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Abstract

W e study m acroscopic entanglem entofvariouspure statesofa one-dim ensionalN -spin system

with N � 1.Here,a quantum stateissaid to bem acroscopically entangled ifitisa superposition

ofm acroscopically distinctstates.Tojudgewhethersuch superposition ishidden in ageneralstate,

weusean essentially uniqueindex p:A purestateism acroscopically entangled ifp = 2,whereasit

m ay be entangled butnotm acroscopically ifp < 2.Thisindex isdirectly related to fundam ental

stabilitiesofm any-body states.W e calculate the index p forvariousstatesin which m agnonsare

excited with variousdensitiesand wavenum bers.W e�nd m acroscopically entangled states(p = 2)

as wellas states with p = 1. The form erstates are unstable in the sense thatthey are unstable

against som e localm easurem ents. O n the other hand,the latter states are stable in the senses

thatthey arestableagainstany localm easurem entsand thattheirdecoherenceratesneverexceed

O (N )in any weak classicalnoises. For com parison,we also calculate the von Neum ann entropy

SN =2(N )ofa subsystem com posed ofN =2 spinsasa m easure ofbipartite entanglem ent. W e �nd

thatSN =2(N )ofsom e stateswith p = 1 isofthe sam e orderofm agnitude asthe m axim um value

N =2. O n the otherhand,SN =2(N )ofthe m acroscopically entangled stateswith p = 2 isassm all

as O (logN ) � N =2. Therefore,larger SN =2(N ) does notm ean m ore instability. W e also point

outthattheseresultsarepartly analogousto thoseforinteracting m any bosons.Furtherm ore,the

origin ofthe huge entanglem ent,as m easured either by p or SN =2(N ),is discussed to be due to

spatialpropagation ofm agnons.
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N A N D SU M M A RY

M any-partiteentanglem ent,i.e.,entanglem entin asystem thatiscom posed ofm anysites

orparties,hasbeen attracting m uch attention recently [1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11,12,

13,14,15,16,17,18,19,20,21,22]. Itisknown thatthe num berofpossible m easuresof

entanglem entgrowsdram atically asthenum berofsitesisincreased [22].Di�erentm easures

arerelated to di�erentphysicalproperties.Therefore,onem ustspecify physicalproperties

ofinterestin orderto determ inea properm easureorindex.

In thispaper,westudy m acroscopic entanglem entofvariousstatesin a quantum m any-

spin system .Here,a quantum stateissaid to bem acroscopically entangled ifitisa super-

position ofm acroscopically distinctstates(see Sec. IIIA).Although such superposition is

trivially recognized forsom estates(such asthe‘cat’state),itishard to �nd such superpo-

sition by intuition forgeneralstates.In ordertojudgewhethersuch superposition ishidden

in a generalstate,weusean essentially uniqueindex p,de�ned by Eq.(16).A purestateis

m acroscopically entangled ifp= 2,whereasitm ay beentangled butnotm acroscopically if

p< 2.Unlikem any otherm easuresorindicesofentanglem ent,thereisan e�cientm ethod

ofcom puting p forany given states[3].

Itwasshown by Shim izu and M iyadera [1](hereafterrefereed asSM )thatthisindex is

directly related to fundam entalstabilitiesofm any-body states,i.e.,to fragility in noisesor

environm entsand tostability againstlocalm easurem ents.Thatis,a statewith p= 1isnot

particularly unstable againstnoisesin the sense thatitsdecoherence rate doesnotexceed

O (N )in any noises orenvironm ents,whereas the decoherence rate ofa state with p = 2

can becom e aslarge asO (N 2)[23]. Furtherm ore,a quantum state with p = 2 isunstable

againstlocalm easurem ents,whereasa hom ogeneousstatewith p= 1 isstable.

W econsidera one-dim ensionalN -spin system with N � 1,and calculatetheindex p for

variouspure statesin which m agnonsare excited with variousdensitiesand wavenum bers.

W e�nd m acroscopically entangled states(p= 2)aswellas‘norm al’stateswith p= 1which

are entangled but not m acroscopically. According to SM ,they are unstable and stable

m any-body states,respectively.

For com parison,we also calculate the von Neum ann entropy SN =2(N ) ofa subsystem

com posed ofN =2 spinsasa m easure ofbipartite entanglem ent. W e �nd thatsom e states

with SN =2(N )= O (N ),which isofthesam eorderofm agnitudeasthem axim um valueN =2,
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are‘norm al’statesin thesensethatp= 1.On theotherhand,som eofotherstates,which

arem acroscopically entangled (p= 2),havem uch sm allervalueofSN =2(N )ofO (logN ).

Theseresultsdem onstratethatthedegreesofentanglem entaretotallydi�erentifdi�erent

m easures or indices are used. Furtherm ore,stabilities ofquantum states are not sim ply

related to thedegreesofentanglem ent:Di�erentstabilitiesarerelated todi�erentm easures

orindices.In particular,fragility in noisesand thestability againstlocalm easurem entsare

directly related to p,hencearebasically independentofSN =2(N ).

Theresultsalso dem onstratethatstateswith hugeentanglem ent,asm easured by either

p orSN =2(N ),can beeasily constructed by sim ply applying creation operatorsofm agnons

to a ferrom agneticstate,which isa separablestate.Neitherrandom nessnorelaboratetun-

ing are necessary to constructstateswith huge entanglem entfrom a separable state. This

should becom m on tom ostquantum system s:By exciting am acroscopicnum berofelem en-

tary excitations,onecan easily constructstateswith hugeentanglem ent.To generatesuch

statesexperim entally,however,onem ustalsoconsiderthefundam entalstabilitiesm entioned

above: Stateswith p = 2 would be quite hard to generate experim entally,whereas states

with largeSN =2(N )would beableto begenerated rathereasily.

Thepresentpaperisorganizedasfollows:InSec.II,weshortlyreview physicsofm 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 ofcom puting

p in Sec.III. In Sec.IV,we study m acroscopic entanglem ent ofm any-m agnon states by

evaluating p. W e study their bipartite entanglem ent in Sec.V for com parison purposes.

Stabilities ofthe m any-m agnon states are discussed in Sec.VI. In Sec.VIIA,we point

outthatourresultsare analogousto those forinteracting m any bosons. Furtherm ore,we

discusstheorigin ofthehugeentanglem entin Sec.VIIB.

II. M A N Y -M A G N O N STAT ES

In thissection,webrie
y review thephysicsofm agnonsin orderto establish notations.

A m agnon isan elem entary excitation ofm agnetic m aterials. Itisa quantum ofa spin

wave thatisa collective m otion ofthe orderparam eter,which isthe m agnetization ~M for

a ferrom agnet.

