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Abstract

In this paper, our aim is to illustrate that the process of open string scattering corresponds to the evolution
of the entanglement wedge, where the scattering distance is identified as the entanglement wedge cross-section.
Moreover, open-closed string scattering, specifically the disk-disk interaction, works for the evolution of the
reflected entanglement wedge, with the circumference of the waist cross-section equating to the reflected entropy.
It therefore provides evidence for the deep connections between the string worldsheet and the Ryu-Takayanagi
surface. This connection is not only a coincidence rooted in hyperbolic geometry; it also reflects an additional
correspondence between two distinct theories: mutual information and the geometric BV master equation.
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1 Introduction

The AdS/CFT correspondence plays a central role in modern theoretical physics. It conjectures that a weakly
coupled gravitational theory in the bulk of AdS;41 is equivalent to a strongly coupled d dimensional CFT on
the conformally flat boundary [1]. It provides a testable realization for the holographic principle [2,3]. One of
the most successful supports for the AdS/CFT correspondence is the Ryu and Takayanagi (RT) formula, which
asserts the equality of the entanglement entropy (EE) of the CFT, and the accordingly defined minimal surface
area in the bulk AdS44; [1—0]. In their work, the geodesic length (minimal surface area) in AdSs is calculated
and found in agreement with the EE of CFT,. This identification is then verified extensively by follow-ups,
referring to a recent review [7] and references therein. To quantify multipartite entanglement, the EE for a pure
state becomes inadequate, requiring consideration of the entanglement of purification. Consequently, the bulk
dual, represented by the RT surface, needs to be extended to include the entanglement wedges, entanglement
wedge cross-sections (EWCS) and reflected surfaces.

In a recent work [8], we studied the connections between the hyperbolic string vertices of closed string field
theory (CSFT) and the reflected surfaces. This connection arises from the fact that they are both subsets of
hyperbolic geometry. And the critical length of hyperbolic geometry plays a central role in this connection. In
CSFT, the main aim is to seek all consistent string vertices that integrate worldsheet correlators of string fields
over specific regions of moduli spaces [9]. The construction of these vertices depends on how Riemann surfaces
are coordinatized and how the corresponding parts of moduli spaces are covered. The consistency requires
that the string vertices satisfy the geometric Batalin-Vilkoviski (BV) master equation. A recent development
in constructing string vertices involves the introduction of hyperbolic geometry, providing a natural approach

to understanding moduli space integration [10-12]. This result is soon generalized to hyperbolic open-closed



string vertices [13]. Further developments considering hyperbolic string vertices can be found in the following

refs: [14-20]. To be specific, the hyperbolic three-string vertices in CSFT are constructed in three steps [12]:
1. Prepare two right-angled hexagons with side geodesic lengths L/2, 9, L/2, ¥, L/2, 9.

2. Glue two hexagons together along the geodesics ¥, giving the Y-piece 9073 (L), which includes three
geodesic boundaries with lengths (L/2) x 2 = L.

3. Graft three flat semi-infinite cylinders with a circumference of L to the geodesic boundaries of 17073 (L) to

obtain the three-string vertices Vy 3 (L).

To satisfy the BV master equation, the boundary lengths of three-string vertices Vy 3 (L) are required to be
L<L,=log (3 + 2\/5) Furthermore, by gluing two Y-pieces ])073 (L) along the geodesic boundaries of length
L, a new closed geodesic with length § is formed. These two simple geodesics intersect twice on the X-piece.
When L < L,, the critical length § always has a lower bound § > 2L, which completely agrees with the lower
bound of reflected entropy: Sr > 2L, [21]. Based on this point, we can build an one-to-one correspondence
between ¢ and Sg. This consideration also works for open string field theory (OSFT). In OSFT, the critical
length can be easily obtained for a single sheet of 1)073 (L).

However, these correspondences only connect the critical length and the value of reflected entropy. One
might wonder whether we can further understand the relations between the string worldsheet and the evolved
RT surface through these correspondences. Since string vertices are constructed within the unit Poincaré disk,
we set the AdS radius ¢ = 1 for simplicity. In order to establish a connection between the properties of

!

entanglement entropy and string vertices, we also make use of the "area law," which is inspired by holographic

entanglement entropy. The entanglement entropy Sgg can be expressed as:
Siop = 2L (L)
4Gy
where L, /. represents the geodesic lengths obtained from the open or closed string vertices, respectively, and
Ggg) is the 3-dimensional Newton constant. This relationship allows us to map geometric quantities from string
theory to physical observables in the dual quantum theory, providing a direct connection between string theory
and entanglement entropy via the holographic principle.

