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Abstract

We investigate mixed state entanglement measures of entanglement negativity and re-
flected entropy for bipartite states in two dimensional conformal field theories with an
anomaly through appropriate replica techniques. Furthermore we propose holographic con-
structions for these measures from the corresponding bulk dual geometries involving topo-
logically massive gravity in AdS3 and find exact agreement with the field theory results. In
this connection we extend an earlier holographic proposal for the entanglement negativity
to the bulk action with a gravitational Chern-Simons term and compute its contribution to
the entanglement wedge cross section dual to the reflected entropy.
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1 Introduction

In the recent past the issue of quantum entanglement in extended many body systems has
emerged as an exciting area for the investigation of phenomena in diverse fields from condensed
matter physics to quantum gravity and black holes. In this context the characterization of
entanglement in quantum field theories through the holographic AdS-CFT correspondence [1,2]
has attracted intense research attention over the last decade. The entanglement entropy has
emerged as a reliable measure for the characterization of entanglement of bipartite pure states in
these studies. A replica technique to obtain the entanglement entropy for various bipartite states
in (1 + 1)-dimensional conformal field theories (CFT2) was established in [3–5]. Furthermore an
elegant holographic characterization of the entanglement entropy for such bipartite states in a
class of CFTs was proposed in [6,7]. From these proposals the holographic entanglement entropy
of a subsystem in the CFT could be expressed in terms of the area of an extremal codimension
two hypersurface homologous to the subsystem. Subsequently these holographic proposals were
proved in a series of works in [8–13].

However it is well known in quantum information theory that the entanglement entropy is
not a reliable measure for the characterization of mixed state entanglement as it receives irrele-
vant contributions from both classical and quantum correlations. Several alternative measures
to characterize mixed state entanglement has been proposed in quantum information theory
most of which involve optimization over LOCC protocols and are hence difficult to compute.
In this context, Vidal and Warner [14] introduced a computable measure for such bipartite
mixed state entanglement based on the positive partial transpose (PPT) criteria [15,16] termed
as entanglement negativity which was given by the trace norm of the partially transposed re-
duced density matrix.1 Remarkably a suitable replica technique to compute the entanglement
negativity of bipartite states in CFT2 was developed in [18–20]. Furthermore in a related devel-
opment another mixed state correlation measure termed reflected entropy was introduced and
computed for bipartite states in CFT2 through another replica technique described in [21]. In a
recent communication [22] this was further explored in the context of random tensor networks
to include novel non-perturbative effects in the Rényi reflected entropy spectrum.

In relation to the above developments a holographic description of such mixed state entan-
glement measures naturally emerged as a significant issue. This question was first addressed
in [23] where the holographic entanglement negativity for a pure vacuum state of dual CFTds
was obtained. However a general holographic prescription for mixed states in CFTds remained
an open issue. Subsequently, in a series of communications an elegant holographic characteriza-
tion of entanglement negativity for various bipartite states in CFTs were proposed in [24–36].
These proposals involved specific algebraic sums of bulk codimension two (H)RT surfaces ho-
mologous to appropriate combinations of subsystems in the dual CFTds

2. Furthermore for the
AdS3/CFT2 scenario a semi-classical large central charge analysis utilizing the monodromy tech-
niques [41–44] was established as a strong substantiation for these holographic proposals. Very
recently a proof for these holographic entanglement negativity conjectures were given in [45]
based on the analysis of replica symmetry breaking saddles for the bulk gravitational path inte-
gral described in [46]. In this connection it should also be noted that following the gravitational
path integral techniques developed in [12], a holographic duality between the reflected entropy
and the minimal EWCS was established in [21]. Note that the minimal cross section of the en-
tanglement wedge3 (EWCS) has been proposed as putative dual of several quantum information
measures, for example the entanglement of purification [50, 51], the reflected entropy [21, 22]

1Note that the entanglement negativity serves as a non-convex entanglement monotone as described in [17].
2For applications of these holographic proposals to the black hole information loss problem, see for example [37],

where analogues of the Page curve for the entanglement negativity were obtained. See also [38,39] for extensions
of the above proposals to asymptotically flat spacetimes, which reproduced the field theoretic results in [40].

3For recent developments regarding the computation of the EWCS in bulk spacetimes dual to quenched systems
as well as hyperscaling violating theories, see [47–49].
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and the balanced partial entanglement [52]. We should also mention here that an alternative
holographic proposal for the entanglement negativity was advanced in [53,54] which involved the
minimal area of a backreacting cosmic brane ending on the bulk entanglement wedge dual to the
density matrix of the mixed state under consideration4. This proposal was further refined in [56]
to address an outstanding issue. Note however that in the light of a recent communication [57]
this alternative proposal leads to a sum of the entanglement negativity and a quantity termed
as the Markov gap which may be geometrically quantified in terms of the number of non trivial
boundaries of the bulk EWCS.

On a separate note, in [58] the authors have studied the holographic characterization of
entanglement entropy in (1+1)-dimensional conformal field theories with a gravitational anomaly
(CFTa

2) dual to topologically massive gravity (TMG) in asymptotically AdS3 spacetime. This
gravitational anomaly in such dual field theories essentially arises due to the non-conservation
of the stress-energy tensor leading to unequal central charges for the left and the right moving
sectors of the CFTa

2. The action for the TMG in the bulk asymptotically AdS3 (TMG-AdS3)
spacetimes involves a gravitational Chern-Simons term which modifies the shape of the worldlines
of massive spinning particles propagating in the bulk geometry to that of a ribbon involving an
auxiliary normal frame at each point. The Chern-Simons contribution to the entanglement
entropy is then given by the boost required to propagate this auxiliary normal frame along the
worldline.

As mentioned earlier, the entanglement entropy fails to correctly describe mixed state entan-
glement which requires the introduction of alternative entanglement or correlation measures. In
this context the issue of computing such alternative measures characterizing mixed state entan-
glement in dual CFTa

2s through appropriate replica techniques and their holographic description
in the framework of the TMG-AdS3/CFTa

2 correspondence assumes a critical significance. In
this article we address this important issue and construct suitable replica techniques to compute
the entanglement negativity and the reflected entropy for various bipartite pure and mixed state
configurations in dual CFTa

2s. Subsequent to the field theoretic computations we turn to the
holographic characterization of these mixed state entanglement measures in the framework of
the TMG-AdS3/CFTa

2 correspondence. In particular, the holographic construction for comput-
ing the entanglement negativity for the bipartite mixed states involves a specific linear sum of
the on-shell actions for massive spinning particles moving on extremal worldlines homologous to
certain combinations of the intervals characterizing the mixed states. Furthermore, we will study
the effects of the gravitational anomaly in the bulk construction of the entanglement wedge dual
to the density matrix of a bipartite mixed state and provide a novel prescription to compute
the Chern-Simons contribution to the minimal EWCS. It is interesting to note that for a single
interval at a finite temperature, as in the dual field theory, the appropriate construction of the
bulk EWCS involves two large but finite auxiliary intervals sandwiching the single interval in
question. Remarkably we obtain exact matches between the field theory replica technique results
in the large central charge limit and the bulk holographic computation for both the measures.
Interestingly we are also able to obtain the anomalous contributions from the field theory side
which are dual to the contributions arising from the bulk Chern-Simons part of the action for
the TMG-AdS3.

The rest of the article is organized as follows. In section 2, we review the structure of CFTa
2

with a gravitational anomaly and a replica technique for computing the entanglement entropy in
these field theories as described in [58]. In section 3, we apply the replica techniques described
in [18–21] to compute the entanglement negativity and the reflected entropy for various bipartite
pure and mixed states in such CFTa

2. Subsequently in section 4 we provide a brief review of the
TMG-AdS3/CFTa

2 correspondence and propose a holographic construction for the entanglement
negativity. Following this in section 5 we describe the construction for the bulk entanglement
wedge cross section for bipartite states in the dual CFTa

2 and compare this with the reflected

4For a covariant generalization of this alternative proposal, see [55].
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entropy computed in section 3. Finally in section 6, we provide a summary of our results and
comment on certain open issues. Furthermore in appendix A, we provide a derivation for our
holographic construction for the entanglement negativity for the mixed state configuration of two
adjacent intervals in the context of TMG-AdS3/CFTa

2 from a bulk gravitational path integral.

2 CFTs with gravitational anomaly

We begin by briefly reviewing gravitational anomaly in (1 + 1)-dimensional conformal field
theories (CFT2) [59,60] which arises from unequal central charges for the left and right moving
sectors. The anomaly may be described through two distinct approaches. In the first the stress
tensor is symmetric but not conserved and for the second we have a conserved stress tensor
which is not symmetric. For the first case the anomalous divergence of the stress tensor may be
expressed as [61]

∇µTµν =
cL − cR

96π
gµνεαβ∂α∂ρΓ

ρ
νβ . (2.1)

We observe from the above expression that the anomaly vanishes when the theory has equal
left and right moving central charges. In the second case the stress tensor is conserved but
not symmetric and the anomaly manifests itself through a broken Lorentz symmetry and in
consequence the theory is rendered frame dependent. It is possible to shift between the two
perspectives through the addition of a local counter term to the CFT generating functional
[60,62]. We will use the first approach where the stress tensor is not conserved in the following
sections.

2.1 Entanglement entropy in CFT2 with gravitational anomalies

In this subsection we review the computation of the entanglement entropy for the zero and
finite temperature bipartite pure and mixed state configurations of a single interval in a CFT2

with a gravitational anomaly as described in [58]. Note that the finite temperature mixed state
configuration leads to a description in the grand canonical ensemble with a chemical potential
conjugate to the conserved spin angular momentum arising from the unequal central charges
which is termed as the angular potential .

2.1.1 Zero temperature

The computation of the entanglement entropy in a CFT2 with a gravitational anomaly follows
exactly in the same fashion as for the usual scenario and involves an appropriate replica technique
as described in [3, 5]. For the zero temperature configuration of a single interval it is required
to consider a boosted interval described by A ≡ [z1, z2] = [(x1, t1), (x2, t2)] and its complement
B = Ac denoting the rest of the system as shown in Fig. 1.

Figure 1: Schematics of a single boosted interval on a complex plane.
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The entanglement entropy may then be expressed in terms of the two point twist field
correlators as follows [58]

TrρnA = 〈Φne(z1)Φ−ne(z2)〉 = cnz
−2hL
12 z̄−2hR

12 , (2.2)

where Φne(z1) and Φ−ne(z2) are the twist and the anti twist fields located at the end points
of the interval A, with conformal dimensions given as hL = cL

24

(
n− 1

n

)
and hR = cR

24

(
n− 1

n

)
which may be determined from the conformal Ward identities. Note that due to the condition
cL 6= cR, the twist fields possess non-zero spin sn which is proportional to the anomaly coefficient
(cL − cR) as follows

∆n =
cL + cR

24

(
n− 1

n

)
, sn =

cL − cR
24

(
n− 1

n

)
, (2.3)

where ∆n is the scaling dimension of the twist fields. The entanglement entropy of a single
interval A may now be obtained using the above expression as [58]

SA = − lim
n→1

∂nTrρnA =
cL
6

log
(zA
ε

)
+
cR
6

log
( z̄A
ε

)
, (2.4)

where zA = z1 − z2 and ε is a UV cut-off. On using zA = RAe
iθA and analytically continuing to

a Lorentzian signature via z = x− t, z̄ = x+ t we have θA = iκA where κ is the boost parameter.
The entanglement entropy in this case receives an additional contribution due the anomalous
Lorentz boost as follows [58]

SA =
cL + cR

6
log

(
RA
ε

)
− cL − cR

6
κA. (2.5)

In the above expression the length RA and the boost κA for the boosted interval A are related
to the (t, x)-coordinates as follows

RA =
√
x2

12 − t212 , κA = tanh−1

(
t12

x12

)
. (2.6)

The second term in eq. (2.5) arises from the contribution from the gravitational anomaly. This
reduces to the usual entanglement entropy of a single interval [3,5] when the anomaly is absent
(cL = cR).

2.1.2 Finite temperature and angular potential

For this mixed state configuration we consider a spatial interval A ≡ [0, RA] in the CFT2 at
a finite temperature T = β−1 and with a non zero chemical potential Ω for the spin angular
momentum arising from the gravitational anomaly. In this instance the CFT2 with a gravita-
tional anomaly must be described on a twisted cylinder due to the spin angular momentum.
The Euclidean partition function for this CFT2 following a Wick rotation is given by

Z = Tr
(
e−β H−βΩEJ

)
, (2.7)

where H is the Hamiltonian, β is the inverse temperature, J is the spin angular momentum and
the angular potential ΩE is defined to be real via the standard analytic continuation Ω = iΩE

and we have

H = ER + EL −
cL + cR

24
, J = ER − EL +

cL − cR
24

. (2.8)

The left and right moving inverse temperatures (βL, βR) are defined in terms of (β,ΩE) as

βL = β(1 + iΩE) , βR = β(1− iΩE) . (2.9)
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Note that for the ground state on the cylinder EL = ER = 0, the theory acquires a non-zero
“Casimir momentum” J0 in addition to the usual ground state energy (Casimir energy) E0 as

E0 = −cL + cR
24

, J0 =
cL − cR

24
. (2.10)

The CFT2 on the twisted cylinder may be obtained from a Euclidean CFT2 on the complex
plane through the conformal transformations

w = e2πz/βL , w̄ = e2πz̄/βR , (2.11)

where z and w denotes the coordinate on the complex plane and the twisted cylinder respectively.
Now using the transformation of the two point twist correlator under the above conformal
mapping, the entanglement entropy for the mixed state of a single interval under consideration
is given as [58]

SA =
cL + cR

12
log

[
βLβR
π2ε2

sinh

(
πRA
βL

)
sinh

(
πRA
βR

)]
+
cL − cR

12
log

βL sinh
(
πRA
βL

)
βR sinh

(
πRA
βR

)
 . (2.12)

The second term in the above expression quantifies the contribution due to the gravitational
anomaly for cL 6= cR. In the absence of the anomaly we have βL = βR, and this reduces to the
well-known expression of the entanglement entropy corresponding to the mixed state described
by a single interval at a finite temperature [3, 5].

3 Mixed state entanglement measures in CFTa
2

3.1 Entanglement negativity in CFTa
2

We begin by briefly discussing the definition of entanglement negativity in quantum information
theory [14]. Consider a tripartite system in a pure state consisting of the subsystems A, B
and C, where AB = A ∪ B and C = ABc being the rest of the system. For the Hilbert space
H = HA ⊗ HB, the reduced density matrix for the subsystem AB is defined as ρAB = TrC ρ
and the partial transpose of the reduced density matrix ρTBA with respect to the subsystem B is
given by 〈

e
(A)
i e

(B)
j

∣∣∣ρTBAB∣∣∣e(A)
k e

(B)
l

〉
=
〈
e

(A)
i e

(B)
l

∣∣∣ρAB∣∣∣e(A)
k e

(B)
j

〉
, (3.1)

where
∣∣∣e(A)
i

〉
and

∣∣∣e(B)
j

〉
are the bases for the Hilbert spaces HA and HB. The entanglement

negativity for the bipartite mixed state configuration AB may then be defined as the logarithm
of the trace norm of the partially transposed reduced density matrix as

E(A : B) = log Tr|ρTBA |, (3.2)

where the trace norm Tr|ρTBA | is given by the sum of absolute eigenvalues of ρTBAB. The entangle-
ment negativity for the bipartite states in CFT2 with gravitational anomaly may be obtained
through a replica technique similar to [18–20]. This involves the construction of the quantity
Tr
(
ρTBAB

)n
for even sequences of n = ne and its analytic continuation to ne → 1 which leads to

the following expression

E(A : B) = lim
ne→1

log
[
Tr
(
ρTBAB

)ne]. (3.3)

The Tr
(
ρTBAB

)ne may be expressed as a twist field correlator in the replicated CFTa
2 appropriate

to the mixed state configuration.
As an example for the above discussion a mixed state configuration described by two boosted

disjoint intervals A ≡ [z1, z2] and B ≡ [z3, z4] separated by an interval C ≡ [z2, z3] as depicted

7



in Fig. 2 it is possible to express the quantity Tr(ρTBAB)ne as a four point twist field correlator as
follows

Tr(ρTBAB)ne = 〈Φne(z1)Φ−ne(z2)Φ−ne(z3)Φne(z4)〉C . (3.4)

Figure 2: Schematics of two boosted disjoint intervals A = [z1, z2] and B = [z3, z4] on a complex plane.

