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A bstract. In recent years quantum statistical m echanics have bene ted of
cultural interchanges w ith quantum infomm ation science. There is a bulk of
evidence that quantifying the entanglem ent allow sa ne analysis ofm any relevant
properties of m any-body quantum system s. Here we review the relation between
entanglem ent and the various type ofm agnetic order occurring in interacting spin

system s.
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1. Introduction

In one of the most In uential papers for the fHOundation of quantum

physics (Schrodinger 1935), entanglem ent was recognized as not "one but rather the
characteristic trait of quantum m echanics". A lthough such kind of non-local corre—
lations were thoroughly explored for the analysis of the conceptual fiindam ents of
quantum m echanics Bell1987,Peres 1993), the interest in understanding the proper-
ties of entangled states has received an in pressive boost w ith the advent of quantum

Inform ation. In fact i was understood that non-local correlations are responsible for
the enhanced e ciency ofquantum protocols NN ielsen & Chuang 2000). In som e other

cases, quantum teleportation just to m ention an in portant exam ple, quantum corre—
lations are a necessary Ingredient. Entanglem ent can thus be considered a resource
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for quantum inform ation processing. T he need for de ning the am ount of resources
required to in plem ent a given protocolhas lead to a fertile line of research in quantum

Inform ation ain ing at the quanti cation of entanglem ent H orodeckiet al. 2007). To
this end, necessary criteria for any entanglem ent m easure to be fiil lled have been
elaborated and lead to the notion of an entanglem ent m onotone (Vidal2000). T here
isa fairly clear scenario In the case ofbipartite system s. T he m ultipartite counterpart
ismuch m ore intricate.

T he large body of know ledge developed in the characterization of entanglem ent
has found im portant applications In areas that, lss than a decade ago, were quie
distant from quantum inform ation. T his is the case of quantum statisticalm echanics.
T raditionally the characterization ofm any-body system s hasbeen carried on through
the study of di erent physical quantities (as the m agnetization in m agnetic system s)
and their correlations. Very little attention waspaid to the structure of their quantum
state and in particular to its am ount of entanglem ent. The resecarch at the border
betw een these areas is rapidly evolving and has lad to num erous Interesting resuls.
The prom ise of this new interdisciplinary eld is twofold: rstly, to im prove our
understanding of strongly correlated system s, beyond the current state of the art;
and secondly, to control and m anijpulate quantum correlations to our convenience,
ultin ately with the hope ofm aking an in pact on the com putation schem es to solve
"hard problem s” In com puter science.

M ethods developed in quantum inform ation have proven to be extrem ely usefiil
in the analysis of the state of m any-body system s. At the sam e tin e experience
built up over the years n condensed m atter is helping In nding new protocols
for quantum com putation and communication. The crossfertilization of quantum
Inform ation with statistical m echanics should not, however, come as a surprise.
Quantum ocom puters are them selves m any-body system s, the m ain di erence from
traditional solid-state system s is that a quantum ocom puter can be controlled and
operate under non-equilbriim conditions. It is therefore natural to pro t of the
best instrum ents developed so far In the two disciplines for the understanding of
quantum com plex system s, being quantum com puters or condensed m atter system s.
In this review we dealw ith a particular aspect of this research area: W e w ill focus on
Interacting spin system s on a lattice and describe the relations between entanglem ent
and m agnetic ordering. A m ore detailed discussion on these issues can be found
in Am ico et al. 2008, Vedral 2008).

A oom plte characterization of entanglem ent in a m any-body system is hopeless.
The number of possble ways In which the system can be partitioned explodes
on Increasing the number of elem entary constituents (nam ely spins). Nevertheless
Judicious choices have m ade possible to highlight interesting properties ofm any-body
correlations. Num erous contributions in this volum e consider a bipartition in which
the system isdivided into two distinct regions. Ifthe totalsystem is in a pure state, as
w hen the system is in itsground state, then a m easure ofthe entanglem ent betw een the
tw o regions is given by the von N eum ann entropy associated to the reduced density
m atrix (of one of the two regions). This is not however the only possble choice,
our paper will brie y review other way to quantify entanglem ent whose properties
contrbute to our understanding ofm any-body system s.

In the case of bipartite entanglem ent one can consider the quantum ocorrelation
between two given spins after having traced out the rest of the system . In this
case the entanglem ent between the two selected sites can be quanti ed by the
concurrence W ootters 2001). The study of two-site entanglem ent, aswe willbrie y
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descrbbe in the follow ing of this paper, allow s to detect quite well the presence of
quantum phase transition In the phase diagram . A di erent approach to entanglem ent
In m any-body system s arises from the quest to swap or tranam ute di erent types of
m ultipartite entanglem ent into pairw ise entanglem ent betw een tw o parties by m eans
of generalized m easures on the rest of the system . In a system of interacting spins on
a lattice thism eans to m axim ize the entanglem ent between two spins by perform ing
m easurem entson allthe others. W ith thisaim , the concept oflocalizable entanglem ent
hasbeen introduced In (Verstraete, M artin-D elgado & C irac 2004, Popp et al 2005).

The structure of a m any-body system ’s quantum state is by far much richer
than that captured by bipartite entanglem ent. In the m ultipartite case the grounds
for quantitative predictions are less mm because of the exoeptional di culty of
the problm . Nevertheless there are a number of very interesting results already
available. Among all we mention here the bounds which have been derived on
the ground state energy (Guhne et al. 2005) which allow to discrim nate am ong
di erent n-particle quantum correlations. T he idea ofderiving bounds form acroscopic
quantities (as for exam ple the ground state energy) is a quite powerful m ethods
to characterize entanglem ent in m any-body system and is related to the conocept of
entanglem ent w iness. A s an interesting connection betw een statisticalm echanics and
quantum inform ation i tums out that in m any cases thermm odynam ic quantities as
the m agnetization or the susceptbility (in the case of nteracting soin m odel) behave
as entanglem ent w iness (T oth 2005, W iesniak et al. 2005) thus providing a way to
detect entanglem ent experin entally. F inally we would like tom ention that the natural
dynam ics of condensed m atter system sm ay be in portant to detect bound entangled
states (P atane et al. 2007, Ferraro, C avalcanti, G arcia-Saez & A cin 2008) which are,
In severalcases, di cul to be realized arti cially.

Topic of this short review is to com plem ent the di erent papers in this volum e
by describing various m easure of entanglem ent, other then the block entropy, which
were used to characterize the equilbrium and dynam ical properties of entanglem ent
In spin system s (see also the article by J. I. Latorre and A . R dera in the sam e volum e) .
Interacting spin m odels @A uerbach 1998, Schollw ock et al. 2004) provide a paradigm
to describe a wide range of m any-body system s. They account for the e ective
Interactions in a vardety of very di erent physical contexts ranging from high energy
to nuclear physics. In condensed m atter beside describing the properties ofm agnetic
com pounds, they capture several aspects of high-tem perature superconductors,
quantum H all system s, heavy ferm ions, just to m ention few im portant exam ples. O £
course Interacting soins are central to quantum nnform ation processing (N ielsen &
Chuang 2000).

T he paper is organized as follow s. In the next Section we list the spin m odels
that w illbe considered thereafter. T hen we give a brief overview of the entanglem ent
m easures that are currently used to analyze m any-body system s. In the Section 4 we
discuss the m ain outcom es of the uses of this entanglem ent m easure applied to the
soin m odels. T he conclusions and a possible outlook w illbe presented in Section 5.
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2.M odelsystem s

A Jarge class of relevant m odels of Interacting soin on a d-dim ensional lattice can be
descrbed by the H am ittonian

1X n i3 (i) a¥YaV i3 t X
ul X X 1 ul z z z
H=7 Jsisy+ g, Vs{sy + 3, s s ¥ si: @)
i3 i
In Eq.(1) S; ( = x;y;z) are spin-1=2 operators de ned on the i-th site of a d-

din ensional Jattice. The ground state of Eg.(l) is, in general, a highly entangled
state. N onetheless i exists a point w here the ground state is lndeed a classical state,
factorized in the direct space K um ann et al. 1982, R oscilde et al. 2005b, G iam paolo
et al 2009). Such phenom enon occurs at a precise value of the eld h¢ that
was obtained In any din ensional bipartite lattice and for nite range exchange
Interaction (G iam paolo et al. 2009) and even in presence of frustration (G iam paclo
et al. 2009). Degoite the sim ilarities wih the saturation phenom enon occuring
In ferrom agnets In extemal m agnetic elds, i was proved that the factorization
of the ground state is due to a ne tuning of the control param eters, within the
m agnetically ordered phase. Interestingly enough, the results cbtained so far indicate
that the factorization point is a precursor of the quantum phase transition. W e
also m ention that analysis of the ground state for nite size system s dem onstrated
that the factorization can be viewed as transition between ground states of di erent
parity R ossignoli, Canosa & M atera 2008, G iorgi2009).

