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Page curve and symmetries
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Motivated by the quantum process of black hole evaporation and its implications for symmetries,
we consider a qubit system with a random dynamics as a toy model of black hole. We compute
its symmetry-resolved entropies and discuss its implications. We first consider the case where
charges are conserved and compute the symmetry-resolved entropies. We derive a symmetry-resolved
analogue of the Page curve. We then consider the case where symmetry is explicitly broken and
charges are no longer conserved. It serves as a toy model for global symmetry breaking in black
hole evaporation. Despite the simple framework, the symmetry-resolved entropies capture various
interesting features during the analogous process of black hole evaporation in our qubit model.

I. INTRODUCTION

Thought experiments on black hole evaporation offer
various lessons on symmetries in quantum gravity. The
most famous one is on the absence of global symmetries,
which states that symmetries in quantum gravity have to
be either gauged or explicitly broken [1–3]. It is then nat-
ural to ask how large gauge interactions have to be and
also how much symmetries have to be broken. Such quan-
titative questions are crucial when exploring phenomeno-
logical implications of quantum gravity constraints. A lot
of research activities are ongoing toward this direction,
especially along the line of the conjectured swampland
criteria [4, 5]. See, e.g., [6–8] for review articles.

More recently, significant progress has been made on
the long-standing problem in quantum gravity, whether
or not black hole evaporation follows the unitary time
evolution [9, 10], in the light of entanglement entropy
and gravitational path integral [11–14]. Notably, this
progress also made implications for global symmetries in
quantum gravity [15–19]. It is then of great interests
if one can use these developments to quantify required
gauge interactions or symmetry breaking. We would like
to set up a framework for such a quantitative problem.

According to the progress mentioned above, the time
evolution of the entanglement entropy in the evapora-
tion process follows the so-called unitary Page curve.
The original Page curve [20, 21] was introduced as en-
tanglement entropy with random unitary time evolution,
assuming that the dynamics of black holes are highly
chaotic. Such random time evolution is also used in the
Hayden-Preskill protocol [22], which gives insight into
information recovery in the evaporation process. Sev-
eral recent studies [23, 24] have discussed information
recovery in the Hayden-Preskill protocol when there are
conserved quantities.
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In this paper, inspired by these developments, we
discuss a quantity called symmetry-resolved (entangle-
ment) entropy [25–27] in similar random systems as a
toy model for studying the relationship between symme-
tries in quantum gravity and the dynamics of black holes.
See [19] for a seminal work in this direction in the con-
text of two dimensional gravity. The symmetry-resolved
entropy is a finer decomposition of the entanglement en-
tropy into superselection sectors of conserved charges.
We will find that it is useful to introduce an analogue of
the Page curve in the presence of symmetries. We also
find that this perspective is useful to quantify effects of
symmetry breaking on entanglement entropy.

The organization of this paper is as follows. In sec-
tion II, we review the entanglement measures relevant
in this paper, especially the symmetry-resolved entropy.
In section III, we introduce our toy model of black hole
evaporation with conserved charges and then derive a
symmetry-resolved analog of the Page curve. In section
IV, we introduce explicit symmetry breaking and study
its effects on the Page curve. In section V, we conclude
by discussing the implications of our results for the evap-
oration process with charged Hawking radiation.

II. SYMMETRY-RESOLVED ENTROPY

This section reviews the necessary entanglement mea-
sures used in this paper. Let us consider a system in a
pure state represented by a density matrix ρ = |ψ〉 〈ψ|.
We split the total system into a subregion A and its com-
plement Ā. A basic entanglement measure between the
two regions is the entanglement entropy. It is defined
to be the von Neumann entropy of the reduced density
matrix,

