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Abstract: We consider linear superpositions of single particle excitations in a scalar field
theory on AdS3 and evaluate their contribution to the bulk entanglement entropy across
the Ryu-Takayanagi surface. We compare the entanglement entropy of these excitations
obtained using the Faulkner-Lewkowycz-Maldacena formula to the entanglement entropy of
linear superposition of global descendants of a conformal primary in a large c CFT obtained
using the replica trick. We show that the closed from expressions for the entanglement
entropy in the small interval expansion both in gravity and the CFT precisely agree. The
agreement serves as a non-trivial check of the FLM formula for the quantum corrections
to holographic entropy which also involves a contribution from the back reacted minimal
area. Our checks includes an example in which the state is time dependent and spatially
in-homogenous as well another example involving a coherent state with a Bañados geometry
as its holographic dual.
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1 Introduction

Entanglement has played a key role in recent developments in black hole physics, emergence
of space time in holography and quantum gravity. This has been possible due to the
discovery of the Ryu-Takayanagi formula for entanglement entropy of a CFT which admits
a holographic dual. The formula expresses the entanglement entropy across an entangling
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surface in the CFT in terms of the area of the minimal surface in the bulk [1]. The
Ryu-Takayanagi formula is classical and valid in the leading of the gravitational coupling
GN . The one loop quantum corrections to this formula have been proposed by Faulkner,
Lewkowycz and Maldacena, it states [2]

SCFT
EE (A) =

Area(γA)

4GN
+ SEE

bulk(ΣA). (1.1)

Here A is the subregion of interest in the boundary CFT, γA is the minimal Ryu-Takayanagi
surface and ΣA is the region which extends between γA and A. SEE

bulk is the entanglement
of all fields present in the bulk effective field theory. The geometry for a 2d CFT is shown
in figure 5. The FLM proposal and its generalizations [3–7] have played a fundamental
role in our recent understanding of quantum gravity. The proposal is very similar to the
generalised entropy for a black hole which is defined by the same equation as in (1.1), but
with A replaced by the horizon of the black hole and Sbulk is replaced by the Von-Neumann
entropy of all the fields outside the black hole horizon [8–10]. This similarity and the fact
that for a general time dependent situation we need to extremize over all possible surfaces
[11] led to the notion of the quantum extremal surface and extended the definition of the
generalized entropy to any sub-region in quantum gravity [3].

Inspite of the impact of the FLM formula, it has been rarely tested on states which
break symmetries. One route to obtain one loop corrections to the Ryu-Takayanagi formula
which several works take is to evaluate the quantum corrections by a path integral approach
rather than a direct computation of the bulk entanglement entropies [12–15]. An early check
of the FLM formula involved using it to evaluate the shift in the central charge of 2 CFT’s
related by a renormalization group flow trigged by a double trace deformation [16, 17]. A
more direct check of the FLM formula involves evaluating the single interval entanglement
entropy of a single particle excitation of a minimally coupled massive scalar in AdS3 [18].
Here the state considered was the lowest lying state which is dual to a primary in CFT2.
The entanglement entropies both on the LHS and the RHS of the equation (1.1) were
evaluated in the short distance approximation and were shown to agree to the leading and
sub-leading orders. A follow up of this test in which the single particle excitation was
boosted to create a time dependent state was done in [19].

In this paper we generalise the check initiated in [18] to other single particle excitations
of the massive scalar in global AdS3. In fact all single particle excitations of the minimally
coupled scalar are dual to global or SL(2,R) × SL(2,R) descendants of the primary in
CFT2. Schematically, let us write this map as

|ψm,n⟩bulk = a†m,n|0⟩bulk ←→ (L−1)
n1(L̄−1)

n2 |h, h⟩CFT , (1.2)

with 2n+ |m| = n1 + n2, m = n1 − n2,

where a†m,n refers to the creation operator of the modes of a minimally coupled bulk scalar
of mass

M2 = 4h(h− 1). (1.3)
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L−1, L̄−1 are the raising operators of the left and right SL(2,R)’s of the CFT.
In 2d CFT a detailed study of the entanglement properties of descendants was initiated

in [20] 1. Though the descendants are related to the primary by the SL(2,R) symmetry
of the theory, their single interval entanglement differs from the primary, it depends on
the weight of the primary, the level of the descendant, and the 3-point functions in the
CFT. For CFT’s with large central charge c and for primaries with weight h << c, one
result obtained in [20] is the following. Consider descendants of the holomorphic primary
of weight (h, 0) defined by Ll−1|h, 0⟩, the short distance expansion of the single interval
entanglement entropy is given by

S
(
ρLl−1|h,0⟩

)
= 2(h+ l)(1− πx cotπx)−

Γ(32)Γ(2h+ 1)

Γ(2h+ 3
2)

×
(
Γ(2h+ l)

Γ(2h)l!

)2

(πx)4h + · · · ,

(1.4)

where 2πx is the size of the interval on the circumference of the spatial cylinder of the CFT.
These results were obtained using the replica trick in the CFT. In the above expansion,
we have slightly abused the notion of the short distance expansion. For the leading term
which admits an analytical expansion in x we have kept all the orders, while we have kept
only the leading non-analytical term (πx)4h. Note that the information of the descendant
appears in the change of weight of the leading order term h→ h+ l while the sub-leading,
non-analytical term acquires a factor depending on the level of the descendant.

In this paper, with the aim of evaluating both sides of the equation in (1.1) for arbitrary
single particle excitations we first generalize the CFT analysis so that we have the short
distance expansion of the single interval entanglement of an arbitrary linear combination
of descendants. An example of the result is the following, consider the state

|Ψ̂⟩ =
∞∑
l=0

clL
l
−1|h, h⟩. (1.5)

The short distance entanglement is given by

S(ρ|Ψ̂⟩) =
∞∑

l,l′=0

clc
∗
l′ ĝll′(x)

⟨Ψ̂|Ψ̂⟩
+ 2h(1− πx cotπx) (1.6)

−
Γ(32)Γ(4h+ 1)

Γ(4h+ 3
2)

(πx)8h

⟨Ψ̂|Ψ̂⟩2
×

 ∞∑
l,l′=0

clc
∗
l′Dll′(h, 2h)

2

+ · · · ,

where the coefficients gll′(x) which depend on the interval can be read out from (2.21) and

Dll′(h, 2h) =
Γ(2h+ l)Γ(2h+ l′)

(Γ(2h))2
. (1.7)

and ⟨Ψ̂|Ψ̂⟩ is the norm of the state defined in (1.5). Observe that for an arbitrary linear

1See [21–24] for earlier work on the 2nd Rényi entropy of descendants.

– 3 –



combination, the simple dependence of the entanglement entropy of the excited state (1−
πx cotπx) is modified non-trivially to include the coefficients ĝll′(x). The non-analytical
dependence (πx)8h acquires a pre-factor depending on the linear combination and the weight
of the primary.

With these large c CFT results at hand we are in a position to perform a precision
test of the FLM formula (1.1). To evaluate the RHS, we generalize the methods of [18] and
construct single particle wave functions of a few low lying descendants. We then evaluate
their stress tensor and construct the back-reacted metric. This turns out to be a non-trivial
exercise for the linear combination of excitations because these break rotational symmetry
or spatial homogeneity in the boundary CFT as well as time translational symmetry of
global AdS3. Using the back reacted metric we can obtain the corrections to the Ryu-
Takayanagii minimal area contribution in (1.1), which also requires care for states which
break spatial homogeneity. We then proceed to evaluate the bulk entanglement entropy
for these excitations. This is done by mapping the reduced density matrix of the single
excitation in global AdS to a state in the Rindler BTZ. To complete the evaluation of
the entanglement entropy, we need the Bogoliubov coefficients relating the states |ψm,n⟩
to states in Rindler BTZ. We notice that the Bogoliubov coefficients simplify in the short
interval limit and obey a nice scaling property as shown in table 2. On summing up the
corrected minimal area term and the contribution to Sbulk we obtain the RHS of (1.1).

In all cases studied in this paper we demonstrate precise agreement with the CFT
results. This agreement depends crucially on both the corrected minimal area and the
scaling property of the Bogoliubov coefficients. There is also a non-trivial cancellation
between the two terms on the RHS of (1.1) which occur at lower order in the short distance
expansion. This cancellation was also observed for the primary in [18], here however since
some of the states break rotational symmetry the cancellation is a non-trivial check of the
gravitational Gauss law due to Wald [25, 26] on states which break the isometries of AdS.

If the coefficients in the linear combination are chosen as follows

cl = (1− zz̄)h z
l

l!
, (1.8)

where z is a complex number, then the state reduces to one of the coherent states con-
structed in [27]. These coherent states were argued to be dual to the Bañados geometries
constructed in [28]. These states are semi-classical, that is h ∼ O(c) and c >> 1 but with
h/c finite and lesser than unity. We compare the single interval entanglement entropy for
the coherent state obtained using our CFT methods and show that it precisely agrees with
that obtained by the Ryu-Takayanagi formula in the Bañados geometry. This agreement
not only serves as a check on the identification of geometry dual to the coherent state but
also a check on our CFT results for the single interval entanglement entropy for all descen-
dants. In particular, this agreement is a check on the coefficients ĝll′(x) in (1.6) as well as
the coefficients Dll′ .

The organization of this paper is as follows. Section 2 evaluates the single interval
entanglement entropy of SL(2,R) descendants as well as their linear combination in the
short distance expansion using the replica trick in 2d CFT. The results are then applied to a
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coherent state. Section 3 first sets up the dictionary relating a primary and its descendants
of a CFT to single particle excitations of a minimally coupled massive scalar in AdS3. Then
the section proceeds to evaluate each of the 2 terms in the FLM formula for 2 low lying
states in detail and compares the results with that of the CFT. One of the states break both
time translation symmetry and rotational symmetry of AdS3. Lastly, this section compares
the entanglement entropy of the Bañados state against the coherent state constructed in the
CFT. Section 4 contains our conclusions. The appendices contain the details required for
both the CFT and gravity calculation. Appendix C contains the details of the calculation
of the Bogoliubov coefficients that relate excitations in global AdS3 to the Rindler BTZ
for 4 low lying states. Finally appendix D contains the check of the FLM formula for the
quantum corrections to single interval entanglement entropy for 4 more low lying single
particle excitations against that obtained from CFT.

2 Entanglement of excited states in CFT

In this section we briefly review the set up to evaluate the single interval entanglement
entropy for an excited state in 2d CFT. Consider the theory on a cylinder with coordinates
(t, φ) with φ ∼ φ+ 2π. We define the holomorphic and the anti-holomorphic co-ordinates
on the cylinder to be y = φ + it, ȳ = φ − it. Let us first restrict our discussions to
excitations in the holomorphic sector of the CFT. In the path integral language an excited
state |O⟩ is obtained by placing the operator O which need not be a primary at t = −∞ and
performing the path integral on the cylinder till t = 0. We wish to study the single interval
entanglement entropy of this state, let the interval be [0, 2πx] at t = 0. The entanglement
entropy is given by evaluating the Von-Neumann entropy of the reduced density matrix

ρO = Tr[0,2πx]

(
(|O⟩⟨O|

)
. (2.1)

In the path integral, this reduced density matrix is obtained by evaluating the path integral
on the cylinder as shown in figure with the operators O placed at t→ −∞ and O∗ placed
at t → ∞. Note that the partial trace over the complement of the interval [0, 2πx] leaves
an open cut at the interval on the cylinder as shown in figure 1 2

The entanglement entropy is obtained by the analytical continuation of the Rényi
entropies using the expression

Ŝn(ρO) =
1

1− n
log
(
TrρnO

)
, Ŝ(ρ) = lim

n→1
Ŝn(ρO). (2.2)

The above formula includes the universal entanglement entropy of the vacuum. It is con-
venient to subtract this contribution, for this, it is sufficient to evaluate the ratio of traces
of the density matrices corresponding of the operator O and that of the vacuum.

Sn(ρO) =
1

1− n
log
( TrρnO
Trρn(0)

)
, S(ρ) = lim

n→1
Sn(ρO). (2.3)

2Figures 1, 2, 3, 4, are taken from [20].
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Figure 1: This figure shows the cut cylinder which represents the path integral for the
density matrix ρO.

Here ρ(0) refers to the density matrix without any operator insertions. Using the path
integral and conformal transformations the ratio of the traces of the density matrices can
be written as the following 2n-point function on the plane

TrρnO
Trρn(0)

=
1(

⟨O|O⟩
)n〈 n−1∏

k=0

w ◦ O(wk)
n−1∏
k′=0

ŵ ◦ O∗(ŵk)
〉
. (2.4)

Here w ◦O(z) refers to the action of the conformal transformation w(z) on the operator O
3 where

w(z) =

(
z − u
z − v

) 1
n

, (2.5)

and
u = e2πix, v = 1. (2.6)

This is the map that takes the n-branched cylinder to the plane and the operator O placed
at t→ −∞ on each cylinder to the following point on the plane.

wk = e
2πi(k+x)

n = lim
z→0k

(
z − u
z − v

) 1
n

, (2.7)

where 0k refers to the position of the operator O on the k-th cylinder. Each cylinder is

3If O is a primary of weight h, then w ◦ O(z) = ( ∂w
∂z

)hO(w(z))
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Figure 2: The figure shows the uniformized plane for the n = 8 replica surface. Each
cylinder is mapped to a wedge on the uniformed plane. There are 2n operators with a pair
of operators on each wedge. The operators are located on the unit circe separated by an
arc length of 2πx.

mapped to a wedge on the complex plane. Similarly ŵ ◦ O(ẑ) refers to the conformal
transformation

ŵ(ẑ) =

(
1
ẑ − u
1
ẑ − v

) 1
n

. (2.8)

Thus ŵ(ẑ) is the map that takes the n-branched cylinder to the plane and the operator O∗

placed at t→∞ on each cylinder to the following point on the plane.

ŵk = lim
ẑ→0̂k

(
1
ẑ − u
1
ẑ − v

) 1
n

= e
2πik
n . (2.9)

Th operator positions in the 2n-point function in (2.4) are shown in figure 2. Note that the
operators on a given wedge are located on the unit circle and separated by an arc distance
of 2πx. The norm ⟨O|O⟩ can be evaluated by using the maps w(z), ŵ(z) given in (2.5),
(2.8) with n = 1.
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Figure 3: A n = 8 uniformized plane showing the contraction structure of the 2n-point
function for the leading term in the single interval entanglement entropy. The 2n-point
function is factored into n 2-point function with pairs of operators on the same wedge.

2.1 Short distance expansion

In general the 2n-point function cannot be evaluated exactly but we can resort to the short
distance expansion developed in [20, 29]. Let us define

C(2n) =
〈 n−1∏
k=0

w ◦ O(wk)
n−1∏
k′=0

ŵ ◦ O∗(ŵk′)
〉
. (2.10)

In the short distance expansion since the distance between the operators O and O∗ in a
given wedge is small, the leading contribution to the 2n-point function arises when one
factorizes the correlator into n 2-point functions as shown in figure 3. The sub-leading
contribution is obtained by factorizing the correlator as demonstrated in the figure 4. We
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Figure 4: The figure shows a n = 8 uniformized plane with the factorisation of the 2n-
point function into (n − 2), 2-point functions which are contracted on the same wedge
and a 4-point functions involving operators on a pair of wedges which are in blue. The
contributions from all such pairs are summed over to obtain the sub-leading contribution
to the single interval entanglement entropy.

write both these contributions as

C2n = C(0)2n + C(1)2n + · · · , (2.11)

C(0)2n =
n−1∏
k=0

⟨w ◦ O(wk)ŵ ◦ O∗(ŵk)⟩, (2.12)

C(1)2n =
n−1∑

i,j=0,i ̸=j

 n−1∏
k=0,k ̸=i,j

⟨w ◦ O(wk)ŵ ◦ O∗(ŵk)⟩

〈w ◦ O(wi)w ◦ O∗(ŵi)w ◦ O(wj)w ◦ O∗(ŵj)
〉
c
.

(2.13)

where the subscript ‘c’ refers to the connected correlator. Thus the first sub-leading cor-
rection arises from the 4-point function of the operators on the replica geometry in which a
pair of operators are placed on one of the wedges and another pair in another wedge. The
rest of the operators are contracted as pairs on the same wedge. The complete contribution
involves a sum over all possible pairs of wedges involved in the 4-point function. Once the
2n-point function is evaluated we can substitute it in the expression for the entanglement
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entropy and obtain

S(ρO) = lim
n→1

1

1− n
log
( C2n
(⟨O|O⟩)n

)
. (2.14)

Leading contribution: 2-point function

In the short distance approximation the leading term (2.12), is completely determined by
the dimension of the operator if it is a primary, if it is a descendant, the result is dependent
on the dimension, the level and nature of the descendant and the central charge of the
theory. We do not need to know the details of the theory to evaluate the leading term. In
this paper we will restrict ourselves to descendants created by the action of the global part
of the Virasoro group. If O is a primary of weight (h, 0) 4 then the two point function on
any of the wedges is given by

1

⟨O|O⟩
〈
w ◦ O(wk)ŵ ◦ O∗(ŵk)

〉
=

(
sinπx

n sin πx
n

)2h

, k = 0, · · ·n− 1. (2.15)

Global descendants of the primary O are given by

∂lO|0⟩ = (L−1)
l|h 0⟩. (2.16)

The two point function between descendants of arbitrary levels on a given wedge in the
replica geometry is given by

⟨w ◦ ∂lO(wk)ŵ ◦ ∂l
′O(ŵk)⟩ = ∂lz∂

l′
ẑG(z, ẑ, n)

∣∣∣
(z,ẑ)=(0k,0̂k)

, (2.17)

G(z, ẑ, n) =
(
∂zw(z)∂ẑŵ(ẑ)

)h( 1

w(z)− ŵ(ẑ)

)2h

.

This expression for the two point function between global descendants can be easily derived
from the two point function of the primary and the fact that one needs to take appropriate
number of derivatives to obtain the two point function of global descendants. More details
of this can be found in [20]. Since we are interested in entanglement entropy, it is sufficient
to expand the function G(z, ẑ, n) to the leading order around n→ 1 5

G(z, ẑ, n) =
1

(1− zẑ)2h
− (n− 1)× h

(1− zẑ)2h

{
2 + log

(z − u
z − v

)
+ log

(1− uẑ
1− vẑ

)
+

2

(u− v)(1− zẑ)

[
(z − u)(1− vẑ) log

(z − u
z − v

)
+ (v − z)(1− uẑ) log

(1− uẑ
1− vẑ

)]}
+O((n− 1)2). (2.18)

4For clarity in presentation, we choose to discuss only the holomorphic sector first, we will generalise
the expressions for operators with weight (h, h) subsequently.

5We are ignoring an overall phase (−1)h which arises in G(z, ẑ, n) due to the fact our norm is defined
by the map Î(z) = 1

z
rather than the SL(2, R) map I(z) = − 1

z
used in [20]. This phase always cancels on

dividing by the norm of the operator which also contains the same phase.
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For subsequent purpose, it is useful to label the coefficients of the Taylor series expansion
of the function G(z, ẑ, n). Let us define

gll′(x, n) = ∂lz∂
l′
ẑG(z, ẑ, n)

∣∣∣
(z,ẑ)=(0k,0̂k)

. (2.19)

From the expansion in (2.18), we see that the expansion of these coefficients around n = 1

is of the form

gll′(x, n) =
Γ(2h+ l)l!

Γ(2h)
δll′ + (n− 1)ĝll′(x) +O((n− 1)2), (2.20)

where

ĝll′(x) = ∂lz∂
l′
ẑ Ĝ(z, ẑ)

∣∣∣
(z,ẑ)=(0k,0̂k)

(2.21)

Ĝ(z, ẑ) = − h

(1− zẑ)2h

{
2 + log

(z − u
z − v

)
+ log

(1− uẑ
1− vẑ

)
+

2

(u− v)(1− zẑ)

[
(z − u)(1− vẑ) log

(z − u
z − v

)
+ (v − z)(1− uẑ) log

(1− uẑ
1− vẑ

)]}
.

We can think of G(z, ẑ, n) as the generating function from which we can derive the two
point function using (2.17). Note that the norm of the descendant can be read out from
(2.20) from the coefficient of δll′ .

We can now use these results to evaluate the leading contribution to the 2n-point
function for a linear combination of a primary and its descendants

|Ψ⟩ =
∞∑
l=0

αl(L−1)
l|h 0⟩. (2.22)

with the norm

⟨Ψ|Ψ⟩ =
∞∑
l=0

|αl|2
Γ(2h+ l)l!

Γ(2h)
. (2.23)

The leading contribution C(0)2n is given by

C(0)2n

(⟨Ψ|Ψ⟩)n
= 1 + (n− 1)

∞∑
l,l′=0

αlα
∗
l′ ĝll′(x)

⟨Ψ|Ψ⟩
+O((n− 1)2). (2.24)

Sub-leading term: 4 point function

Let us now examine the 2nd term (2.13) in the short distance expansion of the 2n point
function C2n. This term involves the four point function which in general depends on the
theory considered. Let us first examine the 4 point function of conformal primaries places
on wedge labelled as j and k. Using the conformal block decomposition [30], we can expand
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the four point function as

⟨w ◦ O(wj)ŵ ◦ O∗(ŵj)w ◦ O(wk)ŵ ◦ O∗(ŵk)⟩c = (BjB̂jBkB̂k)
h × (2.25)

1

(wj − ŵj)2h(wk − ŵk)2h

 ∞∑
q=1

χvac,qw
2
2F1(q, q, 2q, w) +

∑
p

COOOpC
Op
OOw

hpF(c, h, hp, w)

 .

The cross ratio w is defined as

w =
(wj − ŵj)(wk − ŵk)
(wj − wk)(ŵj − ŵk)

=

(
sin πx

n

sin π
n(j − k)

)2

. (2.26)

The first term in the round bracket in (2.25) is the expansion of the Virasoro block corre-
sponding to the stress tensor exchange in terms of the global SL(2, C) blocks represented
by the hypergeometric function 2F1(q, q, 2q, w). The first two coefficients which is sufficient
for our purpose are

χ1 = 0, χ2 =
2h2

c
, (2.27)

where c is the central charge of the CFT. The second term in the round bracket represent
the contribution of the Virasoro blocks of the primaries of dimension hp of the theory.
COOOpC

OP
OO is the product of the corresponding structure constants, the Virasoro block

admits the following expansion

F(c, h, hp;w) = 1 +O(w). (2.28)

The B’s are derivatives of the conformal transformations to the uniformised plane, they are
given by

Bk = lim
z→0j

∂zw(z) =
1

n
e

2πi(x+k)
n (1− e−2πix), (2.29)

B̂k = lim
ẑ→0̂j

∂ẑŵ(ẑ) =
1

n
e

2πik
n (1− e2πix).

For holographic CFT’s we can be more specific about the 4-point function. For a
generalised free field h << c, therefore the stress tensor block does not contribute at the
leading order. The leading operator exchanged is the composite : O2 : with hp = 2h and
the product of structure constants COOOpC

Op
OO = 2 [18, 20, 29]. Therefore in generalised

free field theory, the leading contribution to the 4-point function of primaries of weight h
is given by

⟨w ◦ O(wj)ŵ ◦ O∗(ŵj)w ◦ O(wk)ŵ ◦ O∗(ŵk)⟩c = (BjB̂jBkB̂k)
h × (2.30)

1

(wj − ŵj)2h(wk − ŵk)2h

[
2

(
sin πx

n

sin π
n(j − k)

)4h
]
+ · · · .

The second class of operators in holographic theories are operators with conformal dimen-
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sions h ∼ c, then the leading contribution to the 4-point function is given by the stress
tensor exchange and determined by χ2

⟨w ◦ O(wj)ŵ ◦ O∗(ŵj)w ◦ O(wk)ŵ ◦ O∗(ŵk)⟩c = (BjB̂jBkB̂k)
h × (2.31)

1

(wj − ŵj)2h(wk − ŵk)2h

[
2h2

c

(
sin πx

n

sin π
n(j − k)

)4
]
+ · · · .