For nearest neighbors, the previous Ham iltonian de nes the X Y Z anisotropic
H eisenberg m odel. In this case the exchange couplings are comm only param eterized
asJdy = J@0+ ), Jdy, =301 ),and § = 2J . A positive (negative) exchange
coupling J favors antiferrom agnetic (ferrom agnetic). In one din ension the m odel
de ned by the Ham iltonian 1 is exactly solvable in several in portant cases. This is
particularly interesting In the analysis of entanglem ent because quantum e ects are
particularly pronounced in low din ensions.

W henever = 0the (Quantum anisotropicX Y ) Ham iltonian can be diagonalized
by rstapplying the Jordan-W ignertransform ation and then perform ing a B ogoliibov
transform ation (Lieb etal . 1961,P feuty 1970,Barouch & M cCoy 1971). T he quantum
Ising m odel corresponds to = 1 while the (isotropic) X X -m odel is recovered for

= 0. In the isotropic case the m odel possesses an additional symm etry resulting
in the conservation of the totalm agnetization along the z-axis. The properties of
the H am iltonian are govemed by the dim ensionless coupling constant = J=2h. The
phase diagram is sketched in Fig. 1 In the Interval0 < 1 the system undergoes
a second order quantum phase transition at the critical valuie . = 1. The order
param eter is the m agnetization in x-direction, hS*1i, di erent from zero for > 1. In
the phase w ith broken sym m etry the ground state has a tw o-fold degeneracy re ecting
a glbbalphase Ip symm etry ofthe system . T he m agnetization along the z-direction,
hS?#1, is di erent from zero for any value of , but is singular behavior in its st
derivative at the transition point. In the whol interval 0 < 1 the transition
belongsto the Ising universality class. For = 0the quantum phase transition isofthe
B erezinskitK osterlitz-T houless type. In several cases the evaluation of entanglem ent
requires the detemm ination of the average m agnetization M ; (t) = h B, (] i and
of the equaltin e correlation functionsg, () = h $, ©S, ©J i. These correlators
have been calculated for this class ofm odels in the case of them alequilbrium (Lieb
et al. 1961, P feuty 1970, Barouch & M cCoy 1971). These can be recast in the ormm of



CONTENTS 5

Critical XY
[apows 3uis|

Figure 1. The zero tem perature phase diagram of the one dim ensional
anisotropic X Y m odel in transverse eld. A long the quantum critical line the
m odel identi es the Ising universality classw ith indicesz = = 1; in the hatched

area with > 0) thesystem display long range order in thex y spin com ponents.
The critical X Y regim e coicide w ith that one ofthe XX Z model for = 0. The

1= 1 2,

factorization of the ground state occurs along the circle
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Figure 2. Zero tem perature phase diagram of the spin 1=2 XX Z m odel in
one dim ension. The X Y phase is characterized by power law decay of the xy
correlations. The Neeland the XY phases are separated by a line of second order
phase transitions; at = 1 the transition is of B erezinskii-K osterlitz-T houless.
T he ferrom agnetic and X Y phases are separated by rst order phase transitions
due to sin ple level crossings; the onset to the ferrom agnetic phase occurs through
the saturation phenom enon.

Toeplitz determm nants In equilbrium case and can be expressed asa sum ofP fa ans
In certain non-equilbrium situations @Am ico & O sterloh 2004).

In the case in which = 0 and Pr any valuie of the model is referred to
as the X X Z model. The two isotropic points = 1 and = 1 describe the
antiferrom agnetic and ferrom agnetic chains respectively (see the phase diagram in
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Fig2). The onedim ensionalX X Z Heisenbergm odel can be solved exactly by Bethe
Ansatz technique (see eg. (Takahashi 1999)) and the correlation functions can be
expressed in tem s of certain determm inants (see B ogoliibov et al. 1993) ora review ).
Correlation functions, especially for nterm ediate distances, are in general di cul
to evaluate, although im portant steps in this direction have been made K itanine
et al. 1999, Gohm ann & Korepin 2000, Boos et al 2008). The zero tem perature
phase diagram of the X X Z model In zero m agnetic eld shows a gapless phase in
the interval 1 < 1 wih power law decaying correlation fiinctions (M ikeska
& Pesch 1977, Tonegawa 1981). Outside this interval the excitations are gapped.
T he two phases are separated by a B erezinskitK osterlitz-T houlessphase transition at
= lwhikat = 1 the transition is of the rst order. In the presence of the

extemalm agnetic eld a nite energy gap appears in the spectrum . T he universaliy
class ofthe transition isnot a ected, as a result ofthe conservation ofthe totalspin—z
com ponent (Takahashi1999).

A nother interesting case of the Ham ittonian in Eqg.(l) iswhen each soin Interacts
w ith all the other spins in the system w ith the sam e coupling strength

JX X
H= 5 S¥s¥ + siysj¥ h; 8:
ij i

For site-independent m agnetic eld h; = h 8i; = x;y;z, this m odel is known

as the Lipkin-M eshkov-G lick (LM G) model (Lipkin et al 1965, M eshkov, Lipkin
& Glick 1965, M eshkov, G lick & Lipkin 1965). In this cage the dynam ics of the

system can be described In temm s of a collective soin S = jSj.AtJ2 = 4h*
the Ham itonian m anifests a supersinm etry (Unanyan & F leischhauer 2003). The
phase diagram depends on the param eter = J=2h”. For a ferrom agnetic coupling

(J > 0) and h* = hY = 0 the system undergoes a second order quantum phase
transition at . = 1, characterized by mean eld critical lndices Botet et al. 1982).
For hY = 0, h* < 1 and = 0 the model exhlbits a st order transition at
h* = 0 (Vidalet al. 2006) whilk for an antiferrom agnetic coupling and hY = 0 a rst
order phase transition at h? = 0 occurs for any ’s. The m odelH am iltonian de ned
above em braces an in portant class of Interacting ferm ion system s w ith pairing force
Interaction (lke the BCS model). Both the LM G and the BCS type m odels can be
solved exactly by Bethe Ansatz R ichardson 1963, R ichardson & Sherm an 1964).

W e end this very brief overview wih spin-1 system s which where origmhally
considered to study the quantum dynam ics of m agnetic solitons in antiferrom agnets
w ith single ion anisotropy M ikeska 1995). In one din ension, half-integer and integer
soin chains have very di erent properties H aldane 1983a, Haldane 1983b). W e will
see that the typical ground state of such m odels displays characteristic features in its
entanglem ent content. Long range order that is established in the ground state of
system s w ith half-integer soin (Lieb et al. 1961), m ay be washed out for integer spins.
In this latter case, the system has a gap in the exciation spectrum . A paradigm
m odel of Interacting spin-1 system s is

R
H= s 81+ 6 81 @)
i= 0
T he lack of Iong range orxder arises because of the presence of zero as an eigenvalie of
S¥; the corresponding eigenstates represent a spin con guration that can m ove freely
in the chain, ultin ately disordering the ground state of the system , experiencing a
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gap wih the lowest energy excitation (M ikeska 1995, G om ez-Santos 1991). The so
called string order param eter was proposed to capture the resulting ’ oating’ Neel
order, m ade of altemating spins j"1, j#iw ith strings of Pi’s in between (den N if &
Romm else 1989)
wRO1
Ostring = 1 1S, ( e %x)S,pd s ®3)

R! 1
k=1i+1

T he ground state ofphysical system s described by H am ittonians ofthe form ofEJg.(@)
hasbeen studied in great details (Schollw ock et al. 2004). D i erent phase transitions
have been found between antiferrom agnetic phases, Haldane phases, and a phase
characterized by a large density of vanishing weights (S? = 0) along the chaln. Some
features of the phenom enology leading to the destruction of the antiferrom agnetic
ordercan beputona m ground for = 1=3 AKLT m odel), where the ground state
ofthe Ham iltonian in Eq.(2) isknown exactly A eck etal.1988). In thiscase twas

proved that the ground state is constituted by a sea of nearest neighbor valence bond
states, separated from the rst excitation by a nite gap w ih exponentially decaying
correlation functions.

3. Entanglem ent m easures

The study of quantum correlations In m any-body system s depends heavily on
the inpressive progress that has been achieved in the theory of entanglem ent
quanti cation. The new Ingredient that m akes the m any-body case very appealing
is the rich variety of ways iIn which the system can be partitioned into subsystem s.
Com prehensive overview s of entanglem ent m easures can be found in ([Bengtsson
& Zyczkowski 2006, Bru 2002, Eisert 2006, Horodecki et al. 2007, Plnio &

Vedral 1998, Plenio & Vim ani 2007, Vedral 2002, W ootters 2001), it is however
convenient to recall som e of the entanglem ent m easures that are routinely used
to characterize m any-body system s. Im portant requirem ents for an entanglem ent
m easure are that i should be invariant under local unitary operations; it should be
continuous and, furthem ore, additive when several identical copies are considered.

