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Macroscopic Quantum Entanglement of a Kondo Cloud at Finite Temperature
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We propose a variational approach for computing the macroscopic entanglement in a many-body
mized state, based on entanglement witness operators, and compute the entanglement of formation
(EoF), a mixed-state generalization of the entanglement entropy, in single- and two-channel Kondo
systems at finite temperature. The thermal suppression of the EoF obeys power-law scaling at low
temperature. The scaling exponent is halved from the single- to the two-channel system, which is
attributed, using a bosonization method, to the non-Fermi liquid behavior of a Majorana fermion, a
“half” of a complex fermion, emerging in the two-channel system. Moreover, the EoF characterizes
the size and power-law tail of the Kondo screening cloud of the single-channel system.

PACS numbers: 75.20.Hr, 03.67.Mn, 72.15.Qm, 71.10.Hf

Systems of many interacting particles often exhibit un-
usual macroscopic phenomena at zero temperature. A
useful concept of understanding their quantum nature is
macroscopic entanglement [II, 2], quantum correlation of
many particles that cannot be imitated by classical corre-
lations [3]. A popular measure for this purpose is entan-
glement entropy (EE). It captures entanglement between
two macroscopic subsystems, and quantifies new aspects
of many-body ground states, including area law [4], topo-
logical order [Bl [6], and quantum criticality [7, []].

Generalizing this zero-temperature study is desirable,
to explore how the macroscopic entanglement thermally
decays or spatially extends. This requires to study a
mized state, in which quantum and classical correla-
tions coexist. At finite temperature, a system is in a
probabilistic mixture of energy eigenstates. Its entan-
glement will reveal quantumness in quantum-to-classical
crossover, collective excitations, decoherence, etc. More-
over, EE measures entanglement only between two com-
plementary subsystems in a pure state [I], providing lim-
ited information about the spatial extension of macro-
scopic entanglement. To get more direct information, it
is useful to consider, e.g., two distant non-complementary
subsystems with changing the distance, which are de-
scribed by a mixed state, after the remainder is traced
out of a ground or thermal mixed state.

The computation of macroscopic entanglement in
many-body mixed states, however, requires huge costs.
For mixed states, EE unpredictably overestimates entan-
glement, since it cannot distinguish between quantum
and classical correlations. Thus EE is generalized [9] into
the entanglement of formation (EoF) &p. EoF quantifies
the entanglement between two complementary subsys-
tems A and B of a mized state p as

&rle) = p:zizio?\fwi><wi\[zz.:pi Eollval o

It is obtained by exploring the possible decompo-
sitions of p into normalized pure states [i¢;) with
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weight p;, and finding the optimal decomposition for
which ), p; Ee(|¢s)) is the lowest. Here, Eg(|y;)) =
—Tr(pa log, pa) is the EE of |¢;) between A and B,
and pao = Trg|v;) (| is obtained from |v¢;) by trac-
ing out B. For pure states |¢), EoF reduces to EE,
Er(|¥)) = Er(|¥))). The computational cost of explor-
ing the decompositions is huge even for a small system of
a three-qubit full-rank state, equivalent to that of min-
imizing a function of 63 ~ 959 variables [I0HI2], and it
exponentially increases with system size [I3] [14]. Most
entanglement measures require such heavy costs [13] [15].
Negativity [I6H20] is an exception, however, cannot de-
tect bound entanglement [3,[I3] that can appear in many-
body systems [21], 22]. Mutual information [3] is not ap-
plicable to mixed-state entanglement, as it cannot distin-
guish between quantum and classical correlations.

On the other hand, in Kondo effects [23], the ground
states have the entanglement between the Kondo impu-
rity spin and the surrounding conduction electrons, the
latter forming Kondo cloud [24H26]. Naturally, macro-
scopic entanglement would be a direct tool for character-
izing the properties of the cloud, the essence of Kondo
effects, that cannot be captured by few-particle corre-
lations [27, 28]. For example, it will be meaningful to
characterize the tail of the cloud by macroscopic entan-
glement, since the tail is expected to reflect the universal-
ity of low-energy Kondo physics in real space [25]. More-
over, since Kondo effects have gapless excitations at any
low temperature, it is important to study, by macroscopic
entanglement, not only their ground state but also their
thermal suppression. However, the understanding of the
macroscopic entanglement remains unsatisfactory due to
the computation difficulty mentioned above, despite ef-
forts [18] [19, 29, [30].

In this Letter, we propose a variational approach for
computing macroscopic entanglement in mixed states,
based on entanglement witness operators (EWs) [11-
13, BIH33], and develop it for single- (1CK) and two-
channel Kondo (2CK) systems, using numerical renor-
malization group (NRG) methods [34, [B5]. We com-
pute the EoF &r between the impurity and the elec-
trons located within distance L from the impurity at
temperature T'; see Fig. In addition to the expected
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FIG. 1. (Color Online) (a) Single- (1CK) and (b) two-channel
Kondo (2CK) systems. In 1CK (2CK), a spin-1/2 impurity
is antiferromagnetically coupled with the spin(s) of a single
(two) channel(s) of a conduction electron bath at the impu-
rity site [23, [37]; we consider a one-dimensional semi-infinite
bath, without loss of generality. (¢) In 1CK, the Kondo cloud,
a macroscopic electronic object of size {1ck, forms to screen
the impurity spin at zero temperature. The cloud spin (1, |)
entangles with the impurity spin (f}, ), forming the Kondo
singlet of the Bell-state type |[ft)) — |[{1). The entanglement
of formation £ between the impurity at x = 0 and the bath
electrons inside distance L (z < L) quantifies how the macro-
scopic entanglement of the cloud spatially extends. & is re-
duced from the value of L — oo, if the entanglement between
electrons outside L (which are traced out) and the rest exists.

crossover around the Kondo temperature Tick(2ck) of
1CK (2CK), the macroscopic entanglement measured by
Er exhibits, at low temperature, the universal power-law
thermal decay of &g ~ 1 — ay(T/Tick)? for 1CK and
Er ~ 1 — agT/Thck for 2CK; ay 2 are constants. The
halving of the power-law exponent from 1CK to 2CK is
attributed, using bosonization methods [36], to a Majo-
rana fermion emerging in 2CK. Moreover, for 1CK, the
dependence of &r on L characterizes the spatial profile of
the Kondo cloud. The cloud size is {1cx = hvr/ksTick
and robust against thermal effects at 7' < Tick, while
it decreases with increasing T at T' 2 Tick; vr is Fermi
velocity. At T' = 0, the cloud tail obeys another power
law, & ~ 1 —b1(§1cx/L); by is a constant. The different
exponents of 1CK imply that the 7" and L dependences
of & have separate informations about entanglement in
thermal states and the spatial extension of entanglement.

