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Characterizing anisotropic correlations in quantum and statistical systems requires a coordinate-
invariant framework. We introduce a geometric map based on the local informational line element,
calibrated by the Euclidean benchmark scale Clac:
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ds” = I(z,z+¢€)

We prove that this map yields a smooth Riemannian structure (g;;) if and only if the short-distance
mutual information (MI) follows the anisotropic inverse-quadratic law (local exponent Xioc = 2). A
key insight is that anisotropy is necessary to activate tensor geometry; isotropic MI forces conformal
flatness (g;; o d;;), suppressing shear degrees of freedom. We employ a parameterization-invariant
unimodular split, g;; = V2/D ~ij, which rigorously separates local density fluctuations (volume V)
from directional anisotropy (shape/shear v;;). We introduce “MI Tomography,” an operational
protocol to reconstruct these geometric components from finite directional measurements. The
protocol is validated using the equal-time ground state of an anisotropic 2D quantum harmonic
lattice (massless relativistic scalar) on a torus, where the reconstructed shape tensor 7;; quantitatively
recovers the physical coupling anisotropy. We work strictly in the local, fixed-coarse-graining Xioc = 2
branch; the line element is used solely to extract the local kinematic structure (the local metric
tensor), deferring global distance claims.

1. INTRODUCTION

Anisotropy is a ubiquitous feature of quantum and statistical systems, arising from directional couplings, competing
interactions, or the emergence of ordered phases such as nematic states [1, 2]. Characterizing these directional
correlations in a rigorous, coordinate-invariant manner is essential for understanding the underlying physics. Geometric
tools offer a powerful framework for analyzing the structure of correlations, translating informational measures into
spatial intuition [3].

Recent work introduced a calibrated informational distance, dg = Ko/ V1, to probe the global metric structure of
correlations in one-dimensional quantum chains, with the normalization Cy,. = K3 uniquely fixed by the Euclidean
benchmark: isotropic scaling I(r) oc =2 (exponent X = 2) must map to dg(r) o« r [4]. This framework established
that for power-law correlations (I o r~%X), a coherent metric structure emerges if and only if 0 < X < 2 [4, 5].
Furthermore, a smooth (Riemannian) geometry emerges if and only if the scaling saturates the benchmark, X = 2
(SM §S2). However, this isotropic realization presents a crucial limitation: it necessarily yields a strictly conformally
flat metric, g;j(z) = ®()d;;. Such a geometry captures only local density variations (via ®(z)) and suppresses the
tensor degrees of freedom (shape and shear) that characterize anisotropic systems and many ordered phases.

In this Letter, we demonstrate that anisotropy in the mutual information is the essential ingredient required to
activate the full tensor geometry. We establish a parameterization-invariant map from the structure of short-distance
MI to a local spatial metric g;;(x). We prove a central kinematic equivalence: applying the postulate as a local line
element, ds? = Cyac/I (7, + €), yields a smooth Riemannian manifold if and only if the local MI (X}, = 2) follows
the anisotropic inverse-quadratic law:

C(x
I(x,xqte)zhij(;)e)iej, (1)
where h;;(x) is a positive-definite tensor encoding directional dependence and C (z) is the local MI magnitude. This
uniquely induces the metric:

gij(x) = ®(z)hij(x), P(z)=—=—. (2)

To isolate the physical degrees of freedom from the redundancy inherent in the factorization of Eq. (1), we employ a
parameterization-invariant unimodular split, g;; = V2/P 7vij- This rigorously separates the geometry into a volume
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density (V) and a unimodular shape/shear tensor (7;;). We provide an operational protocol, “MI Tomography,” to
reconstruct these components from finite directional MI measurements and validate it using an anisotropic 2D quantum
harmonic lattice (massless relativistic free scalar) model.

Scope and Operational Regime.—To ensure rigor, we emphasize the strict scope of this analysis. We operate within
a fixed coarse-graining regime (cell size [) and restrict our analysis to the short-distance branch where the local
scaling exponent is X, = 2. This universality class includes, for example, critical 1D chains described by conformal
field theory [6, 7] and 2D massless relativistic scalar fields, but excludes systems such as free 2D fermions and 3D
scalars where X > 2. In higher-dimensional interacting critical points with anomalous dimension 7 > 0 (for example,
the (2 + 1)-dimensional Tsing universality class), standard scaling gives ($(0)¢p(r)) ~ r~(P=147) [8 9] and, in the
weak-correlation regime, I(r) oc =X with X = 2(D —1+n) > 2 [10, 11]. In such cases the postulate d% = Cyac/I
lies outside the Riemannian branch: globally dg(r) o« rX/2 violates the triangle inequality for X > 2, and locally
there is no quadratic (Riemannian) line element [4, 5]. Interacting fixed points with 7 > 0 are therefore explicitly
out of scope in the present work. This is strictly a local kinematic analysis of static correlations. We employ the line
element ds? = Cyac/I solely to extract the local metric tensor g;;(z). We make no claims that the integrated geodesic
distances of g equal the global pairwise distance dg = /Clac/I at finite separations, except in the homogeneous,
isotropic X = 2 benchmark.

