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Abstract

We evaluate the entanglement wedge cross section (EWCS) in asymptotically AdS geometries
which are dual to boundary excited states. We carry out a perturbative analysis for calculating
EWCS between the vacuum and other states for a symmetric configuration consisting of two
disjoint strips and obtain analytical results in the specific regimes of the parameter space. In
particular, when the states described by purely gravitational excitations in the bulk we find that
the leading correction to EWCS is negative and hence the correlation between the boundary
subregions decreases. We also study other types of excitations upon adding the extra matter
fields including current and scalar condensate. Our study reveals some generic properties of
boundary information measures dual to EWCS, e.g., entanglement of purification, logarithmic
negativity and reflected entropy. Finally, we discuss how these results are consistent with the
behavior of other correlation measures including the holographic mutual information.
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1 Introduction

The gauge/gravity duality has stimulated a wide variety of recent efforts investigating the entangle-
ment properties of quantum field theories (QFTs) and also the connection between entanglement
and geometry, e.g., see [1,2]. In this context, certain entanglement measures of the boundary QFT
can be related to the geometric quantities that live in the bulk spacetime. The best studied example
is the Ryu-Takayanagi (RT) prescription, which provides a holographic realization of the entangle-
ment entropy corresponding to a spatial boundary subregion A [3]. In this case, the holographic
entanglement entropy (HEE) can be computed as

Sy = minariz(jl;f‘), (1.1)

where I'4 is a bulk minimal hypersurface which ends on the boundary of A. It is important to
highlight that entanglement entropy (EE) is a unique measure of quantum entanglement when
the global state is pure. However, for a mixed state EE measures both classical and quantum
correlations and in order to isolate the quantum correlations we should consider other measures,
e.g., entanglement of purification (EoP), logarithmic negativity and reflected entropy. Much of our
analysis in this paper will focus on studying EoP in different holographic settings, so we proceed
by reviewing its definition.

EoP is a measure of total (both quantum and classical) correlations which coincides with EE
for pure states. In general, it is a difficult quantity to obtain and only recently numerical lattice
calculations have been developed for QFTs [4,5]. In order to define this quantity, let us consider a
bipartite system with Hilbert space equal to the direct product of two factors, i.e., H = Ha @ Hp.

Assuming that a mixed state on H is described by a density matrix pap, we can purify it into a



Figure 1: Left: The shaded region is the entanglement wedge corresponding to the boundary subre-

gion A. Middle: The case where the entanglement wedge is connected, i.e., I'aup = FS&B U Ff&B.

In this case EWCS is proportional to the area of X oup. Right: The case where the entanglement
wedge is disconnected, i.e., 'aup = I'4 UT'p and the corresponding EWCS vanishes.

pure state [¢) by adding auxiliary degrees of freedom to H such that pap = trap/|1)(¢|. In this
case the EoP is defined as [6]

Ep(4, B) = min S (pa) (1.2)

where paua = trgp/|1)(1|. There are several useful inequalities which the EoP satisfies generally,

e.g.,

I(A,B) <2Ep(A,B) <2min{Sa4, Sg},
I(A,B)+I(A,C) <2Ep(A,BUC), (1.3)

where I(A, B) is the mutual information given as follows
I(A,B) =S4+ Sp — Saus. (1.4)

Recently, there are many attempts to construct a holographic prescription for mixed state cor-
relation measures which have led to a remarkably rich and varied range of new insights, e.g., [7-10].
A common feature of these studies is that all of the aforementioned correlation measures have a
unique holographic counterpart which is the entanglement wedge cross section (EWCS). Before we
proceed, let us recall the definition of EWCS in a simple holographic setup. Considering a spatial
region A in the boundary field theory, the entanglement wedge is the bulk region corresponding
to the reduced density matrix p4 and whose boundary is A U T4 (see the left panel in figure 1).
Note that for static geometries the entire configuration lies on a constant time slice. Similarly, this
construction can be easily extended to more general cases where the boundary region is composed of
multiple subregions. In particular, when the boundary region is union of two disjoint subregions A

and B the boundary of the entanglement wedge is AU BUT 4p. In this case, keeping the geometry



of A and B fixed while their separation varies, the entanglement wedge has a phase transition due to
the competition between two different configurations for the corresponding RT hypersurface I' 4up
(see the middle and right panels in figure 1). For small separations the connected configuration is
favored and we have I'yup = I‘SL)J g U Fg& p- On the other hand, for large separations the discon-
nected configuration is favored, and hence I' 4y = I'4 UT'g. Now for connected configuration the

EWCS is defined to be the minimal cross-sectional area of the entanglement wedge, i.e.,

area(XAuB)

Ew (A, B) = min e

. (1.5)
Note that for disconnected configuration X 4,5 becomes empty and the corresponding Eyy vanishes.
In [7,8], a holographic proposal has been developed to describe the EoP corresponding to a general

state in the boundary theory as follows

Based on this conjecture, it was shown that, the resultant quantity reproduces all the desired
properties of EoP, e.g., eqs. (1.3). As we have already mentioned above there exist other boundary
measures which seem to be dual to EWCS. Other proposals that make a connection between Eyy
and different boundary correlation measures can be summarized as follows [9, 10]

SR(Av B) 5(14, B)

By(4,B) = S5 = =22, (1.7)

where Sy and &€ are reflected entropy and logarithmic negativity, respectively.! Here yq is a constant
which depends on the dimension of the spacetime. Let us also mention that in [12] another measure
of correlations the so-called odd (entanglement) entropy introduced which can be extracted from
EWCS using

So(A, B) = Ey (A, B) + S(AU B). (1.8)

The above proposals pass a variety of consistency checks which provide important pieces of evi-
dence for finding holographic duals of EWCS. See [13-20] for various studies of general properties
of EWCS and its holographic counterparts in static geometries. Further, the nonequilibrium evolu-
tion of EWCS for various quench protocols has been considered in [21-26]. Related investigations
attempting to better understand the corresponding measures from the perspective of the boundary
field theory have also appeared in [27-31].

This paper presents another step in this research program, in which we investigate the behavior of
EWCS for different bulk geometries dual to boundary excited states. Indeed, developing a proper
understanding of EWCS on the gravity side is essential to properly test the various holographic

'However, we must add that the connection between EWCS and logarithmic negativity was recently called into
question by [11]. In particular, the derivations of [10] were shown to not apply for bulk solutions that break the replica
symmetry.



proposals noted above in egs. (1.6), (1.7) and (1.8). In particular, we will consider states described
by purely gravitational excitations in the bulk where the stress tensor is the only operator that has
a nonvanishing expectation value. In this case, we will determine the leading corrections to Ey and
other correlation measures including HEE and HMI. We also consider more generic perturbations
away from the vacuum, when other operators acquire nontrivial expectation values. Although for
a generic excited state our analysis requires numerical treatment, we present some analytic results
for the variation of EWCS in the specific regimes of the parameter space. Let us recall that similar
studies as we consider here were also considered in [32-39] to obtain insights into the behavior of
HEE for excited states. We will elaborate more on these issues in the discussion section.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: In section 2, we briefly review the related analysis
on EWCS for AdS black brane geometries including both thermal and charged excitations. In section
3, we consider a specific class of anisotropic boundary excited states which are dual to AdS plane
wave geometries and study the properties of EWCS, where we present both numerical and analytic
results. Next, in section 4 we study this quantity for momentum relaxation geometries where in
the dual description additional scalar operators are excited. In section 5, we extend our studies
to general boundary excited states which are dual to asymptotically AdS geometries. Finally, we

briefly discuss our results and indicate some possible future directions, in section 6.

2 AdS Black Brane Geometries

In this section we review the holographic information measures for AdS black brane geometries.
In particular, we consider a d-dimensional boundary field theory with nonzero temperature and

density dual to a charged AdS black brane geometry with a metric given by

s R’ 2 - o dr? N L

ds® = = | —f(r)dt* + > da? + oIk Fr)=1—(1+dr7) 5+ 55, (21)
r P r ry ry

where R and rj, denote the AdS and horizon radius, respectively. Also ¢ is proportional to the

charge density and related to the boundary chemical potential u, i.e., ¢ = 4/ %u. From this

metric, one obtains that the temperature and energy density of the equilibrium state are given by

d d—2
47T7'h < d q rh) ) 5 ( +q Th) &, ( )

(d—1)RI—!
167G N

this geometry takes the form of that for an ideal fluid, i.e.,

where € = Tid Notice that the expectation value of the energy-momentum tensor dual to

. 1 1
(Tyv) = diag (17 a—1"" ’d—l) €. (2.3)

In the extremal limit where the temperature vanishes we have qgr,% =T di2) and the blackening

factor has a double zero at r = ry,.



In order to find the HEE, in the following, we focus on the case of a strip entangling region lies

on a constant time slice, i.e.,
0<z9, - ,2g-1 <L (2.4)

where ¢ < L. In this case assuming that the minimal hypersurface has a translation invariance, its

profile will be determined by an embedding z(r) and then using egs. (1.1) and (2.1) the entropy

RTIL2 o dr 1

where the prime indicates derivative with respect to r. The profile for the minimal hypersurface is

functional is computed as

then obtained by minimizing the above functional. Since there is no explicit x(r) dependence, the
corresponding momentum is a conserved quantity and hence the equation determining the profile

simplifies to

1
= , (2.6)

S =) 50

where r; denotes the location of the turning point of I'4. Further, using the above expression the

width of the entangling region can be written as follows

Tt 1
(= 2/ dr . (2.7)
0 ,2(d=1)
(= -1) s
Also plugging eq. (2.6) back into eq. (2.5) the HEE reads
d—17d-2 Tt
2Gn .

rd—1 :
r2(d—1)
\/(1 - T2(dl)> f(r)
t

On the other hand using holographic prescription we can find the HMI and EoP corresponding to a
certain combined boundary region A U B. In the following, we consider a symmetric configuration
consisting of two disjoint strips with equal width ¢ separated by h. Note that these measures
are nontrivial only for connected configurations, i.e., Saup = S(2¢ + h) + S(h), and vanish for
disconnected ones, i.e., Squp = 25(¢), when ¥ 4p becomes empty. Hence throughout the following,
we will assume that the connected configuration is favored. In this case due to a reflection symmetry
about z = 0, ¥ 4up runs along the radial direction and connects the corresponding turning points
of I'y, and I'gpyp. Note that, keeping ¢ fixed while h increases, the EWCS has a discontinuous

phase transition such that ¥ 4,5 becomes empty when the two regions are distant enough [7]. This



behavior is due to the competition between two different configurations for the entanglement wedge.
Assuming £ > h, the connected configuration has the minimal area and we obtain a non-zero EWCS.

