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In magnetically ordered systems the breaking6f(2) symmetry in the thermodynamic limit is associated
with the appearance of a special type of low-lying excitagiin finite size energy spectra, the so called tower-
of-states (TOS). In the present work we numerically denratestthat there is a correspondence between the
SU(2) tower of states and the lower part of theund stateentanglement spectrum (ES). Using state-of-the-
art DMRG calculations, we examine the ES of the 2D antifeagnetic/,-J> Heisenberg model on both the
triangular and kagomeé lattice. At large ferromagnédtithe model exhibits a magnetically ordered ground state.
Correspondingly, its ES contains a family of low-lying l&sséhat are reminiscent of the energy tower of states.
Their behavior (level counting, finite size scaling in therthodynamic limit) sharply reflects TOS features,
and is characterized in terms of an effective entanglememtilinian that we provide. At large system sizes
TOS levels are divided from the rest by an entanglement gap.a@alysis suggests that (TOS) entanglement
spectroscopy provides an alternative tool for detectirgycraracterizinggU (2)-broken phases using DMRG.

I. INTRODUCTION Hubbard model15], where the formation of a Bose conden-
sate is associated with the breaking éf@ ) gauge symmetry

Recent years have witnessed an increasing interest in-entafeflecting conservation of the total number of particlesi-in
glement related quantities (and quantum information cptsce Nite systems). The resulting TOS spectrum, however, (aad th
in general) as new tools to understand the behavior of quadower part of the ES thereof) is “trivial” with one level (eixc
tum many body systemd] Very recently the entanglement tation) per particle number sectdrg.
spectrum 2] (ES) has established itself as a new prominent Richer behavior is expected i5U(2)-broken phases,
research topic. Considering the bipartition of a systern int Where differentiU (2) breaking patterns (i.e. Néel states) give
partsA and B, the ES {¢;}, is constructed from the Schmidt rise to different structures in the energy TOS. For instafure

decomposition Néel order with more than two ferromagnetic sublattices (a
sociated with full breaking obU (2)) the spin resolved TOS
) = Z 6_51/2|w{4> ® [VF). (1) spectrum exhibits a family of levels (i.e. more than onelleve

in each spin sectof].

In this Article we demonstrate that this richer structure is
Here|s) is the ground state, and the stateg') (|7)) pro-  reflected in the lower part of the ES, providing a more strin-
vide an orthonormal basis for subsysten{B). The ES{¢;} gent check of the correspondence between tower of states
can also be interpreted as the spectrum of the so called eand entanglement spectrum. To be specific, we focus on the

i

tanglement Hamiltoniaf{ z = — log p4, where the reduced 2D Heisenberg model with nearest and next-nearest neighbor
density matrixp 4 is obtained by tracing out paR in the full interaction (J; and J; respectively). We consider both the
system density matrii)) (1. kagomé (KHA) and the triangular lattice (THA), restrigin

While in one dimensional (1D) systems the structure of ESourselves to ferromagnetig (J. = —1), to ensure a magnet-
is related to integrability3-5] and (for gapless systems) to ically ordered ground state on both lattices. In order teetak
conformal invarianced-8], higher dimensions are by far less advantage of th&U (2) invariance of the model we employ
explored. In particular, most of the recent literature oo tw non-abelian§U (2)-symmetric) DMRG simulations.
dimensional (2D) systems focused on ES properties in topo- Our results are summarized as follows. In both the/;
logical phasesd, 9]. KHA and THA, in the symmetry broken phase, the lower part

In more standard (i.e. non topological) 2D systems, al-of the ES (resolved with respect to the block sgir) sharply
though some results are availabl@0f13, much less is reflects the same TOS structure as the physical bulk Hamilto-
known. Nevertheless, it has been established recently thaian. Low-lying ES levels are organized into families, each
in systems displaying ordered ground states (in the thermasorresponding to a differeisty and containing more than one
dynamic limit), with breaking of @ontinuoussymmetry, the level (in contrast to the Bose-Hubbard model where the TOS
lower part of the ES is in correspondence with the so calledstructure is “trivial”). The counting of TOS levels in eash
“tower of states” (TOS) spectruni4, 15]. This describes the sector reflects the corresponding counting in the energy. TOS
low energy structure dinite sizespectra in systems that spon-  The TOS-like structure is divided from higher levels by an
taneously break a continuous symmetry. In combination wittentanglement gap, which remains finite (or vanishes Idgarit
exact diagonalization technigues, tower of states spgmipyy ~ mically) in the thermodynamic limit (as found in the Bose-
is routinely used to detect symmetry broken phagés3]. Hubbard ES15]). All ES levels below the gap are degenerate

So far tower of states structures in ES have only been olin the thermodynamic limit, and their finite size behavior is
served numerically in the superfluid phase of the 2D Bosefully understood within the framework of the TOS-ES corre-
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spondence. Oppositely, for finite systems, ES levels within(i) A
each TOS family are not exactly degenerate (similarly to en-
ergy TOS P4)) giving rise to intriguing entanglement (TOS) 9
substructures. The main features of TOS levels (TOS sub©
structures, finite size behaviors) are quantitatively abtar-

ized by an approximate mapping between the entanglement
Hamiltonian and the physical bulk Hamiltonian.

