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In our two preceding papers we studied bipartite composite boson (or quasiboson) sys-
tems through their realization in terms of deformed oscillators. Therein, the entanglement
characteristics such as the entanglement entropy and purity were found and expressed, for
both one-quasiboson and more complex states, through the parameter of deformation. In this
work we initiate an analogous study of composite fermions for two major cases: (i) “boson +
fermion” composites; (i) “deformed-boson + fermion” composites. Both the entanglement
entropy and purity of composite fermions are dealt with, their dependence on the relevant
parameters established, and for some particular two- or three-mode cases depicted graphi-
cally. In a few special cases the entanglement entropy turns out to be constant Sy = In2 (or
In3) or Sy = 0, while in the rest of the cases which we considered it varies between zero and
In2 (or In3).
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1 Introduction

Composite fermions (CFs) play significant role in modern quantum physics. Suffice it to mention
few distinct instances of CFs: one taken from the domain of condensed matter physics, namely
quasiparticles involved in the theory of fractional quantum Hall effect ﬂ], the other two — baryons
and pentaquarks — belong to the realm of high energy physics @@] In this paper we focus on the
composite fermions with algebraic realization in two relatively simple cases: the first one involves,
as the constituents, pure fermion and pure boson, while the second one concerns composites of
pure fermion and a deformed boson, the description of the latter being taken in rather general
form.

Not less important are the composite bosons (quasi-bosons, cobosons) i.e. non-elementary
Bose-like systems or (quasi—léparticles built from two or more constituent particles. These are as
well widely encountered @, @] in modern quantum physics, both theoretical and experimental.
Among quasibosons there are excitons, cooperons, positronium, mesons, diquarks or tetraquarks,
odd-odd or even-even nuclei, atoms, etc. In our preceding works ﬂﬂ, ES] we focused on the case
of bipartite (two-component) composite bosons of two types: “fermion + fermion” and “boson
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+ boson” ones such that their creation and annihilation operators are given through the typical
ansatz,

Al =Y orafbl, A, => b, (1)
uv v

with aL and b], the creation operators for the (distinguishable) constituents which can be taken
as either both fermionic or both bosonic. In [13, [14] it was shown that the composite bosons of
particular form (corresponding to an appropriate matrices ) can be realized, in algebraic sense,
by suitable deformed bosons (deformed oscillators). Note that, with such realization in mind, one
can then construct certain deformed Bose gas model which serves for an effective description ]
of the non-Bose like behavior of two-particle correlation function intercepts of the pions 7+ and 7~
(also known as quark-antiquark composites) produced in the experiments on Heavy ion collisions
at RHIC.

An important concept used in quantum information theory, quantum communication and tele-
portation ﬂﬂ, ], is the notion of entanglement or quantum correlatedness between the constituents
of composite particle or another composite system. This concept was recently actively studied
just in the context of quasi-bosons , , é] Among the measures or witnesses characteriz-
ing the degree of entanglement, most widely used are the entanglement entropy and purity (=
inverse of the Schmidt number) ﬂﬁ, @] The measures of entanglement between components of
quasi-boson quantify to what extent or accuracy the quasiboson approaches the properties of true
boson .

For the composite bosons realizable by deformed oscillators it is possible to directly link ]
the relevant parameter of deformation with the entanglement characteristics of the composite
boson. Then, the characteristics (or measures) of bipartite entanglement with respect to a- and
b-subsystems, see the ansatz (II), can be found explicitly [11], and given through the deformation
parameter: for single composite boson, for multi-quasiboson states, and for a coherent state
corresponding to such quasi-bosons.

It is of importance to know what is the influence of system’s energy on the (variation of)
quantum correlation and/or quantum statistics properties of the system under study. The energy
of a quasi-boson differs from the energy of the respective ideal boson, and the difference (including
quasiboson bound states energy) essentially depends on the quasi-boson’s entanglement, and thus
the latter clearly shows the deviation from bosonic behavior. Let us note in this context that
the entanglement-energy relation is relevant to quantum information research, quantum commu-
nication, entanglement production ﬂﬂ], quantum dissociation processes ﬂﬁ], particle addition or
subtraction ﬂﬁ, ] In the case of composite bosons (quasi-bosons) it was explored in ﬂﬂ], and a
number of interesting observations was obtained.

In this work we explore an alternative type of composites — the composite fermions. Since
the entanglement entropy S.,; is of primary interest, we below, after appropriate analysis of the
realization issue, pay our main attention to finding the entanglement entropy Se,; characterizing
the composite fermion systems. Our treatment is performed for the one composite fermion states
(for comparison, the respective results for one quasi-boson states are also briefly sketched). In
some analogy with the case of quasi-bosons, we take the composite fermions as bipartite systems
realized in terms of mode-independent fermionic oscillators (such independence is understood
in fermionic sense). Let us also note that the other entanglement measure — purity — will be
considered, where appropriate, as well.

