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Abstract

The study of the moments of the partially transposed density matrix provides a new
and effective way of detecting bipartite entanglement in a many-body mixed state. This
is valuable for cold-atom and ion-trap experiments, as well as in the general context of
quantum simulation of many-body systems. In this work we study the time evolution after
a quantum quench of the moments of the partial transpose, and several related quantities,
such as the Rényi negativities. By combining Conformal Field Theory (CFT) results with
integrability, we show that, in the space-time scaling limit of long times and large subsystems,
a quasiparticle description allows for a complete understanding of the Rényi negativities. We
test our analytical predictions against exact numerical results for free-fermion and free-boson
lattice models, even though our framework applies to generic interacting integrable systems.
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1 Introduction

During the last decades, the study of entanglement became a powerful tool to explore the out of
equilibrium dynamics of quantum systems. The simplest and most broadly studied protocol is
the quantum quench [1, 2]: a system is prepared in the ground state of a translationally invari-
ant Hamiltonian, and at a given time a sudden change modifies the Hamiltonian. In integrable
systems, the entanglement dynamics after a quench is captured by a well-known quasiparticle
picture [3–6]. The key tenet of the quasiparticle picture is that the entanglement dynamics is de-
scribed by the ballistic propagation of pairs of entangled excitations, which are produced after the
quench (see Fig. 1). An intense theoretical activity was accompanied by a remarkable experimen-
tal progress, e.g., to measure the many-body entanglement of non-equilibrium states [7–10]. For
closed bipartite systems, the von Neumann and the Rényi entropies of reduced density matrices
can be used as bona fide measures of the entanglement shared between the two complementary
parts. On the other hand, neither the entropies, nor the associated mutual information can be
used to quantify the entanglement between two noncomplementary subsystems (see Fig. 1 for the
situation with two disjoint sets in a one-dimensional system). The reason is that the state of the
two subsystems is in general a mixed one. In this situation, the entanglement can be understood
via the partial transpose of the reduced density matrix (RDM) which is defined as follows. Given
the RDM ρA of a subsystem A = A1 ∪A2 (see Fig. 1), obtained after tracing out the rest of the
system B as ρA ≡ TrBρ, the partial transpose ρT1A is obtained by taking the matrix transposition
with respect to the degrees of freedom of one of the two subsystems (say A1). The key point now
is that the presence of negative eigenvalues in the spectrum of ρT1A is a sufficient condition for A1

and A2 to be entangled [11, 12]. These negative eigenvalues are witnessed by the (logarithmic)
negativity E ≡ ln Tr|ρT1A | [13] which turns out also to be an entanglement monotone [14].

Unfortunately, computing the negativity or measuring it experimentally in quantum many-
body systems is a daunting task. This fact sparked a lot of activity aiming at finding alternative
entanglement witnesses for mixed states always starting from the partially transposed RDM.
To this aim, several protocols to measure the moments Tr(ρT1A )n of the partial transpose have
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Figure 1: Quasiparticle picture for the time evolution after a quench of the entanglement between
two disjoint intervals (A1 = [u1, u2] and A2 = [u3, u4]) embedded in the infinite line. Pairs of
entangled quasiparticles are emitted from every point in space at t = 0. At a given time t the
entanglement between A and the remainder is proportional to the number of pairs shared between
A and its complement. Similarly, the entanglement between A1 and A2 is proportional to the pairs
that are shared between them, and not between A1 (or A2) with the rest separately.

been proposed [15–18] culminating with the actual experimental measure in an ion-trap setting
using shadow tomography [15,16]. However, these moments are not direct indicators of the sign
of the eigenvalues of ρT1A and hence of entanglement. Nevertheless, some linear combinations
of them are sufficient conditions (known as pn-PPT conditions, see below) for the presence of
negative eigenvalues in the spectrum [15, 16] and so are witnesses of entanglement in mixed
states. However, in contrast with the logarithmic negativity, for which a quasiparticle picture
was derived in Ref. [19], results for the dynamics of the moments of the partial transpose are
available only for Conformal Field Theories [20–22] (CFTs).

Here, by combining CFT and integrability, we derive the quasiparticle picture describing the
dynamics of the moments of the partial transpose, and several related quantities, after a quantum
quench in integrable systems. Specifically, we consider the Rényi negativities En defined as

En = ln(Tr(ρT1A )n). (1)

Note that En are not proper entanglement measures, although the limit lim
ne→1

Ene , with ne an

even integer, defines the logarithmic negativity. We also consider the ratios Rn as

Rn =
Tr(ρT1A )n

TrρnA
. (2)

The ratios Rn are studied in CFT [23–27], due to their universality. Recently, they were studied
at finite-temperature critical points [28], and to probe thermalization [29, 30] (note that the
authors of Ref. [29] refer to the ratios Rn as Rényi negativities, unlike here). Here we derive
the quasiparticle picture for both En and Rn, focusing on the situation in which the subsystem
A is made of two equal-length intervals at distance d. The formulas that we derive hold in
the space-time scaling limit of t, `, d → ∞, with the ratios t/`, d/` fixed. Furthermore, these
results allow us to obtain predictions for all the pn-PPT conditions introduced in Refs. [15, 16].
Interestingly, we argue that the ratios Rn in the space time scaling limit become proportional to
the Rényi mutual information. Finally, we provide numerical benchmarks of our results for both
free-fermion and free-boson models, although they are expected to hold for generic integrable
systems.

