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We propose a new method to efficiently compute the entanglement entropy (EE) of quantum many-body
systems. Our approach, called the incremental SWAP operator method, combines the simplicity of the SWAP
operator used in projector quantum Monte Carlo simulations with recent advances in precisely computing
exponential observables using incremental algorithms. We apply this technique to obtain accurate EE data
at reduced computational cost for 1d and 2d antiferromagnetic Heisenberg models with different bipartition
schemes. Using the computed EE data, we extract the area law coefficient, universal logarithmic corrections
from Goldstone modes, and the geometric constant, finding quantitative agreement with analytical predictions.
Moreover, for the first time in an unbiased numerical simulation of 2d antiferromagnetic Heisenberg model, we
successfully obtain reliable universal logarithmic corrections from sharp corners that match expected theoretical
values. The consistency between our numerical results and theoretical calculations demonstrates the power of
our approach for accessing challenging universal entanglement properties. The extensions of our method to
other quantum spin/boson models and the interacting fermion models, are outlined.

I. INTRODUCTION

Entanglement entropy (EE) encapsulates universal proper-
ties of quantum ground states due to its non-local nature and
serves as a pivotal tool for investigating quantum many-body
systems [1–3] . Recently, researchers have initiated inquiries
into universal properties at quantum critical points (QCPs) us-
ing EE from large-scale quantum Monte Carlo (QMC) calcu-
lations in bosonic and fermionic systems [4–11], highlighting
the growing awareness of the significance of EE in extracting
fundamental properties of strongly correlated systems. The-
oretically, it is known that in conformal field theories (CFTs)
of (1+1)d, the leading contribution to EE shows a logarithmic
scaling with the size of the subregion, with coefficient propor-
tional to the central charge [12]. In CFTs at higher dimensions,
however, it is the subleading terms carry the universal infor-
mation, while the EE data are dominated by the non-universal
area law term [13, 14]. For example, at (2+1)d QCPs, when
the boundary of a subregion 𝐴 has corners with angles 𝛼𝑖 , one
expects the 2nd Rényi EE to follow a relation [10]

𝑆
(2)
𝐴

(𝐿) = 𝑎𝐿 + 𝑠𝑐 ln(𝐿) +𝑂 (1/𝐿), (1)

where 𝑎 is a non-universal area law coefficient, 𝐿 is the bound-
ary length of 𝐴, and the logarithmic correction coefficient 𝑠𝑐
can be expressed as a sum of contributions from each corner
angle 𝛼𝑖: 𝑠𝑐 =

∑
𝑖 𝑠(𝛼𝑖). When 𝛼 is close to 𝜋 (no sharp cor-

ners), it is expected to 𝑠(𝛼) ∼ 𝜎(𝜋−𝛼)2 and 𝜎 is proportional
to the stress tensor central charge of the CFT [14, 15].

The EE can also have a universal subleading contribution
in an ordered phase that spontaneously breaks a continuous
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symmetry, i.e., with Goldstone modes [16, 17], such as in the
2d antiferromagnets

𝑆
(2)
𝐴

(𝐿) = 𝑎𝐿 + 𝑠𝐺 ln( 𝜌𝑠
𝑣
𝐿) + 𝑠𝑐 ln(𝐿) + 𝛾ord, (2)

where 𝜌𝑠 denotes the spin stiffness at thermodynamic limit,
𝑣 represents the velocity of Goldstone modes, and 𝛾ord is
a universal geometric constant depending on the partition
scheme [18]. Especially, the logarithmic correction con-
tains two distinct contributions. 𝑠𝐺 =

𝑛𝐺
2 is independent

of the shape of 𝐴 and counts the number of Goldstone
modes, which has been numerically computed with success
in Refs. [8, 10, 19, 20]. The other term, 𝑠𝑐 is the corner
correction similar with that in CFT, and it is much smaller in
amplitude than 𝑠𝐺 (with the opposite sign), its accurate extrac-
tion is more challenging, with a few less accurate numerical
attempts [21–24].

To obtain the EE of quantum many-body systems, unbiased
numerical techniques play a crucial role. Exact diagonaliza-
tion and density matrix renormalization group methods can
directly measure ground state wavefunctions and accurately
determine EE, but these methods are limited by small system
sizes, precisely because the exponential growth of the Hilbert
space and the fact that the EE is one of the exponential ob-
servable [25, 26]. One needs a method that could control the
exponential growth of coefficient of variation of EE, in poly-
nomial computational complexity, and this is exactly in the
spirit of the Monte Carlo simulation, by imposing the impor-
tant sampling according to the probability distribution of the
target observable. The real question here, is then, how to im-
plement such important sampling in the QMC computation of
EE.

