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Entanglement is resolved in conformal field theory (CFT) with respect to conformal families
to all orders in the UV cutoff. To leading order, symmetry-resolved entanglement is connected
to the quantum dimension of a conformal family, while to all orders it depends on null vectors.
Criteria for equipartition between sectors are provided in both cases. This analysis exhausts all
unitary conformal families. Furthermore, topological entanglement entropy is shown to symmetry-
resolve the Affleck-Ludwig boundary entropy. Configuration and fluctuation entropy are analyzed

on grounds of conformal symmetry.

1. Introduction.— Since its discovery in 1935 [1], en-
tanglement has been at the core of quantum theory [2].
In modern days, it is advancing our understanding of
physics on many frontiers including phases of matter and
quantum information [3] or gravity [4], to name a few.
It is thus important to distill the fineprints of entan-
glement. One recently successful route revolves around
symmetries. They organize the entanglement spectrum
into various charge sectors, permitting to investigate how
these contribute to entanglement [5]. This so-called sym-
metry resolution of entanglement (SRE) has been applied
so far to global internal symmetries in quantum field the-
ories (QFT) and finite-dimensional systems [5-26]. Re-
assuringly, some results are already finding experimental
realization [27-30].

For abelian groups, entanglement is inspected with re-
gards to fixed charge eigenvalues. Surprisingly, in all
studied systems each charge sector contributes equally
to entanglement to leading order in a UV cutoff e. This
equipartition of entanglement [6] is usually broken at
O(e). Turning to non-abelian groups G, the focus is
shifted to organizing the entanglement spectrum into rep-
resentations of G [8, 31]. These are also equipartitioned
to leading order, however only up to O(1). Overall,
equipartition is a ubiquitous feature, yet its origin re-
mains somewhat elusive. For U(1) CFTs it was recently
associated with the Fock space structure [17].

In this letter, entanglement is resolved with respect
to conformal symmetry in (1 + 1)d, which is a pillar of
theoretical physics with numerous applications includ-
ing critical phenomena [32-35], strongly interacting sys-
tems [36, 37|, topological phases of matter [38-41], non-
equilibrium physics [42, 43| and through the AdS/CFT
correspondence [44], it plays a key role even in gravity
[4, 31, 45].

An obvious choice, in line with the lore on SRE, is to
resolve with respect to Ly eigenspaces, corresponding to
states of equal energy. While this is feasable, it is more
natural to resolve w.r.t. irreducible representations of
the Virasoro algebra Vir, i.e. conformal families, since
CF'Ts are innately organized in their terms. This Vira-
soro resolution brings about two novelties. First, confor-

mal symmetry is a spacetime symmetry. Hence it may
contain global and local transformations [46]; Vir indeed
contains an infinity of the latter. Second, in contrast to
conventional non-abelian SRE, the investigated represen-
tations are infinite-dimensional. This letter shows that
such infinities present no hurdles for SRE. In fact, as so
often in CFT, they are virtues.

Virasoro resolution is promising on many frontiers.
For instance, it can indicate which families, or anyons,
have the most relevance for ground state entanglement
in gapped and topological phases of matter adjacent to
critical points [35]. By universality, these results extend
to a plethora of systems. Turning to gravity, as shown
below, the entanglement stored by the vacuum family is
distinguished while all other families are equipartitioned.
This may provide clues on the actual spectrum of (241)d
gravity [45, 47].

Estabilishing Virasoro resolution and elaborating its
details is the subject of this letter. At O(€%), it is shown
to be controlled by the topological entanglement entropy
(TEE) [48, 49]. The requirements for equipartition be-
tween two conformal families are derived and exemplified
in Virasoro minimal models. Remarkably, Virasoro res-
olution can be pushed to all orders in €, permitting an
in-depth analysis of equipartition between two families,
which explains its origin and even how it can be manu-
factured. Furthermore, the TEE is shown to Virasoro-
resolve the Affleck-Ludwig boundary entropy of the en-
tanglement spectrum, thereby establishing the former as
building blocks of the latter. Finally, complete equiparti-
tion of the entanglement spectrum is analyzed. Elaborate
calculations are found in the appendix. It is emphasized
that Virasoro resolution is performed on general grounds
and applies to entire classes of CFTs. Particular models
are only drawn in as examples.

