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Abstract

We study the static entanglement structure in (1+1)-dimensional free Dirac-fermion theory with
Lifshitz symmetry and arbitrary integer dynamical critical exponent. This model is different from the
one introduced in [Hartmann et al., SciPost Phys. 11, no.2, 031 (2021)] due to a proper treatment of the
square Laplace operator. Dirac fermion Lifshitz theory is local as opposed to its scalar counterpart which
strongly affects its entanglement structure. We show that there is quantum entanglement across arbitrary
subregions in various pure (including the vacuum) and mixed states of this theory for arbitrary integer
values of the dynamical critical exponent. Our numerical investigations show that quantum entanglement
in this theory is tightly bounded from above. Such a bound and other physical properties of quantum
entanglement are carefully explained from the correlation structure in these theories. A generalization to
(2+1)-dimensions where the entanglement structure is seriously different is addressed.
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1 Introduction

With regard to the question about bipartite entanglement structure in quantum field theories and many-body
systems, we study unknown features of bipartite entanglement in free fermionic Lifshitz theories. Lifshitz
theories are non-relativistic theories that are invariant under

t→ λzt , x⃗→ λx⃗ , (1)

where λ > 0 and z ̸= 1 (z = 1 corresponds to relativistic theories).
Lifshitz symmetry algebra encompasses generators for the aforementioned scaling symmetry together with

rotations and translations (see e.g. [1]). Compared to relativistic scale invariance, there is no counterpart for
the boost generator in Lifshitz algebra. Hence, in contrast with the relativistic case in (1+1)-dimensions (2d)
(see e.g. [2]), the symmetry is not generally powerful enough to lead to universal entanglement structures.
However people have utilized various methods to study the bipartite entanglement structure in such theories
in (2+1)-dimensions (3d) [3–14], in 2d [11, 12,14–19], as well as generalizations to higher dimensions [20].1

Specifically, entanglement entropy of the ground state of a proposed free Dirac-Lifshitz fermion theory
has been partially studied in [18]. The proposed theory in [18] leads to a product state as the vacuum state
of Lifshitz fermions for even values of the dynamical critical exponent2, while for odd values of z they find
z-independent entanglement entropy inherited from the z-independence of the two-point correlation functions.

In this paper, we carefully consider a revisited version for free Dirac-Lifshitz fermion theory (see Eq.
(10))3 which includes a negative momentum mode corresponding to all positive momentum modes for any
integer value of the dynamical critical exponent. Indeed, for odd values of z, this revisited theory coincides
with that in [18]. On the other hand, for even values of z, these theories are drastically different in the sense
that the Fermi surface is empty in the one introduced in [18] but is populated in the revisited version. As a
result, we find non-trivial two-point functions and hence quantum and classical correlations in the vacuum
state. We study the entanglement structure in certain pure state (basically the vacuum state) and mixed
states in this family of theories.

1See also [21–25] for related works.
2For a similar symmetry-based argument in Galilean field theories see [26].
3This theory has been previously introduced in [19], though the lattice regularization in this paper is different.
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The rest of the paper is organized as follows: In the next subsection we review our calculation method
for entanglement measures stressing on the less well-known part of the numerical method corresponding to
logarithmic negativity for fermionic Gaussian states. In section 2 we introduce the revisited free Dirac-Lifshitz
fermion theory in 2d and discuss the structure of equal-time two-point functions. In section 3 we present
our numerical results for entanglement entropy, logarithmic negativity, and address generalizations to higher
dimensions which seriously changes the entanglement structure. We also discuss about entropic c-theorem
counterparts for these non-relativistic theories. The last section is devoted to concluding remarks.

Technical Preliminaries

Through this paper we will compute different entanglement and correlation measures employing the correlator
method, sometimes referred to as the fermionic covariance matrix formalism [27–31]. The first measure is
entanglement entropy associated to a subregion A which is defined as the von Neumann entropy SA =
−Tr (ρA log ρA) where ρA is the reduced density matrix of subregion A obtained by tracing out the degrees
of freedom of the complement of this region. Within the correlator method formalism this quantity can be
computed as

SA = −
nA∑
n=0

(1− νn) log(1− νn) + νn log νn, (2)

where nA is the number of lattice sites included in region A and νn’s are eigenvalues of the fermionic two
point function

Crs = ⟨ΨrΨ
†
s⟩, (3)

and Ψr denotes the fermionic field at site r. Moreover, all quantities which are defined as combinations of
von Neumann entropies such as mutual information between two subregions A and B defined as

I(A : B) = SA + SB − SA∪B , (4)

can be computed using Eq. (2).
Although the von Neumann entropy is a unique measure for quantum correlations in pure states, the

story is complicated for mixed states. It has been shown by [32, 33] that the negative eigenvalues of the
partial transposed density matrix measure quantum correlations for mixed states. Following this observation
negativities were introduced as computable measures for quantum correlations for mixed states [34]. Later
it has been shown that this measure is not ideal but a good measure [35, 36] though widely studied in the
literature.

We are interested in logarithmic negativity that is defined as E(A : B) = log||ρTA

AB || where ρ
TA

AB is the
partial transposed density matrix with respect to A and ||•|| denotes the trace norm. In conformal field
theories that the case of z = 1 would be an example of, the replica trick and conformal symmetry has been
used to compute this quantity for certain configurations, namely a single interval and two adjacent intervals in
the vacuum state in [37,39] (for extension to massive case see [38]) and a single interval in finite temperature
state in [40].

