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A nalytic R elations betw een Localizable Entanglem ent and String C orrelations

in Spin System s
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W estudy therelation between therecently de�ned localizable entanglem entand generalized cor-

relationsin quantum spin system s.D i�erently from thecurrentbelief,thelocalizable entanglem ent

is always given by the average ofa generalized string. Using sym m etry argum ents we show that

in m ostspin-1/2 and spin-1 system sthe localizable entanglem entreducesto thespin-spin orstring

correlations,respectively.W eprovethatageneralclassofspin-1system s,which includestheHeisen-

berg m odel,can be used as perfect quantum channel. These conclusions are obtained in analytic

form and con�rm som e resultsfound previously on num ericalgrounds.

PACS num bers:75.10.Pq,03.65.U d,03.67.M n

Entanglem ent is one of the m ost speci�c features

of Q uantum M echanics (Q M ), �rst recognized by

Schr�odinger[1],thathasbeen realized in recenttim esto

open theway tosom eofthem ostim portantapplications

ofQ M liketeleportation,densecoding,quantum cryptog-

raphy and com putation [2]. Since quantum inform ation

isbased on qbitsand,m oregenerallyon �nite-levelquan-

tum system s,spin chains em erge as naturalcandidates

for quantum devices. M oreover,it has also been sug-

gested recently that the quantum inform ation perspec-

tive could give a better understanding ofthe structure

oftheground stateand ofpossiblequantum phasetran-

sitions in Condensed M atter system s [3,4,5]. In this

context Verstraete etal.have introduced the notion of

localizable entanglem ent (LE) [6], which is a very at-

tracting new conceptforitspossible applicationsto the

study ofquantum phase transition. In addition,the LE

hasa precise physicalm eaning to the extentthatitcan

m easuretheperform anceofcertain kindsofquantum re-

peaters[7,8].

The LE ofan interacting m ultipartite system is the

m axim um am ountofentanglem entthatcan belocalized

on two particles by perform ing local m easurem ents on

the rem aining (assisting)particles. Here we stick to the

classofprojectiveVon Neum ann m easurem ents.TheLE

on the pairi;j ofan N + 2 particle state j iisde�ned

as

Li;j(j i)= m ax
fjsig

X

s

psE (j’si): (1)

Them axim um istaken overalllocalm easurem entbases

fjsig ofthe N assisting particles,j’siisthe norm alized

two-qbitstate atsitesiand j obtained afterperform ing

the m easurem entjsiwith outcom e probability ps. Asa

m easureofentanglem entE (j’si)fortwo-qbitstatesj’si

we use here the concurrence,�rst de�ned in [9]. Find-

ing the optim albasis which satis�es Eq.(1) is in gen-

erala form idable task. Howeverin [6]upper and lower

boundshave been derived,the lowerbound being given

by them axim alconnected correlation between sitesiand

j,whiletheupperbound istheconcurrenceofassistance

[10].

Interestingly,ithasbeen observed num erically thatin

m ost spin-1/2 system s the LE equals the lower bound

[11]. Sim ilarnum ericalstudieshave shown [11,12]that

theLE assum esitsm axim alvalue1 fortheground state

ofthespin-1 Heisenberg m odelwith spin 1/2 attheend-

points. The sam e result has been proved exactly [12]

fortheA�eck-K ennedy-Lieb-Tasaki(AK LT)m odel[13].

Instead the �-deform ed AK LT m odel [12] exhibits an

exponentially decaying LE with a �nite entanglem ent

length �E ,which isde�ned in analogy with the correla-

tion length.Forthelatterm odeltheLE hasbeen consid-

ered an essentialindicatorofthe transition taking place

at� = 0,sincehere�E divergeswhilethestandard corre-

lation length issm ooth.To rule outthe possibility that

the LE can be ascribed to the string order correlation,

theauthorsofRef.[11]havegiven an exam pleofa state

forwhich �E divergeseven in absenceofstring order.

In this Letter,it is shown that the LE is given by a

generalized string whoseform dependson the sym m etry

propertiesofthe state. In particularthe following ana-

lyticalresults are given: i) in spin 1/2 system s we give

argum ents that show the tightness ofthe lower bound

ii) for a large class ofspin 1 system s,that include the

Heisenberg m odel,the LE is proved to be 1,i.e.m axi-

m al;iii) in the �-deform ed AK LT m odelwe show that

the LE isconnected with a string ordercorrelation.

Throughout the text we consider a system ofN as-

sisting particles labeled from 1 to N and two qbits on

which welocalizetheentanglem entthat,withoutlossof

generality,weplaceatthe endpoints0;N + 1.

