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Boundary conformal field theory (BCFT) and interface conformal field theory (ICFT) attract attention in the
context of the information paradox problem. On this background, we develop the idea of the reflected entropy in
BCFT/ICFT. We first introduce the left-right reflected entropy (LRRE) in BCFT and show that its holographic
dual is given by the area of the entanglement wedge cross section (EWCS) through AdS/BCFT. We also present
how to evaluate the reflected entropy in ICFT. By using this technique, we can show the universal behavior of
the reflected entropy in some special classes.

I. INTRODUCTION

The entanglement entropy (EE) plays a significant role in
quantum information, condensed matter, and quantum grav-
ity [1]. This quantity captures the bipartite entanglement be-
tween a subsystem A and its complement Ā. The EE is de-
fined by the von-Neumann entropy for the reduced density
matrix ρA ≡ trĀρ as S(A) = −trρA log ρA.

One interesting direction to develop this idea is finding a
tripartite entanglement measure. Recently, as one of them, the
reflected entropy is introduced by [2]. This quantity is applied
to various (1+1)-d setups [2–8], (2+1)-d setups [9–11], and
arbitrary dimensional setups [12, 13]. One of the significant
features of the reflected entropy is that this quantity has a nice
bulk dual, the minimal area of the cross section in the entan-
glement wedge [2]. It means that like the EE, one can probe
the entanglement structure of quantum gravity by a simple
calculation of the area. Another feature is that mostly bipar-
tite entanglement patterns imply that the difference between
the reflected entropy and the mutual information is close to
zero, SR − I ' 0 [14, 15] [16]. Inspired by this sensitivity
to tripartite entanglement, the difference SR − I is studied in
[7, 12, 13, 17], called the Markov gap.

In this article, we develop the idea of the reflected en-
tropy in boundary CFT (BCFT) and interface CFT (ICFT).
BCFT is introduced in [18] and developed in many works.
In this article, we particularly focus on the left-right entan-
glement, which is mainly explored in BCFT [19–21]. Inter-
face CFT (ICFT) is a class of CFTs where two (possibly dif-
ferent) CFTs are connected along an interface [22–24]. The
entanglement entropy in ICFT is studied in various (1+1)-d
CFT setups [25–29]. If one considers the reflected entropy
in BCFT/ICFT, one may have several questions, for example,
can we directly extract the entanglement wedge cross section
between the subsystem and the island (see FIG.5)? how can
we evaluate the reflected entropy in ICFTs? We answer these
questions. Regarding the first question, we will introduce a
new quantity “left-right reflected entropy (LRRE)” and show
its holographic dual. In regards to the second question, we
will introduce a new technique to evaluate reflected entropy
in ICFT/BCFT. This has a wide range of applications. For
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example, the analysis in [9] is based on numerical calcula-
tion because of a technical reason. We can now overcome this
problem by the method developed in this article [30].

There is another motivation to investigate the reflected en-
tropy in BCFT/ICFT. Recent progress on the information
paradox problem is provided in a class of toy models where
the black hole and a non-gravitational bath CFT are glued
along the (asymptotic) boundary, which is called the island
model [31–33]. This model is related to BCFT/ICFT through
the AdS/BCFT and the braneworld holography [34–50].

There are several works about the reflected entropy in the
island model [17, 51–54]. In this context, our new measure in
BCFT and new technique in ICFT have the potential to pro-
vide a new understanding of the island model.

II. LEFT-RIGHT MUTUAL INFORMATION

The left-right entanglement entropy (LREE) is defined by
a reduced density matrix obtained by tracing over the right
moving sector [19–21],

S(l/r) ≡ −trρ(L) log ρ(L), (1)

where ρ(L) ≡ trRρ. One can generalize this quantity by con-
sidering a reduced density matrix obtained by tracing over the
right moving sector and a part of the left moving sector,

S(L)(A) ≡ −trρ(L)
A log ρ

(L)
A , (2)

where ρ(L)
A ≡ trĀ∪Rρ . This quantity can be calculated by

the replica trick in the same way as in [19–21]. One can also
calculate it by a correlation function with chiral twist opera-
tors [55]. With this quantity, one can introduce an interest-
ing quantum information quantity, which we call the left-right
mutual information (LRMI),

I(l/r)(A) ≡ S(L)(A) + S(R)(A)− S(A). (3)

The physical interpretation is in the following. Let us consider
a local excitation that creates a pair of left and right movers.
The LRMI increases if both of them are included in the sub-
system A. That is, the LRMI counts the number of such pairs
(see FIG. 1).

