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Abstract

We study the modular Hamiltonian of an interval for the ground state of a massive free
scalar field on the half line with Robin boundary conditions, by employing a numerical
method. When the interval is adjacent to the boundary, we find numerical evidence that
the modular Hamiltonian is non-local, except for the limiting cases of the massless scalar
satisfying either Dirichlet or Neumann boundary conditions. When the interval is sepa-
rated from the boundary, the numerical analysis indicates that the modular Hamiltonian
is non-local for all these boundary conditions and any value of the mass.
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1 Introduction

The modular Hamiltonian is an important operator in the algebraic approach to quantum
field theory (QFT), within the modular theory of Tomita and Takesaki [1–4], which provides
detailed information about entanglement in a quantum system, connecting also to quantum
information theory [5]. Considering a relativistic QFT, it is very insightful to have an analytic
expression for the modular Hamiltonian of a subsystem in terms of the fundamental fields of
the model. Few examples are known explicitly so far, which can be collected into three classes,
depending on the degree of non-locality of the modular Hamiltonian.
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The first class is made by modular Hamiltonians that are local operators. The most
prominent example is the modular Hamiltonian corresponding to the bipartition of a Cauchy
surface in Minkowski spacetime at fixed time by a spatial hyperplane, when the relativistic
QFT is in the ground state, due to the theorem of Bisognano and Wichmann [6, 7], who showed
that this modular Hamiltonian is proportional to the boost along the direction orthogonal to
the hyperplane separating the two halves of the Cauchy surface. For conformal field theories
(CFT), the result by Bisognano–Wichmann was adapted to other regions through various
conformal transformations [8–12]. In the case of one spatial dimension, analytic expressions
for the modular Hamiltonians of an interval have been found also in a CFT with a boundary
(BCFT), either on the half line [12] or on the segment [13], when the interval is adjacent to the
boundary. We remind that in a BCFT the allowed boundary conditions (b.c.) are determined
by specific constraints [14–18].

The other two classes contain modular Hamiltonians KA that are non-local and they have
been obtained for QFT that are free and quadratic in the fundamental fields ψ (for a bosonic
scalar field, this includes both the field and its velocity); hence they can be written as

KA =
ˆ

A

ˆ
A
ψ(x)†K(x, y)ψ(y) dx dy , (1.1)

where A is the spatial subsystem and K(x, y) is a kernel such that KA is self-adjoint and
whose non-local nature characterises the two other classes of known modular Hamiltonians.

The second class collects modular Hamiltonians of the form (1.1) where the kernel K(x, y)
is the sum of a local term and various bilocal terms. In a bilocal term, the integrand is
also determined by a function depending only on x because the second position y = r(x)
depends on x in a non-trivial way; hence the corresponding kernel contains distributions that
are proportional to δ

(
y − r(x)

)
and its derivatives. The first example is given by the free

massless Dirac field on the line and in its ground state, when the line is bipartite by the union
of a finite number of disjoint intervals [19]. This result has been obtained by exploiting the
Gaussian nature of the ground state through a formula discussed in [20–22], which provides
the modular Hamiltonian through the spectral problem associated to the two-point function
restricted to the subsystem. This procedure has also been employed to find other analytic
expressions of modular Hamiltonians for the free massless Dirac field containing also bilocal
terms, both in cases where the one-dimensional spatial slice at fixed time is invariant under
translations [23–27] and in cases where such invariance does not occur because of the presence
of boundaries or defects [28–30]. The analytic results in the latter group are suitable for
a qualitative comparison with the numerical results discussed in this manuscript, where we
consider the ground state of a scalar field on the half line.

The third class is made by the modular Hamiltonians of the form (1.1) whose analytic ex-
pression includes also a fully non-local term, where the double integration over the subsystem
is not simplified by the occurrence of the Dirac delta or its derivatives. Only one example is
known in the literature which is not based on a perturbative computation and it corresponds
to the ground state of the chiral current associated to the free massless scalar on the line,
when the subsystem is the union of two disjoint intervals [31].

All the modular Hamiltonians corresponding to subsystems with a finite volume mentioned
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above have been obtained either for CFT models or for free massless fields. It would be very
interesting to find the explicit expression for a modular Hamiltonian of a compact subsystem
for a massive field. Perturbative computations in the mass have been performed [32, 33],
finding fully non-local expressions at first order.

While it remains difficult to obtain exact analytic expressions, numerical techniques have
been developed to study the modular Hamiltonians, both to recover the existing QFT results
in a different way and to gain insights for the cases that are not known analytically. A
numerical approach that has been largely explored is based on lattice models, where the
modular Hamiltonian is often called entanglement Hamiltonian. Numerical studies have been
performed for entanglement Hamiltonians in the massive regime of some free lattice models
[32, 34, 35], based on the formulas provided in [21, 22, 36]. However, concrete predictions
for the continuum limit of the lattice models in the massive regime have not been found,
except for strong indications that the corresponding QFT result is fully non-local. Taking the
continuum limit of the entanglement Hamiltonian is non-trivial, also in the massless regime
[37–40] for cases where the QFT result is known from CFT.

An alternative numerical approach to approximate the modular Hamiltonian for a scalar
field has been introduced in [41], where it has been employed to explore the ground state in
the cases of the interval in the line and of the three-dimensional ball in a Cauchy hypersurface
at fixed time in Minkowski spacetime. This method is not based on a lattice model, but it
directly employs the one-particle space in the continuum of this QFT [42–44]. Similarly to the
lattice computation, this approach describes the field data on the initial Cauchy hypersurface
and, in contrast with the lattice computation, the spacing of the discretization is not fixed
throughout the space, but it can be adjusted, depending on the setup. The method provides
an approximation of the modular Hamiltonian on the full Hilbert space of the initial data,
through a discretization procedure which involves both parts of the spatial bipartition. The
massless regime, where a zero mode occurs in the two-dimensional case, was not explored in
[41] and the parabolic profile found in [9] was only used as an analytic reference for comparison.
In the regime of large mass, an interesting upper bound has been observed in [41], similar to
the one found in [34] through a numerical analysis in free one-dimensional lattice models.

The QFT expressions of the modular Hamiltonian for the scalar and the fermion field
in [42–44] are equivalent to those formulas in the continuum that correspond to the lattice
approach [19–22, 36], as shown in [33, 45].

In this work we apply the numerical approach of [41] to explore the modular Hamiltonian
of an interval for the ground state of the free scalar field on the half line with Robin b.c.
[46], when the position of the interval in the half line is generic. The cases of Dirichlet b.c.
and Neumann b.c. are limiting regimes of the Robin b.c. and provide two consistent BCFT
models for the massless scalar on the half line. The QFT model corresponding to Neumann
b.c. is the only one where a zero mode occurs, and therefore the massless regime deserves
special care. Our aim is to investigate the nature of the modular Hamiltonian of an interval
for these models in the massless and massive regimes, as the parameter associated to the
Robin b.c. changes. Since the analytic expressions for these modular Hamiltonians in terms
of the fundamental field are not available in the literature, our approximations provide useful
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insights towards them or other related analytic results, like e.g. upper bounds.
The outline of the paper is as follows. In Sec. 2, we describe the numerical procedure,

after the definition of the model and the corresponding analytic formulas that are needed.
In Sec. 3 and Sec. 4 we discuss the results of our numerical analysis, in the case where the
interval is either adjacent to the boundary or separated from it, respectively. We conclude
with a summary and possible directions for future studies in Sec. 5. The appendices contain
important technical details and also further results supporting the discussion in the main text.

2 Modular Hamiltonian for the massive scalar field on the half line

In this section we define the model and describe the method employed in our numerical ap-
proach, introducing the necessary mathematical tools. Further relevant details and additional
results are discussed in the Appendices from A to F.

2.1 The differential operator D and the modular Hamiltonian

The action for the scalar field φ(t, x) on the half line (parametrised by x ⩾ 0) reads

S[φ] = 1
2

∞̂

−∞

∞̂

0

{[
∂tφ(t, x)

]2 −
[
∂xφ(t, x)

]2 −m2 φ(t, x)2
}

dx dt− η

2

∞̂

−∞

φ(t, 0)2 dt , (2.1)

where we assume m ⩾ 0 and η ⩾ 0 for the parameters corresponding to the mass and boundary
term respectively. The equation of motion coming from (2.1) is the Klein–Gordon equation

∂2
t φ(t, x) +Dφ(t, x) = 0 , D := −∂2

x +m2 , (2.2)

with Robin b.c. (also known as mixed b.c.) at the origin of the half line, namely

lim
x→0+

(
∂xφ(t, x) − η φ(t, x)

)
= 0 . (2.3)

The Neumann b.c. limx→0+ ∂xφ(t, x) = 0 and the Dirichlet b.c. φ(t, 0) = 0 are the limiting
cases of the Robin b.c. (2.3) given by η = 0 and η → ∞, respectively. The massless regime
of this model has been extensively explored in [46]. We focus on the regime where η ⩾ 0
because the condition η < 0 leads to the introduction of a bound state [47, 48]. Since our
analysis will be carried out on the slice at t = 0, we find it conveninet to lighten the notation
by introducing φ(x) := φ(0, x).

The eigenfunctions of the differential operator D in (2.2) read

ψp(x) = e−ipx + p− iη
p+ iη eipx , p > 0 , (2.4)

which are the solutions found in [46] restricted to the slice t = 0. Indeed, we have that

Dψp(x) = D̂(p)ψp(x) , D̂(p) := p2 +m2 , lim
x→0+

(
∂xψp(x) − η ψp(x)

)
= 0 . (2.5)

The eigenfunctions (2.4) satisfy the orthogonality and completeness conditions [46], which are
given respectively by

1
2π

ˆ ∞

0
ψp(x)ψq(x) dx = δ(p− q) , 1

2π

ˆ ∞

0
ψp(x)ψp(y) dp = δ(x− y) . (2.6)
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In the following, we adapt the definition of the one-particle Hilbert space H of the fields
and the field velocities from [41] to the half line R+ at t = 0 and the one-particle structure for
the modular Hamiltonian. We start with the real Hilbert space Hr := L2(R+,R) of square-
integrable functions on R+ with the inner product

⟨f, g⟩r :=
ˆ ∞

0
f(x) g(x) dx , ∀f, g ∈ Hr . (2.7)

Since the operator D is positive but unbounded, its domain must be carefully defined, as
discussed e.g. in [41–43]. Thus, we get the two real Hilbert spaces H±1/4

r (Sobolev spaces)
obtained by considering the closures of the operator domain with respect to the norms ∥ ·
∥±1/4 := ∥D±1/4 · ∥r, namely

H± 1
4r := domD± 1

4
∥·∥± 1

4 . (2.8)

The root D+1/2 of the differential operator D naturally extends to a map H−1/4
r → H+1/4

r

and it has the inverse map D−1/2. The complex one-particle Hilbert space H is defined as
H := H+1/4

r ⊕ H−1/4
r . It is constructed from the components H±1/4

r and equipped with the
complex structure

I :=
(

0 D− 1
2

−D+ 1
2 0

)
, (2.9)

and the complex inner product [41]

⟨f, g⟩H :=
〈
f, U2g

〉
1
4 ⊕− 1

4
− i ⟨f, σg⟩ 1

4 ⊕− 1
4
, ∀f, g ∈ H , (2.10)

defined through the real inner product
〈
f, U2g

〉
1/4⊕−1/4 (for f, g ∈ H) and the operators

U :=
(
D+ 1

4 0
0 D− 1

4

)
, σ :=

(
0 1

−1 0

)
= U2I . (2.11)

The unitary transformation U : H → H̃ maps H into the Hilbert space H̃ := Hr ⊕ Hr with
the standard complex inner product

⟨f, g⟩H̃ := ⟨f, g⟩r⊕r − i ⟨f, σg⟩r⊕r , (2.12)

where the real inner product is derived from (2.7), so that

⟨f, g⟩r⊕r := ⟨f1, g1⟩r + ⟨f2, g2⟩r , (2.13)

for f = f1 ⊕ f2 and g = g1 ⊕ g2 as two generic elements of H̃.
We consider the bipartition of the half line at t = 0 characterised by a spatial region

A and its complement B. This bipartition corresponds to a specific choice of the standard
subspace HA ⊂ H and more details about this construction are provided in Appendix A. In
our analysis the region A ⊊ R+ is an interval of length ℓ separated from the boundary by a
distance d, namely (d, d + ℓ). We introduce also the orthogonal projector ΘA onto the real
subspace Hr,A ⊂ Hr, whose kernel depends on the endpoints of A and is defined as

ΘA(x, y) := Θ(x− d) Θ(d+ ℓ− x) δ(x− y) , (2.14)
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in terms of the Heaviside step function Θ and its derivative δ (i.e. the Dirac delta). The
closed projectors ΘA,±1/4 can be defined in a similar way. In particular, their domains are
H±1/4

r,A + H⊥,±1/4
r,A (the space spanned by elements in H±1/4

r,A and its orthogonal complement),
their images are H±1/4

r,A and their kernels are H⊥,±1/4
r,A . For more information on the Hilbert

spaces and projectors (cutting projections), see also [44, 49–51].
When the entire system is in its ground state, the modular Hamiltonian associated to the

standard subspace HA is an operator acting on the complex Hilbert space H := H+1/4
r ⊕H−1/4

r ,
which can be written as follows [42]

− log∆ = −I
(

0 M−

−M+ 0

)
, (2.15)

where the blocks M± are the operators

M± := 2D± 1
4 arcoth(Z)D± 1

4 , (2.16)

defined in terms of the fourth roots D± 1
4 and

Z := D+ 1
4 ΘA,+ 1

4
D− 1

4 +D− 1
4 ΘA,− 1

4
D+ 1

4 − 1 . (2.17)

It is straightforward to observe that the operators in (2.16) are related as

M+ = D+ 1
2 M−D

+ 1
2 , (2.18)

hence, we mainly focus on M− in our discussions. Notice that the choice of the subspace A
enters into (2.16) through the projectors ΘA,±1/4. We remind that the operator Z is essentially
self-adjoint (see Prop. 2.3 of [41]1).

We study the modular Hamiltonian − log∆ for a free QFT in its ground state (vacuum)
representation at the “one-particle level” with a one-particle Hilbert space H and a subspace
HA corresponding to initial data for a region A of the hypersurface at t = 0. In QFT, we
may then consider the Weyl algebra W(H) in its Fock representation for the Hilbert space H
and the subalgebra W(HA) ⊂ W(H). Since we are investigating the vacuum, which is a pure
and quasi-free state, on the Fock space the modular operator is the second quantization Γ (∆)
of the one-particle modular operator ∆ [42, 43, 51] and also (2.15) is related to (1.1) on the
Fock space by second quantization. Because of this relation, the Fock space is not required
for our analysis and we focus on the one-particle structure with the complex Hilbert space H.
The Hadamard property of the ground state of the model that we are considering has been
discussed in [52].

2.2 The numerical method

A numerical procedure has been developed in [41] to study the modular Hamiltonian (2.15)
of an interval for the massive scalar on the line and in its ground state. In the following we
adapt this procedure to the case of the interval in the half line. This numerical method is
based on two sets of functions on the half line, denoted by e(n,Λ)

i (x) and hxk
(x).

1In our notation, D, I, Z and ΘA,±1/4 corresponds respectively to A, iA, B and χ±1/4 in [41].
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B A B
0 d d+ ℓ Λ

e
(n,Λ)
i

hxk

Figure 2.1: Two sets of functions on the half line occurring in the numerical method discussed
in Fig. 2.2, given in (2.19) (red lines) and (2.22) (blue lines).

The discretization of operators is performed through the following n piecewise constant
functions

e
(n,Λ)
i (x) := Θ(x− ai) Θ(bi − x)√

bi − ai
, (2.19)

where a0 < a1 < · · · < an, ranging from a0 = 0 to an = Λ, and bi := ai+1 with 0 ⩽ i ⩽ n− 1.
The number n of discretization functions (2.19), the whole domain [0, Λ] where they are defined
and the positions ai determine the degree of approximation of the corresponding numerical
results. In the following, we refer to the discretization parameters n and Λ, keeping the choice
of the positions ai implicit. The parameter Λ determines the cutoff for the space that we can
explore in our numerical analysis. The functions in (2.19) are orthonormal with respect to the
real inner product on the Hilbert spaces Hr of the initial data components, i.e. they satisfy〈

e
(n,Λ)
i , e

(n,Λ)
j

〉
r

= δij . (2.20)

In our analysis we only consider even values for n, in order to find ai’s where we can impose
that n/2 functions are supported in A and the remaining n/2 functions are supported in
B. Since we are considering the interval A = (d, d + ℓ), we choose the functions e(n,Λ)

i such
that ai = d and aj = d + ℓ for some indices i and j, which are constrained by the condition
j = i + n

2 , in order to have the same number of discretization functions with support in A

and in B. An explicit example of (2.19) with a0 = 0, Λ = 4ℓ and n = 16 corresponds to the
rectangular solid red curves is illustrated in Fig. 2.1.