The paper is organised as follows. In Sec. 2 we review the definitions of some entanglement
measures, i.e. Rényi entropy, mutual information, Rényi negativity. In particular, in section 2.1
we introduce the moments of the partial transpose and the negativities. In section 2.2 we
introduce the pn-PPT conditions. In section 3 we review the CFT predictions for the out-
of-equilibrium behavior of the Rényi negativities. Specifically, in section 3.1 we review the
representation of the Rényi negativities in terms of twist fields. In section 3.2 we derive the
out-of-equilibrium behavior of the Rényi negativities and the ratios Rn in CFTs. In Sec. 4
we introduce the quasiparticle picture (in section 4.1) for the spreading of entanglement and
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negativity, generalizing it to the moments of the partial transpose in section 4.2. In section 5
we present numerical benchmarks for free bosonic (in section 5.1) and fermionic theories (in
section 5.2). In section 5.3 we discuss the quasiparticle predictions for the pn-PPT conditions.
Finally, in section 6 we draw our conclusions and we discuss some possible extensions of our
work.

2 Entanglement measures for mixed states

The Rényi entanglement entropies are the most successful way to characterize the bipartite
entanglement of a subsystem A of a many-body quantum system prepared in a pure state (see
e.g. the reviews [31–34]), also from the experimental perspective [7–10,35,36]. Given the reduced
density matrix (RDM) ρA of a subsystem A, the Rényi entropies are defined as

S
(n)
A =

1

1− n
lnTrρnA. (3)

From these, the von Neumann entropy is obtained as the limit n → 1 of Eq. (3) and also the
entire spectrum of ρA can be reconstructed [37]. The Rényi entropies in Eq. (3) can be very
conveniently computed in field theory because for integer n, in the path-integral formalism, TrρnA
is the partition function on an n-sheeted Riemann surface Rn obtained by joining cyclically the
n sheets along the region A [38–40].

For a mixed state, the entanglement entropies are no longer good measures of entanglement
because they mix classical and quantum correlations (e.g. in a high temperature state, S(n)

A gives
the extensive result for the thermal entropy that has nothing to do with entanglement). In this
respect, a useful quantity to consider is the Rényi mutual information

I
(n)
A1:A2

≡ S(n)
A1

+ S
(n)
A2
− S(n)

A1∪A2
, (4)

which is not a measure of the entanglement between A1 and A2, but for n → 1 it quantifies
the amount of global correlations between the two subsystems (we mention that for n 6= 1,
I
(n)
A1:A2

can be also negative [41] and a more complicated definition of mutual information must
be employed [42]).

As anticipated, we are interested here in the entanglement between two different regions, and
the goal of the following section is to define the tools to compute it.

2.1 Entanglement in mixed states and logarithmic negativity

A very useful starting point to quantify mixed state entanglement is the Peres criterion [11,12],
also known as PPT condition. It states that given a system described by the density matrix ρA,
a sufficient condition for the presence of entanglement between two subsystems A1 and A2 (with
A = A1 ∪ A2) is that the partial transpose ρT1A with respect to the degrees of freedom in A1

(or equivalently A2) has at least one negative eigenvalue. Let us introduce the partial transpose
operation as follows. We can write down the density matrix as

ρA =
∑
ijkl

〈e1i , e2j |ρA|e1k, e2l 〉 |e1i , e2j 〉 〈e1k, e2l | , (5)

where |e1j 〉 and |e2k〉 are orthonormal bases in the Hilbert spaces H1 and H2 corresponding to the
A1 and A2 regions, respectively. The partial transpose of a density matrix for the subsystem A1

is defined by exchanging the matrix elements in the subsystem A1, i.e.

ρT1A =
∑
ijkl

〈e1k, e2j |ρA|e1i , e2l 〉 |e1i , e2j 〉 〈e1k, e2l | , (6)
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In terms of its eigenvalues λi, the trace norm of ρT1A can be written as

Tr|ρT1A | =
∑
i

|λi| =
∑
λi>0

|λi|+
∑
λi<0

|λi| = 1 + 2
∑
λi<0

|λi|, (7)

where in the last equality we used the normalisation
∑

i λi = 1. Here Tr|O| ≡ Tr
√
O†O denotes

the trace norm of the operator O. This expression makes evident that the negativity measures
“how much” the eigenvalues of the partial transpose of the density matrix are negative, a property
which is the reason for the name negativity. Therefore, starting from the Peres criterion, a
measure of the bipartite entanglement for a general mixed state can be naturally defined as [13]

E ≡ lnTr|ρT1A |, (8)

which is known as logarithmic negativity. By considering the moments of the partial transpose
RDM, one can define the Rényi negativities En as

En ≡ lnTr(ρT1A )n. (9)

The logarithmic negativity E is given by the following replica limit [23,24]

E = lim
ne→1

Ene , (10)

where ne denotes an even number ne = 2m with m integer. For future convenience, we also
introduce the ratios

Rn ≡
Tr(ρT1A )n

TrρnA
. (11)

The Rényi negativities En with integer n ≥ 2 can also be measured in experiments [15, 17, 18],
but they are not entanglement monotones. The entanglement negativity and Rényi negativities
have been used to characterize mixed states in various quantum systems such as in harmonic
oscillator chains [43–51], quantum spin models [25, 26, 52–63], (1+1)d conformal and integrable
field theories [18,23–27,64–75], out-of-equilibrium settings [15,19–21,29,30,76–81].

Crucially, while for free-boson models the Rényi negativities for arbitrary real n can be
efficiently computed from the two-point correlation function [43], this is not the case for free-
fermion systems. The main problem is that the partial transpose in Eq. (8) is not a gaussian
operator, although it can be written as the sum of two gaussian (non-commuting) operators O±
as [82]

ρT1A =
1− i

2
O+ +

1 + i

2
O−. (12)

From this observation a procedure to extract the Rényi negativities of integer order was pro-
posed [82] and was also used in many subsequent studies [83–89]. Still, proceeding in this way,
it is not possible to perform the replica limit ne → 1, implying that the negativity, i.e. the
only genuine measure of entanglement, is not accessible. To overcome this problem, an alterna-
tive estimator of mixed-state entanglement for fermionic systems has been introduced based on
the time-reversal partial transpose (a.k.a partial time reversal) [22, 90–96]. The new estimator
has been dubbed fermionic negativity. It has been shown that the fermionic negativity is an
entanglement monotone [92] and it is also an upper bound for the standard negativity. In the
following, we denote E(b)n the standard negativity in Eq. (9) (that is an entanglement monotone
for both bosonic and fermionic systems) and E(f)n the fermionic one (that exist only for fermionic
models). E(f) reads as

E(f) = lnTr
√
O+O−, (13)
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with O± as defined implicitly in Eq. (12). The (fermionic) Rényi negativities can be defined
as [93]

E(f)n =

{
ln[Tr(O+O− . . . O+O−], n even,

ln[Tr(O+O− . . . O+)], n odd,
(14)

from which E(f) = lim
ne→1

E(f)ne . The products involving O+ and O− are still gaussian fermionic

operators, so all the above quantities can be efficiently computed, including the negativity (13).

