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Abstract

The fusion rules and operator product expansion (OPE) serve as crucial tools in the
study of operator algebras within conformal field theory (CFT). Building upon the vision
of using entanglement to explore the connections between fusion coefficients and OPE
coefficients, we employ the replica method and Schmidt decomposition method to investi-
gate the time evolution of entanglement entropy (EE) and pseudo entropy (PE) for linear
combinations of operators in rational conformal field theory (RCFT). We obtain a formula
that links fusion coefficients, quantum dimensions, and OPE coefficients. We also iden-
tify two definition schemes for linear combination operators. Under one scheme, the EE
captures information solely for the heaviest operators, while the PE retains information
for all operators, reflecting the phenomenon of pseudo entropy amplification. Irrespective
of the scheme employed, the EE demonstrates a step-like evolution, illustrating the effec-
tiveness of the quasiparticle propagation picture for the general superposition of locally
excited states in RCFT. From the perspective of quasiparticle propagation, we observe
spontaneous block-diagonalization of the reduced density matrix of a subsystem when
quasiparticles enter the subsystem.
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1 Introduction

In 2D conformal field theory (CFT), fusion rules determine which operators appear in the
operator product expansion (OPE) of two primary fields, originating from the BPZ equations
[1, 2]. These rules are undoubtedly crucial since for 2D CFT all correlation functions can be
reduced to the two-point function via the OPE. One can summarize the fusion rules in the
following commutative and associative fusion algebra [3, 4]

[Oi]× [Oj] =
∑
k

Nk
ij[Ok], (1)

where [Oi] denotes the conformal family of the primary Oi, and N
k
ij called fusion numbers are

non-negative integers. Note one can rephrase eqn. (1) in terms of the quantum dimension di
of the associated conformal family [Oi] [3, 5]

didj =
∑
k

Nk
ijdk. (2)

In rational conformal field theory (RCFT), it is well-known that the fusion numbers Nk
ij can be

computed using the Verlinde formula [3]. The counterpart in irrational conformal field theory
(e.g., Liouville field theory) was studied in [6].

Interestingly, recent studies on quantum entanglement in RCFT have seemingly offered a
new perspective on the connection between fusion numbers and OPE coefficients [7–12]. The
related topic is called local operator quench [7], where one first generates a locally excited state
through acting with a local operator O on the vacuum state |Ω⟩ of the theory of interest, and
then evolves it with the Hamiltonian of the theory,

|ψ(t)⟩ := 1√
N (ϵ)

e−iH(t−iϵ)O(x)|Ω⟩, (3)
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where ϵ is an infinitesimal positive parameter and N (ϵ) is a normalization factor such that
⟨ψ(t)|ψ(t)⟩ = 1. It has been shown that the local operator quench exhibits broad applicability
in measuring scrambling and thermalization effects in CFTs with large central charge [13–17],
as well as in probing the bulk geometry [18] and characterizing bulk dynamics [19–22] in the
context of AdS/CFT correspondence [23–25]. Investigating the local operator quench in RCFT
is driven by the quest to understand the intricate connections between fusion rules, entangle-
ment properties, and the broader implications for quantum information and computing. In
particular, the fusion rules and their role in entanglement in CFT have connections to topologi-
cal quantum computing [26–28]. The entanglement dynamics obtained from such investigations
contribute to theoretical advancements and potential practical applications.

The process of local operator quench provides an excellent platform for the study of entan-
glement dynamics between subsystems. In RCFT local primary or descendant operator quench,
i.e., the local operator O in eqn. (3) is a primary or descendant operator, it was found that the
variations 5 of entanglement entropy (EE, defined as S(ρA) := −tr[ρA log ρA]) and Rényi entan-
glement entropy (REE, defined as S(n)(ρA) :=

1
1−n log tr[ρ

n
A]) saturate to a constant equal to the

logarithm of quantum dimension of the local operator [8–10]. The result has been generalized
to various cases [11–14,17,19,21,22,29–36], including the multiple local excitations [11,12],

|Ψ(t)⟩ = 1√
N (ϵ)

e−iH(t−iϵ)ON(xN)...Oi(xi)...O1(x1)|Ω⟩. (5)

In RCFT multiple local operator quenches, the finiteness of quantum dimension guarantees the
conservation of entanglement under the scattering of quasiparticles [11]. When the subsystem
A is semi-infinite, the variations of the EE and REE at late times are solely the summation of
the contributions from individual local operator quenches, i.e.,

lim
t→∞

∆S(n)(ρΨA(t)) =
N∑
i=1

lim
t→∞

∆S(n)(ρOiA (t)) =
N∑
i=1

log di, (6)

where di is the quantum dimension of Oi [11, 12].
This paper mainly focuses on the local quenches of linear combination operators in RCFT.

Specifically, our interest centers on cases wherein local operator O in eqn. (3) assumes the
form

O(x) =
∑

k,{α},{ᾱ}
C

{α,ᾱ}
k · L2hk+|α|+|ᾱ| · O{α,ᾱ}

k (x). (7)

In the above, C
{α,ᾱ}
k are dimensionless combination coefficients, L is a constant with a dimension

of length (such as the length of subsystem), andO{α,ᾱ}
k (x) are descendant operators; O{α,ᾱ}

k (x) ≡
L−α1 ...L̄−ᾱ1 ...Ok(x), |α| ≡

∑
i αi. Generically, in RCFTs, when the subsystemA is semi-infinite,

one may expect that the variation of the EE of operators taking the form of (7) at late times

should be a function of C
{α,ᾱ}
k and dk, denoted as log(f(C

{α,ᾱ}
k , dk)).

The motivation for studying such kinds of local operator quenches will be clear from the

5The variations of EE and REE, denoted as ∆S
(
ρOA(t)

)
and ∆S(n)

(
ρOA(t)

)
respectively in this paper, are

defined as

∆S
(
ρOA(t)

)
≡ lim
n→1

∆S(n)
(
ρOA(t)

)
, ∆S(n)

(
ρOA(t)

)
:= S(n)

(
ρOA(t)

)
− S(n)

(
ρΩA
)
, (4)

where ρOA(t) is the reduced density matrix of subsystem A when the total system is in the state |ψ(t)⟩ (3), and
ρΩA is the reduced density matrix for the vacuum state |Ω⟩.
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perspective of OPE. The OPE of two spin-zero primary fields Oi takes the following form6

Oi(x1)Oj(x2) =
∑
k

Ckij
∑

{α},{ᾱ}
β
k{α}
ij β̄

k{ᾱ}
ij |x1 − x2||α|+|ᾱ|+2hk−2hi−2hjO{α,ᾱ}

k (x2). (8)

One can utilize the operators on both sides of the OPE (8) to construct locally excited states.
Assume that the subsystem A is semi-infinite. For multiple local excitations (5) generated by
the composite operator on the l.h.s. of the OPE (8), we know from eqn. (6) that the variation
of the EE (as well as REE) of the multiple locally excited state will eventually saturate to
log di + log dj = log didj = log

∑
kN

k
ijdk, where the second equality comes from the fusion rule

of Oi and Oj (see eqn. (2)). On the other hand, given that the linear combination operator on
the r.h.s. of the OPE (8) is solely a specific instance of eqn. (7), and based on the discussion
following eqn. (7), we conclude that the variation of the EE of the operator on the r.h.s. of

the OPE (8) saturate to log
(
f(Ckijβ

k{α}
ij β̄

k{ᾱ}
ij , dk)

)
. Whether starting from the l.h.s. of the

equation (8) or the right side, the results for the variation of the EE obtained should be the same.
The function f thus characterizes a connection between the OPE coefficients and fusion numbers
in RCFT since, from the above discussions, we have f(Ckijβ

k{α}
ij β̄

k{ᾱ}
ij , dk) =

∑
kN

k
ijdk. This is

the primary motivation for studying the EE and REE associated with the linear combination
operator (7) in this paper.

Even in Ising CFT, however, employing the standard replica method [37, 38] to calculate
the EE of a linear combination operator containing numerous descendant fields proves to be
intricate (see [10] for a particular combination of descendant fields). Hence, here, we begin with
a simplified scenario, excluding all descendant operators from (7)7,

|ψ⟩ = 1√
N (ϵ)

e−ϵHO(x)|Ω⟩, O(x) =
∑
k∈S

Ck · L2hk · Ok(x). (9)

where S is a primary operator set S := {O1,O2, ...,Om} (m ∈ Z+) from a RCFT. Additionally,
we assume that the operators Ok in S are orthogonal to each other in terms of the two-point
function, such that ⟨O†

kOl⟩ ∝ δkl. Although such a blunt truncation overlooks the contributions
of all descendant fields to entanglement, we anticipate that our analysis of the linear combi-
nation operator (9) will provide valuable clues for the subsequent general discussions. We will
employ the replica method and the Schmidt decomposition method [12] to compute the late-
time EE of the linear combination operator (9). The latter method is a quantum mechanical
approach that circumvents the complicated computations of all higher-point correlation func-
tions. The consistency in results obtained from both methods instills confidence in utilizing
the latter to compute the EE of operators on the r.h.s of the OPE (8).

On the other hand, we expect that our simple linear combination operators (9) can reproduce
the fusion relations (2) in RCFTs in a heuristic manner. Our strategy is as follows: starting
from a known fusion equation (1), we select all primary operators appearing on the r.h.s. of
it to construct the linear combination operator in (9). Subsequently, we compute the EE
(REE) for the state (9). It will be a function of the combination coefficients {Ck} and operator
quantum dimensions {dk}. We look for the possibility in the parameter space of {Ck} that
operator (9) produces the same EE (i.e., log

∑
kN

k
ijdk) as the linear combination operator on

the r.h.s. of OPE (8) corresponding to the given fusion equation. It is intriguing that, however,
when attempting this, it can be proven that the EE and REE for the state (9) only capture
information about the heaviest operators (those with the highest conformal dimensions) in S.

6We assume that x1 and x2 lie on the real axis.
7Note that two operators up to a global factor yield the same state. In this paper, we partially fix this

redundancy by imposing the normalization constraint
∑
k∈S |Ck|2 = 1.
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For the most extreme situation, consider the case in which the set includes a unique heaviest
primary operator OM , the expression for the late-time REE is

lim
t→∞

∆S(n)(ρψA(t)) = log dM , (10)

where dM is the quantum dimension of OM , and its conformal dimension is denoted by hM =
maxk∈S{hk}. In this situation, information regarding all operators apart from OM is entirely
lost.