Finally, as an additional point, we investigate the effect o
boundary conditions on the TOS structure. To this purpose
we consider the ES of thd;-J, KHA (J3/J; = —1) on 9‘— vl TG
the torus geometry, which has the net effect of introducing .
two boundaries (edges) between subsystérand B. We
find that in SU(2) broken phases the structure of the ES isgjjj) A
weakly affected by boundaries, reflecting the bulk origin of .
TOS excitations. This is dramatically different in gapped
phases4, 15] or in FQH systems9] where the ES obtained
from bipartitions with multiple edges can be constructeai€o
bining single-edge ES.

On the methodological side, our analysis suggests that en-
tanglement TOS spectroscopy, combined withi (2) sym-
metric DMRG, could provide a potentially powerful tool to
detect and characterize magnetically ordered groundsstate
Also, while conventional energy TOS spectroscopy requires

the calculation of several excited states (which is computag|g 1. The.;-., Heisenberg model on the triangular (THA) and
tionally expensive in DMRG), ES are readily obtained fromkagomé (KHA) lattice. (i) Example of triangular cylindef length
ground statevavefunctions only. L and widthW (measured respectively in units @f anda,). To-
The Article is organized as follows. Sectidinintroduces tal number of sites is given d& x L. Spins are at the vertices of
the J;-J5 Heisenberg model on both the kagomé and trianguthe lattice. Periodic boundary conditions are used aloagéftical
lar lattice. Some basic facts about conventional (enecyygt direction. J; (J2) is the interaction strength between nearest (next-
of states spectroscopy ifi/(2) broken phases are given in nearest) neighbor spins. In this work we restrict oursetoeanti-
sectionlll . In sectionlV we establish the correspondence be-ferromagnetic (ferromagnetich (J2) (i.e. Ji > 0, J» <0). The

. ashed line is to illustrate the bipartition into two sulisyss. (i)
the(T\r} ;\he ;‘r’]"."ef of State_s a”n d th(.:’f. IC()jW_-r|1)<I/nE? fartthOf }h? ESdOrdering pattern of the THA. Three possible orientationthefsub-
(cf. )', IS 1S numerically veritied | orthe Ji=  jattice spins are denoted as/3,v. The angle formed by any pair of
Jo kagome_z and triangular lattice Heisenberg model. '_I'he f'n%pins is27 /3. (iii) Heisenberg/-J> on the kagomeé lattice (KHA).
ing the TOS is detailed iV C. Finite size behavior of the the.j;-J, KHA (v/3 x /3 structure). Dashed line is to highlight the
(TOS) ES and its dependence on boundary conditions are disine spins unit cell.

cussed in sectiol. SectionV| concludes the Article.
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Here, in particular, we restrict ourselvesky/ J; = —1to en-
sure a magnetically ordered ground state on both the trlangu
and kagomé lattice.

a. The triangular lattice.— The ground state of thé, -
Heisenberg model on the triangular lattice (THA) exhibits

Il. MODELS AND METHOD

In this Article we consider the two dimensional spﬁn-
Heisenberg model with both nearest and next-nearest neigl}—
bor interactions .{;-J2), defined by theSU(2) symmetric 2

Hamiltonian at J,/Ji = —1 (at a semiclassical level, i.e. considering
large spinsS > 1/2) the so calledl20° structure. This is
H =] Z Si-S;+Js Z S, Sk (2)  depicted in Figurel (i) and consists of three ferromagnetic
an () sublattices (associated with full breaking of spin rotaéilon-

variance). Spins on the same sublattice are parallel, itndle
HereS; are spinj operators andi, j), ((i, k)) denote respec- angle between spins in different sublattice326°. A possi-
tively nearest neighbor and next-nearest neighbor siteken ble choice of ordering pattern is shown in Figdréspin ori-
lattice. We consider both triangular and kagomé cylindérs entations are denoted asf, ). For spinsS = 1/2 (which is
sizeW x L (Figurel (i) and (iii) respectively) with periodic the case of interest here) quantum fluctuations are notgtron
boundary conditions along the vertical direction. We cleoos enough to destroy the magnetic order and th@° structure
J1 > 0 (antiferromagnetic nearest neighbors interactions) andurvives. One should mention that this remains true at arbi-
Jo < 0 (ferromagneticnext-nearest neighbors interaction). trary J, < 0, as confirmed by spin-wave calculatio2&f30],
Clearly, a large negativé, favors the formation of ferromag- Green'’s function Monte Carlo3[l], series expansions3g],
netic sublattices (cf. Figure(i)(iii)) and magnetic orderd4. tower of states spectroscoplf], and recent DMRG calcula-
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tions [33]. state of @) with high accuracy, even for cylinders with' = 9

b. The kagor@ lattice.— Much less is known about the (for the J;-J> THA) or fully periodic tori. One should also
phase diagram of thé -.J, Heisenberg model on the kagomé mention that inSU (2)-broken phases the large entanglement
lattice (KHA) (cf. Figurel (iii)). At large ferromagnetic ~gap, which divides the TOS ES levels from the rest, reduces
Jo < 0 (in particular at/, /.J; = —1) the ground state exhibits significantly the effective number of states needed to gédt we
magnetic ordea la Neelwith spontaneous breaking 517 (2) converged ground states.
symmetry. The selected ordering pattern is{fex /3 state
(cf. Figurel (iv)). As for the THA (Figurel (ii)), three ferro-
magnetic sublattices are present, although the unit cglh¢h
lighted with the dashed line in the Figure) is now larger (it
contains nine spins).