2. Entanglement in QFT.— Entanglement requires a
factorization into a product Hilbert space H = H4 Q@ H B,
which is usually associated with spatial domains A and
B. To implement this in QFT [51, 52|, boundary condi-
tions need to be assigned on the fields at the boundaries
OA and 0B. Specifying to (1 4+ 1)d and a single entan-
gling interval A, this is achieved by excizing the two en-
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FIG. 1. The Factorization tos imposes disks with boundary
conditions a, 3, thereby placing the system on the manifold R.
Replicating this to R, tracing over Hp,.s and a subsequent
conformal transformation provides an annulus of width W
and circumference 27n.

tangling points comprising 0A with two small disks of
radius € < 1 and imposing boundary conditions « and
B thereon [51], see figure 1. This manifold is called R in
the following. Formally, this is accomplished by a factor-
ization mapping on Hilbert space

tag : H = Haas @ HB,as, vil)y =y, (1)

for |¢p) € H. In this way, the subfactor Hilbert spaces
depend on boundary conditions in a QFT, as is confirmed
numerically [53-55].

A density matrix is reduced to Ha.op by tracing over
B, pa = Tryy, ., [|¥)(®]]. Entanglement between de-
grees of freedom in A and B is quantified for pure states
by the Rényi entropies
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S§2% = (1—n) tlogtrp® = (1—n) 'log

, (2)

where the superscripts associate it with the factorization
LaB, tr denotes the trace over H 4,5 and Zgﬁ is the parti-
tion function of the QFT on an n-fold replicated manifold
R, of R.

8. Conformal Factorizations.— The focus of this note
lies on (1 + 1)d CFTs. They have symmetry algebra
Vir x Vir, generated by the energy-momentum tensors

T, T and a field content captured by a bulk partition
function Zpuk (g, q) Ez - Mizxi(¢)xz(q). It has con-

formal characters x;(q) = try, [¢7°~/?*4], where H; =
H(c, h;) is an irreducible Virasoro module at conformal
weight h; and central charge c.

The state whose entanglement structure is investi-
gated in this text is the vacuum of Zyuk(q, ), denoted
|h; =0, h; = 0), with corresponding density matrix p =
|0,0)(0,0|. Furthermore, factorizations ¢ given by con-
formal boundary conditions «, 3 are investigated here.
They require 7 = T at the disks and ¢ = c. Such ¢, are
referred to as conformal factorizations. Their relevance
for entanglement spectra of gapped phases renders them
important even away from critical points [35, 38].

It is useful to restrict to the setups studied in [56] for
which R can be mapped by a conformal transformation
to an annulus of width W, height 27 which enter compu-

tations via q¢ = 6_2”2/W, g = e 2", E.g., for a density

matrix p at zero temperature and on the infinite real
line, W = 2log(length(A)/¢). Z%# is then calculated on
an annulus of height 27n and width W, see figure 1. In
this case, the reduced density matrix is

qLo—c/24 )
pPA = ———, Zaglq) =) nygxilq 3
Zos(@) 5(q) ze; 5 Xi(q) (3)

Lo—¢/24 quantifies the entanglement

spectrum M4 o3 Pic, 21" with multiplicities
nfm € N, imposed by (1). The normalization secures
trpa = 1. If the set of all conformal families at cen-
tral charge c is denoted I, then ¢ C I denote the con-
formal families occuring in the entanglement spectrum.
The ground state |€2) in the entanglement spectrum is the
primary of lowest conformal dimension. For non-unitary
theories it can be negative, hg < 0 [34].

Rényi entropies for the state p = |0,0)(0, 0] are readily
computed in this framework [51],

af Zaﬁ (qn) ~ Q2 af

507 = o (Greagaye ) = S+ S+ @)
This is reviewed in the appendix below. While, the first
expression is valid for any CFT, the approximation is
valid only for rational CFTs, for which the set of confor-
mal families [ is finite. It applies in the limit ¢ — 1~ and
G — 0T, where the character of the ground state  dom-
inates the entanglement spectrum. The boundary en-
tropy, S?f = log[gaggs], furnished by the Affleck-Ludwig
g-factors [57], is a measure of the (asymptotic) size of the
entanglement spectrum associated with the factorization
tap- It cannot be absorbed for all n by rescaling of e
and is thus physical [56]. The first summand is responsi-
ble for the well-known leading behavior of entanglement
entropy [51, 58|,

Q_ (1 _m) o xa(@/™)7] _
S =1 =n) 1g{(m@)n}~

where cof = ¢ — 24hg and W — oo as € — 0.

4. Virasoro resolution.— The remainder of this let-
ter explains how the conformal families comprising the
entanglement spectrum, i.e. the set o, contribute to en-
tanglement in the state p = [0,0)(0,0].

