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We employ a mathematical framework based on the Riemann-Hilbert approach developed in Ref. [1]
to study logarithmic negativity of two intervals of free fermions in the case where the size of the
intervals as well as the distance between them is macroscopic. We find that none of the eigenvalues of
the density matrix become negative, but rather they develop a small imaginary value, leading to non-
zero logarithmic negativity. As an example, we compute negativity at half-filling and for intervals of
equal size we find a result of order (log(N))−1, where N is the typical length scale in units of the
lattice spacing. One may compute logarithmic negativity in further situations, but we find that the
results are non-universal, depending non-smoothly on the Fermi level and the size of the intervals in
units of the lattice spacing.

1 Introduction and Results

The object of the this paper is to study logarithmic negativity [2–4] of two intervals of free fermions for
non-adjacent intervals. This is to be contrasted to previous calculations where explicit results are avail-
able for fermions when the intervals are adjacent [5–8]. In a previous publication [1] we have shown
how to map this question into a Riemann-Hilbert problem using the orthogonal polynomial technique
following Refrs. [9–11] which use this method to prove the Fisher-Hartwig theorem [12], the latter
being intimately related to entanglement measures of free translationally invariant systems [13]. We
show here that the associated Riemann-Hilbert problem is solvable in the limit of macroscopic inter-
vals (namely, the thermodynamicN → ∞ limit whereN is the typical number of sites in the intervals
or between the intervals) and that this technique may be used to compute the location of the individual
eigenvalues of the quantum density matrix following Ref. [14].

After displaying the solution of the Riemann-Hilbert problem in this case, we proceed to compute
the negativity spectrum and logarithmic negativity. In order to do so, we must compute the fine
structure of the eigenvalues of the deformed correlation matrix (where one of the intervals is time
reversed). In “fine structure” we mean that the exact position of the eigenvalues must be found. This
is required since we must compute the small imaginary part of the eigenvalues which in fact fully holds
the information about negativity in this case, as we find no eigenvalues which are actually negative.
To find this fine structure, we employ slightly more subtle Riemann-Hilbert methods combined with
orthogonal polynomial identities, which we develop for this case.

1

ar
X

iv
:2

30
5.

16
85

6v
1 

 [
qu

an
t-

ph
] 

 2
6 

M
ay

 2
02

3



The final result shows that negativity displays non-universal behavior. In particular, negativity for
the case of a zero-temperature state, depends in a non-smooth way on the Fermi momentum of the
fermions, as well as on the length of the intervals, featuring a on the relevant lengths which may have,
for example, even-odd effects. For example at half filling (the Fermi sea occupies half of the Brillouin
zone), and with equal lengths of the intervals, negativity depends on the parity of the distance between
the intervals. We find non-zero negativity only in the case where this distance holds an odd number
of sites. Denoting the endpoints of intervals as −ti where i runs from 0 to 3 from right to right (see
Fig. 1), negativity for half filling and equal size of the intervals and odd number of sites between the
intervals and between the two outer most points takes the simple form:

E =
1

4

log2
[
ℓ30
ℓ21

]
log

4ℓ220ℓ
2
10

ℓ30ℓ21

. (1.1)

Where ℓij = |ti−tj | is the distance between point i and j, The result shows that in this limit negativity,
denoted by E behaves as 1

log(N) .
Using the formulas developed below, negativity may be computed in all other cases to any given

order for as long as all relevant distances are thermodynamic (N → ∞) and the Fermi momentum
is finite, however due to the non-universal nature of the result we restrict ourselves to specific cases
where the final result is simple and transparent as in Eq. (1.1) or is simply zero.

2 Entanglement Entropy and Negativity

We shall deal exclusively with translationally invariant fermionic systems on the infinite line, such
that we have a covariance function fk defined below:

fi−j = tr
(
(2ρ̂− 1)c†icj

)
, (2.1)

along with its Fourier transform f(z) defined as follows:

f(z) =
∑
i

fiz
i. (2.2)

f(z) is actually the Fermi function, namely the occupation number of the fermions in momentum
space as is given below:

⟨c†(p)c(p)⟩ ≡ tr
(
ρ̂c†(p)c(p)

)
=
f(eıp) + 1

2
. (2.3)

A zero temperature Fermi surface is characterized by a jump discontinuity of f(p) at the Fermi points.
Momenta are measured here in the Brillouin zone. Namely, p ∈ [−π, π]. Zero temperature states

are characterized by a Fermi momentum pF ∈ [−π, π], which characterizes a Fermi sea with two
Fermi points, which are pF and −pF . The filling fraction is defined by pF

π .
If we have a two intervals A and B one may consider the reduced density matrix ρ̂A∪B =

tr(A∪B)C (ρ̂), where the trace is taken only over the complement of A ∪ B. In this case the density
function f trivially remains the same when it is restricted to the intervals A ∪B however the reduced
density matrix ρ̂A∪B has different eigenvalues due to the restriction. The matrix ρ̂A∪B remains Gaus-
sian since the correlations continue to obey Wick’s theorem [15] (since they are unchanged). It is then
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easy to see that there is a relation between the eigenvalues of the matrix whose (i, j) element is fi−j

where i and j are restricted to the intervals A ∪B and the eigenvalues of the matrix ρ̂A∪B .
In fact, if there areN eigenvalues of the covariance matrix one finds 2N eigenvalues of the density

matrix. Specifically, let N be the total size of A ∪ B, then if λi are the N eigenvalues of the N ×N
covariance matrix, then for any choice of N values for νi, where νi ∈ {1+λi

2 , 1−λi
2 } (corresponding

to the choice of occupied and unoccupied fermionic states, respectively), there will correspond an
eigenvalue of the density matrix, ρ̂A∪B, of the form

∏
i νi. Despite of the fact that the eigenvalues

of the density matrix are the products of the νi, we shall refer, in a somewhat loose manner, to the
individual values of νi, as the ‘eigenvalues of the density matrix’ and denote them, as we have just
done, by νi. The spectrum of νi is known as the entanglement spectrum, and is related to the spectrum
of λi as follows ±λi = 2νi − 1. The ± sign allows one to obtain both eigenvalues of the density
matrix, νi and 1− νi, from the same value of λi.

