
Entanglement dynamics in the three-dimensional Anderson model

Yang Zhao,1, ∗ Dingyi Feng,1, † Yongbo Hu,1 Shutong Guo,1 and Jesko Sirker2, 3, ‡

1Shanxi Key Laboratory of Condensed Matter Structures and Properties,
School of Physical Science and Technology, Northwestern Polytechnical University, Xi’an 710072, China

2Department of Physics and Astronomy, University of Manitoba, Winnipeg R3T 2N2, Canada
3Manitoba Quantum Institute, University of Manitoba, Winnipeg R3T 2N2, Canada

(Dated: December 18, 2021)

We numerically study the entanglement dynamics of free fermions on a cubic lattice with potential
disorder following a quantum quench. We focus, in particular, on the metal-insulator transition
at a critical disorder strength and compare the results to the putative many-body localization
(MBL) transition in interacting one-dimensional systems. We find that at the transition point the
entanglement entropy grows logarithmically with time t while the number entropy grows ∼ ln ln t.
This is exactly the same scaling recently found in the MBL phase of the Heisenberg chain with
random magnetic fields suggesting that the MBL phase might be more akin to an extended critical
regime with both localized and delocalized states rather than a fully localized phase. We also show
that the experimentally easily accessible number entropy can be used to bound the full entanglement
entropy of the Anderson model and that the critical properties at the metal-insulator transition
obtained from entanglement measures are consistent with those obtained by other probes.

I. INTRODUCTION

Entanglement measures have been shown to be a useful
tool to investigate the non-equilibrium dynamics of quan-
tum systems. Because entangling two previously unen-
tangled regions generally requires the exchange of some
entangled entities, they provide direct insights into the
quasiparticle dynamics of a many-body system [1]. For a
typical clean quantum lattice system with short-range in-
teractions, excitations will spread in a lightcone-like fash-
ion with a finite Lieb-Robinson velocity [2, 3]. This leads
to a linear increase of the von-Neumann entanglement
entropy S following a quench from an unentangled ini-
tial state and ultimately to a saturation at long times to
a value proportional to the volume of the considered re-
gion. This behavior is expected to be modified in systems
with disorder. The spreading of quasiparticles is then no
longer ballistic and the saturation values are reduced as
compared to the clean case.

The exact behavior depends on the type and strength
of the disorder, the dimensionality of the system, whether
or not the system is interacting, as well as other micro-
scopic details such as the range of interactions and the
properties of the initial state [4–12]. For one-dimensional
non-interacting quantum lattice models with short-range
hoppings, any amount of potential disorder is known to
lead to the Anderson localization of all eigenstates [13–
16]. The saturation values of the entanglement entropy
after a quench are then proportional to the localization
length. In the two-dimensional case, potential disorder
also always leads to the localization of all eigenstates.
The entanglement dynamics following a quantum quench
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is, however, much more interesting than in the one-
dimensional case. Whereas in one dimension an initial
sub-ballistic growth of the entanglement entropy is im-
mediately followed by saturation, an extended interme-
diate time regime does exist in the two-dimensional case
for weak disorder. This is due to the fact that in this case
the localization length can be much larger than the mean
free path. In this regime of weak localization, the entan-
glement entropy after a quench grows logarithmically in
time [11]. Another interesting case which has been stud-
ied previously are one-dimensional non-interacting lattice
models with off-diagonal (bond) disorder [9, 17]. These
systems are driven towards an infinite randomness fixed
point characterized by a localization-delocalization tran-
sition in the eigenstate energy [18–22]. As a consequence,
the entanglement entropy after a quench never saturates
but grows in the thermodynamic limit without bounds
as S ∼ ln ln t [9].

To gain even more insights into quench dynamics based
on entanglement probes, one can make use of the fact
that for a system with particle number conservation the
reduced density matrix ρ—obtained after tracing out a
part of the system—will have a block structure. The von-
Neumann entanglement entropy can then be split into
two parts [12, 23–35]

S = −tr{ρ ln ρ} (1)

= −
∑
n

p(n) ln p(n)−
∑
n

p(n)tr{ρ(n) ln ρ(n)} .

