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We consider a model for a Planck-scale ultraviolet cutoff which is based on Shannon sampling. Shannon
sampling originated in information theory, where it expresses the equivalence of continuous and discrete
representations of information. When applied to quantum field theory, Shannon sampling expresses a hard
ultraviolet cutoff in the form of a bandlimitation. This introduces nonlocality at the cutoff scale in a way that
is more subtle than a simple discretization of space: quantum fields can then be represented as either living
on continuous space or, entirely equivalently, as living on any one lattice whose average spacing is
sufficiently small. We explicitly calculate vacuum entanglement entropies in 1þ 1 dimensions and we find
a transition between logarithmic and linear scaling of the entropy, which is the expected 1þ 1 dimensional
analog of the transition from an area to a volume law. We also use entanglement entropy and mutual
information as measures to probe in detail the localizability of the field degrees of freedom. We find that,
even though neither translation nor rotation invariance are broken, each field degree of freedom occupies an
incompressible volume of space, indicating a finite information density.
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I. INTRODUCTION

It is generally thought that quantum theory and general
relativity, when combined, imply the existence of a mini-
mum length in nature, see e.g., [1–6]. One line of argument
is to consider that when attempting to resolve distances
with a smaller and smaller uncertainty Δx, the thereby
necessarily increasing momentum uncertainty will
induce a correspondingly increasing curvature uncertainty.
Eventually the growing curvature uncertainty should make
it impossible to resolve distances any further, leading to
Δx≳ lP, where lP is at the Planck scale, or perhaps the
string scale.
Another line of argument comes from black hole

physics. Black holes (and more general causal horizons
[7]) are believed to carry a finite entropy given by the
Bekenstein-Hawking formula, SBH ¼ A

4G (we set
c ¼ ℏ ¼ 1). This entropy may have its origin in the
entanglement entropy of quantum fields [8–10] (see [11]
for a review): the entanglement entropy has the same
scaling behavior as SBH and the dependence on the number
of particle species could also be matched when taking into
account how the renormalized gravitational coupling
depends on the number of species [12,13]. Crucially, the

entanglement entropy also matches the order of magnitude
of SBH, if there exists a natural ultraviolet cutoff which is
close to the Planck length, lP ¼ ffiffiffiffi

G
p

.
Given these and other arguments, (see e.g., [14]), for the

existence of a natural ultraviolet cutoff at the Planck length,
the question arises as to the nature of this ultraviolet cutoff.
In which sense might the density of degrees of freedom in
quantum fields be finite? How are these degrees of freedom
distributed and how can they be spatially resolved?
To completely answer these questions would require

knowledge of the still-to-be-developed theory of quantum
gravity. More feasible at the present stage is to study how
the natural ultraviolet cutoff may first manifest itself as one
approaches the Planck scale from low energies, i.e., when
coming from the safe ground of low energy physics where
conventional quantum field theory (QFT) still holds. The
question then is how can one model the first modifications
to quantum field theory that express the impact of a Planck
length cutoff.
One simple model is that of QFT on discretized space or

spacetime. A difficulty with this approach is the associated
complete breaking of local Poincaré symmetry, though there
are interesting methods to generate discretizations whose
statistics are Poincaré invariant [15–17]. Also, when lattices
evolve in time, there tend to be problems with nonadiaba-
ticity and an associated excessive particle production from
the vacuum, in particular, in an expanding universe [18].
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Here, we will consider a different model for a natural
ultraviolet cutoff in QFT with which at least the local
Euclidean symmetries are preserved and which does not
necessarily induce nonadiabaticities in an expanding uni-
verse. The model is that of QFT with a hard cutoff in the
form of a finite spatial bandwidth, i.e., a finite smallest
wavelength [19–22]. How does this compare to the models
of QFT on a lattice? It is well known that the discretization
of space gives rise to a minimum wavelength. It is less
well known that, vice versa, to impose a lower bound on
wavelengths does not automatically lead to a discretization
of space. Instead, one can also obtain a so-called sampling-
theoretic cutoff which does not break symmetries such as
translation invariance. With this cutoff, the theory does
not live on a single dedicated lattice. Instead, it lives on
continuous space and, entirely equivalently, it can be
written as living on any one lattice whose average spacing
is sufficiently small.
The mathematical structure that underlies the sampling-

theoretic ultraviolet cutoff is Shannon sampling theory.
Shannon sampling plays a central role in information
theory because it establishes the equivalence of continuous
and discrete representations of information [23].
Consider, for example, a music signal, fðtÞ, that is low-

pass filtered to some finite bandwidth, Ω. Even though the
bandlimited music signal is a continuous function in time, it
suffices to know the signal’s amplitudes fðtnÞ on any single
lattice of points ftng, if the lattice has an average spacing
at or below the critical spacing π=Ω, which is called the
Nyquist spacing. From the amplitude samples ffðtnÞg, the
signal fðtÞ can then be reconstructed for all t, in principle,
without error. This establishes the equivalence of continu-
ous and discrete representations of information. The fact
that none of the set of sufficiently densely spaced lattices is
preferred allows the preservation of full translation invari-
ance (and in higher dimensions also rotation invariance).
Applied to physics, this means that spacetime could be

simultaneously continuous and discrete in mathematically
the same way that information (such as a music signal)
possesses simultaneously both a continuous representation
and equivalent discrete representations. Physical fields then
possess a representation on continuous space, while being
fully equivalently represented also by their amplitudes on
any one lattice of sufficiently dense spacing. The democ-
racy among these lattices allows translation and rotation
invariance and more generally also Killing vector fields to
be preserved with the cutoff.
Our aim here is to study the implications of this

sampling-theoretic ultraviolet cutoff for localization and
entanglement in quantum field theory.
We find that the sampling-theoretic ultraviolet cutoff

implies a particular kind of nonlocality in QFT which
manifests itself through small but nonvanishing equal-time
commutators at spacelike separation. This type of non-
locality appears naturally in perturbative quantum gravity

[24,25] and in string field theory [26]. We also show how
correlation functions are affected by the bandlimit, both
classically at finite temperature, and quantum mechanically.
Further, in order to probe the spatial localization of

degrees of freedom with this UV cutoff, we examine the
behavior of the entanglement entropy in a quantum field.
For comparison, recall that in a QFT regulated on a lattice,
the local field oscillators are coupled via the discretized
spatial Laplace operator in the Lagrangian. This makes
their joint ground state, i.e., the vacuum state, an entangled
state. Tracing over a region therefore yields an entangle-
ment entropy. Due to the generally short range of the
vacuum entanglement, the contributions to the entangle-
ment entropy are dominated by correlations between those
local field oscillators that are close the boundary of the
considered region. This usually leads to an area law for the
entanglement entropy, see e.g., [27]. In the 1þ 1 dimen-
sional massless field theory that we will consider, the
correlation length is infinite and the entanglement entropy
therefore grows logarithmically (see [28]).
Unlike in such lattice theories, a bandlimited QFT does

not have a preferred lattice representation. This makes the
splitting of space into distinct regions nontrivial and, as a
consequence, the Hilbert space does not automatically
factorize into subsystems. Instead, more subtly, any dis-
crete subset of points in space now defines a subsystem,
and one can calculate its entanglement entropy with the rest
of the system. In particular, we show how to calculate the
entanglement entropy for a subset of degrees of freedom in
a Gaussian state. Our result generalizes known formulas for
the entropy of Gaussian states to the setting where the
commutation relations are nontrivial.
With samples placed at the Nyquist spacing, π=Ω, we

recover the usual logarithmic scaling behavior of the
entanglement entropy. When the spacing is larger than
the Nyquist spacing (undersampling), we find that the
entanglement entropy crosses over to a volume law.
Further, unlike in a lattice theory, in the bandlimited theory
it is possible to probe the entanglement between degrees of
freedom that are arbitrarily closely spaced. Surprisingly,
when the spacing of samples is smaller than the Nyquist
spacing (oversampling), we find no reduction in entangle-
ment entropy. Since the sampling points can occupy an
arbitrarily small region, this, naively, appears to indicate
that the field still carries an infinite density of local degrees
of freedom (local field oscillators). We show that the
resolution of this apparent paradox is that the region of
space being probed by the sample points does not actually
decrease as the samples are taken closer together. In effect,
each local field degree of freedom occupies an incom-
pressible volume.
Finally, we briefly examine the infrared behavior of the

entanglement entropy in the 1þ 1 dimensional bandlimited
theory. In addition to the well-known logarithmic growth of
the entanglement entropy, there is a subleading double
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logarithmic infrared divergence. This divergence appears
whenever there is a continuum of modes above the infrared
cutoff scale; thus it appears when regulating the infrared
with a mass or a hard momentum cutoff, but not if
regulating by imposing periodic boundary conditions.
We conclude with a discussion of implications and

directions for future work.

II. SAMPLING THEORY FOR QUANTUM FIELDS

A. Overview of classical sampling theory

The central result of classical sampling theory is
Shannon’s sampling theorem [23]. This theorem estab-
lishes an equivalence between discrete and continuous
representations of information and it is, therefore, in
ubiquitous use in communication engineering and signal
processing. Let us consider a bandlimited signal, ϕðxÞ, i.e.,
a signal whose Fourier transform is supported on an interval
ð−Ω;ΩÞ, whose width is the bandwidth 2Ω:

ϕðxÞ ¼
Z

Ω

−Ω

dk
2π

~ϕðkÞeikx: ð1Þ

Shannon’s theorem states that such a function is completely

determined by its values ϕðxðαÞn Þ on a discrete lattice of

points fxðαÞn g, where xðαÞn ¼ ð2πn − αÞ=ð2ΩÞ and n ∈ Z.
Here, α ∈ ½0; 2πÞ is an arbitrary fixed constant that labels

lattices. Given the values, fϕðxðαÞn Þg, of the function on this
lattice, ϕðxÞ can be recovered for any x by the
reconstruction formula:

ϕðxÞ ¼
X
n∈Z

sinc½ðx − xðαÞn ÞΩ�ϕðxðαÞn Þ: ð2Þ

Thus, the space of bandlimited functions is completely
equivalent to the space of functions defined on this lattice.
This has the practical implication of allowing us to work
with concrete and therefore computationally convenient
representations of functions on a lattice (as well as quantum
fields, as we will see below) while preserving translation
invariance (because the function retains its equivalent
continuous representation).
Another important finding in sampling theory is that the

samples of the function do not have to be taken equidis-
tantly: a bandlimited function can be reconstructed on any
discrete set of points as long as these points are chosen with
a sufficiently dense average spacing (technically, the
Beurling average spacing [29,30]). Here, this maximum
average spacing is π=Ω. In general, such a set of points is
called a sampling lattice, and the case of equidistant
samples with separation π=Ω is called a Nyquist lattice.
In the case of sampling on a lattice other than a Nyquist
lattice, perfect reconstruction is still possible but the
reconstruction formula is more complicated than (2) and
the reconstruction becomes more sensitive to noise in the

samples. Because the degrees of freedom of the function
(values at the sample points) are not confined to any
particular sampling lattice, the information contained in
bandlimited signal is subtly nonlocal.
Sampling theory generalizes readily to bandlimited

functions in higher dimensions, whose Fourier transforms
are supported in a compact region of momentum space, see
[31–34], and it generalizes also to curved space [35].
Now we will briefly outline some of the functional

analytic properties of the space of bandlimited functions.
We refer the reader to the Appendix for more details
regarding the functional analytic structure of sampling
theory.
The sampling theorem for a Nyquist lattice fxðαÞn gn∈Z

implies that the collection of sinc functions centered at the
lattice points forms a basis for the space of bandlimited
functions. Moreover, the coefficients of a function in this
basis are simply the values of the function at the corre-
sponding lattice points. This basis is orthonormal in the
inner product

