arXiv:2403.10654v1 [hep-th] 15 Mar 2024

Prepared for submission to JHEP

An Exterior EFT for Hawking Radiation

Loganayagam R, Godwin Martin

International Centre for Theoretical Sciences (ICTS-TIFR) Tata Institute of Fundamental Research, Shivakote, Hesaraghatta, Bengaluru 560089, India.

E-mail: nayagam@icts.res.in,godwin.martin@icts.res.in

Abstract: We present a general conjecture for evaluating the multiple-discontinuity integrals that appear in real-time holography using gravitational Schwinger-Keldysh (grSK) geometry. Our conjecture is valid for arbitrary non-derivative interactions with any number of bulk treelevel exchanges. It is also consistent with a unitary exterior EFT at finite temperature with correct causal structure. We present a set of Feynman rules underlying this exterior EFT and illustrate it with the computation of four and five-point functions.

Contents

1 Introduction 1

2 grSK and derivation of exterior EFT 2 2.1 Green functions and the perturbative solution 3 2.2 Multiple-discontinuity in grSK: a conjecture 7

3 Exterior diagrammatics for the influence phase 12 3.1 Three/four-point contact influence phase 14 3.2 Four-point exchange influence phase 15 3.3 Five-point influence phase 17

4 Discussion 20

A Bulk-to-bulk propagators and influence phase 21 A.1 General form of G (ζ|ζ_0 , p) 21 A.2 Advanced and retarded bulk-to-bulk propagators 26 A.3 Corrections to the CFT expectation values 30

References 32

1 Introduction

In the last few years, a contour prescription for computing real-time correlators in AdS black holes has been proposed [1–6]. This contour prescription, dubbed gravitational Schwinger- Keldysh contour(grSK), automatically gets right various aspects of the boundary real-time correlation functions: unitarity, thermality, locality, and causality.

The bulk picture presented by the grSK contour is however not entirely clear. The grSK geometry has two copies of the black brane exterior stitched together in a specific way in the near horizon region. It is a priori unclear how the answers given by the formal grSK contour computation with the doubled geometry match against the physics seen by a bulk observer. We would expect a bulk description in terms of quantum field theory in curved spacetime: in fact, we expect a real-time thermal QFT with the associated bulk diagrammatics. There is a welldefined expectation for processes occurring in a local, unitary bulk theory placed in a thermal background and one would expect grSK answers to match such an expectation. The primary message of this work is that, at least for non-derivative interactions, this expectation is indeed met.

For derivative interactions, there is a known complication [7, 8] where the grSK prescription gives rise to a specific horizon localised contribution. For example, the Nambu-Goto action is known to lead to such a horizon contribution[5]. Given that gravity has derivative interactions,

– 1 – understanding the physics behind such contributions is no doubt important. But, in this work, we will ignore this subtlety and clarify the physics of remaining contributions.

Our goal is to show that, for non-derivative interactions, there is a clear bulk exterior EFT from which real-time correlators can be computed. This is a non-trivial result as it arises from doing multi-contour integrals within Witten diagrams on the grSK geometry and picking up the appropriate multiple-discontinuity (single-discontinuity for contact diagrams, doublediscontinuity for single exchange diagrams, triple-discontinuity for double exchanges and so on).

We will give a conjecture for the multiple-discontinuity of an arbitrary tree-level Witten diagram which we will explicitly check till quadruple-discontinuity (the single-discontinuity was already checked in [6] and the double discontinuity was analysed in [8]). Assuming this conjecture is true, the laborious procedure of computing multiple-discontinuity integrals over grSK Witten diagrams, for non-derivative interactions, can be replaced by a simpler single copy realtime diagrammatics. For derivative interactions, the full grSK computation seems unavoidable though.

This note is organised as follows: we begin section §2 by explaining the setup. In section §2.1, we derive the Green functions and the exterior effective field theory. We then present the conjecture for multiple-discontinuity integrals in section §2.2. In section §3, we present the exterior diagrammatics and compute the influence phase up to five-point functions. We conclude with a summary and future directions in section §4. Much of the technical details regarding the construction of bulk-to-bulk propagators and their properties are related to the appendix.

2 grSK and derivation of exterior EFT

We will begin by reviewing the setup of a self-interacting scalar field probing an AdS blackbrane. The setup here is similar to the ones described in [6, 8]. Our description here will hence be brief and we will refer the reader to these references for further details.

Consider a scalar field ϕ probing an AdS_{d+1} Schwarzschild black brane solution. We will adopt the ingoing Eddington-Finkelstein coordinates to write this black brane solution as

ds^2 = g_{AB} dx^A dx^B = −r^2f(r) dv^2 + 2 dv dr + r^2 dx^2 , (2.1)

where f(r) = 1 −^{rdh}_{rd} is the emblackening factor with r_h denoting the radius of the horizon. Here dx^2 denotes the line element of a (d − 1)-dimensional plane. The inverse Hawking temperature β of this black brane is given by β = 4π dr_h . (2.2)

Sometimes, we will find it convenient to replace r by a mock tortoise coordinate ζ defined by dr dζ ≡ iβ 2 r^2f(r) . (2.3)

The above metric in (v, ζ, x) coordinates is given by

ds^2 = −r^2f(r) dv^2 + iβr^2f(r) dv dζ + r^2 dx^2 . (2.4)

– 2 –

The coordinate ζ is useful in describing the gravitational Schwinger-Keldysh geometry (grSK) we defined earlier [4–6](See Fig.(1)). Our interest is in studying a scalar field probing this grSK geometry.

Im rRe r •rh

Figure 1: The gravitational Schwinger-Keldysh contour on the complex r plane. The red wavy line stands for the branch cut.

For concreteness, we will take the action of the probe scalar ϕ to be of the form S = − ∫ d^{d+1}x √ −g [ 1 2 ∂_Aϕ∂^Aϕ + λ_{3B} 3! ϕ^3 ] . (2.5)

This is a cubic scalar theory on the grSK geometry of the type studied in [6, 8]. Although our discussion will be centred around scalar ϕ^3 theory for concreteness, all of the results derived here will hold for a general scalar field theory as discussed in these references.

Before we delve into solving for the field ϕ in this spacetime, we note that the above system has the following CFT interpretation: The black brane in the bulk represents the thermal state in the CFT with inverse temperature β. By the GKPW prescription, the boundary value of ϕ, which we will denote by J is the source for the dual CFT operator O. The bulk on-shell action evaluated over the grSK geometry is then the generating function for Schwinger-Keldysh correlators of O. Alternatively, if J is considered as an external scalar coupled to the thermal CFT bath, the same bulk on-shell action could then be interpreted as its influence phase of the external scalar.

2.1 Green functions and the perturbative solution

We will now review the perturbative solution of this system as described in [6]. We will begin with the equation of motion of the probe scalar which takes the form □ϕ = λ_{3B} 2! ϕ^2 , (2.6)

where □ is the wave operator defined as □ ≡ 1 √ −g ∂_B (√ −gg^{AB} ∂_A ) . (2.7)

We will find it convenient to pass to the Fourier domain labelled by (p^0, p) dual to the variables (v, x). Therefore, we write ϕ(v, ζ, x) ≡ ∫ p ϕ(ζ, p)e^{−ip0v+ip·x} , (2.8)

– 3 – where we have used the notation ∫ p ≡ ∫ d^dp (2π)^d

. (2.9)

In the Fourier domain, we get a radial ODE for ϕ(ζ, p) of the form ( d dζ + βp^0 2 ) [ r^{d−1} ( d dζ + βp^0 2 ) ϕ ] + ( iβ 2 )_2 r^{d−1} ( (p^0)^2 − p^2f(r) ) ϕ = λ_{3B} 2! iβ 2 r^{d−1} dr dζ ∫ k_1 ∫ k_2

(2π)^dδ^{(d)}(k_1 + k_2 − p) ϕ(ζ, k_1)ϕ(ζ, k_2) .

(2.10)

Here, by the standard rules of Fourier analysis, the product ϕ^2 has been converted to a convolution integral in the Fourier domain. This equation can be cast in the notation of [9] using

D_+ ≡ r^2f d dr − ip^0 = r^2f dζ dr d dζ − ip^0 = 2 iβ ( d dζ + βp^0 2 ) . (2.11)

We can now solve Eq.(2.10) by perturbatively expanding the solution in increasing orders of λ_{3B} as ϕ(ζ, p) = ϕ_{(0)} + λ_{3B}ϕ_{(1)} + λ^2_{3B}ϕ_{(2)} + . . . . (2.12)

The equation obeyed by ϕ_{(0)}(ζ, p) is ( d dζ + βp^0 2 ) [ r^{d−1} ( d dζ + βp^0 2 ) ϕ_{(0)} ] + ( iβ 2 )_2 r^{d−1} ( (p^0)^2 − p^2f(r) ) ϕ_{(0)} = 0 . (2.13)

We will denote the ingoing boundary-bulk propagator for this system by G^{in}(ζ, p). This Green function is analytic in ζ (ingoing boundary condition) and satisfies

lim_{ζ→0} G^{in} = lim_{ζ→1} G^{in} = 1 . (2.14)

Here, ζ = 0 and ζ = 1 denote the left and the right boundaries of the grSK geometry respectively. The corresponding outgoing solution can be obtained via grSK time-reversal to be e^{−βp0ζ} [ G^{in}(ζ, p) ]_∗ . Given the right-boundary source J_R(p) and the left-boundary source J_L(p), the leading order solution on the grSK contour takes the Son-Teaney form [4–6, 10]:

ϕ_{(0)}(ζ, p) = g_R(ζ, p)J_R(p) − g_L(ζ, p)J_L(p) , (2.15)

where we have denoted the boundary-to-bulk propagators from the right and the left boundaries as g_R and g_L respectively. Their explicit forms are given by

g_R(ζ, p) ≡ (1 + n_p) [ G^{in}(ζ, p) − G^{out}(ζ, p) ] (2.16) and g_L(ζ, p) ≡ n_p [ G^{in}(ζ, p) − e^{βp0} G^{out}(ζ, p) ] , (2.17)

where G^{out}(ζ, p) is the outgoing propagator defined using the time-reversal involution of the grSK geometry[5, 6] as G^{out}(ζ, p) ≡ e^{−βp0ζ} [ G^{in}(ζ, p) ]_∗ . (2.18)

– 4 –

Here, n_p denotes the Bose-Einstein factor given by n_p ≡ 1 e^{βp0} − 1 , (2.19)

where β is the inverse Hawking temperature of the black brane. By construction, the Green functions g_R and g_L solve Eq.(2.13) and satisfy the boundary conditions

lim_{ζ→0} g_R = 0 , lim_{ζ→0} g_L = −1 , (2.20)

as well as lim_{ζ→1} g_R = 1 , lim_{ζ→1} g_L = 0 . (2.21)

A more convenient form of this solution is written by separating out the ongoing and the outgoing parts,viz.,

ϕ_{(0)}(ζ, p) = −G^{in}(ζ, p)J_{F̄} (k) − e^{βp0} G^{out}(ζ, p)J_{P̄} (k) , (2.22)

where J_{F̄} (k) ≡ − [ (1 + n_k)J_R(k) − n_ωJ_L(k) ] , J_{P̄} (k) ≡ −n_k [ J_R(k) − J_L(k) ] . (2.23)

The P and F here stand for past/future sources. Such a past-future (PF) basis is quite useful^1.