SA = −TrρA log ρA , (1)

where ρA = TrĀ ρ is the reduced density matrix of the
subregion A constructed by tracing the total density ma-
trix over the complement region Ā. Entanglement en-
tropy has the property that SA = SĀ for a system in
a pure state. When the two regions are maximally en-
tangled, the entanglement entropy attains its maximal
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value of SA = min(log dA, log dĀ), where dA and dĀ are
the dimensions of the Hilbert space of the region A and
Ā, respectively. A powerful tool to compute the entan-
glement entropy is the replica trick. We first compute
a generalization of the entanglement entropy called the
Rényi entropy,

Sn ≡
1

1− n
log Tr[ρnA] . (2)

Then the entanglement entropy can be recovered by ana-
lytic continuation and taking the limit SA = limn→1 Sn.
The Rényi entropy is non-increasing in n, i.e., Sn1

≥
Sn2

, ∀ n1 > n2. In this paper we utilize this property of
the Rényi entropy and study the second Rényi entropy
(S2) instead of the entanglement entropy. It provides the
tightest lower bound to the entanglement entropy and al-
lows us to compute the Page curves.

Another focus of this paper is the existence of symme-
try in the system which leads to conserved charges. The
Hilbert space in such a system naturally splits into super-
selection sectors, labelled by the charge. We will explore
the consequence of symmetry to the entanglement prop-
erties of the system. By assuming that the dynamics of
the system is random, we can model the reduced density
matrix using a probability distribution and decompose it
into the form,

ρA =
∑
q

p(q)ρA(q) + ∆ρ , TrqρA(q) = 1 , (3)

where ρA(q) is the reduced density matrix in each charge
sector and p(q) is the probability of finding the reduced
density matrix with charge q. Trq is the trace over the
charge q subspace of A. We also include scenarios of
explicit symmetry breaking which leads to violation of
charge conservation. The term ∆ρ encodes such viola-
tion effects and allows transition between different charge
sectors. We will first consider the case with ∆ρ = 0 in
Section III and then study the case with ∆ρ 6= 0 in Sec-
tion IV.

The existence of conserved charges allows one to de-
fine a finer entanglement measure for each charge sector.
Let us set ∆ρ = 0 and plug in the form of (3) into the
definition of entanglement entropy,

SA = −TrρA log ρA

= −
∑
q

p(q)TrqρA(q) log ρA(q)−
∑
q

p(q) log p(q)

=
∑
q

p(q)SA(q) + Sc.f. , (4)

where the first term contains the symmetry-resolved en-
tanglement entropy SA(q) ≡ −TrqρA(q) log ρA(q) de-
fined as the von Neumann entropy for the reduced den-
sity matrix in the charge q sector. The second term
Sc.f. ≡ −

∑
q p(q) log p(q) is the charge fluctuation en-

tropy [28]. Since each term in SA is semi-positive defi-
nite, there is an obvious relation SA ≥ Sc.f.. A symmetry-
resolved Rényi entropy can similarly be defined and the

symmetry-resolved entanglement entropy can be recov-
ered by taking the limit n→ 1:

Sn(q) =
1

1− n
log Tr[ρA(q)n] , (5)

SA(q) = lim
n→1

Sn(q) . (6)

III. SYMMETRY-RESOLVED PAGE CURVES

We first compute the symmetry resolved entropy in a
random system with a conserved charge. Although our
results are applicable to general quantum systems with
finite dimensional Hilbert space, we will illustrate the
calculation using a simple qubit model.

A. Setup

We consider an N qubits model with each qubit repre-
senting either a +1 or −1 charged particle. The allowed
charge in this toy model is bounded by the number of
qubits as Q = −N,−N + 2, . . . , N . To model the time
evolution of a Page curve, we consider a time dependent
bipartition of the system. At the initial time t = 0, the
region A is empty and the whole system is in the comple-
ment region Ā. At each time step, we perform a random
time-evolution and then one qubit of the system is se-
lected to become part of A. We interpret this setup as a
toy model of black hole evaporation by regarding A and
Ā as Hawking radiation and the black hole, respectively.

