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I. INFORMATION-THEORETIC QUANTITIES FOR MIXED-STATE ENTANGLEMENT

Consider a state ρ in a bipartite system HA = HA1
⊗HA2

. ρ is said to be a separable state if it can be written as
a convex combination of product states,

ρ =

q∑
i=1

pi (ρi)A1 ⊗ (ρ̃i)A2 , 0 ≤ pa ≤ 1,

q∑
a=1

pa = 1 . (1)

Such a state has no quantum entanglement, as the correlations in it can be given a classical hidden-variable description
[1], and it may be prepared using only LOCC without any need for EPR pairs between A1 and A2. Any state ρ that
is not separable is said to be entangled.

While no general criterion is known to determine whether or not an arbitrary state ρ is entangled (doing so is an
NP-hard problem [2]), we can use various quantities to study entanglement in mixed states. One familiar quantity is
the mutual information

I(A1, A2) = S(ρA1) + S(ρA2)− S(ρA), (2)

where S(ρ) is the von Neumann entropy

S(ρ) = −Tr[ρ log ρ] (3)

of ρ, and ρAs in (2) refers to the reduced density matrix in subsystem As. While the mutual information is non-zero
for any entangled state, it is also nonzero for the separable state (1) with q > 1, and can hence reflect both classical
and quantum correlations. Note that we can also define the Rényi mutual information in terms of the n-th Rényi
entropy,

In(A1, A2) = Sn(ρA1) + Sn(ρA2)− Sn(ρA), Sn(ρ) = − 1

n− 1
log Tr[ρn] , (4)

although the physical interpretation of this quantity is not well-understood, and in particular it can take negative
values.

Another useful measure is the logarithmic negativity, defined in terms of the partial transpose ρT2 of ρ, which is
given by

ρT2

a1a2,b1b2
= ρa1b2,b1a2 . (5)

where a1, b1 and a2, b2 are indices in A1 and A2 respectively. In terms of the eigenvalues λi of ρT2

A , the logarithmic
negativity is defined as

E(A1, A2) = log

(∑
i

|λi|

)
. (6)

States with E(A1, A2) > 0 are always entangled. States with E(A1, A2) = 0 are referred to as positive partial-transpose
(PPT) states, and include the entire set of separable states, but also include some (bound) entangled states.

From an operational perspective, two natural measures are the entanglement cost and the distillable entanglement.
For both quantities, we take n copies of the original system, A⊗n1 ⊗A⊗n2 . We allow only local operations and classical
communication between A⊗n1 and A⊗n2 , and consider conversions between ρ⊗n and (|EPR〉〈EPR|)⊗m, where

|EPR〉 =
1√
2

(|0〉x1
|0〉x2

+ |1〉x1
|1〉x2

), x1, x2 are qubits in A⊗n1 , A⊗n2 . (7)
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First consider the conversion from (|EPR〉〈EPR|)⊗m to ρ⊗n under different choices L of LOCC operations, with
vanishing error in the limit n → ∞. Ec is defined as the minimum ratio m

n over all choices of L [3]. We can also
require that the error in the conversion vanishes before taking the n→∞ limit, and the corresponding minimum ratio
m
n is then called the exact entanglement cost E

(exact)
c [4]. Next, consider the conversion from ρ⊗n to (|EPR〉〈EPR|)⊗m

under LOCC operations L. Now the maximum ratio m
n over all choices of L is defined as the distillable entanglement

Ed if we require the error to vanish only in the n → ∞ limit, and the exact distillable entanglement E
(exact)
d if we

require the error to vanish before taking the n→∞ limit. While for pure states ρA, Ec and Ed are both equal to the
entanglement entropy S(ρA1), for mixed states in general Ec ≥ Ed and neither of these quantities must be equal to
S(ρA1).

If we consider the set of PPT-preserving transformations ( i.e. transformations that send any state σ with σT2 ≥ 0
to another state σ′ with (σ′)T2 ≥ 0 ), of which LOCC transformations are a proper subset, then we can again consider
the asymptotic rates of converting between (|EPR〉〈EPR|)⊗m and ρ⊗n under such operations. The entanglement costs

and distillable entanglements under such operations, E
(ppt)
c , E

(ppt)
d , E

(ppt,exact)
c and E

(ppt,exact)
d are then given by the

natural generalizations of the definitions for LOCC in the previous paragraph.
It is clear from the above definitions that for a fixed set of operations, the exact costs are always greater than or

equal to the costs, and the LOCC costs are always greater than or equal to the corresponding PPT costs.
While the various entanglement costs and distillable entanglements are all difficult to compute in practice, they are

related to calculable measures such as I and E through various bounds, such as [5, 6],