We will now turn to the problem of determining the correction ϕ_{(1)}(ζ, p) to the above leading-order solution. The equation obeyed by ϕ_{(1)}(ζ, p) is ( d dζ + βp^0 2 ) [ r^{d−1} ( d dζ + βp^0 2 ) ϕ_{(1)} ] + ( iβ 2 )_2 r^{d−1} ( (p^0)^2 − p^2f(r) ) ϕ_{(1)} = iβ 2 r^{d−1} dr dζ J^B_{(1)}(ζ, p)

(2.24)

where the bulk source J^B_{(1)}(ζ, p) is given by

J^B_{(1)}(ζ, p) ≡ 1 2! ∫ k_1 ∫ k_2

(2π)^dδ^d(k_1 + k_2 − p) ϕ_{(0)}(ζ, k_1)ϕ_{(0)}(ζ, k_2) . (2.25)

We can solve the above equation by constructing a bulk-to-bulk propagator denoted by G (ζ|ζ_0 , p). Given such a bulk-to-bulk propagator, we can write down the field produced by a bulk source J^B_{(1)} as

ϕ_{(1)}(ζ, p) = ∮ ζ_0

G (ζ|ζ_0 , p) J^B_{(1)}(ζ_0, p) . (2.26)

Here ∫ ζ is defined as ∮ ζ ≡ ∫ SK r^{d−1} dr dζ dζ , (2.27)

1We alert the reader that we have defined the past-future sources following [6, 11]. The normalisations we use here differ slightly similar definitions in earlier work, say in [12] and [13].

– 5 – where ∫ SK denotes the integration over the grSK contour extending from ζ = 0 (left-boundary at r = 0 + iε) to ζ = 1 (right-boundary at r = 0 − iε). This contour encircles the branch cut extending from the horizon radius r = r_h to r = ∞. As indicated in the above equation, we denote the position of the bulk source in the grSK contour by ζ_0 and the position where the field is observed by ζ.

The bulk-to-bulk propagator then solves the equation {( d dζ + βp^0 2 ) r^{d−1} ( d dζ + βp^0 2 ) + ( iβ 2 )_2 r^{d−1} ( (p^0)^2 − p^2f(r) ) } G (ζ|ζ_0 , p) = iβ 2 δ(ζ − ζ_0) . (2.28)

Here δ(ζ −ζ_0) denotes the radial delta-function on the grSK contour. The above equation should be solved with the following boundary conditions: the bulk-to-bulk propagator G (ζ|ζ_0 , p) should be normalisable when ζ approaches either the right or the left boundary, viz.,

lim_{ζ→0} G (ζ|ζ_0 , p) = lim_{ζ→1} G (ζ|ζ_0 , p) = 0 . (2.29)

This condition implies that ϕ_{(1)}(ζ, p) vanishes at both the boundaries. This in turn ensures that the boundary value of ϕ(ζ, p) continues to be J_R(p) on the right-boundary and J_L(p) on the left-boundary respectively.

With the bulk-to-bulk propagator as defined above, we can write down the perturbative solution at any order in the form

ϕ_{(n)}(ζ, p) = ∮ ζ_0

G (ζ|ζ_0 , p)J^B_{(n)}(ζ_0, p) , (2.30)

where J^B_{(n)}(ζ_0, p) is the bulk source at the nth order in the coupling λ_{3B}. These source terms can be expressed purely in terms of the free solution and the bulk-to-bulk propagator. We have already given such an expression for n = 1 above. For n = 2, the expression takes the following form

J^B_{(2)}(ζ_0, p) = 1 2! ∫ k_1 ∫ k_2

(2π)^dδ^d(k_1 + k_2 − p) [ ϕ_{(0)}(ζ, k_1)ϕ_{(1)}(ζ, k_2) + ϕ_{(1)}(ζ, k_1)ϕ_{(0)}(ζ, k_2) ]

= 1 2! ∫ k_1 ∫ k_2

(2π)^dδ^d(k_1 + k_2 − p) × ∮ ζ_0 [ ϕ_{(0)}(ζ, k_1)G (ζ|ζ_0 , k_2) 1 2! ∫ k_3 ∫ k_4

(2π)^dδ^d(k_3 + k_4 − k_2)ϕ_{(0)}(ζ_0, k_3)ϕ_{(0)}(ζ_0, k_4)

+ G (ζ|ζ_0 , k_1) 1 2! ∫ k_3 ∫ k_4

(2π)^dδ^d(k_3 + k_4 − k_1)ϕ_{(0)}(ζ_0, k_3)ϕ_{(0)}(ζ_0, k_4) ϕ_{(0)}(ζ, k_2) ] . (2.31)

We will now describe how to evaluate the on-shell action over this perturbative solution.

Consider the full action for scalar ϕ^3 theory in the gravitational Schwinger-Keldysh geometry, given by S_{tot} = S_{bare} + S_{c.t.} , (2.32)

– 6 – where S_{bare} is the bare action defined in Eq.(2.5) and S_{c.t.} constitute the counter terms. The counter-terms regulate the divergences that appear in the correlation functions of the holographically dual CFT operator O dual to the bulk field ϕ. For more details, see [6]. The bare action can be perturbatively expanded in the bulk coupling strength λ_{3B}.

The bare action is given by

S_{bare} = − ∫ d^{d+1}x √ −g [ 1 2 ∂_Aϕ∂^Aϕ + λ_{3B} 3! ϕ^3 ] . (2.33)

This can be expanded perturbatively as

S_{bare} ≡ S = S_{(2)} + S_{(3)} + S_{(4)} + S_{(5)} + . . . , (2.34)

where

S_{(2)} ≡ − 1 2 ∫ ( ϕ_{(0)}∂_Aϕ_{(0)} ) dΣ^A (2.35)

is the leading quadratic contribution, which is a pure boundary term. The correction at any higher order can be obtained by using the expression

S = S_{(2)} − λ_{3B} ∫ d^{d+1}x √ −g [ − 1 4 (ϕ − ϕ_{(0)})ϕ^2 + ϕ^3 3! ] , (2.36)

where we have used the equation of motion and the boundary conditions to simplify the answer. This yields the subleading corrections as

S_{(3)} = −λ_{3B} ∫ d^{d+1}x √ −g ϕ^3_{(0)} 3! , (2.37)

S_{(4)} = − λ^2_{3B} 2 ∫ d^{d+1}x √ −g ϕ^2_{(0)} 2! ϕ_{(1)} , (2.38)

S_{(5)} = − λ^3_B 2 ∫ d^{d+1}x √ −g ϕ^2_{(0)} 2! ϕ_{(2)} . (2.39)

Here the contribution S_{(n)} corresponds to the n-point influence functional of the probe coupling to the dual CFT. One can check that the algebraic evaluation of this on-shell action over the grSK geometry is equivalent to Witten diagrammatics over that geometry. As described in the introduction, our goal is to now show how such diagrams reduce to integrals over the physical exterior geometry.

2.2 Multiple-discontinuity in grSK: a conjecture

Once the perturbative solution described above is substituted into the on-shell action, the integration over the grSK geometry involves a contour integral over the complexified radius, with the radial encircling a branch cut of the integrand. Such a contour integral then reduces to a real integral over the discontinuity at that branch cut. This procedure was described in detail by the authors of [8], where they used it to evaluate the exchange diagrams with a single bulkto-bulk Green function (for vertices corresponding to non-derivative interactions). While their

– 7 – procedure of taking discontinuity can be recursed for any tree-level diagram, we will proceed here instead by making an educated guess for the final answer. We will present in this section a conjecture for the multiple-discontinuity that matches with the answer computed via the procedure of [8]. The conjecture to be described below applies to an arbitrary tree-level diagram on grSK geometry.

Consider an integral over the Schwinger-Keldysh contour in the r_1, r_2, . . . , r_{nv} complex planes. Here n_v stands for the number of bulk vertices that are integrated over. Let us focus only on those diagrams that join these n_v vertices with n_e edges or internal bulk-to-bulk propagators. In other words, we are interested in the integral ∮ ζ_1 . . . ∮ ζ_{nv} n_v∏

i=1 e^{βκi(1−ζi)} n_e∏

ℓ=1 G (ζ_{ℓf} |ζ_{ℓi} , p_ℓ)F (ζ_1, . . . , ζ_{nv} ) (2.40)

where F (ζ_1, . . . , ζ_{nv} ) is a function analytic in the strip enclosing the branch cut (see Fig.(2)) in the r_1, r_2, . . . , r_{nv} complex planes.

Im rRe r • •rc r_h R

Figure 2: The shaded region R is the region of analyticity of F (ζ_1, . . . , ζ_{nv} ) in the complex r_1 plane. The red wavy line is the branch cut extending from the horizon radius r_h to the boundary at r_c.

The above integral over the full grSK contour can be reduced to an integral over just one branch of the contour by evaluating the monodromy around the branch cut. Note that the monodromy arises not only due to the exponential factors explicit above but also due to the theta functions hidden in the bulk-to-bulk propagators. Thus one expects the monodromy factors to be dependent on the temperature β as well as the momenta κ_i and p_ℓ. These factors can be explicitly calculated, but this is a rather tedious calculation. Given this, we present below a conjecture for the values of these factors.

To present the conjecture, we will require some terminology. Recall that we perform an integral over n_v vertices ζ_i. There are n_e directed edges connecting these vertices. This is a restatement of the fact that there are n_e bulk-to-bulk propagators in the integral. The edges are directed since the bulk-to-propagator has a momentum p_ℓ flowing from ζ_{ℓi} to ζ_{ℓf} . Thus the integral we wish to evaluate can be represented by a directed graph (see Fig.(3)).

According to our conjecture, the full grSK contour integral over the n_v vertices reduces to the left-branch integrals over the same vertices. The left-branch integrals have in their integrands certain products of the retarded and the advanced combinations of the bulk-to-bulk propagators. We will refer the reader to the appendix §A.2 for a detailed construction of the left retarded/advanced bulk-to-bulk Green functions: these are bulk-to-bulk Green functions which

– 8 – p_1p_2•ζ^1•ζ_2•ζ^3= p_1p_2•ζ^1•ζ_2•ζ^3+ p_1p_2•ζ^1•ζ_2•ζ^3+ p_1p_2•ζ^1•ζ_2•ζ^3+ p_1p_2•ζ^1•ζ_2•ζ^3

Figure 3: An illustration of the multiple-discontinuity formula for the case with two bulk-to-bulk propagators. The leftmost graph above is associated with the combination of bulk-to-bulk propagators in the full contour integral. The directions of the edges as well as the momentum p_1 and p_2 associated with them are provided by the initial combination of the bulk-to-bulk propagators. By the conjecture in the text, this graph is replaced by its coloured descendants, the following graphs above.

are normalisable at the left boundary (but not at the right boundary) obeying ingoing/outgoing boundary conditions at the horizon. The explicit forms of these propagators appear in Eq.(A.40) and Eq.(A.46) respectively. These propagators were earlier derived in [14].

