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The ground state entanglement entropy is studied in a many-body bipartite quantum system with
either a single or multiple conserved quantities. It is shown that the entanglement entropy exhibits a
universal power-law behaviour at large R – the occupancy ratio between the two subsystems. Single
and multiple conserved quantities lead to different power-law exponents, suggesting the entanglement
entropy can serve to detect hidden conserved quantities. Moreover, occupancy measurements allow
to infer the bipartite entanglement entropy. All the above results are generalized for the Rényi
entropy.

Entanglement has been harnessed as a resource in
quantum sensing, quantum computing and quantum
communication [1–3]. The promising potential of quan-
tum technologies has led to intense study of entangle-
ment quantification, especially for many-body systems
[4–7]. Furthermore, methods of detection, manipulation
and certification of entanglement have been proposed,
bridging the gap between theory and experiment [8–13].
The bulk of above mentioned work suggest that opti-
mally measuring and controlling entanglement is system
specific. Moreover, the optimal method differs according
to purpose. This highlights the appeal to find universal
properties of entanglement, applicable to a wide range of
systems.

One such universal property is displayed by the area
law of ground state entanglement entropy [14]. For a
lattice system of characteristic size Ld governed by a lo-
cal Hamiltonian, the ground state is expected to scale
like Ld−1 (with possible logarithmic corrections), differ-
ent from the volume-like entanglement entropy expected
for generic states. However, the area law does not pro-
vide a good estimate for the ground state entanglement
entropy of many-body systems with finite L. Indeed, a
universal estimate for such ubiquitous systems is lacking.

Here, we focus on finite L systems with a conserved
quantity, e.g. N particles (fermions or bosons) occupy-
ing a composite system. Biasing the system’s particles to
mostly occupy subsystem A, we study the ground state
entanglement entropy. This setup corresponds to: (a) A
box partitioned by a finite-sized piston, allowing particle
transfer between the subsystems via tunneling. Moving
the piston to reduce (expand) the volume of subsystem
B (A) controls the bias. (b) An interacting many-body
system in the presence of an asymmetric double well po-
tential, separating subsystem A (left potential well) from
subsystem B (right potential well). The offset between
the wells controls the bias. (c) A many-body system with
a strong inter-particle attraction in the presence of an
asymmetric double well potential. The bias is governed
by the strength of the inter-particle attraction and the
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potential offset explicitly breaks the symmetry [15–18].

Already in [18], it was demonstrated for a few choice
models, both closed and open quantum systems, exhibits
a power-law decay of the ground state Von Neumann
entanglement entropy. The purpose of this letter is to
prove that at large bias, the ground state entanglement
entropy of closed systems exhibits a universal structure.
More precisely, for a Hamiltonian system with a single
conserved quantity defined by the observable N̂ = N̂A +
N̂B and where N̂X acts on the subspace X ∈ {A,B}, the
ground state entanglement entropy with a fixed charge
〈N̂〉 = N has a universal power-law structure: SEE ∝
lnR
R at large R values, where R = 〈N̂A〉/〈N̂B〉 is the bias.

The result is independent of the particular setup or the
bias driving mechanism [18].

The universal power-law decay is obtained also when
more than one conserved quantity is considered. Here, R
is the bias with respect to one chosen conserved quantity
(a precise definition will follow). It is later on argued that
the entanglement entropy does not necessarily vanish in
this case as R → ∞. Nevertheless, ∆SEE(R � 1) ∝
R−1/2 [19], where ∆SEE(R) ≡ SEE(R) − SEE(∞), im-
plying the decay towards SEE(∞) maintains a universal
power-law structure.

A universal power-law decay is similarly obtained for
the Rényi entropy Sq(R), both for the single conserved
quantity and for multiple conserved quantities, suggest-
ing experimental accessibility in many body systems [20].

From the above statements, it should be understood
that the entanglement entropy and Rényi entropy not
only quantify quantum correlations. They allow to infer
the particle number in the composite system N from the
particle measurement in the dilute subsystem A. and
to differentiate between a single conserved quantity to
multiple conserved quantities. Uncharacteristically, the
entanglement entropy gives direct information about ob-
servables of many-body bipartite systems.

Before proving the main results, it is useful to study
a physical model, susceptible to analytical and numer-
ical treatment. Let us consider N interacting spinless
fermions occupying a 1D system of 2L lattice sites. The
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system Hamiltonian is given by

ĤIF = −t
2L−1∑
j=1

ĉ†j+1ĉj + ĉ†j ĉj+1 + U

2L−1∑
j=1

n̂j n̂j+1 (1)

+µ

2L∑
j=L+1

n̂j +
U

2
(n̂1 + n̂2L),

where ĉj(ĉ
†
j) are fermionic annihilation (creation) op-

erators at site j with the anti-commutation relation

{ĉj , ĉk} = δj,k and the number operators are n̂j ≡ ĉ†j ĉj .
The nearest neighbors interaction strength is controlled
by U . Similar to the double well potential case (b),
µ represents the potential offset, partitioning the sys-
tem into the subsystems A and B with j ∈ 1, ..., L and
j = L + 1, ..., 2L correspondingly. The generality of the
results is unaffected by the boundary terms in (1), which

simplify the analytical analysis. One can verify that ĤIF

and
∑2L
j=1 n̂j commute, implying that the system’s par-

ticle number N is conserved.
The interacting fermions model (1) can be mapped us-

ing the Jordan-Wigner transformation [21, 22] onto the
XXZ-like model in 1D of localized 1/2 spins:

ĤS = −t
2L−1∑
j=1

(
Ŝ+
j Ŝ
−
j+1 + Ŝ−j Ŝ

+
j+1

)
+ U

2L−1∑
j=1

Ŝzj Ŝ
z
j+1

+µ

2L∑
j=L+1

Ŝzj , with Ŝ±j =
1

2
(Ŝxj ± iŜ

y
j ). (2)

The particle number is expressed by N = L+
∑2L
j=1〈Ŝzj 〉,

where N = 0, 1, ..., 2L. Notice that the aforementioned
boundary terms of (1) are swallowed in (2).

Let us analyze a few analytically tractable cases. First,
we set N = 1 and L = 1, 2. We analyze the system at
large bias, i.e. at large µ values. The two cases provide
the necessary intuition to prove the universality of the
entanglement at large R values.

The |±〉j states denote the Ŝz eigenstates at site j.

