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We study nonchiral wave functions for systems with continuous spins obtained from the confor-
mal field theory (CFT) of a free, massless boson. In contrast to the case of discrete spins, these
can be treated as bosonic Gaussian states, which allows us to efficiently compute correlations and
entanglement properties both in one (1D) and in two spatial dimensions (2D). In 1D, the computed
entanglement entropy and spectra are in agreement with the underlying CFT. Furthermore, we con-
struct a 1D parent Hamiltonian with a low-energy spectrum corresponding to that of a free, massless
boson. In 2D, we find edge excitations in the entanglement spectrum, although the states do not
have intrinsic topological order, as revealed by a determination of the topological entanglement

entropy.

I. INTRODUCTION

The main challenge in the theoretical study of many-
body systems is given by the exponential scaling of the
Hilbert space with the system size. Since exact diagonal-
ization techniques are limited to small systems, study-
ing simple models is essential for understanding intricate
many-body phenomena. One way to build such mod-
els is to define them through Hamiltonians. A different
approach is based on wave functions representing model
states in a variational sense. The most prominent exam-
ple is given by Laughlin’s wave function® and its general-
izations®>*. These provide good variational descriptions
of electrons in a fractional quantum Hall® (FQH) phase
and thus represent paradigmatic models of systems ex-
hibiting topological order®7”. Laughlin’s wave function is
the two-dimensional (2D) analog of the ground state be-
longing to the one-dimensional (1D) Calogero-Sutherland
model® !

In the past years, there has been an increased interest
in lattice models exhibiting topological properties and in
implementing these with systems consisting of ultracold
atoms, see for example Refs. 12-16. An advantage of this
approach is that the interaction strength can be tuned ex-
perimentally!”. Thus, strongly interacting regimes can
be achieved where extraordinary many-body effects are
expected to be more pronounced and occur at higher tem-
peratures. Recent experimental achievements in this field
include the implementation of the Hofstadter model'®1?
and the simulation of a four-dimensional FQH effect?%-2!,
Important theoretical models on lattices are given by
the chiral spin liquid®??2, which is the lattice version of
Laughlins wave function, its nonabelian generalization?*,
and also the Haldane-Shastry model?®?%, which is the lat-
tice analog of the Calogero-Sutherland model. Recently,
an exact parent Hamiltonian of the chiral spin liquid was
found?"-?®, which led to a proposal for an implementation

with ultracold atoms?°.

In a seminal paper, Moore and Read* showed that
Laughlin’s and other FQH wave functions can be con-
structed systematically using conformal field theory

(CFT) in 1(+1) dimension. In this approach, a FQH
wave function is defined as a chiral CFT correlator. Since
CFT is associated with the gapless boundary excita-
tions?0 34 of a quantum Hall system, this is an exam-
ple of a bulk-edge correspondence®®. The description of
a FQH state in terms of CFT thus establishes a con-
nection between the topological order of the state and
its edge theory>35. The idea of building model states
from CFT was later also applied to lattice systems with
discrete spin or fermionic degrees of freedom3”. In 1D,
ground states of Haldane-Shastry spin chains were ob-
tained in this way>"3®, while these states describe quan-
tum Hall lattice systems in 2D. A wave function of free
fermions occurs as a special case having a vanishing topo-
logical entanglement entropy?®. It is an example of a
chiral state with non-intrinsic topological order and rep-
resents a lattice version of the integer quantum Hall®”
effect. Other 2D lattice states obtained from CFT were
shown to exhibit intrinsic topological order and describe
FQH phases?®40:41,

Given the construction of model states in terms of
CF'T, it is natural to ask how their physical properties are
related to the CFT they are constructed from. For states
in 1D, it was shown that correlations and entanglement
entropies are in accordance with the CFT expectation®?.
In 2D, CFT is associated with the gapless edge of FQH
systems. As shown in Ref. 35 for the case FQH states
with continuous spatial degrees of freedom, the assump-
tion of exponentially decaying bulk correlations implies
that the edge correlations are determined by CFT. Ex-
cept in special cases like that of free fermions?®, the de-
termination of correlations and entanglement entropies
of states defined through CFT requires the use of Monte
Carlo for large systems, where exact methods fail. Re-
cently??, we made an approximation for correlations in a
class of abelian FQH lattice states and the corresponding
1D wave functions. This approximation corresponds to
replacing the discrete spin—% degrees of freedom by con-
tinuous spins, which makes it possible to obtain exact
results for large systems. We found good quantitative
agreement between the actual correlations and the ap-
proximation in a certain parameter range. In 2D, the



approximation has polynomially decaying edge correla-
tions and exponentially decaying bulk correlations.

In this paper, we adopt Moore and Read’s approach
and define a class of spin states on lattices from the CFT
of a massless, free boson. Opposed to earlier studies on
lattices, we consider the case of continuous spins s € R.
On the one hand, this implies that these states have the
correlations that we used earlier’? to approximate the
spin—% case. On the other hand, they represent another
example of model states constructed from CFT, and the
aim of this paper is to investigate and characterize them.
The main motivation for studying the case of continuous
spins is that the resulting wave functions are Gaussian.
Opposed to the discrete case, their properties can thus
be computed efficiently using the framework of bosonic
Gaussian states. Following a new development of the past
years**~47 we use entanglement properties as the central
tool to characterize the states and investigate their topo-
logical properties.

In 1D, the states are closely related to the CFT they
are constructed from: We show that their entanglement
entropies and low-lying momentum-space entanglement
energies agree with those of a massless, free boson. We
also construct a parent Hamiltonian in 1D with low-lying
energies corresponding to that of the CFT. In 2D, we
confirm that the states do not have intrinsic topological
order since their topological entanglement entropy*:#6
vanishes as expected for Gaussian states. On the other
hand, we observe low-lying states in the entanglement
spectrum that are exponentially localized at the edge.
The wave functions studied in this paper are constructed
from the complete (chiral + antichiral) CFT and are thus
real and nonchiral. This absence of chirality is similar to
the quantum spin Hall effect?® 9. We also comment on
the corresponding chiral wave function, which is equiva-
lent to the real case in 1D. For general lattices, however,
the chiral state depends on the ordering of the lattice
positions, which is in contrast to the real wave function.
This could indicate that the chiral case does not fall un-
der the framework of bosonic Gaussian states, and we
leave this case open for future investigations.