Variational approach.— EWs are the physical opera-
tors detecting whether a state is entangled [3, [13]. They
have been applied for quantifying entanglement in a few
particles [11], 12}, BIH33]. Here we suggest to use EWs to
efficiently compute macroscopic entanglement.

We introduce how to compute the EoF Er(p) of a
target state p by EW. One finds the set M, of EWs
X, whose expectation value provides a lower bound of
Er(p) as TrXp < Ep(p). Here, M, = {X | (¥[X|¢) <
Er(|Y)), Y|v) € H,} and a Hilbert space H, includes
the range of p. Among X’s, the optimal EW [311 [32] of
the largest expectation value provides Er(p),

Er(p) = S TrXp. (2)

It is equivalent to Eq. , and the cost of exploring all
operators in M, is huge. Because of the difficulty in

Egs. and , macroscopic entanglement in a thermal
many-body state remains unexplored.

In our approach, instead of fully exploring M, we con-
struct an appropriate variational form of EW, which cov-
ers only a small subset of M, but includes or is close to
the optimal EW. Within the form, we find the operator
X9P* whose expectation value TrXoP*p is the largest.

A lower bound of &(p) is obtained as TrXJP'p, be-
cause X;’pt is an EW. We obtain an upper bound by
finding a pure-state decomposition of p, based on the
duality [I1, T2]: The optimal decomposition of p in
Eq. is a mixture of the pure states in a set Px =
{l) [(IX]Y) = Er([¥))}, if and only if TrXp = Er(p)
in Eq. . ‘We obtain ]P)Xgpt and search a decomposition
of p =37, pi|v;)(¥i], each [¢]) being sufficiently similar
to an element of P'yop [37]. Then, . p;Er(|¢))) is an
upper bound. The upper and lower bounds are close to-
gether (hence to the exact value) when Xgpt is “good”.
A good variational form can be constructed for a system
at low temperature, considering its ground states and
low-energy excitations, as shown below.

EW in Kondo models.— We further develop this ap-
proach for Kondo systems; see Fig.[l] Their Hamiltonian
isH=JY), S5, + Y ko ekchacakg. J is the coupling
strength between the impurity spin S and the electron
SPIn S5 = D oo choc_f’gg/cak/gl/Q in channel « € [1, M]
at the impurity site (z = 0), M =1 (2) for 1CK (2CK),
o is Pauli matrix, cl,w creates an electron with spin o,
momentum k, and energy € in channel o [37].

To compute the EoF, we obtain the state p, by building
thermal states by NRG [34] 35] and by tracing out the
subsystem outside L. We develop a way for the latter
within NRG [37]. The resulting p generally has rank
~ 10* too high to exactly obtain &g (p).

At T = 0 and L — oo, we exactly obtain opti-
mal EWs based on our derivation [37] of the optimal
EW Xaqp, for a general two-qubit state paqpn, which pro-
vides the value of Er(paqp) = TrXognpoqn and satis-
fies (| Xoqu|¥) < Er(|¥)) for any pure state |1). The
1CK ground state (so-called Kondo singlet), |Gick) =
%(m>|9—1/2> — [)]g1/2)), is a two-qubit Bell state of
maximal entanglement (£ = 1) between impurity spin
states |n = 1, ) and bath states |gn,) of spin-z quantum
number N, satisfying (gn, |gn:) = dn,n7. The optimal
EW for &r(|G1ck)) has the form

2 2
= e— - - 1
X1 logQ\G1CK><G1CK| (log? )IG1, (3)

where Ia1 = 32,4 n.—x1/2 M0l @ [gn,){gn.| is the
identity operator of the two-qubit Hilbert subspace for
|G1@K>. NOtiCG <G10K‘X(}1|G10K> = gF(|Gch>) =1.
The two-fold degenerate ground states of 2CK are also
two-qubit Bell states (& = 1), |Gdok) = %(ngar) +

[Wgi")) and |Goek) = J5(Mg=1) + )lge ), where
|Giiex) has the total spin-z quantum number of +1/2 and



|g]ﬂf,> is the bath state associated with |G ), satisfy-
ing (gi, |g%é> = Opp'On, N7 Thus the 2CK state at T' = 0
and L — 00 is pa2 = (|Gex ) (Gack| +1Gook ) (Gack ) /2-
The optimal EW Xgo = Xgot+ + Xgo— provides the
value of Er(pg2) = TrXaepae = 1, where Xgor =
221Gk ) (Gao|— (2—log 2) o]/ log 2 and Iaay (Iaa-)
is the identity of two-qubit subspace Hgat = {|), |[¥)}®
{lgg ) 19")} Haz— = {10, 11} @ {lg=1).190)})-

For the state p at general T and L, we construct an EW
X variationally, generalizing X1 and Xga, as follows. (i)
Decompose the whole Hilbert space into two-qubit sub-
spaces H; = {1, [1)}@1{[6iq), |6)}, where {|gy,) } is am
orthonormal basis of bath states. We parametrize |¢;,)’s
for the optimization discussed below. (ii) For each sub-
space H;, we obtain the optimal EW X; which provides
Er(p;) = TrX;p;. Here p; = I;pl; is the projection of
p onto H,; and I; is the identity of #;. This construc-
tion of X; depends on the choice of {|¢;,)}. (iii) The
sum X = ). X; of the two-qubit EWs is our variational
form. We optimize the choice of {|¢;,)} (hence X), to
make the lower and upper bounds of Er(p) closer [37].

For example, at T < Tick2ck and L — oo, p (for
any of 1CK and 2CK) is a mixture of energy eigen-
states |F;) with energy E; < kpTick2ck. |Ei) =
bip ) |ein) + big[{)|eiy) has an analogous form (€ < 1)
to the Bell state, where by, ~ 1/v/2, (eiy|ei) = 6y, and
(€inleirstin) =~ 0. Hence we choose {|¢in)} by orthonor-
malizing {|e;;)} and construct X;’s similarly to Eq. (3).

A lower bound of Er(p) is obtained as Tr(}, X;p). A
upper bound is >, piEr([¢7)), by finding [¢}) which is
similar to a state in Py and satisfies Zj pé\@[);)(q/);\ = p;
to avoid the huge cost of obtaining Px, we use a subset
U;Px, C Px. To get better bounds, we optimize the
choice of {|¢i,)} and {p, [¢/}) }, based on the structure of
p B7]. X cannot detect off-diagonal blocks I;pl;/-; which
are however made small at T' < Tick and L > & ok by
appropriately choosing {|¢iy,)}. We emphasize that the
decomposition into the two-qubit subspaces allows us to
avoid the impractical cost of computing EoF by Eq. .

