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Rényi entropies, Sy, admit a natural generalization in the presence of global symmetries. These
“charged Rényi entropies” are functions of the chemical potential ;1 conjugate to the charge contained
in the entangling region and reduce to the usual notions as p — 0. For n = 1, this provides a notion
of charged entanglement entropy. In this letter we prove that for a general d(> 3)-dimensional
CFT, the leading correction to the uncharged entanglement entropy across a spherical entangling
surface is quadratic in the chemical potential, positive definite, and universally controlled (up to
fixed d-dependent constants) by the coefficients C'y and az. These fully characterize, for a given
theory, the current correlators (JJ) and (T'JJ), as well as the energy flux measured at infinity
produced by the insertion of the current operator. Our result is motivated by analytic holographic
calculations for a special class of higher-curvature gravities coupled to a (d — 2)-form in general
dimensions as well as for free-fields in d = 4. A proof for general theories and dimensions follows from
previously known universal identities involving the magnetic response of twist operators introduced
in arXiv:1310.4180 and basic thermodynamic relations.

The Rényi and entanglement entropies (EE) of spa-
tial regions in the vacuum state of d-dimensional confor-
mal field theories (CFTs) capture interesting universal
information. This includes the Virasoro central charge
¢ for two-dimensional theories [1, 2], the Euclidean par-
tition function on the sphere in odd dimensions [3, 4],
the trace-anomaly coefficients in even dimensions [5-8],
the stress-tensor two-point function charge C, [9-12] and
the thermal entropy coefficient Cs [13-15], among oth-
ers [16-18]. From a different perspective, it has been in
fact suggested that the full CF'T data might be accessible
from a long-distance expansion of the mutual/N-partite
information [19-25]. In this letter we consider a natural
generalization of Rényi/entanglement entropies for theo-
ries with global symmetries [26] and add a new entry to
the list of general relations satisfied by these quantities
which connect them to various universal quantities.

Given a spatial bipartition, the (uncharged) Rényi en-
tropy for some region A is defined as S,, = rln) log Trp’
where p4 is the partial-trace density matrix associated to
that region. The entanglement entropy Sz is obtained
as the n — 1 limit of S,,. A charged notion of Rényi
entropy was introduced in [26] for theories with global
symmetries —see also [27-29]. This is given by

eMQa

log Tx [pAmr Y

where @) 4 is the total charge contained in the entangling
region A, p is the chemical potential conjugate to the
charge and n(p) a normalization factor. It is obvious
from its definition that Sy, (1) reduces to S, as p — 0. An
interesting feature of S, (x) is that, for spherical entan-
gling surfaces, it admits a generalization of the conformal

Sp(p) =
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map of [3, 30] which allows to evaluate this quantity from
the —usually simpler— thermal entropy in the hyper-
bolic cylinder [26]. This enables one to perform explicit
holographic and free-field calculations, which we exploit
below. Additional studies of charged Rényi entropies and
closely related notions can be found e.g., in [31-39].

In the uncharged case, the EE universal term across
a spherical entangling surface in a d-dimensional CFT
reads —see e.g., [40, 41],

SEE

Vi—1

:a*,

_ ()7 410g( R,
I/dlz{(_)%%]_7 o (2)

respectively for even and odd d. In this formula, R is
the radius of the spherical region and § a UV regulator.
In even dimensions, the universal quantity a* is nothing
but the A-type trace-anomaly coefficient [5-8]. In odd d,
a* is proportional to the Euclidean partition function of
the theory on the round sphere [3, 4].

