
Universal Thermal Entanglement of Multichannel Kondo Effects

Donghoon Kim,∗ Jeongmin Shim,∗ and H.-S. Sim†

Department of Physics, Korea Advanced Institute of Science and Technology, Daejeon 34141, Korea
(Dated: December 6, 2021)

Quantum entanglement between an impurity and its environment is expected to be central in
quantum impurity problems. We develop a method to compute the entanglement in spin-1/2 im-
purity problems, based on the entanglement negativity and the boundary conformal field theory
(BCFT). Using the method, we study the thermal decay of the entanglement in the multichannel
Kondo effects. At zero temperature, the entanglement has the maximal value independent of the
number of the screening channels. At low temperature, the entanglement exhibits a power-law
thermal decay. The power-law exponent equals two times of the scaling dimension of the BCFT
boundary operator describing the impurity spin, and it is attributed to the energy-dependent scal-
ing behavior of the entanglement in energy eigenstates. These agree with numerical renormalization
group results, unveiling quantum coherence inside the Kondo screening length.

Introduction.— Quantum entanglement has been used
to identify and characterize many-body states [1–4].
It provides fundamental understanding especially when
states possess maximal entanglement such as Bell entan-
glement [5–7]. An interesting direction is to see how en-
tanglement changes as a state deviates from a fixed point,
e.g., thermally. Entanglement in pure excited states or
thermal states has not been much studied [8–10].

For this direction, there are a wide class of states in
quantum impurity problems [11], including impurities in
metals [12, 13], spin chains [14, 15], Luttinger liquids [16],
and quantum Hall effects [17, 18]. Here bipartite entan-
glement [see Fig. 1(a)] between an impurity and its envi-
ronment will be central. This entanglement was studied
in the single-channel Kondo effect (1CK). In the 1CK
ground state [19], it is Bell entanglement and induces
impurity-spin screening. Its thermal suppression, com-
puted with numerical renormalization group methods
(NRG) [20, 21], shows Fermi liquid behavior [22–24]. The
entanglement is used [25] for quantifying spatial distribu-
tion of Kondo clouds [26–30]. It is valuable to study the
entanglement in other impurities, including multichannel
Kondo effects that show non-Fermi liquids [31], boundary
phase transitions [32], and fractionalization. The entan-
glement will have essential information about how bound-
ary degrees of freedom quantum-coherently couple with
the bulk in boundary critical phenomena [33, 34].

However no approach for analytically computing the
entanglement has been developed. In a boundary con-
formal field theory (BCFT) [35–37], a standard theory
for quantum impurities and multichannel Kondo effects,
the entanglement was not considered, since the impurity
degrees of freedom are replaced by a boundary condi-
tion of the environment and the entanglement is for the
partition inside the Kondo cloud length. By contrast,
entanglement for another partition [Fig. 1(b)] far outside
the Kondo length has been extensively computed [38–42],
revealing the “fractional ground-state degeneracy” [43].

Another difficulty arises in studying the entanglement
in thermal states. Entanglement entropy, a widely-used

entanglement measure, cannot distinguish the entangle-
ment from classical correlations [44–46] in the mixed
states, overestimating the entanglement. Entanglement
negativity [47–49] is then a good choice, as it is applica-
ble to mixed states. This entanglement measure has been
numerically computed for Kondo systems [14, 21, 41].

In this work we develop an approach for analytically
computing entanglement negativityNI|E for the partition
[Fig. 1(a)] between the impurity and its environment in
a one-dimensional spin-1/2 impurity problem described
by a BCFT. The impurity part, replaced by a bound-
ary condition in the BCFT, is restored in low-energy
eigenstates, by identifying the impurity spin with BCFT
boundary operators and computing its matrix elements
with respect to the eigenstates. Then the thermal density
matrix is constructed, to obtain NI|E.

We then analyze thermal decay of the negativity in the
k-channel Kondo effects (kCK). At zero temperature, the
entanglement between the impurity and screening chan-
nels is maximal, NI|E = 1, regardless of the number k of
the channels, although frustration in the impurity screen-
ing occurs k-dependently. This is in stark contrast with
the k-dependent impurity entropy for the partition in
Fig. 1(b). At low temperature T � TK, the entangle-
ment has algebraic thermal decay

NI|E(T ) = 1− ak(
T

TK
)2∆ (1)

with the exponent identical to two times of the scaling
dimension ∆ of the BCFT operator describing the impu-

(a) ℓ → ∞

𝜉𝜉K

(b)ℓ = 0

𝜉𝜉K

FIG. 1. Bipartition (dotted lines) for entanglement in a
Kondo system. (a) It separates the impurity (circle) and the
screening channels (rod). (b) It is located at distance l from
the impurity far outside the Kondo cloud length ξK .
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rity spin. ∆ = 1 for k = 1, ∆ = 2/(2 + k) for k ≥ 2,
TK is the Kondo temperature, and ak is a k-dependent
positive constant. We confirm Eq. (1), using the NRG
method developed in Ref. [21]. We also find the scaling
behavior of NI|E in thermal crossover between different
fixed points in channel anisotropic Kondo effects.

Interestingly, the power-law exponent of the thermal
decay is determined by that of the energy dependence of
the entanglement in energy eigenstates. This is valid for
general spin-1/2 impurities described by BCFTs.

Computation of negativity.— We develop a method of
computing the negativity NI|E = ‖ρTI‖ − 1 between the
impurity and the other part in a one-dimensional critical
system having a spin-1/2 impurity described by a BCFT
at temperature T . ρ is the density matrix of the whole
system, ‖ · ‖ is the trace norm, and TI is the partial
transpose on the impurity. The maximum possible value
of NI|E is 1 in the system [50].

We organize steps for computing NI|E. (i) At a fixed

point, the impurity spin ~Simp is identified with BCFT
boundary operators ψα with scaling dimension ∆α,

Sα=x,y,z
imp = cα + dαψα + · · · (2)

with constants cα, dα and operators · · · of dimension
> ∆α. (ii) The energy E (∼ Ei, Ej) dependence of

matrix elements 〈Ei|~Simp|Ej〉 of the identified operator
is studied for low-energy eigenstates |Ei〉 of the BCFT
Hamiltonian, which includes the irrelevant terms describ-
ing thermal deviation from the fixed point. For the
purpose, we consider a finite system size L and choose
L ∼ v/E, where v is a relevant velocity (we set the Planck
constant ~ ≡ 1 and Boltzmann constant kB ≡ 1). Using
conformal transformation [50], we find

〈Ei|Sαimp|Ej〉 = cαδij + dαO(L−∆α), (3)

and their energy dependence is obtained by replacing v/L
by E. The replacement has been justified [35, 57–62] such
that the states of energy E in an infinite-size system,
e.g., obtained with the NRG, are well described by the
corresponding BCFT or bosonization of finite size L ∼
v/E; the region outside L negligibly affects the states of
energy E at positions near the impurity. It is because
correlations exponentially decay with distance x & v/T
at temperature T . The replacement allows us to avoid
numerical calculations [63] of the matrix elements.

(iii) The energy eigenstates |Ei〉’s are represented [50]
in the bipartite basis states of the impurity and the envi-
ronment, utilizing Eq. (3). The impurity degrees of free-
dom are restored in the representation. Energy depen-
dence in the representation of |Ei〉 is found as in Eq. (11)
for the kCK.

Utilizing Schmidt decomposition [50], we find that each
energy eigenstate |Ei〉 has the entanglement of

NI|E(|Ei〉) =

√
1− 4〈Ei|~Simp|Ei〉2 (4)

between the impurity and the environment, showing that
the entanglement directly relates to the expectation value
of the impurity spin for each low-energy engenstate. This
is a general relation applicable to any spin-1/2 impuri-
ties. Using Eq. (3) and expanding Eq. (4) upto possible
leading contributions in the low-energy regime, we obtain

NI|E(|Ei〉) =

√
1− 4

∑
α=x,y,z

c2α +
∑
α

cαdαO(E∆α
i )

+
∑
α

d2
αO(E2∆α

i ) + · · · . (5)

The energy dependence of NI|E(|Ei〉) follows E∆α
i or

E2∆α
i , depending on cα’s.
(iv) The thermal density matrix is constructed, ρ(T ) =∑
i wi|Ei〉〈Ei|, with the eigenstates |Ei〉 of energy Ei ∼

T , the Boltzmann weight wi = e−Ei/T /Z, and the parti-
tion function Z =

∑
i e
−Ei/T . This approximate density

matrix was proved [57, 60] to well describe thermody-
namic properties associated with the impurity; the ex-
act density matrix is governed mainly by the eigenstates
|Ei ∼ T 〉, because wi decays exponentially with Ei & T
while the density of states increases with Ei. Then the
negativity NI|E(ρ) = ‖ρTI‖ − 1 is computed.

