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A=RIZ Lo THRBIFEMNTZZ 2R TES, Z0Z2id, BB 2 FHREN N DD
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BN TIA—=RIZE>THEMNTONEZ DT Fuay— AR5, EEE MR TSy 2
A—=IZE U TH BN AITHBU 72 ARERI DR 0 2D, Hl 2 IEBENZFOE—FERNHIG LT, EH
TI59 RO HUWERET Ty 7R —IVADBENLEE2EZ B LT

dM = dAy,, (2.1.1)

87TGN

KOO (DD Q=J=0LEW), ZI TGN & Newton €. r = 1/4G y M 13EKH
B, Ay FHELOHFEME (event horizon) DRMMMTH 5, AN ZEOHE JRANTHEML T, #
WMART RN F =M 2H-TRETIE, 77 v 78— IVORMEE A BRHEFERIZAE > THEICHEKH]

TEHIENEZD,
5A, > 0. (2.1.2)

INSDHRENS, TI7v 7 R—IVEFBNPNMEEZRF>TED, ZOITY ha Y —I3REM A),
BT B e HEHITE B,

EEIZ, 7o v 7R IVIRZE LG O & TR ERMAEIZE T 2R TFONER) &
WOANTEHNTZILICEoT, 7y 7R VP REER > BIKE L TRAERNZITS 2L
7% Hawking 12 & > TRENE 4, S ORI T, 75 v 27 F— LIk f ik 7 15 2052 » U< e
SNTHH, T LOE I NZGPBEHNOH T L7225, 2% Hawking 4T (Hawking
radiation) & MER, 7F v 7 kR —)L D& (Hawking temperature) &, Euclid kU727 F v 7 K—
WWHFZBIZ B \WTH T A YV VAT conical singularity 723 U722 WA ZET Z 206 & LKA S
WEETES, FIZIXQ =J=0DRNITHY TS Schwarzschild 7'F v 7 F— IV OHE&, 4RG

OFIE {3
ds? = —f(r)de? + f(r) 7 dr® + 12a93, f(r) =1 - 2 (2.1.3)
.

BB, 0L B ﬁn@r”ff%%ga@iWEHDTTNQGNM( o ) ERL
T, BOHRIBVTHRIEEIRS & & LFAMIC ¢t = it LERIMLT 3 &, BTG R I

2
ckQNdA2+A2< > + 4G3, M?d3, (2.1.4)

AGNM
L&KED, ZIZT Euclidean Z2ZHWT A 2851, 7/AGNM ZAE & GEL - & ZiZ,
RFZ21Z P 8fERF S (conical singularity) 23\ &0 5 &fF:*L 0 S MED AL 7 ~ 7 + 87Gy M
CRED, TIOoHREE fph = TGy M LiAMNB N TE S, ZOFRE. ZORD

1z p#EHIZBEWT, Buclid b U 72 K227 conical singularity % & £ 72\ &\ 5 Ei# 1 Euclidean SRS 203 %
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Hawking & (%
hk h

Tzizi
H= on = 160Gy M’

(2.1.6)

CRFEL, TITEFHNEMBEEZHRTEEZDIZAZDODIZE N, ZOHETIET Iy IR —
WIED DGR BEARTEEZRDD I ENTEAIIEELTH L,

T IR —IVOREREMALMIZIES/ZI LT, T Y —DFEL dE = TdS OGS
KD EDIZHEET 5,

Ap,
4hG N’

Spr = (2.1.7)

N7 T390 FR—NVIT O —DRAXNTH S, BHEOANFEOTY o —3RDKRRIZ LA
THRBERCTHIH, BHHBHIIBIZTY O —3 7T v 7 R — L OEETIE A HER O
BCHBIL TWd, TR FEDERI O HHEORELZ RBL TV 5,

TIvIR—)VTY b —OmBELAIIC L BEHEL» S, TRFEHEGRIE. RPTOMRTEED
L RGHER WO & TR HEEIC L > Tl End ] LW Ru s J 7« —FEAYt Hooft[5] &
Susskind[6] 52 & > TRIEEI Nz, ZOBAEZFHT S L, ROV RERELORE FiwE., BE
DO MG RN T WFREEZHWTRELARELEH 2, TOLOFET T 7 ¢ —F{E
X, BRTENEGRE2EANMET 2200F B AEO—D LRI T WS,

AdS/CFT sl H2RE DK% LORFENMMICOVWTERIZKRD S Z 7 ¢ —[FHEDH D
SO BRI R R 52 B, DABEOHI Tl Z U2 DWW CIER RS 5.

2.2 Anti de Sitter B¥22

Anti de Sitter 157213, —HHMEBIERIC 51 2 ADOFHERE Ko - IETH 5, d+ 1 UL
AdS %% . 3% gy = diag(—, +, ..., +, —) ITFD d + 2 RIEHE%E

ds® = gundXMdXN = —dX3 +dX? + - +dX3—dX3,,, (2.2.1)

CRUSUR Y
Z(ﬂ) - /DgDﬁbeiIE[gumd’?m ~ 671g7 (215)

DENED Buclidean EHHRD A L — X4 i (saddle point) &2 5MICHKT 5, 22T ¢ IXEELSID
MBS TH D, THICHEET S 4.3% % S,

*2 X 0 EERIC, BEAMGHOERK AL DEEE Z ~ e IF & Hawkind REZHWTEE ORI HFEOAR S =
(1—-B9g)log Z #HVBZELTHLT Iy I R— VI b —DARE BB TE S, Schwarzschild 77 v 7 R —)
BT B HIEAE 9.1% 2,
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BB d+ 1 RGO #ihiE
XXM =-X3+ X7+ - +X3-X3,,=-R? (2.2.2)

CLUTREETD, TITEBRR>OIIRKEDOREIZRT ADSEETH S, AdS B L FHEHK

& DOBERIE
d(d—1)

A=—
2R

(2.2.3)

THESNB™S, EHEFSWSIRE ST, d+ 1 UGt AdS B I3 SO(2,d) DX (Killing
symmetry) 2FET 5,
AdS WZE D4l & ok % PEfER & LT, global FEEER (global coordinates) ZiRD K 5 IZEHAT 5,

Xy = RcoshpsinT,
X; = RsinhpQ; (i=1,...,d), (2.2.4)

X441 = Rcoshpcos.

ZIZTNIA=& (p,7,Q1,..., Q) WEALTd=1D, & pe (—00,00). d>1DEE pe[0,00)
THhd, ¥7z7€[0,27), T=7+2r THH., Q¥ d— 1V IRCHRMKREDOMERETH 5, FrEiE

ds? = R?(— cosh® pdr? + dp?® + sinh? pdQ3_,), (2.2.5)
CFEINS, Z Z T closed time-like circle Z#EF B 7-DIZ 7 % —oo < 7 < oo IZHEFR U THY

D/S e ed D, £7IRDPEREZ

tan A = sinh p, (2.2.6)

R¥
iy
Ir
re
E{l&
B
o

R2

ds® = ——
cosZ \

(—d7? + d\? + sin® \dQ3_,), (2.2.7)

LERED, TITAd=11IHLTAe(=5,5). d>1IZHLTA€([0,5) THB, d>1DHH
Penrose diagram 1&[X 2.2.10EX D & 51275, X ® Solid cylinder D% ik S972 £ L T\ 5,

Z DWFZIIEIRE ST p = oo 1T time-like 72855 By = R x S9! 25> Z e B33 » 5%

*3 9 YRLHE B T3 Einstein-Hilbert /AN P RO VA NARLER (A4 5 —8) ItL-oTRINBED, FEEZEOMIC
U CHEEOER AREADPNEEBNICH I N5, ZTDZ &IiF 2RO Riemann tensor 7% Ricci scalar R % W TH
IZ Ryvap = g(g#agl,g — gupgva) £EIT S (R = g“O‘gl’BRw,ag = 2(det g)Ri212 WWHER) TS EHENIDS
na,
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J >

V4

global AdS Poincaré AdS

2.2.1 Anti de Sitter FZ2D 2 DD EEFER,

d + 1 x5t AdS #2212 Poincaré FEfER (Poincaré coordinates) ZiRD &k 5 IZH AT 5,

R
Xu:;m# (b=0,1,...,d—1),
R? T, TH 4 22
Xa=o (—1+~Ji7§r——>, (2.2.8)

R2 x x“+z
Xpps = ( Tpt” + 27 )

ZIZTHNITA=R (2,20,...,%g-1) & 2 > 0 THY, z, & d kst Minkowski K22 n,, =
diag(—,+,...,+), v €{0,1,...,d — 1} DEEERTH 5, FraiL@Edm LI
R2
w2=;5Mf+d@Aﬂﬁ, (2.2.9)
LFBINDG, ThbB, d+ 1IKT Poincaré AdS KZEl, d X7t Minkowski BZ8 % z HIFIZ[H]
Mo TAT = VEMUTREADELLDTHS (M 2.2.1), HEESDOEFIT 2=012Hb, 5
RE DI By = RV TH 5,
Poincaré fERERIE, AdS K222 RTEHIEH ORI TIZ R LR OHEBOAEZE->TWVWDE, ZDZ
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}%2
Xayr = Xg="— 20, (2.2.10)

DD NLDZ L SHEND 55, Poincard R & global MR & O BIfRIX

= cosh psinT,

- —sinhp (i=1,...,d— 1), (2.2.11)

N\?UNM&N\H

= cosh p cos 7 — sinh p cos 0y,

ERED, FHZHER p = 00 ITBWT, Poincaré  AdS & |7| < |64], 04 € [—7, 7] Zii7=7
diamond M Dl % & > T\ 5% (Poincaré patch), BOMEEH D, 3 IKIG pure AdS 22 D K¢t
—EH ED 2 2SR DOES o(pr,p2) 2ROTHEL &, TNTNDOHEIERT

-X;-X
o(p1,p2) = Rcosh™! (11%22> (2.2.12)
= Rcosh™ ! (cosh p; cosh py — sinh p; sinh py cos(¢py — ¢2)) (2.2.13)
— 2 _ 2
= Rcosh™? (1 L@zt a—z) > : (2.2.14)
22122

CEIFS,
AdS WZEIZIX T T v 7 R —IIVIRDBIFET %, d + 1 IR5ED Schwarzschild-AdS 7' v 7k —)L
(global AdS black hole) IXIXRDEIETEH A 6N 5,

ds® = f()dt2+d—+r2d9 f()—1+72_r?12<1+7%> (2.2.15)
f(r) - R pd? ' o

ZNIFEHEZIZ B 1) 5 Schwarzschild 75 v 72 85— V2 EADFEHEBIZHEEL & TH 5, 7
S I R—NVOELOHEEIZr =ry 255 (¥ 2.2.2), BREOHEZIB=Rx S Ths,
FHZ 3 WGED AdS 75 v 2 R — i (global) BTZ 75 v 7 h— VL IER, BTZ 75 v 27 h—
i

2 2
ds? = — "= R;H dt* + 2R dr® +r?d¢?, (2.2.16)
T —-T}{

TREHIND, T2 TR G IFHABERSM: ¢ ~ ¢+ 21 2723, BTZ 75 v 7Fx—izxf LT,
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Z =2Zy

zZ
global AdS black hole planar AdS black hole

2.2.2 global AdS 7' v Z & —)L & planar AdS 77 v 7 ks —)b, FROMEEIZZN TN
r=rg &z=zg llHbd,

JEREAE 2

2 T
we = /1 %e<3¢ﬂ>?@’, (2.2.17)

p= HoHe, (2.2.18)
T
1o &, FHEIX
R2
ds? = = (dwidw_ + dz?), (2.2.19)

Y B, fEoT. BTZ 75 v 2 h—iE (wy,2) ~ (e 7wy, e 7l 2) DR —BIT &k 5 AdSs B
22D quotient spacetime & HiE 2, ZOHFEN S, HIZIXBTZ 77 v 7 K—)L®D Green function
1& AdS 22D Green function 7 S5 HFEEZHWTKD B Z LN TE 5,

FIRRBRLERERDT T v 7R — Ui LT, d+ 1% AdS black brane F2¢  (planar AdS
black hole) IFIXDFHETEZ 6N 5,

ds® = ij(—f(z)df + ;l(zj) +di?), f(z)=1- ;Z (2.2.20)

ZDLETITyIR—IVOEROHEMIL 2 = 2 1I2H B (X 2.2.2), BER EOREIE B =RM!
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TH 5D, FAREIZ 3RTIZHWT BTZ black brane %

R? 22

ds* = (=f(z)dt* + 71 (2)dz* + da”), f(z)=1- 5, (2.2.21)

TE#T D, 2ITx € (—o0,00) Thd, BTZ black brane (3555 2 = 0 T Poincaré AdS Kz
(2.2.9) \ZWHES 5,

—MRIZEESANE TR AdS BF22I258 D 222 ina AdS P22 LIPS, 2D & 5 222z, Bisy
T TEBIIZ

2
ds? = ]:—Q(sz + T (2, 2)dat dx” ), (2.2.22)
Ly (@, 2) = nu + O(2), (2.2.23)

XU 72E D% Fefferman-Graham PEER & IFE3R,

2.3 HEIHHEHR

HIG IR SRR 2 55 o - O T H 5, TIHESEI 5\ TIE, HBFMEIE Poincard
SEERRME I 2 — V25 & R A T R B R 2 BT 72 ISR 72 6 DTH B, SLTBBIFRIL, @
b Z HEED UV/IR [FE SRR RIC 8513 2 MR S EOMRE AT 5, MBI OIIEZ DX
s & B\ EIIR 2 3213 . I (IO R BEBIEE W IR EKII 2 E FOLIE & & TRISOR AS52 4 I okt
ENB, 2 POEOIBBIRTIZ, KBREIGEHUT IR T, RAF GBS § 5 RS
(Virasoro fA0) BN %, HLBEIHAO LY LTIX [46, 47, 48] 251,

231 dRTHFIZER

$FRIBEIIT O WTERT 5, HBERE 3, 52 5N R4 LT, 44 Killing <2
NV 5 A2 & 2 B G (— ARS8 T B, 7 b AHRED g (v € {1,...,d})
CHA SN d RTEHEIZDOWT, BAFRHER o 055, FFEH

(" 9w (x) = €2 g (), (2.3.1)

CEMT DR, TOHEFIEIZET S ILPLEH (conformal transformation) & S [46], Z 2
Txld & 25[ERLERT, Q) MEROELMHEEBTH L, T0bb, WREHIZ, BT
IRAT —VEBME RO TERZROMAOFMHEHRTH O, KiZ Q) =0 DG L U THEDEFERE
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# (isometry) 2B A TWD,

b BRGNS DI E ORI S 2T Z T, Nz WA (conformal group)
IR, TOHEBTZRET D HEREZEL 720, WINEH oF (x) = 2V + e(z) EFE R D, Th
CkoT, R (23.1) e D—RETT

Leguw = (") (%) — guv (2) = w(2) gy (), (2.3.2)

CEWT D, 2 ULUNENE Q(r) =w(z) +O(2) bR LTz, 22 TL W LiefinThy, FHE

BL T
Eeguu = vufu + vuf;u (233)

LR 5%, ZnER (2.3.2) OELIZRALTHELD ML —2A %5 Z & T,

_2
~d

w(z)

Vet (x), (2.3.5)

2135, WoT, BHED g, THAONDMEIINT 5P LEHZ JET 254 Killing HRERX

(conformal Killing equation)

2

Ve, +Vye, = y VaeM) g (), (2.3.6)

%135, ZhiE Killing X2 MV Leg,, =0 22 UTED, K Minkowski 4% RV ZBI L
Tk, AL Poincaré FEDHLEE L > TW 5,

HILG R &3, WA X > TEAPAL LG OB TH 5, KT Minkowski 42 ED 1L
5G|, Poincaré Z2#UZ X > TAZ LY QMR %E S S IZ@EWNFMEIZ X > THIRL 23 D245
TW3,

AL TS & 5 7 —fRBEEHIN S 54BN 2R OHERDOSG &, FHICIZEE g BPEEN
TW5, Zoga, HPGHR L IX, TRIGEZERE L LT, T0BSNO5IT U THELE o %

M INBRDOESIZEHTES
(Leg)pv () = (0" 9) p (%) — guv (z)
€*0agur + (Guadve® + guadue®)
(Ov(gpoac®) — €*Ovgua + gra(x)oue™)
= O(uev) — € (Ougva + vgpua — Oaguv)
Ve (2.3.4)

Wi, P85 FAHE B (acvive interpretation) p(z)* = z + e(z) &M\ 5 h— B EERZE# (passive interpretation)
¥ =z+e(x) EHVDINICESTEHEATIRIZ e N £ DT 7 7 X—EIT RIS,
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ML 7= & EITERD AL
I¢, 9| = I[¢" b, 9], (2.3.7)

ICRLHFRD I L THD, 7220 11k WEEZD) fEH. ¢ FEtEDSIOGZ LT, /K>T, FEHD
LIRS T & — i AR 25 M & IR 2 DXl & s T uid e 5 730,

FHAHIZELIL TWEBRZLME L LT, SHEZNVEKRDRATIN AL AT — VA #i% Weyl
251 (Weyl transformation) & IE3*5,

g,tw(x) — g,uu(x) = eQ(x)g;w(m)- (2.3.8)

— R PERR AU K o TIRED R I IIAREZD, Weyl ZHUIIMBEOR I 22T ED, 72 Weyl &
1k 2 DDORY MVDJFFRAR A E % REIZRDOEMRTH 5,

A, BH ~ G, AP BY
cosf = £ — cosf = — Iu — = cosf. (2.3.9)
V1AL AM | B, BY| V19 AP A G BHBY

FHZHRE ds® = doydat OTFFIEAZETH B0 5., time-like/light-like/space-like DHEE LR 72 1
5205, kb, Weyl RHUIZRREZ R ZREDOEILTH S,
Weyl A2 % F - 7235 D HGw
¢, e gu) = 11, gy, (2.3.10)

Tl TRV F—HBET > V) (stress-energy tensor) 2 dTBAIZIX b L — AL A2 5, Zhid

TR F—EHET VYV IVDOESE 5
25 (2.3.11)

T N
o, FEHDGHRIZ L 2 Z 50
5gI-———;g/ﬂdxd\/gjbuég“”, (2.3.12)
YEF T, FHTEEOBUN Weyl £ 597 = —Q(z)gh (z) I2DWT, MEHDRE L 72 2B 7 S
9" T =T/ =0, (2.3.13)

ERD, TRANLNF—HEHBET VYLD ML —AL AMEDRES,
HIE5HERIE Weyl A2 MG GHHAIZIX) FMiTh b, HEE. FHTILB AT 5 —i R

*5 TR £ DB T Weyl Z % HEZH (conformal transformation) L IR Z & 435 5,
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FIRZSHE (2.3.20) 5 & O Weyl AZEHEA 5
1[0, 9] = I@* b, " 9] = I b, €% g9,] = I[9* b, 9], (2.3.14)

L0, MBI UTRE L 5B 2 L D SN0, ST, MR B R
2B 5O Weyl RZEM A RS IERICOWT, #HtE 7 — VEE (Bl gy, = 0, KB 2 2%
W) LI B B S IR T B

I ST & OB TH - Th, RPN S Z L 2 5, — sk
JUEMEA R IR (FHT <) =AW RE LB a, SRR ZSME ORI 30 7
Weyl RZHOHH

(TH) # 0, (2.3.19)

ELTHENDG, ZOETFHRICKDLERATMEDHNZ Weyl anomaly (% 7213 conformal anomaly,
scale anomaly) & .33,

W, — MR AR T U T AR 73 O B G
Sle* b, ©" 9] = S[o, gl (2.3.20)
Tk, TRIVX—#HBET ¥V IIKT 5 Noether DEH
VAT, =0, (2.3.21)

A RN R NS TR 0, TANEEINT B0, BUNE LS ok (o) = 2 + e (2)

*6 il z 1 2 YRT Polyakov fEFITIE, Z OHA{EIX passive interpretation Z 5% &

Sorgur) = [ da?/g(@)g" ()0, ()06 () (2.3.15)
= [ ax /g @)g ()8l ()& (&) (2.3.16)
= [ 4w’ /a@)e™ (o)., ¢ ('L (') (2.3.17)
= Sle" ¢, g}“’]: (2.3.18)

LEF B, 72U g=detgu THYH. 27HOERIIMEHO—MEEARZM %2, 31THDFRIE (passive interpre-
tation IZH135) HHEMOEHR g, (v) = 2@ g, (z) &, BEOFRIBAV LB TH S L2V TERD
EEWMR 2 >z EENENToT,
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o THISRIINSEHDOEMNEZEZ D, EHDOEMITRD LS IZH#TE 5,

0 =1I[p+6¢,9+ 0g] — I, ]
=1I[¢p+0p,9+ dg] — Ip, g + dg] + I[¢, g + 0g] — I[o, g]
= 641 + 6,1, (2.3.22)

2T o, it g ZEE L S QMO ¢ 1Lk BN, 5,0 B EEELE Y EDFRIC &
BERTHS, B¢ WEBHRREWALT L 2TET 5 L (5,1 = 0), (D R HR &1

AN
1
ozéfz%fz_z/ﬁ%:g@ﬁfﬂ:_/ﬁ%¢mhv%y:/ﬁ%¢&%ﬂ@m (2.3.23)

L%, ZITHMAMAET D OIIHAOERETe=02225 LI o7, € (2) IJMEEDW
INERITH 5175, FAUITH T B0 (2.3.21) 28 5.
ARFSCC IR RS RY B2 1 2 HIENTEE2E 2 57, 2054, 1 Killing AR

2
Ou€y + 0ye, = 8(6 - €)0p, (2.3.25)
ThHEAZOND, ELURELOEHDZD X Y =05, XYY LEHT D, ZORDMLE §,0, T
WnsaszeT
200(0 - €) = Z0(8-€) = 0, (d > 1), (2.3.26)
2185, 72720 0:=090,0" Thb, ZTIrb, X (23.25)IC0%FEHTELZ LT
0,0e€, + 0,0¢, =0, (2.3.27)

B35, &SIHUR (2.3.25) % 0,0, THATS L.

0o, + 00,0, (0 - €) = =0,0,(0 - €), (2.3.28)

TR R E 2 B LTI, WA A
G (@) = P g (@), (2.3.24)

BT MY L TERLZEE L. R (2.3.1) TEHLZES & THF Killing /2K (2.3.25) B —87 5
=01z, UBOBMIZEDL 53\, U U —BORZIZE W THER L Killing HER (2.3.6) #E L 2Hicid, It
WEHER (23.1), T4DL g, (v) =@ g, (v) 2T —REMER L UTERT 2 BEND 5,



B2 AurI7 74— e AdS/CFT Wi 20

Y, ThEaor EANBEATRELT, & (2.3.27) 203 &

020, (D - €) = gaaa,,(a L) =0, (d>2), (2.3.29)

285, ZORITE-T, d> 3 RoebA EDOFEHKFZIZ DWW THIE Killing X2 bV e (z) & o D
2IRETITHIREIND Z DD 5, —H, 2D HE, HWPEBIILT LD R (2.3.29) &g
MBEDPRL R0 RERE UTHREONTEABRNS, TD7d, 2 RtOLGHH ISRt
R L LT X DRI E 21 5, R (2.3.29) 2 &, R EOHIBEBRO LT I3RT
FEZoN5,

i (translation) : Pu = 0Oy
[A] #i (rotat.ion) :. My = ,0,, — x,0,. (2.3.30)

A — )V (dilatation) : d=ard,.

RiikSLIE 25t (special conformal transformation) @k, = 2x,270, — 220,,.
ZINSERINDLEEBEEO S HBERIZIRTE 2 558,

[D,P,] = P, (2.3.32)
[D7KN] =-K,, (2.3.33)
[PM, K, = Q(L“,, — 5/WD), (2.3.34)
[M’u,/, Maﬁ] = 5M5Lya — 6/AOéLI/B + 51/@[/;1,5 — 5,,5[1“0“ (2335)
[Mp,ua Pa] - (5Vap,u - (SHQPV, (2336)
[M,ul/a Ka] = 5VaKu 6,uaK1/, (2337)
otherwise = 0. (2.3.38)

ZOBIFRD K S IcE e HET Z LT RV 2B MR SO(1,d+ 1) LAMTH B Z 203

*8 HIRORIRSLIL AU & o THEEIE

xh — ata?

- 1-2(a-x)+a2z2’

LEWT D, TITat WHBEBRONRTA—-RTHD, ZORPLDNE LT, 2/H IZERD xH 1ZEWTHRT
%, TD-DOHPEHE 2B T well-defined (23 5721 1%, R4 EIRE S Z AT MNZ 2 BEHH 5 (comformal
compactification), IR, MR Z FEE U TR Z B h 335 & RFIEIIC, S % [E5E U C MERRE M %
BrTHEIEE R Z e TE B [47],

x'H

(2.3.31)
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2%,
Ly = My, (v € {1,...,d}), (2.3.39)
Latro = D, (2.3.40)
Lo, = %(PM + Ky), (2.3.41)
Laip = %(P” _K,). (2.3.42)

ZZTC Lay = —Lpg (a,b € {0,1,...,d+1}) TH Y, 20 fil% time-like (ZHl > T35, HHZH
HOLZHMBRZHA VD &, Ly X SO(1,d+ 1) ORBEAFRZIG729 Z LW E,rDOOND, T I 6R
Banbd &>z, RUCBITAIERERIZ, RV 2815 Lorentz [Hliz e, RY4H1 Ed null cone
ICHEDA E N T READ AT — VAW (X — M\X) KX 25 E2MAGOEBEL UTRETES
(embedding space formalism)[48],

M EDFERTEMEE -2 v FELTWzA%, Minkowski 28 RM1 2B W T FBD ify
DE D LD, RUATT E AL SO(2,d) LAMTH D, K220 isometry & LT Poincaré &
ez DHIRBIZEATNS,

HIE WPV & 7 > 25 OB TIX, BOME F 3L BMBEORBT L LTERI NS, ZHi
Poincaré NP % £f o 72 BERICN T 2 HE m? = P,PH ZEXDAN T =8, X7 MVGRED
Wigner 12 X 208 FAMTH 5, LBGHRIEIAT - VAELRBRTHI0 5, FHiie =028
L5295 D OERBPHAILINDE LDICGEZERT LI LEVHERTH S, e =0I1281T5%
A — VA DTN 2 50 E A% LB (conformal dimension) &MU, A TKY, 1=X
D — R BER OS5 G, BORBIRGCITIE TR H 5 (47, K (2.3.32) & (2.3.33) 226, i P, &5k
LA K, 3B 00cic BT 2 ARBEE T LT 2 e 005, FRILEER K, OfFE-IC
Lo THWT 285% 771 <V —4; (primary fields) & MO, G HLGERIZ B 1T 5 ikin CHRARRK 5%
R d, FRMPRCADTIA<) —Hiod LT (BEIED) P, Z2FHI 302 T 1+ &
v X v M (descendant fields) EIFR, HRRGTT A DT I7A4x ) =35I P, 2 n BEHIEZT «
R NGORBUGTIE A+ n &b, MPEEBEEO (LERTT A D) TI13Y =5 0(x) (2
N BIEMRIZIRTEZ6NS,

P,-O(x) = 0,0 ( ) (2.3.43)
M, - O(x) = (2,0, — ,0, + Sp)O(z), (2.3.44)
D-O(x) = (a:“@ + A)O(z), (2.3.45)
K, O(z) = (22,270, — 2%0,, + 2Az,, — 1" S,,)O(). (2.3.46)
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727U S, i My, DES =028 5KBTH 3,
IR 5 1 SRR OFBEBIBUL, IFFMEIC & 26185 5 2 DBIBIE A RICRES D, H
ELUT, AAT—DT 743V =501 122VWT, D 2 FHHBIREEUZ
(Al = AQ = A)

C
O1(21)O0a(z2)) = { lo1—2*2 , 2.3.47
(O1(21)O2(72)) {o (A £ Ag) ( )

THZOND, ZZTCIRER. A 3ZNThOT T4 <) GO THD, 72 3 fifH
3] 4ES

f123
(O1(21)O02(x2)O3(x3)) = |21 — 2o |A1H82= A5, — | BetBs—A1 g, — g [A1+As—As" (2.3.48)
YiRED, TIT frog FHIROREEH L IHIEN D EBTH B,
— %D n RHHEIRIEL .
(X) =~ / D¢Xe 11#9] (2.3.49)

R L T MR O #1d Ward-Takahashi [HE R I k> TKMEINE, 22T X =
O1(x1) - On(my) W—MIZ ¢ Lo THESNBZEAE, Z EHEEEKCTHSE, Zhz il
T 5702, HAROAHEICET 2L OMNEHR ¢ — ¢ = ¢+ 60 2EZ LD, BERMITBVT,
BREROE E A THEMBIEAZETH S0 5,

0= / D¢/ X'e11¢"9] _ / DpXe 119l (2.3.50)
= / S(D@)Xe 149 4 / Do(6X — S4I)e 1199, (2.3.51)

Y#F B, RELX =X +06X THY. 5,0 = I[¢, g — 6, g] W3R g ZEELT ¢ DAELE
ML b EDEHTHD, -2 CHRAME D 712 OFE SHA A LTHZE (5(Dg) = 0) TH 5 =

YEET S L,
(6X) = (X041, (2.3.52)

2135, RO FHEGE (o) = ot + e(x) 12 K DRFRE T[p*o, p*g] = I[d, g] 12DV TIE, T
FVF¥ —H#HEET VYV ERHWT

0=206¢1 + 6,0 =41 — / dz®\/gT,,, V"€, (2.3.53)

Y#EI B, TIT L IMMEADFBIZEBZESTH Y, Lie s Lgn = Ve BIUOTRILF—
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HEIET VYV ILOXNIMEZ AWz, PAERS

3

<C71($1)'"555%(1%)"'C7n($n)>:='—L/ﬂd$d\/§‘7uey($)<7Lu($)571($1)"'C7n($n)>7

(2.3.54)
& Ward-Takahashi 165\ (Ward-Takahashi identity) 2155, ZIZ» 6T X)L ¥ —HBjgET Y
V% SRR 5 DERKT L RMMT Z &R TE S, FHTEHEEFZE Eo (K LEAFREIZ DWW
Tk, ¥ Killing X2 bV et (z) 13X (2.3.30) THA 605,

i=1

2.3.2 2 RTHEHWIZIER

2 ROt D I G Tl AL K U TR R B2 T H % Virasoro RED BN 5,
ZD7D d >3 DHELBANTE MR —BinD RS L 2 5,

2 RTE D FEAER 2 B RIEIEE N T 2 = 2l 4ix?, 2 = 2l —iz? L RT LHEHTH B (ds? = 2dzdz),
R? ~ C 2B} 2 A M, 2 2T (TR D EHIBIK

2= f(2), (2.3.55)

IZEoTRINDG, TOIZ LIFEAZEHIZ X o TEHEREHED

2

LA (2.3.56)

dz

MMJU='

LEMT B I LS RERD 5NG, U — VEE CU {co} DR IERAIRERE () —< VIR
D) KIMILFFLZH (global conformal transformation) & FES,  MERRE sTAT3E T O 1E R O Fsk
D5, KB IBEBRD AR T ¢ o 1,2, 22 CHEE NS, 25K (2.3.20) 27 L. i
HE, [FEE, AT — VA RRREE A OIFME SO(2,2) 2 SL(2,C) I/t d %, —H. LSt
D IER 2 % JS P 25 #: (local conformal transformation) & IS,

T4 =5ld, XELEHBOTT

szz)::<§j)h<éi>h0%zﬁix (2.3.57)

LEWT 5, 22T (hh) 2 O DL =41 b (conformal weight) X IEX, BRI A B XK
AV s LIEA=h+hBEFs=h—hOBERIIH D, F7=KIRARIBEBI LT EHA
(2.3.57) Ziilil= 352 T 54 <) — G IR, [EROBMUNGILBEM o(2) = 2+ €(2) 1T LT,
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T4 %) — G OL MR

5.0(2,2) = (¢*0)(2, %) — O(z, )

h h
() () 0wt ptah) — 06e.
= (€0 + h(0e) + €0 + h(0e) O(z, 2), (2.3.58)

e, HREBIZ L BB IERFRD & RKIERIE 2 20 5, 2 UMD ZDIZ 0 =

L, 0=2L RF LR, foT, 77147 —BIFRO K S ITIERFS & KRS ORI 2> T

WBEFERATREERITD Z LN TE D,
On,iy(2:2) = On(2)Op(2)- (2.3.59)

IR TIEEICERERSICDOWTES . KIEAIEBDIZOWTIEh - h R DB S 25 ES IZ AR
DFERMBHES
IXNVFXF—EHET VLD ML —AL AW S,

0=g"Tu =17 +T; x T, (2.3.60)

EIEXNAB DM T, =0 2135,
2 YRITIZ B 13 5 Ward-Takahashi [HZ

0e (O1(21,21) -+ -+ On(zn, 2n)) = — /dz28ez (T,,01(21,21) - - On(2n, Zn)) (2.3.61)
‘/dfaa<fm0ﬂzbm)~'on@mz@>, (2.3.62)

S k2 AR SN B, T 2 CRAEAI (2.3.21)
0=0T,, = 0T:, (2.3.63)

DO DZ L& FWBE72DIT, €(2,2) BAPVWTND z; BEFRVHKTOAI XY BT LM%
# %5, Ward-Takahashi [HEER O HO K IFAPEIZEZ 5728, HHEIIZE>T

(0T..01(21,21) - On(2n, Zn)) = 0 (2 # {21, ..., 20 }), (2.3.64)

2135, RIEABZIZOWTEHFAKRTH 2,
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X (2.3.60), (2.3.63) ZHE AT, TRVF—EFHET VYV ILOENETNDN AT %
T(2) = 27T,,, T(2) = 27Tsz, (2.3.65)
LEET D, 2m IFBUEH A U 72 convention TH 5, #HBICHZ L5112, T(2), T(2) X7
Y =1 b (2,0), (0,2) DUET T 1<) —TH 5,

oY =< VB CU {oo} EDOKMIEAM €(2) = #(2) x 1,2,22 LB LTI, BHoL
WT e PEAITHS7-0FLIFABEICE R %5, §E> T, HEBEKLAZETH 5 5%M

56 <01(21,21) """ On(zn,zn» :O, (2366)

2135, ThZNO KA SO(2,2) 2 SL(2,C) oW TLAREEE T2 LT, BHIE
ROMBEEROK2HETE 5, 1 AAHBEREEBIZ. W - [l - A7 — VBT 2 TR S
PESHEET T ((h,h) = (0,0)) ZBRWTHET 2 Z 203005,

(Op (25 2)) = 6n,005,0- (2.3.67)

FT 4% =0 2 fMHBEBEEIE,

Cohy 1y Ony iy

(21 _ Z2)2h(§1 _ 22)2}3’

(Ohy 5y (21, 21) Oy 1y (22, 22)) = (2.3.68)

THEZONE, ZZTCRERTH S,
Ward-Takahashi HE XD ERIE B LT, T(2) DERME, BEOA =2 ZADEHEZHWWT
(21, 20} R GOERE C 1K X BRAICBEWMAS L

1

" 2mi

9§7dze<7mz)cal(zl,zl)---cyn<zn,zn)>, (2.3.69)

LTS, ZhER (2.3.58) OHEN S, BB oA b (0,h) DT A7) —BE T3 L¥—EE)

BT VYV IV OEE TRER (operator product expansion, OPE)

hO(w) n 0wO(w)

T(z)On(w) ~ 5

7 (2.3.70)

(z —w) (z —w)

2185, ZIZ T~ Tz — wDWBRIZEWTIERRED 2R\ S5 2EKRT 5, AKIC, EHARR
22 ED—fD 2 IRGTHEEHEGICN LT, T % 2 28 AL 254 D Ward-Takahashi fEZ =X % W
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3 [46] &, T OIJZs i BT 3 25 H

5.T = edT + 2(9e)T + 1—02836, (2.3.71)
5 XU OPE
c/2 20, T (w T(w
T(T(w) ~ c/ 2 I(U)Q) y 1w (2.3.72)

#18%, 22T cZPLNEM (central charge) X IR, c IZHHRAELHBEOREIZERL T
5, PIZIE NHOBHMAN S —HIZBEL Tk e= N TH 5, KROZIBEHIZH L T 0% =0
LB S, T(2) BHET =1 b (2,0) DETTAIV) —BTHEILBHPE, THILF—
EHET VY VE, AROMLPEBITN L T

T'(2) = (j;) T(2) + 1%{2,2’}, (2.3.73)

LRD%ES, ZZT{f(w),w} I& Schwarz #45>

)3 frw)Y
=500 -3 (G ) (2374
BB, 7L f(w) = df(w)/dw THB. BIZ) =< VERER 52 ) Y X —~DEMK 2 — e 12

XU T,

T%zq::ZQI(@-—éi, (2.3.75)

b, ZTOZRNVF—HEEET VVILD c IZHHIT 5 T NIE Casimir effect 128G L TW5,
IANF—EHET VYV T(2) %2 2=0FbDETEML T

00 Ln
T(z) = E w2 (2.3.76)
ERT, ZOEE L, L,
— i n+1
L, = 57 %dzz T(z), (2.3.77)

CEFLZEh oD LT, HEER & = " IZxET S charge (T o T\WB, ZD L, ®
Virasoro H#E T L WL, L, 23T R #EFKRIE, TxLVXF—#B#ET >V )LD OPE 26

m(m? = 1), (2.3.78)

LmaLn = - Lm n
[ ] =(m—n)Lmny +12

LEMRETE 5, Zh% Virasoro A& WL, KRIBMKZAWFREIZIX Loy 01 PRIGLTED, Zho
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DR BFRIZI central charge IZEHHIS 2 HDVEH NN L A3 H %, Virasoro REE, 2 =0 /4
D O IR 2 IRGTILIE A (Witt RED OHULERIZZR > TW 5,

2 IRt SRR D Weyl anomaly 1.
R, (2.3.79)

THALNDS, 772U R IFilE g, O Ricl scalar TH 5, o TEHRREDSTIE, IR
MR TICHENS, ZOEKT c#0IFETHNRT /Y —DRE2RLTWVWS,
HRIGHGR O BN ET VD —D2L LT, 2RITAN T8
I= 21 / dz® /99,0, 00" b, (2.3.80)
T
BEAD, J(2)=i0p LEHET DL, TXNLF—EHEET VLI
T(z)=—:J(2)J(2) 1, (2.3.81)
ThHEzoNn%, 22T 2 XEME (normal-ordered product) TH V., [F—fIEE2HEALIZI &

2 X BRI RS 72, — i

: A(2)B(w) := lim {A(z)B(w) — (A(2)B(w))}, (2.3.82)

LLUTERSINDG, EERTAEFEZHNT OPE 25t5H T 5 &,

L dudlw)

fH@JWON(Zin GC—w) (2.3.83)
T()T(w) ~ ¢ 1_/ 1)4 + Q(f{T;Q;}Q) + ZT(—wi (2.3.84)

2%, Tabb, J(2) BB 21k (LO)DFIA<Y —HTHD, MADPLEM c =1
T%éo

THRHA T (vertex operators) %
Vp(2) =2 e, (2.3.85)
THEHY S, FBkIZ OPE 2i5lH 5L
2
p°/2 0wV (w)
T(z)V(w) 7(,2—@0)2‘/(1”) o (2.3.86)

Vi (2) Vi () ~ (2 = )PP Vo (w), (2.3.87)
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BT I ENHB 0, Tabb, V, RIEEY A b (5,00 075 1) —BTh5. %721k
MRS 1 2BV TX O 245 2 Eh s, BEREDNIHIST 55

(Vo () Vi (w)) = 2225220 (2.3.92)

(2 —w)2p’

2.4 AdS/CFT it

AdS/CFT #it& ik, x5 7 4 —FEO—FlE LT, d+ 1R ik AdS K22 EO&1E )
MEwmE . AdS REOBR EICERINH 2D d 7ot LG HGR OS2 FAT 28R Th
%, AdS/CFT MIGHVEBIZ AL T 2 BRI E TV, BEEGRIZB 2 D 7L — 2T 5400
28D T Maldacena (2 & o THRANZIFER N7z (7], BB, BIfEE TIZ% < D BRI E TV X
HER® M EGROF THRIEE N TE D, AdS/CFT 3t — MBI 2RI B W T $ B 0 A2 D@ 73
FHEZEZ 5N TW5S, AAS/CFT Mt % i 2Bk, Th s OBEIR Sl S 7z AdS file
CFT fllON R AEFET D 5 “FEE" 2 A5,

COREEME-OIC, ETEHRBEXLRETIVTH S Maldacena DFER L7z AdSs x S° LD
IIB ARG EL R & 4 kot N = 4 super Yang-Mills BLERD A DWW THHT 2 REIDH RO
M [49, 50, 51] FDOCHkE ZHR), RIZ AdS/CFT M D a2 B 5 Bk % 2 RO IGBIFRIZ D
WSS % [52],

2.4.1 AdS;/CFT, model

HELHGR & X, AV QRN Z HERD & 5 b F TiR7R <, 1 IRGEDIRD D 2R 725k& LT
RABHwTH D, HRHGwREIELORFiwe U T, B RN%E LOWELIRIE 2 B3RNIZ5HE 5 Hik

9 BIZIE T(2)V (w) &, HBEBEEK D(21,22) == —In|z1 — 22|? B X Wick OEH

F g = M PEL e S sa  pg (2.3.88)
EAWT,
T(2)V (w) = —%eﬂ' 421422 D (31022) 550 5367+ 9, (2)0. ()€ PH) | (2.3.89)
~ —ip(0.D(z,w)) : 9,¢(z)eP?(®) :—l—%pQ(azD(z,w))z . ipp(w) (2.3.90)
~ 61:‘1(;”) + (zpi/j)Q V(w), (2.3.91)

CHEIETES, HREUREIC 2 ~ w DEFET 0,0(2) = Owd(w) &5 L E2HW.