In this letter we show that the charged entanglement
entropy for a spherical region is given, for general d-
dimensional CFTs, by

where
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plus subleading corrections. Eq. (3) can be alternatively
formulated as a statement involving the first two deriva-
tives of S, (i) with respect to u evaluated at n = 1,0 =0
in an obvious way. In the above expression, C'; and as
are two constants which characterize the corresponding
CFT. On the one hand, C is the only theory-dependent
information which is not fully determined by conformal
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symmetry in the correlator of the current associated to
the global symmetry, namely [42]
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As for as, its meaning can be understood from two dif-
ferent, albeit related, perspectives. On the one hand, the
three-point function (T'J.J) involves a complicated ten-
sorial structure —which can be found in the appendix—
shared by all CFTs up to two theory-dependent coeffi-
cients [42]. These coefficients can be chosen to be C'; and
a second one denoted as. The latter can also be under-
stood from conformal collider physics. Consider a CFT
in flat space in its vacuum state and the insertion of a
(smeared) current operator e,J® for certain constant po-
larization tensor €,. The expectation value of the energy
flux measured at infinity in some direction 7 produced
by such insertion is universally given by [43]
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where Q(4_g) is the volume of the unit radius S(@=2
and F is the total energy. Again, the tensorial struc-
ture is fully fixed by symmetry, and all information
about the corresponding CFT is in this case encoded
in the coefficient as. Demanding the energy flux to be
positive in all directions imposes the bounds [43, 44]
—(d—1)/(d—=2) <ay < (d—1), which implies —given
the positivity of C'y [42]— that the leading correction in
Eq. (3) is positive for general theories.

Formula (3) then tells us that the charged entangle-
ment entropy across a sphere of a general CFT for small
values of the chemical potential has a leading correc-
tion to the uncharged result which is quadratic in the
chemical potential, positive, and universally controlled
by the charges C, as, which characterize the theory as
explained above.

Electromagnetic Quasitopological gravities.
The realization that Eq. (3) may be a universal relation
came to us from holographic calculations, so we present
those first. We consider the following bulk theory for
the metric field coupled to a (d — 2)-form B with field
strength H = dB,
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where G is the Newton constant, L is a length scale,
A, a1, ag are dimensionless couplings, Xy is the Gauss-
Bonnet density, and[45]
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Electromagnetic Quasitopological theories (EQGs) [44,
46]. These belong to a class of modifications of Einstein
gravity with distinct properties, including simple black
hole solutions and linearized spectrum, analytic thermo-
dynamics, as well as providing a basis for general-order
effective actions [47-57]. From an AdS/CFT perspec-
tive [58-60], Eq. (6) defines models of (d — 1)-dimensional
CFTs parametrized by the bulk action couplings. Differ-
ent CFT magnitudes will involve different functions of
those couplings [15, 61-64], which can be used to eluci-
date universal patterns when some of those magnitudes
in fact display the same dependence. This approach has
been successfully used before, e.g., in [12, 40, 41, 65-69].
Eq.(6) can be mapped to a different theory with a
vector field by dualizing the B-field. The field strength
of the dual vector field F' = dA, is then identified as F =
4rGl7YH(d—1)!%[0L/OH] , where £, is an undetermined
length scale that we introduce so that A, has units of
energy. The bulk gauge field A, is holographically dual
to the current J* of a global U(1). The parameters C;
and ag associated to J* were determined in [44], finding
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where
ot =1 = foo1 (3d? —Td 4 2) — fooaa(d —2), (10)

foo = L?/L? and L is the AdS(g41) radius.

Now, the (charged) Rényi entropy across a spherical
entangling surface of radius R in the vacuum state can be
obtained, on general grounds, from the thermal entropy
on S;WRfogl [3, 26, 30]. In the holographic context, the
calculation amounts to computing the thermal entropy
of an AdS(441) hyperbolic black hole charged under the
gauge field at a temperature Ty = 1/(27R). For our
theory (6), this takes the form
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where d=? is the metric of the unit hyperbolic space Hffl
and wpga-1 its volume form. The factor fi—j%z has been
introduced so that the boundary metric is conformal to
ds?,  ya—1 = —dt? 4+ R*d=?. The equations of motion for
f(r) and its explicit form can be found in the appendix.
The temperature of the black holes can be written as
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where we introduced x = ri /L, p = QLTJ_F’H1 and 74
is the outer horizon position. We also need the value
of the chemical potential of the boundary theory. This
is nothing but the asymptotic value of the electrostatic
potential A; at r — oo, which is fixed by the condition

that A;|., = 0. We find
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Finally, we need the Wald entropy [70, 71] of the solu-
J
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tions. We obtain
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where Viga—1 = vq-1Q4-1/(47) is the regularized volume
of the unit hyperbolic space. As explained earlier, this
computes the holographic charged entanglement entropy
when T = Tjy. Observe that in the above expression,
the dependence on p appears through = and p, so we
would need to obtain z(x) and p(p) from Egs. (12) and
(13) evaluated for such temperature in order to obtain
an explicit formula for SV(y). This cannot be done
explicitly for arbitrary values of u, but it is possible for
small values of yR. The result for the first two orders
reads