To reproduce relation (2) using our simple linear combination operators (9), let us momen-
tarily set aside the EE and replace it with a generalisation version, known as pseudo entropy
(PE). PE is a two-state generalization of EE recently proposed via AdS/CFT and post-selection
processes [39]. It is defined as follows,

S(T ψ|φ
A ) = −tr[T ψ|φ

A log T ψ|φ
A ]. (11)

The operator T ψ|φ
A involving two states (i.e., the initial state ψ and the final state φ in the

context of post-selection experiments [40, 41]), called reduced transition matrix, is the partial
trace of the transition matrix T ψ|φ [39, 42],

T ψ|φ =
|ψ⟩⟨φ|
⟨φ|ψ⟩ =

ρψρφ

tr[ρψρφ]
, T ψ|φ

A = trĀ[T
ψ|φ]. (12)

Like the calculation of EE, one usually computes the so-called pseudo-Rényi entanglement
entropy (PREE) first. Subsequently, the PE is obtained by taking the limit of n → 1 to the
n-th PREE,

S(n)(T ψ|φ
A ) =

1

1− n
log tr[(T ψ|φ

A )n], S(T ψ|φ
A ) = lim

n→1
S(n)(T ψ|φ

A ). (13)

In previous studies [43,44], it was shown that, for subsystem A being half-space, the n-th PREE
under local primary or descendant operator quenches converges to the logarithm of the quantum
dimension of the local operator as time t approaches infinity.8 In this work, to construct the
transition matrix T ψ|ψ̃, we choose the state in eqn. (9) as |ψ⟩ and select another state |ψ̃⟩ as

|ψ̃⟩ = N (ϵ)−1/2e−ϵHO(x̃)|Ω⟩ . (14)

As outlined in section 2.1, the advantage of the PE of the reduced transition matrix T ψ|ψ̃
A

compared with EE is its capability to retain information about all primary operators within

S. Specifically, the maximal value attainable by S(n)(T ψ|ψ̃
A ) but not achievable by S(n)(ρψA) in

general is the logarithm of the sum of the quantum dimensions of all primary operators,

max
{Ck}

{
lim
t→∞

∆S(n)(T ψ|ψ̃
A (t))

}
= log

(∑
k∈S

dk

)
. (15)

Comparing (15) with (10), we observe that the late-time value of PE is larger than the EE, a
phenomenon identified in [53] as the pseudo entropy amplification.

The PE enables us to reproduce the fusion equation (1) in RCFTs under the rough trunca-
tion from eqn. (7) to eqn. (9). Consider, for instance, one of the fusion equations in the critical
Ising model:

σ × σ = I+ ε, (16)

8See [45–72] for more developments on PE and related topics.
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where σ is the spin operator, ε is the energy density operator and I the identity. The quantum
dimensions of three primaries are dσ =

√
2, dε = dI = 1 respectively. We will analyze the late-

time PE of the transition matrices T ψ|ψ̃ generated by both sides of eqn. (16): the composite
operator σ(x + L)σ(x) and the linear combination operator CI · I + Cε · L2hε · ε(x). For the
composite operator σ(x+L)σ(x), its late-time PE equals its late-time EE [43]. Hence, according
to eqn. (6), the value of the late-time PE we arrive at is log dσ+log dσ = log d2σ = log 2. On the
other hand, considering the set S = {I, ε}, according to eqn. (15), we find that the maximum
value of the PE precisely equals log 2 = log(dI + dε). Thus, we can always identify a set of
appropriate combination coefficients {CI, Cε} to reproduce the fusion equation dσ×dσ = dI+dε
through the PE.

As previously mentioned, if we aim not only to reproduce fusion relations (2) using quantum
entanglement but also to establish a connection between fusion coefficients and OPE coefficients,
the contributions of all possible descendant operators in the OPE must be added. Although
counting the contributions of an infinite number of operators seems implausible, Ref. [12] pre-
sented an ingenious approach. By imposing identical conformal transformations on both sides
of the OPE (8), the authors in [12] deduced the contribution to EE from each conformal family
that appears to the r.h.s. of the OPE (8), i.e., the EE of the operator∑

{α},{ᾱ}
β
k{α}
ij β̄

k{ᾱ}
ij |x1 − x2||α|+|ᾱ|+2hk−2hi−2hjO{α,ᾱ}

k (x2). (17)

For RCFTs, this contribution precisely equates to the logarithm of the corresponding quantum
dimension (i.e., log dk). Based on this nontrivial result, we can utilize the Schmidt decom-
position method to derive the late-time EE of the linear combination operator on the r.h.s.
of the OPE (8). The result is a function of the OPE coefficients and quantum dimensions
(see eqn. (76)). As we mentioned in the discussions after eqn. (8), this function character-
izes a relationship between the OPE coefficients and the fusion coefficients because we have
f(Ckijβ

k{α}
ij β̄

k{ᾱ}
ij , dk) =

∑
kN

k
ijdk. By means of the technique we used in exploring the maxi-

mum PE of the simplified linear combination operator (9) (further details provided in section
2.3), we finally establish a link (see eqn. (79)) between fusion coefficients, quantum dimensions,
and OPE coefficients using the function (76).

Although we reproduce the fusion relations by computing the PE of the linear combination
operator (9) and establish the correlation between fusion coefficients and OPE coefficients
through the linear combination operator like (7), these operators might not be suitable when
considering the EE of a finite number of linear combinations of operators. As mentioned earlier,
the information about light operators doesn’t manifest in the EE. To find a way by which the
information about light operators in S can be expressed within the EE is the second objective
of this paper. It turns out that by considering the following refined linear combination operator

O(x; ϵ) =
∑
k∈S

Ck
Ok(x)√

⟨O†
k(x, ϵ)Ok(x,−ϵ)⟩

=
∑
k∈S

Ck · |2ϵ|2hk · Ok(x) (18)

instead of the linear combination operator in eqn. (9), all information of operators in S can
be encoded into the late-time EE (see section 3.1 for more details). We can delve into further
details of entanglement dynamics about operator (18), particularly regarding the applicability
of the quasiparticles picture. It’s well-known that each primary operator Ok in (18) can gen-
erate a locally excited state with a classical interpretation of quasiparticles propagation [7, 8],
whether the state generated by operator (18) (i.e., the superposition of locally primary excited
states) still possesses the quasiparticles picture is not immediately apparent. A common coun-
terexample is that in quantum mechanics the superposition of coherent (quasiclassical) states
usually no longer has a classical correspondence. Using the replica method, we find that the
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answer is positive. The evolution of EE (and REE) corresponding to operator (18) shows a
step-like behavior from zero to non-zero, which suggests that the quasiparticle propagation
picture indeed holds for the general superposition of locally excited states in RCFT. Another
fascinating detail in entanglement dynamics is our observation that, under the quasiparticle
propagation picture, upon the entry of quasiparticles into a subsystem, the reduced density
matrix of the subsystem spontaneously undergoes instantaneous block-diagonalization. Each
distinct diagonal block carries information about different conformal families.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we derive the late-time REE
and PREE of the operator (9) through two methods, the Schmidt decomposition approach
and the replica trick. We analyze the dependence of REE and PREE on the combination
coefficients, showcasing the emergence of pseudo entropy amplification by demonstrating the
maximum values of REE and PREE. Utilizing the Schmidt decomposition method, we establish
a connection between fusion and OPE coefficients by examining the REE of operators on both
sides of the OPE. In section 3, we illustrate how operator (18) facilitates the restoration of
information related to light operators in the EE (REE). Additionally, we present further details
of the entanglement dynamics associated with operator (18). The summary and prospect are
given in section 4.

2 Pseudo entropy amplification and fusion rules

The earliest exploration of the EE (REE) of a superposition of locally primary excited states
appeared in [12], followed by an extension of the PE (PREE) by the authors of [43]. According
to the Schmidt decomposition method [12], the late-time limit of the n-th PREE of the reduced
transition matrix generated by operator (9) is given by [43]

lim
t→∞

∆S(n)(T ψ|ψ̃
A (t)) =

1

1− n
log

[∑
k∈S

(
d

1
n
−1

k |Ck|2L4hk⟨O†
k(x̃, ϵ)Ok(x,−ϵ)⟩∑

j∈S |Cj|2L4hj⟨O†
j(x̃, ϵ)Oj(x,−ϵ)⟩

)n]
. (19)

Setting x̃ = x allows one to obtain the late-time EE associated with operator (9). Despite the
good agreement between formula (19) and numerical computations, an analytical derivation
based on the standard method of the CFT replica trick remains absent to date. In this section,
we bridge this gap by providing replica calculations for the cases of n = 2 and n = 3, and
the computation for general n can be obtained straightforwardly. Subsequently, we aim to
extract intriguing information from the late-time PREE formula. We show the pseudo entropy
amplification phenomenon by exploring the maximum values of PREE and REE of locally
excited states (9). These research findings point towards a potential relationship between
fusion and OPE coefficients as demonstrated in subsection 2.3.

2.1 The late-time formula of n-th PREE/REE

In replica method, calculating the n-th REE/PREE for an operator O, which consists of a
linear combination of m primary operators, requires working with m2n 2n-point functions on
the plane. In this subsection, we first review the derivation of eqn. (19) by Schmidt composition
method in Ref. [43], and then we will demonstrate the replica calculations of the second and
third REE and PREE to derive the same results (19).

2.1.1 Schmidt decomposition method

As mentioned earlier, operators in S are mutually orthogonal in the sense of the two-point
function ⟨O†

kOl⟩. Let us first define a series of normalized excited states with the help of
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Ok ∈ S,

|Ok(x, t)⟩ :=
1√

⟨O†
k(x, ϵ)Ok(x,−ϵ)⟩

e−iHtOk(x,−ϵ)|Ω⟩, ⟨Ok(x, t)|Ol(x, t)⟩ = δkl. (20)

Generally speaking, |Ok(x, t)⟩ is an entangled state living in the sub-Verma module Vk
⊗

V̄k̄.
It can be written in the following form by a time-dependent Schmidt decomposition

|Ok(x, t)⟩ =
∑
u

aku(x, t)|ku(x, t)⟩ ⊗ |k̄u(x, t)⟩, (21)

where {|ku(x, t)⟩} and {|k̄u(x, t)⟩} parameterized by (x, t) are two orthonormal bases of Vk and
V̄k̄ repectively, and a

k
u(x, t) ≥ 0 (

∑
u(a

k
u(x, t))

2 = 1) are Schmidt coefficients. The REE between
Vk and V̄k̄ for the state |Ok(x, t)⟩ is directly given by

S(n)
(
ρOkVk (t)

)
=

1

1− n
log
{
trVk

[ (
trV̄k̄ |Ok(x, t)⟩⟨Ok(x, t)|

)n ]}
=

1

1− n
log
∑
u

(
aku(x, t)

)2n
. (22)

The next crucial point lies in the identification9 of ∆S(n)
(
ρOkA (t)

)
and S(n)

(
ρOkVk (t)

)
in the large-t

limit, where

ρOkA (t) ≡ trĀ
[
|Ok(x, t)⟩⟨Ok(x, t)|

]
(23)

representing the reduced density matrix of subsystem A = [0,∞) when the total system is
quenched by Ok(x) at the initial time. Consequently, we arrive at the limit as t→ ∞ [8]

lim
t→∞

S(n)
(
ρOkVk (t)

