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ABSTRACT: We define a generalized entanglement measure in the context of the AdS/CFT
correspondence. Compared to the ordinary entanglement entropy for a spatial subregion
dual to the area of the Ryu-Takayanagi surface, we take into account both entanglement
between spatial degrees of freedom as well as between different fields of the boundary theory.
Moreover, we resolve the contribution to the entanglement entropy of strings with different
winding numbers in the bulk geometry. We then calculate this generalized entanglement
measure in a thermal state dual to the BTZ black hole in the setting of the D1/D5 system
at and close to the orbifold point. We find that the entanglement entropy defined in this
way is dual to the length of a geodesic with non-zero winding number. Such geodesics probe
the entire bulk geometry, including the entanglement shadow up to the horizon in the one-
sided black hole as well as the wormhole growth in the case of a two-sided black hole for an
arbitrarily long time. Therefore, we propose that the entanglement structure of the boundary
state is enough to reconstruct asymptotically AdSs geometries up to extremal surface barriers.
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1 Introduction

In the AdS/CFT correspondence, an increasingly important role has been assumed by the

question of how the bulk geometry is encoded in the boundary field theory. The Ryu-

Takayanagi formula [1] provides a connection between the entanglement entropy Sy of a

spatial subregion A on the boundary and a codimension two minimal surface v4 homologous

to A in the bulk,

_ Area(’yA)‘ (11)
4G N

This is a clear indication that the entanglement structure of the field theory state is vital to

Sa

understanding the encoding between bulk geometry and boundary data, subsumed under the
slogan “entanglement builds geometry” [2—4].



However, it is also known that the entanglement entropy between spatial subsets of the
field theory degrees of freedom as measured by the RT formula (1.1) is not enough to recon-
struct the full bulk geometry. In particular, there are so-called entanglement shadows [5-7]
— certain subregions of the bulk geometry close to black hole horizons or naked singularities
— which are not penetrated by any RT surface. Thus, knowledge of the RT surfaces does not
translate into knowledge about the spacetime inside the entanglement shadow, precluding at-
tempts of reconstructing this part of the bulk geometry from entanglement data. A particular
striking example of an entanglement shadow occurs in a two-sided black hole. In this case,
the growth of the area of a Cauchy slice through the wormhole asymptoting to a fixed time
t on the two boundaries is only captured by the RT formula for a short period in ¢ [8], which
has lead to the proposal that features other than the entanglement entropy of the boundary
state are needed to describe the part of the wormhole geometry behind the horizon [9-11].

In this publication, we investigate a generalization of the RT formula capturing entangle-
ment for a subset of the degrees of freedom that includes a part of the base space where the
boundary theory is defined as well as the target space spanned by the fields of the boundary
theory. In other words, we are considering entanglement between both the spatial degrees
of freedom and between different fields of the boundary theory. The entanglement between
such degrees of freedom has been studied previously for conical defects in AdSs3, where it has
been given the name “entwinement” [6, 12—14]. In the conical defect case, it was found that
entwinement is dual to the length of a non-minimal geodesic winding a certain number of
times around the naked singularity in the bulk [6, 12], in contrast to the RT geodesics for
the ordinary entanglement entropy between spatial subregions which have zero winding num-
ber. The non-minimal geodesics probe the entire bulk geometry including the entanglement
shadow around the conical defect.

We study notions of entanglement for such non-spatially organized degrees of freedom
in the case of thermal states dual to the BTZ black hole and thermal AdSs3. Concretely, we
work in the setting of the D1/D5 system (see [15] for a review). We start our investigation
at the orbifold point in the moduli space where the boundary CFT is given by the weakly
coupled Sy orbifold theory. We use the following new ingredients to define our generalized
entanglement measure compared to the ordinary entanglement entropy of spatial subregions
as used in RT formula:

1. We resolve different twisted sectors. The Sy orbifold theory includes sectors where
the fields (collectively denoted by X!, ..., XV) obey non-trivial boundary conditions
Xi(¢+427m) = X919 (¢) for some permutation g € Sy. By projecting onto some subset of
these sectors, we are able to resolve the contribution of states with particular boundary
conditions which are dual to collections of string worldsheets with non-trivial winding
numbers.

2. We consider entanglement for a subset of the degrees of freedom consisting of different
fields localized in different subregions. For the ordinary entanglement entropy, the



Figure 1. Geodesics winding around the black hole penetrate the entanglement shadow (shown in
gray) while non-winding Ryu-Takayanagi geodesics with minimal length stay outside of the entangle-
ment shadow.

degrees of freedom considered consist of all fields X? localized in the same subregion A.
Here, on the other hand, we consider different subregions A? for different fields X*.

By choosing the subregions A’ and projections onto twisted sectors appropriately, we obtain
an entanglement entropy result which is proportional to the length of a geodesic winding
around the horizon of the BTZ black hole (see fig. 1). Such winding geodesics penetrate the
entanglement shadow, allowing for an explicit reconstruction of the entire bulk geometry up
to the horizon from boundary data. This generalizes to the two-sided case, where we find
dual geodesics stretching between the two asymptotic boundaries which in the limit N — oo
can probe the entire wormhole geometry, including the region behind the horizon for an
arbitrarily long time. Finally, we comment on the string theory interpretation of our results
and on deformations of the boundary CFT away from the orbifold point.

2 Sy orbifold at large N

We begin by introducing the Sy orbifold theory and reviewing the relevant features of this
CFT which we will need in the following. See for instance [15] and references therein for more
details.

The Sy theory is constructed by taking N copies of a seed CFT with central charge ¢ !
and identifying the copies under the Sy permutation symmetry. In the case of the D1/D5
system, the seed theory is given by a free supersymmetric CFT with target space 7%, however
we will not need the specific form of the seed theory in the following and will thus leave it
unspecified. The total central charge is given by ¢ = Né. To obtain a modular invariant
theory, it is necessary to introduce twisted sectors which implement non-trivial boundary
conditions for the fields of the orbifold theory. A twisted sector is labeled by a conjugacy
class of S corresponding to a collection of cycles along which the fields are fused together
into a single strand by the boundary conditions. Thus, a twisted sector is specified by the
number n,, of cycles of length m. We denote such a twisted sector by (1)"1(2)"2...(INV)"N.

'We use the convention that quantities with a tilde belong to the seed theory, while quantities without a
tilde belong to the Sx orbifold theory.



The total length of the cycles is given by the number of copies of the seed theory,
N = Z MMy (2.1)
m

The thermal partition function of this theory is determined from the following recursion
formula (see app. A),

N .
Zvm =53 3 Y2 () 2wt 2.2)

where Z (7) is the partition function of the seed theory. In the following, we restrict to purely
imaginary 7 = % At large N, the partition function (2.2) is equal to the universal form
valid for general two dimensional holographic CFTs [16]2,

cN

%/3 +ONY, B>2r
12 3
This is derived in [16] by noting that Z(7) can be bounded by

¢ ¢ 4m?
Z(r) < p(B) exp <1Qﬁ> <64ﬂ), (2.4)

log Zn(T) = (2.3)

+ O(NY), B <2r.

for any seed theory, where p(/3) is some polynomial in . Inserting this into (2.2), we see that
at large N the leading terms come from the £k =1, = 0 terms if 5 > 27 and the [ =1,7 =0
terms if B < 27. Other terms in Zy are exponentially suppressed with e~

In the following, we will also need the decomposition of (2.2) into twisted sectors. The
contribution of a single cycle of length m is given by

D iEA ()

In general, a twisted sector contains multiple cycles which in total give a contribution to the

partition function of

N
Zaym ~ I

m=1

3
3

n (kT)Z(m)nm—k(T>, (26)
™ k=1

where Z(,,ynm—+(7) is the contribution of the (m)"m~F twisted sector recursively determined
from (2.6). The total partition function (2.2) is given by summing over all sectors. The
dominant contribution to Zy comes from the untwisted (1) sector for 3 > 27, while for

2In this publication, we take “universal” to mean dependent only on the central charge of the CFT and not
on details of the spectrum or OPE coefficients.



B < 2m all sectors contribute. This can be seen explicitly by comparing (2.6) with the
dominant contributions to (2.2) 3.

3 Entanglement in the Sy orbifold theory

We now turn to the calculation of entanglement entropies in the Sy orbifold theory. Usually
in the AdS/CFT context, entanglement entropy is defined by the von Neumann entropy of
the reduced density matrix pa of a spatial subregion A,

Sa=—Tr(palogpa). (3.1)

In contrast to (3.1), we now project the partition function onto some subset S of the twisted
sectors and consider the entanglement between non-spatial degrees of freedom.

The projection onto the subset S is defined as follows. The thermal density matrix of
the Sy orbifold theory decomposes into a sum over twisted sector contributions,

’0 = @ p{nnL}p{nm}’ (32)
{nm}

where pg,,, 1 is a normalized density matrix (Trpy,,,.} = 1) for the {n,,} twisted sector and
Pinm} € [0,1]. We split up p into a part belonging to a particular collection S of twisted
sectors and a part for the remainder S,

p =Dpsps Dpsps, (3.3)

where again ps and pg are normalized and ps, pg denote the corresponding probability
factors. We then choose a particular subset A of the degrees of freedom in S described below
and trace out the complement A to obtain a reduced density matrix p As = Tr gps 4. From
this, we define the entanglement entropy

Sas=-Tr(paslogpas). (3.4)

In this section we only consider the projection onto a S = S,, subset of the twisted sectors of
the full Sy group, while projections onto single twisted sectors are considered in app. A. See
also app. B for details on the probability factors py,, }-.

3 Another argument can be given as follows. From [16], it is known that the identity character y1(7)
belonging to the untwisted sector dominates the partition function for g > 2m, while for 8 < 27, the modular
transformed identity character x1(—1/7) dominates. The modular transformation exchanges the time and
space directions of the torus on which the CFT lives. The identity character includes a sum over spin structures
with all possible Sy boundary conditions along the time direction. Hence, the modular transformed identity
character includes a sum over spin structures with untwisted boundary conditions in the time direction and
all possible Sy boundary conditions along the space direction.