In fact, early QMC attempts have already been applied to
calculate the 2nd Rényi EE in 2d quantum models, mainly by
the SWAP operator – an instance of the reduced density ma-
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trix for a QMC configuration – based algorithm and its vari-
ations [16, 27–32]. However, directly applying these QMC
methods to calculate EE has been shown to have serious is-
sue with convergence [27] (we refer to as the non-convergence
problem of SWAP operator hereafter). The underlying cause
of this problem has not been clearly recognized or identi-
fied. Recently, with the fast developments of the incremental
algorithm [33, 34], the non-convergence problem of the EE
computation has been greatly reduced (although still not in
the SWAP operator calculation), the more reliable data to ex-
tract the universal properties of EE from large-scale QMC
calculations in 2d bosonic and fermionic system have been
obtained [4–10, 25, 26, 35–37], and the true reason behind the
non-convergence problem begins to be understood.

In this paper, by combining the simplicity of the SWAP
operator in the projector quantum Monte Carlo (PQMC) sim-
ulation [16, 27] and the recent understanding of computa-
tion of the exponential observables in the incremental algo-
rithm [25, 26], we quantitatively demonstrate that the origin
of the non-convergence problem of previous EE calculation
lies in the fact that EE is an exponential observable, with ex-
ponential explosion of coefficient of variation as 𝐿 increases.
We further provide a solution to this problem, dubbed incre-
mental SWAP operator method with improved propagating
update scheme for PQMC, to obtain the 2nd Rényi EE with
less computational cost and more accurate data. We apply the
method upon 1d and 2d antiferromagnetic Heisenberg models
and obtain results with better quality than the simple SWAP
results, and in the 2d case, we successfully obtained the area
law coefficient, the universal logarithmic corrections, both 𝑠𝐺
and 𝑠𝑐, and the the geometric constant 𝛾ord in Eq. (2), all of
which, are well consistent with the theoretical predictions. We
note that previous QMC results have never obtained all the
coefficients accurately as we have done here. The extensions
of our method to other quantum spin/boson models and the
interacting fermion models, are straightforward.

A

A

(a) (b)

FIG. 1. Bipartition geometries for EE computation. (a) 𝐿/2 ×
𝐿 stripe region 𝐴 with smooth boundaries. (b) 𝐿/2 × 𝐿/2 square
entanglement region 𝐴 with four 𝜋/2 corners. The lattice is periodic
in both dimensions.

II. NON-CONVERGENCE PROBLEM FOR EE
COMPUTATION

The numerical definition for the 2nd Rényi EE by SWAP
operator in PQMC with valence-bond (VB) basis is given in
Ref. [27] as 𝑆 (2)

𝐴
= − ln⟨SWAP𝐴⟩, with the observable

⟨SWAP𝐴⟩ =

∑
𝑙𝑟

𝑤𝑙𝑤𝑟

〈
𝑉0
𝑙
| (−𝐻)𝑚SWAP𝐴(−𝐻)𝑚 |𝑉0

𝑟

〉
∑
𝑙𝑟

𝑤𝑙𝑤𝑟

〈
𝑉0
𝑙

��(−𝐻)2𝑚
��𝑉0

𝑟

〉 , (3)

where
��𝑉0

𝑙

〉
,
��𝑉0

𝑟

〉
are arbitrary VB states with Kronecker prod-

uct of two independent replica of Hamiltonian,
∑

𝑙 𝑤𝑙

��𝑉0
𝑙

〉
and∑

𝑟 𝑤𝑟

��𝑉0
𝑟

〉
are regarded as trail wave functions suggested in

Refs. [38, 39] with higher projector performance to access real
ground properties, 𝐻 =

∑
𝑖, 𝑗 S𝑖 · S 𝑗 is the antitferromagnetic

Heisenberg model on a bipartite lattice (we set the interaction
strength 𝐽 = 1 as the energy unit in this paper), and 𝑚 is the
projection length. Following the standard PQMC procedure,
one needs to rewrite the Hamiltonian as 𝐻 = −∑

𝑝 𝐻 (𝑝) with
operator 𝐻 (𝑝) = 1

4 − S1 (𝑝) · S2 (𝑝), where S represents spin,
1 and 2 are the two sites of bond 𝑝, belonging to two different
sublattices of a bipartite system. The total configuration space
of PQMC can be represent as a set {𝐶} = {𝑉0

𝑙
, 𝑝1 · · · 𝑝𝑚, 𝑉0

𝑟 },
and Eq. (3) can be re-expressed as

⟨SWAP𝐴⟩ =

∑
{𝐶 }

𝑤𝑙𝑤𝑟

〈
𝑉0
𝑙

����� 𝑚∏𝑖=1
𝐻 (𝑝𝑖)SWAP𝐴

𝑚∏
𝑗=1

𝐻 (𝑝 𝑗 )
�����𝑉0

𝑟

〉
∑
{𝐶 }

𝑤𝑙𝑤𝑟

〈
𝑉0
𝑙

����2𝑚∏
𝑖=1

𝐻 (𝑝𝑖)
����𝑉0

𝑟

〉 .