B2 AurI7 74— e AdS/CFT Wi 29

2525, ZOTATT72URCTRRIZENT 5,

FPEMHEO DI BT EZ G ERVEEREZEZ XS, TNIEHNRIK T O/EM (hE A
Bt (t) OREE LOREY) ZHREL T, REFEIAYRBAE 7 & 22 AR o 12 X % 2 RoeEm (57
i, worldsheet) BIZEZEIN/AMFHE L TERII NS, & HEHMZR d ko6 Minkowski FZE LD

bosonic string DEH (Polyakow action) i
1
Ip = v /dea |g|gab6aX“(7', o) X" (T, 0) Ny (2.4.1)
T

THABNG, TIT g (0,0 = 7,0) EHERE LOFR. XA (r,0) KT S d Kotz
(“target space“ L IFIEN D) ~NDER, 1, (p,v =0,...,d—1) & d XIEHKZE D Minkowski 71T
Hob, BRIZHEDD o WIEHEERGETE7-DICBETHY, BEID 2 FORTEFF-> 72 Regge
slope EIFENDEBMTH D, o 1F. LHWPETIH—DNITA—RL LT, ROEIAT—)L

I, =V, (2.4.2)

(F7-BHBRDOTINF -2 —)m? =1/a’) Z2RET 5%,

BRI ERE o € [0, m) ICEIIBRGRMEEZRT LENZ L o T, Wiz RzR v — RO
e, HEROBKD 2 MEAEAT S, X SICHKOBIR MR, T EOT 3L X —E
B R AN G % Neumann & 0, XH|p—0.- = 0 &, 5D % % (2 [EE$ % Dirichlet £/
0r XH|gmo.n =0 D 238 OAEEMD D 551, T NIXRFAE D ZZER I3 U THNIGEIRTE 5,
RFZEDRRTEE D+1 &R UL E, D —pEDZERAFIZDWT Dirichlet &/F: %25 & BED
i i td Neumann SefF 23R L 72550 @ p HOZEMAMIZH U TOAHHIZES 2R TES, Z0D
ZefEfEI L, Bl DS 2B ISR ATV 2 b LTINS NG, ZThvd Dp 7L — v e, f
ZIEDO 7L =Y AROA TV b, DI TV =V i3 IROA TV 7 v TH B, FEhTZ
NSO ERAZEDERFETIZD TL—r EIER, ¥55DEKRPZXR?SHS M TH A

<

{u

OB TIBR STV 4 BRI TId, $RT (B) KORRZEHE-Fe LI, e L TZDOR
RINTL%EFEZD L, EHTFRTr—VEREINSM, dilaton PEBDOAE Y 2o RN FIIET 527 X -3 8]
N5, BHEROBEEEZMT L. TAETNORETREBISHIES 2HTOEEN —~BRIZIEIND, TOKE S FKH
MOTINF =T — )V ORHREL UTHNS, #ilZiX 26d bosonic bosonic string D4 I

m2, =m2N (N =-1,0,1,2,...), (2.4.3)

LB, KHIIZIE, BWAY UV EROBTREFCEVER KD, BICHKOR 2 &2 -2k, A Y 20T Y
N LTRINIGEFEEFEOETFREZEATVWS, ZNEEDTFIZHIGT 5 LRI N5,

1 Weyl 7/ <V —2 & £ WBRER TIX 10 IOTE %% 2 2 BB H 503, BUATEINITE 231 4 OTHZET
HB, ZHNFBOD WX T VT MEINTLESTE D, REDIILF — AT — L TRZOMENR I\
OrEZLNTWVWD, T2 T7 MEIZBFR L T T-duality & MEIEN 2 5EH R L O ME%E#E X % & &, Neumann
ZAMEOMxE & U T Dirichlet S&/EA HAIZE NS,
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5, DITV—=VDNKRER->TWERNEEZEZD L, FKOUHMAIZEDT L -V EIZESEHEWVD
HUVHBHEZR DX ICkhE, ZOEOH, 20 N KD D 7L — 25 Bk & REIX
NxN=N2@E0HbH, ZHhFU(N) D adjoint KELE UTHIRI WD, Thbb, HRo72 N
BOD 7V =y EORRKIZ UN) 7= VMmO AHE2 D X 512k 5.

SEEER XA S BT B — MR A AN B & O Weyl A& M A 7 —URFRMEE LTRi-TH
D, 2w E RIS Z &R TE 5, Weyl 7/ % — (2.3.79) DWHWET 5 Z L 2 HiET 5
o BRI WEIBRDA S, BIAIK, RZEDRIG d 1FHFLER ¢ LBRNWT WS 72D, d =26
(ERHERTIE d = 10) EPRE I NS (critical dimension), & 52 Polyakow action % 53> 7z
target space ~NAIR LU T (nu — G (XH(7,0))). [FBRIZ Weyl 7/ <V — D ZE ZEigd 5 Z &
T, BRHEROET A VX —EMEMAEZRETE S, THIIEEHNO UV #Hiwe L THIFINDED
Einstein-Hilbert fEflZ & A TWS, ZOIEHIZIE, MELOFEEARS b T L% KB T, dilaton
BX U B EMENEH 7272508805,

Hiffi 72 bosonic string I1Z1&, ARZ MVIZRXFAUDREEN, £727 2 IZXVDPFHELBRLE WV
SHIEMAH D, IS ZMAUIT 57212, fermionic 785D EM % 1 X T L XTI 2 Fi - 18
72H DN TH D, TOL SERIMMIE 2 KT N = (1,1) @BEAHILBLERE 25, ¥4
ME % o 72 @855 1 10 IRITHREZE E O type 1, type ITA, type IIB, Heterotic SO(32), Heterotic
Eg x Eg ® 5 DIZnFEI N5, TH5IEH W string duality & FEIEI S BOMEIZ & - THROM W
TW5, o IR EIZEAINZ-8AFTETH B0, 2o OHLERTIE target space DRFZEIZ
HENFEA BN S, Rz 1B AGEEHERE R TR S W2 B Th . (BT 2 VX —GR1EH
(& 1IB BEEE S HERIC & > Talik a5,

BAFTI%. Maldacena ® J5i% [7] 124> T AdS/CFT NG0Bkl B $ 5, TD7oHiz, 1IB
RUBEGGHER I B VT, 10 IRGTHFZE B2 N O D3 7L — U D347 I E 2R > TELPNT WD AR
MOBZ AN F—MRIZONWTER S, ZOWRYE 28D DRFATHIBT 2 Z 212 & o TIHHER
Hhphnb,

FPIRD TV B LB LB E VB OVWTER S, KT X VF—A%HHRT
. BRIZEENEARZ PLVDS L, FEHEORTREBIZEENEG T —VGPENTHREDE—F
DHANEFET S, D 7L —rOilREBIX TV — Y EIZiMZ2RHOETH Y, ZHIE5DEE 4
X5t N =4 U(N) super Yang-Mills (SYM) #EwiZ o Cadid I Nd, T — VHERITILZ R
MERE - 72 A T HEHEGRIZR D 2 AHIONT WD, 561D 7L — Y15 transverse 72 f 1A
IZEEN 2R 1z, TR EoRE e LT IIB Mo BEHERADH v, I oA SBEHRI [IB 5K
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EHHSHIZ Lo TR EINE, ZNnoDD JL—y FOBKE EHEZ FoOMZIE. — I IZEE
ERZLTWA, ZORM%E schematic IZFEL &

I= Ibranc + Istring + Iintcractiom (244)

Y&FRHE D, Z T Iyrane & DBl action LIFENZ D 7L — v EOBSKOHEMIEA. Lstring 13 1IB
RUGERE I ERER DVEA. Linteraction (& NS DEDOMHEMEHTH 5, T 2 TR )L F — R % figthr
DB, TANX =R TFITHRDVIZ, TRAVF—LMRTDNRTA—REEEL T, KOEI AT —
Wil =0 (of = 0) OMRZES & FELPEV, ZORE. Zho OME/FEHORIZIERKT 5
Z D13 (Linteraction ~ 0)(Maldacena decoupling limit), & &5 (Z[F UMR T, £z D
MICEEND EBEMAHDHMT 5, TOME., ZORETIED TV — v ED 4 R5% pure N = 4
U(N) SYM &, D 7L —rnoifin /-2 Eo 11B B E HEERIFE 5,

—HT, KZELEIZDp 7L — 2B SRUUE. BEDEGRO HH#E TH % black p brane & U TH#
Wz, SORBTIE. Rz 1B BB E N R OMO G IX

ds? = H(r)"Y2(—dt? + da? + dx3 + da2) + H(r)Y?(dr? + r2dQ3), (2.4.5)
4
H<T) =1+ %7 R4 = 4”9513]\7, (246)

ThHZOLNS, T I T g, & string coupling & MEEN 2 MIRTCDER ThH 5, 5D HE)
BH RO EIZHEEL TWB 728, Schwarzschild 77 v 7 h— VD& L AR, (B riZBIF5
TANF— B, 1 THPREIZBE W T redshift 2317 5,

Ey = H(r)"'/?E,. (2.4.7)

ZORMEERZOBME LS Rz &, BT AV F—12HFLSTLHD1E, KBESKIZIEDNS L5 7k
BEVWHEEZF>7-E— N &, redshift D% % @ < %1} % black p brane OMGIHE DAL D & L 4 )L
X¥—E—RDATH5, %I T black p brane (i (£ > 1) DFtEZRZ 2, Zhix

2 2
w%Jékmhwﬁﬂ%+m@+%m2+ﬁmg (2.4.8)
THEZO6NG, ZOKREMOHEHIEZ, R % AdS FEL 9 5 AdS KZED Poincaré 73y F 12172 5 72
W, Thbb, Z0EAIE AdSs x S° %2 Eo 11B B HE R & . black p brane 7 5 B 7z 22
EDET A IVF—E— DK S,
INoDfER2EKT AL, Ybobi@LZD 7L —riEA0 [IB BEEHER e . 45 D
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TV—Y EOET A NVF—AERPSK->TWE, INSHIKFAURMERABL TWBIZTTHS
Mo, BEOEWHIZOVWTERE—MEIFNT S Z T, AdS; x S° Eo 1IB B EEEHRIZ. 4 %ot
N =4 U(N) super Yang-Mills #Gi*12 (2%l Td 2 £\ 5 FHEBK D [7], HlZIEZNEND
HER AR ORI IC DOWTCHER T 5 &, AdSs & CFTy 5565 SO(2,4) D FTHHTH D, &
SIZ7 = VMO R-symmetry SU(4) =2 SO(6) 1% S° LR UNFMETH D Z L8305 5,

FEIZ BT AR MEOEE TR, HAMOEI I —ME2Z2 T\, ZHIZHISELT. 21
FNOHRIZEENDNT A= XDIRDEEITIIHIRAA S, EBHMUD ST A —&IZ, BOEE A
=)V I AdS k%% R. Newton &8 G\ O A B - 7 EUOTRTRI N, 7 — VHHIOS T
A—=RERD &S ITHIGEL T3,

T X Gy uN(E=EN), (2.4.9)
Gg\l,o) )\2

Z Z T gy & Yang-Mills coupling, A 1%t Hooft coupling T# 5., 48 J1 ¥ THELHEHRD AR
I MVIPSHEU 2 EBEMA OMBEEBHATE 201, AdS EE RPEDOEI AT —)V I, Kb +4
ICREVWEETHY, TET — VHERMIT TR AR (strong coupling limit)

A1, (2.4.11)

ST 5, FBFRIEZEMAL - HMENMBIZ LR EH NS Z N TE LD, Newton &
BRSNS WGE, Thbb 7 — VRO large N limit

N>1, (2.4.12)

Thd, THoDEBEMTOMIEINR (o corrections) &, & FENHRIT K 20— THIEME (quantum
correction) &, MifRZi#EH 5 2 & TEHENIZHFLG LT 5, KIZ AAS FH2 R =1 LES
convention TlE, TS DHFIEIX

(2.4.13)

DA =X —THND, LFTHOBHTIEX, AdS; x S° EOH A 1B BEEHHm L, large N 5
FEAMIRZ > 72 4 ot N = 4 SU(N) super Yang-Mills BlGn D&MD o & Gy OEH)Em D #Hi

*12 FZEE U(N) = SU(N) x U(1) @ U(1) 3% ST SU(N) W5 Z e PR SNT WS, 20 HHEIE singleton
EIEENTH D, AdS boundary IZRFET 5728 bulk NED &R IZIEET S LRV [52],
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FCTIE4 LT NDE, ZOXIHEVPEHHRZEX TERED A, N THED LD & FET 2D BNERD
AdS/CFT #ETH 5.

U ETH~Z& ST, oMMy —VHEwRIENS Z 26, AdS/CFT Minidr — Y E IS
(gauge/gravity correspondence) &IEEXN 5 Z &£ b 53, ZDHliE AdSs/CFT, Xt % & D 37.7=
5 ERNAERE 525, 2Oz DI-D5 7L —>r &AWz AdS3/CFTy e, M 7L —

DO S EH I N7z AdS,/CFTs Snd ABIM #iH [53] &L <o hTWD, ZhoD
SHGBIRIZ B W TIE, @R E NS large N 77— VEERH EEA OENEMIC & > TRl

RTE B2, 7F—VHRMOYEE (Wilson loop 7 &) % FLEKIE S 28K iR & - TEf

HEpZenTE?,

2.4.2 AdS/CFT's Dictionary

—fkd AdS/CFT Wit %5 U 5 ETiE, EHMONR LT — VHERMON RO IGEFEEZTL 72
“HEE WS, TOES d+ 1Kot AdS ZEDER By B2 d %ot CFT MEATWS & Ry
M) w2 aHWE EERTHD, TOREKTESIZ bulk DGR, 7 — VHE% boundary OB &
3%,

£9 AdS/CFT MIsDEAFE L U T, 2RO HIZ

Zstring = ZCFT: (2414)

THAOND,

AdS FZE EDE ¢ 123t U T, R GHER EOH B A T O B5d 5 (field-operator correspon-
dence), Z I T ¢ & dilaton X graviton 72 & d + 1 koo AdS K% EOBEIHEERIZE N 550K
DL E — RO E XN T WS, bulk DH B2 ¥ D & 5 7% boundary DEE 7 A3 G 5 H 1L
HEOHGEIZIET S SO(2.4) NFMEIZ L2082 HWTHRSNT WS [64], #le LT, HEm D
massive free scalar DXz % % Z %, (Lorentzian) Poincaré AdS IR22 EOEE) 2% N T, K

IHSMNIE 2 — 0 1281 2 HIROIRS B0 D &

¢(x,2) ~ 27 2o (z) + 2204 (1), (2= 0), Ay = g + Cf +m2R?, (2.4.15)

13RI IE, T RCEER R A ELPE ] & SR B B R O Rl & U CIRE S Nz, BUE TRV E/ERIE QCD TR
BENDZ NP> TVEH, SUN) 7 —VHEIZE T3 large N limit OMHBEBEBUIZEN 5 planar diagram
&L BRBERIZ B 1 2 LRI OB G L OBAEIXE < SR I T Wiz,
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DEDIT 2 DNBIND, AiH DB THET 51H% non-normalizable, BEDEHFTERIZRD
IH % normalizable & .3, non-normalizable 7235 3555 E O HLEIGH AR D Z 12, normalizable
BIGIFIIEGHERIZ B T T — FIZZEN TG T 5, 205, ¢o(z) & d IRIGIHIEEL MR %
23 % source term & LT

ka+/ﬁ%@M@0@L (2.4.16)

DO TE NG, 2ZTO WP IZHnT 2HEGEHmDO AL T —#HATTHD, HWERTIX A, TH
Zohd, 7z ¢y (x) THEET O OHIFFA

¢+(z) = (O(x)), (2.4.17)

CRIET B, —fkIZE ¢ OERBPEEDOHRIZNIGT 5 HE T O(x) OB LR ITIT K
TN, TOBRMEIC BT AR BN O L LAO LS CHKLT WS [55, 275 —Hoft
(213 2 1F spin-2 massless field (graviton) OEE LGB O T XL ¥ —HEET > VL
T, EEIGEA = &) 1ZXHET 5,

— TG OREE GO - AR B OBERAIX

ZstTing[¢(x7 Z)’z:O = (bo(l')] = <€ffddx¢>0(ac)(’)(w)>CFT7 (2418)

ThHZ26N5, Zhid GKPW BFBRAEIFIEN T WS [56, 54], R E MO HLGIRZ 5 2 5 &
HWSGHER D generating functional 1%, 52 6 NBHREM: ¢o(x) 2729 & 574 () FESER

@ on-shell action IZ&»>THE R OHN5,

<ef ddw¢0(1)0(z)>0FT ~ eHalé(@:2)|z=0=00(z)] (2_4_19)

MIEA B generating functional @ source (2B 2 PEBM A 5 kd 5N b, LFLOBMKRA
EHWS &, GG OB A EHMRICB T 2 HBEHA» SR TE 5, 2% Euclidean
AdS/CFT MISTH R %, ZDBE BEFREM ¢o(x) ZBUII KRS E L7201, EBHRAOMZ

bz, 2) = / Ay K a(z, % 9)d0(y), (2.4.20)

ERTLFERHTHD, ZIT (r,2) l& AdS KZHIZE 1T 5 bulk DFERE, y I& boundary D FERETH
%, Ka(w,z;y) I bulk-to-boundary propagator & IEiE 5, #il XX bulk EDOAA T —HIZEET



B2 AurI7 74— e AdS/CFT Wi 35

% Klein-Gordon A2 (O - m?)p=0%2F25 &, Ka I

(O —-mHKa(x,z#0;y)) =0, (2.4.21)
;g%( A=A N (x, 2 y)) = 6%z — y), (2.4.22)

BT D ICHB, T bz, 2) BHEMICEBABRETE L. HD 2 — 0 OWET
lim ¢(z, 2) = lig%]/ddy(zA‘dKA(x,Z; ) (212 0(y)) ~ 27 2o (y), (2.4.23)

i, X (24.15) 2HET 5 M, ZoOffix

A
7Td/2£§i) ) <22 T (z _ y)2> ) (2.4.24)
ThHzoNE, TNEENOHEEMIZRAL T, ¢o 12 &2 NBEBMDDHIZ g =0 &EL Z L
T, GG OMHBBEBPHE I NS, M, B D d+ 1 IKIKZE LD Green B Ga(z, z; v, w)
i bulk-to-bulk propagator & X%,

HOHGRIZBWT, FHREERE CoMEze & AR, —RICERRDERBEOZIR (IR %)
R) TH#MT 5, I T cut-off Z ANDREMENHTLSS (FBTT 74y 7#0idA, [Hi%9.1%
%), AdS fll® Poincaré /Xy FiZB1F %

Ka(z, z;y) =

z=e¢, (2.4.25)

D cut-off 1&, CFT I UV cut-off (259 % (IR-UV relation)[57], FEE. LEEELER D dilatation
X AASHFZETIE 2 — Ax, 2 — Az 20V AT — VAR L TE Y, boundary @ z = 0 1 UV
MRERIZ, 2z = oo & IR MiFRIZHIG L TW 5B,

77— VMR O R B T d 5 Wilson loop 1k, D 7L —rZ2HAWZ#mm» S, AdS FFZED
boundary 2\ 7z Wilson loop Z Ui % £ - 7 B/NHAI TS A 6 N5 Z Ao NTWS, Tt
BIZBENDZFROT T T 4w 7TV R ITNVAY Iy bR E—DFEIZEML TW5,

AdS/CFT Winid—Miz, 527 7 A0 MG EGw A, Wih AdS K28 Eo & 75 Blm & i
BHENS TRTHL, ZOE £TOHPIGH L KL AdS FFZEIZHIEL TWS DI Tl
W, HIEiOFITRZ & 502, HEE G (HEHHGR) TLD JVWidd e ook, EhoE
THIEZET large N #fR &, @A E Y OMRZHTHREEEVE N = co VBETH -7z, THid

BT, 7 — VBRI ORI I HE Ny PEKIC A 2 X, B CHAOET XL

*14 Buclidean AdS 22D Tl%. non-normalizable OIH L 28N\ [54],
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F—ART PVIZKRERT vy TR HRIUTHE T 2, TS DERMET- L, EIRN 2R DIk
U % holographic CFTs ¥ 1.5, RHZ 0> 2 YGRS MBI T PR ¢ AEHIE N,
IZHE T 5,

KL GHERPIFZE By ETERINTVWE L E, ZOEIJUN My 1& By 2BFITRE->TW5
(OMay1 = Ba)o

AdS/CFT %% & 7 & A MO Hilbert %078 & holographic CET @ Hilbert 220 6. /3
L LICHnd 22 &z EiRT 5, A, HELGHEROMET XL X — k&l bulk OFE T
AL LU CTWAH, BRIV F—DREBIIFIR U 72 BAEE > T T Ty 7R — LR L TWAH
RS %, RHZHRESE Mo ICHEEHT 5 &, LEGHwROEL S8 HREBIZZENENE L S0
I AdS B2 g 2515, b h, B2 R PIREBICIIER 2 HE TOAHME (1 S350 25
Z 5. TOME (2.4.17) 12 & > T bulk OBOERAMI KIS N5, HIR SRS, %

B &M w23 & 5 7% bulk OEB AREX BIZIX o —0) Ofe LTHREINZM0, KX

THWAEKRFIE U Tk, HEGHERORERES X2 DET 3V F — ek IX, pure AdS F¥

2¢ L& FIREBIZHIG L TWD
|vacuum) ~ pure AdS, (2.4.26)

OMgr1 = By £\ 5 5Fh 5 1%, Minkowski B42 RM4-1 @ E 2221 Poincaré AdS K423,
R x S EDEZIZ1Z global AdS K223t d 2 Z 230 h 5
F 72 AR RAE (thermal state) i AdS 7' v 7 F—)L EO R IREBIZHIGT 5,
e PH
Pth =~ ~ AdS black hole, (2.4.27)
FREIZ, By = RV LA L planar AdS 75 v 77— VIEZE, By = R x S EDHEICIE
global AdS 77 v 7 h— VEFZED IR T 5, X oIS HEHR%Z 2 D2 — L2508 ETF

15 72 2 L2 TORFIREAEH MG ZIZ X B /i % Fob1F Tidaw, HlxiE AdS Wi & 3 HG %[> 2 20
BTREZETHICERGDEREIL., HIZETHRFEICHET 2 L FRINTWS, HEWIEZEIHET 28T
REEDZEM L, BBROEEIZ X D code subspaces L IEENT W5, T EMEIZIE, EPREIED 2R —EH LICE
FIND72H, bulk DRZE L OHISICIEFIIRESFET 2081 H 5, HlZI1X quench $75 ¥ DIEEH 72 m7IRE
IZiE, bulk MIOIEEHERRELTFIET 5,

16 Z DFHE1Z, —MOBTFREIZHLTEITOIIEMNTES, LhrL, TOMERID LSS 7 4 —DWST & HIZES
5 EIER S, FlZIX, RO HMmOEEIIN LTI OFHE L bulk 12 pure AdS FZE2HHT 55, bulk
& boundary TENENFH LTV XV TN A Y TV bBE—E—MBITIZR LTS 2\ [58],
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I N7z thermofield double state (TFD)

1 _BEn
ITFD) = ~ > e En), @By, (2.4.28)

. IRIRI N T T v IR — VISR T 2 [59],
|ITFD) ~ maximally extended AdS black hole, (2.4.29)

T B, RENTNOIBHIRIC BT 5 T3 X —EERE, Z(8) 12 1 D 0HpBMH
BT NEBEBTH S, |TFD) % O LIEEHERICHIR L 72 & 7IR8. 37740 bk s ELT
FlE, W B OARBEREIIMIET 2, ChERKBLT, B2EIE 220075 v 7 k— L%
% wormhole THEP DT 24T > TW 5, K2 2 DO OMIZHE/EH 2 FTMA T
ITFD) % 168 X £ 72578 13 traversable wormbhole 12353 % [60].

Z oftt, Hil 2 IFILEHEER D local quench X3 5 K22 [61] X global quench [ZXtg 5 K42
[9, 62, 63, 64]. local projection % swapping 7% & O &F % 1T - 7 RBEIZ XIS § B 22 [65] 72 &
DmE TV,

Wife] 75 2 FAE G MG 70 U TARFEAYHBLE I K B R 2 F Db, 721z, Al 78 5 K% |k
DEFENNDT — VBRI L BHiG %2R DA, 1Z AAS/CFT GdD A 51 = X LI 2 B AR
fRRMETH B, TNoDEWIZH LT, RICHERS 2 EFHHRIRICLS2TFEEZHVWSZ LT, —
EDFMNMITEERDZENTE S,

M, AKX TEICHES AAS/CFT shtoft, ~xn 25 7 4 —HEOEBEM & LTr — VRl
A Lifshitz-fixed points o FEHT 3K 72 35 O B 312 553 2 41 [30] %, Kerr/CET %1t [66].
dS/CFT i [67] 2 ¥ ADIIR S FHR T LTV,
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B3IE

=T |eHRIEm

—ii TRPEREIE] SIREN 2 8HEICIE, &7V T ) A LXEFEEEER, |05, &
TIEEEAN o B AR, B TEIHRE CRAWAEREENS, TN 5 OFFEIE 1990 4024
B, MR, WEE. BUE. FHEBERIEEORN RN E 2% AARD S M - FERO W TR
ZReTTWD, KX TIE, 205 O TH R G HRBERY Z2 0T 2 R % X T - 8 TIF R O M
REHEIZHWS,

BT (quantum information theory) (&, #JHLRD & TIRIEI T 2806, 28, Rt
W& &K S ¥ TH S, Shannon 2AIA L 7= BUEHRIER T I 2 1 > ORE R L 0l B R EE
(bit) AMEWMOIEMERALL 7225 Z L 126 U T, BPHHEHEERTIE spin-2 RPOIEF ORI L O &
FH72 2 HERDIREE (qubit) 2 BEMEHAL X LTS, RPREBICNT 2 X X AR PR E 2 21
IZiE. BT ONDEARNREIRERE UTo®E 21727,

AFETIE, LLNORIZHN S &7 OB R BER I DWW T, BERFIHICK > TRRHEIC L
va—1¢3,

3.1 MERRRE &R EIRRR

B NHZETEYEROE FREZ Hilbert 22 H DIt &k > TRELS 5, — . BFHERHD
b L — R0 EDMERERI R ERIEE EL 2 OYIELR, D5 WIFEVRIECHEE 2% 1) 5 /7 L Hilbert
ZZHD7EE UTEERWE TIREBIFET 5, o i —NARRMATES 2012, £913E TR
BOE#ARZ Hilbert ZZH DI SRS 2 BENH 5,

HOEMER N ITNT L (kb ) BrREZ, Hilbert 22/ H LD EATH] (density
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matrix) IZ &> TEHT 5,
peSH)st. Trp=1, p>0. (3.1.1)

T T S(H) WEEGA, Tb5, Hilbert 0 H LDk L— 2% 12 BIAL S 1 AR
HOELTHSD, BPHRIATIE. S(H) 1K &> THIR H O B3 TR TORTIRESE KT,
WHRDSRTINE p LoD &, WHR A=Y a,P, OUEEFo 88, WEME LT a, %

F2H1E=E p(n) %
p(n) = TrpP, = (an|plan) , (3.1.2)

L& o THET B, HEL P, 1 RLE) EHEMAOHBIET P, = |a,) (0, TH 5, =
TS RTIRGE p 1T B 1 B WELR A ORI

(4), = Zp(n)an = Trp(z anP,) = TrpA, (3.1.3)

LERIND, p NUTIZRRBFMPHRIED & X, 2N 5 DEHITER OB T HEICBT DR L R
EDERIZK S,

S(H) D> 5. Hilbert Dt & LTRT I M TE & TREE, MIFREE (pure states) &I
e BENFIHEN D WEHBEBIE TR CHMEERETH S, ZEBEETIIELTCRZEE, V01

DIFFNTHIET %,
W) €M <= p=|¢) (Y] € S(H). (3.14)

PUFCIIfHRI&ICBI L . 5 v 2 1 O%ETS & Hilbert 22 D62 FHZ KBS ITH S, —
PR DHERK L U EDEIZ L o TES NS IREZEAIRIE (mixed state) & IEER, —#%IZ,
FRIREE {]v4) zNzl R {p; i\il, pi > 0, szil pi =1 IZE>TRLULAEDELZESREIL,

N
p= pili) (il € S(H), (3.1.5)

=1
5, BRTREOES S(H) 1BV T, SMEREZEAREDEADEAITE>T VWS (K
3.1.1), BIAIE. spin— 1 R0 o, DEARIELOWT, (0) % p. [1) & 1 — p OREKCHT 2R
ERT BRI, BIEGHE AT

p=pl0) {0+ (1 -p)[1) (1], (3.1.6)

LERED, COBRTREIETHZERGDY [U) = /p|0) + VT —p|l) LRERDIRETH 2
(B o AHEOPEIZ L > THWTES), IZH ) = ANT B Y TNIZE>TRIND
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Pure states

or

311 BTRIEOZEM S(H) C L(H) 125 2HHRE 2 AR, 1B AR IEAERED

MFEGIC ko TRI N B,

%

BOEHRRAE (thermal state, Gibbs state) (BRI ZESIRIETH 5,

B (B . (3.1.7)

2T B IENIRE, H 13RO Hamiltonian, Z(B) = tre PH IR BB TH D, Zh s 0fin s
B & 2T, BPREOEGRIEIZL > TEHND 7V X AR AP HHEAZ2EDTH S,

3.2 Entangled states & Separable states

BFEZAEROEFREBIZHAOMHEE LT, 7% 2N (quantum entanglement) & 13X % I
R DY B, T AiEZE DIFAE % )12 484 L 7z Einstein-Podolsky-Rosen[68] & DU 7 % Hl -
TEPR ML BIFEND, T2 XTIV A v il HUE I O fillE & 2 7 IH R 2 T 5
D)V —AL UT, M et 70 )L oifELm->Tns,

BHOoNiE, AT, RO K 572 2 (K (bipartite) @ 2 HEALROE FREBIZEETN TS, 2
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DD spin-3 & Ha & Hp 2R UT, 2% Hap =HaQHp™ LBI2ROBTREELEZ 5,

)45 = (1004 10)5 +11)4 1)) (3:21)
= 50401005 +101)4©101)5) € Ha O Hs. (3.22)

ZZTH{|0), [0.L)} 1 2 ¥R Hilbert 22 D H K

0) \  [cos® —sinf)\ (]0)
(|0J_>> = <sin0 cos @ ) <|1>> ’ (3.2.3)

Thb, BTIRE V), , IHE T 2YH%R 1T EPR pair (£721% ebit) ZIFIEN, 2 HHRIRIET >
RN A Y N DIEBRALIZ D,

BYRHas L Hp (DT, BT HEREROEEIZH > T Alice £ Bob & %79 %) Ofl® EPR pair
(2l IROTERTIERAAZABIAMAAES 5 [69] - (EED 0 € RICBUL T, BE {|0) 4 5. 101) 4 5}
XS B HIE & T NENDESLITAT o 7245 R IX. Alice & Bob T H\ QY EEFA 7 BEEE (2 BIfR 7R <
WIZ—WT 5, ZOMBEIK, HHRMNREAIZE>TESZZ LN TE B LD HENTHODDTH
B, BIZIE |U) 5 CHEMTZ2RHIE LT, I VORE (0or 1) ICE&DE THEAREZ UL 7=
2 DDAV R%E Alice & Bob 2N TR > TWARILIE, EEIRE

1
oap = 5(10) (04 ®10) (0] p + 1) (1] ® |1) (1] ), (3.2.4)
Lk o THRESD, —H. |U),, CAIST BEEH1IE

) (Vs = %(!0> (04 ®10) (0l 5 +[1) (1], @ [1) (1] 5
+10) (1[4 ©10) (1] + 1) (0] 4 @ [1) (0] ), (3.2.5)

Thod, 2 IADAEY o, ZRET 25 61F, BFRE oap IZBEWTH, |U), 5 EAL XD
Alice & Bob 13 IZF UHIERIR2HE L, £ 25D, oap T AADAE Y ZHET DL, |T¥),p
DREIZH > 7= & D kRO —HMIZ L DN, Alice & Bob OHIERRDOFNZMHBEIIE A S e < 7
3, TNENOERRNZ BT 22, |0) (U], CRSNDIEHAESRTEONORBEERL TV D
ZEWDN B,

BTEONE2 AL —MORETIREE (entangled states) %, fEAHBIIZH 2 & REEBOREAHIETIER

LKL TR, RELOMFHDED, R A BIZHULT AB = AUB LIBT3 E2HBICHW 5,
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ThvaE ke LTERINSD,
p is entangled £%5 p e S(H)\Sep(H). (3.2.6)
Z 2T 2HRRITBIT B0 M REIRAE (separable states) DS (Sep(Hap) C S(Hag)) %
pAB is separable (3.2.7)

N N
A7
= NN, e SHag), ity st p=Y pit® @, pi>0, Y pi=1, (328)
=1

i=1

Lo TERET S, HIAIER (3.2.4) D 04p 1& separable state TH D,

U) (¥| ,5 1 entangled
state TH 5,

IR, ErH 20 & 2% & 74 (quantum correlation)*?, (REEDEGERIEIC L 2 MBI %
A HLAHEE (classical correlation) WA TINZXHT 5, 722N DHBEZ &L EZE D ZHMH
B (total correlation) EIFERZ 23 5,

BrbOoOhoREI2ER/ILT HEHRREZ TV X VIV A Y MlE (entanglement measures) &
PR, —fRicT > X0k y b OFBIZIZ, =K or Z{K (bipartite or multipartite), HIFLRRE
or REIRAE (pure or mixed) IZIGUT 4 DDRHENRDH D, HHEAWZDIRITH 5 2 1K - FlPRIRTE
U TIRIREI TN T 2T v X VAV P Iy bR —IZ Lo T—RENICERILI N D, — 4.
ZREIZFRARBIZET 2TV XU VA Y MIEORERIZRZIFONTE 53, EELR
FRILFEREIZ 2 > T W B,

3.3 BREDBEHRE
3.3.1 von Neumann T hOE—

BETREOEAEZERMTHHEEL LT, &TRE p T 5 von Neumann T b1 E—
S(p) ZIRATEHET 5,

S(p) = —Trplogp = — sz- logp; > 0. (3.3.1)

(2

*2 “Quantum correlation” IZFOETIRBT UERFHEONAE T EZERLLZVD, KX TEHEFEONOAZHOELS,
i, mLH DN L TId discord F#& VBRIV ERI N TV S,

*3 2 RSO Y Ry 7 )V A Y MHIEEIZM U TE squashed entanglement & WX 2 k& H 5 BN 2 T %
7= ZEAASNTWS [70], UL, ZOHREOERITIIEMLBEBENEEN TV S 720, BRI
DEMTHHREETH D VI R &EFED, #L I8k 9.3%2 54,
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¥
w
It
il

22T {p N WEEH p = Z?Llpi [1i) (;| DEIEETH B, 72720 0log0 = 0 L HHT 5,
S(p) \ZHERD A {p } N KT 5 A SUEHRIERIZ B 1) S Shannon T b BEE— 2 LW, MRk
BRI L TiZ, ®IZS(p) =0THhd, HIZITEIRAED von Neumann T b B —I%,

—BH

S(ptn) = —Trpen log (;(7) (3.3.2)
_ B (H)y, +108.2(9) (333
= B((H)y, — F), (3.3.4)

Ly, BEOKMEIFEOTL Y buY - =T B, TIT (H), FBREIZE T 2 HFFE

(H)y, = TrppH. FIZAHTAVF— Fi=—1log Z(f) TH B, iz AFHTHHFIZDOVTHK

DL DR log(AB) =log A+log B 8 K UH#HA 1 P2 = P OV log(aP) = (loga)P % A\ 7=,
F 72 —#%1Z von Neumann T b B E—Z7 ¥ VIVEIZH U CTINENTH 5 -

S(pxo)=S(p)+ S(o). (3.3.5)

bbb 2 O00OMVARRIIHIGETAZ Yy v aY =k, FAFhozrha—ofli 5,

332 IVAVTILAYVRIIY NOE—

2 RRDMPREDO T Y XV TNV AY MZELTIEE, TV R Y7 AV MT Y hEE— (entangle-
ment entropy) 2 —EWREEIME G Z D,

%913 Hilbert % Ha @ Hp EO—MOBIAEAE Oap = 3, O @ OF) € L(Hs ® Hp)
X LT, B4 kL — 2 (partial trace) 2IXD & 5 IZEHT 3 (L(H) 13 H LOMEAFAZOES),

OA = TI"BOAB = Z |:T1"BO7(TB)] OgA) (3.3.6)

Iz AWT, 2ERDOETIREE pap 1IT8T 50 ROMEREEITH] (reduced density matrix)p 4
EROIDIZEET 5,
pa=Trppas. (3.3.7)

MR ELTHIE. H2R D observable D & % il T & 5 observer IZ& > THDEFREEZEL TV
%, Thbb, MR Hs LOMMEHT ZEREOYEE O 126 LT, 2ERDEFIRE pap I

X B fHE X
Trag [pABOA X IB] =Try [OA(TI‘BpAB)] =Try [OApA] , (338)
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LY, MOROETINEE pg THEERAMUIE EOHAHEE —HLTWD, 3EKULEDZKZA
IZOWTH, B b L — A, MENEESFIIZRRICERI NS,

2R E AL BEA) D222 nE Lz E, BT REpap CHTEZIZ VRV IV AY P Y
o E— S, %, HEIEETTY] pa D von Neumann T bR E—2 UTEET 5,

S(pa) = —Trpalogpa (= Sa). (3.3.9)

IADETFEONOREYL UTHET 22 L 2R3 7010, EE0 2 KRG [v) ,, 15, %
ROV SHRT E B 2 ISR % [69],

N
A B
W) ap = > VP M)y @ MNP (3.3.10)
=1

Z D43 f#ld Schmidt decomposition &IFIXN 5, ZZTdimHap = dap EEVWZEE N =
min{ds,dg} TH Y. {|)\A(B)>A(B)}£\Ll FEENTNHop) DIEHIEZRRETH D, BFRE V) 45
MEVETHONOKE XL, Schmidt coefficient {p;}Y, (p; >0, Y, pi =1) DAL L THN
TWd, HlZIE 2 <HBE DN ERIREE (product states) THNIX p; =1, pi>2o =0TH O, &b
ITYRVIIVA Y M LUTWVSIREE (maximally entangled states) ThXp;, =1/N (i =1,...,N)

L5, Mt E 75 % Schmidt decomposition & FAWTHRT &

N
pa=Teplp) Wlup = piANY) AP, (3.3.11)

=1
LEIFD, Thbb, EERZROMPLREIZEHRNREZ L —AT N TH5ZETREAREERD, B1
HEONE L TEHEENTVWIMHBEIXMENEEFIOESGE L LTEHNE Z B0 5, ZORANS,

) oy DIV AV ZNAY TV FEE—I,

N
Sa=-> pilogp; >0, (3.3.12)

i=1

LEIL, TSI VR VI NVA Y Ty bR EY—E, Schmidt coefficient 2@ L T, ;tDET
RIE |Y) g p WWEIET 2R AL BOMOI YRV ITVAY FOREIZJBIREL 2o TN 5,
Schmidt decomposition & W 7z#EKED SIS A L 512, MPREBIZBL Tk, =& v

WAV RZ Y b —IZidEIz
SA - SAC, (3313)
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MDD, —H, BEWREBIZELTIE, TV Z2 7V A Y by baE—38FE2N0OHIEE L
THWA Z 2idHkan, FIZIX oap IZDOWTEHELTAB L,

74 = 5(10) (014 + 1) {11,) (3:3.14)

ThHhdIeho,
S(oa) =2log2 >0, (3.3.15)

LD, TRV AY NI Y ba¥—Id separable ZRIEAIREE oap ITE EN T W2 LAY A
BERELTLES 2D h 5, $HRGREDEE, —RITIE Sa # Sp(= Sac) ERB, Zh
X A, B ZOMEOHIE L Uiz RE A+ BOXNRMEEZS 2 & 2EkT 5,
BEEETIZHESDI YR YTV A Y MEPMREINTWED, EY2ME (ABR) &2l d
FEREOT VR 7N A Y MHEIZHMPRED 2AKETFHONICBEHLTRI VX7V A Y b v b
OV = ARBEMICIR BT 52 EBHSNTWS [T1], fEoT. 24k - MHREDOETH DHICH L
TIEEEAIZZ VR IV AV by bR E—2HWCTHIZ Z 21245,

IVRYINVAVIIZY bBE—D (FPREE - BEREBEZMO TR LD) HAKLEEEZLLT
LEEHD, M. IS OMEILER von Neumann TY bR E—OHE L HARZ TEALEX

2N,
A
Sa > 0. (3.3.16)
FRALME
S4=0< pyis pure = A and B are decoupled : pap = pa Q pB- (3.3.17)
Araki-Lieb AE A :
|Sa — S| < Sap. (3.3.18)
FHNEME (subadditivity) :
Sap < Sa+SpB. (3.3.19)
SR INIEME (strong subadditivity) :
Sap+ Spc > Sapc + Sp. (3.3.20)

T oA DFIPEREETH B 2 &, R AIIMEEDHR B & decouple T3, Z DML 7.2.35i % B,
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333 HEEFRE

M EM#E (quantum mutual information) 1&, 2 AE FROEFREIZEFTNLIETHES L O
HUEMHEZ SO THIZEHRED —DTH D, ZHE von Neumann TV b B E—DFER & & L
TIRATERSI NS,

I(A: B) =1(pap) = S(pa) + S(pB) — S(pan) = S(pa) — S(pas) (3.3.21)

ZZT S(pA\B) =g

S(pap) = S(par) — S(pz) (= S(AIB)), (3.3.22)

TREFHE SN conditional von Neumann T> b ¥ —TH5*, ZOXRKX1 S, HAMHREIX, ¥
7% B (A) DR e[-560H7R A (B) RO EZ IS NkRE L it s, Zo&E
AB ZDHIPRREE - BAREBOLEL S5 THD L SHLHRMEBEOWE L LTHWS6ND,
FE G H RO —IRIROMEZ LIRS,
(1I0) I IxHIZIHATH 5,
1>0. (3.3.23)

Z i von Neumann T > b B ¥ —® subadditivity Sy + S > Sap MHEBIZHKD.
(T1) #RIREE pap (CBHL Tl HEBHREDOEMIEZ VXTIV A Y P Y b E—ITHIZ—E

ERE
I(A: B)

5 = S4 = S when pap is pure. (3.3.24)

(I2) MHEE#HE X product states IZBI L T faithful TH 2,
I(A:B)=0 <= pap =pa®pB. (3.3.25)

iR TAETHENTY hu Y —03ER M EAVWDE L ARBIIRE S,
(13) I(A : B) D513 Sa, Sp TEMSHIRI NG,

I(A: B)

o <min{Sa, Sp}, (3.3.26)

B ERFMCHE Syp FECSARLBDVBIMBRTH S, KK, pap 2BFHONE R > MBRIBINS &
Sap=—Sp <0&%3,
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ZHIFROMHEBHBED P L —A 7D MW T 28U ZHANS I & T

I(A:B)SI(A:BE)ZSA+SBE:2SA, (3327)

ERtEb, SpIZDOWTHFERK, 272U 2 2T pape » pure state L5 X512 E ZHLD . HiFk
BIZETE I VR VI VAV T b E—DOWE Sy = Spgp 2V, ZOETIRE pagp &
pap @ purification & XN 5, L < IXE 722 S,

(T4) MHEEHRE XIS ROMN (P =277 b)) (ZBU THFIZHEDT 5,

I(A:BC)>1I(A:B). (3.3.28)

Z & von Neumann T ¥ b B ¥ —® strong subadditivity D HIEREIZ L 2 RHTH 5,
(I5) HHEIEHREIZIENE (additivity) 2D,

I(A1A2 : BlBg) = I(Al : Bl) + I(AQBQ) when PALA3BIBs —0A B, ® 0'14232. (3329)

ZDOMEI von Neumann T b O ¥—DIITEMER SEBIZEEI NS,
(I6) 28 7% Cifam 3 % entanglement wedge cross section DM & 6k U T, #HEEHE 1L strong

superadditivity & 'EZN 5RO AER

I(A]_A2 . BlBg) Z I(Al : Bl) + I(A2 : BQ) (3330)
o3RI EITERELTEBL, HIAX 4 DDAV RIZBITZRENRE p =
1(/0000) (0000 + [1111) (1111]) & Z DAEXEH S,
334 EFENTIYMOE—-

7MY T Y hBa ¥ — (quantum relative entropy, quantum Kullback-Leibler divergence,
Umegaki entropy) 1%, EFIREDOZEM S(H) 12 “FFl” 2 EHRT2FHRETH S, 2 DDOETIRAE
pLollULT, BFHENTY MobE— S(pllo) &

S(pllo) = Trp(log p —log o) > 0, (3.3.31)

TEHRIND, T THEUTHFMEZZR LS, —#IZ S(pllo) # S(pllo) THE I LITFERE, Thoxk
KBS 2721, HEBIBUI A SR TIREE SHUIREE (reference state) LIERZ 23 5,
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BFHENTY o — 13RI TH B,
S(pl|lo) =0 <= p=o. (3.3.32)

%72 p @ support A% o @ support (24 FNRWEEIE S(p|lo) = 400 & 7o THET 5.

