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In this work, we present a quantum information framework for the entanglement behavior of
the low energy quasiparticle (QP) excitations in various quantum phases in one-dimensional (1D)
systems. We first establish an exact correspondence between the correlation matrix and the QP en-
tanglement Hamiltonian for free fermions and find an extended in-gap state in the QP entanglement
Hamiltonian as a consequence of the position uncertainty of the QP. A more general understanding
of such an in-gap state can be extended to a Kramers theorem for the QP entanglement Hamiltonian,
which also applies to strongly interacting systems. Further, we present a set of ubiquitous entan-
glement spectrum features, dubbed entanglement fragmentation, conditional mutual information,
and measurement induced non-local entanglement for QPs in 1D symmetry protected topological
phases. Our result thus provides a new framework to identify different phases of matter in terms of
their QP entanglement.

I. INTRODUCTION

Considerable progress has been made over the past
decades in elucidating the nature of the entanglement
behavior in many-body systems from a quantum infor-
mation perspective [1–14]. A prominent example is the
topological entanglement entropy (EE) whose scaling ex-
hibits a correction to the area law as a manifestation
of topological order [15, 16]. Following this identifica-
tion, it was proposed that symmetry protected topologi-
cally phases (SPT) can be characterized by the presence
of “fractionalized” modes in the entanglement spectrum
(ES), i.e., the spectrum of the reduced density matrix
(RDM) ρA, which transform differently under the sym-
metry group from the constituent microscopic degrees of
freedom of the system [4, 5, 9–13, 17–24]. The relation
between the topological structure and the ES has been
widely explored since then [4, 5, 9–13, 24]. Remarkably,
most salient topological properties, including quasiparti-
cle statistics, edge excitations, central charge and topo-
logical Berry phase can be readily reached by scrutinizing
the entanglement spectrum [14, 24–27]. Such correspon-
dences provide a powerful tool to explore quantum phases
or critical points from a quantum information perspec-
tive, and have been eminently successful in describing a
wide variety of exotic states or phase transition phenom-
ena [2, 14, 28].

While the entanglement structure for the quantum
many-body ground state has been widely explored, much
less is known for the quasiparticle (QP) excitation at
low energy [29–34]. In particular, the universal entan-
glement features of low energy quasiparticle states in di-
verse phases remain unclear and leave important open
questions. It is widely accepted that the ground state
wave-function encodes essential topological features of
the phase; does the QP excitation still inherit similar
features? Can we distinguish or differentiate two phases
via their low energy QP instead of the ground state? How
to reveal the symmetry and internal structure of a QP

from the entanglement spectrum?

In our previous work [35], we scrutinized the QP en-
tanglement in a 1D transverse-field Ising model with an
integrability breaking perturbation. We demonstrated
that the non-local QP states in the symmetry broken
phase carry an additional ‘universal entanglement en-
tropy’ solely determined by the underlying broken sym-
metry. Such a universal entanglement entropy results
from the non-locality of the QP which triggers a quantum
coherence between globally distinct symmetry patterns.
It follows that the non-locality of the QP in symmetry
broken phases can be detected by computing the long-
range mutual information (MI) between spatially sepa-
rated qubits in the corresponding quantum state. This
protocol provides a feasible way to detect non-local QPs
in symmetry broken phases with long-range correlations.

In this paper, we extend our work to provide an entan-
glement protocol to detect various QPs in general 1D sys-
tems with short-range correlations. In accordance with
the entanglement benchmark for the ground-state wave
function in topological phases, we anticipate that the ES
of the low energy QP can also differentiate and distin-
guish different SPT phases. In particular, we propose
an ‘entanglement fragmentation’ feature for QP states
in free-fermion SPT phases with weak interactions, as a
consequence of the hybridization between edge zero mode
and bulk zero modes in the QP entanglement Hamil-
tonian. Under some circumstances, such an entangle-
ment fragmentation pattern carries a universal particle-
hole symmetry structure in each layer. This fragmenta-
tion feature provides a new guideline to identify differ-
ent phase of matter via their unique QP excitations, and
implies that the low energy QP state still inherits the
topological structure of an SPT phase. We next extend
our entanglement considerations to QP states in strongly
interacting symmetry protected topological chains, and
develop a conditional mutual information protocol to dis-
sect the QPs in SPT chains. In particular, we show that
the non-vanishing conditional mutual information indi-
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cates the emergence of non-local quantum orders in a
ground state or in low energy QP states. While a non-
local order parameter is operator dependent and hence
hard to identify for a general wave function, the condi-
tional mutual information is directly accessible from the
reduced density matrix, and easy to measure in numeri-
cal simulations. In addition, we also propose a protocol
based on the measurement induced long-range entangle-
ment to identify distinct SPT QPs with potential exper-
imental accessibility in cold atom setups [36–41].

The structure of this paper is as follows: in Sect. II
we discuss the correlation matrix spectra of QP states in
non-interacting systems based on Peschel’s approach [42],
and illustrate the ideas by studying the paradigmatic
SSH model. In Sect. III we extend the discussion to inter-
acting systems, and develop criteria for the degeneracy
of the many-body QP ES based on the presence of re-
flection symmetry in combination with specific (e.g. Z2)
charges. In Sect. IV we then discuss the universal ‘frag-
mentation feature’ in the ES of QP states in topological
free-fermion systems. In Sect. V we study the condi-
tional MI and measurement-induced MI for the ground
state and QP states of SPT phases. In particular, we
show that both quantities provide feasible ways to probe
SPT phases, not only via ground states but also via QP
states.

II. CORRELATION MATRIX APPROACH FOR
QP ENTANGLEMENT

In this section, we present a general framework to
bridge the connection between the correlation matrix and
the single-particle entanglement spectra for QP states in
non-interacting systems, under a spatially symmetric bi-
partition, and study the SSH chain as a concrete example.