)
= log dk, (24)

where dk is the quantum dimension ofOk. Now we move to investigate the PREE of e−iHt|ψ⟩ (9)
and e−iHt|ψ̃⟩ (14). These two states can be rewritten as two superposition states of |Ok(x, t)⟩

e−iHt|ψ⟩ =
∑
k∈S

√
λk|Ok(x, t)⟩, e−iHt|ψ̃⟩ =

∑
k∈S

√
λ̃k|Ok(x̃, t)⟩, (25)

where

λk = λ̃k =
(Ck)

2L4hk⟨O†
k(x, ϵ)Ok(x,−ϵ)⟩∑

j∈S |Cj|2L4hj⟨O†
j(x, ϵ)Oj(x,−ϵ)⟩

,
∑
k∈S

|λk| = 1. (26)

Consequently, the transition matrix becomes

T ψ|ψ̃(t) =
1∑

k∈S
√
λk

√
λ̃∗k⟨Ok(x̃, t)|Ok(x, t)⟩

×
∑
j,l∈S

√
λj

√
λ̃∗l
∑
u,v

aju(x, t)a
l
v(x̃, t)|ju(x, t)⟩|j̄u(x, t)⟩⟨lv(x̃, t)|⟨l̄v(x̃, t)|. (27)

9This identification can be understood through the following physical intuition: In the quasiparticles prop-
agation picture, in the large-t limit, subsystem A = [0,∞) collects all the right-moving quasiparticles, which
carry information about the holomorphic part of Ok, while the complement Ā collects all the left-moving
quasiparticles, which carry information about the anti-holomorphic part of Ok [7] [73]
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The reduced transition matrix is obtained by tracing out the anti-holomorphic part (V ≡ ⊕kVk),

T ψ|ψ̃
V (t) =tr⊕k̄V̄k̄T

ψ|ψ̃(t)

=
∑
k∈S

∑
u,v,w

√
λk

√
λ̃∗ka

k
u(x, t)a

k
v(x̃, t)⟨k̄v(x̃, t)|k̄u(x, t)⟩⟨kv(x̃, t)|kw(x, t)⟩∑

j∈S
√
λj

√
λ̃∗j⟨Oj(x̃, t)|Oj(x, t)⟩

· |ku(x, t)⟩⟨kw(x, t)|,

(28)

which in general is nondiagonal under the basis {|ku(x, t)⟩}. We can compute the trace of

(T ψ|ψ̃
V (t))n,

tr
[
(T ψ|ψ̃

V (t))n
]

=
∑
k∈S

(√
λk

√
λ̃∗k

)n
(∑

j∈S
√
λj

√
λ̃∗j⟨Oj(x̃, t)|Oj(x, t)⟩

)n
×
∑

{u},{v}
aku1(x, t)a

k
v1
(x̃, t)⟨k̄v1(x̃, t)|k̄u1(x, t)⟩⟨kv1(x̃, t)|ku2(x, t)⟩...akun(x, t)akvn(x̃, t)

× ⟨k̄vn(x̃, t)|k̄un(x, t)⟩⟨kvn(x̃, t)|ku1(x, t)⟩. (29)

To further reduce (29), let us turn to consider the n-th PREE of |Ok(x, t)⟩ and |Ok(x̃, t)⟩.

S(n)
(
T Ok(x)|Ok(x̃)
V (t)

)
=

1

1− n
log tr⊕kVk

[(
T Ok(x)|Ok(x̃)
V (t)

)n]
=

1

1− n
log
[
⟨Ok(x̃, t)|Ok(x, t)⟩−n

×
∑

{u},{v}
aku1(x, t)a

k
v1
(x̃, t)⟨k̄v1(x̃, t)|k̄u1(x, t)⟩⟨kv1(x̃, t)|ku2(x, t)⟩...akun(x, t)akvn(x̃, t)

× ⟨k̄vn(x̃, t)|k̄un(x, t)⟩⟨kvn(x̃, t)|ku1(x, t)⟩
]
. (30)

Under the same spirit, we expect that

lim
t→∞

∆S(n)
(
T Ok(x)|Ok(x̃)
A (t)

)
= lim

t→∞
S(n)

(
T Ok(x)|Ok(x̃)
V (t)

)
. (31)

We have known that the late-time limit of ∆S(n)
(
T Ok(x)|Ok(x̃)
A (t)

)
is equal to the late-time limit

of ∆S(n)
(
ρOkA (t)

)
[43], and the latter we already know is equal to (22).

Comparing eqn. (22) with eqn. (30), we obtain the equality

lim
t→∞

∑
{u},{v}

aku1(x, t)a
k
v1
(x̃, t)⟨k̄v1(x̃, t)|k̄u1(x, t)⟩⟨kv1(x̃, t)|ku2(x, t)⟩...akun(x, t)akvn(x̃, t)

× ⟨k̄vn(x̃, t)|k̄un(x, t)⟩⟨kvn(x̃, t)|ku1(x, t)⟩
=⟨Ok(x̃, t = 0)|Ok(x, t = 0)⟩nd1−nk (32)

Substituting eqn. (32) into eqn. (29) and taking t→ ∞, we finally obtain the late-time PREE
formula

lim
t→∞

∆S(n)(T ψ|ψ̃
A (t)) = lim

t→∞
1

1− n
log tr

[
(T ψ|ψ̃
V (t))n

]
=

1

1− n
log

[∑
k∈S

(
d

1
n
−1

k |Ck|2L4hk⟨O†
k(x̃, ϵ)Ok(x,−ϵ)⟩∑

j∈S |Cj|2L4hj⟨O†
j(x̃, ϵ)Oj(x,−ϵ)⟩

)n]
. (33)

The accuracy of the above formula is verified by comparing it with the results obtained through
numerical replica calculations in [43]. The next section will employ the replica method and
conformal mapping in 2D CFT to reproduce eqn. (33) for n = 2 and n = 3.
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2.1.2 Replica method

Let us begin with the Euclidean path integral formulation of the replica calculation of the n-th
PREE. Suppose that the theory of interest (with a Lagrangian L(ϕ, ∂ϕ)) resides on a Euclidean
plane Σ1 with the metric ds2 = dwdw̄ ((w, w̄) = (x + iτ, x − iτ)). The Euclidean transition
matrix of interest is generated by the linear combination operator O(w, w̄) ≡ eτHO(x)e−ϵH (9)

T ψ|ψ̃
E =

O(w1, w̄1)|Ω⟩⟨Ω|O†(w2, w̄2)

⟨Ω|O†(w2, w̄2)O(w1, w̄1)|Ω⟩
, (34)

where w1 ≡ x− iτ1, w2 ≡ x̃+ iτ2 (τ1,2 > 0). The reduced transition matrix of subsystem A can
be expressed by path integral with operators inserted at (w1, w̄1) and (w2, w̄2) on the w-plane
with a cut on A

⟨ϕA− |T ψ|ψ̃
E,A |ϕA+⟩ =

∫ ϕ(x∈A,τ=0+)=ϕA+
(x)

ϕ(x∈A,τ=0−)=ϕA− (x) [dϕ]O†(w2, w̄2)O(w1, w̄1) exp
{
−
∫
R2 L(ϕ, ∂ϕ)

}∫
[dϕ]O†(w2, w̄2)O(w1, w̄1) exp

{
−
∫
R2 L(ϕ, ∂ϕ)

}

=



(η, η̄) x1=x2 x1<x2 x1>x2

late time (1,0) {0,0} (1,1)

early time a2 a3 a4

Table 1: 123

A

O†
2,1

O1,n1

O†
2,n2

O1,1

⟨ϕA+|
|ϕA−⟩

O†(w2, w̄2)

O(w1, w̄1)

τ

x

0

+∞

−∞

O†(w2, w̄2)

O(w1, w̄1)

τ

x

0

+∞

−∞

1



−1

×

(η, η̄) x1=x2 x1<x2 x1>x2

late time (1,0) {0,0} (1,1)

early time a2 a3 a4

Table 1: 123

A

O†
2,1

O1,n1

O†
2,n2

O1,1

|ϕA+⟩
⟨ϕA−|

O†(w2, w̄2)

O(w1, w̄1)

τ

x

0

+∞

−∞

O†(w2, w̄2)

O(w1, w̄1)

τ

x

0

+∞

−∞

1

. (35)

Based on (35), tr[(T ψ|ψ̃
E,A )

n] amounts to a 2n-point correlation function on a n-sheet Riemann
surface Σn,

tr[(T ψ|ψ̃
E,A )

n] =



(η, η̄) x1=x2 x1<x2 x1>x2

late time (1,0) {0,0} (1,1)

early time a2 a3 a4

Table 1: 123

A

O†
2,1

O1,n1

O†
2,n2

O1,1

⟨ϕA+|
|ϕA−⟩

O†(w2, w̄2)

O(w1, w̄1)

τ

x

0

+∞

−∞

O†(w2, w̄2)

O(w1, w̄1)

τ

x

0

+∞

−∞

1



−n

×

Σn

A A A

n n− 1 1

3

=
Zn
Zn

1

· ⟨O(w1, w̄1)O†(w2, w̄2)...O(w2n−1, w̄2n−1)O†(w2n, w̄2n)⟩Σn
⟨O†(w2, w̄2)O(w1, w̄1)⟩nΣ1

, (36)

where Z1 and Zn are vacuum partition functions on Σ1 and Σn respectively, andO(w2k−1, w̄2k−1)
and O†(w2k, w̄2k) are operators inserted at the k-th sheet. The variation of the n-th PREE is
defined as subtracting the contribution of the n-th REE of the vacuum from the n-th PREE,

∆S(n)(T ψ|ψ̃
E,A ) ≡S(n)(T ψ|ψ̃

E,A )− S(n)(ρA,vacuum state)

=
1

1− n
log

⟨O(w1, w̄1)O†(w2, w̄2)...O(w2n−1, w̄2n−1)O†(w2n, w̄2n)⟩Σn
⟨O(w1, w̄1)O†(w2, w̄2)⟩nΣ1

. (37)

The real-time evolution of the n-th PREE is achieved by performing a Wick rotation of the

Euclidean time: τ1 → ϵ + it, τ2 → ϵ − it. For the case of n = 2, ∆S(n)(T ψ|ψ̃
E,A ) is linked to a

series of four-point functions on Σ2

e−∆S(2)(T ψ|ψ̃
E,A ) =

∑
ijkl∈S CiC

∗
jCkC

∗
l L

2(hi+hj+hk+hl)⟨Oi(w1, w̄1)O†
j(w2, w̄2)Ok(w3, w̄3)O†

l (w4, w̄4)⟩Σ2(∑
j∈S |Cj|2L4hj⟨Oj(w1, w̄1)O†

j(w2, w̄2)⟩Σ1

)2 .