BAHENT Y e —EZ5BUTHFES R, 2 BRICEFEAREFERL I Wz, B
A BB e IR D BREE T I3 v, — 5, IEIMED R IZ B W T, S(pllo) BDREWIFE, p Lo
D 2 fEDOREHHIZ BT BFA 0 HERDPY > TIVBOHINIE U TRLSBDAT LI LA SN TWD
(quantum Stein lemma)[72, 73], ZOEE & LRI DIEH - FERALIEICEDWT, BT b
V-3 —HEO# 2 8 FREOEMIZEAT SHREL LTASZITANSNLT WS, M, —fRIZZ
D & 5 g E T divergence & IEIEN 5,

file LT, SIIRBIZEUREE py, LD &,

e~ PH
S(pllpem) =:TYp10gp-—?%plog42ZB§ (3.3.33)
= —S(p) + B {H), +log Z(B) (3.3.34)
= B(F(p) — F(pwm)), (3.3.35)

LD RTHRTY MR -2 S RPREICBT B AMT RLX— F(p) = B((H), — S(p)/B)
AR LTHRED, ZO5A, BFHNTY o —0JdEalt S(pl|pm) > 01, HHTXLF =72
BORIETRUNE 725 Z LITHIEL T2,

Z D —MALT D72z, EEOETIRE p (24 U T modular Hamiltonian K, ZIXD & 5

IZEET D,
K, = —logp, (3.3.36)

Thlip=e o LB ENS, K, ORAMET N THADENTHS, K, ZRFINEp LFL
I DERERF> T3, ZNEEED reference state IZHWS &

S(p|lo) = Trplog p — Trplog o (3.3.37)
= (Trologo — Trplogo) + (Trplog p — Tro log o) (3.3.38)
= ((Ko), = (Ho),) = (S(p) = S(0)) (3.3.39)
= AK, — AS, (3.3.40)

LEITB, $hbb, BFHNTY Y — S(p|lo) i&. —f&IZ modular Hamiltonian K, & von
Neumann T hBE—0D#FE LTERT Z &AHKD,
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F-ETHNTY ho Y- HEBREIZIE.
I(A: B) = S(pagllpa ® pp), (3.3.41)

DEBRPH L, TNy b —0IERIMEN S HERKHRED product states (ZB9 2%
faithfulness WEHIZEIT 5, 7277 UMHAHERE X 2 AKETROHBZA2EHRETH D Z &ITH
U, MY b o e — 3B REOHOHEMZ ML HHRETH Y, TORE®REVIRIE{RRL I &I
HET 2,

BT bPEE—2HWTIZ VRV VA MIEELEHRTZZ 2N TES, RBHEBIIHV
515 Dl relative entropy of entanglement (REE) & IFEENTE D, & TIRHE pap & separable
states DEOEEERREEE U CIRATREHZ I NS [74],

Er(A:B)=F = i S . 3.3.42
Rr( ) = Er(paB) papes (paBlloas) ( )

CHIFAIRREBIZ LTI T v Ry IV AV by bR E—IL—8T 5,
Er(A:B) =54 = Sp when pap is pure. (3.3.43)
F7-K (3.341) OME» S, —fOERFIREBIZBIL T
Er(A:B)<I(A:B), (3.3.44)

PHRES, TORIK Er Tll-o7-B BN T THI- 2#MBEZBER 2 Z L I3R0WZ L2 EKT 5,
ZHFZ R TNA Y MBI RS WA EED—~DTH 5,
HLloZ R TNV A Y MNEE LT, 5I8ONMNEE2 ANEZ T, BMEZILSEE 2 R[N

21X IE D EFIREE & X T & 72\ separable states
oap € Sep(H) s.t. Traocap = pB, Trpoap = pa, (3.3.45)
(2R U 7= modified reversed relative entropy of entanglement XD & 5 1ZE#$ % [75].

F = min S(o . 3.3.46
rr(paB) S (caBllpaB) ( )

COTVRYIINAY NHIEIZFPREIZS LTV Ry VAV by b —2ii—HET, ¥
T2 B R KICERT 5, SNRESREDOZ Y X V700 A Yy MUEIZNT 5 B WHE O A
EETIEMESR0EDTH D, —fi. Epp BESROIIEEZFOT Y R Y 7V A v MllED—
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D2THH 5,
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B4E

AdS/CFT XIS E TV 9 VT XAV M
v hOoE—

2006 ., AdS/CFT MIEDWFEIZEWT, HPHHGEHDO T Y X 7V A Y by b —2A1 AdS
152200 8 B TR BN ORI HIE T 3 2 L AR R & 7z 8], MiE Ryu-Takayanagi AR 7
EHBRZ o774y TRV I)VA Y FT Y b E— (holographic entanglement entropy, HEE)
CIEIENTWVWA, Ryu-Takayanagi 22201,

AGE™)
Sy = e (4.0.1)

DIETERED, TITHELD Sy 13 CFT HIO#D% A & ZDOMEE A° DRICEHRI NIz R Y
JNVAY Ry b= HFLD A(yRin) 1d AdS flITEHR S NH 5 il v4 OFR/NEREE KT,
Ryu-Takayanagi A3k (&, & FIEEMAD FEICED N7z AdS/CFT 355 DT %47 5 4 D
ThHhh, TOHOMLBREBOEMELR>T WD, AR T T T4 —FHENRT Iy I/ E—)ITV R
E—DWEL» S E 57 2 L 2B XE, AdS/CFT NS 2B S 2 72O I EHRER O PRI EHN D O
FHARTH S, LB Ryu-Takayangi AXix AdS 77 v 75— )25 $ % Bekenstein-Hawking 22
ROIEIRIZIR > TWB Z &2 BIZH S, ZOAN (4.0.1) T &, WEGHGROT Y X VTV A v
FITY MBEE—DOREEEFMICTANS Z & T AdS REOBENRIEREHDL N TE S0,
JRERAIZ 1E boundary DT> X ¥V 7OV A ¥ b DIEHA S bulk DRFZEZ FHEKTE 5 Z LafFE
% [10, 11],

ARETIE, EIHOHRIIBIZT VRV IIUAYMNTY MO E—DFRETIETHZ L T Bk
DWTH U B, ZOHITIHRHCHPGHERICB W THEMZM IR 2 W 2551 T AR 2E L,
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Rz, AdS/CFT MGz 81 % Ryu-Takayanagi ARDEHE 5 2, EEICE MO KM &% FHE
52 TAKX (4.0.1) KD LD L %2R T 5, 51T Lewkowycz-Maldacena ® 5% [18] 12
#€ - T Ryu-Takayanagi AXDFEH % 52 5, H#IZ Ryu-Takayanagi A=NUZBH 9 % & FHlEIZD
WS Do

REDONFIHME S 2 EFEIL[76, 77 22O L, £/-R0SI5 T4 v 7T VRV ITVAV T
VROV —IZBT 5 L ¥ a—iz [18, 79, 58] hid %,

41 BOERICBIFDITIVYVITILAY NI bOE—

IVRYINVAVRIVMOE = 22008 P R HaQHp EORETIRIE pap 12X LT,
MDEIITEHEINDERETH > 72,

S(pa) = —Trpalogpa = =Y Anlog A, (4.1.1)

Z 2T pa 3B ELTH. (N} X pa OIFABGHETH S, TNEFETH0ITIF. —KOR
TAREE pa ZXMLL TIRTOREGHEZRDZHENRDH D, LA UEREHERTH S5 DOHGmIC
BWC, ZOHERZETTIORREETH S, T I CREMNZTEL LT, HoMGRTtI Y27
ATy O —%iHT 57200 7Y Ak (replica method) L IFIEN S HEAH SN T WS,
PR TInzfNng 5,

FFT VRV INVAYPZY bR = Sy (F721F pa D von Neumann T b E—) %KD X
SZEEDZCIEHT S,

SA:iLmll—n

log Tr [p] = — li_)m1 On log Tr [p4] - (4.1.3)

Z 2T Rényi =¥ b B E— (Rényi entropy)

1

Sn(p) = 1 log Tr [p"], (4.1.4)

—n

ZEHLTHEL ., —f&IC

S(p) = lim S, (p), (4.1.5)

n—1

*1 = niF 'Hopital DEM A VS &

Jim ——— log Tr [p}] = lim (=Tr [o4] ™" Tr [y log pa]) = S, (4.1.2)

LHEPO SND,
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&L, X (4.1.1) TEPL—RADWHIZ log BEENT WD Z EDMANRNEEZF S LT
Wz, ZORKNTIE MLV —ANEIEL p DREZR-oTWVWD, ZDZERGOHGRDT Y X 2 TV A
YRV oY -2REMSE VAT 2 HEE 525,

ST, BOMRDT YR ITNVAY FTY MO E—2FZ 5124720, BALLTETIFAL VR
REDKE LI NZEHREZZ LS, 2D Hilbert Z2f1%, » % Cauchy i ¥ EDKSITIFHET
% HHE D Hilbert 22T 27 ¥ VYV IVEIZIR > TV (Hior = QnesHn)o FEHEFNIZIX, Cauchy
m& UTHh DML —E t = to DZEHIMH (canonical time slice) ZH5 Z & 3%\, Z DR DFAPIREE
. MERE B ESARRORIEL LT

‘(I)> € Htot = ®nEEHna (416)

LFRES, ZZTn ik Cauchy i ¥ LoeE T bzE5,

SRRICBIDT VAV I NVAY NIV PBEE =L, 2%% 220N RICHNTIZZ L TEHRI N
%, Thbb, HEIKTROEATHEINZHIRAZRDL L, TNUNOKTROEEGE L
T AR E D, 2FRD Hilbert Z4f1%

Qn Hp = Ha Q@ Hae, (4.1.7)

E2DODMWMRRDT VI IVBEIIDRLUTRES, ZOLE AL AADRDZVRY T NVAY NI Y

FEE—IX, pa 1295 von Neumann T> hHE—
SAES(pA), PA ES(HA), (4.1.8)

LUTEEI NG

G OMERIE, & TFHEROK FHEEZ 0 — 0 LH o @R E ZE X5 LN TE S, HBOMIZ
BV T4 Hilbert 22/ D& 7 Hilbert 25 Ha Z45E S 5 Z & 1%, Cauchy M LD dH 5 ZEHHIE A %=
R LIRE TS (X 4.1.1), 2 Z Tl A DB 0A % entangling surface & FE3, FHIk I3
FEIZH D TR <. —UZIEERE LT PN DH > TH K\,

GOMGwmOE FREEZREEIZHWTRE S, Nt =0 LORRDOEERE |Q) X, t =08

*2 EREICIE, WO R A D von Neumann TV hBE— S4 BTV RV A Y MllEE UTEY2MEEZF>DIX, 4
RAUACPHPREBIZH L L EDOATH S Z LITER, AWML TIHEFIZR D, 2ROMBMECELST S, 2TV
RUZNVAY NIy hEE—2IER,
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o=y
>
l
o

4.1.1 i%@fiaﬁ&’zb‘ 133 Cauchy M EDOHNR A L ZOMES A, BOMHMIIBWTHSY
REBEIZ LIX, ZRNRRSHEE ARSI IR T S, TYR VIV AVFIY FHE— Sy
E 2RO Hllbert EET VYV Hiot = Ha @ Hae DIBICRE LU CAAT S, 20L&
DA(= 0A°) I entangling surface LIFIXN 5, MOROIY HIF—RIZIEHEFETH I nwZ &Iz
S

WD G(x) = d(x,t = 0) IZBIT B PBIE To(d) & RAaE S, Zhid Euclidean #EEFES % AT

To[d] = (30 = / D6((ar,7 = 0_) — dla))eS19), (4.1.9)

rREND, TITNIZ(QIQ) =125l EZHBAERTH S, HHEORMEr € RY, —o00 <
T<O0_ TS TS, FXEBZE o(x,7) D 7 =0 1281 BEREMEN ¢(z) THEAONDE T
L ARZEIZR L, 0- ORFIE T <020 OMEEENS Z & 27T, R (4.1.9) 13, FEOHRE
|®) (2D WTHER KD Euclidean REFEZE4T> &

eTTH®) ~ e TE Q) (7 — 00), (4.1.10)

EHIEREBOADVHIBING Z L ORBEHEAS ZHWZRETH S, HEkIZ, REREBOIET (O
SN (e_th|<I>>) = (@]t 1Zft 5T, 7 % XKL 7z Euclidean R FIE A2 W TRI N D, -



4w AAS/CFT MR TV RV ZVAY Ty hrE— 55

2 4.1.2 Buclidean SR 1T & 5 & TINE (E28) DR, £HIZ|Q)(Q %, 4RI pa =
Tra[|Q) (Qf] % %7,

T, RO Q) (Q) 1, RIS E T

) (Q5_5, = (#-19) (o)

= N [ Dos(o(a,m = 0-) ~ b (@)3((r. 7 = 04) = yl@)e S, (@111

LRED, TITHRAFIIEETIE L TOREZRT,

BEFTHIAND b LU —A%, EAEPSHE—DORT MU (EHEREE) THRATETORERY bl
IZOWTRLULEDLEIEETH D, ZTHNIIREES TR, HOBARSRM ¢(x,01) ZH UIZH 2 T,
BR EOHMEEZMN T2 Z LIS T2 (“sewing“ L i 5), - T, BEBMOIDOSETIE. &
B %R A EORERIEEITH pa \EHEK A O HHBEEIZE L T sewing U 2BORGICKIET 2 (X
4.1.2), TIUIREERIN T X BRI T, BIRMNITIE

rmmmM=N/aww@m:owﬁﬂmwﬁmrﬂm—&@m*W (4.1.12)

LEIFD, EL G REHRALOETH B,

e PH

FIRRIC, ARIEERE po, = <5— 3RS 7 = 4 @ Euclidean RHFRITIGLTH D, #RREEH
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4.1.3 Euclidean ¥R 1Z & 2 BOLMRIE po, DRE, £RIF e PP &2, A pa =
Tracle 7] 2% ¥,

FEHVTIRO LS IZERE S,
]. ~ _/BH ~
Pthg_g, = 7 (p—le |p+)

1
— 5 | pestotar=0-) -

_(@)8(d(x,T = 04) — by (a)e S (4.1.13)

S

ZITHEMEreRY 0< 7 < BOHMBEICIE-> TS, AR

Z(8) = Tre™" = 3" (3le=7"3), (4.1.14)

¢

EIF B 728, Euclidean B Hf % ST RIZHAD 72 Euclidean ZH{K EORE S 23T %, 2D b
L — ZAEER R AC TR > THF S 22 T, AREEREBICHT 2HENEEFAIEo NS (X

4.1.3),
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4.1.4 Euclidean #EEMEMIC DL 7V ik (Rényi T> bo v —) ORE, MEHEETS
pa ZEHLUT, HORACBWTHPMIZEEADETWS,
INoZEEEEZT, Rényi TV bEY— (4.1.4) %,
Trpy = Tr[pa -+ pal

= Z (Blpa--pald)

:ZZ ¢1\pA|¢>2 <<132!PA\<133>"'<¢3n|PA!¢31>
T

— N"/ (nnle&A /D¢15<¢1“(x,r = 0_) — ¢2(2))8(¢ (2,7 = 0) — ¢ (z))e~5141]
x [ Doustoem =0~ GNIG T = 0,) — G e
B Nn/ Dege™"%, (4.1.15)
Rn

ERKEDL, HELIZTR, EK414I2HBE5n MDY — b 2BER A TRPIZIRD bt
AR ERT, ZOL EER 0A D DHERIE 2mn O ZR > TW\W5,

MU EOHE R TIEHELR T OFEZ AL Tz, BEFESIC XK > TRIN DB T 2RV
EEATY R pra L RT LR TH S, TheHWT, R, LODEEK Z, %

= Trph _/ Dge~ 1191, (4.1.16)
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LEHKT D, HBERNTFEIN L =Trp=Z(=2) THhE25615, fE->T, Rényi TV brE—IX

Trp'y

(TTﬁA)n
EREDL, INSOEMITTLIFERD 0 > 1TIZEHLTHEDL>TWS, TUVXYITNVAV T Y
fo ¥ —%2KRDB121FE, ZOFEEZ n e RANCHETERS LT, n— 1 OWEZES Z & T

_ log Z,, — nlong, (4.1.17)
1—n

Sn(pA) = 1—n

1
log Trp'y = 1
og Trpy = +— og{

0 Z,
Sa = lim S,(pa) = — lim
n—1

—_—— 4.1.18
n—10n Zn’ ( )

YEMT S, ZORFIHEST, TVRYITVAYPIY b —%G5720IE R, EOSE
B Z, 23tEINE LV, ZOXSITREMD DAY — b LOMERZHE LU TEE LT L0,
INnzV T AELIFER [0, 81], L 7V Aikld, HACHRE, BIERED X 5 7% Euclidean #%
BB ZHOTRELETREBIZELULTCEYTH S, MEPSHSNRE ST, R, EOMmIZIZ
ZLyp-symmetry D385, Tz L 7Y AFE (replica symmetry) &IFER, & 7REZ R TR
%, BE1TH] 0 Hermit Y% KBLL T, Euclidean i 517D reflection symmetry 24673 %,

BOMMIZBII 2T VATV AV by baE—E, ROMBEHETHL I 2L T—
MIZFIT B, T 2 THEZFIEIT 5 72012 UV-cutoff (lattite spacing) € # A2 BENH D, A
T VAEN: & o TN R d IROTS DR DO EEIZIB IS Ty X VA Y Py bR E -,
— iz

d—4 ~1)%"S,, d: odd
o4 La {( )7 Sa (d: odd) (4.1.19)

Sa = Ad-2 5= + a—a—gg + (_1)%&4 log L?A + Sfimite (4 : even)
CRBEES ZeBNHoNT WS, Z 2T 0A I entangling surface D&, L 13 A QAR 74
A ATH5, UVIBRIZAES TV X7V A Y Ty haE—0 leading 22 F&H#X X, 12 entangling
surface DRI IHIT 5, THIFHBA & FIXN S [82, 83], RV HIRETHLI L EDT VX
YIONAY P hOE—OWHE Sy = Sy ZEROVHEREIR, A& A°HPRET IR UTREH
0A = DA BIND Z L IFHRICEETE 2, TRV Ay by bnbe—0 UV ik, &
ITRVX—FHIROHHENER AR 206 EUE, TANF—OHRHELERO & TIREE (B
R L) &, UV EHBOMENEZERALTHINS, TRV IVAY Ty b —DFKK
BHELEA—THD, £FEBaj> BEATWSHGHOHMIKDERTH L, T o FH S
\Z regularization scheme 2173 5720, YL EE UTIKEIRTE RV, —FA, Sy EAME

B 2k 51z LTRSS T BRI — IR 2 B S 7\ 2 2 1T B, BIAIE sin(rn) /(1 —n) 1 n > 1 OFEED
BHOHT 0 THAH N — 1 TR TRV, ARLTIRIOMICET 2 #REHEL T ES.
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DAFEIZL SV, £ OEKT universal Z2MEE Z i 5 2 TH D renormalized entanglement
entropy & FFi¥h ™4, Shnite [3HRDOEHIHATH 5.

GioMime LTy —VHiE# 2 556 1%, Hilbert M%7 — VAL EZ R -2 A (4.1.7)
DEIZTFA—TIZRNETES, TUVRVIIVAY NIy b O VY —2EHT BT ZRELD
BN RBEIZIR D, ZOFHMIE A & A ITE IR EFE T (F1Z21E Wilson loop) DIFFEIC
HR LU TW5, &7 LD Abelian 7' — VHERIZH 1 Bikinld [84) THEA SN, £ I TlE Ha LOfE
FAZEAREL A p ITIEREMEAS D 0 . HRIAIZ 1% Ay ST UL (center) & RED 2 & AMER X hurz,
FEE R UL DIFIEIE. A, A° EOBHEFZHEHIZ Og @ Tae, 14 @ Opc EREBRNVI L ZERT
%*5, X0 —f&IZ, non-Abelian D7 —VHEIFHIZBIF ALY XUV AL NIy br Y —TlZ, @
D7 — IR B TIRIED S HRIE U 72 Hilbert 2212 X 2HUD HHWASBE L 725 [86, 87, 88, 89],

V) REEACTIZV RV AV by buE—2RD 5546, AR ZRREK R, LD
Bz n 2 EEOBBERE U FERTHIMBERDHD, TNOETIF—MIZIINETHL, Z

EEHEATRE R BRI & UC 2 e G EERICB I 2Ty RV VAV by huE—% DU
FTEET S,

411 2 RTHEBEROI VYV TIILX Y Ty bOE—

DTFCTH 2 M BBEROT VR Y7V A Y Ty bR E—% [81, 90] 12/t > CTHHET
%, HZ2% 5 %2 % Buclidean K22 (X Riemann i Ry = R2 ~ C TH V., MiEZ2RT-DIHE
FHE 2 =2 4+iy € CEAVGEERTHNG, BBEDOEDIT, HHFR AN —DO interval
A=lu,v], (u<v, u,v € R) POWKINLGEEE AL, ZOGH, LENIMEDAD & —KD
2 POT G HERIZ N U T Sy DIED R 5,

IVRVINVAYIT Y bBE=%2KRDZ121E, X (4.1.16) /> T R, FOSEEREFHE T
nEEWV, TO7RHIZ, Z, 1 C Lo n HOF CRED G H 2 M

Z,= [ D¢y Dope 6100l (4.1.20)
(C|C

1M1[g] ZI ], (4.1.21)

4 Sa BEANLIZERS 0 Z 2 i, BBUTOEE loge DEP SIS ATH B, FERTOHE, Pl &b iLpEGH
FZBIL T universal (12725 Z ¥ RIS T WS

BIDZeE (Ag) =Aae, (Aa)" =Ay ’Eﬁﬁb‘f IT#AANA4) =A4NAgqe = (Aae) NAge BOHN5B, 72
ELIZTT T4 LIMEAROEA S C L(H) 2T % commutant &' = {A € L(H)|AB = BA, VB € G} T
»H5 [85].
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L&

0
Tt

B LEAT S, 1M icaEnd C LD n@0Ba L 7Y A8 (replica fields) &I
Bo ZIT [ BV TV AT BB

C: ¢i(x,04) = ¢iy1(x,0_), x € A (i mod n), (4.1.22)

DFRTREEAZITOIIL2RT, ThiTxx D R, B> TV AMMN % target space @ &
MIZH UM 722 LY T 5, ZOBEREMIE. 0AICRELEZ C EOoYy A X MEE T (twist
operator) & MEFBEMIAT D Z L TRE D™, FZ 2D BHE, VA A MEEFIXRIHEE T

eLtT
Zp o {Ta (1, 0)Ta(v,0)) ¢, (4.1.23)

EEETEDOL LTEAINS, 22 CT ki—itl. Tiki—i—108HIIHEL~ZY A AN
HETTHBY, oz, HETORAIZNLTD

<O(i) (1’, Z/) . >72 _ <7;L(u7 O)%(Uv O)Oz( 7y) o > C

A : (4.1.26)
i (T (u,0)Tn (v, 0)) ¢

MK OLD, TZITR, EDOWD I3 i BHDY — b LIZFET B35 TH, C LD O; RiFEHDOL
TV A ¢y DAPOREI NG TH 5,

ZOBRA (4.1.26) ZHWT T, OBk ERD S, OO 2 LT, TX VX —HEBET >V ILO
FEHES T(w) 2E 25, z€ Cho we R, ~DILBLEHE

ZZ(w_“)i, (4.1.27)

w—v

*6 K (4.1.20) BWUR (4.1.16) 5. YA A MEFFHR (4.1.23) 27T+ D & LT formal IZEH XN 3 [90, 91],
N Zp U7 IAFEICEE T 24— 7 & — )b FELER C" /Z,, O twist operator &85 Z & TE 3 [92],
*T L7 S35 % Fourier Z#i% W THERT S

n
ik
P = E e2m%¢k, (4.1.24)
k=1

Y. Tn BEO T, OFEBIZRO &S it hs,
Tos = € 2 gy, Taipj = ™0 ;. (4.1.25)

57 SARRDS T [¢) = 307 10)[p;] & decouple T55&1 ¢ & AV HAMHIZ 25 93],
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YFEED, ZOLE R, EOTIUX—EEHET VL, R (2.3.73) 15

T, = () T+ 8kl

c
= ES[z,w}

c 1 (u—wv)?
- ‘(1= 4.1.2
24 ( n2> (w—u)?(v —u)?’ ( 8)
%%, 11U 2HT (T(2)e =0 ZHWz, ZHIE 120V 7Y WGP oRHEI T2V
F—HBET VY NVIINTEHETHED S, RTOL T HGOT 2 VX —EEgET > V)L 7™
LTI ZOMEZ nfFFniEkv, T4hbs, X (4.1.26) 225

<7;L(u’ 0>7~;L(U70)T(n) (w)> c _ n w _° n — l (U — ’U)2
(To(u,0)Tp(v,0)) ¢ (T(w)r, = 55 ( ) (0= a0 (4.1.29)

n

285, ZOMERE KD T T4 <) =52 T 5 Ward-Takahashi 1H% =

- h ) hs ) -
(n) — @ w ) w
(@, (u,0)®,, (v,0)T™ (w)) ¢ (w_m2+w—u+{w—m2+w—v]@“%m@““mm’
(4.1.30)
RS Az T, T, T, MY o 4 b
hy = by = < (=t (4.1.31)
T — V75 — 24 n n ’ e

DTTAR)=5GTHDI N nhb, KIERIERIZEE U TH EBROMBIT D LD, o T, HEE
BOHBIZHWNSEY 1 A MEEFO 2 SHEBEEEI
- 1 1
(To(u)Tn(v))c = (4.1.32)

(u _ v)thn (ﬂ _ 5)2}’;% ]u _ U‘4th )

IZ&oTHEROND,
Loz end e, Trph iF—MD 2 RonPEGHERIZ S W T

Trpy = Zééf) (4.1.33)
Dge—51¢]

- f?3£3;¢es)" (4.1.34)

o (T () T (v)) (4.1.35)

x <l>"ém—i>, (4.1.36)
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EREL, [ IFHEDPRDY A XL =v—u>0. e RTINS AIN UV-cutoff TH 5, X
SIZHE DMK TE S B LUHIEE % ¢, THRT &,

Trp'y = cn <l> —§n—a), (4.1.37)
€

L12%, 1272 UBEITHOBMILREDP S, ¢ =1 THBZ LW h5, ThEHWS &, Rényl T

vihavE—ix
c 1l+n l
Su(A) = g(——)log— + 1

1

log ¢, (4.1.38)
—n
b, o T 2R MIBIILIZ VRV IV A Ty ba Y —Ik

,ﬂA):gkg£+cL (4.1.39)
€
THEASND, 272U ¢} = (Oncn)|n=1 TH 5,
TRV AYPIY bRE—EY A A MEREFO 2 fMHBEREE (4.1.32) ook, Zh
ERALT, YA RAMERT hy = hyy = 5(n— 1) OIIBELUE T 2 LMl

2hy, 2hy,

4 (Ta(21,21) T (22, 22)) | (4.1.40)

dw

%
dw

<7;L(w1,u_11)7~;z(w2,u72)> =

zZ=Zz1 Z=Z9

EFHWSZ LT, ST EOEZEP R FOAREERECBIZZ VA2V VA Dy b —
ERGICEHTES, FTERMR L THEX6NEME ST LD 2 Rock Gz OWT, ¥
2% A= [uv] LB, HEREBEIVI VY X—-R, = S! xR LORBEATERA SN, FEE

w=(2,7) € S'XR (x~z+L)H5 2 CDHEBERIZ 2 = T THASNDEH 5,

TE

4hy,
L , 4.1.41
et

4hy, [Sin(ﬁ(uL—v)

~ 2 1
(T (w1, 1) T (w3, 0)) o o (=)

(cyl) _cltn Lo (™
Sy (A) 6( - ) log |:7T€ sin , (4.1.42)
B
(Cyl) E L . 7Tl
Sy’ = 3 log [WE sin <>] , (4.1.43)

L%, ZZTl=v—u(>¢€) THb, £l > 0DMREZMB L R EOTY XY I AY by
FOY— (4.1.30) KA 2 £ BHERTE 5,
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WIZ R EOERBEREIX, YV X—w=(2,7) ERx S, 1~7+ 8 LORKEFEITHEZS

NG, T, HWEM 2z =eF Y 12 &>T

4mhn 4mhn TE 4hn
~ 2me e B v 3
<7;1 (w17w1)7;7,(w27 w2)>thermal X ( B )4hn 4h, = [ . Trﬁ(ufv) ] ? (4'1'44)
e U _ sinh(=5—)
2135, ZIhoRERIZ
(themal) _ E L+n ﬁ i TLZ
S, (A) 6( - ) log Lre sinh 5 )| (4.1.45)
PN
hemal C ,8 . 7l
SSC ) = 3 log [WE sinh (5>} ) (4.1.46)
L5, RICEEMEE 8 — 0 Tl
(themal) €, b e L B 414
S 3 Og[Qﬂee TR Rl s (4.1.47)

L7320, PIEIEERRED volume law DIRZ FEVWERL TV 5D,
—fIZ#5R A DN > 2 [l disjoint intervals 2 SHIK XN TWBEHE (A = UNY, [us, vi])s L

T B LB R, ORI
g=(N-1)(n—-1), (4.1.48)

ThHEZO6ND, ZIh6nndE5, —fHON>1TIINTLEZZ VR VIV AYRMIY PEE—D
FHEIZIER ICEMEIC e 5, MGG OGE X, FROFETY A A MEEFIZ K % 2N (HBEREEK
PEND, N > 1 OHBEBEBIZ OWTIE, HEEATED A2 S IFBEREZRETE S, 4 DM
ET NV DFEMIZHAET B,

Bl ZIE 2 interval % Ay = [ug,v1], As = [ug,ve] DTV AV ITIAY TV hOE—%RKD BT
. VA A MEHETO 4 SRR TN IV, TIE I

4h
uy — ug||vr — va| "
Trp” 5 = 2 < | F(x), 4.1.49
PAB n ’Uq—’l)lH'LLQ—’UQHUl—’UQHU,Q—’U1’ ( ) ( )

THEZo6N5, ZIZTxldcross-ratio

(w1 —v1)(u2 — v2)
e O T E (4.1.50)

CH B, F(a) BITERFIED A 5 EHET X 2RI KT 2BCH 3 91, 94],
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AdSg41

t T Q
Ya ,
constant time

— o s
S

bulk inside

4.2.1 Ryu-Takayanagi ARIZHN S codimension-2 © () g, TV X7V AV T
Y hBaY— Syl AdS KO —Em ¢t = to (FB) 1I2BWT, (1) 0A = 0ya. (2) ya &
A 13 homologous., %7z 3 & 5 i v4 OR/NAEIZE->TEXSND,

4.2 Ryu-Takayanagi 2=

AdS/CFT x5 Ryu-Takayanagi ARk, HGHEROZ Y X V7NV AY Py b —
Sa ZENMTHET 2 4% 5 2%, Ryu-Takayanagi 21k, FHAMNHE AdS R2E12x LT

. A(a)
Sa= o nin 1Gn (4.2.1)
ya~A

THZOND (8, TITHEUD Sy ld. B By =R x By_1 ETEHRI N LBLHERO & 5 KK
t=ty XBIDHARAETEZZVR Y INVAY TV bR E—TH 5, HLD A(ya) 1%, AdS
DR —EM t = tg LITFET S codimension-2 © () Wi v4 OHiEERT, I Tldya &
3R A @ entangling surface 0A EERMP—E U (0ya = 0A). £72 v4 & A 13 homologous T
HDEVIEM (va~ A) ZHLTWS (homology condition) (X 4.2.1 ), FHIZHRET Y —FM:1%,
#4352 % multi-interval (ZH > 72358 77 v 7 8 — VIFEIZBWTEEIZ7 5, Ryu-Takayanagi
AR, TDOXS UM% TZT y4 OHBOB/MENT VY XV VAV hZ Yy babE— Sy E5EL
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WZ e xERT D,

FELOE/IME & RS B R %, AT Ryu-Takayanagi B (RT surface) & W3
izt s, EAMPSEHEINEGR (4.21) OGLEFR T I T4 v 7TV RV TIVAY RV b
I v — (holographic entanglement entropy) &WM:ENG, AU T T4 v I TV RV TV A Y ML
v o ¥—E—#iZ AdS boundary £ THUTE Y, Z D7zl O EEE AR KIZ 72 5 FE & £
D, INEHETSHIZ, TIvIR—IVT Y B —0OFHE EFEMIZ IR-cutoff # AN TEET
%, T UV-IR relation 2 & o THPHHEHRDO T X 7))V A by b —D UV FEBUH
JELTWS,

BARFIE LT, 3Ot AdASIREIZB T 25807574 v /v R YTV AV Iy Y — %G
"I 5, ZD& X codimension-2 DML 1 IRTTH O, RT surface I boundary LD 0A 124
MR bulk ORHERIZAR 5, A BEED disjoint intervals THEK S N TWAEEE. RT surface
FN L O OHRIHFRDFNC 2 B,

421 FRATZ 74w I VIVTILAY RITY hOE—DHF

F 93 E B ¥ pure AdS FEZ2D Poincaré /8y FIZDOWTHEZ 5, ZHiZiE RV Ed 2K
THEGHERAIN L TED., TOWNFR%E A = [-1/2,1/2] L5, EHMAIZE TS entangling
surface A & P = (to,—1/2,¢), Q = (to,1/2,¢) \ZIFET S, TITHREFIMT 272012 UV
cutoff (z =€ — 0) ZEHEA LU, HHtFROR XX

A(ya) = /M ds = QR/:* %\/1 + <dfg))2, (4.2.2)

WEoThHZAONS, BUNAEZ G Z B HMFRITZHS M 2 =0T U THIEZROZ &0 b,
2(z) EXFTABNTAALTWVWD, 2, & turning point EFEEND v4 ED 2 DRKETH 5,
B/NGMRE, B AER

dA(v4) =0, (4.2.3)
IZ&oTHZOND, TOMIZ z—z FHEIZH T 5
i+ 20 =~ (4.2.4)

THEZOoNBZ L IFESIZHERTES (M4.22), )t-T
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min

Ya

X 4.2.2 3 ¥&5G pure AdS Z#fiz B 1) 5 Ryu-Takayanagi Hif, # X% Poincaré AdS 12, G
13 global AdS Xt %, UV (IR) F#kz HilfHd % 7212 AdS boundary D FHiiZ UV cutoff
= ANS,

l c l
log - = - log - 4.2.
log 2= glog -, (4.2.5)

A( mln _ /

4Gy 2GN /1 (%)
2135, T ZT AdS3/CFTy Mtz B W THIELEER O HLER ¢ L EIBERD /NI A —&X R/Gy
% #5 YD) % Brown-Henneaux D BIfRA [95]

3R
= — 4.2.

ZWz, AdS/CFT G0 —ftiw e LTI ¢ RERLAEDAREHE Nog (ICHIST 5 Z 212
ZOERNS, AU T T T4 v I T VRV IV AY NI Y bBRE = (4.25) B 2 oniBIGER TR
BUEZZ VRV IZNVAY NI Y AE— 41392 BT 52 W ENDSNS,
RIZ global AdS3 (IZBILTH 25, S FORBEHHmOHNTR ADEI %2, £7/- S O
Mz L@, BT S UV cutoff & poo(— 00) &ET &, 04 @ 2 1% bulk IZH WV
TP = (10,0x,0), Q= (10,pc, 22) D5, HMMMOEI 25 254K (2.213) ZAWVD &,
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Poo — 00 DGR T

27l
o(P,Q) = Rcosh™! <cosh Poo €0sh poe — sinh po sinh peg cos(w)>

L
2poo
~ Rcosh™! (e 5 sinz(zl)>

7l

~ 2R log[ef> sin(f)], (4.2.7)

g5, HIMAROAE XX 4.2.20 &K 512725, 72 UV cutoff IZ DWW TiX, Poincaré /¥y F &
global AdS D% (2.2.8) B & OUTTNI 75 ef= o L LR Z &35, 2 2 TEBMGE
RETHDD, TURVINVAY I Ty ha ¥ —OWEMRED%2RDBEIITEEL 2V, /o

T, AT S T4 7TV R VINVAY Y b Y —ik

Ay 2R L oxl. e L . ml
4G N - 4G N log[; Sln(f)] ) log[; sin(—)], (4.2.8)

L%, TN e ITERDEBEEDOAEN ZRNTA (4.1.43) & —HT 5,

X 512 AdS; black brane ® BTZ 77 v 7 Rh— )L IZB L Tld. 205 D3I AdS; & [F
UTCTHhdIeZ2AVTHEELHEZIT) & LORPORGIIRODILENTE S, GG AdS
DHEBAT T T 4w 7TV R YIZIVAY MY O E—IZBL TIX, AIZ codimension-2 @ /il
HOHBE UTRATES, IhoDFHEIE, —RINRIUTN U TH 5H TR S 720, 2 2 TIHE
T4 5,

422 FRATS 74w IITVIVITILAYRIY NOE—DHE

W% n > 1O disjoint intervals 22 SRS NTWBHE., FEQ Y — M%7 3 i
DBEFHPEBHND, HlIZAIEn =2 DEAIEK 423 THEZ2O6ND L DT, Sap OEHRE L TH
M yo Uy 7238 v, Uryg BN D, TO5E. BUMESRMIZ XL o> T, HEOMAVNT W % 2
RZ Ll d, flRDEOIZZTNZTNOMEIOMHEZ 4Gy THI > 725 DZFAKIZ 5, FTRT &,

Ryu-Takayanagi 22 2%
Sap = min{va + ¥, Ye + va}, (4.2.9)

LEFD, TZTSAa =7, SB=7 THE0H, "UTTTA Y IITVRVIVAVIITY b
Y — 3B IEENE Sy 4+ S > Sap BWICK VLD Z RN 5, ZOMEIRn > 2 OGS EBRD
HMTRED, FLINEAROT I T4V I IRV INVAVRNIY MR —IZE o> TRDEZME
TS [(A: B) = Sa+Sp— Sap DEMEME VA2 TES, X (4.2.9) OFHLTEL S
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Ya )4
Ya

4.2.3 ERROE n =2 DEFED Ryu-Takayanagi B, HHE vo Uyp & ve U yq 1&3EITH
EOYV—4MEBELTVS (YaUv ~ YeUva ~ AUB), yT012iE, A & B ORBIZIED
T. IN6DS BLEEONIWHPEITND,

DOHIEAEIIN S E, A & B DY A XMEBRICKAET 5, FHZ 2 oG HERTn=2 0
581X cross ratio D AIZKIFET 5,

BAFlE UTn=20D& &, Poincaré /Ny FTHUEZ [ D55 A, B DBH# r 72178 T
DRMTIE. R (4.2.5) B 5

l2

I(A:B) = (Ya+m) — (Ve +74) = glog POTESS (4.2.10)
%185, ZOI(A:B) 25 L EEHET
I(A: B) =max{I(A: B),0}, (4.2.11)

LFRED, o THEBEREIZr = (V2 - DI OATBWT 1 IS O Rdikia2bziRId, 2
NEMARHRE (250D O) W LIER, Z0OB4%IE large ¢ 12 & 5 i ST S MO HE
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X424 FxATITT4w I VRV ITIVAY Ty O —DmAINENE,

MEAELTNG 96, BB L

5 o8 " B T _
SAB: CBIgrEQH—T) (>(\/§_1)Z):>I(AB): (i . (>(\/§_1)l)’
5 log == (r<(v2-1)I) 5 log eIE (r < (v2 - 1))
(4.2.12)

2155, HEHBHREL faithful ZHEHETH - 7206, HHMEIZ X 200 O(N?) OHIFITIE,
holographic CFTs OFHEIE | FRE DM OHIFHIZHEL TWDH I EAF A 5,
UEDEROT TR T T T4 v VT VRV TNVAY NIZ Y N E—=R"EINEEE2E-ZTZ 2%
RUTD, KO —BIZAB T I T4 v VTV RV TNVAY TV AE=DRIZ VAV I IVAV M

Y hov—o—INREEEZ7Z LT WA Z L 2 fRT 5, FHIMAMEYE (strong subadditivity)
Sap + Spc > Sapc + Sz, (4.2.13)

WWHEHTRE, 2RO I 74 VR VIV A YV FIY PAY—DEHIZEETNDITR/NMES
FOFREO Y —FKMENSRTIENTESL, BHEDZDIZ A B,CHPZOIEIZEZEL TWARN%E
FEZED (X4.24), Z0& EEENEMEX
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Sag+ Ssc = (Vai + Yas) + (Yo, + Vbs)
= (Yar + 1) + (Vas + )
> Ye+Vd
— Sapc + S, (4.2.14)

LT E S, ZELZGFHOAFERIBWTHRBES I 74y IV R YTV A Y FT Y bOE—
DOE/NMEEAWZ, B ROIEFPRZZHE®. BETTHECHALTW S, ThTnn
disjoint intervals TR I N TVWAHEIZDWTH KD HIETIHEHTE 5, M, HIMEES L O
Araki-Lieb A%ERX, MENMEMEP SHFETE S, Thbb, BELUTHEREZNS I ETEDIC
HIEEN: Sa + So > Sac 2155, 72 C % AB O purification*® IZH% &, Sap +S4 > Sg %
8%, FBKIZ A< B LI NVEMNITEZCTHKROERZITS Z & T Araki-Lieb 75X %2 155,
BRAT T T4y IITVRYTIVAY NIy bAE—=E, ROBFRIZBTBRT VRV TIVAY B
Ty haE—OWEIZMA T, RORER

Sapc +Sa+Sp+Sc < Sap+ Spc + Sca, (4.2.15)

Zii7z 3, ZAid holographic CFTs OFAMEZ KL TWB EE X 6N 5 (T4HZ2H), I DFEH
IZIRBITEVE & FRRIZ U TITA %, BIAIERS HRE (M 4.25) 220WTE I(A:C)>0T
Hdex

Sap + Spc + Sca = (Vaby + Yaby) + (Voer + Voez) + (96 + Yabe)
= (Yaby + Yoea) + (Yabs + Voer) + Vo + Yabe
2 Ya+Ye+ W+ Ve
— S4+ S5+ Sc + Saso, (4.2.16)

2185, [(A:C) =00t EHAKIIRES, X (42.15) 2MAERKREEZHWTEHEZET &,
monogamy & I(EN 5 AR

I(A:BC)>I(A:B)+I(A:C), (4.2.17)

2135, ALK L UT, tripartite information I(A: B: C) = Sa+ Sp+ Sc — Sap —

Spc — Sca + Sapc DIEIEME
I(A:B:C) <0, (4.2.18)
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Ya Yc
14

425 FBFT 74w 7 RMHAERED monogamy M,

2135,

Holographic 7 EIE#H 2D monogamy &2 AWVWS &, TV XNV AV Ty hoE— (£
von Neumann LY b B E—) B—OETRIZE T2 T XS MBOMAN 2 MWE [97, 98] 2. 7+
077749 T VRYINAY I Y bRE=PERIHZLTWS I E2GEHTE S (28, 2N
FHRA T T4 I TV R TNAY Ty bOE—ARE LT 2EELINDO—DOTH 5,

Ryu-Takayanagi AR %, AdS 2B 1327F v 7 R— LIy hOY—DEE5 XT3,
ZDZrERB7-9IZ, Schwarzschild-AdS 77 v 7 "= VR ZEO RO T T T4 v I TV R VT
AvhTrvhaov¥—%2#22%, S LOGOHBROIN R A ZR2IIERLTWL &, RT surface
TR AP —EDREIRZBRTZLEIATT Iy 7= VOMPHIZESMHLIBIZRS (K4.2.6
)o TODE EHOEEIZE S WTWAHIE &, boundary (27 > — X /-l % &b /- dhimEix A
ANDRERY MR- LTND, HIZHAR A% ST ORKICISZ 2T

Ahorizon
4Gy

Sior = (4.2.19)

&0, AdS 77 v 7 R —)ViZHT % Bekenstein-Hawking A X% FBT 5, Z 0L PG R
DEFINEBIIAREERE py xe P THD, ThbH, AdS 7Iv 7 F—NICBELTIR, 75
Z A=Y baE—IX AdS boundary EOE DTy hRE— U TKRTILNTES, 2
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A

CFT, CFTy

426 AdS 77 v 7 R — VEZIZE I} S Ryu-Takayanagi #iE. Xk 1-side 7
vk —=N (S LD CFT OARIEEIRE p) . FTHIE 2-sides 75 v 7 K — )b
(2 DDBER ED CFTy, CFTcE# SNz |TFD)) IZE LT W3,

ERRADEFIRENVESRETH L ZICHELT, dBFIF7 74w 7T VRNV A Vv v ba
E— 13— fRIZ Sq # Sye &> T3, FFIZ RT surface % horizon (2B & I1FE+ K EREH

R AT LTI,

D NLD, Zvid Araki-Lieb RE A% saturate LTHE D, Z DB I entanglement plateaux
LIEIZNT V3 99,

TYRYIIVAY IV RO — Sy FRERVIPEREDO L IR ->T A & A° OO &R
BzRT, /oT. BRARETH2ARIREREEZ R TWEHEITIE Sy dEFHBIE UTIIERT
SRV, EIZAM, CFT LOARIEEREZ T BEEP L D RELMPREIZH 5 RDTHRTH
HEEXBHBIELT, 77y k- riut—%2200R0MORETFEONE ULTHIRLET Z
EMTED, ZORWZE G X2 DD thermofield double state (TFD states) TdH 2 (X (2.4.28)),
TFD fkE&IX[E—D CFT @ 2 DD a3 ¥ — CFT,, CFT, LiIZERZINMPRETHSE, HAHD
CFT % L —A77 b2 L, EHIN/ CFT OE FREBITARIBEREBIZRS Z 2R TE 5,
TFD & 2 D® boundary % £ 2 maximally extended AdS black hole 22 2% jts LT\ 3 [59],
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4261 DR —EHZRLTH O, 2 DD AdS boundaries % 7 — L7 —)b (Einstein-Rosen
bridge) HEWTWVW5S, ZORICBWVWTHET I T4 v I T VRV INVAY NIV bR E—%EF 25
&, CFTy EIZH > 72803 ADBKEL 551220 T, RT surface 1&7 — A R —)VEZ2 0D throat 12
BEMLLZ X DNE, Thbb, 77y 7K=Ly bat¥—X TFD REIZHS 25D CFT ©
oz 2V Ay by — e RIgTZenTces, ZORRBERIZHZ 2 DDGOH
HMOBTEONIZE S TT — AR — IV TRECMNWIZRZESIED i niz e RS ZeicEsd, 2
DALY — DR TEED LD L WD THD [59] TH R SN, BEENIZ TER=EPR ¥4 2P
NTWb, £72 TFD REBIZBWTH Y4 N CFT % RFEFE X872k P% 1 global quench (2%t
LT3 [64].

