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The one-dimensional spin-s SU(2) ferromagnetic Heisenberg model, as a paradigmatic example for sponta-
neous symmetry breaking (SSB) with type-B Goldstone modes (GMs), is expected to exhibit an abstract fractal
underlying the ground state subspace. This intrinsic abstract fractal is here revealed from a systematic inves-
tigation into the entanglement entropy for a linear combination of factorized (unentangled) ground states on a
fractal decomposable into a set of the Cantor sets. The entanglement entropy scales logarithmically with the
block size, with the prefactor being half the fractal dimension of a fractal, as long as the norm for the linear
combination scales as the square root of the number of the self-similar building blocks kept at each step k for
a fractal, under an assumption that the maximum absolute value of the coefficients in the linear combination is
chosen to be around one, and the coefficients in the linear combination are almost constants within the building
blocks. Actually, the set of the fractal dimensions for all the Cantor sets forms a dense subset in the interval
[0,1]. As a consequence, the ground state subspace is separated into a disjoint union of countably infinitely
many regions, each of which is labeled by a decomposable fractal. Hence, the interpretation of the prefactor as
half the fractal dimension is valid for any support beyond a fractal, which in turn leads to the identification of
the fractal dimension with the number of type-B GMs for the orthonormal basis states. Our argument may be

extended to any quantum many-body systems undergoing SSB with type-B GMs.

I. INTRODUCTION

Spontaneous symmetry breaking (SSB) plays a fundamen-
tal role in classifying quantum states of matter and quantum
phase transitions in condensed matter physics. As first put
forward by Goldstone (1], if the symmetry group is continu-
ous, then a gapless low-lying excitation mode emerges, which
dominates the low-energy physics of a quantum many-body
system undergoing SSB. However, not all the SSB patterns
for continuous symmetry groups fall into the same category,
as reflected in a debate between Anderson and Peierls [ﬁ, Eﬁl
A significant progress in this regard concerns the introduction
of type-A and type-B GMs [4], as a result of an earlier obser-
vation made by Nambu (5]. This in turn is relevant to the long
term pursuit of a proper classification of GMs [4-11). Ac-
cordingly, for the SSB pattern from the symmetry group G to
the residual symmetry group H, a distinction between type-A
and type-B GMs has to be made to understand the physics be-
hind quantum many-body systems undergoing SSB. In order
to reveal the essential difference between them, it appears to
be interesting to characterize SSB with type-A or type-B GMs
from a quantum entanglement perspective, as already embod-
ied in recent developments on this topic (see, e.g., Refs. [IE—
[17] for type-A GMs and Refs. [18-21]] for type-B GMs).

In particular, SSB with type-B GMs occurs in any spatial
dimensions, in contrast to SSB with type-A GMs that is for-
bidden in one spatial dimension, as a result of the Mermin-
Wagner-Coleman theorem [22]. Hence, one may choose to
study one-dimensional quantum many-body systems for SSB
with type-B GMs, although an extension to any spatial dimen-
sions is possible [23]. As it turns out, all the known quantum
many-body systems undergoing SSB with type-B GMs are
frustration-free [24], thus rendering them to be exactly solv-

able, as far as their ground state subspaces are concerned. As
argued in Ref. (18], the entanglement entropy scales logarith-
mically with the block size in the thermodynamic limit, if the
system is partitioned into a block and an environment. In fact,
the prefactor in front of the logarithm is half the number of
type-B GMs Nj for a set of orthonormal basis states, which
are constructed from the repeated action of the lowering op-
erator(s) on the highest weight state. Further developments
demonstrate that, if the system size is finite, then the block
size in the logarithmic scaling relation, valid in the thermody-
namic limit, is replaced by a universal finite system-size scal-
ing function [21]. As a remarkable feature, for a given quan-
tum many-body system undergoing SSB with type-B GMs,
the orthonormal basis states thus constructed admit an ex-
act Schmidt decomposition, with the basis states in the sys-
tem and its subsystems being self-similar. This implies that
an abstract fractal underlying the ground state subspace ex-
ists. However, although the self-similarities have been re-
flected in the ground state degeneracies under both periodic
boundary conditions (PBCs) and open boundary conditions
(OBCs) [IE, ], a full characterization of such an intrinsic
abstract fractal is still lacking.

In order to address this intriguing question, it appears nec-
essary to clarify the nature of the self-similarities underlying
the orthonormal basis states, as reflected in the observation
that both the block and the environment, as a subsystem, share
exactly the same orthonormal basis states as the entire system,
if a scale transformation is performed [IE]. Hence, the self-
similarities manifest themselves in the real space via a scale
transformation connecting the system with its subsystems.
However, the orthonormal basis states constitute a countably
infinite set even in the thermodynamic limit, they alone are
thus not sufficient to describe an abstract fractal, given that
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generically a fractal contains uncountably infinitely many el-
ements. In other words, there must be a hidden aspect of the
self-similarities to be exposed beyond the real space itself. As
will be shown in this work, a key link is that the orthonormal
basis states may be expressed as linear combinations of a set
of the overcomplete basis states that are factorized (unentan-
gled) ground states, where the support of a linear combina-
tion is a subspace of the coset space G/H, with the dimen-
sion of the subspace being identical to the number of type-B
GMs, thus opening up a possibility for an interpretation of the
fractal dimension of the support of the linear combinations as
the number of type-B GMs. This may be achieved by intro-
ducing extrinsic fractals on the coset space. That is, the self-
similarities manifest themselves in a fractal as the support of
a linear combination on the coset space.

It is worthwhile to stress that a set of the overcomplete ba-
sis states has been exploited in a pioneering work by Castro-
Alvaredo and Doyon [IE] for the spin-1/2 SU(2) ferromag-
netic Heisenberg model - a paradigmatic example for SSB
with type-B GMs, with a SSB pattern from SU(2) to U(1).
A Cantor set C[2, 1/3;{k}] located on the great circle S' was
chosen as a fractal, where {k} denotes the set of the natural
numbers, with k being the step number. We remark that it
should be understood as the image of a Cantor set under a
mapping from the interval [0, 1] to a circle S' on the coset
space S2. The entanglement entropy for a linear combina-
tion of the overcomplete basis states on this particular fractal
has been investigated [23]. 1t was found that the entangle-
ment entropy scales logarithmically with the block size, with
the prefactor being half the fractal dimension of the Cantor
set C[2,1/3;{k}], when the coefficients in the linear combi-
nation are identical. Though inspiring, their work is far from
complete, even if one restricts attention to the spin-1/2 SU(2)
ferromagnetic Heisenberg model. In fact, a few shortcomings
in Ref. ] need to be tackled. First, for a specific linear
combination on a fractal, a proper characterization of the co-
efficients is required, since a restriction must be imposed on
the coefficients to ensure that the prefactor in front of the log-
arithm is half the fractal dimension of the fractal. Physically,
this is due to a simple observation that the geometric informa-
tion encoded in a fractal, e.g., a Cantor set, is simply washed
away, if no restriction is imposed on the coefficients. Second,
there is a loophole in the argument, as presented in Ref. 23],
which led to the conclusion that the same scaling relation for
the entanglement entropy is valid for a linear combination of
the overcomplete basis states on any support, defined as a sub-
set of the coset space. Indeed, given that the set of the fractal
dimensions for all the possible fractals is countably infinite,
it is necessary to show that a minimal set of fractals exists,
whose fractal dimensions form a dense subset in the entire
range. This is crucial if one attempts to interpret the prefactor
in front of the logarithm as half the fractal dimension of the
support of a linear combination on the coset space. Third, an
arbitrary degenerate ground state can be expressed as appar-
ently different linear combinations on uncountably infinitely
many supports. Hence, the set of all the supports itself re-
mains to be elaborated on for a complete understanding of the
scaling behaviors of the entanglement entropy.

In this work, we aim to expose an intrinsic abstract fractal
underlying the ground state subspace by introducing an extrin-
sic fractal and performing a systematic investigation into the
entanglement entropy for linear combinations on this fractal,
which act as degenerate ground states arising from SSB with
type-B GMs in a quantum many-body system. For this pur-
pose, a conceptual framework needs to be developed, with the
following three notions as the key ingredients - an equivalence
class in the set of all the possible supports, an approximation
of a generic support in terms of a fractal, and a decomposi-
tion of a fractal into a set of Cantor sets. These notions lie
at the heart of our investigation into the scaling behaviors of
the entanglement entropy for highly degenerate ground states.
Actually, one only needs to focus on one representative of the
supports in a given equivalence class, because all the supports
in the same class yield, by definition, exactly the same ground
state wave function, up to a local unitary operation induced
from the symmetry group. Since such a generic support is not
necessarily a well-defined fractal, an approximation of it in
terms of a fractal is crucial for any further investigation. In
addition, a decomposition of a fractal into a set of the Cantor
sets makes it possible to reveal a minimal set of fractals - the
set of all the Cantor sets.

As it turns out, the ground state subspace is separated into
a disjoint union of countably infinitely many regions labeled
by a fractal decomposable into a set of the Cantor sets. It is
argued that an appropriate restriction imposed on the coefli-
cients in a linear combination is to require that the norm for a
linear combination scales as the square root of the number of
the self-similar building blocks kept at each step k for a fractal,
under an assumption that the maximum absolute value of the
coefficients in the linear combination is chosen to be around
one, and the coeflicients in the linear combination are almost
constants within the building blocks. This restriction leads to
two specific realizations: the ratio between any two nonzero
coeflicients either is a random constant at each step k or con-
verges to a constant, as k tends to infinity, subject to the condi-
tion that the number of zero coefficients scales polynomially
with k. Here, by “a restriction” we mean it is presumably a
sufficient and necessary condition. In addition, we show that
the set of the fractal dimensions for all the Cantor sets is dense
in the interval [0, 1], thus offering a resolution to the loophole
in Ref. [23]. As a result, the entanglement entropy for a linear
combination on any support scales logarithmically with the
block size in the thermodynamic limit, with the prefactor be-
ing half the fractal dimension of the support, if the coefficients
are subject to the restriction.

Our argument is applicable to any quantum many-body sys-
tems undergoing SSB with type-B GMs, with a SSB pattern
from G to H, as long as G is a semisimple Lie group. Although
the presentation is mainly unfolded for the spin-s SU(2) fer-
romagnetic Heisenberg model, a concise exposition of the
scaling behaviors of the entanglement entropy for degener-
ate ground states is also made for the SO(4) ferromagnetic
spin-orbital model and the spin-s SU(2s + 1) ferromagnetic
model. In addition, extensive numerical tests are performed
for the spin-s SU(2) ferromagnetic Heisenberg model and the
spin-1 SU(3) ferromagnetic model, thus confirming our theo-



retical predictions. Here, we stress that the models under in-
vestigation always yield permutation-invariant ground states.
However, highly degenerate ground states arising from SSB
with type-B GMs are not necessarily permutation-invariant,
as demonstrated [@] for the flat-band Tasaki model m] at
half filling.

As a consequence of our analysis, we are led to the identifi-
cation of the fractal dimension dy with the number of type-B
GMs Np for quantum many-body systems undergoing SSB
with type-B GMs, if one restricts to the orthonormal basis
states that exhibit the self-similarities in the real space. In-
deed, the orthonormal basis states generated from the repeated
action of the lowering operator(s) on the highest weight state
may be expressed in terms of a linear combination of a set of
the overcomplete basis states in a subspace of the coset space,
with the dimension being identical to the number of type-B
GMs Np. In addition, the subspace may be regarded as a limit
of a sequence of decomposable fractals. This identification it-
self is a reflection of the intrinsic abstract fractal underlying
the ground state subspace.

II. THE ENTANGLEMENT ENTROPY AND THE
ORTHONORMAL BASIS STATES FOR QUANTUM
MANY-BODY SYSTEMS UNDERGOING SSB WITH
TYPE-B GMS

For a quantum many-body system undergoing SSB with
type-B GMs, highly degenerate ground states arise. Hence, it
is legitimate to speak of the ground state subspace. Here, we
briefly recall some previous results for the spin-s SU(2) fer-
romagnetic Heisenberg model, the SO(4) ferromagnetic spin-
orbital model and the spin-s SU(2s + 1) ferromagnetic model,
in order to explain how to construct a set of orthonormal basis
states for quantum many-body systems undergoing SSB with
type-B GMs (for more details, we refer to Ref. [@g]).

Consider the spin-s SU(2) ferromagnetic Heisenberg
model, described by the Hamiltonian

L
H == 8-S, (1)

=
where S; = (ij,Sj?,Sj.), with 7, Sji, Sj. being the spin-s op-

erators at the j-th lattice site, and L is the system size. Here,
PBCs have been assumed in the Hamiltonian (I). The model
is frustration-free, so its degenerate ground states are exactly
solvable. It only becomes exactly solvable by means of the
Bethe ansatz for s = 1/2 [2§,29]. The symmetry group SU(2)
is generated by S* = 3,87, §7 = Zij and §* = 3;S°%
with S being the Cantan generator, and the lowering and rais-
ing operators defined as S+ = S* FiSY. We remark that
highly degenerate ground states arise from the SSB pattern:
SU(2) — U(1). Hence, the number of type-B GMs is one:
Ng =1.

Highly degenerate ground states |L, M) may be constructed
from the repeated action of the lowering operator S_ on the
highest weight state |s---s): |[L,M) = 1/Z(L, MSM|s-..s5)

M=0,1,2,...,
basis states.

The orthonormal basis states |L, M) admit an exact Schmidt
decomposition [@]

2sL), which constitute a set of orthonormal

L, M) = > A(L,n,k, M)ln, OIL=n, M=K}, (2)

Here, A(L, n, k, M) denote the Schmidt coefficients, which take
the form:
u(L,n,k, M)

AlL,n,k, M) = ————,
(L, n, ;M) v(L,n,k, M)

with

’7 l Ill —s'tm
S ut=—s

(L, n, k, M) = JZ e l_[ sl S DNCY

and

s—1

’
v(L,n,k, M) = JZNN I_l &(s, u)Nu CL Sl

U=-=s

where 3}, is taken over all the possible values of n_,. ..,
ng, subject to the constraints: ) __ n, = nand ), __ (s —
m)n, = k, and ¥ - is taken over all the possible values

of I_g,..., 1, subject to the constraints: Sme—slm = L—nand
m=—s(s=m)l,, = M—«k. Here, C’}, is the binomial coefficients:
Ch, = M/ (k!(M - x)!) and &(s, u) is

meps1 (s +m)(s —m+ 1)
l—lm u(s_m)z

The SO(4) spin-orbital model is described by the Hamilto-
nian [@]

e(s,u) =

L
A=) (+8; S5+ T Ty, 3)
j=1

where S; = (S ’;, S?, Sj'.) are the spin-1/2 operators and T; =
(T}, T}, T?) are the orbital pseudo-spin 1/2 operators at the /-
th lattice site. Here, PBCs have been assumed. The model (3)
shares the same ground state subspace, consisting of the fer-
romagnetic ground states, in the regime (—oo, —1/4) if a plus
sign “+” is taken in the Hamiltonian (@) and in the regime
(1/4,00) if a minus sign “-” is taken in the Hamiltonian (3).
In particular, it consists of the two decoupled SU(2) spin-1/2
Heisenberg ferromagnetic models at { = —oo if the plus sign
“+” is taken and at { = oo if the minus sign “-” is taken, so it is
frustration-free. In addition, the Hamiltonian (3) in this ferro-
magnetic regime possesses the symmetry group SO(4), homo-
morphic to SU(2) x (2), with the generators of the two copies
ofSU(2) being $* = 357,87 =% Sy and §* = 3;S7, and

=2 T" =%, Ty and T: = Z j TZ respectlvely The
SSB pattern is from SO(4) to U(1) x U(l) with two type-B
GMs: N = 2. In passing, we remark that the Hamiltonian (3))
at £ = 1/4 is unitarily equivalent to the SU(4) ferromagnetic



model (@) below and that the Hamiltonian (@) at / = —1/4
is unitarily equivalent to the spin-3/2 staggered SU(4) ferro-
magnetic model [20], which is exactly solvable by means of
the Bethe ansatz [31], relevant to the Temperley-Lieb alge-

bra [@, ].