We now proceed to compute the entanglement negativity for various bipartite states in a
CFT2s with gravitational anomaly (cL 6= cR) in the subsequent subsections.

3.1.1 Single interval

In this subsection we compute the entanglement negativity for the bipartite pure and mixed
state configuration of a single interval in a CFT2 in the presence of the gravitational anomaly.

Zero temperature

We obtain the pure state configuration of a single interval from the two disjoint intervals through
a bipartite limit described by z3 → z2, z4 → z1 where the interval B ≡ Ac now describes the rest
of the system. In this limit the four point twist correlator in eq. (3.4) reduces to the following
two point twist correlator

Tr(ρTBA )ne =
〈
Φ2
ne(z1)Φ2

−ne(z2)
〉
. (3.5)

The ne sheeted Riemann surface decouples into two independent ne/2 sheeted Riemann surfaces
in a similar manner to [19] and hence the two point correlator in eq. (3.5) reduces to the following
expression

Tr(ρTBA )ne =
〈
Φ2
ne(z1)Φ2

−ne(z2)
〉

=
(〈

Φne/2(z1)Φ−ne/2(z2)
〉)2

. (3.6)

From the above equation, we find the scaling dimension of the twist fields Φ2
ne and Φ2

−ne as

h
(2)
L =

cL
12

(
ne
2
− 2

ne

)
, h

(2)
R =

cR
12

(
ne
2
− 2

ne

)
. (3.7)

The entanglement negativity for the bipartite pure state configuration of a single interval at
zero temperature in a CFTa

2 with gravitational anomaly may then be obtained using eqs. (3.6)
and (3.3) as follows

E(A) =
cL
4

log
(zA
ε

)
+
cR
4

log
( z̄A
ε

)
+ 2 log c1/2, (3.8)

where zA = z1 − z2, ε is a UV cut-off and c1/2 is a normalization constant for the two point

function. On using zA = RAe
iθA and analytically continuing to a Lorentzian signature via

8



θA = iκA we obtain the entanglement negativity for the pure state configuration in question as
follows

E(A) =
cL + cR

4
log

(
RA
ε

)
− cL − cR

4
κA + 2 log c1/2 . (3.9)

It may be observed from the above equation, that compared to a usual CFT2 [19], the entangle-
ment negativity receives an additional contribution arising from the anomalous Lorentz boost
which is given by the second term. This result reduces to the usual entanglement negativity of
a single interval at zero temperature described in [19] for cL = cR. Note that using eq. (2.5),
our result may be expressed as

E(A) =
3

2
SA + const. , (3.10)

which is expected from quantum information theory as the entanglement negativity for a pure
state is given by the Rényi entropy of order half which is proportional to the entanglement
entropy.

Finite temperature and angular potential

For this case we consider a single interval A of length RA in a CFTa
2 at a finite temperature

T = 1/β with a conserved angular momentum Ω defined on a twisted infinite cylinder. As
described in [20], the replica manifold utilized for computing the entanglement negativity for this
mixed state configuration suffers from a pathology arising due to the partial transposition over
an infinite subsystem. In the present scenario of CFTa

2, a similar problem arises for the infinite
twisted cylinder. Following a procedure similar to that described in [20] for the entanglement
negativity of a single interval at a finite temperature, we consider two adjacent large but finite
auxiliary intervals of length R on either side of the single interval. This configuration is then
described by a four point twist field correlator as follows

E(A) = lim
R→∞

lim
ne→1

log
〈
Φne(−R)Φ2

−ne(0)Φ2
ne(RA)Φ−ne(R)

〉
βL,R

, (3.11)

where the subscript βL,R denotes that the four point function has to be evaluated on a twisted
cylinder and (L,R) in βL,R describes the left and the right moving sectors respectively. Note
that in the above equation a bipartite limit R→∞, B ≡ Ac has been implemented subsequent
to the replica limit. The four point twist correlator on the CFT2 plane is given from [20] as
follows

〈
Φne(z1)Φ2

−ne(z2)Φ2
ne(z3)Φ−ne(z4)

〉
C = cnec

2
ne/2

 1

z2hL
14 z

2h
(2)
L

23

Fne(η)

ηh
(2)
L

 1

z̄2hR
14 z̄

2h
(2)
R

23

F̄ne(η̄)

η̄h
(2)
R

 ,

(3.12)
where η = z12z34

z13z24
and η̄ = z̄12z̄34

z̄13z̄24
are the cross ratios and Fne(η) and F̄ne(η̄) are two non universal

arbitrary functions. As described in [20] the non universal arbitrary functions Fne(η) and F̄ne(η̄)
at the limits η, η̄ → 1 and η, η̄ → 0 are given by

Fne(1) = F̄ne(1) = 1, Fne(0) = F̄ne(0) = Cne , (3.13)

where Cne is a non universal constant depending upon the full operator content of the theory.
We now utilize the conformal map from the CFT2 plane to the twisted cylinder using eq.

(2.11) to express the four point function in the following way〈
Φne(−R)Φ2

−ne(0)Φ2
ne(RA)Φ−ne(R)

〉
βL,R

= cnec
2
ne/2

[
βL
π

sinh

(
2πR

βL

)]−2hL
[
βL
π

sinh

(
πRA
βL

)]−2h
(2)
L Fne(η)

ηh
(2)
L

×
[
βR
π

sinh

(
2πR

βR

)]−2hR
[
βR
π

sinh

(
πRA
βR

)]−2h
(2)
R F̄ne(η̄)

η̄h
(2)
R

.

(3.14)
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Under the conformal transformation from CFT2 plane to the twisted cylinder, the cross ratios
in the bipartite limit (R→∞) are given as

lim
R→∞

η = e
− 2πRA

βL , lim
R→∞

η̄ = e
− 2πRA

βR . (3.15)

We now employ eq. (3.14) in (3.11) to obtain the entanglement negativity for the mixed state
configuration of a single interval at finite temperature and an angular potential as follows

E(A) =
cL
4

log

[
βL
πε

sinh

(
πRA
βL

)]
+
cR
4

log

[
βR
πε

sinh

(
πRA
βR

)]
− cL

4

πRA
βL
− cR

4

πRA
βR

+ f

(
e
− 2πRA

βL

)
+ f̄

(
e
− 2πRA

βR

)
+ const. .

(3.16)

Here ε is a UV cut-off and the arbitrary functions f(η) and f̄(η̄) is given by

f(η) = lim
ne→1

log[Fne(η)], f̄(η̄) = lim
ne→1

log[F̄ne(η̄)]. (3.17)

and the last term is a non universal constant for the four point function. Note that the expression
in eq. (3.16) matches with the result in [63] for cL = cR when the anomaly is absent. We also
observe that on using eq. (2.12), the above eq. (3.16) may be expressed as

E(A) =
3

2

[
SA − Sth

A

]
+ f

(
e
− 2πRA

βL

)
+ f̄

(
e
− 2πRA

βR

)
+ const., (3.18)

where SA and Sth
A denote the entanglement entropy and the thermal entropy of the mixed state

described by a single interval in the CFTa
2. From the above equation it is observed that the uni-

versal part of the entanglement negativity described by the first term involves the elimination of
the thermal entropy from the entanglement entropy which is consistent with its characterization
as an upper bound on the distillable entanglement in quantum information theory whereas the
other terms are non universal contributions.

3.1.2 Two adjacent intervals

Having described the different cases for a single interval in the CFT2 with a gravitational anomaly
under consideration we now turn our attention to the computation of the entanglement negativity
for bipartite mixed state configurations of two adjacent intervals in such CFT2s.

Zero temperature

For the zero temperature case we consider the adjacent limit z3 → z2 for the two disjoint intervals
configuration to arrive at the configuration of adjacent intervals which is depicted in Fig. 3.

Figure 3: Schematics of tow boosted adjacent intervals A = [z1, z2] and B = [z2, z3].
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In this limit the four point twist correlator in eq. (3.4) reduces to a three point correlator
as follows

Tr(ρTBAB)ne =
〈
Φne(z1)Φ2

−ne(z2)Φne(z3)
〉

= c2
neCΦΦ2Φ

1

(zAzB)h
(2)
L z

2hL−h
(2)
L

AB

1

(z̄Az̄B)h
(2)
R z̄

2hR−h
(2)
R

AB

, (3.19)

where zA = z2 − z1, zB = z3 − z2 and zAB = z3 − z1. Making a transition to a Lorentzian
signature as zA = RAe

−κA , zB = RBe
−κB and zAB = RABe

−κAB and using the weights of the
twist fields and eq. (3.3), we obtain the entanglement negativity for the mixed state of adjacent
intervals at a zero temperature as follows

E(A : B) =
cL + cR

8
log

(
RARB
εRAB

)
− cL − cR

8
(κA + κB − κAB) + const., (3.20)

where ε is a UV cut-off. We observe that the second term in the above equation for the entan-
glement negativity arises from the gravitational anomaly. Note that the above expression in eq.
(3.20) reduces to the corresponding entanglement negativity in [19] for cL = cR.

Finite temperature and angular potential

For the case of a finite temperature and an angular potential as described earlier we consider
the configuration of adjacent intervals A and B in a CFT2 at finite temperature T = 1/β and
chemical potential for the angular momentum Ω which is now located on a twisted cylinder.
This may be obtained through the conformal map from the complex plane z to the twisted
cylinder w as described in eq. (2.11). The three point twist correlator transforms under the
conformal transformation in the following way

〈
Φne(w1, w̄1)Φ2

−ne(w2, w̄2)Φne(w3, w̄3)
〉
βL,R

=
3∏
i=1

(
dwi
dzi

)−h(i)
L
(
dw̄i
dz̄i

)−h(i)
R

×
〈
Φne(z1, z̄1)Φ2

−ne(z2, z̄2)Φne(z3, z̄3)
〉
C ,

(3.21)

where h
(i)
L , h

(i)
R are the conformal dimensions of the twist fields placed at (wi, w̄i). We now

choose the coordinate of adjacent intervals on the cylinder as w1 = w̄1 = −RA, w2 = w̄2 = 0
and w3 = w̄3 = RB. Then the entanglement negativity for the mixed state configuration of two
adjacent intervals may be computed using eq. (3.19) in (3.21) and eq. (3.3) as follows

E(A : B) =
cL
8

log

[(
βL
πε

)
sinh

(
πRA
βL

)
sinh

(
πRB
βL

)
sinh

(
πRAB
βL

) ]
+
cR
8

log

[(
βR
πε

)
sinh

(
πRA
βR

)
sinh

(
πRB
βR

)
sinh

(
πRAB
βR

) ]
,

(3.22)
where ε is a UV cut-off and RAB = RA + RB. Interestingly the above result matches with
corresponding entanglement negativity [28] in the absence of an anomaly (cL = cR).

3.1.3 Two disjoint intervals

In this section we focus on the bipartite mixed state configuration of two disjoint intervals in a
CFT2 with a gravitational anomaly (cL 6= cR).

Zero temperature

For this case, as described earlier, we consider the configuration of two boosted disjoint intervals
A and B as shown in Fig. 2. The explicit form of the four point twist correlator involved in
the eq. (3.4) is not known generally as it depends on an arbitrary non universal function of
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the cross ratios. However in the large central charge limit when the two disjoint intervals are in
proximity (1/2 < η < 1), the universal part of the four point function in the t-channel may be
extracted utilizing a monodromy technique and is given as [32,41,43]

lim
ne→1

〈Φne(z1)Φ−ne(z2)Φ−ne(z3)Φne(z4)〉C = (1− η)ĥL (1− η̄)ĥR , (3.23)

where η = z12z34
z13z24

is the cross ratio and ĥL, ĥR are the conformal dimensions of the operator
with the dominant contribution in the corresponding conformal block expansion. The dominant
contribution to the four point twist correlator in eq. (3.23) arises from the conformal block with

the conformal dimension h
(2)
L ≡ ĥL and h

(2)
R ≡ ĥR and in the ne → 1 limit5

ĥL = −cL
8

, ĥR = −cR
8
. (3.24)

The entanglement negativity for the bipartite mixed state configuration of disjoint intervals
in proximity in a CFT2 with gravitational anomaly may then be obtained using eq. (3.23) and
(3.3) as

E(A : B) =
cL
8

log

(
1

1− η

)
+
cR
8

log

(
1

1− η̄

)
. (3.25)

As earlier making a transition to a Lorentzian signature as zij = Rij e
−κij , where i, j = 1, 2, 3, 4

and zAC = z13, zBC = z24, zABC = z14 and zC = z23, the above equation may be expressed in
the following form

E(A : B) =
cL + cR

8
log

(
RAC RBC
RABC RC

)
− cL − cR

8
(κAC + κBC − κABC − κC). (3.26)

Note that the above result is independent of the UV cut-off which is similar to the corresponding
result for usual CFT2. We also observe that the second term in the above expression arises from
the gravitational anomaly and is frame dependent. Furthermore the above expression in eq.
(3.26) matches with the corresponding result in [32] in the absence of the anomaly (cL = cR).

Finite temperature and angular potential

As earlier for this case we consider the configuration of two disjoint intervals A and B in a CFT2

at a finite temperature T = 1/β and chemical potential for the angular momentum Ω located
on a twisted cylinder. Following the technique described earlier the four point twist correlator
on the twisted cylinder may be obtained from the four point correlator on the complex plane
through the following transformation

〈Φne(w1, w̄1)Φ−ne(w2, w̄2)Φ−ne(w3, w̄3)Φne(w4, w̄4)〉βL,R =
4∏
i=1

(
dwi
dzi

)−hL (dw̄i
dz̄i

)−hR
〈Φne(z1, z̄1)Φ−ne(z2, z̄2)Φ−ne(z3, z̄3)Φne(z4, z̄4)〉C .

(3.27)
The lengths of the disjoint intervals on the twisted cylinder maybe chosen as w2−w1 = RA, w3−
w2 = RC and w4−w3 = RB and the entanglement negativity for this mixed state configuration
may be now obtained using eqs. (3.23), (2.11), (3.27) and (3.3) as follows

E(A : B) =
cL
8

log

sinh
(
πRAC
βL

)
sinh

(
πRBC
βL

)
sinh

(
πRC
βL

)
sinh

(
πRABC
βL

)
+

cR
8

ln

sinh
(
πRAC
βR

)
sinh

(
πRBC
βR

)
sinh

(
πRC
βR

)
sinh

(
πRABC
βR

)
 , (3.28)

5Note that the negative conformal dimensions of the twist field Φ2
ne

in the replica limit ne → 1 has to be
understood only in the sense of an analytic continuation.
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where RAC , RBC and RABC are the lengths of the intervals A ∪ C, B ∪ C and A ∪ B ∪ C
respectively. We note that the above result is once again cut-off independent similar to the
corresponding case in usual CFT2s. The above result once more matches exactly with the
corresponding result in [31] when the anomaly is absent (i.e. cL = cR).

3.2 Reflected entropy in CFTa
2

We now turn our attention to another mixed state entanglement measure known as the reflected
entropy which involves both classical and quantum correlations. In what follows we provide a
brief review for the definition and computation of this measure in usual CFT2s as described
in [21]. To this end it is required to consider a bipartite quantum system A∪B in a mixed state
ρAB and its canonical purification in a doubled Hilbert space HA ⊗HB ⊗HA? ⊗HB? . This is
denoted as

∣∣√ρAB〉 where A? and B? represent the CPT conjugate of the subsystems A and B
respectively.