AdS/CFT HaD AR CTRIEE 725 2 RSt D holographic CFTs &, KHHEMR ¢ — oo (large
¢ limit) BETZ RNV F—F v v TOMHELE Ayyp ~ O(c) (sparse spectrum) % Jiii 72 $ Rk 7 5 A
D 2GR TH 5, TNODFRMIE. F—VHRDOSFETIE, BiHEIE N — oo 12, BHIE
A = oo IZHHY T 5, l-interval DEFHRICETHT U XU VA Y MY bEE— DR (4.1.39),
(4.1.43), (4.1.46) IHEED 2 PO ILBHRITILETH 0. BENEE F L OB EE LW E
W S IR T universal Z2AERTH 2 RITIEEDPBETH 5, I HITEKIGd > 2 DHETEH, RO
R AT 2EERE (BLOZOEH) OV X7V A Y FT Y FHEE - universal %
MREL5Z2ZEPHSNTWVWS [100, 101], o TIDEIBRHHFRDOT YR TIVAY P Y
;B ¥ —% 5% holographic CFTs IZRE DEHMEZRKEHT I LA TERVWI LIZHEREILETH
%5, TZCRDFHMIMEKET B2EIIBRT VRV IV AY Ty bR Y —DEEEZ% X, holographic
CFTs Q&M MBI DIREFNEZHFHNRLE Z 2T, HEHOMOE L 0BRGN ZMHET 5 2 LB ifFS
N5, Bl ZIXERSBH n-disjoint intervals D SR INDZ TV RV ITNVA VY Ty hO ¥ —%2F X
e, TNRYA A NEETFO 2N SAHBEBEE SEE I NS 720, 2 ORIZEGER DGR L T
W5, FEIZ, holographic CFTs O&MADO T TIX, MHEEHE I(A: B) IZD2WTHARZE MO
MHER LRI UBIRPRE 2 Z LR HEPD SN T WS [96], Z DFEFEIEX Ryu-Takayanagi A X% HKf
TEHLEERFERO—DTH 5, IREITIE. £ 0 EHENIZ Ryu-Takayanagi AXDFEHZ1T S,

4.3 Ryu-Takayanagi Az D EEEA

Ryu-Takayanagi 2= & GEH] 9 23 A 1 [102] 128 £ 0. [92, 103] 12 & 22 /T, — A7
Wz BV BEEA 18] THZ SNz, ZOHEMIE AdS/CFT Aso M EE 48 LT, &R
TV ) AEORIEY 2 KT 5 Z & Tlibhvad, ZHIEHIENME N — co 12812 ARNDE
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HEG 25 LA, KBTS AB T I7 74y VTV RV TIVAY RITY hEE—DE FHIEDR)
BEHASMZTS, W, UTFTTIREEDZOHIZ o/ 12X 2 EBBOEDOHIEILE 27 bulk % Einstein
BEHHRIZES DL T B,

GiOMERIZBITZ L T AEEFHET S, nIRO Rényi TV bRE—BLTFZ VXU T A Y

bz bhbov—ix

S, (A) = log Z,, — nlog Z;

, Sa = lim S, (A), (4.3.1)

1—n
THZ56N, ZZTRényi TV huE— S, (A) 2ENHBRHTRT ZLE2ZEZZ\0, TDZDHIZ
AdS/CFT Mt DEEETH 5 GKPW OREfR (2.4.18) RZE2HAWT, HEEHK Z, 2663 58
MO ULTERT Z 229 5, FHUTHIER N ~ 1/v/Gy — oo Tld. saddle point Zl%
FAWTELNOZEEEIFIRD LS 1252505,

ZCFT — ZAdS _ o= I(Mn), (4.3.2)
ZIZTIMy) iE. oM, =R, 25iRE&M e 325 EEHER (Einstein AER) ITX o TEKI N
7= i M, (OM,, = R,,) ® Einstein-Hilbert /i HB K OWEL TH 5,
1

L7 W SRR R, &, SECBEBOR A B e LTE NS 72012 ST 02> T\wb, Filx
B 4.14TE A I nEiZT 5 LDy — MIKES, ZHIIHIET 5 Ry OJEIME% B r %
WMoTr=r+2r bELE, VTV IEHRER, ORMEMEZ r27r4+2m &EITS, T ZTHER
OM,, EOFEPZOMDEGIE. ne NITIKS 32

Plp(T +2m) = ¢[B(T), (4.3.4)

iU TW5, ZO5RMIE n PWEEO L IZAMME T 274 2mn EBET S I EITHER, R, I
V7Y AEME Z, BB ol Z e EBWHT . ZOBREMEN7-T bulk DRFZE M, © Z, K
AR DLERADDONEARTH S, T4b5, bulk TEWVWTH L T ARFEEIEEATHRVLDS
DERET B, 72 M, FIT Z, WHEOREELBGFET 225G, TOE D OMEERE (r,7) 12X 5

FRTHEIX
2 2 2d7'2
dS = dT‘ +T ﬁ + Ceey (435)

L%, TIZT... & (r,7) LERT D HADEETH D,
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IVRYINMVAYV NIV AV —%23E T 5401213, n 2 IEBBUCRITESTARERH S, L
U, FBHEDO n 2/ UTr s+ 2mn QMRS &, BiRSM (4.34) EFELTLES, £
Z T, bulk ’FD Z, W#EERABSORFAMEEZFMHEAL T, A—E 74— K

My = My, /2, (4.3.6)

LD 7€ [0,27) DEITEZESNBIEM I(M,) 2iHL., Thi nffd s LItk > TLOkEM

I(M,) & DRI,
I(M,) = nI(M,). (4.3.7)

7272 L M,, 1& smooth 72§22 Tld 7 < A (7 0 ST ANEN S ) DA D IT conical singularity %
TET A Z L ICHENBRETH S, Thbb, M, IZi&E (4.35) ZAZBIZLUEE T ~7+21 D
JARIME A2 RO, EERDOHE D T 2r(l — 1) okBEADPELTWS, —MBIZ conical singularity
E® Ricci scalar R 1%, TV R BB OREM: %2 Ff 5, Einstein-Hilbert B OFED 12E 53 5,
LU, JeDEERIE M, % Einstein SREXDMH L U T smooth BWHRETH -7z Z & 2B WHT &,
IM,) T2 DELE2EDRVEEZLZDONZYTHE, ZOXMAEDFT, ne NIZEHLTRA
(4.3.7) OB, ALIEIEEE D n 2B L T well-defined IZEH XN T n € R ~OMEHr I
RoTW5,

Bl 213 A IR R B IZ NS T % Euclidean 75 v 7 A — VIEZETIE, A 2 2FREBE WL &,
bulk OEED A Z,, NFREDEE ST > TW5 (X (4.3.1) ). ZOHE. AR EE 7 1%
Euclidean [l tg TH 2, BRI My D33 IRTD BTZ 75 v 7 K=V Th b & EDFEIX

2 l2
a2 = " gz Was g2 2 (4.3.8)
IRas =Ty
THH, M, LOFH=EIX
2 2 dt2 l2
ds? =" 5 I —f 2Ads dr?® + r?d¢?, (4.3.9)
lRqs 1 T TH

B, 72720 lags (X AAS ¥R TH B, FHEMITr =rg D horizon IZH B, F 7245 D convention
TRIRER B = 2mld g/rn = 27 LEKMEESNT VS, 4% horizon DAHET 12 = 13 (1 +
13272 + O(N3) LIEBIT 2 & [EEsJE b OatiE

di
ds? = di* + 72— + (14 Ly 3s7)de”, (4.3.10)

* BAKIIZIE [ JgR = 4m(1 —n) 725,



4w AAS/CFT MR TV RV ZVAY Ty hrE— 76

S

' 4
Yn 2 :Rl
(L) "<
0 2 ]\7[" =M, /Z,

T=T1T+21

4.3.1 Euclidean 77 v 7R — )VHFRIZRIET 2L 7 ) HERK, Z OHITIEERIEE 1%
Euclidean Rl tz TH 5, A —¥ 7+ —) K LD conical singularity 7, (. Lorentzian 7'J v
IR —IVIRZEIZ BT 5 EROMNM EICFET 5,

L7, X (4.3.5) DETHIT S,

ZOBID X SITED R A 2 BIRRIZHNS R WEEIX, boundary D R, kT Z, NFMEDERE
OADBFHET S, TRV IVAYFIZY b O —OFHBICEHNZDIEH I E 5 DRI TH 5,
COREERIE, EBSHEAZELT M, ~NEMRLTWCEHEZRL I EHARTH S (K 4.3.2),
COEERDEEE v, TRT, v, FEZEOHRBE n IZH LT M, 2HETE2LE (££20D
AT > T) AT homologous (2722 Z EBHIHNT WS [104], T7205 4, 1 bulk IZHB1F 5
codimension-2 surface T®H %,

I(M,) 1213, 4, J8 D ® conical singularity 7% 27 (2725 &\ 5 &l %58 L T n OEHAKHE 1
%, ZOZRMIF v, EIZ

1 n—-1
T=— 4.3.11
G 0 ( )
D tension % £Ff- 7= codimension-2 ® cosmic brane
Ivane =T | Vh, (4.3.12)

Tn

ZAEIICEE U CES SRR Z M Z L Thi7z¥ 5, Z 2T hy; 13 brane E® induced metric T
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bulk inside bulk inside

4.3.2 R EOMH R A M entangling surface (JAHIMEE r (2B 2 [T M) 04 2RD54
D bulk DL 7)Y ALK, 0A OEERIE bulk WHIZHELTWE, A —E 74— )L FIZED
[EE S yn 2T 5, v, 1% A 12 homologous % codimension-2 surface TH 5,

Hb, TIEOLST< ﬁ DEEZEDERME I A*10, iz n =1 DE4E. cosmic brane DI L 7T
DIFZEIZRED 2D Dh b, TD XD IR S N7z n € R ORRIF cosmic brane D tension 12
HUMToNnsKLRE, M, Z0oDEMEIZCFT llIcB T2 A -7+ —ILREXOY A A MiF
RrzHWEREOT Iy — L RifE 5,

BUEA S, EHEHIZE 1S Rényi T b o ¥ —i%

_logZ, —nlogZ;  n

S,(A) (I(Mn) - I(M1)> , (4.3.14)

1—n n—1

LHERED, TIMHLIVRYINAYIIY bR E—%2KDBBUC, Rényi TV b ¥ —% EER

10 szl e UL 4 On 22 BT 2 Bl EIC codimension-1 @ cosmic string I = T [ Vh 2BV 72RkLE %
25, TANF—EHET VYNV T, = Té(x)é(y)diag(1,0,0,1) &b, T HA+HITNIWVEEIZ gy = nuw +
huy ELTRIET A v a 24 VR EML & het = haz =0, hgr = hyy = 8GNT log(r/r0), (z+iy = re'™)
LB, INEHRIIRT L, T ORYEELOHFET

ds? = dt? + dz? + (1 — 8GN T log —)(dz? + dy?)
To
~ dt? + dz? 4+ dr'? + (1 — 4GNT)?r"?dg?, (4.3.13)

EEFB, RELIITr(r) FHLVVEREETH S, foT. TORER 2l LI ¢ ~ o+ 2n(1 —4GNT) &7
% conical singularity %> [105, 106],
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5&0H, EVaI—T VY hEE— (modular entropy) EIFHENZXDEEZBEAT 2 LHFTH D
[107],

3, (p) = nQ;n (n;lSn(p)> . (4.3.15)

INBn o1 TIUVRVYIAAV DY bR E—IZ—]T5Z LI,

- o (-1 .
Sn(pa) = nQ% <n logTrpA) (4.3.16)
_ n  nTr[plhlogpal
= log Trp'} Trpt (4.3.17)
— S4 (n—1), (4.3.18)
LHERTES, EVaI—Try hubE—id 5056, X (4.3.14) 5,
- 0 - 0 ~
_ .29 _ _ 29
S =< (I(Mn) I(M1)> n? - I(Mo), (4.3.19)

LR D, WABLE WO SO M, 8O CORBDER 6,1 = 0511, _, o) THB. 1
PEALEIE S Z 2L, EE A ED cosmic barne @ tension #ZLX 2 Z L IZHINT B0, 6,1 1%
En MICRIELERTRES L PRTES, EBE I(M,) »' cosmic brane H* & D% 5% &7\ ME
HeUTEHZINZZ 2B WHET L, cosmic brane 2% e — 0 DA THZAEER (“bube”) TH
b7z codimension-1 @ object v, () LA T, HWHRA SHREEOEABNI 2FE X5 Z L THUTILE
BWTE5%, 22Tz, BEFRA&H%22 3\ T Einstein-Hilbert f£1Z Gibbons-Hawking- York

HE A 7/EH

1 1
I =1 I = — R —2A) — K 4.3.20
BH T AGHY =~ e e /M(\/g ) 87GN Jorr ( )
DL
0=4d4l = / Edqg + 5gIEH||6M +d4lcHY, (4.3.21)
M

iU e 2 BVWHT &,

dglemom = —dglcuy, (4.3.22)

DEBRREEZ L, LI ZCHEARAE =0 2HW, £7280 LD dgloy DHEIZFHEIC

11 #5151 symplectic form % VT
dglrmiom = /9(9739)7 (4.3.23)

THZ5NS [108, 109].
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~

Dirichlet &fF 2L THE L LTW5, 505G, I(M,) IZAKOEHRZEHTSZ LT

0 ~ 0 ~ 1 0
%I(Mn) - %I%(e)(/\/ln)

= — K 4.3.24
87TGN BTL i (€) ’ ( )

2135*12, 772U K I% extrinsic curvature @ b L —Z (mean curvature)
Ky = hChVang, K = g" K, = V,n", (4.3.25)

TH Y. n, FHEAME EOHEL X N7z outward-pointing normal TH 213, SDHE, [EE #JH Y
DFHE (4.3.5) 2 5 &, ML r = const. THALNZEH 5. n, x ), BEF1=n,n"IZ&>
Tt =—L60 P75, ZIZTnl & M, DIMIIZIEND S & 5ICHLS 72 EEH C & LT,
H>Tr=eDBRAKRDOA—X—T

1 0 1
Kr:e: Mr:ezii i r=e ™~ T 4.3.
e = Ve = o = (4330)
Llhd, o T ,
& n 0 A(’Yn)
S, = ——— K = . 4.3.31
87TGN 8n n(€) 4GN ( )

285, $hbb, —fBDOneRIZELT, S, & cosmic brane D TH 2 513 [107],
ZIZTHRIZn —» 1 OREIS &, v, DRZ 7 =t =0 EOR/N (BE) dhm pm 2725 2
EWIrb, ZNEn~1EEDy, A OFEOESAREAN S, I EER S HO extrinsic

curvatures D b L —ANRELOIZ L5 HEN SHED [18], ZD T &3 cosmic brane A* tension less

12 [(My) 121& En(e) ED CHY HIREENTWAWI & CHE, —/. [(My) 1¥ AdS boundary ® GHY H% &
ATWBNR, T ZTIHRHIZZ ) £ UT cosmic brane @ tensionn OZ{t%# X TH D, AdS boundary DHEFRIHIX
OngGuv|z=e =0 LMo TEMTEL I L ZMHIZHNT VD,

*13 codimension-1 Qi B ~NDOHH %, unit normal vector n,, % H\\T

hy =0, —enun®, (nunt = £1 =e¢), (4.3.26)
CEET D, TIHH hine = 0P D e huwlp 1& g P 0B LIZFEHE S NG L BicE 5. @il -o
induced metric hgp &k, HEHHEAY X*(2%) TRIA M FA XThd L &
09X 9xP
T oz ozb P

DOBRIZH B, TNSEHIHRIZ hyy % induced metric LIERZ & AHZV, —f%IZ codimension-q O HHE D57
B & U extrinxic curvature 1%, EXY % ¢ D normal vectors n(?) % fwT

hab

(4.3.27)

q ) ]

he =60 =3 nn®e, (4.3.28)
=1

K, = —hBh]Vghe, (4.3.29)

TEHIND,
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limit T2 OME I 1272 5 FHEIZHIH L TW 5,
DEDZ NS, n— 1 DOWBEEZESZ & T

o & ADE™)
$a= i o= ST

(4.3.32)

720, Ryu-Takayanagi ARARI N7z,

4.4 Ryu-Takayanagi AXNDEFHIE

Ryu-Takayanagi A (4.2.1) & AdS/CFT XI5 D i #AER O(N?) iIZBWTH D LD ARTH
5, N ZHERAD» S FFTWL & bulk DBRFENOYRIENT, dnr574v 7208y
JUAY Ty b -3 fHEEZ%ZT 5, MEHOMEIIE, xRS T74v 7T R TIVA Y
TYMAE—BPMENEDLS BB TALRZISNITT 5, ZTOMRIL, AEMIZIE bulk D
HREEDO ETRAHMEINZBOMHBOT Y XV VA Y by hpE =585, UTFTH
Faulkner-Lewkowycz-Maldacena {2 & % #ifi [21] IZiR>C. RET T T4 v TZ VRV TIVA Y K
TV hRE—DORFHEDARZET 5,

MEiOFEMICB VT, FAT T T4 v I TV RYITNVAY TV MEE—=AD leading order
O(N?) 0F 5%, K (4.3.2) 25 H S 27 & S ITRIERTD O HHEGE LI 5 BN 7z, XD sub-leading
order O(N?) ORI, REERMT ST 2 Ld LA (1-loop MilE) 7SEL S, Thbb, §HE
T DMDL D HifE % background & UTEFE L T, %D quantum fluctuation (graviton Ay, *
ZDOMDIZDWUNES @) 1ZDWTHEZNE IV, B HGT L OHIFE T, bulk D2 E UL

Z, =e 1Mn)za (4.4.1)

EETD, LTFTIE Z212X5 1-loop DETHIEZ KD D, T OHEIFFEIEMIZIZEIROE A E
COWCTHEET US55 25,

FTEDREBBTHIGHEIIOVWTEZS, LTV IINERRE M, OitE% g, TET,
Z DWFZEHIRE D R WM % Bif & AR S 7 ~ 7 + 270 TRT ., ZOEERE 7 % bulk ® Euclidean
Rif] & WA &0 M, LBl BRI

29 = Ty[Pe~Jo " AN (7)) (4.4.2)

*14 [21] ¥ 357 5 LT AdSs/CFTy SIS % & FHIEDFAS [110] THbhr,
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rFREL, 22T HYXR(7r) 1& 7 % Euclidean BfffE A2 L7z & D bulk @ (—f#IZ time-
dependent %) Hamiltonian TH b, HRF D n 1& HU(r) REREHE g, TRKEFELTVWE I L
%39, %7 P 3 Euclidean OWHIEFETH 5, T I T 1 — 7+ 271 I[ZBT 2 BlER O ¥ % R

HLT. M, EoRETIRE
by = Pe~ T arH () (4.4.3)

BERTHE, ZLRE S
24 = Te[p]), (4.4.4)

YFEED, pp 1Z M, EOBOMRIZE T S thermal state D7 F 1Y —Th 5,

KAT T T4 I TV RYITNVAY NTY hAE—%2RDDITIEn > 1 ICRITER 21T 5 BHER
Botz, TITRA (44.4) BEDHMEEGZ 5, EBE. FIMTHEALAZLSIT. M, 200U g, 1F
FHEE D n > 112K LT, tension K (4.3.11) TH X 505 cosmic brane (4.3.12) % &, L&
UBa 0B iR AOMe U TE#RI N, HoT. n>1IZ2WTIE g, — HMN(1) = pp &
JERE D IZFERSEZINT, ERD n > 11T 2 22 13K (4.4.4) DI X > T well-defined
Thd,

Rényi > bot—id, K (4.4.1) 75

log Z4 — nlog Z{

S, =S5O 4 =54 59, (4.4.5)

1—n

LS B, 22T S IRETHICRD 2 HINFE 5 53k Rényl T buE— (4.3.14) TH 5.
RO STA4wIITVRYINVAY FIY o ¥—DRTMIERR

S = lim S¢
A n—1 "

= — 1im - (log () — nlog ()
n—

on
o . 0 “n N . %Tr[ﬁn]
= — lim =~ (log Tr[p7] — nlog Tr[pn]) — lim (Tr[pl] ; (4.4.6)

ERED, FHIE LORE M, LOBOMmIZET Iy A Y VA Y Ty brE— (bulk

entanglement entropy)

Sbulk —

d o )
My = (log Tr[p7] — nlog Tr[p1]) (4.4.7)

~on
THbd, ZIZTbuk D3R My 1& RT surafce v4 & AdS boundary THEN/ZMEKTH S (¥
441) o ZITHARELUT My DBNZDIE, bulk Dy, D TOREEE 7 %, bulk IZHIT2L 7
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Mﬁ bulk -
S u
sA Mg
g

A  boundary

441 K OATI T4 ITVRYINAYITY bOE—D 1-loop EF#ilE, Bulk LD
DHEZX LT, Ryu-Takayanagi ffifi 43" & BEf LA R A THENMHR Ma 2895
LRMUZEEDI VAV VA Y Ry braE— SR p3E 5SS, 22204 —&— O(N?)
TR B/NHT YT ORLEIZZE D S 7203, backreaction 124 > THIM A(y3™) AHUNE LT 5,

D HEDE IR E U Tl - 72 2 & 2 KL T\ 5,
D7D GO IEE ¢ =0 LB &, & (4.4.6) D IHIFZ, M,, 10 quantum fluctuation
DOFEF 1PV = I(g, + h) — 1(§,) 2T

. aIbulk _ rbulk
oy 2a0Pn] _ ([ DhDeZ—eh

— lim - = lim —ou

n—1  Tr[p] n>1 [ DhDpe~h

= lim d.’Ed+1 <an£blﬂk(§7n; h7 90)>

n—1

B /d$d+1 <E(§ + h, 90)> : 8n§7n|n:1 + <d@(§ + h, @ ang|n:1)> (4-4-8)

— /dxd“d@(g; Ondln=1), (4.4.9)

LE IS, TITEIESARNHYTRETH S, TmEKT2RKOBEIT, HHAEIZDONT
OWEE(G) =0 AW, ZD&EA®D symplectic potential © (ZFHF 2IHIE, XD Wald(-like) T
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vhurE—%52 5% [21]"15,
(ASHaa) = /dwd“(<d®(§1,h, ©; Ondln=1)) — dO(g; Ongln=1)) . (4.4.11)

ZOEMEN D MBI 2RI L U T, BIZIEERIZ (p2R @ coupling HAZ ENTWVWEEHAEM
Y4325, Fur/ o974 v 27Ty Zy7)VAY T Y hEY—OMHEED Einstein-Hilbert
O RENSENZZEEZBVWHT L, 2O coupling FIFHHEAIZIE ¢ =02 LTHEGET LB,
quantum fluctuation ORI & > T CAYT™) (¢?) > 0 LR D FEIHZIZHND Z LW nh b,
X (4.4.8) DE—HILEH HRRAOHFETH 5, 135D off-shell TH B2, X oD%

FoTWw3a, TD7-HERRFZET backreaction %52 1J T

E(g+h)=—(E@G+h,¢), (4.4.12)

BT g—sg+h BT, ZZIThIZOGN) DETHY, TOEHENS n (ZIXEEE
HFELRW, ZhEHAWS L, HHERESEEIZL - T

/dderl <E(g 4 h’ 90)> . 6n§7n|n:1 = —/d$d+1E(g + B) : 8ngn|n:1

_ / dr 1 dO(G + Ty 0n) — Ol (G + P)net,  (4.4.13)

LEEWMRLIENTES, TIT G, & saddle point TH B2 S I(§, +h) = I(G,) + O(h?) &7z
D, I(Gn+h) & 1(Gn) T hD1TROA =X =T8T 5, fit> T, HIILATEI O S KM
A(va) #5235, 78 —THIE, FRKIZ backreaction % 32 1} 722212 B WT y4 DHiEE 5 R 5,
O(N®) O IEDHIPH Tld minimal surface DALEIZAETH D0 5. 15 DD £ 531EH FRsE
D backreaction (Zff 5 RAMDZEI D 25 A 5,

SA(YE™) A g+h) AR 9)
— _ , 4.4.14
4GN 4GN 4GN ( )

*15 Wald =¥ b O ¥ —id, ([EREOENG (I IIMER IS E (R0 RMYYP, R2, ..) 2 BCEIHR)
IZ# 3 % Bekenstein-Hawking T> b ¥ —0D#kiE L LT (Euclidean signature T)

oL
Swald = *27r/ d "y A
horizon IBRHUQB

Epv€ap, (4410)

LEHEIND, ZI T~ i horizon LD induced metric, €, & binomial T# %, Riemann tensor IZ & %
Lagrangian QW3 E. Rypap Walf g, ML TH S & formal IZRMLUTITS., 2oy buobv—F—RtEh
FENERIZBITET T v 7 F =IO 1st law 2729 [108, 109], F72AXIZENDIEHIE, 7 ® U(1) 5FME 2 ME
U CWARW D EEIZIE Wald-like T b EE—2IE N, Wald TY bR E— L AKORAMBFET 5 Z & 2 IKE L
TWw3 [21],
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A EDHEHRTIERE R ICE W22, Z Otz E GO IR FEi % 3 % 72 d counter terms
EEAIZEDBZRERHD, AT 5 T4 v I VRV ITIVA VI A —IZZDHFE S, H
BNng, NIRRT 7749 7TV RVIVAY NIy bR E—-DORETHIIE% finite (2T %% %
R,

PAEDR#MRNRS, ARSI 74 v 7TV RV ITVAYRIY bR E—IZXT 54 —&— O(NY)
(TbbH, OGY)) D 1-loop ETHiEIE. IROFTEZ SN 5,

5A min
S9 = Shtk 4 4(gAN) + (ASE1a) + Se. (4.4.15)

ZOARRFKBE T T T4y 7T VRNV AY Ty O =D 1-loop BFHiIE% EEFHET S
WFi%5 25, ZOFEOEEKFIIHIZIEAH T —HIZB LT [111] 221, M, BFHLEE2ED7
SBEd (RLBWEETHS) strong subadditivity (3.3.20) (a0 22, FEBE. S 1 bulk @
IVRVINVAVIIY PRE—THEPoHONZIINETHZL, T 5ITFED DEHIZTRTILD
minimal surface ¥ EOEATNZRETH S0 5, /i 4.2.27T1F 5 72 leading order 2% 9 2 FiEHA
NEDEEHD LD,

RO T T4y IT VRV IIVAY NIy b —DBFHIENEZIZZLRIOHE LT, HE
GHERIZ B2 R%E 2D (A, BLEL)W-oTIhoZ2+oICH#L7ze EOMERHHRE I(A: B)
T 6ND, KX (4.2.12) TH7Z X 512, holographic CFTs Tld. 2 DD 2D EERHEZ 147 12 i
3¢ leading order O(N?) T Sup = Sa+ Sp BHOID, ZDL SHEHBEIZI(A:B) =0 &
%5, —f. HAFHRE L GOMEROMBEBEBUZEL T, RO —ENLALEADRHSNTWD [112],

I(A:B)>1C’YPAB[Q“’OB]2

—_— - 4.4.1
NI (4.4.16)

ZIZTOypdENETN A B LT support 2R DA T TH D,
i) 29, DR C,,, FHEEREKZAWT

|O4l] & operator norm (F K[

CPAB [OA, OB] ="Tr [pABOA ® OB] —Tr [pAOA] Tr [PBOB} (4.4.17)
=(0a®0sg),,, —(0a),, (OB),, (4.4.18)

PAB

LEHZIND, HHEIE B RE RN I n D& RO 72, bulk THHE L A

*16 = pR%R1X. quantum Pinsker inequality

1
S(pllo) > S llp = oll3, (4.4.19)
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WERLAROMEEE > TWARTNER SR, 202 i buk ODHEBRENETHEETED
5L EDMEERDI L ZEIRT 5, EBE, BRROMAR A L BB+ IC#NZBEIZBEWT, M
AEMEORTMEDEL AdAS il CFT flicifrb., ZNod—HT 5 I LA, D SNT
[113, 114], ZOFERIE, TNZTNDWAROY A X% 14 p. B REOMHHEE ri. HE/NSHRAA
7 —{#HE F D scaling dimension # A B L P ZOHMEBEZE Na L LTz i

VLA T 1) (lalp)
ATRA+3)  ria T

I(A:B)=Na . (r— 00), (4.4.21)

ThHZAoN5,

45 Ryu-Takayanagi A= D—f&1t

Ryu-Takayanagi 272 bulk DRZIZH L TERSI Nz, — . AdS/CFT Mz H W T
i FIREREES 5 75 v 7 R — VRZER EOF TR bulk ORESHEZ 5N 5, TD LI 7%
Lit, RO 574w T VR YTV A Y MT Y MEE—IXRD Hubeny-Rangamani-Takayanagi
(HRT) 2XTHEZ 6515 [9].

S, = min (extaM:aA “i(gf‘)> . (4.5.1)
ya~A N

Z 2T ya &, Ryu-Takayanagi ARDEGE & FHFRIZ, S LD entangling surface 0A [Z¥i % F¢ 5,
A & homologous 12725 & 5 7 bulk ® codimension-2 HiHi TH %, PAET& BB DX, v4 D5
] — 2T ¢ = to ICHIRENT VI RENBENRTH L, FBT T T4 v I I VRV T)VA Y B
Ty REY I, RS ORME L THENE. T5b5 6ARST) = 0 DRIZE > THA SN
57, Z oMM E 45 TRY ., ZO&MEN S HESERD 25513 OHBEPRNDH D
ZEIRT 5, FENRREIZH L TR, Z2O2ARIE Ryu-Takayanagi A% BT 5,

HRT RRDFE, HIAEFTB T F 749 7Ty XV TNV Ay R Ty b —ORENMENE I,
maximin surface’s prescription & FFEN B G126 > T, MEDORW—RDIFLETHE VLD &H
AEHENTWS [35], 72 ZOAROEENZZEFIX, EF [19] Itk > THER SN,

BIOEED (BR) EAFE XY 1283 2 RERX
Y[ X1 > TrXY, (4.4.20)
EHWS LEBIZHRS ., FEMIEAE 9.2.121,

AT WA ANDER 2T LA, 4 OHEEEVWS S TENSISTETLED, Z0LOR (4.2.1) DHEL LT, &
IMET 1373 Wl % 5 2 2 B D B,



4w AAS/CFT MR TV RV ZVAY Ty hrE— 86

WRETIEZOAREZHWTHAR T T T4 I VRV NVAY NTY hAaE—0DFEZITS,
Wi, AT FIC bulk »° Einstein BB S BEEHR S HY, HEHERIZE D o ~ 12 OFIE
ShRE2FZRET 5, BEHEMACITEBMOELENS, #HZ1X Gauss-Bonne T HEROMEM 1

B 1
167TGN

Iop = / (VgR = 2A + g (Ruvap — 4R, R*™ + R?)), (4.5.2)
My,

THEZO6NE, ZOL5RGE. dOT 53749 7TV XAV INVA Y MY b E—IdRONEE

S4 = min

- h(1 + 2)\c B Rinteinsic ), 45.3
o A 4G %\f( + 2AGgBLiint ) ( )

koThEZONE, T THEAHFD y4 O intrinsic Ricci scalar 23 12 & 2 fIERIRZ R L
TWws, ~ROEBBIENEBROAID TSI T4 v 7TV RV IVA Y hIy b —IZlT 25

#il [20, 24 S % B,
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BHE

Lorentz boost S N7=ERDFRDHKOT S
TAVIIVIVTIVLAYRI VB
OE—

ARETIE, FHH O OWMZEHRR (1] 1IZHDWT, Lorentz boost 2% 723 RDFBR T I T 1 v 0
IVRVINVAY Iy b E—ZOWTH UL #HT 5,

HIE TR L 512, JOHEIIB T2V T HEEMN Ty Ry VA b2y O E—0DF
BiE. —Mizzty b7y TORITIIEMGICHETDH 5, HlAIE HAEBREOFEZREIZEHN
% 2 DLAED disjoint REBDRDIT Y X V7NV AY FT Y bu ¥ —0EHIZIE, —fICERRL T
ALK LD DB E KD 2 MBENA U 5, F 7z Cauchy i % R —EMH (¢t = to) UIMTHL - 72
B, BED LV T AED o B THEBRRZEA T U 7R 2 I b hRid e s, L
NUZDEDBRRHIZBENTH, holographic CFTs iZBIL T, AuF I 714 v 7TV R VT ILA
YhIZYbBRE-—DAXZHNSZ & T, &7 bulk DEMPERE LTIV XY IV AV Ty
Y — & IRINA GBI T 5 Z e aRE L e 5™,

AFETIE, £ holographic CFTs IZ 51} % Lorentz boost %32} 722D TV XY TV A v
Py hbopbt—%, HRT AR (4.5.1) Z6H LU TEET 2, I oIZZOMREHNT, —HDEHH
# M Lorentz boost X N7 RIUZ KIS T B ABWREIZDOWTHNT L, 2 DDA R A, B BWHEHWIZ
light-like Z2BIFRIZ 72 2 MRIZ B W CHEEHRE [(A: B) WEEN L THRIT I 215, £
7Rk D Z . AAS/CFT Wit % & 0 —##72 holography & U THLAR U 72 FEAH 0 B 72 35 D B G

LAZOERICEHNS T YRV VA Y hT Y bBE =X, 27T leading order O(N2) T 5,
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o <

X 5.1.1 (£F) —#7% Cauchy B X £ ZD LN R A, HOROETIRE pa X, T E
DETFIRE py OMENEETIIE UT pa = Trs\alps] TEEI NS, #HR A D domain of
dependene D(A) DWETIX, Cauchy Mz LD LS ITWM->THIT VRV IV AV T bR
E— Sa 3Zboiw, (FK) Z0vy b7y 7O VRV IV AY Ry bRE— S 128G
¥ % HRT surface 75,

(Lifshitz-like fixed points) (2 B3 % XU # 9 5,

. holographic CFTs MM B3 3RO LY b7 v TR - 7= fTh%E L LT HEE [115]
X RCFT[116] 2B 3 2 #5eh B IF o d, 72 F CTilkind % canonical time slice & (ZR S 2\
Cauchy 1 EOE#HEIX, TV XYV AY Ty bRE=% MW @8 [117] ¥ F-E8 [118] ©
FEAZAT S BRIZBIN S,

5.1 In holographic CFTs

BOMMIZBITDIL YR YT NVAY MY bBE -, H5HAROE FREIZET 5 von
Neumann TY bRt - UTEHRS N (L1HZHK), TOER. R0 Hilbert 222 E#&K T 5
Cauchy [il. canonical time slice (constant time slice) t = to (ZEZZHE DL WA, HIR R 72
BOHmIZBWTIX, ZThE —HB{bL TEED Cauchy H X _EiZ Hilbert M2 E€&ET 5 Z & H30]
BThd, ZDOLE Y LOHHRIF Lorentz boost 2% 1F 7212725 (K511 ), TV XRVITIA



% 5% Lorentz boost SN RDOFA T T T4 I T VRV ITVAV T b — 89

YhxrvbhvaE— 8, &, Cauchy M X ED A PSDOEHHE A°=X\A % b L —A7 7 b U7
BEFTH] pg D von Neumann T¥ b E¥—2 L TEREI NS,

ZIZITHEEBEDOHAS R AWBEL T, £® domain of dependence™ D(A) WIZE 1} % Cauchy [
DO HRFLTY R TIVA Y PZ Yy bOE— Sy ICHBLLRWI LITERET S, T4bb,
5.1.11ZBWT D(A) AT Cauchy & LT X DRODIZY Z2H->75ETH, ¥ L& FIRE
par 138 LEDOETIRIE pg 2 Hy LOI=ZRVEHFAFCRERBIELBDE LTEELS D,
S(pa) =Try, palogpa (FELSDORY JiZEATEARLE LIRS [120], o T, TVRVYITINAY
FTZYbhobE—%%2% ETlE, domain of dependence % ILAET 543 % (F7-1% Cauchy Hi) D
O HIEE—Db D& BMLUTEL, domain of dependence D(A) % kET % entangling surface
OA DRLED BN EE L 752573,

ARFETH D holographic CFTs IZB L Ti%. Lorentz boost #3272 R2D TV XV 7 IV A v K
TYhob—i& HRT 2R (KX (4.5.1) 2HVTRDZZ e TES (M5.1.1), TabL, BN
MO IEST ZREZZIZHNT, A ZEFUZEES . A & homologous 7B 5 DHEIR (B H
GG, TNoDOHRHTRADE D) EFETNIE LV, BINTIZET AdS;/CEFT, IS IZHWT
fRMTfR 2B L, RIZE ROt AAS/CFT ML THRB I I 74 v 7TV RV TV AY RV b
nY—DERXZFTHUEE R 2175, £/2ZDIME LT, —/D7RA Lorentz boost & 31} 7z
L EDOMEBBEOMEEIZOVWTRGRIZHANS,

5.1.1 AdS;/CFT, D&

9D M RV B 2 RGO ELIZE L TEZ S, iD=z, 9% A, B
DFNFNDUG %

I
!