The functions (2.19) allow us to construct the discretized version O(n,Λ) of a generic
operator O, which is a n× n real matrix whose generic element is defined as follows

O
(n,Λ)
ij :=

〈
e

(n,Λ)
i , O e

(n,Λ)
j

〉
r
. (2.21)

For instance, the discretization of ΘA(x, y) in (2.14) through (2.19) gives Θ(n,Λ)
A , which is

the n × n diagonal matrix whose i-th element on the diagonal is equal to 1 when the i-th
interval [ai, bi] belongs to A, while it vanishes otherwise. In this finite-dimensional setting of
the numerical algorithm, the topological closure in (2.8) does not play a role, and this implies
that Θ(n,Λ)

A,±1/4 = Θ
(n,Λ)
A .
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The numerical results for the modular Hamiltonian are smeared through some test func-
tions. The outcome of this smearing procedure is compared with the result obtained by
integrating the analytic expression of the modular Hamiltonian with the same set of test
functions. In our analysis, this set of test functions is made by ñ log-Gaussian functions
defined as

hxk
(x) := 1

4
√

2π logαk

1√
x

exp
(

− log2(αk x/xk)
4 logαk

)
, αk :=

√
1 + σ2

x2
k

, (2.22)

which are indexed by the integer k such that 0 ⩽ k ⩽ ñ−1. Since the smearing is independent
from the discretization, the parameters σ and xk are not related to the parameters ai, n and
Λ occurring in the discretization functions (2.19). The solid blue curves in Fig. 2.1 provide
an example of five log-Gaussian functions (2.22). Since the functions (2.22) are employed
to smear and probe the numerical data in order to compare them with the corresponding
analytic expressions, the positions xk can be chosen arbitrarily on the entire half line (and
not necessarily in [0, Λ]). Since we do not get data for x > Λ and we are mostly interested
in the results for region A, we consider xk ∈ [0, 2ℓ] and along certain curves to highlight
specific features of the numerical results. The discretization of the log-Gaussian functions
(2.22) through (2.19) is defined by

h
(n,Λ)
xk,i :=

〈
e

(n,Λ)
i , hxk

〉
r
, (2.23)

and smearing the numerical data means to sum over these discretized log-Gaussian functions
(see e.g. (2.28) below).

Our numerical analysis has been carried out by applying the following sequence of steps:
(a) Discretize D−1/4, which provides the n× n matrix D−1/4,(n,Λ) whose generic element is

D
− 1

4 ,(n,Λ)
ij :=

〈
e

(n,Λ)
i , D− 1

4 e
(n,Λ)
j

〉
r

= Iij√
(bi − ai)(bj − aj)

, (2.24)

where
Iij :=

ˆ bi

x=ai

ˆ bj

y=aj

D− 1
4 (x, y) dx dy . (2.25)

Notice that the dependence on the boundary parameter η and the mass parameter m enters
through the operator kernel D−1/4(x, y).
(b) Invert the matrix D−1/4,(n,Λ), finding the matrix D+1/4,(n,Λ).
(c) Discretize ΘA in (2.14), getting the n×n matrix Θ(n,Λ)

A (we remind that Θ(n,Λ)
A,±1/4 = Θ

(n,Λ)
A ).

(d) From (2.17), compute the matrix

Z(n,Λ) := D+ 1
4 ,(n,Λ)Θ

(n,Λ)
A D− 1

4 ,(n,Λ) +D− 1
4 ,(n,Λ)Θ

(n,Λ)
A D+ 1

4 ,(n,Λ) − 1 . (2.26)

(e) Determine the spectral decomposition of Z(n,Λ) and compute arcoth(Z(n,Λ)).
(f) From (2.16), compute the matrices

M
(n,Λ)
± := 2D± 1

4 ,(n,Λ) arcoth
(
Z(n,Λ)

)
D± 1

4 ,(n,Λ) . (2.27)
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input output plot data

D− 1
4 (x, y)

ΘA(x, y)
M±(x, y) ⟨hxk

,M±hxl
⟩r

D
− 1

4
,(n,Λ)

ij

Θ
(n,Λ)
A,ij

D
+ 1

4
,(n,Λ)

ij

M
(n,Λ)
±,ij (hxk

,M±hxl
)(n,Λ)

QFT integration

test functions hxk

discretization

e
(n,Λ)
i

m
a
trix

in
v
e
rse

matrix computations

eigen-decomposition

summation

discretized

test functions h
(n,Λ)
xk,i

n → ∞
Λ → ∞

Figure 2.2: Scheme for the construction of the kernels through the analytic approach of
QFT (top) and the numerical approach employed in this work (bottom).

(g) Smear the numerical data for M (n,Λ)
± through (2.23); namely, given the set of ñ positions

x0 < x1 < · · · < xñ−1 in the half line, compute the ñ× ñ matrices whose generic elements are

(hxk
,M±hxl

)(n,Λ) :=
n−1∑
i,j=0

h
(n,Λ)
xk,i M

(n,Λ)
±,ij h

(n,Λ)
xl,j

. (2.28)

The ñ× ñ matrices defined by (2.28) are the result of our numerical procedure and they
can be compared with the analytic expressions coming from the corresponding computation
in QFT of the free massive scalar. We stress that changing the number ñ of the log-Gaussian
functions does not improve the numerical result and the quality of the numerical approxi-
mation only depends on the discretization parameters n and Λ, combined with the choice
of the positions ai. In some cases, we also smear along a real curve γ(x), which yields
(hxk

,M±hγ(xk))(n,Λ) (see e.g. the curve provided by the red crosses in Fig. 4.1).
The scheme in Fig. 2.2 illustrates the main steps of the procedure. The upper part of

the scheme (light blue background) and the lower part of the scheme (light red background)
correspond to the QFT and to the numerical computations respectively. The numerical com-
putation, in the bottom part of the scheme in Fig. 2.2, begins with the discretization of the
analytic operator kernels (input), which is based on the discretization functions (2.19) in our
analysis. The step (b)–(f) in the algorithm outlined before lead to construct the matrices
M

(n,Λ)
± in (2.27), which are the output of the procedure. In order to compare these numer-

ical results with the analytic results coming from QFT computations, the output matrices
must be integrated against some test functions, which are the log-Gaussian functions (2.22)
discretized as in (2.23) in our analysis (see the step (g) in the sequence). This numerical
procedure provides insightful results whenever convergence of the numerical results (2.28) is
observed as the values of the parameters n and Λ become very large (dotted arrow). As for
the analytic counterpart of the procedure in the top part of the scheme in Fig. 2.2, starting
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from the kernels D−1/4(x, y) and ΘA(x, y) (input), the kernels M±(x, y) are obtained through
QFT computations (dashed arrow). This step is usually very difficult. Indeed, the outcome
of this analytic computation is unknown for the massive scalar, even on the line. An analytic
result has been found only for some cases where the underlying model is a CFT [9, 11, 12, 53],
like e.g. for the massless scalar, by heavily relying on the symmetry of the model.

The numerical procedure is implemented by taking an even number n of discretization
functions (2.19), with half of them supported in the interval A. In the complement region,
which extends to infinity, we introduce a cutoff Λ where the numerical discretization termi-
nates. The quality of our approximation is explored by increasing the discretization param-
eters n and Λ. In particular, we consider n ∈ {64, 128, 256} and Λ ∈ {4ℓ, 8ℓ, 16ℓ, 32ℓ} in our
analyses, while the best results have been obtained with n = 256 and Λ = 16ℓ, as discussed
in Sec. 3. The grid points ai for the discretization are chosen such that they are equidistant
in the interval [0, d + ℓ], while the grid spacing increases in a linear way in [d + ℓ, Λ] (see
Fig. 2.1 for an explicit example). We use the interval width ℓ as the length scale and consider
different values for the separation distances from the boundary d ∈ {0, ℓ

16 ,
ℓ
8 ,

ℓ
4 ,

ℓ
2}, where

d = 0 corresponds to A adjacent to the boundary (see Sec. 3), while the other values of d
have been chosen to study the case where A is separated from the boundary (see Sec. 4). As
for the smearing functions (2.22), that are employed to probe both the analytic expressions
and the numerical data (blue and red shaded sections in the scheme, Fig. 2.2, respectively),
we consider ñ = 47 of these functions, such that the positions xk of the corresponding peak
are equidistantly distributed over [0, 2ℓ] (0 < x0 < x1 < · · · < x46 < 2ℓ) and they have the
same width σ ≈ 0.096ℓ throughout the analysis.

2.3 Fractional powers of the differential operator D

In the following we discuss the fractional powers ν of the differential operator D introduced
in (2.2). The special cases relevant in our analysis are given by ν = −1, corresponding to the
Green’s function, by the roots ν = ±1

2 , which provide the complex structure (C.37) and by
the fourth roots ν = ±1

4 , which occur in the operators M± defined in (2.16) entering in the
modular Hamiltonian (2.15). We recall that D depends on the parameters m and η but not
on any bipartition of the system.

The integral kernels Dν(x, y) for the fractional powers ν are computed as tempered distri-
butions. By employing the complete set of orthogonal eigenfunctions (2.4), that satisfy (2.5),
one realises that D becomes a multiplicative operator in this momentum space representation,
where its generic power is given by D̂ν(p) g(p) = (p2 +m2)νg(p). Thus, in the configurations
space, the kernel of a generic power of D is the distribution

Dν(x, y) = 1
2π

ˆ ∞

0
ψp(x) D̂ν(p)ψp(y) dp , (2.29)

which is equivalent to

Dν(x, y) = 1
2π

ˆ ∞

0
D̂ν(p)

(
eip(x−y) + p+ iη

p− iη e−ip(x+y)
)

dp

+ 1
2π

ˆ 0

−∞
D̂ν(−p)

(
eip(x−y) + p+ iη

p− iη e−ip(x+y)
)

dp . (2.30)
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These are tempered distributions in the sense of [54]. Since D̂ν(−p) = D̂ν(p), the expression
in (2.30) can be written as the following sum

Dν(x, y) = Dν
M2(x, y) +Dν

bdy(x, y) , (2.31)

where the two terms in the r.h.s. are defined as

Dν
M2(x, y) := 1

2π

ˆ ∞

−∞
D̂ν(p) eip(x−y) dp , (2.32)

and
Dν

bdy(x, y) := 1
2π

ˆ ∞

−∞
D̂ν(p) p+ iη

p− iη e−ip(x+y) dp . (2.33)

Notice that (2.32) is the definition of the same operator on the line, which is independent
on the parameter η associated to the boundary conditions; while (2.33) encodes the whole
dependence of Dν(x, y) on η. The integrand of (2.33) contains the unitary phase factor
(p + iη)/(p − iη), which is a one-dimensional scattering matrix [48], hence one may give the
Fourier factor eipy the physical interpretation of an outgoing wave that picked up a phase
factor when reflected at the boundary.

The case ν = −1, i.e. D̂−1(p) = (p2 +m2)−1, is well known because it corresponds to the
Green function. In Appendix B the kernels of the Green functions D−1(x, y) for the massless
and massive cases with different boundary parameters η are discussed.

The operators D±1/2 are related to the two-point function of the scalar fields, as discussed
in general e.g. in [45]. The specific case that we are exploring is discussed in Appendix C,
where we include a comparison with the standard form of the two-point functions [46, 47]. Our
numerical approach is based on the modular Hamiltonian given by (2.15) and (2.16). Although
D±1/4(x, y) occur in (2.16), the numerical procedure requires only D−1/4(x, y) because the
contribution from D+1/4(x, y) is evaluated numerically as a matrix inverse after discretization
(step (b) in the sequence described in Sec. 2.2). In the following we report the explicit
expressions of the kernel D−1/4(x, y) that are needed, referring to Appendix D for their
derivations.

For the massless scalar with Robin b.c., we find

D− 1
4 (x, y) = 1√

2π |x− y|
+ 1√

2π(x+ y)
−
√

2η eη(x+y) erfc
√
η(x+ y) , (2.34)

where erfc(x) is the complementary error function. In the cases of Neumann b.c. and Dirichlet
b.c., corresponding to η = 0 and η → ∞ respectively, the kernel (2.34) becomes

D− 1
4 (x, y) = 1√

2π |x− y|
± 1√

2π(x+ y)
, (2.35)

where the sign + and − is associated to the Neumann b.c. and Dirichlet b.c., respectively.
The expansions of the kernel (2.34) as η → 0+ and η → ∞ are given respectively by

D− 1
4 (x, y) = 1√

2π |x− y|
+ 1√

2π(x+ y)
−
√

2η + 2η

√
2(x+ y)

π
+ O

(
η

3
2
)
, (2.36)
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and

D− 1
4 (x, y) = 1√

2π |x− y|
− 1√

2π(x+ y)
+ 1√

2π η (x+ y)3/2 + O
(
η−2

)
, (2.37)

which has been obtained by using [55, Eq. 7.6.2]. An important feature of (2.36), which does
not occur in (2.37), is that the first correction at order O(√η) is constant, i.e. independent
of the arguments of the kernel x and y, and its derivative w.r.t. η diverges as η → 0+.
This corresponds to the fact that the theory with Neumann b.c. has a zero mode, which is
not present in the case of generic Robin b.c., hence we also expect a high sensitivity of the
modular Hamiltonian for very small values of η, especially in the limit η → 0+.

For the massive regime and when Robin b.c. are imposed, we compute the kernel in
Appendix D.2 and find

D− 1
4 (x, y) =

4√2m√
π Γ(1/4)

K 1
4

(
m |x− y|

)
4
√

|x− y|
+

K 1
4

(
m(x+ y)

)
− 2B− 1

4
(η,m;x+ y)

4
√
x+ y

 , (2.38)

where Bν(η,m; z) is a generalization of Basset’s integral discussed in Appendix E. An impor-
tant consistency check for (2.38) is that the kernel (2.34) is recovered in the massless limit.
In the limit of either η → 0+ or η → ∞, which correspond to the Neumann and Dirichlet b.c.
respectively, the kernel (2.38) simplifies to

D− 1
4 (x, y) =

4√2m√
π Γ(1/4)

K 1
4

(
m |x− y|

)
4
√

|x− y|
±

K 1
4

(
m(x+ y)

)
4
√
x+ y

 , (2.39)

where the signs + and − stand for the Neumann and Dirichlet b.c. respectively. In Ap-
pendix D.2 we show that (2.39) also follows from a direct computation that does not employ
(2.38), providing another consistency check for (2.39).

For a generic finite and non-vanishing value η ̸= m, we only have an integral representation
for B− 1

4
(η,m, x + y) and we would have to evaluate this integral numerically. Since such a

numeric evaluation is too slow, considering the high floating point precision required for our
numerical algorithm, we study only the case η = m. Indeed, when η = m the function B−1/4
occurring in (2.38) can be written as follows

B− 1
4
(m,m, x+ y) = 2m (x+ y)

[
K 3

4

(
m(x+ y)

)
− K− 1

4

(
m(x+ y)

)]
, (2.40)

which is (E.9) for ν = −1/4 and that allows us to write (2.38) through Bessel functions,
making this special case manageable in our numerical procedure.

2.4 Discretization of D−1/4

In the sequence of operations determining our numerical approach and discussed in Sec. 2.2
(see Fig. 2.2), the first step consists in discretizing the operator D−1/4(x, y), which leads to
the matrix whose elements are given by (2.24) and (2.25). Since D−1/4(x, y) is symmetric
under the exchange of its arguments x and y, the corresponding matrix element (2.24) is
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symmetric under the exchange i ↔ j; hence it is enough to compute (2.24) for i ⩽ j. In
the following we provide the expressions for the implementation of this discretization in the
numerical procedure.

In Appendix F, the double integral (2.25) is split into

I−
ij :=

ˆ bi

ai

ˆ bj

aj

D
− 1

4
M2 (x, y) dx dy , I+

ij :=
ˆ bi

ai

ˆ bj

aj

D
− 1

4
bdy (x, y) dx dy , (2.41)

which depends on x − y and x + y respectively, as remarked above. This dependence leads
us to employ ± for the I±

ij in (2.41); hence we introduce sbdy in this subsection to denote the
Neumann b.c. with sbdy = 1 and the Dirichlet b.c. with sbdy = −1. In Appendix F, we find
that (2.41) can be written as

I∓
ij = ±

[
F∓(aj ∓ bi) − F∓(aj ∓ ai) − F∓(bj ∓ bi) + F∓(bj ∓ ai)

]
, (2.42)

for all i ⩽ j in the case of I+
ij , while for the diagonal of I−

ij we have

I−
ii = 2

[
F−(bi − ai) − F−(0)

]
, (2.43)

in terms of

F∓(x) := xF∓
0 (x) − F∓

1 (x) , F∓
k (x) :=

ˆ x

0
tkf∓(∓t) dt , k ∈

{
0, 1
}
, (2.44)

where f−(x− y) stands for the convolution kernel D−1/4
M2 (x, y) and f+(x+ y) for D−1/4

bdy (x, y).
In the massless regime, the discretization of the term D

−1/4
M2 (x, y) of the integral kernel

(2.34) with (2.41) is given by

f−(−t) = 1√
2πt

, F−
k (x) =

√
2
π

xk+ 1
2

2k + 1 . (2.45)

In the case of the Neumann b.c. and Dirichlet b.c. (corresponding to sbdy = 1 and sbdy = −1
respectively), for the discretization of the second term of the kernel (2.35) we find

f+(t) = sbdy√
2πt

, F+
k (x) = sbdy

√
2
π

xk+ 1
2

2k + 1 . (2.46)

Similarly, for the generic case of Robin b.c., we have that the last two terms in the r.h.s. of
(2.34) are implemented with

f+(t) = 1√
2πt

−
√

2η eηt erfc
(√
ηt
)
, (2.47)

F+
0 (x) = −

√
2x
π

−
√

2
η

eηx erfc
(√
ηt
)

+
√

2
η
, (2.48)

F+
1 (x) =

√
2x
π

(2
η

− x

3

)
−
√

2
η

(
x− 1

η

)
eηx erfc

(√
ηt
)

−
√

2
η3 . (2.49)

14



In the massive regime, the operator kernel D−1/4
M2 (x, y) as the first term in the r.h.s. of

(2.38) has an implementation given by

f−(−t) = 1√
π Γ(1/4)

4

√
2m
t

K− 1
4
(mt) , (2.50)

F−
k (x) = xk

( √
2x√

π (2k + 1) F
1,3
k (x) −

√
mΓ(3/4)√
π Γ(1/4)

2x
k + 1 F

2,5
k (x)

)
. (2.51)

Here we use
F a,b

k (x) := 1F2

(
2k + a

4 ; b4 ,
2k + a+ 4

4 ; m
2x2

4

)
, (2.52)

as a short notation for the generalized hypergeometric function 1F2 (see e.g. [55, Sec. 16.2]),
which should not be confused with the standard hypergeometric function 2F1 (see e.g. [55,
Sec. 15.2]). When either Neumann b.c. (sbdy = 1) or Dirichlet b.c. (sbdy = −1) hold, for the
contribution given by D−1/4

bdy we implement

f+(t) = sbdy√
π Γ(1/4)

4

√
2m
t

K− 1
4
(mt) , (2.53)

F+
k (x) = sbdy x

k

( √
2x√

π (2k + 1) F
1,3
k (x) −

√
mΓ(3/4)√
π Γ(1/4)

2x
k + 1 F

2,5
k (x)

)
. (2.54)

For Robin b.c., we consider only the special case given by η = m. In particular, the second
term in the r.h.s. of (2.38) is implemented with

f+(t) =
4√2

√
m√

π Γ(1/4)
(1 + 4mt) K 1

4
(mt) − 4mtK 3

4
(mt)

4√mt
, (2.55)

F±
k (x) = xk

√2x
π

[
1

2k + 1 F
1,3
k (x) + 4mx

2k + 3 F
3,3
k (x) + 8m2x2

6k + 15 F
5,7
k (x)

]

−
√
mΓ(3/4)√
π Γ(1/4) 2x

[
1

k + 1 F
2,5
k (x) + 2

k + 1 F
2,1
k (x) + 4mx

k + 2 F
4,5
k (x)

] . (2.56)

These functions discretize D−1/4, allowing us to compute the numerical approximation for
M−, as described in the scheme shown in Fig. 2.2.

