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We study the entanglement properties of a closed chain afdwac oscillators that are coupled via a transla-
tionally invariant Hamiltonian, where the coupling actdyoon the position operators. We consider the ground
state and thermal states of this system, which are Gaudsitas.sThe entanglement properties of these states
can be completely characterized analytically when one tiigel®garithmic negativity as a measure of entangle-
ment.

PACS numbers: 03.67.-a, 03.67.Hk

I. INTRODUCTION consist of a large or infinite number of coupled subsystems
[7, 8, 9, 10]. Examples of such systems are interacting spin

systems, which, like most interacting systems, exhibitide

Quantum entanglement IS possibly the most INNIQUING, 5| occurrence of entanglement, i.e., the ground stateris g
property of states of composite quantum systems. It mani

fosts itself i lati f t out teat erally an entangled state [7, 8, 9]. It has, furthermorenbee
ests lseil in correlations of measurement outcomes a suspected that the study of the entanglement propertiesbf s
stronger than attainable in any classical system. The retiew

. . . ; systems may shed light on the nature of the structure of clas-
interest in a general theory of entanglement in recent yisars

. : sical and quantum phase transitions [7, 9]. It has turned out
largely due to the fact that entanglement is conceived as thﬁ q P [7, 9] d

K . tocols f um inf i owever, that the theoretical analysis of infinite spin nbas
KEY résource in protocols for quantum information prQCESSVery complicated and only very rare examples can be solved
ing. Initial investigations focused on the properties qfdtite

T . analytically. Coupled harmonic oscillator systems allaw f
entanglement of finite dimensional systems such as twd-lev y y P y

i In fact. sianificant has b d q % much better mathematical description of their entangfgme
systems. In fact, significant progress has been made, and o Foperties than spin systems. Physical realizations ofi suc

understanding of the entanglement of such systems is quitg o range from the vibrational degrees of freedom-in lat
well developed [1]. A natural next step is the extension of

; S ) i tices to the discrete version of free fields in quantum fiedd th
these Investigations to multi-partite systems. Unfortallya ory. This motivates the approach that we have taken in this
the ;tudy Of multi-partite entanglement suffers ffO'T‘ agprol work, namely to investigate the entanglement structure-of i
eration of different types of ent_anglement already in _thepu {initely extended harmonic oscillator systems.
state case [2], and even less is known about the mixed state
case. For example, necessary and sufficient criteria fa-sep In this paper we study a special case, namely a set of har-
rability are still lacking. For other properties, such astitla- monic oscillators arranged on a ring and furnished with a har
bility, no efficient decision methods are known, and it isreve Monic nearest-neighbor interaction, i.e., oscillatorat thre
difficult to find meaningful entanglement measures [3]. A di-connected to each other via springs. The paper is organized
rection that promises to lead to simpler structures is tfiat 0@s follows. In Section Il we provide the basic mathematical
infinite dimensional subsystems, such as harmonic osmifiat t0ols that are employed in the analysis following in the re-
or light modes, which are commonly denoted as continuoustaining sections. We then move on to derive a simple ana-
variable systems [4, 5]. Indeed, for continuous-variagte s lytical expression for the ground state energy of the haimon
tems the situation becomes much more transparent if one r&scillator systems. Our main interest is the computation of
stricts attention to Gaussian states (e.g. coherent, zgqdee entanglement properties of the ground state of the chain. In
or thermal states) which are, in any case, the states that afection Ill we derive a general formula for the logarithmic
readily experimentally accessible. negativity [11, 12] which we employ as our measure of en-
tanglement. In Section IV we present analytical result$ tha

f %U'lte rtecen_tly, tlt has Ibe;ﬁn reaglr]ze(gj tfhat |ttrr]n|%t11t be ;fveryconcern the symmetrically bisected chain, that is the situa
ruttiut enterprise to apply the methods rom e eyt € 5, \here the chain is subdivided into two equal contiguous

tanglement not only to problems of quantum information sci- arts and the entanglement is calculated between those part
ence, but also to the stu_dy of quantum systems that are typjz e show how to construct a very simple lower bound on the
cally regarded as belonging to statistical physics, systiwat log-negativity, in the form of a closed-form expressiondsis

on the coupling strengths; that is, no matrix calculatiores a
necessary. Furthermore, for nearest-neighbor interaotie
. , . show that the bound is sharp, i.e., gives the exact valueeof th
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YElectronic address: j.eiser@ic.ac.uk log-negativity. Surprisingly, the value of the log-negatiin
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http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0205025v2

reducible to a four-oscillator picture, thereby demortsica  here, the vector of quadrature operators is given By, =
the non-triviality of the physical system. We then move on¥';andr,, ;= By, for1 3§ n. The Hamiltonian is then
to Section VI, where we study general bisections of the chaigf the form
numerically. We demonstrate that entanglement is maxigize

for the symmetrically bisected chain. Furthermore, ankenat f=gr VM 12=2 0
counterintuitively, for asymmetric bisections where oneup 0 1,=Cm)
of oscillators is very small, and especially when it corsst

only one oscillator, we find that the entanglement decreiises where then  n-matrixv contains the coupling coefficients.
the size of the other group is increased. We also demonstrafdie Hamiltonian is thus written as a quadratic form in the
that for large numbers of oscillators the mean energy of théluadrature operators; we will call the matrix correspogdin
ground state and the value of the negativity are proportiondo this form theHamiltonian matrix(as opposed tef, the
and provide an interpretation for this result. In Sectiohw&  Hamiltonianoperato)). In the present case, the Hamiltonian
discuss our results. We also provide an intuitive pictueg th matrix is a direct sum of thkinetic matrixl, =@m ) and the
allows to explain the results in the previous sections. potential matrixv m ! 2=2.

