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Entanglem ent entropy of random quantum critical points in one dim ension
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Forquantum critical spin chainsw ithout disorder, it is known that the entanglem ent ofa segm ent
of N 1 spinsw ith the rem ainder is logarithm ic In N w ith a prefactor xed by the central charge
of the associated conform al eld theory. W e show that for a class of strongly random quantum
soin chains, the sam e logarithm ic scaling holds for m ean entanglem ent at criticality and de nes a
criticalentropy equivalent to centralcharge in thepure case. Thise ective centralcharge isobtained
for H eisenberg, XX, and quantum Ising chains using an analytic real-space renom alization group
approach believed to be asym ptotically exact. For these random chains, the e ective universal
central charge is characteristic of a universality class and is consistent w ith a c-theorem .

Second-order phase transitions at zero tem perature
show universal scaling behavior detem ined by the col-
Jective physics of quantum uctuations. Recently the
scaling of the entanglem ent near such quantum critical
points has been of special interest: at a quantum criti-
calpoint, the length scale overwhich di erent regions of
the system are entangled becom es divergent. T he entan—
glem ent near criticality was shown to obey a universal
scaling law in som e one-din ensional (1D ) system s. M ost
quantum phase transitions n pure 1D system s are in—
variant under local confom al transform ations, and the
entanglem ent at a critical point is related to the central
charge of the associated conform al eld theory 'E:, ::2:].

O urprin ary result isthat there existsuniversalentan—
glem ent scaling even for a class of disordered quantum
critical points in one din ension that are not conform ally
Invariant. T he gpeci ¢ theories considered here describe
random quantum spin chains: the Heisenberg, XX, and
quantum Ising chainsw ith random nearest-neighbor cou—
pling have been previously found, B,:_li] using a realspace
renom alization-group RG) approach, to be describbed
by strongly disordered criticalpoints, as review ed below .

T he entanglem ent of a pure quantum -m echanical state
J iw ith respect to a partition into two subsystem sA and
B is the von Neum ann entropy of the reduced density
m atrix for either subsysten :

S= Tralg, a= Trp bg, s @)
w here the reduced density m atrix » for subsystem A is
obtained by tracing over a basis . of subsystem B
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N ote that this pure-state entanglem ent ofa soin chain E]
di ers from the two-spin m ixed-state entanglem ent '5, ::Z],
which also has special behavior near a phase transition,
but is only nonzero at short distances and is tied to the
soin-spin correlator rather than the central charge ig].
For conform ally invariant critical theories In one di-
m ension ﬁl_:], the entanglem ent ofa nite region of size L

w ith the rem ainder of the system grow s logarithm ically
In L at a critical point, whilk away from criticality the
entanglem ent is localized near the boundaries of the sub—
system and goesto a constant for Jarge L . For critical lat—
tice m odels lke quantum spin chains, the entanglem ent
of a segm ent of L sites w ith the rem aining sites grow s
as log, L, with a coe cient determm ined by the central
charge of the conform al eld theory (CFT) fn_')']:
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Here c and c are the holom orphic and antiholom orphic
central charges of the CFT (for the cases we discuss
c = c), which control several physical properties such
as low —tem perature speci c heat. Slightly o criticality,
the spin chain hasa nite entanglem ent length , and the
entanglem ent saturatesasL ! 1 toS %S Iog,

An exampl of a quantum spin chain that is criti-
calw fthout disorder is the antiferrom agnetic H eisenberg
m odel; the ground state of the spin-half chain
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is quantum critical for the antiferrom agnetic case J > 0.
Staggered spin-spin correlations, ( 1y ¥hs; &, &I
o asl=j Jjjup to logarithm ic corrections.

T he nature ofquantum spin chainsw ith quenched ran—
dom ness at zero tem perature is quite di erent from the
above pure case. It is believed that any initial random —
ness In the distrbution of couplings drives the system at
long distances to a random quantum critical point: in
RG language, disorder is a relevant perturbation to the
pure critical points. This ow to strong disorder occurs
for the Heisenberg chain, the XX chain, which has cou—
pling only In two spin directions, and the quantum Ising
chain, which has couplings iIn one spin direction plus a
nom alm agnetic eld (poth m ade random ).

