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Many-body entanglement unveils additional aspects of quantum matter and offers insights into
strongly correlated physics. While ground-state entanglement has received much attention in
the past decade, the study of mixed-state quantum entanglement using negativity in interacting
fermionic systems remains unexplored. We demonstrate that the partially transposed density ma-
trix of interacting fermions, similar to the reduced density matrix, can be expressed as a weighted
sum of Gaussian states describing free fermions, enabling the calculation of rank-n Rényi negativity
within the determinantal quantum Monte Carlo framework. We conduct the first calculation of
rank-two Rényi negativity for the half-filled Hubbard model and the spinless t-V model and find
that the area law coefficient of the Rényi negativity has a singularity at the finite-temperature tran-
sition point. Our work contributes to the calculation of entanglement and sets the stage for future
studies on quantum entanglement in various fermionic many-body mixed states.

Introduction.—The characterization of emerging quan-
tum many-body phenomena is multifaceted. Tradition-
ally, physicists have relied on local measurements based
on linear response to investigate and analyze matter.
In recent decades, the utilization of quantum entangle-
ment, a fundamental concept in quantum physics and
also a powerful tool in quantum information, has become
pivotal in unveiling the additional aspects of quantum
matter, including the identification of exotic phases and
quantum criticality [1–3]. A prominent example is the
application of entanglement entropy (EE) on the study
of bipartite ground-state entanglement [4–13].

However, EE is not a faithful mixed-state entangle-
ment measurement due to its incompetence in distin-
guishing quantum entanglement from classical correla-
tion. Thus, many entanglement measurements for mixed
states have been proposed [14, 15], including the en-
tanglement negativity [16–19] (referred to as “negativ-
ity” henceforth for brevity), which was designed base on
positive partial transpose criteria for the separability of
density matrices [20, 21]. The evaluation of negativity
hinges on the partial transpose of the given density ma-
trix and can be carried out straightforwardly through ba-
sic matrix manipulations without invoking any optimiza-
tion. Hence, negativity has been employed to examine
entanglement in finite-temperature Gibbs states or tri-
partite ground states in various systems, spanning from
one-dimensional conformal field theory [22–25], bosonic
systems [26–30], spin systems [31–38], to topologically
ordered phases [39–44].

In the case of fermionic systems, the definition of
partial transpose needs to be adjusted to accommo-
date the anticommuting statistical property. There ex-
ist two different proposals for fermionic partial transpose
and corresponding fermionic negativity, as discussed in
Refs. [45, 46] and Refs. [47–49] respectively. In spite

of being a “computable entanglement measurement”,
fermionic negativity is only analytically tractable in free
systems, especially at finite temperatures, and there have
been studies based on both the former definition [29, 50–
52] and the latter definition [47, 53–55]. Therefore, it is
desirable to design a quantum Monte Carlo (QMC) algo-
rithm for large-scale simulation of interacting fermionic
systems in an unbiased manner, which is the main
goal of this letter. Throughout this paper we adopt
the definition in Refs. [47, 48] under which the par-
tial transpose of a Gaussian state remains a Gaussian
state. Additionally, instead of utilizing the originally
proposed negativity which involves trace norm of par-
tially transposed density matrices (PTDMs) [18], we con-
sider Rényi negativity which involves moments of PT-
DMs, as done in several previous studies on other sys-
tems [22, 23, 27, 29, 30, 36, 38].

In fact, our main result is more broadly applicable. We
show generic PTDMs can be written as a weighted sum of
Gaussian states, representing free fermions coupled with
auxiliary fields, similar to Grover’s pioneering work on
the reduced density matrix for EE [8]. Our finding facil-
itates the calculation of Rényi negativity in a tractable
manner, thus establishing it as a powerful tool for char-
acterizing entanglement in mixed states of interacting
fermions. We demonstrate this method using determi-
nantal quantum Monte Carlo (DQMC) simulation [56–
58] on two paradigmatic models in the realm of strongly-
correlated electrons, namely, Hubbard model and spin-
less t-V model. These two models on bipartite lattices at
half-filling are sign-problem-free and both ground-state
and finite-temperature properties can be feasibly simu-
lated within DQMC framework. The relation between
negativity and finite temperature transition in fermionic
systems is unveiled.

Partially transposed density matrix in DQMC
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calculations.—Various definitions of negativity in the
literature share a common and central dependency,
namely, the partial transpose of the density matrix. In
this work, we adopt the partial time-reversal transfor-
mation proposed by Shapourian et al. [47, 48] as the
fermionic partial transpose.

We begin with the general partitioning of a fermionic
lattice model. The model is defined using annihilation
operators cjσ and creation operators c†jσ, which sat-

isfy the anticommutation relations {cjσ, c†kσ′} = δjkδσσ′ ,
where j, k = 1, . . . , N are the labels of the sites and σ, σ′

are the indices for internal degrees of freedom such as
spin. This lattice system, denoted as A, generally ex-
ists within a larger space. After tracing out the envi-
ronment Ā, system A typically exists in a mixed state
ρ. For example, if system A is in contact with a much
larger thermal bath at temperature T , then we obtain a
finite-temperature Gibbs state ρ = e−βH/Tre−βH with
β = 1/T the inverse temperature and H the Hamilto-
nian of the system A. Next, we further divide system A
into two parties belonging to two complementary spatial
regions respectively, i.e., A = A1 ∪A2. Then the density
matrix acting on Hilbert space H1⊗H2 can be expanded
as ρ =

∑
A1,A2,A′

1,A
′
2
ρA1,A2;A′

1,A
′
2
|A1⟩|A2⟩⟨A′

1|⟨A′
2|.