Highly degenerate ground states |L, My, M;) (M; =0, ..., L
and M, = 0, ..., L) may be constructed from the repeated ac-
tion of the lowering operators S _ and 7 on the highest weight
state | TsT/ ... TsTo), withS_ =S*—iSYand T_ = T* —iT":

IL, My, M,y = SMTM e,

= 2L TsTo)s

where Z(L, M, M,) is introduced to ensure that |L, M, M,) is
normalized,

Z(L, My, My) = M!M,! \JCYCM.

Hence, the orthonormal basis states |L, My, M;) span an irre-
ducible representation of the symmetry group SU(2) x SU(2),
with the dimension being (L + 1)>. Actually, the orthonor-
mal basis states |L, M, M,) may be factorized as |L, M, M) =
IL, ML, My).

The orthonormal basis states |L, My, M;) admit an exact
Schmidt decomposition:

n

|L7MS7MZ‘>= Z /l(L7n’kX’kf7MS’Ml‘)x
kg k=0

|n’ kS’ k1‘>|L_n’ MS - ks, Mt _kt>’ (4)

where the Schmidt coefficients A(L, n, kg, k;, M, M,) take the
form

kg ki ~M—kg ~M;—k,
C"l C"ICL;n CL—InI

M ~M,
¢

/I(L, n’ ks, k[’ MS’ M[) = J

We now turn to the spin-s SU(2s + 1) ferromagnetic model,
|

The orthonormal basis states |L, M, ..

described by the Hamiltonian
L
A== P, 5)
j=1

Here, PBCs have been assumed, and P is the permutation op-
erator, which may be realized in terms of the spin-s operators
S = (Sx,Sy,Sz):

2s

s 28®S) —m(m+ 1)+ 2s(s + 1)
_ _1)\2s+t
P_;( b 1_[ (t+1)—mm+1) ‘

m#t

Note that the model is frustration-free and exactly solvable
by means of the Bethe ansatz [Izll]. Indeed, the Hamiltonian
@) possesses the symmetry group SU(2s + 1), with the local
Hilbert space being the fundamental representation space of
SU(2s + 1) at each lattice site j, spanned by the (local) or-
thonormal basis states [1);,...,|2s+1);. The symmetry group
SU(2s + 1) is spontaneously broken into U(1) x SU(2s + 1),
the number of type-B GMs is thus 2s. For the symme-
try group SU(2s + 1), one may choose the Cartan genera-
tors H, = ZjHa,j as Ha,j = |1>J/<1| — |la + l)jj(cy + 1
(@ =1, ..., 2s). Accordingly, for each H,, the lowering op-
erator F ; and the raising operator E, ; may be chosen as:
Fo = YjFoj Eq = XjEaj with Foj = |+ 1);(1] and
E, ;= |1);{a + 1], satisfying [H,, E,] = 2Eq, [E,, F,] = H,
and [F,, H,] = 2F,.

Highly degenerate ground states |L, My, ..., M,) are gen-
erated from the repeated action of the lowering operators F,
on the highest weight state [1...1):

2s
1
LMi,....,My) = | |FM“1...1,
1L M 2 Z(LMy,... My L 17 b

which are orthonormal basis states and span an irre-
ducible representation of the symmetry group SU(2s + 1),
with the dimension being the binomial coefficients Ciizy
Here, Z(L,M,,..., M,,) is introduced to ensure that
L, My, ..

., M>y) is normalized, which takes the form,

2s
= | Mo
Z(L, My, ..., M) | 1| M,! ,CL—ZZ;' My
a=

., M) admit an exact Schmidt decomposition:

2s min(M,,n)
LMy Moy =[] D) ALk, kog My Mok, o)L =My = ki, Moy =), (6)
a=1 k,=0
where the Schmidt coefficients A(L, n, ky, ..., ks, My, ..., M) take the form
2s ko 2s M, —k,
@=l gty Y= T Lon 3 (Mp—kg)
/l(L5n’kl’~'~’k2S’M15'~"M2S): = 0 . = £ i

2s M,
o=l T Loyl My



The orthonormal basis states |L, M), |L,M,, M;) and
|L, My,..., M) admit an exact Schmidt decomposition, as
seen in Eq.(@), Eq.(@ and Eq.(6). This fact reflects the
self-similarities of the abstract fractals underlying the ground
state subspaces for the spin-s SU(2) ferromagnetic Heisenberg
model, the SO(4) spin-orbital model and the spin-s SU(2s+1)
ferromagnetic model. Here, the system is partitioned into a
block consisting of n lattice sites and an environment consist-
ing of L — n lattice sites. We remark that, in each case, there
are three sets of the orthonormal basis states, defined for the
block, the environment and the system, respectively. That is,
they are similar to each other, in the sense that they are iden-
tical after performing a scale transformation connecting the
block, the environment and the system. This requires that the
number of the basis states for both the entire system and the
subsystems must match to each other, if a proper scale trans-
formation is taken into account. Hence, the self-similarity
manifests itself in the real space via a scale transformation
connecting the system and the subsystems. However, the or-
thonormal basis states constitute a countably infinite set even
in the thermodynamic limit, they alone are thus not sufficient
to describe an abstract fractal, given that a fractal contains
uncountably infinitely many elements. In other words, there
must be a hidden aspect of the self-similarities to be exposed.

To proceed, we introduce the reduced density matrix
pr(n), which is determined from tracing out the degrees
of freedom in the environment & pp(n) = Trg pr, where
pr denotes a density matrix. Hence, the entanglement
entropy S(L,n) is defined as S(L,n) = —Trpr(n)log, pr(n).

Generically, the eigenvalues of the reduced density
matrix are the Schmidt coefficients squared. For
the orthonormal basis states |L,M), the eigenvalues

A(L,n,k,M) of the reduced density matrix p(L,n, M)
are A(L, n, k, M) = [A(L, n, k, M)]*. For the orthonormal basis
states |L, My, M,), the eigenvalues A(L,n, ks, k, M, M;)
of the reduced density matrix p(L,n, My, M,) are
AL, n, kg, ke, My, My) = [A(L,n, kg, ke, My, M)]?>. For the
orthonormal basis states |L, My,..., M), the eigenvalues

AL n,ky, ..., ks, My, ..., Mys) of the reduced density matrix
p(L’n9Ml’ .. ~’M2S) are A(L5n’kl’ .. ~’k2S’ Ml’ .. ~’M2S) =
[A(L,n,ky, ... kos, My,...,M>)]>. In particular, the entan-

glement entropy S ¢(n) in the thermodynamic limit L — oo
may be defined for fixed filling f: S y(n) = lim; o S (L, n, M).
For the spin-s SU(2) ferromagnetic Heisenberg model, we
have f = M/L. For the SO(4) spin-orbital model, we have
f = (fs, f), where f; = M,/L and f; = M,/L. For the spin-s
SU2s + 1) ferromagnetic model, we have f = (fi,..., f2s),
where f, = M,/L(a=1,...,2s).

As argued in Ref. ], for the orthonormal basis states in
the ground state subspace for a quantum many-body system
undergoing SSB with type-B GMs, the entanglement entropy
S y(n) scales as follows

N,
S p(n) = 7’3 log, 7 + S fo, @)

where S o denotes a non-universal additive constant. Here,
Np =1 for the spin-s SU(2) ferromagnetic Heisenberg model,
Np = 2 for the SO(4) spin-orbital model in the ferromagnetic

regime and Np = 2s for the spin-s SU(2s + 1) ferromagnetic
model. Note that this scaling relation is consistent with an an-
alytical analysis of the entanglement entropy for permutation-
invariant states in Ref. [35]. In fact, the logarithmic scaling
relation is also valid for the Renyi entropy 23]. In pass-
ing, we emphasize that highly degenerate ground states aris-
ing from SSB with type-B GMs are not always permutation-
invariant, though this is the case for |L, M), |L, M, M;) and
L, My, ..., Ma).

An important question that remains to be addressed is
whether or not the entanglement entropy, as a physical ob-
servable [36], is able to reflect the abstract fractal underlying
the ground state subspace. The answer to the question de-
mands to expose an abstract fractal that is characterized by
the fractal dimension dy. If so, then one may anticipate to see
a connection between the fractal dimension dy and the num-
ber of type-B GMs Nj for the orthonormal basis states |L, M),
|L, Mg, M,y and |L, My, . . ., M»s), respectively.

III. THE NUMBER OF TYPE-B GMS AND THE FRACTAL
DIMENSION: THE SPIN-s SU(2) FERROMAGNETIC
HEISENBERG MODEL

For clarity, we shall mainly focus on the spin-s SU(2) fer-
romagnetic Heisenberg model () in this Section, and then ex-
tend to the SO(4) ferromagnetic spin-orbital model and the
spin-s SU(2s + 1) ferromagnetic model in the next Section.

A. A set of overcomplete basis states in the ground state
subspace

To begin with, we stress that the orthonormal basis states
|L, M) are essentially unique, in the sense that they are the only
degenerate ground states exhibiting the self-similarities in the
real space, up to a rotation in the spin space induced from the
symmetry group SU(2). Mathematically, this stems from an
observation that the self-similarities in the real space, reflected
in the Schmidt decomposition @) for the transformed basis
states Ug|L, M), impose a strict constraint on a unitary trans-
formation Uy acting on the orthonormal basis states |L, M).
As a result, this implies that Us must be factorized into its
counterparts Up and Ug in the block and the environment ac-
cording to the bipartition. As a result, Us is uniform. That
is, Uy is translation-invariant under PBCs or invariant under
the permutation operation that exchanges j with j + 1 for
j=1,...,L—1 and L with 1 under OBCs. Hence, Uy is
an element of the symmetry group SU(2), since Ug|L, M) is a
degenerate ground state.

However, the orthonormal basis states |L, M) only consti-
tute a countably infinite set even in the thermodynamic limit,
they alone are thus not sufficient to describe an abstract fractal,
because a fractal generically contains uncountably infinitely
many elements. In contrast, the highest weight state |s - - - s),
in combination with a rotation in the spin space induced from
the symmetry group SU(2), offers a set of factorized (unen-
tangled) ground states. Indeed, this set is uncountably infi-



nite, thus constituting a set of the overcomplete basis states.
But they are still subject to the self-similarities in the real
space. Hence, one may expect that this set helps to reveal a
hidden aspect of the self-similarities that manifest themselves
in a fractal as the support of a linear combination on the coset
space S2. In this sense, a fractal is introduced as an extrinsic
reference to reveal an intrinsic abstract fractal underlying the
ground state subspace. To this end, it appears to be beneficial
to adopt a set of the overcomplete basis states in the ground
state subspace, which plays a crucial role in a complete char-
acterization of the scaling behaviors of the entanglement en-
tropy for highly degenerate ground states arising from SSB
with type-B GMs.

Here, we restrict ourselves to linear combinations on a frac-
tal which contains, by definition, uncountably infinitely many
elements. That amounts to excluding linear combinations on a
set of finite elements, which may fall into two types: one type
consists of finite but fixed elements so that the number of the
elements does not scale with the system size L; the other type
consists of finite elements so that the number of the elements
scales with the system size L. Obviously, the first type consists
of finite elements even in the thermodynamic limit. However,
the second type is quite subtle, which points towards the in-
terplay between the system size L in the real space and the
support of a linear combination on the coset space.

Actually, such an alternative approach to the entanglement
entropy of a linear combination on a fractal has been devel-
oped by Castro-Alvaredo and Doyon (23] for the spin-1/2
SU(2) ferromagnetic Heisenberg model. For this model, a set
of the overcomplete basis states, as degenerate factorized (un-
entangled) ground states, are nothing but the spin coherent
states [@]. In fact, the spin coherent states |/(6, ¢)) are ex-
pressed in terms of the two spherical coordinates 6 € [0, r]
and ¢ € [0, 27] on the sphere S2,

[ (0, §)) = [V(B, )1+~ V(6 ) - V(B P,
with
[v(0, $)); = exp(iehS %) exp(i6S°) |s);,

where |s) ; represents the eigenvector of § ; with the eigenvalue
being s at a lattice site j. Indeed, one may form a linear com-
bination of a set of the overcomplete basis states [y/(6, ¢)) on
a fractal C, e.g., a Cantor set C[N, r; {k}] (for a brief summary
about the Cantor sets, cf. Appendix A). Here, we adopt a con-
vention that C[N, r; {k}] should be understood as the image on
the sphere S2 under the mapping ¢ : [0,1] — S, defined as
@(&) = 2né, or under the mapping 6 : [0,1] = S I defined as
0(&) = m/2¢, where € € [0, 1]. Owing to a symmetric consid-
eration, the two mappings defined above are sufficient to meet
our needs. From now on, we do not make any distinction be-
tween the image of a fractal under the mapping ¢ or 6 and a
fractal itself for brevity.

Now we are ready to introduce a linear combination on a
fractal C. For a Cantor set C[N, r; {k}] under the mapping ¢,
we have

1
(D) = == > c(d)l(. 9. @®)

c ¢yeC

where ¢(¢,) (y = 1,2,...,|C|) are complex numbers, with
|C] = N* being the number of the subintervals in the Cantor
set C[N, r; {k}], and Z¢ is a normalization factor to ensure that
|®@c(0)) has been normalized, and the sum over ¢, is carried
out for all the subintervals at the step k. One may also define a
linear combination |®¢(¢)) on a Cantor set C[N, r; {k}] under
the mapping 6, with the roles of 6 and ¢ being swapped. Later
on, our detailed discussion is restricted to |®¢(6)) and its co-
efficients c(¢,), but may be carried forward to |®c(¢)) and its
coeflicients c(6,). Here, we have assumed that the maximum
absolute value of the coefficients in the linear combination is
chosen to be around one so that it fixes the normalization fac-
tor Z¢, in the sense that it makes sense to speak of the scaling
behaviors of Z¢ with the step number &.