One should mention that, while it is well established that DPue to its manifest spin rotational invariance, the finiesi
the 3 x +/3 order survives at smalled, (i.e. atJ, > spectrum of®) can be Qecompo_sed into the irreducible repre-
—1) [19), it is still a challenging task to determine the phaseSentations ofU(2), using the eigenvalus of the total spin
diagram of theJ;-J, KHA in the limit J» ~ 0. In particu- S© to label energy levels (and e_|genst_ates). The resulting spi
lar, the nature of the ground state of the pure kagomé HeiserieSelved spectrum shows striking signatures of §ig(2)
berg antiferromagnet (i.e. d = 0, .J; > 0) is still debated. breakmg (happenlng in the thermodynamic limit). Exact di-
Several valence bond crystaB4-40] and spin liquid ground ~ 2gonalization studieslp] demonstrated that ak,/.J; = —1
states #1-53] (both gapless and gapped) have been proposed (_aach spin sectof there is a family of (low-lying) levels,
Remarkably, recent state-of-the-art DMRG calculationgsha Which are clearly separated from the rest by an energy gap
provided robust evidence of a gapp8gtopological spin lig- (at I_eqst for Iarge system_s). These are called qua&degene
uid [54, 55). Interestingly, there is also evidence that the spin@t€ joint states” (QDJS) in Reflf] and form the “tower of

liquid behavior might survive at small positivé, with the  States” (TOS) structure. _ _ _
formation of an extended spin liquid regiosd. The numbeVg of TOS levels in each spin sector is related

c. Entanglement spectrum (ES).—+n order to calculate t(z the N'e\le,I sltate(zjsglectegilr:rlthefthermodynztal_mlc Igln';[t Ror i
the ES we consider the bipartition of the system (cylinder a?r?e,H ee %r ermgf::w WO er[om?hgne Ic su Iamm
in Figure 1) into two equal parts4 and B, using a verti- or the Heisenberg antiferromagneton the square [adid, [

cal cut (dashed line along thedirection in Figurel ()(Gi)). ~ coTesponding to the breaking 6U/(2) down toU(1), im-

As a consequence, the boundary betwdeand B is a cir- plies Ns = 25 + 1. On the,other ha_md, a complete break-
cumference of lengti’. The total subsystem sp? is a ing of SU(2) (for instance Néel ordering with more than two
good “quantum number” for the ES and can be uAsed to |af€rromagnetic sublattices, as for both the THA and KHA, cf.

- ; : Figurel) impliesNg > 25 + 1 [24] (see also below).
bel ES levels (i.e. ES levels are organized i8td(2) mul- ;
tiplets). Equivalently, the entanglement Hamiltonidn; (or Th_fe l'(l'jO? struc#ur? canH be.ltt)bt".’“rr;id as thetlowetst "energy
the reduced density matrix ) exhibits a block structure, each manitold of an eiective mamittoniafii (quan.um op ).'
block corresponding to a differesty sector. which, for Néel order with three ferromagnetic sublatsice

d. Ground state search (DMRG method).—Fhe ground a,b, ¢, reads 16, 64-67]

Ill. TOWER OF STATES SPECTROSCOPY IN SU(2)
BROKEN PHASES

state is obtained in a matrix product state form by using Ho — L(SQ 828282 = ©)
state-of-the-ar§ U (2)-symmetric single-site DMRGH[-59). T onw a b ¢

DMRG (Density Matrix Renormalization Group) is a varia- 1

tional method in the ansatz space spanned by matrix product X_V(Sa ~Sp+Sa - Se+ Sy - Se).

states (MPS). The method allows one to find the ground state ] ) o )

of one-dimensional (1D) systems efficiently even for largeHerex is the spin susceptibility/ the volume (i.e. total num-
system sizes. It has also been successfully applied to twder of sites), an8 (S, ; ) the total spin of the system (sublat-
dimensional (2D) lattices by mapping the short-ranged odice). Notlc_e that one could think 03_Xas an effectlye Heisen-
Hamiltonian exactly to a long-ranged 1D or8[54, 55, 60— berg coupling betwees,, Sy, S., acting as collective dggrees
63. Here, to ensure independence on the actual mapping/ freedom. As the lowest energy manifold &) {s obtained
we performed several calculations using different mapging €h00SingSa = Sy = Sc = V/3x1/2, one readily obt2a|ns the
DMRG computational cost scales roughly exponentially withhumber of TOS levels per spin sectorés = (25+1)° [17].
the entanglement entropy and favors open (OBC) over peri! N€se, according t&3, are degenerate with energy given as
odic boundary conditions (PBC). The conventional compro- 1

mise, taken also by us, is to consider cylinders, i.e. PBC Er(S) = 5585 +1), 4)
along the short direction (circumferenté) and OBC along X

the long direction (lengtli) where boundary effects are less where we neglected the sublattice contributions, keepithg o
important. Computational cost is then dominated exponen$ dependent terms. Plotted as functiong(fS + 1), TOS
tially by W. Exploiting the power of the non-abelian for- levels show the typical “Pisa tower” (linear) structute]
mulation we were able to simulate the systems using up tavith a vanishing (ag/V") “slope”.