Previous work on the correspondence of the correlation
matrix and entanglement Hamiltonian for free theory was
carried out in Ref. [42–44]. It was shown that the entan-
glement Hamiltonian for a gapped insulator is akin to
a Hamiltonian matrix (with open boundary at the cut)
where the states above/below the gap are flattened to en-
ergies ∞ and −∞ respectively. Besides, if the insulator
displays a topological band structure, its single-particle
entanglement Hamiltonian contains an in-gap mode at
zero energy akin to the edge mode in the physical Hamil-
tonian. This implies that, even without access to the full
band structure, the ES can determine the band topology
by scrutinizing the partial wave function of the ground
state.

We begin our discussion by reviewing Peschel’s ap-
proach [42] for calculating the entanglement spectrum
of a free-fermion system with trivial band topology by
means of the correlation-matrix method. For a non-
interacting system where the Hamiltonian can be ex-
pressed in terms of fermion bilinears, the reduced density
matrix (RDM) with respect to region A can be written

as

ρA = e−HA/Z, (1)

where the constant Z is written to impose normalization
Tr ρA = 1, and where HA is the so-called entanglement
Hamiltonian. In this way the properties of the RDM can
be reformulated in terms of thermodynamic properties
of the entanglement Hamiltonian. Then the correlation
matrix for subsystem A can be obtained as,

CAij = 〈c†i cj〉i,j∈A = Tr[c†i cjρ
A] = Tr[c†i cje

−HA ]/Z. (2)

The entanglement Hamiltonian can be diagonalized in
terms of new fermion operators (c̃α, c̃

†
α) which relate to

the old ones by a canonical transformation

HA =
∑
α

eαc̃
†
αc̃
†
α, (3)

where eα is the single-particle energy level of the spec-
trally flattened entanglement Hamiltonian.

Since the entanglement Hamiltonian represents a free-
fermion theory, the expectation values of charge opera-
tors obey fermion statistics. We can then diagonalize the
correlation matrix in terms of the new basis

〈c̃†αc̃α〉GS = Tr[c̃†αc̃αe
−HA ]/Z =

1

1 + eeα
, (4)

from which it follows that the eigenvalues of the correla-
tion matrix pα are related to the single-particle spectrum
of HA as

eα = ln[(1− pα)/pα]. (5)

The many-body entanglement spectrum is the union
of the quasienergies of all possible filled states, E =∑
α nαeα. If the energy level of HA resembles a gapped

insulator, the many-body entanglement spectrum also
exhibits a gap.

As the correlation matrix has eigenvalues pα = 0, 1 for
an insulating ground state, the entanglement Hamilto-
nian HA has a finite gap for the bulk orbitals. For now,
we focus solely on a trivial band insulator whose ground
state entanglement Hamiltonian HA does not carry any
in-gap state. We will return to the cases of topological
insulators with in-gap states in Sect. IV.

Now we add a QP from the conducting band to the
ground state and make a center symmetric cut to obtain
the sub-region A. We calculate the correlation matrix
based on the QP state with momentum k,

CQPij = 〈QP |c†i cj |QP 〉i,j∈A

= 〈GS| 1√
2

(akA + akB)|c†i cj |
1√
2

(ak†A + ak†B )|GS〉i,j∈A (6)

where ak†A = 1√
L/2

∑
i∈A e

ikria†i is the operator which

creates an excited state with momentum k in the A re-
gion. a†i represents the Wannier orbital in the upper-
band, as this orbital might involve a linear combination
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of the degrees of freedom among several sites, there are

some a†i operators near the cut sitting in both the A and
B region. However, these operators can be ignored in the
thermodynamic limit as they only carry a weight propor-
tional to 1√

L
. Therefore,

CQPij = 〈QP |c†i cj |QP 〉i,j∈A

=
1

2
[〈GS|c†i cj(1− a

k†
B a

k
B)|GS〉i,j∈A

+ 〈GS|akAc
†
i cja

k†
A |GS〉i,j∈A]

=
1

2
[〈GS|c†i cj |GS〉i,j∈A + 〈GS|akAc

†
i cja

k†
A |GS〉i,j∈A],

(7)

and if we diagonalize the correlation matrix in terms of
the basis c̃α, we obtain the eigenvalues pα of the correla-
tion matrix

pα =
1

2
[〈GS|c̃†αc̃α|GS〉i,j∈A + 〈GS|akAc̃†αc̃αa

k†
A |GS〉i,j∈A]

=


1, α ∈ filled orbitals

0, α ∈ empty orbitals

1/2, α ∈ QP orbitals.

The eigenvalues of the correlation matrix with respect to
the QP state have three types of eigenstates. For filled
(or empty) orbitals, it remains 1 (or 0) like the correlation
matrix of the ground state. The additional QP orbital
generates an eigenvalue pα = 1/2 independent of the QP
momentum. This pα = 1/2 mode can be understood
as the position uncertainty of the QP: with a probabil-
ity 1/2 the QP is in region A/B and this thus creates an
additional contribution to the entropy. Based on the cor-
respondence in Eq. (5), this additional pα = 1/2 mode is
equivalent to the statement that the entanglement Hamil-

tonian HQP
A contains an exact zero mode eα = 0 inside

the gap for the QP in a trivial system (we will illustrate
this in Fig. 2b for the trivial SSH chain). In particular,
as the pα = 1/2 mode signifies the QP orbital extended
in region A, the in-gap mode in the entanglement Hamil-

tonian denotes an extended bulk state in HQP
A so the

entanglement Hamiltonian for the QP resembles a metal-
lic system with one conducting state in the bulk. In the
presence of such in-gap zero mode, the many-body entan-
glement spectrum {E =

∑
α nαeα} exhibits a two-fold

degeneracy for all energy levels as a consequence of the
empty/filled in-gap state (see also Fig. 3).