Using eq. (1.5) the corresponding functional becomes

RdflLd72 Ty d
_ / r (2.9)
Td

Fw =
W 4GN ’I"dil\/f’

where rg (r,) denotes the corresponding turning point of I'y, (I'ypyp). Finding the explicit depen-
dence of HEE and EWCS on boundary quantities such as temperature or chemical potential requires
computing the above integrals, which is a rather intricate task. So in the following, we present two
specific examples in which we evaluate the variation of different measures due to the perturbations
around the vacuum. We will consider thermal and charged excitations separately for which the

leading order corrections can be obtained explicitly.

2.1 Thermal Excitations

In this case we consider (¢ = 0,7 # 0) limit where the excited state is a thermal state at zero charge
density. Focusing on low temperature limit we have ¢T" < 1. From eq. (2.2) this constraint can be
expressed in terms of the bulk parameters as r; < rp,. In this case r; is close to the boundary and
eq. (2.7) has the leading behavior

v F<d%) (”)d : (2.10)

b=r | c+ —
d+1 d+
(d+ 1)1 (m) "h
_ 2l (55) o : . : _
where ¢ = 1“(71 > 0. Inverting this equation, we can represent the turning point as a function
2d—2
of ¢
I (L d
14 ) N3 d—1 1 (2.11)
T = — — — . .
e (d+ 1)cd+1r< +1) T
2d—2

That is, increasing the temperature, the turning point of the extremal hypersurface decreases. In

this limit, the leading order behavior of eq. (2.8) reduces to

d
g Rd—lLd—2 1 B c ﬁ(d - 2) I <E> ﬁ (2 12)
=26y \ T () |

In principle then, we can invert the above expression to write our result in terms of the boundary
quantities ¢ and €. Combining the above results, we obtain the first order correction to HEE as

follows

AS =8 — Spgs = L7202, (2.13)



where

(2.14)

Notice that Saqs is the vacuum contribution given by Sagqs = % (él% — 26;—‘_12). In what
follows we will use this AS notation in several parts of this paper. Note that ¢ > 0 and hence
thermal excitations increase the HEE. This behavior is due to the fact that the number of degrees
of freedom grows as we excite the system. It is worth to mention that the above relation between the
leading order variation of HEE and the expectation value of the stress tensor, known as the first law
of entanglement, was first noted in the holographic calculations of [32] and further derived in [34]
using the positivity of the relative entropy (see also [35,36] for related studies). Indeed, in [34] it was
shown that the first order variation in the entanglement entropy for a spatial subregion equals with
the first order variation in the expectation value of the modular Hamiltonian which is a complicated
object that cannot be expressed as an integral of local operators. Note that, in cases where the
modular Hamiltonian is explicitly known, it is given by an integral of the energy density over the
interior of the entangling region weighted by a shape dependent profile. In addition, as shown in [40]
the first law of entanglement captures the same information as the linearized Einstein’s equations.

Further, these results allow us to find the variation of other correlation measures. For example,
considering a boundary configuration consisting of two disjoint strips with equal width ¢ separated

by h, we can obtain the variation of HMI

Al =1 — Ipgg = —26L2 (0 + h)?e, (2.15)

. . . . o Rd*lLd72Cd71 1 1 . 1
where Iaqg is the vacuum contribution given by Iaqs = NA=2)Cn (2(2”}1)4_2 + spa—2 764—2)

The minus sign shows that the thermal excitations decrease the HMI and hence reduce the total
correlation between the subregions.
Next we examine the variation of EoP due to the increase in energy at low temperature using

eq. (2.9). At this limit, we can expand Ey for large r,, which yields [14]

RdflLd72 1 1 RdflLde 7.2 _ 7,2
Ew = — — —73 v 4 (2.16)
4(d - Q)GN 'rd Tu 16GN ’I“h

Now, we use eq. (2.11) to express r4 and 7, in terms of £ and h. As a result, the variation of EoP

becomes

AEw = Ew — Ewaas = CL™20({ + h)e, (2.17)



where

c_ 4 1 4y/m F(%)

d
= , (2.18)
d—1)c? d+1 d+1
@0 " @rler (42,)
and Eyyags is the vacuum contribution given by Ewaqs = Rd&;{géﬁjﬁ (hd1—2 G Hi)d_Q). Notice

that C < 0 and hence the finite temperature corrections decrease the EoP. Regarding the EoP as a
measure of total correlation between the two subregions, we see that thermal excitations promote
disentangling between them. Further, comparing eq. (2.17) with eq. (2.13) we see that in the case
of two adjacent intervals, i.e., h < /¢, the variation of EoP is proportional to the variation of HEE
up to a negative constant. At this point, let us recall that in d = 2 the variation of these measures

in the same limit takes the following simple form [14]

T h s h
S 3£€+O<€>’ W 3564-0(6), (2.19)
which shows that at leading order AFy, = —AS and hence the measures change with the same rate

(in this case we have |C| = ¢ = §). On the other hand, in higher dimensions |C| < ¢ and thus the
variation of HEE becomes more pronounced.

Before closing this section, let us comment further on the computation of the first order correc-
tions to the holographic correlation measures, e.g., HEE and EoP, under the metric perturbation.
In the absence of perturbations, we have a pure AdS geometry and the HEE for a spatial subregion
A is given in terms of the area of a minimal hypersurface I'4. Now, consider an arbitrary small
perturbation to the AdS geometry which is dual to small deviation of the boundary vacuum state.
We expect that both the area functional and the shape of the extremal hypersurface are modified
and the corresponding HEE changes. More explicitly, we have 'y =+ T'a+0I"4 and S4 — S4+954.
However, considering the first order corrections to HEE, one can show that any change in the profile
of the minimal hypersurface will not contribute to 54. Hence we can evaluate the linear change
in the HEE by evaluating the area functional on I'4 in the perturbed background [40]. Note that
in this case the boundary subregion A is fixed and thus the boundary condition for the minimal
hypersurface does not change.

Turning now to the computation of the first order correction to EoP, we should find the minimal
cross-sectional area of the entanglement wedge, i.e., X 4up, in the perturbed geometry. Recall that
by definition, the entanglement wedge is bounded by A U B U T 4up and hence any change in the
position of the RT hypersurface, modifies the profile of ¥ 4,p5. This means that the boundary
condition for ¥ 4,p changes under metric perturbation, while keeping A and B fixed. Hence we
expect that the variation of I'4up plays a central role in evaluating the correction to EoP even at
leading order. As an example, consider the symmetric configuration consisting of two disjoint strips

with equal width. In this case due to the reflection symmetry X 4up lies entirely on x = 0 slice



both for pure AdS geometry and for any homogeneous excitations around it.2 On the other hand,
because the turning points of the corresponding RT hypersurfaces, i.e., I'y, and I'gpyp,, are modified
the limits of integration in eq. (2.9) change which give a nontrivial contribution to AEy . Further,
we note that in the present example, turning on the temperature, the RT hypersurfaces move away
from the horizon to smaller values of r. In the following, we will see that similar results apply for

other types of excitations.

2.2 Charged Excitations

In this case we consider a charged black brane which is dual to a finite temperature boundary
state with a nonzero chemical potential for some conserved charge. We assume that the chemical
potential is of the same order as temperature, i.e, 4 ~ T, and of course, as in the previous case,
we assume /T < 1. Again, these constraints can be expressed in terms of the bulk parameters as

grn ~ O(1) and r; < rp,. Thus, 7 is close to the boundary and eq. (2.7) yields

Th

TR P S P

ry = — — — h
d+ 1)cd+1 dt1 2d — 1)c2d—1 1
NI =D (L)

2
We see once again (as in the neutral case) that at leading order the turning point is a decreasing

function of the excitation parameter. Substituting the above expression into eq. (2.8), we obtain

d
R1LA2 Jrd—1)T (m) 5y 1

4 Th 5q-9>
4G 2d — 1)cd 1 2d—2
N et p (m) U

AS(q) = (1 +¢*r}) AS —

(2.21)

where AS is defined in eq. (2.13). Note that at leading order the charged excitations increase the
HEE, while higher order correction is negative. A similar calculation for EoP functional eq. (2.9)
shows that

Rd—lLd—2 1 1 2 _ .2 2,2 ,.d _ ,.d
EW _ . + (1 + q27,]%)ru Td o grpTy —Tg . (2'22)

4G N (d— 2)7“372 (d— 2)7“372 47’% 2d T,Qﬁbdfz

Hence using eq. (2.20) the variation of EoP becomes

RIILA=2 ) o (20+ h)? — b

AEw(q) = (1 + QQT}ZL) AEw + 1Gy Coq’ry, 242 ) (2.23)
h
where AEyy is given by eq. (2.17) and C, is a constant factor which can be written as
vrd T (Qdd—2> 1
Cqy = (2.24)

2d — 1)cd+1 1\ 2dcd”
(2d —1)c r<m> c

2Here by homogeneous excitations we mean excitations being independent of z, so that the profile of EWCS does
not change.