(LR)* + O(u*), (15)
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where o was defined in (10). Now, the constant term
is the a* charge for our EQG theory, which reduces to
the Gauss-Bonnet gravity one, as terms involving the B
form do not contribute to it. Explicitly, this reads [40]
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As mentioned earlier, this is the expected result for the
(uncharged) entanglement entropy across a spherical sur-
face in d dimensions. Now, the leading correction com-
ing from the chemical potential has a complicated non-
polynomial dependence on the gravitational couplings
a1, as. However, this conspires to produce a linear com-
bination of the charges C?QG and C’EQG : aQEQG. Indeed,
using Eqgs. (8) it is easy to see that the above formula
reduces to Eq. (3). In the appendix we show that Eq. (3)
in fact holds for an infinite family of EQGs of general
orders.

The fact that SU21V(u) takes this simple form for such a
large family of holographic theories leads us to think that
this may actually be a relation which holds for completely
general CFTs. Before proving that this is indeed the
case, we can perform an additional check in a completely
different context.

Free fields. The result for the charged Rényi entropy
associated to global phase rotations for a Dirac fermion
and a scalar field in d = 4 has been computed in [26]
using heat-kernel techniques. We review these calcula-
tions in the appendix, where we also fix a typo in the
Dirac fermion result reported in that paper. The correct
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results read, respectively,
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Interestingly, the exact dependence on p is much simpler
than for our holographic theories, for which, as we saw
earlier, a completely explicit formula cannot be obtained.
It is then straightforward to obtain the result of interest
for the entanglement entropy expansion. One finds
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where af = 11/360, a} = 1/360, are the trace-anomaly
coeflicients corresponding to a Dirac fermion and a real
scalar field, respectively [72-74]. Now, the values of the
charges C; and ag for these two models are also well-
known and read [42, 43, 75, 76]

(19)

It is then straightforward to verify that Egs. (18) satisfy
the relation (3).

General CFTs. The previous results strongly sug-
gest that Eq. (3) holds for general CFTs. As it turns out,
a proof of such universality can be easily achieved using



a combination of the results presented in Ref. [26] along
with some thermodynamic identities. In order to do this,
we need to depart momentarily from the vacuum temper-
ature Ty and consider a CFT on the hyperbolic cylinder
at an arbitrary temperature 7. The thermal entropy of
a given CFT in such state can be used to compute the
Rényi entropy S, (1) across a spherical entangling region
[26, 30], the Rényi index being related to the temperature
by n =1Ty/T.

In order to proceed, we need to consider a set of related
quantities: the twist operators o, (x). In the Replica
trick approach to the evaluation of Rényi/entanglement
entropy, the entangling region is cut from each of the
spacetime copies and consecutive copies are sewn to-
gether along the entangling surface. Such boundary con-
ditions can be understood as produced by the insertion of
(d — 2)-dimensional operators along the entangling sur-
face [1, 2, 10, 30]. In the charged Rényi/EE case, the
entangling surface carries a “magnetic flux” —inpu which
can be understood as attaching a Dirac sheet to the twist
operators [26].