In this paper, our aim is to establish connections between the processes of string scattering and the evolution
of RT surfaces. Specifically, we focus on specific RT surfaces in multipartite systems: the entanglement wedge
which is surrounded by the RT surfaces, the EWCS and reflected surface. The EWCS, which serves as the bulk
dual of entanglement of purification, measures entanglement entropy for mixed states [22]. When two entangled
regions, A and B, are far apart, the EWCS vanishes, separating into two distinct systems. This well-known
phase transition occurs at minimal EWCS E" (pap) = £log (3 + 2\/5) = £L, [22]. In other words, the phase
transition process is analogous to a scattering process where RT surfaces vo and vp interact to form v4 and
vp. In OSFT, we have a similar process, where two open strings interact, transforming into another pair of
open strings [23].

The scattering distance, obtained from hyperbolic string vertices, is also L. Thus, open string corresponds

to the RT surface, open string scattering corresponds to the scattering of RT surfaces, and finally, the open string
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Figure 1: This picture roughly illustrates the correspondence between the RT surface scattering and open string
scattering.

scattering distance is related to the EWCS by using (1.1), as roughly illustrated in figure (1). It is important to
note that this correspondence is not only a coincidence rooted in hyperbolic geometry. It involves an additional
connecction between two distinct theories beyond hyperbolic geometry. In CSFT, hyperbolic string vertices
are governed by two factors: hyperbolic geometry and the geometric BV master equation. Similarly, the phase
transition in entanglement entropy depends on two components: hyperbolic geometry and mutual information.
The link between hyperbolic string vertices and the phase transition in entanglement entropy arises from the

relationship between the geometric BV master equation and mutual information, which are shown as follows:

| Phase transition of multipartite entanglement | = [ Hyperbolic geometry + Mutual information |
T )
] Hyperbolic string vertices | = [ Hyperbolic geometry + Geometric BV equation |

Both equations determine an equal boundary length for the X-piece, thereby sharing the same critical length,
L,.We will elaborate on this in the following sections.

On the other hand, canonical purification, another purification method, doubles and glues the original
EWCS to yield the reflected entropy Sg, also serving as a measure of multipartite entanglement [21]. As
expected, Sg(A,B) = 2Ew (pap) for bipartite systems, with a transition point S7*" (A,B) = £L.. The
phase transition process agrees perfectly with disk-disk interactions of open strings, resulting in a closed string
cylinder. However, studying its relationship with open-closed string field theory poses a challenge. This is
because the recent constructions for hyperbolic open-closed string vertices rely on flat disks and cylinders (a
disk with a bulk puncture is equivalent to a flat circle with a marking, while an annulus without a puncture
is represented as empty set [13]), whereas EWCS exhibits hyperbolic characteristics. To bridge this gap, we
utilize open-closed string duality, revealing that a slice of disk-disk interaction corresponds to hyperbolic open
string scattering. Therefore, its waist of hyperbolic cylinder can be calculated, measuring 2L, corresponds to
the reflected entropy. In short, these observations reveal deep connections between string scattering and the

scattering of RT surfaces.



This paper is structured as follows: In Section 2, we provide a brief overview of the entanglement wedge
cross-section, reflected entropy, and phase transitions. Section 3 offers a review of the fundamentals of hyperbolic
open and closed string vertices. Section 4 establishes connections between string vertices and the evolution of

the entanglement wedge and its reflected extension. The final section includes conclusions and discussions.

2 EWCS, reflected entropy and their phase transitions

In this section, we will review the EWCS, reflected entropy and their phase transitions. It is well-known that the
traditional entanglement entropy (EE) serves as a measure of correlation between subsystems. In the simplest
quantum system, pure state, the divided two subsystems can be denotes as A and B. The total Hilbert space
is decomposed into H = H4 ® Hp. By tracing out the degrees of freedom associated with the region B,
a reduced density matrix for the region A can be derived, and denoted as ps = Try,p. The entanglement
entropy of region A is then defined using the von Neumann entropy Sgp (4) = —Try, (palogpa), and we
also have Sgp (A) = Sgg (B). However, this method fails to measure the entanglement for mixed states,
as the entanglement entropy of such states is always non-zero whether they are entangled or not. To solve
this problem, one approach is to purify the mixed states and then introduce the entanglement of purification
FEp, whose bulk dual is conjectured to be the area of the entanglement wedge cross-section Eyy, specifically
Ep = Ew /4G . For covenience, hereinafter, we set 4Gy = 1. The computation of Ep is typically challenging
as it requires minimizing over all possible purifications. To pass through this difficulty, an alternative method
known as canonical purification has been proposed in [21], defining the reflected entropy Sg. This method is
to copy the original mixed state as the purification. For a bipartite system, this identical copy is denoted as

A*B*. The purified state and the reflected entropy are then defined as |’/pAB>AA*BB* = VPili) s ® 1) 4 g
i
paB) (pap|. From the definition, it

and Sg(A: B) = S(AA*)W = —Trpaa-logpaa- where pga = Try .
is easy to see Sgp (A : B) = 2Ew (A : B). The bulk interpretation of canonical purification is proposed in [24],
which is referred as the reflected surface, also denoted as Sg to avoid confusion. Recently, we proposed a much
simpler alternative for purification to measure the entanglements of mixed states [25].