For exam ple,consider a one-dim ensionalHeisenberg ferrom agnet which consists ofN
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spin-1
2
atom s.Undertheperiodicboundary condition,itsHam iltonian isgiven by

Ĥ = � J

NX

l= 1

~̂�(l)�~̂�(l+ 1): (1)

Here,J is a positive constant,and ~̂�(l) � (̂�x(l);̂�y(l);̂�z(l)),where �̂x(l);̂�y(l);̂�z(l) are

Paulioperatorson sitel.W edenoteeigenvectorsof�̂z corresponding to eigenvalues+1and

-1 by j"iand j#i,respectively. One ofthe ground statesofthe Ham iltonian isj#
 N i,in

which ~M pointsto the � z direction. The state in which one m agnon with wavenum berk

isexcited on thisground stateis

j k;N i�
1

p
N

NX

l= 1

e
ikl
�̂+ (l)j#


 N i; (2)

where �̂+ (l)� (̂�x(l)+ î�y(l))=2.Theexcitation energy ofj k;N iiseasily calculated as

E k;N = 8J sin2
k

2
: (3)

Itgoesto zero ask ! 0 because a m agnon isa Nam bu-Goldstone boson. The dispersion

relation forsm allk isnonlinearbecause a m agnon isa non-relativistic excitation.Because

oftheperiodicboundary condition,k takesdiscretevaluesin the�rstBrillouin zone,� � <

k � �;

k =
2�

N
j (j:integer;�

N

2
< j�

N

2
): (4)

Itisconventionalto de�nethe‘creation operator’ofa m agnon with wavenum berk by

M̂
y

k
�

1
p
N

NX

l= 1

e
ikl
�̂+ (l): (5)

Thecom m utation relationsarecalculated as

h
M̂

y

k
;M̂

y

k0

i
=

h
M̂ k;M̂ k0

i
= 0; (6)

h
M̂ k;M̂

y

k0

i
= �

1

N

NX

l= 1

e
i(k0� k)l

�̂z(l): (7)

W hen thenum berm ofm agnonsism uch sm allerthan N ,Eq.(7)can beapproxim ated as

h
M̂ k;M̂

y

k0

i
’

1

N

NX

l= 1

e
i(k0� k)l= �k;k0: (8)
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Therefore,m agnonsbehaveasbosonswhen m � N .

Using the creation operators, we de�ne the m -m agnon state with wavenum bers

k1;k2;:::;km by

j k1;k2;:::;km ;N i�
G k1;k2;:::;km ;N
p
na!nb!� � �

mY

i= 1

M̂
y

ki
j#
 N i: (9)

Here,1=
p
na!nb!� � � is the usualnorm alization factor for bosons,where n� (� = a;b;� � � )

denotes the num ber ofki’s having equalvalues,and G k1;:::;km ;N is an extra norm alization

factor which com es from the fact that m agnons are not strictly bosons. W ithout loss of

generality,wehenceforth assum ethat

k1 � k2 � :::� km : (10)

W hen m � N ,them agnonsbehaveasbosonsso thatG k1;:::;km ;N = 1 and

h k1;k2;:::;km ;N j k0
1
;k0
2
;:::;k0m ;N i= �k1;k01�k2;k

0

2
� � � �km ;k0m

(11)

to a good approxim ation. On the otherhand,the deviationsfrom these relationsbecom e

signi�cantwhen m = O (N ).

An m -m agnon statewith a sm alldensity (m =N � 1)ofm agnonsisan approxim ateen-

ergy eigenstate.Although an m -m agnon statewith alargenum ber(m = O (N ))ofm agnons

isnotgenerally a good approxim ation to energy eigenstate,such a state isfrequently used

in discussionson a m acroscopic orderbecause m any m agnetic phase transitionscan be re-

garded ascondensation ofO (N )m agnons.Forexam ple,the state in which ~M pointsto a

direction with thedirection vector(sin�cos�;sin�sin�;cos�)can bedescribed as

j(��)
 N i =

�

e
� i� cos

�

2
j"i+ sin

�

2
j#i

� 
 N

(12)

=

NX

m = 0

e
� im �

p
B m j (k= 0)m ;N i; (13)

where j (k= 0)m ;N iisthe m -m agnon state with k1 = :::= km = 0,and B m isthe binom ial

coe�cient;

B m �

�
N

m

� �

cos2
�

2

� m �

sin2
�

2

� N � m

: (14)

W hen � 6= �,Bm hasa peak atm = N cos2 �

2
= O (N ),and thusa m acroscopic num berof

m agnonsare‘condensed’.
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Notethatj#
 N iand j(��)
 N ibelong to thesam eHilbertspacebecauseweassum ethat

N islargebut�nite,although they willbelong to di�erentHilbertspacesifweletN ! 1 .

Forthesam ereason,allj k1;k2;:::;km ;N i’sbelongtothesam eHilbertspaceeven ifm = O (N ).

III. T H E IN D EX O F M A C R O SC O P IC EN TA N G LEM EN T

Inthissection,wepresenttheindexofm acroscopicentanglem ent,and an e�cientm ethod

ofcom puting it.W ealso explain itsphysicalm eaningsby giving a few exam ples.Relation

between thisindex and stabilitiesofm any-body stateswillbeexplained in Sec.VI.

A . T he index p

W e are m ost interested in superposition ofm acroscopically distinct states,which has

been attracting m uch attention for m any years [24,25,26,27,28]. W e note that such

superposition was de�ned rather am biguously. For exam ple,the ‘disconnectivity’de�ned

in Ref.[24]isnotinvariantunderchangesofcanonicalvariables,such asfrom the pairsof

positionsand m om enta to the pairofa �eld and itscanonicalconjugate. Furtherm ore,in

m uch literaturetheenergy scaleisnotspeci�ed todeterm inethedegreesoffreedom involved

in the superposition. However,the degrees offreedom ,hence the disconnectivity,usually

grows(decreases)quickly with increasing (decreasing)theenergy scaleunderconsideration

[29].On theotherhand,SM proposed a new de�nition thatisfreefrom these am biguities.

W ethereforefollow SM .

W e �rst �x the energy range under consideration. For de�niteness we assum e that in

thatenergy range the system can be regarded asN spin-1
2
atom s,which are arranged on

a one-dim ensionallattice. W e note thattwo states are ‘m acroscopically distinct’i� som e

m acroscopic variable(s) takes distinct values for those states. As a m acroscopic variable,

itisnaturalto considerthe sum oraverage oflocalobservablesovera m acroscopic region

[30]. Since the average can be directly obtained from the sum ,we only consider the sum

in the following. That is,we consider additive operators [31],which take the following

form : Â =
P N

l= 1
â(l). Here, â(l) is a localoperator on site l,which,for the spin system

underconsideration,isa linearcom bination ofthePaulioperators�̂x(l);̂�y(l);̂�z(l)and the

identity operator1̂(l)on sitel.Sincewewillconsiderallpossibleadditiveoperators,wedo
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notassum ethat â(l0)(l06= l)isa spatialtranslation ofâ(l).