This paper is structured as follows: Sec. II defines the
states with continuous spins studied in this paper, shows
how they can be represented as bosonic Gaussian states,
and explains how we compute entanglement properties
for them. We discuss results for a 1D system with peri-
odic boundary conditions in Sec. III and for 2D systems
on the cylinder in Sec. IV. Sec. V concludes this paper.

II. SPIN STATES FROM CONFORMAL FIELD
THEORY

This section defines states with a continuous spin as
correlators of the free-boson CFT, represents them as
bosonic Gaussian states, and explains how we compute
entanglement properties.

A. Definition of states

We consider the CFT of a massless, free bosonic field
(2, %) for z € C. This theory has a series of conformal
primary fields : e®#(*2) : for s € R, where the colons
denote normal ordering. We define spin wave functions
as the correlator of primary fields:
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where z; for j € {1,..., N} defines a lattice of positions
in the complex plane, s € RY is a vector of N continuous
spin variables, § is the Dirac delta function originating
from the charge neutrality condition, and § > 0 is a
real parameter. We define the real number Sy through
a normalizability criterion and introduce [y separately
from B for convenience so that § is always positive, cf.
Sec. IIC below. The parametric dependence of g(s)
on the lattice positions z; is suppressed for simplicity of
notation.

The prefactor e~ 1(B+B0)s” i Eq. (1) corresponds to a
rescaling (z;,%;) — (Azj, AZ;) with A > 0, under which
the correlation function of primary fields : e vz*#(*%) .
changes by a factor A28 Comparing to the form of the
wave function of Eq. (1), we have 8+ 8y = 21n A in terms
of the scale parameter A of the lattice. In the definition
of ¥3(s), we do not include an additional parameter in
the exponent of the vertex operators as in the case of
discrete spins®’. The reason is that such a parameter
can be removed by a rescaling of the continuous spins
S5 € R.

In a previous study*?, we considered continuous-spin
approximations for correlations of spin—% states obtained
from CFT. The wave functions v¢z(s) have the same cor-
relations as the approximation that was made in Ref. 42,
cf. Appendix D for details.

In this work, we focus on the case of a real wave func-

i

tion 9s(s) defined through operators : e 7259205 L with
chiral and antichiral components. We comment on the
corresponding chiral wave function in Appendix E, where
we also show that ¢g(s) is equivalent to the chiral case for
a uniform 1D lattice with periodic boundary conditions.

B. Representation as a Gaussian state

We now represent 15(s) as a bosonic Gaussian state,
which implies that its properties can be computed effi-
ciently for large systems. To this end, we replace the
delta function d(s; + --- + sy) in 9g(s) by a Gaussian
of width proportional to /€ for € > 0. This leads to the
wave function

wﬁ,e(s) _ e—%st(ieet-i-Xg)s, (2)



where
1
(Xﬁ)mn = 5 (ﬂ + 50) Omn + Xomn, (3)
Xmn = _ln(lzm_zn|+6mn)7 (4)
and e = (1,...,1)" is the vector with all entries being

equal to one. Then,

pls) = lim 5y (a) (5)

Defining
Xpo = oeel + X5 = —eel + =
Pe 2666 ’872666

where I is the N x N identity matrix, 1a,c(s) assumes
the standard form of a pure, bosonic Gaussian state (cf.
Appendix A):

(5+60)H+X (6)

Upel(s) = e Nnee, (7)

C. Definition of fy

We define §y by requiring that 15 (s) is normalizable
for all B > 0. According to Eq. (3), we have

Bo = —2min{ A\, ... A}, (8)

where {)\(1) )\(N)} are the eigenvalues of -ee’ + X.

In the limit € — 0, the matrlx Q—ee + X becomes di-

vergent, and we determine {)\6
eigenvalues of

} as the inverse

X leetX !
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where we used a general formula for the inverse of a ma-
trix that is changed by a term of rank one’!.

D. Entanglement properties

The representation of 1s(s) as a Gaussian state al-
lows us to efficiently compute its entanglement proper-
ties under partition of the system into parts A and B, cf.
Appendix B for details.

In summary, we find that the Rényi entanglement en-
tropies S, (A) of order a are given by

Sa(A) = —%lne—i—S;(A) +0e), (10)

where S/ (A) is independent of e. The divergence in
Sq(A) for € — 0 is a consequence of the delta function
d(s1+ -+ sn) in Yg(s). By subtracting it, we obtain
the finite entropies S/, (A). The entanglement Hamilto-
nian can be brought into the diagonal form Z‘ ‘1 waTb
in a suitable basis of annihilation and creation operators
b; and b;r-. The single-particle energies @; determine the
entanglement spectrum.

E. States on the cylinder

For the rest of this paper, we study a system on a
cylinder with a square lattice of N sites in the open and
N, sites in the periodic direction:

27 .
Wy = UJmmmy = F (mJ, + Zmy) R (11)
Y

where m; is the z and m, the ¥ component of the index
m [m = (mg — 1)N, +my,], and we identify wp, ., with
Wiy my+Ny- L his includes a uniform lattice in 1D with
periodic boundary conditions as the special case N, = 1.

The wave function 13(s) was defined for positions z;
in the complex plane in Eq. (1). For positions w; on the
cylinder, we use the map z; = €% from the cylinder to
the plane and define the wave function by evaluating the
CF'T correlator on the cylinder:

¥p(s) (12)

_ 67%(ﬁ+50)52<_ 6%514/7(11117'@1) A

eﬁSN@(wNﬂI)N) >

— o 1(B+Bo)s® §(s1+ -+ sn)
1
X H 2sinh (2(wm—wn)>

m<n
where we used Eq. (1) and the transformation rule for pri-
mary fields®? under z; = e*i. The definition of ¥ (s)
introduced in Sec. II B changes accordingly on the cylin-
der.

