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1. NTRODUCTION

The quantum inform ation comm unity is currently engaged in a majpre ort to
quantify the entanglem ent content of states ofm ultjpartite quantum system s [1-9]. A
m ultipartite system ism ade up ofa num ber ofparts, which m ay be identi ed w ith in—
dividualparticles orw ith groups ofparticles. Entanglem ent (actually, Verschrankung
isthe nam e given by Schrodinger [10] to the nonlocal correlations responsible for vio—
lations ofthe Bell inequalities [11]. T his property has em erged as a physical resource

[12,13], analogous to energy as a resource for usefulwork, which isto be drawn upon
in schem es for quantum com m unication and quantum ocom putation.

Since entanglem ent represents unigquely quantal correlations, it becom es of great
Interest to elucidate the entanglem ent properties of the wave functions com m only
used to describe strongly correlated quantum m any-body system s in condensed-
m atter physics, hadronic physics, and quantum chem istry. The informm ation gained
in such a program should in prove our understanding of quantum phase transitions
occurring In these system s as well as their behavior in regions away from critical
points. Here we shall take a st step in this direction by quantifying the entan-—
glem ent of correlated variational wave functions that have been developed to treat
m odel system s of interacting Pauli spins localized on the sites of a regular lattice,
ie., soin—lattice m odels [14,15].

A pure state of a multjpartite quantum system is entangled if and only if its
state vector is non-separable, m eaning that it is not the direct product of state
vectors of the parts. In m any-body language, reading \parts" as \particles," the wave
finction cannot be written as a product of singleparticle wave functions of som 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 if and only if it is not decom posabl as a
m ixture of product states.

E xchange correlations in Fem i and Bose ground states do not contribute to
entanglem ent as a useful resource [16-19]; accordingly, a state described by a single
Slater determm inant or pem anent is to be considered separable. T hus, in exam Ining
the entanglem ent ofa m any-body wave function, one is in essence addressing its non-—
m ean— eld properties, which re ect uctuation e ects due to the presence of strong
interactions. A ny subset ofthe particles in a systam of interacting particles in a pure
state is necessarily In a m ixed state.

B jpartite (wo-party) entanglem ent of pure and m ixed states has received thor-
ough study, especially for the case that the two subsystem s are two-level system s
or Pauli spins. (This is of course the case ofm ost inm ediate concem for quantum
com putation, where the tw oJevel com puting elem ents are called qubits.) W hile the
quanti cation of bipartite entanglem ent is well under control, analysis of m ultipar-
tite entanglem ent quickly becom es a fomm idable problem as the num ber of parties
Increases beyond three. For an N -partite quantum system , N > 2, entanglem ent
is not characterized by a single quantity, but rather by a non-unique set of quanti-
ties that grow s polynom ially w ith increasing N . Understandably, there is as yet no
consensus on the best choice of such quantities.

In the present work we w ill consider only (i) bipartite entanglem ent of a single
soin w ith the rest of the soins in the lattice and (i) bipartite entanglem ent of two
soins In the lattice environm ent. A coordingly, our treatm ent of spin-lattice m odels
w il involre the follow ng standard m easures of bipartite entanglem ent R0-22]: von
N eum ann entropy, entanglem ent of form ation, concurrence, and localizable entangle—
m ent. Considering the transverse Ising m odel laid out on regular lattices (square,
cube, tessaract) in two, three, and four din ensions, Inform ation on these quantities
w ill be gathered from available results on the one- and two-site (or one— and two—
soin) density m atrices corresponding to H artree-Jastrow ground-state wave functions
23-25,15]. W here possble, com parison w illbe m ade w ith resuls of earlier work on
exactly solublem odels R6,27,22] or stochastic sin ulation m ethods R8]. W e alsom ake
an interesting sim ple connection of the H artree-Jastrow fiinctions w ith the nilpotent
polynom ial representation ofentanglem ent P], w hich pem its usto expose in portant
qualitative features of these trial ground states.

