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Abstract

The study of the entanglement dynamics plays a fundamental role in understanding the be-
haviour of many-body quantum systems out of equilibrium. In the presence of a globally conserved
charge, further insights are provided by the knowledge of the resolution of entanglement in the var-
ious symmetry sectors. Here, we carry on the program we initiated in [Phys. Rev. B 103, 1.041104
(2021)], for the study of the time evolution of the symmetry resolved entanglement in free fermion
systems. We complete and extend our derivations also by defining and quantifying a symmetry
resolved mutual information. The entanglement entropies display a time delay that depends on the
charge sector that we characterise exactly. Both entanglement entropies and mutual information
show effective equipartition in the scaling limit of large time and subsystem size. Furthermore, we
argue that the behaviour of the charged entropies can be quantitatively understood in the frame-
work of the quasiparticle picture for the spreading of entanglement, and hence we expect that a
proper adaptation of our results should apply to a large class of integrable systems. We also find
that the number entropy grows logarithmically with time before saturating to a value proportional
to the logarithm of the subsystem size.
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1 Introduction

Understanding the dynamics of entanglement in out-of-equilibrium quantum many-body systems is a

prominent challenge in many problems of contemporary physics, such as the equilibration and thermali-



sation of isolated many-body systems [1-5], the emergence of thermodynamics in quantum systems [6-9]
or the effectiveness of classical computers to simulate quantum dynamics [10-14].

Let us consider a system in a pure state |¢) described by the density matrix p = |¢)(¢p|. The
entanglement between a subsystem A and its complement B, is encoded in the reduced density matrix
pa of system A, defined as pg = Trpp. The Rényi entropies are entanglement measures labelled by a

parameter n (which is integer in the replica approach [15]), and are defined as

1
Snzl

log Trp'y. (1.1)
—n

The knowledge of the Rényi entropies for all n > 0 gives access to the full spectrum of p4 [16]. The
limit n — 1 of Eq. (1.1) defines the entanglement entropy Si. It is the von Neumann entropy of the

reduced density matrix of system A, i.e.
S1 = lim S, = —Trpalogpa. (1.2)
n—1

The entanglement entropy, and more generally the Rényi entropies S,, quantify the entanglement
between a subsystem A and its complement. This is independent of the topology of A. For example,
when A consists of two or more disconnected subsets, S, is still a measure of entanglement between A
and the remainder. However, by no means does .5,, quantify the entanglement between two subsets of
A. It can anyway be used to construct a measure of the total correlations between the subsets. Let us

denote two subsystems A; and As with A = A; U As. The mutual information
I = gl gtz — g, (1.3)

is a very useful measure of the total correlation between A; and As [17]. This definition can readily

be generalised to a Rényi mutual information

AvAy _ Ay | cAr  gAuA, _ L Trplh 0,

I =51 +5;,2-5; =7 log (W) . (1.4)
However, as a very important difference compared to the von Neumann mutual information (1.3), the
Rényi one is not a measure of the correlations (e.g., it can be negative for some states [18]). The
definition of a proper and calculable Rényi mutual information is a long standing problem, see, e.g.,
the discussion in the very recent manuscript [19]. We mention that a proper measure to quantify
the entanglement between non-complementary subsystems is instead the entanglement negativity [20],
that is much more difficult to deal with, especially out of equilibrium [21-27], and will be investigated
in a forthcoming publication [28].

The last decade witnessed an intense theoretical effort aimed at better understanding the dynamics
of quantum many-body systems after a quantum quench, the simplest and most broadly studied pro-
tocol to drive a quantum system out of equilibrium [29,30]. In integrable systems, the entanglement
dynamics after a quench is well described and understood in terms of the quasiparticle picture [31-34].
These intense theoretical progress moved together with groundbreaking cold-atom and ion-trap experi-

ments. Most notably, it has been possible to measure the many-body entanglement of non-equilibrium



states [35-38]. In particular, in the experimental paper [36], the authors pointed out that a refined
understanding of how the entanglement arises from the various symmetry sectors is necessary to better
grasp the full many-body dynamics. Even though the study of the symmetry resolution of entanglement
became a very active research area of the last years [39-46,49-70], only few results are available for
out-of-equilibrium situations [45,46,63,64], see also [47,48] as earlier works on the charged moments.

This article is a completion and an extension of our initial Letter [45]. On the one hand, we report
many details of calculations in a system of free fermions after a global quantum quench that were only
sketched in Ref. [45] due to the lack of space. On the other hand, we also present various new results
that we obtained in the meantime, in particular concerning a proposal for the definition of a symmetry
resolved mutual information and for the number entropy. We focus on exact lattice calculations for
two distinct quenches and compare our results with the quasiparticle picture predictions.

This paper is organised as follows. In Sec. 2 we provide the definitions of the symmetry resolved
entanglement entropies and mutual information. We then introduce the model of free fermions that
we consider in Sec. 3. Sections 4 and 5 are devoted to the analytical study of the dynamics of the
symmetry resolved quantities after a quench from two distinct initial states: the Néel state and the
Majumdar-Ghosh dimer state, respectively. In Sec. 6 we give an interpretation of our results in the
framework of the quasiparticle picture for the dynamics of entanglement in integrable models. Finally,

we give a summary of the results and future outlook of this work in Sec. 7.

2 Symmetry resolution and flux insertion

In this section we give the general definitions of the main quantities of interest, namely the symmetry
resolved entanglement entropies and mutual information. We consider an extended quantum system
with an internal U(1) symmetry generated by a local operator @. If the symmetry is not broken, we
have [p, Q] = 0. For a bipartition in two complementary subsystems A and B, by locality the charge Q
splits as sum of operators that act on the degrees of freedom of the two parts, Q = Q4 + @p. Hence,
the trace over the degrees of freedom of subsystem B in the commutation relation [p, Q] = 0 yields
[pa, Q4] = 0. This relation implies that the reduced density matrix p4 acquires a block diagonal form,

where each block corresponds to a given eigenvalue q of Q4. We thus have

pa = Dqllgpa = ®¢[p(q)palq)] (2.1)

where II, is the projector on the eigenspace of the eigenvalue ¢ and p(q) = Tr (II;pa) is the probability
that a measurement of () 4 gives ¢ as outcome. The reduced density matrix in the sector ¢ is normalised

so that Trpa(q) = 1.

2.1 Symmetry resolved entropies

The block structure of the reduced density matrix induces a decomposition of the entropy into con-

tributions associated to each charge sector. For example, plugging Eq. (2.1) into the definition of the



von Neumann entropy (1.2), we obtain
S1=> p(@)Si(q) = > _plg)log(p(q)) = 5°+ 5" (2:2)
q q

where S1(q) is the symmetry resolved entanglement entropy associated to the charge sector g, i.e.

S1(q) = —Tr[pa(q)log pa(q)]. (2.3)

The two terms in Eq. (2.2) are the configurational entropy (S€) [36,71,72], which quantifies the average
of the entanglement in each charge sector, and number entropy (S™) [36,73-78], which measures the
entropy due to the fluctuations of the value of the charge within subsystem A.

Similarly, we define the symmetry resolved Rényi entropies as

$u(q) = —— log Tr[pa(g)]"™ (2.4)

1—n
A decomposition of the total Rényi entropies into symmetry sectors can also be written down [49], but
it is less informative and clear than Eq. (2.2) for the von Neumann entropy.
In principle, the evaluation of the symmetry resolved contributions requires the knowledge of the
resolution of the spectrum of p4 in Q4. This is a highly non-trivial problem, mainly because of the
non-local nature of the projector II,. A different strategy, put forward in Ref. [39,40], is based on the

evaluation of the charged moments

Zn () = Tr[phel*@4] (2.5)
and their Fourier transform
" da —iga n
Z,.(q) = 3¢ Zn (o) = Tr[I p%]. (2.6)

From these quantities, the symmetry resolved entropies are simply given by

1 Zu(q) _ . [ 2
Su0) = s ox | 20 ] s = -0, | 2] (2.7

and the probability p(q) is
p(q) = Z1(q). (2.8)

2.2 Symmetry resolved mutual information

The mutual information defined in Eq. (1.3) is constructed from three different entanglement entropies
and so from three different reduced density matrices p4,, pa,, and pa,u4,. Each of them admits its
independent symmetry decomposition, and it is not obvious how to combine them to construct a
symmetry resolved quantity, and whether it is possible at all. We propose to define the symmetry

resolved mutual information as follows:

q
11%(q) = 3 plavsg = ) (S8 (@) + 572(a = ) = 5% (q), (29)
q1=0



where the superscripts Ay, A or A; U As indicate to which system the various quantities pertain to.
The idea of Eq. (2.9) is that for a given charge sector ¢ of the whole subsystem A, we take a weighted
sum over the contributions from charge sectors ¢; and ¢ of Ay and A, such that ¢; + go = ¢q. The
weight p(q1,q — ¢1) is the probability that a simultaneous measurement of the charges Q4, and Q4,
yields ¢; and g — ¢1, respectively, while the charge sector of the whole system A is fixed to ¢. It is given
by

2% (g1, — q1)

Z{142(g)

where th:AQ(ql, q — q1) is the probability of obtaining ¢; and g — ¢; by simultaneous measure of the

pla,q—q1) = (2.10a)

charge in A; and As, respectively, and satisfies
q
> plg—a) =1 (2.10b)
q1=0

The above definition of symmetry resolved mutual information is sort of natural, but does not represent
a measure of the total correlations within the symmetry sector (e.g., we shall see that it can be negative)
and does not account for many processes (e.g., the total charge ¢ of A should not be split as a direct sum
of eigenvalues ¢, g2). It is very likely that a more appropriate symmetry resolved mutual information
can be defined and we strongly hope that this manuscript will boost the research in this direction. In
spite of all these caveats, we will see that the symmetry resolved mutual information defined in (2.9)
satisfies an equipartition for small ¢ — (@ 4) after a quench.