Combining these steps, we find [50] that the thermal
behavior of the entanglement satisfies

NI|E(ρ(T )) =
∑
i

wi(Ei)NI|E(|Ei〉)|Ei∼T + f(T ). (6)

The first term of NI|E(|Ei ∼ T 〉) is the leading contri-
bution from the diagonal elements of ρ, while f(T ) is
the other contribution from the diagonal and off-diagonal
elements. The first term is dominant at low temper-
ature, since wi(Ei ∼ T ) ∼ O(1), f(T ) ∼ Tκ, and κ
is larger than or equal to the minimum among 2∆α’s.
Therefore the power-law exponent of the thermal be-
havior of NI|E(ρ) equals that of the energy dependence
of NI|E(|Ei〉). Namely, the temperature dependence of
NI|E(ρ) stems from the universal behavior of the pure
energy eigenstates. This is a fixed-point property of gen-
eral spin-1/2 impurities described by BCFTs. We below
apply the findings to the kCK model.

Restoring the impurity state in BCFT.— In the kCK
model, a spin-1/2 impurity ~Simp interacts with k channels
of noninteracting electrons. Its Hamiltonian is

HkCK =

k∑
i=1

[
Hi + λi~Simp · ~Si

]
(7)

with the ith-channel Hamiltonian Hi, the interaction
strength λi > 0, and the ith-channel electron spin ~Si
at the impurity position. We first consider isotropic cou-
plings λ1 = · · · = λk = λ at T � TK. This regime is
described by the BCFT Hamiltonian [35–37, 64]

HBCFT = HFP + λ̄HLI. (8)
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HFP is the fixed-point Hamiltonian invariant under
U(1) × SU(2)k × SU(k)2 Kac-Moody algebra, and λ̄HLI

is the leading irrelevant term with coupling strength
λ̄ ∝ (1/TK)∆. Operators are labeled by quantum num-
bers (Q, js, jf ) with charge Q, spin js, flavor jf , respec-
tively, in the U(1), SU(2)k, SU(k)2 sectors.

As in Eq. (2), the impurity spin is identified [37, 65]

with a boundary operator ~ψ with scaling dimension ∆,

Sα=x,y,z
imp ∝ ψα

(TK)∆
+ · · · . (9)

In the 1CK, ~ψ is the local spin density operator ~J with
∆ = 1 at the boundary. In the kCK with k ≥ 2, ~ψ is
the (Q = 0, js = 1, jf = 0) primary boundary operator ~φ
with ∆ = 2/(2 + k). Using Eq. (3) and replacing 1/L by
energy Ei, Ej ∼ E (� TK), we find

〈Ei|Sα=x,y,z
imp |Ej〉 = O((

E

TK
)∆), (10)

which agrees with NRG results [50].
Equation (10) implies that each eigenstate |Ei〉 with

Ei � TK is composed of a maximally entangled state
(|↑〉 ⊗ |φi↑〉+ |↓〉 ⊗ |φi↓〉)/

√
2 and small deviation |δEi〉,

|Ei〉 =
1√
2

(
|↑〉 ⊗ |φi↑〉+ |↓〉 ⊗ |φi↓〉

)
+ |δEi〉. (11)

|µ = ↑, ↓〉 is the impurity spin state and |φiµ〉’s are
orthonormal states of the channels; the notation |φiµ〉
does not imply that the spin quantum number of |φiµ〉
is µ [66]. The impurity state is restored in the en-
ergy eigenstates |Ei〉. Using Eq. (10) and a Gram-
Schmidt process [50], we derive Eq. (11) and find the
scaling of

√
〈δEi|δEi〉 = O((E/TK)∆) and 〈δEi|Ej〉 =

O((E/TK)∆) in the restricted Hilbert space spanned by
states of energy E ∼ Ei ∼ Ej .

Negativity at zero temperature.—Equation (11) shows
that each pure ground state is in the form (|↑〉 ⊗ |φg↑〉+
|↓〉 ⊗ |φg↓〉)/

√
2, having maximal entanglement NI|E =

1 between the impurity and the channels. There can
happen multiple N0 degenerate ground states |Eg = 0〉’s
in the kCK with k ≥ 2, e.g., when the channels satisfy
the antiperiodic condition [35]. Their thermal mixture

ρ(T = 0) =
∑N0

g=1 |Eg = 0〉〈Eg = 0|/N0 has the maximal
entanglement, NI|E = 1, because |φgµ〉’s are mutually
orthonormal. This agrees with our NRG result in Fig. 2.

It is remarkable that the impurity is maximally en-
tangled with the screening channels at zero temperature,
independently of the channel number k. In the 1CK, the
perfect impurity screening originates from the maximal
entanglement. In the kCK with k ≥ 2, NI|E = 1 still
happens, although the impurity is overscreened with k-
dependent frustration. This is in stark contrast with the
impurity entropy [38] ζimp = ln g for the partition far out-
side the Kondo length [Fig. 1(b)] which is k dependent;
g = 1 for k = 1 and g = 2 cos[π/(2 + k)] for k ≥ 2.
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FIG. 2. Temperature dependence of the negativity NI|E be-
tween the impurity and screening channels in the isotropic
kCK effects. (a) NRG results [50], obtained by the method of
Ref. [21]. At T = 0, NI|E = 1 independently of k. NI|E rapidly
decreases around TK. (b,c) NRG (dots) and BCFT (curves)
results at T � TK. NI|E shows power-law scaling with T/TK.
The power-law exponents of the BCFT prediction in Eq. (1)
agree with the NRG. (c) Log-log plot of 1−NI|E(T ).

NI|E and ζimp reveal different but complementary as-
pects of the Kondo effects. NI|E measures how the im-
purity is coherently screened or quantum correlation be-
tween the impurity and its screening cloud, while ζimp

counts the effective ground-state degeneracy induced by
the impurity [43]. For example, NI|E = 1 shows that even
at k → ∞, the impurity is not free but maximally cor-
related with the channels. Hence ζimp → ln 2 at k → ∞
does not imply a residual free moment. This is expected
from the behavior of the impurity magnetization [67, 68].

And, at k = 2, ζimp = ln
√

2 implies fractionalization
of the impurity into two Majorana fermions, a free Majo-
rana γi1 and another γi2 coupled with the channels. Each
ground state of the 2CK is a product state of a fermionic
state by fusion of γi1 and a free Majorana of the chan-
nel, and another fusion state of γi2 and a Majorana of the
channels [62]. In terms of the bipartite basis states for the
partition in Fig. 1(a), the product state is written as the
maximal-entanglement form (|↑〉⊗|φg↑〉+|↓〉⊗|φg↓〉)/

√
2.

Here the impurity states | ↑〉 and | ↓〉 are described by fu-
sion of γi1 and γi2. Hence, the fractionalization is recon-
ciled with NI|E = 1. Similar maximal entanglement hap-
pens in a one-dimensional p-wave superconductor having
free Majoranas [10].

Universal thermal decay of negativity.— Putting cα =
0 and ∆α = ∆ of the kCK [see Eq. (10)] into Eq. (5), we
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find that the entanglement becomes weaker in the eigen-
states of higher energy, NI|E(|Ei〉) = 1− O((Ei/TK)2∆).
Then using Eq. (6), we obtain the algebraic thermal de-
cay of the entanglement in Eq. (1). The decay is con-
firmed by the NRG in Fig. 2, and also by direct calcula-
tion [50] of NI|E +1 = ‖ρTI‖ = 2−O(( T

TK
)2∆) that equals

the sum of the square roots of the eigenvalues of (ρTI)2.
The power-law exponent 2∆ of the thermal decay of

NI|E is a universal fixed-point behavior. Considering the
energy dependence 〈δEi|Ej〉 = O((E/TK)∆) of the eigen-
states in Eq. (11), it is nontrivial that the exponent of
the entanglement decay is 2∆ rather than ∆; the con-
tributions of O((T/TK)∆) to NI|E(ρ) exactly cancel each
other. This relates with the fact that the entanglement
is a nonlinear function of the density matrix. The ex-
ponent (∆ versus 2∆) is determined by whether cα = 0
or not or equivalently by the ground-state expectation
value of ~Simp; see Eqs. (2)-(5). For example, we find [69]
that the exponent of the algebraic thermal decay of NI|E
is ∆z (= ∆x) in the Ising spin chain [33, 34] with fixed
boundary where cx,z 6= 0 and 2∆y > ∆x,z.

Negativity between fixed points.— We study the
temperature dependence of the negativity NI|E(T ) in
the channel anisotropic Kondo model, where thermal
crossover happens between different Kondo effects [31,
32]. Figure 3 shows that the power-law exponent of
NI|E(T ) accordingly changes, following Eq. (1).

