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Abstract

Timelike entanglement entropy is a complex measure of information that is holographically
realized by an appropriate combination of spacelike and timelike extremal surfaces. This mea-
sure is highly sensitive to Lorentz invariance breaking. In this work, we study the timelike
entanglement entropy in non-relativistic theories, focusing on theories with hyperscaling viola-
tion and Lifshitz-like spatial anisotropy. The properties of the extremal surfaces, as well as the
timelike entanglement entropy itself, depend heavily on the symmetry-breaking parameters of
the theory. Consequently, we show that timelike entanglement can encode, to a large extent,
the stability and naturalness of the theory. Furthermore, we find that timelike entanglement
entropy identifies Fermi surfaces either through the logarithmic behavior of its real part or,
alternatively, via its constant imaginary part, with this constant value depending on the the-
ory’s Lifshitz exponent. This provides a novel interpretation for the imaginary component of
this pseudoentropy. Additionally, we examine temporal entanglement entropy, an extension of
timelike entanglement entropy to Euclidean space, and provide a comprehensive discussion of

its properties in these theories.
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1 Introduction

In recent years, theoretical high-energy physics and quantum information theory have found
common ground, particularly through studies of entanglement entropy [1]. This interdisci-
plinary interest is motivated by the potential to describe complex systems, investigate quan-
tum and other phase transitions, and relate structures in quantum many-body systems to the
geometric properties of gravitational theories in holographic duals, among other topics. Many

aspects of these ideas have been well explored in the literature already.

Recent developments have extended the concept of entanglement entropy to certain types of
pseudoentropies, a notion naturally motivated by holographic correspondence. For a subregion
A the entanglement entropy is defined by decomposing the Hilbert space as H = H4 ® Hp for
B = A€ and calculating the von Neumann entropy of the reduced density matrix for a quantum
state |¥) € H. In a holographic framework, entanglement entropy corresponds to the area of
the extremal surface that reaches the boundary in the static gravity dual. Conversely, certain
types of pseudoentropy introduced involve two pure states, the initial state |¥) and the final
one |®) with a transition matrix defined between them. Here, the reduced density matrix is
replaced by the reduced transition matrix: 74 = Trg[|¥)(®|/((®||¥))] , and the pseudoentropy
is given by S4 = —Tr[r4 log 74]. We note that the reduced transition matrix is not Hermitian in
general and therefore the pseudoentropy is complex valued. This non-Hermiticity is consistent
with postselection setups, where operator expectation values (O) = Tr[O7], are given by the
use of the transition matrix. The expectation value yields physically meaningful real and
imaginary components, extensively studied in weak value contexts [2 3]. Notably, if |¥) = |®)
the pseudoentropy reverts to the real-valued entanglement entropy. An extensive analysis of
the pseudoentropy for free field theories in the harmonic chain, quantum spin models and

marginally deformed CFTs is presented in [4] [5].

In this paper we are mainly interested in studying a potentially discrete complex-valued
measure of information, a timelike entanglement entropy (tEE) which in certain setups has
been proven to match the pseudoentropy or being a special example of it, as it has been defined
above. A key question is how we can explicitly define and compute this tEE. A natural defini-
tion involves an analytical continuation of the entanglement entropy to a timelike subsystem A.
This results in a tEE with a constant imaginary component in two-dimensional quantum field
theories on flat spacetime, determined by the central charge. Alternatively, one may directly
Wick-rotate the field theory coordinates, beginning with a Lorentz-invariant free scalar field
theory to compute tEE. In two-dimensional theories, these methods agree exactly. However,

such definitions may encounter challenges in theories without Lorentz invariance, such as those



with non-relativistic Lifshitz symmetry and hyperscaling violation [6] which are of major inter-
est. These theories describe for example diverse quantum critical phenomena [7, 18,9, 10} 1T}, 12],
Fermi liquids, and other non-Fermi liquids [13, 14} 15} [16], which are of considerable experimen-
tal and theoretical interest, with extensive literature on holographic approaches, for example
[17, (I8 19, 20]. Applying the same definition of the tEE to these theories, leads to higher

time-derivative terms, raising quantization and stability challenges.

Remarkably, the holographic dual of the tEE is still conjectured to be the area of an extremal
surface that correspond to the boundary time interval T and comprises both timelike and
spacelike surfaces. The conjecture has been confirmed in (2 + 1)-dimensional theories [2I]. In
AdSs, the tEE can be computed by appropriately considering the union of the spacelike and
timelike geodesics and computing their areas. A related quantity, the temporal entanglement
entropy [22, 2], 23], is defined by Wick-rotating the time coordinate to obtain a Euclidean
metric. In (2 + 1)-dimensional theories, temporal and timelike entanglement entropies match
with an application of a Wick-rotation, though differences arise in higher dimensions. It is

important to note that the temporal entanglement entropy is not equal to the tEE.

The holographic computation of tEE has the advantage of a broadly applicable and universal
definition. In our approach, we consider the union of the spacelike and timelike extremal surfaces
homologous to the timelike region. To connect a timelike subregion’s boundary via extremal
surfaces, both spacelike and timelike extremal surfaces are required. The real and imaginary
components of the tEE correspond to spacelike and timelike parts of these extremal surfaces,
respectively, making tEE in general complex. This is the definition of the tEE we follow in this
paper. It explicitly agrees with the holographic computations of [2I] when applied to theories

studied there, where previously the notion of the tEE was introduced.

The tEE offers potential significant applications and insights into quantum many-body
systems and field theories. It could elucidate fundamental principles of gauge/gravity corre-
spondence, as tEE is intrinsically tied to the emergence of a time coordinate. Moreover, tEE
can serve as a novel order parameter in quantum many-body systems, potentially surpassing in
certain cases the entanglement entropy in sensitivity to non-relativistic symmetries. All these
developments strongly motivate further study of timelike and temporal entanglement entropies
in non-relativistic theories that describe for example fixed points with Lifshitz symmetry, hy-
perscaling violation symmetry, and spatially anisotropic Lifshitz-like symmetries. This is the

aim of this manuscript.

To rigorously compute the holographic tEE, we solve for all extremal spacelike and timelike

surfaces that correspond to the chosen timelike boundary interval. This can be formally done



at the level of the equations of motion of these surfaces, where all the possibilities of solutions
are investigated. We compute the gradient normal vector field, whose norm provides conditions
for the spacelike and timelike surfaces in the bulk and where these surfaces meet, illustrating
their arrangement for each theory. After determining these surfaces, we compute their extremal
areas to derive the real and imaginary components of tEE, which receive contributions from the
spacelike and timelike parts exclusively. This holographic approach aligns with fundamental

holographic principles.

Each of the real and imaginary components of tEE are especially noteworthy and has been
found to have several interesting properties. The real part can probe confinement and conse-
quently confinement/deconfinement phase transitions [23]. This is in analogy with the real part
of pseudoentropy in field theories which can act as an order parameter for various quantum
phases [4, [5], where in particular the difference between the real part of pseudoentropy and the
entanglement entropy is non-negative or non-positive if states are in different or same quantum
phases, respectively. On the other hand, the imaginary part has some interesting properties as
well. The imaginary component of the tEE, is constant in (2 + 1)-dimensional static theories,
and can serve as a direct measure of the central charge of the theory [2I], 23, 24]. In confining
theories, it suddenly drops to zero once the boundary interval exceeds a critical threshold. It
indicates the fact that the imaginary component of tEE can be utilized as a probe of confine-
ment or to signal confinement/deconfinement phase transitions [23]. In pseudoentropy it can
also detect the chirality of link states associated with topological links [25]. In this work, we
add one more crucial property of the imaginary part of the tEE, by showing that it indicates

the presence of Fermi surfaces.

In theories with a Lifshitz-like spatial anisotropic symmetry, Lifshitz symmetry or hyper-
scaling violation, both real and imaginary components of the tEE depend non-trivially on
theory parameters that characterize the anisotropy and the breaking of the scaling invariance.
Particularly for Lifshitz theories, tEE’s sensitivity to time symmetry breaking contrasts with
holographic entanglement entropy, which localizes the time direction and lacks explicit depen-

dence on Lorentz-breaking features at zero temperature.

The non-relativistic theories do not automatically satisfy the Null Energy Condition (NEC)
[18, 26], 27], which can be thought of as the minimal natural conditions to have a holographic
theory that ensures non-repulsive gravity [28], and avoids instabilities and superluminal modes
in the scalar correlators of the theory. The satisfaction of the NEC sets a subregion in the
parametric space of the parameters that measure the degree of anisotropy z and hyperscaling

violation 6. Nevertheless, we study the tEE on the whole parametric space of the theory. We



provide a classification of the timelike and spacelike surfaces that comprise the tEE, depending
on the values of the parameters and we find that there is a correlation between the behaviors of
the tEE surfaces and the NEC-compliant parameters. In particular, when the NEC is satisfied,
the tEE surfaces in non-relativistic theories have common characteristics with the surfaces of
conformal field theories. Additionally, we show that when extra natural conditions are imposed
on the tEE, the parametric space of the theory is constrained to be almost identical to the one
that NEC and thermodynamic stability conditions of the theory imposed. Our results suggest
that the tEE encodes the stability and naturality of a theory.