Therefore, the charged excitations decrease the EoP at leading order and hence reduce the total
correlation between the two subregions. Note that C, > 0 and thus the subleading term is positive.
Further, using eq. (2.21) we see that the corresponding HMI decreases at leading order. This
is perfectly consistent with eq. (2.23) since both HMI and EoP are measures of total correlation

between the subregions.

3 AdS Plane Wave Geometries

In this section, we would like to generalize the previous analysis to determine corrections to the
EoP in a class of boundary excited states which are dual to the AdS plane wave geometries. These
gravitational backgrounds are dual to anisotropically excited states in a QFT with a constant energy

flux. The bulk geometry will be an asymptotically AdS;,1 black brane with a metric given by [41]

ds? = f—? (—2dm+d:c— +3 da?+ dr2> + R*Tr?2(da™)?. (3.1)
=1

Here 7T is proportional to the boundary energy density, i.e., T o« T4+ and based on the null energy
condition, the range 7 > 0 is allowed. The 2 and x~ coordinates are light-like defined as

:t_tj:fEd_l

V2

As shown in [42,43] the metric (3.1) arises from the boosted AdS black brane in the limit of infinite

boost. Let us recall that the boosted AdS black brane geometries, also known as the regularized

x

(3.2)

AdS plane waves, are dual to a uniformly boosted strongly coupled large N thermal state. The

corresponding metric is given by [34]

) R 2 2 o7 2 - o dr? r
ds* = 5 | =8 +dwfy + 975 (At + vdea)’ + > da? + 7w ) fr)=1- 5, (33)
h i=1 h
where v is the velocity and v~2 = 1 — v2. This geometry is dual to a thermal plasma which is

boosted along the x4 direction with the following expressions for temperature and energy density

d d
= E=(14+-—7%2) e 3.4
dmyry,’ < +d_1'yv>s (3.4)
Note that defining 7 = % and considering v — 1 while 7, — oo one can show that eq.
h

(3.3) reduces to eq. (3.1). It is important to mention that the dual states described by purely
gravitational excitations in the bulk because the stress tensor is the only operator that has a
nonvanishing expectation value.

In the following, we first study the behavior of the correlation measures in a boosted AdS black

brane and then we examine their variation in the limit of infinite boost. Note that, due to the

10



boosting along a certain direction the rotational symmetry in the boundary theory is broken and
the corresponding HEE shows a number of interesting features [44,45]. It is worth to mention
that the HEE in AdS plane wave geometry has been studied in [46]. Also, the behavior and phase
transitions of HMI in this background has been analyzed in [47].

3.1 EWCS in Boosted AdS Black Brane

In this section, we apply holographic prescription to find the EoP using eq. (1.5) for configurations
consisting of thin long strips. In order to investigate the behavior of EoP, we consider two different
types of boundary subregions: (a) the width of the entangling region is orthogonal to the direction of
boost, i.e., x4_1, called case A, or (b) the width of the entangling region is along the x4_1-direction,

called case B.

Case A

Considering the strip entangling region to be along x1-direction, we can parameterize the minimal

hypersurface by 1 = z(r). Then the HEE is computed as

Ri-1pd—2 dr rd 1
— 1 2~2° 12 = _
S e /rd—lw +v'yTgUx +f (3.5)

By minimizing this entropy functional, we can determine the profile of z(r). Once again, we have

a conserved quantity and hence finding the minimal hypersurface is a straightforward exercise.

Plugging the resultant profile in the above functional, we are left with

B Rd—lLd—ngl—l /’T’t dr 1+ 7)2'72% 1
0

S _ 9
2GN r2d—2 Ngi \/(?)Q(d—l) + ,UQ,_YQ% ((rt)d—Q _ 1) -1

where the relation between ¢ and r; is given by

i=2 o . (3.7)
o\ 2(d—1) ri4v2y2pd
R R

Next, we can also compute EoP in this symmetric configuration for a boundary state dual to eq.

(3.3). In this case the corresponding expression can be written as

RI-1LA=2 fre  (dr rd
Ew = / 1+ v2y2—. (3.8)
4Gy Sy, TS rd

Now we are equipped with all we need to study the desired correlation measures in this background.
Before examining the full dependence of different correlation measures on boost parameters, we

would like to study the leading order variation of them. First, we expand eq. (3.7) in the limit

11



ry < rp, to find the leading corrections to r; compared to its static value

m P(ss)  Th) pd+
! e (F(Zli)r(Z%ti))“Q”Z’ 39

d
Th

(0)

where 7, ’ is the turning point for v = 0 given by eq. (2.11). Using the above expression and eq.

(3.6), the HEE can be written in terms of the following expansion
2m3/2192r (1)

S =504 "
A(d-1)Tr (ﬁ)

vy %, (3.10)

where again S© is the HEE for v = 0, i.e., eq. (2.12). In comparing the above expression with eq.
(2.13), we see that

1
As’=5—5<0>:< §+1 2 2) AS. (3.11)
Of course, this reproduces the result first found in [34]. Clearly, the HEE increases after the boost

transformation. Using this result the variation of HMI becomes

d+1
Al = <1 + d+ 2 2) Al (3.12)
Now we proceed to examine the behavior of EoP in low temperature limit. First, we expand eq.
(3.8) in the limit r4 < 7, < 7}, to find the leading corrections to Eyy. Next, we use eq. (3.9) for ry

and 1, separately to express the variation of EoP in terms of the boundary quantities as follows

d+1

ABy = Bw — By = 7=

L2022 0(h + 0)e. (3.13)

We note again that using eq. (2.17), the above result can be written as follows

AE}, = < e+l 2) AEy. (3.14)
d—1"

Comparing the above result with egs. (3.11) and (3.12) shows that the boost transformation has

the same effect on the correlation measures as expected.

Now we turn our attention to numerically evaluating the correlation measures for different values
of the parameters. We will mainly focus on three dimensional boundary theory, because the interest-
ing qualitative features of the measures are independent of the dimensionality of the field theory. In
figure 2 we show the subtracted HEE, the corresponding HMI and EoP for specific values of h and £.
For simplicity, we have rescaled the holographic measures, i.e., {S, I, By} — W{S I, Ew}.
The left panel shows the dependence of HEE on the width of the entangling region for different
values of temperature and velocity. Note that the HEE is regularized by subtracting the AdS con-

12



Figure 2: Subtracted HEE (left), HMI (middle) and EWCS (right) as functions of the width and
separation between subregions for different values of r, and v in d = 3.

tribution. The dashed violet curve corresponds to AdS black brane geometry. The middle panel
demonstrates the HMI as a function of the dimensionless boundary quantity h/¢. Here the dashed
purple curve corresponds to pure AdS geometry. In the right panel we show Eys for the same
values of the parameters. Based on this plots, we observe that although the HEE and EoP increase
with the boost parameter, the HMI decreases with v. Also the phase transition of EoP happens at

smaller separations between the two subregions comparing to v = 0 case.

Case B

In this case the width of the strip entangling region is along z4_1-direction and we can parameterize
the minimal hypersurface by 41 = 2(r). Given the metric in eq. (3.3) the corresponding entropy

functional becomes

Rd 1Ld2 1
S = /le\/ 1+v’y o '2+?. (3.15)

Applying the same steps as in our previous calculations, one can evaluate the leading corrections

to the HEE at small temperature as
" 2 2.2
where AS was defined in eq. (2.13). We again use the symmetry of the configuration to evaluate

the EoP in this case. The corresponding area functional can be obtained by setting 2’ = 0 in eq.

(3.15). Expanding the integrand and evaluating the resultant expression we have

By =

4G(d — 2) d—2 16G’I“g (Tu - Td) ) (317)

Rd—lLd—Z 1 B 1 Rd_lLd_2 ) )
2
which can be re-express as follows

2
d—1

AN'Ey = <1 + U%Q) AEyw, (3.18)
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Figure 3: EoP for d = 3 (left) and d = 4 (right) as functions of the width and separation between
subregions with r, = 1 for different values of v.

where AFEy was defined in eq. (2.17). In obtaining the above result, we have used that at leading

order

©) Sy 2vted+ 2r (%1) T (ﬁ'l_z) ' (3.19)

T =7y (d — 1)ct+2pd (d+1)1“<2dd%12> F(Tl—g>

To close this section, we present plots of EoP in various dimensions in fig. 3 for several values of
v. Clearly the EoP is an increasing function of the boost parameter which is consistent with our
previous results. Note that the derivative of EoP for v = 0.9 in the left panel has a discontinuity
which is due to the appearance of a new disconnected configuration for the corresponding RT
hypersurface. As discussed in [46], there is a disconnected hypersurface simply given by 2’ = 0 such
that for small regions the connected surface has the minimal area, while for large regions the RT

surface changes topology and the disconnected surface is favored.

3.2 EWCS in AdS Plane Wave: Case A

In this section, our goal is to calculate the variation of EoP in an AdS plane wave geometry when the
width of the strip is along the z1-direction. Recall that in this case the energy flow is parallel with
the entangling region. Upon substituting the profile of the minimal hypersurface, i.e., x1 = x(r)
into the metric (3.1), the HEE functional simplifies to

RI-LA2 gy \/ o Trd
S /rd_l (a+a?) 0+ 10, (3.20)

Minimizing the above expression yields the equation of motion for z(r) which reads

2 = 2471 P22, (3.21)
(2 + Trd)r?d=2 — (2 4 Trg)r2d-2

We note again that r; is the turning point of the minimal hypersurface which is fixed by setting

2’ (ry) = oo. Further, using the above result the width of the entangling region and the HEE can be
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Figure 4: Subtracted HEE (left), HMI (middle) and EoP (right) as functions of the width and
separation between subregions for different values of 7 in d = 3.

written in terms of the following expressions

Tt 3 1
(= 2\/24—7‘7“?/0 dr 1 \/( , (3.22)

2+ Trd)rfdfz — (2 + Trd)r2d-2

Ld72Rd71 Tt (| 9 dy,.d—1
s = S / o (2+ Tr)ri . (3.23)
NS T a0 4 ey o2 4 T2

Note that using the above expressions one can easily show that the divergent part of HEE is
the standard area law which does not depend on 7 as we expected, since the metric (3.1) is
asymptotically AdS. Also we can evaluate the EWCS for the same configuration of entangling
regions that we considered before. Once again, since there is a reflection symmetry, we expect that

3 lies entirely on & = 0 slice. Thus the EoP can be written as follows

RIULA2 e gy [T
FEw = 14+ —rd. 3.24
W ee /Td e\ LT (3.24)

In figure 4 we show the HEE, the corresponding HMI and EoP for specific values of h, ¢ and 7. The
left panel shows the subtracted HEE as a function of ¢ for different values of 7. The middle panel

demonstrates the HMI as a function of h/¢ which has a continuous transition due to the competition
between connected and disconnected configurations. Again, the dashed purple curve corresponds to
AdS black brane geometry. In the right panel we show EoP for the same values of the parameters.
As is clear from the graphs, all three correlation measures are monotonically increasing function of
the energy density.