2.1 Deformation of the Reduced Density and Covariance Matrix

As mentioned above, computing negativity involves applying a sort of time reverse transformation
on one of the intervals. We follow Refs [16, 17] and apply this transformation by deforming the
covariance matrix fi−j into the matrix f̃ki,kj as follows:

f̃i,j = tr
(
(1− 2ρ)c†icj

)
×


1 i ∈ A, j ∈ A
−1 i ∈ B, j ∈ B
i i ∈ A, j ∈ B
i i ∈ B, j ∈ A

. (2.4)

This matrix has an obvious block diagonal structure. Due to this, we choose to define a matrix as
follows:

f(z) =

(
f(z) ıf(z)zn

ıf(z)z−n −f(z)

)
, (2.5)

where we have dropped the tilde on the left hand side, as we shall always refer to the deformed
correlation matrix, and so the boldface suffices to distinguish this matrix.

The sizes and different endpoints of the intervals are denoted in Fig. 1 and shall be referred to in
the following.

The matrix f acts on a vector ψ =

(
ψ1(z)
ψ2(z)

)
by straightforward matrix multiplication. This

encodes the matrix action of the whose elements matrix f̃i,j on a vector χj where χj is supported on
A∪B (That is χj ̸= 0 only if j ∈ A∪B), if we chooseψ to be a vector of the following polynomials:

ψ1(z) =
∑
j∈A

χjz
j+t3 , ψ2(z) =

∑
j∈B

χjz
j+t1 , (2.6)

such that the encoding is given by

PA∪Bfψ =

(∑
i∈A,j z

i+t3 f̃i,jχj∑
i∈B,j z

i+t1 f̃i,jχj

)
, (2.7)
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where PA∪B is a projection operator (P2
A∪B = PA∪B) onto A ∪B. Namely, PA∪B satisfies

PA∪B

(
zi

0

)
= 0 for i+ t3 /∈ A, and PA∪B

(
0
zi

)
= 0 for i+ t1 /∈ B. (2.8)

We look for eigenvalues of the matrix f :

(f + λi1)ψ
(−λi) = 0, (2.9)

Once the roots of Eq. (2.9) are the eigenvalues of the deformed and reduced density matrix, which we
denote by νi. The relation between the eigenvalues of the correlation matrix and the density matrix
read as follows [15]:

±λi = 2νi − 1. (2.10)

This relation is a basic consequence of the fermionic algebra.
Knowledge of the spectrum, λi completely determines logarithmic negativity defined as follows:

E =
∑
i

log (|νi|+ |1− νi|) =
∑
i

log

(
|1 + λi|

2
+

|1− λi|
2

)
. (2.11)

This quantity is non-zero whenever there is a negative eigenvalue of the density matrix, νi < 0, which
immediately means that there is also an eigenvalue large than 1 since the eigenvalues come in pairs
(ν, 1−ν). In terms of λ this would mean an eigenvalue outside the range [−1, 1]. In addition complex
eigenvalues (either ν or λ are complex) lead to non-zero negativity. We will find here that in the
situation we consider eigenvalues may become complex but not negative.

Figure 1: Two subsystems A and B are identified on the 1 dimensional real line (heavy line). The size
of A is k+1 while the size of B is l+1 a. Further distances are denoted on the figure, such as m and
n being the distance between the rightmost or leftmost points of the respective intervals, respectively.
In addition, the points ti denote respective endpoints of the intervals.

3 Orthogonal Polynomial Approach

To determine the eigenvalues of the deformed correlation matrix f , we must compute the determinant
of the matrix PA∪B(λ+ f) The determinant is denoted by Dkln,

Dkln = detPA∪B(λ+ f̃)PA∪B =

k+l∏
i=1

(λ+ λi) , (3.1)
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the determinant being the characteristic polynomials.
We now decompose the matrix PA∪B(λ + f̃)PA∪B in an upper-lower triangular decomposition

as follows

PA∪B(λ+ f̃)PA∪BB = C (3.2)

B as upper triangular with all entries being given by unity on the diagonal, and C as lower triangular
with arbitrary elements on the diagonal. For the following we truncate the matrices such that they
are assume to have size k + l + 2 (the size of intervals A and B are k + 1 and l + 1, respectively)
corresponding to the size of A∪B, whereby by convention we choose the elements corresponding to
A to precede those corresponding to B.

Denoting the i-th column of B by B(i)we see that it obeys the equations:

B
(i)
i = 1 (3.3)

B
(i)
j = 0 for j > i (3.4)

((λ+ f̃)B(i))j = 0 for j < i, (3.5)

One may convince oneself that these equations do not depend on the size of the intervals A and B,
the conclusion being that the matrix elements of the B and thus C do not depend on the size of the
intervals (so long as they are not truncated out), it is only the question of which elements are defined
that depend on the size of these intervals. Now since the determinant that we are seeking is given by
the following equality

det
[
PA∪B(λ+ f̃)PA∪B

]
=

k+l+2∏
i=1

Cii, (3.6)

one may conclude that it is only the diagonal of the matrix C that must be extracted in order to find
the characteristic polynomial of PA∪B(λ+ f̃)PA∪B. We designate χ as

χkln2+ ≡ Ck+l+2,k+l+2 (3.7)

making the dependence on k, l and n explicitly. If we replace the order in which the elements in the
matrices are placed, making those corresponding to A follow those that correspond to B, then we
have χkln1+ ≡ Ck+l+2,k+l+2, and if we invert the sense in which elements are placed within each
interval such that instead of having sites to the left preceding those that are to the right, we have the
ones to the left follow those to the right then we we obtain χkln1− and χkln2− instead being given by
the last diagonal element of C. Rather than making these definitions more explicit here, we defer to
Eqs. (3.11,3.13) below for a more compact definition.

Combining Eq. (3.7) and Eq. (3.6) allows us to write the first of the equations below

Dk,l,n

Dk,l−1,n
= χkln2+,

Dk,l,n

Dk−1,l,n
= χkln1+, (3.8)

while the second equation gives χkln1+ similarly to χkln2+. The former is defined by an equation
similar to Eq. (3.7) but after interchange of the order of the intervals in the matrix.