The real and imaginary parts of the tEE are related to each other through a relation we
specify and involve the parameters and the dimension of the theories. This finding is also
dictated by an appropriate dimensional analysis. In the limit of the large dimensions, we show
that, irrespective of the theory we are working on, the real and the imaginary parts tend to

become equal. We believe that this is a universal property of the tEE.

Moreover, in theories with Lifshitz-like spatial anisotropy, we find that both real and imag-
inary parts are heavily dependent on the measurement direction and on the anisotropy degree

of the theory, which is common for non-local observables in anisotropic holography [29].

We show that the tEE also serves as a criterion to identify Fermi surfaces. In particular,
they can be defined via the logarithmic behavior of the real part of tEE. Alternatively, they can
be defined via a constant imaginary part of the tEE of a certain value we specify that depends
on the Lifshitz exponent of the theory. This finding provides an additional meaning for the

imaginary part of the tEE.

Whenever we compute the tEE, we accompany it with a computation of the temporal
entanglement entropy in the Euclidean signature. The temporal entanglement entropy depends
on the theory parameters as well. After a Wick rotation on the interval, it may be purely
imaginary, real or complex depending on the dimensionality of the system, Lifshitz exponent and
the exponent of hyperscaling violation. As we explicitly pointed out, in general the temporal
entanglement entropy is a different quantity than the tEE defined above. Nevertheless, the

temporal entanglement entropy hints as well at the presence of the Fermi surfaces in the system.

Other relevant recent studies on the tEE have been focused in hyperbolic AdS, dS, in the
special case of BTZ black holes and in AdS-Schwarzschild-like black holes, as well as in low
dimensional boundary CFTs [21], 24, B0, 31, 32 B3 B4, B5]; in confining theories where it
has been shown that they can probe confinement [23]; and in the special case of the (2 + 1)-
dimensional holographic Lifshitz theories including the temporal entanglement entropy [22, 35

30] and other related studies including the links with pseudoentropies [37, 38, [39] 40, [41], 42, 43].



The plan of the paper is as follows. In section [2] we introduce the tEE and the temporal
entanglement entropy for generic holographic homogeneous spacetimes with a potential presence
of spatial anisotropy. Moreover, we introduce the unnormalized gradient normal vector fields
on the spacelike and timelike tEE surfaces in a generic spacetime. In section [3] we study the
tEE and the temporal entanglement entropy of holographic theories with Lifshitz-like spatial
anisotropy. In section [d] we discuss theories with hyperscaling violation and the special case of
the Lifshitz theories. We discuss in detail the classification of the surfaces with respect to their
behavior and how this is related to the stability and NEC of the theory. Moreover, we show
that the behavior of the tEE can be used as a criterion of the presence of Fermi surfaces. We
finish our manuscript by a short section where we discuss some of our findings and an appendix

which contains a discussion of the NEC, to support the main text.

2 Timelike and Temporal Entanglement Entropy
2.1 Timelike Entanglement Entropy

Let us formulate the setup by considering a generic metric with d + 1 dimensions as
dng = gut(r)dt? + gup(r)da? + gyy(r)dy? + gpr(r)dr? | (2.1)

where 7 is the holographic direction, ¢ is the time direction, the spatial coordinates x; and y;
extend respectively along d; and ds directions such that d; + da = d — 1. The boundary of the
space can be considered at r — 0 in this section without loss of generality. Let us contemplate
the tEE of an infinite strip-like subsystem, A = —T/2 < t < T'/2 of length T and L in the
time direction t and the transverse directions respectively, say at the fixed ;1 = 0 slice on the
asymptotic boundary. As usual, L is infinitely large to eliminate the corner contributions. The

tEE can be computed by extremizing the area integral

T 42 Ty di—1 dy
ST = / dr ge 955 om0 (2.2)

- d+1
2GN Td

where ry and r, are the lower and the upper bounds of the integral which we will specify
later and depend on the type of spacetime and surface we consider. Note that, the strip-like

subsystem can also be considered at a fixed y; = 0 slice on the asymptotic boundary. In that

case, the metric components g, and g,, will have powers %1 and d22_ L respectively in 1) The

generalization in these two different directions is straightforward and therefore in this section,

we will proceed with a strip-like subsystem at a fixed x; = 0 slice. Utilizing ([2.2)), the equation



of motion reads as

2
2 c g
() = o (2.3)
git (gut Qm Gyy — )
where c is an integration constant. Here we consider ¢ = sC? where C? = —gy; g1~ 1955 r=ro =
— ity ggfgm 1 93@30 > 0 and s = £1. Where, s = —1 corresponds to the equation of the timelike

surface, while for s = 1 we have the equation of the spacelike surface. This will become even
more obvious from the generic expression of the gradient normal vector field (2.16]) in the later
part of this article. Furthermore, we compute the length of the subsystem in the boundary

corresponding to the surface in (2.3) as,

T = 2/” dr t'(r) . (2.4)

Td

When s = —1, the surface in shows a turning point and can be restricted potentially in
the region co > r > rg. This is the timelike surface, which when considered in the conformal
AdS Poincare patch, has boundary conditions #'(rg) = oo and t'(c0) = +oo. Utilizing and
with r4 = rg and 7, = 0o, the area of this timelike surface can be computed which yields
imaginary value and is free from any divergences as it does not approach the boundary. We
will call this quantity SITm in the rest of this article. In terms of the generic metric elements

described in 1 , S’ITm can be expressed as

B di—1 d
A B 7,42 dr 1 %2 Grr gtt gzi gy@QJ (2 5)
Im 2Gd+1 gm vy g gt gd Tho " hse |

Gy — Gtte Jrxo  Jyo

Besides, we can compute the subsystem length corresponding to the timelike surface utilizing

(2.4) for s = —1 and name it as Try,.

For s = +1, the surface does not obtain any turning point and it extends from the boundary
to the deep IR region. This is the spacelike surface which in the conformal AdS Poincare patch
obeys the boundary condition #'(0) = 0 and #'(c0) = +o0o. The area of this spacelike surface
S};E can be computed from with limits r4 = 0 and 7, = oo. Utilizing similar limits,
we compute the length of the subsystem Tg. in the boundary corresponding to the spacelike
surface. Note that, experiencing the infinite proper length from the UV region, 817?:6 suffers from
UV divergences. We remove the divergence by subtracting the area of another solution of the
with ¢/(r) = 0. This solution is described by a pair of straight surfaces extending from the
boundary to the deep IR region. The corresponding area integral of these straight disconnected

surfaces is given by

T Ld 2 00 di—1 dy
Sdiscon = 2GoF T / dr gz*  Gyy /Grr- (2.6)
N 0



We will denote the finite part of the spacelike surface as S‘ge = 8};6 - S£ scon+ We can express

this area integral in terms of the generic metric described in (2.1]) as follows

op L2 A @ Grr gu G5 G
Sk o= —— / dr g2 9y \/ Skl YY_ — Vo | - (2.7)
¢ QG?VH 0 gt gsccli« ! 9332; + 9t 9:%5:0 ! 9332/0

2.2 Temporal Entanglement Entropy

To consider the temporal entanglement entropy, we introduce in the metric in Euclidean
signature with the replacement 7 = ¢ ¢ where 7 is the Euclidean time direction. In this construc-
tion, we study a strip-like subsystem A = —T/2 < 7 < T//2 in the Euclidean time direction 7
at a constant xi slice on the boundary r = 0. In the transverse directions, the length of the A
is L, where L is very large. The temporal entanglement entropy may then be obtained from

the following minimized area integral

142 Ty dj—1  dy
S™ = 2Gd+1/ dr gz*  9yy VGrr + Grr T (1)? . (2.8)
N Td

From the above expression, we can obtain the equation of motion

~2
/ 2 C” Grr
T(r)" = — — (2.9)
9rr (gTT ggzlz: 19322; - 62)

where ¢ is an integration constant. For the case where we have a connected surface satisfying
the above equation of motion, contains a turning point at r = rg. The temporal entanglement

entropy for this surface is given by the integral described in (2.8)) with r4 = 0 and r,, = 9 and

di1—1 ,d2

the integration constant is computed from the turning point rg as & = g,,g%% Gy

|r=r, Where
7/(r9) = oo. The area integral contains UV divergences at the boundary r» — 0 which is the
same as the divergence of two straight disconnected surfaces located at t = :t% and stretched
between the boundary r = 0 and the deep IR region r = co. These surfaces satisfy the equation

of motion 7/(r) = 0 and thus the area integral becomes

42 Ty di—1 dg

Sdiscon = / dr goi® 94 \/Irr (2.10)
T

d
2GN+1 .

with 74 = 0 and r, = oo. The subsystem length can be obtained by integrating (2.9) with

respect to the holographic direction r as follows

Tu ~2
T:/ dr <o (2.11)
ra  Grr (9rr 955 gy — C2)

with ry = 0 and r, = 79.