The reflected entropy SR(A : B) may then be defined as the von Neumann entropy of the
reduced density matrix ρAA? [21] as follows

SR(A : B) ≡ SvN (ρAA?)√ρAB , (3.29)

where ρAA? is defined as the reduced density matrix traced over HB ⊗H?B, given as

ρAA? = TrHB⊗H?B |
√
ρAB〉 〈

√
ρAB| . (3.30)

Interestingly the authors in [21] developed a novel replica technique to compute the reflected
entropy between two subsystems A and B which we briefly review below. To begin with, one

constructs the state |ρm/2AB 〉 ≡ |ψm〉 by considering an m-fold replication of the original manifold
where m ∈ 2Z+. Subsequently the Rényi reflected entropy for this state |ψm〉 is computed as
the Rényi entropy Sn (AA?)ψm of the reduced density matrix

ρ
(m)
AA? = TrHB⊗H?B

∣∣∣ρm/2AB

〉〈
ρ
m/2
AB

∣∣∣ , (3.31)

which involves another replication in the Rényi index n and results in a nm-sheeted replica
manifold6 as shown in fig. 4.

Figure 4: Structure of the replica manifold computing the Rényi reflected entropy between subsystems A and B in
the state |ψm〉. The sewing of the individual replicas along the subsystems A and B are denoted by red and blue
arrows corresponding to the twist fields σg

A
and σg

B
, respectively. Figure modified from [65].

6See [21,64] for details about replica construction of the state
∣∣∣ρm/2AB

〉
and the sewing mechanism of such replica

sheets.

13



In the replica technique, this Rényi reflected entropy is given in terms of a properly weighted
partition function Zn,m on the above replica manifold which in turn may be obtained as the
correlation functions of twist operators σgA and σgB inserted at the endpoints of the intervals
A ≡ [z1, z2] and B ≡ [z3, z4] as follows [21]

Sn (AA?)ψm =
1

1− n
log

Zn,m
(Z1,m)n

=
1

1− n
log

〈
σgA(z1)σg−1

A
(z2)σgB (z3)σg−1

B
(z4)

〉
CFT

⊗
mn(〈

σgm(z1)σg−1
m

(z2)σgm(z3)σg−1
m

(z4)
〉

CFT
⊗
m

)n .
(3.32)

In the denominator of the above equation the partition function Z1,m arises from the normal-

ization of the state |ρm/2AB 〉 and σgm are the twist fields at the endpoints of the intervals in
m-replicated manifold. Having reviewed the definition and the replica technique to compute the
reflected entropy for mixed states in a CFT2 we now turn our attention to compute the same
for various bipartite states in a CFTa

2 with a gravitational anomaly in the following subsections.

3.2.1 Two disjoint intervals

In this subsection we utilize the replica techniques described above to compute the reflected
entropy for the zero and finite temperature mixed state configuration of two disjoint intervals
in a CFTa

2 with a gravitational anomaly.

Zero temperature

For the zero temperature case we consider the configuration of two boosted disjoint intervals
described by the intervals A ≡ [z1, z2] and B ≡ [z3, z4]. Note that the conformal dimensions for
the twist operators σgA , σgB and σgBg

−1
A

for the left moving sector with a central charge cL may

be written for our case of unequal central charges as follows

hAL = hBL =
n cL
24

(
m− 1

m

)
, hBA

−1

L =
2 cL
24

(
n− 1

n

)
, (3.33)

with similar expressions for the right moving sector involving the central charge cR. The confor-
mal dimensions for σgm may be obtained from eq. (3.33) by setting n = 1. In the t-channel, the
four point function in the numerator of eq. (3.32) can be expanded in terms of the conformal
blocks of the replica theory CFT

⊗
mn as〈

σgA(z1)σg−1
A

(z2)σgB (z3)σg−1
B

(z4)
〉

CFT
⊗
mn

= z2hL
41 z̄2hR

41 z2hL
23 z̄2hR

23

∑
p

C2
pFL

(
mncL, hL, h

(p)
L , 1− η

)
×FR

(
mncR, hR, h

(p)
R , 1− η̄

)
,

(3.34)
where hL(R) =

n cL(R)

24

(
m− 1

m

)
, η = z12z34

z13z24
is the cross ratio and F is the Virasoro conformal

block corresponding to the exchange of the primary operators with dimensions h(p). Note that
in the above expansion Cp is the OPE coefficient appearing in the three point function. The
explicit closed form structure for the Virasoro conformal block is not known generally. In the
following we will make use of the semi-classical limit described by

mncL → 0, εL =
6hL
mncL

and ε
(p)
L =

6h
(p)
L

mncL
fixed, (3.35)

and similar expressions for the right moving sectors involving hR and cR. It is well known that
in the above semi-classical limit, the Virasoro conformal block F exponentiates in the following
way [66,67]

logFL
(
mncL, hL, h

(p)
L , 1− η

)
≈ −mncL

6
fL

(
εL, ε

(p)
L , 1− η

)
,

logFR
(
mncR, hR, h

(p)
R , 1− η

)
≈ −mncR

6
fR

(
εR, ε

(p)
R , 1− η̄

)
.

(3.36)
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In the t-channel, the dominant contribution to the four point correlator arises from the inter-
mediate operator with the lowest conformal dimensions h(p) in the OPE expansion. It is given
for the left moving sector as [64]

hlow
L = h

(p)
L = hBA

−1

L , εlow
L = ε

(p)
L =

6hlow
L

mncL
, (3.37)

with similar expressions for the right moving sector. The perturbative expansion of fL in εL
and εlow

L can be expressed as [42]

fL

(
εL, ε

low
L , 1− η

)
= εlow

L log

(
1 +
√
η

1−√η

)
+ higher order terms . (3.38)

One can also arrive at the explicit form of Cp in this case in a similar fashion as described in [21]
as Cp = (2m)−2hL/n−2hR/n. Now using eqs. (3.34), (3.36) and (3.38), the reflected entropy for
the mixed state of two disjoint intervals in a CFT2 with gravitational anomaly may expressed
as

SR(A : B) = lim
n→1

lim
m→1

Sn (AA?)ψm

=
cL
6

log

(
1 +
√
η

1−√η

)
+
cR
6

log

(
1 +
√
η̄

1−
√
η̄

)
. (3.39)

We observe that the reflected entropy factorizes into the left and right moving contributions
in the presence of the gravitational anomaly. Note that the above expression reduces to the
corresponding reflected entropy in [21] for the usual scenario (cL = cR).

Finite temperature and angular potential

For this case we again consider the mixed state configuration of two disjoint intervals A and
B in a CFT2 now at a finite temperature T = 1/β and a chemical potential Ω for the angular
momentum. In this case once again note that the CFTa

2 is defined on a twisted cylinder which
may be obtained from the usual complex plane utilizing eq. (2.11). The four point twist
correlator in this case transforms under this conformal map as follows

〈
σgA(w1, w̄1)σg−1

A
(w2, w̄2)σgB (w3, w̄3)σg−1

B
(w4, w̄4)

〉
βL,R

=
4∏
i=1

(
dwi
dzi

)−h(i)
L
(
dw̄i
dz̄i

)−h(i)
R

〈
σgA(z1, z̄1)σg−1

A
(z2, z̄2)σgB (z3, z̄3)σg−1

B
(z4, z̄4)

〉
C
.

(3.40)
The reflected entropy for the mixed state of disjoint intervals may now be obtained by evaluating
the four point function on a twisted cylinder using eqs. (3.40) and (3.34) as follows

SR(A : B) =
cL
6

log

(
1 +
√
ξ

1−
√
ξ

)
+
cR
6

log

(
1 +

√
ξ̄

1−
√
ξ̄

)
, (3.41)

where ξ, ξ̄ are given by

ξ =
sinh πw12

βL
sinh πw34

βL

sinh πw13
βL

sinh πw24
βL

, ξ̄ =
sinh πw̄12

βR
sinh πw̄34

βR

sinh πw̄13
βR

sinh πw̄24
βR

, (3.42)

where A ≡ [w1, w2] and B ≡ [w3, w4] are the intervals on the twisted cylinder with the coordi-
nates w, w̄. As earlier, we observe that the reflected entropy splits into left and right moving
components in the presence of the gravitational anomaly.
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3.2.2 Two adjacent intervals

We now turn our attention to the mixed state configuration of two adjacent intervals in the
CFTa

2.

Zero temperature

For the zero temperature case we consider the configuration of adjacent intervals A ≡ [z1, z2]
and B ≡ [z2, z3] which may be obtained by taking the adjacent limit z3 → z2 and relabelling
z4 ≡ z3 in the disjoint interval configuration. In this adjacent limit, the Rényi reflected entropy
may be expressed in terms of a three point twist correlator as

Sn (AA?)ψm =
1

1− n
log

〈
σgA(z1)σgBg

−1
A

(z2)σg−1
B

(z3)
〉

CFT
⊗
mn(〈

σgm(z1)σg−1
m

(z3)
〉

CFT
⊗
m

)n , (3.43)

On utilizing the conformal dimensions of the twist fields from eq. (3.33) and the form of the
three point twist correlator above, the reflected entropy for the mixed state configuration of two
adjacent intervals at zero temperature may be obtained by taking the replica limit m→ 1, n→ 1
as follows

SR(A : B) =
cL + cR

6
log

(
RARB
εRAB

)
− cL − cR

6
(κA + κB − κAB) +

cL + cR
6

log 2, (3.44)

where ε is a UV cut-off and (RA, κA), (RB, κB) and (RAB, κAB) are lengths and boosts of
intervals A, B and A∪B respectively. Note that on comparing this expression for the reflected
entropy with that of a usual CFT2 it is observed that the second term arises due to the presence
of the gravitational anomaly.

Finite temperature and angular potential

For this case we consider the mixed state configuration under consideration in a CFT2 at a finite
temperature T = 1/β with a chemical potential Ω for the conserved angular momentum. The
corresponding CFTa

2 is once again defined on a twisted cylinder. The end point coordinates
of the adjacent intervals on the twisted cylinder are w1 = w̄1 = −RA, w2 = w̄2 = 0 and
w3 = w̄3 = RB. The transformation of the three point twist correlator under the conformal map
given by eq. (2.11) may be expressed as〈
σgA(w1, w̄1)σgBg

−1
A

(w2, w̄2)σg−1
B

(w3, w̄3)
〉
βL,R

=
3∏
i=1

(
dwi
dzi

)−h(i)
L
(
dw̄i
dz̄i

)−h(i)
R

〈
σgA(z1, z̄1)σgBg

−1
A

(z2, z̄2)σg−1
B

(z3, z̄3)
〉
C
,

(3.45)

On using the above eq. (3.45) and the form of the usual three point correlator in a CFT2 , the
reflected entropy for the mixed state of adjacent intervals may be obtained as follows

SR(A : B) =
cL
6

log

[(
βL
πε

)
sinh

(
πRA
βL

)
sinh

(
πRB
βL

)
sinh

(
π(RA+RB)

βL

) ]

+
cR
6

log

[(
βR
πε

)
sinh

(
πRA
βR

)
sinh

(
πRB
βR

)
sinh

(
π(RA+RB)

βR

) ]

+
cL + cR

6
log 2. (3.46)

As earlier the reflected entropy decouples into left and right moving components in the presence
of the gravitational anomaly.
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3.2.3 Single interval

We now discuss the case of the bipartite state described by a single interval in a CFTa
2 in this

subsection.

Zero temperature

In this case we consider the pure state configuration of a single interval A ≡ [z1, z2] at zero
temperature in a CFTa

2 which can be obtained from the two disjoint intervals result by taking
the limits z3 → z2, z4 → z1. The Rényi reflected entropy for this configuration is then given by
the two point twist correlator as follows

Sn (AA?)ψm =
1

1− n
log
〈
σg−1

B gA
(z1)σgBg

−1
A

(z2)
〉

CFT
⊗
mn
. (3.47)

The reflected entropy for this pure state of a single interval at zero temperature is then obtained
as follows

SR(A : Ac) =
cL + cR

3
log

(
RA
ε

)
− cL − cR

3
κA, (3.48)

where ε is a UV cut-off and RA and κA are the length and boost of the interval A. Note that we
may also obtain the reflected entropy for a single interval by using the property of the reflected
entropy for a pure state i.e. SR(A : B) = 2S(A) to arrive at an identical result.

Finite temperature and angular potential

Finally we consider the mixed state configuration of a single interval in a CFTa
2 with a conserved

angular momentum and at a finite temperature T = 1/β. As described in the previous subsec-
tion, for the case of a single interval A ≡ [0, RA] with B ≡ Ac, the Rényi reflected entropy of
order n in the state ψm appears to be given by eq. (3.47) where the two-point twist correlator
now has to be evaluated on the twisted cylinder. Utilizing the conformal transformation from
the complex plane to the twisted cylinder given in eq. (2.11), we may obtain

Sn (AA?)ψm =
1

1− n
log
〈
σg−1

B gA
(z1)σgBg

−1
A

(z2)
〉

CFT
⊗
mn

βL,R

=

(
1 +

1

n

)[
cL
6

log

(
βL
πε

sinh
πRA
βL

)
+
cR
6

log

(
βR
πε

sinh
πRA
βR

)]
. (3.49)

Now taking the replica limits m→ 1, n→ 1, this computation leads to

Snaive
R (A : B) =

cL
3

log

(
βL
πε

sinh
πRA
βL

)
+
cR
3

log

(
βR
πε

sinh
πRA
βR

)
. (3.50)

This resembles the expression for twice the entanglement entropy for the given single interval
at a finite temperature in eq. (2.12). However this result leads to serious inconsistencies. In
the high temperature limit βL(R) → 0, the above reflected entropy diverges linearly which is
unphysical. This may be seen in the following way. For very high temperatures the state∣∣√ρAB〉 reduces to a product of Bell pairs7 between the mirrored regions AB and A?B? [21].

7To see this, recall that the purified state on the doubled Hilbert space has the following structure [21,64]:

|√ρAB〉 =
∑
a

√
pa |ψa〉AB |ψa〉A?B? . (3.51)

For a thermal state with pa ∝ e−βEa , at very high temperatures β → 0, we have

|√ρAB〉 ∝
∑
a

|ψa〉AB |ψa〉A?B? , (3.52)

which is indeed a product Bell state.
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Therefore AB and A?B? are maximally entangled which implies AA? cannot be entangled with
BB? in the high temperature limit and consequently SR(A : B) should vanish. It interesting
to note that a similar problem had been identified for the case of the entanglement negativity
for the configuration of a single interval in a thermal CFT2 in [20], which has been utilized in
subsection 3.1.1 in the context of CFTa

2.
As described in [20] in the context of the entanglement negativity, in order to understand

the pathology of the above naive computation we need to examine the structure of the replica
manifold in computing the Rényi reflected entropy more carefully. To begin with, we recall that
the finite temperature density matrix ρA is defined on a cylinder of circumference β which has
a branch cut along the subsystem A. In the case of the Rényi reflected entropy for the state

|ψm〉 = |ρm/2AB 〉, the trace of the n-th power of the reduced density matrix ρ
(m)
AA? computes the

partition function on the replica manifold consisting of nm cylinders with branch cuts along A
and B sewed in a fashion similar to that described in [21, 64]. In particular, the cuts along B
are always sewed vertically, while there are additional horizontal sewing along A on the zeroth
and m/2-th replica sheets, similar to that in fig. 4.

Figure 5: Schematics of the replica manifold computing Sn (AA?)ψm
and the reflected entropy of a single interval

A at finite temperature. (a) Simple arrows along B ≡ Ac indicates that one passes from the m-th copy to the
(m + 1)-th copy through the branch cuts sewed vertically in the m-direction while the wiggly arrow denotes the
special connection of the copies of A which involves occasional sewing in the n-direction. (b) Deforming the cut
along B as indicated: part of it superimposes onto A and the rest becomes an infinite cut extending along the length
of the whole cylinder. (c) The merging of the red and green cuts along A results in an effective cancellation of
the vertical sewing of the branch cuts along A, leaving the sewing in the n-direction unaffected. This deformation
procedure leads to an auxiliary infinite cut along the length of the cylinder which cannot be removed. This is the
origin of the pathology in the naive computation of the reflected entropy for a single interval at finite temperature.
(d) The wiggly arrow along the subsystem A denotes the sewing along both the m- and n-directions.

