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Abstract

We calculate Sorkin’s spacetime entanglement entropy of a Gaussian scalar field
for complementary regions in the 2d cylinder spacetime and show that it has the
Calabrese-Cardy form. We find that the cut-off dependent term is universal when
we use a covariant UV cut-off as in [I]. In addition, we show that the relative size-
dependent term exhibits complementarity. Its coefficient is however not universal and
depends on the choice of pure state. It asymptotes to the universal form within a
natural class of pure states.

The Calabrese-Cardy formula for the entanglement entropy (EE) of a CFT for an interval
Z, of length s in a circle C, of circumference ¢ is given by

S=Sln (i) + gln(sin(om)) +o (1)

3 e

where o« = s//, ¢ is the CFT central charge, € is a UV cut-off and ¢; is a non-universal
constant [2]. This formula has been shown to apply to a diverse range of two dimensional
systems which fall within the same universality class, including a geometric realisation by
Ryu and Takayanagi [3] and others [4]. Entanglement entropy (EE) was first proposed in
[5] as a possible contributor to black hole entropy. Hence understanding Eqn. from a
spacetime perspective is of broad interest.

As a follow up to their earlier work, Calabrese and Cardy studied the unitary time
evolution of the EE for an interval Z; inside a larger interval Z D Z,. Starting with a pure
state, which is an eigenstate of a ”pre-quench” Hamiltonian, and then quenching the system
at t = 0, they used path integral techniques to show that the EE increases with time. It then
saturates after the “light-crossing” time, in keeping with causality [6]. This corresponds to
the “time” required for the domain of dependence of Z; to be fully defined. Seeking out a
covariant formulation of EE is therefore of interest both to understanding the results of [6]
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in a spacetime language as well as more generally in QFT and quantum gravity. Such a
formulation is moreover in keeping with the broader framework of AQFT, where observables
are associated with spacetime regions rather than spatial hypersurfaces [7].

In [§] Sorkin proposed a spacetime formula for the EE of a Gaussian scalar field ® in a
globally hyperbolic subregion O of a globally hyperbolic spacetime (M, g), with respect to
its causal complement O°. It uses the restriction of the Wightmann function W (x,z’) in
M to O, and the Pauli-Jordan function ¢A(x,z’) which appears in the Peierl’s spacetime
commutation relation [®(z), ®(z')] = iA(z, 2').

Sorkin’s spacetime EE (SSEE) of O with respect to O° is

§=3 uh(ul), Wloox=nu(id)ox. (2)

where y ¢ Ker(A) and where

Aouv(r) = /OdexA(x,x')v(a:'). (3)

It is motivated by the finite system Wightmann function for a Gaussian state which is a direct
sum of identical systems with two degrees of freedom [8]. The SSEE formula generalises the
calculation of EE for a state at a given time to that associated with a spacetime region.

In [1] the SSEE for nested causal dia-
monds Dy, C Ds was shown to yield the
first, cut-off dependent term of Eqn. (1)) with A
¢ = 1 when s << S. Since D, is the do-
main of dependence of I, this is the natu-
ral spacetime analogue of Z, C Zg. In this
work we calculate the SSEE for the space-
time analogue of Z, C C; for finite ¢ and
additionally, find the same a-dependence as
Eqn. , thus explicitly demonstrating com-
plementarity. A natural spacetime analogue
of Cy is its (zero momentum) Cauchy comple-
tion, which is the d = 2 cylindrical spacetime !
(M, g) with ds* = —dt*+da?, x+{ ~ x. The
domains of dependence of Z, and its comple-
ment Z,_, in (M, g) are the causal diamonds Figure 1:  The spacetime analogues of

D, and Dy_, in (M, g) shown in green and red

respectively.

In what follows we use a mixture of an-
alytical and numerical methods to solve the
SSEE eigenvalue problem.



We will find it convenient to work with the Sorkin-Johnston (SJ) formulation [0, 10, 11
12] 13], where the SJ spectrum provides the required (covariant) UV cut-off with which to
calculate S, as was done in [I]. For a compact globally hyperbolic region (M, g) of a spacetime
it follows from Ker(CJ) = Im(iA) [14] that the eigenmodes of the integral Hermitian operator
iA provide a covariant orthonormal basis (the SJ modes) with respect to the £2 norm on
(M, g) [7]. The SJ vacuum or Wightmann function is given by the positive part of iA. Since
the SJ spectrum is covariant so is a UV cut-off in this basis.