4Formally, we first need to enlarge the Hilbert space to include non Sy invariant states before taking the
partial trace, because as typical for a gauge theory the Hilbert space of the Sy orbifold does not factorize into
a tensor product Ha ® H ; (see e.g. [14]).



Explicitly, the S, subset we use is defined as follows. Let n € N and consider the subset
S of twisted sectors containing only cycles whose length is a multiple of | N/n|. Furthermore,
we take n to be proportional to N in the limit N — oo, which we implicitly use in all of
the following calculations. In the case that n is not a divisor of N, there will be O(N?)
remaining cycles which can be chosen in an arbitrary way without influencing the leading
order in N of the entanglement measure we are computing. Thus, in the following we will
assume w.l.o.g. that n is a divisor of N. The thermal partition function for the subset S is
then given by

n n/k|k—
Z Z Z_: (N/m) (THJ) Zyy_1a(T) (3.5)

where Z(n/y) is the contribution of a single cycle of length N/n determined from (2.5) o

What is left to do is to choose a subset A of the degrees of freedom for which to calcu-
late the entanglement entropy. States of the Sy orbifold theory are given by Sy invariant
combinations

~ Z gl). (3.6)

QGSN

Applying g onto 1)) leaves the number of cycles n,, of the twisted sector to which |¢)) belongs
invariant, but changes which fields X* are connected in a cycle. Thus to specify the subset A,
we choose first a fixed Sy element gy giving the boundary conditions X (¢ +27) = X9 (¢)
for |1) and then second a spatial subregion A for each X*. This is to be done separately for
each twisted sector in §. Proper Sy invariant states in A are then obtained from by applying
(3.6) for the states in the chosen Hilbert space subset.

3.1 Single interval

We first consider a subset consisting of k fields Xi(¢ € [0,27)), ...,X”ic*l(Qﬁ € [0,27]) in
the full space together with a single field X ”’;(qﬁ € [0, z2]) in some spatial subregion [0, 22]
where ¢ € (N/n)N. The Sy element gy is given such that all of the fields in A are con-
tinuously connected by the twisted boundary conditions in the sense that X/ (¢ + 27) =
X+ Dmod(N/n) () for all j € {0,...,N/n — 1}. We refer to this choice of degrees of free-
dom as the single interval case, since the boundary conditions effectively connect N/n fields
together into a single field, where we consider the degrees of freedom of a single interval
touching k + 1 fields (see fig. 2).

The entanglement entropy (3.4) is obtained via the replica trick [17]: we first calculate
the Rényi entropy

1
Sfffs =1 = log Trpfjhs (3.7)

®Note that even though Z5 (1) takes on the form of a S, orbifold partition function, it is not modular
invariant since the equivalent of the seed partition function, Z(y/»), in this case is not modular invariant. Since
we are projecting onto a subset of the Hilbert space, this is expected and does not lead to any contradictions
in the subsequent calculations.
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Figure 2. Boundary conditions and degrees of freedom for the ordinary and generalized entanglement
entropy in the example of N =4, n = 2 and k = 1. A circle in the figure with m field labels attached to
it corresponds to a cycle of length m in the group element defining the twisted boundary conditions.
The red intervals mark the degrees of freedom for which the entanglement entropy is defined. For
the ordinary entanglement entropy, we consider all twisted sectors and all fields on the same interval
[0, z2]. For the generalized entanglement entropy, we consider only cycles of length m € 2N and the
intervals as given as [0, 27] for X3 and [0, 23] for X?*. The boundary conditions effectively connect
the intervals for the X', X2 as well as the X3, X* fields into a single interval of size 27k + z2. Note
that we draw only one realization of each twisted sector. Symmetrization over the Sy group would
yield further realizations by exchanging the field labels in the above picture.

for integer o and then analytically continue to & — 1 to obtain (3.4). The Rényi entropy is in

turn obtained from the partition function Z° A) on a higher genus surface constructed

@ rephca(

by gluing together « copies of the system along the entangling interval determined by A,

Z3 rentica (A
Sas = —lim Oy M. (3.8)
a—l (Zl repllca(A))a
The replica partition function Z¢ replica(“A) decomposes into conformal blocks,
Zg,replica Z ap q hp’ hQ’ ‘A) (him th A)? (39)

where a, , denotes the contribution of the OPE coefficients and multiplicities. At large c, the
conformal blocks exponentiate: F(hy, hq; A) = e~ ¢/6fc1.(hp/c;hq/ciA)
For the ordinary entanglement entropy of a spatial subregion defined by (3.1), the cal-

culation proceeds as follows: the replica partition function (A) is dominated by the

a rephca



identity zero-point conformal block on the higher genus replica surface at low temperature and
its modular transformation 7 — —1/7 at high temperature [18]. By identity block we mean
a conformal block whose internal operators all have vanishing conformal weight, h, = hy = 0.
Contributions from other conformal blocks are suppressed by e~ ¢ factors because f.. is an
increasing function with increasing h,/c, hy/c and a,, grows subexponentially with ¢ [19]°.
This statement is known as vacuum block dominance and holds for CFTs with large central
charge ¢, a sparse spectrum of light operators and at most exponentially growing OPE coef-
ficients [19], including the Sy orbifold studied here [16]. The semiclassical conformal blocks
are obtained from the solution of an auxiliary differential equation via a monodromy method

[18, 19], yielding
glog (2/8 sinh (271’2(22_'21)>>, 6 < 2w
Sy = e b (3.10)
—log (1 sin (7(z9 — zl))>, B> 2m

for an entangling interval A = [21, 23] and UV cutoff € 7.

The calculation of the entanglement entropy (3.4) considered here is then a straight-
forward generalization of the above calculation. We refer to [18, 19] for a more detailed
explanation of the procedure and only explain the differences to the ordinary entanglement
entropy of a spatial subregion in following.

Low temperatures

The first important difference is that in the sum over states in the thermal partition function,
the untwisted sector and thus the character for the identity operator is projected out for the
subset S. Hence, by the vacuum block dominance argument, the leading contribution to the
thermal partition function at low temperature comes from the character of the operator with
lowest conformal weight that is not projected out. In our case this is the twist operator X

creating the ground state of the (IN/n)" twisted sector with conformal weight

hy = hy, = % (]Z - ;‘r) . (3.11)
We confirm this by a direct calculation of the thermal partition function of the .S, subset in
app. A.

Therefore, at low temperature, the leading contribution to the replica partition function
for the S, subset comes from the zero-point block where the internal operator originating from
the sum over states in the thermal partition function is given by Y instead of the identity.

SFor exponentially growing a4, the conformal block will still be dominant for smalls intervals, but the
vacuum block dominance argument cannot exclude phase transitions at some finite value of the interval size
[19].

"There is also a phase transition for high temperatures and large entangling intervals which we haven’t
shown in (3.10).



The projection onto the .5, subset of twisted sectors does not spoil the argument that this
conformal block is dominant up to e~¢ corrections since projecting out a part of the spectrum
can only decrease the multiplicities and does not change the OPE coefficients. Note that all
descendants of a primary operator X are in the same twisted sector as X, thus the projection
does not change the conformal blocks themselves. The modification of the entangling intervals
also necessitates a change in the monodromy conditions used to derive the conformal block in
[18]: instead of trivial monodromy around an entangling interval A = [0, 23] we impose trivial
monodromy around a path encircling k times the spatial circle combined with the interval
[0, z2]. Due to the projection onto the subset S of twisted sectors considered, this choice of
monodromy conditions is well defined since all of the fields touched by this path are sewn
together into a continuous cycle by the twisted boundary conditions.

To compute the entanglement entropy, we then need to derive the zero-point conformal
block on the replica surface for internal operators 1 and Y. This may be achieved in a
perturbation expansion in a — 1 using the monodromy method derived in [18]. The zeroth
order in a—1 gives the hy, character as expected. The first order in a—1 yields the semiclassical
zero-point block on the replica surface, analytically continued in «,

fi = % log(sin(m (2o + k)n/N)), (3.12)

related to Z° by

a,replica
Zg,replica X XZ(7—))_(2(7_—)670/6((171)(f1+f1)' (313)

The proportionality constant includes OPE coefficients and multiplicity factors which drop
out in the end. Thus we find from (3.8)
né N (22 + k)n

Sas=—log Esin( N )

; B > 2#%). (3.14)

The crossover point 3 = 2w N/n between the low and high temperature limits can be derived
from the thermal partition function (see (A.8)). Eq. (3.14) is proportional to the length of a
geodesic in thermal AdS3 with opening angle 27 (29 + l%)n/N . Note that the proportionality
constant between the geodesic length and the entanglement entropy is smaller by a factor of
n/N compared to the RT formula (1.1) due to there being only n branch cuts in the replica
surface in total, compared to N branch cuts in the ordinary entanglement entropy of spatial
subregions.

High temperatures

In the high temperature case, the leading contribution to the replica partition function comes
from the identity block like in the case of the ordinary entanglement entropy of a spatial
subregion. This can be seem from the fact that the modular transformed identity character
Xx1(—1/7) includes contributions from all twisted sectors, which implies that the high tem-
perature result for the thermal partition function of the S,, subset is equal to the one for



the full Sy theory — up to a proportionality constant that drops out for the entanglement
entropy in normalizing the reduced density matrix to one. Hence, the entanglement entropy
for the S, subset at high temperature is also given by a modular transformation of the iden-
tity block like the entanglement entropy for the full Sy orbifold. Differences between the
two quantities come a different subregion A and thus a different monodromy condition: as at
low temperatures, we impose trivial monodromy around a path encircling k times the spatial
circle combined with the interval [0, 22].
We obtain at high temperatures and for small intervals

272 (2’2 + ]Af) )
s
This is proportional to the length of a geodesic in the BTZ geometry with opening angle 2729

Sas = Crog| L sinn( (8 < 27%). (3.15)

3 2me

and winding number k, again with a proportionality factor n/N times smaller than that of
the RT formula (1.1). Note that for 2rN/n > § > 27, the dual geometry is in fact thermal
AdS3 while we still obtain an entanglement entropy dual to the length of a geodesic in the
BTZ black hole.