In the rest of this section, we plan to introduce the bulk duals of the entanglement of purification and the
canonical purification, which are denoted as EWCS and reflected surface separately. Moreover, we will also

present the ingredient feature for these two purifications: connected and disconnected phase transitions.

Entanglement wedge cross-section (EWCS) [22]: Now, let us first review the EWCS based on [20].
Consider two subsystems, A and B, on the boundary without any overlap, see figure (2). The entanglement

wedge M 4p is defined by a region whose boundary is given by:

OMap = AUBUTTE (2.2)
where I'"}#" denotes the area of the minimal surface corresponding to the union A U B. Now, let us split the

boundary of the entanglement wedge into two parts:

8MAB:fAUfB, (23)



where A c T4 and B C I'z. The holographic entanglement entropy is obtained by searching for the minimal

surface 74 which satisfies:
1. X = 9Ty = 9T,
2. ¥ is homologous to T'4 or I'p.
Then the EWCS is defined by the minimized area 74" of all possible splits of the entanglement wedge:

Ew (A:B)=_min AC4E) . (2.4)
l:‘ACQMAB 4C;N

When two entangled regions, A and B, are far apart, the entanglement wedge cross-section vanishes, giving
rise to two separate systems. This phenomenon represents a phase transition between the disconnected and
connected phases. To see it clearly, let us consider it in a time slice of AdSs and set the AdS radius to be unity.

If we choose A = [a1,az2] and B = [by, ba] where a1 < az < by < ba. The EWCS is given by:

Ew (A:B):glog (1+2z+2\/z(z+1)), (2.5)

and the corresponding mutual information is given by

I(A:B) = glog 2, (2.6)

where z denotes the cross ratio:

(a2 —ay) (by — by)
z= (b1 —a2) (ba — 1) > 0. (2.7)

when z <1, Ew (A: B) =1 (A: B) =0. Therefore, it gives a transition point at z = 1:

Ein (A B) = g log (3 + 2\6) . (2.8)

Ew * /\ Phase transition

A B A B

Figure 2: The entanglement wedge cross-section Ey (4, B) (red dashed line) is assumed to be a bulk dual of
the entanglement of purification Ep (A, B) for bipartite mixed states. The essential ingredient is that there is
a lower bound EJ™ (A, B) for the EWCS, due to the mutual information vanishing when A and B are distant.
This lower bound indicates the phase transition point between the connected and disconnected entanglement
wedges, transitioning from the left-hand side picture to the right-hand side picture.

Reflected surface [21]: The bulk dual of the reflected entropy is called reflected surface, which is also known

as Sg. In the bulk interpretation, the reflected surface can be obtained by gluing two entanglement wedges



shown in figure (2) along the cyan geodesics, the result is shown in figure (3). As definition, the reflected surface

is a closed simple geodesic, and it gives:

Sr(A:B)=2Ey (A: B). (2.9)

Due to the lower bound of Eyy, there also exists a lower bound for Sg:

Smin (A B) = 2B (A : B) = glog (3 + 2@) . (2.10)
In the rest of this paper, we will refer to the surface of this cylinder as the “reflected entanglement wedge” for
simplicity.
Iy
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Figure 3: The phase transition of the reflected entanglement wedge is illustrated in the figure. The red circle,
referred to as the reflected surface, with a length Sg, represents the bulk dual of reflected entropy. It comes
from the copying and gluing of entanglement wedges. This surface is obtained through the copying and gluing
of entanglement wedges. The lower bound of the EWCS also gives a lower bound for the reflected surface.