M ost of the work done on entanglem ent in m any-body system s deals with the
bipartite case. A pure bipartite state is not entangled if and only if i can be
w ritten as a tensor product of pure states of the parts. Tt can be dem onstrated that
reduced dlgns:lty m atrices can be decom posed by exploiting the Schin dt decom position:

B=p = i -1 B=A ;i B=a;i - Sihce only product states lad to pure reduced
densiy m atrices, a m easure for their m ixedness points a way towards quantifying
entanglem ent. O ne can thus use a suitabl function of the ; given by the Schm idt
decom position to qulgmtj& the entanglem ent. Rem arkably enough the von Neum ann
entropy S (g-a) = ; ;lg( %) ;can quantify the entanglem ent encoded -n 5 5 .
W e point out that an in nie class of entanglem ent m easures can be constructed for
pure states. Infact by tracing out one of two qubits in the state, the corresponding
reduced density matrix a contains only a single independent param eter: is
eilgenvalue 1=2. This inplies that each monotonic function 0;1=2] 7 [0;1] of
this eigenvalue can be used as an entanglem ent m easure. A relevant exam ple is the
(one-) tangle (Co man et al. 2000) 1[a]l= 4det o . By expressing , In tems
of spin expectation values, i ©lows that [a] = &  (S*i + hs¥i® + hs?i’)

4

where 'S i = tra (oS ) and S = % , f = x;y;zg being the Pauli
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m atrices, For a pure state of two qubits it can be shown that 1 is equivalent to
the concurrence C #HIl & W ootters 1997, W ootters 1998) for pure states of two
qubis. The vorbN eum ann entropy can be expressed as a function ofthe (one-) tanglk
Slal=h[l+ 1 1[a)=2]lwhereh ) =: xlogx 1 x)bg@l x)isthe
binary entropy.

Subsystem s of a m any-body f(ure) state will generally be In a m ixed state.
In this case di erent ways of quantifying entanglem ent can be realized. Three
In portant representatives are the entanglem ent cost E ¢ , the distillable entanglem ent
Ep (oth de ned in Ref. Bennett, Bemstein, Popescu & Schum acher 1996)) and
the entanglem ent of form ation Er (@Bennett, D iV incenzo, Sm olin & W ootters 1996).
In the follow ing we concentrate on the entanglem ent of form ation. The conceptual
di culty behind its calculation lies in the in nite num ber of possible decom positions
ofa densiy m atrix. T herefore, even know Ing how to quantify bipartite entanglem ent
iIn pure states, we cannot sim ply apply this know ledge to m ixed states in tem s ofan
average over the m ixtures of pure state entanglem ent. Tt tums out that the correct
procedure is to take the m lnimum over all possible decom positions. T his conclusion
can be drawn from the requirem ent that entanglem ent m ust not Increase on average
by m eans of local operations including classical com m unication. T he entanglem ent of
form ation of a state is thereg()re de ned as

Er ()=min  psS(a;g); )
! P
where the m iIninum is taken over all realizations of the state Az = ;p;J jih 53
and S ( a;y) is the von Neum ann entropy of the reduced density matrix 5,5 =
trg J jih jJ. For system s of two qubits, an analytic expression for Er does exist
and it is given by

X p1+ C2() p1+ C2()
Er ()= > In > )

where C ( ) is the the so called concurrence W ootters 1998, W ootters 2001) de ned
as

C=maxf1 2 3 4;Og: (6)
2

where 2 ::: 2 aretheeigenvaliesofR p_Np_zp_(y Yy (Y y)p_ (
Indicatesthe com plex conjugation) . A sthe entanglem ent of form ation isam onotonous
finction of the concurrence, also C iself or its square , —called also the 2-tanglk -
can be used as entanglem ent m easures. The concurrence C and the tangle ;1 both
range from 0 (no entanglem ent) to 1. By virtue of (6), the concurrence in a spin-1/2
chain can be com puted in tem s of the twopoint spin correlation functions. A s an
exam ple (that is relevant for the present articlke) we consider a case where the m odel
has a parity symm etry, it is translational nvariant and the Ham iltonian is real. In
this case the concurrence reads

Ciy= 2max 0;C;Cy = )

q

where CJ; = 955 + of¥3  1=4+ g%~ MZandCH = ¥ )3+ g 14,
with gy = IS; SyiandM, = hS?%i. A state with dom lnant delity of parallel and
antiparallel B ell states is characterized by dom inant C T and C !, respectively. This
wasshown in Fubinietal. 2006), where the concurrence w as expressed in term softhe
fully entangled fraction asde ned In B ennett, D IV incenzo, Sm olin & W ootters 1996).
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The i portance of the tanglk and the concurrence is due to the m onogamy of
entanglem ent which was expressed In term s of an inequality in (Co m an et al 2000)
for the case of three qubits. This Inequality has been proved to hold also for n-
E{ubji's system (O sbome & Verstraete 2006). In the case of m any—qubits it reads

56:CH 1;i : The so called residual tangle 1, s561C%js Is a measure for
m ultipartite entanglem ent not stored in pairs of qubis only.

Another measure of entanglement we mention is the relative entropy of
entanglem ent (Vedral et al. 1997). It can be applied to any number of qubits in
principle (or any din ension of the local H ibert space). It is form ally de ned as
E()=minh,p S( J), whereS( Jj)=tr [ In ] is the quantum relative
entropy. This relative entropy of entanglem ent quanti es the entanglement n by
its distance from the set D of separable states. The main di culty in com puting
this m easure is to nd the disentangled state closest to . This is In generala non
trivial task, even for two qubits. In the presence of certain symm etries —which is
the case for eg. eigenstates of certain m odels —an analytical access is possble. In
these cases, the relative entropy of entanglem ent becom es a very usefill tool. The
relative entropy reduces to the entanglem ent entropy In the case of pure bipartie
states; this also m eans that its, so called, convex roof extension Uhln ann 1998)
coincides wih the entanglem ent of form ation, and is readily deduced from the
concurrence (W ootters 1998).

Tt is Important to realize that not just the quanti cation of m any-party
entanglem ent isa di cul task; it isan open problem to tellin general, w hethera state
ofn parties is ssparable ornot. It istherefore ofgreat value to have a toolthat isabl to
m erely certify ifa certain state isentangled. An entanglem ent w inessW isa operator
that is able to detect entanglem ent in a state. T he basic idea is that the expectation
value ofthew itnessW forthe state under consideration exceeds certain boundsonly
when isentangled. An expectation valuie of W w ithin this bound however does not
guarantee that the state is separable. Nonetheless, this is a very appealing m ethod
also from an experin ental point of view , since it is som etin es possible to relate the
presence ofthe entanglem ent to them easurem ent of few observables. Sin ple geom etric
ideas help to explain the w iness operatorW at work. Let T be the set of all density
m atricesand et E and D be the subsets ofentangled and separable states, resoectively.
T he convexity ofD is a key property for w inessing entanglem ent T he entanglem ent
w iness is then an operator de ning a hyperplane which separates a given entangled
state from the set of separable states. The m ain scope of this geom etric approach is
then to optin ize the w iness operator (Lewenstein et al. 2000) or to replace the hyper—
plane by a curved m anifold, tangent to the set of separable states (G uhne 2004). W e
have the freedom to choose W such that tr (p W ) 0 for all disentangled states

p 2D .Then,tr (W )> 0 mmpliessthat isentangled. Entanglem ent w imesses are
a special case of a m ore general concept, nam ely that of positive m aps. These are
Inective superoperators on the subset of positive operators. W hen we now think of
super-operators acting non-trivially only on part of the system (on operatorsthat act
non trivially only on a sub-H ibert space), then we m ay ask the question whether a
positive m ap on the subspace is also positive when acting on the whole space. M aps
that rem ain positive also on the extended space are called com pletely positive m aps.
Positive but not com plktely positive m aps are in portant for entanglem ent theory.
Indeed it can be shown (Horodeckiet al.1996) that state ap isentangled ifand only
ifa positive m ap exists (not com pletely positive) such that (U, ) as < 0.For
a two dim ensional localH ibert space the situation sin pli es and in a system oftwo
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qubitsthe Jack ofcom plete positiviy in a positivem ap isdue to a partialtransposition.
T his partial transposition clearly leads to a positive operator if the state is a tensor
product of the parts. In fact, also the opposite is true: a state oftwo qubits Ay is
separable ifand only if ;BB 0 that is, itspartialtransposition ispositive. T his isvery
sin ple to test and it isknown as the P eresH orodeckicriterion (P eres 1996, H orodecki
et al. 1996). T he properties of entangled states under partial transposition lead to a
m easure of entanglem ent known as the negativity. The negativity N g of a bpartite
state is de ned as the absolute value of the sum of the negative eigenvalues of ;% .
T he logarithm ic negativity is then de ned as

Exy = Iog, 2@N g + 1): )

For bipartite states oftwo qubits, ;’*B has at m ost one negative eigenvalue (Sanpera
et al.1998). Forgeneralm ultipartite and higher localdim ension thisisonly a su cient
condition forthe presence ofentanglem ent. T here exist entangled statesw ith a positive
partialtranspose PP T ) known asbound entangled states A cin et al. 2001, H orodecki
et al.1998a). T he existence ofbound entangled states ultin ately lim its the possibility
to exploit the violation ofBell inequalities as a m easure of entanglem ent.