5,000 ansatz states, corresponding to roughly 20,000sstate Still, one should think of%) only as the low energy approx-
in an abelian/ (1) DMRG, allowing us to obtain the ground imation of ). To go beyond one can sphit asH = Hr+H’
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FIG. 2. Tower of states (TOS) structure in the ES of the/> kagomé Heisenberg model (KHA) dt/J; = —1. Half-system ES levels

& versusSa(Sa + 1), with S4 the block spin. Symbols are DMRG data for the KHA on a cylindéth W = L/2 = 4 (cf. (a)) and
W = L/2 = 3 (cf. (b)), same scale used on theaxis. Each point corresponds to a degenefdt&2) multiplet 254 + 1 levels). Filled
symbols denote levels building the TOS. Dashed-dotteddite highlight the behavior aS4(S4 + 1). TOS levels are divided from the rest
(levels above the dashed line in the Figure) by an entanglegap. Accompanying numbers are the numbers of TOS ES leRight panels
(c)(d): Enlarged view of the TOS structur@gii) shown respectively in (a) and (b). In eagh sector ES levels are shifted by the value of the
highest level (dotted line in (a)(b)). ES levels are plotigdinst the block spifia. The number of degeneratd/(2) multiplets is reported in
blue. In (d) the arrow is to stress the presence of isolatednpaired) multiplets (see also multipletssat = 7/2).

with H’ a (higher energy) correction 1. Specifically, one IV. ENTANGLEMENT SPECTRA IN SU(2)-BROKEN

hasH’' ~ Hgw, Hsw describing levels immediately above PHASES

the TOS structure. These correspond to spin waves (Gold-

stone modes) and possess a linear dispersion, implying (us- In this section we numerically demonstrate thasii (2)-

ing that momentum is discretized on a finite latticel 4'V)  broken phases the information contained in the energy tower

Hew ~ 1/V/V. As a striking consequence the TOS spec-of states (TOS) is nicely embodied in the lower part of

trum (4) is divided from higher energy levels by an apparentthe ground state entanglement spectrum (TOS-ES correspon-

gap atV — oo. dence). This section is organized as follows. NhA we
Moreover, since in genergHr, H'] # 0, the degeneracy establish the TOS-ES correspondent4 [L5], which is ex-

within each TOS manifold at spi§ (cf. (4)) is partly lifted, pressed as a mapping between the TOS HamiltoRiarand

implying that#r (cf. (3)) has to be modified. Notice that, in the entanglement Hamiltonigd . This is supported numer-

principle, the final degeneracy structure can be predicteghu ically in IV B highlighting TOS structures in the ES of the

group symmetry analysislf]. Remarkably, in the limit of  .J;-J> KHA and THA (atJ>/J; = —1). Our main results are

large system${, can be mapped to the anisotropic “quantumillustrated in Figure2 and3. Finally, the fine structure (TOS

top” [17] substructure) of the TOS-related levels is detailel/ig.

S? (87)? < 1 1 >
Hr = + ———. 5 )
’ 2Vx.1 2V \x  xv ) A. TOS-ES correspondence

HereS* e [—S, 5] is the component of the total spin along It has been suggested recently that in systems breaking a
the third axisz’ of the “quantum top” (not necessarily the ~ continuoussymmetry in the thermodynamic limit the lower
axis in the lab-frame), while; andx denote respectively part of the (ground state) ES has the same structure as the
the parallel and transverse susceptibilities, which measthe ~ TOS energy spectrunifl]. Here we restrict ourselves to the
response to magnetic fields in the plane of the spins and in thgituation of SU(2) symmetry breaking. The correspondence
perpendicular one. Notice that both terms ) ére~ 1/V.  can be expressed as a mapping between an effective entangle-
One has for large system sizgs # |, reflecting the ten- ment Hamiltoniarf{ ; (describing the lower part of the ES)
dency towards magnetic order and the system response band the TOS Hamiltonia#(r. Specifically, one haslff

coming anisotropic. The degeneracy structure of TOS mul-

tiplets is now readily obtained fronb). in the sector with Hp o Hr(4)/ T, ©6)
half-integerS there areS + 1/2 pairs of degenerate multi- where?{ is restricted to the degrees of freedom of subsystem
plets, whereas for integéfone hasS degenerate pairsand an A and 7 ~ v,/\/V is an effective “entanglement tempera-
extra isolated multiplet (corresponding$6” = 0 in (5)). ture”, which reflects the presence of gapless excitatignia (s
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FIG. 3. Tower of states (TOS) structure in the ES of fhe/, Heisenberg model on the triangular lattice (THA}(J: = —1). ES for half

of the system: ES levelsversusSa(Sa + 1), Sa being the total subsystem spin. Symbols are DMRG data fanasts withiW = L/2 = 6