3 Interval adjacent to the boundary

In this section we discuss the case where A is adjacent to the boundary, i.e. when d = 0. The
massless and massive regimes are considered in Sec. 3.1 and Sec. 3.2, respectively.

3.1 Massless regime

The massless scalar field on the half line is a BCFT when either Dirichlet or Neumann b.c. are
imposed. In these two cases, the modular Hamiltonian of an interval adjacent to the boundary
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(i.e. for d = 0) can be found from the well known result of Bisognano and Wichmann [6, 7],
through a suitable conformal mapping [12] and it corresponds to the following kernel

MBCFT
− (x, y) := 2π ℓ

2 − x2

2ℓ δ(x− y) . (3.1)

This analytic result provides an important benchmark for our numerical procedure. Even
though we do not show the numerical results for the component M+ in the modular Hamil-
tonian (2.15), in Appendix G we compute MBCFT

+ corresponding to the reference (3.1). The
BCFT reference MBCFT

∓ is formally identical to the corresponding component in the modular
Hamiltonian of the double cone for the massless scalar in two-dimensional Minkowski space
[9], which becomes obvious in the formulation of [56]2. Instead, when Robin b.c. hold and η

takes a non-zero finite value, the model is not a BCFT and therefore the corresponding meth-
ods cannot be applied. The analytic expression for the modular Hamiltonian of an interval
adjacent to the boundary in the case of Robin b.c. is not available in the literature, to our
best knowledge.

Another important reference in our analysis is given by the linear kernel

MLW
− (x, y) = 2π(ℓ− x) δ(x− y) , (3.2)

suggested by the case of Bisognano and Wichmann, which corresponds to the modular Hamil-
tonian of the left wedge (LW) in Minkowski space having its vertex at x = ℓ. Indeed, (3.2) is
an insightful approximation of the kernels for the interval A adjacent to the boundary in the
neighbourhood of the entangling point.

In our analysis we compare the results obtained from the BCFT kernel (3.1) and from
(3.2) against the ones corresponding to the kernels that cannot be studied through the BCFT
methods. The QFT expression is expected to correspond to the numerical approximation in
the limit n → ∞ and Λ → ∞ only in the weak sense, i.e. when smeared against test functions,
which are the log-Gaussians (2.22) in our analysis (see the dotted arrow in Fig. 2.2). Hence,
these two reference kernels are integrated against the log-Gaussian functions (2.22). We
choose ñ = 47 distinct positions xk and σ ≈ 0.096ℓ; hence we have ñ × ñ matrices with
elements

〈
hxk

, MBCFT
− hxl

〉
r and

〈
hxk

, MLW
− hxl

〉
r (see Appendix F for a detailed discussion).

The elements of these matrices along the diagonal and the anti-diagonal (where l = k and
l = 23 − k, respectively) from both reference kernels are plotted against the corresponding
numerical data points of the modular Hamiltonian. Along the diagonal, for the smeared
kernels obtained from (3.1) and (3.2), we find respectively

〈
hxi , M

BCFT
− hxi

〉
= 2π ℓ

2 − x2
i

2ℓ ,
〈
hxi , M

LW
− hxi

〉
= 2π(ℓ− xi) + O(σ2) . (3.3)

Thus, the smearing procedure of local BCFT kernel (3.1) along the diagonal provides exactly
the function multiplying the Dirac delta, and for the left wedge kernel (3.2) the result is
approximately linear (since σ2 ≈ 0.009ℓ2). As for the off-diagonal element, we refer to (F.20)
and (F.19), respectively. We remark again that the positions xk and the number ñ of log-
Gaussian functions determine the data presentation and comparison, but do not influence the

2In our notation, M− and M+ correspond respectively to M and −L in [56].
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Figure 3.1: Interval adjacent to the boundary, massless regime for either Dirichlet b.c. (left)
or Neumann b.c. (right). Output of the numeric algorithm obtained with discretization
parameters n = 256 and Λ = 16ℓ. The top (bottom) panels report the data before (after)
the smearing procedure (see (2.28)) through the log-Gaussian test functions (2.23).

numerical approximation, which improves instead with increasing discretization parameters
n and Λ (see the dotted arrow in Fig. 2.2).

In the top panels of Fig. 3.1, we show two examples of the numerical n×n output matrices
M

(256,16ℓ)
− /ℓ, either for the Dirichlet b.c. (left panel) or the Neumann b.c. (right panel). Then,

such matrices are smeared by summing with the discretized log-Gaussian functions (2.23),
which yields the smeared matrices with elements (hxk

,M−hxl
)(256,16ℓ) as defined in (2.28).

The smeared results are displayed in the corresponding bottom panels. In all the panels of
Fig. 3.1, the data scales have been cut in order to highlight the non-vanishing elements that
do not belong to the main diagonal. Furthermore, we remark that also the results obtained
in the complementary domain B have been reported, where negative matrix elements occur.
The main visible difference between the two cases considered in this figure is provided by the
small non-vanishing positive data away from the diagonal in the bottom right panel, which do
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0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

0.0

1.0

2.0

3.0

Dirichlet b.c.

xi/ℓ

(h
x
i
,M

−
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x
i
)(

n
,Λ

)
/
ℓ

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

0.0

1.0

2.0

3.0

Neumann b.c.

xi/ℓ

n = 64, Λ = 8ℓ n = 128, Λ = 8ℓ n = 256, Λ = 4ℓ

n = 256, Λ = 8ℓ n = 256, Λ = 16ℓ n = 256, Λ = 32ℓ

Figure 3.2: Interval adjacent to the boundary, massless regime for either Dirichlet b.c. (left)
or Neumann b.c. (right). Smeared expression from (2.28) along the diagonal (white crosses
in Fig. 3.1), for different values of discretization parameters n and Λ.

not occur in the bottom left panel. However, only in this case we consider the non-diagonal
terms to be an artefact of the discretization, as discussed in the following.

In Fig. 3.2, we report the numerical results for (2.28) along the diagonal, corresponding
to the white crosses in Fig. 3.1, for either Dirichlet b.c. or Neumann b.c. in the left and
right panel, respectively. Different colours are associated to different choices for the pair
(n,Λ) characterising the degree of approximation of the QFT result (magenta curve), which
corresponds to the limit where n → ∞ and Λ → ∞. Instead, increasing the number ñ of
log-Gaussian functions for the smearing does not improve further the approximation, but only
increases the number of data points in the plots. The solid magenta curve and the dotted
black straight line, which correspond to the BCFT kernel (3.1) and to the linear kernel (3.2)
respectively, are also obtained through the white crosses in Fig. 3.1 and computed in (3.3).
To highlight the numeric approximations in all plots, we use cross marks only for the numeric
data and plot the analytic references without marks. In both panels of Fig. 3.2 the agreement
with the curve coming from the BCFT kernel (3.1) close to the boundary improves as n
and Λ increase. The numerical algorithm requires high floating point precision (implemented
with [57]) that increases with n in a non-linear way and our highest resolution corresponds
to n = 256. Since we have observed additional numerical artifacts going from Λ = 16ℓ to
Λ = 32ℓ with fixed resolution n = 256 in the case of Dirichlet b.c., we mainly consider the
values n = 256 and Λ = 16ℓ in our numerical analyses.

In the left panel of Fig. 3.2, we observe a remarkable agreement between the numerical
results and the solid magenta curve for the BCFT kernel (3.1) in its smeared form as given
in the first expression in (3.3). A discrepancy occurs close to the boundary, but its amplitude
becomes smaller when the approximation improves, namely when both n and Λ increase, as
expected. This provides an important consistency check for the validity of our numerical
approach. In the right panel of Fig. 3.2, where the data points corresponding to the Neumann
b.c. are displayed, beside the discrepancy with the solid magenta curve close to the boundary
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Neumann b.c. ηℓ = 0.005 ηℓ = 0.05 ηℓ = 0.5

ηℓ = 2.0 ηℓ = 8.0 ηℓ = 64.0 Dirichlet b.c.

Figure 3.3: Interval adjacent to the boundary: Massless regime when Robin b.c. are imposed.
Numerical results for (2.28) along the diagonal (top) and anti-diagonal (bottom), which
correspond to the white and red crosses in Fig. 3.1, respectively.

already highlighted in the left panel, a slight deviation between our approximations and the
BCFT data points occurs over a wider domain adjacent to the boundary with respect to the
Dirichlet b.c. case, while a much better match is observed in the domain close to the entangling
point at x = ℓ. We think that this discrepancy is due to the fact that our best values for the
parameters n and Λ are not high enough to reach the convergence to the BCFT curve in the
first formula in (3.3), since the data curves still improve very slowly as n and Λ increase.

When the Robin b.c. (2.3) are imposed in the massless regime, the dependence on the
parameter η of the modular Hamiltonian for the interval adjacent to the boundary is explored
through the numerical data points shown in Fig. 3.3 and Fig. 3.4, by employing the dimen-
sionless quantity ηℓ. The extreme values of η = 0 and η → ∞ correspond to the Neumann
b.c. and the Dirichlet b.c., respectively. In Fig. 3.3, the data points have been obtained for
n = 256 and Λ = 16ℓ, while in Fig. 3.4 different values for these discretization parameters are
considered, in order to study the convergence to stable results. Recall that, as in all plots, we
show smeared results (2.28). In particular, we explore the elements along either the diagonal
or the anti-diagonal, which are taken respectively at the white and red crosses in the bottom
panels of Fig. 3.1.
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In the top left panel of Fig. 3.3, the diagonal elements display a non-trivial dependence
on the b.c. dimensionless parameter ηℓ. Indeed, considering the half parabola provided by
the BCFT kernel (3.1), namely the solid magenta curve, the most evident deviation from
it corresponds to ηℓ = 0.5 (see the green marks). Such deviation for the extreme cases
of Neumann b.c. and Dirichlet b.c. has been already described above, in the discussion of
Fig. 3.2. We cannot exclude that, like for the Neumann b.c. case discussed above, also for the
Robin b.c. cases that we have studied our best approximation is not enough to catch the QFT
limit and therefore higher values of n and Λ should be considered. Nonetheless, the deviation
for the Robin b.c. is more pronounced and appears to be much more than a numerical artefact.

In order to highlight this dependence on ηℓ along the diagonal, in the right panel of
Fig. 3.3 we report a zoom into the data of the left panel for five different positions in the
interval A corresponding to the peaks of the log-Gaussians

{
hx4 , hx7 , hx10 , hx13 , hx16

}
, which

are indicated through vertical lines in the top left panel. In the top right panel, these numerical
values are shown in terms of ηℓ/(1+ηℓ), which compactifies monotonically the domain η ⩾ 0 to
ηℓ/(1+ηℓ) ∈ [0, 1); indeed, the Neumann and Dirichlet b.c. correspond to the endpoints, i.e. 0
and 1 respectively. For each one of these five positions, we find an arc with a single maximum
located around ηℓ/(1 + ηℓ) = 0.33, which corresponds to the above mentioned value ηℓ = 0.5.
In the right panel of Fig. 3.3 some observations made for Fig. 3.2 become more evident.
Indeed, considering the BCFT value for each position, obtained from the first expression in
(3.3), denoted by the horizontal solid line having the corresponding colour, we observe a perfect
match for Dirichlet b.c. and a slight deviation occurs for Neumann b.c., which decreases as
the position gets closer to the entangling point at x = ℓ. The latter observation can be applied
to the whole arc; indeed, considering the various arcs for 0 < x4 < x7 < x10 < x13 < x16 < ℓ,
the distance between each of them and the corresponding horizontal solid line from BCFT
decreases in a monotonic way.

To explore the possible non-local nature of the modular Hamiltonian when Robin b.c. with
finite η > 0 are imposed, we show the smeared results for (2.28) along the anti-diagonal (red
crosses in Fig. 3.1) in the bottom panels of Fig. 3.3. In the bottom left panel the numerical
results for the matrix elements are reported, while in the bottom right panel we consider their
difference with respect to the corresponding matrix elements obtained from the BCFT kernel
(3.1), namely

δ
(
hxi ,M−hx23−i

)(n,Λ) :=
(
hxi ,M−hx23−i

)(n,Λ) −
〈
hxi , M

BCFT
− hx23−i

〉
r , (3.4)

where, in the r.h.s., the first and second term come from (2.28) and (F.20), respectively. The
difference (3.4) is also explored in Fig. 3.4 for various values of the discretization parameters n
and Λ (notice that the bottom right panel of Fig. 3.3 is also the bottom left panel of Fig. 3.4).
We highlight the remarkable agreement between the numerical data for the Dirichlet b.c. and
the BCFT kernel (3.1); indeed, the corresponding line for the difference (3.4) is very close to
zero in Fig. 3.3 and Fig. 3.4. Instead, for Robin b.c. with finite η > 0 the numerical data points
for (3.4) do not resemble a Gaussian profile (of width σ ≈ 0.096ℓ) coming from the smeared
local term, where the diagonal intersects the anti-diagonal and the local term dominates over
non-local contributions. This effect is more pronounced for small values of η > 0. Indeed,
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Figure 3.4: Interval adjacent to the boundary: Massless regime when Robin b.c. are imposed.
Difference (3.4) along the anti-diagonal of the smeared matrix in A, for increasing values of
the discretization parameters n and Λ.

note the rapid change of the numerical results when moving away from the Neumann b.c.
with η = 0 to small values η > 0, which is to be expected, because the derivative in η of the
expansion of D−1/4 as η → 0+ (see (2.36)) diverges like η−1/2 at η = 0. Since these results
for η > 0 are mostly stable when increasing the discretization parameters (see Fig. 3.4), we
expect that the modular Hamiltonian of the interval adjacent to the half line for the massless
scalar with Robin b.c. is non-local.

We report a comparison of the difference (3.4) for different discretization parameters in
Fig. 3.4. Comparing the top two panels with the middle right panel, we find that increasing
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n provides a slight decrease in the width of the curves, which remain non-vanishing for finite
values η ⩾ 0. Interestingly, from the middle and bottom panels, where the cutoff parameter
changes, Λ ∈

{
4ℓ, 8ℓ, 16ℓ, 32ℓ

}
with n = 256 kept fixed, we observe that the data points for

large values of η rapidly stabilize, while the results corresponding to small η reach stable values
more slowly. In particular, for the Neumann b.c. at η = 0, the change in the data points from
panel to panel indicates that these results have not converged yet; hence we conclude again
that higher values of the discretization parameters are needed to capture the QFT limit in this
case, as already highlighted in the discussion of the right panel of Fig. 3.2. It would require
much larger values of Λ to get a significant improvement. However, at Λ = 32ℓ we already
observe a slight increase of the curve for Dirichlet b.c. and ηℓ = 64.0, which is due to the fact
that, when Λ becomes large with n fixed, discretization functions e(n,Λ)

i occur near the value
of Λ with a large width, which also influences the results within the region A. In order to
get more reliable numerical results, also n must increase, together with Λ, but this requires
a higher floating point precision and a much higher run-time. In our implementation of the
algorithm, we compromise on n = 256 and Λ = 16ℓ for the remaining part of our analysis.
This guarantees that for Dirichlet b.c. the QFT limit is sufficiently well approximated and,
presumably, also the results for Robin b.c. with large values of η are sufficiently precise, while
the results for very small values of η and for Neumann b.c. are less accurate (in particular in
the massless regime).