In the following, our focus is on Gaussian states in free fermion theories. Let us mention that for bosonic
Gaussian states the partial transposition has a simple realization in terms of the covariance matrix [41] which
leads to straightforward calculation of logarithmic negativity in lattice bosonic models (see e.g. [12, 39, 42]).
In contrast, for fermionic Gaussian states a similar calculation has been a long standing challenge since the
partial transposition of a Gaussian density matrix does not preserve the Gaussianity of the state [43]. There
has been several attempts to get around this problem [43–47]4.

The authors of [47] suggested a path integral estimation to calculate negativities for free fermions. Later
on the authors of [51, 53] introduced a method which can be thought of as a sharp justification for the
estimation of [47], based on concerns about the separability criteria for fermionic states. It has been shown
in [51] that taking the fermion number conservation into account leads to a slightly different separability

4Prior to these developments, Monte-Carlo and tensor network methods have been utilized to calculate (logarithmic) nega-
tivity in one dimensional Ising model [48–50].

3



criteria for fermionic states.5 From the separability criteria point of view, this leads to a different partial
transposition operation which is denoted by partial time-reversal transpose or fermionic partial transpose
(for details see [51,52]). Here we use this definition to calculate logarithmic negativity for fermionic Gaussian
states in our quadratic fermionic theories.

Suppose A = A1 ∪ A2 and we are considering the fermion partial transpose over A1(A2). The recipe for
this calculation is formulated in terms of the covariance matrix given by

Γ = 1− 2C = Γ =

(
Γ11 Γ12

Γ21 Γ22

)
. (5)

The fermionic partial transposed correlation matrix CΞ can be evaluated as

CΞ =
1

2
(1− (1+ Γ+Γ−)

−1(Γ+ + Γ−)), (6)

where Γ+ and Γ− are defined by

Γ± =

(
−Γ11 ±iΓ12

±iΓ21 Γ22

)
. (7)

Finally, the logarithmic negativity can be computed as

E(A1 : A2) =
∑
n

ln
(
ξ

1
2
j + (1− ξj)

1
2

)
+

1

2

∑
j

ln
(
ζ2j + (1− ζj)

2
)
, (8)

where ζj and ξj are eigenvalues of C and CΞ respectively.

2 Fermionic Lifshitz Theory

In this section we will introduce a revisited free Dirac-Lifshitz fermion theory in 2d and investigate its discrete
version using a lattice regularization. We also compare our model with the previous fermionic theories and
study the structure of equal-time two-point functions in this setup.

2.1 LI and LII Theories

A 2d free fermionic version of Lifshitz theory for generic integer values of z has been introduced in [18] and
later on a similar family of theories for generic d was introduced in [19]. Hereafter we will denote these two
family of theories with index I and II respectively. Theory II is well-defined for odd values of z while for
even z careful consideration is needed. Our focus in this section and in most of this paper is on 2d where the
extension of theory II to even values of z is straightforward. The Lagransian density for these theories are
given by

LI = Ψ̄(iγ0∂0 + γ1(i∂1)
z −mz)Ψ, (9)

LII = Ψ̄(iγ0∂0 + iγ1T z−1∂1 −mz)Ψ, (10)

where T =
√
−∂1∂1.

Both LI and LII lead to the desired dispersion relation for Lifshitz theories ω(k) =
√
k2z +m2z. Fur-

thermore, as it has been addressed in [18], LI leads to a strange property for the vacuum state of theories
corresponding to even values of z, namely the vacuum state in this case turns out to be a product state in
the position basis. This leads for instance to vanishing entanglement between spatial subregions in these
theories. To the best of our knowledge there is no physical justification for such a feature and we believe that
this odd behavior arises from the asymmetry between odd and even values of z in (9), namely for even values
of z the imaginary unit in the spatial derivative vanishes. One important massage of this paper is a solution
to this problem via a careful treatment of the square root of the square Laplace operator, as is introduced in
(10).

5We thank Ken Shiozaki and Hassan Shapourian for fruitful discussions on this point.
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The T operator introduced in [54] has the following properties

T∂i = ∂iT, (11)

T 2n =

(√
−∂21

)2n

=
(
−∂21

)n
, (12)

T 2n+1 =

(√
−∂21

)2n+1

=

(√
−∂21

)2n (√
−∂21

)
=

(
−∂21

)n
T. (13)

Moreover, this operator acts in momentum space as

T 2n exp(ikx) = k2n exp(ikx), (14)

Tn exp(ikx) = |k|nexp(ikx). (15)

In what follows, for our 2d theory we will use the following choice for the gamma matrices

γ0 =

(
0 1
1 0

)
, γ1 =

(
0 −1
1 0

)
, γ2 ≡ γ0γ1 =

(
1 0
0 −1

)
. (16)

For future convenience, the Hamiltonian density corresponding to LII is found to be

HII = πΨΨ̇− L = −Ψ̄(iγ1T z−1∂1 −mz)Ψ. (17)

Note that we will suppress the index II in the following.

2.2 Lattice Regularization

In order to find the discretized version of (10) we need to express higher derivative terms on a lattice. To
do so, we choose the following definition for the first derivative, which preserves the hermiticity of the lattice
Hamiltonian

∂1Ψn =
Ψn+1 −Ψn−1

2
. (18)

Due to the presence of the T operator for even values of z, the definition of this operator on the lattice is
challenging. To overcome this challenge, we use momentum space representation which can be obtained by
using the Fourier transform as Ψn = 1

L

∑L
p=0 cke

−ikn with k = 2π
L p and p ∈ {0, · · · , L − 1}. Hence, we can

rewrite the corresponding expression for the first derivative on the lattice as

∂1Ψn =
Ψn+1 −Ψn−1

2
=

1

2

(
ck(ω)e

i((n+1)k+ωk) − ck(ω)e
i((n−1)k+ωk)

)
=

1

2

(
eik − e−ik

)
Ψn = i sin(k)Ψn .