For our calculation of S we will use the SJ vacuum W, for a free massless scalar field in
a slab (M., g) of height 27 in the cylinder spacetime [10], and its restriction to Dy C M.,

Wz, t; ', t") ng¢mxt v (21, (4)

MmEZ

where {1, om} are the £2 normalised positive frequency SJ eigenmodes and eigenvalues in
M, [10]:

mT,t)=|—————" ¢ +——="¢ " 7 |e' ¢
bl )= (e 4

SmCm Cm, 2T
m = v Sm o= T = T € Z,
€ 27|m| ¢ Sm e ™
=7 (1 4+ sinc(2|m|my)) ,s2, =7 (1 — sinc(2|m|77)) . (5)

The m = 0 “zero mode” in particular takes the form

Yo(t) = 2\;% (1 - Zﬁt) , 00 = 172- (6)

Unlike the standard vacuum on the cylinder, W, is 7-dependent. Each W, can however
be viewed as a pure (non-vacuum) state in M for any 7 > 7, as we will later show. To
accommodate both D, and D,_, in our calculations, we require 27 > s,{ — s.

The SJ modes in D, are naturally expressed in terms of the light cone coordinates u =
\%(t —x),v = \%(t + ) and come in the two mutually orthogonal series [15]

fi=e R —em k= 2v2nn/s

—mu+ —iKkv 2(:05( KRS > ( KS > KS (7)
=€ e — — |, nf——1,=—
! 22 w2) V2
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with eigenvalues A\, = ——— and \, = ——, respectively, and with £? norm in D;
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Since A is diagonal in this basis we will use it to transform Eqn. to the matrix form
Welp. X = pAX, (9)

where A is the diagonal matrix { A\, A\s}. For X ¢ Ker(iﬁ), we can invert this to suggestively
write

X = AW, p. X = pX, (10)

so that S can be viewed as the von-Neumann entropy of p. The spectrum of p is unbounded
and hence needs a UV cut-off. As in [1] we use the covariant UV-cut off with respect to the
SJ spectrum {Ag, A, }. For large  the condition tan(xs/2v/2) = ks/v/2 can be approximated
by & ~ v/2(2n + 1)7/s, so that a consistent choice of cut-off for both sets of eigenvalues is
€ = kil = 5/(2v2nmam). We also need to ensure that this same cut-off is used in the
causal complement, i.e., kyax = 2v/2n0/, 7/(¢ — 5), where n/ denotes the quantum number
lo (1 — )

2V 2 /2!

We expan/(_i\ the SJ modes in M. in terms of those in D, to obtain the non-zero matrix
elements for W_|p, for general «, . Suppressing the 7, Dy labels, these are

for the SJ spectrum in D,_, so that e=

_ 4 1
Wi = 3827r mz;() i, (nnzsinc(m) - n,:sinc(x_)) X (T]T_nsinc(xﬁr) —n;sinc(x'_))

1
W = - Zm (n;zsinc(zur) + n;sinc(z_)) X (n;lsinc(zﬁr) + n%sinc(z’_))
+ W (11)

where 2+ = (n £ am)r, 'y = (0 £ am)w, 2o = ks/2V2 + amn, 2, = K's/2/2 + amm, and
the contribution from the zero mode is

/V[Zg = 72 COS(HS/(Q\/_)) cos(k's/(2V/2))

<1+\/§;) (1+\/§%) (12)

Our strategy is to construct p from these matrix elements and to solve for its eigenvalues
using a numerical matrix solver. However, each matrix elements in Eqn. is an infinite
sum over the quantum number m and hence not amenable to explicit calculation. We
therefore need to find a closed form expression for the above matrix elements.

We notice that when ~ takes half-integer values (for which the SJ vacuum Hadamard
[10]), ¢m = 1 for m # 0, which leads to a considerable simplification. Further, let o be
rational, so that we can write a = §, with p,q € Z, and p,q > 0 being relatively prime. For
these choices of « and -, the infinite sums of Eqn. (11]) reduce to the following finite sums
over Polygamma functions ¥(z) and ¥ ()



q—1

— 4 —
W = ;T_n [57%"' (a@(n) Z(Sn,ma agn Zs (ram [ aqql(g) + qu\y<047°aq n)

m =1
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oo () ) e ) )

1

o (Z ot sanr)faam (02 = 22) —u(2) ) + (- 22
o 3) -] 0
» (Zm o o7~ a0 ()

+ 32;%/ [%(n )+ (1 - %) (1 - %)} )] . n=2V2aqn (13)

where v, represents the Euler-Mascheroni constant and

82

Qr, K a,r) = /m’E cos®(arm) + sin®(arn)

—(k+ /<;')i sin(2arm). (14)

2v2

We are now in a position to solve for the eigenvalues of p using Mathematica’s numerical
eigenvalue solver. We consider a range of values of «,~ and the cut-off 1.,/ given in the
table below.