Let us emphasize that the investigation in this paper concern a single (or isolated) composite
fermion states, not many-fermion system in some region of space. Accordingly, the considered



entanglement and its entropy incorporate the two parties (two constituents) of the bipartite com-
posite fermion. Just these features make our approach and analysis basically different from some
recent works on the entanglement entropy of a system of free or composite fermions, see e.g. ﬂﬂ, @],
where the size of subsystem played basic role, and the very entanglement was viewed in a way
fully different from ours.

The paper is organized as follows. A sketch of main aspects on quasi-bosons is given in Sec. 2
Major part contained in Sections deals with composite fermions. First of all, we perform the
analysis of algebraic realization of composite fermions by means of (deformed) fermionic oscillators.
Then, the entanglement entropy of such (one-particle) CF states is explored in Sec. @6l Modified
CFs — those composed of fermion and deformed boson are analyzed in Sec. Bl The purity witness
of bipartite entanglement of CF state is considered as well, see Section [4. The paper is concluded
with short discussion of the essence of the obtained results, of some implications and possible
developments.

2 Quasi-bosons formed as two-fermion (two-boson) com-
posites

Let us recall main facts on the composite bosons realized by the set of independent modes of
deformed bosons (deformed oscillators), given by the defining deformation structure function p(n).
At the algebraic level the quasiboson operators A,, Al and the number operator N, satisfy on
the states the same relations as the corresponding deformed oscillator creation/annihilation and
occupation number operators:

ALAa = SO(Na)a (2)
[Aa, AL] = 0ap (9(Na + 1) — 0(N,)), (3)
[Na, AL = 60 AL,  [Na, Ag] = —0apAs. (4)

Here Kronecker deltas reflect mode independence. Such realization implies NE, @] that the struc-
ture function p(n) involves discrete deformation parameter f and is quadratic in the occupation
number n (set kK = +1):

_ f f oo _ 2 _
gp(n)—<1+/{§>n KN, f—a, m=1,223,..., (5)
while the matrices ®, are of the form
®, = Uy(d,) diag{o..o, VI2Ua(m), o..o}Ug(db). (6)

Note that the state of one composite boson,

Wa)=) Wa,)®b,), la,) = afj0), |b,) =00, (7)

is in general bipartite entangled relative to the states of two constituent fermions (or two bosons).
The extent of entanglement can be measured by the well-known witnesses: Schmidt rank,
Schmidt number or its inverse — purity, entanglement entropy and concurrence ﬂa, ] As it was
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proven in ], the entanglement entropy in the case of one composite boson has the form

Sent = In(m) = In 2 (8)

f
For the multi-quasibosonic states the respective extended results were also obtained, see ﬂﬂ, @]
Purity P is yet another popular witness of entanglement (see ﬂﬁ, @]) being the inverse P =
1/K of Schmidt number K. Note that the pumt is exploited in connection with the issue of
entanglement creation using scattering processes ] (for others contexts see @ . For the
entangled system such as one quasiboson, purity is connected ﬂﬂ] with the deformation parameter

m = % as follows:

1 . 1
P=3"M=—, or P=Tr(pf?=Tr(p")*=—. (9)

3 Composite fermions build as boson-fermion composites

Now consider the composite fermions which are composed of pure boson (or deformed boson) and
pure fermion. The CFs’ creation, annihilation operators are given by the same “ansatz” as in (),
where, this time, aL,aH — respectively creation and annihilation operators for the constituent
bosons (deformed or not) and b}, b, — those for the constituent fermions, with usual anticommu-
tation relations for the latter. Suppose that different modes of deformed bosons are independent.
Then, we obtain the following commutation and defining relations for the operators of constituent
bosons (deformed or not), and fermions (nf, denotes the particle number operator for deformed
bosons in p-mode):

Tau = X(na)§
! a {bw bl } = 51/1/’;
{am ]] ' e (X(n +1) = x(nf));  [af,,al,] = 0; { Bl =

(here deformation structure function x(n) corresponds to general case of deformed constituent
boson; for non-deformed i.e. usual boson x(N) = N).

Remark that the normalization of the deformed boson states, because of auaL = x(nf, +1),
implies x(1) = 1. The CFs are supposed to be independent (in the fermionic sense). We also
suppose them to behave on the states as deformed particles with structure function ¢(N). Having
defined the particle number operator for CFs as Ny = No(AlAq, A AL, nf,nb) we infer the
relations

{Al, AL} ~ 0, (10)
AL Ao = o(No), (11)
{Aa, AF} = Saplp(Na +1) + o(Na)), (12)
[Na, Al] = 6,5 AL, (13)
where the sign ~ (of weak equality) means equality on the states, namely
GG & (G-G)AI .. AL 10)=0 Vm>0. (14)



The first requirement (I0) holds automatically and moreover in the strict sense:

