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ENTANGLEMENT BOUNDS FOR SINGLE-EXCITATION ENERGY

EIGENSTATES OF QUANTUM OSCILLATOR SYSTEMS

HOUSSAM ABDUL-RAHMAN, ROBERT SIMS, AND GÜNTER STOLZ

Abstract. We provide an analytic method for estimating the entanglement of the non-gaussian
energy eigenstates of disordered harmonic oscillator systems. We invoke the explicit formulas of
the eigenstates of the oscillator systems to establish bounds for their ǫ-Rényi entanglement entropy
ǫ ∈ (0, 1). Our methods result in a logarithmically corrected area law for the entanglement of
eigenstates, corresponding to one excitation, of the disordered harmonic oscillator systems.
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1. Introduction

Entanglement is a fundamental concept in quantum physics. It represents a unique feature
of quantum mechanics where systems exhibit non-classical correlations. In fact, quantum en-
tanglement lies at the heart of numerous technologies and information processing. For example,
entangled states can be used to explain many quantum communication protocols, such as quan-
tum state teleportation, quantum machine learning, and quantum computing algorithms, see e.g.,
[27, 17].
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This work concerns the study of entanglement for quantum harmonic oscillator systems. The
simple harmonic oscillator is a fundamental model in quantum theory that describes the behavior
of a particle under the influence of a quadratic potential. When quadratic interactions are estab-
lished between neighboring oscillators, the result is referred to as a system of quantum harmonic
oscillators (or simply harmonic oscillators). These harmonic oscillators find applications in vari-
ous areas, including quantum computing and communication [12, 23], quantum chemistry [11] and
solid-state physics [24]. Moreover, quantum harmonic oscillators are a key mathematical tool in
quantum field theory, providing a framework for understanding the quantization and dynamics of
field excitations, as well as for calculating physical observables and phenomena in particle physics
and quantum field theory [36].

Estimates for the entanglement between two subsystems of interacting oscillators have been
established for the ground state as well as thermal states [10, 29, 26, 13]. It has been shown that
for deterministic gapped models and models in a sufficiently disordered regime the entanglement
of these states follows an area law. This means that the entanglement scales like the surface area
of the boundary region between the two subsystems. Moreover, it is proven in [2] that starting
from a product state of local thermal and/or ground states, the dynamic evolution of entanglement
follows an area law for all times. The crucial observation which drives these results is the fact that
the ground state, thermal states, and their time evolution after a quantum quench are all gaussian
states (also called quasi-free states). For such states, extensions of ideas which go back to Vidal
and Werner, see [35], ensure the validity of a framework which facilitates certain estimates. More
generally, [3] adapts these techniques to prove area laws for a class of positive energy non-gaussian
states written as a uniform ensemble of eigenstates associated with a fixed number of modes. For
disordered oscillator systems, these entanglement area laws are often described as indicators of the
phase associated to many-body localization (MBL). Other indicators of this phase are zero-velocity
Lieb-Robinson bounds and exponential decay of dynamic correlations for ground and/or thermal
states after a quantum quench, and proofs of these results for disordered oscillator systems may
be found in the literature, e.g. in [25, 7].

Proving area laws for the low lying energy eigenstates (specifically those above the ground state)
is believed to be a pressing signature of MBL. For disordered systems of harmonic oscillators, [6]
shows exponential decay of correlations for all energy eigenstates with a pre-factor that grows
with the magnitude of the maximally excited mode. This provides an additional indication of
area law-like entanglement bounds for these states. Nevertheless, to our best knowledge there are
no results about the entanglement of any energy eigenstates associated to harmonic oscillators.
The main obstacle here is that these states lack the structure of gaussian states. In particular,
the algebraic approach used to study the entanglement of gaussian states does not apply to non-
gaussian states. In this work we provide an analytic approach to establish an area law for a class
of eigenstates of disordered oscillator systems; namely, those with a single excitation, see Theorem
2.5. In principle, the starting point for our work is an explicit formula for the ǫ-Rényi entanglement
entropy of the ground state, see Theorem 3.4. To be clear, this result for the entanglement of the
ground state can be seen directly from its gaussian structure, as done e.g. in [13, Appendix A.2].
Our main point here is that we arrive at this formula for the ground state using an alternative
method which generalizes to a class of non-gaussian excited states. Other recent examples of
mathematical results concerning eigenstate localization beyond the ground state include the XY
spin chain in random transversal field (see [5, 8] for area laws and [33] for decay of correlations.)
and the Tonks-Girardeau gas [30]. Additionally, [20, 21, 14] proved exponential clustering of all
eigenstates throughout the droplet spectrum of the XXZ chain in a random field, and [15, 4] proved
area laws for the states in the droplet regime.
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The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In the next section, we introduce harmonic
oscillator models and state our main results. As a warm-up and to simplify the presentation of the
main result, we present our methods as they apply to the ground state in Section 3. A proof of the
main result for excited states, Theorem 2.5, is presented in Section 4. We end with an appendix
which includes several technical results and some useful formulas.

