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In this study, we explore the ground state phase diagram of the spin-1/2 XX chain model, which
features XZY − Y ZX type three-spin interactions (TSI). This model, while seemingly simple,
reveals a rich tapestry of quantum behaviors. Our analysis relies on several key metrics. The ’l1-
norm of coherence’ helps us identify coherent states within the phase diagram, which represent states
capable of superposition and interference. We employ the ’spin squeezing parameter’ to pinpoint
unique coherent states characterized by isotropic noise in all directions, making them invaluable
for quantum metrology. Additionally, we utilize the ’entanglement entropy’ to determine which
of these coherent states exhibit entanglement, indicating states that cannot be fully described by
local variables. Our research unveils diverse regions within the phase diagram, each characterized
by coherent, squeezed, or entangled states, offering insights into the quantum phenomena underling
these systems. We also study the critical scaling versus the system size for the mentioned quantities.

I. INTRODUCTION

Coherent states are quantum states that, in certain
aspects, mimic classical states by possessing well-defined
amplitudes and phases [1–3]. However, they also exhibit
quintessentially quantum features like uncertainty and
superposition. Quantum coherence, a fundamental con-
cept in quantum physics, allows quantum systems to exist
in superpositions of states, enabling interference. This
concept has far-reaching applications in fields such as
quantum optics, quantum information, quantum metrol-
ogy, and quantum computing.

The framework for quantifying coherence in the con-
text of quantum systems aims to measure a system’s
ability to exhibit superposition and interference, funda-
mental characteristics distinguishing quantum mechan-
ics from classical physics. One approach to quantify-
ing quantum coherence involves the use of interferome-
ters, which are devices that split and recombine quantum
waves, such as beams of light or electrons. By varying
the path difference between the two branches of the in-
terferometer, one can observe interference patterns on
a detector. Another method employs correlation func-
tions, mathematical tools for quantifying the relation-
ships between two or more observables. For example, the
quantum Fisher information, which is linked to a quan-
tum state’s sensitivity to small parameter changes [4],
serves as a valuable measurement tool. From a theoret-
ical standpoint, one proper measure of coherence is the
l1-norm of coherence [5, 6]:

Cl1(ρ̂) =
∑
i ̸=j

∣∣ρij∣∣, (1)
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where ρ̂ is the density operator of the quantum state,
and ρij =

〈
ψi|ρ̂|ψj

〉
. {|ψm

〉
} are basis kets of the Hilbert

space. It is important to note that density matrices that
are diagonal in this basis are considered incoherent. The
l1-norm of coherence depends on the choice of basis, as
different bases may have different off-diagonal elements.
Therefore, the l1-norm of coherence is not an invariant
quantity under basis transformations.
Coherent states are also defined based on the spin-

squeezing parameter (SSP) [7–12]. The SSP quantifies
the extent to which a quantum state, composed of an
ensemble of spins, deviates from a coherent state. In the
context of spin-squeezed states, a unique type of quan-
tum coherent state, there’s a reduction in uncertainty
regarding one angular momentum component. However,
this comes at the cost of increased uncertainty in another
component. From the perspective of SSP, coherent states
exhibit uniform noise in all directions, rendering them
more responsive to rotations around a specific axis. This
property makes SSP a valuable tool for high-precision
metrology, a field dedicated to enhancing the precision
and accuracy of measurements using quantum phenom-
ena [13–18].
Spin squeezing finds numerous applications in quan-

tum physics. For example, it proves useful in quantum
metrology, where quantum effects are harnessed to im-
prove measurement precision. It can also be applied to
the study of quantum phase transitions [19–29], which
entail sudden changes in a system’s properties due to
quantum fluctuations.
SSP can be defined in various ways depending on the

context and the intended application. A commonly used
definition is based on the Heisenberg uncertainty relation
for angular momentum components, which sets a lower
limit on the product of their variances. Two measures
of SSP are the Kitagawa-Ueda parameter [8] and the
Wineland parameter [9]. The Kitagawa-Ueda parameter
is a suitable measure of spin squeezing for spin systems
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FIG. 1. (color online). (a) The ground state phase diagram of
the model. The density plot of (a) the l1-norm of coherence,
(c) the SSP and (d) the EE parameter for a chain size N =
500.

with a well-defined mean spin direction and a large num-
ber of particles. In contrast, the Wineland parameter
is suitable for spin systems that are sensitive to SU(2)
rotations and have a small number of particles [10, 11].
The Kitagawa-Ueda SSP is introduced as [8]:

ξ2s =
4(∆Jn⃗⊥)

2

N
. (2)

Here, ξ2s is the spin squeezing parameter, n⃗⊥ represents
the axis perpendicular to the average spin direction n⃗0,
and the variance (∆J)2 is minimized. The total spin
components Jα of N particles satisfy the commutation
relation [Jα, Jβ ] = iℏJγ , where α, β, γ are cyclic permu-

tations of x, y, z. Another SSP is ξ2R = N(∆Jn⃗⊥)2∣∣〈Jn⃗

〉∣∣ , which

was introduced by Wineland [9]. In this context, a co-
herent state is characterized by ξ2s = 1, whereas a spin-
squeezed state exhibits ξ2s < 1.

