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ABSTRACT: It was recently noted that the entanglement entropy for a subsystem of a
chaotic eigenstate exhibits an enhanced correction when the subsystem approaches a
phase transition at half the total system size. This enhanced correction was derived
for general subsystems by Dong and Wang by summing over noncrossing permutations,
which can be thought of as “saddles” either in a sum emerging from averaging over
Wick contractions or in an analogous gravitational calculation. We extend these results
to the case of entanglement negativity, an entanglement measure defined on a bipartite
density matrix. We focus on a particular transition previously studied in a toy model
of JT gravity, one for which the sum over permutations was found to give similar (or
even stronger) enhanced corrections. We derive and resum the relevant permutations to
give a form for the averaged negativity spectrum, reproducing the gravitational answer
for some quantities and finding tension with other quantities, namely the partially
transposed entropy. Along the way, we extend the results of Dong and Wang to the
case of n < 1 Rényi entropy, showing that it always receives volume law corrections.
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1 Introduction

The application of ideas from quantum chaos to gravitational settings has been par-
ticularly fruitful. Gravitational observables have been shown to be well approximated
by observables obeying the eigenstate thermalization hypothesis (ETH) [1-4]. This is
due to the fact that a holographic quantum field theory with a semiclassical Einstein
gravity dual is expected to be maximally chaotic, i.e. it saturates the bound of [5],
up to higher derivative/stringy corrections which take one away from this regime. The
power of ETH is that it allows us to approximate observables in the microcanonical
ensemble by an observable’s long-time quantum expectation value. The resulting mi-
crocanonical expectation value should resemble that of the canonical ensemble, up to



corrections expected to be suppressed in the system size V' by the thermodynamic
ensembles’ equivalence at large N. This gives a quantitative idea of the process of
thermalization in isolated quantum many-body systems.

From the perspective of subsystem ETH [6-10], for a subsystem with volume frac-
tion f < 1/2, the corrections to ETH are suppressed in system size. Formally, this
means the trace-norm distance between the canonical and microcanonical density ma-
trices vanishes in the large volume/thermodynamic limit, implying that off-diagonal
matrix elements of operators vanishes and expectation values are roughly thermal.
This line of thinking is expected to apply to Rényi entropies.

When f = 1/2 exactly, the usual wisdom would say there’s an O(1) correction to
the Rényi entropies. One way of seeing this is that there exists a phase transition in
the Rényi entropy at f = 1/2, and the correction at this phase transition should be
given by the uncertainty in choosing between an O(1) number of equivalent dominant
phases. However, in a model-specific result, a correction to the entanglement entropy
of O(V/V) was observed in [11], a correction derived in [12] and explicated in [13]. In
particular, the von Neumann entropy of a subregion A with volume fraction f = 1/2

takes the form

SA:@— %—FO(G) (1.1)

where S(F) is the thermodynamic entropy at energy F and CYy is the heat capacity at
constant volume. As CYy is extensive in the system size, the correction is “enhanced”
to O(v/V). This formula is valid in the large volume limit, where v/V > a, a being
the area of the splitting surface.

In a parallel story, the attempt to match results from tensor networks with the
gravitational path integral led to the understanding of “fixed area states” [14, 15].
These states, which are eigenstates of the area operator in semiclassical gravity, have
a flat entanglement spectrum, up to fluctuations about a fixed saddle point which can
naively be at most O(1) in units of Gy, where Gy < 1. One can think of these
fluctuations as the difference in the “canonical” ensemble where one fixes the canonical
conjugate to the area operator, namely the relative boost between the entanglement
wedges of the two sides [16], and a “microcanonical” ensemble where the eigenvalue of
the area operator is fixed at its most probable value.

It was noted in [13, 17] that the universal enhanced correction to the entangle-
ment entropy also appears in fixed area states near transition, where the “transition”
in this context occurs due to a competition between two extremal surfaces. One way
of understanding this correction is that near transition we no longer care about fluctu-
ations about a fixed saddle, but instead we care about resumming an infinite number
of saddles which appear in the sum over topologies in the replicated geometries. Both



of these results match with a more detailed calculation of the same quantity in [18],
where in a model of Jackiw-Teitelboim (JT) gravity + end-of-the-world (EOW) branes
a particular subsystem entropy S(pg) had the form

S(pr) = logk — \/%—1— O(log B). (1.2)

This \/1/_6 correction is analogous to the v/Cy correction in chaotic eigenstates. Here
we've set Newton’s constant (which is analagous to V) to one, but it can be restored
via § — Gnp.

Recently, it was shown by [19] that similar enhanced corrections exist near tran-
sitions in entanglement negativity, a tripartite entanglement measure defined on a bi-
partite density matrix p4,4,. In particular, the logarithmic negativity was shown to
have the following form at transition:

2

E(priR,) = log ks — ;r_ﬁ + O(log f), (1.3)
for two subsystems R; and Ry with Ry U Ry, = R. Further corrections were derived for
measures descending from a Rényi version of negativity.

There exists a rich phase diagram for entanglement negativity in holographic states,
and we show that a similar phase diagram exists for a generic chaotic eigenstate. Our
aim is to systematically derive the corrections at transitions in this phase space. There
are two possible transitions, but as was explored in [19] we only expect interesting
behavior near one of the transitions, for reasons we’ll recapitulate in the main text.

The outline of the paper is as follows. In section 2 we review the derivation of
(1.1), in particular the resolvent formalism of [13]. In section 3 we review the various
negativity measures discussed in [19] and the sum over relevant permutations for the
phase transition of interest. In section 4 we compute corrections to the entanglement
measures of interest. We conclude with some discussion and future directions.

2 Diagrammatics for Chaotic Subsystems

We first review the formalism of [12, 13|, which was used to compute the universal
form of corrections to the entanglement entropy of a subsystem at transition. We focus
on [13], as their formalism more easily generalizes to our future calculations. Readers
familiar with their formalism may skip this section, whose only purpose is to make this
work self-contained.



A generic eigenstate |E) of a Hamiltonian H defined on a bipartite system such
that H = H, ® Hp can be Schmidt decomposed via

B) = 3 Mus |B) 4 ® | Es)y. 2.)

where |E;) and |F;) denote eigenstates of the subsystem Hamiltonians H4 and Hp,
respectively. As is convention, we use lowercase indices for states of A and uppercase
indices for states of B. ETH instructs us to think of M;; as a Gaussian random variable
with zero mean and energy banded with width A [20, 21]. In particular, for a system
with spatial dimension d > 2, we have the ansatz

_e2 9 1/2
M;; = e S(BaitEpy)/2 ﬂ Cis, (2.2)
V2TA

where € = F; + E; — E is the deviation from the total microcanonical energy. When
averaged over a small energy band in F4 and Eg, the random coefficients C;; satisfy

Ciy=0, CiyCypy = 0idyy. (2.3)

The effects of finite A will not affect the current and future computation, so we work
in the limit A — 0, where we approximate

Mi] = eis(E)/QCZ‘J. (24)

This approximation assumes the true density of states in a narrow energy band is well
approximated by the thermodynamic entropy in the canonical ensemble. To leading
order in the system volume, we can further approximate the density of states of the total
system as the product of the density of states of the subsystems A and B, evaluated
at the subsystem energy F 4. In other words,

S(E) %SA(EA)—FSB(E—EA) (25)

This leads to the following form for a subsystem density matrix pa

1
PA= 47 > > CisCig |Ei) o (Ejl 4 - (2.6)

E;i—2A<E;<E;+2A E—E;—A<E;<E—E;+A

The double sum takes into account energies in a region of width 2A. Averaging over
the Cj;’s gives the averaged subsystem density matrix

Pi= 3 do(E — BB 4 (Eil, (2.7



where the normalization is given by

N = ZdA )dg(E — E;). (2.8)

Here d4 and dp are the degeneracies at a given energy. As a shorthand and as a
motivation for our future computation, we can instead write

du(F;) = e5aF) = 5. (p(F — E;) = 58E-E) = 95, (2.9)

As our goal is to compute subsystem von Neumann entropy, we should proceed by
generalizing this procedure to compute Tr py. Before averaging, from (2.6) we have

P?x = Nn Z Z H Clivn Zm+1Jm| > < Zn+1| (2'10)

Eip d2, ing13J1,0Jn m=1

where the second sum is understood to be over a strip of width 2nA, but we assume
A vanishes quickly enough at finite n that this isn’t a significant effect.