The leading divergence in the correlator of o, (u) with
the current operator defines the so called “magnetic re-
sponse” ky(u) as [26]
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where y is the distance between the insertions, n® is a

unit vector normal to J, from the twist operator inser-
tion and €4 is the volume form of the two-dimensional
space orthogonal to the entangling surface. In the case
of a spherical entangling surface, the magnetic response
is given by [26]

kn(p) = 2en R p(n, ), (21)

where p(n, ) is the charge density of the CFT on the
hyperbolic cylinder at temperature T = Ty /n. As it turns
out, this quantity has a universal expansion around n = 1
and p = 0 whose leading terms can be expressed in terms
of the coefficients characterizing the (T'J.J) correlator.
We have [26]
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where the charges ¢, é are related to Cj, aq by [26, 76]
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Let us now consider the thermal entropy .S of the CF'T
on the hyperbolic cylinder. In the grand canonical en-
semble, the first law of thermodynamics reads

dQ = —SdT — Ndy, (24)

where © is the grand potential and N = Viga—1 R 1p is
the total charge. From the first law the following ther-
modynamic relation can be obtained

0uS = —0,0rQ) = =070, = OrN . (25)
Writing N in terms of the magnetic response k,, (1), and
using that Or = —%&“ we have
TOVHd—l kn (,u)
= - n . 2
OuS 27T 0 ( n (26)

Expanding the derivatives, evaluating for n =1 (T' = Tp)
and g = 0 and using Egs. (22), it immediately follows
that the first derivative term vanishes, i.e.,
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Taking a second derivative with respect to u in Eq. (26),
we have
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Evaluating again for n = 1 (T = Tp) and p = 0, we have
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Using then Eq. (22), we can rewrite this as
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which, via Eq.(23) reduces to Eq.(3). This therefore
completes the proof that such relation is universally valid
for arbitrary CFTs.

Final comments. Our formula (3) holds for general
CFTs in d > 3. In d = 2, there are various reasons to
expect a different situation. On the one hand, observe
that the coefficient as is not even defined in that case.
Similarly, from Eq.(8) it is clear that C; for our holo-
graphic calculations is divergent for d = 2 and therefore
meaningless. The free-field results reported in [26] also
suggest a different structure in that case, including pos-
sible linear terms in g or jumps in S,(u) as n and p
vary. It would be interesting to investigate these features
further —natural candidates would be three-dimensional
holographic EQGs [77].

On a different front, it would also be interesting to red-
erive Eq. (3) using the techniques developed in [78]. In
the case of a small perturbation by a relevant operator
O, the leading correction to the EE across a sphere was



shown to be quadratic in the perturbation and propor-
tional to a double integral of (KOO) — (OO), where K
is the modular Hamiltonian of p4 —which for spheres
involves an integral of the stress tensor. In the present
context, it would be natural to relate O to the charge op-
erator, which would bring about integrals of (T'.J.J) and
(JJ), precisely as expected from Eq. (3).

In [79], a somewhat similar universal relation for
charged Rényi entropies —involving the uncharged re-
sult plus an extra term— was obtained in the case of
discrete symmetry groups. It would be nice to study the
connection between Eq. (3) and the approach developed
in that paper and [80] in the case of continuous groups.

A particularly interesting application of our formula
is to the case of supersymmetric (S) CFTs, which come
with a global R-symmetry group. For instance, for d = 4,
N =1 SCFTs one has a U(1)g current with [43, 81, 82]
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and therefore, our formula (3) yields the prediction
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where we used a* = a and c is the other trace-anomaly
coefficient. Similarly, for A" = 2 SCFTs, the R-symmetry
group is U(1) g x SU(2) . Using the corresponding values

of C; and ay [83, 84], one finds[85]
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It would be interesting to verify these predictions using
alternative methods.

Finally, it is natural to wonder what additional rela-
tions connecting quantum information measures and uni-
versal CF'T quantities may still remain to be discovered.
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Appendices

Formulas and conventions for the (T'JJ) three-point function

The flat-space three-point function (T'JJ) for a general CFT is given by [42, 86]

(Tap (1) Je(w2) Ja(es)) =
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Here, I,,(x) is the same tensorial structure that appears in the definition of the current correlator, i.e.,
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Notice that indices are raised and lowered with the flat metric g, = dqp. Also, we have defined
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and similarly for the different permutations of the indices. The expression for tgpeq(X®) in (36) depends on four
parameters, @, b, ¢ and é. However, imposing conservation of the currents it is found that they are related as [42]

da—2b+2(d—2)é=0, b—dd—2)e=0, (38)

so only two of them are independent, which we choose to be ¢ and é. Studying Ward identities that relate three- and
two-point functions, it was found in Ref. [42] that these two constants are related to the central charge Cy defined in
Eq. (4) as