{AflL ALY = o ol™ (bl al, al 0], } = @20k b, [af, 0l ] = 0. (15)

v QO Apus Ay

As a consequence we come to the fermionic nilpotency property
(Al =o0. (16)

The next requirement eq. ([I2)) can be rewritten as a system of equations

{ {Aa, ADYAT AL 0) =0, a8, a7
{Aa, ALHAD™0) = [p(Na + 1) + (N)J(AL)™[0),  m =0,1.
Then, the anticommutator yields
{Aa, AL} = Z D®! )" [x(nft1)— +Z Oa0!) M al a,— > BETRL [ (niA1)—x(n)]bl, b,
pvv!
(18)
Using the normalization of structural matrices
Tr(®®}) = dag, (19)
we calculate (I2) on the vacuum state:
X(1) = x(0)]0as]0) = daple(1) +(0)]10) = (1) =x(1) =1L
For convenience, introduce the notation
k
Apx(nt) =Y (D) Cix(nt +1), k=0,1,.., (20)

=0

where C!, — binomial coefficients. The first few terms of the sequence {Ax} are

Aox(ng) = x(ny),  Aix(ng,) = x(nj,+1) —x(n;), Aax(ny) = x(n),+2) — 2x(nj,+1) + x(n},).

Then, the following useful relations for A,y do hold:

[AkX(nZ)u CLL] = aLAk-l-lX(nZ)?
[Aux(ng), Al = @ albl Apix(nf).

Using (20)) the expression for the anticommutator {A4,, A;} in ([I8) can be rewritten as

{Aq, AL} = Z Bl ) A (nf) + 3 (@501 ) al a, — 3 BB b, A (0.

o pv’!

The latter for the case of nondeformed constituent boson (x(n) = n) with the use of ([I9]) reduces
to

{Aaa AE} = 5aﬁ + Z((I)ﬁq):g)ﬂ'ﬂa;f/au - Z(q)gq)ﬁ)yylbl’bu- (21)

pr! vv!



We also need the commutators
la,, Al] = Z BEYHTArx(nf),
[b b AlX Zq)mm lei vy (AlX(nZ)+5uu1Al+1X(nZ)) 5uu1bylb Al—i—lX(nZ)}'

Hivi

Besides, we calculate the commutator

[{Aa, ALY, AL = 37 [(@58] )08 — (@, @1)" 15 af, b, (Arx () + Gy Dox () +

@y 00y
Hp1vy
+ ) ORTL e alpl b, b Aoy (ng). (22)
n278%1
Its nondeformed analog (when x(n) = n) is
[{Aa, AL}, ATl = (95010, — @, 01 d5)" alb]. (23)

5%
Setting in (22) o = f = v we get
{Aa, ALY All=0 = {A,, AL} (AD)™0) = (A)™]0), m=0,T.

On the other hand, using the relation ([I3]) (which needs a verification afterwards) we calculate
the corresponding r.h.s. according to ([I2]):

[p(Na + 1) + o(Na)](AL)™]0) = [p(m + 1) + (m))(AL)™[0),  m =0,1.
The second requirement in system (I7)) now takes the form (note that there should be ¢(0) = 0)
pm+1)+om)=x(1)=1, m=01 = ¢(2)=0

This is similar to fermionic structure function. Then, the r.h.s. of (I2) on the states commutes
with Al and therefore

[p(No +1) + @(Na), Al] = 60, Al (9(No +2) = 9(Na)) = 0.
Thus, considering (I2]) on the one-CF states we obtain the equation
(Pa®LD, )" — (D, D] Ps)" + [(®p®L )DL — (0,0 ) @] (x(2) —2) =0. (24)

In the case of non-deformed constituent boson this relation due to (23)) yields [{ Aa, AL}, All=0
and thus the realization conditions on matrices ®,, see (I2), ([I9), take the form

{ TI'((I)Q(I)L) = 5(157

25
Pl ., — O, Dl Dy = 0. (25)

It is not difficult to calculate the following double (anti)commutator

Ay, ALY AT AT Y = D®] )IHDIA DI — (D, B )HDE DIV 4 (D, B )DL DI
B 1 Y2 B "oy

Y1 T« 72 o
Hp1v1V2
cafal, b b, (Dox(nf) + 0 Dax(nf)) — Y DETRL B0 (af 2], b, b, by Asx (1),

uvv'vive

and likewise the higher (anti)commutator [{[{Aa, ATﬁ}, Al T, AT}, AT ] (we omit the latter).
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4 The cases of one and two composite fermion modes

In the case of single CF mode «, it is enough to consider the realization conditions (I0)-(I3]) on the
vacuum and on the one-CF state. This yields Tr(®,®]) = ¢(1) + ¢(2) = 1. Its general solution
can be written in the form of singular value decomposition (linked with Schmidt decomposition)

@, = U, diag{\\¥ A\ i

with real non-negative A written in the descending order such that 3, (A\)2 = 1 (no summation
over ), and an arbitrary unitary matrices U,, V,. Entanglement entropy within a composite
fermion (i.e. between its constituents) viewed as bipartite system equals ﬁ, @]