We illustrate the theorem by simulating the 1D Su-
Schrieffer-Heeger (SSH) model [45]

H =

L−1∑
i=0

((1 + δ)c†2ic2i+1 + (1− δ)c†2i+1c2i+2)

+ V (n0 + nL−1), (8)

with V > 0. For δ < 0 this model has weak bonds on
the edges and is topological, while for δ > 0 it is triv-
ial and resembles an atomic insulator. We will always

Figure 1. A sketch of the SSH model in our setup: we consider
chains of length L = 4m (with m integer), such that we have
an even number of unit cells in the trivial phase and an odd
number in the topological phase. In the trivial phase the
center bond is weak, while in the topological phase it is strong.

simulate chains of length L = 4m (with m integer) such
that the center bond is always weak (strong) in the triv-
ial (topological) phase, and such that there is an even
number (2m) of two-site unit cells in the trivial phase.
These properties are summarized in Fig. 1. We addition-
ally choose to add a boundary field V in order to lift
the four-fold degeneracy of the ground state in the topo-
logical regime; this does not change the physics. Here,
we will demonstrate the above statements for the trivial
case, and delay the discussion of the topological phase
to Sect. IV. In the trivial phase the GS is located at half
filling such that the correlation matrix spectrum will just
consists of zeros and ones, as shown in Fig. 2a. We then
create a QP state by adding an additional orbital with
zero-momentum from the empty band. The resultant
correlation matrix spectrum is shown in Fig. 2b. The in-
gap metallic state is clearly visible, and indicates the QP
position uncertainty as outlined above. For that reason
the many-body entanglement spectrum is also two-fold
degenerate for all levels as shown in Fig. 3a.

Our current argument relies on the circumstance that
the system is non-interacting, and that the QP is based
on a band insulator with trivial topology. For QP states
in topological insulators or superconductors, the band
topology adds more heterogeneity to their entanglement
structure. In particular, the entanglement Hamiltonian
of the ground state already contains an in-gap state which
resembles the gapless edge (Fig. 2c). In the forthcoming
discussion in Sec. IV, we will discuss a universal fragmen-
tation structure of the QP ES in topological band theory
as a consequence of the level mixing between the edge
and QP state.

Besides, the stability of the exact zero modes in the
entanglement Hamiltonian, which leads to a two-fold de-
generacy in the QP ES is only evident for free-fermion
systems with trivial band topology. In the presence of
interactions, it remains unclear whether the doubling in
the ES still survives. In the next section, we proceed to
explore the ES in strongly-interacting systems.
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Figure 2. The correlation matrix spectra of the GS and QP
in the SSH chain. The simulations are performed on chains of
L = 400 sites, but we rescaled the number of states with the
system size as the results are universal. a) For the GS in the
trivial phase no in-gap states are present, half of the orbitals
are filled and half are empty. b) There is an in-gap state for
the QP in the trivial phase which is an extended bulk state
reflecting the position uncertainty of the QP. c) There is also
a in-gap state for the GS in the topological phase but this one
is due to the protected boundary modes. d) For the QP in the
topological phase there are two in-gap states, one reflecting
the bulk mode and one the boundary mode. Note that when
δ approaches zero (from the negative side, as we are in the
topological phase) the two in-gap states move further apart,
which represents further mixing of the bulk/boundary modes.
They can only disappear into the empty or filled orbitals by
crossing the phase transition point at δ = 0.

Figure 3. The entanglement spectrum of the first excited
state in the trivial SSH model on a chain with L = 20 sites
with δ = 0.5. a) The non-interacting case with U = 0. b)
The interacting case with U = 0.2. Both ES exhibit two-fold
degeneracy in all energy levels.

III. KRAMERS THEOREM FOR QP
ENTANGLEMENT HAMILTONIAN

In our discussion in the previous section, we mentioned
the two-fold degeneracy of the ES of the QP in a trivial
SSH chain under a symmetric cut. Such a doubling in the

spectrum originates from the QP position uncertainty for
being either inside or outside of the cut. In a free-fermion
system with trivial topology, this doubling of the ES is
manifested by the exact zero modes of the single-particle
entanglement Hamiltonian. When it comes to the inter-
acting system, it remains unclear whether the degeneracy
of the QP ES would persist as the entanglement Hamil-
tonian cannot be reduced to a single particle operator.

In this section, we develop a universal criterion for
the degeneracy of the QP ES based on a Kramers theo-
rem. The basic idea can be traced back to our previous
work [35] where we examined the symmetry representa-
tion of the QP reduced density matrix. For instance, if
the reduced density matrix has a projective representa-
tion under a symmetry G, the entanglement spectrum
must display a degeneracy for all energy levels. We will
study some concrete cases in the remainder of this sec-
tion.

A. Z2 and reflection

To set the stage, we reiterate the QP ES degeneracy
theorem in the 1D Ising paramagnetic phase of Ref. [35].
We define the model with an integrability-breaking term

H =
∑
i

Jzσ
z
i σ

z
i+1 + hxσ

x
i + Jxσ

x
i σ

x
i+1, (9)

and consider the regime where hx > Jz � Jx such that
the ground state is polarized in the x direction and the
QP—which we will refer to as a Z2 magnon—is generated
by a local spin flip operator Qi = σzi which creates a
Z2 charge measured by the parity operator P =

∏
i σ

x
i .

Away from the extreme paramagnetic limit Qi remains
an odd operator under Z2 but now spreads out over a
correlation length ξ. With periodic boundary conditions,
the system is translationally invariant and the low energy
magnon states are momentum eigenstates of the form
[30],

|ψ1M 〉k =
∑
i

eikriQi|GS〉 (10)

where we have ignored the subleading k dependence of
the operator Qi itself.

We now consider the entanglement spectrum of the
magnon at k = 0, defined as εγ = − lnλ2γ , which is ob-
tained from a Schmidt decomposition

|ψ1M 〉 =
∑
γ

λγ |γ〉A|γ〉B . (11)

Note that λ2γ are the eigenvalues of the reduced density
matrices ρA and ρB for the two subsystems. For a re-
flection symmetric cut, the entanglement spectrum ex-
hibits an exact two-fold degeneracy. As is pointed out
in Ref. [35], this exact degeneracy of the Schmidt val-
ues arises from a combination of the reflection symmetry
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Figure 4. The entanglement spectrum of the first excited
state in the PM Ising model (18 sites, hx = 1.5). a) The non-
interacting case with Jx = 0. b) The interacting case with
Jx = 0.2. Both ES exhibit two-fold degeneracy in all energy
levels.

R|ψ1M 〉 = |ψ1M 〉 and the non-trivial Z2 charge of the
magnon P |ψ1M 〉 = −|ψ1M 〉.