The first part is the number entropy SN and the second
part the configurational entropy Sconf. The probability to
find n particles in the considered subsystem is denoted by
p(n), and ρ(n) is the block of the reduced density matrix
with n particles. Note that Eq. (1) has a beautiful struc-
ture: SN only depends on the probability distribution of
particles while Sconf is the von-Neumann entropy of the
block ρ(n) of the reduced density matrix weighted by the
probability of finding n particles in the subsystem. SN

ar
X

iv
:2

01
0.

06
67

8v
1 

 [
co

nd
-m

at
.d

is
-n

n]
  1

3 
O

ct
 2

02
0

mailto:zhaoyang2017@nwpu.edu.cn
mailto:fengdingyi@nwpu.edu.cn
mailto:sirker@physics.umanitoba.ca


2

does measure particle fluctuations while Sconf measures
the degree of superposition between different configura-
tions with the same particle number. Apart from being
of theoretical interest, this separation of the entangle-
ment entropy into two parts is also useful for experimen-
tal studies [12]. Since SN is much easier to measure than
the total entanglement entropy—which typically requires
to resort to a full quantum tomography— it is intrigu-
ing to try to characterize S by SN alone. For Gaussian
systems—whether they are clean or disordered—it has
been recently shown that this is indeed possible and that
the relation S ∼ exp(SN ) holds [30].

Within the last decade, the question whether or not
localization is also possible in interacting systems has re-
ceived renewed attention [7, 8, 36–41]. Numerical stud-
ies of the spin-1/2 Heisenberg chain with local magnetic
fields drawn from a box distribution have been inter-
preted in terms of an ergodic to many-body localized
(MBL) phase transition at some finite disorder strength
[38, 42]. One of the hallmarks of the putative MBL
phase is the logarithmic growth of S(t) [4, 5] which is be-
lieved to be entirely driven by the configurational entropy
while the number entropy saturates; there is no trans-
port. Such behavior can be described by effective models
of the MBL phase which consist of exponentially many
conserved charges which are coupled by coupling con-
stants which decay exponentially with distance [43, 44].
It is also possible to build phenomenological renormal-
ization group flows for the ergodic-MBL transition but
those are based on the assumption that isolating clusters
do exist and that there are no resonances [45–47]. Lately,
however, the stability of the MBL phase in the thermo-
dynamic limit has been challenged in a number of publi-
cations [31, 32, 48–50]. In particular, it has been found
that for the system sizes and times accessible in exact
diagonalizations, the scaling relation S ∼ exp(SN ) con-
tinues to hold even for the strongly disordered spin-1/2
Heisenberg chain. This suggests that particle transport
continues, albeit at a very slow rate, and that the system
might ultimately always thermalize.

Because of the exponential growth of the Hilbert space
with the number of particles in interacting systems, the
system sizes which can be studied by exact diagonaliza-
tions are quite small and definitive statements about the
thermodynamic limit are difficult to come by. In partic-
ular, it has been suggested that the observed growth of
the number entropy in the MBL phase might be transient
and related to being still too close to the transition point
[51]. To gain further insights into the finite size scaling
of S(t) and SN (t) near a localization transition is one
of our motivations to investigate the much better under-
stood metal-insulator transition in the three-dimensional
Anderson model from the entanglement angle. In addi-
tion, we believe that the results are interesting in their
own right because the number entropy, in particular, is
easily accessible in cold atomic gas experiments—which
have already been used to study Anderson localization
[52–54]—and thus can be a useful probe to test the crit-

ical properties at the transition. This is in contrast to
inverse participation ratios of eigenfunctions which are
commonly used in theoretical studies but are difficult to
access experimentally.

