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Abstract

In this paper, we look for signatures of quantum revivals in two-dimensional con-

formal field theories (2d CFTs) on a spatially compact manifold by using operator

entanglement. It is believed that thermalization does not occur on spatially compact

manifolds as the quantum state returns to its initial state which is a phenomenon

known as quantum revival. We find that in CFTs such as the free fermion CFT, the

operator mutual information exhibits quantum revival in accordance with the rela-

tivistic propagation of quasiparticles while in holographic CFTs, the operator mutual

information does not exhibit this revival and the quasiparticle picture breaks down.

Furthermore, by computing the tripartite operator mutual information, we find that

the information scrambling ability of holographic CFTs can be weakened by the finite

size effect. We propose a modification of an effective model known as the line tension

picture to explain the entanglement dynamics due to the strong scrambling effect and

find a close relationship between this model and the wormhole (Einstein-Rosen Bridge)

in the holographic bulk dual.
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1 Introduction and Summary

Introduction

The study of observables defined on compact spaces is of paramount importance as the ap-

pearance or lack of periodic behavior that depends on the system size may yield new insights
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into the study of non-equilibrium phenomenon. Consider a density matrix that is expanded

in the energy eigenbasis. After enough time has elapsed, physical quantities for certain sys-

tems are predominantly determined by the diagonal components in which case the system

can be effectively described by a time-independent mixed state which is essentially a classi-

cal probability distribution. Furthermore, if this probability distribution is the Boltzmann

distribution, the corresponding mixed state is the thermal Gibbs state. On the other hand,

if the physical quantities also receive contributions from the off-diagonal components of the

density matrix even at sufficiently late times, the system cannot be described by a ther-

mal state. If some of the energy intervals are inversely proportional to the system size, the

physical quantities can oscillate with a period that depends on the total system size. Thus,

the periodic behavior of observables on a compact space indicates that the state cannot be

approximated by a thermal one. This periodic behavior is known as quantum revival and

it shows that the time-evolved state returns to the initial state. It has been shown that

time-independent Hamiltonians with discrete spectra posesses energy gaps that can lead to

quantum revival [1, 2, 3]. In general, observables in integrable systems oscillate with a pe-

riod that is determined by the system size [4, 5, 6] while non-integrable systems thermalize

[7, 8, 9]. Exceptions to this simple dichotomy can occur in non-integrable systems that pos-

sess subsectors of the spectrum that are protected by symmetry in which case observables can

oscillate and perfect thermalization is avoided [10, 11, 12]. This non-equilibrium phenomena

is known as quantum many body scars [13, 14].

A widely studied physical observable that can be used to quantify how different the

time-evolved state is from the initial one is the entanglement entropy which measures the

amount of bi-partite entanglement between a subsystem and its complement [15, 16, 17]. In

two-dimensional conformal field theories (2d CFTs) without gravity duals, the time evolu-

tion of the entanglement entropy after a global quench can be described by the relativistic

propagation of quasiparticles[15, 16]. If these theories are placed on compact spaces, they

can exhibit quantum revivals with periods that are determined by the system size since the

quasi-particles that leave the system can re-enter it at a later time [18, 19]. On the other

hands, CFTs with gravity duals (holographic CFTs) defined on non-compact spaces strongly

scramble information and so the time evolution of entanglement entropy cannot be described

by the relativistic propagation of quasiparticles [20, 21]. Instead, the entanglement entropy

in these theories are given by Ryu-Takayanagi (RT) surfaces [22, 23] (more generally, they

are given by quantum extremal surfaces [24, 25, 26]).

In this paper, we seek to understand, through the lens of operator entanglement [27,

28, 29, 30], if the quantum revivals that are characteristic of quasi-particles can occur in 2d

holographic CFTs defined on compact spaces 1. If these revivals are absent, we would like to

know the degree to which information scrambling has been diminished by the finite extent

of the system.

In the remainder of this introduction, key technical terminology that is used in the paper

1The micro-states of black hole on compact spaces have been studied [31, 32, 33].
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is introduced before the main results are summarized. Readers who are familiar with operator

entanglement are welcome to skip straight to the summary of the results.

Operator entanglement

The operator entanglement of a given operator is defined by the entanglement structure of

the state dual to the operator. For simplicity, let us consider a time evolution operator U(t)

with a time-independent Hamiltonian H. By a channel-state map, the dual state to U(t) is

defined by [34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39]

U(t) =
∑
a

e−itEa |a〉 〈a| → |U(t)〉 =
∑
a

e−itEa |a〉out |a∗〉in , (1.1)

where |a〉 is an eigenstate of the Hamiltonian, and |·∗〉 is CPT conjugate to |·〉. Since the

entanglement structure of |U(t)〉 depends on e−itEa , information about the time evolution

operator is encoded in the dual state. This dual state is defined on a doubled Hilbert space

H = Hin ⊗ Hout, and we refer to Hin and Hout as the input and output Hilbert space

respectively. We interpret the correlation between the input and output subsystems as the

correlation between subsystems at different time slices of the time evolution operator as in

Figure 1. In this paper, we compute the time evolution of the bipartite operator mutual

information (BOMI) and the tripartite operator mutual information (TOMI) in order to

study the correlations between the subsystems of the input and output Hilbert spaces.

�
	�
	

���
	

����

Figure 1: A cartoon of the time evolution operator.

BOMI and TOMI are defined by linear combinations of the operator entanglement entropy

(OEE) which we define below. The symbol ρ denotes the density operator of |U(t)〉. We

divide the Hilbert space H into a subsystem and its complement, A and A, and trace out the

degrees of freedom in A of the density operator. Then, OEE is defined by the von Neumann

entropy of this reduced density matrix ρA:

SA = −trA (ρA log ρA) . (1.2)
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Dividing the the Hilbert space H into A, B and the complement of their union A ∪ B,

the BOMI between A and B, I(A : B), is defined by

I(A : B) = SA + SB − SA∪B. (1.3)

If A is taken to be a subsystem of Hin, and B is a subsystem of Hout, we interpret I(A : B)

as the correlation between the subsystems before and after the time evolution. In this

interpretation, I(A : B) measures how much information is sent from A to B. The TOMI

is defined by a linear combination of the BOMI. Let us divide the Hilbert space into A, B1,

B2, and the space complement to A ∪B1 ∪B2. Then, the TOMI is defined by

I(A : B1 : B2) = I(A : B1) + I(A : B2)− I(A : B1 ∪B2). (1.4)

If I(A : B1 ∪ B2), the BOMI which measures the global correlation, is larger than I(A :

B1) + I(A : B2), the sum of the BOMI which measures the local correlation, then the TOMI

is negative. The negativity of the TOMI means that a piece of information about A is locally

hidden thanks to the scrambling effect of dynamics. In the holographic CFT, tripartite state-

entanglement mutual information has to be non-positive [40]2. We will explain the details of

operator entanglement in Section 2.

Quasi-particle picture of the operator entanglement

Here, let us explain the quasiparticle picture that describes the time evolution of BOMI and

TOMI of the free fermion time evolution operator. This picture explain the time evolution

of BOMI and TOMI in terms of the time evolution operator, not the dual state. In Figure

2, A denotes a subsystem before the time evolution and B denotes a subsystem after the

time evolution. At t = 0, A and B are on the same time slice. In subsystem A, which has

length LA, the number of quasiparticles is proportional to 2LA
3. For t > 0, the time slice

on which B lives is different from the slice on which A lives. The quasiparticles are on the

time slice where B lives and LA quasiparticles move to the right at the speed of light while

the rest of quasiparticles moves to the left at the speed of light. The value of I(A : B) is

proportional to the number of quasiparticles in B. The time evolution of BOMI, following

this picture, exhibits quantum revival. We will explain the quasiparticle picture in greater

detail in Section 3.

Measure of information scrambling

Let us define the amount of information scrambled to be the absolute value of TOMI. If

we divide the output Hilbert space into B1 and B2, and the value of I(A : Bi=1,2) is zero,

2For non-positive tripartite information in infinite-range spin systems see [41].
3Since the quasiparticle picture does not predict the magnitude of the BOMI, here we assume that the

quasiparticle density is one particle per unit length.
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4Ͱ͏ߦɻ

Summary

͜͜Ͱ͸ɺຊڀݚͰಘΒΕͨ݁ڀݚՌʹ͍ͭͯઆ໌͢Δɻ

1. Free fermionͷ৔߹ɺ४ཻࢠඳ૾ʹै͍ɺܥͷେ͖͞Ͱ༩͑ΒΕΔִؒؒ࣌ͰBOMI͕
पظతͳৼΔ෣͍Λ͠ɺquantum revival͕͜ىΔ͜ͱΛ͔֬ΊͨɻҰํͰ holographic

CFTͰ͸े෼ʹܦ͕ؒ࣌ա͢ΔͱɺBOMIͱTOMI͸४ཻࢠඳ૾ʹ͸ैΘͣɺquantum

revival ͸͜ىΒͳ͍͜ͱ͕෼͔ͬͨɻ

2. HoutΛB1ͱB2ʹ෼͚ͨࡍɺ(0.4)Ͱఆٛ͞ΕΔ free fermion ͷTOMI͸ɺ४ཻࢠ਺͕
อଘ͞ΕΔҝɺ0ʹͳΔ͜ͱ͕Θ͔Γɺ༗ݶαΠζޮՌΛड͚ͳ͍͜ͱΛൃͨ͠ݟɻҰ
ํͰɺholographic CFTͷ৔߹ɺ෦෼ܥA, B1, B2ͷऔΓํʹΑͬͯ͸TOMI͕༗ݶα
ΠζޮՌͷӨڹΛड͚ɺεΫϥϯϒϧ͞Εͯ͠·͏৘ใྔ͕গͳ͘ͳΔ͜ͱΛൃ͠ݟ
ͨɻྫ͑͹ɺ૒ରঢ়ଶͰ͸ͳ͘ɺԋࢠࢉͷඳ૾Ͱࠁ࣌ t = 0ʹ͓͍ͯɺA͕B1ʹؚ·Ε
͍ͯΔ࣌ɺAͱB1ͷϢχΦϯͷେ͖͕͞ܥͷେ͖͞ΑΓখ͍͞ͱɺTOMIͷ late-time

ͷ஋͸༗ݶαΠζޮՌΛड͚ͳ͍͕ɺAͱBͷϢχΦϯͷେ͖͕͞ܥͷେ͖͞ΑΓେ͖
͍ͱ༗ݶαΠζޮՌΛड͚Δ1ɻ͜Ε͸ɺ͍ڧεΫϥϯϒϦϯάޮՌΛ΋ͭ spin system

ͷ݁ՌͱίϯγεςϯτͰ͋Δ [35]ɻ

3. ίϯύΫτͳ্ۭ࣌ͷ holographic CFTͷBOMIͱTOMIͷൃؒ࣌లΛ༗ޮతʹઆ໌
Ͱ͖ΔɺLine tension picture Λ͚ͨͭݟɻॏྗཧ࿦্Ͱ࠷খۂ໘͕ϫʔϜϗʔϧʹר
͖ͭרʹࢠࢉలԋൃؒ࣌෺ମ͸ίϯύΫτͳݩ࣍ɺ͜ͷඳ૾Ͱ͸ରԠ͢ΔҰࡍ͖ͭ͘
͘ɻ͜ͷ͜ͱ͔ΒɺϫʔϜϗʔϧͱൃؒ࣌లԋ͕ࢠࢉτϙϩδΧϧʹ౳ՁͰ͋Δ͜ͱ
Λݟग़ͨ͠ɻ

Organization of this paper

͜͜Ͱ͸ɺຊॻͷߏ੒ʹ͍ͭͯઆ໌͢Δɻ0 ͜͜͸͍Βͳ͍͔΋ɻ

IA,B = 0, IA,B > 0, t = 0 (0.5)

References

[1] P. Bocchieri and A. Loinger, “Quantum Recurrence Theorem,” Physical Review, vol. 107,

pp. 337–338, July 1957.
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Figure 2: A cartoon of quasiparticle picture. In this picture, the black dots are quasiparticles.

then the observers who are able to access only Bi=1,2 are not able to recover the information

about A. The value of I(A : B1 ∪ B2) is the amount of information about A which the

observers, being able to access any regions of the output Hilbert space, are able to obtain.

The absolute value of (1.4) is the amount of information locally hidden by the scrambling

effect of dynamics. This is the definition of the amount of scrambled information. We will

explain the details of the scrambled information in Section 3.

Line-tension picture of the operator entanglement

Figure 3: A cartoon of line-tension picture. Integral of the line-tension T (v) over the minimal

curve C gives the entanglement.

As we explained above, in an integrable system, the behavior of the BOMI and TOMI can

be described by quasiparticles. On the other hand, in a chaotic system, the hydrodynamic

5



behavior of the entanglement is well described by the “line-tension picture,” introduced in

[42, 43, 44, 45]. The original line-tension picture is derived in the (two-dimensional) chaotic

system defined on an infinite line, but in this paper we will generalize it to a compact space.