Let us brie y Introduce the concept of bound entanglem ent. Such kind of
entanglem ent can be recognized in tem s of the so called distillation protocol, a non
trivial procedure to optin ize the extraction ofBell states from a m ixture ofentangled
states Bennett, Brassard, Popescu, Schum acher, Smolin & W ootters 1996). The
naturalquestion, then is: C an any entangled state be actually distilled? The answer is
yes for bipartite and qubit states H orodeckiet al. 1997). For m ultipartite entangled
states and higher din ensional local H ibert spaces a much m ore com plex scenario
em erges. In these cases exam ples of entangled states have been provided that cannot
be distilled to m axin ally entangled states between the parties of the system , not even
w ith an asym ptotically iIn nite supply of copies of the state. Such a dem oted form of
entanglem ent was termm ed as bound entanglem ent. PP T entangled states were found

rst n Horodeckiet al. 1998a). T he existence of bipartite (w ith higher din ensional
localH ibert spaces) NPT bound entanglem ent has not excluded yet. T his question
has In portant in plication on the addiivity property of the distillable entanglem ent:
if a m ative, entangled states could be generated from a m ixture of non-distillable
states. Besides is speculative interest, it was dem onstrated that bound entanglem ent
can be activated in several quantum inform ation and teleportation tasks to 'restore’
the singlet delity of a given state (see #H orodeckiet al. 2007)).

M ulipartite bound entangled states exist that are not fully separable but
contain entanglem ent between each of their parties that cannot be distilled. G iven
that violation of PPT is necessary for distillation, a feature of m ultipartie bound
entanglem ent is related to the ’'incom plete separability’ of the state (see Dur &
Cirac 2000)). A tripartite system A-B-C, for example, is separable wih respect
to the partition A | BC and B| AC and non-separable with respect to C| AB.
The "ncom plete separability’ is a su cient condition for a state to have bound
entanglem ent since the three qubits are entangled and no maxim ally entangled
state can be created between any of the parties by LOCC. For exampl, no
entanglem ent can be distilled between C and A because no entanglem ent can be
created w ith respect to the partition A | BC by LOCC. In the nest section the
feature of incom plete separability will be exploited to detect m ultipartite bound
entanglem ent In spin systam s. T he nature of correlations In bound entangled states
is peculiar having both quantum and classical features. T herefore, if it is true that
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all entangled states violates Bell nequality, the vice versa has not proven (see also
Popescu 1995) and Gisin (G isin 1996)). B partite bound entangled states seem
not violating Bell nequalities M asanes 2006) (out som e exam ples of m ultipartite
bound entangled state violating Belktype inequalities were found O ur 2001)). For
both the bipartite and m ultipartite entangled states there is a strong believe that
necessary and su cient condition for local realisn is that the state satis esthe Peres
criterium Peres 1999, W emer & W 0lf2001, W emer & W olf 2000).

A's already mentioned, a classi cation of multipartite entanglem ent is still
m issing. N evertheless there are severalquantities serving as indicators form ultipartite
entanglem ent when the whole system is in a pure state. T he entropy of entanglem ent
is an example for such a quantity and several works use m ultipartite m easures
constructed from and related to it (see eg. (Co man et al 2000, M eyer & W allach
2002, Bamum et al. 2003, Scott 2004, de O liveira, R igolin & de O liveira 2006, Love
et al.2007)). T hesem easuresgive indication on a globalcorrelation w thout disceming
am ong the di erent entanglem ent classes encoded In the state of the system . The
geom etric m easure of entanglem ent quanti es the entanglem ent of a pure state
through the m inin aldistance ofthe state from the set ofpure product states Vedral
et al. 1997, W ei& G oldbart 2003)

Eg()= log,maxihjij? ©)

where them axin um ison allproduct states . It is zero for separable states and rises
up to unity foreg. them axin ally entangled n-particle GH Z states. The di cult task
in itsevaluation isthem axin ization overallpossible separable states and of course the
convex roofextension tom ixed states. D espite these com plications, a clever use ofthe
sym m etries of the problem renders this task accessble by substantially reducing the
num ber of param eters over which the m axin ization has to be perform ed. Another
exam ple for the collective m easures of m ultipartite are the m easures introduced
by Meyer and W allach M eyer & W allach 2002) and by Bamum et al Bamum
et al. 2003,Bamum et al.2004). In the case ofqubit system them easure ofM eyer and
W allach isthe averagepuriy @ hich isthe averageonetanglke in (Co m an etal.2000))
ofthe state M eyer & W allach 2002, B rennen 2003, Bamum et al. 2004)

2 ¥ )
Eq=2 — Trj : (10)
=1

T he notion of generalized entanglem ent introduced n Bamum et al. 2003, Bamum
et al. 2004) relaxes the typically chosen partition into local subsystem s in real space.

For the state j 1 i isde ned as
n o

Py =Tr Pajih § a1)

whereP, istheprofctionmap ! Pa (). PIfthe set of cbservables is de ned by the

L ,M,i? from which the reduction to
Eg.(10) in the case of all local cbservables is evident. T his conoceptually corresponds
to a rede nition of ocality as induced by the distinguished observable set. Finally
we mention the approach pursued In (G uhne et al. 2005) where di erent bounds
on the average energy of a given system were obtained for di erent types of n—
particle quantum correlated states. A violation of these bounds then inplies the
presence of m ultipartite entanglem ent In the system . The starting point of G uhne
et al is the notion of n-separability and k-producibility which adm it to discrin nate
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particular types of n-particle correlations present in the system . A pure state j 1
of a quantum system s of N parties is said to be n-separable if it is possbl to
nd a partition of the system for which §j i = j1ij,i ni.J A pure state
j 1 can be produced by k-party entanglem ent (ie. it is k-producble) if we can
wrte 7 i= j11ij .1 n 1jvhere the j ;i are states of m axim ally k parties; by
de nition m N=k. I mplies that i is su cient to generate soeci ¢ k-party
entanglem ent to construct the desired state. Both these indicators for m ultipartite
entanglem ent are collective, since they are based on the property of a given m any
particle state to be factorized Into sm aller parts. k-separability and -producibility
both do not distinguish between di erent k-particle entanglem ent classes (@s eg. the
k-particle W -states and di erent k-particle graph states Hein et al 2004), lke the
G H Z state) . Anotherapproach isbased on the observed relation betw een entanglem ent
measures and SL (2;€) Invariant antilinear operators{hln ann 2000, O sterloh &
Siewert 2005, O sterloh & Siewert 2006, O sterloh & D pkovic 2009). This allows
certain sensitivity to di erent classes ofm ultipartite entanglem ent (see also (Verstraete
et al. 2002, Lam ata et al. 2007, Bastin et al. 2009, O sterloh nd.)).
W e close this section by review ng how to swap or transm ute di erent types of
m ultipartite entanglem ent in am any body system into pairw ise entanglem ent between
tw o parties by m eans of generalized m easures on the rest ofthe system . In a system of
Interacting spinson a lattice one could then try tom axin ize the entanglem ent betw een
two spins (at positions i and j) by perform ing m easurem ents on all the others. The
system isthen partitioned in three regions: the sites i, j and the rest ofthe lattice. This
concentrated pairw ise entanglem ent can then be used e for quantum inform ation
processing. A standard exam ple isthat ofa GHZ state (1= 2) (000i+ j111i). A frera
pro ective m easure In x-direction on one of the sites such a state is transform ed into a
Bellstate. T he concept of ocalizablk entanglem ent hasbeen introduced in (Verstraete,
M artin-D elgado & C irac 2004, Popp et al. 2005). It isde ned asthem axim alam ount
ofentanglem ent that can be localized, on average, by doing localm easurem ents in the
rest ofthe systam . In the case ofN parties, the possible outcom es ofthe m easurem ents
on the ram aining N 2 particles are pure states j ;i w ith corresponding probabilities
Ps . The Iocalizable entanglem ent E 1, on the sites i and j is de ned as the m axin um
of the average entanglem ent over all possible outcom e states j Sij_j
X
E e {5 3) = supg psE (G sjij) 12)
S
where E is the set of all possble outcomes (os;J si) of the m easurem ents, and E
represents the chosen m easure of entanglem ent of a pure state of two qubis (eg.
the concurrence). A though very di cult to com pute, lower and upper bounds have
been found which allow to deduce a number of non trivial properties of the state.
An upper bound to the localizabl entanglem ent is given by the entanglem ent of
assistance (Laustsen et al 2003) obtamned from localizable entanglem ent when also
glbbal and pint m easurem ents were allowed on the N 2 soins . A lower bound of
the localizable entanglem ent (Verstraete, M artin-D elgado & C irac 2004) is xed by
the m axin al correlation function between the two parties.

4. Entanglem ent and m agnetic order

T he entanglem ent present in the equilbrium (them alor ground) state of a quantum
system is very sensitive to the underlying collective behavior. T his suggests, In the
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case of spin system s, to analyze the relation between entanglem ent and m agnetic
order. W e w ill discuss various aspects of this connection starting from the pairw ise
entanglem ent, w e then prooceed w ith the properties ofm ultipartite entanglem ent. M ost
of the Investigations available in the literature are for one-dim ensional system s where
exact results are available, lJater on we will overview the status in the d-dim ensional
case.