ðϕ;ψÞ ≔ Ω
π

Z
dxϕ�ðxÞψðxÞ: ð3Þ

The orthogonality follows from the identity

Ω
π

Z
dx sinc½ðx − xðαÞn ÞΩ�sinc½ðx − xðαÞm ÞΩ� ¼ δnm: ð4Þ

Different values of α correspond to translated versions of
the lattice. The sinc functions centered at lattice points with
a different value of α also form an orthogonal basis.
Crucially, however, sinc functions from different lattices
are not orthogonal:

Ω
π

Z
dx sinc½ðx − xðαÞn ÞΩ�sinc½ðx − xðα

0Þ
m ÞΩ�

¼ sinc½ðxðαÞn − xðα
0Þ

m ÞΩ�
¼ sinc½πðn −mÞ þ ðα − α0Þ=2�
≠ δnm; for α ≠ α0: ð5Þ

Here α; α0 ∈ ½0; 2πÞ. This fact will be important when we
study the localization of field degrees of freedom.
Let us denote the vector in the function space corre-

sponding to sinc½ðx − xðαÞn ÞΩ� by jxðαÞn Þ. For fixed α, we then
obtain a resolution of the identity:

X
n∈Z

jxðαÞn ÞðxðαÞn j ¼ 1: ð6Þ

Taking the union of these bases over α, we get an over-
complete basis for the function space with the correspond-

ing xðαÞn ’s covering R. For each x ∈ R, there exist a unique

α and n such that x ¼ xðαÞn ; we can therefore suppress the
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indices and denote jxðαÞn Þ ¼ jxÞ. We can then write down an
overcomplete resolution of identity:

Ω
π

Z
R
dxjxÞðxj ¼ 1; ð7Þ

where the measure Ωdx=π gives the density of degrees of
freedom in space, given by the Nyquist rate. This over-
complete resolution of the identity is analogous to that for
coherent states jαi

1

π

Z
C
d2αjαihαj ¼ 1; ð8Þ

where the measure d2α=π ¼ dxdp=2πℏ gives the density
of independent states in phase space.
The space of bandlimited functions is a reproducing

kernel Hilbert space [31,32,34]. This means that any
function in the space can be recovered by means of the
reproducing kernel Kðx; x0Þ as follows:

ψðxÞ ¼
Z

dx0Kðx; x0Þψðx0Þ;

Kðx; x0Þ ≔ Ω
π
ðxjx0Þ ¼ Ω

π
sinc½ðx − x0ÞΩ�: ð9Þ

B. Reconstruction formula for quantum fields

We now apply the sampling theorem to a quantum field
ϕ̂ in 1þ 1 dimensions, with a Hilbert spaceH. Let jϕi ∈ H
be an eigenstate of the field operator obeying
ϕ̂ðxÞjϕi ¼ ϕðxÞjϕi∀ x ∈ R for some real-valued function
of eigenvalues, ϕ. Note that in a continuum field theory
without a cutoff, ϕ̂ is not an operator but an operator-valued
distribution which must be smeared with a suitable test
function to obtain an operator. In the bandlimited theory,
the cutoff acts as an effective smearing function, and ϕ̂ is a
genuine operator, though still unbounded.
Now let Hð−Ω;ΩÞ be the subspace spanned by the

eigenstates of ϕ̂ where the corresponding functions of
eigenvalues ϕ are functions bandlimited byΩ. Because ϕ is
a bandlimited function, the eigenvalue ϕðxÞ at any point
x ∈ R can be determined by the knowledge of the eigen-

values ϕðxðαÞn Þ at all of the points xðαÞn on a sampling lattice

fxðαÞn gn∈Z. Thus, the action of the operator ϕ̂ðxÞ on an
eigenstate of the field is determined from its action on a
sampling lattice. Explicitly,

ϕ̂ðxÞjϕi ¼ ϕðxÞjϕi
¼

X
n∈Z

sinc½ðx − xðαÞn ÞΩ�ϕðxðαÞn Þjϕi

¼
X
n∈Z

sinc½ðx − xðαÞn ÞΩ�ϕ̂ðxðαÞn Þjϕi: ð10Þ

Of course, this is true for all eigenstates of ϕ̂ in Hð−Ω;ΩÞ.
SinceHð−Ω;ΩÞ is the span of these eigenstates, the action of

ϕ̂ðxÞ is determined by that of fϕ̂ðxðαÞn Þgn∈Z for all states in
Hð−Ω;ΩÞ. Thus, we can write

ϕ̂ðxÞ ¼
X
n∈Z

sinc½ðx − xðαÞn ÞΩ�ϕ̂ðxðαÞn Þ: ð11Þ

Therefore, the operators fϕ̂ðxðαÞn Þgn∈Z form a complete set
of commuting observables for any α. The fact that there are
many lattices on which the field can be represented means
that the localization of the degrees of freedom is nontrivial.
In the next section we will briefly examine this, but it will
be studied further in later sections of the paper.

C. A first look at localization

In a bandlimited field theory, the local harmonic oscil-
lators, i.e., the local degrees of freedom ϕðxÞ, are not all
independent. Namely, a set of degrees of freedom fϕðxnÞg
is linearly independent only if the xn all belong to the same
sampling lattice. The field ϕðxÞ at any other spatial point x
can then be reconstructed from the amplitudes fϕðxnÞg.
In this section we will construct a function that describes
the spatial volume occupied by a set of degrees of free-
dom fϕðxÞg.
To this end, consider the subspace spanned byN position

eigenvectors fjxnÞgNn¼1 of first quantization (i.e., they can
be represented as number-valued function over space). We
will allow that they are not all from the same Nyquist
lattice, and therefore they are generally not orthogonal.
Intuitively, the vector jxnÞ characterizes the spatial profile
of the field degree of freedom ϕ̂ðxnÞ located at this point.
Let us now construct the projector onto this subspace, in the
basis of these N position vectors. First, we map the position
vectors to an orthogonal basis

jeiÞ ¼
X
j

BijjxjÞ: ð12Þ

The projector onto this subspace is given by

1N ≔
X
i

jeiÞðeij

¼
X
j;k

�X
i

BijðB†Þik
�
jxjÞðxkj: ð13Þ

We can express the elements of the projector in the
nonorthogonal basis fjxnÞgNn¼1 using the reproducing
kernel,
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Kðxj; xkÞ ≔
Ω
π
ðxjjxkÞ

¼ Ω
π

�X
i

ðeijðB−1†Þji
��X

l

ðB−1ÞkljelÞ
�

¼ Ω
π

X
i

ðB−1†ÞjiðB−1Þki: ð14Þ

Viewing Kðxj; xkÞ as the ðj; kÞth element of an N × N
matrix KN , we can write

1N ¼ Ω
π

X
j;k

ðK−1
N ÞkjjxjÞðxkj: ð15Þ

Inserting the resolution of identity (7), we can write this
projector in the continuum basis:

1N ¼
Z
R2

dxdx0
Ω
π

X
jk

Kðx; xjÞðK−1
N ÞkjKðxk; x0Þ jxÞðx0j:

ð16Þ

Note that the trace of this operator is N, since it is simply
the identity on an N-dimensional subspace. This trace is
represented in the continuum basis as an integral over the
diagonal elements of the integral kernel. We can interpret
the diagonal elements of this projector in the continuum
basis (i.e., as a function of x ∈ R) as the spatial profile of
the N vectors fjxnÞgNn¼1. Explicitly, this function is

INðxÞ ≔
Ω3

π3
X
jk

sinc½ðx − xjÞΩ�ðK−1
N Þjksinc½ðxk − xÞΩ�;

ð17Þ

where fxjgNj¼1 are the positions of the N sample points and
where K−1

N is the matrix inverse of KN , whose elements are

ðKNÞjk ≔
Ω
π
sinc½ðxj − xkÞΩ�: ð18Þ

We can then visualize the spatial profile of N degrees of
freedom for various spacings between the degrees of
freedom; this is illustrated in Fig. 1, for 5 points.
We see that for sampling point separations larger than the

Nyquist spacing (shown in the region > 1 on the vertical
axis), the degrees of freedom are clearly localized about the
chosen sampling points and they are nonlocal on the order
of the cutoff length (in the horizontal axis). When the points
are spaced close to the Nyquist spacing (i.e., spacing of 1),
the spatial profiles of the points converge to form a volume
of length 5. The surprising point illustrated by this plot is
that when the points are spaced closer than a Nyquist
spacing apart, the points still describe a spatial volume
equivalent to the spatial volume described by the points

when they are spaced at the Nyquist spacing. Thus we see
that each point can be localized to a unit of volume, and that
these volume elements are incompressible, in the sense that
N points pushed close together still describe an interval of
length N. Intuitively, it is clear that, because of the cutoff,
placing the sampling points closer than a Nyquist spacing
should not uncover new degrees of freedom. What is
surprising but in hindsight plausible is that even when N
sample points are closer than the Nyquist spacing they still
access N degrees of freedom.
We will return to this issue in the context of quantum

fields in Sec. V.

D. Bandlimited correlation functions

We would now like to see the effect that bandlimiting a
quantum field has on the commutation relations and
correlation functions of the ground state of the field. The
particular fields we will hereafter be considering are 1þ 1
dimensional massless scalar quantum fields with an ultra-
violet cutoff Ω and infrared cutoff ω imposed on the spatial
momentum, so that ω < jkj < Ω. Note that bandlimited
functions which have support on ð−Ω;−ωÞ∪ðω;ΩÞ in
Fourier space form a subspace of the space of functions
with support on ð−Ω;ΩÞ. Thus the above sampling
theorem (2) also applies to these functions.
We consider the system described by the free Klein-

Gordon Hamiltonian,

FIG. 1 (color online). Spatial profile (in the horizontal axis) of
five equally spaced degrees of freedom, as given by the function
(17), as a function of their spacing (vertical axis). Both axes are
scaled so that the cutoff length, or Nyquist spacing, π=Ω, is equal
to one. The sample points are centered at x ¼ 0. We see that for
spacings above the Nyquist spacing, the degrees of freedom
occupy a region consisting of five disjoint intervals of length ∼1
surrounding each sample point. Below the Nyquist spacing, the
degrees of freedom merge to occupy a single interval of length
∼5. This interval does not decrease in size even as the sampling
points are taken on top of one another.
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H½ϕ; π� ≔ 1

2

Z
R
dxðπ2ðxÞ þ ϕðxÞð−ΔÞϕðxÞÞ; ð19Þ

where Δ ¼ ∂2
x is the scalar Laplacian operator. Here and

below wewill not write the ^on top of operators. The field ϕ
and its conjugate momentum π can be expressed with the
usual mode expansion (see, e.g., [36]), except that the field
modes outside of the range ω < jkj < Ω are removed:

ϕðxÞ ¼
Z
ω<jkj<Ω

dk
2π

1ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
2jkjp ðakeikx þ a†ke

−ikxÞ; ð20Þ

πðxÞ ¼
Z
ω<jkj<Ω

dk
2π

1

i

ffiffiffiffiffi
jkj
2

r
ðakeikx − a†ke

−ikxÞ: ð21Þ

Here ak, a
†
k are the usual annihilation and creation operators

obeying the commutation relations ½ak;a†k0 � ¼ ð2πÞδðk−k0Þ
and all other commutators vanish. Notice that the Hilbert
space Hð−Ω;ΩÞ is unitarily preserved under free time
evolution because the Fourier modes of the field are
uncoupled.1 From the mode expansions we can now
calculate commutation relations and two-point functions
for the field at two arbitrary points x; x0 ∈ R. The equal-
time commutation relations between ϕ and π become