In the line-tension picture, the entanglement between the region A at t = 0 and B at t = t1
is given by the integral of the line-tension T (v) over the minimal curve C that connects

the edges of A and B (see Figure 3). This reproduces the phase transition of the operator

entanglement (or BOMI) between the connected phase (left figure in Figure 3) and the

disconnected phase (right figure in Figure 3) in holographic CFTs, where the corresponding

entanglement entropy (or the mutual information) is computed using the Ryu-Takayanagi

surface in the double-sided black hole dual to the thermofield double state [31, 46]. At late

times, the disconnected phase is favored due to the minimality condition, and BOMI becomes

zero.

When the holographic CFT is put on a compact space, as we will see in this paper, the

Ryu-Takayanagi surface with non-trivial homology gives an additional phase at late times

which does not appear in non-compact spaces and it keeps BOMI at some positive value,

contrary to the non-compact case where BOMI decays to zero. As we will see Section 3.6,

this can be reproduced by the line-tension picture on the compact space.

Summary

Here, we summarize the results of this paper.

1. The time evolution of BOMI and TOMI of the time evolution operator in 2d free

fermion follows the relativistic propagation of quasiparticles: The time evolution of

BOMI periodically behaves, and the period is given by the system size. Since the

number of quasiparticles is conserved, the value of TOMI is zero. We confirm that

quantum revival, following the relativistic propagation of quasi-particles, occurs in free

fermion. In holographic CFT, the late-time evolution of BOMI does not follow the

relativistic propagation of quasiparticle, so that quantum revival does not occur.

2. Following the proposed quasi-particle picture for operator entanglement in [36], we have

adapted the method of [47, 48] to find exact formulae for BOMI in integrable models

with generic configurations.

3. When we divide Hout into B1 and B2, the TOMI which defined by (1.4), of the free

fermionic time evolution operator vanishes since the number of quasiparticles is con-

served. Thus, the finiteness of compact space does not affect the value of TOMI. In

the holographic CFT, the absolute value of TOMI can become smaller than the non-

compact case because the compactness of spacetime prevents dynamics from spreading

and delocalizing the information about A. For example, in the picture, in terms of the

time evolution operator, not the dual state, if A is initially included in B1, and the sum

of sizes of A and B1 is smaller than the system size, then the late-time value of TOMI
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is independent of the system size. On the other hand, if the sum of sizes of A and

B1 is larger than the system size, the late-time value of TOMI depends on the system

size, so that the absolute value of TOMI in the compact spacetime is smaller than that

of TOMI in the non-compact spacetime. This is consistent with the time evolution of

BOMI in the spin system with the strong scrambling ability [49].

4. When a chaotic system is defined on a compact space, we have a new phase of the en-

tanglement entropy at late times, which does not appear when the system is defined on

a non-compact space, and it prevents BOMI from decaying to zero. For a holographic

CFT, this phase is allowed by the the Ryu-Takayanagi surface with non-trivial homol-

ogy, that holographically computes the entanglement entropy in a compact space. We

will propose the line-tension picture for a chaotic system defined on a compact space

that effectively describe the hydrodynamic behavior of the entanglement in the scaling

limit. Our definition of the line-tension picture correctly captures the new phase of

BOMI (or TOMI).

5. We found that the line-tension picture, which captures the coarse-grained behavior of

the operator entanglement, can be generalized to a CFT defined on a compact space.

The new phase that appear in a chaotic system on a compact space can be captured

by the homotopically non-trivial minimal curve that computes the line-tension, which

wraps around a compact direction. In a holographic CFT, the operator entanglement

can be holographically computed by the Ryu-Takayanagi surface on the wormhole

geometry in the dual state given by the a channel-state map from the operator. We

found that the homological equivalence between the minimal curve in the line-tension

picture and the Ryu-Takayangi surface on the dual wormhole geometry. This suggests

that the quantum circuit in the line tension picture and the wormhole in the gravity

picture are closely related.

The articles [50, 51, 52] are preliminary studies of quantum revival in holographic CFT 4.

In these preliminary studies, the authors found that quantum revival occurs in holographic

CFTs defined on strips by studying the time evolution of state entanglement instead of

operator entanglement. This can be taken to be an indication that the information about

the initial state can be recovered by weakening the scrambling effect of the dynamics due to

the finite size effect.

Organization of this paper

So far, we have explained the background of this study and summarized the results obtained.

In Section 2, we explain how to compute operator mutual information in path-integral for-

malism. In Section 3, we study the time evolution of operator mutual information in 2-

dimensional free field theory and holographic CFT. In Section 4, we explain the line tension

4For related studies see also [53, 54].
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picture, which is an effective theory to explain the time evolution of operator mutual infor-

mation in holographic CFT. In Section 5, we discuss the results obtained in this paper, and

then explain some of the future directions.

2 Operator mutual information in path-integral

Let us begin by recapitulating the computation of OEE in 2d CFTs using the path inte-

gral formalism as described in [36]. The unitary operator state (1.1) can be regulated by

introducing a UV cutoff ε as5

|Uε(t)〉 = N e−( it+ε2 )Htot
∑
a

|a〉1|a〉2 (2.1)

where H = H1 ⊗ 1 + 1⊗H2 is the total Hamiltonian acting on the doubled Hilbert space H
and N is the normalization factor

N−2 = trH1e
−2εH1 . (2.2)

The corresponding density matrix in Euclidean signature is

ρE = N 2e
τ1
2
Htot

∑
a,b

|a〉〈b|1 ⊗ |a〉〈b|2 e−
τ2
2
Htot (2.3)

where the analytic continuation

τ1 → −ε− it, τ2 → ε− it, (2.4)

must be performed at the end of the calculation. The matrix elements of the Euclidean

density matrix can be written as

1〈ψ1|2〈ψ2|ρE|ψ′2〉2|ψ′1〉1 = N 2〈ψ′∗2 |e−τ2H |ψ′1〉〈ψ1|eτ1H |ψ∗2〉 (2.5)

where the conjugated fields are defined by

2〈ψ2|e
τ1H2

2 |a〉2 = 2〈a|e
τ1H2

2 |ψ∗2〉2, 2〈b|e−
τ2H2

2 |ψ′2〉2 = 2〈ψ′∗2 |e−
τ2H2

2 |b〉2. (2.6)

Let A and B be subsystems of H1 and H2 respectively. The reduced density matrix is

obtained by integrating over the degrees of freedom that lie on the complement of A∪B and

has the matrix elements

〈ψ1,A∪B|〈ψ2,A∪B|ρA∪B|ψ′2,A∪B〉|ψ′1,A∪B〉 (2.7)

=N 2

∫
Dψ1,A∪BDψ∗2,A∪B〈ψ′∗2,A∪B, ψ∗2,A∪B|e−τ2H |ψ′1,A∪B, ψ1,A∪B〉〈ψ1,A∪B, ψ1,A∪B|eτ1H |ψ∗2,A∪B, ψ∗2,A∪B〉

5It is understood that the second Hilbert space is CPT conjugated.
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Figure 4: The nth unitary operator Rényi entropy for a field theory defined on a circle S1

is given by the nth moment of the reduced density matrix which is equivalent to a path

integral on n copies of a torus with two periods 2πR and β = 2ε. Each torus has two

cuts corresponding to subsystems A and B as shown in the diagram with the dashed curves

corresponding to the latter and the full curves corresponding to the former. The cuts that

are identified are shown in the same color.

This is a path integral defined on a cylinder with inverse temperature β = 2ε. The trace

of the nth moment is a path integral over a n-sheeted Riemann surface as shown in Figure

4. Such a path integral can in turn be written as a correlation function of twist operators in

the cyclic orbifolded theory CFTn/Zn on the original unreplicated spacetime [55, 56] as

trA∪B(ρA∪B)n = C0〈σn(X1)σ̄n(X2)σn(Y2, τ1)σ̄n(Y1, τ1)〉T 2 (2.8)

where T 2 is a torus with a spatial circumference 2πR and an inverse temperature β = 2ε.

Here σn and σ̄n are twist and anti-twist operators whose scaling dimensions are given by

∆n = c
12

(
n− 1

n

)
. The proportionality constant C0 can be fixed by requiring the BOMI

between two non-overlapping intervals to vanish at t = 0 in the ε→ 0 limit. Note also that

the order of the twist and anti-twist operators in the second Hilbert space have been reversed

relative to the first Hilbert space. The nth operator Rényi entropy is thus given by

S
(n)
A∪B =

1

1− n log [C0〈σn(X1)σ̄n(X2)σn(Y2, τ1)σ̄n(Y1, τ1)〉T 2 ] , (2.9)

SA∪B = lim
n→1

S
(n)
A∪B.

Similarly, the single interval Rényi entanglement entropies are

S
(n)
A =

1

1− n log [C ′0〈σn(X1)σ̄n(X2)〉T 2 ] , (2.10)

S
(n)
B =

1

1− n log [C ′0〈σn(Y2, τ1)σ̄n(Y1, τ1)〉T 2 ]

where the proportionality constant C ′0 can be fixed by requiring the entanglement entropies

to match up with the usual thermal entropy when the total system size is taken to be infinite.
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3 The time evolution of BOMI and TOMI in various

field theories

In this section, we study the time evolution of BOMI and TOMI in two-dimensional free field

theories and holographic CFT. In particular, the time evolution of the BOMI and TOMI in

free field theories is studied using analytical and numerical methods. In addition, we propose

a quasiparticle picture that describes the time evolution of BOMI and TOMI in free field

theories.

3.1 Quasiparticle description of operator entanglement dynamics

While the entanglement entropy of a generic quantum system is difficult to compute, it

has been shown that the evolution of entanglement entropy in integrable models are well-

described by localized excitations known as quasiparticles [15, 57, 56, 17, 58, 59, 60]. This

quasiparticle description of entanglement entropy can also be used to describe the evolution

of BOMI in free theories like the free fermion and the compact boson [36].

Consider two subsystems A and B of the input and output Hilbert spaces respectively.

Initially, all quasiparticles are uniformly distributed in subsystem A as shown in Figure 5.

Half of the quasiparticles are left moving while the other half are right moving. As time

progresses, these two sets of quasiparticles will move independently at the speed of light. At

any instant in time, the BOMI between the pair of subsystems A and B is proportional to

the number of quasiparticles that are contained in subsystem B. These quasiparticles should

be thought of as localized quanta of information. An immediate corrollary of this is that in

theories where the OEE is well-described by the quasiparticle picture, there is little to no

information scrambling since information is propagating in localized packets [36].

The quasiparticle picture predicts two interesting properties of BOMI for integrable CFTs

defined on one compact spatial dimension. Firstly, since the spatial manifold is a circle, the

quasiparticles will simply go around the circle over and over again. Therefore, the BOMI

will display periodic perfect revivals6. Secondly, if the total length of subsystems A and

B is greater than the length of the whole system, there will always be some quasiparticles

contained in subsystem B and BOMI can never vanish.

3.2 Free fermion: analytical results

The OEE of a free massless Dirac fermion living on a torus can be computed by extending

the bosonization approach in [61, 62] to the doubled Hilbert space. As explained in the

previous section, the reduced density matrix of the operator state with regulator ε is defined

on a manifold where the Euclidean time has a period of β = 2ε. If space is taken to be a

6In integrable systems that are not CFTs, the quasiparticles will have a range of velocities. As time

progresses, these quasiparticles will disperse so the revivals will not be perfect.
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Figure 5: Illustration of the quasiparticle picture for the time evolution of OEE. The intervals

A and B are subsystems of the input and output Hilbert spaces respectively. Since the

spatial direction is periodic, the left edge of the unitary operator must be identified with the

right. (Left): Initially, all quasiparticles, denoted by the black dots, are spatially located in

subsystem A. The top row of quasiparticles are right moving while the bottom row consists

of left moving quasiparticles. (Right): The two sets of quasiparticles move independently.

At any given instant in time, the BOMI is proportional to the number of quasiparticles in

subsystem B.

circle S1 with circumference 2πR, then spacetime manifold is a torus with a holomorphic

coordinate given by

w = x+ iτE (3.1)

and x ∼ x + 2πR and τE ∼ τE + 2ε. Before analytic continuation to Lorentzian signature,

the anti-holomorphic coordinate is simply the complex conjugate of this. Rescaling the torus

coordinates by 1
2πR

results in the periodicities

w

2πR
∼ w

2πR
+ 1,

w

2πR
∼ w

2πR
+ τ (3.2)

where the modular parameters are (τ, τ̄) =
(
iε
πR
,− iε

πR

)
.

Along each of the two cycles of the torus, one can impose either periodic or anti-periodic

boundary on the fermions. These boundary conditions are also known as the Ramond (R)

and the Neveu-Schwarz (NS) boundary conditions respectively. There are a total of four

possible combinations of boundary conditions as shown in table 1, although the partition

function for the first spin structure vanishes due to the zero-mode [63].