2.2 Entanglement detection through partial transpose moments

Despite several sufficient conditions for entanglement in mixed states have been developed in
the literature, many of them cannot be straightforwardly implemented experimentally since they
require the knowledge of the full density matrix [31]. This is for instance the case of the PPT
condition. To overcome this difficulty, it was shown in [15] that the first few moments of the
partial transpose can be used to define some simple yet powerful tests for bipartite entanglement.
Given ρT1A (cf. Eq. (6)), we denote its k-th order moment as

pk ≡ Tr(ρT1A )k, (15)

with p1 = Tr(ρT1A ) = 1 and p2 equal to the purity p2 = Trρ2A. The p3-PPT condition states that
any positive semi-definite partial transpose satisfies [15]

p3p1 > p22, (16)

or, in other words, if p3 < p22, then ρA violates the PPT condition and must therefore be entan-
gled. The condition in Eq. (16) belongs to a more general set of conditions, dubbed Stieltjesn,
involving inequalities among the moments pk of order up to n. They were introduced in [16]
together with a set of experimentally accessible conditions for detecting entanglement in mixed
states. The condition Stieltjes3 is equivalent to p3−PPT, and so we rename here the Stieltjesn-
conditions as pn-PPT. As examples, p5-PPT and p7-PTT read, respectively [16]

D5 ≡ det

p1 p2 p3
p2 p3 p4
p3 p4 p5

 ≥ 0, D7 ≡ det


p1 p2 p3 p4
p2 p3 p4 p5
p3 p4 p5 p6
p4 p5 p6 p7

 ≥ 0, (17)

from which one deduces easily the rationale for higher order condition.

3 Quench dynamics of Rényi negativities in conformal field the-
ory

In this section we review the CFT calculation of the temporal evolution of the Rényi negativities
between two intervals after a global quench in CFT as derived in Ref. [20]. We consider A =
A1 ∪A2, where the intervals A1 and A2 can be either adjacent or disjoint (see Fig. 1).

3.1 Rényi negativities from twist field correlation functions

A powerful method to calculate the Rényi negativities is based on a particular type of twist fields
in quantum field theory that are related to branch points in the Riemann surface Rn [40,97]. We
denote twist and anti-twist fields by Tn and T̃n, respectively. One can show that the moments
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of the reduced density matrix Tr(ρA)n can be written as correlators of twist fields [40]. For
example, when A = [u1, u2] ∪ [u3, u4] (see Fig. 1), one has that

TrρnA = 〈Tn(u1)T̃n(u2)Tn(u2)T̃n(u3)〉 . (18)

Notice that the twist and anti-twist fields are inserted at the endpoints of A. The expectation
value in Eq. (18) is taken with respect to the action living on a plane. As shown in [24], if
we take the partial transpose ρT1A with respect to the degrees of freedom living on the interval
A1 = [u1, v1], Tr(ρT1A )n can be written as a twist-field correlator as in Eq. (18), the only difference
being that the twist fields Tn and T̃n at the endpoints of A1 are exchanged while the remaining
ones stay untouched, i.e. [23, 24]

Tr(ρT1A )n = 〈T̃n(u1)Tn(u2)Tn(u3)T̃n(u4)〉 . (19)

This procedure can be generalized straightforwardly to the case where A is the union of more
than two intervals, and the partial transposition involves more than two intervals.

The situation in which the two intervals are adjacent can be obtained from Eq. (19) by
taking the limit u3 → u2 in Eq. (19), giving Tr(ρT1A )n = 〈T̃n(u1)T 2

n (u2)T̃n(u4)〉. In a generic CFT
characterized by a central charge c, the expectation values (18) and (19) are evaluated straight-
forwardly by knowing the scaling dimensions of Tn, T̃n, T 2

n and T̃ 2
n . The scaling dimensions of

T 2
n and T̃ 2

n are equal, and depend on the parity of n as [23]

∆(2)
n ≡

{
∆n oddn

2∆n/2 evenn
, ∆n =

c

12

(
n− 1

n

)
, (20)

where ∆n are the scaling dimensions of Tn, T̃n.

3.2 Out-of-equilibrium dynamics of the Rényi negativities

Before discussing the out-of-equilibrium dynamics after a quantum quench of the Rényi negativ-
ities in CFTs, it is useful to recall the imaginary time formalism for the description of quantum
quenches [1–3]. The family of initial states that are easy to work with in CFT have the form
e−τ0H |ψ0〉, with |ψ0〉 being a boundary state. The expectation value of a local operator O is then

〈O(t, x)〉 = Z−1 〈ψ0| eiHt−τ0HO(x)e−iHt−τ0H |ψ0〉 , (21)

where the damping factors e−τ0H have been introduced to make the path integral absolutely
convergent (see below), and Z = 〈ψ0|e−2τ0H |ψ0〉 is the normalisation factor. The correlator in
Eq. (21) may be represented by a path integral in imaginary time τ as [2]

〈O(t, x)〉 = Z−1
∫

[dϕ(x, τ)]O(x, τ = τ0 + it)e
−

∫ τ2
τ1

Ldτ 〈ψ0|φ(x, τ2)〉〈φ(x, τ1)|ψ0〉 , (22)

where L is the (euclidean) Lagrangian corresponding to the dynamics induced by H, τ1 can be
identified with 0 and τ2 with 2τ0. As shown in [1, 3], the computation of the path integral in
Eq. (22) can be done considering τ real and only at the end analytically continuing it to the
complex value τ = τ0 + it.