The article is organized as follows: the model and
methods used to calculate the various entanglement en-
tropies are introduced in Sec. II. Our numerical results
for the entanglement growth after the quench are pre-
sented in Sec. III. In the final section, we discuss our re-
sults in comparison to the ones obtained for the ergodic-
MBL transition in one-dimensional interacting systems
and conclude.

II. MODEL AND METHODS

In this paper we consider free spinless fermions on a
L× L× L square lattice with Hamiltonian

H = −t
∑
〈i,j〉

c†i cj +
∑
i

Dic
†
i ci (2)

at half filling with open boundary conditions. ci and c
†
i

are fermionic annihilation and creation operators on site
i, respectively, and 〈·, ·〉 denotes nearest neighbors. The
hopping amplitude t is site independent while the poten-
tials Di ∈ [−D/2, D/2] are randomly drawn from a box
distribution. The three-dimensional Anderson model (2)
has been extensively studied by many different methods
[16, 55–58]. Numerical studies have shown, in particular,
that the model has a mobility edge and that all eigen-
states become localized for Dc & 17. Furthermore, the
localization length has been found to diverge at Dc with
a critical exponent ν ∼ 1.5, and the wavefunctions at
criticality show multifractal properties.

In the following, we will always prepare the system in
the initial charge density wave (CDW) state

|Ψ(0)〉 =
∏

i1+i2+i3 odd

c†i1,i2,i3 |0〉, (3)

where |0〉 denotes the vacuum state. We have checked
explicitly that none of our conclusions are changed quali-
tatively if we use instead random product states as initial
states. We then unitarily evolve the system to obtain the
state |Ψ(t)〉 = exp(−iHt)|Ψ(0)〉 at time t. Next, we di-
vide the system into an inner cube of size L

2 ×
L
2 ×

L
2 with

the rest of the cube serving as environment, see Fig. 1.
Tracing out the environment we obtain the reduced den-
sity matrix, ρ(t) = trEnv|Ψ(t)〉〈Ψ(t)|, which is the central
object of our study. We are interested in the Rényi en-
tanglement and number entropies of order α,

S(α) = ln tr(ρα)/(1− α), (4)

S
(α)
N = ln[

∑
n

pα(n)]/(1− α),

which turn into the von-Neumann entanglement en-
tropy S = −trρ ln ρ and the number entropy SN =
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FIG. 1. A 6×6×6 cubic lattice. The considered subsystem is
the 3×3×3 cube in the middle highlighted by the red frame.

−
∑
n p(n) ln p(n) in the limit α→ 1. As has been shown

in Ref. 30, the second Rényi entropy for Gaussian sys-
tems such as the Anderson model (2) can be bounded by
the second Rényi number entropy

1

eπ
exp

(
2S

(2)
N

)
− 1

6
≤ S(2) ≤ ln 2

π
exp

(
2S

(2)
N

)
. (5)

This relation will turn out to be useful in our analysis of
the numerical data.

In order to obtain the various entanglement entropies,
we use the fact that for Gaussian systems the eigenval-
ues ζi of the correlation matrix C of the subsystem with
matrix elements Cnm = 〈c†ncm〉 completely determine its
reduced density matrix [59–61]. In particular, the von-
Neumann entanglement entropy is given by

S = −
∑
i

(ζi ln ζi + (1− ζi) ln(1− ζi)) , (6)

and the second Rényi entropy can be obtained as

S(2) = −
∑
i

ln (1− 2ζi(1− ζi)) . (7)

To calculate the number entropy, we need to find the
probability distribution p(n). This distribution can be
obtained by evaluating the Fourier transformation of the
momentum generating function χ(l)[23, 30]:

p(n) = − 1

N + 1

N∑
l=0

exp

(
−i 2πln

N + 1

)
χ(l), (8)

with

χ(l) = −
∏
m

[
1 +

(
exp

(
i2πl

N + 1

)
− 1

)
ζm

]
, (9)

and N = (L/2)3.
Using the formulas above we are able to study the en-

tanglement dynamics in the three-dimensional Anderson
model (2) for linear system sizes of up to L = 22 by ex-
act diagonalization. We average the obtained results for
the entropies over at least 200 and up to 10, 000 disorder
realizations.
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FIG. 2. Entanglement entropy S(t) for free fermions without
disorder on cubic lattices with linear dimensions L = 10 to
L = 22 (bottom to top). Inset: Averaged saturation values as
function of L and a volume-law fit Ssat ∼ 0.07L3.

