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“Sic transit gloria mundi
How doth the busy bee,
Dum vivimus vivamus,

I stay mine enemy!”

Emily Dickinson, Springfield Daily Republican
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Resumo

Nesta dissertagdo, investigamos a informagdo mutua de Shannon para um campo
escalar quantico sem massa livre em d 4 1 dimensdes, focando nas correlagdes entre duas
regides espaciais complementares. Nossa abordagem central envolveu o cdlculo dessa
medida de informagao cldssica diretamente dos elementos diagonais da matriz densidade
expressa na base de configuracdo do campo. Essa metodologia forneceu um arcabouco
para quantificar as correlagdes cldssicas que persistem ou emergem apds processos de
decoeréncia quantica ou medigdo, que efetivamente diagonalizam a matriz densidade do
sistema.

Empregamos o formalismo funcional da representagdo de Schrodinger para calcular as
entropias de Shannon associadas as regides complementares, a partir das quais derivamos
a informacdo mutua. Para lidar com as integrais funcionais, utilizamos tanto a aproxi-
magdo de ponto de sela quanto o truque das réplicas. Computamos a informac¢do mutua
de Shannon para dois casos: o estado de vacuo e estados de particula-tinica localizados.
Para o estado de vdcuo, nossos resultados reproduziram aqueles encontrados na literatura
existente. Para estados localizados, descritos por solu¢des de pacote de ondas da equacdo
de Schrodinger relativistica, a informag¢ao mutua de Shannon pode ser expressa como a
informag¢do mutua do vdcuo mais termos dependentes do perfil do pacote de ondas.

Como uma aplicagdo do formalismo desenvolvido, calculamos a informag¢do mutua
de Rényi-2 (também conhecida como entropia de colisdo) em uma dimenséao espacial,
considerando regides definidas como semirretas e empregando um pacote de ondas
lorentziano. Encontramos que a presenca de uma excitagdo geralmente aumenta a infor-
macado compartilhada em comparagdo com o caso do vacuo. Esse excesso de informacao é
maximizado quando a particula estd localizada préximo a fronteira e diminui a medida
que a particula se afasta, com a taxa de decaimento dependendo da largura do pacote de
ondas.

No geral, nossas descobertas contribuem para a compreensao das correlagdes cldssicas
em teoria quantica de campos e oferecem uma perspectiva sobre o contetido de informacao
que é diretamente relevante para cendrios envolvendo decoeréncia e medigdo. Este
trabalho fornece um ponto de vista complementar aos calculos tradicionais de entropia
de emaranhamento, concentrando-se na informacgao classica acessivel codificada nas

probabilidades de configura¢do do campo.

Palavras Chaves: Teoria Quantica de Campos; Informacdo Mutua de Shannon; De-
coeréncia; Emaranhamento; Replica Trick; Representagdo de Schrodinger; Pacotes
de Ondas.

Areas do conhecimento: Fisica de Particulas e Campos; Informacdo Quantica.
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Abstract

In this dissertation, we investigated the Shannon mutual information for a free quan-
tum massless scalar field in d 4- 1 dimensions, focusing on the correlations between two
complementary spatial regions. Our central approach involved calculating this classical in-
formation measure directly from the diagonal elements of the density matrix expressed in
the field configuration basis. This methodology provided a framework for quantifying the
classical correlations that persist or emerge after quantum decoherence or measurement
processes, which effectively diagonalize the system’s density matrix.

We employed the Schrédinger picture functional formalism to compute the Shannon
entropies associated with the complementary regions, from which we derived the mutual
information. To handle the functional integrals, we utilized both the saddle-point approxi-
mation and the replica trick. We computed the Shannon mutual information for two cases:
the vacuum state and localized single-particle states. For the vacuum state, our results
reproduced those found in the existing literature. For localized states, described by wave
packet solutions of the relativistic Schrodinger equation, the Shannon mutual information
can be expressed as the vacuum mutual information plus terms dependent on the wave
packet profile.

As an application of the developed formalism, we calculated the Rényi-2 mutual
information (also known as the collision entropy) in one spatial dimension, considering
regions defined as half-lines and employing a Lorentzian wave packet. We found that
the presence of an excitation generally increases the shared information compared to the
vacuum case. This excess information is maximized when the particle is localized near the
boundary and diminished as the particle moves away, with the decay rate depending on
the wave packet’s width.

Overall, our findings contribute to the understanding of classical correlations in quan-
tum field theory and offer a perspective on the information content that is directly relevant
to scenarios involving decoherence and measurement. This work provides a comple-
mentary viewpoint to traditional entanglement entropy calculations by focusing on the

accessible, classical information encoded in field configuration probabilities.

Keywords: Quantum Field Theory; Shannon Mutual Information; Decoherence;
Entanglement; Replica Trick; Schrodinger Picture; Wave Packets.

Knowledge Area: Physics of Particles and Fields; Quantum Information.
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Chapter 1

Introduction and Motivation

Quantum Field Theory (QFT) stands as the paramount theoretical framework
unifying quantum mechanics and special relativity, providing the language to
describe the fundamental constituents of matter and their interactions. It governs
phenomena ranging from high-energy particle collisions to the subtle properties
of condensed matter systems and the quantum nature of the early universe [1]. A
central theme within QFT, inherited from quantum mechanics but endowed with
new complexities, is the study of correlations between different parts of a physical
system. Among these, quantum entanglement represents the most profound
departure from classical intuition, describing non-local connections where the
state of a whole system is determined, yet the states of its individual parts remain
fundamentally undefined until measured [2, 3].

Understanding entanglement in QFT, particularly between spatially distinct
regions, is not merely an academic exercis [4, 5]. It holds deep implications for
fundamental physics, touching upon the nature of locality, the information para-
dox in black hole physics [6], the structure of the quantum vacuum [7], and the
characterization of phases and phase transitions in quantum matter [8]. Quantify-
ing entanglement in this context typically involves calculating the entanglement
entropy, often defined via the von Neumann entropy of the reduced density
matrix associated with a subregion. For a bipartite system in a pure state |¥),
divided into subsystems A and B, the reduced density matrix of subsystem A is
pa = Trp(|¥)(¥]). The entanglement entropy Sy = —Trs(pa Inp,) quantifies the
entanglement between A and B. While elegant, the calculation of entanglement en-
tropy in QFT is notoriously challenging, often plagued by ultraviolet divergences
related to the short-distance correlations across the boundary separating the re-
gions, requiring regularization and renormalization techniques[4, 5, 9, 10, 11].

Furthermore, the idealized scenario of isolated quantum systems, for which
concepts like von Neumann entropy are typically defined for pure states, rarely
holds true in reality [12]. Quantum systems inevitably interact with their surround-

ing environment—be it a thermal bath, stray particles, or measurement devices.
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Chapter 1. Introduction and Motivation 2

This interaction leads to decoherence, a process crucial for understanding how the
classical world emerges from the quantum substrate. Decoherence describes the
dynamical process by which a system loses its quantum coherence—the ability to
exist in superpositions of states—due to becoming entangled with the numerous,
often unobserved, degrees of freedom of its environment [13].

The effect of decoherence is often modeled by examining the evolution of the
system’s density matrix, pg. Initially, the system might be in a pure state, perhaps
a superposition |i) = Y, ¢;|i). Interaction with the environment |E) leads to an
entangled state of the composite system, [¥Ysg) = Y, ¢;|i)|E;). If the environmental
states |E;) corresponding to different system states |i) become approximately
orthogonal ((E;|E;) ~ ¢jj), tracing out the environmental degrees of freedom
results in a reduced density matrix for the system:

05 = Tre(|¥se) (Fsel) ZCC*\ GUEIE) = Y |eil?li) (i
i

The off-diagonal elements, representing quantum coherences ((i|p%|j) for i #
j), rapidly decay, while the diagonal elements, |c;|*> = (i|os|i), persist. These
diagonal elements represent the classical probabilities of finding the system in
the states |i). The basis {|i)} in which the density matrix becomes diagonal
(or nearly diagonal) is called the pointer basis, determined dynamically by the
nature of the system-environment interaction [14]. Decoherence thus effectively
transforms a quantum superposition into a classical statistical mixture, explaining
the absence of macroscopic superpositions and providing a mechanism for the
apparent "collapse" of the wave function during measurement, although debates
continue on whether it fully resolves the measurement problem [15]. The timescale
for this process, the decoherence time, is typically extremely short for macroscopic
systems, but it is also the primary bottleneck for realizing fault-tolerant quantum
computation, as it destroys the delicate quantum states used as qubits [16].

The interaction leading to decoherence, whether through environmental cou-
pling or an explicit measurement process, effectively converts the initial quantum
entanglement into classical correlations between the measured outcomes or the
system’s constituent parts. A natural question arises: how can we quantify the
information content, specifically the correlations, that remain in the system after
decoherence has occurred or when we focus solely on the classical aspects encoded
in the diagonal probabilities?

To quantify these resulting classical correlations, we turn to classical infor-
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mation theory. The Shannon entropy, H(X) = — }_; p(x;) log p(x;), measures the
uncertainty or information content associated with a classical random variable X
having probability distribution p(x;). The Shannon mutual information between
two random variables X and Y, defined as I(X;Y) = H(X) + H(Y) — H(X,Y),
quantifies the amount of information X provides about Y (and vice versa), mea-
suring their statistical dependence. It represents the purely classical correlations
shared between X and Y [17, 18].

This thesis undertakes the calculation of the Shannon mutual information for
a quantum massless scalar field ¢(x) in d 4+ 1 dimensions, focusing on the cor-
relations between two complementary spatial regions () and Q) at a fixed time.
The key aspect of our approach is that we compute the Shannon mutual infor-
mation based explicitly on the diagonal elements of the density matrix in the field
configuration basis. The state of the quantum field in the Schrodinger picture
is described by a wave functional ¥[¢], where ¢(x) is a classical field config-
uration. The probability of finding the field in configuration ¢(x) is given by
P[¢] = |¥[¢]|*>. This P[¢] corresponds to the diagonal elements of the density
matrix p = [¥)(¥| in the field basis |¢). By restricting the field configurations to
regions () and (), we obtain reduced probability distributions Pn[g¢n] and P5lgg]
by integrating out the complementary region’s configurations. The Shannon en-
tropies S[Q)] = — [[DgalPalga] In Palga] and similarly for S[QQ] and S[Q U Q)] are
then computed, allowing the determination of the Shannon mutual information
Is(Q,0) = S[Q] + S[Q] - S[QUAQ].

The relevance of this specific calculation to decoherence lies precisely in its
focus on the diagonal density matrix elements (field configuration probabilities)
and the use of Shannon’s measure. It quantifies the classical correlations inherent
in the probability distribution P[¢]. When decoherence occurs, driving the system
towards a state diagonal in the pointer basis (which, for field theories interacting
with localized probes, might naturally be related to the field configuration basis),
the off-diagonal quantum coherences are lost. The Shannon mutual information
I5(Q, Q) calculated here captures the amount of shared information that persists
in the classical probabilities associated with field configurations in Q) and Q
after this loss of quantum coherence. It provides a measure of how much of the
original quantum information, possibly including entanglement, is converted
into accessible classical correlations by the decoherence process. As stated in [12],
this classical mutual information I(A : B) is equivalent to the quantum mutual

information [ (pi‘iaBg ) of the post-measurement (or post-decoherence) state pi‘igg ,
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which is diagonal.

Therefore, by calculating Is(Q), Q) for the massless scalar field—both in the vac-
uum state and in localized excited states—this work aims to explore the structure
and flow of information in a QFT system from an information-theoretic perspec-
tive that directly connects to the outcomes of decoherence or measurement. We
analyze how these classical correlations depend on the nature of the quantum
state (vacuum vs. excitation) and potentially on the geometric configuration of
the regions Q) and Q). This provides a complementary viewpoint to traditional
entanglement entropy calculations, focusing on the measurable, classical informa-
tion accessible after interaction with an environment or apparatus has projected
the system onto a set of classical alternatives. The massless scalar field serves
as a simple, yet non-trivial, arena for these investigations, representing a funda-
mental building block of QFT. The calculations leverage the Schrodinger picture
functional formalism and employ techniques like the saddle-point approximation
and the replica trick to handle the functional integrals involved in computing the
Shannon entropies.

This thesis is organized as follows:

¢ Chapter 2: Reviews the fundamental concepts from both classical and quan-
tum information theory necessary for the subsequent analysis. This includes
Shannon entropy, mutual information, relative entropy, Rényi entropy, quan-
tum states, entanglement, von Neumann entropy, quantum mutual informa-
tion, and provides a detailed discussion of decoherence mechanisms and
their implications [17, 18, 19, 13, 14].

¢ Chapter 3: Introduces the formalism for a quantum scalar field in the
Schrodinger picture. It details the derivation of the ground state wave
functional using the path integral and saddle-point approximation, defines
creation and annihilation operators, computes the reduced probability dis-
tributions for subregions, and calculates the Shannon entropies and mutual

information for the vacuum state using the replica trick [1, 9].

¢ Chapter 4: Extends the analysis to localized single-particle excited states
of the scalar field. The chapter derives the wave functional for such states,
discusses suitable wave packet solutions, computes the reduced probability
distributions, and calculates the Shannon entropies and mutual information

using the replica trick for these excited states [20, 21].
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¢ Chapter 5: Applies the formalism developed to calculate the Rényi entropy
(specifically for n = 2) in the simplified case of one spatial dimension with

regions defined as half-lines, utilizing the derived wave packets.

¢ Conclusion: Summarizes the main results of the thesis, discusses their
implications for understanding correlations and the effects of decoherence
in QFT, and outlines perspectives for future research.

* Appendices: Contain detailed mathematical derivations supporting the
main text, including properties of the fractional Laplacian operator [22],
Green functions, normalization conditions, and the calculation of inverse

operators.

This structure ensures a logical progression from foundational concepts to spe-

cific calculations, culminating in a broader discussion of the results’ significance.



Chapter 2

Classical and Quantum Information

Quantum information theory merges principles of quantum mechanics and
information science to analyze how information is stored, processed, and trans-
mitted in quantum systems. It provides powerful tools to quantify quantum
entanglement, a phenomenon where subsystems exhibit correlations that defy
classical explanations. These tools are essential for understanding the behavior of
entanglement as well as the correlations between the degrees of freedom of the
scalar field across two complementary regions explored in the thesis [18].

We begin summarizing key classical information theory concepts like Shan-
non entropy, mutual information, relative entropy, and Rényi entropy. These
measures quantify uncertainty, dependence, and differences between probability
distributions, serving as precursors to their quantum counterparts used in quan-
tum field theory (QFT) by introducing entropy measures, such as von Neumann
and Rényi entropies, which quantify uncertainty and correlations in quantum
systems. We then explore quantum entanglement, focusing on its quantification

via entanglement entropy and mutual information.

2.1 Classical Information

Classical information theory, pioneered by Claude Shannon in the mid-20th
century [17], provides a mathematical framework for quantifying information,
uncertainty, and communication in classical systems. Its concepts help quantify
uncertainty and correlations, essential for understanding quantum entanglement

in quantum field theory (QFT).

2.1.1 Shannon Entropy

Shannon entropy measures the uncertainty or information content of a discrete

random variable. For a random variable X with possible outcomes {x1, x7, ..., X}
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and probability mass function p(x), the Shannon entropy H(X) is
n
2 p(x;)log, p(xi), (2.1)
i=1

where the logarithm is base 2 (yielding units in bits), and by convention, 0log, 0 =
0. It has the following properties:

* Non-negativity: H(X) > 0, with equality if one outcome has probability 1
(deterministic case).

* Maximum value: For a finite set of n outcomes, H(X) < log, n, achieved

when all outcomes are equally likely p(x;) = 1/n.

¢ Additivity: For independent random variables X and Y, the joint entropy is
H(X,Y)=H(X)+ H(Y).

e Concavity: H(X) is a concave function of the probability distribution p(x).

Entropy represents the average number of bits needed to encode the outcome
of X optimally or the uncertainty about X. For example, a fair coin (p(heads) =
p(tails) = 0.5) has H(X) = log,2 = 1 bit, reflecting maximum uncertainty for

two outcomes.

2.1.2 Mutual Information

Mutual information quantifies the dependence between two random variables,
measuring how much information one provides about the other. For discrete
random variables X and Y with joint probability p(x,y) and marginals p(x), p(y),
the mutual information I(X;Y) is:

1Y) =Y n(x,y)lo (M) . (2.2)
(X;Y) gzﬂ( y)log, (O p ()
Alternatively, it can be expressed using entropies:

where H(X,Y) = — Y., p(x,y) log, p(x,y) is the joint entropy. It has the follow-
ing properties:
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e Non-negativity: I(X;Y) > 0, with equality if and only if X and Y are
independent.

e Symmetry: I(X;Y) = I(Y; X).

* Relation to conditional entropy: I(X;Y) = H(X) — H(X|Y), where H(X|Y)

is the conditional entropy, measuring uncertainty in X given Y.
e Upper bound: I(X;Y) < min(H(X), H(Y)).

Mutual information represents the reduction in uncertainty about X upon
learning Y. For example, if X and Y are identical (perfectly correlated), I(X;Y) =
H(X); if independent, I(X;Y) = 0.

2.1.3 Relative Entropy

Relative entropy, or Kullback-Leibler divergence, measures the difference be-
tween two probability distributions. For distributions P and Q over the same set,
the relative entropy D(P|Q) is:

D(P|Q) = Y_P(x)log, (P(x)). (2.4)
X
It has the following properties:
e Non-negativity: D(P|Q) > 0, with equality if and only if P = Q.
e Asymmetry: D(P|Q) # D(Q|P), so it is not a true distance metric.

¢ Additivity for independent distributions: For product distributions,
D(P1P|Q1Q2) = D(P1[Q1) + D(P2[Q2).

Relative entropy quantifies how much additional information is needed to

encode samples from P using a code optimized for Q.

2.1.4 Rényi Entropy

Rényi entropy generalizes Shannon entropy, parameterized by a« > 0, & # 1.

For a random variable X, it is:

Ha(X> =

1 . 2 108 (;P(x)“) : (2.5)
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Asa — 1, Hy(X) — H(X). It has the following properties:
e Non-negativity: H,(X) > 0.
* Monotonicity: Hy(X) > Hg(X) for a < B.
* Special cases: Hy(X) = log, |[{x : p(x) > 0}| (log of support size); Hy(X) =
—log, Y, p(x)? (collision entropy).

Rényi entropy provides a family of entropy measures, emphasizing different
aspects of the probability distribution. For example, Hy(X) is related to the
probability of two independent samples being identical.

2.2 Quantum Information

Quantum information theory provides a framework to quantify information
and correlations in quantum systems, offering insights into the structure of quan-

tum fields and their entanglement properties.

2.2.1 Quantum Entanglement

Quantum entanglement is a hallmark of quantum mechanics, describing corre-
lations between subsystems that cannot be explained classically. For a multipartite
system with n subsystems, the total Hilbert space is the tensor product of individ-
ual Hilbert spaces:

H = ®[_{H,. (2.6)

By the superposition principle, a general pure state in this space can be written as:

)y = Y ¢,
P

i) @+ |in), (2.7)

where |i;) are basis states for subsystem [, and c;, _;, are complex coefficients. The
state is entangled if it cannot be expressed as a product of individual subsystem

states:

§) # [¢1) @ @ [¢hn). (2.8)
A classic example is the Bell state:
1
[@7) = —5(100) + [11)), 2.9)

S

2
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where measurements on one qubit affect the other instantaneously.
For mixed states, described by a density matrix p, the state is entangled if it
cannot be written as a convex combination of product states:

PEY PR Dy, (2.10)
1

where p; >0, ;p;i =1,and pf are density matrices for subsystem /. This defini-
tion captures the non-separability of quantum states and is central to studying
entanglement in QFT systems [2].

2.2.2 Entanglement Entropy

To quantify the entanglement of a system, we can follow the axiomatic ap-
proach according to [2] or [3], where certain functions that satisfy basic entan-
glement properties are defined. These functions can then be used to attempt to
quantify the amount of entanglement present in a given multipartite state. Specifi-
cally for a pure bipartite state of a composite system, the von Neumann entropy of
one subsystem serves as a valid measure of entanglement, as outlined in [3]. This
quantity, often referred to as entanglement entropy, satisties the necessary axioms
for an entanglement measure.

In particular, let us analyze the entanglement in a bipartite system. In order to
do this, let’s suppose the system is in a pure state |¥) whose density matrix for
the Hilbert space H o is given by

oot = [¥) (). (2.11)

We then divide the total system into two subsystems A and B = A comple-
mentary to each other as in Fig. 2.1.

B

Figure 2.1

Thus, the total Hilbert space is given by a direct product of two Hilbert spaces



Chapter 2. Classical and Quantum Information 11

of the subsystems,
Hiot = Ha @ Hp. (2.12)

Let {|i)g,i =1,2,..} be an orthonormal basis in #p and define the reduced den-
sity matrix p4 of the system A by taking the partial trace over the system B,

pa = Trg(ptot) ZB i| prot 1) (2.13)

Now, let’s consider a pure state [¥) in a general form

Zc1]| R |j)g (2.14)

where |i) , and |j), are orthonormal bases for Hy = {|i),,i=1,..,ds} and
Hp = {|j)g,i =1,...,dp}, respectively, and the coeffient cl] is a d4 x dp matrix
A ¢js B the state |¥) is called
a separable state (a pure product state) and can be transformed into the product
form |[¥) = |Y4) ® |¥p), where [Y4) = ZC’A i) , and |¥p) = Zcf /) s

with complex entries. Thus, when ¢;; factorizes, ¢;; =

)
In this context, we can define the entanglement entropy of the subsystem A, by

the von Neumann entropy of the reduced density matrix p 4,
Sa=—Tralpalnpal. (2.15)

Note that a separable state has zero entanglement entropy S4 = 0 because it is
composed of pure states.
We can simplify (2.14) by changing the bases into the Schmidt decomposition

form:
min(dy,dg)

¥) = Z VPE ) 4 © i) 5. (2.16)

where pj are non-negative real numbers satisfying
Y =1, (2.17)
k

and [yx) 4 p are new orthonormal bases for the subsystems A and B. The new

orthonormal bases |¢x) 4  are the unitary transformation of the |i) 4 5:

Yi)a =Y Uili)a and  [e)p =) Vi |1)p- (2.18)
i K
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The Schmidt decomposition (2.16) is particularly nice as it yields a mixed
state density matrix with the probability distribution {py} for the reduced density

matrix:
dB min(dA,dB)
oa =Y B(WlY) (YYg= Y. Pl (¥l (2.19)
i=1 k=1
In the Schmidt decomposition, the entanglement entropy
min(dA,dB)
Sa=— ), plnp (2.20)
k=1

is nothing but the Shannon entropy of the probability distribution {py}.
An important property of the entanglement entropy of a pure bipartite state is
that its value is the same for both subsystems A and its complement B = A:

Sq =Sy (2.21)

This follows from the symmetry of the Schmidt decomposition under the exchange
of A and B.
For example, in the Bell state |[®T), p4 = %I , with eigenvalues 1/2,1/2, so:

Sp=-—-2 (llnl) =1In2, (2.22)

2 2
indicating maximal entanglement for two qubits [3].

Finally, since the entropy is a central concept in information theory, measuring
uncertainty or information content. In quantum mechanics, the von Neumann
entropy generalizes the Shannon entropy to quantum states. For a pure state
p = |P)(¢|, S(p) = 0, indicating complete knowledge. For mixed states, S(p) > 0,
reflecting uncertainty. The von Neumann entropy has key properties:

Positivity: S(p) > 0, with equality for pure states.