From expressions (2.29) we see that in the leading short distance expansion, we can ap-
proximate the prefactors occuring in (2.30) and (2.31) using

lim
x→0

Bj
wj − ŵj

=
1

n
, lim

x→0

B̂j
wj − ŵj

= − 1

n
. (2.32)

Note that once this limit is taken, these factors become independent of j, the 2-point
functions on the n− 2 wedges in (2.25) are also independent of the location of the wedge.
This allows to perform the sum over j, k using the following [31]

n−1∑
j,k,j ̸=k

(
1

sin π
n(j − k)

)2hp

=

n−1∑
l=1

n− l(
sin πl

n

)2hp , (2.33)

= (n− 1)
Γ(32)Γ(hp + 1)

2Γ(hp +
3
2)

+O((n− 1)2).

The important point to note is that this sum is proportional to n − 1 and since we are
interested in entanglement entropy, there all the rest of the factors present in the expression
for C(1)2n can be evaluated in the limit n→ 1. Therefore the n− 2, 2-point functions present
in C(1)2n reduce to their norm. Proceeding, we obtain the following result for the sub-leading
corrections when O is a primary

C(1)2n(
⟨O|O⟩

)n = (n− 1)
Γ(32)Γ(2hp + 1)

2Γ(2hp +
3
2)

COOOpC
Op
OO
(
sin

πx

n

)2hp +O((n− 1)2). (2.34)

Here for generalised free field theory we have

COOOpC
Op
OO = 2, hp = 2h, (2.35)

and for operators of large conformal dimensions, that is h
c ∼ O(1) with large c, the stress

tensor exchange is dominant and we can replace

COOOpC
OP
OO →

2h2

c
, hp = 2. (2.36)

We can now consider the 4-point functions of arbitrary descendants and proceed simi-
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larly. In the leading short distance expansion we obtain

lim
x→0
⟨w ◦ ∂lO(wj)ŵ ◦ ∂l

′O∗(ŵj)w ◦ ∂mO(wk)ŵ ◦ ∂m
′O∗(ŵk)⟩c = (2.37)

(Bh+l
j B̂h+l′

j Bh+m
k B̂h+m′

k )

(wj − ŵj)2h+l+l′(wk − ŵk)2h+m+m′ ×
(

sin πx
n

sin π
n(j − k)

)2hp

Dll′(h, hp, n)Dmm′(h, hp, n)

Thus the four point function changes by a numerical factor Dll′(h, hp, n), called the dressing
factor in [20]. The details of this derivation and various examples worked out examples can
be found in [20]. Again examining the leading short distance limit for the factors Bk, B̂k
given in in (2.32) we can perform the sum over j, k using (2.33). Thus we need the dressing
factor only in the limit n→ 1, which can be obtained by the deformed norm as follows [20].
Let us define the maps

s(z) =
z

z − 1
, ŝ(ẑ) =

1

1− ẑ
, (2.38)

Then the deformed norm is given by

Dll′(h, hp) = lim
n→1

Dll′(h, hp, n), (2.39)

Dll′(h, hp) = ∂lz∂
l′
ẑH(z, ẑ)

∣∣∣
(z,ẑ)=(0,0)

,

H(z, ẑ) = (∂zs(z)∂ẑs(ẑ))
h

(
1

s(z)− ŝ(ẑ)

)2h−hp
,

=
1

(1− zẑ)2h−hp(1− z)hp(1− ẑ)hp
.

Observe that when hp = 0, the deformed norm reduces to the norm between descendants

Dll′(h, 0) =
Γ(2h+ l)l!

Γ(2h)
δll′ . (2.40)

Using all these inputs, let us evaluate the sub leading contribution (2.31) to the 2n-point
function corresponding to the state |Ψ⟩ given in (2.22).

C(1)2n

(⟨Ψ|Ψ⟩)n
= (n− 1)

Γ(32)Γ(hp + 1)

2Γ(hp +
3
2)

COOOpC
Op
OO

(sinπx)2hp

⟨Ψ|Ψ⟩2
(2.41)

×

 ∞∑
l,l′=0

αlα
∗
l′Dll′(h, hp)

2

+O((n− 1)2).

2.2 Primaries

We can apply the result for the leading and sub-leading contributions to the 2n-point
function and obtain the leading approximations to the short distance expansions of the
entanglement entropy. Consider the case of the primary O with weight (h, 0), let the
state be normalised to unity modulo the phase (−1)2h which occurs since we are using the
transformation Î(z) = 1

z to define the norm. Then we can evaluate the coefficient which
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determined the 2 point functions in (2.21)

ĝ00 = −2h(1− πx cotπx), (2.42)

and then using (2.20) we find that

g00 = 1− (n− 1)2h(1− πx cotπx). (2.43)

Substituting in the expression for the leading correction to the 2n point function, we obtain

C
(0)
2n(

⟨O|O⟩
)n = 1− (n− 1)2h(1− πx cotπx) +O((n− 1)2). (2.44)

Let us now proceed to evaluate the sub-leading correction for a generalised free field, then
the leading correction is obtained by setting hp = 2h and COOOpC

OOOp = 2. The sublead-
ing correction to the 2n point function can be read out from (2.34),

C
(1)
2n(

⟨O|O⟩
)n = (n− 1)

Γ(32)Γ(2h+ 1)

Γ(2h+ 3
2)

(sinπx)4h +O((n− 1)2). (2.45)

Substituting (2.44) and (2.45) into the expression for the entanglement entropy (2.14), we
obtain

S
(
ρ|h,0⟩

)
= 2h(1− πx cotπx)−

Γ(32)Γ(2h+ 1)

Γ(2h+ 3
2)

(πx)4h + · · · . (2.46)

This is the leading short distance expansion of the entanglement entropy for generalised free
fields for which the leading contribution to the 4-point function arises from the composite
operator : O2 :.

We now proceed with the case when the operator O corresponds to the primary with
equal holomorphic and ant-holomorphic weights, so the state we consider is |h, h⟩. Going
through the same steps and the fact that 2-point functions factorize into holomorphic and
anti-holomorphic parts, we obtain for the leading correction to the 2n-point function

C
(0)
2n(

⟨O|O⟩
)n = 1− (n− 1)4h(1− πx cotπx) +O((n− 1)2). (2.47)

The simplest way to see this is to realize that the 2 point function of these primaries are
given by taking h→ 2h in the equation (2.15) leading to

1

⟨O|O⟩
〈
w ◦ O(wk, w̄k)ŵ ◦ O∗(ŵk, ¯̂wk))

〉
=

(
sinπx

n sin πx
n

)4h

, k = 0, · · ·n− 1. (2.48)

Taking the complex conjugates of the maps in (2.5), (2.8) gives the action of the maps on
the anti-holomorphic coordinates. Taking n products of the above two point function and
then performing the n→ 1 limit results in (2.47). The sub-leading contribution to the 2n-
point function can be evaluated using the 4-point function of these primaries in generalized
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free field theory. This is given by++

⟨w ◦ O(wj , w̄j)ŵ ◦ O∗(ŵj , ¯̂wj)w ◦ O(wk, w̄k)ŵ ◦ O∗(ŵk, ¯̂wk)⟩c = |BjB̂jBkB̂k|2h ×

1

|wj − ŵj |4h|wk − ŵk|4h

[
2

(
sin πx

n

sin π
n(j − k)

]8h]
+ · · · . (2.49)

Using the same steps followed for operators with holomorphic weights, we obtain the fol-
lowing correction to the 2n point function

C(1)2n(
⟨O|O⟩

)n = (n− 1)
Γ(32)Γ(4h+ 1)

Γ(4h+ 3
2)

(sinπx)8h +O((n− 1)2). (2.50)

Putting (2.47) and (2.50) together, we obtain the following expression for the leading cor-
rections to the single interval entanglement entropy of primaries of weight (h, h).

S
(
ρ|h,h⟩

)
= 4h(1− πx cotπx)−

Γ(32)Γ(4h+ 1)

Γ(4h+ 3
2)

(πx)8h + · · · . (2.51)

2.3 Descendants

Let us first consider the descendants of holomorphic primaries, that is operators of weight
(h, 0) which are given by

|Ψ(l)⟩ = (∂z)
lO|0⟩ = (L−1)

l|h, 0⟩. (2.52)

The norm of this state is given by

⟨Ψ(l)|Ψ(l)⟩ = ⟨h|Ll1Ll−1|h⟩ =
Γ(2h+ l)l!

Γ(2h)
. (2.53)

The contribution to the 2n-point function of these descendants can be read out from (2.24)
using the fact that αl = 1 for the given value of l and zero for the rest.

C(0)2n[
⟨Ψ(l)|Ψ(l)⟩

]n = 1− (n− 1)
ĝll(x)

⟨Ψ(l)|Ψ(l)⟩
+O((n− 1)2), (2.54)

where ĝll can be found from (2.21). Since there are equal number of derivatives with
respect to z and ẑ, we can look at the terms in the function Ĝ(z, ẑ) which are functions of
the product zẑ, these are given by

Ĝ(z, ẑ)|zẑ = − h

(1− zẑ)2h
{
2 + log

(u
v

)
(2.55)

+
2

(u− v)(1− zẑ)

[
2zẑ(u− v)− (u+ zẑv) log

(u
v

)]}
.
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Then expanding in powers of zẑ, we obtain

ĝll(x) = −
Γ(2h+ l)l!

Γ(2h)
2(h+ l)(1− πx cotπx). (2.56)

Using (2.54) and (2.56) we obtain

C(0)2n[
⟨Ψ(l)|Ψ(l)⟩

]n = 1− (n− 1)2(h+ l)(1− πx cotπx) +O((n− 1)2). (2.57)

The sub-leading term is evaluated using (2.41), for which we need the coefficient Dll(h, hp)

defined in (2.39). From its definition we see that

Dll(h, 2h) =

(
Γ(2h+ l)

Γ(2h)

)2

. (2.58)

Substituting in (2.14), we obtain the leading contributions to the entanglement entropy of
descendants of a holomorphic primary of weight (h, 0)

S
(
ρLl−1|h,0⟩

)
= 2(h+ l)(1− πx cotπx)−

Γ(32)Γ(2h+ 1)

Γ(2h+ 3
2)

×
(
Γ(2h+ l)

Γ(2h)l!

)2

(πx)4h + · · · .

(2.59)

Let us consider the holomorphic descendants of primaries with weight (h, h). These
states are defined by

|Ψ̂(l,0)⟩ =
(
L−1)

l|h, h⟩. (2.60)

Since the 2-point function factorises into holomorphic and anti-holomorphic factors, going
through the same analysis we obtain the following result for the leading correction to the
2n-point function on the uniformized plane

C(0)2n[
⟨Ψ̂(l,0)|Ψ̂(l,0)⟩

]n = 1− (n− 1)2(2h+ l)(1− πx cotπx). (2.61)

Again going through the same steps for the sub-leading correction we obtain

C(1)2n[
⟨Ψ̂(l,0)|Ψ̂(l,0)⟩

]n = (n− 1)
Γ(32)Γ(4h+ 1)

Γ(4h+ 3
2)

(
Γ(2h+ l)

Γ(2h)l!

)2

(πx)8h + · · · . (2.62)

Note that the dressing factor occurs only for the holomorphic sector, while in the remaining
terms h is replaced by h → 2h. Substituting (2.61) and (2.62) into the expression for the
entanglement entropy we obtain

S
(
ρLl−1|h,h⟩

)
= 2(2h+ l)(1− πx cotπx)−

Γ(32)Γ(4h+ 1)

Γ(4h+ 3
2)

×
(
Γ(2h+ l)

Γ(2h)l!

)2

(πx)8h + · · · .

(2.63)
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By repeating the analysis for states of form Ll−1L̄
l
−1|h, h⟩, we obtain

S
(
ρLl−1L̄

l
−1|h,h⟩

)
= 4(h+ l)(1− πx cotπx)−

Γ(32)Γ(4h+ 1)

Γ(4h+ 3
2)

×
(
Γ(2h+ l)

Γ(2h)l!

)4

(πx)8h + · · · .

(2.64)

2.4 Linear combinations of descendants

Since entanglement entropy of excited states involves a 2n point function, it is certainly
does not obey the linear superposition rule when one considers the entanglement of linear
combinations of excited states. It is useful to study arbitrary linear combinations of excited
states involving primaries and descendants. This is because as we will see subsequently such
linear combinations span the complete Hilbert space of single particle states of a minimally
coupled scalar in AdS3. We will also note that linear combinations of excited states need
not to be homogenous in the spatial directions and therefore this offers a means to study
entanglement entropy of spatially non-homogenous states.

First let us consider the case of linear combination of holomorphic global descendants
of a primary with weight (h, 0)

|Ψ⟩ =
∞∑
l=0

clL
l
−1|h, 0⟩. (2.65)

Then the norm of this state is given in (2.23), using (2.24) and (2.41) in the expression for
entanglement entropy we obtain

S(ρ|Ψ⟩) =
∞∑

l,l′=0

clc
∗
l′ ĝll′(x)

⟨Ψ|Ψ⟩
(2.66)

−
Γ(32)Γ(2h+ 1)

Γ(2h+ 3
2)

(πx)4h

⟨Ψ|Ψ⟩2
×

 ∞∑
l,l′=0

clc
∗
l′Dll′(h, 2h)

2

+ · · · .

Here ĝll′(x) is evaluated using (2.21). Dll′(h, 2h) is obtained from its definition in (2.39),
which is given by

Dll′(h, 2h) =
Γ(2h+ l)Γ(2h+ l′)(

Γ(2h)
)2 . (2.67)

Again it is important to mention that the result in (2.66) are the leading contributions to
the short distance expansion of the single interval entanglement entropy. We can easily
generalise the expression for the linear combination of holomorphic global descendants of a
primary with weight (h, h).

|Ψ̂⟩ =
∞∑
l=0

clL
l
−1|h, h⟩. (2.68)
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Going through the same analysis, we obtain

S(ρ|Ψ̂⟩) =
∞∑

l,l′=0

clc
∗
l′ ĝll′(x)

⟨Ψ̂|Ψ̂⟩
+ 2h(1− πx cotπx) (2.69)

−
Γ(32)Γ(4h+ 1)

Γ(4h+ 3
2)

(πx)8h

⟨Ψ̂|Ψ̂⟩2
×

 ∞∑
l,l′=0

clc
∗
l′Dll′(h, 2h)

2

+ · · · .

Again this expression is easy to obtain when one observes that the 2-point function on each
wedge factorizes into products of holomorphic and anti-holmorphic parts. This leads to the
additional term in the first line of (2.69), then the change of h→ 2h to some of the terms
in the second line is due to the same reason which results in (2.63). As a simple check of
(2.69), note that it reduces to (2.63) on choosing cl = 1 for one particular l and vanishing
for the rest.

2.5 Primary and level one descendant

For the purposes of section 3, it is useful to write down the explicit formula of the entan-
glement entropy of the following linear combination

|Φ⟩ = c0|h h⟩+ c1L−1|h h⟩. (2.70)

The norm of this state is given by

⟨Φ|Φ⟩ = |c0|2 + 2h|c1|2. (2.71)

To evaluate the leading corrections we use (2.69), for which we need the coefficients

ĝ00 = −2h(1− πx cotπx), (2.72)

ĝ01 = h(i+ cotπx)(−2πx+ sin 2πx),

ĝ10 = h(−i+ cotπx)(−2πx+ sin 2πx),

ĝ11 = −4h(h+ 1)(1− πx cotπx).

We have evaluated these coefficients by using (2.21). Let us write the entanglement entropy
as

S(ρ|Φ⟩) = S(0)(ρ|Φ⟩) + S(1)(ρ|Φ⟩), (2.73)

to represent the leading and subleading contributions. Then using (2.69), the leading short
distance contribution to the entanglement entropy of the linear combination in (2.70) is

– 19 –



given by

S(0)(ρ|Φ⟩) = −|c0|
2ĝ00 + |c1|2ĝ11 + c0c

∗
1ĝ01 + c1c

∗
0ĝ10

|c0|2 + 2h|c1|2
+ 2h(1− πx cotπx), (2.74)

=
1

|c0|2 + 2h|c1|2
×

([
4h|c0|2 + 4h(2h+ 1)|c1|2

]
(1− πx cotπx)

+h
[
(c0c

∗
1 + c1c

∗
0) cotπx+ i(c0c

∗
1 − c1c∗0)

]
(2πx− sin 2πx)

)
.

Proceeding with the evaluation of the sub-leading correction using the second term in (2.69)
we obtain

S(1)(ρ|Φ⟩) = −
Γ(32)Γ(4h+ 1)

Γ(4h+ 3
2)

(sinπx)8h

(c0|2 + 2h|c1|2)2
×
(
|c0|2 + 2h(c0c

∗
1 + c∗0c1) + (2h)2|c1|2

)2
,

(2.75)

One of our goals in section 3 is to reproduce both (2.74) and (2.75) from holography.
The expressions shows that leading contribution to the entanglement entropy of the state
depends on the spatial coordinate x in a non-trivial way, not just proportional to the
function (1− πx cotπx) which is the case of the primaries or any of the descendants as in
(2.46), (2.51), (2.63, (2.64).

Comparison with modular Hamiltonian

It is known that that the leading contributions to the entanglement of the excited state can
be obtained by evaluating the expectation value of the modular Hamiltonian arising from
the vacuum K(0) in the excited state [18].

S(0)(ρ|Φ⟩) =
⟨Φ|K(0)|Φ⟩
⟨Φ|Φ⟩

. (2.76)

where the modular Hamiltonian of an interval in the vacuum on the cylinder is given by

K0 =

∫ 2πx

0
dφ

(
cos(φ− θ

2)

sin θ
2

− cot
θ

2

)(
Tyy(φ) + T̄ȳȳ(φ)

)
. (2.77)

Here we have taken the length of the cylinder to be 2π and the length of the interval along
the circumference at t = 0 to be 2πx. A short review detailing the derivation for the above
expression for the modular Hamiltonian is provided in the appendix A. Tyy and T̄ȳȳ are the
holomorphic and anti-holomorphic components of the stress tensor on the cylinder. At the
t = 0 slice on the cylinder they are given by

Tyy(φ) =

∞∑
n=−∞

Ln exp(inφ), T̄ȳȳ(φ) =

∞∑
n=−∞

L̄n exp(−inφ). (2.78)
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Note that evaluating the expectation value of the modular Hamiltonian on the primary
|h, h⟩, yields

⟨h, h|K(0)|h, h⟩ = 4h(1− πx cotπx). (2.79)

which is the entanglement entropy of the excited state. Here it is only the L0 and L̄0 term
in the expansion of the stress tensor in (2.78) which contributes.

Since the leading contribution to the entanglement entropy of the linear combination
in (2.70) is a non-trivial function it is interesting to see how the entanglement Hamiltonian
reproduces the expression (2.74). For this let us evaluate the following expectation values

⟨h h|K(0)L−1|h h⟩ = 2h

∫ 2πx

0
dφ

(
cos(φ− θ

2)

sin θ
2

− cot
θ

2

)
eiφ, (2.80)

= h(i+ cotπx)(2πx− sin 2πx).

Similarly

⟨h h|L1K
(0)|h h⟩ = 2h

∫ 2πx

0
dφ

(
cos(φ− θ

2)

sin θ
2

− cot
θ

2

)
e−iφ, (2.81)

= h(−i+ cotπx)(2πx− sin 2πx).

Finally we also have

⟨h h|L1K
(0)L−1|h h⟩ = (h+ 1)4h(1− πx cotπx) + 4h2(1− πx cotπx), (2.82)

= 4h(2h+ 1)(1− πx cotπx).

Here the second term comes from the anti-holomorphic part of the stress tensor in (2.78).
Now using (2.79), (2.80), (2.81), (2.82) we can evaluate

⟨Φ|K(0)|Φ⟩
⟨Φ|Φ⟩

=
1

|a0|2 + 2h|a1|2
×

([
4h|c0|2 + 4h(2h+ 1)|c1|2

]
(1− πx cotπx) (2.83)

+h
[
(c0c

∗
1 + c1c

∗
0) cotπx+ i(c0c

∗
1 − c1c∗0)

]
(2πx− sin 2πx)

)
.

where the state |Φ⟩ is given in (2.70). Observe that the above equation precisely agrees
with (2.74), which provides a cross check for the leading contribution to the entanglement
entropy evaluated using the replica method.

2.6 Coherent states

In [27] a class of coherent state was studied both in the CFT and the bulk. These states
involve specific linear combinations of the primary and the descendants including Virasoro
descendants. The primaries had conformal dimensions h

c ∼ O(1) and c >> 1, therefore it
is possible to construct geometries dual to these states. One such state considered by [27]
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is the following linear combination 6

|Ψk(z, z̄)⟩ = (1− zkz̄k)hk
∞∑
l=0

zlk
knl!

Ll−k|h 0⟩, (2.84)

where

hk =
1

k

[
h+

c

24
(k2 − 1)

]
. (2.85)

Based on the expectation value of the stress tensor in this state it was proposed that this
coherent state is dual to Bañados geometries [28] and an expression for its entanglement
entropy for arbitrary k was derived using the Ryu-Takanayagi formula. For the special case
of k = 1, |Ψ1(z, z̄)⟩ when the state is a coherent state of global descendants, the Heavy-
Heavy-Light-Light correlator was used to demonstrate agreement with the expression for
entanglement entropy derived from the Bañados geometry.

Here we will use the general expression for the leading and sub-leading corrections to
the entanglement entropy for a linear combination of global descendants to evaluate the
single interval entanglement entropy. The state we are interested is k = 1 of (2.84), which
is given by

|Ψ1(z, z̄)⟩ = (1− zz̄)h
∞∑
l=0

zl

l!
Ll−1|h 0⟩ (2.86)

where we have dropped the subscript in z1, z̄1. Observe that from (2.53), this state is of
unit norm, the coefficients for the linear combination of global descendants are given by

cl = (1− zẑ)h z
l

l!
, c∗l = (1− zz̄)h z̄

l

l!
(2.87)

With these coefficients and using the definition (2.21) we have∑
l,l′

clc
∗
l′gll′(x, n) = (1 + zz̄)2hĜ(z, z̄) (2.88)

Therefore from (2.24) and (2.14) the leading contribution to the entanglement entropy is
given by

S(0)(ρ|Ψ1⟩) = h

{
2 + log

(z − u
z − v

)
+ log

(1− uz̄
1− vz̄

)
(2.89)

+
2

(u− v)(1− zz̄)

[
(z − u)(1− vẑ) log

(z − u
z − v

)
+ (v − z)(1− uz̄) log

(1− uz̄
1− vz̄

)]}

= h

{
2 +

(
2z + 2z̄uv − (1 + zz̄)(u+ v)

)
(u− v)(1− zz̄)

log
[(z − u)(1− vz̄)
(z − v)(1− uz̄)

]}
.

6The primary considered in [27] had equal holomorphic and anti-holomorphic weights. Here we have
taken the primary to have only holomorphic weight for simplicity, though the calculation can be easily
generalized.
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It is important to note that here (z, z̄) are just variables parameterising the coherent state
in (2.86) and (u, v) carry the information of the location of the interval. This result also
gives us a physical interpretation for the generating function Ĝ(z, z̄). It is the leading
contribution to the entanglement entropy of the coherent state in (2.86).

We can proceed to evaluate the sub-leading contribution. The state is based on the
primary with dimensions h

c ∼ O(1). Therefore, the leading contribution will be due to the
stress tensor exchange with hp = 2 and

COOOpC
Op
OO →

2h2

c
, (2.90)

as discussed around (2.27) and (2.36) From (2.41) we see that we need the dressing factor,
which is given by

∞∑
l,l′=0

clc
∗
l′Dll′(h, 2) =

(1− zz̄)2

(1− z)h(1− z̄)h
, (2.91)

here we have used the definition (2.39) and cl from (2.87). Finally using (2.41) and the
definition (2.14), we obtain the following contribution at the sub-leading level

S(1)(ρ|Ψ1⟩) = −8h2

15c

(1− zz̄)4

(1− z)2h(1− z̄)2h
(πx)4 + · · · . (2.92)

In section 3.5, we will show the entanglement entropy evaluated using the Ryu-Takayanagi
formula on the Bañados geometry corresponding to the coherent state (2.86) precisely agree
at both with the leading (2.89) and the sub-leading (2.92) terms in the short distance ex-
pansion.