Namely, Ŝzj |±〉j = ± 1
2 |±〉j . For N = 1, any state can be

spanned using the orthonormal set

|k〉 ≡ |−〉1 ... |−〉k−1 |+〉k |−〉k+1 ... |−〉2L . (3)

Notice that |k〉 are the eigenvectors of Ŝzj with eigenvalues

(− 1
2 + δj,k) for any j, k. In this N = 1 subspace and up

to shifting by a constant, we can write the Hamiltonian
in the |k〉 basis:

ĤS = −t
2L−1∑
k=1

|k〉 〈k + 1|+ |k + 1〉 〈k| (4)

+µ

2L∑
k=L+1

|k〉 〈k|+ U

2

∑
k=1,2L

|k〉 〈k| .

To calculate the entanglement entropy and Rényi en-
tropy, it is useful to write the ground state in its Schmidt

decomposition. For 1 ≤ k ≤ L, |k〉 = |k〉A |vac〉B and for
L+1 ≤ k ≤ 2L, |k〉 = |vac〉A |k − L〉B . Here, |vac〉X cor-

responds to eigenstate of Ŝzj with eigenvalue − 1
2 for all

j ∈ X where X = {A,B} and |k〉X is defined similarly to
|k〉, but restricted to the subsystem X. Finally, for the
rest of this work, λ = −t/µ and u = −U/4t. Focusing
on the large µ limit (|λ| � 1), R is expected to become
large. The ground state can be recovered from a standard
perturbation theory analysis where ĤS/µ = H0 + λV̂ at
|λ| � 1.
L=1: In this simple two-site case, the ground state

can be obtained analytically [22]. At λ = 0, the ground
state is non-degenerate. The perturbative analysis gives
the ground state |G〉

|G〉 = (1− 1

2
λ2) |1〉 − λ |2〉+O(λ3) (5)

= (1− 1

2
λ2) |1〉A |vac〉B − λ |vac〉A |1〉B +O(λ3).

From (5), we obtain R = 1/λ2 + O(1/λ). The leading
order inverse quadratic dependence of R on λ is rather
general as will be argued later on. The Schmidt de-
composition implies any pure state can be written as
|ψ〉 =

∑
i αi |ui〉A |vi〉B , where |ui〉 , |vi〉 are orthonormal

sets and αi are the Schmidt coefficients. The entan-
glement entropy is given by SEE = −

∑
i |αi|2 ln |αi|2.

Using again (5) and the R(λ) relation, we recover to
leading order SEE(R) = lnR

R . The Rényi entropy is de-

fined as Sq = 1
1−q ln

(∑
i |αi|2q

)
. For the ground state

(5), we recover Sq(R) = 1
1−qR

−q if 0 < q < 1, and

Sq(R) = q
q−1R

−1 for q > 1. Both to leading order in

R.
L=2: The ground state at λ = 0 is degenerate and is

spanned by the states |1〉 , |2〉. In the particular case of
u = 0, the degenerate perturbation theory implies

|G〉 =
1√
2

(
(1− λ

4
) |1〉A − (1 +

λ

4
) |2〉A

)
|vac〉B

− λ√
2
|vac〉A |1〉B +O(λ2). (6)

We find to leading order R = 2/λ2 and

SEE(R) =
lnR

R
(7)

Sq(R) =


1

1−qR
−q if 0 < q < 1

q
q−1

1
R if q > 1,

The analysis for u 6= 0 is carried out in [22]. It is shown
there that (7) remains valid for any u value. Numeri-
cally, Fig. 1 demonstrates that when setting N = 1, (7)
holds for any L and u values and with no fitting parame-
ters. The N = 2 case is addressed in [22], leading to the
replacement R→ R/N in (7).

At this point, the lessons of the interacting fermions
model (1) can be generalized. In what follows we
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FIG. 1. The entanglement entropy and Rényi entropy
with q = { 1

2
, 2} are numerically calculated in the range

µ ∈
[
102, 105

]
and for four parameter sets (U, t, L) at N = 1.

Circles: ( 1
2
, 1, 3); Triangles: (0, 1, 3); Squares: (1, 1, 6); Dia-

monds: (2, 1, 10). All the points attain large R values and
collapse onto the universal curves SEE = lnR

R
(black dashed

line), Sq = 1
1−q

R−q (magenta solid line) for 0 < q = 1
2
< 1

and Sq = q
q−1

1
R

(blue dotted line) for 1 < q = 2. No fitting
parameters are required, further validating the analytical pre-
dictions.

present the proof for the power-law decay of the en-
tanglement associated with a single conserved quantity.
Consider an isolated composite system AB of finite di-
mensional Hilbert space. The Hamiltonian ĤAB has a
single conserved quantity associated with the operator
N̂ = N̂A + N̂B where N̂X acts only on subsystem X.
Moreover, N̂X is assumed to have a non-degenerate lower
bound, set to zero for simplicity.

Assume a perturbative analysis exists, i.e. ĤAB =
Ĥ0 +λV̂ for small |λ| values and a fixed charge 〈N̂〉 = N
[23]. The ground state can be written as |G(λ)〉 =

1√
Nλ

(∣∣G(0)
〉

+ λ
∣∣G(1)

〉
+O(λ2)

)
, where

∣∣G(0)
〉
,
∣∣G(1)

〉
are orthogonal [24]. Normalizing

∣∣G(0)
〉
, implies Nλ =

1+
〈
G(1)

∣∣G(1)
〉
λ2 is a normalization constant for |G(λ)〉,

truncated at the order of the perturbation theory. Here,
the perturbation to first order will be sufficient. At
the limit of λ → 0, we assume the the particles are
all biased to occupy system A. Namely, we can write∣∣G(0)

〉
= |ΦN 〉A |vac〉B with A〈ΦN |N̂A |ΦN 〉A = N and

B〈vac|N̂B |vac〉B = 0. Note that since there is a single
conserved quantity, the state |vac〉B is unique. Next, one
can write [22]

∣∣∣G(1)
〉

=

N∑
n≥0

αn,k
∣∣φkN−n〉A ∣∣ψkn〉B (8)

as a Schmidt decomposition. {
∣∣φkn〉A , ∣∣ψkn〉B}n,k are or-

thonormal eigenstates of the operators N̂A, N̂B corre-
spondingly with eigenvalues denoted by the subscript n.
Note that

∣∣ψkn=0

〉
B

= |vac〉B . Therefore, the truncated

ground state in the Schmidt representation is

|G(λ)〉 =
1√
Nλ

∣∣ΦλN〉A |vac〉B (9)

+
λ√
Nλ

N∑
n>0,k

αn,k
∣∣φkN−n〉A ∣∣ψkn〉B ,∣∣ΦλN〉A = |ΦN 〉A + λ

∑
k

α0,k

∣∣φkN〉A .
It is important to realize that 〈ΦN

∣∣φkN〉 = 0 due to

the orthogonality of
∣∣G(0)

〉
,
∣∣G(1)

〉
. This is the crucial

point, separating between the single and multiple con-
served quantity analysis. Using (9), we find R ∝ N

λ2 to
leading order in λ. Finally, we turn to estimate the en-
tanglement entropy from the Schmidt decomposition (9).