Two states,j 1iand j 2i,arem acroscopically distincti� som eadditiveobservable(s) Â

takes‘m acroscopically distinctvalues’forthosestatesin thesense that

h 1jÂj 1i� h 2jÂj 2i= O (N ): (15)

Therefore, if a pure state j i has 
uctuation of this order of m agnitude, i.e., if �A �

[h j� Â y� Âj i]1=2 = O (N )forsom e additive observable(s) Â,where � Â � Â � h ĵAj i,

then the state isa superposition ofm acroscopically distinctstates. On the otherhand,if

�A = o(N )[23]foreveryadditiveobservable Â thestatehas‘m acroscopically de�nitevalues’

foralladditive observables. A typicalm agnitude of�A forsuch a state is�A = O (N1=2)

[34]. To express these ideas in a sim ple form ,we de�ne an index p foran arbitrary pure

statej iby theasym ptoticbehavior(forlargeN )of
uctuation oftheadditiveobservable

thatexhibitsthelargest
uctuation forthatstate[35]:

sup
Â 2A

h j� Â y� Âj i= O (N p): (16)

Here,A isthesetofalladditiveoperators.Accordingtotheaboveargum ent,j iisasuper-

position ofm acroscopically distinctstatesi� p = 2,and forpure statesp isthe essentially

unique index thatcharacterizessuch a superposition.W ethereforesay thata purestateis

m acroscopically entangled i� p= 2.

B . A n e� cient m ethod ofcom puting p

It is well-known that m any entanglem ent m easures which are de�ned as an extrem um

are intractable [11,13,14,15]. In contrast,there isan e�cientm ethod ofcom puting the

index p [3].W ehereexplain them ethod brie
y assum ing an N spin-1
2
system .

Any local operator â(l) on site l can be expressed as a linear com bination of

�̂x(l);̂�y(l);̂�z(l)and 1̂(l). Since the identity operator 1̂ doesnothave 
uctuation forany

state,wecan lim itourselvesto localoperatorsthatarelinearcom binationsofPauliopera-

tors.Therefore,an additiveobservablein question generally takesthefollowing form ;

Â =

NX

l= 1

â(l)=

NX

l= 1

X

�= x;y;z

c�l�̂�(l); (17)

8



where c�l’s are com plex coe�cients (see Sec. IV E). Since the localoperators should not

depend on N (because otherwise Â would not becom e additive),c�l’s should not depend

on N ,hence the sum
P

l

P
�
jc�lj

2 isO (N ).Since we are interested only in the powerp of

h j� Â y� Âj i= O (N p),wecan norm alizec�l withoutlossofgenerality as

NX

l= 1

X

�= x;y;z

jc�lj
2 = N : (18)

The
uctuation ofÂ fora given statej iisexpressed as

h j� Â y� Âj i=
X

�;l;�;l0

c
�
�lc�l0V�l;�l0; (19)

whereV�l;�l0 istheherm itian m atrix de�ned by

V�l;�l0 � h j��̂�(l)��̂ �(l
0)j i; (20)

which we callthe variance-covariance m atrix (VCM )forj i.Itisseen from Eq.(19)that

eigenvalues ofthis m atrix are non-negative,and that h j� Â y� Âj i takes the m axim um

value when c�l is an eigenvector ofthe VCM corresponding to the m axim um eigenvalue

em ax.By taking c�l ofEq.(19)assuch an eigenvector,weobtain

sup
Â 2A

h j� Â y� Âj i= em axN : (21)

Therefore,em ax isrelated to p as

em ax = O (N p� 1): (22)

Forexam ple,p= 1 ifem ax = O (1)whereasp= 2 ifem ax = O (N ).

Note thatwe can evaluate p ofa given state using thism ethod in a polynom ialtim e of

the num ber N ofspins,because we have only to calculate the m axim um eigenvalue ofa

VCM ,which isa 3N � 3N m atrix.

C . Exam ples ofm acroscopically entangled states

The N -spin GHZ state, or the ‘cat’state, jGHZi = 1p
2

�
j#
 N i+ j"
 N i

�
;violates a

generalized Bell’sinequality byam acroscopicfactor[4].Theindex pcorrectly indicatesthat

thisstateism acroscopically entangled,p= 2 [2].In contrast,SN =2(N )(which isde�ned by
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Eq.(30)below)ofthisstate isextrem ely sm all;SN =2(N )= 1.Itm ay be intuitively trivial

thatthisstate ism acroscopically entangled. However,intuition isuselessform ore general

statessuch asthefollowing exam ples.Thegreatestadvantageofusing p isthatitcorrectly

judgesthepresenceorabsenceofm acroscopicentanglem entforanycom plicated purestates.

For exam ple, it was recently shown [2]that the quantum state ofm any qubits in a

quantum com puterperform ingShor’sfactoringalgorithm istransform ed insuch awaythatp

isincreased asthecom putationproceeds,andthestatejustafterthem odularexponentiation

processes,

jM Ei�
1

p
2N 1

2N 1� 1X

a= 0

jai1jx
a m od M i2; (23)

is a m acroscopically entangled state. Here,j� � � i1 (j� � � i2) represents a state ofthe �rst

(second)register,N 1 (2logM � N1 < 2logM + 1)denotesthenum berofqubitsin the�rst

register,x isa random ly taken integer,and M isa large integerto befactored.Thisstate

was shown to play an essentialrole in Shor’s factoring algorithm [2]. Although presence

ofentanglem entin thisstateisobvious,thepresence ofm acroscopicentanglem entwasnot

revealed untilan additiveoperatorwhose
uctuation isO (N 2)wasfound in Ref.[2].

Anotherexam pleisentanglem entofground statesofantiferrom agnets,which hasrecently

been studied by m any authors using various m easures [6,7,8,9,10]. It is well-known

thattheexactground state jG A Fiofthe Heisenberg antiferrom agneton a two-dim ensional

square lattice ofa �nite size is notthe N�eelstate but the sym m etric state thatpossesses

allthe sym m etries ofthe Ham iltonian [36]. W e here point out that jG A Fi is entangled

m acroscopically,p= 2.In fact,theground statehasa long-rangeorder[37],

hG A Fj(M̂
st

� )
2jG A Fi� 0:117N2 + 1:02N

4

3; (24)

where M̂ st
� �

P N

l= 1
(� 1)l�̂�(l) is the staggered m agnetization (� = x;y;z). On the other

hand,hG A FjM̂
st
� jG A Fi= 0 by sym m etry.Therefore,theorderparam eter M̂ st

� oftheantifer-

rom agneticphasetransition exhibitsa huge
uctuation,

hG A Fj(� M̂
st

� )
2jG A Fi= O (N 2): (25)

Thisshowsthatp = 2 forjG A Fi.Notethatsuch a m acroscopically entangled ground state

appearsgenerallyina�nitesystem thatwillexhibitaphasetransitionasN ! 1 iftheorder

param eterdoesnotcom m utewith theHam iltonian [1,38].Forexam ple,theground stateof
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interacting bosons[39,40],forwhich theorderparam eteristhe�eld operatorofthebosons,

is entangled m acroscopically. M oreover,the ground state ofthe transverse Ising m odel,

whose entanglem ent has recently been studied using various m easures [8,11,12,13,14],

also hasp= 2 when thetransverse m agnetic�eld isbelow thecriticalpoint.