It is easier to think of the conjecture in terms of the directed graphs we introduced earlier. The original directed graph associated with the full grSK integral splits up into coloured directed graphs as shown in Fig. (3). The blue edges here denote the retarded combination (−n_{pℓ} )G_{ret} (ζ_{ℓf} |ζ_{ℓi} , p_ℓ) while the red edges denote (1 + n_{pm} )G_{adv} (ζ_{mf} |ζ_{mi} , p_m), the advanced combination. With these graphs, the conjecture for the multiple-discontinuity can be stated as ∮ ζ_1 . . . ∮ ζ_{nv} n_v∏

i=1 e^{βκi(1−ζi)} n_e∏

ℓ=1 G (ζ_{ℓf} |ζ_{ℓi} , p_ℓ)F (ζ_1, . . . , ζ_{nv} )

= ∑ graphs ∫ ζ_1 . . . ∫ ζ_{nv} n_v∏

i=1 e^{βκi(1−ζi)} 1 − exp −βκ_i + β ∑ j∈out. blue p_j − ∑ j∈in. red p_j

× n_{e, blue}∏

ℓ=1 (−n_{pℓ} )G_{ret} (ζ_{ℓf} |ζ_{ℓi} , p_ℓ)

n_{e, red}∏

m=1 (1 + n_{pm} )G_{adv} (ζ_{mf} |ζ_{mi} , p_m)F (ζ_1, . . . , ζ_{nv} ) .

(2.41)

The sum outside the integrals on the RHS above is over all possible coloured graphs that can be formed from the original uncoloured directed graph. The first sum in the exponential runs over edges connected to the i^{th} node that are blue and outgoing (with respect to the i^{th} node). The second sum in the exponential runs over the red edges connected to the i^{th} node that are ingoing (with respect to the i^{th} node). Finally, the products in the last line above are over the blue and the red edges respectively. Here n_{e, blue} and n_{e, red} denote the number of blue and red edges respectively. This conjecture for the multiple discontinuity is one of the central results of this work.

In the rest of this subsection, we will illustrate our conjecture with specific examples. We begin with a general formula for the computation of double integrals of the form ∮ ζ_1 ∮ ζ_2

e^{βκ1(1−ζ1 )}e^{βκ2(1−ζ2)}F (ζ_1, ζ_2) G (ζ_2 |ζ_1, p) (2.42)

– 9 – over the SK contour. Such integrals show up in tree diagrams with a single exchange. The general formula is ∮ ζ_1 ∮ ζ_2

e^{βκ1(1−ζ1 )}e^{βκ2(1−ζ2)}F (ζ_1, ζ_2) G (ζ_2 |ζ_1, p) = ∫ ζ_1 ∫ ζ_2

e^{βκ1(1−ζ1)}e^{βκ2(1−ζ2)}F (ζ_1, ζ_2) × { − n_p (1 + n_{κ1−p})(1 + n_{κ2} )

G_{ret} (ζ_2|ζ_1, p) +

(1 + n_p) (1 + n_{κ1} )(1 + n_{κ2+p})

G_{adv} (ζ_2|ζ_1, p) } , (2.43)

where we have written the monodromy factors (1 − e^{−βκ}) in terms of the Bose-Einstein factor n_κ using^2 (1 − e^{−βκ}) = − 1 n_{−κ} = 1 1 + n_κ

. (2.44)

In particular, we note that for κ_1 = 0 = κ_2, we get ∮ ζ_1 ∮ ζ_2

F (ζ_1, ζ_2) G (ζ_2 |ζ_1, p) = 0 , (2.45)

for any function F (ζ_1, ζ_2) analytic in the strip enclosing the branch cut in both the r_1 and r_2 complex planes.

We will now prove this result for the double integral explicitly. Since none of the functions in the integrand has a simple pole at the horizon radius r_h, we can ignore the horizon cap in the SK contour and evaluate the branch-cut discontinuity as ∮ ζ_1 ∮ ζ_2

e^{βκ1(1−ζ1 )}e^{βκ2(1−ζ2)}F (ζ_1, ζ_2)G (ζ_2 |ζ_1, p) = ∫ ζ_1 ∫ ζ_2

e^{βκ1(1−ζ1 )}e^{βκ2(1−ζ2)}F (ζ_1, ζ_2)G_{dd} (ζ_2|ζ_1, p) ,

(2.46)

where we have defined G_{dd} (ζ_2|ζ_1, p) as

G_{dd} (ζ_2|ζ_1, p) ≡ G (ζ_2 |ζ_1, p) − e^{−βκ1} G (ζ_2 |ζ_1 + 1, p) − e^{−βκ2} G (ζ_2 + 1, ζ_1, p) + e^{−β(κ1+κ2)}G (ζ_2 + 1, ζ_1 + 1, p) .

(2.47)

The exponential factors in the above expression are simply the monodromy factors due to the branch cut extending from the horizon radius r_h to the cut-off radius r_c on the complex r plane. We can now use the expression for the bulk-to-bulk propagator given in Eq.(A.33) to evaluate the integrand above explicitly. We will use the theta function identities

Θ^{SK} (ζ + 1 > ζ^′ + 1) = Θ^{SK} (ζ^′ > ζ) . (2.48) and Θ^{SK} (ζ + 1 > ζ^′) = 1 , Θ^{SK} (ζ > ζ^′ + 1) = 0 , when ζ, ζ^′ < ζ_h . (2.49)

2Note that the Bose-Einstein factor n_k satisfies 1 + n_k + n_{−k} = 0.

– 10 –

Here, ζ, ζ^′ < ζ_h means that both ζ and ζ^′ are on the left contour. Substituting the definition of G (ζ_2 |ζ_1, p) from Eq.(A.33) in Eq.(2.47), we get

G_{dd} (ζ_2|ζ_1, p) = 1 { K^{in}(p) − [K^{in}(p)]^∗ } × { c_1 e^{βp0ζ1} G^{in}(ζ_2, p)G^{in}(ζ_1, p) + c_2 e^{−βp0ζ2} [ G^{in}(ζ_2, p)G^{in}(ζ_1, p) ]_∗

+ c_3 G^{in}(ζ_2, p) [ G^{in}(ζ_1, p) ]_∗ + c_4 e^{βp0(ζ1−ζ2)} [ G^{in}(ζ_2, p) ]_∗ G^{in}(ζ_1, p) } , (2.50)

where we have defined

c_1 ≡ n_p − (1 + n_p)e^{−βκ1} − n_pe^{−βκ2} + (1 + n_p)e^{−β(κ1+κ2)} , c_2 ≡ (1 + n_p) − (1 + n_p)e^{−βκ1} − n_pe^{−βκ2} + n_pe^{−β(κ1+κ2)} ,

c_3 ≡ { − [ Θ^{SK} (ζ_2 < ζ_1) + n_p ] + e^{−βκ1} + e^{−βκ2} n_p − e^{−β(κ1+κ2)} [ Θ^{SK} (ζ_2 > ζ_1) + n_p ]} , c_4 ≡ { − [ Θ^{SK} (ζ_2 > ζ_1) + n_p ] + e^{−βκ1} + e^{−βκ2} n_p − e^{−β(κ1+κ2)} [ Θ^{SK} (ζ_2 < ζ_1) + n_p ] } . (2.51)

The above coefficients can be simplified to write

c_1 = n_p ( 1 − e^{−β(κ1−p)} ) ( 1 − e^{−βκ2} ) , c_2 = (1 + n_p) ( 1 − e^{−βκ1} ) ( 1 − e^{−β(κ2+p)} ) , c_3 = −c_2Θ^{SK} (ζ_2 < ζ_1) − c_1Θ^{SK} (ζ_2 > ζ_1) , c_4 = −c_2Θ^{SK} (ζ_2 > ζ_1) − c_1Θ^{SK} (ζ_2 < ζ_1) ,

(2.52)

where in the last two equations, we have used the theta function identity

Θ^{SK} (ζ_2 < ζ_1) + Θ^{SK} (ζ_2 > ζ_1) = 1 . (2.53)

Substituting the coefficients c_1, c_2, c_3 and c_4 (Eq.(2.52)) in Eq.(2.51), we obtain

G_{dd} (ζ_2|ζ_1, p) = − n_p (1 + n_{κ1−p})(1 + n_{κ2} )

G_{ret} (ζ_2|ζ_1, p) +

(1 + n_p) (1 + n_{κ1} )(1 + n_{κ2+p})

G_{adv} (ζ_2|ζ_1, p) , (2.54) where we have used the definitions of the retarded and the advanced bulk-to-bulk propagators from Eq.(A.40) and Eq.(A.46) respectively. Here we have also rewritten the monodromy factors in terms of the Bose-Einstein factor n_κ using Eq.(2.44).

Note that the above answer can also be obtained from the multiple-discontinuity formula we have conjectured above in Eq. (2.41). In terms of the red and the blue edges used there, the above discontinuity formula can be phrased as

p_1=p_1+p_1 •ζ1•ζ2•ζ1•ζ2•ζ1•ζ2 (2.55)

– 11 –

We will conclude this subsection by quoting the explicit result for the triple discontinuity. This formula will turn out to be useful to us in computing the five-point influence phase later on. The result is ∮ ζ_1 ∮ ζ_2 ∮ ζ_2

e^{βκ1(1−ζ1 )}e^{βκ2(1−ζ2)}e^{βκ3(1−ζ3)}F (ζ_1, ζ_2, ζ_3)G (ζ_3 |ζ_2, p_2)G (ζ_2 |ζ_1, p_1) = ∫ ζ_1 ∫ ζ_2 ∫ ζ_3

e^{βκ1(1−ζ1)}e^{βκ2(1−ζ2 )}e^{βκ3(1−ζ3)}F (ζ_1, ζ_2, ζ_3)G^{(3)} (ζ_3|ζ_2|ζ_1, p_1, p_2) ,

(2.56)

where the factor G^{(3)} (ζ_3|ζ_2|ζ_1, p_1, p_2) captures the triple discontinuity across the branch cut and by the general multiple discontinuity formula in Eq.(2.41) takes the form

G^{(3)} (ζ_3|ζ_2|ζ_1, p_1, p_2) = − n_{p1} n_{p2} (1 + n_{κ1−p1} )(1 + n_{κ2−p2} )(1 + n_{κ3} )

G_{ret} (ζ_3|ζ_2, p_2)G_{ret} (ζ_2|ζ_1, p_1) + (1 + n_{p1} )n_{p2} (1 + n_{κ1} )(1 + n_{κ2+p1−p2} )(1 + n_{κ3} )

G_{ret} (ζ_3|ζ_2, p_2)G_{adv} (ζ_2|ζ_1, p_1) + n_{p1} (1 + n_{p2} ) (1 + n_{κ1−p1} )(1 + n_{κ2} )(1 + n_{κ3+p2} )

G_{adv} (ζ_3|ζ_2, p_2)G_{ret} (ζ_2|ζ_1, p_1) − (1 + n_{p1} )(1 + n_{p2} ) (1 + n_{κ1} )(1 + n_{κ2+p1} )(1 + n_{κ3+p2} )

G_{adv} (ζ_3|ζ_2, p_2)G_{adv} (ζ_2|ζ_1, p_1) .

(2.57)

This expression shows how the final answer from discontinuities takes the form of the sum over coloured bulk to bulk propagators.

3 Exterior diagrammatics for the influence phase

Using the multiple discontinuity formula, we can now compute the influence phase at any order in the bulk couplings. In this section, we will present the explicit forms of the three-, four-, and five-point influence phases computed using this conjecture. We have also checked the results quoted below via a direct discontinuity computation.

To present the influence phase in the following, we will use the useful notation

S_{(n)} = ∫ n∏ i=1 d^dk_i (2π)^d

(2π)^dδ^{(d)} (_n ∑ i=1 k_i ) n∑ p=0 I_{p,n−p}(k_1, . . . , k_n) p∏ i=1 J_{F̄} (k_i) n∏ j=p+1 J_{P̄} (k_j )

. (3.1)

In the following, we will quote the explicit results for I_{p,n−p}(k_1, . . . , k_n) resulting from grSK. The physical interpretation of I_{p,n−p} is in terms of a scattering process where p ingoing modes scatter into (n − p) outgoing modes. While the results themselves are somewhat involved, there is an especially illuminating way to summarise them which brings out their physical meaning. We find that our results are succinctly summarised by a diagrammatic expansion governed by the following Feynman rules.

