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Lorentz violation is a significant phenomenon in the framework of quantum physics, with implications for
fundamental symmetries. In this paper, we explore the effects of Lorentz violation on quantum entanglement
through a black hole spacetime that is coupled with a Lorentz-violating field. We establish the relationship
between the Hartle-Hawking vacuum state and the Boulware number states for this case, and employ the near
horizon approximation in an appropriate form to rewrite the black hole metric into a Rindler-like form. Sub-
sequently, using this revised metric, the analytical forms of logarithmic negativity and mutual information are
derived and plotted as functions of Rob’s distance from the r = 0 point. Based on the results, we find that
the coupling between spacetime and the Lorentz-violating vector field alleviates gravity-induced entanglement
degradation. At high mode frequencies, the effects of Lorentz violation are negligible, but they become sig-
nificant at low frequencies. This suggests that investigating Lorentz violation at astrophysical scales requires
low-frequency detectors, as the low energy of these fields enhances the significance of the Lorentz-violating
field’s non-zero vacuum expectation value.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum information theory explores how the principles
of quantum mechanics, such as superposition and entangle-
ment, can be applied to information processing and transmis-
sion, enabling the encoding and manipulation of information
through quantum states [1–3]. As our understanding deep-
ened, the need to incorporate relativistic concepts emerged,
leading to the development of relativistic quantum informa-
tion theory [4]. A key area of research in this field is the study
of quantum correlations from a non-inertial perspective, offer-
ing new insights into the intersection of relativity and quantum
mechanics [5–22].

In various studies, one topic that has attracted attention is
the entanglement degradation phenomenon in a bipartite sys-
tem where one observer is uniformly accelerated; this phe-
nomenon, sometimes called Unruh decoherence, is strongly
related to the Unruh effect [23, 24]. The goal was to shift the
system’s state into Rindler spacetime to better understand how
acceleration effect influences quantum entanglement. Rather
than focusing on spin entanglement, these studies examined
entanglement between number states, using Fock states to
capture the quantum correlations under acceleration [4–6]. In-
terestingly, the behavior of an observer approaching the event
horizon in a black hole spacetime is analogous to the infinite
acceleration limit in Rindler spacetime. The system consists
of two observers, Alice and Rob, who share a maximally en-
tangled state in the asymptotically flat region. Alice remains
in this region, while Rob moves to a fixed radial distance out-
side the event horizon of the black hole, leading to entangle-
ment degradation due to the black hole’s gravitational influ-
ence.
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On the other hand, understanding the modifications to grav-
itational theory by introducing quantum properties is essential
in fundamental physics [25]. One significant area of study is
the breaking of Lorentz symmetry, which sheds light on the
underlying mechanisms of gravity [26–31]. A key model in
this field is the bumblebee gravity theory [32], which intro-
duces a nonminimally coupled vector field that can sponta-
neously break Lorentz symmetry by acquiring a nonzero vac-
uum expectation value (VEV). This results in an anisotropic
energy-momentum tensor and extends the framework of gen-
eral relativity with new interactions. The exploration of ex-
act solutions in Bumblebee gravity, including both spherically
symmetric and rotating cases [33–39], has driven significant
advances in black hole physics, making Lorentz symmetry
breaking a vibrant area of ongoing research [40–50].

Given that black holes serve as focal points where gravita-
tional and other effects intersect, and are often used as testbeds
for corresponding theories, a natural question arises: how
will quantum modifications of black holes affect entanglement
degradation near the event horizon? To achieve this, we will
compute the quantum entanglement and mutual information
as a precise function of four physical parameters: the distance
of Rob from the event horizon, the mass of the black hole,
the Lorentz-violating parameter, and the mode frequency that
characterizes the entanglement between Rob’s state and Al-
ice’s field state. The Lorentz-violating parameter includes the
non-zero VEV from the bumblebee field and the non-minimal
coupling constant [33]. As a result of this study, we will de-
rive the explicit form of quantum correlations as a function of
the aforementioned physical parameters.