As dem onstrated by these exam ples,the index p captures the presence or absence of

certain anom alousfeatures,which are som etim eshard to �nd intuitively,ofpure quantum

statesin �nitem acroscopicsystem s.Furtherm ore,aswewillexplain in Sec.VI,pisdirectly

related to fundam entalstabilitiesofm any-body states.

IV . M A C R O SC O P IC EN TA N G LEM EN T O F m -M A G N O N STAT ES

W enow study m acroscopicentanglem entofm agnon states(9)with variousdensitiesand

wavenum bersby evaluating theindex p.

A . States to be studied

M ostrelevantparam eterscharacterizing them agnon statesarethenum berofm agnons,

m ,and the wavenum bers ofm agnons. Because ofthe Z2 sym m etry,we assum e that1 �

m � N =2 without loss ofgenerality. Furtherm ore,we assum e thatN is even in order to

avoid uninteresting com plications.

Since we are interested in the asym ptotic behaviorforlarge N ,only the orderofm ag-

nitudes ofthese param etersisim portant. W e therefore consider the following three cases

[41]:

(a) m = O (1).

(b) m = O (N )and allm agnonshavedi�erentwavenum bersfrom each other,continuously

occupying a partofthe �rst Brillouin zone. Because ofthe translationalinvariance

ofthe system in the k-space,itissu�cientto calculate the case where the m agnons

continuously occupy the �rstBrillouin zone from the bottom ,i.e.,theirwavenum bers

are0;� 2�

N
;� 4�

N
;� � � ,respectively.

(c) m = O (N )and allm agnonshave equalwavenum bersk.Because ofthetranslational

invarianceofthesystem in thek-space,wecan takek = 0 withoutlossofgenerality.
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Furtherm ore,a sm allnum ber (= O (1)) ofm agnons with arbitrary wavenum bers m ay be

added tothesestates.Itisexpected and willbecon�rm ed in thefollowingthattheaddition

doesnotalterthevalueofp.

B . C ase (a)

In Fig.1 weplotnum ericalresultsforem ax oftwo-m agnon statesasfunctionsofN .The

resultfork1 = k2 can also beobtained from theanalyticexpression,Eq.(27).Theseresults

show that excitation ofa sm allnum ber (O (1)) ofm agnons on the ferrom agnetic ground

statej#
 N i,which isa separablestate,doesnotchangethevalueofp.Itisthusconcluded

thatm agnon statesforcase(a)arenotm acroscopically entangled.

 0

 1
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 0  10  20  30  40  50  60

e
m

a
x

N

k1=0, k2=0
k1=0, k2=π

k1=0, k2=π/2
emax=1+(5N-12)/N

FIG .1: The m axim um eigenvalue em ax ofthe VCM oftwo-m agnon states with wavenum bers k1

and k2 asfunctionsofthenum berN ofspins.Becauseofthetranslationalinvarianceofthesystem

in the k-space,we take k1 = 0 without loss ofgenerality. The solid line represents the analytic

expression em ax = 1+ (5N � 12)=N ,Eq.(27),which assum esthatallwavenum bersareequal.

C . C ase (b)

Toinvestigatepforcase(b),weevaluateem ax forvariousm agnon densitiesassum ingthat

allm agnonshave di�erentwavenum bers from each other,continuously occupying the �rst
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Brillouin zone from the bottom . The resultsare plotted in Fig.2 form = N =2;N =4,and

N =6asfunctionsofN .Itisseen thatem ax � constant,hencep= 1.W ealsocon�rm ed (not

shown in the�gure)thataddition ofsm allnum berofm agnonswith arbitrary wavenum bers

does not alter the value ofp. W e thus conclude that m agnon states for case (b) are not

m acroscopically entangled.
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FIG .2:Them axim um eigenvalue em ax ofthe VCM ofm -m agnon stateswith m = N =2;N =4,and

N =6 asfunctionsofthe num berN ofspins.Thewavenum bersofm agnonsare alldi�erenttaking

thevalues0;� 2�=N ;� 4�=N ;:::,respectively,i.e.,the�rstBrillouin zoneiscontinuously occupied

from thebottom .

D . C ase (c)

Ifthe wavenum bers ofallm agnonsare equal,we can calculate em ax analytically asfol-

lows. Since we can take k = 0 by sym m etry,we calculate the VCM ofj (k= 0)m ;N i. From
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calculationsdescribed in Appendix A,weobtain theVCM and them axim um eigenvalueas

Vj;j0 =

8
>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>><

>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>:

1 (j= j0;1� j� 2N )

1� W 2
3 (j= j0;2N + 1� j� 3N )

W 1 (j6= j0;1� j;j0� N )

W 1 (j6= j0;N + 1� j;j0� 2N )

W 2 � W 2
3 (j6= j0;2N + 1� j;j0� 3N )

� iW3 (j= j0� N ;N + 1� j0� 2N )

iW 3 (j= j0+ N ;1� j0� N )

0 (others);

(26)

em ax = 1+ (N � 1)W1 + W 3

= 1+
2m N � 2m2 + N � 2m

N
; (27)

whereW 1,W 2,and W 3 arede�ned by Eqs.(A2),(A3),and (A1),respectively.W etherefore

�nd thatem ax = O (N )form = O (N ),hencep= 2.

Thesolid linein Fig.3representstheanalyticexpression forem ax,Eq.(27),form = N =2.

W ealso plotnum ericalresultsforthecaseswherethewavenum bersofoneortwo m agnons

aredi�erent.Itisseen thatem ax becom essm allerinthelattercases,aswehaveseen asim ilar

tendency in Fig.1.However,em ax = O (N )and thusp = 2 in allthree casesin Fig.3.W e

thereforeconcludethatm agnon statesforcase(c)arem acroscopically entangled.

E. A dditive operator w ith the m axim um 
 uctuation

Fora given state j i,we can obtain the additive operator Â m ax thathasthe m axim um


uctuation (�Am ax)
2 � h j�Â y

m ax� Â m axj i= N em ax forthatstate by inserting the eigen-

vectoroftheVCM belongingtothem axim um eigenvalueem ax intoEq.(17).However,Â m ax

isgenerally non-herm itian because the eigenvector isgenerally com plex. A non-herm itian

operator Â can be decom posed into the sum oftwo herm itian operators Â 0 and Â 00 as

Â = Â 0+ iÂ 00.IfÂ 0and Â 00com m utewith each other,they can bem easured sim ultaneously

with vanishing errors. Since the values ofÂ have one to one correspondence to the pairs

ofthe valuesofÂ 0 and Â 00,one can m easure Â by sim ultaneously m easuring Â 0 and Â 00 if

[Â 0;Â 00]= 0. Note thatin m acroscopic system s [Â 0;Â 00]’ 0 to a good approxim ation for
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FIG .3: The m axim um eigenvalue em ax ofthe VCM ofN =2-m agnon states as functions ofthe

num berN ofspins. M ostm agnonshave equalwavenum bers,i.e,m ostm agnonsare ‘condensed.’

