arXiv:2212.07261v1 [hep-th] 14 Dec 2022

1 PREPARED FOR SUBMISSION TO JHEP

Entanglement resolution of free Dirac fermions on a
torus

Alessandro Foligno!, Sara Murciano?, and Pasquale Calabrese®*

LSchool of Physics and Astronomy, University of Nottingham, Nottingham, NG7 2RD, UK

2 Walter Burke Institute for Theoretical Physics, California Institute of Technology, Pasadena,
California 91125, USA.

38ISSA and INFN Sezione di Trieste, via Bonomea 265, 34136 Trieste, Italy.
4 International Centre for Theoretical Physics (ICTP), Strada Costiera 11, 34151 Trieste, Italy.

ABSTRACT: Whenever a system possesses a conserved charge, the density matrix splits into
eigenspaces associated to the each symmetry sector and we can access the entanglement
entropy in a given subspace, known as symmetry resolved entanglement (SRE). Here, we
first evaluate the SRE for massless Dirac fermions in a system at finite temperature and
size, i.e. on a torus. Then we add a massive term to the Dirac action and we treat it as a
perturbation of the massless theory. The charge-dependent entropies turn out to be equally
distributed among all the symmetry sectors at leading order. However, we find subleading
corrections which depend both on the mass and on the boundary conditions along the torus.
We also study the resolution of the fermionic negativity in terms of the charge imbalance
between two subsystems. We show that also for this quantity, the presence of the mass
alters the equipartition among the different imbalance sectors at subleading order.
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1 Introduction

Entanglement is one of the most peculiar property of quantum physics. It is due to quantum
correlations between different parts of a system, meaning that it is an intrinsically non-
local quantity without a classical analogue. It is a fundamental tool in theoretical physics,
with applications in high-energy physics [1-4], in the context of black holes [5-7], and in
low-energy physics, where it can be useful to study extended quantum systems [8-12].
Given the relevance of the subject, several different ways to quantify the entanglement
have been studied over the years. Here, we consider two of them: the first one is the von
Neumann entropy, which characterises the entanglement of a bipartite system in a pure
quantum state [¢) [11]. Starting from a bipartition of a system AUB, and the corresponding
reduced density matrix (RDM) pa = Trp(|¢) (¢|), the entanglement entropy is defined as

S =-Tr[palnpal. (1.1)

A related family of functions, known as Rényi entropies, is given by

1
Sp = InTrp’%, Si1=lim S, =—Tr[palogpal. (1.2)
1—n n—1

The latter are particularly convenient because in the path-integral formalism, for integer n,
Tr [p"4] corresponds to a partition function on an n-sheeted Riemann surface R,,, obtained
by joining cyclically the n sheets along the region A [13]. In quantum field theory, this
object can be computed as a correlation function involving a particular type of twist fields,
which are related to branch points in the Riemann surface R,, [14, 15]. Then, the limit
n — 1 allows to compute the von Neumann entropy.

Despite the success of Rényi entropies in describing bipartite pure systems, entangle-
ment entropies are no longer good measures of entanglement in mixed states since they mix
quantum and classical correlations (e.g. in a high temperature state, S; gives the extensive
result for the thermal entropy that has nothing to do with entanglement). If we consider
the mixed state described by the reduced density matrix p4, where A = A; U As, and
we want to quantify the entanglement between A; and Ao, we can use the entanglement
negativity [16, 17|, defined as

Tr|plt| — 1

(b) =
N = AL

(1.3)

where Tr|O| := TrvVOTO denotes the trace norm and p:";l is the partially-transposed RDM
of A, which is defined as follows. Let us write the RDM as

pa=> (el 2|palek,ef) el e?N et e?
ijkl

, (14)

where ‘ ejl

the system in Aj, As, respectively. The partial transpose p:{;l is defined by exchanging the

> and ‘e@ are orthonormal bases for the Hilbert spaces H; and Hs describing



matrix elements in the subsystem Aj, i.e.

‘ = |€k7 ]><6l’ ‘ (1'5)

In terms of the eigenvalues of p s Ai, and recalling the normalisation ), A\; = 1, Tr|p |

‘ew j> <€k7el

can be written as

Tr|ph |—Z|A|_Z|)\|+Z]>\|—1+QZ|)\| (1.6)

Ai>0 Ai<0 Ai<0

This expression shows that the negativity measures “how much” the eigenvalues of pﬁl are
negative, from which the name negativity comes. Finally, it is worth mentioning that the
superscrit b in Eq. (1.3) refers to the fact that this expression is sometimes referred to as
bosonic negativity: indeed, it turned out that its definition is not well-suited to investigate
entanglement properties in the context of (free-)fermionic systems. To circumvent this
issue, a slightly different definition for the partial transpose, based on the partial time-
reversal (TR) transformation of the RDM, can be adopted, as we are going to review in
Section 2.

Recently, it has also gained importance the study of the interplay between entangle-
ment and the internal symmetries of a system. This new aspect has become accessible
experimentally [18-21], together with the development of the theoretical framework nec-
essary to treat the problem [22, 23]. In this regard, in [22] a simple generalisation of the
replica trick has been proposed to relate symmetry resolved quantities to the moments
of pa on a modified Riemann surface: we refer to them as charged moments. This idea
paved the way to the study of the symmetry resolved entanglement in various contexts,
such as Conformal Field Theories (CFTs) [22-30], interacting integrable quantum field
theories [31-36], holographic settings [37-40], disordered systems [41-44], non-trivial topo-
logical phases [45-49], spin chains [50-73], and also its extension to several entanglement
measures [21, 74-81]. Here, we continue to work in this direction by studying a system of
one-dimensional massive Dirac fermions and extracting their symmetry resolved entropy at
finite temperature and size. In the context of non-complementary subsystems and mixed-
states, we also investigate the charge imbalance resolved megativity at finite temperature
and size, generalising the results of [82] by taking into account the mass correction.

The paper is organised as follows. In Section 2 we provide all the definitions concern-
ing the measures of symmetry resolved entanglement. We also introduce the concept of
negativity for fermionic systems and we discuss the charge imbalance resolved negativity.
This setup allows us to calculate the symmetry resolved entanglement entropy of massless
Dirac fermions for a subsystem with multiple intervals at finite size and temperature in
Section 3. By adding a massive perturbative term to the Dirac action, we generalise the
previous study in Section 4. The approach we adopt is suitable also to study the charge
imbalance negativity, extending the results found in [82] to the massive case in Section
5. Throughout the manuscript, we check the agreement of the analytic expressions with
the numerical lattice computations, both for the charged moments and their Fourier trans-
forms. We draw our conclusions in Section 6. Five appendices provide the details of our
computations, especially for the analytic continuations of the Rényi entropy.



2 Entanglement resolution in pure and mixed states

In this section, we provide the general definitions of the main quantities of interest, namely
the symmetry resolved entanglement entropies and the charge imbalance negativity: they
quantify the entanglement in each charge sector when the system is invariant under a global
U(1) symmetry. A charge sector is defined as a U(1) invariant subspace of the Hilbert space
[22].

2.1 Symmetry resolved entanglement

Le us briefly review the study of critical systems with an additional internal global U(1)
symmetry. The generator of the symmetry, which we call @), commutes with the Hamil-
tonian and thus the density matrix, that for a system at nonzero temperature 1/4 reads
p=e P17 with Z = Tre PH. If the generator @) can be written as the sum of the local
charges in the two subsystems AU B, @ = Q4 + @ p, the charge restricted to A commutes
with the reduced density matrix

[Qa,pa] =0, (2.1)

and the RDM takes a block form in the basis of the eigenstates of @) 4, with eigenvalues ¢:

p(q1)palqr) 0 0
_ 0 p(q2)palq2) 0 (22)

pa 0 0 plas)palas) - ..

The factors p(q) have been introduced in order to normalise each block, so that

Tr(palg)) =1, Y plg)=1. (2.3)

They describe the probability of finding ¢ as an outcome of the measurement of Q4. The
density matrix of each block can be found projecting p4 in the corresponding eigenspace
and normalising the result

Hgpally
— —aPATa 2.4

where II; is the projector in the g-charge sector. Since each pa(q) is a density matrix
(meaning it is positive semidefinite and normalised), the corresponding entanglement en-
tropy, which we call symmetry resolved entanglement entropy, is given by

Salq) = —Tr(pa(q)log(pa(q))), (2.5)

and is related to the total entanglement entropy as

Sa=Y_[p(a)Sa(q) — p(q) log(p(q))]- (2.6)

q



From this expression, we can decompose the total entanglement as a sum of two quan-
tities. The first one is the weighted sum of the entanglement in each symmetry sector,
which has been called configurational entanglement entropy S¢ [18]; the second one, in-
stead, arises from the fact that the system can be found in each symmetry sector with a
certain probability p(q). This uncertainty, which can be viewed as “missing” information,
is called number entanglement, S™.

One can also define the symmetry resolved Rényi entropy as

1
Sula) = T=—Tr[pa(@)"). (2.7
—n
To compute these quantities using CFT, we will follow the approach described in [22].
Exploitng the property that the eigenvalues of Q) 4 only take integer discrete values (for the
U(1) symmetry), we can conveniently express the projector with a Fourier transform

do

s
I, = / elQacg—iaa (2.8)
e o 2w

By introducing the charged moments Z,(a) = Tr(p%e!*?4), the projected density matrix
in a charge sector is a Fourier transform

4 do

Z,(0) = (i) = [ ez, 20 = pla) (29)

and the symmetry resolved Rényi entropies read

S = lim Sy,(q). 2.10
Luckily, the charged moments can be computed via the replica trick; the factor @
is translated in a phase difference condition in the path integral formulation [22]. This
means that, when sewing all the Riemann sheets together, we get a phase e!® whenever we
complete a cycle through the n copies.