To leading order SEE ∝ lnR/N
R/N [22]. If N = 1, the propor-

tionality constant is determined: SEE(R) = lnR/R [22].
The analysis of the interacting fermions model (1) with
N = 1 corroborates this result.

The Rényi entropy is similarly inferred from the
Schmidt decomposition (9) [22]

Sq(R) ∝


1

1−q (R/N)−q if 0 < q < 1

q
q−1

1
R/N if q > 1.

(10)

For q > 1, we find exactly Sq(R) = q
q−1

N
R [22], corrobo-

rated for the interacting fermions model (1).
Up to this point, the analysis was limited to a sin-

gle conserved quantity. In the following, we present the
proof for the power-law decay for two (or more) con-
served quantities. Let us consider two conserved quan-
tities, which is sufficient to demonstrate the difference
between a single and multiple conserved quantities.

Let the two conserved quantities be associated with
the operators N̂ i = N̂ i

A + N̂ i
B with i = {1, 2} and where

N̂ i
X acts on subsystem X = {A,B}. Furthermore, the

operators N̂1
X , N̂

2
X commute and are assumed to be lower

bounded, where the bound is again set to 0.
Once again, assume that the perturbative analysis ex-

ists for states with fixed charges N1, N2. The bias is

defined with respect to the first charge, i.e. R =
〈N̂1

A〉
〈N̂1

B〉
.

As before, the subsystem B is assumed to be vacant
with respect to the first charge at λ → 0. A main dif-
ference from the single conserved quantity case arises al-
ready in the Schmidt representation of the ground state
at λ→ 0:∣∣∣G(0)

〉
=
∑
k,n2

αn2,k

∣∣ΦkN1,N2−n2

〉
A

∣∣Ψk
0,n2

〉
B
, (11)

where
∣∣ΦkN1,N−n2

〉
A

and
∣∣Ψk

0,n2

〉
B

are orthonormal eigen-

state sets of N̂ i=1,2
X=A,B correspondingly. The subscripts of

the eigenstates represent the corresponding eigenvalues.
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There may be more than one Schmidt coefficient in
(11), implying that SEE , Sq do not typically vanish as
λ → 0. Namely, unlike the single conserved quantity
case, there may be many states with zero occupancy of
N̂1 in the subsystem B. It is nevertheless interesting to
study the entanglement decay, which takes a universal
power-law form. Recall ∆SEE(R) ≡ SEE(R)− SEE(∞)
and similarly define ∆Sq(R) for the Rényi entropy.∣∣G(1)

〉
in its Schmidt decomposition is [22]∣∣∣G(1)
〉

=
∑
n1,n2

βn1,n2,k

∣∣∣φkN1−n1,N2−n2

〉
A

∣∣ψkn1,n2

〉
B
.

(12)

Here
∣∣∣φkN1−n1,N2−n2

〉
A

and
∣∣ψkn1,n2

〉
B

are orthonormal

eigenstates of N̂ i
X with the subscripts denoting the eigen-

values correspondingly. Recall also that
〈
G(0)

∣∣G(1)
〉

= 0.
This fact does not suggest that Φ, φ necessarily form an
orthogonal set.

First, assume that all φ,Φ and Ψ, ψ form orthonormal
sets. In that case, the Schmidt coefficients are αn,k and
|λ|βn1,n2,k, leading to the same behaviour at large R.
Namely, ∆SEE(R) ∝ lnR/R and ∆Sq(R) ∝ R−q, 1/R
for 0 < q < 1 and q > 1 correspondingly [22].

Second, assume (without loss of generality) that there
is a single pair φ,Φ that are not orthogonal. In this case,
the following universal behavior is obtained [22]

∆SEE(R) ∝ 1/
√
R (13)

∆Sq(R) ∝


1

1−qR
−q if 0 < q < 1

q
q−1

1√
R

if q > 1,
.

The essence of the proof as well as the result (13) re-
main the same when more than a single pair φ,Φ are not
orthogonal in the set. Before summarising the results,
it is pedagogical to demonstrate the classification of the
power-law exponents for two conserved quantities in the
Fermi-Hubbard model. This will illustrate that typically,
not all the sets are orthogonal.

The Fermi-Hubbard model consists of spin 1/2 fermions
on a 1D chain of 2L sites. The Hamiltonian is given by

ĤFH =− t
2L−1∑

j=1,s=↑↓

ĉ†j+1,sĉj,s + ĉ†j,sĉj+1,s (14)

+ U

2L∑
j=1

ĉ†j,↑ĉj,↑ĉ
†
j,↓ĉj,↓ + µ

2L∑
j=L+1

ĉ†j,↑ĉj,↑.

The µ term accounts for the potential offset between the
subsystems, acting on the spin up fermions only. It is
useful to perform once again the Jordan-Wigner trans-
formation. Here we transform from a 1D chain of 2L
sites to a 2 × 2L lattice, where the ↑ (↓) fermions are
mapped to the upper (lower) row spins [25]. The trans-

formation yields

ĤQL =− t
2L−1∑

j=1,s=↑,↓

Ŝ+
j,sŜ

−
j+1,s + Ŝ−j,sŜ

+
j+1,s (15)

+ U

2L∑
j=1

Ŝzj,↑Ŝ
z
j,↓ + µ

2L∑
j=L+1

Ŝzj,↑.

The analysis of (15) becomes quite involved at large
fixed charges N↑,↓. Here it will be sufficient to analyze
the minimal case with N↑ = N↓ = 1 with L = 1, 2,
covering the range of possibilities of the ground state en-
tanglement.
L=1: Here there are two sites in each chain. The

Hamiltonian is spanned by the states |k↑, k↓〉 where
k↑,↓ = 1, 2 designate the site where the up and down
spin states have positive eigenvalues, similarly to the in-
teracting fermions model, now with two rows of spins.
This implies |k↑, k↓〉 is an eigenvector or Ŝzj,s with eigen-

value − 1
2 +δj,k↑δs,↑+δj,k↓δs,↓. A perturbative analysis of

ĤQL/µ = Ĥ0 + λV̂ can be carried out analytically [22].
Unlike the spinless fermions case, the state correspond-
ing to zero spin up fermions at system B is not unique.
This implies that even at R→∞, both the entanglement
entropy as well as the Rényi entropy do not vanish. Ex-
act calculation of SEE(∞), Sq(∞) is possible, as well as
calculation of the perturbative values at large R, leading
to [22]