SmSn

III. PROPERTIES OF STATES IN 1D

In this section, we study properties of ¥5(s) for a 1D
system with periodic boundary conditions. We show that
the correlations, entanglement properties, and a parent
Hamiltonian exhibit signatures of the underlying CF'T of
a free, massless boson.

A. Correlations

A plot of spin-spin correlations in ¢g(s) and a fit to the
CFT expectation are shown in Fig. 1 for 3 € {0.5,2, 4, 8}.
We observe a long-range power-law decay that is consis-
tent with a power of —2 independent of # and find that
the correlator is negative at large distances. This agrees
with the term in the bosonization result for the X X Z
model®? that originates from the current-current correla-
tor. The correlations in 15(s) do, however, not have the
staggered contribution observed for the X X Z model. We
interpret this as a smoothing effect due to the transition
from discrete to continuous spins. A similar behavior was
found in Ref. 42 in the context of approximating corre-
lations for spin—% lattice states.
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FIG. 1. (Color online) Spin-Spin correlations (Qr+1Q1) in ¥g(s) in 1D with periodic boundary conditions for N = 100 sites.
The operator Qn is defined as (Qm¥g)(s) = sm¥s(s). The long-range decay is consistent with the CFT expectation of an
algebraic decay with a power of —2. The fit was done for the 10 data points with the largest value of L.

B. Entanglement entropies

For a partition of the system into two connected re-
gions of length L and N — L, respectively, the CFT en-
tanglement entropy is given by?454:55

S?Wu»:g<1+i>m[igm(;Lﬂ+%g (13)
where c¢ is the central charge, a the order of the Rényi
entropy, and cfl a non-universal constant. As shown in
Fig. 2, we find good agreement between the entropy of
Ys(s) and SSFT(L) for larger values of L.

For a system that has a low-energy description in terms
of a Luttinger liquid, one expects®® subleading, oscilla-
tory corrections to the CFT behavior of Eq. (13). For the
X X Z model, for example, these oscillations were found®®
in Rényi entropies S, for a # 1. From Fig. 2, we con-
clude that such oscillations around the CFT expectation
are absent for the state ¢3(s). This is in agreement with
our findings about the correlations, and we interpret it
as a result of the transition from discrete to continuous
spins, which has a smoothing effect and thus removes
the oscillatory components. We analyzed the deviation
of the entanglement entropy in 15(s) from SSFT(L). For
large distances L, we find a correction to the CFT pro-
portionality constant g(1 + %) This deviation becomes
smaller for larger systems and can thus be considered to
be a finite size effect.

C. Entanglement spectrum

To further substantiate the close connection between
13(s) and the free-boson CFT, we computed the entan-
glement spectrum for a partition in momentum space.
This choice makes it possible to trace out the negative
momenta, thus retaining only the chiral components®”%%,
The details of the computation can be found in Ap-
pendix B 3}V 1111 summary, we find an entanglement Hamil-
tonian ) kjj @bl by, where by and b] are bosonic anni-
hilation and creation operators, k is the momentum, and
wy, are single-particle entanglement energies. We plot the
low-lying part of the spectrum in Fig. 3. For large sys-
tems, we observe a linear behavior Wy = kw;, where @
is the energy at momentum k = 1. The entanglement
spectrum is thus consistent with a chiral, massless, free
boson.

D. Parent Hamiltonian

We now show that 13(s) in 1D has a parent Hamilto-
nian whose low-lying energies are in agreement with the
underlying CFT. The precise form of this Hamiltonian is
derived in Appendix C, where we also show that it can be
brought into the diagonal form Z,ivzl wkb;fcbk in a suitable

basis of annihilation and creation operators b, and bL.
Due to translational invariance, k in the single-particle
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FIG. 2. (Color online) Entanglement entropies in t5(s) in 1D with periodic boundary conditions and N = 100 sites. The
long-range behavior is consistent with the CFT expectation of Eq. (13). The quantities S, can become negative since they
differ from the Rényi entropies S, by a divergent term, cf. Eq. (10). For the fit to the CFT formula, we chose ¢ = 1 and used

the 10 data points with the largest value of L.

energies wy has the meaning of a momentum variable in
1D.

The low-lying part of the single-particle spectrum is
shown in Fig. 4. The observed linear behavior w, =
w1 |k| is consistent with CFT and our findings about the
momentum-space entanglement spectra. In the latter
case, however, the spectrum has only chiral components
since the negative momenta were traced out.

IV. PROPERTIES OF STATES IN 2D

In this section, we consider a cylinder of size N, X
N, as defined in Sec. IIE. Through a determination of
the topological entanglement entropy and entanglement
spectra, we provide evidence that 1g(s) exhibits edge
modes.

A. Correlations

Since the spin-spin correlations do not depend on the
phase of the wave function, the correlators in 1)(s) agree
with those of the approximation made in Ref. 42, cf. Ap-
pendix D. In agreement with Ref. 42, we find an expo-
nential decay of spin-spin correlations in the bulk of a
2D system. The long-range edge correlations decay with
a power of —2 independent of 3, which agrees with the
decay of a current-current correlator of the underlying

CFT.

B. Absence of intrinsic topological order

The topological order of a state can be characterized
by the topological entanglement entropy*>46 ~;,,, which
occurs in the dependence of the entanglement entropy
Sa(A) on the region A:

Sa(A) = —Yiop + b OA+ ..., (14)

where JA is the perimeter of A, b is a non-universal
constant, and the dots stand for terms that vanish for
0A — oo. A nonzero value of 7., indicates that a state
exhibits intrinsic topological order.

The topological entanglement entropy can be com-
puted as a linear combination of entropies for geometries
that are chosen so that the terms dependent on 0A in
Eq. (14) drop out*>#6. Here, we consider the construc-
tion of Levin and Wen®® with regions as defined in the left
panel of Fig. 5. For geometries that are large compared
to the correlation length, iop is equal to

[(S1(ABC) — 51(AC)) (15)

DN =

SLevinf\Nen =

— (S1(ABCD) - $,(ADC))],

where the Rényi index a = 1 was chosen.
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FIG. 3. (Color online) Single-particle entanglement spectrum in 1D with periodic boundary conditions for a partition in

momentum space. The low-lying part of the spectrum is shown for various system sizes and values of 3.