Section II provides the necessary formm al and conceptual background on entan—
glem ent m easures and their possble rl in identifying and characterizing quan-—
tum phase transitions. In Section IIT we introduce the transverse Ising m odel and
sketch its analysis and treatm ent w ithin the fram ework of correlated-basis theory
and hypemetted-chain techniques. T he num erical results and attendant discussion
are presented in Section IV . In Section V we look ahead to m ore am bitious explo—
rations of the entanglem ent properties of the m any-body wave functions em ployed
In correlated-basis and coupled-cluster approaches to strongly correlated quantum
System s.



2.ENTANGLEM ENT AND QUANTUM PHASE TRANSITIONS

T he entanglem ent of the two parts (1,2) of a bipartite system in a pure state
= j ih jm ay be de ned as the von N eum ann entropy

S= tr(ilg, ;)= tr(;lg, ;) 1)

of either subsystem , where ;= tr;( ) and 5= try( ). W hen either subsystem isa
spin-1/2 system , S ranges from 0 (ot entangled) to 1 (m axin ally entangled).

T he entanglem ent between two parts of a system in a m ixed state (eg., two
soinsw ithin am ultispin system ) isnot uniquely de ned. O nenaturalde nition isthe
entanglem ent of form ation, which isthem inin um , over allpure-state decom positions
of , oftheexpected entanglem ent required to construct from such a decom position,
using S as a m easure of the purestate entanglem ent. In general, this quantity is
awkward to calculate. However, for the case of wo spins 1/2 (2 qubits), it can
easily be found R1] from their density m atrix as a sin ple m onotonic fiinction of the
concurrence C, |

1+ 1 c?2
Er()=h —— @)
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w ith
hx)= xlg,x 1 x)log, 1 x): 3)

G iven the two-spin density matrix ;5 obtained by tracing out all spins other
than iand j, the concurrence is calculated as

C(y)=max; ; 2 3 al; 4)

where the ; are the eigenvalues (in decreasing order, each real and nonnegative) of
the Hem iian m atrix n

and
~= (Y Y (Y Y) (6)

is the spin— Jpped density m atrix ( ;5 being abbreviated as ). The concurrence C
ranges from zero for a ssparable state to uniy for a m axim ally entangled state. For
a pure state of qubits, j i= aP0i+ bPli+ cjl0i+ djlli, oneocbtainsC = pd bcj
which is clearly a m easure of the departure from a product state.

O ther m easures of bipartite entanglem ent of m ixed states have also been pro-—
posed. The entanglem ent of assistance is the m axin al twoparty (€4g9. two-soin)
entanglem ent that can be achieved by perform ing any kind of m easurem ent on the
other parts of a m ultjpartite (e€g. mulisgppin) system . In a sense, this m easure lies
at the opposite extram e from the entanglem ent of form ation, and again it is hard to
calculate.

Verstraete et al.and Popp et al. R2]have proposed a sim ilarm easure that ism ore
accessble. The localizable entanglem ent is the m axim al am ount of entanglem ent
between two parties that can, on average, be created { localized { by perfomm ing



only localm easurem ents on the other parts of the system . Unlike the other bipartite
entanglem ent m easuresm entioned, it isnot (in general) detem ined from a know ledge
of twoparticle correlation functions alone. On the other hand, it captures m ore
com plicated features of the state of a multipartite system and leads to a natural
de nition ofentanglem ent length . M oreover, although di cul to calculate in general,
one can obtain bounds (usually tight ones) on itsm agnitude from the connected two—
party correlation function. A n upperbound isgiven by the entanglem ent ofassistance
asm easured by its concurrence Cp , while a lowerbound is provided by them axim al
connected (or \classical") correlation function (see Ref. R2] or details).