The organization of the paper is as follows. In Sec. II,
we briefly introduced the Einstein-Bumblebee gravity model,
which is a modification of general relativity (GR) by a
Lorentz-violating vector field. In Sec. III, we reformulate the
Einstein-Bumblebee black hole in Rindler coordinates and ex-
plore the corresponding relationships among different vacuum
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states. In Sec. IV, we present the analytical expressions for
the logarithmic negativity and mutual information of scalar
and Dirac fields in the Einstein-Bumblebee black hole back-
ground, and plot these quantities as functions of the observer’s
distance from r = 0. Finally, our conclusions and outlooks are
given in Sec. IV B.

II. BLACK HOLE SPACETIME

In this section, we provide a concise overview of the
Einstein-Bumblebee gravity model, which is known as an ex-
ample that extends the standard formalism of GR. The action
for the bumblebee field Bµ coupled to gravity can be described
as [33]

SB =

∫
d4x
√
−g

[
1

2κ
(R − 2Λ) +

ϱ

2κ
BµBνRµν

−
1
4

BµνBµν − V
(
BµBµ ± b2

)]
,

(1)

where κ = 8πGN is the gravitational coupling constant that
can be set to GN = 1 without loss of generality. Λ is the cos-
mological constant and ϱ is the real coupling constant which
controls the non-minimal gravity interaction to the bumble-
bee field Bµ. It is worth noting that the potential V , chosen
to ensure a non-zero VEV for the bumblebee field ⟨Bµ⟩ ≡ bµ,
triggers spontaneous Lorentz symmetry breaking, reaching its
minimum at BµBµ = ∓b2, where b is a positive real constant,
and the ± sign implies that Bµ is timelike or spacelike, respec-
tively.

Toking of the variational gµν and Bµ yields the gravitational
equation and bumblebee field equation:

Rµν −
1
2

gµν (R − 2Λ) = κT B
µν, (2)

∇µBµν = 2V ′Bν −
ϱ

κ
BµRµν. (3)

T B
µν is the bumblebee energy momentum tensor, which have

the following form:

T B
µν =BµαBαν −

1
4

gµνBαβBαβ − gµνV + 2BµBνV ′

+
ϱ

κ

[
1
2

gµνBαBβRαβ − BµBαRαν − BνBαRαµ

+
1
2
∇α∇µ (BαBν) +

1
2
∇α∇ν

(
BαBµ

)
−

1
2
∇2

(
BµBν

)
−

1
2

gµν∇α∇β
(
BαBβ

)]
.

(4)

An exact spherically symmetric black hole solution has been
constructed by Casana et al. [33], and it is referred to as the
Schwarzschild-like black holes. The radial bumblebee field
Bµ can be written as

Bµ = bµ =

0, b

√
(1 + ℓ)
F(r)

, 0, 0

 , (5)

and the metric is given

gµν =diag
{
−F(r),

(1 + ℓ)
F(r)

, r2, r2 sin2 θ

}
, (6)

where metric function is F(r) = 1 − 2M/r and the symbol
ℓ = ϱb2 represents the Lorentz violation parameter. From a
gravitational perspective, such solution are supported by an
anisotropic energy-momentum tensor, considered as the man-
ifestation of the bumblebee field within spacetime geometry.

Now we consider the surface gravity of black holes, which
is generally regarded as the acceleration at the event horizon.
The four-velocity of a stationary particle is

uµ =
{
u0, 0, 0, 0

}
, (7)

where u0 is determined by the normalized relation uµuµ = −1.
The corresponding four-acceleration is

aν = uµ∇µuν = uµ∂µuν + Γνµρu
µuρ, (8)

and the surface gravity is given by κ = 1
4M(1+ℓ) . Note that in

an arbitrary theory of gravity, when quantum particle creation
effects are considered, the Hawking temperature of a black
hole with constant surface gravity is T = κ/2π, as discussed
in [51].