The fermionic partial transpose of density matrix ρ

with respect to subsystem A2, denoted as ρT
f
2 , exhibits a

highly succinct mathematical expression in the Majorana
basis [47, 48, 59]. Under Majorana basis, an arbitrary
density operator can be expressed as a constrained su-
perposition of products of Majorana operators, which are
defined as γ2j−1,σ = cj,σ+c

†
j,σ and γ2j,σ = −i(cj,σ−c†j,σ).

It is found that ρT
f
2 can be obtained by applying the fol-

lowing transformation to the Majorana operators associ-
ated with subsystem A2:

Rf
2 (γj,σ) = iγj,σ, j ∈ A2. (1)

Remarkably, under this definition, the fermionic partial

transpose of a Gaussian state, denoted as ρ0 ∼ e
1
4γ

TWγ ,
retains its Gaussian nature. This observation presents
an avenue for computing the negativity within the frame-
work of DQMC. To this end, it is important to emphasize
that a Gaussian state ρ0 can be alternatively character-
ized by the Green’s function Γkl = ⟨[γk, γl]⟩/2, which is
averaged with respect to ρ0 itself and also called covari-
ance matrix. This matrix is connected to the W matrix
through the relations tanh(−W/2) = Γ [45, 59]. By em-
ploying the definition of Γ and the partial transpose in
the Majorana basis (refer to Eq. (1)), the partial trans-
pose of the covariance matrix can be formulated as

ΓT f
2 =

(
Γ11 iΓ12

iΓ21 −Γ22

)
, (2)

where Γss′ (s, s′ = 1, 2) denotes the block comprising the
matrix elements with rows pertaining to subsystem As

and columns pertaining to subsystem As′ . The partial
transpose operation on Γ results in a new Gaussian state

described by ΓT f
2 [60].

The above discussion in the Majorana basis can be
seamlessly transitioned to the complex fermion basis. In
complex fermion basis, the Green’s function is defined as
Gkl = ⟨ckc†l ⟩, where we have abbreviated the spin indices.
Its partially transposed form exhibits a simple structure

GT f
2 =

(
G11 iG12

iG21 I −G22

)
. (3)

Similar to the Majorana basis, the above Green’s func-
tion delineates a novel Gaussian state which is exactly
the partial transpose of the original Gaussian state, i.e.,

(ρ0[G])
T f
2 = ρ0[G

T f
2 ].

It is now pertinent to redirect our attention to-
wards the partial transpose for interacting fermionic sys-
tems, whose density matrices are not Gaussian states.
Nonetheless, within the framework of DQMC, after
Trotter decomposition and Hubbard-Stratonovich decou-
pling [59], the original two-particle interaction terms are
replaced by fermion bilinears coupled with spacetime-
dependent auxiliary fields s. The partition function is

given by Z =
∑

s Tr[
∏Lτ

l=1 e
c†Kl[s]c], where Lτ is the num-

ber of time slices and c = (c1, . . . , cN )T (for simplicity we
abbreviate spin indices). The density matrix ρ can also
be expressed as a weighted sum of Gaussian operators,
explicitly ρ =

∑
s Psρs with Ps representing the weight of

configuration s [8, 59]. After partial transpose, it takes
the form

ρT
f
2 =

∑
s

Psρ
T f
2

s , (4)

where

ρ
T f
2

s = det
[
G

T f
2

s

]
exp

{
c† ln

[(
G

T f
2

s

)−1

− I

]
c

}
. (5)

The aforementioned equations (4) and (5), along with
Eq. (3), are the main result of this letter and can be em-
ployed to investigate negativity and negativity spectrum
within the conventional DQMC framework, fully analo-
gous to the analysis of EE and entanglement spectrum,
respectively.

Rényi negativity for Hubbard chain.— We consider the
half-filled Hubbard chain with periodic boundary condi-
tion, described by the Hamiltonian

H = −t
∑
⟨ij⟩σ

(c†iσcjσ +H.c.) +
U

2

∑
i

(ni − 1)2, (6)

which is a sign-problem-free model [58, 59]. We will
benchmark DQMC results from two perspectives: (i) a
numerical comparison with results obtained from exact
diagonalization [61], and (ii) providing a physical expla-
nation for why the negativity is a more competent mixed-
state entanglement measurement compared to EE in the
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context of a quantum-classical crossover that has been
investigated in the case of free fermions [47, 53].

We define the rank-n Rényi negativity as

En = − 1

n− 1
lnTr

[(
ρT

f
2

)n]
, (7)

where the n-th moment of the PTDM, denoted as

Tr[(ρT
f
2 )n] [62] , is also referred to as the replica ap-

proach of negativity in previous studies [22, 23]. The
quantity En is formally a direct analog to rank-n Rényi
EE Sn(A1) = −(lnTrρnA1

)/(n − 1), where ρA1
= TrA2

ρ
represents the reduced density operator obtained after
tracing out subsystem A2. Utilizing Eq. (4), we can de-
rive the DQMC expression for measuring, for instance,
the rank-two Rényi negativity,

E2 =− ln
{∑

s1s2

Ps1Ps2

× det
[
G

T f
2

s1 G
T f
2

s2 +
(
I −G

T f
2

s1

)(
I −G

T f
2

s2

)]} (8)

As shown in Fig. 1, the results calculated by DQMC
and exact diagonalization show strong agreement in both
the zero-temperature and finite-temperature regimes. In
the zero-temperature regime, the pattern of the rank-two
Rényi negativity exhibits analogous variations to those of
the rank-two Rényi EE [8, 9], in response to alterations
in the length of subsystem A1, denoted as LA. However,
at finite temperatures, the negativity maintains a sym-
metric pattern, which is different from the behavior of
EE [63]. As the temperature rises, the magnitude of the
negativity increases, resulting in an overall non-zero shift
corresponding to a non-zero thermodynamic entropy of
− ln(Trρ2).
Based on the above observation in finite-temperature

regime, we also examine the ratio between Tr[(ρT
f
2 )n] and

Tr[ρn] as previously investigated on bosonic systems [27,
29, 30, 36, 38]