(a) andWW = L/2 =9 (b) (cf. Figurel). Each point corresponds to a degenet®t&2) multiplet 254 + 1 levels). Filled symbols denote
the ES levels forming the TOS. Dashed-dotted line hightighe TOS behavior aS4(Sa + 1). TOS levels are divided from the rest of the
spectrum (levels above the dashed line) by an entanglerapnfltne total number of ES levels in eagh sector is reported in green (numbers
accompanying ES multiplets). Right panel: Enlarged viewhef TOS structures in (a) and (b), ES plotted verSus ES levels at each 4
are shifted by the highest level (dotted lines in (a)(b)hds are guides to the eye as in (a)(b). Accompanying numleaistel the number of
degenerate multiplets.

waves) arising from the breaking of th®l/(2) symmetry  merically in the 2D Heisenberg antiferromagnet on the sgjuar

(hereu, is the spin wave velocity). The behavibg ~ 1/v/V lattice [69-71]. At the level of the ES, these corrections are

originates from the linear dispersion of spin waves and th@ssociated with the TOS structure, while the area law arises

momentum quantization dsv/V on a finite lattice. from ES levels above the entanglement gap. Note that the
From (6) two remarkable properties can be derived. First,entanglement gap is typically large deep i$& (2)-broken

using that{, ~ 1/V (cf. (5)) andTr ~ 1/4/V, one obtains  phase (see sectiod B), implying that the TOS levels give the

that the spacing between the ES levels building the TOS-struglominant contribution to the entanglement entropy, whike t

ture is vanishing a$/+/V in the thermodynamic limit. Ad- area law behavior is recovered only asymptotically for darg

ditionally, including the spin wave contributions in theeegy =~ System sizes.

spectrum, i.e. replacingr — Hr + Hsw, and assuming that

ES levels above the TOS structure are spin wave like, figm (

one obtaing{x as B. DMRG results

He ~ (Hr + How)/TE. (7) . . .
Ji-Jo kagong Heisenberg (KHA).— We start discussing
The behaviord'y ~ 1//V andH,, ~ 1/v/V now suggest the tower of states structures in the ES of the KHAat); =
the formation of a finite gap (in the limit' — oo) between —1. Figure?2 plots the ES (DMRG data) obtained from the
the TOS structure and the higher part of the ES. However, onground state of the KHA on cylinders (cf. Figut€iii)) with
should stress that a logarithmic vanishing of the entangigm fixed aspect ratidV/L = 1/2 andW = 3,4 (respectively
gap, also suggested by field theoretical calculatié@l fan-  center and left panels in Figu®. Total number of spins in
not be excluded. These findings (presence of a finite gap ithe subsystem is given &$V?2 (ES is for half cylinder) and
the ES and the finite size behavior of the TOS structure) havis even (odd) foll” = 4(3). ES levels¢ are plotted versus
been confirmed in Reflf] for the 2D Bose-Hubbard model S4(S4 + 1), S4 being the total spin of subsystem
in the superfluid phase. In each spin sectay 4 a family of low-lying ES multiplets
Finally, it is interesting to discuss how TOS structures af-(each point corresponds to &i/(2) multiplet of degener-
fect the behavior of the entanglement entropy. The fact thaate levels, filled rhombi in Figurg) is well separated from
the low-energy part of2) (and its ground state) can be de- higher levels by a gap. The total number of levels below the
scribed by an effective free bosonic theofy(,, cf. sec- gap (TOS levels) in each sectfi is given as(2S4 + 1)?
tion11l) suggests that an area law behavior should be expectddumbers accompanying ES multiplets in the Figure), cjearl
(cf. [1] and references therein for a discussion of area laws imeflecting the corresponding multiplicity (485 + 1)2) in
free systems). On the other hand, the breaking of a continuhe energy tower of states (cf. sectibh). Also, the lower
ous symmetry gives rise to additive logarithmic correddit;m  part of the TOS levels exhibits the typical TOS behavior as
the entropy 14], which, for instance, have been observed nu-S4(S4 + 1) (see dashed-dotted lines in Figuein agree-



g oo gl o ooo2odooeeo ol the (TOS) multiplets form degenerate pairs (at least in tise fi
8882 988 82 @B e e few S, sectors).
4 8 @02 8o g2 BB @2 Ji-Jo triangular Heisenberg (THA).— Further evidence
4 a 1l ° ] supporting the TOS-ES scenario is provided in Fighicon-
,g A g o2 sidering the 2DJ;-.J; Heisenberg model on the triangular lat-
5 & 8 g2 9 J2 tice (THA). The ground state ordering pattet2(° structure,
5 THA THA KHA cf. Figurel (ii)) contains three ferromagnetic sublattices (full
S W=6 2 w=o 1% w=4 | breaking ofSU(2)) and the same tower of states structure as
= E 2 o esomre 92 for the kagomé is expected.
-4t . O Theory S 2 Figure3 plots DMRG data for the ES of the THA on the
L s s 4 i aarsziper 0 1 2 5 a4 cylinder (at fixed aspect ratid’/L = 1/2 with W = 6 and
Sa S, S, W =9, respectively in panel (a) and (b)). ES is for half of the