½ϕðxÞ; πðx0Þ� ¼ i

�
Ω
π
sincðΩΔxÞ − ω

π
sincðωΔxÞ

�
; ð22Þ

where we have written Δx ≔ x − x0. Note that the com-
mutator can be related to the reproducing kernel which we
used in the first quantized picture (9) after projecting the
kernel onto the space of bandlimited functions with support
on ð−Ω;−ωÞ∪ðω;ΩÞ in Fourier space:

½ϕðxÞ; πðx0Þ� ¼ iKðx; x0Þ: ð23Þ

The remaining commutators all vanish: ½ϕðxÞ;ϕðx0Þ� ¼
½πðxÞ; πðx0Þ� ¼ 0 for any two points.
The correlation function for the ground state of the field

at two distinct points is

h0jϕðxÞϕðx0Þj0i ¼ 1

2π
½CiðΩΔxÞ − CiðωΔxÞ�: ð24Þ

In the coincidence limit this becomes

h0jϕ2ðxÞj0i ¼ 1

2π
log

�
Ω
ω

�
: ð25Þ

Similarly, the correlation function for the conjugate
momentum at two distinct points is

h0jπðxÞπðx0Þj0i ¼ cosðΩΔxÞ − cosðωΔxÞ
2πΔx2

þΩ sinðΩΔxÞ − ω sinðωΔxÞ
2πΔx

; ð26Þ

which becomes in the coincidence limit

h0jπ2ðxÞj0i ¼ Ω2 − ω2

4π
: ð27Þ

The correlation functions between ϕ and π at equal times all
vanish, 1

2
h0jfϕðxÞ; πðx0Þgj0i ¼ 0.

From Eq. (25), we see that the infrared cutoff ω is
necessary to regulate the infrared divergence of the hϕϕi
correlator. It will therefore be necessary to keep ω strictly
positive for our calculations, and we will examine infrared
effects in more detail in Sec. VI. Since we are more
interested in the effect of the ultraviolet cutoff Ω, we
display the correlation function in the limit ω → 0 while
adding appropriate counterterms to the correlation func-
tions. The second term of Eq. (24) contains the infrared
divergence. For ω=Ω ≪ 1, we have

Ci

�
ω

Ω
ΩΔx

�
¼ γ þ logðΩΔxÞ þ logðω=ΩÞ þOðω=ΩÞ:

ð28Þ

Therefore if we add a term logðω=ΩÞ=ð2πÞ to the hϕϕi
correlator, in the limit ω → 0 we find that at two distinct
points

h0jϕðxÞϕðx0Þj0i ↦ 1

2π
½CiðΩΔxÞ − γ − logðΩΔxÞ�: ð29Þ

We also want this correlator to give the usual nonband-
limited correlator when Ω → ∞. The nonbandlimited
correlator is

h0jϕðxÞϕðx0Þj0i ¼
Z
R

dk
2π

1

2jkj e
ikΔx ¼ −1

2π
ðγ þ log jΔxjÞ:

ð30Þ

Thus, since CiðΩjΔxjÞ → 0 as Ω → ∞, we must add
another factor of logðΩÞ=ð2πÞ to hϕϕi to get

h0jϕðxÞϕðx0Þj0i ¼ 1

2π
½CiðΩΔxÞ − γ − log jΔxj�; ð31Þ

and at a single point we have

h0jϕ2ðxÞj0i ¼ 1

2π
logðΩÞ: ð32Þ

1In an interacting theory the modes would couple and, naively,
one may expect this to generate shorter-than-cutoff (i.e. trans-
Planckian) wavelengths. Realistically, however, such high-energetic
particle collisions would necessarily excite the very gravitational
degrees of freedom that are thought to enforce the ultraviolet cutoff
in the first place, which may well save unitarity.
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The correlator hππi is not divergent in the infrared, thus we
can directly take the limit ω=Ω → 0.
In Figs. 2 and 3 we present graphs of the correlation

functions h0jϕðxÞϕðx0Þj0i and h0jπðxÞπðx0Þj0i (respec-
tively) as a function of Δx, with the infrared cutoff
removed. In both figures, we see that the correlations
decay with distance, similarly to the correlations when
there is no ultraviolet cutoff. We notice that the bandlimited

correlation functions oscillate with wavelengths of the
order of the ultraviolet cutoff length. As we will see later,
similar oscillations also occur in the correlations of
thermally distributed bandlimited classical signals.

III. ENTROPY OF GAUSSIAN STATES

We would like to understand how the delocalization of
degrees of freedom of the bandlimited quantum field theory
affects the localization of information in space. A useful
tool to probe the distribution of degrees of freedom in space
is the von Neumann entropy of localized subsystems, and
derived quantities such as the mutual information. Suppose
we have a state of a bandlimited field, whose wave numbers
are in the range ω < jkj < Ω, and we are able to make
measurements of the field amplitude ϕ and its conjugate
momentum π at a finite number, N, of points. Any set of
points defines a subsystem in this way, regardless of their
relative positions in space, and we can define a von
Neumann entropy associated with this subsystem. In this
section we show how to calculate the von Neumann
entropy associated with an arbitrary subset of points using
the formalism of Gaussian states [37]. We leave concrete
numerical calculations for Sec. IV.
First in Sec. III A, we consider a classical field in a

thermal state. For this system there is no entanglement or
quantum noise and all of the entropy comes from thermal
fluctuations. Then in III B, we consider a thermal state of a
quantum system, which in the limit of zero temperature
becomes the ground state of the quantum field. In this case
the entropy includes both entanglement entropy and ther-
mal fluctuations, and in the zero temperature limit is
entirely due to quantum entanglement. This will demon-
strate how the classical results emerge from the quantum
results at high temperatures.

A. Classical entropy

Let us first consider the classical situation where the field
we are given is chosen from some given classical distri-
bution. If, for example, the statistical distribution is that of
Gaussian white noise, the values of the field at different
sample points are uncorrelated. Since the entropy is
additive for uncorrelated degrees of freedom, the entropy
associated with N samples is linear in N. The classical case
which we will be more interested in, because it is more
comparable to the quantum case, is the case where the
statistical distribution of the signals is a thermal distribu-
tion of a 1þ 1 dimensional classical Klein-Gordon
Hamiltonian, with fields that have both an ultraviolet cutoff
Ω and infrared cutoff ω. For this distribution, the degrees of
freedom of the field at the sample points will be coupled,
causing the values of the field at these points to be
correlated. We therefore expect that the entropy of the
interval of N samples has a contribution which is

FIG. 2 (color online). ϕ − ϕ correlations as a function of their
separation. The horizontal axis is scaled by Ω=π so that integer
values correspond to Nyquist spacings. The bandlimited corre-
lations are blue with the Nyquist spacings indicated by red dots.
The black dashed line shows the ultraviolet-divergent correlations
without the ultraviolet bandlimit. We see that for points on the
Nyquist lattice, the bandlimited correlators are in closer agree-
ment to the correlation functions without the bandlimit. A
counterterm of logðωÞ=ð2πÞ is added to hϕϕi to cancel the
infrared divergence.

FIG. 3 (color online). π-π correlations as a function of their
separation. The horizontal axis is scaled by Ω=π so that integer
values correspond to Nyquist spacings. The vertical axis is scaled
by 1=Ω2. The bandlimited correlations are blue with the Nyquist
spacings indicated by red dots. The black dashed line shows
the ultraviolet-divergent correlations without the ultraviolet
bandlimit.
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nonlinearly dependent on N. We now explicitly calculate
the entropy created for these N samples.
We will go through the entropy calculation in detail since

many of the steps are reproduced in the quantum calcu-
lation. We begin with the Hamiltonian in momentum space,

H½ ~ϕ; ~π� ¼ 1

2

Z
ω<jkj<Ω

dk
2π

ðj ~πðkÞj2 þ k2j ~ϕðkÞj2Þ: ð33Þ

Both the ultraviolet and infrared cutoffs are explicitly
enforced in this description by the restriction on the
momentum k. For a thermal state, the probability distri-
bution of the fields in momentum space is given by the
Boltzmann distribution

p½ ~ϕ; ~π� ¼ 1

Z
e−βH½ ~ϕ; ~π�: ð34Þ

We seek the entropy of a reduced probability distribution
for a set ofN sample points. To this end, we choose a lattice
fxngn∈Z and we write Δxmn ≔ xm − xn. We denote the
values of the field at these points ϕn ≔ ϕðxnÞ, πn ≔ πðxnÞ.
To find the probability distribution for the samples, we
perform a change of phase space coordinates from the fields
in momentum space to a sampling lattice:

ϕðxnÞ ¼
Z
ω<jkj<Ω

dk
2π

eikxn ~ϕðkÞ;

πðxnÞ ¼
Z
ω<jkj<Ω

dk
2π

eikxn ~πðkÞ: ð35Þ

Instead of explicitly performing this change of variables, it
will be more convenient to make use of the fact that the
probability distribution in terms of ϕn and πn is Gaussian.
This follows from the fact that the probability distribution
in momentum space is Gaussian and the change of phase
space variables (35) is linear. The distribution is therefore
characterized entirely by the two-point functions.
First, note that one can easily calculate the power spectra

of the fields from the probability distribution (34) where the
fields are represented in momentum space:

hj ~ϕðkÞj2i ¼ 1

βω2
k

; ð36Þ

hj ~πðkÞj2i ¼ 1

β
: ð37Þ

Then we can obtain the correlators of the fields between
two arbitrary points by taking the Fourier transform of the
power spectra:

hϕðxÞϕðx0Þi ¼ 1

β

�
cosðωΔxÞ

πω
−
cosðΩΔxÞ

πΩ

�

þ Δx
β

½SiðωΔxÞ − SiðΩΔxÞ�; ð38Þ

hπðxÞπðx0Þi ¼ 1

β

�
Ω
π
sincðΩΔxÞ − ω

π
sincðωΔxÞ

�
: ð39Þ

These correlators are plotted as a function of Δx in
Figs. 6 and 7 alongside the finite-temperature quantum
correlators calculated below. In a similar manner as for the
vacuum correlators in the previous section, these functions
are displayed with added infrared counterterms. The hππi
correlator is again finite as ω=Ω → 0, so for plotting
purposes, we can just take this limit. Since SiðωΔxÞ → 0
as ω=Ω → 0, the first term in Eq. (38) is the only infrared
divergent term whose divergence may be canceled by
subtracting 1=ðπβωÞ since as ω=Ω → 0,

cosðωΔxÞ
πβω

∼
1

πβω
: ð40Þ

The function plotted in Fig. 6 is then

hϕðxÞϕðx0Þi ¼ −1
β

�
cosðΩΔxÞ

πΩ
þ ΔxSiðΩΔxÞ

�
: ð41Þ

For the entropy calculation, we require the reduced
probability distribution for N sample points obtained by
marginalizing over a complementary set of phase space
coordinates. In a lattice theory, this would simply mean
integrating over the field values at all lattice sites not under
consideration. In a bandlimited theory, the complementary
subsystem to a set of points is not generally associated to
any set of points; it is nonlocal. As previously noted, we do
not actually need to carry out the marginalization, as the
reduced probability distribution on the N samples is
Gaussian, and hence entirely determined by the two-point
functions of the N points. Nevertheless, it is instructive to
carry out the decomposition of the total system into the N
sample points and their complement.
We will perform this calculation for any Gaussian state

of the form

pðfϕn; πngnÞ ¼
1

Z
e−

1
2

P
m;n

πmAmnπn × e−
1
2

P
m;n

ϕmBmnϕn ð42Þ

with positive-definite, symmetric matrices A and B. For the
above example, the ϕn’s and πn’s would represent the field
amplitudes on a sampling lattice. We can split the phase
space into a subsystem describing the N sample points and
its complementary subsystem by performing a change of
variables which splits the matrices encoding the Poisson
bracket and symplectic form into a direct sum of the
matrices which act on the individual subspaces separately.
It will be convenient to write the phase space variables in a
vector ~r ¼ ðϕ1; π1;ϕ2; π2;…Þ. Then the Poisson bracket
for the total phase space with the ultraviolet and infrared
cutoff constraints enforced can be encoded in an antisym-
metric matrix Λij ≔ fri; rjgPB, where
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fϕi; πjgPB ¼ Ω
π
sincðΩΔxijÞ −