Assume that the entanglement spectrum contains a
non-degenerate eigenvalue λγ . Then the fact that the
state |ψ1M 〉 is symmetric under R whence |γ〉A = R|γ〉B
up to a U(1) phase. However, as the QP state carries
an odd charge parity we have that P |ψ1M 〉 = −|ψ1M 〉,
hence |γ〉A and |γ〉B must have opposite parity eigenval-
ues. This leads to a contradiction with the requirement
|γ〉A = R|γ〉B as R does not change the charge. Conse-
quently, all Schmidt values have to be degenerate. This is
illustrated in Fig. 4 for both the non-interacting (Jx = 0)
and interacting (Jx 6= 0) case.

B. Z2 charge and translation

The arguments in our previous section can be general-
ized to magnon QP states with k 6= 0 where instead of re-
flection we can use translations over half the system size
Tx = eikL/2 and impose periodic boundary conditions.
We now consider the magnon entanglement spectrum of
the QP at k, defined as εγ = − lnλ2γ , which is obtained
from a Schmidt decomposition,

|ψ1M 〉k =
∑
γ

λγ |γ〉A|γ〉B . (12)

Again, we begin by assuming that the ES contains a non-
degenerate eigenvalue λγ′ . The state |ψ1M 〉 being sym-
metric under Tx implies |γ′〉A = R|γ′〉B up to a phase
factor. So the pattern λγ′ |γ′〉A|γ′〉B carries even charge
parity. This leads to a contradiction with the fact that
the QP |ψ1M 〉k carries odd charge parity. Consequently,
all Schmidt values have to be degenerate.

C. Z3 charge

In this section, we generalize our study of QP entangle-
ment to ZM Ising models whose QPs carry ZM charges.
We begin by examining the QP ES in the in the param-
agnetic phase of the Z3 clock model [46, 47]

H =
∑
i

σ†iσi+1 + hτi,

τiσj = ei2π/3δijσjτi

τ3i = σ3
i = I. (13)

The QP state with zero momentum carries charge 1
(modulo 3), and is both reflection and Z3 symmetric.
However, neither of these symmetries, individually or in
combination, constitutes a projective symmetry for the
RDM of the half chain. In particular, consider a center
symmetric cut for which a QP wave function has the
Schmidt decomposition,

|ψ1M 〉 =
∑
γ

λγ |γ〉A|γ〉B . (14)

This decomposition contains identical configurations
|γ〉A = |γ〉B , each of which carries charge 2 since they
add up to charge unity modulo 3. Such configurations
can be associated with a unique energy level in the ES.
Hence, the QP ES in Z3 paramagnetic chain does not ex-
hibit a generic degeneracy. The same conclusion applies
for other QP states in Z2m+1 clock model.

Likewise, for Z2m Ising PM phase, the QP wavefunc-
tion carries an odd charge so the reduced density matrix
for each half-chain renders a symmetric partition of even
and odd charge patterns. This again enforces a two-level
degeneracy in the entanglement spectrum.

D. U(1) charge and reflection

The treatment of QPs carrying a U(1) charge is sim-
ilar to the Z2 case, as Z2 is a subgroup of U(1), so the
argument in Sec. III A applies. Based on this argument,
we begin with a zero momentum QP state in a trivial
SSH chain and obtain its entanglement spectrum with
respect to the center cut. As the zero momentum QP
state carries an odd charge and is reflection symmetric,
we expect a robust two-fold degeneracy in the entangle-
ment spectrum. We verify this conjecture by adding in-
teractions (that do not break the U(1) symmetry) to the
SSH chain (8), such that the model becomes

H =

L−1∑
i=0

((1 + δ)c†2ic2i+1 + (1− δ)c†2i+1c2i+2)

+ Unini+1 + V (n0 + nL−1). (15)

where n is the onsite charge density away from half-filling,
and V > 0. We construct the QP state in the trivial
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phase for a chain of 20 sites with U = 0.2, and obtain
the entanglement spectrum from a center cut. As long
as the reflection symmetry and U(1) symmetry are pre-
served in the QP state, the Kramers theorem still applies
regardless of the interaction strength and the two-fold de-
generacy remains robust as shown in Fig. 3b.

It is worth recalling that for the SSH chain in the
topological phase, the ground state wave function con-
tains an odd charge and its ES is fully degenerate and
protected by reflection and U(1) symmetry. However,
when it comes to the QP state, the total charge is even.
Therefore, strictly speaking, we do not expect any pro-
tected degeneracy for the QP ES. Nevertheless, such QP
state in the topological phase exhibits a ‘fragmentation
feature’ which will be elaborated in the following section.

IV. UNIVERSAL ENTANGLEMENT
FRAGMENTATION, A FINGERPRINT FOR SPT

QUASIPARTICLES

The relation between 1D SPT phases and their entan-
glement properties has been widely explored in Refs. [4, 5,
9–13, 21–24, 44]. Remarkably, it has been demonstrated
that 1D SPTs can be characterized by their ground-state
ES [5, 21–23]. More precisely, it was shown that the irre-
ducible representation of the projective symmetry in the
matrix product state (MPS) determines the degeneracy
of the GS ES, and hence can be treated as a fingerprint
of SPT states. Similar ideas has been applied to a wide
variety of SPT phases in higher dimensions with higher-
order topology [48].

The universal entanglement behavior of QP states in
SPT phases remains unclear. In particular, despite the
fact that the SPT GS captures salient features of the un-
derlying topology, it is not known whether these features
are inherited by the QP excited states at low energy. A
more general understanding of the entanglement proper-
ties of QP states in SPT phases is therefore left open. In
this Section, we try to answer this question by propos-
ing a universal ‘entanglement fragmentation’ feature for
SPT quasiparticles. Such a feature indicates that the low
energy QP states in a non-interacting SPT phase still re-
tain some of the topological features of the ground state.
Based on this observation, one can still identify different
phases via the entanglement in the QP states.