For large intervals, there is phase transition as in the ordinary entanglement entropy case

in [18],
502 = 2 7.
Sas = ]\;02; + % log QL; Sinh(27‘r (N/nﬁ 2 = k)

Eq. (3.16) is dual to the thermal entropy of the BTZ black hole plus the length of a geodesic

A~

). (3.16)

in the black hole geometry with opening angle 27(1 — 22) and winding number N/n — k — 1.
Under the assumption that vacuum block dominance holds for all values of z, and k, the
entanglement entropy is given by the minimum of (3.15) and (3.16) with a sharp crossover
point.

3.2 Multiple intervals and two-sided black holes

Let us now consider a subset A of the degrees of freedom consisting of multiple disconnected
components along a continuously connected cycle of N/n fields. We specify this subset by a
collection of an even number of coordinates z, € [0, N/n] with z, < z,41. If the coordinate
z = ¢+ 7 belonging to the field X**7 for some i € (N/n)N is contained in one of the intervals
[224, 22a—1], then the degrees of freedom of the field X “+J at the coordinate ¢ belong to the
subset A in consideration. The arguments given above then generalize to the multiple interval
case in the same way as for the ordinary entanglement entropy in [18], yielding

né N . N
Sus = 5 Z log [ne sin (7 (z; — zj)n)] (3.17)
(i.4)
for low temperature (5 < 27 N/n) and
_ né B .. 21z — zj)
Sas = 3 > log [2“ smh(ﬁ)} (3.18)

(6,9)
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for high temperature (5 > 27N/n) and small intervals. Moreover, there is a phase transi-
tion for high temperatures and large intervals analogous to (3.16). Which combination of
pairs (i,7) to take depends on the interval sizes. As for the ordinary entanglement entropy,
the combination that gives the lowest entanglement entropy dominates the replica partition

function Z f

replica i the vacuum block dominance property holds.

Of particular interest is the case of two intervals on opposite sides of a two-sided black
hole. This is obtained by placing one of the two intervals at an offset +7/2 on the torus of
the boundary theory. For two intervals of equal size L < N/n, we obtain the entanglement

entro
py 2né B A2t
log[ cosh()}, t <t
Sus={ ° LT b (3.19)
’ 2ncl [ B . h(Qﬂ'QL)} fe
—— log | — sin
3 8| 2re B ¢

where t. = %arcosh sinh(272L/B) ~ L/2. For early times t < t., eq. (3.19) is proportional
to the length of two geodesics stretching from the endpoints of the entangling interval through
the wormhole to the other side, while for late times ¢ > ¢., the dual picture is given by two
geodesics that do not enter the wormhole and wind |L| times around the horizon. Thus,
the entanglement entropy for the degrees of freedom considered here can probe the wormhole
growth of the BTZ black hole for a time t. &~ L/2 that can be much larger than the one for
the ordinary entanglement entropy of a spatial subregion which is restricted to L < 1. For
N = o0, t. can be arbitrarily large®.

4 String theory interpretation

In this section, we explain the interpretation of the projection onto twisted sectors in the
dual string theory picture. At the orbifold point, the string theory is in the tensionless limit
[20-24]. In this limit, the string theory partition function on a thermal AdSs resp. BTZ
black hole background was derived in [25] and shown to agree with the orbifold partition
function (2.2). The leading contributions in the large N limit come from spherical and
toroidal string worldsheets [25]. Moreover, the moduli of the torus worldsheets localize on
holomorphic covering spaces of the boundary torus, meaning that the only contribution of
torus worldsheets comes from strings that wind an integer number of times around the time
or space circle of the boundary torus [25].

From the equality of partition functions, it can be seen that each cycle of length m in a
twisted sector of the boundary theory corresponds to a string with winding number m around

8For finite but large N, eq. (3.19) is valid in a series expansion in N to the leading order if n = O(N) and
L=0(N 0). To probe the wormhole growth for longer times in this case, it would be necessary to consider
projections onto a smaller subset of the twisted sectors, for which the calculation methods used here no longer
work. In [9-11], it was proposed that for finite N the growth of the wormhole should continue for a time
exponential in N. Naively extrapolating our calculation for the S, subset for large n to the case n = 1
corresponding to projecting onto the maximally twisted sector, it seems that the entanglement entropy will
probe the wormhole growth only for a time that is linear in N.

— 11 —



the space circle of the boundary torus. Therefore, the restriction to certain twisted sectors in
the boundary theory amounts to considering only string worldsheets with particular winding
numbers around the spatial circle. For example, the untwisted sector corresponds to N strings
winding once around the spatial circle. The S, subset considered in sec. 3 corresponds to
projecting onto the gravity degrees of freedom consisting of strings with winding number
kEN/n for k € N.

This makes it clear why the projection onto twisted sectors in the boundary theory leads
to geodesics with non-zero winding number in the bulk: we are only considering strings with
non-zero winding numbers and large enough subsets of the degrees of freedom on these strings
such that we probe the winding around the non-contractible cycle in the bulk geometry. We
note, however, that of course the classical geometric description of the bulk spacetime for
which the notion of a geodesic makes sense is not a good description in the tensionless limit
and thus this interpretation is somewhat limited in its applicability.

5 Deformations of the Sy orbifold

At the orbifold point, the boundary theory is weakly coupled dual to a strongly coupled
gravity theory. In this section, we investigate which properties of the entanglement entropy
expressions derived in sec. 3 survive the deformation away from the orbifold point”.

The Sy orbifold theory possesses 20 exactly marginal operators which can be used to
deform the boundary theory to another CFT [15]. 16 of those operators are in the untwisted
sector. These are simple to handle since they leave the orbifold structure invariant: they just
deform the CFT to a Sy orbifold of a different seed theory. But since the results of sec. 3 are
independent of the seed theory, these deformations do not change the entanglement entropy.

The 4 exactly marginal two-cycle twist operators are more interesting because they de-
form the CFT away from the weak coupling point [15, 35]. In the following, we derive how
this deformation affects the entanglement entropy to the first non-trivial order in conformal
perturbation theory and at leading order in large N. The derivation is based on the as-
sumption that the deformed theory possesses the same vacuum block dominance properties
(i.e. sparse spectrum of low dimension operators and at most exponentially growing OPE
coefficients) as the Sy orbifold. The fact that the RT formula at strong coupling gives the
same entanglement entropy result (3.10) as we obtain at the weakly coupled orbifold point
indicates that this assumption is likely justified, although we have not proven it from first
principles. Under this assumption, the entanglement entropy is obtained from the conformal
block whose internal operators have the lowest dimension compatible with the projection
onto the subset S of twisted sectors, since we project out the same operators in the deformed
theory as in the Sy orbifold.

Therefore, it remains to determine the anomalous dimensions of the primaries of the Sy
orbifold theory. The conformal weight of the identity operator in the deformed theory is
given by h = h = 0 as in the Sy orbifold. Moreover, in app. D, we argue that the anomalous

9For previous work on deformations of the Sx orbifold, see [26-43].
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dimension of operators in twisted sectors that consist of n = O(N) cycles of length |N/n|
together with an arbitrary collection of cycles for the remaining N — n fields vanishes up to
O(NP) corrections to second order in conformal perturbation theory. Under the assumption
of vacuum block dominance, this implies that the partition functions considered in sec. 3
are invariant under deformations up to O(N®) corrections. This holds for both the thermal
partition function Z$ function for the S, subset as well as for the replica partition function

irephca since these partition functions are dominated by characters or conformal blocks of
the aforementioned operators which only receive small corrections to the conformal weight in
the large N limit'". Note that while the insertion of two-cycle twist operators into the replica
partition function changes the boundary conditions for some of the fields of the Sy orbifold
and thus the monodromy conditions for the conformal blocks may differ from those of sec. 3,
as long as we insert only a O(N?) number of such operators, this will not change the leading
order in N of the entanglement entropy result.

Thus we conclude that the entanglement entropy is invariant up to corrections of or-
der O(N?) for deformations to second order in conformal perturbation theory. It is likely
that similar arguments can be used to show invariance also to higher orders, although the
growing complexity of the involved conformal blocks and OPE coefficients quickly makes the
calculation intractable.

6 Discussion

The generalization of the RT formula to geodesics with non-zero winding number found
in this publication considerably strengthens the “entanglement builds geometry” proposal
in the AdS/CFT correspondence. Due to the fact that the BTZ black hole is given as a
quotient of pure AdSs, the winding geodesics whose field theory dual we have found cover
the entire black hole geometry up to the horizon in the one-sided case. Moreover, in the
two-sided case the non-minimal geodesics also include the wormhole geometry behind the
horizon. The correspondence between entanglement entropy and geodesic lengths then allows
explicitly reconstructing the full bulk geometry from boundary data'l. It is likely that the
correspondence will also extend to other asymptotically AdSs spaces, since these geometries
are all obtained as quotients of pure AdS3 that naturally include winding geodesics. This
includes in particular conical defects, for which the correspondence between the entanglement

0For the high temperature phase, this argument assumes that the projection onto the S, subset in the
deformed theory does not project out exactly those twisted sectors that are responsible for the leading order
contribution to the thermal partition function at high temperatures. It seems unlikely for this to happen,
because projections with different n project out different subsets of the twisted sectors and thus the leading
order for the thermal partition function would have to come from the contributions of a very small subset of the
twisted sectors that includes neither the vacuum (which we know not to be dominating for high temperature)
nor any of the sectors that we project onto for some n. Furthermore, the results of sec. A show that this does
not occur for the Sy orbifold theory.