Single-particle spectrum of parent Hamiltonian
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FIG. 4. (Color online) Low-lying energies of the single-particle spectrum for the parent Hamiltonian of ¥g(s) in 1D with

periodic boundary conditions.

We plot Stevin—wen for 1g(s) in the right panel of
Fig. 5. For all considered system sizes and values of 3,
we observe that Stevin—wen 18 below 0.002. Furthermore,
SLevin—wWen tends to decrease for larger systems. This
indicates that the state has a vanishing topological en-

tanglement entropy, vtop = 0, and thus no intrinsic topo-
logical order. A similar observation of a vanishing topo-
logical entanglement entropy was made for BCS states
with a p, + ip, symmetry in Refs. 59 and 60.
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FIG. 5. (Color online) Left panel: Definition of regions for the computation of the topological entanglement entropy according
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the center of a cylinder of size N, x IN,. Right panel: Linear com
values of 3. The size of A was chosen as A = N, /5.

C. Entanglement spectrum and edge states

FIG. 6. (Color online) Cut of the cylinder into two pieces A
and B for the computation of the entanglement spectrum.

In the previous subsection, we provided evidence that
1s(s) does not have intrinsic topological order. We now
study the entanglement spectrum and show that it con-
tains indications of edge states.

We consider a partition of the cylinder into two pieces
of equal size, where we choose the cut perpendicular to
the open direction as illustrated in Fig. 6. The low-
lying part of the single-particle entanglement spectrum
is shown in Fig. 7. Since the cut preserves translational
symmetry, the spectrum can be ordered according to the
momentum k, in the periodic direction. The dependence
of the low-lying single-particle energies wy, is consistent

with
- 2 2
ka:A“Fy|ky|+BFy|ky|a (16)

where A and B are fit constants. For large systems, we
find that A and B are independent of the system size
within variations that are due to the chosen fit range.
Thus, wg, o /|k,| for the smallest momenta. A similar

bination Spevin—wen 0f Eq. (15) for different system sizes and

dispersion relation was recently found in the entangle-
ment spectra of coupled Luttinger liquids®!.

Next, we investigate whether the low-lying excited
states in the entanglement spectrum are localized at the
boundary created by the cut and thus represent edge ex-
citations. To this end, we compute the basis change that
makes the entanglement Hamiltonian diagonal. To ex-
ploit translational symmetry, we use Fourier transformed
annihilation and creation operators a;,x, and &L ey As
shown in Appendix B4, the entanglement Hamiltonian is
diagonal in annihilation and creation operators b;,;,, and
bl;lya’
o a sign index (o € {+,—} for [, ¢ {0, %‘i} and 0 = +
for 1, € {0, % ). For I, ¢ {0, %}, the transformation
to the diagonal basis assumes the form

where [, is an index of non-negative momenta and

by, a'=+> 1 (dz +a_, )

: R — (ST 17
(bg‘yvg—"r ly \/5 a;y + aT—ly ( )

b, U:_> 1 (—idly + id_ly>
¥ =Ry, —= | =t .=t , 18
(bzy,a=— V2 \iay —ialy, (18)
where b;,o = (bi,=11,,0:---:0; _~x., )" and analo-

= "5 by

gously for the other annihilation and creation operators.
The N, X N; matrix R, is a symplectic basis transfor-
mation in the complex representation,

(1) (2)
R R

Ny @)

We order the spectrum so that (Rz(:))izjz with i, = 1 and
r € {1,2} corresponds to the lowest energy state in the
sector of momentum [,. According to Eq. (17), b, are
linear combinations of modes with momenta [, and —I,,.
The two choices 0 € {+,—} have the same energy and
correspond to the degeneracies in Fig. 7.
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FIG. 7. (Color online) Low-lying part of the single-particle entanglement spectrum in 2D for a cut of the cylinder into two

pieces as shown in Fig. 6.

Fig. 8 shows (Rl(z))izjz for i, = 1 and [, € {1,2,3}.
We observe that (Rl(:))“ j. falls off exponentially in j, for

large distances to the position of the cut (j,, = 50). Thus,
the corresponding states are exponentially localized at
the edge created by the cut. This observation provides
evidence that 13(s) indeed supports gapless edge states.

We also did analogous computations for the local par-
ent Hamiltonian of Appendix C to test whether its low-
lying excited states are localized at the physical edges.
Compared to the entanglement spectrum, we observed
the following differences. First, the low-lying single-
particle spectrum of the parent Hamiltonian does not
consist of a single branch as the entanglement spectrum
of Fig. 7. Second, we find eigenstates of the Hamilto-
nian with low energies that are not localized at the edge.
This raises the question whether there is another par-
ent Hamiltonian with the same low-energy behavior as
observed in the entanglement spectrum.

V. CONCLUSION

This paper considers continuous-spin wave functions
1p(s) on lattices that are constructed as correlators of
the massless, free boson CFT. In contrast to the case
of discrete spins or continuous positional degrees of free-
dom, the wave functions 13(s) are Gaussian and their
properties can be computed efficiently using the formal-
ism of bosonic Gaussian states.

Through an analysis of entanglement entropies and
spectra, we found that g(s) is closely related to the

underlying CFT in 1D. More precisely, we observed a
good agreement between the entanglement entropy of
1p(s) and the CFT expectation. In contrast to some
lattice systems like the X XZ model®®, we do not find
subleading oscillatory corrections to the CFT behavior.
At small energies, we recovered the underlying CFT of
a free, massless boson, in the momentum space entan-
glement spectrum and also in the spectrum of a parent
Hamiltonian.

In 2D, we probed possible topological properties of
1p(s) through an analysis of entanglement entropies and
spectra. Although our results are consistent with a van-
ishing topological entanglement entropy, we found evi-
dence for edge states in the entanglement spectrum. The
absence of intrinsic topological order is distinct from the
chiral case with discrete spins.