In this way, the problem of the dynamics is mapped to the thermodynamics of a field theory
in a strip geometry of width 2τ0 and boundary condition |ψ0〉 at the two edges of the strip in
the imaginary time direction. At this point we have all the ingredients to derive the dynamics of
the Rényi negativities after a global quench in CFT. To calculate the time-dependent Tr(ρT1A )n

one has to compute the correlator

Tr(ρT1A )n = 〈T̃n(ω1)Tn(ω2)Tn(ω3)T̃n(ω4)〉 , (23)
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Figure 2: Time dependence of the Rényi negativities for quasiparticles with linear dispersion. We
consider two disjoint subsystems with equal length ` at distance d = 0 (a), d < ` (b), d ≥ ` (c).
The piece-wise linear behavior is described by Eq. (24).

where the expectation value has to be calculated in the field theory confined in a strip, and where
we denoted by ωi = ui + iτ the complex coordinate on the strip (ui ∈ R and 0 < τ < 2τ0). It
is convenient to employ the conformal transformation z = eπω/(2τ0), which maps the strip onto
the half plane, where the four point correlation functions of the twist fields can be computed
by knowing that they behave as primary fields with scaling dimenions ∆n (cf. (20)). After the
analytic continuation to real time, in the space-time scaling limit t, |ui−uj | � τ0, from Eq. (23),
the Rényi negativities En (cf. Eq. (9)) read [20]

En = − π
τ0

[
2∆nt+ ∆n

(
`1 + `2

2
−max(t, `1/2)−max(t, `2/2)

)
+ (∆(2)

n /2−∆n)

× (max(t, (`1 + `2 + d)/2) + max(t, d/2))−max(t, (`1 + d)/2)−max(t, (`2 + d)/2)
]
, (24)

where ∆
(2)
n is in Eq. (20), and we defined `1 = |u1 − u2|, `2 = |u3 − u4|, and d = |u3 − u2| (see

Fig. 1). In deriving Eq. (24) we neglected an additive time-independent constant that originates
from the correlation function of the twist fields, and that depends on the details of the CFT
under consideration. This is justified because Eq. (24) holds in the scaling limit `1, `2, d, t→∞
with their ratios fixed, and it describes only the leading behavior of the Rényi negativities En in
that limit. Crucially, Eq. (24) depends on both ∆n and ∆

(2)
n . Notice that even for finite d, En

exhibits a linear behavior at short times, due to the first term in Eq. (24). This signals that En
are not good measures of the entanglement or the correlation between A1 and A2. The reason is
that for t� d no correlation can be shared between A1 and A2 because the maximum velocity in
the system is finite (see Fig. 2). We stress that Eq. (24) is not directly applicable to microscopic
integrable models: Eq. (24) is only valid for CFT, in which there is a perfect linear dispersion,
i.e., only one velocity. This is not the case in integrable lattice models, where the excitations have
a nonlinear dispersion. In the next sections, we will show how to adapt Eq. (24) to describe the
dynamics of the Rényi negativities after a quantum quench in microscopic integrable systems.

Finally, the dynamics of the ratio Rn in Eq. (11) can be derived combining Eq. (24) with
the results for TrρnA in [3]. The final result reads [20]

lnRn =
π∆

(2)
n

τ0
× (−max(t, (`1 + `2 + d)/2)−max(t, d/2)) + max(t, (`1 + d)/2) + max(t, (`2 + d)/2). (25)

In contrast with Eq. (24), Eq. (25) does not depend explicitly on ∆n, but only on ∆
(2)
n .

Before concluding, it is useful to discuss the qualitative behavior of E(f/b)n and − ln(R
(f/b)
n ).

The typical behavior of the Rényi negativities, as obtained from Eq. (24), is reported in Fig. 2
for three typical values of the distance d between the two intervals of equal length `. En is
always a piecewise linear function and it is negative at any time. For d = 0 one has a two-slope
linear behavior followed by a saturation to a volume-law scaling at long times. At intermediate
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Figure 3: Illustration of the dynamics of −lnR(f/b)
n for two disjoint subsystems with equal length

` at distance d. On the left we report the shape of −lnR(f/b)
n with a single velocity of quasiparticles.

On the right, there is a graphical representation for the quasi-particle spreading of entanglement
(for the case with all quasi-particles having the same velocity v = 1 as in a CFT). Horizontal slices
of the dark orange region count the quasiparticles shared between the two disjoint sets at a given
time.

distance 0 < d < ` the behavior is more complicated with a change in the sign of the slope. For
d > `, E(f/b)n exhibits an initial linear decrease followed by a saturation, and a dip-like feature at
d/2 ≤ t ≤ d/2 + `.

The dynamics of −ln(R
(f/b)
n ) (cf. Eq. (25)) is shown in Fig. 3 for two equal-length intervals.

For t < d/2, it vanishes; for d/2 ≤ t ≤ (d + `)/2 it linearly increases, then it linearly decreases
with the same (in absolute value) slope until t ≤ (d+ 2`)/2, when it vanishes and stays zero for
all larger times. Therefore, at a given time t, it is proportional to the width of the intersection
between the two shaded areas starting from A1 ∪A2 and showed in Fig. 3 (b). In other words, it
is proportional to the total number of entangled pairs shared between A1 and A2. This property
suggests that in the scaling limit, Rn becomes an indicator of the mutual entanglement between
the intervals, although in general it is not an entanglement monotone.

Let us remark that Eq. (25) is identical to the evolution of the Rényi mutual information
in Eq. (4) apart from the prefactor. We will come back to the connection between these two
quantities in the following sections.