"¥or instance from integral geometry techniques which naturally incorporate winding geodesics [44-50] or
using the bit threads formulation [51-54].
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entropy of non-spatial degrees of freedom and the length of winding geodesics has already
been worked out under the catchphrase of “entwinement” [6, 12-14].

Hence, we conjecture that entanglement — at least if one includes entanglement between
non-spatial degrees of freedom and allows for resolving contributions of different twisted
sectors — is in fact enough to reconstruct the entire bulk geometry of asymptotically AdSs
spaces up to extremal surface barriers. Extremal surface barriers are codimension one surfaces
which are not penetrated by any extremal surface of arbitrary codimension [55]. Examples
of such surfaces include the black hole horizon for the one-sided BTZ black hole, which as
we have seen is the deepest point in the bulk that the winding geodesics can reach. This is
not unexpected from since we are working in a thermal average on the boundary instead of
a specific black hole microstate.

Note that although our results were obtained at the orbifold point in the D1/D5 system,
we expect them to hold more generally. In particular, it is likely that the entanglement entropy
results from sec. 3 are invariant — up to subleading corrections in the large central charge limit
— under deformations away from the weak coupling limit of the boundary theory, equivalent
to turning on the string tension in the gravity theory. For the ordinary entanglement entropy
of a spatial subregion, which is a special case of our more general setup, this is certainly
true given that the RT formula gives the same results in the strong coupling limit as what is
obtained for the Sy orbifold theory at weak coupling. We explicitly confirmed the invariance
of our generalized entanglement measure under deformations to the first non-trivial order in
conformal perturbation theory in sec. 5.

Furthermore, we expect the interpretation of the restriction to string worldsheets with
particular winding numbers as a resolution of particular (twisted) subsectors of the dual
CFT to generalize to other top-down constructions of AdS3/CFTs models. This would allow
one to define the entanglement measure proposed here for any AdS3;/CFTy model in which
there exists a map between worldsheets with particular winding numbers and Hilbert space
subsectors of the CFT.

The generalized entanglement entropy defined in this work is related to other entangle-
ment measures as follows.

First, it can be seen as a generalization of entwinement [6, 12-14]. While we discussed
only thermal states, the procedure for calculating the generalized entanglement measure de-
fined in this publication — project onto a subset of the twisted sectors and then consider the
entanglement entropy of non-spatially organized degrees of freedom — works for any state in
an orbifold theory. For the special case of a pure state in a twisted sector containing only
cycles of a fixed length, the resulting generalized entanglement measure is equal to entwine-
ment'?. In addition, taking the limit of the mass of the BTZ black hole going to zero, we
find agreement with the results of [12], where the generalized entanglement entropy for the

120f course, in this case the projection onto the subset of twisted sectors is trivial since the state is already
in a single twisted sector.
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massless BTZ black hole was calculated as a limit of the entwinement results for conical
defects.

Second, let us also mention a similarity between our entanglement entropy definition and
recent work on symmetry resolved entanglement [56-70]. Symmetry resolved entanglement is
defined for a system with a global symmetry, for instance particle number conservation. This
symmetry induces a decomposition of reduced density matrices pa = g pepa,q in subsectors
of fixed subregion charge @, i.e. in the example of a conserved particle number the reduced
density matrices decomposes into a sum over configurations with fixed number of particles
in the subsystem A. The symmetry resolved entanglement entropy S4 ¢ is then defined as
the von Neumann entropy of the normalized density matrix p4 . The setup considered
here is very similar, with the main difference being that in the symmetry resolved case, the
decomposition into fixed charge subsectors happens only for the reduced density matrix while
the total density matrix is assumed to have fixed total charge. In contrast, in our case the
density matrix (3.2) of the full system already decomposes into multiple sectors, which in
turn leads to a similar decomposition of the reduced density matrix for the subsystem. In
our setup the analogue of the subregion charge @) is the given configuration of strings with
particular winding numbers corresponding to a conjugacy class of Sy.

We close with mentioning possible future directions. First of all, it would be interesting
to investigate the correspondence between the entanglement of non-spatial degrees of free-
dom and geometric quantities in the bulk in higher dimensions. While the situation in three
dimensions is certainly special due to the BTZ black hole being a quotient of pure AdSs, pro-
jections onto sectors of the boundary theory describing strings with certain winding numbers
around black hole horizons or naked singularities might also be possible in higher dimensions.
A further point warranting further study is the possibility of finding a proof of the proposed
relation between geodesic lengths and entanglement entropy in the spirit of [71, 72]. More-
over, it would be interesting to investigate whether analogues of entanglement wedges exist
for the non-minimal winding geodesics in the bulk.
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A Partition function of the Sy orbifold

This appendix contains further results on the partition function of the Sy orbifold theory.
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A.1 Recursion formula

We first derive the recursion formula (2.2) for the Sy orbifold partition function Zy from its
generating function Z[p| [73-76],

Z pNZN H H n m/n—m/n) d(m,ﬁl)&i:lm. (Al)

N>0 n>0m,m
Here,

5 1, m —m divides n (A.2)
0, otherwise. .

The partition function is obtained by differentiating

1 9N

Zn(T) = N1 opN (A.3)

Zl[p]

p=0

The first derivative w.r.t. p is given by

nd(m m)67(77;)m
Z Z Z p p—nq—m/n F—m/n _ )Z (A4)

n m,m
Using that for any «,

o1 1
o=t p(p~ma —1)

On
p=0 AT

we find the following recursion formula for the partition function,

ZZZZ< )ZN !(7)- (A.6)

llk:|l]0

The second sum in this formula is performed over all divisors k£ of [. Finally, we perform a
resummation in k such that all terms with the same k are grouped together, yielding (2.2).

A.2 S, partition function at large n

We now derive the thermal partition function for the S, subset § in the large N limit. Here,
we give an argument from the decomposition of the partition function into characters before
deriving the same results using the orbifold structure in the next subsection.

In general, the partition function of a large ¢ holographic CFT is obtained from the
identity character x1(7) at low temperature and its modular transformation yi(—1/7) at
high temperature [16, 18]. That is, only descendants of the identity operator contribute to
the sum over states in the partition function at low temperature. As explained in sec. 3,
the identity operator is projected out of the partition function for the subset S and thus the
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leading contribution comes from the character of the operator ¥ with weight (3.11). Thus,
at low temperatures the partition function is dominated by the character

N

n

Xu(r) o< g'= /2 = g (A7)

where ¢ = €2™7 = ¢7” and the proportionality constant includes only O(N?) factors. At
high temperatures, the partition function is dominated by the modular transformed vacuum

character similar to the partition function for the full Sy group, such that we obtain

2

¢ n N
exp<125N> ﬁ>27rz

4 N
exp (162;N>7 8 < 2%;,

Z3(1) o (A.8)

where the proportionality constant includes a n, N dependent prefactor for high temperatures.
This prefactor can not be derived by the above argument, however it may easily be obtained
by inserting the results of the following subsection into (3.5).

A.3 Contribution of single twisted sectors at large N

At large N, the partition function of the Sy orbifold takes on the universal form (2.3). This
extends to the contribution of certain twisted sectors to the partition function. In particular,
we show that the contribution of a large number n,, = O(N) of short cycles with length
m = O(NV) is universal. Similarly, the contribution of a small number of long cycles with
length m = O(N) is also universal in the large N limit.

Short cycles

Let us start with the case of the untwisted sector which includes N cycles of length 1. The
corresponding contribution to the partition function is given by

]‘bz_: Z(k7)Zgyn-1 (7). (A.9)

We now want to show that in the large N limit, this contribution is proportional to
Zayw (1) = e3P, (A.10)

up to subleading terms in IN. Note that this holds for all temperatures in contrast to the
total partition function (2.2) where the contribution of the untwisted sector is dominant only
for 8 > 2m. To show (A.10), we employ the same techniques that were used in [16] to show

the universality of the total partition function. For this we define the generating function of
(A.9),

— Z pNZ(l)N(T) — H(l _ pqh—5/24qh—5/24)—d(h,h)‘ (All)
= h,h
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Here d(h, h) is the density of states of the seed theory,

= S d(h, By, (A12)
h,h
The right hand side of (A.11) can easily be verified by differentiating w.r.t. p. We now
/24 ~—¢/24
q

employ a trick of [76, 77] by rewriting Z(7) in terms of p = pg~ and factoring out

the contribution of the vacuum h = h = 0 which we assume to be unique,

2(r) = — [[ (0 —pd"d") 9" = —R(p). (A.13)

Series expanding R(p) = 332, axp’, we see that Z(l)N(T)ei%B = Z]kvzo aj and thus

A Né
Zyeo (1) = lim Zyn —2f = Z ay = (A.14)

N—o0

To prove (A.10), we need to show that log Z(l)oo converges. This is readily achieved by series
expanding the log(1 — ¢"¢") terms in log Z(l)oo, giving

log Z i

(q@)*/** Z(kT) = 1). (A.15)

?vM—‘

Due to the vacuum contribution having been factored out in (A.13), (¢q)%**Z(7) — 1 can be
bounded by (see [16])

472

(@)™ 2() =1 < p(r)g" ged T, (A.16)

where p(7) is some polynomial in 7 and hq, hi the conformal weight of the lowest non-vacuum
primary of the seed theory. Inserting this back in (A.14), we see that the sum over k converges
and thus log Z(l)oo (1) < oo. This derivation easily generalizes to the contribution of n,, short
cycles of length m since Z,,,)(7) from (2.5) can be bounded by Z,,)(7) < p(7)Z(7/m) (the
sum in (2.5) can be bounded by a factor times its largest term), which implies

Zmyom (7) = e12Pmm/m, (A.17)
up to terms subleading in n,, < O(N).