We focus on the anisotropic 2CK model with the
coupling strengths λ1 6= λ2. Combining the finite-size
bosonization method and our approach, we derive [50]

1−NI|E ∝

{
T
TK

(T ∗ � T � TK),
νT 2

T∗ (T � T ∗).
(12)

T ∗ (∝ ν2(λ2 − λ1)2TK) is the crossover temperature be-
tween the 1CK at lower temperature and the 2CK at
higher temperature. ν is the local density of channel
states at the impurity site. Interestingly, the scaling be-
havior νT 2/T ∗ at T � T ∗ is different from the known
behavior of observables; at T � T ∗, the decay of elec-
tron conductance in a setup follows (T/T ∗)2, while the
magnetization follows (T/T ∗)2

√
T ∗TK [70]. This scaling

behavior of NI|E is attributed [50] to the scaling

〈Ei|Sαimp|Ej〉 =

 O(
√

E
TK

) (T ∗ � E � TK)

O(
√
νE√
T∗

) (E � T ∗)
(13)

with E ∼ Ei ∼ Ej . This is confirmed by the NRG.
Conclusion.— We develop analytic computation of the

entanglement NI|E between the impurity and channels in
the multichannel Kondo effects. NI|E quantifies how the
Kondo screening quantum coherently happens inside the
screening length. Its thermal scaling is a universality of
the fixed point and reflects non-Fermi liquids and frac-
tionalization [71]. NI|E and the impurity entropy show
different but complementary aspects of the Kondo effects.
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FIG. 3. Temperature dependence of the negativity NI|E in
anisotropic (a) 2CK and (b) 3CK effects with the coupling
strengths λ1 and λi≥2 = λ. The power-law exponent of
NI|E(T ) changes, following crossover between different Kondo
effects. The NRG results (points) agree with the BCFT pre-
diction (lines). The isotropic case with λ1 = λ is shown for
comparison. (a) When λ1 = 0.99λ or 1.01λ, the exponent
changes from 2∆ = 2 (the 1CK behavior) to 2∆ = 1 (2CK)
as T increases, passing the crossover temperature T ∗. (b)
When λ1 = 0.99λ, the exponent changes from 2∆ = 1 (2CK)
to 2∆ = 4/5 (3CK). When λ1 = 1.01λ, the exponent changes
from 2∆ = 2 (1CK) to 2∆ = 4/5 (3CK).

Our findings have implications. First, the direct rela-
tion in Eq. (4) between NI|E and 〈Ei|~Simp|Ei〉 for energy
eigenstates means that the impurity spin screening origi-
nates from the entanglement NI|E in general spin-1/2 im-
purities. It implies possibility of accessingNI|E by experi-
mentally detecting impurity magnetization at sufficiently
low temperature. For example, in a quantum dot [72, 73]
showing multichannel charge Kondo effects, the excess
charge of the dot, corresponding to 〈Ei|~Simp|Ei〉, is de-
tectable. One can measure NI|E with changing a gate
voltage applied to the dot, which corresponds to a mag-
netic field applied to ~Simp.

Second, the entanglement NI|E will be useful for quan-
tifying the spatial distribution of multichannel Kondo
clouds. The 1CK cloud was recently observed [30] with
changing the location at which the screening channel is
weakly perturbed. Similarly, we suggest [74] to observe

kCK clouds by monitoring change ofNI|E or 〈Ei|~Simp|Ei〉
with varying the perturbation position.

Third, the thermal scaling of NI|E is a universal fixed-
point property. This scaling behavior can be different
from that of states, since NI|E is a nonlinear function
of the states. Interestingly, the thermal scaling of NI|E
is estimated from the scaling of NI|E of energy eigen-
states. This suggests to study entanglement in pure ex-
cited states in other problems, which has been less stud-
ied [8–10] than ground states.

Finally, our approach is applicable to study coherent
coupling between the boundary and bulk in spin chains or
in other spin-1/2 impurities described by BCFT. The be-
havior ofNI|E will depend on different universality classes
of boundary phenomena of different boundary conditions.
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In this material, we prove that the maximum value of the negativity between the spin-1/2 impurity and the rest is
NI|E = 1 in spin-1/2 quantum impurity problems. It also contains NRG calculation details, NRG calculation of matrix
elements of the impurity spin operator, and the validity of the approximate thermal density matrix. We provide the
derivation of Eqs. (3), (4), (6), (11), and (13), and direct computation of ‖ρTI‖ for the kCK effects.

I. MAXIMUM POSSIBLE VALUE OF NEGATIVITY

We prove that the maximum possible value of the entanglement negativity NI|E is 1 for the partition separating
the spin-1/2 impurity from the rest in spin-1/2 quantum impurity problems. Let HA, HB , and H be the Hilbert
spaces of the impurity (a subsystem A), the other part of the total system (subsystem B), and the total system,
respectively. We calculate the negativity NI|E = ||ρTA || − 1. The density matrix ρ of the system is expressed as
ρ =

∑n
i=1 pi|Ψi〉〈Ψi| for some |Ψi〉 ∈ H and non-negative real numbers {pi}ni=1 with

∑n
i=1 pi = 1. Utilizing the fact

that the dimension of HA is 2, we express the states |Ψi〉 of the total system in the Schmidt decomposition form as

|Ψi〉 =
∑2
j=1 a

(i)
j |φ

(i)
j 〉 ⊗ |ψ

(i)
j 〉 with orthonormal-state sets {|φ(i)

j 〉}2j=1 ⊂ HA, {|ψ(i)
j 〉}2j=1 ⊂ HB and real numbers

{a(i)
j }2j=1 satisfying with (a

(i)
1 )2 + (a

(i)
2 )2 = 1. Since the trace norm is a convex function, we obtain

‖ρTI‖ =

∥∥∥∥∥
(

n∑
i=1

pi|Ψi〉〈Ψi|

)TI
∥∥∥∥∥ ≤

n∑
i=1

pi

∥∥∥(|Ψi〉〈Ψi|
)TI
∥∥∥. (S1)

The partial transpose of each |Ψi〉〈Ψi| has the form of (|Ψi〉〈Ψi|)TI =
∑2
j,k=1 a

(i)
j a

(i)
k (|φ(i)

k 〉 ⊗ |ψ
(i)
j 〉)(〈φ

(i)
j | ⊗ 〈ψ

(i)
k |),

and it has the eigenvalues of (a
(i)
1 )2, (a

(i)
1 )2, a

(i)
1 a

(i)
2 , and −a(i)

1 a
(i)
2 . These lead to∥∥∥(|Ψi〉〈Ψi|

)TI
∥∥∥ = (|a(i)

1 |+ |a
(i)
2 |)2 = 2|a(i)

1 ||a
(i)
2 |+ 1 ≤ 2, ∵ (a

(i)
1 )2 + (a

(i)
2 )2 = 1 (S2)

implying ‖ρTI‖ ≤
∑
i 2pi = 2. Therefore, the negativity NI|E must be less than or equal to 1:

NI|E = ‖ρTI‖ − 1 ≤ 1. (S3)

II. DERIVATION OF EQ. (3)

We derive Eq. (3) and Eq. (10) in the main text, based on the BCFT. We set the reduced Planck constant,
Boltzmann constant, Fermi velocity as ~ = kB = v = 1 henceforth.

We consider a general spin-1/2 impurity described by BCFT Hamiltonian HBCFT = HFP+λ̄HLI on the infinite strip
with the width L of holomorphic coordinate w = τ+ix (τ is the imaginary time, and x is the spatial coordinate) [see the
left panel of Fig. S1]. We treat the conformally invariant fixed-point Hamiltonian HFP as the bare Hamiltonian, and

the leading irrelevant term λHLI as a perturbation. The impurity spin ~Simp is identified as Sα=x,y,z
imp = cα+dαψα+ · · ·

where ψα is a BCFT boundary operator with scaling dimension ∆α and · · · are operators of dimension > ∆α.
We consider the N lowest energy eigenstates {|Ei〉}Ni=1 of the total Hamiltonian. These states deviate from the

eigenstates {|E0
i 〉} of the bare Hamiltonian HFP by the perturbation λHLI.

First, we show that the eigenstates {|E0
i 〉} of HFP satisfy

〈E0
i |ψα(0)|E0

j 〉 ∝

(
π

L

)∆α

. (S4)

To obtain this L dependence, it is convenient to use the conformal transformation in which the infinite strip of width
L is mapped into the upper half plane of holomorphic coordinate z by z = eπw/L [see Fig. S1]. The boundary field
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Re(z)

Im(z)

z

0

z = eπw/L−−−−−−−−→

Re(w)

Im(w)

w

L

0

FIG. S1. Conformal transformation from the infinite strip (w) to the half plane (z) through z = eπw/L.