The body of know ledge acquired so far m akes it evident that entanglem ent In
the ground state contains relevant inform ation on zero tem perature phase diagram of
the system . W e w ill highlight this relation in two paradigm atic cases when the spin
system is either close to a quantum phase transitions or to factorizing eld. W e will
m ostly be concemed wih a X YZ goin m odels in an extermal eld.

Range of pairwise entangkment A s we discussed In Sec. 2, n an interacting soin
system there exists a particular choice of the coupling constants and the extemal

eld for which the ground state is factorized ®um ann et al 1982, G iam paolo
et al 2009), ie. the entanglem ent vanishes exactly. Several works were devoted
to the characterization of the entanglem ent close to the factorizing point. It was
dem onstrated for one dim ensional spin m odels in the class X X Z that the point
at which the state of the system becom es sgparable m arks an exchange of parallel
and antiparallel sector in the ground state concurrence Fubiniet al 2006, Am ico
et al. 2006a). T his change occurs through a global (long-range) reorganization of the
state of the system . The range R of the concurrence (de ned through the m axin um
distance between two sites over which it is non—zero) diverges. For the X Y model it
was found that this range is

R / ]ni+ niy 3t 13)
The existence of such a divergence has been con med in other one din ensional
system sboth for short A m ico et al. 2006a, R oscilde et al. 2004, R oscilde et al. 2005a)
and long range interactions D usuel & Vidal 2005). This divergence suggests, as a
consequence of the m onogam y of the entanglem ent (Co m an et al. 2000, O sbome &
Verstraete 2006), that the role of pairw ise entanglem ent is enhanced on approaching
the factorizing eld Roscilde et al. 2004, Roscilde et al. 2005a, R oscilde et al. 2005b) .
Indeed, orthe Ishgm odel (ie. = 1),one ndsthat In this region the ratio between
the twotangle and the onetangl tends to one F ig.3) A m ico et al. 2006a).

The diverging entanglement length is particularly ntriguing in system s
characterized by topological order. In Ref.(Son et al. 2009) the entanglem ent in the
quasi-long-range ordered ground state of the one din ensional isotropic X Y m odel.
Because of the presence of the characteristic edge states in system s w ith non trivial
topology, it was found that the quasidong-range order is traced by entangled states
localized at the edges of the system . The range of the concurrence diverges also
close to the saturation eld for a soin system with nverse-square interaction of
the Haldane-Shastry type® aldane 1988, Shastry 1988), interpolating In a sense
between nearest-neighbor and fully connected graph interactions. In particular, n
Ref.(G wuliano et al. 2009) it was shown that, In the absence of externalm agnetic eld
the H aldane-Shastry soin system only disolays nearest neighbor entanglem ent; while,
by ncreasing the m agnetic eld, the bipartite entanglem ent between soins at greater
distance increases, up to a situation where the spin system saturates, entering a filly
polarized phase describbed by a com pltely separable ground state. G iven the special
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Figure 3. Onetangle Entanglem ent ratio for the X Y m odel: the dashed line

indicates the critical eld. Upper panel: Value of 2= 1 ash ! h; , as a function

of h’é ¥ = 1 2, for di erent values of ; the Inset show s the "entanglem ent
phasediagram " in the h plane: the shaded (White) area corresponds to
antiparallel (paralle]l) pairw ise entanglem ent and the fill line is the separable
circle; the crosses indicate the position of the data shown in the m ain upper
panel, while the dotted line corresponds to the x-axis used in the lower panel.
Lower panel: ;=1 versush, for = 0:5. From Am ico et al. 2006b)]

role ofthe inverse-square interaction in one dim ensional fractional statistics(C om tet &
et al. 1999), this study is also relevant for the understanding of the interplay between
the statistics and the entanglem ent.

T he range of concurrence does not diverge only at the factorizing eld. There
are one-dim ensional spin system s where the pairw ise entanglem ent has qualitative
di erent features as a function of the distance between the sites. An example is
the ong-distance entangkm ent observed in (Cam pos Venuti, D egli E sposti Boschi
& Roncaglia 2006). G iven a m easure of entanglement E ( ;3), Cam pos Venuti et al
showed that it is possble that E ( i5) € O when j jj! 1 in the ground state.
Long-distance entanglem ent can be realized in various one-din ensionalm odels as in
the dim erized frustrated Heisenberg m odels or In the AKLT m odel. For these two
m odels the entanglem ent is highly non-uniform and it ism ainly concentrated in the
end-to-end pair of the chain.

Pairwise entanglm ent and quantum phase transitions A great number of papers
have been devoted to the study of entanglem ent close to quantum phase transition
Q@PT).Closeto the quantum criticalpoint the system is characterized by a diverging
correlation length which is responsible for the singularbehavior ofdi erent physical
observables. T he behavior of correlation fiinctionshow ever isnot necessarily related to
the behaviorofentanglem ent. It isworth to stressthat the study ofentanglem ent close
to quantum criticalpoints does not provide new understanding to the scaling theory of
quantum phase transitions. R ather it m ay be usefilin a degper characterization ofthe
ground state wave function of the m any-body system undergoing a phase transition.
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Figure 4. The change In the ground state wave function in the critical region
is analyzed considering the derivative of the nearest neighbor concurrence as a
function of the reduced coupling strength. The curves correspond to di erent
Jattice sizes. O n increasing the system size, the m inim um gets m ore pronounced.
A lso the position of the m Inimum changes and tends as (see the left side inset)
tow ards the critical point where for an in nite system a logarithm ic divergence
is present. T he right hand side inset show s the behavior of the concurrence itself
for an in nite system .From (O sterloh et al. 2002)]

In this respect it is In portant to explore, for instance, how the entanglem ent depends
on the order of the transition, or what is the role of the range of the interaction to
establish the entanglem ent in the ground state. W e start by considering exclisively
the properties of pairw ise entanglem ent.

P airw ise entanglem ent close to quantum phase transitionsw as originally analyzed
In O fbome & N ielsen 2002, O sterloh et al. 2002) forthe Isingm odelin one din ension.
Below we summ arize their results in this speci c case. T he concurrence tends to zero
for 1 and 1, the ground state of the system is fully polarized along the
x-axes (z-axes). M oreover the concurrence is zero unless the two sites are at m ost
next-nearest neighbors, we therefore discuss only the nearest neighbor concurrence
C (1). The concurrence itself is a sm ooth fiinction of the coupling w ith a m axin um
close to the critical point (put not related to any property of the phase transition).
T he critical properties of the ground state are captured by the deriatives of the
concurrence as a function of . The resultsare shown in Fig.4. In the thermm odynam ic
Iim i @ C (1) diverges on approaching the critical value as

@c@ 3—82hj cJ: (14)
For nite system the precursors of the critical behavior can be analyzed by m eans
of nite size scaling of the derivative of the concurrence. Sin ilar results have been
obtained for the X Y universality class (O sterloh et al. 2002). Ream arkably, although
the concurrence describes short-range properties, nevertheless scaling behavior typical
of continuous phase transition em erges.

Over the last years the properties of pairw ise entanglem ent were intensively
studied. It was evidenced how it depends on the order of transition and on
the universality class of the system . The buk of results obtained so far can
be summ arized In a 'Ehrenfest classi cation schem e for entanglem ent’, ulim ately
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arising because of the form al relation between the correlation finctions and the
entanglem ent. A way to put this cbservation on a quantitative ground is provided
by a generalized H ohenbergK ohn theorem W u et al 2006). A cocordingly, the ground
state energy can be considered as a unique function of the expectation values of
certain observables. These, In tum, can be related to (the various derivatives of)
a given entanglem ent m easure W u et al. 2004, C am pos Venuti, D egliE soostiB oschi,
Roncaglia & Scaramucci 2006). Ik was indeed shown that, given an entanglem ent
measure M related to reduced density operators of the system, rst order phase
transition are associated to the anom alies of M while second order phase transitions
corresoond to a singular behavior of the derivatives of M . A lso quasi-long range
oxder is captured by the behavior of the paimw ise entanglem ent (Gu et al. 2003, Son
et al. 2009). O ther shgularities lke those noticed in the concurrence for m odels
w ith three-spin interactions (Yang 2005), are due to the non-analyticity intrinsic in
the de nition of the concurrence as a m nimum of two analytic functions and the
constant zero. This was then explicitly shown for the quantum Ising, X X Z, and
IMG models W u et al 2006). For the Ising m odel, for exam ple, the divergence of
the rst derivative of the concurrence is determ ined by the non-analytical behavior
of hIS*S*iW u et al. 2004). A relevant caveat to this approach is constituted by the
uniaxikaldM G model in a transverse eld wWith hY = 0 and = 0) that displays a
rst order QPT for h* = 0. The concurrence is continuous at the transition since it
does not depend on the discontinuous elem ents of the reduced density m atrix (Vidal
et al. 2004). T he relation betw een entanglem ent and criticality was also studied in the
soin-1 X X Z wih single ion anisotropy. It was established that the critical apom alies
in the entropy experienced at the Haldane-Jarge-D (ifan axialanisotropy D  , (SY )2
is added to the H am iltonian in Eq.(2)) transition fans out from the singularity of the
Jocal order param eter h(S* )i (Cam pos Venuti, D egli E sposti Boschi, Roncaglia &
Scaram ucci 2006) . Spontaneous sym m etry breaking can in uence the entanglem ent
in the ground state. Below the critical eld, the concurrence is enhanced by the parity
symm etry breaking (O sterloh et al. 2006). Recently it was dem onstrated that such
enhancem ent is particularly pronounced for m ultipartite entanglem ent close to the
symm etry breaking. T his result constitute a further indication that m ultipartite, and
not bipartite, entanglem ent plays them ain role to establish long-range correlationsat
the critical points (de O liveira et al. 2008).
In higher din ensions nearly all the resuls were obtained by m eans of num erical
sin ulations. The concurrence was com puted for the two dim ensional quantum X Y
and X X Z m odels (Syljasen 2003a). T he calculationsw erebased on Q uantum M onte
Carlo simulations (Sandvik & Kurkij 1991, Syljmsen & Sandvik 2002). A lthough
the concurrence for the 2d m odels results to be qualitatively very sin ilar to the
onedin ensional case, i is much analler In magniude. The monogamy lm is
the entanglem ent shared am ong the number of neighbor sites. The ground state
entanglem ent In two din ensionalX Y Z m odelwere analyzed In R oscilde et al. 2005b)
by m eans of quantum M onte Carlo sin ulations. T he divergence of the derivative of
the concurrence at the continuous phase transition, cbserved In d= 1,wascon m ed;
also In this case the range of the pairw ise entanglem ent extends only to few lattice
sites. By studying the one- and the two tangl of the system , i was proved that
the QP T is characterized by a cusp-m Ininum in the entanglem ent ratio ;= ,. The
cusp is ulin ately due to the discontinuiy of the derivative of ;. Them ininum in
the ratio 1= , signals that the enhanced rol of the m ultipartite entanglem ent in the
m echanism driving the phase transition. M oreover by looking at the entanglem ent it
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was Pund that the ground state can be factorized at certain value of the m agnetic