1 1111234 9
1075247 3727374° 5 10

v | 1,2,4,6,8,16,21.5,32, 40.3, 100, 200, 1000, 2000

fmax 1000, 1200, 1400, 1600, 1800, 2000, 2200, 2400, 2600

In the list of v values, we have also included the specific non-half-integer value of v = 40.3
for which ¢,, ~ 1 even for m = 1. In general, we note that (, ~ 1 for m >> 7~ The
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error coming from small m terms has been explicitly calculated in this case as a function of
m and seen to be small. For the special case a = 0, S is trivially zero, while for o = 1, the
domain of dependence of C, is no longer a causal diamond, but all of M. Since W, is the
SJ vacuum and therefore pure, S = 0.

Fig. [2] shows the results of simulations for these various a and ~ values, for a fixed choice
of cut-off nyay /o = 2600. Tt is already clear that S satisfies complementarity. This is much
more explicit in Fig. 3] where we vary over the cut-off. Our numerical results suggest that

S
7,
y values

Ht1 W2 W4 He Ws Wi W25
[132 403 100 M200 [ 1000 [F2000

/’/7 ‘\‘\

| L M L M L .
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

Figure 2: S vs « for different + fitted to S = alog(sin(mar)) + b, with ™=ax = 2600.
S takes the general form
), (L .
S = 5 In — + f(7) In(sin(am)) + c1(7). (15)

Using the best-fit curves in Figs. B}f, and the associated data in the appendix, we find that
c(y) ~ 1 and

f(y) ~0.33+a/y+b/7*
c1(y) ~ad'logy + 0. (16)

Thus, the first term of Eqn. (1)) is reproduced for any choice of «,~. This generalises
the results of [I] where this was shown in the limit of @ < 1. The dependence on «, i.e.,
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Figure 3: Log-linear plot of S vs ™= for different « fitted to S = alog (nmax/a) + b for
~v = 1000.
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Figure 4: A plot of f(v) vs. 7 for different values of ny../a, fitted to 0.33+a/vy+0b/v%. The

inset figure shows the smaller v values.
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Figure 5: A log-linear plot of ¢;(y) vs v for different values of ny../« fitted to alog~y + b.



the second term of Eqn. is also reproduced and hence exhibits complementarity for any
a (see Fig. B). Its coefficient however is not universal and depends on 7 as shown in
Fig. . However, as v >> 1, f() does asymptote to the universal value 1/3. Finally, the
non-universal constant ¢; () diverges logarithmically with + as shown in Fig. . This can be
traced to the IR divergence in the zero modes of the massless theory.

The behaviour of f(v) can be Vlewed as a dependence on the choice of the pure state W
in M-, for M- D M,. From Eqn. we see that W is a state in M-, i.e., W R + ZA/2
where R, is real and symmetric.

Expanding iA in the SJ modes {@bﬁ,?} of M, and W, in {@m&?}, and inserting in Eqn. ‘)
we see that term by term

o (@, 8) A = pol, [V (8, 2) A 037 (8, ) B,

where Am:( 7(1:)7)()7‘—, Am:< g)a)()?y Bm: (w;%) X)’T and ( a')

M. Expanding ¥ = am$) + bt a,, = ch (Cm + ¢l ) = F(Cm Y ) this
simplifies to

s the £2 inner product in

Q;am (am/_lm + mem) :,UQ:»LAm

o5 b (am/_lm + mem) =—p107 By (17)
The solutions for this are either amAm +b,B,=0= uw=0,or A By + by Ay = 0 = W=
5;“ (a%, — b%) = 1, which means that W, is a pure state in M. Thus f () can be viewed as

the dependence on the choice of pure state in M; for M, C M-.

We end with some remarks. While we have demonstrated complementarity for certain
rational values of o, an analytic demonstration using Eqn. (13 seems non-trivial, in part
because the UV regulated matrices p, and p;_, are of different dimensions. Conversely,
complementarity implies that if np.c > 1l .., Po = Pi—a ® 1y @ Oy, where 0 is the zero
matrix and N = (Npax — Npax)/2-

In our computations we find that the eigenvalues of p (which always come in pairs (u, 1 —
1)) exhibit the surprising feature that all but one pair hovers around the values 0 and 1, thus
contributing most significantly to S. Indeed, the S calculated using the largest few pairs of
eigenvalues accounts for most of the entropy (see appendix).