Generally we have attempted to structure the sometimes In this paper, we will consider a harmonic chain “con-
somewhat involved mathematics in such a way, that the readeected” end-to-end by a translationally invariant Hanmiigm.
can skip it and extract the main physical results easily. Welhe v -matrix of the Hamiltonian is, therefore, a so-called
state at the beginning of each section what main result will b circulant matrix [14]. This is a special case of a Toeplitz
obtained and we state this result clearly, either in the fofm matrix because not only do we haveg, = v; i, but even
a theorem or at the end of the section. Vix = V(§ xymodn fOrl 3k n, due to the end-to-end

connection. We can easily write the coefficientsin terms
of the coupling coefficients. For a nearest-neighbor cogpli
I1. COVARIANCE MATRIX FOR GAUSSIAN STATES OF with “spring constant’k , the potential term of the Hamilto-
THE HARMONIC CHAIN nian reads

R;

In this section we derive an expression for the covariance X2

matrix of the ground state and of the thermal states of a set of
harmonic oscillators that are coupled via a general intenac
that is quadratic in the position operators (e.g. oscitlabmu-  Therefore, we have
pled by springs). As a byproduct we also give an expression
for the energy of the ground state. Vo=1+4K=@m!?); = 2K=m@!?):

Let us first consider the covariance matrix for the ground
state of a single uncoupled harmonic oscillator. The Hamilt More generally, includingk-th nearest-neighbor couplings

A2 A 2.
X+t K K g+r1)modn Xxk)7:
k=1

nian is given by (we have adopted units where 1) with spring constantx ., and defining
2
o fg2, B po, _ 2Ky |
2m 2 kT a2’

Denoting the quadrature operators as a column vectavith
R; = X andR, = P, the Hamiltonian can be concisely
rewritten as

we have

Vo 1+2(1+ o+ ::9;

A r m!?=2 0 . vy = ;; for3> o:
HoR 0 1=Cm) ’ i
The calculation of the corresponding covariance matrix can
now proceed via a diagonalisation of the Hamiltonian ma-
k1= ReTr[ Ry Tr[RyD®R:; Tr[Ri)I: trix, which effectively results in a decoupling of oscithas.
) ) Since the commutation relations between the quadrature op-
for1  k;1 2. For , then-th eigenstate of the Hamilto- grators must be preserved, the diagonalisation must bel base
nian, , = jhimjitis a straightforward exercise to calculate gp, asymplectic transformatios 2 Sp@n;R). This means

The covariance matrix of a general state is given by

that that we can only use equivalence transformation® c °=
1=m!) 0 sTcssuchthas®™ s =, where,inthe;p)-convention,
= @+ 1=2) 0 m1! ° the symplectic matrix is given by
We will only be interested in the ground statg, = in0j _ 0o 1,
however, since this is the only eigenstate which is Gaussian B 1, 0

Passing to the harmonic chain consistingidfarmonic os-
cillators, we will only consider interactions between thee 0 This real skew-symmetric matrix incorporates the canoni-
cillators due to a coupling between the different positipa 0 cal commutation relations between the canonical coordiat
erators. According to theg;p)-convention we have adopted Fortunately, because the kinetic matrix is a multiple of the



3

identity, the Hamiltonian matrix can be diagonalized by anthe mean potential energy and the kinetic energy of a single
orthogonalequivalence of the form oscillator are identical and half the mean energy of theesgst
at inverse temperature Using this procedure one obtains

%)= (g0 2N=2;
wheres is the real orthogonal n-matrix that diagonalizes 1 5
the potential matrix7 . It is readily checked that the resulting (2( N33 = = It
transformation is indeed a symplectic one. In fact, s is an ey expl iy 1
element of the maximal compact subgrousef(2n;R ). (O ))as = mis 1+ 2
Soc %is now diagonal and of the form®= ¢ ! 2=2)v ° P - exp( !y) 1
1,=(m ), wherev is the diagonah n-matrix with entries . \
5,1 3 n,the eigenvalues of . The covariance matrix In the conventionwhera = 1, ! = 1, one gets
%of the ground state of the transformed Hamiltonian consists ()= (£() o N=2;
therefore just of single-oscillator covariance matricéth\wa-
rameter! ; = !p_j,l j n, and is diagonal itself, to wit, () =V L+ 2ep(V7T L, '
o= (2 9= p() = VI L+ 2@p( V') 1) '
(33 = 1= 13); for the covariance matrix of a Gibbs state in the original
(g)j;j = m!;y: canonical coordinates.
The covariance matrix in the original coordinates is then
obtained by transforming®back, I1l. GENERAL FORMULA FOR THE LOGARITHMIC
NEGATIVITY
=6 )% 9
(s 287) s 28THE2 In this section we derive a general formula for the loga-
- ¥ =m1)) @ !V2)E2: rithmic negativity of a Gaussian state wfcoupled harmonic

oscillators with respect to a bipartite split, given the &dv
To simplify the notation, we will henceforth set = 1and  @nce matrix of the Gaussian state. This set may consist of
! = 1. So we have a simple formula for the covariance matrix@ll n oscillators or of a subset ai < n oscillators. The

in terms of the potential matrix , only restriction is that the covariance matrix must be adire
sum of a position part, and a momentum part, i.e., there
= (x p)=2; must be no correlations between positions and momenta. The
- v =2, resulting formula can be found at the end of this section.
® . ! Letm ; andm , be the sizes of the two groups of oscilla-
p = VT tors the entanglement between which we wish to calculate,

andletm = m;+ m, n. From Section Il, we know that

Using this same derivation, we can also easily find a forype coyariance matrix of the ground state of the harmonic
mula for the energy of the ground state. We will need this re<hain is givenby = ( )=2. where ., = v 12 and
X P ’ X

sult in Section VI, where we will compare the log-negativity =~ _ V122, In order to calculate the entanglement between

of a state to its energy. Indeed, the ground state ener%o disjoint groups of oscillators in this state, we needdn-c

of a single oscillator is~!=2. In the decoupled descrip- ider th : . iated with the reducee
tion of the ground state of the chain, the oscillators have en>oerl the covariance matrix associate W't. the reguc sta
y of them oscillators of the two groups. This covariance ma-

) P — . . K . . ! .
ergy ~1- 5=2, with »1_J being the e|genvalue_s trix — from now on also referred to as reduced covariance
of the potential matrix/ . The total ground state energy is Hix — iS Qi by the 5 incipal submatrix of
E - (1= " P— Denoting~! =2 by & o, we therefore matrix — is given by thezm m principal submatrix o
have ) =1 ) 0 that consists of those rows and colums ofhat correspond

to the canonical coordinates of either graupr group2. If
m = n, meaning that the whole set afoscillators is consid-
ered, this step is not necessary. The reduced covariance mat

Finally, we turn to Gibbs states corresponding to some tem- iS again of the form
peratureT > 0, the states associated with the canonical en-
semble, given by