Unitary invariance: S(UpU") = S(p) for unitary U.

Subadditivity: For a bipartite system AB, S(pagp) < S(pa) + S(pB)-

Strong subadditivity: For subsystems A, B,C, S(pasc) + S(05) < S(pap) +
S(pBc)-

These properties make von Neumann entropy a cornerstone for studying quantum
correlations, as noted in standard texts like Nielsen-Chuang [19].
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Area Law and the Ryu-Takayanagi Conjecture

A fundamental property of entanglement entropy in quantum field theories is
the area law, which states that for a given spatial region, the leading term of the
entanglement entropy is proportional to the area of the boundary of that region,
not its volume. This is a surprising result, as one might naively expect the entropy
to be an extensive quantity proportional to the volume [23].

The area law can be expressed as (see eq. (3) [4]):

0A 0A
Sa :gd_lﬁ_}_...+g1;—|—g08Aln(€)+S% (2.23)

where:

* S, is the entanglement entropy of a subregion A and SY its finite part.
* 0A is the boundary of region A.
* ¢is a short distance cutoff.

* g;are local and extensive functions on the boundary dA , which are homoge-
neous of degree i.

The area law reflects the locality of interactions in quantum field theory: most
entanglement comes from modes localized near the boundary dA. Degrees of
freedom deep inside A or A are largely uncorrelated with the other region, con-
tributing little to entanglement entropy.

A powerful tool for understanding and calculating entanglement entropy in
certain quantum field theories is the Ryu-Takayanagi conjecture, which arises from
the AdS/CFT correspondence (holographic principle). This conjecture provides a
simple and elegant geometric formula for the entanglement entropy of a region A
in a d-dimensional conformal field theory (CFT) that has a gravitational dual in a
(d + 1)-dimensional Anti-de Sitter (AdS) spacetime.

The Ryu-Takayanagi formula is (see eq.(1.5) [24]):

Area(ya)
N

where:

® 74 is the d dimensional static minimal surface in AdS;,, whose boundary is

given by 0A.
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. GI(\? +2) is the d + 2-dimensional Newton constant.

This formula remarkably connects a quantum information quantity (entangle-
ment entropy) to a purely geometric quantity (the area of a minimal surface). A key
feature of the Ryu-Takayanagi conjecture is that it naturally reproduces the area
law. The minimal surface 7y 4 extends into the bulk, and its area is dominated by
the region near the boundary of A, which is where the divergence arises, correctly

capturing the area-law scaling.

2.2.3 Relations Between Entanglement Measures

Among several measures of quantum entanglement we list a few, relative
entropy, mutual information, and Rényi entropy, that are often used in the applica-
tions to QFT and discuss their connections to each other.

Relative Entropy

Relative entropy quantifies the distinguishability between two quantum states
described by density matrices p and o

S(p|lo) = Tr[p(Inp — Ino)]. (2.25)

It is non-negative, with S(p|c) = 0if and only if p = ¢, and serves as a measure of
the "distance" between states, though it is not a true metric due to asymmetry. In
QFT, relative entropy is used to compare the joint state of subsystems with their
separable counterparts, as discussed below.

Mutual Information

Mutual information measures the total correlations (classical and quantum)
between two subsystems A and B:

I(A,B) = Sa+Sg— Saus, (2.26)

where Sy p = S(paup) is the von Neumann entropy of the joint system. For a
pure state, paup = |'¥) (¥, so Saup = 0, and:

I(A,B) = S+ Sg =254, (2.27)



Chapter 2. Classical and Quantum Information 15

since S4 = Sp. In QFT, mutual information quantifies correlations between spatial
regions () and (), making it a central quantity in the thesis’s calculations.
The mutual information can be written by the relative entropy as

I(A,B) = S(pausllpa ® pB)- (2.28)

This relation shows that the mutual information between two subsystems quan-
tifies how much the state p 4 for the union A U B differs from the separable
state p4 ® pp and can be a good measure of global correlations over spatially
disconnected regions in QFT.

Rényi Entropy

The Rényi entropy is a one-parameter generalization of entanglement entropy
labeled by an integer 7, called the replica parameter

Sn(A) = InTra (073) - (2.29)

1—mn
In the n — 1 limit with the normalization Tra(p4) = 1. The Rényi entropy is
reduced to entanglement entropy,

n

=—limad,InTry (p7) . (2.30)
n—1
Although the Rényi entropy is defined only for an integer n, the analytic
continuation is assumed in taking the n — 1 limit. This method is called the
replica trick that is often employed for the entanglement entropy calculation in
QFT.

2.24 Additional Quantum Information Concepts

Contrasting classical to quantum behavior is one of the main challenges in
the field of quantum information theory. In this way, it becomes important to
introduce some concepts that help us differentiate them.
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Relative Entropy of Coherence

Quantum coherence, the ability of a quantum system to exist in superpositions,
is a key resource in quantum information processing, complementing entangle-
ment. It is quantified relative to a fixed basis, often the computational or physical
basis of the system.

For a quantum state p, the relative entropy of coherence is defined as:

Crel(p) = S(p”pdiag) = S(pdiag) - S(p)/ (2.31)

where pgiag = Yi(i]p|i)]i) (i] is the diagonal part of p in the basis i), and S(p) =
—Tr(plnp) is the von Neumann entropy. Here, S(0giag) = — L; piIn p;, with
p; = (i|p|i), is the Shannon entropy of the diagonal elements. It has the following

properties:

* Non-negativity: C(p) > 0, with equality if p is incoherent (diagonal in the
basis).

* Monotonicity: It does not increase under incoherent operations, which
preserve the diagonal structure.

e Additivity: For tensor product states, Cpej(p @ 0) = Cre1(p) + Crel(0).

These properties, established in Baumgratz et al., 2014 [25], make C, a valid
coherence measure. For example, for a pure state |¢) = Y c;|i), S(p) = 0, and
Cre1(p) = — ¥ |ci]? In|c;|?, reflecting the coherence in the basis.

Coherence is relevant for understanding quantum advantages in QFT systems,
where superpositions may influence correlation structures. The relative entropy of
coherence provides a framework to quantify this resource, potentially applicable

to discretized QFT models or quantum information tasks.

Maximal Classical Mutual Information

Classical correlations extractable from p 4 refer to the correlations between two
quantum subsystems A and B, described by the bipartite quantum state p4p, that
can be revealed or quantified by performing local measurements on A and B. These
correlations are "classical" because they manifest as statistical dependencies in the
probability distributions of measurement outcomes, resembling correlations in
classical probability theory, as opposed to quantum correlations like entanglement
that depend on the quantum state’s superposition or nonlocality.
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The maximal mutual information is a key concept in quantum information
theory that quantifies the maximum amount of classical correlation that can be
extracted from a bipartite quantum state p4p through local measurements on
subsystems A and B. It represents the classical portion of the total correlations
present in the state, making it essential for understanding quantum discord and
the distinction between classical and quantum correlations.

The maximal mutual information, often denoted Cs(pap), is defined as:

Cs(pap) = max I(IT4 ® Ilg[paB]), (2.32)
I, IT),

where:

e {IT}} and {Hé} are sets of local measurements (typically projective mea-
surements or Positive Operator-Valued Measures, POVMs) on subsystems A
and B, with outcomes labeled i and ;.

* 114 ® I1g[pap] produces a joint probability distribution p(i,j) = Tr[(IT}; ®
IT;)pa8)-

e I(IT4 ® Ilgpag]) = H(pa) + H(pg) — H(pag) is the classical mutual infor-

mation, where:

* pa(i) = X;p(i,j) and pg(j) = L; p(i,j) are the marginal probability distri-
butions.

* H(p) = — Y prlogpy is the Shannon entropy of the probability distribu-

tion p.

The maximization is performed over all possible local measurement bases to
achieve the highest classical correlation.

This quantity measures the maximum statistical dependence between the
measurement outcomes of A and B, reflecting the classical correlations extractable

from the quantum state.

Examples

 Bell State: For the Bell state pap = |) (|, where |p) =

measuring both qubits in the ¢, basis yields:

(100) +[11)),

o

2
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p(0,0) = p(1,1) = 3, pa(0) = pa(1) = ps(0) = ps(1) = 5,

H(pa) =H(pg) =1, H(pag) =1, I=14+1-1=1.

This is optimal due to the state’s symmetry, so Cs(pap) = 1 bit, indicating 1 bit
of classical correlation is extractable. Measurements in other aligned bases (e.g.,
0x ® 0y) yield the same result.

* Classical State: For p45 = 3[00)(00| + |11)(11|, measuring in the computa-
tional basis gives:
1
p(0,0) = p(1,1) = 5 I=1.
This is the maximum, so Cs(pap) = 1 bit, reflecting the purely classical correlation
in the state.

e Bell-Diagonal State: For psp = }L(I QI+ 21321 Ck0x ® 0% ), the maximal
mutual information is given by:

L1+ (1) 1+ (—1)x
C = lo ,
s(paB) l;) 5 8( 5 )

where ¥ = max(|c1], |c2], |c3]). The optimal measurement is in the Pauli basis
corresponding to the largest |ci|.

Optimization of Measurements

To achieve Cs(pap), the local measurements must be optimized to maximize
I(IT4 ® Iglpap])- This involves:

¢ Parameterizing Measurements: For qubits, measurements are parameter-
ized by Bloch sphere angles (6, ¢), defining projectors along a direction

—

n.

¢ Analytical Solutions: For specific states like Bell-diagonal states, the optimal
basis is determined by the state’s correlation tensor (e.g., the Pauli operator
with the largest coefficient).

* Numerical Optimization: For general states, use techniques like gradient
descent, simulated annealing, or grid search over measurement parameters
to find the maximum I.

¢ Symmetry Exploitation: Use the state’s symmetries to reduce the parameter
space, e.g., for Bell-diagonal states, restricting to Pauli bases.
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Symmetric Quantum Discord

Symmetric quantum discord quantifies the nonclassical correlations in p 45 that
cannot be captured by classical measurement outcomes, even with optimal local
measurements. These correlations include, but are not limited to, entanglement,
and may exist in separable states, making discord a broader measure of quan-
tumness than entanglement. The symmetric nature makes it particularly relevant
for systems where the roles of A and B are interchangeable, such as in certain
quantum communication protocols or symmetric physical systems [26].

Symmetric quantum discord, denoted Qs(pag), is defined as the difference
between the total correlations, measured by the quantum mutual information, and
the maximum classical correlations extractable through local measurements on

both subsystems:
Qs(pap) = I(paB) — Cs(paB), (2.33)
where:
® I(pag) = S(pa)+ S(pp) — S(pap) is the quantum mutual information,
with S(p)
TrB(pAB)

= —Tr(plogp) being the von Neumann entropy, and pg =
), (o = TrA(pAB) as the reduced density matrices.

* Cs(pap) = max; i I(I14 ® I1g[oap]) is the maximal mutual information,
4 1p

where: IT); and I}, are local projective measurements (or POVMs) on A and
B.

e p(i,j) = Tr[(T1, ® Hé) p ap] is the joint probability distribution.

e I(IT4 ® Ilglpag]) = H(pa) + H(pg) — H(pag) is the classical mutual infor-
mation, with H(p) = — Y_ px log pk as the Shannon entropy, and marginals
pa(i) =X;p(i,j), pe(j) = Lip(ij).

The maximization in Cs(pap) is over all possible local measurement bases to
extract the highest classical correlation.

This definition ensures symmetry by optimizing measurements over both
subsystems equally, unlike asymmetric discord D(A|B) = I(A : B) — J(A|B),
which maximizes classical correlations over measurements on one subsystem (e.g.,
B), [27, 28].

Examples

e Bell State:For pp = |¢) (¢|, where |¢p) = %(]OO) + [11)).
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[ ]
=
~

~

Quantum mutual information: S(pap) = 0 (pure state), pa = pp =
S(pa) = S(pp) = 1,50 I(pap) =1+1-0=2.

e Maximal mutual information: Measuring in 0; ® 03, p(0,0) = p(1,1) = %,
H(pA) = H(pB) = H(pAB) =1, so CS(pAB) =1+1—1 = 1. Thisis
optimal.

e Symmetric quantum discord: Qs(pap) = 2 — 1 = 1 bit, reflecting the strong

quantum correlations due to entanglement.
* Classical State:For p 45 = 200) (00| + £[11)(11]:

* S(pap) =1,pa = pp = 3[0)(0] + 3|1)(1], S(pa) = S(pp) = 1,50 I(pap) =
1+1—-1=1.

* Measuring in the computational basis, p(0,0) = p(1,1) = 1, Cs(pap) = 1.

* Qs(pap) =1—1=0, indicating no quantum correlations, as expected for a
classical state.

e Bell-Diagonal State:For psp = }L(I ® I+ Zi:l CkOk @ 0% ):

e I(pap) depends on the eigenvalues of p 4p.

e Cs(pap) = Yo 1+(;1)ZK log (H(;l)l'{),wherex = max(|c1], |c2], |e3]), achieved
by measuring in the Pauli basis of the largest |c|.

* Qs(pap) = I(pap) —Cs(pap). Forc; =cx =c3=1,Cs =1,and I(pap) = 2,
so Qg ~ 1.

2.2.5 Decoherence in Quantum Systems

Decoherence is a fundamental process in quantum mechanics that describes
the loss of quantum coherence in a system due to its interaction with an external
environment. It is a primary mechanism by which quantum systems transition
from exhibiting quantum behaviors, such as superposition and entanglement,
to classical behaviors, effectively explaining the emergence of classicality in a
quantum world. Decoherence plays a critical role in quantum information theory,
quantum computing, and the study of quantum-to-classical transitions [13].

Decoherence occurs when a quantum system, initially in a coherent superposi-

tion or entangled state, interacts with an environment, leading to the suppression
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of off-diagonal elements in the system’s density matrix in a preferred basis. This
process does not involve energy dissipation (as in relaxation) but rather the en-
tanglement of the system with environmental degrees of freedom, causing the
system’s quantum information to become distributed and inaccessible locally.
Mathematically, consider a quantum system S with density matrix pg, initially
in a pure state, such as a superposition «|0) 4+ B|1). The system interacts with an
environment E, initially in state pg, under a total Hamiltonian H = Hg + Hg + Hgp,
where Hgr is the system-environment interaction term. The joint system evolves
unitarily via the operator U = ¢~ *H!/" but the reduced density matrix of the

system, obtained by tracing out the environment, is:
s = Tre[U(ps ® pg) U] (2.34)

Decoherence manifests as the rapid decay of off-diagonal elements in pg in a
specific basis, called the pointer basis, determined by the interaction Hgg. For a
qubit, the density matrix:

> ap’
Ps = (,Boc* B2 (2.35)
may evolve to:
a2 0
05 ~ ('()' |ﬁ\2>' (2.36)

if the environment distinguishes the basis states |0) and |1), indicating a loss of

coherence.

Physical Significance
Decoherence is crucial for understanding several phenomena:

* Quantum-to-Classical Transition: It explains why macroscopic systems
exhibit classical behavior, as their interactions with large environments sup-
press quantum superpositions, favoring pointer states that are robust to

environmental monitoring [29].

* Measurement Problem: Decoherence provides a framework for the apparent
collapse of the wave function during measurement. By entangling the system
with a measuring apparatus (an environment), it selects definite outcomes
without requiring a physical collapse, though some argue it doesn’t fully

resolve the measurement problem [15].
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* Quantum Computing: Decoherence is the primary obstacle to maintaining
quantum states in qubits, causing errors in superpositions and entanglement.
The coherence time, determines how long a qubit can perform computations
before losing its quantum information [16].

Mechanisms of Decoherence

Decoherence arises from various interactions between the system and its envi-

ronment, each described through different formalisms:

* Density-Matrix Approach: The most common description, where off-diagonal
elements of the system’s density matrix decay due to entanglement with the
environment. For a qubit, if the environment states |Ey) and |E;) become
orthogonal ((Eg|E1) ~ 0), the off-diagonal terms vanish, converting a pure
state to a mixed state.(see eq. (5) of [14]).

* Loss of Interference: Decoherence suppresses quantum interference terms,
which are responsible for phenomena like interference patterns in the double-
slit experiment. The probability of transitioning between states includes
interference terms before decoherence:

Probyesore (¥ — ¢) = [(Y1¢)1* =} [7 ¢il* + ;wz“t/w;‘qbi- (2.37)
1 17]

After decoherence, these terms vanish:

prob .. (¥ — ¢) = Y [ ¢il*. (2.38)

i
e Dirac Notation: The system’s state evolves as |)|E) — Y ¢;|i)|E;). Or-

thogonality of environmental states ((E;|E;) ~ d;j) causes decoherence by

eliminating superposition.

* Operator-Sum Representation: Decoherence is modeled as a non-unitary
process using Kraus operators Wy:

A

os(t) = Y Wi(H)psO)W (1), Y WEH(H)Wi(t) =I5, (2.39)
] z

where Wi (t) = ,/p;, = (E;, | U(t) |Ej,) represent environmental effects (see
the eq. (11) of [14]).
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¢ Semigroup Approach: The system’s dynamics are described by a master
equation, such as the Lindblad equation, which includes a decoherence term

Lplps: ,

0s(t) = =3 [Hs, ps(t)] + Lplos (). (2.40)
The Lindblad term models noise, causing non-unitary evolution!.

These mechanisms highlight that decoherence is driven by the environment’s
ability to “monitor” the system, entangling it with external degrees of freedom

and selecting a preferred basis.

Examples

* Double-Slit Experiment:In the double-slit experiment, an electron in a su-
perposition of passing through two slits produces an interference pattern. If
stray particles interact with the electron, entangling its path with the envi-
ronment, the interference terms vanish, and the pattern becomes classical,

resembling particles passing through one slit or the other .

* Schrodinger’s Cat:The hypothetical superposition of a cat being “alive” and
“dead” decoheres rapidly due to interactions with the environment (e.g.,
air molecules, photons). The pointer states (“alive” or “dead”) are stable,
making the superposition unobservable, and the cat appears in a definite

state.

* Qubit in a Quantum Computer:A qubit in a superposition «|0) + B|1) may
decohere due to electromagnetic noise or thermal vibrations. For a super-
conducting qubit, the density matrix’s off-diagonal elements decay within
microseconds, turning the state into a classical mixture, disrupting quantum

computations [16].

e Entangled Qubits:A Bell state like \/Li (]00) + |11)) under dephasing becomes
a classical mixture, reducing its symmetric quantum discord to zero as all

correlations become extractable classically.

IThe Lindblad equation can be used to describe the generation of entanglement between two
initially unentangled qubits. (see [30]).
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Relation to Quantum Discord

Decoherence directly impacts quantum correlations, such as those measured
by symmetric quantum discord (Qs(pap) = I(pag) — Cs(pap)). As decoherence
entangles the system with the environment, it reduces the quantum mutual in-
formation I(pap) = S(pa) + S(pB) — S(pap), while classical correlations Cs(p4p)
may increase as the state becomes more classical. For example, a Bell state under
dephasing transitions to a classical mixture, reducing Qs to zero, as all correla-
tions become extractable classically. This interplay highlights decoherence’s role
in diminishing the quantumness of correlations, affecting tasks like quantum
cryptography and computing.

The Effect of Decoherence on Entangled Systems

Research consistently indicates that when two entangled systems undergo
decoherence, typically through independent interactions with their respective
environments, their entanglement is generally lost. This occurs because each sys-
tem becomes entangled with its environment, effectively transferring the original
entanglement to the environment. For instance, consider two qubits, A and B,
initially in an entangled state. If A interacts with environment EA and B with EB,
the total state evolves to include correlations with EA and EB. Tracing out the
environments (a standard procedure in quantum mechanics to find the reduced
density matrix of A and B) often results in a mixed state for A and B, which is
typically separable, meaning no entanglement remains.

This process is well-documented in quantum information theory. For example,
studies on decoherence channels, such as amplitude damping or phase damping,
show that entanglement measures like concurrence decrease over time as deco-
herence parameters increase. A notable phenomenon, entanglement sudden death,
describes cases where entanglement vanishes completely after a finite time due to
environmental interactions, as discussed in [31, 32, 33].

While the general trend is loss of entanglement, there are exceptions under
controlled conditions. The Nature Physics article Protecting entanglement from
decoherence using weak measurement and quantum measurement reversal [34], proposes
and demonstrates a scheme using weak measurements and quantum measure-
ment reversal to protect entanglement, effectively circumventing entanglement
sudden death. This suggests that, with specific interventions, entanglement can
survive decoherence, but such methods are not part of the natural, uncontrolled
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decoherence process.

In conclusion, the decoherence of two entangled systems generally implies the
loss of their entanglement, driven by the systems becoming entangled with their
environments. While exceptions exist under controlled conditions with protective
techniques, the standard scenario without intervention leads to entanglement
decay.



Chapter 3

Quantum Scalar Field Theory and En-
tanglement Entropy in the Schrodinger

Picture

Quantum Field Theory (QFT) provides a framework for describing systems
with infinite degrees of freedom, such as quantum scalar fields. While the Heisen-
berg picture is commonly used, the Schrodinger picture offers a powerful alter-
native for studying quantum correlations, particularly entanglement entropy. In
the Schrodinger picture, quantum states evolve over time as wave functionals,
while operators remain time-independent. This formalism is especially suited for
computing entanglement entropy, as it allows direct manipulation of field config-
urations to derive probability distributions and reduced density matrices. This
chapter combines the technical derivations of the ground state wave functional
with the entanglement entropy calculations for the vacuum state of a free real
scalar field. We present a comprehensive treatment of quantum scalar field theory
in the Schrodinger representation, covering the ground state wave functional, an-
nihilation and creation operators, probability distributions, and their application
to entanglement entropy using the replica trick. The material is tailored to support
the thesis’s focus on quantifying entanglement between spatial regions Q C R¥

and its complement Q). We will use the units c = i = 1.

3.1 Quantum Scalar Field Theory: Basics

A free real scalar field ¢(x) in d + 1-dimensional Minkowski spacetime is

described by the action

1
Slp| = 5 /dde (ay(payqo — mz(;)z) , (3.1)

26
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where m is the mass of the field, and the metric conventionis 77, = diag(1,—1,...,
The Euler-Lagrange equation derived from this action is the Klein-Gordon equa-
tion:

(90" +m*)g(x) = 0. (3.2)

In the canonical quantization approach, the field ¢(x) and its conjugate mo-
mentum 7t(x) = do@(x) are promoted to operators ¢ and 7 respectively, satisfying
the equal-time commutation relations:

[p(t,x), 7(t,y)] = 6@ (x—y), [6(t,%),§(t,y)] = [7(t,x), 7(t,y)] =0.  (33)

The Hamiltonian is obtained via the Legendre transform:

1 1 5.
H= / dix [ +5(Vg)2+ Emzqﬁ] . (3.4)
The quantum field ¢(x) that solves the Klein-Gordon equation can be expanded
as: ;
1 a’k - ~
~ _ K)e k- x T (1) etk x )
00 = Gy | g (000 a0 T) L (39

where wy, = vVm? +k? and the operators 4, and 4] satisfy the commutation
relations:

[a(k),a+(k’)] = 5(k—X),

(3.6)
[a(k), a(k)] = [a*(k),a* (k)] = 0.
The Hamiltonian operator, can be rewritten in terms of ay and 4] as:
L[ t t
= /d k@i (a (K)a(k) +a(k)a' (k) (3.7)

In this way, the vacuum state is defined by the action of the annihilation
operator a(k):
a(k)[0) = 0. (3.8)

In the Heisenberg picture, the field operators evolve, and the state is fixed.
In contrast, in the Schrédinger picture, the operators ¢(x) and 7(x) are time-
independent, and the state evolves according to the Schrodinger equation:
d

i [¥(1)) = H[¥(t)). (3.9)

7).
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Since the field ¢(x) is defined over a continuous spatial domain, the quantum
state in the Schrodinger picture is described by a wave functional ¥[¢, t|, where
¢(x) is a classical field configuration, and ¥[¢,t] = (¢|'¥(¢)) is the probability
amplitude for the field to be in the configuration ¢ (x) at time .

