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Abstract

We review some classic works on ground state entanglement entropy in (1 + 1)-
dimensional free scalar field theory. We point out identifications between the methods
for the calculation of entanglement entropy and we show how the formalism developed
for the discretized theory can be utilized in order to obtain results in the continuous
theory. We specify the entanglement spectrum and we calculate the entanglement
entropy for the theory defined on an interval of finite length L. Finally, we derive the
modular Hamiltonian directly, without using the modular flow, via the continuous limit
of the expressions obtained in the discretized theory. In a specific coordinate system,
the modular Hamiltonian assumes the form of a free field Hamiltonian on the Rindler
wedge.
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1 Introduction

Entanglement [1,2] is a property of quantum systems without a classical analogue. Let
us consider two quantum systems that are part of a larger composite system. When
these subsystems are entangled, then the results of local measurements performed on these
subsystems are correlated. The converse is not generally true, since the measurements may
include classical correlations. Whenever the overall system lies in a pure state there is a
simple measure of entanglement, the so called entanglement entropyﬂ The entanglement
entropy is defined as the von Neumann entropy of the reduced density matrix. The latter,
which describes subsystem A, is obtained from the density matrix via tracing out the
degrees of freedom of the complementary subsystem AC i.e.

pa = Trye[p]. (L.1)
Then, the entanglement entropy of the system A is defined as

Sa=—Try[palnpa]. (1.2)

Entanglement entropy has many applications. For example, it is related to quantum phase
transitions [4], as well as to the topological order [5}6].

The study of entanglement in free Quantum Field Theory was initiated a long time
ago |7,8]. The basic finding of these works is the following: for a free scalar field at its
ground state, considering the degrees of freedom of some spatial region as a subsystem,
the entanglement entropy is proportional to the area of this region and not to the volume,
as one would naively expect. Remarkably, this behaviour resembles the area law obeyed
by the entropy of Black Holes [9,/10]. Actually, the study of quantum contributions to
the entropy of Black Holes was the original motivation of |7]. This motivation lies at the
very heart of contemporary research, but not exactly in this form, since now the question
concerns the nature/origin of Black Holes entropy itself. We will return to these questions
although we do not tackle them directly, because they are in many ways the motivation
for the present work. As a final comment, both aforementioned works rely on the study of
a quantum mechanical system that is obtained after the discretization of a Quantum Field
Theory.

Another method for the calculation of entanglement entropy was introduced in [11}|12]
(see also [13] for a discussion on fermions), where a Euclidean time/Path Integral approach
is followed. Ome calculates the traces of powers of the reduced density matrix Tr[p’}],
which are essentially the so-called Rényi entanglement entropies [14], and the entanglement
entropy is obtained by analytic continuation, as the limit

n
At Loy (1.3

n—=1+ 1—mn dn n=1

Tt is natural to wonder how classical correlations and correlations due to quantum entanglement can be
distinguished for mixed states. The answer to this question is much more complicated. Such an analysis is
beyond our scope. The reader may consult [3].



This method came to be known as the “replica trick”, since the calculations are performed
using multiple copies of the original system. It was further developed for CFTs in [15],
where many results are obtained based only on first principles. The study of entanglement
in Quantum Field Theory was iniciated by considerations relevant to Black Holes physics,
but eventually became a very active field on its own, probing many interesting properties
of field theories such as the renormalization group flow [16/17]. For further information
consult the reviews [18-20], along with [21},22], which focus on discrete systems.

Entanglement entropy is also an important line of research in the framework of the
AdS/CFT correspondence [23H25]. Ruy and Takayanagi proposed a prescription for the
calculation of holographic entanglement entropy [26,27]. It goes without saying that the
direct calculation of entanglement entropy in the strong-coupling regime of theories is prac-
tically impossible. The single exception is two-dimensional CFTs, since for such theories
the entanglement entropy depends only on the central charge. The Ruy and Takayanagi
prescription tackles this shortcoming by enabling the study of entanglement in the non-
perturbative regime of theories with holographic duals. The prescription was generalized
for time-dependent setups [28] and was proven [29] by introducing the notion of the gen-
eralized gravitational entropy. The first quantum correction to this formula is calculated
in [30], whereas a quantum-mechanically exact prescription is suggested in [31]. An impres-
sive outcome of this program is the derivation of the Page curve of an evaporating Black
Hole [32] in the framework of AdS/CFT [33,34]. Another compelling finding concerns the
use of holographic entanglement entropy as an order parameter for confinement [35]. The
reader may consult [36(-40] for an overview of this vast subject.

In this context, Raamsdonk put forth the idea that AdS/CFT implies that entanglement
and gravitation are intertwined [41,42]. This idea became more concrete in subsequent
works. In particular, it was shown that the first law of entanglement thermodynamics is
equivalent to the linearized Einstein equations over the AdS backround [43//44], see also |45].
Besides the shortcomings of these calculations, namely the fact that they are performed
only for spherical entangling surfaces, they hint that gravity originates from entanglement.
In a similar manner, Maldacena and Susskind proposed that entanglement is the analogue
of gravitational wormholes, or, as it became known, ER=EPR [46]. Susskind took a
step further and argued in an open letter that we already know that General Relativity
and Quantum Mechanics are exactly the same thing [47]. In his words: “Where there is
quantum mechanics, there is also gravity”. Let us also mention that a statistical /emergent
interpretation of gravity was considered long ago, either in the context of general relativity
[48] or in a more abstract approach [49).

In the spirit of the above, it is worth probing these considerations beyond the AdS/CFT
paradigm by returning to the pioneering works that introduced the study of entanglement
in Quantum Field Theory. The question that deserves serious thought is the following:
besides the fact that entanglement entropy obeys an Area Law at the vacuum stateﬂ,

2Keep in mind that the vacuum is a very special state. For an arbitrary state entanglement entropy is
extensive [50].



which is a striking similarity with the entropy of Black Holes, is there any other signature
of gravitational physics in this system? After all entanglement entropy is only a particular
measure of entanglement. The spectrum of the reduced density matrix, which is known as
entanglement spectrum, contains much more information that enables us to probe many
more aspects of the system under consideration. We already know that this is the case for
instance when it comes to the Quantum Hall Effect [51}52].

A basic shortcoming in the quest to probe further the relation between entanglement
and gravity is the fact that most calculations of entanglement entropy concern free field
theories. These toy models may replicate features of a semiclassical approach to Quan-
tum Gravity, similar for instance to the study of Quantum Field Theory on a curved
background, but their trivial dynamics could be an obstactle to the study of more fun-
damental questions. The reason for holding a small basket is the fact that there has to
be a dynamical “creation” of the entangling surface, i.e. a physical obstacle preventing
the measurements in a specific region. In the gravitational theory the event horizon has
by definition this property, therefore, the underlying non-gravitational quantum theory
should contain the same concept. In an interacting strongly-coupled theory the presence of
a non-perturbative object preventing particle excitations to probe its region. This mecha-
nism introduces a “Schwarzschild radius” that relates the radius of the entangling surface
to physical parameters for observers who use apparatuses that measure the fundamental
excitations of the field. In particular the radius of the entangling surface would be related
to the energy of the probe particle. On the contrary, in free field theory the radius of the
entangling surface is a free parameter set by hand.

Even when considering a free scalar field it is not always possible to calculate the
entanglement entropy. There is special class of states of the composite system having the
property that both the density matrix and reduced density matrix are Gaussian in position
representation, making the calculations possible. The entanglement entropy depends on
the state and not on the dynamics of the systems. Obviously the latter determines the
time evolution of the state and thus of the entanglement entropy. These states have the
special property that their density matrix remains Gaussian at any time instant. These
states are:

1. the ground state [7./8/11.|12} 53]
2. thermal states [54,55]

3. coherent states, which share the same entanglement spectrum with the vacuum [56),
57]. As a result, the time evolution of the reduced system is unitary.

4. squeezed states [58-60], whose entanglement is time dependent.