Thesolid linerepresentstheanalytic expression em ax = 1+ N =2,Eq.(27),which assum esthatall

wavenum bersare equal. The circle and crosse representnum ericalresultsforthe caseswhere the

wavenum bersofone ortwo m agnonsare di�erent. Because ofthe translationalinvariance in the

k-space,we take the wavenum berofthecondensed m agnonsas0 withoutlossofgenerality.

any additiveoperators Â 0and Â 00because[(Â 0=N );(Â 00=N )]isatm ostO (1=N )’ 0.There-

fore,in m acroscopic system snon-herm itian additive operatorscan be m easured to a good

accuracy.Hence,Â m ax can bem easured even ifitisnon-herm itian.Onecan also construct

the herm itian additive operators Â 0
m ax � (̂A m ax + Â y

m ax)=2 and Â 00
m ax � (̂A m ax � Â y

m ax)=2i,

which arethe‘real’and ‘im aginary’parts,respectively,ofÂ m ax.Using thetriangleinequal-

ity k� Â m axj ik � k�Â 0
m axj ik+ k� Â 00

m axj ik,we can easily show thateither(orboth)of

�A0m ax or�A
00
m ax isofthesam eorderas�Am ax.

Forj (k= 0)m ;N iwith m = O (N ),forexam ple,theeigenvectorbelonging to them axim um

eigenvalue(27)is

1

2
(

N
z }| {
1;:::;1;

N
z }| {
i;:::;i;

N
z }| {
0;:::;0)t; (28)

which givesthem axim ally 
uctuating additiveoperatoras

Â m ax =
1

2

NX

l= 1

(1� �̂x(l)+ i� �̂y(l)+ 0� �̂z(l))=

NX

l= 1

�̂+ (l); (29)
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forwhich (�Am ax)
2 = O (N 2).Although thisoperatorisnotherm itian,itcan bem easured to

a good accuracy ifN � 1.Or,letusde�neherm itian operators Â 0
m ax � (̂A m ax + Â y

m ax)=2=

1

2

P N

l= 1
�̂x(l)and Â 00

m ax � (̂A m ax � Â y
m ax)=2i=

1

2

P N

l= 1
�̂y(l). Since j (k= 0)m ;N iissym m etric

underrotationsaboutthe z axis,we can show that(�A0m ax)
2 = (�A00m ax)

2 = O (N 2)in this

case. It is worth m entioning that Â y
m ax corresponds to the eigenvector belonging to the

second largesteigenvaluee4,which isgiven by Eq.(A4)and isofO (N ).

V . B IPA RT IT E EN TA N G LEM EN T O F m -M A G N O N STAT ES

For a com parison purpose, we now calculate the degree ofbipartite entanglem ent of

m agnon statesthathave been studied in the previoussection. Fora m easure ofbipartite

entanglem ent,we use the von Neum ann entropy ofthe reduced density operatorofa sub-

system . That is,we halve the N -spin system and evaluate the reduced density operator

�̂N =2(N )ofoneofthehalves.Thevon Neum ann entropy isde�ned by

SN =2(N )� � Tr
�
�̂N =2(N )log2 �̂N =2(N )

�
; (30)

which ranges from 0 to N =2. Although SN =2(N ) for the case where allwavenum bers are

equalwasdiscussed by Stockton etal.[15],wehereevaluateSN =2(N )system atically forall

thethreecaseslisted in Sec.IV A.

A . C ase (a)

To evaluate SN =2(N ),we halve the N -spin system into two subsystem s A and B.Ac-

cordingly,wedecom pose j k1;k2;:::;km ;N iinto thesum ofproductsofj k1;k2;:::;N =2i’sofA and

B.

W hen allwavenum bersaredi�erentfrom each other,an m -m agnon statecan bedecom -
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posed as

j k1;k2;:::;km ;N i= G k1;k2;:::;km ;N

mY

i= 1

M̂
y

ki
j#
 N i

=
G k1;k2;:::;km ;N

p
2m

�
G
� 1

k1;� � � ;km ;N =2
j#
 N =2ij k1;:::;km ;N =2i

+

mX

i= 1

e
ikiN =2G

� 1

ki;N =2
G
� 1

k1;� � � ;~ki;� � � ;km ;N =2
j ki;N =2ij k1;:::;~ki;:::;km ;N =2

i

+

m � 1X

i= 1

mX

j= i+ 1

e
ikiN =2+ ikjN =2G

� 1

ki;kj;N =2
G
� 1

k1;� � � ;~ki;� � � ;~kj;� � � ;km ;N =2
j ki;kj;N =2ij k1;:::;~ki;:::;~kj;:::;km ;N =2

i

...

+ e
ik1N =2+ :::+ ikm N =2

G
� 1

k1;� � � ;km ;N =2
j k1;:::;km ;N =2ij#


 N =2i

�
; (31)

where ~ denotes absence,and the prefactor 1=
p
2m com es from the prefactor 1=

p
N in

Eq.(5).W hen m = 2,forexam ple,

j k1;k2;N i =
G k1;k2;N

2

�
G
� 1

k1;k2;N =2
j#
 N =2ij k1;k2;N =2i

+eik1N =2G � 1

k1;N =2
G
� 1

k2;N =2
j k1;N =2ij k2;N =2i+ e

ik2N =2G
� 1

k1;N =2
G
� 1

k2;N =2
j k2;N =2ij k1;N =2i

+ e
ik1N =2+ ik2N =2G

� 1

k1;k2;N =2
j k1;k2;N =2ij#


 N =2i

�
; (32)

which m eansthatthe state isa superposition ofthe following four(= 22)states: (i)both

m agnonsarein subsystem B ,(ii)them agnon with k1 isin A whereasthem agnon with k2

isin B ,(iii)them agnon with k2 isin A whereasthem agnon with k1 isin B ,and (iv)both

m agnonsarein A.AsN isincreased in decom position (31)(while m is�xed),allG’s! 1

and 2m vectorson the right-hand side tend to becom e orthonorm alized. Thism eans that

decom position (31)becom esthe Schm idtdecom position,in which the Schm idtrank is2m

and alltheSchm idtcoe�cientsareequal(exceptforthephasefactors).W ethusobtain

lim
N ! 1

(m :�xed)

SN =2(N )= �

2mX

i= 1

�
1

p
2m

� 2

log2

�
1

p
2m

� 2

= m ; (33)

i.e.,SN =2(N )= O (1)for�xed m . Note thatm isthe m axim um value ofSN =2(N )am ong

stateswhoseSchm idtrank is2m .