3.2 Functional Formalism in the Schrodinger Picture

In the Schrédinger picture, the field operator ¢(x) acts as a multiplication oper-

ator, and the conjugate momentum 7%(x) is represented as a functional derivative:

A . . 0
PIFIP] = ()9l AC)¥IP] = —iF s lel (3.10)
These operators satisfy the commutation relations
[$(x), 7(y)] =0 (x—y). (3.11)
The Hamiltonian in the Schrodinger picture becomes:
1 1
H= /dd { 25¢ s+ —(qu(x))2 + 2m2(p( X) ] (3.12)

The time-dependent Schrodinger equation for the wave functional is:

¥lp, ) = [ d'x]- 354) #5002+ Jtg(x?| gl @13

For a stationary state, such as the ground state, we solve the time-independent
Schrédinger equation:
HY[¢] = EY]¢]. (3.14)

3.3 Ground State Wave Functional

The ground state wave functional ¥[¢] for the free scalar field can be derived
by solving the time-independent Schrodinger equation (3.14), for the lowest energy
state Eg. This approach directly determines the functional form of ¥[¢] using the
Hamiltonian for the scalar field in the Schrodinger picture, given by (3.12).

We seek the ground state wave functional ¥[¢]. For a free field theory, which
describes a system of uncoupled harmonic oscillators in momentum space, the
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ground state is expected to be of Gaussian form. We therefore make the ansatz

Holo) = Newp (= [ [diyplstoyiom) ), @)

where N is a normalization constant and ¢(x, y) is a symmetric kernel, g(x,y) =
g(y, x), to be determined. This can be written more compactly by defining an
operator O such that [O¢](x) = [ d%y g(x,y)¢(y). The operator O is assumed to
be linear, positive, and self-ad]omt. The ansatz becomes

Holg) = Newp (3 [ dxp(0g ). (3.16)

To apply the Hamiltonian to this ansatz, we need the functional derivatives of

Yol

6%olg] _ -
54)(2)() =- ( / d’y g(x,y)¢(y)) Yol¢] = —[O¢] (x)Fo[4)]. (3.17)

The second functional derivative is

P¥olp] 9
U] (00100 %alg) = —g(x ¥l + (091 Holgl. @19

Here, ¢(x, x) is a shorthand for the kernel g(x,y) evaluated aty = x, it relates
to the trace of the operator O when integrated.

Now, we evaluate the action of each term in the Hamiltonian (3.12) on ¥y[¢]:

The potential energy term

(%/ddx mp(x) >‘Y0[4’ ( /ddxcP (m?) (x )) o[¢]- (3.19)

The gradient term, after an integration by parts (assuming ¢(x) vanishes at spatial
infinity)

G / d'x (V4>(x))2> Yolg] = (% / d'x 4)(x)(—V2¢)(x)) Yolg].  (3.20)
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The functional kinetic term

Jatx (=35 ) walol == 5 [ a'x [t + (109107 alg

_ (5 [atxsgtxx -2 / ' (04)0))) ol

(3.21)

The term f d?x g(x,x) is the trace of the operator O, denoted Tr(O). The term
[ dx x))? can be written as

/ P'x 900 [0%] () = [ d'xg(x) [y gy) [a'zg(x2)s(zy).  6:22)

Substituting these into the Schrodinger equation H¥[¢] = Eo¥o[¢]

Eo¥o[p] = BTr ——/ddx4> )[O*¢)] /ddx4> 29](x) | Yol¢]
5 | [#xow [m2¢]<x>] ¥olg). (629

For this equation to hold for all field configurations ¢(x), the terms quadratic in
$(x) on the right-hand side must sum to zero when acting on ¥y[¢] (as Ep is a
constant), and the constant term must be equal to Ey.

Equating the ¢-dependent quadratic forms

—%/ddxq)(x) [024)] (x)+%/ddx<p(x) [—qu)] (x)+%/ddx<p(x) [m%p] (x) =0.

(3.24)
This implies

/ d'x 9(x) [0%] (x) = / dix p(x) (— V2 + m2)p(x). (3.25)
Thus, the operator O must be equal to (—V? + m?). Therefore, we can take
O=+v-V24+m2 (3.26)

This operator is the fractional Laplacian operator discussed in Appendix A, for
m = 0.
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The ground state energy Ey is then given by the ¢-independent term

Ep = STr(0) = LTr <\/—V2 n m2> . (3.27)

2 2

This energy is the sum of the zero-point energies of all the normal modes of
the field, %Zk wy, where wy = Vk? + m?. This sum is divergent and requires
regularization.

The ground state wave functional is therefore:

¥olp] = Nexp (—% /ddx p(x)V —V?2+ m2¢(x)> : (3.28)

Finally, the normalization constant AV is determined by the condition

J[Dg][¥o[g]|* = 1:

N2 [1Dg) exp( [ #*x 9(x)[09] (x )) (3.29)

—-1/2

The Gaussian functional integral is given by [det O] , up to constants related to

the definition of the functional measure

/[qu exp ( /ddxcp )[Op] (x )) — [detO] 172, (3.30)
Thus,
N?detO] 12 =1 = N = [detO]"/%. (3.31)

So the normalized ground state wave functional is
1
o] = [det O exp (—5 [ #*xe((0¢] (x)) : (3.32)

where O = /—V2 + m2

Due to the technical challenges involved in obtaining the kernel integral rep-
resentation of the fractional operator with mass, we choose to work with the
massless fractional Laplacian operator O = vV —V2 (see (A.18)). The properties of
this fractional operator are discussed in more detail in Appendix A.
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3.4 Annihilation and Creation Operators

In the Schrodinger picture, annihilation and creation operators are defined
as functional operators acting on the wave functional. The annihilation operator
4(x) is constructed to satisfy 4(x)¥o[¢] = O, ensuring that the ground state is
annihilated. We define:

a(x) E%o“z [0¢(x) + i (x)]
——_|0V2g(x) + 0120 (539

V7Y sp(x) ]’

where 0!/ is the fractional operator with Fourier transform wll(/ 2

,and 7y is a

normalization constant. The creation operator is the Hermitian conjugate:

it (%) 5%0_1/2 O¢(x) — ir(x)]
1 )
—— |OY2p(x) — ol/z—} : 3.34
77 |07 -0 534
We can verify that the wave functional ¥ [¢] (3.32) satisfies the equation
. _ 1 12 —1/2_9 _
0 ¥olg] = - 01239+ 020 gl =0 (339)

For this, we must take into account that

Solg] _ !V exp <_% [ q>(x’>o4>(x'))

6¢(x)
) [o9(x') / 0P (X')
X /ddx {W O(P(X)-I_(P(X)O&P(X)]

——¥olg] | [ ax5x ) Ogx)]
— — ¥[g] O (x). (3:36)

In this way, we can verify that the wave functional (3.32) satisfies this equation.
The commutation relations are:

[a(x), 4% (y)] = 8 (x ~y), (3.37)
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with v = 2 to ensure proper normalization. These operators define the vacuum
and are essential for constructing excited states and computing correlation func-

tions.

3.5 Reduced Probabilities and the Reduced Density
Matrix

In Quantum Field Theory (QFT), the reduced probability density provides
insight into the field configurations within a spatial region (), independent of the
complementary region Q). For the ground state of a free scalar field, we compute
the probability of observing a field configuration gn(x) on (O, when measuring
the field ¢ on (), irrespective of the field value on Q. These regions are depicted in
Fig. 3.1.

JDelgq

Figure 3.1

The reduced probability density is defined as:

Palgal = [[DelsaPolg) (3.39)

where Py[¢] is the vacuum state probability distribution, and the measure [D¢],,
integrates over all field configurations ¢(x) satisfying:

$(x) = gn(x), x € Q. (3.39)

The ground state probability distribution is given by:

Plg] = [$alg? = [det (510) ] exp (- [a'xplopln)), G40

where O = /—V?2 is the fractional operator, and y is a dimensional regular-
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ization constant. This Gaussian distribution reflects the quadratic nature of the

Hamiltonian and is normalized:

[ Dg] Rfg] = 1. G41)

To evaluate the functional integral in (3.38), we employ the saddle point approxi-
mation. We define the functional:

= [ a@'x p(x)[09](x) (3.42)

and perform a Taylor series expansion of the functional W|[¢| around the field
configuration ¢’. The expansion is given by

Wigl =WIg') + [ x5 (x) ‘Z;([";] »

2
/ddx' Sp(x /ddx S¢(x 0 V)V[g;g )

.-, (3.43)
o=/

where d¢p = ¢ — ¢'. Since W[¢] is a quadratic functional, all terms beyond the

second order vanish, simplifying the expression to

Wiol =wig'+ [ atxaot Tl

1 dX/ X dx X ‘SZW[(P]
+g [ o) [atxap sl

(3.44)

=9’

For convenience, we choose ¢’ = ¢., where ¢, is the stationary point defined
by

ddld =0 3.45
op(x) =0 . 34)
With this choice, the functional reduces to
W[p] = W] + % /ddx' 5p(x') /ddx 5p(x) O(X,x), (3.46)
where the kernel O(x/,x) is given by
foy WG]
O(X ,X) = W o . (347)
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Now, to compute the stationary point ¢, we take the functional derivative

i 09 (x') / dy/ N0 /
SVl = [t G001 + [ X p(x) 5 1091(0)

—/ddx’é(x x)Op(x’ —i—/ddx’gb NOS(X' —x)
—20¢/(x). (3.48)

Setting the variation to zero yields the nonlocal Poisson problem for the saddle
point field ¢. := ¢q:

[O¢a](x) =0, xeQ
pa(x) =galx), x€Q, (3.49)

The solution to this problem is:

po(x) = {fn dlyP(x,y)8aly), x€Q 550

g20(x), x € Q.

where P(x,y) is the Poisson kernel, defined in terms of the kernel K(x —y) as
specified in equation (A.47).

To proceed, we perform a change of variables, ¢(x) = ¢ (x) + £(x), where
e(x) = d¢(x) represents fluctuations around the saddle point. Substituting into
the probability distribution, we obtain:

Pialgal = Rlgol [[Delgesp (- [ dixei0d), @51
The measure [De]q, integrates over fields ¢(x) satisfying:
e(x) =0, xe Q. (3.52)
Evaluating the Gaussian integral over ¢(x), we find:

Poalgal = [dgt (V_loﬂ o Po[¢a]

ot (111 1/2
N [%] P (— / 4% g (%) [C’)qba](X))- (3.53)
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This expression quantifies the reduced probability density, incorporating the
determinant ratio to account for the functional integration over the constrained
region ().

Similarly, we obtain
~1/2
Poglsn) = {det (yloﬂ Po[¢g]
_ | det(p10) d
— [W] exp ( /d ](x)) . (3.54)

3.6 Replica Trick for the Shannon Entropy for the Vac-

uum

The Shannon entropy quantifies the uncertainty in the field configurations
of the vacuum state restricted to a spatial region Q C R¥ for a free scalar field
in Quantum Field Theory (QFT). For the ground state, the reduced probability
distribution Pyn[gn] describes the likelihood of measuring field configurations
ga(x) for x € Q). The Shannon entropy over this region is defined as:

The reduced probability distribution is given by (3.53):

det (u10) 1”2
_ [
Poalgal = [detﬂ(y—lo)] exp ( /d X<PQ(X)[(9<PQ](X)> : (3.56)
The functional integral in (3.55) is challenging due to the logarithmic term, so we

employ the replica trick to compute it. The replica trick involves evaluating the
replicated partition function

76, = [ Dgal(Poalgal)” (357)

and obtaining the Shannon entropy via

S0l0)) =~ lim 102§, =~ 51n | [ Dgal(Rolsal)”

(3.58)

n=1
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To compute Z{}, we express (Pyn[ga])™:

o 1 n/2
(Pulzal)" = [%] oxp (-1 [ d'xpo0[Opal0)) . 659

Thus, the replicated partition function becomes
/2
det (i 10) 1"
26 = s i | [P n [ a NG
On [de‘cQ (p~10) [Dga]exp ( d*xpa (x)[O¢a] (x) (3.60)
To calculate this integral, we will replace O — nO in Py[¢] and Py [gq]

Pi¢] = [det <y1n(9>]1/2 exp (— /ddx $(x)[nO¢] (x)) (3.61)

1, 1/2
Pyqlgal = [cfeet;((yyln(?o))] exp (—/ddx pa(x) [Tl@(PQ](X)) , (3.62)

which are normalized,

[glrsigl =1, [DgalPiglgal = 1. 363

The second condition is obtained from the first by using the splitting

D¢l = [[Dgal [ (D9l (3.64

Thus, considering (3.63), we have that
1= [1DgalPiolgal

-1, 1/2
B [iet;(z[uln(zf)))] [ Psolexp ( | % gm0l (x )). (3.65)

Therefore

ete (i 1n0) 1"
/ [Dgalexp (- / 7% o (x) [”O¢Q](X)) = [dd;?((;lng))] . (3.66)
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In this way, the partition replicated function (3.60) will be given by

o _ [det(10) 1" [detg (1 100) ] 567
On dety (1~10) det (p~1n0) ' '

Therefore the Shannon entropy Sy[Q)] will be

B det (1 710) 1" [detg (- 1n0) ]
50[0] = —an ll’l{ lwl det (Iu_an) (368)
n=1
Similarly
_ det (1 10) 1""? [detq (- 1n0) ]2
n=1

Also, we can calculate the entropy So[QQ U O] in the vacuum state. In this way,

we have
(3.70)

su0U0) =~ 3,n{ [1Dg] (Rig)"}

where if consider (3.40)

n=1

Polg) = [det (1710)] " exp (— / ddx’4>(x’)[(’)(p](x’)>. (3.71)

We obtain
So[QUQO] =— 9, In { [det (y 10)} /[D(,b] exp < /ddx' d(x') O] (x ))}

_ s ln{ [det <V 1(,))}11/2 [det (ny—loﬂl/z}
. anln{ [det (i~ 10)}”2}

det (nu—10)]"/2

n=1

n=1

(3.72)

n=1

It is important to point out that an alternative to the replica trick method to
compute functional averages of the logarithm of a function is the distributional zeta
function method, introduced by Svaiter and Svaiter in Ref. [35]. This method has
been used in the context of quenched disordered systems in statistical mechanics,
where the average of interest is the free energy, i.e. the logarithm of the partition
function, with the average being over a probability distribution of the disorder [36,



Chapter 3. Quantum Scalar Field Theory and Entanglement Entropy in the Schrodinger
Picture 39

37,38, 39, 40]. In our case, the Shannon entropy So[(}], defined in Eq. (3.55), is the
average of In Pyq[gn] computed with the probability distribution Pyn[gn]. The
distributional zeta function, for this case, is defined as

1-s
(s) = [[Dgal (Palgal) - (3.73)
The Shannon entropy Sy[(2] is obtained as

5[] = — L a(s)

: 3.74
o (3.74)
The problem then reduces to computing ®(s). Such an approach was never
pursued in this kind of problem. As such, we employ the replica trick method in
this work. In addition, the replica trick allows for the direct calculation of the Rényi

entropy, which will be useful for simplifying future calculations in applications.

3.7 Mutual Information for the Vacuum State

The mutual information Iy(Q),Q)) quantifies the correlations between field
configurations in the complementary spatial regions () and Q for the vacuum state
of a free scalar field in Quantum Field Theory (QFT). Unlike conventional QFT
approaches that define mutual information using von Neumann (entanglement)
entropy, this thesis employs Shannon entropies. The mutual information is defined
as:

Io(Q, ﬁ) =Sy [Q] + So [6] — S [Q U 6] (3.75)

where S| - | represents the Shannon entropy of the field configuration probability
distribution in the specified region.
Considering the entropies given by (3.68), (3.69), and (3.72)

So[Q] =So[Q U] — ;a In { [jeettﬂ ((’;” )]) } . (3.76)
Q n=1
S0[00] =Se[QUNY — %a In {[‘;Zttz EZ“ )]) } , (3.77)
n=1
-1
SlQual = — %an In { [jz: g: M%}) } (3.78)
n=1
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The mutual information will be

_ _ 1 dety (nu10)] [detq (nu1O
lo(€,€2) =50[AU Q] — 50 In { [ [d(e)tg() (P;tlo)jol[eta?u(lyo)}”ﬂ }

1, { detq (p10) detg (110) }
2

n=1

det (u=10)

1 det (nu10) detg (nu~10)
20 det (nu—10)

(3.79)

n=1

This result is consistent with findings by Junior and Oxman [9], as noted in

their equation (34), confirming the validity of the approach. The ratio
-1 (41
deta (1 deig(zldfzg)(y 9) can be computed using techniques from [9], such as heat

kernel methods or numerical approaches for specific geometries of ().

This mutual information serves as a baseline for comparing correlations in the

vacuum state with those in excited states, as explored in later sections.



Chapter 4

Shannon Entropy of the Localized State

In the realm of quantum field theory, the analysis of a single-particle state
extends beyond its mere existence to understanding the information it encodes
and how that information is distributed across space. While the vacuum state
provides a baseline for correlations inherent to the quantum field itself, a local-
ized single-particle state introduces a localized excitation, fundamentally altering
the information landscape. Calculating the Shannon entropy for such a state
allows us to quantify the uncertainty in the field configuration within a specific
region, revealing how the presence of the particle modifies the underlying vacuum
fluctuations.

Furthermore, the Shannon mutual information between two regions in the
presence of the particle becomes a crucial measure. It quantifies the classical
correlations that are directly accessible through measurement, providing a window
into how much of the particle’s quantum information is converted into classical
correlations due to decoherence or measurement processes. This approach is
particularly relevant as it focuses on the diagonal elements of the density matrix,
which are precisely the elements that survive decoherence. By comparing the
mutual information of the single-particle state to that of the vacuum, we can isolate
the contribution of the particle to the shared information between the regions,
offering insights into the nature of locality and information flow in the presence of
quantum excitations. This provides a complementary perspective to traditional
entanglement entropy calculations, focusing on the classical information content
that is ultimately accessible in realistic experimental scenarios.

This chapter derives the wave functional and probability distribution for the
excited state, ensuring proper normalization. We compute reduced probabilities
for spatial regions using the saddle point method and calculate the Shannon and
Rényi entropies via the replica trick. The mutual information between complemen-
tary regions is then determined, highlighting the effects of excitations compared
to the vacuum state. Advanced mathematical techniques, including fractional

Laplacian operators and Gaussian integrals, are utilized, with detailed derivations

41
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provided in the appendices.

4.1 Localized States

In quantum field theory, a single-particle state with definite momentum k is
typically represented as:
[k) = a*(1)0), (4.1)

where a' (k) is the creation operator for a particle with momentum k, and |0) is
the vacuum state. This state corresponds to a plane-wave state, delocalized across
space.

This work focuses on localized states [20], which describe particles confined to
a finite spatial region, in contrast to plane-wave states. These states are superpo-
sitions of momentum eigenstates, weighted by a time-dependent wave packet

profile g(t, k). A generic single-particle state is thus:

(1) = [ d'kglt,a'(1))0), @2)

where the integral is over d-dimensional momentum space, and the particle’s

wi = VK2 +m?, (4.3)

with m being the particle’s mass. The state [¥(#)) evolves according to the

energy is:

Schrodinger equation:

0| (¢t
D) ey, @)
where H is the Hamiltonian of the free scalar field. The wave packet profile g(t, k)
satisfies: 29(t k)
i = gt k), 4.5)
with the solution:
g(t k) = e7g(k), (4.6)

where g (k) is the initial profile at t = 0.
To express the state in position space, the position-space creation operator is

defined as:

at(x) = (Z;W/ddk at(k)e'® X, 4.7)
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which is the same operator defined in (3.34).
The position-space wave function f(¢,x) is the Fourier transform of g(¢,k):

1 L.
Fl6) = Gjara / Ak g (t, K)e X, 4.8)

or, using the time-evolved profile:

f(t,x) = ;d/z /ddk g(k)e witelk X, (4.9)

(271)

This wave function satisfies the relativistic Klein-Gordon equation:

iafgt’x) = /= V2 + m2f(t,x). (4.10)

The single-particle state can be reexpressed in position space as:

¥ (1)) = / dx f(t,x)a" (x)0). 4.11)

This form represents the state as a superposition of states created at different
positions x, weighted by f(t,x), providing an intuitive picture of the particle’s
localization. Also, the scalar product becomes

(P[¥) = / 47k ¢* (£, K)g(t k) = / dx £ (1, %) f (£ %) (4.12)

4.1.1 Wave Functional for the Localized State

The wave functional for the excited state is ¥1[¢] = (¢|¥), where |¢) is the
field basis state satisfying ¢(x)|¢) = ¢(x)|¢). Using the position-space expression
for |'¥), we have:

9] = [ d'x f(tx)(gla" ()]0). @19
Applying 4" (x) to ¥o[¢], and noting that 7w (x)¥o[p] = iOPp¥[p], we get:

L 2
VT VT

since O71/2[0¢](x) = OY2¢(x). Thus, the wave functional is:

a*(x)¥olg] = —=072[0¢(x) — im()]Folg] = = [O29] (¥olg], (414)

2
Wilgl = = [ d (000290 %oly) (4.15)
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This expression for the wave functional of the excited state is in accordance
with [1] (see his eq.(10.30)).

4.1.2 Probability Distribution and Normalization

The probability distribution for the excited state is:

Plgl = gl = 5| [ aixp(e00 2000| Blgl  @as)

where Py[¢] = [det(u~10)] 12 exp (— [ dx¢(x)[O¢](x)). Expanding the quadratic

term:

1

- /dd"ddy FEXf(LY)079(x) 02 (y)

- / dixdly [R* (£, )R (t,y) + I*(£,x) (1, y)] O p(x) 0¥ (y)
(4.17)

‘/ddxf(t,x)O%qb 2

where R(t,x) and I(t,x) are the real and imaginary parts, respectively, of the wave
packet f(t,x).i.e. f = R+ il. Thus, we can rewrite the probability distribution in
the following form:

Pig) =2 e 10)]”

< (25— 5 ) o (- [ 5 (400100~ fusl 004 9(x)) )

7

x=p=0
(4.18)

where we have considered the following notation f, g = aR + iBI.

To normalize, we require:

[ DelPilgl =1 (4.19)
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So, to compute the integral [[D¢]P;[$], we can use the fact

[Polexp (=3 [ a'x (plA0x) - 20(x10(x) )
— st e (1 [ ot [476] ()

(4.20)
with A =20 and p = aO'/?f(t,x). This yields
[ooinin =2 (2= ) e (5 [ #x2sxn)|
:% (%/ddx R2(x, ) +%/d3x Iz(x,t))
:% { / x| f(x,t)|2} . (4.21)

Therefore, for the normalization condition to be satisfied, it must be fulfilled
that

2 [ 4 2
;/d x|fOo )2 = 1. 4.22)

Thus, the constant 7y will be

v = Z/ddx If(x,t)|* = 2. (4.23)

4.2 Wave Packet Solutions of the Relativistic Shrodinger

Equation

This section explores the wave packet function f(t, x), a fundamental tool for
characterizing the excited states of a quantum scalar field. In this sense we will
see that there exist two solutions of (4.10) that minimize the position-momentum
uncertainty and the position-velocity uncertainty.