A. QP of topological SSH chain

Let us begin with the example of the topological Su-
Schrieffer-Heeger (SSH) chain protected by U(1) and re-
flection symmetry (R), whose ground state ES exhibits a
two-fold degeneracy under a center symmetric cut. As-
sume the GS has the Schmidt decomposition,

|GS〉 =
∑
γ

λγ |γ〉A|γ〉B . (16)

Due to the strong dimer bond between the cut, the charge
difference qA − qB between left and right half of the
wave function is always an odd number, as the total
number of particles in the ground state is odd. Fol-
lowing the discussion in Sec. III A, the GS entanglement
spectrum εγ = − lnλ2γ must exhibit two-fold degener-
acy. This degeneracy also has a simple explanation in
terms of the single-particle entanglement Hamiltonian in-
troduced in Sec. II: the existence of the entanglement
in-gap mode, shown in Fig. 2c, reflects the character of
the topologically-protected mode at the boundary of the
system [23, 43, 44].

Now we consider the QP excited state with zero mo-
mentum. Adding such QP to the filled topological band
still preserves the P symmetry, and its position uncer-
tainty should give rise to another in-gap zero mode, as
we have showed in Sec. II, which is an extended bulk
state. Subsequently, the QP’s entanglement Hamiltonian

HQP
A , in the zero-correlation length limit (i.e. the fully

dimerized limit on the topological side), contains two zero
modes pα = 1/2 labeled by f and c which corresponds
to the bulk and edge in-gap mode. The entanglement
Hamiltonian can be viewed as a metallic system with one
conducting state in bulk in addition to one edge mode.

Now we consider the case with finite correlations. This
is like turning on a symmetry allowed coupling f†c+h.c.
which hybridizes these bulk and edge zero modes, and
thus lifts the degeneracy and delocalizes the edge zero
mode. In particular, terms like f†f, c†c are still absent
from the entanglement Hamiltonian as they would break
the reflection symmetry. Consequently, the degeneracy
lifting between two zero modes is particle-hole symmet-
ric with energy levels ±ε as shown in Fig. 2d. In the
many-body ES, these splitting modes prompt an ‘entan-
glement fragmentation’ pattern with each fragment con-
taining four eigenvalues Ea+ε, Ea−ε, Ea, Ea as shown in
Fig. 5. The states Ea ± ε come from the situation where
either the ε or −ε mode is filled. The two degenerate Ea
states originate from the situation where the two modes
are either completely filled or completely empty.

For the non-interacting theory, this entanglement frag-
mentation feature has some universal properties that are
independent of the microscopic Hamiltonian. 1) Each
layer in the fragmented entanglement spectrum has three
energy levels (Ea, Ea±ε), with the middle one (Ea) being
2n-fold degenerate. 2) The top and bottom energy level
are n-fold degenerate, and are related to the middle one
via particle-hole symmetry. Based on this argument, we
found an immediate distinction between QPs from dis-
tinct phases in the SSH chain: in the topological phase
the QP carries a universal entanglement fragmentation
pattern, while in the trivial phase the QP exhibits a 2-fold
degeneracy due to Kramers theorem. Because of its in-
herent robustness, such a unique QP entanglement frag-
mentation pattern is expected for most non-interacting
SPT systems.

This entanglement fragmentation feature has profound
implications. Beyond analyzing the usual ground state
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patterns, one could also investigate the entanglement
spectrum of the low-energy QP states to distinguish be-
tween different phases. In particular, the universal frag-
mentation pattern in the low-energy QP of the topologi-
cal SSH chain, implies that some topological structure is
still present.

Our current analysis is based on the non-interacting
SSH chain. In the free-fermion limit, the coupling be-
tween two in-gap modes is always particle-hole symmetric
so their level mixing also inherits a particle-hole symmet-
ric fragmentation pattern. The situation in the interact-
ing case is far from our previous scope. Henceforward,
we will focus on a more general understanding of the QP
entanglement fragmentation in the presence of strong in-
teractions.

We start this argument by detailing the level mixing
between two zero modes. In the zero correlation length
limit, the two modes are decoupled in the thermodynamic
limit. The reflection symmetry Rx sends

f → f†, c→ c†, (17)

which acts like a particle-hole symmetry for the zero
mode and hence prohibits a potential term to lift the
degeneracy. For the non-interacting theory, one can turn
on the coupling f†c+h.c. to induce hybridization between
these bulk and edge zero modes and thus lift the degen-
eracy with energy ±ε. In particular, as there is only a
single bulk zero-energy mode, their energy mixing scales
with system size in a power-law manner ε ∼ 1/L. Hence,
in free theory, the reflection and U(1) symmetry ensure
that the energy splitting in each entanglement fragmen-
tation is particle-hole symmetric.

Now we look into the interacting case. One can turn
on a symmetry invariant interaction

Hint = U(f†f − 1/2)(c†c− 1/2), (18)

which creates a gap between different charge parity sec-
tors such that all filled or all empty states nf = ne have
larger energy. This would break the particle-hole sym-
metric pattern in the entanglement fragmentation and
thus mix different fragments in the ES. As a result, for
each fragment, the middle energy level with two-fold de-
generacy is no longer symmetric with respect to the top
and bottom energy level with odd charge parity. Thus,
the particle-hole symmetric fragmentation pattern is lost
in the presence of interactions as shown in Fig. 5.

B. QP of topological SSH model with periodic
boundary conditions

Now we consider the SSH model (8) with periodic
boundary conditions (PBC) and V = 0 in the topological
regime. As sketched in Fig. 6, this means that two strong
bonds are cut in a symmetric bipartition of the system.
For the ground state, we will encounter an entanglement
spectrum with four-fold degeneracy due to the two zero

Figure 5. The entanglement spectrum of the first excited state
in the topological SSH model on a chain with L = 20 sites
and δ = −0.5. a) The non-interacting case with U = 0. The
ES exhibit a clear fragmentation pattern with each fragment
being particle-hole symmetric. The colors are added to make
the fragmentation pattern clearly visible. b) The interacting
case with U = 0.2. The fragmentation pattern is clear for
the low energy patterns but not for the higher ones. The
particle-hole symmetry within each fragment is broken.

modes c†, d† in the entanglement Hamiltonian localized
near each cut, see Fig. 7a. The quasiparticle state adds
an additional extended zero mode f† to the entanglement
Hamiltonian and makes the entanglement Hamiltonian
like that of a metallic system with one conducting state
in the bulk in addition to two edge modes. We expect
these two edge modes to hybridize via the bulk conduct-
ing state and thus lift the degeneracy away from the zero
correlation length limit, as shown in Fig. 7b.