Ed(A1, A2) ≤ 1

2
I(A1, A2), E(ppt,exact)

c (A1, A2) ≥ E(A1, A2). (8)

II. EQUILIBRIUM APPROXIMATION FOR RÉNYI AND LOGARITHMIC NEGATIVITY

We consider a system evolving from a far-from-equilibrium pure state ρ0 = |Ψ0〉〈Ψ0| to a state ρ = |Ψ〉〈Ψ| with
|Ψ〉 = U |Ψ0〉, which is in equilibrium at macroscopic level. We assume that the macroscopic physical properties of
the equilibrated pure state ρ can be approximated by an equilibrium density operator ρ(eq) as in (1) from the main
text.

Consider the nth Rényi entropy with respect to a subsystem R,

Zn,R = e−(n−1)S(A)
n := TrRρ

n
R = TrR

(
TrR̄Uρ0U

†)n =
〈
ηR ⊗ eR̄|(U ⊗ U†)n|ρ0, e

〉
(9)

where in the last equality we have written this quantity as an amplitude in the replica space (H ⊗ H)n, with the
following notation. For any operator O acting on H, the state |O, σ〉 ∈ (H ⊗ H)n, where σ is an element of the
permutation group Sn of n objects, is defined as

〈i1ī′1i2ī′2 · · · inī′n|O, σ〉 = Oi1i′σ(1)
Oi2i′σ(2)

· · · Oini′σ(n)
, Oij = 〈i|O|j〉 . (10)

Here {|i1ī′1i2ī′2 · · · inī′n〉} is a basis for (H⊗H)n, and σ(i) denotes the image of i under σ. For O given by the identity
operator, we will denote the states obtained in this way simply as |σ〉. When the system is divided into subsystems,
we can similarly define states by associating different permutations to different subsystems. For example, suppose
H = HA ⊗HĀ. Then |O, τA ⊗ σĀ〉 with τ, σ ∈ Sn is defined as〈

i1ai1b ī
′
1a ī
′
1b
· · · inainb ī′na ī

′
nb
|O, τA ⊗ σĀ

〉
= Oi1a i1b ,i′τ(1)a

i′
σ(1)b
· · · Oina inb ,i′τ(n)a

i′
σ(n)b

(11)

where |ika〉, |̄i′ka〉, |ikb〉, |̄i
′
kb
〉 respectively denote basis vectors for subsystems A and Ā in the kth replica of H ⊗ H.

In (9), for the state |ηR ⊗ eR̄〉, O is the identity operator 1, e identity permutation and η the cyclic permutation
(n, n− 1, · · · 1), which sends n to n− 1, n− 1 to n− 2 and so on.

As explained in [7], we can find the approximate late-time value of Zn,R in a chaotic system by inserting a physically
motivated projection in (9). The projection involves the effective identity operator Iα associated with the macroscopic
equilibrium of ρ, and leads to equation (2) in the main text.

For the partial transpose partition function Z(PT)
n , a similar set of steps starting from an expression for Z(PT)

n as an
amplitude in (H⊗H)n leads to the expression equation (6) of the main text, where η−1 is permutation (1 2 ... n−1n).
Each term in equation (6) can be given a diagrammatic representation, as shown in Fig. 1. These diagrams make it
easier to understand the dependence of different terms on Iα and the sizes of various subsystems. We can insert the
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identity in the terms of equation (2) to write〈
ηA1 ⊗ η−1

A2
⊗ eB |Iα, τ

〉
=

∑
i1,i′1,...in,i

′
n

〈
ηA1 ⊗ η−1

A2
⊗ eB |i1ī′1...inī′n

〉〈
i1ī′1...inī′n|Iα, τ

〉
,

|im〉 = |ima〉A1
|imā〉A2

|imb〉B , |ī′m〉 = |ī′ma〉A1
|ī′mā〉A2

|ī′mb〉B .
(12)

The lower half of each diagram represents
〈
ηA1
⊗ η−1

A2
⊗ eB |i1ī′1...inī′n

〉
by connecting ima with i′η(m)a

using dashed

lines, imā with i′η−1(m)ā
using dotted lines, and imb with i′mb using solid lines, as shown in Fig. 1(a). The upper half of

the diagram represents
〈
i1ī′1...inī′n|Iα, τ

〉
, by connecting im with i′τ(m), as shown for some examples in Fig. 1. There

is a similar diagrammatic representation for equation (2) of the main text which was explained in [7].