Both definitions of the SSP are closely linked to the
concept of quantum entanglement [30–36]. Quantum en-
tanglement represents a phenomenon in which two or
more quantum systems share correlations that cannot be
explained by classical physics. Spin-squeezed states are
illustrative examples of entangled states because they ex-
hibit correlations among different spins that exceed the
capabilities of classical states. It is important to note
that entanglement leads to the emergence of entropy,
specifically ”entanglement entropy” (EE) [37]. EE serves
as a measure of the extent of quantum entanglement be-
tween two subsystems of a composite quantum system.
It quantifies the information loss or inaccessibility when
one only has access to one of the subsystems and not the
entire system. One common approach to defining EE is
based on the concept of the density operator, and it in-

volves calculating the von Neumann entropy of a reduced
density matrix for a subsystem [38–40]. For a bipartite
system, the EE in the pure ground state | ψ >, repre-
sented by the density matrix ρ = | ψ > < ψ |, is defined
as the von Neumann entropy of subsystem A:

SA = −Tr[ρA log2(ρA)], (3)

where ρA is the reduced density matrix of A, obtained
by tracing over the rest of the system, B:

ρA = TrB(ρ). (4)

EE typically scales with the boundary area of subsys-
tem A, rather than its volume. This behavior is distinct
from what one might expect and is known as the ’area
law’ for EE. It has been the subject of extensive study in
recent years. In noncritical ground states of spin chains
with a finite correlation length, the EE remains constant.
However, at a quantum critical point, when subsystem A
is a finite interval of length l, the EE slightly deviates
from the area law due to a logarithmic correction:

SA(l) ∼
c

3
log(l), (5)

where c represents the central charge [41, 42].
In this paper, we delve into the study of the exactly

solvable spin-1/2 XX chain model with a Three-Spin In-
teraction (TSI), examining its behavior in the presence of
a magnetic field [43, 44]. The system exhibits intriguing
characteristics, including two distinct gapless spin liq-
uid phases known as SL-I and SL-II, in addition to the
gapped paramagnetic (PM) phase. Our approach begins
with the application of the Fermionization technique to
derive the ground state of the system. Subsequently, we
utilize the l1-norm function as a robust framework for
quantifying coherence. Using this method, we calculate
the SSP and the EE across the entire ground state phase
diagram of the model. We have obtained the critical lines
for the system by using these functions (See Fig. 1). We
have found a squeezed region in the presence of a mag-
netic field, where the system is in the SL-II phase. We
have also detected some coherent states by examining the
SSP and verifying them with the l1-norm of coherence.
Moreover, we have shown that the EE exhibits critical
scaling in both SL-I and SL-II phases.
The paper is structured as follows: In the next section

(Section II), we introduce the model and the analytical
tools used in our study, providing a foundation for un-
derstanding our methodology. In Section III, we present
our research findings related to the Spin Squeezing (SS),
the l1-norm of coherence, and the EE, offering a detailed
analysis of our results. Finally, in Section IV, we provide
a conclusion and a comprehensive summary of our key
findings and their implications.
We study the spin-1/2 XX chain model with a three-

spin interaction (TSI) in a magnetic field, which is de-
scribed by the Hamiltonian



3

H = −J
N∑

n=1

(
Sx
nS

x
n+1 + Sy

nS
y
n+1

)
− J∗

N∑
n=1

Sz
n+1

(
Sx
nS

y
n+2 − Sy

nS
x
n+2

)
− Jh

N∑
n=1

Sz
n , (6)

where Sn is the spin operator at site n, J > 0 is the ferro-
magnetic (FM) exchange coupling, J∗ and h are the TSI
strength and the magnetic field intensity, respectively,
and N is the number of spins. We assume a periodic
boundary condition, such that Sµ

N+1 = Sµ
1 (µ = x, y, z).

We also define α = J∗

J for convenience.
The spin-1/2 XX chain model with the TSI interac-

tion has a rich ground state phase diagram, which de-
pends on the ratio α = J∗

J of the TSI strength and the
FM exchange coupling. When the magnetic field is zero,
the phase diagram is known exactly [44]. It contains two
gapless spin liquid (SL) phases, SL-I and SL-II, which are
separated by a second-order quantum phase transition at
αc = 1. This quantum phase transition is notable for the
doubling of Fermi points in the representation of spinless
fermions, providing a convenient means of mapping the
spin model to a free fermion model. When a magnetic
field is introduced, the system undergoes a second-order
phase transition from the SL-I phase to the paramagnetic
(PM) phase. If the system is initially in the SL-II phase,
it first transitions to the SL-I phase at the first critical
field and then to the PM phase at a higher second crit-
ical field. Importantly, both transitions are of second
order. This model has garnered significant attention in
recent years, leading to numerous studies exploring its
properties and applications [45–49]. For instance, a con-
nection was established between the cooling-heating effi-
ciency and the ground state phase diagram of the model.
It was revealed that the efficiency could be enhanced by
tuning the strength of the TSI and the magnetic field
[45].