To better understand these behaviors, let us explore the scaling of the correlation measures in
the specific regimes of the parameter space. A simple analysis shows that in 7/¢¢ > 1 limit, we have
¢ ~ ry and the finite part of the HEE takes the following form [46]

Ri-11d-2 ST 1024 d+#4

Sy~ ,
! GN log(€71/4) d=14

(3.25)
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where +(—) sign is for d < 4(> 4). Clearly, the finite part of HEE is always smaller than the
thermal entropy and is a monotonically increasing function of 7 and ¢. The latter is due to the fact
that the number of degrees of freedom grows as we excite the system.

On the other hand, in 7¢% < 1 limit the metric (3.1) is a small deformation of pure AdS, thus
we can use a perturbative expansion to compute the variation of HEE [47]. Again, in this case 7 is

close to the boundary and from eq. (3.22) we have

B Ve (D) [(545)
(=r <c+2(d_1)2 (r(%)_(d_l)r(wlz))ﬂg)' (3.26)

2d—2 2d—

Further, in this limit, the leading order behavior of eq. (3.23) reduces to

_ RTLT2(d+1)é

AS
327G N

T2, (3.27)
which again shows that HEE increases with 7. Combining the above result with eq. (3.25) we can
compute HMI in different scaling regimes. In 1 < h%7T < £?T limit upon substituting eq. (3.25)
into eq. (1.4), we find

d d d
Rd—1[,d-2 + (20272 —h* 2 — (204 h)? 2 d+#4
I~ Tﬁ ( 2 ) : (3.28)
Subsequently, we can simply use eq. (3.27) in h%T < (T < 1 limit which yields
Rd—lLd—2 d 1)é
AT =— @ 1er 4 pye. (3.29)

167G N

This result indicates that HMI decreases when T is turned on. Finally, we turn to the computation
of EoP in this background which can be determined by simply evaluating the integral in eq. (3.24)
which gives an exact result

Td

Ew =

Rd—lLd—Z 1 2 9 d
2-d, 1( 2T ) (3.30)

Ad—2)Gy 2d a2

Ty

Now, in 1 < h%T < (4T limit, the turning point can be approximated by r; ~ ¢ and we find

P 2 (78— 20+ r> ) d+4
o BOLTE o

. (3.31)
8GN log (1+ 2£) d=4

Interestingly, we see that in this limit the EoP increases with 7 which is consistent with the results
presented in Figure 4. On the other hand in AT < (2T < 1 limit we use eq. (3.26) for r,q to
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Figure 5: EoP as a function of the energy flux for different values of h in d = 3 with £ = 1.

express the EoP as follows

RTIL72 (d+1)C
GnN 327

AEyw = Te(L+h), (3.32)
where C is defined in eq. (2.18). Recall that C is negative and hence in this limit the EoP decreases
as the energy injected to the system increases. Based on this result and eq. (3.31), we conclude that
the EoP is not a monotonic function of 7. This is better shown in figure 5 that reports the ratio
Ew /Ew (T = 0) versus T for different values of the parameters in d = 3. We do not understand

what is the reason for this behavior at present and leave this issue for future study.?

3.3 EWCS in AdS Plane Wave: Case B

In this section, we consider extending our analysis to the case where the width of the strip is along
the x4_1-direction. Therefore, in terms of the null coordinates we fix the boundary entangling region
to be

L I L
— < < —, 0<xy, -+ ,xq9 < L. 3.33
25 <7 <55 1 2 (3.33)

The corresponding HEE functional is given by

Rd 1 Ld 2 L

S = / dr—= £ =1 20,0%) @) + Tri(,a"). (3.34)
4G N rd—1

Minimizing the above expression yields the equations of motion for 2% (r). Since there is no explicit

x* dependence, we have two conserved momentums. After some work, the corresponding expression

for ¢ and S can be simplified as follows [46]

¢ = 2\f/ dr—— 2\f/ T - =B (3.35)

VH(r)
d— lLd 2 Tt d AB
g = & ! (3.36)

2GN e TN H(rY

3Similar results for the behavior of EoP in a different setup has been reported in [48].
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where H(r) = VA2B2 — 2Br2d-2 4 Tr3d-2 and A and B are integration constants which can be

written as

d—1 d + —
A r¢ =L 7 B Tréorx Orx (3.37)
Trid.at — Oz~ Orxt
Further, the turning point is determined by
A%B? d
t

Next, we turn our attention to evaluating the EoP in this case. The expression takes the same form

as in pure AdS geometry and as a result we obtain

Rd—lLd—Q Tu ] Rd—lLd—2 1 1
Ew = / U ap——— (3.39)
4GN rq ’l“d 1 4(d — 2)GN 7‘3 2 rﬁ 2

Before examining the behavior of the EoP for general values of the parameters and dimension, it is

instructive to analyze the particular case of two dimensional boundary theory, since the correlation
measures can be determined analytically. In fact, this allows us to derive in detail some general

features of the EoP for the excited states. We will treat this case separately in the following.

A case study: d =2

In this case, using eqs. (3.35) and (3.38) the relation between 7, and ¢ as a function of the energy

flux can be expressed analytically in closed form as follows [46]

{tanh (\/jg) = V2772, (3.40)

For T/? < 1, the turning point has the expansion
1 0?
rt:<1_7+_..), (3.41)

which decreases monotonically from its pure AdS value of g to 0, as the energy flux is increased from
zero to infinity at fixed £. Again, this result shows that turning on the perturbation the extremal

hypersurface moves to smaller values of r. Now using the above result and eq. (3.36) for HEE, we

R sinh (ﬁﬁ)
AS = log \/@ .

obtain

42
1Cn (3.42)
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Further, we can expand the variation of HEE for small and large 7¢2, which yields

R T0—log (V2TE) +--- T >1
AS:K 22 o 2 . (343)
781 (%) T <1

We note again that the excitations increase the HEE. With these expressions, the variation of HMI

B h(2€ + 1) sinh? <\/fe>

can be evaluated as

Al = e log . (3.44)
N sinh(ﬁh) sinh(ﬁ(% + h))
As a result, in different scaling regimes we have
R =§(L+h)? Th? < T < 1
Al = —— . (3.45)
4GV | ~togy/Te— \[Th+ - Th? < 1< T¢

Again, we see that injecting a finite amount of energy into the system decreases the HMI and hence

reduce the mutual correlation between subregions. Finally, using egs. (3.39) and (3.40), we obtain

T 20+h
R h tanh (ﬁ;‘)

the variation of EoP

AEyw = log . (3.46)
BGN (20 4 b tanh <\/f g)
Expanding in different scaling regimes, we thus have
—Z0(+h)+ - Th < TE <1
AEy = Rt : (3.47)
8GN | —logy/TL L 1 ... Th? <1< T

Here we see that the EoP is a decreasing function of the energy which is consistent with our previous
results. Further, comparing the above result with eq. (3.43) we see that in the case of two adjacent
intervals and small perturbation we have AFEy = —AS which shows that these measures change
with the same rate. This behavior resembles that found in eq. (2.19) where the boundary excited

state is an equilibrium state at finite temperature.

Correlation Measures in Higher Dimensions

The integrals in eqs. (3.35) and (3.36) cannot be carried out analytically for general d > 2, so
we turn our attention to numerically evaluating the correlation measures in d = 4 noting that
the qualitative features of the measures are independent of the dimensionality of the field theory.
Indeed, as shown in [46] in d > 3 there are two candidates for the minimal hypersurface with the

same endpoints at the asymptotic boundary. The first one is the union of two disconnected straight

19



lines extending from r = € to r = oco. In this case we have d,2F = 0 and the corresponding HEE
is independent of ¢. The second is a curved surface which extends from r = € to r = r; and whose
area depends on /. In general, there is a critical length /. such that for ¢ < /. the connected
configuration has the minimal area, while for ¢ > ¢, the RT hypersurface changes topology and the
disconnected configuration is favored. Note that in this case the finite part of the HEE is given
by S¢ = Scon. — Sais.- The behavior of correlation measures can be read off from Fig. 6. The
left panel shows the finite part of the HEE as a function of the width of the entangling region for
different values of 7. From this figure one finds that the critical width when the transition happens
is approximately given by 7%/4¢. ~ 1.17. Note that the dashed curve corresponds to pure AdS
geometry with 7 = 0 where the connected configuration is always favored for any ¢£. The middle
panel demonstrates the HMI as a function of % for 7 = 1. In the right panel we show Eyy for the

same values of the parameters.

0.0 0.2 04 0.6 0.8 0.0 0.2 04 0.6 0.8

~1..

Figure 6: Finite part of the HEE (left), HMI (middle) and EWCS (right) as functions of the width
and separation between subregions for different values of 7 and h in d = 4.