Long cycles

To show the universality of cycles cycle contributions, we start with the maximally twisted
sector. The corresponding contribution to the partition function is given by

N—-1 .
Zony(r) = & > 7 (T;J) . (A18)
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In the large N limit, this scales as

1 iN47\'2
7 = _e12" B A.19
up to e corrections. Note that unlike for the untwisted sector, (A.19) includes a prefactor

scaling polynomially in N. Eq. (A.19) is a straightforward consequence of the Cardy formula.
For small j, the argument (7 4 j)/N of the seed partition function Z in (A.18) goes to zero
as N — oo, therefore Z (%) is well-approximated by

- ] < BN
Z (T;\;j> o e'2i%+(B/2m?7 (A.20)

For large j (i.e. j scaling proportional to V), we apply a modular transformation to get

Z(T;j)_2<—A;4—§>. (A.21)

If j scales proportional to N, then j scales proportional to N°, thus we can again apply the

Cardy formula to obtain

- ] & ___BN
Z(T;]>uew1WW%P. (A.22)

Now <4 oand —B8__ < %, thus the leading contribution to (A.18) in the

B
72+(B/2m)2 = B 1+(38/2m)2 —
large N limit is given by the j = 0 term (A.19). More generally, for multiple long cycles we

obtain for the contribution of n,, cycles of length m oc O(N) using (2.6),
1 Z . A2
Zmynm (T) = ———— €128 (A.23)
up to terms subleading in V.

B Probability factors for the decomposition into twisted sectors

In this section, we calculate the probability factors py,, 1 of the decomposition (3.2). These
factors determine the relation between the total entanglement entropy S4 and the entangle-
ment entropy contribution Sy ¢y} resolved w.r.t. a single twisted sector,

Sa =Y (Pin1Safnm} — Pinmt 108 D, 3)- (B.1)
{”m}

Such a decomposition occurs in a number of different contexts (see for instance [56, 78-81]),
where the first term of (B.1) has been called configurational or accessible entropy, while the
second term is known as fluctuation, measurement or number entropy defined as

Stuct. = — Z Pin.,} logp{nm}' (B2)
{nm}
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The py,,,) factors are defined by

1
Pinn} = %Z(l)”l...(N)”N (T). (B.3)

Using the results of app. A, we can easily evaluate (B.3) in the large N limit. For g > 27,
only the untwisted sector contributes, therefore py, ) is one for the untwisted sector and zero
otherwise. For 8 < 2w, py,,) vanishes if the {nm} sector contains a large number of short
cycles, i.e. if one of the ny, is proportional to N. Otherwise, p(,,,.} = (IL,,, m™™n,,!)~t. Note
that > {nm}(Hm m"mn,,!)~! = 1 as is appropriate for a probability distribution. The above
formulas for py,,,.y hold up to corrections of order e N,

The corresponding fluctuation entropy vanishes for 8 > 27 and scales sublinearly in N
(roughly proportional to VN ) for 5 < 2m. Note that this entropy contribution drops out in

the total thermal entropy, which is given by

S(8) = —Tr(plogp)

== > TP Pinny 108Dy Pt )

= Z p{nm}S{nm}(ﬁ) + Sﬂuct.,
{nm}

where Sy, 1(8) is the thermal entropy of the Z(1yn1  (nv)nn (7) contribution to Z(7). This can
be seen from the definition of the thermal entropy in terms of the partition function,

0, B>2m
Olog Z(t ’
5(8) = tog z(r) - p 2820 _ L ooy (.5)
op ~— ., B<2nm
36
For B > 2m, the fluctuation entropy vanishes identically. For 8 < 2m, Zqym (vynw (1) =

&N 4x?
P{nnye 2 7 and the py, ) prefactor cancels with the Sgyuct. contribution. Since the reduced

density matrix p4 for the ordinary entanglement entropy of a spatial subregion in the full Sy
theory is obtained by tracing out the complement of A in each of the twisted sectors separately,
the entanglement entropy contains the same fluctuation entropy contribution as the thermal
entropy and therefore the same cancellation happens for the entanglement entropy.

C Entanglement entropy for single twisted sectors

This section contains a discussion about the entanglement entropy resolved for single twisted
sectors S = (1)"...(N)™ of the Sy orbifold theory. In particular, we discuss for which
subsystems 4 we obtain universal results independent of the seed theory of the Sy orbifold
in the limit( g\f — o(o) The most general A consists of the union of an arbitrary number of
J J

intervals [zm’%fl,zm?%] in the j-th cycle of length m where 1 < j < n,,. As in sec. 3 we

use the convention that an interval may contain the degrees of multiple fields connected by
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()
m,2i—1
contribution of a particular twisted sector to the thermal partition function is determined

the boundary conditions if the size of the interval |z7(7§)21 -z | is larger than one. The

from (2.6), which decomposes into a product of contributions

1 &
Z(m)nm (T) = — Z Z(m)(kT)Z(m)nm—k(T) (Cl)

Nm 5

from cycles of the same length m. This product structure extends to the replica partition
function, thus it is sufficient to consider the contribution S4 s, to the entanglement entropy
of cycles with the same length m separately. The total entanglement entropy is then obtained
by summing over all m,

Sas = Z SASm- (C.2)

We first consider the case of a number n,, of short cycles of length m = O(N"). As
shown in sec. A, the contribution Z,,)nm of these cycles to the thermal partition function
becomes universal if n,, = O(N) (see eq. (A.17)). If we can use the methods from sec. 3
to argue for vacuum block dominance of the contribution Z,;,)nm  to the replica partition
function, then the universality extends to Z(;)nm o. For a general A, this is not possible

because the methods of sec. 3 rely on the entangling interval to be equal in each cycle, i.e. the
()

Zm,i

= 2Zm, are equal for all j. That is, treating Z(,,)nm o as the partition function of a large
central charge CFT on a branched cover of the torus and then applying the decomposition
of this partition function into conformal blocks only works if the branch cuts for the fields of
this auxiliary CFT all lie at the same position. If this holds, then we obtain for instance for
a single interval the following universal contribution to the entanglement entropy,

Sasm = gnm log (1 sin (W(Zmz—Zml))) _ (.3)
€

m

For long cycles of length m = O(N), the contribution to the entanglement entropy is
determined from the replica partition function Z,,)nm o which decomposes into a number of
(replica) seed partition functions with modular parameter that goes to zero as N — oo. For a
general collection of entangling intervals, this will again not give a universal result. However,
if the entangling intervals are small in the sense that ‘27(31)21 - zr(i?%fﬂ = O(N"), then the
size of corresponding entangling intervals in the replica seed partition function goes to zero
and the entangling irl(t.?rva(ls) become well separated as N — oo. For example, in the case
J J

m1 #m 2], the leading contribution to the replica partition function in

of a single interval [z
limit o — 1 is given by []; 7Y )(7' /m) where 7Y )(7' /m) includes a single entangling interval
from zg?l/m to z%é/m the size of which goes to zero as m — oo. Contributions from other
Zq, for instance Z&.’k)(QT/m) which includes two entangling intervals [z,(,{?l /m, 27(717)2 /m] and
[(z,gﬁ)l +7)/m, (zr(r]f,)Q +7)/m], are suppressed by e~V factors as in the thermal partition function
in sec. A. The corresponding entanglement entropy contribution is equal to

2wl - )

B

¢ B
SASm = 3 Z log e sinh (C4)
J

— 21 —



We note that (C.3) and (C.4) are valid for all temperatures. The phase transition observed
in sec. 3 comes only into play if one considers the contribution of a large number of twisted
sectors including both those with long and those with short cycles.

D Anomalous dimensions for primaries of the Sy orbifold

In this section, we determine bounds on the scaling with NV of the anomalous dimension of a
general primary Y in an arbitrary twisted sector of the Sy orbifold theory.

Let us first consider the untwisted sector. It is easy to see that the contribution of the
untwisted sector to the thermal or replica partition function is invariant under deformations
to all order in perturbation theory. Every CFT possesses an identity operator with conformal
weight h = h = 0 which must be in the untwisted sector since twisting the boundary conditions
incurs an energy cost. Since conformal blocks of the identity operator give the dominant
contribution to the ordinary entanglement entropy of spatial subregions under the assumption
of vacuum block dominance, this implies that the ordinary entanglement entropy is invariant
under deformations.

To determine the anomalous dimension of an operator ¥ in some other twisted sector of
the Sy orbifold, we insert the deformation operator exp (A [ d%@(w,u?)) in the two-point
function (X(z1, 21)3(22, z2)) and expand in the deformation parameter A,

(221, 51)8 (20, Z)eM ] PUP@DY — (3121 5)8 (29, 25)) + )\/d2w<<I>(w,u_J)E(z1,21)2(22,22)>

2
+ )\? /d2w1d2w2(<1>(w1, U_]l)‘I)(wQ, 11_12)2(2’1, 51)2(2’2, 22)>
+0O(\3).
(D.1)
Here, ®(z, Z) denotes one of the exactly marginal two-cycle twist operators of the Sy orbifold
theory. To determine the anomalous dimensions hx(\) and hx()), this is to be compared
with the expansion of the two-point function in the deformed theory,

1
(21 — 29)2h=(N)(z] — Z5)2hs(V)’

(B(21,21)8(22, 22))x = (D.2)
The n-th order in the series expansion of the anomalous dimension is then obtained from the
n + 2-point function of ¥ and ® in (D.1). The first order in A of the anomalous dimension
vanishes because the OPE coefficient C%E vanishes between the two-cycle twist operator ®
and any Y. For the second order, we expand the four-point function in (D.1) in conformal

blocks (see fig. 3),

(@ (w1, w1)P(we, W)X (21, 21)B(22, 22)) = 2(052)2]:52,@2 ]?gz,cbz

_ = = = == (DS)
= Z Cs2CooFsy.00 Fox 00
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Figure 3. The leading contribution to the anomalous dimension of hy, comes from the conformal
block where ®® fuse together into = = 1 (upper part) or ®X fuse together into = = X (lower part).
Due to the conformal weight of ® being of order N°, these blocks are approximately equal to the
two-point function (X¥) in the large N limit.