The difference between log Tr (p4)”" and log Tr (p4)” is exponentially suppressed in
the system volume [10], so our goal will be to compute Tr (p4)", as it is a more tractable

calculation. This involves a sum over Wick contractions, as we assume higher point
connected correlations of the C;;’s vanish. The result is

1 eSA-',-nSBZFl 1—n,—n;2: eSa—5B , 54 < Sp
Tr (pa)™ = {N ( )

(2.11)
J\% enSatSe, [ (1 —n,—n;2; eSB*SA) ,S4 > Sg.

As a sanity check, we recover S,,(pa) = S/2+ O(1) where Sy = Sp = S/2 at f =1/2.
The derivation of this expression from the resolvent sum over noncrossing permutations
is given in Appendix B.

To study the corrections to this quantity at transition, we upgrade the putative
constant density of states to an integral over an energy dependent density of states. In
other words, we send

SA%SA(EA), SB%SB(E—EA) (2.12)

and integrate over E4. The new averaged trace is given by
— 1
Tr(pa)" = e / dEeSAEDTSEE-ED) G (B ), (2.13)

where G, (f, E4) encompasses the n-dependent piece of the trace:

6(”*1)53(E*EA)QF1 (1 —n,—n;2; GSA(EA)*SB(E*EA)) , SA(EA) < SB(E _ EA)
e(”_l)SA(EA)QFl (1 —n,—n;2; esB(E_EA)_SA(EA)) ’ SA(EA) > SB(E _ EA)
(2.14)

Gn(EA) = {



and the normalization is now

N = /dEAeSA(EA)JFSB(EEA). (2'15)
From this, we can directly calculate the ensemble averaged Rényi entropies S, (pa):
— 1 1
8= 7—log </\/ /dEAeSA<EA>+SB<E EA)GH(EA)) : (2.16)

2.1 Saddle Point Analysis

We make the ansatz that the entropy is extensive in the subsystem size, that is

su(B0) = Vs () salE =B == nvs (G52

where f = V4 /V is the volume fraction, s(e) is the entropy density as a function of the

(2.17)

energy density e, and the other factors come from dimensional analysis. We're mainly
interested in what happens at the transition f = 1/2. The “featureless” or infinite
temperature case is when s(e) = 1 such that all subsystem entropies are proportional
to subsystem volume. We’re only interested in the corrections from finite temperature,
which can be thought of as the difference between the answer in the canonical ensemble
and the microcanonical ensemble. The microcanonical Rényi entropy is the contribution
of the global “unaveraged” microcanonical state p = p A p cpya |Ei) (Eil :

SMC 7 L —log (./\} /dE e3a(Ba)+nSp(E— EA)). (2.18)
—n

We are interested in the correction away from the dominant microcanonical saddle, so
we are interested in computing the following quantity:

Come 1 N [ dEsexp(Fi(E4))
R el (deAexpwg(EA)))’ (2.19)

where F(F4) and Fy(E,) are functions defined by
Fi(Es) = fVs <JE”;V) +(1—f)Vs (%) +InG,(F,)
Fy(Ea) = fVs (fv) Fn(l— Vs (%) | (2.20)

As both functions scale with volume, we can perform a saddle point analysis. The

saddle point equations for these functions are
/(El)_ /(E_El) G;L(f,Eﬁ
S|—)=s —
v (L=HV )  Gulf, Er)
() (a=v)
S|l—=]=ns | ——=], 2.21
(7 -V 221




where E) and E, are the saddle point energies of Fi(E£4) and Fy(FEy), respectively. The
analysis of these saddle point equations was done in totality for n > 1 in [13].} Here
we fill in a small gap and study the case of n < 1. This will be useful later when we
are computing analytic continuations of Rényi negativities below n = 1.

2.2 Corrections at Transition for n < 1

s(x) is a monotonically increasing function of  with a monotonically decreasing first
derivative (take s(x) = \/x as a concrete example). For the case n < 1, we can therefore

write the iequality
E, FE—F,

;oo

(2.22)
which immediately implies

f
1—f
and therefore Sy (Ey) > Sp(E — Ey) for f > 1/2.

The first thing to notice is that there is only one saddle point for both Fj(FE4) and
Fy(EL4), as G,(f, E4) is now a strictly concave function. The single saddle for Fy(E4)
depends sensitively on the saddle point of G,,(f, E4), which itself only depends on the

SA(EQ) >

Sp(E — Es), (2.23)

crossover point between the two hypergeometrics. As the crossover point is completely
determined by the n-independent quantity

SA(E4) — Sp(E — Ey) (2.24)

and the rest of the E; saddle point equation is independent of n, the full saddle similarly
becomes completely independent of n. This should be contrasted with the obviously
n-dependent saddle point of Fy(FE,4). This difference will generically cause the two
saddles to differ by an O(1) factor, so for all volume fractions we expect the different
in Rényi entropies to be volume law:

S, — SMC = 0O(V), n<l. (2.25)

Note that this applies for all volume fractions, implying that the n < 1 Rényi entropies
do not obey the principle of canonical typicality.

This clarifies a conceptual point. For n — 11, the v/V correction lies in between
an exponentially suppressed O(e~) region (f < 1/2) and a strongly enhanced O(V)
region (f > 1/2). Why, then, do we not get a similar enhancement for n — 177
The answer is that the dominant behavior in Fj(E4), which previously supplied the

1See also [22] for a similar study of relative entropy with the same ansatz.



emergent “soft mode” for the flat interval between two saddles, becomes independent
of the Rényi index. This nonanalyticity might be worrying if one is used to a Rényi
entropy analytic in n, but the thermodynamic limit breaks this assumption. The form
of these corrections agrees with the analysis of a gravitational model in Appendix C of
[19].

3 Entanglement Negativity

In this section we compute similar quantities as [13] for entanglement negativity mea-
sures. We begin by reviewing some salient properties of entanglement negativity and
its utility as a tripartite measure of entanglement before diving into the calculation.

3.1 Review of Negativity

Entanglement negativity refers to an entanglement measure based on properties of the
partial transpose operation applied to a bipartite density matrix py, 4,, defined via

T,
(ar,aslpitt,lah, ab) = (a1, |, aslals ) (3.1)

for basis states {|a1)} in Ay and {|as)} in Ay [23-25]. The partial transpose is a
positive but not completely positive map, which means some of the eigenvalues of pi?ib
(hereafter p?l 4,) can be negative. Entanglement negativity quantifies the different
between the eigenvalues of the partially transposed density matrix and the original

Npas) = S 22— 57y, (3.2)

7 ;<0

density matrix via

As with the von Neumann entropy, there exist Rényi generalizations of entanglement
negativity:
T n
N =Tr (i, ,) - (3.3)

Due to the absolute value, one needs to define two different analytic continuations for
even and odd Rényi index n, so there are in fact two Rényi negativities given by

even) Z |>\ |2k:

Nyt = ngnA A (3.4)

for integer k. We define relevant entanglement measures via analytic continuation from
these quantities. The most common quantity to talk about is the logarithmic negativity,



given via a k — 1/2 analytic continuation of the even Rényi negativity

E(para) = lim log NF™™ (pa,) = log Y A, (3.5)

—1/2
One other quantity of interest is the partially transposed entropy, also known as the
odd entropy, which is related to the k& — 1 analytic continuation of the odd Rényi
negativity and is explicitly given by

1
Ty _ 1
57 =lm o

log Nop—1 = — Y _ Ailog |\i]. (3.6)

odd)

We need to include the Rényi entropy-like singular term out front as N 1( ="Tr pﬁi Ay =

1.