More explicitly, at an intermediate time t < N , the
state |ψ〉 is split into a subsystem A with t qubits and
a complement subsystem Ā with N − t qubits. For a
state with charge Q and a bipartition of the system into
charge q and charge q̄ subregions, we employ the following
notation:

|ψ〉 =
∑

q+q̄=Q

∑
a,ā

eiδ(qa,q̄ā)√
d(Q)

|qa〉A ⊗ |q̄ā〉Ā , (7)

where |qa〉A denotes a charge q state labeled by a in the
region A and similarly for |q̄ā〉Ā. Note that the charge q
of the subregion A takes the value q = −t,−t + 2, . . . , t
and similarly for q̄. The labels a and ā account for the
degeneracy of the states in each charge sector. δ(qa, q̄ā) is
a random phase whose average will be taken in the com-
putation of entropy afterwards. d(Q) is the dimension of
the charge Q superselection sector. More explicitly,

d(Q) =
∑

q+q̄=Q

dA(q)dĀ(q̄) , (8)

where dA(q) is the number of charge q states in A and
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similarly for dĀ(q̄). In our present qubit setup, we have

dA(q) =

(
t
t+q

2

)
, dĀ(q̄) =

(
N − t
N−t+q̄

2

)
,

d(Q) =

(
N
N+Q

2

)
. (9)

The advantage of the notation (7) is that it can be easily
modified to accommodate a more general situation, e.g.,
the scenario with violation of charge conservation studied
in Section IV.

B. Calculation of Page curve

We consider an initial state with a total charge Q. The
state after a random time-evolution populates equally
over all the charge Q states and takes the form of (7).

The reduced density matrix of the subregion A reads

ρA = TrĀ|ψ〉〈ψ| =
∑
q

p(q)ρA(q) (10)

with p(q) and ρA(q) given by

p(q) =
dA(q)dĀ(Q− q)

d(Q)
, (11)

ρA(q) =
1

dA(q)
1q

+
∑
a 6=b

∑
ā

ei(δ(qa,q̄ā)−δ(qb,q̄ā))

dA(q)dĀ(Q− q)
|qa〉〈qb| . (12)

Here 1q is the identity matrix in the charge q subspace
of A.

Then, the symmetry-resolved second Rényi entropy is

e−S2(q) = Tr
[
ρA(q)2

]
=

1

dA(q)
+

1

dĀ(Q− q)
− 1

dĀ(Q− q)dA(q)
, (13)

where we have taken an average over the random
phases 1. In this language, the ordinary second Rényi
entropy reads

e−S2 =
∑
q

p(q)2e−S2(q) . (14)

Note that the expressions (13)-(14) in terms of the di-
mension of each Hilbert space are applicable generally,
independent of fine details of the Hilbert space. In FIG.1
and FIG.2, we plot the symmetry-resolved second Rényi
entropy (13) and the second Rényi entropy (14) in our
concrete qubit model with (9). In particular, the former
gives a symmetry-resolved analogue of the Page curve.

1 Such dephasing is an analog of the average over unitary operators
with the Haar measure. To be precise, details of the sub-leading
term (the third term with a minus sign) under the thermody-
namic limit depend on the choice of ensemble. Refer to recent
work [29–31] that mentioned these sub-leading terms in the con-
text of AdS/CFT correspondence.
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FIG. 1. Symmetry-resolved second Rényi entropy (13) for
different values of q with Q = 0 (denoted by dotted lines) and
Q = 30 (denoted by solid lines). N = 100 is used.
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FIG. 2. Second Rényi entropy (14) for the symmetry pre-
serving case with different values of Q (denoted by dotted
lines) and the symmetry completely broken case, i.e., the limit
σ → ∞ of the model with the distribution function (38) (de-
noted by a solid line). N = 100 is used.

