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In the context of ground states of quantum many-body systems, the locality of entanglement
between connected regions of space is directly tied to the locality of the corresponding entanglement
Hamiltonian: the latter is dominated by local, few-body terms. In this work, we introduce the neg-
ativity Hamiltonian as the (non hermitian) effective Hamiltonian operator describing the logarithm
of the partial transpose of a many-body system. This allows us to address the connection between
entanglement and operator locality beyond the paradigm of bipartite pure systems. As a first step
in this direction, we study the structure of the negativity Hamiltonian for fermionic conformal field
theories and a free fermion chain: in both cases, we show that the negativity Hamiltonian assumes
a quasi-local functional form, that is captured by simple functional relations.

Introduction - Over the past two decades, entan-
glement has been a central concept in many branches
of quantum physics ranging from quantum informa-
tion [1, 2] to condensed matter theory [3, 4] and high-
energy physics [5–9]. In particular, it has been success-
fully utilized to characterize quantum many-body sys-
tems both theoretically and experimentally [10–16]. The
main object which enters in its quantification is the re-
duced density matrix (RDM). For a given state ρ, the
RDM of a region A, ρA, is obtained by tracing ρ over the
complement of A, B, that is:

ρA = TrBρ =
e−HA

ZA
, ZA = Tre−HA , (1)

where the operator HA is the entanglement (or modular)
Hamiltonian (EH).

From a many-body viewpoint, the entanglement prop-
erties of pure states can be construed in a hierarchical
manner. Firstly, there exists a characterization of its en-
tanglement properties via entanglement entropies. Those
are uniquely dependent on the spectrum of HA - also
known as entanglement spectrum. Secondly, it is pos-
sible to characterize the properties of the RDM directly
at the operator level, via the full characterization of the
EH - a paradigmatic example being the Li-Haldane con-
jecture in the context of topological matter [17].

The EH fully characterizes the “local” properties of en-
tanglement in a many-body system - that is, it allows to
understand whether the RDM can be interpreted as the
exponential of a local operator composed solely of few-
body local terms. In the context of quantum field the-
ory, this principle of locality is an established pillar - the
Bisognano-Wichmann theorem [18, 19]. Such locality is
at the heart of several physical phenomena - from topolo-
gical order, to the nature of area laws in gapped systems-,
and is the key element at the basis of theory and exper-
iments aimed at large-scale reconstructions of the RDM
[20–22]. However, it is presently unknown whether it is

possible to associate locality and entanglement in a sim-
ilar way for the case of mixed-state entanglement, that
encompasses a variety of scenarios of key experimental
and theoretical relevance - from mixed states, to correla-
tions between partitions in pure states. In this work, we
introduce and investigate the negativity Hamiltonian - an
operator that allows us to cast the relation between local-
ity and entanglement (in particular, that related to Peres-
Horodecki criterion) for general mixed states. Our work
is directly motivated by a series of recent results that
have emphasized the importance of the entanglement
negativity in a variety of settings, including harmonic
oscillator chains [23–29], quantum spin models [30–38],
free-fermionic systems [39–44], (1+1)d conformal and in-
tegrable field theories [45–55], out-of-equilibrium settings
[56–64], and topological order [65–70]. Importantly, the
negativity is directly linked to the partial transpose ρT1

A

of the RDM - and, as such, does lend itself naturally to

Figure 1. Summary of our results for adjacent intervals of
equal length ` on the infinite line for lattice free fermions (geo-
metry in the inset). The one-particle negativity hamiltonians
NA and ÑA are dominated by quasi-local terms appearing
close to the diagonal and on the antidiagonal (see the right
panels for ` = 8). Left panel: Comparison of the exact logar-
ithmic negativity with the approximate one coming from field
theoretical ÑA, see text.
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an interpretation based on statistical mechanics. For the
case of a subpartition of A = A1 ∪ A2, we define the
negativity Hamiltonian NA as

ρT1

A = Z−1
A e−NA . (2)

Clearly NA is non-hermitian because negative eigenval-
ues of ρT1

A are the signature of mixed-state entanglement.
Nevertheless, it is still natural to wonder about the loc-
ality properties of NA and about the location of its ei-
genvalues in the complex plane.

After discussing the definition of NA for both bosonic
(spin) and fermionic systems, we unveil the operator
structure of NA for two relevant cases: (1+1)-d fermionic
conformal field theory and a tight-binding model of spin-
less fermions on a chain. Both cases show a characteristic
quasi-local (in a sense to be specified below) structure -
a first demonstration of the relation between entangle-
ment and locality at the operator level beyond the case of
complementary partitions. On top of its conceptual rel-
evance, and similarly to what has been discussed in the
context of pure states for the case of local EHs, this fact
enables some immediate consequences: i) interpreting the
negativity spectrum, i.e. the analog of the pure-state en-
tanglement spectrum for mixed states [38, 50], ii) sim-
ulating this object in nowadays available quantum plat-
forms [10] iii) applying well-established statistical mech-
anics tools such as tensor networks [71, 72] and quantum
Monte Carlo [73] to access the entire partial transpose
ρT1