We know that the wave packet function, that follow (4.10), is given by

F(t,x) = W / 1k g (1 K)el ", (4.24)
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where
g(t, k) = e7Klg(k), wy = Vm? 4+ k2 (4.25)
and

/ 4K [g(1)? = / dix (0, = 1. (4.26)

Thus, in general, we have

1 1 / B Cicouttik - x
:W /ddk (W /ddx f(O,x)e k ) p Wik
:/ddx/ <x,t x” 0> f(o[ X/), (427)

where (x, t|x’,0) called the Feynman kernel is given by
(x,t|x,0) = (2;)‘1 /ddkexp(—iwkt +ik- (x —x')). (4.28)

Therefore, we can see that to determine the evolution of one arbitrary wave
packet f(0,x) is necessary to determine the Feynman kernel (4.28).

In the analysis of localized one-particle states, we will specifically consider
wave packet solutions of the relativistic Schrodinger equation in the case of a mass-
less scalar field in one spatial dimension. This choice is motivated by both math-
ematical tractability and utility as an illustrative example. The one-dimensional
massless case simplifies the dispersion relation to wy = |k|, enabling explicit ana-
lytical calculations of functional integrals involving the fractional Laplacian, with

well-defined Green’s functions and kernels (see Appendix A and C).

4.2.1 Minimal Position-Momentum Uncertainty Wave Packet

It is well known that the wave packet with minimal position-momentum

uncertainty is given by the Gaussian function. Thus, for the one-dimensional case

g(k) = Ae™F, (4.29)

where A is a normalization constant given by

A2 / Y dke 2P — 1, (4.30)

SO
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oo\ 174
A= (—‘7> : (4.31)
T
Now, considering the scalar field without mass, this implies that wy = |k|.

Then, from (4.24), for the probability amplitude, we have

f(t x / dk g —zwkH—ikx

—ok?\ ,—i|k|t+ikx
\/_/ dk Ae )e
/ Jk e—ak2+ikx—i|k|t

A 0 2., 0 2.,
_ dk e~k +ik(x—t) + / dk e~k +ik(x+t)
V2 |:/0 —0o0

— 1; |:/oo dk e—(TkZ—Hk(x—t) + /oo dk e—(TkZ—ik(x+t):| ) (4.32)
V27T [J0 0

At this point, we can use the integral given in [41](3.322.3)

/Ooo exp <—£ — 'yx> dx = /B exp (572> <1 - P ('y\/E)) , Re(B) >0

where the function ®(x) is the Error function

Erf(x) = ®(x) = % /O et (4.33)

Therefore the equation (4.32) will be

=3 () [ (oo (7)) ¥ (- ()]

where we use the property of the Error function ®(iz) = i®P(z). We can observe

the evolution with time of this Gaussian wave packet in the Figure 4.1.

We can separate the wave packet (4.34) into its real and imaginary parts
f(t,x) = R(t,x) +il(t,x), (4.35)

where A , ,
x—t) x+t
T 4o (4.36)

R(t,x) =

N[ —
N
Q
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If1? 1f1?

0.

Figure 4.1: Figures (a), (b), and (c) show the evolution with time ¢ of the Gaussian
wave packet (4.34) with width o = 1.

and

1 A _(a=1)? x—t _ (1) X+t
I(t,x) = ——— v O — o O . 437
v i Cvo) R €0 B

Now, we try to calculate the expression [(’)1/ 2f } (t, x) which help us to calcu-
late the expressions af(f, x) given by (B.15) and b¢(t) given by (B.16).

Calculation of [Ol/zf} (t,x)

From the definition of the fractional Laplacian via the Fourier transform, we
have that

1 * ikx
[0172] (t,x) = E/mdkek Ik|g(t, k) (4.38)
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So, considering (4.25) and (4.29), we have

[Ol/Zf t x / dk elkx |k —(Tkz—i\k|t)
/ Ik —(7k2—1|k\t+1kx
\/_
_ 1;1 {/ dk \/Ee—ak2+ik(x—t) + /0 dk \/__ke—0k2+ik(X+t)}
V27 LJO —o
:—2 { / " ik ke TRk / "k ﬁe"sz“””] (4.39)
V2t /0 0

To solve this, we use the integral given in [41](3.462.1)

00 2
v—1 —,sz— x _ —v/2 Y
/0 x'" e Tdx = (2B) F()exp(8‘3>D (—@>,Reﬁ>0,Rev>0.
(4.40)

Thus, considering v =3/2, B =cand v = {—i(x —t),i(x + 1)}
[01/24 (t x) :%%(20)3/4 |:exp <_ (x 8-(:)2) D_3/2 (_ﬁi/;_;)
+exp <—%) D_3/» (z%)] (4.41)

[Ol/zf} (t,x) :%W {exp <_(x S—Ut)z) D (_if/;_;>
+exp <—(x ;;)2) D_3/2 ( f/;_;)} , (442)

where the function D, (z) is the Parabolic Cylinder Function.

4.2.2 Minimal Position-Velocity Uncertainty Wave Packet

The position-velocity uncertainty relation can be derived using the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality applied to the operators A = x — (x) and B = v — (v), where
the velocity is defined as the group velocity v = dxwy. With this, the relationship
is given by

AxAv > %|([x, o)) (4.43)
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The commutator gives us
[x,0] = [idy, Opwy] = id7wy (4.44)
Thus, the position-velocity uncertainty relation will be
AxAv > %(aiwk>. (4.45)

Now, to ensure that this uncertainty relation is minimal, the Cauchy inequality
must be an equality, which is satisfied when A = AB for some constant A. Thus,
to find a wave packet with minimal position-velocity uncertainty, the following

condition must be met:

(x — (x))g (k) = Alv — (0))g(k), (4.46)

where the velocity is defined as the group velocity v = dywy and A can be deter-
mined from the uncertainty relation (4.45), being given by

(0Fwr)
= 4.47
Taking into account the fact that x = id, we have
(i — (x))g(k) = A(Awy — (v))g (k) (448)
rearrange
3 (k) + iAdeorg (k) — i(A (o) — (x))g(k) = 0. (4.49)
This is a first-order differential equation. Let’s define « = iA and B = a(v) —
i(x), so
%g = —(adgwy — B)dk. (4.50)
Integrating, we have
g(k) = Ae~twrthk (4.51)

where A is a normalization constant.
To a wave packet centered at x = 0, from [21] we have the expectation values

of a variety of operators for relativistic wave packets, a minimal position-velocity
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uncertainty product
/2 _ R2 oo
(x) =0, (x?)=a®— B>~ W/m da’K (Zm a2 — ,32)
/2 _ R2 oo
I a Ky x

(p) :txzfﬁz (1—|—m w2 _ﬁz%) )
- £ Y
() =z (1 my/at =2 - o

Here Ky and K; are modified Bessel functions of degree zero and one

Ko = Ko (Zm\/(x’Z — ,82) , K; =K <2m\/oc’2 - [52> ) (4.52)

The massless limit

For the case of the massless particle wy = |k|, the wave packet (4.51) will be

g(k) = Aexp(—alk| + Bk) (4.53)

From the normalization condition, we have

/‘: dklg () = | A2 [/0“’ Jk o—2(Re(s)—Re(B))k _ /0"" dk o~ 2(Re(@+Re(B)K | (4 54)

This implies that
Re(a)? — Re(B)?

0 (4.55)

A2 =

with the convergence condition | Re(B)| < Re(a).
To the wave packet centered in x = 0, again from [21], we have
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2
g, (@) =1, (Av)2=1-— %

—~
I
~—
I

__ B 2 a2+ 3p ) a4 p
Pl =g W= 2 ) (Ap) = o o
“2_'_152 062+3ﬁ2 B 064+4062,[32—ﬁ4

=gy g B e e ¢

It is important to highlight that, although massless particles travel at the speed
of light, the condition |(v)| < 1 generally holds. This arises because a particle can
simultaneously propagate both leftward and rightward with a nonzero probability
amplitude. Only in the limit || — & does the particle become entirely left- or right-
moving, leading to |(v)| — 1, Av — 0, and a non-spreading wave packet. Also,
for this massless case, we note that 97wy = 0, which simplifies the uncertainty
relation (4.45) to:

AxAv >0 (4.57)

and, from the position and velocity uncertainties of (4.56)

2 2
AxAv:“ p

(4.58)

We see that the condition for minimum uncertainty in position-velocity is given
by the equality | 8| = a. This implies that the normalization constant (4.56) is null,
A = 0, meaning that there is no wave packet with minimum position-velocity
uncertainty for the massless particle.

On the other hand, although the wave packet (4.53) does not minimize the
position-velocity uncertainty relation, it remains a valid wave packet for rep-
resenting the state of a massless relativistic particle. Due to its simple form in
configuration space, it will be quite useful for future calculations of the entangle-
ment entropy of an excited state.

The form in the configuration space of the wave packet (4.53) is given by its
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Fourier transform (4.24) and (4.25)
Fltx) = 7 dk g(t, k)e™
T | e
A [ , L
_ dk e—z|k\(t—za)ezk(x—1,3)
V21 /—oo
_ 4 dk e—ikl(t=iz)+(x=i)] | / dic e—ikl(t=i)—(x=ip)l | (459
V2 {/0 0 ( )
Using the fact
) k=oc0
/oo efik(afib) i efzkuefkb
0 a—ib
' k=0
i
= Reb > 0. (4.60)
Then
® o —ik[(t—in)+(x—iB)] _ _ I
/0 dk e oy RevtRep>0 @D
and
® gk e~ kl(t—i)~(x=ip)) — _ : _
| ke -y RevReB>0 (e
Combining these results, we have
A 1 1
t,x) = —i : — T : ; . 4.63
ft,x) V2 | (t—ia) + (x —iB)  (t—ix) — (x —ip) (4.63)
Computing the sum:
1 1 B 2(t — i)
)G T m—Gip) (—mr__ipe Y
Thus:
F(t ac)—zz'\/Re"‘2_Re/32 i |ReB| < Rea  (4.65)
T 2tRea  (x —if)2 — (t —ia)?’ p '

Considering t = 0 and Re 8 = 0,Ima = 0, we get a more simple expression of
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this wave packet

o 2x
£(0,x) = \/; G impr e (4.66)

where we can see that this expression corresponds to the normalized Lorentzian
function, being « the width parameter and (x) = — Im . Considering that « and
B are reals, the behavior of the wave packet (4.65) is showed by the Figures 4.2
and 4.3, where we can see that in t = 0 start with its maximum value in x = 0 and
then when t > 0 evolves according to the parameter B. If the parameter f is zero,
then the particle has the same probability of being on the right side as on the left
side. However, if the parameter B is different from zero, then the particle will have
a higher probability of being on the left side if B < 0, or a higher probability of
being on the right side if g > 0.

If1?

Figure4.2: «a =1,t =0

Calculation of O'/2f(t, x)

From the definition of fractional Laplacian via the Fourier transform we have
that

[0172f] () = \/%_n/_o;dk % [1klg(t, k)

So, considering (4.53), we have

[Ol/zf} (t, %) \/_/ |kl (¢—ia) pik(x—ip)

_ A 0 K[ (x—iB)+(t—ia)] | [ K[ (x—iB)— (t—in)]
_E[/mdk\/ ke +/0 dk vke
(4.67)
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06~
20 |f]? 041

02t 4

00,4
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(d)B=—05,t=10 € B=0,t=10 () p=05,t=10

Figure 4.3: All the images show us the evolution with time of the Lorentzian wave
packet with « = 1 for different values of  parameter.

change the variable —k — k for the first integral

[01/2f} (t,x) = z;ln {/000 dk ke~ Kl(x—iB)+(t—ia)] +/0°° dk ekl (x—iB)—(t=ia)]

(4.68)
Using eq.(3.326.2) given by Gradshteyn and Ryzhik [41]
° I'(7) m+1
m ny _ —
/0 dx x"exp (—Bx") = "’ T=— [Re > 0,Rem > 0,Ren > 0].
(4.69)
Considering that m =1/2,n = 1and = a — ib with a > 0, we have
e b — I'(3/2)
dick ikb ,—ka _
Jy e =
Vi1
= ) 4.70
2 (a—ib)3/2 (4.70)

. s/r .
Considering the fact z°/" = <|z|el arg(z)) = |z|*/"e'@8(2)3/7  for the denom-

. . b
inator z = a — ib, we have that |z|*> = a* + b?, arg(z) = arctan (——), then
a
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3/4 . b\3
72 = <a2 + b2> plarctan(=3)3 Thus, the integral comes out

/ dkv/kelkbe—ke — Lmei arctan(3)3 4 > 0, 4.71)
0 2 (a2 + b?)
Inserting the last result in (4.68), as long as | Re f| < Rea, we obtain
1 /Rea? —Rep? 1 1
1/2¢] (4 :_\/
O] 00 =3\ = Res {[Hﬁ i OP? T =B —i(x— t)]3/2]
4.72)

x+Im B+t+Ima ) 3)
2

1 \/Re a? — Re ,32 exp <_iarCtan ( Rea+Rep
2 2Rew [(Rea + Re B)2 + (x +Im B + t + Ima)2]*/*

. x+ImpB—t—Ima '\ 3
exp (z arctan (W) —)

2
[(Rea —Ref)?+ (x +Imp —t — Ima)2]3/4] '
4.73)

for the more simple case witht = 0,Im B = —(x) and Rep =Ima =0

[Ol/zf] (0,x) 2%\@ {[“Jri(xi T [“_i(xi <x>)]3/2} >0 (474)

s (G (52))

(4.75)

4.3 Reduced Probabilities

To calculate the Shannon entropy over the region () we need to calculate the
reduced probability density of getting gn(x), x € (2, when measuring the field ¢
on (), irrespective of the field value on Q

Pualgal = [ (D9l P9 (4.76)

where the measure [D¢],, integrates over the fields ¢(x) with the condition

p(x) = ga(x), xe€ Q. (4.77)
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Ol

[[Dlgq,

Figure 4.4

For the excited state ¥1[¢], the probability density is given by (4.88)
_4 -1 1/2
Pilg) = [det(p'0) |

(o) o (= [ 4% (p0100I0 ~ fugt04 ) )

a=p=0 .
(4.78)

Then, to integrate (4.76), we use the saddle point approximation, then we need

to find the stationary point of W@, f] = [ d?x (¢(x)[O](x) — fus(t,x) [OY?¢] (x))

0 _ dy/ o (x) dy/ X

s Ve 1= [t S04 +/d 00) 525001 )
[ @ fup(tX) 5 54,( s [072%9] )

:/ddx'é(x’—x (X +/ddx'q>(x')(’)(5(x’ —Xx)

- /ddx'fa,[;(t,x)(’)l/zé(x' —X)
=20¢(x) — O2f, 5(t,x) (4.79)

Then, we arrive at a unique saddle point, which satisfies the nonlocal Poisson

problem,

090](x) = 30" uplt),  x€D
Pa(x) = ga(x), x € Q. (4.80)
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The change of variables ¢(x) = ¢ (x) + €(x) leads to
Pialgal = Pilgo] [ [Delgexp (— [ dxe(x)[0¢ (x)) , (4.81)
where the measure [De|y integrates over the fields &(x) such that
e(x) =0, xeQ. (4.82)
We get
-1/2
Pilgal = [det (x10)|  Pilgal 489)
0
Applying the property (A.9) we have
[ % (6a)[0pal(x)  fup(t:x) [0V290] (x))
= [ (9a(x) = [0712fug] (£2) (Ol x), (4.84)
o
/2
4| det(ptO) '
Pio[go] =5 lwl
52 52 1
(55 o (- ¥ (6000 ~0 Lpipten) (000l )|
(4.85)
In a similar manner, we obtain
oo A [det(uo) ]
16180 ~ 7 | detq (110)
(=55 ) o (= [ (400 — 0 Hagt) [0
a2 op2 ) P 0 P R .

(4.86)
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Q

o (x)

I[qu]gn S0
Figure 4.5

4.4 Shannon Mutual Information in the Excited State

Without Replica Trick

Now, consider the mutual information

=\ _ P[¢]
H0.0) = / DlPlg]In (PQ [gQ]PQ[80]> (487

with

Py[g] =% [det(0)]"

x (% 55;2)@@( /dd — fup(tX)O2(x ))) oo
(4.88)
Pialga] = [dgt (y—lo)r/z Py (0] (4.89)
—-1/2
Piglgq] = |det (ylo)} Py [¢g] (4.90)

For the excited state, we have
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o N Py [¢]
L(Q,Q)= /[D‘P]Pl[‘l)]l (P1Q[gQ]PIQ[gQ])

/wwmmm( L hl ; )
detey (1710)] 2 P[] [detq (n710)] 2 Pi[¢g]
= 1 n e e N Pl—w)]
=3 <th <V 0 ¥ t 10 ) / (P1 <PQ]P1[4F])

(4.91)

where we use the normalized condition
[Dglpilg) =1 @.92)

Now, we compute the expression in the Logarithm

i () =) - i e 70))
J d'zf(t,2) [0'/?¢] (2)

(S axf (£ x)0 pa(x)) ([ dyf(ty)Opa(y))

— [ @' ¢(x[09](x) + [ d'x pa(x)[Oga] (¥

+ [ dix 95(0)[09])(x) (493)

Considering that the mutual information produced by the ground state, which

+21n

is given by
—. 1. [detg (u1O)detq (1 10)
b, 0) =5 In ( det (410

+ [PeIRlg] [ d'x(#a(x)090(x) +96(X)O¢a(x) ~ 9(x)0p(x))
(4.94)
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Then, the mutual information produced by the excited state will be

L(Q,Q) =H(Q,Q) —Hn(%)

[ d2f (t,2) [01/%9] (2)
T a0 20 (x) [ dyft,y) 0290 (y)

+ [Pl (Pilg) = Polg]) [ d'x(pa(x)[0pal(x) + ¢a(x)[Opa] (X

~$(0[0g](x))
(4.95)

+2 [[Dg]Pi[g]In

4.5 Replica Trick for the Shannon Entropy

Since the integral of the third term of (4.95) contains a logarithm, we do not
know how to compute the mutual information, such that it will be independent
of the field. For this reason, instead of the usual definition for the entanglement
entropy, we will use the Renyi entropy.

4.5.1 Calculation of Shannon Entropies over the Regions () and

Q

The Shannon entropy of the excited state in the subregion ) will be

51[0) = — 9, InZ8} B (4.96)

where
28, = [ Dgal (Pralza))” @.97)

and
|91 = [1Dgal [ 1Dglg, (4.98)
with
Cafdet(pro) e p

Pialgal = ; [W] (W — 5_,82> exp (W[(PQ,f,x,ﬁ]) “:ﬁzo, (4.99)
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and for the entropy of the excited state in the subregion () we have to consider

1/2
4| det(ptO) 52 52
Piglgq) = ; [W (W — (5_,32> exp (W[(,bﬁ,fa,ﬁ]) o (4.100)
Thus, we have the following result
/2 n
221 [ det (u10) 1" 2 82
O _ 4 Z
Fin = [detg(y—lo) /[Dgﬂ] (50@ 5/32) exp(Wgo, fugl) o
(4.101)

The variations with respect « and B of W[¢q, f, g are obtained in (B.24). Thus,
the reduced probability Piq[ga] (4.99) will be

4 [ det <y—10))] vz [

Prolgal = ¥ detg (u— 1O

2

| #2g(2)as(2)

+ 2bg + 2171] exp(WI[ga])-

(4.102)
Therefore, the entanglement entropy of the excited state in the subregion () (4.101)
will be

$110] = = 9. InZy],,,

(4.103)

n=1
where
g [ det(u10) | 2 "
8 = |t d nWgol
Zin) . [detg(y—lo) /[DgQ] '/Qd zg(z)as(z)| +2br +2b;| e

(4.104)

Renyi entropy for n = 2

At this point, given the complexity of calculating Shannon entropy (4.103), it
becomes more convenient to first compute the Rényi entropy for n = 2 and then
generalize to any n. Thus, from (4.103), for the Rényi entropy with n = 2, we must
have:

sl = ~Inz2, (4.105)
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where
det (u~ 10 4
Z1) =7 [% /[Dgo] U/Qddz 8(z)ayr(z)
2
+4(br + b)) /Q d'z g(z)as(z)| +4(br + b1)? | exp(2W[ga))

(4.106)

Now, to calculate the integral / [Dgq] in order to obtain the Renyi entropy, let

us define the generating functional

e / [Dgae" 0]+ o d'x ()73

_/DgQ exp <——/ddng /ddzg z)0(x, z +/ddx80 x)] (x ))/

(4.107)

where we have taken into account the expression for W|[gq| given in (D.9), setting
x=p=0

W] = —% [ #xgax) [ dizg(@)o(x2). (4.108)

We use the fact again

[olexp (=5 [ i (o0 [410x) ~ 200(x)
— [det(A)] V2 exp (%/ddx p(x) [A_lp} (x))

(4.109)
considering that A = no and p = J. Then, we obtain that
Z[]] =[det(n0)] "% exp ( / d?x J(x) ] (x ))
—[det(n6)] /2 exp ( / dx J(x / dy J(y )) (4.110)

Notice that the integral of the product of any number of go with the Gaussian
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factor can be written in terms of derivatives of Z[]], which are known:

[Psolsatx)+gatsexp (-5 [ dxgal [ dag(@ite)
ezl
(5]( ) (5](’(71)

J=0
(4.111)

From equation (4.105), we see that it is necessary to determine the second and

fourth variations of the generating functional Z[]]. Thus the first derivative will be

5Z)[(]] (det(0)]” 1/2/ dty 1(y)o: 1 (x1, y exp( /ddx] }( ))

(4.112)
where we have defined
1 | A1 _ a1
5 0 (X1,X2) + 0 (Xz,Xl) = 04 (X2,X1) (4.113)

The second derivative will be

N T
+ [det(8)] 712 / dy J(y)o;t (x1,y / d?y J(y)o; ' (x2,y)
X exp (E/Qddx J(x) [0_ ]] (x)) (4.114)

then
6Z[]]

0] (x1)d] (x2) J=0

Finally, the fourth variation will be

= [det(0)] /% 65! (x1, %) (4.115)

sZ[]]
6](x1)6] (x2)0] (x3)6] (x4)

—[det(0)] 2 |07 (x1,X2) 05! (x3,x4)

J=0
05 (x1,%3)05 " (32, x0) + 0771 (1, x)05 ! (32, %) |
(4.116)

Take into account (4.115), (4.116), and the result of the normalization condition
for the vacuum (D.5) with the change 0 <+ 20. From (4.106) we will have
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1
40 16 | det (1710) | |detg (p7120) |*
L2) 792 I detg (u=10) | | det(u—120)

X [2 (%/Qddxlaf(xl) af* ) ’ / ddxaf 1af} (x)

+4(br + bl)% /Qddx ag(x) [os_laf*] (x) +4(bg + bl)z} . (4117)

Considering the result of the normalization condition for the excited state
(D.19) we have

40 _16 det (1710)
L2) 72 | dets (u—10)

dety, (5~120) ]
det (u=120)

2

—i—l /Qddx as(x) [oglaf} (x)
v (32000 4 0

16 | det (u10O)
T2 detﬁ(y_lo)

« |1
4

Now, if we take into account the expression for the Shannon entropy of the

Ly
X [2(4 2(bR+b1

dets (1~120)
det (;t—120)

LT +2 (bg + by)? (4.118)

32

/Q dix ag(x) [0} Yag] (x)

vacuum state (3.68) we can note that

s = —nz8, = s [0] - InES (1) (4.119)
where
1 J . 21 32
-2 /deaf(x) [os af} (x) +2+7—(bR+b1) (4.120)

To obtain the Rényi entropy with n = 2 over the region ), we can follow the

same procedure, which will result in an expression similar to the Rényi entropy
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over the region ), but with the exchange of regions Q «+» Q

s = sP[Q) -2 (1) (4.121)
where
2
K2 () = 2 /Qddx ap(t,x) [0 1] (0] + % +% (Br (1 +El(t))2 (4.122)
with
éﬁ(x,z) = [05d](x —z) + 6(x — z) /Q dly K(x —y) — /Q dyK(x —y)P(z,y)
(4.123)
ar(t,2) = [0V2f] (1) + 5 [ d'yK(z—y)G [0V31] (1)
+% /Q 4'xP (2, ) [ol/zf] (t,) (4.124)
and .
by(t) = Z/Qddxé 0121 (1,0 [0V3] (8,%) (4.125)

Renyi entropy for any n

For this general case, from (4.103) we can see that it is necessary to determine
the 2m-th variation of the generating functional Z[]]. Inspecting the expressions
for the second (4.115) and fourth (4.116) variations of Z[]], we can state that the

2m-th variation of Z[J] will be composed of products of m disjoint operators 6; !