These states have another very interesting property. The modular Hamiltonian, which is
defined as the logarithm of the reduced density matrix, describes a non-interacting theory.
One can define non-interacting modes on the subsystem.



For free scalar field theory at its vacuum state, when tracing out half of the space,
one can calculate the modular Hamiltonian using the mapping from the Minkowski to the
Rindler space. The time evolution is generated by the boost generator, which coincides
with the modular Hamiltonian [61,/62]. In general, the latter is a non-local function of
the stress-energy tensor, but for this setup it is local. Due to this fact one is able to
calculate the modular Hamiltonian via the modular flow [63], see also [64]. The locality of
the modular flow manifests itself in the fact that the modular Hamiltonian is a weighted
integral of the energy density. This subject is further discussed in [65-68].

Gaussian density matrices have another interesting property. The correlation functions
split to products of two-point function. Using this fact one can relate the eigenvalues of
the modular Hamiltonian and thus the entanglement spectrum to the two-point correlation
functions [69], see also appendix E of [59].

Another motivation for this work has to do with the formal definition of entanglement
entropy. Entanglement entropy in a Quantum Field Theory is divergent and is considered
ill-defined. This divergence originates neither from the UV nor the IR. It originates from
the density of states of the subsystem, which diverges in the continuous theory |11]. When
working directly in the continuous theory, the origin of this divergence is related to the
question of whether the Hilbert space H of the overall system AUAC factorizes as HaxH ac,
where each of these Hilbert spaces is attributed to subsystem A and its complement AC
respectively. Even in the case of lattice gauge theory, because of Gauss’s law, the Hilbert
spaces do not factorize. Omne has to concider a larger Hilbert space, which relaxes the
constraints imposed by the Gauss’s law at the entangling surface [70-73].

On a more formal basis, entanglement entropy is associated with the algebra of observ-
ables corresponding to the subsystem A. This is a von Neumann algebra and depending on
its type, one may be unable to even define a trace. In the case of quantum mechanics the
corresponding algebra is Type I and entanglement entropy is finite. For a Quantum Field
Theory the algebra is type I11;. This subject has drawn a lot of attention recently [74-80].
In the context of AdS/CFT this issue is intertwined with the entenglement wedge recon-
struction [81-83]. One should keep in mind that this problem is usually approached in the
infinite N limit. Interestingly enough, it was shown that 1/N corrections turn the type
I11; algebra into type IT [84,85]. Inspired by this ongoing discussion, we demonstrate
that a natural way out of this complication is to use lattice discretization, i.e. a quantum
mechanical system, where everything is well defined, and then take the continuous limit.

It this work we revisit the calculation of entanglement entropy in (1+1)-dimensional
free scalar field theory. Initially, we review the distinct approaches for its calculation,
namely Srednicki’s method, the replica trick and the correlations functions method. We
point out the relations between them. More specifically we show that Srednicki’s method
and the correlation functions method, which are applicable to the discretized theory, are
equivalent. Then we show that for (1+1)-dimensional massless scalar field theory the con-
tinuous limit of these methods gives rise to the results obtained using the replica trick |11].
Recall that the latter applies to the Euclidean continuous theory, thus we show in practice
how the discrete theory can be used in order to define unambiguously the entanglement



entropy of the continuous theory. By exploiting the correspondance between the afore-
mentioned methods we derive the entanglement spectrum in the continuous theory for a
system of finite length. In the infinite-size limit and when the the subsystem corresponds
to the halfspace, the spectrum was derived in [11], even though this fact was not explicitly
stated. Finally, using this twofold approach, we tackle a long-standing problem, which
has recently been discussed [86,87] using numerical methods, namelly the derivation of
the modular Hamiltonian of the continuous (1+1)-dimensional massless scalar field theory
starting from the discretized theory, see also [88]. The reader interested in the implications
of the boundary conditions may consult [89]. A key element in our derivation is a coordi-
nate transformation that enables the systematic derivation of the entanglement spectrum.
This transformation is directly related to that used in the implementation of the replica
trick in the CFT calculation.

The structure of the paper is as follows: In Section [2| we review the calculation of
entanglement entropy for a system of harmonic oscillators. In Section[3|we briefly review the
discretized (141)-dimensional scalar field theory. We present the entanglement spectrum
and the matrices required for the calculations. Then, we derive the entanglement spectrum
of the continuous theory, along with the corresponding continuous kernels. In Section
we derive the eigenvalues and the eigenfunctions of the reduced density matrix, the
entanglement entropy and the modular Hamiltonian. Finally, in Section [5| we discuss our
results. There is an appendix containing details of the calculations.

2 Entanglement of a Bosonic Harmonic System

In this section we review Srednicki’s approach for the calculation of entanglement entropy
in a harmonic bosonic system at its vacuum state [§]. We show that this method is
equivalent to the calculation of entanglement entropy using correlation functions introduced
by Peschl [69].

2.1 Srednicki’s Method

We consider a bosonic harmonic system, with dynamics determined by the Hamiltonian
Lo Lo

where K is a positive-definite symmetric matrix. The vector X contains the positions
of the degrees of freedom, whereas the vector Px contains the conjugate momenta. One
can introduce normal coordinates ¥ = OX, where O is an orthogonal matrix, so that
K = OTKpO with Kp a diagonal matrix. In terms of these coordinates the Hamiltonian

assumes the form

1 1
H= §P$Py + 5YTKDY. (2.2)



We also introduce the positive-definite matrix 2p that obeys Kp = Q%. The elements of
Qp are the eigenfrequencies of the system. The ground state wave function is given by

det Qp\ /4 1 p det Q) /4 1
U= ( N > exp —§Y QpY | = N exp —§X QX ). (2.3)
In position representation the density matrix, which is defined as p(X, X') = ¥(X)¥*(X),
reads

det )

p(X,X,): N

1
exp (-2 (xTax + X’TQX’)> : (2.4)

We trace out the oscillators 1 to n. We consider the following blocks of the matrix €2, along
with the coordinate vectors X and X':

Q4 Qp Te / x,
0= X = X = ‘1. 2.
(QTB QC> ’ (x) ’ (w' (2:5)

Naturally, the block Q4 is an n x n matrix, Q¢ is an (N —n) X (N —n) one and so on.
It is trivial to calculate the reduced density matrix by setting . = z. and integrating
over x.. Doing so, we obtain

det (y — )

1
pred(z,2') = N OXP <—2 (xT'yx + :L"Tfym’) + wTﬁx> , (2.6)

where the matrices v and [ read
1 1
y=Qc — 59@92193, B= 59@9;193. (2.7)

Notice that both v and S are symmetric matrices. In can be shown [§] that the spectrum
of the reduced density matrix has the form

N—n

pa= ] 1-&)&r, (2.8)

i=1
where &; are the eigenvalues of the matrix
_ '8
= 5.
N )

It follows that the eigenvalues £; of the matrix = are determined by the eigenvalues of the

(1]

(2.9)

matrix v 1 3. The entanglement entropy Sgg is given by
&
1-&

It is easy to show that the matrix = can also be expressed in the form

_VIs (2.11)

I+7-18 ’
=5 +1

which is crucial in order to establish the connection between Srednicki’s method and the

N—n

SeE =Y [— In(1—¢&) —

=1

In &] . (2.10)

[1]

correlation matrix method.



2.2 Entanglement Entropy & Correlation Functions

In this section we relate the formulae of the previous section to the correlation functions of
the positions and the momenta of the system. The sum and the difference of the matrices
~ and S, defined in (2.7)), have very simple expressions, namely

v+ 6 = Qc¢, v - B=0c- 050" 0. (2.12)

Notice that v — g is actually the Schur complement of Q¢. In other words, denoting the
blocks of the matrix Q! as

Q—l — (Qil)A (Qil)B (2‘13)

@) @)
it follows that
y=B8=(@") (2.14)
Defining the matrix M as
M= (Q7") . Qc, (2.15)

the matrix v~ can be expressed in terms of the matrix M as

ylg = : (2.16)

E=—. 2.17

vVM+1 ( )

It follows that the spectrum of the reduced density matrix is determined solely by the

matrix M. This is the famous prescription for the calculation of entanglement entropy in
terms of correlation functions [69]. Indeed, it is straightforward to show that

_ 1 i
Xij o= (X X5) = 5 (271) 5, Py = (BiFy) = 5%, (XiPj) = = (PX) = 500 (2.18)

N

As a result, we conclude that M = 4XP.