(19)

Similarly for the second derivative we have

∂1(∂1Ψn) =
∂1Ψn+1

2
− ∂Ψn−1

2
=

Ψn+2 −Ψn

4
− Ψn −Ψn−2

4

=

(
1

4

(
e2ik + e−2ik

)
− 1

2

)
Ψn = − sin2(k)Ψn.

(20)

In general, the z-th derivative yields

(∂1)
zΨn = i−z(− sin(k))zΨn. (21)

Using the above relations, we can simply find the action of T operator in momentum space as follows

T 2Ψn = −∂21Ψn = sin2(k)Ψn,

TΨn = |sin(k)|Ψn.
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Now it is straightforward to find the corresponding expression for the Hamiltonian on the lattice

HII =
∑
n

Ψ†
n

(
−γ2fII(k) +mzγ0

)
Ψn, (22)

where

fII,odd(k) = −(sin(k))z, fII,even(k) = −|sin(k)|(− sin(k))z−1. (23)

The hermiticity of the Hamiltonian is guaranteed by γ0
†
= γ0, γ2

†
= γ2, and fII(k) being a real function.

Next, we diagonalize this model by treating the two components of the fermionic field separately as ψk =
(uk, dk)

T
. In this representation, the Hamiltonian takes the following form

HII =

∫
dk

(
(d†kdk − u†kuk)fII(k) +mz(u†kdk + d†kuk)

)
. (24)

We consider the following Bogoliubov transformations

uk = cos
θk
2
bk + i sin

θk
2
b†−k, dk = sin

θk
2
bk − i cos

θk
2
b†−k, (25)

with

tan θk =
mz

−fII(k)
, cos θk = − fII(k)√

m2z + fII(k)2
, (26)

where {b†k, bk′} = δkk′ . Finally, the diagonal Hamiltonian can find as below

HII =

∫
dk

√
m2z + fII(k)2

(
b†kbk + b†−kb−k

)
. (27)

It is worth to note that this discretization introduced in Eq. (18) is different from what has been introduced
in reference [19]. In that reference forward difference operator has been used for all derivative orders together
with the standard procedure to end up with a Hermitian Hamiltonian. The diagonalization follows from the
same aforementioned steps by replacing fII by f

∗
II where

f∗II(k) =

(
2 sin

k

2

)z

cos
zk

2
. (28)

Let us also mention that for the case of (9), the authors of [18] have used the discretization Eq. (18). The
Hamiltonian has the same form as (27) with fII(k) replaced by

fI(k) = (− sin(k))z . (29)

Note that fI, fII, and f∗II all lead to the desired Lifshitz dispersion relation, ω(k) =
√
k2z +m2z, in the

continuum limit.
Since we are interested in the two point correlators to compute entanglement measures, hereafter the

expressions with f(k) are valid for all three fI(k) corresponding to LI, and fII(k), f
∗
II(k) corresponding to

different discretizations of LII.

Two-point Function

It is relatively straightforward to find the fermionic field’s two-point function as follows

Crs = ⟨ΨsΨ
†
r⟩ =

δrs
2

1 +
1

4π

∫ π

−π

dk

ωk
eik(r−s)

(
−f(k) mz

mz f(k)

)
. (30)

In the following we will mainly investigate the behavior of entanglement measures for fII(k), while we present
and compare the results with fI(k) and f

∗
II(k) to highlight the corresponding physical features.
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Moreover, we also examine the behavior of logarithmic negativity for finite temperature state where the
corresponding two-point function is given as follows

Crs =
δrs
2

1 +
1

4π

∫ π

−π

dk

ωk
eik(r−s)

(
−f(k) mz

mz f(k)

)
tanh

βωk

2
. (31)

As we will see studying the above expression in the low and high temperature limits will be illuminating.
Indeed, a simple calculation gives the two-point function in the high temperature limit for odd values of z as
follows

Codd
rs =

δrs
2

1 +
β

2

1

4π

2izz! sin(π(r − s))

2z(r − s− z)
(
1
2 (r − s− z + 2)

)
z

(
−1 0
0 1

)
+ · · · (32)

and for the even values of z

Ceven
rs =

δrs
2

1 +
β

2

1

4π

2iz+1z! (cos(π(r − s))− 1)

2z(r − s− z)
(
1
2 (r − s− z + 2)

)
z

(
−1 0
0 1

)
+ · · · (33)

where (•)x stands for the Pochhammer symbol.
We are now basically equipped with what we need to study the entanglement measures which will come

in section 3. Before getting into our numerical results in the next subsections we first further analyse the
difference between LI and LII and proceed by presenting a symmetry based argument which will be used to
justify some of our results for Lifshitz fermions.

2.3 LI versus LII at the Fixed Point

Before examining the full z dependence of entanglement measures, we would like to study their specific
behaviors in the massless regime where the theory respects scaling symmetry. As we will see this study plays
an important role in our analysis in what follows. Indeed fI(k), fII(k), and f

∗
II(k) have distinct behaviors in

the massless regime which reflect the main features of each theory and the corresponding regularization.
Eq. (30) for m = 0 simplifies to

Crs =
δrs
2

1 +
1

4π

∫ π

−π

dk eik(r−s)

(
−1 0
0 1

)
f(k)

|f(k)|
. (34)

We can see that, not the exact value of f(k), but its sign between the zeros of it matters for this correlation
function. The authors of [18] have shown that for the case of fI(k), for odd values of z this sign changes at
k = nπ, thus in this case a straightforward calculation gives

Crs =
1

2

δrs − i(eiπ(r−s)−1)
2π(r−s) 0

0 δrs +
i(eiπ(r−s)−1)

2π(r−s)

 . (35)

On the other hand, for even values of z the corresponding two-point function simplifies as follows

Crs =

(
0 0
0 1

)
δrs . (36)

Interestingly, the eigenvalues of the above matrix are either 0 or 1 and hence using Eq. (2), the entanglement
entropy literally vanishes for even values of the dynamical exponent. Moreover, for fII(k), using Eq. (30)
we see that the result for the odd and even values of z are the same as Eq. (35). In figure 1, we compare
the behavior of f(k) for LI and LII where it manifestly shows that the Fermi surface (f(k) = 0) is empty
for even values of z for LI but quite non-trivial for LII.