III. RESULTS

In order to investigate the effects of the on-site disorder
potential on the entanglement entropy growth following
a quantum quench, we consider disorder potentials from
D = 0 (no disorder) up to D = 200, thus moving from
the ballistic regime all the way to the strongly localized
regime.

A. Free spinless fermions without disorder

For fermions with short-range hoppings and no disor-
der, we expect quite generally that a quantum quench—
starting from a product state—generates quasi-particle
excitations which move ballistically through the lattice
with some maximum velocity v whose scale is set by the
bandwidth[1]. For the chosen geometry, this will lead to
a linear increase of entanglement up to times t . `/4v
where ` = L/2 is the linear size of the subsystem. At
long times, we expect an average saturation value follow-
ing a volume law, Ssat ∼ L3. Our numerical simulations
confirm this picture, see Fig. 2. We do see, in particu-
lar, that for small times all system sizes fall onto a single
curve S(t)/L2 ∼ 0.6t confirming the linear increase in
time. We note that the effective velocity is smaller than
in the one-dimensional case [9], S(t) ∼ 0.88t, but com-
parable to the one found for the two-dimensional square
lattice [11], S(t)/L ∼ 0.7t. The saturation values, around
which S(t) oscillates at long times, are well fitted by a
volume law, see the inset of Fig. 2.

Next, we decompose the von-Neumann entropy ac-
cording to Eq. (1) into number and configurational en-
tropy, see Fig. 3. In the thermodynamic limit we expect
SN ∼ ν ln t with ν = 1/2 [30]. The numerical data are
consistent with this expectation, see the inset of Fig. 3.
The finite size corrections however are still substantial
even for L = 22 and the convergence to ν = 1/2 is slow.
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FIG. 3. Number entropy for the system without disorder for
system sizes L = 10, 12, · · · , 22 (from bottom to top). The
line is a fit SN = a + ν ln t. Inset: Fit parameters ν as a
function of system size and a fit ν = 0.5− b exp(−γL).
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FIG. 4. (a) The second Rényi number entropy S(2)
N for the sys-

tem without disorder for different L. For L = 22, the scaling
region is fitted by S(2)

N ∼ 0.43 ln(t). (b) The second Rényi en-
tropy with its upper and two lower bounds, exp(2S(2)

N )/(eπ)−
1/6 (Lower bound I) and exp(2SN )/(eπ)− 1/6 (Lower bound
II).

We note that the linear growth of the total entanglement
entropy is driven by the configurational entropy. The
number entropy is a much smaller, sub-leading contribu-
tion.

We also consider the decomposition of the second
Rényi entropy into number and configurational entropy,
see Fig. 4. One can show that the scaling S(α)

N ∼ 1
2 ln t

holds for all α in a free fermionic system without disor-
der [30, 31]. The numerical data are in good agreement
with this prediction, see Fig. 4(a), with finite-size correc-
tions similar to SN (t) as shown in Fig. 3. Finally, the
quality of the bounds (5) is checked in Fig. 4(b). As in
the one-dimensional case considered in Ref. 30, the up-
per bound is a fairly tight bound without disorder. More
generally, it is expected that the upper bound is quite
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FIG. 5. The von-Neumann entropies of lattices with L = 16
and D = 2, 4, 5, 8, 10, 12, 15, 18, 20 (top to bottom) on a lin-
ear time scale (left panel) and a logarithmic time scale (right
panel). Averages over 1000 disorder realizations are shown.

tight if the quasi-particle excitations spread ballistically
while the lower bound is expected to become better in
the strongly localized regime.

