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ABSTRACT: Recent work has shown how to understand the Page curve of an evaporat-
ing black hole from replica wormholes. However, more detailed information about the
structure of its quantum state is needed to fully understand the dynamics of black hole
evaporation. Here we study entanglement negativity, an important measure of quantum
entanglement in mixed states, in a couple of toy models of evaporating black holes. We
find four phases dominated by different types of geometries: the disconnected, cycli-
cally connected, anti-cyclically connected, and pairwise connected geometries. The last
of these geometries are new replica wormholes that break the replica symmetry sponta-
neously. We also analyze the transitions between these four phases by summing more
generic replica geometries using a Schwinger-Dyson equation. In particular, we find
enhanced corrections to various negativity measures near the transition between the
cyclic and pairwise phase.
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1 Introduction

Replica wormholes have played an important role in recent progress on solving the black
hole information problem [1, 2]. These wormholes appear as nontrivial saddle points
that could dominate gravitational path integrals with replicated boundary conditions.
Their appearance leads to nontrivial “island” contributions in the quantum extremal
surface (QES) formula for gravitational entropy [3-6].



So far most of the discussion has been centered on the von Neumann entropy.
While obtaining the von Neumann entropy is a good first step, we need more detailed
information about the quantum state — such as more general measures of entanglement
— to fully solve the black hole information problem.

In this paper, we take a first step towards understanding the structure of entangle-
ment in an evaporating black hole and its Hawking radiation by studying entanglement
negativity and its Rényi generalizations in a couple of toy models. Just as the von Neu-
mann entropy is a measure of quantum entanglement in pure states, the negativity is an
important measure of entanglement in generally mixed states. Therefore, the negativity
provides an interesting probe in diagnosing the structure of multipartite entanglement
in systems such as an evaporating black hole.

To understand negativity intuitively, consider a general state on two subsystems
that is described by a density matrix, and take its partial transpose on the second
subsystem. The partially transposed density matrix could have negative eigenvalues,
and the degree to which the eigenvalues are negative is characterized by the negativ-
ity and logarithmic negativity. Both of these negativity measures are entanglement
monotones, and the logarithmic negativity provides an upper bound on the distillable
entanglement [7-9]. Negativity has been discussed in a number of interesting prior
works [10-32].

We now give a short summary of this paper.

In Section 2, we review the definition and properties of the negativity and its
Rényi generalizations. In Section 3, we start our study of negativity in a toy model of
an evaporating black hole in Jackiw-Teitelboim (JT) gravity with an end-of-the-world
(EOW) brane. This is a slight generalization of the model studied in [1], with the
system describing the Hawking radiation divided into two subsystems so as to study
negativity.

As we tune the parameters of the model, we find a rich phase diagram for the neg-
ativities consisting of four phases (see Figure 4). Each of the four phases is dominated
by a saddle-point geometry of JT gravity (or a set of saddle points). For a black hole
before the Page time, we find a phase dominated by a totally disconnected geometry,
whereas after the Page time, we find three distinct phases depending on how we divide
the radiation system into two subsystems: the first phase is dominated by a cyclically
connected geometry (which is the replica wormhole of [1]), the second dominated by an
“anti-cyclically” connected geometry, and the third dominated by pairwise connected
geometries that are in one-to-one correspondence with non-crossing pairings. These
pairwise connected geometries are new replica wormholes that spontaneously break the
replica symmetry. Their appearance agrees with the general discussions on holographic
negativity in [30].



In Sections 4 and 5, we study the behavior of negativities near the transitions be-
tween the four phases. Near these phase transitions, more geometries than the four
types described earlier could dominate the gravitational path integral for Rényi negativ-
ities, and we need to sum over them. In order to obtain the negativity and logarithmic
negativity (as well as related negativity measures such as the partially transposed en-
tropy [20, 30]), we need to analytically continue in the replica number. We achieve this
by using the resolvent for the partially transposed density matrix to find its eigenvalue
distribution (which we call the “negativity spectrum”). To calculate this “negativ-
ity resolvent,” we organize the sum over geometries into a Schwinger-Dyson equation,
which is similar to the method used in [1]. We develop this method for negativity in
Section 4 and apply it to both a microcanonical ensemble and canonical ensemble in
Section 5.

When the black hole is in a microcanonical ensemble, the Schwinger-Dyson equation
simplifies into a cubic equation for the negativity resolvent, leading to concrete results
for the negativities near all phase transitions. This is similar to the case of a random
mixed state studied in [29].

When the black hole is in a canonical ensemble, the gravitational calculation is
technically more difficult. As a result, we study each of the phase transitions sepa-
rately, for we only need to sum over a subset of geometries near each transition. Near
the transition between the “disconnected” phase and “pairwise” phase, the Schwinger-
Dyson equation again simplifies, this time into a quadratic equation for the negativity
resolvent. Near the transition between the “cyclic” phase and “pairwise” phase, it is
difficult to solve the Schwinger-Dyson equation exactly, but we solve it approximately
in the semiclassical, or § — 0, limit. From its solution, we find that the negativity spec-
trum near the phase transition consists of two branches, each of which is approximately
a shifted thermal spectrum with a cutoff. One branch consists of positive eigenvalues,
and the other has negative eigenvalues. From this we find enhanced corrections to var-
ious negativity measures near the phase transition. In particular, a quantity known as
the refined Rényi-2 negativity receives an O(1/+/3) correction, similar to the enhanced
corrections to the von Neumann entropy at the Page transition [1, 33, 34], whereas
other negativity measures such as the logarithmic negativity and the partially trans-
posed entropy exhibit O(1//) corrections, similar to what happens to Rényi entropies
S,, with n < 1.

Moving beyond the JT gravity model, we study in Section 6 the behavior of neg-
ativities in a topological model of 2-dimensional gravity with EOW branes. This is a
slight generalization of the model of [35], where we again divide the radiation system
into two subsystems to study negativity. We find the situation to be very similar to
the case of a microcanonical ensemble in JT gravity described earlier. In particular,



the Schwinger-Dyson equation again simplifies into a cubic equation for the negativity
resolvent, leading to concrete results for the negativities.

We end with some concluding remarks in Section 7 and several appendices. In Ap-
pendix A, we derive the set of dominant geometries in each of the phases and near phase
transitions. In Appendix B, we provide a more detailed analysis near the transition
between the cyclic phase and pairwise phase in the canonical ensemble. In Appendix C,
we study the Rényi entropies near the Page transition in a similar fashion and show
that they exhibit corrections analogous to the corrections to the negativities near the
phase transition.

Related works appeared recently and have some partial overlap with our results
on the study of negativity in JT gravity in the microcanonical ensemble [36] and the
canonical ensemble [32, 37].

2 Entanglement negativity and Rényi negativities

The motivation for entanglement negativity comes from the Peres-Horodecki criterion
[38, 39], also known as the PPT (positive partial transpose) criterion for mixed states,
which we review here. Consider a mixed state p4p defined on the product Hilbert space
H=Hs® Hp. A state is separable if it can be written as

k k
pPAB = ZPiPiA ® Py, Zpi =1 (2.1)
=1 =1

for states p; and p’; on H 4 and Hp, respectively. Separable states are classical mixtures
of product states and thus do not contain quantum entanglement; inseparable states
are said to be entangled.

We denote the algebra of operators on H; by A;, and the space of linear maps from

A to Ag by L(Aa, Ap). A map A € L( A4, Ap) is said to be positive if
A .AA — .AB (2.2)

maps positive operators to positive operators, and is completely positive if for all non-
negative integer n,
AN =ARL: Ay @M, - Ag @M, (2.3)

is positive, where M,, denotes the algebra of n x n complex matrices. For separable
states, this condition is clearly satisfied when A is a positive map, as (A ® I) (pa ® pp) =



(Apa) ® pp > 0. For inseparable states, this no longer holds in general, so a good diag-
nostic of entanglement would be a positive but not completely positive map, such that
entangled states would have negative eigenvalues under the action of A ® I.

The partial transpose is such a positive but not completely positive map. Consider
a bipartite system AB with an orthonormal basis {|a)} on A and {|b)} on B. Given a

density matrix pap on AB, we define the partially transposed density matrix as’

{a,blplz]d by = (a,V|pagld’,b) . (2.4)

Acting on a reduced density matrix on B, the partial tranpose becomes the usual
transpose which preserves the eigenvalues of the original reduced density matrix and
is therefore a positive map. Acting on the full density matrix is not guaranteed to
preserve positivity. As an example, take an EPR pair of two qubits A and B. The
partial transpose of its density matrix has eigenvalues {%, %, %, —%} We therefore see
that the partial transpose can be a useful tool for differentiating between separable and
inseparable states.?

The entanglement negativity N (p) is defined as the sum of the absolute values of
the negative eigenvalues of this partially transposed density matrix and can be variably
written as HpTB | . A A

_ HPABIL — = LA B 1. 9.

N(pap) 5 ZZ: 5 MZ;O |Adl (2.5)
Here [|X||; = Tr|X| = TrvXTX is the Schatten l-norm of a matrix X. We see
why negativity is such an appealing entanglement measure, as it is computed directly
from a trace, as opposed to a variational principle in the case of other entanglement
measures. Note that as we are taking a trace, it does not matter which subsystem we
take the partial trace over, so choosing p'%, instead of p'4, is merely a convention. The
logarithmic negativity is similarly defined by

E(pap) = log (Zw) = log (2V(pap) +1). (2.6)
The logarithmic negativity is an upper bound on the distillable entanglement, i.e.,
the asymptotic number of EPR pairs that can be extracted from a set of identically

prepared pap with local operations and classical communication (LOCC).

'For reasons that will become clear shortly, in later sections we will rename the subsystems A and
B as R; and R, and the partial transposition Tz is thus called T5.

2For 2 x 2 and 2 x 3 matrices, the PPT criterion is both necessary and sufficient for the state to be
separable. For systems of general dimension it is not sufficient, as bound entangled states have positive
semidefinite partial transpose and therefore require further entanglement criteria to be distinguished
from separable states.