6Z]]] 1 B

= —|[det(o 05 " (Xg,, X -0, " (x Xk, ).

6] (x1) -~ 6] (xom) J=0 [ pe;ut 1 Xy s (Kegyy 10 Xky,,)
(4.126)

The sum over the permutations of the end points x; is to be formed in such a
way that each pair (x;, x;) enters only once and the pairs are ordered, i > j, to avoid
double counting, being the total number of terms in (4.126) equal to (2m — 1)!!.

Inserting this expression in (4.104) and using Newton’s binomial theorem, we



Chapter 4. Shannon Entropy of the Localized State 67

have

n d —1(/) %
2 = [%] J1Psal U | A'z5(z)as(z)

_22n [det (n10) r n

n
dﬂvkﬂ]

2
+ 2bg + 2b;

n—m n n—m
,),n det= (‘LFlO) mz_:lz <m) (bR + bI)

/ddZ1 A2 ap(21) -+ ap(zm)ap (Zmi1) - - ap (Zom)
" 6Z[]]
6](z1) -+ 6] (zam) | =g

de nQO
[dé?(;”w))] Zzn m( )me) "

< X[tz i agle) - aplzn)ar @) - ap (z2)

permut

N2

o [ det (410) ]

" | detg (11O)

X 6;1(Zk1/Zk2) e 6g1(Zk2m_l,Zk2m)
4.127)

We can note that

Y[ iz diz ap(z) - ap(n)ag (@) - ap (z2)

permut

A1 A—1
X 0 (Zkerkz)"'O (2ky, 1/Zk2m)

)
= Y Cyu / d?x ag(x af </ dx as(x 1af*] (x))
2r+l=m
(4.128)
where C,; is a coefficient that satisfies
Y, Cu=(@m—-1)! (4.129)

2r+l=m
and we noting by direct evaluation that Cy; = 1, Cpp = 2, Cjg = 1, C390 = 6 and
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C11 = 9. Then, inserting the general term (4.128) in (4.127), we obtain

n 1
2% | det (u710O) 2 | dets (1 1n0) zn 1\™ /'n B
(@) (@) - n—m
Zl(”) 'y” [detQ (u=10) det (u=1n0O) mgl <2n) <m> (br + 1)

x Y. Cy / d? x as(x g } (x) 2r (/Qddx ar(x) [Os_laf*} (X))l

2r+l=m
(4.130)
From the normalization condition for the excited state (D.19)
/ dixag(x) [0 Yap | (x) = T —2(br + by) (4.131)
0 f s “f 4

and apply again Newton’s binomial theorem

40 _ 2%n [ det (1710) ] [detQ (y‘ln(’))
1(n) —

41 | detg (u—10) det (u=1n0O)

| I
M:
—_
VR
N
:|’—‘
~_
2
N\
S =
~_
~—~
=
=
+
<
—
N—
T
3

X ZCH

2r+l=m

/ dx a Flx o la f} (x)
(4.132)
Now, if we take into account the expression for the Shannon entropy of the

vacuum state (3.68) we can note that the Shannon entropy of the excited state over
the region () must be given by

_ 0 _ _ (1)
S110) = = 9.23,)| =50l - 2y 1n{ (t)} - (4.133)
where
B n 2r
F(() Z ( ) Z Crl () /ddxaf Og 1ﬂf} (X)
m=1 2r+l=m k=1
k23n+2k7m721
X (br b)) e
(4.134)

In this way, we can see that to determine the Shannon entropy of the excited
state is necessary determine bg, by and / dx a £(x) [o; 1 f] (x).
0

In a similar way we can obtain the Shannon entropy of the excited state over
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the region Q
5.[Q] = So[Q] — 9, In { ”g”(t)} - (4.135)
where
~(n) 2r
FQ"(t):Z() ZCﬂ <)‘/dxaf olﬁf](x)
m=1 2r+l=m k=1
(et )n7m+k23n+2k7m721
RHI pmoyntk=I
(4.136)

4.5.2 Calculation of Shannon Entropy over the Region QU Q)

The Shannon entropy over the region Q) U Q) is given by

si[QuUQ] = - 9,z

, (4.137)
n=1

where

Z00 = [[Dg) (Pilg))” (4.138)

4 B 1
Pilgl =2 [det (Pl 10)} “exp ( /ddeP [O¢](x ) ’/ddyf (t,y) [02 ] (y)‘
(4.139)
The calculation of Shannon entropy over the region () U Q) can be performed

in two different but equivalent ways. The first method consists of expressing the

replicated partition function Zﬁ%ﬁ in terms of variations of a and  using (4.139).

Z00 = (%)n [det (;4_1(9”3/[2)4) exp( [ dxng(x)[0¢](x ))

< | [ dyf(ty) [120%] (y)
2 IPURANT A Y R 1y
:(n'y)” [det (y (9)] (W — (5_,32> / D¢| exp ( /d $(x)

—fw(t,x)n%o%wx)))

2n

a=p=0
(4.140)



Chapter 4. Shannon Entropy of the Localized State 70

using the property (A.9) of the fractional Laplacian and take into account the fact

[Dolexp (=5 [ x (00 [4¢10x) ~2000(x) )
= ldet(a)] V2exp ( [ atxptx) [4710] ),

(4.141)
with A =2n0Oand p = nz02 fa,p- Then, we obtain that
_ 22n n/2 -1/2
QuO _ -1 -1
Z3(n) =) [det <y (’))} [det (ny O)}
Y L[ 172 172
X W — W exp Z_l/d x O flxllg(x, t)(’) fa/‘B(X, t)
a=p=0
22t [det (u10)]"? ( 2R )” (1/ i )
_ — —— | exp| = [dfis(xt)
(n7)" [det (nu—10)]*/* \da>  op? Pla ful -
(4.142)

Specifically, we will first determine the Rényi entropy for n = 2 and then

generalize it to any natural n.

Renyi Entropy Over the Region Q U Q) for n = 2

From (4.142), for the replicated partition function Z?(L;j)ﬁ with n = 2 we must

have

00 = 14 ('0)] (o) Jioviom - [ #(otorzonis

- ﬁf,xﬁu,x)o%wx)))

a=p=0
(4.143)



Chapter 4. Shannon Entropy of the Localized State 71

using the fact that

[Dolexp (=5 [ x (00 [4¢10x) ~2000(x) )

= [de’c(A)]_l/2 exp (%/ddx p(x) [A_lp] (x)) ,
(4.144)

considering that A = 40 and p = V202 fop-
2451 (2) as(170)] [at (s720)] ™
(= 32) o0 (3] xlotna] o [ols] )

— <%)2 [d[ecie(;(i;(’)o);l}/z <% - 55—;2)2exp (‘11 /ddx ff,ﬁ(x,t)>

x=p=0

a=p=0
(4.145)

Now, by a direct calculation we can verify that

(5‘5722 - %)zesﬂﬁ =3 (5§S)2 +3 (555) — 2025635 — 4 (4 5)

a=p=0

[525 + 635 +26 ﬁ] [(525 + 635 — 26 ﬁ} 42 [5§s . (sﬁ%s} ’
(4.146)

with the condition S, = 0,5 = 0pS = 0 whena = p = 0.
Also, if we consider that

1
Sup :—/ddxffﬁ x,t)
= / d'x 6®R2(x, ) / dix PE(x, 1) + 2 / d'x aBI(x, HR(x, 1) (4.147)

We can verify that
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% / dix f2(x,t) =825 + 535 + 2625 (4.148)
% / d'x f2(x,t) =035 + 635 — 20248 (4.149)
% =825 — 535 (4.150)

this yields that

2
(5_2 — ﬁ eStx/S
a2 op?

and therefore the replicated partition function Zﬁ%ﬁ will be

o _ (2 ? [det(p'0)] L T
410) _<v) [det (u—120)]"/? UZ/d feet)

2 +2 (%)2 (4.151)

= ’%/ddxfz(x,t)

a=p=0

2 +2 (%)1 (4.152)

and if we consider the expression of the Shannon entropy for the vacuum over the
region Q U Q) (3.72). Then

siQuQ] = -z = slau] - EL (1) (4.153)
where , ,
52y (2N (L [ ey 2 72
Sw=(2) Uz/dxﬂx,t)\ +z(4)] @159

We can obtain this same expression through the second method, which consists

of using the generating functional Z[]J]
AE / Dgle™W o1+ 9(x)] ()
:/[DgQ] exp (—n/ddx ¢(x)[O¢](x) + /ddx (,b(x)](x)) (4.155)
where if we use
L[
[olexs (5 [ ' (plAglx) ~20(9))

= ldet(a)] V2exp ( [ atxptx) [4710] ),
(4.156)
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considering that A = 2nO and p = J. Then, we obtain that

Z[]] = [det <y_1n(9>}1/2 exp (ﬁ/ddx J(x) [(9—1]] (x)) (4.157)

and considering its respective variations with respect to | we have

z00 = 16 > [det (110 /[qu exp( Z/ddX(p x) O (x ) ‘/ddyf (t,y)O¢(y)

7?

:1—2 [det (;Fl(’)ﬂ /ddxlddXdeX3ddX4 (’)?f(t, xl)Off(t, XZ)OEf*(t/ X3)

X O} F*(t,x4) /[D¢]¢(xl>¢<xz>¢<><3>¢<><4 exp( n [ dxo()09(x ))

;6 [det (10 / Al d¥xodxad xs O F(1, x1) O £ (t, x2)

5Z[]]
6](x1) 0] (x4) J=0
(4.158)

x 02 f*(t,x3) 02 f*(t,x4)

Now, if we take into account

2 [det (v20)]

+O0 7 (x1,%3) 0 (x2,x4) + O (x1,x4) O L (xq, X3)]

—

2

SZ[]]
3] (x1)d] (x2)] (x3)] (xa)

[(9_1 (x1,%2) O~ 1(x3,%4)
J=

(4.159)
Thus, we obtain that
a 2\? [det(p710)] v
ZOun _ (_) ‘ /ddx 2(x, 1) ‘ 42 , (4.160)
12) 7] [det (u-120)]"/? A <4>

which, when compared with the result obtained in (4.152), shows that they are
exactly the same expressions, thus confirming the equivalence of both methods in
calculating Shannon entropy over the region Q U Q.

Renyi Entropy Over the Region Q) U Q) for any n

For this general case, we proceed from (4.142), where we need to expand all

variations with respect to « and B. To this end, we first apply Newton’s binomial

4
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theorem ; .
(x+y)" =) <n) xRyl — Y. <n) xkyn=k, (4.161)
k=0 k k=0 k
Then
oun _ (4 )" [det (#‘10)}"/2 - 2NN s
21 = oy 7 (- 52 )
ny/ [det (n]/t_lo k=0 o op x=p=0
(4.162)
where we have denoted S,5 = > [ fiﬁ(x,t).
Now, considering the Faa di Bruno’s formula for the exponential
4" f) _of m(F@V ()"
w2 = e !
=e/ @B, (f(x), . f () (4.163)

where the sum is over all the partitions of n, i.e. values of ky,...,k,; such that
ki+2ky+---+nk,=n (4.164)

Thus for the variations with respect to « and 8 of 68”‘5, we have

K O O i 2 (2n—26)t (1N
sa2  6p2 o iSh —k)Ik! &= (2k =200 (Ag)t \2!

X (555) (6005522 (555)

(4.165)

with Ay = n — 2k +1 € Z*°, where we have take into account S, = 8,S = 655 =
p p

0 when a = B = 0. Therefore, the Shannon entropy for the excited state over the
region Q) U Q) will be
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noox ! k 2kl (2n — 2k)!
det(w_lo)]mkg)( V= & k=20 ()

. (%) Akt (528)/\1(1/2 (50(5‘38)%72[ <§§S>l

(4.166)
being

628 :% / d%x R?(x, t) (4.167)

535 = — % / dix 12(x, ) (4.168)

5udgS :é / dix 1(x, )R (x, 1) (4.169)

and if we again take into account the Shannon entropy for the vacuum over the
region Q) U Q) (3.72), we can express

QU] = — 9, InZQP ‘nzl = 5[QUQ] - 3, 1n {ﬁé”u)ﬁ(t)} @)
where
n n k A+l
() _(4) g 2k! (2n—2k)!(1>
F /7 _(t)=(— 1 —
aun®) nyy k;)( ) (n—k)'k! l;:) (2k =201 (Ag)! 2!
2 o\ /2 k-2 (2c)
(50(5) (6:345) (5[;5) .

(4.171)

On the other hand, using the generating functional method defined in (4.155),
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we can obtain an equivalent expression. Therefore

Zﬁg)ﬁ :i—z [det (pt_l(’))} /[Dcp exp( /ddX(p x) O¢(x ) ‘/ddxf (t,x) 02 $(x)
:j; [ et (y 1(’)) "/dXm Ao, 2f(t x1) - O2f(t,xy)
(tx011) - O (tx20) [ [DGIg(x1) -+ p(xpy e #4100
(o)

NI—=

sZ[]]
6] (x1) - -~ 6] (xan)

X O F*(t,Xps1) - OF F(t, Xo)

=0
(4.172)

Now, if we take into account

= [det (;z_ln(’)>y7 (2r11)m

x Y 0 g xe) O ey Xy ) (4173)

permut

—_

6Z]]]
5]("1) e '5](x2m)

J=0

We can note that

/ dix; - dixon O F(1,x1) - - O (1, %)

permut

X O3 f(t,xy41) - - O (1, xzn)O_l(Xkerkz) O Xy, s Xk,)

:(2’11)”2+1 Cy /dethx) “21f(4x) (/ddeZf )‘%f*(t,X))l
i, Bl [ (3 s

Thus, we obtain that

SO _ (3)”[@&(#—10)]”” >

(%)l (4.175)

/ddxf2 (t,x)

and using again the Shannon entropy for the vacuum over the region Q U Q (3.72),

we obtain
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siQuQy :—anlnzﬁgﬂ _1:so[nuﬁ]—anln{ﬁgjﬁ(o} (4176)
where
A oy (2 / a2 Ay
EW (1) = (m) le;ncﬂ dx f2(t,x) (2> . 4.177)

It is interesting to observe that comparing the two equivalent forms of F, Quﬁ(t)’
(4.171) and (4.177), results in the following identity:

i o 2r L n! k 2kl (2n — 2k)!
MZZ;HC” [ #xrax| (3 ) =LV Tk s e ()l
D\ A %2 (52
X (§> (638)™ (4pS)* 2 (63S)
(4.178)

where Ay = n— 2k +1 € Z*0, 625 = /ddx R, &3S = — /ddx 12 and 5,48 =

d?x IR . This identity can be seen as a factorization of the real and imaginary
parts of the probability amplitude f(¢,x).

Finally, let us analyze the case when f (¢, x) is purely real forall t,i.e., I(t,x) =0
and R(t,x) = f(t,x),Vt. According to the expression for ?(()ndﬁ(t) in (4.171), we
realize that the only nonzero terms in the summation occur when k = [ = 0,

resulting in the following;:

0=(57) S () (@)
Eni) F (o) (Jeren)

2 7
— ) @n-1!" (=
n) " 2)

1
_n

— 1! (4.179)

where we can see that this quantity is a constant independent of time. Also, the
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Shannon entropy will be

$1[QuUQ] = S[QuUQ] - anln{(Zn)! (i)n}

(4.180)

n=1

To calculate the expression 9, In {% (%) n} ‘n_l, we need to compute the
partial derivative with respect to n of the given logarithmic expression and eval-
uate it at n = 1. Since n appears in factorials, which are typically defined for
non-negative integers, we extend the factorial to real numbers using the gamma
function, I'(n + 1) = n!, to handle differentiation.

First, simplify the expression inside the logarithm:

ol T@n+1) (1N .,
o _titl) <%) — (2n) " (4.181)

Thus, the expression becomes

T(2n+1)

The logarithm is
I'2n+1
1 {%(Zn)_”} =InT(2n+1) —InT(n+1) — nln(2n). (4.183)

We need to compute
On [INT(2n+1) —InT(n + 1) — nln(2n)]. (4.184)

Differentiate each term

1. For InT'(2n + 1): Using the chain rule, let u = 2n+1,so InT(2n+1) =
InT (1), and 9% = 2. The derivative is

I InT(2n+1) = p(2n +1) -2, (4.185)

where §(z) = % is the digamma function.

2. For —-InT(n+1): Letv=n+1,s0InT(n+1) = InT(v), and Z—Z = 1. The
derivative is

On[—InT(n+1)] =—¢p(n+1)-1=—-yp(n+1). (4.186)
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3. For —nIn(2n): Use the product rule on —n1n(2n). Let f = —n, g = In(2n),

SO . )
[ —_ / = — = —
fl=-1 g=5-2=-. (4.187)
Thus
on[—nIn(2n)] = —1- In(2n) + (—n) % = —In(2n) — 1. (4.188)

Combining these, the derivative is

9 In { (2:!)! ( L )n} —2p(2n+1) —p(n+1) —In(2n) — 1. (4.189)

2n

Now evaluateatn =1
(2n)! (1 "

Use the recurrence formula ¢(x 4+ 1) = 1(x) + 1 and the known values of the

=2¢(2-1+1) —p(1+1) —In(2-1) — 1

n=1

=29(3) — (2) —In2 — 1. (4.190)

digamma function

e ¥(2) =9(1+1) =9(1)+1 = —y£ + 1, where ¢ is the Euler-Mascheroni
constant.

 YP(B)=9p2+1)=9p@2)+3=—re+1+5=—re+3.

So
2y(3) =2 (—%s + g) = —29g+3, (4.191)
~9(2) = ~(=ve+1) =9 1. (4.192)
Thus
29(3) —9(2) = (=27 +3)+(re—1) = —re+2 (4.193)
Finally
(—yE+2)—In2—1= —9g+1—In2. (4.194)

The final answer is

o {0 (1Y)

=1— g —In2 (4.195)
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Inserting this result in (4.180), we obtain
S$11QUQ] =S [QUO]+ 9 —1+1n2. (4.196)

This result is quite puzzling due to the independence of the mutual information
of the excited state with respect to the probability amplitude f(x, t), recalling that
to obtain this result it has been assumed that f(x, t) is real for all t. However, it
is worth noting that considering the relativistic Schrodinger equation for f(x, t)
(4.10), this assumption implies that the amplitude f(x, t) is zero. Therefore, to
obtain a correct result, it is necessary to consider that the amplitude f(x, t) has
both a real and an imaginary part.

To corroborate this fact, we start from equation (4.10)

i% — [0f](t,%) (4.197)
along with its conjugate
—i% = [Of*](t,x) (4.198)

the sum of both equations results in

al(t,x)
ot

= [OR](t,x) (4.199)

therefore, if I(x, t) is zero for all ¢, then R(x, t) will also be zero.

4.6 Shannon Mutual Information in the Excited State
With Replica Trick

According to the definition of mutual information

1(Q,Q) = S[Q] + S[Q] - S[Qu QY.

Taking into account the expressions for the Shannon entropies over the regions
0O,0,and QUQ, given by (4.133), (4.135), and (4.176) respectively, we obtain that

the Shannon mutual information is given by:
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) (4.200)
Quﬁ(t) n=1

where 15(()") (1), ~g ) (t) and F(()ntjﬁ(t) are given by (4.134), (4.136) and (4.177) respec-
tively.

The investigation into the Shannon mutual information for a localized single-
particle excited state reveals how the presence of a particle fundamentally alters
the information landscape of a quantum field compared to the vacuum. The results
presented provide significant insights into the nature of classical correlations in
quantum field theory, which are particularly relevant for understanding scenarios
involving measurement and decoherence.

The central result of this section is the expression for the Shannon mutual
information in the excited state, Il(Q,ﬁ), derived using the replica trick. The
final expression is elegantly presented in relation to the mutual information of the
vacuum state, Io(Q), Q).

The equation (4.200) shows that the mutual information in the excited state is
the vacuum mutual information plus a correction term. This correction term is de-
pendent on the replica parameter 7 and a set of functions, £("), which encapsulate
the properties of the excited state via its wave packet profile, f(¢, x). This explicitly
connects the change in shared information to the presence and characteristics of
the localized particle.

Directly calculating the Shannon mutual information from the above expression
is complicated by the need to take a derivative with respect to the replica parameter
n and then evaluate it at n = 1. To obtain concrete physical insights, the analysis
cleverly pivots to a more tractable case: the Rényi mutual information for n = 2
(also known as the collision entropy). This avoids the difficult n — 1 limit and
allows for direct algebraic calculation. For n = 2, considering the Renyi entropies
(4.119), (4.121), and (4.153) the mutual information is given by

17(0,0) =17(Q,0) - (4.201)

where 15(()2) (1), ~(62) (t) and ?gdﬁ(t) are given by (4.120), (4.122) and (4.154) respec-
tively.
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1 32
T3t (bg + by)? (4.202)

13

0 :% /Q d'x ay(x) o5 tag] (x) 2

3 4 201 32/ 2
g)(t) :? /Qddx Ef(x) [aglﬁf} (x)| + 5 + ? <bR + bl) (4.203)
2 2
ED (1) = (%) ”% / ddez(x,t)‘ +2(%)2] (4204)

The functions F(?) are explicitly defined in terms of the particle’s wave packet,
making numerical investigation possible.



Chapter 5

Renyi Entropy For the Excited State in

One Dimension

The preceding chapter established a comprehensive and general framework for
the Shannon mutual information of a localized excited state in d + 1 dimensions.
However, the final expression for the Shannon mutual information, I; (Q), 5), relies
on the analytically challenging task of calculating the functions 15(()”) (1), fg ) (1),
and F glu)ﬁ(t) for a general replica parameter n and then evaluating the derivative
atn = 1.

To move from this formal expression to a tangible application and extract
physical insights, we will focus on a more tractable, yet physically significant,
scenario. In this chapter, we will therefore specialize our analysis in two key ways.

First, instead of the Shannon entropy, we will compute the Rényi entropy
for the specific case of n = 2, also known as the collision entropy. This choice
circumvents the difficult n — 1 limit, allowing for a direct algebraic calculation
of the mutual information, as expressed in equation (4.201). Second, we will
restrict the analysis to a one-dimensional spatial setting, where the complementary
regions () and Q) are defined as half-lines (—oo,0] and [0, ), respectively. This
simplification of both the dimensionality and the geometry of the boundary makes
the necessary functional integrals and operator inversions manageable.

By employing the Lorentzian wave packet solutions derived earlier, this ap-
proach will allow us to perform explicit calculations and numerically investigate
how the particle’s presence—specifically its location and spatial width—modifies

the shared information between the two regions compared to the vacuum.