070)7 Qa= (l’,t),
Pp = (ba 0)7 Qp = (b+7a> O)a (512)

*2 Domain of dependence D(A) &, BWEEMNEUTTLARERVWI LOWHEE LT, TOREBICBE I BEED
MEDN#HE A EOWMEMEY? S —BRICRETE 2 THS (M 5.1.1), Z4id formal (21X, H2ZE B LD
closed achronal set A (Z%}3 % future (past) domain of dependence DT (A4) (D~ (A)) 2. ZINSMUBER
@ inextensible past(future)-directed causal curves ¥ A XD 2 LI BRTORDEALEHRLZL S, Tho

DOMES
D(A) =D (A)UD (A) C B, (5.1.1)

IZE-oTEHINS [119], . D(X) =B TH5 L &, ¥ % Cauchy &5, Cauchy [HEiE% D _LOEERD & K]
FEIZ LD REOHBRERTETE S L S57% (achronal %) ZEMMHETH 5,
*3 ZoMEIE, RT/HRT ARICBIBHRES I T4y 7T VRV VAV RTY bR E—DEHL consistent TH 3,
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5.1.2 LGOI BITIMHNZDEY v T v, Lorentz boost 23} 7-¥0% A IZDWT,
IVRVITNVAY NIV MRYE— Sy 2RKDDB, FZOMENS, HH%R A LHFE—Emt =0
LlzEEINHSR B LOHENBRE [(A: B) 2587 5,

CHLD (B5.1.2 ), BAFO#EGmIE, —MRALEDMD RIZEAL THAEGICHIETE %, bulk DK

721X Poincaré AdSs
o dz? — dt? + da?
2 )

ds* = R (5.1.3)

z

ThHEzo6h5,
Lorentz boost U7z (GH#fLEZ) MR RDT VX VIV A Y Ty ha— S4B T, fHER
723G OERIZ B 1T 5 EHZ2 0D Lorentz AEMIZIERE T L. constant time slice EDO T > &% 7L

ATy ho—ofR»P S EEEHNTE S, $hbb, MEORENS

c la c x2 — 2
Sqa=-=log—=-1
A 30g6 60g 2

(5.1.4)

2135, 277U I4 T ADBEEREE, ¢ld UV cutoff Th 5, %7z Cauchy HH MM & 7255
S x| > |t 2L TV,
—7. 2 D0 disjoint RIEIED SKBEDRDT Y R TNV A Y Ty haE¥— Syp B T,

B OHER®D Lorentz AEMNSIZHH S LTI AW, ZITHRBT I T4 I T VRV ITVAY T
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/
/
/
/
/
/
//
P/
f/-{%
/ B Qp X x

5.1.3 JEEKE ISR AU B IZx$ 5 HRT surfaces, £ & A O 2 @ O OW{E HhHE Ak
0 YRR T, A I EEROMAN S W HASRIEN S,
YhaVYY—0WEEHWS &, Sup 1E 2 DD extremal surface DHEFEDH & L T

((.CE — b)2 _2t2>(b + 7”)27 Sa+ SB} , (515)

SaB :min{clog
6 €

LRkdDoND, 72720 I ZTHRER VM%7 T extremal surface 7§ & LT, 2 DDA E
NTVWEZLIZHERETS (M5.1.3. BLU 420wz S, A& Pa,Qp BV Qa, P %
TN NAEINHAMIAR, BE L Py, Qa BELC PR, Qp 2T NZTNEIAMARTH S, B T7T 71w
JTURVIIVAY RTY hOE—IZid, HRT 2ROLHITH>TINSD S 5 THBEDA/NX
WHASEIRX NS, ¥55DHEOHBEAVNS WAL A & B OMEERICEET 5, FHZTE Ol
& AW CTHERBHREZ KD D &

I(A:B) =S4+ Sp — Sap

2—t2
=lo e (5.1.6)

3% bt/

2185, RELIDOERTI(A: B) < 0 L5354k, BRI AHEOMERI LT,

I(A:B)=S4+Sg—Sap=012%45% LRI B,
ZZTIRD 2 DOMRIZRIUZDOVWTHEZ LS, —D2IFH 2R A D null 122 2ME, £5—>
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X2 DDA HR A, B OMEAED null IZ25MRTHE, TITHRIA—R ey %
r—t=e€, (b—x)—t=ey, (5.1.7)

YEHLT, ThENOXOME2E 2 5%, £3 ¢ — 0DWETIZ, ADEAEZ [4 3¥0i

755 728,
Sa=0, (A — null), (5.1.8)

ERY, TVRVINVAY IV MAY—DHERKT S NN 5, TDEE ST I boundary 12
R UMM 2 55,  SICHEBHREDMR L LT

I(A:B)~ glog% + finite, (5.1.10)

2%, Ih5. AO null E (6, — 0) T I(A: B) =0 %&b, M513C83 340
decouple U7z 4§ DWEIENZ Z DD b, 72812, A & B A null R EALEIZ 72 5 R
(62 = 0) Tl HEHHMEIX log FET 2 Z L2005, THiE 2 DD RD causal BRI
5 L&, FHEEHREIZ X o TH S S ERamHE 72 HHBE AR 22 00 R SR & SO U CHERRKIZ 72 B & iR
TE 5,

iz RY EOARRIEBEREICOWT, AkOXy b7y T CTL &S, 2oL E bulk DRFZE R
BTZ black brane (2.2.21) IZWtLTW5, I T 3WRtENHEGROME % KM L T, BTZ black
brane 1% (2.2.17) & [FRRD L% I\ % Z & T Poincaré AdS3 EOEMANRETE 5 LI
HET 5 [9], 9725, BTZ black brane

—f(2)dt? + f71(2)dz? + dz? 22
ds®> = R? (2) 2( ) ,(flz)=1-5), (5.1.11)
z 2y
(2 U T A
22wkt
wy = |1 — —Fen, (5.1.12)
“H
(= e, (5.1.13)
RH

4 EREZIE, BARSREDEME UV cutoff e DEIIZRDET e 0 KHT2MWREMS,
*5 ZdZ &3, canonical time slice ED#5H (4.2.4) % Lorentz boost 5 Z & THANB, T4bL, t =0 LD
22 + 22 =12 % boost Z#1 (X = cosh 0z + sinh 0t, T = cosh 0t + sinh fz) 5 &

2 X2

=12, T = tanh 60X, 5.1.9
= cosh? 6 an ( )

Ligo THMEZRE%.
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2T &,

R d¢? + dw, dw—
¢? ’

&7 | BT Poincaré AdSs & —33 5, M OMAEM S L U Z OISR DEL D HITH S
2728, BTZ black brane (281 % iR D K X 1% Poincaré AdS; EDOHMFRDOE X & LTk

ds* = (5.1.14)

od, ZITENTNDORZED UV cutoff DRAFRIZDWT, BTZ black brane LD 5L (z,t, 2z = ¢€)

& Poincaré /8y F D
(x) = —eir, (5.1.15)
ZH

Y
Il
™

FIZEIND Z IZFEET S, T4 b, Poincaréd /8y F 525 H 7z UV cutoff 1% x M DAL & IZ
HFET 5, TDIZ EIZIHEREL T, Lorentz boost 227720 R ADT VRNV A v b

[l

AwpAw_

In ———

Z0)e(z)
In [W/g; sinh (g(a; + t)) sinh (g(x - t))} , (5.1.16)

Lok 5NBE, 272 LR AIDOWT Awg oo = e5n — 1. B XOWIEE § = 212y Th 5.,
DA RIBT B R A, FER R AR B & OV R FRME % TV TR (5.1.16) T
x— Ax, t - At LEZHBZNEEN, ZOMREAVS L, HAEEHRRIX.

Sa =

ol oo

¢ sinh (%) c sinh(3 (z + t)) sinh(§(z — 1))
I{4:B) = 3log nb(7) 6 8 Gh(E G — bt )sm(E b)) MY

THAONS, TIHoFRKIZ 2HED null R (¢, o — 0) 25 &, pure AdS; DR (5.1.10) &

I Ui % S\
I(A:B)~ Slog &, (5.1.19)
6 €2

EIHIENNNDL, ZNIFERPARERNITITEFRED UV G IZHERT 57 EZEA 505,

oo Tt=0rEL L, 2WTLBEHER LOFRBEREBIZE TSRO SS T4 v TV R VAY TV bR
F—DAR

Sa = < log Esinh <%l> , (5.1.17)

3 TE

RSN,
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512 AdSg./CFT, DH&

PN EIRTED AdSg11/CFT, Mt (d > 2) WHWTHN 2175, £31d RV EOILBE R
DEZERERZZ X 5, Z1iE bulk TIEERIT Poincaré AdS Rz

dz? — dt? + da? ‘1‘21 —(dyt)?

ds* = R? — : (5.1.20)
IR d %, B4R A & LT, Loremtz boost & 17 infinite strip
A At Az - L
< — < — = — "N< = (t=1,....,d—2 .1.21
<S5 < Bl e = B0 i< =12, (5.1.21)

EHS, 727U L& strip DRI (L - 00) THD, ZDOHEIF. BifiD Poincaré AdSs & FFKIZ
x—t EMHIZ B} % Lorentz boost 2% 2% Z £ T, canonical time slice DFER [78] 725

d—2 d—2 a=1 4 9 /T d—1
L (1 g (X Cpg= T2 (Q(dl‘”) . (5.1.22)
d—2 \ e l d—2 \T(377)
EHEHTED, 72720 1= /(Ax)?2 — (At)2 TH D, TORKNPS, FuTl 774w o0 x0T

VWAV by hobE—0WEZHAWT, X (5.1.2) EEKIZEEL 72 2 DO infinite strip A, B {2
ERCLEER EE: 8

d—2 pd—1 d—2 d—2 d—2 d—2
<>[() O () ) ]
(5.1.23)
2135, R LIOERTSE [(A: B) <0 L4554 M/NITEOHERICEY I(A: B)=0¢&
AR B,
B & FRED 2 DD null MRIZEE L Tl

Ld—2Rd— 1

Sa = 2G N

k’de_2Rd_1

I(A:B) ~ STel

+ finite, (5.1.24)

() (=)

135, ZOANS, HABEREZIX A Dz —t FHIZE TS null ETHEBEL, »2 A& B O
HAIE D null 1272 5 MR T

d—2

Ioxey? (5.1.25)

ERMT DD IND
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iz RV EOATRIBEIREEIZ O WTE Z B, ZD& = bulk IZE 5t AdS black brane

—f(2)dt? + f(2)"1dz? + dx? +Zl 1(dy) 2%

ds* = R? - Cfr)=1— =1, (5.1.26)
z
H

z

ThHEZL6NDG, T2 UHRE 8 = 4“H Thbd, ZDEHEIE Lorentz boost (2B 2 R 1L
TW5 728, HRT A% AW TBUNTE Oz 5T 5,

Lorentz boost U 7z infinite strip A {ZB83 % codimension-2 OB 75 1, y HAIZBIT 5
(L — 0o D) AFEEZZ S &

X(z,9) = X(2), T(2,9) =T(2), (Z =z Y =1, (5.1.27)

& 2 BEOINMRFETDIETNTIANITIAATES, ZOEIZHNT S induced metric

oXH" oXv
hap = ngum (5.1.28)
DI IR 5 1
XIQ_ T/2 -1 RQ
h.. = R? fzz +f =5, ((=1,,d = 2), (5.1.29)

ThHZONB, RELX =9 T'=9L Thsb, xUTIT1vIT VRV IVAY TV b
E— i (X, T) i, HH

X, T 1
e L
4G N

d—2 pd—1
_ L R / dz \/ F X2 ()T, (5.1.30)

B % M R R
SAIX,T] =0, (5.1.31)

AR ZeThHEZONS, 72720 2, (Xl 4§ @ turning point TH 2,
X (5.1.31) 1&. 1¥Rsi%k Lagrangian OMERME L REIE X & T IcBd 2 E B AR 2 M Z
WWiRET B, TZCHEHOER p,q %

1 T
e \/ G ) , (5.1.32)
zd 1 T/2 X2
&
1 X'
— = , (5.1.33)

b Zd_l\/f(lz) _ f(Z)T’2 + X2
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IZEoTEBATS, ZOBBRE X/ T IZOWTHRNT, X/ T' D 2=z, THHRTZZLE2HNS

K‘ D, 4, zx ODFE"?O)Bg'f;%ﬁ
1
2

1 1
q = f(z*) <p2 - Zf(d_l)> 3 (5.1.34)

25, TNEDNATA—REHHROF A X (Az, At) 1%

At 1 [* dz
o = Q/o W, (5.1.35)
0 z
) 1 1 1 1
h(z) = f(z) (ZQ(d_l) - pg) - f(Z*) (zz(d_l) — p2> s (5.1.37)

DERIZD 2, FEIITE 75 = Y5 (Az, At) &, ZNSDBRD N T p,q,2. DI HDERED 2 D
DNRFTA=RIZE>THBIoNG, 7L I DL ENT XA —ROHEBICITHIRA S 5 sIciER
WRETH 5, BlZIEBEMEZ RS 72010 (p,2,) ZHVEEA. T ¢ BERICR BT 5 1%

p<zl (5.1.38)

DHED, X 51T lim,_oh(z) = +00 & 2, D h(z) = 0 DR/NDI & 2B HHEDP S X, W (2,) <0 A
B L THNS, ZNEHENT

2022

2
P> z , (5.1.39)
d—(2-d)(1-(£)9)
2185, HEoTRIA—Z (p,2,) 1F
zd
24 p
4 — <1, (5.1.40)
d—2-d)(1- ) #7
H
DI THEREEZFED,
INGEHWT, AuJ 9749 TR VINVAV NI Y bAE =X
Ld—2Rd—1 Zx dz
Sp=—-—— _ 5.1.41
= / et (5.1.41)

THEZO6NE, 2O EIZBENIZRODEZZ VRV IVA VY DY oY —IiK 5.1.4 TH5EZ 5
Nna,
B ARz, WHR A IZODVWT nulll iR 2Bl -7~ DV XV )V A Y by hav¥—oikE



Lorentz boost TN RDFRA T T T4 v I T VARV ITNVA Y Ty Y — 97

i
ot
It

5.1.4 AdS4 black brane RiZ2I1Z 5\ T infinite strip (ZHL > 7285 % A DY 1 X (Azx, At)
ZXNT R0 T74 v TR YTV AY I bR —, HORVERKTD 5 UFH» S
|Az| < |At| OEIPFHIZOATZ Y XY TV A Y NI Y FBE=REHI NS, M., KbhTIE UV
cutoff DHREZFELFIWT WD

BEVETAL S, TORMIZ ST A=K (p2) TETL, B 2ARCHE-7EE 2, > 0 LD
BB HY T 2, S, ZOEE F(2)es, =1 EBBHS

A 1 241 I
Agf,w 1 dz ”/7 (2(d 1)) P (5.1.42)
1_ 2(d 1) 2(d 1) q
Hd—1 nl d
A dz Jﬁbwlﬂ—w (5.1.43)
1_ 2(d 1) 2(d 1) p

2135, T HICBRA (5.1.34) 2 old p~ g MEON. 72 At, Az FERETH 206, Z ORERR
1 null 2550 R Az /At ~ 1 ITHIGLTWS, TOEEL VRV INVAV Iy bOE—i&

Ld2 d—1
Sam /
2(d 1)
1/1, Z

1 @) 1
d— 2€d 9 d— QF( (1_ ))Zii_gla (5144)

Ld—ZRd—l
T 2GxN

T d
v, iUl = /(Br)? — (A2 ~ I el e R

Ns@=y)
. _Ld 2 pd—1 9d— 2\fd 1T (5 3 _1))d71 - _ded_QRd_l 1 (5.1.45)

LD EIRIT pure AdS Y RIUKER %255,
MHEEHRENTZ VXV NVA Y Iy hOY—OfEMETH L I LICERT S L. HAFEHRED
FEWH =IRTT pure AdS LA UHRDFEVE T2 Z LB ENPD LD,
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5.2 In Lifshitz theories
AdS/CFT SOk —2 & LT, WA & 22/ A D FEE FH i (aisotropic) 7 A7 — L ZE

t— Ntz — Xz, ,§— X, (2 — Az), (5.2.1)

R U CTAZRBEIZET 2R REI N T WS, ZTHiX Z 1k Lifshitz holography & I
ENB*7[30], Z 2T v xR e M OIS %R % dynamical exponent TH 2, Z D
Ba. 7= VRN (5.2.1) BT B IEM IR A7 — IV AR & R o 2 AR S B OB R
(Lifshitz-like fixed points) (XL TW5, HlZIX d =3, v =2 1281} 5 toy model I

= /dx2dt [(0:0) — K(929)?] (5.2.2)

THZLNS, 72720 2 2T k I fixed points ZIRFAII B 137 A =X TH 3,
ZHZKIG T B ESMRIE, A (5.2.1) ITRIG T B R & R o 72 2

dz? — 2202 a2 4 da? + dif?

2
ds® = 5 ,

: (5.2.3)

iZ& - THE X505 (Lifshitz geometry)*®, Z® & & bulk 1251} % null energy condition % i
E3 %L, dynamical exponent D#ifHIX v > 1 IZHIRI N5 [123], FZ v =1 DHE, BRI
AdSgyq 7o THEED AdS/CFT MG ET 5,

Lifshitz holography (& AdS/CFT D (v 12 & 5)1 /85 A —RHLERIZHR > TV, KT Lifshitz
2212 B WT, R — W ¢ = to 285 &, Poincaré AdS 221251 2 Kl —EM ¢ = to & 5T4

—HT 5, [EoT, T8 5D holography DiE\\ % [ 2 IZIXBIRINIZ —H D Cauchy % H 5 B
NdHb, £I-IRETHIMT 5 entanglement wedge % Lifshitz K22 TE X L5 &35 &, bulk DX
AR Y caustics Z2Ff>TUL £ 5728, AdS/CFT MIGDEE L AR THOM G B BEIZRD Z
ERHISNTNG 31, Th5DT & 2EAT, ARG FTHE, Lifshitz holography 12 1 TR
fifi & [FIBRIC I — 2 2 2\ (“Lorentz boost“% % 1F72) MARDOFO T T T 4 v IJ TV RV IV

YhIrvbBRE—%kdD, TNITLoT, KA X THREL 2 Lifshitz holography ~ D7
2195 Z enfifiE NG,

*7 Lifshitz holography IZB3 254D review 1% [121] % £,
*8 Z DRpZEIFWE YD A - 72 Einstein BHHGROM E U THETE 3 (30, H25\\ &, BEHHEGEHZOE D% Lifshitz 5
PRt % £ D & 512 modify U7z Hofava-Lifshitz EHMGROME GT Z L £ TE 3 [122],
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ERTED Lifshitz FE22Z2 50T, #5% % #iffi & FREOD infinite strip (5.1.21) IZHL%, Z DA,
TR L BE A 1

X. T Ld—ZRd—l Zx d
.AZEGa ] — e / del \/1 + X2 — 22(1_V)T/, (5‘2.4)
N N €

1. 20T (5.2.5)
q  2d-1/1+ X2 — 20-0)772’ o
1 X'
== , (5.2.6)
P del\/l 1+ X2 _ 20-v)72
ko TEET D&, HiffiEFARIZL T, NI XA —XDOBEKK
I 2a-n (1 1
B&O
At 1/“ dz
At _ 1 ’ (5.2.8)
2 qJo f(z)Vh(2)
Arx 1 [* dz
= oo = 5.2.9
2 PJo /h(z) ( )
Sy = R / dz , (5.2.10)
2GN e 2(d—1)+v—1 ]?L(Z)
~ 1 1 _ 1 1
— 2(1—v Y 21—y o
h(z) =z ) <z2(dl) p2> Zx (zf(dl) p2) , (5.2.11)

2135, MUNHITD/NT A —X % (p, 2,) ([ZHU> 72356 DA O] R %

v—1 P
A/ < 1 5.2.12
d+v—2— zf_l <4 ( )

THEZoN5, FliZd=v=2DG&IE. INSIXETMIZEIE, Z0E&RursI53 74y

VRAVINVA VRV b=

R Az)?i? 2p?
Sy = log (&) (n =2, (5.2.13)

N e T og(( 152
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fip.z.)
0.5¢
0.4% —_— d=2
O.Sé d=3
0.2;

s — d=4
0.1¢

YN IS S S SN SN L ST ST ST SN (ST SN TN ST SR NN S S St p

05 06 0.7 0.8 0.9 10

B 5.2.1 AT —NVAZER f,a(p,z«) OBUEGHRIZ L BH, BITRE v =2 &MoTWD, AT —
WAZEEERHALUT 2. =1 ERE L7z, BEDRIT d IS LT ER f28° BWMEET 5 Z 220
nbd,

&b, 72720 n IZA R OREFKRA

At ¢? q+2p% ¢
Az ¢ q+ 2p?
= I =2 (5.2.15)
LT Az, At IZIRFLTWB,
I o OflE, Lifshitz XFER S DIFEEE UT, NI A—=XDAT — VA
(At, Az, z,,p) = (N AL, AAz, Az, A7 1p), (5.2.16)
BT AAREEZF>TWS, TIT Az — At FHIZBITEATr —IVAER
At
vd(D, 24) = , 2.1
fralp:2e) = (5.217)

WCHEHT %, ZNEERTTIZEWTHMERIZRNTT 2 &, K20 d 3 £ U dynamical exponent
vAZHEAF L7z O(1) OER [ 12 & % bound

< fimax (5.2.18)

DEHETEZEDDN5 (KM521), ZhiEA0r 574 v 7TV RV IV AY Ty haoE—%
EBRWBERI ROV A X (Ax, At) D5, Ax — At FEIZBWT, PSR CHlREh 2 Z & %
B2 (XK522), ZhiE@EFED AdS/CFT ik TIFMERED space-like 2R IZX L ThE S
FTA4VIIVRYIVAV NI hAE—RERI NI L EXNBNTH B,
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At A At
A t = fv%ax A xv

Ax Ax
CFT Lifshitz

522 HSRZI T4 v IITVRVIIVAY NIV O E—%EHWRER boundary DFEE, #
DROY A X% (Ax, At) LBz, I OFEBIXILP LB TIESLMER At = Az 12 & > THI
BRENTWD, —7, Lifshitz R220HE 1 FI0MARliR At = f5(Az)” 12X > THIRE T
w3,

Z OFERIZ. HoMERMANZ B\ T, Hilbert 28 %
Htot = ®x€ZHxa (5219)

ERZEDE R EDOT VYV E UCREAICARETE 5 2 & 255 U 7254 . Cauchy [Hi% canonical
time slice L TOAERARETH S I L2 HKT 5, T74bb5, Cauchy M L2 At > 0 &7 2N
EPTHDHLEE. TOUR LITHUNDRERD &, ART T T4y IV R TVAY R Y
M E—DE#RE (5.2.18) AHANTLE S, ik Cauchy Hi ED Hilbert 224 well-defined T
XRWZ L RERT 5, LB FEFX R TIXOCHE MR K & 72 % 728, domain of dependence
IZH 12 canonical time slice RN 5™, —HT, ZOMRIZ, —TU EOKEX (Ax, At) 2Fio
2R THNIE, T canonical time slice EIZFELRSEH T VRV INV AV TV b

*9 Z OHEKIF bulk @ causality 55 /5 Z & $H TE 5, Lifshitz B2 (5.2.3) ICBWT, 2z = 20 i ED z — t FHIZH
¥ B b
t=200""g, (5.2.20)

L75%, $7420%, boundary zo — 0 1ZEMN < &, MHEIFRO#EIT ¢ —EHIANLWHES 5, #€-> T, boundary &
FEIZIRTES B MUEEHIT v 18I ¢ —FW LIT/AET 5,
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A4S,
02,
01l
n 1 n n n n 1 n n n n 1 n n n n J At
: 0.10 0.15 0.20
—01}
_0.2:

X 5.2.3 Lifshitz FZ5IZ BT AH0 7T 74y 7TV RV 7NV A Y Ty haE—, Kzl 2
DD extremal surface BHENT WA D, FTOWHKRE SO TI 74 v 7T VRV ITIVAY TV B
ODE—¢ UTHRHTS, 22T Az Z2BEELT At 2T A—RE UTEMAIE, HBORD
YA RIZBS % bound At = f7(Ax)” IZxIGT B M CHifR @RI T WS, Zok EH K
075749 IT VRV INVAVINIY b= 3ERMEIICEES, M. UV cutoff IXFHEL
FlVWTWnWa,

VD ERMEEL LD I L ZRBRLTWS, 37205, non-local 72 Hilbert 22D 73 &% 17 - 7245
#1Z1%. Lifshitz theory E® “Lorentz boost“%47 > 72 RIZEAL T (A LTV X VIV A
VEMIVPIHE—ZERTEDLWVIEKT) & HIRED well-defined £725 Z &P I N5,

ZD&S57% (Ax,At) BT 2HIR (5.2.18) DF, xOTIT T4 v I TV RV IIVAY TV b
OE— Sy DIRZENERDZL LK 523 DL ILkhd, 2oz, X (5.218) THEALHNS
bound DEFRIZH LT, UV cutoff ZZ LW AFKB T I T4 v VT VRV IVAY I Y hRE—
X, AdS/CFT W81 2 null #R & X240, GREICHEDZ W01 5D

AT Cafam U 72 M EEREOFEEIE, UV cutoff 22 LWy XYV A Yy by b —
D (AD) FE1rHELZZ 2 EWH T &, Lifshitz holography Tl&, ¥4 % A, B OfHEALE
% canonical time slice EMAAMZE - 72358 I3 EEHE I BHE TICHEICHERE 25 Z L3500
%*10,

*10 Pl Eoggimid. Lifshitz $#ME % & 5255 U 72 hyperscaling violations geometry (2B L T % FIBRIZAL D 32D [1],
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H6E

Subregion /Subregion duality

AdS/CFT MG Tldds ., AdS Rz e e PG O 2BIZE T2 Z X5, Iz
“microscopic “Z&RCIMEIZ 73S 5 & bulk ORI HHEIZ 1E, boundary D &84 72 SHIRAYBUN
LB eniffE NG, ZOFM % subregion/subregion duality & IEZ, Z ik AdS/CFT xt
IEDEARFIZ, X O EERNRETHLMNIT I 2HNE T 5,

Boundary ® & 2 #3EEK (#8432 D domain of dependence) 259 % bulk DFEEK & LTI,
WX causal wedge & IEIEN B HHIEAE 2 5N T Wz, LA UEETIE, bulk Do 4EEE LT,
entanglement wedge & FEIEN 2GR EINT WD, KX TH ZDVIHGIZN>T, U RT
entanglement wedge (2% 7z subregion /subregion duality (Z 2\W TN T 5,

ARETIE, 7 (44) BiCHEMU AR T I T4 v I VRV ITVA VNI Y PEE—D&ET
FHIEDFER D 5 A L T, boundary D% A Lo =Y ha¥—&, bulk DD %R My E
DHHTY PO E=RELWI &% H 5, RIZ boundary DR RIZKTIET 5 bulk O g% &
L C. entanglement wedge D& & T DMWEIZ DO WTHMT 5, mHEIZ. bulk reconstruction &
ETHERMERICPB TR THVITIERSOMM L, Dong-Harlow-Jafferis & 12 & - TREIH X 1172
entanglement wedgeu b DG EE 1 O FHESREELIZ DWW TGS 5,

6.1 EWIvhbOE—&NLIERIY NOE—
FABIZBWC, AT T 74w I TV R VIV AY RITY hEE—O 1-loop ET-HiIE (4.4.15) H°

S(pa) = Tr (para AGE) ) + S(onsa), (6.1.1)



% 6 % Subregion/Subregion duality 104

6.1.1 HRT surface 75" # &8 & 5 7 AdS K220 & % Cauchy i, Boundary D ¥4 %
A, A°IZEDE T, bulk DHEEE Ma, MG iIZH#EIEH 5.

LEREBZ R, EAD S(pa) & boundary EDEHFR AIZHTAEIT VRV I NAY FTY
haY—, G0N 1 FIXRBHARE, 55 2 B bulk I8 2 BUNHTH S 212X > TR E 722
I EDER Mo 12/ B bulk DTV XY VAV by buE—TH2D (M6.1.1), I
THAEDE 1 FHIZBWT, £ OHIFRHEN v4 DIifi% 5 X 5 area operator A ZH A L7 [124]), F
2 1/N expansion ® leading order Tl&, ZAVUTHALIE T 12 Hfil U T oy BLAY 22/ i 17T O [HI B

Tr (pA4A,4( Cxt)) = “%izfif), (6.1.2)

%52 %, %72 sub-leading order Tld, 4.4fiZ B\ TH N7z backreaction 12 & 2 #iEIH (5.A) H°
AofizgEhtnsg,

A B TIRBIIRGE T 2HEE T TH S, TNERDEDIC, £3 boundary DY 74 & T
REE proy 2525 &, AdS/CFT SHIGIZHE > TZ D& FIREBIZHIE U 72 bulk @ classical 7215 5§
ZENREIND ZLIZEET S, TIZT prot & LTI, bulk A E A7 5 2 15 522 L& F 8
HEHIC & BB EHT XS AR TIREOELEEZMEL T VS, HIRITEZRIE poy = Q) (Q B &

LR TIRMED7ZDIT (ASE ) DPBENEWRIUZDOWTH X B, £z Se. 134540 1-loop I & 5 FEHZHLY
FRWZE & L TAKI T WS,
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O Z OJfAZRIBIZA U TlE, pure AdS W22 & 2 2 BEIFNIZZL L 72256 5, 2o D&
TIREEOHES %, b T 2HHIZ X 5 T code subspace & IFE8*2, BEADREOMIZH, H] 2 XA FRIE
JEiRAE, TFD O b O & 7REBIX bulk 2B & MR E 28>, L0z, ZokS54ud
AR 2 R B IRB L Z DIEREBOES D ENZNIZHIE L T, Hilbert 220 NEBIZ 134
D code subspaces D3FFET 5, holographic CFTs 47T ® Hilbert ZZfDH1T, T4 5D code
subspaces &MU HET WA EEEZK L TVWELEZOLNS, UFTIEENSDSED—D%F
Ay ZN%& Heoqge TR

EREBISHIG LT bulk O RIFZEVREIND &, BHR A ZERI LT, £ entangling
surface IZ7 YA —INREOD Y =M 2w ORI E UT A k£ S, TDLE area
operator A(Y§Y) &, /¢ FICRIELAHEFTH S, ZOLSRHROINSGIZE > T, area
operator X & IR pioy ITHRFLTWVD, £/2Z0IE AdS K EOEFENMRIZIB 27—
RERFHFIA TS 23],

6.1.1 3ZDEEHICH TS modular Hamiltonian

I E LT, B IZH T S modular Hamiltonian

KA:—logpA, (6.1.3)

ZEATD, Ky IZZDOERDPS, BROETIRE pror PHAR A DI HIZKEFETLHHEHETTH
5, Ko 3RO TRE pg ICFLWEHER>TWD, BTREOEHZE Trp=1, p> 055
iF. K OEEEDRE S, Ka &I non-local #HEBEFTH 0. FBlREGE %2RV TEAERZRR
2352 L IIRETH B,

6.1.2 modular Hamiltonian @ E{&l

Ky Ofle LT, 2THS»RGE L U THBRIRERRE pog, oc e PHICEILT A 2 2RICH 72
LEDVEIFONS, ZTDEE modular Hamiltonian K &, £/K%® Hamiltonian H &iEE 3 =1
DRT—HT5*3,

112 modular Hamiltonian O EAERE ST WBHlE LT, RY1 = (¢, 7) EO— DGO

*2 AdS/CFT MIGDOSURTHN D “subspace “Id IEMEIC XM TR HNEEOETH D, Thbb, |U),|P) €
Heode THoTE T |U) + |P) € Heode L IERS AV, ZHIZEEFE L 72 area operator Dififild [23] % S8,
*3 IEHEC IR, AREEREOBRKIKNT F = —log Z(B) #7013,
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6.1.2 (KK BOHGmOEDREBIZENT, #55% A % half planr IZH -7z & 2D &R
B pa. ZOREEREDIE. 0 % Euclidean W & Fd Z & T, B =2 OARIBEIRE L IR T

%, (HB) ZN % Lorentzian KZEIZE S &, pa @ modular Hamiltonian K4 &, Rindler
K n = —i0 12x49 % Hamiltonian (3724 %, Lorentz boost DAk ¥) THR L5,

%$

DEALRIEIZBI L T, #45% A %M O half plane RY,_ ( 1CHl > 2B E 2256 5 hd, Zhifd
Bizik, £ A EORTIRE pa % Euclidean MEHINIZ & > THMT 522 2 EX S, I
A OEEE 0 1T 5 (B =2 ©) ARBEREL LTHRES 2 LICHERT 5, 0 OA IR
IRFBIZB T B R 7 = it & Hamiltonian ORARZ B\ & Z 08 R Rindler IR 60 = in
(289 % RO Hamiltonian H, % H\WT

1
pA = e 2™ Hn, (6.1.4)
LREDZZ N D (K6.1.2), I I TIHOEKE (t,21) & Rindler FEER & X

ds = dr® +r2d0? — ds* = dr* — r?dn?, (6.1.5)
x =rcoshn, t =rsinhn, (6.1.6)

DERIZH 5, > T, KEXIFM: 2483 % Killing X7 hL € &

=0, =20+ t0y, (6.1.7)
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LRED, Wiz, BEH—EmHt =0 Ei2B 1) % modular Hamiltonian 1%

1

KA:27an:27r/

EMT, € = 27 / dz?Lza' Ty, (6.1.8)
z1>0 x>0
&%, §72bb, Ku ¥ Rindler wedge WO R[EFEE flow % 425k 9 % Lorentz boost #%& 7 T®H
% [125, 126].
F PGB R O HADREIZ DWW T, EEOBRREE B 12394 % modular Hamiltonian %
domain of dependence D(B) »*& Rindler wedge ~DILEEHZFIHL TROSND, TRDH,

HPEHUIZ X > TETIREEIZ

le—anTHnU — 16—277114

PB U PRindler U 7 7 )

(6.1.9)

246 5720, D(B) NIZB T % modular low AR T He ZRONIE X0, BlzIE RV E
DJF 5% F10nZ U 7z spherical region B = {r < L, r = Zf:_ll x'x;} @ domain of dependence
DB)={r+t<Lyn{r—t <L}, t=2" % FFRILPLHE X0

Xt 4 CHX?

B
1+2(X-C) + x2C?

+2R?*C*, O" = (0,1/(2R),0,...,0), (6.1.10)

IZ& - T, RY=1 @ (right) Rindler wedge 253 Z AT &% (¥ 6.1.3), f£-> T Rindler wedge
DOFERA S, modular flow @ Killing vector 1

E=0,= i((ﬁ — 2 —12)0; — 2tx0;), (6.1.11)

7, t=0MHl_LED modular Hamiltonian &

L2 2
Kp :7r/ do 1 = " Tho, (6.1.12)
B

2745 [103], ZOMzH R x S EoBIGHEHY. ARELRE, BREIZH 1T 5 spherical
region B ® modular Hamiltonian O BAREA G 5N TW S [127, 128, 129],

6.1.3 modular Hamiltonian & XX

AdS/CFT x5 Tld. boundary D875/ A 12K % modular Hamiltonian K4 &. bulk ®&s
% My 1259 % modular Hamiltonian K, 1& area operator A 2 & 7= IABIRIZH 5, ik
[41] IZHE > TEHT 5,
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6.1.3 (L) EEHHEHOEDREBIZE VT, BRRIZI - 7282 % B £ modular flow (.
() HEE#IZ L > T D(B) % Rindler wedge (25 %, modular flow i& Rindler time 2
ST 5. | X > |T], X' >00HEOAT D(B) 28> Z L ITHE,

FITVRYINAY MY b E— S, &, modular Hamiltonian K4 Q= FIREE py (2B 3

WfrE e LT
SA = —TI‘/)A logpA == TI‘pAKA, (6.1.13)

CEFLZEIIFEHT S, o T, AT I T 4w I T VRV I NVA Y NI bR —DEFHIE
(6.1.1) ¥, modular Hamiltonian ZH\% &

TﬂpAKA):TH<pMAﬂ)%—poMAK@u), (6.1.14)

LRE 5,

WIZHBE - U TOMNBEREZ R 572012, code subspace WD & FIREEDEEZ AL py €
Heode = Py = pa+ 004 € Hoode EEA D, BFREBOEFHITHLT, TURVIAMA IV b
oy —id

Tr(p/ylog p'y) — Tr(palogpa) = Tr(6o 4 log pa) + Trdoa + O(60%)
=Tr(0oaK4) + O(5c%), (6.1.15)
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BT B, 7272 LI I T Trdos =02\, doa =ply —pa THED S, ZDHRIF Jogu D—

RIZENT
0S4 =5<KA>, (6.1.16)

LERED, TNRFT VRV IIVAY NI Y bBE—OHE—FEA TN TWS*[130], Z O HEH»
5. (6.1.14) T3 28H L LT

Tr(éUAKA) =Tr (50'MA (A—FKMA)) , (6.1.17)
2185, ZOMWUNEAL o4 1& code subspace IZBWTAEETHE 16, ZNEMEILT
Tr(oaK ) = Tr [O'MA (/W) + KJ(\Z)} , (6.1.18)

2195, ZZTEMEDRZIFIL, area operator £ modular Hamiltonian 7% pg 12X > TEHE I 1L
LD THBHI L E2KT, ZIH 5, modular Hamiltonian (ZB83 % bulk & boundary @ R B %
LT

A~

. KA. = AYSY) + Ky (6.1.19)

2185, 7272V I, 135 2 T\ 5 code subspace ~NDHHTH 5,

6.1.4 EFHENIY MOE—DOIM

KOS5 T74wv T VRV AY NIy bR E—DREFHHIE (6.1.1) 3 & modular Hamilto-
nian O RCHPE (6.1.19) Z W2 & boundary IZEF ATV hEE—& bulk DT> bbb
¥ — % semiclassial 3l O(NY) OHFPITHEL WZ L 2RE 5, T48bH, 1 loop iEDA—X—T

MIVRYIVAYRI Y bR E—-OHE—EANE, YT b= S(p|lo) = AS — A(K,) BFEAME X
S(ollp) = 0 ZiETZ LB 1 RERTEOIARSZ L ORETHS, FAMHTY FOE—0 2 KROZS R
Fisher IH#ETEZ 5N 5,
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I¥ extremal surface 7§ DALEHZED 520V Z LITHERL T,

S(palloa) = —=S(pa) + TrpAKx(f)
= —Tr (pM A( ext)) _ S( )—i—TI“ |: (A( ext) —i—K(U))]
A A PMa PMa YA Ma
= Tepn, (K47, — K317))
= S(parallons); (6.1.21)

#185 [38]6, ZZTASt OMBEIEDL SRV NS, 2 DORTIRE py,, oy, BFH—OD
Hilbert 22 My, (o) LOBETIREEE UTHKA 2 Z 2 ITHER,

M. Z 0L O(N?) DO EXRORETHIEEZID ANEHEICIETE S, T EIROE T
EZRO ANZARB T T T4 VTV RV ITIVAY NI Y PEE—IZDOWT, ZOBBIEAKX (6.1.1)
THZONDZ L &EELT, Ml xa OMEZ4A (HEE A & bulk entanglement entropy S,
D) PR/NZ2 KD ITEHRT D HEPREINT WS 22, Thbb, —BftIhiztns s

TA4VIIVRYTIVAY MNTY hEE— (generalized entropy) %
S(pa) == min (Sbulk(x‘jj‘t) + (A(Xi{‘t))) , for all orders in Gy, (6.1.22)
Xa"

TEHT D, ZOLIITERS NN x5 % quantum extremal surface L IFE, Z DE
® T T, modular Hamiltonian O XCFELR (6.1.19) 1K (6.1.1) RS DRFETH > 72 Z &6, Fkk
DFMTEED 1/N O A4 — & —12%f U T modular Hamiltonian O X EAR (6.1.19) 238 0 2D Z
EWFB, —H. BIROBETHRIEEZID AND & x5 DMEIFZENENDOE FREBICEKET 5 &
5127 5%, ZOREE, bulk & boundary DHIN T Y O E—Z—fRICIFHELL RS T, EHWPEL

*5 iz, X EHUNHITANOHDAZRE LT, metric DEBH) g — g + §g (23T BT A(X, g) DEME, Sg D
1IROA =X =T
SA(X,g) 6X

SA(X
AX9) 50 4 22 5, (6.1.20)

SA(X, g) =
A(X,9) 59 5X  og

EEITDH, MUNMENDS SA/SX =0 &0 E 2 OIZARS, F 1HIZ 1 loop VRLVDETHIEE LT A8
N3, 4450HME SR,

6 ZAICHBL 2B LT, BEY— VERICBEAMENTY b oY —id, BT OEGEBRCEVT, #A%R A Lo
R A g OSSR 55 2 2SN T WS [84].
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%, Tk (6.1.1),(6.1.18) 75

S(palloa) =—S(pa) + TI'PAK( o)
= —S(pg\‘/)[)A) —Tr (pg\%ﬁ("v + Tr [95\2 (A(") + KJ(\ZB;)}
= S(pi7, lloary)
+ (S5 + Tpl, A©) = (S(o7,) + Teplf, A7) (6.1.23)

RS, EREUERIRED EMEOFRTIE. bulk DR FRESEOE FREZ TIZLE X§ =
XS (p) 12 & 5> THEIL 72 bulk OEAHHI My ETHEBEINTVEhEET, PL—RIaEh
ZEETIRAL bulk DM ETEZREINTWATRERS AW L ICHER, BT, 2o0
<t(p), x& (o) ETEHR L 72 generalized entropy DS TH 5., Fi
IZ O(NO) Tl x5 (p) DEFHD S BIITOHIZMIL T, 20 pip) = pi) THBH S, FBOR;
BN 5, $LERORTMELEDLLEL, pi7) =0y, EBEVEEE. X (0) & x5 (0)
DEFNE—RDES LFET L, FRICHRETOEIMAT S(palloa) =0 BEZ 5.