We can also write a Rényi version of negativity via

Nolpan) = Tr [ (o5)"]. (2.7)

There is a subtlety in the analytic continuation of the Rényi negativity. As the neg-
ativity is defined by the absolute value of the eigenvalues of the partially transposed
density matrix and the Rényi negativity is defined without an absolute value, we need
to define different analytic continuations for even and odd n such that

even Z Iy |2m
Nt = Z sen(A) A (2:8)

The logarithmic negativity is then obtained from the even analytic condition:
E(pap) = hm 10g/\/2€ven (paB) - (2.9)

In this paper, we will also be interested in a generalization of the Rényi negativities
termed refined Rényi negativities, which are given by

STB(n,even)<pAB> —_n a (_ logN even )
§Temodd) (4 p) = —n*0, <—log/\f£0dd)> : (2.10)
n

The refined Rényi negativities are inspired by the refined Rényi entropies defined
in [40]. In particular, we will be interested in two measures that descend from the refined
Rényi negativities. The first is the partially transposed entropy S?#(pap) of [20, 30],
defined as the m — 1 limit of the refined odd Rényi negativity:

ST8(pag) = —= hm O log N2 = Z s log [\l (2.11)

S5 is so named in analogy with the von Neumann entropy. The other measure is the
refined Rényi-2 negativity S752even)(p,p5), which can be written as

2 2
T'p(2,even) — _ T 2 (even) . )\ )\
S (pap) = Jllinﬂm Om ( log N, ) E log ( ) . (2.12)

2N

We will refer to this quantity as ST for short. It is equivalent to the von Neumann
entropy of (p)” / Tr [ (n15)°]-



3 The model and four phases

3.1 JT gravity with EOW branes

We start by reviewing the simple model of black hole evaporation studied in [1] (see
also [41, 42]). This model consists of a black hole in JT gravity, decorated with an
end-of-the-world (EOW) brane with tension p. The action is given by

brane

with the JT action being

JJT:_f—; B/MR+/8MK] - B/MQS(R+2)+/6)M¢K] (3.2)

We have set Gy = 1, though it can be restored by sending the inverse temperature
8 — BG . The parameter Sy can be thought of as the zero temperature entropy of an
eternal two-dimensional black hole. The EOW brane is endowed with k orthonormal
states, or “flavors,” which are entangled with an auxiliary reference system R. The
states on the brane can be thought of as describing the interior partners of the early
Hawking radiation R, so by increasing k£ we can probe later regimes of an “evaporating”
black hole.

The entangled state of the black hole system B and the “radiation” R can be
written as

1 <& ,
W) = 7 Zl Vi) g |9) g - (3.3)

The density matrix of the R subsystem is therefore

1 k

PR=7 D 1) (iR ilvos) g - (3.4)

4,j=1

The inner product (1;|;) is given by a gravitational path integral with standard
Dirichlet boundary conditions on an asymptotic boundary interval and Neumann bound-
ary conditions on the EOW branes:

1 1
d82|3M:€—2dT2, (bzz, e— 0

8n¢‘brane = W, K=0 (35)

as well as specifying the brane states ¢ and j at the endpoints of the EOW brane.
As was shown in [1], while naively (¢;]1);) oc d;;, this should be understood as an
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Figure 1. Boundary conditions for pg, g, and p?l R, Blue (dashed) lines denote states in Ry,
and red (dotted) lines denotes states in Rs. If we take a trace, these two boundary conditions
are equivalent.

expectation value in an ensemble, and wormhole contributions indicate exponentially
small fluctuations of the inner product. We illustrate the boundary conditions for the
matrix elements of pr as follows:

Wilthy) = i =mmeen AT N 6)

The solid black line denotes an asymptotic boundary interval for the gravitational path
integral, while the blue dashed lines are index lines that impose boundary conditions
for the brane states. Computing Tr (pg) means contracting the open index lines and
summing over all possible geometries respecting the boundary conditions (3.5).

To study negativity, we need to consider a bipartite mixed state. To that end, we
split the radiation system into two subsystems Hgr = Hg, ® Hg, consisting of k; and
ko states, respectively, such that & = k1ky and

k1 ko

1
PRIy = 7 DD lin i) i, Gl (Wi 951 (3.7)

i1,02=1 j1,j2=1

We will refer to this partitioned density matrix as pr from now on. We define our
partially transposed density matrix as the partial transpose over R, i.e.,

k1 ko
T 1 N
P =7 D O lin )iz il (Wi sl ) (3.8)

i1,02=1 J1,52=1

We will use the shorthand p? moving forward. This partial transpose affects the
boundary conditions for our path integral by swapping the brane flavor index lines
corresponding to states in Hpg,. The resulting boundary conditions are illustrated in
Figure 1.

3.2 Dominant saddles

As in any calculation with a gravitational path integral, our first task is to identify the
saddle-point geometries which obey the given boundary conditions and sum over them



Figure 2. Boundary conditions and some possible classical geometries that contribute to
Tr [(p%)ﬁ} . Index lines that run along EOW branes are not shown for visual clarity. Left: The
partially transposed boundary conditions from Figure 1 with brane flavor indices contracted.
Center left and right: The geometries consist of disjoint unions of disks in non-crossing or
crossing configurations. Right: The geometry has a single handle and will be suppressed by
a factor of e72% relative to the first geometry.

with the appropriate weight. As our goal is to compute Rényi negativities Tr [(p?)n],
our boundary conditions will consist of n copies of the boundary conditions illustrated
on the right of Figure 1, with matching brane flavor indices contracted. The set of
all classical saddles consists of oriented two-dimensional surfaces which end on the
asymptotic boundaries and EOW branes, possibly connecting two or more boundaries.

As our gravitational action (3.1) is independent of brane flavor, we can factorize
the flavor contributions so that

Zsaddle = gravf(kla kQ) (39)

for some function f of the brane Hilbert space dimensions k; and ks. The gravitational
partition function Z, for a surface connecting n boundaries depends on the Euler
characteristic y of the surface in the schematic form

Zy ~ €50X, (3.10)

The contribution of a surface with genus g > 1 is therefore suppressed by e~29% for

large Sy. This means that the only classical geometries we need to consider are disks

or disjoint unions of disks, and Zg,, is a product of disk partition functions Z,,. We

will therefore assume Sy > 1 throughout the rest of the paper. We illustrate some

examples of these disk geometries as well as a higher genus geometry in Figure 2.
More precisely, for a disk connecting n boundaries in JT gravity we have

1
F<M—§+is)

2

oo g2
Zn = eSO/ dsp(s)y(s)™, y(s) = e "ol (3.11)
0




Figure 3. The four classes of geometries which dominate the Rényi negativity calculation.
In order, they are the disconnected (¢ = 1), cyclic (g = X), anti-cyclic (¢ = X~!), and
pairwise (g = 7) geometries. The pairwise geometries spontaneously break replica symmetry.
The black lines are oriented asymptotic boundaries, the purple lines are EOW branes, the
blue (dashed) lines denote k; index loops, and the red (dotted) lines denote ks index loops.

where p(s) = 3% sinh (27s) is the disk density of states® in JT gravity. In order to
recover (3.10), we take Sy > 1 while keeping other parameters fixed. We emphasize
this is a schematic approximation that should only be used to motivate the pertinent
saddles for our problem; in general, there are parametric corrections from the full
expression of Z,, which will be discussed in more detail in Sections 4 and 5.

Since we are ignoring higher genus surfaces, the sum over geometries with n repli-
cated asymptotic boundaries is equivalent to a sum over elements of S,,, the permutation
group on n elements. In particular, the sum takes the form

(9)
b n ]_ —lX —1X—1
Tr [(orr)"] = AL Yo\ Zew | PR (3.12)
1 geESH i=1
1 (9) 1 x(g™1X) ;x(g~ X
~ (o) Z (€SO>X9 k‘f(g )kg(g )7 (3.13)
9gESn

where x(g) is the number of disjoint cycles of the permutation g, |¢;(g)| is the length
of the i-th disjoint cycle of g, and X (X 1) is the (anti-)cyclic permutation of length
n. Unless otherwise specified, we will take k, e > 1. Note

X(@)=n, x(X)=x(X"") =1 (3.14)

3The density of states is more typically written in the E = s? energy basis such that p(E) =

ﬁ sinh (27r\/E). Here s can be thought of as an entropy, and is the more natural variable for our
purposes.

— 10 —



The sums (3.13) and (3.12) over elements of the permutation group has a simple
geometric interpretation. The permutation ¢ determines how the asymptotic bound-
aries are connected by EOW branes, while the powers of k1 and ks count the number of
index loops. The totally disconnected geometry corresponds to ¢ = 1, while the totally
connected geometry corresponds to g = X. What does the ¢ = X! geometry look
like? We show examples of these three geometries in Figure 3. Two of these geometries,
the disconnected and cyclic geometries, belong in the class of non-crossing diagrams
discussed by [1]. The third, the anti-cyclic geometry, is in some sense equivalent to the
cyclic geometry if one reverses the orientation of the boundary, or equivalently if one
exchanges k; and ky. This statement will be explained in more detail in Section 4.2.

One might naively guess that the anti-cyclic geometry would never dominate the
Rényi negativity, for the same reasons as in [1] where crossing partitions in the calcu-
lation of the Rényi entropy were suppressed by factors of 1/k%. In fact this geometry
dominates in a very large parameter regime: as we show in Appendix A, we have the
following phases dominated by the corresponding permutation g:

Totally disconnected: €% > kyky — g=1

Cyclically connected: ky > kpe® — =X
Anti-cyclically connected: ko >> k;e™ — g=X"1

Pairwise connected: kiky > ™, — g=T (3.15)

e & ky [ky < €%

To see this intuitively, we calculate the contributions to Tr [(p%)n] from these
geometries. Consider the totally disconnected phase dominated by g = 1. We have
x(9) =n and x(¢7'X) = x(¢7 ' X~ !) = 1, so this diagram contributes schematically

g=1 = k()" (3.16)

to the sum in (3.13) as in [1]. It is then unsurprising that this dominates in the
parameter regime e*° > k, since it is the unique diagram which maximizes the power
of €% Note that the contribution only depends on &, and not k; and ks, individually.

Now, consider the cyclically connected phase with ¢ = X. Then x(g9) = 1,
x(g7'X) = x(1) =n, and

1, n odd,
XX =x(X7%) = f(n) = { (3.17)
2, n even.
Hence, the cyclic diagrams contribute schematically
g=X = k™ (3.18)

- 11 -



to the sum in (3.13). This configuration maximizes the power of k;, and therefore it is
expected to become important in the parameter regimes where k; is comparably large.
In fact, as we prove in Appendix A, it is the unique dominant diagram in the regime
k1 > kye. Note that compared to the Rényi entropy calculation in [1] (which can be
recovered by setting k» = 1 here), the cyclic geometry is suppressed by 1/ky ™ We
will also show this diagrammatically in Section 4.

1

The anti-cyclically connected phase with ¢ = X~ is similar, so we will not go

through the analysis. In the end, the anti-cyclic diagrams contribute schematically
g=X"1 = SR/ (3.19)

to the sum (3.13). It is thus expected to become important in the parameter regimes
where ko is comparably large, and we can prove that they are the unique dominant
diagrams when ko > kye™.

