr ρ̃σ, corresponds to J1 (2 copies of J
glued together across all of σ).

For all positive integers n, tr ρ̃n
χ can be computed by

evaluating the GPI with boundary Jn. In the saddle-

point approximation,

tr ρ̃n
χ ≈

∑
s

exp
(
−I[g

(s)
ij ]

)
, (1)

where s labels classical solutions with (d+1)-dimensional
metric gij and boundary Jn, and I is the Euclidean
Einstein–Hilbert action with boundary terms appropri-
ate to the specified data. Here we consider pure Einstein
gravity for simplicity. With elliptic data consisting of the
induced metric hab, the action is [1, 15, 16]

I[gij ] = − 1

16πG

∫
M

dd+1x
√
g (R− 2Λ)

− 1

8πG

∫
Jn

ddx
√
hK

− 1

8πG

∑
joints

∫
dd−1x

√
γΘ . (2)

The sum in the Hayward term is over the 2n joint surfaces
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(n copies each of χ̄ and χ), at which the embedding of Jn
into M can have a corner with exterior angle Θ. With
the mixed-conformal elliptic data defined below, the co-
efficient of the second (GHY) term is −(8πdG)−1 [15].

This prescription may be used to compute the n-th
Rényi entropy of ρχ,

Sn(ρχ) =
1

1− n
log

tr ρ̃n
χ

(tr ρ̃χ)n
. (3)

The analytic continuation of the integer Rényi entropies
n > 1 to n = 1 yields the von Neumann entropy of ρχ.

Worked examples Let the partial Cauchy slice Σ be
the time-reflection-symmetric slice of a nonrotating BTZ
black hole [17] of horizon radius r1, cut off symmetrically
at radius R in the two exterior regions. Thus, σ consists
of two circles of length 2πR. We choose χ to be one of
those circles. We consider two different choices of elliptic
data in the interior of Σ: first, the intrinsic metric hab on
Σ; and second, the conformal class [hab] and the trace K
of the extrinsic curvature of Σ.

This setting is chosen for simplicity. We stress that the
asymptotically AdS structure of BTZ plays no role in our
construction. We could equally have studied examples
with nonnegative values of the cosmological constant. We
shall use units in which the cosmological constant is −1.

Dirichlet data Topologically, Σ is a cylinder. We re-
tain the intrinsic metric data J of Σ. It consists of two
patches (the left and right exterior), each given by

ds2 =
dr2

r2 − r21
+ r2dϕ2 , ϕ ∼ ϕ+ 2π , r1 ≤ r ≤ R (4)

and glued together at the horizon r = r1. Thus, Jn is the
torus consisting of 2n copies of J glued cyclically across
the boundary circles χ and χ̄.

The GPI with boundary condition Jn has two (rota-
tionally symmetric and replica-symmetric) saddle points.
The first is a Euclidean BTZ solution,

ds2 = (r2−r2n)dτ
2+

dr2

r2 − r2n
+r2dϕ2 , τ ∼ τ+

2π

rn
. (5)

The embedding τn(r) of the metric in Eq. 4 obeys

dτn
dr

=

√
r21 − r2n

(r2 − r2n)
√

r2 − r21
. (6)

Replica closure around the Euclidean time circle gives

rn =
r1 sin

(
π
2n

)√
1− r21

R2 cos2
(

π
2n

) , (7)

for n > 1, and rn = r1 for n = 1 by continuity.
The Einstein–Hilbert term and the Gibbons–Hawking–

York term cancel in this solution. Thus only the Hayward
terms contribute, at the two circles of radius R, where

adjacent copies of J meet with exterior angle 2θn. Set-
ting r = R in Eq. 6, one finds

cos θn =

√
r21 − r2n√
R2 − r2n

=
r1
R

cos
( π

2n

)
. (8)

The 2n joints yield a total action

IBTZ
n>1 = −nR

G
θn , IBTZ

1 = −πR

2G
. (9)

The second saddle is vacuum AdS with Euclidean time
period ∆τ ,

ds2 = (1 + r2)dτ2 +
dr2

1 + r2
+ r2dϕ2 ,

ϕ ∼ ϕ+ 2π , τ ∼ τ +∆τ .