ω

π
sincðωΔxijÞ;

fϕi;ϕjgPB ¼ fπi; πjgPB ¼ 0: ð43Þ

Note that this is consistent with the quantum-mechanical
commutation relations (22).
First we write the Poisson bracket as a block matrix,

Λ ¼
�

α η

−ηT γ

�
; ð44Þ

where αT ¼ −α and γT ¼ −γ, ensuring that ΛT ¼ −Λ. The
blocks are arranged such that the upper left block contains
the first 2N indices which correspond to the N sample
points which will remain after marginalizing. Now consider

a change of phase space variables ~r0 ¼ Q~r, where

Q ≔
�

I 0

ηTα−1 I

�
: ð45Þ

The transformed Poisson bracket is

Λ0 ≔ QΛQT ¼
�
α 0

0 ηTα−1ηþ γ

�
: ð46Þ

Now the phase space splits as a direct sum of the N degrees
of freedom remaining after marginalizing and its comple-
ment, with symplectic form

F ≔
XN
n;m¼1

ðα−1Þnmdϕ0
n ∧ dπ0n

þ
X

n;m∉f1;…;Ng
½ðηTα−1ηþ γÞ−1�nmdϕ0

n ∧ dπ0n: ð47Þ

This construction requires that the matrix α be invertible,
but we will now show that in the bandlimited theory this is
always the case. We can express α as the matrix
αij ¼ Kðxi; xjÞ ¼ Ω

π ðxijxjÞ, where jxiÞ, jxjÞ are the band-
limited position eigenfunctions defined in II C. Suppose
that α is not invertible. Then we can find a vector ai such
that

0 ¼ aiαijaj ¼
X
i;j

ðxijaiajjxjÞ ¼ ∥
X
i

aijxiÞ∥2; ð48Þ

and hence
P

iaijxiÞ ¼ 0. This implies that for any band-
limited function f, we have

0 ¼ ðfj
X
i

aijxiÞ ¼
X
i

aiðfjxiÞ ¼
X
i

aif�ðxiÞ: ð49Þ

However given any finite set of points xi and target values
yi, we can find a bandlimited function f such that fðxiÞ ¼
yi [38]. This contradicts (49), hence α must be invertible.
Now, the probability distribution after performing the

marginalization is of the form:

predðfϕn; πngNn¼1Þ ¼
1

Zred
e−

1
2

P
N
m;n¼1

πmðAjNÞmnπn

× e−
1
2

P
N
m;n¼1

ϕmðBjNÞmnϕn ; ð50Þ

where AjN and BjN are positive-definite symmetric matrices
given by

ðBj−1N Þmn ¼ hϕmϕni; ð51Þ

ðAj−1N Þmn ¼ hπmπni: ð52Þ

These correlators are just (38) and (39) evaluated at the
points x ¼ xm and x0 ¼ xn. Note that the matrices AjN and
BjN are simply the original matrices A and B with indices
restricted to the subsystem m; n ∈ f1;…; Ng.
Before we can calculate the partition function by

integrating over the phase space variables fϕn; πngNn¼1,
we must first choose a measure for this phase space. When
calculating the entropy for a classical probability distribu-
tion with continuous random variables, there is an ambi-
guity in the entropy caused by an ambiguity in the choice of
measure. Here, we will fix the measure to be proportional to
the symplectic form in this subspace [Eq. (47)]
dϕn ∧ dπn=ð2πÞ. This is sufficient to resolve the ambiguity
in the entropy, and ensures that the entropy is invariant
under symplectic transformations of the phase space. As we
shall see, the factor of 2π gives an entropy which matches
the high temperature limit of the von Neumann entropy in
the quantum setting.
Now we find that the reduced partition function is

Zred ¼
Z

detðαÞ−1
YN
n¼1

dϕndπn
2π

e−
1
2

P
N
m;n¼1

πmAmnπn

× e−
1
2

P
N
m;n¼1

ϕmBmnϕn

¼ detðαÞ−1
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
detðA−1Þ detðB−1Þ

q
: ð53Þ

Then the entropy of the distribution of the remaining
samples is

S ¼
Z

detðαÞ−1
YN
n¼1

dϕndπn
2π

predðfϕn; πngNn¼1Þ

× log ½predðfϕn; πngNn¼1Þ�
¼ N þ log

h
detðαÞ−1

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
detðA−1Þ detðB−1Þ

q i
: ð54Þ

LOCALITY AND ENTANGLEMENT IN BANDLIMITED … PHYSICAL REVIEW D 92, 105022 (2015)

105022-9



Note that the first term is linear in the number of samplesN,
but the second term, which encodes the coupling between
the sample points, is not exactly linear. In Fig. 4, we plot the
entropy for a massless bandlimited field in a thermal state.
We find that the entropy is very close to linear in the
number of lattice points, regardless of the temperature. This
simply reflects the extensivity of thermal entropy.
It turns out to be more convenient to rewrite the formula

for the entropy in terms of the following matrices:

ΛjN ≔
�
0 λ

−λ 0

�
; ð55Þ

ΣjN ≔
�
Bj−1N 0

0 Aj−1N

�
; ð56Þ

where jN denotes restriction of the matrix indices to
1;…; N (i.e. the indices corresponding to the remaining
sample points after marginalizing). The matrix ΛjN encodes
the Poisson bracket with the indices of the phase space
vector ~r rearranged so that all of the ϕn’s occur before the
πn’s, and where λmn ≔ fϕm; πngPB. Note that λ is just the
matrix α from Eq. (44) after a permutation of the indices.
Similarly, the matrix ΣjN is simply the matrix of correlators
between the phase space variables.
It is then straightforward to verify that the entropy can be

written as

S ¼ N þ log

� ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
detðΛj−1N ΣjNÞ

q �

¼
XN
i¼1

ð1þ logðdiÞÞ; ð57Þ

where fdigNi¼1 are the positive imaginary parts of the
eigenvalues of Λj−1N ΣjN which come in pairs �idi.
Therefore, the entropy is determined entirely in terms of
the Poisson bracket (43) and two-point correlators (38) and
(39). Notice that since we can write down the bracket and
correlators between any two points of the field (not
necessarily on a Nyquist lattice), we can calculate the
entropy associated with N arbitrary points of the field.

B. Quantum entropy

Let us now proceed to the case of calculating the
corresponding entropy for N samples of a quantum field.
Here we will review a method for calculating the entangle-
ment entropy for Gaussian states of systems of quantum
harmonic oscillators. The Gaussian formalism for calculat-
ing the entropy for Gaussian states goes back to [8–10] with
significant simplifications developed in [37,39]. Crucial for
our purposes is that this formalism also generalizes
naturally to the case where the commutation relations
between ϕ and π are nonlocal. As in the classical case,
the state of a region, and hence its entropy, is determined
entirely by the matrix of Poisson brackets and the covari-
ance matrix.
We begin with the Hamiltonian for a set of M coupled

oscillators (where M may be finite or infinite):

H ≔
1

2

XM
m;n¼1

πmAmnπn þ
1

2

XM
m;n¼1

ϕmBmnϕn: ð58Þ

Here A and B are positive-definite, symmetric matrices. As
in Sec. III A it will be convenient to combine ϕn and πn into
a single vector ~r ¼ ðϕ1; π1;ϕ2; π2;…Þ. Then we define the
correlation matrix

Σij ≔
1

2
hfri; rjgi≡ 1

2
trðfri; rjgρÞ; ð59Þ

where ρ is the density matrix for the state. Also, since the
commutators are c-numbers, we can define the matrix Λ
that encodes the commutation relations:

iΛij1 ≔ ½ri; rj�: ð60Þ

Now we would like to find the state of a subset of
oscillators, i ¼ 1;…; N (with N < M) obtained by tracing
over the complementary set of degrees of freedom. For the
bandlimited theory, the complementary set of degrees of
freedom are not simply the complementary set of lattice
points N þ 1;…;M. Notice that if we remove the infrared

FIG. 4 (color online). Entropy of a set of sample points for a
thermally distributed classical bandlimited Klein-Gordon field
for several temperatures. We see that the magnitude of the entropy
grows linearly with the number of points, illustrating a volume
law. Notice also that this figure shows negative entropy at low
temperatures, which simply reflects the fact that continuous
probability distributions can have negative entropy. We fix the
inherent ambiguity in these entropies by requiring that it matches
the quantum entropy at high temperature.
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cutoff, i.e., set ω ¼ 0, then on a Nyquist lattice we have the
canonical commutation relations ½ϕðxmÞ; πðxnÞ� ¼ i Ωπ δmn.
Therefore, on this Nyquist lattice the Hilbert spaceHð−Ω;ΩÞ
factors into the tensor product⊗n Hxn of the Hilbert spaces
Hxn generated by the field operators fϕðxnÞ; πðxnÞg.
However, for a general sampling lattice the commutation
relations are nonlocal at the cutoff scale. Thus, in the case
of non-Nyquist sampling, the Hilbert space Hð−Ω;ΩÞ does
not simply factor into a tensor product of Hilbert spaces
generated by the field operators at the sample points; i.e.,
Hð−Ω;ΩÞ ≠⊗n Hxn . This is because for points, say xn and
xm, which do not lie on the same Nyquist lattice, the
operator ϕðxnÞ acts nontrivially on Hxm since this sector of
the Hilbert space is generated by ϕðxmÞ and πðxmÞ, but
½ϕðxnÞ; πðxmÞ� ≠ 0. However, if we identify a finite subset
of lattice points it is possible to factor the Hilbert space into
a tensor product of a subspace describing the subsystem
and its complement.
Factoring the Hilbert space is similar to the phase space

splitting performed in the classical case. We proceed using
the change of variables defined by the matrix (45), so that Λ
takes the form:

Λ0 ≔ QΛQT ¼
�
α 0

0 ηTα−1ηþ γ

�
: ð61Þ

Note that the block α ≔ ΛjJ corresponding to the degrees
of freedom fϕi; πigNi¼1 is unchanged under this trans-
formation. The covariance matrix also transforms as

Σ0 ≔ QΣQT: ð62Þ

It is also easy to check that the block ΣjJ is unchanged
under this transformation.
Now, by Darboux’s theorem, we can find a change of

variables via a transformation T which brings the matrix Λ0
into its canonical form. That is, we can find a set of
canonical coordinates satisfying canonical commutation
relations ½qi; pj� ¼ iδij. Since we have split the phase space
into two pieces, we can find such a matrix T in the form