1 1′ 2 2′ 3 3′ 4 4′
(a)

hi1ī01...inī0n|I↵, ⌧i, by connecting im with i0
⌧(m), as shown for two examples in figure 2(b)

and (c). In the resulting diagram, roughly each solid loop gives a power of dB, each dashed

loop gives a power of dA1 , and each dotted loop gives a power of dA2 , where dP is the

e↵ective Hilbert space dimension of subsystem P . The number of solid, dashed and dotted

loops in a diagram is respectively equal to k(⌧), k(⌘�1⌧) and k(⌘⌧). We therefore find

h⌘A1 ⌦ ⌘�1
A2

⌦ eB|I↵, ⌧i ⇠ dk(⌘
�1

⌧)
A1

dk(⌘⌧)
A2

dk(⌧)
B

. (3.6) sat2

The sum of these powers satisfies the inequality

1 1′ 2 2′ 3 3′ 4 4′
(a)

(b) ! = #

(c) ! = (12)(34)

Figure 2. (a) shows the common lines of all diagrams for di↵erent terms in (3.4), and (b) and (c)
show examples for two choices of ⌧ , for the case n = 4. The dotted loops are shown in two di↵erent
colors in (c) to make the distinction between di↵erent loops clear. fig:negativity_figs

k(⌘�1⌧) + k(⌘⌧) + k(⌧) 
(
3n/2 + 2 n even

(3n + 3)/2 n odd
. (3.7)

The permutations for which this inequality is saturated are described in Appendix A.

We note

h⌘A1 ⌦ ⌘�1
A2

⌦ eB| I↵, ⌧i = h(µ1⌘)A1(µ2⌘
�1)A2(µ3)B| I↵, (µ1⌧)A1(µ2⌧)A2(µ3⌧)Bi (3.8) hty

for arbitrary µ1,2,3 2 Sn, and

h⌘A1 ⌦ ⌘�1
A2

⌦ eB| I↵, ⌧i =
⌦
(⌘µ)A1(⌘

�1µ)A2µB|I↵, (⌧µ)A1(⌧µ)A2(⌧µ)B
↵
, µ 2 Sn . (3.9) hty1

The expression (3.4) passes various consistent checks. Firstly, we have

Z(PT)
n (A1, A2) = Z(PT)

n (A2, A1) (3.10) syu
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(d) ! = #

 

FIG. 1. (a) shows the common lines of all diagrams for different terms in equation (6) of the main text, and (b)-(d) show
examples for three choices of τ which are dominant in various regimes, for the case n = 4. The dotted loops are shown in two
different colors in (c) to make the distinction between different loops clear.

In the thermodynamic limit, the RHS of (2) and (6) of the main text can be approximated by the terms from
some subset of permutations that give the dominant contribution. For the Rényi partition function (2), the dominant
contribution is always given by either τ = e or τ = η, leading to

Sn(ρR) = min(S
(eq)
n,R , S

(eq)

n,R̄
) (13)

where S
(eq)
n,R is the nth Rényi entropy of R for the state ρ(eq). For the partial transpose partition function Z(PT)

n with
even n, the dominant contribution for all choices of Iα is given in different parts of the phase diagram by one out
of τ = e, τ = η or η−1, and τ = τES , where τES refers to the two permutations with two-cycles among adjacent
elements,

τES = {(12)(34)...(n− 1n), (23)(45)...(n 1)} (14)
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The diagrams corresponding to e, η and one of the permutations in τES for n = 4 are shown in Fig. 1. On analytic

continuation to n → 1, the contributions to Z(PT)
n from these permutations respectively give the finite-temperature

expressions for the negativity in the NE, ME and ES phases in (16)-(18), (22)-(24), and (26)-(28) of the main text.
In gravity setups, where we take B to be the black hole subsystem and A to be the radiation, the contributions

to Z(PT)
n from the permutations τES , η, and η−1 all involve replica wormholes. For example, consider the model for

black hole evaporation in [8] where the black hole subsystem consists of JT gravity with EOW (end-of-the-world)

branes. The boundary calculation of Z(PT)
n between two parts of the radiation in this model is precisely equivalent

to equation (6) in the main text, with effective identity operator

Iα = 1A ⊗ e−βHBf(HB) . (15)

This is a special case of equation (15) from the main text, withA at infinite temperature and an additional factor f(HB)
which captures contributions from end-of-the-world (EOW) branes. In this example, we can read off the boundary

expressions for Z(PT)
n (τ) in terms of dA1 , dA2 , Zn,B from the diagrams in Fig. 1 (where Zn,B = Tr[(e−βHBf(HB))n]).