2. General settings

2.1. Models and entanglement. In this work, we investigate a simple system of coupled har-
monic oscillators defined over Zd. The models we consider will be defined with respect to a
sequence of real numbers h = {hj,k}j,k∈Zd. More concretely, for finite subsets Λ ⊂ Zd, we consider
Hamiltonians with the form

(1) HΛ =
∑

j∈Λ

p2j +
∑

j,k∈Λ

hj,kxjxk = pTp+ xThΛx

which act on the Hilbert space

(2) HΛ =
⊗

j∈Λ

L
2(R, dxj) = L

2(RΛ, dx) .

Here hΛ = {hj,k}j,k∈Λ is a real, |Λ|× |Λ| square matrix, and we use xj and pj =
1
i

∂
∂xj

to denote the

position and momentum operators at site j ∈ Λ. In fact, we view both x = (xj) and p = (pj) as a
column vectors, and thereby xT and pT are the corresponding row vectors. Results similar to those
we state below will also hold for more general classes of models, defined on connected subsets of
graphs as done e.g. in [26, 13], but we find it convenient to stress our method in this somewhat
simplified context.

Our goal here is to study the entanglement of eigenstates of HΛ with respect to a given partition
of the system. To do so, we fix a set Λ0 ⊆ Λ such that |Λ0| ≫ 1 and then decompose the Hilbert
space as

(3) HΛ = HΛ0
⊗ HΛc

0

where we set Λc
0 = Λ \ Λ0. Our approach is to analyze the Rényi entanglement entropy of certain

low-lying eigenstates of HΛ. More precisely, let ̺ be a state on HΛ. For any ǫ ∈ (0, 1), the ǫ-Rényi
entanglement entropy of ̺, with respect to the decomposition in (3), is defined as

(4) Eǫ(̺) =
1

1− ǫ
log Tr [(̺Λ0

)ǫ] , where ̺Λ0
= TrHΛc

0

[̺].

i.e., ̺Λ0
is the reduced state on HΛ0

defined in tracing out HΛc
0
. It is well known that if ̺ is a pure

state, then the ǫ-Rényi entropy is decreasing for ǫ ∈ (0, 1), and moreover, its limit as ǫ→ 1 is the
von Neumann entanglement entropy (or just entanglement entropy) of ̺ which is defined as

(5) E1(̺) := −Tr [̺Λ0
log ̺Λ0

] .

Henceforth, we slightly abuse notation and consider ǫ-Rényi entanglement entropy for ǫ ∈ (0, 1],
where ǫ = 1 corresponds to the von Neumann entanglement entropy.

As a result, again in the case of pure states, the ǫ-Rényi entropy is an upper bound on the
entanglement entropy for all ǫ ∈ (0, 1). It is also interesting to observe that the 1

2
-Rényi entropy

of a pure state is equal to its logarithmic negativity, defined as the logarithm of the trace norm of
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the partial transpose1, i.e., if ̺ is a pure state then

(6) E1/2(̺) = N (̺) := log ‖̺T1‖1.
In summary, we have the following inequalities for pure states:

(7) E1(̺) ≤ Eǫ(̺) ≤ E1/2(̺) = N (̺) ≤ Eǫ̃(̺) for all ǫ ∈ (1/2, 1) and ǫ̃ ∈ (0, 1/2).