III. THE “BLACK HOLE LIMIT”: TRANSLATION
RINDLER-KRUSKAL

In this section, we reformulate the Einstein-Bumblebee
black hole in Rindler coordinates and explore the correspond-
ing relationships among different vacuum states [8, 52]. By
utilizing the construction demonstrated below in Lorentz-
violating spacetime, we are able to calculate the entanglement
loss between a free-falling observer and another one placed at
a fixed distance from the event horizon as a function of dis-
tance, and study the behavior of quantum correlations in the
presence of Einstein-Bumblebee black holes 1. The line ele-
ment for a static Einstein-Bumblebee black hole is given by

ds2 = −F(r)dt2 +
(1 + ℓ)
F(r)

dr2 + r2dΩ2, (9)

where dΩ2 represents the angular part of the metric on the
unit sphere. Employing the near horizon approximation, the
metric function can be represented in the following form:

F(r) ≃ (r − rh)F′(rh), (10)

where rh = 2M is the event horizon of the black hole. Because
of the symmetry of the problem, we will restrict the analysis
to the radial coordinate; near the horizon, the radial part of the

1 S. Gangopadhyay et al. provide an interesting construction for spherically
symmetric cases that [52], however, is incompatible with the Einstein-
Bumblebee black hole, which is more general spherically symmetric cases.
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metric is expressed as ds2 = −(r − rh)F′(rh)dt2 + (1 + ℓ)(r −
rh)−1F′(rh)−1dr2. Then we define a coordinate transformation
as follows:

dr =
ζF′(rh)
2(1 + ℓ)

dζ. (11)

By substituting equation (11) and its integral form into the
radial line element, we can obtain

ds2 = −

[
c1 − rh

F′(rh)−1 +
ζ2F′(rh)2

4(1 + ℓ)

]
dt2

+

[
1 +

4(c1 − rh)(1 + ℓ)
ζ2F′(rh)

]−1

dζ2,

(12)

where c1 is an arbitrary integration constant. By setting
c1 = rh and considering surface gravity κ = 1

4M(1+ℓ) , the line
elements are simplified to

ds2 = −(1 + ℓ)ζ2κ2dt2 + dζ2. (13)

We can choose to write the line elements in terms of the proper
time τ for an observer at position r0 as follows:

ds2 = −
(1 + ℓ)κ2ζ2

F0
dτ2 + dζ2, (14)

which corresponds to a Rindler metric with an acceleration pa-
rameter

√
(1 + ℓ)κ/

√
F0, where dτ =

√
F0dt and F0 ≡ F(r0).

To elucidate the physical significance of the acceleration pa-
rameter, it is essential to calculate the proper acceleration at
r = r0 for an observer outside a black hole.

For an accelerated observer positioned at arbitrary fixed po-
sition r, the value of the proper acceleration is given by

a =
√

aµaµ, (15)

where aµ is defined in Eq. (8). Evaluating the four acceleration
of the observer yields,

aµ =
{

0,
F′(r)

2(1 + ℓ)
, 0, 0

}
, aµ =

{
0,

F′(r)
2F(r)

, 0, 0
}
, (16)

and the proper acceleration of the observer is given by

a(r) =
√

aµaνgµν =
F′(r)

2
√

(1 + ℓ)F(r)
. (17)

If the observer at r = r0 is close to the event horizon (r0 ≈ rh),
we can derive the following relation:

F′(r) ≃
∂

∂r
[
(r − rh)F′(rh)

]
= F′(rh) = 2(1 + ℓ)κ. (18)

Under this approximation, (14) can be rewritten as

ds2 = −(a0ζ)2dτ2 + dζ2, (19)

where the proper acceleration a0 for an observer is given by

a0 ≡ a(r0) =
√

(1 + ℓ)κ
√

F0
. (20)

Our approach aligns with that described in Ref. [8] and further
incorporates the effects of Lorentz violation corrections. This
shows that near the event horizon, the Einstein-Bumblebee
metric can be approximated by a Rindler metric, with its ac-
celeration parameter, corrected for Lorentz violation, match-
ing the proper acceleration of an observer at r0, close to the
event horizon.

Next, to define timelike vectors, we need to shift our focus
to the Kruskal framework. By defining a tortoise coordinate
r∗ =

√
(1 + ℓ)

∫
F(r)−1dr and using the light-cone coordinates

u = t− r∗ and v = t+ r∗ , the radial part of the line element (9)
can be rewritten as follows

ds2 = −F(r)dudv. (21)

Introducing the generalized light-like Kruskal coordinates U = − 1
√

(1+ℓ)κ
e−
√

(1+ℓ)κu

V = 1
√

(1+ℓ)κ
e
√

(1+ℓ)κv ⇒

 du = e
√

(1+ℓ)κudU
dv = e−

√
(1+ℓ)κvdV

, (22)

near the horizon the Eq. (21) can be expressed as

ds2 = −F(r)e−2
√

(1+ℓ)κr∗dUdV ≃ −e−1dUdV. (23)