27rd/2

Finally, these parameters can also be related to the coefficient as appearing in the energy flux Eq. (5), since this
quantity is proportional to a component of the correlator (T'J.J). This has been done explicitly in [76], finding
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Therefore, these relations allow us to express the three-point function (7'.J.J), which depends on two parameters,
entirely in terms of C';y and as.

Free field calculations

In this appendix we summarize the calculation of the charged Rényi entropies for free scalars and fermions in d = 4
using heat-kernel techniques [87-90]. Our results here closely follow the derivation in [26], but we use the opportunity
to correct a few typos that appear in that paper, which include the final expression for S, (1) in the case of the free
fermion.

We will compute the charged Rényi entropy from the free energy on S' x H?. In order to do that, we will use the
heat-kernel on such space. For product spaces this factorizes, so one has

Kgi s = Ks1 (01,02, t) Kys (1, %2, ) - (41)

Following [26], we consider a purely imaginary chemical potential for a global U(1) charge associated to phase rotations
of the fields. This is related to the real chemical potential we use throughout the rest of the paper by pux = 27iRpu.
Incorporating the chemical potential in the heat-kernel amounts to requiring this to satisfy an appropriate boundary
condition. This reads

K1 (01 + 270, 03, t) = (=) e 7" K1 (01,0, 1), (42)

where f =1 for Dirac fermions and f = 0 for scalars. This is achieved by a modified disk heat-kernel of the form[91]
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Indeed, upon substitution of 8; — #; + 27n, the numerator of the exponent of the first term becomes (02 — 6 +
2mn(m — 1))2. Since the sum is over all integers, one can shift the index m = m’ + 1 leaving the first term as it was
originally and producing an overall (—)fe~"“E from the second term. The equal-point heat kernel then reads

1 7'r2n2m2 3
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On the other hand, the equal-point heat kernel for the hyperbolic space reads [26]

K (0,0,1) = &%;Q [1 + %] . (45)
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From these, the free energy on S% x H? can be computed as
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The zero mode in the disk heat kernel gives rise to a divergence in the free energy [26], so we can ignore it and get
for the regulated free energy
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From this, the charged Rényi entropy can be obtained as
1
Sn(pe) = —— [Fn(us) — nF1 (k)] - (50)
We find, respectively, for the Dirac fermion and the free scalar,
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The scalar formula agrees with the one presented in [26], but the fermion one is different. There seems to be a missing
1/(47%) multiplying x2 in their Eq. (A.25). Finally, writing these in terms of v3 and y, we find the formulas presented
in the main text in Eq. (17), and from those the entanglement entropy expansions appearing in Eq. (18), which agree
with our general formula (3).

Charged Entanglement Entropy in EQGs

In this appendix we verify the universal relation Eq. (3) for an infinite set of higher-derivative theories of gravity
coupled to a (d —2) form, which are of arbitrary order in the curvature and in the gauge field strength. These theories
generalize those presented in Eq. (6) and were discovered and studied in [44]. Their action reads

Ifge = ﬁ A 2/Ig] {R+ d(dL; b _ (dQ?i)! + _A;J;(;(“_ 3
o oo 52
+ (d_il)! Z:O mZ::l [2(s+m—1) (alys_,m,cg‘j;)m + QQ,SVng)’)S’m) ] | (52)
where
Xy =+ R? — 4R, R + Ry pe RMP7
£8) = (SRR 4 Ko (R + 25(s = DRPR, (R, ) (H) 7 (HA™L, (5
£ =5 (257,%0,7 4 guamB,,) (R (H2) (1)
and where we used the notation
(H2)"” = HOPo 0t H s (R 2 R a5 ROy RSPy (54)

p

gd,sm = —d(s —1) —2(d — 1)m and Kgs.m = (1 — gd.s.m)9d.s.m/2-
Any members of the infinite family of theories captured by Eq. (52) are examples of Electromagnetic Quasitopological
Gravities [46]. By taking the only non-vanishing couplings to be a11,1 = aq and g 1,1 = a2 we recover the theories



discussed in the main text, defined in Eq. (6). The theories (52) admit charged black-hole solutions with spherical,
planar or hyperbolic sections. Their computational treatment is fairly similar and, since here we are interested only
in solutions with hyperbolic sections, we restrict ourselves to this case. Such solutions are of the form

