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It is argued that highly degenerate ground states arising from spontaneous symmetry breaking with a type-B

Goldstone mode are scale-invariant, with a salient feature that the entanglement entropy S (n) scales logarithmi-

cally with the block size n in the thermodynamic limit. As it turns out, the prefactor is half the number of type-B

Goldstone modes NB. This is achieved by performing an exact singular value decomposition of the degenerate

ground states, thus unveiling their self-similarities - the essence of a fractal. Combining with a field-theoretic

prediction [O. A. Castro-Alvaredo and B. Doyon, Phys. Rev. Lett. 108, 120401 (2012)], we are led to the iden-

tification of the fractal dimension d f with the number of type-B Goldstone modes NB for quantum many-body

systems undergoing spontaneous symmetry breaking.

I. INTRODUCTION

Spontaneous symmetry breaking (SSB) is a key ingredient

in diverse areas of physics, ranging from condensed matter

to field theories. In particular, the emergence of a gapless

Goldstone mode (GM), when a continuous symmetry group

is spontaneously broken, is of paramount importance, due to

its relevance to the low-energy physics. As first stated by

Goldstone [1], the number of the GMs is equal to the number

of broken symmetry generators NBG for a relativistic system

undergoing SSB. However, complications arise for a nonrel-

ativistic system, as far as the connection between the num-

ber of broken symmetry generators NBG and the number of

the GMs is concerned. Since an early work by Nielsen and

Chadha [2], much attention has been paid to a proper classi-

fication of the GMs [3–9], culminating in the introduction of

type-A and type-B GMs [7, 8], based on a previous observa-

tion made by Nambu [10]. In this classification, the so-called

Watanabe-Brauner matrix [6] plays a crucial role. As a result,

when the symmetry group G is spontaneously broken into H,

the counting rule for the GMs may be formulated as follows

NA + 2NB = NBG, (1)

where NA and NB are, respectively, the numbers of type-A and

type-B GMs, and NBG is equal to the dimension of the coset

space G/H.

One remarkable distinction may be made between type-A

and type-B GMs, since SSB with a type-A GM only hap-

pens in the thermodynamic limit, in contrast to SSB with a

type-B GM, which survives in a finite-size system. Instead,

a finite-size precursor to SSB with a type-A GM appears in

the guise of the so-called Anderson tower, first developed in

spin wave theory for antiferromagnetism [11]. Meanwhile, a

significant development has been achieved to describe SSB

with a type-A GM from the perspective of quantum entan-

glement [12, 13]. However, a systematic investigation is still

lacking for SSB with a type-B GM from the perspective of

the entanglement entropy, with a few notable exceptions [14–

16], in which the entanglement entropy is discussed for the

ferromagnetic states. The other distinction between type-A

and type-B GMs concerns their instabilities under quantum

fluctuations. In fact, SSB with a type-A GM is forbidden

in one spatial dimension, as a result of the Mermin-Wagner-

Coleman theorem [17], whereas SSB with a type-B GM sur-

vives quantum fluctuations even in one spatial dimension. As

a consequence, instead of long-range order resulted from SSB

with a type-A GM, there exists only quasi-long-range order in

one spatial dimension, which may be characterized by means

of conformal field theory [18]. Historically, conformal field

theory originated from a speculation made by Polyakov [19]

that scale invariance implies conformal invariance, which it-

self has attracted much attention, in an attempt to prove or dis-

prove it [20–22]. In this regard, an intriguing question arises

as to whether or not there is any scale-invariant, but not con-

formally invariant state, if one takes into account SSB with a

type-B GM, which survives even in one spatial dimension.

This work attempts to address this question through a thor-

ough investigation of the scaling behavior of the entanglement

entropy for one-dimensional quantum many-body systems un-

dergoing SSB with a type-B GM. We demonstrate that highly

degenerate ground states arising from SSB with a type-B GM

admit an exact singular value decomposition [23], thus unveil-

ing their self-similarities - the essence of a fractal, character-

ized in term of the fractal dimension d f . As a consequence,

the degenerate ground states are scale-invariant, which in turn

implies that the entanglement entropy S (n) scales logarithmi-

cally with the block size n in the thermodynamic limit. As it

turns out, the prefactor is half the number of type-B GMs NB.

Combining with a field-theoretic prediction [16] that the pref-

actor is half the fractal dimension d f , we are led to the identi-

fication of the fractal dimension d f with the number of type-B

GMs NB. As an illustration, we investigate the SU(2) spin-

s ferromagnetic model, the SU(N + 1) ferromagnetic model

and the SU(2) spin-1 anisotropic biquadratic model, with the
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fractal dimension d f being 1, N, and 1, respectively.

II. THE ENTANGLEMENT ENTROPY FOR

SCALE-INVARIANT STATES

Consider a translation-invariant quantum many-body sys-

tem, described by the Hamiltonian H , with the symmetry

group SU(N + 1), on a one-dimensional lattice. Throughout

this work, the size L is assumed to be even. The symmetry

group SU(N + 1) has (N+1)2−1 generators, and the rank is N.

Accordingly, there are N commuting Cartan generators [24]

Hα (α = 1, ..., N), which are traceless and diagonal. For each

Hα, there exists a conjugate pair of a raising operator Eα and

a lowering operator Fα such that [Hα, Eβ] = βαEβ, [Eα, Fα] =

(Eα, Fα)Hα, [Fα,Hβ] = βαFβ, [Eα, Eβ] = gα, βEγδγ, α+β, and

[Fα, Fβ] = g−α, −βFγδγ, α+β, with β being the root matrix, gα, β
depending on the specific form of the Cartan generators, and

(Eα, Fα) being the Killing form of Eα and Fα. Here, we stress

that, it is convenient to choose the Cartan generators Hα in

such a way that the set of the lowering operators Fα commute

to each other.