3 Entanglement of single particle states in gravity

In this section we evaluate the single interval entanglement entropy of excited states using
the formula proposed by Faulkner-Lewkowycz-Maldacena. Before we proceed we review
the proposal. We restrict our attention to excitations which do not change the asymptotic
geometry. Consider the interval on the boundary of the asymptotically AdS3 geometry
labelled as A and its complement Ā in figure 5. The bulk geometry at the t = 0 slice
corresponds to the interior of the circle in the same figure. The FLM proposal states that
the result for the entanglement entropy for the interval A is given by the

SρA =
A(γA)

4GN
+ Sbulk(ΣA). (3.1)

Here γA is the minimal geodesic in the bulk joining the end points of the interval A, and
A(γA) is its length. ΣA is a bulk spatial region contained between γA and the boundary
as shown in figure 5. Sbulk(ΣA) is the bulk entanglement entropy evaluated by viewing the
bulk as an effective quantum field theory.

By the standard rules of AdS/CFT, a primary operator O with dimensions (h, h) in
the CFT is dual to a minimally coupled scalar ϕ propagating in the bulk whose mass is
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γA ΣAΣĀĀ A

φ = 2πx

φ = 0

Figure 5: The t = 0 slice of AdS3. We consider the entanglement between system A and
Ā in the boundary. The minimal surface γA is the geodesic in the bulk connecting the end
points of A. γA splits the bulk into right(left) wedge denoted by ΣA(ΣĀ). γA consists of:
Branch I, where φ′(r) < 0 and Branch II with φ′(r) > 0. When excitations breaks the
isometry in φ, we need to evaluate the minimal area for the above branches separately.

given by
M2 = ∆(∆− 2) = 4h(h− 1), ∆ = 2h, (3.2)

here we have assumed the radius of AdS3 is unity. In fact all global descendants of the
operator O are dual to the single particle excitations of the scalar ϕ. This then allows us
to perform a precision check of the FLM formula. We consider various single particle exci-
tations or their linear combinations of the bulk geometry. The bulk geometry is deformed
by these excitations and it is necessary to compute the back reacted geometry. The shift
in minimal area due to the deformed geometry together with the Sbulk(ΣA) in the FLM
formula can be evaluated in the short interval expansion using the methods developed by
[18]. Combining both the terms in (3.1) we can evaluate the entanglement entropy of the
single particle states and compare it to the results obtained from CFT section 2. This check
extends that done in [18] for the lowest energy state.

This section is organised as follows, in sub-section 3.1 we review the duality which
relates descendants to single particle excitations of the scalar propagating in AdS. We
focus on 6 low lying states which are dual to the following descendants in the CFT

|Ψ̂(1,0)⟩ = L−1|h h⟩, |Ψ̂(2,0)⟩ = L2
−1|h h⟩, (3.3)

|Ψ̂(1,1)⟩ = L−1L̄−1|h h⟩, |Ψ̂(2,2)⟩ = L−2L̄−2|h h⟩,
|Φ⟩ = c0|h h⟩+ c1L−1|h h⟩, |Υ⟩ = c0|h h⟩+ c1L−1L̄−1|h h⟩.

In section 3.2, we obtain the back reacted geometry for these states, then in section 3.3, we
obtain the shift in minimal area and finally in section 3.4, we evaluate the bulk entanglement
entropy. This requires the knowledge of the reduced density matrix of the excited states
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in the bulk which is obtained using the Bogoliubov transformations which decompose the
creation operators of these states into operators interior and exterior of the entangling
region ΣA.

3.1 Construction of single particle states

In this section we construct the single particle states in the bulk which are dual to the con-
formal primary of dimensions (h, h) and its global descendants. The AdS/CFT dictionary
instructs us to examine the minimally coupled scalar of mass (3.2). The action of this scalar
along with that of the metric is given by

S =

∫
d3x
√
−g
(

1

16πGN
(R+ 2)− 1

2
(∇ϕ)2 − 1

2
M2ϕ2

)
. (3.4)

We start with the global AdS solution, which corresponds to the vacuum of the CFT

ds2 = −(r2 + 1)dt2 +
dr2

r2 + 1
+ r2dφ2 φ ∼ φ+ 2π. (3.5)

The equations of motion of the scalar in this background is given by

(∇2 −M2)ϕ(x) = 0 . (3.6)

We expand the solutions in terms of modes

ϕ(t, r, φ) =
∑
m,n

(
am,ne

−iΩm,nteimφfm,n(r) + a†m,ne
iΩm,nte−imϕf∗m,n(r)

)
. (3.7)

Here the sum over m runs over the set of integers due to the periodic boundary conditions
on φ. n labels the radial wave function. The solutions which are regular at r = 0 are given
by

fm,n(r) = Cm,nr
m(1 + r2)

Ωm,n
2 2F1

(1
2
(m− 2h+ 2 + Ωm,n),

1

2
(m+ 2h+Ωm,n), 1 +m;−r2

)
,

for m > 0,

fm,n(r) = Cm,nr
−m(1 + r2)

Ωm,n
2 2F1

(1
2
(−m− 2h+ 2 + Ωm,n),

1

2
(−m+ 2h+Ωm,n), 1−m;−r2

)
,

for m < 0.

(3.8)

Demanding that these functions are normalizable, or bounded at r → ∞ results in the
quantization condition

Ωm,n = 2h+ |m|+ 2n, n = 0, 1, 2, · · · ,with m ∈ Z. (3.9)
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The constants Cm,n are fixed using the standard Klein-Gordan inner product which is given
by

2Ωm,n

∫
drdφ

√
−ggtt(r)fm,n(r, φ)f∗m′,n′(r, φ) = δn,n′δm,m′ . (3.10)

The explicit forms of the wave functions for some low lying states are given in table 1

m n fm,n(r) L0 + L̄0 L0 − L̄0

0 0 1√
2π(r2+1)h

2h 0

0 1 1√
2π

2hr2−1

(r2+1)h+1 2h+ 2 0

0 2 1√
2π

h(2h+1)r4−2(2h+1)r2+1

(r2+1)h+2 2h+ 4 0

1 0
√
hr

√
π(r2+1)h+

1
2

2h+ 1 1

2 0

√
h(2h+1)r2

√
2π(r2+1)h+1 2h+ 2 2

Table 1: This table lists the explicit wave functions of the single particle states for low
values of m and n. The last 2 columns list out the quantum numbers of L0, L̄0 of the
corresponding dual state in the CFT.

From the canonical commutation relations of ϕ and ϕ̇ we obtain that the commutation
relations

[am,n, a
†
m,n] = δn,n′δm,m′ (3.11)

Therefore single particle states on the global AdS3 vacuum are given by

|ψm,n⟩ = a†m,n|0⟩. (3.12)

It is clear from the construction, that m and Ωm,n are the eigen values of the operators
corresponding to translations in φ and the global time t respectively. Let us use these
quantum numbers to relate these states to the global descendants of a primary in the dual
CFT. Consider the descendant

|Ψ̂(n1,n2)⟩ =
(
L−1)

n1
(
L̄−1

)n2 |h h⟩. (3.13)

Then from the global SL(2,R) algebra we have the following properties for these states

(L0 + L̄0)|Ψ̂(n1,n2)⟩ = (2h+ n1 + n2)|Ψ̂(n1,n2)⟩, (3.14)

(L0 − L̄0)|Ψ̂(n1,n2)⟩ = (n1 − n2)|Ψ̂(n1,n2)⟩.
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From the matching of symmetries we know that the operator L0 − L̄0 corresponds to the
generator of translations along the angular direction φ in the bulk. The identification of
the global time in AdS3 with the time of the CFT, we see that L0 + L̄0 corresponds to the
generator of translations along the global time t in the bulk. This implies that we have the
relations

2h+ n1 + n2 = Ωm,n = 2h+ |m|+ 2n, (3.15)

n1 − n2 = m,

which gives

n1 =
|m|+m

2
+ n, n2 =

|m| −m
2

+ n (3.16)

These relations allow us to identify the single particle excitations in the bulk given in (3.12)
with the global descendants (3.13) of the primary. The last 2 columns in table 1 are obtained
using (3.16). To summarize, we identify bulk single particle excitations of the minimally
coupled scalar with the global descendants of a primary as

|ψm,n⟩ → |Ψ̂(n1,n2)⟩. (3.17)

where (n1, n2) are related to (m,n) using the relations (3.16).

There is a simple check we can perform to verify the identification in (3.17). The
SL(2,R) generators of the global part of the Virasoro algebra of the CFT can be identified
with the isometries of AdS3 [32]. The vector fields corresponding to the left moving SL(2,R)
are given by

L0 = i∂u,

L−1 = ie−iu
[
cosh 2ρ

sinh 2ρ
∂u −

1

sinh 2ρ
∂v +

i

2
∂ρ

]
,

L1 = ieiu
[
cosh 2ρ

sinh 2ρ
∂u −

1

sinh 2ρ
∂v −

i

2
∂ρ

]
. (3.18)

Here we have used the co-ordinates

u = t+ φ, v = t− φ, sinh ρ = r. (3.19)

The right moving isometries are given by the interchange u ↔ v. Since we have identified
the bulk isometries with that of global part of the Virasoro algebra, the states |ψm,n⟩ must
be related to |ψ0,0⟩ by the action of the differential operator (L−1)

n1(L−1)
n2 . Indeed, it

is easy to verify that the state m = 1, n = 0 can be obtained by acting L−1 on the state
m = 0, n = 0

L−1

[
f0,0(r)e

−i2ht
]
=
√
2hf1,0(r)e

−i(2h+1)t−iφ. (3.20)
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Similarly we have the relation

L2
−1

[
f0,0(r)e

−i2ht
]
=
√
(4h)(2h+ 1)f2,0e

−i(2h+2)t−2iφ. (3.21)

Note that the one particle states in the bulk are of unit norm and the prefactors in (3.20)
and (3.21) ensure that the normalization agree with that in the CFT.

Now that we have the mapping between single particle states in the bulk to the global
descendants of the CFT, we can consider linear combinations of these states and we obtain
the dictionary

|Φ⟩ → c0|ψ0,0⟩+
√
2hc1|ψ1,0⟩, (3.22)

|Υ⟩ → c0|ψ0,0⟩+ 2hc1|ψ0,1⟩.

Here the states |Φ⟩ and |Υ⟩ are states in the CFT defined in (3.3). The relative factors
which depend on h are necessary so that the normalizations agree with that in the CFT.
The states |ψm,n⟩ are unit normalized.

3.2 Backreacted geometry

Once we excite global AdS3 by any of the states we discussed in the previous section, the
energy density induced by the excited state back reacts when GN is non-vanishing and
deforms the geometry. The leading corrections to the entanglement entropy would then be
obtained by evaluating the length of minimal surface in the deformed geometry. At the
leading oder in GN we can evaluate the back reacted geometry by solving the Einsteins
equations with the stress tensor as source. Following the approach in [18], we evaluate the
expectation value of the stress tensor of the scalar on the excited states in (3.3). The stress
tensor is given by

Tµν =: ∂µϕ∂νϕ−
1

2
gµν

(
(∇ϕ)2 +m2ϕ2

)
: . (3.23)

The stress tensor is normal ordered, this ensures that its expectation value on the vacuum
vanishes and therefore it implies that we are not sensitive to the UV-divergent zero point
energy. These UV effects are state independent and do not affect the calculations. They
cancel on considering the entanglement entropy between excited states and the vacuum.

To evaluate the expectation value ⟨ψ|Tµν |ψ⟩ we substitute the expansion of ϕ given in
(3.7) and use the creation annihilation algebra in (3.11). This was done for the primary
state |ψ0,0⟩ in [18], here we extend this analysis for the states listed in (3.3). We provide the
details for the descendant |ψ0,1⟩ → |Ψ̂(1,1)⟩. This state does not have angular momentum
so it makes the analysis very similar to that done for the primary in [18]. The second state
we consider in detail is the linear combination of the primary and the descendant referred
to c0|ψ0,0⟩ +

√
2hc1|ψ1,0⟩ → |Φ⟩. This back reacted geometry corresponding to this state

is time dependent and also has angular momentum. The construction of the back reacted
geometry is more involved in this case. The analysis for the rest of the states in the list
(3.3) is provided in appendix D.
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First excited state with zero angular momentum: |ψ0,1⟩

The non-zero components of the expectation value of the stress tensor on this state are
given by

⟨ψ0,1|Ttt|ψ0,1⟩ =
2h
(
4(2h− 1)hr2

(
hr2 − 1

)
+ 2h+ 1

)
+ 2

π (r2 + 1)2h+1
, (3.24)

⟨ψ0,1|Trr|ψ0,1⟩ =
2h
(
4hr2

(
hr2 − 1

)
+ 3
)
+ 2

π(1 + r2)2h+3
,

⟨ψ0,1|Tφφ|ψ0,1⟩

=
2r2
(
h
(
r2
(
4hr2

(
h(1− 2h)r2 + 7h+ 1

)
− 22h− 9

)
+ 3
)
− r2 + 1

)
π (r2 + 1)2h+3

.

As a cross check, we have verified that these components satisfy the conservation law

∇µ⟨ψ0,1|Tµν |ψ0,1⟩ = 0. (3.25)

The plot of the expectation value of the energy density of this state, together with the
state |ψ0,0⟩ and |ψ0,2⟩ all carrying zero angular momentum is given in figure 6. Note as the
level of the descendant increases, the energy density is more de-localized and has increasing
number of extrema.

The components of the stress tensor in (3.24) have only radial dependence and the ones
that are non-zero are only the diagonal ones. This is the same property of the expectation
value of the stress tensor in the primary |ψ0,0⟩, so we can use the same metric ansatz as in
[18] which is given by

ds2 = −(r2 +G1(r)
2)dt2 +

dr2

r2 +G2(r)2
+ r2dϕ2, (3.26)

G1(r) = 1 + a(r)GN , G2(r) = 1 + b(r)GN .

Plugging this ansatz in the Einstein’s equation

Rµν −
1

2
gµνR− gµν = 8πGN ⟨ψ|Tµν |ψ⟩ , (3.27)

we obtain the following differential equations for the functions a(r), b(r) at O(GN )

b′(r) = − 8r

(1 + r2)2h+2

[
2 + 2h(1 + 2h) + 8h2(2h− 1)r2(hr2 − 1)

]
, (3.28)

(1 + r2)a′(r)− 2ra(r) + 2rb(r) =
8r

(1 + r2)2h+1

[
2 + 6h+ 8h2r2(hr2 − 1)

]
.

These equations result from considering the tt and the rr components of the Einstein’s
equation respectively. All the other Einstein’s equations are trivial or trivially satisfied
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Figure 6: Expectation value of the energy of the first 3 states with zero angular momentum
for a few values of the weight h. (a) Energy density in the state |ψ0,0⟩. (b) Energy density
in the state |ψ0,1⟩. (c) Energy density in the state |ψ0,1⟩. Note energy density is more
de-localized with increasing number of extrema in descendants.

once these equations hold. The solutions for these equations are given by

b(r) = A+ 8
(
4h3r4 + 2hr2 + h+ 1

) (
r2 + 1

)−2h−1
,

a(r) =

(
16h

r2

(r2 + 1)2h+1

)
+A+B(1 + r2), (3.29)

where A and B are the constants of integration. It is clear that we need to set B = 0 so
that the metric asymptotes to AdS3 at r → ∞. We can fix the constant A by demanding
that the stress tensor evaluated from the bulk using the Fefferman-Graham coordinates
agrees with the expectation value of the stress tensor of the CFT in the state |Ψ̂(1,1)⟩. The
details of the construction of Fefferman-Graham expansion for the metric in (3.26) is given
in appendix B. From (B.9), we obtain the following relation

⟨ψ0,1|Ttt(t, φ)|ψ0,1⟩
∣∣∣
FG

=
1

4GN

(
−1

2
−GNA

)
. (3.30)

– 30 –



The stress tensor of the CFT on the cylinder is given by

Ttt(t, φ) =
∞∑

n=−∞
(Lne

in(t+φ) + L̄ne
in(t−φ))− c+ c̄

24
. (3.31)

The expectation value of the CFT stress tensor

⟨Ψ̂(1,1)|Ttt(t, φ)|Ψ̂(1,1)⟩
⟨Ψ̂(1,1)|Ψ̂(1,1)⟩

= −c+ c̄

24
+ 2h+ 2, (3.32)

= − c

12
+ 2h+ 2,

we have used c = c̄ to obtain the last line of the above equation. The Brown-Henneaux
formula relates the central charge to the Newton’s constant

1

GN
=

2c

3
. (3.33)

Then requiring (3.30 ) and (3.32) to agree and using (3.33), we obtain

A = −8(h+ 1). (3.34)

In [18] a similar constant of integration which occurs for the back reacted metric corre-
sponding to the state ψ0,0⟩ was fixed by using the fact that the conical defect of the metric
measures the energy of the particle. We find that the above method is more suitable to
generalise to the situation when the geometry depends on time and is not isometric in the
angular direction. Using (3.34) and B = 0, we can write the back reacted metric for the
state |ψ0,1⟩ given in (3.26)

G1(r) = 1− 8GN (h+ 1) +

(
16hGN

r2

(r2 + 1)2h+1

)
,

G2(r) = 1− 8GN (h+ 1) + 8GN

(
4h3r4 + 2hr2 + h+ 1

)
(r2 + 1)2h+1

. (3.35)

Time dependent state with non-zero angular momentum: c0|ψ0,0⟩ + c1|ψ1,0⟩

On evaluating the expectation value of the stress tensor for the state

|ϕ̂⟩ = c0|ψ0,0⟩+
√
2hc1|ψ1,0⟩, (3.36)
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we note that all the components of the stress tensor are non-vanishing and have angular as
well as time dependence. They are given by

⟨ϕ̂|Ttt|ϕ̂⟩
⟨ϕ̂|ϕ̂⟩

=
1

|c0|2 + 2h|c1|2
1

π

{
2h(2h− 1)

(
r2 + 1

)1−2h |c0|2 + 4h2 (r2 + 1
)−2h (

4h2r2 − 2hr2 + 1
)
|c1|2

+ 4h2(2h− 1)r
(
r2 + 1

) 1
2
−2h

cos(t+ φ) (c1c
∗
0 + c0c

∗
1)

− 4ih2(2h− 1)r
(
r2 + 1

) 1
2
−2h

sin(t+ φ) (c1c
∗
0 − c0c

∗
1)

}
,

⟨ϕ̂|Trr|ϕ̂⟩
⟨ϕ̂|ϕ̂⟩

=
1

|c0|2 + 2h|c1|2
1

π

{
2h

(
r2 + 1

)−2h−1 |c0|2 + 8h3r2
(
r2 + 1

)−2(h+1) |c1|2

+ 4h2r
(
r2 + 1

)−2h− 3
2 cos(t+ φ) (c1c

∗
0 + c0c

∗
1)− 4ih2r

(
r2 + 1

)−2h− 3
2 sin(t+ φ) (c1c

∗
0 − c0c

∗
1)

}
,

⟨ϕ̂|Tφφ|ϕ̂⟩
⟨ϕ̂|ϕ̂⟩

=
1

|c0|2 + 2h|c1|2
1

π

{
−

2hr2
(
r2 + 1

)−2h−1 (
(2h− 1)r2 − 1

)
π

|c0|2

− 4h2r4
(
r2 + 1

)−2(h+1) (
4h2r2 − 2h

(
r2 + 3

)
− 1

)
|c1|2

− 4h2r3
(
r2 + 1

)−2h− 3
2
(
(2h− 1)r2 − 2

)
cos(t+ φ) (c1c

∗
0 + c0c

∗
1)

+ 4ih2r3
(
r2 + 1

)−2h− 3
2
(
(2h− 1)r2 − 2

)
sin(t+ φ) (c1c

∗
0 − c0c

∗
1)

}
,

⟨ϕ̂|Ttφ|ϕ̂⟩
⟨ϕ̂|ϕ̂⟩

=
1

|c0|2 + 2h|c1|2
1

π

{
4h2(2h+ 1)r2

(
r2 + 1

)−2h−1 |c1|2 + 2h2r
(
r2 + 1

)−2h− 1
2 cos(t+ φ) (c1c

∗
0 + c0c

∗
1)

− 2ih2r
(
r2 + 1

)−2h− 1
2 sin(t+ φ) (c1c

∗
0 − c0c

∗
1)

}
,

⟨ϕ̂|Trt|ϕ̂⟩
⟨ϕ̂|ϕ̂⟩

=
1

|c0|2 + 2h|c1|2
1

π

{
2h2r2

(
r2 + 1

)−2h− 3
2 sin(t+ φ) (c1c

∗
0 + c0c

∗
1)

+ 2ih2r2
(
r2 + 1

)−2h− 3
2 cos(t+ φ) (c1c

∗
0 − c0c

∗
1)

}
,

⟨ϕ̂|Trφ|ϕ̂⟩
⟨ϕ̂|ϕ̂⟩

=
1

|c0|2 + 2h|c1|2
1

π

{
2h2 (r2 + 1

)−2h− 1
2 sin(t+ φ) (c1c

∗
0 + c0c

∗
1)

+ 2ih2 (r2 + 1
)−2h− 1

2 cos(t+ φ) (c1c
∗
0 − c0c

∗
1)

}
. (3.37)

Just to recall these are evaluated by substituting the mode expansion (3.7) into the ex-
pression for the stress tensor in (3.23) and using the algebra of creation and annihilation
operators. We have verified that these components satisfy the conservation law. Another
simple check is that on setting c1 = 0, observe that stress tensor reduces to that of the
primary state evaluated in [18]. Also setting c0 = 0, we see that it reduces to the stress
tensor evaluated in the appendix for the state |ψ1,0⟩.

It is clear from the expectation values in (3.37), the stress energy is both time dependent
as well spatially in-homogenous. It is interesting to plot the expectation value of the energy
density as a function of the radial distance for different angles at t = 0. These plots are
given in figure 7.

To solve Einstein’s equation we substitute the stress tensor(3.37) as the source in (3.27)
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Figure 7: Expectation value of the energy for the state |ϕ̂⟩ = c0|ψ0,0⟩+
√
2hc1|ψ1,0⟩ with

c0 = c1 = 1 and t = 0. (a) Energy density at φ = 0. (b) Energy density at φ = π
2 . (c)

Energy density at φ = π.(d) Energy density at φ = 3π
2 . (e) Energy density at φ = 2π.

and take the following ansatz

ds2 =
[
1 + r2 + J1(t, r, φ)

]
dt2 + 2J2(t, r, φ)drdt+ 2J3(r)dtdφ

+
dr2

1 + r2 + J4(t, r, φ)
+ r2dφ2. (3.38)

Here we have introduced arbitrary functions for the 4 components. We make a further
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ansatz for the dependence of these 4 components which is given below.

J1(t, r, φ)=
GN

(|c0|2 + 2h|c1|2)

{
2|c0|2a0,0(r) + 2(2h)|c1|2a1,0(r)

}
, (3.39)

J2(t, r, φ)=
GN

(|c0|2 + 2h|c1|2)
√
2h

{
[R2(r)(c1c

∗
0 + c0c

∗
1) sin(t+ φ)

+iR̃2(r)(c1c
∗
0 − c0c∗1) cos(t+ φ)

}
,

J3(t, r, φ)=
GN

(|c0|2 + 2h|c1|2)

{
|c0|2b0,0(r) + (2h)|c1|2b1,0(r)

+
√
2h[R3(r)(c1c

∗
0 + c0c

∗
1) cos(t+ φ)− iR̃3(r)(c1c

∗
0 − c0c∗1) sin(t+ φ)]

}
,

J4(t, r, φ)=
GN

(|c0|2 + 2h|c1|2)

{
2|c0|2d0,0(r) + 2(2h)|c1|2d1,0(r)

+2
√
2h[R4(r)(c1c

∗
0 + c0c

∗
1) cos(t+ φ)− iR̃4(r)(c1c

∗
0 − c0c∗1) sin(t+ φ)]

}
.