In a separate study [46], the authors examined the
ground state phase diagram of the model using the Lee-
Yang zeros, order parameters, and ground-state energy.
Their research demonstrated the presence of chiral or-
dering within the SL-II phase. Furthermore, the lo-
cation of quantum critical lines was determined using
quantum discord [47]. Additionally, it was shown that
steered quantum coherence and its first-order derivative
effectively serve as indicators for different critical points
within the ground state phase diagram [48].

In 2009, it was suggested that a system of trapped
ions could be a promising avenue to explore the unique
characteristics of spin models with three-body interac-
tions [50]. This idea has become a reality in practice, as
by 2023, experiments have demonstrated a new class of
native interactions between trapped-ion qubits, extend-

ing beyond conventional pairwise interactions to include
three- and four-body spin interactions [51].
In another line of research, the Mølmer-Sørensen

scheme has been extended to induce three-spin interac-
tions through tailored first- and second-order spin-motion
couplings [52]. This extended scheme allows for the engi-
neering of single-, two-, and three-spin interactions and
can be finely tuned using an enhanced protocol to faith-
fully simulate purely three-spin dynamics. Additionally,
a significant experimental effort in Ref. [53] involved
simulating a particularly intriguing system with compet-
ing one-, two-, and three-body interactions. The study
observed the emergence of distinct ground states within
this complex system.
Here we continue the study on the ground state of this

model. To diagonalize the Hamiltonian, we first use the
Jordan-Wigner transformation, which maps the spin op-
erators to fermionic operators as follows:

S+
n = c†ne

iπ
∑n−1

m=1 c†mcm ,

S−
n = e−iπ

∑n−1
m=1 c†mcmcn,

Sz
n = c†ncn − 1

2
, (7)

where c†n and cn are the fermionic creation and annihi-
lation operators. This transforms the Hamiltonian to a
quadratic form in terms of fermionic operators:

H = −J
2

N∑
n=1

(
c†ncn+1 + c†n+1cn

)
+ i

J∗

4

N∑
n=1

(
c†ncn+2 − c†n+2cn

)
− Jh

N∑
n=1

c†ncn. (8)

Then, we use the Fourier transformation cn =∑
k e

−iknck, which diagonalizes the Hamiltonian in terms
of fermionic modes with wave number k:

H =
∑
k

εk c
†
kck, (9)

with energy spectrum

εk = −J(h+ cos(k)− α

2
sin(2k)). (10)

It should be noted that the summation in Eq. (9) runs
over k = 2πm/N , with
m = 0,±1, ...,± 1

2 (N − 1)[m = 0,±1, ...,±( 12N − 1), 12N ]
for N odd [N even] (having imposed periodic boundary
conditions on the JW fermions). In the thermodynamic
limit N −→ ∞, the ground state of the system corre-
sponds to the configuration where all the states with
εk < 0 are filled and εk > 0 are empty and written as∣∣GS〉 =

∏
Λ

c†k
∣∣0〉, (11)
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where Λ is a region in the k-space where εk < 0 and
∣∣0〉

denotes the vacuum state.
The correlation matrix is a valuable tool for investi-

gating fermionic systems because it reflects the single-
particle features and correlations of the many-body wave
function [54–58]. The density matrix of the ground state
is a matrix that describes the probability distribution of
system configurations when the system is in its minimum
energy state. Both the density matrix and the correlation
matrix are derived from the same ground state and share
the same eigenvalues. However, it’s important to note
that this doesn’t imply the density matrix and the cor-
relation matrix have identical off-diagonal elements. As
mentioned earlier, the l1-norm of coherence is the sum of
absolute values of the off-diagonal elements of the density
matrix. A non-zero value of the l1-norm indicates that
the ground state is coherent. It’s crucial to understand
that only the non-zero property is relevant, not the ex-
act value. For this reason, we approximate the l1-norm
of coherence in the basis of the z-component of the to-
tal spin with the sum of absolute values of off-diagonal
elements of the correlation matrix. In the following, we
demonstrate that this approximation reveals very impor-
tant features of the system.

The correlation matrix of the ground state is a matrix
of expectation values of fermionic operators,

ρN =



⟨c†1c1⟩ · · · ⟨c†1cN ⟩ ⟨c†1c
†
1⟩ · · · ⟨c†1c

†
N ⟩

⟨c†2c1⟩ · · · ⟨c†2cN ⟩ ⟨c†2c
†
1⟩ · · · ⟨c†2c

†
N ⟩

...
...

...
...

...
...

⟨c†l c1⟩ · · · ⟨c†l cN ⟩ ⟨c†l c
†
1⟩ · · · ⟨c†l c

†
N ⟩

⟨c1c1⟩ · · · ⟨c1cN ⟩ ⟨c1c†1⟩ · · · ⟨c1c†N ⟩
⟨c2c1⟩ · · · ⟨c2cN ⟩ ⟨c2c†1⟩ · · · ⟨c2c†lN ⟩

...
...

...
...

...
...