Result.— We discuss the result of the temperature de-
pendence of & at L — oo in Fig. @] In both 1CK
and 2CK, &p shows maximal entanglement at T = 0,
slowly decays with T' < Tk 20k, and rapidly vanishes at
T 2 Tick 20K, exhibiting the crossover around T’ ck 2ck -
At T < Tick,2ck, the upper and lower bounds show the
same universal power-law decay in each system,

gF ~1]1— al(T/Tch)Z
gF ~1— GQ(T/TQCK)

1CK
ack.
(2CK).
In Eq. , the scaling exponent is halved from 1CK
to 2CK, reflecting different low-energy excitations. At
T < Tick,2ck, the thermal state p = >, w;|Ey) (B is
governed by |E;)’s with E; ~ kgT, because of the com-
petition between Boltzmann weight w; and degeneracy.
There are two sources suppressing r(p): (i) Each |E;)
is less entangled; Ep(|E;)) ~ 1 — 2|8, 44|?/log?2 for E; <«
ksTick,2ck, where S, is the impurity spin-z operator
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FIG. 2. (Color Online) Entanglement of formation &r be-
tween the Kondo impurity and the bath electrons inside L
at temperature T for single- (1CK) and two-channel Kondo
(2CK) systems. (a,b) & versus T at L — oo for (a) 1CK and
(b) 2CK. (c) & versus L at T' = 0 for 1CK. Blue circles (green
triangles) denote the lower (upper) bounds of &r. These
bounds are close to each other, especially at T' < Tick,2ck
and L > &ick, enough to predict scaling behavior. Insets:
The universal scaling behavior of &r versus T/Tick 20k < 1
or L/&ick > 1, well fitted by power laws (dashed lines); see
Eqgs. (@) and (). The NRG parameters used for this plot and
the expression of Tick,2ck are given in Ref. [37].

and Sz,ii = <E1‘SZ|E1> = (|blﬂ|2 — |b7l}‘2)/2 (11) EoF sat-
isfies the convexity, & (3, wi|E;)(E;|) < Y, wir(|E;)).
Using bosonization [36], we find that these two sources
give the same exponent [37]. Here we explain the former
factor. A pseudofermion operator ¢(f) describes the im-
purity spin as S, = cfc—1/2. In 1CK, both ¢! and ¢ cou-
ple to the bath [36]. Since the coupling is energy depen-
dent, each of c¢' and c gives a scaling factor ~ /T /T ¢k,
leading to1l— gF(|Ez>) ~ |Sz,ii|2 ~ (T/TlCK)Q. In QCK,
S, is rewritten as S, = iy;v-. Here, only a Majorana
fermion v_, a “half” of ¢(f), couples to the bath, pro-
viding the factor ~ /T /Tock; the other Majorana vy is
decoupled, not giving T independence. This causes the
exponent halving in 2CK. It is non-Fermi liquid behavior.

The dependence of & on L is obtained for 1CK in
Fig. Pc). €r(L — o0) — Er(L) indicates entanglement



between x > L and therest. At T =0, =1at L — oo
and decreases only slightly at L > &ck, implying that
Kondo cloud lies mostly (more than 90 %) inside &;ck.-
The cloud has a long tail of the power law at L > £i¢k,

Er ~1—-bi1(&icx/L) (1CK), (5)

which is reproduced [37] with Yosida’s ground state [39].

At finite T', the L dependence of & characterizes the
thermal reduction of Kondo cloud. We find that the
cloud size, within which the majority of the cloud lies,
is &1ck (almost insensitive to T') at T' < Tick, and de-
creases with T at T 2 Tick [37]. Moreover, the two
1CK power laws in Egs. and (b)) have different expo-
nent, not connected by L < hvp/kgT from the uncer-
tainty principle, and they are additive at L > & ok and
T < Tick as 1 —Ep ~ CLl(T/TlCK)2 + b1 (&icx /L) 3.
These unusual results imply that entanglement suppres-
sion by thermal effects has different mechanism from that
by the partial trace over x > L. The former reflects
thermal entanglement suppression, while the latter mea-
sures the spatial extension of entanglement. Note that a
mixed state obtained from a ground state by tracing out
its subsystem is different from a thermal state, when the
subsystem does not behave as a legitimate heat bath.

Finally, in contrast to EoF, correlations between the
impurity spin and a conduction electron spin at L do not
detect macroscopic entanglement, because of the entan-
glement monogamy [3] that tracing out all bath electrons
except the one at L leaves only negligible entanglement.
They measure the cloud tail differently from Eg; the spin-
spin correlation [27] decays as 1/L? at L > & ck, and
the concurrence does not detect the cloud [40]. Impurity
entanglement entropy [29, [30] detects macroscopic corre-
lations, but it is not an entanglement measure; it decays
as &k /L at L > &k as in Eq. (5), but as T/Tyck at

4

T <« Ticxk, contrary to Eq. . Note that the cloud size
at zero temperature was discussed in spin-chain Kondo
models, using negativity [I8], [19].

Perspective.— We have proposed a viable approach for
computing macroscopic entanglement in thermal mixed
states. Our study implies that EoF is a good tool
for quantifying macroscopic quantumness in many-body
mixed states; its original operational meaning [3] is a non-
regularized entanglement cost in quantum information.

Our results indicate that the macroscopic entangle-
ment characterizes the new aspects of many-body sys-
tems at finite temperature, inaccessible by conventional
means and by EE. For example, it can identify the spatial
extension of quantum correlations, the competition be-
tween the coexisting quantum and classical correlations
induced by thermal effects or environments, and the fate
of the zero-temperature correlations (e.g., topological or-
der and quantum criticality) at finite temperature.

Our approach is optimized for computing entangle-
ment between a few impurities and a macroscopic sub-
system, and directly applicable to quantum impurity
problems. It is in principle applicable to any convex-
roof measures [13] [15], including multipartite entangle-
ment [I1} [12], and useful for experimental entanglement
detection [13] B3]. It is desirable to extend our approach
to study entanglement between macroscopic subsystems.

Experimental evidence of Kondo cloud remains elu-
sive [24, 26]. It may be because the cloud is a macro-
scopic object entangled with an impurity, showing rapid
quantum fluctuations with zero average spin. It will be
valuable to find experimentally accessible EWs, to con-
firm the entanglement, hence, the cloud.
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Supplementary Material for
“Macroscopic quantum entanglement of Kondo cloud at finite temperature”

Here we provide the details of our approaches and some supplementary results. In Sec.[l, we briefly introduce the
Kondo models. In Sec. [T, we describe how to numerically construct the thermal mixed states of the Kondo models
by NRG, and give the NRG parameters. In Sec. [[TI, we describe in details the way of tracing out the subsystem in
x > L, within the NRG formalism. In Sec.[[V] we derive the “two-qubit” EW Xoqp,. In Sec.[V] we prove that the sum
X =3, X;is a valid EW, and discuss how to choose the bath basis {|¢};y)}i,. In Sec. we give the way to obtain
the upper bound of &r(p). In Sec. we analyze the scaling behavior of the thermal suppression of £ in Eq. (4) in
the main text, using the finite-size bosonization method. In Sec. we reproduce the long-tail scaling of Er(L) in
Eq. (5) in the main text, using the Yosida’s variational ground state. In Sec. we give the computation result of
EoF for 1CK when both T and L are finite, to discuss the size of the Kondo cloud at finite 7. We also address that,
at T < Tick and L > &1¢k, two power-law decays are additive.