ψα(τ) in the strip is mapped to the boundary field ψ
(H)
α (eπτ/L) where superscript (H) is introduced to distinguish

the fields of the upper half-plane from those of the strip. In the BCFT on the upper half plane, due to the boundary

constraint, the set of modes L(H)
n = 1

2πi

∫
C
zn+1T (z) dz − 1

2πi

∫
C
zn+1T (z) dz of the energy momentum tensors T (z)

and T (z) span a single Virasoro algebra, where the contour C is a semi-circle in the upper half plane with the straight
portion along the real line [S1, S2]. Then the boundary field satisfies the following relation [S2]

[L(H)
n , ψ(H)

α (τ)] =

(
τn+1 d

dτ
+ ∆α(n+ 1)τn

)
ψ(H)
α (τ). (S5)

Equation (S5) gives the covariant relation ψα(τ) = (π/L)∆αψ
(H)
α (eπτ/L) and we obtain

〈E0
i |ψα(0)|E0

j 〉 =

(
π

L

)∆α

〈E0
i |ψ(H)

α (1)|E0
j 〉. (S6)

Since 〈E0
i |ψ

(H)
α (1)|E0

j 〉 is independent of L (namely, it is O(1) due to the normalization of |E0
i 〉 and |E0

j 〉 and ψ
(H)
α

being a boundary field on the upper half plane), Eq. (S6) leads to Eq. (S4). Note that a result consistent with Eq. (S4)

can be obtained by the approach of Ref. [S3, S4] based on the two-point and three-point correlation functions of ~ψ.
Next, we show

〈Ei|ψα(0)|Ej〉 = O(L−∆α) (S7)

in terms of the low-energy eigenstates |Ei〉 of the total Hamiltonian HBCFT. In the perturbation theory, the state

|Ei〉 is written as |Ei〉 = |E0
i 〉+

∑
n 6=i |E0

n〉〈E0
n|λHLI|E0

i 〉/(E0
i −E0

n) +O(λ
2
). Because HLI is a scaling operator with

dimension 1 + x (x > 0), the matrix elements with respect to the bare eigenstates satisfy 〈E0
i |λHLI|E0

j 〉 ∝ (π/L)1+x

in the same way with Eq. (S4). Combining it with E0
i − E0

n ∝ π/L, we obtain |Ei〉 = |E0
i 〉 +

∑
n 6=iO((π/L)x)|E0

n〉.
Thus, the leading L dependence of 〈Ei|ψα|Ej〉 comes from 〈E0

i |ψα(0)|E0
j 〉, and Eq. (S7) is obtained.

Identification of the impurity spin Sαimp = cα + dαψα + · · · , the normalization condition 〈Ei|Ej〉 = δij and Eq. (S7)
lead to

〈Ei|Sαimp|Ej〉 = cαδij + dαO(L−∆α) (S8)

which is Eq. (3) of the main text.
Then Eq. (10) in the main text is derived straightforwardly from Eq. (S8). In the kCK model, the impurity spin

~Simp is identified as in Eq. (8) of the main text; cα = 0, dα = 1/T∆
K , and ∆α = ∆ for α = x, y, z. Replacing 1/L by

E ∼ Ei ∼ Ej , we obtain Eq. (10).

III. DERIVATION OF EQ. (4)

We derive Eq. (4) in the main text. The state |Ei〉 has a general form |Ei〉 = |↑〉|ψ̃i↑〉+ |↓〉|ψ̃i↓〉, where |µ = ↑, ↓〉 are

the impurity spin eigenstates of Szimp, and |ψ̃iµ〉’s are unnormalized channel states. By the normalization condition
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of |Ei〉 and the action of Szimp and S−imp = Sximp − iS
y
imp on |Ei〉, we find

〈ψ̃i↑|ψ̃i↑〉+ 〈ψ̃i↓|ψ̃i↓〉 = 1

〈ψ̃i↑|ψ̃i↑〉 − 〈ψ̃i↓|ψ̃i↓〉 = 2〈Ei|Szimp|Ei〉

〈ψ̃i↓|ψ̃i↑〉 = 〈Ei|S−imp|Ei〉.

(S9)

Notice that a state |Ei〉 is separable, NI|E(|Ei〉) = 0, when 〈Ei|Szimp|Ei〉 = −1/2. In this case, |Ei〉 = |↓〉|ψ̃i↓〉 with

〈ψ̃i↓|ψ̃i↓〉 = 1. Below, we consider the cases of 〈Ei|Szimp|Ei〉 6= −1/2.

Introducing orthonormal channel states |φi↑〉 ≡ |ψ̃i↑〉√
〈ψ̃i↑|ψ̃i↑〉

and |φi↓〉 ≡ (1−|φi↑〉〈φi↑|)|ψ̃i↓〉√
〈ψ̃i↓|(1−|φi↑〉〈φi↑|)|ψ̃i↓〉

, we rewrite |Ei〉 as

|Ei〉 = a|↑〉|φi↑〉+ b|↓〉|φi↑〉+ c|↓〉|φi↓〉 (S10)

where a =

√
1+2〈Ei|Szimp|Ei〉

2 , b =
√

2
1+2〈Ei|Szimp|Ei〉

〈Ei|S−imp|Ei〉∗, and c =

√
1−4〈Ei|Szimp|Ei〉2−4|〈Ei|S−imp|Ei〉|2

2(1+2〈Ei|Szimp|Ei〉)
. By

Schmidt decomposition, there exist orthonormal impurity states {|↑′〉, |↓′〉} and orthonormal channel states {|φ′↑〉, |φ′↓〉}
such that

|Ei〉 = λ1|↑′〉|φ′↑〉+ λ2|↓′〉|φ′↓〉. (S11)

Here, λ1 and λ2 are the singular values of the matrix

(
a 0
b c

)
, which are explicitly

√
a2+|b|2+c2

2 ±
√

(a
2+|b|2+c2

2 )2 − a2c2.

The negativity NI|E(|Ei〉) is determined by the product of two coefficients λ1, λ2 as shown in Eq. (S2),

NI|E(|Ei〉) = 2λ1λ2 = 2ac =
√

1− 4〈Ei|Szimp|Ei〉2 − 4|〈Ei|S−imp|Ei〉|2. (S12)

Since |〈Ei|S−imp|Ei〉|2 = 〈Ei|Sximp|Ei〉2 + 〈Ei|Syimp|Ei〉2, we finally obtain the Eq. (4) of the main text,

NI|E(|Ei〉) =
√

1− 4〈Ei|Sximp|Ei〉2 − 4〈Ei|Syimp|Ei〉2 − 4〈Ei|Szimp|Ei〉2 =

√
1− 4〈Ei|~Simp|Ei〉2 (S13)

where ~Simp = Sximpex + Syimpey + Szimpez is the spin-1/2 angular momentum. Equation (S13) includes the result
NI|E(|Ei〉) = 0 of the case of 〈Ei|Szimp|Ei〉 = −1/2, so it holds for any state |Ei〉.

IV. VALIDITY OF THE APPROXIMATE THERMAL DENSITY MATRIX

In the main text, we construct an approximate thermal density matrix ρ at temperature T in an effective Hilbert
space which is constituted by the energy eigenstates having energy E ∼ T . We below discuss the validity of the
approximate density matrix.

The validity of this approximate density matrix has been rigorously justified in the NRG. The corresponding
approximation used in the NRG approach is called the single-shell approximation [S5, S6], which we briefly explain
below. In the NRG, the complete basis ∪n{|EDni〉 ⊗ |~sn〉}Ni=1 of the Wilson chains is constructed [S7] by the discarded
states {|EDni〉}Ni=1 at every NRG iteration step n. Here |EDni〉 is the ith discarded state at the nth NRG iteration step
having energy EDni ∼ O(Λ−n/2), Λ > 1 is a numerical discretization parameter to ensure the energy scale separation
between different NRG iteration steps, N is the number of the discarded states at the nth NRG iteration step,
|~sn〉 = |sn+1〉 ⊗ · · · ⊗ |sNWC

〉 is environment states describing from the (n + 1)th site (|sn+1〉) to the NWCth site
(|sNWC

〉) of the Wilson chains, and NWC is the number of the sites of each Wilson chain. Using the complete basis
states, the NRG full density matrix at temperature T is written as

ρFDM(T ) =
∑
n

N∑
i=1

∑
~sn

e−E
D
ni/T

Z
|EDni〉〈EDni| ⊗ |~sn〉〈~sn|, (S14)

where Z =
∑
n

∑N
i=1 e

−EDni/T dNWC−n
s and ds is the degree of freedom of each environment state |sn+1,··· ,NWC

〉. The
full density matrix is decomposed into the density matrices ρn of the discarded states |EDni〉 at the nth NRG iteration
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step,

ρFDM =
∑
n

Znd
NWC−n
s

Z
ρn ⊗

( 1

dNWC−n
s

∑
~sn

|~sn〉〈~sn|
)
, (S15)

where ρn =
∑N
i=1 e

−EDni/T /Zn|EDni〉〈EDni| and Zn =
∑N
i=1 e

−EDni/T . Note that both the density matrices ρFDM and
ρn are normalized as tr(ρFDM) = tr(ρn) = 1. In the single-shell approximation, the full density matrix ρFDM at
temperature T is approximated by the density matrix ρNT of the NRG iteration step n = NT at which the discarded
states have the energy O(Λ−NT /2) ∼ T . This approximation has been justified by the fact [S6] that the distribution
Znd

NWC−n
s /Z is peaked at n = NT and the discarded states |EDNT ,i〉 at the NT th step dominate the full density matrix

ρFDM.