O ur study of the entanglem ent properties of correlated wave finctions for soin
lattices was m otivated by the work of O sterloh et al. 6] and m ore especially that
0f O foome and Nielsen ON) R7]. These authors were the rst to explore possble
connections between quantum phase transitions and entanglem ent. Both investiga—
tions focused on the anisotropic XY m odelon a onedin ensional (1D ) lattice w th N
sites occupied by Pauli spins w ith nearest-neighbor ferrom agnetic couplings, sub f£ct
to a transverse m agnetic eld. Since thism odel is exactly soluble using the Jordan—
W igner transform , it adm its an incisive analysis of the behavior of entanglem ent
in the vicinity of a sim ple quantum phase transition from param agnetic disorder to
ferrom agnetic order. A goecial case, the transverse Ising m odel, received the m ost
attention. There was much subsequent work on quantum spoin chains along sim ilar
lines, driven by their tractability and by the equivalence of spin-1/2 w ith the qubit
of quantum informm ation theory.

A quantum phase transition isassociated w ith a qualitative change ofthe ground
state of a quantum m any-body system as som e param eter (eg, density, pressure,
doping, coupling constant) is varied. In contrast to ordinary phase transitions driven
by themm al uctuations at nite tem perature, quantum phase transitions are driven
by purely quantal uctuations 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. O sterloh et al. and ON proposed that there must
exist an Intin ate relation between quantum phase transitions and entanglem ent, and
that the behavior of a suitable entanglem ent m easure should bear a signature of the
singularbehavior ofthe system nearthe criticalpoint. T heir results generally support
this view , although som e unexpected features were encountered. For exam ple, the
maximum of the nearest-neighbor concurrence does not occur exactly at the critical
point, but at a slightly lower value of . Im portantly, these studies indicate that one
cannot establish a universal connection betw een bipartite entanglem ent and quantum
critical points, but rather that m ultjpartite m easures are necessarily involved In a
rigorous analysis.

Let us consider the transverse Ising m odel in the form studied by ON :

le
H = LE L+ 2 )
=0

In this form , the constants de ning the m odel are im ped Into a single coupling
param eter .ON exam ned the entanglem ent properties ofboth the ground state at
zevo tem perature and the therm alm ixed state at nite tem perature T, observing that
the ground state has a two-fold degeneracy which is generally broken. W e shallbe



concemed only w ith their results for the ground state, w hose bipartite entanglem ent
content they m easured In tem s of (i) the von Neum ann entropy S of the one-site
reduced density m atrix and (i) the concurrence between two soins, calculated from
the tw o—site reduced density m atrix. In the rst case the two parties are a single soin
ijand the N 1 spinsm aking up the rest of the lattice system ; in the second they
are two spins ij, residing In a m ixed state w ithin the lattice system ofthe rem aining
N 2 spins.

SihgleSie Entanglem ent. The one-site reduced density m atrix for a soin i at an
arbitrary site @llbeing equivalent by translational invariance) is

1%
1=t ( )=§ a i @®)
-0
where °= land = 1,2, 3 arex;y;z, and
g =tr(; )=h;i: ©)

Ifthe ullsym m etries ofthe H am iltonian H are enforoced, the num ber oftem s reduces
to jast one ( = 1). However, the degeneracy of the ground state leads to broken
symm etry with g § 0. T he two param eters required to specify the single-site density
m atrix in the ground state are the longitudinal (x com ponent) and transverse (z
com ponent) m agnetizations in either of the two degenerate states, say

My,=h"9,.9P" 1i; M,=h"3,P" 1i: (10)

T hus we have
1
i=§(I+Mx xt M, z); (11)

and the entanglem ent as given by von N eum ann entropy is
S tr( 1log, i); 12)

with O S 1. Thetwo eigenvalues of ; are easily found to be

1 p —
1,2=§ 1 MX+MZ ; 13)
leading to the resul
S = 1109, 1 2 log, 2
1
= > [+ x)og, 1+ x)+ 1 x)Iog, 1 x)] 14)

for the von N eum ann entropy of a single soin w ith respect to the rest of the lattice,
w here
x*=M?*+M2?: (15)