6 This structure manifestly shows why LI leads to
a product state for the vacuum state of even values of z, while there is no counterpart for +k modes inside
the Fermi surface to be entangled with. It is worth noting that although this result correspond to the lattice
regularized theories, exactly the same structure holds in the continuum limit of LI and LII.

6We thank Masaki Oshikawa for bringing this point to our attention.
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Figure 1: The behavior of fI(k) (left) and fII(k) (right) for several values of the dynamical exponent. For
odd z both models have the same behavior and so is the two-point functions. fI(k) is always positive for
even values of z leading to an empty Fermi surface. Moreover the zeros of fII(k) are the same for all values
of z, and hence the two-point function in the massless case is z-independent.

An important comment is about the complicated structure of f∗II(k). Unlike fI(k) and fII(k) which have
a single zero at k = 0, f∗II(k) accommodates 2(z−1) extra zeros. As a result the this regularization is distinct
from fI(k) and fII by being explicitly z-dependent and not being bounded by the z = 1 result. In this case the
Fermi surface is also non-trivial and the vacuum state is an entangled state. We will address the implications
of this point in section 3.

Our results show that for integer values of z the two-point functions are all the same as the relativistic
case. This structure is very different from the similar structure for Lifshitz invariant scalar theories [11].
As we show in the next section, this structure also interestingly affects the entanglement structure. In the
next section we try to further investigate the physics behind this specific behavior of the fermionic two-point
function from a symmetry viewpoint.

2.4 Two-point Function: Symmetry Argument

It is a well-known fact that at a field theory fixed-point the typical scaling is given by Lifshitz scaling, i.e., Eq.
(1). The goal of this subsection is to show that using this scaling symmetry with a reasonable assumption
fixes the form of the two-point function of a fermionic field in Lifshitz theory.

Various features of nonrelativistic symmetries have been studied in the literature, e.g., see [1, 57–60]. At
a Lifshitz fixed point the symmetry algebra of the field theory will contain the generators of rotations Mij ,
spatial translations Pi, time translation H and dilatation D. In particular in 2d we have

H = ∂t, P = ∂x, D = −zt∂t − x∂x . (37)

The corresponding nontrivial commutation relations are

[D,P ] = P, [D,H] = zH. (38)

Moreover, under infinitesimal coordinate transformations, the fields transform as follows

[H,ϕ(x, t)] = ∂tϕ(x, t),

[P, ϕ(x, t)] = ∂xϕ(x, t),

[D,ϕ(x, t)] = zt
∂ϕ(x, t)

∂t
+∆ϕ(x, t) + x

∂ϕ(x, t)

∂x
,

(39)

where we have used ϕ′(x′, t′) = λ−∆ϕ(x, t). Our goal is to apply these transformations to the (massless)
fermionic fields. Indeed in this case the corresponding two-point function splits for the independent compo-
nents of the fermionic field that each can be treated as a scalar field. Now we define

F = F (xa, xb; ta, tb) = ⟨ϕa(xa, ta)ϕ∗b(xb, tb)⟩, (40)

8



where ϕa(xa, ta) denotes a chiral component of the fermion field. Translation invariance implies that F =
F (x, τ) where x = xa − xb and τ = ta − tb. Further, scale invariance which is generated by D requires that

(zta∂a + xaDa +∆a + ztb∂b + xbDb +∆b)F (x; τ) = 0. (41)

We would like to recast the above equation in a more simplified form. We do so by defining ∂a = −∂b = ∂t
and Da = −Db = Dx which yields

(zτ∂τ + xDx +∆a +∆b)F (x; τ) = 0. (42)

The general form of the two-point function can be found by solving the above equation. Of course, from
dimensional analysis we can deduce

F (x, τ) = x−(∆a+∆b)G

(
xz

τ

)
, (43)

where G(u) is an arbitrary function. In what follows for simplicity we consider the equal time two-point
function and thus tb = ta. We also assume ∆b = ∆a ≡ ∆.7 Under these assumptions, eq. (42) yields

(xDx + 2∆)F (x) = 0, (44)

and the corresponding solution becomes

F (x) =
C

x2∆
, (45)

where C is a constant which can be set to unity after a proper normalization. Hence, the equal time two-point
function depends on the dynamical exponent through the scaling dimension. Indeed, for the bosonic field,
where ∆ = 1−z

2 , the two-point function becomes

F (x) = C xz−1, (46)

with a nontrivial dependence on the dynamical exponent. On the other hand, for the fermionic field, where
∆ = 1

2 , the two-point function becomes

F (x) =
C

x
, (47)

which is independent of the dynamical exponent. This behavior corresponds to both theories defined in Eq.
(9) and (10). It is also possible to write the above two-point function as the form reported in the previous
section. Although, this expression is not well defined for xb = xa, we can find a more general expression
which holds even in this specific case. To do so, we note that the delta function is a solution to eq. (42).
Indeed, a straightforward calculation gives8

(xDx + 2∆) δ(x) = xDxδ(x) + 2∆δ(x) = −δ(x) + 2∆δ(x) = 0 (48)

where in the last equality we used ∆a = ∆b = 1
2 . Now the general solution of Eq. (42) up to a coefficient

would be a linear combination of the solution given in Eq. (47) and the delta function as

F (xa − xb) = c δ(xa − xb) +
d

xa − xb
, (49)

where c and d are constants. The above expression shares the same form with the two-point function we
found in Eq. (30).