In CFTs with time-like boundary, the LRMI has a nice pic-
ture. Let us consider the LRMI on a half-plane <z > 0 (see
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FIG. 1. To give an interpretation of the LRMI, it would be nice to
consider the time dependence of the LRMI after a local quench in
an integrable system. In the phase 1©, both the left and right mover
are in the subsystem A. This entanglement pair increases the LRMI.
In the phase 2©, there is no such a pair in the subsystem A. Conse-
quently, the LRMI vanishes.

Interface-like 
operatorBoundary

unfolding

FIG. 2. The unfolding process of the boundary state. The kinematics
can be fixed by the conformal symmetry of the full plane, called as
the doubling trick [18].

the left of FIG. 2). In a similar way to the state-operator corre-
spondence, a conformal boundary can be described by a linear
combination of the Ishibashi states [18],

|B〉 =
∑
i

bi |i〉〉 . (4)

The explicit form of the Ishibashi state is

|i〉〉 ≡
∑
N

|i;N〉 ⊗ U |i;N〉, (5)

where |i;N〉 is a state in the Verma module i labeled by N ,
and U is an anti-unitary operator. By unfolding the Ishibashi
states (which we will denote by ||i|| ≡

∑
N |i;N〉⊗U〈i;N |),

we obtain an interface-like CFT where the interface-like oper-
ator I(B) =

∑
i bi||i|| inserted along the line z = 0 (see the

right of FIG. 2). In this picture, the LRMI is just the mutual
information between A1 and A2 (Ai is defined in the right of
FIG. 2 ) in this interface-like CFT.

For the later use, we first show the calculation of the LREE
for the whole system in our language. The LREE for a system
in a strip with sizeL can be evaluated by the boundary primary
correlator with two chiral twist operators,

S(l/r) = lim
n→1

1

1− n
log
〈σbn(0)σ̄bn(L)〉strip

〈I〉nstrip ,
(6)

where we denote the boundary primary by the superscript b.
The coefficient of the two-point function can be evaliated by
the conformal map to a cylinder [20] as

ασb
n
≡

∑
i |bi|

2n
Si0(∑

i |bi|
2
Si0

)n , (7)

where Sij is the modular S matrix and hn is the conformal
dimension of the twist operator hn ≡ c

24

(
n− 1

n

)
. While one

sometimes includes the cutoff parameter ε2hn into the coef-
ficient, we split this contribution from the coefficient in this
article. For example, in a diagonal RCFT, we obtain

S(l/r) =
c

6
log

L

ε
−

(∑
i

S2
ai log

S2
ai

S0i

)
, (8)

where we label the Cardy state by a. The constant term
is called the topological entanglement entropy. For special
boundary states, the same constant term can also be found in
(2+1)-d TQFTs as the topological entanglement entropy [20].

Let us move on to the LREE for a subsystemA = [a, b], that
is, the LRMI. Except for some special models, the calculation
of the LRMI is difficult. To show a concrete calculation of the
LRMI, we focus on the holographic CFT. The entropy S(A)
can be evaluated by a correlation function of four chiral twist
operators with the interface-like operator I(B),

〈σ̄n(z̄1)σn(z̄2)I(B)σn(z1)σ̄n(z2)〉 . (9)

This correlation function can be expanded as

gn
∑
P

C2
σnPF

V ir
P (1− z), (10)

where the sum runs over boundary primaries and FV irP (z) is
the Virasoro block with the cross ratio z ≡ z12z34

z13z24
. The g-

function represents a disk partition function [56]. In this holo-
graphic CFT, the sum can be approximated by just the vac-
uum block if z is enough large. The bulk-boundary OPE co-
efficient C2

σnI can be evaluated by the unwrapping procedure
[57]. Note that the unwrapping procedure dose not change the
profile of the boundary [43]. The entropy S(L)