O ncean optim albasisfjsi= js1 :::sN ig isfound,the

LE ofan N + 2 particlestate j iisgiven by

L (j i)=
X

s

jP (j�si)j; j�si� hsj i;

wherethepreconcurrenceP ofan unnorm alized two-qbit

state j�i, is de�ned by P (j�i) = h��j�y 
 �yj�i;and

the com plex conjugateistaken in the standard basis.It

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0503021v3
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is then clear that the LE can always be written as an

expectation value

L (j i)= h j�
y

0
G
(s)
�
y

N + 1
j �i (2)

wherethe operatorG (s) isgiven by

G
(s) =

X

s

jsihs�jsign(P (j�si)); (3)

and the sign function is sign(z)= z=jzjfor nonzero z,

sign(0)= 0.Asitisevidentfrom thede�nition,theG (s)

operatordependson the optim albasisaswellason j i.

However,in m ost cases G (s) takes a m anageable form

thatdependson thesym m etry property ofthestate.O n

top ofthat,ifthe signs in Eq.(3) factorize into local

term s,then G (s) becom esa string G (s) = G 1G 2 � � � GN .

In orderto �nd the optim albasisfjsig wetakean in-

�nitesim alvariation overallpossiblelocalunitary trans-

form ationsobtaining the following setofextrem alequa-

tions:

X

s

Im [�
�

i (s)sign(P (j�si))]= 0 (4)

�
�

i (s)= 0; forP (j�si)= 0; (5)

wherewehavede�ned

�
�

i (s)= h j�
y

0

�
�
�

i jsihs
�j+ jsihs�j(�

�

i )
��
�
y

N + 1
j �i;

and the ��’s are the generators of the unitary single-

site group SU (D )(D isthe dim ension ofthe single site

Hilbertspace),� = 1;:::;D 2 � 1 and i= 1;:::;N .

In what follows we shalldiscuss separately spin 1/2,

spin 1 and m atrix productstates.

Spin 1/2.In thiscasethe��’sarethePaulim atrices.

O n thebasisofEqs.(4)and (5),itisstraightforward to

show thatifj i is realand invariantunder � rotations

about the �-axis,P � =
Q N + 1

i= 0
��,� = x;y;z then an

extrem alis provided by the �� basis. This result can

readily be applied,for exam ple,to the Ising m odelin

transverse�eld and to the XXZ Heisenberg m odel.

Letusconsider�rsttheIsingm odelin transverse�eld:

H = � �
X

i

�
x
i�

x
i+ 1 �

X

i

�
z
i: (6)

For�niteN theground statej iisuniqueforany � and

belongstotheP z = 1sector.Forj�j> 1thegapbetween

the loweststate in the sector P z = � 1 and the ground

state vanishesexponentially with N and hence becom es

degenerate with it in the therm odynam ic lim it. As the

basisof�z isextrem al,wecalculatenow G (z).For� > 0

aM arshall’ssigntheorem ensuresthat,in the�z basis,all

the coe�cientsofj iin the sam e parity sectorare non-

zero and have the sam e sign. Then the preconcurrence

P (j�si) is positive (negative)according to whether the

parity ofjsiis� 1 (1).The case � < 0 isreduced to the

previousoneby transform ingtheHam iltonian (6)with a

� rotation aboutthe z axison theeven sites.Collecting

results,forany non-zero �,weget

G
(z) = � sign(�)

N + 1

NY

i= 1

�
z
i: (7)

Thisim pliesatoncethattheLE calculated in thisbasis

is L(z)(j i) = sign(�)
N + 1

h j�x0�
x
N + 1

j i,i.e.the m ax-

im alclassicalcorrelation,that is the lower bound. For

j�j> 1,in the therm odynam ic lim it we m ust be cau-

tioned that the LE depends on the particularcom bina-

tion ofthetwofold degenerateground statesonechooses.