We can turn on the reflection invariant coupling f†c+
f†d+h.c to hybridize the three zero modes into energies
0 and ±ε which is still a particle-hole symmetric spec-
trum. The zero energy mode again implies that the en-
tanglement spectrum should have a two-fold degeneracy,
so that the fragmentation structure is doubled compared
to the single cut with open boundary. This doubling is
shown in Fig. 8. The Kramers theorem still applies as the
QP state has odd charge parity. So this two-fold degen-
eracy is robust against any U(1) preserving interaction,
as depicted in Fig. 8 for the model (15) with U = 0.1 and
V = 0, but the fragmentation patterns are mostly lost.

C. T symmetry

We briefly comment on an extension of our considera-
tions to an interacting bosonic system with T symmetry.
As a concrete example, we consider the spin-1 Haldane
chain [49, 50] with a half-integer spin excitation at the
boundary. The ES of the ground state with PBC has a
four-fold degeneracy due to the projective symmetry at
each cut (up to exponentially small finite size effects).
These two projective symmetries, represented by a half-
spin degree of freedom, cannot be hybridized via a finite-
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Figure 6. Sketch of the SSH model with PBC in our setup,
we choose L = 4m sites (with m integer) such that the trivial
(topological) phase is characterized by the cutting of weak
(strong) bonds.

Figure 7. The correlation matrix spectra for the topological
SSH model with PBC. a) The spectrum of the GS is charac-
terized by two states pα = 1/2 because of the two boundary
modes – one near each cut. b) For the QP in the topologi-
cal phase, two in-gap edge states are hybridized via the zero
energy bulk state in a particle-hole symmetric way.

size local unitary circuit.
Now we add a triplon excitation to the ground state.

We focus on the condition where the QP is a triplet ex-
citation between the spin-1/2 singlet on the bond which
still respects the T and easy-plane U(1) symmetry for
Sz. Despite the fact that the QP itself is a Kramers sin-
glet, it is composed of two spin-1/2 from the nearby sites
and thus it renders a projective representation per site.
Thus, the two ‘edge states’ of the entanglement Hamilto-
nian are now coupled via this extended QP state in bulk
and the degeneracy is lifted.

This can formally also be understood using an MPS:
The tensors Mm of the MPS representation of an SPT
state |GS〉 transform projectively such that Mm →
U†TM

mUT with UT U
∗
T = −1. The projective repre-

sentation implies degeneracies of the ES. The QP state
|QP〉 =

∑
r e

ikrOr|GS〉, with O creating locally a triplon
excitation, however mixes linear and projective represen-
tations and thus the degeneracies in the ES are lifted.

V. CONDITIONAL MUTUAL INFORMATION
FOR QUASIPARTICLES IN SPT CHAINS

Despite the lack of local order or long-range correla-
tions, the ground states of 1D SPT phases bear a ‘hid-

Figure 8. Many-body entanglement spectra for the topolog-
ical SSH model with PBC for a ring with L = 20 sites and
δ = −0.5. a) Non-interacting case U = 0. All quasienergy lev-
els are two-fold degenerate due to one in-gap zero mode. The
entire ES exhibits a clear fragmentation pattern with each
fragment being particle-hole symmetric. b) Interacting case
U = 0.1. The fragmentation pattern is destroyed for all but
the lowest levels, but the two-fold degeneracy remains robust.

den non-local order’ furnished by local entanglement pat-
terns. Such ‘hidden non-local order’ can be quantita-
tively defined and detected by measuring string-order pa-
rameters in the ground state wave function. While string-
order parameters do exist for all SPT phases, these can
be rather involved to measure for more complex phases
[51, 52]. In this section, we will provide a quantum in-
formation perspective to leverage the relation between
string order and conditional mutual information. In par-
ticular, we demonstrate that the non-local string order
can be comprehended as the conditional long-range mu-
tual information [53] of the wave function where a mea-
surement of qubits at the two ends of a string reduces
the information entropy of the total qubits on the string.
When it comes to the QP state of the SPT phase, albeit
its vanishing string order, the conditional mutual infor-
mation is still nonzero and hence provides a feasible way
to detect SPTs via QP entanglement.

A. GS properties

1. Mutual information and conditional mutual information

We start our discussion by considering a simple model
of an SPT phase in 1D, namely the transverse-field clus-
ter model [54–56]

H = K
∑
i

σzi−1σ
x
i σ

z
i+1 + h

∑
i

σxi . (19)

The SPT phase is protected by a Z2×Z2 symmetry gen-
erated by Za2 =

∏
i σ

x
2i+1 and Zb2 =

∏
i σ

x
2i, and the sys-

tem undergoes a phase transition from SPT to trivial at
h = 1. In the presence of an open boundary, each edge
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gives rise to a two-fold degeneracy due to the projective
symmetry generated by the two Ising (Z2) symmetries
at the boundary. It is noteworthy to mention that the
ground state contains a non-vanishing string order [57],

σz2i(

m−1∏
j=0

σx2i+2j+1)σz2i+2m = 1. (20)

This non-vanishing string order is a direct consequence of
the decorated domain wall condensate because the total
Za2 charge living on the odd sites of the string is locked
to the two spin configuration at the edge of the string
(on the even sites). When the spins at the 2i, 2i + 2m
sites are in the |00〉, |11〉 pattern, the total Za2 charge
between them is even. Such non-vanishing hidden order
can be detected via the mutual information between the
two spins (A) at positions 2i and 2i + 2m living at the
ends of the string, and the odd site spins (B) living inside
the string as shown in Fig. 9

I(A : B) = S(B) + S(A)− S(A ∪B) 6= 0. (21)

Due to the decorated domain wall condensate structure,
the spin pattern in the ground state is strongly fluctuat-
ing. Hence, the entanglement entropy of region A con-
verges to S(A) = 2 ln(2) for large m. Likewise, for the
m spins living on the odd sites of the string, referred to
as region B, is S(B) = m ln(2) as each spin can have
two configurations. However, if we compute the entropy
S(A ∪B) of the m+ 2 spins, it is ln(2) smaller than the
entropy addition S(A)+S(B). The reason is obvious: by
fixing the pattern of the spin at the end of the string, the
total Za2 charge on the odd sites is fixed and the entropy
is reduced.