Equation implies that the entanglement spectrum is determined solely by the
blocks of the matrices Q and Q~!, which correspond to the subsystem under consideration.
Even though these matrices refer to the overall system, their C'—blocks determine the
correlation functions of the degrees of freedom and the conjugate momenta in the subsystem
under consideration. As a consequence, equation connects Srednicki’s method to the
correlation-functions method.

The idea behind the calculation of entanglement entropy using correlation functions is
the following: Since the ground state is Gaussian, n-point correlation functions factorize
into 2-point correlation functions, in accordance with Wick’s theorem. Postulating that



the modular Hamiltonian describes a harmonic theory and further demanding that it re-
produces the correct 2-point functions, determines it. More specifically, one assumes that
the reduced density matrix is written in the form

N—n N—n
pred = N exp (—Hyy) Hy = Z Giaz% N = H (1—e), (2.19)
i=1 i=1

where H); is the modular Hamiltonian and A is a normalization factor that ensures
Trpreq = 1. One can show that the eigenvalues of the matrix M, that we denoted as
M;, are related to the parameters ¢; as

¢i = 2 coth™! (\/ﬁ) — —Ing, (2.20)

where &; are the eigenvalues of matrix Z. The last equality follows directly from equation
(2.17). See [19] for more details.

2.3 Eigenstates of the Reduced Density Matrix

So far we have focused on the entanglement spectrum. In his seminal paper Srednicki
derived it via a series of coordinate transformations, namely, a rotation that diagonalizes
v, a rescaling that sets v to identity and one more rotation that diagonalizes the matrix

B =128y, (2.21)

In an obvious manner, the matrix B has the same eigenvalues with the matrix v~!3. The
eigenfunctions of the reduced density matrix read

H b, () (222

where Z; are the coordinates that diagonalize the matrix B and ¢, (x) is the wave function
of the n—th excited state of the harmonic oscillator with eigenfrequency «; = /1 — A?,

where BZ are the eigenvalues of B , namel

1 o\ 1/4 . 1,
e (5) i (aiesp (—goa? ). (2.25)
5

3There is a simple way to expand the reduced density matrix in terms of its eigenfunctions. After the

¢ni (i'%) -

coordinate transformations the reduced density matrix has the form

Pred ( H \/ exp —= 551 + :EQQ) + 3 ﬁfc'} . (2.23)

Then, using the Melher’s formula

Vll_ﬁ exp {U (m TE 3; 201734} _ ; %Hn(m)Hn(y), (2.24)

with © = \/a; i, y = y/a:2; and o = &;, where &; is defined in (A.9)), we obtain the expansion of the reduced
density matrix to its eigenfunctions.

10



The above coordinate transformations include a non-trivial rescaling, which messes up the
normalization of the reduced density matrix. As a consistency check in Appendix [A] we
derive the spectrum and the eigenfunctions using creation and annihilation operators.

2.4 The Modular Hamiltonian

The calculation of the previous section implies that the reduced density matrix can be
expressed in terms the creation and annihilation operators associated to the wave functions

of equation (2.25)) as
A A N_n ~ ~
prod = det(I — ) exp <—HM) . Hy=-Y W&)Al4, (2.26)
i=1

The explicit forms of the operators A; and flj are given by (|A.20)) and (A.21]), respectively.
The modular Hamiltonian Hj; describes a free theory. It is a matter of algebra to show
that the modular Hamiltonian Hj; may be written as a differential operator in the form

A ~ o 0 - 1 _

where the matrices K and V are defined as
N—n 'l)i ’Ui 1 N—n
- oYk 1 -1 o i
Ko =— Z -+ (7 )pé (7 )km Ing&;, Ve = ) Zl a;v,,vp In ;. (2.28)
i

Y
i=1 v

Using (A.12) and (A.13)), it turns out that the matrices K and V read

-1 -1
K= 7“—7—1’ V=—gm/I- (y=18)*In=. (2.29)

I—(y71B)?

(1]

The above expressions assume a much simpler form in terms of the matrix M, defined in

[@15), namely
5 arccothv M - arccothv M

K= NiTi @Y., V=9c i

Bearing in mind that the matrix M is expressed in terms of Q¢ and (Qfl) o the modular

(2.30)

Hamiltonian is determined by the 2-point correlation functions in the subsystem under
consideration, as expected.

3 (1+1)-dimensional Field Theory

3.1 The Discrete Theory

In the previous section we have shown that the calculation of the spectrum of the reduced
density matrix is equivalent to the calculation of the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of the

11



matrix M = (Qfl)CQC. So, given a Hamiltonian H = %PTP + %XTKX, where the
couplings matrix K is positive definite, we are interested in finding the matrix € that is
positive-definite and obeys that K = Q2.

We focus on (1+1)-dimensional free real scalar field theory defined on an interval of
length L. In order to apply the formalism that we developed for a system of coupled har-
monic oscillators, we have to discretize the degrees of freedom. Introducing a homogeneous

lattice, we obtain
N

H=3 2@+ o -0+ (3.1)
j=1
where a is the lattice spacing. We used the scheme
/Oodx—MLzN: T =ja cp(m)—>& W(l‘)—)ﬂ L=(N+1)a (3.2)
0 = ’ va’ va’ ' '
This Hamiltonian describes a system of coupled harmonic oscillators. The couplings matrix
K of the system has a very simple form, namely

1
Kij = ﬁ [(2 + ,u2a2) (51'7]' - (57;7]'_;,_1 + (57;4_17]')] . (33)

This is a Toplitz tridiagonal matrix with known eigenvalues and eigenvectors. Its spectral

decomposition is
N 7k thkw . jkw

4
K= —"" 2, 7 a2 . '
v N+1kz_1[“+a28m oN+1) | N+1 TN+ 1

(3.4)
Obviously, the square bracket contains the eigenvalues.

3.2 Back to the Continuum

So far we have taken advantage of the discretization in order to deal with a well-posed prob-
lem, namely the calculation of the entanglement entropy of a system of quantum harmonic
oscillators. The formalism developed in Section [2] is directly applicable to the discretized
theory. Unfortunately, we are not able to proceed much further in this framework. We will
work in the continuous limit of the expressions that were obtained in the discretized the-
ory. This way the discrete theory resolves the ambiguities of the definition of entanglement
entropy that emerge when we study directly the continuous theory.

In the continuous limit the discrete indices become continuous variables, the column
vectors become functions of these continuous variables and the matrices become bilinear
kernels. Essentially we have to invert the discretization procedure appearing in equation
. Regarding the size of the overall system, the continuous limit corresponds to a — 0,
N — o0, so that L = (N +1)a is fixed. Similarly, for the rest of the variables it corresponds
toa — 0, ¢ — 00, so that « = ia is fixed and so on. Regarding the bilinear kernels the
continuous limit is

1
K(z,2') = lim — Ky, (3.5)

a—0 a

12



where z and 2’ are the continuous coordinates associated to ¢ and j respectively. The factor
of 1/a is inserted because the sums over the indices become integrals over a continuous
variable. This factor is required in order to have the correct measure of integration.

It turns out that

2 — 2 k k!
LT) =7 Z <M + 7T2k2> sin%x sin FTx, (3.6)

where x and ' are valued in [0, L] [} The kernels Q and Q' read

Aa,a') =23 <u2 + ;k?) sin % sin 7;” , (3.8)
k=1

Q Yz, 2') = 7 Z (p + 22]{:2) sin% sin % (3.9)
k=1

In the massless limit it is possible to obtain a closed form of these kernels, namely,

s 1 1
Qz,2") = — ~ — ~ | (3.10)
412 (Sin2 ﬂ(r;zx ) gin2 ﬂ(ﬂ;zx ) )
. w(z—1')
1
O Ha,a') = ——In| 2L (3.11)
7| in Tt

which coincide with the massless limit of the kernels appearing in [11]. Notice that Q(z, z")

can be written as
T sin L sin L

Qx,2") = —— —, (3.12)
L? (cos LLm — oS %)2

implying that this kernels is non-positive and it vanishes only when either variable is 0 or
L. This in turn implies that Q~!(x,2’) is non-negative and it vanishes only when either
variable is 0 or L.