C. Thermodynamic limit

It is easy to derive an analytic expression of the
symmetry-resolved second Rényi entropy (13) in the ther-
modynamic limit defined by N →∞ with t/N , q/N , and
Q/N fixed. For this, we introduce a symmetry-resolved
analogue of the Page time t∗(q) for each q such that
dA(t∗(q)) = dĀ(N − t∗(q)). Then, for t < t∗(q), we find

S2(q) ' log dA(q)

' (t+ q)

2
log

2t

t+ q
+

(t− q)
2

log
2t

t− q
. (15)

Similarly, for t > t∗(q), we have

S2(q) ' log dĀ(Q− q̄)

' (N − t+Q− q)
2

log
2(N − t)

N − t+Q− q

+
(N − t−Q+ q)

2
log

2(N − t)
N − t−Q+ q

. (16)
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IV. EXPLICIT SYMMETRY BREAKING

Next we generalize the analysis to systems with explicit
symmetry breaking. As we have mentioned, violation of
charge conservation induces a charge-block-off-diagonal
component ∆ρ of the reduced density matrix, which leads
to a new contribution to the second Rényi entropy:

e−S2 = Tr ρ2
A =

∑
q

p(q)2e−S2(q) + Tr
(
∆ρ2

)
, (17)

where the second term quantifies entanglement between
different charge sectors. Our main focus here is to clarify
when and how each contribution becomes dominant.

A. Setup

Let us generalize our previous setup (7) as follows:

|ψ〉 =
∑
q,q̄

√
w(q, q̄)

∑
a,ā

eiδ(qa,q̄ā)√
dA(q)dĀ(q̄)

|qa〉A ⊗ |q̄ā〉Ā ,

(18)

where the weight function w(q, q̄) ≥ 0 gives a probability
of finding a state in the charge (q, q̄) sector and quantifies
violation of charge conservation. It is normalized as∑

q,q̄

w(q, q̄) = 1 . (19)

A convenient parametrization of w(q, q̄) for our calcula-
tions in this paper is

w(q, q̄) =
dA(q)dĀ(q̄)

N
f(q, q̄) , (20)

N =
∑
q,q̄

dA(q)dĀ(q̄)f(q, q̄) , (21)

where N is the normalization constant and f(q, q̄) is the
distribution function controlling the degree of symmetry
violation. For example, the weight function w(q, q̄) for
the charge conserving case (7) is localized in the subspace
q+ q̄ = Q and the corresponding distribution function is

f(q, q̄) = δq+q̄,Q , (22)

N =
∑
q

dA(q)dĀ(Q− q) ≡ d(Q) . (23)

In contrast, if the symmetry is completely broken, every
state appears randomly independent of q + q̄, so that

f(q, q̄) = 1 , (24)

N =
∑
q,q̄

dA(q)dĀ(q̄) ≡ d (25)

where d is the dimension of the total Hilbert space, i.e.,

d =
∑
Q

d(Q) . (26)

In our qubit model d = 2N . We will introduce a fam-
ily of weight functions interpolating the two profiles (22)
and (24), but we keep w(q, q̄) general to derive a general
formula of entropy in the meantime.

B. General formula

First, the reduced density matrix reads

ρA = TrĀ|ψ〉〈ψ| =
∑
q

p(q)ρA(q) + ∆ρ (27)

with p(q), ρA(q) and ∆ρ given by

p(q) =
∑
q̄

w(q, q̄) , (28)

ρA(q) =
1q

dA(q)
(29)

+
1

p(q)

∑
a 6=b

∑
q̄, ā

w(q, q̄)ei(δ(qa,q̄ā)−δ(qb,q̄ā))

dA(q)dĀ(q̄)
|qa〉〈qb| ,

∆ρ =
∑
q 6=q′

∑
a,b

∑
q̄,ā

√
w(q, q̄)w(q′, q̄)

dA(q)dA(q′)dĀ(q̄)2

× ei(δ(qa,q̄ā)−δ(q′b,q̄ā))|qa〉〈q′b| . (30)

