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Spin entanglement entropy and number fluctuations in the BCS ground state
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We study the entanglement between the spin components of the Bardeen-Cooper-Schrieffer (BCS)
ground state by calculating the corresponding von Neumann entropy and obtaining the full entan-
glement spectrum. This spin entanglement entropy is jointly proportional to the number of electrons
about the Fermi surface, the pairing energy, and the variance in particle number. The entanglement
spectrum is approximated by a canonical distribution of non-interacting fermions at a temperature

equal to the BCS critical temperature.
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Bipartite entanglement in a pure state, say pAf =
|1) (1], arises from quantum correlations between subsys-
tem partitions A and B. Due to these correlations mea-
surements performed on one partition, say A, exhibits
fluctuations of purely quantum character X These fluctua-
tions are completely characterized by the reduced density
operator pA = trg p*P that is obtained by a statistical
averaging over a complete set of states belonging to B.
Quantifying entanglement in pA? involves measuring the
degree of uncertainty of the underlying probability dis-
tribution over projections onto the Schmidt states of p?
(that is, the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of the reduced
density operator). A popular scalar measure used for this
purpose is the von Neumann entanglement entropy

S(p?) = —trptInp, (1)

which is identical to the Gibbs entropy associated with
the probability distribution {p;} = specp?. Alterna-
tively, the full eigenvalue spectrum of p may be used as a
measure of entanglement in pure states, because compar-
isons with effective thermal distributions can sometimes
provide additional physical insight.2

Many recent studies of entanglement entropy in many-
particle systems focus on correlations between spatial
partitions® This emphasis may be based on the current
design of quantum computers that manipulate entangled
qubits that are separated in space. However, the more
general idea of entanglement as a manifestation of quan-
tum correlations makes studies of entanglement under
other partitioning schemes valuable in the understand-
ing of interacting systems. For instance, a general scheme
for the computation of modewise entanglement entropy
that is relevant to the system discussed here has been
derived for bosonic '™ and fermionic®? Gaussian states.
One of the main conclusions in these papers is that the
analysis of mode entanglement in such Gaussian states
can be reduced to an analysis of two-mode (pair-wise)
entanglement.

In this paper, we calculate the entanglement entropy
present between the spin components of an electron sys-
tem with pair interactions. In particular, we partition the
ground state of a mean-field Bardeen-Cooper-Schrieffer
(BCS) modelY into spin-up and spin-down subsystems
and compute the von Neumann entropy in the result-

ing reduced state. Due to the pairing mechanism be-
tween electrons of opposite spin and momenta, this spin-
entanglement entropy (spin-EE) is non-zero in the BCS
ground state. Previously, the entanglement between two
spins in the BCS state has been studied? 14 by comput-
ing the concurrence between electrons of opposite spin.
Closest to our work is a general calculation for the mode-
wise entanglement in a pure Gaussian state,® of which the
BCS ground state is an example. However, our main goal
in this paper is to investigate the dependence of the to-
tal spin-EFE on the relevant parameters of the model: the
pairing energy A (which depends on the electron-phonon
coupling strength) and the number of single particle or-
bitals g(0) in the vicinity of the Fermi energy p (which
depends on the mean number of electrons).

Our investigation begins with a brief review of the BCS
model, with an emphasis on essential features that are
relevant to the generation of ground state entanglement.
We then construct a thermal model of non-interacting
fermions that allow us to treat the statistical effects of
pair formation and annihilation in the reduced single
component state as resulting from effective thermal exci-
tations. Next, we calculate the total spin entanglement
entropy in the BCS state and discuss its simple relation-
ship with the pairing energy, the number of electrons
forming Cooper pairs, and the number fluctuations in
the ground state.

Model—We consider here the model BCS hamiltonian

I
H= Z fkcltgcka —A Z(CLTCEM + C—kiCkT) (2)
ko k

The electron orbital energy &x = ex — p is measured with
respect to the Fermi energy i and the pairing energy A is
approximated to be independent of electron wavevector.
The prime in the second sum means that only electrons
with energy within the Debye shell & € [—ep, ep] inter-
act attractively to form Cooper pairs (the Debye energy
ep is the phonon energy scale). The mean-field hamil-
tonian H is bilinear in fermion operators and therefore
its eigenstates are fermionic Gaussian states.®? Entan-
glement in these states can therefore be calculated from
the reduced correlation functions of the model 42

The ground state of the hamiltonian H is the BCS



wavefunction

IBCS) = (X) (ui + vieefpc 1)) [00). (3)
k

This is a linear superposition of all possible occupancies
of Cooper k-pairs |nxtn_x| )k, where ux (vk) is the prob-
ability amplitude for the k-pair orbital being unoccupied
(occupied). Inside the Debye shell

2 _ 1 €k
Jorcl* = 1= Juse|?, (5)

while outside this shell v |* = 1 (Jo|> = 0) for & < —A
(£ > +A). The quantity |vy|” is also interpreted as the
probability px that the orbital |nktn_k) )k is occupied.