Suppose the symmetry group SU(N + 1) is spontaneously

broken into SU(N) × U(1). For simplicity, we assume that

the translational symmetry under the one-site translation is not

spontaneously broken. Otherwise, a unit cell is needed. With

this fact in mind, the highest weight state |hws〉, which itself is

an unentangled ground state, takes the form |hws〉 = |hh...h〉,
with a local component |h〉 j being the eigenvector for Hα, j,

satisfying Eα, j|h〉 j = 0, but Fα, j|h〉 j , 0. Here, Hα, j, Eα, j, and

Fα, j represent the local counterparts of the Cartan generators

Hα, the raising operators Eα and the lowering operators Fα at

a lattice site j on a one-dimensional lattice: Hα =
∑

j Hα, j,

Eα =
∑

j Eα, j and Fα =
∑

j Fα, j. For the symmetry generators

Eα and Fα, one may choose Fα, j and Eα, j as the interpolat-

ing fields [2, 25], respectively. Given 〈[Eα, Fα, j]〉 ∝ 〈Hα, j〉,
〈[Eα, j, Fα]〉 ∝ 〈Hα, j〉 and 〈Hα, j〉 , 0, the 2N symmetry gener-

ators Eα and Fα are spontaneously broken, with 〈Hα, j〉 being

a local order parameter. Here, the expectation value 〈O〉 of

an operator O is taken over the highest weight state |hws〉.
Since no type-A GM survives in one spatial dimension [17],

the number of type-A GMs NA must be 0. Therefore, accord-

ing to the counting rule (1), the N type-B GMs emerge. For

a later use, we introduce qα to denote the power of Fα, j such

that F
qα
α, j
|h〉 j , 0, but F

qα+1

α, j
|h〉 j = 0.

A sequence of degenerate ground states |L, M1, ..., MN〉 are

generated from the repeated action of the lowering operators

Fα on the highest weight state |hws〉:

|L, M1, ..., MN〉 =
1

Z(L, M1, ..., MN)

N∏

α=1

F Mα

α |hws〉, (2)

where Z(L, M1, ..., MN) is introduced to ensure that

|L, M1, ..., MN〉 is normalized.

In order to understand SSB with a type-B GM from the per-

spective of quantum entanglement, the system is partitioned

into a block B and its environment E. Here, the block B

consists of n lattice sites that are not necessarily contiguous,

with the rest L − n lattice sites constituting the environment

E. As a convention, n ≤ L/2. Note that |hws〉, as an unen-

tangled product state, is split into |hws〉B and |hws〉E. With

this in mind, we introduce the counterparts of the symmetry

group SU(N + 1) in the block B and the environment E, re-

spectively. In particular, the counterparts of the lowering op-

erators Fα are Fα,B and Fα,E , respectively, in the block B and

the environment E. This in turn allows us to define the basis

states |n, k1, ..., kN〉 and |L − n, M1 − k1, ..., MN − kN〉 for the

block B and the environment E, which take the same form

as Eq. (2), with Fα replaced by Fα,B and Fα,E , Mα replaced

by kα and Mα − kα, respectively. Meanwhile, Z(n, k1, ..., kN)

and Z(L − n, M1 − k1, ..., MN − kN) need to be introduced to

ensure that |n, k1, ..., kN〉 and |L − n, M1 − k1, ..., MN − kN〉 are

normalized.

A remarkable fact is that |L, M1, ..., MN〉 admit an exact singular value decomposition:

|L, M1, ..., MN〉 =
N∏

α=1

min(Mα ,qαn)∑

kα=0

λ(L, k1, ..., kN , M1, ..., MN)|n, k1, ..., kN〉|L − n, M1 − k1, ..., MN − kN〉, (3)

where the singular values λ(L, k1, ..., kN , M1, ..., MN) take the form

λ(L, k1, ..., kN , M1, ..., MN) =

N∏

α=1

C
kα
Mα

Z(n, k1, ..., kN)Z(L − n, M1 − k1, ..., MN − kN)

Z(L, M1, ..., MN)
, (4)

where C
kα
Mα

is the binomial coefficients: C
kα
Mα
= Mα!/kα!(Mα − kα)!. This decomposition reflects the self-similarities underlying a

fractal, which is characterized in terms of the fractal dimension d f , since both the block B and the environment E, as a subsystem,

share the same type of quantum states as the entire system. This explains why the fractal dimension d f , as already introduced in

a field-theoretic approach to the ferromagnetic states [16], furnishes a proper description for scale-invariant states.
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The entanglement entropy S L(n, M1, ..., MN) follows from the reduced density matrix ρL(n, M1, ..., MN): S L(n, M1, ..., MN) =

−Tr[ρL(n, M1, ..., MN) log2 ρL(n, M1, ..., MN)], with

ρL(n, M1, ..., MN) =

N∏

α=1

min(Mα ,qαn)∑

kα=0

Λ(L, k1, ..., kN , M1, ..., MN)|n, k1, ..., kN〉〈n, k1, ..., kN |.