2.2 Fermionic negativity and charge imbalance

As mentioned in the introduction, the limit of applicability for entanglement entropy lies in
the requirement that the system is in a pure state, thus excluding the case of a finite tem-
perature system or a multipartite geometry. In this subsection, we review the definition of
fermionic negativity presented in [83], which covers such cases. Consider a one-dimensional
subsystem A, described by a RDM p4, partitioned in two parts A; and As. The fermionic
negativity can be defined by looking at the action of a partial time-reversal transforma-
tion on the density matrix. This operation, in bosonic systems, is equivalent to a partial
transposition, while it differs for a phase in the case of fermions. This property can be
conveniently shown by looking at the time-reversal operation on fermionic coherent states
[84], which is:

(1EXED™ = li)e] (2.11)



where ¢, € are Grassman variables and |€) = e~¢¢' 10),(¢] = (0] ¢~ are the related fermionic
coherent states while ¢, ¢| are the fermionic operators satisfying {cj, ¢;} = 6;5. The factor
i is necessary for the anticommuting nature of the Grassman variables, and it is required
to leave the trace invariant under this operation. The superscript R is used to distinguish
the fermionic from the standard partial transpose operation defined in Eq. (1.5). This
transformation rule can be rewritten in the occupation number basis as

({nitiear, {5} jeas X i tieay, {ijjeas))™ =
= (=)D (117 iea,, {75} jean{nidieas {n5}eas])  (2.12)
where
71 +71 mod 2

o ({ni}, 7)) = 5 H(m+n) () T= Y on =Y n (213)

€A, i€A,

It shows that the partial time-reversal acts as the composition of the partial transpose plus
a unitary operator, i.e. a phase [84]:

({nitiear, {nj}jeas X {mitiear, {Rj tjea, )™ =
= Ua ([{nitieass {ng}iean (i iear {fij e, ) UL (2.14)

In this basis, the phase contribution is 0 along the diagonal, since ¢ ({n;},{n;}) = 0.
Under the partial time-reversal R, the density matrix is no longer hermitian, in general.
Ri| =

To restore this property, we can consider the matrix ‘ p pRlT ptt which has only real

eigenvalues, and the fermionic negativity is defined by

Tr|pf| —1
w = Bl =1 (2.15)
2
Analogously to Rényi entropy, we can define the fermionic Rényi negativity as
log Tr (pRlpR1T> z n =mne even,
R, = no—1 (2.16)

log Tr [(pRIpRlT) pRl] n=mn, odd.
From Eq. (2.16), we can recover the fermionic negativity by the analytical continuation of
the even Rényi negativities, evaluated in n, =1 as

1
N=-1

m
2 ne—1

(Rn. —1). (2.17)

To further investigate the internal symmetry structure of this quantity in the presence
of a conserved charge, we can follow Refs. [50, 74]: let us call Q4 the conserved charged
restricted to A, which in turn can be expressed as the sum @)1 and Q2 of charges localised
in the two partitions of the system A; and As, respectively. The density matrix commutes



with the total charge and we act on the commutation relation with a partial time-reversal
operation, as in Eq. (2.14):

0=[pa,Qa] = [pa, Q1] + [pa, Q2] =

0=[pa, Q2] + Ua ([p4, Q)" Ul = [pa, Q] — [U phU4, ULQTUA] = [p52, Q2 — QY
(2.18)

In the occupation number basis, which diagonalises the charge operator, we can see ex-
plicitly QF = @1, since Q is diagonal in this basis, so the conserved charge of the partial
time-reversed operator, Q;mp = Q2 — @1, has the form of a charge imbalance between Aj
and As.

Exploiting the presence of a conserved charge, we can decompose the total negativity of
the system as done for the entropy:

N => pl@N(q), (2.19)

where the normalising factor p(q) now is defined as

p(g) = Tr (qu§1>, (2.20)

and Il is the projector in the symmetry ¢ imbalance sector. Let us remark that if our
initial density matrix p4 is in a pure state, there exist some degenerate values of ¢ for
which p(g) = 0; this is due to the fact that the value of Q4 = Q1 + Q2 is fixed in this case,
thus allowing only certain values of the imbalance @, = Q2 — @1 to be different from
zero. This is not the case for mixed states.

Finally, we can define the charged moments of the partial time-reversed density matrix

no.
T (o (7)) eo@me), m=2m
Np(ar) = Nl a0l (2.21)
Tr ( (palpa)t)” " pae™ ”’”’) , n=2m+1
and the charge imbalance resolved moments as their Fourier transform
™ .
Zponlq) = / dae N, (a). (2.22)
—T
From the moments, we can recover the normalised Rényi negativity
Zrin(q
Nola) = 22D )~ wifo), (223)

The analitycal continuation performed on the even numbers provides the charge imbalance
negativity according to the limit

N(q) = lim + (Mo (g)—1). (2.24)

ne—1 2



3 Warmup: Symmetry resolution - massless case

As a warmup, we consider the massless Dirac field theory, described by the following
Lorentz invariant Lagrangian in a 1 + 1 dimensional spacetime

L = py"dp, (3.1)
where ¢ = 9T7?. The 4* matrices can be represented in terms of the Pauli matrices as
7% = o1 and ! = 09. This action has a global U(1) symmetry, ¥ — €' and 1) +— e ")
which is related to the conservation of the charge @ = [ dxi¢p. Here, we focus first
on the computation of the charged moments through a diagonalisation in the space of
replicas. Using the bosonisation technique, the problem is mapped to the calculation of a
correlation function of vertex operators. The analytical expressions are compared with the
lattice computations, finding a good agreement. Finally, we perform a Fourier transform of
the obtained quantities. We think it is instructive to report all the steps for the derivation
of the known results about the massless case since they will be the building blocks for
the following sections about the massive Dirac fermions, whose computations are more

cumbersome.

3.1 Replica diagonalisation

Let us consider a system of free one-dimensional Dirac fermions at finite temperature and
size, whose corresponding field is defined on a torus spacetime, given the periodicity in
both imaginary time 7 and space z. The partition function corresponding to Tr [p;] has a
single fermionic field defined on a Riemann surface made of n different sheets, and can be
mapped to an equivalent one in which one deals with a n-component field, which is instead

defined on a single sheet:

Y1

where v; is the Dirac field of the j-th copy of the system.

These copies interact through a composite twist field operator Ty, . which imposes the
appropriate boundary conditions that, in the Riemann surface picture, connects the various
sheets. Given a component of the field 1);, the insertion of a twist field at a point u implies
that a winding around such point (z — u) — €*™(z — u) maps it to the next component,
ia/n

with an additional phase e The same applies to the composite anti-twist field 7;7@,

which takes a field from the copy j to j — 1 adding a phase e~*/". This transformation
can be encoded in the twist matrix:
0 —» 0 ...0 0
0 0 —en...0 0
To=| : : oo Tna @ ¥i = [Tal;; ¥5- (3.3)
0 0 0 0 —ein
e 00 0 0



The action of this matrix is diagonalised by the appropriate change of basis in the replica

space:
n 27k +27k
- ok - ad2nk ~
= el Vi, Todhy = 54y, (3.4)
j=1
for k = —"771, ce ”771, so that the twist fields can be decomposed into n different twists

acting independently on each replica
a = H 776‘,11,017 7;1704 = H 7~7€,n,oz~
k k

Since the 1/~Jk fields are decoupled, the total partition function is just the product of n
independent partition functions, Z;. In this formalism, the addition of a global flux « is
straightforward by equally splitting it among all the n replicas.
There is an ambiguity in the choice of the phase as it can generically take the form 2”’“% +
2mm. Different choices of the winding number m correspond to different configurations of
the field, and in principle we should take a linear combination of the partition functions
computed with all the possible choices of m. However, the leading order contribution to
the partition function Zj corresponds to the choice m = 0, as explained in Appendix B.
We now review the procedure outlined in [85] to compute the decoupled partition

functions Z. The most generic subsystem A is composed of p intervals
A = Jlus, vil, (3.5)
i

the charged moments can then be expressed as a correlator

<H ﬁ’a Z)> = ﬁ <H77€n04 ul)nna (% > HZk . )
k

=1 =1

_n—1
2

where we indicate as wu;,v; the points corresponding to u; = (u;,0),v; = (v;,0) in the
Euclidean coordinates of the path integral. Our fields are multivalued: they gain a different
phase around the branch points u; and v;, respectively. In order to obtain single-valued
fields, we can let the phase be absorbed by a gauge transformation [85]. Calling ¥ the
new, gauged, fields, they are related with the multivalued ones by the gauge transformation

Fe() > oF —exp{ A dm'ﬂ Iul). (3.7)

Requiring a null phase condition around the branch points for wg, Stokes theorem allows
to find the appropriate gauge transformation:

21k + «

- 6 (x — uy). (3.8)