The orbital |nitn_k})x in eq. (3) is labeled by the
wavevector of the spin-up electron of the Cooper pair. In
this form, the BCS wavefunction is manifestly Schmidt
decomposed with respect to the different spin compo-
nents. This observation is important because it implies
that the reduced density operator p' = tr 1 pTt is diagonal
in the Fock basis of spin-up electron orbital occupancies.
This fact greatly simplifies the analysis of spin entangle-
ment in the |BCS) state.

The full density operator p™ = |BCS)(BCS| for the
BCS ground state is

pT* = &) et [00)1c (0] + vicvje [11)1c (115
kk’
+ ukvl’i/|00>k<11|k/ + Uk“lt"11>k<00|k’- (6)

Averaging over all possible occupancies of spin-down elec-
trons gives the reduced density operator for the spin-up
electrons

ph =ty p™ = Q) lusc[0) (O + Jorc* 1) (Le. (7)
k

This reduced density operator p! = R p;r( acts on a ten-
sor product space that consists of the independent state
spaces of spin-up electrons, each labeled by the wavevec-
tor k.

Entanglement spectrum and effective thermal model.—
The entanglement spectrum spec p! consists of the set of
all probabilities {|u|”, [vi|*} (Fig. . We observe that
the spectrum is qualitatively similar to the probability
distribution of orbital occupancies in a non-interacting
fermion gas at thermal equilibrium (unit occupancy deep
within the Fermi surface, zero occupancy far outside it,
and a smooth transition of width A ~ 3;1). The one-
to-one mapping between the spin entanglement spectrum
and the Boltzmann weights of a non-interacting fermion
gas may be done directly or by the method of correlation
functions ™ Either gives
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FIG. 1. (Color online) Entanglement spectrum of the spin-
partitioned BCS ground state. Discontinuities at +ep have
been smoothed out.

Unfortunately, this mapping does not have a solution for
a reciprocal temperature (3, independent of £. However,
an approximate [, that reproduces the features of the
entanglement spectrum can be made by requiring the
mapping to hold identically at & = A. Doing so leads
to the effective reciprocal temperature

G-

This approximation is good in the vicinity of the Fermi
surface § € [—A,A] where entanglement is greatest
(Fig. [2).

We remark that the effective temperature describing
entanglement between the spin components is approx-
imately equal to the BCS critical temperature 5. =
we~ 7 /A, v being the Euler-Mascheroni constant.*® This
correspondence suggests that the difference between the
entanglement entropy of the BCS ground state and the
unentangled normal metal state may be physically inter-
preted as a measure analogous to the difference in free
energy between the superconducting and normal phases.

Finally, we notice the approximate relation

T V241
— =~ lIn ~ 1.76, 10
e (ﬁl) (10

which may be of interest to number theorists.

Entanglement entropy—The total spin entanglement
entropy in the BCS state ST = —trp'Inp' is a sum of
contributions 0 < Slt < In2 from each k-orbital in the
Debye shell:

ST:ZST:—Ztrpllan. (11)
Kk Kk

In the thermodynamic limit, the spin-EE is given by
the integral

1
/BeEZIH

S0t = = [ {Iuel* tnuel? + ol ue]* } t€) e
’ (12)
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FIG. 2. (Color online) The entanglement spectrum (solid line)
is comparable to the Boltzmann weights of a non-interacting
fermion gas at reciprocal temperature S. ~ 1.76/A (dashed
line).

where the density of states g(£) can be calculated from
the bare dispersion relation k. The total spin-EE can
be calculated exactly when the pairing energy is much
smaller than the Debye and Fermi energies, A < ep < p,
so that ¢g(£) ~ ¢(0) within the Debye shell and the limits
of the integral can be extended to +oo. This approxi-
mation is justified by the fact that the partial entangle-
ment entropy S¢ is peaked about the Fermi surface with a
width of the order of A (Fig.|3). Evaluating the integral
gives