(38)
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These four-point functions can be evaluated by applying the conformal mapping z = i
√−w [7,8]

from Σ2 to Σ1. The four operators after the mapping are located at

z1 = −z3 = i
√
−x− t+ iϵ, z̄1 = −z̄3 = −i

√
−x+ t− iϵ,

z2 = −z4 = i
√
−x̃− t− iϵ, z̄2 = −z̄4 = −i

√
−x̃+ t+ iϵ. (39)

Let’s take i = 1, j = 2, k = 3, and l = 4 for the sake of writing convenience, the four-point
function can be expressed as

⟨O1(w1, w̄1)O†
2(w2, w̄2)O3(w3, w̄3)O†

4(w4, w̄4)⟩Σ2

=
4∏
i=1

|2zi|−2hi⟨O1(z1, z̄1)O†
2(z2, z̄2)O3(z3, z̄3)O†

4(z4, z̄4)⟩Σ1

=

(∣∣∣∣2z1z12z14z24

∣∣∣∣−2h1 4∏
i=2

∣∣∣∣2ziz21iz24z12z14

∣∣∣∣−2hi
)
G21

34(η, η̄), (40)

whereG21
34(η, η̄) ≡ limz→∞ z2h1 z̄2h1⟨O1(z, z̄)O†

2(1, 1)O3(η, η̄)O†
4(0, 0)⟩Σ1 , and (η, η̄) ≡ ( z12z34

z13z24
, z̄12z̄34
z̄13z̄24

).
Let us begin by coping with the G-function in terms of the conformal blocks. In general CFTs,
G21

34(η, η̄) can be written as follows [1]

G21
34(η, η̄) =

∑
p

Cp
34C

p
12F

21
34 (p|η)F̄ 21

34 (p|η̄). (41)

Here, Cp
34 is the coefficient of the three-point function ⟨OpO3O†

4⟩, and the index p corresponds
to each Op of all Virasoro primary fields. It is important to note that the conformal block has
a universal behavior around η = 0,

F 21
34 (p|η) = ηhp−h3−h4(1 +O(η)). (42)

As shown in [43], the cross ratios (η, η̄) ≃ (1 + (x̃−x+2iϵ)2

16t2
,− (x̃−x−2iϵ)2

16t2
) ∼ (1, 0) in the late-time

limit. Then the fusion transformation in RCFT [74,75]

F 21
34 (p|1− η) =

∑
q

Fpq
[
2,1
3,4

]
F 41
32 (q|η) (43)

can be leveraged to fix the leading behavior of the conformal block in η → 1 limit and subse-
quently fix the leading order of the late-time behavior of G21

34(η, η̄)

lim
t→∞

G21
34(η, η̄) ≃

∑
p,q

Cp
12C

p
34Fpq

[
2,1
3,4

]
(1− η)hq−h2−h3 η̄hp−h3−h4

∼
∑
p,q

Cp
12C

p
34Fpq

[
2,1
3,4

]
t2(h2+2h3+h4−hp−hq). (44)

On the other hand, we can determine the leading behavior of the prefactor for G21
34 at late times

by simply applying the expressions of (zi, z̄i) from eqn. (39). It is found that

lim
t→∞

(∣∣∣∣2z1z12z14z24

∣∣∣∣−2h1 4∏
i=2

∣∣∣∣2ziz21iz24z12z14

∣∣∣∣−2hi
)

∼ t−2(h2+2h3+h4). (45)

Combining eqn. (44) with eqn. (45) yields a remarkable outcome: the four-point function
⟨O1O†

2O3O†
4⟩ does not vanish at late times if, and only if, a vacuum sector is present in the

fusion of any two operators

O1 ×O2 = I+ ..., O3 ×O4 = I+ ...,

O1 ×O4 = I+ ..., O2 ×O3 = I+ .... (46)
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The only scenario that aligns with eqn. (46) is when O1 = O2 = O3 = O4. Therefore, the
second PREE (38) at late times is reduced to

lim
t→∞

e−∆S(2)(T ψ|ψ̃
A (t)) =

∑
k∈S |Ck|4L8hk⟨Ok(w1, w̄1)O†

k(w2, w̄2)Ok(w3, w̄3)O†
k(w4, w̄4)⟩Σ2(∑

j∈S |Cj|2L4hj⟨Oj(w1, w̄1)O†
j(w2, w̄2)⟩Σ1

)2
=

∑
k∈S d

−1
k |Ck|4L8hk⟨Ok(w1, w̄1)O†

k(w2, w̄2)⟩2Σ1(∑
j∈S |Cj|2L4hj⟨Oj(w1, w̄1)O†

j(w2, w̄2)⟩Σ1

)2 , (47)

where from the first line to the second line, we utilize the known results that the four-point
function of Ok on Σ2 at late times splits into two two-point functions on Σ1 multiplied by the
inverse of the quantum dimension of Ok [43]. Note eqn. (47) perfectly matches eqn. (33) for
n = 2.

The above calculation suggests that for general n, a 2n-point function on Σn does not vanish
at late times if and only if all these 2n operators are the same. Indeed, in the replica calculation
of n-th PREE, one can readily obtain (33) by simply considering 2n-point functions involving
only one primary. To show the remaining 2n-point functions do vanish at late times, we begin
with the n = 3 case and evaluate the 6-point functions on Σ3.

10 According to the conformal
map between Σk and Σ1, a general 6-point correlation function on Σ3 can be written as

⟨O1(w1, w̄1)O†
2(w2, w̄2)O3(w3, w̄3)O†

4(w4, w̄4)O(w5, w̄5)O†
6(w6, w̄6)⟩Σ3

=
6∏
i=1

|3z2i |−2hi⟨O1(z1, z̄1)O†
2(z2, z̄2)O3(z3, z̄3)O†

4(z4, z̄4)O5(z5, z̄5)O†
6(z6, z̄6)⟩Σ1 . (48)

To evaluate the 6-point function on Σ1, we insert a complete basis into this function

⟨O1(z1, z̄1)O†
2(z2, z̄2)O3(z3, z̄3)O†

4(z4, z̄4)O5(z5, z̄5)O†
6(z6, z̄6)⟩Σ1

=
∑
p

lim
z0,z̄0→∞

z
2hp
0 z̄

2h̄p
0

× ⟨O1(z1, z̄1)O†
2(z2, z̄2)O3(z3, z̄3)O†

p(0, 0)⟩Σ1⟨Op(z0, z̄0)O†
4(z4, z̄4)O5(z5, z̄5)O†

6(z6, z̄6)⟩Σ1 (49)

By using Mobius transformation, the two 4-point functions in (49) can be rewritten as

⟨O1(z1, z̄1)O†
2(z2, z̄2)O3(z3, z̄3)O†

p(0, 0)⟩Σ1⟨Op(z0, z̄0)O†
4(z4, z̄4)O5(z5, z̄5)O†

6(z6, z̄6)⟩Σ1

=

∣∣∣∣z12z1z2

∣∣∣∣−2h1
∣∣∣∣z12z1z212z2

∣∣∣∣2h2 ∣∣∣∣z12z1z213z2

∣∣∣∣2h3 ∣∣∣∣z12z1z21z2

∣∣∣∣2hp G21
3p(η, η̄)

×
∣∣∣∣z04z06z46

∣∣∣∣−2hp
∣∣∣∣z04z06z204z46

∣∣∣∣2h4 ∣∣∣∣z04z06z205z46

∣∣∣∣2h5 ∣∣∣∣z04z06z206z46

∣∣∣∣2h6 G4p
56(η

′, η̄′). (50)

with η = z12z3
z13z2

and η′ = z04z56
z05z46

whose late-time behavior are (η, η′) ≃ (1+ x−x̃+2iϵ
t

, 1+ x−x̃+2iϵ
t

) ∼
(1, 1).

Combining (48), (49) and (50), the late-time behavior of the holomorphic part of the 6-point
function on Σ3 is

lim
t→∞

⟨O1(w1)O†
2(w2)O3(w3)O†

4(w4)O(w5)O†
6(w6)⟩Σ3

∼
∑
l1,l2,p

(
6∏
i=1

t−
2
3
hi

)(
t−

1
3
h1t−

1
3
h2t−

1
3
h3t−

1
3
hp
)
th2+h3−hl1

(
t
1
3
hpt−

1
3
h4t−

1
3
h5t−

1
3
h6
)
th4+h5−hl2 th1+h6−hp

(51)

10For the discussions of the higher point functions, it is more convenient to adopt the coordinate convention
in [8].
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where hl1 and hl2 are contributed from the fusion

O2 ×O3 = Ol1 + . . . , O4 ×O5 = Ol2 + . . . (52)

as shown in Fig. 1.

1

2

3 4

5

6

3

2

4 5

1

6

Figure 1: Fusion transformations to obtain lim
t→∞

⟨O1(w1)O†
2(w2)O3(w3)O†

4(w4)O(w5)O†
6(w6)⟩Σ3

Using the result, we derive for the 4-point function (46), the 6-point function on Σ3 does
not vanish at late times if, and only if

hl1 = hl2 = hp = 0 (53)

yielding the fusion rules

O2 ×O3 = I+ . . . , O4 ×O5 = I+ . . . , O1 ×O6 = I+ . . . . (54)

Similarly, the late-time behavior of the anti-holomorphic part of the 6-point function yields the
fusion rules

O1 ×O2 = I+ . . . , O3 ×O4 = I+ . . . , O5 ×O6 = I+ . . . , (55)

which means that the 6-point function on Σ3 does not vanish at late times only when

O1 = O2 = O3 = O4 = O5 = O6. (56)

All the discussion of the 6-point function on Σ3 can be extended to a general 2n-point function
on Σn by inserting a complete basis and using the conformal block, and the results are similar,
implying that the 2n-point function does not vanish if and only if all the operators in the
2n-point function belong to the same conformal family.

2.2 Pseudo entropy amplification

In this subsection, we introduce the phenomenon of pseudo entropy amplification, where PE
(PREE) contains all the information about the linear combination operator whereas EE (REE)
does not, through the evaluation of the maximal value of (33) by adjusting the combination
coefficients Ck.
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2.2.1 The REE and EE

Let us begin by focusing on the REE and EE. By simply removing the tildes in (33), we arrive
at the following result

lim
t→∞

∆S(n)
(
ρψA(t)

)
= lim

t→∞
∆S(n)

(
T ψ|ψ
A (t)

)
=

1

1− n
log

∑
k∈S d

1−n
k |Ck|2n( L2ϵ)4nhk

(
∑

j∈S |Cj|2( L2ϵ)4hj)n

=
1

1− n
log

∑
k∈SM d

1−n
k |Ck|2n

(
∑

j∈SM |Cj|2)n
, (57)

where SM :=
{
Ok|Ok ∈ S, hk = hM ≡ maxl∈S{hl}

}
. From the second equation to the third

equation, we omit terms associated with lighter operators since, in the limit as ϵ→ 0, they con-
stitute sub-leading contributions within the sum. Consequently, we conclude that information
about lighter operators is lost in the REE when SM is a proper subset of S. This conclusion
holds, especially in cases where a single heaviest primary operator with a quantum dimension
of dM exists, simplifying eqn. (57) to log dM . For cases where the conformal dimensions of
primary operators in (9) are the same11, the late-time behavior of n-th REE for ρψA is

lim
t→∞

∆S(n)(ρψA(t)) =
1

1− n
log

(∑
k∈S

d1−nk |Ck|2n
)
, (58)

where the constraint
∑

k∈S |Ck|2 = 1 was employed to simplify the expression.
Taking the limit of n→ 1 to eqn. (57), we obtain the expression of the late-time EE,

lim
t→∞

∆S
(
ρψA(t)

)
=
∑
k∈SM

pk log dk +H(pk), (59)

where pk = |Ck|2∑
j∈SM |Cj |2 is an effective probability distribution, and H(pk) = −∑k∈SM pk log pk

the classical Shannon entropy of {pk}.
As functions of the combination coefficients Ck, the maximum values of (57) and (59) can

be determined using Hölder’s inequality, a generalization of Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

1

n− 1
log

(∑
k∈SM d

1− 1
n

k (ynk )
1
n

)n
∑

j∈SM y
n
k

≤ 1

n− 1
log

(
(
∑

k∈SM dk)
n−1
n (
∑

k∈SM y
n
k )

1
n

)n∑m
j=1 y

n
j

(60)

= log

(∑
k∈SM

dk

)
.

