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1. IN T R O D U C T IO N

The quantum inform ation com m unity iscurrently engaged in a m ajore�ortto

quantify theentanglem entcontentofstatesofm ultipartitequantum system s[1-9].A

m ultipartitesystem ism adeup ofanum berofparts,which m ay beidenti�ed with in-

dividualparticlesorwith groupsofparticles.Entanglem ent(actually,Verschr�ankung

isthenam egiven by Schr�odinger[10]to thenonlocalcorrelationsresponsibleforvio-

lationsoftheBellinequalities[11].Thisproperty hasem erged asa physicalresource

[12,13],analogousto energy asa resourceforusefulwork,which isto bedrawn upon

in schem esforquantum com m unication and quantum com putation.

Sinceentanglem entrepresentsuniquely quantalcorrelations,itbecom esofgreat

interest to elucidate the entanglem ent properties ofthe wave functions com m only

used to describe strongly correlated quantum m any-body system s in condensed-

m atterphysics,hadronic physics,and quantum chem istry. The inform ation gained

in such a program should im prove ourunderstanding ofquantum phase transitions

occurring in these system s as wellas their behavior in regions away from critical

points. Here we shalltake a �rst step in this direction by quantifying the entan-

glem ent ofcorrelated variationalwave functions thathave been developed to treat

m odelsystem s ofinteracting Paulispins localized on the sites ofa regular lattice,

i.e.,spin-latticem odels[14,15].

A pure state ofa m ultipartite quantum system is entangled ifand only ifits

state vector is non-separable, m eaning that it is not the direct product of state

vectorsoftheparts.In m any-body language,reading\parts"as\particles,"thewave

function cannot be written as a product ofsingle-particle wave functions ofsom e

basis. A m ixed state,which m ay generally be represented by a density operator,
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is nonseparable and therefore entangled ifand only ifit is not decom posable as a

m ixtureofproductstates.

Exchange correlations in Ferm iand Bose ground states do not contribute to

entanglem entasa usefulresource [16-19];accordingly,a state described by a single

Slaterdeterm inantorperm anentisto be considered separable. Thus,in exam ining

theentanglem entofa m any-body wavefunction,oneisin essenceaddressing itsnon-

m ean-�eld properties,which reectuctuation e�ectsdue to the presence ofstrong

interactions.Any subsetoftheparticlesin a system ofinteracting particlesin a pure

stateisnecessarily in a m ixed state.

Bipartite(two-party)entanglem entofpure and m ixed stateshasreceived thor-

ough study,especially for the case that the two subsystem s are two-levelsystem s

orPaulispins. (Thisisofcourse the case ofm ostim m ediate concern forquantum

com putation,where the two-levelcom puting elem entsare called qubits.) W hile the

quanti�cation ofbipartite entanglem ent iswellunder control,analysisofm ultipar-

tite entanglem ent quickly becom es a form idable problem as the num ber ofparties

increases beyond three. For an N -partite quantum system ,N > 2,entanglem ent

isnotcharacterized by a single quantity,butratherby a non-unique setofquanti-

tiesthatgrowspolynom ially with increasing N . Understandably,there isasyetno

consensuson thebestchoice ofsuch quantities.

In the presentwork we willconsideronly (i)bipartite entanglem entofa single

spin with the rest ofthe spins in the lattice and (ii)bipartite entanglem ent oftwo

spins in the lattice environm ent. Accordingly,our treatm entofspin-lattice m odels

willinvolve the following standard m easures ofbipartite entanglem ent [20-22]: von

Neum ann entropy,entanglem entofform ation,concurrence,and localizableentangle-

m ent. Considering the transverse Ising m odellaid out on regular lattices (square,

cube,tessaract)in two,three,and fourdim ensions,inform ation on these quantities

willbe gathered from available results on the one-and two-site (or one-and two-

spin)density m atricescorresponding toHartree-Jastrow ground-statewavefunctions

[23-25,15].W here possible,com parison willbe m ade with resultsofearlierwork on

exactlysolublem odels[26,27,22]orstochasticsim ulation m ethods[28].W ealsom ake

an interesting sim pleconnection oftheHartree-Jastrow functionswith thenilpotent

polynom ialrepresentation ofentanglem ent[9],which perm itsustoexposeim portant

qualitativefeaturesofthese trialground states.