The wave function 15(s) is real since it is constructed
from the full bosonic field ¢(z, Z). As a consequence, the
entanglement Hamiltonian in 2D has eigenstates that are
linear combinations of left- and right-moving modes. To-
gether with our observation of states localized at the edge
in the low-lying entanglement spectrum, this is an indi-
cation that g(s) could describe a state that is similar
to a quantum spin Hall effect.

We found a local parent Hamiltonian whose low-lying
energy levels in 1D are consistent with the correspond-
ing entanglement spectrum. In 2D, however, this parent
Hamiltonian has low-lying excited states that are not lo-
calized at the edge, which is in contrast to the entangle-
ment spectrum. It would be interesting to investigate if
there is another local parent Hamiltonian with the same
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FIG. 8. (Color online) Amplitude of the basis transformation
for the first excited states in the entanglement spectrum of
Fig. 7. The shown data is for 8 = 2.0. (The correspond-
ing amplitudes for 8 € {0.5,4,8} have the same qualitative
behavior.) The lowest energy in the sector of momentum I,
corresponds to i, = 1, cf. the explanation below Eq. (17).
The value j, = 50 is the position of the cut.

low-energy properties as observed in the entanglement
spectrum.

In 1D, the real wave function ¢s(s) is equivalent to
the analogously defined chiral wave function, which is
constructed from the chiral part of the free-boson field.
For general lattice configurations, however, 15(s) differs
from its chiral counterpart. In contrast to the real case,
we found that the chiral state depends on the ordering of
the lattice positions. It could, therefore, be that another
framework than that of bosonic Gaussian states is neces-
sary to consistently treat the chiral state, and it would be
interesting to investigate this question in a future study.
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Appendix A: The formalism of Gaussian states

In this section, we review the formalism of bosonic
Gaussian states as needed throughout this paper. In par-
ticular, we describe how to compute bipartite entangle-
ment properties of a generic, pure Gaussian state.

We consider Gaussian wave functions

w<3) :e—%st(X-i-iY)s;7 (Al)
where s = (s1,...,s5)" € RY and X and Y are real
N x N matrices. Normalizability of the wave function
1(s) requires that X > 0. We think of s as the vector of
N continuous, effective spin variables.

The wave function 1(s) has the same form as that
of N continuous, positional degrees on freedom on the
real line. Therefore, we introduce the operators Q =
(Q1,...,Qn)t and P = (P,..., Py) through

and (P,y)(s8) = —iaa;i (s).

(A2)

(Qum1)(8) = smi(s),

The canonical commutation relations [@Q,,, Pn] = idmn
can be written as

[Rm7 Rn} = Zana

7QNaP1a"

2= (o)

with T being the N x N identity matrix. The bosonic
creation and annihilation operators are defined as

(A3)

where R = (Q1, . .. ., Pn)t, and Q is the 2NV x

2N matrix

(A4)

@) w
where
u=175(t 1), (80)
a = (a,.. .,aN)t, and af = (a{, .. .,a}r\,)t. These oper-
ators satisfy the canonical commutation relations
(), (@) ] =

Symplectic matrices S are defined as 2N x 2N real ma-
trices satisfying SQS% = Q. They preserve the commu-
tation relations of Eq. (A3): Given a symplectic matrix
S, the vector R’ = SR satisfies [R],, R),] = [Rm, Rn] =
Q.

A Gaussian state 1(s) is completely characterized by
its covariance matrix

(B R [0) A8
Ymn = 9 ( )
()




where {e, e} is the anticommutator.
Using the wave function of Eq. (Al), one finds the
covariance matrix2:63

-1 -1

7= (-éxl X +)1(/XY1Y> ' (A9)

In this paper, we study entanglement properties un-
der a partition of the system into two parts. Given a
bipartition A = {i1,...,ir}, B = {j1,...,Jnv—r} with
AUB = {1,...,N}, these are encoded in the reduced
density matrix ps obtained from the pure-state density
matrix

) (¥
_— A10
e —
by tracing out the degrees of freedom of subsystem B:
[9) (¥
= ) All
A= U ) —

In terms of the covariance matrix, this operation assumes
a particularly simple form. Namely, the covariance ma-
trix v4 in the state p4 obtained by tracing out the de-
grees of freedom in B is given by removing the rows and
columns corresponding to B from ~.%*

The Rényi entanglement entropy of order a is defined
as

Sa(A) = Intr[(pa)“],

A12
T (A12)
where the limit ¢ — 1 corresponds to the von Neumann
entropy. In terms of the covariance matrix 4 of the
reduced state, the entropies S, can be computed as®®

Sa(A) = ilga(’/j)v (A13)
where
ga(y):ailany;rl)a—(y;l)a} (A14)

Here, v, are the symplectic eigenvalues of the matrix
va, which are the positive eigenvalues of iy4(). The von
Neumann entropy is given by the limit a — 1:

lim ()—y+1ln y+i —y_lln y—1
a1\ = 2 2 2 )

(A15)

The entanglement Hamiltonian H4 is defined as the
Hamiltonian whose thermal state is given by the reduced
density matrix, pq = e~H4. The factorization of a co-
variance matrix in terms of a symplectic basis transfor-
mation and a diagonal matrix consisting of symplectic
eigenvalues corresponds to a decomposition into a prod-
uct state of thermal oscillators®%:57. Thus, the symplec-
tic spectrum of the reduced state’s covariance matrix is
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directly related to single-particle energies of an entangle-
ment Hamiltonian. Each symplectic eigenvalue v; corre-
sponds to an energy

l/j—‘rl

;=1 .
w nyj_1

J

(A16)

Appendix B: Details on entanglement properties

This section explains how we compute entanglement
properties for the Gaussian wave function g(s) defined
in Sec. IT of the main text. With respect to the case
of generic Gaussian states discussed in Appendix A, we
now have to take into account the delta function in ¢3(s),
which leads to divergences. The regularization explained
in Sec. IIB leads to the wave function g (s) with co-
variance matrix [cf. Eq. (A9)]

Vpe = % (8 62t> + V5,6 (B1)
where
,_(Xg. 0
b= (% 1)) (B2)
Using®!
X;i=X5" L X;lee' X5, (B3)

x-to -
s 2¢ + etXﬂ_le
we find that 7’5 . Is finite in the limit € — 0. In particular,

the QQ, QP, and PQ blocks of the covariance matrix g
are finite, while the PP block has a divergent term.

