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While the concept of the entanglement spectrum has heretofore been utilized to address vari-
ous many-body systems, the models describing an itinerant spinless-fermion excitation coupled to
zero-dimensional bosons (e.g. dispersionless phonons) have as yet not received much attention in
this regard. To fill this gap, the ground-state entanglement spectrum of a model that includes two
of the most common types of short-ranged, nonlocal excitation-phonon interaction – the Peierls-
and breathing-mode couplings – is numerically evaluated here. This model displays a sharp, level-
crossing transition at a critical coupling strength, which signifies the change from a nondegenerate
ground state at the quasimomentum Kgs = 0 to a twofold-degenerate one corresponding to a sym-
metric pair of nonzero quasimomenta. Another peculiarity of this model is that in the special case
of equal Peierls- and breathing-mode coupling strengths the bare-excitation Bloch state with the
quasimomentum 0 or π is its exact eigenstate. Moreover, below a critical coupling strength this
state is the ground state of the model. Thus, the sharp transition between a bare excitation and
a heavily phonon-dressed (polaronic) one can be thought of as a transition between vanishing and
finite entanglement. It is demonstrated here that the smallest ground-state entanglement-spectrum
eigenvalue to a large extent mimics the behavior of the entanglement entropy itself and vanishes
in this special case of the model; by contrast, all the remaining eigenvalues diverge in this case.
The implications of excitation-phonon entanglement for W -state engineering in superconducting
and neutral-atom-based qubit arrays serving as analog simulators of this model are also discussed.

I. INTRODUCTION

Over the past decade and a half, the concept of
the entanglement spectrum established itself as a use-
ful tool for understanding complex patterns of entangle-
ment in strongly-interacting and/or topologically non-
trivial quantum many-body systems [1]. Starting from
the pioneering work of Li and Haldane [2], where this con-
cept was utilized in the context of describing symmetry-
protected topological states of matter [3–5], low-lying en-
tanglement spectra have been employed to glean non-
trivial physical insights in many other areas of quan-
tum many-body physics. Examples include, but are not
limited to, interacting spin chains [6–9], integer quan-
tum Hall effect [10], interacting bosons [11, 12] and
fermions [13], many-body localization and thermaliza-
tion in isolated quantum systems [14, 15], and Floquet
dynamical phase transitions [16–18].

Early attempts to employ quantum information-
theoretic tools (e.g. entanglement measures) in the de-
scription of many-body systems pertained to the use of
entanglement entropy to characterize various quantum
phase transitions [19]. The entanglement entropy [20, 21]
of a quantum system that can be partitioned into two en-
tangled subsystems (a bipartite quantum system) is given
by the von Neumann entropy of the reduced density ma-
trix corresponding to either one of the two subsystems
(obtained by tracing out the other subsystem) [1]. While
this quantity does represent a measure of entanglement
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in any given state of such a system, the full entanglement
spectrum – i.e., the spectrum of the negative logarithm
of the reduced density matrix [22] – yields a much more
detailed characterization of the entanglement in the sys-
tem.

This paper is focussed on the ground-state entan-
glement spectrum of a one-dimensional (1D) lattice
model describing an itinerant spinless-fermion excita-
tion coupled to zero-dimensional bosons (e.g., dispersion-
less phonons) through two different short-ranged cou-
pling mechanisms. The entanglement aspects of coupled
excitation-phonon (e-ph) models – not least those per-
taining to entanglement spectra – have heretofore not
been given due attention [23, 24]. While the dearth of
entanglement-related studies of such models is the pri-
mary motivation behind the present work, the choice of e-
ph interaction mechanisms to be discussed here – namely,
Peierls (P) and breathing-mode (BM) type couplings – is
motivated by their relevance in various physical systems.

Models with short-ranged e-ph coupling describe the
interaction of an excess charge carrier (or an exciton) in
certain classes of electronic materials (e.g., narrow-band
semiconductors) with optical phonons of the host crys-
tal [25–33]. In the extreme case of strong e-ph coupling,
a heavily phonon-dressed excitation is formed (small po-
laron) [34, 35]. While the bulk of small-polaron-related
studies [36–46] have so far been carried out within the
framework of the Holstein model [47], which accounts for
the purely local e-ph coupling, over the past two decades
considerable attention was devoted to nonlocal-coupling
mechanisms [41, 42]. The most well-known among them
is P-type coupling [42, 48], which is manifested through
the dependence of the dynamically-fluctuating excitation
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hopping amplitude between two adjacent lattice sites on
the difference of Einstein-phonon displacements on those
sites. On the other hand, BM-type coupling accounts for
a change in the on-site energy of an itinerant excitation
due to phonon displacements on the two adjacent sites;
being also of the density-displacement type, it can be
viewed as a nonlocal counterpart of Holstein-type cou-
pling.

What makes strongly momentum-dependent e-ph in-
teractions – those like P-type coupling, whose vertex
function depends both on the excitation- and phonon
quasimomenta – particularly interesting is the fact that
they allow the possibility of sharp, level-crossing transi-
tions at a critical e-ph coupling strength; according to
the Gerlach-Löwen theorem [49, 50], transitions of this
type are forbidden for momentum-independent (Holstein-
type) coupling and those that depend on the phonon
quasimomentum, but not on that of the excitation (e.g.,
Fröhlich-type coupling [51]). Such a sharp transition
corresponds to a change from a nondegenerate ground
state at the quasimomentum Kgs = 0 to a twofold-
degenerate one corresponding to a pair of equal and op-
posite (nonzero) quasimomenta. It was already demon-
strated such transitions take place in a model with P-
type coupling [48], as well as in its counterpart with si-
multaneous P and BM couplings discussed in the present
work [53, 54].

Aside from the occurrence of a sharp ground-state
transition, another peculiar feature of the model under
consideration – with simultaneous P and BM couplings –
is that in the special case when the two coupling strengths
are equal the bare-excitation Bloch state with the quasi-
momentum k = 0 (or k = π) is its eigenstate. Fur-
thermore, below a critical coupling strength this bare-
excitation state – with no e-ph entanglement – repre-
sents the ground state of the model. In the two existing
proposals for the physical realization of this model – with
superconducting qubits coupled to resonators [53–55] and
neutral-atom-based [56] Rydberg-dressed qubit arrays –
this feature translates into the possibility of engineering
W -type states [56, 58], maximally-entangled multiqubit
states of interest for quantum-technology applications.