– 12 –

•k_1k_2k_3 −iλ^{3B} n_{−k3} n_{k2+k3}

•k_1k_2k_3 −iλ^{3B} n_{−k2} n_{−k3} n_{k1}

•k_1k_2k3k4 −iλ_{4B}^{n−k4}_{nk1+k2+k3}

•k_1k_2k3k4 −iλ_{4B}^{n−k3 n−k4}_{nk1+k2}

•k_1k_2k3k4 −iλ_{4B}^{n−k2 n−k3 n−k4}_{nk1}

Table 1: Feynman rules for the three-point and the four-point vertices.

To obtain the influence phase, one must sum over all possible diagrams with the following Feynman rules:

1. Multiply every diagram by i.

2. The ingoing/outgoing boundary to bulk propagators are denoted by •ζ ×k= (1 + n^k)^{−1}G^{in}(ζ, k)J^{F̄} (k) , •ζ ×k = G^{out}(ζ, k)J^{P̄} (k) .

(3.2)

– 13 –

Here n_k denotes the Bose-Einstein factor associated with the momentum k.

3. The retarded bulk-to-bulk propagator (normalisable at ζ = 0) is given by

kζ_1ζ_2• •= −iG_{ret} (ζ_2|ζ_1, k) . (3.3)

The momentum always flows from the boundary to the bulk in the boundary-to-bulk propagator, whereas in the bulk-to-bulk propagator, the momentum flows from the left to the right.

4. The Feynman rules for the vertices are given in table 1. Here all the momenta are taken to be ingoing. We have also included here the vertex rules in the presence of ϕ^4 interactions to show the explicit thermal structure of these vertices. For an n-point vertex, the temperature dependence of the vertex is given by ∏ i∈| n_{−ki} n_{k▷} , where k_▷ ≡ ∑ j∈ ▷ k_j . (3.4)

This is a well-known structure of vertices in real-time finite temperature diagrammatics[15– 17].

5. The vertices are integrated over the exterior of the black brane. We will denote the radial exterior integral by ∫ Ext ≡ ∫_{rc} r_h dr r^{d−1} . (3.5)

In what follows, we will present the influence phase expressions along with their associated diagram

3.1 Three/four-point contact influence phase

We will begin with the contact diagrams. The three-point contact diagrams arise by evaluating the on-shell action contribution of the form

S_{(3)} = − λ_{3B} 3! ∫ 3∏ i=1 d^dk_i (2π)^d

(2π)^dδ^{(d)}

(_3 ∑ i=1 k_i ) ∮ ζ 3∏ i=1 ϕ_{(0)}(ζ, k_i) . (3.6)

The final answer can then be summarised via contact diagrams given in Fig. (4).

×××•ζ ×××•ζ

Figure 4: Diagrams that contribute to the three-point influence phase.

– 14 –

The corresponding contribution to the influence phase is

I_{2,1} = λ_{3B} n_{k3} ∫ Ext 1 2! G^{in}(ζ, k_1)G^{in}(ζ, k_2)G^{out}(ζ, k_3) ,

I_{1,2} = − λ_{3B} n_{k2+k3} ∫ Ext G^{in}(ζ, k_1) 1 2! G^{out}(ζ, k_2)G^{out}(ζ, k_3) .

(3.7)

Similarly, the four-point contact diagrams come from

S^c_{(4)} = − λ_{4B} 4! ∫ 4∏ i=1 d^dk_i (2π)^d

(2π)^dδ^{(d)}

(_4 ∑ i=1 k_i ) ∮ ζ 4∏ i=1 ϕ_{(0)}(ζ, k_i) , (3.8)

and are given by diagrams of the form

××××•ζ ××××•ζ ××××•ζ

Figure 5: Contact diagrams that contribute to the four-point influence phase.

The algebraic expression associated with these diagrams is

I^c_{3,1} = − λ_{4B} n_{k4} ∫ Ext 1 3! G^{in}(ζ, k_1)G^{in}(ζ, k_2)G^{in}(ζ, k_3)G^{out}(ζ, k_4) ,

I^c_{2,2} = λ_{4B} n_{k3+k4} ∫ Ext 1 2! G^{in}(ζ, k_1)G^{in}(ζ, k_2) 1 2! G^{out}(ζ, k_3)G^{out}(ζ, k_4) ,

I^c_{1,3} = − λ_{4B} n_{k2+k3+k4} ∫ Ext G^{in}(ζ, k_1) 1 3! G^{out}(ζ, k_2)G^{out}(ζ, k_3)G^{out}(ζ, k_4) .

(3.9)

The reader can explicitly check that all these expressions can be obtained simply by using the Feynman rules quoted above.

3.2 Four-point exchange influence phase

We will now move to the 4-pt exchange diagrams obtained by using the double discontinuity formula Eq. (2.54) to evaluate

S^e_{(4)} = ∫ 4∏ i=1 d^dk_i (2π)^d

(2π)^dδ^{(d)}

(_4 ∑ i=1 k_i )

× ( − λ^2_{3B} 2! ) ∮ ζ_1 ∮ ζ_2 1 2! ϕ_{(0)}(ζ_1, k_1)ϕ_{(0)}(ζ_1, k_2)G (ζ_2 |ζ_1, k_1 + k_2) 1 2! ϕ_{(0)}(ζ_2, k_3)ϕ_{(0)}(ζ_2, k_4) .

(3.10)

The resultant answer has many contributions each of which has a diagrammatic representation.

We will begin with the diagram describing three ingoing modes scattering into one outgoing mode:

– 15 –

××××ζ^1ζ^2• •

Figure 6: The diagram that contributes to the coefficient I_{3,1}

which evaluates to I^e_{3,1} = λ^2_{3B} n_{k4} ∫ Ext_{1,2} 1 2! G^{in}(ζ_1, k_1)G^{in}(ζ_1, k_2) G_{ret} (ζ_2|ζ_1, k_1 + k_2) G^{in}(ζ_2, k_3)G^{out}(ζ_2, k_4) . (3.11)

Next is the diagram describing two ongoing modes scattering into two outgoing modes: ××××ζ^1ζ^2• •

(a)

××××ζ^1ζ^2• •

(b) Figure 7: The diagrams that contribute to the coefficient I_{2,2}.

The corresponding influence phase expression is I^e_{2,2} = −λ^2_{3B} ∫ Ext_{1,2} { 1 n_{k3+k4} 1 2! G^{in}(ζ_1, k_1)G^{in}(ζ_1, k_2) G_{ret} (ζ_2|ζ_1, k_1 + k_2) 1 2! G^{out}(ζ_2, k_3)G^{out}(ζ_2, k_4)

+ 1 + n_{k1+k3} (1 + n_{k1} )n_{k4}

G^{in}(ζ_1, k_1)G^{out}(ζ_1, k_3) G_{ret} (ζ_2|ζ_1, k_1 + k_3) G^{in}(ζ_2, k_2)G^{out}(ζ_2, k_4) } . (3.12) Finally, we come to the last remaining non-zero coefficient, I_{1,3} describing the scattering of an ingoing mode into three outgoing modes. The only diagram that contributes is given in Fig.(8). This diagram evaluates to

I^e_{1,3} = λ^2_{3B} n_{k2+k3+k4} ∫ Ext_{1,2}

G^{in}(ζ_1, k_1)G^{out}(ζ_1, k_2) G_{ret} (ζ_2|ζ_1, k_1 + k_2) 1 2! G^{out}(ζ_2, k_3)G^{out}(ζ_2, k_4) . (3.13) ××××ζ^1ζ^2• •

Figure 8: The diagram that contributes to the coefficient I_{1,3}

– 16 –

Again all these contributions can be derived immediately from the Feynman rules quoted above.

3.3 Five-point influence phase As a final example, we will evaluate the five-point influence phase which exhibits quite an intricate structure. This is because we are now dealing with triple discontinuity of the on-shell action, i.e., Eq. (2.57) applied to the expression

S^e_{(5)} = − λ^3_B 2! ∫ 5∏ i=1 d^dk_i (2π)^d

(2π)^dδ^{(d)}

(_5 ∑ i=1 k_i ) ∮ ζ_1 ∮ ζ_2 ∮ ζ_3 1 2! ϕ_{(0)}(ζ_1, k_1)ϕ_{(0)}(ζ_1, k_2)

× G (ζ_2 |ζ_1, k_1 + k_2) ϕ_{(0)}(ζ_2, k_3)G (ζ_3 |ζ_2, k_1 + k_2 + k_3) 1 2! ϕ_{(0)}(ζ_3, k_4)ϕ_{(0)}(ζ_3, k_5) . (3.14)

We start with the term having one outgoing mode:

I^e_{4,1} = λ^3_B n_{k5} ∫ Ext_{1,2,3} 1 2! G^{in}(ζ_1, k_1)G^{in}(ζ_1, k_2)G_{ret} (ζ_2|ζ_1, k_1 + k_2) × [ G^{in}(ζ_2, k_3)G_{ret} (ζ_3|ζ_2, k_1 + k_2 + k_3)G^{in}(ζ_3, k_4)G^{out}(ζ_3, k_5) + 1 2! G^{out}(ζ_2, k_5)G_{ret} (ζ_2|ζ_3, k_3 + k_4) 1 2! G^{in}(ζ_3, k_4)G^{in}(ζ_3, k_3) ] . (3.15)

corresponding to the diagrams ××××× ζ_1ζ_2••ζ_3•

(a)

××××× ζ_1ζ_2••ζ_3•

(b) Figure 9: Contributions to I_{4,1}

Next, the term with two outgoing modes: this process gets contributions from five different

– 17 – diagrams:

I^e_{3,2} = −λ^3_B ∫ Ext_{1,2,3} { 1 2! G^{in}(ζ_1, k_1)G^{in}(ζ_1, k_2)G_{ret} (ζ_2|ζ_1, k_1 + k_2) × [ G^{in}(ζ_2, k_3)G_{ret} (ζ_3|ζ_2, k_1 + k_2 + k_3) 1 2! 1 n_{k4+k5} G^{out}(ζ_3, k_4)G^{out}(ζ_3, k_5)

+ G^{out}(ζ_2, k_4) ( 1 + n_{k1+k2+k4} 1 + n_{k1+k2} 1 n_{k5} G_{ret} (ζ_3|ζ_2, k_1 + k_2 + k_4) + 1 + n_{k3+k5} 1 + n_{k3} 1 n_{k4} G_{ret} (ζ_2|ζ_3, k_3 + k_5) ) G^{in}(ζ_3, k_3)G^{out}(ζ_3, k_5) ]

+ G^{in}(ζ_1, k_1)G^{out}(ζ_1, k_4)G^{in}(ζ_2, k_3)G_{ret} (ζ_3|ζ_2, k_1 + k_4 + k_3)G^{in}(ζ_3, k_2)G^{out}(ζ_3, k_5) × [ 1 + n_{k1+k4} 1 + n_{k1} 1 n_{k5} G_{ret} (ζ_2|ζ_1, k_1 + k_4) + 1 2! 1 + n_{k1+k4} n_{k4} n_{k1+k4+k3} n_{k3} n_{k5}

G_{ret} (ζ_1|ζ_2, k_2 + k_3 + k_5) ]} . (3.16)

××××× ζ_1ζ_2••ζ_3•

(a) ××××× ζ_1ζ_2••ζ_3•

(b)

××××× ζ_1ζ_2••ζ_3•

(c) ××××× ζ_1ζ_2••ζ_3•

(d)

××××× ζ_1ζ_2••ζ_3•

(e) Figure 10: Contributions to I_{3,2}

– 18 –

××××× ζ_1ζ_2••ζ_3•

(a) ××××× ζ_1ζ_2••ζ_3•

(b)

××××× ζ_1ζ_2••ζ_3•

(c) ××××× ζ_1ζ_2••ζ_3•

(d)

××××× ζ_1ζ_2••ζ_3•

(e) Figure 11: Contributions to I_{2,3}

Next, the term with three outgoing modes, or equivalently the term with two ingoing mode. Just like the previous term, here too there are contributions from five diagrams.

