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The exact single-magnon entanglement evolution in Heisenberg chains is obtained using the Quan-
tum Correlation Transfer Function (QCTF) formulation. The individual spins’ entanglement is given
by a hypergeometric function, and its transient behavior is described via a Bessel function of the
first kind. The presented characterization through the lens of QCTF allowed for calculating the bal-
listic single-magnon entanglement edge velocity in Heisenberg chains, which has not been achieved
before. Our results can be extended to the multi-magnon regime, therefore opening up the means
to explain equilibration dynamics and thermodynamics in Heisenberg chains.

Introduction.- Understanding entanglement propaga-
tion in non-equilibrium many-body quantum systems is
valuable for both fundamental and practical reasons, es-
pecially given new developments in the understanding of
the interrelation between entanglement and thermody-
namics in quantum systems [1–4]. Integrable quantum
systems have been a primary subject in the study of en-
tanglement dynamics due to their importance and alge-
braic structure [5]. In this class of quantum systems,
quasi-particles can transport correlations throughout the
many-body lattice [6–12]. The development of macro-
scopic theories, including Generalized Hydrodynamics
(GHD) [13], to study finite-temperature quasi-particle
transport has been an extensive, ongoing research effort
[14–17]. In isolated quantum systems, thermal behav-
ior re-emerges through entanglement between the con-
stituents [18–21]. In this case, the long-time behavior of
generic local observables is conjectured to be given by
conventional thermodynamics ensembles at relevant ef-
fective temperatures [22–26]. In the case of integrable
systems, Generalized Gibbs Ensembles have been used
extensively to predict the asymptotic behavior of observ-
ables [27–31], including both successful [32–35] and un-
successful [36, 37] cases of this formulation in studying
the Heisenberg model. Despite the analytical progress in
studying entanglement, except in rare cases [38–40], the
exact time dependence, in particular the transient be-
havior, and the underlying mechanism of the equilibra-
tion process thus far have remained confined to numerical
treatments.
In relativistic quantum systems with short-length in-

teractions, Lieb and Robinson’s theorem provides a
bound based on the maximum group velocity and a re-
sulting causality light-cone for the ballistic propagation
of correlations, beyond which correlations must decay ex-
ponentially [41, 42]. This phenomenon has been experi-
mentally observed in several instances [43, 44]. The pres-
ence of long-range interactions breaks the Lieb-Robinson
bound, but further modifications can be made to ob-
tain the correlation transport velocity [45–49], which has
proven to remain finite under certain circumstances [50].
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Moreover, the spread of correlations is shown to have a
double causality structure with different velocities, where
one case corresponds to the edge - which is faster, given
by the phase velocity in the lattice - and the other case
is associated with the extremum of correlation transport
[47, 51].
This paper presents analytical results on entanglement

propagation in integrable Heisenberg chains through a
new lens, the Quantum Correlation Transfer Functions
(QCTFs) [52, 53]. In this framework, the dynamical
properties of a subsystem’s entanglement are encoded in
the residues of a complex (QCTF) function which can be
calculated directly from the system’s Hamiltonian and
its pre-quench state. Hence, in this framework, expo-
nentially expensive (i.e., with respect to the number of
bodies in the system) calculations of the system’s time
evolution can be avoided and the evolution of entangle-
ment can be directly obtained from the system’s Hamil-
tonian. To this end, the dynamics of entanglement is
quantified using a geometric measure: the squared area
spanned by projected wave functions (onto a local basis
for the subsystem of interest) [52]. In the case of two-
energy level subsystems, this measure of entanglement
reduces to the determinant of the reduced density matri-
ces in the Laplace domain. In order to obtain the QCTF
function, we assign a unique integer number to an arbi-
trary set of eigenstates for the underlying Hilbert space;
nevertheless, the residues of the QCTF, encoding entan-
glement between subsystems, are invariant to the chosen
basis.
This treatment enables a full analysis of the single-

magnon entanglement quench dynamics in ferromagnetic
Heisenberg spin- 12 chains with arbitrary length, thereby
going beyond numerical analyses, mean-field models, and
tensor-network-based approaches. The choice of local
quench based on a single-magnon excitation allows for
the study of the velocity of propagation of correlations
in the chain. In addition to the exact characterization
of entanglement dynamics in the chain with an arbitrary
number of spins, another main finding of this paper is
the exact calculation of the entanglement edge velocity
ve = e