It is useful to define the procedure of upper-lower triangular decomposition in terms of generating
functions, which leads to the concept of orthogonal polynomials. Indeed, define:

ψkln
2+ (z) =

( ∑k
i=0 z

iBk+l+2,i∑l
i=0 z

iB
k+l+2,i,i+k+1

)
. (3.9)
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More generally we define for any σ and ω where ω ∈ {+,−} and σ ∈ {1, 2}, the following
vector:

ψkln
σω =

(
ψkln
1σω

ψkln
2σω

)
. (3.10)

The elements of the vector satisfy:

ψkln
σω (z)

ψkln
σσω(z) is monomial of degree mσ if ω = +1

satisfies ψkln
σσω(0) = χ−1

klnσ− if ω = −1
, (3.11)

where

m1 = k, m2 = l. (3.12)

The functions ψkln
ασω(z) for α ̸= σ are polynomials of degree mα. We demand the following property

of ψ makes it into a vector orthogonal polynomial:

eσ′

ˆ
z−jf(z;λ)ψkln

σω (z)
dθ

2π
= χ

ω+1
2

klnσωδσ,σ′δj,ω+1
2

mσ
(3.13)

here ω+1
2 is an exponent not an index, and eσ is the unit vector in direction σ, namely the σ′ element

of eσ, denoted by eσσ′ is given by:

eσσ′ = δσσ′ . (3.14)

For σ = 2 and ω = +, the first line of Eq. (3.11), is just the Fourier transform of Eqs.(3.4-3.5),
while Eq. (3.13) is the Fourier transform of Eq. (3.3) , given the identification of Ck+l+2,k+l+2 as
χkln2+, Eq. (3.7). A similar conclusion may be made concerning the identification of χkln1+ with the
second ratio of determinants in Eq. (3.8).

4 The Riemann-Hilbert Problem

The conditions on the orthogonal polynomials can be encoded by a Riemann-Hilbert problem that
then may be solved (following first Refs. [9,11,14] and then more specifically to the problem at hand
the prequel to this work, namely Ref. [1]). To do so, we define a matrix T as follows:

T (z) = (4.1)

=



ψ
k(l−1)n
11+ ψ

k(l−1)n
21+

¸ −e2f (ξ;λ)ψ
k(l−1)n
1+ (ξ)

(z−ξ)2πıξl

¸ −e1f (ξ;λ)ψ
k(l−1)n
1+ (ξ)

(z−ξ)2πıξk

ψ
(k−1)ln
12+ ψ

(k−1)ln
22+

¸ −e2f (ξ;λ)ψ
(k−1)ln
2+ (ξ)

(z−ξ)2πıξl

¸ −e1f (ξ;λ)ψ
(k−1)ln
2+ (ξ)

(z−ξ)2πıξk

−ψ(k−1)(l−1)n
12− −ψ(k−1)(l−1)n

22−
¸ e2f (ξ;λ)ψ(k−1)(l−1)n

2− (ξ)

(z−ξ)2πıξl

¸ e1f (ξ;λ)ψ(k−1)(l−1)n
2− (ξ)

(z−ξ)2πıξk

−ψ(k−1)(l−1)n
11− −ψ(k−1)(l−1)n

21−
¸ e2f (ξ;λ)ψ(k−1)(l−1)n

1− (ξ)

(z−ξ)2πıξl

¸ e1f (ξ;λ)ψ(k−1)(l−1)n
1− (ξ)

(z−ξ)2πıξk


.

It is then useful to define another matrix Y as follows:

Y+(z) = T (z), Y−(z) = T (z)


z−k

z−l

zl

zk

 (4.2)
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where Y±(z) are defined for |z| < 1 and |z| > 1 respectively. The jump condition on Y is given by:

Y+(z) = Y−(z)V (4.3)

where the jump matrix, V , is given by:

V =


zk 0 ıfz−m λ+ f
0 zl λ− f ıfzm

0 0 z−l 0
0 0 0 z−k

 . (4.4)

Together with the condition Y+(z) → 1 + O(1/z), Eqs. (4.3,4.4) both define a Riemann-Hilbert
problem and fully encodes (or in, other word, is completely equivalent to) the problem of orthogonal
polynomials given in Eqs. (3.11,3.13).

4.1 Solution in the Outer Region

We first fix some notations. We assume a jump discontinuity of f(z) at z(j) :

f(z(j)e±ı0+) = f
(j)
o/i. (4.5)

Namely f (j)o/i are the limiting values of f as one approaches z(j) from the right or the left. Each jump
discontinuity is actually a Fermi point. Indeed, f(z) is the occupation number of the femions (see Eq.
(2.3)). We shall then also write e±ıpF for z(j) respectively for j = 1, 2.

The Riemann-Hilbert problem defined in Eq. (4.3) may be solved easily in the region outside the
Fermi points z(j). To do so we first define:

β(j) =
1

2πı
log

λ+ f
(j)
i

λ+ f
(j)
o

, β̃(j) =
1

2πı
log

λ− f
(j)
i

λ− f
(j)
o

, (4.6)

along with the functions

g−(z) =
∏
j

(
z − z(j)

z

)−β(j)

, g+(z) =
∏
j

(
z − z(j)

)β(j)

, (4.7)

while g̃± are defined in a similar way by replacing β(j) with β̃(j). We take

g+g−F+F− = λ+ f, g̃+g̃−F̃+F̃− = λ− f. (4.8)

Now compute explicitly:

F±(z) = g−1
± (z)e

±
¸ log(λ+f(z′))dz′

2πı(z′−z) , F̃±(z) = g̃−1
± (z)e

±
¸ log(λ−f(z′))dz′

2πı(z′−z) (4.9)
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These definition above allow one to write a solution to the Riemann-Hilbert problem in the entire
complex plane excluding the Fermi points. This solution reads somewhat inexactly:

Y
(out)
− =


1

g−F−
0 −ıfzl−m

g−F−
0

0 1
g̃−F̃−

0 0

0 z−l

g̃+F̃+
g̃−F̃− 0

− z−k

g+F+
0 ıfzl−m−k

g+F+
g−F−

 (4.10)

Y
(out)
+ =


zk

g−F−
0 0 g+F+

0 zl

g̃−F̃−
g̃+F̃+

ıfzm

g̃−F̃−

0 1
g̃+F̃+

0 ıfzm−l

g̃+F̃+

− 1
g+F+

0 0 0

 . (4.11)

I these expression f is to be extended away from the unit circle in order to make sense of this solution.
Here we encounter the inexactness of this representation, since f typically may only be analytically
continued to a finite region around the unit circle excluding the Fermi points. Nevertheless, the solu-
tion away form the unit circle may be taken to be the expression obtained by setting all non diagonal
terms in Y (out)

− to 0 and all the terms away from the anti-diagonal in Y (out)
+ to zero. This is justified

by arguing that those terms rapidly tend to zero away from the unit circle anyway. This is due to the
fact this terms contain terms of the form zr where r is of order N and are always of the right sign to
vanish rapidly. This prescription may sound rather inexact but may be made rigorous using known
methods [9, 18] applied to this case already in Ref. [1]. We forgo the more rigorous treatment as it
was already discussed in Ref. [1] and the interested reader may refer to that publication.