Let us now, informally, summarize the contents of this paper. The remainder of this section
will be used to introduce sufficient notation to make a precise statement of our results. Our
work begins in Section 3 where we investigate the ground state of HΛ. As a first step, we use
the gaussian structure of the ground state to make an explicit calculation of its ǫ-Rényi entropy,
and this is the content of Theorem 3.4. An immediate consequence of this is the well-known
formulas for the entanglement entropy and the logarithmic negativity of the ground state. For us,
however, we use the formula from Theorem 3.4 and a straight-forward estimate, to demonstrates a
bound for the ǫ-Rényi entropy of the ground state in terms of a well-studied singular eigenfunction
correlators associated to the coefficient matrix hΛ. We state this estimate as the first part of
Theorem 2.4, see specifically (27) below. Given sufficient decay of this singular eigenfunction
correlators, we establish an area law for the ground state. By now, it is also well-known that
exponential decay of the singular eigenfunction correlators holds for sufficiently disordered models
as well as deterministic systems with a uniform spectral gap above the ground state. We state a
version of this as the second part of Theorem 2.4, see specifically (28). In Section 4, we consider
eigenstates of HΛ with only a single excitation. For these non-gaussian states, we use our ground
state analysis as a template and establish, under identical conditions, a modified area law for
the ǫ-Rényi entropy of these single-excitation eigenstates. This result we state as Theorem 2.5
below. In order to make more precise statements, we will first review some basic facts about these
oscillator models.

2.2. Diagonalization. We now briefly review the well-known diagonalization procedure for HΛ

using the effective single-particle Hamiltonian hΛ. Assuming that hΛ is positive definite, there
exists a |Λ| × |Λ| orthogonal matrix V for which

(8) hΛ = V Γ2V T

where Γ is a diagonal. We write Γ = diag(γj) and note that γj > 0 for all j ∈ Λ. In terms of V , a
unitary operator U on HΛ = L 2(RΛ, dx) is defined by setting

(9) (U f) (x) = f(V x) and (U ∗g) (x) = g(V Tx) for all f, g ∈ HΛ and x ∈ R
|Λ|.

One readily checks that U diagonalizes HΛ in the sense that

(10) U HΛU
∗ = pTp+ xTΓ2x =

∑

j∈Λ

(p2j + γ2jx
2
j ).

Written as above, we see that HΛ is unitarily equivalent to a system of non-interacting oscillators.
For these decoupled oscillators, an orthonormal basis of eigenvectors is immediate. To be explicit,

set N0 = N ∪ {0}. It is well-known2 that for any α = (αj) ∈ N
|Λ|
0 , we have

(11)
(
U HΛU

∗Ψ(γ)
α

)
(x) = λα(HΛ)Ψ

(γ)
α (x) with λα(HΛ) =

|Λ|∑

j=1

γj(2αj + 1) ,

1This can be seen by writing a pure state φ in terms of its Schmidt decomposition φ =
∑

α cα|eα ⊗ fα〉 where
{eα} ⊂ HΛ0

and {fα} ⊂ HΛc

0
are orthonormal sets indexed by a common, countable set. Let ρ = |φ〉〈φ|, then it is

direct to find that Eǫ(ρ) = 1

1−ǫ log
∑

α c2ǫα , and hence E1/2(ρ) = 2 log
∑

α cα = N (ρ), see e.g., [26, Appendix A] for

the second equality.
2This may be found in standard textbooks on quantum mechanics, e.g., [34, Theorem 2.1], [31, Chapter 7]
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where here and in the following, we use the notation λ(·) to denote the eigenvalues. For each

α = (αj) ∈ N
|Λ|
0 , the corresponding eigenvector has a product structure:

(12) Ψ(γ)
α (x) =

|Λ|∏

j=1

ψ(γj )
αj

(xj) for x = (xj) ∈ R
|Λ| .

The factors above are the well-known Hermite-Gaussian functions. More precisely, for any γ > 0,

these Hermite-Gaussian functions {ψ(γ)
n }n≥0 form an orthonormal basis of eigenvectors of the self-

adjoint operator p2 + γ2x2 in L
2(R). For any integer n ≥ 0, they are given by

(13) ψ(γ)
n (y) =

1√
2nn!

(γ
π

)1/4
e−

1
2
γy2Hn

(
γ1/2y

)
for y ∈ R

where, for n ∈ N0, Hn is the (physicist’s) Hermite polynomial

(14) H0(y) = 1 and Hn(y) = (−1)ney
2 dn

dyn
e−y2 for n ≥ 1 and y ∈ R.