For the present scenario involving a single interval A and its compliment the situation is
depicted in fig. 5(a), where the wiggly arrow on the subsystem A denotes the non-trivial sewing
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procedure in both n and m directions as shown in fig. 5(d), and the arrows on the subsystem
B represents the regular sewing in the m direction only. The cuts along B may be deformed
as shown in fig. 5(b) without changing the topology of the manifold. Upon deforming the cuts
along B, its partial superimposition on A effectively removes the sewing of the copies of A along
the m-direction leaving the n-direction unaffected as shown in fig. 5(c). This amounts to branch
cuts along copies of A which are sewed only in the n-direction along with an infinite branch cut
described by the green line. This infinite branch cut along B which connects the different replica
copies cannot be removed in a consistent manner. Therefore the structure of the replica manifold
computing the reflected entropy for the single interval at the finite temperature is more complex
than we had naively assumed. Although we have kept ourselves confined to the description on
an ordinary cylinder for brevity, the above analysis generalizes in a straightforward fashion for
the case of twisted cylinders with circumferences βL and βR. This may be observed from the
fact that the twisted cylinder can be interpreted as two decoupled cylinders for the left-moving
and right-moving CFT modes.

Figure 6: Schematics of the replica manifold computing Sn (AA?)ψm
and the reflected entropy of a single interval

A at zero temperature. The complex planes are topologically equivalent to spheres and we perform the same
deformation procedure as described in fig. 5. In this case, the green dashed line denoting the infinite branch cut
upon deformation may be shrunk to a point on the north pole and is therefore eliminated. As a result, the reflected
entropy of the single interval at zero temperature is correctly captured by the remaining branch cuts along A which
are sewed only in the n-direction.

The above discussion requires a critical re-examination of the naive procedure for the con-
figuration of a single interval at zero temperature where this problem did not arise. For this
purpose we recapitulate the structure of the replica manifold used to compute the Rényi re-
flected entropy in fig. 6. Recall that for the zero temperature case the cylinder in fig. 5 has an
infinite circumference that renders the geometry to that of a complex plane which is topologi-
cally equivalent to a sphere as shown in fig. 6(a). It is possible to perform a similar deformation
of the branch cut along B to superimpose over the interval A as shown in fig. 6(b). However
in this case the auxiliary infinite branch cut shown by green dashed line in fig. 6(c) may be
shrunk to a point at the north pole and can thus be eliminated. We are then only left with
a branch cut along the subsystem A which connects the replica sheets only in n-direction as
depicted in fig. 6(d). This is reminiscent of the fact that the two point function involved in the
computation of the reflected entropy of the single interval A involves only the composite twist
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operators σgBg
−1
A

which correspond to hopping through the replica sheets in the n-direction.

From the above discussions, it is evident that the finite temperature reflected entropy between
two subsystems cannot be computed by naively mapping from the complex plane to the cylinder
if an infinite part of an infinite system is involved as was also the case for the entanglement
negativity described in [20]. Therefore it is required to regularize the infinite branch cut described
by the green dashed line in fig. 5(c). We follow the procedure described in [20] in the context of
the entanglement negativity for a single interval in a thermal CFT2 by shifting the endpoints of
the infinite branch cuts to finite distances.To this end, we introduce two large auxiliary intervals
B1 and B2, each of finite length R, sandwiching the single interval A in question and focus on
the following four-point function on the twisted cylinder〈

σgB (−R)σg−1
B gA

(0)σgBg
−1
A

(RA)σg−1
B

(R)
〉

CFT
⊗
mn

βL,R

. (3.53)

The Rényi reflected entropy between A and B ≡ B1 ∪B2 in the state ψm is then obtained as

Sn (AA?)ψm =
1

1− n
log

〈
σgB (−R)σg−1

B gA
(0)σgBg

−1
A

(RA)σg−1
B

(R)
〉

CFT
⊗
mn

βL,R(〈
σgm(−R)σg−1

m
(R)
〉

CFT
⊗
m

βL,R

)n , (3.54)

where the subscript βL,R denotes that the four point function has to evaluated on a twisted
cylinder. To compute the reflected entropy of the single interval A, we first compute the above
correlation function of twist operators normalized by a similar correlator on the m-replica man-

ifold CFT
⊗
m

βL,R
and take the replica limits m,n → 1. Subsequently, we take the limit R → ∞

which is tantamount to the bipartite limit B1∪B2 → Ac. As we shall see below these two limits
do not commute, and we obtain a different expression from the naive one in eq. (3.50).

Utilizing the conformal map in eq. (2.11), we may obtain the four-point twist correlator in
eq. (3.53) from the corresponding four-point function on the complex plane. However, any four-
point function of primary operators on the complex plane involves an arbitrary function of the
harmonic ratios η , η̄. We would like to understand the behaviour of the four-point correlation
function in the s- and t-channels described respectively by η , η̄ → 0 and η , η̄ → 1. To see this,
we consider the following OPEs between various primaries

σgA(z1)σg−1
A

(z2) =
cnm

z
2hAL
12 z̄

2hAR
12

I + . . . , σg−1
B gA

(z1)σgBg
−1
A

(z2) =
c̃nm

z
2hBA

−1
L

12 z̄
2hBA

−1
R

12

I + . . . , z1 → z2,

(3.55)

σgB (z1)σg−1
B gA

(z2) =
CB,B−1A,A

z
2hAL
12 z̄

2hAR
12

σgA(z1) + . . . , z1 → z2 . (3.56)

where CB,B−1A,A is the corresponding OPE coefficient. While eq. (3.55) is more or less straight-
forward to anticipate, eq. (3.56) requires a little inspection as the actions of σgB and σg−1

B gA
are

seemingly independent of each other. One way to verify this is to utilize the following relations
for the symmetry group elements gA, gB ∈ Snm [21]

gA = (τ (0)
n )−1τ (m/2)

n gm , gB = gm , g−1
B gA = (τ (0)

n )−1τ (m/2)
n , (3.57)

where τ
(k)
n are the elements of the replica symmetry group Snm which permutes the m = k-th

replica sheet in the n-direction and gm denotes the full m-cyclic permutation. The OPE in
eq. (3.56) may also be visualized from the sewing procedure in the replica geometry as shown in
fig. 7. Now, utilizing the structures of the OPEs in eqs. (3.55) and (3.56) it is possible to fix the
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form of the four point twist correlator on the complex plane with well defined cluster properties
in the s and t-channels respectively. Finally, the four point twist correlator of the twist fields
σg on the CFT2 plane is given by〈

σgB (z1)σg−1
B gA

(z2)σgBg
−1
A

(z3)σg−1
B

(z4)
〉

CFT
⊗
mn

= kmn

 1

z
2hBL
14 z

2hBA
−1

L
23

Gmn(η)

ηh
BA−1
L

 1

z̄
2hBR
14 z̄

2hBA
−1

R
23

Ḡmn(η̄)

η̄h
BA−1
R

 , (3.58)

where η = z12z34
z13z24

and η̄ = z̄12z̄34
z̄13z̄24

are the cross ratios. The non universal arbitrary functions

Gmn(η) and Ḡmn(η̄) at the limits η, η̄ → 1 and η, η̄ → 0 may then be determined from the OPEs
in eqs. (3.55) and (3.56) as

Gmn(1) = Ḡmn(1) = 1, Gmn(0) = Ḡmn(0) = Cmn, (3.59)

where Cmn is a non universal constant depending upon the full operator content of the theory.

Figure 7: Replica structure corresponding to OPE of σ
g
A
g−1
B

and σg
B

denoted by green and blue arrows respectively.

We now utilize the conformal map from the CFT2 plane to the twisted cylinder using eq.
(2.11) to express the four point function on the twisted cylinder in the following way〈

σgB (−R)σg−1
B gA

(0)σgBg
−1
A

(RA)σg−1
B

(R)
〉

CFT
⊗
mn

βL,R

= kmn

[
βL
π

sinh

(
2πR

βL

)]−2hBL
[
βL
π

sinh

(
πRA
βL

)]−2hBA
−1

L Gmn(ξ)

ξh
BA−1
L

×
[
βR
π

sinh

(
2πR

βR

)]−2hBR
[
βR
π

sinh

(
πRA
βR

)]−2hBA
−1

R Ḡmn(ξ̄ )

ξ̄ h
BA−1
R

,

(3.60)

where ξ , ξ̄ are the finite temperature cross-ratios, defined in eq. (3.42). In the bipartite limit
R→∞, these are given as

lim
R→∞

ξ = e
− 2πRA

βL , lim
R→∞

ξ̄ = e
− 2πRA

βR . (3.61)

Note that, for finite n,m, if we take the bipartite limit R → ∞, the four-point correlator in
eq. (3.60) vanishes identically. Therefore, one must take the replica limit prior to the bipartite
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limit as anticipated earlier. Now using eqs. (3.54) and (3.60) and taking the bipartite limit
R → ∞ subsequent to the replica limit n → 1,m → 1, the reflected entropy for the single
interval at a finite temperature and non zero angular potential may be obtained as

SR(A : B) =
cL
3

log

[
βL
πε

sinh
πRA
βL

]
+
cR
3

log

[
βR
πε

sinh
πRA
βR

]
− cL

3

πRA
βL
− cR

3

πRA
βR

+ g

(
e
− 2πRA

βL

)
+ ḡ

(
e
− 2πRA

βR

)
+ const. .

(3.62)

Here we have restored the UV cut-off ε, and the arbitrary functions g(ξ) and ḡ(ξ̄) describing the
non universal contributions are given by

g(ξ) = lim
n,m→1

log[Gmn(ξ)], ḡ(ξ̄) = lim
n,m→1

log[Ḡmn(ξ̄)] . (3.63)

The expression in eq. (3.62) is indeed different from the naive result in eq. (3.50). One inter-
esting feature of the formula (3.62) is that the linear terms proportional to the temperatures
exactly cancel the high temperature divergences in eq. (3.50) rendering the reflected entropy of
the single interval in question finite but small at very high temperatures. Note that the reflected
entropy is now dependent on the full operator content of the specific field theory under consid-
eration through the non-universal functions g and ḡ whose large central charge behaviour may
be extracted through the semi-classical monodromy techniques described in [42–44]. We leave
a more careful analysis of the large central charge structure of the conformal block for future.

4 Entanglement negativity from holographic duality

Having completed the field theoretic analysis of the entanglement structure for bipartite mixed
states in CFTa

2s, we now advance a holographic construction for the entanglement negativity in
the context of the AdS/CFT correspondence for dual conformal field theories with a gravitational
anomaly (CFTa

2s). In this case the dual geometry is described by topologically massive gravity
(TMG) in a bulk AdS3 spacetime [58, 61]. In what follows we propose specific holographic
prescriptions involving the bulk geometry described above, for the entanglement negativity of
various bipartite states in the dual CFTa

2s.

4.1 Review of the setup and basic definitions

In this subsection we briefly recapitulate the essential features of the holographic correspondence
in the context of Topologically Massive Gravity (TMG) in AdS3 which will be henceforth termed
as TMG-AdS3 where the dual conformal field theory CFTa

2 admits a gravitational anomaly. The
bulk action for TMG in AdS3 is given by a sum of the usual Einstein-Hilbert action with the
gravitational Chern-Simons (CS) term as follows [58,68–70]

S =
1

16πGN

[∫
d3x
√
−g
(
R+

2

`2

)
− 1

2µ

∫
Tr

(
Γ ∧ dΓ +

2

3
Γ ∧ Γ ∧ Γ

)]
, (4.1)

where the matrix-valued one-form Γµν = Γµρνdxρ defines the gravitational connection and Λ = − 2
`2

is the negative cosmological constant for AdS3 with a radius `. The mass-dimension one real
constant µ describes the coupling of the CS term with the Einstein-Hilbert action and the
(covariant) equations of motion for the above action is given as [58,68]

Rµν −
1

2
gµν

(
R+

2

l2

)
= − 1

µ
Cµν , (4.2)
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where Cµν is the Cotton tensor [58,68]. Remarkably, for a vanishing Cotton tensor the theory still
admits Einstein like metrics and therefore such solutions are always locally AdS3. In this article,
we restrict ourselves to such locally AdS3 solutions for which the Brown-Henneaux symmetry
analysis leads to two copies of the Virasoro algebra with central charges [71,72]

cL =
3l

2GN

(
1 +

1

µ

)
, cR =

3l

2GN

(
1− 1

µ

)
. (4.3)

This clearly indicates that the corresponding dual conformal field theory CFTa
2 admits a gravi-

tational anomaly.
As described in [58,68], for locally AdS3 solutions to TMG, the holographic principle dictates

that the primary operators in the CFTa
2 correspond to massive spinning particles propagating

along extremal worldlines in the bulk geometry. The on-shell action for such a particle of mass
m and spin s is given by [58]

Son-shell =

∫
C

dτ

(
m

√
gµνẊµẊν + s ñ · ∇n

)
+ Sconstraints , (4.4)

where τ parametrizes the length along the worldline C of the particle, ñ and n are unit space-
like and time-like vectors respectively, both normal to the trajectory of the particle Xµ, and
Sconstraints is an action imposing these constraints through appropriate Lagrange multipliers [58].
These constraints leads to orthonormal triads of the vectors (Ẋ, n, ñ) at each point of the bulk
spacetime which renders the worldlines to the shape of ribbons. The motion of such massive
spinning particles is described by the Mathisson-Papapetrou-Dixon (MPD) equations which
follow from the extremization of the above on-shell action [58,69]. Although the local minimum
or the saddle point of the worldline action eq. (4.4) is not necessary a geodesic, in locally AdS
spacetimes geodesics still form one simple class of solutions to the MPD equations. In the
following we will restrict to such solutions in the TMG background where such massive spinning
particles moving in locally AdS spacetimes follow the geodesics.

In order to set up the holographic computations for the entanglement measures in locally
AdS3 spacetimes described by TMG, we first consider the phase space of AdS3 solutions in the
light-cone coordinates [68,69]8

ds2 =
dρ2

4(ρ2 − T 2
uT

2
v )

+ 2ρdudv + T 2
u du2 + T 2

v dv2 , (4.5)

with the identifications u ∼ u + 2π, v ∼ v + 2π and the AdS3 radius l = 1. The Tu, Tv in the
above equation are parameters and in these coordinates the factorization of the bulk left moving
and the right moving sectors described by the null coordinates u, v is manifest. The case of the
Poincaré AdS3 may be obtained from the above metric by setting Tu = Tv = 0, namely [68]:

ds2 =
dρ2

4ρ2
+ 2ρdu dv . (4.6)

Similarly, the BTZ black hole may be obtained by identifying Tu , Tv with the left and right
moving temperatures in the corresponding dual CFTa

2. In the following we will focus on the
case of the Poincaré AdS3 for brevity and postpone the discussion of the BTZ black hole till
subsection 4.2.

In the above light-cone coordinates, a geodesic curve connecting two points on the asymp-
totic boundary (ρ → ∞) with the coordinates

(
−∆u

2 ,−
∆v
2 ,∞

)
and

(
∆u
2 ,

∆v
2 ,∞

)
admits of the

8Note that the radial coordinate in [68] is related to the holographic coordinate ρ in the present formulation

as ρ = r +
T2
uT

2
v

4r
.
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following parametrization [69]

u(τ) =
∆u

2
tanh

(
τ +

1

2
log(∆u∆v)

)
,

v(τ) =
∆v

2
tanh

(
τ +

1

2
log(∆u∆v)

)
,

ρ(τ) =
1

2

(
eτ +

e−τ

∆u∆v

)2

, (4.7)

where τ parametrizes the proper length along the geodesic. The tangent vector to the geodesic
may be written as the unit vector along the τ -direction [69] as

Ẋ ≡ ∂τ =
1/∆v

ρ
∂u +

1/∆u

ρ
∂v +

4uρ

∆u
∂ρ (4.8)

As described earlier, for a massive spinning particle propagating in the bulk TMG-AdS3 space-
time the worldline action in eq. (4.4) consists of two parts. The first part consists of the usual
geodesic length describing the intrinsic properties of the bulk which is obtained from the normal-
ization of the tangent vector eq. (4.8), Ẋ2 = 1, indicating that the worldline of the particle has
the trivial metric induced from AdS3. The second part comprises of the Chern-Simons contribu-
tion due to the spin of the particle and this quantifies the extrinsic properties of the worldline.
Such extrinsic properties are essentially described in terms of two mutually orthogonal vectors
n and ñ normal to the worldline. The extrinsic curvature and torsional properties may then be
studied through the change of the normal frame (Ẋ, n, ñ) as the worldline is traversed.