4.2 Inner Riemann-Hilbert Problem

After offering a solution to the Riemann-Hilbert problem in the region that ignores the Fermi points,
it is necessary to find a solution in the regions surrounding each of the Fermi points, z(j). Only after
combining the two regions together one may obtain a systematic large N expansion of the orthogonal
polynomials.

In order to simplify the problem in the inner regions (the regions near the Fermi points), we make
the following transformation:

y(z) = Y
(in)
+ (z)OR(z), for |z| < 1 (4.12)

y(z) = Y
(in)
− (z)OL(z), for |z| > 1 (4.13)

8



where the matrices OR/L are given as follows:

OR =


√
2z−(m+k) z−(m−l+k)

√
2

ı
√
2z−l −ız−l

√
2

ı√
2

−ı√
2

z−m
√
2

z−m
√
2

 , (4.14)

OL =


√
2z−m z−m

√
2

λz−m
√
2

λz−m
√
2

ı
√
2 −ı√

2
ıλ√
2

−ıλ√
2

ız−l
√
2

−ız−l
√
2

z−(m+k)
√
2

z−(m+k)
√
2

 , (4.15)

and the superscript (in) denotes the object is defined for the inner region. The matrix y can easily be
seen to obey a Riemann-Hilbert problem:

y(eıx−0+) = y(eıx+0+)v, (4.16)

for x real and where the jump matrix v is related to the old jump matrix V through

V OR = OLv. (4.17)

Explicitly, given the choice in Eqs. (4.14,4.15) for the matrices OR and OL, the jump matrix v is
given by:

v(z) =


1 f(z)

1
1

1

 (4.18)

f(z) here is a function of z, but since a small circle is chosen around the Fermi point, where it has a
jump discontinuity, it takes only two values which we have denoted by fi and fo. If we look at the
variable ζ = log z

z(j)
This values are obtained on the positive and negative imaginary axis as shown

in Fig. 2.
The Riemann-Hilbert problem in this region consists in finding a function which has the right

asymptotics at large ζ to match the asymptotics of the outer region described in the previous section
and that has the right jump discontinuity. The crux of the solving the latter, is to find a function that
if follows its value starting in one of the regions, say the region + as shown in Fig. 2, and then going
around some curve that surrounds the origin, both jumps according to the right jump matrix (at least
twice, since we have a closed loop), but still manages to come back to its original value. Since this is
the essential problem it is useful to mathematically turn the problem into just this one. This is done by
folding the positive imaginary axis clockwise onto the negative imaginary axis, until only the region
+ remains and the region − vanishes. The negative imaginary axis now entirely being responsible for
the jump condition. The procedure is shown in Fig. 2. The jump matrix obtained in this way is:

v→ = vov
−1
i =


1 fi − fo

1
1

1

 . (4.19)
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and the analytically extended y(z) obeys the jump condition:

y(eζ−0+) = y(e2πıeζ+0+) = y(eζ+0+)v→, (4.20)

for ζ on the negative imaginary axis (this equation to be compared to Eq. (4.16)). It is this problem
that we solve in the following subsection.

Figure 2: One may fold the line separating the + and the − regions (the inside and outside of the unit
circle) such that it becomes a half line. The gray circles denotes an imaginary boundary between the
inner region and the outer region, its exact location is arbitrary.

4.3 Solution of the Inner Riemann-Hilbert Problem

One may compute y in the region + from the form of Y+ as follows (see Eq. (4.14)):

y = Y+OR. (4.21)

Now let us write for the kth row of Y (k)
+ the following:

Y
(k)
+ =

(
−(z(j))m+k

λ+ fi

H(ζ)√
2
,− ı(z

(j))l

λ− fi

F (ζ)√
2
,
ı√
2
G(ζ),

(z(j))m√
2

J(ζ)

)
. (4.22)

Crucially we do not allow the functions H, F, G, or J to have any dependce which is exponential in
N and ζ. Such terms will blow up in some region. Naively, one could say that since Y+ must only
be well behaved in the + region, terms that are vanishing in the + region are acceptable. However,
that even upon applying the jump matrix, those terms survive, and afflict Y− with divergencies, and
are thus unacceptable. We conclude that all these function must have at most power law divergence
as ζ → ∞.

Writing ζ = log z
z(j)

, one obtains the following using Eqs.(4.21, 4.14):

y
(k)
+ =

(
0,
e−lζF −G

2(λ− fi)
+
e−(m+k)ζH − e−mζJ

2(λ+ fi)
, (4.23)

,−G− e−mζJ

2
+
e−lζF −G

2(λ− fi)
fi,−

G− e−mζJ

2
+
e−lζF −G

2(λ− fi)
fi

)
+

+

(
−G− e−lζF

λ− fi
+
e−mζJ − e−(m+k)ζH

λ+ fi
, 0, 0, G

)

10



The first row vector on the right hand side has to be analytic and the second has to obey the Riemann-
Hilbert problem of Eq. (4.20, 4.19). Indeed, the jump matrix, v→, specifies no jump discontinuity for
vectors, the first element of which is zero, and as such, these vectors must be analytic.

4.4 Integrals

We now present integrals which solve the Riemann-Hilbert problem for the inner region as presented
above.

Let 0 ≤ w ≤ 3 and

t = (0, l,m,m+ k) (4.24)

γ =
(
β̃ − 1 + δ0,w,−β̃ − 1 + δ1,w, β − 1 + δ2,w,−β − 1 + δ3,w

)
. (4.25)

Note that −ti was already used in Fig. 1 to denote the endpoints of the intervals. We consider the
integrals:

I
[a,b]
i (ζ) =

ˆ b

a
e−tζ

3∏
j=0

(t+ ti − tj)
−γj−1dt (4.26)

Let us consider the asymptotics of I [a,b](±)
i (ζ),where ± signifies whether the integral is to be taken

slightly above the cut of the integrand or slightly below namely: I [0,∞](±)
i (ζ) ≡ I

[0,∞]±ı0+

i (ζ). Since it
is possible to take the contour of integration to be the ray [0,∞]eıθ, where −π

2−arg ζ < θ < π
2−arg ζ,

then for I [0,∞](−)
i (ζ), one can choose θ = 0 for −π

2 < arg ζ < π
2 . For π

2 < arg ζ < 3π
2 , one may

choose θ = π
2 − arg ζ. In the entire process of ζ acquiring a phase, a branch cut has not been crossed

by the contour of integration (which is always in the lower half plane). The asymptote at ζ → ∞ is
then:

I
[0,∞](−)
i (ζ) = Γ(−γi)ζγi

∏
j ̸=i

(ti − tj)
−γj−1

1−
∑
j ̸=i

γi(γj + 1)

(ti − tj)ζ
+ . . .