M Ja{A Nzt =0 = 8,4, () =



where €, is the antisymmetric tensor in 2 dimensions. Similarly, the points v; give an
opposite phase and putting all together we get

v, Au(x) =Y 2”’“% (5<2> ( — ;) — 0P (z — 'vi)) . (3.9)

i

The Dirac Euclidean lagrangian in a gauge field is
L = V" (O — iAEE + mpyy (3.10)

We can use the fermionic current j# = &gﬁy“wg to isolate the gauge field term in the
action, rewriting the partition function as

Zy = <eifjﬂA“d2$>CFT, (3.11)

where (-)opr denotes that the expectation value is taken on the massless, ungauged the-
ory, which is conformal invariant. We can apply the bosonisation technique, with the
substitution

1
i e, by 3.12
J 5 € Ok (3.12)

and compute Eq. (3.11) in the dual theory of the Dirac fermion, which is that of a free
scalar ¢y, described by the action:

S= / (Oupr)*d’. (3.13)

Because of Eq. (3.9), Zx(«) is nothing but a correlation function of vertex operators:

- <H e ug) i ¢k(vj)> : (3.14)
j

The correlation function of vertex operators on a torus is given by [86]:

<H exp{ia;o( zl)}> = 805 Oy (3 cvizilT)

0, (0l7)
Using Eqgs. (3.15) and (3.14), we find:

—2a;a;

9 01 (2[7)].—0

01 (2 — 24|7)

(3.15)

2

03, LT (b )
6,(0]7)

2
Ha 01 Uq— ub‘T)el(va vb|7_) 2(k+r:L/227r)
o) = [He oy (0|
a,b

Y

(3.16)

where we have added an ultraviolet cutoff e ~  necessary for the numerical comparison

with a lattice theory with spacing a — 0. The spacial length of the torus is set equal
to L, and 7 = % is the ratio of the two periods of the torus. 6, are the Jacobi theta
functions, with the pedix v specifying one of the four possible boundary conditions along
the torus, the spin sectors v = 1,2,3,4. Their meaning is reported in the following table
using the standard notation of NS and R for Neveu-Schwarz or Ramond periodic condition,

respectively:

~10 -



Spin sector Periodicity in the = direction Periodicity in the 7 direction

vr=1 R R
v=2 R NS
v=3 NS NS
v=4 NS R

Before concluding this section, we notice that Eq. (3.16) can be put in another form by
applying a modular transformation on the parameter 7 — —%. Under such transformation,
the Jacobi theta functions obey the identity [86]:

_ mia?

e T T 1
el =~ =t (711,

where v/ = v for v = 1,3, while v = 2,4 interchange. Applying this transformation to

(3.17)

(3.16), we obtain the expression:

0y (Ya=4p 1 01 (La=vb 1 1 p 2(k+a/27r)2
Zk(Oé): Ha<b 1( i3 T) 1( i3 T) (6 (O‘ 7_>> ) n2

—0,0

[Top 01 (52| — 1) T
k+a/2m)(ueg—vq

0 (B, 2 =D)L

" 6,(01- 1)  (3.18)

3.2 Charged moments on the torus

We can start from Eq. (3.6) to compute the charged moments. To this end, we divide it in
two parts, where the first factor, Z,g(oz), does not depend on the spin sector v, so we dub
it the spin independent part. The second factor will be named instead the spin dependent
part Z} (), such that

log(Zy) = log(ZY) + log(Zy) (3.19)
Explicit analytic expressions are provided in Eqgs. (3.22), (3.25), (3.26).

3.2.1 Spin independent part

For convenience, we take the logarithm of both terms in 3.6, to transform the product into

a suin:

n—1
O N T R G
log Zp(a) = Z 2( +a2/ ) log‘H<b ( 5 )i( b )

e n Ha,b‘gl(u%vb _%)
n—1
6 NV L S (B, el |1
o0 (0] | . (32
X (Ta 1<0‘ T>) ‘+k§1 og 6,,(0] — 1) ‘ (3.20)

2

- 11 -



We focus on the physical sectors v = 2,3 which are antiperiodic in the imaginary time with
period . The sum of the spin independent part can be easily calculated since

n2 —1  2(a/27)?
(k 2 21
Z (kta/2m)? = ==+ ===, (3.21)
and we get
log Z2(a) =
n?—1 2 ey 01 (Hegte| — 1)gy (Late| — 1 1\\?
:< + >log e Wl 1~ )<68Z91 <o'—>> |
6n 2n*n Ha,b9 ( aig - ;) T T
(3.22)

This expression, in the limit L, 5 — oo, agrees with the well known CFT results on a flat
space-time [22] .

3.2.2 Spin dependent part

The spin dependent part of the partition function is the most interesting, since it shows
deviations from standard CFT on a plane. As we will find out, these terms, which come
purely from the boundary conditions, are responsible for small violations of the equipar-
tition of entanglement. Physically, the influence of the boundary on entanglement shows
the non-local nature of the latter. The goal is the computation of

N 0, (LtelCm)r |1
logZ4(a)= Y 2log (ST— iy T, (3.23)
k=—n21 O T

2

where 7, from now on, will be defined as the total length of the subsystem:
r= Zua — Vg (3.24)
a

Let us focus on the v = 2 spin sector. Substituting the infinite product expansion of theta
functions [86], Taylor-expanding the logarithm and using the results for the geometric
series, we find

p=2\ =1 sinh(”’ﬂ”r) mro
log(Z4=%) =2 Z:lmsmh(me) n— sjnh(ﬂgg) cosh( Bn ) . (3.25)

B
This series converges exponentially fast for all real values of n.

A similar formula can be found for the spin sector v = 3

mmr

log Zy, = (a) = 2 i i n— S?nh< ° ) cosh<m2a> : (3.26)

- 12 —



3.2.3 Comparison with the lattice theory

In this section we benchmark the results for the charged moments log Z,, = log Z0(«a) +
log Z¥ (o), v = 2,3. For the lattice computations, we use the techniques reported in the
Appendix A, setting the number of lattice sites in the numerics to N = 300. We also
choose the lattice spacing a = 1/N in such a way that L = Na = 1.

As can be seen from Eq. (3.22), there is an unknown lattice parameter, €, necessary to
compare the CFT results with the numerics. To avoid this problem, a possibility is to
consider quantities such as the difference of the logarithm of two charged moments, each
computed for the same number of intervals of different length, so that the dependence on €
cancels out. This has been done in Figure 1, showing a good agreement between the lattice
computations and the field theory prediction in Egs. (3.22) and (3.23).

-39} R
—

~ 52} 7

Alog(Zs(a

-7.8

Figure 1: Difference between the logarithm of the charged moments Alog Z,(a) =
log Zn(a)|,—y, — log Zn()|,—,,, evaluated for a single interval of length, respectively,
¢y = 0.3L and ¢; = 0.6L, in the spin sectors v = 2 (left) and v = 3 (right), with the
temperature set to § = 3L and N = 300 lattice sites. The blue continuous line uses the
field theory prediction in Eq. (3.19) while the symbols correspond to the exact results
obtained through the techniques reported in Appendix A.

It is also possible to fix € using its analytical expression found in [50] by exploiting the
generalised Fisher-Hartwig conjecture. In short, this technique allows to obtain an explicit
formula for the charged moments computed on a lattice theory at 7= 0 and N — oco. The
comparison with the analytical formula derived from field theory provides an expression for
the lattice constant e, which we assume to weakly depend on 7 = z% Numerical evidence
seems to validate this assumption, as shown in Fig. 2, where the lattice data and the field

theory prediction perfectly overlap.

~13 -



Figure 2: Logarithm of the charged moment log(Z;(a)) evaluated for a subsystem made
of two intervals of length 0.1L, 0.3L, separated by a distance Az = 0.2L, at 8 = 0.1L. The
blue solid line corresponds to Eq. (3.20) while the lattice cutoff € is given by Eq. (3.27).
We have set the number of lattice sites N = 300.

We report explicitly the expression we used for the lattice constant e [50], which is

1 6n
S T
e(n, @) =g exp (n2 T 12(a/2rE L a)> ’

Y(n, o) =ni /_Z dw [tanh(ww) — tanh <7mw + ;zaﬂ log (FE_W)

3.3 Symmetry resolved moments via Fourier transform

Applying the inverse Fourier transform (2.22) we obtain the symmetry resolved Rényi
entropies. In order to explicitly carry out this integral, we consider the physically relevant
limit € ~ ¢ = % < 1. The function log Z,,(«) is well described by a quadratic function in
« in this limit, since the spin independent part is dominant, thanks to the term o o log(e)
in Eq. (3.22):

2 2
0 n“ —1 o _
llog(Zy)| ~ ( - + 2n7r2> log(N) > |log(Z,)| = O(1). (3.28)
In this limit, we can approximate the charged moments at the lowest nontrivial order in «
as
bna2
Zn(a) ~ Ape” 2, (3.29)

where the explicit expression for the parameters A,,b, are reported in Appendix C to
lighten the notations. The Fourier transform can be explicitly carried out by extending the
integration domain of Eq. (2.9) to the whole real axis, instead of just [—m,n]. This is a
good approximation provided again %" > 1, which holds true in the thermodynamic limit
€ ~ ¢ — 0. Within this assumption, we get the symmetry resolved moments

Z.(q) = A, e 2n (3.30)
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and the symmetry resolved entanglement entropy

v\n 2
Sy(q) = ﬁ log ﬁg + ;log(bblz) — 1Tn log(27m) — @2) (;1, - bl;;)] . (3.31)
It is interesting to study whether the equipartition of entanglement is broken. In particular,
looking at Eq. (3.31), the charge dependent contribution cancels if b, % Since this is
always true for the spin independent part of the partition function (ignoring the n and «
dependence of the lattice constant €), any breaking of equipartition predicted by pure CFT
is due to the spin dependent part of the charged moments, thus to the boundary conditions.
Moreover, if we consider the explicit expression for b%=3 in Eq. (C.2), we observe that the
spin dependent part is suppressed for % < 1, meaning the equipartition is preserved at
high temperatures.