(4)
We could sample the evaluation of SWAP operator in a partic-
ular configuration 𝐶 as

SWAP𝐴 =

〈
𝑉0
𝑙

����� 𝑚∏𝑖=1
𝐻 (𝑝𝑖)SWAP𝐴

𝑚∏
𝑗=1

𝐻 (𝑝 𝑗 )
�����𝑉0

𝑟

〉
〈
𝑉0
𝑙

����2𝑚∏
𝑖=1

𝐻 (𝑝𝑖)
����𝑉0

𝑟

〉 (5)

in terms of the updating weight 𝑊𝐶 =

𝑤𝑙𝑤𝑟

〈
𝑉0
𝑙

����2𝑚∏
𝑖=1

𝐻 (𝑝𝑖)
����𝑉0

𝑟

〉
; in other words,

⟨SWAP𝐴⟩ =

∑
𝐶

𝑊𝐶 SWAP𝐴∑
𝐶

𝑊𝐶

. (6)

A combined VB-spin basis had been introduced in PQMC for
fast local and global updating [39] by making 𝑊𝑙𝑟 𝑝1 · · ·𝑝𝑚 to
be independent to indices 𝑝1 · · · 𝑝𝑚, and giving rise to a less
computational effort 𝑂 (𝑚). Typically, 𝑚 = 20𝑁 , here 𝑁 = 𝐿𝑑

is the total system size at 𝑑 spatial dimension, is enough for
simulating ground state properties. For more details on the
PQMC methodology and the definition of the SWAP operator,
the readers are referred to Refs. [16, 39].
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FIG. 2. SWAP operator is an exponential observable. (a), (b) and
(c), (d) show the sampling distributions and normalized histograms
of SWAP𝐴 and ln(SWAP𝐴) for a bipartition of Heisenberg model
with smooth boundary (stripe region 𝐴 as in Fig. 1 (a)) on a 10×10
square lattice. SWAP𝐴 is obviously not normally distributed and the
samples are mainly composed of very small values, with some sudden
spikes from time to time. While ln(SWAP𝐴) is normally distributed
, so it can be easily measured in QMC simulation.

The ⟨SWAP𝐴⟩ = 𝑒−𝑆
(2)
𝐴 is an exponential observable [26],

and as 𝐿 increases, 𝑆 (2)
𝐴

∝ 𝐿 according to the area law, caus-
ing 𝑒−𝑆

(2)
𝐴 to decrease exponentially, which makes estimating

⟨SWAP𝐴⟩ via PQMC extraordinarily challenging for large 𝐿.
And this is the reason of the non-convergence problem in the
previous SWAP operator calculation of EE. Below, we quan-
titatively elucidate such problem with numerical data. As
depicted in Fig. 2, we plot the QMC sampling distribution
and the corresponding histogram of a 10 × 10 lattice of 2d
antiferromagnetic Heisenberg model with “stripe” subsystem
for both SWAP𝐴 and ln (SWAP𝐴). Evidently, as shown in
Fig. 2 (a) and (b), the vast majority of SWAP𝐴 samples lie
extremely close to 0, markedly deviating from a normal distri-
bution, which one can sample well in the QMC simulations.
Strikingly, as shown in Fig. 2 (c) and (d), the distribution of
ln(SWAP𝐴) perfectly conforms to normality.

We continue to quantify the explosion of the coefficient
of variation of ⟨SWAP𝐴⟩. Assume that ln(SWAP𝐴) obeys a
normal distribution whose mean is 𝜇 and standard diviation is
𝜎: ln(SWAP𝐴) ∼ N (𝜇, 𝜎2). The coefficient of variation of
SWAP𝐴, given as the ratio of the standard deviation 𝜎SWAP𝐴

to the mean 𝜇SWAP𝐴
, can be computed as

CV[SWAP𝐴] =
𝜎SWAP𝐴

|𝜇SWAP𝐴
| =

√︁
𝑒𝜎

2 − 1. (7)

As shown in Fig. 3 (a) and (b), we estimate the scaling relation
of 𝜇 and 𝜎 as function of subregion boundary length 𝐿 (as
shown in Fig. 1, for both smooth boundary and corner cases,
we design the boundary length of 𝐴 equal to twice of the
linear size of the system 𝐿), which renders a perfect power-
law. Thus, as show in Fig. 3 (c), CV[SWAP𝐴] exponentially
explodes with 𝐿.