The approximate density matrix in the main text, formed by the BCFT or bosonization method with finite size
L ∼ 1/T , is equivalent with the density matrix ρNT obtained with the single-shell approximation where O(Λ−NT /2) ∼
T . It is because the energy spectrum and degeneracy of a finite-size system obtained by the NRG are consistent
with those obtained by the BCFT [S8, S9] or the bosonization method [S10]. Therefore, the approximate thermal
density matrix ρ at temperature T , used in the main text, can be constructed by the low energy states {|Ei〉}Ni=1 of
the BCFT or bosonization Hamiltonian of finite size L ∼ 1/T . Note that the low-energy states have energy Ei ∼ T .
The approximate density matrix ρ has the following form

ρ =

N∑
i=1

e−Ei/T

Z
|Ei〉〈Ei| =

N∑
i=1

wi|Ei〉〈Ei| (S16)

where Z =
∑N
i=1 e

−Ei/T is the partition function in the effective Hilbert space formed by the low-energy states
{|Ei〉}Ni=1 and wi = e−Ei/T /Z. Here N is not too large, as EN ∼ T .

V. DERIVATION OF EQ. (6)

We derive Eq. (6) of the main text. For the purpose, we first represent the energy eigenstates |Ei〉’s in the bipartite
orthonormal basis, and then we calculate NI|E(ρ).

State representation in the bipartite orthonormal basis

We consider a restricted Hilbert space spanned by states of energy ∼ E. We start from a general form of |Ei〉,
|Ei〉 = |↑〉|ψ̃i↑〉 + |↓〉|ψ̃i↓〉, where |µ = ↑, ↓〉’s are the impurity spin eigenstates of Szimp, and |ψ̃iµ〉’s are unnormalized

channel states. The normalization 〈Ei|Ej〉 = δij and the action of the impurity spin Szimp and S−imp = Sximp − iS
y
imp

on |Ei〉 yield

〈ψ̃i↑|ψ̃j↑〉+ 〈ψ̃i↓|ψ̃j↓〉 = δij , ∀i, j

〈ψ̃i↑|ψ̃j↑〉 − 〈ψ̃i↓|ψ̃j↓〉 = 2〈Ei|Szimp|Ej〉, ∀i, j (S17)

〈ψ̃i↓|ψ̃j↑〉 = 〈Ei|S−imp|Ej〉 ∀i, j.

Replacing 1/L by E ∼ Ei ∼ Ej in Eq. (S8), the scaling behavior of the impurity spin becomes

〈Ei|Sαimp|Ej〉 = cαδij + dαO(E∆α) ∀α = x, y, z. (S18)

Below we derive Eq. (6) of the main text by applying a specific Gram-Schmidt orthogonalization process to |ψ̃iµ〉’s,
which is for the case of

√
c2x + c2y + c2z < 1/2 where the ground states have the entanglement between the impurity and

the environment [see Eq. (5) of the main text]. Equation (6) is derived also for the other case of
√
c2x + c2y + c2z = 1/2

by applying another Gram-Schmidt orthogonalization process (not shown).
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By applying the Gram-Schmidt process to |ψ̃iµ〉’s, we introduce the following states satisfying 〈φiµ|φjη〉 = δijδµη

|φ1↑〉 ≡
|ψ̃1↑〉√
〈ψ̃1↑|ψ̃1↑〉

, (S19)

|φ1↓〉 ≡
(1− |φ1↑〉〈φ1↑|)|ψ̃1↓〉√
〈ψ̃1↓|(1− |φ1↑〉〈φ1↑|)|ψ̃1↓〉

, (S20)

|φ2↑〉 ≡
(1− |φ1↑〉〈φ1↑| − |φ1↓〉〈φ1↓|)|ψ̃2↑〉√
〈ψ̃2↑|(1− |φ1↑〉〈φ1↑| − |φ1↓〉〈φ1↓|)|ψ̃2↑〉

, (S21)

|φ2↓〉 ≡
(1− |φ1↑〉〈φ1↑| − |φ1↓〉〈φ1↓| − |φ2↑〉〈φ2↑|)|ψ̃2↓〉√
〈ψ̃2↓|(1− |φ1↑〉〈φ1↑| − |φ1↓〉〈φ1↓| − |φ2↑〉〈φ2↑|)|ψ̃2↓〉

. (S22)

...

We then write |ψ̃iµ〉 in terms of orthonormal states |φiµ〉’s, using Eqs. (S17)-(S22), as

|ψ̃1↑〉 =

√
〈ψ̃1↑|ψ̃1↑〉|φ1↑〉 =

√
1 + 2〈E1|Szimp|E1〉

2
|φ1↑〉 (S23)

|ψ̃1↓〉 =

√
2

1 + 2〈E1|Szimp|E1〉
〈E1|S−imp|E1〉∗|φ1↑〉+

√
1− 4〈E1|Szimp|E1〉2 − 4|〈E1|S−imp|E1〉|2

2(1 + 2〈E1|Szimp|E1〉)
|φ1↓〉 (S24)

|ψ̃2↑〉 =

(√
1 + 2〈E2|Szimp|E2〉

2
+O(Emin{2∆x,2∆y,2∆z})

)
|φ2↑〉+O(E∆z )|φ1↑〉+

(
O(E∆−) +O(E∆z )

)
|φ1↓〉 (S25)

|ψ̃2↓〉 =

(√
2

1 + 2〈E2|Szimp|E2〉
〈E2|S−imp|E2〉∗ +O(Emin{2∆x,2∆y,2∆z})

)
|φ2↑〉

+

(√
1− 4〈E2|Szimp|E2〉2 − 4|〈E2|S−imp|E2〉|2

2(1 + 2〈E2|Szimp|E2〉)
+O(Emin{2∆x,2∆y,2∆z})

)
|φ2↓〉

+O(E∆−)|φ1↑〉+
(
O(E∆z ) +O(E∆−)

)
|φ1↓〉 (S26)

...

|ψ̃i↑〉 =

(√
1 + 2〈Ei|Szimp|Ei〉

2
+O(Emin{2∆x,2∆y,2∆z})

)
|φi↑〉+

∑
m<i

∑
η=↑,↓

(
O(E∆z ) +O(E∆−)

)
|φmη〉 (S27)

|ψ̃i↓〉 =

(√
2

1 + 2〈Ei|Szimp|Ei〉
〈Ei|S−imp|Ei〉

∗ +O(Emin{2∆x,2∆y,2∆z})

)
|φi↑〉

+

(√
1− 4〈Ei|Szimp|Ei〉2 − 4|〈Ei|S−imp|Ei〉|2

2(1 + 2〈Ei|Szimp|Ei〉)
+O(Emin{2∆x,2∆y,2∆z})

)
|φi↓〉

+
∑
m<i

∑
η=↑,↓

(
O(E∆z ) +O(E∆−)

)
|φmη〉. (S28)

Here, ∆− is the scaling dimension of S−imp, and min{2∆x, 2∆y, 2∆z} is the mininum among 2∆x, 2∆y, and 2∆z; ∆−

is determined by min{∆x,∆y}. Using the above expressions of |ψ̃i↑〉 and |ψ̃i↓〉, we write |Ei〉 = |↑〉|ψ̃i↑〉+ |↓〉|ψ̃i↓〉 in
the decomposition of

|Ei〉 = |↑〉|ψ̃i↑〉+ |↓〉|ψ̃i↓〉 = |ei〉+ |δei〉 (S29)
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where |ei〉 is the projection of |Ei〉 onto the subspace {|↑〉|φi↑〉, |↑〉|φi↓〉, |↓〉|φi↑〉, |↓〉|φi↓〉} and |δei〉 is the remainder,

|ei〉 =

(√
1 + 2〈Ei|Szimp|Ei〉

2
+O(Emin{2∆x,2∆y,2∆z})

)
|↑〉|φi↑〉

+

(√
2

1 + 2〈Ei|Szimp|Ei〉
〈Ei|S−imp|Ei〉

∗ +O(Emin{2∆x,2∆y,2∆z})

)
|↓〉|φi↑〉

+

(√
1− 4〈Ei|Szimp|Ei〉2 − 4|〈Ei|S−imp|Ei〉|2

2(1 + 2〈Ei|Szimp|Ei〉)
+O(Emin{2∆x,2∆y,2∆z})

)
|↓〉|φi↓〉,

(S30)

|δei〉 =
∑
m<i

∑
η=↑,↓

(
O(E∆z ) +O(E∆−)

)
|↑〉|φmη〉+

∑
m<i

∑
η=↑,↓

(
O(E∆z ) +O(E∆−)

)
|↓〉|φmη〉. (S31)

Note that 〈ei|δei〉 = 0 since |ei〉 and |δei〉 are belonging to mutually orthogonal state spaces.