Of course, the product structure of the eigenvectors Ψ
(γ)
α of U HΛU

∗, see (12), ensures that the
corresponding vector states have no entanglement. Our interest, however, is in the eigenvectors

Ψ̂
(γ)
α of HΛ which can be determined using the unitary in (9). In fact,

(15) Ψ̂(γ)
α (x) = U

∗Ψ(γ)
α (x) = Ψ(γ)

α (V Tx) for any x ∈ R
|Λ| .

Given (12) and (13), one checks that Ψ
(γ)
α can be re-written as

(16) Ψ(γ)
α (x) = π−

|Λ|
4 | det Γ| 14 e− 1

2
xTΓx

|Λ|∏

j=1

1√
2αjαj !

Hαj

(
γ
1/2
j δTj x

)
.

where the vectors {δj}j∈Λ denote a canonical basis of R|Λ| (under the standard inner product). In
this case, we find that

Ψ̂(γ)
α (x) = π−

|Λ|
4

(
det(h

1/2
Λ )
) 1

4

e−
1
2
xT h

1/2
Λ

x

|Λ|∏

j=1

1√
2αjαj!

Hαj

(
γ
1/2
j vTj x

)
(17)

where, for j ∈ Λ, vj is the eigenvector of hΛ satisfying hΛvj = γ2j vj. As we see above, the eigenvector

Ψ̂
(γ)
α is no longer a simple product state, and our goal is to estimate the extent to which it has

become “entangled” with respect to the decomposition Λ0 ∪ Λc
0.

To this end, let ̺α denote the density operator on HΛ corresponding Ψ̂
(γ)
α , i.e. the rank one

projection onto Ψ̂
(γ)
α . Clearly, ̺α may be written as an integral operator, i.e. for f ∈ HΛ and

x ∈ R|Λ|,

(18) (̺αf)(x) =
〈
Ψ̂(γ)

α , f
〉

HΛ
Ψ̂(γ)

α (x) =

∫

R|Λ|

Ψ̂(γ)
α (x)Ψ̂

(γ)
α (y)f(y)dy.

Since Ψ̂
(γ)
α is real valued, the kernel of the integral operator ̺α is ̺α(x, y) = Ψ̂

(γ)
α (x)Ψ̂

(γ)
α (y) and

(17) gives a direct formula:

(19) ̺α(x, y) =

(
det(h

1/2
Λ )

π|Λ|

)1/2

e−
1
2
(xT h

1/2
Λ

x+yT h
1/2
Λ

y)

|Λ|∏

j=1

(
1

2αjαj!
Hαj

(
γ
1/2
j vTj x

)
Hαj

(
γ
1/2
j vTj y

))
.
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Remark 2.1. For the sake of completeness, we here provide a pragmatic definition of gaussian, or
quasi-free, state. There is a vast literature on such states, and we refer the interested reader to
[18, Section 5.2] for a canonical reference. In finite volume, to each f ∈ ℓ2(Λ) one may associate a
Weyl operator W (f) on HΛ by setting

W (f) := exp
(
i(f̃)T r

)
where f̃ =

(
Re[f ]
Im[f ]

)
∈ R

|Λ| ⊕ R
|Λ| and r =

(
x
p

)
.

A state ρ ∈ B(HΛ) is said to be gaussian or quasi-free if for any f ∈ ℓ2(Λ)

Tr[W (f)ρ] = exp

(
−1

4
〈f̃ ,Γρf̃〉

)

where Γρ denotes the covariance matrix associated to ρ given as (Γρ)kℓ = Tr [ρ(rkrℓ + rℓrk)].
It has been shown, e.g. in [3, Section 3.1], that the only eigenstate of HΛ that is gaussian is the

ground state.

As our main focus here will be estimates for the reduced state (̺α)Λ0
, let us end this subsection

with a comment on relevant notation. For finite sets Λ0 ⊂ Λ, we decompose the spatial variables
x, y ∈ R|Λ|, and the eigenvectors {vj}j=1,...,|Λ| of hΛ as follows

(20) x = (xΛ0
, xΛc

0
), y = (yΛ0

, yΛc
0
), and vj = ((vj)Λ0

, (vj)Λc
0
).

The reduced state (̺α)Λ0
is an integral operator (trace class with Tr[(̺α)Λ0

] = 1) with kernel

(21) (̺α)Λ0
(xΛ0

, yΛ0
) :=

∫

R
|Λc

0
|
̺α
(
(xΛ0

, u), (yΛ0
, u)
)
du.