In our coordinate system (3.2), the first cycle corresponds to the spatial direction while

the second cycle corresponds to the Euclidean time direction. Therefore, the second and

third spin-structures correspond to imposing the physical anti-periodic boundary conditions

along the thermal circle while the fourth spin-structure corresponds to imposing periodic

boundary conditions along the thermal circle.
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ν sector

1 (R,R)

2 (R,NS)

3 (NS,NS)

4 (NS,R)

Table 1: Spin structures of the fermion on a torus.

As explained in the previous section, the computation of OEE boils down to the computa-

tion of correlation functions of twist-operators [55, 56] or equivalently, the partition function

defined on the n-sheeted Riemann surface where n corresponds to the Rényi index. The

entanglement cuts that are relevant to the computation of OEE consists of a single inter-

val in the input Hilbert space and a single interval in the output Hilbert space, as well as

their union. The coordinates of the boundaries of the intervals on the torus are given by

wX1 = X1, wX2 = X2, wY1 = Y1 + iτ1, and wY2 = Y2 + iτ1. After performing the analytic

continuation τ1 → −ε− it, the coordinates become

wX1 = X1, wX2 = X2, (3.3)

wY1 = Y1 + t− iε, wY2 = Y2 + t− iε,
w̄Y1 = Y1 − t+ iε, w̄Y2 = Y2 − t+ iε.

The OEE for a subsystem consisting of p intervals (ua, va) for a = 1 . . . p is obtained from

the correlation function of 2p twist operators located at the corresponding coordinates wua ,

wva and their anti-holomorphic counterparts

log〈σn(wu1 , w̄u1)σ̄n(wv1 , w̄v1) . . . σn(wup , w̄up)σ̄n(wvp , w̄vp) (3.4)

=
p

6

1− n2

n
log(2πR) +

n2 − 1

12n
log

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
∏
a<b

θ1

(
wua−wub

2πR

∣∣∣∣τ) θ1

(
wva−wvb

2πR

∣∣∣∣τ) (ε∂zθ1(0|τ))p

∏
a,b

(
wua−wvb

2πR

∣∣∣∣τ)
∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
2

+

n−1
2∑

k=−n−1
2

log

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
θν

(
k
n

∑
a
wua−wva

2πR

∣∣∣∣τ)
θν(0|τ)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
2

The first term comes from rescaling the coordinates as in (3.2) so as to have a torus with

periods 1 and τ . The second and third term correspond to the partition function on the

n-sheeted Riemann surface which was computed using bosonization [61, 62]. A UV-cutoff ε

was also introduced to regulate coincident points in the correlation function. In the decom-

pactification limit R→∞, (3.4) reproduces the OEE for conformal field theories defined on

the real line [36] when the physical boundary conditions ν = 2, 3 are imposed.
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The OEE involving two intervals A = [X2, X1] and B = [Y2, Y1] residing in the first and

second Hilbert space respectively can be obtained by setting

wu1 = wX2 , wv1 = wX1 , (3.5)

wu2 = wY1 , wv2 = wY2 ,

with similar expressions for the anti-holomorphic components. Note that the position of the

twist and anti-twist operators are exchanged for the subsystem of the second Hilbert space

as explained in the previous section. These correlation functions can finally be combined to

give the BOMI

I(n)(A : B) =
n+ 1

12n
log

∣∣∣∣∣∣
θ1

(
wX2
−wY1

2πR
|τ
)
θ1

(
wX1
−wY2

2πR
|τ
)

θ1

(
wX2
−wY2

2πR
|τ
)
θ1

(
wY1−wX1

2πR
|τ
)
∣∣∣∣∣∣
2

(3.6)

+
1

1− n

n−1
2∑

k=−n−1
2

log

∣∣∣∣∣∣
θν

(
k
n

wX2
−wX1

2πR
|τ
)
θν

(
k
n

wY1−wY2
2πR

|τ
)

θν(0|τ)θν

(
k
n

wX2
−wX1

+wY1−wY2
2πR

|τ
)
∣∣∣∣∣∣
2

.

Taking the decompactification limit R→∞ for the boundary conditions ν = 2, 3 yields the

BOMI for the c = 1 Dirac fermion defined on the real line [36].

3.2.1 Bipartite Operator Mutual Information

In this subsection, plots of the BOMI (3.6) for the c = 1 free Dirac fermion defined on the

circle S1 are shown for various choices of the total system size as well as various choices of

subsystems A and B. Only the results for the physical boundary conditions ν = 2, 3 with

anti-periodic boundary conditions are shown here. The corresponding plots for the boundary

condition ν = 4 with NS boundary conditions imposed along the thermal cycle are relegated

to the appendix A.

3.2.2 Symmetric Intervals

First, consider two subsystems A and B that are spatially identical. Plots of the resulting

BOMI are shown in Figure 6. In following plots of BOMI for the free fermion CFT, the

regulator will be set to ε = 1. In the leftmost plot, the subsystems have a fixed length of

LA = LB = 5 while the total system size 2πR = 30, 40 is varied. Since both subsytems

are spatially identical with length LA = LB = 5, all quasi-particles leave the subsystem by

t = 5 and the BOMI vanishes at this time. The quasi-particles re-enter the subsystem B at

t = 25 and t = 35 for a total system size of 2πR = 30 and 2πR = 40 respectively, causing the

BOMI to increase and return to its original value. In the middle plot, the total system size

is fixed at 2πR = 30 while the subsystem sizes are LA = LB = 5, 10. When the subsystem

size is doubled, it takes twice as long for the quasi-particles to exit the subsystem initially,

so it takes twice as long for the BOMI to first vanish. However, since the total system is
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Symmetric Intervals

Out[ ]=

0 20 40 60 80 100

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0

3.5

t

I(
2
) (
A
:B

)(
t)

2π R=30,ν=2 2π R=30,ν=3

2π R=40,ν=2 2π R=40,ν=2

Out[ ]=

0 10 20 30 40 50

0

2

4

6

t

I(
2
) (
A
:B

)(
t)

LA=5,ν=2 LA=5,ν=3

LA=10,ν=2 LA=10,ν=3

Out[ ]=

0 5 10 15 20 25 30

8

9

10

11

t

I(
2
) (
A
:B

)(
t)

ν=2 ν=3

Figure 6: Plots of BOMI for the c = 1 Dirac fermion with n = 2 and ε = 1 with symmetric

intervals. (Left:) Set X2 = Y2 = 0 and X1 = Y1 = 5 for two different spatial radius

R = 15
π
, 20
π

. (Middle:) Fixed the total system radius to be R = 15
π

and considered two choices

of input subsystem [X2, X1] = [20, 25], [20, 30]. (Right:) Set X1 = Y1 = 15, X2 = Y2 = 0

and R = 10
π

. This corresponds to the case where the union A ∪ B has a length greater than

2πR so there are always some quasiparticles in B and hence the BOMI is never zero.

spatially compact, the quasi-particles for the larger subsystem will re-enter the subsystem at

an earlier time hence the BOMI starts to increase at an earlier time. In the rightmost plot,

the sum of the lengths of the two subsystems LA + LB is greater than the total system size

2πR. Therefore, there will always be some quasi-particles contained in subsystem B and the

BOMI never vanishes.

3.2.3 Asymmetric Intervals

Now, consider the case where the two intervals are no longer spatially identical but still have

a non-zero intersection. Plots of BOMI for some of these configurations are shown in Figure

7. First, consider the leftmost plot where LA = 10 and LB = 5. From t = 0 to t = 5,

there is a loss of right-moving quasi-particles from the output subsystem while from t = 5

to t = 10, there is a net loss of left-moving quasi-particles. Therefore, the BOMI decreases

linearly to zero until t = 10. At t = 20, the quasi-particles re-enter the subsystem due to the

periodicity of space and the BOMI returns to its original value. In the rightmost plot, the

subsystems have lengths LA = 20 and LB = 5 while the total system size is 2πR = 40. There

is now a horizontal plateau between t = 5 and t = 15 because the rate of left-moving quasi-

particles entering and leaving the output subsystem as this time are equal. At t = 20, all the

left-moving quasi-particles have just left the output subsystem while the right-moving quasi-

particles are beginning to re-enter the subsystem, leading to a rise in BOMI. Eventually, the

BOMI returns to its original value and the process repeats itself indefinitely.
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Asymmetric Intervals
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Figure 7: Plots of BOMI between two non-identical spatially overlapping subsystems A and

B. (Left :) The subsystems are A = [X2, X1] = [0, 10] and B = [Y2, Y1] = [0, 5] and the

total system size is 2πR = 30. (Right :) The subsystems are A = [X2, X1] = [5, 25] and

B = [Y2, Y1] = [5, 10] and the total system size is 2πR = 40.

3.2.4 Disjoint Intervals

Lastly, consider the case where the input and output subsystems are disjoint. Plots of the

BOMI when the input and output subsystems have no overlap are shown in Figure 8. In the

left plot, the total system size is varied. When 2πR = 30, both the left-moving and right-

moving quasi-particles enter and leave the output subsystem at the same time but when the

total system size is 2πR = 40, the right-moving quasi-particles enter the output subsystem

immediately after all the left-moving quasi-particles have left it. This explains why there are

two bumps in the latter case and why the single bump in the former case is twice as tall.

In the right plot, the two subsystems have no overlap and yet are spatially adjacent so the

BOMI begins to increase immediately. Since the input and output subsystems are not of

equal length, plateaus arise in the BOMI.

3.2.5 Tripartite Operator Mutual Information

With the equation for the BOMI for free fermions (3.6) at hand, the TOMI is readily com-

puted. The free fermion BOMI can be divided into a universal spin-structure independent

piece I
(n)
univ.(A : B) and a spin-structure dependent piece I

(n)
non-univ.,ν(A : B):

I(n)
ν (A : B) = I

(n)
univ.(A : B) + I

(n)
non-univ.,ν(A : B) (3.7)

where I
(n)
univ.(A : B) is the first term of (3.6) while I

(n)
non-univ.,ν(A : B) is the second. Let

A = [X2, X1] be an interval in the input Hilbert space and B1 = [Y2, Y1] and B2 = [Y3, Y2]

be subsystems of the output Hilbert space where Y3 < Y2 < Y1. The universal part of the

15



Disjoint Intervals

Out[ ]=

0 20 40 60 80 100

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0

3.5

t

I(
2
) (
A
:B

)(
t)

2π R=30,ν=2 2π R=30,ν=3

2π R=40,ν=2 2π R=40,ν=3

Out[ ]=

0 20 40 60 80 100

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

t

I(
2
) (
A
:B

)(
t)

ν=2 ν=3

Figure 8: Plots of BOMI between two disjoint intervals A and B. (Left:) The input and

output subsystems are fixed as A = [X2, X1] = [20, 25] and B = [Y2, Y1] = [5, 10] while the

total system size 2πR = 30, 40 is varied. (Right:) The input and output subsystems are

A = [X2, X1] = [10, 20] and B = [Y2, Y1] = [5, 10] while the total system size 2πR = 40.

TOMI cancels out exactly since

I
(n)
univ.(A : B1 : B2) = I

(n)
univ.(A : B1) + I

(n)
univ.(A : B2)− I(n)

univ.(A : B1 ∪B2) = 0. (3.8)

Note that this cancellation is exact and does not require any particular limits to be taken.

On the other hand, the non-universal piece of TOMI, which is a linear combination of the

spin-structure terms, does not cancel out exactly. The spin-structure part of the OEE is

given by the last term of (3.4),

S
(n)
C,ν =

1

1− n

n−1
2∑

k=−n−1
2

log

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
θν

(
k
n

z
2πR

∣∣∣∣τ)
θν(0|τ)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
2

(3.9)

where z = X2−X1, Y1− Y2, X2−X1 + Y1− Y2 for C = A,B,A∪B respectively. Performing

an S-modular transformation gives

S
(n)
C,ν =

z2

24εR

n+ 1

n
+

2

1− n

n−1
2∑

k=−n−1
2

log

θµ
(
i kz

2nε

∣∣∣∣iπRε )
θµ

(
0

∣∣∣∣iπRε )
 (3.10)

for (ν, µ) = (2, 4), (3, 3), (4, 2). The theta functions are real and identical for both the holo-

morphic and anti-holomorphic piece. The argument of the logarithm is also postive because

z ∈ [−2πR, 2πR]. Following [64, 61], the sum of the logarithm can be re-written by applying

the product representation of the elliptic theta functions followed by a Mercator expansion
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of the logarithms which converges because z ∈ [−2πR, 2πR]. For the spin-structures that

are anti-periodic along the thermal cycle, ν = 2, 3, this results in

S
(n)
C,ν =

z2

24εR

n+ 1

n
+

2

n− 1

∞∑
j=1

(−1)jν

j sinh π2Rj
ε

[
sinh πjz

2ε

sinh πjz
2εn

− n
]
, ν = 2, 3 (3.11)

The replica limit can be taken by applying L’Hospitals rule which gives

SC,ν =
z2

12εR
+ 2

∞∑
j=1

(−1)jν

j sinh π2Rj
ε

[
πjz

2ε
coth

πjz

2ε
− 1

]
(3.12)

When ε → 0, the first term dominates while the second term is exponentially suppressed.