Letusdiscussnow the XXZ m odel

H =
X

i

�
�
x
i�

x
i+ 1 + �

y

i
�
y

i+ 1
+ �� z

i�
z
i+ 1

�
: (8)

TheHam iltonian com m uteswith allP x;y;z discreterota-

tions,m eaning that�x’s,�y’sand �z’sareallextrem al

bases.W hich oneyieldsthehighestLE m ustbeassessed

by explicit calculation. Exploiting the M arshall’s sign

property wegetG (z) = � (� 1)
N
P 0
1;N ,whereP

0
1;N isthe

projectorontothesubspaceofzerom agnetization forthe

assistingspins.Thism eansthattheLE assum estheform

L
(z)(j i)= � (� 1)

N
h j�

y

0
�
y

N + 1
j i: (9)

To evaluate G (x) we need the M arshall’s sign property

in the �x’s basis. This can be achieved with a local

unitary transform ation which depends on the value of

�. For� > 1 the required rotation is
Q

j
exp

�
i��x2j=2

�

which acts only on one sublattice. Instead for � 1 <

� < 1 we m ustfurtherapply a uniform rotation of�=2,
Q

j
exp

�
i��xj=4

�
.ForN iseven,the resultis

G
(x) = � (� 1)

N =2

NY

j= 1

�
x
j;L

(x) = � h j�z0�
z
N + 1j i; (10)

for� > 1,and

G
(x) = � 1I;L(x) = � h j�

y

0
�
y

N + 1
j i; (11)

forj�j< 1.Clearly L (y) = L(x) forsym m etry.

In the criticalregim e,� 1 < � � 1,it is wellknown

thatthetransversecorrelationsdom inateatleastasym p-

totically,whilethez� zcorrelationsarethehighestin the

antiferrom agnetic phase � > 1. The conclusion is that

fortheground stateoftheXXZ m odelthe�x’sbasisal-

waysyieldsthe highestLE.As forthe Ising m odel,the

lowerbound isattained,in agreem entwith thenum erical

sim ulationsin Ref.[11],indicating that ourlocalm axi-

m um isindeed a globalone.Itisrem arkablethaton the

each sideoftheisotropicpoint� = 1theLE at�nitesize

isgiven by di�erentclassicalcorrelators.In particularit
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hasbeen observed in �nite size system sthatthe LE be-

tween nearest-neighboursitesdisplaysa singularity [11].

In ouropinion,thisfactisduetothedi�erenttransform a-

tionsrequired by the M arshall’stheorem and cannotbe

attributed to the Berezinskii-K osterlitz-Thouless(BK T)

transition occurring atthe sam epoint.

W orkisin progresstoextend them ethod outlined here

in presence ofa m agnetic �eld thatbreaksthe P x sym -

m etry. Nonetheless,the num ericalcom putation of[11]

anticipates that for som e values ofthe �eld,the LE is

strictly greaterthan itslowerbound.

Spin 1. Here we consider spin one assisting particles

S�i ;i= 1;:::;N ,and two qbits at the endpoints. The

extrem alequations are stillgiven by Eqs.(4) and (5)

wherethe ��’sarenow thegeneratorsofSU (3),i.e.the

eight G ell-M ann m atrices . W hen both the state j i

and the basis jsi are real, it is enough to consider in

the extrem alEq.(4) only the restricted set of purely

im aginary generatorsofSU (3):(��)
�;�

= � i����,where

���� isthe Levi-Civita sym bol.

G iven the richer structure ofSU (3) with respect to

SU (2),the invarianceofthe state through a rotation of

� around �-axis,� � = ei�S
�

tot,isnotsu�cientto prove

that the basis ofS� is extrem al,at variance with the

spin 1/2 case.Instead,ifthestatej iissym m etricwith

respecttorotationsof� abouttwo (and henceany)axes,

using the following (anti)com m utation rules

n

�
1;3
;e

i�S
z
o

=

n

�
2
;e

i�S
x ;y
o

=

h

�
2
;e

i�S
z
i

= 0;

Eq.(4)issatis�ed provided thatthe m easurem entbasis

ful�lls

h

jsihsj;ei�S
x ;y;z

i

= 0: (12)

The solution of(12) is (apart from unim portant phase

factors)fj~sig = fj0i;j� ig �
�
j0i;(j+ 1i� j� 1i)=

p
2
	
,

sincethe m atricesei�S
x ;y;z

arealldiagonalin thisbasis.

Surprisingly,without m aking any further assum ption

on the state j i it is possible to calculate exactly the

LE in thebasisfj~sig,�nding thatitreachesitsm axim al

value,i.e.1. The proofgoes as follows. W e write the

statej ias

j i=
X

s;�

Cs;�js1s2 � � � sN ij�0�N + 1i; (13)

where jsii 2 fj0i;j� ig and j�i is the �z’s basis for

the two qbits. Due to the invariance of the state

with respect to rotations of� about any axis,one has

ei�S
�

tot = p� ; p� = � 1and thecoe�cientsin (13)sat-

isfy Cs;� = � pz�0�N + 1 (� 1)
n+ (s)+ n� (s)