3 Hyperbolic open and closed string vertices

In this section, we aim to introduce the geometric BV master equation and its solution, known as string vertices,
which are essential in open and closed string field theories. A good short review for the string field theory can be
found in [27], on which our review is partially based. In string field theory, the string vertices play an important
role since they are connected to off-shell amplitudes. These off-shell amplitudes can be derived from integrals
over the moduli space of Riemann surfaces with genus g and n punctures. The correlation function in this
integral is related to the states inserted at the punctures, which are not always (0,0) conformal primaries. Local
coordinate maps are therefore needed to map the punctured disk onto the Riemann surface, and the different
choices of the coordinate maps represent different field redefinitions. The complete amplitudes resulted from
summing all Feynman diagrams can be obtained by the gluing these string vertices and propagators. Therefore,
the correct integration over the moduli space, without any overlapping or missing regions, is crucial for obtaining
these amplitudes. And, this correct integration leads to the string vertices V satisfying the geometric BV master

equation:

1
OV +hAV + 5 (V.V} =0, (3.11)

where V is a formal sum of string vertices associated to various moduli spaces V, ,, 0 denotes the boundary

operator acting on the moduli space, A denotes to remove disks/semi-disks of two marked points on one



Riemann surface, and then twist-sewing the boundaries of these two disks/semi-disks. {, } stands for removing
two disks/semi-disks on two input Riemann surfaces respectively, and then twist-sewing them together [28,29].
In the rest of this section, let us briefly review the recent development that construct string vertices using

hyperbolic geometry.
At first, we introduce the Ultra-Parallel Theorem:

Theorem 1 (Ultra-parallel theorem [30]) (Theorem 1.1.6)): Any pair of ultra-parallel geodesics in the Poincaré

disk has a unique perpendicular geodesics.

Following the Ultra-Parallel Theorem, it shows that there is a unique perpendicular line connecting any pair of

boundary-anchored geodesics, see figure (4).

Any two geodesics

Figure 4: The red line denotes the shortest geodesic between any two cyan boundary-anchored geodesics. This
red geodesic is perpendicular to the two cyan geodesics.

Closed string vertices: To construct the hyperbolic closed string vertices, we need to construct a Y-piece.
The first step is to prepare a right-angled hexagon with side lengths L./2, ¥}, L./2, ¥, L./2, 1, see figure (5).
This hexagon can be formed by plotting three boundary-anchored cyan geodesics v, = v, = 7. in the Poincaré
disk, where it is essential that the boundary regions have equal distances: ¢ = b =c and A = B = C. From
the ultra-parallel theorem, we can construct three unique perpendicular geodesics with lengths L./2, which are
defined as the boundaries of the right-angled hexagon. The hexagon, as required, is enclosed by the cyan and red
geodesics. Subsequently, we can copy this hexagon and then glue them along the cyan geodesics. The result is a
pair-of-pants of boundary width L., known as a Y-piece or also called 93,3 (L.). By grafting three semi-infinite
cylinders of width L., we obtain a hyperbolic three-string vertex V§ 5 (L.) in CSFT. The semi-infinite cylinders

can be conformally mapped to the punctured disks, yielding a Riemann surface with markings.

Open string vertices: In figure (5), if we do not glue two hexagons together, the illustration represents the
open string vertices 1}8’3 (Lo) of OSFT with boundary lengths L, = L./2. The open string vertices Vg 5 (L,) is
then obtained by grafting three semi-infinite strips on the boundaries of )}5’73 (Lo) of width L,, see figure (6).

The open string boundary conditions apply to the three cyan geodesics.

To satisfy the BV equation and construct the hyperbolic vertices, we need to introduce two essential ingredients:

the Collar theorem and systole.

Theorem 2 (Collar theorem [30]) (Theorem 4.1.1)): Let o; be simple closed geodesics on a hyperbolic surface

S, the collars:
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Figure 6: The construction for the open string vertices. Note that we can also view geodesics of lengths 9 as the
boundaries of open string vertices Vg 5 (¢). Grafting three semi-infinite strips onto the boundaries of Vg 5 (¥)
with a width of ¥ results in Vg 5 (). In this paper, for simplicity, we only consider L, as the boundary.

C (o) = {p € S|d(p,o;) < ;wz} , (3.12)

of widths w;

sinh <;w> sinh (;L (ai)> =1, (3.13)

are pairwise disjoint. We illustrate the simplest example in the left-hand side picture of figure (7). Based on
the Collar theorem, for the open string worldsheet, the half-collars of the red boundaries with width L, do not

overlap with each other in figure (6).
From equation (3.13), a critical length can be defined for w, = L., such that
L, = 2arcsinh (1) = 2log (1 + \/5) = log (3 + 2\/5) . (3.14)

Now, let us explain why the BV equation requires the Collar theorem. The gluing and cutting of string vertices
require the geodesic boundaries to be minimal and equal. Based on the Collar theorem, if L. < L,, then the

collar w > L. It ensures that the new closed geodesic (with length L' > w) created by the sewing of two vertices
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Figure 7: The left-side picture denotes the collar (shaded region) for the red geodesic of length L.. Due to the
Collar theorem, if we require the closed blue geodesic of length L’ that emerges from sewing between two pairs
of pants to be larger than L., we will obtain constraints for w and L.: L' > w > L..

is always larger than L. [12,30], as shown in the right-hand side picture of figure (7) for example. Moreover, it
also guarantees that any two simple geodesics (of lengths < L) do not intersect with each other and give the

fundamental building block.
Secondly, let us introduce the surfaces with systole:

Systole: The systole sys [X] of a surface 3 denotes the length of the shortest non-contractible closed geodesic

that is not a boundary component.