83
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5.1 Renyi entropy for the regions () = (—o0,0] and
Q= [0,00)

For this case, we take into account the wave packet given by (4.65). Now, first
of all, we calculate the function af(t,z) given by (B.15)

ap(t,2) = [0V (b2)+ 5 [ dy Kz -G [072] (k)
+g [Cax P [0 (1)
=[02f] )+ [ dx [021]) ) | [ duk(z = )Gl 3) + Pax)
= [0"2f] (t2) + [ dx [0V2F] (1, 20)P (2, %) 6.1)

where we take into account the relation (A.100), then considering the Poisson
kernel (A.65) and the result (4.72), forIma = Re p = 0, Reax = ax and Im g = —(x),

we have

_a 1 1 1 t—(x) —in
af(z) = 2(at+i(t+z— (x)))32 (E‘i‘r—[arcsec (\/_—z ))

® 1 1 1 t4 (x) —ia
* E(zx—i(z—(x)—t))wz(§+Earcsec< 2 >)

1 [a 1 Vi V—i
K 5\/—_2[oc—i(z—(x)—t)+zx+ﬁ+i(t+z—<x>)] (5:2)

Secondly, we calculate numerically the function bs(t) given by (B.16)

b1 =5 [ [~ dy Gla) [0V2f] (w) [0 (13)

Thus, the Renyi entropy with n = 2 over the region () = (—o0,0], will be

obtained from the function F(()Z ) (), which is given by

2

- 1 + 8(bgr(t) + br(t))%

SOE ‘/Om dxag(t,2) [os oy (63)| +3
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Renyi entropy over the region () = (—o0,0] fort =0

For this case, it is more convenient to set Re § = Ima = 0 in the expression for
the Lorentzian wave packet (4.65). This simplifies the analysis, as these conditions
ensure that the wave packet f(t,x) at t = 0 is purely real. Consequently, to
compute fg ) (t), we do not need to evaluate the integral involving the inverse
operator o, !; instead, we only need to apply the normalization condition (D.15).

Thus, the Rényi entropy for the region () = (—o0, 0] is obtained as follows

51[0] = 5[] ~ In(E(0))
= 55[Q] —In (12}%(0) — 2bg(0) + 2) . (5.3)

Numerically, we obtain a graphic for the expression — In (Fg ) (O)) : Figure 5.1

illustrates the correction AS®?)(Q) := —1In (Fg ) (O)) to the Rényi-2 entropy for
the region () = (—o0,0] as a function of the particle’s initial position (x). When
the particle is localized well within Q (i.e., (x) < 0), the correction AS?2)(QQ)
is approximately constant and positive, with its magnitude dependent on the
wave packet’s width a. This constant increase relative to the vacuum state’s
entropy indicates that the presence of the localized excitation introduces additional
uncertainty in the field configurations within ). The particle, described by a
Lorentzian wave packet, enriches the set of probable field states, leading to a
higher collision entropy. Physically, this reflects the perturbation of the quantum
field by the excitation, which increases the diversity of measurement outcomes
in (). The dependence on & suggests that broader wave packets (larger x) may
distribute the particle’s influence over a larger spatial region, potentially reducing
the entropy correction compared to narrower wave packets, which concentrate
the excitation’s effect.

As the particle’s center approaches the boundary at x = 0 (i.e., (x) — 0),
AS?)(Q) reaches a maximum value. This peak indicates that the particle’s prox-
imity to the boundary enhances the information content in (), likely due to the
wave packet’s overlap with the boundary, which amplifies correlations across the
interface between () and Q). The maximum entropy correction near the boundary
suggests that the field configurations in () are most diverse when the particle
is positioned such that its wave packet significantly interacts with both regions,
maximizing the uncertainty in measurement outcomes.

When the particle moves into Q) (i.e., (x) > 0) and is far from the boundary (i.e.,
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-log(F?a(0))
0.4}

-4 -2 g 2 4 @

Figure 5.1: t =0

(x) > 0), AS®)(Q) decreases to zero. This behavior is expected, as the excitation
is now primarily located in the complementary region (), and its influence on the
field configurations in () becomes negligible. In this regime, the reduced density
matrix for () approaches that of the vacuum state, resulting in a Rényi-2 entropy

indistinguishable from the vacuum case.

Renyi entropy over the region Q = [0, ) fort = 0

Again, in this case, we set Re p = Ima = 0 for the wave packet f(t, x). Also,
considering the following quantities:

By Lyl 1
P(Z’y)_n z |x—z|

- %arctanh (ﬂ) , x<y

G(lxl, [yl) = Glx,y) = :
%arctanh (\/5) , x>y

alfl(t,z) = [Ol/zf] (t,z)+/_ooodx [Ol/zf} (tx)P(z,x), z>0 (56)

z>0,y <0. (5.4)

x<0,y<0 (5.5)

bR = [ dx [ ayGley) [072] (k) [072] (40

=31 /Ooodx/ooody Glvy) [0"2f] (1, —y) [0'2f] (1, %) (57)
. 1

o Al x) = — - (/xoodzﬁ[f](t,z)ln (1-3) —|—/Oxdzﬁ[f](t,z)ln (5—1)>
(5.9)
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and

2

[ axalfe, o alfwn)| + 5+ 8GRI +BIOP. (69

F(2) gy

With all these quantities, we can calculate the Renyi entropy over the region
Q = [0, 00). However for the more simplest case, when t = 0, we use again the
normalization condition (D.15). Thus, the Rényi entropy for the region Q = [0, c0)
is obtained as follows

51[Q] = So[Q] — In (%2)(0))

= So[Q] —In (125%(0) —2br(0) + Z) : (5.10)

Numerically, we generate a plot for the expression — In (15(62 ) (O)> . Figure 5.1

shows the correction AS®?)(Q) for the region Q) = [0,0) as a function of (x),
exhibiting complementary behavior to Figure 5.2. When the particle is localized
deep within Q (i.e., (x) > 0), AS?)(Q)) is approximately constant and positive,
with its magnitude again dependent on a. This constant correction reflects the
increased uncertainty in the field configurations within Q) due to the presence
of the excitation, analogous to the effect observed in (). The dependence on the
wave packet’s width « indicates that the spatial extent of the excitation modulates
the entropy increase, with narrower wave packets leading to a more pronounced

effect due to their localized impact.

-log(F?5(0)

2 4 )

Figure52: t =0

As the particle approaches the boundary from within O (i.e., (x) — 0), AS?)(Q)
reaches a maximum, mirroring the behavior in (). This peak occurs because the

wave packet’s proximity to the boundary enhances the field’s informational com-
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plexity in ), as the particle’s influence extends across the boundary, increasing
the diversity of field configurations. The maximum entropy correction near x = 0
underscores the role of boundary interactions in amplifying correlations between
the regions.

When the particle is located in Q) (i.e., (x) < 0) and moves far from the
boundary (i.e., (x) < 0), AS®?)(Q) decreases to zero. This indicates that the
excitation’s influence on Q becomes negligible, and the Rényi-2 entropy for Q)
reverts to the vacuum value, as the field configurations in () are unaffected by the

particle in Q).

Physical Insights and Implications

The behavior of AS?)(Q) and AS(?)(Q) as functions of (x) provides significant
insights into the spatial distribution of classical information in the quantum field

due to a localized excitation.

1. Constant Enhancement Inside the Region: The approximately constant
entropy correction when the particle is well within one region (Q or Q)
reflects the excitation’s role in consistently increasing the field’s informational
complexity, with the magnitude tuned by the wave packet’s width «.

2. Effect of the Wave Packet Width: Narrower wave packets, which localize
the particle more precisely, tend to produce larger entropy corrections due
to their concentrated effect on the field (more certainty in its position, less
uncertainty needed to describe it), while broader wave packets distribute
this effect over a larger region, potentially reducing the correction.

3. Boundary Peak and Decay Outside the Region: The maximum entropy
correction near the boundary at x = 0 highlights the critical role of the
interface between Q) and () in mediating correlations. When the particle
is near the boundary, its wave packet overlaps both regions, leading to
enhanced correlations and a peak in the Rényi-2 entropy. This suggests
that the boundary acts as a conduit for information sharing, maximizing
the uncertainty in field configurations in both regions simultaneously. The
decay of the entropy correction to zero as the particle moves far into the
complementary region underscores the localized nature of the excitation’s
influence, with the field reverting to the vacuum state in the unaffected

region.
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These results are particularly relevant in the context of decoherence and mea-
surement in QFT. The Rényi-2 entropy captures the classical information encoded
in the diagonal elements of the density matrix, which persist after quantum coher-
ence is lost due to environmental interactions or measurements. The enhanced
entropy near the boundary suggests that localized excitations can serve as probes
of the field’s correlation structure, with their position and spatial extent tuning the
distribution of information across spatial regions. This complements traditional
entanglement entropy studies by focusing on the accessible classical correlations,
providing a bridge between quantum and classical descriptions of the system. The
dependence on « further implies that experimental control over the wave packet’s
width could be used to manipulate the information content, offering potential
applications in quantum information processing and the study of decoherence-

induced classicality in QFT systems.

5.2 Renyi mutual information between the regions ()
and Q)

With the results obtained in the last section, we can obtain the Renyi mutual
information between the regions () and Q. First of all, considering the more
simplest case Ref = Ima = t = 0, from (4.154) or (4.179) we can see that

1:“(()2&6(0) = 3.Thus, we numerically generate a plot of the expression
F(2) FIO
I F90(0)F'90)(0) (5.11)
~(2)7(0)
QU

Figure 5.3 shows that, in general, the amount of information shared between the
regions () and () in the excited state exceeds that of the vacuum state. This excess
reaches its maximum when the particle is located at the origin, and decays rapidly

as the particle moves away from it.

Physical Insights from the One-Dimensional Case

The numerical results lead to several key physical conclusions:

* Increased Shared Information: In general, the presence of a localized par-
ticle increases the amount of shared information between the two regions com-
pared to the vacuum state. This suggests that the excitation introduces new
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Figure 5.3: t =0

correlations that are accessible as classical information.

* Dependence on Particle Position: The increase in mutual information is
maximized when the particle is located at the boundary between the regions
(x = 0). This peak indicates that the classical correlations between () and Q)
are maximized when the particle’s wave packet is symmetrically distributed
across the boundary, leading to the greatest shared information between the
regions. The independence of the peak value from ¢ suggests a universal fea-
ture of the field’s correlation structure at the boundary, where the particle’s
influence is equally split between Q) and Q). As the particle is moved away
from the boundary into either region, this excess information decays rapidly.
This decay indicates that the classical correlations between Q and Q) diminish
as the excitation becomes localized deep within one region, reducing the

shared information to the vacuum level.

¢ Influence of Wave Packet Width: The rate at which the mutual information
decays as the particle moves from the boundary is dependent on the width of
the wave packet. A narrowly localized wave packet leads to a sharp, fast decay,
while a broader, more spatially extended wave packet results in a slower
decay. This implies that a more delocalized particle can mediate correlations
over a larger distance, although the maximum information shared is less
than that of a particle situated directly at the boundary.

An important technical point noted in the analysis is that for the relativistic
Schrodinger equation, a purely real wave packet f (¢, x) would be identically zero,
which is unphysical. Therefore, for a correct and physically meaningful result, the
wave packet must have both real and imaginary parts.
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In summary, the results of this section successfully demonstrate that the Shan-
non mutual information, calculated via the replica trick, is a sensitive probe of a
quantum field’s state. The shift to the n = 2 Rényi entropy provides a practical
method for extracting clear, physical insights, showing that a particle excitation
enhances classical correlations in a way that depends critically on its position and

spatial distribution.



Chapter 6

Conclusions and perspectives

This thesis embarked on an investigation into the Shannon mutual informa-
tion for a quantum massless scalar field, specifically focusing on the correlations
between two complementary spatial regions, () and Q. A key characteristic of
this work is the explicit calculation of this classical information measure from
the diagonal elements of the density matrix in the field configuration basis. This
approach offers a direct avenue to quantify the classical correlations that persist
or emerge after quantum decoherence or measurement processes, which effec-
tively diagonalize the system’s density matrix in a particular basis, such as the
tield configuration basis. The overarching goal was to explore the structure and
flow of information within a Quantum Field Theory (QFT) framework, providing
insights that are complementary to traditional entanglement entropy calculations
by focusing on accessible classical information.

To achieve this, we employed the Schrodinger picture functional formalism.
The probability of field configurations, P[¢] = [¥[¢]|?, served as the foundation
for defining Shannon entropies for the regions (), Q, and their union Q U Q.
The Shannon mutual information was then determined as Is(Q, Q) = S[Q] +
S[Q] — S[Q U Q]. The calculations leveraged techniques such as the saddle-point
approximation and the replica trick to manage the functional integrals inherent in
computing these Shannon entropies.

The investigation was carried out for two distinct scenarios: the vacuum state
and a localized single-particle excited state of the massless scalar field.

In Chapter 3, we laid the groundwork by introducing the formalism for a
quantum scalar field in the Schrodinger picture. We derived the ground state wave
functional using the path integral and saddle-point approximation. Following
this, we defined creation and annihilation operators and proceeded to compute
the reduced probability distributions for subregions. The Shannon entropies and,
consequently, the Shannon mutual information for the vacuum state were then
calculated using the replica trick. The expression for the mutual information in

92
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the vacuum state was found to be

1(©Q,0) Hn(dew‘lo)detow—lm) 10 (detn(nﬂ_lO)detQ(nV_10)>

T2 det(p—10) S 2an In det(nu—10)

n=1

, a result consistent with previous findings in the literature.

Chapter 4 extended this analysis to localized single-particle excited states. We began
by deriving the wave functional for these states,¥;[¢] = % [d¥xf(t,x)OY2p(x)¥o[¢],
and discussed suitable wave packet solutions, including those minimizing position-
momentum and position-velocity uncertainty. The probability distribution for the ex-
cited state was established as P [¢p] = % | [ d?xf(t,x)OV2¢(x) ]2 Py[¢]. Subsequently, the
reduced probability distributions for these excited states were computed using the saddle-
point method. The Shannon entropies and mutual information were then determined
using the replica trick. The Shannon mutual information for the excited state was ex-
pressed in relation to the vacuum mutual information and correction terms dependent on

the wave packet profile f(t, x) and the replica parameter n:

£(n) () 500)
_ d () F5 (1)
H(Q,0)=H(Q0) - 5-In QM 9!
QUﬁ(t) n=1

In Chapter 5, we specialized the formalism to calculate the Rényi entropy (for n = 2) in
one spatial dimension, considering regions defined as half-lines and utilizing the derived
wave packets, particularly the Lorentzian wave packet. Numerical results for the Rényi
mutual information for n = 2 indicated that the information shared between the two half-
lines in an excited state generally exceeds that of the vacuum state. This excess information
peaks when the particle is localized near the boundary between the regions and decays as
the particle moves away, with the decay rate influenced by the width of the wave packet.
This suggests that more spatially extended wave packets share more information across
the boundary, though less than a sharply localized particle at the boundary.

The findings of this thesis contribute to the understanding of how classical correlations,
as quantified by Shannon mutual information, arise and are structured in a simple QFT
model. By focusing on the diagonal elements of the density matrix, we have provided
a framework that directly connects to scenarios involving decoherence or measurement,
where off-diagonal quantum coherences are diminished. The comparison between the
vacuum and excited states reveals how the presence of a quantum excitation alters these
classical correlations, offering insights into the interplay between quantum states and the

extractable classical information they encode.
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6.1 Perspectives for Future Research:

The work presented in this thesis opens several avenues for future investigation:

¢ Different Quantum States: The analysis could be extended to other types of quan-
tum states, such as multi-particle states, coherent states, or thermal states, to explore

how different quantum features influence Shannon mutual information.

¢ Interacting Field Theories: While this thesis focused on a massless scalar field (a
free theory), a significant extension would be to consider interacting QFTs. This
would introduce much richer dynamics and correlation structures, though the

calculations would become considerably more complex.

¢ Higher Dimensions and Different Geometries: The specific calculations in Chapter
5 were for one spatial dimension and half-line regions. Exploring higher spatial
dimensions (d > 1) and different geometries for the regions Q) and Q (e.g., spheres,
strips) would provide a more comprehensive understanding of the geometric de-

pendence of Shannon mutual information.

* Dynamical Scenarios: This work primarily considered static configurations or
snapshots in time (fixed-time field configurations). Investigating the time evo-
lution of Shannon mutual information, for instance, during a quench or other

non-equilibrium processes, could reveal interesting dynamics of information flow.

¢ Connection to Other Information Measures: A deeper exploration of the relation-
ship between the Shannon mutual information calculated here and other quantum
information measures, such as entanglement of formation, quantum discord (partic-
ularly the symmetric quantum discord discussed in Chapter 2), or relative entropy
of coherence, could provide a more complete picture of the information content in

QFT systems and how it transforms under decoherence.

* Specific Wave Packet Analysis: The results in Chapter 5 for the Lorentzian wave
packet showed interesting dependencies on localization and width. A more system-
atic study with different wave packet shapes and their evolution, particularly the
minimal position-momentum uncertainty (Gaussian) wave packet, could provide
further insights into how particle localization impacts classical correlations. The ob-
servation that a purely real wave packet f(t, x) implies f (¢, x) = 0 for the relativistic
Schrodinger equation warrants careful handling of wave packet reality conditions

in future work.

¢ Further Development of the Poisson Problem Formalism: Appendix A details
an iterative approach to solving the non-homogeneous Poisson problem for the
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fractional Laplacian, leading to series representations for the Poisson kernel (A.47)
and Green’s function (A.86). This formalism, developed to handle the specific re-
quirements of the thesis calculations, could be further investigated. A detailed
comparison of this method, particularly its convergence properties and compu-
tational efficiency, with established techniques in potential theory, such as those
described in "Foundations of modern potential theory" by N. S. Landkof [42], could
be undertaken. Such a study might reveal advantages or specific regimes where
the iterative approach of Appendix A offers new insights or practical benefits for
solving fractional differential equations, especially for the boundary conditions and
geometries relevant to QFT entanglement problems. Exploring the applicability of
this specific construction of Green’s functions and Poisson kernels to other physical

problems involving fractional operators could also be a fruitful research direction.

In summary, this thesis has provided a detailed calculation of Shannon mutual infor-
mation for a massless scalar field, offering a perspective on classical correlations within
a quantum field theory context. The results and the formalism developed herein pave
the way for further explorations into the rich interplay between quantum field theory,

information theory, and the process of decoherence.



Appendix A

Fractional Laplacian Operator

In this appendix we have considered some formalisms about the fractional Laplacian
operator [43].

The Fourier transform of any function u(x) € L' (R")" can set as

1 ~ ik-x
“0) = G /ddk 2(k)e (A1)
and respectively

(k) = (an)d/z /ddx u(x)e kX (A.2)

We say that f is the Fourier transform of f in a distributional sense, for f that satisfies

d : da\2
/d 1+|x|7’ < oo forsome p € Nif, forany g € S (]R ) We have that

[ @' F 0900 = [ d'x fx)n(x) (A3)

In a simpler manner, using the Fourier transform, let us define the fractional Laplacian
operator O% = (m? — V?)" as

[0%1](x) = d - / A1k % (k) (A4)

with wy = vVm? + k2. Also

IThe space L!(R) is defined as the set of all Lebesgue measurable functions f : R — C (or R)
for which the integral of the absolute value of the function is finite. Formally, it can be expressed
as:L'(R) = {f: R —» C | [R|f(x)] dx < oo}.

2The Schwartz space, denoted as S (le , is a space of functions that are smooth (infinitely

differentiable) and rapidly decreasing. Formally, it can be expressed as:

S(]Rd) = {fEC‘X’ <]Rd) s.t. Vo, B € N8, sup ‘xﬁD"‘f )) <oo}

x€R4
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[O%u](x) :(27rl)d/2/ddk M X { 1d/2 /ddx u(x)e_ik"‘]

1 ik-x —ik-x
_W/ddkek |: d/Z /ddxu wlz(se ik :| (A5)

Thus, the inverse Fourier transform of [0%u](x) will be

[(OZ/S\u](k) = (27_[1)11/2 /ddx u(x)wie kx (A.6)

We can verify the following composite property

0% [0%"u]] (x) = 02" ] (x) (A7)
since
! 1! 1 i X S”
[0 [0*"u]] (x =G / 1k e 02 [0 u) (K)
1 ik-x ;25 1 s —ik-x
27_[)L7l/2/5l‘7lkek 2! [ )d/z/ddx'u(x)wlz( e ik ]
1 d ik- X 2 (s'+s") d —11( -X
Zn)d/z/dke [ d/z/d }
1 d1. ik X 2 (s'+s") o
(27‘()’1/2 /d ke (k)
=[OX+5") ] (x) (A.8)
Also, we can verify
[aix 10 [0%8] (0 = [ d'x [0%f] ()2 (A9)

[ £ [0%5) (0 = [ dix ) s [ ke etigti)
= [ @ j ) [a'kwgo
—/ddk’ £(1) /ddsz“ k’+k)
—/ddkfk/ /ddkg( )6(K + k)
- / dix [0% ] (x)g(x) (A.10)

i(K'+k)-x
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Formally, the fractional Laplacian of u(x) € S (]Rd> is defined as

(~V2)"u(x) == C(d,5)P.V. [ dy u(x) — uly)

X — y‘d+25
_ , a, 1(x) —u(y)
=C(d,s) llir(l) R4 /B0 d"y x— [ (A.11)

where s €< 0,1 >, and C(d, s) is a constant which is give by

2s d

d"l —cos{; -1 2 s’ <§+s> AT

Tt ) T (A.12)
1] m2l(1—s)

being {; the first coordinate of .

If we consider m = 0 in (A.4), we can probe that the definitions of fractional Laplacian

p p

(A.4) and (A.11) are equivalent. To this purpose we can see that (A.11) take the following

equivalent form

(=V?) u(x) = —%C(d,s) /ddyu(x+Y) +,§T;‘+;y> —2ulx), (A.13)

Using the Fourier transform (A.1), we can obtain

1 Toxn eky 4 ey — 2

— [ a0 |C(d,s) [dlyl= cos(k-y) (A.14)
Tyl
denoting
1 — cos(k-
J* (k) = /ddwazs}’) (A.15)

we can prove that it is rotationally invariant

J* (k) = T*([kle1) (A.16)

Thus making the change of variable 1 = |k|y

s 1 —cos(|k
(|k|€1) = /ddy | |d5_|25|y1)

7 1 —cos({y)
1kl d+2s
Ikl 1

=C1d,s)|k|* (A.17)
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Therefore (A.11) is equivalent to (A.4) with m = 0.