Here, we redefine a series of parameters in terms of Ck

yk := |Ck|2d
1
n
−1

k > 0, (k = 1, 2, ...,m). (61)

The equality in (60) holds if and only if

ynk ∝ dk ⇒ |Ck| ∝
√
dk. (62)

11We continue to assume that the primary operators are orthogonal to each other for this case.
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Thus, we conclude that the maximum late-time REE and EE saturates to the logarithm of the
sum of quantum dimensions of the heaviest operators,

max
{Ck}

{
lim
t→∞

∆S(n)
(
ρψA(t)

)}
= max

{Ck}

{
lim
t→∞

∆S
(
ρψA(t)

)}
= log

(∑
j∈SM

dj

)
. (63)

The corresponding combination coefficients, denoted as C⋆
k , are given by

|C⋆
k | =

√
dk∑
j∈S dj

. (64)

Note that there remains an undetermined degree of phase freedom for each coefficient Ck since
the late-time formula (33) depends only on the magnitude of Ck.

We can examine our conclusions in specific RCFT models. One typical example in RCFT is
the linear combination of vertex operators in 2D massless free scalar theory.12 As demonstrated
in [9,33], the variation of the second REE of the one-parameter primary operator Vq =

√
qeiαϕ±√

1− qe−iαϕ is maximized when the parameter q equals 1
2
,

max
q

{∆S(2)
A (Vq)} = ∆S

(2)
A (V 1

2
) = log 2 = log(1 + 1), (65)

where 1 represents the quantum dimension of the vertex operators e±iαϕ and q = 1
2
maximizing

∆S
(2)
A (Va) precisely aligns with the obtained result. A more nontrivial verification can be made

in the critical Ising model. Our results indicate that the information of lighter operators in the
critical Ising model will be lost in REE/EE in the limit of ϵ→ 0, as the conformal dimensions
of the three primary operators (i.e., the Ising spin σ, energy density ε, and identity I) in the
critical Ising model differ from each other.

We numerically compute the late-time second REE for two linear combination operators:
Cσ ·L2hσσ+Cε ·L2hϵε and Cσ ·L2hσσ+CI · I (See Fig. 2(a) and (b) respectively). Our late-time
formula (33) (solid lines) exhibits good agreement with the numerical data (hollow circles).
For the linear combination of the Ising spin and the energy density (Fig. 2(a)), the late-time
second REE approaches zero in the ϵ→ 0 limit, as the heavier operator ε possesses a quantum
dimension of 1. Conversely, for the linear combination of the Ising spin and the identity (Fig.
2(b)), the late-time second REE approaches log

√
2 in the ϵ→ 0 limit since the heavier operator

σ has a quantum dimension of
√
2.

2.2.2 The PREE and PE

After exploring the late-time behavior and the maximum values of REE and EE in the previous
subsection, we now focus on studying PREE and PE. This part demonstrates how the PREE
and PE can preserve information about all lighter operators in S. This preservation is achieved
by simply shifting the excitation position of O from x to x̃ to create the final state |ψ̃⟩ (14).

The finiteness of the difference between x and x̃ prevents the divergence of two-point func-
tions in eqn. (33) and leaves a new expression for the late-time PREE in the ϵ→ 0 limit,

lim
t→∞

∆S(n)(T ψ|ψ̃
A (t)) =

1

1− n
log

∑
k∈S

 d
1
n
−1

k |Ck|2
(

L
|x−x̃|

)4hk∑
j∈S |Cj|2

(
L

|x−x̃|
)4hj

n . (66)

Since the summation is performed on all operators in S, information about lighter operators
will be encoded in the PREE. Compared with the results of EE, we observe the phenomenon of

12We express our gratitude to Tadashi Takayanagi for bringing this to our attention.
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Figure 2: The variation of the late-time second REE (in panels (a) and (b)) and the late-time second
PREE (in panels (c) and (d)) with respect to the combination coefficient Cσ in the critical Ising model.
The solid lines are plotted using the late-time formula (33), while the hollow circles denote numerical
data computed using the well-known four-point functions in the critical Ising model. The vertical
dotted lines in panels (c) and (d), plotted in terms of eqn. (68), correspond to the maximum values
of the second PREE. All four panels are symmetric along Cσ = 0 since the late-time formula (33)
depends solely on the magnitude of the combination coefficients. Note that the UV regulator ϵ, while
a sensitive parameter in REE calculations, does not impact PREE computations and can be safely set
to 0.

pseudo entropy amplification [53]. It can be shown more explicitly by looking at the maximum
value of the n-th PREE. Let us define a series of parameters yk, like before,

yk := d
1
n
−1

k |Ck|2
( L

x− x̃

)4hk . (67)

The n-th PREE (66) is then transformed into the same expression in (60). The Hölder’s inequal-
ity guarantees that (66) reaches its maximum value of log

(∑
k∈S dk

)
when the combination

coefficients are given by

|C⋆
k | =

√√√√√ dk
L4hk ⟨O†

k(x̃)Ok(x)⟩∑
j∈S

dj

L4hj ⟨O†
j (x̃)Oj(x)⟩

. (68)

The maximum value of the late-time PREE encompasses the quantum dimension of each pri-
mary operator within the set S. This outcome contrasts with the result of REE (63), thereby
explicitly reflecting the pseudo entropy amplification phenomenon. On the other hand, the

late-time PE of T ψ|ψ̃
A (t), obtained by taking the limit as n→ 1 for (66), is given by

lim
t→∞

∆S
(
T ψ|ψ̃
A (t)

)
= H

(
pk(x, x̃)

)
+
∑
k∈S

pk(x, x̃) log dk. (69)
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In the above, pk(x, x̃) :=
|C2
k |L4hk ⟨O†

k(x̃)Ok(x)⟩∑
j∈S |C2

j |L
4hj ⟨O†

j (x̃)Oj(x)⟩
is a position-depended probability distribution.

Similarly to the REE, we can confirm the accuracy of our results using numerical compu-
tations in the critical Ising model. As illustrated in Fig. 2(c) and Fig. 2(d), we numerically
calculate the second PREE for linear combination operators O(x) and O(x̃), where O rep-
resents a linear combination of the Ising spin and the energy density or the Ising spin and
the identity. Our late-time formula (33) (solid lines) consistently matches the numerical data
(hollow circles). Furthermore, the coefficients corresponding to the maximum of the late-time
2nd PREE are also accurately characterized by eqn. (68). By comparing the green line in Fig.
2(a) with the lines in Fig. 2(d), one can readily observe the phenomenon of pseudo entropy
amplification.

2.3 A connection between Fusion numbers and OPE coefficients

The results in the above compellingly demonstrate the efficacy and simplicity of the Schmidt
decomposition method in analyzing the late-time EE (PE) of linear combinations of operators,
eliminating the need for computing intricate higher-point functions. This section will mainly
utilize the Schmidt decomposition method to explore the relationship between OPE coefficients
and fusion coefficients.

Starting from the OPE (8), one can write down an equality for the locally excited states,

e−(ϵ+it)HO1(x+ 1)O2(x)|Ω⟩ =
∑
k

∑
{α,ᾱ}

Ck12β
k{α}
12 β̄

k{ᾱ}
12 e−(ϵ+it)HO{α,ᾱ}

k (x)|Ω⟩. (70)

As shown in [12], the EE of the state on the l.h.s. of (70) saturates to log(d1d2) at late times.
13 To calculate the EE of the state on the r.h.s. of (70), building on the Schmidt decomposition
method, we would like to recast the state into the following form

|ψ12(t)⟩ =
1√∑

k |C̃k12(ϵ)|2
∑
k

C̃k12(ϵ) · |ψk12(t)⟩, (71)

with

|ψk12(t)⟩ :=
1√

Nk12(ϵ)

∑
{α,ᾱ}

β
k{α}
12 β̄

k{ᾱ}
12 e−(ϵ+it)HO{α,ᾱ}

k (x)|Ω⟩,
(
⟨ψk12(t)|ψl12(t)⟩ = δkl

)
, (72)

Nk12(ϵ) :=
∑

{α,ᾱ,γ,γ̄}
|2ϵ|−(4hk+|α|+|ᾱ|+|γ|+|γ̄|)e

iπ
2
(|ᾱ|+|γ̄|−|α|−|γ|)βk{α}12 β

k{γ}
12 β̄

k{ᾱ}
12 β̄

k{γ̄}
12 ck({α, ᾱ}, {γ, γ̄}),

(73)

and

C̃k12(ϵ) := Ck12 ·
√

Nk12(ϵ). (74)

In the above, we denote by ck({α, ᾱ}, {γ, γ̄}) the coefficient of the two-point function

⟨O{α,ᾱ}
k (z, z̄)O{γ,γ̄}

k (0, 0)⟩ (e.g., ck({−1, 0}, {0, 0}) = −2hk). Since |ψk12(t)⟩ are orthogonal to
one another, we can apply the Schmidt decomposition method like before to derive the EE of
|ψ12⟩ at late times, which is given by

lim
t→∞

∆S
(
ρψ12

A (t)
)
= H(pk) +

∑
k

pk · lim
t→∞

∆S
(
ρψk12A (t)

)
, (75)