In the continuous theory, the kernels associated to blocks of the matrices are given
by the same expressions as the kernels associated to the matrices themselves, but the
range of values of the corresponding coordinates is restricted appropriately. The entangling
“surface” is considered to lie between the nodes n and n 4 1. In the continuous theory it

(= <n + ;) a. (3.13)

4One may wonder about the behaviour of the sum over k. The upper bound of summation is N and we

4 . 5ark k)2
lim st S = (f) ’ (3.7)

which is justified by the result we obtain, but is questionable in the first place because k gets arbitrarily

lies at © = ¢ where

use the limit

—%f(x) = Af(z), f(0) = f(L) = 0, which obviously leads to (3.6). In Appendix [B| we calculate the

large values. One could derive the spectrum directly in the continuous theory via the envalue problem
matrix elements €;; and (Qfl)ij in the discretized theory and obtain the corresponding kernels at the very

end of the calculation.
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As an indicative example, Q4(z,2’) is given by the same expression as Q(x,z’), namely
equation (B.10]), where z € [0, 4] and 2’ € [0, ¢]. In a similar manner for Qp(z,2’) it follows
that = € [0,/] and 2’ € [¢, L].

At this point let us make a technical remark. So far we have formulated the calculation
of entanglement entropy in terms of the matrix M = (Qfl)cﬂc. Since Q71Q = I, it
follows that (Q_I)C Qc + (Q_l)g Op = Iny_p,. As a result, we could equally well use the
matrix M = (Q_l)g Qp = In_, — M. The matrix = is related to the matrix M as

V1—-M-1

==Y (3.14)
v1i-M+1
In the continuous limit the kernel M (z,z’) is given by
5 14
M) = [y (e g) 2.0 (3.15)
0

where both = and 2’ are valued in [¢, L]. This way, we avoid the singularities that appear
when y — x or y — 2’. These singularities are related to the fact that the kernels M and
M obey M(z,z') + M(z,2') = §(z — 2'). Formulating the calculation in terms of M (x, z')
allows us to avoid this delta function singularity.

The kernel coincides with the kernel used in [11]. Even though it was not explic-
itly stated, this work derived the spectrum of the reduced density matrix for a subsystem
that is half the infinite line and not just the entanglement entropy. In the next section we
derive the entanglement spectrum in the case of an overall system of finite length L and a
subsystem corresponding to the interval [¢, L].

4 Entanglement of (141)-dimensional Field Theory in a Finite Interval

We consider (141)-dimensional field theory defined in [0, L]. We trace out the degrees
of freedom in the interval [0,¢]. We would like to calculate the spectrum of the reduced
density matrix and the modular Hamiltonian. As we have shown in Sections [2| and
in order to achieve this goal we have to derive the spectrum and the eigenfunctions of

the kernel M (x,2'), which is defined in (3.15). Substituting (3.10) and (3.11]) in equation
(3.15)), this kernel reads

iy T(E—y)
~ N 1 ) 1 1 SIHT
Mz, z) = 412 J, dy in2 =) o2 7r(ﬂg’Zry) In ﬂ(ﬂzﬁzy) ’ (4.1)
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where z € [(, L] and 2’ € [¢, L] E The integral can be performed analytically and we obtain

/_
(o) 1 cos® —cos 22 sin 22 sin W(sz J
T, T )= —F— 7
L hog T T og T o T +)
mL cos 7F —cos - | cos - —cos T sin T
. ’ . _
sin 7~ sin ﬂ(gL 9 19
l m(z4+0) | ° ( ’ )

" cos T - cos’%’ sin T
The eigenvalue problem to be solved reads
L
/ dz' M(z,2') f(2') = A\ f(z). (4.3)
¢

There are continuously infinite eigenfunctions and eigenvalues. We parametrized them with
the continuous variable w. They read

flasw) =sin(wu(@),  Aw)= -5 (14)
sinh” (7w)
where u(x) is defined as
sin T@+0)
u(z) = niﬂe. (4.5)
sin %

In order to find an analytic expression for the modular Hamiltonian we need the spectral
decomposition of M (x,z’). This kernel is not symmetric; Its left and right eigenfunctions
do not coincide. After some algebra one obtains

~ 2 coshu(a) —cos -

. 7l 9 1 . . .
M(x,z') = 7 sin%ﬂ ; dw [_sth(ww)] sin(wu(z)) sin(wu(z')),  (4.6)

where the square bracket contains the eigenvalues A(w). Obviously, this expression can be
utilized in order to obtain an integral representation of any function of M (z,x’).

More details on the derivation of the spectrum and the eigenfunctions of M (z,z") are
presented in Appendix [C]

4.1 Entanglement Entropy

In order to calculate the entanglement entropy in the continuous theory we may write

equation (2.10]) in the form

Spp = Tr [—111(1—5)— - = _mE|. (4.7)
Then, using the spectral decomposition (4.6, we obtain
2 [ L coshu(z) — cos Tt
SpE = / dw S(w) dx u( )M L sin? (wu(z)), (4.8)
L 0 €+e Sin T

® As we discussed in the previous section, using the kernel M (z, '), instead of M(x,z’), allows us to
avoid the singularities at y — x and at y — 2’. However there is still one singularity left that appears when
z—Lorzx’ — f£andy— L
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where
2mw

-2
Since the integral over x diverges, we introduced a regulator ¢, see footnote bl Changing
the integration variable x to u via the inversion of equation (4.5]), we obtain

Spp =+ / dw S(w) / -1 / dw S(w) / " cos(2wu),  (4.10)
0 0 0 0

™ ™

2L
Umax = In ( sin M) . (4.11)
e

Let us focus on the first term of . The integral over u trivially is equal to upax. The
integral over w is an integral that appears frequently in statistical physics. It is equal to
¢(2)/m = /6, where ((z) is Riemann’s zeta function. Regarding the second term of
we may send umax — 00 s0 that the integral over u is equal to a delta function, i.e.

lim 1/ " du cos(2wu) = %5(w). (4.12)
0

where

Umax—>00 TT

As this function is non-vanishing only on w = 0 and this is the lower bound of integration of
the integral over w, there is no contrubution to the entanglement entropy. In other words,
one may regularize the lower bound of integration of the integral over w, and since we are
interested in w — 0T, there is no contribution from the delta function. Putting everything
together, we obtain the well known formula [12]

1 2L . @/
SEE = 6 In <7‘(‘€ sin L) . (413)

There is an alternative approach to this calculation that we will outline in order to make
some comments. As it is evident from equation and , the eigenfunctions auto-
matically obey Dirichlet boundary conditions at x = L. The regulator € at the lower bound
of integration of can be utilized in order to impose Dirichlet boundary conditions at
x = £ + €. Doing so, the spectrum is discretized according to

TE

2L ¢
wp, In < sin 7;) = nm, n € N* (4.14)

Then, the entanglement entropy is given by the discrete sum appearing in equation ,
where & = e 2™ and the upper bound of summation is set to infinity. For L >> e
the eigenvalues become dense and they can be approximated by a continuous distribution
[11]. In this approach it is evident that entanglement entropy is divergent because the
density of eigenvalues blows up. The divergence is associated to neither the UV nor the
IR of the theory. However, this line of reasoning is linked to a fine technical detail; in
order to properly perform the above calculation one has to implement the Euler-McLaurin
summation formula. The leading integral term yields the above result, but there are also
remainder terms. Due to the fact that is singular at & = 1 the latter include
divergent terms. These terms should be neglected, but in this approach doing so is kind of
ad hoc. In our approach this fact is more transparent.
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4.2 Modular Hamiltonian

Having calculated the entanglement entropy, in this section we derive the corresponding
modular Hamiltonian. Equation ([2.27)) is the modular Hamiltonian of the discrete theory.
In the continuous theory the modular Hamiltonian is given by

iy = [z [ dy (W) (2.) ) + @) (2.)2(0)) (115)

where II(x) is the conjugate momentum of the field ®(z), i.e. it is the operator —i&%@).