Sontang = - Z(Aga))2 ln()‘z('a)>2' (26)
When just two CF modes o« = 1, 2 are dealt with, in the case of a non-deformed constituent
boson system (25]) reduces to the set of independent equations

Te(®d) =1, i=1,2, Tr(d;P}) =0; (27)
D01 Dy — D01 D, = 0; (28)
D, LD, — B,dLD, = 0. (29)

To solve these we use the singular value decomposition for ®; and make the replacement ®; — <i>2:
©, =U1D\V,, @y = Uid, 1, (30)

where Dy = diag{)\gl),)\gl),...} is some diagonal matrix, )\El) > )\5-1) for i < j, and Uy, V; are
unitary matrices. Then the system (27)-(29) is presented as

Te(D}) =Y (AWY)? = Ta(@y@) =1, Te(Dy®}) = 0; (31)

Let us point out one particular solution of (BIl)-([33). For this, we put D; ~ E that yields
é;ég = (i)gci);, Tr (i)g = 0, TT(&)Q&);) =1. (34)

So, ®, is proportional to normal (i.e. commuting with its own conjugate) traceless matrix.
Next we restrict ourselves to the case when the constituent boson and constituent fermion can
be in two modes, that is p =1, 2 and v = 1, 2. Then matrices D; and ®, are presented as

) 2 @) L (@) ~ -
b, — 11 ¢12 _ 6mUD2VT, D, — >\1 0 , a=1,2, U,V € SU(2), (35)
@ 4@ 0 2\
21 29 2

with U = ( L ) V= ( QLI ) (1| + o) = |51]? + 522 = 1, A > 0. Egs. @) for
—Uz Uy —U2 U1
the traces are rewritten in the form

Te(D2) = M)+ (M) =1, a=T73,



Tr(D®}) = e AV APy + A Tats) + AN A Pigdy + AP0 5)) = 0. (36)

Equation (32)) yields the system

(A2 =MD =0, i#j, i,j=T2 (37)

Analogously, from ([B3) we obtain:

Vo —Jan?) A mas - 3Vn | _
1 U1 1~L2 — )\gl)f)l ’l~12 )\gl)(|ﬁ1|2 — |'l~11|2)

AT 2 2 A
Di®Bd, — $,01D; = (A7) — (057)%) < =
— AP =20 o Ja =n), AVads = AV, (38)

o If A 7& )\(1 eq. (B7) yields ¢'2) = ¢{? = 0, so that using (36) we obtain ®, = diag{¢!>, ¢{)} =
e’ diag{)\2 , )\gl }. As result, the entanglement entropy within the composite fermion, realized
by fermion, in each of the two modes equals

Sentlacrz = —(A)2In(A)?2 — (1 — (A)H) In(1 — (A])?) = Sa(6), (39)

95(6) = —sin®flnsin®0 — cos>flncos®d, A =cosh, 0<AMV <1, 0<b< % (40)
For illustration, this result is pictured in Fig. [ (left). It shows that the entanglement entropy

ranges from the value Sey = 0 (at )\gl) = 1) to the value Sepy = In2 (at )\gl) = 1/4/2) with In2
being the maximum. For comparison, let us also give the expression for the other entanglement
measure — purity P of the CF state,

Plocip = Z At =AM+ 1= )22 = %(3 +cosdd), 0<AV <1, 0<6< g (41)

The purity ranges from P = 1/2 (at )\gl) =1/V2) to P=1 (at )\g = 1), see Fig. [ (right).

e In the case of )\(1 = )\2 , from (B0) and (B8) we have )\12 = )\ ®) since otherwise, i.e. for
D £ )\ , in view of (B8) we have Tr(D;®}) = e_m)\(l ()\ +)\ U—l) # 0 that contradicts (30).

In this case according to ([B5]) we have

by =e\PU, TU =0,

and the respective Schmidt coefficient squared ()\Ea))z, a,i = 1,2, is equal to 1/2. So, the entan-
glement entropy within the composite fermion in each of the two modes a =1 or 2 is Sy = In 2,
that is the constant which coincides with maximal value for the case of (B9).