Section IIprovidesthe necessary form aland conceptualbackground on entan-

glem ent m easures and their possible role in identifying and characterizing quan-

tum phase transitions. In Section IIIwe introduce the transverse Ising m odeland

sketch its analysis and treatm ent within the fram ework ofcorrelated-basis theory

and hypernetted-chain techniques. The num ericalresults and attendant discussion

are presented in Section IV.In Section V we look ahead to m ore am bitious explo-

rations ofthe entanglem ent properties ofthe m any-body wave functions em ployed

in correlated-basis and coupled-cluster approaches to strongly correlated quantum

system s.



2. EN TA N G LEM EN T A N D Q U A N T U M P H A SE T R A N SIT IO N S

The entanglem ent ofthe two parts (1,2) ofa bipartite system in a pure state

� = j ih jm ay be de�ned asthe von Neum ann entropy

S = �tr(�ilog2 �i)= �tr(�jlog2 �j) (1)

ofeithersubsystem ,where �i = trj(�)and �j = tri(�).W hen eithersubsystem isa

spin-1/2 system ,S rangesfrom 0 (notentangled)to 1 (m axim ally entangled).

The entanglem ent between two partsofa system in a m ixed state � (e.g.,two

spinswithin am ultispin system )isnotuniquely de�ned.Onenaturalde�nition isthe

entanglem entofform ation,which isthem inim um ,overallpure-statedecom positions

of�,oftheexpected entanglem entrequired toconstruct� from such adecom position,

using S as a m easure ofthe pure-state entanglem ent. In general,this quantity is

awkward to calculate. However, for the case oftwo spins 1/2 (2 qubits), it can

easily be found [21]from theirdensity m atrix asa sim plem onotonicfunction ofthe

concurrence C ,

E F (�)= h

 

1+
p
1� C 2

2

!

(2)

with

h(x)= �xlog2 x � (1� x)log2(1� x): (3)

G iven the two-spin density m atrix �ij obtained by tracing out allspins other

than iand j,the concurrence iscalculated as

C (�ij)= m ax[0;�1 � �2 � �3 � �4]; (4)

where the �i are the eigenvalues(in decreasing order,each realand nonnegative)of

the Herm itian m atrix

R =

h

�
1=2~��1=2

i1=2
(5)

and

~� = (�y 
 �
y)��(�y 
 �

y) (6)

isthe spin-ipped density m atrix (�ij being abbreviated as�). The concurrence C

rangesfrom zero fora separable stateto unity fora m axim ally entangled state.For

a purestateofqubits,j i= aj00i+ bj01i+ cj10i+ dj11i,oneobtainsC = jad� bcj,

which isclearly a m easure ofthe departure from a productstate.

Other m easures ofbipartite entanglem ent ofm ixed states have also been pro-

posed. The entanglem ent ofassistance is the m axim altwo-party (e.g.,two-spin)

entanglem ent thatcan be achieved by perform ing any kind ofm easurem ent on the

other partsofa m ultipartite (e.g.,m ultispin) system . In a sense,this m easure lies

attheoppositeextrem efrom theentanglem entofform ation,and again itishard to

calculate.

Verstraeteetal.and Popp etal.[22]haveproposed asim ilarm easurethatism ore

accessible. The localizable entanglem ent is the m axim alam ount ofentanglem ent

between two parties that can,on average,be created { localized { by perform ing



only localm easurem entson theotherpartsofthesystem .Unliketheotherbipartite

entanglem entm easuresm entioned,itisnot(in general)determ ined from aknowledge

oftwo-particle correlation functions alone. On the other hand, it captures m ore

com plicated features ofthe state ofa m ultipartite system and leads to a natural

de�nition ofentanglem entlength.M oreover,although di�culttocalculatein general,

onecan obtain bounds(usually tightones)on itsm agnitudefrom theconnected two-

partycorrelation function.An upperbound isgiven bytheentanglem entofassistance

asm easured by itsconcurrenceCA ,whilea lowerbound isprovided by them axim al

connected (or\classical")correlation function (see Ref.[22]fordetails).