3.2 Massive regime

The most interesting insights that we have obtained through our numerical approach regard
the modular Hamiltonian in the massive regime. In Fig. 3.5 we report our numerical results
for Dirichlet b.c. (upper panels), Robin b.c. when η = m (central panels) and Neumann b.c.
(lower panels), which have been found by employing the expression for D−1/4(x, y) given by
(2.39) with the minus sign, (2.38)–(2.40) and (2.39) with the plus sign, respectively. In the
left and right panels of Fig. 3.5, we report the results along the main diagonal (see the white
crosses in Fig. 3.1) and the difference (3.4) on the anti-diagonal (see the red crosses in Fig. 3.1),
as also done in Sec. 3.1 for the massless regime (see Fig. 3.3). As in the massless regime, we
obtain the numerical data points by choosing n = 256 and Λ = 16ℓ for the discretization
parameters and performing a smearing against the log-Gaussian functions. Notice that the
numerical data becomes inaccurate again near the boundary, at least for the first few data
points and this deviation becomes more pronounced as m increases. However, we expect that
it vanishes in limit n → ∞ and Λ → ∞.

An important observation regarding the data points along the main diagonal, shown in
the left panels of Fig. 3.5, is that the straight black dotted line given by the second expression
in (3.3) plays the role of an upper bound that appears to become saturated in the large mass
limit. The saturation occurs through a rate that decreases as η increases. A similar result has
been first observed on the lattice for a block of consecutive sites in a one-dimensional chain
[34], and later confirmed also for the interval on the line [41] through the numerical procedure
that we are also employing for our analyses. The case of two disjoint blocks in the infinite
harmonic chain in the large mass regime has been recently explored [35], finding interesting
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Figure 3.5: Interval adjacent to the boundary: Massive regime for various values of mℓ,
when either Dirichlet b.c. (top) or Robin b.c. with η = m (middle) or Neumann (bottom)
are imposed. Numerical results along the diagonal (left) and along the anti-diagonal (right),
corresponding to the white and red crosses in Fig. 3.1, respectively.

sharp transitions.
The modular Hamiltonian of an interval for the massive scalar in the ground state is non-

local. However, our numerical data points seem to suggest that the modular Hamiltonian
becomes local in the large mass regime m → ∞. Indeed, considering the red curves in the
right panels of Fig. 3.5, which correspond to the largest value of mℓ that we have explored,
they have the smallest width and it is comparable to a Gaussian profile that has a width
given by the smearing parameter σ, i.e. a local contribution. Moreover, these curves are
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almost identical, indicating that in the large mass limit this quantity seems independent of
the boundary conditions.

As for the small mass regime for the three values of η considered in Fig. 3.5, we remind
that, while for Dirichlet b.c. the local BCFT result (solid magenta curve) is matched in the
massless limit, this is not the case for Neumann b.c. because higher values for the discretiza-
tion parameters are required, as already remarked in Sec. 3.1. This explains the qualitative
difference between the top right panel and the other two right panels as mℓ vanishes. More-
over, notice that the curves spread over the entire anti-diagonal more than the smearing size
σ, at least up to mℓ = 1, and this numerical observation further supports the non-local nature
of the modular Hamiltonian in the massive regime. The non-local contributions are strongest
for a Robin b.c. with small η > 0 and for small mass, since we have to expect a sharp tran-
sition away from the Neumann b.c. in the massless regime (η = m = 0), in particular when
increasing η, as already discussed in Sec. 3.1.

Finally, we remark that the numerical approach that we have employed provides results
also in the complementary domain B in the half line, which is a half line itself with origin
at x = ℓ. The corresponding results are mostly not reported in the figures of this section
and shaded in gray. Only Fig. 3.1 includes a larger part of B of length ℓ. These numerical
results in B suggest similar features to the ones described above for the interval A. However,
since B has infinite volume and the cutoff Λ must be introduced, our numerical procedure
becomes inaccurate away from the entangling point at x = ℓ, as indicated by the increasing
pixel size towards the upper right corners in the top panels of Fig. 3.1, and reasonable results
are obtained only for ℓ < x ≪ Λ.

4 Interval separated from the boundary

In this section we study the modular Hamiltonian of the interval A = (d, d + ℓ) of length ℓ

at a certain finite distance d > 0 from the origin of the half line. The massless and massive
regimes are discussed in Sec. 4.1 and Sec. 4.2, respectively. Additional results for the massive
regime are included in Appendix H.

4.1 Massless regime

In the case of the massless scalar on the half line and in its ground state, the analytic expression
for the modular Hamiltonian of an interval at a certain distance from the origin is unknown.
We expect that this operator is fully non-local. Indeed, for instance, in the case of the chiral
current associated to the massless scalar on the half line and in its ground state, the modular
Hamiltonian of an interval could be found by applying the folding procedure [18] to the
corresponding modular Hamiltonian of two equal and disjoint intervals in the line, which is
fully non-local [31].

To have some analytic reference as comparison in our numerical analysis, we consider the
analytic expression for the modular Hamiltonian of an interval in a generic position in the half
line for the massless Dirac field in the ground state [28], which has been derived through the
modular Hamiltonian of two disjoint equal intervals for the same field in the infinite line and
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in its ground state [19]. This expression is the sum of a local and a bilocal operator, where the
former one is the integral over A of the energy density of the massless Dirac field, multiplied
by the proper weight function, and the latter one is the integral over A of a bilocal operator
multiplied by a different weight function. The bilocal term is a quadratic operator in the field
where one fermionic field is evaluated at the position x and the other one is supported at its
conjugate position

xc(x) := d(d+ ℓ)
x

. (4.1)

The self-conjugate point xsc ∈ A is such that xc(xsc) = xsc, i.e.

xsc =
√
d(d+ ℓ) . (4.2)

As a reference for our analysis, the weight function of the local term in the fermionic
modular Hamiltonian found in [28] corresponds to the kernel

MF,loc
− (x, y) := π

[
x2 − d2][(d+ ℓ)2 − x2]

ℓ
[
d(d+ ℓ) + x2] δ(x− y) . (4.3)

In the limit of large d, this kernel approaches the known result for a double cone over an
interval of length ℓ on the initial time Cauchy surface (the real line) in Minkowski space [9].
In Appendix F.3 we derive the analytic expression for the smearing of (4.3) through a generic
pair of log-Gaussian test functions (2.22), finding (F.23). Along the diagonal, where i = j,
and for small values of the width σ, it becomes the weight function multiplying the Dirac
delta in (4.3), namely

〈
hxi , M

F,loc
− hxi

〉
r = π

[
x2

i − d2][(d+ ℓ)2 − x2
i

]
ℓ
[
d(d+ ℓ) + x2

i

] + O
(
σ2) . (4.4)

We do not report a comparison with the bilocal term of the fermionic case [28] because its
dimension is not compatible with a bilocal expression in terms of the massless scalar field.

Further analytic references for our comparison with the numerical results are obtained by
considering the linear approximations in the neighbourhoods of the endpoints at x = d and
x = d+ ℓ, given respectively by

MRW
− (x, y) = 2π(x− d) δ(x− y) , (4.5)

MLW
− (x, y) = 2π(d+ ℓ− x) δ(x− y) . (4.6)

The expressions for these reference kernels integrated against the log-Gaussian functions are
given in (F.22) and (F.21), respectively. Along the diagonal, we compute the smearing as
done in (3.3), obtaining 〈

hxi , M
RW
− hxi

〉
r = 2π(xi − d) + O

(
σ2) , (4.7)〈

hxi , M
LW
− hxi

〉
r = 2π(d+ ℓ− xi) + O

(
σ2) , (4.8)

for (4.5) and (4.6) respectively.
In Fig. 4.1 we show the output (2.28) of the numerical algorithm after the smearing

procedure through the log-Gaussian functions for a bipartition of the half line determined by
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Figure 4.1: Interval separated from the boundary by a distance d = ℓ/2, massless regime:
Output of the numeric algorithm after the smearing procedure (see (2.28)), obtained with
discretization parameters n = 256 and Λ = 16ℓ, for either Dirichlet b.c. (left) or Neumann
b.c. (right). The corresponding results before the smearing are shown in the top left panel
of Fig. 4.5 and Fig. H.1, for Dirichlet b.c. and Neumann b.c. respectively.

the interval A = (d, d+ℓ) with d = ℓ/2, when either Dirichlet b.c. (left panel) or Neumann b.c.
(right panel) are imposed. The two axes of each panel represent the positions xi and xj of the
peaks of the log-Gaussian functions (2.23) and A is outlined by the black straight dashed lines.
The white and red crosses in Fig. 4.1 correspond to xj = xi (i.e. the diagonal) and xj = xc(xi)
as given in (4.1), respectively. The corresponding results before the smearing procedure are
reported in the first panel of Fig. 4.5 and Fig. H.1, respectively. The numerical results extend
into the complement region B, where they take negative values along the diagonal and positive
values close to the curve xc.

In the four panels of Fig. 4.2 we report our numerical results for (hxi ,M−hxi)(256,16ℓ), i.e.
along the diagonal (see the white crosses in Fig. 4.1), for four different bipartitions, where
d ∈ {ℓ/16, ℓ/8, ℓ/4, ℓ/2}. For each of them, the same set of different values of ηℓ is considered.
The grey shaded region corresponds to B. The straight dotted lines stand for the references
(4.7) and (4.8), while the position of the self-conjugate point (4.2) is highlighted by a vertical
gray line. In each panel, the numerical results change monotonically from the Neumann b.c.
(violet curve) to the Dirichlet b.c. (red curve). We recall that a universal result exists in a
BCFT on the half line for the modular Hamiltonian of an interval adjacent to the boundary
[12], while this is not true anymore when the interval is separated from the boundary. However,
in the latter case, one might expect that at least the weight function of the local term in the
modular Hamiltonian for the BCFT model given by the massless Dirac field [28] (see the
dash-dotted magenta curve in Fig. 4.2) agrees with the corresponding weight function for the
massless scalar field, which is a BCFT as well. The numerical results in Fig. 4.2 show that
only the curves for small η are close to the dashed magenta curve corresponding to (4.4), while
for larger values of η, the results are above the local fermionic reference (especially around
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Figure 4.2: Interval separated from the boundary for increasing values of d/ℓ: Massless
regime when Robin b.c. are imposed. Modular Hamiltonian along the diagonal (see the
white crosses in Fig. 4.1) when n = 256 and Λ = 16ℓ, for different values of ηℓ.

the self-conjugate point xsc) and for the Dirichlet b.c. this difference is the strongest. At this
point, we cannot establish whether this behaviour is due to a different local term w.r.t. the
one occurring for the massless Dirac field or to a non-local term depending on η that also
adds to the diagonal plotted in Fig. 4.2. As d increases, the dependence on ηℓ becomes less
evident in A but it remains relevant in B, close to the boundary (see the bottom right panel
of Fig. 4.2). Note that the (first three) data points very close to the boundary in each panel
have similar numerical artefacts as in the d = 0 case (see Fig. 3.2 and the top left panel of
Fig. 3.3) because of the limited resolution.

A major difficulty consists in separating the contributions of the local term from the one
of the non-local term in the modular Hamiltonian. Since the analytic expression for the
modular Hamiltonian of the interval for the massless Dirac field [28] has a bilocal term along
the conjugate curve (4.1), we have also sampled our results for the scalar field along this
curve (see the red crosses in Fig. 4.1). The numerical results of this analysis are reported in
the four left panels of Fig. 4.3, for the same bipartitions and b.c. considered in Fig. 4.2. The
position of the self-conjugate point xsc as defined in (4.2), which corresponds to the intersection
between the curves identified by the red and white crosses in Fig. 4.1, is highlighted again
by the vertical gray line. The dash-dotted magenta curve corresponds to ⟨hxi , M

F,loc
− hxc(xi)⟩r,

27



0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5

0.0

1.0

2.0

xsc/ℓ

d = ℓ
16

( h
x
i
,M

−
h
x
c
(x

i
)

) (
2
5
6
,1
6
ℓ
)
/
ℓ

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

xsc/ℓ

d = ℓ
16

δ
( h

x
i
,M

−
h
x
c
(x

i
)

) (
2
5
6
,1
6
ℓ
)
/
ℓ

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5

0.0

1.0

2.0

xsc/ℓ

d = ℓ
8

( h
x
i
,M

−
h
x
c
(x

i
)

) (
2
5
6
,1
6
ℓ
)
/
ℓ

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

xsc/ℓ

d = ℓ
8

δ
( h

x
i
,M

−
h
x
c
(x

i
)

) (
2
5
6
,1
6
ℓ
)
/
ℓ

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5

0.0

1.0

2.0

xsc/ℓ

d = ℓ
4

( h
x
i
,M

−
h
x
c
(x

i
)

) (
2
5
6
,1
6
ℓ
)
/
ℓ

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

xsc/ℓ

d = ℓ
4

δ
( h

x
i
,M

−
h
x
c
(x

i
)

) (
2
5
6
,1
6
ℓ
)
/
ℓ

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5

0.0

1.0

2.0

xsc/ℓ

d = ℓ
2

xi/ℓ

( h
x
i
,M

−
h
x
c
(x

i
)

) (
2
5
6
,1
6
ℓ
)
/
ℓ

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

xsc/ℓ

d = ℓ
2

xi/ℓ

δ
( h

x
i
,M

−
h
x
c
(x

i
)

) (
2
5
6
,1
6
ℓ
)
/
ℓ

Neumann b.c. ηℓ = 0.25 ηℓ = 0.5 ηℓ = 2.0

ηℓ = 4.0 ηℓ = 8.0 ηℓ = 64.0 Dirichlet b.c.

Figure 4.3: Interval separated from the boundary, massless regime: Numerical results along
the red crosses in Fig. 4.1, for the same choices of ηℓ and d/ℓ of Fig. 4.2.
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while the dotted black curves are obtained from ⟨hxi , M
RW
− hxc(xi)⟩r (upper dotted curve) and

⟨hxi , M
LW
− hxc(xi)⟩r (lower dotted curve).

The numerical data points in A have a local maximum at the self-conjugate point caused by
the local contributions, but the curves spread out more than the local reference (4.3) (dash-
dotted magenta curve) and they do not vanish in the region B. Thus, the plots strongly
indicate the occurrence of a non-local term. At this point, we cannot safely establish whether
the modular Hamiltonian contains a bilocal term or whether it is fully non-local. However,
we expect full non-locality for any finite value of η > 0, as suggested by non-vanishing results
far away from the diagonal and from the curve (4.1) in the unsmeared data, shown in Fig. 4.4
below. Focusing on the results within the region A, the curves decrease as d increases, indicat-
ing that the non-local term might vanish at large distance from the boundary. Moreover, they
depend less on the boundary parameter η for increasing values of the separating distance d.
Notice that the non-local contributions within the complementary region B increase towards
the origin and infinity. However, the points close to the boundary are not reliable because the
curve (4.1) diverges, taking values larger than Λ (where we do not have any numerical data)
close to the boundary; hence the numerical approximation becomes less precise and the curve
drop to zero in the bottom panels, where d = ℓ/2.

For the interval adjacent to the boundary (see Sec. 3), the difference (3.4) has been in-
troduced to explore further the non-local nature of the modular Hamiltonian (see Fig. 3.4).
Similarly, for d > 0, we use the local fermionic reference (4.3) to define

δ
(
hxi ,M−hxc(xi)

)(n,Λ)
:=
(
hxi ,M−hxc(xi)

)(n,Λ)
−
〈
hxi , M

F,loc
− hxc(xi)

〉
r
. (4.9)

The numerical results for this difference are shown in the four left panels of Fig. 4.3, with the
same configurations and the choices of b.c. as in the corresponding left panels. We observe
that all results are positive for (4.9) and that the derivatives of the numeric results appear
to vanish at x = d and x = d+ ℓ; hence the local fermionic reference MF,loc

− is a lower bound
along the curve (4.1). In A, the difference (4.9) monotonically increases from Neumann b.c.
to Dirichlet b.c., while in B we find the opposite. For large values of η, the difference (4.9)
has a local maximum in A at the self-conjugate point xsc, which turns into a local minimum
for small values of η. Assuming that we should always get a local maximum from the local
contribution, this suggests that the local fermionic reference (4.3) lies above the actual local
contribution for small η, while for Dirichlet b.c. it could well describe the local contribution.

We report some numerical results (before the smearing) of M (256,16ℓ)
− /ℓ for Robin b.c. in

Fig. 4.4, in the case of d = ℓ/2 and for different finite values of ηℓ > 0. The corresponding
results for Dirichlet b.c. and Neumann b.c. are shown in the top left panel of Fig. 4.5 and in
the top left panel of Fig. H.1, respectively. The range of values [−0.2, 0.2] has been considered
to highlight the small values and identify a possible structure provided by non-vanishing
elements as a footprint of non-local terms. Indeed, a front described by (4.1) (red dotted
curve) can be observed all over the half line, not only in A, and for all the values of ηℓ that
we have considered. Although this front plays an interesting role, we cannot separate it into
individual terms to establish whether the non-local contribution in the modular Hamiltonian
for the massless scalar also contains a bilocal term. We have also highlighted the anti-diagonal
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Figure 4.4: Interval at distance d = ℓ/2 from the boundary: Massless regime when Robin
b.c. are imposed. Output of the numerical algorithm for M (256,16ℓ)

− /ℓ before the smearing
procedure (see (2.28)) through the log-Gaussian test functions (2.23). The results for Dirich-
let and Neumann b.c. are reported in the top left panels of Fig. 4.5 and Fig. H.1 respectively.

y = ℓ+ 2d− x (black dotted line) because it will become relevant in the regime of large mass
(see the bottom right panel of Fig. 4.5). Comparing the four panels of Fig. 4.4, corresponding
to different values of ηℓ, we notice that the differences are more significant in the region close
to the boundary (see the diagonal and off-diagonal blocks corresponding to the domain (0, d)).