In full analogy with Z{(q), th:AQ(ql, g — q1) can be reconstructed from the knowledge of a more

complicated charged moment given by
Z{ 42 (a, B) = Tr[pael @ F17@4] (2.11)
and performing the double Fourier transform

. T dad - . .
ZM% (gL q) = / ;ﬁe_lqme_lqﬁziql'&(a, B). (2.12)
x 2m 2T

The charged moment th:AQ(oz, B) is a new quantity that, to the best of our knowledge, has not yet
been studied in the literature, even in equilibrium.
Similarly to the entanglement entropy, it is possible to reconstruct the total mutual information

from the symmetry resolved ones. We have

I]I-411A2 — Zp(q)lfh:AQ (q) + SAl,TL + SAQ,TL _ SA1UA2,7L — Zp(q)IfIAQ (q) + IAl:AQ,TL’ (213)
q q
where the notation S*" stands for the number entropy associated with system s, and p(q) = ZflUAQ (q).

The last equality defines the number mutual information 741427 = gAuLn 4 gAen _ gA1UAsn,

3 Free fermions

In this paper, we study the time evolution of the symmetry resolved entanglement after a global quench

in the tight-binding model. It is a model of free fermions constrained on a one-dimensional lattice with



L sites and endowed with periodic boundary conditions. The Hamiltonian is

L
H=>Y (chejir+chipe), (3.1)
j=1

where ¢; and CT are the canonical spinless fermionic annihilation and creation operators on site j,
i J} = 0. The model is

equivalent to the spin-1/2 XX spin chain via the Jordan-Wigner transformation. The conserved charge

that satisfy the anticommutation relations {cZ,c } =65 and {c;, ¢} = {c

is the fermion number .
Q= Z C;ij (3.2)
=1

i.e. the z-component of the spin in the spin chain.
We consider a subsystem A of length ¢ and its complement B, of length L — ¢. Because of locality,
the global conserved charge @ trivially splits as a sum over A and B,
Q= ZCTC] —{—ZCTC] Qs+ Qp. (3.3)
JEA jEB
We will study both the cases in which A is a block of £ consecutive sites or the union of two disjoint
blocks A = A; U Ay where the subsystems have respective lengths ¢; and fo = £ — ¢1 and are separated
by d lattice sites. The reduced density matrix of A is always written in terms of the correlations matrix
Cy = <cI;cx/> with 2,2’ € A [79-81], using the property that the many-body time-dependent state is
a Slater determinant and so p4 is a Gaussian operator at any time. Using the standard algebra of

Gaussian operators, the charged moments Z,,(«) defined in Eq. (2.5) can be expressed as [39]
log Zn(a) = Trlog [(Ca)™e™ + (1 — Ca)"] . (3.4)

For later convenience, we introduce the ¢ x £ matrix J4 defined as Cy = %(Hz + J4), with eigenvalues

v;. In terms of the latter, the charged moments are recast as

log Z(cx ZlogKH”) ei“+<1_2”i>n] (3.5)

To perform analytical calculations, it is useful to express the charged moments as a Taylor series in

TrJp'. We thus introduce the function hy, o(z) and the coefficients ¢, o(m) as

hna(2) = log [<1zx>neia+ (1;@)”} S Cn.a(m)z™ (3.6)

m=0

and conclude

108 Zn( Z Cr(m) T (3.7)

As we shall see in the following sections, the precise form of the coefficients ¢, (m) is never needed
and hence will not be reported.

In the case of disjoint intervals, the matrix J4,u4, has a structure

7 _(J11 Ji2
AVA = ) o

7



in which the notation Jy,, a,b = 1,2, refers to correlations between sites in A, and A;. We recall that
for disjoint blocks, fermionic and spin entanglement are not equal [82-84] and here we focus only on the
fermionic one. The computation of Z4(«) is not affected by the fact that A is not a connected block.
Instead, to compute the symmetry resolved mutual information, we need to evaluate th:AQ(a, B)
defined in Eq. (2.11). Since the reduced density matrix p4 does not commute with the charges Q 4,
and @ 4, of the two disjoint subsystems, the method used to compute Z,(«) and find Eq. (3.5) does not
apply. To circumvent this problem, we adapt a technique devised in [85] to compute the full counting
statistics of the magnetisation in the transverse field Ising chain. The idea is to express th:AQ(a, B)

in terms of a trace of two non-commuting putative density matrices. We recast Eq. (2.11) as
Aq:Ag 7 ~
Z72 (e, B) = ZaTra(papa) (3.9)

were

a = ZleiaQAlJriBQAg’ 74 =Tra (eiaQAﬁiﬁQAz) (3.10)
A

and the normalisation Z4 ensures that Trap4 = 1. It is simply given by
Za= (14951 4 %)z, (3.11)

Obviously, g4 is not a true density matrix (it is not even hermitian), but it is a very simple Gaussian
operator and can be associated to a two-point correlation matrix. We can thus use the rules for
composition of Gaussian operators. In particular, the trace of a product of two £ x ¢ density matrices

p1 and po is [84,86]

I, + J1J:
Tr(p1p2) = det (%12) (3.12)
where
Jj = 2Cj - I[g, [Cj]x,x’ = Tr(pjc;r:cm/). (3.13)

To ease the comparison with Ref. [85] we mention that for free fermionic systems without particle
number conservation (i.e. the Ising and XY spin chain), one also has to consider correlations of the
form Tr(pjclcl,) and Tr(pjcycy). For that reason, the size of the correlation matrices are 2¢ instead
of £, and the right-hand side of Eq. (3.12) is then written with an overall square root in [85].

For the case of interest here, the two correlation matrices are

[CA]m,m’ = TTA(PACLCI’)a x, .%'/ € A:

- . , (3.14)
[CA]$1II = TrA(pAcmCLE’)a T,x € A.

Of course, Cy4 is the usual correlation matrix related to Ja,u4, given in Eq. (3.8), by definition. The

second one, Cjy, is very easy to compute because @4, and @4, are diagonal operators in terms of the

fermion operators ¢;. We then find

Z~1Aei°“(1+eio‘)fl_1(1+eiﬁ)f2 T € Ay,
1B iyt iBYla—1
7.e (1491 (14 eP) x € Ag,

eia
=0, { 1+ela T Al’
= Oz .x i

elf
iep T € As.

TI'A(ﬁACLCm/) = 5$,x’ {

(3.15)




Finally, combining Eqgs. (3.9), (3.11), (3.12) and (3.15), we have

_ . . Ip + Ja
Z{h.Az (a, B) = (1 + &)1 (1 + &) det (%) (3.16)
where »
1(1 ]I 0
Jus = (Jn J12> N 5y (3.17)
Jo1 Jao 0 il

Similarly to the charged entropies, we write th:AQ (ar, B) as an expansion in terms of the traces of

the powers of J,3, namely
o
log Z{"""2 (o, B) = €1 log(1 + €*) + Ly log(1 + ) + Y~ &(m (3.18)
m=0

where &(m) are the Taylor coefficient of the function h(z) = log[(1 + z)/2].

In this work, we focus on the quench dynamics starting from two low-entangled initial states
|tp) that are invariant under U(1) symmetry and with a resulting time-dependent correlation matrix
Ca(t) = (thole™ chere 1 1)) which is exactly known when H is the tight-binding Hamiltonian (3.1).
Those are the Néel and the dimer states, denoted by |N) and |D), respectively, defined as

L2

- Hc£j|o>,

L/2 |

Cz —Cy51
D) = [ ——=2—10).
=

(3.19)

4 Quench from the Néel state

The correlation function after a quench from the Néel state |IV) in the tight-binding model (3.1) is
known in the thermodynamic limit and reads (see, e.g., [24])

!

5$,$’ + (_1)z

(OWaw = 22 + 153

T dk ik(z—a')+4it cos k
—  AlR(T—2 11 COS . 41
|5 -y

As explained in Sec. 3, the expression of the time-dependent correlation matrix is the starting point to
compute the charged moments, and hence symmetry resolved entanglement measures. In the following
subsection, we separately consider the situations where the subsystem A is a single interval of adjacent

sites and where A = A; U A is made of two disjoint intervals.

4.1 Single interval

In this subsection we study the case where A is a connected interval of ¢ neighbouring sites in an

infinite chain. The correlation matrix is then simply Cy = %(]Ig + Jy4) with

[(Ja(t)]par = (—1)° / gk”( —al)Hiteosk 0 gl e {1,2,... 0} (4.2)
i

Because of the structure of the initial state, we only work with ¢ even.
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Figure 1: Time evolution of J/¢ in Eq. (4.8) as a function of t/¢. Left: The crossover between the
linear growth and the saturation; the vertical dashed line indicates the time at which the transition
occurs, i.e. t/f = 1/4 (in agreement with ¢t/¢ = 1/(2vpr) and vy = 2). Right: For large time, J /¢
saturates to 1 (horizontal dashed line).