2.3 Timelike Entanglement Entropy Surface Properties

In this subsection, we introduce the spacelike and timelike surfaces and discuss their properties.

We first consider the tEE hypersurface consisting of the spacelike or timelike surfaces as,

Yim =t —/ dr th,.(r) =0 Ype =t —/ dr thh(r) =0, (2.12)

Td Td

where the t(r) is the solution of (2.3)) which is different for the spacelike and the timelike
surfaces. The subindex I'm and Re refer to the timelike and spacelike surfaces which have
imaginary and real area contributions respectively. Once the hypersurface ¥ is determined, the

tangent and transverse vector to ¥ can be defined.

The tangent and transverse vector fields of the hypersurfaces can be normalized and rescaled
by non-zero and non-diverging functions. Moreover, the expressions of the vectors change in
different coordinate systems and parametrizations, while the areas remain invariant. Here we
have chosen the static gauge to parametrize the minimal surface and we are working with this
parametrization. We consider the unnormalized gradient normal vector field g*? 0 satisfying

the equation

Vo033 — V50,5 =0 . (2.13)

Notice that generic rescaled normal vector fields to the hypersurface ¥ do not satisfy (2.13)).
Moreover, the gradient vector field is not of constant length since the hypersurface is not a
geodesic. Furthermore, for the tangent vector P we choose a simple variation of the parametriza-

tion, related directly to the normal vector field. We introduce

7;1 = 6C!E = (17 07 wdlflv ®d27 —t/(T)) ) P = (t/(r)v 07 wdlflv (bdza 1) ) (214)
such that P*7, = 0. Each P, 1, corresponds to each of t/(Re,Im) (r) and 0, := (0,0, - -,0)

possessing ¢ components respectively.

A gradient normal T vector at a constant r = r. hypersurface ¥, := r—r., and the tangent

P to ¥, read from

To = (0,0,04,1,04,,1) ,  P*:=(1,0,04,1,04,,0) - (2.15)

as PT, = 0. We define for the vectors discussed so far the following quantities

2 _ aB — _ T 2 _ pa 5 _ 2
T =Ta g% Ts = T 5o PP =P 9as PP =g gu |ITI*,  (216)
git 9zx  Gyy — S C
|75|2 = P° Yop PP =gu |7~‘|2 =Ta g*° 7~TB =g". (2.17)



Notice that |P|? and |T|? have opposite signs as expected. A timelike surface has positive |T|?
for the transverse vector, while negative |P|? for the tangent vector. The equation for
|T|? provides an additional implication that has not been noticed before. It essentially shows
how the timelike and spacelike surfaces behave. In any holographic theory, for timelike and
spacelike surfaces to asymptotically end at the same location, either the norm |7]? must be

zero at this point, effectively making them appear null or the subvolume formed by the time and

spatial directions excluding the direction in which the strip is localized, specifically gy g21~" g%
in this case, must vanish, leading to |7|?> ~ —s_lgggﬂ_lg%C—? These are the only allowed

options.

Utilizing the above expressions, we introduce two more quantities, which can be thought
as orthogonality measures of the tEE hypersurfaces with planes of constant r including the

boundary of the theory:

P g0s P\ (Tag® B\" s
L2 — 9ap _ [t 9 IB) _ 2.18
| 1‘ = = = = = di—1 do ° ( : )
|P||P] ITIIT] git gzs  Gyi
P gap TP 2 T gap pB ?
L= —=2 ) = —2 ) =1-11,)*. (2.19)
[PIIT] IT1IP|

All the generic formulas presented so far are valid for an x1 = 0 localization of the boundary.
However, all these relations can be generalized for the strip localized along a y; direction
following the procedure described below equation (2.2). In the next section, we consider more

systematically, the properties of the tEE surfaces.

3 Timelike Entanglement Entropy in Anisotropic Lifshitz-like

Theories

Let us first study theories with a Lifshitz-like anisotropic symmetry. These theories are scale

invariant, they have a spatial anisotropy and the background has the following form,

at>  dx?  dy® +dr?
+ -

i
7’2’3 ’I"QZ 7“2 ’

dsi, = — (3.1)

with i = (1,2,...d;) and d; = (d —2) > 0 since d > 2 and dy = 1. The dy dimensions of y
can be chosen arbitrarily, here without much loss of generality we set them equal to one and

we discuss when this choice matters and its implications below in detail. The theory remains

10



invariant under a rescaling of the space-time coordinates
t—=>XNt, =Nz, x;—=> N, y— Ay, (3.2)

with z is a measure of the degree of Lorentz symmetry violation and anisotropy. Notice that this
type of theory has been obtained with a fixed exponent z = 3/2 by considering the backreaction
of space-dependent axion fields in the IIB supergravity [44], as well with an arbitrary exponent

z in generic Einstein-Axion-Dilaton systems [45].

There is a special limit to obtain the Lifshitz theory from the anisotropic theory, by ”elimi-
nating” the d; x—spatial dimensions to recover the usual Lifshitz theories. In fact, observables
that localize along the volume x; would behave as being in a Lifshitz theory. In addition, ob-
servables that localize along the y;-volume would behave as being in an AdS conformal theory.

This is one of the cases we present below.

3.1 Timelike Entanglement Entropy localized on y direction

We choose a constant y slice corresponding to the metric described in (3.1) and analyze the
different types of surfaces. We subsequently compute the tEE for this setup. The results of this
warm-up computation can be obtained by coordinate transformation of the AdS spacetime, as

we show explicitly below.

3.1.1 Timelike Entanglement Entropy Surface Properties

The equations of motion (2.3)) for the spacelike and timelike parts of the extremal surfaces

contributing to the tEE are described respectively as

;L Tzfl
\/1 5 () 204Dz '

We notice the two types of surfaces based on the sign of z. For positive z the timelike surface

t

(3.3)

extends from its turning point asymptotically to the bulk where we have t/1m|r~>oo = t;%€|rﬁoo =
r*~1 . For these types of hypersurfaces, and z > 1 we have t's, to vanish at the boundary. When
z is negative, the timelike surface extends from its turning point to » = 0 asymptotically, but

at the same time, the metric elements = diverge now at the opposite direction r — oo.

11



The corresponding measures of the transverse and parallel vectors are computed as

7”‘2Z —o(s
‘T‘Z = - 2(d—1)z’ ‘P‘g =T A +1)’T’2 (34)
2(d—1)z 2(d—1)z
ne=s(Z) L mP-1-s(2) (35)
To To

where we remind that s := 41, with the positive sign corresponding to the spacelike surface
and the negative to the timelike surface. Immediately we notice that for the spacelike surface
which extends from the boundary to the deep IR always |P|? = —r—2G+D|T|2 > 0, while for

the timelike surface |P|? = —r~2G+1|T|2 < 0, as long as
A:2>0, TIm > T0 , or, B:z2<0, Tim < 7ro (3.6)

where rq is the turning point of the surface.

The behavior of the surfaces of the tEE is obviously coordinate system dependent, although
it is highly instructive. Let us discuss firstly case A, where the boundary of the theory is at
r = 0 while the timelike surface extends from the turning point roy to the deep IR, therefore
TIm > ro as long as z > 0, which can also be extracted from the surface equations by
requiring them to have real solutions. Moreover, |I;| is vanishing in the UV limit 7 — 0 for the

spacelike surface, and |I3| is non-vanishing.

Nevertheless, the asymptotic behavior between the surfaces differ for z > 1, d™ ' < z < 1
and 0 < z < d~!. For z > 1 the spacelike surface approaches the boundary perpendicular,
while the timelike surface extends from its bulk turning point to the deep IR asymptotically
with diverging #'. This behavior resembles closely the conformal tEE surfaces (z = 1). In the

case d~' < z < 1 both in the boundary and the deep IR region, the surfaces have vanishing t'.

In the case 0 < z < d~! the spacelike tEE surface has a diverging ¢ at the boundary and
a vanishing one in the IR region. Also, the timelike surface approaches the IR region with

vanishing t'.

The surfaces of type B have a common behavior, the timelike surface exists for r < rg
and approaches asymptotically the r = 0 with diverging ¢'. The spacelike surfaces also have
diverging ¢’ at r = 0 and it approaches 7 — oo perpendicularly with vanishing #’. This is natural
since only one y direction is localized in the computation, the observable sees essentially the
volume x; with its metric element diverging at r — oo, where the observable effectively sees
it as the boundary of the theory. We point out that this is a special case since we have only

one (do = 1) localized dimension y in the anisotropic space, and in the next section with a

12



localization along the x directions, we will have a different outcome.