One can arrive at this ansatz by requiring that when either c0 or c1 is set to zero the metric
reduces to the back reacted solution for the primary |ψ0,0⟩ or the state |ψ1,1⟩ respectively.
Therefore from the results of [18] which is also reviewed in appendix D, we get

a0,0(r) = −8h, b0,0(r) = 0, d0,0(r) = −8h+
8h

(r2 + 1)2h−1
, (3.40)

and (D.21) we get

a1,0(r) = 4
(
r2 + 1

)−2h − 4(2h+ 1), (3.41)

b1,0(r) = 4
(
r2 + 1

)−2h
,

d1,0(r) = 4
(
4h2r2 + 2h+ 1

) (
r2 + 1

)−2h − 4(2h+ 1).

The rest of the terms in the ansatz are either proportional to Re(c0c
∗
1) or Im(c0c

∗
1). From

the stress tensor in (3.37), we see that these terms come together with either sin(t+ φ) or
cos(t + φ). There is a simplifying case of setting c0 = c1 = 1 which switches off the terms
proportional to Im(c0c

∗
1). This also helps in arriving at the ansatz in (3.38), (3.39).

We substitute the metric in the Einstein equation with the stress tensor given in (3.37)
as the source and solve for R2, R̃2, R3, R̃3, R4, R̃4. Though the Einstein’s equations seem
to over constrain these functions, there is a consistent solution. The tt component of the
Einstein’s equations results in 2 equations, one which arises as the coefficient of Re (c0c

∗
1)

which is given by

r(r2 + 1)R′
4(r) +R4(r) = −

16(2h− 1)h
√
2h r3

(1 + r2)2h−
1
2

: tt (3.42)

The equation which arises as the coefficient for Im (c0c
∗
1) results in an identical equation
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for R̃4(r),

r(r2 + 1)R̃′
4(r) + R̃4(r) = −

16(2h− 1)h
√
2h r3

(1 + r2)2h−
1
2

: tt (3.43)

This feature is seen for all the components of the Einstein equations. That is, the equa-
tions which arise as the coefficient of Re (c0c∗1) are equations that determine the functions
R2, R3, R4, while the equations which arise as the coefficient of Im (c0c

∗
1) determine the

functions R̃2, R̃3, R̃4 are identical. Therefore we write the remaining equations that result
from the Einstein equations just from the Re (c0c

∗
1).

r(1 + r2)R2(r) + 2r2R4(r)−R3(r) =
16h
√
2h r3

(1 + r2)2h−
1
2

, : rr

(1 + r2)2R′
2(r) + r(1 + r2)R2(r) + (1 + r2)

[
rR′

4(r) +R4(r)
]
= −16h

√
2h r[(2h− 1)r2 − 1]

(1 + r2)2h−
1
2

, : φφ

(1 + r2)2(rR′
2(r)− rR′′

3 (r) +R′
3(r)) + (1− r4)R2(r)− 2rR4(r) =

16h
√
2h r2

(1 + r2)2h−
1
2

, : tφ

r(1 + r2)R′
3(r)− 2(1 + r2)R3(r) + r(1 + r2)R2(r) + 2r2R4(r) =

16h
√
2h r3

(1 + r2)2h−
1
2

, : rφ

−(1 + r2)R′
3(r) + 2r(R3(r) +R4(r)) + (1 + r2)R2(r) =

16h
√
2h r2

(1 + r2)2h−
1
2

: rt

(3.44)

To emphasize again, the equations for R̃2, R̃3 and R̃4 are identical to the above equations
with the R2 → R̃2, R3 → R̃3 and R4 → R̃4. The solutions to these equations are given by

R4(r) =
A
√
r2 + 1

r
+

4
√
2h
(
2hr2 + 1

)
r (r2 + 1)2h−

1
2

,

R2(r) =
B√
r2 + 1

− 8
√
2h

(r2 + 1)2h+
1
2

,

R3(r) = (2A+B)r
√
1 + r2, (3.45)

and

R̃4(r) =
Ã
√
r2 + 1

r
+

4
√
2h
(
2hr2 + 1

)
r (r2 + 1)2h−

1
2

,

R̃2(r) =
B̃√
r2 + 1

− 8
√
2h

(r2 + 1)2h+
1
2

,

R̃3(r) = (2Ã+ B̃)r
√
1 + r2. (3.46)

Observe that the solutions R and R̃ just differ in the constants of integration. Further more
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demanding that the metric in (3.38) asymptotes to AdS3 at r →∞, we must have

2A+B = 0, 2Ã+ B̃ = 0. (3.47)

We just need to fix two constants A and Ã. For this we can appeal to the same method
followed in the case of the state |ψ0,1⟩. From the construction of the Fefferman-Graham
expansion of the metric in (3.38) given in the appendix B we see that the expectation value
of the boundary stress tensor in the state (3.36) is given by (B.13)

⟨ϕ̂|TFGtt (t, φ)|ϕ̂⟩ = 1

4GN

−1

2
+

4GN

[
2h|c0|2 + 2h(2h+ 1)|c1|2

]
|c0|2 + 2h|c1|2

(3.48)

−
AGN

√
2h
[(
c0c

∗
1 + c1c

∗
0

)
cos(t+ φ) + i

(
c∗0c1 − c∗1c0

)
sin(t+ φ)

]
|c0|2 + 2h|c1|2

 .
The expectation value of the stress tensor of the corresponding dual state |Φ⟩ in the CFT
using (3.31) is given by

⟨Φ|Ttt(t, φ)|Φ⟩
⟨Φ|Φ⟩

= − c

12
+

2h|c0|2 + 2h(2h+ 1)|c1|2

|c0|2 + 2h|c1|2
(3.49)

+
2h

|c0|2 + 2h|c1|2
[
(c∗0c1 + c0c

∗
1) cos(t+ φ) + i(c∗0c1 − c∗1c0) sin(t+ φ)

]
.

Then comparing (3.48) and (3.49) to agree we find that

A = −Ã = −4
√
2h, (3.50)

and then using (3.47) we get
B = −B̃ = 8

√
2h. (3.51)

To summarize, the back reacted geometry corresponding to the state (3.36) is given by the
metric (3.38) with the functions (3.39) along with (3.40), (3.41) and with (3.45) and (3.46).

The back reacted geometry for the rest of the states in the list (3.3) are constructed in
the appendix D using the same methods.

3.3 Perturbed minimal area

Now that the back reacted geometry is constructed we can use it to evaluate the entangle-
ment entropy from the bulk using the Ryu-Takayanagi formula. This is the first term in
the FLM formula in (3.1), the length of the minimal geodesic between the two end points
of the interval on the boundary CFT. This is shown as the curve γA in figure 5. The curve
connects these ends points at the time t = 0. Since we are interested in the difference in
entanglement entropy between the ground state and the single particle excited state, it is
sufficient to consider the correction to the minimal length. We have found the back reacted
metric to the leading order in GN , therefore to the leading order the change in minimal
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area is given by
δA = A[g0 + δg]−A[g0] (3.52)

Where A[g] refers to the length of the geodesic γA evaluated with the metric g and g0 is
the metric of global AdS3 and g0 + δg is the back reacted metric.

The minimal length in the global AdS3 metric g0, is given by minimizing the functional

A[g0] = 2

∫ ∞

rmin

dr

√
1

r2 + 1
+ r2(φ′(r))2 , (3.53)

where rm is the turning point on the geodesic. The geodesic is determined by the differential
equation

φ′(r) = − rm

r
√
(r2 + 1) (r2 − r2m)

: Branch I, (3.54)

φ′(r) =
rm

r
√
(r2 + 1) (r2 − r2m)

: Branch II

The two signs for the slopes are allowed due to the fact that there is a turning point ar rm.
In Branch I, the angle increases as r decreases towards rm from infinity and in Branch II,
the angle continues to increase as r increases from rm to infinty. The integration constants
in Branch I part of the geodesic is fixed by demanding that the angle φ is the initial location
of the geodesic say φ = 0 at r → ∞. In Branch II, the integration constant is fixed by
demanding that the angle agrees with that of Branch I at the turning point, so that the
geodesic is continuous at r = rm. We will choose the initial angle φ = 0 since this is one of
the end points of interval we have chosen as we see from (2.6). This results in the following
equation for φ

φ =
π

2
− arctan

(
r2 +

√
(1 + r2)(r2 − r2m)

rm

)
, Branch I (3.55)

=
π

2
− arctan

(
r2 −

√
(1 + r2)(r2 − r2m)

rm

)
, Branch II.

Let us define
πx = arctan

1

rm
= arccot rm ≡

θ

2
. (3.56)

In Branch I, the angle φ increases from 0 to πx as r takes values from ∞ to rm and in
Branch II, the angle φ increases from πx to 2πx. Therefore the total size of the interval is
2πx = θ. We need to be careful about obtaining the curves precisely and locating the end
points of the geodesic at φ = 0 and φ = θ because we will need to deal with the situation
when the perturbed metric breaks the isometry in the φ direction and therefore the answer
will dependent on the location of the end points and not just the opening angle. We have
chosen the end points of the geodesic so as to agree with the choice we made in (2.6) for
the end points of the interval in the CFT.

Since we are interested in the correction to the leading order in GN as given in (3.52),
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it is easy to see that the geodesic is unchanged at this order since it is the minimal curve
and change in the area at order GN is obtained by substituting the shifted metric and
integrating it along the geodesic. Let the coefficient of grr be given as in (3.55)

grr =
1

1 + r2 + J4(t, r, φ)
. (3.57)

This form of this metric coefficient is general and it also takes care of the situation when
the change in metric is independent of the angle or time. Note that the the coefficient gφφ
and grφ remains unaltered in the back reacted metrics (3.26), (3.38). Therefore the shift in
the minimal area is given by

δA = −1

2

∫
γA

drJ4(t = 0, r, φ)
(r2 − r2min)

1
2

r(1 + r2)
3
2

, (3.58)

where the integral is taken along the geodesic curve given in (3.55). We set t = 0 since we
have chosen this time slice to evaluate the entanglement entropy.

Area shift for the state |ψ0,1⟩

Let us now apply this to the back reacted geometry corresponding to the states |ψ0,1⟩.
Reading out the perturbed metric from (3.26) with (3.29), (3.34) and applying in the
expression (3.58), we are led to evaluate the integral

δA|ψ0,1⟩ = 2GN

∫ ∞

rmin

dr

[
8(h+ 1)− 8

(4h3r4 + 2hr2 + h+ 1)

(r2 + 1)2h+1

] √
r2 − rm

r(1 + r2)
3
2

. (3.59)

Note that here the perturbed metric is independent of the angle φ. Hence to obatin the
total minimal area we have just doubled the contribution from Branch II.

δA|ψ0,1⟩

4GN
= 4(h+ 1)(1− rmarccot rm) (3.60)

−8h3r−4h
m

Γ(2h)Γ( 3
2
)

Γ(2h+ 3
2

) 2F1

(
2h+

5

2
, 2h, 2h+

3

2
,− 1

r2m

)
−4hr−4h−2

m

Γ(2h+ 1)Γ( 3
2
)

Γ(2h+ 5
2
)

2F1

(
2h+

5

2
, 2h+ 1, 2h+

5

2
,− 1

r2m

)
−2(h+ 1)r−4h−4

m

Γ(2h+ 2)Γ( 3
2
)

Γ(2h+ 7
2
)

2F1

(
2h+

5

2
, 2h+ 2, 2h+

7

2
,− 1

r2m

)
.

Substituting for rm in terms of the interval length πx from (3.56) , we see from the above
expression, that there are non-analytic terms in the expansion in terms of πx, keeping the
leading term we obtain

δA|ψ0,1⟩

4GN
= 4(h+ 1)(1− πx cotπx)− (2h)2

Γ(2h+ 1)Γ(32)

Γ(2h+ 3
2)

(πx)4h + · · · . (3.61)

On comparing this expression with the short distance expansion for the entanglement en-
tropy evaluated for the corresponding dual state in CFT given in (2.64) with l = 1, we
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see that the leading term agrees. However in the CFT the leading non-analytical term
starts at (πx)8h as opposed to (πx)4h in the minimal area. We will see in the next section,
that the (πx)4h term is cancelled by the leading contribution form the bulk entanglement
entropy Sbulk(ΣA) and the next order term will precisely match with the CFT result. This
phenomenon was also observed for the primary state |ψ0,0⟩ in the analysis of [18].

Area shift for the state |ϕ̂⟩, with angular momentum

The perturbed metric corresponding to the state |ϕ̂⟩ defined in (3.36) is given in (3.38) with
correction to the metric coefficient grr given in (3.39). Substituting this correction in the
expression for the shifted area (3.58), we obtain

δA|ϕ̂⟩

GN
=

1

(|c0|2 + 2h|c1|2)

{
− 2|c0|2

∫ ∞

rm

dr
d0,0(r)

(1 + r2)3/2

√
1− r2m

r2

−4h|c1|2
∫ ∞

rm

dr
d1,0(r)

(1 + r2)3/2

√
1− r2m

r2

−
√
2h(c1c

∗
0 + c0c

∗
1)

∫
γA

r
R4(r)

(1 + r2)3/2

√
1− r2m

r2
cosφ

+ i
√
2h(c1c

∗
0 − c0c∗1)

∫
γA

dr
R̃4(r)

(1 + r2)3/2

√
1− r2m

r2
sinφ

}
, (3.62)

≡ δA1

GN
+
δA2

GN
+
δA3

GN
+
δA4

GN
.

Note that for the first 2 terms we have doubled the contribution from the branche II since
the integrand does not depend on the angle. For the last 2 terms we have to substitute the
value of the angle φ given in (3.55) along the geodesic and perform the integral.

Let us proceed with the integrals for each of the 4 terms. Substituting the expression
for d0,0(r) from (3.40) for δA1, we obtain

δA1

4GN
=

|c0|2

(|c0|2 + 2h|c1|2)

∫ ∞

rm

dr
(
4h− 4h

(1 + r2)2h−1

)√r2 − r2m
r(r2 + 1)

3
2

, (3.63)

=
|c0|2

(|c0|2 + 2h|c1|2)

[
4h(1− rmarccot rm)−

Γ(2h+ 1)Γ(32)

Γ(2h+ 3
2)

2F1

(
2h+

1

2
, 2h, 2h+

3

2
;− 1

r2m

)]
.

On keeping the leading term in the non-analytical power of the interval πx, we obtain

δA1

4GN
=

|c0|2

(|c0|2 + 2h|c1|2)

[
4h(1− πx cotπx)−

Γ(2h+ 1)Γ(32)

Γ(2h+ 3
2)

(πx)4h

]
+ · · · . (3.64)
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Using d1,0(r) in (3.41), we get

δA2

4GN
=

h|c1|2

(|c0|2 + 2h|c1|2)

∫ ∞

rm

dr
(
4(2h+ 1)− 4

4h2r2 + 2h+ 1

(r2 + 1)2h

)√r2 − r2m
r(r2 + 1)

3
2

, (3.65)

=
|c1|2

(|c0|2 + 2h|c1|2)

[
4h(2h+ 1)(1− rm arctan(

1

rm
))

−(2h)2r−4h
m

Γ(2h+ 1)Γ( 32 )

Γ(2h+ 3
2 )

2F1

(
2h+

3

2
, 2h, 2h+

3

2
;− 1

r2m

)
−2h(2h+ 1)r−4h−2

m

Γ(2h+ 1)Γ( 32 )

Γ(2h+ 5
2 )

2F1

(
2h+

3

2
, 2h+ 1, 2h+

5

2
;− 1

r2m

)]
.

We can again keep only the leading term in the non-analytic power of the interval length
which results in

δA2

4GN
=

|c1|2

(|c0|2 + 2h|c1|2)

[
4h(2h+ 1)(1− πx cotπx)− (2h)2

Γ(2h+ 1)Γ(32)

Γ(2h+ 3
2)

(πx)4h

]
+ · · · .

(3.66)

Let us now proceed to evaluate the term δA3 in (3.62) which depends on the angular
position along the geodesic. For this we need to solve for cosφ in terms of the radial position
r along the 2 branches using (3.55). After some elementary manipulations we obtain

cosφ =
r2m
√
1 + r2 +

√
r2 − r2m

r(1 + r2m)
, Branch I, (3.67)

cosφ =
r2m
√
1 + r2 −

√
r2 − r2m

r(1 + r2m)
, Branch II.

Substituting this along with the expression for R4(r) from (3.45), we obtain

δA3

4GN
= −

√
h(c1c

∗
0 + c∗1c0)√

2(|c0|2 + 2h|c1|2)

∫ ∞

rm

dr
r2m
√
(1 + r2

r(1 + r2m)

(
4
√
2h(r2 + 1)

r
− 4
√
2h(2hr2 + 1)

r(1 + r2)2h−
1
2

) √
r2 − r2m)

r(1 + r2)
3
2

.

(3.68)

Here we have used the value of A from (3.50). We have also taken care of the orientation
of the Branch I with respect to Branch II to add the contribution from the 2 branches and
write it as one integral from rm to ∞. Performing the integral we obtain

δA3

4GN
= −

√
h(c1c

∗
0 + c∗1c0)√

2(|c0|2 + 2h|c1|2)

[
2
√
2hrm(

rm
1 + r2m

+ arccot rm)) (3.69)

−2
√
2h

r2m
(1 + r2m)

r−4h
m

Γ(2h+ 1)Γ( 32 )

Γ(2h+ 3
2 )

2F1(2h+
1

2
, 2h, 2h+

3

2
;− 1

r2m
)

− 2
√
2h

r2m
(1 + r2m)

r−4h−2
m

Γ(2h+ 1)Γ( 32 )

Γ(2h+ 5
2 )

2F1(2h+
1

2
, 2h+ 1, 2h+

5

2
;− 1

r2m
)

]
.
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Keeping the leading non-analytical power in the short interval expansion results in

δA3

4GN
=

c1c
∗
0 + c∗1c0

|c0|2 + 2h|c1|2

(
h cotπx(2πx− sin 2πx)− 2h

Γ(2h+ 1)Γ(32)

Γ(2h+ 3
2)

(πx)4h

)
+ · · · .

(3.70)

Finally we evaluate the term δA4 in (3.62). For this we need the value of sinφ in both
the branches of the minimal curve. Substituting the expression for φϕ in the branches from
(3.55) and after standard manipulations we obtain

sinφ =
rm(
√
1 + r2 −

√
r2 − r2m)

r(1 + r2m)
, Branch I, (3.71)

sinφ =
rm(
√
1 + r2 +

√
r2 − r2m)

r(1 + r2m)
, Branch II.

Then from (3.46), (3.50) and the definition of δ4A we get

δA4

4GN
= i

√
h(c1c

∗
0 − c∗1c0)√

2(|c0|2 + 2h|c1|2)

∫ ∞

rm

dr
rm
√

(1 + r2

r(1 + r2m)

(
4
√

2h(r2 + 1)

r
+

4
√
2h(2hr2 + 1)

r(1 + r2)2h−
1
2

) √
r2 − r2m)

r(1 + r2)
3
2

.

(3.72)

Here again we have added the contribution along the 2 branches of the geodesic taking into
account its orientation. Performing the integral we obtain

δA4

4GN
= i

√
h(c1c

∗
0 − c∗1c0)√

2(|c0|2 + 2h|c1|2)

[
2
√
2h(− rm

1 + r2m
+ arccot rm)) (3.73)

+2
√
2h

rm
(1 + r2m)

r−4h
m

Γ(2h+ 1)Γ( 32 )

Γ(2h+ 3
2 )

2F1(2h+
1

2
, 2h, 2h+

3

2
;− 1

r2m
)

+ 2
√
2h

rm
(1 + r2m)

r−4h−2
m

Γ(2h+ 1)Γ( 32 )

Γ(2h+ 5
2 )

2F1(2h+
1

2
, 2h+ 1, 2h+

5

2
;− 1

r2m
)

]
.

We retain the leading contribution of the non-analytical terms in the short interval expan-
sion to get

δA4

4GN
= i

c∗1c0 − c1c∗0
|c0|2 + 2h|c1|2

(
h(2πx− sin 2πx)− 2h

Γ(2h+ 1)Γ(32)

Γ(2h+ 3
2)

(πx)4h+1

)
+ · · · .

(3.74)

Summing up the contributions of all the minimal area corrections from (3.64), (3.66),
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(3.70) and (3.74) we get

δA

4GN
=

δA1

4GN
+
δA2

4GN
+
δA3

4GN
+
δA4

4GN
,

=
1

|c0|2 + 2h|c1|2
×

([
4h|c0|2 + 4h(2h+ 1)|c1|2

]
(1− πx cotπx)

+h
[
(c0c

∗
1 + c1c

∗
0) cotπx+ i(c0c

∗
1 − c1c∗0)

]
(2πx− sin 2πx)

)

−
Γ(32)Γ(2h+ 1)

Γ(2h+ 3
2)

(πx)4h

(c0|2 + 2h|c1|2)
×
(
|c0|2 + 2h(c0c

∗
1 + c∗0c1) + (2h)2|c1|2

)
+ · · · (3.75)

On comparing the leading correction, which consists of analytical terms in the short distance
expansion to the expression obtained from the CFT analysis in (2.74) to the first 2 lines of
the above equation we see that they precisely agree. We would like to emphasize that the
single particle state |ϕ̂⟩ in (3.36) breaks the isometry both in time and angular directions
of global AdS3. The evaluation of the corrections to minimal area involved integrating
corrections to the grr component of the metric which break the angular isometry and the
agreement of the leading term is a non-trivial check of the back reacted geometry. In the
next section we will show that the sub-leading non-analytical term in the interval length,
these are the terms in the last line of (3.75) cancel with a contribution form the bulk
entanglement entropy and the next leading terms are proportional to (πx)8h which will
agree with the CFT analysis in (2.75).

3.4 Bulk entanglement entropy

In this section we will follow the method introduced in [18] to evaluate the bulk entan-
glement entropy Sbulk(ΣA) of the region ΣA. This is the contribution to the holographic
entanglement entropy thinking of the bulk as an effective field theory. For our purposes we
can restrict ourselves to the scalar field. Then if |ψ⟩ is the single particle state of interest,
then the reduced density matrix is given by

ρbulk = TrΣ̄A

(
|ψ⟩⟨ψ|

)
. (3.76)

where Σ̄A is the region outside the entanglement wedge as indicated in figure 5. Then
from this reduced density matrix, one can evaluate the entanglement entropy using the
Von-Neumann’s formula. Since this involves a trace over a region in curved space, it is
non-trivial to perform. It is convenient to use the co-ordinate system in which the minimal
surface γA in global AdS3 is mapped to a horizon in the new geometry [33]. The map arises
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by parametrising the AdS3 hyperboloid in 2 different ways as follows

X0 =
√
r2 + 1 sin t, (3.77)

=
√
ρ2 − 1 sinh τ,

X1 =
√
r2 + 1 cos t,

= ρ cosh η coshx+
√
ρ2 − 1 sinh η cosh τ,

X2 = r sin(φ− θ

2
),

= ρ sinhx,

X3 = r cos(φ− θ

2
),

= cosh η
√
ρ2 − 1 cosh τ + ρ sinh η coshx,

Here θ is defined in (3.56) and the AdS3 hyperboloid is defined by

−X2
0 −X2

1 +X2
2 +X3

3 = −1. (3.78)

It is easy to see that the metric in the (ρ, τ, x) co-ordinates reduces to

ds2 = −(ρ2 − 1)dτ2 +
dρ2

ρ2 − 1
+ ρ2dx2, x ∈ R. (3.79)

From the parametrization in (3.77), we see that τ is periodic in the imaginary directions
τ ∼ τ + 2πi . The equations in (3.77) also define the transformation from the global AdS3
co-orodinates (r, t, φ) to the Rindler BTZ coordinates (ρ, τ, x) which is given by

r =

√
ρ2 sinh2 x+

(√
ρ2 − 1 cosh η cosh τ + ρ coshx sinh η

)2
,

t = arctan

(
sinh τ

√
ρ2 − 1

ρ coshx cosh η +
√
ρ2 − 1 cosh τ sinh η

)
,

φ− θ

2
= arctan

(
ρ sinhx√

ρ2 − 1 cosh τ cosh η + ρ coshx sinh η

)
. (3.80)

The usefulness of the Rindler co-ordinates is that the horizon at t = 0, ρ = 1 is the image
of the Ryu-Takayanagi minimal surface in global AdS3 once we make the identification

cosh η =
1

sin θ
2

=
√
r2m + 1. (3.81)

From (3.80) we see that the horizon is a surface in the co-ordinates r, φ given by

r2 = sinh2 x+ cosh2 x sinh2 η, tan(φ− θ

2
) =

sinhx

coshx sinh η
. (3.82)
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Eliminating x from the above equations and solving φ in terms of r, we obtain 2 branches

tan(φ− θ

2
) = −

√
r2 − r2m

rm(
√
1 + r2)

, Branch I, (3.83)

tan(φ− θ

2
) =

√
r2 − r2m

rm(
√
1 + r2)

, Branch II.