W hen som e ofthe wavenum bers are equal,the Schm idt rank becom es sm aller because

m agnonshaving equalwavenum bersareindistinguishable.Forexam ple,ifk1 = k2 � k,the
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two-m agnon state

j k;k;N i=
G k;k;N
p
2

(M̂
y

k
)2j#
 N i (34)

isdecom posed as

j k;k;N i =
G k;k;N

2

�
G
� 1

k;k;N =2
j#
 N =2ij k;k;N =2i

+
p
2eikN =2G � 1

k;N =2
G
� 1

k;N =2
j k;N =2ij k;N =2i

+ e
ikN

G
� 1

k;k;N =2
j k;k;N =2ij#


 N =2i

�
: (35)

In contrasttoEq.(32),thisisthesuperposition ofthefollowing three(< 22)states;(i)both

m agnonsare in B ,(ii)one m agnon isin A and the otherisin B ,and (iii)both m agnons

arein A.TheSchm idtrank isthusdecreased.Furtherm ore,theSchm idtcoe�cientsdo not

takethesam evalue.Asa resultofthese,SN =2(N )becom essm allerthan Eq.(33);

lim
N ! 1

(m :�xed)

SN =2(N )< m ; (36)

from which weagain haveSN =2(N )= O (1).

Therefore,we conclude thatthe bipartite entanglem ent ofm agnon statesin case (a)is

sm allin thesensethat

SN =2(N )= O (1): (37)

Asadem onstration,weplotnum ericalresultsforSN =2(N )asfunctionsofN in Fig.4,for

three-m agnon statesin thefollowing threecases;(i)threem agnonshavedi�erentwavenum -

bersk1;k2;k3,(ii)two m agnonshave equalwavenum bersk1 = k2 whereasonem agnon has

anotherwavenum berk3,and (iii)threem agnonshaveequalwavenum bersk1 = k2 = k3.For-

m ulas(33)and (36)are con�rm ed. Furtherm ore,itisseen thatthe departure ofm agnons

from idealbosonsbecom essigni�cant forsm allN ,and thatSN =2(N )approachesthe lim -

iting valuesforN ! 1 from below. Thism ay be understood from the discussions ofthe

following subsections.

Notethatthe result(37)agreesin som e sense with the resultofSec.IV B,in which we

have seen that the states are not m acroscopically entangled. However,we willsee in the

following thatsuch a sim pleagreem entisnotobtained in cases(b)and (c).
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FIG .4:Thevon Neum ann entropyofasubsystem ,SN =2(N ),ofthree-m agnon stateswith wavenum -

bersk1,k2,and k3 asfunctionsofthenum berN ofspins.Because ofthetranslationalinvariance

ofthesystem in thek-space,we take k2 = 0 withoutlossofgenerality.

B . C ase (b)

In case (b),the previous argum ent on lim N ! 1 SN =2(N ) does not hold because the de-

parture ofm agnons from idealbosons is signi�cant when m = O (N ). In fact,the vec-

tors in Eq.(31) do not becom e orthonorm alized as N ! 1 . Hence,Eq.(31) does not

becom e the Schm idt decom position,and it can be further arranged untilit becom es the

Schm idtdecom position. Therefore,we expectthatthe Schm idtrank islessthan 2m ,and

lim N ! 1 SN =2(N )< m .

To seem oredetails,wehave calculated SN =2(N )num erically.Theresultsareplotted as

functions ofN in Fig.5 forcase (b) with m = N =2;N =4,and N =6. It is found thatthe

resultsarewellapproxim ated by thestraightlines,

SN =2(N )= aN + b; (38)

which are also displayed in Fig.5. The param eters a and b are determ ined by the least

squares,whose valuesare tabulated in Table I.Since 0 < a < m =N ,we �nd thatSN =2(N )

islessthan,butofthesam eorderofm agnitudeas,them axim um valueN =2;

SN =2(N )= O (N ): (39)
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TABLE I:The param etersa and b,which are calculated with the leastsquares,ofthe regression

line Eq.(38)form -m agnon statesofFig.5.

m a asym ptotic standard error b asym ptotic standard error

N/2 0.36 � 0.009 0.27 � 0.113

N/4 0.21 � 0.002 0.29 � 0.027

N/6 0.15 � 0.003 0.15 � 0.044

W ethusconcludethatthebipartiteentanglem entofm agnon statesin case(b)isextrem ely

large.Thisshould becontrasted with theresultofSec.IV C,accordingtowhich thesestates

arenotm acroscopically entangled.

 0

 1

 2

 3

 4

 5

 6

 7

 0  5  10  15  20  25

S
N

/2
(N

)

N

m=N/2

m=N/4

m=N/6

FIG .5: The von Neum ann entropy of a subsystem ,SN =2(N ), of m -m agnon states with m =

N =2;N =4,and N =6 as functions ofthe num ber N ofspins. The wavenum bers ofm agnons are

alldi�erent taking the values 0;� 2�=N ;� 4�=N ;:::,respectively,i.e.,the �rst Brillouin zone is

continuously occupied from the bottom . The lines represent the regression lines calculated with

the leastsquares.
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C . C ase (c)

W e �nally consider SN =2(N )in case (c). W hen allwavenum bers are equalto zero,the

m -m agnon state j (k= 0)m ;N ibecom es identicalto the \Dicke state" thatwasdiscussed by

Stockton etal.[15].According to theirresult,

SN =2(N )= O (logN ) (40)

when m = O (N ).Becauseofthetranslationalinvariance,thisresultalso holdsforj (k)m ;N i

with othervaluesofk.Since1. O (logN )� O (N ),we�nd thatSN =2(N )isslightly larger

than thatofcase (a),butm uch sm allerthan thatofcase (b). W e therefore conclude that

thebipartiteentanglem entofm agnon statesforcase(c)issm all.Thisshould becontrasted

with theresultofSec.IV D,according to which thesestatesarem acroscopically entangled.

V I. STA B ILIT IES A N D EN TA N G LEM EN T

Itm ay beexpected thataquantum statewith largerentanglem entwould bem oreunsta-

ble. Thisnaive expectation is,however,quite am biguousform any-body system s. Firstof

all,thedegreeofentanglem entdependsdrastically on them easureorindex used toquantify

theentanglem ent,aswehaveshown above.Furtherm ore,‘stability’can bede�ned in m any

di�erentwaysform any-body states.