Here the ground-state entanglement spectrum of a
model with simultaneous P and BM couplings is stud-
ied in a numerically-exact fashion, the primary aim of
this study being to describe the dependence of this spec-
trum on the effective e-ph coupling strength. In addition
to verifying that each entanglement-spectrum eigenvalue
undergoes nonanalyticities at critical coupling strengths,
it is demonstrated here that the entanglement entropy
around this transition point is predominantly determined
by the smallest eigenvalue. This eigenvalue to a large ex-
tent mimics the behavior of the entropy and vanishes in
the special case of equal P and BM coupling strengths; at
the same time, all the remaining entanglement-spectrum
eigenvalues diverge for equal coupling strengths, while
still yielding vanishing contributions to the entanglement
entropy. The implications of the behavior of the entan-

glement spectrum and the corresponding entropy in the
latter case for the generation of W states in the previ-
ously proposed analog quantum simulators of the model
under consideration are also discussed.
This article is organized as follows. In Sec. II the cou-

pled e-ph Hamiltonian – comprising P- and BM coupling
terms – is introduced, along with a discussion of the bare-
excitation eigenstates in a special case of this model and
a short description of possible physical realizations of
this model. Section III starts with a short recapitulation
of the definition and general properties of entanglement
spectra, followed by the essential details of their appli-
cation in the coupled e-ph system under consideration.
Some mathematical consequences of the discrete trans-
lational symmetry of the system, as well as the relevant
details of the truncation of the total Hilbert space of the
system, are discussed in Sec. IV. The principal results of
the paper are presented and discussed in Sec. V. To end
with, the paper is summarized in Sec. VI. In order not to
interrupt the main flow of the paper, some mathematical
derivations are relegated to Appendices A and B.

II. MODEL

To set the stage for further discussion, the coupled
e-ph Hamiltonian with Peierls- and breathing-mode cou-
pling terms is introduced, both in the real-space (lattice)
and momentum-space representations (Sec. II A). An in-
teresting special case of this Hamiltonian – namely, the
one with equal coupling strengths for the two relevant
e-ph interaction mechanisms – is then briefly discussed
(Sec. II B). For the sake of completeness, this is followed
by a short description of two proposed physical realiza-
tions of the model under consideration (Sec. II C).

A. Hamiltonian and its ground-state properties

The 1D lattice model under consideration describes a
single spinless-fermion excitation interacting with disper-
sionless (Einstein-type) phonons through two different
nonlocal e-ph coupling mechanisms. The Hamiltonian
of this model is given by H = H0 + He-ph, where H0

is the noninteracting and He-ph the interacting (e-ph)
part. The noninteracting part H0 consists of the excita-
tion kinetic-energy term, with the corresponding hopping
amplitude te, and free-phonon terms (~ = 1):

H0 = −te
∑

n

(c†n+1cn +H.c.) + ωph

∑

n

a†nan . (1)

Here c†n (cn) creates (annihilates) an excitation at site
n (n = 1, . . . , N) of the underlying 1D lattice, while a†n
(an) creates (annihilates) a zero-dimensional (Einstein)
phonon with frequency ωph at the same site.
The total e-ph coupling part He-ph of the total Hamil-

tonian consists of the Peierls- (P) and breathing-mode
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(BM) contributions. The P contribution [42, 48] accounts
for the linear dependence of the effective (dynamically
dependent on the phonon degrees of freedom) excitation-
hopping amplitude between sites n and n+ 1 on the dif-
ference of the respective local phonon displacements. In
its most succinct form, it is given by

HP = gPωph l
−1
0

∑

n

(c†ncn+1 +H.c.) (un+1 − un) , (2)

where gP is the corresponding dimensionless P-coupling
strength and un ≡ l0(an + a†n) the phonon displacement
at site n, with l0 being the phonon zero-point length.
At the same time, the BM contribution captures the
antisymmetric nonlocal coupling of the excitation den-
sity at site n with the local phonon displacements on
the nearest-neighbor sites n ± 1 [28, 53]. This density-
displacement type coupling term is given by

HBM = gBMωph l
−1
0

∑

n

c†ncn(un−1 − un+1) , (3)

where gBM stands for the dimensionless BM-coupling
strength. In their most explicit forms, the coupling terms
HP and HBM are given by [cf. Eqs. (2) and (3)]

HP = gPωph

∑

n

(c†n+1cn +H.c.)

× (a†n+1 + an+1 − a†n − an) , (4)

HBM = gBMωph

∑

n

c†ncn

× (a†n−1 + an−1 − a†n+1 − an+1) .

The total e-ph coupling Hamiltonian He-ph = HP +
HBM can be recast in the generic momentum-space form

He-ph =
1√
N

∑

k,q

γe-ph(k, q) c
†
k+qck(a

†
−q + aq) , (5)

where the P- and BM contributions to the total e-ph
vertex function γe-ph(k, q) = γP(k, q) + γBM(q) are given
by

γP(k, q) = 2igP ωph [sin k − sin(k + q)] , (6)

γBM(q) = 2igBM ωph sin q . (7)

[Note that quasimomenta k and q in Eqs. (6) and (7) are
assumed to be dimensionless, i.e., expressed in units of
the inverse lattice period; this convention will be used
throughout the remainder of this paper.]
For the most general (k- and q-dependent) vertex func-

tion γe-ph(k, q), the effective coupling strength is given by

λe-ph =
〈|γe-ph(k, q)|2〉BZ

2te ωph
, (8)

where 〈. . .〉BZ is the Brillouin-zone (BZ) average over the
quasimomenta k, q ∈ (−π, π]. A straightforward deriva-
tion (for details, see Appendix A) leads to the following
results for the effective P- and BM coupling strengths:

λP = 2g2P
ωph

te
, λBM = g2BM

ωph

te
. (9)

It is also important to notice that – due to the specific
momentum dependence of the two relevant (P and BM)
e-ph couplings [cf. Eqs. (6) and (7)] – the total effective
e-ph coupling strength λe-ph [cf. Eq. (8)] is given by the
sum of λP and λBM, i.e. λe-ph = λP + λBM (for details,
see again Appendix A).
It is worthwhile pointing out that – as a direct implica-

tion of the discrete translational symmetry of the system
(regardless of the concrete form of He-ph) – the eigen-
states of the total Hamiltonian H = H0 + He-ph ought
to be good-quasimomentum states. More precisely, these
states – the Bloch eigenstates of the coupled e-ph system
at hand – are the joint eigenstates of the total Hamilto-
nian H and the total quasimomentum operator

Ktot =
∑

k

k c†kck +
∑

q

q a†qaq , (10)

because the latter commutes with H . In the following,
the eigenvalues of Ktot will be labelled by K ∈ (−π.π].
The fact that the total e-ph vertex function in Eq. (5)

depends on both the excitation (k) and phonon (q) quasi-
momenta implies that the Hamiltonian He-ph does not
satisfy the conditions for the applicability of the Gerlach-
Löwen theorem, which rules out the existence of non-
analyticites in the ground-state-related quantities [50].
In particular, the ground state of the total Hamiltonian
H = H0 +He-ph under consideration undergoes a sharp,
level-crossing-type transition at a certain non-universal
(i.e., dependent on the adiabaticity ratio ωph/te) critical
value λce-ph ∼ 1 of the effective coupling strength [48]. Be-

low this critical value (i.e. for λe-ph < λce-ph) the ground
state is nondegenerate and represents the K = 0 eigen-
value of Ktot; on the other hand, for λe-ph ≥ λce-ph the
ground state is twofold-degenerate and corresponds to
a pair of equal- and opposite (nonzero) quasimomenta.
With λe-ph increasing beyond its critical value (corre-
sponding to the given value of the adiabaticity ratio),
the pair of quasimomenta Kgs that corresponds to the
twofold-degenerate ground state also varies; this is re-
flected in the ground-state energy undergoing a sequence
of further first-order nonanalyticities. Finally, this quasi-
momentum saturates at Kgs = ±π/2 for λe-ph above a
threshold value; the latter also depends on ωph/te and is
larger than the corresponding λce-ph.