To address such non-convergence problem, we realize
CV[(SWAP𝐴)1/𝑛] =

√︁
𝑒𝜎

2/𝑛2 − 1, with 𝑛 to appropriately
scale with 𝐿, which can be used to suppress the exponen-
tial growth of coefficient of variation. Here, we choose 𝑛 as
the ceiling integer of |⟨ln(SWAP𝐴)⟩|, then CV[(SWAP𝐴)1/𝑛]
would decay with 𝐿, enabling accurate evaluation. In practice,
choosing an integer 𝑛 such that CV[(SWAP𝐴)1/𝑛]decreases
or approaches a constant with 𝐿 is sufficient to guarantee the
convergence. A smaller CV means that we just need fewer
samples to calculate entanglement entropy accurately. As
shown in Fig. 3 (c), CV[ln(SWAP𝐴)] and CV[(SWAP𝐴)1/𝑛]
indeed exhibit similar decaying behavior as 𝐿 increases. This
proves (SWAP𝐴)1/𝑛 can be computed accurately in analogous
to ln(SWAP𝐴), and the sampling of it will render normal dis-
tributions.

(b)
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FIG. 3. Coefficient of variation of ⟨SWAP𝐴⟩ and its solution. (a)
and (b) show standard deviation 𝜎 and expectation 𝜇 of ln(SWAP𝐴)
for a bipartition of square lattice Heisenberg model with smooth
boundary as a function of system size 𝐿 in the log-log scale. Both
𝜎 and 𝜇 of ln(SWAP𝐴) increase with 𝐿. The data can be fit with a
perfect power law as denoted by the dashed lines. (c) shows 𝐿 depen-
dence of coefficient of variation, CV, for three observables. Here, we
choose 𝑛 as the ceiling integer of |⟨ln(SWAP𝐴)⟩|. CV[SWAP𝐴] in-
creases exponentially while the others ln(SWAP𝐴) and (SWAP𝐴)1/𝑛
stay constant and even decreases with 𝐿, meaning that they are the
ideal QMC observables with normal distribution.

III. INCREMENTAL SWAP OPERATOR METHOD

Based on the above analysis, we present an expression for
our incremental SWAP operator method as follows

⟨SWAP𝐴⟩ =
𝑍 (1)
𝑍 (0)

𝑍 (2)
𝑍 (1) · · ·

𝑍 (𝑘 + 1)
𝑍 (𝑘) · · · 𝑍 (𝑛)

𝑍 (𝑛 − 1) , (8)

where integer 𝑘 denotes the 𝑘-th increment with 𝑛 total incre-
ments, and we define the incremental partition function

𝑍 (𝑘) =
∑︁
𝐶

𝑊𝐶 (SWAP𝐴)𝑘/𝑛, (9)
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with 𝑍 (0) =
∑

𝐶 𝑊𝐶 and 𝑍 (𝑛) =
∑

𝐶 𝑊𝐶SWAP𝐴, naturally
satisfying the 2nd Rényi EE definition. Subsequently, each
increment is evaluated in parallel per PQMC as follows

𝑍 (𝑘 + 1)
𝑍 (𝑘) =

∑
𝐶

𝑊𝐶 (SWAP𝐴)𝑘/𝑛 (SWAP𝐴)1/𝑛∑
𝐶

𝑊𝐶 (SWAP𝐴)𝑘/𝑛
, (10)

where 𝑛 constitutes the ceiling integer of |𝜇 |. The new sam-
pling observable is (SWAP𝐴)1/𝑛 and the new sampling weight
is 𝑊𝐶 (SWAP𝐴)𝑘/𝑛. Our incremental SWAP operator method
allows us to evaluate the new observables (SWAP𝐴)1/𝑛 for each
piece of parallel incremental process with controlled statistical
errors, as illustrated in Fig. 4(a). As expected, all pieces of
the incremental process should generate reliable samples that
approximately follow a normal distribution and have a finite
variance. To demonstrate this, we have selected two parallel
pieces and plotted their sample distributions and histograms
in Fig. 4 (b) and (c).

It is necessary to discuss the effects of the accumulated
error here. we simulated each factor in Eq. (10) indepen-
dently, which will give rise to a standard deviation factor 𝜎𝑖 =

𝑒𝜇/𝑛
2+𝜎2/2𝑛2

√︁
𝑒𝜎

2/𝑛2 − 1, and 𝜇𝑖 = 𝑒𝜇/𝑛
2+𝜎2/2𝑛2 . According

to the error propagation equation, the accumulated error for the
product of 𝑛 factors in Eq. (10) could be demonstrated with
coefficient of variation CV𝑡𝑜𝑡𝑎𝑙 =

√︃∑𝑛
𝑖 𝜎

2
𝑖
/𝜇2

𝑖
∼ 𝜎/

√︁
|𝜇 |.