2. KINEMATICS OF ANISOTROPIC INFORMATION

We now analyze the local structure of correlations by applying the informational distance postulate at infinitesimal
separations. This establishes the bridge between the short-distance structure of mutual information and the local
differential geometry.

The Local Map and Riemannian Condition.—At fixed coarse-graining [, we define the local line element:

Cvac
ds*(z;€) = Toato (3)

As established in the isotropic case (SM §S2), this definition yields a smooth Riemannian structure if and only if the
local MI scaling exponent saturates the Euclidean benchmark, X),. = 2. We operate strictly within this regime.

The Anisotropic Inverse-Quadratic Law.—The most general realization of the X, = 2 condition is the anisotropic
inverse-quadratic profile:

I+ o) = hf()“"”)[l + R(z, ), (1)

where C(z) > 0 is the local magnitude, hij(x) is a positive-definite, symmetric tensor encoding the directional
dependence, and the remainder scales as R(z,€) = o(1). Applying the line element (3) to this profile yields the
emergent metric g;j(z) = ®(2)hij(z), with ®(2) = Cyae/C/(x).

The Kinematic Equivalence—This specific profile is not merely sufficient; it is necessary. We now state the central
theoretical result establishing the equivalence between this MI structure and the emergent geometry.

Theorem 1 (Kinematic Equivalence). Let d?(x,z+¢€) := Cyae/I(x, 2+€). A smooth, positive-definite Riemannian
metric g;;(x) emerges locally if and only if the short-distance MI follows the anisotropic inverse-quadratic law (Eq. (4)).
In this case, the induced metric is uniquely determined by g;;(x) = ®(x)h,;(z).

Proof Sketch. (i) Sufficiency: Substituting Eq. (4) into Eq. (3) directly yields ds® = g;;(z)e’e’ + o(|e|?), identifying
the metric. (i) Necessity: If d? admits a positive-definite quadratic 2-jet, d*> = g;je'e’ + o(|¢|?), then I = Cy,c/d?
necessarily takes the inverse-quadratic form. (Full details in SM §S3.5).

Parameterization Redundancy and the Unimodular Split.—While the map g = ®h correctly identifies the metric, the
factorization of I into inputs (C~’7 h) admits a simple redundancy. The observable MI (and thus ds?) is invariant under
the joint rescaling:

Ro: (h,C) = (0?h,02C), o > 0. (5)

This redundancy concerns only the factorization of I and is distinct from coordinate transformations (diffeomorphisms).
To isolate the parameterization-invariant physical degrees of freedom—volume versus shape/shear—we employ the
unimodular split.



Recipe: MI Tomography in 5 Steps
. Setup: Fix a point = and coarse-graining scale [.
. Sampling: Choose a small radius p (I < p) and directions (axes and axis-pairs).
. Measurement: Measure I(z,z £ ¢€), form y = 1/I, and compute the symmetrized observable F(e).

. Reconstruction: Compute §;; via Egs. (11)—(12) (or use regression for oversampled data; SM §S5.2).

Tt W N =

. Output: Regularize § to a nearby positive-definite matrix and extract the invariant components D, .

From any representative h, we define the unimodular shape density +y;; and the volume density V:

Yij := (det h)"YPh;;  (dety =1), (6)

V= (Cgc)D/Q Vdet h. (7)

The metric is then expressed invariantly as
gi = V¥ P (8)

The field v carries the pure anisotropy (shape/shear), while V is precisely the volume element, V = y/det g. We will
refer to the Riemannian structure (V(z),v;;(x)) induced by short-distance mutual information as the local correlation
geometry of the state.

Consistency.—This local map is self-consistent. By the definition of the exponential map and the Gauss Lemma [12],
the squared geodesic distance along a radial path is exactly dgeo(w, exp,(€)) = gi;j(z)e'e’. This confirms that the metric
g is entirely determined by the local quadratic relationship established by the MI profile (SM §S3.3). Curvature is
encoded in the spatial derivatives of the fundamental fields V and ~.