In Figure 3, we show the temperature dependence of the symmetry resolved entanglement
entropy for one interval and different charges ¢, in both relevant spin sectors. We can
clearly see that the equipartition is recovered in the high temperature regime, while this is
spoiled by the boundary terms at low temperature, in particular in the spin sector v = 2.
In Figure 4 (top panels), we plot the symmetry resolved moments obtained with the saddle
point approximation in Eq. (3.30), testing the agreement with the ones obtained from a
numerical transform of the field theory formula in Eq. (3.20) and with the lattice theory.
Finally, in Figure 4 (bottom panels) we do the same for the symmetry resolved entropy
in Eq. (3.31). We see that the agreement is good around ¢ = 0 and it worsens for higher
values of ¢ since, while the lattice entropy seems to saturate, the saddle point predicts a
parabolic behavior for all ¢, which only mimics the lattice behavior in a neighborhood of
q=0.

4 Symmetry resolution - massive case

In this section we derive the leading correction to the symmetry resolved entanglement

entropy on the torus due to a mass term in the Dirac Lagrangian, i.e.

L= 7" (0, + i, (4.1)

The procedure to compute the partition function is the same as the one described in Section
2.1, with the only difference that the average (3.11) is now computed on a massive theory
and not on a CFT. Given the complexity of the resulting expressions, we refer to Appendix
D for the technical details, while we report the steps for their derivation in the main text.
We show that the presence of a small mass in the Dirac action does not spoil equipartition
at leading order, in the thermodynamic limit, but gives a subleading, spin sector dependent
correction, which is proportional to the mass.

Here, we treat the mass perturbatively, in such a way that the extra term in the
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Figure 3: Temperature dependence, in unit of the inverse spacial dimension of the system,
for the entanglement entropy of a subsystem composed of an interval of length 0.4L in the
v =2 (left) and v = 3 (right) spin sectors, obtained from Eq. (3.31), with the constant e
evaluated for N = 300 in Eq. (3.27). The asymptotic linear growth for higher temperatures
reproduces the well known thermodynamic entropy of free fermions (quantum correlations
are subleading at higher temperatures).

Lagrangian is considered as a perturbation of the massless theory, as follows

m(q) = (] Lot _ DG Dyl S Fovld-idim)e
Zk (CM) - <€ >massive theory o f[DQEk;] [Dwk]eifd2m;(a+m)¢
<ef d2mZ(iA—m)w>

- <€_fd2wmw> CFT  (4.2)

CFT

We use the superscript m in order to distinguish the massive charged moments from the
massless ones. Using the bosonisation technique, Eq. (4.1) can be mapped into a sine-
Gordon model, whose action reads

Ssn = / {;ﬂaﬂwﬂqﬁ + )\cos(¢)] d%z, (4.3)

where the coupling A is proportional to the mass with a dimensional factor dependent on a
cutoff scale (this constant will be fitted when comparing the field theory and the numerical
results).

Eq. (4.2) can be rewritten in terms of expectation values on a bosonic theory replacing
the massive term with the cosine interaction, and using Eq. (3.12) for the current:

<ef ‘f:(iAueW8V¢—Acos<¢))>
ZiM(a) =

<e—fd21’)\cos(¢)> ’ (44)
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Figure 4: Top panels: Symmetry resolved moments Z,(q) for n = 1, computed with the
saddle point approximation in Eq. (3.30) (blue continuous line), with a numerical Fourier
transform of the field theory charged moments in Eq. (3.20) (cross mark) and with the
lattice model (orange dots), for N = 300. The values of the parameters are § = 10L
and r = 0.3L, where r is the size of the interval defining the subsystem. The plot on the
left is obtained in the spin sector v = 2, the other one corresponds to v = 3. Bottom
panels: Symmetry resolved entanglement entropy in the spin sector v = 2 (left) and v = 3
(right) for a subsystem made of a single interval of length 0.3L, at § = 10L. The blue
continuous line represents the result obtained from the field theory with the saddle point
approximation in Eq. (3.31) and the orange dots show, instead, the numerical result for a
finite lattice model (N = 300).

where for brevity we omit the subscript CFT on the average from now on, assuming all
path integrals are performed on the massless action. The first nontrivial order for the mass
term is quadratic in A, due to the neutrality condition of vertex operators:

2
<effd2x)\cos(¢>)> _ <1 + Z/ei(¢(x)¢(y))d2xd2y + O(}\4)> ) (45)
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We can then express the first order mass correction to the charged moments as:

<H o 2T 4 (0,u5) i EEU2T (0,0 [1+ [ eil®@)=6W) 4242 D

Zk: ( ) A2 ;
(143 ez(¢<x>—¢(y)>d2wd2y>
(4.6)
)\2 . a ‘rr a/2m .
~ Zp(a) + 4< HeM (0,u5) =226 (0,0;) _ / 61(¢<x>¢(y>>d2$d2y>‘
J
We use the following compact notation to label our main quantities of interest:
< i(6(2)=6) T ek+%”"<0une—ﬁi%ﬁﬁ¢mmﬁ>
A = 4.
k,n(Oé7 x, y) <H e k+£:1/27r (0 Uj)eflk+c:l/2ﬂ¢(oyvj)> 9 ( 7)
Al (o Z Apn(a,2,y) — Ap=on(0,2, 1), (4.8)
allowing us to write the correction to the full partition function as:

Z™(a) =~ Z"%(a) (1 + m2/Afft(a)d2xd2y> + O(m*), (4.9)

where, we stress again, A o< m up to a renormalisation constant.
Ap pn is a correlation function of vertex operators, so Eq. (3.15) yields:

(k+a)r 2
0, (5 2=y 7 .0, (0))

(9’/ ((k—};]a)r |7_) 91 (y — l’|7’)
2(k+a)

n

Ak — Aknlp—geo =

| €020, (0]7) 20, (x — y|7) :
91 (y — -%"7') HV(O‘T)

—x!T 1 (ta —y|7)
= y|7) b1 (uq — |7)

(4.10)

The second addendum ensures that there is no mass correction when the size of the sub-
system goes to 0, and its presence is crucial to regularise the integral. Indeed, we can check
that the integral in Eq. (4.10) does not diverge, so that a regularisation for the mass is
not required to obtain a meaningful result. Assuming to work at finite L, 3, a divergent
contribution can only come from poles of the integrand. Since 61(z) x z as z — 0, x = y
is a singular point. Expanding around x = y at the lowest order, we have

2(k+a)
01 (va —x|7) 01 (ua —ylT)| "
=1+ 0(|z —yl), 4.11
1;[ th (Ua—y’T)el (ua—x|7-) (’ y’) ( )
and e
(kta)r _
9”( no T y\T)_ ol o
=14 0(z — ), (4.12)

6, (L2ir)

~ 18 —



which means that the two singular addends in Eq. (4.10) cancel out at the leading order,
and the divergence can behave at most as ~ ﬁ Since z,y are 2—dimensional variables,
when divided in real and imaginary part, a pole must diverge at least like ~ ﬁ to give
an infinite contribution, which is not the case. Points where & = ug, v, or y = u4, v, (and
vice-versa) behave as |z — u, 7M. In our case, |k| < 251 and |a|/(27) < 1, so this
exponent can be 2 at most, where the value 2 occurs only for the most extreme values of
a = £7. Except for these o = 4, such poles behave like 1/|x — x|, s < 2 which means
they do not give a divergent contribution. The analytical resummation of ), Ay ,, can
be done using identities for the Jacobi theta functions and we report the result of these

computations in Appendix D.

4.1 Numerical implementation

While the total entanglement entropy at finite temperature and sistem size has already
been studied in Ref. [87] for the massless case, the massive correction was only found for
integer values of n > 2, so it is important to test the analytic continuation for n = 1
and a = 0 against lattice computations. As already stressed, the mass is defined up to
a renormalisation factor; to match the field theory result with the lattice model we fit a
multiplicative constant for the renormalised mass and use it in the plots. We assume that
the renormalised mass does depend on both the number of lattice sites and the ratio %, SO
a different fit is performed for every choice of these parameters. The Rényi entropies get a

small mass contribution equal to

1
08 = mQM/AZ"tdzdey, (4.13)

and taking the limit n — 1 of this expression (as explained in Appendix D), we get the
entanglement entropy mass correction, which has been plotted in Fig. 5.

As noted in [87], since the ground state in the spin sector v = 2 is degenerate, the
limit e #H |00 does not produce a pure state. The presence of the mass should remove
this degeneracy, but our perturbative assumption requires m < T, L', meaning that the
degeneracy is not lifted and the limits m — 0, T — 0 do not commute. This is shown in
Figure 5, where, within the spin sector v = 2, the property

Sp(r) = Sp(L — 1), (4.14)

which holds for a pure state, is not respected.