I^e_{2,3} = λ^3_B ∫ Ext_{1,2,3} {[ 1 2! G^{in}(ζ_1, k_1)G^{in}(ζ_1, k_2) 1 n_{k3+k4+k5} G_{ret} (ζ_2|ζ_1, k_1 + k_2)G^{out}(ζ_2, k_3)

+ G^{in}(ζ_1, k_1)G^{out}(ζ_1, k_3) ( 1 + n_{k1+k3} 1 + n_{k1} 1 n_{k4+k5} G_{ret} (ζ_3|ζ_2, k_1 + k_2 + k_3) + 1 + n_{k2+k4+k5} 1 + n_{k2} 1 n_{k3} G_{ret} (ζ_2|ζ_3, k_4 + k_5) ) G^{in}(ζ_2, k_2) ]

× 1 2! G^{out}(ζ_3, k_4)G^{out}(ζ_3, k_5)

+ G^{in}(ζ_1, k_1)G^{out}(ζ_1, k_4)G_{ret} (ζ_2|ζ_1, k_1 + k_4)G^{out}(ζ_2, k_3)G^{in}(ζ_3, k_2)G^{out}(ζ_3, k_5) × [ 1 + n_{k1+k3+k4}

1 + n_{k1} 1 n_{k5} G_{ret} (ζ_3|ζ_2, k_1 + k_4 + k_3) + 1 2! 1 + n_{k1+k4} 1 + n_{k1}

1 + n_{k2+k5} 1 + n_{k2} 1 n_{k3} G_{ret} (ζ_2|ζ_3, k_2 + k_5) ]} . (3.17)

And finally, we come to the term with four outgoing modes. This term has contributions

– 19 – from two diagrams.

I^e_{1,4} = − λ^3_B n_{k2+k3+k4+k5} ∫ Ext_{1,2,3} [ G^{in}(ζ_1, k_1)G^{out}(ζ_1, k_2)G_{ret} (ζ_2|ζ_1, k_1 + k_2)G^{out}(ζ_2, k_3) + 1 2! 1 2! G^{out}(ζ_1, k_3)G^{out}(ζ_1, k_2)G_{ret} (ζ_1|ζ_2, k_1 + k_4 + k_5)G^{in}(ζ_2, k_1) ]

× G_{ret} (ζ_3|ζ_2, k_1 + k_2 + k_3) 1 2! G^{out}(ζ_3, k_4)G^{out}(ζ_3, k_5) . (3.18) ××××× ζ_1ζ_2••ζ_3•

(a)

××××× ζ_1ζ_2••ζ_3•

(b) Figure 12: Contributions to I_{1,4}

This concludes our discussion of the five point influence phase.

4 Discussion

In this work, we have focused on the real-time dynamics of interacting scalar fields probing the AdS black brane. We have explicitly found the on-shell action of this system evaluated over the gravitational Schwinger-Keldysh (grSK) geometry. This computation is made simple by a conjecture for the multiple-discontinuity integrals (which we have checked up to six-point functions), as well as a concise set of diagrammatic rules. The emergence of this diagrammatics leads to a simple physical picture behind our answers: the answers given by grSK can simply be reinterpreted in terms of a local unitary EFT living in the exterior of the black brane. The rules governing this EFT are shown to be the familiar ones for a thermal field theory [15–17].

There are many natural future directions to this work. In particular, it is interesting to study quantum electrodynamics (QED) in the grSK geometry. QED has a gauge field and an electron field. Gauge fields have already been studied in the grSK geometry in [9, 18–20], where the authors decomposed the gauge field into (designer) scalar fields with a particular non-minimal coupling. Furthermore, interacting spinor fields have been studied in an accompanying work [21]. It would now be interesting to put the techniques we have developed, together with these to understand QED in the grSK geometry.

In this work, we have only computed tree-level influence phases in the grSK geometry. Another natural extension, therefore, is the study of loop corrections in the grSK geometry. In particular, one could ask whether the diagrammatic rules we have laid out in the present work extend to the computation of loops.

One of the outstanding problems in grSK is to ask for a similar geometric contour that would compute the generating functional for out-of-time-ordered correlation (OTOC) functions.

– 20 –

Such a contour prescription would be useful in computing the full OTOCs from the AdS black hole bulk and checking that it satisfies all the consistency conditions. It would be interesting to see whether the exterior EFT perspective leads us to such a construction.

Acknowledgements

We express our sincere gratitude to Shiraz Minwalla, Mukund Rangamani, Ashoke Sen, Shivam K Sharma, Omkar Shetye, Akhil Sivakumar, Julio Virrueta, and the ICTS string group for valuable discussions. We acknowledge the support of the Department of Atomic Energy, Government of India, under project no. RTI4001, and the generous support provided by the people of India towards research in the fundamental sciences.

A Bulk-to-bulk propagators and influence phase

A.1 General form of G (ζ|ζ_0 , p) We will now determine the explicit form of the bulk-to-bulk propagator G (ζ|ζ_0 , p). This form has appeared in earlier work [10, 14] where bulk-to-bulk propagators are calculated. When ζ ≠ ζ_0, G (ζ|ζ_0 , p) must solve the homogeneous Eq.(2.13). This implies that G (ζ|ζ_0 , p) is a linear combination of the boundary-to-bulk Green functions g_R(ζ, p) and g_L(ζ, p) when ζ ≠ ζ_0.

Furthermore, G (ζ|ζ_0 ) should be normalisable when ζ approaches either the right or the left boundary, viz., lim_{ζ→0} G (ζ|ζ_0 , p) = lim_{ζ→1} G (ζ|ζ_0 , p) = 0 . (A.1)

This normalisability condition implies that G (ζ|ζ_0 , p) is proportional to g_R(ζ, p) in the region contiguous to the left boundary and is proportional to g_L(ζ, p) in the region contiguous to the right boundary.

The bulk-to-bulk propagator G (ζ|ζ_0 , p) is then fully determined if, in addition to the normalisability condition mentioned above, we also implement an appropriate jump condition at ζ = ζ_0. The jump condition in question can be derived by integrating Eq.(2.28) in a small interval around ζ = ζ_0. This yields the condition [ r^{d−1} d dζ G (ζ|ζ_0 , p) ]_ζ+_0

ζ^−_0 = iβ 2 . (A.2)

Here ζ^−_0 and ζ^+_0 denote the limits as ζ approaches ζ_0 from the left and the right boundaries respectively. Thus we conclude that the function G (ζ|ζ_0 , p) itself is continuous as we cross ζ = ζ_0 but its derivative suffers a discontinuity given by the above equality.

We will find it convenient to introduce the following notation for writing down a form for G (ζ|ζ_0 , p) that is consistent with the above conditions. To this end, we define ζ_< ≡ { ζ if ζ comes before ζ_0 on the grSK contour ζ_0 if ζ_0 comes before ζ on the grSK contour ,

(A.3) and ζ_> ≡ { ζ if ζ comes after ζ_0 on the grSK contour ζ_0 if ζ_0 comes after ζ on the grSK contour .

(A.4)

– 21 –

Using this notation, we can write down a continuous function G (ζ|ζ_0 , p) of the form G (ζ|ζ_0 , p) = 1 W (ζ_0, p) g_L(ζ_>, p)g_R(ζ_<, p) . (A.5)

The reader can check that this form satisfies the normalisability condition in Eq.(2.29).

A.1.1 Radial evolution of the Wronskian The jump condition in Eq.(A.2) determines the function W (ζ, p) to be a Wronskian of the form W (ζ, p) ≡ 2 iβ r^{d−1} [ g_R ( d dζ + βp^0 2 ) g_L − g_L ( d dζ + βp^0 2 ) g_R ]

= g_L (ζ, p) g^π_R (ζ, p) − g_R (ζ, p) g^π_L (ζ, p) . (A.6)

Here g^π_{R,L} (ζ, p) are the right/left boundary-to-bulk propagators for the leading-order conjugate field defined via

π_{(0)}(ζ, p) ≡ −r^{d−1}D_+ ϕ_{(0)} ≡ g^π_R (ζ, p)J_R (p) − g^π_L (ζ, p)J_L (p) . (A.7)

In AdS/CFT, this conjugate field gets corrected due to counter-term contributions coming from holographic renormalisation as detailed in [9]. Correspondingly, we can define the renormalised version of the above equation as

π^{ren}_{(0)} (ζ, p) ≡ −r^{d−1}D_+ ϕ_{(0)} | |_{ren} ≡ g^{π, ren}_R (ζ, p)J_R (p) − g^{π, ren}_L (ζ, p)J_L (p) . (A.8)

We can equally well replace the boundary-to-bulk propagators of the conjugate field appearing in the Wronskian with those of the renormalised conjugate field. This is due to the fact that the difference between the bare and the renormalised g^π_{R,L} are counter-terms linear in g_{R,L} . Consequently, they cancel out in the Wronskian, thus establishing the claim. Hence, we can write

W (ζ, p) = g_L (ζ, p) g^{π, ren}_R (ζ, p) − g_R (ζ, p) g^{π, ren}_L (ζ, p) . (A.9)

To determine the explicit form of this Wronskian, we proceed as follows. We consider the following derivative of the Wronskian iβ 2 ( d dζ + βp^0 ) W = r^{d−1} [( d dζ + βp^0 2 ) g_R × ( d dζ + βp^0 2 ) g_L − ( d dζ + βp^0 2 ) g_L × ( d dζ + βp^0 2 ) g_R ]

+ g_R ( d dζ + βp^0 2 ) r^{d−1} ( d dζ + βp^0 2 ) g_L − g_L ( d dζ + βp^0 2 ) r^{d−1} ( d dζ + βp^0 2 ) g_R . (A.10)

Here we have split the βp^0 in the LHS equally between the first and the second lines of the RHS. The first line vanishes trivially whereas the second line vanishes by using Eq.(2.13) satisfied by g_R and g_L. Consequently we conclude that e^{βp0ζ} W (ζ, p) is a constant in ζ.

– 22 –

A.1.2 Limits of conjugate boundary-to-bulk propagators We can use the constancy of e^{βp0ζ} W (ζ, p) to determine W (ζ, p). We will do this by evaluating the combination e^{βp0ζ} W (ζ, p) at either one of the boundaries. To do this, we need, in addition to Eq.(2.20) and Eq.(2.21), the boundary limits of g^{π, ren}_{R,L} . The result we need from [9] is lim ζ→{0,1} r^{d−1}D_+ G^{in}(ζ, p) | | ren = lim_{r→∞} r^{d−1}D_+ G^{in}(ζ, p) | | ren ≡ K^{in}(p) , (A.11)

where D_+ is the derivative operator defined in [9] which in our variables is given by Eq.(2.11).