A careful dimensional analysis gives for the tEE

do—
Slm ~ SR@ ~ T_(d1+ 2Z 1> ~ T_(d_Q)v (37)

which decreases with increasing time interval T" as expected. Notice the speciality of the choice

ds = 1, as this is the only case where the tEE can be independent of the scaling exponent z.

The classification of the behavior of the extremal surfaces with z-parameters, is coordinate
and parametrization dependent, although in our analysis as we will see in the manuscript, is
highly instructive. Nevertheless, applying it for the y-localized strip we would obtain a constrain
on z, while z here can be absorbed in the radius of the induced localized spacetime and in this

case the constrain has no particular physical value.

3.1.2 Equivalence with the Conformal Theory’s Timelike Entanglement Entropy

Before we proceed to presenting the explicit computations, let us further discuss the tEE for
intervals localized along the y-direction, in a homogeneous static, and therefore diagonal metric,

with one (d2 = 1) anisotropic direction. By doing the coordinate transformation

r=/% and (t,x)= () : (3.8)

we note that we are effectively working in AdS localized spacetime with a rescaled radius and

one dimension down. The localized y-metric under this coordinate transformation becomes
dsi, | = %%(—df2 + dF7 + di?) . (3.9)
227
Therefore the tEE in this case should be equal to
5 1 1 (a2

S~ FSAdS,Rﬂ ~ T ; (3.10)

where S Ads,rR=1 is the tEE in the AdS spacetime of radius R = 1. A rescaling of the radius R
would absorb the z-dependence. The scaling power in (3.10) agrees with (3.7)) as expected.

3.1.3 y-localized Timelike Entanglement Entropy

We now proceed to explicitly compute the subsystem lengths corresponding to the surfaces
Yrm and Y. by integrating respectively 2t~ and 2t} described in (3.3) with respect to the

bulk direction r. As we have described in the previous section, the tEE is proportional to the

13



tEE of AdS (3.10)) with a rescaled metric and in principle, we could do the computation in the
AdS metric (3.9) which to our knowledge is also not presented anywhere so far. Nevertheless,
since there is no extra complication we proceed to the computation in the equivalent y-localized

metric ((3.1]).

Without loss of generality let us consider z > 0, and we obtain the subsystem lengths 17,

and Tg, from (2.4) as follows,

2¢77 208 VD (1—a)
Trm = - =71 N
z z I‘(§—0¢)

(3.11)

2¢77 22T (1—a)T (% 4+«
Ty, = 20° 2L =)l (GHa) (3.12)
z z NZ3

where o := (2(d — 1))_1 is defined for presentation purposes and depends on the inverse of the
number of dimensions. In the above expressions, €; < 1 is introduced at the IR region to keep
track of the infinite lengths T7,, and Tge. As in [23], at the IR region r — oo, the extremal
surfaces contributing to the real and imaginary parts of the tEE satisfies t/;, (00) = t,, (00)
in the Poincaré coordinate system with the given parametrization, then the total subsystem

length at the boundary » — 0 is

T =Tip — Tre = 2;5 vrtQ _F?‘z (fezgm) - (3.13)
2

From the above expression, we can obtain the turning point r¢ in terms of the total subsystem

length T as

ro = a (% — a) 1/
' <2ﬁr(1 — a) (sec(ra) — 1) T) : (3.14)

The imaginary part and the finite real part of the tEE can be obtained respectively from (2.5))

and (2.7) as

1y,
168 o 2 ar (1= @)1 (<4 + a) cos (na)
St = -7 v | o

_1),
4GS o aGiEy CodE)ar(1—a)r (<L +a)

— =N __ (5§t — Sk = 3.16
d—2 Re d—2 ( Re dzscon) e \/77_ ( )

Utilizing (3.14)), the above expressions can be written in terms of the total subsystem length.
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For the imaginary part we get

_ 1
4G§$H)zd_1 s ,2d’17r% <sec ( T > B 1) =2 (T (1 + 2—2d>
r(-d=2_

[d—2  CIm =Ty 2_2d

and for the real

SRe = {sec < ) Stim. (3.18)

T
2—2d
Notice that the 2~ dependence appears exclusively in the left hand side of (3.17)) and represents
the rescaling of the radius R = 1 of the AdS space to R = 1/z. Therefore the real and

imaginary parts of tEE presented in (3.17)) and (3.18) are identical to the tEE in conformal

AdS spacetime. While the imaginary and real areas have norms that differ by a d-dependent
factor sec [g(d - 1)71] . In the large d limit, we note |§1Tm| ~ |5’£6|, suggesting that in the large
dimensions the tEE exhibits significant simplifications, making it worthwhile to study further,

as in the case of the entanglement entropy in [46].

3.2 Timelike Entanglement Entropy localized on z; direction

The anisotropic theories have distinct tEE depending upon the direction we consider the en-
tangling degrees of freedom. To present a complete analysis we need to consider a constant

slice in the x1 direction of the theory described by (3.1)).

3.2.1 Timelike Entanglement Entropy Surface Properties

In this subsection, we work as in the previous subsection to analyze the behaviors of the

tEE surfaces with a constant xq slice. The equations of motion for the surfaces lead to

Tzfl
t'= , (3.19)
\/1 + 5 (1) 20d-2)z+2
T
where s = —1 is the equation for the timelike surface and s = 1 is for the spacelike ones. When

(d—2)z > —1, which includes negative values of z, the timelike surface extends from the turning
point to the r — oo where t’Im|T%OO = ti,%e|r%OO = r*~1 | Additionally, we have a second type of

surface for (d —2)z < —1 where the timelike surfaces extends from their turning point to r — 0.
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We classify the surfaces more systematically below. The corresponding vector quantities read

T2Z —o(s
T2 = - o PP = 2T (3.20)
1+s (L)
0
O\ 2(d=2)2+2
L2 = —s <r0> , L2=1—|L. (3.21)

where for timelike surfaces |P|? = —r~2(¥1|T|2 < 0. We classify the tEE surfaces by the sign
of the power in I; or equivalently by examining the dominance in the terms of the denominator

of the ¢’ described in (3.19)). In total, we can split the parametric space as

A:z>—(d=2)"" 2 Ag:—(d—2)'<2<0, A1:0<z<1, Ag:z>1, (322

B:2<—(d—2)", (3.23)

Let us start by discussing the surfaces A. For A, : z > 1, all the metric elements diverge
at r = 0 which is the boundary of the theory in this case. The spacelike surface approaches
the boundary perpendicular, while the timelike surface extends from its bulk turning point to
the deep IR asymptotically with a non-zero ¢’. A representative surface is plotted in Figure
We consider this set of surfaces as having the desirable properties, as they resemble closely
the conformal tEE surfaces. Therefore, one could accept the parametric regime z > 1 as the
most natural one in the theory. In the case Ai, the boundary of the theory remains at r — 0,
the spacelike and timelike surfaces yield similar behaviors as As with the difference that both
spacelike and timelike surfaces in the deep bulk tend to have vanishing ¢’. These surfaces have
different behavior in the deep IR compared to the conformal ones, but their boundary conditions
are sensible. Nevertheless, the regime of Lifshitz exponents that correspond to, is outside the
NEC. A representative surface is plotted in Figure In the case Ay the z—metric elements
blow up at r — oo while the g,, at the opposite limit. The spacelike surfaces act as seeing
the boundary at infinity where ¢ — 0. A representative surface is plotted in Figure 3| For the
case B, both spacelike and timelike surfaces act as seeing the boundary at r ~ oo where now
the timelike surface extends from 7y to oo, a set of representative surfaces appear in Figure [4
Here also the metric elements for x—directions blow up at » — oo whereas the y-metric element

diverges at r = 0.

As a side comment, we notice that when z > 1, the norm of transverse vector |T| to the
tEE spacelike hypersurface vanishes faster compared to the divergence of the tangent vector
|P| at the boundary. Equivalently, the norm of | 7| blows up faster than |P| vanishes at the

IR for both spacelike and timelike surfaces. Moreover, this condition sets the minimum rate
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Figure 1: The tEE surfaces for z > 1 corre-
sponding to As of . The boundary of
the theory is at »r — 0. The equation of mo-
tion for the spacelike hypersurfaces g, fol-
lows the boundary conditions t}{e’r—m =0 and
t;{e|rﬁoo = 00, whereas for the timelike sur-
face ¥, the boundary conditions are given by
U lr—ro = 00 and ¢}, |, = 0c0. We plot the
timelike surfaces with red color and the space-
like ones with green. Here we choose d = 4
and the turning point of the timelike surface at
ro = 5. These choices are same for the neigh-
boring plots of this section. Moreover, here
z=23/2.

