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Abstract

W e study m acroscopic entanglem ent of various pure states of a one-din ensional N -spin system
wih N 1. Here, a quantum state is said to be m acroscopically entangled if it is a superposition
ofm acroscopically distinct states. To judge w hether such superposition ishidden In a general state,
we use an essentially unique index p: A pure state ism acroscopically entangled ifp = 2, whereas i
m ay be entangled but not m acroscopically if p < 2. This Index is directly related to fundam ental
stabilities of m any-body states. W e calculate the index p for various states in which m agnons are
excited w ith various densities and wavenum bers. W e nd m acroscopically entangled states (o= 2)
aswell as states with p= 1. The fom er states are unstable In the sense that they are unstable
against som e local m easuram ents. On the other hand, the latter states are stabl in the senses
that they are stablk against any localm easurem ents and that their deccherence rates never exoceed
O (N ) In any weak classical noises. For com parison, we also calculate the von Neum ann entropy
Sy=2 N ) of a subsystem com posed 0fN =2 spins as a m easure of bipartite entanglem ent. W e nd
that Sy, N ) of som e states wih p= 1 is of the sam e order of m agniude as the m axinum valie
N =2. On the other hand, Sy_, N ) of the m acroscopically entangled stateswih p= 2 isasamnall
as O (logN ) N =2. Therefore, larger Sy -, N ) does not m ean m ore instability. W e also point
out that these resuls are partly analogous to those for interacting m any bosons. Furthem ore, the
origin of the huge entanglem ent, as m easured either by p or Sy_, N ), is discussed to be due to

spatial propagation ofm agnons.
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I. NTRODUCTION AND SUMM ARY

M any-partite entanglem ent, ie., entanglem ent in a system that is com posed ofm any sites
or parties, has been attracting m uch attention recently [1,12,13,14,15,16,14,14,19,110,111, 112,
13,114,115,116,117,118,119,120, 121, 122]. Tt is known that the num ber of possible m easures of
entanglem ent grow s dram atically as the num ber of sites is Increased R4]. D 1 erent m easures
are related to di erent physical properties. T herefore, one m ust specify physical properties
of Interest .n order to determ ne a proper m easure or index.

In this paper, we study m acroscopic entangkm ent of various states In a quantum m any—
soin systam . Here, a quantum state is said to be m acroscopically entangled if it is a super-
position of m acroscopically distinct states (see Sec. [IIIA]) . A Tfhough such superposition is
trivially recognized for som e states (such asthe tat’ state), it ishard to nd such superpo—
sition by Intuition for general states. In order to judge w hether such superposition is hidden
n a general state, we use an essentially unique index p, de ned by Eq. {If). A pure state is
m acroscopically entangled ifp = 2, whereas it m ay be entangled but not m acroscopically if
p < 2. Unlke m any otherm easures or indices of entanglam ent, there is an e cient m ethod
of com puting p for any given states [3].

Tt was shown by Shin izu and M yadera [I] hereafter refereed as SM ) that this lndex is
directly related to findam ental stabilities of m any-body states, ie., to fragility In noises or
environm ents and to stability against localm easurem ents. That is, a statewih p= 1 isnot
particularly unstable against noises in the sense that its decoherence rate does not exceed
O (N ) In any noises or environm ents, whereas the decoherence rate of a statewith p= 2
can becom e as large as O (N 2) R3]. Furthem ore, a quantum state with p = 2 is unstable
against Jocalm easurem ents, whereas a hom ogeneous state with p= 1 is stable.

W e consider a one-din ensionalN -spin system wih N 1, and calculate the index p for
various pure states in which m agnons are excited w ith various densities and wavenum bers.
W e ndm acroscopically entangled states (o= 2) aswellas hom al statesw ith p= 1 which
are entangled but not m acroscopically. A ccording to SM , they are unstable and stable
m any-body states, respectively.

For com parison, we also calculate the von Neum ann entropy Sy—, NN ) of a subsystem
com posed of N =2 spins as a m easure of bijpartite entanglem ent. W e nd that som e states

wih Sy, N ) = O N ), which is ofthe sam e order ofm agniude as them axim um valueN =2,



are hom al states in the sense that p= 1. On the other hand, som e of other states, which
are m acroscopically entangled = 2), have much sn aller value of Sy, N ) ofO (logN ).

T hese results dem onstrate that the degrees ofentanglem ent are totally di erent ifdi erent
m easures or Indices are used. Furthem ore, stabilities of quantum states are not simply
related to the degrees of entanglem ent: D 1 erent stabilities are related to di erent m easures
or Indices. In particular, fragility In noises and the stability against localm easuram ents are
directly related to p, hence are basically independent of Sy, N ).

T he results also dem onstrate that states w ith huge entanglem ent, asm easured by either
p or Sy—, N ), can be easily constructed by sin ply applying creation operators of m agnons
to a ferrom agnetic state, which is a ssparable state. N either random ness nor elaborate tun-—
Ing are necessary to construct states w ith huge entanglem ent from a ssparable state. This
should be comm on tom ost quantum system s: By exciting a m acroscopic num ber of elem en—
tary excitations, one can easily construct states w ith huge entanglem ent. To generate such
states experin entally, how ever, onem ust also consider the fiindam ental stabilitiesm entioned
above: Stateswih p = 2 would be quite hard to generate experim entally, whereas states
w ith Jarge Sy, N ) would be able to be generated rather easily.

T he present paper is organized as Hllow s: In Sec.[Tl, we shortly review physics ofm agnons,
and present state vectors of m any-m agnon states under consideration. W e explain the
Index p for the m acroscopic entanglem ent, and present an e cient m ethod of com puting
p In Sec.[[d. I Sec.[l], we study m acroscopic entanglem ent of m any-m agnon states by
evaluating p. W e study their bipartite entanglem ent in Sec. ] fr com parison purposes.
Stabilities of the m any-m agnon states are discussed in Sec.[ 3. In Sec.VIIAl, we point
out that our resuls are analogous to those for interacting m any bosons. Furthem ore, we

discuss the origin of the huge entanglem ent in Sec.[V IIBI.