In the large N limit the conformal blocks exponentiate, F ~ e~¢/6fa. The fact that the
semiclassical blocks f.. increase with increasing weight h= of the internal primary operator =
13 ensures that the leading contribution comes from the conformal block with lowest h=. Note
that conformal blocks in different channels exchange dominance as 21, 29, w1, wo are varied,
thus we need to consider all possible channels. This is essentially a vacuum block dominance
argument, only this time applied to the four-point function on the plane. Conformal blocks
for other Z are suppressed by factors of e™™. The leading contribution at large N is then
equal to the two-point function (X¥) without insertions of ®(z, z) (see fig. 3).

However, in general other contributions to the anomalous dimension at linear order in N
come from the OPE coefficients and multiplicities. Below, we show that such contributions are
absent for states in twisted sectors that consist of n = O(N) cycles of length | N/n| together
with an arbitrary collection of cycles for the remaining N — n fields. Thus the conformal
weight of the corresponding operators ¥ is invariant up to O(N?) corrections.

We now determine the combinatorical factors for the OPE coefficients contributing to the
anomalous dimension of the deformed Sy orbifold. To second order in conformal perturbation
theory, the relevant OPE coefficients come from the decomposition (D.3). Therefore, the task
at hand is now to determine the scaling with IV of the OPE coefficients

ng, C%E? C(%@ (D4)

and the multiplicity factor, i.e. the number of operators = with lowest weight h= which are
not suppressed by e~ factors from the conformal block.

The computation of the large N scaling properties is achieved using combinatorics of
the Sy group. A gauge invariant operator ¥ of the Sy orbifold theory is obtained from a
reference operator 3 by conjugating with elements of the Sy gauge group,

1 ~
NES > gxgh,

geESN

> = (D.5)

13This can be seen numerically from the series expansion of the conformal blocks [19].
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where Ay is a normalization factor. The twist selection rule of the Sy orbifold theory states
that an n point function <fllf]n) with boundary conditions for the operators 3; determined
by the Sxn group element g; is non-vanishing only if the product of all g; is the identity,

Hgi =1 (D.6)

Therefore, the combinatorical factors we are interested in are computed by employing the twist
selection rule (D.6) to count how many terms of the sum in (D.5) contribute to the three-
point function determining the OPE coefficients (D.4). See for instance [82, 83] for related
computations of OPE coefficients of the Sy orbifold theory using the same techniques.

First, we determine the normalization factor Ay for a general 3 in the twisted sector
determined by {n,,} by demanding that the two-point function (3(0)%(o0)) be equal to one.
It is easy to see that we can fix one of the two operators in (X(0)X(c0)) to the reference
operator f], i.e. one of the two sums over g € Sy drops out. This yields an N! factor. The
boundary conditions for the other operator must inverse to those of $. This happens only
if the g element in the remaining sum over Sy is in the stabilizer subgroup Ny of $. This
subgroup is of size |Ny| = [],,, m"™ny,!, yielding in total

Ay, = N!Hm"mnm!. (D.7)
m

In the next step, we determine the OPE coefficients. We take ¥ to be in a generic
(1)™...(N)™ twisted sector. As a shorthand notation we use

CEly, ~ \/As, As, A5, N1|Nx, || Ne, [CEly, (D.8)

The ~ symbol denotes that we are considering only the combinatorical factors from the Sy
orbifold and not further dependencies on excitations in the seed theory.

We start with C<15>2- The action of the two-cycle twist operator ® on Z is to either splice
together two cycles (m1)(m2) — (ml + m2) or to split apart a single cycle (ml + m2) —
(m1)(m2). If we splice together two cycles of the same length m, this gives a contribution
O3y, = m2% (N + 1) (nm + 2) since for CZy, to be non-vanishing there must be n,, + 2 cycles
of length m in Z and thus %(nm +1)(ny, +2) possibilities to choose 2 cycles to splice together
and m possibilities to choose an element inside each cycle. Thus,

C{Ei) -~ \/m3n2m(:r7(n]\j‘_1)1()nm + 2) . (D.Q)

Splicing two cycles of different lengths my, my together yields C3y, = mima (i, +1) (1, +1)
with an analogous counting argument,

ez, - \/leTTlQ(ml + 12) s s (Pomy + 1) (7, +1) (D.10)

N(N —1)
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Similarly, for splitting apart a cycle into two cycles of equal length m, we get C’%Z = m(nam+
1) for cycles with the same length m since there are ng,, + 1 cycles to choose and in each
cycle we have m possible splittings, yielding

= m3nm (N — 1) (ngm + 1)
Cgs ~ . D.11
o ¢ N(N —1) (D-11)
Splitting apart a cycle into two cycles of different lengths mq, mo gives C’gz = (my +

mZ)(nm1+m2 =+ 1)7

= 27’”17”2(7711 + m2)nm Nm (nm +mo T 1)
O 1 2 1+m2 ) D.12
[{DH) \/ N(N _ 1) ( )
Next, we consider C%E and ng). The latter OPE coefficient only allows
e {(Y, MY E), (MY 2)%), (D.13)

thus we need to compute C’gz only for these Z. The case E € (1) is simple since for the
identity operator all combinatorical factors drop out,

Csy ~C5p ~ 1. (D.14)

In the other two cases, C%g is obtained as a special case of the C5y, OPE coefficient derived
above, giving

Cio~ | oiy—a 2€Y0)

C%@N\/ ( ( )N)_?’)’ EE(l)N_4(2)2

(D.15)

It remains to compute C’gz. In order for C’gz to be non-vanishing = applied to ¥ must give
an operator in the same conjugacy class as . For the case = € (1)V~3(3), we note that the
non-trivial 3 cycle permutation in = applied onto a single cycle of length m > 3 again yields
a cycle of length m in (y) cases. Moreover, the 3 cycle can also act on two cycles (m;)(ms)
with m; < mg at the same time, giving again another two (m;j)(ms) cycles in mimy cases.

Thus, for Z € (1)V3(3) we obtain

= 3 al
Cgy ~ \/N(N—l)(N—2) L;:;nm( )-I— Z Z Ny My MM | (D.16)

mi1=1mo=m1+1

Finally, for the = € (1)V=%(2)? case, the two non-trivial 2 cycle permutations can act on
either 1, 2 or 3 cycles simultaneously to give the same cycle structure again. For one cycle
(m) — (m), there are (")) possibilities. For two cycles (m1)(m2) — (m1)(m2) there are
mima(mg—2) possibilities for m; < mg and %m2 (m—1) possibilities for m; = mgy = m. In the
three cycle case (my)(me)(my +msg) — (mq)(msa)(m1 + ms), one of the 2 cycle permutations
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splices (m1)(mz) together into a (m; + ma) cycle while the other 2 cycle permutation splits
apart (mj+msz) into (m1)(mg). There are mimeo(mi+msy) possibilities in this case if m; < mg
and m? possibilities if m; = mg = m. In total, we find

= 8(N —4) [ X m NoooX
Csyy ~ N'[ Z AW + Z Z Moy My M1 (ma — 1) (D.17)
: m=4 mi=1mo=mi+1
N oq
(g, — DYm%(m — 1
+mz::1 4n (n ym=(m )
N N/27m1

Let us now consider an operator 3 comprised of n = O(N) cycles of length |[N/n| =
O(N") and any number of cycles in the remaining N — n elements. For this operator, n,, =
MOy, | N/n) + O(N"). Inserting this in the above expressions, it is easy to see that all OPE
coefficients scale at most as O(NY). We further note that hz > hy + O(N?) for the C5s,
coefficients and hz > 0 for the C’(%CDC'%E coefficients. At the minimum value for hz, the
conformal block reduces to the two-point function (¥3) times the OPE coefficients and a
multiplicity factor. Moreover, the multiplicity factor for the > in consideration is also of
order O(NY): there are only an O(N") number of twisted sectors in which Z can lie. Any
O(N) number of excitations on top of the ground states of these twisted sectors will also
cause hgz to shift by an O(N) term. The contribution of these excited = is suppressed by
powers of eV from the conformal blocks and can be neglected.

More general 3, however, may receive large corrections. For instance all 3 that are in
a twisted sector containing at least one long cycle of length m = O(N) have multiplicities
and OPE coefficients that scale with O(NN). Thus, we cannot use the above techniques to
argue for the absence of O(N) corrections to the anomalous dimension for operators in these
twisted sectors.

Nevertheless, a partition or correlation function that for A = 0 is dominated by confor-
mal blocks with operators whose scaling dimension is invariant under deformations will be
dominated by the same conformal blocks in a perturbation expansion in A. Let for instance
the partition function Z)(7), given by

Z\(1) = xsA(M)XsAT), (D.18)
>
be dominated by g for A =0,

Zo(7) = X5 (T) X35, (7)- (D.19)
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Then, the logarithm of Z)(7) is expanded in A as follows,

M)\ + O(\?), (D.20)

log Z\(1) = log Zy(7) + Zo(7)

where (using that in the large N limit xx(7) ~ e~#(hn=c/24))

a)\Z>\(7—)|,\:0 ~—0 Z e_ﬂ(hE(O)-Fﬁz(O)—ﬁ)
. (D.21)

x O\(hn(N) + hu(V)|, _ -

Due to hx(0) scaling with O(N) and hx(0) > hy,(0) together with analogous statements
for hy, OzZ\(T)|,—o is dominated by the ¥ = % term non withstanding any polynomial
corrections in N to hy(\) for ¥ # Xy, It is easy to see that similar arguments work for
any correlation function which obeys the vacuum block dominance property for Sy orbifold
theory.

References
[1] S. Ryu and T. Takayanagi, Holographic derivation of entanglement entropy from AdS/CFT,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 96 (2006) 181602 [hep-th/0603001].

[2] B. Swingle, Entanglement Renormalization and Holography, Phys. Rev. D86 (2012) 065007
[0905.1317].