I. KONDO HAMILTONIAN

In 1CK (2CK), a spin-1/2 impurity is antiferromagnetically coupled with the spin(s) of a single channel (two
channels) of the conduction electron bath at the impurity site [23]. Without loss of generality, we consider a semi-
infinite one-dimensional bath ranging from = = 0 (the impurity site) to x — oo. Its Hamiltonian is

H= JZ § ga + kaczkgcakgv (Sl)

ako

where J is the coupling strength, S is the impurity spin operator, 5o = ;100 chaﬁwlcak/g//Q is the electron spin
operator in channel a € [1, M] at the impurity site (z = 0), M = 1 (2) for 1CK (2CK), & is Pauli matrix, cllm
creates an electron with spin o, momentum k, and energy ¢, = hvp(k — kr) € (=D, D) in «, constant density of
states v = 1/2D, kr is Fermi momentum, and D is the bandwidth. In this work, we consider the following case: The
two channels of 2CK have the same coupling strength, and there is no external magnetic field. We use 1CK Kondo

temperature kpTicx = DvvJe /7 and determine Thok from energy-eigenvalue convergence in NRG.

II. DENSITY MATRIX BY NRG

In NRG [35], each channel is logarithmically discretized and mapped onto a tight-binding chain (so-called Wilson
chain) of length N, whose Hamiltonian is Hy = JS - > oo’ fiog%faog/ + Z,]LO > oo (tnfing fant1o +Hee.),
where fim creates an electron in the single-particle state |ano) of spin ¢ in channel « at site n, ¢, ~ DA—™/2
and A is the discretization parameter. |anc) has energy ~ DA~/2 and extends over length ~ k;lA"/Q. Hy is
iteratively diagonalized, based on the energy-scale hierarchy. At each (n-th) iteration step, only the lowest-lying
energy eigenstates {|EX)}; of the Hamiltonian of the step are kept to construct the next-step Hamiltonian, while
the rest {|ED,)}; is discarded. The discarded states are the energy eigenstates of Hy, Hy|ED.) ® S E
ER|ER) @ Qniwn |San’), where [sqn = 0,1, 1, 1)) denote the occupation basis states of site n and channel a.

The equilibrium state at temperature 7" is constructed [34] as

—EP. /kgT

e nt

p(T) = zn:pn ® Isn, pn= XZ: T|EEL><E}L)I v Ion = @2 zs: |San’)(San], (52)
where kg is Boltzmann constant and Z is the partition function. Each block p,, covers energy ~ DA~"/2 and length

~ kzglA”/Q. Tr(p, ® Is,) is maximal near n = ny = —2log, (kgT/D) due to the competition between Boltzmann

factor e~ PA™"?/keT and degeneracy Tr I, = 4V~". In this work, we choose A = 4, J/D = 0.3, and the number of
kept states < 300 at each iteration, and use the z-averaging [35] with z = 0 and 0.5.
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FIG. S1. |[Pr]nn’| (upper panels) and p, = [Pr]nn (lower panels) for (a) A =4 and (b) A = 8. L is chosen to be A dependent
as L = ky ' A® for comparison; nr, = 16 for both of (a) and (b). Note that for A = 4, the largest off-diagonal element of [Pr],,,/
is ~ 0.07 and the other off-diagonal ones are smaller by one or more orders. We choose z = 0.

III. PARTIAL TRACE OVER z > L

We develop a way of obtaining, from NRG state p(7T'), the reduced density matrix p(T, L) of the impurity and
electrons in x < L, by tracing out states in x > L. We use the projector to x < L,

1 (L
P = f/ dz|x)(x|. (S3)
aJo

|z) is the state spatially localized at x and a is lattice constant. One has (anc|Pp|a'n'c’y = 04056/ [PrL]nn/- The
matrix [Pr]nns is real symmetric and almost diagonal (see Fig. [S1). Its diagonal part [Pr].y is finite for n < np =
2logy krL, and vanishes for n 2 ny, reflecting the length scales of NRG sites. Off-diagonal parts [Pr],,s are much
smaller than diagonal ones, and decrease with increasing A, since spatial separation between |ano)’s increases. Based
on this observation, we neglect the off-diagonal elements. The insensitivity of our computation of Er(p) to A implies
that this is a good approximation.

Neglecting the off-diagonal parts of [Pr]n., we decompose |ano) into the states of + < L and > L as fl, =
\/ﬁflnmin +v1I- pnfjww,out where p, = [Pr]nn. Then the many-body occupation basis state |sqy,) of site n and
channel « is expressed as

[0am) = 1030 )
|To¢n> = fanT‘Oan>
(\/ﬁfam mt V1 pnfam out) |Oout>|0 )
= /P02 [ Y /T — pa 1220

Nan) = ani‘oan>
= (\/ZTnflw,in +v1 *pnflm out) [020) 06
_ \/}Zmout + mH’out Om

|T\I/an> = aanan¢|Oan>

)+ VPu(l = pn) |T3171zt = VPu(1 = pn) ng;t +(1 _pn)|T\l’OUt>|0an>

where sljfn"“t)> describes the occupation s = 0,1, |, 1| in the x < L (z > L) part of site n and channel a.. The Hilbert
space of x < L (z > L) is spanned by @,,.,{|s infout)yy . In this representation, tracing out z > L is equivalent to

= a0 [T



partial trace over @,,.,,{[sa%) }s-

The partial trace over @,,.,{Isan)}s can be efficiently done for p(T) in Eq. (S2) as p(T,L) = Teg™ - - Te p(T),
where Trp™ () = Tro, | - ’Ilrgf:tMn() is the partial trace applied to site n and Tr°“t( ) = D0 (s [souE) . By
choosing appropriate basis states |r,;) € span (806;”%”{|som,>}s7 we express p(T, L), the result of the partial trace, as
the block diagonal form of B

CEDLTTTNNEED RS < D L
n

an'>n s

This form corresponds to Eq. with pp, = o), I — 12, and [ED) @ @ qupisn [San') = Tni) @ Qaprsn [5i)-
Tr(p ® I'*)) is maximal near n = min{ny,ny}. As p,’s are defined not spatially but energetically, p!" can be
contributed from many p,’s. In this form, we generalize the concept of the kept and discarded states used for p(T')
into p(T, L). In each step of constructing pi", |r,;)’s are the “discarded” states with small r,;, while there are the
“kept” states used for constructing pi%. . This form is useful for reducing the total number of basis states (|rn;)’s),
hence, computation cost. It is similar to the truncation of density matrix renormalization group methods, and allows
us to handle p(T, L) with similar cost of computing p(T).