—L? [r2 ] dr?
ds2 = —— | qlar+ =97 102022 H = Quges, 55
foo RZ [sz EYEN @ g (55)
where dZ* is the metric of the unit hyperbolic space H?™!, wya—1 the associated volume form and fo, = L?/L?
—where L is the AdS(441) radius— can be written in terms of the Gauss-Bonnet coupling as 2Afoo =1 — V1 —4A.

Remarkably, the above solutions are characterized by a single metric function f(r). The full non-linear equations of
(52) collapse to a single first-order differential equation for f(r) which can be integrated once, yielding the following
algebraic equation

2 167 Ry T GM 2Q° Ar?
0:+r_(1_f)_ itV -— T @ — +Lf2
2 (d— DLVgarr®2 " (d—2)(d— )22 L2
Q2mL2m )sl'\(d)m—l o1 2s SQ2 s,m
D R e L = (56)
2S(d8 — 1) (S - 1)a2,s,m 72
—((1—2m—48+4m8+ﬁ>a1,s,m+T ﬁf :

Here M is an integration constant to be identified with the mass of the solution and Y, = >0 > . In the
special case of the four-derivative theory (6), the equation of motion for f(r) is simplified to

2

r? 16T R/ foc GM 20)? Ar? Q*L? a2 r
0==0 - - G T G- na- e T 2 e {40‘1 oo el 6D

This is a quadratic equation for f which can be easily solved. Choosing the solution that reduces to the Einstein
gravity result in the limit A — 0, we find

_ B(r) = /B2(r) —4XC(r)

f(T) - 2)\ 9
B 1 2L%Q% 1 2Q%L* r? 4 Qo 16tGM LR foo (58)
MN=1-—"am . CW=1+—5 [L2(d—1)(d—2) T (d—l)} C [d=DVgard

Let us now go back to the generic case of theories with any number of derivatives. Assume that g;; has some zero
along the positive real axis and let 7, = max {r eRT|f(r) = f—j} Defining = v, /L and p = QL?*"92'~? and

evaluating (56) at r = r, the mass M of the subsequent black hole solution can be seen to to be

167TR\/ fOOG - d—2 2 2p2xd d—d
[ T Wi s ] M=+ (d-1)z (w 1)+ @3 +(d— 1)z
m 1p2m (59)
+§: I%d (—(d = 1)(1 = 2m — 25)1 0m + A2.0m) -

2
2L

Similarly, taking into account that the temperature T' is given by 4w R\/foc T = % f'(r+) + —, we find the following
T+

expression,
d—1)(2+d(z% -1 d—4) x~?) — 2p32?
47TR\/fTOT= (d-1)@2+d(= )+( JAz"?) — 2p*z _
D@ =2 a7 + >, (=2 T(d)™~1p?™s(2s + d(2m — 1) — 2m — 1)23 5 aq 5m
60
Zsﬂm(—2)sl"(d)m 1p2mp=26=1) (25 — 2m + d(2m — 1))((2m + 25 — 1)y sm + (d — 1) rag 5.1m) (60)
a =27t 4+ 37 (=2)T(d)m1(d — 1)71p?™ms(2s + d(2m — 1) — 2m — )23~ 25y 5, '
The computation of the black hole entropy S is carried out using the Iyer-Wald formula [70, 71],
oL
S = —271'/ dd_lx\/ﬁﬁﬁyuepa ) (61)
b nvpo



where X is a cross section of the black hole horizon and ¢, is its binormal. This can be straightforwardly applied to
the theories (52) and further evaluated for the black hole metric (55), yielding