Similarly, we compare the leading order mass correction of the charged moments in
Fig. 6. The integration of Egs. (4.9) and (4.13) has been carried out with the Mathematica
Montecarlo algorithm, averaged on many different realisations, to reduce the integration
error, which was not negligible in a single run of the algorithm.
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Figure 5: Mass correction to the Rényi entropy as a function of the subsystems size, r
for N = 300 sites. We compare the lattice results (continuous orange line) with Eq. (4.13)
(blue points) for a subsystem of one single interval, at % = 5, in the spin sectors v = 2
(left) and v = 3 (right). We plot the Rényi entropy S,, corresponding to n = 1 for the v = 2
spin sector, while we choose n = 1.5 for the v = 3 spin sector. Notice that in this case
we used the symbols for the field theory prediction, since the evaluation of the integrals
defining this correction makes it hard to sample many points; for visual clarity, we used
instead a continuous line for the lattice data. The overlap between the field theory and
the lattice theory is obtained by a fit of a multiplicative constant for the data, due to a
renormalisation of the mass.
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Figure 6: Mass correction to the logarithm of the charged moment log(Z)"(«)) computed
at 0§ = b for a subsystem of size » = 0.5L in a system of N = 300 sites. This quantity is
evaluated for n = 1.5, in the spin sector v = 2 (left), and for n = 1 in the spin sector v = 3
(right). The plots have been overlapped thanks to a multiplicative constant obtained by a
subsystem-size fit like the one shown in Figure 5. In particular, the blue points correspond
to the analytical prediction in Eq. (4.15).
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Figure 7: Mass correction to the symmetry resolved entanglement entropy evaluated for
a subsystem of size £ = 0.5L and N = 300 total sites. The inverse temperature and the
spin sector shown are § = 5,v = 2 (left) and § = 1,v = 3 (right). We compare the results
on the lattice (in orange) and the field theory correction (in blue) in Eq. (4.16).

4.2 Fourier transform and number entropy

Starting from the charged moments in Eq. (4.9), the leading order massive correction to
the symmetry resolved moments and entropy are given by

0Z,(q) = 02, (Q)‘ ] :/ e’an;”_O(a)/Aff’t(a,x,y)d%d@zf: (4.15)
m=<=0

om?2 o
and

UV
om? |, _, 1—-n

_ 1 (d2(e)  0Z:(q)
<zn<q> zl<q>> (4.16)

respectively. The presence of a mass gives, within this perturbative approach, a term which
violates the equipartition, and which is subleading in the small m limit we are considering.
The correction to the symmetry resolved entropy has been plotted in Fig. 7 against the
exact lattice computations; we can observe a deviation between the lattice data and the
field theory results for ¢ > 1, which are due to finite size effect.

Before concluding the section, we want to show how the mass correction to the Dirac
action affects the result for the number entropy. Using a quadratic approximation for the
logarithm of the charged moments around o = 0, we can get an expression for the number
entropy using the saddle point approximation: by defining

PAT 5
D02 d*zdy =c (4.17)
we can rewrite Eq. (4.9) as
2
m m a 2 v v
log(Z7* () =~ log(Z7"(0)) + > (m?c” — bY) (4.18)
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and, using Eq. (2.9), the probability distribution p(q) reads

oo az(by—m2cy) . _% 1
p(q) ~ / 6_%6_Zaqdﬁ = e 2(b17m21:1) . (419)
oo 27 21 (b — m2ev)

Estimating the sum with an integral, a substitution justified in the same limit of the saddle
entropy approximation, the number entropy defined in Eq. (2.6) is

7 = = S bl o) = - <= [ b ostola)ida = 5 (1 +loglen — m*e)),

—0Q0

(4.20)

where for small m, we can find the O(m?) corrections to the massless case.

5 Charge imbalace resolution - massive case

We now turn to the computation of the fermionic negativity. We need to evaluate Np(«)
for the normalisation constant p(q) in Eq. (2.23) and the even charged moments

Ne .
N, (@) = Tr( (o plitT) " eio@ime), (5.1)

which will be analytically continued to n, — 1. This quantity has been studied in Ref. [25]
for massless free fermions at finite size and temperature and we will briefly review it as a
starting point to compute the leading order massive correction.

As custom, we denote with A; and A the subpartitions of A and we want to evaluate
the charge imbalance negativity between them. The odd and even charged moments Ny, («)
can be found via replica trick; in this case we need to sew the n copies of the fermionic
field taking into account also the antiperiodic boundary connection to each field due to the
anticommuting nature of fermions, i.e.

Tibj—1(x) T €A
Yi(x) = § Tathj—1 () r €Ay, (5.2)
() x ¢ A

where T, is the twist matrix already defined in Eq. (3.3), while T takes into account the
time-reversal operation and reads

0o 0 0 0 e ne(—1)ne1
e ne 0 0 0 0
- 0 e 0 ... 0 0 -
a =1 9 0 e 'me ... 0 0 (5-3)
0 0 0 e in 0
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The twist matrices T,, and T, defined in Eqs. (3.3) and (5.3), respectively, can be
simultaneously diagonalised for n even or, trivially, for n = 1, by choosing the following
basis for the fields on the replicas

n
~ 2mwiky . . i(2mk+a) ~ ~ i(2mk+o)
_ —2miky R —irkta) 4
Y = E e ne My, Tty =€ ne 4y, Ty =e  ne o, (5.4)

J=1

for k = 1_2"6, e "ET_l In this basis, our problem is split into the computation of n de-

- k+a/27
coupled partition functions in which the fields have different twist phases, e*™ me and
k+a/2m

ne  passing through As and Ay, respectively. The total partition function is the

__—2m

product of each of these
a) = [ Zr. (o). (5.5)
k

As a concrete example, we consider the following geometry: our subsystems Aq, As are adja-
cent segments of lengths ¢1, {2, respectively, such that A; = [—¢1,0], Ay = [0, £2]. Moreover,
we work at finite size and temperature, so that each partition function is defined on a torus.
Using again the bosonisation technique, Zg, () is expressed as a correlation function of
vertex operators. As explained in Appendix B we need to fix the phase ambiguity of the
vertex operators by choosing the leading order contribution in the scaling limit. This has
been done in Appendix B.2, and we report here only the final result

ZR = <e (Sgn(k)+ +27m )d)(_[l)e (Sgn(k)""2k+nne>¢(0)ei<:e+2”"e)¢(£2)> (5 6)
1, , .

which is readily evaluated for massless fermions as [25]

o=t + ol (e~ i ) (o)

ZR1, ( ) = k__ sgn(k) 2k _sgn(k) | 2 & oh (k) 2 X
0000y PG =25 o) (R =502 g g 2 ) (R 54 22)
2
0, (62— ) 027y gy 0B A
g et/ (0]7)| ™,
9u(0|7)
sgn (k) k 6] 2 Sgn(k,) ok o 2 k o 2
Akn = oo ) T + =+ + (= + .
; 2 Ne 27N, 2 Ne TN Ne 27N,

(5.7)

Here we want to study the leading order massive correction using again a perturbative
expansion, which mirrors the one in Section 4. This expansion is meaningful only if the
mass is taken to be smaller than all the energy scales involved, i.e. m < T, L~!. In this
case we define the quantity flkm as

< i(9(2) - ¢(y))< (- <£f2(/’3)ﬂ>)¢<fl>ei(2““1i/2’”mz@>¢(°)eiw¢“2)>>
<e@-(’“+:;/2”sg“ﬁ)¢(e1)e (2= o) i ““/2”¢<42>> 7

(5.8)

Ak,n =
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which is again a correlator of vertex operator that can be explicitly worked out. Thus, the
massive correction can be written as

log (23, ) ~ og(Z0) + 1 [ Auaoe,n) = Arnlasa)|__ Pad®y (59)
5 k+a/27 _ sgn(k) 2
Ay, = <91(90+€1)91($—€2)91(y) > ne [01(x+€1)91(y)] A
" 01(y + €1)01(y — £2)01(x)? 01(y + £1)01(x)
2

01 (017)0, (2220 (ty — 1) + 6,0 42 — )
X e
01(x — yIT)Gu(%(EQ —0y) + 028

(5.10)

The integral in Eq. (5.9), similarly to the one in Eq. (4.10), does not have any UV
divergences. This expression can be analytically continued to

Al (o, 2, 7) ZAk” (o, ,9) Ak’n(a7x’y)‘k:a:0’ (5.11)

for all values of n. > 1. In Appendix E, we report its explicit expression, which has been
used to obtain the numerical plots. The case n = 1, where n is considered odd and not an
analytic continuation from the even values, can be treated explicitly:

<6i<¢(m)—¢<y>)e—i(¢>a+%)¢(—41)ez’(%+%)¢(0> —i(®atzr)o <fz>>

I 9y 9y = )
(a,2,9) <e—i((¢a+%)¢(—£1))ei(¢a+%)¢(0)e—i(éa—i-%)d)(lz)>

525 ) = m? / Pady (I(o,z,y) — 1(0,2,) . (5.12)

where the phase ambiguity is fixed by the prescription
0 o < 271',
P, = R (5.13)
—sgn(a) |af > 7T,

as derived in Appendix B.2, and the correlation function is evaluated using Eq. (3.15).
In Figure 8, we plot the analytic continuation of