We performed density-matrix renomalization group
(DMRG) [58] simulations to calculate the MI for the
model (19) with PBC, such that the ground state is non-
degenerate. In our simulations we choose the (even) sites
as A1 = L

4 , A2 = 3L
4 and use system sizes L divisible

by eight. The results are shown in Fig. 9, where we in-
deed observe a non-vanishing MI in the topological phase
that approaches ln(2) for the fixpoint h = 0. Note that
we need to construct the reduced density matrix for the
subsystem A∪B, and are therefore limited to rather small
subsystems of the order of 12 sites.

Alternatively, we could consider Rényi versions of the
entropies in the MIs

Sα =
1

1− α
log Tr(ραA) (22)

and use, e.g., the replica trick to compute those. In that
way larger system sizes can be accessed when using MPS.
In addition, there exist efficient experimental protocols
based on randomized measurements to obtain S2 [36–
41].

Although one expects that a non-vanishing string order
creates a non-vanishing MI I(A : B) between the ‘edge’
and the ‘bulk’ of the string, a non-vanishing MI itself

Figure 9. The MI in the GS of the cluster model between the
grey spins in the middle (B area) and the blue spins (A =
A1 ∪ A2) at the boundaries of the string. In the SPT phase
hx < 1 it is non-vanishing for the GS. The dotted data points
are the conditional MIs (23), where we subdivided the region
B such that B2 = B \ B1 is the region the closest to the A
spins. There is only a small difference between the MI and
conditional MI near the transition as the correlations are still
dominantly local.

cannot be treated as a solid manifestation of the string
order. Since some of the sites in B region are adjacent to
A, the local entanglement between adjacent sites can add
some trivial contribution to the mutual information. In
order to exclude such trivial contributions, we divide B
into two regions: the center region B1 far from the string
end, and the two parts B2 within the correlation length
of the string boundary.

We then define the conditional MI [59],

I(A : B1|B2) = I(A : B1 ∪B2)− I(A : B2). (23)

This conditional MI computes the ‘hidden correlation’
between the bulk and boundary of the string while ex-
cluding the ‘trivial’ MI induced by local entanglement.
This is also shown in Fig. 9 by the dots, where we took
the region B2 to be the spins directly neighboring the A
spins at positions L

4 + 1 and 3L
4 −1. Only near the phase

transition there is an offset between the data, illustrating
that the non-vanishing mutual information is indeed due
to the string order.

2. Measurement induced non-local entanglement

An alternative understanding of the MI in the GS can
be obtained by introducing the concept of measurement
induced non-local entanglement, where a charge measure-
ment of the B region PB |GS〉, with

PB = 1 +
∏
i∈B

σxi , (24)

triggers a dramatic non-local entanglement among the
two spins in the A region. A measurement of the spins
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Figure 10. a) Sketch of the projection of the odd sites in
between A1 and A2 to a sector with definite (e.g. even) parity.
b) The measurement induced MI in the ground state of the
cluster model PB |GS〉. The inset shows the data without the
projection of the region B to the even sector. In this case
the distant spins in the A region do not carry any mutual
information in the thermodynamic limit, as expected.

living at the odd sites of the string reduces the entangle-
ment entropy of the two spins living on the edge of the
string. Such an entropy reduction after measurement is
accompanied by the emergence of long-range entangle-
ment between two distant spins. This is illustrated in
Fig. 10, the inset shows the MI between the A spins be-
fore the measurement which is just zero as these spins
are not correlated. Note that we can compute the mea-
surement induced MI for much larger system sizes than
we could for the MI I(A : B) of the previous paragraph,
because we only need construct the RDM explicitly for
two spins. Hence this approach is easily scalable and also
accessible in experiments.

B. QP properties

1. Mutual information and conditional mutual information

Now we focus on the QP state and use a slightly dif-
ferent model

H =
∑
i

Kσz2iσ
x
2i+1σ

z
2i+2 +K ′σz2i−1σ

x
2iσ

z
2i+1

+ Jσz2i−1σ
z
2i+1 + hσxi , (25)

such that when J � K < K ′ and h = 0, the (non-
degenerate) low-energy excitation is the energy flipping
of the stabilizer term Kσz2iσ

x
2i+1σ

z
2i+2 which removes the

Za2 charge on site 2i + 1 from the domain wall between
sites 2i, 2i + 2 [60]. This can be accomplished by the
QP operator σz2i+1 which flips the charge at site (2i+ 1).
Due to the hσz2i−1σ

z
2i+1 term, the QP acquires dynamics

and can hop among odd sites as
∑
i e
ikR2i+1σz2i+1. Such

QP unbounds the Za2 charge with the domain wall for
odd-site clusters. Consequently, the string order could
vanish as the QP being inside/outside the string exactly
reverse the value of string order. Nevertheless, the QP
still carries non-vanishing MI between the three distant
sites (living on the even lattice) labelled as A = A1 ∪
A2 ∪A3 and the odd sites between them labelled as B =
BL ∪BR as in Fig. 11a.