Ourstudy ofthe entanglem entpropertiesofcorrelated wave functionsforspin

latticeswasm otivated by the work ofOsterloh et al.[26]and m ore especially that

ofOsborne and Nielsen (ON)[27]. These authorswere the �rstto explore possible

connectionsbetween quantum phase transitionsand entanglem ent. Both investiga-

tionsfocused on theanisotropicXY m odelon a one-dim ensional(1D)latticewith N

sitesoccupied by Paulispinswith nearest-neighborferrom agneticcouplings,subject

to a transverse m agnetic �eld.Since thism odelisexactly soluble using the Jordan-

W igner transform , it adm its an incisive analysis ofthe behavior ofentanglem ent

in the vicinity ofa sim ple quantum phase transition from param agnetic disorderto

ferrom agnetic order. A specialcase,the transverse Ising m odel,received the m ost

attention. There wasm uch subsequent work on quantum spin chains along sim ilar

lines,driven by theirtractability and by the equivalence ofspin-1/2 with the qubit

ofquantum inform ation theory.

A quantum phasetransition isassociated with aqualitativechangeoftheground

state ofa quantum m any-body system as som e param eter (e.g,density,pressure,

doping,coupling constant)isvaried.In contrastto ordinary phasetransitionsdriven

by therm aluctuationsat�nite tem perature,quantum phase transitionsare driven

by purely quantaluctuations and can occur at zero tem perature. At the critical

point in param eter space where the transition takes place,long-range correlations

develop in the ground state. Osterloh et al.and ON proposed that there m ust

existan intim aterelation between quantum phasetransitionsand entanglem ent,and

thatthebehaviorofa suitableentanglem entm easureshould beara signatureofthe

singularbehaviorofthesystem nearthecriticalpoint.Theirresultsgenerallysupport

this view,although som e unexpected features were encountered. For exam ple,the

m axim um ofthe nearest-neighborconcurrence doesnotoccurexactly atthe critical

point,butata slightly lowervalueof��.Im portantly,thesestudiesindicatethatone

cannotestablish auniversalconnection between bipartiteentanglem entand quantum

criticalpoints,but rather that m ultipartite m easures are necessarily involved in a

rigorousanalysis.

Letusconsiderthetransverse Ising m odelin the form studied by ON:

H = �

N � 1X

j= 0

�
���xj�

x
j+ 1 + �

z
j

�
: (7)

In this form ,the constants de�ning the m odelare lum ped into a single coupling

param eter��.ON exam ined theentanglem entpropertiesofboth theground stateat

zerotem peratureand thetherm alm ixed stateat�nitetem peratureT,observingthat

the ground state has a two-fold degeneracy which isgenerally broken. W e shallbe



concerned only with theirresultsfortheground state,whosebipartiteentanglem ent

content they m easured in term s of(i) the von Neum ann entropy S ofthe one-site

reduced density m atrix and (ii)the concurrence between two spins,calculated from

thetwo-sitereduced density m atrix.In the�rstcasethetwo partiesarea singlespin

ijand the N � 1 spinsm aking up the restofthe lattice system ;in the second they

aretwo spinsij,residing in a m ixed statewithin thelatticesystem oftherem aining

N � 2 spins.

Single-Site Entanglem ent. The one-site reduced density m atrix for a spin iat an

arbitrary site(allbeing equivalentby translationalinvariance)is

�i = tri(�)=
1

2

3X

�= 0

q��
�
i ; (8)

where �0 = 1 and � = 1,2,3 are x;y;z,and

q� = tr(��i �)= h�
�
i i: (9)

Ifthefullsym m etriesoftheHam iltonian H areenforced,thenum berofterm sreduces

to just one (� = 1). However,the degeneracy ofthe ground state leads to broken

sym m etry with q3 6= 0.Thetwoparam etersrequired tospecify thesingle-sitedensity

m atrix in the ground state are the longitudinal(x com ponent) and transverse (z

com ponent)m agnetizationsin eitherofthe two degenerate states,say

M x = h0+ j�xj0
+
i; M z = h0+ j�zj0

+
i: (10)

Thuswe have

�i =
1

2
(I+ M x�x + M z�z); (11)

and theentanglem entasgiven by von Neum ann entropy is

S � �tr(�ilog2 �i); (12)

with 0� S � 1.The two eigenvaluesof�i areeasily found to be

�1;2 =
1

2

�

1�
p
M 2

x + M 2
z

�

; (13)

leading to theresult

S = ��1 log2 �1 � �2 log2 �2

= �
1

2
[(1+ x)log2(1+ x)+ (1� x)log2(1� x)] (14)

forthe von Neum ann entropy ofa single spin with respectto the restofthe lattice,

where

x
2 = M

2

x + M
2

z : (15)