We can also examine the behavior of the EoP in 7/¢ < 1 limit. The analysis follows identically
to the previous cases, hence we only present the results. In this limit we can expand eqs. (3.35)
and (3.36) to find o
R~ L% =¢
AS = “16nGr T,
where ¢ is defined in eq. (2.14). We see that the variation of HEE is positive and monotonically
increasing as a function of 7. Using this result one can show that the corresponding variation of

HMI is negative as expected. Also expanding eq. (3.39) to leading order yields

Rd_lLd_2C

AEy = L+ h

where C is defined in eq. (2.18). Again, in this limit the EoP decreases as the energy injected to the
system increases. Note that similar to the previous case our numerical results show that the EoP is
not a monotonic function of the energy flux, although we do not explicitly show the corresponding

figures here.

20



4 Momentum Relaxation Geometries

In this section, we consider a specific class of boundary excited states in which a scalar opera-
tor acquiring an expectation value. Based on holographic dictionary the dual description involves
adding a scalar field to the bulk. In particular, we focus on a model of translational symmetry
breaking in which inhomogeneous scalar profiles can be constructed in such a way that the cor-
responding geometry remains isotropic and homogeneous. In this model the gravitational theory
consists of Einstein-Maxwell theory with minimally coupled massless scalar fields. As shown in [49],
the spatially-dependent marginal scalar operators cause momentum relaxation in the deformed dual

field theory. The corresponding metric in d > 2 reads

- R2 ) d—1 ) d?"2 B d OéQT2

where « is a constant which is proportional to the strength of the source for the boundary scalar
operator. From (4.1), one obtains that the Hawking temperature and the horizon radius can be

specified by

d a2r? 1 a2r?
T= 1——+h = —(1-——L_). 4.2
4mry, ( 2d > ’ m Tz ( 2(d — 2)) (4.2)

On the other hand for d = 2 the blackening factor becomes logarithmic, i.e.,

a22

fry=1- mr? + TT log r. (4.3)

Further, the extremal limit is obtained with oz2r}2b = 2d and also by setting

2
L2008 for d=2
h

Before we proceed, let us recall that different aspects of non-local probes including HEE and HMI
in this model has been studied in [50]. Indeed, as shown in this paper for d > 2 due to momentum
relaxation effects, new logarithmic universal terms may appear in the HEE. On the other hand, in
the case of a two dimensional boundary theory, the momentum relaxation leads to a non-critical
correction and the universal term remains unchanged. Further, the correlation length is a decreasing
function of momentum relaxation parameter and hence the phase transition of HMI happens at
smaller separation between the spatial subregions.

Regarding the above observations we would like to study the effect of momentum relaxation
on EoP. As before, we consider a symmetric configuration consisting of two parallel strips. The
analysis follows identically to the previous cases discussed in section 2, with the replacement of the
blackening factor. Therefore, the corresponding expressions for the width of the entangling region
and HEE are given by eqs. (2.7) and (2.8) respectively. Further the EoP functional still takes the
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form presented in eq. (2.9). We copy it here for convenience,

Rd 1Ld 2

Ew = (4.5)

I =
Before examining the full a-dependence of EoP, we would like to study the variation of this quantity
in more detail in m = 0,h < ¢ < o~ ! regime which corresponds to the small deformation of the
boundary state with scalar condensation at finite temperature. Of course, the overall conclusions
are independent of the specific value of m, but we will focus on this regime for concreteness. In this
case, evaluating the above integral yields

Tu

Ew =

d—17d—2 1 2.2
RL 1 < d d o’r > (4.6)

F(z1-S2-2, ="
42—d)Gyri2? P2 T 277 27 2(d—2)

Now, expanding the above result in h < £ < a~! limit which corresponds to rq < r, < a~! we

oo B2 N o 11 (47
W 4(d — Q)GN 7’3_2 rg_Q 4(d — 4) rg_4 7’3_4 ’ .

It is straightforward to write the above expression in terms of the boundary quantities h and ¢ to

have

produce the result

Rd—lLd—ch—4(1 —|-C/) 1 1
AEy = — 2 4.
W T16(d — 2)(d — 4)Gy (hd—4 (2€+h)d—4> ’ (48)
with
T (%5
o 2y/m(d—4) <2d 2) (4.9)

(@+2)c 1 (31)

Note that the overall coefficient in eq. (4.8) is positive for d > 4 and hence the scalar condensation
can increase the EoP. We also note that this result does not hold in d = 2,4. It is easy to show that
in h < ¢ < a~! limit we have

AEy =

— — 1 L
Ri-1pd=2 2{ slog, for d=4 (4.10)

32G N %logaﬁ for d=2

Based on the above expression and eq. (4.8), we conclude that the variation of EoP is positive for
d > 3. It is worth to mention that considering the extremal limit which corresponds to a boundary
state at zero temperature, the qualitative features of the above results do not change.

To close this section, we present plots of HEE, HMI and EoP in fig. 3 for several values of
the momentum relaxation parameter in a three dimensional boundary theory. In the left panel, we

present the HEE as a function of the width of the entangling region. Clearly it is an increasing
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Figure 7: The HEE (left), HMI (middle) and EoP (right) as a function of h and ¢ for different
values of the momentum relaxation parameter. Here we have set d = 3 and m = 0.

function of the momentum relaxation parameter in accordance with the previous semi-analytic
results [50]. The middle panel demonstrates HMI as a function of h/¢ which undergoes a continuous
phase transition beyond which it is identically zero. In the right panel we show EoP for the same
values of the parameters which has a discontinuous phase transition. Our numerical results make it
clear that in this case the phase transition of HMI and EoP happens at smaller separation between

the spatial subregions compared to pure AdS case with o = 0.

5 General Analysis

In this section we extend our studies to general boundary excited states which are dual to asymp-
totically AdS geometries. We start with the asymptotically AdS;y; metric in Fefferman-Graham
(FG) coordinates?

ds® = R—2 (dz2 + g (2, 2P)da* dz”) 9uv (2, 2°) = Ny + Y (2, 2P) (5.1)

2 (2, w2, o T Yuw (2, 27),

where for small deviations from the vacuum we consider |y,,| < 1. In the following, we are
interested in the first order correction of EoP under a small perturbation. While this analysis can
be done for a generic entangling surface, in order to gain better insight into the properties of EoP,
let us illustrate the discussion with the example of a configuration consisting of two parallel strips
with arbitrary widths along, say, the direction of 1 = z. As in the previous sections, the symmetry
of our setup implies that the corresponding profile for the minimal hypersurface ¥ parametrized
as x = x(z). Note that, for pure AdS geometry, i.e., 7,, = 0, the corresponding hypersurface lies
entirely on a constant time slice. Hence, we assume that in the perturbed geometry, the profile for

the minimal hypersurface can be given as follows

x(z) =x0(z) + x1(2) + - - . (5.2)

4Note that in the following, z denotes the bulk radial coordinate in a generic asymptotically AdS geometry, hence
for the pure AdS spacetime z = r as in previous sections.
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In this case using eq. (5.1), the EoP functional can be written as

RITILA2 (2 dy
Ew = Ty g2 5.3
W G / AR (5.3)

Zd

where g = det(g;;). Here z, 4 denote the values of z at the intersection of ¥ and I's in the perturbed

background which coincide with z, 4 for 7,, = 0. Thus to leading order

Eu,d = Zy,d + Zfia)l + .- (5.4)

Using eq. (5.1) the first factor inside the integral in eq. (5.3) becomes

1 .

VI=y1+7 =1+

where ! = §;;7". We can also expand the final factor in eq. (5.3) as follows

_2 !0
Vo a? =\ [1 4 af? <1—%‘” $0x1>. (5.6)

2(1+ )

Combining the above results, we obtain the variation of EoP

_ _ 1 Zu
N Ri—17d—2 <z7s) /16—:?:6(%)2 B 1/1—1—900 24)? / dz\/1+ z < i_vm—%gfn’l)) (5.7)
Zu

4G N 22d4-1 ‘ 1—|—9362

where we subtracted the vacuum contribution which is in this case given by

O A S
B — 1+ z2. 5.8
WAdS e /Zd ~a1 V1T (5.8)

Turning now to the symmetric configuration where the width of the subregions are equal and ¥ lies

entirely on zg = 0 slice, i.e., z{; = 0, eq. (5.7) can be rewritten as follows

RdflLde Z(l) Z(l) RdflLde Zu ]y )
AEy = > d — (V= Vi) - 5.9

Notice that the first term in the above expression comes from the variation of the RT hypersurfaces,
i.e., the boundary condition for EWCS, while the second term is the contribution coming from the
variation of EoP functional.

The above calculations hold for a generic perturbation of the vacuum state at leading order.
Recall that the perturbation of the boundary vacuum state described by different excitations in the
dual geometry. Indeed, the deviation of the bulk metric from pure AdS is given by [34]

167Gy
T = —pa1 ? 2% Z P (5.10)
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. . . n . .
where using the equations of motion one can show that 7, ;(L,, is traceless and conserved, i.e.,

T =0, 9, Tk = 0. (5.11)

?,), i.e., Tl%) o

Further, employing the Einstein equations, T$>O) can be determined in terms of T/S
D”T,E,q). Throughout the following, we will assume that the boundary excitations are uniform and
hence T(">0m — (. Equipped with eq. (5.9), we evaluate the variation of EoP for three different
kinds of excitations in more detail in the following. Let us recall that similar analysis for the

variation of HEE when the entangling subregion is a sphere has been done in [34].

Case i) (T,,,) #0

Let us first focus our attention on the boundary states described by purely gravitational excitations
in the dual geometry. In this case the stress tensor is the only operator that has a nonvanishing
expectation value. Assuming that (7),,) ~ 6 < 1, the change in the EoP may receive contributions
at all orders in §.° However, in the following, our calculations will be to linear order in .

Notice that, we would like to find the variation of the EoP in terms of boundary quantities ¢
and h. We do so by first finding the leading correction to the turning point of the RT hypersurface.