As implicitly used in (3) for conformal factorizations,
Zop decomposes into irreducible Virasoro representa-
tions 7. Because the reduced density matrix (3) lies in
the (global) conformal group, it decomposes into block-

diagonal form
a=EPipsa =P ri pali) (6)
€0 i€0
If {|i,m)} is a basis for H; labelled by m € Ng, then
I, = >~ _lm,i){(m,i| is a projector onto H,;. Each

family ¢ has a density matrix block

(”QBXi(Q))_quO_C/M (7)

where Z,3(q) = trq

CeiW n+1
12 n

- (9)

pa(i) =



with Lg restricted to H?naﬂ, securing that trpa (i) = 1.
Such blocks comprise the entanglement degrees of free-
dom in the family 4, measured with probability

e av)
f Zoz[f (Q)
and zero otherwise. This uses (3) and the reader is re-
minded that tr = try, _,. Clearly, >, p® = 1. The

probabilities (8) are the n = 1 case of charge-projected
partition functions,

p?B = tr[HipA] =n fori€o (8)

They give rise to the symmetry-resolved Rényi entropies

(SRRE)
228 (i) )
1
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This is the central result of this letter and, after two
remarks, it is shown to bear remarkably rich physics.

1) Oune charge operator for Virasoro resolution is the
entanglement Hamiltonian K4 = 7 (Lo — c/24 + const.)
itself, though eigenvalues of Ly are taken modulo inte-
gers. This identification associates all descendants gener-
ated by the entanglement Vir algebra [55] with a primary
|h;). The central charge (operator) is a second charge
operator. Together, the pair (h;,c) uniquely identifies a
conformal family.

2) Charged moments are completely bypassed in this
text by the powerful tools of representation theory cus-
tomary in CFT. This approach was pioneered in [17] for
the simple case of U(1) symmetry and is further devel-
oped here to suit conformal symmetry. In particular,
conformal characters have more structure than their U(1)
counterparts. This provides profound insight into (10) in
what follows.

5. Asympotic equipartition and TEE.— The SRRE
(10) is now analyzed for rational CFTs with respect to
Vir, meaning that I is finite, and in the limit ¢ — 1~
(G — 0T1); this is referred to as “asymptotic” and corre-
sponds to € — 07. To that end, introduce the modu-
lar S-matrix via x;(q) = 3 e (S™Hixr (@) = Sia xa(@);
more details are found in the appendix. The SRRE (10)
is thus approximated by

S2B(i) ~ S + Seb (i) + ... (11)

forieo. (9)

sty = A 1

The appearance of S explains the origin of leading-order
equipartition for all rational CFTs. The second term is
O(e%), cannot be absorbed for all n by rescaling €, and is
thus physical. It is the TEE [48, 49],

Sten (i) := —log(D/(ni,5D;)) = log(nisSia)  (12)

built from the quantum dimensions D; := S;n/Soq and
total quantum dimension D = (3°,.; D?)'/2 = (Spq)
[59]. As explained in the appendix, the D; measure the
“asymptotic size” of the family 7 in relation to the vacuum
family ¢ = 0.

This provides a simple rationale to determine if two
conformal families ¢ and j are asymptotically equipar-
titioned, i.e. S%P(i) = S2P(5) at ¢ — 01, (e — 0OF).
Asymptotic ij-equipartition occurs if

Seb(i) = Sgo(j) fori,j € oandi#j.  (13)

Since the multiplicities ngﬁ are integer and the D; are
usually not, (13) entails two requirements. Families of
equal asymptotic size, D; = D;, and equal “weight” in
the entanglement spectrum Z,g, nfxﬁ = niﬁ, harbor the
same amount of information at leading order in the UV
cutoff € in the factorization tng. This is emphasized by
noting that (13) can be rephrased as p?ﬁ = p?ﬁ with
asymptotic probabilites, as derived from (8),

aB ~ n;ﬁsm . n’aﬁDi (14)

% ga8s Zjea njaﬁle

A large class of solutions to (13) for Virasoro minimal
models is provided in the appendix. The simplest exam-
ple thereof arises in the Ising CFT. It has three primaries
1, ¢ and & and has S11 = S1. = 1/2 [34]. Moreover, it
possesses Cardy boundary conditions labelled by & pro-
viding an entanglement spectrum Zzz = x1 + xe [60]
pertaining to a factorization t55. Hence n}; = n; =1
which secures asymptotic le-equipartition.

6. Ezact equipartition.— In order to analyze SRREs to
all orders, and beyond the regime of rational CFT, it is
crucial to recall the relation between irreducible Virasoro
modules H; and null vectors. The former is obtained
after appropriately quotienting out all null vectors in the
Verma module V; for conformal weight h;; details are
found in the appendix. The character for H; reflects this
null vector structure

1-c o
24
xi@) = Tvia), nlg)=¢/* J[1—¢"  (15)
n(q) P

via a function v;(q). For instance, when H; = V; is a
Verma module, i.e. it has no singular vectors, then v; =
¢, and when V) carries a single null vector at level N,
vi(q) = ¢" (1 — ¢V). As usual, the Dedekind eta 7(q)
keeps track of descendants.