Finally, there is one additional class of dominant geometries we should consider:
the pairwise connected phase with ¢ = 7. As we show in Appendix A, these diagrams
dominate in a fourth regime satisfying both kiks > €% and e < ki/ky < e,
and they are the only diagrams aside from the disconnected, cyclically connected,
and anti-cyclically connected diagrams that can dominate in a large regime of the
parameter space. These geometries are in one-to-one correspondence with the set of
permutations 7 known as non-crossing pairings. For even n, a pairwise connected
geometry is constructed by choosing an element in 7, for example (12)(34) --- (n—1,n),
and connecting paired asymptotic boundaries by two-boundary wormholes. For odd
n, the geometries are given by a similar non-crossing pairings of boundaries, plus a
single one-boundary connected component. We show an example of such a geometry in
Figure 3. It is evident that such geometries spontaneously break the replica symmetry.

As we show in Appendix A, each pairwise connected geometry contributes schemat-
ically

g=17 = (%) H plal+ (3.20)

to the sum in (3.13), where [§] and [% | denote the ceiling and floor function, respec-
tively. A pairwise connected diagram in some sense puts ki, ks, and e on the most
equal footing by maximizing the sum of the three exponents in (3.13). As with the dis-
connected geometry, the contribution of a pairwise connected geometry only depends

on k, and not k; and ko individually.

3.3 Contributions to negativities

Having worked out the dominant geometries in the four phases and how they contribute
to the Rényi negativities schematically (i.e., using Z, ~ %), we now write their

- 12 —



log k= 4

So

> log ky

Figure 4. The phase diagram for entanglement negativity. The four phases are labeled by
the permutations corresponding to their dominant geometries.

Negativities in Dominant Phases

g I X X! T
N(even) 1 ZQm ZQm OmZ%n
2m J2m—1 kgm—Q Zl2m k%m—2 ZIQm km—lZIQm
Al 1 Zym—-1 Zom-1 2m — 1)Cpr 25
2m—1 f2m—2 kgm72Z12mfl k%m72zl2mfl km71Z12m72
1 8
£ 0 log ko log k4 — (logk — Sp) + log —
2 3m
1 1
ST log k log ks + Sy log k1 + Sy 5 (logk + So) — 5
1
ST |l Jogk | 2logks 4+ Sy | 2log ks + Sy log k — 5

Table 1. Top two rows: Rényi negativities in the four dominant phases labeled by the
corresponding permutation g. Bottom three rows: schematic values of three special limits
of the analytic continued Rényi negativities (where we have used Z, ~ e%). Here C,, =
#ﬂ (2721) is the Catalan number which gives the number of non-crossing pairings.

contributions exactly using (3.12). This calculation is straightforward to do, for both
even and odd n. We then analytically continue the resulting Rényi negativities and
find the values of three special limits that we defined in Section 2: the logarithmic

negativity &£, partially transposed entropy S”2, and refined Rényi-2 negativity S22,

— 13 —



We collect these results for all four phases in Table 1.

From these results, we find a phase diagram for negativity, which we show in
Figure 4. Unlike the von Neumann entropy which only has a single phase transition
at k ~ %, we see that there are two distinct types of phase transitions for negativity,
one from the disconnected phase to the pairwise phase and one from the pairwise phase
to the cyclic phase. The transition from the pairwise phase to the anti-cyclic phase is
similar to the pairwise-to-cyclic transition under the exchange ki <> k.

4 Resolvent equation for partial transpose

Having analyzed the negativity measures deep within each of the four phases, we now
turn our attention to the behavior of negativities near the phase transitions. Generally
speaking, more geometries than the four types studied in the previous section could
dominate the Rényi negativities near a phase transition, and we need to sum over them.
We would then need to analytically continue the resulting sum to find special limits
such as the logarithmic negativity. This is technically difficult to do directly.

Instead, we study the resolvent for the partially transposed density matrix p?,
which we refer to as the negativity resolvent or simply the resolvent. From this resol-
vent, we then extract the negativity spectrum, i.e., the eigenvalue distribution of pg".
This allows us to calculate the Rényi negativities and their special limits.

In this section, we derive a self-consistent equation for calculating the resolvent.
As we will show, the sum over dominant diagrams in a “planar” regime reduces to a
Schwinger-Dyson equation, which can be resummed. This allows us to write down a
closed-form equation for the resolvent.

The negativity resolvent is defined in terms of the partially transposed density

R(\) = Tr (ﬁ) | (41)

matrix as*

From the resolvent, the eigenvalue spectrum for p%, which we will denote by D()\), can
be obtained by taking the discontinuity across the real axis as follows

D()\) = lim L(R(A —i€) — R(\ +ic)). (4.2)

e—0+ 271

4The resolvent R (\) should not be confused with the subsystem R describing the Hawking radia-
tion.

- 14 —



From this, we can compute the Rényi negativities via

N(even) /d)\D( ) ’)\|2m7 (43)
NG = [ XD s () AP (4.4

from which all other negativity measures we consider can be derived.
It will be useful to consider (4.1) in the following matrix form:

- 1 ttz
RN = ——— 4.5
]1]2( ) ()\]I _ T2 )jljZ ( )

g" 25]132 Z o ( >i'1i‘27 (4.6)

J1J2

where we denote the R; subsystem by upper i-type indices and Ry by lower j-type
indices. In the last line, we have expanded the expression in a formal power series in
1/A. Each term in the series is given by the n-replicated density matrix (p?)n, which
defines a boundary condition with n asymptotic boundaries with the brane indices
contracted:

where the blue (upper) dashed lines denote i-type index lines and red (lower) dotted
lines denote j-type index lines. Each pair of blue/red index lines gives a factor of 1/A
and each asymptotic boundary gives a factor of 1/(kZ;) coming from the normalization
of the density matrix. Note that for up to two boundaries, the boundary conditions
are the same after taking a final trace, with or without partial transpose.

In general, the gravitational path integral can be performed as a sum over bulk
geometries satisfying the boundary conditions. In the JT model we introduced in
Section 3, higher genus corrections are highly suppressed by factors of e™% < 1, so
we only need to consider disjoint unions of disk geometries connecting any number
of asymptotic boundaries. The path integral for the disk can be performed exactly
including quantum corrections and is given by (3.11). For n asymptotic boundaries,
these disjoint unions of disk geometries are in one-to-one correspondence with elements
of the permutation group S,,. As we show in Lemma 1 and Corollary 2 of Appendix A,
the only geometries that can possibly dominate in the limit ¢ > 1 are the planar and
anti-planar diagrams, which correspond to certain subsets of permutations in S,,. The
term “anti-planar” will be explained in detail in Section 4.2 and in Appendix A. In fact,
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large regions of the phase diagram are dominated by either the planar or anti-planar
geometries, which we will call the planar and anti-planar regimes. As we will now show,
in each of these two regimes the resulting sum over diagrams can be resummed via a
Schwinger-Dyson equation.

4.1 Planar regime

We now derive a resolvent equation in the parameter regime ky < k€. For reasons
that will become clear shortly, we call it the planar regime.

Our strategy is to keep only the subset of geometries which have a possibility of
dominating. As we outlined in Section 3.2, the phases in this regime away from phase
transitions are defined by the disconnected, cyclic, and pairwise geometries. Closer
to phase transitions, we expect more generic geometries which “interpolate” between
these three types of geometries to have a chance of dominating. Indeed, as we show in
Lemma 1 of Appendix A, the geometries which can dominate are precisely the planar
diagrams, which correspond to the non-crossing partitions, i.e., the permutation group
elements g € S, lying on a geodesic between 1 and X.

We can write the sum over planar geometries diagrammatically as
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or, as an equation,

011 5Z1125.71]2 1 -
Ry = X Z

where we have defined the partial trace of the resolvent matrix over the R; subsystem:

Rkn 1k1 leszklks Rkn—Bk RIIQ (47)

—2J27

R, = Z  R% ,,, and repeated indices are summed over’. Note that for n = 1 the
product of resolvents is simply Rﬁﬁ and for n = 2 it is RklklRﬁﬁ As is evident
from the diagrammatics, the i-type indices denoting R; form simple self-contractions
on all but the last resolvent, while the j-type indices denoting R, form a complicated
set of contractions. Fortunately, this equation can be solved iteratively: starting with
the leading solution R} = 624, 5, /A + O (1/A?), self-consistency then requires that
Rﬁﬁ o 617245, 5, to all orders. As we will see, this allows us to rewrite the complicated

product of resolvents as the following simple expression

2R nodd
(kg ]1]2 (48)

~ B, 1112 _
Rkn,llq te Rkn73k R kn—2j2 { rR\"™ 0112
ko <E> ij, n even.

Let us explain this in more detail. In general, the behavior for n odd and even are
different so we will need to treat these cases separately. To illustrate the simplification
for the odd case, we first consider the contribution at n = 3, which is the first non-trivial
diagram under the partial transpose. We can write

o SN2
1192 __ 2112
Ry Ry By = < ju'l) R 7 Okaky 01 ks Ok iy
_(pn 172
- < .71]1> Rj1]15.71]2
_(pn 112
- < ]1]1) lejg (49>

where no summation on j; is implied. Now, recalling the full trace R = Zj Rjja we
find R;; = R/ky and we can therefore write

2
- - . R
212 711
Rioky Rjiky Ry 5, = (E) R (4.10)
5Note that these repeated indices k1, k2, -+ , kn—1 are j-type indices which should not be confused

with the parameters kq, ko that count the number of EOW brane states.
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We can understand the even case by looking at the first non-trivial contribution at
n = 4. By a similar analysis as above, we have

R N . \3
Ry Rjy oy By iy By, = (lej1> R 2 Oty 0y ky Ok iy O o
~ 3 .
= ko (Ry) R
R\’ i

Note the additional factor of ky compared to n = 3 due to the closed index loop formed
from the first and third resolvent factors.

More generally, one can show that the even case always has a single index loop
and the odd case has no index loops, leading to (4.8). Using this, we can rewrite the
Schwinger-Dyson equation (4.7) as

. . > Z2m71 2IM—2 T>i1i 2 - ZQm 2m—1 iyt
ARD® = 5028, 5+ ky Y ——— L RIMTIRME 42y 2 RImoIRhi
7172 J1J2 27; (kleZl)mel 712 2 mz:l (k’k?QZ1)2m 7172

Taking the full trace, we find

e ZQm_lRmel ) e Z2mR2m
mzzl (kkoZy)™™ " 2 mzzl (kkoZy)

The gravitational partition function of the n-boundary totally connected geometry is
given by (3.11), which we repeat here:

Z, = e /000 dsp(s)y(s)". (4.13)

Since this depends on n only through y(s)™, the sum over n becomes a geometric series
and (4.12) can be resummed into

(s)R(k 4+ w(s)R)
k2k3 —w(s)2R? '

AR =k + ke / dsp(s)w (4.14)
0

where w(s) = y(s)/Z;. As a consistency check, when ks = 1 this reduces to the
resolvent equation for the original (non-partially-transposed) density matrix derived
in [1].