1. Symplectic eigenvalues of the reduced state’s
covariance matrix

Let us write the covariance matrix of Eq. (B1) as

1
YB,e = %vvt + 72,,6, where v = (2) . (B4)

In the following, we consider a bipartition into disjoint
subsystems A = {iy,...,ir} and B = {j1,...,iN-L},
where AUB={1,...,N}and L€ {1,...,N —1}. The
covariance matrix after tracing out the subsystem B is
given by Davys, DYy, where

o= (1 ) (85)

with the L x N matrix



and e; being the ¢th unit vector. The matrix D4 removes
the rows and columns corresponding to B from 7g, .
The entanglement entropies and spectra follow directly
from the symplectic eigenvalues of Davg DY, which are
the positive eigenvalues of iQD4vs,DY. However, the

J

1 _
L [DAV'@EDQ] D v DYy [Dy}%ﬁDQ]
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covariance matrix g is divergent in the limit ¢ — 0,
which leads to an infinity in the symplectic eigenvalues
and thus in the entropies. To handle this divergence, we
compute the inverse [D4vs DY) " since it is finite for
e — O

[Days, D4 = [Davy D4 —

— : (B7)
2¢ + v*DY [DA'y’ﬁﬁeDt} Dav

where we used the formula of Ref. 51 to compute the inverse of a matrix that is changed by a term of rank one.

With 4 < 4 ..

Davp.eDY is then given by {u(j)

Let us now compute how 1/(1)

1)
Indet D5, DYy = Indet QD g5, DYy = Z In |:(l/ﬁ]76) ]

and therefore

L
In Vé ) =2 ln det Dvp DYy — Zln [uf(ﬂ} .

- < M(L) being the ordered positive eigenvalues of —i [D g3, DY)~
= 1/,u }1<j<L For € — 0, we have f5.. — 0 so that v

! ), the symplectic spectrum of

) ()

— 00.

. scales Wlth € for ¢ — 0. This will be needed to 5ubtract the divergence from the
resulting entanglement entropy. With det {2 = 1, we have

L
(B8)

(B9)
j=2

The matrix determinant lemma allows to express the determinant of Dy DY in terms of Davj DYy, which differs
from Davg, DYy only by a term of rank one. Thus, we obtain

L
1 1 _1 .
In u(l) =3 In [(1 + 2—61}th4 (Davs, DY) DAU) det (DA%,eDtA)] - Zln V(],z (B10)
1 -
= 751n6+1n1/5+(9(6), (B11)
where
det (Dary oD )
1 ATVBe=0"A
g =5l 2[3 v'DY (Darye—oD4) ™ Dav Zln vyl (B12)
[
2. Entanglement entropies and spectra we find
M) 1 1 .
9a(Vg,) = —3 In(e) + ] In(a) —In(2) + Invg (B13)
Having computed the symplectic spectrum +0(e)
{1/5 A I/éLE)} of the reduced state’s covariance matrix,

we can now determine the entanglement properties in

¥s(8).

The divergent symplectic eigenvalue assumes the form
In Vp(alz — 7% Ine+1Invg + O(e) [cf. Eq. (B11)], and thus

where go(y) was defined in Eq. (A14). From Eq. (A13),
the entanglement entropies then follow as

S, (A) = _% e+ S (A) +O(e), (B14)



where

Sl

a

L
In(a) —In(2) + Inog + Zga (ngzo) .

Jj=2

(A):a—l

(B15)

The entropy S/, (A) differs from S, (A) by the subtraction
of the divergent term f% Ine.

Given the symplectic eigenvalues l/éJL one can also
compute the entanglement spectrum. According to
Eq. (A16), we find the single-particle entanglement ener-

gies

0 if j=1,
s — G 14
T = i
B,e=0
in the limit € — 0. Since uélz — oo for € = 0, the energy
wy vanishes. The entanglement Hamiltonian thus as-

(B16)

sumes the form Zle @jb;r- bj, where b; and b! are annihi-
lation and creation operators in a suitable basis. The pre-
cise relation between the original operators (a;, a;(-) and
(bj,bj-) can be determined by computing Williamson’s
normal form%3:8 of the covariance matrix corresponding
to the state’s reduced density matrix.

J
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3. Momentum-space entanglement spectrum in 1D
with periodic boundary conditions

We now consider the state ¢g(s) in 1D with peri-
odic boundary conditions. For this choice, the matrix
(Xg.e); ; only depends on the difference i — j modulo N,

and thus we write (Xg.c), . = (Xg.e);_;-
We consider the discrete Fourier transform

1 5 ki
ij: 6277le

VN

where the normalization was chosen so that F' is unitary.
Writing F' = F, + iF, with F, and F), real, we define
the symplectic transformation

_ (e 5y
7= 7)

which corresponds to a unitary rotation of creation and
annihilation operators of the form

(&) (6 ) (@)

Therefore, F is the symplectic matrix that transforms to
momentum space.

(B17)

(B18)

(B19)

The covariance matrix of Eq. (B1) transformed to momentum space then becomes

Frp = (753{3 é), (B20)
where
(), =5 [P (Xg,e)k+(X_> e [ (%50 - (X1> , (B21)
, I Be), Be)/
(), =5 |3 (x—g,e)ﬁ(%) e [ (%a0) - (X;E> , (B22)
L )k k7 A
(&%f)k S e (Xp.); (B23)
§=0
and
=y e

Next, we trace out the momenta k ¢ A where A = {1,.