A .
The partial transpose - To introduce the concept of

the negativity Hamiltonian, the first step is to discuss
the partial transpose for bosonic and fermionic systems.
Let us start considering a bosonic system A = A1 ∪ A2

described by

ρA =
∑
i,j,k,l

〈
eA1
i , eA2

j

∣∣∣ ρA ∣∣∣eA1

k , eA2

l

〉 ∣∣∣eA1
i , eA2

j

〉〈
eA1

k , eA2

l

∣∣∣ ,
(3)

where
∣∣∣eA1
i

〉
,
∣∣∣eA2
j

〉
denote orthonormal bases in the Hil-

bert spaces HA1 and HA2 corresponding to subsystems
A1 and A2. The partial transpose of the reduced density
matrix ρT1

A with respect to the system A1 is defined per-
forming a standard transposition in HA1

, i.e. exchanging
the matrix elements in A1, ρT1

A = (TA1
⊗ 1A2

)ρA. The
presence of negative eigenvalues of ρT1

A is a signature of
mixed state entanglement [74], which can be quantified
by the logarithmic negativity E = log Tr |ρT1

A | [75].
The partial transposition has also an interpretation

in terms of a time-reversal transformation or mirror
reflection in phase space [76]. Namely, considering
the one-to-one correspondence between density matrices
and Wigner distribution functions W (q, p) then ρA →
ρTA ⇐⇒ W (q, p) → W (q,−p). This can be conveniently
observed starting from a bosonic density matrix written
in a coherent state basis, since time-reversal transform-

ation (T ) can be identified with the complex conjuga-
tion [39]. Taking |α〉, a bosonic coherent state, one has

(|α〉 〈α∗|) T−→ |α∗〉 〈α| = (|α〉 〈α∗|)T . (4)

In the case of fermionic systems, the equivalence above
does not hold and the definition of partial transposi-
tion differs when looking at the density matrix or at the
Wigner distribution function. In a coherent state basis
the RDM reads [39, 44, 77, 78]

ρA =
1

Z

∫
d[ξ]d[ξ̄]e−

∑
j ξ̄jξj 〈{ξj}| ρA

∣∣{ξ̄j}〉 |{ξj}〉 〈{ξ̄j}∣∣ .
(5)

Here ξ, ξ̄ are Grassman variables and |ξ〉 =

e−ξa
† |0〉,

∣∣ξ̄〉 = 〈0| e−a†ξ̄ are the related fermionic
coherent states. The partial time reversal, analog of
Eq. (4), is [39]

|ξ〉
〈
ξ̄
∣∣ T→ ∣∣iξ̄〉 〈iξ| . (6)

The partial time reversal ρR1

A , obtained by acting with
(6) in (5) only in A1, provides the fermionic negativity
as E = log Tr|ρR1

A |, although its spectrum is not real in
general [40]. To have a more transparent interpretation
of the fermionic negativity, an alternative partial trans-
pose, called twisted fermionic partial transpose, has been
defined as [40]

ρR̃1

A = ρR1

A (−1)FA1 , (7)

where FA1
=
∑
j∈A1

nj is the number of fermions in the
subsystem A1. This new object has only real eigenvalues
and the logarithmic negativity

E = log Tr|ρR̃1

A |. (8)

is a measure of the negativeness of the eigenvalues, ex-
actly as for the bosonic partial transpose. We define the
negativity Hamiltonian related to ρR1

A as NA and the one
related to ρR̃1

A as ÑA.
Bisognano-Wichmann theorem - The BW theorem

gives a general structure for the entanglement Hamilto-
nian of the ground state of a relativistic invariant
quantum field theory with Hamiltonian density H(x),
when considering a bipartition between two half spaces
of an infinite system. In formulas, considering a d-
dimensional system, x = {x1, . . . , xd}, and a parti-
tion A = {x|x1 > 0}, the EH of the ground state is
HA = 2π

∫
x∈A dx x1H(x) + c, where c is a normalization

constant. This result does not depend on the dimen-
sionality of the system or on any apriori knowledge of
the ground state and can be applied to a large variety
of systems and quantum phases. For conformal invari-
ant theories, the BW theorem is easily generalized to
some different geometries by conformal mappings [79–
82]. This equivalence does not hold when A is the union



3

1 32 64 96 128 160 192
site j

-30
-20
-10

0
10
20
30

i(N
A
) j,

j+
1

= 32
= 48
= 64
= 80
= 96

site j/

i(NA)j, j + 1/

1 32 64 96 128 160 192
site j

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

|(N
A
) j,

2j
|

= 32
= 48
= 64
= 80
= 96

site j/

|(NA)j, 2j |

Figure 2. Benchmark of the analitycal prediction for the neg-
ativity Hamiltonian of a real fermion. We consider A1 =
[1, `], A2 = [`+ 1, 2`] embedded in the infinite line. The sym-
bols correspond to numerical data, while the solid lines to
the discretized form of Eq. (9). Upper panel: NA,loc. Lower
panel: |NA,q−loc|. Inset: data collapse.

of two disjoint intervals, but, nevertheless, the EH for
this geometry is known for 1 + 1-dimensional free Dirac
fermions [83]. In this case, it is possible to identify a
local part in the entanglement Hamiltonian proportional
to the energy density and a quasi-local part quadratic in
the fermionic field. We will make explicit use of this ex-
ample in the following. We will also check our analytical
prediction against lattice simulations. In fact, the BW
theorem can be used to construct approximate entangle-
ment Hamiltonians for lattice models. This has been ex-
tensively investigated both for one- and two-dimensional
models and it has been shown that the approximation
provided by BW theorem allows to build entanglement
Hamiltonians that encode all the relevant entanglement
properties of the ground states [84–86].