3.2 Disorder Averaged Negativity

Now we can discuss the disorder average? in the Gaussian approximation described in
the previous section. The Schmidt decomposition of the energy eigenstate |E) is now

E) =Y My |E),, ®|E),, ®|E)g. (3.7)

i1j1J

Once again we’ll consider M;;; as a Gaussian random variable, in particular with

M;jy ~ eis(E)/QCijJ (3.8)
Cijg =0, CijsCyjry = 510501 (3.9)
The partially transposed density matrix is
1
p£21A2 = /T/' Z Ci1j1JOi2j2J |Ei17 Ej2> <Ei2Ej1| ) (310)
E.E;E;

or, by replacing dummy variables

1
Piay = % > CijpsCiis |Eiy, Ej) (Ei By | (3.11)

EiE,E;

2In the condensed matter literature, disorder averaging has a different meaning and what we’re
doing should more properly be called “ensemble averaging”. Ensemble averaging, however, already
has a meaning in the high energy literature, so we keep with the terminology of [13].



Figure 1. Phase diagram of Rényi negativity for various subsystem densities of state. The g’s
label the dominant permutation which appears in the sum over Wick contractions; their exact
forms are given in Appendix A. The resolvent equation (3.13) is valid in the regime S4, <<
Sa, + Sp; we've indicated the forbidden region g = X ! in a lighter shade. Reproduced with
minor alterations from [19]

where the sum over energies is understood to be in a window of width 3A, though
again we take this width to vanish. We also have

n_ 1 -
(10?4;21142) = /\7 Z Z H Oimjm+1JmCim+1jme |Ei17 Ej1> <Ein+1Ejn+l‘ :

Eiy Ejy i1, yingjtye gnsJ1,Jn m=1

(3.12)
Note that the partial transpose has made it so the i (A;) indices are contracted cycli-
cally, while the j (As) indices are contracted anti-cyclically. The resolvent equation for
these Wick contractions is the same as derived in [19], and a more detailed explanation
is given in Appendix B. We quote the result here:

e“2 R\ (1 + R(\))

_ . Sa,+S
)\R()\) = e°A1TPAr 6SA2 1_ GQSAzR(/\)z .

(3.13)

This resolvent equation furnishes a negativity spectrum described by the phase diagram
in Figure 1. There are two transitions to consider. The first is when the A and B
subsystems are the same size, i.e. S4, + Sa, = Sp, corresponding to the transition
from ¢ = 1 to ¢ = X in the phase diagram. From the calculation in [19], we don’t

— 10 —



expect any enhanced corrections at this transition, so we don’t study it in any detail,
though the calculation would presumably follow the same steps. The second transition
of interest is when the A; subsystem is the same size as the combined A, B subsystem,
Sa, = Sa, + Sp, corresponding to the transition from ¢ = 7 to ¢ = X in the phase
diagram. In this regime the sum over diagrams is known explicitly, and the disorder
averaged partially transposed density matrices are

TrW _ ﬁGQk(SAQJrSB)JrSAl eSA22F1 (1 — k, —2k: 2; eSAlfSAQfSB) 7SA1 < SA2 + Sp
1A2 ﬁ€2kSA1+SA2+SB€SA22F1 (1 _ k’ _2k; 2;€SA2+SB_SA1> ;SAl > SA2 + SB
(3.14)

for even n = 2k and
)21 — omr TSI S, [y (1= 2k, 1 — ;1 e90 7502 758) Sy < Sy, + Sp
N2}cfl e(Qkil)SAlJrSAZJrSBQFl (1 — 2k, 1 —k; 1; 63A2+SB?SA1) 7SA1 > SAQ + 5B

(3.15)
for odd n = 2k — 1. We give derivations for these formulae in Appendix A; the gist

Tr (Pg2 A

1A2

is that we sum over all permutations which lie on a geodesic between two dominant
regions in phase space. The permutations on this geodesic can be enumerated, and the
previous formulae are functions whose moments reproduce the combinatoric factors for
these permutations.

4 Negativity Phase Transitions

We can use (3.14) and (3.15) to understand the difference between the microcanonical
and canonical Rényi negativities in a chaotic eigenstate, using much the same techniques
as were used in [13]. We denote by f4, the volume fraction of A; such that the naive
phase transition happens at f4, = 1/2. We also denote the volume fraction of Ay by
fa, and use f4 = fa, + fa, to denote the total volume fraction of system A.

We impose energy conservation in all three subsystems, such that our ansatz is for
subsystem entropies is

SAI (EA1) = fAIVS (fff‘l/)

SA2 (EAz) = fAzVS < EA2 )

fA2v
E—FEa — Ea,
Sp(E — Ea — Eay) = (1= fa)Vs < (11— f)V >

These again follow from ergodicity and imposing that the subsystem entropy is only a
function of the subsystem energy density.

(4.1)

- 11 -



4.1 Even Rényi Negativity

We'll start with studying the even Rényi negativities, from which the logarithmic neg-
ativity descends. Our expressions for the logarithms of the canonical ensemble and
microcanonical ensemble Rényi negativities using our previous ansatzes are as follows:

_ 1
Noj, = N2k /dEAldEAQGSAl(EA1)+2SA2(EA2)+SB(E_EA1_EAQ)Gk(fAl>fAQaEANEA2)
Ny © Nl oD / AE 4. Ay, €541 (Pa)+Sa5(Bay)+2K(S ay (Bay) S5 (B=Eay ~Eay)) (4.2)

where the function Gi(fa,, fa,, Ea,, Ea,) is defined as the k-dependent part of (3.14)

e(2l<371)(SA2JrSB)2F1 (1 — k, —2k; 2; eSA1*SA2*SB) , S, < Sa, + Sp
ePRVSa, By (1 — k, —2k; 2; 542795 7541) [ Gy > Sy, + S,
(4.3)

Gk(fA17fA27EA17EA2> - {

and A (with no other sub/superscripts) is an overall normalization given by
N = / dE 4, dE 4,541 (Bay)+5a,(Bay)+Sp(E=Ea, ~Fa,) (4.4)

Whenever unspecified, the subsystem entropies should now be understood to be valued
at the subsystem energies, which we only omit for notational clarity. We write the
difference between the logarithms of these quantities as

logﬁ_ log N MC’ = log (deAldEAz eXp(Fl(EAN EAz)))

f dE]AldE'A2 eXp(FQ(EAl, EAQ))
where the functions Fy(E4,, Ea,) and Fy(Eq4,, E4,) are defined via the corresponding
integrands in (4.2). The strategy will be to find saddle points for F}(F4,, F4,) and

Fy(E4,, E4,) and use the relative behavior of those saddle points to determine the
scaling of the correction at transition.

(4.5)

We have two coupled saddle point equations for each both functions, which are
given by

(BN (E _EM_ E{““)) O, Gilfar, fAz, B B
fnV (1= fa)V Gi(far faan B ,E£2)>
o () _ (E . Ef”) _ Qe Geldan S BV, BV
fa,V (1= fa)V Gi(far, fay, BV, E)
() - (5558
A I—fa
2 1 2
(2k + 1)’ ﬁé‘: = 2ks' (E zlbié ;A_)‘;Eé )) : (4.6)

- 12 —



Sa > Sa +S
Sp > S, + Sa, Ay >S4, + 5B

:EAl
E

Figure 2. A schematic plot of regions (shaded in red) in the E4, — F 4, plane where our ansatz
for the dominant sum over permutations does not hold. The lines separating the regions will
depend sensitively on the form of s(e) and the volume fractions of the subsystems.

where the pair & = (EF), E§2)) denotes a saddle point for Fi(E4,, Fa,), while & =
(Eél),Eém) denotes the saddle point for Fy(Ea,, Ea,). As Fy(Ea,, Ea,) is a strictly
concave function, there is only one global maximum. Fj(FEy,, E4,) on the other hand
can have two maxima, as Gg(fa,, fa,, Fa,, Ea,) is strictly nonmonotonic.