2vgroup in anisotropic Heisenberg chains, with no
dependence on the anisotropy in the chain. Our results
add to the understanding of entanglement dynamics in
this well-studied class of integrable systems by reveal-
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ing new aspects of this phenomenon through the lens of
QCTF.

Model and QCTF Analysis.- The goal of this paper is
to study the quench entanglement dynamics of a single-
magnon state in an anisotropic Heisenberg chain with the
following Hamiltonian,

H = −J

N−1

2
∑

j=−N−1

2

(

Sx
j S

x
j+1 + Sy

j S
y
j+1 +∆(Sz

j S
z
j+1 −

1

4
)
)

,

(1)
of N (odd) number of spins with periodic boundary con-
dition, i.e., SN+1

2

= S−N−1

2

. Here, J and ∆ denote the in-

teraction strength and anisotropy. The pre-quench state
of the quantum chain is the single-magnon excitation of
one of the degenerate ferromagnetic states (S−

j |F 〉 = 0),

where S±
j = Sx

j ± iSy
j are the spin raising/lowering op-

erators at site j. Without loss of generality due to
transnational invariance, we choose the magnon state as
|0〉 .

= S
+
0 |F 〉. Since the product state |F 〉 is an eigenstate

of the Hamiltonian, the local quench in the magnon ex-
citation is exclusively responsible for the entanglement
evolution in the chain. In what follows, we study how
entanglement evolves and propagates through the chain,
using the QCTF formulation.

To construct a QCTF model, we start by labeling an
arbitrary set of basis kets for the one-magnon sector (with
〈

SZ
total

〉

= 〈∑Sz〉 = −N
2 +1) as |p〉 .

= S+
p |F 〉, where p =

−N−1
2 , · · · , 0, · · · , N−1

2 . Since [H, SZ
total] = 0, the higher-

order magnon sectors can be ignored in the resolvent
function, defined asG(s) = (sI− i

~
H)−1 ( s is the Laplace

variable). Employing the translational invariance of the

chain, the coordinate Bethe ansatz gives the eigenstates

of the chain as |K〉 = (N)−
1
2

∑

N−1

2

p=−N−1

2

eipK |p〉, with

dispersion relation E(K) = J(∆− cos(K)) and momenta
K = 2π

N
m; m = −N−1

2 , · · · , N−1
2 . Therefore, the resol-

vent defined in the sub- Hilbert space of interest (i.e.,
one-magnon sector) can be written as follows:

G(s) =
1

N

N−1

2
∑

m=−N−1

2

[(

s− iJ

~

(

∆− cos

(

2π

N
m

))

)−1

∑

p1,p2

e
2imπ

N
(p1−p2) |p1〉 〈p2|

]

.

(2)

In the QCTF framework, entanglement dynamics of
each individual spin can be obtained by finding the
residues of a corresponding QCTF transformation. The
first step is to find the QCTF centered at the spin num-
ber q (the subsystem of interest). For this model, the
QCTF is defined as [52]:

Kq(s, zd, za) =

N−1

2
∑

p=−N−1

2

p6=q

zq−p
d zq+p

a 〈0|G†(s∗)|p〉⋆ 〈q|G(s)|0〉 ,

(3)
where za, zd are complex variables and the operator ⋆
is the convolution in the s domain and regular multipli-
cation in zd and za domains [52]. In the remainder of
the paper, a basic application of this operator, namely
(s + iω1)