The Negativity Hamiltonian and its quasi-local struc-
ture - To build the negativity Hamiltonian, we should
first recall the path integral construction of the (bosonic)
partial transpose [46, 47]. The partial transposition cor-
responds to the exchange of row and column indices in A1

which naturally leads to a space inversion within A1. On
a fundamental level, this fact can be deduced from CPT
theorem. Indeed, the partial transposition is equivalent
to a partial time reversal that, by CPT, is the same as
a parity operation in the world-sheet combined with a
charge conjugation. This second construction holds true
also for ρR1

A in fermionic systems.
Therefore, starting from the entanglement hamiltonian

for two disjoint intervals and doing a spatial inversion of
the interval A1 = [a1, b1], one obtains the partial time
reversal of the density matrix. Although this procedure
is fully general, the entanglement hamiltonians of disjoint
intervals are known only in few cases [83, 87–93]. In
particular, starting from the EH for the massless real

(Majorana) fermion Ψ(x) [83], Ψ(x) =

(
ψ1(x)
ψ2(x)

)
, and

performing this inversion, we get after simple algebra [94]

NA = NA,loc + iNA,q−loc,

NA,loc = 2π

∫
A

βRloc(x)Ttt(0, x)dx,

NA,q−loc = 2π

∫
A

βRq−loc(x)Tq−loc(x, x̄R(x))dx,

(9)

where

βRloc(x) =
1

wR(x)′
, βRq−loc(x) =

βRloc(x̄R(x))

x− x̄R(x)
, (10)

with

wR(x) = log

[
− (x− b1)(x− a2)

(x− a1)(x− b2)

]
,

x̄R(x) =
(a1b2 − b1a2)x+ (a1 + b2)b1a2 − (b1 + a2)a1b2

(a1 − b1 + b2 − a2)x+ b1a2 − a1b2
.

(11)

Here Ttt(0, x) is the energy density operator of the theory
while Tq−loc(x, x̄) is a bilinear of the real fermionic fields,
with x ∈ A1 and x̄ ∈ A2 (and viceversa), i.e.

Tq−loc(x, y) ≡ i : (ψ1(x)ψ1(y) + ψ2(x)ψ2(y)) : . (12)

The structure of Eq. (9) is very suggestive: it consists
of a local term proportional to the energy density and an
additional non local part given by a quadratic expression
in the fermionic field. The latter, however, has a mild
non-locality: each point x ∈ A1 is coupled to only a spe-
cific y = x̄R ∈ A2 (that is a consequence of the mirror
symmetry for equal intervals). Thus, following [83], we
refer to NA,q−loc as a quasi-local operator. Its existence
is the reason of the imaginary components in the spec-
trum of NA, which is one characteristic treat of ρR1

A . The
shape of |NA,q−loc| (see also Fig. 2) is compatible with
the results of the negativity contour [42] suggesting that
the largest contribution to the negativity comes from the
boundary region between A1 and A2.
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Figure 3. Benchmark of the analytic prediction for the Negativity Hamiltonian ÑA. The symbols correspond to numerical
data, while the solid lines correspond to the discretized form of Eq. (13) for two adjacent intervals of length `. From left to
right: comparison ÑA,loc, ÑA,q−loc and ÑA,q−loc with exact lattice simulations. Insets: data collapse.

To test the validity of Eq. (9), we consider a lat-
tice discretization of the Hamiltonian of free real fermi-
ons. Because of the gaussianity of ρR1

A [39], the numer-
ical evaluation of the negativity Hamiltonian amounts
to compute the single particle operator NA defined as
NA =

∑
ij(NA)i,jψjψi, related to the covariance mat-

rix [95, 96]. We focus on two equal adjacent intervals
A = A1 ∪ A2 made up of ` sites labelled by 1 ≤ j ≤ 2`.
In this case, the point x̄R in Eq. (11) is just x̄R = 2`− x
and so the quasi-local term lies entirely on the antidi-
agonal. As a consequence, in Fig. 2 we show only the
subdiagonal (NA)j,j+1 (a similar behaviour can be found
for (NA)j+1,j) and the antidiagonal (NA)j,2`−j which cor-
respond, respectively, to the local and to the quasi-local
parts of NA. The agreement between lattice exact and
field-theoretical discretized NA is remarkable over the
all parameter regime, and even for modest system sizes.
Small discrepancies up to a few percent are present far
from the boundaries: those have very little effects on
the negativity, as they affect only very small (in absolute
value) eigenvalues of the partial transpose. We verified
that the other matrix elements of NA are negligible, in
the sense that they are subleading as `→∞ (in the same
sense as subleading terms in the EH are negligible, see
Refs. [84–86, 97–101]).