7Indeed, this choice is consistent with our expectations from the general results for the two-point functions in the relativistic
limit corresponds to z = 1.

8Here we use the properties of delta function to show that

xδ(x) = 0 −→ ∂x(xδ(x)) = 0 = δ(x) + x∂xδ(x) −→ δ(x) = −x∂xδ(x).
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3 Numerical Results

In this section, we numerically investigate the entanglement measures mainly in 2d for the aforementioned
models. We provide a detailed numerical analysis and examine how entanglement measures depend on
the dynamical exponent for different states and subregion configurations. We compare these measures across
various aspects which enables us to gain insight into distinct features of our models. We address the possibility
of introducing a c-function defined in terms of entanglement entropy.

Through this section we always consider translational invariance in our lattice models by either considering
an infinite lattice or applying periodic boundary conditions on a finite lattice. We would like to note that an
appropriate factor to avoid fermion doubling problem is considered all over this section.

3.1 Entanglement Entropy

Plugging the eigenvalues of the corresponding covariance matrix into Eq. (2) we numerically evaluate the
entanglement entropy.

Vacuum State of LII

Figure 2 shows the entanglement entropy as a function of the length of the entangling region for model fII(k)
in L → ∞ limit. The left panel shows that the entanglement entropy does not depend on the dynamical
exponent in the vanishingly small mass limit. As a result there is no difference between relativistic and
nonrelativistic fermions in the massless (scale-invariant) regime.

In contrast, in Lifshitz scalar theories entanglement entropy monotonically increases with z [11,12]. The
dynamical exponent can be interpreted as a measure for the correlation length, inspired from the interaction
terms in the lattice model. This picture explains the observed behavior in the scalar theories. On the lattice
this effect may lead to the emergence of volume law behavior for entanglement entropy when z ≫ nA.

With regard to figure 2:

• The behavior of massless fII(k) fermions in the left panel is consistent with what we expect in the
continuum limit from the structure of the two-point function (see section 2.3). Specifically, the z-
independence of the entanglement entropy is inherited from the two-point function.

• Massless fII(k) fermions do not follow the bosonic picture, that monotonically increases by z, but rather
experience a strong upper bound preventing the amount of quantum correlations to exceed that of the
z = 1 case, namely 1

3 log nA. This upper bound is much smaller than the intrinsic upper bound for
fermions, namely nA log 2 for nA ≫ 1.

• The inset of the left panel shows that the massless f∗II(k) fermions do follow the bosonic picture and
there is no upper bound for the entanglement entropy. To get more insight about the difference between
f∗II(k) and fII(k) one should note that in the latter |fII(k)|≤ 1 but it is easy to check that such a bound
does not exist for f∗II(k). The larger the value of the dynamical exponent, the larger |f∗II(k)|. Based on
this key difference, regularization f∗II(k) does not reproduce the z-independent structure in the massless
continuum limit.

• The right panel shows the well-understood fact that the mass parameter decreases the entanglement
entropy. Further, for the massive case increasing the dynamical exponent results in increase of this
measure. This behavior is consistent with the massive scalar fields.

• The inset of right panel shows a trade off between the mass parameter and the dynamical exponent for
fII(k) fermions. The mass term decreases the entanglement entropy due to the decrease of the corre-
lation length, while z increases the entanglement entropy through increasing the correlation strength.
The z-independent scale invariance result plays the role of an upper bound for this quantity in massive
theories.
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Figure 2: Left: Entanglement entropy for a single interval in the massless regime as a function of the interval
length ℓ for fII(k). The inset shows the same plot corresponding to f∗II(k) where there is no upper bound for
EE. Right: Entanglement entropy in the massless regime as a function of ℓ for fII(k). The inset shows how
the massless result plays the role of an upper bound in massive theories for larger values of the dynamical
exponent. All results correspond to infinite spatial direction.

Vacuum State of LI versus LII

Let us now turn to compare the entanglement entropy from fII(k) with the previously known results from
fI(k). The left panel of figure 3 corresponds to m → 0 limit. For odd values of the dynamical exponent,
there is no surprise that entanglement entropy for fI(k) coincides with that for fII(k) illustrated in figure 2.
However, for even values of z, there is a peculiar property. As mentioned in [18], the entanglement entropy in
the massless limit becomes zero due to the structure of the vacuum state which is a product state for spatial
degrees of freedom (see Eq. (36)). The right panel corresponds to the massive case where entanglement
entropy is non trivial for both even and odd values of the dynamical exponent. Moreover, for odd z we show
that the effect of the mass parameter is qualitatively similar to what we find in figure 2, but for even values
of z the entanglement entropy counterintuitively increases with the mass parameter.
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Figure 3: Entanglement entropy for fI(k) in the massless (left) and massive (right) regimes for several values
of the dynamical exponent.

Thermal State

Let us now examine the behavior of von Neumann entropy for a single interval in thermal state of LII.
Clearly this is not expected to be a quantum correlation measure. As we have already noted in this case we
employ Eq. (31) to find the corresponding two-point function for thermal states. The numerical results in
the massless limit are summarized in figure 4. Let us make a number of observations regarding to these plots.
First, we note that in both plots, at finite temperature, entanglement entropy increases with the dynamical
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exponent. Next, at low temperature the dependence on z becomes less pronounced such that in β → ∞
limit, the entanglement entropy is independent of z as expected. Moreover, the right panel is showing that
the entropy of the subregion is saturating at some value ∼ nA log 2, the natural upper bound on entropy.
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Figure 4: Left : S(ℓ) for several values of the dynamical exponent at finite temperature. Right : Entanglement
entropy as a function of z for different values of β. In both panels we consider a finite lattice with L sites
and the massless regime.