Cs;� and Cs;� =

� px (� 1)
n� (s)+ n0(s)Cs;��. Here n (s) is the num ber of

tim essi =  in the statejs1s2 � � � sN iand j��iisobtained

by spin ipping thestatej�i.TheLE can bewritten as

L
(~s)( )= 2

X

s

jCs;""Cs;##j+ 2
X

s

jCs;"#Cs;#"j=

� 2px

X

s

(� 1)
n+ (s)+ n0(s)(Cs;""Cs;## + Cs;"#Cs;#"):

Now we use jCs;�Cs;��j= � (� 1)
n+ (s)+ n0(s)

Cs;�Cs;�� and

(� 1)
n+ (s)+ n0(s) = hsj

Q N

i= 1
ei�S

x

i jsi.Finally,one obtains

L
(~s)( )= p�h je

i�S
�

totj i= 1; � = x;y;z: (14)

This im plies that Eq. (5) is autom atically satis�ed.

In this derivation it has not been necessary to com -

pute the G operator which anyway is given by G (~s) =

� pyP
Q N

i= 1
ei�S

y

i P ,where P projects out the states for

which the preconcurrence is zero. Along the sam e rea-

soning it can be shown that Eq.(14) rem ains valid for

generalcom plex j i.

The �nding ofEq.(14) dem onstrates that,in a spin

1 state the entanglem entisfully localizable on the end-

points,with the only requirem entofinvariance with re-

spect to � rotation around any axis. This property is

shared by ground statesofa largeclassofsystem swhich

can be regarded asperfectquantum channels.

An exam ple is given by the XXZ S = 1 Heisenberg

m odelwith single-ion anisotropy:

H =
X

i

h

S
x
iS

x
i+ 1 + S

y

iS
y

i+ 1 + �S
z
iS

z
i+ 1 + D (Szi)

2
i

:

(15)

Thism odelexhibitsa very rich ground state phase dia-

gram (see[14,15]and referencestherein)with six di�er-

entphases. According to num ericalstudies[12],the LE

isone atthe isotropic Heisenberg point. In the present

work itisproved thatthe LE isalwaysonein the entire

region ofparam eters,in spite ofthe com plexity ofthe

phasediagram .O fcoursethism akesunpracticaltheuse

ofthe LE forthe detection ofquantum phase transition

in contrastto whatsuggested by som eauthors[11,12].

O ne m ay wonder whether the m axim allocalizability

ofthe entanglem ent is due to the presence ofthe two

qbits at the borders. This occurs,for exam ple,in the

large-D region where the asym ptotic ground state is

(j";0;:::;0;#i� j#;0;:::;0;"i)=
p
2 forwhich theLE is

one,whilein absenceofthespin 1/2attheendpoints,the

ground state tendsto the unentangled state j0;:::;0i.

A little careisneeded in the broken sym m etry phases

i.e. ferro- and antiferro-m agnetic regions where the

ground states are twofold degenerate. However the re-

quirem ent of invariance under � x;y;z �xes the com bi-

nation ofground states in a sim ilar m anner as in the

G reenberger-Horne-Zeilinger(G HZ)state with m axim al

LE.

M atrix ProductStates. M atrix productstates(M PS)

are very interesting in m any respects,in particular the
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�xed pointofthe density m atrix renorm alization group

algorithm (DM RG ) yields an M PS state [16]. As was

shown in Ref.[12],itispossible to calculate exactly the

LE for any M PS state. This opens up the possibility

ofcalculating approxim ately the LE forany one dim en-

sionalground state.Here we revisitthe exam plesintro-

duced in [12]in thefram eworkofourform alism .Thiswill

allow usto clarify the link between LE and correlations.

Using the convention of[12]we write a generalM PS

statewith open boundary condition as

jFA i= C
X

�1;���;�N

j�1 � � � �N i
�
1I
 A

�N � � � A
�1
�
j	 � i0;N + 1;

(16)

where the A �’s are D 2 � 2 m atrices which depend on

the localbasis j�ii,C is a norm alization constant and

j	 � i0;N + 1 = (j"#i0;N + 1 � j#"i0;N + 1)=
p
2 is the two-

qbitsingletatthe endpoints.