Therefore, to leading order in ε,

Inon-univ.,ν(A : B) =
(X1 −X2)(Y1 − Y2)

6εR
+ . . . (3.13)

where the sub-leading terms are exponentially suppressed. This leading order term is also

symmetric in the lengths of subsystem A and B as it should be. Applying this formula, the

spin-structure part of the TOMI also cancels out at leading order, i.e.

Inon-univ.,ν(A : B1 : B2) = 0 + . . . (3.14)

Therefore, the total TOMI vanishes up to some exponentially suppressed terms. In the small

regulator limit, the quasi-particle picture holds perfectly for free fermions on the circle (when

ν = 2, 3) and there is no scrambling of information by the corresponding unitary channel.

3.2.6 Summary of Free Fermion CFT results

In this section, bosonization was employed to compute the OEE of the c = 1 Dirac fermion

CFT defined on the torus S1 × S1. The BOMI was found to be in perfect agreement with

the quasi-particle picture just like in [36]. Due to the periodicity of space, the BOMI showed

perfect revivals as the quasi-particles traversed the spatial circle S1 periodically and indefi-

nitely. When the regulator ε was taken to be much smaller than the total system size, the

TOMI vanished for ν = 2, 3, in agreement with the quasi-particle picture.

3.3 An application of standard quasiparticle picture to operator

entanglement.

In the previous part of section 3, we explained the time evolution of BOMI and TOMI of

free fermion on compact spacetime using the quasiparticle picture proposed in [36], where

the time evolution of BOMI and TOMI on non-compact spacetime follows. In this section,

we will extend the standard quasiparticle picture, which can describe the time evolution of

state entanglement, to describe the time evolution of operator entanglement. We consider
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a double copy of free fermion (and scalar) theory and study mutual information between

the two copies. This is basically considering the TFD state in these theories and study

mutual information between subregions on different Hilbert spaces. Since we are studying

free theories, an interesting question is whether we can understand the dynamics of BOMI in

terms of free streaming quasi-particles or not? We show that imposing a suitable adaptation

on the standard quasi-particle picture perfectly agrees with our numerical simulations modulo

the zero mode effect which is not captured by the quasi-particle picture.

In the following we first describe how to find exact quasi-particle formulae for dynamics

of mutual information in given configuration. Next we present our numerical results and

compare them with the quasi-particle picture.

3.4 Quasi-particle picture

In this section we show how a suitable adaptation leads to an exact predictive quasi-particle

picture for BOMI and for standard mutual information between subsystems on different sides

of the TFD state in generic configurations. We will follow the picture introduced by Alba

and Calabrese in [47, 48] where we assume integrability together with the knowledge of the

final steady state (basically a generalized Gibbs ensemble in this case), in order to fix the

contribution of each single mode to the propagation of entanglement all over the evolution.

Let’s forget about our more complex setup of interest for studying mutual information for

a while in order to review how this picture leads to a predictive formula for entanglement

evolution for the simplest case, namely a single connected interval in a single copy of the

Hilbert space. In such a case, the entanglement entropy is given by

S(t) = 2t

∫
2|v(k)|t<LA

dk s(k)v(k) + LA

∫
2|v(k)|t>LA

dk s(k), (3.15)

where v(k) is the group velocity of modes with label k, which is basically its momentum

in free theories, and s(k) is the entropy density in the momentum space. s(k) carries the

information of the quench protocol and the initial (pre-quench) state, which can be fixed

by reading off the spectrum of the final generalized Gibbs ensemble from the constants of

motion, where the latter can be read from the initial state (for more details see [48]). When

we consider a global quench, each spatial point is assumed to be a source of a pair of free

streaming quasi-particles which are maximally entangled with each other. At time t, those

quasi-particles which one pair is in the entangling region and the other pair is outside the

region contribute to the time dependent part of the entropy.

For later convenience, we rephrase this formula (3.15) pictorially. For simplicity of il-

lustration, all our figures merely present the case that the group velocity is equal to unity,

though in the analytic formulae we sum over all velocities corresponding to different mo-

menta. We show left/right-moving quasi-particles in black/blue. The simplest case that is

the entanglement entropy for a single interval has been shown in Figure 9. The first term

in (3.15) corresponds to the black and the blue triangles in 0 < t < LA/2 window which
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are responsible for the increase of the entropy, while the second term corresponds to the

black and blue parallelograms extended over LA/2 < t <∞, where the entropy has stopped

increasing.

A

t

t = LA

2

Figure 9: Evolution of entanglement entropy of a single interval. For 0 < t < LA/2, the

intersection of constant time slices and the blue and gray shaded regions are increasing while

time is increased. Afterwards for LA/2 < t <∞ this intersections remain constant.

In the following we will consider the quasi-particle picture introduced in [36] and used the

aforementioned pictorial understanding to find an exact quasi-particle formulae for BOMI

and mutual information in the TFD state in generic configurations. The key point of the

picture introduced in [36] is that the region A is the only source for free streaming quasi-

particles and at a given time t, those quasi-particles which are inside B contribute to the

mutual information I(A : B), regardless of the position of their pair. The final thing we

need is to fix s(k). Since our case of interest is basically the TFD state, the final state is

nothing but two copies of thermal states, though s(k) is simply two times the contribution

of a thermal states, namely

s(k) = 2

[
β ω(k) e−β ω(k)

1± e−β ω(k)
± ln

(
1± e−β ω(k)

)]
, (3.16)

corresponding to fermionic/bosonic theories.

We would like to also mention that the symmetric configuration where LA = LB in TFD

states has been previously discussed in [65], where it is possible to understand the SA∪B in

terms of the standard quasi-particle picture, i.e., where all spatial points are considered as

sources for quasi-particles. In this case the entanglement between two copies is understood

in terms of a linear combination of the quasi-particles propagating on each single side. Our

results for generic configurations reduces to theirs for the specific case of symmetric con-

figurations. It is also worth to note that a similar qualitative interpretation has been also

discussed in [66] assuming the left/ right-moving quasi-particles merely propagate on the

left/right copies of the TFD state correspondingly.

In the following we present examples of the three family of symmetric, asymmetric and

disjoint configurations and show how to extract the corresponding quasi-particle picture on

compact spatial direction.
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Symmetric

It is not hard to see that the quasi-particle picture on an infinite spatial direction is given by

I(A : B) = 2LA

∫
v(k)t≤LB−LA

2

dk

2π
s(k) +

∫
v(k)t≤LB+LA

2

dk

2π
s(k) [LB + LA − 2v(k)t] . (3.17)

It is easy to understand how we came to this formula for the infinite system case. In the right

panel of Figure 10, it is clear that the first term in (3.17) is contributing for 0 < t < LB−LA
2

,

where the intersection of a time slice with both the blue and black parallelograms have

constant length LA. While time increase, in LB−LA
2

< t < LB+LA
2

, the intersection on a time-

slice with the parallelograms is decreasing and hence each color contributes −s(k)v(k)t to the

integrand. It is straightforward to find the constant part of the integrand in the second term

of (3.17) geometrically, which also ensures the continuity of the expression at t = LB−LA
2

.

For t > LB+LA
2

there is no quasi-particle in region B, hence mutual information vanishes.

B

A

t

t = LB−LA

2

t = LB+LA

2

t = LB−LA

2

t = LB+LA

2

t = L − LB+LA

2

t = L − LB−LA

2

t = L

Figure 10: Symmetric configuration. Left/Right: on infinite/compact system.

On the finite system with size L shown in Figure 10, we follow exactly the same logic

but also keep in mind the the quasi-particles reenter the region due to the periodicity of the

spatial direction. A careful follow up of this reentrance has been illustrated in the right panel

of Figure 10. It is not hard to see that in this case one finds

I(A : B) = 2LA

∫
{ v(k)tL }≤LB−LA2L

dk

2π
s(k) +

∫
LB−LA

2L
<{ v(k)tL }≤LB+LA

2L

dk

2π
s(k)

[
LB + LA − L

{
2v(k)t

L

}]
+ 2L

∫
1−LB+LA

2L
<{ v(k)tL }≤1−LB−LA

2L

dk

2π
s(k)

{
2v(k)

(
t

L
− 1 +

LB + LA
2L

)}
+ 2LA

∫
1−LB−LA

2L
<{ v(k)tL }≤1

dk

2π
s(k)

(3.18)

where {•} is the fractional part of •.
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Asymmetric

For the asymmetric configurations, several cases may happen depending on the length of

LA, LB, the asymmetric parameter d∗, and the length of the total system L. An example is

shown in the left panel of Figure 11. For the case shown in this figure, following the same

logic described in the symmetric case, one can easily verify that for an infinite system mutual

information is given by

I(A : B) = 2LA

∫
t≤ d∗

v(k)

dk

2π
s(k) +

∫
d∗
v(k)

<t≤LA+d∗
v(k)

dk

2π
s(k) [2LA + d∗ − v(k)t]

+ LA

∫
LA+d∗
v(k)

<t≤LB−LA−d∗
v(k)

dk

2π
s(k) +

∫
LB−LA−d∗

v(k)
<t≤LB−d∗

v(k)

dk

2π
s(k) [LB − d∗ − v(k)t] ,

(3.19)

and on the finite system we find

I(A : B) = 2LA

∫
{ v(k)tL }≤ d∗L

dk s(k) +

∫
d∗
L
<{ v(k)tL }≤LA+d∗

L

dk

2π
s(k)

[
2LA + d∗ − L

{
v(k)t

L

}]
+ LA

∫
LA+d∗

L
<{ v(k)tL }≤LB−LA−d∗L

dk

2π
s(k) +

∫
LB−LA−d∗

L
<{ v(k)tL }≤LB−d∗L

dk

2π
s(k)

[
LB − d∗ − L

{
v(k)t

L

}]
+ L

∫
1−LB−d∗

L
<{ v(k)tL }≤1−LB−LA−d∗

L

dk

2π
s(k)

{
v(k)

(
t

L
− 1 +

LB − d∗
L

)}
+ LA

∫
1−LB−LA−d∗

L
<{ v(k)tL }≤1−LA+d∗

L

dk

2π
s(k)

+

∫
1−LA+d∗

L
<{ v(k)tL }≤1− d∗

L

dk

2π
s(k)

[
LA + L

{
v(k)

(
t

L
− 1 +

LA + d∗
L

)}]
+ 2LA

∫
1− d∗

2L
<{ v(k)tL }≤1

dk

2π
s(k) .

(3.20)

The same procedure leads to all other possible choice of parameters which we skip to mention

here.

Disjoint

This configuration also may happen in several cases regarding the parameters LA, LB, d, and

L. We have shown an example in the right panel of Figure 11. In this case on an infinite

system we find

I(A : B) =

∫
d

v(k)
<t≤LA+d

v(k)

dk s(k) [v(k)t− d] + LA

∫
LA+d

v(k)
<t≤LB+d

v(k)

dk

2π
s(k)

+

∫
LB+d

v(k)
<t≤LB+LA+d

v(k)

dk

2π
s(k) [LB + LA + d− v(k)t] ,

(3.21)
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t = d∗

t = LA + d∗

t = L − LB + d∗

t = L − LB + LA + d∗

t = LB − LA − d∗

t = LB − d∗

t = L − LA − d∗

t = L − d∗

t = L

B d A

t = L − LB − LA − d

t = L − LB − d

t = L − LA − d

t = L − d

t = d

t = LA + d

t = LB + d

t = LA + LB + d

t = L

Figure 11: Examples of asymmetric (left) and disjoint (right) configurations.

and on a finite system we find

I(A : B) = L

∫
1−LB+LA+d

L
<{ v(k)tL }≤ d

L

dk

2π
s(k)

{
v(k)

(
t

L
− 1 +

LA + LB + d

L

)}
+ L

∫
d
L
<{ v(k)tL }≤1−LB+d

L

dk

2π
s(k)

{
2v(k)

t− d
L

}
+ L

∫
1−LB+d

L
<{ v(k)tL }≤1−LA+d

L

dk

2π
s(k)

[{
v(k)

(
t

L
− 1 +

LB + d

L

)}
+ L− LB + LA − 2d

]
+ (L− 2d)

∫
1−LA+d

L
<{ v(k)tL }≤LA+d

L

dk

2π
s(k)

− L
∫
LA+d

L
<{ v(k)tL }≤LB+d

L

dk

2π
s(k)

[{
v(k)

t− LA − d
L

}
+ L− 2d

]
− 2L

∫
LB+d

L
<{ v(k)tL }≤1− d

L

dk

2π
s(k)

[{
v(k)

t− LB − d
L

}
+ L+ LA − LB − 2d

]
− L

∫
1− d

L
<{ v(k)tL }≤LA+LB+d

L

dk

2π
s(k)

[{
v(k)

(
t

L
− 1 +

d

L

)}
− L+ LA + LB + 2d

]
(3.22)

3.4.1 Numerical results

In this section, we numerically study mutual information for free fermionic TFD states and

compare the numerical results with the predictions of quasi-particle picture. The Hamiltonian

is given by

H =
N−1∑
k=0

(
H

(1)
k +H

(2)
k

)
, H

(i)
k = ωkn̂

(i)
k , ωk =

1

δ
cos

(
2πk

N

)
, (3.23)
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where δ is the lattice spacing hence N δ = L, n̂k = c†kck and the fermion operators obey

standard anti-commutation relations {ck, c†k′} = δkk′ . N is the number of sites in the lattice.