3d versus 2d: z-dependence of the Entanglement Entropy

In this part we digress our main focus to look at the behavior of LII in 3d. The goal is to shed light on the
unique properties of the fermionic Lifshitz theory in 2d. In two spatial dimensions, the two-point functions
can be found as (see appendix A)

⟨Ψ†
i,kΨj,l⟩ =

1

2
δijδkl −

1

2L2

∑
k1,k2

mγ0 + f(k1)γ
0γ1 + f(k2)γ

0γ2√
m2 + f(k1)2 + f(k2)2

ei(k1(i−j)+k2(k−l)). (50)

In this case, we choose the following representation for the gamma matrices

γ0 =

(
0 1
1 0

)
, γ1 =

(
0 1
−1 0

)
, γ2 =

(
i 0
0 −i

)
. (51)

With this choice the two-point function takes following form

⟨Ψ†
i,kΨj,l⟩ =

1

2
δijδkl −

1

2L2

∑
k1,k2

ei(k1(i−j)+k2(k−l))

ωk

(
−f(k1) mz − if(k2)

mz + if(k2) f(k1)

)
, (52)

where ωk =
√
m2z + f(k1)2 + f(k2)2 and we consider f(ki) = fII(ki) in our numerical analysis.

By employing the generalization of the correlator method to higher dimensions we work out the entan-
glement entropy in this case were the results are shown in figure 5 for a square entangling region in the
m → 0 limit. Interestingly, we see that entanglement entropy monotonically increases with the dynamical
exponent. From Eq. (52), we see that in 3d, the corresponding two point function depends on z even in the
massless regime which is a strong evidence that z-independence is an intriguing feature related to the scaling
dimension of the fermion field peculiar to 2d. From the data presented in figure 5, one can verify from the
quadratic ℓ-dependence of the entanglement entropy that for large values of z, namely when z ≫ nA where
nA is the number of sites on a side of the square region, entanglement entropy scales with the volume of the
subregion.

However, we should note that numerical results in a 3d generalization of LI indicate that although entan-
glement entropy is not zero for even values of the dynamical exponent, but it is not a monotonic function of
z. Indeed, we find S(zeven) < S(zodd) for zeven > zodd for certain regions in the parameter space.
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Figure 5: Entanglement entropy for a square entangling region with side length ℓ in the m→ 0 regime.

3.2 Logarithmic Negativity

In this section we mainly consider logarithmic negativity for mixed states as well as mutual information which
were defined in section 1. We calculate logarithmic negativity for fermionic Gaussian states using fermionic
partial transpose by Eq. (8) and also address the behavior of mutual information that can be calculated by
plugging Eq. (2) into Eq. (4).

Vacuum State

We consider two intervals with same width ℓ and separation d on the vacuum state and trace out the
complement. Figure 6 shows logarithmic negativity between these symmetric intervals. With regard to this
figure:

• The left panel shows that logarithmic negativity for adjacent intervals does not depend on z in the
massless regime similar to the entanglement entropy for a connected interval in the vacuum state. Here
we again recall that it was shown in [12] that in a Lifshitz scalar theory E monotonically increases with
the dynamical exponent which is again in contrast with the current results for the fermions.

• The inset of this panel corresponds to a configuration that these symmetric intervals are at a finite
distance d. The inset also includes the results for the mutual information in the same configuration
that is indicated by dashed lines. Both these measures are again independent of z and decreases as one
increases the separation between the intervals, expected in local theories.

• In the right panel, we have plotted the massive regime for adjacent intervals. In this case logarithmic
negativity grows with the region width and saturates to a finite value in the large ℓ limit. Moreover,
logarithmic negativity increases with z but there is still an upper bound that saturates to.

Thermal State

Let us now examine the behavior of logarithmic negativity at finite temperature states. In order to interpret
our results, we would like to recall that negativities take their maximum value for pure states (e.g., logarithmic
negativity for a pure state is equal to Renyi entropy with index n = 1/2 which is even larger than the von
Neumann entropy) and vanish for maximally mixed states. A quick extrapolation of this property leads us
to expect negativities to be decreasing as the mixedness of the state increases. For instance it is well known
that the temperature corrections to negativities always take a negative sign, see g.e. [40].

In figure 7 we illustrate our numerical results where we have considered a single interval in a finite
temperature state and the massless regime. With regard to figure 7:
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Figure 6: Logarithmic negativity for two adjacent subregions with equal width ℓ for (left) massless and
(right) massive regime. The inset of the left panel shows the results for both logarithmic negativity and
mutual information for disjoint symmetric subregions. Here we consider L → ∞ limit and the full state is
the vacuum state.

• From the left plot E(ℓ) is a monotonically increasing function that almost saturates to some finite value.
We believe this saturation happens due to the locality of the theory and the correlation scheme which
is z-independent.

• The right panel shows that as expected from physical grounds, logarithmic negativity decreases with the
temperature for a fixed value of z. As the temperature increases, the number of relevant terms in the
expansion of the thermal state increases. This increases the mixedness of the state though logarithmic
negativity decreases.