2.3. Assumptions and main results. We state our results in the context of disordered sys-
tems although, as previously observed in the literature [3, Remark 2.1], similar bounds hold for
deterministic, uniformly gapped models. To be precise, we make two basic assumptions.

Assumption 2.2. The sequence h = {hj,k}j,k∈Zd is a collection of real, random variables on a
probability space (Ω,F ,P). There is a non-decreasing, exhaustive sequence of finite sub-volumes of
Zd, denoted by {Λm}m≥1, for which:
i) hΛm is P-almost surely positive definite for each m ≥ 1,
ii) there is D <∞, for which

(22) sup
m≥1

‖h1/2Λm
‖ ≤ D P-almost surely

Assumption 2.3. The sequence h = {hj,k}j,k∈Zd satisfies Assumption 2.2 and that there exist
constants C <∞, η > 0, and 0 < s ≤ 1, independent of m, such that

(23) E

(∣∣∣〈δj, h−1/2
Λm

δk〉
∣∣∣
s)

≤ Ce−η|j−k|

for all j, k ∈ Λm.

For clarity, the finite-volumes Λm appearing in (22) above are those whose existence is guaranteed
by Assumption 2.2.

The bound (23) corresponds to strong form of localization, it in generally referred to as local-
ization of singular eigenfunction correlators. It has only been established for the Anderson model
or models that are closely related to it. In particular, for any (fixed) m ≥ 1, consider the system
of harmonic oscillators with quadratic next neighbor interactions, i.e.,

(24) HΛm =
∑

j∈Λm

(
p2j + kjx

2
j

)
+

∑

j, k ∈ Λm

|j − k| = 1

(xj − xk)
2,
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where we choose the of spring constants {kj}j∈Zd to be a sequence of independent, identically
distributed random variables from an absolutely continuous distribution with a bounded density
ν that is supported on [0, kmax] for some kmax > 0. In (24) and in the following, | · | denotes the
ℓ1-norm on Zd.

In this case, hΛm becomes the Anderson model given as

(25) (hΛmf)(j) =
∑

k∈Λm, |j−k|=1

(f(j)− f(k)) +
∑

j∈Λm

kjf(j) on ℓ2(Λm).

By standard results, see e.g. [28], hΛm is almost surely positive definite with the almost sure norm
bound ‖hΛm‖ ≤ 4d + kmax. Hence, Assumption 2.2 is satisfied. Furthermore, the assumption on
the singular eigenfunction correlators, Assumption 2.3, is known to hold in the following cases:

(a) For d = 1 and any density ν with s = 1/2, [25, Prop A.1(c) and A.4(a)].
(b) For d ≥ 1 and large disorder with s = 1, [25, Prop A.1(b) and A.3(b)].

The localization of singular eigenfunction correlators (23) has a history of successful applications
in studying various localization characteristics of the harmonic oscillator systems, e.g., [25, 26, 6,
3, 13, 7, 2].

One final remark before we state our results. The term area law refers to an estimate which
scales like the surface area of the subsystem. Here we use the notion of (inner) boundary of Λ0 ⊂ Λ
which may be defined as

(26) ∂Λ0 = {ℓ ∈ Λ0; ∃j ∈ Λc
0 with |j − ℓ| = 1}.

Our first result establishes a new proof of the following theorem proved first, with minor varia-
tions, in [26] then in [13].

Theorem 2.4. Consider a sequence h = {hj,k}j,k∈Zd satisfying Assumption 2.2. Fix a finite,
connected set Λ0 ⊂ Zd. Take m ≥ 1 large enough so that Λ0 ⊂ Λm. For any ǫ ∈ [1/2, 1], the

ǫ-Rényi entanglement entropy of the ground state ̺
(m)
0 of HΛm satisfies

(27) Eǫ(̺(m)
0 ) ≤ Dp/2

p

∑

k∈Λ0, j∈Λm\Λ0

∣∣∣
〈
δk, h

−1/2
Λm

δj

〉∣∣∣
p/2

P-almost surely

for any p ∈ (0, 1]. Moreover, if Assumption 2.3 also holds, then there is C̃ <∞ for which

(28) E

(
Eǫ(̺(m)

0 )
)
≤ C̃|∂Λ0|

for all ǫ ∈ [1/2, 1].