The low energy properties of the random H eisenberg
and XX models are described by the random singlkt
phase t_l-g]. This is shown using the realspace RG ap—
proach Ej,:g, :_l-(_)'] W e review the realspace RG approach
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FIG.1l:a.RG decin ation step: ifJ; is the strongest bond in

the chain, sites i and i+ 1 form a singlet (solid line); which

diagonalizes J;Si $ 1. Quantum uctuations produce an
e ective interaction between sites i 1 and i+ 2 (dashed
line). b. The random singlt ground state. N ote that singlets

m ay connect arbitrarily distant sites.

and the random sihglt ground state, starting w ith the
random H eisenberg H am iltonian
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The sam e results apply to the XX chain. h Eq. @), Ji's
are drawn from any nonsingular distribution E].

The realspace RG analysis consists of tteratively nd-—
Ing the strongest bond, eg. J;, and diagonalizing i inde—
pendently ofthe rest ofthe chain. T his leads to a singlet
between spinsiand i+ 1 in zeroth order Figia):

3 @i= 3 iiiel—E i1l H"w1D) J o w1is 6
N ext, we treat the rest ofthe H am iltonian as a perturba-
tion. Ifwebegin w ith strong disorder (the distribution of
InJ; iswide), we can assum e that J; J; 17Ji+ 1, and
use degenerate second order perturbation theory. This
Jeads to a Heisenberg interaction between the neighbor-
Ing spinsat sitesi 1 and i+ 2 wih strength

Ji 1Jir1

< Ji 173947 Ji41¢ (7)
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Ji 2=
T hus we elin nate two sites, and reduce the Ham ilto—
nian’senergy scale. terating these steps gives the ground
state. A though thism ethod ispatently not correct when
applied to a chain w ith little disorder, it is stillapplicable
and is asym ptotically correct at large distances. 'Q]

The RG leads to an integro-di erential ow equation
for the bond coupling distrbution. This equation is
best stated In tem s of the logarithm ic coupling strength

= ]ng and RG ow parameter = In -2, where
is the H am iltonian’s initial energy scale, and is its re—
duced energy scale. T hese variables capture the scaling
properties of the problem ; eg., neglectinga h2,Eq. ('j)
issmply i 1;42 = i 1+ ir1. Note that strongest
bondshave = 0.Intetmmsof and we havel_'ll_%:]
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FIG .2: Theentanglem ent entropy ofa segm ent is the num ber
of singlets that connect the segm ent w ith the rest ofthe chain
(shaded area). In this exam ple there are two such singlets.

The follow iIng solution is an attractor to essentially all
Initialbond distributions, and it describes the low -energy
behavior of the spin chain: []
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T his is the random -singlet xed point distribution.

The real space RG show s that the spin chain is In the
random -singlet phase. In this phase sihglkts form n a
random fashion over all length scales, and can connect
soins arbitrarily far apart F ig. :;L:b) . Long-distance sin—
glkts form at low energy scales. O n average,
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where isthe length scal of singlets form ing at energy
scale = (E . The Iong range of the low -energy sin—
glkts leads to slow Iy decaying average correlations, w hich
for the random H eisenberg m odel decay algebraically,
and not exponentially as one would expect from the lo-
calized nature of the random -singlet state.

Let us focus on the entanglem ent entropy of the ran—
dom H eisenberg m odel. T he entanglem ent of a spin-1=2
particle In a singlet w ith another such particle is1, which
is the entropy ofthe two states ofa soin w ith its partner
traced out. The entanglem ent of a segm ent of the ran—
dom Heisenberg chain is just the num ker of singkts that
connect sites inside to sites outside the segm ent F ig. -'_2) .

To obtain the entanglem ent, we calculate the num ber,
N , of singlts that form over a single bond B (in the
exam ple above, we form sihglets between sites i and i+
1, and later in the RG between sitesi 1 and i+ 2,
etc.). If (@sa rst approxin ation) we neglect the history
dependence of the distrdbution of bond B, we can nd
N by using the distrbution ofbond strengths, Eq. 9).
W hen we change the energy scale ! a, !

+ d ,allbondswith 0 < < d getdecinated. The
average num ber of decin ations over bond B grow s by

11)

which ladstoN = In

T his picture breaks down once SJrlq]ets ex?ge_d the size
L of the ssgment , when by Eq. 10) = L. So the
num ber of singlets em anating from the segm ent of size
L, ie. its entanglem ent w ith the rest of the chai, is

P —
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where k is a nonuniversal constant, which also depends
on the Initial realization of the disorder.