E = EoTrV ™21

= (x p)=2;

. . where both , and , arem m -matrices.
()=exp( H)=Trkexp( H)J; Taking thepartial transposeof a covariance matrix corre-
sponds to changing the sign of the momentum variables of

where = 1=T. Again, one can obtain the covariance matrix he oscillators in the second group. This operation maps the
() of the state ( ) in a convenient manner in the basis in -, ariance matrix to

which the Hamiltonian matrix is diagonal. Tl 2n di-
agonal matrix °( ) can be obtained using the virial theorem: =P P



with
P =Py Pp; Py=1,;

P,isam m diagonal matrix. Specifically, theth diagonal
elementof, is1or 1, depending on whether the oscillator
on positionl 3§ m belongsto group 1 or 2, respectively.
The logarithmic negativity11, 12] of a state is defined as
the logarithm of the trace norm of the partial transpose ef th
state. The negativity is an entanglement measure in the@ sens
that it is a functional that is monotone under local quantum
operators [12, 13]. To date it is the only feasible measure of
entanglement for mixed Gaussian quantum states. The def-
inition of the logarithmic negativity can be easily trarskh n/2 ! n/2+1
into an expression which does not involve the state itself, b
rather the covariance matrix of the state: as the trace norm
is unitarily invariant, one has the freedom to choose a basiEIG. 1. The symmetrically bisected harmonic chain. Theltagors
for which the evaluation of the trace norm becomes partic to n=2 form group1, the oscillators:=2 + 1 to n form group2.
ularly simple. More specifically, one may make use of the
Williamson normal forn15] for the partial transpose of the
covariance matrix. The problem of evaluating the logarithm V. THE SYMMETRICALLY BISECTED HARMONIC
negativity is then essentially reduced to a single-modé-{ro CHAIN
lem. This procedure gives rise to the formula [12]
@n In this section we present exact analytical results for the
N = by, mn@;29x @ 1 )I); log-negativity in a chain of_harmonic oscillators with a
translationally invariant coupling. Moreover, we shallibe

o ) terested here in the most symmetric case of calculatingthe e
where @ * ), 1k  2m, are the eigenvalues of tanglementwith respect to a symmetric bisection of therchai
i ' . isthe symplectic matrix That is, the numben of oscillators should be even and the

0 1 oscillators in positions 1 ta=2 constitute group 1, the others
n . . . :

= 1, o ° group 2 (see Figure 1). Hence, in the notation of Section I
Since ! = , we have to calculate the spectrum of Using the result of Section Ill, we find that the logarith-
the matrixB = i P P, giving 2m real eigenvalues mic negativity of a symmetrically bisected oscillator anaof

chB ) of B. Then the logarithmic negativity equals = lengthn and with potential matrix’ , is equal to
o Jog,min (1;23 x B)J. This formula can be further
simplified due to the direct sum structure o ( .,  ,)=2. x ,
Simplification ofs yields N= 110‘52 ;i 5@
=

i 0 Pp pPp

B=2 . 0 : with
The eigenvalue equation of a block matrix of this form reads 0 = v “pylp
0 X u u P =1,, (1,.,):
Y O v o v !

which is equivalent to the coupled system of equatiors=
uandyu = v. Substituting one equation in the other
yields x yu = 2u, hence the eigenvalues of the block
matrix are plus and minus the square roots of the eigen- We begin our analytical investigations by studying a more
values ofXx Y. In particular, the eigenvalues af are general object thag, namely the matrix
(5 xPp pPp=4)2,1 3 m.Because of the -sign,
taking the absolute value of the eigenvalues has the effect o R=2G
doubling the eigenvalue multiplicity. Hence,

A. Symmetry propertiesof Q

pGp:

Here,G is a general reatirculant matrix that is symmetric

. under transposition. Singe is symmetric and circulant, it
N = o n@; - P P ; . B !
. g m i 5 «Fe pFo)) can be written ire 2 block form as
which is finally the resulting formula of the logarithmic reeg G% g®

tivity in terms of the matrices, and G= go go



We will first show thatR exhibits the same block structure. Lemma 3 With the previous notationg°+ Q% = (Q°

Define then n flip-matrixF = F, as 0% ) !and
Fij = 4m+1 3% det@°+ Q%) = exp( PTrF gV ));
det@® Q%) = exp@pTrF bgWV)):

To simplify the notation, we will mostly refrain from mentie
ing the sizen of F ; the mathematical context should make it ,, pintheintervalo p 1, the following also holds: if

clear whichn is being used. v O 0, thenQ %+ o @ 1._,, and ifv % 0, then
Lemma 1 The matrix® can be written e 2block formas 2° Q%F L.
Proof. ConsidersQ s. On one hand, we have, by Lemma 2,

. AB
B A sos= Q%+ o%) ©Q° Q%);
_Proof. Sinceg is circulant Qnd sym_metri(F,_GF = G,which 54 similarly,svs = %+ v@) ° vO). Also,
is true for every symmetric Toeplitz matrix. AISBPF =  gpg _ | as a short calculation shows. On the other hand,
P holds. Writing we also have
R= 2B SQS = SV PPVPPS
c D '

= SV PSSPSSVPSSPS
symmetry demands that= FBF andD = FAF. Further- (SVS) PSPS (SVS)PSPS;
more, bothc andp are also invariantunderthe ., F,_,
symmetry. HenceR exhibits this symmetry too, i.e.E and therefore

F)RE F)=R.Thus,A andB are invariant under .

sQs = (v+vP%®) P @ v%) P)F
W+ v P v° v )P)F
Matrices with this block structure can be brought in block = (w’+v%) P w° v%) P)
diagonal form using a similarity transform: (W° V%P O+ v )P)
Lemma?2 Lets = cE>+F)=p§.Then = W+ vP) Pw? v )P
A B wv® vP) Pwo+ vOF)P:
S = A+BF) @& BF): . : .
B A Identifying the blocks in the two expressions &p S, we get
Proof. This follows by direct calculation and noting that 0+ Q% = W+ VvP) Pw® vOR)P;
1
s 1= s and 00 Q% = w° vO%) Pwl+ v )P,
]]-n F p_ . .
S= 5 q = 2 sothatg °+ Q ®F is the inverse 0 ® ¢ ®F and
0 V(I)F p
det@Q%+ Q%) = det .