5 Composite fermions as composites of fermion and de-
formed boson: two-mode case
Let us go over to the two-mode case (o« = 1, 2) of CF when it is composed of usual fermion and,

say, x-deformed boson. In this case the specifics of two modes for the CFs implies that it is again
sufficient to consider realization conditions (II])-(I3]) on the vacuum and one-CF states. Indeed,
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Figure 1: Entanglement entropy Se,; and purity P versus parameter 6 where cosf = )\gl). The
conventional ordering )\gl) > )\gl) corresponds to 0 < 6 < 7.

for single non-zero two-CF state Al A}|0), implying that realization conditions (II)-(I3) hold on
the vacuum and one-CF states, we have
(A}A1 = o(N)) AL AL 0) = —AL(A[Ar — p(N1) AfJ0) = 0;
(A1A] = (N1 + 1) A[A3[0) = ALp(N: + 1) A}[0) = 0;
{1, AL} ALA})0) = LA, ALAL0) = (AD)* A, 410) = 0.
The corresponding (to one-CF states) realization condition (24) then reduces to the following two
independent equations (denote dxo = x(2)—2):
D, 0] Dy — Dy®I Dy + Gy [diag{(®10])"} Dy — diag{(@2®])"}d,] = 0, (42)
D, DLDy — Do 0LD, + dxo [diag{ (1 P]) "} Dy — diag{(DD1)""}D1] = 0. (43)

Performing the replacement (30) as in the case of non-deformed constituent boson we arrive at
the following system of equations equivalent to ([@2]), ([A3]), but now given in terms of D; and ®,:

D3®y — &y D} + 6x2 (U] diag{ (U, DU )" }U @, — U] diag{(U, @, D, U})"}U, D;] = 0, (44)
D1 ®Ldy — By @YDy + 02 [Uf diag{ (U D1 ®SUT)" YU &y — Uf diag{ (U, ®,@LU7 )" }U, Dy ] = 0.
(45)

To find the Schmidt coefficients A", a = 1, 2, contained in the definition of entanglement entropy
it may be convenient to deal with the variables X, = ®,®! YV = @ﬂﬂ, since |A¢|? are the
eigenvalues of X,. Multiplying (42) and (@3] y ®; from the right we obtain the equations

X1Y — YXl + 5X2[d1ag{X{‘“}Y — dlag{Y””}Xl] = 0,
YY — XoX| + 0xo[diag{Y}Y — diag{ X"} X] =0



which for nondegenerate ®; are equivalent to ([@2), ([3).
Restricting ourselves to the case of two modes p, v = 1, 2 of the constituents, without loss of

generality we take U; € SU(2). Using the parametrization: U, = ( _uv ; ), |ul> + |v]? = 1, and
the identity
, 1 1 |ul>—|v]? 2uv
T V22 . z —
Ul diag{ (U XU }Ur = SX + SRXR, R ( 2t ool ) (46)
we rewrite equations (44 and ([43]) respectively as
2 S - J - ~
@(D%@Z — ®,D?) + % (RDIR®; — R®,D1RD;) =0, (47)
2 Sis s o J TN L -
@(chbgcbz — O, D) + % (RD;1 @SRy — RP.PIRD;) = 0. (48)

Taking into account three-dimensionality of the subspace of matrices Ci); satisfying the orthogo-
nality condition Tr(D;®}) = 0 we look for the solution of ({7)-[@S8) as the linear combination of
the following basis elements:

- A0 0 A 00—\ .
Oy =z < 2 ) +x < ! ) +x ( 2 ), 3 = ellargv—argu) (49
SN B\ NV Lz o (19)

Then, after some calculation equation (47)) reduces to the system of linear (in z1, s, z3) equations

20’021 — Sxalullol (fuf* ~ Jo*)zz = 0, (50)
— xalullol(fuf? o)+ 5 (XL = O+l = o))+

@A ()7 = () =0, (51)
X@APALO)? = (D)) — 2 (2 (D) — )2 — dxa)zs = 0 (52)

For the existence of a nontrivial solution, the determinant of this system should be zero, i.e.
det(...) = —x(2)(x(2) — 2)|u[}|P(A)?2 — (A2 = 0.

That is possible in the following cases:

a) x(2) = 2. Then eqs. [@4), [ @) reduce to non-deformed eqs. (32)), ([B3) which were already
considered.

b) x(2) =0 or )\gl) = )\él) at x(2) # 2. Though the situation )\gl) = )\él) is qualitatively different,
in this case the solution of (B0)-(52) is given uniformly, namely

- )\él) 0 (1)y2 (1)y2
(1)2 = KR 0 >\(1) ) ‘H‘ = 17 (>\1 ) + (>\2 ) = 17 (53)
1

yielding the entanglement entropy

Sentlazie = —(AM)2IAM)?2 — (1 = AW)2) In(1 — (A\V)?) = S,(6), 0<6<
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(to be compared with ([39)-(&0)) which for )\gl) = )\gl) = % yields Sentlaz12 = In2.

c¢) uv = 0 while x(2) is unrestricted, and )\gl) # )xgl). Equation ([{T) takes the form
(@O =16 =0, (x208)) ~ )65 =

Eq. @8) e.g. with qbézl) = 0 reduces to

( —(x2) = AP @)W Vel — AP o3l ) o

1) (2 1) (2)\ (2 1) (2
(Ao — A8l et A 0132
So, there are two solutions:

o &, = rdiag{ A", AN}, A2+ (A2 = 1, [K] = 1, 50 that  Sewfac1s = S2(8), A =
cosf, 0 < 6 < 7. Note, this result coincides with (54]), see also eq. ([39) and Fig. [l

o - 0 gb(Z) (2) (1)
e If x(2) = 1, there appears the additional solution ®; = 0 (1]2 g =1, A7 =1,

)\gl) =0, so that S = 0;

To summarize: the entanglement entropy of the composite fermion is either constant Se, = In 2
or Sepy = 0 in some special cases, or it is given by a general parameter-dependent expression,
see (B4]). Let us also remark on the effect of the deformation parameter, say through x(2). Though
for each of the considered cases it has not entered the resp. Schmidt coefficients and entanglement
entropy, it can manifest itself when calculating the averages of physical quantities over quantum
states.