The fermionic TFD state with the inverse temperature β is defined as

|β〉 =
N⊗
k=1

(
1 + e−βωk

)− 1
2
(
|0〉1|0〉2 + e−βωk/2e−iωkt|1〉1|1〉2

)
. (3.24)

We use the covariance matrix method formalism to compute the entanglement and mutual

information. Considering a union of two subregions which we denote by A and B containing

NA and NB sites. We define the following 2(NA +NB) dimensional vector

r = (q1, q2, · · · , qNA , qNA+1, · · · , qNA+NB , p1, p2, · · · , pNA , pNA+1, · · · , pNA+NB) , (3.25)

where qA to qNA corresponds to ci’s in region A and from qNA+1 to qNA+NB correspond to those

in B followed by the p’s corresponding to c† operators in the same ordering. To compute the

spectrum of the reduced density matrix, we need to construct the covariance matrix

Γ =

(
Q R

RT P

)
(3.26)

where Q and P and R are (NA +NB)-dimensional square matrices given by

Γij =
1

2
〈β| {ri, rj} |β〉. (3.27)

The covariance matrix Γ contains different blocks as

Γ =

(
Γ(cc) Γ(cc†)

−Γ(cc†)T Γ(c†c†)

)
(3.28)

where each block has the following structure

Γ(cc) =

(
Γ

(cc)
11 Γ

(cc)
12

−Γ(cc)T

12 Γ
(cc)
22

)
(3.29)

with the similar structure for other blocks. It is easy to check that the components of these

blocks for the diagonal blocks are given by

Γ
(cc)
11 = 0 , Γ

(c†c†)
11 = 0

Γ
(cc†)
11 ij =

1

L

N−1∑
k=0

tanh
βωk

2
cos

(
2πk(i− j)

L

) (3.30)

and for the off-diagonal blocks are given by

Γ
(cc)
12 ij = −Γ

(c†c†)
12 ij =

1

L

N−1∑
k=0

sech
βωk

2
cos(ωkt) cos

(
2πk(i− j)

L

)

Γ
(cc†)
12 ij =

1

L

N−1∑
k=0

sech
βωk

2
sin(ωkt) cos

(
2πk(i− j)

L

) (3.31)
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Figure 12: Numerical results for free fermion theory (red dots) versus quasi-particle picture

(solid blue curves). In the first row we present examples of symmetric configurations with

LA = LB (right) and LA < LB (left). In the second row we present examples of the asymmet-

ric configurations with d∗ = 0 (right) and d∗ > 0 (left). In the third row we show examples

of disjoint configurations with LA = LB (right) and LA < LB (left).

With these in hand, the spectrum of iΓ denoted by {±νi}, gives a double copy of the spectrum

of the reduced density matrix that gives the entropy as

SA1∪A2 = −
NA1

+NA2∑
i=1

[
νi + 1

2
ln

(
νi + 1

2

)
+
νi − 1

2
ln

(
νi − 1

2

)]
(3.32)

In Figure 12 we have presented the quasi-particle results versus numerical results correspond-

ing to six examples showing perfect match.

Using the same formalism, namely implementing the corresponding entropy density for

bosonic theories in (3.16) into the same quasi-particle formulae leads to the quasi-particle
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prediction for bosonic theories. There are subtleties in this case due to the extremely large

effect of the zero mode which is not captured by the quasi-particle picture. More details

about this case is discussed in appendix B.

3.5 Holographic CFT

The goal of this section is to study OMI in holographic channels. To this end, we perform

holographic calculations of entanglement entropy which form the main subject of this section.

3.5.1 Warmup: Holographic entanglement entropy

The purpose of the following section is to review these calculations in a pedagogical fash-

ion. The reader who is familiar with these holographic calculations may skip to the next

subsection.

BTZ blackhole in embedding coordinates

In two-dimensional holographic CFTs, minimal surfaces in the dual geometry are simply

minimal geodesics. Let us first demonstrate a useful way to calculate these geodesic lengths

using the embedding formalism.

It is well-known that vacuum solutions in three-dimensional AdS are locally equivalent

to empty AdS. Based on this fact, the geodesic length can be calculated via the embedding

coordinates,

ds2 = −du2 − dv2 + dx2 + dy2, (3.33)

U2 = ηABU
AUB = −u2 − v2 + x2 + y2 = −1. (3.34)

We are particularly interested in the high-temperature or high-energy limit; hence, it is

sufficient to consider the BTZ black hole [67]. In these embedding coordinates, the BTZ

black hole can be expressed as

u =
r

r+

cosh (r+φ) , (3.35)

v =

√
r2 − r2

+

r+

sinh (r+t) , (3.36)

x =
r

r+

sinh (r+φ) , (3.37)

y =

√
r2 − r2

+

r+

cosh (r+t) . (3.38)

with the identification φ ∼ φ+ 2π, namely,

u ∼ u cosh (2πr+) + x sinh (2πr+) , (3.39)

x ∼ x cosh (2πr+) + u sinh (2πr+) . (3.40)
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Then, the induced metric is given by the standard BTZ coordinates,

ds2 = −(r2 − r2
+)dt2 +

dr2

r2 − r2
+

+ r2dφ2. (3.41)

We need to identify the inverse temperature of the BTZ black hole as β = 2π/r+ in order to

obtain a smooth geometry near r = r+ when we analytically continue Lorentzian time t to

Euclidean time.

It is worth noting that the above embedding coordinates are invariant under the parameter

rescaling φ→ Rφ, r → r/R and r+ → r+/R. Hence, the inverse temperature can be rescaled

as β → Rβ. This rescaling corresponds to a boundary scale transformation. Therefore, if we

consider a CFT on a torus with spatial circumference 2πR, the inverse temperature should

be identified with the blackhole radius as β = 2πR/r+
7.

The lengths of spacelike geodesics in the embedding coordinates have a simple expression

σ(U1, U2) = cosh−1(−U1 · U2), (3.42)

where U1,2 are the end points of the geodesic (the derivation can be seen in [68, 69], for

example). The above expression may correspond to non-minimal geodesics because we have

non-trivial identifications (3.39) and (3.40). In order to compute the area of the minimal

surface, the geodesic with minimal length has to be selected.

Single interval

First, let us look at the single interval case. We take the subsystem A on the boundary on a

fixed time slice to be [X2, X1]. The corresponding minimal surfaces should be anchored at two

points U2 and U1 which are located on the cutoff surface at r = r̃∞ with the corresponding

X and t coordinates determined by

−U1 · U2 =
2r̃2
∞
r̃2

+

sinh

[
r̃+

2
(w1 − w2 + 2πnR)

]
sinh

[
r̃+

2
(w̄1 − w̄2 + 2πnR)

]
+O(r̃0

∞), (3.43)

where we defined wi = Xi + ti, w̄i = Xi − ti so that Xi ∼ Xi + 2πR. Here, r̃∞ and r̃+ are

the cutoff and horizon radius in the rescaled coordinates. Note that here we have bunch of

local minimum labeled by integer n. As mentioned previously, this is a consequence of the

non-trivial identifications (3.39) and (3.40). The magnitude of n corresponds to the winding

of the geodesics around the blackhole.

We rewrite the formula in terms of CFT parameters [70] as

σ(U2, U1)

4GN

' c

6
log[−2U2 · U1] (3.44)

=
c

6
log

[
β2

a2π2
sinh

[
π(w1 − w2 + 2πnR)

β

]
sinh

[
π(w̄1 − w̄2 + 2πnR)

β

]]
, (3.45)

7We also have to rescale the cutoff r∞ → r∞/R.
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Figure 13: Candidate Ryu-Takayanagi surfaces (orange curves) in the calculation of holo-

graphic entanglement entropy. The dashed lines on each boundary circle represent subsystem

A. Each black circle on the center describes the black hole. In particular, in the right panel,

we have the minimal surface wrapping the black hole. The contribution from this surface

explains the black hole entropy SBH .

where a is a lattice cutoff in the 2d CFT with a spatial circumference of 2πR. Therefore, the

holographic entanglement entropy is

SA = min

[
σ(U2, U1)

4GN

]

=


c
3

log
[
β
aπ

sinh
[
π(X1−X2)

β

]]
(X1 −X2 < `cl.),

c
3

log
[
β
aπ

sinh
[
π(2πR−(X1−X2))

β

]]
+ SBH (X1 −X2 > `cl.),

(3.46)

where SBH is Bekenstein-Hawking entropy,

SBH =
cπ

3

2πR

β
, (3.47)

and `cl. is a critical length [71] given by

`cl. =
β

2π
log

[
1 + e

2π
β

2πR

2

]
. (3.48)

See Figure 13 for an illustration of the geodesics. Later, we will take β = 2ε and focus on

the high temperature limit ε → 0. In this limit, the second phase becomes negligible as

`cl. → 2πR. Namely, the contribution of SBH is a consequence of a mixed state and does

not show up if we see pure states [72, 73, 74]. It is also worth noting that if we consider a

(typical) pure state, the high temperature limit of SA follows the Page curve with respect to

the subsystem size LA = X1 −X2. The calculation for the subsystem B = [Y2, Y1] proceeds

in an identical fashion.

Two disjoint intervals on different boundaries

We are interested in the operator mutual information which can be holographically computed

as the area of minimal surfaces in a two-sided AdS black hole. In addition to the minimal
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surfaces we have seen so far, there is a new phase that requires spacelike geodesics that

connect the two different asymptotic boundaries [46]. As in the field theory side, we can

obtain the coordinates of the other boundary by shifting the time coordinate t → t + iβ/2.

As mentioned previously, the holographic entanglement entropy for two disjoint interval has

two phases,

SAB = min[Scon., Sdis.], (3.49)

where

Scon. = S(X1, Y1) + S(X2, Y2), (3.50)

S(X, Y ) =
c

6
log

[
β2

π2a2
cosh

[
π(X − Y + tX − tY )

β

]
cosh

[
π(X − Y − (tX − tY ))

β

]]
(3.51)

=
c

6
log

[
β2

2π2a2

(
cosh

[
2π(tX − tY )

β

]
+ cosh

[
2π(X − Y )

β

])]
. (3.52)

and Sdis. is roughly given by SA + SB but now we do not include any SBH contributions.

This is because our entire TFD state is a pure state, therefore SA∪B = SA∪B. To be precise,

this can be understood as a consequence of the homology condition of the RT formula (see

Figure 14 for details8. We will call SA∪B = Scon. the connected phase and SA∪B = Sdis. the

disconnected phase because the entanglement wedges between A and B in these phases are

connected and disconnected respectively. Note that the minimal surface in the connected

phase consists of geodesics connecting two different asymptotic boundary points.

3.5.2 Holographic Bipartite Operator Mutual Information

We study the holographic BOMI and explore the extent to which the quasi-particle picture

is valid in the holographic system. To this end, we will look at a series of progressively

complicated setups. In what follows, we will mainly take the high-temperature limit, i.e.

β ≡ 2ε → 0. We will take input subsystem to be A = {X|X2 < X < X1} and the output

subsystem to be B = {X|Y2 < X < Y1}.

Symmetric setup (A = B)

Let us first set X1 = Y1 and X2 = Y2 for simplicity. First, we assume that 0 < X1−X2 < πR

so that each subsystem is smaller than total system size 2πR.

Then, the connected pieces are given by

Scon. =
cπt

3ε
+

2c

3
log

[
2ε

aπ

]
. (3.53)

8Again, we can see the similar Page curve as in the single interval setup mentioned above since the total

systems is a pure state. Interestingly, in the present setup, the appearance of a (spatial) wormhole inside the

entanglement wedge is crucial to explain the decrease in SAB . (The wormhole plays a role of “purifier”.)
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Figure 14: We illustrate a deformation of RT surfaces in the disconnected phase Sdis. (orange

curves) where each of these surfaces belong to an equivalent homology class. The dashed

line on the boundary circles correspond to subsystems A and B. In particular, the geodesics

winding around the black hole can be canceled out through the wormhole (dotted tube in

the middle panel). Note that we cannot do this for the calculation of SA or SB as we have no

access to the black hole interior. Each face represents the surface of the wormhole cylinder as

seen from the outside, and the orientation of the RT surfaces in these figures is determined

with respect to that case.