4.1.1 Charged moments

The first step to compute the charged moments Z,(«) is the evaluation of the trace of powers of
Ja. With the exact expression (4.2), it is possible to perform this calculation analytically using the
multidimentional stationary phase approximation in the scaling limit where ¢,/ — oo with a fixed
finite ratio ¢/f. Actually, the computation of TrJ4(t)’ is a simple adaptation of the calculations
reported in Ref. [87], and the final result can be written as

™

TrJa(t)% =0 — / ;Lk min (¢, 2upt), TrJa(t)%! =0, (4.3)

_p 2m
with vy, = 2|sink|. We note that, with our normalisation, the maximal velocity vy = maxgvy is
vy = 2. To compute the charged moments Z,(«), we evaluate the sum (3.7) with (4.3). We use the
fact that TrJ4(¢)™ only depends on the parity of the exponent for m > 0, and Tr.J4(t)? = £. We then
find

log Zp () = lep o (0) + TrJa(t Z Cna(2m), (4.4)

where the coefficients ¢, o (k) are defined in (3.6). To proceed, we notice that the coefficient ¢, (0),
as well as the sum > °_, ¢, o(2m) in fact correspond to the function hy, o(z) from Eq. (3.6) evaluated

in certain simple points. Indeed, we have

cn,a(0) = hpo(0) = (1 —n)log2 + log cos Xy ig,

2 2
= hna 1 hnoz -1 (45)
Z Cna(2m) = < af )+2 ol=h) cn,a(0)> =(n-—1)log2— logcosg.
m=1
It immediately follows that
o dk .
log Z,,(a) = 1@5 +/ gRe[h «(0)] min(¢, 2ut), (4.6)

or

10
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Figure 2: Comparison between the asymptotic result (4.7) (solid lines) and exact numerical data
(symbols) for log Z,,(«) after a quench from the Néel state in the free fermion model (3.1). Top left:
Time evolution of the real part of log Z,(a) as a function of ¢/¢ with ¢ = 120. Top right: Time
evolution of the imaginary part of log Z,(«) as a function of ¢/¢ with £ = 20 and n = 1. Bottom left:
Real part of log Z,,(«) as a function of ¢ with ¢/¢ = 0.5. Bottom right: Real part of log Z,(«) as a
function of o with ¢/¢ = 0.5 and n = 1.

Zn(a) = (Z‘Zﬁ%)yewg (4.7)
where we introduced the quantity
T =0—TrJs(t)? = /7T % min(¢, 2vit). (4.8)

The function J(¢) is an increasing function of time, going from J(t = 0) =0 to J(t = c0) = £. Its
time evolution is separated in two distinct regimes. For short times t < £/(2vys), J(t) o t increases
linearly with time. On the other hand, for ¢ > ¢/(2vy), J () slowly saturates to its asymptotic value
¢. These behaviours are illustrated in Fig. 1. The ratio J(¢)/¢ is a scaling function of ¢/¢, a fact that
we will use repeatedly in what follows.

In Fig. 2 we compare the prediction (4.7) for the charged moments Z,(«) with ab-initio com-
putations. The dependence of Z,(«) in ¢ and ¢ is perfectly reproduced by the exact result, as can
be seen from top left, right and bottom left panels. For this quench, the imaginary part is trivial
since it is given by the average conserved charge. Concerning the a-dependence, we observe that away

from o = m, the analytic prediction and numerical data match perfectly, even for relatively small £.
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Figure 3: Real part of log Z,, () after a quench from the Néel state in the free fermion model (3.1) as
a function of o with ¢/¢ = 0.5 and n = 1 near the value a = 7.

However, as « gets closer to £, the difference between the numerical results and the exact prediction
gets larger. To highlight this phenomenon, we zoom on the region in the vicinity of a = 7 in Fig.
3. It is clear that for large ¢, the data approach the asymptotic result for any o # 7. As is well
known also in equilibrium, see e.g. [42,44], as a gets closer to +m, the match between the numerical
data and the analytical predictions only holds for very large values of ¢. Additional subleading terms
(vanishing in the scaling limit) in the expansion of J should be considered to correctly describe the
large corrections in finite size. However, this point will not affect the asymptotic behaviour of the
symmetry resolved quantities which are calculated by a saddle point integral close to a = 0 and will

not be further discussed.

4.1.2 Fourier transform

The symmetry resolved moments Z,(q) with ¢ = Aqg + (Q4) are defined as the Fourier transform of
the charged moments Z,(«). Using Eq. (2.6), the asymptotic formula (4.7), and (Q4) = ¢/2, we have

4 J .
Z,(q) ~ 2(1_”)‘7/ da (cos 2) e il (4.9)

_x 2m

First of all, we stress that this formula is valid for arbitrary Agq, but only for asymptotically large J
because we used the asymptotic behaviour of Z,(«). Indeed, as we shall see, the integral in Eq. (4.9)
can be also negative for small 7. Furthermore, in the scaling limit Aq should be taken proportional
to £ (or, equivalently, ¢), otherwise one obtains trivial results.

Since the n-dependence in Eq. (4.9) is trivial, we focus on n = 1. The integral in Eq. (4.9) can

be evaluated in closed form in terms of the Euler Beta function B(z,y) = Flfgcgc)i;%), where T'(z) is the

Gamma function. The result reads [88]

_ I'J+1)
Cilg) =2 JF(J+22Aq+2>F(J—22Aq+2) ’

(4.10)
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and we recall

Zi(q) ~ Gi(q),  for T > 1. (4.11)

We now discuss the properties of the function (;1(¢) and in particular its limit for J > 1 when
it tends to the physical probability Z;(q). The function I'(z) has poles when z is a negative integer.
Since J > 0, it follows that (;(q) vanishes when J < 2|Agq| is an even integer. For other values of
J in the regime J < 2|Ag|, the function (;(q) oscillates in ¢ around zero, as can be seen in Fig. 4
(top panels). The amplitude of these oscillations decays quickly to zero and, in the scaling limit,
averages to (1(q) ~ Z1(q) ~ 0 for all the relevant physics. Actually, the last zero of (;(q) is at position
J = 2|Aq| — 2 and afterward it monotonically increases with J (see Fig. 4, bottom panels). At
J = 2|Aq|, we have (;(¢q) = 277 = 272124, Thus, in the scaling limit, when Aq also grows with £, the
entire window 2|A¢| — 2 < J < 2|Aq| shrinks to zero length, and Z;(q) can be considered zero up to
J = 2|Aq|. Anyhow, for finite g, Z1(q) is expected to grow from J = 2|Ag| — 2. We illustrate these
behaviours in Fig. 4 for relatively small values of £.

In the regime J > 2|Ag| > 1, we use Stirling formula to derive the asymptotic behaviour of (;(q)
and hence of Z;(gq). We find

o 10) = (5 ) e (1 238) = (5 = ) s (1 25)

47 )

1
75 209)(J — 2A9) — —log2m. (4.12)

2

+llo<
2 8 \{

The first line of Eq. (4.12) contains the leading terms, the second one gives the first corrections, and
sub-leading terms are omitted. We stress that the corrections due to the subleading terms in Z,(«)
enter at an order higher than the ones in Eq. (4.12).

We have seen that in the scaling regime Z(q) is zero for short J and starts growing at J = 2Aq.
These relations can be transferred from the auxiliary variable J to the physical time ¢. The crossover
between the zero probability regime and the growing one takes place at a time tp that we dub delay
time. The latter is defined by the relation J(tp) = 2|Ag|. In general, this relation is not explicit.
However, from Eq. (4.8), we have that for 2upt < ¢

J =2t /7r %vk, 2upt < L. (4.13)

_x 2T

Since vy = 2|sin k| and vy = 2, we find

T dk, .
4tp —|sink| = 2|Agq|, 4tp <, (4.14)
2T
and conclude
A l
tp = WM, for |Aq| < —. (4.15)
4 s
For larger |Aq|, there is no closed form for ¢tp. In Fig. 5 we compare the numerical solution of

J(tp) = 2|Agq| (symbols) with the linear result tp = ﬂ% (solid line). For [Ag| < £ the match is

perfect, but for larger Aq the delay grows very quickly.
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Figure 4: Study of the function (i(¢) in Eq. (4.10) that tends to the physical probability Z;(q) for
large J after a quench from the Néel state in the tight-biding model (3.1). Top: Short time regime
J < 2|Aq|. Left: (i1(q) as a function of J /¢ for ¢ = ¢ and various values of ¢. As (¢ increases, (1(q)
quickly averages to zero. Right: (1(q) as a function of ¢ with ¢ = 9¢/10 and fixed J = ¢/100. Bottom:
C1(q) (left) and (log C1(q))/¢ (right) as a function of J /¢ with ¢ = 7¢/10. We compare the exact formula
of Eq. (4.10) for ¢1(g) (solid lines) with numerical data for Z;(q) (symbols). The vertical dashed lines
are placed at J/¢ = 2|Aq|/¢ = 2/5 in both panels. Left: (1(q) starts growing monotonically at
J = 2|Aq|—2. Right: The horizontal dashed line is at position log (1(¢) = —2|Aq|log2. All the curves
collapse on the point ¢1(q) =277 at J = 2|Aq|.