[3] M. Van Raamsdonk, Building up spacetime with quantum entanglement, Gen. Rel. Grav. 42
(2010) 2323 [1005.3035).

[4] E. Bianchi and R.C. Myers, On the Architecture of Spacetime Geometry, Class. Quant. Grav.
31 (2014) 214002 [1212.5183].

[5] V.E. Hubeny, H. Maxfield, M. Rangamani and E. Tonni, Holographic entanglement plateauz,
JHEP 08 (2013) 092 [1306.4004].

[6] V. Balasubramanian, B.D. Chowdhury, B. Czech and J. de Boer, Entwinement and the
emergence of spacetime, JHEP 01 (2015) 048 [1406.5859].

[7] B. Freivogel, R. Jefferson, L. Kabir, B. Mosk and I.-S. Yang, Casting Shadows on Holographic
Reconstruction, Phys. Rev. D91 (2015) 086013 [1412.5175].

[8] T. Hartman and J. Maldacena, Time Evolution of Entanglement Entropy from Black Hole
Interiors, JHEP 05 (2013) 014 [1303.1080].

[9] L. Susskind, Entanglement is not enough, Fortsch. Phys. 64 (2016) 49 [1411.0690].

[10] L. Susskind, Computational Complexity and Black Hole Horizons, Fortsch. Phys. 64 (2014) 44
[1403.5695)].

[11] D. Stanford and L. Susskind, Complezity and Shock Wave Geometries, Phys. Rev. D90 (2014)
126007 [1406.2678).

[12] V. Balasubramanian, A. Bernamonti, B. Craps, T. De Jonckheere and F. Galli, Entwinement in
discretely gauged theories, JHEP 12 (2016) 094 [1609.03991].

— 27 —


https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.181602
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0603001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.065007
https://arxiv.org/abs/0905.1317
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10714-010-1034-0, 10.1142/S0218271810018529
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10714-010-1034-0, 10.1142/S0218271810018529
https://arxiv.org/abs/1005.3035
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/31/21/214002
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/31/21/214002
https://arxiv.org/abs/1212.5183
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2013)092
https://arxiv.org/abs/1306.4004
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2015)048
https://arxiv.org/abs/1406.5859
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.91.086013
https://arxiv.org/abs/1412.5175
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2013)014
https://arxiv.org/abs/1303.1080
https://doi.org/10.1002/prop.201500095
https://arxiv.org/abs/1411.0690
https://doi.org/10.1002/prop.201500093, 10.1002/prop.201500092
https://arxiv.org/abs/1403.5695
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.90.126007
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.90.126007
https://arxiv.org/abs/1406.2678
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2016)094
https://arxiv.org/abs/1609.03991

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]

V. Balasubramanian, B. Craps, T. De Jonckheere and G. Sarosi, Entanglement versus
entwinement in symmetric product orbifolds, JHEP 01 (2019) 190 [1806.02871].

J. Erdmenger and M. Gerbershagen, Entwinement as a possible alternative to complexity, JHEP
03 (2020) 082 [1910.05352].

J.R. David, G. Mandal and S.R. Wadia, Microscopic formulation of black holes in string theory,
Phys. Rept. 369 (2002) 549 [hep-th/0203048].

T. Hartman, C.A. Keller and B. Stoica, Universal Spectrum of 2d Conformal Field Theory in
the Large ¢ Limit, JHEP 09 (2014) 118 [1405.5137].

P. Calabrese and J.L. Cardy, Entanglement entropy and quantum field theory, J. Stat. Mech.
0406 (2004) P06002 [hep-th/0405152].

M. Gerbershagen, Monodromy methods for torus conformal blocks and entanglement entropy at
large central charge, 2101.11642.

T. Hartman, Entanglement Entropy at Large Central Charge, 1303.6955.

G. Giribet, C. Hull, M. Kleban, M. Porrati and E. Rabinovici, Superstrings on AdSs at || = 1,
JHEP 08 (2018) 204 [1803.04420].

M.R. Gaberdiel and R. Gopakumar, Tensionless string spectra on AdSs, JHEP 05 (2018) 085
[1803.04423].

L. Eberhardt, M.R. Gaberdiel and R. Gopakumar, The Worldsheet Dual of the Symmetric
Product CFT, JHEP 04 (2019) 103 [1812.01007].

L. Eberhardt, M.R. Gaberdiel and R. Gopakumar, Deriving the AdSs/CFTs correspondence,
JHEP 02 (2020) 136 [1911.00378].

A. Dei, M.R. Gaberdiel, R. Gopakumar and B. Knighton, Free field world-sheet correlators for
AdSs, JHEP 02 (2021) 081 [2009.11308].

L. Eberhardt, Partition functions of the tensionless string, JHEP 03 (2021) 176 [2008.07533].

S.G. Avery, B.D. Chowdhury and S.D. Mathur, Deforming the D1D5 CFT away from the
orbifold point, JHEP 06 (2010) 031 [1002.3132].

S.G. Avery, B.D. Chowdhury and S.D. Mathur, FExzcitations in the deformed D1D5 CFT, JHEP
06 (2010) 032 [1003.2746].

A. Pakman, L. Rastelli and S.S. Razamat, A Spin Chain for the Symmetric Product CFT(2),
JHEP 05 (2010) 099 [0912.0959].

C.T. Asplund and S.G. Avery, Evolution of Entanglement Entropy in the D1-D5 Brane System,
Phys. Rev. D84 (2011) 124053 [1108.2510].

B.A. Burrington, A.W. Peet and 1.G. Zadeh, Operator mizing for string states in the D1-D5
CFT near the orbifold point, Phys. Rev. D 87 (2013) 106001 [1211.6699].

Z. Carson, S. Hampton, S.D. Mathur and D. Turton, Effect of the deformation operator in the
D1D5 CFT, JHEP 01 (2015) 071 [1410.4543].

Z. Carson, S. Hampton, S.D. Mathur and D. Turton, Effect of the twist operator in the D1D5
CFT, JHEP 08 (2014) 064 [1405.0259].

— 928 —


https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2019)190
https://arxiv.org/abs/1806.02871
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2020)082
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2020)082
https://arxiv.org/abs/1910.05352
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0370-1573(02)00271-5
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0203048
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2014)118
https://arxiv.org/abs/1405.5137
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-5468/2004/06/P06002
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-5468/2004/06/P06002
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0405152
https://arxiv.org/abs/2101.11642
https://arxiv.org/abs/1303.6955
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2018)204
https://arxiv.org/abs/1803.04420
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2018)085
https://arxiv.org/abs/1803.04423
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2019)103
https://arxiv.org/abs/1812.01007
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2020)136
https://arxiv.org/abs/1911.00378
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2021)081
https://arxiv.org/abs/2009.11306
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2021)176
https://arxiv.org/abs/2008.07533
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2010)031
https://arxiv.org/abs/1002.3132
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2010)032
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2010)032
https://arxiv.org/abs/1003.2746
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2010)099
https://arxiv.org/abs/0912.0959
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.84.124053
https://arxiv.org/abs/1108.2510
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.87.106001
https://arxiv.org/abs/1211.6699
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2015)071
https://arxiv.org/abs/1410.4543
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2014)064
https://arxiv.org/abs/1405.0259

[33] Z. Carson, S.D. Mathur and D. Turton, Bogoliubov coefficients for the twist operator in the
D1D5 CFT, Nucl. Phys. B 889 (2014) 443 [1406.6977].

[34] Z. Carson, S. Hampton and S.D. Mathur, Second order effect of twist deformations in the D1D5
CFT, JHEP 04 (2016) 115 [1511.04046].

[35] M.R. Gaberdiel, C. Peng and 1.G. Zadeh, Higgsing the stringy higher spin symmetry, JHEP 10
(2015) 101 [1506.02045].

[36] Z. Carson, S. Hampton and S.D. Mathur, One-Loop Transition Amplitudes in the D1D5 CFT,
JHEP 01 (2017) 006 [1606.06212].

[37] Z. Carson, S. Hampton and S.D. Mathur, Full action of two deformation operators in the D1D5
CFT, JHEP 11 (2017) 096 [1612.03886].

[38] B.A. Burrington, I.T. Jardine and A.W. Peet, Operator mizing in deformed D1D5 CFT and the
OPE on the cover, JHEP 06 (2017) 149 [1703.04744].

[39] S. Hampton, S.D. Mathur and I.G. Zadeh, Lifting of D1-D5-P states, JHEP 01 (2019) 075
[1804.10097].

[40] B. Guo and S.D. Mathur, Lifting of states in 2-dimensional N = 4 supersymmetric CFTs,
JHEP 10 (2019) 155 [1905.11923|.

[41] B. Guo and S.D. Mathur, Lifting of level-1 states in the D1D5 CFT, JHEP 03 (2020) 028
[1912.05567].

[42] B. Guo and S.D. Mathur, Lifting at higher levels in the D1D5 CFT, JHEP 11 (2020) 145
[2008.01274].

[43] A.A. Lima, G.M. Sotkov and M. Stanishkov, On the Dynamics of Protected Ramond Ground
States in the D1-D5 CFT, 2103.04459.

[44] B. Czech, X. Dong and J. Sully, Holographic Reconstruction of General Bulk Surfaces, JHEP
11 (2014) 015 [1406.4889].

[45] B. Czech and L. Lamprou, Holographic definition of points and distances, Phys. Rev. D 90
(2014) 106005 [1409.4473].

[46] B. Czech, L. Lamprou, S. McCandlish and J. Sully, Integral Geometry and Holography, JHEP
10 (2015) 175 [1505.05515].

[47] C.T. Asplund, N. Callebaut and C. Zukowski, Equivalence of Emergent de Sitter Spaces from
Conformal Field Theory, JHEP 09 (2016) 154 [1604.02687].

[48] J.-d. Zhang and B. Chen, Kinematic Space and Wormholes, JHEP 01 (2017) 092 [1610.07134].