B. Bare-excitation Bloch eigenstates for gP = gBM

The model under consideration has an interesting
property in the special case when the two relevant cou-
pling strenghts are the same (i.e., gP = gBM). Namely,
in this special case the coupled e-ph Hamiltonian of the
system posseses a bare-excitation Bloch eigenstate for
an arbitrary e-ph coupling strength. This eigenstate

|Ψk〉 ≡ c†k|0〉e ⊗ |0〉ph (where |0〉e and |0〉ph are the ex-
citation and phonon vacuum states, respectively) corre-
sponds to the excitation quasimomentum k = 0 in the
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case of positive hopping amplitude (te > 0), while for
te < 0 it corresponds to k = π.
It is rather straightforward to show that |Ψk=0〉 ≡

c†k=0|0〉e ⊗ |0〉ph is an eigenstate of the total Hamilto-
nian for (te > 0) (the proof that |Ψk=π〉 is its eigenstate
for te < 0 is completely analogous). Namely, because
|Ψk=0〉 is an eigenstate of the noninteracting part H0 of
the system Hamiltonian (for te > 0), to demonstrate that
it is also an eigenstate of H it is sufficient to prove that
this state is simultaneously an eigenstate of He-ph [cf.
Eq. (5)]. By acting with He-ph on |Ψk=0〉, taking into

account that ckc
†
k=0 |0〉e ≡ δk,0|0〉e, one readily finds that

He-ph|Ψk=0〉 =
1√
N

∑

q

γe-ph(k = 0, q) c†q|0〉e ⊗ a†−q|0〉ph .

(11)
Given that for the vertex functions in Eqs. (5)–(7) it holds
that (for an arbitrary phonon quasimomentum q)

γe-ph(k = 0, q) ≡ γP(k = 0, q) + γBM(q) = 0 , (12)

every term in the sum on the RHS of Eq. (11) vanishes,
which immediately implies that He-ph|Ψk=0〉 = 0. Thus,
|Ψk=0〉 is an exact eigenstate of He-ph for an arbitrary
λe-ph (its corresponding eigenvalue is equal to zero); this
concludes the proof that |Ψk=0〉 is an eigenstate of H .
While the state |Ψk=0〉 (|Ψk=π〉) is an eigenstate of H

in the te > 0 (te < 0) case, it can be demonstrated nu-
merically that it is also the ground state of this Hamilto-
nian below a certain critical coupling strength λce-ph (for

details, see Sec. V below). Because these bare-excitation
states have no phonon content, these ground states corre-
spond to the bare-excitation band minimum and the total
quasimomentum in the cases is Kgs = 0 and Kgs = π.
The occurrence of such, bare-excitation, ground state in
a coupled e-ph model has two interesting implications.
The first one is that – unlike the more common (phonon-
dressed) ground states of coupled e-ph models [62] – this
bare-excitation ground state is not accompanied by the
usual one-phonon continuum of states starting from the
energy ~ωph above the ground-state energy [55]. The sec-
ond implication, of more direct interest for the present
work, is that for λe-ph < λce-ph the Hamiltonian H has
a separable ground state, i.e. a ground state with no
entanglement between excitation- and phonon degrees of
freedom.

C. Physical realizations with superconducting and

neutral-atom qubits

In addition to its relevance for real electronic materials,
the model under consideration can be realized with ana-
log quantum simulators. Its realizations with an array
of superconducting transmon qubits inductively coupled
with microwave resonators [53, 54], as well as with an ar-
ray of cold neutral atoms in optical tweezers interacting
through Rydberg-dressed resonant dipole-dipole interac-
tion [56], have already been proposed.

In the transmon-based realization [53], in which the
role of phonons is played by microwave photons in res-
onators, the central idea is the use of a coupler circuit
between each pair of qubits, which represents a general-
ization of a SQUID loop and mediates both qubit-qubit
and qubit-resonator coupling in this system; while the
qubit-qubit coupling turns out to be of the XY -type and
maps – via the Jordan-Wigner transformation – into the
hopping terms for an itinerant spinless-fermion excita-
tion, the qubit-resonator coupling (after the same trans-
formation) gives rise to P- and BM coupling between this
excitation and photons in the resonators; in particular,
the term that is mapped into the P-coupling term in this
way has the form characteristic of the XY spin-Peierls
model. The coupler circuit consists of two loops and three
Josephson junctions, with both loops being subject to
external magnetic fluxes. The upper loop of this circuit,
delineated by two junctions with identical Josephson en-
ergies, is threaded by an external ac flux and the flux
generated by the photon modes in resonators; it is the
latter flux that gives rise to an inductive qubit-resonator
coupling in this system. At the same time, the total
flux in the lower loop of the coupler circuit – whose two
junctions have unequal Josephson energies – consists of
an external ac flux (with the same driving frequency but
with a different magnitude and sign than its cunterpart
in the upper loop) and a dc flux, the latter being the main
externally tunable parameter (experimental knob) in the
system. This realization yields – by design – identical P
and BM coupling strengths [see Sec. II B above].

The alternative realization of the model, with neutral
atoms (e.g. Rb87) in optical tweezers [56], is more flex-
ible than the transmon-based one in that it allows one
to independently tune the dimensionless P and BM cou-
pling strengths [cf. Eq. (4)]. This realization entails two
ground states of Rb87 (i.e., two hyperfine sublevels of
its electronic ground state) and two high-lying Rydberg
states; each of the ground states is coupled with its cor-
responding Rydberg state via an off-resonant (dressing)
laser (note that without a significant loss of generality the
system can also be realized with a single dressing laser,
in which case the two relevant detunings are the same).
Thus, instead of interacting through the conventional res-
onant dipole-dipole interaction that amounts to an ex-
change of two Rydberg states between the two atoms (as
would be the case in the absence of Rydberg dressing),
the resulting Rydberg-dressed interaction is equivalent
to an exchange between two Rydberg-dressed states (i.e.
two different linear combinations of a ground state and
its corresponding Rydberg state, with a small admixture
of the latter). When the nearly-harmonic optical dipole-
trap potential is quantized into Einstein-type bosons, this
system is effectively described by an itinerant Rydberg-
dressed excitation interacting with these bosons via P
and BM coupling mechanisms. The principal experimen-
tal knob in this system is the Rabi frequency of the dress-
ing laser.