Even though the scaling behaviour of Z;(q) is completely encoded in Eq. (4.10), we also analyse
it with the saddle point approximation. The reason is that this method is useful in the cases where

there are no analytical formulas like Eq. (4.10). We recast Eq. (4.9) as

T do . Ag T o
z — 22 oth(e) = —ja—2 4+ <] — 4.1
1(q) /_7r 5 ¢ ,  h(a) ia— + 7 logcos o, (4.16)
so that the saddle point a*, defined as h/(a*) =0, is
2A —2A
a*:—QMHMmh(t;ﬁ :ibg(§+2AZ). (4.17)

We have two regimes, (i) J < 2|Agq|, where o* has a real part, and (ii) J > 2|Aq|, where a* is purely
imaginary. In the first regime, the real part of a* leads to a non-zero imaginary part of h(a*) and

Z1(q) oscillates quickly in ¢ around zero. This behaviour is the same as the one we found by analyzing
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Figure 5: Delay tp obtained from the numerical solution of J(tp) = 2|Aq| for £ = 240 (symbols)

compared with the linear result tp = 7r|ATq| (solid line), valid up to Ag = £ (dashed vertical line).

the exact formula (4.10). In the scaling limit, these oscillations average to zero for all the relevant
physics.
Conversely, for t > tp (i.e. J > 2|Aq|), we deform the integration contour to pass through a*

while remaining in the analyticity region of the integrand. The saddle point method gives

1

z — Lh(a™*) - -
g)=e 2|1 ()]

(4.18)

The logarithm of this equation precisely gives back Eq. (4.12), as expected. In the limit where

2 _2a¢
Z1(q) ~ ﬁe 7 (4.19)

4.1.3 Symmetry resolved Rényi entropies

J > |Aq| we have

at leading order.

We now turn to the evaluation of the symmetry resolved Rényi entropies. Plugging Eq. (4.9) into
Eq. (2.7), Sn(q) reads

Sn(q) = T log?2 +log Z1(q) (4.20)

and does not depend on n. In the scaling regime J > 2|Agq| > 1, log Z;(q) is given by (4.12).
Following the discussion of the previous section, in the scaling limit, the entropies start to grow for
t > tp. In the top panels of Fig. 6, we compare ab-initio calculations of S, (¢) and the exact prediction
(4.20), finding perfect agreement. In particular, Fig. 6 convincingly shows that the numerical results
for S,,(q) do not depend on n. We thus focus on S;(g) for the rest of this subsection. We also compare

the prediction (4.15) for the delay with the numerical results at a finite ¢ (we fix £ = 240 and we
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Figure 6:  Top and bottom left: Time evolution of the symmetry resolved entanglement entropies
Sn(q) after a quench from the Néel state in the tight-binding model (3.1). The symbols are the exact
numerical results for £ = 160 and various Ag. The solid lines are our prediction (4.20) that perfectly
match the numerical data. Bottom left: The dashed lines are the saddle-point approximation (4.21)
and the dotted ones are the same approximation with the logarithmic correction. Bottom right: Delay
time tp for various Ag and ¢ = 240. The solid line is the analytic prediction (4.15) and the symbols
are the numerical results. They are obtained as the time for which S;(¢)/¢ = 0.007.

calculated the delay time as the time when S1(¢)/¢ = 0.007) in the bottom right panel of Fig. 6 and
again find a very good agreement.

If in the scaling limit with ¢, we also take J > |Ag¢|, we can use Eq. (4.12) and plug it into (4.20).
Expanding the result in powers of |Ag|/J, we find

Sulq) = T <log2 - 2(?)3 . (4.21)

Eq. (4.21) implies that for small |Ag| there is an effective equipartition of entanglement between
the various symmetry sectors, with violations of order (Aq)?/¢. We report this prediction as dashed
lines in the bottom left panel of Fig. 6. There appears to be some discrepancies, close to the delay
time, between this approximation and the numerical results, even for small |Ag|, where one would

expect the approximation to be very accurate. The reason for such disagreement is, obviously, that
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at the delay time J(tp) = 0 and so the subleading terms in (4.21) cannot be neglected. Looking
at Eq. (4.12) (or equivalently Eq. (4.18)), we see that the first correction to S,(g) in the large-¢
expansion is proportional to log¢. In the same panel of Fig. 6, we add this correction and report
Zz <log2 - 2(%7‘1>Q> —1/(2¢)log ¢ as the dotted lines. These curves get closer to the numerical data
and fit them perfectly for ¢ > tp, i,e, in the region where J is significantly larger than |Ag|. This
correction is subleading in the scaling limit and hence we conclude that Eq. (4.21) correctly reproduces

the numerical data in the large-¢ limit.

4.1.4 Total and number entropy

A final question worth investigating is whether our results for the symmetry resolved entanglement
entropy are coherent with the known results for the dynamics of the total entanglement entropy Si.
To this aim, we should also investigate the contribution of the number entropy S™ to the total entan-

glement. The number entropy S™ is defined in Eq. (2.2), providing in our case

14

S"=—>"Z(q)log Zi(q) (4.22)
q=0

and, using the same asymptotic calculations as in Sec. 4.1.2 and Eq. (4.19), we find

02 )
0 2 2Aq 1 Jm\ _2a4°
St =7 3 ( Sty los )e > (4.23)

Agq=—1/2

for 7 > |Aq|. The latter condition is not met for the extreme values of |Ag| in the sum, where instead
we have J ~ |Aq|. However, such values of the subsystem charge have a very low probability and so
this approximation is expected to give excellent results, as we will soon confirm numerically. Since
we are in the limit of large ¢, we transform the sums into Gaussian integrals. Their evaluation is

straightforward and we have

- %(1 +log %) (4.24)

i.e. the number entropy grows logarithmically with time until saturation to a value which is propor-
tional to log . Such behaviour is reminiscent of what found in many other different contexts [73,74,77].

In Fig. 7 we compare this result (solid lines) with ab-initio calculations of S™ (symbols), and find
perfect agreement. The inset in the left panel shows the time-evolution of S™ in a log-linear scale and
highlights the logarithmic growth in time before the saturation. It directly follows from Eq. (4.24) that
the large-time limit of the number entropy is tlinolo St = %(1 +log %r)’ reported as a dotted horizontal
line in the left panel of Fig. 7. This analysis shows that in the scaling limit, the number entropy has
a negligible contribution to the total entropy, tlgrolo S"/S) = O og¥).

For the total entropy, we plug Eq. (4.20) into Eq. (2.2) and find

14
S1=> Zi(9)T log?2, (4.25)

q=0
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Figure 7: Evolution of S™ after a quench from the Néel state in the tight-binding model (3.1) as a
function of ¢/¢ for £ = 40 (left panel), and as a function of ¢ with ¢/¢ = 1 (right panel). The prediction
(4.24) (solid line) perfectly matches the numerical results (symbols). In the left panel, the horizontal

dotted line is the asymptotic value i (1 + log %’r) for large times. In the same panel, the inset shows

S™ as a function of ¢/¢ in a log-linear scale.

where we used the relation p(q) = Zi(q) from Eq. (2.8). The latter satisfies 22:0 Zi(q) =1, as it
should. We thus recover the known result for the total entanglement entropy after a quench from the
Néel state [32,33], namely

S) = 10g2/ g min(¢, 2vit). (4.26)

For large times, we have tlim S1 = Llog 2. We finally mention that it is straightforward to show that the
—00
number entropy exactly compensate for the log ¢ subleading corrections present in the entanglement

of each symmetry sector.

4.2 Disjoint intervals

In this subsection, we move to the analysis of the charged and symmetry resolved entropies for two
disjoint intervals, as well as the symmetry resolved mutual information.

The starting point is the correlation matrix C4,u4,(t) that encodes correlations within the system
A = Ay U As where the two subsystems have respective lengths ¢ and 5 = £ — ¢1, and are separated
by d lattice sites. The correlation matrix has the form

Cayuas(t) = <g;8 g;zgg) (4.27)

with
[Ci1(t)]re = [C(t)]).k g k=1,...4, (4.28)
[Coa(O)] e = [C(8)]j+d k+ds Jok=1,... 0, (4.29)
[012(t)]j,k = [C(t)]%k_;_d, ] = 1, . .61, k= 1, 52, (430)
[Co1(B)]e = [C()]j+d,ks j=1.. by, k=1,...0, (4.31)
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where the matrix elements are given in Eq. (4.1).

4.2.1 Charged moments

In order to compute the charged moments and the symmetry resolved entanglement measures, we
compute the trace of arbitrary powers of the matrix Ja,u4,(t) = 2Ca,04,(t) — I, We perform the

™ in the scaling limit ¢, ¢, ¢1,f2,d — oo where the various ratios are kept

computation of TrJ 4,4, (t)
constant. The calculation uses the multidimensional stationary phase approximation, and generalises

the methods used in [87] to the case of an arbitrary separation d, see [89]. We find
9i dk . . .
TrJa,u4, ()™ =€ — %[mm(ﬁl, 2upt) + min(fo, 2vit)]

dk
+ / 2—[max(d, 2ut) + max(d + ¢, 2vit) — max(d + 41, 2vt) — max(d + Lo, 2vit)],
™

TrJa,ua,(H)% T =0,
(4.32)

with v, = 2|sink|. We note that the case d = 0 reduces to the known result of Eq. (4.3) for a single
interval. The computation of the charged moments Z;;hUA2 (a) proceeds exactly as for the case of a

single interval discussed in Sec. 4.1.1. We thus find

aN Jd
ZMUAa (o) = <(;(;S§ ) ei's (4.33)
where we introduced
Ja =0 —TrJa,ua, (t)2
dk . . .
= %[mm(ﬂl, 2upt) + min(fg, 2vit)] (4.34)

_ / gj[max(d, 2uit) + max(d + £, 2vit) — max(d + £1, 2vxt) — max(d + o, 2uit)].
T

In Fig. 8 we compare the prediction (4.33) for Z1Y42(a) with ab-initio calculations and find perfect

agreement.