⟨clc1⟩ · · · ⟨clcN ⟩ ⟨clc†1⟩ · · · ⟨clc†N ⟩


,

(12)
where

⟨c†ncm⟩ =
1

N

∑
k∈λ

e−i(k(m−n)),

⟨c†nc†m⟩ = 0. (13)

From this correlation matrix, the l1-norm of coherence
is approximated as

Cl1(ρ̂) ≃
∑
m ̸=n

∣∣⟨c†ncm⟩
∣∣. (14)

On the other hand, the EE of a finite block of l sites in
an infinite system of free spinless fermions can be com-
puted by [54, 58]

SA = −
2l∑

γ=1

Cγ log(Cγ), (15)

where Cγ is one of the 2l eigenvalues of the density ma-
trix ρl. Considering the symmetries of the model as the
unbroken Z2 invariance for finite N implies that

⟨Jx⟩ = ⟨Jy⟩ = 0, (16)

and similarly,

⟨JαJz⟩ = ⟨JzJα⟩ = 0, α = x, y. (17)

The magnetization for h > 0 is always along the z-axis,
with full polarization developing in the PM phase. As a
result, Jn⃗⊥ = cos(Ω)Jx + sin(Ω)Jy, with Ω to be chosen
to minimize

(∆Jn⃗⊥)
2 =

〈
(J−→n⊥)

2
〉
−
〈
J−→n⊥

〉2
= ⟨(cos(Ω)Jx + sin(Ω)Jy)

2⟩. (18)

One can easily show that

ξ2s =
2

N
min
Ω

(〈
J2
x + J2

y

〉
+ cos(2Ω)

〈
J2
x − J2

y

〉
+ sin(2Ω) ⟨JxJy + JyJx⟩

)
,

=
2

N

[ 〈
J2
x + J2

y

〉
−

√〈
J2
x − J2

y

〉2
+ ⟨JxJy + JyJx⟩2

]
.

(19)

Finally, using the definition of the total spin of the par-
ticles, the SS parameter is obtained as

ξ2s = 1 + 2

N−1∑
n=1

(Gxx
n +Gyy

n )

− 2

√√√√[N−1∑
n=1

(Gxx
n −Gyy

n )
]2

+
[N−1∑
n=1

(Gxy
n +Gyx

n )
]2
,

(20)

where Gαβ
n denotes two-point correlation function. In-

troducing An = a†n + an and Bn = a†n − an, a direct
calculation shows that

Gxx
n = ⟨Sx

1S
x
1+n⟩ =

1

4
⟨B1A2B2...AnBnAn+1⟩,

Gyy
n = ⟨Sy

1S
y
1+n⟩ =

(−1)n

4
⟨A1B2A2...BnAnBn+1⟩,

Gxy
n = ⟨Sx

1S
y
1+n⟩ =

−i
4
⟨B1A2B2...AnBnBn+1⟩,

Gyx
n = ⟨Sy

1S
x
1+n⟩ =

i(−1)n

4
⟨A1B2A2...BnAnAn+1⟩.

(21)

These equations may be written in the generic form,

Gαβ
n = Dαβ

n ⟨ϕ1ϕ2ϕ3...ϕ2n−2ϕ2n−1ϕ2n⟩ , (22)

with

Dxx
n =

1

4
, Dyy

n =
(−1)n

4
,

Dxy
n =

−i
4
, Dyx

n =
i(−1)n

4
, (23)
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FIG. 2. (color online). The l1-norm of coherence with respect
to the TSI and the magnetic field. Results are presented for
a chain size N = 1000. (a) The effect of the TSI in absence of
the magnetic field h = 0. (b) The effect of the magnetic field
when the system is first located in the SL-I phase by selecting
α = 0.5. (c) The effect of the magnetic field when the system
is first located in the SL-II phase by selecting α = 2.0.

where each operator ϕj , j = 1, 2, . . . , 2n, is identified with
either an An or a Bn operator. Using the Wick theorem
[59], the 2n-point functions can be expressed as Pfaffians

Gαβ
n = Dαβ

n pf


⟨ϕ1ϕ2⟩ ⟨ϕ1ϕ3⟩ ⟨ϕ1ϕ4⟩ · · · ⟨ϕ1ϕ2n⟩

⟨ϕ2ϕ3⟩ ⟨ϕ2ϕ4⟩ · · · ⟨ϕ2ϕ2n⟩
⟨ϕ3ϕ4⟩ · · · ⟨ϕ3ϕ2n⟩

. . .
...

⟨ϕ2n−1ϕ2n⟩



(24)

where we have written the skew-symmetric matrix in the
standard abbreviated form. One can easily find,

⟨AnAm⟩ = δ(m− n)− 2i

N

∑
k∈λ

sin(k(m− n)), (25)

⟨BnBm⟩ = −δ(m− n) +
2i

N

∑
k∈λ

sin(k(m− n)),

⟨AnBm⟩ = δ(m− n)− 2

N

∑
k∈λ

cos(k(m− n)),

⟨BnAm⟩ = −δ(m− n) +
2

N

∑
k∈λ

cos(k(m− n)).
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0 0.5 1 1.5 2
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3
( c ) α = 2.0

s

Critical Points

FIG. 3. (color online). The SSP with respect to the TSI and
the magnetic field. Results are presented for a chain size N =
1000. (a) The effect of the TSI in absence of the magnetic field
h = 0. (b) The effect of the magnetic field when the system is
first located in the SL-I phase by selecting α = 0.5. (c) The
effect of the magnetic field when the system is first located in
the SL-II phase by selecting α = 2.0. The inset displays the
results for two chain sizes N = 200, 1000, where increasing
the system size reduces the fluctuations significantly.