SM considered the following two kinds ofstabilities [1]. One is the stability against

weak perturbations from noises or environm ents: A pure state is said to be fragile ifits

decoherenceratebehavesas� K N1+ � when perturbationsfrom thenoisesorenvironm ents

are weak,where � is a positive constant. Such a state is extrem ely unstable in the sense

thatitsdecoherence rate perspin increasesas� K N� with increasing N ,untilitbecom es

extrem ely largeforhugeN howeversm allisthecoupling constantbetween thesystem and

the noise orenvironm ent. SM showed thatpure stateswith p = 1 neverbecom e fragile in

anynoisesorenvironm ents,whereaspurestateswith p= 2can becom efragile,dependingon

thespectralintensitiesofthenoiseorenvironm entvariables.Theotherstability considered

by SM isthestability againstlocalm easurem ents:A stateissaid to bestable againstlocal

m easurem entsifan ideal(projective)m easurem entofany observable ata pointldoesnot

alterthe resultofm easurem entofany observable ata distantpointl0 forsu�ciently large

jl� l0j.SM showed thatthisstability isequivalentto the‘clusterproperty’,which isclosely
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related to p,ifthe cluster property for�nite system s is properly de�ned. Forexam ple,a

stateisunstableagainstlocalm easurem entsifp= 2,whereasahom ogeneous[42]statewith

p= 1 isstable.

W ehaveshown thatp= 1form agnon statesofcase(b).Therefore,thesestatesneverbe-

com efragilein any noisesorenvironm ents,and they arestableagainstlocalm easurem ents.

Sincewehavealso shown thatthebipartiteentanglem entofthesestatesisextrem ely large,

we�nd thatthebipartiteentanglem entisbasically independentofthesefundam entalstabil-

ities.Thesam econclusion wasobtained forchaoticquantum system sby two oftheauthors

[3]:They showed thatp= 1foralm ostallenergy eigenstatesofm acroscopicchaoticsystem s

whereastheirbipartiteentanglem entisnearly m axim um .

W ehavealso shown thatp= 2 form agnon statesofcase(c).Therefore,thesestatescan

becom e fragile,depending on thespectralintensitiesofthenoiseorenvironm entvariables.

Furtherm ore,these states are unstable against localm easurem ents. Since we have seen

that the bipartite entanglem ent ofthese states is sm all,we �nd again that the bipartite

entanglem entisbasically independentofthese fundam entalstabilities. To understand the

physicsofthisconclusion,thefollowing sim pleexam ple m ay behelpful.TheW -state,

jW i=
1

p
N

NX

l= 1

j#
 (l� 1)"#
 (N � l)i; (41)

hasthe sam e value ofSN =2(N )asthe N -spin GHZ state,i.e.,SN =2(N )= 1. On the other

hand,p= 1forjW iwhereasp= 2forjGHZi.Asaresult,thedecoherencerateofjW inever

exceedsO (N )by anyweak classicalnoises,whereasthedecoherencerateofjGHZibecom es

as large as O (N 2) in a long-wavelength noise. Furtherm ore,jW i is stable against local

m easurem ents,whereasjGHZiisunstable.These resultsarephysically reasonablebecause

theW -stateisnothing buta one-m agnon state(with k = 0),which can begenerated easily

by experim ent:Such a statedoesnotseem very unstable.(Seealso Sec.VIIB.)

It should be m entioned that another stability was studied by Stockton et al. [15]

for a special state of case (c), i.e., for a Dicke state which in our notation is writ-

ten as j (k= 0)N =2;N i. They showed that a bipartite entanglem ent m easure of �̂N � N 0 �

TrN 0(j (k= 0)N =2;N ih (k= 0)N =2;N j) decreases very slowly as N 0 increases. Here,TrN 0 m eans

‘trace outN 0 spins’. They thusconcluded thatthe state isrobust. Although theirconclu-

sion m ight look contradictory to our conclusion,there is no contradiction. The stability

(robustness)asdiscussed by Stockton etal. istotally di�erentfrom the fundam entalsta-
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bilitiesthatare discussed in the presentpaper. The Dicke state is‘robust’in the sense of

Stockton etal.,whereasin the sensesofSM the state is‘fragile’in noisesorenvironm ents

and ‘unstable’againstlocalm easurem ents.Thisdem onstratesthatstability can bede�ned

in m any di�erentwaysform any-body states.

V II. D ISC U SSIO N S

A . R elation to B ose-Einstein condensates

The ‘cluster property,’which is closely related to the index p,ofcondensed states of

interacting m any bosonswaspreviously studied in Ref.[40].Itwasshown therethatp= 2

forthe ground state jN ;Gi,which hasa �xed num ber N ofbosons,ifN is large enough

to givea �nitedensity fora largevolum e.Sincem agnonsareapproxim atebosons,m agnon

states ofcase (c) m ay be analogousto this state. Although deviations from idealbosons

becom esigni�cantin case(c),thedeviationsm ay bepartlyregarded ase�ectiveinteractions

am ong m agnons.Thisanalogy intuitively explainsourresultthatp = 2 form agnon states

ofcase(c).

Itwasalso shown in Ref.[40]thatp = 1 fora generalized coherentstate j�;Gi,which

wascalled therea coherentstateofinteracting bosons.Thisresultm ay also beunderstood

intuitively on thesam eanalogy.Thatis,j�;Gim ay beanalogousto thestateofEq.(13),

which hasp= 1becauseitisaseparablestateasseen from Eq.(12).Therefore,by analogy,

p should also beunity forj�;Gi,in consistency with theresultofRef.[40],although j�;Gi

isnotseparable.

Analogylikethesem aybeusefulforfurtherunderstandingofsystem sofinteractingm any

bosonsand ofm any m agnons.

B . W hat generates huge entanglem ent?

W ehaveshown thatstateswith hugeentanglem ent,asm easured by eitherp orSN =2(N ),

can be easily constructed by sim ply exciting m any m agnonson a separable state.W e now

discussthephysicalorigin ofthisfact.

Them ostim portantpointisthatam agnon propagatesspatially alloverthem agnet[43].

By the propagation,quantum coherence is established between spatially separated points
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[44]. Therefore,by exciting a m acroscopic num ber ofm agnons,one can easily construct

stateswith hugeentanglem ent.

Note that this should be com m on to m ost quantum system s,because Ham iltonians of

m ostphysicalsystem sshould have a term which causesspatialpropagation.Forexam ple,

such a term includes the nearest-neighbor interaction ofspin system s,the kinetic-energy

term ofthe Schr�odinger equation ofparticles,the term com posed ofspatialderivative of

a �eld operatorin �eld theory. Therefore,excitation ofa m acroscopic num ber ofelem en-

tary excitationsgenerateshuge entanglem ent. Neitherrandom nessnorelaborate tuning is

necessary.