A particularly useful parametrization of the bulk vectors normal to the geodesic described
by eq. (4.7) was given in [69]. At the two endpoints of the geodesic, the boundary value of the
normal vector n is given by9

nb = ± ∆u

∆v
√

2ρ∞
∂u ∓

∆v

∆u
√

2ρ∞
∂v , (4.9)

where the up sign corresponds to the left part of the geodesic with u < 0, and the down
sign corresponds to the right part with u > 0, and ρ∞ denotes the value of the holographic
coordinate at the boundary, which is UV-divergent. The specific form of these normal vectors
may be determined uniquely in the following way. One first considers a parallel transported
normal frame (q, q̃) along the worldline C of the particle and sets up the boundary values of the
normal vector n from the boundary CFT data. Finally, the actual normal vector n satisfying the
boundary conditions can be found through a local Lorentz rotation of the parallel transported
frame. The above boundary values specify the gauge choice corresponding to the local SO(1, 1)
rotation of the normal frame.

4.2 Holographic entanglement entropy in TMG-AdS3

In the framework of the AdS/CFT correspondence, the holographic entanglement entropy of
a subsystem in the dual field theory is computed via the notion of generalized gravitational
entropy [12]. In this context, one performs a replication of the dual gravitational theory defined
on a replica manifoldMn and subsequently takes the orbifold geometryMn/Zn by quotienting
with the Zn replica symmetry. Note that this replication of the bulk is reminiscent of a similar
replication of the dual field theory at the boundary of the spacetime which serves as a boundary
condition to the gravitational equations of motion. In the quotient geometryMn/Zn, there are
conical defects on the entangling surface at the boundary of the subsystem under consideration.
As described earlier in subsection 2.1, in the AdS3/CFT2 setting, one places twist operators at

9Note that, in (2 + 1)-dimensions the other normal vector may be determined as ñµ = εµνρẊνnρ.
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the endpoints ∂iA of the boundary interval A and the entanglement entropy of the subsystem
is computed through the correlation function of such twist operators. In the setup of TMG in
AdS3, these twist operators correspond to bulk massive spinning particles of mass mn = ∆n

and spin sn (cf. eq. (2.3)) moving on extremal worldlines. Utilizing the construction described
in [58], the two-point twist correlator may be computed in terms of the on-shell action of such
massive spinning particles in the bulk, as

〈Φn(∂1A)Φ−n(∂2A)〉 ∼ e−∆nSEH
on-shell−sn S

CS
on-shell , (4.10)

where SEH
on-shell and SCS

on-shell denote the on-shell actions corresponding to the Einstein-Hilbert and
the Chern-Simons contributions respectively. Now using eqs. (2.2) and (2.4), the modified HRT
formula for the entanglement entropy may be obtained as follows

SHEE = min ext
C

LC
4GN

≡ min ext
C

1

4GN

(
LC +

TC
µ

)
, (4.11)

where the extremization prescription renders the particle worldline C on-shell and µ describes the
coupling of the CS term with the Einstein-Hilbert action. In eq. (4.10) the length of the geodesic
LC and the twist TC in the ribbon-shaped worldline is given respectively by the Einstein-Hilbert
and the Chern-Simons contribution to the on shell action, as [58,69]

LC ≡ SEH
on-shell =

∫
C

dτ

√
gµνẊµẊν ,

TC ≡ SCS
on-shell =

∫
C

dτ ñ.∇n = log

[
q(τf ).nf − q̃(τf ).nf
q(τi).ni − q̃(τi).ni

]
, (4.12)

where τ parameterizes the proper length along the geodesic, ni , nf defines the boundary values
of the normal vector n while (q(τi), q̃(τi)) and (q(τf ), q̃(τf )) determines the initial and final
parallel transported frame at the boundary.

Figure 8: Extremal curve homologous to an interval A =
[(
−∆u

2
,−∆v

2

)
,
(

∆u
2
, ∆v

2

)]
in a CFTa2 dual to topologically

massive gravity in asymptotically AdS3 spacetime. The normal frame formed by the vectors (Ẋ, n, ñ) gives rise
to a sense of direction at every point on this extremal curve rendering it to be ribbon-shaped. Figure modified
from [68].

In the following, we briefly review the computations of the holographic entanglement entropy
for a single interval in the dual field theory utilizing the frameworks described in [58, 69]. To
this end, consider a boosted interval A of length RA and boost parametrized by the hyperbolic
boost angle κA in the CFTa

2 in the ground state dual to the Poincaré TMG-AdS3 spacetime. In
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the symmetric setup with the interval A =
[(
−∆u

2 ,−
∆v
2

)
,
(

∆u
2 ,

∆v
2

)]
as depicted in fig. 8, one

may choose the parallel transported vectors10 to be [69]

q = ±

√
∆u

2ρ∆v
∂u ∓

√
∆v

2ρ∆u
∂v ,

q̃ = − 1√
2ρu2 + ∆u

∆v

(
u

√
∆u

∆v
∂u − u

√
∆v

∆u
∂v + 2ρ

√
∆v

∆u
∂ρ

)
, (4.13)

where, once again, the up sign corresponds to the left half of the geodesic with u < 0 and the
down sign corresponds to the right half of the geodesic with u > 0. It is easy to check that the
above parametrization satisfies the constraint equations [69]

q2 = −1 , q̃2 = 1 , q · q̃ = q · Ẋ = q̃ · Ẋ = 0 . (4.14)

Now utilizing the boundary value of the true normal vector n from eq. (4.9) as well as the
auxiliary parallel transported vectors in eq. (4.13), the extremal length LA and the twist TA of
the worldline homologous to the boosted interval A in question may be obtained from eq. (4.12)
to be

LA = 2 log
RA
ε
, (4.15a)

TA = 2κA, (4.15b)

where ε = 1/(2ρ∞) is a UV cut-off of the dual CFTa
2. The fact that these results are exactly

the same as those obtained in [58] should come as no surprise, since the final result for the holo-
graphic entanglement entropy should be independent of the gauge choice made. The holographic
entanglement entropy for the single boosted interval is then obtained using eq. (4.11) as

SA =
1

2GN
log

RA
ε

+
1

2µGN
κA

=
cL + cR

6
log

RA
ε
− cL − cR

6
κA,

(4.16)

where the Brown-Henneaux central charges given in eq. (4.3) have been used in the last equal-
ity. This expression matches exactly with the field theory computations in [58], reviewed in
subsection 2.1.1.

Next we move to the computation of the holographic entanglement entropy for a single
interval A of length RA in a thermal CFTa

2 as described in [58] utilizing the setup of [69]. The
bulk dual for such CFTa

2s with inverse temperatures for the left and the right moving modes
given by βL and βR, is described by rotating BTZ black holes in TMG with the metric given in
eq. (4.5). Similar to the zero temperature case, one may again introduce two bulk orthogonal
vectors n and ñ at each bulk point normal to the worldline [58,69] using the parallel transported
normal frame (q, q̃). Subsequently, utilizing these vectors the length LA and the twist TA of the
geodesic worldline homologous to the interval A may be computed using eq. (4.12) as follows [58]

LA = log

(
βLβR
π2ε2

sinh
πRA
βL

sinh
πRA
βR

)
, (4.17a)

TA = log

(
βR sinh πRA

βR

βL sinh πRA
βL

)
. (4.17b)

10Note that these normal vectors are different from those used in [58]. This is due to the fact that [69] utilizes
a different gauge choice than those made in [58].
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The holographic entanglement entropy for the single interval in question may then by obtained
using eq. (4.11) to be [58]

SA =
1

4GN
log

(
βLβR
π2ε2

sinh
πRA
βL

sinh
πRA
βR

)
+

1

4µGN
log

(
βR sinh πRA

βR

βL sinh πRA
βL

)

=
cL
6

log

[
βL
πε

sinh
πRA
βL

]
+
cR
6

log

[
βR
πε

sinh
πRA
βR

]
,

(4.18)

where in the last equality the Brown-Henneaux central charges in eq. (4.3) has been utilized.
The above expression matches with the corresponding field theory result eq. (2.12) obtained
in [58].

4.3 Holographic entanglement negativity for two disjoint intervals

As discussed earlier, the entanglement entropy fails to be a viable entanglement measure for
bipartite mixed states and it is required to consider alternate entanglement measures for their
characterization. In this context as indicated in previous sections the entanglement negativity
serves as a convenient computable measure for the characterization of mixed state entanglement
and it was possible to compute this quantity directly for bipartite mixed states in CFTa

2 de-
scribed in subsection 3.1. In this subsection we address the significant issue of the holographic
characterization of the entanglement negativity for such conformal field theories through the
framework of the TMG-AdS3/CFTa

2 correspondence.
We begin with the bipartite mixed state of two disjoint intervals in close proximity in CFTa

2s
dual to (2+1)-dimensional bulk TMG-AdS3 spacetimes. In this context we consider two disjoint
intervals given by A = [z1, z2] and B = [z3, z4] in such dual CFTa

2s. As described in subsection
3.1.3 the relevant four-point twist correlator may be expressed in terms of the conformal cross-
ratios. In the large central charge limit this four point correlator is then given as in eq. (3.23)
using the monodromy analysis. From the right-hand-side of eq. (3.23) using the definition of
the two-point function in eq. (2.2), we observe that the four-point correlator may be factorized
in the large central charge limit in terms of certain two-point twist correlators as follows

〈Φne(z1)Φ−ne(z2)Φ−ne(z3)Φne(z4)〉 =

〈
Φne/2(z1)Φ−ne/2(z3)

〉 〈
Φne/2(z2)Φ−ne/2(z4)

〉〈
Φne/2(z1)Φ−ne/2(z4)

〉 〈
Φne/2(z2)Φ−ne/2(z3)

〉
+O

(
1

cL
,

1

cM

)
.

(4.19)

Subsequently using the modified holographic dictionary given in eqs. (4.10) and (4.12) and in
the replica limit of ne → 1, we obtain the holographic entanglement negativity for two disjoint
intervals in proximity in the following form

E(A : B) =
3

16GN
(LA∪C + LB∪C − LA∪B∪C − LC) , (4.20)

where LX corresponds to interval X in the dual field theory and is as defined in eq. (4.11). It
is interesting to note that, similar to the AdS3/CFT2 case as described in [31, 32], the above
mentioned proposal for the holographic entanglement negativity for two disjoint intervals may
be expressed in terms of the holographic mutual information on utilizing the HRT formula in
eq. (4.11), as

E(A : B) =
3

4

(
I(A ∪ C : B)− I(B : C)

)
. (4.21)

In the following subsections we will utilize the above holographic proposal in eq. (4.20) to obtain
the holographic entanglement negativity for two disjoint intervals in proximity in CFTa

2s at zero
temperature as well at finite temperature dual to TMG-AdS3 geometries.
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Figure 9: Schematics of the holographic construction for computing the entanglement negativity for two disjoint
intervals A and B in a CFTa2 dual to topologically massive gravity in asymptotically AdS3 spacetimes. The normal
frames to the extremal curves are depicted through the black arrows.

4.3.1 Poincaré TMG-AdS3

In this subsection we consider two disjoint boosted intervals A and B with lengths RA and RB
and boosts κA and κB respectively in a CFTa

2 in its ground state dual to a bulk TMG-AdS3

spacetime as depicted in fig. 9. The interval separating A and B is labelled C here with a length
RC and boost κC . The lengths and twists of geodesic worldlines homologous to these intervals in
the dual field theory are given in eq. (4.15). Utilizing these expressions for the lengths and twists
in our proposal described in eq. (4.20), we may obtain the holographic entanglement negativity
for the mixed state configuration of the two disjoint intervals (in proximity) in question as

E(A : B) =
3

8GN

[
log

RACRBC
RABCRC

+
1

µ
(κAC + κBC − κABC − κC)

]
=
cL + cR

8
log

RACRBC
RABCRC

− cL − cR
8

(κAC + κBC − κABC − κC) ,

(4.22)

where (RAC , κAC), (RBC , κBC) and (RABC , κABC) correspond to the lengths and the boosts
for intervals A ∪ C, B ∪ C and A ∪ B ∪ C respectively in the dual CFTa

2. We have also used
the Brown-Henneaux central charges given in eq. (4.3) in the last equality above. Note that
the above result is cut-off independent and similar to the results described in [31, 32] for the
usual AdS/CFT framework in the absence of any anomaly and in [38, 39] in the context of
flat-space holography. Interestingly our result matches exactly with the universal part of the
corresponding field theory result in eq. (3.26) in the large central charge limit which serves as a
strong consistency check for our proposal.

4.3.2 Rotating BTZ black holes

We now consider two disjoint intervals A and B of lengths RA and RB with an interval C ⊆
(A ∪ B)c of length RC separating A and B in a thermal CFTa

2 defined on twisted cylinders of
circumferences βL and βR. The corresponding bulk dual for this mixed state configuration in
the thermal CFTa

2 is described by a rotating planar BTZ black hole in TMG-AdS3 spacetime.
As in the previous subsection we obtain the holographic entanglement negativity for this mixed
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state configuration using the length and the twist of the geodesic worldline homologous to an
interval in a thermal CFTa

2 given in eq. (4.17) and utilizing our proposal in eq. (4.20) as

E(A : B) =
cL
8

log

(
sinh πRAC

βL
sinh πRBC

βL

sinh πRABC
βL

sinh πRC
βL

)
+
cR
8

log

(
sinh πRAC

βR
sinh πRBC

βR

sinh πRABC
βR

sinh πRC
βR

)
, (4.23)

where RAC , RBC and RABC correspond to the length of the intervals A ∪ C, B∪C and A∪B∪C
in the dual CFTa

2 respectively and we have used the Brown-Henneaux central charges given in
eq. (4.3). As earlier we observe that the above result is cut-off independent similar to the usual
AdS3/CFT2 scenario without any anomaly [31, 32]. Once again our result matches with the
universal part of the corresponding field theory result obtained in eq. (3.28) in the large central
charge limit which constitutes a strong consistency check.

4.4 Holographic entanglement negativity for two adjacent intervals

Having described the holographic entanglement negativity for two disjoint intervals in CFTa
2s

under consideration, we now proceed to compute the same for bipartite mixed states involving
two adjacent intervals. To this end, we consider two adjacent intervals A = [z1, z2] and B =
[z2, z3] in the dual CFTa

2 as depicted in fig. 10. As described earlier the entanglement negativity
for this configuration involves a three-point twist correlator given in eq. (3.19). In the large
central charge limit the dominant universal part may be expressed in terms of certain two-point
twist correlators in the dual CFTa

2 as follows

〈
Φne(z1)Φ2

−ne(z2)Φne(z3)
〉

=

〈
Φne/2(z1)Φ−ne/2(z2)

〉 〈
Φne/2(z2)Φ−ne/2(z3)

〉〈
Φne/2(z1)Φ−ne/2(z3)

〉 〈Φne(z1)Φ−ne(z3)〉

+O
(

1

cL
,

1

cM

)
.

Utilizing the modified holographic dictionary in eqs. (4.10) and (4.12), in the replica limit ne → 1
we obtain the holographic entanglement negativity for the mixed state of two adjacent intervals
as follows

E(A : B) =
3

16GN
(LA + LB − LA∪B) ≡ 3

4
I(A : B), (4.24)

where LX is related to the length and the twist of the geodesic worldline homologous to the
interval X in the dual field theory as given in eq. (4.11). In the following subsections we proceed
to compute the holographic entanglement negativity for the mixed state configuration of two
adjacent intervals in zero and a finite temperature CFTa

2s utilizing the above proposal eq. (4.24).