eld. The existence of the factorizing eld in d = 2 was proved rigorously for any
2d X YZ modelin a bipartite Jattice. Unexpectedly enough the relation im plying
the factorization is very sim ilar to that one found n d= 1.

Pairwise entangkement at nie tempermture At nite tem perature excitations
participate to entanglem ent that can become non-m onotonous on increasing
tem perature orm agnetic eld A mesen etal.2001,Gunlckeetal.2001). C oncurrence
for them al states, was calculated in several situations © sfoome & Nielsen 2002,
W ang 2002a, W ang & Zanardi 2002, Trdbedi & Bose 2006, A soudeh & K arim jpour
2004, Canosa & Rossignoli 2006, Canosa & Rossignoli 2005, R igolin 2004, Zhang &
Zhu 2006,W ang & W ang 2006, Zhang & Li2005). At nite tem peraturesbutcloseto a
quantum criticalpoints, quantum uctuations are essential to describe the properties
of the system s (Sachdev 1999). For illustration let us consider a one-dim ensional
quantum X Y in an extermalm agnetic eld. A Yfhough such system cannot exhibits
any phase transitionsat nite tem perature, the very existence of the quantum critical
point is re ected In the crossover behavior at T € 0. A ccording to the standard
nom enclature, the renom alized {classical regin e evolves Into the quantum disordered
phase through the so called quantum critical region (Sachdev 1999). In the T h
plane a V haped phase diagram em erges, characterized by the crossover tem perature
custom arily de ned as Teross = J  ° o1F ForT  Teross the them alD e Broglie
length is much amaller than the average spacing of the excitations; therefore the
correlation fiinctions factorize In tw o contributions com ing from quantum and them al

uctuations separately. The quantum critical region is characterized by T Tcross -
Here we are in the rst regin e and the correlation fiinctions do not factorize. In
this regin e the interplay between quantum and them al e ects is the dom inant
phenom enon a ecting the physical behavior of the system . Them al entanglem ent
close to the critical point of the quantum X Y m odels was recently studied by som e
of us Amico & Patane 2007). In analogy with the zero tem perature case i was
shown that the entanglem ent sensitivity to them al and to quantum uctuations
obeys universal T € 0O{scaling laws. The crossover to the quantum disordered and
renom alized classical regim es In the entanglem ent has been analyzed through the
study of deriwatives of the concurrence @ C and @r C . The them al entanglem ent
results to be very rigid when the quantum critical regine is accessed from the
renom alized classical and quantum disordered regions of the phase diagram ; such
a’stiness’ isre ected n amaximum in @t C at T Teross.- Themaximum in the
derivatives of the concurrence seem s a general feature of the entanglem ent in the
crossover regin e (see orexam ple (Stauber & Guinea 2004, Stauber & G uinea 2006)).
D ue to the vanishing ofthe gap at the quantum criticalpoint, in the region T Teross
an arbirarily sn all tem perature is mm ediately e ective in the system (see Fig. 5).
From the analysisofthe quantum m utualinform ation i em erges that the contribution
ofthe classical correlations is negligble in the crossover, thus providing the indication
that such a phenom enon is driven solely by the them alentanglem ent. Tt is interesting
to study how the existence of the factorizihg eld hr a ects the them al pairw ise
entanglem ent (vanishing at zero tem perature) . &t results that the two-tangle , isstill
vanishing in a region oftheh T plane fanning out from I ; therefore, if present, the
entanglem ent In the region m ust be shared betw een three orm ore parties. In contrast
to the analysis of the ground state, at nite tem perature one cannot characterize the
tw o separate phases of paralkel and antiparallel entanglem ent.



CONTENTS 18

098 098 1 A_l 102 104

Figure 5. The e ect oftem perature on the anom alies originated from the critical
divergence of the eld-derivative of C (R) can be m easured by @t R2C R)]. The
density plot correspondsto = landR =1.T =T andT = Ty aredrawn as
dashed and thick lines respectively. M axim abelow T arefound atTy = Tcross
w ith 02290 0:005 and they are independent of and R; the crossover
behavior is enclosed in between the two exes of @t RaC R)] at Te1 Tez; such
values are xed to: Tc1 = (0:170  0:005)Tcross and Tez = (0:442  0:005)Tcross

and found to be independent of and R .ForT smallerthan T¢; @r RaC R)]’ 0.
Scaling properties are inherited in @r RaC R)] from @aC R)] From (Am ico &
P atane 2007)].

Therm alentanglkm entwinesses In som e case it ishard to quantify the entanglem ent
In a manydbody system . M oreover it seems in general di cul to relate clear
observables to som e of the entanglem ent m easures. If one relaxes the requirem ent
of quantifying the entanglem ent and asks only to know if a state is entangled or not
then in som e In portant cases there is a very appealing answer in tem s ofthe so called
entanglem ent w iness. Interestingly enough it was show n that entanglem ent w imesses
In spin system s can be related to them odynam ic quantities (T oth 2005, B rukner
& Vedralnd. Wu et al 2005, Hide et al. 2007). For the isotropic X X X or X X
Heisenberg m odel, if the nequality is fiil lled with U the intemal energy, M * the
m agnetization)

oMo, L as)

N 7 4

then the system is in an entangled state. O nce the intemalenergy and m agnetization
are calculated then it is possble to verify In which range of the param eters of the
systam and the extemal tem perature entanglem ent is present. M ost In portant is the
fact that these types of nequalities can be veri ed experim entally. It should be stressed
that the analysis based on the entanglem ent w iness could be applied to any m odel
for which we can successfully obtain the partition function. T his feature is the m ain
advantage of using them odynam ic w inesses approach to detecting entanglem ent.
Thism ethod for determ ining entanglem ent in solids w thin the m odels of H eisenberg
Interaction isusefiilin the casesw here otherm ethods faildue to lncom plete know ledge
of the system . This is the case when only the eigenvalues but not eigenstates of
the Ham iltonian are known Which is the most usual case in solid state physics)
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and thus no m easure of entanglem ent can be com puted. Furthem ore, n the cases
where we lack the com plete description of the system s one can approach the problem
experin entally and determ ine the value ofthe therm odynam icalentanglem ent w imess
by perform ing appropriatem easurem ents. It is In portant to em phasize that any other
thermm odynam ical function of state could be a suiable w iness, such as the m agnetic
susocgptibility or heat capacity W iesniak et al 2005)

Localizabke entangkm ent The study of bcalizable entanglement in soin chains
allows to nd a tighter connection between the scales over which entanglem ent and
correlations decay (Verstraete, M artin-D elgado & C irac 2004, Popp et al. 2005, P opp
et al 2006). O ne expects that the procedure of entangling distant sites by a set of
local m easurem ents w ill be less e ective as the distance between the two particles
Increases thus leading to a de nition of entanglem ent length g . For a translational
Invariant system g can be de ned in analogy of the standard correlation lenght

— POt cLe S A 16)
i1 i 33
By de nition the entanglem ent length cannot be an aller than the correlation length,
E , therefore at a second order phase transition the localizable entanglem ent

length diverges. In addition there m ay also appear "transition points" associated
sokly to a divergence n g . In order to avoid m isinterpretations, i must be
stressed that the localizabk \classical' two-point correlations then diverge as well.
For the Ising m odel In a transverse eld i can beqshg\m that (Verstraete, Popp &