4.2 Anti-planar regime

We now consider a different parameter regime k; < koe. For reasons that will
become clear shortly, we call it the anti-planar regime. This anti-planar regime has
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a large overlap with the planar regime; the overlap region is e ™0 < ki/ky < €.
Together the two regimes cover the entire parameter space.

Once again, we will keep only the subset of geometries which have a possibility of
dominating. As we outlined in Section 3.2, the phases in this regime away from phase
transitions are defined by the disconnected, anti-cyclic, and pairwise geometries. Closer
to phase transitions, we expect geometries which interpolate between these geometries
to have a chance of dominating. Indeed, as we show in Corollary 2 of Appendix A,
the geometries which can dominate are precisely the set of anti-planar diagrams, which
are in one-to-one correspondence with permutations lying on a geodesic between 1
and X~ !. An example of an anti-planar geometry is the anti-cyclic geometry; two
other (perhaps less obvious) examples are the disconnected and pairwise geometries.
Geometrically, anti-planar diagrams are precisely those that become planar diagrams
after reversing the orientation of the asymptotic boundaries:
~T >IN

4 \

The sum over anti-planar diagrams can similarly be recast as a Schwinger-Dyson equa-
tion. Diagrammatically, we have

or, as an equation,

5i1i2(5j1j2 1 = Zn, Pkn_1k1 Ditks Dk1k Dkn_3kn_1 pkn—212
+XZ Rfn—2f g2 RS L Rin=stnol R

Ri.liQ _ K
(kZl)n J1J2 ?

J1j2 A (4.15)
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where we have defined the partial trace over the Ry subsystem: R%%2 = 252:1 R;;”
Note that the n = 1 and n = 2 terms are the same as in the planar case. Compared to
the planar case, the j-type indices denoting Ry now form simple self-contractions on all
but the last resolvent, while the i-type indices denoting R; form the complicated set of
contractions. In other words, the i-type indices now play the role of j-type indices in
the planar regime, and vice-versa. As before, we can use the fact that R% dnzg,

J132
to all orders to rewrite the complicated product of resolvents as

ﬁ)" R podd,
<k1 o 1]1.72 (416)
k1 (,%) Ru2 n even.

J1j2

j%kn71k1, }%kn 3kn— 1}% n—212 _ {

71727

Using this, we can rewrite the Schwinger-Dyson equation (4.15) as

[e.e] o0

011 P19 ZZQﬂ@-l 2m—2 i1t 2 £Z2ﬂ1 2m—1 pitis
)\R31122 - 5 631]2 + kl mz (kklZl)Qm lR R]1J22 + k Z (k'k'lzl)QmR RJlJ2

Taking the full trace, we find

éZZﬂl 1}% - Z72177,}%2m
AR=Fk+k —_ 4.17
1 Z (kki Z,)"! Z (kkiZ2)™™ (4.17)
Finally, using (3.11), we resum (4.17) into
w(s)R(k+w(s)R)

AR =k + kie SO/ dsp(s) (4.18)
0

k2k? — w(s)2R?
As expected, this is simply the resolvent equation in the planar regime (4.14) with the
exchange ki <> ks.

5 Negativity spectrum near phase transitions

Having derived the resolvent equation for the partial transpose, we now solve it to find
the negativity spectrum near phase transitions.

For each negativity measure, we will be interested in a neighborhood near one
of the phase transitions as we tune the relative sizes of our parameters, and we will
analyze the corrections to the negativity measures listed in Table 1. Generically these
corrections take the form of fluctuations about a fixed saddle point in the gravitational
path integral. Near a phase transition, however, multiple saddles are competing for
dominance, so enhanced corrections, i.e. corrections larger than those for any individual
saddle, provide additional information about the entanglement structure of the system.

— 20 —



— k=20
k=40
k=100

—\

\ A ////\\\ A

Figure 5. Negativity spectrum in the microcanonical ensemble calculated from the cubic
resolvent equation (5.3). We fix €5 = 10, ko = 2, and move in a horizontal line in the phase
diagram by tuning k. The disconnected-to-pairwise transition (left) occurs at k = 5 = 10,
though we only plot to k = 5 for visual clarity, as the qualitative behavior is the same. The
pairwise-to-cyclic transition (right) occurs at k = k3eS = 40.

5.1 Microcanonical ensemble

Before studying the negativity spectrum in more detail, let us take a brief detour and
consider the situation where the black hole is in a microcanonical ensemble in the JT
model. In this case, we restrict to some small energy window [s, s + As]. We write

S=pds  Zo=p(erds wi =L s (5
1

where p(s) = e%p(s) is the density of states. In this case, it can be shown that the
sum over geometries for the Rényi negativities (3.12) is given by

Tr(p)" = @ 3 (SN Ty, (5.2)
9gESn

We recognize this as the n'" Rényi negativity of a Wishart matrix with €5 degrees
of freedom. This implies that p? in a microcanonical ensemble can be thought of as
the partial transpose of a random matrix drawn from the Wishart distribution. A
similar expression for the moments of the partial transpose of a random mixed state
was derived in [29]. The similarity between the microcanonical JT model and a random
mixed state was also noted in [36].

In the planar regime k; > koe=°, the resolvent equation (4.14) becomes

SkQ —k 1 2S]€3k2
R+ (62T> R? + ®Skk2 (X — k> R+° : 2 =0, (5.3)
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This matches the resolvent equation derived in [29] for a random mixed state under
appropriate rescaling of variables.® As was shown there, a closed-form solution to this
cubic equation for R can be found, and leads to concrete results for the negativity
spectrum and various negativity measures. The resolvent for the anti-planar regime
ks > kie~% can be obtained by k; <> ko.

We plot the eigenvalue density in the microcanonical ensemble for various parame-
ter values in Figure 5. The spectrum is approximately a Wigner semicircle distribution
in the disconnected phase, continues to be connected in the pairwise phase, devel-
ops singularities at the pairwise-to-cyclic transition, and has two branches in the cyclic
phase, where it is well approximated by the difference of two disjoint Marchenko-Pastur
distributions.

5.2 Canonical ensemble: disconnected-pairwise transition

The transitions that involve the cyclic and anti-cyclic phases are complicated, as they
involve a sum over diagrams with pieces connecting more than two asymptotic bound-
aries. Here, we will focus on the transition between the totally disconnected phase and
the pairwise connected phase. The disconnected phase involves single-boundary dia-
grams, while the pairwise phase involves pairwise connected wormholes (plus a single
disconnected piece for odd n).

The disconnected-pairwise transition happens within the large overlap e <«
ki/ky < € between the planar regime and the anti-planar regime’. Therefore,
the dominant geometries are those that are simultaneously planar and anti-planar.
As we show in Appendix A, these geometries are disjoint, non-crossing unions of
single-boundary disks and pairwise connected wormholes. This result is the content
of Lemma 3 in Appendix A.

Intuitively, these dominant geometries interpolate between the disconnected and
pairwise geometries. Geometries with pieces connecting more than two asymptotic
boundaries are parametrically suppressed. As such, the resolvent equation (4.12) trun-

6To match to the resolvent equation in [29], define the rescaled variables z = koeS\ and G =
e SR/kky so that (5.3) becomes

2G3+ (B—1)G*+ (a—2)G+1=0, (5.4)

where o = €5/k; and B = kyeS/k;. This cubic equation was earlier noted in the context of free
probability theory [43].

"In other words, we stay away from the two triple points on the phase diagram, as we would need
to analyze transitions to the (anti-)cyclic phase there.
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—— Disconnected
Pairwise
&

log k

Figure 6. Logarithmic negativity near the disconnected-to-pairwise transition with Z,/Z% =
e~5, along with the naive answers in the dominant regions: Egisconnected = 0 and Epairwise =

% (log k + log %) +log %, where log % is an O(1) term arising from the analytic continuation

of the Catalan number in ./\/'g(even) to m =1/2 [30].

m

cates at the quadratic order:

R LR

This quadratic equation can be solved analytically giving the resolvent and eigenvalue

2% 1 1 1
R(A)_F< —E—\/)\—EJrA\/)\—%—A),

D(N) = f—; A - ()\ _ %)2 (5.6)

density as

where A? = 47, /(kZ?). Thus the eigenvalue density is a Wigner semicircle distribution
supported on A € [—A—l— %,A%— %] For k < 1/A, D()\) only has support on A > 0
and the negativity vanishes; for £ > 1/A, D()) has support on A < 0 and we find the
negativity is non-vanishing. The phase transition thus occurs at k = 1/A ~ €% as
expected from the schematic analysis in Section 3.2.

We can write an explicit expression for the logarithmic negativity using (2.6) and

(5.6):

£ = log /: AIADO)[A (5.7)
= log {3% ( VAR _22(55421“2 D | gee (Ak))] S (k - %) . (5.8)
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We plot this result in Figure 6, along with the naive answers for logarithmic negativity
in the dominant phases.

How large is the correction at the transition? It is easy to verify that it is O(1).
There are no enhanced corrections here, as we are working in a regime where higher
order terms in the Schwinger-Dyson equation are parametrically suppressed. The loga-
rithmic negativity, along with all other negativity measures, never receives contributions
from geometries containing pieces with Z,~s, so corrections are O(1).

5.3 Canonical ensemble: cyclic-pairwise transition

In this subsection we will study the richer phase transition between the pairwise phase
and the cyclic phase.® Our computation is inspired by that of Appendix F of [1].

First, let us define some useful values of s. In the semiclassical f < 1 and large
brane mass p > 1/ limits, we have

n 8 n mwsS—nps
p(s)y(s)" ~ 2—7T2?/(0) A2, (5.9)

This means that the integral that defines Z,, in (3.11) can be well approximated by the
saddle point located at

2m
(n) — 27
s e + O(1)
272

Throughout, we take our parameters Sy, ki, and ks to be large before taking the
semiclassical limit, such that e.g. log Z,, &~ Sy as Sp > 1/5. We will also need to define
Sk, the value of s for which

Sk
k= kgeso/ dsp(s). (5.11)
0
We can approximate sy by
s ~i10 L —So+0(1) (5.12)
B or 08 k3 0 ' '

Note that here we are considering the values of k and ks at transition, so the particular
values of s we are interested in will depend on the details of the negativity measure
we are computing. In our schematic analysis where Z,, ~ ¢%, we derived the location
of the phase transition between the cyclic and pairwise phase and found that it was

8The pairwise to anti-cyclic transition follows from the calculation in this subsection by exchanging
k1 < ko.
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independent of n. However, taking into account dependence on 3, the Z,,’s are distinct
for different n, which leads to n-dependent transition points. The Rényi negativities in
the cyclic and pairwise phases are given by the contributions of the dominant geometries
in each phase (see Table 1), and coincide at transition. Equating their contributions
at the transition, we find, up to factors O(1) in 3,

Zy zZy
N(fr\:en) = m _ 2 7
2 k% 2Z12m km—lZ%m
o 7. i Zm—l
Nodd) . __Z2ml 22 . (5.13)

2m—2 r72m—1 m—1 72m—2
K227 k=177

In terms of the approximation (5.10), we can solve for log (k/k3) at transition to obtain
k Zp\ T 1\ 72
Even: log (k:_g) log (Z;m) =S+ (1 + E) 5 + O (log )
1

. k Zy T\ 4\ 7’
Odd: log <k§) log< 7 ) _SO+(1+2m_1)E+O(IOg6)‘

(5.14)
From this, we can solve for s, at the transition using (5.12) to obtain
s o) ( T 2) + 0 (log§)
25
s\ odd) ~ o5 (1 + 4) + O (log ). (5.15)

As expected, the transition point depends on n. In particular, it is O(1/3) at leading
order and bounded below as a function of n.