Note that e−2
√

(1+ℓ)κr∗ = 2Me−r/(2M)/(r − 2M), and the symbol
≃ indicates the use of a Taylor expansion in the calculation.
Here, following Ref. [8], we can similarly define the physical
timelike vectors for the three regions:

∂t̂ ∝ ∂U + ∂V,

∂t ∝ (U∂U +V∂V) ,
(24)

including −∂t as well. Through these different physical time-
like vectors, three types of vacuum states can be defined: the
Hartle-Hawking vacuum |0⟩H, the Boulware vacuum |0⟩B, and
the anti-Boulware vacuum |0⟩B̄, respectively. This is analo-
gous to the vacuum states |0⟩M, |0⟩I, and |0⟩IV in the Rindler
case, and the corresponding relation with the standard Alice-
Rob-antiRob notation is as follows[8]:

|0⟩A ↔ |0⟩M ↔ |0⟩H ,
|0⟩R ↔ |0⟩I ↔ |0⟩B ,
|0⟩R̄ ↔ |0⟩IV ↔ |0⟩B̄ .

(25)

The basis transformation between Hartle-Hawking modes
and Boulware modes is entirely analogous to that between
Minkowskian modes and Rindler modes, characterized by the
acceleration parameter a0 =

√
(1+ℓ)κ
√

F0
.

To begin with, the scalar field satisfies the Klein-Gordon
equation. At this juncture, the metric form (23), describing
the Lorentz-violating spacetime, is consistent with that of the
Rindler spacetime. Therefore, we can apply the method of
calculating the vacuum state and the first excitation of a scalar
field in the Rindler case [4] to the Lorentz-violating spacetime
geometry, thereby obtaining

|0⟩ωi
H =

1
coshσs,i

∑
n

tanhn σs,i |n⟩
ωi
B |n⟩

ωi

B̄
, (26)
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where |0⟩H = ⊗ j |0⟩
ω j

H and

tanhσs,i = exp
(
−
πωi

a0

)
= exp

(
−
πωi
√

F0
√

(1 + ℓ)κ

)
= exp

−4πMωi
√

(1 + ℓ)

√
1 −

2M
r0

. (27)

The above result includes a Lorentz violation correction and
can derive from a direct analogy with the corresponding result
in the Minkowski-Rindler scenario. The process of generating
the unprimed one-particle state of Hartle-Hawking, defined
within the basis

{
ψH
ω j
, ψ′Hω j

}
, is achieved by the application of

the respective creation operator onto the vacuum state. Fur-
thermore, this particular state can be converted into the Boul-
ware basis,

|1⟩ωi
H =

1
cosh2 σs,i

∞∑
n=0

tanhn σs,i
√

n + 1 |n + 1⟩ωi
B |n⟩

ωi

B̄
. (28)

For the Dirac field, the vacuum state and one-particle state,
similar to those described in Eqs. (26) and (28), are given by
the following formula [5]:

|0⟩ωi
H = cosσd,i |0⟩

ωi
B |0⟩

ωi

B̄
+ sinσd,i |1⟩

ωi
B |1⟩

ωi

B̄
,

|1⟩ωi
H = |1⟩

ωi
B |0⟩

ωi

B̄
,

(29)

where

tanσd,i = exp
(
−
πωi

a0

)
= exp

(
−
πωi
√

F0
√

(1 + ℓ)κ

)
. (30)

IV. QUANTUM ENTANGLEMENT IN THE
BACKGROUND OF A BLACK HOLE: LORENTZ

VIOLATION CORRECTIONS

To discuss quantum correlation, assumes Alice and Rob
share a maximally entangled Bell state [53, 54], which is ex-
pressed as

|ψ⟩AR =
1
√

2
(|0⟩AM |0⟩RM + |1⟩AM |1⟩RM) , (31)

where Alice’s detector is sensitive only to mode |n⟩AM, and
Rob’s detector is tuned exclusively to mode |n⟩RM. Given
the analogy established earlier between flat spacetime and the
black hole scenario, it follows that |0⟩M ↔ |0⟩H. Utilizing this
correspondence, the maximally entangled state for observers,
as they approach the event horizon of a black hole, is repre-
sented by

|ψ⟩AR =
1
√

2
(|0⟩AH |0⟩RH + |1⟩AH |1⟩RH). (32)

Here, ”A” represents Alice, who is in free fall towards the
event horizon, while ”R” represents Rob, who remains sta-
tionary at a distance r = r0 from the black hole. Both |n⟩AH
and |n⟩RH states correspond to number states within the Hartle-
Hawking basis.