4.2 Massive regime

In the following we discuss some numerical results for the modular Hamiltonian of an interval
separated from the boundary, in the massive regime and when different b.c. are imposed at
the origin of the half line.

In Fig. 4.5 we show M
(256,16ℓ)
− /ℓ for Dirichlet b.c. before the smearing procedure in the

massive regime, in the case of d = ℓ/2 and for various values of mℓ. In particular, the top left
panel corresponds to the massless case; hence it could be compared with the various panels
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Massive regime. Output of the numerical algorithm for M (256,16ℓ)
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(2.28) through the log-Gaussian test functions (2.23), for various values of mℓ.
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of Fig. 4.4 to gain insights in the dependence on the b.c. of the modular Hamiltonian for the
massless scalar. Considering the central block in each panel that corresponds to the interval A,
we observe that in the massless regime the non-vanishing elements outside the main diagonal
form the “front” that follow along (4.1) (red dotted curve). As mℓ increases and takes finite
values, the front moves away from the curve (4.1) and towards the anti-diagonal y = ℓ+2d−x
(black dotted line), reaching it for very large values of the mass. This behaviour indicates
that the modular Hamiltonian of the interval for a generic finite value of mℓ > 0 is fully
non-local. However, we expect that it becomes local in the limit m → ∞. This expectation
is also supported by numerical studies for the modular Hamiltonian of a block in the one-
dimensional harmonic chain when the mass parameter takes large values [34, 35, 58]. As for
the part of the complement region B with x > d+ ℓ, we get a rapidly increasing pixel size as
the support of the discretization functions (2.19) increases towards the cutoff at Λ = 16ℓ, so
that the results beyond the outer edge of the interval region quickly become less precise. To
get a more detailed comparison for the modular Hamiltonian in the massive regime, including
also the region (0, d) ⊊ B, below we consider line plots along the diagonal and the curve (4.1).

In Fig. 4.6, we explore the dependence on the mass of the modular Hamiltonian along the
diagonal, similar to Fig. 4.2 for the same bipartitions and focussing on the Dirichlet b.c. (left
panels) and on the Neumann b.c. (right panels). The dotted black lines are obtained from
(4.7) and (4.8), where the latter appears to provide an upper bound for the numerical data,
which is reached in the limit of very large mass. A similar behaviour for large masses was
also observed in lattice computations [35] for the entanglement Hamiltonian of two disjoint
blocks in the harmonic chain on the line. The results within the region A in the bottom panels
suggest that, when d becomes very large (see the bottom panels), the effect of the boundary
becomes less important and both dotted lines become bounds of the modular Hamiltonian,
in agreement with the observation made in [41] for the interval in the line. Notice that the
numerical results for the modular Hamiltonian in the interval (0, d) ⊊ B are qualitatively
comparable (up to a minus sign) to the ones for the adjacent interval discussed in Sec. 3.
Indeed, in the limit ℓ → ∞, the region B becomes (0, d) (see also [28], where this limit has
been studied analytically in the case of the massless Dirac field). In the case of Robin b.c.
with m = η, the results analogous to the ones shown in Fig. 4.6 are reported in Fig. H.3 and
discussed in Appendix H.

In Fig. 4.7, we consider the numerical results for the modular Hamiltonian along the red
crosses in Fig. 4.1, determined by (4.1), for the same setups exploited in Fig. 4.6 and in
analogy to the left panels of Fig. 4.3 in the massless regime. Since the local contribution is
the strongest part, the peak of the data points occurs at xsc, which is the intersection of the
curve given by (4.1) with the main diagonal. The dash-dotted magenta curve corresponds
to ⟨hxi , M

F,loc
− hxc(xi)⟩r, while the dotted black curves are obtained from ⟨hxi , M

RW
− hxc(xi)⟩r

(uppermost curve) and ⟨hxi , M
LW
− hxc(xi)⟩r (lowermost curve). In the regime of small mass,

the dash-dotted magenta curve captures the data points obtained for Neumann b.c. (right
panels) better than the ones found for Dirichlet b.c. (left panels), as already discussed in
Sec. 4.1, but all results for the massive regime lie above this reference within the region A.
As additional results, we also include the difference (4.9) for the setups considered in Fig. 4.7,
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modular Hamiltonian for different values of mℓ.
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Figure 4.7: Interval separated from the boundary and massive regime. Numerical results
along the red crosses in Fig. 4.1, in the same setups of Fig. 4.6.
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shown in Fig. H.2 and discussed in the Appendix H. Comparing the panels in the left column
with the corresponding ones in the right column, it is straightforward to realise that the
difference between Dirichlet b.c. and Neumann b.c. is stronger for small separation distance
from the boundary and for small masses, as expected. Our numerical procedure gives access
to results also in the complementary domain B (see the gray shaded region in Fig. 4.7) and
we also highglight the behaviour of the data in the finite interval separating A from the origin
in the bottom panels as the mass changes. Similarly to the massless case, these results are
positive everywhere and monotonically increase towards the boundary, up to the three data
points close to the boundary. For these points the curve (4.1) goes beyond the cutoff Λ, where
we do not have numerical data anymore, causing the plots to drop down. We also investigated
the case of Robin b.c. with η = m. Since these results are qualitatively similar to the Neumann
and Dirichlet b.c., we report them in Fig. H.4, which is discussed in Appendix H.

5 Conclusions

In this paper we studied numerically the modular Hamiltonian of an interval A of length ℓ for
the massive scalar on the half line and in its ground state, when Robin b.c. are imposed at the
origin of the half line, which include the Neumann b.c. and the Dirichlet b.c. as limiting cases.
Our work extends the numerical approach developed in [41] to the case where a boundary
occurs and therefore the spacetime is not invariant under spatial translations. Denoting by
d the distance of A from the boundary, we have considered both the cases given by d = 0
and finite d > 0 (see Sec. 3 and Sec. 4 respectively), which are qualitatively very different.
The numerical method, which is based on the analytic expressions (2.15)–(2.18) discussed in
[41–44, 49, 51], has been described in Sec. 2.2, where we highlighted the key steps in Fig. 2.2.

For the massless scalar field with conformally invariant b.c. (namely either Dirichlet or
Neumann b.c.) and the interval adjacent to the boundary, the modular Hamiltonian is a
local operator with kernel components (3.1) and (G.6) (see Appendix G), which has been
obtained through a BCFT analysis [12] and it has been employed as a benchmark of the
numerical procedure. While a very good agreement has been found for the Dirichlet b.c., for
the Neumann b.c. we expect that higher values of the discretization parameter are needed to
converge on the BCFT result, as shown in Fig. 3.2. We remind that, in the massless regime,
there is a zero mode for Neumann b.c., while it is not present when either Dirichlet b.c. or
Robin b.c. are imposed. Instead, in the massive regime, the zero mode does not occur in
general. It would be interesting to explore quantitatively the role played by the zero mode
in determining the rate of convergence to the BCFT result. Our analytic expressions for the
Neumann b.c. agree with the ones for Robin b.c. in the limit η → 0+ and m → 0+. For the
massless scalar field with Robin b.c. and the interval adjacent to the boundary, our numerical
results in Fig. 3.3 and Fig. 3.4 indicate that the modular Hamiltonian is non-local. It would
be very insightful to support further this prediction through other methods. In the massive
regime, from the numerical results reported in Fig. 3.5, we infer that, independently of the
b.c., the modular Hamiltonian of the interval adjacent to the boundary is non-local. The
same figure suggests also that, independently of the b.c., this modular Hamiltonian becomes
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local for large mass with a kernel given by (3.2) and that, interestingly, its weight function
appears to provide an upper bound for the quantity displayed in Fig. 3.5, which depends on
the mass in a non-trivial way.

We also investigated the modular Hamiltonian of an interval at finite distance from the
boundary. Our numerical results for this operator have been obtained by considering the
white and red crosses in Fig. 4.1. For the massless scalar, they are shown in Fig. 4.2 and
Fig. 4.3 respectively, while for the massive regime they are reported in Fig. 4.6 and Fig. 4.7
respectively. Our analysis strongly indicates that the modular Hamiltonian of an interval at
finite distance from the boundary for the scalar is non-local, independently of the finite value
of the mass and of the b.c. imposed at the origin of the half line.

The numerical procedure allows to explore also the spatial domain B complementary to the
interval in the half line. When the separation distance d is large, the role of the b.c. becomes
evident in the part of B between the boundary and A, as one can observe in the bottom right
panel of Fig. 4.2 and the bottom panels of Fig. 4.3, Fig. 4.6 and Fig. 4.7. However, within
the interval A, the effects of the boundary become less relevant as d increases.

The results presented in this work can be extended in various directions. It would be
insightful to adapt the numerical procedure employed in our analysis to evaluate other in-
teresting quantities that are heavily influenced by the choice of the b.c. and the occurrence
of a non-vanishing mass, like the entanglement spectra [12, 59–62] and the entanglement en-
tropies [63–65]. It is worth studying numerically the modular Hamiltonians of the union of
two or more disjoint intervals for simple models like the massless compact boson and the Ising
model, where analytic expressions for the entanglement entropies are available [66–69], but
their replica limit providing the entanglement entropy is difficult to perform analytically (for
which also another numerical approach based on rational extrapolations has been developed
[70, 71]). It would be interesting also to explore natural generalisations of our analysis where
the scalar field is either on the segment [13, 30], in a higher dimensional space [72, 73], in
curved spacetimes [13, 30, 45] or in an out-of-equilibrium setup [12, 74–76]. It is worth men-
tioning the possibility to extend our numerical approach to explore the bipartite entanglement
of mixed state, e.g. by considering the logarithmic negativity [77–86]. Finally, interesting in-
sights about the modular Hamiltonians could come from the gauge/gravity correspondence,
where the entanglement entropy has been largely explored [87, 88] and connections have been
found [89, 90] between the geodesic bit threads [91, 92] and the modular conjugation [3, 9].
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A Details on the Hilbert spaces and the standard subspaces

In this appendix we provide further technical details about the construction discussed in
Sec. 2.1. In particular, a complex Hilbert space H is defined from the real Hilbert spaces for
the two pieces of initial data on the initial time hypersurface (the half line).

Consider first the real Hilbert space Hr = L2([0,∞),R
)

with standard inner product,
that describes fields on the hypersurface at t = 0. We consider the closed subspace Hr,A =
L2(A,R) ⊂ Hr of functions with support on a region A ⊂ [0,∞), and its orthogonal comple-
ment given by

H⊥
r,A :=

{
h ∈ L

∣∣ ∀f ∈ Hr : ⟨f, h⟩r = 0
}
. (A.1)

Note that D is a positive and unbounded operator on Hr, and we define the Hilbert spaces
H±1/4

r as in (2.8). Then the subspace and its orthogonal complement become

H± 1
4

r,A := Hr,A ∩ domD± 1
4

∥·∥± 1
4 ⊂ H± 1

4r , H⊥,± 1
4

r,A := H⊥
r,A ∩ domD± 1

4
∥·∥± 1

4 ⊂ H± 1
4r . (A.2)

The three conditions in Def. 2.1 of [41] are fulfilled so that HA = H+1/4
r,A ⊕ H−1/4

r,A (with the
symplectic complement H′

A = H⊥,+1/4
r,A ⊕ H⊥,−1/4

r,A ) is a standard and factorial subspace (see
Lemma 2.2 in [41]). The proof of this property follows the same argument as in the four-
dimensional case without a boundary [42]; indeed, the expressions for D−1/2 splits into the
two parts given in (2.31), where the first contribution (2.32) is the same non-local operator
as in the case where the initial time hypersurface is the entire real line, while the second term
(2.33), which depends on the boundary condition, is regular.

B Green’s function on the half line with Robin b.c.

In this appendix, we discuss the computation of the Green functions of the scalar field satis-
fying Robin b.c. (2.3), by considering (2.29) in the special case of ν = −1. These results can
be found also through other standard techniques [93, 94].

In the massless regime, the term D−1
M2 as defined in (2.32) has a double pole at p = 0,

which is a tempered distribution with Fourier transform (see Ch. II, Sec. 2.3, Eq. (20) of [54]),

D−1
M2 (x, y) = 1

2π

ˆ ∞

−∞

eip(x−y)

p2 dp = −|x− y|
2 . (B.1)

As for the term D−1
bdy defined in (2.33) in the massless regime, we first integrate by parts,

finding

D−1
bdy(x, y) = 1

2π

ˆ ∞

−∞

1
p2

p+ iη
p− iη e−ip(x+y) dp

= 1
2π

(
−1
p

p+ iη
p− iη e−ip(x+y)

)∞

−∞
+ 1

2π

ˆ ∞

−∞

1
p
∂p

(
p+ iη
p− iη e−ip(x+y)

)
dp .
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Figure B.1: Contours and poles in the complex momentum plane occurring in the Fourier-
type integral of D−1 (inverse of the modified Helmholtz operator) for the massive regime.

Then, taking the derivative and performing a partial fraction decomposition, we get

D−1
bdy(x, y) = − i(x+ y)

2π

ˆ ∞

−∞

( i
η

− 1
p

− i
η

p+ iη
p− iη

)
e−ip(x+y) dp

+ i
πη

ˆ ∞

−∞

(1
p

− 1
p− iη + iη

(p− iη)2

)
e−ip(x+y) dp

=
(
x+ y

2 + 1
η

) 2
π

ˆ ∞

0

sin
(
(x+ y)p

)
p

dp = x+ y

2 + 1
η
. (B.2)

Note that all distributional integrals without the p−1 factor vanish and we take the remaining
integral as a contour integral along a semi-circle in the lower half plane that does not cover
the pole at p = iη, which is identical to the contour shown in Fig. B.1b but without the poles
at ±im. Combining (B.1) and (B.2), one obtains the same result found through standard
techniques for Green’s functions (see e.g. Ex. 1.3 in [93]). In the case of a Neumann (sbdy =
1) or a Dirichlet boundary (sbdy = −1), the integral for D−1

bdy(x, y) reduces to one that is
completely analogous to (B.1), namely

D−1
bdy(x, y) = sbdy

2π

ˆ ∞

−∞

e−ip(x+y)

p2 dp = −sbdy
x+ y

2 . (B.3)

The Dirichlet case agrees with (B.2) when taking the limit η → ∞ and it can also be derived
with standard techniques, cf. Ex. 1.1 in [93]. However, (B.2) is divergent in the Neumann
limit η → 0+. Indeed, since any constant function ψ(x) = const is a solution to the field
equation (2.2) and the b.c. (2.3), a unique Green’s function for Neumann b.c. does not exist,
cf. Ex. 1.2 in [93].

In the massive regime, the term D−1
M2 (x, y) can be found via contour integration along a

semi-circle C either in the upper or lower half of the complex p-plane for x − y > 0 (upper
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sign, positive orientation) and x − y < 0 (lower sign, negative orientation), respectively (see
Fig. B.1a), as follows

D−1
M2 (x, y) = 1

2π

(˛
C
k(p) dp− lim

R→∞

ˆ ±π

0
k
(
Reit) iR eit dt

)
, k(p) := eip(x−y)

p2 +m2 ,

= ±i lim
p→±im

eip(x−y)

p± im . (B.4)

where we used Jordan’s lemma for the integral along the arc. For x = y, the integral becomes

D−1
M2 (x, x) = 1

2π

ˆ ∞

−∞

dp
p2 +m2 = 1

2πm arctan
(
p

m

)∣∣∣∣∞
−∞

= 1
2m . (B.5)

Putting all results together, we have

D−1
M2 (x, y) = e−m|x−y|

2m . (B.6)

The term D−1
bdy(x, y), defined in (2.33), specified for either the Neumann b.c. (sbdy = 1) or

the Dirichlet b.c. (sbdy = −1) is computed analogously to (B.6), and the result reads

D−1
bdy(x, y) = sbdy

2π

ˆ ∞

−∞

e−ip(x+y)

p2 +m2 dp = sbdy
e−m(x+y)

2m . (B.7)

For a generic Robin b.c., we perform a similar integral, again with x + y > 0, and we close
the contour C in the lower half plane, as shown in Fig. B.1b. In particular, we introduce

k(p) := 1
p2 +m2

p+ iη
p− iη e−ip(x+y) , (B.8)

to use in the contour integration:

D−1
bdy(x, y) = 1

2π

(ȷ
C
k(p) dp− lim

R→∞

ˆ −π

0
k
(
Reit) iR eit dt

)

= −i lim
p→−im

1
p− im

p+ iη
p− iη e−ip(x+y) = 1

2m
m− η

m+ η
e−m(x+y) , (B.9)

which can also be found through standard techniques (cf. Ex. 1.4 [93]). The special cases
of Neumann and Dirichlet b.c. in (B.7) agree with the limits η → 0+ and η → ∞ of (B.9),
respectively.