Here, Λ(L, k1, ..., kN , M1, ..., MN) are the eigenvalues of the reduced density matrix ρL(n, M1, ..., MN):

Λ(L, k1, ..., kN , M1, ..., MN) = [λ(L, k1, ..., kN , M1, ..., MN)]2. Therefore, S L(n, M1, ..., MN) may be rewritten as

S L(n, M1, ..., MN) = −
N∏

α=1

min(Mα ,qαn)∑

kα=0

Λ(L, k1, ..., kN , M1, ..., MN) log2Λ(L, k1, ..., kN , M1, ..., MN). (5)

This makes it possible to perform a systematic analysis of the

block entanglement entropy S L(n, M1, ..., MN), depending on

a specific realization of the symmetry group SU(N + 1) for the

Hamiltonian H under investigation.

Instead, we turn to a scaling analysis of the entanglement

entropy S (n, M1, ..., MN) for a scale-invariant state in the ther-

modynamic limit. For this purpose, we introduce the fillings

fα = Mα/L (α = 1, ..., N) to ensure that fα are kept constant,

when L tends to infinity. To ease the notations, we denote S (n)

as the block entanglement entropy for a specific choice of the

fillings fα (α = 1, ..., N). A heuristic physical argument (cf.

Sec. A of the Supplemental Material (SM)) implies that S (n)

scales logarithmically with n,

S (n) =
NB

2
log2 n + S 0, (6)

where S 0 is an additive contribution to the entanglement en-

tropy, which only depends on the fillings fα (α = 1, ..., N).

Here, we have assumed that the fillings fα (α = 1, ..., N)

are nonzero. Combining with a field-theoretic prediction that

the prefactor is half the fractal dimension d f [16], we con-

clude that the fractal dimension d f is identical to the number

of type-B GMs NB.

III. THE SU(2) FERROMAGNETIC STATES: ARBITRARY

SPIN s

Consider the SU(2) spin-s ferromagnetic Heisenberg model

with the nearest-neighbor interaction, described by the Hamil-

tonian

H = −
L∑

j=1

S j · S j+1, (7)

where S j = (S x, j, S y, j, S z, j), and S x, j, S y, j and S z, j represent

the spin-s operators at the j-th site. Here, the symmetry group

SU(2) is generated by S + =
∑

j S +, j, S − =
∑

j S −, j and S z =
∑

j S z, j: [S z, S +] = S +, [S +, S −] = S z and [S −, S z] = S −,

with S +, j and S −, j being defined by S ±, j = (S x, j ± iS y, j)/
√

2.

Suppose |m〉 j are the eigenvectors of S z, j: S z, j|m〉 j = m|m〉 j,

with m = −s, ..., s. Then, the local Hilbert space consti-

tutes a 2s+ 1-dimensional irreducible representation of SU(2)

at each lattice site j. The action of S −, j and S +, j on |m〉 j

takes the form: S −, j|m〉 j =
√

(s + m)(s − m + 1)/2|m − 1〉 j

and S +, j|m〉 j =
√

(s − m)(s + m + 1)/2|m + 1〉 j, respectively.

Thus, the highest weight state |hws〉 is |hws〉 = |ss...s〉. Since

S 2s
− |s〉 , 0, but S 2s+1

− |s〉 = 0, we have q = 2s. Note that the

model is exactly solvable by means of the Bethe ansatz only

when s = 1/2.

The interpolating fields are S +, j and S −, j, for the generator

S − and S +, respectively. Thus, 〈S z, j〉 is the local order param-

eter, given 〈[S +, j, S −]〉 = 〈[S +, S −, j]〉 = 〈S z, j〉 , 0. Hence, the

two generators S − and S + are spontaneously broken. Accord-

ing to the counting rule (1), the number of type-B GM is one.

Therefore, the model is a specific realization of the general

scheme: H1 = S z, E1 = S + and F1 = S −.

The degenerate ground states |L, M〉 are generated from the

repeated action of the lowering operator S − on the highest

weight state |ss...s〉:

|L, M〉 = 1

Z(L, M)
S M
− |ss...s〉, (8)

where

Z(L, M) =
M!
√

2M

√√

∑′

N−s ,..., Ns

s−1∏

r=−s

[ε(s, r)]Nr C
Nr

L−
∑r−1

m=−s Nm

,

with

ε(s, r) =

∏s
m=r+1 (s + m)(s − m + 1)
∏s−1

m=r(s − m)2
.

Here,
∑′

N−s ,..., Ns
is taken over all the possible values of N−s, ...,

Ns, subject to the constraints:
∑s

m=−s Nm = L and
∑s

m=−s(s −
m)Nm = M. We remark that |L, M〉 (M = 0, ..., 2sL) span a

2sL+1-dimensional irreducible representation of the symme-

try group SU(2). A derivation of the concrete expression for

Z(L, M) is presented in Sec. B of the SM.
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The degenerate ground states |L, M〉 admit an exact singular

value decomposition:

|L, M〉 =
min (M,2sn)∑

k=0

λ(L, k, M)|n, k〉|L − n, M − k〉, (9)

where the singular values λ(L, k, M) take the form

λ(L, k, M) =
µ(L, k, M)

ν(L, k, M)
, (10)

with

µ(L, k, M)=

√√√
∑′

n−s ,..., ns ,
l−s ,..., ls

s−1∏

r,t=−s

ε(s, r)nrC
nr

n−
∑r−1

m=−snm

ε(s, t)ltC
lt

L−n−
∑t−1

m=−s lm
,

and

ν(L, k, M) =

√√

∑′

N−s ,...,Ns

s−1∏

r=−s

ε(s, r)NrC
Nr

L−∑r−1
m=−s Nm

.