Rn = − 1

n− 1
ln

Tr
[(
ρT

f
2

)n]
Tr[ρn]

 = En − Sth
n , (9)

where Sth
n = −(lnTrρn)/(n − 1) represents the thermo-

dynamic Rényi entropy, which can be computed by con-
sidering the subsystem A2 as non-existent in En. The
accurate description of mixed-state entanglement neces-
sitates the subtraction of the thermodynamic Rényi en-
tropy Sth

n from the Rényi negativity En. This argument
is consistent with previous studies on the replica ap-
proach [38, 53]. In Fig. 2, we display the variations of the
negativity ratio and EE with temperature for three dis-
tinct lengths, namely L = 6, 10, 14. Here, the subsystem
A1 is selected to be half of the chain, yielding an equal
bipartition. As the temperature rises, the EE increases
while the negativity ratio asymptotically diminishes to

0 1 2 3 4 5 6
LA

0.0

1.0

2.0

3.0

4.0

5.0

E 2

(a) T = 0

U/t = 1.0, Exact

U/t = 2.0, Exact

U/t = 3.0, Exact

U/t = 1.0, DQMC

U/t = 2.0, DQMC

U/t = 3.0, DQMC

0 1 2 3 4 5 6
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(b) U/t = 1.0

T/t = 1.0, Exact

T/t = 0.5, Exact

T/t = 0.2, Exact

T/t = 1.0, DQMC

T/t = 0.5, DQMC

T/t = 0.2, DQMC

FIG. 1. The variation of the rank-two Rényi negativity E2 for
a six-site Hubbard chain with periodic boundary conditions is
depicted as a function of the subsystem length LA. The solid
lines represent the exact diagonalization results, which agree
with the DQMC results at both (a) zero temperature and (b)
finite temperatures.

zero for all lengths. This serves as a compelling physical
demonstration of the Rényi negativity ratio. In a generic
mixed state, both quantum and classical correlations are
present, and an effective measurement of mixed-state en-
tanglement should exclusively isolate the quantum corre-
lations [18]. In the specific context of finite-temperature
Gibbs states, the classical correlation is simply the ther-
mal fluctuations delineated by the thermodynamic en-
tropy Sth

n . Furthermore, at sufficiently low temperatures,
the negativity ratio remains constant and establishes a
plateau, the length of which is associated with the finite-
size gap 1/L [53]. As depicted in Fig. 2, it is evident
that with an increase in chain length, the plateau be-
comes narrower. In summary, the monotonic decay of
the negativity ratio with rising temperature signifies a
crossover from a quantum entangled state to a classical
mixed state.

Finite-temperature transition in t-V model.—To
demonstrate the efficacy of Rényi negativity ratio in de-
tecting finite-temperature phase transition, we further
consider the half-filled spinless t-V model on a square
lattice with periodic boundary condition [63–65],

H = −t
∑
⟨i,j⟩

(c†i cj + c†jci) + V
∑
⟨i,j⟩

(
ni −

1

2

)(
nj −

1

2

)
,

(10)
where both the hopping and the interaction involve only
nearest neighbors. In the presence of a finite coupling
parameter V , this model exhibits a charge density wave
(CDW) ground state and undergoes a phase transition
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L=14, R2/L

L=14, S2/L

A1

FIG. 2. Quantum-classical crossover. The scaled Rényi neg-
ativity ratio R2/L and EE S2/L of the half-filled Hubbard
chain under a half-chain bipartition vary as functions of tem-
perature. As the temperature rises, the scaled EE for differ-
ent lengths increases and converges, indicating a dominance
of volume law at high temperatures. Meanwhile, the nega-
tivity ratio begins to vanish once the temperature reaches a
critical value associated with the finite-size gap 1/L [53].

from the CDW phase to a metallic phase at finite tem-
perature, with critical behavior falling within the 2D
Ising universality class [65, 66]. In the following, we fo-
cus on a specific coupling strength, V/t = 2, where the
critical temperature is estimated to be approximately
Tc/t ≈ 1.0, a value lower than the 2D Ising result of
0.56|V/t| = 1.12 [65].

This model is also a sign-problem-free model [67–70].
However, for models with larger dimensions or stronger
interaction strengths, the direct sampling of Rényi nega-
tivity using Eq. (8) becomes inaccurate and challenging
to converge, as a result of the occurrence of spikes [71]
or the non-Gaussian distribution of Grover determinants

det gx = det[G
T f
2

s1 G
T f
2

s2 + (I − G
T f
2

s1 )(I − G
T f
2

s2 )] [12]. We
implement an incremental algorithm for rank-n Rényi
negativity, analogous to the controllable incremental al-
gorithm for Rényi EE [12, 72], the spirit of which is to
measure (det gx)

1/Ninc instead of (det gx) to circumvent
the sampling of an exponentially small quantity with ex-
ponentially large variance [73]. It is important to note
that there is a sign ambiguity in the Ninc-th root. In the
Supplementary Material [59], we prove that the Grover
determinant det gx is always real and positive for two
classes of sign-free models, represented by the Hubbard
model and the spinless t-V model, respectively.