In the massless limit m → 0+, note that the full kernel D−1
M2 (x, y) +D−1

bdy(x, y), that is the
sum of (B.6) with (B.7) or (B.9) for the Dirichlet or the Robin b.c. respectively, takes the
indeterminate form ∞ − ∞; hence we bring it to the form 0/0 first and then use L’Hôpitals’
rule to recover the corresponding combination of (B.1) with (B.2) or (B.3). In the case of the
Neumann b.c., the analogous limit diverges because there is no unique Green’s function due
to the arbitrary constant term (zero mode), as mentioned above.
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C Complex structure and two-point functions

The complex structure I in (2.9) on the complex Hilbert space is related to the two-point
function, as shown in [45]. In this appendix, we first compute the operator kernels of D−1/2

andD+1/2, which are the upper right and lower left block of the complex structure respectively.
This computation is discussed in the massless and massive regime separately (see Sec. C.1
and Sec. C.2 respectively). In Sec. C.3, the resulting expressions are compared with existing
results in the literature [46, 47]

C.1 The complex structure in the massless regime

In the case of the massless bosons, the integral kernel of D−1/2
M2 is divergent everywhere; hence

a regularisation parameter µ > 0 must be introduced in order to have a finite result. In
particular, we have

D
− 1

2
M2 (x, y) = 1

2π

ˆ ∞

−∞

eip(x−y)

|p|
dp = 1

π

ˆ ∞

µ

cos
(
p |x− y|

)
p

dp

= 1
π

ˆ ∞

µ|x−y|

cos q
q

dq = − 1
π

Ci
(
µ |x− y|

)
= − 1

π
log
(
µ |x− y|

)
− γ

π
+ O

(
µ2) , (C.1)

where we have employed the cosine integral Ci (see [55, Eq. 6.2.11]) and its series expansion for
small values µ, which has a logarithmic divergence at leading order and the Euler’s constant
γ occurs in the first subleading order. As for D−1/2

bdy (following from the definition (2.33) with
ν = −1/2) in the case of Neumann and Dirichlet b.c., the computation is analogous to the
one reported above for D−1/2

M2 and gives

D
− 1

2
bdy (x, y) = sbdy

2π

ˆ ∞

−∞

e−ip(x+y)

|p|
dp = − 1

π
Ci
(
µ(x+ y)

)
= sbdy

(
− 1
π

log
(
µ(x+ y)

)
− γ

π
+ O

(
µ2)) , (C.2)

where sbdy = 1 for the Neumann b.c. and sbdy = −1 for the Dirichlet b.c.
While the regulator µ must be introduced to solve the integrals for the Neumann b.c., this

regularisation is not needed for the Dirichlet b.c. Indeed, in this case, the full kernel of the
operator D−1/2(x, y) defined in (2.31) is the Fourier sine transform given in [55, Tab. 1.14.3],
namely

D− 1
2 (x, y) = 1

2π

ˆ ∞

−∞

1
|p|

(
eip(x−y) − e−ip(x+y)

)
dp

= 2
π

ˆ ∞

0

1
|p|

sin(px) sin(py) dp = − 1
π

log
( |x− y|
x+ y

)
. (C.3)

Also for Robin b.c. we can find a solution without introducing the regularization parameter
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R
e it
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(a) Contour for an integral in (C.4).

Re q

Im q

R
e it1+

i

√ 2
s

R → ∞q2 = ei
3π
4

q4 = ei
7π
4

(b) Contour for an integral in (D.2). For Robin
b.c., the two poles at q2 and q4 occur.

Figure C.1: Contours and poles for D− 1
2

bdy and D
− 1

4
bdy in the complex plane of the rescaled

momentum, in the left and right panel respectively.

µ, as we have that

D
− 1

2
bdy (x, y) = 1

2π

ˆ ∞

−∞

1
|p|

p+ iη
p− iη e−ip(x+y) dp

= − 1
2π

ˆ ∞

−∞

1
|p|

e−ip(x+y) dp− 1
π

ˆ 0

−∞

e−ip(x+y)

p− iη dp+ 1
π

ˆ ∞

0

e−ip(x+y)

p− iη dp

= − 1
2π

ˆ ∞

−∞

1
|p|

e−ip(x+y) dp+ 2
π

Re
ˆ ∞

0

eirq

q + i dq , k(q) := eirq

q + i , (C.4)

where the first integral in the third line is identical to the expression found for the Dirichlet
b.c. in (C.2); hence it combines with D

−1/2
M2 to yield the distribution (C.3). We evaluate the

second integral in the third line by first introducing r := η(x + y) and q := p/η and then
employing a complex integration with integrand k(q) over the contour shown in Fig. C.1a as
follows

ˆ ∞

0
k(q) dq =

‰
C
k(q) dq − lim

R→∞

ˆ π
2

0
k(Reit) iR eit dt− i lim

R→∞

ˆ 0

R
k(is) ds

=
ˆ ∞

0

e−rs

s+ 1 ds , (C.5)

where, in the intermediate expression, the first two terms vanish, while the remaining real
integral can be written through the exponential integral function Ei (see [55, Eq. 6.2.2] and
[55, Eq. 6.2.6]) as

ˆ ∞

0

e−rs

s+ 1 ds = er

ˆ ∞

r

e−t

t
dt = er E1(r) = −er Ei(−r) . (C.6)

Thus, D−1/2 for Robin b.c. is the tempered distribution given by

D− 1
2 (x, y) = − 1

π
log

( |x− y|
x+ y

)
− 2
π

eη(x+y) Ei
(
−η(x+ y)

)
. (C.7)
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In the limiting case of Dirichlet b.c., this expression becomes (C.2) because er Ei(−r) vanishes
when r → ∞. As for the limiting case of the Neumann b.c., taking the zeroth order of the
series expansion at η = 0 of (C.6), yields [55, Eq. 6.2.7]

−er Ei(−r) = − log(r) − γ + O
(
η
)
, (C.8)

which diverges logarithmically as η → 0+; hence we have to identify η = µ to recover (C.2).
For the other component D+1/2 of the complex structure, we first compute the term D

+1/2
M2 ,

which is given by the distributional Fourier transform (see Ch. II, Sec. 2.3, Eq. (14) in [54])
and reads

D
+ 1

2
M2 (x, y) = 1

2π

ˆ ∞

−∞
|p| eip(x−y) dp = − 1

π(x− y)2 . (C.9)

The contribution D
+1/2
bdy for the Neumann b.c. (sbdy = 1) and Dirichlet b.c. (sbdy = −1) is

provided by a similar Fourier integral,

D
+ 1

2
bdy (x, y) = sbdy

2π

ˆ ∞

−∞
|p| e−ip(x+y) dp = − sbdy

π(x+ y)2 . (C.10)

The tempered distribution D
+1/2
bdy (x, y) for the Robin b.c. follows from a very similar compu-

tation to the one discussed above for D−1/2
bdy (x, y). We set r := η(x+ y), q := p

η and integrate
over the contour in Fig. C.1a,

D
+ 1

2
bdy (x, y) = 1

2π

ˆ ∞

−∞
|p| p+ iη

p− iη e−ip(x+y)|p| dp = η2

2π

ˆ ∞

−∞
|q| q + i

q − i e
−irq dq

= η2

π

(ˆ ∞

0
q e−εq cos(rq) dq − i

ˆ ∞

0

q

q + i eirq dq + i
ˆ ∞

0

q

q − i e−irq dq
)

= η2

π

(ˆ ∞

0
q cos(rq) dq + 2

ˆ ∞

0
sin(rq) dq − 2 Re

ˆ ∞

0

eirq

q + i dq
)

= − 1
π(x+ y)2 + 2η

π(x+ y) + 2η2

π
eη(x+y) Ei

(
−η(x+ y)

)
. (C.11)

The exponential integral Ei is the result of a complex contour integration analogous to the
one occurring in D−1/2. The series expansion of (C.11) as η → 0+ and η → ∞ is given
respectively by

D
+ 1

2
bdy (x, y) = − 1

π(x+ y)2 + O
(
η
)
, D

+ 1
2

bdy (x, y) = 1
π(x+ y)2 + O

(
η−1) , (C.12)

which agrees with (C.10) in the limiting cases of Neumann b.c. (sbdy = 1) and Dirichlet b.c.
(sbdy = −1).

C.2 The complex structure in the massive regime

In the massive regime, the term D
−1/2
M2 in expression (2.31) of D−1/2 reads

D
− 1

2
M2 (x, y) = 1

2π

ˆ ∞

−∞

eip(x−y)√
p2 +m2 dp = 1

π

ˆ ∞

0

cos
(
|x− y| p

)√
p2 +m2 dp =

K0
(
m |x− y|

)
π

, (C.13)
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where the final integral is the representation [55, Eq. 10.32.6] of the modified Bessel function
of the second kind.

As for the term D
−1/2
bdy , for Neumann and Dirichlet b.c. it is computed similarly, finding

D
− 1

2
bdy (x, y) = sbdy

2π

ˆ ∞

−∞

e−ip(x+y)√
p2 +m2 dp = sbdy

K0
(
m(x+ y)

)
π

. (C.14)

When Robin b.c. are imposed, we find

D
− 1

2
bdy (x, y) = 1

2π

ˆ ∞

−∞

p+ iη
p− iη

e−ip(x+y)√
p2 +m2 dp

= 1
π

ˆ ∞

0

cos
(
p(x+ y)

)√
p2 +m2 dp− iη

π

ˆ ∞

−∞

1
p+ iη

eip(x+y)√
p2 +m2 dp

= 1
π

[
K0
(
m(x+ y)

)
− 2B0(η,m;x+ y)

]
, (C.15)

where we used the generalization of Basset’s integral

B0(η,m;x+ y) = η eη(x+y)
ˆ ∞

x+y
e−ηt K0(mt) dt , (C.16)

which is the ν = 0 case of the expression (E.5), as discussed in Appendix E. In the special
case η = m, it has the closed form

B0(m,m;x+ y) = m (x+ y)
[
K1
(
m(x+ y)

)
− K0

(
m(x+ y)

)]
. (C.17)

In Appendix E we show that

lim
η→0+

B0(η,m;x+ y) = 0 , lim
η→∞

B0(η,m;x+ y) = K0
(
m(x+ y)

)
. (C.18)

This implies that, in the limiting cases of the Neumann b.c. and Dirichlet b.c., the result
(C.15) becomes (C.14). As for the massless limit of (C.15), we recover the result (C.7) by
using (E.16).

Finally, we compute the operator D+1/2 in the massive regime. For the tempered distri-
bution D

+1/2
M2 (x, y), we find

D
+ 1

2
M2 (x, y) = 1

π

ˆ ∞

0

√
p2 +m2 cos

(
|x− y| p

)
dp = − m2

π(x− y)2

ˆ ∞

0

cos
(
|x− y| p

)
(p2 +m2)

3
2

dp

= −
mK1

(
m |x− y|

)
π |x− y|

, (C.19)

where integration by parts has been used twice, and then Basset’s integral [55, Eq. 10.32.11].
The contribution D

+1/2
bdy for the Neumann or Dirichlet b.c. are computed analogously,

D
+ 1

2
bdy (x, y) = sbdy

2π

ˆ ∞

−∞

√
p2 +m2 e−ip(x+y) dp = −sbdy

mK1
(
m(x+ y)

)
π(x+ y) . (C.20)
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When the Robin b.c. is imposed, we get

D
+ 1

2
bdy (x, y) = 1

2π

ˆ ∞

−∞

p+ iη
p− iη

√
p2 +m2 e−ip(x+y) dp

= − m2

π(x+ y)2

ˆ ∞

0

cos
(
p(x+ y)

)
(p2 +m2)

3
2

dp− iη
π

ˆ ∞

−∞

1
p+ iη

eip(x+y)

(p2 +m2)− 1
2

dp

= −
m
[
K1
(
m(x+ y)

)
− 2B−1(η,m, x+ y)

]
π (x+ y) , (C.21)

where we use the generalised Basset integral, which is equivalent to

B−1(η,m;x+ y) = η (x+ y) eη(x+y)
ˆ ∞

x+y

e−ηt

t
K1(mt) dt , (C.22)

as discussed in Appendix E. In the special case η = m, we have

B−1(m,m;x+ y) = m(x+ y)
[
K1
(
m(x+ y)

)
− K0

(
m(x+ y)

)]
. (C.23)

As consistency check of (C.21), we consider again the limiting regimes given by Neumann b.c.
and Dirichlet b.c., finding respectively that

lim
η→0+

B−1(η,m;x+ y) = 0 , lim
η→∞

B−1(η,m;x+ y) = K1
(
m(x+ y)

)
, (C.24)

as discussed in Appendix E. The massless limit of (C.21) is obtained by using (E.14) and the
result reads

lim
m→0+

D
+ 1

2
bdy (x, y) = − m

π(x+ y)2 + 2η2

π
eη(x+y) Γ

(
−1, η(x+ y)

)
= − m

π(x+ y)2 + 2η
π(x+ y) − 2η2

π
eη(x+y) Γ

(
0, η(x+ y)

)
, (C.25)

which is equivalent to the result (C.11) for the massless field because of the identity [55,
Eq. 6.11.1].

C.3 Comparison of the complex structure and the two-point functions

It is instructive to compare our results for the complex structure in the massless regime with
the expressions of the two-point functions reported in [46] and [47].

The two-point functions in [46] are written in terms of the following tempered distributions

u(ξ) := − 1
π

log |ξ| − i
2 sgn ξ , v±(ξ) := lim

ε→0+

2
π

e−ξ Ei(ξ ± iε) , (C.26)

and in light-cone coordinates ty − x, ty − y for right-movers (index R) and tx + x, ty + y for
left-movers (index L). In particular, we have the right–right component〈

φR(tx − x)φR(ty − y)
〉

= u
(
µ(tx − x− ty + y)

)
, (C.27)
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the right–left component

〈
φR(tx − x)φL(ty + y)

〉
=



u
(
µ(tx − x− ty − y)

)
η = 0 ,

−u
(
µ(tx − x− ty − y)

)
− v−

(
η(tx − x− ty − y)

)
η ∈ (0,∞) ,

−u
(
µ(tx − x− ty − y)

)
η → ∞ ,

(C.28)

the left–right component

〈
φL(tx + x)φR(ty − y)

〉
=



u
(
µ(tx + x− ty + y)

)
η = 0 ,

−u
(
µ(tx + x− ty + y)

)
− v+

(
−η(tx + x− ty + y)

)
η ∈ (0,∞) ,

−u
(
µ(tx + x− ty + y)

)
η → ∞ ,

(C.29)

and the left–left component〈
φL(tx + x)φL(ty + y)

〉
= u

(
µ(tx + x− ty − y)

)
. (C.30)

Since our analysis is based on the field φ and its time derivative φ̇ on the t = 0 Cauchy
hypersurface, we first transform this set of two-point functions into the one involving the field
φ(t, x) and its dual fields φ̃(t, x) [46], i.e.(

⟨φφ⟩ ⟨φφ̃⟩
⟨φ̃φ⟩ ⟨φ̃φ̃⟩

)
= 1

4

(
1 1
1 −1

)(
⟨φRφR⟩ ⟨φRφL⟩
⟨φLφR⟩ ⟨φLφL⟩

)(
1 1
1 −1

)
, (C.31)

and then consider only the element

⟨φ(tx, x)φ(ty, y)⟩ = 1
4
(〈
φR(tx − x)φR(ty − y)

〉
+
〈
φR(tx − x)φL(ty + y)

〉
+
〈
φL(tx + x)φR(ty − y)

〉
+
〈
φL(tx + x)φL(ty + y)

〉)
, (C.32)

which provides the following two-point functions at equal times

⟨φ(x)φ(y)⟩ = lim
ty→tx

⟨φ(tx, x)φ(ty, y)⟩ , ⟨φ̇(x) φ̇(y)⟩ = lim
ty→tx

∂2⟨φ(tx, x)φ(ty, y)⟩
∂tx∂ty

. (C.33)

From (C.27)–(C.30) and (C.32), we compute (C.33), which yields

⟨φ(x)φ(y)⟩ =



− 1
2π log

(
µ2 |x− y| (x+ y)

)
η = 0 ,

− 1
2π log

( |x− y|
x+ y

)
− 1
π

eη(x+y) Ei
(
−η(x+ y)

)
η ∈ (0,∞) ,

− 1
2π log

( |x− y|
x+ y

)
η → ∞ ,

(C.34)

and

⟨φ̇(x) φ̇(y)⟩ =



− 1
2π(x− y)2 − 1

2π(x+ y)2 η = 0 ,

− 1
2π(x− y)2 − 1

2π(x+ y)2 + η

π(x+ y)

+ η2

π
eη(x+y) Ei

(
−η(x+ y)

)
η ∈ (0,∞) ,

− 1
2π(x− y)2 + 1

2π(x+ y)2 η → ∞ .

(C.35)
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Since the imaginary parts drop out in the computation, these expressions are real. Instead,
the following two-point function at equal times is purely imaginary

⟨φ(x) φ̇(y)⟩ = lim
ty→tx

∂⟨φ(tx, x)φ(ty, y)⟩
∂ty

= i
2 δ(x− y) = −⟨φ̇(x)φ(y)⟩ , (C.36)

in agreement with the canonical commutation relation between φ and φ̇.
In Sec. C.2 we found that

D± 1
2 (x, y) =


u±

m(x− y) + u±
m(x+ y) η = 0 ,

u±
m(x− y) ± u±

m(x+ y) + v±
m(x+ y) η ∈ (0,∞) ,

u±
m(x− y) − u±

m(x+ y) η → ∞ ,

(C.37)

in terms of the tempered distributions

u−
m(x) :=

K0
(
m |x|

)
π

= −
log
(
m |x|

)
+ γ

π
+ O(m2) , (C.38)

u+
m(x) := −

mK1
(
m |x|

)
π |x|

= − 1
πx2 + O(m2) , (C.39)

v−
m(x) := 1

π

ˆ ∞

−∞

p√
p2 +m2

e−ipx

p− iη dp = − 2
π

eηx Ei(−ηx) + O(m2) , (C.40)

v+
m(x) := iη

π

ˆ ∞

−∞

√
p2 +m2

p− iη e−ipx dp = 2η
πx

+ 2η2

π
eηx Ei(−ηx) + O(m2) , (C.41)

where, for each distribution, we also report the first terms of its small mass expansion. Indeed,
these terms provide the corresponding massless results obtained in Sec. C.1 (when we identify
the mass parameter m with the regulator µ in the case of Neumann b.c.). Comparing the
results of the massless two-point function (C.34) and (C.35) with the small mass expansion
of the complex structure (C.37), we find

D− 1
2 (x, y) = 2⟨φ(x)φ(y)⟩ , D+ 1

2 (x, y) = 2⟨φ̇(x) φ̇(y)⟩ , (C.42)

which are in agreement with the identification given in Eq. (2.39) of [45].
In the massive regime, the two-point function of φ at equal times has been written in

Eq. (27) of [47]3 as follows

〈
φ(x)φ(y)

〉
= 1

4π

ˆ ∞

0

ψp(x)ψp(y)√
m2 + p2 dp , (C.43)

in terms of the modes ψp, given in (2.4). The expression (C.43) is identical to the definition
of D−1/2 from (2.29), up to the factor 2 occurring in (C.42).