Plugging this structure into the SRRE (10), it becomes

vi(q")

vi(g)"

The first summand encodes now the detailed information
about the family 4, the second term indicates its “weight”

1 )
S () = — log { } +logngg + GYerma (16)



in the entanglement spectrum (3) and the third term,

SVerma - |:77(qn):| 17
T—n % (g a7
Wn—i—l_ll w 1 logn
12 n  2° 21—n

is universally appearing for all conformal families and
counts the information contained in a Verma mod-
ule. The leading order, obtained from n( gt/ ") =

nm /W n(¢™), mimicks (5), aside from the effective cen-
tral charge c.r. Note also the appearance of a double
logarithmic term log(W/m) prominent in U(1) resolution
[5]. The analysis here demonstrates firmly that the origin
of this term is rooted in conformal symmetry.

From (16) it is now clear that two distinct confor-
mal families 7 and j can be equipartitioned for all n, i.e.
S8(3) = S98(4), if and only if

vi(q") vi(q")

wile))™ ~ (i(@)"

This is called (exact) ij-equipartition. If this is the case
for all families ¢ in the entanglement spectrum, i € o,
then the factorization tng is completely equipartitioned
[61]. Examples of exact equipartition are:

a) Virasoro minimal models appear at c(p,p’) = 1 —
6(p—p')?/(pp’) < 1 with p,p’ € Z>5 coprime. The fam-
ilies are labelled by two integers 1 < r < p’ — 1 and
1 < s < p—1 and have conformal weights A, =
[(pr—p's)*> = (p—p')?]/(4pp’). Each Verma module V, ;)
contains infinite null vectors leading to unique null struc-
tures

ngﬁ = niﬂ and (18)

Virs) (@) = D _(grrorm) — ghresznm),
kezZ

Hence no two families can be exactly equipartitioned.
b) Virasoro families at ¢ = 1: Verma modules are
reducible at ¢ = 1 only for h = h,, = m?/4 with
m € Z, in which case v,(q) = ¢"=(1 — ¢™*!). The
vacuum, h,,—o, is of this type and has the null vector
L_41]0). Two families h,,, h,,s are never equipartitioned
unless m’ = m, as seen from (18). All other families, i.e.
= h, = p?/4 with p € C\Z, are non-singular. Thus
they have v,(q) = ¢"» and are always equipartitioned, as
long as their multiplicities in the entanglement spectrum
coincide. Hence, an example of complete equipartition
is easily found. Consider the Neumann-Dirichlet (ND)
factorization ¢y p in the free boson CFT [62],

> 1 o - 1/2)2
Znp(@) = Y X, worm2 () = —— Zq 19)
k=1

n(q) =

It only contains Virasoro families of type h, with unit
multiplicities. Therefore (16) assumes the same value for

all families in Znp, S¥P(h = W) = GVerma,

4

This result mimicks the well-known U (1) resolution [5].
This is deceiving however, since both situations are en-
tirely different on physical grounds. Indeed, S#(i) =
SYerma can only be obtained in U(1) resolution for U(1)-
preserving tog, which is not the case for (19) [17]. The
lesson here is that Verma modules contain as much in-
formation as U(1) familes, as should be since their char-
acters are in fact identical.

¢) Unitary Verma factorizations: Define a Verma fac-
torization Lzﬁ as one where all i € o have non-singular
Verma modules V;, ie. 1vi(q) = ¢". By eq. (16),
these are always equipartitioned once all mu1t1phc1t1es

N, agree, in which case they can be normalized, nj, 5 = 1.
The converse is not necessarily true once non-unitary
families are involved [63]. Thus, define unitary factor-
1zations Lgﬁ, as one for which all ¢ € o are unitary fam-
ilies, i.e. ¢ = c(p,p’) > 0 and h; = h(. 5 or ¢ > 1 and
h; > 0 [34]. Amongst the Lgﬁ, it is only the Verma fac-
torizations, labelled ng, which are completely equipar-
titioned, once all n}; = 1. This is gathered from the
examples above and the following one.

d) Unitary factorizations at ¢ > 1: The only unitary
family with a null vector at ¢ > 1, sitting at level N =1,
is the vacuum 1 [34]. It has v9(q) = 1 —gq, While all other
families are non-singular and have 1/Z¢o(q) . A pow-
erful consequence ensues. Any Laﬁ atc>1 wzth 0¢o
is Verma, i.e. ng;, and thus completely equipartitioned
so long as all multiplicities coincide. A necessary condi-
tion for this is 8 # «, which imposes boundary condition
changing operators.