Thisobservation willbe usefulfortheoretically constructing stateswith huge entangle-

m ent. Experim entally,on the otherhand,the stability should also be taken into account

because unstable stateswould be hard to generate experim entally. W e thusconsiderthat

stateswith p= 2 should bem uch harderto generateexperim entally than stateswith large

SN =2(N ).In otherwords,a state with largeSN =2(N )would beableto begenerated rather

easily,e.g.,by exciting m any quasi-particlesin a solid.In thisrespect,a naive expectation

thatstates with large entanglem ent would be hard to generate experim entally is false: It

dependson them easureorindex thatisused to quantify theentanglem ent.
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A P P EN D IX A :C A LC U LAT IO N O F T H E V C M A N D IT S EIG EN VA LU ES

Thestatevectorofthem -m agnon statewith k1 = � � � = km = 0 can bewritten as

j (k= 0)m ;N i=
1

p
N Cm

X

l1

X

l2 (> l1)

X

l3 (> l2)

� � �
X

lm (> lm � 1)

�̂+ (l1)̂�+ (l2)� � � �̂+ (lm )j#

 N i;

where N Cm �

�
N

m

�

. Since the VCM is herm itian, we have only to calculate the fol-

lowing correlations; h��̂ x(l)��̂ x(l
0)i, h��̂ x(l)��̂ y(l

0)i, h��̂ x(l)��̂ z(l
0)i, h��̂ y(l)��̂ y(l

0)i,

h��̂ y(l)��̂ z(l
0)i, h��̂ z(l)��̂ z(l

0)i, where h� i stands for h (k= 0)m ;N j� j (k= 0)m ;N i. Since

j (k= 0)m ;N i is an eigenvector ofexp(� i�
P

N

i= 1
�̂z(l)),the state vector is invariant under a
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rotation aboutz-axis.Thereforeh��̂ y(l)��̂ y(l
0)i= h��̂ x(l)��̂ x(l

0)iand h��̂ y(l)��̂ z(l
0)i=

h��̂ x(l)��̂ z(l
0)i.Thuswecalculateonly

h��̂ x(l)��̂ x(l
0)i;h��̂ x(l)��̂ y(l

0)i;h��̂ x(l)��̂ z(l
0)i;h��̂ z(l)��̂ z(l

0)i:

W enotethat ĥ�x(l)i= ĥ�y(l)i= 0 by sym m etry,and

ĥ�z(l)i=
1

N Cm

(N � 1Cm � 1 � N � 1Cm )= �
N � 2m

N
� � W3: (A1)

W hen l= l0,weeasily obtain ĥ�x(l)̂�x(l)i= ĥ�z(l)̂�z(l)i= 1,ĥ�x(l)̂�z(l)i= 0,and

ĥ�x(l)̂�y(l)i = iĥ�z(l)i= � iW3:

Therefore,

h��̂ x(l)��̂ x(l)i = 1;

h��̂ x(l)��̂ y(l)i = � iW3;

h��̂ x(l)��̂ z(l)i = 0;

h��̂ z(l)��̂ z(l)i = 1� W
2

3:

W hen l6= l0,wenotethat

p
N Cm h (k= 0)m ;N ĵ�x(l)̂�x(l

0)j:::

l
z}|{
# :::

l0

z}|{
" :::i = 1;

p
N Cm h (k= 0)m ;N ĵ�x(l)̂�x(l

0)j:::

l
z}|{
" :::

l0

z}|{
# :::i = 1;

p
N Cm h (k= 0)m ;N ĵ�x(l)̂�x(l

0)j:::

l
z}|{
# :::

l0

z}|{
# :::i = 0;

p
N Cm h (k= 0)m ;N ĵ�x(l)̂�x(l

0)j:::

l
z}|{
" :::

l0

z}|{
" :::i = 0;

where j:::

l
z}|{
# :::

l0

z}|{
" :::i is a state vector in which m spins including l0-th spin are up,

whereasN � m spinsincluding l-th spin aredown.W ethusobtain

h��̂ x(l)��̂ x(l
0)i=

2N � 2Cm � 1

N Cm

=
2m (N � m )

N (N � 1)
� W1: (A2)
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Furtherm ore,since

p
N Cm h (k= 0)m ;N ĵ�x(l)̂�y(l

0)j:::

l
z}|{
# :::

l0

z}|{
" :::i = i;

p
N Cm h (k= 0)m ;N ĵ�x(l)̂�y(l

0)j:::

l
z}|{
" :::

l0

z}|{
# :::i = � i;

p
N Cm h (k= 0)m ;N ĵ�x(l)̂�y(l

0)j:::

l
z}|{
# :::

l0

z}|{
# :::i = 0;

p
N Cm h (k= 0)m ;N ĵ�x(l)̂�y(l

0)j:::

l
z}|{
" :::

l0

z}|{
" :::i = 0;

weobtain

h��̂ x(l)��̂ y(l
0)i=

1

N Cm

(iN � 2Cm � 1 � iN � 2Cm � 1)= 0:

It is obvious that ĥ�x(l)̂�z(l
0)i = 0 because j (k= 0)m ;N i is a linear com bination ofvectors

whosem spinsareup and N � m spinsaredown.Therefore

h��̂ x(l)��̂ z(l
0)i= 0;

Finally,since

p
N Cm h (k= 0)m ;N ĵ�z(l)̂�z(l

0)j:::

l
z}|{
# :::

l0

z}|{
" :::i = � 1;

p
N Cm h (k= 0)m ;N ĵ�z(l)̂�z(l

0)j:::

l
z}|{
" :::

l0

z}|{
# :::i = � 1;

p
N Cm h (k= 0)m ;N ĵ�z(l)̂�z(l

0)j:::

l
z}|{
# :::

l0

z}|{
# :::i = 1;

p
N Cm h (k= 0)m ;N ĵ�z(l)̂�z(l

0)j:::

l
z}|{
" :::

l0

z}|{
" :::i = 1;

weobtain

ĥ�z(l)̂�z(l
0)i =

1

N Cm

(� 2N � 2Cm � 1 + N � 2Cm + N � 2Cm � 2)

=
N 2 � 4m N � N + 4m2

N (N � 1)

� W2: (A3)

Therefore,

h��̂ z(l)��̂ z(l
0)i= W 2 � W

2

3:
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Com bining theseresults,weobtain theVCM asEq.(26),or

V =

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

1 W 1 � iW3 0 0

...
...

...

W 1 1 0 � iW3 0

iW 3 0 1 W 1 0

...
...

...

0 iW 3 W 1 1 0

0 0 1� W 2
3 W 2 � W 2

3

...
...

...

0 0 W 2 � W 2
3 1� W 2

3

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

:

W ecan calculatetheeigenvaluesej and thenum bersM j ofthecorresponding eigenvectors

as

e1 = 1� W2 =
4m (N � m )

N (N � 1)
;M 1 = N � 1;

e2 = 1� W
2

3 + (N � 1)(W2 � W
2

3)= 0;M 2 = 1;

e3 = 1+ W 3 + (N � 1)W1 =
2N � 2m + 2m N � 2m2

N
;M 3 = 1;

e4 = 1� W3 + (N � 1)W1 =
2m + 2m N � 2m2

N
;M 4 = 1; (A4)

e5 = 1+ W 3 � W1 =
2N 2 � 2N � 4m N + 2m + 2m2

N (N � 1)
;M 5 = N � 1;

e6 = 1� W3 � W1 =
2m 2 � 2m

N (N � 1)
;M 6 = N � 1:

Thelargestoneise3,which degenerateswith e4 when N = 2m .W ethusobtain Eq.(27).
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