- L%J}, i.e., we remove the negative momenta and the

momenta k € {0, %} The resulting covariance matrix is diagonal:

[ )

i @ (0, iy o @ 3|9y |
k k

k=1

1

[l

(B25)

=~
Il
—
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where we replaced (X 516)16 by

N-1
e—27er XB

(%5), =

since (Xﬁ)k = (Xﬁ,e)k for k # 0. In Eq. (B25), we can directly read off the symplectic eigenvalues of the reduced

state’s covariance matrix as

(B26)
7=0

(B27)

vV =

N |

(Xg)k + (1

%)
ﬂk

In a suitable basis, the entanglement Hamiltonian is thus given by ZL z kabT by, where by and bT are bosonic

annihilation and creation operators, and the entanglement energies are glven by

&k—ln(yk+1>—21n
Vk—l

(Xﬁ)kJrl

(B28)

Since we traced out the mode k& = 0, all entanglement energies are independent of e.

4. Entanglement spectrum on the cylinder

The entanglement cut of the cylinder made in Sec. IV C
preserves translational symmetry. Therefore, it is con-
venient to express the eigenbasis of the entanglement
Hamiltonian in terms of Fourier modes as explained in
the following. The entanglement Hamiltonian is diagonal
in the basis that transforms the reduced state’s covari-
ance matrix into Williamson’s normal form.

For a cylinder of size N, x N, with N, even and co-
ordinates defined in Eq. (11), we consider the bipartition
A= {1,...,%}, B = {% +1,...,N} corresponding to
Fig. 6. The Fourier transform of the reduced state’s co-
variance matrix is given by

y’y[j e)‘FT @ ’Yk:y,ﬁ €’ (B29)
ky=0
where 'yé’i) = Davs,.DYy, and
F, 0
Ae(B ) o
with
5 TJT J
(Fy)ilky’jzjy = Diade =R kv (B31)

VNy

The N, x N, matrices 7,2’:7),876 are the blocks of the re-
duced state’s covariance matrix in momentum space. We
note that ”y( ) 5. 1s real and 7,(;4)5 = 7(’;? pe Thisis a
consequence “of X 8,e being symmetric un?ier Iy — Jy —
Ny — (iy — jy) for y indices i,,j, € {1,..., Ny}

(

The matrix F, is complex and does therefore not de-
fine a real symplectic transformation. However, we can
construct a real matrix from it by combining the Fourier
modes of momentum k, and —k,. After this transforma-
tion, we have a description in terms of positive momenta
b €40,..., LJ\;JJ} and an additional index o € {4, —}
for 1, ¢ {0, %} and o = + for [, € {0, %} More pre-
cisely, we define the unitary matrix 7, through its action
on a vector ¢;,k, in Fourier space as

if 1, € {0, Jr},
if 1, ¢ {0, 5}

/

'L
% (Clwly + ciwv_ly)

(Tyc)imlug = and o0 = +,
I5 (—ici, +ici, 1) il & 0,3}
and o = —.
(B32)
Introducing
T, 0
Ty = (()y T;) ) (B33)

it follows that 7,F, is real and symplectic. Furthermore,

TFse (TF, 69 Doihe (B39

ly=0 o
which follows from 71(;}3 . fy(’?) .- Using Williamson’s
decomposition®3:6%:69  we next construct symplectic ma-



trices R;yﬂe to that

(B35)

(;))
Y Bye | *

The reduced state’s covariance matrix 'yl(:?)ﬁ,é is thus

brought into Williamson’s normal form through the
transformation

(€)-w77(9).

R/ﬂe @@ ly,B.e

_O o

A
Rly,,B e’YI( Zﬂ eRly,,B €

e (1) () 0
—dlag (Vl Bt ly)6€71/y7676"..

(B36)

where
(B37)

In terms of creation and annihilation operators, this
transformation is given by

b a
(bT) =BTy Ty (aT) ;

where Rg. = UR) 762/{7, the matrix ¢/ is defined as in
Eq. (A6), and we used UT, F,UT = T, F,.

For the blocks with momenta [, ¢ {0, A;” }, the trans-
formation of Eq. (B38) is given by

b, o=+) R 1 (a, +ay,
b;fy»U:-i- B ly»ﬁvﬁﬁ dgy + dT_ly ’
bly,(r:f 1 —i&ly —+ i&,ly

where by, , and a,, are vectors of length z correspond-

ing to i, € {1,..., =}, Ry, p.e are the blocks of Rg.
defined analogously to Eq. (B37), and

(B38)

(B39)

Nny Y

Q. k Qi gy (B41)

zk

Jy—l

are the Fourier transformed annihilation operators.

For k, # 0, the blocks 7; ) and thus Ry, g, do not
depend on e, Wthh follows from the deﬁmtlon of X3 in
Eq. (6). Thus Eq. (B39) leads to to Eq. (17) in the main
text, where we suppressed the dependence of R, 5. on
B for better readability.

Appendix C: Parent Hamiltonian

The covariance matrix in g ((s) is given by

Xt oo
B,€
(0 xﬂ)’ (c1)
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cf. Eq. (A9). The following Hamiltonians have a ground
state with the same covariance matrix and are thus par-

ent Hamiltonians of ¢g (s):
Q
| < P)j ()

=3 (B)

7,7=1

where

X0
,EL7 = ( %’ Xﬂi+n> s (C?))

n is a real parameter, and we used a general result”™
about the relationship between a block-diagonal Hamilto-
nian and the corresponding ground-state covariance ma-
trix.

To diagonalize H,,, we choose an orthonormal eigenba-
sis Ve of Xg:

KtX57€‘/; = XB,e> (04)

where

Xg,e = diag (ch .. cg?) . (Ch)

[The eigenbasis V. is independent of § since Xg . de-
pends on 3 through a term proportional to the identity,
cf. Eq. (6).] The symplectic matrix

X, 2V,
Spe= Ve D (C6)
0 X[;SV6

transforms H,, into

Sé’eHnSﬁ,e (07)

=i [ () oo (0) " () (20)].