For this phase transition, we will fix £ and tune ks. In the phase diagram, this
corresponds to moving along a line between the upper left corner and the lower right
corner. We need to consider diagrams with pieces made of an arbitrary number of
boundaries, and we can restrict ourselves to planar diagrams, as anti-planar diagrams
are suppressed by factors of ko/k; relative to their planar counterparts. The resolvent
equation is again (4.18):

w(s)R(k +w(s)R)
k2k3 — w(s)?R?
We are going to split this integral at some transition s; such that

B 25 [ w(s)R(k + w(s)R) A w(s)R(k + w(s)R)
)\R—k‘+k‘ges/0 dsp(s) K2k — w(s 2R + kje S/st dsp(s) K2R — w(s) IR

(5.17)

AR = k + ke / dsp(s) (5.16)
0
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We rewrite this simple step to emphasize that no approximations have been used yet.
We are now going to use a set of three assumptions:

1. w(sy) R < kks.
s w(s)R(k+w(s)R
2. k3e [ dsp(s)% < k.
3. 8¢ = s — Kk, where k is O(1) but large.

These assumptions are justified in detail in Appendix B, where we show that the re-
sulting simplifications to the resolvent equation give a self-consistent treatment of the
problem. For now we will take these as facts and proceed. The first approximation
allows us to simplify the final term in (5.17) such that

o [ o P )
~ 0 — q
AR~k + kje /0 dsp(s) K2R — (s )22 + dsp(s)w(s)R, (5.18)

St

where we have dropped an R? term from the last integral because it can be shown to
be much smaller than the leading term k using Assumptions 1 and 3. We define the
coefficient of R in the last term to be the constant \q, given by

eSo [o°
Ao = 7/ dsp(s)w(s). (5.19)
We can now write the resolvent equation as

(s)R(k + w(s)R)
k2k2 —w(s)2R2

St w

(A= X)R ~ k + k2™ / dsp(s) (5.20)
0

Now we turn to Assumption 2, which allows us to treat the second term above as a
perturbation to the zeroth order solution

k

— 0

(5.21)

Plugging this solution back into (5.20), we obtain the first order iterated solution

k k3eSo [ w(s)Ro(k + w(s)Ro)
R, ~ 2 d
S WD L W /0 P )R
oL p(s)w(s)(A = Ao +w(s))
~ + % / ds : 5.22
X — o 0 A= A (522)

o (22
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Figure 7. A rough sketch (not to scale) of the negativity spectrum near the cyclic-to-pairwise

transition.

Now we can find the discontinuity in this expression and extract D(\). There are three
contributions to the spectrum: a simple pole at A\ = Ay, and a pair of branch cuts given
by the poles at A = \g & w(s)/ky in the integrand. We obtain

D(N) = #6(A — Ao) + €% / " dsp(s) [@a (A o w,fj))

+M(5 <)\ — o+ w(s))} . (5.23)

2 ko

Let us pause for a second to unpack this equation. The spectrum consists of a delta
function located at Ag from the simple pole and two regions of nonzero eigenvalue
density from the integrated delta functions. We plot a sketch of this eigenvalue density
in Figure 7. There are two distinct regions with nonzero eigenvalue density, similar to
the spectrum in the microcanonical ensemble. One point we emphasize in Appendix
B is the presence of a “controlled” region 0 < s < s, in which our assumptions hold
and an “uncontrolled” region s > s. where we claim ignorance about the spectrum. In
terms of the eigenvalues, this corresponds to an ignorance in the spectrum for a region

wise) 5 4 wlse) | (5.24)

re [ —
€M T s

We show that our ignorance about the uncontrolled region leads to at most O(1)
multiplicative corrections to the Rényi negativities, or O(1) additive corrections to &,
ST and ST due to the constraint that the total number of eigenvalues must be k.

Clearly, A\g lies within this uncontrolled region, so we should not take seriously the
presence of the delta function at Ag. In fact, we will now show that this delta function
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vanishes if we extend the upper limit of the integral from s; to s; in (5.23) (which only
affects the uncontrolled region and therefore causes a small error). Our density matrix
has a total of k eigenvalues and is unit normalized, which translates into conditions on
the zeroth and first moments of D(\), namely

/Oo dAD(N) = k, /OO dAD(M)A = 1. (5.25)

We see that these conditions are satisfied by (5.23) if we replace s; by s, compensating
for the fact that s, = sy — k by sending the coefficient of the §(\ — \g) piece to zero.
We conclude that a good approximation for the spectrum of the partially transposed
density matrix at transition is given by
D()) = &% / dsp(s) {wa ()\ ~ Do — “’(S)) etk = 1) s ()\ — o+ w(sm
0 2 ko 2 ko
(5.26)

In order to simplify our calculations for negativity, we would like that the delta function

branch cuts were purely positive or negative, which is equivalent to the condition Ay <
w(sy)/ke. By definition, Ay is bounded above by 1/k, and at transition we have k/k2 =
e50t27sk Tn the semiclassical limit, we can use the approximation

6_’8‘9%/2

w(sy) ~ ~ e S0 Bsk/22m B, (5.27)
A
Our condition on the branch cuts becomes
k
% >1 = k2650+2”’“w(3k) ~ kge%s’“_’gsi/2_2”2/f3 ~ ke > 1 (5.28)
2

as si ~ 1/ for a generic n. This is satisfied even if the unknown order one constant
is negative under our previous assumption that we take our counting parameters to be
large before taking small 3, such that log ko > %

Now that we have the spectrum at transition, we are ready to calculate the correc-
tions to any negativity measure we want! Let us start with the logarithmic negativity,
which has a transition located at

(Leven)  OT

i - (5.29)
We find
e 1o [ dADOIIA
e [t S (o, 200) el ()

~log (kiz + kpe /0 dsp(s)w(s)) | (5.30)
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As s, < s for logarithmic negativity, we have approximated Ay ~ 1/k, and the
final integral is well approximated by its maximum value p(sj)w(sy). The logarithmic
negativity is then

1
& =~ log (k_ + /f2€S°,0(8k)w(5k))
2

1 kw(sg)
~ 1 —
o8 (7% " ks )

2
~ logky — —. 5.31
g k2 83 ( )
In the second line we used our previous approximation (5.12) for s, and in the third
line we used (5.28). As we see, the logarithmic negativity experiences an O(1/3) cor-
rection to the naive answer £ = log k.

Where do we expect O(1/+/3) corrections? In the case of even Rényi negativities,
this happens at
s,(fn’even) =sM=n=2 %= T (5.32)
We can check this explicitly for a negativity measure descending from the even analytic
continuation. The simplest such measure, the Rényi-2 negativity N3, is related to
the second Rényi entropy S by

Nfeve) — =52 (5.33)

and therefore comes with O(1) corrections. We instead turn to the refined Rényi-2
negativity S72?) defined in (2.12). We can read off the naive answer for S7? from
Table 1, again using the approximation (5.10). We find

T(2) 272
To compute S72?) | we first need to compute 3, A2 = M. At transition, the naive

answer is given by Table 1, where N{®") = Z,/72. However, using (5.26), we find

NfEven) = / AAD(A)A2

[e.o]

= % /OSk dsp(s) (K35 + 2Xow(s) + w(s)?) (5.35)
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Again, s, < s, so A\g = 1/k. This integral gives

So
(eveny _ 1 2™ p(sp)w(sk) | 2
N = ot p +3 7
1 2e™/% 7,
~ =+ + = (5.36)
k k 272

In the limit &£ > e*°, we can safely ignore the first two terms, and the Rényi-2 negativity
becomes p JF
™ 2

N o 22 g Y2 33/2=S0=372/5 5.37
The factor of 1/2 out front may seem like a problem, as we do not reproduce the naive
answer for N{®". However, as the refined Rényi negativities are functions of log AV,
this factor will only contribute an O(1) difference from the true answer for S and
we are safe in using this approximation. The refined Rényi-2 negativity is therefore

given by

e8] 2 2
ST — _ / dAD()) A log A
e N2(even) N2(even)

B e Sk ko(ka + 1) w(s)\” w(s)\”
__,/\W/o dsp(s) (T ()\0—1— s ) log <)\0+ s )

+ log N (5.38)

Again, as A\g ~ 1/k, the dominant contribution to this integral will come from the w(s)?
term, which is where the enhanced transition should come in. Previously, using (5.9),
we showed that an integral of the form p(s)w(s)™ can be approximated by a sharply
peaked Gaussian with mean s and standard deviation 1/4/nf3, up to normalization.
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We use these simplifications to obtain

e /Sk w(s)?
- dsp(s)w(s)?log (5.39)
N2(even) 0 k%
e5o Sk 5 w(s?))? w(s)?
— _/\W/o dsp(s)w(s) (log TR + log W)

~ o (M) o [ (oo )

~ —log( ws?y > [/8(2) (=) ((s)* = )

N210gk2+250+5%—\/;+(9( ) (5.40)

Our final expression for S72(?) is therefore

o2 [4
ST = 910g ky + Sy + % - % (5.41)

confirming that there is an O(1/+/B) correction at transition.

The fact that the refined Rényi-2 negativity experiences this particular correction
is not surprising due to its close connection to von Neumann entropies. It is known
that von Neumann entropies receive O(1/y/B3) or O(1//Gy) corrections at the Page
transition [1, 33, 34], which can be explained using a diagonal approximation with
respect to a basis of fixed-area states [33, 34, 44]. It was shown that the refined Rényi-
2 negativity can be written in holography as the sum of the von Neumann entropies of
Ry and Ry in the state p%, 5, (once properly normalized) [30].” Therefore, the O(1/+/5)
correction that we find in the refined Rényi-2 negativity can similarly be explained using
the diagonal approximation.