T ¼
�
T1 0

0 T2

�
: ð63Þ

Now,

Λ00 ≔ TΛ0TT ¼ ⨁
M

i¼1

�
0 1

−1 0

�
ð64Þ

Σ00 ≔ TΣ0TT: ð65Þ

An advantage of working with covariance matrices is that
the tracing operation can be implemented by simply
restricting the indices of Λ00 and Σ00 to the set

f1;…; 2Ng. Also, by construction of the matrices Q and
T, the reduced commutator and covariance matrices can be
determined solely from the reduced commutator and
covariance matrices of the original variables, i.e.,

Λ00jN ¼ T1ΛjNTT
1 ð66Þ

Σ00jN ¼ T1ΣjNTT
1 : ð67Þ

Therefore, we see that since we are only mixing the
coordinates for the degrees of freedom 1;…; N among
themselves before the tracing operation, the Hilbert space
after the tracing operation is the same as the Hilbert space
generated by the original operators fϕn; πngNn¼1. The
importance of this fact is that it does not matter where
the remainder of the samples are taken, as we can simply
identify the entire Hilbert space Hð−Ω;ΩÞ as the tensor
product of the Hilbert space generated by the operators
corresponding to fϕn; πngNn¼1 and the Hilbert space of the
complementary set of degrees of freedom. This also allows
us to choose a set of samples which do not all lie on a
Nyquist lattice, as we can simply identify the reduced
Hilbert space as the space generated by the operators at
these points.
Now that we have the reduced commutator and covari-

ance matrices in a Darboux basis, as shown by Williamson
[40,41], we can make a further (symplectic) transformation
S that preserves the form of Λ00jN , and puts Σ00jN into
diagonal form:

SΛ00jNST ¼ Λ00jN; ð68Þ

SΣ00jNST ¼ ⨁
N

i¼1

�
di 0

0 di

�
: ð69Þ

Here the diagonal entries di come in pairs, and are called
the symplectic eigenvalues of Σ00jN .
In these coordinates, the density matrix is a product of

uncorrelated thermal density matrices of N harmonic
oscillators with canonical coordinates qi, pi satisfying
canonical commutation relations, in a state where
hqii2 ¼ hpii2 ¼ di. In particular, the ith oscillator is in
the state

ρi ¼
X
n≥0

1

di þ 1
2

�
di − 1

2

di þ 1
2

�n

jnihnj: ð70Þ

Note that the uncertainty relation implies

di ¼ ΔqiΔpi ≥
1

2
j½qi; pi�j ¼

1

2
: ð71Þ

Thus the symplectic eigenvalues are all bounded below
by di ≥ 1

2
.
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The entropy is then the sum of entropies of each
individual oscillator:

S ¼
X
i

SðdiÞ;

SðdÞ ≔
�
dþ 1

2

�
log

�
dþ 1

2

�
−
�
d −

1

2

�
log

�
d −

1

2

�
:

ð72Þ

Thus we can determine the entropy entirely from the
symplectic eigenvalues di.
Note that one does not need to carry out this symplectic

diagonalization in order to find the symplectic eigenvalues.
Under the sequence of similarity transformations Q, T, S,
the eigenvalues of Λj−1N ΣjN are invariant, i.e.,

spec

�
Λ00j−1N ⨁

N

i¼1

�
di 0

0 di

��

¼ specð½ðST1ÞΛjNðST1ÞT �−1ðST1ÞΣjNðST1ÞTÞ
¼ specðΛj−1N ΣjNÞ; ð73Þ

where specðAÞ denotes the spectrum of A. We therefore see
that the eigenvalues of Λj−1N ΣjN coincide with the eigen-
values of the matrix

Λ00j−1N ⨁
N

i¼1

�
di 0

0 di

�
¼ ⨁

N

i¼1

�
0 di
−di 0

�
; ð74Þ

which are the values�idi. Thus we can find the symplectic
eigenvalues simply by finding the eigenvalues of Λj−1N ΣjN .
See [37], as well as the related result [42].
When the symplectic eigenvalues fdig are large (which

in a thermal state can be shown to correspond to a high
temperature limit for thermal states), the expression SðdÞ
becomes

SðdÞ ≈ 1þ logðdÞ; ð75Þ

so the quantum entropy formula approaches the classical
formula (57) obtained above. This fact is illustrated in
Fig. 5, which shows the classical and quantum formulas
for SðdÞ.

IV. VON NEUMANN ENTROPY

We now calculate the entropy associated to a uniformly
spaced lattice of field samples. There are three distinct
regimes, depending on whether the spacing is equal to the
Nyquist spacing, larger than Nyquist (undersampling), or
smaller than Nyquist (oversampling). We will consider
each of these possibilities in turn, both in vacuum and at
finite temperature.

A. Nyquist sampling

As shown in Sec. III, the entropy of a set of sample
points in a Gaussian state is determined by the commutators
and two-point functions at the sample points. We now
calculate these for a quantum field at finite temperature.
Before we perform the tracing operation, the density

matrix associated with a single mode of the field is

ρk ¼
1

Zk

X∞
nk¼0

e−βωkðnkþ1
2
Þjnkihnkj: ð76Þ

Formally, the total density matrix for the field is

ρ ¼ ⊗
ω<jkj<Ω

ρk: ð77Þ

This leads to the power spectra

hjϕkj2i ¼ trðjϕkj2ρÞ ¼
1

ωk

�
1

eβωk − 1
þ 1

2

�
; ð78Þ

hjπkj2i ¼ trðjπkj2ρÞ ¼ ωk

�
1

eβωk − 1
þ 1

2

�
: ð79Þ

From the power spectra we find the two-point functions for
a massless bandlimited field are

hϕðxÞϕðx0Þi ¼
Z

Ω

ω

dk
π
cosðkΔxÞ 1

k

�
1

eβk − 1
þ 1

2

�
; ð80Þ

FIG. 5 (color online). The entropy of a harmonic oscillator as a
function of the symplectic eigenvalue, both classically and
quantum mechanically. In quantum mechanics, the uncertainty
principle requires d ≥ 1=2, which is saturated by the vacuum
state for which the entropy is zero. Classically, the symplectic
eigenvalue can be any positive number, but the entropy becomes
negative for small d. This again is a consequence of the fact that
the entropy of a continuous probability distribution is not
bounded from below.
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hπðxÞπðx0Þi ¼
Z

Ω

ω

dk
π
cosðkΔxÞk

�
1

eβk − 1
þ 1

2

�
: ð81Þ

These correlators are plotted in Figs. 6 and 7 alongside the
classical correlators. We notice that, as expected, the
classical and quantum correlators agree at high temper-
atures. Both classical and quantum correlations exhibit
oscillations at the ultraviolet scale. At temperatures
T=Ω≲ 1, the quantum field exhibits stronger correlations
than its classical counterpart due to vacuum fluctuations.
Using these thermal correlation functions together with

the commutation relations [Eq. (22)], we numerically
calculate the entanglement entropy of a finite lattice of
points separated by the Nyquist spacing π=Ω. Then we
consider the change in the entropy as the number of points
increases. The entropy as a function of the number of
sample points is illustrated in Fig. 8 for a range of
temperatures. The plot shows clearly the transition between
linear and logarithmic growth of the entropy.
Comparing the entropy in the quantum theory (Fig. 8)

with the corresponding classical result (Fig. 4), we see the
expected agreement of the scaling behavior at high temper-
atures, with the entropy growing linearly with the number
of lattice points. This simply reflects the extensivity of the
thermal entropy. However, at low temperatures the entropy
of the quantum field increases only logarithmically with the
number of points removed (e.g. the zero temperature state
in Fig. 8). This is a well-known result for conformal field
theories, such as the massless scalar field, for which the

entropy scales as S ∼ 1
3
logðΩLÞ [28]. Here, for the thermal

state at zero temperature (i.e., the ground state) the fitted
curve to the data is

SðNÞ ¼ 0.334 logN þ 3.25 ð82Þ

which is in agreement with the expected leading order
term 1

3
logðNÞ. This result is for an infrared scale of

ω=Ω ¼ 10−300.

FIG. 6 (color online). Classical and quantum ϕ − ϕ correlations
as a function of their separation at various temperatures. The
horizontal axis is scaled by Ω=π so that integer values correspond
to Nyquist spacings. The vertical axis is scaled by Ω=T. The
classical correlator is plotted as black dots. The scaling of
the vertical axis absorbs all of the temperature dependence of
the classical correlator (since it grows proportionally to T=Ω),
thus the single graph of the classical correlator completely
characterizes its behavior. The quantum correlators are shown
as lines for temperatures up to T=Ω ¼ 1, at which point the
quantum correlator converges to the classical correlator.

FIG. 7 (color online). Classical and quantum π-π correlations as
a function of their separation at various temperatures. The
horizontal axis is scaled by Ω=π so that integer values correspond
to Nyquist spacings. The vertical axis is scaled by Ω=T. The
classical correlator is plotted as black dots. The scaling of
the vertical axis absorbs all of the temperature dependence of
the classical correlator (since it grows proportionally to T=Ω),
thus the single graph of the classical correlator completely
characterizes its behavior. The quantum correlators are shown
as lines for temperatures approaching T=Ω ¼ 1, at which point
the quantum correlator converges to the classical correlator.

FIG. 8 (color online). Entropy for N Nyquist-spaced sample
points for a thermal state of a quantum Klein-Gordon field. The
plot illustrates the transition between the logarithmic behavior at
low temperature to linear behavior at higher temperatures where
the entropy becomes an extensive variable.
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We therefore see that the total entropy of the quantum
field is a combination of the thermal and entanglement
entropy. At high temperatures the entropy is primarily
thermal, while at low temperatures the thermal entropy
vanishes, leaving only the entanglement entropy.

B. Undersampling

Now we examine how the entanglement entropy of the
ground state of the quantum field scales with the number of
samples N when the distance between adjacent samples is
independent of Ω. In sampling theory terminology, this
corresponds to undersampling when Δx > π=Ω and over-
sampling when Δx < π=Ω.
First, we will examine the case of undersampling. Recall

that the strength of correlations between the field at two
separate points decays with the distance between the points
and the entropy is dominated by local correlations. Thus,
for points separated by more than the Nyquist spacing any
given point is most strongly correlated with degrees of
freedom in the complementary subsystem. As a result, the
entanglement entropy in this regime is proportional to the
number of points traced out. Hence we should recover a
volume law for the entropy similar to the high temperature
thermal state.
The procedure to calculate the entanglement entropy is

the same as before, except now the correlators and
commutators are taken between points which do not all
lie on a Nyquist lattice. Figure 9 shows the dependence of
the entanglement entropy on the number of points traced

out for spacings that vary between 1 and 2 Nyquist
spacings.
We see that for Nyquist and near-Nyquist sample

spacings the entanglement entropy grows logarithmically
with the number of points. As the sample separation
increases there is a transition to a linear scaling with the
number of points. This corroborates our intuition for the
scaling behavior of the entanglement entropy when
undersampling.