6 More general situations for composite fermions built
from fermion and deformed boson

Before we proceed further examples generalizing the above ones, let us make some general remark.
Denoting by Dcp and Dy the number of modes respectively for composite fermions and the
constituent fermions, we have: Dep < Dy. Indeed, let (o, ..., ap,,) be the set of all (differing)
CF modes, and let Dep > Dy. Now evaluate the state
g g HEDoRY
A AL AL AL 0= Y BTN Da e abyal, b, b 0) = 0. (55)

. 6% cee
Dcor 17v1 cr VDep
HV---BDopVDo R

Since among sz/1>“'>sz/DCF> for Dep > Dy, there are at least two coinciding fermionic creation

operators, that results in zero. On the other hand, using realization conditions (III)-(I3) we have
A AL AL AL [0) = AL.AL L ]0) # 0.

The latter inequality holds due to the orthonormality and mode-independence conditions for
(deformed) fermions which realize CFs, see (I9), (I2), (I5). But that contradicts (G). So we
conclude that Dep < Dy. Then, as further directions of the extension of the considered Deop =
D¢ = D, = 2 case where Dy, is the number of modes for the (non-deformed or deformed) constituent
boson, such cases that Dep =2, Dy = Dy, = 3, and Dep = 3, Dy = 3 can also be treated.
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Composite fermions in two modes, with non-deformed constituents in three modes. In
this case we take a = 1,2, p,v = 1,3 so that ®* are some two 3 x 3-matrices. The realization
conditions retain the form BI))-(B3]). Writing D; and P, explicitly as

@ ~ O P12 i3
D, = dlag{)\ 2 7)\ }7 Oy = a1 P22 P23 ) (56)
G311 P32 P33
eq. [32) yields the system
()2 = Ay =0, i), 1<ij<3. (57)

If the diagonal elements of D, are different, )\51) + )\gl), i # 7, then ¢;; = 0 for ¢ # j, i.e. matrix P,

is diagonal too: @y = diag{d11, Paz, P33}, |d11]2 +|Poa|>+ | 332 = 1. The only remaining nontrivial
realization condition is the orthogonality condition in (3II), which reduces to the orthogonality

condition for the vectors ()\gl), )\él), )\gl)) and (¢11, o2, ¢33), i.e.

Ao+ 260 + A Gas = 0. (58)
For the entanglement entropy within a CF belonging to each of the two modes we have

3

Se(rln): = Sent|a:1 = - Z()‘El))2 ln()\gl))2> ent = ent|a 2 = Z |¢n|21n |¢u|2 (59)

i=1
It can be parameterized by the angles e.g. in the form

)\gl) = cos 6’%1) cos 951), )\él) = COs 6’%1) sin 6’51), )\él) = sin 6’%1), (60)
|p11] = cos 9&2) cos 952), |paa| = cos 9&2) sin 952), |p33] = sin 9%2). (61)

Then the condition (B8] gives the following relation between the angles:

2 (1)
7
cos? (9%2) = i 0 (62)
1 —sin? Q cos? 0,

where the angle (2 is defined as cos2() = cos 26’51) cos 2952) + sin 2951) sin 2952) cosvy' with v/ =
arg(dydapr122), and belonging to the interval |9§1) — (952)| < Q< 951) + 952). Substituting (60)

and (€])) in (59) and using (62), we obtain
Sent = S(601") + cos” 65,637, (63)

So(657) — ctg? 01 cos? 2 In(ctg? 01 cos? Q)

5(2)
1+ ctg? 6! cos? Q

+ In(1 + ctg? 9&1) cos? Q) (64)

where the function Sy (z) is defined in (@0).

Remark. Another parametrization of two orthonormal vectors (Ag ,>\2 ,)\(1 ) and (P11, P22, P33)
follows from the parametrization of SU(3) since the rows/colums of matrices from SU(3) con-
stitute orthonormal vectors. Indeed, using the parametrization given in [27] and retaining the
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parametrization (60) for & = 1 mode we have the following parametrization for the o = 2 mode
(612 = 613):

$11 = — sin By cos By cos B — sin By sin fse’?,  doy = cos By sin f3e”? — sin O, sin O, cos s,
(33 = cos 0 cos O3, 0<01,0y,05 <m/2, 0<v<2T. (65)

The corresponding entanglement entropy expressions, Se(}li(el,eg) and Séii(@l,%,@g,fy), stem
from (B9). To achieve standard ordering )\gl) > )\;1) > )\gl) we have to impose 0 < 0, < 7,
0 < 6, < arctgsin s.