It is crucial to realize that our incremental SWAP operator
method successfully reduces the total coefficient of variation
from exponential growth to polynomial growth as 𝐿 increases.

(a) (b)

(c)
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1.2

(SWAP  )1/n
A

(SWAP  )1/n
A

FIG. 4. Incremental SWAP operator method. (a) 𝑍 (𝑘+1)
𝑍 (𝑘 ) as a func-

tion of incremental process 𝑘 for a bipartition of 𝐿 = 10 square lattice
Heisenberg model with smooth boundary and the total increments
𝑛 = 8 is the ceiling integer of | ln(SWAP𝐴) |. Factor 𝑍 (𝑘 + 1)/𝑍 (𝑘)
is evaluated independently in each parallel process to avoid introduc-
ing systematic errors. (b) and (c) show normalized histograms of
(SWAP)1/𝑛 in 𝑘 = 2 (red dot in (a)) and 𝑘 = 6 (blue dot in (a)) incre-
mental process. The normal distribution means that ⟨(SWAP)1/𝑛⟩ in
each incremental process can be evaluated very accurately.

Moreover, we also made improvement in the PQMC update
scheme to reduce the computational complexity for SWAP
operator calculation. We notcie the direct updating configu-
rations according to Eq. (10) now acquires an computational

complex as 𝑂 (𝑚2 + 𝑚𝑁). Typically, when sampling, one first
transfers

��𝑉0
𝑟

〉
to

��𝑉𝑚
𝑟

〉
=

𝑚∏
𝑖=1

𝐻 (𝑝𝑖) and
〈
𝑉0
𝑙

�� to
〈
𝑉𝑚
𝑙

��, which

requires 𝑂 (𝑚) operations [16, 39, 40]. Then, sampling of
SWAP𝐴 =

〈
𝑉𝑚
𝑙

|SWAP𝐴 |𝑉𝑚
𝑟

〉
/
〈
𝑉𝑚
𝑙
|𝑉𝑚

𝑟

〉
is performed, need-

ing 𝑂 (𝑁) operations to calculate the bra-ket overlap. This
huge computational burden prevents the efficient simulation
from large system size. To address this problem, we propose
a new updating strategy called propagating update.

We notice that it is not necessary to restrain VB state at
the center of projector time slice when sampling SWAP𝐴, in
fact, one could perform such samplings at any projector time
slice. This property is guaranteed by the following equation,
no matter what 𝑗-th time slice is,〈

𝑉0
𝑙

����� 2𝑚∏
𝑖=1

𝐻 (𝑝𝑖)
�����𝑉0

𝑟

〉
= 2−

(
𝑜
𝑗

𝑙
+𝑜2𝑚− 𝑗

𝑟

) 〈
𝑉

𝑗

𝑙
|𝑉2𝑚− 𝑗

𝑟

〉
. (11)

Here 𝑜 𝑗

𝑙
and 𝑜2𝑚− 𝑗

𝑟 are the numbers of operations (see Ref. [40]
for details) projecting from 𝑉0

𝑙
and 𝑉0

𝑟 to 𝑗-th projector
time slice, respectively. The same property is also valid to〈
𝑉0
𝑙

���� 𝑚∏
𝑖=1

𝐻 (𝑝𝑖)SWAP𝐴

𝑚∏
𝑖=1

𝐻 (𝑝𝑖)
����𝑉0

𝑟

〉
. Thus the adjacent VB

state can be updated locally, we don’t need transfer 𝑉0
𝑙

and
𝑉0
𝑟 to 𝑉𝑚

𝑙
and 𝑉𝑚

𝑟 any more and the computational complex
reduces from 𝑂 (𝑚2 + 𝑚𝑁) to 𝑂 (𝑚𝑁). We further notice that
the ratio of SWAP observable before and after update can be
expressed as

(SWAP𝐴)′
SWAP𝐴

=

〈
𝑉0
𝑙

���� 𝑚∏
𝑖=1

𝐻 (𝑝𝑖 )SWAP𝐴

𝑚∏
𝑖=1

𝐻 (𝑝𝑖 )
����𝑉0

𝑟

〉′
〈
𝑉0
𝑙

���� 𝑚∏
𝑖=1

𝐻 (𝑝𝑖 )SWAP𝐴

𝑚∏
𝑖=1

𝐻 (𝑝𝑖 )
����𝑉0

𝑟

〉
〈
𝑉0
𝑙

����2𝑚∏
𝑖=1

𝐻 (𝑝𝑖 )
����𝑉0

𝑟

〉′
〈
𝑉0
𝑙

����2𝑚∏
𝑖=1

𝐻 (𝑝𝑖 )
����𝑉0

𝑟

〉
. (12)