1 OZR, me=1(a)™
Z Ry me=1(x) om?

' /flfftd%de. (5.14)
m

In the first three plots, we fix the value of a to a = 0,0.5, 1, the size of A; is 0.4L and the
size of Ay corresponds to the x axis; in the last panel, instead, we have fixed the sizes of
A1, As and we let the value of « vary in the range [—m, 7]. In every case, we compare the
field theory result with the ones obtained from the lattice, fitting a mass renormalisation
constant. Moreover, the evaluation of the integral in Eq. (5.14), performed with the
Mathematica Montecarlo algorithm, is particularly challenging given the oscillations of the
integrand, which may lead to small, systematic errors. We also made the assumption, for
the cutoff constant € in Eq. (5.10), to be independent on «, which allows it to be absorbed
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Figure 8: Top and bottom left: massive correction to the partial transposed moment
Zfel(oz), for ne = 1, 8 = 10, as a function of the length of the interval Ay, ¢5. A and A,
are two adjacent intervals, where the size of A; is fixed and equal to 0.4 (we chose the total
spacial length of the system to be L = 1 with N = 300 sites ). The value of « is fixed and
shown in the legend. In blue we plot the field theory prediction, in orange the lattice data.
Bottom right: a-dependence of the massive correction for the partial transposed moment.
The subsystems are adjacent and their size is fixed to be {1 = 0.4 and ¢ = 0.3. The blue
points are the field theory prediction in Eq. (5.14), while the solid orange line describes
the lattice data.

in the definition of A, and that may explain a small mismatch between the lattice theory
and the field theory in the last plot of Figure 8. Finally, following the steps outlined in
Section 2.2, one can link the charged quantities to the charge-imbalance negativity. The
massive correction to the Fourier transforms can be expressed as

9ZE, (@) " iag ym=0 Jtot 2, o do
0Zp, n(q) = W s = /ﬂe VA (a)/An (o, z,y)d“zd s (5.15)
while the charge-imbalance resolved negativities read

8N(Q) _ 1 <5ZR1,ne1(Q) _ 5ZR1,nI(Q))
om? 2 ZRl,ne=1(Q) ZR1,n=1(q) .

(5.16)

m=0

— 95—



Since we are working in the regime in which the mass correction is smaller than the
other inverse lengths, the correction is subleading with respect to the results found in [82]
for massless fermions, so we find again equipartition at leading order.

6 Conclusions

In this manuscript, we have studied the behaviour of entanglement in systems with a
conserved local charge explicitly computing both the symmetry resolved entropies and the
charge imbalance resolved negativity. We first considered the 1+1 dimensional CFT of
free Dirac fermions at finite temperature T and finite size L, distinguishing the boundary
conditions imposed on the fermionic field in the spacial and temporal directions. We focused
on the sectors with antiperiodic conditions in the imaginary time and periodic (v = 2) or
antiperiodic (v = 3) along the space. The other two spin sectors (i.e. v = 1,4) have not
been considered here, since they correspond to periodic conditions in the imaginary time,
while physical fermions are required to be antiperiodic. We found that while the spin-
independent part of the symmetry resolved entropies satisfies entanglement equipartition,
the spin dependent term, i.e. the one related to the boundary conditions, causes a small
subleading violation of equipartition. The comparisons between the analytical formulae
and the exact lattice computations showed an overall very good agreement.

We then moved to the massive Dirac fermions treating the mass as a perturbation
of the CFT. We found that the correction due to the small mass violates equipartition,
showing that, when moving away from criticality, systems tend to part from this behavior.
This result generalises the findings of Ref. [25], in the planar limit, to the torus. As a
byproduct, we have also managed to analytically continue the expression of the leading
massive correction to the total Rényi entropies. We also studied how the presence of the
mass affects the charge imbalance resolved-negativity, always in conformal perturbation
theory. Also for the negativity, the massive term breaks the equipartition.

There are some aspects that our manuscript leaves open for further investigations.
For example, the sum over all the possible spin sectors on the torus would lead to the
symmetry resolved entanglement for the modular invariant Dirac fermion. Furthermore,
our formalism strictly relies on the decoupling of the fermionic modes in the replica space,
which is true only for free theories. It is natural to wonder what happens for interacting
fermion (i.e. a compact boson with given compactification radius). To this aim, we could
employ some of the methods developed in the literature as, e.g., in Ref. [79].
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A Numerical methods

In this first appendix, we report how to numerically calculate the charged moments of the
reduced density matrix p4. In free lattice models, p4 can be written as [88-90)]

1
PA = Ee_’H> (Al)

where H is a free effective entanglement (or modular) Hamiltonian. Using the relation be-
tween the entanglement Hamiltonian and the correlation matrix restricted to the subsystem
A, C, the charged moments on the lattice Z, (o) = Tr{p’je’@4?} are [22, 50]

Zy(a) = log(Tr{C"e*™ N + (1 — C)"}) (A.2)
where the charge (or number) operator A distinguishes between particles and antiparticles

N=>"ffi—gla, (A.3)
.

with ng the creation operator for antiparticles, and f;f for particles.
The entanglement Hamiltonian is also the sum of two parts which contain particles
and antiparticles, respectively:

H= Zflf;ffl +eaglg =My + Ha. (A.4)
I

The correlation matrix is similarly divided in two blocks

PO
e-(29) ns

since <gJr f > = 0, and P, A are the particles/antiparticles restricted correlation matrices,
respectively. Restricting to particles, IN = 1, so that

log(ZP(a)) = Tr{log(e*™*' P" + (1 — P)") }, (A.6)
while for antiparticles, N = —1 and
log(Z} (o)) = Tr{log(e_z’”aﬂA" +(1-A)") } (A.7)

Assuming we have the same number of states for particles and antiparticles (i.e. the total
state is neutral):

log(Zn(a)) = [Tr{log(e ?™*t A" + (1 — A)") } + Tr{log(e*™ ' P" + (1 — P)")}]| =
Tr{log(e ™t A" + ™1 (1 — A)")} + Tr{log(e™ ! P" + =™ (1 — P)")}. (A.8)

We now need a proper lattice discretisation of the field theory. The free (massive)
fermion Lagrangian in Minkowsky space is

= / B (id — m) wda?, (A.9)
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where @ = 9", P = 1790 and the matrices v obey the Clifford algebra

(" =21 = diag (+ - ). (A.10)

A representation of such matrices in 2D is

01 0-1
0_ 1_ 1_ . 2_
V=0 = (1 O) v = —io” = (1 0). (A.11)

If the total length of the lattice is L (in particular we set L = 1) and we have N sites, the
discretisation rules are:

€=

1 1
A ! T A12
81—>6 /da: —>e; 5(3:)—>5Jk6 ( )

L
N
It is also useful to rescale the fields, obtaining the canonical anticommutation relations

(@) BW)) =0 ) = (W05} =20 = [} =dy b= (A13)

Then, the discretised Lagrangian is
1 T . 1 1 T 3 1 T . 3
- Zq/)j (idoe — meat) ; + ijza Vit — S¥iio ;. (A.14)
J

In order to get the Hamiltonian, we perform a Legendre transformation, which yields

N
1 1 . 3 . 3
H = . Z B (¢}+1w Y5 — ¢}W ¢j+1> + maﬂ}ale. (A.15)
J
Being the Hamiltonian quadratic, it can be explicitly diagonalised. In particular, we can
notice it is invariant under translations j — j + 1, so the eigenvectors are of the form (with
v =0, % corresponding to periodic or antiperiodic spacial fermions, respectively, and with

Greek letters for spinor indices):

1 2mi(k—vq1)J _ Olﬁ ﬁ
fen=2 e & (M) (A.16)
j?ﬁ ,\/N
This relation can be inverted
o N 1 af —2mit=r)i g
vit= Y \/ﬁiﬁA e iw (A.17)
Be{1,2},k=1

Plugging it into the Hamiltonian (A.15), the diagonalisation reads

tan(f) = o me (M)E! = cos 0 1 +isin 0 P (A.18)
. (27r(kfl/1)) 2 2
sin ( S5
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The energy eigenvalues are [87]

sin (L(?\?Vﬂ ) ’

ex = +\|m?+ 2 (A.19)

where the negative eigenvalues physically represent the annihilation of antiparticles. As
noted in [87], in Eq. (A.19), the eigenvalues €4 ) are equal to the €4 ny_j (this is true for
v1 = 0, in the antiperiodic case v; = 1/2 the correspondence is k <+ N — k + 1) and so
a doubling problem is present. We simply fix the doubling problem by dividing the final
result by two.