The construction of hyperbolic string vertices figm (L) requires sys [X] > L, where L is the length of the boundary
geodesics. In other words, there is no geodesic of length less than L on the surface of string vertices. This result
guarantees that 0V, ,, (L) is the boundary of V, ,, (L) in the moduli space, as seen in the two pictures on the
right-hand side of figures (8) and (9).

Using these results, K. Costello and B. Zwiebach [12] established the following results in CSFT for the closed

string interaction:

1. The sets of closed string vertices Vo (L¢) of width L. < L, and sys [ic] > L. satisfy the quantum

geometric master equation.

2. The closed string vertices Vg,n (L.) of width L. > 0 and sys [ic} > L. fulfill the classical geometric master
equation (corresponding to i — 0 in the BV equation), and they corresponds to classical hyperbolic CSFT.

In OSFT, there are similar results:

1. The sets of open string vertices Vg , (Ly) of width L, < % and sys [io} > L, meet the quantum geometric

master equation.

2. The open string vertices V¢ ,, (L,) of width L, > 0 and sys {io} > L, satisfy the classical geometric master

equation.

The hyperbolic open string vertices can be defined by analogy to the closed string vertices:

10



Vo (Lo) = {io € Mgp1,lsys [io} > LO}, (3.15)

where M, ,, 1, denotes the moduli space of genus g surfaces with n open string legs of length L,. The open
string vertices Vg , (L,) are constructed by grafting flat n semi-infinite strips onto the punctures.

It is important to note that the BV master equation requires that both open string and closed string vertices
possess boundaries of the same geodesic lengths. To illustrate this concept, let us refer to figures (8) and (9).
We start with V§ 3 (Le)/V§ 5 (Lo) and its copy, where the three outer boundaries of VS 5 (Lc)/V§ 3 (Lo) have
lengths L./L,. By attaching two V§ 3 (L¢)/V 3 (Lo) together, we create the boundary of the moduli space
OV§ 4 (L) /OVE 4 (Lo), indicating that all inner and outer boundaries have the same length L./L,. If we were
to relax the length of the inner boundary to an arbitrary value 2L;/L; that satisfies the systole requirements,
the result is V§ 4 (Lc)/ V8 4 (Lo)-

glue inner boundary 2L; > L,
. d) % ‘-, \ % / \ % /

N \ L~ / \,~ /
ZaWEN AN AL
LCLCOOLC L = TLg;n LI = Le , 5, L
Lc L& \Lc LC \LC \ 1Lc
™ 7z 7\ RN 7\ YA 4 \
’ \ ’ \ \ ’ \

outer boundary
{V85(Le), Vi 3(Le)} OV§a(Le) Via(Le)

Figure 8: The gluing of two closed string vertices occurs when all outer and inner boundaries have equal
lengths. It denotes the boundary of vertices OV§ , (L) in the moduli space. The construction requires the

systole sys {f/ (L)

—

> L, for the vertices V§ ; (L.), and it can be roughly seen as 2L; > L. in the last picture.

glue inner boundary L;>1L,

AN a2 2 5K
\ / Y / \ ’

o o Lo LO ‘ LO
B N S N\ B N

/ \ / \ \ / N

outer boundary
{V53(Lo), V5 3(Lo)} 0VG 4(Lo) V8 .a(Lo)

Figure 9: The gluing of two open string vertices occurs when all outer and inner boundaries have equal lengths.
It denotes the boundary of vertices 0V§ ,(L,) in the moduli space. The construction requires the systole

sys []} (Lo)} > L, for the vertices V¢, (L,), and it can be roughly seen as L; > L, in the last picture.
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4 Connections between string vertices and entanglement wedge evo-
lution

In this section, we plan to figure out the relations between phase transition of entanglement wedge and string
vertices.

Let us first revisit figure (2), which illustrates the entanglement wedge bounded by the RT surfaces between
A and B. When the EWCS reaches its minimal value EJ" (A, B), the entanglement wedge vanishes and
transforms into two separate RT surfaces. This process is very similar to the four open strings scattering: when
two open strings interact, they give another pair of open strings. Moreover, in the theory of hyperbolic open
string vertices, this minimal value can be understood as a scattering distance, indicating that interaction occurs
only when the width reaches a critical length. In figure (10), we show two types of interactions between open
strings: the top-down interaction introduces the critical length L 4p, and the left-right interaction provides the
critical length Leop.