A

Figure 2: The surfaces for 0 < z < 1 which
is discussed in A; of . The boundary of
the theory for the range of parameters Ag and
case A1 is at r = 0. The equation of mo-
tion for X p. follows the boundary conditions
tpelr—0 = 0 = th.|r»00, whereas for ¥y, the
boundary conditions are given by ¢, |,—r, = 00
and t}, |00 = 0. Here we consider z = 3/10.

of vanishing I for the surfaces at the boundary: |I;| to vanish faster or with the same rate

with the corresponding scaling of |Iz|aqs in the UV limit. Furthermore, this same condition is

equivalent of having the rate of the transverse vectors 7 in the non-relativistic conformal field

theory diverging slower or with equal rate to the ones in the conformal theory. Moreover, we

point out that I does vanish for the timelike surface at r = ry as expected.

In the next section, we will compute the tEE analytically. Nevertheless, utilizing a dimen-

sional analysis the scaling behavior of tEE can be obtained as

Sy~ She ~ T*((drlHd%) ~ p—(d-3+1)

(3.24)

The above relation ensures that the tEE decreases with increasing time for the region A5 : z > 1

in (3.22)) with d > 3. In summary, the tEE surfaces that have the same properties as the tEE

surfaces in conformal theory are the ones for z > 1 which reproduces the NEC and ensures a

natural behavior of the tEE.
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2)7l<2<0
which is the Ay of . The gy, and g;yl
diverge at » — oco. The equation of motion for
Y re satisfies th |r0 = 00 and . |rse = 0,
whereas for Xp,, we have t/Im|7'—>T'O = oo and
tifm|7'4>00 = 0. Here we have considered z =

—1/4.

Figure 3: The surfaces for —(d —

Figure 4: The hypersurfaces for 2 < —(d —2)~!
described by B of . Gz and gy_y1 diverge at
r — o0o. There are two discrete sets of surfaces
for z = —4/5 with solid lines and and z = —3/5
plotted with dashed. For both the cases, Y.
follow the same boundary conditions given by
tp.|r—0 = 00 and g, |r oo = 0, while Xp,, sat-

. / /
isfies ¢/, |r—r, = 00 and t/, |0 = o0.

3.2.2 Computation of the Timelike Entanglement Entropy

Let us first compute the subsystem lengths corresponding to the spacelike and timelike surfaces
for the metric described in (3.1]) at constant x; slice. We can obtain the subsystems 77, and
Tre by integrating the expressions in (3.19) multiplied by a factor of two to obtain the full

intervals as

T 267 2r5/mT(1-P)
Im — > - > F(%_B) )
_2¢° 2T (5348 T(1-B)
51 2% NG 7

a function of z and d, is a new parameter defined for presentation reasons

(3.25)

(3.26)

z z

where /8 = m,
to maintain the expression more compact. €7 is introduced to keep track of the infinities which
cancel in (3.27). The total subsystem length can now be expressed in terms of the turning point

To as

(3.27)
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Then the imaginary part and the real part of the tEE can be obtained respectively from (2.5

and (2.7) as

4G$\?+1)ST . 2r§1_ﬁ>z VrBcot (nfB)T (—% + ﬁ) 3.98
7,d4-2 Im = — ¢ P F(B) ) ( : )

_1),
i\ o acty {1735 BT(1—B)T (B—1)
T T1d—2 = TLd2 (SRe - Sdiscon) = > \/77[_ :

Utilizing 1) S}Fm and Sﬁe can be written in terms of the total subsystem length T as follows

(3.29)

(d+1) d—3+1

4 A z

o8 s —if( i )2t (L : (3.30)
Ld-2 2(d—2)z + 2 T

5T _ mz 5T

She = isec <2(d—2)z+2> Sim (3.31)

where f(f) is a constant given by

PE (mm —

) % Qi—l
261\ T(:-9) ) (sec(mB) —1)% . (3.32)

Looking at , we note that the two expressions S}Qe and S}Fm differ by a factor that depends
on z and d. Moreover, as a consistency check, we note that in the isotropic limit z — 1 the
tEE for the different constant space slices along x given by and and along y given
by and , become equal. Furthermore, in the large dimension limit, |SITm\ A \SESI
establishing therefore a property that is valid even in the anisotropic theories. The anisotropic

effects in the large d-limit, become subleading since in our anisotropic theory we have fixed

dp =1.

3.3 Temporal Entanglement Entropy localized on y direction

In this subsection, we study the temporal entanglement entropy for the Lifshitz-like anisotropic
theory. We first consider a constant y slice to analyze the behavior of the extremal surface
and subsequently obtain the temporal entanglement entropy. The analysis in this section is
equivalent to the AdS with a radius R? = 1/2? as analyzed in section Nevertheless, we
briefly present it.
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The equation of motion for the extremal surface is given by

1. —(d—1
sz 17,.0( )z

T'(r) = (3.33)
\/1 _ <L) 2(d—1)z
70
where we note that the extremal surface can extend to the boundary, i.e. r < rg, when
(d—1)z>0, (3.34)

which effectively constrains z > 0. Furthermore, notice that if z > 1/d, the 7/(r) vanishes at

the boundary of the theory and for convenience we work in this parametric regime.

The subsystem length in the Euclidean time direction 7 can be obtained by integrating the
expression given in (3.33)) with respect to the bulk direction r and subsequently multiplied by
two as

_2VAl(aty) .

T 0 (3.35)

Inverting the above relation, the turning point rg of the extremal surface can be expressed in

terms of the subsystem length T" as

F( ) 1/z

2N«

ro=—F>+"—<T . 3.36
° (2ﬁr(a+§) ) (3.36)
The area of the surface extending from the turning point ry to the boundary is given by (2.8))

and reads

(d+1) —92)z—
4G+ —(d—2)z—1

N s =0 / dr . (3.37)
\/ 2(d—1)z

As usual, there are UV divergences in the temporal entanglement entropy which can be “renor-
malized” by subtracting the area of the disconnected straight surfaces that extend from the

boundary to the deep IR region as

e A A Te A 207l (a0 — 1) (1_1),
M P R WG Gk ) G (3.38)
Ld-2 Ld—2 2T ()

Utilizing (3.36|), we can rewrite the above expression in terms of the subsystem length T as
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follows

d—1 d -1
AGgt ) NG e (s5) 162 539)
= “9\e@-n)\r T 2-4d (5 T S

where g(a) with a := (2(d — 1)) " given by

g(a) = 20 <2‘/ﬂ(a)+%)>m : (3.40)

200 — 1 N«

As expected, the scaling power on T" does match with the tEE (3.18)). Notice that the z-
dependence appears on the left hand side of (3.39)), this is the tEE in the AdS with a radius
R? = 1/22. The temporal entanglement entropy in this case agrees with the tEE before Wick

rotation computed for a strip subsystem in the Poincaré EAdS,,1 geometry of [21].

3.4 Temporal Entanglement Entropy localized on x; direction

Let us now work with the temporal entanglement entropy with a constant x1 slice and study

the anisotropic exponent that affects this non-local observable.
The equation of motion for the extremal surface is given by

pd=1)zp ~(d=2)z-1

\/1 - (ﬁ)z(d—z)zm ’

where the extremal surface exists for r < r only when (d—2)z > —1. Positive values of z imply

(r) =

(3.41)

that 7/(r) vanishes at the boundary. For convenience, we work for As : z > 1 as suggested

by (3.22) and NEC. The subsystem length in the Euclidean time direction 7 is given by the

integration of (3.41)
_2VAL(By) .

3.42
P F(B) To ( )
where we remind that § := m Subsequently, the area of the extremal surface is com-
puted by utilizing ([2.8)
(d+1) d—3)z—
4Gy
——=—8" =2 d . 3.43
Ld2 / r\/l_ 2(d—2)z+2 (343)

As earlier, we can “renormalize” the divergences by subtracting from the area the two infinitely
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disconnected surfaces as

4GV o rT (B L) (1-4)-
Lé\f_2 ST = IB\/Z,F((E) 2) TO( ﬁ> ) (3.44)

and obtain the finite expression in terms of the subsystem length T as follows

(d+1) d—3+2
4Gy § =g 2 ) ,eat(L ’ (3.45)
Ld—2 2(d —2)z + 2 T ’

where g(3) is given by (3.40)).

Notice that the temporal entanglement entropy does depend on the direction we choose to
localize the subsystem, and the scaling with the subsystem’s length 7' in the present case is
different compared to . There is a non-trivial z-dependence, while in the isotropic limit
z = 1, the two different x and y slicings, produce the same temporal entanglement entropy
as expected. In the limit of large dimensions, in the parametric regime imposed by the NEC:
z > 1, the temporal entanglement entropy tends to zero. Also, we note that our results in the
isotropic limit agree with the temporal entanglement entropy computed for a strip subsystem

in the Poincaré FAdS,y1 geometry of [21].