det(v o+ v OF )

.- . FurthermorejogV = S logv+ V%) Iogw?® v % ))s,
We now specialize the above results foto the matrix o9 g ) b )

hence
0=V PPVFR; TrF gV ]
with v again a general real symmetric circulant matrix. The = TrBFSlogW’+ V%) logw®? vI))]
p]?werp remta}ins_ hitr|1ertto ur:gpgcified: Note th?t_ any ﬁ?wer =TrP gW’+ V) bgw® vTIF))]
of a symmetric circulant matrix is again symmetric circulan _ 0 0
Again, then n-matrixv can be writtenire 2 block form = TrlogW®+ VIF) g’ V)]
. detv’+ V%)
voeve T 9Gecv0 Vo)
v®@ yvo 7’
This then yields
where bothv °andv @ are Hermitian. By Lemma 13 can 0
similarly be written as the block matrix det@Q°+ Q%) = exp( pIrF gV J);
o ~o det@® Q%) = exp +pTrF IogV ]):
Q" Q .
Q® g0 - Considering the second assertionyi’® 0, thenv %+

] ) ) v v° v% and, by Lowner's theorem [14],
The following Lemma is crucial for the rest of the calcula-

tions. vO+ v Y @O vO)p



for 0 P 1. Hence, for any vectox 6 0 satisfying
an equationv?® v )Px = %+ v % )Py, it follows

and, because the two arguments of min commuite,=
Trinin(og, Q%+ 0% );log, ©° Q% ))1 Finally, the

that must be less than or equal to 1 (to see this, take thé&race of a minimum is smaller than or equal to the minimum

inner product of both sides with the vectgy. Rearranging
the equation to

v+ vP%) Pw? v )Px= x;

whichisjust @ %+ 0 %F )x = x, yields that the for which
such anx exists are precisely the eigenvaluesodf+ o ¥ .
Hence, under the condition® 0, the eigenvalues af %+
0 % are less than or equal to 1. Similarlyuf® 0, we

of the traces, so that
N max(Trlog, Q°+ 0% );;Triog, Q° Q% )I:

Because the two arguments of max are each other’s negative,
the maximum amounts to taking the absolute value of, say,
the first argument. Henceg Triog, Q%+ Q%)=

T rF log, V)12, where the last equality follows from the
first part of the proof.

proceed in an identical way to show that the eigenvalues of

0% Q% areless thanorequalto 1.

B. A lower bound on the negativity

We will now apply Lemma 3 to the cage= 1=2 andv
being the potential matrix of the oscillator chain to obtain
lower bound on the logarithmic negativity:

Theorem 1 The logarithmic negativity of the bisected oscil-

lator chain of lengthm obeys

N rF Do, V)1F2:

If v® is semidefinite (i.e., either positive or negative

semidefinite), then equality holds.

Proof. To calculate the negativity we need the eigenvalues of
Q with p = 1=2 that are smaller than 1. By Lemma 2, the

spectrum ofQ is the union of the spectra gf°+ 0 % and
of 0% 0% . By Lemma 3, forv matrices satisfying the
v % 0 condition, the eigenvalues of smaller than 1 are
the eigenvalues af °+ @ “F . Furthermore,

TrlogQ°+ Q% )] = logdet@®+ Q“F)
= pIrF bog(v)l:

Settingp = 1=2then givesN = TrF log, ¥ )}E2. On the
other hand, ifv ®= 0, it is the eigenvalues af° ¢ “F

that we need to consider. Singerfog@?® Q% )] =

+pTrF gy )] we find

N = TrF log, V)E2:

For generalv ®F , we first note that the general formula for
the negativity can be written as

N = Trlog,min@,;Q)l:

For commutingk andy ,m in X ;Y ) is the elementwise min-
imum in the eigenbasis of (andy). By Lemma 2, we then
haveN = Trlog,min@,; Q°+ Q%) ©Q° Q%))]
and this is also equal td8 = Trlog,min@,_,;Q°%+
Q%) Trlog,min@,,;0° Q% )l From Lemma 3
we also know thap °+ 9 ®F andg® ¢ P are each other’s
inverse. Hence,

N = Trlogmnh@’°+Q%;0° Q%)J

For the nearest-neighbor Hamiltonian,s of the form

0 Vo Vi1 0 le
B v Vo V 0
E 1 Vo Vi .
V=§ 0 w1 v . . ;
E : .o w 0C
A
0 V1 Vp Vi
vi O 0 vo
SO
0 1
Vo Vi1 0 0
B C
gvl Vo V1 %
0 _ .
B
“ . V1 Vo V]_A
0 01 Yo
v o 1
B OO :
v = g o (2)
0o o?®
0 Q v

Asv; 0, V%% is obviously a (negative) semidefinite ma-
trix. Therefore, the nearest-neighbor Hamiltonian satistine
equality condition of the Theorem, and the logarithmic neg-
ativity of the bisected harmonic chain with nearest-neahb
Hamiltonian equalst = I rF log, (V )]F2.

C. Anexplicit formulain the coupling

The bound of Theorem 1 is actually a very simple one be-
cause we can give an explicit formula f@rrF log, (v )13in
terms of the coupling coefficients;, as follows.

Theorem 2 For a translationally invariant potential matrix
with coupling coefficients;, ,,... u,

IrF log, V)li= log, @+ 4( 1+ 3+ ::3)):

Note, in this formula, the absence of the coefficients witrev
index.