It is anticipated (23] that, in the thermodynamic limit L —
oo, the entanglement entropy S(n) for a linear combination
|Dc(6)) on a fractal C scales as follows

dy
S(n) = 710g2n+50, )

where dy is the fractal dimension of the fractal C, which is
—log N/ log r for the Cantor set C[N, r; {k}] and S is a non-
universal additive constant. This scaling relation may be ex-
tended to the Renyi entropy (23], with the prefactor being in-
dependent of the Renyi index.

We remark that the scaling relation @) was argued to be
valid for the linear combination with all the coefficients being
identical on the Cantor set C[2, 1/3; {k}] [@]. However, it was
incorrectly claimed ] that it also works for a linear combi-
nation with nonzero coefficients. Instead, a proper character-
ization of linear combinations on a fractal requires imposing
a restriction on the coefficients in a linear combination on a
fractal.

Alternatively, the scaling relation (@) may be justified from
a scaling argument, as presented in Ref. [18], under the sup-
position that the entanglement entropy of a linear combina-
tion on a fractal C is scale-invariant. The supposition itself
may be attributed to the presence of the abstract fractal under-
lying the ground state subspace. As a result, the prefactor is
universal, in the sense that it is model-independent. However,
the interpretation of the prefactor as half the fractal dimen-
sion of the fractal C requires clarifying the physical meaning
of the self-similarities underlying the linear combinations at
different steps, which leads us back to the restriction on the
coeflicients in a linear combination on a fractal C.

B. A characterization of linear combinations on a fractal

The set of the overcomplete basis states exhibits self-
similarities in the real space, since they are unitarily equiv-
alent to the highest weight state |s- - - s). Indeed, the highest
weight state |s - - - ) is self-similar in the real space, as already
mentioned in Section[[ll In addition, if one introduces a degen-
erate ground state as a linear combination of the overcomplete
basis states on a fractal C at each step, then degenerate ground
states at different steps are self-similar, if the coefficients are



chosen in a proper way. That is, a key step is to look for
an appropriate restriction imposed on linear combinations on
a fractal C. For brevity, we restrict ourselves to the Cantor
set C[N, r; {k}], but an extension to other types of fractals is
straightforward.

To proceed, let us emphasize that the coefficients c(¢,) in
a linear combination (cf. Eq. (8)) cannot be arbitrary, if one
attempts to keep track of the geometric information encoded
in the Cantor set C[N, r; {k}]. Physically, that amounts to stat-
ing that the geometric information encoded in the Cantor set
CIN, r; {k}] is simply washed away, if no restriction is imposed
on the coeflicients c(¢,). This is due to the fact that the set
of all the linear combinations on the Cantor set C[N, r; {k}]
span the ground state subspace, if the coeflicients c(¢,) are
arbitrary. Mathematically, the dimension of the ground state
subspace is 2sL + 1, so it is much less than the number of the
subintervals, i.e., N* in the Cantor set C[N, r; {k}] at the step
k, if k is large enough. Hence, only 2sL + 1 subintervals are
needed to construct a set of linearly independent states that is
sufficient to exhaust the entire ground state subspace, as long
as their coeflicients are arbitrary.

This implies that it is necessary to impose a proper restric-
tion on the coefficients c(¢,) in a linear combination on the
Cantor set C[N, r; {k}]. Given the geometric information en-
coded in the Cantor set C[N, r; {k}] must be kept, the restric-
tion imposed on the coefficients ¢(¢,) in the linear combina-
tion (8) demands that the norm Z¢ should scale as the square
root of the number of subintervals, i.e., N*/2, kept at each step
k for the Cantor set C[N, r; {k}] and that the coefficients c(¢,)
in the linear combination must remain to be almost constants
within the subintervals at the step k, if k is large enough. On
the one hand, the necessity for the requirement on the norm Z¢
originates from the fact that a linear combination, with all the
coefficients being identical, must be a legitimate choice. We
remark that the norm Z¢ for this particular linear combination
is approximately the square root of the number of subintervals
kept at each step k, as long as the size L is large enough, since
the overcomplete basis states |(6, ¢)) are asymptotically or-
thogonal in the thermodynamic limit. This requirement en-
sures the information about the number of the subintervals not
to be lost at each step k. On the other hand, the requirement
on the sizes and locations of the subintervals amounts to de-
manding that the coefficient c(¢,) does not vary abruptly as ¢,
varies from one endpoint to the other within a specific subin-
terval, thus ensuring that the information on the sizes and lo-
cations of the subintervals are well kept at each step k.

The restriction on the coefficients c(¢,) in a linear combi-
nation of the overcomplete basis states [/(6, ¢)) on the Cantor
set C[N, r; {k}] ensures that degenerate ground states at differ-
ent steps are self-similar to each other, with the two specific
realizations: the ratio between any two nonzero coefficients
either is a random constant at each step k or converges to any
non-zero value, as the step number k tends to infinity, subject
to the condition that the number of zero coefficients scales
polynomially with k. Indeed, it is readily seen that the two
realizations satisfy all the requirements for the norm Z¢, the
sizes and locations of the subintervals and the self-similarities
at different steps. In particular, we emphasize that the pres-

ence of zero coefficients in the linear combination, with the
number being polynomial in k, does not affect the exponential
scaling of the norm Z¢ with k.

Hence, we are led to conclude that the prefactor in the scal-
ing relation (@) must be a function of N and r, which does
not depend on k. Physically, this follows from the fact that
the prefactor is universal [18], so it does not depend on the
specifics of the coefficients in the linear combination. In par-
ticular, the prefactor should be the same if N and r are replaced
by N7 and r4, respectively, with g being a positive integer, as a
result of the self-similarities at different steps. The prefactor is
thus only a function of N and r through the fractal dimension
—log N/ logr for the Cantor set C[N, r; {k}]. Now it is readily
seen that the prefactor is identical to half the fractal dimension
—log N/ logr, if a detailed evaluation of the entanglement en-
tropy for the linear combination with all the coefficients being
identical on the Cantor set C[2, 1/3; {k}] is performed, as done
in Ref. [@] (for a numerical test, cf. Section [V)). Actually,
one may directly resort to the results for the orthonormal basis
states |L, M) in the spin-1/2 SU(2) ferromagnetic Heisenberg
model, combining with that for the orthonormal basis states
|L, Mg, M,) in the SO(4) spin-orbital model, to establish that
the prefactor is half the fractal dimension of the Cantor set
C[N, r; {k}] (for the details, see Subsection [ITH].

The above discussion is applicable to any other types of
fractals, with the subintervals in the Cantor set C[N, r; {k}]
replaced by the self-similar building blocks adapted to spe-
cific types of fractals. As an example, the self-similar build-
ing blocks of the Sierpinski carpet and the Sierpinski triangle
are squares and triangles. Note that the set of all the fractals
is still countably infinite. However, it is certainly not conve-
nient if one has to study all different types of fractals. In this
sense, one may ask what types of fractals should be taken into
account, in order to reveal the intrinsic abstract fractal under-
lying the ground state subspace. For this purpose, we demon-
strate that there exists a minimal set of fractals, whose fractal
dimensions form a dense subset in the entire range. This is
also crucial if one attempts to interpret the prefactor in front
of the logarithm as half the fractal dimension of the support of
a linear combination on the coset space, if the support is not a
well-defined fractal.

C. The set of the fractal dimensions for all the Cantor sets is
dense in the interval [0, 1]

Now we are ready to establish that the prefactor in front of
the logarithm (cf. Eq. @) is half the fractal dimension d of
the support of linear combinations. However, for this state-
ment to be valid, it is necessary to show that there exists a
subset of fractals, whose fractal dimensions are densely dis-
tributed in the entire range, given that even the set of all the
possible fractals we are able to construct is countably infinite.
Indeed, for the set of all the Cantor sets C[N, r; {k}], the set of
the fractal dimensions constitutes a dense subset in the inter-
val [0, 1], as we shall show below.

Given two arbitrary Cantor sets C[Nj,ri;{k}] and
C[N,, ry; {k}] at the step k, we assume that their fractal di-



mensions satisfy dy; < dy,, with dp; = —log N;/logr; and
dpp = —logN,/logr,. Before proceeding, let us make an
observation that C[N", r{'; {k}] and C[N}*, r§’; {k}] share the
same fractal dimensions as C[Ny, r1; {k}] and C[ N3, ry; {k}], re-
spectively, as long as g; and g, are positive integers. Now we
have to show that there is always a Cantor set C[N,r; {k}],
with the fractal dimension dy satisfying dy < dy < dp.
Note that (ds; + df2)/2 does not take the form —log N/ logr.
However, as follows from the above observation, one may
demand that N = [exp(qg1 q2 (N; logr, + N, logry))]
and 7' = [exp(-2q1 ¢q» (logr; logry))], where [¢] indi-
cates the integer part of a real number &, thus ensuring that
dy = —log N/ logr is infinitesimally close to (dys + df2)/2, as
long as ¢g; and/or g, are sufficiently large.

The ramifications from this fact are far-reaching. However,
we have to further develop a conceptual framework, necessary
for a deep understanding of the nature of linear combinations
of the overcomplete basis states on a generic support.

D. An equivalence class in the set of all the supports, an
approximation of a fractal to a support, and a decomposition of
a fractal to a set of the Cantor sets

For our purpose, a support may be regarded as a subset of
the coset space, on which a linear combination is formed, with
the coefficients subject to the restriction stated above. Then
each element in the subset labels one of the overcomplete ba-
sis states. Actually, a specific degenerate ground state admits
apparently different representations on uncountably infinitely
many supports. It is therefore necessary to introduce an im-
portant notion - an equivalence class in the set of all the sup-
ports. That is, for any two supports on which two linear com-
binations are formed, then they are equivalent, if and only if
the two linear combinations represent the same ground state,
up to a local unitary operation induced from the symmetry
group. Here we remark that the two sets of the coefficients
in the two linear combinations are not necessarily identical.
As such, we have defined a binary relation that is reflexive,
symmetric and transitive. Mathematically, the set of all the
supports are nothing but the set of all the subsets of the coset
space, modulo linear combinations on each subset. Accord-
ingly, we refer to the fractal dimension of a support as that of
a subset of the coset space. We may thus resort to a math-
ematical theorem [38], stating that the cardinality of the set
of all subsets of a given set is greater than the cardinality of
this given set, to account for the occurrence of apparently dif-
ferent but equivalent representations for a degenerate ground
state on uncountably infinitely many supports.

To proceed, we introduce two other notions: an approxima-
tion of a generic support in terms of a fractal and a decompo-
sition of a fractal into a set of the Cantor sets. For each equiv-
alence class, there is at least one support on which a specific
linear combination is formed. Generically, this support is not
necessarily a well-defined fractal, then we have to introduce a
fractal to approximate it by demanding that a linear combina-
tion on a fractal is infinitesimally close to a linear combination
on the support. Here, both of the two linear combinations are

degenerate ground states, and the closeness is mathematically
measured in terms of the norm for the difference between the
two states or the fidelity between them. More precisely, if the
norm is infinitesimally close to zero, or the fidelity is infinites-
imally close to 1, then the support, as a representative of the
supports in an equivalent class, is well approximated in terms
of a fractal. In addition, a fractal in a two-dimensional or even
higher dimensional setting may be decomposed into a set of
the Cantor sets, though not all fractals admit such a decompo-
sition. As an example, the Cantor teepees, the Sierpinski car-
pet does not admit such a decomposition, but a variant of the
Sierpinski carpet, which is defined in a two-dimensional set-
ting, is decomposed into two Cantor sets (for a brief summary
about the Cantor teepees and the variants of the Sierpinski car-
pet, cf. Appendices A and B). Note that such a decomposition
is very much like a decomposition of a torus S x S ! into two
circles S ’s.

The implications of the three notions introduced above are
far-reaching, in combination with the fact that the set of the
fractal dimensions for all the Cantor sets is dense in the inter-
val [0, 1]. First, the fractal dimension d is now well-defined
for any support on which a linear combination is formed, since
one is able to find a fractal to approximate this support as
closely as possible. Therefore, the scaling relation @) is now
valid for a linear combination on any support, as long as the
coeflicients are subject to the restriction. Actually, the close-
ness, measured in terms of the norm or the fidelity, for an
approximation to a support in terms of a fractal, may be re-
placed by the closeness in the fractal dimensions for a fractal
and the support, as justified in the next Subsection. Second,
one only needs to focus on fractals that admit a decomposition
into a set of the Cantor sets. That is, the set of all the Cantor
sets constitutes the minimal set of fractals for describing the
scaling behaviors of the entanglement entropy. Indeed, other
types of fractals, such as the Sierpinski carpet or the Sierpin-
ski triangle, are not necessary, because they may be well ap-
proximated in terms of two Cantor sets. In fact, two Cantor
sets are needed to approximate them, as follows from the fact
that the Sierpinski carpet and the Sierpinski triangle are in the
two-dimensional setting, whereas the Cantor sets are in a one-
dimensional setting. Note that the fractal dimensions for the
Sierpinski carpet and the Sierpinski triangle are log 8/log3
and log3/log?2, respectively, whereas the fractal dimension
of the Cantor set C[N, r; {k}] is —log N/ log r. In other words,
we only need to consider fractals decomposable into a set of
the Cantor sets, with the fractal dimension of such a fractal
being the sum of the Cantor sets contained in the decomposi-
tion. Third, all the Cantor sets C[N, r; {k}], with the same N
and r, are in the same equivalence class. Here, we remark that
the notation C[N, r; {k}] does not fix a Cantor set uniquely for
generic N and r, since the way to keep N subintervals among
1/r subintervals is not specified. Mathematically, this is due to
the fact that a linear combination on the Cantor set C[N, r; {k}]
at step k may be expanded in terms of the orthonormal basis
states |L, M), with the number of the coefficients being 2sL+1.
Therefore, we are led to a set of equations from equating the
coeflicients in the expansions of the two linear combinations
of the overcomplete basis states on the two Cantor sets, which



are expressed in terms of the orthonormal basis states |L, M).
As long as k is large enough, the number of equations, i.e.,
2sL+ 1, is much less than the number of the coefficients in the
linear combinations of the overcomplete basis states on the
two Cantor sets. As a result, if one set of the coefficients is
fixed, then there is always a solution to the set of equations to
yield the other set of the coefficients, and vice versa. In pass-
ing, we emphasize that the Cantor set C[NY, r?; {k}] at step k
is identical to the Cantor set C[N, r; {gk}]] at step g k, with ¢
being a positive integer. That is, C[NY, r?; {k}] is identical to
C[N, r; {gk}1], both of which share the same fractal dimension.
Hence, the geometric information encoded in the Cantor set
C[N, r; {k}] is simply compressed into the fractal dimension,
as far as the entanglement entropy is concerned.

As we shall see below, the three notions introduced above
constitute the key ingredients in a conceptual framework,
which is necessary to formalize detailed theoretical predic-
tions for the scaling behaviors of the entanglement entropy
for highly degenerate ground states in a quantum many-body
system undergoing SSB with type-B GMs.

E. Closeness in the norm or the fidelity versus closeness in the
fractal dimension

The closeness, measured in terms of the norm or the fidelity,
for an approximation to a support in terms of a fractal, may be
replaced by the closeness in the fractal dimensions for a fractal
and the support.