13One might consider substituting x+ 1 with x+ 2ϵ to yield the second type of linear combination operators
(18) on the r.h.s. of the OPE. However, it’s essential to note that the EE of the composite operator on the l.h.s.
of the OPE, after the substitution, does not converge to log(d1d2) as ϵ tends to zero and t tends to infinity [12].
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where pk ≡ |C̃k12|2/
∑

j |C̃j12|2. Due to the non-orthogonality among distinct locally descendant

excited states in eqn. (72), it’s unattainable to obtain the EE of ρψk12A via Schmidt decompo-
sition method. Nevertheless, we can still compute it by employing the replica method. As
demonstrated in [10, 43], for a general linear combination of descendant operators (within the
same conformal family, say [Ok]), there exists an additional correction to the subsystem’s EE at
late times apart from log dk (for instance, limt→∞∆SA(∂Ok + ∂̄Ok) = log dk + log 2). However,
as shown in [12], due to the fact that the linear combination operator on the r.h.s. of the OPE
need to match the composite operators on the l.h.s. under the same conformal mapping in
RCFTs, this additional correction was found to be zero for the state |ψk12⟩ (72). Consequently,
we have

lim
t→∞

∆S
(
ρψ12

A (t)
)
= H(pk) +

∑
k

pk · log dk = log
∑
k

dk, (76)

where the second equality arises from the EE of the composite operator on the l.h.s. of the OPE
and the fusion algebra (2). On the other hand, as per the conclusions from previous sections,
the second equality ensures that pk will maximize the expression in eqn. (76). We thus arrive
at an equality between the quantum dimensions and OPE coefficients

pk =
dk∑
j dj

=
|C̃k12|2∑
j |C̃j12|2

⇒
√
dk
dl

=
Ck12
Cl12

lim
ϵ→0

√
|Nk12(ϵ)|
|Nl12(ϵ)|

. (77)

Notice that the r.h.s. of the above equality contains information about the operators O1 and
O2, while the l.h.s. does not. Hence the above equality is not complete. One may replace14

dk(l) on the l.h.s. of eqn. (77) with N
k(l)
12 dk(l), yielding an equality relating fusion coefficients to

OPE coefficients, to restore the information of O1 and O2 for the l.h.s. of eqn. (77),√
Nk

12dk
N l

12dl
=
Ck12
Cl12

lim
ϵ→0

√
|Nk12(ϵ)|
|Nl12(ϵ)|

, Nk
12 ∈ {0, 1}. (79)

While we have linked fusion coefficients and quantum dimensions to coefficients of OPE through
EE, rigorously verifying the above two equations necessitates dealing with the infinite summa-
tion over secondary fields. Even in the simplest Ising model, this remains a rather challenging
task. In this regard, we aim to seek relevant insights in future work.

3 The entanglement dynamics of refined linear combi-

nation operators (18)

In the previous section, we provided a connection between OPE coefficients and fusion coef-
ficients by examining the EE of a linear combination of operators on the r.h.s. of the OPE.
Such a linear combination operator is distinctive as it involves linear combinations of an infinite
number of descendant operators. When we confine the number of operators to a finite set, as in

14Such a replacement may be understood in terms of the following way: we recast eqn. (76) into the following
form to reveal the dependence of the result on the fusion coefficients,

lim
t→∞

∆S
(
ρψ12

A (t)
)
= H(pk) +

∑
k

pk · logNk
12dk = log

∑
k

Nk
12dk, Nk

12 ∈ {0, 1}. (78)

Note that pk = 0 if Nk
12 = 0 and we define 0 log 0 = 0. Similar to eqn. (77), eqn. (78) holds if and only if

pk =
Nk

12dk∑
j N

j
12dj

.
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eqn. (9), we encounter an intriguing phenomenon, i.e., the REE/EE, when applied to a general
linear combination operator O (9), has limitations in capturing information about lighter oper-
ators. In this section, we address this limitation15 by redefining the linear combination operator
O (9) as the form of (18). We then show more details about the entanglement dynamics of
such refined operators.

3.1 Recovering information of lighter operators in the EE

To understand the effectiveness of this redefinition, we begin by elucidating why the REE and
EE of linear combination operators in (9) fail to capture information about lighter operators.
From the perspective of replica calculations, this arises due to the varying divergence of the
2n-point functions on the numerator at late times as ϵ approaches zero. Despite L canceling out
the dimension of ϵ, allowing for the summation of correlation functions associated with different
operators, only the most divergent portion is ultimately retained. While this explanation is
accurate, it lacks intuitiveness because, from the definition of the linear operator in (9), all
primary operators seem to be equally weighted. Approaching the issue from the perspective of
quantum states rather than operators provides a more satisfactory answer. When discussing
the EE of locally excited states, we should focus on normalized quantum states rather than
operators. Consequently, we prefer to regard |ψ⟩ (9) as a linear combination of normalized
locally primary excited states in the Hilbert space rather than a state generated by a linear
combination operator, i.e., we have

|ψ(t)⟩ = 1√
N (ϵ)

∑
k∈S

CkL
2hke−iH(t−iϵ)Ok(x)|Ω⟩

=
1√
N (ϵ)

∑
k∈S

Ck ·
( L
2ϵ

)2hk |Ok(x, t)⟩, (⟨ψ(t)|ψ(t)⟩ = 1), (80)

where the state |Ok(x, t)⟩, as defined in (20), carries the information of entanglement among
subsystems when the overall system is quenched by Ok(x) at the initial moment. The above
expression indicates that, from the perspective of quantum states, the action of the operator
O(x) (9) on the vacuum results in a superposition of heavy operator states, with the weight of
light operator states approaching zero in the limit as ϵ tends to zero16,

lim
ϵ→0

|ψ(t)⟩ = 1√∑
k∈SM |Ck|2

∑
k∈SM

Ck · |Ok(x, t)⟩. (81)

The method to restore the contributions of light primary operators is currently evident:
by following the expression in eqn. (80), and by substituting L with 2ϵ (i.e., considering
linear combination operators taking the form of (18)), we can extract information about all
operators from the EE. The state generated by the refined linear combination operator (18) is
a superposition of all locally primary excited states,

|ψ(t)⟩ =
∑
k∈S

Ck · |Ok(x, t)⟩, (
∑
k∈S

|Ck|2 = 1). (82)

15We would like to thank Yuya Kusuki for valuable discussions regarding this section.
16SM in (81) denotes the set consisting of the heaviest operators within the set S, as introduced in section2.1.
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Figure 3: The variation of the late-time second REE with respect to the combination coefficients
in the critical Ising model. Panels (a) and (b): A mixture of spin σ, energy density ε, and identity
I. Panels (c) and (d) correspond to linear combinations of ε with σ and ε with I, respectively. Panel
(b) as well as the hollow circles in panels (c) and (d) represent numerical data obtained from known
correlation functions in the critical Ising model. Panel (a) as well as the solid lines in panels (c) and (d)
are plotted according to eqn. (83). Note that the maximum value of the second REE is log(

√
2 + 2),

as the quantum dimensions of three primary are dσ =
√
2, dε = dI = 1.

Utilizing two analytical methods introduced before, the n-th REE and EE of the above state
are given by

lim
t→∞

∆S(n)
(
ρψA(t)

)
=

1

1− n
log

(∑
k∈S

d1−nk |Ck|2n
)
, (83)

lim
t→∞

∆S
(
ρψA(t)

)
=H(pk) +

∑
k∈S

pk log dk, (84)

where pk ≡ |Ck|2. Both REE and EE reach their maximum value of log(
∑

k∈S dk) when the

combination coefficients are given by |Ck| = |C⋆
k | ≡

√
dk∑
j∈S dj

. We can also validate our results

using numerical replica computations in the critical Ising model, as illustrated in Fig. 3.

3.2 The quasiparticle picture

As mentioned in the introduction, for integrable theories such as RCFTs, each time-evolving
locally primary or descendant excited state (20) possesses an interpretation of the classical
picture of quasiparticles propagation [7–11]: at time t = 0, a pair of entanglement quasiparticles
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excited by the operator Ok emerge at position x, and subsequently propagate at the speed of
light to positive and negative infinity respectively (although, with spatially inhomogeneous
Hamiltonians such as Hamiltonians under sine-square deformation [76, 77], the quasiparticles
no longer travel at the speed of light [78–80]). Naturally, one would inquire whether the classical
picture of quasiparticles propagation still holds for linear combinations of these locally excited
states. Although it has been observed that for combinations of primary operators with the same
scaling dimensions, the quasiparticles picture remains applicable [9,33,81]. It’s still worrisome
that this classical picture may fail in general superposition states. On one hand, a combination
of primary operators with differing scaling dimensions cannot be regarded as a primary operator
anymore. On the other hand, within quantum mechanics, we know that superpositions of
coherent (or quasiclassical) states generally no longer possess classical correspondences. We
can check the validity of the classical picture by analyzing the full-time evolution of the EE of
superposition states. If the EE evolution of a certain superposition state exhibits a step-like
pattern (e.g., see Fig. 4), we infer that the classical interpretation of quasiparticles propagation
holds for that state. Otherwise, we do not consider it to have a classical interpretation.

0
0

Figure 4: The complete time evolution of EE, which exhibits a step-like behavior.

Let us reanalyze the REE of a state |ψ⟩ generated by the refined linear combination operator

O(x; ϵ) =
∑
k∈S

Ck · (2ϵ)2hkOk(x),

(∑
k∈S

|Ck|2 = 1, |ψ(t)⟩ ≡e−iHt|ψ⟩ = 1√
N (ϵ)

e−(ϵ+it)HO(x, ϵ)|Ω⟩
)

(85)

using the replica method. We keep subsystem A as [0,∞) and mainly focus on the case of
n = 2 for simplicity since extending this proposition to any n is straightforward. As shown in
section 2.1.2, utilizing the replica method, the second REE is reduced to a series of four-point
functions on a 2-sheeted Riemann surface Σ2

e−∆S(2)
(
ρψA(t)

)
=
∑
ijkl∈S

CiC
∗
jCkC

∗
l (2ϵ)

2(hi+hj+hk+hl)⟨Oi(w1, w̄1)O†
j(w2, w̄2)Ok(w3, w̄3)O†

l (w4, w̄4)⟩Σ2 .

(86)

The four-point functions in the sum, with the help of the conformal mapping w = z2, can be
expressed as four-point functions on the plane Σ1 (we take {i, j, k, l} = {1, 2, 3, 4} for example),

⟨O1(w1, w̄1)O†
2(w2, w̄2)O3(w3, w̄3)O†

4(w4, w̄4)⟩Σ2 =

(∣∣∣∣2z1z12z14z24

∣∣∣∣−2h1 4∏
i=2

∣∣∣∣2ziz21iz24z12z14

∣∣∣∣−2hi
)
G21

34(η, η̄),

(87)
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where (zi, z̄i) are defined in eqn. (39) and (η, η̄) ≡ ( z12z34
z13z24

, z̄12z̄34
z̄13z̄24

) is cross ratio. G21
34(η, η̄) can be

expanded as eqn. (41) in terms of conformal blocks F 21
34 (p|η).