Thus, composite fermion entanglement entropies S&%, Se(rzn): in eq. (B9) are parameterized by

four angles. Unlike the two-mode pu, v = 1,2 case considered in Section M where Se(rln): — Se(rzn): =0,

and 0 < Se(ﬁ‘t) <In2, @ = 1,2, now it can be shown for the p, v = 1,3 case that |S(1) - S(z)| <In2,

ent ent
and 0 < 5533 < In 3. This restriction on the difference \Sﬁiﬁ — Se(i“ can be viewed as the necessary

condition for the realization. For the illustration of the dependence 5% = $'% (6! 6{*)) at a
fixed mode o with the other one ignored, equi-entropic curves in the resp. 6;-, fy-angles are
given in Fig. 2 (left). A similar behavior can be seen e.g. in @], in the context of the SU(3)

parametrization of qutrits.

I _
2 \
T \
1 - - = —— = — _ _ 1.0 \
H o - \
B e T T — < \
16 ~ T — I
91 e ~ N
T )
K
o1 N0\ /o
AN \ 2
I~ N ay _
~N N \\ - -
KU N N s o
16 N -
N\ . - /
0 T T T \I T T T 1
© =& = 3% =m Sz 31 Tx =
6 8 16 4 16 8 16 2
62
— S, ,=095In3 — -8 =083 —-— 5 =In2 6,2
— -5,,=04mn3 ---- S, =0.151In3 [—y-0— -y -a8— —y—aa Y = 2m5]

Figure 2: Left: Equi-entropic curves (for constant composite fermion entanglement entropy Séﬁ‘t))
versus parameters 950‘),95&), at a fixed mode o = 1 or 2 (the case of three-mode constituents).
Right: Entanglement entropy Se(ﬁi(e?) +') for a composite fermion in o = 2 mode at fixed entan-

glement entropy S;}li = In3 for & = 1 mode of composite fermion.

Let us consider the case when two diagonal elements of D, e.g. )\gl) and )\gl) coincide, but
differ from the remaining one: )\gl) = )\gl) =+ )\:(),1). Condition (B7) yields ¢13 = o3 = (31 = ¢p30 = 0.

Next, we present the 2 x 2 block (zi zZ) of ®, using singular value decomposition applied for
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P11 P12 — T D,V = e Uz @ —
—Uy Uy 0 A —U2 Uy

SU(2)-matrices,
i@ A2 o dy !
b2 P2 ) < ) ( =~ ~—) (66)

where the three matrices U, D,, and V are shown explicitly. Then @3) (at AY = AP £ 0)
reduces to the equations as in (B8]). The orthogonality condition in (3II) then yields

AN (@1 4 Ta) + ANUAD @0y + tigT2) = —e A s
o If \}” = A7, egs. from (BY) are satisfied while the block (66]) is proportional to a unitary

o1 P12 (2) inym / < Ull U/z)
=\ ', U= — —= ) eSU(2),
<¢21 ¢22) e —ub U @)

AP
that leads to the orthogonality condition
Dosy = 2PN Rew;| =1/ 1-200")2/1-200212.

The solution for ®; and ¥, is then written as

matrix,

AP e + ) =

A(l)eiyd U T 0
— Uy diag O 0 A =0 (eI 0y
0 A3
(2) (2) (67)
A ey 0 A emu” 0
o, = 1 Vi=
: Ul( 0 cbss) - Ul( 0 ¢33)V1’
where
5 " (1) .
0, = U, ( alU™ 0 ) N ) =P, Ul = W2, UL U € SUQ).
0 1 0 X
For the entanglement entropy of composite fermion in this subcase we find
1
S,;}li = —cos? b, ln( cos? 91) —sin? 0 Insin? 0, = cos? A, In 2 + S, () (68)
tg? 61 In(3 tg?61) + 1 Tr U'[* In (4| T U'|?)
52 —l<t9 TU’)— 2 A A L 0<|TrU < 2.
ent n{tg” o)+ | ‘ tg291+i|T1"U,|2 —| r ‘—
(69)
o If A £ AP from egs. in BR) we obtain
)‘gl)(|u1‘ — ) = 0; Agl)(ﬂlﬂz — 010) =0 (ﬁ Ai”A?’? + Aﬁ”Af)i = —e_i”A§1)¢33.
AP0 U1 U1
Let ;‘)—i — ¢, Then V = U diag{e ", ¢} and the involved parameters are related as
AP APt o \BDe-id| = \/ 1-2(\ \/ 1- (A2 (AP, (70)
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The corresponding expression for the entanglement entropy S, @ for the a = 2 mode reads

ent

S

= 1n2 — | sin 6 cos s + sin O3 |* In | sin 6, cos O3 + sin O3 |—
ent

— | sin 6 cos O3 — sin fse™ |* In | sin 6, cos f5 — sin Bse” | — cos® B, cos? O3 In(2 cos? O; cos® 03), (71)

while Se]nt is given in ().
For the case )\gl = )\gl = >\§’1) matrix ®, satisfies relations (34)). Presenting ®, as in (B3) with
Dy = diag{Agz), Ag2), A?’}, U,V € SU(3), we obtain the equations similar to (&), (B2):