4 Quasiparticle picture for the Rényi negativities in integrable
systems

The goal of this section is to adapt Eq. (24) and Eq. (25) to describe the dynamics of the Rényi
negativities and the ratios Rn after a quantum quench in integrable systems. The main obser-
vation is that Eq. (24) and Eq. (25) admit an interpretation in terms of a simple hydrodynamic
picture, a.k.a. the quasiparticle picture.

4.1 Quasiparticle picture

The quasiparticle picture for the entanglement dynamics after a global quantum quench has
been proposed in Ref. [3]. The underlying idea is that the pre-quench initial state has very high
energy with respect to the ground state of the Hamiltonian governing the dynamics; hence it
can be seen as a source of quasiparticle excitations at t = 0. We assume that quasiparticles are
uniformly created in uncorrelated pairs with quasimomenta (k,−k) and traveling with opposite
velocities v(k) = −v(−k) (for free models the uncorrelated pair assumption can be released,
see [98–101]; for interacting integrable models it has been argued that the pair structure is what
makes the quench integrable [102]). Quasiparticles produced at the same point in space are
entangled, whereas quasiparticles created far apart are incoherent. The quasiparticles travel
through the system as free-like excitations. At a generic time t, the von Neumann entropy and
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the Rényi entropies between a subsystem A and the rest is proportional to the total number of
quasiparticles that were created at the same point at t = 0 and are shared between A and its
complement at time t (see Fig. 2 (a)). Let us focus on the quasiparticle picture for the Rényi
entropies in free models (the quasiparticle picture has been derived rigorously for free-fermion
models in Ref. [103]). In formulas it reads as

S
(n)
A (t) =

∫
dk

2π
s
(n)
GGE(k) min(2|v(k)|t, `). (26)

Here ` is the length of subsystem A, and v(k) is the group velocity of the fermionic excitations.
Importantly, in Eq. (26) s(n)GGE(k) is the density (in momentum space) of the Rényi entropies
of the GGE thermodynamic state [104–106] that describes the steady state after the quench.
Eq. (26) predicts a linear growth for t ≤ `/(2vmax), with vmax ≡ maxk(v(k)) the maximum
velocity in the system, and then saturates to an extensive value at t→∞.

For n = 1, i.e., for the von Neumann entropy the validity of Eq. (26) for a generic interacting
integrable model has been conjectured in Ref. [4, 5]. Eq. (26) remains essentially the same.
Precisely, the contribution of the quasiparticles to the von Neumann entropy s(1)GGE is the density
of GGE thermodynamic entropy. The group velocities of the quasiparticles are obtained as
particle-hole excitations over the GGE thermodynamic macrostate [5, 107]. This conjecture has
been explicitly worked out in several cases [4, 5, 108, 109] and tested against numerics in several
interacting integrable models. [4,5,110,111] Eq. (26) has been generalized to describe the steady-
state value of the Rényi entropies [112–114]. On the other hand, the full-time dynamics of the
Rényi entropies is still an open problem, with the exception of one model [115,116]. Eq. (26) can
be straightforwardly generalized to describe the dynamics of the mutual information between two
intervals. This allows to reveal how quantum information is scrambled in integrable systems [117,
118]. Remarkably, the quasiparticle picture for the logarithmic negativity has been derived
in Ref. [66]. By combining the quasiparticle picture with the framework of the Generalized
Hydrodynamics [119, 120] it is possible to describe the entanglement dynamics after quenches
from inhomogeneous initial states [121–126]. The quasiparticle picture for the entanglement
dynamics has been also tested in the rule 54 chain, which is believed to be a representative
“toy model” for generic interacting integrable systems [115,116]. Very recently, the quasiparticle
picture has been generalized to take into account dissipative effects, at least in free-fermion and
free-boson models [127–130], to describe the evolution of the symmetry-resolved entanglement
entropies [131,132], and for the characterization of the prethermalization dynamics [133].

To proceed it is useful to compare Eq. (26) with the CFT prediction for the dynamics of the
Rényi entropies [3]

S
(n)
A = − 1

1− n
π∆n

2τ0
min(2t, `). (27)

A crucial observation is that Eq. (26) can be formally obtained from the CFT result in Eq. (27)
by replaing t→ |v(k)|t, integrating over the quasiparticles with quasimomentum k, and replacing
−π∆n/(2τ0)→ s

(n)
GGE .

4.2 The quasiparticle description for Rényi negativities

The quasiparticle picture described above can be adapted to describe the Rényi negativities
E(f/b)n and the ratios ln(R

(f/b)
n ), in integrable systems after a global quench.

Indeed, similarly to the Rényi entropies, from Eqs. (24) and (25), by using Eq. (20), after
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replacing −π∆n/(2τ0)→ s
(n)
GGE , and by integrating over k, one obtains that

E(f/b)n =

∫
dk

2π

[
4εn|v|t+ 2εn

(
`1 + `2

2
−max(|v|t, `1/2)−max(|v|t, `2/2)

)
− (2εn − ε(2)n )

(
max(|v|t, (`1 + `2 + d)/2) + max(|v|t, d/2)

−max(|v|t, (`1 + d)/2)−max(|v|t, (d+ `2)/2)
)]
, (28)

while the ratios R(f/b)
n read

ln(R(f/b)
n ) =

∫
dk

2π
ε(2)n
(
max(|v|t, d/2)−max(|v|t, (`1 + d)/2)

−max(|v|t, (`2 + d)/2) + max(|v|t, (`1 + `2 + d)/2)
)
. (29)

We defined

ε(2)n (k) ≡

{
εn(k) oddn

2εn/2(k) evenn
, εn(k) = s

(n)
GGE(k). (30)

Clearly, Eq. (30) mirrors the structure of Eq. (20). Here sGGE(k) is the density of GGE ther-
modynamic entropy.