Computation of NI|E(ρ)

Using the form of ρ in Eq (S16) and |Ei〉 in Eq. (S29), we write the density matrix ρ as

ρ =

N∑
i=1

wi|Ei〉〈Ei| =
N∑
i=1

wi

(
|ei〉〈ei|+ |ei〉〈δei|+ |δei〉〈ei|+ |δei〉〈δei|

)
. (S32)

To derive NI|E(ρ) in Eq. (6) of the main text, we need to compute ‖ρTI‖, which is the sum of the absolute values of all
eigenvalues of ρTI . For the purpose, we decompose ρTI = D+F into a block diagonal part D and a block off-diagonal
part F with the blocks composed of the basis {|↑〉|φi↑〉, |↑〉|φi↓〉, |↓〉|φi↑〉, |↓〉|φi↓〉}. We notice that

∑N
i=1 wi(|ei〉〈ei|)TI

is a block diagonal matrix contributing to D, while
∑N
i=1 wi(|ei〉〈δei| + |δei〉〈ei|)TI is a block off-diagonal matrix

contributing to F . (|δei〉〈δei|)TI contributes to both of D and F . Since ‖|δei〉‖ = O(E∆z ) + O(E∆−), the term
(|δei〉〈δei|)TI is of order O(E2∆z ) +O(E2∆−) +O(E∆z+∆−) = O(Emin{2∆x,2∆y,2∆z}). Therefore, we find

D =

N∑
i=1

wi(|ei〉〈ei|)TI +O(Emin{2∆x,2∆y,2∆z}), (S33)

F =

N∑
i=1

wi(|ei〉〈δei|+ |δei〉〈ei|)TI +O(Emin{2∆x,2∆y,2∆z}). (S34)

Since ‖D‖ = O(1) and ‖F‖ = O(E∆z ) + O(E∆−), we compute the eigenvalues µ
(j)
i ’s of ρTI by treating F as

a perturbation to D. The eigenvalues of the block diagonal matrix D is determined in each block i and we let

{λ(1)
i , λ

(2)
i , λ

(3)
i , λ

(4)
i } be the eigenvalues of the block i of D composed of {|↑〉|φi↑〉, |↑〉|φi↓〉, |↓〉|φi↑〉, |↓〉|φi↓〉}. We

below find λ
(j)
i and then obtain µ

(j)
i . Then the trace norm of ρTI is written as ‖ρTI‖ =

∑N
i=1

∑4
j=1 |µ

(j)
i |.

We first find λ
(j)
i . For the purpose, we consider the state |e′i〉 satisfying |ei〉 = |e′i〉+O(Emin{2∆x,2∆y,2∆z}),

|e′i〉 =

√
1 + 2〈Ei|Szimp|Ei〉

2
|↑〉|φi↑〉

+

√
2

1 + 2〈Ei|Szimp|Ei〉
〈Ei|S−imp|Ei〉

∗|↓〉|φi↑〉+

√
1− 4〈Ei|Szimp|Ei〉2 − 4|〈Ei|S−imp|Ei〉|2

2(1 + 2〈Ei|Szimp|Ei〉)
|↓〉|φi↓〉.

(S35)

See Eq. (S30). It satisfies 〈e′i|Szimp|e′i〉 = 〈Ei|Szimp|Ei〉 and 〈e′i|S
−
imp|e′i〉 = 〈Ei|S−imp|Ei〉. We let {σ(1)

i , σ
(2)
i , σ

(3)
i , σ

(4)
i }

be eigenvalues of wi(|e′i〉〈e′i|)TI , and we use Eq. (S13) to have

4∑
j=1

|σ(j)
i | = wi

(
NI|E(|e′i〉) + 1

)
= wi

(√
1− 4〈e′i|~Simp|e′i〉2 + 1

)
= wi

(√
1− 4〈Ei|~Simp|Ei〉2 + 1

)
= wi

(
NI|E(|Ei〉) + 1

)
.

(S36)
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And the relation |ei〉 = |e′i〉 + O(Emin{2∆x,2∆y,2∆z}) and Eq. (S33) imply that λ
(j)
i deviates from σ

(j)
i by

O(Emin{2∆x,2∆y,2∆z}),

λ
(j)
i = σ

(j)
i +O(Emin{2∆x,2∆y,2∆z}). (S37)

Next we apply the perturbation of F to {λ(j)
i }. Since F is a block off-diagonal matrix with respect to the basis

∪Ni=1{|↑〉|φi↑〉, |↑〉|φi↓〉, |↓〉|φi↑〉, |↓〉|φi↓〉}, we have( ∑
µ,η=↑,↓

c∗µη〈µ|〈φiη|

)
F

( ∑
µ,η=↑,↓

cµη|µ〉|φiη〉

)
= 0, ∀i, ∀(cµη)µ,η=↑,↓ ∈ C. (S38)

Therefore, the first order contribution of the perturbation F vanishes. Since ‖F‖ = O(E∆z ) + O(E∆−), the second
order contribution is of order O(E2∆z ) + O(E2∆−) + O(E∆z+∆−). In this second order contribution, all nonzero

O(E∆z+∆−) terms appear together with nonzero O(E2∆z ) and O(E2∆−) terms. Therefore, each eigenvalue µ
(j)
i of

ρTI is given by

µ
(j)
i = λ

(j)
i +O(Emin{2∆x,2∆y,2∆z}). (S39)

Using Eq. (S36), Eq. (S37) and Eq. (S39), the trace norm ‖ρTI‖ becomes

‖ρTI‖ =

N∑
i=1

4∑
j=1

|σ(j)
i |+O(Emin{2∆x,2∆y,2∆z})

=

N∑
i=1

wi

(
NI|E(|Ei〉) + 1

)
+O(Emin{2∆x,2∆y,2∆z}). (S40)

The identification Ei ∼ T , Eq. (S40) with wi = e−Ei/T /Z, and
∑N
i=1 wi = 1 lead to

NI|E(ρ) = ‖ρTI‖ − 1 =

N∑
i=1

wi(Ei)NI|E(|Ei〉)|Ei∼T +O(Tmin{2∆x,2∆y,2∆z}), (S41)

which is Eq. (6) of the main text.

VI. NRG CALCULATION AND PARAMETERS

We compute the entanglement negativity NI|E between the impurity and channels in the multichannel Kondo model
by using the NRG. The detailed way of computing the negativity based on the NRG has been developed in Ref. [S11].

We describe the parameters used in the NRG calculation. Each channel has a constant density of states 1/(2D)
within [−D,D]. We choose the parameters as follows: the half band width D is 1, the Kondo coupling is 0.3D, the
discretization parameter Λ is 10, and the length of each Wilson chain is 28. The number of kept states is chosen as
300 for the 1CK model, 3,000 for the 2CK model, and 10,000 for the 3CK model. To solve the multichannel Kondo
model, we employ the interleaved NRG [S12, S13] for spin and channel indices. The z-averaging is done with the two
values of z = 0 and 1/2 when the entanglement negativity is computed, and with the single value of z = 0 when the
matrix elements of the impurity spin is computed.

The NRG calculation of NI|E agrees with Eq. (1) as shown in Fig. (2c). Here we find ak ∼ 0.7, 0.4, 0.3 for k = 1, 2, 3,
respectively, and TK ∼ 4.93× 10−4D by using the Poor man’s scaling.

VII. NRG CALCULATION OF MATRIX ELEMENTS OF THE IMPURITY SPIN OPERATOR

We compute matrix elements |〈E|Sα=z,+
imp |E′〉| of the impurity spin ~Simp for energy eigenstates |E〉 and |E′〉

by using the NRG. At the nth NRG iteration step, we compute |〈EKni|S
α=z,+
imp |EDni′〉|, |〈EDni|S

α=z,+
imp |EKni′〉|, and

|〈EDni|S
α=z,+
imp |EDni′〉|, where |EK(D)

ni 〉 denotes the ith kept (discarded) energy eigenstate at the nth NRG iteration
step. At each NRG iteration step we select the 100 number of the largest ones among the computed matrix elements;
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FIG. S2. Matrix elements |〈E|Sα=z,+
imp |E′〉| of the impurity spin ~Simp with respect to the energy eigenstates |E〉 and |E′〉

computed by using the NRG. |〈E|Sα=z,+
imp |E′〉|’s obey a power law scaling in the average energy (E +E′)/2 for low energies E,

E′ � TK. The scaling exponent is 1 for the 1CK model, 1/2 for the 2CK, and 2/5 for the 3CK.

the number is turned out to be sufficiently large, as we achieved convergence of the results with increasing the number.
We collect the selected matrix elements for all the NRG iteration steps, and plot them in Fig. S2 with respect to the
average energy (E + E′)/2 in the unit of TK.

Figure S2 shows that the matrix elements obey a power-law scaling behavior in the average energy (E + E′)/2 at
low energy E + E′ � TK. The power law exponent is 1 for the 1CK model, 1/2 for the 2CK, and 2/5 for the 3CK.
These agree with the BCFT result 〈Ei|Sα=x,y,z

imp |Ej〉 ∝ E∆ with E ∼ Ei ∼ Ej � TK in Eq. (10) of the main text.

VIII. DERIVATION OF EQ. (11)

We derive Eq. (11) in the main text. We consider a restricted Hilbert space spanned by states of energy ∼ E.