By plotting these processes involving RT surfaces and open strings in the Poincaré disk, we obtain two
similar configurations: hyperbolic ideal quadrilaterals with mutually perpendicular geodesics, as shown in figure

(11). Our goal is to verify whether these two configurations are indeed identical, specifically:

min min min

AB = LAB> and cD = ggb~ (4.16)

Note the EWCS is defined as Ew (A, B) = Eap /4G53). However, this equivalence cannot be obtained based
only on hyperbolic geometry, as it provides the geodesics but not their specific lengths. To establish a connection
between the lengths in the two theories, a deeper investigation into their correspondence is required. Fortunately,

we find that mutual information is related to the geometric BV master equation, bridging this gap.

T . . glue
Y Interaction 1
: ]

+ ' =

~

Lag

\
1

A B  D-brane A B A B

Lepe ST . . =T~ glue
Y interaction ¢ N ‘
. /’ ‘\ \- :> V4 \ i>

l’—_-~~.\

C D C D C D
Figure 10: These pictures demonstrate the two types of open string interactions. When two open strings interact

with each other, they break at the mid-point and then glue to the other half of the string. Here, L4g and Lcp
denote the distances between the two open strings.
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RT surface c Open string

EWCS String vertices
Figure 11: The left-hand side image depicts the quadrilateral resulting from the phase transition of the EWCS,
where «; represents the RT surface, and E4p,cp denotes the geodesic length between the RT surfaces. The

right-hand side image illustrates the quadrilateral formed by open string vertices, where L; represents the
boundary of the string vertices, and L4p/cp is the scattering distance (geodesic length between open strings).

4.1 Correspondence between mutual information and the geometric BV equation

Mutual information

Let us first consider the mutual information

I(A:B):SA—‘rSB—SAUB, (417)

where S4, Sp, and Saup denote the entanglement entropies of regions A, B, and the combined region A U B,
respectively. If we represent the remaining regions of the system as C' and D, the mutual information can also

be expressed as

I(A:B)=5S4+Sp—(Sc+Sp). (4.18)

The sub-additivity condition guarantees that I (A : B) > 0, which implies:

Sa+Sg>Sc+Sp. (4.19)

Conversely, I (C : D) becomes relevant when

Sa+Sg <S¢+ Sp. (4.20)

A phase transition occurs at the point where

Sa+Sp=Sc+Sp. (4.21)

This phase transition is illustrated in figure (12).

13
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Figure 12: The left-hand side image depicts the entanglement wedge enclosed by regions A, B, v¢ and 7p,
which exists only when S4 + Sg > Sc + Sp. The corresponding EWCS is given by Ew (A: B) = EAB/4G§3).
In contrast, the right-hand side image shows the entanglement wedge when S4 + Sg < S¢ + Sp, enclosed by
regions C, D, v4 and yp. The corresponding EWCS is expressed as Ey (C : D) = ECD/4G§3).

To see how this equivalence (4.21) imposes an additional constraint on the hyperbolic ideal quadrilaterals shown
in the left-hand side of figure (11), we recall the bipartite mixed state in the holographic framework, where the
entanglement entropy S; is given by the geodesic length of «; in the hyperbolic Poincaré disk:

Spp = et A2 (4.22)

From this holographic derivation, the equation S4+Sg = Sc+Sp translates to v4+v5 = 7o +7vp- To calculate
the transition point determined by this equation, we must consider a configuration involving four right-angled

pentagons, as shown in figure (13).

o2 B pr o1 B2 b1
/ I D (65 I a1
(65) c a' b %} g; — 0 b a' b
—— —> —t—
Qa3 d Qg a 1
[ a3 [ g
0’3\ ) /0’4 )
B3 B Bs B,

Figure 13: Hyperbolic ideal quadrilaterals can be constructed by gluing together four pentagons and setting the
four boundary parameters o; to zero.

For the pentagon in the upper right corner, we have the relation ( [30], Theorem 2.3.4 (i)):

cosh oy = sinh asinh b. (4.23)
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As 07 — 0, this simplifies to:

sinhasinhb = 1. (4.24)
Similarly, as o9, 03,04 — 0, we obtain:
sinhasinhec = 1,
sinhecsinhd = 1,
sinhdsinhb = 1. (4.25)

For the hyperbolic quadrilateral, we thus have:

b=rc, a=d. (4.26)