It is interesting to remark that by comparing Eq. (29) with the quasiparticle picture for the
Rényi mutual informations [5] I(n)A1:A2

, one obtains

ln(R(f/b)
n ) =


(1− n)I

(n/2)
A1:A2

n even

(1− n)
I
(n)
A1:A2
2 , n odd.

(31)

Moreover, by taking the replica limit ne → 1 in E(f/b)ne , we recover the quasiparticle prediction
for the negativity [19]

E(f/b) =

∫
dk

2π
ε1/2(k)

(
max(2|v|t, d)−max(2|v|t, `1 + d)

−max(2|v|t, `2 + d) + max(2|v|t, `1 + `2 + d)
)
. (32)

It was pointed out in [19] that Eq. (32) is the same as for the Rényi mutual information (of any
index) by replacing ε1/2 with the density of Rényi entropy. We stress that the same prediction
is valid for both standard (bosonic) partial transpose and for the fermionic one.

Finally, it is useful to observe that Eq. (31) can be derived by using that if A1 ∪ A2 is in a
pure state then Tr((ρT1A )n) can be expressed in terms of Tr(ρnA1

). More precisely, one can prove
that [24]

Tr(ρT1A )n =

{
TrρnA1

n odd
(Trρ

n/2
A1

)2 n even
(33)

where ρA1 = TrA2ρA. Now, one can recover Eq. (31) by using Eq. (33), and the definition in
Eq. (4), and that if A1 ∪ A2 is in a pure state, S(n)

A1
= S

(n)
A2

. The fact that the result of the
quasiparticle picture (24) is not sensitive to A1 ∪ A2 not being in a pure state reflects that the
initial state has low entanglement and that during the dynamics the entanglement is transported
ballistically.

Finally, for Eq. (28) and Eq. (29) to be predictive one has to fix the function sGGE(k) (cf.
Eq. (30)). Here we focus on out-of-equilibrium protocols for free-fermion and free-boson models.
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In this situation, sGGE(k) is determined from the population of the modes ρ(k) of the postquench
Hamiltonian in the stationary state (see Refs. [6, 134] for a pedagogical review). Actually, since
ρ(k) are conserved they can be equivalently computed in the initial state, without solving the
dynamics. Specifically, one has that

s
(n,f/b)
GGE (k) = ± ln(±ρ(k)n + (1∓ ρ(k))n), (34)

where the upper and lower signs are for fermionic and bosonic systems, respectively (and not to
fermionic and bosonic negativity). We remark that, although the quasiparticle prediction in Eqs.
(28) and (29) is expected to be valid also for interacting integrable models, the full quasiparticle
picture for the Rényi entropies is not known.

5 Time evolution of Rényi negativities in free models: Numerical
results

In this section we provide numerical benchmarks for the results of section 4.2. As an example
of free-bosonic system, we consider the harmonic chain. Our results for free-fermion systems are
tested against exact numerical data for a fermionic chain.

5.1 Mass quench in the harmonic chain

Let us start discussing the dynamics of the Rényi negativities after a mass quench in the harmonic
chain. The harmonic chain is described by the Hamiltonian

H =
1

2

L−1∑
n=0

p2n +m2q2n + (qn+1 − qn)2, q0 = qL, p0 = pL, (35)

where L is the number of lattice sites, qn and pn are canonically conjugated variables, with
[qn, pm] = iδnm, and m is a mass parameter. The harmonic chain can be diagonalized in Fourier
space and is equivalent to a system of free bosons. The dispersion relation of the bosons is given
by [6]

e(k) = [m2 + 2(1− cos(k))]1/2. (36)

The group velocities are obtained from the single particle energies e(k) as

v(k) =
de(k)

dk
= sin(k)[m2 + 2(1− cos(k))]−1/2, (37)

and the maximum one is vmax = maxkv(k). In the mass quench protocol, the system is prepared
in the ground state |ψ0〉 of the Hamiltonian (35) with m = m0. At t = 0 the mass parameter
is quenched from m0 to a different value m and the system unitarily evolves under the new
Hamiltonian H(m), namely |ψ(t)〉 = e−iHt |ψ0〉. The density ρ(k) (cf. Eq. (34)) of the bosons is
written in terms of the pre- and post-quench dispersions e0(k) and e(k) as [2, 3, 6]

ρ(k) =
1

4

(
e(k)

e0(k)
+
e0(k)

e(k)

)
− 1

2
. (38)

For free bosonic systems the Rényi negativities can be constructed from the two-point correlation
functions 〈qiqj〉, 〈pipj〉 and 〈qipj〉. Indeed, given a subsystem A containing ˜̀ sites, which could
be either all in one interval or in disjoint intervals, the reduced density matrix for A can be
studied [20,135] by constructing the ˜̀× ˜̀matrices QAij = 〈qiqj〉 , PAij = 〈pipj〉 and RAij = Re 〈qipj〉,
where the superscript A means that the indices i, j are restricted to subsystem A. Crucially,
a similar strategy can be used to construct the Rényi negativities (for the details we refer to
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Figure 4: Logarithms of the moments of the (bosonic) partial transpose after the mass quench
from m0 = 1 to m = 2 in the harmonic chain. The quantity −ln(Rbn)/` is plotted versus rescaled
time t/`, with ` the intervals’ length. The analytical predictions represented by continuous lines
correspond to Eq. (29). The insets represent Eq. (39) and they prove the validity of Eq. (31), i.e.
the connection between the ratio Rn and the Rényi mutual information.

Ref. [20]). The main idea is that the net effect of the partial transposition with respect to a
subinterval A1 is the inversion of the signs of the momenta corresponding to the sites belonging
to A1.

For the following, we restrict ourselves to the physical situation with A made of two disjoint
parts, i.e., A = A1 ∪A2, with A1, A2 two equal-length intervals of length `. We denote as d the
distance between A1 and A2 (see Fig. 1). We only discuss the ratios − ln(R

(b)
n ) (cf. Eq. (11)).