As illustrated in the right inset of Fig. 3, we desig-
nate the lower left corner with dimensions (L/2)× (L/2)
as subsystem A1, resulting in an area-law coefficient of
the Rényi negativity ratio of R2/L. The main plot of
Fig. 3 depicts R2/L as a function of temperature for var-
ious system sizes. Notably, unlike the Hubbard model

1 2 3 4 5
T/t

0.08

0.10

0.12

0.14

0.16

0.18

0.20

0.22

R
2
/L

2Tc/t º 2.083

V/t = 2.0

2.0 2.5 3.0
ln L

0.195

0.200

0.205

0.210

R
2
| 2T

c
/L

fit

L=8

L=12

L=16

L=20

L

L/2

L/2 A1

FIG. 3. The finite temperature transition in the spinless
t-V model is detected by the area-law coefficient of the Rényi
negativity ratio as a function of temperature. The geometry
of the bipartition is illustrated in the inset on the right. A
vertical arrow, colored in gray, indicates the position of the
shared peak, with half of it aligning with the transition point
determined in previous studies [63, 65]. The left inset shows
the linear scaling of the area-law coefficient at the critical
point with lnL.

in Fig. 2 or the previous study on the 2 + 1D transverse
field Ising model [38], the Rényi negativity ratio does
not exhibit a monotonic decrease with rising tempera-
ture. Instead, for varying lattice sizes, a shared local
maximum appears at approximately twice the transition
temperature, 2Tc/t ≈ 2.1. The inclusion of the prefac-
tor 2 aligns with the rank of the Rényi negativity ratio
under consideration, consistent with earlier discussion on
the critical behavior of Rényi negativity [38, 42, 44]. The
peak exhibits a logarithmic divergence with system size
L as shown in the left inset of Fig. 3. Based on sym-
metry considerations, it is argued that the entanglement
negativity inherits the singularity of the specific heat at
a finite temperature transition [38, 42, 44], and for the
2D Ising transition, the specific heat has a logarithmic
divergence.

Conclusions and outlook.—We showed that the par-
tially transposed density matrix for interacting fermions,
akin to the reduced density matrix, can be expanded
as a weighted sum of Gaussian states representing free
fermions, thereby paving the way for the study of mixed-
state entanglement in strongly-correlated fermionic sys-
tems. This main result was employed to implement an al-
gorithm to compute the rank-n Rényi negativity for inter-
acting fermionic systems within the DQMC framework.
We presented the first study of the rank-two Rényi neg-
ativity for the half-filled Hubbard chain and the spinless
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t-V model on a square lattice. Remarkably, we found that
the area law coefficient of the negativity ratio exhibits a
logarithmic singular peak at twice the finite-temperature
transition point for all lattice sizes under consideration.

There are several potential future research directions to
consider. The first direction is to investigate the mixed-
state entanglement of various interacting fermionic mod-
els. The negativity is useful to characterize thermal
phase transition of high dimensional interacting fermion
systems, such as 3D Hubbard model [74]. Further, ex-
ploring the entanglement in other types of mixed states,
such as tripartite ground states of topological [48] and
gapless systems [29], and measurement-induced mixed
states [75, 76] presents an intriguing avenue for further
research. Next, it is recognized that the scaling laws of
EE with respect to the system or boundary size, such as
area law and logarithmic contribution, can explicitly un-
veil universal properties of the system at special phases
or critical points [10–13]. It is now pertinent to extend
these investigations to the scaling laws of negativity in
interacting fermionic systems. Moreover, our results are
applicable to the continuous-time QMC method, offering
an opportunity to study the mixed-state entanglement
of realistic correlated material through combining with
dynamical mean-field theory [63, 77, 78].
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Fermionic partial transpose in different representations

In this section, we briefly review the definition of fermionic partial transpose, which does not follow the original
definition [S18] extensively used in bosonic systems. Consider a lattice model described by complex fermion operators

cj and c
†
j satisfying anticommunication relations {cj , c†k} = δjk, where j, k = 1, . . . , N are labels of sites (for simplicity

we omit the index for internal degree of freedom). For convenience, we also introduce the Majorana basis, denoted as

γ2j−1 = cj + c†j and γ2j = −i(cj − c†j). Under a bipartite scheme that divides the total system as A = A1 ∪ A2, the

fermionic partial transpose with respect to subsystem A2, denoted by OT f
2 with O as an operator (like the density

operator ρ or just a single basis operator |{ej}⟩⟨{ēj}|), is first defined in the coherent basis as [S48]

UA2 (|{ξj}j∈A1 , {ξj}j∈A2⟩⟨{χ̄j}j∈A1 , {χ̄j}j∈A2 |)T
f
2 U†

A2
= |{ξj}j∈A1 , {−iχ̄j}j∈A2⟩⟨{χ̄j}j∈A1 , {−iξj}j∈A2 |, (S1)

where |{ξj}⟩ = e−
∑

j ξjf
†
j |0⟩ and ⟨{χ̄j}| = ⟨0|e−

∑
j fj χ̄j are the fermion coherent states, and UA2

≡∏j∈A2
γ2j−1 is the

partial particle-hole transformation which only turns the particles (holes) in the subsystem A2 into holes (particles).
After choosing an appropriate ordering such that A2 = {N1+1, . . . , N}, one obtain fermionic partial transpose in the
occupation number basis by expressing the coherent states in Eq. (S1) in terms of Fock states [S48, S53]

(|{nj}j∈A1
, {nj}j∈A2

⟩⟨{n̄j}j∈A1
, {n̄j}j∈A2

|)T f
2 = (−1)ϕ({nj},{n̄j})|{nj}j∈A1

, {n̄j}j∈A2
⟩⟨{n̄j}j∈A1

, {nj}j∈A2
|, (S2)

which is similar to the conventional partial transpose up to an additional phase factor

ϕ ({nj} , {n̄j}) = [(τ2 + τ̄2) mod 2] /2 + (τ1 + τ̄1) (τ2 + τ̄2) (S3)

with τs =
∑

j∈As
nj the number of particles in subsystem As (s = 1, 2). The definition in Eq. (S2) has been employed

in the exact diagonalization calculations in the Fig. 1 of the main text.
In general, density operators can be written as a restricted superposition of products of Majorana operators.