IV. DERIVATION OF TWO-QUBIT EW

We derive the optimal witness operator Xaqp for the EoF Ep(paqn) of an arbitrary (unnormalized) two-qubit state
paqb in the Hilbert space Haogr = {]0), [1)} ® {|0),]1)}. The derivation consists of two steps: (i) Construct the EW
X5 [33] for the concurrence [38] C(paqp), and (ii) deduce Xaqp, from chqb by using the relation between the EoF and
the concurrence; for any normalized two-qubit state paogn/Trpaqn, Er satisfies Er(paqn/Trp2qp) = F(C(p2qn/Trp2qp))-
Here, f(z) = h((1 + v1—22)/2) and h(z) = —=xlogox — (1 — z)logy(l — ). Note that Ep(pagh/Trpaqp) =
Er(pagb)/Trpagp and C(paqb/Trpeqn) = C(paqb)/Trpeqn; this type of relations holds for all convex-roof entangle-
ment measures and beyond two qubits [I1] and it is consistent with Eq. (2). This is useful, as the “two-qubit” state
pi; = I;pI; in the main text is usually unnormalized.

The derivation of Xqp, starts with the optimal witness operator X§,, for C(paqp). In the case of C(paqn) # 0, it is
obtained [11], [33] as

C(p2qp) = TrXQCqbpgqb = sgp Tr[O2|U)(P| — ngb)OTpgqb], 0O =01® 0, (S4)

where O; are local operators with determinant 1, each acting on {|0),|1)}. Here |¥) = (|0)]0) + [1)|1))/V/2 is
maximally entangled (€ = 1) Bell state. In Eq. (S4)), XQCqb is found by searching the optimal SLOCC (stochastic
local quantum operations and classical communications in quantum information theory) operator O on Haqp, that
makes Tr[O(2| W) (V| —Izqp ) Of paqp] the largest. The form of Eq. (S4) captures the invariance of C under SLOCC. In the
case of C(paqn) = 0, on the other hand, we choose XS, = 0 (the null operator). X, provides C(paqn) = TrX$, paqn-
Searching the optlmal operator O can be easily done by the singular value decomposition of the local operators as
O; = Uy F;Usy;, where U’s are 2 x 2 local unitary operators and F' is a local filtering operator [33]; in the matrix

representation, I’ is written as (g 1%) with real f.
Xogp is obtained from qub and Er(paqb/Trpoqn) = f(C(p2qn/Trpeqn)). As f(z) is monotonically increasing and
convex, one has f(z) > f(z,) + %
=T

(x —x,) at any z, and z. Substituting x, = C(paqn/Trp2qn), f(x) = Xogb,
p
T — ngb7 and 1 — Ioqp,, we choose

d
X2qb = f(xp)12qb + i

e (XSqp — Tploqn) s 5 = Clpaqv/Trpaqn) = C(paqn)/Trpaqh- (S5)

T=Tp

This operator Xaqp, is a witness operator for &g, since for any state p' € Hoqpn, TrXoqnp’ < Er(p’); one can check
TrXoqup < f(a)Tep + Lloza, (C(p)) — 2, Trp") < f(C(p/Trp)))Trp' = Ex(p/Trp/)Trp’ = E(p/), using the con-
vexity of f(z) and Eq. ( ) Moreover, it is easy to show that Xoq, satisfies Tr(Xaqnpaqp) = Er(p2qp), using
Tr(ngprqb) = C(paqb). Therefore Xoqy, is the optimal witness operator for Er(paqn). Note that the elements of
Px,., = {[¥) | Er(|¥) = (Y| Xaqp|t)) = Er(p2qp)} constitute the optimal pure-state decomposition for Er(paqn) [38].



V. WITNESS OPERATOR X =), X;

In the main text, we divide the whole Hilbert space H into “two-qubit” subspaces H; = span{|n) & |@i, )}y, and
obtain the optimal witness operator X; for Er(p;), directly from X;; p; = I;pl; is the projection of p to H; and
TrX;p; = Er(pi). We here (i) prove that X = >, X; is a witness operator for Er(p), namely that TrXp is a lower
bound of Er(p), and also (ii) discuss a strategy how to optimize X;’s.

The task (i) is equivalent, according to Eq. (2), to proving that Tr(X|¢)(¢|) < Er(]e)) for any normalized pure state
|¥) in H. To prove it, we decompose [¢) = >, [1;), where |1);) is the projection of |¢)) onto H;. Applying Schmidt

decomposition to [1;), [¢5) = cpsl)|6ty) + cpilh)dfy) and (@, [d,,) = diirdyy, one has Ex(|¥)) = h (3; leqil?) =
h (3, leyil?) where h(z) = —wzlogyx — (1 — x)logy(1 — x). It satisfies Ep(|v) > 0, Er(|v)) = 3o, (Wil Xulohy) =
Tr(}", X;i|¢)(4|); the first inequality is from the concavity of h(x), h(] Y cqil*) > i (lepil® + |epi]?) h(%),

[enil?+eyil?
and also from Ep(|¢s)) = (Wi|vi)Er([¥i)/v/ (¥i|thi)), and the second from the fact that X; is a witness operator for
the EoF of two-qubit states (which was proved above). This proves that X is a witness operator for Er(p).

Next, we discuss a strategy how to find X = ). X; that provides a better lower bound of £r(p). One needs to first
decompose H into H;’s. Among many possible ways for it, we choose a NRG-based way. In this way, we decompose p
into “units”, and choose the basis state set span{|n) & |, ) }iny of each unit. Each unit has one or a few successive
NRG diagonal blocks of p, and different units have no overlap; the number of blocks in a unit is chosen to have a
better lower bound of Ex(p). Then {|1), )} @ {|¢in), [¢iy)} constitutes H;. This way is naturally expected to lead to
a good lower bound, as the NRG blocks capture the main physics. After choosing H;’s, we find the optimal witness
X; (equivalently X¢) for &r(p;) = TrX;p;, following Egs. and . We skip other technical details of finding X,
such as how to choose the basis states {|¢iy) }in-

VI. UPPER BOUND OF & (p)

In the above, we find X = >, X, that provides the best lower bound of &r(p) within the form utilizing Eq. .
We call this operator as X‘p)pt. A good upper bound is also obtained from Xgpt, by finding a set of pure states

Pyore = {19) [ (@[ XgPt|9p) = Er(|1))} and a decomposition p = 3, pj|iy) (1| where each [¢)]) is sufficiently similar to
an element of P Xopt- We suggest below a systematic way of finding the decomposition p =3, pj|b)) (¢;].