4.4.1 Poincaré TMG-AdS3

For the first case we consider two adjacent boosted intervals A and B of lengths RA and RB and
boosts κA and κB respectively, in a zero temperature CFTa

2 dual to a bulk Poincaré TMG-AdS3

spacetime. As earlier utilizing the length and the twist of a geodesic worldline homologous to a
boosted interval given in eq. (4.15), we may compute the holographic entanglement negativity
for the mixed state configuration in question using our proposal in eq. (4.24) as

E(A : B) =
3

8GN

[
log

RARB
εRAB

+
1

µ
(κA + κB − κAB)

]
=
cL + cR

8
log

(
RARB
εRAB

)
− cL − cR

8
(κA + κB − κAB) ,

(4.25)

where ε is a UV cut-off and RAB and κAB correspond to the length and the boost of the interval
A ∪ B in the dual CFTa

2. We have also used the Brown-Henneaux central charges given in eq.
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Figure 10: Schematics of the holographic construction for computing the entanglement negativity for two adjacent
intervals A and B in a CFTa2 dual to topologically massive gravity in asymptotically AdS3 spacetimes. The normal
frames to the extremal curves are depicted through the black arrows.

(4.3) in the last equality. The above expression for the holographic entanglement negativity
for the mixed state of two adjacent intervals in the CFTa

2 vacuum dual to the Poincaré TMG-
AdS3 spacetime matches exactly with the universal part of the corresponding field theory result
described earlier in eq. (3.20).

4.4.2 Rotating BTZ black holes

Next we consider two adjacent intervals A and B of length RA and RB respectively in a thermal
CFTa

2 defined on a twisted cylinder with circumferences given by the inverse temperatures βL
and βR. The bulk dual in this case is described by a rotating planar BTZ black hole in the TMG-
AdS3 spacetime. The length and the twist of the geodesic worldline homologous to an interval
in such field theories are given in eq. (4.17). We may now obtain the holographic entanglement
negativity for the mixed state configuration of two adjacent intervals in the dual CFTa

2 using
our proposal in eq. (4.24) as follows

E(A : B) =
cL
8

log

(
βL
πε

sinh πRA
βL

sinh πRB
βL

sinh πRAB
βL

)
+
cR
8

log

(
βR
πε

sinh πRA
βR

sinh πRB
βR

sinh πRAB
βR

)
, (4.26)

where ε is a UV cut-off and RAB = RA+RB corresponds to the length of the interval A∪B in the
dual CFTa

2 and the Brown-Henneaux central charges given in eq. (4.3) have been utilized in the
above expression. Once again we observe that our result matches exactly with the corresponding
field theory result obtained in eq. (3.28).

4.5 Holographic entanglement negativity for a single interval

Finally, we proceed to the holographic characterization of the entanglement negativity for the
pure and mixed state configurations of a single interval at zero and a finite temperature in the
dual CFTa

2s.

4.5.1 Poincaré TMG-AdS3

In this case, we consider the pure vacuum state of a boosted interval A of length RA and
boost κA in a CFTa

2 dual to a bulk Poincaré TMG-AdS3 geometry. As described in subsection
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3.1.1, the entanglement negativity for such a state in the dual field theory involves two point
twist correlators. Utilizing the modified holographic dictionary in eq. (4.10), the required twist
correlator may be expressed as〈

Φ2
ne(z1)Φ2

−ne(z2)
〉

=
(〈

Φne/2(z1)Φ−ne/2(z2)
〉)2

= e−2∆ne/2LA−2 sne/2TA , (4.27)

where LA and TA denote the length and the twist of the geodesic worldline homologous to the
interval A in the dual CFTa

2. Using eq. (4.27), we may now obtain the holographic entanglement
negativity for the pure state of a single boosted interval in question as

E(A) =
cL + cR

4
log

RA
ε
− cL − cR

4
κA, (4.28)

where we have used the Brown-Henneaux central charges in eq. (4.3) and the expressions for the
length LA and and the twist TA in eq. (4.15). The holographic entanglement negativity obtained
above matches exactly with the corresponding field theory result in eq. (3.9). Also note that
the above expression for the holographic entanglement negativity may be re-written as

E(A) =
3

2
SA, (4.29)

where SA is the holographic entanglement entropy for the single interval in question given in
eq. (4.16). This is in conformity with quantum information theory expectations as the entan-
glement negativity for a pure state is given by the Rényi entropy of order half which in this case
is 3

2SA.

4.5.2 Rotating BTZ black holes

Finally we consider the scenario of a single interval at a finite temperature in a CFTa
2 defined

on a twisted cylinder with circumferences given by inverse temperatures βL and βR. However
as discussed in the corresponding field theory analysis in subsection 3.1.1 and the holographic
constructions in [38, 39, 56] we require to consider the single interval A = [w2, w3] of length RA
sandwiched between two large but finite auxiliary intervals B1 = [w1, w2] and B2 = [w3, w4]
of lengths R on either sides on a constant time slice as depicted in fig. 11. We perform the
computation for this setup involving the finite auxiliary intervals and ultimately implement the
bipartite limit B = B1 ∪ B2 → Ac to restore the original configuration of a single interval in a
thermal CFTa

2.
As seen in subsection 3.1.1, the field theory computation of the entanglement negativity

employs a four-point twist correlator. In eq. (3.12), this twist correlator is expressed in terms of
the cross-ratios, the coordinates of the intervals and certain non-universal functions. However
in the large central charge limit, the dominant contribution arises from the universal part of the
field theory result. Now, using the definition of a two-point function in the usual CFT2 given
in eq. (2.2), in the large central charge limit, we observe that the four-point twist correlator in
question can be expressed as〈

Φne(w1)Φ2
−ne(w2)Φ2

ne(w3)Φ−ne(w4)
〉

=
(〈

Φne/2(w2)Φ−ne/2(w3)
〉)2 〈Φne(w1)Φne(w4)〉

〈
Φne/2(w1)Φ−ne/2(w2)

〉 〈
Φne/2(w3)Φ−ne/2(w4)

〉〈
Φne/2(w1)Φ−ne/2(w3)

〉 〈
Φne/2(w2)Φ−ne/2(w4)

〉
+O

(
1

cL
,

1

cM

)
.

(4.30)
Utilizing the holographic dictionary in eqs. (4.10) and (4.12), it is possible to express the above
four-point twist correlator in terms of the lengths and the twists for the bulk geodesic worldlines
homologous to appropriate combinations of the intervals in the dual CFTa

2. Finally implementing
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the bipartite limit R → ∞ subsequent to the replica limit ne → 1, we obtain the holographic
entanglement negativity for the single interval A in question as follows

E(A) = lim
B1∪B2→Ac

3

16GN
(2LA + LB1 + LB2 − LA∪B1 − LA∪B2) , (4.31)

where LX corresponds to interval X in the dual field theory and is given in eq. (4.11). It is
important to note here that the order of the application of the two limits, namely, the replica limit
ne → 1 and the bipartite limit R → ∞, is important and they do not commute. Interestingly,
utilizing the modified HRT formula in eq. (4.11), we may rewrite the above expression for the
holographic entanglement negativity in terms of the holographic mutual information between
various subsystems involved, as

E(A) = lim
B1∪B2→Ac

3

4

(
I(A : B1) + I(A : B2)

)
, (4.32)

which conforms to the earlier findings in [28,36] in the context of AdS3/CFT2.

Figure 11: Schematics of the holographic construction for computing the entanglement negativity for a single
interval in a thermal CFTa2 dual to topologically massive gravity in a rotating BTZ black hole. The normal frames
to the extremal curves are depicted through the black arrows.

The length and the twist of a generic geodesic worldline homologous to an interval in the dual
thermal CFTa

2 are given in eq. (4.17). Using these in eq. (4.31) we may obtain the holographic
entanglement negativity for the mixed state of a single interval in a thermal CFTa

2 dual to the
rotating planar BTZ black hole in TMG-AdS3 spacetime as

E(A) =
cL
4

log

[
βL
π

sinh
πRA
βL

]
+
cR
4

log

[
βR
π

sinh
πRA
βR

]
− cL

4

πRA
βL
− cR

4

πRA
βR

, (4.33)

where we have utilized the Brown-Henneaux central charges given in eq. (4.3). We note here that
again our result matches exactly with the universal part of the corresponding field theory result
in eq. (3.16) in the large central charge limit which once more serves as a strong consistency
check for our holographic construction.

Interestingly, we observe that the above result may also be expressed in the following way as

E(A) =
3

2
(SA − Sth

A ). (4.34)
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where SA is the entanglement entropy for the interval A in the thermal CFTa
2 as given in

eq. (4.18) and Sth
A is the thermal contribution to the entanglement entropy which is subtracted.

This illustrates that the entanglement negativity provides an upper bound to the distillable
entanglement as described in quantum information theory.

5 EWCS in TMG-AdS3/CFTa
2

In this section we will provide a construction for the bulk entanglement wedge cross section
(EWCS) for a subregion in the CFTa

2 and investigate the effects of the gravitational anomaly
on the structure of the entanglement wedge. In the following we begin with the evaluation of
the Chern-Simons contribution to the bulk minimal EWCS and subsequently utilize the same
to provide an alternative holographic characterization for the entanglement of bipartite pure
and mixed states in the dual CFTa

2 described by two disjoint, adjacent and a single interval
configurations dual to bulk Poincaré TMG-AdS3 and the BTZ black hole geometries. In this
context, we recall that in the usual AdS/CFT scenario the holographic reflected entropy has
been shown to be twice the minimal EWCS in [21]. In this work, we extend this duality in
the context of the TMG-AdS3/CFTa

2 scenario and obtain the reflected entropy for the various
bipartite states in the dual CFTa

2 from the bulk EWCS and compare with the corresponding
field theory replica technique results.

For this purpose we consider two generic disjoint subsystems A and B in the dual CFTa
2 and

as described in [58], the holographic entanglement entropy for this configuration is given in terms
of the areas (lengths) of the codimension-two extremal HRT surfaces (geodesics) homologous to
the subsystem A ∪B, namely, ΓA , ΓB and ΓAB. The entanglement wedge dual to the reduced
density matrix ρAB is defined as the codimension-one region of the bulk spacetime bounded by
the union of the HRT surfaces homologous to A∪B and the subsystems A and B themselves [50],
as shown by the shaded regions in fig. 12. For small subsystems A and B, if they are separated
enough, the entanglement entropy is computed through the combination of the disconnected
HRT surfaces ΓA and ΓB and consequently the entanglement wedge is disconnected with a
trivial cross-section (fig. 12(a)). On the other hand, when the subsystems are large enough
so that the entanglement entropy is obtained through the extremal surface ΓAB as depicted
in fig. 12(b), one obtains a connected entanglement wedge ΞAB bounded by the union of the
hypersurfaces A ∪B ∪ ΓAB [50, 51], namely

∂ ΞAB ≡ A ∪B ∪ ΓAB . (5.1)

As described earlier for the dual CFTa
2 the bulk action includes a gravitational Chern-Simons

term which requires the construction of timelike vectors at each point in the bulk which are
constrained to be normal to the extremal worldlines of massive spinning particles. In this case
the bulk entanglement wedge admits of extra gauge degrees of freedom arising from these timelike
vectors which requires gauge fixing conditions obtained through the choice of appropriate local
frames. In this case to define the minimal cross section of the entanglement wedge, we first
divide the geodesic ΓAB in two segments as [50,51]

ΓAB = Γ
(A)
AB ∪ Γ

(B)
AB , (5.2)

and subsequently construct the extremal curve ΣAB homologous to the segment Γ̃(A) ≡ A∪Γ
(A)
AB

in the entanglement wedge [50,51]. The entanglement wedge cross section is then defined as the
minimal length of the curve sought out from all the candidate ΣABs, where the minimization is
performed over all possible partitions in eq. (5.2). In the present scenario of TMG in asymptot-
ically AdS3 spacetimes dual to anomalous CFT2s, this minimal length picks up contributions
from both the Einstein-Hilbert as well as the Chern-Simons part of the gravitational action.
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The familiar Einstein-Hilbert contribution is just given by the usual length of the minimal curve
ΣAB as [50,51]

EEH
W = min ext

Γ
(A)
AB⊂ΓAB

[
L (ΣAB)

4GN

]
. (5.3)

As described earlier, the effect of the gravitational Chern-Simons term is to broaden the particle
worldlines in the shape of ribbons and traversing through the length of such a ribbon a torsion
is experienced. This torsion in turn twists the ribbon and the Chern-Simons contribution to the
EWCS is given in terms of the difference in the twists of the ribbon shaped worldline ΣAB at
its two ends. Therefore, similar to the computation of the holographic entanglement entropy

Figure 12: Schematics of the bulk entanglement wedge corresponding to two disjoint intervals A and B in the dual
CFTa2 and the candidate extremal curves. The black arrows denote the bulk vectors normal to the extremal curves.
(a) Disconnected entanglement wedge with trivial cross section. (b) Connected entanglement wedge bounded by
the hypersurfaces A ∪B ∪ ΓAB.

in [58], the Chern-Simons contribution to the EWCS may be obtained by extremizing the boost
T required to drag an auxiliary orthonormal frame through the length of ΣAB as

ECS
W = min ext

Γ
(A)
AB⊂ΓAB

[
T (ΣAB)

4µGN

]
, (5.4)

where, once again, the extremization is performed over all possible partitions in eq. (5.2). Note
that in the above definition, the coupling constant µ of the CS term appears in the denominator
which ensures that the Chern-Simons contribution also carries the dimensions of length.

With the above bulk construction of the minimal EWCS given in eqs. (5.3) and (5.4), we
now propose following [21] that the holographic reflected entropy is given by twice the total
entanglement wedge cross section as

SR(A : B) = 2EW (A : B) ≡ min ext
Γ

(A)
AB⊂ΓAB

[
1

2GN

(
L (ΣAB) +

T (ΣAB)

µ

)]
. (5.5)

In the following, we will compute the minimal EWCS including the Chern-Simons contri-
bution in eq. (5.4) for various bipartite state configurations in the dual conformal field theory
with a gravitational anomaly. Furthermore, we will examine the proposed holographic duality
between the reflected entropy and the EWCS in eq. (5.5) in the presence of topologically massive
gravity in AdS3 and find perfect agreement with the field theoretic computations in section 3.2.

5.1 Two disjoint intervals

We begin by computing the minimal EWCS corresponding to the mixed state configuration of
two disjoint intervals in the CFTa

2. The dual geometries involve topologically massive gravity
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in asymptotically AdS3 spacetimes. A schematics of the entanglement wedge corresponding to
the setup is sketched in fig. 13. As described above, the computation of the minimal EWCS
involves an Einstein-Hilbert contribution as well as a topological Chern-Simons contribution. In
the following we will compute the minimal EWCS for two disjoint intervals in the ground state
of a CFTa

2 as well as for a thermal CFTa
2 defined on a twisted cylinder.