II. RESULTS

We present our results in three sections. First, we an-
alyze the coherence of the ground state, identifying re-
gions of the phase diagram with coherence and incoher-
ence. Second, we explore the SSP to find unique coherent
states with uniform noise. Third, we investigate the EE
to identify regions of entanglement when the system is
divided into two equal parts.

In Fig. 2, we present the results of the scaled l1-norm
of coherence (Cl1/N). In Fig. 2 (a), we observe that the
ground state of the spin-1/2 XX chain model exhibits co-
herence when no magnetic field is applied, and the clus-
ter TSI has no discernible effect on the l1-norm function
in the SL-I phase. This phenomenon suggests a novel
concept termed the ’gapless plateau state,’ where the
l1-norm of coherence remains constant, coinciding with
an energy gap of zero over a finite TSI range. Further-
more, this observation can be attributed to the fact that
the spin-spin correlations remain independent of the TSI
in the SL-I phase [44]. At the quantum critical point
(αc = 1.0), the l1-norm function experiences a disconti-
nuity, jumping to a higher value, indicative of a phase
transition. In the SL-II phase, the system’s ground state
displays increased coherence with fluctuations. Fig. 2
(b)-(c) illustrate the influence of the magnetic field on
the ground state. In the SL-I phase (Fig. 2 (b)), coher-
ence gradually diminishes with an increasing magnetic
field until reaching zero at the critical field. In the PM
phase, the ground state becomes incoherent. In the SL-
II phase, the behavior of ground state coherence differs,
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FIG. 4. (color online). The l1-norm of coherence with respect
to the magnetic field. The TSI is selected at α = 2.0. Results
are presented for chain sizes N = 600, 700, 800, 900, and 1000
from bottom to top.

as shown in Fig. 2 (c). The scaled l1-norm of coherence
exhibits drops at both critical fields. At the first criti-
cal field, it decreases to a lower level of coherence, while
at the second critical field, it drops to zero, signifying
incoherence in the PM phase.

In Fig. 3, we depict the variation of the SSP concern-
ing the TSI and the external magnetic field. In Fig. 3
(a), we observe that the SSP remains constant within
the SL-I phase and gradually diminishes as the TSI in-
teraction increases. Notably, the ground state exhibits
non-squeezing behavior in the SL-I phase, reflecting what
we term a ’gapless plateau state.’ The SSP experiences
a sharp decline at the critical point αc = 1, signifying a
quantum phase transition into the gapless SL-II phase.
Within the SL-II phase, the ground state similarly ex-
hibits non-squeezed characteristics. Fig. 3 (b)-(c) elu-
cidate how the SSP behaves in the presence of a mag-
netic field. In the SL-I phase, the SSP exhibits fluc-
tuations with increasing field strength but remains in a
non-squeezed state until it reaches the critical field hc(α).
At this point, the system transitions into a fully polar-
ized and coherent state. Within the SL-II phase, the
SSP steadily decreases, reaching a value slightly above
the first critical field hc1 . This transition indicates that
the system becomes coherent according to the SSP crite-
rion. Subsequently, the SSP alternates between squeezed
and non-squeezed states until it reaches the saturation
critical field, signifying a return to a coherent state. The
inset in Fig. 3 (c) illustrates the SSP for spin chains with
sizes N = 200, 1000 and α = 2.0. Increasing the sys-
tem size reduces fluctuations, indicating their origin in
numerical finite size effects.

As noted, when ξ2s = 1, the ground state represents a
unique coherent state with equal noise in magnetization
across all directions. Therefore, we reexamined the l1-
norm of coherence to identify these distinctive coherent
states. Results are presented in Fig. 4 for various chain
sizes N = 600, 700, ..., and 1000 at α = 2.0. Surprisingly,
we observe a minimum in the l1-norm of coherence at a
precise magnetic field value, hcoh = 0.59. Consequently,
we infer that the l1-norm of coherence can effectively de-
tect these special coherent states with ξ2s = 1, as they

correspond to local minima in the coherence measure-
ment.
We observed irregularities in the curves of the l1-norm

of coherence, particularly around α = 1.5 without the TF
and around h = 0.5 at TSI α = 0.5, where the system
starts in the SL-I phase. To verify whether these are nu-
merical artefacts, we compute the l1-norm of coherence
for various chain sizes N = 600, 700, ..., and 1000, and
presented the results in Fig. 5 (a) and (b). Evidently,
the l1-norm of coherence exhibits extrema around these
points, confirming that they are not due to finite-size
effects. Since the l1-norm is evaluated on the ground
state of the system, we investigated the physical origin
of these signals. Our focus turned to the entanglement
between two spins, quantified by the concurrence. The
concurrence, a measure of entanglement, captures quan-
tum correlation between two spins in the system [60–62].
In recent years, the concurrence and other bipartite quan-
tum correlations have proven valuable in solving complex
problems related to the ground state of spin-1/2 low di-
mensional systems [63–67].
For two arbitrary spins at position i and j, the two-site

reduced density matrix generally takes the form,

ρi,j =
1

4
+
∑
α

(⟨Sα
i ⟩Sα

i + ⟨Sα
j ⟩Sα

j ) (26)