—# D4 Ix, bulk & boundary DN T Y h Y —EERICE-BL AL D, ZOBEDH
WIZOWTIE [131]) 2 B8, F 72 EmBIEATEHIC X 2 HIEL B TEDR A 200 ANnz#E#iE [24) %

quantum extremal surface y

M, TRV VAV bTy babE—0%E LA (6.1.16) 1Z. boundary (251} % & FIREDEH)
FmZBT 5 EIRTH 5D, TN % holography DIRPUIZHEH T 5 & bulk (21T 5#4F Einstein /12
R2GHTE2, ZOHEHOMEITROBEY THD, Hle U THEHERE p B LT OEIPIREE p+5p
BEEZDE, 2SI T A2 REZEE pure AdS 22123 5 EETH D, Fefferman-Graham #f

B (2.2.22) ZH\WTHRYE %, Ryu-Takayanagi AX%& A5 &, BH—EAI (6.1.16) OAL1E, O(N?)
DA — X —TIIEREDOEINA > 72 MUNEED 2L 6A = Alg+ dg] — Alg) L LTRE S, £74
i1, modular Hamiltonian O3 i, RGO T X)L ¥ — @B &7 >V )L OIRHED
WUNE(LE LT (BIZIE § (Tyo) ZFIVT) BIZEE FTE 5, X512 field-operator XIE& A3 &,
IANF—HEHEET VYV IVOMMHEIX, 2 = 0BT 25 REOES) §g|.—g CL>TRT I LM TE
B, WoT. TURVINAY MEEANE, WL E BT bulk IZH 25 ROEH ZHNTET Z
ENTES, TITRIZEADR A & U TERIRSIEZELS &, modular Hamiltonian D& (6.1.12)
EHWSZEWTET, 52BN F o 2 H\WT, schematic (21

/ Fi(z,2,09) = / Fy(z,2 =0,0g|2=0), (6.1.24)
g B
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CEIFS, X517 Stockes DEHIZE > T, TheAfETmEE LT
l/ﬁﬁhuz(x (6.1.25)
b

2135, ZZTIOE, \3¥JF Einstein HilERE2 52257 VYV THO, bld 15" & B CHEN
7z codimension-1 D TH 5, ZORDED LD 72H1Z1E bulk DRI E KT 6E,, = 0»°
BEFDEMETH D Z 6, #P Einsiten X255 [25, 26], Z OFEHRIE. IL4F non-linear
Einstein A=A (21R) (ZE THEES vz [27],

6.2 Entanglement wedge & Bulk reconstruction

HTET Dk R
S(palloa) = S(paallonrs), (6.2.1)

SRR Y B e —0dEMENE (R (3.3.32) 2ZMTEE. O(NO) T
PA=0A PMs = OMy, (6.2.2)

2135, T bulk OISR My 2B WTHE L 72l & ol 524k, boundary DER4Y
RALOBRBFIREOEML LTHNS Z L2 EKT 5, T70b5, bulk DIDR My LOETFIRE
& boundary DR A EDOEFIREIZE L W #RZ R > TH D, boundary DR A 1272
bulk DAY My THEAZOND Z EDWIRTE S,

6.2.1 Entanglement wedge

Bulk O RA IR IFAEIZ £ 550k 2 K> TWB & & boundary D & % i 43 SR D IH#HIZ
bulk ® & % #H2FEIKDIEWA RN B Z & % subregion/subregion duality & X, #5925 &,
boundary DERFRDEFIRAE py ZEE LIz T2, TNEMWNEETIELTE25L5 7% (F
B 7 bulk #i52 K D) RTOETIRE pioy DEESEZEZEZX T, T1 5 D bulk (2453 2 875 fHis
% [ % A DIER pa DAIZE > TIRESI NS THBEFEZD, TOEKT pa LA
72 bulk OFEEIL “dual of density matrix pg“& HFHN S [34], Z1iE boundary DEF R A 2
B 2ETIRE py 2T, bulk O H 2 HEBLOKFZERZ O EOEFIREE, RATEAE . MBS
ERBEILTEDLILE2ERT D, BRRADVALTH->TEH, pa DR DZHSHIE, —BITITAGTE
7% bulk OIS H 2T 5,
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€a

—)

Cauchy surface

RT/HRT surface

6.2.1 Global AdS K#Z2iZ 5 1F % entanglement wedge, Bt ED 4% A @ domain of
dependence D(A) 12X LT, bulk ® entanglement wedge £4 = £(A) BHJIE3 5, Entangle-
ment wedge €4 X, #872FR A & RT/HRT surface TH £ N 72/LE D Cauchy mi EOFHIE Ma
IZRLUTE(A) =D(My) TEHESIND,

ZD & 5% bulk DE S HEIEE U T, L4 TlE entanglement wedge & MEIEN 2 FHIEAYE 2 51T
W5 [34, 35, 37], Z Z T entanglement wedge 1%, boundary D738 A (L7138 IR pa) 1T
U T, extremal surface v§* 2» 5 % % bulk OZZ MR M4 (239 % domain of dependence
D(Ms) ELTEHEINS (X 6.2.1),

Ea = D(My). (6.2.3)

Z & bulk 1281 % codimension-0 D FFHIRTH 5, U FTIEIN%E £4 THKRT, ZHITHIHL
T. boundary TiZi45 % A ® domain of dependence D(A) & X 5, §74b0b5, entanglement

wedge 125D < subregion/subregion duality i&. Z 15 OO R
D(A) & £(A), (6.2.4)

ZERT D, M., EA ITDWVWTdH S Cauchy MizHl>7z M4 % entanglement wedge EIERZ &£ %
W, KB (7) BTIEEHES My FORMFRIZEL Tl %,
BAUF Tld entanglement wedge {2 & % subregion/subregion duality % %9 2 HEEZ LT\
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5, ZZTlE—H, entanglement wedge (ZBR 5T, —MIZH DR A O dual DR & 75 5 HHi% %
Ra TKT,

IR ARG OHERICEA L T, H5HMoRE T & IXE2 584 %D domain of dependence
WELWESIE, 206D 2 DDHDRIFTERICFAUERER > TWS I LITHERET 5, EE 20
LERFOERFRERPHEFIE, MGORFREXHEFOI =X VIKMFRIZE > TEES, /o
T. boundary Ofi5r % A & XHIZ7 2 bulk DI R 4 1%, domain of dependence % 449 5
BRI UTHE—IZRBDBEND D, £ L TERRIZ Entanglement wedge 7% Z OPEE Z 7z L TV
23R GIHENDSNDG, TRDE, boundary DRI D(A) = D(A') &7 2 D53 %
A BEATZE E S DT V1 — 3B entangling surface 1 A DENEED S RNZDIT

MR D LD, D & S IT entanglement wedge 1% boundary @ domain of dependence {Zxf L
TEZHINTVWD, DBETE—MEEZLDTIZ, DA) 2R LT, TR AT
entanglement wedge €4 2% X %, Bulk O Ry HHIZDOWTH, boundary D53 5% A OIF
WA SHELTES bulk DEKRFEHEE ULTERIND Z 06, £DOMHIEO domain of dependence
=B LRI NIER S5\ (Ra = D(Ra). Entanglement wedge 73 Z OMWE %5723 Z & 12 D

EE PSS NTH B,
Ea=D(En). (6.2.6)

RIZER 5% A DPMBDERD % B IZE&ENTWSEA, bulk DK Rp 1. Ra Z2BATWRITN
WXhokh»w, ZThEBOETREEZ NV —ATURNTHZLTADETREZEONSGZLPSH
RBRBEHTH S, Z L THEBRIZ entanglement wedge DAV T ADREZEIZHENT Z OME % 72

TIEMWRINTWVWS [35],
ACB=E&4CE&B. (6.2.7)

F 7202, boundary OB R A D3H3% B L XD 505X, bulk DK Ry & B EOZE
fLIZE > TREBEZZITEIRETIIRY, TOEFEIT Ry & UTHRERRKRFEIZHIREZ 525, F
BX. entanglement wedge 13 Z DHRZ {723 Z LR SN TWS [34],

ANB=0=EsN{JT(E)UJT ()} = 0. (6.2.8)

727U JTEN(X) 1 bulk (281 2K X OREKAREK BEK) THH, X O&IcL->THE
BEZI5 (525) HRERT,
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IS DiEmIZ & D, entanglement wedge (ZH877 R DRI & U TOMESRM %2072 L TW
5 Z o7z, i entanglement wedge 12 & B A Z L FFd 5 K 0 B 22 B D — D
EUT, AR I 749 0T v Ry TVA Y Iy bR E—IZET %5 RT/HRT ARXME T S50
5, ThERZ7:-0D1Z, FTEALTHEIRADLOBFIRE pu 526N &, EEDES
NHBCAIZDODWC,, TRV VAV Ty haE— (von Neumann T ha¥—) Sp %
KD2 T EMWFEIANIEFRETH D Z LITHERT 5, THld bulk IZBWTIE, G 2BHFICRD
codimension-2 surfaces O 'y = {v5*|B C A} DHIMDOERER/2Z L ITHST 5, o T. &
0% A DWERIZHINT 2REDOMHEIKIE, DR LETH Z2HEATVDELEZDLZLNHARTD
%, Entanglement wedge I& Z 1V & B 5 2Zii7z L TWE*7,

THoIT, BB UMY T Y Fu ¥ —I2 X SREHH DO —M (6.2.2) &, Ra = E4 ZHRARIZE
I Tnad, M, ZOFRIE 6.3HIZB T 2FHICE VT ARERIZHAVWS NS,

IS DHEMNS, boundary DEBSF R D bulk O R HEEK X entanglement wedge TH % & & X
5Nd,

6.2.2 Bulk reconstruction

Subregion /subregion duality O &EIE T 2858 % K D AMICT 572012, 2 2 TR MR
flod2HAEK EOEBETFZ2HWT bulk OHLIHBICB T2 FAMEAT2EFERTI L %
2D, ZTNIRBIETIIRR 2 R HIEPREINT VWS D, LN TIEERERN R HiETH 5 HKLL
reconstruction[42, 43] IZ DWW TR 3,

AdS/CFT W DEARFHD—~DTH 25X (2.4.17), T2bb, LELHHMHRD (single trace) HE T
D 1 ;% B & O normalizable fields @ AdS boundary 1285 1F 2 ED X GEFRIX. AdS boundary
MNiizs1r 5 (EHHGRD) HEFELTOFERE LT

lim 2= 2¢(z, 2) = O(z), (6.2.9)

z—0

DD NLDZ L &RIBT B (“extrapolate dictionary“)[132], Z DXFREAFRZ bulk O AEIZEE L
. bulk ®FATEHE 7% boundary DHE I L > TRT I L EF R D 42, ZDdIL, £7

T ZD T4 25612 LTEHE SN/ domain of dependence D(T" 1) &, RT/HRT surface 7 MHlEH %8 2 T8 47% &,
entanglement wedge O —#i L 2 EHLTHMBIZ RIFERTILMWH D, TURVIIVAY NIV bEE—DHF
DAMOIE, E4 TR D(TY) & Ra Ol T2 dFEZ NS, ULPUIRETHRT D LI, ZOU“D
HITAZAET D HRMERIL, pa 2 S AHURAMOEREITIET 5 2 2B FHRIND (2], ZHIZBES 21T
[37] 25,
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normalizable fields ® boundary (23} 5/l %

¢+ (x) = lim 2 8¢(x, 2), (6.2.10)
TEHELEE X2, ROBMERER
o(z, 2) = /B dy K (2, 2 )b (9), (6.2.11)

7B K (2, 2;y) 2. ¢(x,2) BT 2 bulk DEFHLFERNZ2HNTRkDB, 2D K IF
smearing function & IFIEN5*®, Z @ smearing function % A\ T bulk O JEArEE 7%

b(x,2) = /B dy’K (z, z,9)O(y), (6.2.12)

TEHT S, ZOHEZELNX, bulk ORFEE T2 LPGHERD “smear“S 1172 non-local 7%
RPICLoTERES, ZDLDIZ, semiclassical 7 bulk @ fluctuation & U THN 2 {iiEE 1%
boundary IO B TIZ & > TR 5 Z & % —f#%IZ bulk reconstruction & FE.R, Tz HWS &,
#Z1E bulk 12 B 5 2 sUHBBEEU

(d(x,2)p(2', 2') nag :/B dyd/B dy' 'K (z, 2 y) K (2',2'55') (OW)OW)) gr - (6.2.13)

& boundary OIILGHERIZH 1T 2 2 SMHBIEEIZ K> TRI N B,

ZZTCHEERMIE, K £ UTboundary @ (£IKTix7% <) —#H DK LIZD A support Z2HKiD %
DEERDZLTHB 42, 43). BIAIE global AdS FZ2 5t LT . bulk ORFFEE FARA X 4
T\ 5 fid 5 space-like 72 BA{RIZ$ % boundary DFEIK EDOATIHEY BI1L4 5 k512 K 2K TE
5, ThzHinro s e, —fiZiE boundary D3R A EIZ support 22 K (ZX > T, bulk ®
causal wedge Co IZEHENT WS FEf#EA % HKLL ® AIETEMEKTE %, Z Z T causal wedge
Ca &lE, BR ED D(A) L OIFEHWOR D ELD 23A[EZR bulk O/ HEK & L T

Ca=J (D(A))NJ D(A)), (6.2.14)

TREHZIND (32, 33], §74bH, HKLL reconstruction 1& causal wedge (ZJ& T 2 a1 D
MEEEEZTW5,
ZDFERIZ. D(A) LR E A7 bulk DFIgIEA < & B causal wedge C4 ZEA TV

*8 2Nk (2.4.20) 12BN S bulk to bulk propagator Ko ZEA#TH 5 Z L i2EE. Ka 1 non-normalizable
modes (23 U TEHE X N5 — 15, smearing function K & normalizable modes iZ%f U CE#H X 15, normalizable
fields i¥ semiclassical 7% bulk theory D2 € — K & U T, bulk OEFEAEFIZHY T 5,
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6.2.2 Global AdS KfZ2dD Cauchy M k. TH 7z Causal wedge Ca & entanglement wedge
Eao AR A L UT 2-disjoint intervals A = A1 U As > TW5, I(A1: A2) >0&7%%
EIIZKRELHAREIE 722 £, entanglement wedge I causal wedge & LR L T bulk D%
HWEE->TWS,

XRS5 RN L2 RS 5, FEHE, entanglement wedge E4 X 12 causal wedge Cq Z &8 Z
LAHIBNT NG [35]. — . ShdORIEEIC BT 3 L IZH SR, E4 £ Ca L7 5 HLEI
il U Tk, 2 D0 disjoint intervals 22 5232 A = A U Ay IZBWT, Ay, Ay 2+
RELHSIGENEIT 6N D (4.228i2), Tabb, MANKKRED (A : A2) >0&4kbL
£ qqt, B2 OOWNREESIBIZA D, Cy L HELT £4 ORI bulk DEBITET 5 (I
6.2.2), F7z causal wedge ¥ Z N HEH D domain of dependence & —fIZI1Z—ZL 22\ [36], #E-
T. causal wedge E{&1Z bulk OXFEKDER & L TIRAHE Y TH 5,

Z N Tld entanglement wedge (28517 % bulk DFEFEHE I ED XS ITHBER I WD, Th
B U TIRBUEREA IR I NTE D, BRARAEPREINT VWS, FHZEFIRDETIERSZHW
Toikam 2 o1, entanglement wedge £4 EDORFTHE T2 DI A LOEHEFOAZHWT (HEL
FIZIE) BRI TE 2 Z L DSEEH S vz [41), 2 OFERIE subregion/subregion duality 1231 5 &
JIllDFEK & U T, entanglement wedge %% 2 B Hi 722 BPWD—D LR >T W5, RETIZZ DH

*9 7272 L. causal wedge ® domain of dependence D(Cx) 1. I DEHEH S IHEM L U THRA S NN T LITHER,
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REREIIZDOWTFEL < BN B,

i, RUHID modular Hamiltonian (2% Bl 9 % R A ¥ O FME L & U T, modular Hamilto-
nian (29 2 XOE (6.1.19) 6B 505 H 5 —~DDf. T2 5, entanglement wedge D/
Fri{ 8128 U T modular Hamiltonian OEf A% bulk modular Hamiltonian O/EfH & —34 2 Z

EEHAWDSEND 5,
[Pbutk; Ka] = [@buic, Knry]- (6.2.15)

Z D HFE X entanglement wedge P D B ATHE 1% 4 FIZRTET % area operator A & 12
space-like 12725 Z &M 545, ZDR &, bulk ® modular flow (ZBI L T RT/HRT surface »3
bifurcation surface 272> TWBHEEZH WD & A5 LORFEAE - ZLELERIZE T 5
modular Hamiltonican K4 & &Lt niE7e oW Z e W0 h s, ZOHEREZFHLT, 2250
X $ % RT/HRT surface D2 Xl BITAFET 2 WA %2, LIEGEER O D A0 S Bk
T 5 HENEERE I N [133], Z1id HKLL reconstruction & 5272 0 bulk O el & DK%
AW WRPRETH 5, F 72112 modular flow 2 AWz ke U T, #8432 spherical region
72 £ DHE121E HKLL reconstruction 73 A LD F-0 modular flow s 1273 - 72FE 5

o(z, ) :/ds/Adjd1K(x,z;7,s)0(7,s), O(F,s) = U\ OF,0U(s),  (6.2.16)

LR Z 0P S, ZOXNE ORI (HI AKX EFLD 2 disjoint intervals) (ZHE5R L T,
k2 modular flow (2 & > THEHHEF2E&HT 5 HENREINT WD 38, 134],

6.3 EFRYEIEFS L/ T BEKRER

Entanglement wedge €4 EORFTEE 7%, 2R A LOEHRE 7D A% H W] S 0D FHET
(B ZIER (6.2.12) DX S RILT) MK TED LIREL LS5, TOREE, RITHBRD LS I2—H
UTHIE LRI B Z R [39],

Boundary O#53% A, B 2% X$5 (ANB #£0) £5IZHD . ZNZFND entanglement wedge
EA L EBITOVT, ZNHNEXT BHH DM X € EANEp DRATEMET ¢(X) I2DWTER B
(5 6.3.1), HEDS, ¢(X) WHIR A BOELSOHEETOMIL > THHMRARETH 2,
THE, $(X) I AL Bzl 54K AN B O Hilbert 22 Hanp FOEHET DD O RK X
NTOVRITNER SR, & 2AD, —fRIZIE X ¢ Eanp BB X BFEEL, 2OXI B ED
R T 1E AN B LOERTOHRH S EFEMETE R0,
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6.3.1 Bulk QRFEETOHEMKICET2FE, (£H) X € EanNEp LORFTEET ¢(X)
i¥. boundary D#NR A, B ¥b 50 LOEHKE FIZ L > THHEMBRARTSH ., T5& 6(X)
2R ANB LOEEFICE > TRINTVWBRIETTHEH, Eanp IT&>TE X ZHREAK
TERWV, () X € E4NEp LORFEET ¢(X) 13, AUB, BUC, CUADWVTHID
HMARICE > TLHMRTRETHEH S, ZhSITIBET S 3 5 {p1p,ps} LOHBETIZE -
THEEDITTHS, ZITAB,COMNEEREKPTEIMZEIRESES L, HEORERD S H7z
72 3 5 {plphyph} FOWHTIZED G(X) OWMKERS, L2508, ZHASHIHD 3 MO’
CRRRIET 2 1 MBEN 0. o(X) RS NERN Lith b, M EORERIE
entanglement wedge % causal wedge ICE X THK D LD I LITHE,

BRI S DD HEIFIZ L > T, @IS AN B DFERDOADS X EORFEE % HBKTE 5
LREL LS, LALENTS, K OBIRARRIEEZ S Z L THITISNAVFENEL S, 5
E32DHAR A B,C 2K 63104 KD IZHD, fHED7ZOHI1Z bulk DHLAR X IZDOWTEZ &
5, ZDEEAB,COVWTNOHHRIZE > THHMTIE G(X) IFFEMETE RV, FEZD 2D
DD ZRDMAGDE AUB, BUC,, CUA THEEXAETHD, 20 3@ DMAEGDLEIC
1389 % boundary DKL, TNZTNDHF RO AU OB UIC = {p1,p2,p3} DATH 5,
H>T. (X)) IZZD 3 M EDHBETIZ &L > THEK S WA T NIER S 2\, T2 THEZREBN R
A, B, C'%, D A, B,C #HHTALEIFAEES DL UTER, FkOHMZEET
ZET, SEIE 3 O0A VOB UAC = {p,ph, vy} EOWEETIZE 5T ¢(X) EFHERI T WS
Zeizb, UL {p1,p2,ps} & {0}, phph} DB IIP 1 HOIBER S S ELS ., foT o(X) IF
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W72 5 boundary DFEE EDHE FIZ X > TEHBR I NBRNWI LIZHE->TLE S,

DA E DL entanglement wedge (ZBR 5 3 causal wedge % I\ 7= FEREAGIC B L T H EIRRIZYS T
TE B2 LICHERT 510, Causal wedge (2B U TIZERXIZ HKLL reconstruction (2 & % R A
HEETH L5, TN DFEIFDHEHEFOHERHEATRETH S &\ S RER, B & 75 % #8735
% entanglement wedge (ZH{ - 72 Z LIZHERT 5 H D TIEAR,

FNTIEFEZEDLSITMPIINEZDD, TNoDFENELZFEKFIE, BEBREIZEWT W
(ZNZENDEDRIZE > THERS WZEHE FRIARTRA—-DHDTH L] LW HREICHET 5,
FITIDIREEZMEL T, TNTNDOEH D RIZL > THEAINSFIHEETFIIZTNTNELLEHD
THHD, NRLBRIEFIREADEHIZOVWTIERAIUTHEEZ LD, HIZIEX 6.3.10%ED

VN>
G4 |®) = dpc |®) = dca|®), (6.3.1)

Lo TV bulk DREFTHEAEFRIFELRCERI NS, T I TRRE @) 3 RIFZITHIGL
7= code subspace Heode 2B EFNDEEDIRE |P) € Heoge ZRT

O &S ETRECREATEAE X, 2 rERERICBE T 227D ETIERS (Quantum error
correction, QEC) 28 W Tkt 115 code subspace $ & U logical operator & [A] Ui % > T
WEHH, 2 T CIRICE TR D ATIERSIZ DO W CIRISHN T 5,

6.3.1 EFRYITENS

BTHVITERS LI, 2R TROE PIREE I OE 7R LIRXT 2BV 2 HEF 4 21
$2TT7—%EWTH7-HOOTONANTHD, ZITHRICZDOLS BT I —2 LT, AdS/CFT
SIS DHRIZBIR S 2RO IR ER (L —ZAT T M) IZDOVWTEZX LD,

BARBIE LT, RO 3 ¥R (qutrit) & IREE

2

) = Z aili) = ao|0) + a1 1) + a2 |2), (6.3.2)
=0

R EE (CPTP B48) 12X o CTHGE T 2 RWMEFZ R 5, Z I TR OREFECHERE X, BAARK
IR {a;} 7, DT L RIET, HEHEMIZ OB REEZHAVTEELZTO &, HEFIZL- T,

*10 Fzpx . RIZEER B quantum error correction & OREMNEIX, FHIC causal wedge EOFREFIZIH DV THME hiz
[39],

*11 AdS/CFT o Sk T semiclassical % bulk {5 % K- 7z B FIREEDE A % code subspace LIERZ & {FZ 22
Hikd 5,
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BlzIE 2 >OHEEE flip HB L5 BT T — (|0) «— |1) 12 & o TiL L IFRA B HHAZ T FH T
BHRINTUE DAL DH S, 5F A TVBHERBERIZEL TIE, 1 DD qutrit TIEZH £ LKk
DR L T2 HRPEDL LR B>TULE D, TITHBOMAMNZ EIF 572012, @O ETIERS
O7u NIV EHCERBENEL B,

dTHLAR SRR IC B 1 2R D ETIERS Tl JtE 72218 (bit D) & F—DREEHHEL
THEE, TNOH %2 —FITHXT DL TROERZMINT 2 ZEVARETH 5, & I AV E TIHHRE
MCIE, BETEHRAEEEHESGET 2720, RNTHZ - BOBETREBIZOVWTED I —%FH
52 LIXFEHEKIZ A ATRETH B (No-cloning theorem)[135], #t-> T, dlEHEHO T F oy —
LUT, B e HIREEEHHRT 2 HIEIEFHTE RN,

I CERTEHRMEmRICBI 2R VETIER ST, meahbd8&HRE%Z, X D KE7% Hilbert 2]
HWOIAD Z & THIROMANEZ M EXE 5, FIZIXETIRE (6.3.2) DD DI, 3 DD qutrit 2* 5
1% % Hilbert 72 Hioz = H1 @ Ho @ Hz DR ZER Hioz DT

) = Zai i) € His, (6.3.3)

BER D, T THHZEM Higs DEIEA

0) = ;7:q000>—%y111>-+1222» (6.3.4)
1) = 7:(\012> 1120) + [201)), (6.3.5)
2) = ;Z§qo21>-%1102>-+1210>x (6.3.6)

TREFELR, £7200),]1),]2) & qutrit H; (i =1,2,3) DEETH B, Higs (1%, 5D Hilbert 22
MPERMIZHEOAENT WS,

B IREE (6.3.3) WS &, 320 qutrit D5 HENA 1 2L bNTHZITFHTROETIR
AEEICTE S, EBE, FIXIE3EFEHD qutrit 260N T, ZIFFMNX 1 FHE 2 FHD qutrits
Hio = H1 Q Ho ICUDPEEZIT AR VWEREL LD, ZDEE Hig LOI=ZXVEZK U, 2. IR
DIED AN A

Ungy @ |01) = [12) = [10) = [22) = [02) = [21) = |20) = [11) > |01), [00) > |00), (6.3.7)
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ko TEHETDI L, TOEMICE > TRIEEIT

Uty ) = 1) ® Z=(100) +[11) +[22) (638)
LEMT S, Ik ) ITERESELIET
~ 1
Uasg) [¥) = [¢) @>;7§(|00>—%\11>-+!22>)7 (6.3.9)

0, 1 HEO quirit (ETFIREE [¢) 2EETE S, MR Ugs), Us 2163 22T, o
qutrit DERERK L 7ZHETHLT OB REEZE LIRS, 2o halizk-sT, T
O 1 qutrit OEICET 2R PV T ERN S ER I NI LItk 512,

ZDOEDIZETHRVETERS T, ieas& HRE%Z X Y KE7% Hilbert ZHE DIt €5
ZeT, —EHIFEDOL S —IZHTHEROMANZTS, &7 s ETIRED Hilbert 22 (X v
—UR) X LY KRE7Z Hilbert 22 (AJIR) OIAZEME 722 L5 ITBERERTHRIZE ST
MDA FEND, ZOMDIAF N %M % 520 (code subspace) EITFY Hopge TEY ., LD
#lTix, D [¢) 2EL Hilbert B A v —Y %R, 3 DD qutrit IZ & % Hilbert 22 Hiaz DA
J1%. (0), (1), |2) HYIE B #8422 Haas Y code subspace T 5.

ETIR, BETR0TERSICEII 2B TREONIGISEH U2, MIZAy -V R EOHBET
DANRTEDESICERINDEDEEZD, AvE—VRIEIFEEMICERIZHEOAENTNED
T, FEEMECA Y=Y RIIBI2HAE T LRI UEAZ T 2HAETREET DL EIEHS M TH
%, ZITCHERMTI, ZOFFTEMETRIEINIER B —-BNTIERVWEWVWS 2 THD, Z
NER57-012, EEROERKFIZBENT

3
=3"04i1j), (03 = (ilOl5)), (6.3.10)
=1
CHERTAA YR —VRDEETE2EZZ S, IROKFS2EM EOEE 7

O~(12) = U(le)O(l)U(lg) on Hio, (0(1) =0QRIR® I), (6.3.11)

12 R BT TERAE R, FPOEDSNZHEANO TS — 126 LU CHEBE2MEET 2 70 b2 Th D, ZNidmiL
Re LT, 2TOEHREZIFVPEELZGEIIHEROELHED L S RHETERARIZRD Z L0 oWoNTH
%5,
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H,

IR

String holo.CFT
semiclassical code

6.3.2 AdS/CFT Mtz &1 % Hilbert 22 D,
ZHWD &,

Otrn 1) = Uiy (O10)) © =(100) + [11) + [22) Zojm (6.3.12)

YIRY, Ave—YROEET O LIHUEHER DAY Oqg) 2 M E5EM EICHETES, 22
AN, FRRIC Uy, Uz 2 AVWTERE N Onsy, Opny IK2WTH O LHUAEHRZR>TW
3. TSI Hay, Har LIT support %Ko 7R B2 LOMEFTH S, SOk KK
522 E OB T % logical operators LIER, bbb, Avv—VROEETIL, FE52EM LD
logical operators & U CTHED 7 5 support (2 X B KRB FEZF>TED, 2OZN5D Heode
FoEREBICET 2 ERIREIC T 5,

0(12) ‘¢> = 0(23) ‘w> = 0(31) ’1/J> R A |¢> € Hcode- (6.3.13)

6.3.2 Bulk Reconstruction Theorem

BTEVTERNSICBT 28R (6.3.1) X (6.3.1) & OMITIZ, S 2% Rl7Z8 5,
ZOHRFEIZED VT, AdS/CFT Mtz 81} % holographic CFTs ® Hilbert 22D 5 5, i BLHY
7 bulk FOERTREL L TREZ2EDOEEBLVZTD EORKEAE X, BEFRVITERS
WZHN 5 code subspace & logical operators & [A]l — D& 2 K> TW\Wad & WD ERVEREI N
[39], AdS/CFT MtDJEHIZ K4, semiclassical 7 bulk =@ Hilbert ZZHIFFREMHIZEL 5T
holographic CFT @ Hilbert ZZH O EAICHDIA TN T WS (K 6.3.2),

Hbulk semiclassical = Hcode C Hholographic CFT- (6314)
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INEFETEVETERSDOSETIE, bulk IZH1) % semiclassical 2B %E X v —Y R, HR LD
holographic CFTs & AJJR & R L 72 Z L1249 5,

U EDOFKMIZE D WT, entanglement wedge £ O FFf#EFA 7% Mt 3 % boundary D432 LD
HETZHOTHMKTEZ 2 Z LDIEAM TONZ, T72bb, €4 @ Cauchy i Ma IZHEENB(T
BEOWET dp, 2R LT, MOWE LM THOR A LOBEET O BEET 3,

Vorr,, 304 € L(HA) sb. dar, |B) = O4|D), V|®) € Heode (6.3.15)

BAF T3 Dong-Harlow-Wall 6 D/ [41] 12> TZ OEHOGEHZ1TS ([39] $&DZ &),
M, LT OEE S K02 DFEIE. AdS/CET St ITAKIL U 720, i c &7 12212 28R TH
%, Tk AdS/CFT xHGORIUTHEFT 2 Z & T, HiERER (6.3.15) DFFHABE S5,

T 1. RO Hilbert ZZEM H IZBT 2T VYNV H = HaA®H A & T DD ZEM Heode T H
%%%—éo Hcode 0)5: M ‘/}l/ﬁc: cl: é%/‘j‘—\‘ Hcode - Ha ® Hac 7b§\ {?’C%@%%){ﬁ% ”l/)> 5 |¢> S Hcode
2 LT, IROME

Pac = Oqc = PAc = O Ac, (6316)

EiG7-9 EINET B, 72720

Pac = Tro [1h) (¥
pac = Tra|Y) (Y

‘ y Oge = "Trq |¢> <¢| ) (6317)
|, oac :==Tra o) (], (6.3.18)
LEFELU, ZOE H, LD (TRbb, H, % support & domain \ZFH, D Of £ FEKD
MEZ§7-9) EREOHEF O, 1T LT, IROMWEZNE723 Hy LOHFE T Oy BFIET 5,

Oaln) = 0aln), Y| € Heode- (6.3.19)

Proof. FEHHIX Oy % EBUCHER L T 5., £72iEIER (6.3.25) 0EHFETL, ZDHOK (6.3.27)
DEID 2 FIZHHNT VB, BHFITET BT (0.2.2) % B,

R L 72 BHAT Oy 1E Hermitian TH D LIRE L T—MMEE2 LD W LITERT 5, FEE (T
HOBHT X E 2 D0 Hermitian #HF X+ = XX x— = XX yfggpsd s X — X+ 44X~
ILE o THRED LD, —BOBEEFIZDOVWTIIZNENDEMALIC R L TR & ARk % S
Xk,

*13 gL B 2R X B T B 728D, DA E# I3 BRIGT Hilbert 2RI % {KET 3,
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EEDOETIREE |9) € Heode IR UT, AN ZEHANTIA-RLLT
) = e |g), (6.3.20)
LEHT D, AT Of B H, ETHUTWEEWSRERS, ZOREBIZBL T
Pac = Oqce, (6321)
DD LD, /o T, IREDS
pac =0 ac, (6.3.22)
2185, ZIDNHMEED Hae FOBEBET Xac THLT
(9| Xac|@) = Try [[¢) (& Xac]
= TI'HAC [O’AcXAc]
= TI‘HAC [pACXAC]
= (Y| Xacl¥)) , (6.3.23)

DO SIDZ W5, T ) DEZRICBVTAD LIRETEMT 2L, 5130, =0, TH

LY R
0= (¢ Xaclg) — (ple” P X ace?P|¢) = iX (¢][Oa, Xac]|g) + O(N?),
b, MMEETH 72000, &FH
(9][Oa, Xac]|) =0, (V[§) € Heode, VXae on Hae),

2135,

(6.3.24)

(6.3.25)

ZZTNER9.220%RITE 5T, X (6.3.25) FZapELAMETH L Z L3005, T48bDL, pa %
pa=COT LRUEZL EDHET C BXU py Z AT RFEICHIR L 2B T g = palso &> T

Oy :=C0,CTg7 1,
L0y 2EFRTDE, X(6.3.25) LAEDLELILT
Oa |77> = Oa ’77> s v |77> € Hcode;

N AIRVASN

(6.3.26)

(6.3.27)
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Z OFEHITIE, Hilbert ZEH DT >V VBIZ X2 0E H = Ha @ Hae (23U T, Heode DEEDIK
E (6.3.16) Zii7= 3 & 57 “TWYIR” HR a DFEVHIZE ST Heode = Ha @ Hee EREINT W
2N ETHD, ZOEEDTF., ZOEH%E AdS/CFT MIGORIIZHEHAT 5 &, entanglement
wedge (2 & % bulk D El Heode = Hary, @ Harg &, HXT Y b1 E—ORHED 5 FE S N7z
F(6.22) I2& > T, B ZDMEYILECTTITHYE T2 Z & Hh30h %, > T, entanglement wedge
Ea FORFER X, HIZ boundary D% A FOEBE L UTCHMELHRETH S Z LD E
A%

Z DfERIE. boundary DT RDERIZHIET 5 bulk DFEHIEAY entanglement wedge TH 5 Z
& % . bulk reconstruction DTN 5 LFFL T W5,
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BTE

Holographic Entanglement of Purification

ARETIE, FE S OMERE [2) ITHEDWVWT, entanglement wedge IZNTET 2 ¥ & & |
entanglement of purification & ’EEI 5 [HHREDOAIMEIZBEI L TiEimd 2.

B ECTICRAZE S, AAS/CFT MR BII 2Ty RV NV A Y P Y b E— DRI,
BPERESE A WzRa 75 7 ¢ — FE O N A # 2 R L TnWd, ZI TR
WHEMIZBIE2T VR YTV AY IT Y bBEE = Sy = Try,palogpa OEMERKREREE X
. INIEER AU A PHIPBRETHD L ESITHIR A L ZTOMES A° OMIZH 5 & 1H
B (BFE2oN) OREX, T74bb AL A° OMICIFET S EPR X7 OHAERL TW5E*, &
DHRE, FRT T T4 I TV RN A Y Ty bR E—OfRIZEIWT, AdS/CFT Mt
2B} % bulk DRZEZBEFHONE 21 “ebit“IC & » THEKR T 2 HENERIHERS LTV
[12, 10, 11, 17, 136, 40, 13, 137, 14, 15, 16],

CITHRIREEF, TVRVINVAVMIY MRE=—DRETEONORE L UTEKERFDOD
. 2R AUB(= AU A°) DHEPLHRIBO & IZIRD WS 2L TH 5*2, SR RMHIRIBIC
o BRWHNTIE, BRIEERE po, 1TB1T5 A & A OB, HOMRIZBITS 2 DDHSR
A, B(# A°) OMHBEZFZ Z 325G ENE EN 5, BRAREBIONT 2 HAHBEX & B o JIl & 1.

L 2oz e RERN R E A TBEERCERME I N D, BTN REES & O H#E/E (local operations and
classical communication, LOCC) D& ZHWS I LT, 12D V) 4 4. H72H Sy D EPR X7 24E#EL, £z
WEMAEITS ZEMAEETH B, FFL I [44] FE B,

LABO2ODRTR Ha @ Hp LORTIRE pap CH LT, AL B OMIZH 2 EWnNRHEEEZERILT 5
WL 2 RHHBIEIE (bipartite correlation measures) & IEIXN 5, B\WHEE %K - (LR OMHBIEE X, MR
BIZHLTET YRy VAV MY bR REIIC—WT 5 Z e PHS5NTWS (uniqueness theorem of
entanglement entropy)[71], [, ##: - IBAREBOHNIHK ST, Sq iF pg BT S von Neumann T b HE —
EUT, HEDHBHDHK A ITEENEHHEDOLHFLWLHRE L AMT I e TES, ZORFIZLS 54 i
geometric entropy IFIENTED, 753y 7 F5— LT Y ot —% —BOREDIRIEBIIELZHDE LTH
RN S [120].
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I(A:B) =0 I(A:B) >0

7.0.1 Boundary ®¥#5% AU B IZxGd % 2 fl¥ D entanglement wedge Map, 7l
I(A:B) =0 DR, FHIEI(A: B) >0 DRMEXRT, Map OHAEMIE holographic CFTs
B2 HR A B OHBOAERIZIIGL TWa,

MPRBIZB I 2T VRV VAV PV bEE DR 25 K5 T, MHAKHRE %KD
EUTHBMEE TITHRA ERENREINT WS ([45, 138, 44]. 72138k 9.3 SM), Lo L
AdS/CFT WISz BWT, Zh s DESREOHBERED GEAEZ) BHHEIZODWTIEES KHIS
NT W o 72*3,

—FH. F6ETH LS 1Z, holographic CFTs I8} 2 & 7IRFE pap OIEHRIL. AdS KZED
entanglement wedge Map ICE2THENT WS, 5T, bulk {25 1) % entanglement wedge
Myp DRIF, #7R A L B ORIZH 2HBEOFRE KL TWa Z Wi hd,

ZZTHIE LT, global AdS IFZ2IZHEWTH 7.0.1D & 5 7 2 DD disjoint 787 % A, B ZHl-
72354 @ entanglement wedge Map 2% 25, ZDL & Mag X2 DDMHERKRDZ LITHERT 5,
ThbH, [(A:B)=0%& Soa+Sp = Sap &2 E™ 1X. Map 1 2 DD entanglement wedges

B IRAREOMHBEHED> S, MAKHRE [(A: B) =S +Sp —Sap B3KBS 5749w I TV Ry TVAY T Y

b a ¥ —DERG  UTHPZR 2R > TW5,

* PR TIE AT & FBKIZ. codimension-0 @ entanglement wedge E4p 12X U T & % Cauchy i %2 B - 7z
codimension-1 DZEH#HE%E Map THL. ZHZ[FKIZ entanglement wedge & IT,

5 AREDH#IEE T leading order O(N?2) IZDW AT, BIMIEEZTEDD L, WIZI(A: B) >0 k45 (4.4fi%

\\\\\
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\Z decouple 9% (Map = MaUMp)s —Fi. I(A: B) >0 %255&1FX. Map (& bulk D
%> T boundary ® A & B OfiiZfERICOREELE S, 2 2 THAEERE IEHRMEEIZDOWT
faithful Z2fHEAHIE (X 3.3.25) TH o722 LIZ{ERET % &, holographic CFTs Tlk, Mg »' 2
21Z decouple T 285G pap = pa @ pp & product state (2720, Map » 2 DD boundary D
B EAEOMNIT T GG pap £ pa@pp EHDZEDVNNE, ZOHEENS, Map OHIEHE
W Map\(MaUMpg) (K 7.0.10#NEOHE) OIFEIX, boundary 28135 A & B OO
DIEHE KL TWE Z EWHFATE S, Rz, ZhaBEHRERICB T 2MEHE L #ET25 E
THE RSP L LT, 470 ol % %< codimension-2 #HE*S OER/NAELE 2 515, HlAIX
B=Ac LiEWGE, TORMFEIT VR VI NVA Y by b —Z@E L, EBIZ AL B
D2 Z L DHERTE B,

ARETIE, IS DOBIEIHEDWT, £3I1HIXHEIT entanglement wedge O /N T 7 D — i #Y
BREHREG A, TORMPRZMEEIZDOWTHARNRS, KIZ entanglement of purification & X
HBIVRYTNAY hIY bR —2HR U MBEHIEIZOWT, TOMEENSEEZFEL R
5, TNH5D—BUIEDWT, ZDH/MPEED entanglement of purification DEITWGTH S Z &
ERET D, £ ZOMIMEIZEI L T, tensor network Dk % ) L 7z heuristic Z2FEHIIZ D W

TEmd 5, X HIZZDORMMEDIRAE & U T, holographic CFTs (2317 4y #LHA Z2 RF 22 2 B 12 KF
DESHRETIRE (7205, code subspaces DJt) %, entanglement of purification %% strong
superadditivity & IFIXN 2 ANERN 272 TRKR 7 AL UTREBMN T o NnE Z & 2k 2

7.1 Entanglement wedge cross section

AHiTlk, boundary DIEED 2 DD %R A, B \Zxf 9 % entanglement wedge Map (28 U
T, TOR/NEHEZ2ERT S, 20O E A B IZZhZEnrrIEdiERlkonr oI nTtntsd &
W, F7z, ZORMFEIN TR EEIZOWTHEHAR, TS DIEEIHE 52 5,

7.1.1 Entanglement wedge cross section D 7

YN HIY7R bulk DRFZEIZDOWTHE R 5, [LED entanglement wedge Map (ZDWT, DB
F OMap 1%, boundary Oifi5r% A, B 8 X UH4% AU B (289 % Ryu-Takayanagi Hhfi 5

6 Map TORBAERGNVI VRN AY Iy bOE—L AL O(N?) A=K —DEHRE E L M5 2 L 2K
BT B, YOLHNT B(A: B) ~ - 75, G %' codimension-2 DEMERTH S Z L HiYeE 5,
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min
YaB

N/

Stepl

Step3

0

7.1.1 Entanglement wedge Map OH/NTHIFE (entanglement wedge cross section) D& .

L& o THERI TV,
OMap = AU B U~ (7.1.1)

ZIZTET OMyp IZRHLT, FDOHE| I'A, T COMpp %
F'pUl'p =0Mug, TynNT'g =10, ACTy,BCIp, (7.1.2)

BT EDICERT S, TOLEEENS 'y =0I'g TH B, IRIZOMap % “boundary“& K
fitL T, #525% La 123 % Ryu-Takayanagi B 2D, Zha Dan LEL, $4bb, O4E

EE S
BEAB = 8FA, Yap ~ FA, (713)

% Wi 723 codimension-2 O Yap PO B, TOHMEPHK/NDEDTH B, 7272L ~ ITHE
0Y—%i2RT, ZOEHRIIEVT, SUR 1d OMap OAEOMLFHITHKGFET 22 LICHERT S
(Tym = 308 (([Ta)). I TI ST, OMap DIERDFE Do 128 U Tl/MEL 72 S5 O
(% 4Gy THI- 2B D) 2FZ. TH% entanglement wedge cross section & UTEFET 5 [2] (4