At early times 0 < t < |x|, we find that the cross ratio becomes

η ≃ ϵ2

4(|x| − t)2
∼ 0, η̄ ≃ ϵ2

4(|x|+ t)2
∼ 0 (88)

in the limits of ϵ→ 0. In terms of the expansion (42) of the conformal blocks at zero, we arrive
at the early time behavior of the four-point function G21

34,

G21
34(η, η̄) =

∑
p

(
Cp

12C
p
34

(
ϵ2

4|x|2 − 4t2

)2hp−2h3−2h4 (
1 +O(ϵ)

))
. (89)

On the other hand, at early times, the leading order of the prefactor of G21
34 in eqn. (87) in

ϵ→ 0 limit reads(∣∣∣∣2z1z12z14z24

∣∣∣∣−2h1 4∏
i=2

∣∣∣∣2ziz21iz24z12z14

∣∣∣∣−2hi
)

=
2−2(h1+h2+h3+h4)ϵ−2h1−2h2+2h3+2h4

(4|x|2 − 4t2)2h3+2h4

(
1 +O(ϵ)

)
. (90)

Combining (89) with (90), the four-point function on Σ2 at early times is given by

(2ϵ)2(h1+h2+h3+h4)⟨O1(w1, w̄1)O†
2(w2, w̄2)O3(w3, w̄3)O†

4(w4, w̄4)⟩Σ2

=
∑
p

(
Cp

12C
p
34

(
ϵ2

4|x|2 − 4t2

)2hp (
1 +O(ϵ)

))
(0 < t < |x|). (91)

It can be observed that the above equation is non-zero if and only if there exists an identity
block in G21

34. In this scenario, we have O3 = O4 and O1 = O2. Consequently, we conclude that
the four-point functions on Σ2 at early time

(2ϵ)2(hi+hj+hk+hl)⟨Oi(w1, w̄1)O†
j(w2, w̄2)Ok(w3, w̄3)O†

l (w4, w̄4)⟩Σ2 = δijδkl. (92)

Substituting (92) into (86), we find that the 2nd REE at early times is zero,

∆S(2)
(
ρψA(t)

)
= − log

∑
ijkl∈S

CiC
∗
jCkC

∗
l δijδkl = −2 log

∑
i∈S

|Ci|2 = 0 (0 < t < |x|). (93)

The late-time analysis closely parallels that of section 2.1.2. It’s essential to note that as
we are discussing EE rather than PE (i.e., we have x̃ = x), the cross-ratio will experience a
discontinuity at t = |x|,

η ≃ 1− ϵ2

4(t− |x|)2 ∼ 1, η̄ ≃ ϵ2

4(t+ |x|)2 ∼ 0, (t > |x|). (94)

This results in

G21
34(η, η̄) =

∑
p,q

(
Cp

12C
p
34Fpq

[
2,1
3,4

] (ϵ/2)2(hp+hq−h2−2h3−h4)

(t− |x|)2(hq−h2−h3)(t+ |x|)2(hp−h3−h4)
(
1 +O(ϵ)

))
(95)

for t > |x|. On the other hand, the leading order of the prefactor at late times reads(∣∣∣∣2z1z12z14z24

∣∣∣∣−2h1 4∏
i=2

∣∣∣∣2ziz21iz24z12z14

∣∣∣∣−2hi
)

=ϵ2h3−2h14−h1−2h2−3h3−2h4(t− |x|)−2(h2+h3)(t+ |x|)−2(h3+h4)
(
1 +O(ϵ)

)
. (96)
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Combining the above two equations, we find that

(2ϵ)2(h1+h2+h3+h4)⟨O1(w1, w̄1)O†
2(w2, w̄2)O3(w3, w̄3)O†

4(w4, w̄4)⟩Σ2

=
∑
pq

(
Cp

12C
p
34Fpq

[
2,1
3,4

] ϵ2(hp+hq)

(t− |x|)2hq(t+ |x|)2hp
(
1 +O(ϵ)

))
(t > |x|). (97)

Similarly, we observe that eqn. (97) is non-zero if and only if both vacuum blocks exist in G21
34

and G41
32. In this scenario, we have O1 = O2 = O3 = O4. We thus conclude that at late times

(2ϵ)2(hi+hj+hk+hl)⟨Oi(w1, w̄1)O†
j(w2, w̄2)Ok(w3, w̄3)O†

l (w4, w̄4)⟩Σ2 =

{
d−1
i , i = j = k = l,

0, otherwise.
,

(98)

where we use the formula F00

[O,O
O,O
]
= d−1

O in RCFTs [74]. Substituting (98) into (86), one
obtains the late-time value which was previously encountered in section 3.1.

We have demonstrated the 2nd REE evolution of the linear combination operator (18)
exhibiting a step-like behavior. The results can be straightforwardly extended to a general n
based on the methodology outlined in section 2.1.2. For the general n-th REE evolution, the
2n-point functions on Σn behave like

(2ϵ)2
∑2n
α=1 hiα

〈 n∏
α=1

Oi2α−1(w2α−1, w̄2α−1)O†
i2α

(w2α, w̄2α)
〉
Σ2

=

{∏n
α=1 δi2α−1i2α , 0 < t < |x|,

d1−ni1

∏2n
α=2 δi1iα , t > |x|.

(99)

Consequently, the complete time evolution of the n-th REE is given by

∆S(n)
(
ρψA(t)

)
=

{
0, 0 < t < |x|,
1

1−n log
∑

k∈S d
1−n
k |Ck|2n, t > |x|. (100)

By analytically continuing n to 1, one obtains the complete time evolution of EE,

∆S
(
ρψA(t)

)
=

{
0, 0 < t < |x|,
H(pk) +

∑
k∈S pk log dk, t > |x|, (101)

where pk ≡ |Ck|2 and H(pk) the classical Shannon entropy of {pk}. Eqn. (101) indicates that
the classical picture of quasiparticle propagation remains applicable for the linear combination
states (85) in RCFTs. It should be noted that while the evolution of EE and REE exhibits a
step-like behavior, in the case of PE and PREE, the results generally do not follow a step-like
pattern [43]. That is, the late-time formulae for PE (69) and PREE (66) hold only under large-t
limit.

3.3 Block diagonalization of the reduced density matrix at late times

What we aim to elaborate on next is that eqn. (101) suggests that after t exceeds |x|, the
reduced density matrix ρψA will be block diagonal17,

ρψA(t) = ⊕
k∈S

ρOkA (t), (t > |x|), (102)

17We would like to thank Wu-zhong Guo for valuable discussions regarding this section.
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where ρOkA (t) represents the reduced density matrix (23) generated by the primary operator Ok

within the set S. To see this, let us first define a new reduced density matrix of A utilizing
ρOkA [33],

σψA(t) :=
∑
k∈S

|Ck|2ρOkA (t), trA[σ
ψ
A(t)] = 1. (103)

Despite the apparent difference between ρψA and σψA by definition,

ρψA − σψA =
∑

i,j∈S;i ̸=j
CiC

∗
j T Oi|Oj ,(

T Oi|Oj(t) :=|Oi(x, t)⟩⟨Oj(x, t)| ≡
e−iHtOi(x,−ϵ)|Ω⟩⟨Ω|O†

j(x, ϵ)e
iHt√

⟨O†
i (x, ϵ)Oi(x,−ϵ)⟩⟨O†

j(x, ϵ)Oj(x,−ϵ)⟩

)
, (104)

we demonstrate that indeed ρψA and σψA are equivalent throughout the entire time evolution.
This can be achieved by computing the relative entropy between ρψA and σψA. We know that
the relative entropy between two reduced density matrices is 0 if and only if these two reduced
density matrices are identical. In practice, one usually compute the Rényi relative entropy18 [82]

S(n)
(
ρψA||σψA

)
=

1

n− 1

(
log trA[(ρ

ψ
A)

n]− log trA[ρ
ψ
A(σ

ψ
A)

n−1]
)

(105)

first and then take the limit of n→ 1 to obtain the relative entropy,

S
(
ρψA||σψA

)
= lim

n→1
S(n)

(
ρψA||σψA

)
= trA[ρ

ψ
A log ρ

ψ
A]− trA[ρ

ψ
A log σ

ψ
A]. (106)

Since the first part of the n-th Rényi relative entropy (105) is nothing but the n-th REE of
ρψA, we only need to focus on its second part, which amounts to the following sum of 2n-point
functions on Σn,

trA[ρ
ψ
A(σ

ψ
A)

n−1] =
Zn
Zn

1

∑
{kα}∈S

Ck0C
∗
k1

n∏
α=2

|Ckα|2(2ϵ)2(hk0+hk1+2
∑n
α=2 hkα )

×
〈
Ok0(w1, w̄1)O†

k1
(w2, w̄2)

n∏
α=2

Okα(w2α−1, w̄2α−1)O†
kα
(w2α, w̄2α)

〉
Σn
. (107)

Leveraging eqn. (99), we can figure out the above sum and determine the evolution behavior
of trA[ρ

ψ
A(σ

ψ
A)

n−1]19,

trA[ρ
ψ
A(σ

ψ
A)

n−1] =

{
Zn
Zn1
, 0 < t < |x|,

Zn
Zn1

∑
k∈S d

1−n
k |Ck|2n, t > |x|. (108)

Substituting eqns (108) and (100) into eqn. (105), it becomes evident that the Rényi relative
entropy of any order remains zero throughout time evolution. Utilizing the analytic continuation
of n, the relative entropy between ρψA and σψA stays zero consistently,

S
(
ρψA(t)||σψA(t)

)
= lim

n→1
S(n)

(
ρψA(t)||σψA(t)

)
= 0, (t > 0). (109)

18Unlike the relative entropy, Rényi relative entropy is not non-negative.
19Recall that Zn is the partition function of the Riemann surface Σn.
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Therefore, we conclude that ρψA(t) = σψA(t) =
∑

k∈S pkρ
Ok
A (t) throughout the evolution. Next,

we demonstrate that the reduced density matrices corresponding to different primary operators
are orthogonal to each other at late times. The crux of the matter is that we can find

trA

[√
ρOlA (t)ρOkA (t)

√
ρOlA (t)

]
= trA[ρ

Ok
A (t)ρOlA (t)] = 0, (t > |x|, k ̸= l) (110)

through eqn. (92). Since
√
ρOlA (t)ρOkA (t)

√
ρOlA (t) is a semi-positive definite operator, the above

equation being valid implies that
√
ρOlA (t)ρOkA (t)

√
ρOlA (t) has a spectrum consisting solely of

zeros. On the other hand, by the Jacobson Lemma, the operators AB and BA share the same
nonzero spectrum. Hence, ρOkA (t)ρOlA (t) also possesses a spectrum solely composed of zeros.
Moreover, owing to the semi-positivity of ρOkA (t) and ρOlA (t), ρOkA (t)ρOlA (t) is diagonalizable(see
appendix A for more details), indicating that ρOkA (t)ρOlA (t) is zero. Similarly, ρOlA (t)ρOkA (t) is also
a zero operator, so ρOkA (t) and ρOlA (t) are commutative.

When two matrices ρi and ρj are commutative, there exist a unitary matrix denoted as U
such that

UρiU
† = Λi, UρjU

† = Λj, (111)

where Λi and Λj are diagonal matrices with non-negative eigenvalues. In this scenario, ρiρj = 0
is equivalent to ΛiΛj = 0. The latter implies that the nonzero eigenvalues of Λi and the nonzero
eigenvalues of Λj are distributed at different locations along the diagonal. Consequently, ρi+ρj
will be a block diagonal matrix. Therefore, we conclude that ρψA(t) =

∑
k∈S pkρ

Ok
A (t) will be a

block diagonal matrix (102) after t > |x|.