• The right panel also shows that logarithmic negativity is decreasing as a function of z.9 The z-
dependence behavior is rather complicated compared to β-dependence. Although ω(k) is an increasing
function of z, the eigenvalues of the mixed state also depend on the fermionic occupation number.
Strictly speaking, focusing on mode k, increasing z decreases the eigenvalue corresponding to the
unoccupied state while increases the one corresponding to the occupied state. The net effect of all
modes forms the the number of relevant terms in the thermal state expansion. This can be explained
with the behavior of the two-point function. In this fermionic local theory at finite temperature, as
one can easily verify from Eqs. (32) and (33), the net effect of increasing z on the thermal correlation
function is decreasing the correlation. Though it is not surprising that quantum correlations captured
by logarithmic negativity should also decrease.

3.3 Entropic c-function

In this section we consider another interesting quantity which estimates the monotonic readjustment of
entanglement under the RG flow, the so-called (entropic) c-function [30, 56]. In a 2d relativistic theory, this
quantity is defined as follows

c(ℓ) = ℓ
dS

dℓ
, (53)

which at the corresponding fixed points coincides with the coefficient of the universal logarithmic term in
the expansion of the entanglement entropy for a subsystem of width ℓ. Indeed, this function monotonically
decreases along the RG flow from UV to IR which is a manifestation of c-theorem. Because the mass term is
relevant we expect that c-function decreases as the mass increases. Here we assume that the same definition
as Eq. (53) holds10 for these non-relativistic theories and evaluate the corresponding c-function numerically.

9For different aspects about the effect of z in quantum correlations in terms of odd entropy see [61].
10A justification for this assumption: the definition of (53) is based on two assumptions, 1) the existence of a light-cone

structure in the theory, 2) a logarithmic leading term for the entanglement entropy. The existence of the light-cone structure
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Figure 7: Left : Logarithmic negativity as a function of subregion width for several values of the dynamical
exponent with β = 10. The inset of the left panel shows the results for f∗II(k) . Right : Logarithmic negativity
as a function of the dynamical exponent for several values of the temperature. The inset of the right panel
shows the results for fI(k) . : In all panels we consider single intervals in small mass regime with L = 100.

The results are collected in figure 8 (left panel) where we show the c-function as a function of mass parameter.
For any z, it starts at the same value of the relativistic case given by crel =

1
3 , then decreases monotonically

and saturates to zero in the large mass limit. A curious feature that we found is that the c-function has a
plateau at some m⋆. Here we observe that as z increases, the c-function approaches a constant value 1

3 .
The right panel of figure 8 illustrates the behavior of the c-function in the Lifshitz scalar theory for several

values of the dynamical exponent. Our numerical results show that the number of effective number of degrees
of freedom is increasing with z while for a fixed z, as for the z = 1 case, the theory is flowing to a massive
theory in IR limit where the effective number of degrees of freedom gets arbitrarily small as the the IR scale
is decreased.

In the Dirac fermion case for z = 1, the behavior of the c-function coincides with that of the z = 1
scalar theory. For larger values of the dynamical exponent the UV value of the c-function is z-independent,
as the entropy was, and behavior through the flow is qualitatively similar to the scalar case. For arbitrary
non-vanishing IR scale, the effective number of degrees of freedom gets is an increasing function of z subject
to the upper bound at the UV scale. However, as a natural result of the existence of such an upper bound, in
the z → ∞ limit the flow would be trivial since the introduced c-function would take a constant value c = 1

3
all over the flow.

4 Conclusions and discussions

In this paper, we explored the entanglement structure in a new (1 + 1)-dimensional fermionic field theory
whose UV fixed point respects Lifshitz scaling symmetry. We have carefully examined the behavior of several
entanglement measures in static cases both for vacuum and mixed states including finite temperature states.
We now proceed to summarize some interesting implications of our results and also some potential future
directions that would be interesting to pursue.

Considering the entanglement entropy for a massless fermionic field (corresponds to the UV fixed point
of the theory) in the vacuum state for fII, we have found that this measure is z-independent. Indeed, this
behavior differs from the corresponding results for f∗II which are previously reported in [19]. We expect that
this intriguing result can be explained in terms of the z-dependence of the fermionic field’s two-point function
in Eq. (30). Figure 9 illustrates the eigenvalue of the correlation matrix as a function of distance between two
lattice sites. As we can verify from this figure (left panel), the correlation function as a function of distance in
fII regularization follows the same pattern of the continuum limit in the sense that there is no z-dependence

has been addressed in Lifshitz invariant free scalar theories in [17] for lattice models and in [19] for the continuum limit. The
same argument holds for free fermions as the argument is solely based on the form of the dispersion relation. With regard to the
second assumption, for fermionic theories at the UV fixed point the entanglement entropy is z-independent and the relativistic
result is valid for any z. For bosonic theories as long the entangling region (in the units of the UV cut off) is much larger than
the dynamical exponent, the leading term of the entanglement entropy is logarithmic [11,16].
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Figure 8: c-function as a function of mass for different values of the dynamical exponent for fermionic (left)
and scalar (right) fields.

in the massless limit. On the other hand, from the right panel corresponding to f∗II, we see that there is a
z-dependence behavior such that increasing the dynamical exponent, enhances the correlation. Further, this
figure shows that there is no upper bound on the correlations in the f∗II regularization.
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Figure 9: Comparison of correlation strength in (left) fII and (right) f∗II. The eigenvalue for the correlation
matrix as a function of distance between two points x. There are a bunch of points with vanishing ν which
correspond to some values with even value of x, suppressed in f∗II as z is increased. For a more clear
comparison, in the insets we show the moving averaged value ν̄ for the same plot.