Assume that there are k (l) sites in subsystem A1 (A2), in which the Majorana indices are denoted by {m1, . . . ,m2k}
({n1, . . . , n2l}), a density operator can be expressed as [S45, S47]

ρ =
∑
κ,τ,

|κ|+|τ |=even

wκ,τγ
κ1
m1

· · · γκ2k
m2k

γτ1n1
· · · γτ2ln2l

(S4)

where κ = (κ1, · · · , κ2k) and τ = (τ1, · · · , τ2l) represent various Majorana configurations. Here, κi and τj are the
occupations of single Majorana modes, and |κ| =∑j κj or |τ | =∑j τj is the total number of Majorana fermions in
the corresponding subsystem. We note that wκ,τ ̸= 0 only if |κ| + |τ | is even, due to the fact that a physical state
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must have a specific parity. Now, we evaluate the fermionic partial transpose ρT
f
2 based on Eq. (S4), and for each

term, the operators in subsystem A2 would be transformed to Rf
2 (γ

τ1
n1

· · · γτ2ln2l
). It turns out that the definition in

Eq. (S1) would give us a simple expression for the transformation Rf
2 [S47],

Rf
2 (γj) = iγj , j ∈ A2. (S5)

Under this fermionic partial transpose, a Gaussian state ρ0 = det[1+eW ]−1/2 exp
(

1
4

∑
k,lWklγkγl

)
will be transformed

to another Gaussian state.

Determinantal Quantum Monte Carlo Methods

In this section, we provide a brief introduction to determinantal quantum Monte Carlo (DQMC) methods [S58].
For our purpose, both the zero-temperature projector scheme and finite-temperature scheme have been used in the
main text.

Finite-temperature Scheme

At a finite temperature T , and assuming that the system of interest is in thermodynamic equilibrium, we can
analyze it within the framework of the grand canonical ensemble, using the partition function Z = Tr

[
e−βH

]
. A

generic Hamiltonian H consists of a free-particle term and an interaction term, denoted as H = H0 +HI . In order to
compute the trace over Fock space, we employ Trotter decomposition and Hubbard-Stratonovich (HS) transformation
to factorize the exponential operator e−βH into a sum of products of Gaussian operators,

Z = Tr
[
e−βH

]
= Tr

[(
e−∆τH

)Lτ
]

= Tr
[
e−∆τH0e−∆τHU · · · e−∆τH0e−∆τHU

]
+O

(
∆2

τ

)
≈
∑
{si,l}

Tr

[
Lτ∏
l=1

(
ec

†V (l)cec
†Kc
)]

,

(S6)

where Lτ = β/∆τ is the number of time slices, −∆τH0 = c†Kc with c = (c1, . . . , cN )T , and we have decoupled
the interaction term HI to fermion bilinears c†V (l)c = c†V [s(l)]c coupled with spacetime-dependent auxiliary fields
s = {si,l, i ∈ 1, . . . , Nc; l = 1, . . . , Lτ}. Here, s(l) include all the auxiliary fields at time slice l and Nc represents
the number of coupling terms, which varies depending on the specific interactions and decoupled channels. For the
Hubbard model, we decouple it to the density channel,

e−∆τ
U
2

∑
i(ni−1)2 =

∑
{si=±1,±2}

(∏
i

γ(si)e
−i
√

∆τU/2η(si)

)
ei
√

∆τU/2
∑

i η(si)ni , (S7)

where γ(±1) = 1 +
√
6/3, γ(±2) = 1 −

√
6/3, η(±1) = ±

√
2(3−

√
6) and η(±2) = ±

√
2(3 +

√
6). Thus, for the

Hubbard model Nc is the number of sites N . For the spinless t-V model, we decouple it to the Majorana hopping
channel [S68],

e−∆τV
∑

⟨jk⟩(ni− 1
2 )(nj− 1

2 ) =
∑

{sjk=±1}

(
1

2
e−

V ∆τ
4

)
e

1
2λ

∑
⟨jk⟩ sjk(iγ2i−1γ2j−1+iγ2iγ2j)

=
∑

{sjk=±1}

(
1

2
e−

V ∆τ
4

)
eiλ

∑
⟨jk⟩ sjk(c

†
jck−c†kcj),

(S8)

where coshλ = e
V ∆τ

2 . Thus, for the t-V model, the subscript i of auxiliary fields si,l denotes various nearest neigh-
boring (NN) bonds ⟨jk⟩, and Nc represents the number of NN bonds (specifically, for bipartite lattices Nc = Nz/2
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with z being the coordination number). The trace of products of Gaussian operators over the fermionic Fock space
in the last line of Eq. (S6) can be expressed as a determinant,

Z =
∑
s

ωs =
∑
s

det

I + ∏
l=Lτ ,··· ,1

B(l)

 with B(l) = eV (l)eK . (S9)

In addition, the expectation of arbitrary operator O can also be decomposed into a sum over auxiliary fields,

⟨O⟩ = Tr
[
e−βHO

]
Tr [e−βH ]

=
∑
s

Ps⟨O⟩s +O
(
∆2

τ

)
with Ps =

ωs∑
s ωs

. (S10)

Here, the expectation of O with respect to a specific configuration of auxiliary field is given by

⟨O⟩s =
Tr [Us(β, τ)OUs(τ, 0)]

TrUs(β, 0)
with Us(τ2 = l2∆τ , τ1 = l1∆τ ) =

l2∏
l=l1+1

(
ec

†V (l)cec
†Kc
)
. (S11)

For instance, the most elementary observable, namely the equal-time Green’s function, can be calculated via
Gs,ij(τ, τ) = ⟨cic†j⟩s = (1 + Bs(τ, 0)Bs(β, τ))

−1
ij where Bs(τ2 = l2∆τ , τ1 = l1∆τ ) =

∏l2
l=l1+1

(
eV (l)eK

)
is the ma-

trix correspondence of Us(τ2, τ1).