∆SEE(R) =
lnR

R
(16)

∆Sq(R) =


1

1−qR
−q if 0 < q < 1

q
q−1

1
R if q > 1.

Carefully following the perturbation theory reveals that
indeed all the pairs ψ,Ψ and φ,Φ are orthogonal as im-
plied by the proof.
L=2: The model is still analytically tractable. The

values of SEE(∞) and Sq(∞) can be obtained for par-
ticular t, U values at the limit µ → ∞. Writing down
the perturbation theory in full glory is tedious. For this
reason, the power law exponents are tested numerically.
Except for the particular value u = 0, the expected be-
havior of (13) is obtained. For u = 0, the behavior (16) is
recovered. By now, it is possible to infer orthogonality of
the sets Ψ, ψ and Φ, φ correspondingly for u = 0. This il-
lustrates that typically one expects the full orthogonality
of the sets Ψ, ψ and Φ, φ when the fixed charges are not
coupled in the Hamiltonian, here u = 0. Furthermore,
it is illustrated that orthogonality of both sets Ψ, ψ and
Φ, φ is the exception rather than the rule, especially when
a large number of degrees of freedom is involved.

In this work, we have considered a bipartite system
with either a single or multiple conserved quantities. As
the system was biased to occupy subsystem A with re-
spect to one of the conserved quantities, both the en-
tanglement entropy as well as the Rényi entropy of the
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ground state exhibit a universal power-law structure at
large R.

This result is in stark contrast to the mean entangle-
ment entropy found in [26, 27] or to the mid-spectrum
entanglement entropy [28], both applicable for random
states. The universal power-law structure is the result of
the bias at the ground state. The excited states do not
necessarily keep the large bias and hence may lack the
universal structure.

A straight-forward analysis shows that a universal
power-law structure can also be obtained for other entan-
glement quantifiers, e.g. the Concurrence [5]. It is also
expected that the universal power-law structure would
be apparent in the Logarithmic negativity [18] and num-
ber entanglement [29], but that seems harder to prove.
Nevertheless, it is possible that the results of this work
could be extended to mixed states as well. It would also
be interesting to check the generality of the power-law
decay for the Operationally accessible entanglement [30–
32]. Finally, more work might reveal a relation between
the tails of the distribution of the charge resolved en-
tanglement [33–35] in unbiased systems to the present
formalism of biased systems.

For many-body systems, it is more practical to consider
entanglement witnesses rather then the entanglement en-
tropy [8]. It would be interesting to explore whether
entanglement witnesses generally inherit the universal
power-law structure.

Let us reiterate the importance of the universal power-
law structure. First, by tunning the bias R, one can dif-
ferentiate between a single to multiple conserved quan-
tities from the power-law exponent of the entanglement
entropy as well as the Rényi entropy with q > 1. Sec-
ond, for a single conserved quantity, by tunning R one
can infer from 〈N̂B〉 and the entanglement entropy the

total occupancy N . Alternatively, measuring both N̂A
and N̂B provides a tool to estimate many-body bipar-
tite entanglement at large bias – typically a formidable
experimental challenge.

The analysis was carried out under the assumption
of a state with fixed charges. Nevertheless, when the
ground state is a superposition of states with different
fixed charges, the power-law behaviour remains valid.
Namely, one finds ∆SEE ∝ lnR/R for a single conserved
quantity and ∆SEE ∝ R−1/2 for more than one con-
served quantity [36].

The universal power-law proof relies on the existence
of a perturbation theory at small 1/R values. In the
absence of a consistent perturbation theory, either due to
a closing gap or due to nonadiabatic states, a breakdown
of the power-law structure may occur. These are beyond
the scope of the present work.

Acknowledgments: Dean Carmi, Shahar Hadar, Sha-
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edged for interesting suggestions regarding the generality
and applicability of the results.
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A. THE JORDAN-WIGNER TRANSFORMATION AND THE INTERACTING FERMIONS MODEL

In this section, we recall the Jordan-Wigner transformation and use it transform the interacting fermions of ĤIF

into the spin model of ĤS , up a constant shift.

The Jordan-Wigner transformation defines the string operator eiφ̂j , where φ̂j = π
∑
i<j n̂i is the phase sum over

the fermion occupancies to the left of j. This allows to define

Ŝ+
j ≡ ĉ

†
je
iφ̂j (A.1)

Ŝ−j ≡ ĉje
−iφ̂j

Ŝzj ≡
1

2

(
Ŝ+
j Ŝ
−
j − Ŝ

−
j Ŝ

+
j

)
= ĉ†j ĉj −

1

2
.

One can check that S±j , Ŝ
z
j correspond to the spin 1/2 operators with ~ = 1. From here, we find

Ŝ+
j S
−
j+1 + Ŝ−j S

+
j+1 = f̂†j f̂j+1 + f̂†j+1f̂j (A.2)

Ŝzj S
z
j+1 =

1

4
− 1

2
(n̂j+1 + n̂j) + n̂j+1n̂j

Ŝzj = n̂j −
1

2
.

Using (A.2), we can apply the transformation from (1) to

ĤIF − C = ĤS + U

2L∑
j=1

Ŝzj . (A.3)

where C = U
4 (2L+ 1) + 1

2µL. Now, noticing that
∑2L
j=1〈Ŝzj 〉 = N − L is conserved throughout the dynamics, we can

replace the 2U
∑2L
j=1 Ŝ

z
j term with the constant 2U(N − L). This energy shift clearly does not change the properties

of the ground state when N is conserved. We are not interested in the value of the ground state energy, but rather the
ground state properties. Hence, we have obtained the form of the spin Hamiltonian in (2). We note that the choice
of adding the term U(n̂1 + n̂2L) in (1) was to allow the form (2) without correction terms Sz1 , S

z
2L. This choice does

not affect our results qualitatively, but allows for an easier analytical treatment.

B. DETAILED CALCULATIONS FOR THE INTERACTING FERMIONS MODEL WITH A SINGLE
PARTICLE

The purpose of this section is to present in detail the analysis of the Hamiltonian (2) with N = 1, i.e. the
Hamiltonian (4). In this case, the Hamiltonian can be represented efficiently in the |k〉 basis, up to a constant shift,
by

ĤS = −t
2L−1∑
k=1

|k〉 〈k + 1|+ |k + 1〉 〈k| (B.1)

+µ

2L∑
k=L+1

|k〉 〈k|+ U

2

∑
k=1,2L

|k〉 〈k| .