To simplify the notations, we denote the fractional Laplacian as

O*ul(x) = [ dyK (x—y)[u(x) — u(y)], (A18)

where m = 0,ie. O := v/ —V?, and

1

Ks(x — y) = C(d,S)m

(A.19)

A.1 Inverse of Fractional Laplacian Operator

In terms of the Fourier transform, the inverse fractional Laplacian can be defined as
[44]:

[O%u](x) = (an)m / d'k e**w 1 (k) (A.20)
Let verify that
[O%[0%u]](x) = u(x) (A.21)
In fact
1 , _—
(07 2(0™u}(9) = a7z | @'k el [0%u (k)
1 i 1 / / s ,—ik-x’
:7(27'[)‘”2 /ddk x|k 728 [(27_[)’1/2 /ddx u(x') [k[*ek
l / / 1 ik- (x—x’
:/ddx u(x’) (2n)d/ddkek( )]
:/ddx’ u(x)6(x —x')
=u(x) (A.22)

respectively it can be verify that [0*[O~%u]](x) = u(x).
Also, we can expresess this operator in the integral way. For this puspose, symple, we

must consider the Fourier transform of u in (A.20) and then integrate in k. Thus

0729 =5 [ e [ty o u()
:<2711)d [axu(x) [ a2 (A.23)
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For the integral in k, we obtain
/ddk elkx 725 —Qd 2/ dKK 725 /ndG sind*Z GeiKrCOSO
K
0
2\ /d—1
_ d—1,,-2s “ —
_Qd_z/o drx k" w, [\/E (Kr) r <2 >]g_1(1cr)]

=1 Qu_,T (d )( > / dx %/ 25]%71(1(1’)

=) F<d_1> <2>2_ /OodKKd/z (m? 4+ x2) " Ja_y(kr) (A24)

= d_2 5 » A %71 .
Form =0

/ddk e*X|k| 7% = QT <d;1) ( >2 / dic k42~ 25] L(xr) (A.25)

Considering the fact

:a_

P ——
x X", (ax) = 2"a —2 2 2/
0 ! I(3

we get

/ddk eik-x|k|—25 — 72
—(271)%— i o (A.27)
B 25T (s) x| '

) = M(Z_S), we have that

Denoting C(d, —s) =
8 C( (27)52°T(s)

exla 1= 1
/ Ak X172 = (Zn)dC(d,—s)W (A.28)

Therefore, inserting this result in (A.28) when m = 0

[O2u](x) =C(d, —s) / dly ‘x”;y‘;_z

d 1/[
—~C(d,—s) [ 'y T Y (A.29)
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d
We can note that this integral form of the inverse fractional Laplacian is valid for s € (0, 5 ).

So we see that for one dimensional case this integral for only is valid for s € (0, §>'

A.2 Non-homogeneous Poisson problem

The non-local Poisson problem is given by

[Ou](x) = f(x) x €0
u(x) = g(x), x e (A.30)

Using the Kernel definition of the fractional Laplacian operator, when x € (), we obtain

(Oul(x) =P.V. | a2 K(x—2)u(x) —u(@)] + [ dy K(x—y)lu(x) — g(y)
—p.V. /ﬁddz K(x — 2)[u(x) — u(z)] + u(x) /Q dly K(x — y)

- [ #y Kix=y)3(y) (A31)

where we have separated the integral into one part where the kernel K is finite and another
where it is infinite. In general we can express the solution for the non-local Poisson

problem as
u(x) = [ ays(x—=y)g00 + [ d'yo(x—y) u(y) (432)

So, when x € Q,

u(x) = /ﬁd‘iy S(x—y) u(y), x € Q) (A.33)
Inserting this last expression in (A.31)
[Ou](x) =P.V. /ﬁddz K(x—z) [/Qddy S(x—y)u(y) — /ﬁddy 5(z—y)u(y)
+u(0) [ ayKix—y) - [ d'yK(x=y)s(y)
= /ﬁddy u(y) P.V. /ﬁddz K(x—z)[dé(x—y) —d(z—y)]
+u(0) [ dyKix—y) = [ dyKx=y)g(). (A34)

Defining the fractional Laplacian of the Dirac delta over the region () as

[Ogd](x—y) = P.V. /ﬁddz K(x—2z)[6(x—y)—d(z—y)] (A.35)
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Thus,

[Ou] (x /ddyu V)[O0gd](x —y) + u(x /ddyK X~y —/QddyK(x—y)g(y)
(A.36)
Therefore in the equation (A.30), when x € Q, we have

fx) =[0Ou](x)
= [ d'y u()[0a0l(x—y) +ulx) [ d'yKx—y) - [ dyK(x=y)s(y) (A37)
this yield
1
W) = e |1 Ly Kx =g = [y uty)lOnie-y)].
(A.38)
following an iterative process, we have
gy 19a0](yn-1—yn) A.39
u(x) = G1f](x +/H dedyKyn Suln)(A39)
Therefore, if the correction term is very small, we can obtain the solution
u(x) =u(x) +6[flx), xeQ
u(x) = g(x), x €0 (A.40)
being
uOx) = [ d'yPyxgly) xeD (A.41)
o)
We define the Poisson kernel with x € Q and y € Q)
Kx — v d K(y» — y)
Ply:x) _f dde (x—2z) rg / @y y”fo d3zK(y, — z)
[Og0](yn-1—yn)  [Ogdl(x—y1)
JodzK(yu—1 —2z)  [5d9zK(x—z) (A42)
and the non-homogeneous solution
__ ™ S d f(yn)
Glf1(x) [ dzK(x — z) * n;l / dlyr---dlyn Jo d%zK(y, — z)
[O56](yn-1—yn)  [Ogd](x—y1) (A43)

Jqd92zK(yu—1 —2z)  [od?zK(x—z)
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Defining

H((X, )_ [Oﬁ(s}(x_Y)

yI= Jod9z K(x — z) (A4d)
Poly,x) = T ;S‘K_(xyz 3 (A.45)
Golf] () = —A 1) (A46)

[ d'zK(x — z)

We can simplify the Poisson kernel with x € Qandy € O

(o]

Py, x) = Po(y,x) + ) (-1)" /ﬁddw < d%yu Po(y, yu)K(yn-1,¥n) - - - K(y1, y2) K (x, y1)

n=1
(A.47)
and the non-homogeneous solution

Glf1(x) = Golf1(%) + il(—l)” /ﬁddm < dyuGolf1(yn)K(yn-1,¥n) - - - K(y1, y2)K(x, y1)
- (A.48)

A.3 Poisson Kernel

We define the Poisson kernel withx € Q and y € Q) as

P(y,x) = Po(y,x) + ) (~1)" /ﬁddyl - d%yu Po(y, yu)K(yn-1,¥n) - - K(y1, y2) K (x, y1)
n=1
(A.49)
If we integrate the variable y over () and considering the fact / ddy Po(y,x) =1, we
Q
obtain

/Q dly P(y,x) = /Q d?y Po(y,x)

+ Z(—l)”/ﬁddyl---ddyn/gddy Po(y, yn)K(yn-1,yn) - K(x, 1)
=1

n
[e0]
=1+

(-1)" /ﬁddyl o dy K(yuo1,yn) - Ky, y2)K(x y1)  (A50)
=1

=
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Now taking into account the definitions (A.44) and (A.35), we get

dd , /dd Yn 1 Yn)
/ Y K(yn-1,¥n) dede Vn-1—2)

~r.v. | g X1 —2) = Ky —2)
a fQ diz K(y,—1 — z)

=0 (A.51)

Therefore we conclude that

/Q dly P(y,x) = 1 (A52)

This result is in accord with Lemma A.5 of Claudia Bucur [22].

Also, note that the Poisson kernel follows the recurrence relation

Puly,x) = Po(y,x / d*v Po_1(y,v)K(x,v) (A.53)

We can expand this recurrence relation, which yields an equivalent form

Paly ) =Paly ) = [y Py, >}fﬁi¥?x__vi>

- AV K(x=v)Py1(y,v)| (A54
S VK= )Pia(yv) | (A5

A.3.1 Poisson Kernel of a Ball

According to Claudia Bucur [22] eq.(1.14) the Poisson kernel for any x € B, and any
y € R"/B,, is given by

Pu(y,x) = c(d s)(r2_|"|2>s ! (A.55)

r Vi 7 ’y|2—1’2 |X—y|d, .
where d is the dimension, s € (0,1) is the degree of the fractional Laplacian and c(d, s) is a
normalization constant.

In particular for the one-dimensional case d = 1 and s = 1/2, we will have

Piyx) = L (B2 AR € (=1,1),y € (—o0, —I] U [I, o) (A.56)
l]/zx _7T ‘y‘z_ZZ ’x y’/ X 7 z]/ Vi Vi . .

where we noted that Q = (—oco, —I] U [[,0) and O = (-1, 1).
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Taking in account that

1 1

K(x—y) = P r— x,y € R. (A.57)

We can determine the following quantities:
Po(y, x) . S (—=1,1),y € (—o0, —[|U[l, ).  (A.58)

2L (x—y)?
/Q dz K(x — z) :7111231952 (A.59)
/Q/Bg(x) dv K(x — v) :% E - 12_1352] (A.60)
Also
1/2
P [, 0K =0 = <Ty\_|—l‘ ) uinlemew] e
and

xX—e 1
/7 dvK(x —0)Pi(y,v) = / dvK(x —v)Pi(y,v) + / dvK(x —v)P;(y,v)
Q/Be(x) -1 x+e€

1 1 12 /2-—x\* 1
“n<y—x>2+nze<y2—ﬂ> iy A0

with this quantities we can verify the concurrence relation

Pi(y,x) =Po(y,x) — dezKl( lim [Pl (y,x) /Q/Be(x) dv K(x — v)

X —2z)e0
— do K(x —0)P;(y,
/Q/BS(X) ? (x v) l(y v)]

=Pi(y, x) (A.63)

A.3.2 Poisson Kernel for the Half-space
According to Abatangelo et al. [45] or Bogdan [46] eq.(3.40) the Poisson kernel for the
half-space is given by

S
1
P(y,x) = c(d,s) (gg) oy x €RY, y e RY/RY, (A.64)

where RY = {y = {y1,...,ya} € R%y,; > 0}.
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In particular for the one-dimensional case d = 1 and s = 1/2, we will have
1/ x\"* 1
Py, x) =— () _—, <0,x > 0. (A.65)
= \w) e Y
where we noted that () = (—oc0,0] and Q = [0, c0).
Taking in account that
Kx—y) =~ 1 5y R (A.66)
T R—yp S |
We can determine the following quantities:
X
= < > .
Po(y’x> (x_y)zl ]/_O,X 0 (A67)
dz K(x — z) _11 (A.68)
0 X '
/ dv K(x — ) _1 [2 — 1] (A.69)
Q/Be(x) e x
Also
1/ x\"* 1 12 1
P ,x/ dv K(x —v) =— ) [—}
W) Jayno @D T2 (1) i le
1/2
:22<x> L =2 1 (A.70)
e \lyl) |x—yl 7 /x[y]lx—yl
and
X—€ (e °]
/7 dv K(x —v)P(y,v) :/ do K(x—v)P(y,v)+/ dv K(x —v)P(y,v)
Q/Be(x) 0 x+e
1.1 [/xe do L
/Tyl Lo (x —0)*[v —y|
“ Vo
oo Y
e (x—0)fo—y]
_1 1 [—N(VM ) VX ] (A71)

x—y)? lx—yle

/1y
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with this quantities we can verify the concurrence relation

P(y,x) =Po(y,x) lim [P(y,x) /Q/Bs(x) dv K(x — v)

1
- Jqdz K(x — z) e=0
— doK(x —0)P(y,v
Sy B2 K= 0P (3,0

—P(y, x) (A72)

A.4 Green Function

From the non-homogeneous Poisson problem (A.30), if we consider g(x) = 0, the

solution will be

u(x) =GLf](x), xen
u(x) =0, x € Q. (A.73)

Also, from the solution for a spherical region of the paper of Claudia Bucur [22], we can
generalize this solution to any region (). To this purpose we consider Theorem 2.8 of
Claudia Bucur [22], to define

h(x) = /R 'y Go(x—y)f(y), VxER’ (A74)

where
[OGy](x) = d(x) VxeR" (A.75)

Also, from this theorem, we know that
[Oh](x) = f(x), VxeR" (A.76)
Then, defining the new function
v(x) = u(x) —h(x), VxeR" (A.77)

Applying the fractional Laplacian operator to this new function and considering the

non-homogeneous Poisson problem (A.30) with g(x) = 0, we obtain

[Ov](x) =0, xe
v(x) =—h(x), xe€Q. (A.78)
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Taking into account the homogeneous solution of (A.41)

o(x) = — /Q dly P(y,x)h(y), xe€ Q. (A.79)

Therefore

u(x) = h(x) /Q dly P(y,x)h(y), xe 0. (A.80)

From the definition (A.75) of Gy ify € )

[OGo|(x —y) =0, x€eQ
Go(x—y) =Go(x—y), x € Q. (A.81)

Again from the homogeneous solution of (A.30)

Go(x—y) = /Q "z P(z,X)Go(z—y), yeQxcQ (A.82)

This result is in accord with the Lemma A.8 found in [22].

Inserting the expression (A.74) in (A.80) we have
uix) = [y Gox=y)f(y) = [ a2 P(@x) [ d'yGolz=y)f(y)
= [y Golx=y)f(y) + [ d'y Golx—3)f(y)
- [ #2P@x) | [y Galz-3)f5)+ [ dy otz -y )
= [y £5) [Gotx=y) = [ a2 Plax)Gala )]
+ /Qddy f(y) [Go(x -y)— /Qddz P(z,x)Go(z — y)} (A.83)
Considering the result (A.82)
utx) = [ 'y £3) |Golx—y) — [ 2 Pz x)Galz )]
+ [y F3)[Golx—y) = Golx—)]
= /ﬁddy f(y) [Go(x —y) - /Q d'z P(z,x)Go(z — y)} (A.84)
Thus, when g(x) = 0, the solution of (A.30) become

u() = [ d'y Gluy)f(y), xe0

u(x) =0, x e (A.85)
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where forany x,y € Qand x # y

G(x,y) = Go(x — y) — /Q d'z Go(y — )P (2, x) (A.86)

From the unity of solution we state that

GlA1(x) = [ 'y Glxy)f(y) (A.87)

It is worth mentioning that this result can be obtained directly using the non-homogeneous
solution of the Poisson problem (A.48) and the definition of the Poisson kernel (A.47).

A.4.1 Green Function for the Ball

The Green function for the ball is given by eq.(1.16) of [22]. For any x,z € B, and x # z

Glxz) = Golx—y) - [, d'y Golz~y)P(y,x (A.88)

explicitly we have

tS—l

B 25— ro(x,z)

G(x,z) =x(d,s)|z — x| /0 ey d £ 2s (A.89)

2 _ 2 22 (12 _ 22
G(x,2) =L In (7 2+ (2 -2 (2 -z )> d=2s (A.90)

s rlx —z|
where x(d, s) is a constant that depends only on d and s. Also

2 1x2) (42 — |52

r(xz) = LK (7~ 2) (A91)

r2|x — z|?

A.4.2 Green Function for the Half-space

We know that the Green function is given by
G(x,y) = Go(x—y) — /Q d"2Go(y —2)P(z,x), xy€Q, x#y (A.92)

In the one-dimensional case considering that Q) = [0, o0) and Q) = (—o0,0]. Also from the
result given by [22] eq.(1.13), for any x € R/{0}

Golx) = —%m x| (A.93)
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Thus, taken in account that x > 0,y > 0 we have
0 1 /0 Y \172 1
[ dz Go(y —z)P(z,x) 2——2/ dz Inly — z| (||> P

x —z|
/ _71n
oo 2y (x —z2)
=— ni [Znarctanh <\/Z> +7ln|x — y| +im?O(y — x)}
— _ 2 arctanh \/? Ly ey —x (A%
=~ —arcta . p- y y .

1 2 y 1 )
——nln|x—y|+ﬂarctanh<\/:>+7Tln|x y| +i0(y — x)

:% arctanh (ﬂ) +iO(y — x) (A.95)

We can express the Green function in the following form

2 arctanh (\/g) , x>y
Gy = %arctanh (ﬁ) , x<y

Finally, with the following integrals

Then

(A.96)

; x arctanh ( ;)
/0 dy (z—ly)z arctanh <\/2> = \/i (A.97)

VRE(x + 2]

and

/xoo dy (z—ly)z arctanh (\/j> = <7T S <\/j>> (A.98)

2y/x[z[(x + |2])
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We can obtain

© 1 . G(yx)
/O dy K(Z_y)G(y'x) _E/O dy (Z_y)z

x arctanh ( ;‘) X (71 — 2arctanh (ﬂ))
2 | AR+ ) * 2¢/xz](x + [2])

1 X 1

FARCICEE (A.99)
and considering the Poisson kernel for the halfline (A.65) we get
/ dyK(z—y)G(y,x) = P(z,x)  z<0,x>0. (A.100)
0

This last result, show us other relation between the Green function and the Poisson kernel
for the halfline case.



Appendix B

Important Calculations

In this appendix, we are going to develop some relevant calculations for this thesis.

B.1 Wi¢q, fup] in terms of gn

To calculate the integral in [Dgq] of (4.101), we need to express

Wlpa, fup] = — /ddx (¢Q(X)[O¢Q](X) — fap(t,x) [Ol/qug} (x)) in terms of ¢. Thus

W[(P, fac,[)’] =

|
S~ 5~

d'x (90(9[09a](x) ~ [0"*fup) (t,)pa(x))
d'x (o ()[Opal(x) = [0 (EX)90(x))
=~ [ @ (30(0[0¢al(x) = [0"2f,4] (t:0)30()

(B.1)

where in the last equality we taking on account that ¢q satisfies the nonlocal Poisson

problem,

Op0)(x) = OV upltx),  xeD

Pa(x) = ga(x), x e Q)

with solution

pat) = 90 + 56 [072fg] (10, x€O
being

o8/ = [ d'y Pyx)galy), xen.

Now, using the fact for x € ()

(O¢al(9) = [0gal(x) + [ dyK(x=y)[ga(y) ~ ga(y)]

112

(B.2)

(B.3)

(B.4)

(B.5)
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Then
O00l(x) = (Osal(x) + [ a'yKix—3) [s0(3) ~ ¢ 3) ~ 3 [0"2Fus] ()] . (B
Therefore, inserting this result in (B.1), we have
Wiga, fug] == | #'x 30(0[0g0l(0 + | d*xga(0) [0"2fug] (1.%)
- [ #xs0() [dyK(x=3) |saly) =0l (y) = 36 [04s] (13)]
+3 /5 d'x (4;0 (x) + %g (0% fug] (t,x)> (0"2f,5] (%), (B.7)
Now, considering the following notation
[Oqu(x) = P.V. /Q dly K(x — y)u(x) —u(y)], xeQ. (B.8)
Also when x € ()
(0809 = [Ongal () +8a(x) [ a'yK(x—y) = [ d'yK(x=y)galy). (B9
Then
(Ogal(9) + [ a'y K(x—y)sa(y) =[Ongo](x) + g0 | d'yK(x~y)
- /Q 'z g0 (z) A(x, z) (B.10)

where
A(x,z) = [0qd](x — z) —|—(5(x—z)/§d‘iy K(x—y). (B.11)

Thus
Wlpa, fap] = / d'x g (x / d"z g(z)A(x,z) + /Qddx g20a(x) [Ol/Zfa,ﬁ} (t,x)
+ [ dixgat) [ alyKix—y) [¢§§><y> #5001 ()]
+% |’ <¢§‘;>(x)+;g 02, 4] (t,x)) 02 fup] (). (B12)

To further simplify the function W{¢q, f, ], we can expand all the products and
regroup terms according to the orders of gn. This gives us the following result

[(PQ,faﬁ] —*/ ddng /ddng XZ /ddzgg( )afﬁ( )—|—be (B.13)
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where we have defined the following operators

N =

0(x,z) =A(x,z) — /ﬁd‘iyK(x —y)P(z,y)

=[0ad](x—z) + d(x — z) /ﬁd"ly K(x—y)— /ﬁ ddyK(x —y)P(z,y) (B.14)

ar(t,2) = [0V (2) + 5 [ dyKz—y)T [07%] (1)
+% /6 dIXP (z,x) [01/2f] (t,x) (B.15)

and

be(t) = i/@ddxg [021] (1% [021] (1,%) (B.16)

B.2 variation of W|¢q, f, ] respect to « and f3

To obtain the variations of W[¢pq, fi ] with respect a and B, in first place we must

obtain the variation of ay, ,(z) and by, with respect to « and B

o

—ay,(z) =ar(z) (B.17)
ou fﬁ x=p=0
% 1r (2) ia)(2) (B.18)
—ar, —ia, .
(S:B Jop a=p=0
Also 5 5
—by, = —by, =0 (B.19)
Soc T w=p=0 P ot x=p=0
and finally
(52
—by, =2bgr (B.20)
Sa2 Jab kmpimt
52
—bg. = —2b (B.21)
5132 fﬁ x=p=0
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With this results we can know the variations of W(¢q, f, g] with respect « and 8
S Wla, fupl| = [ 'z ga(e)a(2)
7 b fap 0 = Jq galz)ar

o . d
sl =i 20
52
WW[(PQ, fDé,,B] a=p=0 :2bR
(52
52 V190 fup) = —2b (B.22)
w a=p=0
Also, we know that
& exp(Sup) = exp(Sup) [((5 S)? — (658)* — 628 + 638 (B.23)
602 5p? ap ap « p o B
Thus,
52 52
<5a2 N 5[32> exp(Wiga, fupl) s
5 e ’
=exp(W|[ga] <W[ Q fapl — | ZWipa, fus]
p(Wiga]) || 5,Wl¢ fﬁzx:ﬁ:O Ve fﬁzx:ﬁ:O

2

=exp(Wlgal)

where we have taken into account

W(ga, fupl

a=p=0

RO

= W(gal

0 52
+WW[¢Q/ ftx,ﬁ] - @W[(I)Q/ ftx,ﬁ]:|

2

+ 2bg + 2b; (B.24)

= —;/Qddxgﬂ(x)/addz ga(z)o(x, z) (B.25)



Appendix C

Inverse Operator oy 1

1
In this appendix, we are going to obtain the inverse of the integral operator 5 [0s f](x)
whose kernel is defined by (4.113) and (B.14):

[os f](x / d?z 05(x, z) f(z), xeQ (C.1)

where

%os(x,z) = [0ad](x—2) +0(x—2) [ Ay K(x—y)~&(x2), xzeQ (€2

being

tu2) = g | [ dvKix-y)P@y) + [ #yKE-yPy)| €

The inverse of this integral operator should satisfy

o5 osf1(x) = f(x), x€Q. (C4)

To obtain this inverse, we can use the Fourier transform, which simplifies the problem,
especially for convolution-type operators, by converting the problem into multiplication.

Thus, the Fourier transform of the integral operator is given by

—

0:f100) = cmyara [ ' fouf) (e G

Since the operator is defined over (), the standard Fourier transform over R? doesn’t
directly apply without modification. We can extend the domain of f(x) = 0 for Q and
extend os(x,z) appropriately (e.g., zero outside the region), then use the full Fourier
transform.

Define f(x) = 0 for x ¢ (), so:

[0s f](x /ddz 0s(x,z)f(z) dz, (C.6)
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where 05(x, z) is the original kernel for z € () and possibly redefined (e.g., zero) elsewhere.

The Fourier transform of the output is:

— 1 Cikex
0:£109) = a7 / dx [ / 'z 0,(x,2) f(z)] e ikx, (C.7)
Interchanging integrals (assuming integrability):
Tosf](K) = T / 'z f(z [ / dix 0y(x, z)e K ] . (C.8)
Since f(z) =0forz ¢ O and 0s(x,z) = 0forx,z ¢ Q)
Tosf] (K / dz f(2)0,(k,2) (C9)
where:
A 1 d —ik-x
Os(k, Z) = W /(V)d X Og (X, Z)e . (ClO)

Therefore, we can find a inverse kernel 0, ! (z, k) making

/ dk 671 (2, K)6s(k, 2) = 6(2' — 2) (C.11)

this imply that

/dk (2, 1) [osf](K) = f(2') (C.12)

If the kernel of the integral operator is a convolution kernel, i.e., 05(x,z) = 0s(x — z), then
the problem of finding its inverse can be reduced to a simple arithmetic problem, since in

(C.10) we can make a change of variabley = x — z

0s(k,z) = e™%05(k) = e~* [ )ir2 / dy o(y ik'y} - (C.13)
Inserting this expression in (C.11)
/ dk 6,1 (2, K)e *%5,(k) = §(2' — z). (C.14)

We obtain the inverse kernel as

0,1z, k) = e’ (C.15)
also from the expression (C.9)

/ dz f(2)e™0,(k) = (270)"2F (k)8 (K) (C.16)
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and using (C.15), we can verify (C.12).