 (4.27)

for −π
2 < arg ζ < 3π

2 .
We now consider the monodromy

I
[0,∞](±)
i (e2ıπζ) = I

[0,∞](±)
i (ζ) + I

[t0−ti,t1−ti](J)
i (ζ) + I

[t2−ti,t3−ti](J)
i (ζ) (4.28)

where the super (J) denotes that the integral is rather of the jump discontinuity of the relevant inte-
grand I [a,b](J)i = I

[a,b](+)
i − I

[a,b](−)
i . In fact, by making use of the definition of β and β̃, Eq. (4.6),

this monodromy can be re-cast as:

e−tiζI
[0,∞](−)
i (e2ıπζ)− e−tiζI

[0,∞](−)
i (ζ)

fi − fo
= (4.29)

=
e−t3ζI

[0,∞](−)
3 (ζ)

λ+ fi
− e−t2ζI

[0,∞](−)
2 (ζ)

λ+ fi
− e−t1ζI

[0,∞](−)
1 (ζ)

λ− fi
+
e−t0ζI

[0,∞](−)
0 (ζ)

λ− fi
(4.30)

Considering the form of the kth row of Y+ given in Eq. (4.22) and the required monodromy suggested
in the text below Eq. (4.23) we are lead to the following solution for F , G, H ,J :

(F,G,H, J) = Ck

(
I
[0,∞](−)
1 (ζ)

(z(j))l
, I

[0,∞](−)
0 (ζ),

I
[0,∞](−)
3 (ζ)

(z(j))m+k
,
I
[0,∞](−)
2 (ζ)

(z(j))m

)
, (4.31)
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for some constant Ck and for w = sk where

s = (2, 0, 1, 3) . (4.32)

This is the solution to the Riemann-Hilbert problem in the inner region which we were seeking. We
need now only to match asymptotics.

4.5 Matching Asymptotics

We need the following asymptotics near z(j):

Y
(out)
+ (ζ) =


0 0 0 e

(j)
1 ζβ

0 0 e
(j)
2 ζ β̃ a

0 e
(j)
3 ζ−β̃ 0 a

e
(j)
4 ζ−β 0 0 a

 (4.33)

where

e(j) =

(
d(j), d̃(j),− 1

d̃(j)
,− 1

d(j)

)
(4.34)

d(j) =
∏
j′ ̸=j

(
z(j) − z(j

′)
)β(j)

F+

(
z(j)
)
, d̃(j) =

∏
j′ ̸=j

(
z(j) − z(j

′)
)β̃(j)

F̃+

(
z(j)
)
. (4.35)

This is obtained from Eqs. (4.10,4.11).
If we write z(1) = eıpF and z(2) = e−ıpF for pF > 0, then this can be written as:

d(j) =
(
2eı

π
2
−ıπδj,2 sin pF

)β(j)

F+

(
z(j)
)
, (4.36)

d̃(j) =
(
2eı

π
2
−ıπδj,2 sin pF

)β̃(j)

F̃+

(
z(j)
)
. (4.37)

Now comparing Eq. (4.22, 4.27) gives us for C(j) in Eq. (4.31):

C
(j)
k = c

(j)
k

∏
i ̸=sk

(ti − tsk)
βi

Γ(−βsk)
(4.38)

where s is given in Eq. (4.32) and

c(j) =
√
2

(
(z(j))ℓ02d(j),−ıd̃(j),−ı(z(j))ℓ01 r̃

d̃(j)
, (z(j))ℓ03

r

d(j)

)
(4.39)

while arg(ti − tsk)
βi = −πβi for ti < tsk . Where

β = (−β̃, β̃, β,−β) (4.40)

All this allows us to write the asymptote of the whole matrix Y+ explicitly at large ζ by making
use of (4.27). The small mismatch of the asymptotics between the inner and outer region is measured
by a matrixR(j):
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Y
(in)
+ Y

(out)−1
+ = 1+

R(j)

ζ
. (4.41)

This matrix is crucial in finding corrections to the behvior of Y in the outer region. Indeed, we
are interested in finding corrections of Y+(0) which are related simply to T (0), which in turns hold
valuable information about the orthogonal polynomials. In particular these elements will give us
χklnσω.

The elements of R may be computed using Eqs. (4.33,4.34,4.35,4.39) on the one hand and Eqs.
(4.22,4.31,4.27), as these equations contain all the needed information about the asymptotics of Y
from the inner and outer regions. The result for the diagonal elements is:

R
(j)
ii =

∑
k ̸=si

β
(j)
k β

(j)
si

tk − tsi
(4.42)

While non-diagonal elements have the form

R
(k)
ij =

1

tsi − tsj

c
(k)
i Γ(1− β

(k)
sj )

c
(k)
j Γ(−β(k)si )

∏
l ̸=si

(tl − tsi)
β
(k)
k∏

l ̸=sj
(tl − tsj )

β
(k)
l

(4.43)

From the mis-match between the outer solution, which ignores the inner regions, and the asymp-
totes in the inner region, one may find the correction to Y (out). This procedure being fairly straight-
forward and covered already in Ref. [1], we write the final result for Tij(0). This reads as follows:

Tij(0) =

(∑
k

δij̄ +R
(k)

ij̄

)
Y

(out)

+j̄j
(0) (4.44)

where j̄ = 5− j.