Using standard manipulations, we can write these equations as

tanφ =
rm(
√
1 + r2 −

√
r2 − r2m)

r2m
√
1 + r2 +

√
r2 − r2m

, Branch I, (3.84)

tanφ =
rm(
√
1 + r2 +

√
r2 − r2m)

r2m
√
1 + r2 −

√
r2 − r2m

, Branch II.

We see that the above equations precisely agree with the parametrization of the minimal
surface in (3.67) and (3.71), This concludes our proof that the horizon of the Rindler
BTZ metric in (3.79) coincides with the Ryu-Takanayagi surface using the co-ordinate
transformation (3.80).

The Rindler BTZ coordinates (3.80) does not cover the entire global AdS3, this can
be seen easily by the fact the range of φ is restricted once one chooses a definite branch of
arctan. The modes of the single particle states have support in both the branches, but one of
the branches is to the left of the horizon in the Penrose diagram just as in the Rindler patch
discription of flat Minkowski space. Therefore the left part of the Rindler BTZ corresponds
to the region Σ̄A in pure AdS3, while the right Rindler wedge corresponds to the region ΣA.
Tracing over the region in the left wedge corresponds to tracing over the region Σ̄A. Just as
the transformation of the global Minkowski vacuum to the Rindler space, the global AdS3
vacuum can be written as a thermofield double state in the Rindler left and right vacua

|0⟩ =
∑
n

e−
2πEn

2 |n∗⟩L|n⟩R. (3.85)

Here L,R refers to the left and right Rindler Hilbert spaces, the temperature of the ther-
mofield double is decided from the temperature of the Rindler BTZ geometry (3.79). From
the geometry we see that the inverse temperature β = 2π. The label for the states n is con-
tinuous, which implies the sum over n is an integral. The state |n∗⟩L is the CPT conjugate
of the corresponding state on the right Rindler patch.

To obtain the states corresponding to the single particle excitations in the Rindler BTZ,
we expand the scalar field in these coordinates as

ϕ(ρ, τ, x) =
∑
I∈L,R

∫
ω>0

dωdk

4π2

(
e−iωτ bω,k,I(ρ, x)gω,k,I(ρ, x) + eiωτ b†ω,k,I(ρ, x)g

∗
ω,k,I(ρ, x)

)
.

(3.86)

Here gω,k,I(ρ, x) are the left and right eigen modes of the Laplacian in Rindler space which
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are given by [34]

gω,k,I = Nω,ke
ikxρ−2h

(
1− 1

ρ2

)− iω
2

2F1

[
h− i(ω + k)

2
, h− i(ω − k)

2
, 2h;

1

ρ2

]
(3.87)

where I ∈ {L,R}.

The normalization constant is given by

Nω,k =

Γ
(
h+ i

2(ω + k)
)
Γ
(
h− i

2(ω + k)
)
Γ
(
h+ i

2(ω − k)
)
Γ
(
h− i

2(ω − k)
)

2ωΓ(2h)2Γ(iω)Γ(−iω)


1
2

. (3.88)

This normalization is fixed by demanding that the creation and annihilation operators obey
the commutation relations [35] 7

[bω,k,I , b
†
ω′,k′,I′ ] = 4π2δ(ω − ω′)δ(k − k′)δII′ . (3.89)

Let us now recall some known properties of the global AdS3 vacuum and the relations
between the creation annihilation operators in the two co-ordinate systems. Since the AdS3
vacuum is written in terms of thermofield double as given in (3.85), the trace over Σ̄A or
the left Rindler wedge leads to the thermal state

ρ0 = TrΣ̄A

(
|0⟩⟨0|

)
= e−2πHR . (3.90)

here ĤR is the Hamiltonian of the single particle excitations in the right wedge given by

HR =
∑
ω,k

w b†ω,k,Rbω,k,R. (3.91)

Furthermore the thermofield double satisfies the usual properties

bω,k,L|0⟩ = e−πωb†ω,−k,R|0⟩, b†ω,k,L|0⟩ = eπωbω,−k,R|0⟩, (3.92)

From the fact that the field ϕ can be expanded in modes in either the Rindler coordinates
or in the global AdS3 coordinates, we must have the relation

am,n =
∑
I,ω,k

(αm,n;ω,k,Ibω,k,I + βm,n;α,k,lb
†
ω,k,I), (3.93)

where αm,n;ω,k,I , αm,n;ω,k,I are the Bogoliubov coefficients relating the creation and annihi-
lation operators in the two coordinates. Here the we use the notation∑

ω

=

∫ ∞

0

dω

2π
,

∑
k

=

∫ ∞

−∞

dk

2π
. (3.94)

7One way to fix the normalization is examine the equal time canonical commutation relation
[ϕ(ρ, τ, x), ∂0(ρ

′, τ, x′)] close to the horizon ρ, ρ′ ∼ 1.
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Since the global vacuum is annihilated by the operators am,n, we see that Bogoliubov
coefficients must satisfy the relations

αω,k,L = −eπωβ∗ω,−k,R, β∗ω,k,L = −e−πωαω,−k,R. (3.95)

The canonical commutation relations (3.11) together with (3.93) results in the following
property of the Bogoliubov coefficients∑

I,ω,k

(
αm,n;ω,k,Iα

∗
m′,n′;ω,k,I − β∗m,n;ω,k,Iβm′,n′;ω,k,I

)
= δm,m′δn,n′ . (3.96)

This constraint on the Bogoliubov coefficients can be re-written in terms of only the coef-
ficients in the right patch using (3.95)∑
ω,k

[
αm,n;ω,k,Rα

∗
m′,n′;ω,k,R(1−e−2πω)−βm,n;ω,k,Rβ∗m′,n′;ω,k,R(1−e2πω)

]
= δm,m′δn,n′ . (3.97)

Finally, using (3.93) and (3.95) we can write the single particle state in global AdS3 as an
excitation involving only the right sector

|ψm,n⟩ =
∑
ω,k

[
(1− e−2πω)α∗

m,n;ω,k,Rb
†
ω,k,R + (1− e2πω)βm,n;ω,k,Rbω,k,R

]
|0⟩. (3.98)

This is the key relation which allows to perform the trace over the left sector or Σ̄A easily.
The trace over the left sector results in a thermal vacuum over which we have single particle
excitation.

We can now provide the general formula for the bulk entanglement entropy of excited
states in terms of a density matrix written in BTZ Rindler modes. Let us consider the
following single particle state

|ψ⟩ =
∑
m,n

Bm,na
†
mn|0⟩, (3.99)

=
∑

m,n,ω,k

Bm,n

[
(1− e−2πω)α∗

m,n;ω,k,Rb
†
ω,k,R + (1− e2πω)βm,n;ω,k,Rbω,k,R

]
|0⟩.

Here the coefficients Bm,n are such that the state is normalised to unity∑
mn

|Bm,n|2 = 1. (3.100)

All the operators in (3.99) belong to the right sector, from now on we ignore the subscript
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R, writing the density matrix of the state |ψ⟩, we have

ρ =
∑

m,n,ω,k

Bm,n

[
(1− e−2πω)α∗

m,n;ω,kb
†
ω,k + (1− e2πω)βm,n;ω,kbω,k

]
|0⟩⟨0|

×
∑

m′,n′,ω′,k′

B∗
m′,n′

[
(1− e−2πω′

)αm′,n′;ω′,k′bω′,k′ + (1− e2πω′
)β∗m′,n′;ω′,k′b

†
ω′,k′

]
.

(3.101)

Now tracing out the left sector we obtain

ρbulk ≡ TrHLρ. (3.102)

For the excited state in (3.99), we obtain the following reduced density matrix

ρbulk =
∑

m,n,ω,k

Bm,n

[
(1− e−2πω)α∗

m,n;ω,kb
†
ω,k + (1− e2πω)βm,n;ω,kbω,k

]
ρ0

×
∑

m′,n′,ω′,k′

B∗
m′,n′

[
(1− e−2πω′

)αm′,n′;ω′,k′bω′,k′ + (1− e2πω′
)β∗m′,n′;ω′,k′b

†
ω′,k′

]
.

(3.103)

and ρ0 is defined in (3.90).

We wish to evaluate the difference in single interval entanglement between the single
particle excitations and the ground state in the CFT. When we consider the bulk enatngle-
ment entropy this translates as,

Sbulk(ΣA) = lim
n→1

Sn :bulk(ΣA), Sn :bulk(ΣA) =
1

1− n
log

Tr(ρbulk)
n

Trρn0
. (3.104)

Here the division by the denominator ensures that the contribution to the single interval
bulk entanglement from the vacuum is subtracted just as in the case of the CFT calculation
in (2.3). In principle it is possible to evaluate the trace Tr(ρbulk)

n using the creation and
annihilation operator algebra and the following two point function

Tr(ρ0b
†
ω,kbω′,k′) =

4π2δ(ω − ω′)δ(k − k′)
e2πω − 1

. (3.105)

For this we would need the Bogoliubov coefficients and also perform integrals over ω and k
and then analytically continue in the replica index n to obtain the entanglement entropy.
In the CFT analysis in section 2, we saw that it was possible to analytically continue in n
while performing the short interval expansion.

In the next sub-sections 3.4.1, 3.4.2, we follow [18] and obtain the leading and sub-
leading corrections to the short interval expansion of the bulk entanglement entropy. The
analysis in [18] was done for the state |ψ0,0⟩, here we generalise the analysis to a linear
combination of single particle states. Then we apply our result to to evaluate the bulk
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m n limr→∞ |ψm,n⟩ limη→∞
αm,n;ω,k
α0,0;ω,k

= limη→∞
βm,n;ω,k
β0,0;ω,k

0 0 1√
2π

1
r2h

1

0 1 1√
2π

2h
r2h
e−it 2h

0 2 1√
2π

h(2h+1)
r2h

e−2it h(2h+ 1)

1 0 1√
2π

√
2h
r2h

e−iteiφ
√
2h

2 0 1√
2π

√
h(2h+1)

r2h
e−2ite2iφ

√
h(2h+ 1)

Table 2: This table demonstrates the scaling Bogoliubov coefficients for different modes
with respect to the lowest mode |ψ0,0⟩ in short interval limit η → ∞. The third column
shows the behaviour of the normalized wave function of the corresponding state at asymp-
totic infinity. The fourth column evaluates the ratio of the Bogoliubov coefficients in the
short distance limit. Note that the scaling coefficient is proportional to the norm of the
corresponding state in the CFT.

entanglement entropies for the states |ψ0,1⟩ and the state |ϕ̂⟩ using the knowledge of the
Bogoliubov coefficients for these states evaluated in appendix C. One of the important
results of evaluating the Bogoliubov coefficients for higher level excitations is that in the
short distance limit of interest the Bogoliubov coefficients of all higher excitations are
proportional to the Bogoliubov coefficients for the lowest energy excitation |ψ0,0⟩. The
proportionality constant depends on the weight of the primary and is proportional to the
norm of the corresponding state in the CFT. For the first few levels, this behaviour can be
seen in results summarised in the table 2. This behaviour of the Bogoliubov coefficients
will enable us to finally obtain the bulk entanglement entropy and compare with the CFT
analysis.

3.4.1 Short interval expansion of bulk entanglement: first order

When the entangling intervals are small, the density matrix ρbulk should admit a short
interval expansion from ρ0. This can roughly be seen by examining the explicit form of the
Bogoliubov coeffiicents evaluated in appendix C which are proportional to (cosh η)−2h and
the fact the the density matrix in (3.103) is quadratic in the Bogoliubov coeffiicents. From
the relation (3.81), we see that

for θ → 0, η →∞. (3.106)
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This then implies that the density matrix admits a short interval expansion. Therefore we
define

δρ = ρbulk − ρ0. (3.107)

Consider the expansion

Tr(ρbulk)
n = Tr(ρ0 + δρ)n = Tr(ρn0 ) + nTr(ρn−1

0 δρ) +O(δρ2), (3.108)

= (1− n)Tr(ρn0 ) + nTr(ρn−1
0 ρbulk).

where we have retained only the first order corrections to the density matrix. Evaluating
the bulk entanglement using (3.104) we obtain

S
(1)
bulk(ΣA) = lim

n→1
Sn :bulk(ΣA)

= −∂nSn :bulk(ΣA)
∣∣
n=1

= −Tr(ρbulk log ρ0) + Tr(ρ0 log ρ0). (3.109)

Here we have used the fact that the density matrices are normalised i.e. Trρ0 = Trρbulk = 1.
Substituting ρbulk from (3.103), we obtain

S
(1)
bulk(ΣA) = (3.110)∑
m1,n1,m3,n3

ω1,ω2,ω3,k1,k2,k3

(
Tr
{
ρ0B

∗
m1,n1

[
(1− e−2πω1)αm1,n1;ω1,k1bω1,k1 + (1− e2πω1)β∗m1,n1;ω1,k1b

†
ω1,k1

]
×2πω2b

†
ω2,k2

bω2,k2

×Bm3,n3

[
(1− e−2πω3)α∗

m3,n3;ω3,k3b
†
ω3,k3

+ (1− e2πω3)βm3,n3;ω3,k3bω3,k3

]})
+Tr(ρ0 log ρ0).

After some thought, it is easy to see that the term on the last line cancels the self contraction
terms involving b†ω2,k2

and bω2,k2 . To demonstrate this we must use the Wick rules (3.105),
the constraint among the Bogoliubov coefficients (3.97) together with the normalization
(3.100). Evaluating the remaining contractions we obtain

S
(1)
bulk(ΣA) = 2π

∑
m1,n1,m2,n2

ω,k

ω
[
B∗
m1,n1

Bm2,n2(αm1,n1;w,kα
∗
m2,n2;ω,k + β∗m1,n1;w,kβm2,n2;ω,k)

]
.

(3.111)

To declutter the subsequent expressions it is convenient to introduce the notation

B · α∗
i =

∑
m,n

Bm,nα
∗
m,n;ωi,ki

, B · βi =
∑
m,n

Bm,nβm,n;ωi,ki . (3.112)
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Using this, the first order correction to the bulk entanglement entropy is written as

S
(1)
bulk(ΣA) = 2π

∑
ω1,k1

ω
(
|B · α∗

1|2 + |B · β1|2
)
. (3.113)

Let us proceed to apply this expression to evaluate the leading order bulk entanglement for
the two states |ψ0,1⟩ and the linear combination |ϕ̂⟩ defined in (3.36).

First order bulk entanglement for the state |ψ0,1⟩

To use the expression (3.113) for the first order correction to the bulk entanglement entropy
corresponding to the state |ψ0,1⟩ we need to set B0,1 = 1 while the remaining coefficients
vanish. Then we obtain

S
(1)
bulk(ΣA)||ψ0,1⟩ = 2π

∑
ω,k

ω(|α0,1;ω,k|2 + |β0,1;ω,k|2
)
. (3.114)

The relevant Bogoliubov coefficients have been evaluated in appendix C. They are given in
equations (C.25) and (C.26). Since the α and β coefficients come as sum, rather than the
difference as in the constraint(3.97), we can take the short distance or the η → ∞ limit
point wise in the integral over the frequencies and momenta. We see from the results in the
appendix that the Bogoliubov coefficients behave as

lim
η→∞

α0,1;ω,k =
2h

(cosh η)2h
F (ω, k), (3.115)

lim
η→∞

β0,1;ω,k = −
2h

(cosh η)2h
F (ω, k).

where

F (ω, k) =
22h
√
ω

Γ(2h)
√
4π

∣∣∣∣Γ(iw)Γ(h+ i
ω − k
2

)
Γ
(
h− iω − k

2

)∣∣∣∣ . (3.116)

It is relevant to point out an important property of the Bogoliubov coefficients of the excited
state compared to the ground state. The Bogoliubov coefficient of the ground state |ψ0,0⟩
which was evaluated in [18], they are given by

α0,0;ω,k =
1

(cosh η)2h

[
eη − i
eη + i

]iω
F (ω, k), (3.117)

β0,0;ω,k = −
1

(cosh η)2h

[
eη + i

eη − i

]iω
F (ω, k).

From (3.115) and (3.117), in the short interval limit, we obtain the scaling property

lim
η→∞

α0,1;ω,k = 2h lim
η→∞

α0,0;ω,k, lim
η→∞

β0,1;ω,k = 2h lim
η→∞

β0,0;ω,k. (3.118)

Therefore in the short interval limit, the leading behaviour of the Bogoliubov coefficients
for the excited state is the same as that of the ground state but for a pre-factor. In the
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appendix C, we observe this property for all the 4 excited states we study in this paper.
The results are summarized in table 2. The scaling property of Bogoliubov coefficients in
(3.118) makes it easy to evaluate the correction to bulk entanglement entropy in (3.114).
Substituting, we obtain the bulk entanglement entropy

S
(1)
bulk(ΣA)||ψ0,1⟩ =

(2h)2

(cosh η)2h

∫ ∞

0

dω

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

dk

2π
24hω2F1(ω, k), (3.119)

where

F1(ω, k) =
1

(Γ(2h))2

∣∣∣∣Γ(iω)Γ(h+ i
ω + k

2

)
Γ
(
h+ i

ω − k
2

)∣∣∣∣2 . (3.120)

Note that due to the scaling property of the Bogoliubov coefficients, the relevant double
integral over ω, k remains same as that of the ground state. This double integral has been
evaluated numerically in [18] 8 ,∫ ∞

0

dω

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

dk

2π
24hω2F1(ω, k) =

Γ(2h+ 1)Γ(32)

Γ(2h+ 3
2)

. (3.121)

Substituting in (3.119), we finally obtain

S
(1)
bulk(ΣA)||ψ0,1⟩ = (2h)2

Γ(2h+ 1)Γ(32)

Γ(2h+ 3
2)

(πx)4h + · · · . (3.122)

As anticipated comparing the minimal area corresponding to this state from (3.61), we
see that the first order correction from the bulk entanglement entropy cancels the non-
analytical term in x from the minimal area corresponding to the state |ψ0,1⟩. Therefore we
would need to evaluate the second order correction to the bulk entanglement entropy to
compare with the results from CFT, which will be performed in the next subsection 3.4.2.

First order bulk entanglement for the state |ϕ̂⟩

Let us proceed with the evaluation of the leading bulk entanglement for the state |ϕ̂⟩ given
by (3.36). For this state the non-vanishing B’s are

B0,0 =
c0√

|c0|2 + 2h|c1|2
, B1,0 =

√
2hc1√

|c0|2 + 2h|c1|2
(3.123)

From the appendix equations (C.41) and (C.40), we again observe that the relevant Bogoli-
ubov coefficient has the scaling property

lim
η→∞

α1,0;ωk =
√
2h lim

η→∞
α0,0;ωk (3.124)

lim
η→∞

β1,0;ωk =
√
2h lim

η→∞
β0,0;ωk

8We have also verified this result numerically
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Using this property in the expression for the leading order contribution to the bulk en-
tanglement entropy in (3.113) and the coefficients in (3.123) together with the integral in
(3.121), we obtain

S
(1)
bulk(ΣA)||ϕ̂⟩ =

(
|B0,0|2 +

√
2h(B0,0B

∗
1,0 +B∗

0,0B1,0) + 2h|B1,0|2
)Γ(2h+ 1)Γ(32)

Γ(2h+ 3
2)

(πx)4h + · · ·

=

[ ∣∣c0 + 2hc1
∣∣2

|c0|2 + 2h|c1|2

]
Γ(2h+ 1)Γ(32)

Γ(2h+ 3
2)

(πx)4h + · · ·

(3.125)

In the second line we have substituted for the B’s from (3.123). Again comparing the
non-analytical correction to the minimal surface in (3.75) we observe that the leading con-
tribution from the bulk entanglement entropy precisely cancels the correction from the
minimal surface.

The phenomenon of the leading non-analytical correction from the minimal surface
cancelling with the leading contribution from the bulk entanglement entropy was observed
for the ground state in [18]. This cancellation is necessary so that the gravitational Gauss
law holds true as argued in [18] following [5, 36, 37]. It is satisfying the our explicit
calculation especially for a state that breaks both time translational symmetry and angular
isometry are consistent with the arguments that follow from the gravitational Gauss law
[25, 26].

3.4.2 Short interval expansion of bulk entanglement: second order

At second order, the density matrix can be expanded as

Tr(ρnbulk)
∣∣∣
(2)

=
n

2

n−2∑
q=0

Tr(δρρq0δρρ
n−2−q
0 ), (3.126)

=
n

2
Tr(ρbulkρ̃(n)ρ

n−2
0 )− n(n− 1)Tr(ρn−1

0 ρbulk) +
n(n− 1)

2
Tr(ρn0 ).

where we have substituted the definition of δρ in the 2nd line and

ρ̃(n) =

n−2∑
q=0

ρq0 ρbulk ρ
−q
0 . (3.127)

We also define ρ̃(1) = 0. To further simplify we can use the following identities

ρq0b
†
i = b†iρ

q
0e

2πqωi , ρq0bi = biρ
q
0e

−2πqωi , (3.128)
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where bi ≡ bωi,ki , there are similar identities which can be obtained from the creation and
annihilation algebra. With these manipulations we can write

ρ̃(n) =
∑
ω1,ω2
k1,k2

[1− e2π(ω2−ω1)(n−1)

1− e2π(ω2−ω1)
(1− e−2πω1)(1− e−2πω2)(B · α∗

1)(B
∗ · α2)b

†
1ρ0b2

+
1− e−2π(ω1+ω2)(n−1)

1− e−2π(ω1+ω2)
(1− e−2πω1)(1− e2πω2)(B · α∗

1)(B
∗ · β∗2)b

†
1ρ0b

†
2

+
1− e2π(ω1+ω2)(n−1)

1− e2π(ω1+ω2)
(1− e2πω1)(1− e−2πω2)(B · β1)(B∗ · α2)b1ρ0b2

+
1− e2π(ω1−ω2)(n−1)

1− e2π(ω1−ω2)
(1− e2πω1)(1− e2πω2)(B · β1)(B∗ · β∗2)b1ρ0b

†
2

]
.

(3.129)

The 2nd order correction to the entanglement entropy is obtained by evaluating the
derivative with respect to n and unity

S(2)(ΣA) = −∂nTr(ρnbulk)
∣∣∣
(2),n=1

, (3.130)

=
1

2
− 1

2
Tr
[
ρbulkρ̃

′(1)ρ−1
0

]
.

Substituting for ρbulk from (3.103) and using identities (3.128), the second order contribu-
tion to the bulk entanglement entropy is given by

S(2)(ΣA) =
1

2
+

1

2

∑
ω1,ω2ω3ω4
k1,k2,k3,k4

[
(3.131)

+2π(ω2 − ω1)
(1− e−2πω1)(e2πω2 − 1)(1− e−2πω3)(1− e−2πω4)

1− e2π(ω2−ω1)
(B · α∗

1)(B
∗ · α2)(B · α∗

3)(B
∗ · α4)Tr(ρ0b4b

†
1b2b

†
3)

+2π(ω2 − ω1)
(1− e−2πω1)(e2πω2 − 1)(1− e2πω3)(1− e2πω4)

1− e2π(ω2−ω1)
(B · α∗

1)(B
∗ · α2)(B · β3)(B∗ · β∗

4 )Tr(ρ0b
†
4b

†
1b2b3)

+2π(ω1 − ω2)
(1− e2πω1)(e−2πω2 − 1)(1− e−2πω3)(1− e−2πω4)

1− e2π(ω1−ω2)
(B · β1)(B∗ · β∗

2 )(B · α∗
3)(B

∗ · α4)Tr(ρ0b4b1b
†
2b

†
3)

+2π(ω1 − ω2)
(1− e2πω1)(e−2πω2 − 1)(1− e2πω3)(1− e2πω4)

1− e2π(ω1−ω2)
(B · β1)(B∗ · β∗

2 )(B · β3)(B∗ · β∗
4 )Tr(ρ0b

†
4b1b

†
2b3)

−2π(ω1 + ω2)
(1− e−2πω1)(e−2πω2 − 1)(1− e2πω3)(1− e−2πω4)

1− e−2π(ω1+ω2)
(B · α∗

1)(B
∗ · β∗

2 )(B · β3)(B∗ · α4)Tr(ρ0b4b
†
1b

†
2b3)

+2π(ω1 + ω2)
(1− e2πω1)(e2πω2 − 1)(1− e−2πω3)(1− e2πω4)

1− e2π(ω1+ω2)
(B · β1)(B∗ · α2)(B · α∗

3)(B
∗ · β∗

4 )Tr(ρ0b
†
4b1b2b

†
3)

]
.