In general the kernel o(x, z) defined in (C.2) is not a convolution kernel due to the
presence of the kernel §s(x, z). Thus generally, numerical methods must be used to obtain
the inverse of the integral operator. However, we can simplify the problem to the one-
dimensional case on the half-line by applying an appropriate integral transformation (not
necessarily the Fourier transform) and thus obtain the inverse of the integral operator

analytically.

C.1 Inverse operator defined on the half-line

To simplify the problem, specifically we consider Q = (—co,0] and Q = [0, o), so the

integral operator (C.1), becomes

[os f](x / dzos(x,z) f(z), x<0 (C.17)
Is more convenient define new variables u = —x and v = —z. Then substitute in (C.17)
we have
0
0uf](—) = | (=dv) os(~u,~0)f(~v), u >0
= oodv os(—u, —v)f(—v0), u>0 (C.18)
0
Redefine
[0sg](u) =[osf](—u) (C.19)
0s(u,v) =os(—u, —v) (C.20)
g(v) =f(-0) (C.21)
So
[0sg]( / dv ds(u,v)g(v), u>0 (C.22)

Before proceeding to compute the inverse of the integral operator o5, we must first deter-

mine its specific form for this one-dimensional case, keeping in mind that

1 1

x,yeR (C.23)
lx—y2 Y

Plyo) = L (2 S <0,0>0 (C.24)
PO \W) oy YT '
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Thus, from (C.2) we have

%os(x,z) = [0ad](x —z) + 6(x — 2) /Ooody K(x —y) —&(x,2), x<0,z<0

being
e =g | [Tar K- nPE + [Ty KE- Py

Considering (C.23) and (C.24) we have

o 1 [ 1
K(x —y) =— —
/Ody (x—y) n/o dy(x_y)z
11 |

Tx—y
11

TX

y=0

Also,

R axemsren =2 g | o g

11 e i
=2 [/0 ”’y <y+\x|>2?y+\z|>]

i 1 T (\/W—\/W)Z
Izl |2y (x—2)?

therefore the kernel ;(x, z) will be

E(x,2) = 1 1 1

S\tr — A 2
eV (i + i)

Therefore considering the change of variable u = —xand v = —z

%5s(u,v) = [0ad|(—u+v) + %%5(0 —u)—¢s(u,v), u>0,0>0

so, we need to find 6, ! (u,v) such that

/OOO du 6.1 (v, u)os(u,v) = 6(0' — 0)

with which it can be verified that

(C.25)

(C.26)

(C.27)

(C.28)

(C.29)

(C.30)
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[ @ wosgl () = g(o) (C31)

To simplify the problem, we can use the Fourier transform, but it is more convenient for us
to use the Mellin transform [47, 48]. The Mellin transform of a complex-valued function f

defined on [0, o) is the function M f of complex variable k given by

— /0 " du () (C.32)
being its inverse transform
MMFY () = () = g [ ke a1 39)
fiu) =f(u) = ﬁ/ﬁm u f .

The Mellin transform over the variable u of the kernel d; will be
M (k,v) / du u*=16, (1, v)
—/ du ¥ 1[0ad)(—u +v) + —v / du uF 1 (u,v) (C.34)

The first term of the right side of the last equality is given by

/Ooo du*10qé(—u+v) = /Ooo duu*=1 lim [/ue dyK(y+u)[0(v —u) —6(y +v)]

e—0 —0
+ ’ dyK(y +u)[6(v —u) —5(y +v)]

—u+e
(C.35)
Making a change of sign in the integral of dy, we have that
Tt 100d(—u+0) = [ dunt dyK (1 — y)[5(0 — u) — 5(0 -
) w1 Ons(—uto) = [ i [ dyK(u = y)o(o —w) 6o~ y)]

T o€ B k=1 k-1

=lim [/0 dy K(v—y) (v y )
+/ dy K(v —v) (vk’l —yk1>] (C.36)

v+te

Computing the integrals considering (C.23), we obtain

/000 du ¥ 1[0ad8](—u +0v) = %vk’Z[—l + mt(k — 1) cot(7tk)]. (C.37)
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Now the third term of the right side of (C.34) will be

k-1 e 1 1 k—1
/Oduu Cs(u,v)—zn/o du\/ﬁ(\/ﬂ—%ﬁ)zu

=2(k — 1)0 2 csc(27k), 1 < Re(k) <

5 (C.38)

N W

Inserting (C.38) and (C.37) in (C.34) we obtain the Mellin transformation of the kernel o
1. s 3
EMOS(k,v) =v""%(1 — k) tan(7tk), 5 < Re(k) < 5 (C.39)
Thus, the Mellin transformation of the integral operator [05g] (1) (11) will be
* k-2 1 3
Mosg] (k) = 2 / 4o 3(0) [oF2(1— k) tan(rk)| , 5 < Re(k) < 3 (C.40)
0

To find the inverse of the kernel d; we consider the Parseval-Plancherel’s theorem

ot = [ | 77 amson 2o

E —ioco
_1/C+i°odkM (k)/md £y ()
_27_[1 i fl 0 XX f2 X
1 c+ioco
:Tm /_, dky M fr(k)Mfo(1 —k) (C.41)

where we have used the definition of the Mellin transformation (C.32) and its inverse
(C.33). Thus from (C.30) we have

5(v—"17) :/Ooodu 05 1(v', u)0s(u, v)

1 /C—HOO 1y _
dk Mao; (v',1 — k) Mads(k,v) (C42)

:% —ioo
Now, inserting (C.39) in (C.42)
L[ gk Moo (0,1 — k)Mo (k
o [ kMo (@1 - k) Mok, 0)

1 c+ioco
=5 / dk Mo (0,1 — k)20" (1 — k) tan(7tk) (C.43)
cC—100
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making a change of variable k = s + 1

1 c+ico
/ dk Mo (0,1 — k)Mo (k, 0)

277—(1' —ico
1 c—1-+ico
=—-— / ds Mo (v, —s)20° s tan(7s) (C44)
2711 Je—1—ieo
and taking into account the fact
y+ico
S(x—a) = L / dk x =% k=1 (C.45)
27-[1 'yfioo
we have that
O P - C46
Mo (v k) ~ 2ktan(rk)’ (C.46)
Finally
1 c+ico Z)'k
~—1/.1 —k
= oy k—2
6" (v u) 27t /c—ioo ke u 2k tan(7tk)
1 c+ico 1
= dk |~ | x7F 47
27i /c—ioo [ 2ktan(7'[k)} * (C47)

we recognize this as an inverse Mellin transform, where x = ; > 0 (since t,u > 0 on
[0,00)), and the integrand f (k) = —m is weighted by x¥. The contour is a vertical
line in the complex plane with Re(k) = ¢, where 1 < ¢ < 3, defining the strip of analyticity.

Let’s compute this using contour integration and residue theory.

M—l _# (X) :L /C+i0° _¥x—kdk
2k tan(7tk) 2711 Je—ico 2k tan(7tk)

1 , v
o o(Y )
+0(u — ') In (1—7::)] (C.48)
If o/ <u ) ) .
1 __ v
Ifv' > u

_ 1 1 v
M 1{—m(nk)}(x):—2nln (u—1>. (C.50)
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Now, considering (C.31) we have that
-1 AN Oo ~—1/_./
o] (@) = | a0 (@, wig(w)

[ sm(§ ) Lol D)] e

making the change of variable v’ = —x and u = —z, let’s redefine
0, f| (x) = |os 1| (—x) (C.52)
S S g
f(z) =g(—2) (C.53)
Thus, we obtain the inverse of the integral operator [0 f](x)

[os—lf] (x) = —% [/xoodzf(z)ln (1 - g) —I—/xodzf(z) In (g —1)} (C.54)



Appendix D

Normalization Condition

It is interesting to analyze the normalization condition for the reduced probability
distributions of the vacuum and excited states. This can help us derive relationships

between expressions that are difficult to compute.

D.1 Normalization Condition for the Vacuum State

The normalization condition for the reduced probability distribution for the vacuum

state is given by

[DsalPoalzal = 1, (D.1)

where the distribution probability is given by (3.53)

1/2
det (u=1O
Poalga] = [W] exp(Wlga)) (D.2)
being
1 A
Wiga] = _5/0(13)( gQ(x)/Qddz 20(z)6(x,z) (D.3)
and the operator 6(x, z) is defined in (B.14).
In this way
- 11/2
det (p7 1O - » R
/ [DgalPonlgnl = det((yle)) / [Dgale 2 Jad™x sa() [od'z ga(z)d(xz)
L Q -
r 11/2
_ | det(x'O) A\1—1/2
= | Geotg 10) [det(6)] (D4)

where in the last equality we use the result of a Gaussian integral. Thus

ot (11
det(d) = !M] (D.5)
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D.2 Normalization Condition for the Excited State

The normalization condition for the reduced probability distribution for the excited
state is given by

/ [DgalPialgal =1, (D.6)

where the distribution probability is given by (4.85) or (4.102)

4 [det (u10)]""

) a0 (f—fﬁ) exp(Wloo. fis)| )
—i !W] [/ddzgo z)as(z )2+2bR+2b1 exp(W(ga]) (D-8)

where
W(pa, fup) = /ddng /ddzg (%2 +/ #'z g(2)as,(z) + b, (D)

being a¢ and by defined in (B.15) and (B.16) respectively.
To perform the integration of Pin[gn] over / [Dga], we can proceed in two com-
pletely equivalent ways. The first approach consists of directly integrating the Gaussian

exponential from (D.7) and then considering the variations with respect to « and S.

-1 2 2 2
[salPialsal = 2 [W] (- ) [ Psal exp (Wit fg)

a=p=0
(D.10)

using the fact that, see eq (12.45) of Greiner

[Dolexp (=5 [ a'x (plAgx) 200
— ldet(a)] 2exp (5 [ dix o [47%6] 0).

(D.11)
considering that A = 0 and p = a,4. Then, we obtain that
4 | det(p10) _1/2
DgalP == | ———~
| PsalPralsal = [detﬂ(y_lo) det(o)]
52 52
" <(51x2 552> oF ( Jyttxaus o) [oaug] () + bf“ﬁ) i

(D.12)
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From the normalization condition for the vacuum (D.5), this expression can be simplified

to

/[DgQ]Pm[gQ] — i (;:2 — ;;) exp (; /Qddx aup(X) {o‘laaﬁ} (x) + bfm) 4=p=0

(D.13)
Using the variations given in (B.17), (B.18), (B.19), (B.20), (B.21), and (B.23), we will

obtain
| DgalPialzal :j‘; [ | dxar(x) [o"ar] (x) + 2bx
—|—/Qddx ar(x) [o’lal} (x) —I—ZbI} (D.14)
Therefore

/Q dix ar(x) [olax] (x) + /Q dxa(x) [o~lar] (x) = T = 2(br(x) + bi(x))  (D15)

The second approach to performing the integration of Pin[gqn] over / [Dgq] is by
using the generating functional Z[]] defined in (4.107)

7[]] = / [Dgn] exp (_; /Q Fxger(x) /Q d'z ¢(2)0(x,2) + /Q iy gQ(x)](x))

(et 2exp (5 [ %100 [ 'y 1) 67 00y (D.16)

In this way we can express the integral over / [Dgq] of (D.8) in funtion of this generating

functional Z[]] as

NI

2

-1
det (u 0)] 2 420,

/Dggpm[gﬂ] :i [detn(le)

| Pgal U | #*230(@)as(2)
< exp(W[gal)

4 [det(po) | 8Z[]]
= Lw] | ot [y mastooy o) 5655

+2(bg + by) [det(é)]1/2] (D.17)

J=0

Now, from (4.115) we have

= [det(8)] 712 671 (x1, x2), (D.18)
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1
where 6, 1(x, 1) = > <6_1(x1,x2) + 6_1(x2,x1)).

Inserting this expression in (D.17) and taking into account (D.5), we have

4
/[Dgﬂ]Plﬂ[gQ] = [/Q d'x, /Qddxz ap(x1)ap(x2) 05 (x1,%2) +2(bg + by) | . (D.19)
Thus, we find that

/Q dixap(x) [o:tar.| () = T —2(br +by), (D.20)

which is completely equivalent to (D.15).



Bibliography

[1] Brian Hatfield. Quantum field theory of point particles and strings. Frontiers in Physics.
Westview Press, 1998.

[2] Ryszard Horodecki, Pawet Horodecki, Michat Horodecki, and Karol Horodecki.
Quantum entanglement. Rev. Mod. Phys., 81:865-942, Jun 2009.

[3] Martin B. Plbnio and Shashank Virmani. An introduction to entanglement measures.
Quantum Info. Comput., 7(1):1-51, jan 2007.

[4] H Casini and M Huerta. Entanglement entropy in free quantum field theory. Journal
of Physics A: Mathematical and Theoretical, 42(50):504007, dec 2009.

[5] Tatsuma Nishioka. Entanglement entropy: Holography and renormalization group.
Rev. Mod. Phys., 90:035007, Sep 2018.

[6] Ahmed Almheiri, Thomas Hartman, Juan Maldacena, Edgar Shaghoulian, and
Amirhossein Tajdini. The entropy of hawking radiation. Rev. Mod. Phys., 93:035002,
Jul 2021.

[7] Pasquale Calabrese and John Cardy. Entanglement entropy and conformal field
theory. Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and Theoretical, 42(50):504005, 2009.

[8] Luigi Amico, Rosario Fazio, Andreas Osterloh, and Vlatko Vedral. Entanglement in
many-body systems. Rev. Mod. Phys., 80:517-576, May 2008.

[9] David R. Junior and Luis E. Oxman. Geometry of the shannon mutual information
in continuum qft. Phys. Rev. D, 95:125005, Jun 2017.

[10] M. Cramer, ]. Eisert, M. B. Plenio, and ]. Dreiffig. Entanglement-area law for general
bosonic harmonic lattice systems. Phys. Rev. A, 73:012309, Jan 2006.

[11] M. Ghasemi Nezhadhaghighi and M. A. Rajabpour. Quantum entanglement entropy
and classical mutual information in long-range harmonic oscillators. Phys. Rev. B,
88:045426, Jul 2013.

[12] Jaegon Um, Hyunggyu Park, and Haye Hinrichsen. Entanglement versus mutual
information in quantum spin chains. Journal of Statistical Mechanics: Theory and
Experiment, 2012(10):P10026, oct 2012.

128



BIBLIOGRAPHY 129

[13] Wojciech Hubert Zurek. Decoherence, einselection, and the quantum origins of the
classical. Rev. Mod. Phys., 75:715-775, May 2003.

[14] Maximilian Schlosshauer. Quantum decoherence. Physics Reports, 831:1-57, 2019.

Quantum decoherence.

[15] H. D. Zeh. On the interpretation of measurement in quantum theory. Foundations of
Physics, 1(1):69-76, 1970.

[16] Pengfei Wang, Chun-Yang Luan, Mu Qiao, Mark Um, Junhua Zhang, Ye Wang, Xiao
Yuan, Mile Gu, Jingning Zhang, and Kihwan Kim. Single ion qubit with estimated

coherence time exceeding one hour. Nature Communications, 12(1), Jan 2021.

[17] C. E. Shannon and Warren Weaver. A mathematical theory of communication. Bell
System Technical Journal, 27(4):623-656, Oct 1949.

[18] Thomas M. Cover and Joy A. Thomas. Elements of Information Theory. Wiley Series in

Telecommunications and Signal Processing. Wiley-Interscience, 2nd ed edition, 2006.

[19] Isaac L. Chuang Michael A. Nielsen. Quantum Computation and Quantum Information:
10th Anniversary Edition. Cambridge University Press, 10 anv edition, 2011.

[20] Matej Pavsi¢. Localized states in quantum field theory. Advances in applied Clifford
algebras, 28(5), Sep 2018.

[21] M.H. Al-Hashimi and U.-J. Wiese. Minimal position-velocity uncertainty wave
packets in relativistic and non-relativistic quantum mechanics. Annals of Physics,
324(12):2599-2621, 2009.

[22] Claudia Bucur. Some observations on the green function for the ball in the fractional
laplace framework. Communications on Pure and Applied Analysis, 15(2):657-699, 2016.

[23] J. Eisert, M. Cramer, and M. B. Plenio. Colloquium: Area laws for the entanglement
entropy. Reviews of Modern Physics, 82(1):277-306, February 2010.

[24] Shinsei Ryu and Tadashi Takayanagi. Holographic derivation of entanglement
entropy from the anti—de sitter space/conformal field theory correspondence. Phys.
Rev. Lett., 96:181602, May 2006.

[25] T. Baumgratz, M. Cramer, and M. B. Plenio. Quantifying coherence. Phys. Rev. Lett.,
113:140401, Sep 2014.

[26] J Maziero, LC Celeri, and RM Serra. Symmetry aspects of quantum discord. arXiv
preprint arXiv:1004.2082, 2010.



BIBLIOGRAPHY 130

[27] Harold Ollivier and Wojciech H. Zurek. Quantum discord: A measure of the quan-
tumness of correlations. Phys. Rev. Lett., 88:017901, Dec 2001.

[28] M. S. Sarandy. Classical correlation and quantum discord in critical systems. Phys.
Rev. A, 80:022108, Aug 2009.

[29] E.Joos and H. D. Zeh. The emergence of classical properties through interaction with
the environment. Zeitschrift fiir Physik B Condensed Matter, 59(2):223-243, Jun 1985.

[30] Fabio Benatti, Roberto Floreanini, and Marco Piani. Environment induced entangle-
ment in markovian dissipative dynamics. Phys. Rev. Lett., 91:070402, Aug 2003.

[31] Ting Yu and ]J. H. Eberly. Finite-time disentanglement via spontaneous emission.
Phys. Rev. Lett., 93:140404, Sep 2004.

[32] T. Yuand J.H. Eberly. Sudden death of entanglement: Classical noise effects. Optics
Communications, 264(2):393-397, 2006. Quantum Control of Light and Matter.

[33] Ting Yu and J. H. Eberly. Sudden death of entanglement. Science, 323(5914):598-601,
20009.

[34] Yong-Su Kim, Jong-Chan Lee, Osung Kwon, and Yoon-Ho Kim. Protecting entan-
glement from decoherence using weak measurement and quantum measurement
reversal. Nature Physics, 8(2):117-120, Dec 2011.

[35] B. F. Svaiter and N. F. Svaiter. The distributional zeta-function in disordered field
theory. International Journal of Modern Physics A, 31(25):1650144, September 2016.

[36] R. Acosta Diaz, G. Menezes, N. E. Svaiter, and C. A. D. Zarro. Spontaneous symmetry
breaking in replica field theory. Phys. Rev. D, 96:065012, Sep 2017.

[37] R. Acosta Diaz, N. F. Svaiter, G. Krein, and C. A. D. Zarro. Disordered )\q04 + p(p6
landau-ginzburg model. Phys. Rev. D, 97:065017, Mar 2018.

[38] C. D. Rodriguez-Camargo, E. A. Mojica-Nava, and N. F. Svaiter. Sherrington-
kirkpatrick model for spin glasses: Solution via the distributional zeta function
method. Phys. Rev. E, 104:034102, Sep 2021.

[39] G.O.Heymans, N. F. Svaiter, B. E. Svaiter, and G. Krein. Critical casimir effect in a
disordered o(2)-symmetric model. Phys. Rev. E, 109:054108, May 2024.

[40] Gustavo O. Heymans, Nami F. Svaiter, and Gastdo Krein. Analog model for Euclidean
wormholes effects. Int. |. Mod. Phys. D, 32(14):2342019, 2023.



BIBLIOGRAPHY 131

[41] LS. Gradshteyn and .M. Ryzhik. Table of integrals, series, and products. Academic
Press, 7th ed edition, 2007.

[42] A.P. Doohovskoy Naum Samojlovic Landkof, N. S. Landkof. Foundations of Modern
Potential Theory (Grundlehren Der Mathematischen Wissenschaften in Einzeldarst Band
180)). Grundlehren Der Mathematischen Wissenschaften in Einzeldarst Band 180.
Springer, 1st edition, 1973.

[43] Mateusz Kwasnicki. Ten equivalent definitions of the fractional laplace operator.
Fractional Calculus and Applied Analysis, 20(1):7-51, 2017.

[44] Loukas Grafakos (auth.). Modern Fourier analysis. Graduate Texts in Mathematics 250.
Springer New York, 2nd ed. edition, 2009.

[45] Nicola Abatangelo, Serena Dipierro, Mouhamed Moustapha Fall, Sven Jarohs, and
Alberto Saldafia. Positive powers of the laplacian in the half-space under dirichlet
boundary conditions. Discrete and Continuous Dynamical Systems, 39(3):1205-1235,
2019.

[46] Krzysztof Bogdan. Representation of a-harmonic functions in lipschitz domains.
Hiroshima mathematical journal, 29(2):227-243, 1999.

[47] Jacqueline Bertrand, Pierre Bertrand, and Jean-Philippe Ovarlez. The mellin trans-
form. In Alexander D. Poularikas, editor, The Transforms and Applications Handbook,
chapter 12, pages 1-46. CRC Press, 1995. HAL Id: hal-03152634.

[48] Don Zagier. Appendix: The mellin transformation and other useful analytic tech-
niques. In Eberhard Zeidler, editor, Quantum Field Theory I: Basics in Mathematics and
Physics, pages 307-323. Springer, 2006.



	Introduction and Motivation
	Classical and Quantum Information
	Classical Information
	Shannon Entropy
	Mutual Information
	Relative Entropy
	Rényi Entropy

	Quantum Information 
	Quantum Entanglement
	Entanglement Entropy
	Relations Between Entanglement Measures
	Additional Quantum Information Concepts
	Decoherence in Quantum Systems


	Quantum Scalar Field Theory and Entanglement Entropy in the Schrödinger Picture
	Quantum Scalar Field Theory: Basics
	Functional Formalism in the Schrödinger Picture
	Ground State Wave Functional
	Annihilation and Creation Operators
	Reduced Probabilities and the Reduced Density Matrix
	Replica Trick for the Shannon Entropy for the Vacuum
	Mutual Information for the Vacuum State

	Shannon Entropy of the Localized State
	Localized States
	Wave Functional for the Localized State
	Probability Distribution and Normalization

	Wave Packet Solutions of the Relativistic Shrödinger Equation
	Minimal Position-Momentum Uncertainty Wave Packet
	Minimal Position-Velocity Uncertainty Wave Packet

	Reduced Probabilities
	Shannon Mutual Information in the Excited State Without Replica Trick
	Replica Trick for the Shannon Entropy
	Calculation of Shannon Entropies over the Regions  and 
	Calculation of Shannon Entropy over the Region 

	Shannon Mutual Information in the Excited State With Replica Trick

	Renyi Entropy For the Excited State in One Dimension
	Renyi entropy for the regions -,0] and [0,
	Renyi mutual information between the regions  and 

	Conclusions and perspectives
	Perspectives for Future Research:

	Fractional Laplacian Operator
	Inverse of Fractional Laplacian Operator
	Non-homogeneous Poisson problem
	Poisson Kernel
	Poisson Kernel of a Ball
	Poisson Kernel for the Half-space

	Green Function
	Green Function for the Ball
	Green Function for the Half-space


	Important Calculations
	W[,f,] in terms of g
	variation of W[,f,] respect to  and 

	Inverse Operator o-1s
	Inverse operator defined on the half-line

	Normalization Condition
	Normalization Condition for the Vacuum State
	Normalization Condition for the Excited State

	Bibliography