Furthermore, the function K^{in}(p) above is the retarded boundary two-point function of the CFT operator O dual to the scalar ϕ. The above equality amounts to the Son-Starinets prescription [22] for the retarded boundary two-point functions. According to this prescription, the retarded two-point functions of the CFT can be computed from the ingoing solutions by taking the r → ∞ limit of the ratio of the renormalised conjugate field π^{ren}_{(0)} to the field ϕ_{(0)}. This reduces to computing the renormalised conjugate field from the ingoing bulk to boundary propagator and subsequently taking the boundary limit as shown above. We will refer the reader to [9] for a proper derivation of this prescription from the grSK contour as well as for the determination of K^{in}(p) in the small p expansion.

We will also need the time-reverse of the above equation which gives the advanced boundary two-point function from the outgoing solution. We get

lim_{ζ→0} r^{d−1}D_+ [ e^{−βp0ζ} (G^{in})^∗ ] | |_{ren} = ( K^{in} )_∗ , (A.12)

as well as lim_{ζ→1} r^{d−1}D_+ [ e^{−βp0ζ} (G^{in})^∗ ] | |_{ren} = e^{−βp0} (K^{in})^∗ . (A.13)

We note that the advanced Green function acquires an additional Boltzmann factor e^{−βp0} at the right boundary. This additional Boltzmann factor can be understood as arising from the monodromy incurred by outgoing solution while traversing the grSK contour. More directly, the above expressions follow from the identity

D_+ [ G^{in}(ζ, −p)e^{−βp0ζ} ] = [ D_+ G^{in}(ζ, p) ] p→−p e −βp^0ζ . (A.14)

We can put these expressions together to compute the boundary limits of g^{π, ren}_{R,L} (ζ, p) via g^{π, ren} R = −r^{d−1}D_+ g_R | | ren and g^{π, ren}_L = −r^{d−1}D_+ g_L | | ren . (A.15)

Using the definitions of g_{R,L} in Eq.(2.17) and Eq.(2.16), we get

lim_{ζ→0} g^{π, ren}_R = −(1 + n_p) [ K^{in} − (K^{in})^∗ ] , lim_{ζ→0} g^{π, ren}_L = −n_p [ K^{in} − e^{βp0} (K^{in})^∗ ] , (A.16)

as well as

lim_{ζ→1} g^{π, ren}_R = −(1 + n_p) [ K^{in} − e^{−βp0} (K^{in})^∗ ] , lim_{ζ→1} g^{π, ren}_L = −n_p [ K^{in} − (K^{in})^∗ ] . (A.17)

– 23 –

These expressions give the Schwinger-Keldysh two-point functions of the dual CFT operator O. This can be gleaned from the expression for the right and the left Schwinger-Keldysh expectation values of O defined by ⟨O_R⟩ ≡ lim_{ζ→1} π^{ren} , ⟨O_L⟩ ≡ lim_{ζ→0} π^{ren} . (A.18)

A direct evaluation from Eq.(A.8) yields at the leading-order

⟨O_R⟩ = −(1 + n_p) [ K^{in} − e^{−βp0} (K^{in})^∗ ] J_R + n_p [ K^{in} − (K^{in})^∗ ] J_L + . . . , ⟨O_L⟩ = −(1 + n_p) [ K^{in} − (K^{in})^∗ ] J_R + n_p [ K^{in} − e^{βp0} (K^{in})^∗ ] J_L + . . . . (A.19)

Here, . . . denote the contributions from the higher order corrections nonlinear in boundary sources. As an aside, we note that this can be simplified to

⟨O_R⟩ = K^{in}J̄_F − ( K^{in}

)_∗¯ J_P + . . . , ⟨O_L⟩ = K^{in}J̄_F − e^{βp0} ( K^{in}

)_∗¯ J_P + . . . , (A.20)

where we have defined the future and the past sources as in the introduction to this report.

A.1.3 Evaluating the Wronskian In Sec.(A.1.1), we have proved the constancy of e^{βp0ζ} times the Wronskian. Since we also know the boundary limits of the bulk to boundary propagators (associated with both the field and its conjugate), we can use Eq.(A.9) to evaluate the value of the Wronskian at the right/left boundaries. Either one of these values along with the constancy of e^{βp0ζ} W (ζ, p) is sufficient to determine the Wronskian everywhere along the grSK contour. Nevertheless, we will now determine both the boundary values and verify that they indeed yield the same result.

The boundary values of g_{R,L} are as given in Eq.(2.20) and Eq.(2.21), whereas the boundary values of g^{π, ren}_{R,L} are as given in Eq.(A.16) and Eq.(2.21). Using these, we obtain at the leftboundary

lim_{ζ→0} e^{βp0ζ} W (ζ, p) = lim_{ζ→0} ( g_L g^{π, ren}_R − g_R g^{π, ren}_L ) = − lim_{ζ→0} g^{π, ren}_R

= (1 + n_p) { K^{in}(p) − [ K^{in}(p) ]_∗} , (A.21)

while at the right-boundary we get

lim_{ζ→1} e^{βp0ζ} W (ζ, p) = e^{βp0} lim_{ζ→1} ( g_L g^{π, ren}_R − g_R g^{π, ren}_L ) = −e^{βp0} lim_{ζ→1} g^{π, ren}_L

= (1 + n_p) { K^{in}(p) − [ K^{in}(p) ]_∗} . (A.22)

We note that both these computations yield the same answer, as expected from the constancy of e^{βp0ζ} W (ζ, p). The value of the Wronskian on the grSK contour is then determined to be W (ζ, p) = (1 + n_p)e^{−βp0ζ} { K^{in}(p) − [ K^{in}(p) ]_∗} . (A.23)

Substituting this Wronskian into Eq.(A.5), we obtain G (ζ|ζ_0 , p) = e^{βp0ζ0} (1 + n_p) { K^{in}(p) − [K^{in}(p)]^∗

}g_L(ζ_>, p)g_R(ζ_<, p) . (A.24)

– 24 –

A.1.4 Reciprocity of G (ζ|ζ_0 , p) Before proceeding further with the analysis, we would find it convenient to prove some useful relations regarding the bulk-to-bulk propagator derived above. By inspection, we note the following relation obeyed by G (ζ|ζ_0 , p)

e^{βp0(ζ−ζ0)}G (ζ|ζ_0 , p) = G (ζ_0 |ζ, p) . (A.25)

Another useful relation regarding the bulk-to-bulk propagator is

G (ζ_0 |ζ, p) = G (ζ|ζ_0 , −p) . (A.26)

We will refer to this relation as the reciprocity relation. This can be proved as follows: we reverse the momentum in Eq.(A.24) to get G (ζ|ζ_0 , −p) = e^{−βp0ζ0} n_p {K^{in}(p) − [K^{in})(p)]^∗} g_L (ζ_>, −p)g_R (ζ_<, −p) . (A.27)

Here, we have used the relations

1 + n_p + n_{−p} = 0 and K^{in}(−p) = [ K^{in}(p) ]_∗ (A.28)

to simplify the denominator.

Using G^{in}(−p) = [ G^{in}(p) ]_∗ , (A.29)

the behaviour of g_{R,L} under momentum reversal can be deduced readily. We get g_R (ζ, −p) = e^{−βp0(1−ζ)}g_R (ζ, p) , and g_L (ζ, −p) = e^{βp0ζ} g_L (ζ, p) . (A.30) The advertised reciprocity relation follows from Eq.(A.25), Eq.(A.27) and Eq.(A.30).

A.1.5 Expressing G (ζ|ζ_0 , p) in terms of G^{in}(ζ, p) In later sections, we will find it convenient to write the bulk-to-bulk propagator G (ζ|ζ_0 , p) in terms of the ingoing boundary-to-bulk propagator G^{in}(ζ, p) and its complex conjugate. Starting from the expression for the bulk-to-bulk propagator in Eq.(A.24), we have G (ζ|ζ_0 , p) = 1 { K^{in}(p) − [K^{in}(p)]^∗ } e^{βp0ζ0} (1 + n_p) g_L (ζ_>, p)g_R (ζ_<, p) = 1 { K^{in}(p) − [K^{in}(p)]^∗ } × e^{βp0ζ0} (1 + n_p) { Θ_{SK}(ζ > ζ_0)g_L (ζ, p)g_R (ζ_0, p) + Θ_{SK}(ζ < ζ_0)g_L (ζ_0, p)g_R (ζ, p) } , (A.31)

where Θ_{SK} denotes the theta function for which the ordering of the arguments is understood to be on the Schwinger-Keldysh contour. We can now use the definitions of g_L (ζ, p) and g_R (ζ, p)

– 25 – in Eq.(2.17) and Eq.(2.16) respectively to write e^{βp0ζ0} (1 + n_p) g_L (ζ_>, p)g_R (ζ_<, p) = n_pe^{βp0ζ0} G^{in}(ζ, p)G^{in}(ζ_0, p) + (1 + n_p)e^{−βp0ζ} [ G^{in}(ζ, p)G^{in}(ζ_0, p) ]_∗

− e^{βp0(ζ0−ζ)} [ G^{in}(ζ, p) ]_∗ G^{in}(ζ_0, p) { Θ_{SK}(ζ > ζ_0) + n_p }

− G^{in}(ζ, p) [ G^{in}(ζ_0, p) ]_∗ { Θ_{SK}(ζ < ζ_0) + n_p } . (A.32)

Substituting this result in Eq.((A.31)), we get G (ζ|ζ_0 , p) = 1 { K^{in}(p) − [K^{in}(p)]^∗ } × { n_p e^{βp0ζ0} G^{in}(ζ, p)G^{in}(ζ_0, p) + (1 + n_p) e^{−βp0ζ} [ G^{in}(ζ, p)G^{in}(ζ_0, p) ]_∗ − [ Θ^{SK} (ζ < ζ_0) + n_p ] G^{in}(ζ, p) [ G^{in}(ζ_0, p) ]_∗ − [ Θ^{SK} (ζ > ζ_0) + n_p ] e^{βp0(ζ0−ζ)} [ G^{in}(ζ, p) ]_∗ G^{in}(ζ_0, p) } . (A.33)

A.2 Advanced and retarded bulk-to-bulk propagators In the previous sections, we calculated the bulk-to-bulk propagator G (ζ_2 |ζ_1, p) using the fact that it solved the equation of motion with a bulk delta source (see Eq.(2.28)). The boundary conditions we employed in doing so are normalisability conditions on both the left and the right boundaries of the grSK geometry under consideration. We shall now impose normalisability only on the left boundary, along with causality, and derive the corresponding bulk-to-bulk propagator. We will find a retarded bulk-to-bulk propagator G_{ret} (ζ_2|ζ_1, p) and an advanced bulk-to-bulk propagator G_{adv} (ζ_2|ζ_1, p). Recall that causality (in real space) implies analyticity in the lower half of the complex p^0 plane for the advanced propagator G_{adv} (ζ_2|ζ_1, p) and in the upper half for the retarded propagator G_{ret} (ζ_2|ζ_1, p). Before we proceed to determine the explicit form of the advanced and retarded propagators, let us understand the general features of these propagators. Both these propagators satisfy the equation of motion with a bulk delta source (Eq.(2.28)). Thus when ζ_2 ≠ ζ_1, both G_{ret} (ζ_2|ζ_1, p) and G_{adv} (ζ_2|ζ_1, p) must solve the homogeneous equation of motion, Eq.(2.28). Therefore we conclude that both of them must be proportional to linear combinations of the homogeneous solutions when ζ_2 ≠ ζ_1. Since both G_{ret} (ζ_2|ζ_1, p) and G_{adv} (ζ_2|ζ_1, p) are normalisable on the left-boundary (ζ = 0), we have

G_{ret, adv}(ζ_2|ζ_1, p) ∝ g_R (ζ_<, p) , (A.34)

where g_R (ζ, p) is the coefficient of the right-source J_R in the Son-Teaney solution, defined in Eq.(2.16). Here we are using the notation from Eq.(A.3) and Eq.(A.4).