The first thing we have to be careful about is whether we are still within our regime
of validity for probing the transition of interest. In the case of Rényi entropy, the fact
that the dominant contribution comes from noncrossing partitions was assumed to hold
for all of parameter space, that is for all values of subsystem entropy. This can be traced
back to the fact that the dominant permutations all lie on a single geodesic G(1, X). In
our case, we're trying to probe the transition on one geodesic G(7, X') while suppressing
diagrams from other geodesics, which imposes some natural constraints on the size of
our subsystems.

We are justified in only considering the diagrams from Appendix A only if the
saddle point energies satisfy the conditions:

Say(EYY) < Say(BY) + Sp(E — EY) — EX)
1 2 2
Sp(E — EY) — EX)) < Sa,(BY) + Sa,(ER), (4.7)

such that all contributions from subleading permutations remain subleading. We in-
clude a rough phase diagram of the allowed region to explore in Figure 2. If the saddle

— 13 —



point lies outside the allowed region, our answer for the dominant sum over permuta-
tions no longer holds, so we shouldn’t try to explore those regions of phase space.

This means before attempting to compute corrections at transition for all subsys-
tem volume fractions, we should derive some bounds on the regime of validity of our
approximation. We’ll make use of the following inequality:

E
Sa(Ea) + Sa,(Ea,) + Sg(E— Exy — En,) < Vs (V) , (4.8)

which follows from the fact that our subsystem entropy function s(e) is concave. Plug-
ging in the saddle points and using the first constraint in (4.7) we can write

E
254, (ES?) < Su, (ESY) + Su,(BS?) + Sp(E — ESY — B < Vs (-)

v
vV (F

= Sa,(EY)) < =5 (V) . (4.9)

We can use this relation to find

E(2) E(2)
SAQ(EéZ)) - fA28 (fA2V> > fA?S (%

2)
= fa,$ (%) < %s (g) : (4.10)

as EéQ) < FE, a constraint on f,, which makes this true for all subsystem entropy

densities is
fa, < 1/2. (4.11)

Therefore our calculations are only valid when subsystem As is less than half of the
total system size. We can find a similar inequality on Sp using the second constraint
in (4.7). We have

E
255(E — E&Y — EPY) < Su (BSY) + Su, (BS) + Sp(E— EN — EP) < vs (V)

V (E
= Sp(E — EY — B < 5 (V) . (4.12)

We can therefore write

%

E—EM - E§2)> ; ZS (E) | (413)

2

E — E(l) i E(2) E— E(l) _ E(2)
Sp(E— B — EP)=(1 —fA)Vs< 2 2 | >(1- fa)Vs 22
( ;

— 14 —
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T,

N

> fa,

1
2

Figure 3. Excluded volume fractions from our analysis of the cyclic to pairwise phase

transition. Describing the colored “forbidden” regions would require a sum over permutations
we assert to be subdominant.

Again, a result that makes this inequality true for all saddle point energies is
fa>1)2. (4.14)

This ties together a nice family of restrictions: both subsystems A, and B have to have
volume fraction less then half of the system. We illustrate these constraints in Figure
3. This makes some sense, as we want to probe transitions dominated by the behavior
of A; relative to the rest of the system.

Another way of seeing there should be a restricted regime for our procedure is
as follows: entanglement negativity is agnostic as to which subsystem A; or A, one
applies the partial transpose to. This would of course result in an averaged density
matrix trace symmetric under exchange of S4, and S4,, which our expressions (3.14)
and (3.15) are not. However, by writing a resolvent equation valid only in a certain
parameter regime, we can no longer comfortably integrate over all energies. This is an
important point because the deviations from the featureless case can in principle be of
order the system size, and so corrections are not necessarily perturbative as they were
assumed to be in [19].

We can, however, be comfortable in the validity of our calculation if the saddle
points for Fi(Ea,, Ea,) and Fy(E4,, E4,) obey the conditions above, so restricting to
the set of entropy functions which satisfy (4.7), let’s first look at the saddle point
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equations for &. Setting the third and fourth equations equal yields

(1) (2)
s (152\/) = (2k +1)s’ <£2v> : (4.15)

As §'(e) is a monotonically decreasing function, for all £ > 0 we have the inequality

ES? 5 J42 A2 g (4.16)
fAl
We can use this inequality to write a simple inequality on Eél) by rewriting the Egl)
saddle point equation as
fa (D)

EW E— +-F;
s 2= | > 2ks' __Im . (4.17)

(fAlv (1 - fA)

Now we have an inequality which depends on k, as we can write
EY < fo B, k>1/2. (4.18)

Note that this result is also valid for k = 1/2, as the relation (4.16) is a strict inequality
which is never saturated for positive k. We can use a similar strategy to write an
inequality for E Rewrltmg the E equation with (4.16) yields

e E—JEY
2k +1)s 2 <ok | — T2 ) 4.19
( ) (fA2V> 1—fa (4.19)

The resulting inequality has a slightly different k& dependence:
E® > fi,E, k>0. (4.20)

The last inequalities we can write are those for the saddle point values of Sy, and S4,:

(1)
SAl( ) fAIVs <]§1 ) < fA1VS (5)

(2)
SAQ(E§2)) — fA2V8 (]iiV) > fA2V8 (é) . (4.21)

We’d like to find conditions on the hypergeometric being stuck on the first branch, i.e.

Sa, < Sa, + Sp. This is guaranteed to happen if the weaker inequality S4, < Sa, is
satisfied, which from (4.21) is necessarily true when

fas > fa, (4.22)

— 16 —



If we assume S4, < Sy, for the & saddle point as well, the argument of the hypergeo-
metric is exponentially suppressed and we can approximate it by

oF1(1—Fk,—2k;2;2) =~ 1+ k(k — 1)z, (4.23)
where the small parameter x is now

v = ¢S (BY) =84, (B) -85 (B-ED - E?) (4.24)

Under this assumption the saddle point equations for £ and & are the same up to expo-
nentially suppressed terms, and therefore the saddle points £ and &, are exponentially
close. This leads to the following form of corrections to ETH:

log Nog — log N € o O(e™Y), k> 1/2, fa, > fa, (4.25)

We can write a similar inequality for which Sy, < Sp is always satisfied. We recall the
Eél) saddle point equation:

EM E-EY - EY
s | = | =2ks ) 4.26
( fa, (1= fa)V (4.26)

At k = 1/2 there’s clearly an equality between the arguments of the functions on the
right and left, so for k& > 1/2 we have the inequality

By _E-E - EY

., k>1/2. 4.27
v (A= Vv / (427)
We’d like to satisty the inequality Sa, < Sp, or
E(l) E— E(l) _ E(Z)
Vs | 2] < (11— fa)V 2 2. 4.28
This is always satisfied if
fAl <1-— fA- (429)
So far we have two constraints which carve out a corner of the phase space for all

k> 1/2.
Now let’s try to find a condition such that S4, > Sa, + Sp. Using our previous
ansatz this condition is written as

£ £ £ D _ g®
fA1S (ﬁ) >fA25 (ﬁ) +<1_fA>S ( (1 ij)VQ > ) (430)
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For all k£ > 0 we can use (4.16) to rewrite this as

(2) _ g _ @
(far = fa)s (EL> > (1= fa)s (E B~ By ) : (4.31)

fa,V (1= fa)V
Using the EéQ) saddle point equation, there exists for k£ > 0:
EY L E- EY — EY

4.32
fAQ 1 - fA ( )

Therefore, S4, > S, + Sp is always satisfied if
fay = faz >1—fa= fa, >1/2, k>0. (4.33)

For these volume fractions the corrections to the Rényi negativity are extensive in the
system size, as £ and & have no relation:

log./\fgk - log/\/% X O(V), k>0, fA1 > 1/2. (434)

We summarize the results so far in Figure 4. In that phase diagram, none of the
boundaries should be though of as sharp, that is as (4.16) is never saturated for k& > 0,
neither are any constraints that depend on it. The interpolation between O(e=<)
corrections and O(V') corrections will happen somewhere in this “unknown region”,
though the only relevant point is that at f4, = 1/2 we should still be in a region with
extensive corrections. In particular this implies the logarithmic negativity receives
O(V) corrections, as was noted in [19].?