N eglecting the history of B allowed us to see sinply
w hy the entropy depends on InL, but the coe cient we
obtained is not correct. To Include the history ofB , we
note from Egs. (rj,-'g) that the bond strength distribution
ofB right after being decim ated at ( is
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Now we ask at what isB decin ated again. To answer
this,weneeda ow equation orQ ( )siniartoEqg. (_8).

R
In the ollow ng,weusetheconventionthat d Q ()=

0
p isthe probability that bond B was not yet decim ated

at scale .W ih thisconvention mmind,Q ( ) obeys
de()=@Q@() 20 ()P (0)
(14)
+2P Q) daidz (14 2 P (2)Q (1):

The rsttem isdueto the changein when changes,
the second and third tem s account orB’s ow due to
one of is two nnghbors form Ing a sihglkt. Note that

‘fjp = Q 0).Eqg. Cl4| can be solved using the ansatz:
Q ()= a +b— P () 15)
by substituting Eq. {15) in Eq. {14) we cbtain
da _ da .db _ db _ .
= T=b 2aig= = btajy
_(1e)
wihl=I = ¢.Aloa,= 0;b, =1, from Eq. {13).

Next we calculate the rate of singlkt form ation over
B . First, note that the survival probability p obeys
p = a tb anddependson onl throughl= In = 4.
T herefore the duration 1 between two consecutive sin-—
glts form Ing on bond B is independent of . Thisalso
proves that the num ber of singlets overB is proportional
to In . To nd the proportionality constant we calcu—
late the average duration hli be’cﬂeen decin ations; the

num ber of bonds isthen N = E W e have
7 7z
hli= dp 1= dla 1: a7)
0
- 1 3 pgl 3+ 31
From Eq. (l6) one ndsa = »;z e 2 ez

Inserting this In Eq. ﬁ_l-]‘) we nd hli= 3. Therefore:
h2

2 +k=Tbg2L+k: (18)

Hence the e ective centralcharge’ ofthe random H eisen—

berg chaln ise= 1
the pure H eisenberg chain tin es an irrational num ber.

In2, which is the central charge of

FIG. 3: (a) Typical ground state In the random quantum

Isingm odel. Tt form ed as follow s; sites 2 and 3 form a cluster,
site 1 is frozen In the x direction, site 0 pins the cluster of
2 and 3, and nally the large cluster is frozen along x. ()
T he entanglem ent of a segm ent L is given by the num ber of
decin ated clusters that connect the segm ent w ith the rest of
the chain (shaded area). In this exam ple there are two such
clusters: sites 2 and 3, and sites 1 and 4.

W e discuss the interpretation and physical conse—
quences of this e ective central charge below, but st
obtain its value for the quantum Ising case. The pure
quantum Ising m odelhas a wellknown ferrom agnetic to
param agnetic phase transition. Tts random analog is

hi™; 19)

where h; and J; are random , and are soin-1/2 Pauli
m atrices. Thism odelalso has a ferrom agnetic to param —
agnetic phase transition, describbed by a random critical
point sim ilar to the random singlt phase Ei]. Hence we
expect entanglem ent in the quantum Ising case also to
scale logarithm ically w ith the size L ofthe test segm ent.
A sw ith the random H eisenberg case, we use realspace
RG to study the ground state of the random quantum
Ising model Fig. :_I%a) . Again we diagonalize the tem
w ith the largest energy scale in the Ham iltonian; if it is
g irE  ,weset sitesiand i+ 1 to point In the same
deECt'_'IOl’l, ] 11,1+ 1= j 1"1+ 1l+ jufl#rr 1 ll thus creaUng
a ferrom agnetic cluster. Q uantum uctuations yield an
e ective transverse el on the cluster,
hihiy g
h1;1+ 1= J (

i
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If the term with largest energy happens to be Y,
we set the ith spin point in the x direction, j 4 =
o4i= 91—5 (#"11i+ #:1), by which we decin ate the ith
soin. Quantum uctuations produce an e ective Ising
coupling between sitesi 1 and i+ 1 with strength:

Ji 1Ji
h;

Ji 15441 = ( Ji 17Ji7hy) e (21)
TheRG ow equations for the distrlbutions ofh; and

J; asa function of = maxfJ ;;h;g support an attractor

In which the logarithm ic coupling distrlbbutions, R ( )