A.2.1 Retarded bulk-to-bulk propagator As discussed earlier, the retarded propagator is uniquely determined by the requirement that it is left-normalisable and analytic in the upper half of the complex p^0 plane. We can write down

– 26 –

Re p^0 Im p^0

G_{ret} (ζ_2|ζ_1, p), G^{in}(ζ_1, p)

G_{adv} (ζ_2|ζ_1, p), e^{−βp0ζ1} [ G^{in}(ζ_1, p) ]_∗

Figure 13: Regions of analyticity of the various propagators. The retarded bulk-to-bulk propagator G_{ret} (ζ_2|ζ_1, p) and the ingoing boundary-to-bulk propagator G^{in}(ζ_1, p) are analytic in the shaded region (UHP). Meanwhile, the advanced bulk-to-bulk propagator G_{adv} (ζ_2|ζ_1, p) and the outgoing boundary-to-bulk propagator e^{−βp0ζ1} [ G^{in}(ζ_1, p) ]_∗ are analytic in the unshaded region (LHP).

a continuous function of the form

G_{ret} (ζ_2|ζ_1, p) = 1 W_{ret}(ζ_1, p)

G^{in}(ζ_>, p)g_R (ζ_<, p) , (A.35)

where W_{ret}(ζ_1, p) is a Wronskian factor that we will determine similarly as in Sec.(A.1.3). Note that this expresson is analytic in the upper halk of the complex p^0 plane since G^{in}(ζ_>, p) is analytic there and the poles of W_{ret}(ζ_1, p) cancel that of g_R (ζ_<, p) (as we will see in a moment).

Integrating the equation of motion, Eq.(2.28) gives us a jump-discontinuity for the retarded propagator G_{adv} (ζ_2|ζ_1, p) of the form given in Eq.(A.2). This jump condition determines the Wronskian factor W_{ret}(ζ, p) to be of the form

W_{ret}(ζ, p) ≡ 2 iβ r^{d−1} [ g_R ( d dζ + βp^0 2 ) G^{in} − G^{in} ( d dζ + βp^0 2 ) g_R ]

= r^{d−1} [ g_R D_+ G^{in} − G^{in} D_+ g_R ] , (A.36)

where D_+ is a differential operator that we defined earlier in Eq.(2.11). We can now evaluate this Wronskian by using the constancy of e^{βp0ζ} W (ζ, p) that we proved earlier in Sec.(A.1.1) for the Wronskian of g_R (ζ, p) and g_L (ζ, p). The reader can check that the same result holds for W_{ret}(ζ, p) as well. The above expression also has the bare values of the conjugate fields of G^{in} and g_R . These get corrected due to counter-term contributions coming from holographic renormalisation. We will replace the conjugate fields appearing in the above expression by their renormalised versions. This doesn’t change anything since the difference between the bare and the renormalised values of the conjugate fields are counter-terms linear in G^{in} and g_R . Therefore, using the boundary values of G^{in} and g_R in Eq.(2.20) and Eq.(2.21) respectively along with those

– 27 – of the corresponding renormalised conjugate fields in Eq.(A.11) and Eq.(A.16) respectively, we get lim_{ζ→0} e^{βp0ζ} W_{ret}(ζ, p) = lim_{ζ→0} { g_R ( r^{d−1}D_+ G^{in} )| |_{ren} − G^{in} ( r^{d−1}D_+ g_R )| |_{ren} } = lim_{ζ→0} g^{π,ren}_R

= −(1 + n_p) { K^{in}(p) − [ K^{in}(p) ]_∗} . (A.37)

This gives the Wronskian W_{ret}(ζ, p) to be

W_{ret}(ζ, p) = −

(1 + n_p) { K^{in}(p) − [ K^{in}(p) ]_∗} e^{βp0ζ} . (A.38)

Substituting the above expression in Eq.(A.35), we get the retarded bulk-to-bulk propagator G_{ret} (ζ_2|ζ_1, p) to be

G_{ret} (ζ_2|ζ_1, p) = − e^{βp0ζ1} K^{in}(p) − [K^{in}(p)]^∗

G^{in}(ζ_>, p) { G^{in}(ζ_<, p) − e^{−βp0ζ<} [ G^{in}(ζ_<, p) ]_∗} , (A.39)

where we have used the definition of g_R (ζ, p) given in Eq.(2.16). Notice that the final factor in the above expression has poles in the upper half plane, but these are cancelled by the corresponding poles coming from the denominator. Thus G_{ret} (ζ_2|ζ_1, p) is indeed analytic in the upper half of the complex p^0 plane. Sometimes, we will find it advantageous to write the above propagator as

G_{ret} (ζ_2|ζ_1, p) = 1 K^{in}(p) − [K^{in}(p)]^∗ × { Θ^{SK} (ζ_2 > ζ_1)G^{in}(ζ_2, p) [ G^{in}(ζ_1, p) ]_∗

+ Θ^{SK} (ζ_2 < ζ_1)e^{βp0(ζ1−ζ2)} [ G^{in}(ζ_2, p) ]_∗ G^{in}(ζ_1, p) − e^{βp0ζ1} G^{in}(ζ_1, p)G^{in}(ζ_2, p) } . (A.40)

A.2.2 Advanced bulk-to-bulk propagator To evaluate the advanced bulk-to-bulk propagator G_{adv} (ζ_2|ζ_1, p), we will follow the same strategy we employed in the previous section. We can write down a continuous function of the form

G_{adv} (ζ_2|ζ_1, p) = 1 W_{adv}(ζ_1, p) e^{−βp0ζ>} [ G^{in}(ζ_>, p) ]_∗ g_R (ζ_<, p) , (A.41)

where W_{adv}(ζ, p) is a Wronskian factor to be determined by the jump condition in Eq.(A.2). This jump condition determines the Wronskian factor W_{adv}(ζ, p) to be of the form

W_{adv}(ζ, p) ≡ 2 iβ r^{d−1} [ g_R ( d dζ + βp^0 2 ) e^{−βp0ζ} ( G^{in} )_∗ − e^{−βp0ζ} ( G^{in} )_∗ ( d dζ + βp^0 2 ) g_R ]

= g_R [ r^{d−1}D_+ e^{−βp0ζ} ( G^{in} )_∗ ]| |_{ren} − e^{−βp0ζ} ( G^{in} )_∗ ( r^{d−1}D_+ g_R )| |_{ren} ,

(A.42)

where in the second line we have renormalised the conjugate fields. We note again that this replacement does not change the Wronskian since the counter terms of the conjugate fields are

– 28 – proportional to the corresponding fields. We can now use the constancy of e^{βp0ζ} W_{adv}(ζ, p) to evaluate the Wronskian. At the left-boundary, we get

lim_{ζ→0} e^{βp0ζ} W_{adv}(ζ, p) = lim_{ζ→0} { g_R [ r^{d−1}D_+ e^{−βp0ζ} ( G^{in} )_∗ ]| |_{ren} − e^{−βp0ζ} ( G^{in} )_∗ ( r^{d−1}D_+ g_R )| |_{ren} }

= −(1 + n_p) { K^{in}(p) − [ K^{in}(p) ]_∗} . (A.43) which gives

W_{adv}(ζ_1, p) = −

(1 + n_p) { K^{in}(p) − [ K^{in}(p) ]_∗} e^{βp0ζ1} . (A.44)

Substituting the above expression and the definition of g_R (ζ, p) from Eq.(2.16) in Eq.(A.41), we get G_{adv} (ζ_2|ζ_1, p) = − e^{βp0ζ1} K^{in}(p) − [K^{in}(p)]^∗ e^{−βp0ζ>} [ G^{in}(ζ_>, p) ]_∗

× { G^{in}(ζ_<, p) − e^{−βp0ζ<} [ G^{in}(ζ_<, p) ]_∗} . (A.45)

We have already seen in the previous section that the poles of g_R (ζ_>, p) cancel the corresponding poles from the Wronskian in the denominator. Notice also that e^{−βp0ζ>} [ G^{in}(ζ_>, p) ]_∗ is analytic in the lower half of the complex p^0 plane. Thus G_{adv} (ζ_2|ζ_1, p) is indeed analytic in the lower half of the complex p^0 plane and deserves to be called the advanced bulk-to-bulk propagator. More explicitly, in terms of the theta functions on the SK contour, the advanced propagator takes the form

G_{adv} (ζ_2|ζ_1, p) = − 1 K^{in}(p) − [K^{in}(p)]^∗ × { Θ^{SK} (ζ_2 > ζ_1)e^{βp0(ζ1−ζ2)} [ G^{in}(ζ_2, p) ]_∗ G^{in}(ζ_1, p)

+ Θ^{SK} (ζ_2 < ζ_1)G^{in}(ζ_2, p) [ G^{in}(ζ_1, p) ]_∗ − e^{−βp0ζ2} [ G^{in}(ζ_2, p)G^{in}(ζ_1, p) ]_∗ } . (A.46) Notice that the retarded and the advanced bulk-to-bulk propagators transform into each other under field point-source point reversal and momentum reversal. This can be seen by performing this transformation on Eq.(A.24) as follows

G_{adv} (ζ_1|ζ_2, −p) = e^{−βp0ζ2} K^{in}(p) − [K^{in}(p)]^∗ e^{βp0ζ>} G^{in}(ζ_>, p) {[ G^{in}(ζ_<, p) ]_∗ − e^{βp0ζ<} G^{in}(ζ_<, p) } , (A.47) where we have used the results G^{in}(ζ, −p) = [ G^{in}(ζ, p) ]_∗ and K^{in}(−p) = [ K^{in}(p) ]_∗ . The above expression can be simplified as

G_{adv} (ζ_1|ζ_2, −p) = e^{βp0ζ1} K^{in}(p) − [K^{in}(p)]^∗

G^{in}(ζ_>, p) { e^{−βp0ζ<} [ G^{in}(ζ_<, p) ]_∗ − G^{in}(ζ_<, p) } , (A.48)

where we have used ζ_< +ζ_> = ζ_1 +ζ_2, which follows from the definitions of ζ_< and ζ_> in Eq.(A.3) and Eq.(A.4) respectively. Thus we find, as claimed earlier, that

G_{adv} (ζ_1|ζ_2, −p) = G_{ret} (ζ_2|ζ_1, p) . (A.49)

– 29 –

A.2.3 Manifestly reciprocal representation of G (ζ_2 |ζ_1, p) We end this section by noting that the bulk-to-bulk propagator G (ζ_2 |ζ_1, p) that is normalisable on both the left and the right boundaries can be written as a linear combination of the advanced and the retarded bulk-to-bulk propagators as follows

G (ζ_2 |ζ_1, p) = −n_pG_{ret} (ζ_2|ζ_1, p) + (1 + n_p)G_{adv} (ζ_2|ζ_1, p) . (A.50)

Notice that this is a manifestly reciprocal (Eq.A.26) representation of the bulk-to-bulk propagator G (ζ_2 |ζ_1, p), since under reciprocity n_p → −(1 + n_p) and G_{adv} (ζ_1|ζ_2, −p) → G_{ret} (ζ_2|ζ_1, p) as we showed in Eq.(A.49).