We have also studied the structure of negativity
Hamiltonian ÑA for two adjacent intervals of equal
length, `1 = `2 = `. Although we did not manage to
derive its form explicitly, we provide a conjecture that
very accurately matches numerical data on the lattice.
It reads ÑA = ÑA,diag + ÑA,loc + ÑA,qloc, with

ÑA,diag = 2πi

∫
A

β̃diag(x)dx,

ÑA,loc = 2π

∫
A

β̃loc(x)dxTtt(0, x),

ÑA,q−loc = 2π

∫
A

β̃q−loc(x)Tq−loc(x, x̄R)dx,

(13)

where

β̃diag(x) =
1

2
− x

8`
,

β̃loc = −x(8`2 − 6`x+ x2)

8`2
,

β̃q−loc(x) = 4

(
x− 2`− 1

2

4`

)4

+
1

2

(
x− 2`− 1

2

4`

)2

− 1

2
,

(14)
As a non-trivial test for the accuracy of this conjec-
ture, we verified that it provides a logarithmic negat-
ivity that, as ` increases, approaches the exact numer-
ical value (see Fig. 1). We also benchmarked the ana-
lytical predictions from Eq. (13) against exact compu-
tations, as shown in Fig. 3, for the one-particle NH,
i.e. ÑA =

∑
ij(ÑA)i,jψjψi. Remarkably, the formulas

above are in good agreement with simulations and, as
already observed, the small discrepancies do not affect
sizeably the logarithmic negativity approximation. The
inset illustrates how results from different partition sizes
collapse onto a single functional form, signaling scale in-
variance. A final comment concerns the spectrum of ÑA:
it consists of two parts {λj+iπ}, λj ∈ R for j = 1, · · · , 2`
and {λj}, λj ∈ R for j = 2` + 1, · · · , 4`. By simple ex-
ponentiation, we get the eigenvalues of ρR̃1

A , see SM. We
can then trace back the appearance of negative eigenval-
ues in the spectrum of ρR̃1

A (and, as a consequence, of a
non-zero negativity) to the presence of the factors iπ in
ÑA.

Other tests of the analytic formulas for the negativity
hamiltonian NA, including different and disjoint inter-
vals, are reported in the SM.

Discussion and outlook. - In this work we initiated
the study of the negativity Hamiltonian in many-body
quantum systems. Although our field theoretical con-
struction in terms of the EH of disjoint intervals is very
general, its applicability relies crucially on the exact
knowledge of the latter, that is not always available. We
hope that this work will spark further studies on dis-
joint intervals’s EH and, at the same time, the search
for alternative constructions of NA. We expect that the
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quasi-local structure of the negativity Hamiltonian can
be generalised to other contexts, at least for free fermi-
ons, such as a single interval in an infinite system at
finite temperature [82], or two disjoint intervals in the
presence of a point-like defect [90]. At present, it is un-
clear whether this quasi-local structure survives to finite
interaction strengths and in higher dimensions.

Having established an explicit approximate functional
form for the negativity Hamiltonian that is quasi-local
opens up several possible applications. First, one could
design experiments aimed at a direct realization of NA:
since the corresponding operators have simple functional
form, this could be done by combining local tuning
with tailor-engineered long-distance couplings similarly
to what has already been proposed in the context of
quantum chemistry simulations [102]. Second, the local
structure of NA paves the way for a direct reconstruc-
tion of partial transposes in experiments, utilizing, e.g.,
Hamiltonian reconstruction methods that have already
been combined with the BW theorem [21]. Both of
these applications would allow a direct measurement of
the negativity spectrum, something that is presently un-
achievable by any method other than full state tomo-
graphy. Thirdly, it may be possible to design efficient
classical or hybrid classical-quantum algorithms for the
ab initio determination of NA, similarly to what has
been done for the EH following a BW inspired ansatz
[20, 22, 103]. Having an explicit functional form could
enable computations that are then not available oth-
erwise - one example being quantum Monte Carlo al-
gorithms aimed at computing the negativity utilizing
meta-dynamics, similarly to what has been done in the
context of the EH [104].
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1

SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL

FROM THE ENTANGLEMENT HAMILTONIAN AND BISOGNANO WICHMANN THEOREM TO THE
NEGATIVITY HAMILTONIAN IN FIELD THEORY

The calculation of the exact entanglement hamiltonian is in general a very difficult task. However, for conformal
invariant field theories (CFTs) it is possible to generalize the Bisognano Wichmann (BW) result for a bipartition
between two half spaces of an infinite system to different geometries [79–82].

Let us consider the vacuum state of a d-dimensional Hamiltonian of a relativistic quantum field theory,

H =

∫
Rd

ddxh(x) (S1)

and a subsystem A which consists of the degrees of freedom in a half-space, x1 > 0. The BW theorem guarantees
that the entanglement Hamiltonian HA can be expressed as an integral of the Hamiltonian density h(x)

HA =
2π

v

∫
A

dd−1xx1 h(x), (S2)

where, from now on, we fix the velocity v = 1. There are other examples in the ground-state of a 1+1 dimensional
CFT in which HA can be written as a local integral over the Hamiltonian density. They include the case of a single
interval A = (0, `) in an infinite system, and its generalizations to finite size or finite temperature [82]. In these cases,
HA takes the form

HA = 2π

∫
A

dx
h(x)

f ′(x)
, (S3)

where f ′(x) is the conformal mapping from the Euclidean space-time to a rectangle with height 2π and width 2 log(`/ε),
ε UV cutoff. More concretely, some mappings are

• finite interval in an infinite system:

f(x) = log
x

`− x
;

• finite interval in a finite system:

f(x) = log
e2πix/L − 1

e2πi`/L − e2πix/L
.