The kernels K (z,y) and V (z,) are the continuous limit of the matrices defined in (2.30)).
Using equation (3.11)) along with (4.6)), it turns out that the kernel K (x,y) is given by

- 2 o0 oo
K(z,y) = _W/o du’/o dw w tanh (mw) sin(wu,) sin(wu’) In , (4.16)

where € (¢,L] and y € (¢, L]. We also used the notation u, = u(z), uy = u(y) and
v = u(2’). The function u(x) is defined in equation (4.5). After some algebra that is
presented in Appendix [C] one obtains

K(z,y) =m0 (uy — uy) . (4.17)

In terms of the original coordinates the kernel reads

- cos ™ — cos TZ
L

Similarly, the kernel V (x,y) is given by the integral

- T (Cosh Uy — COS %) (Cosh Uy — COS %e)
V(:Ev y) = @ sin2 0

L

o . [e%S) 1 1
/ dwwSln(wuy)/ du/SiIl(WU/) 3 7 = 2 7 . (419)
0 coth (mw) Jo sinh % sinh” #e-

After some algebra that is also presented in Appendix [C] we may write this formula as

- dug du, d?
V(z,y) =—m I @dugjé (up — uy) . (4.20)
In terms of the original coordinates the kernel reads
. d |cosZTt —cos ™2 ¢
Vv = L— | —L — L 5 . 4.21

As expected for this specific setup [65], the modular Hamiltonian is a local functional
of the stress-energy tensor. Substituting our results in (4.15)) we obtain

- L[t 2 —cosTE (1 1
Hy =277 / dp L — L <n2(;c) + (0,0 (1:))2> , (4.22)
T Jy sin % 2 2
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where we dropped a surface term. One may consider the complementary subsystem, i.e.
the degrees of freedom in [0, ¢]. Then the above formula assumes the form

- L [ T —cos Tt (1 1
HM:%/ R A (21'[2(3:)4—2(83;‘1)(35))2). (4.23)
0

T sin T

For a theory defined on an infinite half-line [63,/65], i.e. L > ¢, using (4.23]) we obtain

. o2 (1, 1 2

Hy =2m | do —II%(z) + = (0. P(x))" | . (4.24)
0 2¢ 2 2

Finally, one may study the case of a theory defined on an infinite line and a subsystem

consisting of the degrees of freedom in the region > 0 [61,62]. This is achieved by defining

the theory in [—L/2, L/2], setting ¢ = 0 and considering the limit L > x. Doing so, one

obtains

Ay = 2r /0 T dva @H%) + % (3x<1>(:c))2> . (4.25)

5 Discussion

From the early days of quantum mechanics and the question arisen by the EPR paradox to
nowadays and the modern era of the ER=EPR conjecture in the context of the holographic
duality [46], quantum entanglement has always been providing us with new insight for our
quest to understand the laws of nature. Entanglement is the very essence of quantum
mechanics, in the sense that it is a property with no classical analogue. The fact is that
a quantum system is always quantum even if it presents classical behaviour. When we
characterize a system as classical, we refer to the fact that the “quantumness” of this
system is not apparent.

In this context it is natural to wonder how classical gravity would emerge from a quan-
tum theory. The fact that a bottom-up approach is plagued with dozens of problems
indicates that we need new principles. The AdS/CFT correspondace has been proven a
valuable tool for such an investigation. Via this duality questions about non-perturbative
gravity are rephrased as questions about perturbative field theory and vice-versa. For ex-
ample, there has been a tremendous progress in understanding the Black Hole Information
Paradox in AdS/CFT [33,]34]. AdS/CFT indicates that classical gravity is an emergent
entropic force, originating from quantum entanglement [41-44]. If we really believe that
gravity and quantum mechanics are essentially the same [47], we should be able to support
this claim beyond the framework of AdS/CFT.

In this quest, we have to relate the dynamics of a subsystem, which is the dynamics
perceived by an observer who does not have access to the whole system, to some gravi-
tational dynamics. This information is encoded in the modular Hamiltonian of the sub-
system. Naturally the modular Hamiltonian contains much more information than merely
the entanglement entropy. In order to derive the modular Hamiltonian one needs not
only the whole entanglement spectrum, but also the corresponding eigenfunctions of the
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reduced density matrix. The modular Hamiltonian can be calculated using the modular
flow [61-64], but this tool is not always applicable. For this reason we demonstrate how
the modular Hamiltonian can be derived via the continuous limit of Srednicki’s method.

In the continuous limit the modular Hamiltonian is given by . In section we
obtained explicit expressions for the kernels appearing in modular Hamiltonian in terms of
the original coordinates x and y. Let us express it in terms of the coordinates u, = u(z)
and u, = u(y), defined via the coordinate transformation . Substituting the kernels
(4.17) and (4.20) we obtain

fy = 27 /OO du, (IH(UI)2 L)L s )) (5.1)
0 2 2 du2 )7

where we used the fact that II(z) = %H(ux), which is required in order to preserve the
canonical commutation relations. In this coordinates the modular Hamiltonian density
coincides with the Hamiltonian density of the overall theory. The reduced density matrix
describes a system at finite temperature 27. It follows that the mapping actually
maps the interval (¢, L] to the Rindler Wedgeﬂ The Unruh effect [90] is imprinted in
the modular Hamiltonian. Regarding infinite-size systems, works from the early 90s have
argued about this fact based on the interpretation of the Euclidean path integral [91}92].
In this work we reach the same conclusion relying only on elementary quantum mechanics.
For an observer that performs local measurements inside a subsystem, the density matrix
that determines the outcome of all measurements is therma]m The subsystem appears at
finite temperature and there is no local measurement that could indicate otherwise. The
physical reality of this observer is emergent.

It is well known that entanglement entropy at the ground state of free scalar field theory
obeys an area law [7,8]. The similarity between the entropy of black holes and entangle-
ment entropy is very intriguing, but, as we discussed, we would like to take things even
further. In this spirit we revisit some classical works on entanglement in quantum field
theory. We analyze a system of coupled harmonic oscillators and show that Srednicki’s
method, the replica trick and the correlation functions method for the calculation of en-
tanglement entropy are interrelated and obviously equivalent. We apply this formalism to
discretized (1 + 1)—dimensional scalar field theory, defined on a finite interval. Working
in the framework quantum mechanics all formulae are well-defined and there are no am-
biguities related to the definition of traces, the measure of path integral etc. Having set
up a well-posed problem we study its continuous limit. We relate the eigenvalues of the
reduced density matrix to the eigenvalues of a bilinear kernel. We are able to solve this
problem even when the overall system has finite length. Thus we obtain the entanglement
spectrum of (1 + 1)—dimensional scalar field theory defined on a finite interval.

Besides probing further the relation between gravity and quantum mechanics, it would
be interesting to employ this interplay between the discretized and continuous theory in

5The same mapping is used in [65].
"In the case of the discrete system each mode of the subsystem lies in a thermal state, but the corre-
sponding temperatures differ [8].
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order to study different aspects of entanglement entropy in field theory. For instance, one
could study spherical entangling surfaces in higher dimensions, by expressing the problem
in terms of effective (1 + 1)-dimensional radial systems, one for each angular momentum
sector. Such an approach is followed in [93], but the starting point of this work is the
modular Hamiltonian and not the discretized theory. An equally interesting problem would
be the study of non-compact subsystems in (1 4 1)-dimensional field theory.

The techniques we developed could also be used for the study of other measures of
entanglement and related quantities such as the entanglement negativity [94], the capacity
of entanglement [95], the symmetry resolved entanglement [96] and the reflected entropy
[97].