Two-SiteEntanglem ent.Forthetwo-sitereduced density m atrix,sim ilarargum ents

lead to

�ij = trij(�)=
1

4

3X

�;�= 0

p�� �
�
i 
 �

�

j ; (16)

with coe�cients

p�� = tr(��i �
�

j�)= h�
�
i �

�

ji; (17)

and to the expression

�ij =
1

4

"

I+ M z(�
z
i + �

z
j)+

3X

�= 1

h�
�
i �

�
j i�

�
i �

�
j

#

(18)

in term softhe transverse m agnetization M z and the two-spin correlation functions

h�xi�
x
ji,h�

y

i�
y

ji,and h�zi�
z
ji. Knowing these ingredients from an exact solution or

approxim atem any-body treatm ent,theconcurrenceC m ay then bedeterm ined from

Eq.(4).

3. VA R IAT IO N A L T H EO RY O F T R A N SV ER SE ISIN G M O D EL

W e now review the variational-CBF approach [23-25]to the ground state and

elem entary excitationsofthe transverse Ising m odelin D dim ensions.Here,\varia-

tional" m eansthata variationalAnsatzism ade forthe ground-state wave function;

\CBF" m eans\correlated basisfunctions," im plying thatboth theground-stateand

excited-state descriptors willcontain nontrivialcorrelationsbeyond m ean-�eld the-

ory.Hereweareonly interested in theresultsforthem agnetizationsand correlation

functions in the ground state required for the evaluation ofthe relevant bipartite

entanglem entm easures.

W ritten for arbitrary dim ension D , the Ham iltonian is written with a m ore

generalparam etrization than thatem ployed in Refs.[26,27,22],nam ely

H =
1

2

NX

i;j

� ij�
x
i�

x
j + �

NX

i

(1� �
z
i): (19)

TheN spinsaresituated on thelatticesitesofaD -dim ensionalhypercube.A generic

vectorfrom onesiteto anotherwillbedenoted by n.Thespin-spin interaction isof

the Ising type:

�(n)=

(
2D n = 0

�1 fornearestneighbors

0 otherwise

(20)

with � ij � �(r i� rj)= �(n).Thestrength oftheexternal�eld ism easured by the

coupling param eter � (0 � � � 1 ). For the specialcase D = 1 (which we do not

treatnum erically),identi�cation of� with �� bringsthe Ham iltonian (19)-(20)into

coincidence with the form (7) used by Osborne and Nielsen,apart from an overall

constantfactorand a constantshiftofenergy.



CBF theory provides a com prehensive fram ework for ab initio m icroscopic de-

scription ofstrongly interacting m any-body system s[29].In application tothetrans-

verse Ising m odel, one would like to achieve such a description for values of the

coupling param eter� overitsfullrangefrom 0 (corresponding to thestrong-coupling

lim it)to1 (weak-couplinglim it).G rosspropertiestobedeterm ined includethelon-

gitudinalm agnetization M x = h�xii in the norm alized ground state,the transverse

m agnetization M z = h�zii,thespin-spin spatialdistribution function g(n)= h�xi�
x
ji,

and thecorresponding structurefunction S(k),allin theground state.Further,one

would like to determ ine the ground-state energy E 0 and the coupling param eter�c
atthequantum criticalpoint,wherethesystem changesphasefrom param agneticto

ferrom agnetic (orvice versa). (In generalone would also like to �nd the properties

ofthe elem entary excitations,including the dispersion law and m agnon energies.)

To separate the m ean-�eld e�ectsfrom the e�ectsofdynam icalcorrelations,it

isconvenientto introduce a m odi�ed (\connected")distribution function

G (n)= (1� M
2

x)
� 1
h

g(n)� �n0 � (1� �n0)M
2

x

i

(21)

and extractthe so-called spin-exchange strength from M z:

n12 = (1� M
2

x)
� 1

2 M z (22)

In m ean-�eld approxim ation,G (n)� 0 and n12 � 1.

Thefollowing stepshavebeen taken in theCBF analysisofthetransverseIsing

m odel,and corresponding num ericalresultsareavailable[23-25]:

(i) Expression ofthe ground-state energy as a closed functionalofthe longitudi-

nalm agnetization M x,the m odi�ed distribution function G (n),and the spin-

exchange strength n12.

(ii) Construction ofa variationalground statehaving theessentialcorrelation struc-

ture.