Despite the result of Bisognano and Wichmann and the conformal symmetry allow to compute the aforementioned
modular Hamiltonians, in general it is not an easy task to get analytic expressions, even in CFTs. One of these
examples is the modular Hamiltonian for the ground state of the free 1 + 1 dimensional massless Dirac fermion for
several disjoint intervals on the infinite line [83, 88, 89]. We have already discussed its peculiar structure in the main
text and here we report the explicit analytical expression. The massless 1 + 1 dimensional Dirac field ψ(t, x) is a
doublet made by the two complex fields

ψ(t, x) =

(
ψ1(t, x)
ψ2(t, x)

)
. (S4)

The normal ordered component of the energy-momentum tensor of the Dirac field corresponding to the energy density
reads

Ttt(t, x) ≡ i

2
: [((∂xψ

∗
1)ψ1 − ψ∗1∂xψ1) (x+ t)− ((∂xψ

∗
2)ψ2 − ψ∗2∂xψ2) (x− t)] : . (S5)

The modular Hamiltonian for two disjoint intervals A ≡ [a1, b1] ∪ [a2, b2] on the line can be written as the sum
HA = Hloc +Hq−loc, where the local term Hloc and the quasi-local term Hq−loc are defined respectively as

Hloc = 2π

∫
A

βloc(x)Ttt(0, x)dx,

Hq−loc = 2π

∫
A

βq−loc(x)Tq−loc(0, x, x̄)dx,

(S6)



2

with Ttt(0, x) the energy density in Eq. (S5), while Tq−loc(0, x, y) is given by

Tq−loc(t, x, y) ≡ i

2
: [(ψ∗1(x+ t)ψ1(y + t)− ψ∗1(y + t)ψ1(x+ t)) + (ψ∗2(x− t)ψ2(y − t)− ψ∗2(y − t)ψ2(x− t))] : . (S7)

Here the asterisk denotes the Hermitian conjugation. The other functions in Eq. (S6) can be written as

βloc(x) =
1

w′(x)
βq−loc(x) =

βloc(x̄(x))

x− x̄(x)
, (S8)

with

w(x) = log

[
− (x− a1)(x− a2)

(x− b1)(x− b2)

]
,

x̄(x) =
(b1b2 − a1a2)x+ (b1 + b2)a1a2 − (a1 + a2)b1b2

(b1 − a1 + b2 − a2)x+ a1a2 − b1b2
.

(S9)

Here x and x̄(x) belong to different intervals in A (if x ∈ A1 then x̄ ∈ A2 and viceversa). In the limit b1 → a2

we get back a single interval and so the quasi-local part vanishes and we recover the result in Eq. (S3), where now
A = [a1, b2].

The entanglement Hamiltonian in Eq. (S6) is the starting point to obtain an analytical expression for the negativity
Hamiltonian NA. As explained in the main text, in the path integral representation the partial transposition has
the net effect to perform a spatial inversion within A1 plus a charge conjugation. This implies that the negativity
Hamiltonian NA can be obtained from the entanglement Hamiltonian HA by inverting the endpoints a1 ↔ b1 in
the expression for HA, Eq. (S6). Furthermore, since under partial time reversal ψ(x) → iψ(x) if x ∈ A1, the term
Tq−loc(0, x, x̄) defined in Eq. (S7) gets an i prefactor, because if x ∈ A1 then x̄ ∈ A2 (and viceversa). To sum up, we
get the following expression for the negativity Hamiltonian of a Dirac field

NA = NA,loc + iNA,q−loc,

NA,loc = 2π

∫
A

βRloc(x)Ttt(0, x)dx,

NA,q−loc = 2π

∫
A

βRq−loc(x)Tq−loc(0, x, x̄R(x))dx,

(S10)

where βRloc, β
R
q−loc, x̄

R(x) are given in Eq. (10)-(11) of the main text and they are obtained by switching a1 and b1 in
the definitions of βloc, βq−loc, x̄(x) given above. In Fig. S1, we show a contour plot of the real and imaginary part of
wR(x). The curves Im(wR(x)) do not exhibit singular points for which the mapping fails to be conformal, contrarily
to what happens for Im(w(x)) and showed in Fig. 9 of [82]. The presence of this singularity prevents from applying
the BW theorem with a conformal mapping given by w(x) [82]. The operators Ttt, Tq−loc are the ones in Eq. (S5),
(S7), respectively.

At this point, the result for real (Majorana) fermions can be obtained without any further effort. Indeed, the
Dirac spinor in Eq. (S4) can be written in terms of two Majorana spinors (real fermions). Rewriting the negativity
(entanglement) hamiltonian in terms of these components, the mixed term cancel and NA (HA) is the sum of the
two negativity (entanglement) hamiltonians for each real component of the complex field. As a consequence Eq. (S6)
is valid also for real massless fermions in 1+1 dimensions with Ttt(0, x) the energy density of the real fermions and
Tq−loc(0, x, y) given by Eq. (12) of the main text. There, we have explicitly reported only the expression of NA
and ÑA for Majorana, while in Eq. (S10) we report the explicit expression of NA for Dirac. The functional form
of βRloc, β

R
q−loc, x̄

R(x) is the same and only the definition of Ttt(0, x) and Tq−loc(t, x, y) in terms of a real or complex
fermionic field change.