As we show in Appendix C, the Rényi entropy S,, with n < 1 experiences O(1/[)
corrections in the model of [1], as there too we are computing an entanglement measure
with s,(fn) < s In other words, the Rényi index of both the logarithmic negativity
and the Rényi entropy with n < 1 is below some “critical” Rényi index at which there
exist O(1/v/G) corrections.

For measures descending from odd Rényi negativity, we might not expect O(1/+/f3)

(n,0dd) _ S(n).

corrections, as we never have s, However, we may still expect some en-

hanced corrections for some negativity measures in this case. The partially transposed

9This can be understood in terms of two cosmic branes homologous to R, and R,, respectively, in
the gravity dual of the even Rényi negativity. These cosmic branes arise from a Z, 5 quotient and
therefore become tensionless in the n — 2 limit, which is similar to the case of the von Neumann
entropy.
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(1,0dd)
k

entropy S72 is one such measure. As s = 57 /203, the naive answer for ST is given

by

2

4
ST = logky + Sy + % (5.42)

Our approximation gives

ST = —/ dAD(X)Xlog ||

(e 9]

_ oS0 /Ok dsp(s) (’”(kQTM ()\0 + %8)) log <>\0 + %)

N k’2(k’22_ D (AO — w]{(j)) log (w]{(j) — Ao)>. (5.43)

There is however a subtlety here. The dominant contribution to this integral no longer

comes solely from the w(s) term. This can be seen by expanding (5.43) using

log (%‘j) + )\0> ~ log w]ij) + 2}"(];2) (5.44)

From this we obtain
o Nky  w(s), w(s)
STQ:—SO/d 12 (2 20 log PN g, (o2 1
e i sp(s) ( 5 ( o+ Ao log s + ko w(s) + s og s

w(s)
ky

o _ 50 /OSk dsp(s) (Ko + 1(s)) log (5.45)

wk(;) as negligible compared to the exponential p(s), the two terms in

the integrand are of the same order, so we should keep them both. If we look at the
naive transition point s = 57/28 > s!), we find

Treating the log

Sk
ST —eSO/ p(s)w(s)log wkgs)
0 2
Lo W5E)
ko
4 2
~ log ks + So + % (5.46)

and we would conclude that the correction is O(1). However, if we were to find the
largest correction to this quantity, we would look not at the naive transition, but at the
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point where we might find O(1/v/5) Corrections at s, = s, At this point \g = 1/2k
and we capture half of the Gaussian p(s , SO we have

s
STQ _1 S(l / —ﬁ(s s(1) /26 U)(S)
2 V 2 ko
s(1)
~ (s— s(1> /25 W2
~ \/ / 2 <( ) s )
logkg‘f‘So‘l’?—“?. (547)

This looks the same as the naive answer with a O(1/4/f3) correction. However, as we

Q

are working at fixed k, we should really be writing everything in terms of k£ and e
using (5.12), in which case our naive and corrected S72’s are

. 1 32
Naive: ST = 5 (logk — Sy) + 25
1 272

Corrected: ST — 3 (logk — Sy) + %, (5.48)

and we find an O(1/f) correction.

6 Topological model with EOW branes

Having studied a toy model of an evaporating black hole in JT gravity, we will now
consider entanglement negativity in the context of the topological model of Marolf-
Maxfield [35], including dynamical end-of-the-world (EOW) branes. This is a theory of
topological two-dimensional gravity in which spacetimes are two-dimensional manifolds
endowed only with orientation. In contrast to the JT model of Section 3, there are no
metric or dilaton degrees of freedom and EOW brane boundaries can be generated
dynamically.
The action for the topological model is given by

Stop = _SOX(M) - S@|aM|7 (61)

where S is some arbitrary parameter, x(M) is the Euler characteristic of the (possibly
disconnected) manifold M, and |[OM| counts the number of boundaries. Sy|0M| is a
non-local term that we put in by hand to ensure reflection positivity. As shown in [35],
the simplest choice which results in reflection positivity is Sp = Sy.!° The action then

100ther valid choices are Sy = Sy + logm for any positive integer m or Sy > Sy + logk. Any of
these choices give a discrete spectrum for the operator Z.
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becomes

Stop = _SOX (62)

where Yy = 2 — 2¢ for any manifold, with or without boundary. To make contact with
black hole evaporation, we can extend the model to include EOW branes, which can
take one of k “flavors”. Since we are interested in studying negativity, we will allow
the branes to be labeled by a set of two of flavor indices {i, 7}, where i € {1,... k;},
j€{l,...,ko}, and such that k = kyko. This is exactly analogous to our construction
in Section 3 and is a slight generalization of the model in [35].

There are three distinct types of boundaries allowed by the theory. The first are
circular asymptotically AdS boundaries denoted by Z. These boundaries are associated
with an operator 7 which acts on the baby universe Hilbert space Hpy and creates a
Z boundary. Second, there are boundary conditions which we denote by (¢i,;,, %i 1)
composed of an oriented interval of asymptotically AdS boundaries with endpoints
labeled by flavor indices {i1, 71} and {is, j2}. The diagram that describes this is the
same as in (3.6). These boundaries are associated with an operator (wi@m) on
Hgy. Finally, there are circular EOW brane boundaries labeled by an arbitrary flavor
index {4, j}, independent of all boundary conditions. These brane boundaries can be
dynamically generated as additional boundaries when performing the gravitational path
integral.

Let us consider the simplest quantity one can compute with the gravitational path
integral of this theory, namely the partition function associated to a single connected
component of spacetime with some number of asymptotic boundaries. The gravita-
tional path integral demands that we sum over all such manifolds with arbitrary genus,
weighted by e™%X. Additionally, since the EOW branes are dynamical, there is the
possibility of the gravitational path integral generating an arbitrary number of closed
brane boundaries, each of which contribute a factor of £ and are mutually indistin-
guishable. The partition function for a single connected component with some fixed
number of asymptotic boundaries is therefore

25

E™ e
2-29)S, k
A= E E (2729 Om! =1 2¢ (6.3)

g=0 m=0

More generally, one can consider amplitudes

<Zm<¢i3jg i) - (W winjn>> = (NB|Z™ (i, Uiia) - - (Wi 3, rsn ) [NB) (6.4)

which are computed using the gravitational path integral by summing over all (possibly
disconnected) manifolds with boundary conditions specified by m circular boundaries Z
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and n oriented intervals (¢, 1;;) with endpoints labeled by the corresponding flavor
indices and connected to oriented brane boundaries labeled with matching flavors.
The brackets in (6.4) can be interpreted the expectation value of the corresponding
operators in the no-boundary state |NB> € Hpy. In what follows, we will assume that
the no-boundary state is unit normalized, (NB|NB) = 1."!

Let us now proceed to the calculation of negativity in this model. In analogy to
Section 3, we can define the (unnormalized) density matrix

k1
Z Z |117]1 7'27]2|<7vblzj27¢1131> (65)

11,52=1 j1,j2=1

which plays the role of the state of the Hawking radiation. We are interested in studying
the Rényi negativities N, = Tr [(pTZ)n} of this density matrix. The most straightfor-

ward method is to use the moment generating function of pgllﬁ = (VYigjs» Virjy ), Which

one can show is given by

k1
< exp ( Z Z t;i’;pﬁﬁ) > = e Mexp {)\ det (I — t)l} : (6.6)

11,82=1 j1,j2=1

where t can be thought of as the k x k& matrix with entries t”” by treating {7, 7} as a
single index of size k and I is the k£ x k identity matrix . This is a slight generalization of

the result derived in [35]. In principle, one can compute all moments of pzllg";, and hence

all Rényi negativities, by taking appropriate partial derivatives of (6.6) with respect to

1112
tﬂl]2

However, there is a shortcut that we will now describe. As shown in [35], the
spectrum of the operator Z takes values in N. One can derive the distribution for p?ll]z
in a fixed Z = d € N sector by Taylor expanding (6.6) in A:

k1 0o k1
(e X > t;gp;31>>—zpdu><exp(z > t;izzpﬁ;z) >

11,82=1 j1,j2=1 11,42=1 j1,j2=1

k1
= (on( 3 3 i) casu-0. 6o

11,52=1 j1,52=1

where pg(\) = e*)‘% is a Poisson distribution. We can recognize (6.7) as the moment

generating function for a Wishart distribution with d degrees of freedom, and coincides

"n [35], the no-boundary state has inner product (NB|NB) = e and represents the sum over arbi-
trary numbers of closed universes. This normalization enters as a universal prefactor in all amplitudes
we compute, so we can choose to normalize it to one.
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with the distribution of a random mixed state and the microcanonical JT model in
Section 5.1. Thus, we can immediately write down the Rényi negativities in a fixed

Z = d sector
<Tr (0% > = 3 o Oy, (6.8)
geESH

which matches the answer for the microcanonical ensemble (5.2) with d playing the role
of €S. The results for the negativity spectrum obtained in Sections 3.2 and 5.1 therefore
apply with this replacement. However, since d does not correspond to the partition
function on some manifold, it is difficult to interpret the result in (6.8) geometrically.

To obtain the Rényi negativities in the full theory, we simply sum over d € N with
Poisson weight py (\):

(T (o)) = fjpdm <Tr "),
B Z By kxg 'X) kx(g X (6.9)

geSn

where B,,(\) = ey 00,2 nfm are the Bell polynomials, whose asymptotic behavior is

Bpn(X\) ~ A™ as A — oco. We therefore find
<Tr (p?)n> ~ Z )\X(g)kf(g_lX)kgc(g‘lX‘l% AS 1. (6.10)
9€Sn

This is once again equivalent to the microcanonical ensemble in (5.2), with A now
playing the role of €5, and therefore we can obtain concrete results for the negativity
spectrum. Since A is the gravitational partition function of a single connected com-
ponent of spacetime, we can in fact find a geometric interpretation for the terms in
(6.9).

To understand the geometric origins of the terms in (6.9), let us first look at the
case n = 2, which gives the purity

<Trp2> = A%k + Ak? + Ak (6.11)

The terms in (6.11) correspond to the following geometries:
T -~ N
4 \
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The first two diagrams are familiar: they are the disk and wormhole geometries,
summed over genus and closed brane boundaries. The last diagram represents two
disk geometries joined by an arbitrary number of wormholes; we thus call it a joining
wormhole.

More generally, the geometries which contribute at leading order in A in the Rényi
negativities (6.9) are in one-to-one correspondence with elements of the permutation
group. To be precise, each of these geometries is actually a disjoint union of disks,
summed over genus and closed brane boundaries.!? The subleading contributions in
(6.9) can be identified with the same geometries but with arbitrary numbers of joining
wormholes between connected components, and thus can not be mapped to elements
of the permutation group.