5 Computation of Mean Negativity Spectrum

It turns out that it is quite easy from the formulas developed above to compute the density of eigenval-
ues λi of the correlation matrix (see Eq. (3.1)). This amounts to setting probing the resolvent of the
eigenvalues

∑
i

1
λ+λi

or its pre-function logDkln =
∑

i log(λ + λi)in the complex plane. The jump
discontinuity of the resolvent represents the mean eigenvalue distribution. Nevertheless, the exact
position of the individual eigenvalues may not be revealed by this computation if the order of limits is
not taken properly. Namely if λ is set to be a distance of order 1 from the eigenvalue distribution, then
the resolvent is computed in the N → ∞ limit and only then the jump discontinuity of the resolvent
is computed, then only the mean density of eigenvalues may be revealed, rather than the individual
location of each of them. This presents a problem, since by using this order of limit a small imaginary
value of the individual eigenvalues may be lost. In fact this turns out to be the case, and negativity may
not be computed in this manner in our case. Nevertheless, we proceed with the computation, since it
provides with an important test for the validity of our solution, as we may compare the mean density
of eigenvalues obtained in the more naive order of limits with the density obtained below using a
more intricate computation. The check is highly nontrivial since the computations turn out to be very
different.
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To compute the resolvent we compute the log determinant of the correlation matrix. We use Eq.
(3.8, 3.13) and Eq. (4.1) to write:

χkln1+ =
Dk,l,n

Dk−1,l,n
=

∏
i λ+ λk−1,l,n

i∏
i λ+ λk,l,ni

= T k,l+1,n
14 (0). (5.1)

We may compute the very right hand side of this equation using Eqs. (4.42,4.44) to give:

logχkln1+ = β2
(

1

ℓ21
− 1

ℓ20
− 1

ℓ23

)
(5.2)

Similarly we have

logχkln2+ = log
Dk,l,n

Dk,l−1,n
= T k,l+1,n

23 (0) = β2
(

1

ℓ31
− 1

ℓ21
− 1

ℓ10

)
(5.3)

This integrates into

logDkln = β2 log
ℓ21ℓ30

ℓ23ℓ20ℓ10ℓ31
. (5.4)

Computing the imaginary part of the jump discontinuity of the resolvent, (the resolvent being ∂λ logDkln =∑
i

1
λ−λi

) one obtains the density of the eigenvalues:

ρ(λ) = log
ℓ21ℓ30

ℓ23ℓ20ℓ10ℓ13

1

π
Im[β(ı0−)∂λβ(ı0

−)− β(ı0+)∂λβ(ı0
+)] =

log ℓ23ℓ20ℓ10ℓ13
ℓ21ℓ30

π2(1− λ2)
. (5.5)

This agrees with the result obtained below using very different methods in Eq. (6.29) up to O(1)
terms, here the result being exact to order log(N). Note also that in Eq. (6.29) the two intervals are
assumed to be of the same size.

6 Computation of Fine Structure of Eigenvalues

As mentioned above, it is not enough to compute the mean density of eigenvalues in order to compute
logarithmic negativity, since a small imaginary value added to an eigenvalue will contribute to nega-
tivity but will not show up in the mean density of eigenvalues. One must thus approach the eigenvalue
distribution a microscopic distance away in order to sense the individual positions of eigenvalues.

The problem which arises when one attempts to do this is that when λ approaches the eigenvalue
distribution, then the real part of β(1) and β̃(j) approaches ±1

2 , namely Reβ(j) → ±1
2 , and Reβ̃(j) →

∓1
2 , where the ± sign is chosen respectively with j. Thus we have that the difference in the real part

of |Re(β(1)−β(2))| → 1 and |Re(β̃(1)− β̃(2))| → 1,which is exactly the point at which the Riemann-
Hilbert solution above fails, for the reasons that are given for example in Ref. [9]. Following Ref. [14],
we circumvent this problem by developing orthogonal polynomial identities, which map the problem
of finding the orthogonal polynomials for the case |Re(β(1) − β(2))| → 1 and |Re(β̃(1) − β̃(2))| → 1
to the problem of finding these polynomials for |Re(β(1) − β(2))| → 0 and |Re(β̃(1) − β̃(2))| → 0.
This is done in the next subsection.

Upon computing the eigenvalue distribution in this manner we compute logarithmic negativity
by detecting the imaginary parts of the eigenvalues and applying that to the formula for logarithmic
negativity, Eq. (2.11).
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6.1 Orthogonal Polynomials Idensitites Resovling the Fine Structure

We now assume that f is characterized by Reβ(j) = −1
2 and Reβ̃(j) = 1

2 . As such and according
to Ref [9] it may be dealt with using the Riemann-Hilbert approach as outlined below. However we
are interested in the case by Reβ(j) = (−)j 12 and Reβ̃(j) = (−)j+1 1

2 . To achieve this we consider f̂
defined as follows:

f̂ ≡
(
z 0
0 z−1

)
f , (6.1)

which effectively shifts say β(1) and β̃(1) by ±1 respectively. The orthogonal polynomials of f̂
are then computed not by associating a Riemann-Hilbert problem with them and then solving that
Riemann-Hilbert problem, but rather by solving for the orthogonal polynomials associated with f
and then using identities relating the orthogonal polynomials associatd with f̂ with those associated
with f as shown below.

We denote the orthogonal polynomials associated with f̂ as ψ̂kln
σω and define the following:

Ψ̂kln
σω =

(
z 0
0 1

)
ψ̂kln

σω (6.2)

This leads to the following orthogonality condition:

eσ′

ˆ
z−(j+δσ′,2)f̃ (z)Ψ̂kln

iσω

dθ

2π
= χ

ω+1
2

klnσωδσ,σ′δj,ω+1
2

mσ
, 0 ≤ j ≤ mσ′ , (6.3)

where

f̃ =

(
z 0
0 1

)
f

(
z 0
0 1

)−1

. (6.4)

Actually f̃ is dequal to f where n is replaced with n+ 1, which will be useful below.
From its definition, Eq. (6.2), one concludes that Ψ̂kln

iσω has degree k + 1 for i = 1 and of degree
l for i = 2. Furthermore Ψ̂kln

1σω(0) = 0. In addition plugging either ψk,l,n+1, ψk+1,l,n+1
1+ or ψk,l,n+1

2−
into the left hand side of Eq. (6.3) for Ψ̂kln

1+ (setting ω = + and σ = 1) reproduces the right hand
side for 0 ≤ j < mσ′ . One concludes that Ψ̂kln

1+ is a linear combination of ψk,l,n+1, ψk+1,l,n+1
1+ and

ψk,l,n+1. In fact, the appropriate linear combination is seen to be given by

Ψ̂k,l,n−1
i1+ (z) =

det

 ψk,l,n
i1+ (z) ψk+1,l,n

i1+ (z) ψk,l,n
i2− (z)

ψk,l,n
11+ (0) ψk+1,l,n

11+ (0) ψk,l,n
12− (0)

−T k,l+1,n
13 (0) −T k+1,l+1,n

13 (0) T k+1,l+1,n
33 (0)


det

(
ψk,l,n
11+ (0) ψk,l,n

12− (0)

T k,l+1,n
13 (0) −T k+1,l+1,n

33 (0)

) . (6.5)

Indeed when one sets z to zero, the first and second rows of the matrix in the numerator become iden-
tical and thus one obtains Ψ̂k,l,n−1

11+ (0) = 0, which was mentioned above as a property of Ψ̂k,l,n−1
1σω (z).