(10)

The embedding τ0(r) of the metric in Eq. 4 satisfies

dτ0
dr

=

√
1 + r21

(1 + r2)
√
r2 − r21

, (11)

so one copy of J spans Euclidean time

∆τ0(R, r1) = 2 arctanh

[√
R2 − r21

R
√
1 + r21

]
. (12)

Replica closure requires that ∆τ = 2n∆τ0(R, r1).
All terms in Eq. 2 contribute, yielding the total action

IAdS
n = nIAdS

1 ; IAdS
1 = −∆τ0(R, r1)

2G
− R

G
θ0 , (13)

where cos θ0 =
√
(1 + r21)/(1 +R2) is the half exterior

angle at each joint r = R. The BTZ saddle dominates if
and only if

R(θn − θ0) >
∆τ0(R, r1)

2
. (14)

The angle θn decreases with n; in fact, for any R, r1, the
AdS saddle will dominate for sufficiently large n.

For n > 1, the Rényi entropy is Sn = (I⋆n − nI⋆1 )/(n−
1), where I⋆n ≡ min{IBTZ

n , IAdS
n }. Depending on (r1, R),

there are three regimes.
For r1 < 0.6627..., the thermal AdS saddle dominates

already at n = 1 if R is sufficiently large. Then thermal
AdS dominates for all larger n as well, and

Sn = 0 for all n ≥ 1 . (15)

In this regime, the state |J ⟩ does not correspond to the
Lorentzian geometry from which the elliptic data mani-
fold J was obtained [18]. This motivates our choice of
different elliptic data (mixed-conformal) below. A de-
tailed study of the correspondence between states and fi-
nite Lorentzian domains will be presented elsewhere [19].
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If BTZ dominates at n = 1 but thermal AdS dominates
at a given n > 1, then

Sn =
n

G(n− 1)

[
R
(π
2
− θ0

)
− ∆τ0(R, r1)

2

]
. (16)

If BTZ dominates at a given n > 1 (and hence at
n = 1), then

Sn =
nR

G(n− 1)

(π
2
− θn

)
; (17)

and taking n → 1 gives the von Neumann entropy

S1 =
πr1
2G

=
2πr1
4G

. (18)

We stress again that two phases are present at n =
1. The von Neumann entropy changes discontinuously
between πr1/(2G) and 0.

Mixed-conformal data We consider the same time-
reflection-symmetric slice Σ. Instead of keeping its in-
trinsic metric hab, Eq. 4, we now retain the trace K of
the extrinsic curvature and the conformal class [hab] in
the interior of Σ. The conformal class of an annulus has
only one modulus, m. Thus the elliptic data J are

m =
1

πr1
arccos

r1
R

; K = 0 . (19)

On the boundary σ = ∂J , we retain the full 1-metric
(two circles χ, χ̄ of length 2πR); hence the qualifier
“mixed.” The GPI boundary condition Jn is the torus
obtained by cyclically gluing 2n copies of J across χ, χ̄.

Again there are two saddles for each n, with metrics
in Eq. 5 and Eq. 10. For the BTZ saddle, the embedding
τ̃n(r) of a K = 0 face satisfies

dτ̃n
dr

=
En

(r2 − r2n)
√
r4 − r2nr

2 − E2
n

, (20)

where En > 0 for integer n > 1. The turning circle obeys
r2min,n =

(
r2n +

√
r4n + 4E2

n

)
/2. The modulus condition

and replica closure imply

m =
1

π

∫ R

rmin,n

dr√
r4 − r2nr

2 − E2
n

, (21)

π

nrn
= 2

∫ R

rmin,n

En dr

(r2 − r2n)
√

r4 − r2nr
2 − E2

n

. (22)

Together these determine (rn, En), though we will not
provide closed-form expressions. At n = 1, the solution
is understood as the folded limit rn → r1, En → 0+;
the second equation has a singular contribution from the
neighborhood of the turning circle in this limit.

The GHY term vanishes since K = 0. The action is

IBTZ
n =

n

G
[πmEn −Rϑn] , IBTZ

1 = −πR

2G
, (23)

where the exterior angle 2ϑn at each joint obeys

cosϑn =
En

R
√
R2 − r2n

, 0 ≤ ϑn ≤ π

2
. (24)

The embedding τ̃0(r) of a K = 0 face in the thermal
AdS metric in Eq. 10 satisfies

dτ̃0
dr

=
E0

(1 + r2)
√
r4 + r2 − E2

0

, (25)

with turning radius r2min,0 =
(
−1 +

√
1 + 4E2

0

)
/2. The

modulus condition fixes E0:

m =
1

π

∫ R

rmin,0

dr√
r4 + r2 − E2

0

. (26)