It is relatively straightforward to evaluate this correction to linear order in §, with the result

d
¢ 87G N d—1 27 L (m) AN
=—-4+ ————— | Too— | Too — T - 5.12
Zt c + d(d— 1)Rd—1 00 < 00 d+1 :z:a:) c T (;ZJAQ) c ) ( )

where we have used Tl-i = Tpo due to the tracelessness of the stress tensor. Upon substituting eqgs.
(5.10) and (5.12) into eq. (5.9) we may evaluate the variation of EoP to find

ABw (Tw) = %LH ((d + 1)Too — (d — 1)Tm> 00+ h), (5.13)
where C is defined in eq. (2.18). Clearly, the first term above is completely determined by the energy
density. Whereas the second term receives contribution from the xx component of the stress tensor.
Precisely, the same situation arose in [34] in investigating the structure of the first order variation
of the HEE. There it was shown that although for spherical subregions only the energy density
contributes to the variation of HEE, for entangling surfaces with a less symmetric geometry, other
components have nontrivial contributions. For example, if we consider a strip entangling region,
the variation of HEE becomes [34]

AS(T,) = SLd_Q ((d +1)Tho — (d — 1)Tm>£2, (5.14)

where ¢ is defined in eq. (2.14). For the case of d = 2, comparing the above result to eq. (5.13)

®Note that we introduce § < 1 to control the overall amplitude of the boundary excitations which allows us to
easily keep track of the perturbative expansion to all orders. Hence after evaluating the corrections we set 6 = 1.
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shows that for adjacent intervals at leading order AFEy, = —AS. Further, in the case of an isotropic
background, i.e., Ty, = T7/(d — 1), eq. (5.13) yields

AEw = CLY24(¢ + h)To. (5.15)

Recall that C < 0 and hence the above result demonstrates that the excitations decrease the EoP.
One simple consistency check on our result is that in the case of AdS black brane geometry, we
recover the expected results egs. (2.17) and (2.23). We would also like to stress that for the present
case, the variation of HEE is always positive. More explicitly, using eq. (5.14) the leading correction

to HEE for isotropic backgrounds is given by
AS = L7202 Ty,. (5.16)

This result indicates that the corresponding HMI decreases, similar to what was observed above for
the EoP.

Case ii) (T,,,) #0, (J,) #0

Suppose the boundary theory has a conserved U(1) current J# such that (J°) is the corresponding
charge density. This means that there should be a massless gauge field A, in the bulk whose
boundary value determines the chemical potential conjugate to (J°). Taking into account the
leading backreaction of the gauge field on the geometry, the relevant part of the metric perturbation

in the FG expansion will take the form [34]

,2(d-1)

_ 167G N
4(d—1)%(d —2) (

T = " rpd—1

20T, + 2(1 — d)Judy + np J?) - (5.17)
Note that the leading order contribution to EoP coming from the stress tensor is given by eq. (5.13)
and so in the following, we focus on the contribution due to the second term above. Assuming an

isotropic current density, i.e., J2 = J2/(d — 1), we may evaluate the variation in eq. (5.9) to find

RIT1LA2 d—1
16G et d(d—2)(2d — 1)

AEy (JH) = ((JO)2 + f2) ((2£ Ry - hd) . (5.18)
This result indicates that EoP increases when the current density is turned on. Hence we find that
the correlation between subsystems is enhanced by adding the chemical potential. On the other

hand one can evaluate the variation of HEE due to the current as follows

RdflLd72 1

AS(TH) == 16Gycd—1 (d —2)(2d — 1)

((J0)2 + j2) o, (5.19)
which is always negative. Based on this result one can show that the current perturbations produce

a positive contribution to the change in the HMI which is consistent with the behavior of EoP.

Finally, note that the qualitative features of the above results are in complete agreement with eqs.
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(2.21) and (2.23).

Case iii) (T,,) #0, (O) #0

Now consider perturbing the boundary theory by adding a scalar operator with scaling dimension
A. This boundary operator is dual to a massive bulk scalar field whose mass should satisfy m =
A(d — A). Note that the unitarity implies a lower bound on A, i.e., A > Ay, = % —1. In
the absence of any sources the leading backreaction of the scalar field on the geometry in the FG

expansion will take the form [34]

NQ
4(d—1)

167TGN d 2A 2
Yuv = 7de_1 z T'uy - z 77,11,1/0 , (520)
where N is a normalization constant and O denotes the scalar condensate. Again, the leading order
contribution coming from the stress tensor is given by eq. (5.13) and so in the following, we focus
on the contribution due to the second term. It is relatively straightforward to evaluate the leading

correction to EoP for a uniform scalar condensate with the result

d—17d—27
ARy (0) = T L7°C ((% + p)2A-dH2 hm_d“) N202, (5.21)
16G v
where
A+d
~A on—d+2 T (%%

C= 1— 7

(d—1)2A —d 1 2)c2b-dr2 (5.22)

(=D ()

Using the unitarity bound, one can show that C flips its sign at a critical point which can be
approximated by A — Ay, ~ 7 (see figure 8). Thus for a sufficiently relevant scalar operator
APEyw (O) is negative which means that the scalar condensate decreases the EoP. Note that the
total variation of the EoP for an excited state with nontrivial expectation values for stress tensor
and scalar operator can be obtained by combining eqs. (5.13) and (5.21). Assuming that the

magnitude of T}, and O is controlled by a single scale M we have

AEw (0)

Abw (T~ (ML)*A1, (5.23)

where L is a length scale depending on h and ¢. Since we are working in a regime where ML < 1,
for A < % the contribution due to the scalar condensate is dominant. Further, one can compute

the variation of HEE in the present case as follows

A+d
As(0)= - ELT = VI (54) s st yag (5.24)
116Gy (d—1)(2A —d+2)c?A—d+2 (2A2—22d2—1> ' '
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Figure 8: C as a function of scaling dimension for different values of d. The vertical dashed line at
A — Apin ~ 7 indicates the critical point where AEy, (O) flips its sign.

Again, considering the unitarity bound, the overall factor in the above expression is negative and
hence turning on the scalar operator decreases the HEE. Also note that based on the above result the
variation of HMI is positive. This behavior contrast with the corresponding result for the variation
of EoP when O is sufficiently relevant. Interestingly, while both HMI and EoP are measures of
total correlation between subregions, they do not behave in the same manner as the vacuum state
perturbed by a scalar operator. We do not fully understand what is the reason for this behavior
and leave it for future study. Note that based on figure 8 for sufficiently irrelevant operators, the

EoP and HMI behave in the same manner.

6 Conclusions and Discussions

In this paper, we explored the behavior of entanglement wedge cross section (EWCS) in different
asymptotically AdS geometries dual to boundary excited states. We used the holographic proposal
established in [7] for computing this quantity which gives Eyy in terms of the minimal cross-sectional
area of the entanglement wedge. In particular, we computed the variation of EWCS under the
small perturbations away from the vacuum, when generic operators acquire nontrivial expectation
values. To get a better understanding of the results, we also compared the variation of Ey to other
correlation measures including HEE and HMI. Our study was mainly for a symmetric configuration
consisting of two disjoint strips with equal width, which is the simplest case to utilize the holographic
proposal to compute the mixed state correlation measures. However, we expect that the qualitative
features of our results are independent of the specific configuration. Although, for finite excitations
we did a numerical analysis, considering small perturbations around the vacuum, we evaluated the
leading order variation of holographic correlation measures analytically.

A key observation was that the variation of RT hypersurfaces plays a central role in evaluating
the correction to EWCS even at leading order. This is completely different from what happens for
the HEE (or HMI) in the same setup, where any change in the profile of the RT hypersurface does

not contribute to the first order correction.
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Our analysis in this paper focused mainly on boundary excited states described by purely gravi-
tational excitations in the bulk where the stress tensor is the only operator that has a nonvanishing
expectation value. Generally, the leading correction to Eyy is negative which means that the exci-
tations decrease the correlation between the subregions and hence promote disentangling between
them. Of course, this is in agreement with the previous results for the variation of HMI in the same
setup [51]. Regarding the EWCS and HMI as measures of total correlation between the subregions,
this behavior seems reasonable. However, this result is different from what happens for the HEE
which an increasing function of the excitation parameter due to the fact that the number of degrees
of freedom grows as we excite the system. These results hold in different excited states dual to
perturbed bulk geometries including AdS black brane and AdS plane wave backgrounds. Further,
correction to EWCS in a general asymptotically AdS geometry with purely gravitational excitations
is given in eq. (5.13). In this case, we found that based on the symmetry of the entangling regions
a combination of the components of the stress tensor contribute to the variation of Eyy.

In extending these calculations to states in which additional matter fields are excited in the
dual geometry, we considered two different types of excitations: perturbing with a current and
perturbing with a scalar condensate. Upon adding the extra matter fields, a number of interesting
features arose. First, the EWCS increases when the current density is turned on and hence the
total correlation between the subregions increased. This is consistent with the variation of HMI
being positive in this case. Second, the scalar condensate produces a negative contribution to the
change in the EWCS, when the scalar operator is sufficiently relevant and its dimension respects
the unitarity bound. Further, comparing the contributions to AFEy due to the stress tensor and
scalar operator, we see that when the scaling dimension of the scalar operator satisfy A < d/2, the
contribution due to the scalar condensate is dominant.