4 Theories with Hyperscaling Violation

In this section, we discuss the tEE and temporal entanglement entropy for theories with hy-
perscaling violations utilizing holographic techniques and surface properties. The gravity side

of such theories can be characterized by [18]

2(d—6-1)

dsd = [ 2D 2 g2 g dz?], (4.1)

wherei = 1,2, ---,d—1. The above metric indicates the spatial homogeneity and scale covariance
as,

Ti = Az, t—= Nt r—=Ar, ds— )xe/dds, (4.2)

where z and 6 are the dynamical exponent and the exponent of hyperscaling violation respec-

tively.

By applying the inequalities (A.4) in , we obtain two independent NEC for the hyper-

scaling theory as

(z—1)d—-0+2-1)>0, (d—0-1)((d-1)(z—1)—0)>0, (4.3)
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which confine the parametric space (z, #). The AdS spacetime is included in the acceptable
range of parameters for z = 1, § = 0, as well as the scale invariant Lifshitz theory for 6 = 0,

z=1.

An extra potential condition to the parameters comes from the black hole solution with

hyperscaling violation, by requiring positive specific heat and thermodynamic stability [I§] as

d—60—-1
_— >
z

0. (4.4)

We will consider the conditions (4.3) and (4.4]) as the minimal necessary ones needed to constrain
the parametric space in order to have a natural theory. In fact, the stability condition (4.4)
applied on top of the NEC (4.3]) excludes only an additional small area of the parametric space.

Let us work here by considering all of these three conditions as desirable for a natural theory.

4.1 Timelike Entanglement Entropy

We discuss the properties of the spacelike and timelike surfaces and their dependence on the

parameters of the theory in our parametrization.

4.1.1 Timelike Entanglement Entropy Surface Properties

The equations of motion in ([2.3)) for the two extremal surfaces read as

Tz—l

I
B \/1+S(m)2(d—2+z—6) '

As in the previous sections we note that when d — 2 4+ z — 8 > 0, a timelike surface exists

t

(4.5)

for r > rg extending from the turning point rg to the infinite r. The extremal surfaces have
a non-vanishing and equal ¢}, = t};. in the large r regime where they are merged. When
d— 2+ z— 0 < 0 the timelike surface extends from rg to r = 0. We discuss below more

systematically the types of surfaces and their properties depending on the parametric space of

the theory.
The quantities (2.16)) and ({2.18)), for the metric (4.1]) read
T2z—d2—_61 5
TP = ey o PP ==t (4.6)
1+s (%)
r 2(d—2+2z-0)
np=-s (=) o BP=1-InP, (4.7
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Figure 5: This surface corresponds to the case
Ay, . The equation of motion for the
spacelike hypersurfaces ¥ g, follow the bound-
ary conditions t,|r—0 = 0 and t, |, = 00,
whereas for the timelike hypersurface ¥, the
boundary conditions are given by t, |y, = 00

Figure 6: This surface corresponds to the case
Ay, . For the spacelike surfaces we have
trelr—0 = 0 = t5.|r—00, Whereas for the time-
like surfaces the boundary conditions are given
by t}, |r—r, = 00 and ¢}, |, = 0. Here we
consider z =2/5 and 6 = 1.1.

and t’Im\T_mo = 00. The red curve in the plot
describes the timelike surfaces and the green
curves are for spacelike ones. We choose d = 4
and the turning point of the timelike surface is
fixed at 19 = 5. These choices of d and ry are
same for all the neighboring figures of this sec-
tion. The other parameters here are set to be
z=2and § =1/2.

2
where |T|? = G =) |P|?, is positive for timelike surfaces. Since hyperscaling violation
theory has two scaling parameters, in order to reduce the complication of presentation, let us
consider in advance the desirable property of logarithmic or monotonically decreasing norm of

tEE with the interval T'. A dimensional analysis for the tEE gives

(4.8)

therefore we require

(4.9)

where the saturation corresponds to the logarithmic behavior of the tEE. Note that even when
we impose the NEC and the thermodynamic stability of the theory, there is space for a non-
monotonic behavior of S with respect to T'. Therefore this is an extra condition already which
splits the parametric plane (z,6), with a straight line setting the boundary of the accepted

parametric regime.
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Figure 7: This surface corresponds to the case
Ay of . The equation of motion for X g,
follows the boundary conditions tﬁ.%e|,«_>0 = 00
and t,|r—oo = 0, whereas for ¥p,,, the bound-
ary conditions are given by ¢}, |, = 0o and
th lr—00 = 0. Here we have z = 1/10 and
0 =1.6.

-10

Figure 8: This surface corresponds to the case
B of . The boundary of the geometry is
at r = 0 fixed by 6§ < d — 1. The equation of
motion for X g, follows the boundary conditions
tp.|r—0 = 00 and thy,|r—00 = 0. For Xp,, the
boundary conditions are given by t/, |r—r, = 00
and t}, |r—0 = co. Here we consider z = —1/5
and 6 = 2.5.

Let us split the following discussion by the position of the boundary of the theory. For

h<d-1,

(4.10)

the boundary of the theory is at 7 = 0. Then we classify the cases depending on the scaling of

the I; and t':

A:d—2+2-0>0 =2Apg:0<d—-2,2>1;

Ag: 22—-3+d<0<d—-2,2z2>0,

B:d-2+2-0<0=d-2<60<d-—-1, z<0,

Ai: 0<22-3+d, z<1,
(4.11)

(4.12)

where we have used (4.9) and (4.10) already. Indicative surfaces are plotted as follows Ay:
Figure [5] Ay: Figure [6] As: Figure [7] B: Figure [§ where in captions we discuss their basic

properties.

The surfaces Ay (Figure , have the same behavior as in the conformal theory. The timelike

surface extends from the turning point in the bulk to the deep IR. The derivative ¢’ of the

spacelike surfaces vanishes at the boundary of the theory and is monotonically increasing from

the UV to the IR region. For both timelike and spacelike surfaces the dervative ¢ diverges at

the deep IR. Besides, for the timelike surface, ¢ diverges at the turning point r = ry. These are

what we call as conventional surfaces, the surface that has common behavior with the surfaces
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Figure 9: This surface corresponds to the case C of (4.14)). The boundary of the geometry here
is at r = oo fixed by 8 > d— 1. The equation of motion for ¥, follows the boundary conditions
tpolr—0 = 00 and . |r 00 = 0. For Xy, the boundary conditions are given by t/,|,—r, = 00
and t},,|,—0 = co. Here we consider z = —1/5 and § = 3.1.

corresponding to conformal field theories.

It is worthy to highlight that the Ay branch, restricts the parametric space to be almost
identical to the positive-z branch satisfied by the NEC and the thermodynamic stability (Figure
. In fact, for the top small strip-like region on the positive z branch between NEC and Ay,
where the overlap is imperfect, we expect a better overlap to occur if we allow tEE behaviors
that interpolate between logarithmic and linear by relaxing . However, we expect these
phases to be unnatural; therefore, we argue that the correct constraints are as shown in Figure
[0l Moreover, we comment that the tiny triangle region of the positive z that is not fully
overlapping in the Figure [10| may be excluded by imposing additional conditions, for instance,
such that |T]? > |T|%44s at the UV, which is essentially the appropriate slope of the NEC

there; we have not imposed this extra-fine type of conditions however in this work.

The surfaces in the parametric regime A; approach the boundary and the deep IR with
vanishing ¢, while the A, surfaces have infinite ¢’ at the boundary and vanishing at the deep
bulk. Furthermore, we observe that for parametric regime B where ¢’ diverge for both the
surfaces at the boundary whereas for the spacelike surface it vanishes in the deep IR region.
Interestingly, the unconventional surfaces A1, A2 and B correspond to the unphysical parametric
regime (z,6), as it can be seen in Figure Notice that the surfaces A; although they have
different behavior in the deep IR compared to the conformal ones, their boundary conditions
are sensible. Nevertheless, the regime of Lifshitz and hyperscaling exponents that correspond

to, is outside the NEC.

In summary for # < d — 1 where the boundary of the theory is at » = 0, we obtain the

conventional form of tEE surfaces for a (z, #)-regime that is almost identical to the positive-z
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Figure 10: The NEC for the hyperscal-
ing violation theory together with the thermo-
dynamic stability conditions are shaded
with light green. The stability conditions ex-
clude an additional minor regime compared to
NEC and result to two disconnected regimes.
The blue colored regime includes the conditions
Ay from which constrain the parametric
space to be almost identical to the positive z-
branch of the NEC. In addition, we have the
conventional surfaces of the type C , plot-
ted with orange that fully match with the nega-
tive z-branch of the NEC and comprise the left
top shaded overlapping area.
tional surfaces A;, Ao and B have no overlap
with the NEC plus stability conditions.