Proof. The eigenvalue decomposition of a general circulaninserting the relations between the elementg @ind the cou-
n nmatrixVv is very simple to calculate. For convenience pling coefficients ;

of notation, we use matrix indices starting from zero indtea

of 1. Letvy,; = w 1, thenv = ¥ [ with the kernel
matrix of the discrete Fourier transform,
2 i _
k;1 = €xp kl—l =pn;
n

with 0  k;1 n 1. This matrix is unitary and symmetric.
The eigenvalues  are related tor, via a discrete Fourier
transform according to

X! 2 i
k= exp —kI1 wvi:
n
=0

For real symmetriev this gives
2

+ 2v, cos 2k— +
n

2
k= Vo + 2\7]_COSk—
n

It is now a straightforward calculation to obtain an expi@ss
for TrF log, V)] First,

(F Y)a
X1 24 02 i
= exp (Jk—) 5n 1 pexp( Jl—)=n
n n
3;3%=0
X1 , 24
= exp(k @ 1 J)l—)=n
=0 n
X1 , 2 i
= exp(k+1D) © 1)1)17):1’1:
=0

All elements are zero except those for which 1is an integer
multiple ofn, i.e., eitherk = 1= 0ork + 1= n:

X! 2 i
(F Yoo= exp (0j+ 0)—)=n=1
=0 n
and
X 21
(F ¥ 11 = exp(n @ 1))—)=n
=0 n
2 i
= exp( I—):
n

In the calculation ofT rF log, (v )] we only need the non-
zero diagonal elements ofr ¥, which are the(0;0) and the
(n=2;n=2) elements. Hence

TrF log, V)]

)
= Jog, ( o)+ Dog, ( n=2)eXp((n=2)Tl)

vy + 2V1 + 2V2 +
2V1 + 2V2

= ]ng
Vo

Vo 1+ 201+ 24 ::3);

vy = y; for 3> 0;

yields the stated formula.

For the nearest-neighbor Hamiltonian, the only non-zero
coefficient is 1, giving rise to the following simple ex-
pression for the logarithmic negativity.

Corollary 1 For the nearest-neighbor Hamiltonian with cou-
pling coefficient 0, the logarithmic negativity of the bi-
sected chain of length is given by

1
N =-log, (L+ 4 ):
2
Itis remarkable indeed that the negativity is independént o

the chain length.

D. Other potential matrices

To conclude this section, we will prove that any other circu-
lant symmetric potential matrix does not satisfy the edyali
condition of Theorem 2 so that the negativity will in general

be larger than the lower bound and, moreover, dependent on

the sizen of the chain. Consider first a Hamiltonian with a
nearest-neighbor coupling of strength and a next-nearest-
neighbor coupling of strength,, where ;; , > 0. The
matrix v ®F is then of the form

OO0 o

The non-zero eigenvalues of this matrix are those of the sub-
matrix

1 2
2 O

As its determinant is negative, 3, itis not a definite matrix,
hence neither iy *r .

Generally, &-th neighbor coupling y, i.e., a coupling be-
tween oscillatorsk places apart, yields a matrix® which
is Hankel[14] and has  on two skew-diagonals. If there
is ak such that , and , ; are non-zero but,, , = 0, then
v % contains & 2 principal submatrix of the form

k k+1
k+1 0 !

which is again not definite. Hence, in that cagé’r is not
semidefinite. Now, if one fixes the interactions and themlet
grow (which is exactly the setting here), there will alwags b
some point whew ®F will exhibit a zero skew-diagonal and,
hence, is not semidefinite.
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FIG. 2: There exist no symplectic transformations that det® all 107 : : : : : : : : :
but four oscillators from each other in the case of the bexbtiar- a
monic chain with nearest-neighbor Hamiltonian.

FIG. 3: Positive eigenvalues of 1 versus , for a chain of size
V. INEQUIVALENCE TO A FOUR-OSCILLATOR n = 20. From Lemma 3 it follows that the eigenvaluespotome in
PROBLEM reciprocal pairs; hence, the plot shows that in this cassigdhvalues
of @ are either larger than 1 or smaller than 1. For other chagssiz
At this point, one might be tempted to think that the inde-the gigenva]ues behavg in a.similar way. This shows thatytire s
pendence of the log-negativity of the chain lengthin the met_rlcally_ bls_ected chain typically cannot be reduced mdpstem
case of nearest-neighbor interaction, is a consequende of ydepicted in Figure 2.
presumption that the bisected harmonic chain of length 4
with nearest-neighbor interaction is in fact equivalentato
much simpler problem: there could be an appropriate choic&he spectrum of the corresponding matgx that enters in
of basis of the Hilbert spaces of system 1 and 2, correspgndinthe formula for the negativity can easily be evaluated using
to a symplectic transformation, such that, in effect, ohlyse  the procedure mentioned in Section lll. It is given by
four oscillators that are adjacent to the split boundary ldiou
be in an entangled state. The othee 2 oscillators of each
system would then be in pure product states, thereby not con-
tributing to the logarithmic negativity. This would mearath
one could locally disentangle all but four oscillators withal ~ whereq; ;:::;q, > 0, and1 appears  4times.

Q%= fl; 51,9 ;% ;B iwug;

symplectic transformations (see Figure 2). Now we can confront this result with the spectrum of the
_ If this indeed were the case, then symplectic transformamatrix o of the harmonic chain as is. A simple numerical
tionss:;S; 2 sp@;R) would exist such that calculation yields the values depicted in Figure 3. Sinee th

. eigenvalues of come in reciprocal pairs, we only show the
= 61 S2) "61 S2) eigenvalues larger than 1; furthermore, we subtract 1 from
= @My 4=2) 12 2 @ 4=2) them and show the result on a logarithmic scale (in order
to clearly distinguish all eigenvalues). In the case degpict
(note that we are using a quadrature ordering conventian her, = 20, we see that 10 eigenvalues are larger than 1, for any
that is different from the one used in the rest of this paper)value of the coupling constant Furthermore, the 10 remain-
Here, 1, and~; are4 4-covariance matrices associated ing eigenvalues are all smaller than 1. This means thatgcin fa
with the oscillatorsl andn on the one hand and=2 and 1 is not included in the spectrum of, which is completely at
n=2+ 1on the other hand, aril, ,=2is the covariance ma- variance with the result fap ° of the purported reduced chain.
trix of the pure product states of the remainimg2 2 0oscil-  Hence, we arrive at the statement that not even a single os-
lators of system 1 and 2, respectively. If for anguch a basis  cillator can be exactly decoupled from all the others by the
change could be performed, leading to the same covarianegyplication on an appropriate local symplectic transfdioma
matriqe§ 12 and "2 then thg invariance of the logarithmic This analysis shows that the coupled bisected chain with
negativity of the blsept_ed chain —the statement of_Cory)Ilar nearest-neighbor interaction can not be reduced to a proble
— would follow as ?tf""a' consequence. We will briefly show, of only two pairs of interacting oscillators. In Section \AI
howeve_r, that th's. is not the case. .10 equipped with further results from numerical investigatie-
Consider the eigenvaluesBf = 1 we will discuss these findings and present an intuitive péctu
o . of the correlations present in the ground state of this gyste
B'=1 P (@, 4=2) 12 ~2 @y 4=2) P: of coupled oscillators.
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FIG. 4: Logarithmic negativity\ of a harmonic chain bisected in FIG. 5: Same as Figure 4, but seen from a different viewpoint.

groups of sizen; andn,. The interaction is nearest-neighbor with
coupling = 20.