+
∑
α,β

⟨Sα
i S

β
j ⟩S

α
i S

β
j ,

where α, β = x, y, z. The concurrence between two spin-
1/2 particle at sites i and j can be obtained from the
corresponding reduced density matrix ρij . The reduced
density matrix in the standard basis (| ↑↑⟩, | ↑↓⟩, | ↓↑
⟩, | ↓↓⟩) is expressed as

ρi,j =


⟨p↑i p

↑
j ⟩ ⟨p↑iS

−
j ⟩ ⟨S−

i p
↑
j ⟩ ⟨S−

i S
−
j ⟩

⟨p↑iS
+
j ⟩ ⟨p↑i p

↓
j ⟩ ⟨S−

i S
+
j ⟩ ⟨S−

i p
↓
j ⟩

⟨S+
i p

↑
j ⟩ ⟨S+

i S
−
j ⟩ ⟨p↓i p

↑
j ⟩ ⟨p↓iS

−
j ⟩

⟨S+
i S

+
j ⟩ ⟨S+

i p
↓
j ⟩ ⟨p↓iS

+
j ⟩ ⟨p↓i p

↓
j ⟩

 , (27)

where the brackets denote the average over the physical
state and p↑ = 1

2 +S
z, p↓ = 1

2 −S
z, S± = Sx± iSy. The

concurrence of two spins is defined as CE = max(0, λ1 −
λ2 − λ3 − λ4), where λi is the square root of the eigen-
value of R = ρi,j ρ̃i,j and ρ̃i,j = (σy

i ⊗ σy
j )ρ

⋆
i,j(σ

y
i ⊗ σy

j ).
Due to the symmetry of the Hamiltonian, most of the off-
diagonal elements of the reduced density matrix ρi,j are
zero. First, the translational symmetry implies that the
density matrix satisfies ρi,j = ρi,i+r for any position i.
Second, the spin-1/2 XX chain model with TSI in a mag-
netic field has a Z2 symmetry, that it is invariant under
π-rotation around the z-axis. This also implies that the
density matrix commutes with the operator Sz

i S
z
j . Based

on these symmetry properties, the density matrix must
be symmetric, and only some elements of the reduced
density matrix are non-zero,
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FIG. 5. (color online). The l1-norm of coherence is presented
with respect to (a) the TSI in the absence of the magnetic field
and (b) the magnetic field for a certain value of TSI (α = 0.5).
Results are shown for chain sizes N = 600, 700, 800, 900 and
1000 from bottom to top. The concurrence between the near-
est neighbor and next-nearest-neighbor pairs of spins is de-
picted as a function of (c) TSI in the absence of the magnetic
field and (d) the magnetic field for α = 0.5.

ρi,j =


X+

i,j 0 0 0

0 Y +
i,j Z∗

i,j 0

0 Zi,j Y −
i,j 0

0 0 0 X−
i,j

 . (28)

Finally, the concurrence is given by the following expres-
sion

CE = max{0, 2(|Zi,j | −
√
X+

i,jX
−
i,j)}. (29)

We obtain analytical results for the concurrence of
nearest-neighbor and next-nearest neighbor pair of spins
for a chain size N = 1000, shown in Fig. 5 (c) and (d). In
Fig. 5 (c), the next-nearest neighbor pair of spins are un-
entangled without the magnetic field, and the TSI does
not create entanglement between them. However, nearest
neighbor pair of spins are entangled without the magnetic
field and they stay entangled in the SL-I phase as the TSI
increases. At the critical TSI, αc = 1.0, the concurrence
of nearest neighbor pair of spins begins to drop and it
disappears around α = 1.5 as the TSI increases further.
This explains the anomaly in the l1-norm of coherence at
that point, indicating a specific value of the TSI where
the nearest neighbor pair of spins become unentangled.
We perform the same calculation for α = 0.5 and show
the results in Fig. 5 (d). As we see, initially, nearest
neighbor pair of spins are entangled and by increasing
the magnetic field, entanglement between them reduces
and becomes zero at the saturation field. In the para-
magnetic phase, there is no entanglement as expected.
Interestingly, next nearest neighbor pair of spins gets en-
tangled at a certain value of the magnetic field which is

the same as the anomaly point (around h = 0.5) in the
l1-norm of coherence.