Thus, the symplectic eigenvalues of H, are given by

(c(ﬁkZ) Defining single-particle energies as

wi = (C(BkZ) , (C8)

we thus find a parent Hamiltonian Z]kvzl wkblbk of
1p,e(s), where the new creation and annihilation oper-
ators b and b’ are related to the original ones (a and a')
through

1 1 1
b = 1 Xé,e + Xﬁf XE7E - Xﬁ; ‘/;t 0 a
b') "2\, 3z _ .3 3 ~1 0o vt)\at
Xpe ™ Xpe Xpet Xge ¢

With —za Y (s) = i(XQ)rv(s), it follows that the excited
states with a single mode assume the form

blvs) = V2 (X3 VIQ) [Wa)  (C10)



The main text discusses the case n = —1, where the
parent Hamiltonian becomes

Hy—1 = (Z Q. + Z Conn P P)

m,n=1

(C11)

with

—1__tyv—172
XB eeXB

C=X, X! . (C12
5660 l ethle ] ( )

We did numerical computations for a uniform lattice on
the circle and a square lattice on the cylinder and found
that the matrix C,,, decays with the distance between
the sites m and n. At large distances, the decay is con-
sistent with a power law on the circle and on the edge of
the cylinder and with an exponential in the bulk of the
cylinder.

Appendix D: Relation to lattice states obtained
from conformal field theory

We now relate the wave functions ¥3(s) with s; con-
tinuous to a class of lattice states 1, with discrete spin—%

J

(Qaltiti|va) 2.

SN Sisj(ss Hm<n |Zm -
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degrees of freedom constructed from CFT. The latter are
defined as

|,l/}a - Z ,l/}OL 817 ")SN)|81""’$N>7
S1,--+3SN
(D1)
Ga(s1,...,sn) = (elVomel) o givameln) )
(D2)
=0, H S (D3)

m<n

where g = 1if sy + -+ sy = 0 and §s = 0 otherwise,
a > 0 is a real parameter, s; € {—1,1}, and |s1,...,sn)
is the product of eigenstates |s;) of the spin-z operator
at lattice site j (t3|s;) = 1sjls5))-

In a previous study®?, we considered zz correlations

Cij in g,

2a8m s
Zn| mSn

CijE4

Wala) D

SN 55 Hm<n |Zm - Zn|2asmsn

: (D4)

and approximated them for ¢ # j by a continuous integral of the form

[dNss;si (s14 -

+ SN) 67%5

2
Hm<n |)\ (Zm B Z”)Fasmsn

¢ @pProx) _
" JdNss(s1+ -

+sn)e”

, D5
5 T NG — 2) P75 b3

where A > 0 is a scale parameter that we fixed by requiring that the subleading term of the approximation is minimal.

Rescaling s; — s;/v/a in Cj; (apProx) and using [Tcn ASmon = e" 25 X for s 4 .-+ sy = 0, we find
1g2(1 n 28m Sn
(o (appro) _ 1 [dNssis;0 (514 +sn)e 2 (GH2mN) T [z — 2 (D6)
ij « de85 (514 +sN) 67532(é+21n/\) Hm<n‘zm _Zn‘QS'nLSn
1 ssisilus(s)? o

a  [dVshs(s)?

where we identified 8 + By = 1 4+ 2In\. Thus, the approximation C’Z(; PProx) phade in Ref. 42 corresponds to the

spin-spin correlations of the wave function 13(s) up to a total factor of é The same is true for the chiral state 1,55(3)

of Sec. E since 93(s) and 1/3/@(3) only differ by a phase and thus have the same spin-spin correlations.

Appendix E: Chiral state

The chiral analog of ¥g(s) has the form

Pa(s) = e*%(ﬁ+ﬁo)s2<: elsip(z1) ... gisne(an) ) (E1)

*%(B+50) 5(31 4

« H (Zm _ Zn)smsn ,

m<n

+SN)

(

where ¢(z) is the chiral part of the free boson according
to the decomposition p(z,z) = ¢(z) + @(2).

On the cylinder introduced in Sec. IT E, the chiral wave



function assumes the form

Us(s) = e*%(6+ﬁo)s2<; eisrp(wi) .. gisne(wn) ) (E2)

= e~ 3(BHB)T 5 (5 4. 4 gy)

< T1 [QSinh (;(wm —wn)ﬂsmsn.

m<n

We now show that 1s(s) is equivalent to ¥s(s) for a
uniform lattice in 1D with periodic boundary conditions.
Setting N, = 1 in Egs. (11) and (E2), we have

5 (514 +sy) e 1(BHF0)s” (E3)

N T SmSn
X nL[n {21’ sin (ﬁ(m - n))}

= ei%szé (81 + e _|_ SN) 6_%(B+50)32

X H [2 sin (%(n - m))rmsn

m<n
= T yy(s),

where we used that s; +--- 4+ sy = 0. Up to the phase
s o2 . " . . .
factor €*4° | the wave function 1 3(s) thus coincides with

V()

1a(s). Since eif” is a product of local phase factors, it
does not influence the spin-spin correlations and entan-
glement entropies. Furthermore, it can be transformed
away through the symplectic transformation

&)~ (50 @) (B4)

16

For generic lattice configurations, however, an impor-
tant difference between the real wave function ¢(s) and
the chiral ¢3(s) is that the former is independent of the
lattice ordering while the latter is not. More precisely,
1p(s) is symmetric under a simultaneous permutation o
of both the spins s; and the positions z;:

’(/)l(BZa(l)v-“vZU(N))( 75N)’

(E5)

Sa(1)s -+ Sa(N)) = 1#/(321""’”)(51, .

where we explicitly wrote the parametric dependence of
1p(s) on the lattice positions. This symmetry does,
however, not hold in the chiral case. The permutation
o(j) = N—j+1, for example, changes the wave function
according to

@Zé’za(l)’W’ZU(N))(SU(l)a ceey SO'(N)) (EG)

— H eﬂ'ismsn@nm,&gzlyu,ZN)(817 o

m<n

7SN)a

where ®,,, = L [arg(zm — 2,) — arg(z, — zm)], and we
explicitly wrote the parametric dependence on z;. The

phase [],,., em$msn®nm does not change the spin-spin
correlations in 1[)5(3), but it influences entanglement
properties since it is in general not a product of single-
particle phase factors.
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