PARTIAL TRANSPOSE OF BOSONIC AND FERMIONIC SYSTEMS

To work with partially transposed density matrices, we briefly introduced in the main text the partial transpose
transformation for both bosonic and fermionic systems. Here we will review some results on the subject, and will
discuss the case of Gaussian states for which the correlation matrices suffice to compute all the properties of the
systems [39, 40, 44]. The techniques we present here are the ones we used to benchmark our predictions for NA and
ÑA.
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Figure S1. Contour plot of the conformal mapping wR(z) defined in Eq. (11) of the main text, where z = x + iy. Here A
consists of two disjoint intervals whose endpoints are the black dots on the horizontal axis. The absence of singular points
along the imaginary axis is the main difference with respect to the conformal mapping w(z) in Eq. (S9).

For a bosonic system, the partial transpose of the reduced density matrix ρTA1 with respect to A1 is defined by
performing a standard transposition in HA1 , i.e. exchanging the matrix elements in A1,

ρT1

A = (TA1
⊗ 1A2

)ρ = =
∑
i,j,k,l

〈
eA1

k , eA2
j

∣∣∣ ρA ∣∣∣eA1
i , eA2

l

〉 ∣∣∣eA1
i , eA2

j

〉〈
eA1

k , eA2

l

∣∣∣ . (S11)

This definition can also be expressed in terms of the Wigner distribution functions W (q, p) [76]. The same is not true
for fermions because of the anticommutation relations.

To construct the partial transpose for fermionic systems, let us start by writing the density matrix in terms of
Majorana operators cj , which are defined in terms of the fermionic operators aj obeying {a†k, aj} = δkj as{

c2j−1 = aj + a†j ,

c2j = i(aj − a†j).
(S12)

We consider a system S = A1 ∪A2 and denote with the subscripts {m1, . . . ,ml1} the operators in the subset A1 and
with {n1, . . . , nl2} the ones in the subset A2; here l1(l2) corresponds to the number of sites in subsystem A1(A2). One
can write [44]:

ρA =
∑
κ,τ

wκ,τ c
κ1
m1

. . . c
κ2l1
m2l1

cτ1n1
. . . c

τ2l2
n2l2

(S13)

where we defined κ = (κ1, . . . , κ2l1) and τ = (τ1, . . . , τ2l2) with κj , τj = 0, 1. We define the moduli |κ| =
∑2l1
j=1 κj and

|τ | =
∑2l2
j=1 τj . Since the physical fermionic states must commute with the parity operator one has that the sum of

the moduli of κ and τ must be even. The partial transpose (S11) leaves unaltered the state in A2 and exchanges the
states in A1 as

ρT1

A =
∑
κ,τ

(−1)f(κ)wκ,τ c
κ1
m1

. . . c
κ2l1
m2l1

cτ1n1
. . . c

τ2l2
n2l2

(S14)

where

(−1)f(κ) =

{
0 |κ| mod 4 ∈ {0, 3}
1 |κ| mod 4 ∈ {1, 2}

. (S15)
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The easiest way to see this is to perform the partial transpose in the occupation number basis and then write the
density matrix in terms of Majorana operators.

Let us now consider a Gaussian state that can be written in the form

ρA =
1

Z
e

1
4

∑
klWklckcl , (S16)

where ck are fermionic Majorana operators and W is a 2` × 2` matrix (` size of the system described by ρ), with
eigenvalues ∈ R. The latter is related to the correlation matrix Γ (i.e. the matrix with elements Γi,j = 1

2 〈[ci, cj ]〉) by
the relation

Γ = tanh
W

2
. (S17)

Here Γ has eigenvalues between [−1, 1]. It is convenient to introduce the block structure of Γ as

Γ =

(
ΓA1A1 ΓA1A2

ΓA2A1 ΓA2A2

)
. (S18)

Using Eq. (S14) it can be shown that [44]

ρT1

A =
1− i

2
O+ +

1 + i

2
O− (S19)

where O± =
∑

κ,τ o
±
κ,τ c

κ1
m1

. . . c
κ2l1
m2l1

cτ1n1
. . . c

τ2l2
n2l2

with

o±κ,τ =

{
±i(−1)

|κ|−1
2 wκ,τ |κ| odd

i(−1)
|κ|
2 wκ,τ |κ| even.

(S20)

The operators O± are Gaussian and can be written as

O+ = O†− =
1

Z
e

1
4

∑
kl(NA)klckcl (S21)

where NA is related (as in Eq. (S17)) to the correlation matrix Γ+ defined according to the following equation:

Γ+ =

(
−ΓA1A1 iΓA1A2

iΓA2A1 ΓA2A2

)
. (S22)

It is clear that the partially transposed reduced density matrix (S19) is not a Gaussian operator, but rather the sum
of two of them. Even more troubling, it does not satisfy additivity nor subadditivity and fails to capture, for this
reason, some topological features of fermionic Majorana systems such as the entanglement due to zero-energy modes
in Kitaev’s chain [39].