D The fourth root of the Green function

The numerical algorithm that we employ in this work appoximates the modular Hamiltonian
(2.15), which is composed of the two operators M± given in (2.16). These operators are
written in terms of the operator Z in (2.17), which involves the subspace projector ΘA and
the operators D±1/4. In this appendix, we discuss the computation of D−1/4 in both the
massless (Sec. D.1) and massive regime (Sec. D.2).

3In [47], the expression in Eq. (29) becomes Wm2 (x) = (2m)−1 in 1 + 1 dimensions.
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D.1 Massless regime

In the massless regime, the tempered distribution D
−1/4
M2 (x, y), defined by (2.32) with ν =

−1/4, can be obtained as in Ch. II, Sec. 2.3, Eq. (12) of [54], namely

D
− 1

4
M2 (x, y) = 1

2π

ˆ ∞

−∞

eip(x−y)√
|p|

dp =
Γ
(
1 − 1

2
)

sin
(

π
4
)

π
|x− y|

1
2 −1 = 1√

2π |x− y|
. (D.1)

Integrating this kernel against a test function yields a finite result via integration by parts.
The term D

−1/4
bdy (x, y), defined by (2.33) with ν = −1/4, can be written by introducing

the variables r :=
√
η(x+ y) and q :=

√
p/η as follows

D
− 1

4
bdy (x, y) = 1

2π

ˆ ∞

−∞

p+ iη
p− iη

e−ip(x+y)√
|p|

dp

=
2√

η

π

ˆ ∞

0

1
2
(
eir2q2 + e−ir2q2) dq +

4√
η

π

ˆ ∞

0

1
2i

(
eir2q2

q2 + i − e−ir2q2

q2 − i

)
dq

=
2√

η

πr
Re
(ˆ ∞

0
eiq2 dq

)
+

4√
η

π
Im
(ˆ ∞

0
k(q) dq

)
, k(q) := eir2q2

q2 + i , (D.2)

where the function k has poles at q2 := e3πi/4 and q4 := e7πi/4.
To compute the integrals in (D.2), we introduce the pizza slice contour C depicted in

Fig. C.1b that follows the half line, continues in a 45◦ arc, and returns along the ray of the
unit vector q1 := eπi/4 back towards the origin. For the first integral in (D.2), we get
ˆ ∞

0
eiq2 dq =

‰
C

eiq2 dq︸ ︷︷ ︸
0

− lim
R→∞

ˆ π
4

0
eiR2e2it iReit dt︸ ︷︷ ︸

0

−
ˆ 0

∞
e−s2 1 + i√

2
ds = π

2
1 + i√

2π
, (D.3)

where the contour integral does not enclose a pole and the arc-integral vanishes in the limit
R → ∞. This also happens for the second integral term in (D.2) and for this we get

ˆ ∞

0
k(q) dq = −

ˆ 0

∞
k(q1s) q1 ds = 1 − i√

2
π

2 er2
(

2
π

e−r2
ˆ ∞

0

e−r2s2

s2 + 1 ds
)
, (D.4)

where the integral expression within the parenthesis is the error function erfc(r) (see [55,
Eq. 7.7.1]), namely

erfc(r) = 1 − 2√
π

ˆ r

0
e−t2 dt = 2√

π

ˆ ∞

r
e−t2 dt . (D.5)

Thus, (D.2) becomes

D
− 1

4
bdy (x, y) = 1√

2π(x+ y)
−
√

2η eη(x+y) erfc
(√

η(x+ y)
)
. (D.6)

In the special cases of Neumann b.c. (sbdy = 1) and Dirichlet b.c. (sbdy = −1), the general
computation (D.2) reduces to the real part of the integral (D.3), namely

D
− 1

4
bdy (x, y) = sbdy

2π

ˆ ∞

−∞

e−ip(x+y)√
|p|

dp = 2 sbdy

π
√

(x+ y)
Re
ˆ ∞

0
eis2 ds = sbdy√

2π(x+ y)
, (D.7)

which agrees with the limits η → 0+ and η → ∞ of (D.6), respectively.
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D.2 Massive regime

In the massive regime, the kernel D−1/4
M2 (x, y) can be written in terms of the modified Bessel

function of the second kind as

D
− 1

4
M2 (x, y) = 1

2π

ˆ ∞

−∞

eip(x−y)

4
√
p2 +m2 dp = 1

π

ˆ ∞

0

cos
(
|x− y| p

)
4
√
p2 +m2 dp

=
4√2mK 1

4

(
m |x− y|

)
√
π Γ(1/4) 4

√
|x− y|

, (D.8)

which follows from Basset’s integral [55, Eq. 10.32.11].
As for the term D

−1/4
bdy (x, y), defined by (2.33) with ν = −1/4, in the special cases of Neu-

mann b.c. (sbdy = 1) and Dirichlet b.c. (sbdy = −1), it is computed analogously to D−1/4
M2 (x, y),

finding

D
− 1

4
bdy (x, y) = sbdy

2π

ˆ ∞

−∞

e−ip(x+y)

4
√
p2 +m2 dp = sbdy

4√2mK 1
4

(
m(x+ y)

)
√
π Γ(1/4) 4

√
x+ y

. (D.9)

In the case of a generic Robin b.c., the computation is similar to D−1/2 in (C.15). The integral
has two contributions

D
− 1

4
bdy (x, y) = 1

2π

ˆ ∞

−∞

p+ iη
p− iη

e−ip(x+y)

4
√
p2 +m2 dp

= 1
π

ˆ ∞

0

cos
(
p(x+ y)

)
4
√
p2 +m2 dp− iη

π

ˆ ∞

−∞

1
p+ iη

eip(x+y)

(p2 +m2)− 1
4 + 1

2
dp

= 4

√
2m
x+ y

K 1
4

(
m(x+ y)

)
− 2B− 1

4
(η,m;x+ y)

√
π Γ(1/4) , (D.10)

where the integral denoted by B−1/4(η,m;x + y) is analysed in Appendix E. In the special
case of η = m, it has the explicit solution

D
− 1

4
bdy (x, y) = 4

√
2m
x+ y

(1 + 4r) K 1
4
(r) − 4rK 3

4
(r)

√
π Γ(1/4) , r := m(x+ y) . (D.11)

Since we do not have a general solution of B−1/4(η,m;x+ y) for all values of η and m, in our
numerical analysis for Robin b.c. we only consider this special case where η = m.

E A generalization of Basset’s integral

In this appendix, we discuss a generalization of Basset’s integral occurring as special cases
in (2.38), (C.15), (C.21) and (D.10). The definition and differential equations are given in
Sec. E.1, while in Sec. E.2 we study special values and some relevant limits.

E.1 Definition and differential equations

The generalized Basset integral Bν(η,m;x), where η > 0, m > 0 (corresponding to the
boundary and mass parameters in our computations, respectively) and x > 0, is defined as
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the following Fourier transform

Bν(η,m;x) := bν(m,x)
2

ˆ ∞

−∞

iη
p+ iη

eixp

(p2 +m2)ν+ 1
2

dp , bν(m,x) :=
Γ
(
ν + 1

2
)

√
π

(2m
x

)ν

,

= bν(m,x)
ˆ ∞

0

η

(p2 +m2)ν+ 1
2

Im
(

e−ixp

p− iη

)
dp

= bν(m,x)
2i

ˆ ∞

0

e−ipx

(p2 +m2)ν+ 1
2

ηp+ iη2

p2 + η2 dp− bν(m,x)
2i

ˆ ∞

0

eipx

(p2 +m2)ν+ 1
2

ηp− iη2

p2 + η2 dp

= bν(m,x)
ˆ ∞

0

1
(p2 +m2)ν+ 1

2

η2 cos(xp) − ηp sin(xp)
p2 + η2 dp

= bν(m,x)
(
∂

∂x
+ η

) ˆ ∞

0

1
p2 + η2

cos(xp)
(p2 +m2)ν+ 1

2
dp . (E.1)

Interchanging the integration and differentiation in the last step is possible (at least when ν >
−1) by using the dominated convergence theorem. The integrand is continuously differentiable
in x, p, and it is dominated by the function

f(p) := 1
(p2 +m2)ν+ 1

2 (p2 + η2)
⩾

∣∣∣∣∣ 1
(p2 +m2)ν+ 1

2

cos(xp)
p2 + η2

∣∣∣∣∣ , (E.2)

which is integrable when ν > −1. For other values of ν, Bν(η,m;x) is only defined in the
distributional sense. Comparing the first line of (E.1) with the standard form of Basset’s
integral [55, Eq. 10.32.11], we have an additional factor of iη/(p+ iη) in the integrand, which
becomes one in the Dirichlet limit η → ∞, recovering the standard integral of Basset.

Basset’s original integral also appears in the inhomogeneous part of the following first-
order differential equation(

− ∂

∂x
+ η

)
xνBν(η,m;x) = iη

2 xν bν(m,x)
ˆ ∞

−∞

−ip+ η

p+ iη
eixp

(p2 +m2)ν+ 1
2

dp

= η xν bν(m,x)
ˆ ∞

0

cos(p x)
(p2 +m2)ν+ 1

2
dp = η xν Kν(mx) , (E.3)

where we used again the dominated convergence theorem with the dominating function (E.2).
The solution of this differential equation yields an alternative integral representation for the
function Bν(η,m;x). The homogeneous solution is Ceηx and we vary the constant C. Since
the solution has to vanish at infinity, we have limx→∞C(x) → 0. Then

−C ′(x) eηx = η xν Kν(mx) =⇒ C(x) = η

ˆ ∞

x
e−ηt tν Kν(mt) dt , (E.4)

and

Bν(η,m;x) = η eηx

xν

ˆ ∞

x
e−ηt tν Kν(mt) dt = η eηx

mν+1 xν

ˆ ∞

mx
e− η

m
s sν Kν(s) ds , (E.5)

which differs from a Laplace transform of sν Kν(s) by a non-vanishing lower limit.
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By employing (E.5), one finds the following recursive relations

η
∂

∂η
Bν(η,m;x) = −νBν(η,m;x) + x

∂

∂x
Bν(η,m;x) +mxBν+1(η,m;x) , (E.6)

m
∂

∂m
Bν(η,m;x) = νBν(η,m;x) −mxBν+1(η,m;x) . (E.7)

From the sum of these two relations, we notice that Bν fulfils the following homogeneous,
linear, partial differential equation(

η
∂

∂η
+m

∂

∂m
− x

∂

∂x

)
Bν(η,m;x) = 0 . (E.8)

Thus, Bν is a homogeneous function of degree zero, meaning that it is invariant under the
rescaling η → ρη, m → ρm, x → ρ−1x.

E.2 Special values and limiting regimes

When m = η and ν ̸= −1
2 , the integral (E.5) becomes (see [55, Eq. 10.43.3])

Bν(η, η;x) = eηx

ηνxν

ˆ ∞

ηx
e−s sν Kν(s) ds = ηx

2ν + 1
(
Kν+1(ηx) − Kν(ηx)

)
. (E.9)

Further special values occur when ν takes half odd integer values. In these cases the Bessel
function in (E.5) is given in terms of standard functions (exponentials and polynomials) and
the integral can be solved. For example, for the cases ν = ±1

2 , we use [55, Eq. 10.39.2] and
get

B 1
2
(η,m;x) =

√
π

2mx
η eηx

m

ˆ ∞

mx
e−( η

m
+1)s ds =

√
π

2mx
η e−mx

η +m
, (E.10)

B− 1
2
(η,m;x) =

√
πx

2m η eηx

ˆ ∞

mx

1
s

e−( η
m

+1)s ds =
√
πx

2m η eηx Γ
(
0, (η +m)x

)
. (E.11)

Note that, setting ν = −1
2 in (E.1), the coefficient function bν(m,x) is singular, but B−1/2

has the explicit expression (E.11), following from the integral representation (E.5).
For all the limiting regimes that are discussed in the following, we use the dominated

convergence theorem again, where sνKν(s) is the dominating integrable function in (E.5). The
limiting regime given by the Neumann b.c. (η → 0+) can be studied through [55, Eq. 10.43.2]
and [55, Eq. 10.43.19], finding

lim
η→0+

Bν(η,m;x) = η eηx

mν+1xν

ˆ ∞

mx
e− η

m sν Kν(s) ds = 0 . (E.12)

As mentioned above, the limit corresponding to Dirichlet b.c. is Basset’s integral

lim
η→∞

Bν(η,m;x) = bν(m,x)
ˆ ∞

0

cos(xp)
(p2 +m2)ν+ 1

2
dp = Kν(mx) . (E.13)

As for small values of m, by employing [55, Eq. 10.30.2], we find three different cases,
depending on the index ν. For ν < 0, the asymptotic behaviour (denoted with the symbol ∼)
is given by

Bν(η,m;x) ∼ Γ(−ν)
2 η eηx

(
m

2x

)ν ˆ ∞

x
e−ηt t2ν dt = Γ(−ν) eηx

2η2ν

(
m

2x

)ν

Γ(2ν + 1, ηx) , (E.14)
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and for ν > 0, we get

Bν(η,m;x) ∼ Γ(ν)
2 η eηx

( 2
mx

)ν ˆ ∞

x
e−ηt dt = Γ(ν)

2

(
m

2x

)ν

. (E.15)

At ν = 0, a logarithmic divergence occurs (see e.g. [55, Eq. 10.30.3]) as m → 0+

B0(η,m;x) ∼ −η eηx

ˆ ∞

x
e−ηt

[
γ + log

(
mt

2

)]
dt

= −η eηx

[
γ e−ηx

η
+ e−ηx

η
log
(
mt

2

)
+ 1
η

ˆ ∞

x

e−ηt

t
dt
]

= − log
(
mt

2

)
− γ − eηx Γ(0, ηx) , (E.16)

where γ is the Euler’s constant.
In the limit m → ∞, in (E.5) we first employ the expansion of the modified Bessel function

of the second kind from [55, Eq. 10.25.3], and then the expansion of the incomplete Gamma
function from [55, Eq. 8.11.2], finding

Bν(η,m;x) ∼
√

π

2m
η eηx

xν

ˆ ∞

x
e−(η+m)t tν− 1

2 dt =
√

π

2m
η eηx Γ

(
ν + 1

2 , (η +m)x
)

(η +m)ν+ 1
2xν

∼
√

π

2mx
η e−mx

η +m
. (E.17)

These properties of Bν(η,m;x) have been applied in Sec. 2 and in the Appendices C and D.

F Operator discretization and smearing

In this appendix, we show how to discretize the operator kernels with a set of box functions
ei(x) with index i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , n − 1} for a fixed discretization size (resolution) n and a
discretization grid such that a0 = 0 and bi = bi, and di := bi − ai > 0 for all i, providing
further details to the discussion reported in Sec. 2.4. In particular, kernels of the types
D

−1/4
M2 (x, y) and D

−1/4
bdy (x, y) are considered in Sec. F.1 and Sec. F.2 respectively. In Sec. F.3

we compute the smearing of the analytic references appearing in Sec. 3 and Sec. 4 against the
log-Gaussian functions (2.22).

F.1 Convolution operator discretization

To discretize the symmetric convolution kernel D−1/4
M2 (x, y) =: f−(x− y) as computed in Ap-

pendix D, we only need to compute the diagonal and the upper-triangular matrix elements,
since the lower-triangular elements are identical to the corresponding upper-triangular ele-
ments. The upper-triangular elements D−1/4,(n,Λ)

M2 have indices i ⩽ j (hence y − x ⩾ 0) and
are proportional to the integral

I−
ij =

ˆ bi

x=ai

ˆ bj

y=aj

f−(−(y − x)
)

dx dy , (F.1)
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which is the first expression in (2.41). To simplify this double-integral, we change coordinates
(x, y) → (s, t) on the integral domain [ai, bi] × [aj , bj ], where s = x−ai + y−aj and t = y−x;
hence

ds dt =
∣∣∣∣ ∂(s, t)
∂(x, y)

∣∣∣∣ dx dy =
∣∣∣∣∣1 −1
1 1

∣∣∣∣∣ dx dy = 2 dx dy . (F.2)

The integral (F.1) becomes

I−
ij = 1

2

¨
rectangle

f−(−t) ds dt , (F.3)

where the rectangular domain has edge lengths di := bi − ai and dj := bj − aj . The integrals
in the two cases di > dj and di ⩽ dj reduce to the same formal expression, so we can consider
just di ⩽ dj without loss of generality. Since the integral kernel in (F.3) is a function of
t = y−x, we split the integral domain into the three strips shown in Fig. F.1a. The variables
run over the ranges

t ∈ [aj − bi, aj − ai] , s ∈ [aj − ai − t, di + bi − aj + t] ,
t ∈ [aj − ai, bj − bi] , s ∈ [ai − aj + t, di + bi − aj + t] ,
t ∈ [bj − bi, bj − ai] , s ∈ [ai − aj + t, dj + bj − ai − t] ,

(F.4)

and the integral over s is an elementary integration for each strip. Along the diagonal (i = j),
the integral domain is always a square di = dj and the central strip vanishes. Since f(t) =
f(−t) in general, we get the diagonal elements

I−
ii =

ˆ 0

−di

(di + t) f−(−t) dt+
ˆ di

0
(di − t) f−(−t) dt

= 2di

ˆ di

0
f−(−t) dt− 2

ˆ di

0
t f−(−t) dt . (F.5)

For the integral (F.3) above the diagonal (i < j), we find

I−
ij = −

ˆ aj−ai

aj−bi

(aj − bi − t) f−(−t) dt+ di

ˆ bj−bi

aj−ai

f−(−t) dt

+
ˆ bj−ai

bj−bi

(bj − ai − t) f−(−t) dt , (F.6)

while below the diagonal we employ the symmetry I−
ji = I−

ij . The solutions of these integrals
for the operator D−1/4

M2 in the massless and massive regimes are reported in Sec. 2.4.