In the following subsections, we present the derivation of the ground state at the large offset µ, resulting in large R
values. After obtaining the ground state, we represent it in the Schmidt decomposition

|G〉 =
∑
k

αk |k〉A |vac〉B +
∑
k

βk |vac〉A |k〉B , (B.2)

where we recall that |k〉A |vac〉B ≡ |k〉 and |vac〉A |k〉B ≡ |k + L〉. Using the Schmidt decomposition (B.2), The
entanglement entropy can be written as

SEE = −|c|2 ln |c|2 −
∑
k

|βk|2 ln |βk|2, (B.3)
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where |c|2 =
∑
k |αk|2. It is also immediate to calculate the Rényi entropy

Sq =
1

1− q
ln

(
cq +

∑
k

|βk|2q
)
. (B.4)

We recall the definitions λ = −t/µ and u = −U/4t.

B.I. The interacting fermions model with two sites

Here we consider the case of L = 1, or the system with two sites. The Hamiltonian ĤS can be restricted to a 2× 2
matrix

ĤS/µ =

(
0 λ
λ 1

)
(B.5)

where λ = −t/µ < 0 and we have shifted the Hamiltonian by a constant U/2. The matrix is presented in the basis

|1〉 =

(
1
0

)
, |2〉 =

(
0
1

)
. (B.6)

The ground state of this matrix is clearly non-degenerate and gives

|G〉 =
1√

(1− ε)2 + λ2
((1− ε) |1〉 − λ |2〉), (B.7)

where ε = 1−
√

1+4λ2

2 is the ground state energy. To attain the entanglement entropy and Rényi entropy, we need to
write the ground state |G〉 in the Schmidt decomposition (B.2). This leads to

|G〉 =
1− ε√

(1− ε)2 + λ2
|1〉A |vac〉B −

λ√
(1− ε)2 + λ2

|vac〉A |1〉B . (B.8)

At the limit of |λ| � 1, we find

|G〉 = (1− λ2

2
) |1〉A |vac〉B − λ |vac〉A |1〉B +O(λ3). (B.9)

From (B.9), we find R = 1
λ2 + O(λ4). Using (B.3), the entanglement entropy is thus found to be SEE(R) = lnR

R to
leading order. Similarly, using (B.4), one can obtain the Rényi entropy

Sq(R) =


1

1−qR
−q if 0 < q < 1

q
q−1

1
R if q > 1.

(B.10)

Already at this simple case, it can be noted that the power law decay is achieved, with a universal exponent, inde-
pendent on the details of the system.

B.II. The interacting fermions model with four sites

Let us turn to the analysis of the interacting fermions model, with L = 2, i.e. four sites. The Hamiltonian is
represented by the 4 × 4 matrix

ĤS/µ =

0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1

+ λ

2u 1 0 0
1 0 1 0
0 1 0 1
0 0 1 2u

 . (B.11)
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The matrix is in the basis

|1〉 =

1
0
0
0

 , |2〉 =

0
1
0
0

 , |3〉 =

0
0
1
0

 , |4〉 =

0
0
0
1

 . (B.12)

Since we aim to analyze the large µ behaviour (small |λ|), we consider the perturbative approach:

1

µ
ĤS = Ĥ0 + λV̂ , (B.13)

where Ĥ0, V̂ refer to the first and second matrices in (B.11). Clearly, at λ = 0, the ground state is degenerate. The

standard degenerate perturbation theory leads to the ground state |G〉 = β1 |3〉+
∑2
k=1 αk |k〉+O(λ2) where

α1 =
1

N

(
ε√

1 + ε2
+ λ

2u− ε
2(u− ε)

1

1 + (2u− ε)2

1√
1 + ε2

)
α2 =

1

N

(
1√

1 + ε2
+ λ

1√
1 + ε2

1

2(u− ε)(1 + (2u− ε)2)

)
(B.14)

β1 = − λ√
1 + ε2

1

N
,

and 1 =
√
α2

1 + α2
2 + β2

1 is a normalization factor. Here, ε = u −
√

1 + u2 is the ground state energy at λ → 0. We
can represent the ground state in the Schmidt decomposition

|G〉 =
√
α2

1 + α2
2

(
α1√

α2
1 + α2

2

|1〉A +
α2√

α2
1 + α2

2

|2〉A

)
|vac〉B + β1 |vac〉A |1〉B . (B.15)

To leading order, we find that R = 1+ε2

λ2 . At the limit of small |λ| (large R), we find SEE(R) = lnR
R to leading order

from (B.3). Similarly, one can obtain the Rényi entropy from (B.4)

Sq(R) =


1

1−qR
−q if 0 < q < 1

q
q−1

1
R if q > 1.

(B.16)

Namely, even though we have changed the system size from L = 1 to L = 2, both the entanglement entropy and
the Rényi entropy are independent of u at the large R limit. Moreover, we notice that the power law behaviour is
universal as the exponent is independent of the parameters of the model at the large R limit.

B.III. Numerical treatment of the interacting fermions model with a single fermion

For L > 2, the analytical perturbative approach becomes cumbersome. Moreover, for N = 1, it was ascertained in
the main text that the entanglement entropy as well as the Rényi entropy attain a universal structure, independent
of the model parameters.

For this reason, analysis of the L > 2 cases is performed numerically. Namely, the ground state is found by exact
diagonalization of the matrix Hamiltonian (B.1) – a 2L× 2L matrix. After having obtained the ground state at a
particular parameter set (U, t, L) and for a range of µ values selected to obtain the large R limit, it is possible to
extract numerically the entanglement entropy and the Rényi entropy. The results are presented in Fig. 1.

C. THE INTERACTING FERMIONS MODEL WITH TWO FERMION PARTICLES

To directly demonstrate that the results hold also for N > 1, we consider the interacting fermions model with
N = 2. As before, we write the Hamiltonian in its reduced matrix form and find its ground state. Then, computing
the values of R(λ) as well as SEE , Sq, we show they take the announced power-law form.
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First, we denote by |k1, k2〉 the position of the particles, where 1 ≤ k1 < k2 ≤ 2L. Note that Szj |k1, k2〉 =(
− 1

2 + δj,k1 + δj,k2
)
|k1, k2〉. In what follows, we span vectors in the basis

|1, 2〉 , |1, 3〉 , ..., |1, 2L〉 , |2, 3〉 , ..., |2, 2L〉 , ..., |2L− 1, 2L〉. (C.1)

Notice that the dimension of the vector is L(2L− 1)

C.I. The interacting fermions model with two fermions on four sites

Let us consider now the interacting fermions model with N = 2, L = 2. In this case, we can represent the
Hamiltonian by the 6× 6 matrix 1