Consider two degenerate ground states, as linear combina-
tions on the fractal and the support, respectively. Both of them
may be expanded in terms of the orthonormal basis states
IL,M) (M = 0,1,2,...,2sL), with the coefficients, denoted
as wy and w/,, respectively. The closeness in the norm of the
difference between the two states implies that wy, and w/, are
close to each other. On the other hand, the Schmidt coeffi-
cients for such a state is continuous as a function of wy,. This
implies that both d; and S, which appear in the scaling rela-
tion (9) of the entanglement entropy, are close to each other
for the two states. Conversely, if the fractal dimensions for the
fractal and the support are close to each other, then one may
form two linear combinations of the overcomplete basis states,
one on the fractal and the other on the support. Afterwards, it
is possible to adjust one of the two sets of the coefficients in
the two linear combinations of the overcomplete basis states
to ensure that not only the fractal dimension dy, but also Sg
are close to each other for the two linear combinations. In-
deed, the same argument also works for the Renyi entropy.
This in turn implies that the Schmidt coefficients are close to
each other, given that the Schmidt coefficients and the Renyi
entropy contain the same information on quantum entangle-
ment. Hence, wy, and W;w must be close to each other, thus
implying that the two states are close to each other (measured
in terms of the norm or fidelity), as long as the difference be-
tween wy, and w}, vanishes faster than the square root of the
system size 1/L. Here, we remark that there might be a local
unitary operation induced from the symmetry group between
the two states, since such a unitary operation does not affect

the Schmidt coefficients.

The equivalence between the closeness in the norm or the
fidelity and the closeness in the fractal dimension provides
insights into a characterization of the ground state subspace
from a perspective of linear combinations on a fractal C that
itself is decomposable into a set of the Cantor sets. As a result,
one is led to a notion - a region consisting of all the linear
combinations on the fractal C, with the coefficients subject to
the restriction.

F. Separation of the ground state subspace into a disjoint
union of countably infinitely many regions

Mathematically, a full characterization of linear combina-
tions on a fractal C decomposable into a set of the Cantor
sets leads to the separation of the ground state subspace into
a disjoint union of countably infinitely many regions, each of
which consists of uncountably infinitely many linear combina-
tions, with the coefficients subject to the restriction, so that the
geometric information encoded in the Cantor set C[N, r; {k}]
is kept. As already argued in Subsection [[ID] the geomet-
ric information is compressed into the fractal dimension dy,
which is the sum of the fractal dimensions of the Cantor sets
contained in the decomposition of the fractal C.

Generically, as one moves from one region to another, many
coefficients of a linear combination in one region vanish in
another region, where the number of vanishing coefficients
scales exponentially with the step number &, and vice versa.
In this sense, any two distinct regions are well separated. We
stress that there is a one-to-one correspondence between the
set of countably infinitely many regions and the set of frac-
tals that may be decomposed into a set of the Cantor sets. In
particular, the number of the Cantor sets is up to two, when
the number of type-B GMs is one, as in the spin-s SU(2) fer-
romagnetic Heisenberg model. In other words, a region is
always labeled by a fractal that is decomposed into a set of
the Cantor sets. Hence, all the regions constitute a countably
infinite set, which is dense in the ground state subspace. As
a result, no clearcut boundary exists between any two distinct
regions, since there is always a region in between, no matter
how close they are.

Actually, there are uncountably infinitely many linear com-
binations in each region, but each of them leads to the same
prefactor in the logarithmic scaling relation (@) of the entan-
glement entropy. This is consistent with the fact that the pref-
actor is universal [1§], so it does not depend on any specifics
of the coeflicients in the linear combinations, as long as the co-
efficients are subject to the restriction. In contrast, the nonuni-
versal additive constant S is continuously varying with the
coeflicients. Here, we emphasize that the set of all the decom-
posable fractals and the set of the fractal dimensions d are
countably infinite, in contrast to the set of the linear combi-
nations in each region and the set of the values of S that are
uncountably infinite.

Accordingly, a region is characterized by the fractal dimen-
sion of a fractal C, on which a linear combination is formed.
Hence, it offers a physical interpretation of the prefactor in



the logarithmic scaling relation of the entanglement entropy
for the linear combinations.

G. The physical interpretation of the prefactor in the
logarithmic scaling relation of the entanglement entropy

The physical interpretation of the prefactor in the logarith-
mic scaling relation (@) of the entanglement entropy for a lin-
ear combination is necessary for a proper understanding of the
physics underlying quantum many-body systems undergoing
SSB with type-B GMs.

For a non-zero value of the fractal dimension dy, the sup-
port, such as the Cantor set C[N, r; {k}], must contain uncount-
ably infinitely many elements, modulo an exceptional case
that the support contains countably infinitely many elements
(cf. a brief discussion at the end of Subsection [ITH)). This in
turn implies that the entanglement entropy is saturated for a
linear combination on a support consisting of finite elements,
given that the fractal dimension d; is zero for such a support.

Taking into account the decomposition of a fractal, as a sub-
set of the coset space S 2 into a set of the Cantor sets, we have
only up to two Cantor sets for the spin-s SU(2) ferromagnetic
Heisenberg model. Indeed, they are associated with the two
spherical coordinates 6 and ¢ on the coset space S2: one is
associated with ¢ and the other is associated with 8. Hence
the maximum number of the Cantor sets in the decomposition
is two. As a result, the fractal dimension d; of the support
may be re-interpreted as the sum of the fractal dimensions of
the Cantor sets contained in the decomposition of the support:
dr = Y.c1nc, where n¢ represents the fractal dimension of the
Cantor set C[N, r; {k}] contained in the decomposition. In par-
ticular, if we restrict to a fractal decomposable into Ng pairs of
the Cantor sets that consist of the same Cantor set C[N, r; {k}],
with one pair located on the coset space S2, then we have
Ng = 1 and 0, depending on whether or not the support is
able to sense the presence of one type-B GM. As a result, we
have d; = 2N§nc. Physically, NS = 0 means that the sup-
port consists of only finite elements, so it does not sense the
presence of one type-B GM. In other words, for a linear com-
bination on a specific support, the prefactor reflects not only
the information encoded in the intrinsic abstract fractal un-
derlying the ground state subspace, but also the information
encoded in a Cantor set contained in the decomposition of the
support. Here, we emphasize that the number of type-B GMs
must be an integer, in contrast to the claim in Ref. ] that
it could be a non-integer. Otherwise, a contradiction with the
counting rule [@—Iﬂ] arises.

There is a discontinuous singularity in the prefactor for
the highest weight state |s---s) and the lowest weight state
|—-s---—s). Indeed, they correspond to |L, M) with M = 0 and
M = 2sL (cf. Eq.(I0)). Hence, we have dy = 1if one chooses
6 # 0, since the support is S 1" In contrast, dy = 0 if one
chooses 8 = 0 or 6 = 7, since the support is one point. This
singularity has already been noticed in a different guise that
the fractal dimension d; is identical to the number of type-B
GMs for the orthonormal basis states |L, M) in the thermody-
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namic limit, if filling f is nonzero but not full [@], whereas
the fractal dimension dy is zero if filling f is either zero or
full: f=0o0r f =2s.

H. Identification of the fractal dimension with the number of
type-B GMs for the orthonormal basis states

Now we turn to the question as to whether or not there is any
connection between the fractal dimension dy and the number
of type-B GMs Np.

The orthonormal basis states |L, M) (M =0, ..., 2sL) span
the ground state subspace. Hence, |¥/(6, ¢)) may be expanded
into a linear combination in terms of |L, M): |y(6,¢)) =

12‘;50 arm(6, ®)|L, M), where apy are complex numbers,
which are formally equal to azy (6, @) = (L, M|y(6, )). As it
turns out, apy(6, @) = bry(0) exp(ip(sL — M)). However, the
explicit expressions for by (6) are very complicated for arbi-
trary s. Here, we present the explicit expression for by ()
when s = 1/2

bu(0) = (-DM\/cH cos(g)L_M sin(g)M_

Taking advantage of 1/(2x) LG do exp(ip(sL — M)) = ds1 um,
we are able to express |L, M) (M = 0, ..., 2sL) in terms of
(0, ¢)) on a circle S ' with fixed 8 (0 < 6 < n),

1
bry(6)

Obviously, this representation may be regarded as a linear
combination in the overcomplete basis states [/ (6, ¢)), with
the coefficients only involving a phase factor. Keeping this
representation in mind and taking into account the fact that
the fractal dimension dy of the support of this linear combi-
nation is equal to one: dy = 1, we are led from the scaling
relations () and (@) to conclude that the fractal dimension d r
may be identified with the number of type-B GMs for the or-
thonormal basis states |L, M): d; = Np. Hence, the fact that
the fractal dimension d; is equal to one for the orthonormal
basis states |L, M) reflects the intrinsic abstract fractal under-
lying the ground state subspace.

In addition to the fact that |L, M) (M = 0,1,...,2sL) are
expressed in terms of [¥(6, ¢)) on a circle S for fixed 6 (cf.
Eq.([I), it is also possible to express them as a linear combi-
nation on an interval [0, dmax], With ¢« being a chosen value
of ¢ less than 27. The construction thus provides an illustra-
tive example for the notion of an equivalence class in the set
of all the supports. The proof goes as follows.

Note that the interval [0, ¢max] should be regarded as a sub-
set of S for fixed #. Suppose we choose a set of 2sL+1 values
of ¢, i.e., {¢1,¢2,..., Pasrr1}, With ¢ <y <... < 5141 and
Pas0+1 = Pmax- Taking into account that [i(6, ¢)) may be ex-
pressed in terms of |L,M) (M = 0,1,...,2sL): |y(6,¢)) =

ﬁjio arm(6, $)(0, p)|L, M) and integrating the expression for
[ (8, @)y over ¢ fromOto s (6 = 1,2,...,25L+1), we are able
to establish a set of linear equations, which express the inte-
grals of (6, ¢)) over ¢ from 0 to ¢s (6 = 1,2,...,2sL+ 1) in

21
IL, M) = j; d¢ exp (—i¢(sL — M)) ly(6, ¢)). (10)



terms of |L, M) (M =0,1,...,2sL). Solving this set of linear
equations yields the desired result, with the coefficients be-
ing discontinuous at ¢ = ¢,, ..., ¢2,. In other words, |L, M)
(M =0,1,...,2sL) are a linear combination in the overcom-
plete basis states [y(6, ¢)), with the fractal dimension dy of
the support being one. Note that the number of discontinuous
points scales as L, which becomes countably infinite in the
thermodynamic limit L — oco. Hence, the coefficients in the
linear combination are (piece-wisely) continuous as a function
of ¢

Here, we remark that a circle S! or an interval [0, ¢pax] On
S in the coset space S? may be regarded as a limit of a se-
quence of the Cantor sets, as long as both N and 1/r tend to in-
finity in proportionality: 1/r = g N, with g being a fixed inte-
ger. Indeed, the fractal dimensions of the Cantor sets in the se-
quence tend to one, as N tends to infinity. In this sense, a Can-
tor set is introduced as an extrinsic fractal to reveal an intrinsic
abstract fractal underlying the ground state subspace, spanned
by the orthonormal basis states |L, M). The subtleties are re-
flected in the fact that a certain number of subintervals are dis-
carded during the construction of the Cantor sets, in contrast
to a circle S or an interval [0, ¢a.] on the coset space S 2 In
other words, discarding subintervals during the construction
of the Cantor sets draws a demarcation line between the in-
trinsic and extrinsic nature of the fractals involved. However,
this is not the only way to reveal the intrinsic abstract fractal
underlying the ground state subspace from a linear combina-
tion on a set of uncountably infinitely many elements. In-
deed, there is another way to expose this abstract fractal from
a linear combination on a set of countably infinitely many el-
ements, which is the thermodynamic limit of a set of finite
elements, with the number of the elements scaling with the
system size L. In fact, the fractal dimension of such a count-
ably infinitely many set in the thermodynamic limit is either
zero or one, depending on whether or not this set is dense.
This in turn is relevant to whether or not this set is able to
sense the presence of one GM in the spin-s SU(2) ferromag-
netic Heisenberg model. In order words, the intrinsic abstract
fractal underlying the ground state subspace may also be ex-
posed from a linear combination on a support, a subset in the
coset space consisting of countably infinite many elements. A
detailed investigation into this problem will be carried out in
a forthcoming article.

Actually, the above discussions offer an alternative means
to justify that the prefactor in the logarithmic scaling relation
() for a linear combination on the Cantor set C[N, r; {k}] must
be half the fractal dimension —log N/ log r, if one takes ad-
vantage of the representation of a linear combination in the
overcomplete basis states [(6, ¢)) for |L, M) (cf. Eq.(I0)) and
its counterpart for the orthonormal basis states |L, M, M,) in
the SO(4) spin-orbital model, as presented in Section[[V] The
justification goes as follows. As already mentioned in Subsec-
tion [[I[ B the prefactor is a function of the fractal dimension
—log N/ log r for the Cantor set C[N, r; {k}]. In fact, the results
for |L, M, M;) imply that the prefactor must be proportional to
the fractal dimension dy, with some unknowm proportionality
constant to be determined yet, as follows from the fact that
for a fractal decomposable into two Cantor sets, with one on
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each of the two factor spaces S2’s of the coset space S? x §2,
the fractal dimension is the sum of the fractal dimensions of
the Cantor sets contained in the decomposition. Meanwhile,
a generic degenerate ground state wave function is the ten-
sor product of linear combinations on the two Cantor sets that
appear in the decomposition, so the entanglement entropy is
additive (see a detailed discussion in Section [[V)). Moreover,
the results for |L, M) imply that the proportionality constant
must be 1/2, because dy = 1 for M # 0 and M # 2s (see also
the discussion in Subsection [ILG]).

IV. EXTENSION TO OTHER QUANTUM MANY-BODY
SYSTEMS UNDERGOING SSB WITH TYPE-B GMS

Our argument may be extended to any quantum many-body
systems undergoing SSB with type-B GMs, with a SSB pat-
tern from G to H, as long as G is a semisimple Lie group. The
number of GMs is equal to the rank of the symmetry group
G [18). Indeed, the whole machinery developed for the spin-s
SU(2) ferromagnetic Heisenberg model works for any quan-
tum many-body systems undergoing SSB with type-B GMs.

As a generic remark, the entanglement entropy for a lin-
ear combination on a fractal decomposable into a set of the
Cantor sets scales logarithmically with the block size n, with
the prefactor being half the fractal dimension of the fractal,
as long as the norm for the linear combination scales as the
square root of the number of the self-similar building blocks
kept at each step k and the coefficients in the linear combi-
nation are almost constants within the building blocks, under
an assumption that the maximum absolute value of the coefli-
cients in the linear combination is chosen to be around one, as
already discussed in Subsection[[ITBl This restriction leads to
two specific realizations: the ratio between any two nonzero
coefficients either is a random constant at each step k or con-
verges to any non-zero value, as the step number k tends to
infinity, subject to the condition that the number of zero coef-
ficients scales polynomially with k. Note that the number of
the Cantor sets contained in a decomposable fractal is up to
twice the number of type-B GMs Nj.