To find the decomposition, we diagonalize p = 3", pa|ta) (tal, where (tg|tpa) = daar. Any pure-state decomposition
p =, ale){pi| is generated by a left-unitary matrix U as \/qi|¢1) = >4 Uiav/Palta) and UTU = 1. To generate
{l¢1)} close to Pyore = {l¥n)}, we introduce a matrix W, [W]iq = (¢qltr)p}* P>, and obtain its singular value

decomposition of W = VLEVPL where y; and yo are the variables to be optimized. Here, p;’s are chosen to satisfy
p =~ >, piltn)(]. Then, we choose U as U = VLVP];, and use it to obtain {|¢])} via \/P)|¢]) = 34 Uia/Daltba)-
Finally, we optimize y; and y» to minimize ), p;€r(|¢])). The minimum value of >, p;&r(|¢)])) is a good upper
bound of Er(p).

In the above way of finding a upper bound, it takes heavy numerical cost to handle p as a whole, since p has
a large size. To avoid the heavy cost, we decompose p = > p, into the NRG blocks p,’s (or the units of a few
successive blocks), construct a witness operator X,, for Er(p,,), and find a good upper bound &, of Er(py,), using Px
as mentioned above. The sum ) &, of the upper bound of r(p,) over n’s provides a good upper bound of &g (p).
Note that >, X, is not necessarily a witness operator of p; it is because X, is not necessarily constructed by the
bath states orthogonal between different NRG blocks (or units), contrary to X = 3. Xj.

VII. 7 DEPENDENCE OF &r FROM BOSONIZATION

We here confirm the universal power-law thermal decay of &g, using finite-size bosonization and refermionization
methods [36], and attribute the power-law exponents different between 1CK and 2CK to Majorana fermions emerging
in 2CK.

For 1CK and 2CK, the thermal state has the form of p = )", w;| E;) (E;|; w; is Boltzmann weight. |E;) = by |[f)]eiq)+
biy ) |esy) is an energy eigenstate with energy E; and an eigenstate of the total (impurity and bath) spin-z operator
simultaneously. Bath states |e;,) satisfy (e;q]e;y) = 0 because |e;) and |e;y) have different spin-z quantum numbers,
while (eip|eirzin) # 0 in general. We focus on |E;)’s with E; ~ kgT, as they govern the properties of p; this is due
to the competition between degeneracy and Boltzmann weight. Using the bosonization, we will later show that for
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Ei7Ei/ ~ kBT < kBTch,QCK, Sz,ii’ = <El|SZ|E1/> and S,’“‘/ = <Ez|S,|E1/> Satisfy

T/T; for 1CK
Sz,ii’7 S—,ii/ O<{ / 19K or 1CK, (86)

T /Teck, for 2CK.

The S, and S_ impurity spin operator, S, = (1) {(f|—[4){])/2 and S— = |{){1}|, have entanglement information. S, ;
connects with Ep(|E;)). |E;) is maximally entangled when S, ;; = (|big|* — |biy|?)/2 = 0, while it is separable when
Sz,ii = i1/2. We find that for El/k‘B ~T K< Tick, 20K, |Sz7ii| < 1/2 and gF(lEz>> =h (% + Sz,ii) o~ 1_2|Sz7ii|2/10g 2,
where h(z) = —zlogy x — (1 — x)logy(1 — x). On the other hand, S, ;i»; and S_ ;;»; have the information of state
overlap (ejp|eiry ). From Eq. and (E;|Ey) = 647, we find

T/Tick, for 1CK,

i i'n’ —6”/6 4
(einleirn) O {m for 2CK.

The overlap results in entanglement reduction in a pure-state mixture, Ep(>_, wi|E;) (E;]) < >, wi€r(|Es)). From
Eq. (1), &ro = >, wilr(|Es)) ~ >, wi(l — 2|5,,4]?/log2) is a upper bound of Er(p). The upper bound &p o and
Eq. agree with the power law in Eq. (4).

We also confirm Eq. (4) using a lower bound of Er(p). We consider a witness operator X',

2 2
X' = U - (= —1) 1
;[10g2| 2wl (g -1) 5.

(IMlgin) + [Wlea)), L= > [0l @ |din ) {Sin].
n=mdn' =4

(S7)

1 (S8)

U,
‘ ’L> \/5
This has the similar form to Eq. (3). Here, |¢;;)’s are the orthonormal states obtained by applying the Gram-Schmidt
orthonormalization process to the states {|e;,)}. Because (e|€iy) — 0iis0pyy is very small at T < Tick,2ck as in

Eq. (S7), |¢) little deviates from |e;,) as biy|ei) = (|¢in) +|0in))/V/2. The expectation value TrX'p is a lower bound
of Er(p). After some computation, we find

1
TrX'p=1— 50— > will(birgl0in) — (Dirs|6ig)|* + 2((Girs i) > + (g |6i)*)]-

2log?2 o
Applying |6;,) o< T/Tick for 1CK and |8;,) o« \/T/Tack for 2CK in Eq. (S7)), we find that TrX'p satisfies Eq. (4).
This analytic derivation of the same universal power-law behavior of the upper and lower bounds &r ¢ and TrX’p
strongly supports our numerical result of Eq. (4).

For a complete proof, we now derive Eq. and discuss the difference between 1CK and 2CK. We first consider
2CK. In 2CK, the electron bath has the four degrees of freedom, total charge, total spin, charge difference between
the channels, and spin difference between the channels. According to the bosonization and refermionization along
Emery-Kivelson line [36], the degree of freedom from the spin difference (decoupled from the others) is described by the
resonant-level model, H2K = ¢, : c:gcd P L€k clck 4++/AT Zk(c£ +cx)(ca —c:g), where c:g creates a pseudofermion
in the resonant level coupled to a reservoir of pseudofermions (with momentum & and energy €;) created by CL, A
is the level spacing of the reservoir, and :: means normal ordering. I' is the broadening of the resonance and plays
the role of Kondo temperature, I' = kgTock. We choose A as A = kgT to focus on energy scale ~ kgT. c:ri (ca)
corresponds to impurity spin raising operator Sy (lowering S_), while cgcd =S, + 1/2. In our case of no external
magnetic field, 4 = 0, and Majorana fermion 44 = (cq + cji)/ﬂ decouples from HZ2CK (while the other Majorana
Y- = i(cj; —ca)/ V2 participates in H2CK). Namely, a half of the impurity decouples from bath electrons, making
2CK a non-Fermi liquid. H2K is diagonalized as H2CK = 2620 66;6026 + D ks ekdzdk + (const.). Meanwhile,
each of other three degrees of freedom is bosonic and diagonalized as > q qbgybqy, where by, is a bosonic operator for
the degree of freedom y with momentum ¢ = n,A/hvp and n, is a positive integer. The eigenstates |EZ°K) of the
refermionized Hamiltonian are the direct products of the eigenstates of H2°X and the eigenstates of the three bosonic
degrees of freedom.