We won’t comment on the case k < 1/2 for fa, < 1/2, though the expectation is
that, like the n < 1 Rényi entropy, these measures always receive volume law correc-
tions. It’s also entirely possible the interpolating line continues moving towards the
point (0,1/2), meaning there’s some set of volume fractions for which arbitrarily small
but positive k are well-approximated by ETH.

4.2 0Odd Rényi Negativity

We can repeat the previous analysis for odd n. We have different expressions for the
canonical and microcanonical Rényi negativities:

I 1
lOgNQk—l - -/\/’2]@ 1 /dEAldEAZGSAI (Eay)+54,5(Bay)+55(E~Ea, _EAQ)Gk(fAN fA27 EAU EAz)
log Noi & = Nl / dE 4, dE 4,54 B+ 2h—1)(5a, (Bag)t55(E=Eay ~Fay)), (4.35)
2k—1

3At k = 1, the even Rényi negativity is equal to the second Rényi entropy Ss(pa), which for
fa, + fa, > 1/2 is expected to always receive volume law corrections, which we don’t see for all
volume fractions. This is an important consequence of the restriction to a particular phase transition;
we require the full sum over diagrams to reproduce the partially transposed density matrix exactly.
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fAz A

O (e=V)
k>1/2

D=

o(Vv)
k>0

I » fa,
2

Figure 4. Phase diagram for corrections to even Rényi negativities. The concave region with
O(e=?V) corrections comes from requiring S, < Sa, and/or Su, < Sp. The O(V) region
requires S4, > Sa, + Sp. The interpolation between these regions will lie somewhere with
fa, <1/2 and is outlined by the dashed lines. The yellow curve represents a system specific
boundary which will depend on %k and potentially on the specifics of s(e).

where Gi(fa,, fa,, Ea,, Ea,) is now defined by (3.15) as:

e(2k=2)(S4,+58),, Fy (1—k,1—2k;1;e507542758) G, < Sy, + Sp
eGR4, By (1 — 2k, 1 — k; 1; €947 7540) | S, > Sy + Sp.

(4.36)
Again the subsystem entropies should be valued at their respective subsystem energies.
Notably log Nox_1 enjoys a symmetry under Sy, <+ Su, + Sp. We again write the
difference between the canonical and microcanonical answers as

J dE4,dE4, exp(Fi(Ea,, Ea,)) )
[ dE4,dE A, exp(Fy(E4,, Ea,))

Gk(fA17fA27EA17EA2> - {

log Naog—1 — log N&LC, = log ( (4.37)
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and use the same ansatz (4.1) to write the saddle point equations for F; and F» as

s E§1) — E_EF) _E?) i aEAle(fAlvfA27E£1)7E§2)>
fAlV (1 _fA>V Gk(fAqumEfl)?EF))
o E%Q) _ E— E%l) — E%Q) _ aEA2 Gk(fAN fA27 EF), Ef))
fA?V (1 _fA)V Gk(fA17fA27E£1)7E§2)>
1 2
(B 2y (B =
faV (1= fa)V
1
s’ EéQ) =5 E- Eé - EéQ) (4.38)
fa.V (1= fa)V '
Let’s again investigate the saddle point for F,. We immediately see
(2) (1) (2)
E EF—-FE —FE
2 = 2 2 (4.39)

Ja, L—fa

for all k! This is a striking result, as it means we can write the sum of subsystem
entropies in Ay and B as

E(2)
Sa(B5") + Sp(E — B — BY) = S5(B”) = (1= fa))s ( f;v> (4.40)

This is important as for the odd Rényi negativity, S, and Sp always appear summed,
so if we're only interested in the leading saddle point approximation we can treat them
as one subsystem entropy Sz;. As such we can rewrite the single saddle point equation

(1) 2)
s' (£2v> = (2k —1)s’ (f?\/) : (4.41)

We recognize this as similar to the saddle point equation (2.21) for Fy(E) in the Rényi

as

entropy, but we’ll go through the discussion nonetheless. At k£ = 1 we can exactly solve
for the subsystem energies and they are, unsurprisingly, proportional to the volume
fractions of their respective subsystems:

EVN =fuE, k=1

B = fi,E, k=1 (4.42)
When £ > 1, we again have
EY > &E;D, (4.43)
fAl
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which was true for general k£ in the even case. Similar inequalities on volume fraction
hold in the odd case; we still have

EY < fo B, k>1
EP > fi,E, k> 1. (4.44)

From this the inequality S, < 577 is clearly satisfied when
fA1 < 1/27 (445)

and corrections are exponentially suppressed. For f4, > 1/2, this won’t be true gener-
ically and the corrections are extensive.
We can also say interesting things about k£ < 1. In this case the inequalities are
flipped:
EW > fa B, k<1
2 ALy
Ef) < faE, k<1

EY < %Eg”. (4.46)
Ay

We can check where Sy, > S5 From (4.46) we have

£ E
SA1<E§1)) = fAIVS (fA2V> > fAlVS (V)

2) 5

SlEP) = (L= fa)Vs ( ﬁjv) <u-gvs(p). @

We see that Ss, > S5 is guaranteed to be satisfied if f4, > 1/2, and indeed there is
no generic behavior for f4, < 1/2. Thus the corrections are extensive for all volume
fractions for k£ < 1.

4.3 0Odd Rényi Negativity at Transition

We would like to study this case in analogy with the entanglement entropy, for reasons
that will be clear shortly. Let’s follow the same procedure of dividing F; into two
pieces, Fyom and Fa, defined as

Faom = SAI (EAl) + SA2(EA2) + SB(E - EA1 - EA2)
+ (2k - Q)maX{SA1(EA1)? SA2(EA2) + SB(E - EA1 - EAQ)}
Fa =logoFy (1 — 2k, 1 — k; 15 e 71541 (Fay) =84, (Bag) =S5 (B=Eay = Hag)l) | (4.48)
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That is, we take the dominant contribution and relegate the subleading contributions
to a term bounded by O(1) in volume factors:

=1+ (k-1)+0(k-1)7> (4.49)

<o < o = (3k—2) _ I(8k—1)

k—1 L(k)T(2k)
The averaged Rényi negativity, with a %%2 factor which will be important later, can
be rewritten as
log Nor—1 = L log ! / dE 4, dE 4, efom™Fa (4.50)
2k —2 O T o =2 0 \ Ny AT ’ '
and we can bound log No,_; via
1
log Noj—1 — log N5™ < 3 +O(k —1). (4.51)

As such Ngom is enough to look for corrections larger than O(1).