3. OPERATIONAL PROTOCOL: MI TOMOGRAPHY

The kinematic map established in Section II provides the theoretical foundation; we now present an operational
protocol, MI Tomography, to reconstruct the local metric g;;(x) and its invariant components (V, ) from a finite set
of directional MI measurements.

The Observable.—The reconstruction relies on the observable derived from the inverse mutual information:

1
= 9
Y= Ty ©)
In the Xjoc = 2 regime, the line element postulate ensures that y(e) is proportional to the squared emergent distance.
This yields the crucial quadratic relationship (Eq. (4)):

y(e) = Lgij (x)e’e? + higher order. (10)
Cvac
The components of the metric g;;(z) are thus encoded in the quadratic coefficients of the observable y(e).

The Reconstruction Protocol—The structure of a quadratic form allows the coefficients to be extracted via the
polarization identity [13]. By sampling y(e) at a single scale factor p along a sufficient set of directions, we can
determine the D(D + 1)/2 independent components of the metric.

To mitigate numerical noise and cancel odd-order contributions in the remainder of Eq. (10), we utilize the
symmetrized observable: §(v) := 1[y(v) + y(—v)]. A minimal, closed-form estimator using the coordinate axes {e;}
and pair-sums {e; + e;} directions is given by:

gis() = Cg;Cy<pei>, (11)
913 () = (;p (s +e5)) — Floes) — Glpe)l, (i < 9). (12)

This reconstruction is inherently parameterization-invariant, as the input ¢ is unchanged under the redundancy R, .

Diagnostics and Validation.—The validity of this reconstruction rests fundamentally on the assumption that y(e) is
locally quadratic (the Xjo. = 2 condition). This assumption must be verified operationally using two differential tests
(DT) (SM §S5.0):
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FIG. 1. Mutual information tomography on the ground state of an anisotropic 2D quantum harmonic lattice (free scalar).
(a) Reconstructed unimodular shape anisotropy, quantified by the eigenvalue ratio Az /Ay of the shape tensor ~;;, versus the
microscopic coupling ratio ky,/k, for an L = 2048 lattice with m = 1073, £ = 1, and sampling radius p = 50. Open symbols
denote all validated runs; filled symbols highlight the “core” subset with | Xioc — 2| < 0.05 and DT2 < 1%. The dashed line
is the parameter-free prediction g¢;; x hi; with h;; o diag(1/ksz,1/ky). (b) Diagnostics for the same runs: normalized DT2
polarization residual (squares) and eigenframe misalignment relative to the lattice axes (triangles), plotted as functions of ky /k,.
Horizontal dashed lines indicate the tolerance thresholds DT2 = 1% and misalignment = 0.5° used to define the core subset.

e DT1 (Hessian Identity): The metric must correspond to the Hessian of the observable at the origin:

9ij = 20000 y(€)] e=o-

e DT2 (Polarization Test): The quadratic form must satisfy the polarization identity up to the finite-radius
remainder envelope: y(u + v) + y(u — v) — 2y(u) — 2y(v) = small.

Systematic failure of these tests signals a departure from the Riemannian regime (X, # 2 or non-quadratic leading
behavior), indicating the kinematic map is inapplicable.

Bias and Robustness—Reconstruction at a finite radius p introduces a systematic bias due to the ”higher order”
terms in Eq. (10). If the remainder in the MI profile (Eq. (4)) scales as R(z,€) = O((|e|/L+)®), the bias in the metric
estimate § scales as O((p/L.)®) (proven in SM §S6.1). The use of the symmetrized observable § is crucial as it cancels
all odd powers of ¢, potentially improving the effective bias exponent.

In practical applications, the resulting estimate § must be physically valid and non-singular. We therefore regularize
g by projecting it onto a nearby positive-definite matrix in the Frobenius norm (implemented via the nearest-PSD
algorithm of Ref. [14] together with a small eigenvalue floor € > 0 on the spectrum). The final result is then reported
using the parameterization-invariant unimodular split Y = /det g and 4 = y—2/D g. While the closed-form estimator
is minimal, sampling additional directions improves stability and allows for robust regression techniques (SM §S5.2).

4. APPLICATION: ANISOTROPIC 2D QUANTUM HARMONIC LATTICE

We validate MI Tomography on a microscopic model where the directional structure of correlations is analytically
controlled and the X, = 2 condition is realized.