cylinder. Notice that we could access larger system sizas th
FIG. 4. TOS entanglement substructures. ES of the Heisgnberfor the kagomé (compare with Figu&. This allows us to
J1-J2 model on the triangular (THA) and kagomé (KHA) lattice: resolve the TOS multiplets (correspondinglt®) ES levels)
ES levels¢ versus the total spitb4 of subsystemA. Each point atS, = 9/2. As for the kagomé ES (cf. Figu® the lower
corresponds to a degenerate’(2) multiplet 254 + 1 levels). Only  part of the ES (filled symbols in the Figure) is divided from
multiplets building the TOS structure are shown. In each sprtor  the rest of the spectrum by an entanglement gap and exhibits
with fixed S4 ES multiplets are shifted by the value of the largest o typical TOS behavior a8, (S4 + 1).

level. Rhombi are the same DMRG data as in Figuiemd 3 panels . .
(c)(d)). The squares denote the (one parameter) fit to tfoedtieal The correctiU/(2) TOS level counting (i.€. number of TOS

2 ; o levels in each spin sectdts) as (254 + 1)? is fully repro-
prediction (cf. 8)) in the limit of large systemsW, L — o). In . .
all panels accompanying numbers denote the number of degene duced. The fine structure of TOS multiplets (TOS substruc-

SU(2) multiplets. ture) is highlighted in Figur&® (c)(d). Remarkably, for odd
number of spins il all TOS levels are organized into pairs
of degenerate multiplets (cf. FiguBe(d)), whereas for even

ment with @) and ). The entanglement gap appears to be®N€S therg is an isola.ted ES multiplgt at .the top of _the struc-

constant as a function of 4 (dashed line denotes levels im- ture (cf. Figure3 (c)), S|g_nal|ng that fmﬁe size co_rrectlons are
mediately above the TOS structure), similarly to what is ob-SOmehow smaller than in the kagomé ES (cf. Figre

served in energy TOS structureé® and in the ES of the 2D

Bose-Hubbard15|.

Interestingly, at each fixed 4 the TOS levels are not ex-
actly degenerate, and further substructures appear, tiefec o
the presence of the second termi). (TOS substructures are /e now analyze quantitatively the structure of the TOS ES
better highlighted in Figur@ (c)(d) showing an enlarged view mqupIets. We start with observing that in the limit of !azrg
of the TOS levels (same DMRG data as in panels (a)(b)). |r?yllnders the effective (_antang]ementHamlltorﬂag describ-
each sectos 4 we shifted the ES by subtracting the value of INd the TOS structure is obtained froi) @nd €) as
the largest level (dashed-dotted and dashed lines aregyuide ) o
to the eye as in panels (a)(b)). Reported numbers correspond Hp Sa (53) ( 1 1 )’ (8)

C. Tower of states entanglement substructures

~

now to the number of degenerafé’ (2) multiplets. vex W oW
According to @) the degeneracy structure in the TOS part
of the ES is the same as that in the energy tower of states. Athere we used thatV ~ IW. While the first term ing) gives
large system sizes aridtegerS4 (i.e. even number of spins the TOS behavior a§4(Sa + 1) (cf. Figure2 and3), with
in A) the TOS ES levels are organized in pairs of degeneraté2S4+1)* degeneratéevels at eacls 4, the second gives rise
multiplets, apart from one isolated multiplet at the topadle  to the substructures in Figubeand3 (c)(d).
S 4 sector. This is clearly supported in Figuitr@anel (c). These are shown in Figureplotting the shifted ES lev-
On the other hand, fdralf-integerS 4 only pairs of degen-  €ls (same DMRG data as in Figuteand3 panels (c)(d)) for
erate multiplets are expected (c§)), Figure2 (d) shows the both the triangular and kagomg-J, Heisenberg model at
TOS ES levels for the kagome cylinder with = 3 (i.e. 27  J2/J1 = —1. Since ES levels in each sectbj are shifted
spins in subsystem). Although a clear tendency towards the Py the value of the Igrgest level, the contribution of thetfirs
formation of pairs is visible (levels at the top of the sturet €M (~ S.4(5a 4 1)) in (8) has to be neglected. Thus, struc-
form pairs, while in panel (c) one has one isolated mult)plet tures appearing in Figuréare described by [(5% )% + so),
some deviations are observed. For instance (see arrow4n Figeinga ~ (x| — x1)/(vsWx1x)), andso = 0(—1/4) for
ure 2 (d)), one has in the sector withy = 3/2 four SU(2)  integer(half-integer) values ¢f4.
multiplets, but only two form a pair. Similarly, in the secto ~ This scenario is confirmed fitting TOS levels in Figure
with S4 = 7/2 two isolated multiplets are visible. Sincg)( to oz[(Sj{)2 + sol, with « the only fitting parameter. For the
is valid only in the asymptotic (i.e. largé) regime, these de- THA (including in the fit only the ES towers with4 < 3)
viations have to be understood as finite size effects. Indeed is « =~ 0.21, while for W = 9 (now including all the ES
we checked that df” = 5 (i.e. 75 spins in subsystem) all levels withS4 < 9/2) one obtaingy ~ 0.12. Notice that it is