[49] J.C. Cresswell and A.W. Peet, Kinematic space for conical defects, JHEP 11 (2017) 155
[1708.09838].

[50] R. Abt, J. Erdmenger, M. Gerbershagen, C.M. Melby-Thompson and C. Northe, Holographic
Subregion Complezity from Kinematic Space, JHEP 01 (2019) 012 [1805.10298].

[61] M. Freedman and M. Headrick, Bit threads and holographic entanglement, Commun. Math.
Phys. 352 (2017) 407 [1604.00354].

[52] M. Headrick and V.E. Hubeny, Riemannian and Lorentzian flow-cut theorems, Class. Quant.
Grav. 35 (2018) 10 [1710.09516].

— 929 —


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2014.10.018
https://arxiv.org/abs/1406.6977
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2016)115
https://arxiv.org/abs/1511.04046
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2015)101
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2015)101
https://arxiv.org/abs/1506.02045
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2017)006
https://arxiv.org/abs/1606.06212
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2017)096
https://arxiv.org/abs/1612.03886
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2017)149
https://arxiv.org/abs/1703.04744
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2019)075
https://arxiv.org/abs/1804.10097
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2019)155
https://arxiv.org/abs/1905.11923
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2020)028
https://arxiv.org/abs/1912.05567
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2020)145
https://arxiv.org/abs/2008.01274
https://arxiv.org/abs/2103.04459
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2014)015
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2014)015
https://arxiv.org/abs/1406.4889
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.90.106005
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.90.106005
https://arxiv.org/abs/1409.4473
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2015)175
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2015)175
https://arxiv.org/abs/1505.05515
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2016)154
https://arxiv.org/abs/1604.02687
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2017)092
https://arxiv.org/abs/1610.07134
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2017)155
https://arxiv.org/abs/1708.09838
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2019)012
https://arxiv.org/abs/1805.10298
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00220-016-2796-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00220-016-2796-3
https://arxiv.org/abs/1604.00354
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/aab83c
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/aab83c
https://arxiv.org/abs/1710.09516

[53]

[60]

[61]

[62]

[65]

[66]

[67]

[68]

[69]

[70]

[71]

S.X. Cui, P. Hayden, T. He, M. Headrick, B. Stoica and M. Walter, Bit Threads and
Holographic Monogamy, Commun. Math. Phys. 376 (2019) 609 [1808.05234].

C.A. Agén, E. Céceres and J.F. Pedraza, Bit threads, Finstein’s equations and bulk locality,
JHEP 01 (2021) 193 [2007.07907].

N. Engelhardt and A.C. Wall, Extremal Surface Barriers, JHEP 03 (2014) 068 [1312.3699].

M. Goldstein and E. Sela, Symmetry-resolved entanglement in many-body systems, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 120 (2018) 200602 [1711.09418].

J.C. Xavier, F.C. Alcaraz and G. Sierra, Fquipartition of the entanglement entropy, Phys. Rewv.
B 98 (2018) 041106 [1804.06357].

R. Bonsignori, P. Ruggiero and P. Calabrese, Symmetry resolved entanglement in free fermionic
systems, J. Phys. A 52 (2019) 475302 [1907.02084].

H. Barghathi, E. Casiano-Diaz and A. Del Maestro, Operationally accessible entanglement of
one-dimensional spinless fermions, Phys. Rev. A 100 (2019) 022324 [1905.03312].

N. Feldman and M. Goldstein, Dynamics of Charge-Resolved Entanglement after a Local
Quench, Phys. Rev. B 100 (2019) 235146 [1905.10749].

S. Fraenkel and M. Goldstein, Symmetry resolved entanglement: FExact results in 1D and
beyond, J. Stat. Mech. 2003 (2020) 033106 [1910.08459].

M.T. Tan and S. Ryu, Particle number fluctuations, Rényi entropy, and symmetry-resolved
entanglement entropy in a two-dimensional Fermi gas from multidimensional bosonization,
Phys. Rev. B 101 (2020) 235169 [1911.01451].

S. Murciano, P. Ruggiero and P. Calabrese, Symmetry resolved entanglement in two-dimensional
systems via dimensional reduction, J. Stat. Mech. 2008 (2020) 083102 [2003.11453].

L. Capizzi, P. Ruggiero and P. Calabrese, Symmetry resolved entanglement entropy of excited
states in a CFT, Journal of Statistical Mechanics: Theory and Ezperiment 2020 (2020) 073101
[2003.04670)].

X. Turkeshi, P. Ruggiero, V. Alba and P. Calabrese, Entanglement equipartition in critical
random spin chains, Phys. Rev. B 102 (2020) 014455 [2005.03331].

S. Murciano, G. Di Giulio and P. Calabrese, Entanglement and symmetry resolution in two
dimensional free quantum field theories, JHEP 08 (2020) 073 [2006.09069].

D.X. Horvath and P. Calabrese, Symmetry resolved entanglement in integrable field theories via
form factor bootstrap, JHEP 11 (2020) 131 [2008.08553].

D. Azses and E. Sela, Symmetry-resolved entanglement in symmetry-protected topological
phases, Phys. Rev. B 102 (2020) 235157 [2008.09332].

S. Zhao, C. Northe and R. Meyer, Symmetry-Resolved Entanglement in AdSs/CFTy coupled to
U(1) Chern-Simons Theory, 2012.11274.

D.X. Horvath, L. Capizzi and P. Calabrese, U(1) symmetry resolved entanglement in free 1+1
dimensional field theories via form factor bootstrap, 2103.03197.

T. Faulkner, The Entanglement Renyi Entropies of Disjoint Intervals in AdS/CFT, 1303.7221.

— 30 —


https://doi.org/10.1007/s00220-019-03510-8
https://arxiv.org/abs/1808.05234
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2021)193
https://arxiv.org/abs/2007.07907
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2014)068
https://arxiv.org/abs/1312.3699
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.200602
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.200602
https://arxiv.org/abs/1711.09418
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.98.041106
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.98.041106
https://arxiv.org/abs/1804.06357
https://doi.org/10.1088/1751-8121/ab4b77
https://arxiv.org/abs/1907.02084
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.100.022324
https://arxiv.org/abs/1905.03312
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.100.235146
https://arxiv.org/abs/1905.10749
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-5468/ab7753
https://arxiv.org/abs/1910.08459
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.101.235169
https://arxiv.org/abs/1911.01451
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-5468/aba1e5
https://arxiv.org/abs/2003.11453
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-5468/ab96b6
https://arxiv.org/abs/2003.04670
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.102.014455
https://arxiv.org/abs/2005.03331
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2020)073
https://arxiv.org/abs/2006.09069
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2020)131
https://arxiv.org/abs/2008.08553
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.102.235157
https://arxiv.org/abs/2008.09332
https://arxiv.org/abs/2012.11274
https://arxiv.org/abs/2103.03197
https://arxiv.org/abs/1303.7221

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

[73] R. Dijkgraaf, G.W. Moore, E.P. Verlinde and H.L. Verlinde, Elliptic genera of symmetric
products and second quantized strings, Commun. Math. Phys. 185 (1997) 197
[hep-th/9608096].

[74] R. Dijkgraaf, Fields, strings, matrices and symmetric products, hep-th/9912104.

[75] P. Bantay, Symmetric products, permutation orbifolds and discrete torsion, Lett. Math. Phys.
63 (2003) 209 [hep-th/0004025].

[76] C.A. Keller, Phase transitions in symmetric orbifold CFTs and universality, JHEP 03 (2011)
114 [1101.4937).

[77] J. de Boer, Large N elliptic genus and AdS / CFT correspondence, JHEP 05 (1999) 017
[hep-th/9812240].

[78] R. Balian, Gain of information in a quantum measurement, European Journal of Physics 10
(1989) 208.

[79] H.M. Wiseman and J.A. Vaccaro, Entanglement of Indistinguishable Particles Shared between
Two Parties, Phys. Rev. Lett. 91 (2003) 097902 [quant-ph/0210002].

[80] I. Klich and L.S. Levitov, Scaling of entanglement entropy and superselection rules, arXiv
e-prints (2008) arXiv:0812.0006 [0812.0006].

[81] A. Lukin, M. Rispoli, R. Schittko, M.E. Tai, A.M. Kaufman, S. Choi et al., Probing
entanglement in a many-body—localized system, Science 364 (2019) 256 [1805.09819].

[82] A. Belin, C.A. Keller and A. Maloney, Permutation Orbifolds in the large N Limit, 1509.01256.

[83] A. Belin, C.A. Keller and 1.G. Zadeh, Genus two partition functions and Rényi entropies of
large ¢ conformal field theories, J. Phys. A 50 (2017) 435401 [1704.08250].

— 31 —


https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2013)090
https://arxiv.org/abs/1304.4926
https://doi.org/10.1007/s002200050087
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9608096
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9912104
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1024453119772
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1024453119772
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0004025
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2011)114
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2011)114
https://arxiv.org/abs/1101.4937
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/1999/05/017
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9812240
https://doi.org/10.1088/0143-0807/10/3/010
https://doi.org/10.1088/0143-0807/10/3/010
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.91.097902
https://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0210002
https://arxiv.org/abs/0812.0006
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aau0818
https://arxiv.org/abs/1805.09819
https://arxiv.org/abs/1509.01256
https://doi.org/10.1088/1751-8121/aa8a11
https://arxiv.org/abs/1704.08250

	1 Introduction
	2 SN orbifold at large N
	3 Entanglement in the SN orbifold theory
	3.1 Single interval
	3.2 Multiple intervals and two-sided black holes

	4 String theory interpretation
	5 Deformations of the SN orbifold
	6 Discussion
	A Partition function of the SN orbifold
	A.1 Recursion formula
	A.2 Sn partition function at large n
	A.3 Contribution of single twisted sectors at large N

	B Probability factors for the decomposition into twisted sectors
	C Entanglement entropy for single twisted sectors
	D Anomalous dimensions for primaries of the SN orbifold