From an information theoretic point of view, Vir can-
not discriminate amongst its unitary families with h; > 0
and ¢ > 1 via (10); they store the same amount of infor-
mation. This underpins the special role of the vacuum
in gravity [64, 65], which which is accessed by CFT in
the holographic regime, ¢ > 1. Any gravitational dual of
Virasoro resolution must reflect this property.

7. Virasoro resolution of Sg‘df;.— While the previous
sections studied the SRRE (10) in isolation, the remain-
der of this letter investigates its consequences for the full
entropy (4).

The von-Neumann entropy decomposes into the con-
figuration S. and fluctuation entropy St [27, 66-71], i.e.
S = 528 4 82 where

PS80y, ST == e logpt (20)

i€o i€0

While S, collects and averages the entanglement stored
within each family 4, Sf accounts for the entanglement
between the families. The relation Sy = §28 + §¢°
is confirmed at all orders in the appendix. A profound
information-theoretic relation is revealed when contem-
plating this decomposition asymptotically, i.e. in the



limit ¢ — 17,

Stay = D P;” (533[;

i€0

—logpi”), (1)

where Egs. (4), (11) and (14) have been employed. In-
deed, the TEE (12) Virasoro-resolves the boundary en-
tropy Spq ' Moreover, this result only requires the ex-
istence of a modular S-matrix, lifting (21) to a general
lemma in rational CFTs, where ¢ labels families of an
extended chiral symmetry algebra appearing in the en-
tanglement spectrum.

8. Verma factorizations LZ .— To investigate complete
equipartition further, it is useful to isolate the family-
dependent terms in the entropies (4) and (10) via s&° :=
SaB — gVerma and 528 (i) := S2B (i) — SYema. As detailed
in the appendix, this allows one to recast the entropies
(20),

Sélﬁ SVerma + Z paﬁ aﬂ (22)
€0
SiP =570 = T pistii (23)
1€0

Once so‘ﬁ( ) =0 for all ¢ € o, synonymous with Laﬁ and

nz = 1, it follows that S¢¥ = SYe™ and 5P = 528 n
this case, configuration and fluctuation entropy can be
introduced at all n € N, S8 = S8 + ?5 [17],

c,n

1
528 = L logtrlpa(i)”) =S¥ (24)
’ 1—n
(e} 1 «
st o[ S| -
1€0

These are derived in the appendix.

As expected from a configuration entropy, eq. (47) ac-
counts for the correlations within each family and sums
over all ¢ € o, resulting in the information contained in
Verma modules. On the other hand, the entropy between
the families ¢ is quantified by eq. (48), which contains
all information on the primaries of the theory. Clearly,
Sfof 5 = 0, if and only if o consists of a single family. A
glance at (22) reveals how this entanglement structure is
deformed by familes with singular Verma modules. This
introduces primary dependence to Sc ,, through null vec-
tor structures v; # g™

9. Discussion and Outlook.— Many results of this let-
ter, such as Eqs. (10), (11), (13), (18) or (21), natu-
rally lift to CFTs with extended symmetry, for instance
Kac-Moody symmetry, by suitably replacing the modular
S-matrix and characters. The prevalence of such CFTs
[34, 36, 41, 72] enhances the applicability of the resolu-
tion discussed here tremendously. Equipartition is again
analyzed by size comparisons of charge sectors. Given
the appearance of the TEE it will be interesting to ex-
plore relations with topological phases of matter, where

symmetry resolution should correspond to extraction of
entanglement in one anyon sector.

Finally, using the g-theorem [73] it will be interesting
to study whether (21) has implications for Sf(‘f,( ) under
boundary renormalization group flows.
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Characters and null vectors

The most important object in the study presented in the main text is a conformal character
Xi(g) = tr; [qLo—ﬁ] _ qhi—C/24 Zd(m)qm, (26)
m

where tr; := try, and H; := H(c, h;) is an irreducible Virasoro modules at conformal weight h; and central charge
c. A character can be seen as “mini” partition function, where the state space is only H;. The functions d(m) are
integer degeneracy factors collecting the number of states at fixed energy m.

In the simplest case the degeneracies d(m) are the partitions p(m) of the integer m. These state spaces are called
Verma modules V; and are constructed as follows. Starting from a primary |h;), a Verma module V; is built from all
linear independent descendants L_j, L_g, ... L_g,|h;). The character (26) of a Verma module V; can be evaluated,

Verma  qMit(m9/24
Xi n(q) @
where 1(q) = [T4—, (1 — ¢*) is the Dedekind eta function, which counts partitions p(m) at all energy levels m.

In many relevant physical applications, it may happen that a specific descendant £ at level N is simultaneously
primary. This is called a null vector and it furnishes its own Verma module V¢, which stands orthogonal to all other
states generated from |h;). Therefore it decouples from V; and can be quotiented out. An irreducible Virasoro module
‘H; is obtained after appropriately quotienting out all null vectors from V;. Clearly, this proceedure reduces the size
of the vector space, and thus d(m) < p(m) in (26).