ST = g(0)rA ~ (N)?/37A. (13)

Here (V) is the average number of electrons in the BCS
ground state. Hence, the entanglement entropy ST is pro-
portional to the number of electron orbitals on the Fermi
surface and we have an “area” lawll for entanglement
entropy between the two spin sectors. This result means
that the main contributors to the spin-EE are the elec-
trons occupying a thin shell of width ~ 2A about the
Fermi energy (Fig.|3). This particular example of entan-
glement arising from Cooper pairing within the Debye
energy shell has similarities to the valence bond entan-
glement entropy, which is a measure of the number of
spin-singlets shared between spatial partitions in a va-
lence bond state.t®

Furthermore, the simple result shows that the
spin-EE is proportional to the pairing energy A. This is
a clear demonstration of how interactions between spin
components lead to entanglement in a many-body sys-
tem. When the coupling between spin-up and spin-down
electrons vanishes at the superconductor-normal metal
transition (A — 0) the ground state entanglement van-
ishes also. Additionally, since the total spin-EE is a sum
over independent partial terms, we expect a scaling rela-
tionship similar to eq. to hold even when the pairing
energy A depends on the wavevector k, as long as Ay
slowly varies within the Debye shell.

Number fluctuations.—The reduced spin-up electron
state p; is a statistical operator over Fock states and
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FIG. 3. (Color online) Density of states weighted entangle-
ment entropy of energy orbitals. The density of states used
here g(¢) = (€ + p)/? corresponds to a dispersion relation
quadratic in momentum. The total spin-EE is dominated by
the contributions of orbitals in the vicinity of the Fermi en-

ergy.

the number of spin-up electrons IV} therefore fluctuates
in the ground state. The variance in spin-up electron
number is equal to

of = tr[(Ny = (N9)Ppr] = ) e Jow*. (14)
k

In the same approximation A < ep < p used to calcu-
late Sy, we find

0% ~ Lg(0)TA, (15)

which is one-fourth of the number variance of all elec-
trons 0¥, = g(0)mA (orbitals are either doubly occupied
or unoccupied in |BCS)). We therefore find the remark-
able result that the spin-EE and the number fluctuations
in the BCS state are equal: Sy = U%i = 40%. This re-
lationship can be interpreted physically as follows: Pair
interactions controlled by A lead to number fluctuations
in the BCS ground state. Thus, electrons in the ground
state are gained and lost in pairs of opposite spin. This
correlated fluctuation in the number of electrons of op-
posite spin leads to uncertainty in the determination of
the reduced states py and p;. This uncertainty in turn
gives rise to a non-vanishing ground state entanglement
entropy.

The proportionality between entanglement entropy
and subsystem number fluctuations has been explored
previously in spatially-partitioned fermion gases and
other conformal field theories ™ 2! However, the mecha-
nism behind the number fluctuations in these latter ex-
amples is the gain/loss of particles from one spatial parti-
tion to another, and not the population/depopulation of
electron orbitals as in the spin-partitioned BCS state dis-
cussed here. Clearly, the nature of subsystem partitions
(whether spatial boundaries or not) is irrelevant to the
generation of a statistical quantity such as entanglement
entropy.



Concluding remarks.— We have completely character-
ized the entanglement shared between the spin compo-
nents in the BCS ground state. The reduced states
are mixed and described by a probability distribu-
tion of occupancies that is similar to that of an effec-
tive non-interacting fermion gas at thermal equilibrium.
We demonstrated that the temperature of the effective
canonical ensemble is equal to the critical temperature
B = A~ 'In[(2Y/2 +1)/(2'/2 —1)] =~ 1.76/A. Also,
we have calculated the spin entanglement entropy in
IBCS) and showed that it is proportional to the num-
ber of electrons about the Fermi surface. Finally, we
provided quantitative arguments that the spin-EE in the
BCS states arises from ground state number fluctuations.

In general, the entanglement entropy is a measure of
the number of correlated degrees of freedom across a par-
tition weighted by the strength of correlations. The sim-

ple example provided by the BCS ground state illustrates
this in a very simple manner. Some of the results pre-
sented here do not appear to be sensitive to the particu-
lar model in consideration. If the effective distribution of
electron (or effective electron) occupancies possesses the
following qualitative features: (i) unit occupation deep
within the Fermi sphere, (ii) zero occupation far above
the Fermi sphere, and (iii) a smooth transition of width
~A about the Fermi energy, then one can expect that
the entanglement entropy will scale as ~ g(0)mA.
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