7.1.1&1),
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7.1.2 Entanglement wedge cross section Ew (A : B) % 5 2 2 B/Nilii X% 5 OH#l, —#%
1243 %A% disjoint 2R EIE A= A1 UAs, B= B UB HERMUTEEEZITS, HD “NR7
X AdS 75 v 7 R —IVIREILB T 2 HEROMEIE 2 R T,

EW(MAB) ‘= min w

nin =8 S (= Bw (4 B). (7.1.4)

Z DML, EEMIZIX entanglement wedge Map OB/NTHIFEZ R L TW5, Ew(A: B) D
B/MEZZERT 2 200 % Y4 5 TRT., W ORDORMITB T2 T4 5 OHl%X 7.1.2108E 727,
Ew(A:B) 3EIZ 2RI UTERIND Z LICHER, M 7120854, FIZIZETORNKTIX
A=A1UAy, B=BUBy LRMLT, T4 OEHEEITD,

Ew(A: B) & Map WK T 22D A% W THIBHZEMZEZMIZER I NS, —f, Map 1&
subregion/subregion duality @ Ji. C holographic CFTs D& 7R pap & MNBRIZH 5720,
Ew(A: B) %, boundary {251} 53 RDETIRE pap T L TERINT VD & HME 2,

EW(MAB) = EW(PAB), MAB = PAB- (715)

ZOHEMBIE, MBI ENICEREINDE RO T TI T4 v I T VR YTV AYNT Y bR E—
(4.210434) %, bulk ODRfZE% E D % & TIRFE pior B & O holographic CFTs LD % A 12X}

T RUNER R 52 5 S SRS B WA, S OW HICHMEREEYES. TOSA L. Ew (A B) Offiiz—&
LIAS7E N
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ULTERSINIBELRMES I L LAKTH 2,

B TH D RS RN —ROKRZIZNT 5 By . EZLOFHEEIZE TS “minimal surface®
% “extremal surface“iCE &R 5 Z L THRRIZERI NS, THDLL, HH%R A, BB XU HRT
surface Y55 (2K 285 OMsp = AUBUASSE %, $3T04,Ip D2 O~ HHUL T, & (7.1.3)
Z i 7z T REEE XG5 (Ta) BED 55615, TOHTHBIPR/NDSD) 2EHT S, I DHIM
ZTa OO HITHUTHRIMET 5 Z & T, covariant 72 entanglement wedge cross section

AT L)

A
1Gx (7.1.6)

Ew (Myp) = min
La

NEHRHIND,
PARTIE, Ew N7z — M EEIZ D W TN 5,
7.1.2 Entanglement wedge cross section D4 HE

(WO0) Ew ¥z TH S,
Ew > 0. (7.1.7)

N Ew DH52HEIOHEMKE ULTERZINTWE I ENHHLNTH S,
(W1) pap DHIFRREEDO L & By (A B) ZT YRV AV by bn—e—HT 5,

Ew(A: B)= 5S4 = Sp when pap is pure. (7.1.8)

IO Lk, FREREBICAET B Map® IBIL TIE, S A8 min(= ymin) @ B3 2 L h 54
% (¥ 7.1.3),
(W2) Ew & product states {ZB U T faithful T® %*9,

Ew(A:B)=0%< pap = pa® pB. (7.1.9)

ZNIFM A EHED product states IZBH9 2 faithfulness 2255 (4 7.1.3),
(W3) Ew(A: B) i Sa, Sy T EDSHEE NS,

Ew(A: B) <min{Sa, Sg}. (7.1.10)

*8 Map DHIFRREEIZAUS & 72 B 720121%, [EEOWNR AT LT S4 = Sac BBETH L, ZOIeh5H, Map
FDRLET T v I R— VPR LO%EF>TWRWI LA n5,

O MAEEHEROBE LA, ZOMES leading order O(N?2) DATH D LD FEx 605, BREMIEEZIO AN
&. pap 13527 product states IR 53, A & B2k O(NO) OB S,
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(W2)

(W1)

(W3)

7.1.3 Entanglement wedge cross section OME (W1)-(W4),

Sa AR5 Z 2id, Ty 12B3 % minimization OFIZ (Ty = A L EL 22 T) IR0 = Hpin 2

RBIGEDNEENDEZ ED6HMS, Sg it oW THFEME (K7.1.3),
(W4) Ew (Z#220M/N (ML—A7 7 ) B LU THFHIZEDT 5,

Ew(A:BC)> Ew(A: B). (7.1.11)
Z 111 entanglement wedge nesting & FEIEN 2 K (6.2.7) DMEE [35]
XCY = Mx C My, (7.1.12)
mofES (K 7.1.3),
(W5) Ew i additivity %7z 9,
(7.1.13)

EW(:OAlBl ® UAQBQ) = EW(:OAlBl) + EW(JAQBQ)'

ZITENIFA=A1UAy, B=B UBy LRMULLEED Y, DM, ALDOKIHIZZNTN
Yh.B Ya,p, PHMTH L, ZOHFEXIE, (W2) IZ&>T Ma,, & Ma,p, # decouple § %
B X, =5 5 U (S p NSy, =0) 8BBZERSAMS (7 7.14),
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7.1.4 Entanglement wedge cross section OMYEE (W5), (WT),

(W6) Ew & strong superadditivity % {5729,
EW(pAlAQBlB2) 2 EW(pAlBl) + EW(pAQBQ)‘ (7114)

ZORXE (W) L DEWI, A1B; R& AyBy ROMDOHBEDEETH S, Z DFEI bulk DI
78T Ma, 4,88,  Ma,B, UMa,p, £72>THND, Z DAREAD — MR ZRRIUT B 1T B EERH I,
entanglement wedge nesting (7.1.12) 8 KUK (6.2.8) 25K 2RO MEE

XNY =0= MxnNMy =1, (7.1.15)

WZEoTRES, BIRIX 4 DDZENTNAMEAEIRID R A1, Ao, By, B (IZBIL T, K 7.1.50 k51
WY ORENEZSND, ZOHE. LROWEEZHAVS EZNENTR (7.1.14) PR IDZ &
BHEDPD SN D, FIZ 3 DDOREICEL TR, Ma,p, N Ma,p, = 0 OEHP S, 500 —HD
Ew OAMPEXOIZ25 T L IR,

(W7) Ew (A : B) I3 EMHHE [(A: B) O¥450% A 57300,

Ew(A:B) > @. (7.1.16)

10 Z pFHEIE, Bl B HRICB VT [137]) TRANIER X 1z,
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(a5, = 0)

7.1.5 Entanglement wedge cross section DHE (W6), X% 5 DERICEN D B/MEDR S,
WENORIMTEH, TNETNDOEBIZOWT A(Sh, a,8,8,) = A4, B,) + AZh,5,) £%42
ZEDHSMTH B,

INnzR3IziE, Az LERLT

2Ew(A:B)+SAB >S4+ 5B, (7.1.17)

L #HERLU 2. Ryu-Takayanagi i v, vy Oz 2o f/MEICERTIE LW (K7.1.4),
(W) N #E L. holographic CFTs Tl¥ monogamy (& (4.2.17))

I(A:BC)>I(A:B)+I(A:C), (7.1.18)
EEICHZT ZEAHOoNT WD [28), ZOMWEIZ, —MHOE T ROMEMHHRE TIEED LD & IR
SRV CITER, ZoAE (WT) 2ladbEs e, MOARENX

I(A:B)+1I(A:C)
5 ;

Ew(A:BC) > (7.1.19)

2135,
(W9) I(A : B) = 0 ® phase transition point IZEWT, Ew (A : B) i& O(N?) Ofirs¥a
CHERIZ 2L (Vv ) 5, RIZI(A: B) »Euiiiwe &, Ew(A:B) > 1(A: B) &7
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E)*Ho
PLEDMWE X, covariant (ZHER U 72 Eyw ZBIL T [35] ® HiEZ AT 5 Z & THRERIZFEAT
&5,

7.1.3 Entanglement wedge cross section Dl

URTIk. Ew OEARZREAZ AdS3/CFTy MisD FTEET 5,
F 913 b Hilli7e Poincaré AdSs RFZe

d (7.1.20)

z

IZDOWTER DS, EREOHDR A, BIZDOWT, BEIZBIT 5 2 oG5 O 1 ik & Fi
TBHILT, TS EF Mz =012 DWTHIANE A = [—b,—a], B = [a,b] ICHB Z LB TE
%, ZORBEOLE, I(A:B)>0 2R3540 4D X, EEFM LB a,b D 2 D0
o5 (K 7.1.6), 20X ZIERFRED SIS DT

b
b
1 dz = Elogf, (7.1.21)

EW(A:B):ZLGN z 6 a

2135, —Ji. MHAEMEHREX

(a—b)* _ Clogz (2 > 1), (7.1.22)

c
I(A:B)=—log b 5

6

THZO6ND, 22Tz 3—BOMWHRFR%E A= [ar.a2], B=[b,bs] LE\/z& ZED cross ratio

= ng :;‘;))((522 - ”§ >0, (7.1.23)

Thb, 2=11F 1 OMEBHATHD, 2 <1 DEEXI(A: B) =0 LinAEZ L2, HBI%R
A, B D 4 DDUiIZ & > TRE D Ey IXERRIZ cross ratio DAIZHIET 5 DT, MHEBEHREDL S
BoNBHIER 2 = W 2T, By O—i

Ew(A: B) = glog[1+2z+2\/z(z+ 1), (7.1.24)

RPN DIELA DT YR Y VA Y MIEIX E»x(A: B) < I(A: B) 2ili=972H, Z0oHKE, 2
Do DHBHEIZOWT Ey = By 7252 & 25E1ET 5,

*12 2 ZTH\W 3 cross ratio & A,B % A=10,z], B=[-00,—1] iZ map T3 I LIZFEE, 2 DOWH RN 2 K
FRIE 2 — 012, e 2RIE 2 — oo ITHIBT 2,
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*
2:AB

17.1.6 Poincaré AdSs/CFTs 2813 % Ew(A: B) DA, BREDHEAR A BEz=0
CBILTHE RS2 LS KEBEINTN S, ZOBA. O EEED 51 5540 = = 0 @i Fic
HFET 5,

2135, ZOXRRDSHEERIZ, (W4) By REHROM/N (2 D) (B LU THEEBD. (WT)
Ew(A: B)> A8 (W9 lim, . Ew(A: B) = Slog3+2v2] > 0 b 515,
RIZ global AdSs HfzE

ds®> = R*(— cosh? pd7? + dp? + sinh? pd¢?), ¢ € [—n, ], (7.1.25)

WZOWTHEZ S, AHFRORI 2 ZOREIZEVWTEEHRELTH LWH, ZDEA X global AdSs
22 % JEREZS 02 & > TRIATINIZ Poincaré AdSs FFZEAN L B3 & SR S AR I %G
5%, Glocal AdS; & Poincaré AdS; D& EIERIZ, t=7=0MET

R? 2 .2
Rcoshp:2<1+x };Z ),
z
2
2z

. R 2% + 22
Rsinh pcos¢ = <—1+ 2 > )

R
Rsinh psin¢ = gl (7.1.26)
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EREONNTWS (K (2.2.11)), FHZBEFR O ROALE X

x = +Rcot g at boundary, (7.1.27)

YIIELTWS, 727U o =01 ¢ BEICBI S tr lcfiEld 52 L ICER. JhEfunde, b
5 A, B ® global AdS 125133 ¢ AINZHET BAEE A= [ba,, ba], B = [y, dn,) EELIE
&, MAFREZ

[ (co =2 — cot =+
t ¢b2 cot ¢b1 cot ¢ 2 t ¢21
| (cot =5 ¢b1 — cot ¢2 )(cot ¢b2 — cot d);l )

-Sin( ¢b2_¢b1 ) (¢a2 ¢a1 )]

(bbl ¢a2

( ¢b2 ¢a1 )

3 Sln sin

sin

Tl'(b1 az)

( )
(W(bz—bl ) ﬂ'(a2 al))]
in( )

(
sin( m(bz— al))

= flogZ, (7.1.28)

LEMETE 5, 272U R x S _E® holographic CFT (IZBL TV ) Y X —DEDOEX % L, 9%
A, B OFiE%E A= [aras), B=[bi,bs] LEL%, £7-

cm(ba—b1)y . (7(az—a1)

_ sin( ) sin( )

z = - Tr(b1L*a2) ; W(b2€a1) 5 (7129)
sin(=H22) sin( S22

LREF LTz, FFRIZL T, global AdS3 28175 Ey O—f%A
1%4A:B):%kgﬂ+2z+2vﬂz+1m (7.1.30)

%/%:50
ZZTH 717D XS SR A B ORNERBES %R A, B ®© entanglement wedge cross section
Ew(A:B) IZBLUTIE, HAROMOEBEZIZE-T

Bw(zt) = Bw(-), (7.1.31)

EREBZEIZERET B, 2L ZT

L= g a : = ==, (7.1.32)
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717 WHRABONERLZEHOFR A BIZHETS Ew.

THB*,
B%I2 BTZ 75 v 78— )b

2

2
R
—dr? + r?dg?
— 2

2
;)
7 dt +r2

o —f(2)dt? + f71(2)d2? + R2d¢)2, f2) =1 22

ds? = —

- R ¢~ ¢+ 2r, (7.1.33)

22 22’
IZDOWT By O— i E R 2, ZoGEIE, #hilll X% 5 22T 4 BEOMEIFEMEL THE D,
ZNZENICBEWT By OFRRNFHEALS (M 7.1.8), £7 (o) DHBARPESIIZI(A: B) = Ew(A:
B) =0Td5%, KIT TG0 BWHEOUHEE IS E 7720 (0), (c) 1820 T, (b) DB EIFES 5

Digam L [FRRIZ BTZ 77 v 7 % — )V & Poincaré AdSz 28D map 2 F|HT 2 Z & T
l%&A:B%nggP+Q§+2dqg+lﬂ, (7.1.34)

2195, 2770 ST OfAE L=2r LW/ &, A=ay,as], B=[b1,bs] BLU B =212y T

*13 2 Z % 5 entanglement wedge DMEE (7.1.15) O#l& L T, entanglement wedge Map %' connected T» %
(I(A:B)>0& z>1) Zk¥, Mjg # disconnected T$H5 (I(A: B)=0« 1 <1) ZepFEcHs L
MR H 5.,

14 7 2 cEEEE » = Re, x € (—o0,00) &iEITIE planar BTZ i3t 3 5,
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(b) @
A

(d)

(a)

(c)

<>

DO

7.1.8 BTZ 75 v 7 h—VIEZEIZBIF5 T4 O 4 FEHOH,

X LT

. sinh(ﬂ(bQEbl))sinh(ﬂ(a2ga1)) (7.1.35)
._ L3 7r(b1—a2) . 7r(b2—a1) ? T
sinh(==5=%) sinh(==57+)

Thb, $IDLEI(A:B)==<log( THd, —J. WARPTDREVGEICE NS cITBL
Tk, WMHRDED HIZERLT

Ew(A:B) = Ew(¢t) = glog [1+§+2 2(24—1)], (7.1.36)

Y, RBIC SN NHEROMEEIZG R E D (d) 2F A5, M5O SRS SN g
LA RDY A X% [ LBV ZIZ, turning point 1 2, = 2y tanhﬁ THzZ6NWE, Th%

FAWT
AZhg() R /ZH dz ¢
4Gy AGN J.. 2\/f(z) 6

, (7.1.37)

%135, (d) D Ew(A: B) &, Z0—RXE2HNT, 2203, ofle LTHKE 2,
Ew DMEDZAL (a) — (b) = (d) BLOZEAL (¢) = (d) ZZnZEFnM 7.1.9. 7.1.1012R L7z,
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Ew

L L L I I I
05 1.0 15 2.0 25 3.0

M 719 Ew(A:B)®D(a)— (b) = (d) D&Eft, L=p=2n, A R% A=[-b,—al], B=
[a,b], a=7/15 LHl>TbDOFEKEL LT Ty hLT,

P R
0.9

7110 Ew(A : B) ® (¢) — (d) %4, L = B8 = 2n. #H%% A = [—a,a], B =
[b,2m —b], a=7/4 LE-TbhDEKEL LT IOy b U7z, #f (H) O (c) ((d) t®
NENHIGT 5.

7.2 Entanglement of purification

AHITIE, BRI S T SMHEBEHED—>T®H % entanglement of purification 122\ T
i s 5, ZOlEMmE [139] OFTERI NzE, [140] IZBWTEERIZRMEEIFEAR SNz, AREi
DHNRIEEIZINS DXHRIZHK > T W5,
7.2.1 Purification

F FIXHEM & U T purification & FEIEN S B FIREE2TEHT 5, HIETFR Has LOEREDETF
REE pp 1T LT, WBIRZMA7ZE TR Han = Ha @ Ha EOFIFIRFE

() 4ar € Haar, (7.2.1)
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PIROVEE 272§ & &,

U) , 4 % pa O purification ¥ IF.3,
Tra [W) (V] 44 = pa. (7.2.2)
FEEDEFIRIE py 12X U T purification 1ZHITFEET B, HIZIE pa ZXIALLT
pa = sz‘ ) (il 4 (7.2.3)
ERUZEE, FiIRELUTHY EHLBDZER->TL BL, IROETIRAE
(WD) 440 = Z VPi i) 4 ®[0) 4/ (7.2.4)

IZ. pa ® 1 DO purification % 5-2 5™, ZD XA 7O purification 1. 212 BV CTHRIEE
ARFE poy 12T 3 [TED) (R (2.4.28)) ¥ LCEEICHNT VN 2, % B FIRIED purification 12 1 D
LIRS T —MUCIIREIC AT B, HlRIE. EROFITEWT [UTFDP) s Hy Eoa=xY
BT T4 @ Uy 28N 72 BTFIREEE. FEIC pa O purification TH 5, EBE, Ul Us = La 12
£oT

Trar [(La @ Uar) [WTFP)(UHEP] 4 (1a @ Ua)T] = Tea [[0TFP) (UHFP ] = pa. (7.25)

RO NLD, E-MEROKREXIICELUTH, dimH 4 > rankpy 23723 O THIIIERICE
N5,
M. FERRICIR DM
Trapaa = pa, (7.2.6)
Zii7= T ETIRE paar . pa D extension LIER, F72 %5, extension (& purification DE % %
Haa LOBRTIREVEGREBTHE2L5EETHRLZBDTH S, —MIZ. H2ETREBIINT S
extension & fEBUZFET 5,

7.2.2 Entanglement of purification D E %

EEDOETR HAQHp EOETIREE pap IZH LT, entanglement of purification Ep(pap) %
RDESIZEHET 510, £ pap @ purification 2 —DEV, Ihz |U), 5o ERT, WIZH

52Dk, HEMIIREM > TETHRERDEEIRE pa 2RELHMPIRBO L BT I L% Tpa AL
4% (purify pa)l EFES,

*16 Entanglement of purification ¥ “entanglement purification® (T & > 2L A ¥ MiliFb) 132 OHWTH S
RIZIERI N, B1EBARXCHMT 5 2 KROHBEZHLEHRETH Y, BERFBEXSNLEARE pap 5
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RHe &, ERD2ODETFRA B OF VY NVRIZHEIT 5,
Her =Ha @ Hpr.

NIOR<E-N

U yupp WHTEIVR Y VAY Ry bOE—
Saa = S(paar), paa =Trpp V) (Y| 455 (7.2.7)

EEADE, ZHIZHDR AA & BB OO (Bf) MBEDOKEI 25X T\w5, W, AA'BB' ®
FREMED S Spa = Sppr £8B I LITHERET S, TNODFHZIZEWT, (1) pap D purification
|U) ygor PIEVTT (2) C' = A UB OAEIOHLS, OMFIZELT Sqa 2RMET D, ZOFKER
% entanglement of purification Ep(pag) & UTEHET 5,

Ep(pap) = min Saa (= Ep(A: B)). (7.2.8)

PaB=Tr 45/ |O) (V|4 1 pp/

COERMEEZERT 2 (V) g app & V) aupgy ERTo [ g1 gy E—RICEBUFET 225
TDHES Ep(A: B) DIEIZ—RBHIZR X 5, BRIOCRDEE X, Hilbert 22 Ha, Hp D
Wtk ZTNTN da, dp &RUTZE EIZ, Ep OR/MEIFHIBIROWTGE RKEL D dy, dp <
rankpap < dap LD I L TEKTE LI LMV ENTWVWS [141],

Entanglement of purification Ep 38 7% AA’ & BB O FH O 2NZHOWTEREINT WS
DB, NREBEZETFRAL BOBTEONOWETIERNI LIZERT Y, $4hbb, Ep 3R
FHONIZL B EFHES LR FIREBOMEBIREA I X 25 SAHBI O i 75 & HIKE 9 5 #AH B O
—DTHbd, FBE. HIAIXIRD & 5 72 separable states

(10) (0], @10) (0] g + [1) (1], @ |1) ([ 5) , (7.2.9)

| =

PAB =

XFDEFENS AL BOBMIZEFEONZEATWRWD, ZOBETH Ep>0874k%5, Z0DH
PLURNTHERD ZFOMEIZE VT, Ep IHABHRE [ IZHELLZBHRETH S (3.3.3H2M),

EPR pair ZH 0 972D 71 b 2)b (£7204 % entanglement distillation, TV XV 7L A Y NER) TH 5,
AT EAREBICNT 2HBENED > 5, BFHEE (BFEC. BCEFE ONICHRT 2R/FHE) OA% 5 EHRIZT

VRVTNVA Y MNUELIENS, Ep 3T Y XTIV A Y MUETIERW,
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7.2.3 Entanglement of purification D45

(PO) Ep I3HIZIHEATH 5*18,
Ep > 0. (7.2.10)

INFET VR VIVA VN b C—D AN SO TH S,
(P1) AB WHPRIREE pap = [Y) 4p PEE. Ep(A:B) BTy 27V A Vbbb —t—

é\‘&j—éo
Ep(A:B) =S54 =Sp when psp is pure. (7.2.11)

INERTITIE. £7 |U) 45 BRENEED [Y) 4,5 D— DD purification TH 5 Z LITIERT S
(A =B =0), 2 Ep DEFRIZHNDBUMEZERS 5 & &2 W 572017, MHARE ) 45
LU ZDIEED extension papc, (Trepape = ) 45) TN U TE—fRIZ

I(AB : C) =0, when p,p is pure, (7.2.12)

MDD Z EITHERT 5, EBE papce (23 % purification |V) 4, 50p 2F A D &, HAEKRE

DML (13) 75
I(AB:C) < I(AB:CD) = Sap + Spc = 2Sap = 0, (7.2.13)

Emrtd, /o T, [¢) g DIERED purification (&, |U) 4 455 = (V) 45 @ V) 4 & HIT decouple
LTWs, Z# & von Neumann TV b B —DNNEEZ &Y 5 &, FEHPHZA purification (ZF 12
ANt BB OREIOHEERMKSEE 2 L9515, k>C Ep(A: B) =S4 = Sp 2183,

(P2) Ep & product states (2B U T faithful T» %,

Ep(A:B)=0< pap =pa® ps. (7.2.14)

CNENCRZD. £F pap — pa®@ps THBE XL, ZHENOF A B OMLBEED
puriﬁcation (|'¢}>AA/, |7,[}>BB/) %%‘RVC\ \II>AA’BB’ == |'¢)>AA/ ® ’¢>BB/ tﬂyé Z KVC“ EP(A .
B) = 0 &5, WIHELTH. B~ ST NS5 R%R (PT) 5 X CH T # RO

faithfulness 72 5.
EP(A:B):0:>I(A:B)=0:>pABI,OA®pB, (7.2.15)

18 BYEWERICHNIEHREOTICIE, ADHERVHE2EH DL H 5, HlA1E quantum conditional entropy
S(A|B) = Sagp — Sp * tripartite mutual information I3(A : B : C) = Sa + Sp + Sc — Sap — Spc —
Sca+ Sapc EZFDREHITH B,
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tﬁtiO
(P3) Ep(A: B) & Sa, Sp TEMSHIRE NS,

Ep(A: B) <min{S4,Sp}. (7.2.16)

ZDZ ki3 AB ROEED purification (2x LT, #ilhRzE A=0 (B=0) %5 L5 TnET5
ZeT, R (7.28) OB %EDIRLS LD Sy (Sp) £TIE minimize TEDZ LM SRS,
(P4) Ep ZEAZROMN (ML —27 % b)) (2L THEMIZEAT 5,

Ep(A:BC) > Ep(A: B). (7.2.17)

Zhix Ep(A: BC) ORvMEIZEN S purifications 7Y, Ep(A: B) DH/IMEIZE NS purifications
RETEENTWS I onhb,
(P5) Ep 1&—12 subadditivity % i7" [140],

EP(pAlBl ® O-A2B2) < EP(pA1B1) + EP(UA2B2)' (7218)

K2, pa,B, @ pa,, DHOEZR purification [W*) 4 4 g p.p P paB, BET pa,p, DIIHER

purifications D7 >V IVEE (IZ2=& V[EflRE) TEITS

|\P*>A1A2A,B1B2B/ - |\Ij>{>A1A”B1B” ® ‘\Il;>A2A”/BQB”’ ? (7219)
L&, FxDE SR> T Ep i& additivity
EP(pAlBl ® UAQBZ) = EP(pA1B1) + EP(UAZB2)7 (7220)

i3, ZIZTENIF, A=A1UAy, B=BUDBy, 28135 A, BEOMHE, ALIFZThEN
A1, Br B LU Ay, By BOMBEZH-> T3,

(P6) —MtDETRIZH LTI, Ep IE strong superadditivity % i 7z X 72\ Z & A EUEEF R DA
REPORINT WS [142], 7272L Z OFERIE strong superadditivity % i 72 3 & 7R DIFEE % B E
LW Z EITTER,

(P7) Ep(A: B) RHEMEE I(A: B) O¥0% FES 2,

Ep(A:B) > I(AQ:B). (7.2.21)

ZNE 2 DOMMHBENE Ep & T OBRMEZ 52248 THhD, ZhERL7201Z, £9 Ep(A:
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B) ORUMEE ERT BHiBIRE A, B L L. Ep(A: B) = Saa = Spp (= JALBED) ppg

DALDZEIZHEET D, TD44KRI1Z, 8% (9.2.3) D conditional entropy @ joint subadditivity
S(AB|CD) < S(A|C) + S(B|D), (7.2.22)

ZEMT 5L,

S(A'B'|AB) < S(A'|A) + S(B'|B)
=SaaBp —Sap < Saa —Sa+ Spp — Sp
=S54+ 5 — Sap < Saa + Sp
_I(A: B) < 2E,(A: B), (7.2.23)

b, X (7.2.21) 2155,
(P8) Ep(A: BC) 3RO AEFEAXZ G729,

Ep(A: BC) > I(A:B);I(A‘C). (7.2.24)

INze/B7DIz, £T2ER ABC PHIPHRETH 2 & i3, HAENKKREICELT

I(A : BC) =254
=SA+ 54+ (SB — SAC) + (SC’ — SAB)
—I(A:B)+I(A: C), (7.2.25)

MDD I EITERET S, Zh% Ep(A: BC) Oiu/Mb%zER S % purification AA’BC D’ \Zi#
Hd 5L

I(AA": BCD)

EP(A : BC) - 2
_ I(AA": B)+I(AA": CD')
= 2
L 1(A4:B) 42r [A:0) (7.2.26)

2135, 7272 URHAT CHIEG#RE ORIV (3.3.28) 2 Wiz,
(P9) Ep(A : B) 3MHERBWE [(A: B) k> TERSHIRS RV, ZOFEX, Ep 2

*19 BT % J B HHEO% <1 [(A: B) (£ I(A: B)/2) &> TEMSHIRENG
Ey <I(A:B), (7.2.27)

ZePHIsnTnWa,
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entanglement of formation Fr &0 HHFIZKE W [139] Z& &, Ep BPHARBHREZEZ 2560
HBHIEMOHD,

7.2.4 Entanglement of purification Ml

- &

{ERE D purifications” ZBd 5 &iE(bL % & A
TW3, ZOHEFIX, KRTD Hilbert ZEHIZB WT X X Ep OfENROEHZRN#IZT S, 22T
GRS [139] TN BUEEI R O F % IR T 5, MOBAEEHHE OHIIE [142, 143, 144] %

>
ZIg,

Entanglement of purification Ep X, £ DEHIT

BT%R A B%2¥%NFRLT 5, Bell states*°

[%0)an = 7(!00>A3 + 1) ap), (7.2.28)
Y1) A = \7(!00> — 1 ap), (7.2.29)
[¥2) a5 = 7(!01>A3 +110) 45, (7.2.30)
¥3) A = 5(110%43 =10 ap), (7.2.31)

EHWT, 8FRE pap ZIRD KL S ITEHET 5,

el
pan = elto) (Yol ap + 5 2 [v4) (ilas - (7.2:32)
i=1

I Teld [0, TEENZMEEDERTHD, ZD pap ITWT 2D Ep 2F5AZ 5, pap D purifica-
tion & U Tlk, HlZIX |TFD) # D

1_ 3
‘\IITFD>AA’BB/ = \/E’w())AB WJO>A’B’ + \/ Te Z ’wi>AB W}Z'>A’B’ ’ (7233)
=1

PIFET 5, Z O purification 12335 AA’ & BB OOV R0V A Y Ty hpE—%23KdD

0 Znsid Ha@Hp LOBKRT Y X V270 RiREE (EPR pairs) TH h . 2 #ELROD |0), |1) & qubit ZIERZ &2
Z T “ebit“IFHEND Z L DB B,
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521, T TFUVILEOERE

(WD) g = a(]00) 44, [00) g + 1) 4 4 111) 550
+ B(101) 4 4/ |01) g5 +110) 4 4/ 110) g 5/) (7.2.34)
+7(100) 4 40 [11) g s +[11) 4 4/ [00) g /),

Ve 1 J1—e /e l—e  [l1—e
=gt T 3 7TV e

—_ =

(7.2.35)

N =

EHIAET, ZORRKDNS paa OEEMHEZRDDE, ZHIE 12D (a+7)2 £ 32D B2 THAS
NBZeWRnhd, ftoT. O purification ICHFT BTV XY VAV by ba— STED %

e 3 /1—e e 3 /1—e
ST = (¥ Plog(Le + 3\ [L= 2

2 2V 3 2 2V 3
_%%f_; 1;€ybg%f_; 1;€y, (7.2.36)
L5,
ZOREREP S, Ep IZBT 5 ER
Ep(A:B) < STEP (7.2.37)

Waind, (WD) | pp & pap 12T 3 purification D—2>TH V. Ep(A: B) DiE/IMb % ER
THLFRS AN T IR, EBE BUENZRRER A S [OTID) o s DERUMEEERT 5 D1
e € (0.005,0.25) DEFATH 5 = & HHERS W TV S [139],

pAB XS AR D purifications 1%, FEHE L 725 —D O purification Z HE LT, £ 212 Harp
FOEBOAI=R ) EH{RERITIDZZETERTES, HlAX dap =4 L2 HBIRIZEL T,
|OTED) | g BFEMERIEL UTHWT

|\IJ(U)>AA’BB’ = IAB ® UA’B’ ‘\IITFD>AA/BB/ 5 (7238)

LEL ZE T, pap DFi7-7 purification 21825, TNHLDT VRV IZINVAY TV hBEYE— Syq
EHELT, B4 Upp KWELTR/MEST A Z 2T, Ep T 2HEINL EREHS, L
Uy Z2OBID &L 512 darp = dap EEL- 7z “minimal “% purification 28, Ep O&H#E/LIZE T+
DTH B LIRS, EBE BMERLFER» S, LFHOHID pap D5 e € (0.69,1) DHIFHD R
TIREEBIZBIL TIE, dap =6 LBVWEAN dap =4 DBELVENIR Ep D EREEZ25Z
WMo TS, M, D& 512, Ep ORMEDERIZIE, BKTH dap = dp EHAUL
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TaTHLH 6. ZORIDGEIIMIIRE U THRKT 8 D0 2¥EMNRZARTNE I TH S,

W, e =3 LEWVZLEDORTREBIETRHIMEY pap = pa ® pp THD, TDL EHENIZ
|U) 44 gp & AA" & BB’ ® product state IZ2f#L, Ep =0%25Z5Z D05, Thid (P2)
DRWMD B2 52 5, F£72 (P3) T2 T 5 purification 12 DWW T I,
A'B' D&l A =0 75 X 5ITEAT

YDy g TBWVWT

~ 1— 3
[9) s ar e = Ve o) ap [0 g /5 D 1) a ) g (7.2.30)
i=1

EEZNIERWN, D& SHEIIC Saa =84 TH5B,

7.3 Proposal

DETHEANT By & Ep QFELMEIZEEDOWT, FEH ST I 50 AAS/CFT WG D T THBILR

WZHDHI e BIBEL L,
Ew(A:B)=Ep(A: B). (7.3.1)

ZIZTEw & Ep DEDS 5B, (W0)-(W4), (WT)-(W9) & KT (P0)-(P4), (P7)-(P9) IZBIL T
E. ZNENHSPIT L TWS, HE (W5) OIEMIZBEIL T, entanglement wedge 7343
MELTWD L&, 20D X5 FZNETNO entanglement wedges THAZIZRD 72 ¥ 5, B g
DHELTEZ5NEED, ZhE (P5) LB 2 Ep OIMEEO R &ME L EA LT WS, HHE
(W6) @ strong superadditivity &, Ep D3 —#IZiii7z 3 & XRS5 2 WIEHBAREETH S, Thi
holographic CFTs IZBIL T, Ep Z MW/ #7- R8I 2 T2 (T4.1H218),

W, X (7.3.1) 12 O(N?) 2B 2PHMETH D, @mROA—X—IZBL TR, Aur 77497
IVRYINVAVMIY bBE—DRETHIE ((4.4) HizlR) CHELOBET. By (& THEB]
nedZENTRIND,

7.3.1 Heuristic % EEBA

BURTiE, AdS/CFT Mt dD tensor network (2 & 2 dik & W25 Z & T, F4H (7.3.1) D heuristic
AR 52 5, Z DO%RI%, K2 holographic CFTs I8 WT Ep 23H 3 212, D HIEDHE
freea Z eI N B,

*21 2] DBBIT, FIREDIZED [143] KXo THNLICE X Sz, 72, ZOFHEDIIRICDWT [145] Db B,
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E 3N & U T, purification 2 EAMITRZGHIC, TNRED XS RIFE LR DEDENITD
WTEHELU &5, Holographic CFTs D& 74iREZE pap. AdS 2D entanglement wedge % Myp
B, HDMPIRE () o DY pap D purification TH B & 1%, Fff

Tre 1)) <¢’ABC = PAB, (7.3.2)
BiiT-9T e TH o7, F-MMPRREBORED S, EED X Cc ABC Iz LT
Sx = Sxe, (X¢= ABC\X), (7.3.3)

DRETH B, &2 TRIC ) 4o BBRARE Mape 2808 LiBa, Mo . R (7.3.2)
& & U subregion/subregion duality DHE» 5

Map C Mape, Van (Mag) =vi5 (Mapc), (7.3.4)

72T ZENEFEIND, T8DD, papc B pap DHEHREEATND Z LIZHIEL T, entan-
glement wedge Magc & Muap 2 EBATVRITNIER ST, TSI MLV —AT Y M &> THiIBIR
He DWEHREMN UL 12 pape & pap WIRBZ D SE, Mapc\Mc = Map BRBETH 5*22,
F72K (7.3.3) 251, Mape ® ROV —MHPEHTHZ L (Thbb, 77y 7 x—LDLk5%k
REGRBER OM apo WCINRENZ &) DEFEIND, INSDEMEETZT Mapc DEBZHFIE L
Tk, (AB) % FL—AT7 7 M T 2RTOMPRIREBIZXIET 2 AdS e T o N5, U ORI

BWT, |[U) 45 FFATHD holographic CFTs @ Hilbert ZZfIZ —fIZIFEENTVWARWI LITHER
ERE
LEDH@w» S, L D&M 2-3dh0dsb 0 7 ADKZE Magc &, FER OMapc Fiz

#FINTHDIFOHHIZAE EN S purification [¢) 450 EAFIZHR>TWVWDE Z EDFFE N 572,
Boundary OO MERIX, Map TIE AUB EOATERINTWDE —Ji, Mapc TIEZTDLIK
OMapc ETREI NG KITHE

ZITIE. ZhzEEBTL—20kE LT, tensor network (2517 % AdS/CFT Xt DEdik %
AW iz d %, Bulk @ AdS %[ % tensor network & U CRELT 5 FARIXEAIC [12] T
FKINT, TNLAEZ DFIRIERA RAE» SBEES N T WS, KT [136] TId. bulk DZERAIZE

*22 iz 1F. boundary ® A & B % FEH I\ CRERIZEE Mop WML T Mage 2% 2. Mapc B3
RT surface ’ymm(MABc) &, — Rz se o dhm ’Ymm(MAB) LR LD D, ZOBE mm(MABc)
’y}g‘(MAgc)#’ymm(MAB) b, PU—AT7 U MIXoTHDRFZEIZES RN (MABC\MC7éMAB)

BT BB ITA” ORBBMNMIE X, LEO EREOSM RN TRZ2IZD W T purification & OREERRD B Z
EThHb, ZoOHE. UTOREFRIC Mage = Map LEL ZE TIHFARKR S NS,
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1 BERE DD M7l o (2X LT, boundary OFFIREE () 22 =X VEHKR U(o) 28T 5 Z

& T, o LOHPIRE

(W(0))yy, =Ulo) [9), (7.3.5)

o

EERTDHIEVREINZ, ZITHHANTH DS LiE. 2D EOEED RT surface ¥ o T
ENZEZMEPIZEEND I L 2T, 1k Surface/State correspondence & FEIZNTH b |
asymptotic AdS boundary & (RS ZW\—#D i LD AdS/CFT Wit % tensor network (252D
WTHR D, M, EFRICE T 2 RBOERIIROE [14, 15, 16] K& > THEX 517z,
INESORIICHLUTHEAL LS, £T 02 UT, A BBEIUTENS ZHEMEREDO MM Y45

oAkl 2 B S,
o=AUBUA4pg, (7.3.6)

ZOLE g EEPOMTHD, TITHR(7.3.5) I TEBINZMPRE V(o)) 2525, Z
D= FIREEIX, pap D —2DO purification 127> T3, FEEE, MM EELSHONTHD, £
U IF2=XVEHATTHEHH

Try a5 [[9(0) (¥ ()] = Trap)-[[¥) (Y] = pas, (7.3.7)

LI o THRME (7.3.2) D, TITT Hy,p (&0 Ha, Hp ITHT MR ELUTHKELTWS, Z
T Ep DEBIINST, £ Jap & 2 008K A, B 1243EIL, RT surface v3% (= vBE)
E—DOWDDB, THIZIDEIEE (1) (L7ED 0 (Fap) PHLY T (2) Yap = A U B O E DS,
U TERMES B, ZORER, Yap =yap EMB I L TE,=Ey 2% (X 7.3.1),

7272 U, A EDFEATIE Ep OBIMbZ#EE T % purification 23732 < &% 1 DIFEIJACH & D
(F 721X tensor network IZ &K 2 i E2FD) ZL A REL TWVWD I LITHER, €5 TRVWEEIK, MU
LoE#RIE Ep 2895 LR Ep < By 25 %%,

7.4 Strong superadditivity & holographic CFTs MD#HE

Ep & Ew ORMEZ. (W6) 25 Dl & L T, holographic CFTs (23 W T Ep ' strong
superadditivity 2723 Z & % FHT 5,

EP(pAlAQBlBZ) > EP(pAlBl) + EP(pA2B2)' (741)
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7.3.1 Surface/State X% W7z Ep = Ew Oit#, RO MEE Yap 1I22WT, o E
WWEBINDETIRE |U(0)) k. pap @ purification 1272 > TW5, Jap B LU E D5 E|
Fap=A UB IZHUTHAMD LS IZEAZ 2T, Ew = Ep 2185,

FEBRIZ Ep % holographic CFTs 2B WTHBE LTI ORE 2R T 5 Z &1k, P4 (7.3.1) DIk
HHABRMGEE 52 5, (P6) Tid_7z&k 51z, R (741) Z—BOBFRTHRHIIDEIFKES T, +E
BRIZEMER A BEEIC K > TINEW D 7 — ADFENR I N T WS [142, 139], . (P5) 2815
subadditivity (£ < £ T decouple U7z pa,a,B,8, (BT BEAERXNTH D, strong superadditivity
WD OB FROFHEZBE LRI LITHER,

ZDEIIT, ~BOETFRTIIRD LD LIRS WAy, HILRZIZ )63 % holographic CFTs
TREIZK DD BMED, (FurI7710v2) 2RIV A by bpE—ZB{LUTH
S5NTWSD 28,29, TD—D& LT, 4.2.2[i T L 7z holographic CFTs (& 1 2 tHAIFHED
monogamy (4.2.17) ¥& 5, Z I T—fD 2 RHBHIE E4(A: B) I8 LT, IROAEFER

Eu(A:BC) > Eu(A: B)+ Ex(A: C), (7.4.2)

Mhi7zI N5 & &, Ey |d monogamous TH5 & F D [146], Monogamy IFHHEAD R FMHEZEXL T
BEO. ARRRBZ VR TNVA Y MUEBIZIIRINAMETH S, T0bb, 2RO E4(A: BCO)



% 7% Holographic Entanglement of Purification 153

ZEE L LT, AL BAARAEAKOMHBZR -7 KEL L5, ZD & E monogamy 75
Eu(A:BC)=Eu(A:B) = Eu(A:C) =0, (7.4.3)

L0, A BIRMEOREHBEZEZRWI EAEA D, Z0H “—RK—ZH]” (monogamy) DA HT
DHETH S, ZD &S HBEOHAMMEIIMEIZHERIIEASNEVWEDTHE*, o> T, #
HIEHREIZFEDWTE XX, holographic CFTs O & FIREIZE T\ 2 FHE 1T MR B FH 7224
R KES D %2 HDT WD LI TE 5*25, Z 415 1% holographic CFTs @ code subspaces (25} L
T, EHERN 2R (constrains) 2 52 % & BT Z LT E 5720,

Z Z T strong superadditivity (2R &, INH £72H LMD (monogamy 1F L 1F5H< ) &
THERITAERNCTH D, Thbb, —BIIEADHBENE £, 2° monogamy %7~ 372 51E, H
HJIYIZ strong superadditivity 729 Z L IZHERET b, TDIZ L IEA (7.4.2) 2V IELUAWT

E#(AlAQ : BlBg) > E#(A]_A2 : Bl) + E#(AlAg : BQ) > E#(Al : Bl) + E#(AQ : BQ), (744)

Lt b, 7z distillable entanglement & X415 entanglement measure i%, strong superaddi-
tivity Z2i72 3 Z L BHIS N TWS [138], > T, Ep O strong superadditivity (£, & % & DFHE
DT & U T holographic CFTs IZHi 7= 2K 1 2 5256 Z L Wfi I 5,

AN, TRV INA Y ME Ey i2OWT, Ey 5 monogamy %72 S WHATH (Eg)® (o > 1) ¥ monogamy
BT IenUIELIERI 5, ZOBZIZE IV T, monogamy BT 5 & D EEN &R D XD REZRDILEL, &
3 [147) THZ 5Nz,

*25 Ep 8 &0 Ew 1% monogamy %7z &9, RHHIKIRARIZEI U Tk polygamy & IFIEN S (7.4.2) DAL S £
L6 DMEIZE D LD Z & (PL), (P7) (B2 (W1), (WT)) »oEDITRE D,

*26 HiETCH# L 7222 @ purification % #L3E U T extension £ TR % &, squashed entanglement & IFi¥h 2 &+
HHBEMIEE % FAW T, holographic CEFTs (2851 5 HIE#ED monogamy % T2 HTE S,
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B8E

FEHESERDEE

A X Tl BFHEHREGRICE T 284 DFiEz it U7z AdS/CFT XSO ENTIZ DWW TR AR T
Ele, TITREBHREZLEORDV S, SROFAMIIOVWTHRE ZINZ 5.