4.2.2 Fourier transform and symmetry resolved Rényi entropies

The calculations for the symmetry resolved moments and Rényi entropies are exactly the same as the

computations of Secs. 4.1.2 and 4.1.3 where J is systematically replaced by J;. We thus have

[(Jat 1) (4.35)
F(Jd+22Aq+2)F(Jd—22Aq+2)

Agh 2 2 _2a4%
st = ga (12 -2(50)°) 2 = [ (4.30

in the limit where ¢ is large and J3 > |Aq|. We do not report numerical tests for these symmetry

St (g) = Jalog 2+ log Z{1942(q),  2{1942(q) = 277

and

resolved entropies because they do not to add any information compared to the single interval case.
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Figure 8: Time evolution of the charged moments Z;?lUAQ(a) after a quench from the Néel state in
the tight-binding model (3.1) as a function of ¢/¢ with ¢; = 100, ¢, = 140 and d = 80. The analytical
prediction of Eq. (4.33) (solid lines) perfectly matches the numerical data (symbols).

4.2.3 Symmetry resolved mutual information

We now turn to the computation of the symmetry resolved mutual information defined as in Eq. (2.9).
The first step is to compute th:Az (e, B). To do so, we compute the trace of powers of the matrix J,z3
in Eq. (3.17). We adapt the calculations of Sec. 4.2.1 for the trace of J4,u4, and find

Tr s ()% = (:Z — 1)2j [ - / % min(ér, 2040)|

. (:Z J_r Dm‘ [EQ _ /‘;’imin(ﬁg,%kt)]

; [ dk
+(-1) (tan % tan g)] / %[max(d, 2uit) + max(d + £, 2vit) — max(d + 41, 2vxt) — max(d + lo, 2vit)],

TrJas(t)% T = 0.

(4.37)
The re-summation in Eq. (3.18) is direct and we find
log Zf‘“Az(a, B) = iw + log (cos %)jAl + log (cos §>~7A2 )
.38
+ %log (1 + tan % tan g) (T4, + T4y — Ta) e
where J is given in Eq. (4.34) and the straightforward notation Ja, , = J e, , = % min(4q 2, 2vt).

As a consistency check, th:AQ (a, @) is equal to the charged moment thUAQ(oz) given in Eq. (4.33).
We compare the prediction of Eq. (4.38) with numerical results in Fig. 9 and find a perfect agreement.
To perform the double Fourier transform in Eq. (2.12) for Zf‘“Az (q1,9 — q1), we exploit the saddle

point approximation and expand th:AQ (a, B) at quadratic order, obtaining

¢ ¢ 2 2

longAl:AQ(oz,B) 3

20



0.00
5SS
~=—0.05
)
S-0.10
3
QNH—UB —— a=0,8=05
e —— a=08, =05
%—0.20 —— a=058=1
o a=05p8=13
—025] —— a=08, B=17 \

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
t/¢

Figure 9: Time evolution of Zf‘ 142 (a, B) after a quench from the Néel state in the tight-binding model
(3.1) as a function of ¢/¢ with ¢; = 100, ¢5 = 140 and d = 80. The analytical prediction of Eq. (4.38)
(solid lines) perfectly matches the numerical data (symbols).

In this approximation, the Fourier transform is given as

. 2 T
ZiAlAAQ(quq_ql) — e 4JA1JA2 I

2
7T\/ jAlez - sz

where we have introduced J,, = (Ja, + Ja, — Ja) to lighten the notations, and we have Ag = g — /2
and Aq1 = q1 — ¢1/2. Importantly, the weight p(q1,¢ — q1) = Zfll:A?(ql, q— ql)/thUA?(q) defined in

[Aqf Tay+H(Aq—Aq1)2Ta, +Aq1 (Aq—Aq1) Tm

(4.40)

Eq. (2.10) satisfies 231:0 p(q1,q9 — q1) = 1 also when the sum is approximated as an integral and the
quantities are given by their Gaussian approximations of Eqs. (4.36) and (4.40).
Using the Gaussian expression for each term involved in the definition of Eq. (2.9) and the same

type of asymptotic calculations as in the previous sections, we find

Ifl:Ag(q) = (Ja, + T4, — Ja)log2 — %<log jA;?jgﬂ') B 4L7A1u§:472d T (jiu + ‘712)
— — 2 — _ 2
72Aq2{< T, J;:Z;u jd) \71A1 n (jAl 2«22 jd) \722 _ }d}

(4.41)

Eq. (4.41) implies that at the leading order there is equipartition of the symmetry resolved mutual
information. Furthermore, for t < d/4 and in the limit ¢ — oo, the subleading term vanishes, because
Ji = Ja, + Ja, in these two regimes, and the equipartition is broken at higher order. In Fig. 10 we
compare the prediction (4.41) (solid lines) with the ab-initio calculation of Eq. (2.9) where the entropies
have been replaced by their expressions in terms of Gamma functions, and the weights are replaced

by their Gaussian expressions (symbols). We find a perfect agreement between asymptotic prediction
Ja, Ta,m .
57, in

Eq. (4.41). This term is at most of order log ¢ and is negligible in the scaling limit. For intermediate

and exact numerics. The slight negative values for early times arise from the term —% log

times, the equipartition is broken at order Ag?//.
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Figure 10: Time evolution of I fh:AQ(q) after a quench from the Néel state in the tight-binding model
(3.1) as a function of ¢/¢ with ¢; = 180, ¢, = 220 and d = 220 for various values of Aq. We compare the
approximation of Eq. (4.41) (solid lines) with the exact result given by Eq. (2.9) where the entropies
are replaced by their exact formulas of the form of Eq. (4.20) and the weights are given by their
Gaussian approximations (symbols).

The leading term in Eq. (4.41) is the total mutual information,
1141:/42 = (JA1 =+ \7142 - jd) log 2

4.42
= log2 / %[max(d, 2ut) + max(d + ¢, 2vit) — max(d + £1, 2vt) — max(d + la, 2vit)]. (4.42)

This immediately follow from the definition of Eq. (1.3) and the exact results of Eqs. (4.20) and (4.36)
for the entanglement entropies. This integral is precisely the form predicted by the quasiparticle picture
for the spreading of entanglement between two non-complementary subsystems [24]. It is vanishing for
times ¢t < d/4 as well as in the large-time limit. To verify the consistency of our calculations, we must
recover the total mutual information from the symmetry resolved ones with the combination given in
Eq. (2.13). Using the same Gaussian results as before, Eq. (4.41) and the asymptotic result for the
number entropy of Eq. (4.24), we indeed find

4
S EMUA (A (g) 4 S 4 A SN (T 4 T, — Ty)log2. (443)
q=0

5 Quench from the dimer state

For the quench from the dimer state |D) (cf. Eq. (3.19)) in the tight binding model, the starting point
is also the correlation matrix. For this quench, it is convenient to write it in a block form as follows

(see e.g. [90]):
e 1
[C®)]jk = < ( 2311> (con-1 cor) > = 5(5j,k]12 + ) (5.1)

CQj
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where II,,, is

Tdk im _f(kat) - (k7t)
Hm:/ﬂ s (—gac,t)* fguc,t)) (5:2)

with
f(k,t) = sin ksin(4 cos(k)t),

5.3
g(k,t) = e *(cos k + isin k cos(4 cos(k)t)). (53)

5.1 Single interval

Similarly to the Néel quench, we start by considering the case where A is a block of £ consecutive sites.
The correlation matrix Ca(t) = (I, + Ja(t)) is the £ x ¢ matrix whose entries are [C(t)];; given in
Eq. (5.1) with j,k € {1,...,¢/2}.

5.1.1 Charged moments

We compute the trace of J4(¢)" in the scaling limit where ¢,/ — oo with a fixed finite ratio. The

computation is exactly the same as in [87] and we find
; dk ~ A
Tr () = € — / (0~ [cos K1) min(e, 205t), TrTa()+ =0 (5.4)
m

with vp = 2|sink|. As for the quench from the Néel state, the maximal velocity is vy; = 2. We evaluate
the sum (3.7) with (5.4) and find

log Zn () = w% + / %Re[hn,a(cosk)] min(f, 2vyt) (5.5)
where hy,, o(z) is given in Eq. (3.6). This result is very similar to Eq. (4.6) for the Néel quench, with
the difference that the function hy, o () is now evaluated in x = cosk and hence cannot be factorised
out of the integral. In Fig. 11 we compare this prediction with the exact numerical data for the charged
moments and find a very good agreement. As observed for the Néel quench and in many other cases,

the corrections to the scaling are larger as o gets closer to £7 and as n increases.

5.1.2 Fourier transform and symmetry resolved Rényi entropies

The symmetry resolved moments Z,(q) with ¢ = Ag+ (Q4) are defined in Eq. (2.6). With Eq. (5.5)
and (Qa) = ¢/2, we have
Z,(q) = / da_iaaq+ [ 2 Re[hn o (cos k)] min(£,20,t) (5.6)
27

Contrarily to the Néel quench, there is no closed-form expression similar to Eq. (4.10) for this integral.
We can nonetheless infer the validity of our two main results, namely the existence of a time delay that
grows linearly in |Ag| for small values of |Ag|, and an effective equipartition of entanglement broken
at order (Aq)?/Y.