(iii) Evaluation ofthe spatialdistribution function and spin-exchange strength,and

hence the energy functional,fora generic trialground state.

(iv) Optim izationofthetrialground state{derivationandsolutionofEuler-Lagrange

equations.

(v) Evaluation ofthe desired grosspropertiesand correlation m easures,forthe op-

tim alground state.

(vi) Construction ofthe excited statesand associated energies,in Feynm an approx-

im ation.

Furtherstepshave been envisioned butnotcarried out:

(vii) System atic im provem ent of the zero-tem perature description, by inclusion of

higher-spin correlationsand backow in ground-state trialfunction and excita-

tion Ansatz,and/orperturbation theory in a basisofcorrelated states.

(viii) Extension to �nite T via correlated density m atrix theory [30].

Forthepurposeofthepresentwork,only the�rsttwo steps,(i)and (ii),require

m oreexplicitpresentation.Theexpression fortheenergy functional,applicableto a



generic proposalforthe ground state,isgiven by

E 0

N
[G (n);M x;�]= (1� M

2

x)

h

D +
1

2

X

n

�(n)G (n)

i

+ �

h

1� (1� M
2

x)
1

2 n12

i

: (23)

It turns out that the spin-exchange strength is dependent on G and M x. In the

param agneticphase,theorderparam eterM x vanishesidentically and E 0=N becom es

a functionalonly ofG .

In m ean-�eld theory, G (n) � 0 and n12 = 1, so in this case E 0 becom es a

function ofM x only:

E 0

N
(M x)= (1� M

2

x)D + �

h

1� (1� M
2

x)
1

2

i

: (24)

This function is m inim ized by M x =

h

1� (�=2D )2
�1

2 ,im plying a criticalpoint at

�c = 2D ,beyond which M x � 0.Theresultantoptim alenergy isgiven by E 0=N = D

in the disordered (param agnetic)phase (� > 2D ) and by E0=N = �(1� �=4D )in

the ordered (ferrom agnetic)phase (0 � � � 2D ).

Turning to the choice ofvariationalwave function,m uch ofthe physics ofthe

transverseIsing m odelcan becaptured by a correlated trialground stateofHartree-

Jastrow form :

j	 H Ji= exp(M xUM x
+ U )j0i; (25)

with

U =
1

2

NX

i< j

u(rij)�
x
i�

x
j ; (26)

UM =

NX

i

u1(ri)�
x
i +

1

4

NX

i< j

uM (rij)(�
x
i + �

x
j): (27)

The vacuum orreference state j0iistaken asa sym m etric productofN single-spin

stateswith spin com ponents�zi = +1,i.e.

j0i= j""� � � "iN : (28)

Fora translationally invariantsystem ,thesingle-spin function u1(ri)isindependent

ofthe lattice site ri,while the two-body pseudopotentials u and uM depend only

on the relative distance n,where n = rij = ri � rj. In m ean-�eld approxim ation,

u(n)� uM (n)� 0.

In thedisordered phase,theUM generatorisnotpresentin theexponentialform

de�ning the correlated trialground state,since the order param eter M x vanishes

identically. However, this term m akes a vitalcontribution in the ordered phase,

where itisresponsible forthe sym m etry breaking.(Note thatreection in a m irror

planenorm altothex-axistransform sUM to�UM and revealsatwo-fold degeneracy

ofthe ordered ground state(characterized by the m agnetizationsM x and �M x).It

should also be m entioned thatthe pseudopotentialuM (n)isin facta functionalof

the generatoru(n).



Evaluation oftheenergy functionalE 0[G (n;M x;�)]requiresconstruction ofthe

spatialdistribution function G (n)and thespin-exchangestrength n12 corresponding

to the trialground state,asfunctionalsofthe pseudopotentialu(n)thatgenerates

thespatialcorrelations.Thisisdonee�ciently by exploiting a 1� 1 m apping ofthe

spin-latticesystem onto a binary m ixtureoftwo boson species,m adepossibleby the

assum ed form ofthe trialground state.The two boson speciesare characterized by

eigenvalues+1 and �1 ofthespin operator�x and m ay becalled particlesand holes,

respectively. The partialdensities �+ and �� ofparticle and hole com ponents are

determ ined bythem agnetizationM x through �� = 1

2
(1� M x),i.e.,bytheexpectation

values �� = hP
(� )

i i ofthe projectors P
(� )

i = 1

2
(1 � �xi). The Hypernetted-Chain

(HNC)analysisavailable for the Hartree-Jastrow ground state ofthe binary boson

m ixture [31]m ay then be applied to determ ine allthe requisite quantities for the

corresponding variationaldescription ofthetransverse Ising system .