IT. MANYMAGNON STATES

In this section, we brie y review the physics of m agnons in order to establish notations.

A magnon is an elem entary excitation of m agnetic m aterials. &t is a quantum ofa soin
wave that is a collective m otion of the order param eter, which is the m agnetization M~ for
a ferrom agnet.

For exam ple, consider a one-din ensional H eisenberg ferrom agnet which consists of N



spjn-; atom s. Under the periodic boundary condition, its H am iltonian is given by

H= J 20 “a+1): 1)
=1
Here, J is a positive constant, and < () D%y @7 @), where & D%, D72 1) are
P aulioperators on site 1. W e denote eigenvectors of *, corresoonding to eigenvaluies + 1 and
-1 by j"i and j#i, respectively. O ne of the ground states of the H am iltonian is j# Y i, in
which M” points to the z direction. The state in which one m agnon w ith wavenum ber k
is excited on this ground state is

1 X k1
Jxn i 19? et g N4 @)

=1

where *, (1) %@+ 1%, (1))=2. The excitation energy of j yy 1 is easily calculated as
.ok
Ek;N = 8J sin 5: 3)

Tt goes to zero ask ! 0 because a m agnon is a N am bu- oldstone boson. T he digpersion
relation for an allk is nonlinear because a m agnon is a non-relativistic excitation. Because

of the periodic boundary condition, k takes discrete values in the rst Brillouin zone, <

k ;
k al (G :1 oy R ) @)
= — :integer; — —):
N2 teger; > <3 3
Tt is conventional to de ne the treation operator’ of a m agnon w ith wavenum ber k by
A~ 1 X k1
M) p= e e ©)
N
=1
T he com m utation relations are calculated as
h i h i
MM = MM = 0; ©®)
h i 1 L
Mol = = e U0 %)

=1
W hen the numberm ofm agnons ismuch sn aller than N , Eq. [1) can be approxin ated as

h i 1 X .
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T herefore, m agnons behave asbosons when m N .

Using the creation operators, we de ne the m-magnon state wih wavenumbers

b

. . Gk Kok N A . .
J kiko sk N 1 P ; M }z j# N 1: (9)
Ny hb! . *
=1
p— . .
Here, 1= n,hy! is the usual nom alization factor for bosons, wherd n= a;b;

denotes the number of k;’s having equal values, and Gy, ..k, y 1S an extra nom alization

Feiiy

factor which com es from the fact that m agnons are not strictly bosons. W ithout loss of
generality, we henceforth assum e that

ki k i kot 10)
W hen m N , the m agnons behave asbosons so that Gy, ..k, & = 1 and
h k1 ko ke N j k? ;kg;:::;kg N i= k1 ;kg k2 ;kg km k0 (ll)

to a good approxin ation. On the other hand, the deviations from these relations becom e
signi cant whenm = O NN ).

An m -magnon state with a an alldensity (m =N 1) ofm agnons is an approxin ate en—
ergy eigenstate. A though an m -m agnon state w ith a Jargenumber (m = O N )) ofm agnons
is not generally a good approxin ation to energy eigenstate, such a state is frequently used
In discussions on a m acroscopic order because m any m agnetic phase transitions can be re—
garded as condensation ofO (N ) m agnons. For exam pl, the state n which M” ponntsto a
direction w ith the direction vector (sih ©os ;sin sin ;00s ) can be described as

N

I )y Vi= el oosij"i+ sjnéj#i 12)
X P
= e™ BnJ g—omails (13)
m=0
where j g-opm x 1 isthem-magnon statewih k; = :::= k,; = 0, and B, is the binom ial
coe cient;
m N m
N
B cos — sih? - : 14
m m 5 5 14)

When 6 ,B, hasapeakatm=Noosz—=O(N),andthusamacrosoopicnumberof

m agnons are tondensed’.



Notethat §# Yiand j( ) M ibelong to the sam e H ibert space because we assum e that
N islargebut nite, although they willbelong to di erent H ibert spaces ifwe et N ! 1 .

Forthe sam e reason, all j g, x,;::x, & 1 Sbelong to the sam e H ibert space even ifm = O V).

ITT. THE INDEX OF MACROSCOPIC ENTANGLEMENT

In this section, we present the index ofm acroscopic entanglem ent, and an e cientm ethod
of com puting it. W e also explain its physicalm eanings by giving a few exam ples. Relation
between this index and stabilities of m any-body states w illbe explained in Sec.[ 7.

A . The index p

W e are m ost Interested In superposition of m acroscopically distinct states, which has
been attracting much attention for m any years R4, 125, 124, 127, 128]. W e note that such
superposition was de ned rather ambiguously. For exam ple, the Yisconnectivity’ de ned
In Ref. 4] is not invariant under changes of canonical variables, such as from the pairs of
positions and m om enta to the pairofa eld and its canonical conjigate. Furthem ore, In
m uch literature the energy scale isnot speci ed to detem ne the degrees of freedom involved
iIn the superposition. However, the degrees of freedom , hence the disconnectivity, usually
grow s (decreases) quickly w ith Increasing (decreasing) the energy scale under consideration
29]. On the other hand, SM proposed a new de nition that is free from these am biguities.
W e therefore ollow SM .