B. Weak disorder and criticality

For the three-dimensional Anderson model it is known
that eigenstates— depending on their energy—are start-
ing to become localized at Dc ≈ 16.5. The critical regime
is characterized by a mobility edge where extended and
localized eigenstates coexists and by a multifractal scal-
ing of the inverse participation ratios of these states
[57, 58]. For D < Dc we are in the metallic phase and
expect diffusive behavior. For the entanglement entropy
this means that we expect S/L2 ∼

√
t. This behavior

is consistent with the numerical data for L = 16 and
D . 5, see Fig. 5. For 5 . D . Dc we see that S(t)
deviates from a

√
t behavior fairly quickly due to finite-

size effects. As we will show exemplarily in Fig. 7 for
D = 16, the data in this regime can be fitted by an
effective power law S(t) ∼ tβ with an exponent which
increases with system size and is expected to converge
to β = 1/2 in the thermodynamic limit. Physically, this
is consistent with the fact that with increasing disorder
fewer and fewer paths exist which allow for diffusion so
that larger and larger system sizes are needed to observe
it over a long time scale. It is thus clear that one has to
be careful in interpreting the finite-size data: From sim-
ply fitting the data for a particular system size one might
come to the conclusion that the power-law exponent in
the entropy growth is decreasing below 1/2. However,
such sub-diffusive behavior is not expected to be present
in this model and the data indeed show that the effective
exponent increases towards 1/2 with increasing system
size for all D < Dc.

For disorder strengths in the critical regime, we find
that the data are well described by S(t) ∼ ln t. As shown
in the right panel of Fig. 5, the data are consistent with a
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FIG. 6. The number entropies corresponding to the entangle-
ment entropies shown in Fig. 5 on a logarithmic (left panel)
and double logarithmic time scale (right panel).

logarithmic growth over almost three orders of magnitude
in time. This behavior can be understood as follows: For
a state at critical energy Ec, the entanglement entropy
will scale as S/L2 ∼ lnL [62]. Furthermore, we know that
the localization length is given by ξ(E) ∼ |E − Ec|−ν
where ν is a critical exponent with ν ∼ 1.5 − 1.6 for
the three-dimensional Anderson model [55, 56]. In the
thermodynamic limit we might replace lnL by ln ξ(E),
average over energy and then replace the energy scale
(bandwidth) by inverse time resulting in S(t)/L2 ∼ ln t.

Next, we consider the number entropy SN . According
to Eq. (5), we expect a scaling SN ∼ lnS. This be-
havior is confirmed by the numerical results, see Fig. 6.
At short times, the number entropy for all disorder
strengths increases logarithmically consistent with the
initial power-law spreading of the total entanglement en-
tropy. For disorder strengths in the critical regime, we
find SN ∼ ln ln t, see right panel of Fig. 6. We note
that the observed scaling at the metal-insulator transi-
tion in the three-dimensional Anderson model, S ∼ ln t
and SN ∼ ln ln t, is exactly the same scaling which was
recently observed in the putative many-body localized
(MBL) phase of the one-dimensional Heisenberg chain
[31, 32]. We will discuss possible implications for MBL
physics in interacting systems further in Sec. IV.

Let us finally have a closer look at the finite-size scal-
ing close to the critical regime on the metallic side of the
transition. In Fig. 7 results for the entanglement entropy
S(t) for D = 16 and different system sizes are shown.
We do see that the saturation value continues to increase
with system size. As shown in the inset of Fig. 7 this
increase is linear for the considered system sizes, show-
ing that a volume law is fulfilled and thus implying that
the system is still metallic. The time dependence is well
fitted by a power law with an effective power-law expo-
nent which, however, is an increasing function of system
size and does depend on the fit interval. The logarithmic
scaling observed in Fig. 5 for D = 16 thus holds only
approximately for L = 16. The system is still diffusive
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FIG. 7. Entanglement entropies for D = 16 and different
system sizes L = 10, 12, · · · , 22 (from bottom to top) on (a) a
linear, and (b) a logarithmic time scale. (c) Saturation values.
200 to 10000 samples are used for the disorder averages.
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FIG. 8. (a) S(t) for D = 20 and L = 16, 18, 22. The lines are
logarithmic fits. (b) S(t) for D = 30 and L = 10, 12, · · · , 22
(bottom to top). Averages over 200 to 1, 000 disorder real-
izations depending on system size are shown. (c) Scaling of
the saturation values for D = 30 as a function of L and a fit
Ssat/L