Here, we restrict our discussions to the SO(4) spin-orbital
model in the ferromagnetic regime and the spin-s SU(2s + 1)
ferromagnetic model. However, an extension to other quan-
tum many-body systems undergoing SSB with type-B GMs is
straightforward.

A. The SO(4) spin-orbital model in the ferromagnetic regime

For the SO(4) spin-orbital model, SSB occurs from SO(4)
to U(1)xU(1) in the ferromagnetic regime. We remark that the
symmetry group SO(4), as a semisimple Lie group, is isomor-
phic to SU(2) x SU(2). As a consequence, two type-B GMs
emerge, with the coset space being S? x S2. Note that the
ground state subspace is factorized into the tensor product of
two copies of the ground state subspace of the spin-1/2 SU(2)



ferromagnetic Heisenberg model, thus implying that the two
type-B GMs are completely independent from each other. As
a result, the evaluation of the entanglement entropy for the or-
thonormal basis states |L, My, M;) (M =0, ..., Land M; =0,
..., L) is a trivial mathematical problem. Hence, the scaling
relation (7) is valid, with Ng = 2 for |L, My, M,).

Now we move to the entanglement entropy for a lin-
ear combination of a set of the overcomplete basis states
on a generic support. Here, the overcomplete basis states
[ (b, @s; 0, ¢,)) are factorized into two copies of the counter-
part Y6, ¢)) of the spin-1/2 SU(2) ferromagnetic Heisenberg
model: |y (Os, ¢s; 6, ¢0)) = (05, ps)I(6;, $1)), where two
copies of the spherical coordinates 6 € [0, 7] and ¢ € [0, 27]
(B = s and 1) on the coset space S x S 2 have been introduced,
labeled by the subscripts s and 7.

An important lesson we have learned from the scaling be-
haviors of the entanglement entropy for the spin-s SU(2) fer-
romagnetic Heisenberg model is that a support may be well
approximated in terms of a fractal, which may be decom-
posed into a set of the Cantor sets. Hence, it is sufficient to
restrict to a decomposable fractal. Recall that a Cantor set is
located on an interval as a subset of one circle S', which in
turn is a submanifold embedded into the coset space S? x §2.
In particular, a generic linear combination of |y(6y, ¢s; 6;, ¢;))
on a support may be well approximated in terms of a linear
combination on a decomposable fractal, which in turn is the
tensor product of two linear combination on two subfractals,
each of which is decomposed into a set of the Cantor sets lo-
cated on one of the two factor spaces S%’s. We remark that
the fractal dimension of the fractal is the sum of the fractal
dimensions of the two subfractals. This stems from the ob-
servation that a linear combination of the overcomplete ba-
sis states [y(0s, @s; 0;, ¢;)) on a decomposable fractal, located
on the coset space S? x S2, may be represented as the tensor
product of two linear combinations of |(6y, ¢5)) and [y (6;, ¢;))
on two decomposable subfractals, located on the two factor
spaces S2’s, because the linear combination of the overcom-
plete basis states |y(6;, @5; 0;, ¢,)) may be expanded in terms
of the orthonormal basis states |L, M, M;), whereas the two
linear combinations of [(6s, ¢5)) and |y (6;, ¢;)) may be ex-
panded in terms of the orthonormal basis states |L, M) and
|L, M,), respectively. Mathematically, this amounts to solving
a set of (L +1)* equations, with N¥ + N unknown coefficients
for the two linear combinations of |[(6;, ¢5)) and |¥(6;, ¢;)),
given that N’l‘ X N’z‘ coeflicients for the linear combination of
(b, ps; 0;, ;) are known at the step k. The existence of the
solution to the set of equations is guaranteed, as long as k is
large enough. Here, N¥, N’z‘ and le X N’z‘ represent the num-
ber of the self-similar building blocks for the two subfractals
and the decomposable fractal at the step k, respectively. In
fact, there is an obvious solution if we demand that all the co-
efficients in each of the three linear combinations on the two
subfractals and the decomposable fractal are equal to one.

Hence, the scaling relation () is valid for a generic linear
combination of |y(6y, ¢s; 6;, ¢;)) on a support, where the pref-
actor in front of the logarithm is half the fractal dimension of
the support. That is, the fractal dimension d of the support
may be re-interpreted as the sum of the fractal dimensions of
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the Cantor sets contained in a decomposition of a fractal that
well approximates the support: dy = - 1nc, where 5¢ rep-
resents the fractal dimension of a Cantor set contained in the
decomposition. In particular, if we restrict to a fractal decom-
posable into Ng pairs of the Cantor sets that consist of the
same Cantor set C[N, r;{k}], with each pair located on one
factor space S2, then we have Ng = 2,1, and 0, depend-
ing on whether or not the support is able to partially sense
the presence of the two type-B GMs. As a result, we have
dy = 2N§nc. Physically, N = 0 means that the support con-
sists of only finite elements, so it does not sense the presence
of the two type-B GMs and Ng = 1 means that the support
consists of one pair of the Cantor sets located on one factor
space S 2, so it only senses the presence of one of the two type-
B GMs. Note that the number of type-B GMs, the presence
of which is partially sensed in a specific fractal, is always an
integer.

We turn to the connection between the fractal dimension dy
and the number of type-B GMs N for the orthonormal basis
states |L, Mg, M;) (My =0, ..., Land M, = 0, ..., L), which
span the ground state subspace. Hence, |/(6;, ¢s; 6;, ¢;)) may
be expanded into a linear combination in terms of [L, M, M,):
(O, 536, 80) = iz, ag,—0 AL, 1,05, 653 61, G)|L, My, M),
where appy y, are complex numbers, which are formally
equal to arm,m,(Os, bs; 0 ¢r) = (L, My, Milyy(6s, &5 01, $1))-
It is readily seen that az,um,(0s, @5 0;, ¢;) 1S proportional to
exp(igs(L/2 — My)) exp(i¢;(L/2 — M,)). Taking advantage of
1/(2n) ﬁ” depexplidp(L/2 — Mp)) = 61/2 my, We are able to
express |L, My, M,) in terms of |,(6;, ¢;6;,¢,)) on S! x §'!
with fixed 6, and 6,,

21 27
|L7 MS7 Mt> & f d¢v f d¢t exXp (_i¢S(L/2 - MY)) X
0 0
exp (—ig(L/2 — M;)) [Y(bs, ¢s; 01, h1)).

This representation may be regarded as a linear combination
in the overcomplete basis states |¢/(8s, ¢y; 6y, ¢,)), with the co-
efficients only involving a phase factor. In addition, it is also
possible to express the orthonormal basis states |L, My, M) as
a linear combination on a support [0, s max] X [0, ¢max], With
¢p.max being a chosen value of ¢z less than 27 (8 = s, 1), as an
extension of the construction for the counterpart in the spin-
s SU(2) ferromagnetic Heisenberg model in Subsection [[ITHI
The two apparently different representations for the orthonor-
mal basis states |L, M, M) provide again an illustrative ex-
ample for the notion of an equivalence class in the set of all
the supports. Hence, the fractal dimension dy of the support
of this linear combination is equal to two: dy = 2, identical
to the number of type-B GMs Np for the orthonormal basis
states |L, My, M,): dy = Np.

The presence of the two factor spaces S2’s in the coset
space S2 x S2 implies that it is possible to choose a sup-
port consisting of two Cantor teepees, if the apex point of
each Cantor teepee is located at the north pole of each factor
space S2, for the SO(4) spin-orbital model in the ferromag-
netic regime.



B. The spin-s SU(2s + 1) ferromagnetic model

For the spin-s SU(2s + 1) ferromagnetic model, the SSB
pattern is from SU(2s + 1) to U(1) x SU(25s), with the number
of type-B GMs being 2s. Hence, the coset space may be iden-
tified as the complex projective space CP?*. The orthonormal
basis states |L, My, ..., M»s) span the ground state subspace,
with the dimension being Ciizs'

To reveal the intrinsic abstract fractal underlying the ground
state subspace, we move to a set of the overcomplete basis
states. For the symmetry group SU(2s + 1), we introduce
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2s SU(2) subgroups, each of which is associated with one
of 2s type-B GMs. We denote the generators for a SU(2)
subgroup as X}, ) and X (@ = 1,...,2s), which are de-
fined as X ; = (Eo,j + Fo,))/2, ZZJ = —i(E,,; — Fa,j)/2 and
i = Ho /2, satisfying [X3, %] = iZf, [X,, X}] = i} and
[X%,%X] = i%), respectively. The set of the overcomplete
basis states are thus factorized (unentangled) ground states
[W(O1, @15 .. .5 62, h25)), Which are parameterized in terms of
0, € [0, ] and ¢, € [0,27] (@ = 1,...,25),

(01, P15 .. .5 Oag, $25)) = [V(O1, P15 . .3 oy o)1 -+ [V(O1, P13 Oag, B25))j < - V(O1, @15 .. .5 O, 25)) s
with
(O, @15 .. -5 bas, 25))j = explichasZ5 ;) exp(z’92x2§s’j) -..exp(i X] ) eXP(i912§,j) s,
where |s); represents the eigenvector of S Zz with the eigenvalue being s at a lattice site j. Indeed, [y/(01, @15 . . . ; 025, P25)) may be

regarded as the SU(2s + 1) coherent states.

Generically, an arbitrary degenerate ground state, repre-
sented as a linear combination of |Y(0;, ¢1;. . .; 0z, Pa2s)) ON
a support, yields a value of the fractal dimension d; in the
range 0 < dy < 4s. This follows from the observation that
the support is well approximated in terms of a fractal that may
be decomposed into a set of the Cantor sets, with the num-
ber of the Cantor sets being up to twice the number of type-B
GMs, i.e., 4s. Actually, the fractal dimension dy of the sup-
port may be re-interpreted as the sum of the fractal dimensions
of the Cantor sets that appear in a decomposition of the sup-
port: dy = 3¢ 1c, where 1 represents the fractal dimension
of the Cantor sets contained in the decomposition. In partic-
ular, if we restrict to a fractal decomposable into Ng pairs of
the Cantor sets that consist of the same Cantor set C[N, r; {k}],
with each pair located on a two-dimensional subspace param-
eterized in terms of 6, and ¢, (@ = 1,...,2s), then we have
Ng = Np,..., 1,0, depending on whether or not the support
is able to partially sense the presence of the 2s type-B GMs.
As aresult, we have df = 2N§nc. Physically, N§ = 0 means
that the support consists of only finite elements, so it does not
sense the presence of any type-B GMs. Meanwhile, Ng =1
means that the support consists of two Cantor sets located on
a two-dimensional subspace parameterized in terms of 6, and
@, so it only senses the presence of one of the 2s type-B GMs.
Moreover, Ng = 2 means that the support consists of four
Cantor sets that are located on two pairs of 6, and ¢@,, so it
senses the presence of two of the 2s type-B GMs. This sce-
nario is valid for any NS, up to N§ = Nj. Note that the num-
ber of type-B GMs, which are partially sensed by the support,
is always an integer.

We turn to the connection between the fractal dimension
dy and the number of type-B GMs Np for the orthonormal
basis states |L, My,..., M>;). Recall that |L, My,..., M)
(My--- + Mpy, = L) span the ground state subspace, the

overcomplete basis states [y(0;,¢1; ...; 6y, ¢25)) may be
expressed as linear combinations in terms of the orthonor-
mal basis states |L, My,..., Myg): W(01,h1;5 ...; O, pog)) =
oy O, o)L, My, ..., May),
; O, ¢og) are complex numbers,
which are formally equal to apu,..a,, (61, ¢15 .5 G5, P25) =
(LM, ..., Malp(01, 15 ...5  Oag, P2s)). It is read-
ily seen that apa,.m,, (61,615 ...; O, o) 1s pro-
portional to exp(i¢;(L/2 — M,))exp(ip,(L/2 — M;/2 —
M3)) - - -exp(igas(L/2 — Zi‘;l My /2 — Msy)). Taking advan-
tage of 1/(2n) [[" dd, exp(ida(L/2 ~ i} Mg/2 — M,)) =
012 ol My/2em,> WE are able to express |L, My, ..., Ms) in
terms of [Y(61, @15 ...; ba, d25)) With fixed 6y,.. .05,

2 2
|L,M1,---,M2s)<>€f d¢1"'f dgas
0 0

a—1
l_[ exp[—i(ﬁa(L/Z - Z Mpg/2 - Ma)] (01, P15 .. Org, h2g)).
B=1

[e2

where aLMlmMzS(gl, ¢1; .

This representation may be regarded as a linear combina-
tion in the overcomplete basis states, with the coefficients only
involving a phase factor. In addition, it is also possible to ex-
press the orthonormal basis states |L, M, ..., M) as a lin-
ear combination on a support [0, d1max] X ... X [0, P25 max]
with @18, maxs - - - » @258,,max being some chosen values of
@1,...,02 less than 27, as an extension of the construction
for the counterpart in the spin-s SU(2) ferromagnetic Heisen-
berg model in Subsection [I[Hl The two apparently different
representations for |L, M|, ..., M) provide again an illustra-
tive example for the notion of an equivalence class in the set
of all the supports. Hence, the support of a linear combination
is a 2s-dimensional subspace of the coset space CP*, with the
fractal dimension dy being 2s. We are thus able to identify the



fractal dimension dy with the number of type-B GMs Np for
the orthonormal basis states |L, My, ..., Ma): df = Np.
Mathematically, this amounts to introducing a sequence of
decomposable fractals in the 2s-dimensional subspace, which
itself may in turn be regarded as a limit of a sequence of de-
composable fractals. In particular, for the spin-1 SU(3) ferro-
magnetic model, the support of such a linear combination is a
2-dimensional subspace of the coset space CP?, which may in
turn be regarded as a limit of a sequence of the variants of the
Sierpinski carpet, which are subject to a decomposition into
a set of the Cantor sets, with the number of the Cantor sets
being two. In fact, it is possible to consider two SU(2) sub-
groups, each of which is associated with one of the two type-B
GMs. Now if we consider a support consisting of two identi-
cal copies of a Cantor set on two copies of a circle S !, then it
is anticipated that the fractal dimension of the support is twice
the fractal dimension of the Cantor set, although the two type-
B GMs are not independent to each other, in contrast to the
SO(4) spin-orbital model. Meanwhile, for the spin-3/2 SU(4)
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ferromagnetic model, the support of such a linear combination
is a 3-dimensional subspace of the coset space CP*, which
may in turn be regarded as a limit of a sequence of analogues
of the variants of the Sierpinski carpet in a three-dimensional
setting, which may be decomposed into a set of the Cantor
sets on three copies of a circle S!, with the number of the
Cantor sets being three (for a brief discussion on analogues of
the variants of the Sierpinski carpet, cf. Appendix B). Generi-
cally, for the spin-s SU(2s + 1) ferromagnetic model, the sup-
port of a linear combination is a 2s-dimensional subspace of
the coset space CP?*, which may in turn be regarded as a limit
of a sequence of analogues of the variants of the Sierpinski
carpet in a 2s-dimensional setting, decomposable into a set of
the Cantor sets on 2s copies of a circle S !, with the number of
the Cantor sets being 2s.