According to Eq. (11), the ratio of
〈
𝑉0
𝑙

����2𝑚∏
𝑖=1

𝐻 (𝑝𝑖)
����𝑉0

𝑟

〉
before

and after update, for example at 𝑗-th projector time slice, is
given by〈

𝑉0
𝑙

����2𝑚∏
𝑖=1

𝐻 (𝑝𝑖)
����𝑉0

𝑟

〉′
〈
𝑉0
𝑙

����2𝑚∏
𝑖=1

𝐻 (𝑝𝑖)
����𝑉0

𝑟

〉 = 2−
(
𝑜
𝑗′
𝑙
−𝑜 𝑗

𝑙

) 〈𝑉 𝑗′
𝑙
|𝑉2𝑚− 𝑗

𝑟

〉〈
𝑉

𝑗

𝑙
|𝑉2𝑚− 𝑗

𝑟

〉 . (13)

The effort to calculate this ratio in our propagating update is
proportional to the average length of overlap loops of VB
states [38, 39], and the average length is proportional to
the average squared sublattice magnetization [41]. For ex-
ample, the effort to calculate Eq. (13) should be 𝑂 (𝑁) in
antiferromagnetic ordered phase and 𝑂 (1) in paramagnetic
ordered phase or at the QCP. The calculation of ratio for〈
𝑉0
𝑙

���� 𝑚∏
𝑖=1

𝐻 (𝑝𝑖)SWAP𝐴

𝑚∏
𝑖=1

𝐻 (𝑝𝑖)
����𝑉0

𝑟

〉
before and after update

has the same computational complexity. It is notable that
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our novel propagating update strategy can be implemented us-
ing either the combined VB-spin basis [39] or the pure VB
basis [40], while maintaining comparable computational com-
plexity between the two.

In total, our incremental SWAP operator method with prop-
agating update scheme for evaluating 𝑆

(2)
𝐴

has a superior com-
putational complexity of 𝑂 (𝑚𝑃) with 𝑃 = 𝑁 or 1 for mag-
netic or paramagnetic states. The full complexity follows as
𝑂 (𝑚𝑃𝐿𝛾) given the requisite 𝑛 = | ln(SWAP𝐴) | ∼ 𝐿𝛾 in-
crements. For Heisenberg model, | ln(SWAP𝐴) | = 0.23𝐿1.5

in Fig. 3 (b), thus 𝛾 = 1.5. Ascertaining 𝛾 necessitates
analysing 𝜇(𝐿) and 𝜎(𝐿) scaling, costing 𝑂 (𝑚). However,
fitting merely requires a few small 𝐿. Therefore, this negli-
gible overhead contrasts the total cost of evaluating EE. Up
to now, the popular method to measure entanglement entropy
with high efficiency and precision is non-equilibrium incre-
mental algorithm [8, 34]. The computational complexity of
this method in PQMC is 𝑚 × 𝑛𝑞𝑡 , where 𝑚 is the projector
length and 𝑛𝑞𝑡 is the quenching time. And such incremental
algorithm can overcome the convergence issue of entangle-
ment entropy computation when the quenching time 𝑛𝑞𝑡 is
sufficiently long. However, a quantitative value for 𝑛𝑞𝑡 has
not been determined yet, while the advantage of our method is
that the convergence of the calculation can be guaranteed by
determining the total increments 𝑛 precisely.

IV. RESULTS

Even in 1d systems, directly employing the SWAP technique
to compute EE encounters the non-convergence problem as
the subregion increases [27], our approach can overcome such
problem. As shown in Fig. 5, our computed 𝑆

(2)
𝐴

with incre-
mental SWAP operator method for 1d Heisenberg chain with
𝐿 = 100 highly coincides with DMRG values. In contrast,
𝑆
(2)
𝐴

computed directly via SWAP grows increasingly unstable
with expanding entanglement region size 𝐿𝐴 ≥ 𝐿/2. Besides
the clear deviation of the mean values of 𝑆

(2)
𝐴

, we also note
that it is important to understand the errorbars of data obtained
with the direct SWAP method are not credible, because the
mean values of such data don’t converge, due to the explosion
of its coefficient of variation discussed in Fig. 4.