Acknowledgments Part of the research of D.K. was supported by the FAPESP Grant
No. 2021/01819-0.

A Algebraic Construction of the Eigenstates of the Reduced Density
Matrix

In this section we derive the spectrum and the eigenstates of the reduced density matrix,
which were obtained in Section using creation and annihilation operators.
A.1 The Ground Eigenfunction

The reduced density matrix given by equation (2.6)) has a Gaussian “ground” eigenfunction
of the form

1
Uy (x) = coexp (—QZBT.A ZL‘> . (A.1)
It is straightforward to show that
2V " det (7~ B)\ *
o] -n t v -
d / o / \Il / — ¢ \I/ A.2
| tmatew @) = (2L W), (A2)

provided that A satisfies the equation
A=ry=B(+A)7B. (A.3)
The solution of this equation that corresponds to a normalizable eigenfunction is

A= T (7718)" =412\ 1 = 32412, (A.4)

where $ is given by (2.21). It is a matter of algebra to show that

2N=" det (y — B) %_ -
( et ( + A) ) =det (I — ), (A.5)

where = is defined in (2.9)), i.e. the eigenvalue corresponding to the “ground” eigenfunction
is equal to det (I — =).
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A.2 The First Excited Eigenfunctions

Having obtained the “ground” eigenfunction, we search for eigenfunctions of the form

1
Uy () = ey (vlTa:) exp <—2a:TAx> , (A.6)
where v; is a column matrix and ¢ = 1,..., N —n. It is a matter of algebra to show that
o0 1
/ A’ prea(z, 2" )V, (2') = ¢y det (I — E) (viTE) exp <—2xT.A x) , (A.7)
—0oQ

Thus, ¥y; (z) is an eigenfunction provided
ETUi = EZ’UZ (A8)

Thus, v; is a left eigenvector of the matrix = and &; is the corresponding eigenvalue. The
eigenvalues of the reduced density matrix read det (I — Z)¢&;. Since = is a function of the
matrix v~!3, see equation (2.9)), this requirement is equivalent to

By~ v = B, & = A (A.9)

1+44/1— 32

Moreover, the above relation implies that
B <7_1/Qvi) = B; <7_1/2%‘) : (A.10)

1/2

Since v~/ “v; are the eigenvectors of a Hermitian matrix, they can be normalized, so that

’U;-r’y_lvj = 61] (All)

In the following we use component notation for the eigenvectors v;, which follows the

convention UJ-TQJ = vixk. In particular, we are interested in the normalization and com-

pleteness relations
) N—n
VY V) = Oigs dab= Y vaviag, (A.12)
i=1

as well as in the fact that (A.9) assumes the form

N—n
(BY )y = D Biviving (A.13)
=1

In order to complete the derivation we have to specify the normalization constant
c1;- To do so, we calculate the inner product of the eigenfunctions Wy; and Wy;. It is
straightforward to show that

*
C13C1;

2
2¢;

/dx\Illi (z) VT; (v) = cy;6;5 /da: (vi z) (v]Ta;) exp (—2T Ax) = v;‘-F.Aflvi. (A.14)
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Recalling that A = 7\/1 — (y18)? = \/1 — (By~1)?y, it follows that A~! is given by
—1/2
At =471 (1 — (ﬂ7_1)2> . As a result, the right-hand-side of (A.14]) is given by

*
C1:C15

2
2¢5

2
T o1 leul” o

where a; = /1 — B? Thus, the normalization constant of the eigenstates ¥1;(x) reads

Cl1; = V 20@60. (A.lﬁ)

A.3 Creation and Annihilation Operators

Using the “ground” state and the “first” excited eigenfunctions, we may introduce creation
and annihilation operators that connect them. In the following when an index variable
appears twice in a single term, summation of that term over all the values of the index is
implied. We impose that the annihilation operators A; have the form

0
— + .Akgl’g> , (A.17)
Tk

where A is given by (A.4)). Tt is straightforward to show that A; W (z) = 0. Furthermore,

A0y (2) = V20, Cipv] Wy (2) . (A.18)
Taking equation (A.12)) into account, we obtain A;¥y; (z) = 6;; ¥ () as long as
Lo -1
Cir. = vy (v )Ek' (A.19)

\/2051'

Putting everything together, the annihilation and creation operators read

. vl _ 0
A; = N (aixm + (’Y 1)mk 83;k> 7 (A.20)
- vl _ 0
Al = o (aixm (), 8%) , (A.21)

It is straightforward to show that [fli, AH = ;5 and [1211', AJ] = 0. For what follows, it
is helpful to invert these relations and obtain

N—n 1 B i R A
T = Z; 5= (7 )i (4i+41), (A.22)
N-—n
pr = %v,’; (fL- — AI) : (A.23)

1

7

It remains to show that these operators generate the whole tower of eigenstates of the
reduced density matrix.
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A.4 The Tower of Eigenstates

Assume that ¥(z) is an eigenfunction of the reduced density matrix pyeq, i.e.
/dx’pred (z,2") U (2) = AV (z). (A.24)

We will show that AI\IJ(:L‘) is also an eigenfunction. For this purpose we are going to
calculate the integral

/ N AT A Ufn / / A -1 0 /
/dmpred(az,m)Ai\P(m)—m/dm‘pred(az,z)[aﬂ:m (7 )mkax;j\ll(az)

Integrating by parts yields

N )\Ufn R 1— oy
/da:'pred (;U, a:’) AZT\II (;n’) = Nor [ﬁixm\I’ (x) — 3 /d:v',ored (a:,:n') x, W (:U')] .
(A.26)
Notice that by differentiating (A.24) with respect to = one can show that
% / A, ! )\Ufn -1 9
v, | A2 prea (z,2") 2,V (2') = ) Tm + (v )i B U (x). (A.27)

After some algebra we obtain

/ 42’ prea (2,2') AT (/) = Aj%n [aixm (), a‘;] U (z) = AGATW (2), (A.28)

where ¢ is defined in (A.9). Therefore that show that if W(z) is an eigenfunction of
the reduced density matrix corresponding to the eigenvalue A, then AI\II(m) is also an
eigenfunction, corresponding to the eigenvalue A§;. It follows that the reduced density
matrix has eigenfunctions and eigenvalues that read

N—n (Al')m N—n
Us(z) = | [] — | Yol@), A= II - (A.29)
i=1 v i=1

The vector 77 denotes the set of the non-negative integers n;. We also took into account that
the eigenvalue corresponding to the “ground” eigenfunction is det (I — Z) = Hﬁ;"(l —&).
The spectrum is normalized correctly, since ij:o (1—¢&)&" = 1. Essentially the reduced
density matrix factorizes to N — n density matrices, one for each pair of creation and
annihilation operators. Each of these density matrices has normalized spectrum. Thus,
there are no other eigenfunctions corresponding to non-vanishing eigenvalues.

B Correlation Functions of (1 + 1)-dimensional Discretized Field Theory

In this appendix we calculate the correlation functions in (1 + 1)-dimensional discretized
field theory and derive the continuous limit at the very end of the calculation resulting in
the equations (3.10]) and (3.11)).
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B.1 The Powers of the Couplings Matrix

We write the couplings matrix (3.3 as
1
Kz‘j = ﬁ [kdfsi’j - (5i,j+1 + 5i+1,j)] ) where kqg=2+ ,u2a2.