When o; — 0, the right-angled pentagons reduce to trirectangles. For the trirectangles in the upper right corner,
we have ( [30], Theorem 2.3.1 (iv)):

cosha cosh b
hpg = —— ha; = ——. 4.2
tanh 5y cothb’ tanhay cotha (4.27)
Similarly, we find:
cosha cosh b
anh cothb’ A2 = tha’
cosha cosh b
tanh B3 = —— tanh ag =
anh B3 cothd’ A = otha’
cosh a cosh b
tanh By = —— tanh ay = . 4.2
anh fy cothb’ A= tha (4.28)
TTherefore, the transition point where v4 + v = ¢ + yp requires
(2 +az) + (1 +aa) = (B2 + B1) + (B3 + Ba) - (4.29)
For a,b > 0, using (4.28) and (4.29), we obtain:
1
a=b=log (3 n 2\/5) - (4.30)

In summary, the transition point of mutual information imposes an additional constraint on the hyperbolic

geometry, such that

YA =B =7YCc = VD, and EX%" = EE”B" = log (3 + 2\/§> , (4.31)

in the quadrilateral. This result corresponds exactly to the minimal EWCS [22].
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Geometric BV master equation

On the other hand, let us examine how the geometric BV master equation imposes an additional constraint on
the hyperbolic quadrilateral shown on the right-hand side of figure (11), leading to the determination of the
critical length. We begin by transforming the four open strings scattering (shown in figure (10)) into hyperbolic
four-string vertices. The entire process can be seen as the joining and splitting of two segments of three-open
string vertices, namely {V§3 (Lo), V83 (Lo)}, or Vg, (L,). To match this process with the phase transition
picture of the the EWCS, V¢, (L,) should have a large L,. Therefore, our goal is to calculate Lap and Lcop
for the string vertices Vg 4 (L,), as illustrated in figure (14).

Figure 14: Based on the hyperbolic four-string vertices, there exists a minimal value for Lap or Lop. It gives
the scattering distance. It also indicates the transition point between the top-down cyan geodesics and the
left-hand cyan geodesics.

Now, let us revisit the requirements of the geometric BV master equation, as derived in the previous section:

The open string vertices Vy , (L,) of width L, > 0 and sys [f) (LO)} > L, satisfy the classical geometric master

equation.

To satisfy the classical BV equation (where there are no loops in the correspondence), the four cyan boundaries
must all be of equal length, namely Ly = Ly = L3 = Ly = L,. In hyperbolic geometry, this requirement gives
Lap = Lep. Recall the hexagon: when the four outer red boundaries approach zero, the two inner geodesics

Lap and Lep satisfy the following equality ( [30], Theorem 2.3.1 (i)):
L L
sinh [ 222 ) ginh ( Z£2 ) = 1. (4.32)
2 2
This equation provides the minimal critical length, which is given by L34 = L1 = [,

L. = 2arcsinh (1) = 2log (1+v2) =log (3+2v2). (4.33)

Thus, the geometric BV master equation imposes an additional constraint on the hyperbolic quadrilateral,

resulting in:
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Ly=Ly=Ly=Li=L,  and LW =L"" =L, =log (3 + 2[2) : (4.34)
in the quadrilateral.

Finally, by comparing the results from mutual information (4.31) and the geometric BV master equation
(4.34), we can confirm that the hyperbolic quadrilaterals in both theories, as shown in figure (11), are identical.

Thus, we arrive at the following:

ENE = L = L, and  EXE = LE0 = L,. (4.35)

This result implies that the correspondence between the EWCS and string vertices is not only a coincidence
arising from hyperbolic geometry but is obtained by the extra relation between mutual information and geometric

BV master equation of two theories. Thus, the EWCS and string vertices are directly related based on the

observation:
, ExSicp L c
E'mm(A:B/C:D>= — * = —log 3—&—2\/5 , (4.36)
w 4G§\?,’) 4GS\3;) 6 ( )

where the last equivalence follows from the fact that ¢ = 3/ ZGS?. Therefore, the following connections can be
established:

e Open string scattering corresponds to the evolution of the entanglement wedge.

e The open string scattering distance LZL};,;”/CD relates to the entanglement wedge cross-section (EWCS)
Efm(A: B/C : D).

4.2 Open-closed string scattering and reflected entanglement wedge evolution

In addition to the connection between entanglement wedge and open string interaction, there is also a connection
to the reflected entropy. As expected, the closed string vertices enter the story. In this subsection, we wish
to include the reflected entropy in our framework. Let us recall figure (3), which demonstrates the reflected
geometry obtained through copying and gluing the original entanglement wedge. The EWCS is thus doubled and
called the reflected surface. When the reflected surface reaches its minimal value S (A4, B), the corresponding
reflected geometry vanishes and transforms into two separate RT surfaces. This process can be seen as the
interaction between two open string disks. During this process, the two open string disks interact with each
other, transforming into the closed string cylinder, as shown in figure (15).

The entire process, which can be seen as the joining of two segments of open string disks and yielding a closed
string cylinder, is illustrated in figure (16).