This is reflected in the characters of the irreducible module H;. Consider for instance the case of a single null vector
¢ at level IV, which has been quotiented out. Note that the null field £ has conformal weight he = h; +N. The original
Verma module V; is “rid” of the Verma module V,

1—c 1—c 1—c
Yi = X\/erma . XVerma _ qhiJrW B thJrW _ qhiJFW (1- qN) (28)
' : n(q) n(q) n(q)
When more than one singular vector is present, care must be taken, since the submodules of the null vectors can
overlap, as is the case for minimal models. A thorough analysis is found in chapter 8 of [34].

For the purposes of the main text, the character for H; is rewritten in terms of a function v;(q) which encodes the

null vector structure

xi(q) = @Vi((ﬁ (29)

For instance, when H; is a Verma module, i.e. it has no singular vectors, then v;(q) = ¢"¢, and when H; carries a
single null vector at level N, v;(q) = ¢" (1 — ¢").

Quantum dimensions

The quantum dimensions

xi(g)  Sio

Di = =
=1~ xo(q)  Soa
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measure the “asymptotic size” of the module ¢ in relation to the vacuum module. Use is made of the modular
S-transformation defined by

Xi(q") =D (S ixa(@/™) = Siaxal(@/™),  (S7)ia = (S )ia = Sia = Sai > 0. (31)

kel

The approximation uses the fact that the ground state character dominates the sum in the limit § — 0. Note that
this expression contains a linear sum over families ¢ € I (I is the set of all conformal families at fixed central charge
c), and hence the modular S-matrix and the quantum dimensions are useful objects in rational CFTs, where this sum
is finite. The total quantum dimension is defined by D? = ZiEI DZ-Q. Because S;o = Sq; > 0, it follows that D; > 0.
For theories with self-conjugate representations only — as is the case for Virasoro — it can be shown that Soq = 1/D
and thus S;qo = D;/D.

Indeed, the modular S-matrix squares to the charge conjugation matrix, S? = C, or equivalently Y wer SikSkj = 0j i+
Vir only has selfconjugate representations, i* = i. It follows that Zkel SarSka = daq = 1. This yields

QZ (Ska)? = SOQ) (32)

kel

SOQ

and establishes the first claim. The remaining claim, S;n = D;/D, follows immediately from (30). For unitary theories
1 =1, so that (30) reduces to the standard definition in the literature.

Asymptotic entropy expansions

Key to deriving all asymptotic expressions in the main text, i.e. those for which § — 07 or equivalently W — oo,
e — 07 is the asymptotic behavior of a character (31). It implies for the parition function of the entanglement
spectrum of the factorization tns that

) =D mapala”) = 2D nes(ST (@) ~ (Z n;ﬁsm> xa(@/") (33)
€0 i€o kel i€o
The term in parenthesis is in fact the Affleck-Ludwig g-factor. To see this, boundary states [|a)) = >, 5 BL i) have
to be recalled, where & is a set of families containing € [74]. They store the full information of the boundary condition
« in terms of bulk states represented by Ishibashi states |i)). The details are not important, but interested readers
are referred to references on boundary conformal field theory, e.g. [72]. What matters is that the coefficient B} for
the ground state Q) is the g-factor g, for the boundary condition «. It roughly counts the degrees of freedom living
on the boundary a.
The Cardy constraint [60],

ZBJ B,BXJ Zznaﬁ - zJXj(Q) (34)

JjEG i€o jeI

can be evaluated asymptotically and immediately yields gogs = > ;c, Nh 5Sia and hence (33) becomes Z,s5(q") ~
ga8B8 X0 (cjl/ ™). This is used to derive the asymptotic expression of the Rényi entropies in the main text,

1 [ Zaﬁ(qn) -~ xa(q l/n) _ qaB Q
T o8 i) = oelsagal + s [T =i 7 (32)

This analysis is simpler for the SRRE since the asymptotic expansion in (31) may directly be employed,

SoB —

1 [ v:(g" .
S’sﬁ(i) = log xi(q") ] zlog[SiQngﬁ] +

o) Xo(d Un) — qoB
_(Xi(Q))n log |: :| +- Stop( ) Sn + ... (36)

(xa()"

1—n

Entropy Decompositions

In this section, the entropy decomposition into configuration and fluctuation entropy,

SP7 = S2P s 82 = e, 87 = =3 e logl 7

€0 i€o



is checked to all orders and asymptotically, beginning with the latter.
First of all, the probabilities can be directly approximated through use of (31) and (33) for n = 1 and expressed in
various ways,

o i Xilq ng SiQ nfl SiQ nix Di
pi 7 = tr[HlpA] = n(xﬁz ( ) ~ b j = g = b j ’ (38)
aB(Q) Zjecr naﬁSjQ £a8p ZjEJ naﬁDj

Reassuringly, they still satisfy . p?ﬁ = 1. Hence, after plugging the right hand sides of (35) and (36) for n = 1,
respectively, into (37), S5 cancels out and

Sey =3 PP (S (i) — log p”), (39)

€0

is revealed. This is the Virasoro resolution of boundary entropy via topological entanglement entropies highlighted in
the main text. Note that this derivation did not require explicit knowledge of S% = lim,,_,; SSL.