Zero-temperature Projector Scheme

In the projector DQMC scheme, the ground-state wavefunction of interest is calculated by projecting from a trial
wavefunction |ΨT ⟩. It is important to note that the trial wavefunction should not be orthogonal to the true ground
state |ψ0⟩, so that it is possible to obtain |ψ0⟩ = limΘ→∞ e−ΘH |ΨT ⟩ for a sufficiently long projection length Θ.
Analogous to the finite temperature case, the modulus of the ground state (which plays the role of the “partition
function”) and the ground-state expectation of some observable O are written as summations over auxiliary fields
after doing Trotter decomposition and HS transformation. The magnitude of the ground state is given by

Z = ⟨Ψ0 | Ψ0⟩ =
〈
ΨT

∣∣e−2ΘH
∣∣ΨT

〉
≈
∑
s

ωs =
∑
s

det
[
P †Bs(2Θ, 0)P

]
(S12)

where P is the coefficient matrix of the trial state determined by |ΨT ⟩ =
∏Np

n=1

(
c†P

)
n
|0⟩, with Np representing

the number of occupied single-particle states. Here one can also see that 2Θ plays a similar role to β in the finite-
temperature case. The observable expectation is given by

⟨O⟩ =
∑
s

Ps⟨O⟩s =
∑

s ωs⟨O⟩s∑
s ωs

with ⟨O⟩s =
⟨ΨT |Us (2Θ, τ)OUs (τ, 0)|ΨT ⟩

⟨ΨT |e−2ΘH |ΨT ⟩
. (S13)

For instance, the equal-time Green’s function can be calculated as Gs(τ, τ) = I−R(τ)(L(τ)R(τ))−1L(τ) with R(τ) =
Bs(τ, 0)P , and L(τ) = P †Bs(2Θ, τ). We note that to obtain an accurate representation of the true ground state, it is
advisable to only perform measurements around τ = Θ.

DQMC implementation of fermionic partial transpose

In this section, we provide a comprehensive discussion of the DQMC implementation of fermionic partial transpose.
For completeness, we begin with the formulation of DQMC in the Majorana basis and then transition back to the

complex fermion basis. In the framework of DQMC, the partition function is given by Z =
∑

s Tr[
∏Lτ

l=1 e
c†Kl[s]c],

where Kl combines the K and V (l) in Eq. (S6), which is valid for the models being studied. We then convert
to the Majorana basis by rewriting the decoupled Hamiltonian as c†Kl[s]c = γThl[s]γ/4, where hl is a 2N × 2N
antisymmetric matrix satisfying the antisymmetric condition hl = −hTl and γ = (γ1, . . . , γ2N ). It is worth noting
that this form can encompass terms beyond particle-number conserving terms, such as pairing terms and even non-
Hermitian terms [S79–S81]. The partition function in the Majorana basis is given by [S68, S80, S81]

Z =
∑
s

Tr
[
e

1
4γ

ThLτ [s]γ · · · e 1
4γ

Thl[s]γ · · · e 1
4γ

Th1[s]γ
]

=
∑
s

det
[
I + ehLτ · · · ehl · · · eh1

]1/2
.

(S14)
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The Green’s function in this basis is defined as Γs,kl = ⟨[γk, γl]⟩s/2 = ⟨ 14γTOklγ⟩s with matrix Okl
ij = 2δikδjl− 2δilδjk.

Γ is also called covariance matrix which characterizes a Gaussian state with relation tanh(−W/2) = Γ [S45] or inverse
relation W = ln

[
(I + Γ)−1(I − Γ)

]
. To prove these relations, we first treat Okl as a generic observable and express

covariance matrix Γ using propagators as in regular DQMC formulation

Γs,kl = ⟨1
4
γTOklγ⟩s

=
∂

∂η
lnTr

[
e

1
4γ

ThLτ [s]γ · · · e 1
4γ

Thl+1[s]γe
1
4ηγ

TOklγe
1
4γ

Thl[s]γ · · · e 1
4γ

Th1[s]γ
]∣∣∣∣

η=0

=
1

2

∂

∂η
Tr ln

[
I + ehLτ · · · ehl+1eηO

kl

ehl · · · eh1

]∣∣∣∣
η=0

=
1

2
Tr
[
As(τ, 0)(I +As(β, 0))

−1As(β, τ)O
kl
]

=
1

2
Tr
[(
I − (I +As(τ, 0)As(β, τ))

−1
)
Okl
]
= Fkl − Flk,

(S15)

where As(τ2 = l2∆τ , τ1 = l1∆τ ) =
∏l2

l1+1 e
hl and F = (I + As(τ, 0)As(β, τ))

−1 are the propagators and equal-time
Green’s function in Majorana basis, analogous to Bs(τ2, τ1) and G(τ, τ) defined in the last section, respectively. On
the other hand, covariance matrix Γ can be evaluated using the decomposition formula of density matrix [S8]

ρ =
∑
s

psρs, ρs = det
[
I + eWs

]−1/2
e

1
4γ

TWsγ , (S16)

we obtain another expression of Γs,

Γs,kl = Tr

[
ρs

1

4
γTOklγ

]
=

Tr
[
e

1
4γ

TWsγ 1
4γ

TOklγ
]

Tr
[
e

1
4γ

TWsγ
] =

[
(I + eWs)−1eWs

]
lk
−
[
(I + eWs)−1eWs

]
kl
. (S17)

Compare Eq. (S15) with Eq. (S17), we have F = −(I + eW )−1eW (omit the auxiliary field subscripts s). Together
with F − FT = Γ, we can prove the relation between Γ and W ,

Γ = F − FT = −(I + eW )−1eW + e−W (I + e−W )−1

= −
(
eW/2 − e−W/2

)(
eW/2 + e−W/2

)−1

= tanh (−W/2) .
(S18)

This relation is of importance because it indicates that a covariance matrix can be used to describe a Gaussian state
equivalently.