Testbed model: anisotropic 2D quantum harmonic lattice on a torus.—We consider the equal-time ground state of a
quadratic (Gaussian) bosonic lattice on a square L x L torus,

1 1
H=3 > o[k +mPe] + 5 D> k(e — qz+é“)2, (13)

zEA e p=x,y



with anisotropy introduced via k, # k,. A small mass m > 0 acts as an infrared regulator near the massless critical
point. In momentum space the low—energy dispersion has the anisotropic relativistic form w?(q) ~ m? + k,q2 + k;yqz,
so in the continuum limit this is just the free scalar field in 2 + 1 dimensions with anisotropic velocities. We simulate
this discretized continuum limit directly using a spectral representation with dispersion w?(q) = m? + k.q2 + kyq;
evaluated on the discrete momentum grid; the ground state is Gaussian and all mutual informations are computed
exactly from the covariance matrix via the symplectic—eigenvalue formula [11, 15]. Details of the spectral solver and
MI computation are given in SM §S8.

Terminology note—In the probability and statistical mechanics literature the phrase “2D Gaussian free field” usually
denotes the classical Euclidean massless field with logarithmic covariance, (¢(z)$(0)) ~ —logr. [16]. Here we instead
work with the equal-time ground state of a relativistic free scalar (a quantum harmonic lattice) with linear dispersion
w o |q|, which in D = 2 has (gog,) o< 1/r [8, 9] and hence I(r) oc 7=2 (SM §S8). To avoid confusion we therefore refer
to this testbed simply as an anisotropic quantum harmonic lattice (or free scalar) rather than as the “2D Gaussian
free field.”

Analytical expectation.—In a massless relativistic free scalar (Gaussian bosonic field) with w(k) « |k| in D spatial
dimensions the equal-time correlator decays as (gog,) oc v~ (P~ [8, 9]. In D = 2 this gives (gog,) o< r~', and in the
weak-—correlation regime the Gaussian MI satisfies I oc Tr C? [10, 11], so I(r) o< r~2 and hence Xjo. = 2. With k, # ky,
the anisotropic dispersion w?(q) ~ m? + k,q2 + kyqi deforms this into an inverse—quadratic law with an elliptic radius
T‘}% = hij Elej,

C(x) (11
haj(z)eiel’ hij o dlag(kzz’ ky> ’ (14)

as derived in SM §S8.1. In the kinematic map ds? = Cy,c/I this implies g;; = ®h;; with &(z) = Cvac/é’(x), so the
unimodular shape tensor +;; is proportional to h;; and its eigenvalue ratio is predicted to match the physical anisotropy

Numerical protocol—We work at fixed coarse—graining scale | = 1 (single—site cells) and large system size L = 2048
with mass m = 1073, corresponding to a correlation length & ~ 1/m =~ 103. The MI Tomography protocol (Sec. III)
is implemented at a single sampling radius p = 50, chosen to lie deep in the contact window | < p < & < Lj; this
separation of scales is verified explicitly in the simulations. For each run we measure the mutual information between
two congruent single—site cells Ay(z) and By(x +¢), form y(e) = 1/I(x,x+¢), and compute the symmetrized observable
g(e) = [y(€) + y(—e)]/2. Using the minimal “axes 4+ pair-sum” design at |e| = p, we reconstruct g;; via Egs. (11)—(12),
regularize to a positive-definite metric as described in Sec. III, and extract the invariant unimodular shape ¥;; and
volume V = y/det g.

Before quoting §;;, each run must pass three kinematic checks: (i) a scaling analysis of the axis MI, I(pé;) ~ p~
which consistently yields 1.99 < X, < 2.09 across the anisotropy sweep, confirming that the data lie in the X, ~ 2
branch; (ii) the DT1 Hessian identity; and (iii) the full DT2 polarization test y(u + v) + y(u — v) — 2y(u) — 2y(v)
evaluated at u = pé,, v = pé, (with §), which must remain small compared to the typical magnitude of y (SM §S5.0).
These diagnostics directly probe the quadraticity of y(e) and bound the finite-radius bias O((p/ L*)“) from higher—order
corrections (SM §56.1).