T wo-Site Entanglem ent. For the tw o-site reduced density m atrix, sim ilar argum ents
lead to

1
ij U:J_() Z p i 37 (16)
;=0
w ith coe cients
p Zt'f(i 3 ):hi jj_; @7)
and to the expression
" #
1 X3
Sl I+M . (7+ )+ hy 51, 18)

In tem s of the transverse m agnetization M , and the two-spin correlation fiinctions
h¥ ¥i,h{ ¥i,and h  ?i. Knowing these ingredients from an exact solution or
approxin atem any-oody treatm ent, the concurrence C m ay then be determ ined from

Eq. (4).

3. VARTATIONAL THEORY OF TRANSVERSE ISING M ODEL

W e now review the variationalCBF approach [R3-25] to the ground state and
elem entary excitations of the transverse Ising m odel in D dim ensions. Here, \varia—
tional” m eans that a variational Ansatz ism ade for the ground-state wave function;
\CBF " m eans \correlated basis functions," im plying that both the ground-state and
excited-state descriptors w ill contain nontrivial correlations beyond m ean— eld the-
ory. Here we are only interested in the resuls for the m agnetizations and correlation
functions In the ground state required for the evaluation of the relevant bipartite
entanglem ent m easures.

W ritten for arbitrary din ension D , the Ham iltonian is written with a m ore
general param etrization than that em ployed in Refs. 26,27,22], nam ely

. R

i3 i

TheN goinsare situated on the Jattice sitesofa D -din ensionalhypercube. A generic
vector from one site to another w illbe denoted by n. T he spin-spin interaction is of
the Ising type: (

2D n=20
n) = 1 fornearest neighbors 20)
0 otherwise
with 4 (r; ry)= O).The strength ofthe extemal eld ism easured by the
coupling parameter (0 1 ). Forthe specialcase D = 1 which we do not

treat num erically), identi cation of wih brngs the Ham itonian (19)-(20) into
coincidence w ith the form (7) used by O fbome and N ielsen, apart from an overall
constant factor and a constant shift of energy.



CBF theory provides a com prehensive fram ework for ab initio m icroscopic de—
scription of strongly interacting m any-oody system s 29]. In application to the trans—
verse Ising m odel, one would like to achieve such a description for values of the
coupling param eter over its full range from 0 (corresponding to the strong-coupling
Iim it) to 1 Weak-coupling lin i) . G ross properties to be determ ined inclide the lon—
gitudinalm agnetization M y = h i in the nom alized ground state, the transverse
m agnetization M , = h i, the spin-spin spatialdistrbution function g@n) = h § ¥4,
and the corresponding structure function S k), all in the ground state. Further, one
would like to detem ine the ground-state energy E o and the coupling param eter
at the quantum criticalpoint, w here the system changes phase from param agnetic to
ferrom agnetic (or vice versa). (In general one would also like to nd the properties
of the elem entary excitations, including the disgpersion law and m agnon energies.)

To separate the m ean— eld e ects from the e ects of dynam ical correlations, it
is convenient to introduce a m odi ed (\oconnected") distrdbution function

h i
Gmh)=@1 M2) 'gn) .o @ noM/2 @1)

and extract the socalled spin-exchange strength from M ,:

1
2

n,= @1 M72)

X

M, (22)

In m ean—- eld approxin ation, G (n) 0Oandn;, 1.

T he ollow ing steps have been taken in the CBF analysis of the transverse Ising

m odel, and corresoonding num erical results are available R3-25]:

(i) Expression of the ground-state energy as a closed functional of the longitudi-
nalm agnetization M ,, the m odi ed distribution function G (n), and the soin—
exchange strength ni,.

(il) Construction ofa variationalground state having the essential correlation struc—
ture.

(iii) Evaluation of the spatial distribution function and spin-exchange strength, and
hence the energy finctional, for a generic trial ground state.

(Iv) O ptim ization ofthe trialground state { derivation and solution ofE ulerLagrange
equations.