Here,
∑′

n−s,..., ns
is taken over all the possible values of n−s, ...,

ns, subject to the constraints:
∑s

m=−s nm = n and
∑s

m=−s(s −
m)nm = k, and

∑′
l−s,..., ls

is taken over all the possible val-

ues of l−s, ..., ls, subject to the constraints:
∑s

m=−s lm =

L − n and
∑s

m=−s(s − m)lm = M − k. Then, the eigenval-

ues Λ(L, M, k) of the reduced density matrix ρL(n, M) fol-

lows from Λ(L, M, k) = [λ(L, M, k)]2. Note that the same

results for spin s = 1/2, presented in Ref. [14], are repro-

duced. Hence, the entanglement entropy S L(n, M) follows

from Eq. (5). In particular, the logarithmic scaling behaviour

may be confirmed from an analytical treatment, based on the

Stirling’s approximation [26], as done in Ref. [14] for spin

s = 1/2.

In order to understand how the logarithmic scaling be-

haviour emerges in the thermodynamic limit, we plot

S L(n, M) vs log2 n in Fig. 1: (a) For s = 1, M = L/4,

when L is varied: L = 100, 200, 500 and 1000. A signifi-

cant deviation from the logarithmic scaling behaviour is ob-

served when L is relatively small, but tends to vanish, as L

increases. Indeed, the prefactor is close to the exact value

1/2, with an error being less than 1.1%, when L = 1000:

S 1000(n, 250) = 0.505 log2 n+ 0.891. (b) For s = 1, L = 1000,

when M is varied: M = 250, 500, 750 and 1000. This amounts

to varying the filling f . The prefactor is close to 1/2, regard-

less of the values of the filling f , within an error less than

2.3%. That is, the contribution from the filling f goes to a non-

universal additive constant, as anticipated. (c) For M = 250,

L = 1000, when s is varied: s = 1/2, 1, 3/2, 2, 5/2 and 3. The

prefactor is close to 1/2 for any spin s, within an error less

than 2.2%. Here, n ranges from 10 to 40.
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FIG. 1. The entanglement entropy S L(n, M) vs log2 n for the spin-

s SU(2) ferromagnetic states: (a) For s = 1, M = L/4, when L is

varied: L = 100, 200, 500 and 1000. A significant deviation from the

logarithmic scaling behaviour is observed when L is relatively small,

but tends to vanish, as L increases. The prefactor is close to the

exact value 1/2, with an error being less than 1.1%, when L = 1000:

S 1000(n, 250) = 0.505 log2 n + 0.891. (b) For s = 1, L = 1000, when

M is varied: M = 250, 500, 750 and 1000. The prefactor is close

to 1/2, within an error less than 2.3%. (c) For M = 250, L = 1000,

when s is varied: s = 1/2, 1, 3/2, 2, 5/2 and 3. The prefactor is close

to 1/2 for any spin s, within an error less than 2.2%. Here, n ranges

from 10 to 40.

IV. THE SU(N + 1) FERROMAGNETIC STATES:

FUNDAMENTAL REPRESENTATION

The SU(N + 1) ferromagnetic model is described by the

Hamiltonian

H = −
∑

j

P j j+1. (11)

Here, P is the permutation operator: P =
∑N+1

u,v=1 euv ⊗ evu,

where euv = |u〉〈v|, with |u〉 and |v〉 being the u-th and v-th
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FIG. 2. (a) The entanglement entropy S L(n, M1, M2) vs log2 n for

the SU(3) ferromagnetic states, with M1 = L/2 and M2 = L/4. (b)

The entanglement entropy S L(n, M1, M2, M3) vs log2 n for the SU(4)

ferromagnetic states, with M1 = M2 = M3 = L/4. (c) The en-

tanglement entropy S L(n, M1, M2, M3, M4) vs log2 n for the SU(5)

ferromagnetic states, with M1 = M2 = M3 = M4 = L/5. Here, L is

varied: L = 100, 200, 500 and 1000. A significant deviation from the

logarithmic scaling behaviour is observed when L is relatively small,

but tends to vanish, as L increases. The prefactor is close to the ex-

act value NB/2, with an error being less than 2.3%, when L = 1000:

S 1000(n, 500, 250) = 0.999 log2 n + 1.542, S 1000(n, 250, 250, 250) =

1.509 log2 n+2.007 and S 1000(n, 200, 200, 200, 200) = 2.045 log2 n+

2.023, with NB being 2, 3 and 4, respectively, for the SU(3), SU(4)

and SU(5) ferromagnetic states. Here, n ranges from 10 to 40.

states in an orthonormal basis. Physically, the permutation

operator P may be realized in terms of the spin-s operators

S = (S x, S y, S z), with N = 2s:

P =

2s∑

r=0

(−1)2s+r

2s∏

m,r

2(S ⊗ S) − m(m + 1) + 2s(s + 1)

r(r + 1) − m(m + 1)
.

Note that, when N = 2, it is the SU(3) ferromagnetic point

for the spin-1 bilinear-biquadratic model [27]. The model is

exactly solvable by means of the Bethe ansatz [28].

The model possesses the symmetry group SU(N + 1), with

the local Hilbert space being the fundamental representation

space of SU(N + 1) at each lattice site j, thus constituting a

specific realization of the general scheme. The Cartan gener-

ators Hα =
∑

j Hα, j may be chosen as Hα, j = e11, j − eα+1 α+1, j

for α = 1, ..., N. For each Hα, the lowering operator

and the raising operator may be chosen as: Fα =
∑

j Fα, j

Eα =
∑

j Eα, j, with Fα, j = eα+1 1, j and Eα, j = e1 α+1, j, sat-

isfying [Hα, Eα] = 2Eα, [Eα, Fα] = Hα and [Fα,Hα] = 2Fα.