−1 ⋆ (s + iω2)
−1 = (s + i(ω1 + ω2))

−1 will be
used. Inserting (2) in the QCTF (3) leads to

Kq =
1

N2

N−1

2
∑

m1,m2,p=−N−1

2

p6=q

zq−p
d zq+p

a

(

s− iJ

~

(

cos

(

2π

N
m2

)

− cos

(

2π

N
m1

))

)−1

e
2iπ
N

(m1q−m2p). (4)

This formula can be understood as a three-variable trans-
formation of the density matrix: two transformations
with one parallel to the diagonal (zd) and the other per-
pendicular to the diagonal (za) array of elements of the
density matrix, as well as a transformation to the Laplace
domain (s), which reflects the time-evolution of entangle-
ment. Note that the dependence on ∆ is not present in
the QCTF function. This variable is a constant shift in
the energy of each fixed-magnon block on the diagonal
of the Hamiltonian, therefore it does not affect the linear
combination of eigenvalues that appears in the QCTF
entanglement measure. Having determined the QCTF,
the dynamical entanglement measure of spin q (Q̃q(s))
can be obtained using the following relation [52]:

Q̃q(s) =Res
zd=0
za=0

(

(zdza)
−1Kq(zd, za, s) ⋆K∗

q(1/z
∗
d, 1/z

∗
a, s

∗)
)

−Kd(s) ⋆K∗
d(s

∗),

(5)

with Kd(s) = Res
zd=0

(

z−1
d Kq(zd, za, s)

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

za=1

. One can show

that Q̃q(s) is the determinant of the reduced density ma-
trix of spin q, in the Laplace domain [52]. These residues
can easily be found upon expanding the ⋆ multiplication
in (5) using (4), which gives the following dynamical en-
tanglement measure:
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Q̃q(s) =
1

N4

∑

m1,m2
m3,m4

p6=q

(

s− iJ

~

(

cos

(

2π

N
m2

)

−cos

(

2π

N
m1

)

−cos

(

2π

N
m4

)

+cos

(

2π

N
m3

))

)−1

e
2iπ
N

(

q(m1−m3)+p(m4−m2)
)

.

(6)

FIG. 1. Exact evolution of entanglement after a local quench
at t = 0 in the middle of the chain obtained using the QCTF
formulation. Due to periodic boundary condition and trans-
lational symmetry, all of the spins can be considered to be in
the middle of the chain. The evolution shows clear light-cone
behavior until quasi-particles arrive at the middle of the chain
(located at the upper and lower edges of the figure).

This equation provides the frequency spectrum of the dy-
namical entanglement of spin q. By taking the inverse
Laplace transform, one finds the entanglement time-
evolution of each spin, which is shown in Figure 1 for
N = 33 spins. Note that the poles of this function (6)
has the inversion symmetry mi ↔ −mi and also the
m1 ↔ m4, m2 ↔ m3 symmetries.
Analysis- We will present two different analyses of

equation (6), respectively in the frequency and time do-
mains. The relation (6) shows that the entanglement

frequency components (poles of Q̃q(s)) must be upper-

bounded by |s| < 4J
~
. Importantly, as will be demon-

strated, the frequencies in the upper half region, 2J
~

<

|s| < 4J
~
, are highly (polynomially in N) suppressed and

therefore negligible in the N → ∞ limit. To produce
these frequencies on the higher end of the spectrum, co-
operative addition of all four terms in the frequency ar-
gument (i.e., cos

(

2π
N
mi

)

) is required, which necessarily
rules that m2 6= m4. In this case, the inner summation
over p will lead to:

∑

p6=q

e
2iπ
N

(

q(m1−m3)+p(m4−m2)
)

= −e
2iπ
N

q(m1−m3+m4−m2).