4 Conclusion and prospect

This paper investigates the late-time behavior of REE and PRE in local operator quenches of
RCFT, with a particular emphasis on quenches involving linear combination operators. For a
state |ψ⟩ in the form of (9), the REE captures only the information of the heaviest primary (57).
In contrast, when primary operators with distinct conformal weights are included, the PREE of

the reduced transition matrix T ψ|ψ̃
A preserves the information of all the primary operators (66).

The maximal value attainable by S(n)(T ψ|ψ̃
A ) but unattainable by S(n)(ρψA) is the logarithm of

the sum of the quantum dimensions of all primary operators,

max
{Ck}

{
lim
t→∞

∆S(n)(T ψ|ψ̃
A (t))

}
= log

(∑
k∈S

dk

)
. (112)

This phenomenon, also known as “pseudo-entropy amplification”, occurs when incorporating
operators with different conformal dimensions within the linear combination operator O in (9).

Furthermore, we utilized EE to explore the relationships among quantum dimension, OPE,
and fusion coefficients. The computation of EE from both sides of eqn (70) should yield identical
results, leading to the relationship between OPE coefficients and fusion coefficients√

Nk
12dk

N l
12dl

=
Ck12
Cl12

lim
ϵ→0

√
|Nk12(ϵ)|
|Nl12(ϵ)|

, Nk
12 ∈ {0, 1}. (113)

Finally, we discuss that to recover information about lighter operators from EE in general
cases, one should consider the regularized linear combination operator (18) instead of (9), or
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equivalently, from the perspective of states,

|ψ⟩ = 1√
N (ϵ)

O(x; ϵ)|Ω⟩ =
∑
k∈S

Ck|Ok(x)⟩. (114)

It is in combining states within the Hilbert space that we truly perform linear combinations,
highlighting the nontriviality of defining the linear combination operator from the perspective
of operators. The full-time evolution of EE for the regularized linear combination operator is
determined to be

∆S
(
ρψA(t)

)
=

{
0, 0 < t < |x|,
H(pk) +

∑
k∈S pk log dk, t > |x|, (115)

indicating that the classical picture of quasiparticles propagation remains applicable for the
regularized linear combination states in RCFTs. The quasiparticle picture also indicate that
the reduced density matrix ρψA will be block diagonal after t surpasses |x|,

ρψA(t) = ⊕
k∈S

ρOkA (t), (t > |x|), (116)

with each block containing information about one conformal family.
Since we are currently focusing on RCFTs, a natural question for future research is to

extend the relevant investigations to Liouville CFT, holographic CFTs, T T̄ -deformed CFTs, etc.
When investigating the relationship between quantum dimension, OPE coefficients, and fusion
coefficients, we must deal with a summation involving OPE coefficients β and coefficients of two
point functions, which is extremely challenging at the technical level. The block diagonalization
of the reduced density matrix for the linear combination operator, akin to symmetry resolved
entanglement [83–87], may reveal hidden symmetries in the local linear combination operator
quenches. We would like to leave them to future work.
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A The product of two semi-positive matrices is diago-

nalizable

Suppose A and B are two semi-positive matrices, so there exist a invertible matrix P , such
that B = P †DP , where

D =

(
Ik 0
0 0

)
, (117)
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where Ik denotes a k by k identity matrix. Since AB ∼ PAP †(P †)−1BP−1 = PAP †D ≡ CD,
to prove the product of two semi-positive matrices is diagonalizable, we need to show matrix
CD is diagonalizable. Let matrix C be equal to(

C1 C†
2

C2 C3

)
, (118)

and by the definition of C, it is obviously a semi-positive matrix which can be reformulated as

C =M †
(
Ik′ 0
0 0

)
M, (119)

where M is a invertible matrix.
Suppose x is the solution of equation C1x = 0, then we have

(
x† 0

)(C1 C†
2

C2 C3

)(
x
0

)
=
(
x† 0

)
M †
(
Ik′ 0
0 0

)
M

(
x
0

)
= 0. (120)

If we denote y =M

(
x
0

)
, (120) can be rewritten as

y†
(
Ik′ 0
0 0

)
y = 0, (121)

giving rise to the fact that y =

(
0
∗

)
which leads to y†

(
Ik′ 0
0 0

)
M = 0, i.e.

(
x† 0

)(C1 C ′
2

C2 C3

)
= 0 ⇒

(
C1

C2

)
x = 0. (122)

Therefore, C1x = 0 ⇐⇒
(
C1

C2

)
x = 0, i.e. rank(C1) = rank

(
C1

C2

)
, indicating that there exist

a matrix Q such that C2 = QC1. After multiplying the matrix CD on the left by a matrix X

and on the right by the inverse of X, where X =

(
I 0

−Q I

)
, CD becomes

(
I 0

−Q I

)
CD

(
I 0
Q I

)
=

(
I 0

−Q I

)(
C1 0
C2 0

)(
I 0
Q I

)
=

(
C1 0
0 0

)
. (123)

Since C is a semi-positive matrix, C1 can be diagonalized, i.e. CD is diagonalizable which
leads to the fact that the product of two semi-positive matrices is diagonalizable.
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[67] F. Omidi, Pseudo Rényi Entanglement Entropies For an Excited State and Its Time
Evolution in a 2D CFT, 2309.04112.

[68] W.-z. Guo and Y. Jiang, Pseudo entropy and pseudo-Hermiticity in quantum field
theories, 2311.01045.

[69] K. Shinmyo, T. Takayanagi and K. Tasuki, Pseudo entropy under joining local quenches,
2310.12542.

[70] K. Narayan, Comments on de Sitter space, extremal surfaces and time entanglement,
2310.00320.

[71] K. Narayan, de Sitter space, extremal surfaces, and time entanglement, Phys. Rev. D 107
(2023) 126004, [2210.12963].

[72] H. Kanda, T. Kawamoto, Y.-k. Suzuki, T. Takayanagi, K. Tasuki and Z. Wei,
Entanglement Phase Transition in Holographic Pseudo Entropy, 2311.13201.

[73] S. He, H.-A. Zeng, Y.-X. Zhang and Z.-X. Zhao. To be appear.

[74] G. W. Moore and N. Seiberg, Naturality in Conformal Field Theory, Nucl. Phys. B 313
(1989) 16–40.

[75] G. W. Moore and N. Seiberg, Polynomial Equations for Rational Conformal Field
Theories, Phys. Lett. B 212 (1988) 451–460.

[76] A. Gendiar, R. Krcmar and T. Nishino, Spherical Deformation for One-Dimensional
Quantum Systems, Prog. Theor. Phys. 122 (2009) 953–967, [0810.0622].

[77] H. Katsura, Exact ground state of the sine-square deformed XY spin chain, J. Phys. A
44 (2011) 252001, [1104.1721].

[78] X. Wen and J.-Q. Wu, Quantum dynamics in sine-square deformed conformal field
theory: Quench from uniform to nonuniform conformal field theory, Phys. Rev. B 97
(2018) 184309, [1802.07765].

30

https://arxiv.org/abs/2307.06531
https://arxiv.org/abs/2307.09803
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2023)173
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2023)173
https://arxiv.org/abs/2304.10907
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2023)216
https://arxiv.org/abs/2304.10376
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.046004
https://arxiv.org/abs/2302.13872
https://arxiv.org/abs/2303.01307
https://arxiv.org/abs/2306.07575
https://arxiv.org/abs/2309.04112
https://arxiv.org/abs/2311.01045
https://arxiv.org/abs/2310.12542
https://arxiv.org/abs/2310.00320
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.126004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.126004
https://arxiv.org/abs/2210.12963
https://arxiv.org/abs/2311.13201
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(89)90511-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(89)90511-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(88)91796-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1143/PTP.122.953
https://arxiv.org/abs/0810.0622
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1751-8113/44/25/252001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1751-8113/44/25/252001
https://arxiv.org/abs/1104.1721
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.97.184309
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.97.184309
https://arxiv.org/abs/1802.07765


[79] K. Goto, M. Nozaki, K. Tamaoka, M. T. Tan and S. Ryu, Non-Equilibrating a Black Hole
with Inhomogeneous Quantum Quench, 2112.14388.

[80] M. Nozaki, K. Tamaoka and M. T. Tan, Inhomogeneous quenches as state preparation in
two-dimensional conformal field theories, 2310.19376.

[81] J. Zhang and P. Calabrese, Subsystem distance after a local operator quench, JHEP 02
(2020) 056, [1911.04797].

[82] N. Lashkari, Modular Hamiltonian for Excited States in Conformal Field Theory, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 117 (2016) 041601, [1508.03506].

[83] M. Goldstein and E. Sela, Symmetry-resolved entanglement in many-body systems, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 120 (2018) 200602, [1711.09418].

[84] S. Zhao, C. Northe and R. Meyer, Symmetry-resolved entanglement in AdS3/CFT2

coupled to U(1) Chern-Simons theory, JHEP 07 (2021) 030, [2012.11274].

[85] L. Capizzi, P. Ruggiero and P. Calabrese, Symmetry resolved entanglement entropy of
excited states in a CFT, J. Stat. Mech. 2007 (2020) 073101, [2003.04670].

[86] K. Weisenberger, S. Zhao, C. Northe and R. Meyer, Symmetry-resolved entanglement for
excited states and two entangling intervals in AdS3/CFT2, JHEP 12 (2021) 104,
[2108.09210].

[87] Y. Kusuki, S. Murciano, H. Ooguri and S. Pal, Symmetry-resolved entanglement entropy,
spectra & boundary conformal field theory, JHEP 11 (2023) 216, [2309.03287].

31

https://arxiv.org/abs/2112.14388
https://arxiv.org/abs/2310.19376
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2020)056
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2020)056
https://arxiv.org/abs/1911.04797
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.041601
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.041601
https://arxiv.org/abs/1508.03506
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.200602
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.200602
https://arxiv.org/abs/1711.09418
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2021)030
https://arxiv.org/abs/2012.11274
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1742-5468/ab96b6
https://arxiv.org/abs/2003.04670
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2021)104
https://arxiv.org/abs/2108.09210
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2023)216
https://arxiv.org/abs/2309.03287

	Introduction
	Pseudo entropy amplification and fusion rules
	The late-time formula of n-th PREE/REE
	Schmidt decomposition method
	Replica method

	Pseudo entropy amplification
	The REE and EE
	The PREE and PE

	A connection between Fusion numbers and OPE coefficients

	The entanglement dynamics of refined linear combination operators (18)
	Recovering information of lighter operators in the EE
	The quasiparticle picture
	Block diagonalization of the reduced density matrix at late times

	Conclusion and prospect
	The product of two semi-positive matrices is diagonalizable