If we do not make any measurement and barely look
at the QP state, region B has entropy S(B) = m ln(2)
with m being the number of odd site spins in B region.
However, once we make a measurement of the spins in
the A region, say they are in the (0, 0, 0) state, then BL
and BR could have all-even charge, or an even-odd/odd-
even charge pattern depending on the position of the QP.
However, it is impossible to get a configuration of B with
odd charges on both sides based on the measurement
outcome. The reason is obvious: if the QP is outside the
B region, then both BL and BR have even charges, but if
the QP is inside the B = BL∪BR region, one of them has
even charge and the other one odd charge. This result
implies that the entanglement entropy of region B can
be reduced after measuring region A, hence their mutual
information is nonzero

I(A : B) 6= 0. (26)

This is shown in Fig. 11b for some points in the phase
diagram obtained by DMRG. In the simulations we take
A1 = L

4 , A2 = L
2 and A3 = 3L

4 and use system sizes L
divisible by eight. In addition, to exclude the contribu-
tion to the MI by local correlation, we can choose a small
region near A and again define the conditional MI,

I(A : B1|B2) = I(A : B1 ∪B2)− I(A : B2). (27)

We show some data points for the conditional MI in
Fig. 11b, where we choose the region B2 to be the four
odd spins directly neighboring the A spins. If we use
the von Neumann entropies to compute the MIs, we are
limited to small subsystems. In order to obtain data
for somewhat larger systems sizes, we also computed the
MIs by using the second order Rényi entropies as shown
in Fig. 11c.

2. Measurement induced non-local entanglement

Also for the QP state, we can extend our understand-
ing of the MI by measurement induced long-range entan-
glement between distant spins. Of course, if we obtain
the RDM of the three distant sites A1, A2, A3 in the QP
state, the RDM can be approximated as the product of
the RDM of the three spins provided their distances are
much larger than the correlation length. This also im-
plies that there is no non-local entanglement among these
three spins and that their mutual information vanishes,
see the inset in Fig. 12.
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Figure 11. a) Sketch of the partitioning of the system; we
take A1 = L

4
, A2 = L

2
and A3 = 3L

4
and system sizes divisible

by eight. b) The MI in the first excited state of the cluster
model. The full lines corresponds to data in the topological
phase at K′ = 1,K = 0.9 and h = 0 for some Js shown in
the legend, and the crosses corresponds to data in the trivial
phase at h = 2.5. The dots connected by the dotted lines
are data points for the conditional MI I(A : B1|B2), where
the region B1 only contains odd sites that are not directly
neighboring the A region. c) The second order Rényi MI of
the first excited state at the same points in the phase diagram.

However, if we make a measurement of the QP state by
projecting the spins in the B region such that both BL
and BR carry an even number of charges, the projected
QP state PBLPBR |QP 〉 contains non-vanishing MI (see
Fig. 12) as,

I(A1 ∪A3 : A2)

= S(A1 ∪A3) + S(A2)− S(A1 ∪A3 ∪A2)

= 3 ln(2)− S(A1 ∪A3 ∪A2). (28)

Following a similar argument from the previous para-
graph, it is not hard to conclude that provided both
BL and BR carry even number of charges, the pos-
sible patterns for (A1, A2, A3) are (0, 0, 0), (1, 1, 1)
for QP outside and (1, 0, 0), (0, 0, 1), (0, 1, 1), (1, 1, 0)
for QP inside so the total entropy of (A1, A2, A3)

Figure 12. a) Sketch of the projection of the odd sites in
between A1,A2 and A3 to a sector with definite (e.g. even)
parity. b) The measurement-induced MI in the first excited
state of the cluster model PBLPBR |QP 〉. The full line corre-
sponds to data in the topological phase at K′ = 1,K = 0.9
and h = 0 for some J shown in the legend, while the dotted
lines corresponds to data in the trivial phase at h = 2.5. The
inset shows the MI without the projection of the regions BL
and BR to the even sector. Clearly the MI vanishes in both
cases in the thermodynamic limit.

is smaller than the sum of each individual entropy
S(A1 ∪ A3) + S(A2) = 3 ln(2). This indicates that
the three distant spins in PBLPBR |QP 〉 contain non-
vanishing long-range MI I(A1 ∪ A3 : A2) as shown in
Fig. 12. Such ‘emergent long-range mutual information’
and non-local entanglement is absent for the QP wave
function due to its short-range correlations. However,
the charge projection of the B region entangles the three
distant spins and creates non-vanishing long-range MI
I(A1 ∪ A3 : A2) due to the hidden correlation between
the total Za2 charges living on the odd sites of the B
region and the spin coherence patterns of A1, A2, A3.

To explicitly illustrate that the measurement induced
MI can also probe phase transitions in the QP state, we
consider the case where we vary the J parameter in the
cluster model (25) and fix K = K ′ = 1 and h = 0. This
drives the system from an SPT phase (J < 2) to a sym-
metry broken phase (J > 2), we illustrate this in Fig. 13
via the QP measurement induced MI. This measurement
induced long-range MI is easy to implement in cold atom
experimental setups [36–41] and hence provides insight
into visualizing the low energy excitation and suggests
an experiment-feasible protocol to probe QPs in SPT
phases.
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Figure 13. The measurement induced MI in the first excited
state of the cluster model PBLPBR |QP 〉 as a function of J
with K = K′ = 1 and h = 0. The inset shows the data
without the projection of the regions BL and BR to the even
sector.

VI. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

In this work, we uncovered entanglement spectrum fea-
tures of different QP states in various phases, and demon-
strated how to identify distinct phases of matter via their
low energy excitations. We anticipate the results ob-
tained in this paper will help the exploration of quan-
tum or thermal phases from a quantum information per-
spective. In particular, we expect that the entanglement
properties of quasiparticle states can be adapted to ex-
amine quantum critical phenomena as well as intrinsic

topologically ordered phases with fractionalized excita-
tions, and provide a general framework for the entangle-
ment spectroscopy of quantum and thermal phases.

We also expect that the exploration of QP entangle-
ment and conditional MI can be extended to QP in
higher dimensional systems with intrinsic topological ex-
citations. We will report our study of the entangle-
ment of fractionalized quasiparticles in a forthcoming
manuscript. Additionally, a popular line of research re-
lates many properties of non-equilibrium states and ther-
malization processes to the evolution of the entanglement
structure or entanglement growth [61]. The investigation
of non-equilibrium properties of quasiparticle entangle-
ment will be included in our forthcoming work [62].
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I. M. Szécsényi, Journal of High Energy Physics 2019,
58 (2019).

[33] A. Jafarizadeh and M. Rajabpour, Physical Review B
100, 165135 (2019).

[34] O. A. Castro-Alvaredo, C. De Fazio, B. Doyon, and
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