µĤS = Ĥ0 + λV̂ where

Ĥ0 =


0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0 0
0 0 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 0 0 2

 , V̂ =


u 1 0 0 0 0
1 −3u 1 1 0 0
0 1 −u 0 1 0
0 1 0 −u 1 0
0 0 1 1 −3u 1
0 0 0 0 1 u

 . (C.2)

The matrix is in the basis

|1, 2〉 =


1
0
0
0
0
0

 , |1, 3〉 =


0
1
0
0
0
0

 , |1, 4〉 =


0
0
1
0
0
0

 , |2, 3〉 =


0
0
0
1
0
0

 |2, 4〉 =


0
0
0
0
1
0

 |3, 4〉 =


0
0
0
0
0
1

 . (C.3)

Clearly, at the large µ (small |λ|) limit the ground state is non-degenerate. We use the non-degenerate perturbation
theory to write the ground state to order λ:

|G(λ〉 =
1√

1 + 4λ2
(|1, 2〉 − 2λ |1, 3〉) +O(λ2) (C.4)

=
1√

1 + 4λ2
(|1, 2〉A |vac〉B − 2λ |1〉A |1〉B) +O(λ2)

From (C.4), we find 1/R = 2λ2 and the entanglement entropy SEE(R) = lnR/2
R/2 , both to leading order. For the Rényi

entropy, we recover

Sq(R) =


1

1−q (R/2)−q if 0 < q < 1

q
q−1

1
R/2 if q > 1.

(C.5)

For the interacting fermions model, we can thus conjecture that for N fermion particles, we find

SEE(R) =
lnR/N

R/N
(C.6)

Sq(R) =


1

1−q (R/N)−q if 0 < q < 1

q
q−1

1
R/N if q > 1.

Here the system size does not play a role as long as L ≥ N . In the following subsection, we numerically verify this
conjecture for L > 2 and N = 2.
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FIG. 2. The entanglement entropy and Rényi entropy with q = 1
2
, 2 are numerically calculated in the range µ ∈

[
102, 105

]
and

for four parameter sets (U, t, L) with N = 2. Circles: (1, 1, 2); triangles: (0, 1, 3); Squares: ( 1
2
, 1, 4); Diamonds: (2, 1, 4). All

the points attain large R values and collapse onto the universal curves SEE = ln(R/2)
R/2

(black dashed line), Sq = 1
1−q

(R/2)−q

(magenta solid line) for 0 < q = 1
2
< 1 and Sq = q

q−1
1

R/2
(blue dotted line) for 1 < q = 2. Note that no fitting parameters are

required, further validating the analytical predictions.

C.II. Numerical treatment of the interacting fermions model with two fermion particles

For L > 2, the analytical perturbative approach becomes cumbersome. Moreover, a universal form was conjectured
in (C.6). The analysis of the L > 2 cases is thus performed numerically. Namely, the ground state is found by exact

diagonalization of the matrix Hamiltonian ĤS with N = 2 particles – a L(2L− 1) × L(2L− 1) matrix. After having
obtained the ground state at a particular parameter set (U, t, L) and for a range of µ values selected to obtain the
large R limit, it is possible to extract numerically the entanglement entropy and the Rényi entropy. The results are
presented in Fig. 2.

D. ENTANGLEMENT OF A SINGLE CONSERVED QUANTITY: AUXILIARY PROOFS

In the main text, the universal power-law at large R relies on the Schmidt decomposition of
∣∣G(1)

〉
. Here, it is

shown that the Schmidt decomposition of
∣∣G(1)

〉
can indeed be written using the orthonormal sets of N̂A and N̂B

eigenstates. Moreover, we bring in full detail the calculations of the entanglement entropy and the Rényi entropy
based on the Schmidt decomposition of the ground state to first order in λ.

D.I. The Schmidt decomposition of the first order state

The state
∣∣G(1)

〉
lies in the subspace of the Hilbert space, with fixed charge N in the complement to the projector

defined by
∣∣G(0)

〉 〈
G(0)

∣∣. Therefore, there exist
∣∣∣φ̃k′nA〉

A
,
∣∣ψknB〉B orthonormal sets of eigenstates of N̂A and N̂B with

the corresponding eigenvalues nA and nB . Namely, we can write

∣∣∣G(1)
〉

=
∑
k,k′

N∑
n≥0

γk,k′,n

∣∣∣φ̃k′N−n〉
A

∣∣ψkn〉B . (D.1)

Without loss of generality, we assume (D.1) is normalized. Then, we can rewrite (D.1) as

∣∣∣G(1)
〉

=

N∑
n≥0

∑
k

αn,k
∣∣φkN−n〉A ∣∣ψkn〉B , (D.2)
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where αn,k
∣∣φkN−n〉A =

∑
k′ γk,k′,n

∣∣∣φ̃kN−n〉
A

and |αn,k|2 =
∑
k′ |γk,k′,n|2. It is easy to verify that

∣∣φkN−n〉A are

orthonormal themselves. Up to an irrelevant absorption of phase in the states, one can always recover βk,n as non-
negative reals. Therefore (D.2) is indeed written in the Schmidt decomposition.

D.II. Detailed calculation of the entanglement entropy and the Rényi entropy

Let us consider the Schmidt decomposition of the ground state |G(λ)〉 to first order in λ

|G(λ)〉 =
1√
Nλ

∣∣ΦλN〉A |vac〉B (D.3)

+
λ√
Nλ

N∑
n>0,k

αn,k
∣∣φkN−n〉A ∣∣ψkn〉B ,∣∣ΦλN〉A = |ΦN 〉A + λ

∑
k

α0,k

∣∣φkN〉 .
First, let us use (D.3) to calculate R to leading order:

R =
〈G(λ)| N̂A |G(λ)〉
〈G(λ)| N̂B |G(λ)〉

=
N +Nλ2

∑
k |α0,k|2 + λ2

∑
k,n>0(N − n)|αn,k|2 +O(λ3)

λ2
∑
k,n>0 n|αn,k|2 +O(λ3)

∝ λ−2. (D.4)

In particular when N = 1, we find to leading order R = 1
λ2b , where b =

∑
k,n>0 |αn,k|2.

To calculate the entanglement entropy, we use the Schmidt coefficients in eq.(D.3)

SEE(λ) = −1 + λ2(c− b)
1 + cλ2

ln
1 + λ2(c− b)

1 + cλ2
− λ2

1 + cλ2

∑
k,n>0

|αn,k|2 ln
λ2

1 + cλ2
|αn,k|2 +O(λ3), (D.5)

where c =
∑
k,n≥0 |αn,k|2. A simple perturbative analysis leads to

SEE(λ) = λ2(b−
∑
k,n>0

|αk,n|2 ln |αk,n|2 − b lnλ2) = −bλ2 lnλ2 +O(λ2). (D.6)

This implies that to leading order SEE(R) ∝ lnR
R . In particular, for N = 1, we find SEE = lnR

R to leading order.
Namely, we have recovered the proportionality coefficient.