For all the above reasons, a different partial transpose has been introduced for fermionic systems starting from
the analogy with the time-reversal transformation [39, 40, 77]: we have already understood that the action of the
fermionic partial transpose (R) is not just exchanging bra and ket but also multiply them by i (see Eq. 6 of the main
text). This definition can be readily generalized to multi-particle states. Considering a system S = A1 ∪A2 one has

(|{ξj}j∈A1
{ξj}j∈A2

〉 〈{χ̄j}j∈A1
{χ̄j}j∈A2

|)R1 = |{iχ̄j}j∈A1
{ξj}j∈A2

〉 〈{iξj}j∈A1
{χ̄j}j∈A2

| , (S23)

with obvious meaning of all the actors in the formula. In the occupation number basis, the above equation reads [39]

(|{nj}j∈A1
{nj}j∈A2

〉 〈{n̄j}j∈A1
{n̄j}j∈A2

|)R1 = (−1)φ({nj ,n̄j}) × |{n̄j}j∈A1
{nj}j∈A2

〉 〈{nj}j∈A1
{n̄j}j∈A2

| . (S24)

Here the term φ({nj , n̄j}) is a phase factor depending on the occupation number

φ({nj , n̄j}) =
τA1

(τA1
+ 2)

2
+
τ̄A1

(τ̄A1
+ 2)

2
+ τA2

τ̄A2
+ + τA1

τA2
+ τ̄A1

τ̄A2
+ (τ̄A1

+ τ̄A2
)(τA1

+ τA2
), (S25)

with τA1 =
∑
j∈A1

nj (τA2 =
∑
j∈A2

nj) and τ̄A1 =
∑
j∈A1

n̄j (τ̄A2 =
∑
j∈A2

n̄j). Hence the definition in Eq. (S24) is
equivalent to a standard partial transposition up to phase factor depending on the parity of the two subsystems, as
in Eq. (S25). In terms of Majorana operators, the transformation in Eq. (S24) can be rewritten as

ρR1

A =
∑

|κ|+|τ |even

wκ,τ i
|κ|c

κm1
m1 · · · c

κm2l1
m2l1

c
τn1
n1 · · · c

τn2l2
n2l2

(S26)

where we used the notation c0x = 1, c1x = cx. The matrix ρR1

A satisfies three necessary properties for a partial
transposition:
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1. (ρR1

A )R2 = ρRA,

2. (ρR1

A )R1 = ρA,

3. (ρ1 ⊗ ρ2 · · · ρn)R1 =
(
ρR1

1 ⊗ ρ
R1
2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ρR1

n

)
.

Notice that ρRA1

A is nothing but O+ in Eq. (S19). This density operator is not Hermitian and, in general, has complex
eigenvalues. Nevertheless, one can still define a fermionic logarithmic negativity as [39]

E = log Tr

√
(ρR1

A )†ρR1

A (S27)

where the object (ρR1

A )†ρR1

A is Hermitian and its spectrum is positive. In spite of the name, the fermionic negativity has
nothing to do with the negativeness of the spectrum of (ρR1

A ). It can be however proved that is a proper entanglement
monotone [105] and it has been shown that can detect entanglement when the standard negativity fails [39]. It has
been shown in [40] that, in general, there is a freedom in the definition of the partial transpose operation. This leads
to an alternative definition for the fermionic negativity (S27) given by

E = log Tr|ρR̃1

A |. (S28)

Given that the spectrum of ρR̃1

A is real, the fermionic negativity is a measure of the negativeness of the eigenvalues of
the latter.

In the case of Gaussian states, also the relation between ρR̃1

A and ρR1

A simplifies and one can write

eÑA =
1 + Γ+

1− Γ+
UA1

, (S29)

where the matrix UA = −1A1 ⊕ 1A2 is related to the transformation (−1)FA1 .
A last comment concerns the structure of the spectrum of ρR̃1

A . The eigenvalues of Γ̃ are of the form ±ν̃j . In terms
of these, the density matrix ρR̃A1 can be brought into a diagonal form

ρR̃1

A =
1

Z

`1+`2∏
j=1

1 + iν̃jd2jd2j−1

2
, (S30)

where dj are a set of real fermionic operators. Since the eigenvalues of d2jd2j−1 are ±i, the 2` eigenvalues of ρR̃A1

are given by all possible products of 1±ν̃j
2 . Hence, in order to have negative eigenvalues a necessary conditions is

that some νj are larger than 1. Focusing now, for practical reasons, to the case of two intervals of length `1 and `2
respectively, we anticipated in the main text that the eigenvalues of ÑA are either real or real +iπ. To be more precise,
the spectrum of ÑA is of the form {λj + iπ}, λj ∈ R for j = 1, · · · , 2`1 and {λj}, λj ∈ R for j = 2`1 + 1, · · · , 2(`1 + `2).
The presence of the terms iπ is what determines the negative eigenvalues in the spectrum of ρR̃1

A . Indeed, using the
relation

Γ̃ = tanh
ÑA
2
, (S31)

if the eigenvalues are λj + iπ, then νj = tanh(λj/2 + iπ/2) = coth(λj/2), and so νj = coth(λj/2) > 1.
We finally mention that the fermionic logarithmic negativity in Eq. (S28) can be computed as

E =

`1+`2∑
j=1

log

[∣∣∣1− ν̃j
2

∣∣∣+
∣∣∣1 + ν̃j

2

∣∣∣]+ log Tr(ρR̃1

A ), (S32)

where Tr(ρR̃1

A ) =
√

detΓA1A1
. Note that the sum is over half of the eigenvalues of Γ̃.
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Figure S2. Negativity Hamiltonian corresponding to ρR1
A for complex fermions on two adjacent intervals of equal length ` on

the infinite line. The symbols correspond to numerical data, while the solid lines correspond to the discretized form of Eq.
(S10). The right panel is NA,loc, while the left one is |NA,q−loc|. Using the notation of Eq. (11) of the main text, here we have
a1 = 0, b1 = ` = a2, b2 = 2`.