In the two described realizations of the model under
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considerations with interacting qubit arrays, the bare-
excitation Bloch states – obtained for gP = gBM (as
discussed in Sec. II B above) – correspond to N -qubit
W states. Generally speaking, a bare-excitation state

|Ψk〉 ≡ c†k|0〉e with quasimomentum k corresponds – via
the Jordan-Wigner transformation from spinless-fermion
to (pseudo)spin-1/2 (qubit) degrees of freedom [57] – to
the generalized (twisted) W state [63]

|WN (k)〉 = 1√
N

N∑

n=1

eikn|0 . . . 1
︸︷︷︸

n

. . . 0〉 , (13)

a maximally-entangled N -qubit state given by an equal
superposition of states in which exactly one qubit is in
the state |1〉 (with all the remaining qubits being in the

state |0〉). In particular, the state |Ψk=0〉 ≡ c†k=0|0〉e,
which can be realized in both physical platform dis-
cussed above, corresponds to the conventional N -qubit
W state [58, 59], which is completely symmetric with re-
spect to permutations of qubits [60, 61]. At the same

time, the state |Ψk=π〉 ≡ c†k=π |0〉e, which can be real-
ized in the neutral-atom platform, corresponds to the
π-twisted W state [56].

III. ENTANGLEMENT SPECTRUM: BASIC

ASPECTS

As a preparation for further considerations, a brief
general introduction into entanglement spectra and en-
tropy of bipartite quantum systems is presented below
(Sec. III A). This is followed by essential details of the
application of these concepts to the coupled e-ph system
at hand (Sec. III B).

A. Entanglement spectrum: General considerations

Consider a quantum system that consists of two sub-
systems A and B; its Hilbert space is given by the ten-
sor product H = HA ⊗ HB, where HA (HB) is the
Hilbert space of the subsystem A (B). Let {|SA〉 | SA =
1, . . . , DA} and {|SB〉 | SB = 1, . . . , DB} be orthonormal
bases ofHA andHB, whereDA andDB are the respective
dimensions of these two Hilbert spaces.
An arbitrary pure quantum state in the Hilbert space

H = HA⊗HB of the bipartite system can be decomposed
in the orthonormal basis {|SA〉 ⊗ |SB〉}, i.e.

|Ψ〉 =
DA∑

SA=1

DB∑

SB=1

CSA,SB |SA〉 ⊗ |SB〉 , (14)

where the coefficients CSA,SB in this expansion can be
viewed as the entries of a certain matrix. By means of
the singular-value decomposition (SVD), this matrix –
which will hereafter be denoted by M and referred to as
the entanglement matrix – can be written as

M = UDV † . (15)

Here U is a matrix of dimension DA × min(DA, DB)
that satisfies the condition U †U = 1 and V a DB ×
min(DA, DB) matrix with the property that V V † = 1; D
is a diagonal square matrix of dimension min(DA, DB),
whose matrix elements – the singular values of M
– are non-negative. Therefore, these singular val-
ues can be written in the form e−ξα/2, where α =
1, . . . ,min(DA, DB).
The density matrix corresponding to a pure state |Ψ〉

in the Hilbert space H = HA ⊗HB is given by

ρ =
|Ψ〉〈Ψ|
〈Ψ|Ψ〉 . (16)

The reduced (marginal) density matrix ρA of the subsys-
tem A is obtained by tracing ρ over the degrees of free-
dom of the subsystem B: ρA = TrB ρ. [Analogously, the
reduced density matrix ρB of the subsystem B is given
by ρB = TrA ρ.] Using the SVD [cf. Eq. (15)], one ob-
tains the Schmidt decomposition of the generic pure state
|Ψ〉 [66, 67]

|Ψ〉 =
αmax∑

α=1

e−ξα/2|ψα
A〉 ⊗ |ψα

B〉 , (17)

where αmax ≡ min(DA, DB), and

|ψα
µ 〉 =

dµ∑

sµ=1

U †
α,sµ |Sµ〉 ( µ = A,B ) , (18)

are the singular vectors of the matrix M . By making
use of the Schmidt decomposition of the state |Ψ〉 (or,
equivalently, the SVD of the entanglement matrix), the
two reduced density matrices can jointly be written in
the spectral form

ρµ =

αmax∑

α=1

e−ξα |ψα
µ 〉〈ψα

µ | ( µ = A,B ) . (19)

This form renders it manifest that the joint eigenvalues
of these two reduced density matrices are given by the
squares e−ξα of the above singular values of the entan-
glement matrix.
The very notion of the entanglement spectrum origi-

nates from the fact that each reduced density matrix can
be writen in the form exp(−HE), this being the canoni-
cal density matrix that pertains to the Hamiltonian HE

at the inverse temperature βE = 1 [22]. The Hamilto-
nian HE – the negative logarithm of the reduced density
matrix of the system – is usually referred to as the entan-
glement (or modular) Hamiltonian and the entanglement
spectrum is given by its set of eigenvalues. In particular,
the entanglement spectrum of the bipartite system whose
reduced density matrices are given by Eq. (19) is the set
{ξα |α = 1, . . . ,min(DA, DB)} of the negative logarithms
of the joint eigenvalues e−ξα of ρA and ρB.
Having defined the entanglement spectrum, it is of in-

terest to establish its connection with the entanglement
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entropy, which can – generally speaking – be thought of
as the thermodynamic entropy of a system governed by
the entanglement HamiltonianHE [20, 21]. For the above
generic bipartite system this entropy is given by

SE = −TrA(ρA ln ρA) (20)

and can equivalently be expressed as SE =
−TrB(ρB ln ρB). By making use of the spectral
form of the operator ρA [cf. Eq. (19)] and the fact
that ρA ln ρA is an analytic operator function of ρA,
one can straghtforwardly express SE in terms of the
entanglement-spectrum eigenvalues ξα:

SE =

min(DA,DB)
∑

α=1

ξαe
−ξα . (21)

B. Entanglement spectrum and entropy of the

coupled e-ph system

The Hilbert space of the coupled e-ph system un-
der consideration is given by the tensor-product Hilbert
space H = He ⊗Hph of the excitation- (He) and phonon
(Hph) spaces, their respective dimensions being denoted
by De and Dph in the following. By making use of
Eq. (16), the density matrix corresponding to the ground
state |ψgs〉 of system can be expressed as

ρ
(gs)
e-ph =

|ψgs〉〈ψgs|
〈ψgs|ψgs〉

. (22)

The reduced excitation density matrix is then obtained
by tracing out the phonon degrees of freedom:

ρ(gs)e = Trph
[
ρ
(gs)
e-ph

]
. (23)