For the delay, we analyse Eq. (5.6) with the saddle point approximation in the regime where
2upt < £. The saddle point equation is

—iAq + it/ ;—k&a (Re[hn,a(cos k)])2v, = 0 (5.7)
™
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Figure 11: Comparison between the exact result (5.5) (solid lines) and numerical results (symbols)
for log Z,,(c) after a quench from the dimer state in the free fermion model (3.1). Top left: Time
evolution of the real part of log Z,(«) as a function of ¢/¢ with ¢ = 120. Top right: Time evolution of
the imaginary part of log Z,(«) as a function of ¢/¢ with ¢ = 20 and n = 1. Bottom left: Real part of
log Z,,(«) as a function of ¢ with ¢/¢ = 0.5. Bottom right: Real part of log Z,(«) as a function of «
with ¢/¢ = 0.5 and n = 1.

2

a monotonic function of ia, going from 4/7 at @ = —ico to —4/m at a = ico. It thus follows that

#' Hence we find precisely the same delay as for the Néel

and admits a solution for imaginary « only. In that case, the integral [ UL (Re[hn’a(cos k:)])QUk is

Eq. (5.7) only admits a solution for ¢ >
quench, with the same self-consistency relation |Ag| < ¢/, as given in Eq. (4.15).

For the equipartition, we expand the charged moments at quadratic order in «,

o o?
log Zp(a) = il +10g Zu(0) - §j<n> (5.8)
with
VAR 2—]n(k) min (¢, 2vyt) (5.9)
T
where )
) 4sin“™ k
Jn(k) = (5.10)

(1 4+ cosk)™ + (1 — cosk)™)?

In the following, we also need the value of the derivative of j, (k) with respect to n at n = 1. It reads

(Onin(E))|n=1 = [—(1 — cos k) log(1 — cos k) — (1 + cos k) log(1 + cos k) + 2logsin k] sin® k. (5.11)
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These J(™ integrals generalise 7 of Eq. (4.8). In particular, we have 7 = 7. With this quadratic

expansion, we compute the Fourier transform and find

_ 2442 9
Zn(q) = Zn(0)e 74/ T (5.12)

Plugging this result in Eq. (2.7), we find at leading order

Sn(Q) = Sn -

2Aq° { ! " } (5.13)

(1-n)lgm g0
where we used that log Z1(0) = 0 and the total entropy is S, = ﬁ log Z,,(0). The symmetry resolved

entanglement entropy is obtained as the limit n — 1 of Eq. (5.13), and reads

_ Qqu (anj(n))|n:1
Si(g) =S — 70 { 7 + 1} (5.14)
where S} = —(0,2,(0))|n=1. Equations (5.13) and (5.14) are physically equivalent to Eq. (4.21).

Similarly to the case of a quench from the Néel state, the match with the numerical data is better

when we include the sub-leading terms that arise from the square root in Eq. (5.12). The result reads

2A¢% (1 n 1, 2 1 T
Sn(q) = Sn — = n){j(n) - 7m } T lo8 L~ oy o8 Gy (5.15)
and the limit n — 1 is
. 2Aq2 (8nj(n))|n:1 1 2 1 (8nu7(n))’n:1 (1)

We compare these predictions with ab-initio results in Fig. 12. As expected, the delay is not well
reproduced by the approximation for large |Ag|, but the asymptotic values match convincingly. The
reason of this disagreement at intermediate times is the same as for the Néel quench and is not discussed
again here. In the same figure we report the delays for Si(¢) and Sz(¢) and compare them with the
prediction tp = #. For Si(q), the match is perfect. We expect that finite-size effects play an
increasing role for larger values of n and |Ag|, and indeed the match is less precise for Sa(q) at large
|Aql.

5.1.3 Total and number entropy

The total entropies are given by S, = 1 1log Z,(0). With Eq. (5.5) we have

Sp = 1 i - / %hnyo(cos k) min (¢, 2vit) (5.17)
where
hno(cosk) = log [(Hg()Sk>n + (1_;%]{;)”} (5.18)
is a specialisation of Eq. (3.6). The term ny = H%ﬂ is the mode occupation in the steady state. The
limit n — 1 yields
S1 = / %(—nk lognyg — (1 — ng) log(1 — ng)) min(4, 2uyt) (5.19)
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Figure 12: Top: Time evolution of the symmetry resolved entropies Si(q) and Sa(q) after a quench
from the dimer state in the tight-binding model (3.1) for ¢ = 140 and various Agq. We compare the

predictions of Egs. (5.15) and (5.16) (solid lines) with numerical data (symbols). Bottom: Delay time

7|Aq]
1

tp for various Aq and ¢ = 280. The solid line is the analytic prediction tp = and the symbols

are the numerical results. They are obtained as the time for which S 2(¢q)/¢ = 0.01.

that matches the quasiparticle prediction [32,33]. As in the case of a quench from the Néel state, we
recover the total entanglement entropy S; from the symmetry resolved quantities using Eq. (2.2). To

see this, we plug the Gaussian approximations (5.12) and (5.16) into Eq. (2.2) and find

¢ 2
(anj(n))|n:1 1 2 2Aq2 _2Ag
St = —(OuZ0(0)) ey + OnT n=t (1 § 2802 -t 520
Jm <2 VAS = Jm )

where we also used » , Zi1(q) = 1. In the large-¢ limit, the sum in the right-hand side becomes a

Gaussian integral. The whole parenthesis then vanishes and we recover S = —(9,2,(0))|n=1, as
desired.

The number entropy is given in Eq. (4.22) and only depends on Z1(q). We use the quadratic
approximation (5.12) and find that the calculations are exactly the same as in Sec. 4.1.4 where J is
replaced by JW = [ (1 — cos? k) min(¢, 2vyt). We thus find

(0
=)

o1
sn = 5<1+log (5.21)
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Figure 13: Evolution of S™ after a quench from the dimer state in the tight-binding model (3.1) as a
function of ¢/¢ for £ = 80 (left panel), and as a function of ¢ with ¢/¢ = 1 (right panel). The prediction
(5.21) (solid line) perfectly matches the numerical results (symbols). In the left panel, the horizontal

dotted line is the asymptotic value i (1 + log %r for large times. In the same panel, the inset shows

S™ as a function of ¢/¢ in a log-linear scale.

In Fig. 13 we compare this result (solid lines) with ab-initio calculations of S™ (symbols), and find
perfect agreement. The inset in the left panel shows the time-evolution of S™ in a log-linear scale.
We note that J() saturates to the value £/2 for large times, so that tlgglo S" = %(1 + log %) This
asymptotic value is reported as a dotted horizontal line in the left panel of Fig. 13. Similarly to the
quench from the Néel state, the number entropy grows logarithmically with time before saturation, and

has negligible contribution to the total entropy in the large-time limit, lim; o, S™/S1 = O£~ Llog{).

5.2 Disjoint intervals

We now turn to the case where the system A is composed of two disjoint subsystems A; and A, of
lengths ¢; and ¢ = ¢ — {1 and separated by a distance d. The correlation matrix has the form of
Egs. (4.27) and (4.28) with the entries given in Eq. (5.1).

5.2.1 Charged moments

Similarly to the calculations of Sec. 4.2.1, we compute the trace of arbitrary powers of the matrix
JA1UA2(t) = 2CA1UA2(t) — L.

t,f,01,05,d — oo where the various ratios are kept constant. We find

m

We perform the computation of TrJa,ua,(t)™ in the scaling limit

Teaon, () = £ — / %(1 — oos k]2)[min(1, 20xt) + min(fa, 205t)]

dk ;
+ / 2—(1 — [cos k] [max(d, 2vt) + max(d + £, 2v5t) — max(d + {1, 205t) — max(d + Lo, 205t)],
™

TI'JAluAQ (t)2j+1 =0,
(5.22)
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Figure 14: Time evolution of the charged moments Z,,’?lUAQ (a) after a quench from the dimer state in
the tight-binding model (3.1) as a function of ¢/¢ with ¢; = 100, ¢, = 140 and d = 80. The analytical
prediction of Eq. (5.23) (solid lines) perfectly matches the numerical data (symbols).

with vy, = 2|sink|. We note that the case d = 0 reduces to the known result (5.4) for a single interval.

The calculation is similar to case of a single interval as presented in Sec. 5.1.1, and we find

dk
log ZA41Y42() = iﬁ% + ?Re[hn,a(cos k)] (min(¢q, 2vgt) + min (s, 2vit))
T

dk
- / Q—Re[hn,a(cos k)] (max(d, 2vit) + max(d 4 ¢, 2vit) — max(d + {1, 2vit) — max(d + la, 2ut)).
T
(5.23)

We compare the prediction of Eq. (5.23) for ZA1Y42() with ab-initio calculations in Fig. 14 and find

perfect agreement.

5.2.2 Fourier transform and symmetry resolved Rényi entropies

In order to perform analytical calculations, we approximate log Zg‘lu‘% (o) at quadratic order in a,

AjUA e A UA o? (n)
log Zn 1 2(0[) = 1£§ =+ log Zn 1 2(0) — gjd (524)

with

g = / g—kjn(k)(min(&,%kt) + min(ly, 20xt))
T (5.25)

dk
- / Tjn(k)(max(d, 2uit) + max(d + £, 2vt) — max(d + £1, 2vit) — max(d + f2, 2vit))
™

where j,(k) is given in Eq. (5.10). As in the case of a single interval, these J. d(n) integrals generalise
Ja of Eq. (4.34). In particular, we have j;o) = Jq4. We follow Sec. 5.1.2 and find

2Aq2
T 2
Z;?lUAQ (Q) — Z,;;hUA2(O)e .7; )\/77 (526)
TJq
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AR (1 n 1.2 1 g
_ Zlog 2 —
(1- n){jd(n) 70 J+gles 2T=n) " (gD

for |Aq| < £. We used that log thUAQ(O) = 0 and the total entropy is Sa1Y42 = —L_log Z1Y42(0).