VI. GENERAL BISECTIONS

In this section we turn towards more general problems, ex-
hibiting less symmetry. As these problems are much more
difficult to solve analytically, we basically have restedtour- 085l
selves to numerical calculations and we only give analyti-
cal results for small subproblems, valid in some asymptotic
regime only. orst

a=1,2/510,20 : 1

A. Asymmetrical bisections 0.5/

In Figures 4 and 5 we show the results of a numerical
calculation for asymmetrically bisected chains with neare %2 4 & 8 10 12 1 15 18 2
neighbor coupling. That is, the groups of oscillators have n
sizesn; & n,. From these figures a number of features
are immediately obvious. The most striking feature is theriG. 6: Effect of coupling strength on the convergence of the
“plateau” in the entanglement that is reached whenever botlvg-negativity towards its maximal value. Group size is kept
groups are sizeable enough (say;n, > 10, at least in the fixed at 20 and group size is varied. Shown is the ratio
presented case for Coup"ng Strength: 20)_ Of course, N (1;n2)=N (1 ;1 ). The different curves are for various values
whenn; = n,, being the “diagonal” of the plot, we recover of . One clearly sees that for small couplings the limit value is
the result of Section IV that the log-negativity is independ  "¢ached much faster.
of n = n; + n,. From these figures we are led to conjec-
ture that, in the case of nearest-neighbor coupling, theeval
of log-negativity forn; = n, is an upper bound on the values
forn, 6 n, (notto be confounded with the result of Theorem these features below. In conclusion, we conjecture thaipag
1, which says that this value id@aver bound for all symmet-  for general circulant coupling&m ,,, ; N (1;n;) is alower
ric bisections with general circulant couplings). Moregve bound orN ¢ ;n,).
for general circulant couplings, we conjecture that an uppe
boundorN (;;n;)isgivenbylin, , ;1 N m ;m ):Another From Figure 6 we can see that the convergence db-
feature is that when, say,; is kept fixed the log-negativity wards its plateau valusg @ ;1 ) depends on the strength
decreases with, from a given value oh, onwards. This of the coupling . For higher values, convergence is slower.
phenomenon is seen most clearly with small particularly ~ What cannot be seen from this figure is that the actual plateau
forn; = 1. We will endeavour an intuitive explanation of value is larger as well.
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B. Entanglement versus energy Energy per oscillator per unit of negatjvity
1 T T T T T T T T T

It is interesting to compare the entanglement present in
the chain ground state with its energy. We consider nearest-
neighbor interaction only. We have shown in Section Il that
the ground state energy equals! =2)Trv 1=21 For zero
coupling ¢ = 1,) this gives jusk times the single-oscillator 085
ground state energy, = ~! =2, as expected. For large cou-
pliggs , we show that the ground state energy is of the order  °s
Of _l'lE 0-

From the proof of Theorem 2, we have that the eigenvalues °”

x of v are given by

0.95

0.7

x = Vg + 2vy cosk2 =n)+ 2v, cosRk2 =n)+ ::::
0.65- 0.63531 i

The energy in terms of these eigenvalueg i8_o 17 For I
large values of, we can replace the discrete sum oxevy R \ T
an integral ink = 2 k=n. For nearest-neighbor coupling, this
yields: FIG. 7: Energy per oscillator (in units ef! =2) per unit of negativity
Z (not logarithmic) in function of the negativity, for the easf con-
E E, (=) dx (o + 2vy cos2x)t=2 tiguous groups of large enough size (so that the entanglgmaeau
0 in Figure 5 is reached). The interaction is nearest-neighbd the
Z coupling is implicitly present as a parameter. The dashetdepicts
= 2E,m= ) dx ((vg + 2v1) 4wy sin? x)*=2 the limiting value for infinitely strong coupling. Here, thembern
0 of oscillators is taken to be 20. However, the results become-
Z = pendent ofn for n large enough: fon = 20, the limiting value is
= 2Eo =) dx 1+ 4 sin®x)™2 0.63531, while for infiniten the exact resultis= = 0:63662.
P Tt
= 2Eol=) dx (@sin” () + 1= )77 from Figure 8, numerical calculations already show that the

° log-negativity tends to a constant timasthe chain length.

In the limit of tending to infinity, the latter integral tends Therefore, in this case, the log-negativity can grow indefi-

02, “? 4x sin (x) = 2, so that indeed nitely large even when the mean energy is kept fixed. In view
of this, it would be more correct to say that there are two con-

4p _ tributions to the entanglement: one is the mean energyfwhic

E nEo— is directly related to the coupling strengths, and the sécon

is the surface area of the boundary between the two groups of
Recalling the exact formula for the log-negativity in thersy  oscillators, which in the 1-dimensional case is just the bem
metrically bisected,case, we have that the negativity (@t t of points where the two groups “touch” each other. We will
logarithmic one) is 1+ 4 . We thus find that the negativ- return to this issue in Section VII.
ity is approximately proportional to the mean energy per 0s- The validity of the purported linear relationship can be
cillator. The exact values, calculated numerically, hagerb  shown analytically in a rather simple way, yielding as a by-
plotted in Figure 7. For = 0, the curve obviously goes product an expression for the proportionality constantstFi
through the point with mean energy equakte and negativ-  of all, the diagonal elements of thre matrix for this configu-
ity equal to 1. For going to infinity, the mean energy goes ration are 1 for odd index values, and -1 for even index values
to 2= )E, = 0:63662E  times the negativity. The Fourier transform af , thatis: P ¥ (see proof of The-
orem 2), is equal to

C. Non-contiguous groups 0 1.,
1,., O !

From the above, one would get the impression that the meagy ig easily checked. We already have calculated the Fourier
energy gives a general upper bound on the amount of entaf;nsform of thev matrix, which again can be inferred from

glement in the system (apart from a numerical factor). Thispe proof of Theorem 2. Itis given by = Vv ¥; here
is certainly not the case, because, until now, we only have in ;"5 diagonal matrix with diagonal elements _ v +'

vestigated the cases where the two groups of oscillators WeDhy sk =n) + 2v, cos@k =n) + 0 k n 1L
contiguous. In the following paragraph we look into the €N-|nserting this in the expression for thematrix gives:
tanglement between non-contiguous groups. Specificadly, w

look at the extreme case of entanglement between the group .~ |, 1, 0 1,-, 1=2 o 1,

of even oscillators and the group of odd ones. As can be seen> 1., O 1,., O
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0.8