Define |β〉 as a N + 1-dimensional vector, with the β-th en-

try being 1 and the others being 0. Then, |β〉 j are the eigen-

vectors of Hα, j: Hα, j|β〉 j = (δ1 β − δα+1 β)|β〉 j, for β = 1, ...,

N + 1. The action of Fα, j and Eα, j on |1〉 j takes the form:

Fα, j|1〉 j = |α + 1〉 j and Eα, j|1〉 j = 0. Therefore, the high-

est weight state |hws〉 is |hws〉 = |11...1〉. The interpolating

fields are Eα, j and Fα, j, for Fα and Eα, respectively. Thus,

〈Hα, j〉 (α = 1, ..., N) are the local order parameters, given

〈[Eα, j, Fα]〉 = 〈[Eα, Fα, j]〉 = 〈Hα, j〉 , 0. Hence, the 2N sym-

metry generators Eα and Fα are spontaneously broken. Ac-

cording to the counting rule (1), the 2N broken generators

yield N type-B GMs. In addition, since Fα, j|1〉 j , 0, but

F2
α, j
|1〉 j = 0, we have qα = 1 (α = 1, ..., N).

The degenerate ground states |L, M1, ..., MN〉 are generated

from the repeated action of the lowering operators Fα on the

highest weight state |11...1〉:

|L, M1, ..., MN〉 =
1

Z(L, M1, ..., MN)

N∏

α=1

F Mα

α |11...1〉, (12)

which span an irreducible representation of the symmetry

group SU(N + 1), with the dimension being CN
L+N

. Here,

Z(L, M1, ..., MN) takes the form,

Z(L, M1, ..., MN) =

N∏

α=1

Mα!

√

C
Mα

L−
∑α−1
β=1 Mβ

.

A derivation of the concrete expression for Z(L, M1, ..., MN) is

presented in Sec. C of the SM.

The degenerate ground states |L, M1, ..., MN〉 admit an exact singular value decomposition:

|L, M1, ..., MN〉 =
N∏

α=1

min(Mα ,n)∑

kα=0

λ(L, k1, ..., kN , M1, ..., MN)|n, k1, ..., kN〉|L − n,M1 − k1, ..., MN − kN〉, (13)
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where the singular values λ(L, k1, ..., kN , M1, ..., MN) take the form

λ(L, k1, ..., kN , M1, ..., MN) =

√√√√√√√

∏N
α=1 C

kα

n−
∑α−1
β=1 kβ

∏N
γ=1 C

Mγ−kγ

L−n−
∑γ−1

β=1
(Mβ−kβ)

∏N
α=1 C

Mα

L−
∑α−1
β=1 Mβ

. (14)

Therefore, the eigenvalues Λ(L, k1, ..., kN , M1, ..., MN) of the reduced density matrix ρL(n, M1, ..., MN) are

Λ(L, k1, ..., kN , M1, ..., MN) = [λ(L, k1, ..., kN , M1, ..., MN)]2. Hence, the entanglement entropy S L(n, M1, ..., MN) follows

from Eq. (5). Thus, we reproduce the eigenvalues of the reduced density matrix ρL(n, M1, ..., MN) in Ref. [15]. In particular,

the logarithmic scaling behaviour for the entanglement entropy S L(n, M1, ..., MN) may be confirmed from an analytical

treatment [15].

In order to understand how the logarithmic scaling be-

haviour emerges in the thermodynamic limit, we plot

S L(n, M1, M2) vs log2 n in Fig. 2 (a) for the SU(3) ferromag-

netic states, with M1 = L/2 and M2 = L/4, S L(n, M1, M2, M3)

vs log2 n in Fig. 2 (b) for the SU(4) ferromagnetic states,

with M1 = M2 = M3 = L/4, and S L(n, M1, M2, M3, M4) vs

log2 n in Fig. 2 (c) for the SU(5) ferromagnetic states, with

M1 = M2 = M3 = M4 = L/5, when L is varied: L = 100,

200, 500 and 1000. A significant deviation from the log-

arithmic scaling behaviour is observed when L is relatively

small, but tends to vanish, as L increases. The prefactor is

close to the exact value NB/2, with an error being less than

2.3%, when L = 1000: S 1000(n, 500, 250) = 0.999 log2 n +

1.542, S 1000(n, 250, 250, 250) = 1.509 log2 n + 2.007 and

S 1000(n, 200, 200, 200, 200) = 2.045 log2 n + 2.023, with NB

being 2, 3 and 4, respectively, for the SU(3), SU(4) and SU(5)

ferromagnetic states. Here, n ranges from 10 to 40.

V. THE COEXISTING FRACTAL STATES: AN EXAMPLE

BEYOND SIMPLE FERROMAGNETISM

Consider the SU(2) spin-1 anisotropic biquadratic

model [27], described by the Hamiltonian

H =
∑

j

(JxS x, jS x, j+1 + JxS y, jS y, j+1 + JzS z, jS z, j+1)2, (15)

where S x, j, S y, j, and S z, j are the spin-1 operators at a lattice

site j, and Jx and Jz are the anisotropic coupling parameters.

The model possesses the staggered symmetry group SU(2)

generated by Kx, Ky, and Kz: Kx =
∑

j Kx, j, Ky =
∑

j Ky, j

and Kz =
∑

j Kz, j, with Kx, j =
∑

j(−1) j[S x, j
2 − S y, j

2]/2,

Ky, j =
∑

j(−1) j(S x, jS y, j+S y, jS x, j)/2 and Kz, j =
∑

j S z, j/2. Ac-

cordingly, one may define the raising operator K+ =
∑

j K+, j
and the lowering operator K− =

∑

j K−, j, with K±, j = (Kx, j ±
iKy, j)/

√
2: [Kz,K+] = K+, [K+,K−] = Kz and [K−,Kz] = K−.