Each of the 6 terms has two possible Wick contractions. The contractions between the
1 and 2-oscillators in the first 4 terms can be grouped using the constraint among the
Bogoliubov coefficients (3.97) and the normalization (3.100). These 4 terms result in −1

2
cancelling the very first constant. The remaining 8 terms can be simplified using the steps
we illustrate for the term on the 2nd line of the equation in (3.131). Consider the Wick
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contraction between the oscillators b4, b
†
1 and b2, b

†
3 which is given by

T =
1

2

∑
ω1,ω2ω3ω4
k1,k2,k3,k4

[
(3.132)

2π(ω2 − ω1)
(1− e−2πω1)(e2πω2 − 1)(1− e−2πω3)(1− e−2πω4)

1− e2π(ω2−ω1)
(B · α∗

1)(B
∗ · α2)(B · α∗

3)(B
∗ · α4)⟨b4b†1⟩⟨b2b

†
3⟩

]
,

=
1

2

∑
ω1,ω2
k1,k2

2π(ω2 − ω1)
(1− e−2πω1)(e2πω2 − 1)

1− e2π(ω2−ω1)
|B · α∗

1|2|B · α∗
2|2.

Using similar manipulations, the second order contribution to the bulk entanglement en-
tropy simplifies to

S(2)(ΣA) =
1

2

∑
ω1,ω2
k1,k2

[
2π(ω1 − ω2)

(1− e−2πω1)(1− e2πω2)

1− e2π(ω2−ω1)

∣∣∣(B · α∗
1)(B

∗ · α2) + (B∗ · β∗1)(B · β2)
∣∣∣2

+2π(ω1 + ω2)
(1− e2πω1)(1− e2πω2)

1− e2π(ω1+ω2)
2
{
|B · α∗

1|2|B∗ · β2|2 + (B · α∗
1)(B

∗ · β∗2)(B∗ · α2)(B · β1)
}]
.

(3.133)

The last term in the 2nd line is also real, this can be seen by interchanging the dummy
variables 1↔ 2.

Second order bulk entanglement for the state |ψ0,1⟩

For evaluating the second order bulk entanglement for the state |ψ0,1⟩ we set B0,1 = 1,
with the rest of the coefficients vanishing in (3.133). Since we are interested in the leading
contribution in the short distance expansion, we can use the scaling property of the Bogoli-
ubov coeffcients α0,1;ω,k, β0,1;ω,k given in (3.118). This leads us to the following expression
for the second order bulk entanglement

S(2)(ΣA)||ψ0,1⟩ =
(2h)4

(cosh η)8h
I. (3.134)

where

I =

∫ ∞

0
dω1dω2

∫ ∞

−∞
dk1dk2

28hω1ω2

64π5
F1(ω1, k1)F1(ω2k2)

×
[
(ω1 − ω2)

(1− e−2πω1)(1− e2πω2)

1− e2π(ω2−ω1)
+ (ω1 + ω2)

(1− e2πω1)(1− e2πω2)

1− e2π(ω1+ω2)

]
,

= −
Γ(32)Γ(4h+ 1)

Γ(4h+ 3
2)

. (3.135)
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In the last line we have used the result in [18] which was obtained by numerically evaluating
the integral and comparing it with the analytical form 9. Now substituting the result of
integral in (3.134) and using the relation between η and the interval size in (3.81), we obtain

S(2)(ΣA)||ψ0,1⟩ = −(2h)
4Γ(

3
2)Γ(4h+ 1)

Γ(4h+ 3
2)

(πx)8h. (3.136)

Finally summing up the minimal area correction (3.61), the first order and second order
bulk entanglement entropy from (3.122), (3.136), we obtain

SFLM(ρA)
∣∣∣
|ψ0,1⟩

= 4(h+ 1)(1− πx cotπx)− (2h)4
Γ(32)Γ(4h+ 1)

Γ(4h+ 3
2)

(πx)8h + · · · .(3.137)

The above result precisely agrees with the corresponding CFT result given in (2.64) as
advertised. Note the fact that Bogoliubov coefficients of the descendent obey the scal-
ing property in (3.118) was crucially responsible for this agreement in the short distance
expansions.

Second order bulk entanglement for the state |ϕ̂⟩

For the state |ϕ̂⟩, we substitute the coefficients defined in (3.123) and the scaling property
of the Bogoliubov coefficients in (3.124) in the expression (3.133). We arrive at the result

S(2)(ΣA)||ϕ̂⟩ = −

[ ∣∣c0 + 2hc1
∣∣2

|c0|2 + 2h|c1|2

]2
Γ(32)Γ(4h+ 1)

Γ(4h+ 3
2)

(πx)8h. (3.138)

Summing up the minimal area contribution from (3.75), the first order and second order
bulk entanglement entropies from (3.125), (3.138), we obtain the entanglement entropy due
to the FLM proposal. We see that the above result precisely agrees with the non-analytic
contribution to the single interval entanglement of the state |ϕ̂⟩ evaluated in the CFT given
in (2.74) and (2.75).

This concludes our verification of the FLM formula for the 2 states |ψ0,1⟩ and the linear
combination |ϕ̂⟩. In appendix we have given some details of the check of the FLM formula
for the remaining states in the list (3.3). In summary the minimal area together with
the bulk entanglement entropy for the excited states agree with the entanglement entropy
evaluated in the CFT.

3.5 Entanglement entropy of the Bañados state

In [27] the holographic dual of the coherent state defined in (2.84) was identified to be the
Bañados geometry given by 10

ds2 =
dη2

η2
+

1

η2
(dw + η2L̄(w̄)dw̄)(dw̄ + η2L(w)dw). (3.139)

9We have again verified the result of the integral numerically.
10Here we are using Euclidean signature.
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These geometries were constructed in [28], they are solutions to the vacuum Einstein’s
equations as long as L(z), L̄(z̄) are holomorphic and anti-holomorphic functions of z re-
spectively. The rationale for this identification was that the expectation value of the stress
tensor in the coherent state given in (3.139) agrees with that evaluated from the above
geometry. Let us briefly review this, we can easily read out the boundary stress tensor from
the metric (3.139) since it is in the Fefferman-Graham form. We obtain

Tww|FG = − 1

4GN
L(w) = − c

6
L(w). (3.140)

Here we have a negative sign due to the Euclidean signature. To obtain the second equality,
we have used the Brown-Henneaux formula (3.33). Similarly we have

Tw̄w̄|FG = − c
6
L̄(w̄). (3.141)

We will focus on the coherent state (2.84), with k = 1 which is given by

|Ψ1(z, z̄)⟩ = (1− zz̄)h
∞∑
l=0

zl

l!
Ll−1|h 0⟩. (3.142)

(z, z̄) are the parameters labelling the coherent state. Using standard methods in CFT as
developed in [27], we evaluate the expectation of the stress tensor in the CFT

⟨Ψ1|T (w)|Ψ1⟩ =
c

12
{f1(w), w}, (3.143)

where

f1(w) =
(w − z
w − 1

z̄

)α
, α =

√
1− 24h

c
, (3.144)

and the Schwarzian is given by

{f(w), w} = f ′′′(w)

f ′(w)
− 3

2

(f ′′(w)
f ′(w)

)2
. (3.145)

For the anti-holomorphic side of the state (3.143) we have the vacuum, therefore the ex-
pectation value is given by

⟨Ψ1|T̄ (w̄)|Ψ1⟩ =
c

12
{f̄1(w̄), w̄}, f̄1(w̄) =

( w̄ − ẑ
w̄ − 1

¯̂z

)
, (3.146)

= 0.

This is because h̄ = 0, therefore ᾱ = 1. Note that the expectation value of the anti-
holomorphic stress tensor vanishes on the plane since h = 0. The Bañados geometry dual
to this state is obtained by identifying the expectation value of the stress tensor in the CFT
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with that given by geometry in (3.139). Therefore we have

⟨Ψ1|T (w)|Ψ1⟩ =
c

12
{f1(w), w} = −

c

6
L(w), (3.147)

⟨Ψ1|T̄ (w̄)|Ψ1⟩ =
c

12
{f̄1(w̄), w̄} = −

c

6
L̄(w̄).

Now that we have been given the geometry corresponding to the coherent state, we
evaluate the entanglement entropy for a single interval by the Ryu-Takayanagi formula.
This was done in [27] in which the geodesic lengths between 2 points on the boundary of
the Bañados geometry was obtained. The entanglement entropy for a single interval is given
by

Ŝ(x, y) =
c

12
log

(f1(x)− f1(y))2

f ′1(x)f
′
1(y)

+
c

12
log

(f̄1(x̄)− f̄1(ȳ))2

f̄ ′1(x̄)f̄
′
1(ȳ)

. (3.148)

Here (x, y) parametrise the end points of the interval which is given by (e2πix, e2πiy). Since
our geometry is a cylinder we substitute z → e2πix in the maps. Therefore we work with

f1(x) =

(
e2πix − z
e2πix − 1

z̄

)α1

, α1 =

√
1− 24h

c
, (3.149)

f̄1(x̄) =

(
e−2πix̄ − z̄
e−2πix̄ − 1

¯̂z

)α1

, ᾱ1 = 1.

The expression in (3.149) measures the entanglement entropy across an interval, we will
take x, y to be real so that we are on the constant time slice on the cylinder.

In section 2.6, we have evaluated the entanglement entropy for the coherent state in
the short distance expansion. The leading order entanglement above the vacuum which
is proportional to the weight h is given in (2.89), while the next leading term is given in
(2.92). We note that the expansion is also organised in terms of a series in h/c. Therefore
to compare the result in (3.149) with that in the CFT we expand in h/c. We obtain

Ŝ(x, y) =
c

3
log

(
sinπ(x− y)

π

)
(3.150)

+h

{
2 +

2z + 2z̄e2πi(x+y) − (1 + zz̄)(e2πix + e2πiy)

(e2πix − e2πiy)(1− zz̄)
log

(e2πix − z)(1− e2πiy z̄)
(e2πiy − z)(1− e2πixz̄)

}

−6h2

c

{
− 4− 2z + 2e2πi(x+y)z̄ − (1 + zz̄)(e2πix + e2πiy)

(e2πix − e2πiy)(1− zz̄)
log

(e2πix − z)(1− e2πiy z̄)
(e2πiy − z)(1− e2πixz̄)

+2
(e2πix − z)(e2πiy − z)(1− e2πixz̄)(1− e2πiy z̄)

(e2πix − e2πiy)2(1− zz̄)2

[
log

(e2πix − z)(1− e2πiy z̄)
(e2πiy − z)(1− e2πixz̄)

]2}
+ · · · .

The leading term is the entanglement entropy due to the vacuum. Observe that the second
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term, which is linear in h precisely matches the expression in (2.89) on identifying

e2πix → u, e2πiy → v. (3.151)

Finally to compare the O(h2/c) term, we need to note that the CFT calculation was done
at short distance together with the v = 1 or y = 0. The short distance expansion of this
term is given by

lim
x→0

Ŝ(x, 0)|h2 = −8h2

15c

(1− zẑ)4

(1− z)4(1− ẑ)4
(πx)4 + · · · . (3.152)

This precisely agrees with the calculation obtained in the CFT in (2.92). This agreement
serves as one more check on the identification of the geometry given in (3.139) with (3.147)
to be dual to the coherent state (3.142). This check was done using the method involving
the Heavy-Heavy-Light-Light correlator in [27]. Since the coherent state involves the entire
tower of global descendants, the agreement with the entanglement entropy in the Bañados
geometry also serves as a non-trivial check on the methods developed in the CFT to evaluate
the entanglement entropy of all global descendants in the short distance approximation.

4 Conclusions

In this paper we have tested the FLM prescription [2] for quantum corrections beyond the
Ryu-Takayanagi formula using single particle excitations of a minimally coupled scalar field.
This corresponds to a primary together with its descendants of a generalised free field in a
large c CFT.

We have carried out the tests for 6 states which include linear combinations of excita-
tions. Our tests verify the consistency of both the CFT results of [20] as well the methods
of [18] developed for the direct evaluation of the bulk entanglement entropy. The single
interval entanglement entropy is a non-linear function of the linear combination of states
and the tests in this paper verify, that the non-linearity seen in CFT agrees precisely with
that in the bulk. One key observation is that the Bogoliubov coefficients for relating excita-
tions in global AdS3 to Rindler BTZ of higher levels are proportional to the lowest energy
state as shown in 2. This simplification ensured the agreement of the non-analytical terms
in the short distance expansion of the entanglement entropies. It is satisfying that these
checks explicitly demonstrate the consistency of the gravitational Gauss law [25, 26] since
the leading non-analytical terms in the short distance expansion which are expected to
cancel by the Gauss law, indeed do so. We demonstrated these cancellations on the states
which are time dependent as well as break the rotational symmetry of AdS. Using our CFT
methods on the coherent state constructed by [22], we reproduced the leading terms in the
single interval entanglement entropy of the Bañados geometry. This check verifies the CFT
results to all levels of global descendants.

The methods in the CFT enable us to write down the entanglement entropies for
arbitrary descendants and their linear combinations. However in gravity when evaluating
the FLM formula we could do so level by level. It would be interesting to extend the analysis
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in the bulk to arbitrary descendants and their linear combination. A worthwhile direction
is to see how much of all this analysis can be pushed to higher dimensions. In this context,
the analysis both in the CFT and gravity needs to be extended following the work in [38].

Another direction to extend a similar analysis would be for Virasoro descendants. In
[20], the single interval entanglement entropy of the descendants L−(l+2)|0⟩, l = 0, 1, 2, · · ·
of the CFT vacuum was evaluated

S(ρL−(l+2)|0⟩) = 2(l + 2)(1− πx cotπ)− 8(l + 2)2

15c
sin4 πx (4.1)

−
[(l + 3)(l + 2)(l + 1)

3!

]2 128
315

sin8 πx+ · · · .

Note now, the coefficients which determine the corrections are universal numbers valid in
any CFT. The state L−2|0⟩ is dual to the graviton in the bulk. It will be interesting to see
if the results of [39, 40] can be used to reproduce these corrections from the bulk. Since
a precise expression for the entanglement entropy for these states are known, they will be
useful to test if gravitational edge modes contribute to this entanglement as seen in earlier
works for 4-dimensions [41–45] or in lower dimensional theories in [46–48].
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A CFT entanglement Hamiltonian

In this appendix starting from the definition of the boost operator on the half line, we will
arrive at the form of the CFT modular Hamiltonian used in (2.77). On a half line, the
entanglement Hamiltonian is given by the boost operator

K =

∫
Cu

du uTuu(u) +

∫
Cū

dū ūTūū(u). (A.1)

Here the contour of the integral is taken over the positive real line, which is the entangling
interval.

Cu : 0 < Re u <∞, Cū : 0 < Re ū <∞, (A.2)

Note the integral in (A.1) is

K =

∫
x>0

dx xT00(0, x), (A.3)

which is the boost operator, evaluated at t = 0. This is modular Hamiltonian for the half
line. Let us write (A.1) as an integral over the full real line, by performing the conformal
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map
w = log u, w̄ = log ū. (A.4)

Under this map, the transformation results in the following integral

K =

∫
dw

du

dw
ewTww(w)(

dw

du
)2 (A.5)

=

∫
Cw

dwTww(w) + anti− holomorphic.

This is a simple expression to keep in mind, also as it can be seen there is always an addition
of the anti-holomorphic part which we don’t write. The contour is now over the entire real
line

Cw : −∞ < Rew <∞. (A.6)

Note that the w-plane is a cylinder if the imaginary time is identified.

From the basic expression in (A.5), let us write the expression for the entanglement
Hamiltonian for an interval on the real line say the z-plane from (−R,R). For this we map
the entangling interval to the full real line using the map

w = f(z), f(z) = log
(z +R

z −R

)
. (A.7)

Using this map, the interval (−R,R) is mapped to the real line in the w plane 11. From
the transformation of the integral in (A.5), we obtain

K =

∫
Cz

dz
Tzz(z)

f ′(z)
, (A.8)

=

∫
Cz

dz
R2 − z2

2R
Tzz(z),

where

Cz : −R < Re z < R (A.9)

The expression in (A.8) is a familiar expression for the entanglement Hamiltonian. Now
finally we can write the entanglement Hamiltonian if the interval is over a finite region of
a cylinder of circumference L. For that consider the map

w = f(y) = log
(e 2πiy

L − e−
2πiR
L

e
2πiR
L − e

2πiy
L

)
. (A.10)

Now the interval is over a finite length over the cylinder. The entanglement Hamiltonian

11This map is well known but can be found in [49]
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is given by

K =

∫
Cy

dy
Tyy(y)

f ′(y)
, (A.11)

=
L

2π

∫ R

−R
dy

(
cos 2πy

L

sin 2πR
L

− cot
2πR

L

)
Tyy(y).

It is convenient to relate to the notation in earlier papers, we call the angle along the
cylinder

φ =
2πy

L
,

2πR

L
=
θ

2
. (A.12)

Then changing variables of integration of φ, we obtain

K =

(
L

2π

)2 ∫ θ
2

− θ
2

dφ

(
cos(φ)

sin θ
2

− cot
θ

2

)
Tφφ(φ), (A.13)

=

(
L

2π

)2 ∫ θ

0
dφ

(
cos(φ− θ

2)

sin θ
2

− cot
θ

2

)
Tφφ(φ).

We can choose the cylinder to have L = 2π. The expression in (A.13) is the familiar
expression used to evaluate the entanglement Hamiltonian in 2d CFT. The important point
which is clear from the derivation is that that the stress tensor should be taken as the
function of the position on the interval.

B Fefferman-Graham expansion

In this appendix we obtain the expectation value of the boundary stress tensor for the
perturbed metric derived in section (3.2) using the Fefferman-Graham expansion. We con-
sider a 3-dimensional bulk spactime (z, xi) which asymptotes to the AdS3 vaccum. Let the
boundary of this spacetime is at z → 0. The metric in Fefferman-Graham form is given by

ds2 =
1

z2
(
dz2 + gij(x, z)dx

idxj
)
. (B.1)

where g(x, z) is expanded as

g(x, z) = g(0) + z2g(2) + · · · . (B.2)

Once the metric is in this form, we can read out the expectation value of the stress tensor
in the CFT using the expression given below [50, 51]

⟨Tij⟩|FG =
1

4GN
g(2)ij . (B.3)

Here we have multiplied by the prescription in [51] by 2π to take into account the circum-
ference of the cylinder.
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Holographic stress tensor for |ψ0,1⟩

Let us first obtain the holographic stress tensor using this method from the back reacted
metric corresponding to the state |ψ0,1⟩. The back reacted metric is given in (3.26) together
with (3.29)

ds2 =
[
−(r2 + 1)dt2 − 2a(r)GNdt

2
]
+

[
dr2

1 + r2
− dr2 2b(r)GN

(1 + r2)2

]
+ r2dφ2. (B.4)

where

a(r) =
16hr2

(r2 + 1)2h+1
+A,

b(r) = 8
(
4h3r4 + 2hr2 + h+ 1

) (
r2 + 1

)−2h−1
+A. (B.5)

We have set B = 0 in (3.29). To obtain the leading order term in the asymptotic form
of the metric at r → ∞, the boundary, we can ignore the first terms in the expression for
a(r), b(r). These vanish at the boundary if h > 1

2 , which we assume is always the case.
Therefore we can effectively work with a(r) = b(r) = A to obtain the holographic stress
tensor. Let us apply the following coordinate transformation to bring the metric to the
Fefferman-Graham form

t→ t, r → 1

z + α z3
, φ→ φ. (B.6)

The metric transforms to

ds2|FG =dt2
[
−2AGN −

1

(αz3 + z)2
− 1

]
+

dφ2

(αz3 + z)2

+ dz2
(3αz2 + 1)2

(αz3 + z)4

 1
1

(αz3+z)2
+ 1
− 2AGN(

1
(αz3+z)2

+ 1
)2
 . (B.7)

We can fix the coefficient α by requiring the zz component of the metric to be 1/z2 to order
O(z0). This results in

α =
1

4
(1 + 2GNA). (B.8)

Substituting this in (B.7) and collecting the coefficients of the O(z0) in tt component of the
metric we obtain the expectation value of the tt component of the holographic stress tensor

⟨ψ0,1|Ttt|ψ0,1⟩|FG =
1

4GN
(−1/2−GNA). (B.9)
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We can verify that the components of the holographic stress tensor satisfy the tracelessness
conditions expected of a gravitational background which is dual to a CFT.

⟨ψ0,1|Ttt|ψ0,1⟩|FG = ⟨ψ0,1|Tφφ|ψ0,1⟩|FG . (B.10)

Holographic stress tensor for |ϕ̂⟩ = c0|ψ0,0⟩ +
√
2hc1|ψ1,0⟩

We follow the same procedure for the superposition of mode m = 1, n = 0 and m = 0, n = 0,
|ϕ̂⟩. The metric is given by (3.38), the various functions that occur in the metric are defined
in the subsequent equations. We use the following coordinate transformation

t→ t+ β(t, φ)z2, r → 1

z + α(t, φ) z3
, φ′ → φ. (B.11)

Substituting this transformation in the metric (3.38), and expanding the metric coef-
ficients as a power series in z we demand the following so that the metric reduces to the
Fefferman-Graham from.

1. The z−1 term in the zz component of the metric should vanish.

2. There zt component of the metric vanishes at the leading order.

These conditions are satisfied by the following values for α(t, φ), β(t, φ)

β(t, φ) =
GN
√
2h

|c0|2 + 2h|c1|2
[
−iÃ cos(t+ φ) (c0c

∗
1 − c1c∗0) +A sin(t+ φ) (c0c

∗
1 + c1c

∗
0)
]
,

α(t, φ) =
1

4
− 16hGN

4(|c0|2 + 2h|c1|2)
[
|c0|2 + (1 + 2h)|c1|2

]
+

GN
√
2h

2(|c0|2 + 2h|c1|2)

[
A cos(t+ φ)(c0c

∗
1 + c1c

∗
0) + iÃ sin(t+ φ)(c0c

∗
1 − c1c∗0)

]
.

(B.12)

Then the expectation value of the stress tensor component is given by

⟨ϕ̂|Ttt|ϕ̂⟩
⟨ϕ̂|ϕ̂⟩

∣∣∣∣∣
FG

=
1

4GN

[
− 2α(t, φ)

]
,

=
1

4GN

{
− 1

2
+

16hGN
2(|c0|2 + 2h|c1|2)

[
|c0|2 + (1 + 2h)|c1|2

]
− GN

√
2h

(|c0|2 + 2h|c1|2)

[
A cos(t+ φ)(c0c

∗
1 + c1c

∗
0) + iÃ sin(t+ φ)(c0c

∗
1 − c1c∗0)

]}
. (B.13)

We have also verified that the tracelessness condition is satisfied by the holographic stress
tensor.
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C Bogoliubov coefficients for single particle excitations

In this section we describe the method to evaluate the Bogoliubov coefficients which relate
the excitations in global AdS3 to that in Rindler BTZ. The Bogoliubov coefficients can in
principle be obtained from the inner product of the mode functions of two coordinate system
concerned. But the authors in [18] developed a simple and clever method. This approach
avails the conformal symmetry of the boundary in order to obtain a closed form expression
of these coefficients. We extend this formalism for descendants. We then demonstrate
that in the short interval limit these coefficients scales with respect to that of the primary
excitation |ψ0,0⟩ as presented in table 2.