Unlike the Rényi entropy, at f = 1/2 there’s no obvious reflection symmetry of
the energies in Fy,, and indeed we don’t find one numerically. There is, however, a
symmetry in the saddle points, which we’ll argue for as follows. Call the two saddle
points for Fiom (or Fy, it makes no difference here) £ = (B E®9Y and g =
(E%l’b),Ef’b)). Under the exchange S4, <> Sz, the saddles are swapped due to the
symmetry of the odd Rényi negativity. It’s clear then at f4, = 1/2 there exists the
equivalence

E§1,a) B E§2’b)

fan fas
E%l,b) B E§2,a) (4 52)
fA2 fA2 . '

This means that the two saddle points contribute with equal magnitude, which con-
tributes an O(1) factor to the difference between the canonical and microcanonical

negativities:

1 om c log 2
YD) (10g St — IOgsz\lil) 9 _or o) (4.53)

However, as in the case of von Neumann entropy, there is a subtletly related to the

fact that the two saddles collide in the limit £ — 1, i.e. the partially transposed entropy.
As they collide, there is an emergent region between the saddles which contributes to the
integral, so we can’t treat the presence of multiple equivalent saddles at leading order,
we must integrate over the interpolating region. We show a plot of this phenomenon in
Figure 5. Let’s solve the F, saddle point equations perturbatively in 6 = 2k — 2. The
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Figure 5. Plots of Fy(E4,, E4,) at phase transition. We've set E =V = 1, fa, = 1/2,
and fa, = 3/10. For large k (upper left), the two saddle points are well-separated and
can be treated separately. As we decrease k (upper right) the saddle points approach one
another and produce an emergent flat region. At exactly £ = 1 (bottom) the saddle points
coincide at (fa, E, fa,E). The dotted line connecting the saddle points is given by E4, =
—2fa,(Ea, — E); all saddles at f4, = 1/2 lie along this line.

Eél) saddle point equation (4.41) becomes

(B (BN (B (B
8 (W) S (fA2V> a (mv Yoawy)

where we’ve again used that E§2) = fa,E. Combining this with the unchanged (4.39)
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and plugging in f4, = 1/2 yields

E Vis(E/V)

2 T YEY)
fA2V5 S (E/V)

~ IR

EY =

(4.55)

From this we can write our subsystem entropies S, and Sz, in the familiar form

my _ 1 Vé s'(E/V)
$n () = 3o (B + 5 s
o 1 V6 S(EJV)
S (EY)) = 55 (E—— ,(E/V)) (4.56)

What happens as £k — 1 for the odd Rényi negativity is precisely the same as what
happens for the n — 1 von Neumann entropy, namely that the Fa term “fills in”
the space between the two saddles. The only difference is that this flat direction runs
between two saddles separated along a line in the F4, — F4, plane specified by fa,.
The rest of the calculation is completely unchanged from that of the von Neumann
entropy, and there is an enhanced correction exactly of the same form:

C
ST — G — 2V +0O(8) ~ O(WVV) (4.57)
In [19], it was noted that a naive calculation shows the partially transposed entropy
receives O(v/V) corrections, but a more accurate analysis shows it receives O(V) cor-
rections. It would be interesting to understand the difference between our calculation

and theirs.*

5 Discussion and Future Work

In this work we’ve studied a class of tripartite entanglement measures, the Rényi nega-
tivities, in a toy model of a chaotic eigenstate. We’ve resummed the relevant noncross-
ing permutations obtained via Wick contractions relevant at the transition of interest
and studied the corrections to the dominant microcanonical saddle.

The main takeaway is as follows: logarithmic negativity and its Rényi generaliza-
tions thereof are not always “good” chaotic observables in the sense that their fluc-
tuations (the difference between the canonical and microcanincal expectation values)

4A possible resolution is that our calculation was done at fixed f4,, roughly the same as fixing ko
n [19]. Only when k = kqko was fixed, similar to fixing f4, do they see O(V') corrections.

— 24 —



are often of the same order as the quantities themselves, implying they are not self-
averaging for all volume fractions. We’'ve shown this is the case for the even Rényi neg-
ativity at transition, as well as for both even and odd Rényi negativities for fa, > 1/2.
In particular we’ve shown that odd Rényi negativity behaves mostly the same as Rényi
entropy at the 7 to X transition, exhibiting a (’)(\/V ) enhanced correction at exactly
k = 1. One surprising outcome is that, for both Rényi negativities, canonical typical-
ity holds in some cases where the partially transposed density matrix is defined on a
subsystem A; As larger than half of the total system.

One interesting question is what bearing these volumetric corrections have on the
validity of the cosmic brane prescription. It’s expected that the holographic dual of
subregion entanglement measures is given by the action of a geometric solution with
a massive cosmic brane (or branes) inserted [26, 27]. Away from transition, it’s ex-
pected that there is a single dominant saddle, or at the very least an O(1) number of
equivalent saddles, all of which have have small enough fluctuations that we can treat
the calculation of the brane area perturbatively. What happens if this saddle doesn’t
exist?® For the n < 1 Rényi entropy, for example, the dual gravitational description
is expected to be a cosmic brane with negative tension [27], so the minimal energy
configuration would be a brane that falls towards the boundary. This is roughly the
“holographic dual” of the O(V') corrections to ETH; it represents a failure of a single
approximately geometric state to describe the dual system.

We now discuss some extensions to our work. A necessary restriction in our analysis
is only summing over a subset of all relevant permutations near a particular phase
transition. It would be useful to find a closed form expression for the moments of
a block transposed Wishart matrix without these assumptions, which would involve
finding a closed form solution to the recursion relation in [28]. This would be especially
nice as we could probe the region f4 < 1/2, which is where one could expect ETH to
hold as the partially transposed density matrix is defined on less than half of the total
system.

A technical point in our analysis was the use of 2-Dyck paths and 2-Narayana
numbers, as opposed to (1-)Dyck paths which appear in the calculation of entanglement
entropy. It’s possible some further generalization of Narayana numbers (as in e.g. [29])
will be relevant for calculating transitions in higher party entanglement measures in a
similar model.

So far, we’ve only discussed Rényi negativity, but there exists a family of holo-

5We thank Pratik Rath for discussions on this point.
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graphically inspired measures termed refined Rényi negativities, which are given by

1
STQ(n) (pAlAz) - _n2an (E logNéodd/even)(pAlAQ) (51)

We have not touched on the structure of transitions in these measures, but they could
presumably be treated in the same way we’'ve presented. Of particular interest is the
refined Rényi 2-negativity S72?), the n — 2 limit of the even refined Rényi entropy.
This quantity is explicitly given by

1 2 A2
T2(2) _ _ 2 il (even) ) N~ _ i _ i
S lim m Om (m log Ny, > % BT log (Z] )\?> (5.2)

which is the von Neumann entropy of the normalized density matrix (pﬂz1 A2)2. Conse-
quently, the expectation is that the corrections will be O(v/V), which is indeed what
is seen in the gravitational setting. It would be nice to derive this relation from our
formalism.

Additionally, this formalism could be applied to study the reflected entropy [30] and
its Rényi generalizations thereof [31-33]. Reflected entropy has been studied in a similar
gravitational system [32] and was shown to have O(v/V) corrections at transition, as in
the case of the von Neumann entropy, derived via a resolvent calculation. Presumably
the relevant permutations could be enumerated and the corrections calculated as we’ve
done in this work.

We only considered the case where energy is conserved in all three subsystems.
The authors of [34] consider some cases in a similar model where some subystems are
fixed at infinite temperature, which would correspond to freezing the density of states
in those subsystems; it would be interested to understand to what extent this changes
our results.

6 Acknowledgements

We thank Xi Dong, David Grabovsky, Jesse Held, Adolfo Holguin, Jonah Kudler-Flam,
Ion Nechita, Pratik Rath, Mark Srednicki, and Wayne Weng for useful discussions. The
work of SAM was supported by the Air Force Office of Scientific Research under award
number FA9550-19-1-0360, the National Science Foundation under Grant No. PHY-
1820908, and funds from the University of California. The work of FI was supported
by an NSF Graduate Research Fellowship under Grant No. 2139319 and funds from
the University of California.

— 206 —



References

1]

2]
3]

[4]

[10]
[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

J.M. Deutsch, Quantum statistical mechanics in a closed system, Phys. Rev. A 43
(1991) 2046.

M. Srednicki, Chaos and quantum thermalization, Phys. Rev. E 50 (1994) 888.

M. Srednicki, Thermal fluctuations in quantized chaotic systems, J. Phys. A 29 (1996)
L75 [chao-dyn/9511001].

M. Srednicki, The approach to thermal equilibrium in quantized chaotic systems,
Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and General 32 (1999) 1163.