We st x the energy range under consideration. For de nieness we assum e that in
that energy range the system can be regarded as N spjn—% atom s, which are arranged on
a one-din ensional lattice. W e note that two states are h acroscopically distinct’ 1 some
m acrosoopic varable(s) takes distinct values for those states. A s a m acroscopic variable,
it is natural to consider the sum or average of local cbservables over a m acroscopic region
B0]. Since the average can be directly obtained from the sum , we only consider the sum
In the following. That is, we oconsider additive cperators [31], which take the follow Ing
form : K = F L,a(). Here, () is a ocal operator on site 1, which, for the spin system
under consideration, is a linear com bination ofthe Paulioperators *, (); %y (1); *, () and the

identity operator I (1) on site 1. Sthce we w ill consider all possible additive operators, we do



not assum e that 4 () (I°6 1) is a spatial translation of & (1).
Two states, j ;1 and j ,1i, are m acroscopically distinct 1 som e additive chservable (s) x

takes h acrosoopically distinct values' for those states in the sense that
h1K3i hEKj.i=ow): 15)

T herefore, if a pure state j i has wuctuation of this order of m agnitude, ie., if A
h § XY X9 i = 0 () for som e additive observabke(s) X, where X X h X7 i,
then the state is a superposition of m acroscopically distinct states. On the other hand, if
A = o(N ) R3] forevery additive observabk X the state has acroscopically de nite values
or all additive cbservables. A typicalm agnitude of A forsuch a state is A = 0 N'72)
B4]. To express these ideas In a smplk Om , we de ne an index p Por an arbitrary pure
state j iby the asym ptotic behavior (for large N ) of uctuation of the additive cbservable
that exhibits the largest uctuation for that state [331]:
suph § XY K9y i= 0 NP): 16)
K£2A
Here, A isthe st ofalladditive operators. A ccording to the above argum ent, j i isa super-
position of m acroscopically distinct states i p = 2, and for pure states p is the essentially
unique index that characterizes such a superposition. W e therefore say that a pure state is

m acroscopically entangked 1 p= 2.

B. An e cientmethod of com puting p

It is welkknown that m any entanglem ent m easures which are de ned as an extrem um
are ntractable [11,113,114,115]. In contrast, there is an e cient m ethod of com puting the
Index p [B]. W e here explain the m ethod brie y assum ing an N spjn—% System .

Any local cperator 4(1) on site 1 can be expressed as a lnear combmation of
A ;7 ;% @ and £Q). Since the dentity operator I does not have uctuation for any
state, we can lin it ourselves to local operators that are linear com binations of Pauli opera—

tors. T herefore, an additive observable In question generally takes the follow Ing fom ;

oo R X
K= am= c1” O; (7)

=1 =1 =xjyiz



where ¢ ;’s are com plex coe cients (see Sec. [V El). Since the local operators should not

depend on N (because otherw ise A would not becom e additive), ¢ 1’s should not depend
P P

on N , hence the sum N £.F is0 N ). Shhee we are Interested only in the powerp of

h j XY A’fj i= O NP), we can nom alize ¢ ; w ithout loss of generality as

X X
r.f=N: (18)
=1 =xjyiz

The uctuation ofX fra given state j 1 is expressed as

X
h § &Y K4 i= c.C oV v; 19)

PIFRAL

where V ;, p is the hemm itian m atrix de ned by
Vyr hir @~ OFi (20)

which we call the variance-covariance m atrix (VCM ) for j i. It is seen from Eq. [I9) that
eigenvalues of this m atrix are non-negative, and that h j £y K J 1 takes the m axin um
value when c; is an eigenvector of the VCM oorresponding to the m aximum eigenvalue
&nax - By taking ¢ ; ofEq. [[9) as such an eigenvector, we cbtain
suph § XY K5 i= g, ..N : 1)
K2a

T herefore, g, ox is related to p as
€nax= 0 N ® *): (22)

Forexample, p= 1 ifeg,ox = O (1) whermasp= 2 ifg ax = O V).
N ote that we can evaluate p of a given state using thism ethod In a polynom ial tin e of
the number N of spins, because we have only to calculate the m aximum eigenvalue of a

VCM , which isa 3N 3N m atrix.

C . Exam ples ofm acroscopically entangled states

The N spin GHZ state, or the tat’ state, $HZi = #5 j# i+ 3" Vi ; violates a
generalized B ell’s nequality by a m acroscopic factor [4]. T he index p correctly indicates that
this state ism acroscopically entangled, p= 2 2]. In contrast, Sy, N ) which is de ned by



Eqg. [30) below) of this state isextremely anall; Sy, N ) = 1. Tt m ay be htuitively trivial
that this state is m acroscopically entangled. H owever, Intuiion is useless for m ore general
states such as the follow ing exam ples. T he greatest advantage of using p is that it correctly
Judges the presence or absence ofm acrosocopic entanglem ent for any com plicated pure states.

For example, i was recently shown [] that the quantum state of many qubis in a
quantum oom puterperform ing Shor's factoring algorithm istransform ed In such away thatp
is Increased asthe com putation proceeds, and the state just afterthem odular exponentiation

processes,
2&1 1

1

a=0
is a m acroscopically entangled state. Here, j 1 (Ji ;) rdoresents a state of the rst
(second) register, N, (2 logM N; < 2logM + 1) denotes the number of qubis in the st
register, x is a random ly taken integer, and M is a lJarge integer to be factored. This state
was shown to play an essential role In Shor's factoring algorithm []. A lhough presence
of entanglem ent in this state is obvious, the presence of m acroscopic entanglem ent was not
revealed until an additive operator whose uctuation isO (N ?) was und in Ref. Z].

A notherexam plk isentanglem ent ofground states ofantiferrom agnets, w hich has recently
been studied by many authors using various m easures [G, [4, 18, 19, [10]. It is wellkknown
that the exact ground state 15 ¢ i of the H eisenberg antiferrom agnet on a two-din ensional
square lattice of a nite size is not the Neel state but the symm etric state that possesses
all the symm etries of the Ham iltonian [36]. W e here point out that Gari is entangled

m acroscopically, p= 2. In fact, the ground state has a long-range order [37],
o AN st 2 . 2 4
WGarpiM * ) HBardi 0417N“+ 102N 3; (24)

N P
where M 1;1( 1}~ (1) is the staggered m agnetization ( = x;y;z). On the other
hand, IGar M G ari= 0by symm etry. T herefore, the order param eterM & of the antifer-
rom agnetic phase transition exhibits a huge uctuation,

WGarj( M F)Hari= 0 N ?): @5)

Thisshowsthatp= 2 for 5ri. Note that such a m acroscopically entangled ground state
appearsgenerally n a nite system thatw illexhibit a phasetransition asN ! 1 iftheorder

param eter does not com m ute w ith the H am iltonian [l,138]. For exam ple, the ground state of

10



Interacting bosons [39,140], forwhich the order param eter isthe eld operator ofthe bosons,
is entangled m acrosoopically. M oreover, the ground state of the transverse Ising m odel,
whose entanglem ent has recently been studied using various m easures [, [11, 114, |13, [14],
also hasp= 2 when the transverse m agnetic eld isbelow the critical point.