It is clear that log A plays the same role as S in the microcanonical JT model,
namely it is the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy. In analogy to black hole evaporation, we
should assume A > 1. The joining wormholes are therefore parametrically suppressed,
but disks with handles are not since they instead come with factors of e729% and S is
not a priori a large parameter (in fact, it may have a small or even negative real part).'3
This is the analogue of the “planar” limit in the topological model. There are thus two
distinct classes of higher genus geometries: disks with handles and joining wormholes.
The higher genus disk geometries can be systematically included in a Schwinger-Dyson
equation as in Section 4, while the joining wormholes can not.

To study the Page curve, we would like to fix the value of A and tune k. Since

25, . _ . .
— 5= with e™*. However, this function has a

A\ ~ e¥. this involves scaling the prefactor —

minimum value for real Sy, which means the black hole can not evaporate completely.
To decrease A beyond the minimum value, we need to go to complex values of S,
namely e2% ¢ % +¢R. This is a bit strange because it implies a complex action, but
is presumably fine because Sy is not a physical parameter (it is not the Bekenstein-
Hawking entropy here). This is simply a quirk of the model, and can be attributed as

a consequence of having a non-vanishing Sy.

12This is in contrast with the JT model where we identify only a single geometry, namely some
disjoint union of disks with no handles, with each element of the permutation group. In that case,
the sum over genus is highly suppressed by factors of e~S, and they are in fact as suppressed as
geometries with joining wormholes. Furthermore, in the JT model closed brane boundaries can not
be dynamically generated.

131n the JT model both geometries are suppressed in the same parameter e~S.
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7 Discussion

In this paper, we analyzed the behavior of negativity measures in toy models of evap-
orating black holes in both JT gravity and a topological theory of gravity, with EOW
branes. We found four distinct phases dominated by different saddle-point geome-
tries: the disconnected, cyclically connected, anti-cyclically connected, and pairwise
connected. The last of these geometries are new replica wormholes that break the
replica symmetry spontaneously.

We also studied the negativity resolvent using a Schwinger-Dyson equation that
resums the contributions of different geometries, and used it to extract the negativity
spectrum and negativity measures. This analysis is valid not only within each of the four
phases, but also near phase transitions. For the topological model or a microcanonical
ensemble in JT gravity, we found a cubic equation for the resolvent which can be
solved exactly. For a canonical ensemble in JT gravity, we found a quadratic resolvent
equation near the disconnected-pairwise transition, and we solved a more complicated
resolvent equation approximately near the cyclic-pairwise transition. Near this last
transition, we found enhanced corrections to various negativity measures: the refined
Rényi-2 negativity receives an O(1/4/f3) correction, whereas the logarithmic negativity
and the partially transposed entropy receive O(1/3) corrections.

These enhanced corrections to negativities are similar to previously found correc-
tions to the von Neumann entropy at the Page transition [1, 33, 34]. For the von
Neumann entropy, the enhanced corrections can be explained using a diagonal approx-
imation with respect to a basis of fixed-area states [33, 34, 44]. We argued that the
O(1/+/B) correction to the refined Rényi-2 negativity can be explained in the same
way by noting its close connection to von Neumann entropies. It would be interesting
to understand further the O(1/5) corrections to the logarithmic negativity and the
partially transposed entropy in a similar way. Moreover, it would be useful to study
the implications of these O(1/3) corrections for the partially transposed entropy more
generally: it was conjectured in [30] that S™2(pg, r,) is given as a sum of von Neumann
entropies (Sg, + Sr, +Sr,r,)/2 in general non-fixed-area states by assuming a diagonal
approximation, but this would imply an O(1/+/3) correction and seems to be in tension
with the O(1/p) correction that we find here.

We focused our study on two specific toy models of evaporating black holes, but it
would be interesting to generalize our analysis to other models, including the examples
studied in [2].

Finally, it would be very interesting to use these results on negativity to diagnose
the structure of multipartite entanglement in a realistic evaporating black hole and
learn more about its quantum state. We hope that this will lead to new insights on
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understanding the interior of black holes and the dynamics of their evaporation.
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A Derivation of dominant saddles for negativity

In this appendix, we derive the set of saddle-point geometries that give dominant
contributions to the Rényi negativity in various regimes of the parameter space. This
includes each of the distinct phases and near phase transitions.

Our derivation uses facts about geodesics on the permutation group, which we
review first. Let S, be the symmetric group of order n, which is the set of permutations
on n elements. For any permutation g € S,,, we define ¢(g) as the minimum number
of swaps from the identity 1 = (1)(2)---(n) to g and x(g) as the number of disjoint
cycles in g, including 1-cycles. These quantities satisfy the relations

As an example, the permutation'? g = (12)(345) € S5 has £(g) = 3 and x(g) = 2.
We can define the distance between two permutations g and h by

d(g,h) = (g~"h) (A.3)

which satisfies the usual properties of a distance measure. In particular, given any
sequence of permutations (gi,--- , gm), the distance satisfies the triangle inequality

d(g1,92) + -+ + d(gm-1, gm) > d(g1, Gm)- (A.4)

A sequence of permutations that saturates (A.4) is said to be on a geodesic. We denote
a geodesic between two permutations g and h by G(g,h). We say that a permutation
g is on G(g,h), or equivalently ¢' € G(g,h), if the sequence (g,¢’, h) saturates the
triangle inequality (A.4).

1 This ¢ is the permutation 12345 — 21453 written in cycle notation. Each digit in a given cycle is
replaced by the following digit, except for the last digit which is replaced by the first.
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Our goal is to identify the permutations g that dominate the sum in the Rényi
negativity (3.13), in different regimes of the parameter space labeled by %, k;, and
ko. We repeat the sum in (3.13) here:

Z (€SO)X(9) kic(g’lX)k%dg*lX*l)‘ (A.5)

geESH

For reasons that will become clear shortly, it is useful to first identify the permuta-
tions on one or more of the following geodesics: G(1,X), G(1,X 1), and G(X, X~ 1).
Here X = (12---n) is the cyclic permutation of n elements, and X' = (n---21) is
the anti-cyclic permutation.

For a given permutation g, let us use m, p, ¢ to denote the three exponents in the
sum (A.5):

m=x(9), p=x(g'X), a=x(gX). (A.6)

They satisfy three triangle inequalities, which can be obtained from (A.1), (A.3),
and (A.4):

A1) +d(g, X) > d1L,X) = map<n+tl, (A7)
d(1,9)+d(g. X~") >d(1,X™) =  m+g<n+l, (A.8)
d(X,g) +d(g. X)) 2d(X, X)) = p+g<n+fn), (A.9)
where f(n) is a useful function defined as
1, nodd,
f(n) = { (A.10)
2, n even,

and we have used x(X) = x(X71) =1, x(X?) = f(n).
We now identify the permutations g on one or more of the three geodesics.

Permutations on G(1,X): These are known to be in one-to-one correspondence
with non-crossing partitions, so we say that the corresponding geometries are planar.
We can write such a element as a product of m non-crossing cycles (including 1-cycles):

i=1

It is clear that such an element exists for every m € [1,n]. Since it saturates (A.7), we
immediately find
p=n—m-+ 1. (A.12)
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Moreover, it is straightforward to derive
g=> flal)—m+1, (A.13)
i=1

where |¢;| is the length of the i-th cycle ¢;.

Permutations on G(1, X !): These can be obtained by simply taking the inverse of
the permutations on G(1, X ), sending ¢; in (A.11) to ¢; *. We say that these correspond
to “anti-planar” geometries.

Permutations on G(1,X) and G(1, X !): Their cycles ¢; must be their own in-
verses, so the length of each cycle is at most 2. Therefore, these permutations are
precisely those non-crossing partitions that consist of only 1-cycles and 2-cycles. Such
permutations exist for every m > [§], with the lower bound saturated by non-crossing
pairings consisting of [§] pairs and at most one 1-cycle.

Permutations on G(1,X) and G(X, X '): As they saturate (A.9), it is straight-
forward to use (A.12) and (A.13) to show that these permutations are precisely those
non-crossing partitions with at most one odd cycle. Here we define an odd cycle as one
of odd length and an even cycle as one of even length. For even n, these permutations
consist of only even cycles, whereas for odd n, they have exactly one odd cycle. Such
permutations exist for every m < [#], with the upper bound saturated by non-crossing
pairings.

Permutations on G(1,X ') and G(X,X '): These are obtained by taking the
inverse of the permutations on G(1, X) and G(X, X').

Permutations on G(1, X), G(1, X '), and G(X, X~ !): It is clear by combining the
previous cases that these permutations are those non-crossing partitions that consist
of only 2-cycles and at most one 1-cycle. Therefore, they are in one-to-one correspon-
dence with non-crossing pairings [30]. These all have m = [§] and p = ¢ = [5] + 1.
We denote these non-crossing pairings by 7, and say that they correspond to pair-
wise geometries. A simple example is 7 = (12)(34)---(n — 1,n) for even n and

7= (12)(34) --- (n — 2,n — 1)(n) for odd n.
These results are illustrated schematically in Figure 8. We now state and prove
the main points of this appendix.

Lemma 1. In the regime kyi/ky > e, planar geometries dominate the sum (A.5).
In other words, for any g ¢ G(1,X), there exists ¢ € G(1, X) such that ¢ dominates
over g.
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Xl X1

1

Figure 8. A schematic Cayley graph for the relevant permutations and the geodesics con-
necting them.

Proof. As g ¢ G(1,X), the difference

is positive. However, this difference must be even, regardless of whether ¢ is an even
or odd permutation. Therefore, we denote this difference by 2r with a positive integer
r, and use it to rewrite the triangle inequality (A.7) as

m+p=n+1-2r (A.15)
Our goal is to choose a more dominant ¢’. For ¢, we define m’, p/, ¢’ similarly as
m'=x(¢), P=x(@7'X), ¢ =x(gX). (A.16)

Let us discuss m+r > [§] and m+r < [§] separately. For m+r > [5], we choose
g to be on G(1,X) and G(1,X 1), with m’ = m +r. As we discussed earlier, such
a permutation exists — in particular, (A.15) guarantees m + r < n. As ¢’ saturates
(A.7) and (A.8) (after primes are added), we find

pP=n—-m-r+1l=p+r, d=n—-m-r+1>q—r, (A.17)

where the second equality for p’ comes from (A.15) and the inequality comes from (A.8)
for g. We thus find that ¢’ gives a more dominant contribution to the sum (A.5) than

eSO k)"
W]{%]{jg 2 <€SOk—2> > 1. <A18)

g, as
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In the other case with m+r < [%], we choose ¢’ to be on G(1, X) and G(X, X 1),
with m’ = m + r. Again, such a permutation exists. As ¢’ saturates (A.7) and (A.9)
(after primes are added), we find

pP=n—-m-r+1l=p+r, ¢=n+f(n)—p—r>q-—r, (A.19)

where the inequality comes from (A.9) for g. We again find that (A.18) holds and
therefore ¢’ dominates over g. O]

It is clear that Lemma 1 is tight in the sense that every planar geometry could give
a dominant contribution to the sum (A.5) at some point in the regime k;/ky > e=%0.
In particular, at the point where k; = ¢ and ky = 1, they give an equal contribution
e(nt1)So,

From Lemma 1, we immediately obtain the following corollary by taking the inverse
of all permutations and switching k; <> k».