The unconven-
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Figure 11: As in Figure the NEC to-
gether with the thermodynamic stability con-
ditions are shaded with green. The blue,
orange and gray colored regimes correspond to
the A1, As from and B from uncon-
ventional surfaces respectively. We observe that
these surfaces appear for parameters that are
outside the accepted parametric regime given
by the NEC and the thermodynamic stability.
The region plot is made for d = 4 without loss
of generality of the observations mentioned.

branch of the thermodynamic stability together with NEC.

To complete the classification we examine hyperscaling theories with boundary at r — oo,

which happens for

0>d—1.

(4.13)

In this case we have only a set of surfaces that satisfy

C:z<0,

(4.14)

on top of (4.9) and (4.13). The timelike surface (Figure E[), extends from the turning point rg
to the deep IR for r < ry. Both spacelike and timelike surfaces have diverging ¢’ at the deep
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IR and the spacelike has vanishing ¢’ at the boundary of the theory, resembling the behavior of
the surfaces of the case Ag and of the conformal theory. Interestingly enough, the surfaces C
correspond identically to the negative-z branch of the thermodynamic stability plus NEC, as it
can be seen in the Figure

So far we have done the classification of the properties of the surfaces and we have shown
that surfaces with conventional behavior restrict the parametric space of the theory to match
the stability and NEC. Notice that one could impose further conditions working with .
For example, on how fast I; vanishes with respect to the conformal surfaces, or investigate the
rate of change of P and T of the hypersurfaces in non-relativistic conformal theory compared
to the ones in the conformal theory. Then it is possible that the parametric space of Ag can be

reduced even further to be fully inside the NEC regime.

In summary, working in the Poincare coordinate system and in the convenient static gauge
parametrization, we provide a classification of the behavior of the timelike and spacelike surfaces
that comprise the tEE. The behavior of the surfaces depends on the values of the parameters
(z,0) responsible for breaking the symmetry of the theory. When the NEC conditions are
satisfied, we find that the tEE surfaces in non-relativistic theories have common characteristics
with the surfaces of conformal field theories. Moreover, by working in the opposite direction
we show that when natural monotonicity conditions are imposed on the tEE, such as requiring
a monotonically decreasing tEE with respect to the interval T', together with the conformal-
like behavior of the hypersurfaces, we find the parametric space (z,6) of the theory to be
almost identical to the parametric physical space required by the NEC and the thermodynamic

stability. Our finding is summarized by the Figures [10] and

4.1.2 Lifshitz Theories: Timelike Entanglement Entropy Surface Properties

Our analysis becomes considerable simpler when one considers the scale invariant Lifshitz the-

ories # = 0. In this case, the tEE reads
S~T =, (4.15)

and therefore from (4.9)) we get
2>0. (4.16)

Then the surfaces B (4.12)), C (4.14) and Az (4.11) are outside this regime. The A; type of

surfaces have the same unconventional properties described in the previous section and the only

one with the desirable properties is the Ay (4.11)) for the parametric space that fully matches
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with the NEC:
z>1. (4.17)

4.1.3 Computation of Timelike Entanglement Entropy

In this subsection, we compute tEE for the strip like subsystem A at the boundary. We first
determine the length of the strip like subsystem A in terms of the turning point rg of the surface
Y rm. The length of the subsystem corresponding to ¥ g. can be computed utilizing for
c? > 0, or equivalently for s = 1. It gives

x 20 21— (5+7)
The =2 th dr = =1 =0 2 4.18
Re /0 Re QT P P ﬁ ) ( )

where €; is a small number utilized as the IR cutoff which cancels in (4.20)), and for presentation

reasons we define the (d, z,0) dependent constant ~ := Similarly for the timelike

2(d—2z+z—0)'
surface X, its length is given by

o0 27 2rg /AT (1 —
Tfm—Q/ ¢, dr =" — TOM. (4.19)
o < < F(ﬁ_fy)

The size of the subsystem A can be obtained by considering the difference between Ty, and

Tre [23] as

T=T —Tn = 227‘6\/77(860 (m) -HIA-9) (4.20)

L'(5-7)

The real part of tEE is obtained from the area of the spacelike surface g, following (2.7]) and

is equal to

4G\ 2r0(1_5>z7r (-Hra-»

a2 SReT T NG (4.21)

In the above expression, we considered the renormalized area by subtracting the infinite straight
surfaces to get rid of the divergences from the UV region. The divergences from the IR region

can be avoided by utilizing the bound d — 8 — 2 > 0, which is obtained for the case Ay given in

(4.11). Utilizing (4.20)), we express the real part of the tEE as,

4G(d+1) Y 1 ﬂfl
Sk = —fsee(e) = 7F (1)

:_f<2(d—22+z—0)>Sec<2(d—2w—iz—z—0)>z_w (c;) Cou)

where the constant f(7) is given by (3.32)).
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Similar to the real part of tEE, the imaginary part can also be obtained using (2.5 and is

equal to

Slm

acyt & 2ro<1_ﬂ)z Vi T (4.23)
£ z T (3-1) '

The imaginary part of TEE in terms of the length of the subsystem T as,

4G(d+1) 1 (1 Z_l . z _d=24z2-0 [ 1 =
7,42 Slm_ f(fY)Z = <T> _Zf<2(d—2+2—9)>z z <T) . (424)

The real and the imaginary parts differ only by a factor isec (77), as

5T . = ST
= . 4.2
She zsec(2(d_2+2_6))81m (4.25)

4.1.4 Fermi Surface and Timelike Entanglement Entropy

We define the systems with Fermi surfaces by the criterion that their entanglement entropy
shows a logarithmic violation of the area law. Here we show that Fermi surfaces can be defined
via the logarithmic behavior of the real part of the tEE, or the constant z-dependent imaginary

part.

To do that we note that the analysis for the tEE has to be done as a separate case for

f=d—2ie = %, since for the integrations of real 1) and imaginary 1’ parts of tEE

we assumed that 6 does not take this particular value.

Utilizing this special value of 8, the equations of motion for Yim and Sge are

1—z 1—z

. r?
= the = 2—0. (4.26)
\[To F T2
The length of the subsystems corresponding to the timelike and spacelike surfaces are computed
as,
275 e o L e

Tpe=—V—— 20 f V- _ (4.27)
z z z

where we consider z > 2—1/(d—1) such that we satisfy the NEC (4.3) and we have the type Ay
surfaces of () and é > rg as €1 is the IR cutoff that does not appear in the system’s total
length T'. Utilizing the above two equations, the length of the subsystem, 7' can be expressed
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as,

L . 95z
T =Trp — Tre = ZU . (4.28)

The real and the imaginary parts of tEE can be obtained following the same procedure presented

Re g ¢ ) Im ’ .

where € = €” is the redefined UV cutoff. The real part of the tEE shows a logarithmic violation of
the tEE area law, signalling the appearance of a Fermi surface in the dual theory. Furthermore,
the imaginary component exhibits a consistent, T-invariant behavior, indicating the presence
of Fermi surfaces in a novel manner. The logarithmic violation term does depend of the scaling
z providing additional information on the critical exponent of the Fermi surfaces, compared to
the holographic entanglement entropy. The same is true as well for the constant imaginary part.
Furthermore, we find that the results in correspond to the 2+ 1 dimensional holographic
dual of 141 dimensional Lifshitz field theory [36], as expected from the definition of the systems

that exhibit Fermi surface.

4.2 Temporal Entanglement Entropy

In this subsection, we consider the metric described in (4.1]) in Euclidean signature to analyze
the behavior of the extremal surface at a constant space slice and subsequently compute the

temporal entanglement entropy.

The equation of motion corresponding to the extremal surface extending from the boundary

r — 0 to the turning point rg into the bulk, is given by

rd79+2z73r6d+9—z+2

\/1 - <%>z(d—2+z—9) )

The subsystem length considered in the Euclidean time direction 7 can be obtained by inte-

grating (4.30) with respect to r and subsequently multiplied by two as

7'(r) = (4.30)

Yoo e (4.31)

_ 25 VAl (v +3)
z I'(v)

ro
T= 2/ dr 7'(r)
0

for the parametric space defined by Ag given in (4.11)). For the temporal entanglement entropy,

one may again consider the different types of surfaces depending on the parameters of the
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theory similar to those of the timelike entanglement entropy. The temporal entanglement

entropy corresponding to the extremal surface described above can be computed from ([2.8)) as

4G (d+1) —(d—0-1)

T=2 d
Ld2S / T\/ 2d—2+2—0)

(4.32)

The above integral contains UV divergence at the boundary r — 0. The finite part from this
integral can be obtained by subtracting the area of the disconnected surface which extends from

the boundary r — 0 to deep into the bulk r — oo as

LdQS z NG

1Cx Vg ( il VL) (4.33)
- :

Utilizing (4.31]), we can now rewrite the above expression in terms of the subsystem length 7'

4G(d+1) 1 1 %71 z d—24z—0 [ 1 z
T (= - —ate=t (1 4.34
Ld2 i S =90z 7<T> g<2(d—2+z—9))z (T> o (434)

where the constant g(7) is defined by (3.40)).

as

As discussed in (3.4)), we compare the above result of temporal entanglement entropy in the
isotropic limit # — 0 and z — 1 with the corresponding tEE before the Wick rotation ¢ — it
obtained for a strip subsystem in the Poincaré EAdSg;1 spacetime described in [21]. We found

an exact match between the two, which provides another consistency check of our result.