P (),wih —]n— =]nh,a]:eg3yenbytherandom

singlet expression In Eq. @) A s for the random singlet



scaling, at criticality the absolute length  ofthedom ains
decin ated by the transverse eld scales as 2,

At low energy, larger and larger ferrom agneth clus-
ters are form ed and then decin ated. For a segm ent of
length L, ferrom agnetic clusters which are com pletely
w ithin or com pletely outside the segm ent and decin ated
by the transverse eld do not a ect the entanglem ent.
The only contributionscom e from ferrom agneticdom ains
that cross the boundary of the segm ent F i. -'_I%b), and
each such cluster contrbutes 1 to the entanglem ent.

Nextwe calculate how m any ferrom agnetic clustersare
form ed and decin ated over an edge of the segm ent. At
a given energy scale, the edge of the segm ent can either
separate tw o unpaired sites, orbe contained in a cluster
which is partially in the segm ent Wwhen such a clister
is decin ated the edge retums to the rst case). At the
criticalpoint these possibilitiesm ust occurw ith the sam e
probability by a selfduality of the quantum Ising m odel
(B, 13]). Hence the probabilty that the edge is in an
active cluster at scale isp = 1=2. By the analysis as
for the H eisenberg chain,wecbtainN ()= p 1 ,and

1 h2
SL=€]nL+k=?]og2L+k; (22)
with k a non-universal constant. The e ective central
charge ofthe random quantum Isingm odelise= 1=2 In2
—In 2 tim es the central charge in the pure system .

Eqg. (.‘_2-@‘) show s that the critical quantum Ising chain
has half the entanglem ent of the random sihglet phase.
But both of these are In the sam e in nie-random ness

xed point scaling category, so a di erence in the entan—
glem ent entropy m ay seem surprising. However, these
tw o systam s also di er in their tem poral correlations:

< 2505 ) > i @3)
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wih z= 2 forthe XXZ modelsand z = 1 for the quan-
tum Ising m odel. These two sin ilar strong-random ness
xed points belong to di erent universality classes, and
the e ective central charge is sensitive to this di erence.
For pure chains, the prefactors of correlation functions
are non-universal but the central charge is universal. Tn
the random case, non-universalcorrelation prefactorsare
generated by inaccuracies of the order of the lattice spac—
ing in the location ofthe low energy e ective spins; these
occur when the RG scake s still large [ 2i. Such errors

do not a ect the universal coe cient of the logarithm ic
divergence of the entropy, but m odify the additive non—
universal ‘surface term ’ k in Egs. ('_l-é_i, :_l-g') . Note that

entanglem ent is selfaveraging as chain length N ! 1 .
The central charges we nd for the random H eisen—
berg, XX, and quantum Ising chains are those of the
pure m odels tim es In 2. A lthough irrational, these cen—
tral charges are universal quantities w hich describe the
universality class of the random chains. An exam pl of
the In portance of ¢ in the pure case is the well known

\c-theorem " t_l-Z_'i] that if an RG ow connects one criti-
calpoint A to another critical point B, then ¢ @ .
T he values of ¢ obtained here or random system s sug-
gest, given the relevance of disorder in these system s,
that there is a generalized etheorem based on entangle-
m ent even for nonconfom al quantum critical points in
1D .Thism ay In ply constraintson the valuesofe for spin
chains obtained by, eg., disordering higher-soin CF T s.

Since only certain rationalvalues of c are allowed for
wellbehaved CFTswih ¢ < 1, the irrational e for ran—
dom critical points is a fundam ental di erence between
pure and random cases. This is ram iniscent of the irra-
tionalresidualentropy that appears in quantum In purity
problem s and satis es a \g-theorem ." El4

The ratio between the random and pure values of e
is unexpectedly the sam e for all the di erent chainswe
studied. Perhaps e of any random xed point derived
from a pure conform ally nvariant point is the product
of the central charge of the pure theory and a universal
num ber determ ined by the ow from the pure to the ran—
dom xed point. Num ericson the random X X m odelvia
its freeferm ion representation could determ ine whether
€ appears as a universal am plitude as In the clean case
for quantities beyond entanglem ent. It is clear already
that the universal logarithm ic scaling of entanglem ent
provides a powerful way to characterize both pure and
random quantum critical points In one din ension.
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