The correlator of a Dirac field includes both particles and antiparticles:

(i) =1 (aah) == (o) = 0h— 2 {ndid = (abil) =0,
(A.20)

and the implicit form of the correlation matrix of the Dirac field is

C1,0),(m,8) <¢ w'rﬁn>:

2ni(k—vq)(l—m)

= Z% [(M”‘+)*<k)Mﬁ+<k) <f£fk> + <gk9k> (M) (k )MB—(k)] . (A21)
k

This shows that the spinor indices in the correlation matrix 11 contain the particle cor-
relation function P, and the matrix <gmg;> =(1—-A),,;. Using Eq. (A.8), we get

Zn(a) = % [Tr{log(e™'C" + e (1 —C)")}], (A.22)

where the % factor has been inserted to cure of the doubling problem. Using Eq. (A.21),
we can now compute C' explicitly. The correlators in the eigenstate basis are

(etasy =5 (Vrostann (%)) fr=f fr=df (A.23)
By plugging the explicit form of M (A.18) into Eq. (A.21), we get
2mi(k—v1)(j—h) sip ( 2ritk—r1) o3 + meoy
e N N €
Cjp = Z — |1+ ( ) : tanh<52k> . (A.24)

2N . 2
k \/Sin<2m(fv_yl)> + (me)
In the massless case we have instead [87]
2mi(k—r1)(j—h)

Cin=>_ $ (11 + sgn <sin<2m(’jv_”1))> o3 tanh<ﬁ2k)> . (A25)

k

Moreover, there is an additional subtlety in the choice of N: as noted in [87], for N
odd we end up with two copies of the system (which are due to the doubling problem),
of opposite spacial periodicity. In order to only have one fixed boundary condition, the
simplest solution is to limit ourselves to take N even.
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A.1 Fermionic negativity

We want now to compute the entanglement negativity for the same system of lattice free
fermions. We switch to the Majorana fermion operators ¢; :

Coita = fia+ fla  Coia =i (fi,oe - fj,a) (A.26)

Any operator can be expressed as a sum of string of Majoranas, in the form

p= Z Z P{a;}Car Cas - - - Cas- (A.27)

k even {ai}le

We took the string length to be even, which is a constraint for theories conserving the
parity fermion number operator. Following [82], we consider the covariance matrix I', that
can be expressed as 02 ® (1 —2C) = 02 ® I', with C being the correlation matrix (A.24).
Our total system is bipartite into A, B, and we want to compute the entanglement between
two parts of A, which are Ay, As. The reduced covariance matrix on A takes the block

form

= <FAA FAB) . (A.28)

I'pa I'BB

Under partial transposition, we find the correlation matrices associated to p’t, pRlT, which

we call 'y
—I'qga £il'ap
I'y = . A.29
- (iiFBA I'sp > ( )
We also introduce
Iy =(1+T, 0 )"} Ty +T0). (A.30)

Finally, with the eigenvalues of I'y and C, which we call v; and (;, respectively we can
express the even charged moments of the partial transposed density matrix, as

log(Nne) =

A ) 1—I/j 2 1+Vj 2 o
zaQ—i—zj:log [<2> +<2 e

F IS log[¢? 4 (1- 7).
J
(A.31)

We also need the charged normalisation N7, which can be written in terms of the eigenvalues
of I'y, V;f, as [82]

b+l L=\ a1ty
log(Ny) = —i« 5 —i—Zlog[( 5 +e — |- (A.32)

J
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B Flux strength ambiguity

As observed in Ref. [91], Eq. (3.8) is actually ambiguous, since we can add an integer
number of 27 flux caused by the gauge field A, such that
k+a/2r k+a/27
- +
n n

m, m € N, (B.1)

without affecting the monodromy of the fermion fields.

The partition function Z, must preserve this symmetry, so the correct form of the
partition function is a combination of all the possible inequivalent representations each
corresponding to a different value of m. Without losing generality, we suppose to compute
the correlation functions of p vertex operators with phases h;, respecting the neutrality

> hi=0. (B.2)

We call m; the integer addition to the flux, which must respect the neutrality ). m; = 0,

condition

too. The most general partition function is a combination of all the choices of {m;}i=1,. ,

2= Cpmy <He<hi+mz->¢<zi>> -

{mi} i
“2(htm)(hytmy)  (B3)
16, (>, (h +my;) x;|T)] €0y 01 (z|7)|,— €0y bh(z|7)|,—0
- Z Cmy 6,(0|7) H 01(x; — x;)
{m;} v 1<j ¢ J

In the end, we want to test our field theoretical predictions against the numerical results
for the theory defined on a lattice. This implies that the cutoff behaves as € « a, where
a = % is the lattice spacing, given by the ratio between the total spacial lenght of the
torus, which we set L = 1 in Appendix A, and the number of lattice sites. This can be
seen by either a dimensional argument, or by noting that, if we compute on the lattice the
correlation function of two vertex operators, we find

<ez‘a¢(0)e—w¢(a)> ~1 (B.4)

because the two opposite vertex operators almost overlap on the lattice. Field theory would
predict, instead

202

0, (aalr) || ey (0]7) [** et (0|7) , (B.5)

= | o T ola®)
0,(0[7) | | 61(al7) at (0|7)

where we have done an expansion at the lowest order in a. Comparing the two expressions

<em¢(0)e—ia¢(a)> -

we get € ~ a. Going back to Eq. (B.3), we focus on the € factor, which is:

[, ; € 2thitma)(hi+tmg) \ 2

H ¢ 2(Rhitmi) (hj+my) _ i (e — ¢(hitmi)? (B.6)
—2(h;+m; ’

i<j [lie "

where we used the neutrality condition [], e~ (hitmi) — 1. In the limit € ~ a — 0 the

leading term in (B.3) will be the one minimising the exponent of €, which is >, (h; +m;)?.
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B.1 Entanglement entropy

In the entanglement entropy calculations, rewriting the partition function in Eq. (3.14) as

Zy = <H exp( (k To/@m) | ma) & (uj, 0)) exp (z GW + ma> é(vj, 0)>> ,

(B.7)
the neutrality condition of vertex operators imposes
> ma + g =0. (B.8)
a
This factor is maximised by the following choices:
k 2 1
m; = —Mmy, ‘7—1— Oén/( ﬂ—) +mgy| < 5 (Bg)

Since n > 1, |k| < 251, |a] < m, we have that | | < 3, thus all the dominant

mg’s have to be 0. This justifies retrospectively our calculations, and also predicts a worse

k+a/(27)

agreement with the lattice computations for |a| &~ 7, where the power law suppression with

9 k+ao/27 2 . .

€ ( n ) is much weaker and contested by a m = —1 flux, for example with a term of
k+o¢/27r7

2
the form ~ € ( » 1> . Thus, when plotting the o dependence of the charged moments,

we expect a worse agreement at the edges of the figure (as can be well seen in Figs. 1-2).
Similar conclusions were also drawn in [50], where the subleading corrections were found
to be comparable to the dominant ones around the edges o = =£r.

B.2 Fermionic negativity

For the negativity in the tripartite geometry, the partition function has, in general, the
form

Zp k= <ei<5+m1+ﬁ+2:ne)¢>(ﬁ1)e ( +m1+m2+2k+ﬂne>d)(0)ei(m2+7ﬁa+2ﬁ°‘ne)¢(42)> 7

(B.10)
for n = n, even. As before, we need to minimise the sum
1k o \? (2% 1 2 k a \?
mp+ -+ —+ + | —+ =+ +mi+me | 4+ (mo+ — + ,
Ne 2 Tne Ne 27N,

(B.11)

where we already imposed the neutrality condition for the extra fluxes my. When k+5- >0

we need to require m; = —1, i.e. mg = 1, while, in the remaining case, m; =0 (mg =0).

The lowest positive value of £ we can take is k = "= = L — 1 > 5, since a € [, 7]. This

implies sgn(k + 5-) = sgn(k), leading to the correct express1on.

T o~ <e—i< Sg“(’“’+ne+m) (—£1) z(sg“(’“>+2"+ﬂf§€)¢(0)€—i(fe+zfne)¢(fz)> (B.12)
. . .
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Additionally, in the n = 1 case, we need to consider

Zymet = <efi(m1+%)cb(fel)ez‘(ml+m2+%)¢<0)67i(m2+ﬁ)¢(52>>. (B.13)
The quantity
a2 ol 2 a2
(m1 + 7) + (f +my + m2> + (m2 + 7) , (B.14)
2m ™ 2m
is minimised, if |a| < 4, for the value m; = mg = 0, while, in the remaining cases, for

either (my,ma) = (— sgn( ),0), (0, —sgn(a)).

C Saddle point approximation in the massless case

In the limit of the cutoff € going to 0, the leading order for the alpha dependence of the
logarithm of the charged moments is

o2
2m2n

log(Zn()) ~ log(Zn(a =0)) + log(€) + O("). (C.1)

This allows us to perform an expansion around o = 0 in order to obtain the leading order
contribution from the other terms, as has been done in Eq. (3.29). The coefficients are
obtained by expanding Eqs. (3.22), (3.25), (3.26):

WQ__nggIL@QWQW_%:%MU%%—%:%)eam@ﬂ .
™n Hwelwﬂb—% D) i

49 Z < ) sinh ::: 1 —n2 826(712,01) 7
=i np 2s1nh me sinh 6ne oo =0
o= 3:_71 Ha<b01(ua up ,%:% Gl(vaiggb f%:B) (e@ 91(0|T)> .
" [y fr (5|~ 1= 1) i
2 Trm
m sinh %5 1—n? 8%(n,a)
2
i mzx < 5> sinh(%) (Sinh %T) o Gre 0a® |y
n2-1
o 01(u; — ug|T)01(v; — v|T 6n
A, :’H]<k 1(wj — ug[T)01(v; — g )(eazel(oh))p
[T 01(u; — vil7)
o0 1 sinh ( -
X expy 2 Z —— | n— ( i )
m—1 m sinh (%) sinh ( ”/gé”)

(C.2)
D Analytical continuation of the symmetry resolved entanglement en-
tropy

Here we report the details for the analytical continuation of the symmetry resolved entan-
glement in the massive fermionic theory for any real values of n. This is the main step to
take the replica limit n — 1.
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D.1 v =2 spin sector
A modular transformation of Eq. (4.10) leads to