(v) Evaluation of the desired gross properties and correlation m easures, for the op—
tim alground state.

(vil) Construction of the excited states and associated energies, in Feynm an approx—
In ation.

Further steps have been envisioned but not carried out:

(vil) System atic in provem ent of the zero-tem perature description, by inclusion of
higher-spin correlations and back ow in ground-state trial inction and excita-
tion Ansatz, and/or perturbation theory in a basis of correlated states.

(viil) Extension to nie T via correlated density m atrix theory [B0].

For the purpose of the present work, only the st two steps, (i) and (i), require
m ore explicit presentation. T he expression for the energy finctional, applicabl to a



generic proposal for the ground state, is given by

B h 1 X i h i
0 _ 2 2
N—E m);My; 1= 1 MZ)D+ > m)Gm) + 1 @@ M)’ n;; : 23)

X
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n

Tt tums out that the spin-exchange strength is dependent on G and M . In the
param agnetic phase, the order param eterM , vanishes identically and E (=N becom es
a functionalonly of G .

In mean- eld theory, G ) 0 and n1, = 1, s0o In this case Ey becomes a
function ofM 4, only:

h i
—M,)=@1 M D+ 1 a1 M?2)

NI

24)

1
This finction ismiimized by My, = 1 ( =2D)? ?, Inply;ng a critical point at
c= 2D ,beyondwhichM , 0. The resultant optin alenergy isgiven by E =N = D
In the disordered (param agnetic) phase ( > 2D ) and by Eo=N = (1 =4D ) In
the ordered (ferrom agnetic) phase (0 2D ).
Tuming to the choice of variational wave function, m uch of the physics of the

transverse Ising m odel can be captured by a correlated trial ground state of H artree—
Jastrow fomm :

Jpogi=expM™ Uy, + U)Pi; (25)
w ith
1 X
U = 5 u(rij) j_i }ji; (26)
i< j
X 1 X
Uuy = up (ry) ©+ 2 uy (rig) (5 + }j{)I 27)

i i< j

T he vacuum or reference state i is taken as a sym m etric product of N single-soin
states w th spin components 7 = +1, ie.

:Di= j"" N"i (28)

For a translationally invariant system , the single-spin function u; (r;) is Independent
of the lattice site r;, while the twobody psesudopotentials u and uy depend only
on the relative distance n, wheren = rj; = r; r;. In mean- eld approxin ation,
um) uy @) O.

In the disordered phase, the Uy generator is not present in the exponential form
de ning the correlated trial ground state, since the order param eter M , vanishes
dentically. However, this term m akes a vial contribution in the ordered phase,
where it is regponsible for the sym m etry breaking. (N ote that re ection In a m irror
plane nom alto the x-axistransform sUy to Uy and revealsa two-fold degeneracy
of the ordered ground state (characterized by the m agnetizationsM , and M ). It
should also be m entioned that the pseudopotentialuy () is in fact a functional of
the generatoru ().



Evaluation of the energy functionalE G (n;M x; )] requires construction ofthe
spatial distribution function G (n) and the soin-exchange strength n;, corresponding
to the trial ground state, as functionals of the pseudopotential u (n) that generates
the spatial correlations. T his is done e ciently by exploitinga 1 1 m apping of the
soin—lattice system onto a binary m ixture oftwo boson species, m ade possible by the
assum ed form of the trial ground state. The two boson species are characterized by
eigenvalues+ 1 and 1 ofthe spin operator * and m ay be called particles and holes,
respectively. The partial densities ; and of particle and hole com ponents are
determm ined by them agnetization M , through = % 1 M y),ie. by theexpectation

values = I’Pi( )ioftheproj?ctorsPi( - %(l ¥). The HypemettedC hain
HNC) analysis available for the H artree-Jastrow ground state of the binary boson
m ixture B1l] may then be applied to determm ine all the requisite quantities for the
corregoonding variational description of the transverse Ising system .