A is completely
fixed by the conformal symmetry. As a result, we obtain

I(l/r)(A) = max

(
c

6
log

(b− a)2

4ab
− 2 log g, 0

)
. (11)

The trivial case, I(l/r)(A) = 0, is given by the vacuum block
approximation of the dual-channel.
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III. LEFT-RIGHT REFLECTED ENTROPY

In a similar way to the LRMI, one can introduce another re-
lated quantity, left-right reflected entropy (LRRE), which is a
generalization of reflected entropy introduced in [2] (a similar
notion was introduced in Chern-Simons theories [11]). To de-
fine the LRRE, we consider a canonical purification of a state
ρA in a doubled Hilbert space HA ⊗ H∗A. The LRRE is de-
fined by the reduced density matrix obtained from the purified
state |√ρA〉 by tracing over the right moving sector,

S
(l/r)
R (A) ≡ −trρ(L)

AA∗ log ρ
(L)
AA∗ , (12)

where ρ
(L)
AA∗ is the reduced density matrix of ρAA∗ =

|√ρA〉 〈
√
ρA| after tracing over the right moving sector. The

physical interpretation of the LRRE is similar to the LRMI.
For example, if one evaluates the LRRE in an integrable sys-
tem, the LRRE behaves in the same way as the LRMI shown
in FIG.1. Nevertheless, if one focuses on a non-equilibrium
process in a chaotic system where the quasi-particle picture
breaks down, the LRRE shows a behavior different from the
LRMI (see [3–6]).

Let us focus on CFTs with time-like boundary at z = 0.
To calculate the LRRE, we can employ the replica trick in
the path integral formalism as in [58]. In the same way as
the LRMI, we define the corresponding replica manifold in
BCFTs by unfolding (see FIG.2). This replica manifold is
shown in FIG. 3, The reflected entropy can be evaluated by
the partition function on this replica manifold Zn,m as

S
(l/r)
R (A) = lim

n,m→1

1

1− n
log

Zn,m
(Z1,m)

n , (13)

where the analytic continuation m→ 1 is taken for even inte-
ger m. In a similar way to [2], this replica partition function
can be re-expressed as a correlation function with four chiral
twist operators,

Zn,m =
〈
σgA(−b)σg−1

A
(−a)I(B)σgB (a)σg−1

B
(b)
〉

CFT⊗mn
,

(14)

where we take the interval B = [a, b] and its mirror A =
[−b,−a]. For the same reason as (9), the correlation func-
tion includes the interface-like operator. To avoid unnecessary
technicalities, we do not show the precise definition of the
twist operators σgA and σgB (see [2]) because in this article,
we only use the conformal dimension of the twist operators,

hσgA
= hσ

g
−1
A

= hσgB
= hσ

g
−1
B

=
cn

24

(
m− 1

m

)
(= nhm),

hσ
g
−1
A

gB

= hσ
g
−1
B

gA

=
c

12

(
n− 1

n

)
(= 2hn),

(15)
where hσ

g
−1
A

gB

(hσ
g
−1
B

gA

) appears as the conformal dimension

of the lowest primary operator in the OPE between σg−1
A

and
σgB ( σg−1

B
and σgA ).

The reflected entropy has a nice bulk interpretation. One
can show that the reflected entropy is dual to twice the area of
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FIG. 3. The replica manifold that calculates the reflected entropy.
Edges labeled with the same number get glued together. The red
lines describe the interface-like operators.

Unwrapping

Sketch of each sheet

Defect (interface) 
line

-sheet

-sheet

FIG. 4. Sketch of how to evaluate the OPE coefficient. We can un-
wrap the m-fold branch cut by the conformal transformation z →
z

1
m . This unwrapping leads to a sphere with one interface line (black

line) and the n-fold branch cut (red line), whose edge is attached to
the interface. This is completely the same as the setup studied in
[25, 26]. Using the technique in [25, 26], one can evaluate this parti-
tion function.

the entanglement wedge cross section, SR = 2EW [2]. In a
similar way, one can find the holographic dual of the LRRE.
In the holographic CFT, the correlation function (14) in the
limits n → 1 and m → 1 can be approximated by a single
Virasoro block FV ir(2hn|1− z) if z is enough large and then
we have