In addition, it enjoys two extra U(1) symmetry groups, gener-

ated by K1 and K2: K1 =
∑

j(−1) j[S y, j
2 − S z, j

2]/2 and K2 =
∑

j(−1) j[S z, j
2−S x, j

2]/2, respectively. Since K1+K2+Kx = 0,

we only need to consider one U(1) symmetry group, generated

by
∑

j(−1) jS z, j
2, due to the constraints: S x, j

2+S y, j
2+S z, j

2 = 2.

For Jx > Jz > 0, there are two distinct choices for the

highest weight state |hws〉: (i) |hws〉 = |1z...1z〉 and (ii)

|hws〉 = |0x0y...0x0y〉, in the sense that the first choice is invari-

ant under the one-site translation, whereas the second choice

is not invariant under the one-site translation. Here, |1z〉 is the

eigenvector of S z, j, with the eigenvalue being 1, and |0x〉/|0y〉
is the eigenvector of S x, j/S y, j, with the eigenvalue being 0.

However, the two choices are unitarily equivalent under a lo-

cal unitary transformation U: Kx, j → Ky, j, Ky, j → Kz, j and

Kz, j → Kx, j. As a consequence, the entanglement entropy

S (n) for the degenerate ground states, corresponding to the

two choices, must be identical. Therefore, we only need to fo-

cus on the first choice for brevity. Note that the action of K−, j

and K+, j on |1z〉 j takes the form: K−, j|1z〉 j = (−1) j
√

2/2|−1z〉 j

and K+, j|1z〉 j = 0.

The interpolating fields are K+, j and K−, j, for the generator

K− and the generator K+, respectively. Thus, 〈Kz, j〉 is the local

order parameter, given 〈[K+, j,K−]〉 = 〈[K+,K−, j]〉 = 〈Kz, j〉 ,
0. Therefore, the two symmetry generators K− and K+ are

spontaneously broken. According to the counting rule (1),

there is one type-B GM. In addition, since K−, j|1z〉 j , 0, but

K 2
−, j |1z〉 j = 0, we have q = 1. This is a specific realization of

the general scheme: K+ = E1, K− = F1 and Kz = H1.

A sequence of degenerate ground states |L, M〉 are gener-

ated from the repeated action of the lowering operator K− on

the highest weight state |1z...1z〉:

|L, M〉 = 1

Z(L, M)
K M
− |1z...1z〉, (16)

with

Z(L, M) = M!

√

CM
L

2M
.

We remark that |L, M〉 (M = 0, ..., L) span a L+1-dimensional

irreducible representation of the symmetry group SU(2). A

derivation of the concrete expression for Z(L, M) is presented

in Sec. D of the SM.
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FIG. 3. The entanglement entropy S L(n, M) vs log2 n for the co-

existing fractal states: (a) M = L/2 and (b) M = L/4, when L

is varied: L = 100, 200, 500, and 1000. A significant devia-

tion from the logarithmic scaling behaviour is observed when L is

relatively small, but tends to vanish, as L increases. The prefac-

tor is close to the exact value 1/2, with an error being less than

2%, when L = 1000: S 1000(n, 250) = 0.499 log2 n + 0.818 and

S 1000(n, 500) = 0.490 log2 n + 1.080 for M = L/2 and M = L/4,

respectively. Here, n ranges from 10 to 40.

The degenerate ground states |L, M〉 admit an exact singular

value decomposition:

|L, M〉 =
min (M,n)∑

k=0

λ(L, M, k)|n, k〉|L − n, M − k〉, (17)

where the singular values λ(L, M, k) take the form,

λ(L, M, k) =

√

Ck
nCM−k

L−n

CM
L

. (18)

Therefore, the eigenvalues Λ(L, M, k) of the reduced density

matrix ρL(n, M) are Λ(L, M, k) = [λ(L, M, k)]2. Hence, the

entanglement entropy S L(n, M) follows from Eq. (5). An an-

alytical treatment confirms the logarithmic scaling behaviour,

as predicted in Eq. (6).

In order to understand how the logarithmic scaling be-

haviour emerges in the thermodynamic limit, we plot

S L(n, M) vs log2 n in Fig. 3 for the coexisting fractal states:

(a) M = L/2 and (b) M = L/4, when L is varied: L = 100,

200, 500, and 1000. A significant deviation from the log-

arithmic scaling behaviour is observed when L is relatively

small, but tends to vanish, as L increases. The prefactor is

close to the exact value 1/2, with an error being less than

2%, when L = 1000: S 1000(n, 250) = 0.499 log2 n + 0.818

and S 1000(n, 500) = 0.490 log2 n + 1.080 for M = L/2 and

M = L/4, respectively. Here, n ranges from 10 to 40.

VI. SUMMARY

In this work, a systematic investigation has been performed

for highly degenerate ground states arising from SSB with

a type-B GM in the context of quantum entanglement. It is

found that the degenerate ground states admit an exact singu-

lar value decomposition, which unveils their scale invariance.

This implies that the entanglement entropy S (n) scales loga-

rithmically with the block size n in the thermodynamic limit,

with the prefactor being half the number of type-B GMs NB.