The trial ground state is optim ized by deriving and solving suitable Euler-
Lagrange equations that determm ine the optim al distribbution function G (n) the m ag-
netization M . For constant and M ,, the optimalG (n) is detem ined, through
s HNC oonnection to the psesudopotential u (n), by m eans of the Euleri.agrange
equation Ep= u@m) = 0 for um), which lads to a paired-m agnon equation [R4].
Sim ilarly, variation of the energy functional w ith respect to M f at constant and

xed G ) produces an Euleriagrange QE (=@M 2 = 0 equation for the optin alor-
der param eter in the ordered phase M oot in the disordered phase), which leadsto a
renom alized H artree equation R4].

T his approach yields exact results in strong and weak-coupling lin its, and good
results in between, but it cannot be expected to reproduce critical exponents w thout
the inclusion of higher-soin correlations.

4. ENTANGLEM ENT IN HARTREE-JASTROW GROUND STATES

N um ericaldata are available from published 23-25]and unpublished variational-
CBF calculations in the transverse Isingm odelthat su ce form eaningfiilevaluations
ofm easures of corregoonding bipartite entanglem ent properties for tw o, three—, and
fourdin ensional © = 2;3;4) versions of the m odel.

Single-Site Entropy. Egs. (14) and (15) are used to quantify the entanglem ent of a
single site w ith the rest of the lattice (the single-spin von N eum ann entropy de ned
in Section II), using the varational:C BF inputs forM , and M , form any choices of
the coupling param eter . The resuls, plotted in Fig. 1, indicate a sharp peaking of
S () at the crticalvaluesof for the orderdisorder transition from ferrom agnetism
to param agnetism given by the m any-body calculation (respectively, .= 3:14,5.12,
and 71 orD = 2, 3, and 4). It is tem pting to interpret this peaking, with the
entanglem ent m easure reaching a m axinum at the transition, in tem s of a direct
association of entanglem ent w ith quantum critical phenom ena. T he sam e behavior
was observed by O fbome and Nielsen forD = 1, however with a distinctly higher
maxinum valie of S (0.68 In com parison w ith the value 022 we nd atD = 2). In
fact, them axin a are seen to decline system atically asD increases. This nding isin
ham ony w ith the general understanding that classicality increases w ith dim ension.



Transverse Ising Model
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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 dinensionsD = 2, 3, or
4), evaluated w ith input data from varationalCBF calculationsbased on optin ized
H artree-Jastrow ground-state trial iinctions. T he locations of the respective critical
coupling param eters . are labeled with (cc).

T his suggests that in practical mm plem entations of quantum inform ation processing
where entanglem ent is used as a resource, it is advantageous to utilize chains of
processing units rather than arrays in higher din ensions.

Two-Site Entanglem ent. W e next study the entanglem ent between tw o spins residing
in the lattice In tem s of the concurrence de ned in Section II, deriving inform ation
on these m easures from the data available from the CBF -varational studies based
on the optin ized H artreeJastrow trial fuinction. In applying Eq. 4), W e m ay use
the follow ing form ulas for the eigenvalies ; ofthematrix R of Eqg. (5) In temm s of
soin-spin correlation fiinctions, which are valid in both ordered and disordered phases
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Transverse Ising Model (D=2)
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Figure 2. Concurrence C between nearest neighbors in a square lattice, evaluated

w ith input data from variationalCBF calculations based on an optin ized H artree-

Jastrow ground-state trial function. T he location of the critical coupling param eter
c Is Jabeled with (cc). T he dashed line servesm erely to guide the eye.