(7)
Therefore, the inner summation reduces to a number
with unit norm. Given the N−4 scaling in Q̃q(s), this
situation not only suppresses all of the higher end fre-

quencies (2J
~

< |s| < 4J
~
), but also the majority of fre-

quencies on the lower end (0 < |s| < 2J
~
). As a result,

the dominant frequencies correspond to m2 = m4.
Entanglement of the initially excited spin (i.e., q = 0)

can be obtained directly from (6). In this case, the inten-
sity of the dominant frequencies is proportional to their
abundance. Thus, finding the intensity of each frequency
component in the entanglement measure entails counting
the instances when each particular frequency emerges as
the four-tuple (m1,m2,m3,m4) varies. This statement
follows since the exponential term becomes unity when
q = 0 and m2 −m4 = 0. As a result, the entanglement
frequency spectrum of the initially excited spin (q = 0)
consists of two equal-intensity lines (see Figure 2), one for
m1m3 6= 0, and one for m1m3 = 0, with lower intensity
due to a lower number count.

Analogously, for the general case of q 6= 0, the dynam-
ical measure (6) gives the propagation of entanglement
throughout the chain. Here, the transient behavior of en-
tanglement (corresponding to the fast time scales) is of
main interest. Transient features of entanglement corre-
spond to the poles close to |s| ≈ 2J

~
, which can be verified

to correspond to the following (note that all frequencies
appear in positive and negative pairs; Here only positive
frequencies are considered for brevity):

m2 = m4, (m1,m3) ≈ (0,±π). (8)

Therefore, the fastest dominant peak corresponds to:

(m1,m3) = (0,±N − 1

2
). (9)

By employing the new set of variables ǫ = |m1|−|m3|−N
2

and δ = |m1|+ |m3|− N
2 , the intensity (Iq) and frequency

(ωq) of the (non-zero) dominant peaks are:

Iq(ǫ, δ) ∝ (−1)q
(

cos
(

2πq
N

ǫ
)

+ cos
(

2πq
N

δ
)

)

, (10)

ωq(ǫ, δ) =
2J
~
cos
(

π
N
ǫ
)

cos
(

π
N
δ
)

. (11)

As a result, based on (10), one expects to observe a string
of poles, close to and below the cut-off frequency (2J

~
),

the intensity of which decay to zero (and cross the hor-
izontal axis in Figure 2) more rapidly as q increases. A
simple calculation shows that these crossings of the zero
intensity line occur each time |m1| or |m3| crosses the
pole near N

2 − N
4q and N

4q . Therefore, the first (meaning

closest to the cut-off frequency) crossing corresponds to
m1 = ±N−1

2 and |m3| ≈ N
4q , which, according to (11),

will be at the frequency (shown with red marks in Figure
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FIG. 2. Entanglement frequency spectra for q = 0 (initially excited spin) and further spins (q denotes the distance). The spectra
consist of two main classes of poles: dominant poles that contribute mainly to the entanglement evolution and suppressed poles,
with intensities close to Iq = 0. For the initially excited spin (q = 0), the dominant frequency spectrum consists of two equi-
intensity lines of poles (refer to the main text for explanation). For further spins, the frequency spectra feature a string of
poles close to the cut-off frequency (ω = 2J

~
) that approach zero in intensity at ≈ 2J cos2( pi

4q
) (these poles are marked by

red circles), more rapidly for larger q. More generally, further spins exhibit spectra that are more oscillatory in intensity (see
equation (10)), which leads to filtering out the fast modes in the entanglement dynamics and eventually to delayed development
of entanglement.

2):

2J cos

(

π

4q
− π

2N

)

cos

(

π

4q
+

π

2N

)

≈ 2J cos2(
π

4q
).