At this point, let us recall that there exist different correlation measures which can be regarded
as the holographic dual to EWCS, e.g., entanglement of purification (EoP), reflected entropy and
odd entropy. Given the holographic prescriptions in egs. (1.6) and (1.7), it is clear that all the above
results, up to overall multiplicative constant, hold for the EoP and reflected entropy. However, the
situation is different for odd entropy where the corresponding expression is given by eq. (1.8).
Remember that we always consider the regime where the connected configuration is favored, i.e.,
Saup = S(20+h)+S(h), it is straightforward to compute the odd entropy using our previous results
for different excited states. In general, the explicit expression for Sp is somewhat complicated, so
we will not write it out here. However, when A and B are two adjacent intervals in an excited state
of a 2-dimensional CFT, the resultant odd entropy has a rather simple expression. In particular,
when T}, is the only operator that has a nonvanishing expectation value, using egs. (5.15) and
(5.16) we have

ASo = nThol?, (6.1)

which is positive. Based on this result we see that the odd entropy increases under the thermal

excitations (see section 2). Of course, this behavior is in qualitative agreement with the earlier QF T
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results obtained in [28]. There the authors considered a two dimensional scalar field theory and
found that the odd entropy is an increasing function of the temperature.

We can extend this study to different interesting directions. An interesting question is if either
of these behaviors is reflected in the QFT calculations of mixed state correlation measures dual to
EWCS. Indeed, free field theories provide a particularly well-controlled setup for studying various
aspects of the corresponding measures, e.g., EoP [4,5] and reflected entropy [29,30]. Let us empha-
size that to the best of our knowledge, these studies mainly focused on vacuum (Gaussian) states
without any excitations or Ising model at the critical point which has conformal symmetry. Notice
that the analysis in [28] includes the finite temperature corrections to odd entropy in free scalar
theories in which mixed states of interest, e.g., thermal states, are again Gaussian. To better clarify
the behavior of these measures in generic excited states, it would be interesting to extend these
studies to more general setups, e.g., [52-54]. This analysis can help us to examine our results and
also choose a unique holographic counterpart for EWCS among different proposals.

In this paper we restricted our discussion to the symmetric configuration for the boundary
entangling regions which significantly simplifies the calculation of the EWCS. It is interesting to
consider more general configurations where the widths of the strips are different, using the techniques
of [55]. Another topic to explore would include extending our results to field theories dual to higher
curvature or massive gravity theories as in [56,57]. Finally it would be interesting to study EWCS
in nonrelativistic holographic setups with nontrivial excitations. We plan to explore some of these

directions in the near future.

Acknowledgements

We would like to thank Mohammad Hasan Vahidinia for ongoing collaboration on related ideas.
We would also like to thank Ali Mollabashi for clarifications about aspects of ref. [28]. KBV thank
the School of Particles and Accelerators, Institute for Research in Fundamental Sciences (IPM) for

hospitality where part of this work was carried out.

References

[1] M. Rangamani and T. Takayanagi, “Holographic Entanglement Entropy,” Lect. Notes Phys.
931, pp.1-246 (2017) do0i:10.1007/978-3-319-52573-0 [arXiv:1609.01287 [hep-th]].

[2] T. Nishioka, “Entanglement entropy: holography and renormalization group,” Rev. Mod. Phys.
90, no.3, 035007 (2018) doi:10.1103/RevModPhys.90.035007 [arXiv:1801.10352 [hep-th]].

[3] S. Ryu and T. Takayanagi, “Holographic derivation of entanglement entropy from AdS/CFT,”
Phys. Rev. Lett. 96, 181602 (2006) doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.181602 [hep-th/0603001].

[4] A. Bhattacharyya, T. Takayanagi and K. Umemoto, “Entanglement of Purification in Free
Scalar Field Theories,” JHEP 04, 132 (2018) doi:10.1007/JHEP04(2018)132 [arXiv:1802.09545
[hep-th]].

30


http://arxiv.org/abs/1609.01287
http://arxiv.org/abs/1801.10352
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0603001
http://arxiv.org/abs/1802.09545

[5] H. A. Camargo, L. Hackl, M. P. Heller, A. Jahn, T. Takayanagi and B. Windt, “Entan-
glement and Complexity of Purification in (1+1)-dimensional free Conformal Field Theories,”
[arXiv:2009.11881 [hep-th]].

[6] B. M. Terhal, M. Horodecki, D. W. Leung and D. P. Di- Vincenzo, The entanglement of purifi-
cation,” J. Math. Phys. 43 (2002) 4286, arXiv:quant-ph/0202044.

[7] T. Takayanagi and K. Umemoto, “Entanglement of purification through holographic duality,”
Nature Phys. 14, no.6, 573-577 (2018) doi:10.1038/s41567-018-0075-2 [arXiv:1708.09393 [hep-th]].

[8] P. Nguyen, T. Devakul, M. G. Halbasch, M. P. Zaletel and B. Swingle, “Entanglement of pu-
rification: from spin chains to holography,” JHEP 01, 098 (2018) doi:10.1007/JHEP01(2018)098
[arXiv:1709.07424 [hep-th]].

[9] S. Dutta and T. Faulkner, “A canonical purification for the entanglement wedge cross-section,”
JHEP 03, 178 (2021) doi:10.1007/JHEP03(2021)178 [arXiv:1905.00577 [hep-th]].

[10] Y. Kusuki, J. Kudler-Flam and S. Ryu, “Derivation of Holographic Negativity in
AdS3/CFTy,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 123, no.13, 131603 (2019) doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.131603
[arXiv:1907.07824 [hep-th]].

[11] X. Dong, X. L. Qi and M. Walter, “Holographic entanglement negativity and replica symmetry
breaking,” [arXiv:2101.11029 [hep-th]].

[12] K. Tamaoka, “Entanglement Wedge Cross Section from the Dual Density Matrix,” Phys. Rev.
Lett. 122, no.14, 141601 (2019) doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.141601 [arXiv:1809.09109 [hep-th]].

[13] H. Hirai, K. Tamaoka and T. Yokoya, “Towards Entanglement of Purification for Conformal
Field Theories,” PTEP 2018, no.6, 063B03 (2018) doi:10.1093/ptep/pty063 [arXiv:1803.10539
[hep-th]].

[14] K. Babaei Velni, M. R. Mohammadi Mozaffar and M. H. Vahidinia, “Some Aspects of
Entanglement Wedge Cross-Section,” JHEP 1905, 200 (2019) doi:10.1007/JHEP05(2019)200
[arXiv:1903.08490 [hep-th]].

[15] N. Jokela and A. Pénni, “Notes on entanglement wedge cross sections,” JHEP 07, 087 (2019)
doi:10.1007/JHEP07(2019)087 [arXiv:1904.09582 [hep-th]].

[16] K. Umemoto, “Quantum and Classical Correlations Inside the Entanglement Wedge,” Phys.
Rev. D 100, no.12, 126021 (2019) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.100.126021 [arXiv:1907.12555 [hep-th]].

[17] C. Akers and P. Rath, “Entanglement Wedge Cross Sections Require Tripartite Entanglement,”
JHEP 04, 208 (2020) doi:10.1007/JHEP04(2020)208 [arXiv:1911.07852 [hep-th]].

[18] B. Amrahi, M. Ali-Akbari and M. Asadi, “Holographic entanglement of purification near a
critical point,” Eur. Phys. J. C 80, no.12, 1152 (2020) doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-08647-8
[arXiv:2004.02856 [hep-th]].

31


http://arxiv.org/abs/2009.11881
http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0202044
http://arxiv.org/abs/1708.09393
http://arxiv.org/abs/1709.07424
http://arxiv.org/abs/1905.00577
http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.07824
http://arxiv.org/abs/2101.11029
http://arxiv.org/abs/1809.09109
http://arxiv.org/abs/1803.10539
http://arxiv.org/abs/1903.08490
http://arxiv.org/abs/1904.09582
http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.12555
http://arxiv.org/abs/1911.07852
http://arxiv.org/abs/2004.02856

[19] S. Chakrabortty, S. Pant and K. Sil, “Effect of back reaction on entanglement and subregion vol-
ume complexity in strongly coupled plasma,” JHEP 06, 061 (2020) doi:10.1007/JHEP06(2020)061
[arXiv:2004.06991 [hep-th]].

[20] A. Saha and S. Gangopadhyay, “Holographic study of entanglement and complexity for
mixed states,” Phys. Rev. D 103, no.8, 086002 (2021) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.103.086002
[arXiv:2101.00887 [hep-th]].

[21] R. Q. Yang, C. Y. Zhang and W. M. Li, “Holographic entanglement of purifi-
cation for thermofield double states and thermal quench,” JHEP 1901, 114 (2019)
doi:10.1007/JHEP01(2019)114 [arXiv:1810.00420 [hep-th]].

[22] Y. Kusuki and K. Tamaoka, “Dynamics of Entanglement Wedge Cross Section from Conformal
Field Theories,” arXiv:1907.06646 [hep-th].

[23] J. Kudler-Flam, Y. Kusuki and S. Ryu, “Correlation measures and the entanglement wedge
cross-section after quantum quenches in two-dimensional conformal field theories,” JHEP 2004,
074 (2020) doi:10.1007/JHEP04(2020)074 [arXiv:2001.05501 [hep-th]].

[24] K. Babaei Velni, M. R. Mohammadi Mozaffar and M. H. Vahidinia, “Evolution of
entanglement wedge cross section following a global quench,” JHEP 08, 129 (2020)
d0i:10.1007/JHEP08(2020)129 [arXiv:2005.05673 [hep-th]].

[25] M. Moosa, “Time dependence of reflected entropy in conformal field theory,” [arXiv:2001.05969
[hep-th]].

[26] J. Boruch, “Entanglement wedge cross-section in shock wave geometries,” JHEP 07, 208 (2020)
doi:10.1007/JHEP07(2020)208 [arXiv:2006.10625 [hep-th]].

[27] Y. Kusuki and K. Tamaoka, “Entanglement Wedge Cross Section from CFT: Dynamics of Local
Operator Quench,” JHEP 02, 017 (2020) doi:10.1007/JHEP02(2020)017 [arXiv:1909.06790 [hep-
th]].

[28] A. Mollabashi and K. Tamaoka, “A Field Theory Study of Entanglement Wedge Cross Section:
Odd Entropy,” JHEP 08, 078 (2020) doi:10.1007/JHEP08(2020)078 [arXiv:2004.04163 [hep-th]].