Following the notation in Eq. (25), to analyze the corre-
lations among the bipartite subsystems, we analogously trace
out the third subsystem,

ρAR = TrR̄ρARR̄, ρAR̄ = TrRρARR̄, ρRR̄ = TrAρARR̄. (33)

Here, ρARR̄ is a density operator characterizing a tripartite sys-
tem, and its representations for the scalar case and the Dirac
case are,

ρScalar
ARR̄ =

∞∑
m=0

⟨m |ψs⟩ ⟨ψs |m⟩

=
1

2 cosh2 σs,i

∞∑
n=0

tanh2n σs,i

[
|0 n n⟩ ⟨0 n n|

+

√
n + 1

coshσs,i
(|0 n n⟩ ⟨1 n + 1 n| + |1 n + 1 n⟩ ⟨0 n n|)

+
(n + 1)

cosh2 σs,i
|1 n + 1 n⟩ ⟨1 n + 1 n|

]
, (34)

and

ρDirac
ARR̄ = |ψd⟩ ⟨ψd|

=
1
2

[
sinσd,i cosσd,i (|0 0 0⟩ ⟨0 1 1| + |0 1 1⟩ ⟨0 0 0|)

+ cosσd,i (|0 0 0⟩ ⟨1 1 0| + |1 1 0⟩ ⟨0 0 0|)
+ sinσd,i (|0 1 1⟩ ⟨1 1 0| + |1 1 0⟩ ⟨0 1 1|)

+ cos2 σd,i |0 0 0⟩ ⟨0 0 0| + sin2 σd,i |0 1 1⟩ ⟨0 1 1|

+ |1 1 0⟩ ⟨1 1 0|
]
, (35)

respectively. In the AR bipartition, an inertial observer is
paired with the field modes available to an accelerated ob-
server. The second bipartition, AR̄, involves Alice and the
field modes that Rob is unable to access due to the horizon
caused by the gravitational pull of the black hole. Classical
communication is feasible only within the AR and AR̄ bipar-
titions; these are the only bipartitions where quantum infor-
mation tasks are feasible [8].

A. Logarithmic negativity

In this subsection, we will calculate the logarithmic nega-
tivity N(ρ) ≡ log2 ||ρ

T||1 for the maximally entangled bipar-
tite state [55–57], for both scalar and Dirac fields. It is an
entanglement monotone sensitive to distillable entanglement,
which is defined as the sum of the negative eigenvalues of
the partial transpose of the bipartite density matrix, where the
partial transpose is taken over only one of the subsystem. Our
primary goal is to compare, side by side, Schwarzschild black
holes with those corrected for Lorentz violation, to explore the
quantum properties of black holes.

For scalar fields, our focus is on ρAR, the density operator
characterizing the bipartite system of Alice and Rob. Alice is
located in the asymptotically flat region at infinity, while Rob
hovers near the Einstein-Bumblebee black hole. They share a
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physically accessible entanglement, which degrades as Rob’s
position gets closer to the black hole’s event horizon. We will
analyze the entanglement degradation as a function of Rob’s
position, as described by

N
(
ρScalar

AR

)
= log2 ||ρ

Scalar,T
AR ||1

= log2

 1
2 cosh2 σs,i

+

∞∑
n=0

tanh2n σs,i
√
Cn

2 cosh2 σs,i

 , (36)

with

Cn =

(
tanh2 σs,i +

n

sinh2 σs,i

)2

+
4

cosh2 σs,i
.