. 2 LA Vg L 2(d—1A Z (=2)°T(d)™ Lsp®>™

4G (d—3)x? (62)

Interestingly, the entropy does not receive any corrections from the density E&bi . but only from X, and E&az m

As explained in the main text, the chemical potential p is defined as the asymptotic value of the electrostatic
potential A; after demanding that A,g|r+ = 0. Such electrostatic potential is the only active component of the dual
vector field A in the case of magnetic configurations and is given by

F:4wG£;1(d—1)!*g—fl, F=dA, A=Adt. (63)

It is illustrative to show the expression for A; in the particular case of the four-derivative theory (6). We find
QL 1

Ry foor@=2|d—2
where A; o represents the asymptotic value for A; chosen so that At|r+ =0, and hence p = Ay .

In the general case of theories with an arbitrary number of derivatives, it can be checked that the chemical potential
1 reads

LA (r) = +ar1((=3d+1)f —rf) —aof | + luAi oo, (64)

(65)

LdiQ:rd*lVdelé* - oM T@S

47G -~ Op op
Taking into account this expression and the previous presented thermodynamic magnitudes, it is possible to show
that the first law of black hole thermodynamics holds, namely,

dM =TdS + pdN, where N =Q- [VHdlé*}

47 G (66)

is the total charge in the boundary theory.

Now, our goal is to compute the vacuum charged EE for the boundary theory across a spherical entangling surface
of radius R. Such entanglement entropy can be obtained from the thermal entropy of the same theory placed on the
hyperbolic cylinder S! x Hﬁlgl at temperature Tp = 1/(27R) [3, 26, 30]. Then, using the holographic dictionary, such
thermal entropy turns out to be just the Wald entropy of a black hole with hyperbolic horizon, i.e.,

SEE(IU’) = S(T()v ,u) . (67)

Consequently, for the derivation of the charged entanglement entropy, we need to evaluate the Wald entropy (62) at
temperature T = T and in terms of the chemical potential ;. Above, in Eq. (62) we wrote S = S(z, p), so we need to
find the inverse functions x = x(Ty, 1) and p = p(Ty, ). We will carry out this procedure in a perturbative fashion in
u and we will restrict ourselves to the leading-order corrections (so that it suffices to keep only the terms quadratic
in H). We find

z=2+0rs(lp)® + O, p=0pi(lp) +O(p°), &= ——=
2/ R
L (72 + TZo(-2fx)"(d+ 245~ Dar, + )
(6p1)?(2+ > oo (—2)°f5 (2 —4s+d(d—3+2(d—1)s + 4s*) a1 s + (d — 2 + 2s)aa )
2(d— 12— DV7 |

Plugging the (perturbative) expressions found above into Eq. (62), we find that the entanglement entropy to quadratic
order in y reads

LW [ 2d-1) VIR (L) ((@d=2)°  (d= 275
="c ' a3 Af°°+( L ) Qeft (d—l +(d—1)2a;)]+0(u4)’ o

5p1 = ) (68)

(55[:2:—

SEE
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where we have defined the parameters

e = 14 Z P2 —d) ((d—1+42ds)on s + aa)
(70)

o0

Bett = 3 (—2f20)*(d = 1)s ((2ds — s s + 02,5) -

s=0

Our next goal will be trying to express the charged entanglement entropy (up to quadratic order in z?) in terms
of the charges C; and as of the CFT dual to the theories (52). On the one hand, if F' denotes the dual field strength
of H, Cj is obtained by working out the effective gauge coupling of F? when we evaluate the action on a pure AdS
background [26]. Owing the fact that we will restrict ourselves to quadratic terms in p, it is enough to keep in the
action (52) those terms up to quadratic order in H. If I% 2&1 denotes the dual theory to any theory containing terms

of up to second-order in H, then according to [44, 92, 93] I udl can be shown to be

4+ d(d -1 AL2X. -
L = / 2yl [R+ ik s QW F Ey | (71)