Zn,m
(Z1,m)

n = α−2
σb
n
C2
σ
g
−1
A
σgB

σb

gAg
−1
B

(
1 +
√
z

2
√

1− z

)−4hn

. (16)

The factor α−2
σb
n

comes from the normalization of the twist op-
erator (7). The OPE coefficient Cσ

g
−1
A
σgB

σb

gAg
−1
B

can be eval-

uated by the unwrapping trick [57] (see also [2]). Since the
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unwrapping procedure does not affect the interface, we have

Cσ
g
−1
A
σgB

σb

gAg
−1
B

= (2m)
−2hn ασb

n
, (17)

where ασb
n

is defined in (7). The reason why we obtain the
coefficient ασb

n
is explained in FIG.4. Thus, the reflected en-

tropy is given by

S
(l/r)
R (A) =

c

3
log

(
b

a

)
+ const., (18)

which completely matches twice the area of the entanglement
wedge cross section defined in FIG.5 up to constant.

One can also evaluate the LRRE in the adjacent limit. Let
us first consider the limit 1 − z = 4ab

(a+b)2 � ε � 1. In this
case, the replica partition function can be approximated by

Zn,m
(Z1,m)

n = Cσ
g
−1
A
σgB

σb

gAg
−1
B

(
(a+ b)2

ab

)−2hn

. (19)

As a result, the LRRE for the Cardy state |a〉 in a diagonal
RCFT is given by

S
(l/r)
R (A)→ c

6
log

(a+ b)2

ab
− 2

(∑
i

S2
ai log

S2
ai

S0i

)
. (20)

The second term comes from the coefficient ασb
n

in (17). On
the other hand, if we take the limit ε� 1− z = 4ab

(a+b)2 � 1,
we obtain from (16)

S
(l/r)
R (A)→ c

6
log

(a+ b)2

ab
. (21)

In the limit of the adjacent intervals, one can find that the
Markov gap [17] has the following form,

S
(l/r)
R (A)− I(l/r)

R (A) =
c

3
log 2 + · · · . (22)

This universal term can also be found in a special tripartition
setup [15]. The additional terms · · · depend on the details of
the boundary.

Note that in the holographic CFT, the LRRE for a finite
subsystem satisfies the inequality (an analog of [17] in CFTs
without boundary),

S
(l/r)
R (A)−I(l/r)

R (A) ≥ c

6
log 2×(# of cross section bounraries).

(23)
It is claimed that the reflected entropy is more sensitive to mul-
tipartite entanglement [14, 15]. The O(c) difference between
the reflected entropy and the mutual information implies that
there must be a large amount of tripartite entanglement in our
tripartition setup associated with the division of the left/right
moving sectors.

IV. REFLECTED ENTROPY IN INTERFACE CFT

In a similar way to the LRRE, we can define the reflected
entropy in an interface CFT, i.e., CFT1 ⊗ CFT2 with central

Asymptotic boundary

EWCS

FIG. 5. The holographic dual of the LRRE in BCFTs. This is given
by the entanglement wedge cross section (EWCS), which is defined
in [59, 60].

Interface operator

FIG. 6. The setup that we consider. The interface is symmetrically
localed on the two intervals. One can also consider an asymmetric
setup for topological interfaces.

charge c1 and c2 (see our setup in FIG.6),

SR(A,B) = lim
n,m→1

1

1− n
log

Zn,m
(Z1,m)

n , (24)

where the partition function is expressed in terms of (not chi-
ral) twist operators as

Zn,m =
〈
σgA(u1)σg−1

A
(v1)I(A)σgB (u2)σg−1

B
(v2)

〉
CFT⊗mn

,

(25)

where we take the intervals A = [u1, v1] and B = [u2, v2]
with u1 < v1 < u2 < v2. Since the calculation of the re-
flected entropy is still difficult in general, we focus on the case
where the correlation function is approximated by the single
block, as in the holographic CFT or in the limit of the adja-
cent intervals. In a similar way to the BCFT case, one may
approximate the correlation function in the holographic CFT
as