If an observer (Rob) is at an infinite distance, a(r0 → ∞) = 0,
which leads to N(ρAR) = 1. When the observer is on the
event horizon of the black hole, a(rh) → ∞, and this is iden-
tical to the condition σs,i → ∞. Before presenting the re-
sults, it is necessary to clearly define the physical quantities
under numerical evaluation, which should all be dimension-
less. Considering the mode frequency measured by Rob and
his position measured in black hole radii Rs, we define the
dimensionless quantities as

ω̃ = ωiM, R0 = r0/Rs. (37)

Eqs. (27) and (30) can be written as

tanhσs,i = exp
−4πω̃

√
1 + ℓ −

1 + ℓ
R0

, (38)

tanσd,i = exp
−4πω̃

√
1 + ℓ −

1 + ℓ
R0

. (39)

Here, to visualize the deviations introduced by the correc-
tions, we selected relatively extreme values for the Lorentz vi-
olation parameters. Figs. 1 show that the phenomenon of en-
tanglement degradation is universal across different mode fre-
quencies, but it is also influenced by Lorentz violation, caus-
ing deviations from the behavior observed in Schwarzschild
black holes. In other words, the coupling between spacetime
and the Lorentz-violating vector field leads to a weakening
of gravity-induced entanglement degradation. At sufficiently
high mode frequencies, this weakening becomes negligible
(unless very close to the event horizon). However, at suffi-
ciently low mode frequencies, the effects of Lorentz violation
become highly pronounced. This suggests that investigating
Lorentz violation at astrophysical scales relies heavily on low-
frequency detectors. Since the energy of low-frequency fields
is relatively low, the non-zero VEV of the bumblebee field will
contribute more significantly. As Rob approaches the event
horizon, the entanglement between Alice and Rob diminishes,
eventually vanishing entirely when Rob gets extremely close
to the horizon. The entanglement degradation takes place in
a narrow region near the event horizon, and the presence of a
Lorentz-violating parameter further constricts this region.

For Dirac fields, due to the physical characteristics of en-
tanglement redistribution [58], we focus on both ρAR and ρAR̄,
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(a). M=1, ω=0.2.
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(b). M=1, ω=0.4.
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(c). M=1, ω=0.6.
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(d). M=1, ω=0.8.
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FIG. 1. Scalar field: The entanglement of the Alice-Rob system
is considered as a function of Rob’s position for different values of
ℓ. The entanglement vanishes as Rob approaches the black hole ra-
dius, and no entanglement is created between Alice and antiRob. The
smaller the value of ℓ or ω̃, the more degradation is caused by the
black hole.

the density operators characterizing the bipartite systems of
Alice-Rob and Alice-antiRob, respectively. The logarithmic
negativity in this case are give by:

N
(
ρDirac

AR

)
= log2 ||ρ

Dirac,T
AR ||1 = log2

(
1 + cos2 σd,i

)
, (40)

N
(
ρDirac

AR̄

)
= log2 ||ρ

Dirac,T
AR̄

||1 = log2

(
1 + sin2 σd,i

)
. (41)

Figs. 2 show the Dirac fields, something very different hap-
pens. We observe that, in the bipartition AR, the correlations
decrease to a specific finite limit N ≃ 0.58 for any given
Lorentz violation parameter ℓ and mode frequencies ω̃. This
indicates that entanglement persists even as Rob approaches
the event horizon asymptotically, a well-known phenomenon
in both Rindler and Schwarzschild scenarios [5, 59]. At the
same time that entanglement is destroyed in the AR biparti-
tion, it is created in the complementary AR̄ bipartition. When
Rob crosses the event horizon, Rob and antiRob coincide,
and the bipartition AR̄ exhibits maximum entanglement with
N(ρAR̄) ≃ 0.58. This means that the logarithmic negativity
measure of entanglement does not follow a conservation law
at certain positions outside the horizon, when r0/Rs → 1 lead
N(ρAR) +N(ρAR̄) > 1, as shown in Fig. 3.

Based on Figs.1 and 2, we can also conclude that all rel-
evant entanglement degradation phenomena occur near the
event horizon of the bumblebee black hole, even under more
extreme conditions where we apply Lorentz-violating modifi-
cations to the spacetime. Therefore, the Rindler approxima-
tion we consider is valid, and the event horizon is not expected
to affect the entangled system at distances far from it.
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FIG. 2. Dirac field: The entanglement of the Alice-Rob system (solid
line) and the Alice-antiRob system (dashed line) as a function of
Rob’s position for different values of ℓ. When ℓ is large, the degra-
dation of entanglement in AR slows down. The degradation does not
reach its maximum, and its value remains independent of ℓ and ω̃.