The matrix K can be diagonalized as K = OT KpO, where

1 k
(KD)Z-]- = didm, where dp = a\/kd — 2cos Nﬂ+ :

and
2 . uT
sin .
N +1 N+1
Obviously the half-integer powers of K are given by

Oij =

N
2n+1 _ 2n+1
Q2 = N 20305

k=1
As a result, we obtain
Q2ntl - L g: agrtt (cos (=) km _ cos (i+7) k’7r> .
" N+1 — N+1 N+1

We will use the expansions

(1 2yt :i(_ <n+1/2>

£=0

- _;M; 0 <n+€— 1/2)

plqg

?
e

~

Using them in order to expand di”“ we obtain
+1

41
ey _ 1 ky ic(mi 2
“ N+1 | a2l et ka

i Z—] kﬂ' COS(i+j)k7r cos! k
— N+1 N+1

At this point we make use of the sum

2! N akm km
S =7§: ¢
(a) N+1IFICOSN—FlcoS N+1
14 (=1 l+a 2£ o ¢
= (=1) + E tta \
2 N+1 =2 —p(N+1)
p=o0 \ 2
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in order to replace the summation over k with an infinite sum over finite-N wrapping
effects, namely

1 +1 o
greny _ (R a1 (i
ij | g2ntt Z k! 2
(=0 'd
= ‘ ‘
X i — | i . (B.10
,,:ZooK”ﬂ—p(NH)) (s pv )] B0

We interchange the summation over wrappings and the summation over powers of kg and
perform the latter using the formula

oo (n)x +a

1 —1 l 1 —1 1 4
Zcf ¢ +<2 ) <Z+a> = w<ai >2F1 (O;i»ai;_;|0é|+1;k2> s (B.ll)
£=0 kg 2 k, |l p

where ar = Fn + |a| F % For the specific values of the parameters, the hypergeometric
function can be expressed in terms of Associated Legendre functions of the second kind of
type 3 using the formula

2a70+%

_1 1 o, L(2c—1)—a
2£7

a,a+ =;cz | = } E . (B.12
2 ﬁr\(2a)ewr(2a—c+%) )

Putting everything together, we obtain

1 e(n+1)im (kgl _ 4) (n+1)/2 oo |:
— Q71 (kg/2) -7 (kd/2)] ., (B.13)
a?nt1 NZaN (—n — %) p:z—:oo la—|—3 lat|—3
—nam -n/2 oo
—(2n+1) _ on+1 € (k(% B 4) n _Aan
A E D ) n | (ka/2) =90 ) (ka/2)], (B14)

2n+1
Qij =

where apx = i+ j — 2p(N +1). The parameter n can be analytically continued to C
excluding the poles of the Gamma function that appear above.

B.2 The Continuous Limit

Unfortunately, we are unable to continue the calculation of the entanglement spectrum in
the lattice model. Therefore we derive the continuous limit of and in order
to continue the calculation. For matrices this limit is given by equation . For the
matrices of interest the continuous limit is obtained using the limit representation of the
modified Bessel function of the 2nd kind K in terms of the Associated Legendre functions
of the second kind of type 3, namely

lim v (cosh =) = €K, (2). (B.15)

V—00 v
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For a massive (1 + 1)—dimensional field theory dj, = 2 + pu2a?, so that
_ 4
cosh (pa) = 5 + O (a). (B.16)

It follows that

a—0t antl!

n+1 /
Q;_li" (d/2) = lim (4) yrigoton (cosh W)
2 vTee Rz v (B.17)

n+1
=(5)" 0" K (2),
where v = 2/ /a, z = ka, and 2’ = z — (a/2). We took into account that K_, (z) = K, (2).
Notice that z it kept fixed as @ — 0. Thus, we conclude that the kernels Q*"*1(x y) and
Q@D (z 2/) are given by

Il o) = (2p)" ! — ((Kng1 (ple—]) Ko (plzy])
Q (z,2") = /AT (—n— %) p;oo: < o[t ERZE! > (B.18)
—(2n AN (2M)_n - n n
Q-G (g, 2f) = ngoo: (wl Ky (plz-]) = [z4[" Ky (u\fv+!)>, (B.19)

where v+ = v £ 2’ — 2pL.

B.3 Integral Representation and Resummation

Since equations (B.18) and (B.19) contain infinite sums, they are not very handy for cal-
culations. We use the integral representations of the Modified Bessel functions of the 2nd
kind

K,(z) = / dt e=*<Bt cosh (vt) Re(z) > 0, (B.20)
0
— ﬁ o ,,/oo —zcosht : 1 2v 1
K,(z) = T+ 1) <2> ; dte sinh” ¢, Re(z) >0, Re(v) > —5 (B.21)

and perform the summation over p to obtain

9 (—;2 n+l . . .
Q2 (g, ') = (—1?) / it sinh (u(L 33>) cosht) sinh (uz < cosht) Sinh2"+? 1
T 0 sinh (uL cosh t)
(B.22)
Oz, 2f) = 2 /OO gt sinh (u(L — x< ) cosh t) sinh (ux < cosht) (B.23)
’ 7 Jo sinh (uL cosh t) ’ ‘

where xs := max(z,z’) and - := min(z,z’). Notice that these integrals are convergent.
A formula for Q_(2”+1)(x, a') for a generic value of n is more complicated and we omit it,
since it is not necessary for our analysis.
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We calculate the kernel Q~!(z, ') using contour integration. First we extend the range
of integration from [0, c0) to (—oo, 00) using the fact that the integrand is an even function
of t. Then we shift the integration variable ¢ — ¢ 4 i¢m to half of the integral to yield

O (z,2') = 1 /OO W sinh (u(L — x‘>) cosh t) sinh (pux~ cosht)
21 J oo sinh (L cosh t)
f L [T s (L) cosht)sih e cosh) o
2T Joortin sinh (uL cosh t)

Consider the integral in the complex plane along the rectangular contour defined by the
edges (—R,R), (R,R+im), (R+im,—R +im) and (—R + im, R). It is easy to see that
in the R — oo limit, the sides that are parallel to the imaginary axis do not contribute,
implying that it reduces to equation (B.24)). Its value is determined solely by its residues

that lie at z = In [% + \/1 + %} + 1%, where k € Z*. Thus, we obtain

21k k! K22\ M2
Q Yz, 2') = I Z o sin % sin 72@“ , where Wy = <,u2 + LZ > . (B.25)
k=1

Similarly, Q2" (z,2’) is given by

2 — krx | kna'
Qi (g, 2') = T kz_l w?" ™ sin A sin T (B.26)
It is easy to verify than in the massless case one obtainsﬁ
Q2 (z, 2 = ZZ <I7/T> sin%xsin%y
k=1 (B.28)

w2t (z —y) m(z +y)
et (F2) g (52)]
The result can be analytically continued to C excluding even powers of €2, thus
—(on YRl m(x — ') m(x + ')
02 +1)(x,;(;’) = ot [012n+1 <L> — Clapi1 (L . (B.29)

As a consistency check, taking the massless limit of (B.18]) and (B.19)) one is able to
verify that

s 1 1
Qx,2") = — ~ — ~ | (B.30)
402 \ §ip? ﬂ(z;zx ) gip?2 ﬂ(ﬂ;zx )
1 .2 w(z+z’)
Q Yz,2') = —1In smiu” (B.31)
2 sin2 W(ﬂgzx )

8(Clausen functions of order n are defined in terms of polylogarithms as

[Ln (eiio) — L, (ew)} , m even

[Ln (e_w) + L, (ew)} , m odd (B-27)

Cln(0) = {%

27



which coincide with (3.10) and (3.11]). Finally, the kernels are normalized since

L 0 /
/ dy Yz, )y, ') = 2 sin 2 gin T §(x — ). (B.32)
0 L L L

n=1

B.4 Massless Limit Verification

In this section we calculate the kernels Q(z, ') and 27! (2, 2’) in the massless limit directly
from (B.18) and (B.19)), without the contour integration of the previous section. For this
purpose we need the expansions

Ko(uz) = — (w +ln %) +0 (1), (B.33)
12m
K (pz) = % +0 (12, n € N. (B.34)

Using them, it is straightforward to obtain

e}

—1)nt+l !
Q2+ (g 4) = (=)™ (2n +1)! Z (fo(nJrl) _ x;2(n+1)> : (B.35)

= _

p=—00

1 o0
Q Yaz,2') == Z In , (B.36)
T

p=—00

ZE;
Lt
where x4 = x + 2’ — 2pL. In particular the kernels Q(z, ) and Q7 1(z,2’) read

Q(z,2) = —47T1L2 p;i [(x 2—fo - p) o (x ;Lx, - p> _2] , (B.37)