2 = 0.83(1− exp(−0.08L)).

but the convergence with system size is slow and small
systems already show approximately critical behavior.

When we compare this with the case D = 20 shown
in Fig. 8(a) we see that the data are now consistent with
S(t) = a + ν ln t for all system sizes shown. Only the
range of time over which the logarithmic growth is ob-
served and the prefactor ν—which increases slowly with
increasing L—change. Note that for D = 20 all eigen-
states are expected to be localized, however, the localiza-
tion lengths ξ(E) are much larger than the system sizes
we are able to investigate so that critical behavior is ob-
served.
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number entropies.

C. Strong disorder

In the regime where all eigenstates are localized, D &
17, both S(t) and SN (t) will saturate in the thermody-
namic limit. To observe full localization numerically, we
need ξ � L where L are the largest system sizes con-
sidered. If this is the case, then the data will become
converged in system size. As shown in Fig. 8(b), the vol-
ume law is already clearly violated for D = 30 although
the saturation values have not quite reached the thermo-
dynamic limit value yet. We also note that for D = 30
the growth of the entanglement entropy at intermediate
times is slower than logarithmic and the scaling thus dif-
ferent from the critical regime.

To study the entanglement growth at intermediate
times for D > Dc in more detail, we show in Fig. 9 data
for different D with the size of the system kept fixed.
While a logarithmic scaling is visible for D = 20 at in-
termediate times, S(t) for large disorder strengths starts
to saturate immediately after a fast initial increase and
after going through a local maximum. A qualitatively
similar behavior is also observed for the number entropy
where an approximate SN ∼ ln ln t scaling at interme-
diate times only occurs close to the critical point while
no such scaling is observed for larger disorder. This is in
contrast to the putative ergodic-MBL transition in the
disordered Heisenberg chain. Here the entanglement en-
tropy continues to grow as S(t) ∼ ln t for D > Dc instead
of saturating which is considered to be one of the hall-
marks of MBL phases. The number entropy SN (t), on
the other hand, should saturate if the system is truly lo-
calized. This has been called into question by recent nu-
merical results showing that SN ∼ ln ln t holds even for
disorders much larger than the critical value [32]. One
possible explanation which has been put forward is that
the observed scaling is transient and only describes the
number entropy at intermediate times [51]. While the
transition here is of a different kind—with both entropies
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FIG. 10. The second Rényi entropy for (a)D = 5 and (b)D =
200 with their corresponding upper and two lower bounds,
exp(2S

(2)
N )/(eπ)− 1/6 (Lower bound I) and exp(2SN )/(eπ)−

1/6 (Lower bound II).

saturating for D > Dc—it is worth noting that the sat-
uration of SN is observable in exact diagonalizations of
systems with linear dimensions L ∼ 20 in contrast to the
putative MBL transition where this is not the case.

To further stress the point that the saturation of both
entanglement and number entropies occur at the same
time scale, we show in Fig. 10 the bound (5) for the
second Rényi entropy obtained from its corresponding
number entropy. Both in the metallic phase and in the
localized phase, the bounds show qualitatively the same
time dependence as the full entropy. They do, in par-
ticular, show saturation at the same time scale. This
is exactly the same behavior found for one-dimensional
disordered Gaussian models in Ref. 30 and for the puta-
tive ergodic-MBL transition in the disordered Heisenberg
chain in Ref. 31.