A s dem onstrated by these exam ples, the ndex p captures the presence or absence of
certain anom alous features, which are som etin es hard to nd intuitively, of pure quantum
states in nite m acroscopic system s. Furthem ore, aswe willexplain in Sec.[/1, p is directly
related to findam ental stabilities of m any-body states.

IV. MACROSCOPIC ENTANGLEMENT OF m-MAGNON STATES

W enow study m acroscopic entanglem ent ofm agnon states [9) w ith various densities and

w avenum bers by evaluating the index p.

A . States to be studied

M ost relevant param eters characterizing the m agnon states are the num ber ofm agnons,
m , and the wavenum bers of m agnons. Because of the Z, symm etry, we assum e that 1
m N =2 w thout loss of generality. Furthem ore, we assum e that N is even In order to
avoid uninteresting com plications.

Since we are interested In the asym ptotic behavior for large N , only the order of m ag—
nitudes of these param eters is in portant. W e therefore consider the follow Ing three cases
411

@) m 0 @).

) m = O (N ) and allm agnons have di erent wavenum bers from each other, continuously
occupying a part of the rst Brllouin zone. Because of the translational invariance
of the system In the k-space, it is su cient to calculate the case where the m agnons
continuously occupy the rst Brillouin zone from the bottom , ie., their wavenum bers

are 0; %; ; , respectively.

z|~'>

(© m = O N ) and allm agnons have equal wavenum bers k. Because of the translational

Invariance of the system In the k-space, we can take k = 0 w ithout loss of generality.

11



Furthem ore, a smnallnumber = O (1)) of m agnons w ith aritrary wavenumbers m ay be
added to these states. It isexpected and w illbe con m ed In the ©llow ng that the addition
does not alter the value ofp.

B. Case (a)

In Fig.[l we plot num erical results for e, ., 0f two-m agnon states as functions ofN . The
result fork; = k, can also be obtained from the analytic expression, Eq. [27). These resuls
show that excitation of a small number © (1)) of m agnons on the ferrom agnetic ground
state j# N 1, which isa separable state, does not change the value ofp. It is thus concluded

that m agnon states for case (@) are not m acroscopically entangled.

7

6

x Y A A A A
£ / @A@@A@@@AE@@‘ A
e
/ N
2
/ k=0, k=0 o
1 k =0, k =TT 4 1
k=0, Kp=TU2 [
. | eman=1+(BN-T2/N ——
0 10 20 30 40 50 60

N

FIG.1l: Themaxinum eigenvalie g, ofthe VCM of two-m agnon states w ith wavenum bers k;
and k, as functions ofthe numberN of spins. Because of the translational invariance of the system
In the k—space, we take k; = 0 without loss of generality. The solid line represents the analytic

expression e, .x = 1+ (BN 12)=N , Eq. [E), which assum es that all wavenum bers are equal.

C. Case (b)

To Investigate p forcase ), we evaluate g, o for variousm agnon densities assum ing that

allm agnons have di erent wavenum bers from each other, continuously occupying the rst

12



B rillouin zone from the bottom . The resuls are plotted in Fig.[d form = N=2;N =4, and
N =6 as functions ofN . It is seen that g, 4« constant, hencep= 1.W ealso con med (not
shown in the gure) that addition of an all num ber of m agnons w ith aritrary wavenum bers
does not aler the value of p. W e thus conclude that m agnon states for case () are not

m acroscopically entangled.

5
4
O
3 = ] 1
g ¥ X X X
()]
2 °
i ® o © o
1 m=N2 @
m=N/4 X
0 m=N/6 [J
0 5 10 15 20 25

FIG.2: Themaxinum eigenvalue g, 5x ofthe VCM ofm -m agnon stateswith m = N=2;N =4, and
N =6 as functions of the number N of spins. T he wavenum bers of m agnons are alldi erent taking
thevalues0; 2 =N; 4 =N ;::: respectively, ie., the rstBrillouin zone is continuously occupied

from the bottom .

D. Case (c)

If the wavenum bers of allm agnons are equal, we can calculate g, oy analytically as I~
Iows. Shce we can take k = 0 by symm etry, we calculate the VCM of J k- x 1. From

13



calculations described In Appendix A, we obtaln the VCM and them aximum eigenvalue as

1 Gg=3%1 3 2N)
1 w2 @G=3%22w+1 3 3N)

Wi g6 %1 33 N)
vip Sy G6 N +1  FI 2N 26)
W, W; @363 2n+1 53 3N)
i G=73" N;N+1 Y 2n)
W s =P +N;1 § N)
0 (others);

Snax = l+ (N l)Wl+W3
2m N 2m? + N 2m
N

= 1+

; @7)

whereW ;,W ,,and W 5 arede ned by Egs. &82), B3), and R1l), respectively. W e therefore
nd thate = O N ) orm = O N ), hencep= 2.

T he solid Iine In F ig.[3d represents the analytic expression fore, ., Eq. 1), orm = N=2.

W e also plot num erical resuls for the cases where the wavenum bers of one or two m agnons

aredi erent. It is seen that e, .« becom es an aller in the Jatter cases, aswe have seen a sim ilar

tendency in Fig.[l. However, ..« = O NN ) and thusp= 2 in allthreecases n Fig.3. W e

therefore conclude that m agnon states for case (¢) are m acroscopically entangled.