2
s O (%#L%y —%) €d,0 (0] — 1)

n 0, ((k-&—féﬁ/jw)r‘_%) 59 (a: y _%)
2(k+a/27)

a (e521- o (350 -3)
O o (| ©

with v/ = 4, since v = 2. The resummation can be carried out rewriting Ay, with the
following identity, [92]

01 (x +y|7)01(07) _
01 (x| 7)01 (y|7)

7(cot(ym) 4 cot(xm) 4 4 Z XM sin (21 (ma + ny))),  (D.2)

m,n=0

combined with the quasiperiodicity relation

ITT

04 (2|7) = ie ™1 6 (z — g \T) . (D.3)
Akn =

5 (5] con(5 (5122 1)

—4 i e 2’m”smh(ﬂ< (z y)+l(W+;>>) .

m,l=1

Ay, is rewritten as

_pRelz=u} @(k+a/(2m)
B (& n

and

w(IGESAne) oo

When Eq. (D.1) is squared, we get 6 terms that we can index schematically as K;

n—1
€2 o Rele—y} . . .
> Apn = e =5 > (1K + | Ko + |Ks|* + 2Re{ K} K> + K5 K3 + K{Ks})
gt
(D.5)
where i € {1,2,3}:
Ky —e coth(x ; yw), (D.6)
X, _ reem) (T (k+a/@2m)r N 1 , (D.7)
I3 n 2
 ke/@m) > 27 (k+ a/(2m)) 1
Ky=—-14 Z smh(B <m(1:—y)+l( . 5
(D.8)



We sum in k each addendum in this equation separately, labelling the results as ;;:

n—1 n—1
2 2

vi= >, KPP =2 ) Re{KK;}  j#£i  i,j=123 (D.9)
k=—n=1 k=—n=1

2 2

Finally, we follow the prescription in Eq. (4.8), which amounts to change the vs as

¥ =5 — vij( = 0,7 =0), (D.10)
so that the final result is written as
2 Re{z-y}
S D D (D.11)
,J

The analytic continuation in n of expressions (D.9) can be found since every term in Egs.
(D.6), (D.7), (D.8) can be expressed as a convergent sum of exponentials, for the range of
parameters we are interested in. In particular, we can rewrite the coth function with the
identity:

coth(z) = sign(x) (1 +2 i 6_2’”'””) . (D.12)
m=1

Using this fact, we can reduce the sum over k in (D.9) to a geometric series with a trivial
analytic continuation. We now report the final expressions found using this approach:

2
coth<$gy7r> ‘ (D.13)

sinh(®) ea
= —— ¢ 7m™n
T inh(2)

sinh(37) sinh (1 (@ — =22 )
(D.14)
o h® = _2mm( ar 41 sinh<<I> B er)
L ﬁ (0.15)
sinh(33) 7= sinh (4 (@ — =2r))
Y33 = Y45 + Y33 — 2Re{7§,)+}. (D.16)
T— 9 o
Y13 = —4 Re{coth(%) Y13 exp<j;n> }, (D.17)
ad
Y23 = —4 (X135 + 2X23) eXP<7m>’ (D.18)
We used the following auxiliary expressions:
0 sinh( ® + ﬁ(Hq)r)
Tt Da 2 1 ar ( B
Va5 = 4dewn exp((l+q) (—i— >> X
l,qzﬂ B 2 2m sinh(% + W(l,jﬁq)r)
1 1
X (D.19)

exp(%ﬂ(l —:L‘+y)) — 1exp<%r(q—i"—|—§)) 1
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o . _ 2n(l4q)r

=B S e[+ (2 + 2 s - 25 >><
= 4e ™ X —_— —

733 P B D27 omn sinh(% _ 27r(l+q)7")

lg=1 np

« ! ! , (D.20)

exp(%’r(l +az— y)) -1 exp(%’r(q +z— g)) -1

. 2w (l—q)r
0 — 2 1 ar sinh (q) - T)
—F — fen exp(— l—q <+ >) X
V33 l’qZ:1 /3 ( ) 9 2mn Sll’lh(% . 27[’(ng)7’>
1 1
X , (D.21)

exp(%’r(l +x— y)) -1 exp(%’r(q —I +§)) -1

00 1 wlr
(2ra/(2mw)+n)l Slnh<® + ﬁ ) 1
Y13 = Z e Bn P +
o)

siuh (55 ) exp (31— 0 +3)) -1 (D.22)
1 ml ‘
_e_w Slnh(Q) _ 77“) )
Sinh<% - ﬂ;) eXp(%’T(l +z— y)> 1)’
by i w sinh(@ + ﬂ%p)?“) 1
23 = e -
Lp=1 sinh<% + %) exp(%’r(l Cr+ y)> ]
5 (D.23)
_w Sinh(q) _ %) 1
e )

sinh(% - W) exp(%r(l +x— y)) 1
D.2 v =3 spin sector

Similar calculations can be carried out in this spin sector v = 3. We can write again:

2 _ 2nRe{z—y}
At =g T (D.24)

i?j

We use again expression (D.4) for ®, while we need to modify those for 7;; in this spin

sector, as following:
2
Ty
coth <7T>
8

— rT—y 2a sinh(®) > -2 (a1 Sinh(CI)_ﬂ'gLT)
712—2Re{coth< 3 W)}e (sinh($)+2mzzl( Ye” B \2wn T2 . (1 _ﬂmr» 7

Slnh((p) Pa

n , D.25
sinh(%) ¢ ( )

Y11 =
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sinh (@ - 7”5”“)

Do sinh ® ar | 1)
— ernn + 4 E 27rn 2
122 SlIlh

Y13 = 4R6{C0th( )Zlgexp<a®>},
B ™

ad
Y23 = —4 (X13 + 2X93) eXp<>,
™

V33 = Va3 +733 — 2Re{v33" )
The auxiliary expressions used are

[e.o]

++ Qo I+ 27 1 ar
V33" = demn lgz:l(—) qexp<5(l +4q) <2 * 27rn>> 8
sinh ((I) + W) 1 1

X

sinh(% (lzq) ) exp(%([ —z+ y)) -1 exp(%”(q —Z+ 3})) 1

oo
—— _, %a I 2m 1 ar
Y3z = dem 121(_) leP<—ﬁ(l +4q) <2 + m)) X
=
sinh (CID — L(lg[m) 1 1

X

)

Sinh(% - QW(%Q)T) exp(%(l +x— )) -1 exp(%’r(q +z— gj)) -1

oo

B Da 27 1 ar
Yt =dem Y (<) Tlexp| (1 —aq) 5+ 5 ) )x
I} 2 2mn
l,g=1
smh<<I> ZW(l_q)T> 1 1

. 7(l—
i r(2ratn)(—p) SN (q> + %) 1

sinh(l (cb - ’Tg“‘)) ’

Yoz = Z(—)Hp e o

Ip—1 sinh(% - %) exp(%’r(l —x+ y)) -1

1
sinh(% - %) exp(%’r(l +z— y)) -1

: w(l+p)r
—xCratm)i+p) sinh (‘I’ B )

—€
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E Analytical continuation of moments for the charge imbalance negativ-
ity
Here we give explicit analytical continuations for Ay in Eq. (5.10), in the spin sectors of
interest, v = 2. Similar results can be obtained also for v = 3, as done for the entanglement
entropy. The techniques used for the resummation are similar to the ones described in
Appendix D, the main difference being the fact we need to divide the case k& > 0 from
k < 0, to handle the sign function; we only report the final expressions for simplicity, after
some premises.
The expression to resum, after a modular transformation, is:

1 k+a/2m Lisgn(k) z— 1 2
i ] RO (B 0+ S5 )

Akn: 2i3 i T ’
’ B gy (25 -1 ) 0 (H0L2m (0, — ) 4 BB | 1)
(E.1)
with
(Y YT .
o (-1 o (s 1) o (51-1) )| |
o <%‘_%)‘91 <% _%) ' (E.3)

U =log

o (-2 (a1

We set v =2 = 1/ = 4. Using property D.2 and definining r = f5 — ¢1, it becomes:

coth (w <(/<: + a/2m)r N 1+ sgn(k;)€1>>+

2
~ € kta/(2m)y _o_Re{z—y}
Ak,n:< > 2B(EFLCD) yogn(k) —onBelemvt

B Bn 20
+ coth (wm —g y>
2
—4 6;1 ¢ %" sinh <27T (c <7“k —1—50;/277 + Lt E;sﬁgn(k)) +d- ,g y)) . (E.4)

Note that this series is well defined and convergent for all values of the parameters we are

interesed in, i.e. a € [—m, 7],k € [-%L, 22L),

Moreover, if we assume a cutoff independent of n and «, then we can reabsorb € in the
definition of the mass, so we will ignore it from now on. We define auxiliary quantities

similar to what has been done in Appendix D:

|K1 + Ky + K3|* = (E.5)
kta/(2m) _ son
:qu)( ne ) sgn(k) coth(ﬂx—i_y) +c0th<7r<<k+a/27r)r + l—i—sgn(k)&))_{_
B pn 253
2
0 sedin | k+ /27 1+€1sgn(kz)> x—y))
—4 e 7 sinh(27|c|r + +d . E.6
2 ( ( < Bn 26 g (E6)

c,d=1
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vi =Y K v =) 2Re{K,K}}, (E.7)
k K

-2nRelzzul

Alet = Z %is? (E.8)

Again, all the terms K; K ]* can be written as a sum of exponentials, and this allows to find
an analytic continuation for the sum in k. The final expressions are
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The auxiliary expressions read
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