C. Oversampling

Instead of separating the sample points, we now take N
samples which are spaced closer than a Nyquist spacing
apart. Starting from Nyquist spacing and pushing the points
closer together, we find that the entropy does not depend
very sensitively on the spacing between points. The
logarithmic scaling of the entanglement entropy remains
the same, and only the subleading constant is modified.
This is in contrast with the case of undersampling, where
we saw a transition from logarithmic to linear growth.
Unfortunately, with an oversampled set of lattice points

the above numerical calculation becomes unstable for a
large number of sample points. This is because the matrices
Λ and Σ defined in Sec. III B become ill-conditioned due to
the fact that when sample points get close, their corre-
sponding rows and columns in the matrices Λ and Σ are
almost linearly dependent, thus the condition numbers of
the matrices increase [43]. However, it is possible to
perform these numerical calculations in the regimes of a
small amount of oversampling, or for only a small number
of points.
For a small amount of oversampling, that is, with lattice

spacing between 97%–100% of the Nyquist spacing, we
continue to find logarithmic scaling of the entanglement
entropy with the number of points traced out:

SðNÞ ¼ c0 logN þ c1 ð83Þ

where in each case c0 ∈ ½0.333; 0.335� and c1 ¼ 3.25. This
result is for an infrared scale of ω=Ω ¼ 10−300.
Although we were not able to extend far into the

oversampling regime, if we fix a small number of points
it is possible to calculate the entanglement entropy of these
points for an arbitrary amount of oversampling. Figure 10
shows the entanglement entropy for 5 sample points as a
function of the separation between the points. One sees
from the figure that the entanglement entropy reaches a
plateau for spacings below the Nyquist spacing, with the
entropy depending only weakly on the spacing in this
regime. This shows that the logarithmic scaling law for the
entanglement entropy is also independent of the spacing
between the points, if the spacing is below the Nyquist
spacing.
In Fig. 10 we also see that the entropy continues to

increase as the spacing is increased above the Nyquist

FIG. 9 (color online). The dependence of the entanglement
entropy on the number of sample points, for sample spacings
between 1 and 2 Nyquist spacings. The Δx labels in the legend
are scaled by Ω=π so that the Nyquist spacing is 1. We see that
once the adjacent point spacing has reached twice the Nyquist
spacing, the entropy has transitioned from the logarithmic scaling
law to a volume law. To confirm this, we performed a fit to
SðNÞ ¼ aN þ b logN þ c for values of Δx ∈ ½1; 2�. We find that
the coefficient of the linear term increases from a ¼ 0 at Δx ¼ 1,
and the coefficient of the logarithmic term decreases to b ¼ 0 at
Δx ¼ 2. The infrared scale is ω=Ω ¼ 10−300.
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spacing. This is because the entropy depends on local
correlations, and as the degrees of freedom become more
separated, more of their correlations are with the comple-
mentary degrees of freedom. In the 1þ 1 field theory we
consider, these correlations decay very slowly, so that the

entropy continues to increase all the way up to the infrared
cutoff scale. The entropy is also slightly peaked at integer
multiples of the Nyquist spacing: this is related to the fact
that the commutators vanish between degrees of freedom
separated by multiples of the Nyquist spacing.
We can also show that the plateau in the entropy at small

spacings is not only a feature of the ground state, but also
occurs in the thermal state considered in Sec. IVA.
Figure 11 shows the entanglement entropy of five points
as a function of their spacing for various temperatures. We
see that at any temperature, when the points are closer than
a Nyquist spacing, the resulting entanglement entropy
depends only weakly on the spacing. This plateau is
therefore not a fundamentally quantum-mechanical effect:
if we perform the same calculation with five points for the
classical thermal state, we find the same plateau.
The restriction to a small number of sample points is a

consequence of numerical instability that occurs for small
spacing and large numbers of points. In the following
subsection we develop an analytic method that will allow us
to consider a larger number of points, in the limit of small
spacing.

D. Oversampling using derivatives

The above results suggest that even if the N sample
points are arbitrarily close together, the corresponding
entanglement entropy will scale as 1

3
logðNÞ. However,

these results are restricted either to a small number of
lattice points, or to very mild oversampling. To show this
scaling behavior we will develop a method that allows us to
consider a larger number of sample points in the limit of
small spacing. In the limit where the N points are taken
coincident, sampling at N points is equivalent to sampling
the first N spatial derivatives at a single point. This is
related to the result that in classical sampling theory that
instead of sampling the field at the Nyquist rate, one can
instead sample the field and its derivatives at a fraction of
the Nyquist rate [33]. For example, if at a sample point one
measures both the amplitude of the field and its first
derivative, then the samples only need to be taken at half
the Nyquist rate.
First, consider a situation where we sample at just two

nearby points. We can perform the following symplectic
transformation on the phase space variables:

0
BBB@

ϕðxÞ
ϕðxþ ΔxÞ

πðxÞ
πðxþ ΔxÞ

1
CCCA →

0
BBBBBB@

1ffiffi
2

p ðϕðxþ ΔxÞ þ ϕðxÞÞ
1ffiffi
2

p ðϕðxþ ΔxÞ − ϕðxÞÞ
1ffiffi
2

p ðπðxþ ΔxÞ þ πðxÞÞ
1ffiffi
2

p ðπðxþ ΔxÞ − πðxÞÞ

1
CCCCCCA
: ð84Þ

Thus, we see that sampling two points in the limit where
their separation vanishes, Δx → 0, can equivalently be

FIG. 10 (color online). Entanglement entropy of five points as a
function of the spacing between them. The horizontal axis is
scaled by Ω=π so that the Nyquist spacing is 1. For spacings
below the Nyquist spacing, we see a plateauing effect indicating
that the entanglement entropy is not sensitive to the spacing
between the points for spacings below the Nyquist spacing.
Above the Nyquist spacing the entropy tends to increase as the
spacing increases. In this plot the infrared to ultraviolet ratio
is ω=Ω ¼ 10−5.

FIG. 11 (color online). Entanglement entropy of five points as a
function of the spacing between them at various temperatures.
The horizontal axis is scaled by Ω=π so that the Nyquist spacing
is 1. We see here a plateau in the entropy at small spacings,
similar to the plateau in the ground state entropy. The analogous
classical calculation is also shown as black dots for temperature
T=Ω ¼ 1. At temperatures T=Ω > 1, the entropy behaves the
same as for T=Ω ¼ 1 but shifted vertically by a constant
∼ logðT=ΩÞ. In this plot the infrared to ultraviolet ratio
is ω=Ω ¼ 10−5.
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viewed as sampling the field and its derivative at a single
point (as well as the conjugate momentum and its derivative
at that point). This motivates performing the calculation of
the entanglement entropy after sampling the field and its
higher derivatives fϕ;ϕ0;ϕ00;…;ϕðN−1Þg at a single point,

which is equivalent to sampling the field at N points in the
limit of small spacing. This can be thought of as an extreme
case of oversampling the field.
The required matrix elements for the calculation of the

entropy are

½ð∂xÞnϕðxÞ; ð∂xÞmπðxÞ� ¼
(

i
π ð−1Þ

nþ3m
2

1
nþmþ1

ðΩnþmþ1 − ωnþmþ1Þ if ðnþmÞ ¼ 0 mod 2

0 if ðnþmÞ ¼ 1 mod 2
; ð85Þ

hð∂xÞnϕðxÞ · ð∂xÞmϕðxÞi ¼

8>><
>>:

ð−1Þnþ3m
2

1
2π logðΩωÞ if nþm ¼ 0

ð−1Þnþ3m
2

1
2π

1
nþm ðΩnþm − ωnþmÞ if nþm ≠ 0; ðnþmÞ ¼ 0 mod 2

0 if ðnþmÞ ¼ 1 mod 2

; ð86Þ

and

hð∂xÞnπðxÞ · ð∂xÞmπðxÞi ¼
(
ð−1Þnþ3m

2
1
2π

1
nþmþ2

ðΩnþmþ2 − ωnþmþ2Þ if ðnþmÞ ¼ 0 mod 2

0 if ðnþmÞ ¼ 1 mod 2
: ð87Þ

Figure 12 shows the entropy as a function of the number
of points in the limit of small spacing. For reference we also
show the entropy for Nyquist spacing. Both results are in
agreement with the curve 1=3 logðNÞ þ c, but with differ-
ent constants.
This is consistent with the interpretation that both

Nyquist spacing and the small spacing limit calculate the
entropy of an interval of the same length, but regulated in a

slightly different way. This different regularization in the
small spacing limit slightly disentangles the degrees of
freedom very close to the entangling surface. This reduces
the constant coefficient in the entropy, while keeping the
leading logarithmic behavior. We will give some evidence
for this interpretation in Sec. V.

V. LOCALIZATION OF DEGREES OF FREEDOM

We have shown how the entanglement entropy of a set of
samples of a bandlimited quantum field depends on the
number of samples taken and on the spacing between
samples. For spacings larger than the Nyquist spacing the
entanglement grows linearly with the number of samples.
At the Nyquist spacing there is a sharp transition. For
samples spaced at a Nyquist spacing or closer, the entan-
glement entropy grows logarithmically with the number of
samples, with a coefficient that is independent of the
spacing. We will now show how this is a consequence
of each mode of the field occupying an incompressible
volume of space, which we will call a Planck volume.
Since the degrees of freedom on all sample points of a

Nyquist lattice is equivalent to the entire field, one can
interpret each degree of freedom on the Nyquist lattice as
representing information roughly contained in a Planck
volume centered at the sample point. Thus, we can interpret
sampling a set of points on a Nyquist lattice as sampling the
corresponding interval of the field. If we sample finitely
many contiguous degrees of freedom on a Nyquist lattice,
the resulting entanglement entropy is generated by the
correlations cut across the boundary of the interval. Thus,
the entanglement entropy varies logarithmically with the

FIG. 12 (color online). Entanglement entropy dependence of
number of derivatives traced out at a single point. Fitted curve to
Nyquist-spaced points is SðNÞ ¼ 0.334 logðNÞ þ 3.25, where N
is the number of sampling points. Fitted curve to derivative
sampling points is SðNÞ ¼ 1

3
logðNÞ þ 3.14, where N − 1 is the

number of derivatives sampled (which corresponds to N sampled
points). We see that both curves differ by a constant ≈0.11. The
infrared to ultraviolet ratio is ω=Ω ¼ 10−300.
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number of points sampled, N, since they describe an
interval of length L ¼ Nπ=Ω.
If the sample points we take are spaced farther than a

Nyquist spacing, the corresponding Planck volumes cen-
tered at these sample points will be disjoint. Therefore, the
local correlations around each point which contribute to the
entanglement entropy will mostly be independent.
Therefore, the entanglement entropy for points which are
well separated will scale linearly with the number of
sampled degrees of freedom, as we demonstrated above.
The most interesting case is the case of oversampling.