We compute S, ;v = (E2°K|S,|E2°K). The eigenstates |E2CK) of 2CK connects with the eigenstates |E2CK) =
Urk|E2CK) via Emery-Kivelson transformation Ugk [36]. Since UEKSZUIISK =9, = chd —1/2 = ivayrya—, Sz s
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written as S, ;i = i(EfCK|'yd+7d,|Ef,CK>. After some calculations, we find

Seiir = '<E‘QCK|7d+Vd | E2CK)
== Z Beq+Bera— (E2CK|(C 2e JrC;E)(C;E — o )|E2CK>
€,e’>0
1 -
= 5 Z Bﬁ/d*<Ei2CK‘(C£e:0 + CQE:O)(CEE — Co¢/ )|E2CK>
€’>0

where coefficient B.g4+ connects 74+ and the excitation of (cge_ + c3._)/v/2 and |<E~’ECK|(CJ£€:0 + 026:0)(036, —
026/)\E§,CK>| =1 or 0; for the detail of B4, see Ref. [36]. In the last equality, we used Beqt = 60, coming from
the decoupling of Majorana fermion yq4+ from the bath. Since Beg— « /T/Tock at T < Tack, Sziir < /T /Teck in
agreement with Eq. (S6]).

We also compute S_ ;i = (E?“%|S_|E2CK). Using Urk and cq = FIS_, where FJ is a Klein factor, we have
S_ i = (E?CK|e_i¢5(0)Fscd|E~’Z-2,CK>7 where the boson field ¢;(0) results from the commutation between S_ and Ugk;
see Ref. [36]. ps and F, correspond to total charge degree of freedom. Here, F gives 1 or 0, hence, not related with
T/Tock. And, cqg = (C;E:0+02€:0)/2+O(\ /T [Tock) does not provide /T /Tock in the leading order term. In contrast,
e~ %+(0) interestingly provides e =%+ /T /Tack, since the bosonic reservoir, included in the resonant-level model
as being decoupled from H2“K also has the ﬁnite length of ~ hvp/A ~ hvp/kgT. We show this, expanding ¢(0)
in terms of boson operators bys, ¢(0) = L (b}, + bgs)e 272, where a o< I'~! is the cutoff. Some calculations

lead to

Zq>0 N

; 1 1 1
ei9s(0) = [exp (ibTSe_“Q/Q) exp (ib Se_“q/2> exp <—e_aq>} .
ql;Io N N 2n,

The first and second terms in the squared bracket are O(1) since |EfCK> are eigenstates of b};sbqs with eigenvalues 0 or 1.

Meanwhile, [ >0 exp( —e_aq) =1 — e 0d/mr  \/gA = VT /Tock at T < Thex. Hence, S_ ;0 o< \/T/Tock
is proved.

Next, we derive Eq. for 1CK. According to the bosonization and refermionization at Toulouse point [36], the
spin degree of freedom of 1CK is also described by a similar resonant-level model, H ;CK =€q: cjicd D €k :C;Lck T+
VAT Zk(CLCd+C£Ck) =) . € chcl6 :+ (const.), but with ' = kgTyck. Contrary to 2CK, it shows a Fermi liquid, and
no Majorana fermion of the impurity decouples from the bath. We compute S, ;i = (E}°X|S,|EICX), where |E}CK)’s
denote the eigenstates of H!“X. Using another Emery-Kivelson transformation ULZX, |EICK) = ULSK|EICK) | we
find S, ;i = (EICK|S,|ELCKY = (EICK|cleq| ELCK) — 610 /2, since URSKS, (ULSK)T = 8, = cleq — 1/2. Tt is written
as S.iit = Y eu BEngld(E}CK\chlel|E},CK> — 0;/2 in terms of the coefficients Beq connecting ¢q and c¢i.. Since
B x /T/Tick at T < Tick [36] and <E10K|cl€clE \ElCK> =1or 0, we find S, ;;r#; o T/Tick, in agreement with
Eq. ( . Similarly, it is straightforward to show S, ;; o T/Tick.

We also compute S_ ;v = (EFCK|S_|ELK). The bosonization results in an expression similar to the 2CK, S_ ;;» =
(E}OK|e=iV2=1)9:(0) g=imS- oy | FLOK) | Tt is however hard to handle e~#(V2=1)¢:(0) with the irrational number v/2—1 of
Toulouse point. Instead, we study S_ ;i using an effective theory near the strong-coupling fixed point [23]. At the fixed
point, the Kondo singlet state decouples from Fermi-liquid excitations. Near the fixed point at T < T}ck, the singlet
and the excitations are coupled, with coupling energy ~ DA~(N=1/4 ~ \/T. This modifies |E}“X) from |EZ-10K’O> as
|EIOKY = |EIOR0) 1 16,), where |EF %)’ are the states at the fixed point. The coupling energy leads to (8;|6;) o< T
resulting in S_; o T, in agreement with Eq. (S6). The same argument reproduces S, = (E}“¥|S.|E}K) o
T/Tick, which was obtained using the bosonization in the above.

VIII. L DEPENDENCE OF & FOR 1CK

Our numerical result of the L dependence of &f at T = 0 and L > & ¢k in Eq. (5) is reproduced with the variational
1CK ground state by Yosida [39],

IMevy) — W) dye) _ Cho
7 » 1ovo) =8, IFS), o, = fZEHEY

k>kr

lvy) =
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where [FS) = [ <pp.omty CLU‘0> is the Fermi sea of the bath, |0) is the vacuum state, N is the normalization factor
ensuring |{¢y,|¢ve)|? = 1, and By = De=4/37v¢ corresponds to kgTick; we here use CLU = CL:UW. This illustrates
the Kondo singlet of the impurity spin and the electron spin created by ¢I{a. The spatial dependence of ¢I{a is
oy (z) = \/iﬁ Z]ka \/E sinkz - \where | — oo is the total length of the one-dimensional bath and Fy = hvpky ~