E. Additive operator w ith the m axim um uctuation

For a given state j i, we can obtain the additive operator £, ax that has the m axin um

uctuation ( Apa)?  h JAY ., An.J i= Ne, . frthat state by inserting the eigen—
vector ofthe VCM belonging to them axinum eigenvalue g, .x nto Eq. [[1) . H owever, A/\m ax
is generally non-hem itian because the eigenvector is generally com plex. A non-hem itian
operator X can be decomposed into the sum of two hem itian operators X° and X as
£ = K% i, X and £° com m ute w ith each other, they can be m easured sin ultaneously
w ith vanishing errors. Since the values of X have one to one correspondence to the pairs
of the values of K° and A%, one can m easure X by sin ultaneously m easuring A° and £ ® if

K%A® = 0. Note that in m acroscopic systems K%EX®] 7 0 to a good approxin ation for

14
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£

/ 2

2 a ky=2TUN, kpmkg=...=kyp=0 O
ky=2TUN, kp=-2T0N, ky=...=knja=0
0 €max=1 W2
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FIG.3: Themaxinum eigenvalue g, of the VCM of N =2-m agnon states as functions of the
number N of spins. M ost m agnons have equal wavenum bers, ie, m ost m agnons are tondensed.
T he solid line represents the analytic expression e, .x = 1+ N=2, Eq. [Z0), which assum es that all
wavenum bers are equal. T he circle and crosse represent num erical results for the cases where the
w avenum bers of one or two m agnons are di erent. Because of the translhtional nvariance in the

k-space, we take the wavenum ber of the condensed m agnons as 0 w ithout loss of generality.

any additive operators £° and X® because [EN ); €N )] isatmost O 1=N )’ 0. T here-

fore, In m acroscopic systam s non-hem itian additive operators can be m easured to a good

accuracy. Hence, A’.\m ax Can bem easured even if it is non-hem iian. O ne can also construct

the hem itian additive operators A% ., Rpax + A7 )=2and B°_ K. AY_)=2i,

which are the real and ‘m aghary’ parts, respectively, Of Ky ax. U sing the triangle nequal-

ity k Rnaj ik k A% ik+ k AP_ 9§ ik, we can easily show that either (orboth) of
nY or AP isofthe ssmeorderas A .-

Forj g-om y iwihm = O N ), forexam ple, the eigenvector belonging to the m axin um
eigenvalue [27) is
2(l;:::;l; ;505000005 (28)
which gives the m axin ally uctuating additive operator as
1 X X
> T O+i SMH+0 D)= @ @9)

=1 =1

max
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Prwhich ( Apax)? = O N ?). A lthough this operator is not hem itian, it can bem easured to

a good accuracy ifN 1.0r, ket usde ne hem itian operators X° ax Kpax+ &Y ax)=2 =
P N A A A . P N . . . .
S L %0 and B, Knae EKY_)=2i= 3 [N 0. Shoe  goop a1 ds symmetric

)= (AR

under rotations about the z axis, we can show that ( Al D )= 0 E?) i this

m ax

case. It is worth m entioning that Xy corresoonds to the eigenvector belonging to the

m ax

second Jargest eigenvalue e, which is given by Eq. [A4) and isofO N ).

V. BIPARTITE ENTANGLEM ENT OF m-MAGNON STATES

For a ocom parison pumposs, we now calculate the degree of bipartite entanglem ent of
m agnon states that have been studied in the previous section. For a m easure of bipartite
entanglem ent, we use the von Neum ann entropy of the reduced density operator of a sub-
system . That is, we halve the N -pIn systam and evaluate the reduced density operator

=2 NN ) of one of the halves. The von Neum ann entropy is de ned by
Sy-2 M) Try—-N)lbg, v N) ; 30)

which ranges from 0 to N=2. A Ithough Sy-, N ) for the case where all wavenum bers are
equalwas discussed by Stockton et al. [L8], we here evaluate Sy, N ) system atically for all
the three cases listed in Sec.[I/ Al.

A . Case (a)

To evaluate Sy-, N ), we halve the N -soin system into two subsystems A and B.Ac
cordingly, we decom pose J , x,;umk, & 1 o the sum of products of J y, i, ;:n—21's 0fA and
B.

W hen allwavenum bers are di erent from each other, an m -m agnon state can be decom —
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pos=d as

. . ar N =
J ki ko jeikm N 1=G ki1koiivkn N M ks j# 1
1

=1

G 1 s seeeier
_ 1275k N 1 . N=2._ .
- F le; o ;szj# 1] Kiikn N =21

21'1’1
kiN=2~ 1 1 . o .
+ * A=
© G k=G Ki; B owai=2d A2 Rk, N2t
=1
XX kN =2+ kN =2~ 1 1
ikiN =2+ ikyN = : - -
+ * J .ol Lo =
€ kiksN=2"k1;  Kij; K55 o AI=2 J ks =21 gy Ry ke N =27
=1 3= 1
ik N =2+ i ikp N =2 1 . L N=2.
t e G Ki; o ad=2J Kijigkn N —ij# 1y (31)

p— |
where ~ denotes absence, and the prefactor 1= 2" comes from the prefactor 1= N in

Egq. @) .W henm = 2, for exam ple,

G k1 ko N 1

] ] = ——=" sy N=2.. .
J e & T 2 ki ko N =23# 1] ki ko N=21
ol e ; ! j 1] ; ikoN =2 1 1 . . '
e Gk“N=2Gk2iN=23 kiN=21] x,n=21t € le;N=2G ko N=2J ket =21] Ky =21
ik N =2+ ik, N =2 1 . . N2 . )
te Gk1,‘k2;N:2j kl;kz;N:Zl]# i (32)

which m eans that the state is a superposition of the follow ing four = 2°) states: (i) both
m agnons are in subsystem B, (ii) the m agnon with k; isin A whereas the m agnon w ith k,
isin B, (iil) them agnon with k, isin A whereas them agnon w ith k; isin B, and (i) both
magnonsare n A .AsN is increased in decom position [3I) whilem is xed), allG’s! 1
and 2" wvectors on the right-hand side tend to becom e orthonom alized. This m eans that
decom position [31l) becom es the Schm idt decom position, n which the Schm idt rank is 2"

and all the Schm idt coe cients are equal (exospt for the phase factors). W e thus obtain