Next, we move on to the major numerical result of this
paper – the scaling of 𝑆 (2)

𝐴
with 𝐿 for the ground state of 2d

antiferromagnetic Heisenberg model, which is the well-known
antiferromagnetic state with 𝑛𝐺 = 2 Goldstone modes [17, 36,
42]. As shown in Eq. (2), such quantum modes will contribute
a logarithmic correction to EE for a stripe entanglement region
with smooth boundary, as depicted in Fig. 1 (a), with 𝑠𝐺 = 1 in
Eq. (2). However, directly fitting Eq. (2) to obtain 𝑠𝐺 via QMC
is challenging, requiring numerical results with large system
sizes and high precision [8, 10]. What’s more, when the system
sizes are not large enough, it turns out one needs to incorporate
finite-size effects to reliably extract 𝑠𝐺 as following equation,

𝑆
(2)
stripe = 𝑎𝐿 + 𝑠𝐺 ln

(√︁
𝐼 (𝐿)𝜌𝑠 (𝐿)𝐿

)
+ 𝛾ord , (14)

where 𝐼 (𝐿) and 𝜌𝑠 (𝐿) are the finite-size dependent magnetic
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FIG. 5. Incremental SWAP operator in 1d Heisenberg chain. The
2nd Rényi entropy 𝑆

(2)
𝐴

for the ground state of a 𝐿 = 100 Heisenberg
chain with open boundary condition, as a function of subsystem size
𝐿𝐴. The black dots are DMRG results. Data labelled "SWAP" was
calculated with the naive sampling as in Eq. (3) , while data labelled
"Incremental SWAP" was calculated with our method in Eq. (8),
which is consistent with DMRG. The projection length𝑚/𝑁 = 50 was
used in both QMC simulations. "SWAP" and "Incremental SWAP"
data consume the same CPU hours.

susceptibility and spin stiffness, respectively [20]. In principle,√︁
𝐼 (𝐿)𝜌𝑠 (𝐿) should equal to 𝜌𝑠

𝑣
when 𝐿 → ∞.

With the help of our incremental SWAP operator method,
we obtain the accurate results of 𝑆 (2)

stripe (𝐿) up to 𝐿 = 80, as
shown in Fig. 6(a). We extract the corresponding area law
coefficient 𝑎, the universal logarithmic corrections 𝑠𝐺 and
the geometry constant 𝛾ord via fitting Eq. (14) using a fitting
window [𝐿min, 80] and the values of 𝐼 (𝐿) and 𝜌𝑠 (𝐿) reported
in Ref. [20]. We plot 𝑠𝐺 as function of 𝐿min in Fig. 6 (d),
and find good agreement with the theoretic value 𝑠𝐺 = 1.
We further compare our fitting values of 𝑎, 𝑠𝐺 and 𝛾ord with
previous studies for a variety of methods, as listed in Table. I.

What’s more, since the incremental SWAP method greatly
reduced the computational complexity, we can also readily
compute the 𝑆

(2)
square (𝐿) up to 𝐿 = 80 for entanglement region

“square” with four 𝜋/2 corners, as depicted in Fig. 1(b). And
we further try to extract the corners correction coefficient 𝑠𝑐
with following formula

𝑆
(2)
square − 𝑆

(2)
stripe = 𝑠𝑐 ln(𝐿). (15)

Notably, such formula doesn’t suffer from the finite-size effect
as extracting 𝑠𝐺 via function fitting. Our results, as shown
in Fig. 6 (b), give rise to an estimate 𝑠𝑐 = −0.061(3) for
𝐿min = 8, and 𝑠𝑐 = −0.059(3) for 𝐿min = 10, respectively.
The theoretical prediction value of 𝑠𝑐 approximate−0.052 [17,
24]. The fitting results for different 𝐿min values for all the
coefficients are summarized in Table II. We note that, before
the present work, there exists no previous numerical work that
can give all the coefficients, including the area-law coefficient
𝑎, the universal log-coefficients 𝑠𝐺 and 𝑠𝑐, as well as the
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FIG. 6. Incremental SWAP operator in 2d Heisenberg model.
(a) The 2nd Rényi entropy 𝑆

(2)
𝐴

for square lattice antiferromagnetic
Heisenberg model as a function of system size 𝐿 for both the "stripe"
(smooth boundary) and "square" (corner) entanglement regions 𝐴.
The size of region 𝐴 is 𝐿/2× 𝐿 for stripe geometry and 𝐿/2× 𝐿/2 for
square geometry. Here we use projection length 𝑚/𝑁 = 20 and the
linear system size 𝐿 ∈ [8, 80]. (b) Comparison of QMC data to the
theoretical prediction of 𝑆 (2)square − 𝑆

(2)
stripe. Dashed line represents the

theoretical prediction with a slope of 𝑠𝑐 = −0.0512, symbols are data
points. QMC data are coincidence with the spin wave calculation [42].
(c) Subtracted EE 𝑆

(2)
stripe (2𝐿) − 2𝑆 (2)stripe (𝐿) versus ln 𝐿. The slope of

the data line in (c) indicates the log-coefficient 𝑠𝐺 = 1 at large 𝐿.
(d) The solid squares are the fitted 𝑠𝐺 according to Eq. (14) as 𝐿𝑚𝑖𝑛

increases. The dashed line represents 𝑠𝐺 = 1 for 𝑛𝐺 = 2 in the Néel
state. 𝑠𝐺 robustly converges to 1. (e) The fitted 𝑠𝐺 from data in (c)
for the subtracted EE with respect to the smallest retained system size
1/𝐿𝑚𝑖𝑛, the 𝑠𝐺 also robustly converges to 1.