One copy spans Euclidean time

∆τ̃0 = 2

∫ R

rmin,0

E0 dr

(1 + r2)
√

r4 + r2 − E2
0

, (27)

so replica closure sets the thermal period in Eq. 10 to
∆τ = 2n∆τ̃0. The bulk action is n[E0(2πm)−∆τ̃0]/(2G).
Adding the Hayward terms, we obtain

IAdS
n = nIAdS

1 ; IAdS
1 =

1

G

[
πmE0 −

∆τ̃0
2

−Rϑ0

]
,

(28)
where the exterior angle 2ϑ0 at each joint satisfies

cosϑ0 =
E0

R
√
1 +R2

, 0 ≤ ϑ0 ≤ π

2
. (29)

The BTZ saddle dominates if and only if

πm(En − E0) +
∆τ̃0
2

< R(ϑn − ϑ0) . (30)

For any physical value of the parameters, 0 < r1 < R,
this condition is satisfied near n = 1 and fails as n → ∞,
with the difference behaving monotonically in between.
If thermal AdS dominates at a given n > 1, then

Sn =
n

G(n− 1)

[
πmE0 −

∆τ̃0
2

+R
(π
2
− ϑ0

)]
; (31)

if BTZ dominates, then

Sn =
n

G(n− 1)

[
πmEn +R

(π
2
− ϑn

)]
. (32)

In the n → 1 limit, Eq. 32 applies regardless of (r1, R),
and we obtain the R-independent von Neumann entropy

S1 =
πr1
2G

=
2πr1
4G

. (33)
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Discussion We computed the Rényi entropies of a
boundary subregion χ ⊂ σ for two families of elliptic data
manifolds J parameterized by (r1, R). Both families
were obtained from the time-reflection-symmetric partial
Cauchy slice Σ of a BTZ black hole of radius r1 cropped
at radius R. For the “Dirichlet” family, we retained the
intrinsic metric of Σ; for the “mixed-conformal” family,
we kept only the conformal class of the metric but added
the trace of the extrinsic curvature of Σ to the data.

For fixed (r1, R), in both families, we found that the
Rényi entropies Sn are nonnegative and nonincreasing
in the range 1 < n < ∞. (This can be verified ana-
lytically even for mixed-conformal boundary conditions,
where the Sn are not available in closed form.) Thus
our proposal passes an important nontrivial consistency
check; see Fig. 1.

For mixed-conformal data, the original BTZ geometry
dominates the path integral near n = 1 for all (r1, R).
The von Neumann entropy S1(χ), Eq. 33, agrees with
the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy of the minimal surface
homologous to χ on Σ. This matches the conjecture [5]
that the state ρχ on χ should be dual to an entanglement
wedge constructed by a minimal-area prescription. We
regard this as a highly nontrivial result.

For Dirichlet data, there exists a regime in the (r1, R)
plane where the dominant saddle near n = 1 is not the
original BTZ solution from which J was extracted. This
was expected but highlights an important conceptual
question. If the same J can be extracted from a different
Lorentzian spacetime – or, as in our examples of thermal
AdS dominance at n = 1, from a different Euclidean so-
lution – then how should we construct a quantum state
that uniquely captures a particular Lorentzian domain?

We confront this issue in a companion paper [19] that
considers also time-dependent examples. When mixed-
conformal data are extracted from a small complex de-
formation of the initial data on Σ, the original geome-
try dominates in all examples. These results align with
broad evidence favoring conformal data over Dirichlet
data in GPI applications [20]. Moreover, we find that the
von Neumann entropy agrees with the maximin prescrip-
tion [6, 21], not with the minimal area on Σ. Thus, our
proposal, while reminiscent of tensor network models of
holography in connecting geometries to states, does not
suffer from their limitations in time-dependent settings.

Looking farther ahead, our proposal might furnish a
derivation of the generalized quantum extremal surface
prescription [5, 6, 22, 23] from the GPI, analogous to the
proof [10] of its asymptotically-AdS version [24–26][27].
The construction of [10] requires a geometric represen-
tation of the CFT density operator as an asymptotic
boundary condition. The finite elliptic data manifold
J †∪χ̄J provides a natural analogue for a proof of [5, 6].
The extension of Ref. [10] to generalized entanglement
wedges is not straightforward, however, because cases
arise that have no parallel in the asymptotic setting.
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