5.1.1 Poincaré AdS3

In this subsection we compute the minimal entanglement wedge cross-section corresponding to
two boosted disjoint intervals A and B in the ground state of a CFTa

2. The dual gravitational
theory is described by TMG in Poincaré AdS3 spacetime with the metric given in eq. (4.6). To
proceed we recall from the discussion in subsection 4.1 that in the presence of the gravitational
Chern-Simons term the bulk picture is modified in terms of the inclusion of timelike vectors n at
each bulk site. Moreover these timelike vectors are constrained to be normal to the worldlines
of massive spinning particles. As described earlier, we are interested in situations where the
massive spinning particles in the bulk follow geodesics. For a geodesic worldline in Poincaré
AdS3 spacetime connecting two boundary points

(
−∆u

2 ,−
∆v
2 ,∞

)
and

(
∆u
2 ,

∆v
2 ,∞

)
a particularly

useful parametrization of the normal vectors is given by [69]

n = ±
∆u2

√
ρ2 − 2ρ

∆u∆v

ρ
√

2∆u2∆v2ρ− (∆u+ ∆v)2
∂u ∓

∆v2
√
ρ2 − 2ρ

∆u∆v

ρ
√

2∆u2∆v2ρ− (∆u+ ∆v)2
∂v

+
2ρ(∆u−∆v)√

2∆u2∆v2ρ− (∆u+ ∆v)2
∂ρ . (5.6)

The turning point (u = 0) of the above geodesic corresponds to τm = 1
2 log 1

∆u∆v . Utilizing
eq. (4.7), we obtain ρm = 2

∆u∆v and using eqs. (4.8) and (5.6) the normal frame has the following
form11

Ẋm =
∆u

2
∂u +

∆v

2
∂v , nm =

4i

∆u∆v
∂ρ . (5.7)

We now consider two symmetrically placed disjoint intervals A =
[(
−∆U

2 ,−∆V
2

)
,
(
−∆u

2 ,−
∆v
2

)]
and B =

[(
∆u
2 ,

∆v
2

)
,
(

∆U
2 , ∆V

2

)]
of equal length in ground state of the dual CFTa

2 as shown in
fig. 13. Purely from the symmetry of the geometry, the minimal cross section of the corresponding

Figure 13: EWCS for two symmetrically placed disjoint intervals A =
[(
−∆U

2
,−∆V

2

)
,
(
−∆u

2
,−∆v

2

)]
and B =[(

∆u
2
, ∆v

2

)
,
(

∆U
2
, ∆V

2

)]
in a CFTa2 dual to topologically massive gravity in Poincaré AdS3.

entanglement wedge is given by the extremal curve (geodesic in the present setting) connecting

11Note that the imaginary component of the normal vector is required for the normalization n2
m = −1 and is

an artefact of the gauge choice made here.
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the turning points (0, 0, ρm) and (0, 0, ρM ) of the two geodesics computing the entanglement
entropy SA∪B of the composite system A ∪ B. As usual, the contribution from the Einstein-
Hilbert action computes the length of the extremal curve connecting the two turning points

EEH
W =

1

4GN

∫ τm

τM

dτ

√
gµνẊµẊν

≡ τm − τM
4GN

=
1

8GN
log

(
∆U∆V

∆u∆v

)
. (5.8)

where we have used the expressions for the proper time at the two turning points. Now writing
∆u = 2r e−2κ, ∆v = 2r e2κ and ∆U = 2Re−2K , ∆V = 2Re2K , eq. (5.8) reduces to

EEH
W =

1

4GN
log

(
R

r

)
=
cL + cR

6
log

(
R

r

)
, (5.9)

where in the last step, we have made use of the Brown-Henneaux relation eq. (4.3).
In a similar fashion, the Chern-Simons contribution to the minimal EWCS may be obtained

by the boost required to drag the normal frame generated by the orthonormal triad (Ẋ, n, ñ)
from one turning point to another as

ECS
W =

1

4µGN

∫ τm

τM

dτ ñ.∇n =
1

4µGN
log

[
q(τm).nm − q̃(τm).nm
q(τM ).nM − q̃(τM ).nM

]
. (5.10)

The values of the parallel transported normal vectors at the turning point of a geodesic line con-
necting the boundary points

(
−∆u

2 ,−
∆v
2 ,∞

)
and

(
∆u
2 ,

∆v
2 ,∞

)
may be obtained from eq. (4.13)

as

q(τm) = ±∆u

2
∂u ∓

∆v

2
∂v , q̃(τm) =

4

∆u2
∂ρ . (5.11)

Now using eqs. (5.7) and (5.11), we obtain the Chern-Simons contribution to the minimal EWCS
for our setup of two symmetrically placed disjoint intervals from eq. (5.10) as

ECS
W =

1

4µGN
log

(
∆v/∆u

∆V/∆U

)
=

1

4µGN
(κ−K) =

cL − cR
6

(K − κ) , (5.12)

where once again we have made use of the Brown-Henneaux relation eq. (4.3).
Next we will rewrite the minimal EWCS obtained above in a more formal notation utilizing

the CFTa
2 cross-ratios. To proceed we first note that for the present setup of two symmetrically

placed boosted disjoint intervals A ≡ [z1, z2] and B ≡ [z3, z4] of equal length in the dual CFTa
2,

the (complex) cross-ratio is given by

η =
z12z34

z13z24
=

(Z − z)2/4

(Z + z)2/4
, (5.13)

where z denotes the length of the interval C sandwiched between A and B, while Z denotes
the length of the composite system A∪B ∪C. In terms of the proper lengths and boost angles
corresponding to these subsystems, we have

Z

z
≡ Re−2K

r e−2κ
=

1 +
√
η

1−√η
. (5.14)
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Therefore, the total EWCS may be expressed in terms of the cross-ratios reminiscent of the
boundary intervals as

EW =
1

4GN
log

(
R

r

)
+

1

4µGN
(κ−K)

=
1

4GN
log

∣∣∣∣1 +
√
η

1−√η

∣∣∣∣+
1

4µGN
argh

(
1 +
√
η

1−√η

)
. (5.15)

where the hyperbolic argument for a complex variable analytically continued to Lorentzian
signature z = x− t = Re−κ, is defined through

argh(z) ≡ κ = tanh−1

(
t

x

)
. (5.16)

Equation (5.15) provides a comprehensive expression for the minimal EWCS for two disjoint
intervals in the ground state of a CFTa

2 dual to TMG in Poincaré AdS3. Upon utilizing eqs. (4.3)
and (5.5), the holographic reflected entropy matches exactly with the field theoretic result (in the
large c limit) corresponding to the present configuration of two boosted disjoint intervals given
in eq. (3.39). This serves as a strong consistency check for our construction of the bulk minimal
EWCS. Furthermore, we note that the above expression is reminiscent of the expectations from
the dual field theory. Recall that in the absence of the Chern-Simons term in the gravitational
action (in the absence of anomaly in the dual CFT) the minimal EWCS for two disjoint intervals
was given in terms of the CFT data as [50]

EW =
c

6
log

(
1 +
√
η

1−√η

)
. (5.17)

In the presence of a gravitational anomaly, the left and right moving sectors possess different
central charges and a natural generalization of eq. (5.17) reads

EW = E
(L)
W + E

(R)
W

=
cL
12

log

(
1 +
√
η

1−√η

)
+
cR
12

log

(
1 +
√
η̄

1−
√
η̄

)
. (5.18)

Performing the Lorentzian continuation is tantamount to hyperbolic arguments for complex
quantities and therefore we reproduce eq. (5.15) from eq. (5.18) upon utilizing the Brown-
Henneaux relations eq. (4.3).

5.1.2 Rotating BTZ black holes

We now proceed to the computation of the entanglement wedge cross-section for two disjoint
intervals A ≡ [w1, w2] and B ≡ [w3, w4] of lengths RA and RB respectively, in a thermal
CFTa

2 defined on a twisted cylinder with circumferences βL and βR. The bulk dual for such field
theories is described by rotating BTZ black holes in TMG-AdS3 spacetime whose metric is given
in eq. (4.5). In principle we could follow the similar recipe as in the previous case of Poincaré
AdS3 spacetime by computing the Einstein-Hilbert and the Chern-Simons contributions to the
EWCS separately. This would involve a similar parametrization of the geodesics and the normal
vectors which may be found in [69]. However in the present article we follow a different approach
where we utilize the fact that the EWCS in eq. (5.15) is written in terms of the dual field theory
data and subsequently use the modified cross-ratios for the finite temperature case:

ξ =
sinh πw12

βL
sinh πw34

βL

sinh πw13
βL

sinh πw24
βL

, ξ̄ =
sinh πw̄12

βR
sinh πw̄34

βR

sinh πw̄13
βR

sinh πw̄24
βR

, (5.19)
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where the transformations from the complex plane to the twisted cylinder are given by w =
e2πz/βL and w̄ = e2πz̄/βR . Therefore the expression for the EWCS we obtain for the mixed state
configuration in question is given by

EW =
cL
6

log

(
1 +
√
ξ

1−
√
ξ

)
+
cR
6

log

(
1 +

√
ξ̄

1−
√
ξ̄

)
. (5.20)

Once again the holographic reflected entropy computed through eq. (5.5) matches perfectly
with the field theory result in eq. (3.41) (obtained in the large c limit) upon using the finite
temperature cross-ratios in eq. (5.19). This once more serves as a consistency check for our
holographic proposal.

5.2 Two adjacent intervals

Having computed the minimal EWCS for various bipartite mixed states involving two disjoint
intervals in a CFTa

2, we now move on to analyze the mixed state configuration of two adjacent
intervals for all the previous cases. Interestingly, all of the results in this subsection may be
obtained through a suitable adjacent limit of the corresponding results for the setup of two
disjoint intervals in subsection 5.1.

5.2.1 Poincaré AdS3

In this subsection we compute the minimal EWCS for two adjacent intervals A ≡ [z1, z2] and
B ≡ [z2, z3] in the vacuum state of CFTa

2 whose bulk dual is described by the Poincaré TMG-
AdS3 geometry. Once again, we start with symmetric intervals of equal length in the u-v plane,
A =

[(
−∆u

2 ,−
∆v
2

)
, (0, 0)

]
and B =

[
(0, 0),

(
∆u
2 ,

∆v
2

)]
as shown in fig. 14. For this symmetric

setup the entanglement wedge is bounded by the extremal curve (geodesic) connecting the
endpoints of the subsystem A∪B and the boundary intervals A and B themselves. Purely from
geometric arguments the minimal cross-section is then given by the geodesic connecting the
common boundary ofA andB, and the turning point of the geodesic computing the entanglement
entropy of the composite subsystem A ∪B.

Figure 14: EWCS for two symmetrically placed adjacent intervals A =
[(
−∆u

2
,−∆v

2

)
, (0, 0)

]
and B =[

(0, 0),
(

∆u
2
, ∆v

2

)]
in a CFTa2 dual to topologically massive gravity in Poincaré AdS3.

The Einstein-Hilbert contribution to the minimal EWCS is obtained from the length of the
extremal geodesic between these two points as

EEH
W =

1

4GN
(τ∞ − τm) =

1

8GN
log

(
∆u∆v

ε2

)
=

1

4GN
log

(
2R

ε

)
. (5.21)
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where τ∞ = log 1
ε denotes the proper time required to reach the boundary along the geodesic

and we have used ∆u = 2Re−2κ, ∆v = 2Re2κ, where R is the length of either of the subsystems
A and B and κ is the corresponding boost.

In a similar manner to the analysis in subsection 5.1.1, the Chern-Simons contribution to the
minimal EWCS for the present setup of two boosted adjacent intervals may be obtained through
the boost required to drag the orthonormal frame between the endpoints of the extremal geodesic
as

ECS
W =

1

4µGN

∫ τm

τ∞

dτ ñ.∇n =
1

4µGN
log

[
q(τm).nm − q̃(τm).nm
q(τ∞).n0 − q̃(τ∞).n0

]
. (5.22)

In the above expression, q(τm) and q̃(τm) are the parallel transported normal vectors at the
turning point of the geodesic, and are given in eq. (5.11). The normal vector n0 and parallel
transported frame at the common boundary of A and B are given by

n0 = ± i
ε
∂ρ , q(τ∞) = ε (±∂u ∓ ∂v) , q̃(τ∞) = −ε∂ρ . (5.23)

Therefore, substituting eqs. (5.11) and (5.23) in eq. (5.22), the Chern-Simons contribution is
evaluated to be

ECS
W =

1

4µGN
log

(
∆v

∆u

)
=

κ

2µGN
, (5.24)

where, once again we have used ∆u = 2Re−2κ and ∆v = 2Re2κ. In terms of the cross-ratio of
the dual CFTa

2

ζ =
1

1− η
=
z12z23

ε z13
≡ R

ε
e−2κ . (5.25)

the expression for the complete minimal EWCS maybe rewritten as

EW =
1

4GN
log |2ζ|+ 1

4µGN
κ . (5.26)

In eq. (5.25), R denotes the length of either of the subsystems A and B and κ denotes the
corresponding boost. Therefore, once again the minimal EWCS may be expressed in the form
eq. (5.15) via a trivial redefinition of the UV cut-off ε. Now utilizing eq. (5.25) and the conformal
symmetry of the dual field theory we may obtain the total minimal EWCS for two generic
adjacent intervals A ≡ [z1, z2] and B ≡ [z2, z3] as

Eadj.
W =

1

4GN
log

(
R12R23

εR13

)
− 1

4µGN
(κ12 + κ23 − κ13) +

1

4GN
log 2 . (5.27)

Now utilizing the Brown-Henneaux central charges in eq. (4.3), the holographic reflected entropy
for the present configuration matches exactly with that obtained in eq. (3.44) using the replica
technique in the dual field theory. Interestingly, we may also obtain the above expression by
taking an appropriate adjacent limit

R23 ≡ ε , κ23 ≡ 0 , (5.28)

of the result for two disjoint intervals in eq. (5.18). This provides yet another consistency check
of our bulk construction of the minimal EWCS.
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5.2.2 Rotating BTZ black holes

Next we move on to the computation of the minimal EWCS for two adjacent intervals A ≡
[w1, w2] and B ≡ [w2, w3] in a thermal CFTa

2 dual to a rotating BTZ black hole in the bulk TMG-
AdS3 geometry. The computation essentially follows a similar analysis as in subsection 5.1.2.
As described above, we can alternatively obtain the minimal EWCS in the present situation of
two adjacent intervals by taking a suitable adjacent limit of the corresponding disjoint intervals
result in eq. (5.20) as

Eadj.
W =

cL
12

log

βL
πε

sinh πRA
βL

sinh πRB
βL

sinh π(RA+RB)
βL

+
cR
12

log

βR
πε

sinh πRA
βR

sinh πRB
βR

sinh π(RA+RB)
βR

+
cL + cR

12
log 2 ,

(5.29)

where we have chosen the coordinate of the endpoints of the adjacent intervals on the cylinder
to be w1 = w̄1 = −RA, w2 = w̄2 = 0 and w3 = w̄3 = RB. Once again, the holographic
reflected entropy matches exactly with the corresponding field theoretic result obtained through
the replica technique in eq. (3.46).

5.3 Single interval

Finally we focus on bipartite states involving a single interval in CFTa
2s with bulk dual TMG-

AdS3 geometries. In particular, we will first compute the minimal EWCS corresponding to
the pure state of a single interval in the vacuum state of the anomalous CFT2. Next we will
consider the mixed state configuration described by a single interval in a thermal CFTa

2 with a
finite chemical potential defined on a twisted cylinder. The computation for the minimal EWCS
for this configuration is subtle and requires a more careful analysis.

5.3.1 Poincaré AdS3

We start with the simplest pure state configuration of a single boosted interval A in the ground
state of a CFTa

2 whose dual gravitational theory involves TMG in Poincaré AdS3 spacetime.
The minimal EWCS for this pure state is trivially equal to the entanglement entropy for the
single interval and therefore is obtained simply from the modified HRT formula in eq. (4.11) as

EW ≡ SA =
1

2GN
log

RA
ε

+
1

2µGN
κA , (5.30)

where RA =
√
x2
A − t2A is the length of the boosted interval A and κA = tanh−1

(
tA
xA

)
is the

boost angle. Utilizing the Brown-Henneaux central charges in eq. (4.3), the holographic reflected
entropy computed through eq. (5.5) matches exactly with the corresponding field theory answer
eq. (3.48) for the pure state configuration considered here.

5.3.2 Rotating BTZ black holes

Finally, we consider the bipartite mixed state configuration described by a single interval A ≡
[0, RA] and its compliment B = Ac in a CFTa

2 at a finite temperature and finite chemical
potential defined on a twisted cylinder. The left and right moving CFT modes involve two
different temperatures βL,R as defined in eq. (2.9).