Using the relation between bulk and boundary partition functions in holography, we then find geometries like the

ones shown in Fig. 2 for evaluating Z(PT)
n in the ES and ME phases. Both involve connected Euclidean gravity

path integrals between multiple asymptotic boundaries. More generally, equation (6) in the main text can be used to

systematically derive replica wormhole prescriptions for calculating Z(PT)
n in other gravity setups.

(a) ! = 12 34

 

(b) ! = #

 

FIG. 2. Euclidean gravity path integrals with replica wormholes for calculating Z(PT)
n in the model of [8], for n = 4. The

dominant contribution in the ES phase, shown in (a), involves connected partition functions Z2,B between two asymptotic
boundaries, while the ME phase contribution in (b) involves Zn,B . The black lines with arrows are asymptotic boundaries in
JT gravity (each with length β, although the lengths appear to differ in the figure), and the green lines are EOW branes. The
dashed and dotted loops simply give factors of dA1 and dA2 respectively.

III. CALCULATION OF LOGARITHMIC NEGATIVITY THROUGH THE RESOLVENT

In order to find the von Neumann entropy and the logarithmic negativity, especially in the cases at finite temperature
where we cannot a priori use analytic continuation, it is useful to first find the equilibrium approximation for the
resolvents in equations (3) and (7) from the main text. Below we will explicitly discuss how to find RN ; the calculation
for the resolvent for the von Neumann entropy is similar.

It is useful to see RN as the trace of a matrix

Rpq =
1

λ

∞∑
n=0

1

λn
(ρT2

A )npq, |p〉 = |p1〉A1 |p2〉A2 , |q〉 = |q1〉A1 |q2〉A2 (16)
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We can apply the equilibrium approximation to each (ρT2

A )npq. The common lower half of the diagrams for all

permutations in this case can be deduced from Fig. 1 (a) for Tr[(ρT2

A )n] by erasing the dashed line connecting i′an
and ia1

, and the dotted line connecting i′ā1
and iān , and instead taking the inner product of |ia1

〉, |i′ā1
〉, |ian〉, |i′ān〉

with |p1〉, |p2〉, |q1〉, |q2〉 respectively. The resulting lines are shown in Fig. 3, which also explains how the factors
of 1

λn+1 and 1
Zn1

that are common to all terms for a given n in (16) (the second factor comes from the equilibrium

approximation) are incorporated into these lines. In the limit where the effective dimension of A1 is much larger than

1
" 1

#!

1
"

1
"

1
"

1
"

1 1′ 2 2′ 3 3′ 4 4′

1
#!

1
#!

1
#!

FIG. 3. “Boundary” lines for the equilibrium approximation for Rpq with n = 4.

that of A2, it is sufficient to consider contributions from planar diagrams for all n to Rpq. We can write Rpq in terms
of a self-energy Σpq as shown in Fig. 4(a). Σpq is a sum of diagrams without any disconnected parts connected by
1
λδpq, to which the first few contributions are shown in Fig. 4(b). We take |p1〉, |q1〉 and |p2〉, |q2〉 to be elements of
the energy eigenbasis in A1 and A2 respectively, so that we approximately have that

〈p1|〈p2|Iα|q1〉|q2〉 ∝ δp1 q1 δp2 q2 (17)

for both the canonical and microcanonical ensembles, and hence from the diagrams contributing to Σpq we can see
that both Σpq and Rpq are proportional to δpq.
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1
$

1
$

1
$

1
$

Σ#$ Σ#$ Σ#$%!
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&!
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&!
&"

%!
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&!
&"

= "# × '#$

terms of a self-energy ⌃pq as shown in Fig. 21(a), where ⌃pq is a sum of diagrams without

any disconnected parts connected by 1
�
�pq, shown in figure 21(b). We take |p1i , |q1i and

|p2i , |q2i to be elements of the energy eigenbasis in A1 and A2 respectively, so that we

approximately have that

hp1| hp2| I↵ |q1i |q2i / �p1 q1 �p2 q2 (C.3)

for both the canonical and microcanonical ensembles, and hence from the diagrams con-

tributing to ⌃pq we can see that both ⌃pq and Rpq are proportional to �pq.
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Figure 20. Diagrammatic representation of Rpq in the limit where A1 is bigger than A2. fig:rpq

We can immediately see by summing the geometric series on the RHS of Fig. 21(a)

that

Rpq =
1

� � ⌃p

�pq (C.4)

We can systematically include all planar contributions to ⌃pq using the Schwinger-Dyson

equation shown in diagrams in Fig. ??.