However, there is no well-defined open-closed string vertices to describe this process. The reason is that,
in the recent construction of hyperbolic open-closed string vertices, the open string disk without boundary
punctures is flat. The interaction between two flat disks results in a flat cylinder. This implies that it is difficult
to establish a clear connection between this process and the hyperbolic entanglement wedge. To solve this

problem, we can utilize the open-closed string duality. This duality reveals that a closed string cylinder can be
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Figure 15: These pictures illustrate the disk-disk interactions. In the first row, the center of the closed string
cylinder contracts and then breaks into two open string disks. The second row shows how the two open string
disks interact with each other and transform into a closed string cylinder.

identified as a one-loop of open string. In other words, we can take the time-slice of this picture, corresponding
to open string scattering. This open string scattering can be described by the previous hyperbolic open string
vertices, as shown in (14).

Now, let us calculate the length L. and compare it with the reflected entropy Sg. Before calculation, it is

1

essential to clarify a point. In figure (16), if the waist cross-section® of a cylinder is a perfect circle, we will

have:

LQ == 7TL17 Lc == 7TLAB- (437)

However, if we consider this process in the Poincaré disk (see figure (17)), there is a problem: the corresponding
boundary entangling regions Ly/2 (in reflected entropy, this region of length Ly is obtained by gluing two
entanglement wedges of boundary lengths Lo/2, see figure (3)) and L; are not equal. It implies that the
result is inconsistent with multipartite entanglement: when we take a slice of the reflected entanglement wedge,
it can be seen as a new entanglement wedge. The corresponding EWCS and reflected entropy must vanish
simultaneously. In other words, they must have the same entangling regions. However, if Ly /2 < L1, the EWCS
Ew (A, B) will vanish before the reflected entropy Sg (A, B), which corresponds to different entangling regions.
Therefore, to solve this problem, the waist cross-section of the cylinder cannot be a perfect circle, and there is

a requirement: Ls/2 — Lq. Then, we will obtain the following result:

L.=2Lap <2L,, (4.38)

where Lep > Ly, or vice versa. This result is precisely equivalent to the minimal reflected entropy (3) [21]. In

other words, there will always be one non-vanishing EWCS between AB or C'D, and its size is greater than:

2L,

i (4.39)
4Gy

SE™ (A B/C: D) = £ log (3+2v2) =

Hn this subsection, the term ’waist cross-section’ refers to the cross-section of the narrowest part of a hyperbolic cylinder.
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open string disk
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L
\

Figure 16: The entire process of disk-disk interaction is illustrated in the left-hand side picture. Due to open-
closed string duality, taking a slice of the left-hand side picture results in the right-hand side, representing open
string scattering. The orange and purple circles on the boundary have lengths Lo, and the black circle in the
middle has a length L.. If they are perfect circles, the green and red lines, with lengths L1 and L 4 respectively,
represent their diameters.

time-slice 1

In short, we present the following connections in this subsection:
e Disk-disk string scattering corresponds to the evolution of reflected entanglement wedge.

e Circumference of disk-disk scattering waist cross-section L. corresponds to the reflected surface/entropy

Sk.

Figure 17: Disk-disk scattering in the Poincaré disk. To establish a connection between entanglement entropy,
the EWCS, and the reflected surface in this scenario, should be the bulk duals for the bipartite entanglement
entropy corresponding to the same entangling regions A and B. This implies that L; and Ly/2 must have the
same value.

5 Discussion and conclusion

In summary, we have established connections between string scattering and the evolution of RT surfaces in the

context of multipartite entanglement. For open string field theory, we demonstrated that open string scattering
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corresponds to the evolution of the entanglement wedge, and the width of the open string scattering distance
relates to the EWCS. In open-closed string field theory, by taking a slice of open-closed string vertices described
by hyperbolic open string vertices, we observed that disk-disk interaction corresponds to hyperbolic open string
scattering. The circumference of its waist cross-section corresponds to the reflected entropy.

Some remarks and future works are as follows:

e In SFT, the calculation of string scattering amplitudes using marked Riemann surfaces requires attaching
semi-infinite flat strips or cylinders to open or closed boundaries of vertices. These structures can be
conformally mapped to the punctured disk or semi-disk. However, in holographic entanglement entropy,
hyperbolic strips and cylinders play a crucial role, as they can be glued to the boundaries of Y-piece or
hexagon. The connections between hyperbolic string vertices and entanglement entropy motivates us to
investigate whether building blocks of string field theory can be constructed using hyperbolic strips and

cylinders.

e Based on the relationships between string scattering and the evolution of RT surface, it is conceivable
to explore whether the entanglement entropy can be derived from the off-shell string amplitude, or vice

versa.
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