The explicit derivation of this reduced density matrix
(i.e. of its entries), based on the use of a symmetry-
adapted basis of the Hilbert space of the system (see
Sec. IV below), is presented in Appendix B.
As a special case of Eq. (20), the ground-state entan-

glement entropy S
(gs)
E of the system is given by

S
(gs)
E = −Tre

[
ρ(gs)e ln ρ(gs)e

]
. (24)

For a coupled e-ph system defined on a discrete lattice
with N sites, the dimension of the excitation Hilbert
space is N , while the dimension of the phonon Hilbert
space is much larger than that (see Sec. IV below). Thus,
αmax ≡ min(De, Dph) = N [cf. Sec. III A] and the
ground-state entanglement spectrum of the system at
hand consists of N eigenvalues. Based on the general
expression in Eq. (21), the ground-state entanglement
entropy of this system [cf. Eq. (24)] can be expressed as

S
(gs)
E =

N∑

α=1

ξ(gs)α e−ξ(gs)
α . (25)

IV. HILBERT-SPACE TRUNCATION AND

SYMMETRY-ADAPTED BASIS

In this section, the structure of the Hilbert space of the
system and its controlled truncation are first discussed
(Sec. IVA). This is followed by the introduction of the
symmetry-adapted basis of this Hilbert space (Sec. IVB).

A. Hilbert space and its truncation

Because phonon Hilbert spaces are infinite-
dimensional, the treatment of the coupled e-ph system
at hand requires a controlled truncation of the phonon
Hilbert space. The Hilbert space of the system at hand,
defined on a 1D lattice with N sites, is spanned by states
|n〉e ⊗ |m〉ph, where |n〉e ≡ c†n|0〉e is the state with the
excitation located at site n (n = 1, . . . , N) and |m〉ph is
a phonon Fock state. This state is given by

|m〉ph =

N⊗∏

n=1

(a†n)
mn

√
mn!

|0〉ph , (26)

where m ≡ (m1, . . . ,mN ) and mn is the phonon occupa-
tion number at site n.
Given the infinite-dimensional nature of phonon

Hilbert spaces, one has to restrict oneself to the truncated
phonon Hilbert space that consists of states with the total

phonon number m =
∑N

n=1mn (where 0 ≤ mn ≤ m) not
larger than a certain maximal value Nph. Accordingly,
the dimension of the truncated phonon Hilbert space is
Dph = (Nph +N)!/(Nph!N !).
It should be stressed that the chosen values for the

number of sites N (i.e., the system size) and the maxi-
mal total number Nph of phonons, which jointly deter-
mine the total dimension of the truncated Hilbert space
of the system, is dictated by the required accuracy of
computing the sought-after physical observables [for in-
stance, the ground-state energy of the system, the ex-
pected phonon number in the ground state, the quasi-
particle residue (spectral weight), etc.]. The actual trun-
cation of the Hilbert space of the coupled e-ph system is
performed through a gradual increase of the number of
sites N – combined with an increase in the total number
of phonons Nph – up to the point where a further increase
of N and Nph does not cause an appreciable change (with
respect to a pre-defined error margin) in the obtained nu-
merical results for the desired physical quantities.

B. Symmetry-adapted basis

Because the dimension of the excitation Hilbert space
is equal to N , the dimension of the total Hilbert space
of the coupled e-ph system under consideration is given
by De-ph = N × (Nph + N)!/(Nph!N !). However, the
actual dimension of the matrix-diagonalization problem
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for the total system Hamiltonian can be additionally re-
duced by exploiting the discrete translational symmetry
of the system, which is mathematically expressed as the
commutation [H,Ktot] = 0 of the operators H and Ktot.
The explicit use of the discrete traslational symmetry

of the system permits the diagonalization of H in sectors
of the total Hilbert space that correspond to the eigen-
subspaces of Ktot; each of those sectors has the dimen-
sion equal to that of the truncated phonon space (i.e.,
DK = Dph). Therefore, it is natural to make use of the
symmetry-adapted basis, which for fixed K ∈ (−π, π]
and different phonon Fock states |m〉ph is given by

|K,m〉 = N−1/2
N∑

n=1

eiKn Tn−1(|1〉e ⊗ |m〉ph) , (27)

where Tn (n = 0, 1, . . . , N − 1) are the (discrete) transla-
tion operators. The last equation can straightforwardly
be recast as

|K,m〉 = N−1/2
N∑

n=1

eiKn |n〉e ⊗ T ph
n−1|m〉ph , (28)

where the discrete-translation operators T ph
n−1 act on the

phonon Hilbert space. In particular, the l-th occupation

number corresponding to the state |T ph
n−1m〉 is given by

ms(l,n−1), where

s(l, n) ≡
{

N − n+ l , for l ≤ n

l − n , for l > n
. (29)

An arbitrary state in the fixed-K sector of the Hilbert
space of the coupled e-ph system at hand can be ex-
pressed as a linear combination of the states in Eq. (28).

In particular, the eigenstates |ψ(i)
K 〉 (i = 1, . . . , Dph) of

total Hamiltonian H that correspond to the value K of
the total quasimomentum operator can be written as

|ψ(i)
K 〉 =

∑

m

C
(i)
K,m|K,m〉 . (30)

As a special case of Eq. (30), the ground state |ψgs〉 of
the system, which belongs to the K = Kgs Hilbert-space
sector, can be expanded in the symmetry-adapted basis
as

|ψgs〉 =
∑

m

CKgs,m|Kgs,m〉 . (31)

The use of the symmetry-adapted basis allows one to
significantly alleviate the computational burden involved
in the exact-diagonalization treatment of the coupled e-
ph system under consideration. Instead of carying out an
exact diagonalization of aDe-ph×De-ph matrix, it suffices
to perform N diagonalizations of (De-ph/N)× (De-ph/N)
matrices.

V. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Following a short summary of the parameters values
used in the numerically-exact evaluation of the entan-
glement spectrum and entropy of the coupled e-ph sys-
tem under consideration (Sec. VA), the principal findings
of the present work are presented and discussed below
(Sec. VB).

A. Evaluation of the entanglement spectrum

The numerically-exact evaluation of the ground-state
entanglement spectrum of the coupled e-ph model under
consideraton consists of the following three steps.

Firstly, the ground-state vector |ψgs〉 – represented
by the expansion coefficients CKgs,m in the symmetry-
adapted basis [cf. Eq. (31)] – is obtained by means of
Lanczos diagonalization [64, 65] of the total Hamiltonian
H = H0+HP+HBM of the system [cf. Eqs. (1) and (4)].
The ground state is determined after a controllable trun-
cation of the Hilbert space of the system based on the
scheme described in Sec. IVA; the adopted convergence
criterion was that the relative error in the ground-state
energy and the phonon distribution is not larger than
10−4. For the system at hand, it was verified that this
criterion is satisfied for a system with N = 8 sites (with
the periodic boundary conditions) and the maximal total
number of Nph = 9 phonons. Therefore, the ground state
was evaluated for an eight-site ring and with the phonon
Hilbert space of dimension Dph = 24, 310.