geometry constant 𝛾ord in one set of QMC simulations.
Lastly, we follow the example of Ref. [10] to directly fit the

𝑠𝐺 in the smooth boundary case with the "subtracted EE", as
𝑆𝑠 (𝐿) = 𝑆

(2)
stripe (2𝐿) − 2𝑆 (2)

stripe (𝐿), the 𝑆𝑠 (𝐿) will remove the
area-law contribution and promote the subleading log-term
as the leading term. The subtracted EE versus ln(𝐿) data
are shown in Fig. 6 (c) and indeed, one sees at large 𝐿, the
𝑆𝑠 (𝐿) versus ln(𝐿) is approaching a straight line with slope
−𝑠𝐺 = −1. We also fit the 𝑆𝑠 (𝐿) by gradually remove the
small system sizes 𝐿𝑚𝑖𝑛, and one can see in Fig. 6 (e), that the
obtained 𝑠𝐺 is approaching 1 steadily.

𝑎 𝑠𝐺 𝛾ord 𝑠𝑐
Wave-function [17] × 1 0.737 -0.0496 [13]

Series expansions [16] 0.188(2) 1 × -0.0496
Spin-wave [43] 0.191 0.92 × ×
Spin-wave [42] 0.190216(1) 1 0.737 −0.0512(8)

QMC [16] 0.19(1) 0.74(2) × -0.1
QMC [8] 0.184(2) 1.00(9) × ×
QMC [20] 0.1861(3) 0.99(1) 0.78(3) ×
This Work 0.1865(4) 0.98(2) 0.770(8) −0.067(4)

TABLE I. Summary of our fitting results and comparison with previ-
ous literature. Our results are taken at 𝐿𝑚𝑖𝑛 = 18 as shown in Tab. II.

𝐿𝑚𝑖𝑛 𝑎 𝑠𝐺 𝛾ord 𝑠𝑐
8 0.1869(2) 0.962(7) 0.781(2) -0.061(3)
10 0.1871(2) 0.953(8) 0.786(3) -0.059(3)
12 0.1870(3) 0.958(9) 0.783(4) -0.061(3)
14 0.1868(3) 0.96(1) 0.780(5) -0.062(4)
16 0.1866(3) 0.98(1) 0.773(6) -0.066(4)
18 0.1865(4) 0.98(2) 0.770(8) -0.067(4)

TABLE II. Coefficients of the area law,the logarithmic terms, both
𝑠𝐺 (fitting from Eq. (14)) and 𝑠𝑐 (fitting from Eq. (15)) , and the
geometric constant 𝛾ord.

V. DISCUSSION

In this work, we have quantitatively explained the true reason
of the non-convergence problem for the direct calculation of
EE with SWAP operator method, and further developed an
incremental SWAP operator method with propagating update
in PQMC to offer a solution of the problem. Our methods
enjoy both the conceptual clarity of the properly sampling the
exponential observable, therefore overcome the explosion of
the coefficient of the variation of EE in the original approach,
as well as the reduced computational complexity in our new
updated scheme in the PQMC simulations.

We use the 1d and 2d antiferromagnetic Heisenberg models
to demonstrate the superior performance of our method, in
particular, in the 2d case, for the first time, we successfully
extract the area law coefficient, the universal logarithmic cor-
rections, both 𝑠𝐺 and 𝑠𝑐, as well as the universal geometry
constant, 𝛾ord, from our thence obtained EE data, and found
them consistent with the theoretical predictions.

Looking forward, it is extremely easy to extend our com-
putation to other interesting 2d highly entangled spin/boson
quantum many-body systems, such as the scaling behavior of
the EE in deconfined quantum critical point (DQCP) mod-
els [7, 9, 10], the SU(N) systems [11] and topologically or-
dered quantum spin liquid models [8], to reliably extract all the
scaling coefficients therein. Moreover, the incremental SWAP
method will also find its usage in the fermionic quantum many-
body lattice models with the projector auxiliary field fermion
QMC algorithms, and the initial step have already been taken
by some of us [25]. With more controlled data quality and
reduced computation burden, one can address the fundamen-
tal questions such as the scaling behavior of EE, as well as
other exponential observables such as free energy [26], in the
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interacting Dirac fermions and fermion DQCP models [5, 44–
47], the symmetric mass generation models [6], and in the
uncharted territory of interacting fermion surface, non-Fermi-
liquid QCPs and topological orders and fractional quantum
and anomalous Hall systems [48–53].
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