St (g) = sz . a2

The symmetry resolved entanglement entropy is

2A¢2 { (OnT ™)

jd(l) jd(l)

SflUAz (q) — SflUAQ _ + ]_} + = log — + j(l) =1 log jggl)> (528)
d

2 T 2

5.2.3 Symmetry resolved mutual information

We now turn to the computation of the symmetry resolved mutual information after a quench from
the dimer state. Most of the results and computations are similar to those presented in Sec. 4.2.3 in
the case of a quench from the Néel state. The first step is to compute th:fb (a, B) and hence the trace
of powers of the matrix J,3 defined in Eq. (3.17). We adapt the calculations of Sec. 5.2.1 for the trace

of Ja,u4, and find

TrJas(t)* = (eia — 1)2j [61 — / %(1 — [cos k]*) min(ﬁl,kat)}

el +1 2
B _1\2 dk ,
+ (ei) ’ [52 - / — (1 — [cos k]¥) min(ﬁg,%kt)}
elf +1 2w
dk (5.29)
+ / Tﬁ(k,j)[max(d, 2ut) + max(d + £, 2vit) — max(d + £1, 2vxt) — max(d + lo, 2vit)],
T
TrJap(t)¥ ! =0,
where o
)48 o i o
N p €% —1\stt e — 1\2j—s—t ‘ 9j—2s .« 125
(k. j) = 521 2 (1) (eia - 1) (eiﬁ - 1) Vs t.j cosk sin k (5.30)
and
57 2j—s—t\ [(s+t
o= egera e ) (V) (31

Let us stress that the function ~,; ; satisfies the crucial relation

jSs(—l)t%,t,j = (‘;) : (5.32)

t=0

The re-summation in Eq. (3.18) yields the formal expression
log 2442, ) — iw n / gﬁRe[hl,a(cos k)] min(¢y, 20t) + / gﬁRe[hl,g(cos k)] min(ls, 201t)
T ™

+ / ng(k)(maX(d, 2upt) + max(d 4 £, 20xt) — max(d + £1, 20xt) — max(d + £y, 203t))
T
(5.33)

with the infinite sum

[1]

(k) =Y &2§)&(k, ), &2j) =—= (5.34)

Jj=1
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Figure 15: Time evolution of th:AQ (a, B) after a quench from the dimer state in the tight-binding
model (3.1) as a function of t/¢ with ¢; = 100, ¢ = 140 and d = 80. The analytical prediction of
Eq. (5.36) (solid lines) perfectly matches the numerical data (symbols).

where we recall that the coefficients &(j) are the Taylor coefficients of the function h(x) = log[(1+z)/2].

Despite its cumbersome form, the sum can be simplified. We find
1
=(k) = —§Re[h17a(cos k) + hy g(cosk) — hq q—p(cosk)], (5.35)

and hence

log Zfl:Az (a,ﬁ) ElOé + 625 / dk

dk
—Re[h1,o(cos k)] min(¢y, 2vkt)—i—/ 2—Re[h1’5(cos k)] min (s, 2vit)
™

) / dkRe[hl a(cosk) + hy p(cos k) — hy o—p(cos k)] (max(d, 2vxt)

+ max(d + ¢, 2uxt) — max(d + £1, 2vit) — max(d + o, 2vit)). (5.36)

It is direct to show that th:AQ (o, ) in Eq. (5.36) reduces to ZflUAz(a) given in Eq. (5.23), as
expected. Moreover, replacing cosk by 0 in Eq. (5.36) yields the result of Eq. (4.38) for the quench
from the Néel state. We compare the prediction of Eq. (5.36) with ab-initio calculations in Fig. 15
and find perfect agreement.

To proceed, we expand Zf‘ 1:42 (a, B) at quadratic order in o and B. We find

i€1a+€2ﬁ_aj 1 B2 ap

log {2 (ar, ) = i—— =T ——JA2 +—(JA1 +75 = T3, (5.37)

and the double Fourier transform is

T T PUr e PR e B 0
2 4T ) TR —i)? 241 T4, HAG=A80) T4 + A0 (AG=A201) Tm

2{412/-12 (CIl,q - QI) \/ <1>)
~7A1 «7,4 -

(5.38)
with jy(nl) = (jf(lll) + ‘71&12) — jcgl)) to lighten the notations, where jj{f; is simply J™ from Eq.
(5.9) where ¢ is replaced by /12, and jd(n) is given in Eq. (5.25). We also have Aq = ¢ — £/2 and
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Aq1 = q1 — ¢1/2. These two results are the same as Eqgs. (4.39) and (4.40) where the Js integrals are
systematically replaced by jg(l). In a similar fashion as for the quench from the Néel state, the weight
p(q1,9 —q1) = th:Az (q1,9 — ql)/waAQ(q) defined in Eq. (2.10) satisfies 31:0 p(q1,9—q1) = 1.

To compute the symmetry resolved mutual information, we use Eq. (2.9) and replace each quantity
by its Gaussian approximation, namely Eqgs. (5.12), (5.38), (5.16) and (5.28). The calculations are
similar to those of Sec. 4.2.3. We find

(1) #(1) (n) (n) (n)
. 1 j \7 ™ 1 8n(j )|n:1 an(j )’n:l an j n=
1 q) = st i - s = o (log =g ) o (S T - ( d(1>)‘ )
274 I, Ja, Jq
1TV TD (T2 1 00T e 1 0TS e
- 0 (o) s o (o )
de ‘-7A1 jAl jAg jAz
Cong (—j,g?m,g?—j;l) 2 0 (T et 1 . T - g g2 an(Jf,’;>>|n:1+ 1 )
273" @ Iy 27, (T T8
0TS et 1
2(Yn\Jyg n
+20g( My ju))'
d d

(5.39)

We compare this prediction with the definition of Eq. (2.9) where the various quantities are replaced
by their Gaussian approximations in Fig. 16, and find a perfect match. The result of Eq. (5.39) has the
same physical interpretation as Eq. (4.41), namely the first three terms of the right-hand side precisely
yield the quasiparticle prediction for the total mutual information, equipartition is broken at order
Ag? /¢ for intermediate times and at higher order for ¢ < d/4 and t — oo, since J. dn) = ij) + j{gz) in
those regimes. As for the quench from the Néel state, the combination of Eq. (2.13) yields the total

mutual information, namely
‘
ZZ{lluAg (q)Ifh:Az (q) + SA1,n + SAQJL _ SAlUA%” = 1141“42 (5.40)
q=0

where

. dk
[z _/%%hmo(cos k)|n=1(max(d, 2vit)+max(d+¥, 2vit)—max(d—+{1, 2vxt) —max(d+La, 20it)).
(5.41)

6 Quasiparticle picture for the charged moments

In this section we use the quasiparticle picture to get general results for the dynamics of the charged
moments for the entanglement entropy. On the one hand, this picture provides a physical explanation
of the findings of the previous sections. On the other hand, it gives a generalisation valid for any
free-fermion (or free-boson) model for arbitrary Rényi entropies. It also suggests a conjecture for the
charged entropies for arbitrary interacting models, but many quantitative details are still missing and

its validity should eventually be tested against numerical simulations.
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Figure 16: Time evolution of {41:’42 (q) after a quench from the dimer state in the tight-binding model
(3.1) as a function of ¢/¢ with ¢; = 180, f2 = 220 and d = 220 for various values of Ag. We compare the
approximation of Eq. (5.39) (solid lines) with the definition of Eq. (2.9) where the various quantities
are replaced by their Gaussian approximations with the first corrections (symbols).

6.1 Dynamics of the entanglement entropies

Let us consider a many-body quantum system prepared in an initial state [¢p) with an extensive
energy on top of the ground state of the Hamiltonian H which governs its time evolution. The initial
state can be regarded as a source of quasiparticle excitations, which are assumed to be produced in
independent pairs with opposite momenta k and —k. (The assumption can be weakened in free models,
see e.g. [91-93], it is instead fundamental for interacting integrable systems [94].) This situation is
illustrated in Fig. 17. We first suppose that the quasiparticles are all of the same species, so that we can
characterise them only by their momentum k. After being produced, each particle moves ballistically
with velocity v(k). The key assumption of this description is that the quasiparticles emitted from
different points are incoherent, while those emitted from the same point are entangled and as they
move far from each other they spread the entanglement and the correlations through the system. In
particular, the entanglement of a subsystem A with its complement after a time ¢ is proportional to the
total number of entangled pairs shared by the two parts at that time. Hence, just by counting these
pairs, when the subsystem A is an interval of length ¢ embedded in an infinite system, the entanglement
entropy evolves as [31]

Si(t) = 2t/ dk v(k)s(k) + ¢ dk s(k), (6.1)
2v(k)t<t 2u(k)t>L

where the function s(k) depends on the rate of production of the quasiparticles with momentum +k
and their contribution to the entanglement entropy. The velocity v(k) has a maximum value vys, whose

existence, for spin chains, is guaranteed by the Lieb-Robinson bound [95]. Hence, the two terms of
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Figure 17: Illustration of the quasiparticle picture for the entanglement spreading in a one-dimensional
integrable system. The arrows indicate the propagation of the quasiparticles with the largest velocity

UM -

Eq. (6.1) give two different regimes as the entropy evolves in time. For times ¢ < £/(2vy7) the domain
of integration of the second integral vanishes, and the entropy grows linearly in time. For larger times,
the entanglement growth slows down and for ¢ > ¢/2v,; the second integral dominates and the entropy
is finally extensive in the subsystem length.