Then, the two contributions to the second Rényi en-
tropy (17) are

∑
q

p(q)2e−S2(q) =
∑
q,q̄,q̄′

w(q, q̄)w(q, q̄′)

dA(q)

+
∑
q,q̄

w(q, q̄)2

dĀ(q̄)

[
1− 1

dA(q)

]
, (31)

Tr(∆ρ)2 =
∑
q,q′,q̄

w(q, q̄)w(q′, q̄)

dĀ(q̄)
−
∑
q,q̄

w(q, q̄)2

dĀ(q̄)
, (32)

where we took an average over the random phases. Note
that the total contribution is

e−S2 =
∑
q,q̄,q̄′

w(q, q̄)w(q, q̄′)

dA(q)
+
∑
q,q′,q̄

w(q, q̄)w(q′, q̄)

dĀ(q̄)

−
∑
q,q̄

w(q, q̄)2

dA(q)dĀ(q̄)
. (33)

C. Illustrative examples

For illustration, let us consider several examples for
the weight function w(q, q̄). We begin by the extreme
case (24), where the symmetry is completely broken and
time-evolution happens randomly without depending on
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FIG. 3. The contribution of Tr(∆ρ)2 to e−S2 for different
values of σ and N = 400, Q = 0.

q + q̄. Then, the two contributions (31)-(32) read

∑
q

p(q)2e−S2(q) =
1

dA

[
1 +

∑
q dA(q)2

dAdĀ
− 1

dĀ

]
, (34)

Tr(∆ρ)2 =
1

dĀ

[
1−

∑
q dA(q)2

d2
A

]
, (35)

where we introduced

dA =
∑
q

dA(q) , dĀ =
∑
q̄

dĀ(q̄) . (36)

We also have

e−S2 =
1

dA
+

1

dĀ
− 1

dAdĀ
. (37)

Note that (34)-(35) and (37) do not depend on the ini-
tial value Q since the symmetry is completely broken. In
Fig. 3, we show the t-dependence of the contribution of
(35) to the entropy (37) with a curved line. There we find
that the charge-off-diagonal contribution Tr(∆ρ)2 be-
comes dominant after the Page time. The reason is actu-
ally simple: Before the Page time, diagonal components
of the reduced density matrix ρA control the entropy,
so that ∆ρ does not play a role. In contrast, after the
Page time, off-diagonal components become important.
In models without charge conservation, the number of
charge-off-diagonal components is much larger than that
of off-diagonal components in the charge-diagonal sector,
hence the charge-off-diagonal contribution Tr(∆ρ)2 be-
comes dominant. See also FIG. 4 for comparison of S2

in the present model and the symmetry preserving case
studied in the previous section.

We expect that other symmetry breaking scenarios will
lie in between the two extreme cases with symmetry be-
ing preserved or completely broken. We will study a par-
ticular case where the f(q, q̄) in the weight function is
chosen to be a Gaussian distribution,

f(q, q̄) =
1√

2πσ2
e−

(q+q̄−Q)2

2σ2 , (38)
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FIG. 4. Our results of second Rényi entropy S2 for various
values of σ with Q = 20. The three finite σ cases are bounded
in between by the two extreme cases (σ → 0 and σ → ∞).
N = 50 is used.

where the parameter σ is the standard deviation. By tak-
ing the limit of σ → 0, the distribution function reduces
to the symmetry preserving case in (22) and ∆ρ = 0
as discussed in Section III. On the other hand, when
σ → ∞, symmetry is completely broken and the dis-
tribution function reduces to (24).

Now, to consider the contribution of (32) to the second
Rényi entropy for different values of σ, we plot their t-
dependence in FIG. 3 with dotted lines. These figures
tell us that the contribution from the charge-off-diagonal
component becomes significant after the Page time. As
expected, the Gaussian profile (38) interpolates the two
extreme cases.