Finally, it would be interesting to calculate the non-zero mass case which is IR divergence
free. While the small mass approximation of the SJ modes in Dy is known [16], the challenge

will be to obtain closed form expressions for the matrix elements of W as we have done.
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Appendix: Supporting Data

In this appendix we present some plots with additional data which were used to compute
the coefficients ¢(v), f(7) and ¢;(y) in the Entanglement Entropy.

Fig. [6] shows the dependence of S on « for different values of v and with three dif-
ferent values of nu../a (1200,2000 and 2600). The SSEE can be fitted to the form S =
a1 log(sin(am)) + by where the coefficient a; corresponds to f(7) in Eqn. (15]). The values of
a; and by along with their errors are given in the tables in Fig. |§| a; and therefore f(v) can
be seen to be independent of n,,,,/a. It is however dependent on v and asymptotes to the
universal value of 1/3 in the Calaberse-Cardy formula for v >> 1. We fit f(~) values to the
form

F(y) =033+ az/y + ba/7* (18)
and find the ay ~ —0.48 and by & 0.23 with the error given in the tables of Fig. [

Fig.|7|shows the dependence of S on 7,4,/ for different v and with three different values
of v (16,200 and 1000). Here SSEE can be fitted to the form, S = a3 log(nma:/a) + bs. As
is clear from the tables in this figure ag ~ 0.33 ~ 1/3 for all @ and ~ with the order of error
given in the table. b3 however depends on « and . This suggests that ¢() ~ 1 in Eqn. (15]).

In order to extract c¢i(y) we subtract the first term in Eqn. (15) (which depends on
Nomaz/ @) using c(7)/3 given by the values of ag in the table of Fig. 7| from the values of b; in
the table of Fig. [6] for n,q./a = 1200, 2000 and 2600. We find that the difference (or ¢;(7))
is independent of the choice of n,,., /o which is as expected. We fit the dependence on v by

c1(y) = aslog(y) + by (19)

and the values for the coefficients are given in the table in the Fig. [f

We also find that the eigenvalues (which always come in pairs (u,1 — p)) exhibit the
surprising feature that all but one pair hovers around the values 0 and 1 and hence contributes
significantly to S. In Fig. [§| we also show the comparison of the eigenvalues obtained in the
two complementary regions, we find that they differ only in the numbers of (0,1) pairs.
Further, if we calculate S for the largest pairs of eigenvalues, we find that the error is small,
as shown in Fig[9]



v:(a,b)

[l 1,(0.083+0.006,2.435+0.004) M 40.3,(0.3194x107,4.093+2.6x107)

[ 2,(0.157+0.003,2.681+0.002) [ 100,(0.3268+4x107,4.5449+2.5x107%)
[ 4,(0.2250.0013,2.9789+8.2x10™%) W 200,(0.33+4x107*,4.8906+2.5x107)

M 6,(0.2551£7.6x107%,3.1661+4.8x10™%) [ 1000,(0.3317+3.9x107*,5.6946+2.5x10™%)
[ 8,(0.272+5.7x1074,3.3023+3.6x107%) [7] 2000,(0.332+3.9x1074,6.0411+2.5x10™%)

W 16,(0.3001+4.2x107*,3.6377+2.7x107%)
[ 21.5,(0.3079+4.1x107,3.7826£2.6x107)
[7] 32,(0.3157+4x1074,3.9788+2.6x107%)

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
(a) Nmaz/o = 1200

y,(a,b)
M 1,(0.084+0.006,2.605+0.004) M 40.3,(0.3195£2.3x107*,4.2632+1.1x107%)
[ 2,(0.158+0.003,2.851+0.002) M 100,(0.3275+2.9x107*,4.7152+1.9x10™)
[ 4,(0.2256+0.0012,3.1491+7.8x10™%) [ 200,(0.33+2.2x107,5.0608+1.4x107)
(

M 6,(0.255616.6x107%,3.3363+4.2x10™%) W 1000,(0.3322+2.2x107*,5.8648+1.4x10™%)
W 8,(0.2725+4.4x107,3.472522.8x107) [7] 2000,(0.332522.2x1074,6.21131.4x107%)
W 16,(0.3006+2.5x107*,3.8079+1.6x10™%)

[ 21.5,(0.3084£2.3x1074,3.9528+1.4x107)

[7] 32,(0.3161£2.3x107*,4.149+1.4x107%)

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
(b) Nynae /a0 = 2000

L(a,b
[l 1,(0.084+0.006,2.69+0.004) “ l) 40.3,(0.319641.7x107*,4.3506+1.1x107)
[T 2,(0.158+0.003,2.938+0.002) I 100,(0.327521.7x1074,4.8024+1.1x107%)
[ 4,(0.2256+0.0012,3.2365+7.7x107%) W 200,(0.3302+1.7x1074,5.1482+1.1x10™%)
[ 6,(0.2557+6.5x1074,3.4237+4.1x107%) [ 1000,(0.3324+1.7x107,5.9522+1.1x107%)