We start from a general form of |Ei〉, |Ei〉 = |↑〉|ψ̃i↑〉 + |↓〉|ψ̃i↓〉, where |µ = ↑, ↓〉’s are the impurity spin eigenstates

of Szimp, and |ψ̃iµ〉’s are unnormalized channel states. The normalization 〈Ei|Ej〉 = δij and the scaling behavior

〈Ei|Sαimp|Ej〉 = O((E/TK)∆) of the impurity spin yield

〈ψ̃i↑|ψ̃j↑〉+ 〈ψ̃i↓|ψ̃j↓〉 = δij , ∀i, j

〈ψ̃i↑|ψ̃j↑〉 − 〈ψ̃i↓|ψ̃j↓〉 = O((E/TK)∆), ∀i, j

〈ψ̃i↑|ψ̃j↓〉 = O((E/TK)∆) ∀i, j.

(S42)

By applying the Gram-Schmidt process to |ψ̃iµ〉’s, we introduce the states |φjη〉’s satisfying 〈φiµ|φjη〉 = δijδµη as

in Eqs. (S19)-(S22). Then, each |ψ̃iµ〉 is written as |ψ̃iµ〉 = [(1 + aiµ)|φiµ〉 + |χiµ〉]/
√

2 in terms of a coefficient
aiµ (related with normalization) and a unnormalized state |χiµ〉 orthogonal to |φiµ〉 (namely, 〈φiµ|χiµ〉 = 0), and
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|Ei〉 = |↑〉|ψ̃i↑〉+ |↓〉|ψ̃i↓〉 are consequently expressed as

|Ei〉 =
1√
2

(
|↑〉 ⊗

(
(1 + ai↑)|φi↑〉+ |χi↑〉

)
+ |↓〉 ⊗

(
(1 + ai↓)|φi↓〉+ |χi↓〉

))

=
1√
2

[
|↑〉 ⊗ |φi↑〉+ |↓〉 ⊗ |φi↓〉

]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

:maxiamlly entangled (∵{|φiη〉} are orthonormal)

+
1√
2

[
|↑〉 ⊗

(
ai↑|φi↑〉+ |χi↑〉

)
+ |↓〉 ⊗

(
ai↓|φi↓〉+ |χi↓〉

)]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=|δEi〉

, (S43)

which is the form in Eq. (11) of the main text.
We combine Eq. (S42) with the relations of ajη and |χjη〉

ajη =
√

2〈φjη|ψ̃jη〉 − 1, |χjη〉 =
√

2(|ψ̃jη〉 − |φjη〉〈φjη|ψ̃jη〉) (S44)

to obtain the following estimates

ajη = O((E/TK)∆) ∀(j, η),

〈φiµ|χjη〉 = O((E/TK)∆) ∀(i, µ), (j, η) with (i, µ) 6= (j, η),

〈χiµ|χjη〉 = O((E/TK)2∆) ∀(i, µ), (j, η).

(S45)

We note that ajη’s are taken as real numbers in the Gram-Schmidt process. Using the estimates, we find that |δEi〉
has the norm of O((E/TK)∆):√

〈δEi|δEi〉 =

√
1

2

[
a2
i↑ + 〈χi↑|χi↑〉+ a2

i↓ + 〈χi↓|χi↓〉
]

=
√
O((E/TK)2∆) = O((E/TK)∆). (S46)

〈δEi|Ej〉 =
1

2

∑
µ=↑,↓

[
aiµ(1 + ajµ)δij + aiµ〈φiµ|χjµ〉+ (1 + ajµ)〈χiµ|φjµ〉+ 〈χiµ|χjµ〉

]
= O((E/TK)∆). (S47)

IX. DIRECT CALCULATION OF ‖ρTI‖ = 2−O(( T
TK

)2∆)

We derive ‖ρTI‖ = 2−O(( T
TK

)2∆) of the main text. Using the form of ρ in Eq (S16) and |Ei〉 in Eq. (S43), we write
the density matrix ρ

ρ =
∑
j,j′

∑
µ,µ′,η,η′=↑,↓

ρ(µ,j,η),(µ′,j′,η′)|µ〉〈µ′| ⊗ |φjη〉〈φj′η′ |, (S48)

ρ(µ,j,η),(µ′,j′,η′) =
∑
i

wi
2

[
(1 + aiµ)δijδµη + 〈φjη|χiµ〉

][
(1 + aiµ′)δij′δµ′η′ + 〈χiµ′ |φj′η′〉

]
. (S49)

Applying the partial transpose to ρ in Eq. (S49) yields

ρTI =
∑
j,j′

∑
µ,µ′,η,η′=↑,↓

ρ(µ′,j,η),(µ,j′,η′)|µ〉〈µ′| ⊗ |φjη〉〈φj′η′ |. (S50)

Since ‖ρTI‖ is the sum of the absolute values of all eigenvalues of ρTI , ‖ρTI‖ is equal to the sum of the square roots
of all eigenvalues of (ρTI)2 which becomes

(ρTI)2 =
∑
j,j′

∑
µ,µ′,η,η′={↑,↓}

(∑
n

∑
ν,ζ=↑,↓

ρ(ν,j,η),(µ,n,ζ)ρ(µ′,n,ζ),(ν,j′,η′)

)
|µ〉〈µ′| ⊗ |φjη〉〈φj′η′ |. (S51)

We decompose (ρTI)2 into the diagonal part D and the off-diagonal part F , (ρTI)2 = D + F , where their matrix
elements are

D(µ,j,η),(µ′,j′,η′) =
w2
j

4

[
1 + 2ajη + 2ajµ +O((T/TK)2∆)

]
δµµ′δjj′δηη′ , (S52)



16

and

F(µ,j,η),(µ′,j′,η′) =
w2
j′

4
〈φjη|χj′η′〉δµµ′ +

wjwj′

4
〈χjµ|φj′µ′〉δηη′

+
wjwj′

4
〈φjµ|χj′µ′〉δηη′ +

w2
j

4
〈χjη|φj′η′〉δµµ′ +O((T/TK)2∆)

=
[
1− δµµ′δjj′δηη′

]
O((T/TK)∆). (S53)

Since F ∝ O((T/TK)∆), we can treat F as a perturbation in computing the eigenvalues of (ρTI)2. When there is
no degeneracy in the values of D(µ,j,η),(µ,j,η)’s, we apply the non-degenerate perturbation theory to compute the
eigenvalues σµjη of (ρTI)2:

σµjη = D(µ,j,η),(µ,j,η) + (〈µ| ⊗ 〈φjη|)F (|µ〉 ⊗ |φjη〉) +
∑

|ν〉⊗|φnζ〉6=|µ〉⊗|φjη〉

|(〈ν| ⊗ 〈φnζ |)F (|µ〉 ⊗ |φjη〉)|2

D(µ,j,η),(µ,j,η) −D(ν,n,ζ),(ν,n,ζ)
+O((T/TK)3∆)

= D(µ,j,η),(µ,j,η) + fµjη(T/TK)∆ +O((T/TK)2∆)

= D(µ,j,η),(µ,j,η) +O((T/TK)2∆). (S54)

for each index (µ, j, η). In the second equality, the term of the order of (T/TK)∆ comes from the first order perturbation
on F , fµjη(T/TK)∆ = (〈µ| ⊗ 〈φjη|)F (|µ〉 ⊗ |φjη〉). This term vanishes, fµjη = 0, for each index (µ, j, η), since F is
an off-diagonal matrix. On the other hand, when there is degeneracy in the values of D(µ,j,η),(µ,j,η)’s, namely when
D(µ,j,η),(µ,j,η) = D for some (µ, j, η)’s, we apply the degenerate perturbation theory, to compute the eigenvalues σa
of (ρTI)2 in the degeneracy manifold of the (µ, j, η)’s:

σa = D + 〈Ψ(n)
a |F |Ψ(n)

a 〉+O((T/TK)2∆)

= D + fa(T/TK)∆ +O((T/TK)2∆). (S55)

Here, a is the index for counting the states |µ〉 ⊗ |φjη〉 in the degeneracy manifold, and {|Ψ(n)
a 〉}a is the set of the

states digonalizing the matrix FM which is the matrix F projected onto the manifold. We find an interesting relation
used later, ∑

a

fa(T/TK)∆ =
∑
a

〈Ψ(n)
a |F |Ψ(n)

a 〉 = tr(FM ) = 0 (S56)

for each degeneracy manifold. The last equality comes from the fact that F (hence FM ) is off-diagonal so that its
trace is zero.