C.2 Infinite temperature
app:mic_inf

↵R2
1 +

✓
1

dA

� �

◆
R1 + 1 = 0, ↵ =

1

dAdB

. (C.5)

��R3
1 + (↵ � �)R2

1 +

✓
1

dA

� �

◆
R1 + 1 = 0, � =

1

(dA2dB)2
. (C.6)

59

FIG. 4. Diagrammatic representation of Rpq and the first few diagrams contributing to Σpq in the case where A1 is larger than
A2.

We can immediately see by summing the geometric series on the RHS of Fig. 4(a) that

RN =
∑
p

Rp, Rp =
1

λ− Σp
. (18)

We can systematically include all planar contributions to Σp using the Schwinger-Dyson equation shown diagram-
matically in Fig. 5. For general choices of Iα, this Schwinger-Dyson equation in general leads to a complicated
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set of equations relating Rp for all different p to each other. Below we consider a few choices of Iα for which the
Schwinger-Dyson equation simplifies. More details of each of these calculations will be discussed in [9].

=
+

!!!"!

(b)

+ …

+ +

Σ#$
!!"""

!!#"#

+ …

%$
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&% !!&"&

!!'"' !!("(

%$
%% %$

%%

%$
%%

%$
%%
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&%
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&%

&$
&%

&$
&%

!!!"! !!"""

!!#"# !!$"$ !!%"% !!&"&

FIG. 5. Rewriting of the RHS of Fig. 4(b) as a Schwinger-Dyson equation. All ai, bi are independently summed over (unless
they have delta functions among each other or with p, q according to the diagram).

A. Infinite temperature

Taking Iα to be the identity operator on the full system, the Schwinger-Dyson equation for Rp becomes independent
of the index p in A, and we have

RN = dAR1, R1 =
1

λ− Σ1
. (19)

Each line on the RHS of Fig. 5 now simplifies to a geometric series, and we get a cubic equation for R1,

βλR3
1 + (α− β)R2

1 +

(
1

dA
− λ
)
R1 + 1 = 0, α =

1

dAdB
, β =

1

(dA2
dB)2

. (20)

DN (λ) and E can be found numerically from the solution to (20), and turn out to agree with the analytic continuation
in equations (11)-(13) from the main text, as discussed in [10].

Now consider the regime where dA1/(dA2dB)� 1. This corresponds to being outside the ME phase. Then since in
this regime α� β, R1 is O(1), and λ is O(1/dA), (20) simplifies to a quadratic equation for R1,

αR2
1 +

(
1

dA
− λ
)
R1 + 1 = 0. (21)

The same quadratic equation can be obtained diagrammatically by ignoring all contributions to the Schwinger-Dyson

equation in Fig. 5 except the first term in each line on the RHS. This corresponds to including contributions to Z(PT)
n

for all n from permutations where all cycles have either one or two elements (including τ = e and τ = τES , as well
as other permutations such as (12)). We can now solve (21) to get a simple semicircle form of DN (λ) from RN (λ),
which can be integrated analytically to get the NE phase and the ES phase, and the correct transition line between
them at c = 1

2 . But as expected, this approximation misses the ME phase.

B. Canonical ensemble with infinite temperature in A

Next, consider Iα as in equation (15) from the main text, with infinite temperature in A. For this case, the RHS
of Fig. 5 implies that Rp, Σp again become independent of the index p, so that we have (19) again, but now with Σ1
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dependent on the partition functions Zn,B = Tr[e−nβHB ]. We find for this case

λRN = dA + dA2

∫
dEρ(E)

∞∑
k=1

[(
RNe

−βE

dAdA2Z1,B

)2k−1

+ dA2

(
RNe

−βE

dAdA2Z1,B

)2k
]
. (22)

We then complete the geometric sums to find

λRN = dA +

∫
dEρ(E)

d2
A2
RN

(
dAZ1,Be

βE +RN
)

d2
Ad

2
A2
Z2

1,Be
2βE −R2

N

. (23)

where ρ(E) = eV s(E/V ) is the density of states for B. On specifying the density of states, this equation can be can
be solved numerically for RN (λ) and used to obtain E . The solution with a gaussian entropy density is shown in Fig.
6 (a) as a function of c at λ = 1

2 . The result agrees with the expressions for E in the ME and ES phases in equations
(16) and (18) from the main text and the naive phase transition line between them in equation (19).