The results are shown in Fig. 4. Panels (a) and (b) show the quantities − ln(R
(b)
n )/` for adjacent

intervals, i.e., d = 0. The data are for several values of the intervals’ length ` up to ` ≤ 80.
Since we are interested in the scaling limit, we plot −ln(R

(b)
n )/` versus the rescaled time t/`.

For two adjacent intervals, the ratio exhibits a linear growth for t/` ∼ 1.25, which reflects the
maximum velocity being vmax ∼ 0.4. For larger times we observe a slow decrease toward zero
for t/`→∞. This slow decay is due to the slower quasiparticles with v < vmax. The solid line is
the theoretical prediction in Eq. (29). At finite ` and t the data exhibit some small corrections
from Eq. (29), which is recovered in the scaling limit t, `→∞ with their ratio fixed.

It is also useful to investigate directly the validity of Eq. (31), which establishes a relationship
between R(f/b)

n and the mutual information. To this aim, we introduce the difference d(f/b)n as

d(f/b)n =

ln(R
(f/b)
n )− (1− n)I

(n/2)
A1:A2

n even

ln(R
(f/b)
n )− (1− n)

I
(n)
A1:A2
2 , n odd

(39)

As it is clear from the insets in Fig. 4, d(b)n is very small in the region of linear growth, i.e., for
2vmaxt/` ≤ 1 (an obvious fact, since in the scaling limit it is just 0 − 0). At fixed `, in the
non-trivial region, i.e. for larger values of the scaling variable 2vmaxt/`, d

(b)
n is larger. However,

at fixed t/`, the deviations d(b)n decrease with increasing `, and in the scaling limit ` → ∞ one
recovers Eq. (31). Precisely, the data suggest a behavior d(b)n ∝ 1/`.

5.2 Quench in a free fermion chain

We now discuss numerical results for free-fermion systems described by the Hamiltonian

H =

L∑
j=1

(
1

2
[c†jc
†
j+1 + cj+1cj + c†jcj+1 + c†j+1cj ]− hc

†
jcj

)
, (40)
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Figure 5: Logarithms of the moments of the (fermionic) partial transpose after a quench in the
fermionic chain (with h0 = 10 and h = 2) for two adjacent intervals. Both −ln(R(f)

n )/` and
E(f)n /` are plotted versus rescaled time t/`, with ` the intervals’ length. The analytical predictions
represented by continuous lines correspond to Eq. (28) (top panels) and (29) (bottom panels). The
insets investigate the finite-size scaling corrections: the symbols are for the fermionic negativity at
fixed t/` = 0.5; the crosses are the theoretical results in the thermodynamic limit; the solid lines
are linear fits.

where {ci, c†j} = δij are anti-commuting fermionic operators, h is a coupling parameter, e.g. a
magnetic field, and we neglect boundary terms (we are interested in the thermodynamic limit
L→∞). A Jordan-Wigner transformation maps the Hamiltonian to the well-known transverse
field Ising chain. However, the spin RDM is not simply mapped to the fermion RDM for two
disjoint intervals [136,137]. Instead, for the case of adjacent intervals they are mapped into each
other and so the following results for fermions apply also to the spin variables.

In terms of the momentum space Bogoliubov fermions the Hamiltonian is diagonal and the
single-particle energies are

e(k) = [h2 − 2h cos(k) + 1]1/2. (41)

We consider the non-equilibrium unitary dynamics that follows from a quench of the field h at
t = 0 from h0 to h 6= h0. In order to parametrise the quench it is useful to introduce the angle
∆(k) as [2]

cos(∆(k)) =
1 + hh0 − (h+ h0) cos(k)

e(k)e0(k)
. (42)

As for free-bosons, the central object to obtain the quasiparticle prediction is the density ρ(k)
of the Bogoliubov fermions. This is given by [138,139]

ρ(k) =
1

2
(1− cos(∆(k))). (43)

The reduced density matrix can be completely characterized [135] by the two-point correlation
functions restricted to the subsystem A. From the covariance matrix associated to ρA, one can
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Figure 6: Standard Rényi negativity for n = 3 after a quench in the free fermion chain (with
h0 = 0.1 and h = 2). The numerical data (symbols) have been obtained by expanding the third
power of ρT1

A as in Eq. (44) while the solid red line correspond to Eq. (29). The inset represent
Eq. (39) and it proves the validity of Eq. (31) in the space-time scaling limit.

build the covariance matrix corresponding to the partial time reversal ρR1
A (see Ref. [90–95]). The

fermionic Rényi negativities E(f)n introduced in Eq. (14) can be efficiently computed in terms of
the eigenvalues of the covariance matrix.

We discuss the numerical results for both E(f)n and R(f)
n for two adjacent intervals in Fig. 5,

for the quench with h0 = 10 and h = 2. We first discuss the Rényi negativities E(f)n in Fig. 4
(top) plotting E(f)n /` versus t/`. We consider only the geometry with two adjacent intervals. The
numerical data exhibit the expected behavior as in Fig. (2) (a). One has E(f)n ≤ 0 at all times.
The negativies exhibit a two-slope decrease at short times, which is followed by a saturation at
long times. In contrast with the CFT case, the saturation is not abrupt due to the fact that the
quasiparticles have a nontrivial dispersion. The different symbols in the figure denote different
subsystem size `. In the thermodynamic limit `→∞ the numerical data approach the prediction
of the quasiparticle picture (continuous line in the figure). We discuss the behavior of the ratios
− ln(R

(f)
n ) in Fig. 4 (bottom). Again, we consider only the case of adjacent intervals. The data

for −ln(R
(f)
n ) exhibit a linear behavior up to t/` ∼ 0.5, reflecting that vmax ∼ 1. Similar to the

bosonic case, finite-size corrections are present, although the analytical prediction in Eq. (25) is
recovered in the scaling limit. In the inset, we also investigate these scaling corrections. The
symbols are the data at fixed t/` = 0.5 while the x-axis shows 1/`. The crosses are the theoretical
results in the scaling limit. The solid lines are fits to the behavior 1/`, and are clearly consistent
with the data.