In order to confirm (37) to all orders it is convenient to observe that the probabilities provide an alternate expression
for the partition function

n’, X (q) n? X (q)
7[3(% = Zaﬁ(‘]) = ﬁag (40)
P; P,

The LHS and RHS of this equation are thus constants amongst conformal families. Another ingredient is, of course,
the explicit form of the symmetry-resolved von-Neumann entropy

528(i) = lim : L

n—1 —n

log ((@&&f) — log[ngx:()] — alog(q) % (41)

where the prime indicates a derivative with respect to ¢. This expression needs to be recovered in the (full) von-
Neumann entropy

Y (o
(@

= —qlog +log Z,
(q ) Zag(q) a8(q)
nsXi(q)
apXi B
=—qlog(q) ) ———— > p; logZas(q)
2 Tusla) 2P B
s Xi(q) o ni sxi(q)
= —qlog(q ZPB —Zpiﬁlog ﬂT
i€o q) i€o pi
=> p’ ( — log p;’ ) (42)
1€E0

The second line evaluates the limit of the first line, the third line uses that the definition of Z,s and that probabilities
sum to unity. The fourth line uses (40); in particular the fact that the partition function can be expressed as said
ratio for different families 4. The last line reorganizes terms such that (41) is recovered, thereby confirming (37).

(Symmetry-resolved) Rényi entropies in terms of SY*™ and s%°

Recall the definitions of s and s%?(i), which are presented here as rewritings of the (symmetry-resolved) Rényi
entropies

1 . n; V; n
S SVerma +S(xﬂ SVerma + : log [(2160 B (q ) ]
—nNn

3 jeo Mt (@)

1 vi(q") -
af Verma af Verma 1 1 % 44
SE9) = S+ 527(0) = SU™ o o | ) ol (14)
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The definition of S in (37) readily yields
af _ Z p;?éﬁsilﬁ( SVerma + Z poéﬁ aﬁ (45)
€0 i€o
To re-express the fluctuation entropy first note that (42) becomes

Z ps — log p” Z p2P s (i) + 57 (46)

1€0 1€o

which becomes 5S¢ = 597 — Yico p? 528 (i) as claimed in the main text.

Configuration and fluctuation entropy at all n for complete equipartition

Once 57 (i) = 0 for all i € o, synonymous with Laﬂ and naﬂ = 1, it follows that S&# = SYe™a and S¢* A
this case, configuration and fluctuation entropy can be introduced at all n € N, S2# = S?g + S?f [17],
1
S = log tr[pa (i)"] = Sy (47)
' -n
1
af | _ afy\n| _ .o
Sy =7 log [;(pi ) 1 =507 (48)

To reach the first line, the SRRE (10) is supplemented by s%%(i) = 0. The second line employs v; = ¢ in (43) and
that the probabilities (8) are simplified by use of (15) to p?” = ntai(0)/ (X kes nk svi(q)).

Asymptotic equipartition in Virasoro minimal models

The only rational CFTs with symmetry Vir X Vir are the Virasoro minimal models [32] appearing at central charge

(p—p)?

c\p,p =1-6
<(p.7) pp’

with p,p’ € Z>9 coprime. The families are labelled by two integers 1 < r < p’ —1and 1 < s < p— 1 and have
conformal weights
(pr—p's)> —(p—p')°

dpp’/ '

hir,s) =

This enjoys the symmetry h(, . p—s) = h(rs) so that there are (p’ —1)(p — 1)/2 independent fields. The ground state
0 = (rq, sq) is the one with lowest conformal weight. For unitary theories this is always 1 = (1,1). Each Verma
module associated with these families contains infinite null vectors, resulting in the structure

y(r’s)(q) = Z(qh<r,s+2pk) — qh(—r,wzpk)).
keZ

Eq. (18) thus negates exact equipartition of any two families.
Asymptotic equipartition, (13) can occur however for families i = (r, s) and j = (/,s’). The quantum dimensions
D; = Sia/Saq are analyzed with the modular S-matrix

8

(D (P
S(r1,51),(rass2) = — ﬁ(—)“”“”2 sin (p/rlrgﬂ') sin <p513271') (49)