The trial ground state is optim ized by deriving and solving suitable Euler-

Lagrangeequationsthatdeterm ine theoptim aldistribution function G (n)them ag-

netization M x. For constant � and M x,the optim alG (n) is determ ined,through

its HNC connection to the pseudopotentialu(n),by m eans ofthe Euler-Lagrange

equation �E0=�u(n) = 0 for u(n),which leads to a paired-m agnon equation [24].

Sim ilarly,variation ofthe energy functionalwith respect to M 2
x at constant � and

�xed G (n)producesan Euler-Lagrange @E 0=@M
2 = 0 equation forthe optim alor-

derparam eterin theordered phase(m ootin thedisordered phase),which leadsto a

renorm alized Hartreeequation [24].

Thisapproach yieldsexactresultsin strong and weak-coupling lim its,and good

resultsin between,butitcannotbeexpected toreproducecriticalexponentswithout

the inclusion ofhigher-spin correlations.

4. EN TA N G LEM EN T IN H A RT R EE-JA ST R O W G R O U N D STAT ES

Num ericaldataareavailablefrom published [23-25]and unpublished variational-

CBF calculationsin thetransverseIsingm odelthatsu�ceform eaningfulevaluations

ofm easuresofcorresponding bipartiteentanglem entpropertiesfortwo-,three-,and

four-dim ensional(D = 2;3;4)versionsofthe m odel.

Single-Site Entropy. Eqs.(14)and (15)are used to quantify the entanglem entofa

single site with the restofthe lattice(the single-spin von Neum ann entropy de�ned

in Section II),using the variational-CBF inputsforM x and M z form any choicesof

thecoupling param eter�.Theresults,plotted in Fig.1,indicatea sharp peaking of

S(�)atthecriticalvaluesof� fortheorder-disordertransition from ferrom agnetism

to param agnetism given by them any-body calculation (respectively,�c = 3:14,5.12,

and 7.1 for D = 2,3,and 4). It is tem pting to interpret this peaking,with the

entanglem ent m easure reaching a m axim um at the transition,in term s ofa direct

association ofentanglem ent with quantum criticalphenom ena. The sam e behavior

was observed by Osborne and Nielsen for D = 1,however with a distinctly higher

m axim um value ofS (0.68 in com parison with the value 0.22 we �nd atD = 2).In

fact,them axim a areseen to declinesystem atically asD increases.This�nding isin

harm ony with the generalunderstanding thatclassicality increaseswith dim ension.
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Figure 1. Von Neum ann entropy S between a single site and the rem aining sites

in a square,cubic,or hypercubic lattice (respectively for dim ensions D = 2,3,or

4),evaluated with inputdata from variational-CBF calculationsbased on optim ized

Hartree-Jastrow ground-statetrialfunctions.Thelocationsoftherespectivecritical

coupling param eters�c are labeled with (cc).

Thissuggeststhatin practicalim plem entationsofquantum inform ation processing

where entanglem ent is used as a resource, it is advantageous to utilize chains of

processing unitsratherthan arraysin higherdim ensions.

Two-SiteEntanglem ent.W enextstudy theentanglem entbetween twospinsresiding

in the latticein term softhe concurrence de�ned in Section II,deriving inform ation

on these m easures from the data available from the CBF-variationalstudies based

on the optim ized Hartree-Jastrow trialfunction. In applying Eq.(4),W e m ay use

the following form ulasforthe eigenvalues�i ofthe m atrix R ofEq.(5)in term sof

spin-spin correlation functions,which arevalid in both ordered and disordered phases
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�
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Figure 2. Concurrence C between nearestneighborsin a square lattice,evaluated

with input data from variational-CBF calculationsbased on an optim ized Hartree-

Jastrow ground-state trialfunction. The location ofthe criticalcoupling param eter

�c islabeled with (cc).The dashed lineservesm erely to guide theeye.