α0,0;ω,k =
1

(cosh η)2h

(
eη − i
eη + i

)iω
F (ω, k). (C.1a)

β0,0;ω,k = −
1

(cosh η)2h

(
eη + i

eη − i

)iω
F (ω, k). (C.1b)

where

F (ω, k) =
22h

Γ(2h)

√
2ω

8π

∣∣∣∣Γ(iω)Γ(h+ i
ω − k
2

)
Γ

(
h+ i

ω + k

2

)∣∣∣∣ . (C.2)

This scaling property of the Bogoliubov coefficients simplifies the calculation of bulk entan-
glement entropy for the descendants as seen in sections (3.4.1), (3.4.2).

State at level 1 with zero angular momentum: |ψ0,1⟩

The main crux of the method is the evaluation of a two point function involving the bulk field
and the creation operator in the boundary limit. One can use this to write the Bogoliubov
coefficients as a integral function of both x and τ . Further if one re-writes this integral
function in light cone coordinate system, it becomes a product of two independent integral
functions of the light cone coordinates.

We begin by considering the following two point function,

lim
r→∞

r2h ⟨0|ϕ(r, t, φ) a†0,1 |0⟩ =
(2h)√
2π
e−2i(h+1)t . (C.3)

We can re-write both ϕ(r, t, φ) as well as a†0,1 using right Rindler patch modes using (3.86)
and (3.98). This results in

(2h)√
2π
e−2i(h+1)t(τ,x) = lim

ρ→∞
r(ρ, τ, x)2h ⟨0|

∑
ω,k

[
e−iωτ gω,k(ρ, x) bω,k + eiωτ g∗ω,k(ρ, x) b

†
ω,k

]
×
∑
ω′,k′

[
(1− e−2πω′

)α∗
0,1;ω′,k′ b

†
ω′,k′ + (1− e2πω′

)β0,1;ω′,k′ bω′,k′

]
|0⟩ ,

(C.4)
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Recall that we have dropped the subscript R and used the notation in (3.94). The behaviour
of the coordinates r(ρ, τ, x) and t(ρ, τ, x) near the boundary can be obtained from (3.80),

lim
ρ→∞

r(ρ, τ, x)2h = lim
ρ→∞

ρ2h
[
sinh2 x+ (cosh η cosh τ + sinh η coshx)2

]h
, (C.5)

lim
ρ→∞

t(ρ, τ, x) = arctan

[
sinh τ

coshx cosh η + cosh τ sinh η

]
≡ t(τ, x). (C.6)

The RHS of (C.4) now reduces to two point functions involving bω,k and b†ω,k. Out of them
two are non-zero,

⟨0| b†ω,kbω′,k′ |0⟩ =
(2π)2

(e2πω − 1)
δ(ω − ω′)δ(k − k′), (C.7)

⟨0| bω,kb†ω′,k′ |0⟩ =
(2π)2e2πω

(e2πω − 1)
δ(ω − ω′)δ(k − k′). (C.8)

Substituting for these two point functions in (C.4) we obtain,

(2h)
e−2i(h+1)t(τ,x)

√
2π

= lim
ρ→∞

r(ρ, τ, x)2h
∑
ω,k

[
e−iωτ gω,k(ρ, x)α

∗
0,1;ω,k−eiω,τ g∗ω,k(ρ, x)β0,1;ω,k

]
.

(C.9)
Furthermore we have the following relation from (3.87),

lim
ρ→∞

ρ2h gω,k,I(ρ, x) = eikxNω,k , (C.10)

In addition to this we can use (C.5) and (C.6) in (C.9) to arrive at,∫
dωdk

(2π)2

[
e−iωτ+ikxNω,k α

∗
0,1;ω,k − eiωτ−ikxN∗

ω,k β0,1;ω,k

]
= B0,1(τ, x) . (C.11)

where

B0,1(τ, x) ≡
e−2i(h+1)t(τ,x)[

sinh2 x+ (cosh η cosh τ + sinh η coshx)2
]h+1

, (C.12)

This is the main equation to evaluate the Bogoliubov coefficients. One can see this by
performing the fourier transformation on both sides.

α0,1;ω,k =
1

N∗
ω,k

∞∫
−∞

dτ dx e−iωτ+ikx B∗0,1(τ, x), (C.13)

β0,1;ω,k = −
1

N∗
ω,k

∞∫
−∞

dτ dx e−iωτ+ikx B0,1(τ, x). (C.14)

B0,1(τ, x) is a complicated function of x and τ . In order to simplify the process of integration
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one can work in light-cone coordinates (x+, x−) defined as,

x+ ≡ x+ τ

2
, x− ≡ x− τ

2
. (C.15)

The conformal symmtery of the boundary ensures the factorization of B0,1(τ, x) = f(x+).g(x−).
For the case of the primary it has been shown the the corresponding B0,0(τ, x) factorises
into left and right moving functions [18]. We will find the same behaviour for descendants.

In order to demonstrate factorization, note the following identities

sinh2 x+ (cosh η cosh τ + sinh η coshx)2 = sinh2 τ + (coshx cosh η + cosh τ sinh η)2,

(C.16a)

coshx cosh η + cosh τ sinh η − i sinh τ

=
e−η

4
e−x

+−x−(eη + eη+2x+ − ie2x+ + i)(eη + eη+2x− + ie2x
− − i), (C.16b)

cosh τ cosh η + coshx sinh η + i sinhx

=
e−η

4
e−x

++x−(eη + eη+2x+ + ie2x
+ − i)(eη + eη−2x− − ie−2x− + i). (C.16c)

Using them one can factorize B0,1(τ, x) as,

B0,1(x+, x−) = (2h)
24he2ηh√

2π
B+0,1(x

+) · B−0,1(x
−) . (C.17)

where

B+0,1(x
+) =

[
e2x

+

(eη + i+ e2x+(eη − i))2

]h
× (eη − i) + e2x

+
(eη + i)

(eη + i) + e2x+(eη − i)
(C.18)

= B+0,0(x
+)× (eη − i) + e2x

+
(eη + i)

(eη + i) + e2x+(eη − i)
,

B−0,1(x
−) =

[
e2x

−

(eη − i+ e2x+(eη + i))2

]h
× (eη + i) + e2x

−
(eη − i)

(eη − i) + e2x−(eη + i)
(C.19)

= B−0,0(x
−)× (eη − i) + e2x

−
(eη + i)

(eη + i) + e2x−(eη − i)
.

where following the convention in [18] we have defined,

B0,0(τ, x) ≡
e−2i(h)t(τ,x)[

sinh2 x+ (cosh η cosh τ + sinh η coshx)2
]h ,

≡ 24he2ηh√
2π

B+0,0(x
+) · B−0,0(x

−). (C.20)

Now we are ready to evaluate α0,1;ω,k from (C.13). Note that, the evaluation of αω,k requires
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the complex conjugate of B+(x+) and B−(x−).

α0,1;ω,k =
2(2h)

N∗
ω,k

24he2ηh√
2π

[ ∞∫
−∞

dx+ ei(k−ω)x
+ B∗+0,1(x

+)

] [ ∞∫
−∞

dx− ei(k+ω)x
− B∗−0,1(x

−)

]
,

(C.21)

=
2(2h)

N∗
ω,k

24he2ηh√
2π

I1 × I2.

The 2 factor comes from the Jacobian. The integrations I1 and I2 can be performed
analytically. One can use a change of variable e2x = p and the integral representation of
Beta function B(m,n) i.e.

B(m+ 1;n+ 1) =

∫ ∞

0
du

um

(1 + u)m+n+2
=

Γ(m+ 1)Γ(n+ 1)

Γ(m+ n+ 2)
. (C.22)

I1 and I2 are evaluated as,

I1 =

∞∫
−∞

dx+ ei(k−ω)x
+

B∗+
0,1(x

+)

=
1

(eη + i)2h

(
eη + i

eη − i

)h+ 1
2
i(k−w)−1

1

Γ(2h+ 1)[(
eη + i

eη − i

)2

Γ

(
h+ 1 + i

k − ω

2

)
Γ

(
h− i

k − ω

2

)
+ Γ

(
h+ i

k − ω

2

)
Γ

(
h+ 1− i

k − ω

2

)]
, (C.23)

I2 =

∞∫
−∞

dx− ei(k+ω)x
−
B∗−

0,1(x
−)

=
1

(eη − i)2h

(
eη − i

eη + i

)h+ 1
2
i(k+ω)−1

1

Γ(2h+ 1)[(
eη − i

eη + i

)2

Γ

(
h+ 1 + i

k + ω

2

)
Γ

(
h− i

k + ω

2

)
+ Γ

(
h+ i

k + ω

2

)
Γ

(
h+ 1− i

k + ω

2

)]
. (C.24)

Substituting C.23 and C.24 in eq.(C.21) one can get the expression for α0,1;ω,k as,

α0,1;ω,k

=
1

N⋆
ω,k

(cosh η)2h

2

2h√
2π

22h

Γ2(2h+ 1)

(
eη − i

eη + i

)iω ∣∣∣∣Γ(
h+

1

2
i(k − ω)

)
Γ

(
h+

1

2
i(k + ω)

)∣∣∣∣2
×

{
h

[(
eη + i

eη − i

)2

+ 1

]
+
i(k − ω)

2

[(
eη + i

eη − i

)2

− 1

]}{
h

[(
eη − i

eη + i

)2

+ 1

]
+
i(k + ω)

2

[(
eη − i

eη + i

)2

− 1

]}
.

(C.25)

In order to find β0,1;ω,k one can directly use the factorized B0,1(x+, x−) (C.17),(C.18) in
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equation (C.14). The final expression of β0,1,ω,k turns out to be,

β0,1;ω,k

= − 1

N⋆
ω,k

(cosh η)2h

2

2h√
2π

22h

Γ2(2h+ 1)

(
eη + i

eη − i

)iω ∣∣∣∣Γ(
h+

1

2
i(k − ω)

)
Γ

(
h+

1

2
i(k + ω)

)∣∣∣∣2
×

{
h

[(
eη + i

eη − i

)2

+ 1

]
+
i(k − ω)

2

[
1−

(
eη + i

eη − i

)2
]}{

h

[(
eη − i

eη + i

)2

+ 1

]
+
i(k + ω)

2

[
1−

(
eη − i

eη + i

)2
]}

.

(C.26)

One can note eη+i
eη−i is only a phase factor. So the Bogoliubov coefficients in this case are

real. This expressions of Bogoliubov coeffients get further simplifieded in the short interval
limit η →∞ as,

lim
η→∞

(
eη + i

eη − i

)
≈ 1 +O(e−η). (C.27)

We take this limit and substitute N∗
ω,k (3.88). Comparing the expressions of Bogoliubov

coefficients for |ψ0,0⟩ (C.1) we obtain the following scaling property.

lim
η→∞

α0,1;ω,k =
(2h)

(cosh η)2h
F (ω, k) = (2h) lim

η→∞
α0,0;ω,k, (C.28a)

lim
η→∞

β0,1;ω,k = −
(2h)

(cosh η)2h
F (ω, k) = (2h) lim

η→∞
β0,0;ω,k.

F (ω, k) is η independent real function (C.2).

Level one state with non-zero angular momentum: |ψ1,0⟩

Next, we repeat the same procedure for |ψ1,0⟩. The near boundary behavior of the following
two point function for this state is given by,

lim
r→∞

r2h ⟨0|ϕ(r, t, φ) a†1,0 |0⟩ =
√
2h√
2π
e−i(2h+1)teiφ . (C.29)

One will readily arrive at the following expression,∫
dωdk

(2π)2

[
e−iωτ+ikxNω,k α

∗
ω,k − eiωτ−ikxN∗

ω,k βω,k

]
= B1,0(τ, x) . (C.30)

where

B1,0(τ, x) ≡
e−i(2h+1)t(τ,x)eiφ(τ,x)[

sinh2 x+ (cosh η cosh τ + sinh η coshx)2
]h+1

, (C.31)

In addition to C.6 and C.5 the asymptotic behaviour of φ(ρ, τ, x) is also required for this
state.

lim
ρ→∞

φ(ρ, τ, x) =
θ

2
+ arctan

[
sinhx

cosh τ cosh η + coshx sinh η

]
≡ φ(τ, x). (C.32)
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Recall that θ
2 = arctan 1

rm
.

We want to evaluate β1,0;ω,k. Mimicking the steps in the previous subsection one can
find,

β1,0;ω,k = −
1

N∗
ω,k

∞∫
−∞

dτ dx e−iωτ+ikx B1,0(τ, x). (C.33)

The asymptotic behaviour of t, r and φ (C.5,C.6 and C.32) and the identities in eq.(C.16)
enable us to factorize B1,0(τ, x),

B1,0(x+, x−) =
√
2h

24he2ηh√
2π

e
iθ
2 B+1,0(x

+) · B−1,0(x
−) . (C.34)

where

B+1,0(x
+) =

[
e2x

+

(eη + i+ e2x+(eη − i))2

]h
= B+0,0(x

+), (C.35)

B−1,0(x
−) =

[
e2x

−

(eη − i+ e2x+(eη + i))2

]h
× e2x

−
(eη + i) + eη − i

e2x−(eη − i) + eη + i
(C.36)

=B−0,0(x
−)× e2x

−
(eη + i) + eη − i

e2x−(eη − i) + eη + i
.

B+
0,0(x

+) and B−0,0(x−) are defined in eq.(C.20).

This factorization admits the expression for β1,0;ω,k (C.33) as a product of integral over
x+ and x− respectively.

β1,0;ω,k = −
2
√
2h

N∗
ω,k

24he2ηh√
2π

e
iθ
2

[ ∞∫
−∞

dx+ ei(k−ω)x
+ B+0,1(x

+)

] [ ∞∫
−∞

dx− ei(k+ω)x
− B−0,1(x

−)

]
(C.37)

=− 2
√
2h

N∗
ω,k

24he2ηh√
2π

e
iθ
2 I1 × I2.

These integrations can be performed analytically as explained in the previous subsection.
We write down the expressions of I1 and I2.

I1 =

(
eη + i

eη − i

)h+i k−ω
2 1

(eη − i)2h
Γ(h− i

2
(k − ω))Γ(h+ i

2
(k − ω))

2Γ(2h)
, (C.38)

I2 =

(
eη + i

eη − i

)h+i k+ω
2 1

(eη + i)2h
1

2Γ(2h+ 1)[
eη + i

eη − i
Γ(h− i

2
(k + ω))Γ(h+

i

2
(k + ω) + 1) +

eη − i

eη + i
Γ(h+

i

2
(k + ω))Γ(h− i

2
(k + ω) + 1)

]
. (C.39)
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Substituting C.38 and C.39 in eq.(C.37) we arrive at the final expression.

β1,0;ω,k

= − e
iθ
2

N⋆
ω,k

√
h

π

(cosh η)−2h

2

22h

Γ(2h)Γ(2h+ 1)

(
eη + i

eη − i

)iω ∣∣∣∣Γ(h+
i

2
(k − ω)Γ(h+

i

2
(k + ω))

∣∣∣∣2
×

[
h

{
eη + i

eη − i
+
eη − i
eη + i

}
+
i(k + ω)

2

{
eη + i

eη − i
− eη − i
eη + i

}]
. (C.40)

Similarly one can evaluate,

α1,0;ω,k

=
e−

iθ
2

N⋆
ω,k

√
h

π

(cosh η)−2h

2

22h

Γ(2h)Γ(2h+ 1)

(
eη − i
eη + i

)iω ∣∣∣∣Γ(h+
i

2
(k − ω)Γ(h+

i

2
(k + ω))

∣∣∣∣2
×

[
h

{
eη + i

eη − i
+
eη − i
eη + i

}
+
i(k + ω)

2

{
eη − i
eη + i

− eη + i

eη − i

}]
. (C.41)

The presence of the constant factor eiθ implies Bogoliubov coefficients are not real.
However this does not affect the fact the bulk entanglement entropy is real as can be seen
from (3.113) and (3.133). We take the short interval limit and substitute N∗

ω,k from (3.88)
to arrive at the scaling property of the Bogoliubov coefficients i.e.

lim
η→∞

α1,0;ω,k =

√
2h

(cosh η)2h
F (ω, k) =

√
2h lim

η→∞
α0,0;ω,k, (C.42a)

lim
η→∞

β1,0;ω,k = −
√
2h

(cosh η)2h
F (ω, k) =

√
2h lim

η→∞
β0,0;ω,k (C.42b)

F (ω, k) is a η independent real function defined in (C.2).

This concludes the detailed description of how to evaluate the Bogoliubov coefficients.
In the next two subsections we directly state the expressions of these coefficients for the
states |ψ2,0⟩ and |ψ0,2⟩ and indicate their respective scaling properties. We have summarized
the scaling properties of the Bogoliubov coefficients for all the states in table.2.

Level two state with non zero angular momentum: |ψ2,0⟩

α2,0;ω,k =
e−iθ

N⋆
ω,k

√
h(2h+ 1)

2π

(cosh η)−2h

2

24h

Γ(2h)Γ(2h+ 2)

(
eη − i

eη + i

)iω ∣∣∣∣Γ(h+
i

2
(k − ω))Γ(h+

i

2
(k + ω))

∣∣∣∣2
×

[{
2h2 +

(k + ω)2

2

}
+

{
h2 + h− (k + ω)2

4

}{(
eη + i

eη − i

)2

+

(
eη − i

eη + i

)2
}

+(2h+ 1)
i(k + ω)

2

{(
eη − i

eη + i

)2

−
(
eη + i

eη − i

)2
}]

, (C.43)
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β2,0;ω,k =− eiθ

N⋆
ω,k

√
h(2h+ 1)

2π

(cosh η)−2h

2

24h

Γ(2h)Γ(2h+ 2)

(
eη + i

eη − i

)iω ∣∣∣∣Γ(h+
i

2
(k − ω))Γ(h+

i

2
(k + ω))

∣∣∣∣2
×

[{
2h2 +

(k + ω)2

2

}
+

{
h2 + h− (k + ω)2

4

}{(
eη − i

eη + i

)2

+

(
eη + i

eη − i

)2
}

+(2h+ 1)
i(k + ω)

2

{(
eη + i

eη − i

)2

−
(
eη − i

eη + i

)2
}]

. (C.44)

In short interval limit one can observe that the Bogoliubov coefficients for this mode
scales as

√
h(2h+ 1) w.r.t the Bogoliubov coefficients of the lowest level (C.1).

Level two state with zero angular momentum: |ψ0,2⟩

α0,2;ω,k =
1

N⋆
ω,k

h(2h+ 1)√
2π

(cosh η)−2h

2

24h

Γ2(2h+ 2)

(
eη − i

eη + i

)iω ∣∣∣∣Γ(h+
i

2
(k − ω))Γ(h+

i

2
(k + ω))

∣∣∣∣2
×

[{
2h2 +

(k + ω)2

2

}
+

{
h2 + h− (k + ω)2

4

}{(
eη + i

eη − i

)2

+

(
eη − i

eη + i

)2
}

+(2h+ 1)
i(k + ω)

2

{(
eη − i

eη + i

)2

−
(
eη + i

eη − i

)2
}]

×

[{
2h2 +

(k − ω)2

2

}
+

{
h2 + h− (k − ω)2

4

}{(
eη − i

eη + i

)2

+

(
eη + i

eη − i

)2
}

+(2h+ 1)
i(k − ω)

2

{(
eη + i

eη − i

)2

−
(
eη − i

eη + i

)2
}]

, (C.45)

β0,2;ω,k = − 1

N⋆
ω,k

h(2h+ 1)√
2π

(cosh η)−2h

2

24h

Γ2(2h+ 2)

(
eη + i

eη − i

)iω ∣∣∣∣Γ(h+
i

2
(k − ω))Γ(h+

i

2
(k + ω))

∣∣∣∣2
×

[{
2h2 +

(k + ω)2

2

}
+

{
h2 + h− (k + ω)2

4

}{(
eη + i

eη − i

)2

+

(
eη − i

eη + i

)2
}

+(2h+ 1)
i(k + ω)

2

{(
eη + i

eη − i

)2

−
(
eη − i

eη + i

)2
}]

×

[{
2h2 +

(k − ω)2

2

}
+

{
h2 + h− (k − ω)2

4

}{(
eη − i

eη + i

)2

+

(
eη + i

eη − i

)2
}

+(2h+ 1)
i(k − ω)

2

{(
eη − i

eη + i

)2

−
(
eη + i

eη − i

)2
}]

. (C.46)

In the short interval limit the Bogoliubov coefficients scale with a factor h(2h + 1) with
respect to the the Bogoliubov coefficients of the lowest excitation (C.1).
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D Verification of the FLM conjecture for other states

In this appendix we will verify the FLM conjecture in short interval limit for the following
excited states in the bulk,

|ψ0,2⟩ = a†0,2|0⟩, |ψ1,0⟩ = a†1,0|0⟩, (D.1)

|ψ2,0⟩ = a†2,0|0⟩, |υ̂⟩ = c0|0⟩+ 2hc1 a
†
0,1|0⟩.

We assign one subsection for each of the descendants. In each subsection we first evaulate
the backreacted geometry. This involves finding the stress tensor components and sub-
sequently solving Einstein’s equation. It turns out that only the rr component of the
perturbed metric contributes to the area. Also this rr component functionally depends
only on r for the states considered in this appendix. This simplifies the integral to find the
minimal area (3.58) i.e.

δA = 2

∫ ∞

rm

[
−1

2
J4(t = 0, r, φ)

]
(r − r2m)

1
2

r(1 + r2)
3
2

. (D.2)

where

grr =
1

1 + r2 + J4(r, t, φ)
.

The expression of the area thus found admits an analytical part and a non-analytical part.
In the short interval limit πx = arctan(r−1

m )→ 0, we consider the analytical terms and only
the leading order term in the non-analytical part.

Following this, we evaluate the first two orders of the bulk entanglement entropy in the
short interval limit, η →∞. This becomes simple when one utilizes the scaling properties of
the Bogoliubov coefficients listed in table 2. We conclude each subsection by demonstrating
the fact that combining these two terms of the FLM formula in (3.1), we recover the
entanglement entropy of the corresponding dual state in CFT.

We first review the calculation of the bulk entanglement entropy for the lowest energy
state |ψ0,0⟩. More details of the calculation for this state can be found in [18].

The general expression for the first order bulk entanglement entropy is given by (3.113),

S
(1)
bulk(ΣA) = 2π

∑
ω,k

ω
(
|B.α∗|2 + |B.β|2

)
. (D.3)

For lowest energy state we substitute Bm,n = δm,0δn,0. Then the above expression reduces
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to[18],

S
(1)
bulk(ΣA)|ψ0,0⟩ =(πx)4h

∫ ∞

0

dω

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

dk

2π
24hω2F1(ω, k)

=(πx)4h
Γ(2h+ 1)Γ(32)

Γ(2h+ 3
2)

. (D.4)

where

F1(ω, k) =
1

Γ2(2h)
|Γ(iω)Γ(h+ i

i(k + ω)

2
)Γ(h+ i

i(k − ω)
2

)|2, (D.5)

and we have used the relation

cosh η =
1

sinπx
, (D.6)

to write the bulk entanglement entropy in terms of πx.

At second order the general expression of the bulk entanglement entropy is (3.131),

S
(2)
bulk(ΣA) =

1

2

∑
ω1,ω2
k1,k2

2π

[
(ω1 − ω2)(1− e−2πω1)(1− e2πω2)

1− e2π(ω2−ω1)
|(B.α∗

1)(B
∗.α2) + |(B∗.β∗1)(B.β2)|2

+
(ω1 + ω2)(1− e2πω1)(1− e2πω2)

1− e2π(ω2+ω1)
2
{
|B.α∗

1|2|B∗.β2|2 + (B.α∗
1)(B

∗.β∗2)(B
∗.α2)(B.β1)

}]
.