. i : . 1 F ij ij zezs 2
Cirac2004) max —x;yz R7] Enc@ 3 3 s wheres™ = 1 hsfsfi

rS?i hfi’ and QY = 1S;S;i IS iS;i  :In this case, the Iwer bound
is detem ned by the twopoint correlation function in the x-direction. In the
disordered phase ( < 1) the ground state possesses a am all degree of entanglem ent
and consequently its entanglem ent length is nite. The situation changes at the
other side of the critical point. Here, although the correlation length is nite,
the entanglem ent length is in nie as asym ptotically the correlation tends to a

nie valuies. The divergence of g iIndicates that the ground state is a globally
entangled state, supporting the general idea that m ultjpartite entanglem ent is m ost
relevant at the critical point (© sbome & N ielsen 2002, Roscilde et al. 2004). The
properties of localizable entanglem ent w ere fiirther investigated fora spin-1/2 X X Z -
chain in I & Korepin 2004, Popp et al 2005) as a function of the anisotropy
param eter and of an extemally applied m agnetic eld h. The authors used exact
results for correlation functions relying on the integrability of the models to nd
the required bounds. The presence of the anisotropy further increases the lower
bound ofthe localizable entanglem ent. At the B erezinskiiK osterlitz-T houless critical
point ( = 1) the lower bound of the nearest neighbor localizable entanglem ent
shows a kink (Popp et al. 2005). A s pointed out by the authors this m ight have
In plications in the generalunderstanding ofthe B erezinskitK osterlitz-T houlessphase
transitions w here the ground state energy and its derivatives are continuous aswellas
the concurrence. The localizable entanglem ent In two-din ensionalX X Z m odelwas
discussed as well (Syljmsen 2003b) by m eans of quantum M onte C arlo sin ulations.
A lower bound has been detem ined by studying the m aximum correlation fiinction
which or > 1 isQ y, the long-range (power law ) decay ofthe correlation i plying
a long ranged localizable entanglem ent.
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For half-integer soins, gapped non-degenerate ground states are characteristic for
system s in a disordered phase (consider param agnets orexam ple). A nite gap In the
excitation spectrum ofthe system in the themm odynam ic lim it m akes the correlations
decaying exponentially. This is the Ligb-SchulzM attis theorem , establishing that,
under general hypothesis, the ground state of a soin system is either unigque and
gapless or gapped and degenerate (Lib et al. 1961) (see H astings 2004) for recent
results). Tt was a surprise, when Haldane discovered that system s of integer spins
can violate this theorem @Haldane 1983a, Haldane 1983b). A ccordingly the long
range order can be replaced by the so called hidden order of topological nature.
This kind of order is established In the system because certain solitonic type of
excitation becom e gapless for integer spins ™ ikeska 1995). T his suggests to Investigate
w hether the entanglem ent in the ground state m ight play som e role in establishing
the hidden order characteristic for the Haldane phases. An aspect that m ight be
relevant to this ain was recently addressed by studying the localizable entanglem ent
In AKLT models (Verstraete, M artin-D elgado & Cirac 2004). The ground state of
this class of m odels is of the valence bond type. For this case it was dem onstrated
that a singlkt state m ade of two spins1=2 located at the ends of the chain can be
always realized. T his In plies that the localizable entanglem ent is long ranged despite
the exponentially decaying correlation (Verstraete, M artin-D elgado & C irac 2004).
Furthem ore the localizable entanglem ent can be related to the string orderparam eter.
T he valence-bond-solid phase order w as further studied by looking at the hidden order
In chains with m ore com plicated topology. The von Neum ann entropy was studied
In spin-1 X X Z modelw ith biquadratic iInteraction and single ion anisotropy in Gu
et al. 2006, W ang et al. 2005) and in (C am posVenuti, D egliE spostiB oschi, R oncaglia
& Scaramucci 2006). Som e of the features of the corresponding phase diagram are
captured. The Haldane transitions exhibited in the phase diagram s are m arked by
anom alies in the Von Neum ann entropy; its m axinum at the isotropic point is not
related to any criticalphenom enon (the system is gapped around such a point), but it
isdue to the equiprobability ofthe three soin-1 statesoccurring at that point (C am pos
Venuti, D egli E sposti B oschi, Roncaglia & Scaram ucci 2006). Since the Berezinskii-
K osterlitz-T houless transition separating the X Y from the Haldane or largeD phases
connects a gapless w ith a gapped regin e, i was goeculated that an anom aly in the
entanglem ent should highlight such transition Gu et al 2006).

M ulipartite entangkment A lthough pairwise entanglement allow to capture
In portant properties of the phase diagram i was evidenced that the soin system s
are most generically in multipartite entangled state W ang 2002b, Steln achovic &
Buzek 2004, Bru et al 2005). Just to m ake an exam pl we point out that the st
excited state above a ferrom agnetic ground state isa W -state that isa wellknow n state
In quantum Informm ation with a multipartite entanglem ent. D espite its im portance,
a quantitative description of mulipartite entanglem ent constiutes a challenging
problem in the current research. In m any-body physics m ultipartite entanglem ent has
been studied resorting to ‘global m easuresthat m ost often cannot distinguish di erent
types of m ultipartite entanglem ent each other (see however (G uhne et al 2005)). A
rst way to estin ate m ultipartite entanglem ent In goin system is provided by the
entanglem ent ratio ;= ; as the am ount of two spin relative to global entanglem ent.
Tt is Interesting to com pare the behavior of such quantitities for quantum critical
and factorizing points of spin m odels. In fact it em erged that ,= 1 is small close
to quantum critical points. In contrast the entanglem ent ratio approach to one close
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Figure 6. Onetangle ; and the sum ofsquared concurrences , asa function of
the applied m agnetic eld in z-direction forthe X Y Z m odelw ith exchange along
y:Jy = 025 (in unit ofexchange along z). Inset: contributions to the concurrence
between Fth neighbors; filll sym bols stand for C ! (j), open symbols for C I ().
T he dashed line m arks the critical eld h.. From (R oscilde et al. 2004)]

to the factorizing point. C lose to quantum critical points the entanglem ent ratio was
calculated num erically orld X Y Z Roscideet al.2004). Fig.6). T he entanglem ent
ratio was calculated close to factorizing points for the quantum Ising m odel.

To addressm ultipartite entanglem ent directly severalrouteshave been suggested.
O f interest is the analysis based on geom etric entanglem ent. M ost of the works till
now ooncentrated on critical system s. It was proved that geom etric entanglem ent
obeys an area law that, m ost probably, coincides with the well established area
law of the von Neum ann entropy Botero et al. 2007, O rus 2008, O rus, Dusuel &
V idal2008, O rus 2008, Shiet al. 2009) Such a result provides a fiirther evidence that
the universalbehaviour of the block entanglem ent close to a criticalpoint traces back
to m ultipartite entanglem ent.

A though som e of the proposed m easures rely on n-point correlation functions
there is no clkar evidence on whether this is a general feature of multipartite
entanglem ent. A s in portant exam ple ofm easure ofm ultipartite entanglem ent relying
on two-point function was proposed in (de O liveira, Rigolin & de O liveira 2006, de
O liveira, R igolin, de O liveira & M jxagda 2006, Somm a et aL32004) as

1
@ _ 4 1 X 4 1

gl 3N 1 N ,
=1 =1

Tr 55, )0 @7)

where 4541 is the reduced density m atrix associated to the sites j and j+ L
Sin flarly one can consider also threebody reduced densiy m atrices and construct
the corresponding global entanglem ent m easure. A lthough the precise form has not
been established yet, the globalentanglm ent E ;, generalization of Eq.(L7) should
be related to the set of reduced n—qubits density operators. A cocording to O liveira and
cow orkers, then the hierarchy of E ®) m ight provide a com prehensive description of
entanglem ent in m any-body system s already form oderate values ofn.

G Iobalentanglem ent isvery sensitive to the existence 0ofQ P T s. A sa paradigm atic
exam ple the authors analyzed the phase diagram in the anisotropy-m agnetic eld
plane. By extending an earlier approach developed In W u et al. 2004), de O liveira

et al. also showed how the non-analytic behavior of E g(?) is related to that of the
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ground state energy. N ote that from Eq.(17) i is possble to de ne an entanglem ent
length proportional to the correlation length . This di ers considerably from that
one de ned by the localizable entanglem ent (see Eq.(16)); the latter isalwaysbounded
from below by the correlation length and can even be divergent where is nite.

A s discussed In Facchiet al 2006a, Facchiet al. 2006b, C ostantini et al. 2006)
the analysis of the average purity m ight not be su cient and the analysis of the
distrbbution of the purity for di erent partitions could give additional nform ation.
R ather than m easuring m ultipartite entanglem ent in tem s of a single num ber, one
characterizes it by using a whole function. O ne studies the distrdbution function of
the purity (or other m easures of entanglem ent) over all bipartitions of the system .
If the distrdbbution is su ciently reqular, its average and variance w ill constitute
characteristic features of the global entanglem ent: the average w ill determ ine the
\am ount" of global entanglem ent In the system , while the variance will m easure
how such entanglem ent is distrbuted. A am aller variance w ill corresoond to a larger
Insensitivity to the choice of the bipartition and, therefore, w ill be characteristic for
di erent types of m ultipartite entanglem ent.