ℓ=0 ℓ=0.2

ℓ=0.4 ℓ=0.6

1.00 1.05 1.10 1.15 1.20

1.00

1.05

1.10

1.15

1.20

Position of Rob (r0/Rs)


(ρ
A
R
D
ir
ac
)
+

(ρ
A
R-

D
ir
ac
)

M=1, ω=1.

1 1.01 1.02
1.00

1.05

1.10

1.15

1.20

FIG. 3. Driac field: The entanglement sum of the Alice-Rob system
and the Alice-antiRob system,N(ρAR)+N(ρAR̄), is shown as a func-
tion of Rob’s position for different values of ℓ.

B. Mutual information

In order to discuss this further, we will calculate the mutual
information for the maximally entangled bipartite state, for
both scalar and Dirac fields. The mutual information, which
gives an idea of the total amount of correlation, is defined for
a bipartite system AR as [4]

I(ρAR) = S (ρA) + S (ρR) − S (ρAR), (42)

where S (ρ) = −Tr(ρ log2 ρ) = −
∑

i λi log2 λi is the entropy of
the density matrix ρ, with λi being its eigenvalue.

For scalar fields, the entropy of the joint state is

S (ρScalar
AR ) = −

∞∑
n=0

tanh2n σs,i

2 cosh2 σs,i

(
1 +

n + 1
cosh2 σs,i

)

× log2

[
tanh2n σs,i

2 cosh2 σs,i

(
1 +

n + 1
cosh2 σs,i

)]
.

(43)

The density matrix for Rob is obtained by tracing out Alice’s
states, and its entropy is

S (ρScalar
R ) = −

∞∑
n=0

tanh2n σs,i

2 cosh2 σs,i

(
1 +

n

sinh2 σs,i

)

× log2

[
tanh2n σs,i

2 cosh2 σs,i

(
1 +

n

sinh2 σs,i

)]
.

(44)

Given that S (ρScalar
A ) = 1, the mutual information is

I(ρScalar
AR ) =1 −

1
2

log2 tanh2 σs,i −

∞∑
n=0

tanh2n σs,i

2 cosh2 σs,i
C̄n (45)

with

C̄n =

(
1 +

n

sinh2 σs,i

)
log2

(
1 +

n

sinh2 σs,i

)
−

(
1 +

n + 1
cosh2 σs,i

)
log2

(
1 +

n + 1
cosh2 σs,i

)
,

which we plot in Figs. 4. When Rob’s position is far from the
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FIG. 4. Scalar field: The mutual information of the Alice-Rob
system is analyzed as a function of Rob’s position for different values
of ℓ.

event horizon of the bumblebee black hole, the mutual infor-
mation is 2. As Rob approaches the event horizon, it becomes
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smaller and converges to unity as Rob enters the event hori-
zon. It is important to notice that for the Lorentz-violating
corrections, the mutual information degrades at a slower rate,
which is consistent with the conclusion in the previous sec-
tion. When the mutual information becomes unity, there is no
distillable entanglement left between the two states.

For Dirac fields, the mutual information of the bipartite sys-
tems AR and AR̄ are given by

I(ρDirac
AR ) =1 −

1
2

cos2 σd,i log2

(
cos2 σd,i

2

)
−

(
1 −

1
2

cos2 σd,i

)
log2

(
1 −

1
2

cos2 σd,i

)
+

1
2

(
1 + cos2 σd,i

)
log2

(
1 + cos2 σd,i

2

)
+

1
2

(
1 − cos2 σd,i

)
log2

(
1 − cos2 σd,i

2

)
,

(46)

and

I(ρDirac
AR̄ ) =1 −

1
2

sin2 σd,i log2

(
sin2 σd,i

2

)
−

(
1 −

1
2

sin2 σd,i

)
log2

(
1 −

1
2

sin2 σd,i

)
+

1
2

(
1 + sin2 σd,i

)
log2

(
1 + sin2 σd,i

2

)
+

1
2

(
1 − sin2 σd,i

)
log2

(
1 − sin2 σd,i

2

)
,

(47)

respectively.
The results for the Dirac fields are shown in Figs. 5. We can

observe that the behavior of the mutual information is very
similar to the logarithmic negativity discussed in the previ-
ous section, and the effects of the Lorentz violation are also
consistent. However, unlike logarithmic negativity, the mu-
tual information conservation law generally holds, which was
first discovered in Rindler spacetime [60]. Specifically, in the
bumblebee black hole, this conservation law is maintained and
is not affected by Lorentz violation. Namely, for any distance
to the horizon or Lorenz violates the parameter it is fulfilled
that