Secondly, when one computes the right hand side of Eq. (6.3) after substituting the ansatz Eq. (6.5)
for σ′ = 2 and j = l one may show that it does in fact vanish as required due to the third row of
the matrix in the numerator of Eq. (6.5). The denominator of Eq. (6.5) ensures of course the correct
normalization. Namely, that Ψ̂k,l,n−1

11+ (z) is monomial of degree k + 1.
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From Eq. (6.5) it is a matter of combining Eqs. (6.5, 6.2) to obtains:

χ̂k,l−1,n−1,1+ = −χk,l−1,n,1+

det

(
T k+1,l,n
11 (0) T k+1,l,n

31 (0)

T k+1,l,n
13 (0) T k+1,l,1,n

33 (0)

)

det

(
T k,l,n
11 (0) T k+1,l,n

31 (0)

T k,l,n
13 (0) T k+1,l,n

33 (0)

) . (6.6)

6.2 Computation of the Fine Structure

Now let us define

θi = tipF − arg

[
Γ

(
1

2
− ıIm(βi)

)]
+
∑
k ̸=i

Im(βk) log(2 sin(pF )ℓik) (6.7)

θij = θi − θj . (6.8)

This allows us to write:

det

(
T k+1,l,n
11 (0) T k+1,l,n

31 (0)

T k+1,l,n
13 (0) T k+1,l,1,n

33 (0)

)
= U det

(
cos(θ23)

ℓ23

cos(θ13)
ℓ13

cos(θ20)
ℓ20

cos(θ10)
ℓ10

)
(6.9)

where U does not have zeros as λ is varied and is thus irrelevant for the purpose of finding the
eigenvalues.

4 det

(
cos(θ23)

ℓ23

cos(θ13)
ℓ13

cos(θ20)
ℓ20

cos(θ10)
ℓ10

)
=

2 cos(θ12 + θ30)

ℓ23ℓ10
− 2 cos(θ12 − θ30)

ℓ13ℓ20
+ (6.10)

+ eı2θ23
ℓ21ℓ30

ℓ23ℓ10ℓ13ℓ20
eıθ12+ıθ30 + e−ı2θ23 ℓ21ℓ30

ℓ23ℓ10ℓ13ℓ20
e−ıθ12−ıθ30 (6.11)

Searching for zeros of the term on the left hand side, the quadratic equation in eıθ23 can be solved to
yield:

eı(θ23+θ10) = exp ı arccos

[
ℓ32ℓ10 cos(θ12 − θ30)

ℓ21ℓ30
− ℓ31ℓ20 cos(θ12 + θ30)

ℓ21ℓ30

]
(6.12)

where

ℓij = |ti − tj | (6.13)

The expression eı(θ23+θ10) determined by Eq. (6.12) is a phase if the argument of the inverse cosine
is smaller than one in absolute value. In that case all θi(λ), where θi is a function of λ due to the
definition in Eq. (6.7) which involves βk, which itself is a function of λ. If θi(λ) is real then so is λ.
Namely, what determines if we have real eigenvalues is whether the argument of the inverse cosine in
Eq. (6.12) is smaller or larger than 1 in absolute value.

6.3 Eigenvalue Distribution at the Decoupling Limit

Eq. (6.12) is an equation for the position of the eigenvalues. We now compare the position of the
eigenvalues when the two intervals are much further apart than their own typical size. In the remainder
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of this paper we shall assume that the state of the fermions is that of a zero temperature Fermi sea
with a given fermi momentum pF . This means that f(eıp) = ±1, where the plus sign is to be taken
when |p| < pF and the minus sign otherwise. In this case β̃ = −β.

In the limit where the two intervals are very far apart, Eq. (6.12) turns into:

eı(θ23+θ10) = −e±ı(θ12+θ30), (6.14)

which further simplifies into

θ23 = ±π
2
+ 2nπ, or θ10 = ±π

2
+ 2mπ, (6.15)

so that Eq. (6.12) becomes the following equations for the imaginary part of β, which itself is a
function of λ:

± π

2
+ 2nπ = pF ℓ32 + 2Im(β) log(2 sin(pF )ℓ23) + 2 arg Γ

(
1

2
− ıIm(β)

)
, (6.16)

± π

2
+ 2mπ = pF ℓ10 + 2Im(β) log(2 sin(pF )ℓ10) + 2 arg Γ

(
1

2
− ıIm(β)

)
. (6.17)

These equations allow us to ascertain that the position of the set of eigenvalues are just the union of
the set of eigenvalues where only the first or the second interval exist. This is done by comparing
our result, Eqs. (6.16, 6.17) to that in Ref [14], where the same equation can be found for a single
interval, the only difference being that in that reference only one equation exists for one interval. The
eigenvalues are then obviously also real since they are real for each interval separately.

As the size of the intervals increase, eventually being of the same order as the distance between
the intervals, the positions of the eigenvalues shift. They may form complex conjugate pairs after
meeting. The eigenvalues that may coincide are those that correspond to the first and second solution
of the inverse cosine in Eq. (6.12). These two solutions correspond, as was just ascertained, in the
decoupling limit (of large distance between the intervals) to the eigenvalues corresponding to the first
and the second interval, respectively. The two solutions collide when the argument of the inverse
cosine becomes unity.

One can see that the coincidence of the two sets of solutions is rather non-universal and depends
on the exact value of pF along a non-universal dependence on the size of the intervals. The non-
universality comes from the first term in Eq. (6.7) which can be seen to already cause spurious
coincidence of the two sets of solutions in the decoupling limit, Eqs. (6.16,6.17). Indeed when
pF (ℓ32 − ℓ10) mod 2π = 0 in the decoupling limit, we have a coincidence of the eigenvalues. This
conditions is satisfied when the filling fraction of fermions, as measured by pF

π , has the form p
q , where

p and q relative primes, and q being a divisor of ℓ32 − ℓ10. When this condition is satisfied the
eigenvalues are highly susceptible to any coupling between the intervals, and this may cause them to
become complex. This is demonstrated on the case of half filling below.