On the other hand, the disconnected phase gives

Sdis. =
cπ(X1 −X2)

3ε
+

2c

3
log

[
2ε

aπ

]
. (3.54)

Therefore, we obtain

I(A : B) =

{
cπ
3ε

(X1 −X2 − t) (0 < t < X1 −X2),

0 (X1 −X2 < t).
(0 < X1 −X2 < πR) (3.55)

However, if X1 − X2 > πR, there are deviations between SA + SB and SAB at late times.

This happens because SA and SB remain in the original phase9, whereas the replacement of

X1−X2 with 2πR− (X1−X2) should be made in SA∪B. Note that Scon. has no contributions

from the black hole entropy. Therefore, we obtain

I(A : B) =

{
cπ
3ε

(X1 −X2 − t) (0 < t < 2πR− (X1 −X2)),
2cπ
3ε

(X1 −X2 − πR) (2πR− (X1 −X2) < t).
(πR < X1 −X2 < 2πR)

(3.56)

The results in both cases do not show any quantum revival that is characterized by the

scale of the total system size.

Asymmetric setup (A ⊂ B or A ⊃ B)

Next, we consider the case where Y1 > X1 > X2 = Y2; namely, the input system A is a

proper subset of the output system B, A ⊂ B (after identification of the different Euclidean

9Keep in mind that we have homology constraints for SA and SB . We also took the high-temperature

limit which makes the phase transition impossible.
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time slices). One can easily obtain results for the X1 > Y1 > X2 = Y2 case (that is, A ⊃ B)

by exchanging all X and Y coordinates in what follows.

We will once again take the high-temperature limit; hence, SA and SB are uniquely

determined. Depending on the time evolution, we have to consider whether SA∪B is in the

connected or disconnected phase. If SA∪B is in the disconnected phase, we have two choices of

minimal surfaces as previously discussed. In the high temperature limit, this can be divided

into two cases depending on the total length of our subsystem A ∪B.

If 0 < X1 − 2X2 + Y1 < 2πR, we have

SAB =
cπ

6ε
min

[
max [t+ Y1 −X1, 2t] , X1 + Y1 − 2X2

]
+ Sdiv., (3.57)

where

Sdiv. =
c

3
log

(
ε2

2π2a2

)
. (3.58)

The first two possibilities within max[· · · ] come from the same connected phase and are the

result of the high temperature limit. Therefore, we obtain

I(A : B) =



{
cπ
6ε

(2LA − t) (0 < t < 2LA),

0 (2LA < t).
(LB > 3LA),


cπ
6ε

(2LA − t) (0 < t < LB − LA),
cπ
6ε

(LA + LB − 2t) (LB − LA < t < LA+LB
2

),

0 (LA+LB
2

< t).

(LB < 3LA),

(3.59)

where LA = X1 −X2 and LB = Y1 −X2.

If 2πR < X1 − 2X2 + Y1 < 4πR, we have

SA∪B =
cπ

6ε
min

[
max [t+ Y1 −X1, 2t] , 4πR− (X1 + Y1 − 2X2)

]
+ Sdiv.. (3.60)

Therefore,

I(A : B) =



{
cπ
6ε

(2LA − t) (0 < t < L),
cπ
3ε

(LA − L̄B) (2L̄B < t).
(Y1 −X1 > 2L̄B),


cπ
6ε

(2LA − t) (0 < t < LB − LA),
cπ
6ε

(LA + LB − 2t) (Y1 −X1 < t < 2L̄B+LB−LA
2

),
cπ
3ε

(LA − L̄B) (2L̄B+LB−LA
2

< t).

(Y1 −X1 < 2L̄B),

(3.61)

where L̄B ≡ 2πR− LB.
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No overlap (A ∩B = ∅)

Next, we consider the case where X2 < X1 < Y2 < Y1. In other words, the two subsystems

A and B have no overlap. This assumption leads to 0 < X1 −X2 + Y1 − Y2 < 2πR and we

have

SA∪B =
cπ

6ε
min

[
max[Y1 −X1 + Y2 −X2, t+ Y1 −X1, t+ Y2 −X2, 2t]

, X1 −X2 + Y1 − Y2

]
+ Sdiv., (3.62)

In this case, SA∪B always lies in the disconnected phase and hence

I(A : B) = 0. (3.63)

3.5.3 Holographic Tripartite Operator Mutual Information

Finally, we would like to evaluate the tripartite mutual information defined as

I3(A : B1 : B2) = I(A : B1) + I(A : B2)− I(A : B1 ∪B2). (3.64)

We will take A = {X| 0 < X < X1 = LA}, B1 = {X| 0 < X < Y1 = LB1}, and B2 =

{X|LB1 = Y1 < X < 2πR}. It will be useful later on to note that

I(A : B1 ∪B2) =
cπLA

3ε
. (3.65)

For the remaining calculation of I(A : B1) and I(A : B2), we can reuse the results derived

in section 3.5.2. First, we will focus on the simplest setup where A and B2 do not overlap.

Then, we will briefly discuss the setup A and B2 do overlap.

Small subsystems (0 < LA + LB1 < 2πR) with A ∩B2 = ∅

If X1 < Y1, i.e. A ∩ B2 = ∅, one can apply (3.59) to I(A : B1) and (3.63) to I(A : B2).

Therefore, we obtain

I3(A : B1 : B2) =



{
cπ
6ε

(−t) (0 < t < 2LA),
cπ
3ε

(−LA) (2LA < t).
(LB1 > 3LA),


cπ
6ε

(−t) (0 < t < LB1 − LA),
cπ
6ε

(LB1 − LA − 2t) (LB1 − LA < t <
LA+LB1

2
),

cπ
3ε

(−LA) (
LA+LB1

2
< t).

(LB1 < 3LA).

(3.66)
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Large subsystems (2πR < LA + LB1 < 4πR) with A ∩B2 = ∅

If X1 < Y1, i.e. A ∩ B2 = ∅, one can apply (3.61) to I(A : B1) and (3.63) to I(A : B2).

Therefore, we obtain

I3(A : B1 : B2) =



{
cπ
6ε

(−t) (0 < t < 2LB2),
cπ
3ε

(−LB2) (2LB2 < t).
(L̄A > 3LB2),

cπ
6ε

(−t) (0 < t < LB1 − LA),
cπ
6ε

(−LA + LB1 − 2t) (LB1 − LA < t <
2LB2

+(LB1
−LA)

2
),

cπ
3ε

(−LB2) (
2LB2

+(LB1
−LA)

2
< t),

(L̄A < 3LB2),

(3.67)

where L̄A = 2πR−X1 and LB2 = 2πR− Y1 > 0.

More general setup

Finally, we discuss the case X1 > Y1, i.e. A ∩ B2 6= ∅ briefly. Since the case classification

is complicated, we will only look at the late time limit. Let us consider the case with

0 < Y1 < πR < X1 < 2πR and 0 < X1 + Y1 < 2πR as an example. The late time limit of

BOMI gives

I(A : B1) = 0, (3.68)

I(A : B2) = 2SA + 2SB2 − 2SBH = 2SA − 2SB1 , (3.69)

I(A : B1 ∪B2) = 2SA, (3.70)

Therefore, we obtain

I3(A : B1 : B2) = −2SB1 , (3.71)

as the late time value. Similarly, if 0 < Y1 < πR < X1 < 2πR with 2πR < X1 + Y1 < 4πR,

we obtain

I3(A : B1 : B2) = −2SĀ. (3.72)

One can also consider the case with πR < Y1 < X1 < 2πR and we obtain the general

expression as

I3(A : B1 : B2) = −2 min[SA, SĀ, SB1 , SB2 ]. (3.73)

3.5.4 Summary of holographic CFT results

In summary, we have found that OMI in holographic CFT does not display quantum revival.

In particular, the time evolution of the holographic OMI cannot simply be explained by
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the quasiparticle picture. Strictly speaking, there are a few exceptions that show up in the

early time behavior of BOMI in the symmetric and asymmetric setups. In these cases, the

quasiparticle picture holds until the BOMI stops decreasing (i.e. before reaching the plateau

regions), at which time the quasiparticle picture breaks down. The TOMI can be understood

in the same way, since it is a linear combination of the BOMI.

However, it does not mean that the OMI does not have finite size effects at all. Indeed,

the BOMI I(A : B) keeps a non-zero value when the total size of A and B is sufficiently

large. Also, the TOMI I3(A : B1 : B2) at late time is given by −2SX where X is the

smallest subsystem among A, Ā, B1, and B2. This effect can be also understood as the Page

curve argument, namely the “finiteness” of dimension of Hilbert space on the compact space.

Although we are now considering field theories including UV divergences, it does not matter

for regulated quantities such as the (operator) mutual information.

It is also intriguing to note that this is in contrast with OTOC where we do not see such

finite size effects. Therefore, the OMI is more sensitive to non-local effects in the information

scrambling.

In the next section, we will discuss the line-tension picture that describes the time-

evolution of OMI in a chaotic system such as the holographic CFTs.

3.6 Line-tension picture

Figure 15: The curve C that cuts the unitary circuit into two parts. In the line-tension

picture, the entanglement entropy SU(x, y, t1) is given by the integral of the line tension

T (v) along the curve C.

It is known that in an integrable system entanglement growth can be described by the

spreading of quasiparticles. On the other hand, in a chaotic system, the hydrodynamics

33



of entanglement production is well described by the “line-tension picture” introduced in

[45, 42, 75, 76, 77]. We will briefly describe it in this section.

The original line-tension picture was introduced in the (two-dimensional) chaotic system

defined on an infinite line [45]. We assume that the spatial direction is homogeneous. These

assumptions can be relaxed, allowing for a compact spatial extent as well as spatial inhomo-

geneity [78], with the former being the main subject of this paper. For simplicity, we assume

that the state is time-evolved by the unitary operator U(t1) from t = 0 to t = t1. We cut

the infinite line where the system lives into two pieces at position x at t = t1. We also cut

the line at position y at t = 0. The entanglement of the unitary operator SU(x, y, t1) can be

computed using the line tension picture.

The main ingredient of the line-tension picture is the “line-tension” T (v) associated to a

curve C that connects the point (x, t1) and (y, 0) as in Figure 15. The curve C in spacetime

has velocity v = dx/dt and a line-tension T (v) that depends on v. In the coarse-grained

limit, it counts the entanglement across the spacetime cut C through the unitary operator

U(t1). This is related to the idea that the minimal cut through a tensor network provides

an upper bound on the entanglement in the tensor network. Explicitly, the entanglement

entropy SU(x, y, t1) of the unitary operator is computed in the line-tension picture as

SU(x, y, t1) = minC

∫
C
dt T (v) , (3.74)

where the minimization is taken over all the possible curves C that connects the point (x, t1)

and (y, 0). In our case, where the spacetime is uniform, the minimal curve is given by a

straight line with a constant velocity v = (x− y)/t1.

The details of the function T (v) depend on the system but one can estimate it for a

chaotic system using random unitary circuits. Random unitary circuits are toy models that

illustrate the phenomena of quantum information scrambling in chaotic systems. In the

scaling limit and in the limit of large bond dimension q, the line-tension is simply given by

counting the number of bonds cut which is

T (v) =

{
log q v < 1

v log q v > 1 .
(3.75)

To compute the entanglement of the unitary operator in a holographic CFT using the line-

tension picture, we need to identify the bond dimension (the local Hilbert space dimension)

q in the holographic CFT. This can be accomplished by comparing the rates at which the

information gets scrambled. While the entanglement entropy grows at a rate of log q in

random unitary circuits, it is known that in holographic CFTs the entanglement of the

unitary operator (computed as the entanglement between two CFTs in the time-evolved

thermofield double state) grows at a rate of cπ
3β

. Here, β is dimensionless with lattice spacing.

Therefore, we make the identification

q ∼ e
cπ
3β . (3.76)

34



Observe that log q simply corresponds to the entropy density given by the Cardy formula

SCardy/(2πR) = cπ
3β

. Using this relation, one can correctly reproduce the growth of the

entanglement in holographic CFTs which is

SU(x, y, t1) ∼ cπ

3β
t1 . (3.77)

A remarkable fact of the line-tension picture is that it can also reproduce a phase transition

Figure 16: Two candidates for the minimal curve that compute BOMI between the regions

A and B that lie on the time slices at t = 0 and t = t1 respectively. The minimal curve C
consists of two components C1 and C2. There are two possible configurations: a connected one

(left) and a disconnected one (right). The connected configuration dominates at early times,

while the disconnected one dominates at late times. This phase transition of the minimal

curve is precisely the same kind of phase transition undergone by the Ryu-Takayanagi surface

that computes the entanglement entropy in a two-dimensional holographic CFT.

of the entanglement in chaotic systems. To see this, we consider a finite subregion A with

length ` at t = 0 and and another subsystem B at t = t1. The minimal curve consists of two

disconnected components that are anchored at the edges of the intervals A at t = 0 and B

at t = t1. There are two possible configurations for the minimal curve, the connected phase

where each curve stretches from t = 0 to t = t1, and the disconnected phase, where each

curve is homologous to A or B respectively. Therefore the entanglement entropy is given by

SU(A, t1) = min

{
cπ

3β
t1,

cπ

3β
`

}
. (3.78)

At early times t1 < `, the connected phase is dominant and the entanglement grows

linearly in time. There is a phase transition at time t1 = `, after which the disconnected

phase becomes dominant. This phase transition of the minimal curve is precisely the same

phenomenon as the phase transition of the Ryu-Takayanagi surface that computes the entan-

glement entropy in a two-dimensional holographic CFT using holography. The line-tension
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picture correctly gives the leading order coarse-grained behavior of the entanglement entropy

in a two-dimensional holographic CFT in the scaling limit.