IAR + IAR̄ = 2. (48)

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this manuscript, we investigate the phenomenon of en-
tanglement degradation for a black hole coupled to a Lorentz-
violating vector field, ie,eg., Einstein-Bumblebee black hole.
In the near-horizon approximation, the Einstein-Bumblebee
black hole metric can be expressed in the Rindler form. This
formulation not only facilitates the identification of three
timelike Killing vectors but also aids in recognizing the vac-
uum modes and their analogies to those in flat spacetime,
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FIG. 5. Dirac field: The mutual information of the Alice-Rob system
(solid line) and the Alice-antiRob system (dashed line) as a function
of Rob’s position for different values of ℓ. Mutual information AR
decreases as Rob is closer to the horizon and mutual information AR̄
grows. When ℓ is large, the degradation of mutual information in the
Alice-Rob (antiRob) system slows down (up).

a tool originally developed by E. Martin-Martinez and col-
leagues in their study of entanglement degradation for uni-
formly accelerated observers. The Rindler limit of infinite ac-
celeration can reproduces the scenario where the black hole is
coupled to a Lorentz-violating vector field, in which Rob is ar-
bitrarily close to the event horizon. By carefully analyzing the
fine structure of this limit, we can explicitly reveal how the en-
tanglement degradation phenomenon depends on the distance
to the horizon, the Einstein-Bumblebee black hole parameters,
and the mode frequency ω of the entangled mode under con-
sideration, while ensuring that the approximation remains ac-
curate enough for the toolbox developed for the Rindler case
to be rigorously applied here.

We considered both scalar and Dirac fields, using logarith-
mic negativity and mutual information as measures of entan-
glement, respectively. Unlike the Schwarzschild case, the
Lorentz violation parameter ℓ affects entanglement with the
black hole, leading to important results. We observed the fol-
lowing trends:
• Scalar field: As Rob approaches the black hole event hori-

zon, the entanglement of the AR bipartite system will de-
grade, and this degradation process will slow down due to
the non-minimally coupled Lorentz-violating vector field of
gravitational origin. The entanglement degradation occurs
in a narrow region near the event horizon, and a Lorentz-
violating parameter further constricts this region. More-
over, the logarithmic negativity and mutual information ex-
hibit the same behavior in relation to entanglement degra-
dation under different Lorentz-violating parameters.
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• Driac field: The Lorentz violation parameter exhibits an
effect on the bipartite system AR similar to that of a scalar
field. The difference is that the entanglement does not com-
pletely degrade until Rob falls into the black hole’s event
horizon. For this field, the mutual information satisfies the
conservation law, whether or not Lorentz violation exists in
spacetime, near the event horizon.
The analysis method in this paper is also applicable to mod-

els where a black hole is coupled to a Lorentz-violating tensor
field [61–65]. In such cases, the spacetime structure will differ
from the scenario described by equation (6), as Lorentz vio-
lation affects the location of the black hole’s event horizon,
causing it to deviate from the Schwarzschild radius. By com-
paring the phenomena of entanglement degradation in differ-
ent fields within Lorentz-violating spacetimes, induced by the
coupling of vectors and tensors, we can gain a deeper insight
into the quantum properties of spacetime. Moreover, Hawking
radiation not only leads to entanglement degradation but also
carries entangled states generated near the black hole horizon
during the evaporation process. The Unruh-DeWitt detector
model can simulate the interaction between quantum detec-
tors and quantum fields, showing that even detectors near the

black hole horizon can harvest entanglement from quantum
fields outside the black hole [22, 66–75], such as the quan-
tum field associated with Hawking radiation. Future research
on the impact of Lorentz violations on entanglement capture
could provide valuable perspectives on quantum information
in black hole spacetimes, revealing new aspects of how space-
time and quantum phenomena interact under these conditions.
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