Concurrenceresultsfornearest-neighborspinsin thetwo-dim ensionalm odelareplot-

ted in Fig.2 atthreevaluesofthecoupling param eter�.Since theexisting data on

the correlation functions is quite lim ited,this �gure is not very inform ative. Still,

itisofinterestto pointoutthatthe valuesobtained are lowerthan those obtained

by Sylju�asen [28]based on M onte Carlo sim ulation at �nite tem peratures,but the

qualitative features are the sam e asthose found in that work and by Osborne and

Nielsen [27]and Osterloh et al.[26]. In our case,the peak m ay be closer to the

critical� than is the case for the chain [27]. As noted in Ref.[28],one should ex-

pectthe nearest-neighborconcurrence to be sm allerin higherdim ension due to the

m onogam ouscharacterofentanglem ent{ the m ore neighbors,the sm allerthe share

ofbipartite entanglem entallotted to each pair.Also,we know quite explicitly from

theresultsofON and Osterloh etal.thatalthough spin-spin correlationsin theusual

sense acquire a long-range characterupon approach to the criticalpoint,thisisnot

the case for the concurrence. In particular,these authors �nd that C vanishes for

site separations on the chain beyond next-nearest neighbor. In our case,since the

scale ofC isalready sm aller because ofthe higher dim ensionalitiesconsidered,the

concurrence isfound to vanish forpairseparationsbeyond nearestneighbor.
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Figure 3. Two-pointconnected correlation function Q xx(jnj)fornearestneighbors

on a squareorcubiclattice(respectively fordim ensionsD = 2 or3),evaluated with

inputdata from variational-CBF calculationsbased on Hartree-Jastrow ground-state

trialfunctions. The locations ofthe respective criticalcoupling param eters �c are

labeled with (cc).The dashed lineservesm erely to guide theeye.

Localizable Entanglem ent. As indicated in Section II,localizable entanglem ent is

anotherrecently suggested m easure ofbipartiteentanglem ent[22].Ithasthe virtue

ofproviding for a m ore naturalde�nition and incisive de�nition ofentanglem ent

length than theentanglem entofform ation,and allowing oneto observeitsexpected

divergenceatthequantum criticalpoint.ForthecaseofthetransverseIsing m odel,

thex-connected spin-spin correlation function Q xx(n),furnishesa tightlowerbound

on the localized entanglem ent,at least when nearest-neighbor spins are considered

[22].

Based on the theoreticalanalyses and num ericaldata ofthe variational-CBF

work reported in Refs.[23-35], we have evaluated Q xx(jnj) = g(jnj)� M 2
x for a

num ber of � values, in the cases D = 2 and 3 (see Fig.3). (Here, jnjdenotes

the spin-spin distance in the lattice at constant transverse m agnetic �eld.) It is

im portantto add thatthe data used are notfully optim al. Ifwe com pare with the

corresponding resultsofVerstraeteetal.[22],itisseen thatthevariationalresultsfor

Q xx behavein thesam eway aswhen,in theirtreatm ent,asm allperturbingm agnetic

�eld isim posed in thex direction to break theparity sym m etry (i.e.,underx ! �x)

and achieve a m ore realistic description in the strong-coupling lim it(sm all�). The



treatm enton which ourinputdata isbased already incorporatesparity breaking in

the ferrom agneticphase.

Tanglem eter. There have been som e initiale�orts toward analysis ofm ultipartite

entanglem entin quantum spin m odels,focusing on spin chains[32-36].In thisvein,

butnotrestricted to one dim ension,we shallm ake som e observationson the entan-

glem ent properties ofHartree-Jastrow ground states within the recently developed

m ultipartiteform alism based on nilpotentpolynom ials[9].

G iven theground stateEqs.(25)-(27)determ ined by thepseudopotentialsU and

UM ,onecan easily �nd thecorresponding nilpotentpolynom ialF de�ned in Ref.[9].

Forthe present argum ent it isirrelevant whether or notU and UM are optim ized.

It is very im portant that U and UM are respectively of two-body and one-body

structure. Thus,the localcontributionsfrom UM can be ignored,since they do not

a�ect the entanglem ent properties ofthe state. The required construction leading

to theso-called tanglem eterisfurthersim pli�ed by thefactthatthe di�erentterm s

and factorsin U com m ute with oneanother.The polynom ialF isthen found to be

F = 1+
X

i< j
�ij�

+

i �
+

j +
X

i< j< k< l
�ijkl�

+

i �
+

j �
+

k
�
+

l
+ :::+ �12:::N �

+

1
�
+

2
:::�

+

N
;

which doesnotcontain term slinearoroforderN � 1 in the�+ operators.Therefore

F is already in its canonicalform Fc under generallocaltransform ations,and the

num berofthecoe�cientsislessthan them inim um num berofparam eterssu�cient

to describe the entanglem ent propertiesofthe state. The laststep isto determ ine

the logarithm ofthe polynom ialF ,the so-called nilpotentialf. The resultforf is

ofthe sam e form asF and so already in canonicaland hence tanglem eter.