When the sampled degrees of freedom are pushed very
close together, we find that the entropy varies logarithmi-
cally with the number of degrees of freedom sampled. As
the degrees of freedom are taken together one might expect
to probe only a single Planck volume, and hence find a
smaller entropy. If the N points are almost on top of one
another, the correlations at the boundary of the overlapping
Planck volumes would generate entanglement entropy
roughly equivalent to the entanglement entropy of a single
sampled degree of freedom, rather than N degrees of
freedom. However, from the results of the entropy calcu-
lation, it seems that the N degrees of freedom correspond to
a larger, effective volume the size of the original volume
described by the N contiguous Nyquist-spaced points
before they were pushed together.
We can estimate the size of this effective volume as

follows. First, we take a set of N sample points with some
equidistant spacing, which we shall denote subsystem AN .
Now we include another sample point which we initially
place very far from these N sample points, which we shall
denote subsystem P. This point will be used as a probe to
localize the points in subsystem AN , using the mutual
information

IðAN∶PÞ ¼ SðANÞ þ SðPÞ − SðAN; PÞ; ð88Þ

where SðANÞ, SðPÞ are the entanglement entropies of the
subsystems AN and P (respectively), and SðAN; PÞ is the
entanglement entropy of the combined system. While
the probe point P remains far away, the mutual information
will be small because the correlations between AN and P
are small. When P approaches the system of N points, the
mutual information will increase as the two subsystems
become more correlated. We can use the increase of the
mutual information IðAN∶PÞ as an indicator of the extent of
the subsystem AN . In particular, we can map the boundary
of AN for various values of the spacing between the N
points. If the points spaced far below the Nyquist spacing
indeed describe an effective volume of ∼N Planck volumes
in size, then we should see the boundary of the subsystem at
the edge of this region.
In Fig. 13 we see this is the case for a subsystem of

N ¼ 5 points. When the points in the interval are spaced
farther than a Nyquist spacing (in the upper region of the

graph), we can clearly identify the region of space that they
occupy, which is centered at each sample point and on the
order of a Planck volume in size. When the spacing
approaches the Nyquist spacing, the points begin to occupy
a single interval of roughly N ¼ 5 Planck volumes in size.
As the spacing decreases below the Nyquist spacing, the
size of this interval ceases to decrease, indicating that the
sample points describe the same volume of space regardless
of their positions below the Nyquist spacing. Therefore, the
sample points each describe an independent volume of
space of Planckian size. In this sense, the Planck volumes
described by the individual degrees of freedom are
incompressible.
This behavior shows how the field is able to have a finite

information density, while still allowing arbitrarily closely
spaced probes. If we attempt to sample the field at two
points closer than a Nyquist spacing, we are really only
probing the degrees of freedom in a larger region of space
centered around these samples, whose volume is deter-
mined by the number of samples rather than by their
spacing.

VI. INFRARED BEHAVIOR

Above we have examined the effect of the ultraviolet
cutoff on the calculation of the entanglement entropy of a
bandlimited quantum field. Here we also briefly examine
the infrared behavior of the entanglement entropy.
References [44,45] calculated the entanglement entropy
of a free scalar field in 1þ 1 dimensions with an infrared
cutoff. They find that the entanglement entropy of a subset
of N oscillators takes the form

S ¼ c0 logðNÞ þ 1

2
log

�
log

�
1

ω

��
− log π; ð89Þ

where c0 is a constant and ω is the infrared cutoff. Here the
entropy diverges as a double logarithm with the infrared
cutoff. This infrared divergence is a special feature of 1þ 1
dimensions and arises due to a buildup of long range
correlations in the field. We saw in Sec. II that the ϕ − ϕ
correlations decay very slowly with the point separation,
and are only suppressed on the order of the longest
wavelength 2π=ω. If we remove the infrared cutoff, we
allow for infinitely long wavelengths, and thus divergent
correlations.
In our above numerical results for calculating the

entanglement entropy of a quantum field on a Nyquist
lattice, we perform a numerical fit of the data to determine
the coefficients of the equation

SðNÞ ¼ c1 logN þ c2: ð90Þ

This numerical fit was also performed for various values of
the infrared cutoff, ω=Ω ∈ ½10−50; 10−300�. We find that the
leading order behavior of c2 in this range is
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c2 ¼
1

2
log

�
log

�
Ω
ω

��
: ð91Þ

The coefficient c2 agrees with the result of Ref. [45] (up to a
constant). Furthermore, in the limit ω ≪ Ω, the infrared
cutoff ω has the same effect on the entropy as a small
mass [44].
It is possible to anticipate this result analytically by

considering tracing out a system of one oscillator. From the
expressions found above for the two-point functions, we
find the diagonal terms are

½ϕðxÞ; πðxÞ� ¼ i
Ω − ω

π
; ð92Þ

hϕ2ðxÞi ¼ 1

2π
log

�
Ω
ω

�
; and ð93Þ

hπ2ðxÞi ¼ 1

4π
ðΩ2 − ω2Þ: ð94Þ

The symplectic eigenvalues of the covariance matrix are

FIG. 13 (color online). Mutual information between subsystem AN and probe point P. The spatial axes are scaled so that the Nyquist
spacing is 1. The variable x denotes the position of the probe point P, with x ¼ 0 at the center of the subsystem AN . For spacings much
larger than the Nyquist spacing, the degrees of freedom occupy independent intervals of the order of the Nyquist spacing in size. For
spacings at or below the Nyquist spacing, the points in the interval describe a fixed volume of size N.
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λ� ¼ � π

Ω − ω

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
1

8π2
ðΩ2 − ω2Þ log

�
Ω
ω

�s
: ð95Þ

Thus, the entanglement entropy is

S ¼
�
λþ þ 1

2

�
log

�
λþ þ 1

2

�
−
�
λþ −

1

2

�
log

�
λþ −

1

2

�
;

ð96Þ

which to leading order in the limit ω=Ω → 0 is

S ∼
1

2
log

�
log

�
Ω
ω

��
: ð97Þ

We see directly that the outer logarithm is due to the
entanglement entropy formula, and the inner logarithm
arises because the diagonal elements of the ϕ − ϕ corre-
lation matrix diverge logarithmically in the infrared as

hϕ2ðxÞi ¼
Z

Ω

ω

dk
2π

1

k
¼ 1

2π
log

�
Ω
ω

�
:

One may wonder how the infrared behavior of the
entanglement entropy changes with a different implemen-
tation of the infrared cutoff. In particular, we will examine
how the entropy behaves when the field modes are discrete.
Consider a scalar field on an interval ½0; L� with periodic
boundary conditions (up to a phase),

ϕð0Þ ¼ eiαϕðLÞ; ð98Þ

where α ∈ ½0; 2πÞ. Expanding the field in a spatial Fourier
series,

ϕðxÞ ¼
X
k

1ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
ωkL

p eikxϕk ð99Þ

where ωk ≔ jkj, one obtains a discrete set of momentum
modes fkn ¼ 2πn−α

L gn∈Z. The ultraviolet cutoff will be
imposed by restricting the set of allowable n to
fn ∈ Z∶ωkn ¼ jknj ≤ Ωg. We see that for α > 0 there will
be no zero mode, so the ϕ − ϕ correlations are finite, but
there will be an infrared divergence as α → 0. It is
straightforward to find that the Hamiltonian for this
Klein-Gordon field can be expressed as

H ¼ 1

2

X
n

ωknðπ2kn þ ϕ2
kn
Þ: ð100Þ

Expanding in terms of the usual creation and annihilation
operators,

ak ≔
1ffiffiffi
2

p ðϕk þ iπkÞ; ð101Þ

one finds

½ϕðxÞ; πðx0Þ� ¼ i
L

X
n

eiknðx−x0Þ; ð102Þ

hϕðxÞϕðx0Þi ¼ 1

2L

X
n

1

ωkn

eiknðx−x0Þ; and ð103Þ

hπðxÞπðx0Þi ¼ 1

2L

X
n

ωkne
iknðx−x0Þ: ð104Þ

These matrix elements are easy to calculate numerically
since the ultraviolet cutoff imposes a finite number of n to
sum over.
Similar to the calculation performed above, we shall

calculate the entanglement entropy associated with tracing
out the field oscillator at a single point. The relevant
diagonal elements of the correlation matrices are

½ϕðxÞ; πðxÞ� ¼ i
2K
L

; ð105Þ

hϕ2ðxÞi ¼ 1

2α
þ 1

4π

�
ψ

�
K −

α

2π
þ 1

�

− ψ

�
1 −

α

2π

�
þ ψ

�
K þ α

2π

�

− ψ

�
1þ α

2π

��
; ð106Þ

hπ2ðxÞi ¼ πK2

L2
; ð107Þ

where K ≔ ΩL=2π, and ψðxÞ is the digamma function. We
see that now instead of a logarithmic infrared divergence of
hϕ2ðxÞi, with a discrete set of modes the correlation
function diverges as 1=α as α → 0. In this limit, the leading
order behavior of the symplectic eigenvalues is

λ� ∼
1

2

ffiffiffiffiffiffi
π

2α

r
: ð108Þ

The corresponding entanglement entropy is

S ∼
1

2
log

�
π

2α

�
− log 2þ 1: ð109Þ

Numerical calculations were performed with multiple
points traced out, and the observed behavior in the limit
α → 0 agrees with that in Eq. (109).
For our ultraviolet and infrared bandlimited quantum

field on the real line, the maximum allowable wavelength is
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λmax ¼ 2π=ω. For periodic boundary conditions, the maxi-
mum wavelength is λmax ¼ L=2πα. Thus, we can compare
and summarize the infrared behavior of the entanglement
entropy as

(i) For a continuous set of modes:

S ∼
1

2
logðlog ðΩλmaxÞÞ as λmax → ∞: ð110Þ

(ii) For a discrete set of modes:

S ∼
1

2
log

�
λmax

L

�
as λmax → ∞: ð111Þ

In the case of boundary conditions that are periodic up to a
phase, the entropy diverges more quickly. This is plausible
since this case is a description of a field on a circle, and any
two points on this circle coupled to one another an arbitrary
number of times in the limit λmax → ∞.

VII. OUTLOOK

Shannon sampling, which in information theory estab-
lishes the equivalence of continuous and discrete informa-
tion, also yields a simple model for how a natural ultraviolet
cutoff at the Planck scale might manifest itself in QFT.
Namely, when approaching the Planck scale from lower
energies, where QFT is still valid, quantum fields are
modeled as being bandlimited.
Our results apply to the case of a fundamental band-

limitation of fields which could arise due to quantum
gravitational effects. However, effective bandlimitation can
also arise in experimentally accessible settings, such as
with electromagnetic fields in a cavity which is transparent
to high-frequency photons, in crystals where an ultraviolet
cutoff is imposed by the lattice spacing, or in quantized
bandlimited communication channels, such as quantum
communication over fiber-optic channels. In such situa-
tions, if one collects sample points at or above the Nyquist
rate, our methods here should apply, for example, to the
study of entanglement.
Concretely, within this general model of an ultraviolet

cutoff by bandlimitation, we probed the localization of the
quantum field’s degrees of freedom by tracking the
behavior of the vacuum entanglement entropy. We found
that the degrees of freedom of the quantum field, i.e., the
local field oscillators, are nonlocal but can be localized
down to the Planck scale. In fact, we found that the local
degrees of freedom occupy incompressible Planck-scale
volumes, in the sense that N degrees of freedom always
describe N Planck volumes regardless of the distance
between them.
The tools that we outlined in this paper are applicable

also to the study of bandlimited quantum fields in higher
dimensions, and to fermionic fields.