We conducted an analysis of the EE between two equal
parts of the system across various values of the TSI and
the magnetic field. EE can provide crucial insights into
the system’s quantum phases, transitions, and informa-
tion processing capabilities. Our results, illustrated in
Fig. 6, reveal several key observations. In Fig. 6, we ob-
serve that EE exhibits a distinct behavior compared to
the Cl1 and SSP metrics. Unlike the fluctuations noted
in Cl1 and SSP, EE remains relatively stable. Notably,
we find that the two parts of the system exhibit entangle-
ment when there is no magnetic field, particularly in the
SL-I phase. This entanglement is unaffected by the TSI
(Fig. 6 (a)). However, at the critical point αc = 1.0, we
observe a marked increase in entanglement. In the SL-II
phase, the two parts display higher correlations than in
the SL-I phase. Furthermore, within the SL-II phase, en-
tanglement increases with higher TSI values. Our results
indicate that the ground state of the system in the SL-II
phase exhibits higher quantum correlations or entangle-
ment compared to the SL-I phase. This suggests that
the SL-II phase possesses greater conformal symmetry or
complexity than the other region. The disparity in the
EE can be attributed to differences in the central charge
or the correlation length exponent of the distinct phases.
It is important to note that the magnetic field exerts a
reduction effect on the entanglement between the two
parts, irrespective of whether the system is in the SL-I
or SL-II phases (Fig. 6 (b)-(c)). At all critical fields, we
observe a decrease in entanglement. Notably, the PM
phase exhibits no entanglement between the two system
parts. These findings shed light on the intricate rela-
tionship between entanglement and system parameters,
providing valuable insights into the quantum behaviors
of the system.

Scaling behavior is a fundamental phenomenon that
reflects the self-similarity and universality of a system in
the vicinity of a critical point, where the system under-
goes a phase transition. This behavior is characterized
by the emergence of scaling laws and scaling functions,
which incorporate essential parameters such as scaling
exponents and scaling variables. These scaling laws and
functions play a crucial role in describing how physical
properties of a system change as it approaches a crit-
ical point. They offer insights into the critical behav-
ior of the system, highlighting the common features and
patterns that are independent of specific details, making
them valuable tools in the study of phase transitions and
critical phenomena.

In the following sections, we investigate how the l1-
norm of coherence, the SSP, and the EE functions vary
with changes in the system size. Analyzing the scaling
behavior of these quantities is of paramount importance
as it unveils the universal characteristics associated with
quantum phase transitions and quantum criticality. The
practical utility of these scaling analyses in quantitatively
characterizing quantum phase transitions is an exciting
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FIG. 6. (color online). The EE with respect to the TSI and
the magnetic field. Results are presented for a chain size
N = 1000. (a) The effect of the TSI in the absence of the
magnetic field h = 0. (b) The effect of the magnetic field
when the system is first located in the SL-I phase by selecting
α = 0.5. (c) The effect of the magnetic field when the system
first is located in the SL-II phase by selecting α = 2.0.
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FIG. 7. (color online). Scaling behaviour with respect to the
system size. Results are calculated at h = 0 and α = αc = 1,
a critical point separating gapless SL-I and SL-II phases. (a)
the l1-norm of coherence, (b) the EE and (c) the SSP.

and ongoing area of research.

Scaling of EE finds significant applications in various
domains, particularly within condensed matter physics,
quantum information theory, and quantum computation
[68–71]. In condensed matter physics, it serves as a
valuable tool for classifying and characterizing different
phases of matter, including topological phases, spin liq-
uids, and symmetry-protected topological phases. In
quantum information theory, scaling of EE is instrumen-
tal in quantifying the complexity and information con-
tent of quantum states, such as matrix product states,
tensor network states, and holographic states. Moreover,

in quantum computation, the scaling of EE plays a role in
designing and optimizing quantum algorithms, spanning
applications in quantum simulation, quantum annealing,
and quantum machine learning.

The applications of SSP scaling primarily benefit
the fields of quantum metrology and quantum sensing.
Within these domains, two fundamental limits govern
the precision of quantum measurements in spin systems:
the standard limit and the Heisenberg limit. The stan-
dard limit, also known as the shot-noise limit or stan-
dard quantum limit, represents the precision achievable
using uncorrelated or coherent spin states [72, 73]. It

scales as 1/
√
N , with N being the number of spins. In

contrast, the Heisenberg limit, also referred to as the
ultimate limit or quantum Cramér-Rao bound, embod-
ies the precision attainable when employing entangled or
squeezed spin states. It scales as 1/N [74–76]. Remark-
ably, the Heisenberg limit sets the highest possible pre-
cision achievable by any quantum state and outperforms
the standard limit by a factor of 1/

√
N . The concept

of spin squeezing, which reduces quantum fluctuations
in one spin component below the standard limit through
quantum correlations among spins, holds the potential
to enhance measurement precision beyond the standard
limit. It’s important to note, however, that not all spin-
squeezed states can reach the Heisenberg limit. Only
specific spin-squeezed states, such as the two-axis twist-
ing states or the Dicke states, can achieve the Heisen-
berg limit under specific conditions [77]. Consequently,
the study of spin squeezing with various interactions, in-
cluding TSI, holds significant relevance in the fields of
quantum metrology and quantum information science.

We present our scaling results in Fig. 7, focusing on the
l1-norm of coherence, the SSP and the EE of the ground
state in the XX chain model with TSI interaction at the
quantum critical point (αc = 1). Fig. 7 (a) illustrates
that the l1-norm of coherence exhibits linear scaling with
system size, consistent with the critical exponent of the
correlation length. This scaling behavior remains con-
sistent across different magnetic phases and aligns with
predictions from renormalization group theory [78].