Meanwhile, as follows from a field-theoretic prediction [16],

the prefactor is half the fractal dimension d f . Therefore, the

fractal dimension d f is identical to the number of type-B GMs

NB for the degenerate ground states. Our claim has been tested

for the SU(2) spin-s ferromagnetic model, the SU(N + 1)

ferromagnetic model and the SU(2) spin-1 anisotropic bi-

quadratic model, with the fractal dimension d f being 1, N,

and 1, respectively. In addition, an extensive numerical anal-

ysis has been performed to reveal how the logarithmic scaling

behaviour emerges, as the system size L increases. This lends

further support to our claim.

In closing, a few remarks are in order. First, the extension

to a symmetry group G other than SU(N + 1) is possible, al-

though our discussion focuses on SU(N + 1). Second, it is

straightforward to extend to quantum many-body systems in

two and higher spatial dimensions, given that the occurrence

of SSB with a type-B GM does not depend on the spatial di-

mensionality. Last but not least, the scaling behaviour of the

entanglement entropy remains unclear in the thermodynamic

limit when both type-A and type-B GMs are present in a quan-

tum many-body system.
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A. A logarithmic scaling relation between the entanglement

entropy S (n) and the block size n

We present a heuristic argument, aiming to unveil a log-

arithmic scaling relation between the entanglement entropy

S (n) and the block size n, for a scale-invariant state, in the

thermodynamic limit, when the fillings f1, ..., fN are kept to

be constant. We focus on scale-invariant states in one spa-

tial dimension, with the block B consisting of n contiguous

lattice sites for simplicity. The partition of the system into

the block B and the environment E amounts to introducing a

length scale n, thus the system is expected to react. Physically,

it is legitimate to consider an effective (continuum) field the-

ory, for a quantum many-body system on a lattice, when the

thermodynamic limit is approached.

Suppose the entanglement entropy S (n) is S (n) = f (n),

with f (n) being a function of n to be determined. The trans-

formation n → λ n amounts to introducing two sequences of

the values of the block size n, with a dimensionless ratio λ..

The scale invariance implies that the scaling behaviour with n

must remain the same, with an additional contribution from λ

being additive. Mathematically, we have

f (λ n) = f (n) + F(λ), (S.1)

where F(λ) is a function of λ to be determined. It is easy to

see that

F(1) = 0. (S.2)

Taking the first-order derivative with respect to the parameter

λ on both hand sides of Eq.(S.1), we have

n f ′(λ n) = F′(λ). (S.3)

Setting y = λn, we are led to

y f ′(y) = λF′(λ) (S.4)

The variables are separated, since the left hand side only de-

pends on y, and the right hand side only depends on λ. This

implies that

y f ′(y) = κ, (S.5)

and

λF′(λ) = κ, (S.6)

with κ being a constant to be determined. This yields

f (y) = κ ln y + f (1), (S.7)

and

F(λ) = κ ln λ. (S.8)

Physically, κ should be proportional to the number of type-

B GMs: κ = ηNB, with η being a universal constant, since

only the low-lying excitations contribute to the scaling be-

haviour of the entanglement entropy S (n) with the block size

n. The value of η may be determined from a specific model,

as long as its exact scaling relation between the entangle-

ment entropy S (n) and the block size n, together with the

number of type-B GMs NB, are known. For the SU(2) spin-

1/2 ferromagnetic states, an analytic treatment yields that

S (n) = 1/2 ln n + S 0 [S1], with the number of type-B GMs

NB = 1 [S2]. As a consequence, we have η = 1/2. That is, for

a scale-invariant state, S (n) scales logarithmically with n,

S (n) =
NB

2
ln n + S 0, (S.9)

where S 0 is an additive contribution to the entanglement en-

tropy, which is non-universal. In addition, a field-theoretic

approach [S3] predicts that

S (n) =
d f

2
ln n + S 0, (S.10)

with d f being the fractal dimension. Therefore, we are led to

the identification of the fractal dimension d f with the number

of type-B GMs: d f = NB, for the degenerate ground states

arising from SSB with a type-B GM.

Here, we remark that the fillings f1, ..., fN are assumed to

be nonzero when the scaling relation (S.9) is derived. If the

fillings f1, ..., fN are zero, then the ground state is the highest

weight state, which is unentangled. Thus, the entanglement

entropy S (n) is simply zero. This implies that the entangle-

ment entropy S (n) features a singularity, with a discontinu-

ous jump in the prefactor in front of the logarithmic function,

when the zero filling limit is approached. Physically, this is

due to the fact that the highest weight state, as an unentangled

ground state, is special, in the sense that type-B GMs manifest

themselves only when the other degenerate ground states with

nonzero fillings are involved. Note that the same argument

is valid for the lowest weight state, which is an unentangled

ground state, when the fillings f1, ..., fN reach the maximum

values.

The argument may be extended to a scale-invariant state in

D spatial dimensions. Then, (S.9) and (S.10) become

S (n) =
DNB

2
ln n + S 0, (S.11)

http://arxiv.org/abs/2201.01071v2
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and

S (n) =
Dd f

2
ln n + S 0, (S.12)

respectively. Here, we stress that n should be understood as

the linear size of the D-dimensional block.

In passing, we remark that our argument for the logarithmic

scaling behavior, up to Eq. (S.7) and Eq. (S.8), also works

for conformally invariant states in the thermodynamic limit,

since scale invariance is part of conformal invariance. In fact,

the prefactor κ must be proportional to central charge: κ = ζc,

with ζ being a constant, given that c counts the number of gap-

less excitations [S4]. One may also determine the proportion-

ality constant ζ to be 1/3 from the XY model in a longitudinal

magnetic field – an exactly solvable model [S5], with central

charge c = 1 at criticality [S6]. This allows us to reproduce

the scaling relation of the entanglement entropy S (n) with the

block size n for conformally invariant states [S7, S8].