M 8,(0.2726+4.1x1074,3.55992.6x10™%) [7] 2000,(0.3326+1.7x107,6.2987+1.1x107%)
[ 16,(0.3008+2x107#,3.8953+1.3x107%)

[ 21.5,(0.30861.8x107*,4.0402£1.2x107%)

[7] 32,(0.3163+1.8x107*,4.24+1.1x10™%)

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
(€) Mmax/o = 2600

Figure 6: S vs «a for different v with ny./a = 1200, 2000 and 2600 fitted to S =
alog(sin(war)) + b. The fit parameters are shown in the table.
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a,(a,b)
M 0.1,(0.3315+9.5x107°,0.9356+7x107%)
[ 0.2,(0.3324+4.9x1075,1.1223.6x10™)
[ 0.25,(0.33256+4x107°,1.1761£2.9x107%)
[ 0.333,(0.333+2.3x1074,1.233+1.7x107°)
M 0.5,(0.33288+2.3x107°,1.27751.7x107%)
B 0.667,(0.3331+107%,1.2326+8x10™)
[ 0.75,(0.3329142.3x107°,1.1732+1.7x107%)
[ 0.8,(0.33288+2.4x107°,1.1179+1.8x10™)
W 0.9,(0.33269+3.6x107°,0.925642.6x107%)

L L L nmax/a
1500 2000 2500

(a) y=16

a,(a,b)

M 0.1,(0.331539.3x107°,2.15386.9x10~%)
1] 0.2,(0.3324+4.8x1075,2.359+3.6x107%)

[ 0.25,(0.33258+3.9x107°,2.4186+2.9x107%)
[ 0.333,(0.333+2.3x107*,2.482+1.7x107%)
M 0.5,(0.33288+2.3x107°,2.5306+1.7x107%)
B 0.667,(0.3331£107%,2.481+8x107%)

[ 0.75,(0.33289+2.3x1075,2.41621.7x107%)
[ 0.8,(0.33286+2.5x107°,2.356+1.8x107%)
B 0.9,(0.33265+3.6x107°,2.14442.6x107%)

L L L Ninaxl
1500 2000 2500

(b) v = 200

a,(a,b)

W 0.1,(0.33153+9.3x107°,2.955246.9x107%)
[ 0.2,(0.3324+4.8x1075,3.1618+3.6x107%)
[ 0.25,(0.33258+3.9x1075,3.2219+2.9x107%)
I 0.333,(0.333+2.3x1074,3.285+1.7x107%)
[ 0.5,(0.33288+2.3x107°,3.3346+1.7x107%)
M 0.667,(0.333+107*,3.2851+8x107%)

[ 0.75,(0.33289+2.3x1075,3.2192+1.7x10™)
[7] 0.8,(0.33286+2.5x107°,3.158+1.8x10™%)
B 0.9,(0.33265+3.6x107°,2.9458+2.6x10™)

Nmax/a

1500 2000 2500
(¢) v = 1000

Figure 7: A log-linear plot of & vs npax/a for different o with v = 16, 200 and 1000 fitted
to S = alog (Nmax/a) + b. The fit parameters are shown in the table which show a ~ 1/3.
This is also true for other values of 7. The curves for complementary values of a are
indistinguishable. 11
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Figure 8: A plot comparing the eigenvalues i of the entropy equation for one choice of
complementary regions with o = 0.2, 0.8 for nuyax/a = 2600 and different choices of 7. On
the left are the eigenvalues associated with the fj, matrix elements which are independent of
~ and on the right are those associated with the g,, which are v dependent. We note that
the number of eigenvalues differ in both regions but only in the number of (1,0) pairs which
leads to the equality of the SSEE in these complementary regions. Further, the significant
contribution comes from the g, matrix elements of which there are precisely two which are
substantially different from (1,0). These increase with + and are the main contributors to

c1(7)

1 10 100 1000 1500 2000 2500 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
Y Nmax / & o

() @ = 0.5, Npax/a = 2600 (b) a = 0.5, v = 1000 (€) Timax/cx = 2600, y = 1000

Figure 9: In order to estimate the contribution of the pairs (i, 1 — i), we plot the percentage
error in the SSEE when only the largest pairs (one, two and three represented in blue,
orange and green respectively) of eigenvalues are considered, as a function of the different
parameters 7y, nyax /@ and «. In each case, we see that the error goes down to < 1% even
when only the 3 largest eigenvalues are retained.
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