Lastly, we find the Rényi entropy from the Schmidt coefficients in eq.(D.3)

Sq(λ) =
1

1− q
ln

 (1 + λ2(c− b))q

(1 + cλ2)q
+

λ2q

(1 + cλ2)q

∑
k,n>0

|αn,k|2q
+O(λ3). (D.7)

To leading order, we find

Sq(λ) =
1

1− q
ln

1− bqλ2 + λ2q
∑
k,n>0

|αn,k|2q
+O(λ3). (D.8)

We can recover the leading order behaviour for either 0 < q < 1 or q > 1

Sq(R) ∝


1

1−qR
−q if 0 < q < 1

q
q−1

1
R if q > 1,

(D.9)

In particular, for q > 1, we find Sq(R) = q
q−1

N
R . We notice that for 0 < q < 1 the prefactor of the leading order

Sq(R) is not generally determined. Only for the particular case, where to first order the is a single non-zero αn,k (as

it happens for the interacting fermions model), the prefactor is determined such that Sq(R) = 1
1−q

(
N
R

)q
.
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E. TWO CONSERVED FIELDS: THE FERMI-HUBBARD MODEL WITH SPIN HALF FERMIONS

The purpose of this section is to present in detail the entanglement entropy and Rényi entropy analysis of the
Fermi-Hubbard model on a 1D chain of 2L sites, occupied by spin 1/2 fermions. Assume the simplest non-trivial
case of N↑ = N↓ = 1 where there is a single spin up and spin down fermions. In this setup, the Fermi-Hubbard
Hamiltonian is given by

ĤQL =

2L∑
k↑,k↓=1

(
Uδk↓,k↑ + µΘ

(
k↑ − L−

1

2

))
|k↑, k↓〉 〈k↑, k↓| (E.1)

−t
2L−1∑
k↑=1

2L∑
k↓=1

|k↑ + 1, k↓〉 〈k↑, k↓|+ |k↑, k↓〉 〈k↑ + 1, k↓|

−t
2L−1∑
k↓=1

2L∑
k↑=1

|k↑, k↓ + 1〉 〈k↑, k↓|+ |k↑, k↓〉 〈k↑ + 1, k↓ + 1| .

Here Θ(x) is the Heaviside function. In the next subsections, we present the derivation of the ground state at large
µ bias, leading to the large R limit. After obtaining the ground state, we represent it in the Schmidt decomposition

|G〉 =
∑

k↑<L+1
k↓<L+1

αk↑,k↓ |k↑, k↓〉A |vac〉B +
∑

k↑<L+1
k↓≥L+1

αk↑,k↓ |k↑〉A |k↓ − L〉B (E.2)

+
∑

k↑≥L+1
k↓<L+1

αk↑,k↓ |k↓〉A |k↑ − L〉B +
∑

k↑≥L+1
k↓≥L+1

αk↑,k↓ |vac〉A |k↓ − L, k↑ − L〉B ,

where |ks〉X indicates there is a single up pointing spin in row s and position k in the subsystem X = {A,B}.
Moreover, we assume the state is normalized, so

∑
k↑,k↓

|αk↑,k↓ |2 = 1. The Schmidt decomposition implies

SEE = −(
∑

k↑,k↓∈B

|αk↑,k↓ |2) ln

 ∑
k↑,k↓∈B

|αk↑,k↓ |2
− ∑

k↑,k↓ /∈B

|αk↑,k↓ |2 ln |αk↑,k↓ |2), (E.3)

where k↑,↓ ∈ B if ks < L+ 1 for both s =↑, ↓. Similarly, the Rényi entropy is given by

Sq =
1

1− q
ln

(
∑

k↑,k↓∈B

|αk↑,k↓ |2)q +
∑

k↑,k↓ /∈B

|αk↑,k↓ |2q
 . (E.4)

We remind that λ = −t/µ and u = −U/4t, as has been defined throughout the work.

E.I. The Fermi-Hubbard model with two sites

Here we present in detail the analysis of the ground state of L = 1 with N↑ = N↓ = 1 of the Fermi-Hubbard
model at large bias. In this case, we have four relevant states |k↑, k↓〉 = {|1, 1〉 , |1, 2〉 , |2, 1〉 , |2, 2〉}. In this basis, the
Hamiltonian is restricted to the 4 × 4 matrix

ĤQL/µ = Ĥ0 + λV̂ =

0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1

+ λ

4u 1 1 0
1 0 0 1
1 0 0 1
0 1 1 4u

 . (E.5)

At λ = 0, the ground state is doubly degenerate. The standard first order perturbation theory leads to

|G〉 = α1,1 |1, 1〉A |vac〉B + α1,2 |1↑〉A |1↓〉B + α2,1 |1↓〉A |1↑〉B + α2,2 |vac〉A |1, 1〉B +O(λ3), (E.6)

α1,1 =
ε−

λ(4u−ε)(4uε−ε2+1)
(2ε−4u)((ε−4u)2+1)√
λ2+1

√
ε2+1

α2,1 = − λε√
λ2+1

√
ε2+1

α1,2 =
1−

λ(4uε−ε2+1)
(2ε−4u)((ε−4u)2+1)√
λ2+1

√
ε2+1

α2,2 = − λ√
λ2+1

√
ε2+1

,
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where the ground state energy is ε = 2u−
√

1 + 4u2. To leading order we find R = 1/λ2 and

SEE(R)− SEE(∞) =
lnR

R
(E.7)

Sq(R) =


1

1−qR
−q if 0 < q < 1

q
q−1

1
R if q > 1,

where

SEE(∞) = −
ε2 ln

(
ε√
ε2+1

)
− ln

(
ε2 + 1

)
ε2 + 1

. (E.8)

Sq(∞) =
1

1− q
ln

(
(

ε2

1 + ε2
)q + (

1

1 + ε2
)q
)
.

The above L = 1 results agree with the single conserved quantity scenario. However, as explained in the main
text, the entanglement typically attains a different power-law exponents. To observe the typical case, we explore the
Fermi-Hubbard model with four sites (L = 2) in the next section.