For the case of higher dimensions, we conjecture that we
will continue to see incompressibility of the field degrees of
freedom, i.e., a plateau in the entanglement entropy for
spacings below the Nyquist spacing. A system of N lattice
points should continue to probe a region of N Planck
volumes even if they are sub-Nyquist-spaced. In higher
dimensions it will be interesting to see how the shape of this
region changes with the relative location of the sample
points. Moreover, at larger than Nyquist spacings, we
expect to find an infrared plateau. This is because the
vacuum correlations decay over shorter distances in higher
dimensions and, therefore, do not exhibit the infrared
divergences that soften the area scaling to a logarithmic
scaling in 1þ 1 dimensions.
Our approach to studying localization and vacuum

entanglement should also work for quantum fields on
curved spacetimes. To this end, the generalization of
Shannon sampling theory to curved spaces developed in
[35] can be used. It will be interesting, in particular, to
determine how the localizability of the fundamental field
oscillator degrees of freedom is affected by curvature and
horizons, and in particular, how this may affect Hawking
radiation. A similar hard momentum cutoff was considered
in [46], and it should be interesting to apply our new
methods to that case.
A further direction of great interest would be to study the

entanglement entropy and the localization of degrees of
freedom of fields with a fully covariant ultraviolet cutoff. In
this case, the bandlimitation would be imposed by cutting
off the spectrum of a covariant Laplacian (on Riemannian
manifolds) or a d’Alembert operator (on Lorentzian mani-
folds) [47]. To this end, it may be useful to express the
entropy purely in terms of spacetime correlation functions
[42], i.e., without reference to the canonical formalism. We
remark that it has been argued that if the entanglement
entropy is finite and obeys a form of the Clausius relation,
then Einstein’s equation emerges as a thermodynamic
equation of state [48,49]. Thus having a regulator that is
both covariant and cuts off the entanglement entropy could
be a key step toward quantum gravity.
It should also be very interesting to study the interaction

of Unruh-DeWitt detectors with the bandlimited quantum
fields. Unruh-DeWitt detectors would describe explicit
means to sample the quantum fields, and this could,
therefore, constitute a further step towards the quantization
of sampling theory. An interesting question that then arises
is how the spatial profile of an Unruh-DeWitt detector
interacts with the spatial profile of the degrees of freedom.
Another key question that arises with the quantization of
sampling theory follows from the fact that, in classical
sampling theory, the reconstruction of a function from a
lattice with nonequidistant sample points is more sensitive
to noise in the sample measurements than reconstruction
from a lattice with equidistant sample points. This, there-
fore, raises the interesting question if or to what extent
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quantum noise may interfere with the ability to use
significantly irregularly spaced lattices.
One of our central results is that the entanglement

entropy does not decrease significantly as the spacing is
decreased to below the Nyquist spacing. In classical
sampling theory too a curious phenomenon is known to
arise as the spacing is decreased to below the Nyquist
spacing, namely the phenomenon of superoscillations.
Superoscillations in a bandlimited function are a finite

set of oscillations that oscillate faster than the highest
Fourier component in the signal [38,43,50–52].
Superoscillations are difficult to generate and rarely occur
naturally but they have become an active field of inves-
tigation, also in engineering, because of their potential for
superresolution. An open problem in this field is to quantify
the prevalence of superoscillations in random signals. In
our analogous classical calculation, we obtained probabil-
ity distributions for observing particular field values on an
arbitrary sampling lattice. These distributions could be used
to calculate the probability for finding the field in any
particular superoscillatory configuration. It might be pos-
sible to find in this way a practical measure of classical or
quantum field fluctuations that is sensitive specifically to
the occurrence of superoscillatory behavior.
A key question that we addressed in this paper has been

the question of how a bounded continuous region can
support only a finite number of degrees of freedom. In our
model for a natural ultraviolet cutoff, this is accomplished
by the quantum field degrees of freedom at distinct
spacetime points not being independent. As a consequence,
probing with too many operators in a small region simply
causes one to probe a larger region of space. This means
that the degrees of freedom of the theory are encoded
redundantly on a single spatial slice.
In fact it has recently been argued that, similarly,

significant redundancy is present in the bulk field theory
in AdS/CFT [53]. The redundancy implied by holography
appears to be more extreme, however, since the number of
degrees of freedom is bounded by area rather than volume.
To obtain this more drastic reduction, the nontrivial
commutation relations coming from gravitation interaction
may provide some clues [25]. One may also take a cue from
holography by trying to redundantly encode the degrees of
freedom of a quantum field in a space of higher dimension.
Finally, we note that the hyperbolic geometry of anti–de

Sitter space suggests that an encoding based on wavelets
may have some connection to holography [54–57]. Wavelet
theory and Shannon sampling theory are closely related and
the quantization of wavelet theory should be possible along
the lines that we developed here.
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APPENDIX: FUNCTIONAL ANALYTIC
STRUCTURE OF SAMPLING THEORY

Here we will briefly review the functional analytic
structure of sampling theory, as first shown in [19]. The
functional analytic view is powerful because it ultimately
reduces sampling theory to the simple fact that when a
Hilbert space vector is known in one basis then it is known
in all bases. A key point here is the distinction between
symmetric and self-adjoint operators. By the spectral
theorem, each self-adjoint operator possesses a unique
diagonalization, whereas a simple symmetric operator does
not, see, e.g., [58]. A certain type of simple symmetric
operator, however, possesses a family of self-adjoint
extensions, and their diagonalizations and spectra provide
the sampling lattices of sampling theory. (The functional
analytic view therefore also allows one to work with
varying Nyquist rates, which can occur in signal processing
as well as in curved spacetimes.)
Indeed, when acting upon the space of functions band-

limited by some maximum frequency Ω, the usual position
operator from first quantization, X̂, is symmetric but not
self-adjoint. To see this, recall that for an operator X̂ to be
symmetric, it must obey

ðX̂ϕjψÞ ¼ ðϕjX̂ψÞ ðA1Þ

for all jϕÞ; jψÞ ∈ DðX̂Þ, where DðX̂Þ is the domain of X̂.
Equivalently, an operator is symmetric if and only if its
expectation value is real for all vectors in its domain:
ðϕjXϕÞ ∈ R∀ϕ ∈ DðX̂Þ. For an operator to be self-
adjoint, it must be symmetric and its domain must coincide
with the domain of its adjoint, i.e., ðX̂ϕjψÞ ¼
ðϕjX̂ψÞ∀ jϕÞ; jψÞ ∈ DðX̂Þ and DðX̂Þ ¼ DðX̂†Þ.
Indeed, the position operator X̂ with domain restricted to

the space of bandlimited functions is symmetric, but the
domain of its adjoint is a larger space of functions. This is
most easily seen in the momentum eigenbasis. In this basis,
the space of physical wave functions, and therefore the
domain of X̂, is the space of functions

DðX̂Þ ¼ fϕ ∈ L2½−Ω;Ω�jϕ ∈ AC½−Ω;Ω�;
ϕ0 ∈ L2½−Ω;Ω�;ϕð−ΩÞ ¼ ϕðΩÞ ¼ 0g ðA2Þ

where AC½−Ω;Ω� denotes the space of absolutely continu-
ous functions. Notice that DðX̂Þ contains only functions
which obey Dirichlet boundary conditions. In contrast, the
domain of X̂† is the larger function space obtained by not
imposing any boundary conditions. This can be seen from
the definition of X̂†:
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ðX̂†ϕjψÞ ¼ ðϕjX̂ψÞ

¼
Z

dk ~ϕ�ðkÞ
�
i
d
dk

~ψðkÞ
�

¼ ið ~ϕ�ðΩÞ ~ψðΩÞ − ~ϕ�ð−ΩÞ ~ψð−ΩÞÞ

þ
Z

dk
�
i
d
dk

~ϕ

��
ðkÞ ~ψðkÞ: ðA3Þ

We see from the last line that as long as jψÞ is in the domain
of X̂ (thus obeys Dirichlet boundary conditions on the
interval ½−Ω;Ω� in Fourier space), then we can define the
adjoint of X̂† as iðd=dkÞ in the momentum representation.
However, since we did not need to impose boundary
conditions on jϕÞ, we have that DðX̂Þ ⊊ DðX̂†Þ.
Crucially now, it is possible to extend the domain of X̂ so

that the extension is a self-adjoint operator. This operator is
called a self-adjoint extension of X̂ (e.g., see [58,59]). In
our situation, we can perform this extension by enlarging
the domain of X̂ to include functions with periodic
boundary conditions up to a phase on the interval
½−Ω;Ω� in Fourier space, i.e., ~ψðΩÞ ¼ e−iα ~ψð−ΩÞ. We
shall denote the self-adjoint extension corresponding to the
particular phase e−iα as X̂ðαÞ, thus the family of self-adjoint
extensions is parametrized by α ∈ ½0; 2πÞ. Now we will
show that the operators X̂ðαÞ are indeed self-adjoint. The
definition of the adjoint of X̂ðαÞ† gives

ðX̂ðαÞ†ϕjψÞ ¼ ið ~ϕ�ðΩÞ ~ψðΩÞ − ~ϕ�ð−ΩÞ ~ψð−ΩÞÞ

þ
Z

dk

�
i
d
dk

~ϕ

��
ðkÞ ~ψðkÞ

¼ ið ~ϕ�ðΩÞ − eiα ~ϕ�ð−ΩÞÞ ~ψðΩÞ

þ
Z

dk

�
i
d
dk

~ϕ

��
ðkÞ ~ψðkÞ: ðA4Þ

We see that the adjoint of X̂ðαÞ is defined as iðd=dkÞ in the
momentum basis provided that jϕÞ also obeys the boundary
condition ~ϕðΩÞ ¼ e−iα ~ϕð−ΩÞ. Therefore we see
DðX̂ðαÞÞ ¼ DðX̂ðαÞ†Þ, and so X̂ðαÞ is self-adjoint.
Now, since the operators X̂ðαÞ are self-adjoint, they have

spectral decompositions. The spectrum of the operator X̂ðαÞ

(for fixed α) is discrete, specðX̂ðαÞÞ ¼ fxðαÞn ≔ 2πnþα
2Ω gn∈Z,

and describes a one-dimensional lattice. The corresponding

eigenvectors, fjxðαÞn Þgn∈Z, are represented in the momen-
tum eigenbasis as

ðkjxðαÞn Þ ¼ 1ffiffiffiffiffiffi
2Ω

p e−ikx
ðαÞ
n : ðA5Þ

These eigenvectors are orthogonal and admit a resolution of
the identity:

X
n∈Z

jxðαÞn ÞðxðαÞn j ¼ 1: ðA6Þ

Crucially, the position eigenvectors from different self-
adjoint extensions are not orthogonal:

ðxðαÞn jxðα0Þn0 Þ ¼ sinc½ðxðαÞn − xðα
0Þ

n0 ÞΩ�: ðA7Þ

Note that the union of the spectra of the entire family of
self-adjoint extensions provides a covering ofR. Therefore,
it is possible to construct an overcomplete continuum basis
by taking the union of eigenbases of the family of self-

adjoint extensions, i.e., jxÞ ≔ jxðαÞn Þ ⇔ x ¼ xðαÞn ≔ 2πnþα
2Ω .

It is then simple to write down the Shannon sampling
theorem for a bandlimited function ψ :

ψðxÞ ¼ ðxjψÞ ðA8Þ

¼
X
n∈Z

ðxjxðαÞn ÞðxðαÞn jψÞ ðA9Þ

¼
X
n∈Z

sinc½ðx − xðαÞn ÞΩ�ψðxðαÞn Þ: ðA10Þ

Therefore, we see that the function ψ is determined at any

point x ∈ R from its values on one of the lattices fxðαÞn gn.
Also, we obtain an overcomplete resolution of identity,

Ω
π

Z
R
dxjxÞðxj ¼ 1 ðA11Þ

where π=Ω is the density of degrees of freedom.We can use
the resolution of identity for the continuum basis to show
that the space of bandlimited functions has a reproducing
kernel,

ðxjψÞ ¼ Ω
π

Z
dx0ðxjx0Þðx0jψÞ ðA12Þ

ψðxÞ ¼
Z

dxKðx; x0Þψðx0Þ; ðA13Þ

where Kðx; x0Þ ≔ ðΩ=πÞðxjx0Þ ¼ ðΩ=πÞsinc½ðx − x0ÞΩ�.
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