To be clear, the ground state ̺
(m)
0 appearing in (27) above is the rank one projection onto the

(necessarily unique) ground state of HΛm which exists P-almost surely by Assumption 2.2.
In (28), the constant C̃ is independent of the choices of Λ0 and Λm, and it can be chosen to be

(29) C̃ =
Ds/2C

s

(∑

k∈Zd

e−
1
2
η|k|

)2

,

where the constants C, η, and s are as in Assumption 2.3.
Observe that the entanglement bounds in (27) and (28) are valid for the logarithmic negativity

when ǫ = 1/2 (the result in [26]), and for the entanglement entropy when ǫ = 1 (the result in [13]).
The point here is that our methods are distinct than those used in [26] or [13], and they depend

on the explicit formula (68) below for the ǫ-Rényi entanglement entropy Eǫ(̺(m)
0 ) for ǫ ∈ (0, 1]. In

fact, we use the proof of Theorem 2.4 in Section 3 as a warm-up and to introduce the main idea
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behind our methods. The main goal is to establish entanglement bounds for energy eigenstates
above the ground state.

Theorem 2.5. Consider a sequence h = {hj,k}j,k∈Zd satisfying Assumption 2.2. Fix a finite,
connected set Λ0 ⊂ Zd. Take m ≥ 1 large enough so that Λ0 ⊂ Λm. For any ǫ ∈ [1/2, 1], the

ǫ-Rényi entropy of any eigenstate ̺
(m)
α of HΛm corresponding to a single excitation, i.e. one for

which α ∈ N
|Λ0|
0 satisfies ‖α‖1 = 1, can be estimated as

(30) Eǫ(̺(m)
α ) ≤ 2N (̺

(m)
0 ) + 4 log (|Λ0|) P-almost surely.

Moreover, if Assumption 2.3 also holds, then one has the following area law:

(31) E
(
Eǫ(̺(m)

α )
)
≤ 2C̃|∂Λ0|+ 4 log(|Λ0|),

for all ǫ ∈ [1/2, 1] and α ∈ N
|Λ0|
0 with ‖α‖1 = 1. In (31), C̃ is the constant in Theorem 2.4, and

can be chosen to be as in (29).

Here are some remarks:

• The gaussian structure of the ground state opens up a rich machinery (an algebraic ap-
proach) which has been successfully used to study entanglement, see e.g., [35, 10, 19, 26, 13,
2]. In this sense, the area law contained in (28) of Theorem 2.4 is not new. More interest-
ingly, however, is the fact that all other eigenstates, i.e. ̺α where α 6= 0, are non-gaussian.
To our knowledge, this is the first work to study the entanglement of individual, non-
gaussian eigenstates of oscillator models and establish an area law-like bound. Moreover,
we think that our methods can be applied to more general eigenstates. In principle, one
needs to understand how Lemma 4.1 below generalizes to higher excitations’ eigenstates.

• It is worth mentioning that whether the dominating term in the entanglement bound (31)
is the area law term |∂Λ0| or the logarithmically-corrected area law term log |Λ0| depends
on the geometry of the distinguished region Λ0 and on the dimension d. In particular, in the
typical example when Λ0 is a d-dimensional cube with side length ℓ, it is straightforward
to see from (31) that

(32) E
(
Eǫ(̺(m)

α )
)
≤
{
O(log ℓ) if d = 1

O(ℓd−1) if d > 1
.

• A related work is that of [3] which extends the methods used for gaussian states to prove
an area law for an ensemble of (non-gaussian) eigenstates associated with a fixed number of
modes. For example, the ensemble of all eigenstates with N ≥ 1 excitations is considered
in [3], i.e. the mixed non-gaussian state

(33) ρ
(m)
N =

1

#{α ∈ N
|Λm|
0 ; ‖α‖1 = N}

∑

α; ‖α‖1=N

̺(m)
α .

The main result in [3] is to establish an area law of the form N (ρ
(m)
N ) ∼ (2N + 1)|∂Λ0|.

As here, this result holds for deterministic, uniformly gapped models as well as sufficiently
disordered models, at least after averaging over the disorder. To compare with our main
result, let’s consider the case N = 1. The methods in this work, when applied to find the

ǫ-Rényi entanglement entropy of ρ
(m)
N=1 –while it is not a suitable measure of entanglement

of mixed states– shows also an area law scaling.