Specifically, we may consider a linear combination on a
fractal decomposable into 2s Cantor sets C[N,, ro; {k}] (@ =
1,..., 2s) located on the 2s circles with fixed 6, s,

1
Rc(Or,.. )= o D B s G2 WL By -t OB,
C Guyn€Can 2€ll,.... 28}
where the coefficients c(¢1,y,, ..., ¢25y,) (Yo = 1,2,..., Nf;) are complex numbers, and Z¢ is a normalization factor to ensure

that |®c(6y, ..

., 025)) has been normalized. In particular, one may restrict to the factorized coefficients c¢(¢1,,, ..

.9 ¢25,)’z;) =

c(@1y,) ... c(d2g,,,), as follows from a similar argument to the SO(4) spin-orbital model in the ferromagnetic regime in Subsec-
tion [VAl Hence, both the linear combinations with c(D1y,s o5 P25y,,) and c(@1,,) ... c(¢2s,,,) as the coeflicients yield the
same fractal dimension, as long as they are subject to the restriction stated earlier. We stress that such a factorization generically
does not yield a tensor product structure in degenerate ground state wave functions, in contrast to the SO(4) spin-orbital model
in the ferromagnetic regime. Here, by a tensor product structure we mean that a linear combination on a fractal decomposable
into two subfractals is expressed as the tensor product of two linear combinations on the two subfractals, with all the three linear
combinations involved as degenerate ground state wave functions. Physically, this is due to the fact that the 2s type-B GMs are

generically not independent to each other for the spin-s SU(2s + 1) ferromagnetic model.

However, it is still possible to have a tensor product struc-
ture in degenerate ground state wave functions if we only con-
cern about a subspace in the ground state subspace. Mathe-
matically, this amounts to asking what semisimple Lie sub-
groups the symmetry group SU(2s + 1) contains. This in turn
is relevant to the question regarding a submanifold embed-
ded into the coset space CP?*. According to the fundamen-
tal theorem in number theory, 2s + 1, as a positive integer,
may be factorized into a product of prime numbers uniquely.
For brevity, we consider the simplest case as an illustrative
example: 2s + 1 = p;p,, with p; and p, being the two
prime numbers. It is convenient to set p; = 2s; + 1 and
p2 = 2s,+1, with both 57 and s, being an integer or 1/2, given
that all the prime numbers are odd, except for 2. The group
SU@2s; + 1) x SU(2s;, + 1) is thus contained in the symmetry
group SU(2s + 1) as a semisimple Lie subgroup. Accordingly,
the coset space CP?* accommodates CP>' x CP?* as a sub-
manifold. As a consequence, a linear combination on a de-
composable fractal located on the submanifold CP**' x CP*>
is the tensor product of linear combinations on two decom-

posable subfractals located on the submanifolds CP?>*' and
CP*2, respectively, as a result of an extension of the argu-
ment for a linear combination on the coset space S? x S?
for the SO(4) ferromagnetic spin-orbital model in Subsec-
tion [V-Al Note that CP! is diffeomorphic to S2. Physically,
this stems from the fact that the 2s; type-B GMs from the
subgroup SU(2s; + 1) are completely independent to the 2s,
type-B GMs from the subgroup SU(2s, + 1), with the total
number of type-B GMs involved being 2s; + 2s,, which is
less than the number of type-B GMs Np = 2s: 251 + 255 < 2s.
In particular, if s = 3/2, then we have p; = p, = 2, we
are thus led to s; = s, = 1/2. Hence, the coset space CcP?
accommodates a submanifold CP! x CP!, diffeomorphic to
§2x S2. This explains the physics underlying the SO(4) spin-
orbital model as it evolves from deep inside the ferromag-
netic regime to the SU(4) symmetric point (see the Hamil-
tonian (@) at £ = 1/4, which is unitarily equivalent to the
SU(4) ferromagnetic model (3)). Moreover, there is another
embedding of S2 x S? into the coset space CP? for the spin-
3/2 staggered SU(4) ferromagnetic model, unitarily equiva-



lent to the staggered SU(4) point in the spin-orbital model (3))
at { = —1/4 [20], with extra complications arising from the
staggered nature of the symmetry group SU(4). An extension
to more general cases is straightforward.

Another relevant question concerns how many Cantor
teepees the coset space CP?* is able to accommodate for the
spin-s SU(2s + 1) ferromagnetic model, under the condition
that any two Cantor teepees are separated from each other, in
the sense that one factor space S? accommodates one Cantor
teepee, with the apex point located at the north pole of the fac-
tor space S2. A simple answer is up to o~ Cantor teepees, with
o = [[log,(2s + 1)]], where [[u]] indicates the closest integer
to but not greater than p. Mathematically, this follows from
the fact that the coset space CP?* accommodates S x...x§?
as a submanifold, with the number of S2’s being up to o. As a
result of such a decomposition, a tensor product structure in a
degenerate ground state wave function exists on the submani-
fold S2 x...x S2.

The usefulness of such a tensor product structure in a de-
generate ground state wave function lies in the fact that the
entanglement entropy for a linear combination on a decom-
posable fractal is the addition of the counterparts for linear
combinations on the two subfractals. In other words, the en-
tanglement entropy becomes additive for such a decompos-
able fractal, as a result of the independence between the two
sets of type-B GMs the two subfractals are able to sense.

V. A FINITE SYSTEM-SIZE SCALING ANALYSIS OF THE
ENTANGLEMENT ENTROPY: A NUMERICAL TEST

Now we turn to a systematic finite system-size scaling anal-
ysis of the entanglement entropy S (L, n) for a linear combina-
tion |®¢(0)) on a fractal. If the system size L is finite, then
the block size 7 in the scaling relation (@) is replaced by a uni-
versal finite system-size scaling function [21). As a result, the
entanglement entropy S (L, n) for a linear combination |O¢(0))
on a decomposable fractal C scales as,

S(L,n) = %logz(M)+So, (1

where dy is the fractal dimension of the decomposable fractal
C. Itis readily seen that the finite system-size scaling relation
(I reduces to the scaling relation (@) as the thermodynamic
limit L — oo is approached.

It is proper to mention that there is a subtle interplay be-
tween the system size L and the step number k, if one tries to
reach the thermodynamic limit from a finite system-size ap-
proach. A plausible estimate from the evaluation of the norm
for a linear combination [®¢(6)) on the Cantor set C[N, r; {k}]
leads to a criterion that k should be much less than log L such
that the cross terms from the overcomplete basis states located
at different subintervals are negligible, in order to ensure that
the thermodynamic limit is reached. Itis therefore challenging
to reach the thermodynamic limit in a practical implementa-
tion of the evaluation of the entanglement entropy of a linear
combination on a fractal. In this sense, it is necessary to per-
form a finite system-size scaling analysis for the entanglement
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entropy. In this case, we are able to keep the contributions
from the dominant cross terms that do not violate the require-
ment on the norm Z¢ discussed in Subsection[[I[Bl It appears
to be sufficient that k is roughly tracking with log L. This
quantifies an intuitive picture that k increases with the sys-
tem size L, when one attempts to perform a finite system-size
scaling analysis for a quantum many-body system undergoing
SSB with type-B GMs.

As already demonstrated in Subsection[[ITD] it is sufficient
to restrict to a fractal decomposable into a set of the Cantor
sets, as far as the scaling behaviors of the entanglement en-
tropy for degenerate ground states as linear combinations on a
generic support are concerned. This observation is practically
valuable, since a numerical implementation of the evaluation
of the entanglement entropy for a linear combination on a
fractal is computationally demanding in a higher dimensional
setting. However, if a sphere S appears as a submanifold
in the coset space G/H, then a Cantor teepee Cyp[N, 7; {k}], a
fractal in a two-dimensional setting, may be efficiently com-
puted, though it may be well approximated in terms of two
Cantor sets. Note that the Cantor teepees are defined in a
two-dimensional setting, in contrast to the Cantor sets defined
in a one-dimensional setting (for a brief summary about the
Cantor teepees, cf. Appendix A). This is particularly so, if
we consider a linear combination |®7) on a Cantor teepee
Cip[N, r; {k}], defined as follows,

1 /2
@)= Y, [ docwpesy. a2
T St Jo

where c¢(¢,) (@ = 1,2,...,|C|) are complex numbers, which
are assumed to be independent of 6, and the sum over 6 is
replaced by an integral on the line segment connecting the
Cantor set on the great circle S! to the apex point located at
the north pole. Here, the two spherical coordinates 6 € [0, rr]
and ¢ € [0, 2n] are used to parameterize the sphere S 2 and Zr
is a normalization factor to ensure that |®7) has been normal-
ized. We remark that one is able to accommodate one Cantor
teepee Cyp[N, r; {k}] on one sphere § 2 as occurs in the spin-s
SU(2) ferromagnetic Heisenberg model. Hence, our numeri-
cal tests are also carried out for a linear combination |[®7) on
the Cantor teepee Cyy[N, r; {k}].

Here we present our numerical results for a finite system-
size scaling analysis of the entanglement entropy S (L, n) for
the spin-s SU(2) ferromagnetic Heisenberg model and the
spin-1 SU(3) ferromagnetic model. Before delving into the
details, let us mention that, in our numerical implementation
to evaluate the entanglement entropy of a linear combination
on a decomposable fractal, it is convenient to re-express it as
a linear combination of the orthonormal basis states.

A. The spin-s SU(2) ferromagnetic Heisenberg model

Our aim is to numerically check that d is equal to the frac-
tal dimension —log N/ log r for a degenerate ground state con-
structed as a linear combination on the Cantor set C[N, r; {k}]
for 0 < dy < 1 and on the Cantor teepee Cyy[N, r;{k}] for



1 < dy < 2. In order to keep consistency with the restriction
imposed on the coefficients c(¢,) in the linear combinations
(8) and ([12), we have two distinct types of realizations, in ad-
dition to a linear combination with equal coefficients: one is
that both the amplitudes and the phase angles of the coeffi-
cients ¢(¢,) in a given linear combination are randomly cho-
sen from their respective finite sets, with equal probability;
the other is that both the amplitudes and the phase angles of
the coeflicients c(¢,) in a given linear combination are prede-
termined from a (piece-wisely) continuous function. In both
cases, it is always allowed to set some coefficients to be zero,
as long as the number of zero coefficients scales polynomially
with k at each step k. Indeed, the zero coefficients may be
chosen randomly, because the scaling of the norm with k is
not affected by the way one chooses them.

For the first type of realization, at each step k, for each
of the N* subintervals, one picks a value of the coeffi-
cient randomly, which is uniform on this subinterval in
both the amplitude and the phase angle. More precisely,
the values of both the amplitude and the phase angle are
chosen from the two prescribed finite sets of the values,
with equal probability for each value. Specifically, we have
implemented that the amplitudes are chosen randomly from
the set {0.1, 0.2, 0.3, 04, 0.5, 0.6, 0.7, 0.8, 0.9, 1}
and the phase angles are chosen from the set
{r/10,7/5,3n/10,27/5,7/2,3n/5, Tx/10, 4n/5, 9n/10, r},
respectively. For the second type of realization, we have set
the amplitudes to be a function cos(2¢,, + 1) + 2 and the phase
angles to be a function ¢,2y /(2m). Note that the functions have
been chosen to ensure that they are the same for ¢ = 0 and
¢ =2m.

Here, we only consider a linear combination on the Can-
tor set C[N, r; {k}] on the great circle S' or the Cantor teepee
Cip[N, r; {k}], with its base on the great circle S! and the apex
point located at the north pole. That is, we always set 8 = 7/2
for the Cantor set C[N, r; {k}], and demand that 6 ranges from
0 to 7 for the Cantor teepee Cyy[N, r; {k}].

In Fig.[1] we plot the entanglement entropy S (L, n) versus n
for a degenerate ground state |®(6)), as a linear combination
with equal coefficients, on a Cantor set (cf. Eq. @) with 6 =
n/2), where s = 1/2, s = 1, s = 3/2 and s = 2, respectively.
The Cantor sets are taken to be C[N, r; {k}], with N = 2 and
r=1/3,and N = 3 and r = 1/5, at the step k = 20.

In Fig. 2 we plot the entanglement entropy S (L, n) versus
n for a degenerate ground state |®7), as a linear combination
with equal coefficients, on a Cantor teepee (cf. Eq. (I2)),
where s = 1/2 and s = 1, respectively. The Cantor teepees
are taken to be Cy[N, 7; {k}], where N = 2 and r = 1/3, with
k=20,and N =3 and r = 1/5, with k = 18.

In Fig.[3 we plot the entanglement entropy S (L, n) versus n
for a degenerate ground state |®(6)), as a linear combination
on a Cantor set (cf. Eq. 8) with 8 = 7/2), where s = 1/2
and s = 1, when L = 200. The Cantor sets are taken to be
CIN,r;{k}], with N = 2and r = 1/3, N = 3 and r = 1/5.
We have implemented the first type of realization (labeled as
type-i) in Fig. [3] (a) with s = 1/2 and the second type of re-
alization (labeled as type-ii) in Fig. B3] (b) with s = 1/2, the
first type of realization in Fig.[3](c) with s = 1 and the second
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FIG. 1. The entanglement entropy S (L, n) versus n for a degenerate
ground state |®c(6)) on the Cantor set C[N, r; {k}] (cf. Eq. @), with
6 = m/2) in the spin-s SU(2) ferromagnetic Heisenberg model: (a)
s =1/2; (b)) s = 1;(¢) s = 3/2and (d) s = 2. Here, N = 2
and r = 1/3,and N = 3 and r = 1/5 have been chosen, respectively,
when L = 200 and k = 20. The prefactor is half the fractal dimension
dy of the Cantor set C[N, r; {k}]: df = —log N/log r, with a relative
error being less than 3%.

type of realization in Fig. 3] (d) with s = 1. Here, the number
of zero coeflicients has been taken to be 0, k* and k*, respec-
tively. Our numerical results indicate that, when k = 20, a
relative difference for the values of the entanglement entropy
S (L, n) is less than 0.1% for the two linear combinations: in
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FIG. 2. The entanglement entropy S (L, n) versus n for a degenerate
ground state | @) on the Cantor teepee Cy,[N, r; {k}] (cf. Eq. @) in
the spin-s SU(2) ferromagnetic Heisenberg model: (a) s = 1/2 and
(b) s = 1, when L = 200. Here, N = 2 and r = 1/3 with k = 20,
and N =3 and r = 1/5 with k = 18 have been chosen. The prefactor
is half the fractal dimension of the Cantor teepee Cyp[N, r; {k}]: 1 —
log N/ log r, with a relative error being less than 2%.

one linear combination there is no zero coefficients and in the
other linear combination the number of zero coefficients is k*.