LATTICE NEGATIVITY HAMILTONIAN AND NUMERICAL CHECKS

In this section we review the numerical procedure that we used to benchmark our analytical results. We consider
lattice systems described by the quadratic Hamiltonian

H(λ, γ) =
i

2

∞∑
l=−∞

(1 + γ

2
c2lc2l+1 −

1− γ
2

c2l−1c2l+2 + λc2l−1c2l

)
. (S33)

The one-particle energy levels are

Λk =

√
(λ− cos k)2 + γ2 sin2 k (S34)

where k ∈ [−π, π] is the physical momentum. For (λ, γ) = (1, 1) or (λ, γ) = (0, 0) the system is critical and Lorentz
invariant at low energy. In the former case, the critical behavior is described by the conformal field theory of a free
massless real fermion with central charge equal to 1/2 (Majorana) while in the latter case the critical behavior is
described by a free massless complex fermion with central charge equal to 1 (Dirac). Thus, the Hamiltonian (S33),
H(0, 0) or H(1, 1), is the ideal setting to compute the lattice negativity Hamiltonian NA and benchmark the analytical
expression in Eq. (9) of the main text (real fermion) and in Eq. (S10) here (complex fermions).

Let us now consider the ground state of the Hamiltonian (S33). For free complex fermions (H(0, 0)), the covariance
matrix Γ is given as

Γ2j1−1,2j2 = −Γ2j2−1,2j1 = i(2Cj1,j2 − δj1,j2), (S35)

with Cij = fj−i and fj

fj =
1

πj
sin

πj

2
, f0 =

1

2
. (S36)

For real fermions (H(1, 1), the elements of the covariance matrix are instead

Γ2j1−1,2j2 = −Γ2j2,2j1−1 = gj2−j1 , (S37)

where

gj = − i
π

1

j + 1
2

. (S38)

If now we focus on two intervals A = A1 ∪ A2, adjacent or disjoint and of arbitrary lengths, the correlation matrix
ΓA is obtained from the Γ above simply restricting to the subsystem of interest and leading to the block structure
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Figure S3. Negativity Hamiltonian for a real free fermion and for the geometry of two disjoint intervals of equal length ` on
the infinite line. The symbols correspond to numerical data, while the solid lines correspond to the discretized form of NA (Eq.
(9) of the main text), both the local part (left panel) and the quasi-local one (right panel).

of Eq. (S18). If the total length of A is `1 + `2, the covariance matrix has dimension 2(`1 + `2) × 2(`1 + `2). From
this, the covariance matrix Γ+ corresponding to the fermionic partial transpose is obtained by building Eq. (S22).
As a consequence, the numerical evaluation of the single particle negativity Hamiltonian corresponding to ρR1

A , which
is a Gaussian operator, just amounts to compute NA = log 1+Γ+

1−Γ+
. The case of two adjacent intervals of equal length

for the real fermion has been reported in the main text finding small discrepancies up to a few percent between field
theory and numerics. Here we substantiate our findings by displaying further tests of our predictions.

Intervals of equal length `1 = `2

We start from Fig. S2 reporting the case of two equal adjacent intervals for a complex fermion (H(0, 0)). As in the
main text, the agreement between numerics and field theory is remarkable. There are small deviations (up to ∼ 6%)
between the theoretical curves and the numerical computation that however, as also motivated in the main text, they
do not affect the lower part of the negativity spectrum and hence any universal aspect of the negativity Hamiltonian,
as also found for the entanglement Hamiltonian, see e.g. [98, 99].

We observe that the data in the right panel of Fig. S2 show also some parity (in `) effects that were not present
for the real fermions. Such oscillations are well known finite ` effects [106, 107] and disappear as `→∞.

We now move to another geometry starting from real fermions. In Fig. S3 we report the case of two equal disjoint
intervals at distance d and we benchmark once again our analytical result found in Eq. 9 of the main text. The curves
again show a good agreement with the numerical computation, since the discrepancy is at most ∼ 6%.

Intervals of different length `1 6= `2

Finally, we analyze in Fig. S4 the case of two disjoint intervals of different length, `1 6= `2 for a real fermion. In this
case, the reflected point x̄R (Eq. (11) main text) is not on the antidiagonal and does not correspond to an integer
number. Consequently its contributions “spreads” to the neighbouring integer. Such an effect is well shown in the
right panel of S4 in which it is clear that the largest terms of the quasi-local parts of the negativity Hamiltonian
are centered around x̄R. A more quantitative analysis of the quasilocal terms would require a weighted sum of the
nearby elements to get the correct continuum limit, a procedure similar to the one exploited for the entanglement
Hamiltonian in Refs. [19, 100, 101, 108, 109]. Such analysis is beyond the scope of this work and for this reason we
focus on the local term which instead is easily discretized. This is shown in the left panel of Fig. S4. Also in this
case, the field theory prediction correctly matches the numerics, with small deviations that are at most ∼ 6% for the
system sizes considered.
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Figure S4. Negativity Hamiltonian for a real free fermion and for two disjoint intervals of different length `1 6= `2. In this case,
the discretized form of NA correctly reproduces the local behavior of the negativity Hamiltonian (left panel). However, the
reflected point x̄R is not an integer living on the antidiagonal, as in the case of two intervals of equal length. Therefore, we only
plot the location of x̄R, Eq. (11) main text, in order to show that its shape is compatible with the structure of the quasi-local
part of NA. Here we fix `1 = 2`2 = 2d = 4 (right panel).
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