The “partial transpose of the Green’s function” in Majorana basis is quite straightforward via Eq. (S5),

ΓT f
2 =

(
Γ11 iΓ12

iΓ21 −Γ22

)
, (S19)

where Γss′ represents the block consisting of matrix elements with rows belonging to subsystem As and columns

belonging to subsystem As′ . At the moment, our understanding is limited to the fact that ΓT f
2 naturally represents

a new Gaussian state, which can generally be expanded using Eq. (S4):

ρ′ =
∑
κ,τ

w′
κ,τγ

κ1
m1

· · · γκ2k
m2k

γτ1n1
· · · γτ2ln2l

. (S20)

We can further use the Wick theorem for arbitrary Majorana monomial [S45] (i.e., products of 2l Majorana operators
with index different from each other)

Tr (ργn1
γn2

· · · γn2l
) =

∑
π

sgn(π)

l∏
k=1

Γnπ(2k−1),nπ(2k)
(S21)

to identify the new Gaussian. Here, ρ is the Gaussian state associated with Γ, and π is a permutation representing
different pairs of Majorana operators. On the one hand, we can take ρ′ as the Majorana monomial

Tr (ρρ′) =
∑
κ,τ

w′
κ,τTr

(
ργκ1

m1
· · · γκ2k

m2k
γτ1n1

· · · γτ2ln2l

)
. (S22)
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On the other hand, we can also use ρ′ as the Gaussian state to expand ρ

Tr(ρ′ρ) =
∑
κ,τ

wκ,τTr
(
ρ′γκ1

m1
· · · γκ2k

m2k
γτ1n1

· · · γτ2ln2l

)
=
∑
κ,τ

wκ,τ

∑
π

sgn(π)

k+l∏
p=1

(ΓT f
2 )π(2p−1),π(2p)

=
∑
κ,τ

wκ,τ i
|τ |
∑
π

sgn(π)

k+l∏
p=1

Γπ(2p−1),π(2p) =
∑
κ,τ

wκ,τ i
|τ |Tr

(
ργκ1

m1
· · · γκ2k

m2k
γτ1n1

· · · γτ2ln2l

)
.

(S23)

Upon comparing the two equations above, we observe that ρ′ linked with ΓT f
2 is in fact the partially transposed

Gaussian state ρT
f
2 (note that we have omitted the auxiliary field index in this paragraph).

In short, for each Gaussian state ρs associated with a specific configuration of the auxiliary field, its partial trans-
pose can be expressed via the partial transpose of Green’s function in Eq. (S19), yields the following weighted sum
formulation of the partially transposed density matrix

ρT
f
2 =

∑
s

psρ
T f
2

s , ρ
T f
2

s = det

[
I + eW

T
f
2

s

]−1/2

e
1
4γ

TW
T

f
2

s γ , (S24)

where W
T f
2

s = ln[(I + Γ
T f
2

s )−1(I − Γ
T f
2

s )]. This formula can be re-expressed in the complex fermion basis, which is
more convenient for practical calculations

ρT
f
2 =

∑
s

psρ
T f
2

s , ρ
T f
2

s = det
[
G

T f
2

s

]
exp

{
c† ln

[(
G

T f
2

s

)−1

− I

]
c

}
, (S25)

where

GT f
2 =

(
G11 iG12

iG21 I −G22

)
. (S26)

Sign problem of Grover determinant

Using the expression for ρ
T f
2

s , we can calculate rank-n Rényi negativity within DQMC framework,

e−(n−1)En =
〈
Tr
(
ρT

f
2

)n〉
=
∑

s1...sn

Ps1 · · ·PsnTr
[
ρ
T f
2

s1 · · · ρT
f
2

sn

]
=
∑

s1...sn

Ps1 · · ·Psn det gnx = ⟨det gnx ⟩ ,
(S27)

where we have defined the so-called Grover matrix gnx

gnx = G
T f
2

s1 · · ·GT f
2

sn

[
I +

(
G

T f
2

s1

)−1 (
I −G

T f
2

s1

)
· · ·
(
G

T f
2

sn

)−1 (
I −G

T f
2

sn

)]
(S28)

and its determinant det gnx calledGrover determinant. As an entanglement measurement, En ≥ 0 so that 0 < ⟨det gnx ⟩ ≤
1. It is an interesting question whether for any specific configuration of auxiliary fields {s1, . . . , sn}, we always have
det gnx ≥ 0. Moreover, this condition is necessary for the development of an incremental algorithm [S12, S73] that can
accurately compute Rényi negativity, as the weights of all incremental processes include a factor of (det gnx )

1/N . In
this section, we prove that Grover determinant is real and positive for two classes of sign-problem-free models. We
note that these conditions are also applicable to the corresponding Grover determinant associated with entanglement

entropy, where all the GT f
2 in Eq. (S28) are replaced by GA2 . We only consider models on bipartite lattices, and use

the notion (−)i for staggered phase factor that takes 1 (−1) at sites belonging to sublattice A (B).

Sufficient Condition I: G↓
ij = (−)i+j(δij −G↑∗

ji )

The first class of models includes the half-filled Hubbard model on bipartite lattices. After HS transformation
that decouples Hubbard term to density channel as in Eq. (S7), the spacetime-dependent Hamiltonian for a specific
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configuration of auxiliary fields is given by

H =
∑
i

iCi(ni↑ + ni↓ − 1) +
∑
⟨i,j⟩

Dij(c
†
i↑cj↑ + c†i↓cj↓ + h.c.), (S29)

where Ci and Dij are real constant factors. Turn to a new basis via a partial particle-hole transformation c̃i↑ =

ci↑, c̃i↓ = (−)ic†i↓, we obtain

H̃ =
∑
i

iCi(ñi↑ − ñi↓) +
∑
⟨i,j⟩

Dij(c̃
†
i↑c̃j↑ + c̃†i↓c̃j↓ + h.c.) (S30)