J. Maldacena, S.H. Shenker and D. Stanford, A bound on chaos, JHEP 08 (2016) 106
[1503.01409].

J.R. Garrison and T. Grover, Does a single eigenstate encode the full Hamiltonian?,
Phys. Rev. X 8 (2018) 021026 [1503.00729].

A. Dymarsky, N. Lashkari and H. Liu, Subsystem ETH, Phys. Rev. E 97 (2018)
012140 [1611.08764].

A. Dymarsky and H. Liu, New characteristic of quantum many-body chaotic systems,
Phys. Rev. E 99 (2019) 010102 [1702.07722].

N. Lashkari, A. Dymarsky and H. Liu, Universality of Quantum Information in
Chaotic CFTs, JHEP 03 (2018) 070 [1710.10458].

T.-C. Lu and T. Grover, Renyi Entropy of Chaotic Figenstates, 1709.08784.

L. Vidmar and M. Rigol, Entanglement entropy of eigenstates of quantum chaotic
hamiltonians, Physical Review Letters 119 (2017) .

C. Murthy and M. Srednicki, Structure of chaotic eigenstates and their entanglement
entropy, Phys. Rev. E 100 (2019) 022131 [1906.04295].

X. Dong and H. Wang, Enhanced corrections near holographic entanglement
transitions: a chaotic case study, JHEP 11 (2020) 007 [2006.10051].

X. Dong, D. Harlow and D. Marolf, Flat entanglement spectra in fixed-area states of
quantum gravity, JHEP 10 (2019) 240 [1811.05382].

C. Akers and P. Rath, Holographic Renyi Entropy from Quantum Error Correction,
JHEP 05 (2019) 052 [1811.05171].

X. Dong, D. Marolf, P. Rath, A. Tajdini and Z. Wang, The spacetime geometry of
fized-area states in gravitational systems, JHEP 08 (2022) 158 [2203.04973].

D. Marolf, S. Wang and Z. Wang, Probing phase transitions of holographic
entanglement entropy with fixed area states, JHEP 12 (2020) 084 [2006.10089].

— 27 —


https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.43.2046
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.43.2046
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.50.888
https://doi.org/10.1088/0305-4470/29/4/003
https://doi.org/10.1088/0305-4470/29/4/003
https://arxiv.org/abs/chao-dyn/9511001
https://doi.org/10.1088/0305-4470/32/7/007
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2016)106
https://arxiv.org/abs/1503.01409
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.8.021026
https://arxiv.org/abs/1503.00729
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.97.012140
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.97.012140
https://arxiv.org/abs/1611.08764
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.99.010102
https://arxiv.org/abs/1702.07722
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2018)070
https://arxiv.org/abs/1710.10458
https://arxiv.org/abs/1709.08784
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevlett.119.220603
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.100.022131
https://arxiv.org/abs/1906.04295
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2020)007
https://arxiv.org/abs/2006.10051
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2019)240
https://arxiv.org/abs/1811.05382
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2019)052
https://arxiv.org/abs/1811.05171
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2022)158
https://arxiv.org/abs/2203.04973
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2020)084
https://arxiv.org/abs/2006.10089

[18]

[19]

[20]

21]

[22]

[23]

[24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

28]

[29]

[30]

[31]

32]

[33]

[34]

G. Penington, S.H. Shenker, D. Stanford and Z. Yang, Replica wormholes and the black
hole interior, 1911.11977.

X. Dong, S. McBride and W.W. Weng, Replica Wormholes and Holographic
Entanglement Negativity, 2110.11947.

J.M. Deutsch, Thermodynamic entropy of a many-body energy eigenstate, New Journal
of Physics 12 (2010) 075021.

T.-C. Lu and T. Grover, Renyi entropy of chaotic eigenstates, Physical Review E 99
(2019) .

J. Kudler-Flam, V. Narovlansky and S. Ryu, Distinguishing Random and Black Hole
Microstates, PRX Quantum 2 (2021) 040340 [2108.00011].

G. Vidal and R.F. Werner, Computable measure of entanglement, Phys. Rev. A 65
(2002) 032314.

M. Plenio, Logarithmic Negativity: A Full Entanglement Monotone That is not
Convex, Phys. Rev. Lett. 95 (2005) 090503 [quant-ph/0505071].

K. Audenaert, M. Plenio and J. Eisert, Entanglement cost under
positive-partial-transpose-preserving operations, Phys. Rev. Lett. 90 (2003) 027901.

A. Lewkowycz and J. Maldacena, Generalized gravitational entropy, JHEP 08 (2013)
090 [1304.4926].

X. Dong, The Gravity Dual of Renyi Entropy, Nature Commun. 7 (2016) 12472
[1601.06788].

T. Banica and I. Nechita, Asymptotic eigenvalue distributions of block-transposed
wishart matrices, Journal of Theoretical Probability 26 (2013) 855 [1105.2556].

J.-C. Novelli and J.-Y. Thibon, Hopf Algebras of m-permutations, (m + 1)-ary trees,
and m-parking functions, 1403.5962.

S. Dutta and T. Faulkner, A canonical purification for the entanglement wedge
cross-section, 1905.00577.

C. Akers, T. Faulkner, S. Lin and P. Rath, Reflected entropy in random tensor
networks, JHEP 05 (2022) 162 [2112.09122].

C. Akers, T. Faulkner, S. Lin and P. Rath, The Page curve for reflected entropy, JHEP
06 (2022) 089 [2201.11730].

C. Akers, T. Faulkner, S. Lin and P. Rath, Reflected entropy in random tensor
networks II: a topological index from the canonical purification, 2210 .150086.

S. Vardhan, J. Kudler-Flam, H. Shapourian and H. Liu, Mized-state entanglement and
information recovery in thermalized states and evaporating black holes, 2112.00020.

— 28 —


https://arxiv.org/abs/1911.11977
https://arxiv.org/abs/2110.11947
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/12/7/075021
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/12/7/075021
https://doi.org/10.1103/physreve.99.032111
https://doi.org/10.1103/physreve.99.032111
https://doi.org/10.1103/PRXQuantum.2.040340
https://arxiv.org/abs/2108.00011
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.65.032314
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.65.032314
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.95.090503
https://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0505071
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevlett.90.027901
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2013)090
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2013)090
https://arxiv.org/abs/1304.4926
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms12472
https://arxiv.org/abs/1601.06788
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10959-012-0409-4
https://arxiv.org/abs/1105.2556
https://arxiv.org/abs/1403.5962
https://arxiv.org/abs/1905.00577
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2022)162
https://arxiv.org/abs/2112.09122
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2022)089
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2022)089
https://arxiv.org/abs/2201.11730
https://arxiv.org/abs/2210.15006
https://arxiv.org/abs/2112.00020

[35] H. Shapourian, S. Liu, J. Kudler-Flam and A. Vishwanath, Entanglement Negativity
Spectrum of Random Mixed States: A Diagrammatic Approach, PRX Quantum 2
(2021) 030347 [2011.01277].

[36] E. Brezin, C. Itzykson, G. Parisi and J.B. Zuber, Planar Diagrams, Commun. Math.
Phys. 59 (1978) 35.

[37] F. Cachazo and B.G. Umbert, Connecting Scalar Amplitudes using The Positive
Tropical Grassmannian, 2205.02722.