A X DHETIE, AAS/CFT Wit & &7 HHREGH, BL0EN6 2 D&M DT 5 Hl & 72
2HRUT T T4y IITVRVINVAYRZY PRBE—DOARIZDOWTHM L7z, ZoARITEN
1¥. holographic CFTs IZB 75T X7V Ay by ba¥—ik, AdS K22 LD H 2 FE D /N
i OmEAE LTRSS ND, T7005, AdS 2T H 1T 2R MFORE X, LG HRO & R
BIZBITAMHBEMEICEZAEFNTE D, £, boundary IZBIFE TV RV T IVAY FT YV
FEE—DE#HEN S bulk ORZEEEILTE 2 Z AN S [10, 1], ZhEETT 5 EEH
72 /71K, tensor network (2 &% AdS ZERDFIR ZIZUHE L THRA AL SHREF TN T VWS
(12, 148, 13, 15, 16, 137, SO A W= A LERFFT 5 Z L 13, JFRAIT AdS RSO SI2E |
DEBT T 7 4 —FHEMETL-DICEETHDLLEZOLNDS,

B ATE TR, FRNZARREZRIZ M 5 Ryu-Takayanagi 22 LU T, Euclidean AdS KfZED L 7"
HERRKIZ L DFEM 2GR L 7. TDREADBENZFRE N SIE, TRy VA Ty b
E— T 2RETHHENED IS ICAZDRDBHS 2R, FIZ O(N°) O =X =281 2 & 14l
IEE, bulk OFRKE ETREAMEINEZGICHTEIZ VR IV AY by bab—n564E0 52
xR, ZOMBIZEDINT, [FEDOA — X —DETFHHECELIEROED S E U 2 EHEM S O
BHEABDEZGEDRR S I T4 v TV RV VAY R Y bR E—DBARXMREINT
W3 [22, 20, 24], ZHUET —YHHMHE N &t Hooft coupling A\ ZGRIZE - 72%& D AdS/CFT
M AADHERTH D, ZTNEMEET 2 Z LIRS 3OV F — 5D S BN 72 & 772 RE22 2B g
LIEHMERD LTHELEEZ OGNS,

ST TIX, FHH O DOWISE [1] 12D W T, Lorentz boost Z A 722 RICKNT 2T XV 7))L
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vz hu¥—0 HRT AXEZHWEE R HEBREICHST2IHIIOVWTHERLZ, 5
Z AdS/CFT 5t 1 /85 A — X LR Td 5 Lifshitz holography (2B L T, [FERDEMT 2 S 7 —
VHERM D Cauchy M & Z DRI T MR Z A 72, THIZEE L T, Lifshitz holography
T, entanglement wedge % AdS %s ¥ [/ U HHETEHET 5 & caustics 2364 L. entanglement
wedge % U 7280 2EM & T 5 72D 72 WD B BT 5 Z e BFsnTWS 31, ZOH
1% % PR U C Lifshitz holography Q2N M2 REET 2 Z ik, FB T T 7 ¢ —5H O 8 FH#iPH IR
Bz 5252 WPHERING,

AFLDHHETIE, AdS FiZED entanglement wedge & holographic CFTs D43 5 A3l 7 4 ¥
ZFoTW3 Z &% FikT % subregion/subregion duality IZ2WCikam L7z, TN ZEYH{Ld 21
e Lc, ThThoinsi EORFIREOZMIZET 2Ty br =2 ON°) t—&HT 52
LEMR Uz, FRERETICHOIRIE LT, BFRYETERS 28 L 72 entanglement wedge
DD FRERERIZ DWW TR ARz, T 6 DOICHPEIX, holographic CFTs (2813 % & % Cauchy
i E (8 % domain of dependence ) DEFFIZ &L > TRINTWEZZ LIZIEET S, ZITXH
(Z Hamiltonian {2 & 2 & TIREBORFMFEE L WH B ZE DS L. boundary D& TIRAED KA
fEIZPE > T, bulk DFZEDY dynamical (2K I N TWLERTFBEBTE 5, EEE. ZHICBE L
T WA R ORI & £55 & 512 deform U7 Hamiltonian % fi\ 72 [TFD) D
MFsE %% 2 5 &, bulk DKZEN traversable wormhole (ZXJ&8 3 5 Z L AARINTWVWS [60], ZD
& O IRk AT T 5 B IRIBIC X BHEZE O FMEAK X, boundary O H HHEE A 5 bulk (2 — A2
MEGAZENHRADENS XA A= X LTEL D> T W LRI N5,

BWIHET, RO S5 74 97TV RN A YTy b —ARDORAETH S Tholographic
CFTs EOMBEDOE®RIX, FZEORBMAIZEBRLTWS] LW IHEEFEE X E T, entanglement
wedge O E/NWTERE By % entanglement of purification Ep & BERIZH 2 £\ 5 TH%E 5 2
to1m%§%ﬁé@ﬁ®ﬁm%$ﬁ\é%K#%@pmﬁme@EﬁﬁmK%bT@ﬁ%Mi
7z, Holographic CFTs iZ28\WT Ep 2R LT, BIZFSNTWS By O—HE2MHRET 5 2%
SHOBERETH S, Ep DERICIIMBOE REBICEHT 2 BMUBEENEEZNTEY, 20
FREFARRTRIBVTI ZFHEOETENEICLTWD, T I CHMIFEERS-0I1ICF, TV
RUTNVAVRIY bR E—IZNTEL T AEO LI R, HiHOFEEZMKTIHENDH D LE
Zohbd, £z Ep DEHFIZENS purification Z LG DBFRIZB W THME T 2 Z L 1X, TNEHMED
BIRENIETH 5, R LBSERR CHEEO R WEOMEmIZB T, &5 &2 T 28k
ORI L > TRT HEPENT 02 L fFE N5 (14, 15, 16], 722 D FHDTERIRGE
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BHE G Z25121&, V7Y BEIZHIRT % bulk DL 7Y ALEAD X 512, purification D 5 A
EHPOMTTHIENEELLEEZONDS, KX THZ X 512, entanglement wedge 123D <
subregion/subregion duality (Z#(% ORWGEIZFF > TWB D, ZD—FHTHIMEZ K D 728 T
WABBREIXR 200> TV, Ep = By YHROGEIHIX, holographic CFTs & AdS Rz & D %
NENDOMRRVPEDE DI BRANZZLTHIGT 202 EHEHS ML, ADS/CFT SHIaD A /1=
A LDV % RT3 Z LAfF I 5,

F - RAREICWS T 2 MBI IZ I, entanglement measures & IFIX4 2 & T-FHBH D A4 % | 5 1%
WEPEE FET B [44], HBATFR 2B % £ D entanglement measure % REET 5 Z & 13,
AdS/CFT Wiz BT 287 DN EDORREICH - 2R EB T L EX 5N S, FARHRIT
FES 2RI OV TERR L 72AN, 3 DML EOFFRO/IZIE72 5 < multipartite entanglement
DHFEPHONT WS, NS 2 KHETFH ODNOMICIFRTTERVEMOMEETHD, ZD
HiD £72 AdS RZIZEFEZIRAENTVWAL I EBHERIT NG, RI XTI FEITERA wiElEICER %z
W, ZOMICE TERER TR, REREBICNT 282 < 0R THENFET S, AdS/CFT
KIRD AR TIX, #lZ1X local projection X swapping 72 & DHEAED G DMERIZ B 1J 5 KB idam X
NTW3 65, RICETFHONO MR L 5 ETEEZR LOCC #EA, holographic CFTs %
AdS RFZIZBWT ED & S IZERKE 2 IR WHETH 5,
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S5

ARELRILOREIZDH -0, ELREOMITHL 2 G ICBMEGZRY 2LZOT, ZZTHHOE
ERARZVWEBWET,

ETIIARELIRLOIC L 22> RO ILFEMEE TH b, W HED R I A T LORk% 72355
[ CEENIZ THE TN 7z, AR O SIELEIC Z OB E D TLh o E# A2 U LT E
T, FZ02 EMICHFEMEE L UTHRE L 2 < g ER S ¥ THEW 72 iR R K 22k
FOFEMAKK, Y% D Bhattacharyya Arpan [, =HIERKK, WRAERE IZHELL
EHLUETZVWEEWET, 00D DOEICE FIERMGICET 2% %2 U CIHW 72 EUER
BUZESEBBLUET, AEONRIZOVWTEIF—DGCTHEICHERL CIHE, BFHLZiE%E
TN 7z R T AR SR E D 5 2 I EE R U B 9, R Fafifge s o & HEREREIBUC X, ffgE b
DH%DHHIZE> THWEZZEELSBAHLU BT T, AR XOMELIED D2 o7
Entanglement Working Group ® X > /N—®D Jj 2 IZE&#H L7z e BWE§,

JEEBNKDEMT 5 HFEY I T Fernandez Melgarejo Jose Juan K. Park Minkyu K. ARG
THREIEIZZ VR TNV AV D EREIZET 25imE U722 &k, AOBTICEAAZ T - H#IT &b
EL7, SMEDERITEH U ET, EEABRRIZEFVWHWZEHNHGHOH XX I T4 74
FHimE XD U THW FHRZ NV —T D412, ZOHTBLHL EFET, T LU THRNFHmI IV —
TOFIGERE, BLE—K, BPEHEROLETH S Choi Jaewang K, HAEBK, HEFHL
K R — R, BABEK, APOARBER, KEEIVE, BNEGE, AREEE. ZHRE,
JNAERE, EEEEICIE, HEOMIZ HEO R G TH BMFFEI R > TNDE I L DEHE R
LEzWeBWET, -EREAPSORELATH D, YHEEEZFZOHRD WD S BE I3 > TH
IS TSN T WD KHERFICEH LT,

BBIZ, WO BRI o TV BB AR D H % & BLOEEEZ L XTI NKKkL
RNz BHLERL BT ET,
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Notations

AFX TR, FiZHromwiga, BARBRAR:

ZHWS,

PUR G — A PG 12 B8 % conventions 251295, I o DEHRIK, XHIZ X > TIEAFD
DR 7-ODFELBETH B,

Signature:

Guv = (_7+7---7+)'

Riemann tensor:

[vl“ VV]wCV = Ruuaﬁw57 R,ut/ozﬁ = 8VF;BLO¢ - aM]:‘lﬁ/oz + Fﬁa]‘_‘f)\ - FI)J\aFﬁ/\

Ricci tensor:

R#a = gVBRw,ag = R#AVA.

Stress-Energy momentum tensor:

—_ 2 6Smattcr | Zg— 2 6Smattcr

Tov = =75 a5 (T” =75 sgn ) :

Actions:

IEH = ﬁ fM dDm\/jg (R - 2A) ) ISCalar = _% f de\/jg (6H¢aﬂ¢ + m2¢2) :

FEinstein equation:

G+ 9w =Ry — 29 R+ guA = 87GNT ..

Euclidean time:
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it = TE.
Fuclidean path integral:
7 — f¢€i1[¢} N f¢€—IE[¢]’ gfy =(+,4,...,+).
Euclidean Actions:
Euclidean Euclidean
I]EZH ) - 167rlGN fM de\/jg (R - QA) ’ Is(calar ) = %dex\/g (8M¢8ﬂ¢ + m2¢2) .
Gibbons-Hawking-York term:
Ié%uclidean) + Ié;Eﬁl;Hdean) - 167r1GN fM le.\/g (R _ 2A) _ SWéN faM delx(K _ Ko)\/ﬁ
Projection, normal:

-1 (n, timelike)

1 (n, spacelike)

hy, =d;, —enun’, nynt =¢e =

Extrinsic curvature:
Kaop = héhgvAnn, n, for GHY is outward — pointing.
9.1 Schwarzschild 75 v 2K—)LTY hOE—DEH

75y s h— LTy huE—0AR (2.1.7) % Buclidean SEHS 2 H\CEMT 5. FHMHKO
SRRSO 1% R LR T

Z = /Dge—fE[g} ~ e~ 1elgal (9.1.1)
LERE5H, ZZTYWEYEEE R VENERO Euclidean fEMH X, —#&%I

Ig = Ign + Icay + Icounter term
1 1
=— ar R—2A) — ab-1 K - K, 9.1.2

YEID, M, g BEXTWS D REHES L UZOFE. OM, v, & M ® D — 1 R
BPIUOBEHETH S, BEAND 554, Einstein-Hilbert fEFH DZ 4 6 gy 12 1F bulk @ Einstein
SRR G B IHOAMIZ boundary LEDZE5) (dglanr, 00glanr) (ZHBIL 72IHABIN S, Diricclet
Gt 0glops =0 2R LTz & &, 0dglon DI ZEMFT % 72012 Gibbons-Hawking-York HH Igpy %

LENERIIB IS I BWESO/ER & B2 ) —fRIC positive definite & 1ZE 53", Euclidean IR O Z 4 M1
HOEMNTRVWD, ZITEZTO/RERE LTI IES,
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BAUZ, £72 K X, OM EO&
hy, =0, —nun”, nun* =1, (9.1.3)
& H\WTEF S L7z extrinsic curvature
Ko = h)hIV n,, (9.1.4)

@ kL — A (mean curvature)
K = ¢" K, = V,n", (9.1.5)

Thb, 272U n, ¥ outward-pointing unit normal T 3*%, Iounter term ‘& fEFAREZIZBINS
R R DZIER (IR F#R) 242 UGIK 2DIZBAI N, EBEL IR D% My 1281 2554 HT
Hb, TOEIBEMEEZFOT T T 14y 7D IAARLIES,

BRI 2 LT, Schwarzschild 79 v 7 Fh—)LOTy hpb¥—%28H L LS, EBEMr=itlzk-o
T Euclid 1t U 7z Schwarzschild 7'J v 7 x— )L DEF& 1%,

-1
ds? = (1 _ M) dr? + (1 _ W) dr? + r2 (d6?2 + sin? Gdgbz) , (9.1.6)
T T

THZOND, /NTA—XDHFPIZ

0<r< B, (9.1.7)
(ra =) 2GNM <r < oo, (9.1.8)
0<0<m, (9.1.9)
0<¢ <2 (9.1.10)

TH b, 12 Euclidean Rl A 7 = 7+ f BEAMEINT VWS Z L ITERT 5, RELHELDM
SEH OALEIZ DWW T L, B HL#EAY smooth 7§22 TH 5 Z &, T 7245 conical singularity 234 U7

W 5
B =16rGNyM = 8nrpy, (9.1.11)

CBIRMEDN I E B,
ZOHMEMIZENT, FKiE FEALT 272012 IR cutoff 2 r = roo(— 00) EEWTIEHAZEIRET
%, ¥ 79 Schwarzschild F22iZ bulk iIZEWTEHTHH, R=A=0Th5, ®oTIlgg=0%,7%i

*2 Ky OEHIE ny ORI EITHAGE L CEARYIET 2 MUICERE, JI TR R?2 LOHEE M = {(z1,z2)|2?2 + 23 <12}
IR UTCHE OM = St Z#Hlo7z2 & K >0 £ 7% X 512 convention ZHl>TW53,
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D HHIERANOFGIIEER r = ro EOHOADSAU S, K 2357 T 57201
normal vector &K%, 4 IM IZEHITH r = roo(const.) THALNTED,

2

__ ST o _rr
ny X Oyr=90,, 1=nkn, =g

o Z ik
2GM
n = gTT8T:<1_ ¢ ) Or,
T
ERFE S, it 5T mean curvature I3
K =V,nt
1
—%au(\/g”#)
2 GM 1
- ro(g) e
b, £oT
1 D—1
IGHY:—8 On A=y /K
27
2GM , 2
= 87TGN/ dT/ dcos@/ deri /1 —7(a—
2roo —3GNM
 2GNT +O<rw>’

235, ZZ
S HH 2

T O(reo) DFEHIHZ 7 UEI < counter term 23K 5, ZDHE

2GM

Too

ds?|onr = <1 - ) dr® +r2, (d6® + sin® 0dp?) ,
EHHT 5 & 50T My BICH»IAG L

2GM

T'oo

ds®| g, = (1 — ) dr® + dr? + r* (d6? + sin® 0d¢?) ,

135, [FFRIZ mean curavture ZEHE T 5 &,

T 87”7
o . )
2\ _
Ko = 7287"(7” ) a,

Z outward-pointing

(9.1.12)

(9.1.13)

(9.1.14)

WIZHIDIAA & & D mean curvature 2895, 375, induced metric

(9.1.16)

(9.1.17)

(9.1.18)

(9.1.19)
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AU

1 B 1 27 2GM 2
Lcounter = / dr / dcosf / dor? /1 — GM 2
87TGN 0 -1 0 Too Too

27“00 - QGNM 1
= = O <TOO> : (9.1.20)

25, Hto THIEMEMIZ

%o —3GNM | 2o —2GNM 2

Ip = = .
E 2GNT 2GNT 167Gy’ (9-1.21)
Lid, TIMH S=(1-P0s)logZ(B) > TTZ vy b —%5tHT L L
A2 ~
S = (1— pog)(~Ip) = i _ Anorison (9.1.22)

4Gy 4AGN

& 725, Schwarzschild 77 v 7 h—)LIZ K3 % Bekenstein-Hawking DA X %155,

9.2 EFFEWRERICEAY 2MHE

AT, AR TR i RS 2 B0 52 5, MTICHIS HEOEHIE
[149, 69] 75 & % B,

021 MHEBHREICLZHIBDLR
HEC A i 2 BB B D BRI % 5 X 5 R4 R [112)

14 B) > 1 Coas[0, O]

- 2.1
= 2110 O5]P (9:2.1)

EAAT 2, 2 ZTIEEFOZOICGRIRIT Hilbert 222 4% 5, 7247510 b L —Z J )V L (trace
norm) %

||Al|1 == Tx[V At A]. (9.2.2)
TEHT S, TNIETH A DRRMONTH S, RigXTHS L5112, AW =%V xtAaaE

(EAATH) OB, FFEIE A ORAEOHMEIZE LV, 2O 2L —2 )/ VAD— iz
PR (Al = [|[UTAV ||, 5B S TH 5.
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8 2. &1 Pinsker-Csiszdr RE
1 2
S(ello) = Lo~ ol 9.23)

Proof. £3HHE T 0 — p ODEIEMEIED domain (2T 25 % P TXRT, £/2Q=1—-P LT%
T5, u=TrpP, v=TroP £&EL &, FPL—A /LA

llo —plli = Tr(c — p)P — Tr(oc — p)Q = 2Tr(0c — p)P = 2(v —u) > 0, (9.2.4)

LRED, ZOMREEENPS 0<u<v<1TdH%,
Binary projection {P, I — P} THEEI N5 p D restriction

[ Tx(pP) 0
p—>p|p = < 0 Tr(p(]—P))) € Ha, (9.2.5)

LT, BT hu¥—o CPTP B3 55

S(pllo) = S(plpllolr)

U 1—u
—ulog L+ (1 - u)l
uogv—l—( U)Ogl—v
> 2(u —v)?
—9ljo — || (9.2.6)
9o —oll, (9.2.7)

70, & (9.2.3) 2182 [150], =EURPTEED 0 <u <o < 1ISHT 2 A%R

U 1—u
log — + (1 —u)l
uogv—i—( u)og1

> 2(u —v)?, (9.2.8)

BXO || — Al = ||All1 RV, E72—#02 POVM {MIM}, S0 MIM, = IzB¥ % 05E

B ETHHRIERICB VT, BTRE p € S(H) DIEEOEIE, SR N L — XRIFE 4 (completely positive trace
preserving map, CPTP map) G4 & XN 2 S(H) » SHlDREZEM S(H) ~D0EHL LTEZ OGNS, ##LL<
1% [69] 72 &% BIE,
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Fi R D restriction R(p) : Hg — H, 2 CPTP B TH 2 Z LT

b1

oo R =| [ =) k) (k
. k=1

Pn

3

k) (i| M pMy, |i) (k|

d
3
1=1 k=1
_ “rt ¥ T ¥ _
Sl it (z iy Vi = ) |

¥ d x n 8D Kraus #E 7 My = My |i) (k| 2 HHVTEREZ L5005, O

A 3.
|TrAB| < ||Al|1||B]]. (9.2.9)

Proof. VAA! OEEHEB K CEAERY MvEZNTN o, |i) TET, ZALERS LU Schwarz
DAFAD S

|ITrAB| =

PUEED
< 23|<¢|ABri>r
< inAT D1IIBL |
< @;M Bl

= HBHZHVAAT ) 1] (9.2.10)

= ||AT]11[|B] (9.2.11)
= [|A[[1|Bl], (9.2.12)

2135, 22T ||Al)]|?2 = (|ATA[) = G|VATAVATAl) = ||VATAL) || &\, Bsic
IIAT]], = ||A||s 2FWTC, HEOREHS, O
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PAEOWHE 22 i 370 5. HANERE X

I(A: B) = 5(pasllpa ® ps)
1 2
> §||pAB —pAa® pBll;
S 1 <T1"[(PAB —pa ®pB)O0a ® OB]>2

-2 104 ® O3]

_ ECPAB [OA>OB]2
2 04|08

(9.2.13)

LILgriE B o HIRY 5,

9.22 NV BB EEDIERICA WS fHE
PUFICBN 5 RS ORERIBAX 6.3Hi% B,

8 4. Hilbert 1 H = Ha @ Haew BEOZDEHZEM Heode CH Z2HEZ D0 Heode EDIER
D Hermitian HEF O 1IZ2WT, XD 2 2DEIEFEETH 5 [39],
1. AEED code subspace DTG |¢) € Heode B L Hae EOEREDFHFET X e IZDWT

(110, X 4¢]|9) =0, (9.2.14)

N AIRVASN
2. Ha EDOBHBHET Og BFIEL T,

Olp) =0a4l9), ¥|d) € Heode: (9.2.15)
NI RVASN

Proof. i 2. 7r o 1. 1Z. O O Hermitian B L [04, Xac] = 0 O EBIIKES, BURT
i 1. o aE 2. 2R,

Heode 215 H DEIEE {[i) 4 4}y, (d = dimHeoqe) THET . Hilbert 220 Heoae W HIIR
Hr 2R UZIRKT Y X 7))L RIRfE

d
)= > 10n® s (9.2.16)

EEZRD, MR E L TIE, BAMIZIX code subspace & [d— D% Hpr = Heode ZENIET I, Z
NERAT Y XY 2L RIREE (9.2.16) O R & AAC (2 2 KFRED 5115 572 & 5 12, Heode EO
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AEROHEE T O = Ogpc 1IE|O) 126 UCH—DIER % KIZT Hr EOEE T Or BMFEET 5,
Or ® I4ac|®) = IR @ Oppc |P) . (9.2.17)

EEE. Or =0T BZOBFBRENZT I LIXBRGITHEPrD SN D,
T BT Ha, Hae DK% HNWT

dA dAc
12) g e = Z Z Ciola) s ®1€) 4o da,ac = dim(Ha ac), (9.2.18)
a=1¢=1
LHIZEL L, D) 1E
1 d da dac '
@) = 7ZZZO’Q ) g @ |a) 4 ®[E) 4e (9.2.19)
i=1 a=1¢=1
1
= 7 Caala) gae ® ) 4, (9.2.20)

LEFL, ZITHIEDZOIIRTF % a= (1,§) LMFI L7z, ZDEE |P) D Ha IZHBIT2REIE

PA = TI‘RAC ‘Q)> <q)‘

— é Z Z 6abCaaClyp ) (B 4

a,@ b,8

= S CauClad (51,

a’ﬂ a

=CCr, (9.2.21)

L#FEB, ZITCHR®Hae - Ha i TOBRD Cop = &= (a[Cla) TEREI NG GEEH)
HETFTHD, FEKIZLT

prac = CTC*, (9.2.22)

2195, ZZTHNEMkerpa C Ha DIEED T p), (THRDL, EAMEALYODOEARZ LD
BRBEDZEM) FL i) 440 CERT S (p,&Ji) =0, VE ZLICEFETE™, T742Db5, D) i kerpy
BT AHMAEBATVRWZD, py VAW THSRELTH —-BIEE Kb, T2 TAHZR

DX C ORRMENRE

c1 0
Ulcv=x= : (9.2.23)
Cn 0
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paA ZBDT pyp=g LRI L,
cctg~t=g7tcct =1, (9.2.25)

MDD, E51I2C & gZHVWT Ha EOHET
O = COCTg™ 1, (9.2.26)

BEHT B, 27 UALEO O 1 Hy @ Hae EOBET OL © [4 OEKTH 5,
PEQHEMO T, R (9.2.17) B L ORI 1. 5 1%

0= 1(d|[Ir ® Oanc,prac @ L4]|¢) = (9|[Or @ Laac, prac @ 14]|d), V|p) € Heode, (9.2.27)

PHES, T 2T Hermitian A1 A, B D2 #i+ i[A, B] 13 Hermitian TH 5 Z LIZERT S &, T
DRIFEHAE T [Or @ Tasc, prac @ L4] = [OT,CTC*] D Heode LDEFMHENREZTXOHB I L E2RE

e s, oT
C'CO = 0CTC on Heode, (9.2.28)

21585, ZORRNPS. Heode £ T

04C =COCTg~1C
=g lccicoctg~tc
=g lcoctccig~tc
=g lcoctc
=g tcctco
=CO
= CO%, (9.2.29)

NEOND, TOZeZ2HWSEE (RUNIHET O % Hr EOEFE T Ogp N map L7zZ & LA

YHEUEEE, pa ik Ha CBFBALEET

|e1|?
UtpaU =28 = , (9.2.24)
|en|?

YD, cor = 07551 Cory = 0Va € (4,€) BHED T LM N5,
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UEGHT),

Or|®) = \}& ana (Z(OR)ba |b>RAc> ® Jer) 4

b

1
=i Z(Cog)ab 0) pae @ |) 4
b,a

= \/1& ZZ(OA)aBCBb [b) pae © ) 4

ba S

= \}g ZCﬁb |b>RAC ® <Z(OA)0¢,B ’a>A>
b,

[e%

=0419), (9.2.30)
2135, o TR (9.2.17) L &DET

O[®) =04 |D), (9.2.31)

ZDRDHLIZ Hp LD Projection |i) (i| , 28 1F 5 Z & T, Heode PAERDEEIZHN LT
0 |E>AAC =0a @AAC ) (9.2.32)

MDD, Thbb, Oy FaE 2. 2724 Ha LOFEEFTH 5, O

9.2.3 Conditional entropy @ joint subadditivity

78 5. Conditional entropy S(A|B) = Sap — Sp &, EROETRIZBEWT, ROAREX (joint

subadditivity) % 7= 3,
S(AB|CD) < S(A|C) + S(B|D), (9.2.33)

Proof. £73 von Neumann T b O ¥ —® strong subadditivity 7 &
Sapc + S < Sap+ Sec, (9.2.34)
PO D, 2ZTCEHDTCUD LENT, Wiz Sp Z2MA 5L

Sapcp +Sp+ Sp < Sap + Seep + Sp, (9.2.35)
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&5, FHiLIZ strong subadditivity % O HWT
Sapcp + S+ Sp < Sap+ Sep + Scp, (9.2.36)

Y75, THEMIBET 32 LT (9.2.33) %135 [149], O

03 I VIVTILAY NEE

Z ZCIRMREMNRESIREBIZN S 5 2 (k@ FHBIHEICET 2 ME2 205 2, TvX 7N
Ay MU 2 AR R L Ea—Id [151, 45, 138, 44] 22 (M, =2 X V70 A v MHIEOM
BRI [152] BBEOZ L), F2M—ME2FZE27-01C, —HARAXEEET 2B 2L TWVWS,

031 ITVYVTILAY NAED—HRH

— 3D 2 HARRIHIE & Eu(A: B) = Eu(pap) CET., BAREBIIHTZTU 2020 A Y M
B4R DPREINTWED, FTEINSOMED iz ikR5,

Ey PWROME 27242 & AN TIEINZE (EEORW) =& 27V A Y Ml (bipartite
entanglement measures) & #f.33*5,

(Al) By 13FEEDETH V. separable states pap € Sep(Hap) (2L TERIZARS,

Ey > 0. (9.3.1)
paB € Sep(Hap) = E#(pAB) =0. (9.3.2)

Z 111d separable states DEFEN O YRERINOEMETH D, — /. ZOHD Ey(pap) =0 =
paB € Sep(Hap) K2WTIX, ZIZTIHR—HEFE LRV, ThSZ2M Az LT

Ey(pap) =0 pap € Sep(Hap) (9.3.3)

DE D SLD By 1%, separable states (ZBIU T faithful Th 2 &\ 5%, BIZIXAFTERT S Ep
& faithful TIXZRW,

5 OCRWHEE” OAHRIZIEW L DD (options) 3% %, Negativity 72 &, AT OME DL Tkl E RV AtE
THONDOWUE L U THEET 2 IHMESFET 2,
*6 S @ product states (295 faithfulness »EAINAVWL S ITHEEI LW,
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(A2) Ey FMFERBIZN LT vy 2y VAV by brE— 2 —T 5,
E4(A:B)= 5S4 = Sp when p,p is pure. (9.3.4)

COHEHIX, BRTHIT VR VI NVAY MY b —DOME—PEERIZ L o T, PRI S
IVRYITNVAY MUBERARENZIEZZ VRV VAV MY bAE—TEZ NS Z L DIFET
H5,

(A3) Ex & LOCC I8 LTIz A § 5.

pap = Mpap) =Y pithn = Bu(pan) =D piFy(pup). (9.3.5)

Z Z T LOCC (local operations and classical communications) & &, A%R& B RIZEIT 5 ENE
NoOFRFNEREL . Tho O OELEE (HKNRESR) OAzHT XS 2E&F#H#E (CPTP E
) O THB, Thr—MIC Kraus #E 72 AW TROBICEE 2,

Mpap) =Y _ VA@Whpap(Vi® Wh)l. (9.3.6)

ZDES —HOBEORER, BTREVHRES {pi,php) 8D LE. Ex ll&koTlllo/&
FTHEODNDOEEEIFIE R U W &2 EkT 5, LOCC IZE T ONEZREMNIT27-DICEATH
BETHY, ZOEFRZI VR TNVAY MUIEORIEE UTRBAEN LB DR EZEX SNT
W5,

UFTZ Ry 7N A Y MUEICEES 2 HEEOEHEZ iR

By W 3IROZM &R 729 & &, WA REGEE (asymptotic continuity) ZF2 & WD 1 p,, o %
d,, %ot Hilbert 22 EDBEFIRIEX U722 &, n — co DI TRAEL D LD,

E#(pn) - E#(Un)
logd, — 0. (9.3.7)

lon = onlli =0 =

IHRT YRV A Y MUEIZEL T, & HREOH OFMICET 2k Tn5, T4ab
B, INENEZT By Tld (FLV—RZ VAL &> THl572) 2 DORFIREBOFFEINE V& &,
FEONOKEX LR UBREICA D, p, FIMBENZIZ p, = pS% O L5 RBFRESEE S LT
%, ZOXSBHNERRE Y b7y FITBITSEREORSFH NI, BLTOFERTHEL BN 5,

CHOEMECBRL T, EEORTREBISH LT By DO NIZMOBPERETEL L &, By X

T ZDBD CPTP G4 2% 12 LOCC TH 5 LIFIR S R VAILHEE, 0B THRYE S — RO R F1#1E 1L separable
operations &IFIEN T3, 3745, LOCC Id separable operations ® ([Al—T7x\) HNEADH S,
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regularizable TH 5 &\ 5,

CdRGEDIRT Y 22 7V RREE [0F) = L= S0 Ji) @) 5 (8 U T BB LEAE By (|0]) =
logd %729 & &, FEy I normalizable TH % &\ 5*8,

- By BEEORTRE p,o & A€ (0,1 128 LT Ex(Mp+ (1= XNo) < AEx(p)+ (1 =\ E4(0)
BT L&, By ld convex TH 5B &5,

Ey OWBEA2RTAEREZUTO LS ICEHT 510,

(i) (Full) Additivity

Ey(pa,B, ® 0a,8,) = Ey(pa,p,) + Ex(0a,b,). (9.3.9)
(ii) Subadditivity

Ey(paiB, ® 04,8,) < Ey(pa,p,) + Ex(0a,b,). (9.3.10)
(iii) Superadditivity

Eu(paB, ®0a;,8,) > Ep(pa,n,) + Ex(0a,8,)- (9.3.11)

(iv) Strong superadditivity
E#(pA1A2Ble) > E#(pAlBl) + E#(pA2Bz)' (9.3.12)

(v) Monogamy
Ey(pap,B,) > E4(pap,) + E4(pa,). (9.3.13)

EiowTheMHEIE A RFIE B RAIOMTHl>TW5, Fy MEEOR PRI LT EREOR
HFhzhizd &, HlZE (1) 2561 By 1& (full) additive TH S, REE WD, Ey A additive 7
SiE. ZNIXEEIIC sub/superadditive T 5, F7z Ex H* monogamous TdH 5742 5 X HEMIZ
strong superadditive T# % (748, HlZ L Ey, 1% additive TH V. Ep, Eg ¥ additive Tl

8 (A2) ZHEIE. Z0OLRBIFEBNICHZI NS,

INFELAEDTY Ry TNA Y MHIED convexity 27z LTHE D, FEENBID HVWOERTHLEETH 720, Th
EREIZEDDLAELH 5D,

*10 yon Neumann T hBE—IZH L THVWS NS HFELERINAVE S ICERINALV, ZO5AIE. (i) additive
S(p®o)=S(p)+ S(o). (ii) subadditive S(pap) < S(pa)+ S(pp). (iii) strong subadditive Sapc + Sp <
Sap +Sac TH5,
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72\ subadditive TH 5, M, (1) IZBWVWT p =0 LEWVW=HE% extensivity (partial additivity,
ii.d. additivity) &S,

INSDOHEEZ, TRV ZIVA Y NUEIZR S FHEEHREX entanglement of purification 7
E—OMBERHE IR L THWS S,

PARTE, (A1)-(A3) 2{ili 72T WL D DRIRN LTV XV TR Y MHIEIZOWTHNT 5, £
7z N L —Af#EE Dy (p,0) = ||p — o1 dIXTERKRT VXY IV NIREE @ TXRT,

9.3.2 Distillable entanglement

Ep(pap) = Sup{

: : + | —
nli)rréo [Aeggcc Dy (A(p53), <I>2m)} = 0}. (9.3.14)

Distillable entanglement Ep i, n D & 7IREE p3% 225, LOCC OA%HWT, lekT vy R Y
OV RREZTRARDZ S m HIY B L7z SOHEr = 2 2 JHERARE n — 0o 128
WTHIZEIRETH D, Ep OFE L U T, faithfulness 27z 32 WZ &R IFonbd, T4
Db, Ep iF entangled states IZH LU TETHO2NEZRELBEVWEERDH D, £72 Ep 1& strong
superadditivity 27z Z &SN T WS, ZOMBNEIX, BICEREERT KT
RUTNVAY MHE Ey OFREBRZETHD, £72IROAERX (hashing inequality) % 723

[153].
ED(AB) ZmaX{SA—SAB,SB—SAB}. (9315)

p X2 entanglement concentration L IEENEZ &£ H 5,

9.3.3 Entanglement cost

Ec(pap) = irrlf {r

lim [ inf DtT (p%%,A(q)Qtn)] = O}. (9.3.16)

n—oo | AELOC

Entanglement cost Ec &, AIRERR D D m HORAKT Y XV 7V A v MRER S, LOCC O
HEMNT, nHOBEIRE pTE ZEOHLZE DMK r = 2 & @HLHZRG n — co IZBW
THIZERETH D, Ec i faithfulness, convexity, subadditivity iz Z e BHISh TV

F 72 monogamy 1&—RIZIEHEZ S RNV RN o TVWDE, EELS LT Ep DN THB I EHh 6
DNBEIIT, TOBBRIBRIEER TN LT X ITVA YV NIE E, DERELS,

IZIRIZHR R % entanglement of formation & (% regularization OBfRIZH 5,
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9.3.4 Entanglement of formation

B - inf S(Trp (s} (W3] 4] 9.3.17
#(paB) pAB=z$f|lwi><wiABzi:p (Trp (1) (il 4 ) ( )

ZZCTRUMEE pag = D pi [v) (Wil g T2 SRR DD {p;, [1i) } IZDOWTHLD, Z D#HEER
— %12 convex roof &I 5, Entanglement of formation Er 1%, IRDBEABRAIZ & T B &4
CHWTW2

Ec(pap) = lim %.

n— 00 n

(9.3.18)

Er X faithfulness, asymptotic continuity. convexity. subadditivity %57z 3 — 4. additivity &
& O monogamy %7z X RWI EAHHENTWEL, £/ B KW/ ARpZeidkl, 56T
SHEEREZER 256055720, TOEKTHEIZZMHBEOREE D 275 EREL VWA 5,
IZ entanglement of creation & FFXNZ Z &b b, £722D Rényi fLIZ DOV THFEmRINT VD
[155],

9.3.5 Relative entropy of entanglement

E — i S . 9.3.19
r(pAB) papesiin ) (paBlloas) ( )

Er MM TY PO E—2HWTEREINZZ VRV IV AY MNIETH S, ZOBERRIZEENS
BH & 2T faithful TH D, F 7z asymptotic continuity, convexity, subadditivity %573, —75
CT. monogamy ¥ additivity. strong superadditivity IZ DWW Tz X RWIZ &SN TWS,
FLIDEIWHECEDZ VRV IV A Y MUEDOERD ML LT, (1) Ny o —IC
R % RAEZEH D PR (f-divergence 72 &) Z W5 ik (2) BuMbz L5846 % PPT states 74
bl % HE. BETFON5,

11 Br © additivity 1364 2 @B FAETH 2 2 LD SN2 EEZRMRIIETH - 7205, 2008 FIZE LIRS
i [154],
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9.3.6 Squashed entanglement

inf I(A: B|C). (9.3.20)

1
E, = —
Q(pAB) 2 pap=Trcpasc

Z ZT I(A: B|C) iF conditional mutual indormation
I(A: B|C) = Sac+ Spc — Sc — Sapc > 0, (9.3.21)

Thb, m/MbiE pap ICET BEED extension IZDWTTTS (extension DEFH L 7.2.3H &),
FE, ¥ asymptotic continuity. convexity {ZfllZ T, additivity # & ¥ monogamy % i 7z 3 A 5
KO TH 5, X 5HIT faithful TH D Z LAY 2011 T [152] ITEWTRI NIz, By FBEMS
NTWBRORBEEDORNWT Y XV 7V Ay NUETHS, LA L. entanglement of purification
CEBRDHEN T, FHROFETHRETHD L VWISHELZBATVWS, £INITOWTH Rényi 1k
U7z EHE AR S T\ 5 [1565],

HERSRIE D K/NE%R
MIHE#E I, entanglement of purification Ep 2 & ® 72215 O K/NERIZIRDED TH 5,

Ep < E,y < Ec < Ep < Ep. (9.3.22)

Ep < Ep < Ep. (9.3.23)
I

Buy < 5 < Ep. (9.3.24)

Ep <1. (9.3.25)

M. Ec & [/2 A 2560 H0. Er 31 2HBZ 5565055, %72 hashing inequality (&
(9.3.15)) 25

I(A: B)
S

I(A: B)
2 b
(9.3.26)
2185, ZZTmax OFEE (I3) 26HIZATH S Z LITiER, T I TH/ALIE coherent infor-
mation Ifg)hB = Sp — Sap = —S(A|B) L MEN, LRIV RV TV A Y MK L TS ER
D tractable 72 NR%Z 52 %,

I(A: B) {I(A:B)

9 + max —SB}SED(AB)SESq(AB)S
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9.3.7 Remarks

IVEVIIAY NIV hOE—DHE—%

FPRREBIZBIL TR v RV VA Y by bR E—RARERIZIE—BNRREE2 525 [71], Z
NIFIRDOEFEP SR TWS (FEMIE [138] 22D Z &),

E4 7" LOCC 53t (A3). asymptotic continuity. regularizability. normalizablity % iifi7z 9 7%

SlE. IROBBEAKD D,
Ep < E¥ < Ec. (9.3.27)

X 51T Ey WY extensivity %723 72 5 (X,
Ep < E4 < E, (9.3.28)

D QRVASN

Z 2 THIBRBIZX U T Ep(pag) = Ec(pap) = Sa Tho7-Z e zBwitid &, DEoWE%
W gEEDT Y R )V A Y N Ey &, MPEREICHLUTHIZZ VXYV AY by ba
= —E3 5 Lninhsd,

Regularization of Ep

Ec O7F3uv—r LT, MOBEEHT S [139].

ELOq(pAB) = H?}f {T

nli}rr;o [Agﬁf Dy, (pAB,A(@Qm)] = O}. (9.3.29)

Eroq & B TIREE p3% OEMKIZH W 5 #1E% local operations and asymptotically vanishing
communication (LOq) EFFIENDEEIEICEE L5 D TH 5, LOq &, LOCC % & & (ZHliL 7
R n — 0o CBWTHIBEFIZ L 2FENEETE L LS BRBMECRELZBDTHL, ZIh5
B 52 Ec < Epog WHIZE VLS. Erog 1& Ec L EUOBMERINERE R D, Fro, 3Ty
Ry TNWVAY NUEOWEZ-IF, 1 Ep ITEWVERETH S RITEET S, ELog & Ep @
FHUZIZIRDBEGEAH o T W5,

Ep(p3}
Eroq(pap) = lim Ep(pap)

n— o0 n

(9.3.30)

72 Ep 1& subadditive TH 205, —MIZ Ero, < Ep DY 2D, K. Ep 7Y additivity % i
72T XD BRBETIRE pap ITHUTIE, 2o 2 DOMBEHIEIX—KT 5,
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