(12)
This mechanism filters out fast modes through the oscil-
latory behavior of poles near the cut-off frequency, lead-
ing to retarded growth of entanglement for farther spins
(larger q). This behavior is analyzed in detail in the fol-
lowing paragraphs.
Here, we present an alternative and more in-depth

analysis of the transient entanglement dynamics in the
time domain. We demonstrate that entanglement of
spins at the q’th distance from the initially quenched
spin obeys the transient behavior ∼ (vet

q
)2q, where ve is

a universal constant of the chain and describes the veloc-
ity of propagation for the entanglement edge. Given the
even symmetry of the frequency components, the inverse
Laplace transform of (6), which gives the entanglement
dynamics of spin q, has the following general form in the
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time domain:

Qq(t) =
∑

j

Iq,j cos(ωjt), (13)

where j is the index for all possible frequencies (ωj =
−isj, with sj being the poles of (6)), arising from the
four-tuples (m1,m2,m3,m4), and Iq,j is the intensity
corresponding to ωj , when considering spin q. There-
fore, all of the odd derivatives (with respect to time) of
Qq(t) at t = 0 vanish and the even derivatives are:

Q(2r)
q (t)

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=0

= (−1)r
∑

j

Iq,jω2r
j . (14)

We define the vector Iq .
= [Iq,1, · · · , Iq,j , · · · ]T , thus,

given that all of the first even (up to 2(q − 1)) deriva-
tives of Qq(t) vanish at t = 0 we have the following linear
system of equations:

V Iq = 0 (15)

where V is the following (transposed) Vandermonde ma-
trix:

(Vkj)
.
= (iωj)

2(k−1); k = 1, · · · , q. (16)

Thus, the intensities in the entanglement dynamics of
the q’th spin, i.e., Iq, should belong to the null space of
V . The proof of this statement can be found in the sup-
porting material. Moreover, it is shown that the higher
(than 2(q − 1)) order derivatives of Qq(t), denoted by

Q(2(q+k̄))
q (t), are:

Q(2(q+k̄))
q (t)

∣

∣

∣

∣

t=0

=(
J

2~
)2(q+k̄)(−1)k̄

(

2(q + k̄)

k̄, q, q + k̄

)

× 2F1(−k̄,−k̄ − q; q + 1; 1),

(17)

where 2F1 denotes the Gaussian hypergeometric func-
tion. Note that this expression is exact for 0 ≤ k̄ < q and,
for larger k̄’s, the contribution from suppressed poles in
the entanglement frequency spectrum starts to emerge.
The contributions of the suppressed poles are polynomi-
ally small in the entanglement’s transient behavior.
To study the transient behavior of entanglement, the

lower order terms in the Taylor series expansion of (17)
can be used. By transient, we are referring to the evolu-
tion of entanglement before the quasi-particles reach the
qth distant spin, wherein entanglement is exponentially
(in q) small, in accordance to the Lieb-Robinson theorem.
For this purpose, The entanglement measure Qq(t) can
be re-written in its asymptotic Taylor expansion form,
which reveals an important feature of the entanglement
dynamics: the faster than the group velocity propagation
of entanglement in the system. Based on the fact that all
lower (than 2qth) derivatives of Qq(t) vanish, and using
the Stirling’s approximation, q! ≈ √

2πq(q/e)q, the lead-
ing term (k̄ = 0) in the Taylor expansion of Qq(t) that
governs the transient behavior of entanglement is:

1

(q!)2
(
Jt

2~
)2q ≈ 1

2πq
(
t

τq
)2q; τq =

2q~

Je
. (18)

Accordingly, the following is the speed at which the edge
of entanglement transports down the chain:

ve =
eJ

2~
=

e

2
vg. (19)

Therefore, τq = 2q~
eJ

is the time before which entangle-
ment is exponentially (in q) small for qth distant spin
from the initially excited spin (see equation (18)). As we
expect, τq depends linearly on q, when q ≫ 1. Further-
more, by considering all orders of the Taylor series, the
transient entanglement evolution, given by the hypergeo-
metric function (17), can be approximated as follows (see
the supplementary material for derivation):

Qtransient
q (t) ≈ αqJ2q(

2Jt

~
), (20)

where J2q is a Bessel function of the first kind, of order

2q and αq
.
= (4−q)

(

2q
q

)

. We should note that since in

(20), all terms in the Taylor series of Qq(t) are used,
in comparison with (18), where only the leading term is
used, this equation provides an enhanced approximation
of the transient entanglement evolution up to time ~

J
,

which is beyond the entanglement edge (τq).