F.2 Discretization of the boundary contribution

Now we study the term D
−1/4
bdy (x, y) =: f+(x+ y) as computed in Appendix D, which is also

symmetric in x and y, by employing the same coordinate substitution (F.2), finding

I+
ij = 1

2

¨
rectangle

f+(s+ ai + aj) ds dt , (F.7)
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Figure F.1: Coordinates and subregions of the integration domain occurring in D−1/4
M2 (x, y)

(left) and D
−1/4
bdy (x, y) (right), as discussed in Sec. F.1 and in Sec. F.2, respectively.

where the integral kernel now depends only on the sum variable s. Thus, it is convenient to
swap the order of integration first and then split the integral domain into the three strips
shown in Fig. F.1b, which are given by

s ∈ [0, di] , t ∈ [aj − ai − s,−ai + aj + s] ,
s ∈ [di, dj ] , t ∈ [−di − bi + aj + s,−ai + aj + s] ,
s ∈ [dj , di + dj ] , t ∈ [−di − bi + aj + s, dj + bj − ai − s] .

(F.8)

The inner integral over t is again elementary. As for the diagonal, where i = j, we have that
f+ is always positive and therefore a special treatment is not needed. Thus, for any index
pair, the integral I+

ij can be simplified as follows

I+
ij =

ˆ di

0
s f+(s+ ai + aj) ds+ di

ˆ dj

di

f+(s+ ai + aj) ds

+
ˆ di+dj

dj

(dj + di − s) f+(s+ ai + aj) ds , (F.9)

and then we perform another substitution t = s+ ai + aj (reusing the variable t), finding

I+
ij =

ˆ bi+aj

ai+aj

(t− ai − aj) f+(t) dt+ di

ˆ bj+ai

bi+aj

f+(t) dt+
ˆ bi+bj

bj+ai

(bj + bi − t) f+(t) dt

= (ai + aj)
ˆ ai+aj

bi+aj

f+(t) dt+ di

ˆ bj+ai

bi+aj

f+(t) dt+ (bj + bi)
ˆ bi+bj

bj+ai

f+(t) dt

+
ˆ bi+aj

ai+aj

t f+(t) dt+
ˆ bj+ai

bi+bj

t f+(t) dt . (F.10)

Note that this result is formally very similar to the expression for I−
ij in Sec. F.1. Hence, we

combined the two results in (2.42).
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F.3 Smearing of analytic references with test functions

To compare the numerical results for M (n,Λ)
− with the analytic references considered in Sec. 3

and 4, we need to smear both the numerical data and the analytic references against test
functions, for which we use log-Gaussian functions (2.22) in our analysis. The smearing of
the numerical results is given by (2.28) and we label it as (hxi ,M−hxj )(n,Λ) in all plots, where
n is the number of box functions in the numerical approximation (mostly n = 256) and Λ is
the cutoff parameter of the discretization (mostly Λ = 16ℓ).

The smearing of any analytic reference is an integration against the log-Gaussian functions
(2.22). These functions are approximately Gaussian near the peak if they are centered at
xi ≫ σ, i.e. far away from the boundary at x = 0. Around the peak we have x ≈ xi and the
parameter expansion

βi := logαi = σ2

2x2
i

+ O
(
σ3

x3
i

)
, (F.11)

which follows from the definition of αi in (2.22). Hence, the approximation of a log-Gaussian
function (2.22) is given by

hxi(x) ∼ 4

√
x2

i

πσ2x2 exp
(

− x2
i

2σ2

[
σ2

2x2
i

+ x− xi

xi

]2)
∼ 1

4√
πσ2

exp
(

−(x− xi)2

2σ2

)
. (F.12)

The references that we consider in the numerical analysis of Sec. 3 and Sec. 4 are linear
combinations of monomial operators (for some integers n) with kernel

Xn(x, y) := xn δ(x− y) , (F.13)

and the double pole operator with kernel

Ysc(x, y) := 1
x2

sc + x2 δ(x− y) . (F.14)

In the following, we compute their smearing against the log-Gaussian functions by using the
substitutions

t := log x , τi := βi − log xi , γij :=
√

4βiβj

βi + βj
, τij := βjτi + 4βiβj + βiτj

βi + βj
. (F.15)

As for the monomial operator Xn, the smearing with (2.22) at positions xi and xj is

〈
hxi , X

nhxj

〉
r

= 1
4
√

4π2βiβj

ˆ ∞

0

xn

x
exp

−
log2

(
αi

x
xi

)
4βi

−
log2

(
αj

x
xj

)
4βj

 dx

= 1
4
√

4π2βiβj

ˆ ∞

−∞
ent exp

(
− t2 + 2τit+ τ2

i

4βi
−
t2 + 2τjt+ τ2

j

4βj

)
dt

=
√√

4βiβj

βi + βj
exp

(
− (τi − τj)2

4(βi + βj)

)
exp

(
−nβjτi − nβiβj + βiτj

βi + βj

)
. (F.16)
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In the diagonal case, namely for i = j, this simplifies to

⟨hxi , X
nhxi⟩r = exp

(
n
nβi − 2τi

2

)
= α

n(n−2)
2

i xn
i . (F.17)

We carry out the same analysis for the double pole kernel (F.14) as follows

〈
hxi , Ysc hxj

〉
r

= 1
4
√

4π2βiβj

ˆ ∞

0

1
x

1
x2

sc + x2 exp

−
log2

(
αi

x
xi

)
4βi

−
log2

(
αj

x
xj

)
4βj

 dx

= 1
4
√

4π2βiβj

ˆ ∞

−∞

e−2t

1 + x2
sce−2t

exp
(

− t2 + 2τit+ τ2
i

4βi
−
t2 + 2τjt+ τ2

j

4βj

)
dt

=

〈
hxi , X

−2hxj

〉
r√

πγij

ˆ ∞

−∞

1
1 + x2

sce−2t
exp

(
−(t+ τij)2

γ2
ij

)
dt , (F.18)

where the remaining integral is evaluated numerically.
In Sec. 3 we have studied the modular Hamiltonian of the interval A = (0, ℓ) adjacent to

the boundary, for which we have also considered two references: a linear one corresponding
to a left wedge on the line (LW) and a quadratic one corresponding to BCFT, given in (3.2)
and (3.1) respectively. Their smearings are〈

hxi , M
LW
− hxj

〉
r

= 2π
(
ℓ
〈
hxi , X

0hxj

〉
r

−
〈
hxi , X

1hxj

〉
r

)
, (F.19)

〈
hxi , M

BCFT
− hxj

〉
r

= π

ℓ

(
ℓ2
〈
hxi , X

0hxj

〉
r

−
〈
hxi , X

2hxj

〉
r

)
. (F.20)

In the figures of Sec. 3, these references are shown with a dotted black line (LW) and a solid
magenta line (BCFT). We report some results along the diagonal, where xj = xi, in the top
left panel of Fig. 3.3 and in the left panels of Fig. 3.5; and similarly, along the anti-diagonal,
where xj = x23−i, in the bottom left panel of Fig. 3.3.

In Sec. 4, we have explored the modular Hamiltonian of the interval separated from the
boundary A = (d, d + ℓ), introducing three references: the inner linear reference (4.5) corre-
sponding to a right wedge on the line (RW), the outer linear reference (4.6) corresponding
to a left wedge on the line (LW), and the reference (4.3) corresponding to the local term of
the modular Hamiltonian for the massless Dirac found in [28]. The smearings of the linear
references are 〈

hxi , M
RW
− hxj

〉
r

= 2π
(〈
hxi , X

1hxj

〉
r

− d
〈
hxi , X

0hxj

〉
r

)
, (F.21)

〈
hxi , M

LW
− hxj

〉
r

= 2π
(

(d+ ℓ)
〈
hxi , X

0hxj

〉
r

−
〈
hxi , X

1hxj

〉
r

)
. (F.22)

Similarly, for the smearing of the reference (4.3) we have〈
hxi , M

F,loc
− hxj

〉
r

= π

ℓ

((
3d2 + 3dℓ+ ℓ2

) 〈
hxi , X

0hxj

〉
r

−
〈
hxi , X

2hxj

〉
r

− d(d+ ℓ)(2d+ ℓ)2
〈
hxi , Yschxj

〉
r

)
. (F.23)
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In the figures of Sec. 4, we use dotted black lines for the linear references and a dash-dotted
magenta line for the fermionic local reference. We report results along the diagonal, where
xj = xi, in Fig. 4.2, 4.6 and H.3; and similarly, we show some results along the curve (4.1),
where xj = xc(xi), in the left panels of Fig. 4.3, H.4 and in all the panels of Fig. 4.7.

G On the second component of the modular Hamiltonian

In this appendix, we compute the second component MBCFT
+ of the modular Hamiltonian

(2.15) of an adjacent interval in the massless regime and a Dirichlet b.c., corresponding to the
BCFT result for MBCFT

− given in (3.1).
By employing the relation (2.18) and the operator D+1/2 given as sum of (2.32) and

(2.33) for ν = 1/2, the distributional kernel MBCFT
+ can be written through its momentum

space representation as follows

MBCFT
+ (x, y) =

(
D+ 1

2M−D
+ 1

2
)
(x, y)

= 1
π

ˆ ∞

0

( 1
(x+ u)2 − 1

(x− u)2

)
ℓ2 − u2

ℓ

( 1
(u+ y)2 − 1

(u− y)2

)
du

= 1
4π

¨ ∞

−∞
|p q|

(
eipx − e−ipx

)
e−iqy

ˆ ∞

0

ℓ2 − u2

ℓ

(
ei(q−p)u − e−i(q+p)u

)
du dp dq

= − ℓ

2π lim
ε→0+

¨ ∞

−∞
|p| sin(px)

(
|q| e−iqy

q − p+ iε − |q| e−iqy

q + p+ iε

)
dq dp

+ 1
πℓ

lim
ε→0+

¨ ∞

−∞
|p| sin(px)

(
|q| e−iqy

(q − p+ iε)3 − |q| e−iqy

(q + p+ iε)3

)
dq dp , (G.1)

where we used the distributional relations for real numbers r given by
ˆ ∞

0
eiru du = πδ(r) + p.v. i

r
= lim

ε→0+

i
r + iε , (G.2)

and ˆ ∞

0
u2eiru du = −πδ′′(r) − p.v. 2i

r3 = lim
ε→0+

−2i
(r + iε)3 . (G.3)

As for the remaining integrals in (G.1), we first integrate over q by closing a semi-circle contour
C in the lower half plane where e−iqy yields the decaying exponential e−Ry along the arc with
radius R (which is similar to Fig. B.1b because y > 0) and therefore it does not contribute in
the limit R → ∞, hence

MBCFT
+ (x, y) = ℓ

2π lim
ε→0+

ˆ ∞

−∞
|p| sin(xp)

‰
C

(
|q| e−iyq

q − q+
− |q| e−iyq

q − q−

)
dq dp

+ 1
πℓ

lim
ε→0+

ˆ ∞

−∞
|p| sin(xp)

‰
C

(
|q| e−iyq

(q − q+)3 − |q| e−iyq

(q − q−)3

)
dq dp . (G.4)
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Since the contour encloses the two poles at q± = ±p− iε, we get

MBCFT
+ (x, y) = ℓ

2π lim
ε→0+

ˆ ∞

−∞
|p| sin(xp)

[
2πi |q+| e−iyq+ − 2πi |q−| e−iyq−

]
dp

+ 1
πℓ

lim
ε→0+

ˆ ∞

−∞
|p| sin(xp) 2πi

2!
d2

dq2

(
|q| e−iyq

)∣∣∣∣∣
q=q+

q=q−

dp

= 2ℓ
ˆ ∞

−∞
p2 sin(xp) sin(yp) dp

+ i
ℓ

ˆ ∞

−∞
|p| sin(xp)

[
−4iy sgn p cos(yp) + 2iy2 |p| sin(yp)

]
dp . (G.5)

By using that |p| sgn(p) = p and |p|2 = p2, we recollect the various terms first and then apply
the prosthaphaeresis formulas, finding a form for the integrands that allows to evaluate the
integrals in terms of derivatives of Dirac deltas.

MBCFT
+ (x, y) = ℓ2 − y2

ℓ

ˆ ∞

0
p2
[
cos
(
(x− y)p

)
− cos

(
(x+ y)p

)]
dp

+ 2y
ℓ

ˆ ∞

0
p
[
sin
(
(x− y)p

)
+ sin

(
(x+ y)p

)]
dp

= −2π
(
ℓ2 − y2

2ℓ
[
δ′′(x− y) − δ′′(x+ y)

]
− y

ℓ

[
δ′(x− y) + δ′(x+ y)

])
, (G.6)

where the Dirac deltas at x + y do not contribute to the operator because x > 0 and y > 0.
We remark that (G.6) corresponds to the Legendre operator in Eq. (3) in [56] obtained for the
massless field on the double cone, in the special case of two-dimensional Minkowski spacetime.

H Additional results for the interval separated from the boundary

In this appendix we provide additional plots supporting the analysis of Sec. 4.2 for the modular
Hamiltonian of the interval separated from the boundary for the massive scalar.

In Fig. H.1, we report M (256,16ℓ)
− /ℓ in the case of Neumann b.c. before the smearing against

log-Gaussian functions. The analogous results for Dirichlet b.c. are shown in Fig. 4.5. In both
cases, the plot range has been reduced in order to highlight the non-local contributions away
from the main diagonal. Although there are minor differences in the non-local contributions,
the main features are the same ones highlighted in the discussion of Fig. 4.5. In particular,
we remark again the behaviour of the non-local contributions in A as the mass varies from
zero to a value such that mℓ = 8.0. While in the top left panel of Fig. H.1 they are mostly
along the red dotted line, given by (4.1), in the bottom right panel, i.e. for the largest value
of mℓ that we have considered here, they are along the anti-diagonal (black dotted line).

In Fig. H.2, which supports Fig. 4.7, we provide a more detailed comparison of the results
for the modular Hamiltonian for the massive scalar when different b.c. are imposed. Here
we consider the difference (4.9) between the numeric results and the analytic reference (4.3),
extracted along the conjugate curve, for either Dirichlet b.c. (left panels) or Neumann b.c.
(right panels) and for four different values of the distance d, corresponding to the four panel
rows in the figure. These plots are analogous to the right panels in Fig. 4.3 in the massless
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Figure H.1: Interval at distance d = ℓ/2 from the boundary, where Neumann b.c. are
imposed: Massive regime. Output of the numerical algorithm for M (256,16ℓ)

− /ℓ before the
smearing (2.28) through the log-Gaussian test functions (2.23), for various values of mℓ. The
corresponding results for Dirichlet b.c. are shown in Fig. 4.5.
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Figure H.2: Interval separated from the boundary, massive regime: Difference of the massive
modular Hamiltonian (4.9) along the red crosses in Fig. 4.1, in the same setups of Fig. 4.7.
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Figure H.3: Interval separated from the boundary for various d/ℓ: Massive regime for Robin
b.c. with m = η. Diagonal (white crosses in Fig. 4.1) of the modular Hamiltonian for different
values of mℓ.

regime. The plots in Fig. H.2 highlight the non-local nature of the modular Hamiltonian. We
stress that the plots along the conjugate curve in Fig. 4.7 and the corresponding difference in
Fig. H.2 provide only a guiding idea for the non-local contribution to the modular Hamiltonian,
which could be helpful in finding the underlying analytic expressions.

Finally, in Fig. H.3 and in the left panels of Fig. H.4 we repeat the analysis performed for
Fig. 4.6 and Fig. 4.7 respectively (in the case of Dirichlet b.c. and Neumann b.c.) also for the
special case of Robin b.c. with η = m. Similarly, we include the difference (4.9) in the right
panels of Fig. H.4. Since η = m, the results for small masses are similar to corresponding ones
for Neumann b.c. in the right panels of Fig. 4.6, Fig. 4.7 and Fig. H.2. For large separation
distance d, some results for the interval subspace (see the unshaded region e.g. in the bottom
right panel of Fig. H.3) are comparable to the ones for the modular Hamiltonian of an interval
in the line for the massive scalar in the ground state [41].
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Figure H.4: Interval separated from the boundary and massive regime. Numerical results
for Robin b.c. with m = η along the red crosses in Fig. 4.1, in the same setups of Fig. 4.7
and Fig. H.2.
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