Additionally, based on a symmetry argument and some physical assumptions we have shown that the two-
point function for fermionic fields does not depend on the dynamical exponent and thus the z-independence
of the entanglement entropy is inherited from this particular behavior. Further, our approach can be easily
extended to higher dimensions where we have found that entanglement entropy monotonically increases
with the dynamical exponent even in the massless regime. Thus we have shown that z-independence is an
fascinating feature which particularly appears in (1 + 1)-dimensions.

Moreover, in order to gain further insights into certain properties of the entanglement structure of mixed
states in fermionic theories, we also studied logarithmic negativity and an entropic c-function in a specific
regime of the parameter space. Focusing on the z-dependence of logarithmic negativity between two subre-
gions when the whole systems is in the vacuum state, we show that it does not depend on the dynamical
exponent in the massless regime similar to the entanglement entropy for a single interval. Again, we can
understand this intuitively in terms of the behavior of the fermionic two-point function. This behavior is
in contrast with the previous results for the Lifshitz scalar theory where E monotonically increases with the
dynamical exponent. On the other hand, in the massive case the logarithmic negativity increases with z and
then saturates from below to a finite value, depending on the mixedness of the state.

Further, considering a single interval at finite temperature in the massless regime, E(ℓ) is a monotonically
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increasing function that more or less saturates to a finite value in the large ℓ limit. Indeed, this specific
behavior is due to the locality of the theory and the correlation scheme which is z-independent. Remark-
ably, our numerical results show that the logarithmic negativity is a monotonically decreasing function of
the dynamical exponent. We have argued that this peculiar behavior is due to a competition between the
z-dependence of ω(k) and the fermionic occupation number such that the net effect of increasing the dy-
namical exponent on the thermal correlation function is decreasing the total correlation. Hence, logarithmic
negativity which captures quantum correlations also decreases. Moreover, regarding the z-dependence of the
mutual information, our numerical analysis supply results qualitatively similar to observations made for the
entanglement entropy as expected.

We have also observed that employing the same relativistic definition yields a convenient (entropic) c-
function which decreases along the RG flow. Specifically, our numerical results show that for arbitrary integer
value of the dynamical exponent, the proposed function starts at the same value of the relativistic case and
decreases monotonically through the flow before in the large mass limit. A curious feature that we have
found is that the c-function has a plateau at some value of the mass parameter.

The results of this paper are restricted to entanglement and correlation measures with Lifshitz fermions
for static states. A straightforward extension of these results would be studying entanglement and correlation
measures with Lifshitz fermions in out-of-equilibrium states, e.g., states followed by by quantum quenches.
Another interesting question would be examining the behavior of other entanglement measures including
entanglement of purification and odd entropy.
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A Lifshitz fermionic model in (2 + 1)-dimensions

The Lagrangian of the lifshitz fermionic model in (2 + 1)-dimensions is given as follows

L = Ψ̄(iγ0∂0 + iγxT z−1
(x) ∂x + iγyT z−1

(y) ∂y −m)Ψ, (54)

where T(x) =
√

−∂2x and T(y) =
√
−∂2y . It is straightforward to show that in this case the corresponding

Hamiltonian becomes

H = πΨΨ̇− L = −Ψ̄(iγxT z−1
(x) ∂x + iγyT z−1

(y) ∂y −m)Ψ. (55)

In (1 + 2)-dimensions, we choose the following majorana representation for the gamma matrices

γ0 =

(
0 1
1 0

)
, γ1 =

(
0 1
−1 0

)
, γ2 =

(
i 0
0 −i

)
. (56)

A similar derivation to the one presented for (1+ 1)-dimensions gives the Hamiltonian density on the square
lattice as follows

H = −
N∑

nx=0,ny=0

Ψ̄n⃗(iT
z−1(γ1∂1 + γ2∂2)−m)Ψn⃗. (57)

Now using the Fourier transformations we can find the momentum space representation which yields
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H =
∑

k1,k2=0

ψ†
k

(
f(k1) m+ if(k2)

m− if(k2) −f(k1)

)
ψk, (58)

where f(k) is the same as eq. (23). Further, we can diagonalize the above Hamiltonian by treating the two

components of the fermionic field separately as ψk =

(
uk
dk

)
. Using eq. (25), the diagonalization constraint

gives

if(k1) sin θk − f(k2)− im cos θk = 0. (59)

Moreover, solving the above equation we can find sin θk and cos θk as follows

cos θk =

√
f(k2)2 (f(k1)2 + f(k2)2 +m2) + imf(k1)

f(k1)2 + f(k2)2
,

sin θk =
−
√
f(k1)2 (f(k1)2 + f(k2)2 +m2) + imf(k2)

f(k1)2 + f(k2)2
. (60)

Finally, the diagonal Hamiltonian becomes

H =
∑
k1,k2

√
m2z + f(k1)2z + f(k2)2z

(
b†
k⃗
bk⃗ + b†−kb−k⃗

)
(61)

In the next step, we can find the two-point function using the following equation

⟨Ψ†
sΨr⟩ =

1

L2

∑
k,k′

eikre−ik′s⟨ψ†
k′ψk⟩.

Employing the definition of Bogoliubov transformation, we can write the two point function in terms of sin θk
and cos θk as follows

⟨Ψ†
sΨr⟩ =

δrs
2

1 − 1

2L2

∑
k⃗

eik⃗(r⃗−s⃗)

(
cos θk sin θk
sin θk − cos θk

)
. (62)

Now, we can use eq. (60) to find the two-point function which yields

⟨Ψ†
i,kΨj,l⟩ =

1

2
δijδkl −

1

2L2

∑
k1,k2

mγ0 + f(k1)γ
0γ1 + f(k2)γ

0γ2√
m2 + f(k1)2 + f(k2)2

ei(k1(i−j)+k2(k−l)). (63)
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