Summary - In this paper, we fully obtained the evo-
lution of entanglement in an arbitrarily long Heisenberg
spin chain after a local quench. The QCTF-based anal-
ysis allowed for the study of this phenomenon through
a new lens. This method of analysis circumvented the
calculation of the time evolution of the system’s state to
obtain the entanglement measure Q̃q(s) directly from the
system’s Hamiltonian. Moreover, the QCTF allowed for
detailed analysis in the frequency domain, in addition to
an accompanying time-domain analysis, which revealed
the velocity of the entanglement edge in this class of spin
chains. This velocity, in addition to providing fundamen-
tal insight into the mechanism of correlation transport in
Heisenberg chains, is of practical importance to quantum
information processing technologies; Most significantly,
this velocity prescribes the fastest rate at which infor-
mation can be transported beyond quantum tunneling
effects in quantum networks with similar effective dy-
namics.

A natural direction for future QCTF research, entails
consideration of multi-magnon entanglement evolution in
Heisenberg XXZ chains, which should provide insights
into into the non-equilibrium quantum statistics in this
class of system. Moreover, by implementing the “string
hypothesis” of the Bethé ansatz in the QCTF frame-
work, entanglement dynamics in Heisenberg chains can
be studied in a variety of global quench settings, such
as the tilted-ferromagnetic state [10]. Ultimately, we
hope to use the QCTF framework to study the problem
of entanglement propagation in Heisenberg chains with
long-range interactions. This class of systems is not inte-
grable and therefore requires further effort (e.g., employ-
ing time-independent perturbation theory) to handle.
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I. PROOF THAT THE FIRST q − 1 EVEN DERIVATIVES OF Qq(t) ARE ZERO

Equation (15) in the main text, can be written in a more general form as follows:

Bq = V rIq, (S.1)

where Iq is defined in the main text, and V r is the transposed Vandermonde matrix

(V r
kj)

.
= (iωj)

2(k−1); k = 1, · · · , r. (S.2)

Here, we prove that the Bq
r, which is the r(≤ r)th element of Bq is equal to zero if r ≤ q.

Given the structure of Vandermonde matrix, and frequencies ωj we have:

V r
r,j = (

iJ

~
)2(r−1)

∑

∑
4
j=1

rj=2(r−1)

(

2(r − 1)

r1, r2, r3, r4

)

(−1)r1+r4
∏

i=1,··· ,4

cosri(
2π

N
mi), (S.3)

where j is an arbitrary index for the four-tuple members of the set {(m1,m2,m3,m4)}.
Using the power reduction formula for cosri , the product in (S.3) can be rewritten as
follows:

∏

i=1,··· ,4

cosri(
2π

N
mi) =

∏

i=1,··· ,4

(

δri,2l
2ri

(

ri
ri
2

)

+
1

2ri−1

⌊
ri−1

2
⌋

∑

ki=0

(

ri
ki

)

cos(
2π(ri − 2ki)

N
mi)

)

,

(S.4)
where the Kronecker delta δri,2l should hold for some l, i.e., the first term is non-zero only
for even ri’s. From equation (6) in the main text, Iq

j is:

Iq
j = N−4

∑

p6=q

e
2iπ
N

(

q(m1−m3)+p(m4−m2)
)

=−N−4e
2iπq

N
(m1−m3+m4−m2)(1− δm2,m4

)

+ (N − 1)N−4e
2iπq
N

(m1−m3)δm2,m4

= −N−4e
2iπq

N
(m1−m3+m4−m2)

+N−3e
2iπq

N
(m1−m3)δm2,m4

.