This is expression lies always in (—1,1) except for the trivial theory c(p = 3,p’ = 2) = 0, which has only the

identity field (1,1) = 1 and S11 = 1. This case is excluded in the following. Together with n(r °) ¢ N, asymptotic

equipartition (13) then demands that the multiplicities nEX

[; and quantum dimensions D, s agree respectively for
families (r, s), (1, 5).
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It is readily checked that [75] the families (r,s), (' — r,s) and (r,t — s) have equal quantum dimensions, i.e.
S(ns),ﬂ = S(t’fr,s),Q = S(r,tfs),Qa if

/

zopy - PUF2) oo, pH20) s, (50)
Ao Ao

Constants c¢12 € Z need to be found such that 1 4+ r < ! <p+r—land1l+s<t<p+s—1. When \q is odd,
t' = p’ and ¢ = p may be chosen. For the fields ¢ = (r,s) and j = (¢’ — r,s) to truly be distinct, ' # 2r has to be
excluded and when 2s = p one must also exclude ¢ = p’. For the fields ¢ = (r, s) and j = (r, ¢t — s) to truly be distinct,
t # 2s has to be excluded and when 2r = p’ one must also exclude ¢t = p. Finally, the fields (¢ — r,s) and (r,t — s)
are identical if either t = p and ¢/ = p’ or ¢/ = 2r and ¢t = 2s.

The key to finding these solutions is to realize that, e.g. S(,s) 0 = S(5),0 reduces to

mr !
sin|{ — ) =sin | — 51
( Aq ) ( A ) (5D

after applying (—1)*sin(x) = sin(x + 7k) for k € Z. Since r,7’ are integer, ' = r + £ for £ € Z. Plugging this into
(51) and looking for non-trivial solutions, provides ¢ =’ — 2r with ¢’ as in (50), leading to ' =¢' — r.

To investigate the multiplicities ng;), the entanglement spectrum or equivalently the factorization must be chosen.

I choose a factorization made up of Cardy states and call that a Cardy factorization L;@aﬁ. This requires a diagonal

bulk modular invariant, i.e. Zyuk(q,q) = D c; Ixi(q)|? |76], For these, the boundary conditions are labelled by the
primaries I 3 o = (7, So) of the theory and the multiplicities are the fusion coefficients [60],

1 if|rg —7g] <r <min(ry +715,2p" — rq —13)
n(’r,s) _ (r,5)

(rassa)(r.59) — N(rassa)(ronss) = & |sa — sp| < s < min(sa +55,2p — 50 — 5p) (52)

0 otherwise.

where r + 7 + 75 and s + s, + sg have to be odd.

The inequalities on the RHS of (52) are to be read as constraints on the factorization, i.e. on rq g, sq,3, after having
found pairs of families (r,s) & (t' —r,s) or (r,s) & (r,t — s) with coinciding quantum dimension. In the former case,
familes «, 8 need to be found, which contain (r, s) & (¢’ — r, s) in their fusion. In the latter case, familes «, 8 need to
be found, which contain (r, s) & (¢’ — r, s) in their fusion.

To get a feeling for these solutions, restrict to unitary minimal models with p = p’ +1 = m + 1. In this case,
Q=1=(1,1) and thus A\g = p+p’ = 2m + 1. Choosing ¢; = ¢ = m for simplicity leads to t' = p’ and ¢t = p in
(50). The remaining two fields (¢’ —r,s) = (p' — r,s) and (r,t — s) = (r,p — s) are in fact the same field, by standard
identification on the Kac table. Hence, it suffices to restrict to analyzing the former. By virtue of the discussion
above, the two families (r,s) and (p’ —r,s) >~ (r,p—s) have equal quantum dimensions, S, )1 = S(p/—r,s),1. For these
to truly be distinct familes, the cases 2r = p’ = m for even m and 2s = p = m + 1 for odd m have to be excluded.
Cardy Factorizations, i.e. the ones with (52), must thus have of satisfying N((;BZS) = Né%_T’S) = No((zp_s) =1

For example, consider a Cardy factorization for the Ising CFT, which is a unitary minimal model with p = 4,p’ = 3.
It has three primaries 1 = (1,1), 0 = (2,2) (not to be confused with the label for the entanglement spectrum) and
€ = (2,1). Hence, (13) checks for the S-matrix elements Sy (. 5). The class of solutions described in the previous
paragraph selects r = 1,2 and s = 1,3 so that S13 = S1. = 1/2. The non-trivial fusion rules are e xe =1, ex0 =0
and o0 o = 1 + . The latter shows that the factorization ¢ with entanglement spectrum Z,, = x1 + . features
asymptotic le-equipartition.
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