E.II. The Fermi-Hubbard model with four sites

Here we present in detail the analysis of the ground state of L = 2 with N↑ = N↓ = 1 of the Fermi-Hubbard model
at large bias. In this case, we have sixteen relevant states

|k↑, k↓〉 = {|1, 1〉 , |1, 2〉 , |1, 3〉 , |1, 4〉 , |2, 1〉 , |2, 2〉 , |2, 3〉 , |2, 4〉 , |3, 1〉 , |3, 2〉 , |3, 3〉 , |3, 4〉 , |4, 1〉 , |4, 2〉 , |4, 3〉 , |4, 4〉}.
(E.9)

In this basis, the Hamiltonian is restricted to the 16 × 16 matrix, where ĤQL/µ = Ĥ0 + λV̂ and

Ĥ0 =



0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1



, V̂ =



4u 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 1 4u 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 4u 1 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 4u



. (E.10)

At λ = 0, the ground state is again degenerate. Due to the size of the matrix, the analytical representation of the
perturbation theory becomes cumbersome. It is thus preferable to study the ground state entanglement properties
numerically. In Fig. 3, the numerical analysis of (E.10) exhibits the power-law exponents as reported in the main
text.

F. ENTANGLEMENT OF A MULTIPLE CONSERVED QUANTITIES: AUXILIARY PROOFS

In the main text, the power-law decay of ∆SEE ,∆Sq was obtained. The purpose of this section is to present the
derivation in detail.

First, we remind that representing
∣∣G(0)

〉
,
∣∣G(1)

〉
in the Schmidt decomposition as a superposition of eigenstates of

N̂ i
X was already demonstrated in appendix D.
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FIG. 3. For the Fermi-Hubbard model, the entanglement entropy (a) and the Rényi entropy with q = 3, 1
3

(b) and (c)

correspondingly are numerically calculated in the range λ ∈
[
10−4, 10−1

]
with t = 1, L = 2 and for the u parameters u =

{−1,−2,−3} (circles, triangles and squares correspondingly). All the points attain large R values and are fitted with good
agreement to the analytical predictions; ∆SEE(R) ∝ 1/

√
R, ∆Sq>1(R) ∝ 1/

√
R and ∆S0<q<1(R) ∝ 1/Rq. The legend α indicate

the fitted exponent values for the different plots. Note that the axes are plotted in logarithmic scales to highlight the power-law
structure of the entanglement.

Then, recall that for two conserved quantities, perturbation theory leads to the ground state written as∣∣∣G(0)
〉

=
∑
k,n2

αn2,k

∣∣ΦkN1,N2−n2

〉
A

∣∣Ψk
0,n2

〉
B

(F.1)∣∣∣G(1)
〉

=
∑
n1,n2

βn1,n2,k

∣∣∣φkN1−n1,N2−n2

〉
A

∣∣ψkn1,n2

〉
B
.

So, it is left to present the calculation where the ground state form leads to the announced power-law decay, for both
cases: I) Completely orthogonal sets Φ, φ and Ψ, ψ II) A single non-orthogonal pair Φ, φ.

F.I. Entanglement decay with completely orthonormal sets

Here we assume that 〈
ΦkN1,N2−n2

∣∣∣φk′N1−n1,N2−n′2

〉
=
〈

Ψk
0,n2

∣∣∣ψk′n′1,n′2〉 = 0. (F.2)

We can find R as a function of λ

R =
N1

∑
k,n2
|αk,n2

|2 +O(λ2)

λ2
∑
k,n1,n2

n1|βk,n1,n2
|2
. (F.3)

So, we find R ∝ N1/λ
2. The normalized ground state to first order is |G〉 = 1√

Nλ
(
∣∣G(0)

〉
+ λ

∣∣G(1)
〉
), where Nλ =∑

k,n2
(αk,n1)2 + λ2(βk,n1,n2)2 = N0 + λ2δN . The Schmidt coefficients are the sets

αk,n1√
Nλ

and
βk,n1,n2√
Nλ

. From the

above Schmidt coefficients, it is straight-forward to calculate the entanglement entropy. They both correspond to

the announced results in the main text. Note that indeed SEE(λ → 0) = −
∑
k,n1

|αk,n1
|2

N0
ln
|αk,n1

|2

N0
6= 0. Similarly,

Sq(λ→ 0) 6= 0.
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F.II. Entanglement decay with non-orthonormal sets

Let us now consider all the pairs Ψ, ψ to be orthonormal and all the pairs Φ, φ orthonormal as well except for one

non-orthogonal pair |v1〉 =
∣∣∣Φk′N1,N2−n′2

〉
, |v2〉 =

∣∣∣φk′N1,N2−n′2

〉
with their corresponding prefactors αn′2,k′ , β0,n′2k

′ being

set to a, b correspondingly.
To leading order R ∝ N1/λ

2. This remains unchanged as in the previous case since 〈N̂1
A〉 is still dominated by the

λ independent terms. Let us write the normalized ground state, traced out with respect to subsystem B:

1
Nλ

∑
Φ6=v1 αk,n2

∣∣ΦkN1,N2−n2

〉
+ 1
Nλ

∑
φ 6=v2 αk,n2

∣∣φkN1−n1,N2−n2

〉
(F.4)

+ a
Nλ |v1〉+ λb

Nλ |v2〉 .

Let us rewrite a |v1〉+ λb |v2〉 in an orthogonal fashion

a |v1〉+ λb |v2〉 = (a+ λb 〈v1|v2〉) |v1〉+ λb
√
u
∣∣v⊥2 〉 (F.5)

where
∣∣v⊥2 〉 = u−1/2(1̂v − |v1〉 〈v1|) |v2〉 and u = 1 − | 〈v1|v2〉 |2 and 1̂v is the unity operator in the subspace spanned

by v1,2. From the above, the normalized ground state, traced out with respect to subsystem B can be represented as

1

Nλ

∑
Φ6=v1

αk,n2

∣∣ΦkN1,N2−n2

〉
+

1

Nλ

∑
φ6=v2

αk,n2

∣∣φkN1−n1,N2−n2

〉
(F.6)

+
a+ λb 〈v1|v2〉

Nλ
|v1〉+

λb
√
u

Nλ
∣∣v⊥2 〉 .

Note that now the prefactors of the reduced ground state above (eq. F.6) are the Schmidt coefficients. We can calculate
the excess entanglement entropy from the previous section, leading to another constant contribution (swallowed into

∆SEE) and another contribution scaling like λ ∝ 1/
√
R. Notice that this contribution overtakes the lnR/R leading

contribution of the orthogonal pairs. Namely, we infer that ∆SEE ∝ 1/
√
R. Other non-orthogonal pairs, contributed

additional 1/
√
R terms and hence do not change the universal character of the power-law. Similarly using eq. F.6,

we find the results reported in the main text for Sq.
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