6.4 Complex Eigenvalues for Half Filling

We now study the case where pF = π
2 , which may be considered half-filling. To further simplify the

equations, we choose intervals of the same length, ℓ10 = ℓ23. This leads to simple expressions for the
different angles θij appearing in Eq. (6.12). Indeed, we have:

θ12 = −ℓ21pF , θ30 = ℓ30pF . (6.18)
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The term in the square brackets in Eq. (6.12) can be written as:

ℓ31ℓ20 cos(θ12 + θ30)

ℓ21ℓ30
− ℓ32ℓ10 cos(θ12 − θ30)

ℓ21ℓ30
= (6.19)

=

(
2
ℓ20ℓ31
ℓ21ℓ30

− 1

)
sin
(
ℓ21

π

2

)
sin
(
ℓ30

π

2

)
+ cos

(
ℓ21

π

2

)
cos
(
ℓ30

π

2

)
(6.20)

One can show the following:

2
ℓ20ℓ31
ℓ21ℓ30

− 1 > 1. (6.21)

Thus if ℓ21 and ℓ30 are both odd then we have complex eigenvalues as the expression inside the square
brackets in Eq. (6.12) is larger than 1, if both are even then the eigenvalues are real and if one is odd
and the other even then again the eigenvalues are real, the peculiarity of this latter situation is that Eq.
(6.12) takes the simple form:

θ23 + θ10 mod π = 0. (6.22)

This leads to an eigenvalue distribution where the distance between consecutive eigenvalues changes
smoothly, rather than having a staggered nature. The staggered nature of consecutive distances in
the generic case stems from the eigenvalues being basically a union of two sets of eigenvalues, each
associated with the different branch of the inverse cosine function in Eq. (6.12). In the decoupling
limit these two sets are associated directly with each one of the intervals.

The example of half filling, pF = π
2 , and equal interval lengths, shows the non-universal nature

of the imaginary part of the eigenvalues, as we see that the imaginary values depend on the parity of
length of the individual intervals. In addition it is clear that moving away from half filling, further
introduces non-universal features into the question of the complex eigenvalues, further complicating
the situation.

Nevertheless, we compute the negativity of the situation where it exists, namely in the half-filling
equally sized intervals case. We assume that the gap between the intervals, the length of which is ℓ21,
has an odd number of sites and the distance of between the two outermost points of the union of the
two intervals, ℓ30, is also odd. In this case we may use first eı arccos(x) = x+

√
x2 − 1 and then use:

(
2
ℓ220
ℓ21ℓ30

− 1

)
+

√(
2
ℓ220
ℓ21ℓ30

− 1

)2

− 1 =
ℓ30
ℓ21

. (6.23)

to reduce Eq. (6.12) into:

θ23 + θ10 mod 2π = ∓ı log ℓ30
ℓ21

. (6.24)

Then using Eq. (6.7) we have the following equation for the location of the eigenvalues in terms of
βI(λ) ≡ 1

2π log 1−λ
1+λ

∓ ı log
ℓ30
ℓ21

mod 2π = 4arg

[
Γ

(
1

2
+ ıβI)

)]
+ 2βI log

ℓ30ℓ21
4ℓ220ℓ

2
10

(6.25)
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A consequence of this equation is that the eigevalues, λ± are to leading order real with a small imag-
inary value of. To leading order in 1

logN the following may be easily deduced:

Im(λ±)

1− Re2(λ±)
=

π log
[
ℓ30
ℓ21

]
2 log ℓ30ℓ21

4ℓ220ℓ
2
10

, (6.26)

under the assumption that 4βI log(βI) ≪ log(N). If we sum the square of the imaginary part of both
roots, λ±, we get:

∑
±

Im2(λ±) =
π2(1− λ2)2 log2

[
ℓ30
ℓ21

]
4 log2 ℓ30ℓ21

4ℓ220ℓ
2
10

, (6.27)

where we have replaced Re(λ±) with λ as we may think of λ± as being a function of λ which is real,
the real part of λ± being just λ while the imaginary part of λ± is small and depends on the index
being either + or −.

Negativity may be computed as follows

Eν =
∑
±

log

(
|1 + λ±|

2
+

|1− λ±|
2

)
=
∑
±

1

2

Im2(λ±)

1− λ2
(6.28)

The density of either species of eigenvalues (namely, those denoted by λ+ and those denoted by λ−)
may also be deduced from Eq. (6.25) to leading order by considering the required change in λ on the
right hand side of that equation to lead to a change in 2π. The result of this simple calculation gives

ρ(λ) =
1

π2(1− λ2)
log

4ℓ220ℓ
2
10

ℓ30ℓ21
. (6.29)

This agrees with the result of Eq.(5.5). Negativity is given by

1

2

ˆ ∑
± Im2(λ±)

1− λ2
ρ(λ)dλ =

π2 log2
[
ℓ30
ℓ21

]
8 log2 ℓ30ℓ21

4ℓ220ℓ
2
10

ˆ 1

−1
dλ (6.30)

so that the final result is given in Eq.(1.1).

7 Conclusion

In this paper we have computed logarithmic negativity for free fermions, where the distance between
the intervals is macroscopically large. The most general result is given in implicit form in Eq. (6.12)
together with Eqs. (6.7,6.8) for the case of zero temperature. The solution for that equation are the
eigenvalues λi of the correlation matrix, trivially related to the eigenvalues of the density matrix, νi in
Eq. (2.10). Negative eigenvalues of νi (which means that λi is outside the interval [−1, 1]) or complex
eigenvalues of νi (or equivalently of λi lead to non-zero logarithmic negativity.

The consequence of Eq. (6.12) is that the location of the eigenvalues including an imaginary value
will appear depending on whether pF (the Fermi momentum, the other Fermi momentum being set to
−pF ) may be written as π p

q where p and q are relatively prime integers, and if on the value of the size
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of the intervals modulo q. This is non-universal behavior which lead to logarithmic negativity most
probably not being a good entanglement measure for this case.

Despite the non-universal nature of the result we compute it in a particular case. Namely that of
pF = π. The result for equal intervals and odd number of sites between the intervals. The result is
given in Eq. (1.1). The result behaves as 1

log(N) , N being the typical size of either intervals.
We should note that the present method is unable to detect eigenvalues with exponentially small

negative value in N (or imaginary value for that matter). As such it is not possible to determine if
logarithmic negativity takes an exponentially small value in N as was suggested in [19] for bosonic
systems.
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