A Deriving the Relevant Sum Over Permutations

Let’s recall a few facts about the permutation group. For an element g € .S,,, we denote
the number of swaps from the identity permutation 1 = (1)(2)---(n) to g by ¢(g) and
the number of distinct cycles in g by x(g). These quantities satisfy the relation

l(g) + x(g9) =n (A1)

The number of swaps between two permutations £(g~h) = d(g, h) introduces a natural
distance measure between two permutations. In particular, there exists the traingle
inequality

d(g, g1) + d(g1, h) = d(g, h) (A.2)

A geodesic between two permutations G(g,h) is the set of gjs which saturate this
inequality.
The sum over permutations we're interested in takes the form [19, 34, 35]

SUM = > (7)™ (e5)7(e52) (A.3)

geESH

where we’'ve made the substitutions

m=x(g), p=x(g7'X), q¢=x(g7' X" (A4)

Here X is the cyclic permutation (12---n) and X! is the anti-cyclic permutation
(nn—1---1). This is the sum relevant for calculating the moments of a block trans-
posed Wishart matrix [28], i.e. the weighting of Wick contractions when averaging over
a random density matrix with Gaussian correlations. In our work, we’re interested in
the permutations which live on the geodesic G(1, X) and the geodesic G(X, X~ ') but
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not necessarily on the geodesic G(1, X 1). These permutations satisfy the following
three equations:

m+p=n+1
m+qg<n+1
p+qg=n-+ f(n) (A.5)

where the function f(n) =1 if n is odd and 2 if n is even. When the second inequality
is saturated, we're talking about the set of noncrossing pairings 7. There are C),, of
these permutations, where C), are the Catalan numbers

Cn =13 i 1 (2:) (4.6)

An example of a 7 permutation on an even number of elements is (12)(34) --- (n—1 n).

A noncrossing pairing on an odd number of elements will have a single cycle of length
1 and all other cycles of length 2. Permutations which live on G(1, X) and G(X, X 1)
but not G(1, X~!) are precisely those which live on the single geodesic G(7, X), which
is the phase transition we’re interested in. How do we enumerate these permutations?
From the two equalities, we have:

p=n—1—mg=m+ f(n)—1 (A7)
From this, we can derive an upper bound on m:

m < %‘ﬂn) (A.8)

So we've reduced the sum over all permutations to a sum over a single parameter
m = x(g). We now have

n—f(n)+2
2 / g fn)—1 , g el BSBGSA2 m
SUM= Y T'(n,m)(e%) (eSn) = (A.9)
m=1

for some counting function 7”(n, m) which denotes the multiplicity at every x(g). What
is this function? Let’s consider it for both even and odd n. For even n = 2k, the sum
is
k
EVEN SUM= Y T.(k,m)eSs (¢541) """ (

m=1

SB SA2 m
— ) (A.10)

eSa

This is a sum over permutations starting with the cyclic permutation X at m = 1 and
ending with the pairwise connected permutations 7 at m = k. Each m corresponds to
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a permutation with m cycles of even length. In this case, the numbers T,(k, m) are
equivalent to the number of 2-Dyck paths of order k£ with m peaks and are given by

Tk, m) = %(Z) (mzf 1) (A11)

The T.(k, m) that appear here are analagous to the Narayana numbers which appear in
the sum over non-crossing permutations. They are sometimes referred to as 2-Narayana
numbers and appeared in various contexts elsewhere [29, 36, 37]. We therefore have

S S 2k+1 F €SB€SA2 m
EVEN SUM = % (e54)™ Y " T, (k, m)

m=1 eSAl
B ¢4
= e2k541 02543 058, [ (1 —k, =2k, 2; — > (A.12)
e’M
Now let’s look at the odd case. When n = 2k — 1, the sum over permutations is
k SE .S m
ok [ €7Be A2
ODD SUM = » T, (k,m) (e%) ( S ) (A.13)
m=1

Now the counting function is slightly different. We can derive it as follows: consider
a permutation allowed in the even sum (A.10) with m cycles. The second binomial
factor in (A.11) can morally be thought of as choosing m — 1 distinct elements to be-
long to different cycles, while the rest is a symmetry factor that controls the number of
noncrossing permutations modulo that choice. Therefore, one can think of each non-
crossing permutation as living in a “labelled” superselection sector of size (mwfl) By
ignoring this choice and dividing by this factor, we can find a degenerate set of “unla-
belled” noncrossing permutations. From this set we can remove an element from each
cycle, so one unlabelled permutation in the even sum generates m distinct unlabelled
permutations in the odd sum, which then have to be relabelled to give the correct
counting. This strategy of unlabelling, removing an element, and relabelling gives us
(. 2% —1\ (k-1
To(k,m) = mmTe(/ﬂ,m) = (m B 1) (m B 1) (A.14)

m—1
If that was a bit too abstract, we illustrate this procedure in Figure 6. The sum over
permutations for odd n is now

k Sg _Sa m
oDD SUM = (e541)* ST, (k, m) (6 - 2)
e A1
m=1

1

SB,Sa
= (501) 7 eSaaeSr, By (1 — 2k, 1—k, 1; 663—6/1) (A.15)
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ﬁi ﬁ ﬁli ’

Figure 6. The procedure of generating permutations on G(7, X) for odd n from even n.
We identify even permutations on G(7,X) which are the same up to the choice of m — 1
elements. Each of these pieces produces m unlabelled odd pieces by removing an element,
and identifying m — 1 elements again gives us all odd permutations on G(7, X).

As a sanity check for our counting functions T.(k, m) and T,(k, m), both T,(k, k) and
T,(k, k) are equal to the symmetry factors for the pairwise connected geometries:

T.(k,k) = Cp, Tolk,k) = (2k — 1)Ch_y (A.16)

and T.(k,1) = T,(k,1) = 1.

B Resolvent for Disorder Averaging

The resolvent matrix R;;(\) encodes the eigenvalue spectrum given by

1 = 1
R(A)i; = X(Sz'j + Z Nl (P4) s (B.1)
n=1
or in traced version
N | n
RO ===+ 5oy Tr () (B.2)
n=1
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There is a resolvent equation for the Wick contractions

R(\);; = TJ T Z (B.3)

We can take the trace and resum this equation:

eBR(\)

/\R(/\) = GSA + 1——R(/\)

(B.4)

This is the resolvent equation for the eigenvalues of a Wishart matrix. This equation
can be solved exactly for R()). It admits an expansion

eSa e SN AN k1) (sp—sa)

where N (n, k) are the Narayana numbers. From this we can read off Tr (p)":

Tr (pa)" = €544 3 " N(n, k)elt=D(5-54) (B.6)

k=1

This sum has a nice closed form expression

Tr (pa)" =

{6SA+TLSBQF1 (1 —n,—n:;2; GSA*SB) ,SA < Sp (Bj)

enSatSe, |y (1 —n,—n;2; eSB_SA) , 54 > Sp
where there are two branches such that the final argument of the hypergeometric always
always lies within the unit circle on the complex plane. A similar resolvent exists for the

disorder averaging over Wick contractions for the partially transposed density matrix
p?l 4,- We work in the regime where S4, < Sa, + Sp. The resolvent equation is [19]

Q112 1112 SB S R()\)2m 2 1112 2m 1 111'2
)\RO\)JUz _ 6]1]2 +e Z 2m—2)SA2 ]1]2 + Z 2m 2) SA2 )Jljz (B,8)

(
m=1 €

Taking the trace:

)\R()\) — eSA1+SA2 4 eSB (i R(/\)j;;r:(i);;QR(A») (B9)

and resumming gives the final resolvent equation

¢S5 ROV(1+ R(\)
e%42 1 — 2542 R(\)2

(B.10)
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We recognize this as the resolvent equation for the moments of a block transposed
Wishart matrix. In the case S4, = 0 this reduces to the resolvent equation for the
untransposed density matrix. This is a cubic equation and can be solved exactly, but
the solution is not enlightening.

Previously, we saw that the moments of a Wishart matrix are given in closed form
by a sum of Narayana numbers. An equivalent statement is that the inverse Stieltjes
transform of the the resolvent defined by (B.4), a generating function for the Narayana
numbers, gives the eigenvalue spectrum of a Wishart matrix. The inverse Stieltjes
transform of the solution to (B.10), a generating function for the moments of a block
transposed Wishart matrix (“block transposed Narayana numbers”) will produce the
eigenvalue spectrum of a block transposed Wishart matrix (the “negativity spectrum”).
The block transposed Narayana numbers are not known in closed form; see [28] for a
recursive definition.
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