3.6.1 Line-tension picture on a compact space

Figure 17: Unitary circuit on a non-compact space (left) and a compact space (right).

The original line-tension picture was proposed for a system on an infinite line. In this

section, we generalize it to systems on compact spaces. In this case, the unitary circuits

that represents the unitary operator U(t) are defined on the compact space depicted in

Figure17. We consider the curves C that cut the unitary circuit and compute the line-

tension T (v) associated to that curve just as in the non-compact case. Since T (v) counts

the local density of the entanglement across the cut C through the unitary operator U(t), the

basic prescription is locally the same as in a system on a non-compact space; we integrate the

line tension over the curve C to obtain the entanglement. On the other hand, the minimality

condition imposed for the curve C depends on the global structure. To explain that, let us

turn our attention to the left panel of Figure 18. We take the intervals A1 and A2 on the time

slices at t = 0 and t = t1 respectively, and denote A = A1 ∪ A2. We compute the operator

entanglement for the region A in the line-tension picture. The minimal curve consists of

two disconnected components C1 and C2 that are anchored at the edges of the intervals A1

and A2 respectively. We focus on the disconnected phase, where one component is anchored

at the edges of A1 and the other at the edges of A2 respectively. In the case of a compact

space, one can consider two possible configurations C = C1 ∪ C2 as shown in Figure 18. One

possible configuration is that C1 is homologous to A1, and C2 is homologous to A2 (left figure

in Figure 18). Another configuration is that C1 is homologous to Ā1, the complement region

at t = t1, and C2 is homologous to Ā2, the complement region at t = 0, respectively (right

figure in Figure 18). One might also consider the case where C1 is homologous to A1 while
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the other is homologous to Ā2, or vice versa, but in our prescription, we do not consider such

configurations as candidates for the minimal curve.

Figure 18: Two candidates for the minimal curve in the disconnected phase: the homologi-

cally trivial configuration (left) and the homologically non-trivial configuration (right).

More precisely, our definition of the unitary operator entanglement on a compact space

is

SA = min
C ∼
hom

A

∫
C
dt T (v) , (3.79)

with the line-tension given by

T (v) =

{
log q v < 1

v log q v > 1
(3.80)

where q = cπ/3β which is the same as the non-compact case. Here, we impose the homology

condition of the minimal curve: C ∼
hom

A, which means that C =
⋃
i=1 Ci, which consists of

several components, is homologous to the union of the regions A =
⋃
i=1Ai at t = 0 and

t = t1. In the case where A has two components one of which is defined on t = 0 and the

other at t = t1, all candidates for the minimal curves that give the entanglement in the

disconnected phase are shown in Figure 18.

Our prescription correctly reproduces the behavior of the entanglement entropy in holo-

graphic CFTs computed by the Ryu-Takayanagi surface on the AdS spacetime. To see this,

let us remind ourselves that the unitary operator can be mapped by the channel-state map

to the dual state, which is represented by the thermofield double state as

U(t) =
∑
a

e−itEa|a〉〈a| → |U(t)〉 = N
∑
a

e−itEa|a〉out |a∗〉in , (3.81)
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Figure 19: Left: the eternal black hole dual to the thermofield double state., where two

black holes are connected via the Einstein-Rosen bridge. Right: Unitary circuit defined on a

compact spacetime. These are topologically equivalent, and the their lengths grow linearly

in time.

i.e., the entangled state between the doubled Hilbert space Hin and Hout. Here |a〉 is an

eigenstate of the Hamiltonian of the system, and |·∗〉 is CPT conjugate to the state |·〉.
In the AdS/CFT correspondence, the thermofield double state is dual to the eternal black

hole spacetime, i.e., the double-sided black hole, where two black holes are connected via

the Einstein-Rosen bridge. It is intriguing that the unitary circuits defined on a compact

space and the Einstein-Rosen bridge in the AdS spacetime are topologically equivalent (i.e.,

cylindrical topology), and moreover both lengths grow linearly in time. This topological

correspondence becomes clearer when we consider the line-tension picture.

We compute the operator entanglement by taking the subregions A1 with length L at

a initial time (t = 0) and A2 with the same length at time t. By the state-channel map,

the region A1 is put on Hin and A2 on Hout. To compute the entanglement entropy in

the line tension picture, we need to compute the line-tension T (v) integrated along the

minimal curve C anchored at the edges of A = A1 ∪ A2 that cuts the unitary circuits. As

we explained, in the disconnected phase, we have two candidates for the minimal surface

that computes the entanglement entropy: (a) the homologically trivial curve (top panel) and

(b) the homologically non-trivial curve that encloses the cylinder where the unitary circuit is

defined (bottom panel). Therefore, the disconnected candidates for the entanglement entropy

Sdisc
A is computed as

Sdisc
A = min

{
(a) :

2πc

3β
L, (b) :

2πc

3β
(2πR− L)

}
. (3.82)
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Figure 20: Two configurations in the disconnected phase: homologically trivial one (top)

and the homologically non-trivial one (bottom). Left: the minimal curve in the line-tension

picture. Right: Ryu-Takayanagi surface in the holographic calculation.

Since the entanglement entropy satisfies

Sdisc
A = 2SA1 L < πR ,

< 2SA1 L > πR , (3.83)

the BOMI does not decay to zero when L > πR. This does not happen when the system

is defined on a non-compact space since there are no homologically non-trivial curves in the

disconnected phase.

Interestingly, these configurations of the minimal curve topologically correspond to the

Ryu-Takayanagi surfaces in the AdS spacetime that compute the entanglement entropy holo-

graphically. In the right panel of Figure 20, we draw the two candidates for the Ryu-

Takayanagi surfaces extending to the bulk double-sided black hole. In the disconnected

phase, there are two possibilities as shown in the right panel of Figure 20. One candidate

is (a) the homologically trivial curve (top panel) and the other is (b) the homologically

non-trivial curve that encloses the black hole horizons (bottom panel), and they nicely cor-

respond to the candidates for the minimal curves in the line-tension picture. Indeed, the

holographic calculations of the entanglement entropy using the Ryu-Takayangi surfaces (a)

and (b) equivalent to the result (3.82) at the leading order of the coarse-grained limit (β

being much smaller than the other scales of the system).

In the connected phase, the configurations of the minimal surface in the line-tension

picture and the corresponding Ryu-Takayanagi surface in the holographic calculation are
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shown in Figure 21. In the symmetric case, the entanglement entropy computed by the

line-tension picture is given by

Scon
A =

2cπ

3β
t . (3.84)

The entanglement entropy for the region A is given by the smaller of the connected configu-

ration and the disconnected configuration as

SA = min

{
Sdisc
A , Scon

A

}
. (3.85)

To summarize, the time-dependence of BOMI computed by the line-tension picture is given

by Figure 22.

Figure 21: Connected phase. Left: the minimal curve in the line-tension picture. Right:

Ryu-Takayanagi surface in the holographic calculation.

Figure 22: Time dependence of BOMI in the symmetric case with LA = LB = L in a

compact-space (left) and a non-compact-space (right). The decaying part depicted by the

orange line comes from the connected configuration of the minimal curve. The constant part

depicted by the blue line comes from the disconnected configuration of the minimal curve. In

a compact space, there is a homologically non-trivial configuration as shown in the bottom

of Figure 20 and it prevents BOMI from decaying to zero.
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3.6.2 Comments on complexity in the line-tension picture

In this section, we will estimate the “computational complexity” of the unitary operator U(t)

using the line-tension picture. The operator entanglement for the unitary operator U(t) in a

chaotic system saturates at a certain time due to the thermalization. This implies that the

details of the quantum state evolved by the unitary operator U(t) become indistinguishable

due to the thermalization. On the other hand, the cylindrical geometry that represents the

unitary U(t) used in the line-tension picture continues to grow even after the thermalization

time. This suggests that the cylinder representing U(t) itself captures the details of the U(t)

that cannot be distinguished by the operator entanglement after thermalization.

Computational complexity is known as a quantity more sensitive to the details of quantum

states than the entanglement. In this section, we propose that the volume of the cylinder

representing the unitary operator U(t) computes the complexity of U(t).

Computational complexity is a quantum information-theoretic quantity that measures

the difficulty of producing a given operator U by a sequence of simple unitary operators

called “gates”. A sequence of gates is called a qunatum circuit. As a simple operator,

we usually consider a operator that involves one or two qubits. The complexity of a given

(generically K-qubit) operator U can be produced by a quantum circuit as U = gngn−1 · · · g1.

The complexity of the operator U is defined as the minimal number of gates that is necessary

to produce the operator U .

We propose how we can estimate the complexity of the unitary operator U(t) parametrized

by the time t using the line-tension picture. We can represent the quantum circuit defined

on a compact space as the cylinder Fig.23. One can estimate the complexity of this circuit

defined as the number of gates as

Number of gates =
Volume of the cylinder

lattice cut-off
× (number of d.o.f at each lattice site) . (3.86)

The volume of the cylinder is 2πR × t, and the lattice cut-off is set by ε10. The number of

the degrees of freedom at each lattice site is given by the bond dimension (the local Hilbert

space dimension) q. Therefore, we obtain the complexity of the unitary operator as

C =
2πRt

ε2
log q . (3.87)

Hitherto we have been considering the complexity of the operator, but it can also be inter-

preted as the complexity of the state given by the channel-state map from the operator. The

above estimation shows that the complexity of the state dual to the unitary operator U(t)

is proportional to the volume of the cylinder representing U(t) and grows linearly in time.

This is generally expected in a chaotic system. This is because the two different operations

10One might wonder why the optimization of the quantum circuit is not considered here. We expect that

the random unitary circuit filling up the cylinder already is the optimized quantum circuit representing a

chaotic system. We leave this as a future work.
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generically produces two distinct states in chaotic systems. On the other hand, in an in-

tegrable system, one can generically expect that we end up producing the same state even

after different operators are applied to a state. In particular since q = e
cπ
3β for a holographic

CFT, the growth rate is estimated as

dC
dt

=
πc

6ε2
(2πR) = SBHT, (3.88)

i.e., a product of the entropy and the temperature of the black hole dual to the CFT state

given by the channel-state map from U(t).

Figure 23: The geometrical correspondence between the complexity i the line-tension picture

(left) and the holographic complexity (right).

This nicely fits the recent proposal for the holographic dual to the computational com-

plexity in [79]. In [79] they considered the time-evolution of the thermofield double state

|TFD(t)〉 ∝
∑
a

e−itEa |a〉L |a∗〉R , (3.89)

which is dual the double-sided black holes connected by a wormhole. They proposed that the

computational complexity in a CFT (called holographic complexity) computes the volume

of the wormhole in the dual gravity side. Since the volume of the wormhole grows linearly in

t, it reproduces the expected behavior of the computational complexity in a chaotic system.

In more detail, one can find that its growth rate is computed as

dChol

dt
∝ SBHT, (3.90)

which nicely reproduces the result in the line-tension picture discussed above. As pointed out

above, the cylinder in the line-tension picture topologically equivalent to the dual wormhole

geometry (Fig.23). It is also intriguing that there is a geometrical correspondence between

the volume of the cylinder representing U(t) that estimates the complexity of the unitary

operator U(t) and the volume of the wormhole that computes the holographic complexity.

4 Discussions and Future directions

Let us conclude the paper with a discussion of the main results as well as future directions.

In this paper, we studied the operator entanglement of time evolution operators in order to
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study the scrambling effect of non-equilibrium processes in 2d CFTs defined on spaces with

finite extent. We studied the time evolution of the BOMI and TOMI of the unitary time

evolution operator for free fermion and holographic CFTs. The BOMI and TOMI for the

free fermion time evolution operators were studied numerically and analytically, while those

for the holographic CFT time evolution operator were studied analytically. We observed

quantum revival in the free fermion theory in which the value of the BOMI returned to its

initial value, but no such revivals were observed in the holographic CFTs. We also computed

the TOMI which is a measure of the scrambling effect of the system’s dynamics and found

that it is zero for the free fermion, regardless of whether the size of the system is finite or

infinite [80]. This is because the time evolution of the BOMI for free fermions is perfectly

described by the relativistic propagation of quasiparticles which are localized packets of

information. On the other hand, the TOMI in holographic CFTs depends on whether or not

the system is finite or infinite. We found that the absolute value of the TOMI at late times

can be smaller when the system is finite than when the system is infinite depending on the

choice of subsystems. This is consistent with the results obtained in numerical analysis of

spin chains [49].