A.3 Corrections to the CFT expectation values Before going on to further analyse and use the bulk-to-bulk propagator that we have derived, we will now perform a consistency check. More specifically, we will compute the correction to the expectation values of the holographically dual CFT operator O.

Given the expression for the bulk-to-bulk propagator, we can now compute the first-order correction ϕ_{(1)} to the bulk solution as

ϕ_{(1)}(ζ, p) = ∫ ζ_0

G (ζ|ζ_0 , p) J^B(ζ_0, p) , (A.51)

where the bulk source J^B(ζ, p) is defined by J^B(ζ, p) ≡ 1 2! ∫ k_1 ∫ k_2

(2π)^dδ^{(d)}(k_1 + k_2 − p) ϕ_{(0)}(ζ, k_1)ϕ_{(0)}(ζ, k_2) . (A.52)

Given this correction, we would now like to compute the correction to the Schwinger-Keldysh expectation values of the dual CFT operator O. These expectation values are given by boundary limits of the renormalised conjugate field (see Eq. (A.18)), which can be expanded as

π^{ren} = π^{ren}_{(0)} + λ_{3B}π^{ren}_{(1)} + λ^2_{3B}π^{ren}_{(2)} + . . . . (A.53)

We have already computed the leading-order result π^{ren}_{(0)} in Eq.(A.8) whose boundary limits yielded the expectation values given in Eq.(A.19). The sub-leading correction is given by

π^{ren}_{(1)} (ζ, p) ≡ −r^{d−1}D_+ ϕ_{(1)} | |_{ren} = ∫ ζ_0 [ −r^{d−1}D_+ G (ζ|ζ_0 , p) ] | | |_{ren} J^B(ζ^0, p) . (A.54)

We will begin by evaluating the renormalised conjugate field associated with the bulk-to-bulk propagator at the left and the right boundaries. We obtain

− lim_{ζ→0} r^{d−1}D_+ G (ζ|ζ_0 , p)|_{ren} = e^{βp0ζ0} (1 + n_p) [K^{in} − (K^{in})^∗] g_L(ζ_0, p) lim_{ζ→0} g^{π,ren}_R (ζ, p)

= −e^{βp0ζ0} g_L (ζ_0, p) = −g_L (ζ_0, −p) ,

(A.55)

and − lim_{ζ→1} r^{d−1}D_+ G (ζ|ζ_0 , p)|_{ren} = e^{βp0ζ0} (1 + n_p) [K^{in} − (K^{in})^∗] g_R(ζ_0, p) lim_{ζ→1} g^{π,ren}_L (ζ, p)

= −e^{−βp0(1−ζ0 )}g_R (ζ_0, p) = −g_R (ζ_0, −p) .

(A.56)

– 30 –

Here, we have used the limits from Eq.(A.16) and Eq.(A.17) along with the momentum-reversal properties of g_R (ζ, p) and g_L (ζ, p) given in Eq.(A.30).

Now, the SK expectation values of the CFT operator O can also be expanded as

⟨O_R⟩ = ⟨O_R⟩_{(0)} + ⟨O_R⟩_{(1)} + ⟨O_R⟩_{(2)} + . . . , ⟨O_L⟩ = ⟨O_L⟩_{(0)} + ⟨O_L⟩_{(1)} + ⟨O_L⟩_{(2)} + . . . .

(A.57)

The leading-order answers ⟨O_{R,L}⟩_{(0)} were computed in Eq.(A.19). At the next-to-leading order, we obtain

⟨O_R⟩_{(1)} = −λ_{3B} ∫ ζ_0

g_R (ζ_0, −p)J^B(ζ_0, p) ,

⟨O_L⟩_{(1)} = −λ_{3B} ∫ ζ_0

g_L (ζ_0, −p)J^B(ζ_0, p) .

(A.58)

This is a simple and intuitive result: the effect of the bulk source shows up in the boundary expectation values through a momentum-reversed boundary-to-bulk propagator. In other words, the kernel of the integral operator that produces the boundary CFT one-point functions given the bulk sources is proportional to the momentum-reversed boundary-to-bulk propagators.

We will now find explicit expressions for the above one-point functions and also check the Schwinger-Keldysh collapse and KMS conditions. To this end, we begin with the leading-order solution ϕ_{(0)} written in the past-future basis:

ϕ_{(0)}(ζ, k) = −G^{in}(ζ, k)J_{F̄} (k) + e^{βk0} G^{out}(ζ, k)J_{P̄} (k) , (A.59)

in terms of which the bulk source J^B takes the form

J^B(ζ_0, p) = ∫ k_1 ∫ k_2

(2π)^dδ^{(d)}(k_1 + k_2 − p) { 1 2 J_{F̄} (k_1)J_{F̄} (k_2)G^{in}(ζ_0, k_1)G^{in}(ζ_0, k_2)

− J_{F̄} (k_1)J_{P̄} (k_2)G^{in}(ζ_0, k_1)e^{βk02 (1−ζ0 )} [ G^{in}(ζ_0, k_2) ]_∗

+ 1 2 J_{P̄} (k_1)J_{P̄} (k_2)e^{βp0(1−ζ0)} [ G^{in}(ζ_0, k_1)G^{in}(ζ_0, k_2) ]_∗ } . (A.60)

Substituting the above expression in Eq.(A.58) and using the expressions for g_{R,L} (ζ, p) from Eq.(2.17) and Eq.(2.16), we get ⟨ O_R − O_L ⟩ (1) = −λ_{3B} ∫ k_1 ∫ k_2

(2π)^dδ^{(d)}(k_1 + k_2 − p) ∫ ζ_0 × { − J_{F̄} (k_1)J_{P̄} (k_2)e^{βk02 (1−ζ0)} [ G^{in}(ζ_0, p) ]_∗ G^{in}(ζ_0, k_1) [ G^{in}(ζ_0, k_2) ]_∗

+ 1 2 J_{P̄} (k_1)J_{P̄} (k_2)e^{βp0(1−ζ0 )} [ G^{in}(ζ_0, p)G^{in}(ζ_0, k_1)G^{in}(ζ_0, k_2) ]_∗ } . (A.61)

– 31 –

⟨ O_R − e^{−βp0} O_L ⟩ (1) = −λ_{3B} ∫ k_1 ∫ k_2

(2π)^dδ^{(d)}(k_1 + k_2 − p) ∫ ζ_0 × { 1 2 J_{F̄} (k_1)J_{F̄} (k_2)e^{−βp0(1−ζ0)}G^{in}(ζ_0, p)G^{in}(ζ_0, k_1)G^{in}(ζ_0, k_2)

− J_{F̄} (k_1)J_{P̄} (k_2)e^{βk01 (ζ0−1)} G^{in}(ζ_0, p) G^{in}(ζ_0, k_1) [ G^{in}(ζ_0, k_2) ]_∗ } . (A.62) We have only given the above combinations of the expectation values since we aim to check the Schwinger-Keldysh collapse and KMS conditions. From the above expressions it is clear that ⟨ O_R − O_L ⟩ (1) | |_{JP̄ =0} = 0 , and ⟨ O_R − e^{−βp0} O_L ⟩ (1) | |_{JF̄ =0} = 0 . (A.63)

The first of the above equalities shows that the CFT expectation values obey the Schwinger- Keldysh collapse conditions. The second equality verifies the Kubo-Martin-Schwinger relations for the boundary CFT at inverse temperature β.

References

[1] K. Skenderis and B. C. van Rees, Real-time gauge/gravity duality: Prescription, Renormalization and Examples, JHEP 05 (2009) 085, [arXiv:0812.2909].

[2] K. Skenderis and B. C. van Rees, Real-time gauge/gravity duality, Phys. Rev. Lett. 101 (2008) 081601, [arXiv:0805.0150].

[3] B. C. van Rees, Real-time gauge/gravity duality and ingoing boundary conditions, Nucl. Phys. B Proc. Suppl. 192-193 (2009) 193–196, [arXiv:0902.4010].

[4] P. Glorioso, M. Crossley, and H. Liu, A prescription for holographic Schwinger-Keldysh contour in non-equilibrium systems, arXiv:1812.08785.

[5] B. Chakrabarty, J. Chakravarty, S. Chaudhuri, C. Jana, R. Loganayagam, and A. Sivakumar, Nonlinear Langevin dynamics via holography, JHEP 01 (2020) 165, [arXiv:1906.07762].

[6] C. Jana, R. Loganayagam, and M. Rangamani, Open quantum systems and Schwinger-Keldysh holograms, JHEP 07 (2020) 242, [arXiv:2004.02888].

[7] R. Loganayagam, M. Rangamani, and J. Virrueta, Holographic thermal correlators: a tale of Fuchsian ODEs and integration contours, JHEP 07 (2023) 008, [arXiv:2212.13940].

[8] R. Loganayagam, M. Rangamani, and J. Virrueta, Holographic open quantum systems: toy models and analytic properties of thermal correlators, JHEP 03 (2023) 153, [arXiv:2211.07683].

[9] J. K. Ghosh, R. Loganayagam, S. G. Prabhu, M. Rangamani, A. Sivakumar, and V. Vishal, Effective field theory of stochastic diffusion from gravity, JHEP 05 (2021) 130, [arXiv:2012.03999].

[10] D. T. Son and D. Teaney, Thermal Noise and Stochastic Strings in AdS/CFT, JHEP 07 (2009) 021, [arXiv:0901.2338].

[11] S. Chaudhuri, C. Chowdhury, and R. Loganayagam, Spectral Representation of Thermal OTO Correlators, JHEP 02 (2019) 018, [arXiv:1810.03118].

– 32 –

[12] F. M. Haehl, R. Loganayagam, and M. Rangamani, Schwinger-Keldysh formalism. Part I: BRST symmetries and superspace, JHEP 06 (2017) 069, [arXiv:1610.01940].

[13] K.-c. Chou, Z.-b. Su, B.-l. Hao, and L. Yu, Equilibrium and Nonequilibrium Formalisms Made Unified, Phys. Rept. 118 (1985) 1–131.

[14] P. Arnold and D. Vaman, 4-point correlators in finite-temperature AdS/CFT: Jet quenching correlations, JHEP 11 (2011) 033, [arXiv:1109.0040].

[15] F. Gelis, Cutting rules in the real time formalisms at finite temperature, Nucl. Phys. B 508 (1997) 483–505, [hep-ph/9701410].

[16] M. E. Carrington, T. Fugleberg, D. S. Irvine, and D. Pickering, Real time statistical field theory, Eur. Phys. J. C 50 (2007) 711–727, [hep-ph/0608298].

[17] F. Gelis, Quantum Field Theory. Cambridge University Press, 7, 2019.

[18] T. He, R. Loganayagam, M. Rangamani, and J. Virrueta, An effective description of charge diffusion and energy transport in a charged plasma from holography, JHEP 03 (2023) 161, [arXiv:2205.03415].

[19] T. He, R. Loganayagam, M. Rangamani, and J. Virrueta, An effective description of momentum diffusion in a charged plasma from holography, JHEP 01 (2022) 145, [arXiv:2108.03244].

[20] M. Rangamani, J. Virrueta, and S. Zhou, Anomalous hydrodynamics effective actions from holography, JHEP 11 (2023) 044, [arXiv:2306.01055].

[21] M. Godwin and S. K. Sharma, Open EFT for Interacting Fermions from Holography,

arXiv:2403.xxxx.

[22] D. T. Son and A. O. Starinets, Minkowski space correlators in AdS / CFT correspondence: Recipe and applications, JHEP 09 (2002) 042, [hep-th/0205051].

– 33 –