In Fig.[] we plot the entanglement entropy S (L, n) versus n
for a degenerate ground state |®(6)), as a linear combination
on a Cantor set (cf. Eq. (8) with § = /2), where s = 3/2, and
s = 2 when L = 200. We have implemented the first type of
realization (labeled as type-i) in Fig. @ (a) with s = 3/2 and
the second type of realization (labeled as type-ii) in Fig. @ (b)
with s = 3/2, the first type of realization in Fig. H (c) with
s = 2 and the second type of realization in Fig. [ (d) with
s = 2. The Cantor sets are taken to be C[N, r; {k}], with N = 2
and r = 1/3 at the step k = 20, and N = 3 and r = 1/5, at the
step k = 18. Here the number of zero coefficients is chosen to
be k.

In Fig. [l we plot the entanglement entropy S (L, n) versus
n for a degenerate ground state |®7), as a linear combination
on a Cantor teepee (cf. Eq. (I2)), where s = 1/2 and s = 1,
respectively. We have implemented the first type of realization
(labeled as type-i) in Fig. 3] (a) with s = 1/2 and the second
type of realization (labeled as type-ii) in Fig. 8 (b) with s =
1/2, the first type of realization in Fig. 3] (c) with s = 1 and
the second type of realization in Fig. |5 (d) with s = 1. The
Cantor teepees are taken to be Cy,[N, r; {k}], with N = 2 and
r=1/3,and N = 3 and r = 1/5, at the step k = 20. Here the
number of zero coefficients is chosen to be k*.

In our numerical implementation, we have chosen a se-
quence of the step numbers to extract a sequence of the fractal
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FIG. 3. The entanglement entropy S (L, n) versus n for a degenerate
ground state |®c(6)) on the Cantor set C[N, r; {k}] (cf. Eq. @), with
6 = m/2) in the spin-s SU(2) ferromagnetic Heisenberg model: (a)
s = 1/2 for the first type of realization (labeled as type-i); (b) s = 1/2
for the second type of realization (labeled as type-ii); (c) s = 1 for the
first type of realization; (d) s = 1 for the second type of realization.
Here, N = 2 and r = 1/3 with k = 20, and N = 3 and r = 1/5 with
k = 18 have been chosen, respectively, when L = 200. Insets: The
fractal dimensions d,(k) for different values of k, where a dashed line
and a dash-dotted line denote log2/log3 and log3/log5, respec-
tively. The prefactor is half the fractal dimension d; of the Cantor
set C[N, r; {k}], when k is large enough: dy = —log N/logr, with a
relative error being less than 3% for s = 1/2 and 3.5% for s = 1
when L = 200.

dimensions, labeled as d((k), in order to see if the fractal di-
mensions d (k) thus extracted converge to the exact values, as
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FIG. 4. The entanglement entropy S (L, n) versus n for a degenerate
ground state |®(#)) on the Cantor set C[N, r; {k}] (cf. Eq. @), with
6 = m/2) in the spin-s SU(2) ferromagnetic Heisenberg model: (a)
s = 3/2 for the first type of realization (labeled as type-i); (b) s = 3/2
for the second type of realization (labeled as type-ii); (c) s = 2 for the
first type of realization; (d) s = 2 for the second type of realization.
Here, N = 2 and r = 1/3 with k = 20, and N = 3 and r = 1/5 with
k = 18 have been chosen, respectively, when L = 200. The prefactor
is half the fractal dimension d of the Cantor set C[N, r; {k}], when k
is a large enough: dy = —log N/ log r, with a relative error being less
than 3.5% for s = 3/2 and less than 3.5% for s = 2 when L = 200.

k gets large enough. As shown in the insets of Fig.[3](a), (b),
(c)and (d) for s = 1/2 and s = 1, the fractal dimensions d (k)
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approach —log N/ log r for the Cantor set C[N, r; {k}]. We also
observe the fractal dimensions d (k) approach 1 —log N/ log r
for the Cantor teepee Cip[N, r; {k}], if k is large enough (but
not shown here).

The same conclusion may be drawn from a numerical test
for any other circle on the sphere S? by setting 6 to be any
value in the interval (0, ) for the Cantor set C[N, r; {k}] and
by demanding 6 to range from O to Op,x, With Oyax being a
value less than r, for the Cantor teepee Cyp[N, r; {k}]. How-
ever, the computational costs are much higher to achieve the
convergence of the values of the fractal dimension to the de-
sired exact value for a specific choice of N and r.

B. The spin-1 SU(3) ferromagnetic model

For the spin-1 SU(3) ferromagnetic model, we only con-
sider a linear combination on a fractal decomposable into a
set of the Cantor sets on the circles by setting 8; and 6, to be
certain values in the interval (0, 7), whereas ¢; and ¢, vary
from O to 2. Specifically, we may consider a linear combina-
tion on a fractal consisting of two Cantor sets C[N,; r; k] and
C[N,; ry; k] located on the two circles with fixed 6; and 6,,

1
|Dc(b1,62)) ==
C 4y 4€CIN, 31T, By €CIN 2 k]

(61, d18; 62, D2,5)),

c(Prp, P2y)X

where c(¢15, ¢2,) (B = 1,2,...,N’f, y = 1,2,...,N§) are
complex numbers, and Z¢ is a normalization factor to ensure
that |®¢(6;, 62)) has been normalized. For brevity, we have
assumed that c(¢1 5, ¢»,) are factorized, i.e., c(d18, ¢2,) =
c(P1p)c(d2,y).

In addition to a linear combination with equal coefficients
two distinct types of realizations are considered: one is that
both the amplitudes and the phase angles of the coefficients
c(¢1p) and c(¢>,) in a given linear combination are randomly
chosen from their respective finite sets, with equal probabil-
ity; the other is that both the amplitudes and the phase an-
gles of the coeflicients c(¢1p) and c(¢,,) in a given linear
combination are predetermined from a (piece-wisely) contin-
uous function. In both cases, it is allowed to set some co-
efficients to be zero, as long as the number of zero coef-
ficients scales polynomially with k at each step k. For the
first type of realization, both the amplitudes and the phase an-
gles of c(¢14) and c(¢>,) are chosen randomly from the set
{0.1, 0.2, 0.3, 0.4, 0.5, 0.6, 0.7, 0.8, 0.9, 1} and the set
{r/10,7/5,3n/10,27/5,7/2,3n/5, Tx/10, 4x/5, 9n/10, n},
respectively. For the second type of realization, we have set
the amplitude of ¢(¢ ) to be a function cos(2¢ g+ 1) + 2 and
the phase angle of c¢(¢ ) to be a function qbiﬁ/ (27), whereas
the amplitude of ¢(¢,,) to be a function cos(¢,, + 1) +2 and
the phase angle of ¢(¢2,,) to be a function ¢ _/(47%), respec-
tively.

In Fig.[6] we plot the entanglement entropy S (L, n) versus
n for a degenerate ground state |®¢(6;, 6)), as a linear combi-
nation with equal coefficients, on a fractal decomposable into
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FIG. 5. The entanglement entropy S (L, n) versus n for a degenerate
ground state |®@r) on the Cantor teepee Cyp[N, r; {k}] (cf. Eq. (I2))
in the spin-s SU(2) ferromagnetic Heisenberg model: (a) s = 1/2
for the first type of realization (labeled as type-i); (b) s = 1/2 for
the second type of realization (labeled as type-ii); (c) s = 1 for the
first type of realization; (d) s = 1 for the second type of realization,
when L = 200. Here, N = 2 and r = 1/3 with k = 20, and N = 3
and r = 1/5 with k = 18 have been chosen. The prefactor is half
the fractal dimension d; of the Cantor teepee Cyp[N, r; {k}], when k is
large enough: dy = 1 —log N/logr, with a relative error being less
than 2%.

two Cantor sets, with §; = 8, = /2, in the spin-1 SU(3) fer-
romagnetic model when L = 100. The Cantor sets are taken
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to be C[Ny, ri;{k}] and C[N,, o {k}], with Ny = N, = 2,
r = r = 1/3 at the stepk = 15, and N, = 2, r = 1/3,
Ny =3,rp=1/5atthestep k= 11.
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FIG. 6. The entanglement entropy S (L, n) versus n for a degenerate
ground state |DO¢(6;, 6»)) on a fractal decomposable into two Cantor
sets C[Ny, ri; {k}] and C[Na, rp; {k}] with 6, = 6, = /2, in the spin-
1 SU(3) ferromagnetic model when L = 100, for Ny = N, = 2,
ry =nrn = 1/3 and k = 15, andN1 = 2, ry = 1/3,N2 = 3, I =
1/5 and k = 11, respectively. The prefactor is half the sum of the
fractal dimensions dy; and dp,: dyy = —logN;/logr; and dy, =
—log N,/ log r», with a relative error being less than 3%.

In Fig.[7} we plot the entanglement entropy S (L, n) versus n
for a degenerate ground state |[®c(6;, 6»)) on a fractal decom-
posable into two Cantor sets C[Ny, ri; {k}] and C[N,, ra; {k}]
with 0, = 6, = n/2, when L = 100, for Ny = N, = 2,
ry =nrn = 1/3 and k = 15, anle = 2, ry = 1/3, N2 = 3,
rp = 1/5 and k = 11, respectively. We have implemented
the first type of realization (labeled as type-i) in Fig.[7](a) and
the second type of realization (labeled as type-ii) in Fig.[7] (b).
Here the number of zero coefficients has been chosen to be k*.

In Fig. Bl we plot the entanglement entropy S (L, n) ver-
sus n for a degenerate ground state: (a) on a Cantor teepee
Cip[Ny, 15 {k}] for ¢y € C[Ny, 715 {k}] and O < 6 < /2, with
¢ = 6, = 0, and (b) on a Cantor teepee Cip[N>, 12; {k}] for
@2 € C[Ny,rps{k}] and 0 < 6, < m/2, with ¢y = 6, = O,
when L = 150. In Fig.[Bla), the Cantor teepees are taken to be
Cip[Ny, 715 {k}], with Ny = 2 and | = 1/3 at the step k = 18,
and N; = 3 and r; = 1/5 at the step k = 20, respectively. In
Fig. Blb), the Cantor teepees are taken to be Cip[N2, 125 {k}],
with N, = 2 and r, = 1/3 at the step k = 18, and N, = 3 and
rp = 1/5 at the step k = 20, respectively. In particular, for
Nj = N, and r| = r, the entanglement entropy S (L, n) are the
same with an error less than 10713, as a result of the symmetry
under the simultaneous exchange of the (local) orthonormal
basis states [1);,12);, and |3); (j = 1,...,L).

Our numerical tests confirm the theoretical predictions for
the scaling behaviors of the entanglement entropy for linear
combinations on the Cantor sets and the Cantor teepees in the
spin-s SU(2) ferromagnetic Heisenberg model, with s up to
s = 2, and on fractals decomposable into two Cantor sets and
the Cantor teepees in the spin-1 SU(3) ferromagnetic model,
with the two specific realizations of the restriction on the co-
efficients being implemented. In particular, the prefactor in
front of the logarithm in the scaling relation (II)) is confirmed
numerically to be half the fractal dimension dy of a decompos-
able fractal, which in turn is the sum of the Cantor sets con-
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FIG. 7. The entanglement entropy S (L, n) versus n for a degenerate
ground state |Oc(6;, 6,)) on a fractal decomposable into two Cantor
sets C[Ny, ry; {k}] and C[N,, r2; {k}] with 6, = 6, = n/2 in the spin-
1 SU(3) ferromagnetic model when L = 100, for Ny = N, = 2,
rn=r,=1/3andk =15 and Ny =2,r, = 1/3, N, =3, r, = 1/5
and k = 11, respectively: (a) the first type of realization (labeled as
type-i); (b) the second type of realization (labeled as type-ii). The
prefactor is half the sum of the fractal dimensions dy; and dy>: dy; =
—log N, /logr and dy, = —log N,/ log r,, with a relative error being
less than 3%.

tained in the decomposition of the fractal. For a linear com-
bination on a decomposable fractal, our numerical tests have
been implemented not only for the identical coefficients, but
also for the coefficients chosen randomly from a prescribed
set or determined from a preset continuous function. In addi-
tion, the fractal dimension extracted from a finite system-size
scaling analysis for the entanglement entropy of a linear com-
bination on the Cantor teepees match the exact values, with
high precision in both the spin-s SU(2) ferromagnetic Heisen-
berg model and the spin-1 SU(3) ferromagnetic model, both
of which are able to accommodate only one Cantor teepee.
Our numerical results also demonstrate that some of the coef-
ficients are allowed to be zero, as long as the number of zero
coeflicients scales polynomially with the step number k.

VI. CONCLUDING REMARKS

We have performed a systematic investigation into the en-
tanglement entropy for highly degenerate ground states of
quantum many-body systems undergoing SSB with type-B
GMs, with the spin-s SU(2) ferromagnetic Heisenberg model,
the SO(4) ferromagnetic spin-orbital model and the spin-
s SU(2s + 1) ferromagnetic model as illustrative examples.
The models exhibit an intrinsic abstract fractal underlying the
ground state subspace. This intrinsic fractal has been revealed
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FIG. 8. The entanglement entropy S(L,n) versus n for a degen-
erate ground state: (a) on a Cantor teepee Cy,[Ny, ry;{k}] for ¢ €
C[Ny,r;{k}] and O < 6, < 7/2, with ¢, = 6, = 0, and (b) on a Can-
tor teepee Cip[No, 125 {k}] for ¢ € C[N», r2;{k}] and 0 < 6, < 7/2,
with ¢; = 6, = 0, when L = 150. Here, N; = 2 and r; = 1/3 with
k = 20, and Ny = 3 and r; = 1/5 with k = 18 have been chosen
for Cip[N,, r1;{k}], whereas N, = 2 and r, = 1/3 with k = 20, and
N, =3 and r, = 1/5 with k = 18 have been chosen for Cy,[ N>, 12; |k].
The prefactor is half the fractal dimension d; of a Cantor teepee for
an indicated value of k, with a relative error being less than 3%.

by introducing an extrinsic fractal in the coset space G/H and
performing an investigation into the entanglement entropy for
a linear combination of a set of the overcomplete basis states
on the fractal. Generically, the set of the overcomplete ba-
sis states consists of factorized (unentangled) ground states,
which are the spin coherent states and their generalizations. It
has been demonstrated that the fractal dimensions for all the
Cantor sets form a dense subset in the interval [0,1]. As a
result, one may restrict, in principle, to fractals decomposable
into a set of the Cantor sets, though other types of fractals,
such as the Cantor teepees, the Sierpinski carpet and the Sier-
pinski triangle, are practically useful for a numerical imple-
mentation to evaluate the entanglement entropy.

It has been established that the entanglement entropy scales
logarithmically with the block size, with the prefactor being
half the fractal dimension of the support of the linear combi-
nations. We have achieved a full characterization of the co-
efficients in a linear combination, which demands to separate
the ground state subspace into a disjoint union of countably
infinitely many regions, each of which is associated with a
fractal decomposable to a set of the Cantor sets. A restric-
tion imposed on the coefficients is that the norm for the linear
combination scales as the square root of the number of the
self-similar building blocks kept at each step k for a fractal,



under an assumption that the maximum absolute value of the
coeflicients in the linear combination is chosen to be around
one, and the coeflicients in the linear combination are almost
constants within the building blocks. This restriction leads to
two specific realizations: the ratio between any two nonzero
coeflicients either is a random constant at each step k or con-
verges to any non-zero value, as the step number k tends to
infinity, subject to the condition that the number of zero co-
efficients scales polynomially with k. Indeed, the two real-
izations also satisfy the requirement for the coeflicients in a
linear combination to ensure that degenerate ground states at
different steps are self-similar. In particular, the set of all the
regions is dense in the ground state subspace, in the sense
that there is no clearcut boundary between any two regions.
Instead, there is always a region in between, no matter how
close they are. Here, the closeness is measured in terms of the
fractal dimensions of the fractals.