N between even and odd grouprvs.
30 T T T T T T

25

201

101

0 L L L L L L L 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40

FIG. 9: Relationship between the constant factappearing in the
asymptotic formula for the log-negativity = cn in the even-odd
setting (as in Figure 8) and the coupling constant

FIG. 8: Entanglement between the group of even oscillatodstiae
group of odd oscillators, in function of the chain lengthevenn
only). Interaction is again nearest-neighbor with couplin=20.
The log-negativity is seen to quickly converge to a constiamesn.
The value of the constant depends oand the relationship is shown
in Figure 9. which indeed proves that, for large the log-negativity is a
linear function ofn. The integral itself cannot be brought in
closed form. In Figure 9, we show the result of numerical

If we write in2 2 block form as calculations giving the asymptotic valuewtn versus .
° 0
o @ 7

D. Effect of group separation
the spectrum ofQ is the union of the spectrum of
0172 @72 gnd of @ '7* 972 Worked-out, this gives In the following paragraph, we give some results for con-
the eigenvalues ,, ,,= )™ and ( = ,,,-2)*2, for  tiguous groups that do not comprise the whole chain. In Fig-
0 k n=2 1. Using the inherent symmetry that ure 10 we consider a fixed chain af = 40 oscillators and

n k= x theeigenvalues af are look at the entanglement between two equally sized contigu-
- ous groups, in function of the group size and the separation
x . between them. We define the separation as the number of os-

o2 k ) cillators in the smallest gap between the groups; since we ar

. . _ . dealing with a ring, there are two gaps between the groups.
The formula for the log-negativity obtained in Section It note that the log-negativity is plotted on a logarithmicleca
be reformulated as minus the sum of the negative eigenvalugsere are two main features in this figure. The first and least
of Iog, 0. In the present case we get as log-negativity unexpected feature is that the entanglement decrease®more
- less exponentially with the separation. We believe thatighi
N = 1 X Siog quite natural in view of the fact that the coupling between th
2 o S groups also decreases with the distance.
The more remarkable feature is that for small groups, the
For the nearest-neighbor Hamiltonian, this simplifiesto  entanglement quickly becomes zero altogether, as measured
by the logarithmic negativity. Bound entanglement [6, k7] i

N = }x ’ og, 0 + 2v; cos(2 k=n) , of course not detected by this measure of entanglementt and i
> Jlog, Vo 2vi cos( k=n) J would be an interesting enterprise in its own right to stuuy t
k=0 structure of bound entanglement present in coupled oswilla
X 1+ 2 1+ cos@ k=n)) systems. We will leave this, however, for future investigas.
= g, 1+ 2 (0 cos@ k=n)) From now on, the term that no entanglement is present will be
k=0 used synonymically with the statement that the logarithmic
for n that are multiples of 4. For large, we can replace the Negativity vanishes.
discrete sum by an integral, For groups of size 1, the log-negativity is zero already at
z _, sep_aration 1 (the gap consists of one oscillatqr). For ggoup
N B dx g 1+2 1+ cosk)) of size 2, there is still entanglement at separation 1, boeno .
2 21+ 2 (1 cosix))’ at separation 2. The larger the groups, the larger the maxi-
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N vs. group separation and group sig@) 10

107 I I I I I I I J

7 I I I I I
8 10 12 14 16

4 6
Group separation

FIG. 11: Classical correlations in a chain consisting of d€iltators;
coupling is nearest-neighbor with coupling strengtk 20. Shown

is the quantity, ¥ 5 i, displayed on a logarithmic scale, versus the
FIG. 10: Log-negativity for two contiguous groups that da com-  second oscillator index.

prise the whole chain. The chain consists of 40 oscillatmwapling

is nearest-neighbor with coupling strength= 20. Shown is the

log-negativity, displayed on a logarithmic scale, verus separa-  hence, more eigenvalues, so that there are more oppoesiniti
tion between the groups, i.e., the number of oscillatortjws be- 5, having at least one eigenvalue smaller than 1.

tween them. The different curves are for different groupsézboth In this respect, it is interesting also to have a look at the

groups are taken to be equal in size). ‘The curve for grouplsize classicalcorrelations in the chain, i.e. the expectation values
not visible because it is a single point: the log-negatibiégpween 2 o P

oscillators turns out to be 0 whenever their separationrgelthan X 3X x 1 From the treatment in Section Il we immediately
0. see that these correlations are given by the elements of the

matrix ,=2= Vv 1=2=2. In the case of circulant symmetry,
we only have to consider the first row of the matrix, giving

mal separation for which there is still entanglement can bethe correlations between the first oscillator and any other o

: ; ; : . Figure 11 shows these classical correlations for the system
One could try to interpret this by saying that there is a kind : Lo
y b y saying considered in Figure 1h(= 40, = 20). As could be

of threshold value below which entanglement drops to zero: d th lati q AT
However, this is more a reformulation of the results than arfXpected, these correlations decrease exponentiallyt
cillator distance and, furthermore, never vanish cotafle

explanation, because it sheds no light on why this suppose%S
threshold should depend on the group size.

To really explain what is happening, we need to take a
closer look at the exact calculations. Consider first twagso
of oscillators of size 2 and with separation 1; that is, graup
is at positions 1 and 2, group 2 at 4 and 5. Thenatrix of
this configuration (witm = 40and = 20) has eigenvalues To conclude this section, we consider a thermal state in-
2.063, 1.1339, 1.0938 and 0.88361. As one of the eigenvaftead of the ground state. The calculations are exactly the
ues is smaller than 1, there is, indeed, entanglement presegame in both cases, apart from the fact that,in the covariance
We might be led to think that this entanglement is the cumulamatrix there is an additional factdy, + 2 exp (= v) 1,) *
tive result of the entanglement between the different tgoif ~ to the , and  blocks (r = 1= ). The results are shown in
pairs, (1,4), (1,5), (2,4) and (2,5), but this is not truecdaese ~ Figure 12. One sees that for small temperatures the neyativi
these pairs are not entangled themselves: their sepaiationis equal to the ground state negativity, and from some value
larger than 0. What is happening here is that the eigenvalugdiwards it starts to decrease more or less linearly witntil
of the @ -matrix belonging to pair (1,4), say, are 1.8065 andthere is no (free) entanglement at all anymore.
1.1724, which are both larger than 1 and, therefore, do not
count in the entanglement figure.