X 1 2 1 2
th Sy N )= 19? Iog, 19? =m; (33)
Mm : xed) =1

ie, Sy N )= 0 (1) or xed m . Note that m is the maxinum valuie of Sy, N ) am ong
states whose Schm idt rank is 2™ .
W hen som e of the wavenum bers are equal, the Schm idt rank becom es an aller because

m agnons having equal wavenum bers are indistinguishable. For exam pl, ifk; = k, k, the
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two-m agnon state

. . Gk;k; A . .
3 e 1= —PE—N of )54 N i (34)
is decom posed as
. . Gk;k;N . =2 .. .
Jkkn L= 2 Gk;i;N=2]# N 2]_] kkN=21
+7 26"7G L 6y T k2] ka2
+ e Gk;i;N 23 xma—213# RS I 33)

Tn contrast to Eq. [37), this is the superposition of the ©llow ing three 22) states; (i) both
m agnons are in B, (ii) one m agnon is n A and the other is in B, and (iil) both m agnons
are in A . The Schm idt rank is thus decreased . Furthem ore, the Schm idt coe cients do not

take the sam e value. A s a result of these, Sy, N ) becom es am aller than Eq. [33);

Iim Sy N )<m; (36)

N!1

m : xed)

from which we again have Sy, N )= O (1).
T herefore, we conclude that the bipartite entanglem ent of m agnon states in case (@) is

an all in the sense that
Sy N )= 0 (1): 37)

A s a dem onstration, we plot num erical results for Sy, N ) as functions of N in Fig.[d, for
three-m agnon states In the ollow Ing three cases; (i) three m agnons have di erent wavenum —
bers k; 7k, ;ks, (i) two m agnons have equal wavenum bers k; = k, whereas one m agnon has
anotherwavenum ber ks, and (iii) threem agnonshave equalwavenum bersk; = k, = k3. For-
mulas [33) and [38) are con m ed. Furthem ore, it is seen that the departure of m agnons
from idealbosons becom es signi cant for am allN , and that Sy, N ) approaches the lin —
ting values orN ! 1 from below . Thism ay be understood from the discussions of the
follow ing subsactions.

N ote that the resut [37) agrees .n som e sense w ith the result of Sec.[[IZ Bl, n which we
have seen that the states are not m acroscopically entangled. However, we will see in the

follow Ing that such a sin plk agream ent is not ocbtained in cases (o) and (C).
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FIG .4: Thevon N eum ann entropy ofa subsystem , Sy -, NN ), ofthree-m agnon statesw ith wavenum —
bers ki, ky, and k3 as functions of the number N of spins. Because of the translational invariance

of the system in the k-space, we take k, = 0 w thout loss of generaliy.
B. Case (b)

In case (), the previous argum ent on liny ;1 ;1 Sy— N ) does not hold because the de-
parture of m agnons from idealbosons is signi cant when m = O N ). In fact, the vec—
tors in Eq. [B) do not becom e orthonom alized asN ! 1 . Hence, Eq. [3l) does not
becom e the Schm idt decom position, and it can be further arranged until it beocom es the
Schm idt decom position. Therefore, we expect that the Schm idt rank is less than 2", and
Timy, 1 Sy N )< m.

To see m ore details, we have calculated Sy -, N ) num erically. The resuls are plotted as
functions of N in Fig.[H or case ) with m = N=2;N=4, and N=6. It is found that the
resuls are well approxin ated by the straight lines,

Sy N )= aN + b; (38)

which are also displayed in Fig.[H. The param eters a and b are determ ined by the least
squares, whose values are tabulated in Tabk[l. Snce 0< a< m=N ,we nd that Sy_, N )

is less than, but of the sam e order of m agnitude as, the m axinum value N =2;

Sy N )=0N): (39)
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TABLE I:The param eters a and b, which are calculated w ith the least squares, of the regression

lne Eq. [38) ©rm -m agnon states of F ig.[H.

m a asym ptotic standard error b asym ptotic standard error
N /2 036 0.009 027 0113
N /4 021 0.002 029 0.027
N/6 0.15 0.003 015 0.044

W e thus conclude that the bipartite entanglem ent ofm agnon states In case () is extrem ely
large. T his should be contrasted w ith the result of Sec.[[V Cl, according to which these states

are notm acroscopically entangled.

7
5 M= |l/ . | }K .
—~ . - m=N/ ’ ”.‘
r . '
- ,~7k - - D r“,“_l I/

1

.

N

FIG.5: The von Neum ann entropy of a subsystem , Sy—, N ), of m -m agnon states with m =

N =2;N =4, and N =6 as functions of the number N of spins. The wavenum bers of m agnons are
all di erent taking the values 0; 2 =N; 4 =N ;::: respectively, ie., the st Brillouin zone is
continuously occupied from the bottom . The lines represent the regression lines calculated w ith

the least squares.
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C. Case (c)

W e nally consider Sy, N ) in case (c). W hen all wavenum bers are equal to zero, the
m - agnon state j k- oy x 1 becom es identical to the \D icke state" that was discussed by
Stockton et al. [L3]. A ccording to their resul,

Sy )= 0 (logN) (40)

whenm = O (N ). Because ofthe translational nvariance, this result also holds or j gy x5 1
w ith other values ofk. Since 1 . O (logN ) O NN ),we ndthat Sy-, N ) is slightly larger
than that of case @), but much amn aller than that of case ©). W e therefore conclude that
the bipartite entanglem ent ofm agnon states for case (c) is an all. T his should be contrasted
w ith the result of Sec.[I DI, according to which these states are m acroscopically entangled.