To achieve our goal, a conceptual framework has been de-
veloped, including an equivalence class in the set of all the
supports, an approximation of a fractal to a support, and a
decomposition of a fractal into a set of the Cantor sets. In
particular, the orthonormal basis states may be expressed as
a linear combination of a set of the overcomplete basis states
in a subspace of the coset space, which in turn may be re-
garded as a limit of a sequence of decomposable fractals.
As a consequence, we have been led to the identification of
the fractal dimension d; with the number of type-B GMs
Npg for the orthonormal basis states |L, M), |L, M,, M;) and
L, My, ..., My): df = Np. We stress that the orthonormal ba-
sis states |L, M), |L, M5, M;) and |L, My, ..., M»,) are unique,
in the sense that they are the only degenerate ground states ex-
hibiting the self-similarities in the real space, up to a unitary
symmetry transformation. Physically, this is relevant to the
fact that, for each model, the orthonormal basis states consti-
tute the simultaneous eigenvectors of the Hamiltonian and the
Cartan generator(s) of the symmetry group, respectively.

Our argument may be extended to any quantum many-body
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systems undergoing SSB with type-B GMs, with a SSB pat-
tern from G to H, as long as G is a semisimple Lie group.
Generically, the number of type-B GMs is equal to the rank of
the symmetry group G [18]. If Gis a simple Lie group, then
the type-B GMs are not independent to each other, in con-
trast to the case with a semisimple Lie group as a symmetry
group. This has been explained in the context of the SO(4)
spin-orbital model as an illustrative example for a semisimple
Lie subgroup of the symmetry group G. For this model, as
it evolves from deep inside the ferromagnetic regime to the
SU(4) symmetric point at { = 1/4, the symmetry group SO(4)
in the ferromagnetic regime, isomorphic to SU(2)x SU(2), ap-
pears to be a semisimple Lie subgroup of the symmetry group
SU@4) at ¢ = 1/4.

In addition, the ground state subspace at least contains a
permutation-invariant sector for a quantum many-body sys-
tem undergoing SSB with type-B GMs. Indeed, the entire
ground state subspace is permutation-invariant for each of the
models under investigation. However, this is not necessary, as
demonstrated [@] for the flat-band Tasaki model [ﬂ] at half
filling.

Last but not least, we have performed a systematic finite
system-size scaling analysis to confirm the theoretical predic-
tions for the scaling behaviors of the entanglement entropy for
linear combinations on the Cantor sets and the Cantor teepees
in the spin-s SU(2) ferromagnetic Heisenberg model, with s
up to s = 2, and on fractals decomposable into two Cantor
sets and the Cantor teepees in the spin-1 SU(3) ferromagnetic
model, with the two specific realizations of the restriction on
the coeflicients being implemented.

Acknowledgment. - We thank Murray Batchelor for his
helpful comments and suggestions during the preparation of
the manuscript. J.O.F. is grateful to the Center for Modern
Physics, Chongqing University for their hospitality and finan-
cial support during his stay in the spring of 2024. I.P.M. ac-
knowledges funding from the National Science and Technol-
ogy Council (NSTC) Grant No. 122-2811-M-007-044.

[1] J. Goldstone, Nuovo Cimento 19, 154 (1961); J. Goldstone, A.
Salam, and S. Weinberg, Phys. Rev. 127, 965 (1962); Y. Nambu
and G. Jona-Lasinio, Phys. Rev. 122, 345 (1961).

[2] P. W. Anderson, Phys. Today 43, 5 (1990); ibid 117 (1990).

[3] R. Peierls, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 24, 5273 (1991); R. Peierls,
T. A. Kaplan, and P. W. Anderson, Phys. Today 44, 2 (1991);
ibid 13 (1991).

[4] H. Watanabe and H. Murayama, Phys. Rev. Lett. 108, 251602
(2012); H. Watanabe and H. Murayama, Phys. Rev. X 4, 031057
(2014).

[5] Y. Nambu, J. Stat. Phys. 115, 7 (2004).

[6] H. B. Nielsen and S. Chadha, Nucl. Phys. B 105, 445 (1976).

[7] T. Schafer, D. T. Son, M. A. Stephanov, D. Toublan, and J. J.
M. Verbaarschot, Phys. Lett. B 522, 67 (2001).

[8] V. A. Miransky and I. A. Shovkovy, Phys. Rev. Lett. 88, 111601
(2002).

[9] A. Nicolis and F. Piazza, Phys. Rev. Lett. 110, 011602 (2013);
H. Watanabe, T. Brauner, and H. Murayama, Phys. Rev. Lett.
111, 021601 (2013).

[10] H. Watanabe and T. Brauner, Phys. Rev. D 84, 125013 (2011).

[11] Y. Hidaka, Phys. Rev. Lett. 110, 091601 (2013); T. Hayata and
Y. Hidaka, Phys. Rev. D 91, 056006 (2015); D. A. Takahashi
and M. Nitta, Ann. Phys. 354, 101 (2015).

[12] M. A. Metlitski and T. Grover, arXiv: 1112.5166 (2015).

[13] L. Rademaker, Phys. Rev. B 92, 144419 (2015).

[14] B. Kulchytskyy, C. M. Herdman, S. Inglis, and R. G. Melko,
Phys. Rev. B 92, 115146 (2015).

[15] D.J. Luitz, X. Plat, F. Alet, and N. Laflorencie, Phys. Rev B 91,
155145 (2015).

[16] N. Laflorencie, D. J. Luitz, and F. Alet, Phys. Rev. B 92, 115126
(2015).

[17] D.-V. Bauer and J. O. Fjaerestad, Phys. Rev. B 101, 195124
(2020).

[18] Q.-Q. Shi, Y.-W. Dai, H.-Q. Zhou, and I. P. McCulloch, arXiv:
2201.01071 (2022).

[19] H.-Q. Zhou, Q.-Q. Shi, I. P. McCulloch, and M. T. Batchelor,
arXiv: 2302.13126 (2023).

[20] Q.-Q. Shi, H.-Q. Zhou, 1. P. McCulloch, and M. T. Batchelor,



arXiv: 2309.04973 (2023).

[21] H.-Q. Zhou, Q.-Q. Shi, I. P. McCulloch, and M. T. Batchelor,
arXiv: 2304.11339 (2023).

[22] N.D. Mermin and H. Wagner, Phys. Rev. Lett. 17, 1133 (1966);
S. R. Coleman, Commun. Math. Phys. 31, 259 (1973).

[23] H.-Q. Zhou, Q.-Q Shi, I. P. McCulloch, and M. T. Batchelor,
Entanglement entropy for a type of scale-invariant states in two
spatial dimensions and beyond: universal finite-size scaling, in
preparation.

[24] H. Tasaki, Physics and Mathematics of Quantum Many-Body
Systems (Springer, 2020).

[25] O. A. Castro-Alvaredo and B. Doyon, Phys. Rev. Lett. 108,
120401 (2012); O. A. Castro-Alvaredo and B. Doyon, J. Stat.
Mech. P02016 (2013).

[26] H.-Q. Zhou et al, Entanglement entropy for the one-
dimensional flat-band ferromagnetic Tasaki model: sponta-
neous symmetry breaking with a type-B Goldstone mode, in
preparation.

[27] H. Tasaki, Phys. Rev. Lett. 69, 1608 (1992).

[28] L. A. Takhtadzhan and L. D. Faddeev, Russ. Math. Surv. 34, 11
(1979).

[29] R. J. Baxter, Exactly Solved Models in Statistical Mechanics
(Academic Press, London, 1982).

22

[30] K. I. Kugel and D. I. Khomskii, Sov. Phys. Usp. 25, 2319
(1982).

[31] A. Kliimper, Europhys. Lett. 9, 815 (1989); M. T. Batchelor and
M. N. Barber, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 23, L15 (1990).

[32] H. N. V. Temperley and E. Lieb, Proc. R. Soc. Lond. A322, 251
(1971).

[33] P. Martin, Potts Models and Related Problems in Statistical Me-
chanics (World Scientific, 1991).

[34] B. Sutherland, Phys. Rev. B 12, 3795 (1975).

[35] V. Popkov and M. Salerno, Phys. Rev. A 71, 012301 (2005); V.
Popkov, M. Salerno, and G. & Schiitz, Phys. Rev. A 72, 032327
(2005).

[36] I. Klich and L. Levitov, Phys. Rev. Lett. 102, 100502 (2009).

[37] W.-M. Zhang, D. H. Feng, and R. Gilmore, Rev. Mod. Phys. 62,
867 (1990).

[38] A. A. Fraenkel, Y. Bar-Hillel, and A. Levy, Foundations of Set
Theory (North-Holland, Amsterdam, 1973).

[39] B. Knaster and C. Kuratowski, Fundamenta Mathematicae, 2
206 (1921).

[40] L. A. Steen and J. A. Jr. Seebach, Counterexamples in topology
(Springer New-York, New York-Heidelberg, 1978).



23

APPENDICES

A. The Cantor sets and the Cantor teepees

Taking the interval [0, 1], denoted as C(3,1/2;0) at step O,
and dividing it into three equal subintervals and removing the
middle subinterval, we have C(3;1/2; 1) at step 1. Repeating
the same procedure for the two remaining subintervals, and
removing the middle subsubintervals, we have C(3, 1/2;2) at
step 2. Keep repeating the same procedure k times, we have
C(3,1/2; k) at step k. This procedure yields the Cantor set, de-
noted as C(3, 1/2;{k}), where {k} denotes a set of the natural
numbers, as k tends to infinity. Note that the fractal dimension
for the Cantor set C(3,1/2;{k}) is df = In2/In3. An exten-
sion to a (generalized) Cantor set is straightforward. Specifi-
cally, it is created by dividing the interval [0, 1]into 1/r parts,
and removing 1/r — N subintervals, we have C(N, r; 1) at step
1. Here, we have assumed that 1/r is always a positive inte-
ger and 1/r > N. Repeating the same procedure for the N
remaining subintervals, and removing the subsubintervals in
the same way as done for C(3, 1/2; {k}), we have C(N, r;2) at
step 2. Keep repeating the same procedure k times, we have
C(N,r; k) at step k, thus yielding a (generalized) Cantor set,
denoted as C(N, r; {k}). Indeed, the number of subintervals in
a Cantor set C(N, r; {k}) is N¥ at the step k, and the fractal di-
mension dy for the Cantor set C(N,r; {k})isdy = —InN/Inr.

Strictly speaking, the notation C(N, r; {k}) does not fix a
Cantor set uniquely for generic N and r, because we have not
yet specified the way to keep N subintervals among 1/r subin-
tervals. However, the geometric information encoded in the
Cantor set C(N, r; {k}) only depends on the values of N and r,
as far as the scaling behaviors of the entanglement entropy are
concerned for highly degenerate ground states arising from
SSB with type-B GMs. Mathematically, this is due to the
fact that a linear combination on the Cantor set C(N, r; {k}) at
the step k may be expanded in terms of the orthonormal basis
states |L, M), with the number of the coefficients being 2sL+1.
We are thus led to a set of equations from equating the coeffi-
cients in the expansions of the two linear combinations of the
overcomplete basis states on the two Cantor sets with the same
N and r, which are expressed in terms of the orthonormal ba-
sis states |L, M). As long as k is large enough, the number of
equations, i.e., 2sL + 1, is much less than the number of the
coeflicients in the linear combinations of the overcomplete ba-
sis states on the two Cantor sets. As a result, if one set of the
coefficients is fixed, then there is always a solution to the set
of equations to yield the other set of the coefficients, and vice
versa. In addition, the Cantor set C[NY, r?; {k}] at the step k is
identical to the Cantor set C[N, r; {gk}] at the step g k, with ¢
being a positive integer. That is, C[NY, r?; {k}] is identical to
C[N, r; {gk}], both of which share the same fractal dimension.

A Cantor teepee [@, ], known as the Knaster-Kuratowski
fan and Cantor’s leaky tent, is a fractal in a two-dimensional
setting, defined as an extension of a Cantor set in a one-
dimensional setting. A Cantor teepee is constructed from the
Cantor set and an apex point. Suppose a Cantor set C(N, r; {k})
is located on [0, 1], with the two ends at the point (0, 0) and
(1,0), whereas the apex point p is located at (1/2, 1/2). For
¢ € C(N, r; {k}), the line segment connecting (c¢,0) to p is de-
noted as L(c). If ¢ € C(N,r;{k}) is an end point of an in-
terval discarded in the construction of C(N, r;{k}), then we
define X, = {(x,y) € L(c) : y € Q}; for all other points in
C(N, r;{k}), we define X, = {(x,y) € L(c) : y ¢ Q}. Then
a Cantor teepee is defined as J.ccqv .k Xe» €quipped with
the subspace topology inherited from the standard topology
on the two-dimensional Euclidean space. For our purpose, it
is convenient to denote a Cantor teepee as Cy,[N, r; {k}], with
k being the step number, which tends to infinity: k — oo.
Note that, the Cantor teepee Cyp [N, r; {k}] is connected, but be-
comes totally disconnected upon the removal of the apex point
p. The fractal dimension for the Cantor teepee Cy,[N, r; {k}] is
di=1-InN/Inr.

B. A fractal decomposable into a set of the Cantor sets

For our purpose, one may restrict to a fractal that admits
a decomposition into a set of subfractals, e.g., the Cantor
sets. We stress that not all fractals admit such a decompo-
sition, with the Cantor teepees, the Sierpinski carpet and the
Sierpinski triangle being examples. However, as a support,
they may be well approximated in terms of two Cantor sets
C[Ny, ri1;{k}]] and C[Na, ry;{k}]. In this context, a decom-
posable fractal in a two-dimensional setting, represented as
C[Ny, r1; {k}] X C[Ny, r2; {k}], is called a variant of the Sierpin-
ski carpet. Actually, this may be extended to a decomposable
fractal in a 2s-dimensional setting. It is decomposed into a set
of the Cantor sets, with the number of the Cantor sets being 25
and the fractal dimension of the fractal being the sum of the
fractal dimensions of the Cantor sets contained in the decom-
position. Hence, an analogue of the variants of the Sierpinski
carpet in a higher dimensional setting may be defined accord-
ingly.

It is conceptually satisfying to restrict to the set of all the
Cantor sets, which may be regarded as a minimal set of frac-
tals to investigate the scaling behaviors of the entanglement
entropy for degenerate ground states arising from SSB with
type-B GMs. In practice, it is still helpful to keep fractals that
do not admit such a decomposition. In particular, the Can-
tor teepees have been kept as supports to form linear combi-
nations, and the entanglement entropy for degenerate ground
states thus constructed have been evaluated.