(D.7)

For the state |ψ0,0⟩, the integral is numerically evaluated in [18],

S
(2)
bulk(ΣA)|ψ0,0⟩ =(πx)4h

∫ ∞

0
dω1dω2

∫ ∞

−∞
dk1dk2

28hω1ω2

64π5
F1(ω1, k1)F1(ω2, k2)

×
[
(ω1 − ω2)(1− e−2πω1)(1− e2πω2)

1− e2π(ω2−ω1)
+

(ω1 + ω2)(1− e2πω1)(1− e2πω2)

1− e2π(ω2+ω1)

]
= −(πx)8h

Γ(4h+ 1)Γ(32)

Γ(4h+ 3
2)

. (D.8)

D.1 State at level 2 with zero angular momentum

This state has the following wavefunction, table 1,

|ψ0,2⟩ =
1√
2π

[
h(2h+ 1)r4 − 2(2h+ 1)r2 + 1

] (
r2 + 1

)−h−2
e−i(2h+2)t. (D.9)
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Stress tensor components

The non-zero components of the expectation value of the stress tensor are given below,

⟨ψ0,2|Ttt|ψ0,2⟩
⟨ψ0,2|ψ0,2⟩

=
2

π(1 + r2)2h+3

[
h3(2h− 1)(2h+ 1)2r8 − 4h2(2h− 1)(2h+ 1)2r6

− 4(2h+ 1)
(
2h2 + 1

)
r2 + 2h2 + 2(2h+ 1)2(h(5h− 2) + 2)r4 + 3h+ 4

]
,

⟨ψ0,2|Trr|ψ0,2⟩
⟨ψ0,2|ψ0,2⟩

=
2

π(1 + r2)2h+5

[
h3(2h+ 1)2r8 − 4h2(2h+ 1)2r6

+ 2(2h+ 1)(h(7h+ 6) + 2)r4 − 4(2hr + r)2 + 5h+ 4
]
,

⟨ψ0,2|Tφφ|ψ0,2⟩
⟨ψ0,2|ψ0,2⟩

=
2r2

π (r2 + 1)2h+5

[
−r2

(
h2(2h+ 1)r4 − 2(2hr + r)2 + 5h+ 4

)2
+((h+ 2)2 + h(1− h)(r2 + 1))

(
(2h+ 1)r2

(
hr2 − 2

)
+ 1

)2]
.

The energy density profile in this state is plotted in figure 6, we can see that the profile is
less localised and has more extrema than the lowest energy state.

Perturbed metric

As this state has zero angular momentum one can make the following ansatz for the per-
turbed metric,

ds2 = −(r2 +G1(r)
2)dt2 +

dr2

r2 +G2(r)2
+ r2dϕ2, (D.10)

where
G1(r) = 1 + a(r)GN , G2(r) = 1 + b(r)GN . (D.11)

Solving the Einstein’s equation(in Mathematica) one obtains,

a(r) =

[
16(2h+ 1)

r2
(
h(h+ 1)r4 − hr2 + 1

)
(r2 + 1)2h+3

]
+A+B(1 + r2), (D.12)

b(r) = A+
1

(r2 + 1)2h+3
8
[
h3(2h+ 1)2r8 + 2h

(
−4h3 + 3h+ 1

)
r6

+ 2(2h+ 1)
(
2h2 + h+ 2

)
r4 + 2(2h+ 1)r2 + h+ 2

]
. (D.13)

It is easy to note that B = 0 because the metric must be regular near the boundary. One
can use Fefferman-Graham expansion of this metric which is performed in appendix B, to
find the holographic stress tensor. Comparing this with the expectation of the tt component
of the stress tensor in CFT (3.31) in the state Ψ̂(1,1) we obtain B = −8(h+ 2).

Shift in minimal area

The perturbed minimal area can be found by using rr component of the perturbed metric
(D.13) in (D.2). We performed the integration to obtain,
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δA|ψ0,2⟩ =− 16GN (h+ 2)

(
rm arctan

1

rm
− 1

)
−GN

√
πhΓ(2h)

2Γ
(
2h+ 9

2

)[(2h+ 1)2
(
r2m + 1

)−2h−3 {
h2(4h+ 3)(4h+ 5)(4h+ 7)r6m

+81h2 + h(h+ 8)(4h+ 5)(4h+ 7)r4m + (4h+ 7)(h(29h+ 64) + 32)r2m + 232h+ 160
}

+
r−4h
m

4h+ 9

{
64(h+ 1)(h+ 2)(2h+ 1)(2h+ 3) 2F1

(
2(h+ 2), 2h+

9

2
; 2h+

11

2
;− 1

r2m

)}]
.

In short interval expansion of the above expression, we collect the analytic term and the
leading order non-analytic term.

δA|ψ0,2⟩

4GN
= 4(h+ 2)(1− πx cotπx)−(h(2h+ 1))2

Γ(2h+ 1)Γ(32)

Γ(2h+ 3
2)

(πx)4h + · · · . (D.14)

Bulk entanglement entropy

We substitute Bm,n = δm,0δn,2 in (D.3). Then we note that the Bogoliubov coefficients
scale by factor h(2h + 1) in table 2. From (D.4) one can readily write the first order bulk
entanglement entropy as,

S
(1)
bulk(ΣA)|ψ0,2⟩ = (πx)4h(h(2h+ 1))2

Γ(2h+ 1)Γ(32)

Γ(2h+ 3
2)

. (D.15)

Similarly from (D.7),(D.8) one can write the second order bulk entanglement entropy as,

S
(2)
bulk(ΣA)|ψ0,2⟩ = −(πx)

8h(h(2h+ 1))4
Γ(4h+ 1)Γ(32)

Γ(4h+ 3
2)

. (D.16)

Holographic entanglement entropy

Combining (D.14), (D.15) and (D.16) one can write down the total Holographic entangle-
ment entropy upto second order.

SFLM(ρA)|ψ0,2⟩ = 4(h+ 1)(1− πx cotπx)− (πx)8h(h(2h+ 1))4
Γ(4h+ 1)Γ(32)

Γ(4h+ 3
2)

+ · · ·

(D.17)

This is equal to the entanglement entropy of the dual CFT state L2
−1L̄

2
−1|h h⟩ as one can

note by substituting l = 2 in (2.64).

D.2 State at level 1 with non-zero angular momentum

The wavefunction corresponding to this state is as follows, see table 1,

|ψ1,0⟩ =
√
2h√
2π

r
(
r2 + 1

)−h− 1
2 eiφe−i(2h+1)t. (D.18)
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Figure 8: Expectation value of the energy for the state |ψ1,0⟩

Stress tensor components

The non-zero components of the expectation value of the stress tensor are listed below,

⟨ψ1,0|Ttt|ψ1,0⟩
⟨ψ1,0|ψ1,0⟩

=
1

π

[
2h
(
r2 + 1

)−2h (
2h(2h− 1)r2 + 1

)]
,

⟨ψ1,0|Trr|ψ1,0⟩
⟨ψ1,0|ψ1,0⟩

=
1

π

[
4h2r2

(
r2 + 1

)−2(h+1)
]
,

⟨ψ1,0|Tφφ|ψ1,0⟩
⟨ψ1,0|ψ1,0⟩

=
1

π

[
2hr4

(
r2 + 1

)−2(h+1) (
2(1− 2h)hr2 + 6h+ 1

)]
,

⟨ψ1,0|Ttφ|ψ1,0⟩
⟨ψ1,0|ψ1,0⟩

= −
[
1

π
2h(2h+ 1)r2

(
r2 + 1

)−2h−1
]
.

The energy profile in this state is plotted in figure 8

Perturbed metric

The state has an angular dependence. Hence we assume the tφ component of perturbed
metric will be non-zero and use the following ansatz

ds2 = dt2
[
−(r2 +H2

1 (r)
]
+ dr2

1

r2 +H2
4 (r)

+ dφ2r2 + 2H2(r)dtdφ. (D.19)
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where

H1(r) = 1 +GNa(r),

H2(r) = GNb(r),

H4(r) = 1 +GNd(r). (D.20)

Solving the Einstein’s equation to the leading order in GN , we obtain,

a(r) = 4
(
r2 + 1

)−2h
+A

(
r2 + 1

)
+B, (D.21)

b(r) = 4
(
r2 + 1

)−2h
+
Cr2

2
+D, (D.22)

d(r) = 4
(
4h2r2 + 2h+ 1

) (
r2 + 1

)−2h
+B. (D.23)

Using the Fefferman-Graham expansion, regularity of the metric near the boundary and
agreement of the holographic stress tensor with that of the CFT we find B = −4(2h + 1)

and, A = C = D = 0.

Shift in minimal area

We perform the integration in (D.2) by substituting the perturbed metric component (D.23).

δA|ψ1,0⟩ =− 8GN (2h+ 1)

[
rm arctan

1

rm
− 1

]
− 2GN

√
π
Γ(2h+ 1)

Γ
(
2h+ 3

2

)(2h)(1 + r2m)
−2h

− 2GN
√
πΓ(2h+ 2)

[
r−4h−2
m 2F1

(
2h+ 1, 2h+

3

2
; 2h+

5

2
;− 1

r2m

)]
. (D.24)

In short interval expansion, the leading order term together with the sub-leading non-
analytic term are given by

δA|ψ1,0⟩

4GN
= 2(2h+ 1)(1− πx cotπx)−(2h)

Γ
(
3
2

)
Γ(1 + 2h)

Γ
(
3
2 + 2h

) (πx)4h + · · · . (D.25)

Bulk entanglement entropy

Note that the Bogoliubov coefficients scale as
√
2h from table 2. We can use this scaling

property together with Bm,n = δm,1δn,0 in (D.3) to obtain the first order bulk entanglement
entropy

S
(1)
bulk(ΣA)|ψ1,0⟩ = (πx)4h(2h)

Γ(2h+ 1)Γ(32)

Γ(2h+ 3
2)

, (D.26)

while (D.7) gives the second order term,

S
(2)
bulk(ΣA)|ψ1,0⟩ = −(πx)

8h(2h)2
Γ(4h+ 1)Γ(32)

Γ(4h+ 3
2)

. (D.27)
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Holographic Entanglement Entropy

Combining (D.25), (D.26) and (D.27) one can write down the quantum corrected holo-
graphic single interval entanglement entropy using the FLM formula upto second order.

SFLM(ρA)||ψ1,0⟩ = 2(2h+ 1)(1− πx cotπx)− (πx)8h(2h)2
Γ(4h+ 1)Γ(32)

Γ(4h+ 3
2)

. (D.28)

This is equal to the entanglement entropy of the dual CFT state L−1|h h⟩ as one can note
by substituting l = 1 in (2.63).

D.3 State at level 2 with non-zero angular momentum

The wavefunction is obtained from table 1

|ψ2,0⟩ =
√
h(2h+ 1)√

2π
r2
(
r2 + 1

)−h−1
e2iφe−i(2h+2)t. (D.29)

Stress tensor components

The non-zero components of the expectation value of the stress tensor are given below,

⟨ψ2,0|Ttt|ψ2,0⟩
⟨ψ2,0|ψ2,0⟩

=
1

π

[
2hr2

(
r2 + 1

)−2h−1 (
h
((
4h2 − 1

)
r2 + 4

)
+ 2
)]
,

⟨ψ2,0|Trr|ψ2,0⟩
⟨ψ2,0|ψ2,0⟩

=
1

π

[
2h2(2h+ 1)r4

(
r2 + 1

)−2h−3
]
,

⟨ψ2,0|Tφφ|ψ2,0⟩
⟨ψ2,0|ψ2,0⟩

=
1

π

[
2hr6

(
r2 + 1

)−2h−3 (
h
(
2h
(
5− 2hr2

)
+ r2 + 9

)
+ 2
)]
,

⟨ψ2,0|Ttφ|ψ2,0⟩
⟨ψ2,0|ψ2,0⟩

= − 1

π

[
4h(h+ 1)(2h+ 1)r4

(
r2 + 1

)−2(h+1)
]
.

The expectation value of the energy in this state is plotted in figure 9.

Perturbed metric

The ansatz for the metric perturbation is identical to that of |ψ1,0⟩ ((D.19) , (D.20)). The
solutions to Einstein’s equation at the leading order in GN is given by

a(r) =
(
8(h+ 1)r2 + 8

) (
r2 + 1

)−2h−1
+A(1 + r2) +B, (D.30)

b(r) = 8
(
(h+ 1)r2 + 1

) (
r2 + 1

)−2h−1
+

1

2
C
(
r2 + 1

)
+D, (D.31)

d(r) = 8
(
2h3r4 + h2

(
r2 + 2

)
r2 + 3hr2 + h+ r2 + 1

) (
r2 + 1

)−2h−1
+B. (D.32)

where the constants are found to be B = −4(2h+ 2), and A = C = D = 0.
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Figure 9: Expectation value of the energy for the state |ψ2,0⟩

Shift in minimal area

Substituting rr component of the perturbed metric (D.32) in (D.2) one can find the minimal
area as,

δA|ψ2,0⟩ =− 16GN (h+ 1)

[
rm arctan

1

rm
− 1

]
+ (−2GN )

h
√
πΓ(2h)

r4mΓ
(
2h+ 5

2

)[(2h+ 1)r4m
(
r2m + 1

)−2h−1
(4h2r2m + h

(
3r2m + 7

)
+ 4)

+ 8
(
2h2 + 3h+ 1

)
r−4h
m

2F1

[
2(h+ 1), 2h+ 5

2 ; 2h+ 7
2 ;−

1
r2m

]
4h+ 5

]
. (D.33)

In short interval expansion, keeping the analytic term and the leading order non-analytic
term we find,

δA|ψ2,0⟩

4GN
= 2(2h+ 2)(1− πx cotπx)−h(2h+ 1)

Γ
(
3
2

)
Γ(1 + 2h)

Γ
(
3
2 + 2h

) (πx)4h + · · · . (D.34)

Bulk entanglement Entropy

From table 2, we note that the Bogoliubov coefficients scale as
√
h(2h+ 1) . We substitute

Bm,n = δm,2δn,0 in (D.4) to obtain the first order bulk entanglement entropy,

S
(1)
bulk(ΣA)|ψ2,0⟩ = (πx)4h(h(2h+ 1))

Γ(2h+ 1)Γ(32)

Γ(2h+ 3
2)

. (D.35)
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From (D.7) we obtain the second order contribution to the bulk entanglement entropy

S
(2)
bulk(ΣA)|ψ2,0⟩ = −(πx)

8h(h(2h+ 1))2
Γ(4h+ 1)Γ(32)

Γ(4h+ 3
2)

. (D.36)

Holographic entanglement entropy

Combining (D.34), (D.35) and (D.36) we write down the quantum corrections to holographic
entanglement entropy using the FLM formula to second order.

SFLM(ΣA)|ψ2,0⟩ = 2(2h+ 2)(1− πx cotπx)− (πx)8h(h(2h+ 1))2
Γ(4h+ 1)Γ(32)

Γ(4h+ 3
2)

. (D.37)

This is equal to the entanglement entropy of the dual CFT state L2
−1|h h⟩ as it can be seen

by substituting l = 2 in (2.63).

D.4 Superposition with zero angular momentum

Lastly we consider the simplest superposition with zero angular momentum

|υ̂⟩ = c0|ψ0,0⟩+ 2hc1|ψ0,1⟩, (D.38)

which is dual to the following state in the CFT

|Υ⟩ = c0|h, h⟩+ L−1L̄−1|h, h⟩. (D.39)

The CFT computation

We first briefly discuss the CFT analysis since this linear combination is does not fit into the
general results for the superposition derived in (2.68) which dealt with only excitations in
the holomorphic sector. The leading correction to the single interval entanglement entropy
arises from n 2-points function on the same wedge. From the analysis in section 2.1 we see
that the generating function G(z, ẑ) can be used to obtain the correlator in the holomorphic
sector and a similar one but with variables (z, ẑ) replaced by z̄, ¯̂z can be used for the anti-
holomorphic sector. Therefore we have〈

w ◦ ∂l∂̄mO(wk, w̄k)ŵ ◦ ∂l
′
∂̄m

′O(ŵk, ¯̂wk)
〉
= ∂lz∂

l′
ẑG(z, ẑ, n)

∣∣∣
(z,ẑ)=(0k,0̂k)

(D.40)

× ∂mz̄ ∂m
′

¯̂z G(z̄, ¯̂z)
∣∣∣
(z̄,¯̂z)=(0̄k

¯̂0k)
,

where G is defined in (2.18) and its expansion around n = 1 is given in (2.17). From
evaluating these coefficients we see that to the order O

(
(n − 1)

)
there are no cross terms

that depend on products c∗0c1 and its conjugate. For instance the term proportional to c∗0c1
in the 2-point funciton will involve a derivative of the kind

∂zG(z, ẑ, n)|(z,ẑ)=(0k,0̂k)
× ∂z̄G(z̄, ¯̂z)

∣∣
(z̄,¯̂z)=(0̄k

¯̂0k)
= O

(
(n− 1)2

)
. (D.41)
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Therefore this would not contribute to the entanglement entropy. A similar argument
applies for the coefficient c0c∗1. Then the calculation simplifies to the evaluation of the
following coefficients

G(z, ẑ, n)|(z,ẑ)=(0k,0̂k)
× G(z̄, ¯̂z)

∣∣
(z̄,¯̂z)=(0̄k

¯̂0k)
= 1− (n− 1)4h(1− πx cotπx) +

(
(n− 1)2

)
,

∂z∂ẑG(z, ẑ, n)|(z,ẑ)=(0k,0̂k)
× ∂z̄∂¯̂zG(z̄,

¯̂z)
∣∣
(z̄,¯̂z)=(0̄k

¯̂0k)

= (2h)2(1− (n− 1)4(h+ 1)(1− πx cotπx)) +
(
(n− 1)

)2
. (D.42)

Using these results for the two-point function on the same wedge, we can substitute in the
expression for the leading behaviour of the 2n-point function corresponding to the state
(D.39)

C(0)2n

(⟨Υ|Υ⟩)n
= 1− (n− 1)

(4h|c0|2 + (2h)2(4h+ 1))

|c0|2 + (2h)2|c1|2)
(1− πx cotπx) +O((n− 1)2).

(D.43)

Let us proceed to evaluate the sub-leading correction to the 2n-point function for the
state |Υ⟩. Going through the same steps as described in section 2.1 and noting that the
correlation functions factorize into holomorphic and anti-holomorphic sectors we obtain

C(1)2n

[⟨Υ|Υ⟩]n
= (n− 1)

Γ(32)Γ(4h+ 1)

Γ(4h+ 3
2)

× D2[
|c0|2 + (2h)2|c1|2)

]2 (πx)8h + · · · , (D.44)

where

D = |c0|2
(
D00(h, 2h)

)2
+ c0c

∗
1

(
D01(h, 2h)

)2
+ c∗1c0

(
D10(h, 2h)

)2
+ |c1|2

(
D11(h, 2h)

2
)2
,

= |c0 + (2h)2c1|2. (D.45)

and we have used the values of Dll′(h, 2h) from (2.58) to obtain the second line. The
squares of these coefficients occur due to the contributions from both the holomorphic and
anti-holomorphic parts of the correlator.

Substituting the results (D.43), (D.44) into the expression for the entanglement entropy
given in (2.14) we obtain the leading and the sub-leading contribution to the single interval
entanglement entropy of the state |Υ⟩

S(ρA)||Υ⟩ =
(4h|c0|2 + (2h)2(4h+ 1))

|c0|2 + (2h)2|c1|2)
(1− πx cotπx) (D.46)

−
Γ(32)Γ(4h+ 1)

Γ(4h+ 3
2)

|c0 + (2h)2c1|4

(|c0|2 + (2h)2|c1|2))2
(πx)8h + · · · .

Note that the x dependence of the leading term of the linear combination |Υ⟩ is the standard
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function (1− πx cotπx) for the excited states.

Evaluating the FLM formula

The first step in evaluating the FLM formula for the excitation |υ̂⟩ is to obtain the ex-
pectation value of the bulk stress tensor in this state. Since the state does not break
rotational symmetry, only the diagonal components of the stress tensor expectation values
are non-zero. It is sufficient for our purpose to evaluate the following components

Stress tensor components

⟨υ|Ttt|υ⟩
⟨υ|υ⟩

=
2h

π(1 + r2)2h+1 (|c0|2 + (2h)2|c1|2)

[
(2h− 1)

(
r2 + 1

)2 |c0|2
+ 4h

(
h
(
2h
(
2(2h− 1)r2

(
hr2 − 1

)
+ 1
)
+ 1
)
+ 1
)
|c1|2

+h
(
r2 + 1

)
(c0c

∗
1 + c1c

∗
0)
(
(2h− 1)r2 − 1

)) ]
,

⟨υ|Trr|υ⟩
⟨υ|υ⟩

=
2h

((2h)2|c1|2 + |c0|2)π(1 + r2)2h+3

[
(1 + r2)2|c0|2

+ 4
(
h
(
4hr2

(
hr2 − 1

)
+ 3
)
+ 1
)
|c1|2

+
(
r2 + 1

)
(c0c

∗
1 + c1c

∗
0)
(
hr2 − 1

)) ]
. (D.47)

Perturbed metric

We use the anstaz in (3.26) and solve the Einstein’s equations. It is sufficient to discuss the
rr component of the metric since it is only this component which determines the minimal
area. The solution for b(r) which determines the coefficient of the rr component of the
metric is given by

b(r) = A− 8h

((2h)2|c1|2 + |c0|2) (r2 + 1)2h+1
(D.48)

×
[
−
(
r2 + 1

)2 |c0|2 + 4h|c1|2
(
4h3r4 + 2hr2 + h+ 1

)
− 4h2 r2

(
r2 + 1

)
(c0c

∗
1 + c1c

∗
0)
) ]
.

We impose the condition that the metric asymptotes to AdS3. The constant A is determined
by re-writing the metric in the Fefferman-Graham form and demanding that the boundary
stress tensor matches with the expectation value of the stress tensor of the CFT in the state
|Υ⟩. We obtain

A = −
4
(
(2h)|c0|2 + (2h+ 2)(2h)2|c1|2

)
(2h)2|c1|2 + |c0|2

. (D.49)

Shift in minimal area

We can find the shifted minimal area by using (D.2) given the rr component which is
determined by (D.48). The leading contribtution together with the non-analytical sub-
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leading contribution to the minimal area is given by

δA|υ̂⟩

4GN
=

(4h|c0|2 + (2h)2(4h+ 1))

|c0|2 + (2h)2|c1|2
(1− πx cotπx) (D.50)

−
Γ(2h+ 1)Γ(32)

Γ(2h+ 3
2)

|c0 + (2h)2c1|2

|c0|2 + (2h)2|c1|2
(πx)4h + · · · .

Bulk entanglement entropy

From table 2, we note that the Bogoliubov coefficients scale as

lim
η→∞

α0,1;ω,k = 2h lim
η→∞

α0,0,ω,k, lim
η→∞

β0,1;ω,k = 2h lim
η→∞

β0,0,ω,k. (D.51)

For the state |υ̂⟩ the non-zero coefficients for the B’s are given by

B0,0 =
c0√

|c0|2 + (2h)2|c1|2
, B0,1 =

2hc1√
|c0|2 + (2h)2|c1|2

. (D.52)

Substituting the scaling relation (D.51) and the values of B’s into the expression for the
first order bulk entanglement entropy (D.3), we obtain

S
(1)
bulk(ΣA)

∣∣∣
|υ̂⟩

=
Γ(2h+ 1)Γ(32)

Γ(2h+ 3
2)

|c0 + (2h)2c1|2

|c0|2 + (2h)2|c1|2
(πx)4h. (D.53)

Note that this non-analytic term from the first order bulk entanglement entropy precisely
cancels the corresponding term in the minimal area (D.50) as expected from the gravita-
tional Gauss law. For the second order contribution to the bulk entanglement entropy we
use the general expression in (D.7) and obtain

S
(2)
bulk(ΣA)

∣∣∣
|υ⟩

= −
Γ(32)Γ(4h+ 1)

Γ(4h+ 3
2)

|c0 + (2h)2c1|4

(|c0|2 + (2h)2|c1|2)2
(πx)8h + · · · . (D.54)

Now summing up the contributions from (D.53), (D.54) and the minimal area (D.50) we
obtain the entanglement entropy in gravity using the FLM Formula.

SFLM(ρA)||υ⟩ =
(4h|c0|2 + (2h)2(4h+ 1))

|c0|2 + (2h)2|c1|2
(1− πx cotπx) (D.55)

−
Γ(32)Γ(4h+ 1)

Γ(4h+ 3
2)

|c0 + (2h)2c1|4

(|c0|2 + (2h)2|c1|2)2
(πx)8h + · · · .

This precisely agrees with the CFT answer computed in (D.46).
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