In the presence of different species of independent quasiparticles the result can be generalised by

summing over them [32],

Si(t)=>" [275 /2 - dk v (k) sy (k) + € /2 - dk sm(k)] . (6.2)

m
By properly characterising the functions vy, (k) and s,,(k), Eq. (6.2) can be applied to all integrable
systems [32-34]. For what follows, it is important to stress that while the generalisation to the Rényi
entropies is very easy for free models (in Eq. (6.1) it is enough to replace s(k) with an appropriate
sn(k), see [96] and below), it is still an open problem for interacting integrable models [96-100].

The quasiparticle description can be used to derive analytical predictions for free fermions [32].
The main idea of Ref. [32] is that the kernel s(k) in Eq. (6.1) can be read off from the limit ¢ — oo,
where the density of entanglement entropy equals the density of the thermodynamic entropy in the

stationary state, leading to

s(k) = %(—nk log ni — (1 — ng) log(1 — ny)) (6.3)
and so
S = / %(—nk logng — (1 — ng) log(1 — ng)) min(4, 2ut). (6.4)

Here ny, is the probability of occupation of the mode & in the steady state. For simplicity, we recast the
sum of the two integrals as the integral where the function min(¢,2vit) is included in the integrand.
As anticipated, for free models, Eq. (6.1) also holds for the Rényi entropy with the replacement [96]

s(k) = sy (k) = ——

loglnfl + (1 — )" (6.5)

At this point, it is very natural to generalise the quasiparticle result to charged moments with the

natural conjecture

log Z, () = 1a(Q4) + / % log[nfe'® 4 (1 — ny)"] min(¢, 2vt). (6.6)
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Figure 18: Illustration of the entanglement and mutual information dynamics of two disjoint subsys-
tems. On the left we report the shape of the mutual information with a single velocity of quasiparticles.
In the main plot, the dark blue area counts the quasiparticles shared between the two disjoint sets.

This conjecture matches the exact results for the two quenches considered here where ny = 1/2 (Néel
case) and ny = (14 cosk)/2 (dimer case).
Actually, within free fermion models, the validity of the quasiparticle result (6.6) can be inferred

from the following argument. For the Rényi entropy, the quasiparticles conjecture is

1 dk : o N Ak oy
Sn(t) = I _n/%hn,o(:vk)mln(ﬂ, 2uit) = 1—71;6"’0(2j)/27r$k min (4, 2ut), (6.7)

where x, is related to the probability of occupation of the mode k by nx = (1 + x1)/2 and hy,o(x) is
given in Eq. (3.6) and has been expanded in x (as in the rightmost side of Eq. (3.6)). In terms of the
function s, (k), it is just hy,o(2ng — 1) = 27(1 — n)s, (k). Similarly, the starting formula for the Rényi

entropy in terms of the correlation matrix can be expanded as

Su(t) = - ! . fjlog Kl ! ”Z')n + (1 ;”ﬂ _ ﬁ icn,o(gj)TrJ(t)%. (6.8)

=1 =0

Matching Eqgs. (6.8) and (6.7) and properly keeping track of the normalisations (i.e. ZJ‘?’;O cno(2j) =
hno(1) =0 and TrJ(t)? = /), we get

TrJ(t)% = f—i—/;ik(xij — 1) min(¥, 2vit). (6.9)
T

Plugging Eq. (6.9) in Eq. (3.7), we obtain the desired result (6.6). As for the total entropies, we
conjecture that in the presence of different species of quasiparticles, the result of Eq. (6.6) generalises

to a sum over the different species.

6.2 Dynamics of the mutual information

Let us consider the case in which the subsystem A of length ¢ is formed by two disjoint intervals A;
and Ag of respective lengths ¢1 and ¢35 that are separated by a distance d. Without loss of generality
we consider ¢1 < fo. Since the total mutual information is a combination of entanglement entropies for
which the quasiparticle picture holds, it is natural that it must be related to the number of entangled

pairs that, once emitted from the same point, are shared by the two subsystem at subsequent times.
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This counting of quasiparticles is straightforward, but we report it here for completeness. Let us first
assume that the quasiparticles possess a single velocity v. It follows that for short times ¢t < d/(2v) there
are no entangled quasiparticles shared by the two intervals and the mutual information is zero. It then
increases linearly for d/(2v) <t < (d+/¢1)/(2v). There is a plateau for (d+/1)/(2v) <t < (d+43)/(2v),
after which it decreases linearly in time up to ¢ = (d + £)/2v. There are no longer any quasiparticles
shared between the subsystems for larger times, so that the mutual information vanishes for t >
(d+£)/2v. We illustrate this behaviour in Fig. 18. Accordingly, the resulting dynamics of the mutual
information is proportional to [max(d, 2vt)+max(d+/¢, 2vt) —max(d+£1, 2vt) —max(d+ {2, 2vt)] [21,24].

In the presence of a non-trivial dispersion (and hence different velocities v(k)), it is enough to

integrate over k to get [32,33]

It — / dk s(k)[max(d, 2v(k)t) + max(d + £, 20(k)t) — max(d + £1, 2v(k)t) — max(d + £, 2v(k)t)],
(6.10)

with s(k) in Eq. (6.3) for free fermions.
For the charged moment log Z41Y42(q) it is straightforward to adapt the argument of the previous

subsection to get

log Z2A1Y42 () = ia(Q 4) + / ;—kRe[hn,a(mk)][min(ﬁl, 2upt) + min(¢g, 2uit)]
T
- g—kRe[hnva(azk)] [max(d, 2vxt) + max(d + £, 2vxt) — max(d + {1, 2vxt) — max(d + 2, 2uit)].
™

(6.11)

This equation precisely matches our analytical results from Eqs. (4.33) with x; = 0 for the quench
from the Néel state, and (5.23) with xj = cosk in the case of the quench from the dimer state.
To determine the symmetry resolved mutual information, we also need the moment Z; («, 3) defined

in Eq. (2.11). Our results of Egs. (4.38) and (5.36) suggest the general quasiparticle expression

log 2442 (0, §) = (@, )H1B(Q,)+ / %Re[hl,a(xk)] min(ly, 205)+ / %Re[hm(azk)] min(fs, 20t)

1 [dk
-3 / o Relhna(@r) + hg(zr) = ha ()] (max(d, 20xt)

+ max(d + ¢, 2vit) — max(d + {1, 2vit) — max(d + la, 2vit)). (6.12)

As in the case of a single interval, we conjecture that in the presence of different species of quasi-

particles, the results of Egs. (6.11) and (6.12) generalise to a sum over the different species.

7 Conclusions

In this manuscript, we study the symmetry resolved entanglement after a quantum quench in the
one-dimensional tight binding model. We start from the calculation of the charged moments Z,,(«)
(cf. Eq. (2.5)) that have been exactly determined by adapting the multidimensional stationary phase
calculation of Ref. [87], see [89]. Our results for Z,(«) are also valid when the subsystem A consists

of two (or more) disjoint intervals. From the charged moments, the symmetry resolved entropy is
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obtained by Fourier transform and saddle point approximation in the charge flux. The structure of
charged moments leads to two main physical results. First, the symmetry resolved entanglement with
charge Aq = g— (Q4) starts evolving only after a (calculable) delay time proportional to |Ag|. Second,
for small |Ag| there is an effective equipartition of entanglement broken at order Ag?/¢. We also
introduced a symmetry resolved mutual information (2.9) that requires the computation of a charged
moment with two independent flux insertions, see Eq. (2.11). We worked out exact predictions for this
more complicated charged moment for two quenches in our models. We also found that the number
entropy grows logarithmically with time before saturating to a value proportional to the logarithm of
the subsystem size.

Our results for free fermions naturally lead to a conjecture based on the quasiparticle picture for

Zpn(a) that can generically be written as
: dk ,, :
log Zp(a) = ia{Qa) + E %sn,a(k) min (¢, 2v,, (k)t) (7.1)

where the sum is over the independent quasiparticles’ species (where the velocities v, (k) also depend
on the state [101]). To give predictive power to this conjecture we should still devise a way to fix
the kernel s}, (k), but how to do this is still not know for an interacting model, as already discussed
for the Rényi entropy in Refs. [96-100]. The solution is known only in the neighbourhood of n =1
where the kernel is the Yang-Yang entropy [32]. It would already be interesting to generalise this
result at n = 1 and small o # 0, that would be enough for the saddle-point approximation necessary
to get the symmetry resolution. Independently of the details of the function s}, (k), the form of the
conjecture (7.1) is sufficient to deduce the two main physical results, i.e. existence of the delay time
and equipartition for small |Ag| for a generic integrable model. Moreover, the logarithmic growth of
the number entropy follows from the behaviour of Z;(«) close to a = 0 and so follows generically from
Eq. (7.1).

Similarly to the charged moments, we conjectured that the doubly-charged moments Z;(a, 3) in
Eq. (2.11) needed to investigate the symmetry resolved mutual information can be described in the
framework of the quasiparticle picture, see Eq. (6.12).

We conclude this manuscript by speculating on some generalisations of our results. A first question
is whether symmetry resolved entropies can be obtained in inhomogeneous settings, as done for the
total entropy in Refs. [103—108]. Then, it is natural to wonder if some of the techniques developed
for non-integrable models [109-119] apply to the symmetry resolved quantities and whether our main

physical findings, time delay and equipartition, are robust.
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