VI. STABILITIESAND ENTANGLEMENT

tm ay be expected that a quantum state w ith larger entanglem ent would bem ore unsta-
bl. This naive expectation is, however, quite am biguous for m any-body system s. First of
all, the degree of entanglem ent depends drastically on the m easure or index used to quantify
the entanglem ent, aswe have shown above. Furthem ore, Stability’ can be de ned in m any
di erent ways form any-body states.

SM considered the ollow Ing two kinds of stabilities [ll]. One is the stability against
weak perturbations from noises or environm ents: A pure state is said to be fragik if is
deccherence rate behaves as K N'*  when perturbations from the noises or environm ents
are weak, where is a positive constant. Such a state is extram ely unstable in the sense
that its deooherence rate per spin Increasesas K N with increasing N , until it becom es
extram ely Jarge for huge N however an all is the coupling constant between the system and
the noise or environm ent. SM showed that pure states with p = 1 never becom e fragilke in
any noises or environm ents, w hereaspure statesw ith p = 2 can becom e fragile, depending on
the spectral intensities of the noise or environm ent variables. T he other stability considered
by SM is the stability against Jocalm easurem ents: A state is said to be stabk against loal
m easurem ents if an ideal (progctive) m easurem ent of any observable at a point 1 does not
aler the result of m easurem ent of any cbservable at a distant point ° or su ciently large
i $5. SM showed that this stability is equivalent to the tluster property’, which is closely
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related to p, if the cluster property for nite system s is properly de ned. For exam pl, a
state isunstabk against localm easurem ents ifp = 2, whereas a hom ogeneous [44] state w ith
p= 1 is stable.

W ehave shown thatp= 1 form agnon statesofcase ©). T herefore, these statesneverbe-
com e fragile In any noises or environm ents, and they are stable against localm easurem ents.
Since we have also shown that the bipartite entanglam ent of these states is extram ely large,
we nd that the bipartite entanglem ent isbasically independent ofthese fiindam ental stabik-
ities. The sam e conclusion was obtained for chaotic quantum system s by two ofthe authors

[3]: They showed thatp = 1 foraln ost allenergy eigenstates ofm acroscopic chaotic system s
w hereas their bipartite entanglem ent is nearly m axin um .

W e have also shown that p= 2 form agnon states of case (c). T herefore, these states can
becom e fragik, depending on the spectral intensities of the noise or environm ent variables.
Furthem ore, these states are unstablk against local m easuram ents. Sihce we have seen
that the bipartite entanglem ent of these states is anall, we nd again that the bipartite
entanglem ent is basically Independent of these findam ental stabilities. To understand the
physics of this conclision, the follow ing sin ple exam ple m ay be helpful. The W —state,

1 X
Wi=p= 3¢ "V " 0y (41)
N

=1

has the sam e value 0of Sy, N ) asthe N -—spin GHZ state, ie., Sy N ) = 1. On the other
hand,p= 1 PrH iwhermasp= 2 for S HZi. A sa resul, the decoherence rate of W inever
exceeds O (N ) by any weak classical noises, w hereas the decoherence rate of 15 H Z1i becom es
as large as O N ?) in a longwavelength noise. Furthem ore, §1 i is stabk against local
m easuram ents, whereas 15 H Z1i is unstable. These results are physically reasonable because
the W -state is nothing but a one-m agnon state W ih k = 0), which can be generated easily
by experin ent: Such a state does not seem very unstable. (See also Sec.VIIBI.)

&t should be mentioned that another stability was studied by Stockton et al. [15]
for a soecial state of case (¢), ie., for a D ike state which in our notation is writ—
ten as J g_ow-2x 1. They showed that a bipartite entangkment measure of % yo
TIyo(] geop-24 0 geoopn-2x J) decreases very slowly as N © increases. Here, Tryo means
trace out N % spins’. They thus concluded that the state is robust. A Ihough their concli—
sion m ight look contradictory to our conclusion, there is no contradiction. The stability

(robustness) as discussed by Stockton et al. is totally di erent from the fundam ental sta—
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bilities that are discussed In the present paper. The D icke state is Yobust’ in the sense of
Stockton et al.,, whereas in the senses of SM the state is Yragik’ in noises or environm ents
and unstable’ against localm easurem ents. T his dem onstrates that stability can be de ned

In m any di erent ways form any-body states.

VII. DISCUSSIONS

A . Relation to B ose-E instein condensates

The tluster property,” which is closely related to the index p, of condensed states of
Interacting m any bosons was previously studied in Ref. 40]. It was shown there thatp= 2
for the ground state N ;G i, which hasa xed number N ofbosons, if N is Jarge enough
to give a nite density for a Jarge volum e. Since m agnons are approxin ate bosons, m agnon
states of case (c) m ay be analogous to this state. A lthough deviations from ideal bosons
becom e signi cant in case (c), the deviationsm ay be partly regarded ase ective Interactions
am ong m agnons. This analogy intuitively explains our result that p= 2 form agnon states
ofcase (o).

Tkt was also shown in Ref. [40] that p = 1 for a generalized coherent state j ;G i, which
was called there a ocoherent state of interacting bosons. T his result m ay also be understood
Intuitively on the sam e analogy. That is, j ;G i m ay be analogous to the state ofEq. {I3),
which hasp = 1 because it is a ssparable state as seen from Eq. [[2J). T herefore, by analogy,
p should also be unity for j ;G i, in consistency w ith the result ofRef. [40], although j ;G 1i
is not separable.

Analogy like thesem ay be useful for further understanding of system s of interacting m any

bosons and ofm any m agnons.

B . W hat generates huge entanglem ent?

W e have shown that states w ith huge entanglem ent, asm easured by eitherp or Sy N ),
can be easily constructed by sin ply exciting m any m agnons on a ssparable state. W e now
discuss the physical origin of this fact.