DXW =WD2, Te(D,W)=0, TrD:=1 W =V'UecSU(®3). (72)
If >\§2) + >\§-2), i # 7, from equation analogous to (B1) we have the solution

W = diag{wi, wa, w3z}, |wi| =1, i=1,3, Z APwg = 0, (73)

so that &, = U D,WU'. If )\§2) = )\52) + )\:())2), matrix W is block-diagonal, W =
diag{wg_;ﬁW’,wgg}, |wss] = 1, W' € SU(2). From the second equation in (72)) we have

A 2T W 4 A Pwss =0 = AP =|ewp\P, o<W <2,
so that @ = MU diag{wags AW’ wss APVOT. I AP =AP =AP: &, = AP, U € SU(3),

Tr U’ = 0. The entanglement entropy for a CF in o = 1 mode is Sepg|a=1 = In 3. The entanglement
entropy within a CF in the @ = 2 mode, for the particular diagonal solution ®, reads

S 52(9(2 ) + cos 9(2 (\/ —4K?%In 2|K]| —1n|K|) K = M (74)
et 1++v1—4K? 7 cos2 01 cos '

so, it takes its values from the interval [In2, In 3], see Fig. @I (right). Note that expression (4]
corresponds to ([I]) at sin#; = %, which for v = 0 takes simple symmetric form

27 2 2 2
S = 5(65) + s<93 + ) + §<93 — —W), 5(0) = —= cos* 0 ln(— cos” 9). (75)
3 3 3 3
For the particular solution ®, with two equal singular values (or Schmidt coefficients) different
from the third one we find

| Tr W2

@ B Ml N
24 | TrW/|?

ot =124+ | Tr W')?) — In|TrW'|?, 0<|TrW| <2, (76)

and S

ent

belongs to interval [In2,In3]. For equal coefficients AE we have S} =In3.

ent —

7 Discussion and outlook

Let us make few comments on the above results. After the problem of realization of composite
fermions (CFs) by usual fermions was settled, we have explored the topic of main interest in this
paper: the bipartite entanglement (within the CF) measured by the entanglement entropy of CF.
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We have performed our analysis in the two relatively simple cases: of one-mode and of two-mode
CFs. Already the latter case turns out to be nontrivial, implying a number of subcases.

In the entanglement entropy of CFs of the type “fermion + deformed boson” the very con-
stituent boson deformation does not manifest itself explicitly in these one- and two-mode cases,
contrary to the earlier studied (entanglement entropy of) quasibosons where in the focus was
just the dependence on deformation parameter f. Nevertheless, in the present case there are the
parameters being involved in the matrix ® of the ansatz (), which the entanglement entropy of
CFs depends upon. This dependence is shown in Fig. [[l Also noteworthy are the properties of
CF entanglement entropy pictured in Fig.

Let us note once more that the results of this paper give explicit formulas, or constant values
in a few cases, for the entanglement entropy of individual composite fermion (i.e. for the entan-
glement between constituents), see also Introduction. In contrast, the authors of ﬂﬂ, ] explored
entanglement entropy of many-fermion systems in certain space region. For instance, in ﬂ%] an
efficient numerical methods (improved Monte-Carlo) were applied to the system of 37 composite
fermions, and the linear size of subsystem entered final result for the entanglement entropy.

What was the role of deformation parameter f in the situation with quasi-bosons? Therein ,
], we had quite natural feature: the entanglement entropy was rising with decreasing values of f,
i.e. with the approaching to truly bosonic behavior, either for the Fock states at fixed mode or
for the coherent states. In the present case of CFs, we have not yet established possible physical
meaning of the parameter(s) which the entanglement entropy (and purity) depends on, and that of
course remains to be done. Besides, what concerns the important dependence of the entanglement
entropy of CFs on their energy to be yet obtained, such dependence may have interesting physical
consequences including comparison with the case of quasi-bosons (studied in ﬂﬂ]) We hope to
obtain such a relation along with its implications in the sequel.

Concerning some experimental testing of the obtained results we can only mention possible
application of these results to a description of relevant properties of such systems as “exciton +
electron” or “exciton + hole”. Also, there may be a useful impact on the baryons when these
are viewed as diquark-quark systems @] At last, let us note that it is also of interest to study
another CF system, that is the composite one of the type “fermion + fermion + fermion”, and
we intend to report on that in a near future.
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