4.2.1 Fermi Surface and Temporal Entanglement Entropy

We show that systems with Fermi surfaces can be defined via the logarithmic behavior of the
real part of temporal entanglement entropy. We proceed to compute the temporal entanglement
entropy for a specific choice of parameters where 8 = d — 2. The equation of motion for the

surface is,

2z—1
~/ r

7= 7?82 — (4.35)
At the boundary r = 0, this surface is required to satisfy 7/ = 0 which happens when the NEC

are satisfied. Integrating (4.35) we compute the length of the subsystem A as

~ 2r&
T=""0 (4.36)

z
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where 7y is the turning point of the surface. The temporal entanglement entropy is obtained

by computing the area of the surface ¥,

1AW o 2 (o
N ST ="log (2. 4.37
Ld—2 = 0g< > ( )

which can be expressed with the interval T by

4G5\C,l+l) 5 2 2T

where € = €* is the redefined UV cutoff. The temporal entanglement entropy shows a logarithmic
violation of the temporal area law, signalling the appearance of a Fermi surface in the dual
theory. It does depend of the scaling z providing an additional information of the critical
exponent of the Fermi surfaces, compared to the information obtained by entanglement entropy.
The temporal entanglement entropy is equal with the real part of the tEE . As expected
for the systems with Fermi surfaces their temporal entanglement entropy is of the dual 1 + 1

dimensional Lifshitz field theory which has been computed also in [22].

5 Discussions

In this article, we explore the holographic tEE in various non-relativistic theories that describe,
for example, fixed points with Lifshitz symmetry, hyperscaling violation symmetry, and spatially
anisotropic Lifshitz-like symmetries. This is a natural development, given the sensitivity of the
tEE to non-relativistic symmetries. We consider the union of the spacelike and timelike extremal
surfaces homologous to the timelike region. The real and imaginary components of the tEE
correspond to the spacelike and timelike parts of these extremal surfaces, respectively. We also
compute the gradient normal vector field, whose norm provides conditions for the spacelike and
timelike surfaces in the bulk and where these surfaces meet with each other, illustrating their
arrangement for each theory. After determining these surfaces, we compute their extremal
areas to derive the real and imaginary components of the tEE, which receive contributions
from the spacelike and timelike surfaces respectively. Our approach explicitly agrees with the
holographic computations of [21], 23] when applied to the theories considered in these works,

where the notion of the tEE was previously introduced.

We have summarized most of our results in the introduction already. Here, let us focus more
telegraphically on some additional implications. The norm of the unnormalized gradient normal

vector field of the tEE hypersurfaces, described in ([2.16)), provides conditions for the behavior
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of spacelike and timelike surfaces in the bulk. For example, in any holographic theory, for
timelike and spacelike surfaces to asymptotically end at the same regime, either the norm must
be zero at this point, or the sub-volume formed by the time and spatial directions, excluding

the direction in which the strip is localized, must vanish.

Moreover, in the Poincare coordinate system and in the static gauge parametrization, we
provide a classification of the behavior of the timelike and spacelike surfaces that comprise
the tEE, which depends on the values of the parameters (z,6) responsible for breaking the
symmetry of the system. When the NEC conditions are satisfied, the tEE surfaces in non-
relativistic theories share common characteristics with the surfaces of conformal field theories.
Additionally, thinking in the opposite direction we show that when extra natural conditions
are imposed on the tEE, such as requiring a monotonically decreasing tEE with respect to
the interval T', together with the conformal-like behavior of the hypersurfaces, the parametric
space of the theory is constrained to be almost identical to the one imposed by the NEC
and thermodynamic stability conditions of the theory. This implies that the tEE encodes
information about a theory’s stability and naturalness. In contrast, entanglement entropy does

not contain such information due to its nature involving spacelike intervals.

Our findings strongly suggest that the tEE should be an ideal probe for quantum phase
transitions, especially when there is a breaking or emergence of Lorentz symmetries. It is
known that quantum critical points with Lifshitz symmetry arise in models of strongly correlated
electrons, quantum dimer models on bipartite lattices which exhibit Rokhsar-Kivelson critical
points, and in general, Lifshitz symmetry describes diverse quantum critical phenomena [7} [8], 9,
10l 1T}, 2] [47). Moreover, Lorentz symmetry is often broken in the low-energy phases of matter
in solids. Nevertheless, the energy bands of certain materials can exhibit an emergent Lorentz
symmetry at low energies in quasiparticle excitations above the ground state. The explicit or
spontaneous breaking of this symmetry leads to various phases in the system. A typical example
is the Weyl semimetals [48], [49] 50], where certain phases include additionally rotational broken
symmetry, which we have studied here. Furthermore, holographic models have been proposed to
study quantum phase transitions between a topological Weyl semimetal and a trivial semimetal
[51], or related phase transitions [52]. Remarkably, the holographic c-function, defined via the
classical entanglement entropy, has been proven to be an accurate probe to detect the location
of these types of topological quantum critical points [53]. Our results suggest that the tEE has
the potential to serve as a novel order parameter in quantum many-body systems, potentially
surpassing the entanglement entropy in sensitivity to non-relativistic parameters that measure

the degree of broken symmetries.
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In the limit of large dimensions, we show that, regardless of the theory we are working on,
the real and imaginary parts of tEE tend to become equal in measure. We believe that this is

a universal property of the tEE, as it has been noticed in confining theories as well [23].

Moreover, we show that the tEE also serves as a criterion to identify Fermi surfaces. In
particular, Fermi surfaces can be defined via the logarithmic behavior of the real part of the
tEE, which is analogous to entanglement entropy criteria. Alternatively, Fermi surfaces can be
identified via a constant imaginary part of the tEE, with a certain value that depends on the
Lifshitz exponent of the theory. Our work provides additional meaning and understanding for

the imaginary part of the tEE.

Finally, in our manuscript, we present an extensive analysis of the temporal entanglement
entropy in Euclidean signature, which in general differs from the tEE. The temporal entan-
glement entropy depends on the theory parameters, is sensitive to Lorentz and hyperscaling
violation parameters, and, after a Wick rotation on the boundary interval, may be purely imag-
inary, real, or complex depending on the dimensionality of the system and the values of the
non-relativistic exponents of the theory. It is worth noting that the temporal entanglement

entropy also hints at the presence of Fermi surfaces in the system.
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A Null Energy Conditions

We consider the essential pointwise energy conditions in order to have a non-repulsive gravity
in anisotropic spacetimes. We review the computation and the result of the NEC of [26]. For
the study of the energy conditions and without loss of any generality it is more convenient to

re-express the generic holographic dual space time of an anisotropic theory metric (2.1)) as
ds3 = —e*POdt? 1+ di? 4 2NN g2 4 242N gy? | (A1)

where the spatial coordinates z; and y; extend respectively along d; and dy directions such that

dy +dy = d—1. The NEC ensure the non-repulsive nature of gravity for the null geodesics [2§].
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Also ensure that the theories do not contain instabilities and avoid superluminal modes in the
scalar correlators of the theory [54]. The corresponding NEC imposed on the matter fields can
be expressed as T),,£#§” > 0, for any null vector £ satisfying £#§, = 0. The NEC in terms of

the Ricci tensor for the anisotropic theories are written as [26]:
Ri—R)>0, R/—Ry>0, R.—R)>0, (A.2)

with no summation over the repetitive indices and the x and y coordinates are denoted by the

indices ¢ and j respectively.

Applying the above NEC for the anisotropic spacetime described in (A.1) we have three

independent conditions as [26]:

((B'(7) — A4(7)ePOH0) > 0, (A.3)
((B/(f) N Al2(,’:))eB(7:)+k(7:)>/ >0, <A4)
— d1 A} (F)? — da AY(F)? + B' (MK (F) — K'(7) > 0, (A.5)

were k(r) := dyA1(r) + doAs(r), where the first two equations are written in form of monoton-

ically increasing functions.

An analogous condition to NEC for the null geodesics, appears in the Raychaudhuri equation
for the timelike geodesics congruences. In order to secure everywhere an attractive effect on

the timelike congruences we need to impose
Ry tht” >0 (A.6)

for the timelike vectors t*. These conditions usually refer as strong energy conditions. Here,
we focus mainly the implications of the NEC. We have examined the contraction of the tEE
hypersurface timelike vectors with the Ricci tensor to obtain explicitly one of the NEC. A more
systematic study of the strong energy conditions in relation to the timelike vectors of the tEE

hypersurfaces would be interesting.
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