— o

1 1 & IELQCI —p

p=—00 2L p
Using the following infinite products and sums:
2
’ —z’ 2 . e
ﬁ &= —p_ac—:(:’ﬁ(xQLx) —-D _smLsz) (B.39)
= -Pp ozt z4a)2 2 iy Mata’) '
p=—oco 2L b=t (BF) —p S =57

and

1 72
> = (B.40)

S @—p)P sin?(ma)’

we conclude that

s 1 1
Qz,2') = — ~ — ~ 1, (B.41)
4172 (Sin2 ﬂ(zzzx ) gin2 ﬂ(ﬂ;zx ) )
. w(z—1')
1
Q Yz,2')=—-=1In )7 ~1, (B.42)
T |sin (w;ix)

which coincide with (3.10]) and (3.11]).
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C The Eigenvalue Problem and the Modular Hamiltonian

In this appendix, we present the technical details of the derivation of the eigenvalues and
eigenfunctions of the kernel M (z,2’) in the case of one-dimensional field theory defined
on a finite interval and a single-point boundary separating the two subsystems, given by
equation . Furthermore we present some technical details on the derivation of the
modular Hamiltonian in the same configuration.

C.1 The Eigenvalue Problem

The eigenvalue problem that we would like to solve is given in equation . We introduce
new coordinates u = u(z) and ' = u(2’) that facilitate its solution. In these coordinates
the kernel becomes a sum of two terms: one that is a function of u + v’ and another one
that is the same function of w —u/. This is achieved by defining the logarithms in equation
as the new coordinates, namelyﬂ

sin @+ sin m(@’+0)
u=u(z)=In % =70 Yx,0), v =u(2)=1In % =7 Q7 1, 0). (C.1)
sin S5 sin =57
These relations can be inverted adl)
2L ml 2L ml !
z=— arctan <tan Y coth — ) = — arctan <tan Y coth — > (C.2)
Notice that
lim =1L, lim x =/ (C.3)
u—0t Uu—-+00

The above imply that in terms of the coordinates u and u’ the eigenvalue problem assumes

du [ W —u u +u
/0 22 (tallhu/_u a tanhm> f(UI) =MW, (C.4)
2 2

The solution of this problem is

the form

1

f(u;w) = sin(wu), Aw) = —m7

(C.5)

where w > 0. To prove this statement let us search for eigenfunctions of the form f(u;w).

We denote
© du’ o /
IE/ —UQ “ u/_ u+ul sin (wu) . (C.6)
o 27 \ tanh 45% tanh%

Then, we may split the two terms of the integrand and set v’ — —u’ on the first term. Then,

the two integrands coincide, thus we obtain a single integral, but the range of integration

9Had we considered the subsystem defined in [0, £] we should substitute (z — £) with (¢ — x).
9For the subsystem defined in [0, £] one should substitute coth with tanh.

29



has been extended from [0,00) to (—oo,00). This in turn implies that we are free to shift
the variable of integration, i.e.

© du uwH+u . ® du' )
== rmmr ) == [ g eet-w). @

Finally, since the integral is defined in a symmetric domain, only the symmetric part of
sin (w (v’ — w)) contributes, thus

o0 du/ ul
I = sin (wu —— ———— COS wu') . C.8
) [ ey ) (©3)
This integral can be calculated using contour integration and one ends up with
1
= ———+—sin(wu). C.9
sinh? (7w) () (C9)

The kernel M is not symmetric, which implies that its left and right eigenfunctions do
not coincide. As a result, in order to obtain the spectral decomposition of M we have to
specify the left eigenfunctions too. It turns out that this is straightforward. The eigenvalue
problem for the left eigenfunctions g(u) reads

% du coshu' — cos =t u —u u +u 1
= L ) ) = ——— g, (C.10)
0 27 coshu —cos %> \tanh “Z*  tanh“Z* sinh® (7mw)

Thus, trivially, the eigenfunctions read

¢
g(u) = (coshu — cos 7;) f(u). (C.11)
Notice that .
L in 7=
dj — 7S111—L£7 (C.12)
du| 7 coshu — cos T

so this extra factor in equation is related to the change of variable from z to u.

We have obtained the left and right eigenfunctions separately. We need to fix their nor-
malization. Since we have parametrized the eigenfunctions using the continuous parameter
w, we specify the normalization factor h(w) demanding that

L
h(w) /K dz g(u(e);w) f(ue);w') = § (0 — o) | (C.13)

Changing the variable of integration to u, we obtain

™

L (2 e 2 [
—h (w) sin 7;/ dusin(wu) sin(w'u) = (w — ') = / du sin(wu) sin(w'u). (C.14)
T 0 0
As a result, the normalization factor is
2 1

=7 7wl
Lsmf

h(w) (C.15)

Putting everything together, the spectral decomposition of the kernel M is given by (14.6)).
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C.2 The Modular Hamiltonian

In this appendix we derive the closed form of the kernels K (x,y) and V(z,y),which are
given by (4.16) and (4.19). This calculation results in the modular Hamiltonian (4.22).
Recall that we use the notation u, = u(z), v, = u(y) and v’ = wu(z'). First we
perform the integration over u’. We express the logarithm in as difference of two
logarithms and split the integral into two terms. Then we perform the change of variables

v’ — —u/ on the second integral only. After this change of variable the integrands of the
two integrals become identical. We combine both integrals into a single integral that has
range of integration from —oo to +o0o. Then, we perform the change of variable v’ — /4w,
to yield

~ 2 [ wsin(wug) [ .
K(z,y) = _77/0 dwcoth(ﬂw)/_oodu'sm (w (u’—l—uy))ln

/!
u
S111 9

. (C.16)

Only the symmetric part of sin (w (v’ + uy)) contributes to the result, thus we obtain

. 4 [ . Vs . ,
K(z,y)=—— / dw wsin(wis) sin (wuy) / du’ cos (wu’) Insinh E. (C.17)
T Jo coth (mw) 0 2

The u' integral can be calculated aq']

1 [~ , Cou 1
—= du’ cos (wu') Insinh — = — coth (7w) + d(w) In 2. (C.21)
™ Jo 2 2w

Thus, putting everything together, the kernel reads

K(z,y) =2 /000 dw sin(wug) sin (wuy) = 76 (g — uy) - (C.22)

Restoring the original coordinates, it turns out that the kernel K (z,y) is given by .

We treat in a similar manner the kernel V(x,y), which is given by (.19). We perform
the integral over v first. We implement the same strategy in order to express this integral
as an integral of a single term over the region (—oo, 00) and then we shift the coordinate
u’. Doing so, the integral assumes the form

o0 1 1 o0 i " —
/ du' sin(wu') | —— e Sv— :/ du,sm(w. (u2 /u )) (C.23)
0 sinh % sinh % oo sinh “7

"The following Fourier transforms are required:

/ du’ cos (wu') log [1 — exp (—u')] = %ﬁth(ﬂw), (C.18)
0
o ’ / r_ d oo ! " — il — _i
/o du’ cos (wu') u =), du sm(wu)—dww— ex (C.19)
/ du’ cos (wu') = 7o (w). (C.20)
0
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Only the symmetric part of sin(w (u’ — u;)) contributes. We obtain

- "sin(wu’ 1 — L = —2sin (wu - U/M
/0 du ( )( ) 2sin ( x)/o d . (C.24)

. / . —a! . /
sinh? % sinh? % sinh? “7

This integral can be calculated using contour integrationE, yielding

o 1 1
/ du' sin(wu') | —— T 5 | = 4nwsin (wu,) coth (7w) . (C.26)
0 sinh” Y= h* fee

sin
Substituting in ([#19) and using (C.12) the kernel V (z,y) reads

dug duy [ 9 . . _ dug duy d?
i dy o dww? sin(wuy) sin (wu,) = Gr dy du? (ug —uy). (C.27)

V(Qi,y) =2

Using properties of the delta function, it is straightforward to show that f/(x, y) assumes

the form (4.21]).
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