XL X



0.12/0.21 ~ 0.6 ~ 2/3, supporting the behaviar ~ 1/W 08 o (b) g 0856) i |
(cf. (8) and sectiorVV). For the KHA (W = 4) a similar fit ” ° 8 (@) " ’ =
givesa =~ 0.17, (only ES levels withS4 < 3 were fitted). Re- & ¢ e °r i o
sults of the fit are shown in Figureas squares and are in ex- 2 o . 2 . 1
cellent agreement with the DMRG data. Also, the agreemen® 0 R | 0t
is better at larger system sizes (compare in FiguRMRG E A, A 0 o " Soap ¢ o” 1
data for the THA alV = 9 andW = 6), confirming that §) 21 ¢ x ° G
holds in the asymptotic reginié — oo. g [5 Zf ~ | T |

| — O KHAJ,-J,

dsi o THAJ-J,
V. FINITE SIZE AND BOUNDARY EFFECTS IN TOS o5 0 o0z o4 % oz o4
STRUCTURES SA(S,*1) W /W

&J]G. 5. Finite size scaling of the entanglement gapand the tower

One crucial consequence of the correspondence betwe of states spacing in the J;-J> Heisenberg model on the kagome

TOS_and _en_tanglem_ent spectra,_ acco_rdmngo i that the (KHA) and triangular (THA) lattice (atz/J; = —1). DMRG data
spacing within low-lying ES multiplets is- 1/\/7 ~ /W, for the ES of half the system (cylindrical geometry as in Fégiwith
Oppositely, the entanglement gap between the TOS part anfleq aspect ratiéV/L = 1/2). (a) Pictorial definitions of entangle-
the rest of the spectrum remains finite in the thermodyment gap and tower level spacing:is the “distance” between the
namic limit (or vanishes logarithmically, cf. the discussi two lowest levels in the ES (here respectively in the secfors= 0
in sectionlVV A). These features are numerically demonstrateéndSa = 1). A, is the gap between the TOS structure and higher
inVA. ES levels in theS4 = 0 sector. (b)Ao as function ofl /W the gap
The effect of boundary conditions on TOS structures is in4s finite in the limit1¥” — oo. Dotted lines are fits tol + B/W.
stead discussed i B, by examining the ES of thd-.J The extrapolated value.s fOft are shown as crosses. .(c) Vanlshlng
KHA on the torus. The most notable consequence of the torug';éhgvfx"g;féi\t’glisziﬁ:jne@ dIE)/t;g;h—er;ngi%???;;;é?&él;-?n?e\gjoelf
geometry is Fhat the number of boundaries be_twe_en th? tw nd half-integeiS4. §/dS% plotteAd vers:usl/W. Dotted lines are
subsystems is doubled. However, although this gives rise tg¢ t0 A/ W
guantitative differences compared to the cylinder geoynetr
qualitative features (i.e. TOS behavior 85(S4 + 1) and
TOS multiplets counting) remain unchanged, signaling theS

bulk origin of the TOS structures 4(Sa +1)|,- Clearly, this is vanishing for infinite cylinders

(W — o0). The expected behavior ~ 1/VV ~ 1/W
(cf. (8)) is fully confirmed for theJ;-J> THA (rhombi in the

A. Entanglement gap & TOS level spacing: finite size scaling Figure, dotted line is a fit tel /W), while for the.J;-J» KHA
analysis the scenario is less robust due to residual parity effects.

The structure of the lower part of the ES (TOS structure)
can be characterized using the entanglement/gaand the  B. Periodic boundary conditions: ES of the KHA on the torus
tower of states level spacing[15). These are defined picto-
rially in Figure5 (a). More formally,§ is the “distance” be- Boundary conditions, in particular number of boundaries
tween the two lowest levels in the sectors with = 0,1 (re-  between the two subsystems, can affect dramatically the ES
spectivelyS4 = 1/2,3/2for S4 halfinteger),i.ed = —&  (and the entanglement entropies). For instance, in gapped
with &, the lowest ES level in the sector wify = 0. This  (non-topological) one dimensional and two dimensionat sys
is also a measure of the “slope” of the TOS structure. The entems the ES is a boundary local quantidy 15] and a change
tanglement gap\, measures, instead, the separation betweein the number of boundaries leads to quantitative and gualit
the TOS structure and the higher ES levels. Since it dependfye changes in the ES. It is interesting to clarify the effefc
weakly onS, (cf. Figure2 and3), here we consider the gap boundary conditions on the TOS structures outlinet/inTo
Ayg in the lowest spin sectorS(y = 0(1/2) for integer (half-  this purpose here we consider the ES of theJ, KHA on
integer)Sa,). the torus.