Zn,m
(Z1,m)

n = C2
σ
g
−1
A
σgB

σb

gAg
−1
B

∣∣FV ir(2h′n|1− z)∣∣2 , (26)

where h′n ≡ ceff
24

(
n− 1

n

)
[61] and

Cσ
g
−1
A
σgB

σb

gAg
−1
B

= (2m)
−4hn α2

σb
n
, (27)
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where the twist operator is not a chiral twist operator unlike
that in (6). This is true for topological defects but in gen-
eral, could not be true. This is because one cannot organize
the descendant contributions in the same way as CFT without
defects. One thing we can say for sure is that the leading con-
tribution in the limit of the adjacent intervals z → 1 is given
by

Zn,m
(Z1,m)

n = α−2
σb
n
C2
σ
g
−1
A
σgB

σb

gAg
−1
B

∣∣∣(1− z)2h′n

∣∣∣2 . (28)

The effective central charge ceff ∈ [0,min(c1, c2)] depends
on a profile of the interface (see [25]). Consequently, the re-
flected entropy in the limit of the adjacent intervals 1 − z =

4ab
(a+b)2 � 1 is given by

SR(A,B) =
ceff

3
log

(a+ b)2

ab
+ const.. (29)

The OPE coefficient can be obtained by the unwrapping pro-
cedure (see FIG.4). For the same reason as the entanglement
entropy, it is difficult to evaluate the OPE coefficient (more
precisely, an analog of ασb

n
) in generic interface CFTs. Nev-

ertheless, in a specific case, topological interface, we can give
the explicit form of the constant part in a similar way as the
LRRE in BCFTs. (See [27] for the derivation of ασb

n
and its

interpretation.) For topological interfaces, the Markov gap is
given by

SR(A,B)− I(A,B) =
2c

3
log 2 + · · · . (30)

The additional terms · · · depend on the details of the inter-
face. This universal term is completely consistent with [15].
In general interfaces, the Markov has a complicated form. We
provide further analysis in [30].

Let us focus on the holographic interface. One natural re-
alization of the holographic dual of the interface CFT is given
by the so-called Janus solution [24, 62, 63]. The entanglement
entropy in this holographic interface is evaluated in various se-
tups [64–66]. In a similar way to [64–66], the entanglement
wedge cross section can be evaluated. In the case considered
in [66] (also in [64, 65]), the reflected entropy is given by

SR(A,B) =
2ceff

3
log

(
b

a

)
+ const.. (31)

The effective central charge is the same as that found in [65].

There is another realization by simply connecting two ge-
ometries by a thin brane [64, 66–72], which is a generalization
of the bottom-up AdS/BCFT [73, 74]. Although there is lim-
ited knowledge about the CFT dual of this model, this model
is interesting for two reasons. Unlike the top-down model, the
thin-brane model is a minimal gravity dual of ICFT. This is an
analog of pure gravity. Another reason comes from the island
model [31–33]. One can think of the thin-brane as a grav-
ity theory coupled to a non-gravitational bath CFT, called the
braneworld holography [75]. Through this holography, one
can investigate the island model by the ICFT dual to the thin-
brane model. In the thin-brane model, the minimal cross sec-
tion of the entanglement wedge is given by

SR(A,B) =
2 min(c1, c2)

3
log

(
b

a

)
+ const.. (32)

This form of the reflected entropy is non-trivial as we men-
tioned below (26). This may strongly constrain the profile of
the holographic interface.

V. DISCUSSIONS

In this article, we develop the idea of reflected entropy in
BCFT/ICFT. We propose some remaining questions and in-
teresting future works. It would be interesting to investigate
the reflected entropy in various setups with boundaries or in-
terfaces, which would tell us about the multipartite entan-
glement between bulk and boundary/interface. In the holo-
graphic CFT, one can explicitly evaluate the reflected entropy
in BCFT/ICFT, which has the potential to identify the profile
of the holographic interface in the CFT language. An interest-
ing future work is to apply our analysis to the island model,
which is essentially a special class of BCFT/ICFT. From such
an analysis, one may be able to understand the multipartite
entanglement structure of the island model. It is known that
the LREE in (1+1)-d CFT has a nice interpretation in (2+1)-d
TQFT [11, 20, 76]. It would be interesting to find the TQFT
picture of the LRRE.
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