We end this section by comparing S2 for various values
of σ with a fixed Q, which is a complementary calcula-
tion to FIG. 2 and the result is presented in FIG. 4. We
find that S2 for a finite σ scans a region surrounded by
the symmetry completely broken case σ →∞ (the upper
bound) and the charge conserving case σ = 0 (the lower
bound). Note that we chose a nonzero value of Q sim-
ply to lower the peak value of the second Rényi entropy
and make the σ-dependence clearer, but the qualitative
behavior does not depend on the value of Q.

V. DISCUSSION

To conclude, we discuss possible implications of the re-
sults of our qubit model for black hole evaporation and
symmetries. First, we consider the model with charge
conservation in Section III. Also, we set the total charge
Q = 0 and assume the number of qubits N � 1, having
neutral black holes in mind. At the earlier time t satisfy-
ing 1 � t � N , the probability (11) of finding a charge
q state is well approximated as

p(q) ' 1√
2πσ2

exp

(
− q2

2σ2

)
, σ =

√
t , (39)

which reproduces the Gaussian charge distribution of free
Hawking particles. Note that our model did not include
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neutral particles such as gravitons and photons, but the
generalization is straightforward and the result in the
qubit model remains qualitatively the same.

Here it is instructive to explore the consequence if we
naively extrapolate the Gaussian charge distribution (39)
to late time. This is analogous to extrapolating semiclas-
sical analysis of Hawking radiation to late time of black
hole evaporation. Assuming charge conservation, hence
∆ρ = 0, we find that

e−S2 =
∑
q

p(q)2e−S2(q) ≤
∑
q

p(q)2 ∼ t−1/2 . (40)

Here we have neglected a t-independent constant that
gives a subleading correction to the entropy, at the most
right-hand-side. This implies that the second Rényi en-
tropy monotonically increases in t:

S2 ≥
1

2
log t , (41)

which implies unitarity violation since S2 is bounded by
the system size as

S2 ≤ min (log dA, log dĀ) ∼ min (t,N − t) . (42)

Note that unitarity violation in this argument happens
much later than the Page time t ∼ N/2, because the
second inequality in (40) is a loose bound (recall that we
typically have S2(q) � 1 for t,N � 1) and accordingly
the monotonic growth (41) is logarithmic.

This observation implies that either (A) the Gaussian
charge distribution has to be modified or (B) the assump-
tion of charge conservation has to be relaxed, in order to
recover unitarity. See a recent interesting paper [19] for
earlier discussion on this point in the context of two di-
mensional gravity. There, the charge distribution of the
matter field (charged radiation) was essentially given by
(39). Indeed, our qubit model in Section III provides
an example for the case (A), where the charge distribu-
tion (11) is no more Gaussian, once we take into account
the finite N effects.

On the other hand, our qubit model with the distri-
bution function (24) studied in Section IV provides an
illustrative example for the case (B). There, the charge
distribution p(q) is Gaussian simply because the symme-
try is completely broken and the time-evolution is ran-
dom in the charge space. However, the new contribution,
Tr
(
∆ρ2

)
in (17), originating from the charge-off-diagonal

part ∆ρ of the reduced density matrix is responsible for
decreasing the entanglement entropy to make it consis-
tent with unitarity. We also studied a one-parameter
family (38) of the weight functions that interpolates the
two extreme cases.

We believe that our analysis in the qubit toy models
offers insights on black hole evaporation and symmetries.
We hope to revisit this issue from the gravity side and
report our progress in near future.

Note added: After we completed the project, Ref. [32]
appeared on arXiv, which has some overlap with our Sec-
tion III. In Ref. [32], they studied the symmetry-resolved
entanglement entropy and introduced a symmetry-
resolved analogue of the Page curve in qubit models sim-
ilar to our model in Section III with charge conservation.
In particular, our (16) and their (33) are consistent with
each other.
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