In Fig. 7 (b) a logarithmic divergence of the EE is ob-
served as the system size increases, signaling a departure
from the area law. This divergence indicates that the
EE captures the universal properties of the critical point
and the system’s number of degrees of freedom. It is
known that for gapped or non-critical spin chains, the
EE saturates to a constant value as the size of the sub-
system increases, indicating short-range correlations and
a finite correlation length. The slope of the EE concern-
ing log(N) provides insights into the central charge, a
key parameter characterizing the conformal field theory
describing the quantum critical point.

Central charge values depend on various factors such
as the quantum system’s type, dimensionality, symme-
try, and criticality. Although there is no universal for-
mula for central charge values, some general features are
observed for one-dimensional quantum systems, where
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central charge values are usually positive integers or frac-
tions, reflecting the conformal symmetry of the system.
Notably, different magnetic phases yield distinct central
charge values in our study: c = 1.44 for SL-I, c = 2.85
for SL-II, and c = 1.44 for both phases in the presence
of a magnetic field. These values differ from those of
isotropic XX (c = 1) and anisotropic XY (c = 0.5) chain
models [79–81]. The variation in central charge values in
the SL-I and SL-II phases mirrors the different degrees of
entanglement and conformal symmetry in the system. A
higher central charge (2.88) in the SL-II phase aligns with
the higher EE observed in Fig. 6. Larger central charge
values suggest increased degrees of freedom and enhanced
quantum correlations, emphasizing the TSI interaction’s
role in inducing novel quantum critical phenomena in the
XX chain model. Furthermore, the critical SL-I and SL-
II phases are distinctly signaled by their entanglement
properties, particularly through different central charge
values. The SL-I phase, surprisingly, deviates from the
universality class typical for spin chains with next-nearest
neighbor interactions [82] and one-dimensional spinless
fermion models [83–87], having a lower central charge of
c = 1.44 instead of the expected c = 1.5. In contrast, the
SL-II phase exhibits a higher central charge of c = 2.88,
closely resembling SU(N) spin models [88, 89].

We have also studied the scaling behaviour of the SSP
at the critical point (αc = 1.0) between SL-I and SL-
II phases, as shown in Fig. 7 (c). We found that the

SSP scales as ξs2 ∝
√
N , which is consistent with the

SL-I phase. This implies that the quantum coherence
becomes weaker and more fragile as the system size in-
creases. However, in the SL-II phase where α > αc = 1,
the SSP shows a logarithmic scaling as ξs2 ∝ ln(N).
This implies that the quantum entanglement becomes
more robust and persistent as the system size increases.
In the presence of a magnetic field, the data fluctuations
prevent us from identifying any scaling behaviour.

III. CONCLUSION

In our research, we conducted a thorough investigation
of the ground state properties in the spin-1/2 XX chain
model. Specifically, we explored the impact of TSI and
an external magnetic field. To gain insights into the sys-
tem’s quantum behaviors, we employed three fundamen-
tal metrics: coherency, spin squeezing, and entanglement
entropy. Our approach involved utilizing the fermioniza-

tion technique to diagonalize the Hamiltonian and ex-
tract the exact ground state. Our findings revealed the
presence of three distinct phases within the system: two
gapless spin liquid phases, namely SL-I and SL-II, and
a gapped PM phase. We utilized three essential tools
namely, the l1-norm of coherence, the SSP, and the EE to
identify and characterize the quantum phase transitions
between these phases. In the absence of a magnetic field,
the ground state exhibited non-squeezing, entanglement,
and coherency in the SL-I and SL-II phases. Remarkably,
the TSI showed minimal impact on these properties in
the SL-I phase, signifying the existence of a distinctive
gapless plateau state. A critical quantum transition at
the boundary separating SL-I and SL-II phases became
evident through discontinuities in the first derivatives
of these metrics. The introduction of a magnetic field
systematically reduced these properties and ultimately
extinguished them within the PM phase. Additionally,
we identified a region characterized by fluctuations be-
tween squeezed and non-squeezed states. The border of
this region, marked by coherent states indicated by SSP,
left a discernible signature on the l1-norm of coherence.
Our study provides valuable insights into the interplay of
TSI and magnetic fields, shedding light on the intriguing
quantum properties of the system.
We have also studied the scaling behavior of the l1-

norm of coherence, the SSP, and the EE with respect to
the system size. We found that the l1-norm of coherence
behaves linearly in all states, in complete agreement with
renormalization group predictions.
We obtained intriguing results regarding the EE. The

EE can exhibit logarithmic divergence with respect to the
system size at a quantum critical point, which is indica-
tive of a departure from the area law. By examining the
slope of the EE, we can determine the central charge, a
crucial parameter that characterizes the conformal field
theory governing the quantum critical point. What we
found particularly interesting is that the EE deviated
from the area law across the entire ground state phase
diagram, indicating that both SL-I and SL-II phases ex-
hibit critical behavior. In the absence of a magnetic field,
the central charge in the SL-II phase was twice as large
as in the SL-I phase. Additionally, in the presence of
a magnetic field, the central charge exhibited the same
behavior as in the SL-I phase.
In addition to investigating the EE, we explored the

scaling behavior of the SSP. Intriguingly, we observed two
distinct scaling behaviors in the absence of a magnetic
field. In the critical SL-I phase, the SSP scales as ∝

√
N ,

while in the SL-II phase, it scales as ∝ ln(N).
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