Discussion in terms of density matrix

In this section, we will discuss quantum revival in terms of density matrices. If we expand

the density matrix of the dual state of the time evolution operator in the energy eigenstate

|n〉, it is given by

ρ =
1

tre−2εH
e2εH +

1

tre−2εH

∑
n 6=m

(|n〉 〈m| ⊗ |n〉 〈m|) e−ε(En+Em)−it(En−Em). (4.1)

Let ρdiag and ρnon-diag(t) denote the diagonal and non-diagonal components of the density

matrix, respectively. The diagonal component ρdiag is the density matrix of the thermal state,

and the time evolution of the physical quantity in the non-equilibrium process originates

from the non-diagonal terms. When the contribution from this non-diagonal component is

sufficiently small, the state can be well approximated by a thermal equilibrium state [81, 82,

83]. In 2d CFTs with system size 2πR, the Hamiltonian is given by H = 1
R

(
L0 + L0

)
− c

12R
,

where L0 and L0 are Virasoro generators. Thus, in a 2d CFT on finite spacetime, the spectral

gap of energy is proportional to the size of the system, and thus quantum revival can occur

with a period determined by the size of the system.

Free fermion

First, let’s consider the case of free fermion. In the case of free fermion, since the eigenvalues

are En = n
R
− c

12R
, the off-diagonal term ρnon-diag(t) of the density matrix is given by

ρnon-diag(t) =
1

tre−2εH

∑
n6=m

(|n〉 〈m| ⊗ |a〉 〈b|) e−ε(
(n+m)
R
− c

6R)− itR (n−m). (4.2)
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Here, n and m are integers. Thus, the off-diagonal term of the density matrix satisfies the

periodicity ρnon-diag(t) = ρnon-diag(t + 2πR), and the density matrix has a period of 2πR.

Therefore, the free fermion BOMI has a periodic behavior and quantum revival occurs.

Holographic CFT

In general CFTs, the energy eigenstate |n〉 can be expanded in terms of conformal dimensions

(hi, hj) and levels (Nn
i , N

n

j ) as

|n〉 =
∑
ij

Cn
ij |hi, Nn

i 〉 ⊗
∣∣hj, Nn

j

〉
, (4.3)

where |hi, Nn
i 〉 and

∣∣hj, Nn

j

〉
are eigenstates of L0 and L0 respectively, Nn

i and N
n

j are integers,

and we assume that hi and hj are irrational numbers. The product state consisting of these

states is given by

H
(
|hi, Nn

i 〉 ⊗
∣∣hj, Nn

j

〉)
=En |hi, Nn

i 〉 ⊗
∣∣hj, Nn

j

〉
(4.4)

=
1

R

[
hi +Nn

i + hj +N
n

j −
c

12

]
|hi, Nn

i 〉 ⊗
∣∣hj, Nn

j

〉
.

Expanding the density matrix in terms of (4.4), the off-diagonal components of the density

matrix are

ρnon-diag(t) = ρhi+hj=hI+hJ
(t) + ρhi+hj 6=hI+hJ

(t),

ρhi+hj=hI+hJ
(t) =

1

tre−2εH

∑
n6=m

∑
ijkl;IJKL,

hi+hj=hI+hJ

e−
ε
R(2hi+2hj+N

n
i +N

n
j +Nm

I +N
m
J − c6)e−

it
R(Nn

i +N
n
j −Nm

I −N
m
J )

× Cn
ijC

n
klC

m∗
IJ C

m∗
KL

∣∣hi, Nn
i , hj, N

n

j

〉 〈
hI , N

m
I , hJ , N

m

J

∣∣⊗ ∣∣hk, Nn
k , hl.N

n

l

〉 〈
hK , N

m
K , hL, N

m

L

∣∣ ,
ρhi+hj 6=hI+hJ

(t)

=
1

tre−2εH

∑
n 6=m

∑
ijkl;IJKL,

hi+hj 6=hI+hJ

e−
ε
R(hi+hj+hI+hJ+Nn

i +N
n
j +Nm

I +N
m
J − c6)e−

it
R(hi−hI+hj−hJ+Nn

i +N
n
j −Nm

I −N
m
J )

× Cn
ijC

n
klC

m∗
IJ C

m∗
KL

∣∣hi, Nn
i , hj, N

n

j

〉 〈
hI , N

m
I , hJ , N

m

J

∣∣⊗ ∣∣hk, Nn
k , hl.N

n

l

〉 〈
hK , N

m
K , hL, N

m

L

∣∣ .
(4.5)

Here, the component of the density matrix ρhi+hj=hI+hJ
(t) is periodic, i.e. ρhi+hj=hI+hJ

(t) =

ρhi+hj=hI+hJ
(t+2πR). On the other hand, ρhi+hj 6=hI+hJ

(t) is not periodic. The upshot is that

BOMI and TOMI do not exhibit quantum revival in holographic CFTs. The time-dependent

decrease of BOMI can most likely be attributed to the ρhi+hj 6=hI+hJ
(t) terms as these are

the components of ρnon-diag(t) that are not periodic. Also, from the point of view of the

AdS/CFT correspondence, the time evolution of these terms are expected to be related to

the growth of wormholes. Therefore, we expect the information about the wormhole growth

to be encoded in ρhi+hj 6=hI+hJ
(t).
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Why do not the BOMI and TOMI of holographic CFT exhibit quantum revival?

In this section, we use the twist operator formalism to explain why the time evolution of

BOMI and TOMI in holographic CFT does not exhibit a quantum revival. Here, the subsys-

tems are the intervals defined by A = [X2, X1] and B = [Y2, Y1], where A is defined on the

initial time slice and B is defined on the time slice at time t. The OEE for A ∪ B in twist

operator formalism is given by

SA∪B = Min [Sdis., Scon.] ,

Sdis. = lim
n→1

1

1− n log 〈σn(X1)σn(X2)〉+ lim
n→1

1

1− n log 〈σn(Y2, t)σn(Y1, t)〉,

Scon. = lim
n→1

1

1− n log 〈σn(X1)σn(Y1, t)〉+ lim
n→1

1

1− n log 〈σn(Y2, t)σn(X2)〉.

(4.6)

Since Sdis. is given by the thermal two-point correlation function of the operator defined on

the same time slice, this is independent of time. On the other hand, Scon. continues to grow

with time. For this reason, after a time of at most the subsystem size, SA∪B is given by

Sdis., which is independent of time. Since the time for this phase transition to occur is short

compared to the size of the system, the time evolution of BOMI and TOMI in holographic

CFT does not exhibit quantum revival.

Future directions

Here, we will discuss some future directions.

• Quantum revival and scrambling effect: We studied the behavior of BOMI and

found that quantum revival does not occur at all in holographic CFTs whereas complete

quantum revival occurs in free fermions which follows from the relativistic propagation

of quasiparticles. It would be interesting to study the extent to which quantum revival

can be suppressed by studying the time evolution of BOMI in non-equilibrium processes

with varying degrees of information scrambling as in compact bosons.

• Adding symmetry: In this study, we found that when a holographic CFT is placed

in a system with finite size 2πR, quantum revival does not occur, but the scrambling

effect is smaller than in an infinite volume system. One of the interesting future di-

rections is to study what modifications to the holographic CFT dynamics can weaken

the scrambling effect. For example, it would be interesting to see if the inclusion of

additional symmetries in holographic CFTs would lead to the appearance of quantum

revival or a suppression of information scrambling. One of the studies in this direction

is [84].

• Relationship between the density matrix and the gravity dual: In this section,

we discussed the correspondence between the components of the density matrix and

the gravity dual in the AdS/CFT correspondence. It would be interesting to clarify

this correspondence further.
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A Free fermions with unphysical boundary condition

The operator mutual information for free massless Dirac fermions with anti-periodic bound-

ary conditions along the thermal cycle was discussed in section 3.2. In this appendix, the

boundary conditions along the thermal cycle are taken to be periodic instead. Plots of the

corresponding mutual information are shown in Figure 24. The mutual information shows ex-

actly the same behavior as in the case where the boundary conditions along the thermal cycle

were fixed to be anti-periodic. The only difference is that in this case, the mutual information

has a time-independent offset that causes the 2nd Rényi mutual information to be negative.

A possible explanation is that computing the mutual information with periodic boundary

conditions imposed along the thermal cycle does not correspond to the mutual information

of an operator state. The operator state lives on the doubled Hilbert space H = H1 ⊗ H2

where H1 and H2 are the input and output Hilbert spaces respectively. Tracing out the

output Hilbert spaces gives

trH|U(t)〉〈U(t)| = trH1e
−βH (A.1)

where H is the Hamiltonian acting on the original Hilbert space H1. For fermions, the path

integral (A.1) leads to anti-periodic boundary conditions along the Euclidean time direction.

In order to have a fermionic path integral with periodic boundary conditions in the Euclidean

time direction, a fermion parity operator has to be inserted into the path integral as follows:

trH1

(
e−βH(−1)F

)
(A.2)

where F is the fermion number operator. Such a path integral is not of the form (A.1)

and therefore does not correspond to the unitary operator state. In fact, it might not even

correspond to any operator state. Therefore, it is not surprising that the resulting mutual

information behaves differently from the cases when anti-periodic boundary conditions are

imposed along the Euclidean time direction.
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Figure 24: Plots of bipartite operator mutual information for symmetric and anti-symmetric

intervals for the c = 1 Dirac fermion with n = 2, ε = 1 and periodic boundary conditions

along the Euclidean time direction. (Top row:) The parameters are identical to the left

and middle plots of figure 6 but with a different spin structure ν = 4. (Bottom row :) The

total system size and the subsystems are the same as in figure 7 but with ν = 4.
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Disjoint intervals
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Figure 25: Plots of bipartite operator mutual information for disjoint intervals for the c = 1

Dirac fermion with n = 2, ε = 1 and periodic boundary conditions along the Euclidean time

direction. The setup is identical to the one in figure 8 but with ν = 4 instead.

B Free Bosonic Theories versus Quasi-particle Picture

B.1 Free Bosonic Theory

The free bosonic theory is defined similar to the fermion case with

ωk =

√
m2 +

4

δ2
sin2

(
πk

N

)
, (B.1)

where the oscillators obey the standard bosonic commutation relations and the TFD state

is defined as

|β〉 =
N⊗
k=1

(
1− e−βωk

) 1
2

∞∑
nk=0

e−βωknk/2e−iωknkt|nk〉1|nk〉2. (B.2)

The numerical method is the same as what we described in section 3.4.1 where q’s and p’s

in (3.25) refer to each oscillator in the decoupled (Fourier) basis.

B.2 Quasi-particle Picture

The analysis of the quasi-particle formula in the main text was quite general for any integrable

theory. The main difference between free fermion and boson theory is the role of the zero-

mode which makes the case of free boson theory on a compact spatial manifold somehow

different from the fermion case. In the fermion case we find perfect agreement with the

quasi-particle picture while this is not the case for bosonic theory with periodic boundary

condition since the quasi-particle picture does not capture the zero-mode effect. We have

presented numerical results in the left panel of Figure 26. As expected, in the early times

(t� LA) the zero-mode effect is small and the numerical result is expected to match with the
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Figure 26: Numerical results for free bosonic theory versus quasi-particle picture for peri-

odic and Dirichlet boundary conditions. The left panel corresponds to periodic boundary

condition where the zero-mode effect causes significant difference between numerical results

and quasi-particle prediction. The middle panel corresponds to Dirichlet boundary condition

where the numerical results are much closer to the quasi-particle prediction. The right panel

shows that as we approach the scaling limit, the Dirichlet boundary condition numerical

results approaches the quasi-particle prediction.

quasi-particle prediction in the scaling limit. As time passes and (t ∼ LA), but much before

entanglement revival effects come into the game, the amount of entanglement carried by the

zero-mode increases, the numerical results deviate more from the quasi-particle prediction.

Moreover, to avoid the zero-mode effect and confirm our quasi-particle formulae beyond

fermionic theories, we have also studied the free scalar theory on a compact spatial direction

with Dirichlet boundary condition where there is no zero-mode by construction. The logic of

working out the quasi-particle formula for this case is the same as what we discussed for the

periodic case, but the formulae of different boundary conditions are slightly different. In the

Dirichlet case we find a very good agreement between the quasi-particle prediction and our

numerical results (see the middle and right panel of Figure 26), confirming the consistency

of the quasi-particle picture for both fermionic and bosonic theories.
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