C oncurrence results for nearest-neighbor spins in the tw o-din ensionalm odelare plot—
ted In Fig. 2 at three values of the coupling param eter . Since the existing data on
the correlation functions is quite lin ited, this gure is not very infom ative. Still,
it is of interest to point out that the values obtained are lower than those obtained
by Syljmrsen R8] based on M onte Carlo sin ulation at nite tem peratures, but the
qualitative features are the sam e as those found in that work and by O sbome and
Nielsen R7] and O sterloh et al. R6]. In our case, the peak m ay be closer to the
critical than is the case for the chain R7]. A s noted In Ref. 28], one should ex—
pect the nearest-neighbor concurrence to be sn aller in higher din ension due to the
m onogam ous character of entanglem ent { the m ore neighbors, the an aller the share
of bipartite entanglem ent allotted to each pair. A Iso, we know quite explicitly from
the results 0of ON and O sterloh et al. that although spin-spin correlations in the usual
sense acquire a long—range character upon approach to the critical point, this is not
the case for the concurrence. In particular, these authors nd that C vanishes for
site separations on the chain beyond nextnearest neighbor. In our case, since the
scale of C is already an aller because of the higher dim ensionalities considered, the
concurrence is found to vanish for pair separations beyond nearest neighbor.



Transverse Ising Model
Lower bounds of localizable entanglement for first neighbors
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Figure 3. Two-point connected correlation function Q xy (1) for nearest neighbors
on a square or cubic lattice (respectively for dim ensionsD = 2 or 3), evaluated w ith
Input data from variationalCBF calculationsbased on H artree-Jastrow ground-state
trial functions. The locations of the respective critical coupling param eters . are
labeled w ith (cc). T he dashed line servesm erely to guide the eye.

Localizable Entanglem ent. A s indicated in Section II, localizable entanglem ent is
another recently suggested m easure of bipartite entanglem ent R2]. It has the virtue
of providing for a m ore natural de nition and incisive de nition of entanglem ent
length than the entanglem ent of form ation, and allow Ing one to cbserve its expected
divergence at the quantum criticalpoint. For the case of the transverse Ising m odel,
the x-connected soin-spin correlation function Q ,x (), fumishes a tight lower bound
on the localized entanglem ent, at least when nearest-neighbor soins are considered
R2].

Based on the theoretical analyses and num erical data of the variationalCBF
work reported in Refs. R3-35], we have evaluated Q.4 (1) = g(h) M? Pra
number of values, in the cases D = 2 and 3 (e Fig. 3). Here, 1hjdenotes
the spin—-spin distance in the lattice at constant transverse m agnetic eld.) It is
In portant to add that the data used are not fully optin al. Ifwe com pare w ith the
corresponding results of Verstraete et al. 22], it is seen that the variational results for
Q xx behave In the sam eway aswhen, in their treatm ent, a sn allperturbing m agnetic

eld is In posed in the x direction to break the parity symm etry (ie., underx ! X)
and achieve a m ore realistic description In the strong-coupling lim it (small ). The



treatm ent on which our input data is based already incorporates parity breaking in
the ferrom agnetic phase.

Tanglem eter. There have been som e Initial e orts toward analysis of m ultipartite
entanglem ent In quantum spin m odels, focusing on soin chains [32-36]. In this vein,
but not restricted to one din ension, we shallm ake som e cbservations on the entan-
glem ent properties of H artreeJastrow ground states w ithin the recently developed
m ultipartite form alism based on nilpotent polynom ials P].

G en the ground state Egs. (25)—(27) detem ined by the pssudopotentialsU and
Uy , One can easily nd the corresponding nilpotent polynom ialF de ned in Ref. O].
For the present argum ent it is irrelevant whether or not U and Uy are optin ized.
It is very important that U and Uy are respectively of two-body and onebody
structure. T hus, the local contributions from Uy can be ignored, since they do not
a ect the entanglem ent properties of the state. T he required construction leading
to the so—called tanglem eter is further sim pli ed by the fact that the di erent temm s
and factors In U com m ute w ith one another. T he polynom ialF isthen found to be

X L. X
F =1+ Rt
i<y i i< < k< 1

+ +

. + o+ + +
ikl i 4 x 1

+ it 12uw g ; RN
w hich does not contain term s linearoroforder N 1 in the * operators. T herefore
F is already in its canonical form F. under general local transfom ations, and the
num ber of the coe cients is less than the m lnin um num ber of param eters su cient
to describe the entanglem ent properties of the state. The last step is to detem ine
the logarithm of the polynom alF , the so—called nilpotential £. The result for £ is
ofthe sam e form asF and so already in canonical and hence tanglem eter.