Finally, we show that our results for the entangle-
ment entropy are consistent with what is known about
the critical properties of the three-dimensional Ander-
son model at the metal-insulator transition. We want
to stress though, that studying the entanglement growth
after a quantum quench is not a suitable probe to ob-
tain precise results for the critical properties. In par-
ticular, this probe does not offer any energy resolution.
We therefore only try to show consistency with previous
numerical results [16, 55–58] using the simplest scaling
form where irrelevant scaling variables are completely ig-
nored. In the localized phase, the saturation value in the
thermodynamic limit is given by Ssat/L

2 ∼ ξ(D) where
ξ(D) ∼ |D − Dc|−ν is the localization length which di-
verges at the critical disorder strength Dc with critical
exponent ν. For a finite system, we can introduce an
effective length scale ξ̃ = ξf(L/ξ) with f(L/ξ) → 1 for
L → ∞. We therefore expect the following scaling col-
lapse in the localized phase

Ssat

ξL2
∝ f(L/ξ) . (10)

The two parameters controlling the scaling are: the crit-
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FIG. 11. Scaling collapse of the saturation values Ssat accord-
ing to Eq. (10) for Dc = 18 and ν = 1.5.

ical disorder strength Dc and the critical exponent ν. In
Fig. 11 we show that an excellent scaling collapse can
be obtained for Dc = 18 and ν = 1.5. These values are
consistent with the critical disorder strength where we
expect all eigenstates to become localized and with the
critical exponent found in other studies [55, 56]. We note,
however, that small variations of Dc and ν are possi-
ble without drastically affecting the scaling collapse. We
have not tried to fully optimize Dc and ν; the minimum
appears to be quite shallow.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We have studied the entanglement growth after a quan-
tum quench starting from an initial product state in the
three-dimensional Anderson model using exact diagonal-
izations. Our study has been motivated to a large ex-
tent by the recent interest in putative transitions from
ergodic to many-body localized (MBL) phases in inter-
acting models such as the Heisenberg chain with random
magnetic fields. Similar to an ergodic-MBL transition,
the metal-insulator transition in the 3d Anderson model
is a transition where the entanglement properties change
at some critical disorder. We find that in the latter case
the entanglement at the critical point grows as S(t) ∼ ln t
while the number entropy grows as SN (t) ∼ ln ln t. This
is exactly the same behavior which has recently been

found for the entire numerically investigated part of the
putative MBL phase in the Heisenberg chain with mag-
netic field disorder [31, 32]. This analogy supports the
view that the MBL phase in the Heisenberg chain is
not fully localized and more akin to an extended criti-
cal phase with very slow, subdiffusive particle transport.
In contrast to the Heisenberg chain, we know for sure
that the critical behavior in the 3d Anderson model is
followed by a fully localized phase. This phase can be
easily identified by exact diagonalizations using entangle-
ment measures as a probe for linear system sizes which
are similar to those considered in MBL studies of inter-
acting systems. In particular, there is no intermediate
time regime at strong disorder where S(t) ∼ ln t and
SN (t) ∼ ln ln t still holds. Instead, for D � Dc an ini-
tial rapid increase is immediately followed by saturation.
We have also shown that in the localized phase of the 3d
Anderson model the saturation values for different dis-
order strengths and systems sizes can be collapsed onto
a single universal scaling curve leading to values for the
critical disorder strength Dc and the critical exponent ν
which are consistent with previous studies. Finally, we
note that the bounds for the second Rényi entropy in
terms of the corresponding number entropy give a tight
upper bound for small disorder while the lower bound is
approached for very strong disorder. This means that the
full entanglement can be estimated quite accurately from
a measurement of the number entropy alone. We believe
this to be quite useful for experiments on cold atomic
gases where the particle number distribution and thus
the number entropy are easily accessible while a mea-
surement of the full entanglement entropy requires quan-
tum tomography which is currently only possible for very
small system sizes.
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