I ex+Evy>
hop /§10k .-
To study the L dependence of &g, we compute Tr,s 1|ty ) (¥y|, by tracing out the states outside L. For this purpose,
we decompose each single-electron operator,

| L / L
T i T o/ I T
ko — 7 Ck0'7in + 1- 7 Cka,out’ ¢Y0’ - - pd)Ya,in + \/ﬁqﬁYa,out’

where C]Tca',in(out) ~ fsz(z>L) drcl_ sinkz creates an electron inside (outside) L and gbI{U’in(out)

fw<L(I>L) dzcl,dyo(x) (cl, creates an spin-o electron at z). p = [ dw|py(2)]* ~ 1/mkyL ~ &cex/wL
is the probability of finding the electron of ¢y outside L. Accordingly, the Fermi sea is written as |FS) =

Hk<kp (\/Tckg w /1 %cza Out) 10)in]0)out limi— oo [0)in|FS)out, where |0)in(out) denotes the vacuum state of
x < L (x > L) and |[FS)out = Hk<kp c,w out|0)out is the Fermi sea outside L. Here, we used [ > L, where the portion
=Tl

of plane waves inside L can be 1gnored and |FS)out is well defined. Using the decomposition, we find

WJY) \f |:|TT \/ ¢Y¢ in + \[¢Y¢ out V 1- ¢YT in + \[(ﬁYT Out)] |0>1n|FS>0ut

Then, we compute Try~ 1, [y ) (Uy | = D, (¥i out |y ) (¥y | Vi out), where |15 oue)’s are relevant states outside L, [¢; out) €
{IFS)outs B4 oue FS)out: 1| oue/FS)out } The result is

Trx>L|’¢)Y><wY| = (1 - p)wjl,in><wl,in| + §|¢2,in> <7/12,in| + §|¢3,in><w3,in|7 (Sg)

where [t1in) = S (MY 1 — 1D6h1 1) 0)ins [¥2,0m) = [1)]0)in, and 3 n) = [1)]0)in.

We calculate Ep(Try~ 1|ty ) (¥y]), using a witness operator similar to Eq. (3),

2
|"/}1 1n><w1 1n| (g2 - 1) Il,in, (SlO)

where Iy in = >, 4 yomt ) M0 @ [0vein) (Dve,n| and |[dyoin) = ¢I{'¢7,in‘0>in' This operator is the optimal witness
operator for & (|1);,in)) With i = 1, 2,3, namely, it provides the exact value of Er(|;=1.2,3,in)); one checks Er(|Y1,n)) =
(V1| Xy [¥1m) = 1, Er(|Y2,in) = Er(Jth3,in)) = 0. According to the duality [T}, 12] between Eqs. (1) and (2). the
expectation value of Xy equals the exact value of & for any mixture of |¢;=1 2 3,n) including Er(Trysr|Yv) (Yy])-
We obtain Ep(Tresr[ty)(Yy]) = Tr[ Xy (Tresr|vy) (¥y|)] = 1 — p, namely, 1 — Ep(Tresr|tvy) (Yy]) =~ p o< §1ox/ L.
This confirms the universal power law in Eq. (5), which we numerically find in the main text. This computation
based on Xy indicates the usefulness of witness operators for analytically studying macroscopic entanglement EoF in
many-body mixed-states.

IX. KONDO CLOUD AT FINITE TEMPERATURE

In Fig. we present our numerical result of the dependence of Er(p) on L at finite T'. Figure|S2|shows that as L
decreases, & starts to decrease near L ~ &k at T < Tk, while roughly near thermal length L ~ Ly = hop/kgT
at T' 2 Tick- This means that the size of Kondo cloud is &1¢ck and robust against thermal effects at T' < Tyck, while
it is roughly L, decreasing with increasing T, at T' = Tick. Moreover, Fig. suggests that the two 1CK power-law
decays in Egs. (4) and (5) are additive at T' < Tick and L > &1ck,

T\ é10K
Sp_l—al (T10K> —bl( I ) (Sll)

Together with the fact that the two 1CK power laws are not connected by the usual replacement of kgT > fivp/L
by the uncertainty relation (as their power-law exponents are different), these unusual findings indicate that the




13

1 w gl = e ~ s ~ et
L _oO--0O--0--00 - 0O - T/TICK:
0.8 —0
i //"‘.——'~-.\‘.‘—l———l—— ~O-107
0.6 W A-DaA A A A - -o-l
- N7 -A-10
W
0.4
_A“A-s“\
0.2 AcA- Ao A A
0 e e E T I
10 10 10 10 10 10 10

L/&cx

FIG. S2. Kondo cloud at finite temperature. Dependence of EoF &r on L at different T7s, T/Ticx = 0,1073/4 (~ 0.18), 1, 10;
the results of T'/Tick = 0 and 10~3/* are almost overlapped. This shows that the cloud size is about &cx at T < Tick, while
it decreases at T' 2 Tick as T increases. Empty (filled) symbols represent a upper (lower) bound of &p.
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FIG. S3. Dependence of & (T = 0) —Er(T) on L at different T7s, T/Ticx = 10734 (~ 0.18),107%/* (~ 0.056), 10~ /% (~ 0.018).
This shows that Er(T = 0) — Er(T) is almost independent of L at T« Tick and L > &1cx. Empty (filled) symbols represent
a upper (lower) bound of &r.

mechanism of entanglement suppression by thermal effects differs from that by the partial trace over x > L. Note
that we are unable to definitely conclude whether the cloud size is Lt at T 2 Tick, because the numerical results
of the upper and lower bounds of & are not close enough to each other; the witness operator X is devised from the
entanglement feature of the ground and low-energy eigenstates, hence, less efficient at T 2 Tick or L < &10k.

All these findings can be understood by the following argument. At finite T, Er(p) is mainly contributed by the
excited states |E;) = big|1)|eiq) + big|U)|eiy) of E; ~ kgT. They have Ep(|E;)) ~ 1 —2|S,.i|?/log2 =1 — (|biy|> —
1biy|*)?/(2log2). For larger E;, |S.il? o< (|big]* — |biy|?)? increases, as |E;) more deviates from the exact Bell
state. Our numerical results imply that the dependence of ¢ on T reflects this behavior, hence, the entanglement
of excited states |E;). On the other hand, the L dependence of & is related to the loss of the wave functions of



14

leig) and |e;y) by the partial trace over z > L. At T < Tick and L > &ck, the two mechanisms (|S, ;| and
the partial wave-function loss) seem to work independently, resulting in the additive scaling law in Eq. as
Er ~ (1 — ay(T/Tick)?) (1 — bi&iex /L) ~ 1 — a1(T/Tick)? — bi&ick /L. The size of Kondo cloud, measured by
Er, may directly reflect the spatial extension of the wave functions (x|e;y) and (x|e;y) participating in excited-state
entanglement.
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