167G L2 (d—2)(d—3)
where
~ 12
% = [aB 6#”’]
Q pPo (d—l)(d—2)Q Olﬂ PO
«a _ s« = 1 s—1\HV « o
Q% =67, =3 [5 (RY™ (233#[ 5,7 + gasiR BW) o (72)
s=0
+ (SR (RSil)aﬂpo_ + Rd,s,1 (Rs)aﬁpa + 28(5 — 1) (RSiQ)M[aV[p‘ Ruﬁ]RV‘a]) Oél,s:| )
and where

(Q_l)ul/pa@poaﬂ = 6uua6 ) (73)

so that Q! is the inverse tensor of @, as described in the previous equation, and 0’7 = 5[#[”5,,] ol We are also
defining o151 = 1,5 and ag 51 = ag 5. Finding such inverse tensor is generically a rather challenging task, but it is
a more manageable one when we restrict ourselves to backgrounds with enough symmetry. In the case at hand, since
we are considering a pure AdS space with R* ,, = —2/L*6"" ,,, L = L/\/fe, we have
y ~ ~ 1
QM po — QHVpU = aefféuypaa (Q 1)uupa = a—Héuypa . (74)
e
Consequently, the coefficient of F2 in (71) turns out to be 1/aeg. This implies that the net effect of the higher-order
terms is the renormalization of the gauge coupling constant, producing in turn the central charge
EM 27 d—3
CBEQG _ Cy CEM I'(d) L

- 75
Qe [(d/2 — 1) 4xd/2+1G”° (75)

being CLI}]M the Einstein-Maxwell central charge. On the other hand, the computation of as requires the knowledge
of the inverse tensor Q! on a shock-wave background —see [43, 44] for more details in this computation— given by

the metric
EQ ) 9 d—2 9
ds? = = [5(y+)W(yl, u) (dy™)” —dytdy + Z (dy?)” + duﬂ , (76)
j=1
i Wou? ;
W', u) = . Rer. (1)
(w2 + 20w - w)?)
This shock-wave background satisfies that R,, = —d/ EQQWJ and, being a Brinkmann spacetime, the square of its
Weyl tensor vanishes, i.e. WW,,UW”‘TO"B = 0. Taking into account this properties, it can be seen that
A ﬂcﬁ' 51 ﬁcﬁ
vpg = Qe Y upg - W, UPU; vpg = 0 1/ W, l/pgv 78
Qu” = enbun” = @ ny@=g) e @ = L =g )
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where SBegr is the parameter introduced in (70). We identify this result as formally equivalent to that of Eq. (4.46) of [44],
obtained in the context of the four-derivative theory (6), upon exchange of —(2(2d—1)(d—1)ay+2(d—1)as) = Lot/ foo-
Hence the coefficient as associated to (52) will be that of Eq. (9), after making the aforementioned substitution, namely,

dﬁeﬁ
EQG _
ay = = A= 2o (79)

Therefore, taking into account Egs. (75) and (79), we notice that the entanglement entropy can be rewritten as

L Wiga | 2d

S Te d

G
__31)Afoo L T/2- D7/ Vgas mac ((d —2)2  (d—2)3aE®

R)? 1.

(80)

The regularized volume of the unit hyperbolic space is given by [3] Viga—1 = vgq_1/(4m)Q% !, where Q¢! is the volume
of the unit sphere S?~1 and v4_; is defined as in (2). We then arrive at our final result

(d—2)ay*¢
d(d—1)

S d
EE(:U) _ aé}B + @ CEQG

Va1 d—1Td-2) "’ (nR)* +O(u*), (81)

1+

where we have introduce the a* charge of Gauss-Bonnet theory, presented in Eq. (16). Eq. (81) is then a realization
of Eq. (3) for our infinite family of theories and we fulfil the goal of the appendix.

As a final comment, one may wonder about the effect of including arbitrary pure-gravity quasitopological higher-
order terms [47-51, 57] into the action (52). Given the structure and derivation of Eq. (81), we expect such pure-gravity
terms to simply produce a renormalization of the constant f., while leaving Eq. (81) invariant.
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