We now remind that for free fermion systems (see section 2) it is not straightforward to
compute the standard negativity defined from the partial transpose ρT1A . On the other hand,
the Rényi negativities can be computed effectively. The reason is that the powers of ρT1A can be
written as sum of products of gaussian operators (cf. Eq. (12)). Since each term of the sum is
a gaussian operator, its trace can be effectively computed [82, 137]. For instance, for the Rényi
negativity E(b)3 , we have to compute

Tr(ρT1A )3 = −1

2
Tr(O3

+) +
3

2
Tr(O2

+O−). (44)

By using Eq. (44) the ratio − ln(R
(b)
3 ) can be calculated and, for the quench with h0 = 0.1 →

h = 2, is reported in Fig. 6. The symbols in the figure are numerical results for − ln(R
(b)
3 )

for two adjacent intervals of length `. The line is the quasiparticle prediction in Eq. (25). The
good agreement between the data and the analytic curve confirms that − ln(R

(b)
n ) and − ln(R

(f)
n )
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Figure 7: The pn-PPT conditions for n = 3, 5, 7 for the quasiparticle predictions of the moments
of the partial transpose introduced in Eq. (15). The quench parameters are h0 = 10, h = 2 for the
fermionic chain and m = 2,m0 = 0.1 for the harmonic chain. We plot the quantity Dn in Eq. (17).
The pn-PPT condition is Dn ≥ 0. To compare data for different n we multiply the D5 by 10 and
D7 by 106 for bosons (` = 30). For fermions the D5 is multiplied by 107 and D7 by 1019 (` = 50).
The violation of these conditions for at least one value of n reveals the presence of entanglement
between A1 and A2.

are the same in the space-time scaling limit. Interestingly, we observe that the fermionic Rényi
negativity E(f)3 corresponds to the term Tr(O2

+O−) in Eq. (44), as can be read in Eq. (14). The
fact that the quasiparticle description correctly describes both Tr(O2

+O−) and the weighted sum
in Eq. (44), suggests that the terms in Eq. (44) become the same in the space-time scaling limit.

Finally, let us shortly discuss the connection between the reduced density matrices of fermionic
and spin models that are connected by the Jordan-Wigner transformation. Due to the non-
locality of this transformation, the reduced density matrices corresponding to A1 ∪A2 in a spin
chain model and its fermionic counterpart are usually not equivalent unless A1 and A2 are ad-
jacent intervals [82,89]. The same holds also for the (standard) transposed density matrices, for
which the identity in Eq. (12) should be slightly modified to take into account the Jordan-Wigner
string along the interval of length d connecting the two blocks in spin models.

5.3 Quasiparticle predition for the pn-PPT conditions

Using the quasiparticle predictions obtained in the previous sections for the Rényi negativity, one
can write down the quasiparticle formulas for the pn-PPT conditions introduced in section 2.1,
see Eq. (17). For instance, the p3-PPT condition quantifies the violation of Eq. (16). Specifically,
the condition D3 ≡ p3 − p22 < 0 signals the presence of quantum entanglement. As explained
in section 2.1, other conditions Dn ≥ 0 can be obtained by considering higher moments of the
partial transpose.

We numerically investigate the pn-PPT conditions in Fig. 7 for n = 3, 5, 7, and for quenches
in both the fermionic and harmonic chains. We focus on the situation with two adjacent intervals
and we are interested in understanding how the pn-PPT conditions are violated as a function
of time. The results in Fig. 7 are obtained by using the quasiparticle picture prediction. As it
is clear from the figure, all pn-PPT conditions are violated at short times in both models. At
infinite times all the pn-PPT conditions give zero. These results are consistent with the behavior
of the logarithmic negativity [19].

Also the fine structure of these pn-PPT conditions is very interesting. In the short-time
region with a lot of entanglement (compare with the previous figures for Rn) all the conditions
are violated. As the time increase and the entanglement becomes much less, the first condition
to be satisfied is p3 (i.e. D3 > 0) and only after the other one (the panel on the left is particularly
clear in this respect) This implies that higher and higher pn-PPT conditions are necessary to
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detect the very little amount of entanglement present at large time. This fact is not surprising,
but it is remarkable that it is captured so neatly by the quasiparticle picture.

6 Conclusions

In this paper, we derived the quasiparticle picture for the dynamics of the moments of the par-
tially transposed reduced density matrix after a quantum quench in integrable systems, and
several related quantities such as the Rényi negativities En (cf. Eq. (9)) and the ratios Rn (cf.
Eq. (11)). An interesting result is that the ratio Rn is proportional to the Rényi mutual infor-
mation. Furthermore, this ratio is qualitatively similar to the negativity and so it is then an
indicator of the entanglement barrier for the quench dynamics at intermediate time [19,140–142].
Moreover, our results allow us to derive the behavior of the pn-PPT conditions, which in con-
trast with standard entanglement measures for mixed states, such as the logarithmic negativity,
are easily computable and experimentally measurable for quantum many-body systems [15, 16].
We tested our predictions against exact numerical results for both free-fermion and free-boson
systems.

We now discuss future research directions. The first natural followup of the results presented
here is to test numerically the equality between Rényi mutual informations and the ratios Rn
for interacting integrable models. A possible extension to this work would be to study the
dynamics of negativity and the moments of the partial transpose in the presence of a globally
conserved charge. While it is known that the negativity of two subsystems may be decomposed
into contributions associated with their charge imbalance [18, 75], it would be interesting to
understand whether a quasiparticle prediction similar to the one presented for the entropy in
Ref. [131] could be worked out. Another important research direction is to investigate the Rényi
negativities and the ratios Rn in the presence of dissipation [129].
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