From this sim ple analysis, we can infer that for any non-zero choice for the

pseudopotentialU in the form (26),the ground state (25) belongs to the general

orbit ofstates which contain N -partite entanglem ent. However,this state cannot

betheG HZ statecontaining m axim alN -partiteentanglem ent.Anotherim plication

isthatthere are no subclustersofspinsthatare notentangled with the restofthe

lattice.Allspinsshare quantum correlationswith allothers.

5. EN TA N G LEM EN T IN O T H ER M A N Y -B O D Y W AV E FU N C T IO N S

Although m uch can stillbe learned from studiesofentanglem entin latticespin

system s,the characterization ofthisfascinating nonlocalquantalcorrelation in sys-

tem s ofparticles having continuous spatialdegrees offreedom as wellas discrete

spin/isospin observablespresentsthegreatestopportunitiesfornew insightsrelevant

to strongly interacting quantum system s.

A typicalCBF state hasthe form ofa correlation factorapplied to a reference

independent-particle m odelstate.The exam ple ofthe transverse Ising m odelshows

thata Jastrow factorintroducesnontrivialentanglem entproperties.Itisinstructive

to com pare the sim ple Jastrow ground state for a norm alFerm isystem , nam ely
Q

i< j
f(ij)� where � isa Slaterdeterm inant,with the BCS ground state projected

on the subspace with the sam e even num ber N ofparticles, which has the form

A (�(12)�(34)� � � �(N � 1;N )) (antisym m etrized by A ). The BCS wave function



isevidently separable,being a m ean-�eld description ofCooperpairsallin the two-

body state�.Thustheusefulentanglem entisconcentrated entirely in theindividual

Cooperpairs,which are notentangled one with the other. Asdem onstrated by Shi

[19],theentanglem entofeach m em berofa Cooperpairwith theotherisgiven by a

von Neum ann entropy

S = jvkj
2 logjvkj

2
� (1� jvkj

2)log(1� jvkj
2); (30)

where vk istheam plitude appearing in the usualexpression

jBCSi=
Y

k

�

uk + vka
y

k"
a
y

� k#

�

j0i (31)

fortheBCS statevector,with jvkj
2 = (1=2)(1� �k=E k)and E k = (�k + � 2

k)
1=2 in the

usualnotation. The pair-m em ber entanglem ent is zero when the gap � k vanishes

(norm alstate),and theCooperpairsarem axim ally entangled when E k >> �k.

By contrast,within the Jastrow product ofpair functions f,entanglem ent is

spread am ong allN (N � 1)=2 pairsij,both directly and indirectly.Inclusion ofin-

terparticlecorrelationsofallorders(between pairs,triples,quartets,etc.) isaccom -

plished with the Feenberg function exp

hP

i< j
u2(ij)=2+

P

i< j< k
u3(ijk)=2+ � � �

i

,

which in itselfcan providean exactrepresentation oftheground stateofa system of

indistinguishable bosons [37]. A study ofthe m ultipartite entanglem ent properties

ofthisfunction should prove very inform ative. (Such an analysism ay be naturally

extended to shadow wave functions [38],a generalization ofthe Jastrow-Feenberg

form used predom inantly in thestudy ofquantum uidsand solids.)

For sim ilar reasons,the exponentialstructure ofthe states ofcoupled-cluster

theory [39],

j	 C C i= exp[S1 + S2 + � � � SN ]; (32)

wherein

S1 =
X

ij

cija
y

iaj; S2 =
X

ijkl

cijkla
y

ia
y

jakal; etc: (33)

is a propitious form at for the investigation ofm ultipartite entanglem ent in m any-

body problem s in nuclear physics and related areas,already begun by Em ary [40].

M oreover,theCC structuresuggeststhatafruitfulanalysiscan beperform ed in term s

ofthe\tanglem eter"developed byM andilaraetal.[9]asan extensivecharacterization

ofentanglem entbased on nilpotentpolynom ials.
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