From this simnple analysis, we can Infer that for any non-zero choice for the
pseudopotential U in the form (26), the ground state (25) belongs to the general
orbit of states which contain N -partite entanglem ent. However, this state cannot
be the GHZ state containing m axin alN -partite entanglem ent. A nother im plication
is that there are no subclusters of spins that are not entangled w ith the rest of the
lattice. A 11 spins share quantum correlations w ith all others.

5.ENTANGLEMENT IN OTHER MANY-BODY WAVE FUNCTIONS

A lthough much can stillbe lamed from studies of entanglem ent in Jattice soin
system s, the characterization of this fascihating nonlocal quantal correlation in sys—
tem s of particles having continuous spatial degrees of freedom as well as discrete
Foin/isospin observables presents the greatest opportunities for new insights relevant
to strongly interacting quantum system s.

A typical CBF state has the form of a correlation factor applied to a reference
Independent-particle m odel state. T he exam ple of the transverse Ising m odel show s
that a Jastrow factor Introduces nontrivial entanglem ent properties. It is instructive

com pare the sin ple Jastrow ground state for a nom al Fem i system , nam ely
i< 3 f (ij) where isa Slater detem inant, with the BC S ground state profcted
on the subspace with the sam e even number N of particles, which has the fomm
A ( 12) G4) I\ 1;N)) (antisymm etrized by A ). The BCS wave function



is evidently separable, being a m ean— eld description of C ooper pairs all in the two-
body state . Thusthe usefiilentanglem ent is concentrated entirely in the individual
C ooper pairs, which are not entangled one w ith the other. A s dem onstrated by Shi
[19], the entanglem ent of each m em ber of a C ooper pair w ith the other is given by a
von N eum ann entropy

sS=3Ffogimt @ mHogd ) (30)

w here v is the am plitude appearing in the usual expression
Y
BCSi= ug + vkaﬁ..ay kg P11 (31)
k

forthe BCS state vector, with i ¥ = (1=2) 1 (=Eyx)andEyx = (x+ £)'™ inthe
usual notation. The pairm em ber entanglem ent is zero when the gap ¢ vanishes
(nom al state), and the C ooper pairs are m axin ally entangled when Ey >> .

By contrast, w ithin the Jastrow product of pair functions f, entanglem ent is
soread am ong allN (N 1)=2 pairs ij, both directly and indirectly. Inclusion of in—
terparticle correlations of all orders (be‘o/vhergn pairs, trjples,Pquartets, etc.) is accom;—
plished wih the Feenberg function exp i< § U2 @)=2+ j<x U3 (ijk)=2+ ,
which in itself can provide an exact representation of the ground state ofa system of
indistinguishable bosons B7]. A study of the m ultipartite entanglem ent properties
of this function should prove very Infom ative. (Such an analysism ay be naturally
extended to shadow wave functions [B8], a generalization of the Jastrow Feenberg
form used predom inantly in the study of quantum uids and solids.)

For sim ilar reasons, the exponential structure of the states of coupled-cluster
theory [B9],
Jcci=expB1+ Sy + N B; (32)

w herein X X

S, = ciyajay; S, = cijklaﬁi’aijlakal; etc: (33)

ij ijkl

is a propitious fom at for the investigation of m ultipartite entanglem ent in m any—
body problem s in nuclear physics and related areas, already begun by Em ary [40].
M oreover, the CC structure suggeststhat a fruitfiilanalysis can be perform ed in term s
ofthe \tanglem eter" developed by M andilara et al. P]asan extensive characterization
of entanglem ent based on nilpotent polynom ials.
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