Anisotropy sweep and reconstruction.—To test the directional response, we vary the coupling anisotropy over
two decades while keeping the geometric mean 4/k;k, fixed. Specifically, we scan 25 logarithmically spaced ratios
1 < ky/k, <16 and, for each, reconstruct the metric at a single point and radius as described above. The resulting
unimodular shapes are diagonalized to obtain eigenvalues (Az, Ay) and a principal axis; we define the reconstructed
anisotropy ratio Rrecon = Az/Ay and the misalignment angle between the principal eigenvector and the physical z—axis.
Figure 1(a) compares Ryccon With the microscopic ratio k,/k, on a log-log scale. Over the entire sweep the points
track the identity line with a mean relative error of ~3.2% and a worst—case deviation of ~ 5.4%; no fitting parameters
are introduced beyond the Euclidean calibration of Cl,..

The inset diagnostics in Fig. 1(b) display the DT2 residual (normalized by a typical §) and the misalignment angle
as functions of k,/k,. As expected, the misalignment angle is largest near the isotropic point k, = k,, where the
eigenvalues of the shape tensor become (nearly) degenerate and the principal axis is therefore ill-defined and dominated
by numerical noise. Away from this isotropic degeneracy, both quantities rapidly decrease: for k,/k; 2 9 the DT2
residual stays at the percent level or below and the eigenframe misalignment is < 0.2°. We highlight this “core”
subset of runs (filled markers in Fig. 1) where | Xjoc — 2| < 0.05 and DT2 < 1%; within this window the reconstructed
anisotropy has a mean relative error =~ 3.4% with a maximum = 3.9%, consistent with the expected finite-radius bias.

Significance—This microscopic anisotropic 2D quantum harmonic lattice thus realizes the inverse—quadratic
short—distance law required by the kinematic framework and provides a stringent, fully controlled test of MI Tomography.

I(z,z+¢€) ~

Xioc
b)



Using only local mutual informations between single—site cells at a single radius, the protocol recovers the emergent
metric g;; = ®h;; and, in particular, the unimodular shape anisotropy set by k,/k;, with quantitatively small and
well-diagnosed deviations. The agreement between theory and reconstruction in Fig. 1, together with the DT1/DT2
diagnostics and PSD checks, validates MI Tomography as a practical tool for extracting the local correlation geometry
of anisotropic statistical systems.

5. DISCUSSION AND OUTLOOK

We have established a rigorous kinematic framework for characterizing the geometric structure of anisotropic
correlations using mutual information. This local construction forms the kinematic core of a broader correlation
geometry framework introduced in Refs. [4, 5]. By applying the calibrated postulate ds? = Cy../I locally, we
derived a necessary and sufficient condition for the emergence of a smooth Riemannian geometry: the anisotropic
inverse-quadratic law (X = 2). This establishes a unique map from the short-distance MI profile to a local metric
9ij(@)-

A central feature of this framework is the parameterization-invariant unimodular decomposition, g;; = V2/P 7vij- This
provides a rigorous method to separate the physical degrees of freedom within the correlation structure, distinguishing
local density variations (volume V) from directional anisotropy (shape/shear ;;).

This decomposition reveals a key physical insight: isotropy forces a trivial tensor structure, capturing only scalar
density variations. Anisotropy in the mutual information is therefore the essential mechanism required to activate
the tensor degrees of freedom (shape and shear). This upgrades the geometric characterization from a purely scalar
description to a full tensor geometry.

To operationalize this framework, we introduced MI Tomography, a concrete protocol for reconstructing the geometric
components from finite directional MI measurements. We established rigorous diagnostics (DT1/DT2) to verify the
underlying assumptions and derived bounds on the finite-radius bias. The protocol was validated using an anisotropic
2D quantum harmonic lattice (massless relativistic free scalar), demonstrating its ability to quantitatively recover the
physical anisotropy ratio from correlation data alone.

Outlook.—This geometric toolkit offers new avenues for analyzing complex many-body systems. The MI Tomography
protocol can be directly applied to numerical (e.g., DMRG, tensor network) or experimental data where directional
mutual information is accessible. Immediate applications include the characterization of anisotropic critical points in
D > 1, where the shape tensor 7;; provides a direct measure of the emergent anisotropy. Furthermore, this framework
offers a coordinate-invariant method for identifying and characterizing nematic phases or analyzing the local correlation
structure in disordered systems. By providing a rigorous decomposition of volume and shear components, this approach
offers a distinct and robust diagnostic for statistical mechanics.

CODE AND DATA AVAILABILITY

All source code, data, and figure-generation scripts used in this work are openly available at: doi: 10.5281/zenodo.17857589.
This archived release (v1.0.1) corresponds to the results and figures reported in this Letter.
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