B. A derivation of Z(L,M) for the SU(2) spin-s ferromagnetic

states

For the SU(2) spin-s ferromagnetic states |L, M〉 in Eq. (9),

we need to figure out a way to derive the normalization fac-

tor Z(L, M). Here, we resort to the permutation invariance of

|L, M〉 to facilitate the derivation.

For our purpose, it is convenient to introduce a set of per-

mutation invariant states |ψ(N−s, ...,Ns)〉, defined as follows

|ψ(N−s, ...,Ns)〉 =
1

Zψ

∑

P

| −s... − s
︸   ︷︷   ︸

N−s

| ... | s...s
︸︷︷︸

Ns

〉, (S.13)

with

Zψ =

√√
s−1∏

r=−s

C
Nr

L−
∑r−1

m=−s Nm

. (S.14)

Here, Zψ is introduced to ensure that |ψ(N−s, ...,Ns)〉 is nor-

malized, and the sum
∑

P is taken over all the possible permu-

tations P for a given partition {N−s, ...,Ns}.

Now we are ready to expand |L, M〉 in terms of the basis states |ψ(N−s, ...,Ns)〉:

|L, M〉 = 1

Z(L, M)

∑′

N−s ,...Ns

c(L, M,N−s, ...,Ns)|ψ(N−s, ...,Ns)〉, (S.15)

where

c(L, M,N−s, ...,Ns) = Zψ
M!
√

2M

s−1∏

r=−s

[ √

ε(s, r)
]Nr

, (S.16)

with

ε(s, r) =

∏s
m=r+1 (s + m)(s − m + 1)
∏s−1

m=r(s − m)2
.

Here, the sum
∑′

N−s ,...Ns
is taken over all the possible values of N−s, ...Ns, subject to the constraints:

∑s
m=−s Nm = L and

∑s
m=−s(s−

m)Nm = M. Indeed, Z(L, M) takes the form

Z(L, M) =

√
∑′

N−s ...Ns

c(L, M,N−s, ...,Ns)2. (S.17)

Substituting Eq.(S.16) into Eq.(S.17), we have

Z(L, M) =
M!
√

2M

√√

∑′

N−s ...Ns

s−1∏

r=−s

[ε(s, r)]Nr C
Nr

L−
∑r−1

m=−s Nm

. (S.18)

C. A derivation of Z(L,M1, ...,MN ) for the SU(N + 1) ferromagnetic states

In order to derive the normalization factor Z(L, M1, ..., MN) for the SU(N + 1) ferromagnetic states |L, M1, ..., MN〉 in Eq.(13),

we need to take advantage of the permutation invariance of |L, M1, ..., MN〉.
In fact, one may rewrite |L, M1, ..., MN〉 as follows

|L, M1, ..., MN〉 =
∏N

α=1 Mα!

Z(L, M1, ..., MN)

∑

P

| 1...1
︸︷︷︸

L−
∑N
α=1 Mα

| 2...2
︸︷︷︸

M1

... | N + 1...N + 1
︸          ︷︷          ︸

MN

〉, (S.19)
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where |β〉 (β = 1, 2, ..., N + 1) are defined as a N + 1-dimensional vector, with the β-th entry being 1, and the others being

0, and the sum
∑

P is taken over all the permutations P for a given partition {L −
∑N
α=1 Mα, M1, ..., MN}. As a consequence,

Z(L, M1, ..., MN) takes the form

Z(L, M1, ..., MN) =

N∏

α=1

Mα!

√

C
Mα

L−
∑α−1
β=1 Mβ

. (S.20)

D. A derivation of Z(L,M) for the coexisting fractal states

For the coexisting fractal states |L, M〉 in Eq. (18), we need to introduce a unit cell consisting of two nearest-neighbor sites,

due to the staggered nature of the symmetry group SU(2). Therefore, there are four possible configurations: |1z1z〉, |1z−1z〉,
| − 1z1z〉, and | − 1z−1z〉 in a unit cell. Here, | ± 1z〉 are the eigenvectors of S z, j, with the eigenvalues being ±1.

One may rewrite |L, M〉 as follows

|L, M〉=
M!

√
2MZ(L, M)

∑′

Nmm,Nmp,Npm,Npp

∑

P

(−1)Nmm+Nmp | −1z−1z...−1z−1z
︸              ︷︷              ︸

Nmm

| −1z1z... − 1z1z
︸            ︷︷            ︸

Nmp

| 1z − 1z...1z − 1z
︸             ︷︷             ︸

Npm

| 1z1z...1z1z
︸      ︷︷      ︸

Npp

〉, (S.21)

where the sum
∑

P is taken over all the permutations P for a given partition {Nmm,Nmp,Npm,Npp}, and the sum
∑′

Nmm,Nmp,Npm,Npp

is taken over all the possible values of Nmm,Nmp,Npm,Npp, subject to the constraints: 2Nmm + Nmp + Npm = M and Nmm + Nmp +

Npm + Npp = L/2. Here, Nmm,Nmp,Npm, and Npp denote the numbers of the unit cells in the configurations | − 1z − 1z〉, | − 1z1z〉,
|1z − 1z〉, and |1z1z〉, respectively.

Then, Z(L, M) takes the form

Z(L, M) =
M!
√

2M

√
∑′

Nmm,Nmp,Npm,Npp

C
Nmm

L/2
C

Npp

L/2−Nmm
C

Npm

L/2−Nmm−Npp
, (S.22)

which may be simplified as

Z(L, M) = M!

√

CM
L

2M
. (S.23)
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