In (Patane et al. 2007) multipartite entanglem ent is studied with the ain to
shed light on how entanglem ent is shared in a m any-body system . For a quantum
XY model the simplest multiparticle entanglem ent of a subsystem m ade of three
arbitrary spins of the chain is considered; then bipartite entanglem ent between a
soin and the other two w ith respect to all possible bipartitions. It is found that the
block oftwo spinsm ay be entangled w ith the extemal spin, degpoite the latter is not
entangled directly w ith any of the two spins separately (see Fig. 8). Hence the range
of such spin/block entanglem ent m ay extend further than the spin-spin entanglem ent
range. It isplausble that increasing the size of the subsystem considered w ill increase
the range of the m ultjpartite entanglem ent. For instance, the range of spin/block
entanglem ent w ill increase if we consider a larger block. Hence, a single soin can
be entangled with m ore distant partners, if one allow s to cluster them into a large
enough block. It would be intriguing to study how spin/block entanglem ent and, in
general, block/block entanglem ent between subsystem s, scale increasing the size of
blocks. especially exploring the connection w ith quantum criticality. W e rem ark that
such analysiswould be di erent w ith respect to the wellknow n block entropy setting,
since in that case one is interested in the block/rest-ofthe-system entanglem ent.

Bound entangkm ent W e would like to conclide this brief description of the relation
betw een entanglem ent and m agnetic orderby analyzing in which cases interacting spin
system are In a bound entangled state (see section (3). W e shall see that such kind
of peculiar entangled states are generically ‘engineered’ by a m any-body system at
equilbrium as it occurs naturally in certain region of the phase diagram for the "last’
entangled states before the com plete separability is reached. In this sense the bound
entanglem ent bridges between quantum and classical correlations. Being the bound
entanglem ent a form of dem oted entanglem ent, i appearswhen quantum correlations
get weaker. Bound entangled states were found in both the ground and them al
states of anisotropic X Y m odels (P atane et al. 2007, Ferraro, C avalcanti, G arcia-Saez
& Acin A 2008, Cavalcantiet al. 2008). W e follow the approach pursued In (P atane
et al. 2007) where three—spin entanglem ent In an In nite anisotropic X Y chain was
analyzed). Two di erent con gurationswere considered (see Fig.7).

At zero tem perature bound entanglem ent appears (see Fig. 8) when the spins
are su ciently distant each others and as in the case of the spin/spin entanglem ent,
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Figure 7. Con gurations of spins described in the text and whose entanglem ent
properties are presented in Fig. 8. W e xR = 3, hence a spin is directly entangled
w ith its rst three nearest neighbors. a) 'C lustering’ tw o spins increases the range
ofentanglem ent (the schem e is sym m etric also for spins on the left of the m arked
one). b) Symm etric con guration of spins such that no tw o-particle entanglem ent
is present, but still the spins share m ultiparticle entanglem ent.

it can be arbitrary long ranged near the factorizing eld. To prove i, the idea is to
resort the "incom plete separability” condition describbed in the rst section. In fact
from Fig. 8 we see that Ng 4+ may be zero even if N ¢htr is non—zero. Thus in such
case the density m atrix of the spins isPP T for the two sym m etric bipartitions of one
extemal spin vs the other two (" j"" and "" j ") and Negative Partial T ranspose
NNPT) for the partition of the central spin vs the other two (We rem ark that PPT
does not ensure the separability of the two partitions for dim ensions of localH ibert
space greater than two). In fact ifwe could be able to distill a m axim ally entangled
state between two spins then one oftwo previous PP T partitionswould be NPT and
this cannot occur since PP T is Invariant under LOCC (H orodeckiet al. 1998b, V idal
& W emer 2002). Quantum states must be 'm ixed enough’ to be bound entangld.
In the ground state a source m ixing is the trace over the other spins of the chain.
H owever if the spins are near enough the reduced entanglem ent is free. It resuls that
the e ect of the them alm ixing can drive the T = 0 free entanglem ent to bound
entanglem ent (see Fig. 9). This behavior shown for the Ising m odel is also found
for the entire class of quantum XY Ham iltonians w ith generic values of anisotropy
(the tem perature at which the di erent types of entanglem ent are decrease w ith
NPT them al bound entanglem ent was also found by Ferraro, Cavalcanti, G arcia—
Saez & Acin A 2008, Cavalcantiet al. 2008) resorting to block entropies. T he idea of
A cin and coworkers was to calculate the block entropy for two di erent bipartitions:
one n which the two subsystem s are m ade of contiguous block of soins (called
"halfhalf’ partition); the other groups all the spins labeled, say, by even indices in
one subsystem and the ram aining ones in the other (called ’even-odd’ partition).
Because of the area law, the entanglem ent in the even-odd partition is m ore robust
to themm al uctuations than entanglem ent in the halfhalf partition (an hypothesis
corroborated by actualcalculationsby the sam e authors) . T herefore there isa range of
tem peratures orwhich the PP T condition is reached w ith an even-odd entanglem ent.
T he entanglem ent isbound because single particles cannot distillentanglem ent (asthe
halfhalf bjpartion can be singled out to have particles In two di erent blocks). The
calculations are done fora nite set of spins interacting according to an isotropic X Y
Ham iltonian. W e rem ark that such NPT bound entanglem ent was found in closed
systam s. Recently i was dem onstrated that NPT bound entanglem ent can arise
dynam ically from decoherence of m ultipartite entangled states of GHZ type @ olia
et al.2008). Based on that it is Intriguing to con ecture that such kind ofentanglem ent
could be generated dynam ically via decoherence In open system s. BesidesNP T, also
PPT bound entangled states were found In spin system s at nite tem perature (Toth
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Figure 8. T = 0 Negativities between one spin and the other two V s m agnetic

eld h are shown for both con gurations ofFig 7. W e consider = 0:5. In this
case outside the intervalm arked by the two solid vertical lines the range of spin—
spin entanglem ent isR 3 (or va]ueslgfh inside this intervalR grow s due to the

its divergence at factorizing eld h¢ = 1 27 0:86 (Am icoetal.2006a)). For
con guration a) (upper panel), N g 5o Signals the spin/block entanglem ent for a
distance d = 4. For values of h outside the vertical lines, the N egativity signals
genuine spin/block entanglem ent. For con guration b) (lower panel), both N g 4t
(solid line) and N ¢ entr (dashed line) are plotted. For values of h outside the
vertical lines the three spins share no spin/spin entanglem ent, hence for non zero
NEg xt and N ¢ eptr free m ultiparticle entanglem ent is present. T he latter tums in
to bound entanglem ent for values ofh such that only Ncentr 0 and Ng x¢ = 0
(both on the left and on the right of the solid lines). From (Patane et al. 2007)]

et al. 2007, Toth et al 2009). The m ethod developed by Toth et. al relies on certain
relation between entanglem ent and squeezing of collective spins that can serve as
separability test for separability of the given state (ke an entanglem ent w imness).
T he entanglem ent detected can be of m ultipartite type despite the relations involre
only two-point correlation functions. T hey considered spin m odels of the H eisenberg
type at nite size and proved that a range of tem perature exists w here their them al
state display m ultipartite entanglem ent that cannot be distilled for any bipartition of
the systam .
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Figure 9. T hreshold tem peratures above that the negativity is zero in the even—
odd (solid line), 1 :n 1 (dotted line) and halfhalf (dashed line) partitions.

W e plot the threshold tem perature as a function of the coupling param eter J of
themodel (1) with 347 = g/% = 41, and 0@ = 08ij orn = 10 spins
and hy, = 1:9. Inset: Tem perature above which the negativity in the even-
odd (solid line), 1 :n 1 (dotted line) and halfhalf (dashed line) partitions is
zero as a function of the number n of the spin Ham iltonian (1) with J = 1 and
h, = 19.From (Cavalcantiet al. 2008)]

5. Conclusions and outlook

T he use of conogpts developed In quantum inform ation science has provided a new
tw ist to the study of m any-body system s. Here we presented a speci c exam ple of
this kind ofapproach by discussing the relation betw een m agnetian and entanglem ent.
Looking at the next future it seem s to us that the m ost challenging problem s are a
w ider characterization of the m ultipartite entanglem ent and, In our opinion m ost
In portant, a connection between this acquired know ledge and new experim ents.
Rem arkable in pact of quantum inform ation in condensed m atter has been proving
on the possibility to design m ore e cient classical num erical algorithm s for quantum
m any-body system s.

A s orexperim entaltests on entanglem ent in m any-body system s, we observe that
the m ost direct m ethod seem s relying on the entanglem ent w inesses that have been
derived using therm odynam ical quantities. N evertheless m ethods based on neutron
scattering technigques on m agnetic com pounds, that are of particular relevance for
SoIn system s, are also valuable especially for a direct quanti cation ofentanglem ent in
m acroscopic system s. In this context w e notice that m ore re ned experin entalanalysis
seam to be required to extract entanglem ent. These m ight disclose new unexplored
features of entangled m any-body states.
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