The optim albasis jsii can be found via the m ethod

shown in [12]and,since in thiscase the preconcurrence

takes the form � det(A sN � � � As2A s1), the G operator

factorizesinto localterm sreducing to

G
(s) = �

NY

i= 1

G i; G i =
X

si

sign(det(A si))jsiihs
�
ij:

Hence the localizableentanglem entis

L (jF i)= � hF j�
y

0
G 1G 2 � � � GN �

y

N + 1
jF

�
i: (17)

A well known exam ple of M PS state is the ground

state ofthe spin-1 AK LT m odel,characterized by the

presence ofa gap,exponentially decaying spin-spin cor-

relation function and hidden topological(string) order

[13].Asany M PS,the AK LT ground statecan bealter-

natively written in thevalencebond solid (VBS)form al-

ism . In this representation,every spin one at position

i is replaced by a pair ofqbits i;�i each one form ing a

singletwith its nearestneighbor,respectively i� 1 and

i+ 1.The on-sitecouple ofqbitsisthen projected back

onto the spin-1 Hilbertspace by m eansofa single 3� 4

m atrix A, related to the 2 � 2 M PS m atrices A � via

h�ijA = h	 � ji�iA
�i 
 1I�i.

The �-deform ed generalization jV�i[12]ofthe AK LT

stateisgiven by the m atrix

A =

0

B
@

e� 0 0 0

0 e
� �

p
2

e
�

p
2

0

0 0 0 e��

1

C
A :

The jV�= 0i state is the rotation-invariant AK LT state,

while a non zero � breaksthe O (3)invariance down to

O (2)invariance.Aswasshown in [12]the optim albasis

isfj~sig = fj0i;j� igforany �,which isthesam easin the

previously considered S = 1 case. It is straightforward

to calculatetheG operatorand theLE which now reads

G
(~s)(jV�i)= �

NY

i= 1

e
i�S

y

i ; L (jV�i)= hV�je
i�S

y

totjV�i;

(18)

For � = 0 the LE is equalto one,while for non zero �

itdecaysexponentially with a �niteentanglem entlength

�
�1
E

= � lim N ! 1 ln(L)=N .O n thebasisofEq.(18),the

connection between theLE and thestring orderparam e-

ter(SO P)in they direction becom esevident.G enerally

the (m axim ally extended)SO P’sg� (N )arede�ned as

g
� (N )= � hV�jS

�
1

N �1Y

i= 2

e
i�S

�

i S
�
N jV�i:

In the isotropic case � = 0,allgx;y;z saturate to 4=9 re-

vealing a breaking ofa hidden Z2 � Z2 sym m etry [17].

O n the other hand,for � 6= 0 the SO P in the z direc-

tion tends exponentially to a non-zero value gz (1 ) =

4

�

cosh(2�)+

q

cosh(2�)
2
+ 3

� �2

, while gy (and gx)

behavesasthe LE decreasing exponentially to zero with

correlation length �E . In the � = 0 case the LE can be

ascribed to the presence ofstring order.Howeverin the

deform ed case,itwasargued in [11]thatthe LE is not

connected to string order since the LE is short ranged

while gz isnon vanishing.Actually ourargum entsshow

thatin thiscasea connection stillexistsbetween theLE

and SO P,butin the y channel.

An exam pleofM PS statej�iforwhich theLE isidenti-

cally onebutalltheSO P’sarezero wasconceived in [11]

and isde�ned asin (16)with A 1 = �z+ �y;A 2 = �z� i1I;

and fj�ig is the standard basiswhich in this case coin-

cideswith the optim alone. Itisstraightforward to cal-

culate the G operatorfor this state which turns out to

be G = � (� 1)
N
1Iyielding a m axim alLE:

L (j�i)= � (� 1)
N
h�j�

y

0
�
y

N + 1
j��i= 1: (19)

It is clear that, in this case, the LE is not connected

to string param etersbutratherto a classicalcorrelation

thatinvolvesa com plex conjugation.

In conclusion,in thisLetterwehaveconsidered there-

centlyde�ned LE and itsrelationship with correlationsin

spin system .In quantum inform ation theory theLE has

awellde�ned physicalm eaning,whilein condensed m at-

ter ithasattracted m uch attention for its possible uses

todetectand characterizequantum phasetransitions.In

particular,wehaveshown thatforspin-1 system sparity

sym m etry alongthethreeaxesissu�cientto assurethat

the LE reaches its m axim alvalue one. This prom otes

spin-1 system sas realizationsofperfectquantum chan-

nels,but shows that the LE is insensitive to quantum

phasetransitions.Using sim ilarsym m etry argum entswe

have putin evidence that,in the spin-1/2 case,the LE

equals the m axim alcorrelation. Both ofthese �ndings
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havebeen obtained analyticallycon�rm ingthenum erical

resultsofRef.[11].W ebelievethatrelaxing thesym m e-

try requirem ents and/or analyzing higher spin system s

opens the possibility of�nding exam ples in which the

LE doesnotreduceto known correlations.
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