(S.5)

Additionally, employing the following orthogonality conditions (for 0 < pi < N):

N−1
∑

mi=0

cos(
πp1
N

mi) cos(
πp2
N

mi) =
N

2
δ|p1|,|p2|,

N−1
∑

mi=0

cos(
πp1
N

mi) sin(
πp2
N

mi) = 0, (S.6)
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implies that only terms involving purely cos(.)’s in the expansion (upon using the Euler
formula) of the exponential terms in (S.5) should be kept.
Now that we have expanded the elements of both matrices V and I, we can proceed with
finding the elements of Bq, which is given by the matrix product (S.1). Upon putting
together equations (S.3-S.5) and the orthogonality conditions (S.6), it is easy to confirm
that the smallest r for which Bq

r, is non-zero, corresponds to r1 = r3 = q, r2 = r4 = 0 which
gives r = q + 1. This proves at all first (q − 1) even derivatives (as well as all of the odd
ones) of Qq(t) vanish.

II. PROOF OF EQUATION (17) IN THE MAIN TEXT

Building upon our reasoning in the previous Section, for q < r ≤ 2q, only the terms cor-
responding to r1 = q+2k1 and r3 = q+2k3 survive and the rth element, Bq

r,, corresponding

to the r− 1 = 2(q+ k1 + k3)
.
= 2(q+ k̄) derivative (given k̄ < q) can be rewritten as follows

(by performing the matrix multiplication in (S.1) and using (S.3-S.6):

Bq

r=2(q+k̄)+1,
=

∑

k1+k3=k̄

1

4
(
iJ

~
)2(q+k1+k3)

(−1)q

22(q+k1+k3−1)

(

2q + 2k1 + 2k3
q + 2k1

)(

q + 2k1
k1

)(

q + 2k3
k3

)

= (
J

~
)2(q+K̄) (−1)k̄

22(q+k̄)

k̄
∑

k1

(

2(q + k̄)

q + 2k1

)(

q + 2k1
k1

)(

q + 2(k̄ − k1)

k̄ − k1

)

= (
J

~
)2(q+K̄) (−1)k̄(2(q + k̄)!)

22(q+k̄)

k̄
∑

k1

1

k1!(q + k1)!(q + k̄ − k1)!(k̄ − k1)!

= (
J

2~
)2(q+K̄)(−1)k̄

(

2(q + k̄)

k̄, q, q + k̄

)

2F1(−k̄,−k̄ − q; q + 1; 1).

(S.7)

where 2F1(−k̄,−k̄ − q; q + 1; 1) is a Gaussian hypergeometric function. This leads to (17)
in the main text.

III. PROOF OF EQUATION (20) IN THE MAIN TEXT

Given the high-order derivatives (S.7) of the entanglement measure Qq(t), one can write
the following Taylor expansion:

Qq(t) =

∞
∑

k̄=0

(−1)k̄

k̄!(2q + k̄)!
(
Jt

2~
)2(q+k̄)

k̄
∑

k1=0

(

k̄

k1

)(

2q + k̄

q + k1

)

=

∞
∑

k̄=0

(−1)k̄

k̄!(2q + k̄)!
(
Jt

2~
)2(q+k̄)

k̄
∑

k1=0

(

k̄

k1

)(

2q + k̄

q + k̄ − k1

)

=
∞
∑

k̄=0

(

2(q + k̄)

q + k̄

)

(−1)k̄

k̄!(2q + k̄)!
(
Jt

2~
)2(q+k̄).

(S.8)

The transient behavior of the entanglement can be assessed by first defining:

αn
.
= 4−n

(

2n

n

)

, (S.9)
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and by substituting
(2(q+k̄)

q+k̄

)

with 4q+k̄αq (note that αn varies slowly for large n), the

transient dynamics is given by:

Qtransient
q (t) = αq

∞
∑

k̄=0

(−1)k̄

k̄!(2q + k̄)!
(
Jt

~
)2(q+k̄) = αqJ2q(

2Jt

~
). (S.10)
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