E. Thermal state

The resolution of this strange behaviour in terms of the sep- VII. DISCUSSION
aration is that the mere fact alone of having correlations be
tween the groups (eigenvalues @fdifferent from 1) is not The numerical results we have obtained in Section VI can

enough to have entanglement. The correlations must be dife interpreted in a qualitative way, by means of two rules-of
special nature, namely: the eigenvaluegafnust be smaller thumb. These rules are not to be interpreted as strict math-
than 1. One could say that larger groups can more easily exematical statements; for that, we already have the exact for
hibit entanglement; the@ matrix has a larger dimension and, mulas. The importance of the two rules is that they allow to
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FIG. 13: Schematic drawing of the inter-oscillator cortiela pack-
ets, i.e. the rows of the correlation matrix. The line thickness
FIG. 12: Log-negativity of a thermal state with temperatoreersus indicates the amount by which the correlation packet isliraain
T and chain size.. Symmetrically bisected chain, nearest-neighbor the entanglement between the groups, i.e., how much it iedisy
interaction with coupling = 20. the two groups.

reason about the dependence of entanglement on various fée+r having entanglement. The correlations must be such that
tors, like group size, coupling strengths and group gegmetr theQ matrix has at least one eigenvalue smaller than 1. The
The first rule is thatdue to the coupling between the oscil- bottom line is in any case that one must go through the exact
lators, the system exhibits inter-oscillator correlatiowhich ~ calculations to see whether or not there is entanglement.
are decreasing with distanceThis is a fairly natural state- Another effect that can be accounted for is the dependence
ment, in view of the fact that the couplings between the escil of the log-negativity on the group size if at least one graup i
lators are short-range as well. In a more mathematical wayery small. If both groups are very small, say 1 oscillatahbo
one could consider the matrix, = v =2, whose elements then the packets are so wide they wind up along the chain and,
are the classical correlationg ;X' i. The 3-th row describes therefore, cross every group more than once, adding to the en
the correlations between theth oscillator and all other os- tanglement figure a number of times. If one of the groups is
cillators. The correlations can thus, in a figurative way, bekept fixed, and the other is made larger, the winding number
subdivided into packets, one packet for every row in the corof the packets decreases and so does the amount by which the

relation matrix. For chains with a circulant potential nratr , packet is shared by the groups. This effect could explain the
it is self-evident that , is also circulant so that the correlation decrease of entanglement with growing At this point, the
packets all have an identical shape (see Figure 13). qualitative reasoning again breaks down, however, sinee th

The second rule is thathe entanglement between two reduction of the amount of sharing per packet is countedacte
groups of oscillators depends on the total amount of correla by an increase in the number of packets. To show that the bal-
tion between the group#gain, this rule looks fairly innocu- ance is still in favour of an entanglement decrease, onde aga
ous and even trivial. However, combining the two rules readone really needs to go through the exact calculations; ¢his i
ily shows why, in the case of contiguous groups, the entanglewhat we have done in Section IV. Nevertheless, the qualdati
ment in function of the group sizes should reach a plateau. Inreasoning has the virtue that it shows what the main ingredi-
deed, even while the total amount of correlation grows, morents are. Furthermore, it immediately leads to the conjectu
or less, linearly with the chain size, this has very littlepmat  that the effect of decreasing entanglement would not octur i
on the entanglement between the groups because it are orfychain that is not connected end-to-end, since no winding oc
the correlation packets that straddle the group bounddrags curs there.
enter in the bipartite entanglement figure. For large groups A numerical experiment immediately showed that this is
most of the correlation packets describe correlatinithin ~ exactly what happens, as witnessed by Figure 14. One has
the groups. What is important is the amount of correlationgo be careful, though, about how one “opens” the chain. To
betweerthe groups, and this quantity is virtually independentclearly show the disappearance of the winding effect, ose ha
on the group size, provided the groups are so large they cam make sure that opening the chain does not introduce side-
accomodate most of the packets within their boundaries.  effects. Particularly, the oscillators at both ends shatiltl

We must stress, however, that these two rules are of a qudlsee” the same springs as before opening the chain. One can
itative nature. As noted already in Section VI, in the discus take care of this by connecting the ends of the chain to two
sion of the dependence of entanglement on group separatioadditional oscillators that are kept in a zero-energy dfiate
having correlations between the groups alone is not enouglith zerox -variance; hence, they must be oscillators with in-
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FIG. 14: Same as Figure 5, but with a Hamiltonian that does oot
nect the harmonic chain end-to-end. The two groups aregfibrey,
connected only at one point (in the middle of the chain), nsldx-
plains why the log-negativity is only about one half of théueait
had with end-to-end connection. Furthermore, for smallve now

see an increase with, instead of a decrease, which seems to imply

that the counterintuitive behaviour on the ring is actuallwinding
effect (see text).
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mination of a line (using appropriately matched impedances
is necessary to avoid signal reflections at the ends of tee lin
We believe that analogous reflection effects could be exhib-
ited by non-terminated harmonic chains, but leave the iRves
gation of this boundary phenomenon to future work.

Finally, for non-contiguous groups, and, specifically, for
the entanglement between even and odd oscillators, the two
rules-of-thumb correctly predict that the entanglemermipse
increasing with growing chain length. Indeed,nifgrows,
then the “boundary area” between the even and odd group
also grows (linearly withm), in contrast with the contiguous
groups, whose boundary area is fixed (1 for the open chain, 2
for the closed chain). Hence, the amount of correlatiorasistr
dling the boundary should grow too. The exact calculation
confirms this effect and shows a linear relationship between
log-negativity and chain size. It would be interesting teeis-
tigate what happens in three-dimensional oscillator gean
ments with couplings decreasing with distance. We believe
that a similar relation will show up between entanglement be
tween two groups and the area of the boundary between the
groups. We leave this issue, however, for future investiga-
tions.
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