[29] P. Bueno and H. Casini, “Reflected entropy for free scalars,” JHEP 11, 148 (2020)
doi:10.1007 /JHEP11(2020)148 [arXiv:2008.11373 [hep-th]].

[30] H. A. Camargo, L. Hackl, M. P. Heller, {. A. Jahn and B. Windt, “Long-distance entanglement
of purification and reflected entropy in conformal field theory,” [arXiv:2102.00013 [hep-th]].

[31] Q. Wen, “Balanced Partial Entanglement and the Entanglement Wedge Cross Section,” JHEP
04, 301 (2021) doi:10.1007/JHEP04(2021)301 [arXiv:2103.00415 [hep-th]].

32


http://arxiv.org/abs/2004.06991
http://arxiv.org/abs/2101.00887
http://arxiv.org/abs/1810.00420
http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.06646
http://arxiv.org/abs/2001.05501
http://arxiv.org/abs/2005.05673
http://arxiv.org/abs/2001.05969
http://arxiv.org/abs/2006.10625
http://arxiv.org/abs/1909.06790
http://arxiv.org/abs/2004.04163
http://arxiv.org/abs/2008.11373
http://arxiv.org/abs/2102.00013
http://arxiv.org/abs/2103.00415

[32] J. Bhattacharya, M. Nozaki, T. Takayanagi and T. Ugajin, “Thermodynamical Property
of Entanglement Entropy for Excited States,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 110, no.9, 091602 (2013)
doi:10.1103 /PhysRevLett.110.091602 [arXiv:1212.1164 [hep-th]].

[33] A. Faraji Astaneh and A. E. Mosaffa, “Holographic Entanglement Entropy for Excited States in
Two Dimensional CFT,” JHEP 03, 135 (2013) doi:10.1007/JHEP03(2013)135 [arXiv:1301.1495
[hep-th]].

[34] D. D. Blanco, H. Casini, L. Y. Hung and R. C. Myers, “Relative Entropy and Holography,”
JHEP 08, 060 (2013) doi:10.1007/JHEP08(2013)060 [arXiv:1305.3182 [hep-th]].

[35] D. Allahbakhshi, M. Alishahiha and A. Naseh, “Entanglement Thermodynamics,” JHEP 08,
102 (2013) doi:10.1007/JHEP08(2013)102 [arXiv:1305.2728 [hep-th]].

[36] G. Wong, I. Klich, L. A. Pando Zayas and D. Vaman, “Entanglement Temperature and En-
tanglement Entropy of Excited States,” JHEP 12, 020 (2013) doi:10.1007/JHEP12(2013)020
[arXiv:1305.3291 [hep-th]].

[37) M. M. Sheikh-Jabbari and H. Yavartanoo, “Excitation entanglement entropy in
two dimensional conformal field theories,” Phys. Rev. D 94, no.12, 126006 (2016)
d0i:10.1103 /PhysRevD.94.126006 [arXiv:1605.00341 [hep-th]].

[38] A. Bhattacharya, K. T. Grosvenor and S. Roy, “Entanglement Entropy and Subregion Com-
plexity in Thermal Perturbations around Pure-AdS Spacetime,” Phys. Rev. D 100, no.12, 126004
(2019) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.100.126004 [arXiv:1905.02220 [hep-th]].

[39] A. Saha, S. Gangopadhyay and J. P. Saha, “Generalized entanglement tempera-
ture and entanglement Smarr relation,” Phys. Rev. D 102, no.8, 086010 (2020)
d0i:10.1103 /PhysRevD.102.086010 [arXiv:2004.00867 [hep-th]].

[40] M. Nozaki, T. Numasawa, A. Prudenziati and T. Takayanagi, “Dynamics of En-
tanglement Entropy from Einstein Equation,” Phys. Rev. D 88, mno.2, 026012 (2013)
d0i:10.1103 /PhysRevD.88.026012 [arXiv:1304.7100 [hep-th]].

[41] K. Narayan, “On Lifshitz scaling and hyperscaling violation in string theory,” Phys. Rev. D
85, 106006 (2012) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.85.106006 [arXiv:1202.5935 [hep-th]].

[42] H. Singh, “Special limits and non-relativistic solutions,” JHEP 12, 061 (2010)
doi:10.1007/JHEP12(2010)061 [arXiv:1009.0651 [hep-th]].

[43] H. Singh, “Lifshitz/Schr\’odinger Dp-branes and dynamical exponents,” JHEP 07, 082 (2012)
d0i:10.1007/JHEPO7(2012)082 [arXiv:1202.6533 [hep-th]].

[44] A. Bhatta, S. Chakrabortty, S. Dengiz and E. Kilicarslan, “High temperature behavior of non-
local observables in boosted strongly coupled plasma: A holographic study,” Eur. Phys. J. C 80,
n0.7, 663 (2020) doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-8206-1 [arXiv:1909.03088 [hep-th]].

33


http://arxiv.org/abs/1212.1164
http://arxiv.org/abs/1301.1495
http://arxiv.org/abs/1305.3182
http://arxiv.org/abs/1305.2728
http://arxiv.org/abs/1305.3291
http://arxiv.org/abs/1605.00341
http://arxiv.org/abs/1905.02220
http://arxiv.org/abs/2004.00867
http://arxiv.org/abs/1304.7100
http://arxiv.org/abs/1202.5935
http://arxiv.org/abs/1009.0651
http://arxiv.org/abs/1202.6533
http://arxiv.org/abs/1909.03088

[45] S. Maulik and H. Singh, “Entanglement entropy and the first law at third order for boosted
black branes,” JHEP 04, 065 (2021) doi:10.1007/JHEP04(2021)065 [arXiv:2012.09530 [hep-th]].

[46] K. Narayan, T. Takayanagi and S. P. Trivedi, “AdS plane waves and entanglement entropy,”
JHEP 04, 051 (2013) doi:10.1007/JHEP04(2013)051 [arXiv:1212.4328 [hep-th]].

[47] D. Mukherjee and K. Narayan, “AdS plane waves, entanglement and mutual information,”
Phys. Rev. D 90, no.2, 026003 (2014) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.90.026003 [arXiv:1405.3553 [hep-
th]].

[48] B. Amrahi, M. Ali-Akbari and M. Asadi, “Temperature dependence of entanglement of pu-
rification in the presence of a chemical potential,” Phys. Rev. D 103, no.8, 086019 (2021)
d0i:10.1103/PhysRevD.103.086019 [arXiv:2101.03994 [hep-th]].

[49] T. Andrade and B. Withers, “A simple holographic model of momentum relaxation,” JHEP
05, 101 (2014) doi:10.1007/JHEP05(2014)101 [arXiv:1311.5157 [hep-th]].

[50] M. Reza Mohammadi Mozaffar, A. Mollabashi and F. Omidi, “Non-local Probes in Holographic
Theories with Momentum Relaxation,” JHEP 10, 135 (2016) doi:10.1007/JHEP10(2016)135
[arXiv:1608.08781 [hep-th]].

[51] M. Alishahiha, M. R. Mohammadi Mozaffar and M. R. Tanhayi, JHEP 09, 165 (2015)
doi:10.1007/JHEP09(2015)165 [arXiv:1406.7677 [hep-th]].

[52] V. Alba, M. Fagotti and P. Calabrese, “Entanglement entropy of excited states,” J. Stat. Mech.
0910, P10020 (2009) doi:10.1088/1742-5468/2009/10/P10020 [arXiv:0909.1999 [cond-mat.stat-

mech]].

[53] T. Pélmai, “Excited state entanglement in one dimensional quantum critical systems: Ex-
tensivity and the role of microscopic details,” Phys. Rev. B 90, no.16, 161404 (2014)
d0i:10.1103 /PhysRevB.90.161404 [arXiv:1406.3182 [hep-th]].

[54] S. Murciano, P. Ruggiero and P. Calabrese, “Entanglement and relative entropies for low-
lying excited states in inhomogeneous one-dimensional quantum systems,” doi:10.1088/1742-
5468/ab00ec [arXiv:1810.02287 [cond-mat.stat-mech]].

[55] P. Liu, Y. Ling, C. Niu and J. P. Wu, “Entanglement of Purification in Holographic Systems,”
JHEP 09, 071 (2019) doi:10.1007/JHEP09(2019)071 [arXiv:1902.02243 [hep-th]].

[56] Y. Z. Li, C. Y. Zhang and X. M. Kuang, “Entanglement Wedge Cross Section with Gauss-
Bonnet Corrections and Thermal Quench,” [arXiv:2102.12171 [hep-th]].

[57] P. Liu, C. Niu, Z. J. Shi and C. Y. Zhang, “Entanglement Wedge Minimum Cross-section in
Holographic Massive Gravity Theory,” [arXiv:2104.08070 [hep-th]].

34


http://arxiv.org/abs/2012.09530
http://arxiv.org/abs/1212.4328
http://arxiv.org/abs/1405.3553
http://arxiv.org/abs/2101.03994
http://arxiv.org/abs/1311.5157
http://arxiv.org/abs/1608.08781
http://arxiv.org/abs/1406.7677
http://arxiv.org/abs/0909.1999
http://arxiv.org/abs/1406.3182
http://arxiv.org/abs/1810.02287
http://arxiv.org/abs/1902.02243
http://arxiv.org/abs/2102.12171
http://arxiv.org/abs/2104.08070

	1 Introduction
	2 AdS Black Brane Geometries
	2.1 Thermal Excitations
	2.2 Charged Excitations

	3 AdS Plane Wave Geometries
	3.1 EWCS in Boosted AdS Black Brane
	3.2 EWCS in AdS Plane Wave: Case A
	3.3 EWCS in AdS Plane Wave: Case B

	4 Momentum Relaxation Geometries
	5 General Analysis
	6 Conclusions and Discussions