T hem ost In portant point is that a m agnon propagates spatially allover them agnet 43].
By the propagation, quantum ooherence is established between spatially ssparated points
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44]. Therefore, by exciting a m acroscopic num ber of m agnons, one can easily construct
states w ith huge entanglem ent.

N ote that this should be comm on to m ost quantum system s, because H am iltonians of
m ost physical system s should have a tetm which causes spatial propagation. For exam ple,
such a tem includes the nearestneighbor Interaction of soin system s, the kineticenergy
tem of the Schrodinger equation of particlks, the term ocom posed of spatial derivative of
a el operator n eld theory. Therefore, excitation of a m acroscopic num ber of elem en—
tary excitations generates huge entanglem ent. N either random ness nor elaborate tuning is
necessary.

T his observation w ill be usefiil for theoretically constructing states w ith huge entangle-
m ent. Experim entally, on the other hand, the stability should also be taken into acoount
because unstable states would be hard to generate experin entally. W e thus consider that
statesw ith p= 2 should be much harder to generate experin entally than states w ith large
Sy— NN ). In other words, a state w ith Jarge Sy -, N ) would be abl to be generated rather
easily, eg., by exciting m any quasiparticles in a solid. In this respect, a naive expectation
that states w ith large entanglem ent would be hard to generate experim entally is alse: Tt

depends on the m easure or ndex that is used to quantify the entanglem ent.
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APPENDIX A:CALCULATION OF THE VCM AND ITSEIGENVALUES

T he state vector of the m -m agnon state w ith k; = n = K0 can be w ritten as
1 X X X X .
J =0 n1i= ?—C N @)y &) + &HI#F L
N¥M 3 Lewbek k Gko1)
N : . y
where y C, . Since the VCM is hem iian, we have only to calculate the ol
m

Iowing correlations; h . () ~, M1, h *, @ ~, @i, h~, @ ~. @i, h~, @ ~, @),
h,@ ., M4 h*,0 *,®4i where h i stands for hg_oym 5 3 Jxkeop o 1. Since

N
=1

J k=0 x 1 IS an eigenvector of exp ( 1 ~, @), the state vector is Invarant under a
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rotation about z-axis. Thereforeh ~, 1) *, @i=h*,Q ~,Oiandh ~, O *,Oi=
h*,Q ~,®i. Thuswe calulate only

h o, " Oth @0 ~,OLh 0 ~,OLh @ ~, )i

W e note that h"y i= h", )i= 0 by symm etry, and

h*, Wi= & 1Cn 1 ~ 1Cn)= —— Ws: Al

W hen 1= 1%, we easily abtain h*, ()" Q)i

h, ", Di= 1, D" Wi= 0,and

P 7 Mi= i, Wi= s

T herefore,
h”e@ " x@i= 1;
h* @ ~y@Di= g5
he@® ~.Di= 0;
hhe@"i=1 Wi

W hen 16 1°, we note that

A Tk
NCnh geom n T W @) Feee # e ™ 2

p | e g

WCnh geop m Tu % @Fi: " xr # rrd = 1
p | o g

NCnh oy DN @) Jeee # it # ::d = 05

p ; ¥4 z}lo|{
FCah gop T WA MFez: Moz Moo

1 0
2V 2] |1
where j::: # ::: " ::i is a state vector in which m spins including 1%th spin are up,
whereas N m soins including I+th soin are down. W e thus obtain
2y 2Cm 1 Z2m (N m)

h @ Ay Bis _ W, 2
=@ @1 . N W 1 1 Aa2)
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Furthem ore, since

21 ¢ z}f|{

NCnh gooma T O M) Fre: # i= i
p | e Al
NCnh o P @y @) Jrze ™ i # i = i

| N ik
NCnh oo x T @7y @) Jezs # otz # i

P oz 2
NConh oy n @y @) Jeee ™ e ™

we obtain

. 1, .
h @0 ~,Oi= G¢ 2Cm 1 &% 2Cn 1)= O:

N m
It is obvious that b, 7, @)1= 0 because J =0 xn 1 is @ linear combination of vectors

whosem spinsareup and N m spins aredown. T herefore
h @~ @Mi=0;
F inally, since

p . ¥4 z}lo|{
NCnh ooy o T, @) Jez: # i Moid = 1;
| oz 2
NCnh geopm a 2@, @) Jeze ™ i # oz
| N ik
NCnh o n 2D, M) Jeee # s # 0 ::

oz 2
NConh geop an T2 QN @) Feze ™ oz ™oz

we obtain
A A 0y 1 1
h*, O~ D)1= ( 2 2Cn 1+ x5 2Cn +n 2Cn 2)
Ncm
_ N? 4mN N + 4nf
N N 1)
WZ: (AB)
T herefore,
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Combining these resuls, we cbtain the VCM asEq. [24), or

0 1
1 W, | W, 0 0
; :
B
B
B G
B w, 1| o0 Wy 0 E
B
B i, 0] 1 W, 0
B
V=B
B e
B 0 W W, 1 0 &
g 0 0 1 w2 W, W32§
8 K
0 0 |w, w? 1 Wi

W e can calculate the eigenvalues ey and the numbers M 5 of the corresponding eigenvectors

as

Idm (N m)

e =1 Wy=-————;M;=N 1
NN 1)

1 Wi+ ™ 1)@, W)= 0;M,=1;

2N 2m + 2m N 2nt

e = 1+W3+ (N l)W]_: N ,'M3= l,'
2m + 2m N 2m?
e =1 W3+ N Dw, = N iMgy=1; @A4)
1t . 2N2 2N  4mN + 2m + 2nf " N1
e = = . — -
5 3 1 N (N l) I 5 I
1 W W 2m * 2m M N 1
e = = — - = :
6 3 1 N o l)r 6

T he Jargest one is e;, which degenerateswih ¢, when N = 2m . W e thus obtain Eq. [27).
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[A4] T he generation ofentanglem ent by the H am ilton dynam icsw as suggested in m any works, eg.,

Ref. 24].
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