Corollary 2. In the regime ko /ky > =50, anti-planar geometries dominate the sum (A.5).

Combining Lemma 1 and Corollary 2, and recalling that the permutations on
G(1,X) and G(1, X ') are precisely those that consist of only 1-cycles and 2-cycles, we
immediately obtain the following corollary (which is useful for studying the disconnected-
pairwise transition in Section 5.2).

Corollary 3. In the regime ™% < ky/ky < €%, the permutations consisting of only
I-cycles and 2-cycles dominate the sum (A.5).

It is again clear that Corollary 3 is tight in the sense that every permutation
on G(1,X) and G(1,X ') could give a dominant contribution to the sum (A.5) at
some point in the regime e *° < ki/ky < e%. In particular, at the point where

ki = ko = €5°/2_ they all give an equal contribution e™+1%,

Lemma 4. In the regime k1ky < €, the disconnected geometry dominates the sum (A.5).

Proof. The disconnected geometry is represented by the identity 1 and contributes
ek ky. For any other permutation g, we have m < n — 1. From (A.7) and (A.8), we
obtain p,q < n —m + 1. We thus find that 1 gives a more dominant contribution to
the sum (A.5) than g, as

e”SOklkg 650 nem
> 1. A.20
TR = (klkg) > (420

]
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Lemma 5. In the regime ky /ky > €%, the cyclic geometry dominates the sum (A.5).

Proof. The cyclic geometry is represented by X and contributes e k?kg ™) For any
other permutation g, we have p < n—1. From (A.7) and (A.9), we obtain m < n—p-+1
and ¢ < n+ f(n) —p. We thus find that X gives a more dominant contribution to the

Sk (kg \"
s (B 1. A21
iy 2 () > A2

sum (A.5) than g, as

]

From Lemma 5, we immediately obtain the following corollary by taking the inverse
of all permutations and switching k; <> ks.

Corollary 6. In the regime ky/ki > €, the anti-cyclic geometry dominates the
sum (A.5).

We now show that pairwise geometries dominate a fourth phase. We first derive
the following lemma as a useful intermediate step.

Lemma 7. In the regime kiky > e, the permutations on G(X, X~ ') dominate the
sum (A.5). In other words, for any g ¢ G(X, X 1), there exists ¢ € G(X, X ') such
that ¢ dominates over g.

Proof. As g ¢ G(X,X™1), the triangle inequality (A.9) must fail to saturate by a
positive but even integer, which is at least 2:

p+q§n+f(n)—2=2{gj- (A.22)

Therefore, one of p, ¢ must be no greater than [%|. Without loss of generality, we

consider the case of p < |%]. We then choose ¢’ to be on G(1, X) and G(X, X '), with
P =p+1. As ¢ saturates (A.7) and (A.9) (after primes are added), we find

m=n—p>m-—1, ¢=n+f(n)—p—1>q+1, (A.23)

where the two inequalities comes from (A.7) and (A.22), respectively. As we discussed
earlier, such a permutation ¢" exists, as m’ = n — p > [§]. From this, we find that ¢’
gives a more dominant contribution to the sum (A.5) than g, as

em'Sok? kg _ kiky

Ry 2 ose P L (A.24)

]
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Combining Lemmas 1, 7 and Corollary 2, and recalling that the permutations on all
three geodesics G(1, X), G(1, X 1), and G(X, X ') are precisely non-crossing pairings
that lead to pairwise geometries, we immediately obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 8. In the regime satisfying both kiks > e and e < ki /ky < €™, the
pairwise geometries dominate the sum (A.5).

It is clear that Corollary 8 is tight in the sense that all pairwise geometries give
an equal, dominant contribution (e%)/21(k ky) 21+ to the sum (A.5), as they all have

the same m = [§] and p=¢ = |5] + L.

B Details of the cyclic-pairwise transition in the canonical en-
semble

In Section 5, we used some of the techniques developed in [1] to derive an approximation
for the eigenvalue spectrum of the partially transposed density matrix near transition:

D(\) = e /O dsp(s) [Ma ()\ — o — wk(j)) + ’“2(’@’2_ s ()\ — o+ w]?)] .

(B.1)
This approximation was derived under a set of assumptions which we repeat here:

L. w(sy)R < kks

2. k3e [ dsp(s)% <k

3. st = Sp — K, where  is O(1) but large

Our analysis in this section will be based on checking the consistency of the itera-
tive procedure we applied to the resolvent equation (5.17), namely the zeroth order
approximation

_ k
I
We start with Assumption (2). We want to rigorously show the following inequality on
the second term in (5.17):

2 50 [ w(s)R(k + w(s)R)
e [0 g e |

Ry (B.2)

<k (B.3)

[ " 0()£(5)

This function has a pole located at s = s,, which is captured by the integral under the
assumption |w(s;)R| < kkq, as w(s) is a monotonically decreasing function of s. We
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can therefore rewrite the integral with an ie prescription as

€50 /dsp(s)f(s) =PV (eso /dsp(s)f(s)):l:mkgeso /dSp(S);jiz)Qflzék—+wI€£;2)§3)5(8_8*)7
(B.4)

where PV denotes the Cauchy principal value. We choose the sign of ie arbitrarily, as
we are only looking to bound the absolute value of this integral.

Let us treat the first term. The principle value is dominated by the (s — s,)° term
in the Laurent expansion of p(s)f(s). We can perform a Laurent expansion around
s = s, using the semiclassical approximation

w(s) ~s e P 2502725, (B.5)

We find

pl611(5) = plsn) (et - RUEROEEE) Lo s)). (B

Ignoring scaling in 3, the O(s — s,)° term goes like k2 ~ k/e% < k, so we can safely

ignore this term.
Let us now look at the second term in (B.4). We have

w(s)R(k+ w(s)R)
05 (k2k3 — w(s)?R?)

(w(s)R)
(26s)w(s)?R?
. K3e®p(s.)

2Bs,

where we have used |w(s.)R| = kks > k to simplify the numerator. We can rewrite

Ke%p(s) ~ Ke%p(s)

S=S8x

S=S8x

(B.7)

this in terms of s; using (5.11) and the asymptotic form of p(s):

k3ep(s:) k3 o,

26s. 28"

k3
- 20sy,

= F e <1 (B3)

208}

As stated previously, sy ~ O(1/3), so for this to be much smaller than k we require
Sk — Sx being at least O(1) but large, and by proxy x = s — s; being at least O(1) but

27 (sx—5Sk)

e p(sp)e

large, as stated in assumption (3).
What is stopping x from being much larger, say O(1/5)? Now we check the
validity of assumption (1), that is |w(s;)R| < kke. Under our approximation (B.2),
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this assumption translates into the condition

w(s;)

A= ol > = (B.9)

2

However, at the boundary of our spectrum located at s = s;, we should also have
IA — Xo| = w(sy)/ke. The way to reconcile these two assumptions is to state that our
approximation only holds for some range of s between 0 and some control parameter

s. where
= | = 205) (B.10)
k2
What is the value of 5.7 We have
w(se) > w(s) = e P02 « 1, (B.11)
We define ' = s; — s.. Now (B.11) becomes
25k + K% > 1/8. (B.12)

Under our previous assumption that x is O(1) in 8 such that s; ~ 1/, &’ too must
be O(1) but large. This answers our previous question about the size of k. There
is something of an inverse relationship between s; and x’: our goal is to design an
approximation in which s, is as close as possible to s;, as well as one in which s; is as
close as possible to s;. Under the assumption that s; is as close as possible to s, that
is k is O(1) but large, we also have " O(1) but large. If s; was far from s; so that,
say, s; ~ 1/4/B, we would also require k' ~ O(1)/+/B with a large O(1) constant, thus
missing a large part of the spectrum in our approximation.

Our conclusion is that there exists a region of size O(1) in s where assumption (1)
w(0)—w(sk)
ko

O(1) in s is exponentially suppressed in 1//3, and we conclude that very few eigenvalues
are in the uncontrolled region.

does not hold. As the spectrum is over a region of size , the size of a region

C Rényi entropies near the Page transition

We draw an analogy between the O(1//3) corrections to the logarithmic negativity and
the partially transposed entropy and the O(1/f) corrections to the Rényi entropy S,
with n < 1. Here we show this result explicitly in the model of [1]. We recall many of
their results, which can equivalently be obtained from ours by sending k; to k and ks
to 1.
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We consider the model of Section 3, but without partitioning the radiation system.
The approximation for the density of states (5.26) is now

D)) = % /O " dsp(s)00 — Ao — w(s)), (C.1)

where w(s) and \g are defined as in the main text. Here s, is defined as
Sk 1
k= 650/ dsp(s) = s~ — (logk — S)) . (C.2)
0 2m
The transition at the Page time can be thought of as the transition from the fully

disconnected phase to the cyclic phase along the x axis of our phase diagram (Figure
4). Using our results from Table 1 and the semiclassical approximation p > % > 1,

we have
z\""" Z,
T 1 = R — = —
o ( k ) Z
1Y\ 272
=5,=25 14+ =) = C.3
0t ( + n) 3 (C.3)
Again we can solve for log k at transition in the semiclassical regime to obtain
Zn\ 7T 1\ 272
logk = log | —- =S 14+ =) =—. C.4
og og(Zn> o+<+n> 3 (C.4)

From this we find s,(gn) at transition to be

s = % <1 + %) . (C.5)

As s = Z—g, for n < 1 we have S,E;") < s Part of our derivation relied on s;, scaling

like 1/, which remains true for n of O(1).
The Rényi entropy is given by

1 o0
Su = 7= log / dAD(A) A"

—n o

_ log <eSo /0 Skdsp(s) (A0+w(s))"). (C.6)

1—n
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As s, > sM, Ay will be exponentially suppressed in 1/43, so this integral is dominated

by the w(s) term, and as sén) < s we approximate

S, ~ ! log (650/ dsp(s)w(s)”)
0

1—n
~ L log (eSOp(sk)w(sk)”)
1—n
1 nfBs:  2mn
~——o  (logk — — - . .
T ( ogk —nsS 5 5 (C.7)
Using our expressions (C.4) and s,(gn), we find
3+5n\ 7
Sp =5, —. C.8
o+ (50) 5 8
Comparing this to our previous answer (C.3), we find a correction AS,, at transition of
the form
As, == (121 (C.9)
"2 nj)’ '

We conclude that there are enhanced corrections of the form O(1/3) to the Rényi
entropy for n < 1.
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