This Hamiltonian possesses an anti-unitary symmetry iσyK, where σy acts on the spin sector and K means complex
conjugate, so it is sign-problem-free. Since the blocks in spin-up and spin-down sectors are complex conjugate to each
other, H̃↑ = H̃↓, the two blocks in any eigenvector of Hamiltonian and hence the Green’s function are also complex

conjugate to each other, G̃↓
ij ≡ ⟨c̃i↓c̃†j↓⟩ = G̃↑∗

ij ≡ ⟨c̃i↑c̃†j↑⟩. Return to the original basis, we find that the Green’s
functions satisfy the following relation

G↓
ij = (−)i+j(δij −G↑∗

ji ), (S31)

which can be rewritten as the following matrix form

G↓ = U† (I − (G↑)†
)
U (S32)

with Uij = δij(−)i = δij(−)j a diagonal unitary matrix.
The condition in Eq. (S31) is sufficient for det gnx ≥ 0. Consider the spin-up block of partially transposed Green’s

function in Eq. (S26), which satisfies

U†
(
G↑,T f

2

)†
U = V G↓,T f

2 V + I, with V =

(
iI1

−iI2

)
. (S33)

V is a diagonal unitary matrix satisfying V 2 = −I. Reformulate the above relation we have

G↓,T f
2 = V †U†

(
I −

(
G↑,T f

2

)†)
UV,

I −G↑,T f
2 = UV

(
G↓,T f

2

)†
V †U†,

1−G↓,T f
2 = V †U†

(
G↑,T f

2

)†
UV.

(S34)

Using the above relations, one can prove that det gnx = det gn,↑x det gn,↓x ≥ 0 since

det gn,↓x ≡det

{
G

↓,T f
2

s1 · · ·G↓,T f
2

sn

[
I +

(
G

↓,T f
2

s1

)−1 (
I −G

↓,T f
2

s1

)
· · ·
(
G

↓,T f
2

sn

)−1 (
I −G

↓,T f
2

sn

)]}
=det

{[
I +G

↑,T f
2

sn

(
I −G

↑,T f
2

sn

)−1

· · ·G↑,T f
2

s1

(
I −G

↑,T f
2

s1

)−1
](
I −G

↑,T f
2

sn

)
· · ·
(
I −G

↑,T f
2

s1

)}∗

=det

{
G

↑,T f
2

s1 · · ·G↑,T f
2

sn

[
I +

(
G

↑,T f
2

s1

)−1 (
I −G

↑,T f
2

s1

)
· · ·
(
G

↑,T f
2

sn

)−1 (
I −G

↑,T f
2

sn

)]}∗

≡
(
det gn,↑x

)∗
.

(S35)

Sufficient Condition II: Γ
(2)
ij = (−)i+jΓ

(1)∗
ij

The second class of models, including the spinless t-V model on bipartite lattices, are proved in Majorana basis.

For convenience, let us first relabel the Majorana operators by introducing a specie index, i.e., we use γ
(1)
i and γ

(2)
i

to represent γ2i−1 and γ2i, respectively. After HS transformation that decouples NN interaction term to Majorana
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hopping channel as in Eq. (S8), the spacetime-dependent Hamiltonian for a specific configuration of auxiliary fields
is given by

H =
∑
⟨ij⟩

Cij

(
iγ

(1)
i γ

(1)
j + iγ

(2)
i γ

(2)
j

)
, (S36)

where Ci are real constant factors. This Hamiltonian possesses an anti-unitary symmetry TK, where T transforms

γ
(1)
i (γ

(2)
i ) to (−)iγ

(2)
i ((−)iγ

(1)
i ), so it is sign-problem-free. Turn to a new basis via transformation γ̃

(1)
i = γ

(1)
i , γ̃

(2)
i =

(−)iγ
(2)
i , the Hamiltonian becomes

H̃ =
∑
⟨ij⟩

Cij

(
iγ̃

(1)
i γ̃

(1)
j − iγ̃

(2)
i γ̃

(2)
j

)
. (S37)

Since the coefficients of γ̃
(1)
i γ̃

(1)
j and γ̃

(2)
i γ̃

(2)
j are complex conjugate to each other, using similar arguments as the case

of Hubbard model, we have the relation Γ̃(2) = Γ̃(1)∗. Return to the original basis, we find that the Green’s functions
satisfy the following relation

Γ
(2)
ij = (−)i+jΓ

(1)∗
ij or Γ(2) = U†Γ(1)∗U. (S38)

The condition stated in Eq. (S38) is also sufficient for det gnx ≥ 0. According to the expression of partially transposed

Green’s function in Eq. (S19) and WT f
2 = ln[(I + ΓT f

2 )−1(I − ΓT f
2 )], we are able to derive the relationships between

the two blocks pertaining to two distinct Majorana species sectors:

Γ(2),T f
2 = J†U†

(
Γ(1)T f

2

)∗
UJ and W (2),T f

2 = J†U†
(
W (1),T f

2

)∗
UJ with J =

(
I1

−I2

)
. (S39)

Write the Grover determinant in Majorana basis using Eq. (S24), and it can be easily proved that det gnx =

det g
n,(1)
x det g

n,(2)
x ≥ 0 since

det gn,(2)x =det

[
I + eW

(2),T
f
2

s1

]−1/2

· · · det
[
I + eW

(2),T
f
2

sn

]−1/2

det

[
I + eW

(2),T
f
2

s1 · · · eW
(2),T

f
2

sn

]1/2
=det

[
I + eW

(1),T
f
2 ,∗

s1

]−1/2

· · · det
[
I + eW

(1),T
f
2 ,∗

sn

]−1/2

det

[
I + eW

(1),T
f
2 ,∗

s1 · · · eW
(1),T

f
2 ,∗

sn

]1/2
=det gn,(1)∗x .

(S40)
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