Secondly, having computed |ψgs〉, the reduced density

matrix ρ
(gs)
e is obtained using Eqs. (22) and (23). Its

matrix elements (ρ
(gs)
e )nn′ (n, n′ = 1, . . . , N) are given

by (for a detailed derivation, see Appendix B)

(

ρ(gs)e

)

nn′

= N−1 eiKgs(n−n′)
∑

m,m′

C∗
Kgs,m′ CKgs,m

× 〈m′ | T ph
n−n′m〉 , (32)

The matrix element 〈m′ | T ph
n−n′m〉 in the last equation is

computed by making use of Eq. (29), noting at the same

time that 〈T ph
n′ m

′ | T ph
n m〉 = 1 if all the corresponding

phonon occupation numbers in |T ph
n m〉 and |T ph

n′ m
′〉 are

equal; otherwise, this matrix element is equal to zero.

Finally, once the matrix elements of ρ
(gs)
e have been

obtained, the N entanglement-spectrum eigenvalues and
their corresponding eigenvectors – for each fixed value
of the effective e-ph coupling strength – are determined
by solving the (N × N)-dimensional eigenvalue prob-

lem of ρ
(gs)
e . The ground-state entanglement entropy

is then straightforwardly obtained from the computed
entanglement-spectrum eigenvalues using Eq. (21).
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B. Results for the ground-state entanglement

spectrum and entropy

It is pertinent to discuss the entanglement-related
properties of the model at hand by exploring the entire
range of e-ph coupling strengths. In other words, both
the weak-coupling regime – characterized by a quasi-
free (weakly phonon-dressed) excitation – and its strong-
coupling counterpart where a heavily-dressed excitation
(small polaron) is formed, along with the intermediate
regime, will be discussed in what follows. The analysis
presented below will also include different values of the
adiabaticity ratio – both the adiabatic (ωph/te < 1) and
antiadiabatic (ωph/te > 1) regimes, as well as the case
with ωph/te = 1.

Given that – by contrast to the BM coupling – the
P coupling itself allows the occurrence of sharp ground-
state transitions (i.e. nonanalyticities in the relevant
quantities) it is pertinent to perform the analysis of the
model under consideration by varying the P-coupling
strength in the presence of BM coupling of fixed strength.
In what follows, the effective P-coupling strength [cf.
Eq. (9)] will be varied from λP = 0 to λP = 3.2,
with two fixed BM-coupling strengths (gBM = 0.25 and
gBM = 0.4).

Prior to discussing in detail the ground-state entangle-
ment spectrum of the model at hand it is instructive to
analyze the results obtained for its corresponding entan-

glement entropy S
(gs)
E [cf. Eq. (24)] as a function of λP.

Figure 1 shows this quantity for three different values of
the adiabaticity ratio ωph/te. The obtained numerical

results for S
(gs)
E show three salient features.

Firstly, the most salient feature of the obtained depen-

dence of S
(gs)
E on λP is the occurrence of sharp transi-

tions (i.e. first-order nonanalyticities) at certain critical
values λcP of λP. This is a manifestation of the sharp,
level-crossing transitions characterizing all ground-state-
related quantities for models of this type [recall the dis-
cussion in Sec. II A]. What can be inferred from Fig. 1 is
that for the model at hand there are as many as four such
sharp transitions. Another, closel related, observation is
is that the critical value of λP that corresponds to the first
of those transitions decreases with increasing adiabatic-
ity ratio; in other words, for higher adiabaticity ratios
this transitions occurs for smaller coupling strengths.

Secondly, the behavior of the entanglement entropy as
a function of the effective e-ph coupling strength is here
markedly different from the previously investigated be-
havior of this quantity in the presence of Holstein-type
(local) [48] or P-type coupling [23]. Namely, in those
cases the entanglement entropy grows monotonously with
increasing coupling strength, regardless of whether the
strong-coupling regime is characterized by the presence
of sharp transitions (as in the case of P-type coupling) or
just a smooth crossover (the case of Holstein-type cou-
pling); in both cases, this entropy saturates at the value
lnN (for the system size N = 8 discussed here this max-

ωph / te = 0.5

ωph / te = 1.0

ωph / te = 2.0

0.5

1

1.5

S
E(g

s
)

gBM = 0.25

( a )

0 1 2 3
0

0.5

1

1.5

λP
S
E(g

s
)

gBM = 0.4

( b )

FIG. 1: Ground-state e-ph entanglement entropy as a func-
tion of the effective P-coupling strength, depicted for three
different values of the adiabaticity ratio and two fixed values
of the BM coupling strength gBM: (a) gBM = 0.25, and (b)
gBM = 0.4.

imal value is around 2.08), which signifies maximally-
entangled states [69]. Here, by contrast, the entangle-
ment entropy shows a nonmonotonic dependence on λP
and does not reach the aforementioned maximal value
[cf. Fig. 1].
Finally, in the special case of equal P- and BM coupling

strengths the entanglement entropy vanishes, consistent
with the fact that the ground state of the system in this
case is a bare-excitation state (recall the discussion in
Sec. II B). It is interesting to note that in the case with
gBM = 0.4 and the highest value ωph/te = 2 of the adia-
baticity ratio investigated here, the first sharp transition
practically coincides with this special case of the model
[for an illustration, see Fig. 1(b)].
Having considered the gross features of the e-ph en-

tanglement in the model at hand – as described by the
entanglement entropy – the more subtle features can be
analyzed through the prism of the corresponding entan-
glement spectrum. The entanglement-spectrum eigenval-

ues ξ
(gs)
α (α = 1, 2, . . . , 8) – i.e., their dependence on λP

– are depicted in Figs. 2 – 5 for α = 1, 2, 3, 4, respec-
tively. The most apparent feature of these eigenvalues is
that they reflect the presence of multiple sharp transi-
tions in the ground state of the model under considera-
tion. Another relevant observation is that the qualitative
structure of this spectrum does not display a strong de-
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ωph / te = 0.5

ωph / te = 1.0

ωph / te = 2.0
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FIG. 2: Dependence of the ground-state entanglement-

spectrum eigenvalue ξ
(gs)
α=1 on the effective P-coupling

strength, shown for three different values of the adiabaticity
ratio and two fixed BM coupling strengths: (a) gBM = 0.25,
and (b) gBM = 0.4.

pendence on the adiabaticity ratios, i.e. it is fairly similar
for different values of ωph/te. This conclusion bears some
resemblance to the previously established general proper-
ties of phonon-dressed excitations formed in the presence
of P-type e-ph coupling [37].