As described in [38, 56] in the context of the usual AdS/CFT and flat-space holography
respectively, the construction of the minimal EWCS for this case is subtle and we propose a
similar construction in the case of TMG-AdS3/CFTa

2. As described before in subsection 3.1.1,
the mixed state of a single interval A at finite temperature is correctly analysed by sandwiching it
between two adjacent large but finite auxiliary intervals B1 and B2 of length R and subsequently
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implementing the bipartite limit B1∪B2 → Ac. Therefore we start with the tripartite pure state
corresponding to A∪B1∪B2. For the adjacent intervals A,Bi , i = 1, 2, we have from eqs. (4.18)
and (5.29) the following equality

EW (A : Bi) =
1

2
I (A : Bi) +

cL + cR
12

log 2 , (5.31)

where I (A : Bi) is the holographic mutual information between A and Bi. We now utilize the
following inequality valid for tripartite states

EW (A : B1B2) ≤ EW (A : B1) + EW (A : B2) , (5.32)

and obtain an upper bound on the minimal EWCS for the present configuration. Using eqs. (5.29),
(5.31) and (5.32), the upper bound on the minimal EWCS may be obtained, upon taking the
bipartite limit R→∞, as follows

EW = lim
B1∪B2→Ac

(EW (A : B1) + EW (A : B2))

= lim
R→∞

cL
6

log

βL
πε

sinh πRA
βL

sinh πR
βL

sinh π(RA+R)
βL

+
cR
6

log

βR
πε

sinh πRA
βR

sinh πR
βR

sinh π(RA+R)
βR

+
cL + cR

6
log 2

=
cL
6

log

[
βL
π

sinh
πRA
βL

]
+
cR
6

log

[
βR
π

sinh
πRA
βR

]
− cL

6

πRA
βL
− cR

6

πRA
βR

+
cL + cR

6
log 2 .

(5.33)

Remarkably, utilizing eq. (4.3) the above expression matches with half of the universal part of
the reflected entropy for the mixed state configuration of a single interval at finite temperature,
obtained in eq. (3.62). Note that the additive constant is contained within the non-universal
functions g, ḡ in eq. (3.62) and may be extracted through a large central charge analysis of the
corresponding conformal block as discussed in subsection 3.2.3.

6 Summary

To summarize, in this article we have obtained the entanglement negativity and the reflected
entropy for various bipartite pure and mixed state configurations in a CFTa

2 with a gravitational
anomaly. For this purpose we utilized a replica technique to compute these mixed state corre-
lation measures for various bipartite states described by a single interval, two adjacent intervals
and two disjoint intervals (in proximity) in the vacuum state of CFTa

2s and also for thermal
CFTa

2s with an angular potential. It is observed that the gravitational anomaly introduces a
non-trivial dependence on the choice of coordinates and the observables are sensitive to such
choices. The entanglement negativity as well as the reflected entropy involves an additional
contribution due to the gravitational anomaly and is hence frame dependent. We note that, in
the absence of the gravitational anomaly, our results reduce to the corresponding results in the
literature for the usual AdS/CFT scenario.

Interestingly, we have observed that similar to the case of the entanglement negativity dis-
cussed in [20], a naive computation of the reflected entropy for a single interval at a finite
temperature leads to inconsistent results. The origin of this inconsistency is the non-trivial
sewing of the different copies of subsystems in the replica manifold for the Rényi reflected en-
tropy which leads to an infinite branch cut. Similar to the case of the entanglement negativity,
this may be rectified through the introduction of large but finite auxiliary intervals adjacent to
the single interval on either side to compute the reflected entropy and subsequently implementing
an appropriate bipartite limit.

Following the field theory replica constructions we have advanced a holographic proposal for
the entanglement negativity for various bipartite pure and mixed state configurations in CFTa

2s
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with a gravitational anomaly dual to bulk topologically massive gravity (TMG) in asymptotically
AdS3 geometries. The bulk three dimensional action for the TMG-AdS3 geometries involve a
gravitational Chern-Simons term in addition to the usual Einstein-Hilbert term. In this context,
we have extended the earlier holographic entanglement negativity proposals to accommodate the
effect of the Chern-Simons term in the bulk action. Accordingly, for bipartite states described
by two disjoint, adjacent and a single interval in a CFTa

2, the holographic constructions involve
algebraic sums of the on-shell actions of massive spinning particles moving on extremal worldlines
in the dual bulk geometry, homologous to certain appropriate combinations of the intervals. The
holographic entanglement negativity obtained using these constructions exactly reproduce the
corresponding replica technique results in the large central charge limit.

Subsequently we have described a construction for the EWCS in the bulk TMG-AdS3 ge-
ometries dual to CFTa

2s and proposed a prescription to compute the Chern-Simons contribution
to the EWCS. Remarkably the holographic reflected entropy thus obtained from the bulk EWCS
exactly matches with corresponding replica technique results in the large central charge limit.
This serves as a strong consistency check of our holographic construction for the reflected en-
tropy from the bulk EWCS. Finally, in appendix A we have provided a heuristic proof of the
holographic entanglement negativity proposal for the case of two adjacent intervals in a CFTa

2

utilizing Euclidean gravitational path integral techniques.
Our results for the field theory replica technique computations and the corresponding holo-

graphic constructions for the entanglement negativity and the reflected entropy for bipartite
states in CFTa

2s with a gravitational anomaly dual to bulk TMG-AdS3 geometries, described in
this article provides an elegant and consistent framework to address the issue of mixed state en-
tanglement in these interesting field theories and leads to several interesting insights and future
directions for investigations. One such future direction would be to study mixed state entan-
glement measures in the Chern-Simons formulation of (2 + 1)-dimensional topologically massive
gravity theories [73]. The entanglement entropy has been studied in the TMG-AdS3/CFTa

2 set-
ting in [73] and in flat holographic setting in [74] utilizing a factorized Wilson line prescription. It
will be interesting to extend this Chern-Simons formulation to provide holographic constructions
for mixed state entanglement and correlation measures such as the entanglement negativity, the
reflected entropy and the entanglement wedge. We hope to return to these interesting issues in
the near future.
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A Derivation of holographic entanglement negativity in TMG-
AdS3/CFTa

2

In this appendix, we provide a heuristic gravitational path integral derivation of the holographic
construction for the entanglement negativity from section 4. For brevity, we focus on the mixed
state configuration of two adjacent intervals A and B in the CFTa

2. To begin with, we note that
the entanglement negativity12 E for a bipartite mixed state ρAB, may be obtained from a replica
technique as an even analytic continuation of the Rényi generalization of the entanglement

12The entanglement negativity was called as the logarithmic negativity in [46]. Here we stick with the more
common nomenclature in the literature to avoid any confusion.
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negativity N (k) in the following way [18,19,46]:

E(A : B) = lim
n→1/2

logN (2n) (ρAB) (A.1)

The Rényi entanglement negativity of order 2n may be computed as the properly normalized par-
tition function on the corresponding replica manifold. The replica manifold BA,B2n is constructed
as the 2n-fold branched cover of the original boundary manifold B1, where the individual copies
are sewed cyclically along A and anti-cyclically along B [18,19]. For a dual CFTa

2, utilizing the
holographic duality, the replica partition functions may be calculated in terms of the on-shell
action of the bulk replica TMG-AdS3 geometry, denoted as M2n. Note that the asymptotic
boundary ofM2n constitutes the boundary replica manifold BA,B2n . Following [46], the appropri-
ate bulk saddle-point geometry may be found through the so-called replica symmetry breaking
mechanism, where in the bulk one breaks the replica symmetry partially while respecting the
full replica symmetry in the boundary. In the present case of topologically massive gravity in

asymptotically AdS3 spacetimes, we construct the replica non-symmetric saddleMA,B (nsym)
2n by

extending the cutting and gluing procedure as described in [45, 46], which breaks the replica
symmetry group of Z2n to that of Zn in the bulk. By employing the holographic duality in
TMG-AdS3/CFTa

2, the replica partition function on the boundary manifold is obtained from
the bulk saddle-point geometry as

Z[BA,B2n ] = e−Igrav[MA,B (nsym)
2n ] , (A.2)

where Igrav[MA,B (nsym)
2n ] is the on-shell action of the replica non-symmetric saddleMA,B (nsym)

2n .
Therefore, the Rényi entanglement negativity of order 2n is given by

N (2n)(A : B) =
Z[MA,B

2n ]

(Z[M1])2n

= e−Igrav[MA,B (nsym)
2n ]+2n Igrav[M1] , (A.3)

where Igrav[M1] is the on-shell action of the bulk asymptotically AdS3 geometry dual to the

original CFTa
2 manifold. Next, we consider the quotient geometry M̂A,B (nsym)

2n in the bulk by
quotienting through the remnant Zn symmetry

M̂A,B (nsym)
2n =MA,B (nsym)

2n /Zn . (A.4)

The quotient manifold has conical defects Γ
(n)
A1

and Γ
(n)
B2

, at the loci of the fixed points of the
residual replica symmetry [46] with conical deficit angles

∆φn = 2π

(
1− 1

n

)
.

The on-shell action of the bulk replica manifold may now be obtained from that of the quotient
bulk as

Igrav[MA,B (nsym)
2n ] ≡ n Igrav

(
MAB

2 ,Γ
(n)
A1
,Γ

(n)
B2

)
,

and therefore, the Rényi negativity between subsystems A and B is given by

log N (2n)(A : B) = −n
[
Igrav

(
MAB

2 ,Γ
(n)
A1
,Γ

(n)
B2

)
− 2 Igrav[M1]

]
, (A.5)

To compute the on-shell action of the quotient bulk geometry Igrav

(
MAB

2 ,Γ
(n)
A1
,Γ

(n)
B2

)
, we need

to consider the contributions coming from the codimension-2 cosmic branes homologous to A and
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B, which are situated at Γ
(n)
A1

and Γ
(n)
B2

. As described in section 4, in the case of topologically
massive gravity in the asymptotically AdS3 bulk, we have massive spinning probe particles
propagating along these backreacting cosmic branes. We can comprehensively determine the
on-shell action of the quotient bulk in terms of the effective on-shell actions of the massive
spinning particles on these cosmic branes as

Igrav

(
MAB

2 ,Γ
(n)
A1
,Γ

(n)
B2

)
= 2 Igrav[M1] +

L(1/2)(ΓAB)

4G

+

(
1− 1

n

)
L(n)(ΓA) + L(n)(ΓB)

4G
, (A.6)

where L(n)(ΓX) is related to the length L(n) (ΓX) and the twist T (n) (ΓX) of the backreacted
codimension-2 cosmic brane homologous to subsystem X as

n2 ∂

∂n

(
n− 1

n
L(n) (ΓX)

)
= L(n) (ΓX) +

T (n) (ΓX)

µ
. (A.7)

Therefore, utilizing eqs. (A.5) and (A.6) we obtain for the Rényi entanglement negativity as

log N (2n)(A : B) = −nL
(1/2)(ΓAB)

4G
− (n− 1)

L(n)(ΓA) + L(n)(ΓB)

4G
. (A.8)

Now taking the n → 1/2 limit, the entanglement negativity between A and B is given by the
Rényi mutual information of order half as

E(A : B) =
L(1/2)(ΓA) + L(1/2)(ΓB)− L(1/2)(ΓAB)

8G
≡ 1

2
I(1/2)(A : B) . (A.9)

Finally, we use the fact that in the framework of TMG-AdS3/CFTa
2 the effects of the backreaction

can be conveniently absorbed into the multiplicative factor X2 = 3
2 [23, 53,54,75] and therefore

L(1/2)(ΓA) = X2 L(ΓA) =
3

2

(
L(ΓA) +

T (ΓA)

µ

)
, (A.10)

leading to our holographic proposal for the entanglement negativity for two adjacent intervals A
and B, given in eq. (4.24). The holographic construction for the entanglement negativity for the
other bipartite states corresponding to two disjoint intervals and a single interval may also be
obtained from a gravitational replica construction employing the replica non-symmetric saddle
in a similar fashion, as described in [45].

Finally we note that it will be interesting to explore the holographic duality between the
reflected entropy and the minimal EWCS in the framework of TMG-AdS3/CFTa

2 from a gravi-
tational path integral perspective, similar to that in [21,76].
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Erratum

In the computation of the Chern-Simons (CS) contribution to the entanglement wedge cross-
section (EWCS) computed in subsections 5.1.1 and 5.2.1, we found two compensating errors.
These are listed below:

1. The proposal for the CS contribution to the EWCS in eq. (5.4) involves the extremization
over the boost T required to transport an auxiliary orthonormal frame through the length
of the EWCS ΣAB as follows

ECS
W = min ext

Γ
(A)
AB⊂ΓAB

[
T (ΣAB)

4µGN

]
=

1

4µGN
log

[
qf · nf − q̃f · nf
qi · ni − q̃i · ni

]
, (1)

where n is the auxiliary timelike normal vector, (q, q̃) are the parallel transported normal
vectors along the EWCS ΣAB and the subscripts i and f denote the endpoints of the
EWCS.

In the calculations, instead of the normal vectors to the EWCS, we incorrectly made use
of the normal vectors to the RT surfaces, given in eq. (5.6). The correct normal vector to
the EWCS is given in eq. (4) of this erratum.

2. Furthermore, there was a typographical error in eq. (4.13), which was carried forward in
the computations of the EWCS in section 5.

These two errors compensated each other to give the final result for the EWCS in the correct
form. These mistakes were overlooked by the authors in the original article as the final result
matched with the field theoretic replica computations for the dual reflected entropy.

The vector n normal to the EWCS may be obtained by noting that the tangent to the (Ryu-
Takayanagi) RT surface at the position ρm serves as the other normal ñ to the EWCS13 [77]. We
have obtained the correct normal vectors to the EWCS through the procedure outlined in [77].
After incorporating the proper normal vectors to the EWCS and fixing the typographical errors,
we found that the final expressions for the CS contribution to the EWCS remain unchanged.
The relevant corrections are listed below:

• In subsection 4.2, the second line in eq. (4.13) should be modified to

q̃ = − 1√
2ρu2 + ∆u

∆v

(
u

√
∆u

∆v
∂u + u

√
∆v

∆u
∂v − 2ρ

√
∆u

∆v
∂ρ

)
. (2)

• In subsection 5.1.1, fig. 13 should be modified as follows

Figure 15: Updated version of fig. 13, properly depicting the schematics of the vector n normal to the EWCS.

13We thank Prof. Qiang Wen for pointing out this crucial issue.
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• In subsection 5.1.1, the sentence after eq. (5.10) should be modified to: “The values of the
parallel transported vectors normal to the EWCS ΣAB at the turning point of a geodesic
line connecting the boundary points

(
−∆u

2 ,−
∆v
2 ,∞

)
and

(
∆u
2 ,

∆v
2 ,∞

)
may be expressed

as”

• Eq. (5.11) in subsection 5.1.1 should be modified to

q(τm) =
1√
2ρ

(∂u + ∂v) , q̃(τm) =
1√
2ρ

(∂u − ∂v) . (3)

• After eq. (5.11), the following should be added: The auxiliary normal vector nm at the
endpoint of the EWCS ΣAB, labelled as ρm in fig. 13, is given by [77]

nm =
1√
2ρm

(
−
√

∆u

∆v
∂u +

√
∆v

∆u
∂v

)
. (4)

• Eq. (5.12) in subsection 5.1.1 should be modified to

ECS
W =

1

4µGN
log

(√
∆v/∆u

∆V/∆U

)
=

1

2µGN
(κ−K) =

cL − cR
3

(K − κ) . (5)

• In subsection 5.1.1, the coefficient of the second term in the first equality of eq. (5.15)
should be modified to 1

2µGN
.

Similar to the corrections described above for the disjoint intervals, the case of adjacent intervals
described in subsection 5.2.1 need the following modifications:

• In subsection 5.2.1, eq. (5.23) should be modified to

q(τ∞) =
1√
2ρ∞

(∂u + ∂v) , n0 = q̃(τ∞) =
1√
2ρ∞

(∂u − ∂v) . (6)

• In subsection 5.2.1, the coefficient of the logarithm in the first equality of eq. (5.24) should
be modified to 1

2µGN
.

• In subsection 5.2.1, the coefficient of the second term of eq. (5.26) should be modified to
1

2µGN
.

The authors would like to thank Prof. Qiang Wen and Haocheng Zhong for highlighting
these crucial issues and suggesting a resolution.
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