Similar to the infinite temperature case, we can obtain an analytic expression for the regime where the effective

dimensions dA1
, dA2

, dB of the different subsystems are such that
dA1

dA2
dB
� 1. Assuming that the same set of permu-

tations contributes in this regime at finite temperature as the one that contributed at infinite temperature, we can
then include only the first diagram from each line on the RHS of Fig. 5. We again find a semicircle form of DN (λ),
which can be integrated analytically to get equations (16) and (18) and the transition (19) from the main text. But
note that in this case we do not have a systematic way of justifying the truncation to the permutations with cycles
of only length one and two, so it is important to confirm these expressions numerically using the full resolvent as in
Fig. 6 (a).

Analogously to the above steps, we may find an integral expression for the resolvent for the von Neumann entropy
of ρA1

λR = dA1
+

∫
dEρ(E)

∞∑
k=1

(
Re−βE

dAZ1,B

)k
= dA1

+

∫
dEρ(E)

R
dAZ1,BeβE −R

. (24)

The von Neumann entropy can again be evaluated numerically, confirming the expectation from analytic continuation
in equation (14) of the main text, as shown in Fig. 6 (b).

0.45 0.50 0.55 0.60 0.65 0.70

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.40 0.45 0.50 0.55 0.60 0.65

0.22

0.24

0.26

0.28

0.30

0.32

0.34

FIG. 6. Left: For the canonical ensemble with A at infinite temperature, the logarithmic negativity is computed numerically
using the resolvent (23) and compared to the naive analytic continuation in equations (16) and (18) from the main text, with
excellent agreement. Right: The same is done for the von Neumann entropy of A1 = A using the resolvent (24). Clearly, the Page
transition occurs at the same place as the naive analytic continuation in equation (14) of the main text and not at, for instance,

the transition for the second Rényi entropy. For simplicity, we have used a Gaussian density of states ρ(E) ∝ exp
[
− E2

2NB

]
and

taken λ = 1
2
.

C. Microcanonical ensemble with B at infinite temperature

In this case, Rp is no longer independent of p, but instead depends on the energies of |p1〉, |p2〉. The resolvent
calculation for this case becomes more complicated, and we are not able to find E from the sum over all permutations
either analytically or numerically. But if we again truncate to the contributions from permutations that have cycles
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with only one and two elements, assuming this truncation is valid away from the ME phase, then this results in a
form of DN (λ) which can be integrated analytically to confirm equations (22) and (24) from the main text. The naive
transition line where we set equation (24) to zero is also confirmed by this calculation.

D. Microcanonical ensemble with A2 at infinite temperature

In this case, the expressions for Z(PT)
n are such that the resolvent can be expressed in a simple way in terms of the

infinite-temperature resolvent from (20). As a result, the quantity Z(PT) ≡ exp E can also be expressed in a simple

way in terms of its infinite temperature value Z(PT)
∞ (dA1

, dA2
, dB),

Z(PT) ≈
∑
E1

pE1 Z(PT)
∞ (dA1

E1
, dA2 , d

B
E−E1

) (25)

where dRER ≡ e
VR s(ER/VR) refers to the density of states in subsystem R at energy ER, with s(ε) the entropy density

for the system, and

pE1
=
dA1

E1
dBE−E1

NE
, NE =

∑
E′1

dA1

E′1
dBE−E′1 . (26)

In the thermodynamic limit, for certain ranges of c and λ, (25) gives the expressions expected from analytic continu-
ation in equations (26)-(28) from the main text. In addition to these, we get two new phases, where

EES−ME1 = log dA2
+ VA1

(s(θ3)− s(ε))− VBs(ε) . (27)

EES−ME2 = VA1
(2s(θ2)− s(ε))− VB s(ε) . (28)

with ε = E
VA1

+VB
, and θ2 and θ3 defined implicitly as solutions to the equations

log dA2 + VB s

(
ε (VA1

+ VB)− VA1
θ2

VB

)
= VA1s(θ2),

VA1
s(θ3) + VB s

(
ε (VA1 + VB)− VA1 θ3

VB

)
= log d2 .

(29)

The full phase diagram is shown in Fig. 3 of the main text.
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