What can be inferred from Fig. 2, which shows the

smallest eigenvalue ξ
(gs)
α=1 in the ground-state entangle-

ment spectrum, is that the behavior of ξ
(gs)
α=1 largely mim-

ics the beavior of the entanglement entropy itself. In

other words, the dependence of ξ
(gs)
α=1 on λP is qualita-

tively similar to that of S
(gs)
E . In particular, this smallest

eigenvalue also vanishes – like S
(gs)
E itself – in the special

case gP = gBM of the model.

The last conclusion – namely, that the ground-state

entanglement entropy S
(gs)
E is to a large extent deter-

mined by the smallest entanglement-spectrum eigenvalue

ξ
(gs)
α=1 – is in accordance with findings of related stud-
ies of other many-body systems. To be more specific,
it was already observed that the universal part of the
entanglement spectrum is typically determined predom-
inantly by the largest eigenvalues of the corresponding
reduced density matrix [70]. Moreover, given that the
entanglement entropy that corresponds to a certain re-
duced density matrix is equivalent to the thermodynamic

entropy of the attendant entanglement Hamiltonian HE

at the inverse temperature βE = 1 [recall the discussion
in Sec. III A], the last finding has another important im-
plication. Namely, this finding is intimately related to
the quite general issue as to whether the Hamiltonian of
a generic many-body system can be thought of as being
essentially encoded in a single eigenstate (e.g., its ground
state). Such situations have so far been discussed only
in the context of thermodynamic and entanglement en-
tropies of single-component systems [for instance, cou-
pled quantum spin-1/2 chains or interacting hard-core
bosons in 1D systems [71]]. Thus, the present study of
the entanglement spectrum of a coupled e-ph model pro-
vides a qualitatively dissimilar instance of an interacting
system in which the same issue is of interest.
By contrast to the smallest eigenvalue, all the re-

maining entanglement-spectrum eigenvalues show qual-
itatively similar behavior as a function of λP. The only
common feature of their dependence on λP with that of

ξ
(gs)
α=1 is the fact that they also display the nonanalytic be-
havior manifesting the aforementioned sharp transitions.
On the other hand, their behavior in the special case
gP = gBM of the model is drastically different than that

of ξ
(gs)
α=1. Namely, as can be inferred from Figs. 3 – 5

(other eigenvalues are not shown so as to avoid redun-
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FIG. 3: Dependence of the ground-state entanglement-

spectrum eigenvalue ξ
(gs)
α=2 on the effective P-coupling

strength, shown for three different values of the adiabaticity
ratio and two fixed BM coupling strengths: (a) gBM = 0.25,
and (b) gBM = 0.4.
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FIG. 4: Dependence of the ground-state entanglement-

spectrum eigenvalue ξ
(gs)
α=3 on the effective P-coupling

strength, shown for three different values of the adiabaticity
ratio and two fixed BM coupling strengths: (a) gBM = 0.25,
and (b) gBM = 0.4.

dancy) all those eigenvalues display a singularity – i.e.,
diverge – in this special case of the model. However,
given that xe−x → 0 as x → ∞, all those eigenvalues
still give vanishing contributions to the ground-state en-
tanglement entropy in this special case of the model [cf.

Eq. (25)]; in other words, ξ
(gs)
α e−ξ(gs)

α → 0 for α = 2, . . . , 8
in this special case.

As already mentioned in Sec. II C, in the special case
gP = gBM of the model under consideration the ground
state below a critical coupling strength corresponds – af-
ter performing the Jordan-Wigner transformation – to a
W state. What makes the prospect of realizingW states
in the two proposed analog simulators of the model with
simultaneous P and BM coupling [56, 58] particularly ap-
pealing is the fact that this W state is the actual ground
state of the system in a parametrically large window of
the relevant physical parameters, which is quite a rare
occurrence in physical platforms for quantum comput-
ing. As a result, the envisioned realizations of W states
can be expected to be extremely robust.

One important aspect of the envisioned realizations of
multipartite W states as ground state of the model un-
der consideration pertains to the entanglement between
an itinerant excitation and bosonic degrees of freedom
in the system – microwave photons in the resonators

ωph / te = 0.5

ωph / te = 1.0
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FIG. 5: Dependence of the ground-state entanglement-

spectrum eigenvalue ξ
(gs)
α=4 on the effective P-coupling

strength, shown for three different values of the adiabaticity
ratio and two fixed BM coupling strengths: (a) gBM = 0.25,
and (b) gBM = 0.4.

in the superconducting-qubit-based proposal of Ref. [58]
and quanta of vibrations in harmonic microtraps in the
envisioned neutral-atom-based realizations of Ref. [56].
The excitation-boson entanglement in those systems –
which is quantitatively described by the findings of the
present study – represents a source of (boson-induced)
decoherence if the condition of equality of the relevant P
and BM coupling strengths is not perfectly fulfilled. The
entanglement entropy can therefore be utilized as an in-
direct quantitative measure of bosonic contamination of
sought-after W states due to excitation-boson coupling.
Based on the results for the entanglement entropy ob-
tained here [cf. Fig. 1] it can be inferred that this en-
tropy shows a relatively weak growth as a function of the
residual P coupling (originating from the nonvanishing
difference between gP and gBM) in the immediate vicin-
ity of the “sweet spot” gP = gBM of the model. This
bodes well for the realization of W states in either of the
two proposed physical platforms.

VI. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In summary, this paper investigated the ground-state
entanglement spectrum and entropy of a model that de-



11

scribes the interplay of two of the most common mecha-
nisms of short-ranged, nonlocal coupling of an itinerant
spinless fermion excitation to zero-dimensional (disper-
sionless) bosons – namely, the Peierls- and breathing-
mode type interactions. In order to be able to describe
all the relevant physical regimes of this model, which dis-
plays sharp, level-crossing transitions at certain critical
coupling strengths, the entanglement spectrum was eval-
uated in a numerically-exact fashion. The entanglement
spectrum in the generic case of this model – with unequal
strengths of the two couplings – is compared and con-
trasted with the special case of equal coupling strengths,
in which the model supports bare-excitation Bloch eigen-
states (for an arbitrary coupling strength) and even a
ground state of that same type below a critical coupling
strength.

It was demonstrated here that the behavior of the
lowest entanglement-spectrum eigenvalue mimics that
of the entanglement entropy itself; most prominently,
this eigenvalue vanishes – like the entropy itself – in
the special case when the Peierls and breathing-mode
couplings have the same strength. Moreover, it was
shown that – while reflecting the presence of sharp tran-
sitions through first-order nonanalyticities at several crit-
ical coupling strengths – all the remaining entanglement-
spectrum eigenvalues also show a singularity in the case
of equal coupling strengths. Finally, it was demonstrated
that the entanglement entropy shows only a weak growth
in the vicinity of this “sweet spot” of the model. This
behavior bodes well for the realization of multipartite W
states in superconducting and neutral-atom based qubit
arrays that may serve as analog quantum simulators of
the investigated model [56, 58]; in those systems, bare-
excitation ground states of this model translate into W
states. Furthermore, these same systems may also serve
as platforms for an experimental measurement of the en-
tanglement spectra computed in the present work using
a previously proposed general method [72] based on an
analogy to the many-body Ramsey interferometry [73].
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Appendix A: Derivation of the effective coupling

strength

Here the expression for the effective e-ph coupling
strength in the model at hand is obtained, by first find-
ing the expressions for the P- and BM coupling strengths
(λP and λBM); the latter are derived starting from the
general expression in Eq. (8).