We calculate ‖ρTI‖ as the sum of the square roots of the eigenvalues σ̄µjη of (ρTI)2. We represent the eigenvalue
σ̄µjη as

σ̄µjη =
w2
j

4
(1 + 2ajη + 2ajµ) + fµjη(T/TK)∆ +O((T/TK)2∆). (S57)

Then we do the Taylor expansion such that

‖ρTI‖ =
∑
j

∑
η,µ=↑,↓

√
σ̄µjη =

∑
j

∑
η,µ=↑,↓

√
w2
j

4
(1 + 2ajη + 2ajµ) + fµjη(T/TK)∆ +O((T/TK)2∆)

=
∑
j

∑
η,µ=↑,↓

wj
2

(1 + ajη + ajµ) +
1

wj
fµjη(T/TK)∆ +O((T/TK)2∆)

=
∑
j

∑
η,µ=↑,↓

wj
2

(1 + ajη + ajµ) +O((T/TK)2∆). (S58)

In the last equality, we use the facts: (1) fµjη = 0 in Eq. (S54) for the non-degenerate case, and (2)
∑
a fa = 0 in

Eq. (S56) and wj is constant in each degenerate manifold. Because aj↑ + aj↓ = 0, which can be proved by applying
the normalization 〈Ei|Ei〉 = 1 to Eq. (S43), we find that Eq. (S58) becomes

‖ρTI‖ =
∑
j

∑
η,µ=↑,↓

wj
2

+O((T/TK)2∆) = 2−O((T/TK)2∆), (S59)

which is ‖ρTI‖ = 2 − O(( T
TK

)2∆) of the main text. In the last equality, we have used the probability conservation of∑
j wj = 1 and ‖ρTI‖ ≤ 2.
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IX. DERIVATION OF EQ. (13)

To derive Eq. (14) in the main text, we solve exactly the anisotropic 2CK model by using the bosonization. We
consider the following anisotropic 2CK model Hamiltonian

H =
∑
i=1,2

[
Hi + λzS

z
impS

z
i +

∑
α=+,−

λ⊥ + (−1)iδλ⊥
2

SαimpS
−α
i

]
(S60)

where Hi is the noninteracting Hamiltonian of the ith channel, λzS
z
impS

z
i + λ⊥

2 S
+
impS

−
i + λ⊥

2 S
−
impS

+
i is the Kondo

interaction, δλ⊥ introduces the anisotropic coupling, ~Simp is the impurity spin, ~Si =
∑
α,α′=+,− : ψ†αi(0) 1

2~σαα′ψα′i(0) :

is the ith channel electron spin at the impurity position with S±imp/i = Sximp/i ± iS
y
imp/i, ~σ is a Pauli matrix, ψαi(x)

is the electron field with spin α = (+,−) and channel i = (1, 2) at position x, and :: refers the normal ordering. By
using the bosonization and the Emery-Kivelson transformation at the Toulouse point [S10], the above Hamiltonian

is mapped into H̃ = eiS
z
impϕs(0)He−iS

z
impϕs(0), where ϕs(0) is a boson field of the spin degree of freedom. For the

energy eigenstate |E〉 of the original Hamiltonian H, we consider an eigenstate of H̃, |Ẽ〉 = eiS
z
impϕs(0)|E〉. By the

refermionization [S10], the transformed Hamiltonian H̃ is written as H̃ =
∑
y=c,s,f,xHy +EG+constant where c, s, f

and x denotes the charge, spin, flavor, and spin-flavor degrees of freedom of the channels and EG is the ground state
energy. Here, only the spin-flavor degrees of freedom is coupled to the impurity such that

Hx =
∑
k

k : c†kck : +

√
2πΓ

L

∑
k

(c†k + ck)(cd − c†d) +

√
2πδΓ

L

∑
k

(ck − c†k)(cd + c†d), (S61)

where cd is a local pseudofermion at the impurity position, ck is a pseudofermion with momentum k, Γ = λ2
⊥/4a,

δΓ = (δλ⊥)2/4a, and a is a short distance cutoff. The charge, spin, and flavor degrees of freedom are decoupled

from the impurity and so we drop them henceforth. The impurity spin can be expressed as Szimp = c†dcd − 1/2 and

S−imp = Fscd, where Fs is the Klein factor corresponding to the spin degree of freedom. We define the Majorana
fermions{

γd+ = (cd + c†d)/
√

2

γd− = −i(c†d − cd)/
√

2
,

{
γk+ = (ck + c−k + c†k + c†−k)/2

γk− = −i(ck − c−k − c†k + c†−k)/2
,

{
ηk+ = −i(ck + c−k − c†k − c

†
−k)/2

ηk− = (−ck + c−k − c†k + c†−k)/2
(S62)

for k > 0. The Hamiltonian Hx is diagonalized as

Hx =
∑
ε≥0

ε
[
iγ̃ε+γ̃ε− +

1

2

]
+ δEG (S63)

by using the Bogoliubov transformation{
γ̃ε+ = Bεd+γd+ +

∑
k>0Bε(k,1)+γk+ +

∑
k>0Bε(k,2)+ηk−

γ̃ε− = Bεd−γd− +
∑
k>0Bε(k,1)−γk− +

∑
k>0Bε(k,2)−ηk+

. (S64)

Here, δEG is the ground state energy shift and ε is the excitation energy given by(
ε+ 4πΓ tan

εL

2

)(
ε+ 4πδΓ tan

εL

2

)
= 0. (S65)

Hence, the eigenstate |Ẽ〉 of H̃ can be expressed a state made by applying γ̃ε+, γ̃ε−, and the creation and annihilation
operators of the charge, spin, and flavor degree of freedom to the ground state. The coefficients Bεd± are

Bεd+ =


1√

1+2πL(δΓ)
for ε = 0

0 for ε 6= 0 and ε+ 4πΓ tan εL
2 = 0(

4πδΓ/L
ε4/4+2πδΓε2/L+4π2(δΓ)2ε2

)1/2

ε for ε 6= 0 and ε+ 4πδΓ tan εL
2 = 0

, (S66)

Bεd− =


1√

1+2πLΓ
for ε = 0(

4πΓ/L
ε4/4+2πΓε2/L+4π2Γ2ε2

)1/2

ε for ε 6= 0 and ε+ 4πΓ tan εL
2 = 0

0 for ε 6= 0 and ε+ 4πδΓ tan εL
2 = 0

. (S67)
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We focus on the two cases δΓ � 1/L � Γ and 1/L � Γ, δΓ. The first one corresponds to T ∗ � T � TK and the
other one corresponds to T � T ∗, TK, as we will replace 1/L ∼ T (based on the reasoning discussed in the above)
and δΓ ∼ T ∗/(νTK) at the last. For each case, the coefficients become

Bεd+ =


O(1) for δΓ� (1/L)� Γ and ε = 0

O(
√
LδΓ) for δΓ� (1/L)� Γ and ε 6= 0

O(1/
√
LδΓ) for (1/L)� Γ, δΓ

, Bεd− =

{
O(1/

√
LΓ) for δΓ� (1/L)� Γ

O(1/
√
LΓ) for (1/L)� Γ, δΓ

. (S68)

We now derive Eq. (14), the scaling behavior of Szimp and S−imp. The orthogonality of the matrix (Bεn±)n=d,(k,1),(k,2)

gives inverse relations γd+ =
∑
εBεd+γ̃ε+ and γd− =

∑
εBεd−γ̃ε−. By using these inversion relations and Szimp =

c†dcd − 1/2 = −iγd+γd−, we obtain

〈Ei|Szimp|Ej〉 = 〈Ẽi|Szimp|Ẽj〉 = 〈Ẽi|(c†dcd − 1/2)|Ẽj〉 = −i
∑
ε,ε′≥0

Bεd+Bε′d−〈Ẽi|γ̃ε+γ̃ε′−|Ẽj〉. (S69)

Applying Eq. (S68) and 〈Ẽi|γ̃ε+γ̃ε′−|Ẽj〉 = O(1) to Eq. (S69) yields

〈Ei|Szimp|Ej〉 =

{
O(1/

√
LΓ) for δΓ� (1/L)� Γ

O(1/L
√

ΓδΓ) for (1/L)� Γ & δΓ
. (S70)

Substituting S−imp = Fscd gives

〈Ei|S−imp|Ej〉 = 〈Ẽi|eiS
z
impϕs(0)S−impe

−iSzimpϕs(0)|Ẽj〉

= 〈Ẽi|e−iϕs(0)S−imp|Ẽj〉

= 〈Ẽi|e−iϕs(0)Fscd|Ẽj〉

=
1√
2

∑
ε≥0

Bεd+〈Ẽi|e−iϕs(0)Fsγ̃ε+|Ẽj〉 −
i√
2

∑
ε≥0

Bεd−〈Ẽi|e−iϕs(0)Fsγ̃ε−|Ẽj〉. (S71)

Note that Fs = O(1) and e−iϕs(0) = O(1/
√
LΓ) [S14]. Therefore, Eq. (S68) and Eq. (S71) yields

〈Ei|S−imp|Ej〉 =

{
O(1/

√
LΓ) for δΓ� (1/L)� Γ

O(1/L
√

ΓδΓ) for (1/L)� Γ & δΓ
. (S72)

Now we replace 1/L by E and identify Γ with the Kondo temperature TK. Since the crossover temperature is
T ∗ ∝ ν2|δλ⊥|2TK and ν ∼ 1/a, we obtain δΓ ∼ T ∗/(νTK). By using these replacements, we find that Eq. (S70) and
Eq. (S72) are written as Eq. (14) of the main text.
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