Figure5 (b) plots A, as function of the boundary length  This is illustrated in Figureés (ES for half-torus, DMRG
2 < W < 9for both the kagome and trianguldy-J> Heisen-  data at/,/.J; = —1). Data points are for both’ = 3 and
berg model {>/.J1 = —1). The ES is for half of the sys- I/ = 4 (at fixed aspect ratiti’/ L = 1/2, respectively (a) and
tem and data is DMRG for cylinders with fixed aspect ra-(b) in Figure6). The main features of low-lying ES multiplets
tio W/L = 1/2. For both models the extrapolation to infi- are the same as in the cylindrical geometry (compare Figure
nite cylinders (assuming the behavigh/V ~ 1/W) (dotted  with Figure?2). The linear behavior of the ES as function of
lines) suggests a finite value (crosses in the Figur&ypofsee, S4(S4 + 1) (Pisa tower structure) is clearly visible and an
however, the discussion IV A). apparent gap divides the low-lying ES multiplets from thet.re

Figure5 (c) showss versusl /. In order to avoid parity The number of levels building the TOS sector with fixgg
effects (inV) we plotd/dS?, with dS% = Sa(Sa+1)|, —  isgivenag2S4 + 1)? (i.e. as for kagomé cylinders).



g § 81 F é § e VI. CONCLUSIONS & OUTLOOK
10 ¢ 10§ g e
g /,_3@1 © e ¢ ’,Z@*‘ In this Article we studied thegyround stateentanglement
; - §o 18 5? 820 | spectrum inSU (2)-broken phases. We considered the two
o 87 Wed &> dimensionalJ,-J; Heisenberg model on both the triangu-
il 1 & 1 lar and kagomé lattice, restricting ourselves to antifierag-
. (@ ¢ ToSlevels o (b) | ‘ w=3 netic(ferromagnetic); (J2) and.Jo/J; = —1.
0 5 10 15 20 0 5 0 15 On both lattices the ground state of the model displays mag-
SalSatD) SaSa+1) netic order (andbU (2) symmetry breaking, in the thermody-
w 5 B B B B ofe & & o] r]a_mic _Iimit). _This is associated with the appearance in the
u osh ¢ o p g; & © @©o finite size (spln_-re_solved) energy spectrum of a speciat typ
g | of low-lying excitations, forming the so called tower of t&s
o ar o g2 T 8 g 2 (TOS). The TOS structure is divided from the higher part of
g el 1 g owee the spectrum (at least for large system sizes) by an energy
. ] gap. The number of TOS energy levels in each spin settor
= 21(€)  w=4 2] 2fd)  w=s 92 reflects the selected symmetry breaking pattern, and isigive
o 1 2 3 a4 12 a2 52 72 as(2S +1)2.
Sa Sa In this work we demonstrated that this structure is reflected

in the lower part of theground stateES. Precisely, the ES
FIG. 6. ES of the kagomd,-J> Heisenberg model (KHA) on  exhibits families of low-lying levels, which are dividecbfn
the torus. Data is DMRG af>/J1 = —landW = L/2 = 3,  the rest by arentanglement gamnd form a TOS-like struc-
EVS.: fL/Qh :lf4f(r¢haspect|velé£?nelzs(?) a”(;j (b) in thﬁ Flggre). The tyre. The number of TOS levels in a given (subsystem) spin
Is for half of the torus: ES levessplotted versus the subsystem gqciqrg s (25, + 1)2, clearly reflecting the correspondin
spinsSa(Sa+1). Filled rhombi denote the tower of states (TOS) ES countingin t(he gnerg))/ "I'OS. l\%oreover f?nite size berr)lavibrsgo

levels. The numbers are the total numbers of TOS levels in sec- | Ivi S| | b d di fth
tor S The dashed-dotted line highlights the linear behaviothwi [OW-1ying ES levels can be understood in terms of the energy

respect taS4 (S + 1) of TOS levels). The dashed line marks the TOS. All these features can be expressed quantitatively as a
higher part of the ES. (c)(d) Enlarged view of TOS structufg®S ~ Mapping between the low-lying structure (excitations)ref t

ES levels (same data as in (a)(b)) shifted by the value ofitjieest ~ physical Hamiltoniari{ and of the entanglement Hamiltonian
level (dotted line in (a)(b)) plotted versi$s . The squares denote the H g (expressed by formula)).

(one parameter) fit to the expected result in the Iarge vol_ilm'e(cf. On the methodological side, our results suggest that en-
formula @)). The number of degenerad/(2) multiplets is shown  tanglement (tower of states) spectroscopy, combined with
in blue. SU (2)-symmetric DMRG, could be used as a tool for charac-

terizingSU (2)-broken phases. Finally, we would like to men-
tion that an intriguing research direction originatingrfr¢his
work would be to investigate how the TOS structure evolves
in the J;-J> kagomé Heisenberg model as the= 0 pointis
approached. In particular, it would be interesting to chima
The effective entanglement Hamiltoniaty: describing the ize how the low-lying ES levels rearrange to reflect the onset

TOS structure is given byj. This is demonstratedin Figuée  of the Z; spin liquid found in p4, 55].

(c,d). ES levels (only TOS levels are shown) are plottedugers

the block spinS 4. Each ES tower (at fixefl 4) was shifted by

subtracting the contribution of the largest level (in thetsr). VIl.  ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
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