On account of the fact that the BM coupling depends
only on q [cf. Eq. (7)], the Brillouin-zone average for this

coupling can be expressed as

〈|γBM(q)|2〉BZ ≡ 1

2π

∫ π

−π

|γBM(q)|2 dq , (A1)

so that, as a special case of Eq. (8), one arrives at

λBM =
(2te ωph)

−1

2π

∫ π

−π

|γBM(q)|2 dq . (A2)

By making use of Eq. (7), from the last equation one
straightforwardly obtains

λBM =
(2te ωph)

−1

2π
× 4g2BM ω2

ph

∫ π

−π

sin2 q dq , (A3)

which finally leads to

λBM = g2BM

ωph

te
. (A4)

At the same time, given that the P-coupling vertex
function depends both on k and q [cf. Eq. (6)], the corre-
sponding Brillouin-zone average ought to involve integra-
tions over both excitation- and phonon quasimomenta,
i.e.,

〈|γP(k, q)|2〉BZ ≡ 1

(2π)2

∫ π

−π

∫ π

−π

|γP(k, q)|2 dkdq . (A5)

Therefore, λP is given by [cf. Eq. (8)]

λP =
(2te ωph)

−1

(2π)2

∫ π

−π

∫ π

−π

|γP(k, q)|2 dkdq , (A6)

which, using Eq. (6), further reduces to

λP =
(2te ωph)

−1

(2π)2
× 4g2P ω

2
ph

×
∫ π

−π

∫ π

−π

[sin(k + q)− sin k]2 dkdq . (A7)

By evaluating the integral in the last equation,
∫ π

−π

∫ π

−π

[sin(k + q)− sin k]2 dkdq = 4π2 , (A8)

and inserting this last result into Eq. (A7), one finally
obtains

λP = 2g2P
ωph

te
. (A9)

It is worthwhile noting that the total effective e-ph
coupling strength λe-ph [cf. Eq. (8)] is here given by the
simple sum of λP and λBM, i.e.

λe-ph = λP + λBM = (2g2P + g2BM)
ωph

te
. (A10)

Namely, while the expression for 〈|γe-ph(k, q)|2〉BZ [cf.
Eq. (8)] in the case of simultaneous P and BM couplings
also contains the cross terms originating from the prod-
uct of the P and BM vertex functions [cf. Eqs. (6) and
(7)], it is straightforward to show that their BZ average
– which entails integrals over k, q ∈ (−π, π] – is equal to
zero; thus, those terms do not contribute to λe-ph.
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Appendix B: Derivation of the reduced density

matrix ρ
(gs)
e

In what follows, an explicit derivation is provided of
the expression for the matrix elements of the reduced

density matrix ρ
(gs)
e [cf. Eq. (B10)] corresponding to the

ground state |ψgs〉 of the system.
The ground state |ψgs〉 belongs to the K = Kgs sector

of the Hilbert space of the system [recall the discussion
in Sec. IV]. Therefore, this state can be expanded as [cf.
Eq. (31)]

|ψgs〉 =
∑

m

CKgs,m|Kgs,m〉 , (B1)

where |Kgs,m〉 is the symmetry-adapted basis of that
Hilbert-space sector [cf. Eq. (28)]:

|Kgs,m〉 = N−1/2
N∑

n=1

eiKgsn |n〉e ⊗ T ph
n−1|m〉ph . (B2)

By making use of the expansion in Eq. (B1), the corre-
sponding density matrix of the e-ph system can be writ-
ten in the form

ρ
(gs)
e-ph =

∑

m,m′

C∗
Kgs,m′ CKgs,m |Kgs,m〉〈Kgs,m

′| . (B3)

Using Eq. (B2), it further follows that

ρ
(gs)
e-ph = N−1

∑

m,m′

N∑

n,n′=1

eiKgs(n−n′)C∗
Kgs,m′ CKgs,m

× |n〉〈n′| ⊗ |T ph
n−1m〉〈T ph

n′−1m
′| . (B4)

According to Eq. (23), the reduced excitation density

matrix ρ
(gs)
e can now be obtained by tracing the density

matrix ρ
(gs)
e-ph over the phonon basis. In other words,

ρ(gs)e =
∑

m
′′

〈m′′| ρ(gs)e-ph |m′′〉 , (B5)

where m
′′ is the dummy index for the phonon ba-

sis states [i.e., {m′′} represents the set of all phonon

occupation-number configurations]. By inserting ρ
(gs)
e-ph

from Eq. (B4), one obtains

ρ(gs)e = N−1
∑

m,m′,m′′

N∑

n,n′=1

eiKgs(n−n′)C∗
Kgs,m′ CKgs,m

× 〈T ph
n′−1m

′|m′′〉〈m′′|T ph
n−1m〉 |n〉〈n′| . (B6)

At this point it is convenient to first carry out the
summation over m′′. By making use of the completeness
relation in the phonon Hilbert space

∑

m
′′

|m′′〉〈m′′| = 1Dph
, (B7)

where 1Dph
is the identity operator in that space, it is

straightforward to verify that

∑

m
′′

〈T ph
n′ m

′|m′′〉〈m′′|T ph
n m〉 = 〈T ph

n′−1m
′|T ph

n−1m〉 . (B8)

Using this last result, the expression for ρ
(gs)
e in Eq. (B6)

now reduces to

ρ(gs)e = N−1
∑

m,m′

N∑

n,n′=1

eiKgs(n−n′)C∗
Kgs,m′ CKgs,m

× 〈T ph
n′−1m

′|T ph
n−1m〉 |n〉〈n′| . (B9)

The last expression implies that the matrix elements of
the reduced excitation density matrix are given by

(

ρ(gs)e

)

nn′

= N−1 eiKgs(n−n′)
∑

m,m′

C∗
Kgs,m′ CKgs,m

× 〈m′ | T ph
n−n′m〉 , (B10)

where use has been made of the fact that
〈T ph

n′ m
′ | T ph

n m〉 ≡ 〈m′ | T ph
n−n′m〉.
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60, 1633 (1999).
[41] M. Zoli, Phys. Rev. B 67, 195102 (2003).
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[43] V. M. Stojanović, T. Shi, C. Bruder, and J. I. Cirac,

Phys. Rev. Lett. 109, 250501 (2012).
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