Proposition 2.6. Consider a sequence h = {hj,k}j,k∈Zd satisfying Assumptions 2.2 and
2.3. Fix a finite, connected set Λ0 ⊂ Zd. Take m ≥ 1 large enough so that Λ0 ⊂ Λm and
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|Λ0|2 ≤ |Λm|. There exist a constant C1 <∞ independent of m such that

(34) E

(
E1/2(ρ(m)

N=1)
)
≤ C1|∂Λ0|.

The proof of this proposition is included in Section 4.5.

In the sequel of the manuscript, we take a sequence of coefficients satisfying Assumption 2.2 and
fix a finite set Λ0 ⊂ Zd. By Assumption 2.2, for all m ≥ 1 sufficiently large Λ0 ⊂ Λm and to ease

notation we suppress m and simply write Λm = Λ, ̺
(m)
0 = ̺0, ̺

(m)
α = ̺α, and ρ

(m)
N=1 = ρN=1.

3. Entanglement of the ground state

In this section, we will calculate and subsequently estimate the ǫ-Rényi entropy of the ground
state. Our first goal is to prove Theorem 3.4 which provides an explicit formula for the ǫ-Rényi
entropy of the ground state. A careful reader notes that this results holds for any finite Λ with
Λ0 ⊂ Λ and deterministic, effective single-particle hamiltonian hΛ which is positive definite. In
Section 3.4, we use the formula found in Theorem 3.4 to estimate this ǫ-Rényi entropy and thereby
complete the proof of Theorem 2.4.

Recall that the ground state corresponds to α = 0 ∈ N
|Λ|
0 in (19). It is the integral operator ̺0

on HΛ whose kernel is

(35) ̺0(x, y) =

(
det(h

1/2
Λ )

π|Λ|

)1/2

exp

(
−1

2
(xTh

1/2
Λ x+ yTh

1/2
Λ y)

)
.

3.1. The reduced ground state. To find the reduced state (̺0)Λ0
we use the decomposition (20)

and decompose h
1/2
Λ accordingly as

(36) h
1/2
Λ =

(
A C
CT B

)
, and note that det(h

1/2
Λ ) = det(h

1/2
Λ /B) det(B),

where here and in the following, we use the common notation for the Schur complement of B,

(37) h
1/2
Λ /B := A− CB−1CT .

This decomposition results the formula

(38) ̺0
(
(xΛ0

, u), (yΛ0
, u)
)
=

(
det(h

1/2
Λ )

π|Λ|

)1/2

e−
1

2(x
T
Λ0

AxΛ0
+yT

Λ0
AyΛ0)e−

1
2(u

T (2B)u+2(xΛ0
+yΛ0

)TCu)

and hence, (21) reads as

(39) (̺0)Λ0
(xΛ0

, yΛ0
) =

(
det(h

1/2
Λ )

π|Λ|

)1/2

e−
1

2(x
T
Λ0

AxΛ0
+yT

Λ0
AyΛ0)

∫

R
|Λc

0
|
e−

1
2(u

T (2B)u+2(xΛ0
+yΛ0

)TCu) du.

In the following, we suppress the subscripts Λ0 from xΛ0
and yΛ0

to ease notations. Evaluate the
well known gaussian integral, see Theorem C.1.

(40)

∫

R
|Λc

0
|
e−

1
2(uT (2B)u+2(xΛ0

+yΛ0
)TCu) du =

(
π|Λc

0|

det(B)

)1/2

exp

(
1

4
(x+ y)TCB−1CT (x+ y)

)
.

Arrange like terms and use (36) to obtain the following lemma.
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Lemma 3.1. The reduced ground state (̺0)Λ0
of the harmonic oscillators is the (trace class)

integral operator on L
2(R|Λ0|) whose kernel is given by the formula

(41) (̺0)Λ0
(x, y) =

(
det
(
h
1/2
Λ /B

)

π|Λ0|

)1/2

e−
1

2
G(x,y)

where

(42) G(x, y) =
[
xT yT

] [A− 1
2
CB−1CT −1

2
CB−1CT

−1
2
CB−1CT A− 1

2
CB−1CT

] [
x
y

]
.

Here we remark that the Schur complement h
1/2
Λ /B of the positive (almost surely) B is also

(almost surely) positive, and hence, we have

(43) A− 1

2
CB−1CT > 0 P-almost surely

3.2. A change of variables. In this section we introduce a change of variables that allows to
write the reduced ground state density (̺0)Λ0

as a product state.
We change variables using a unitary operator O defined by a matrix F ∈ R|Λ0|×|Λ0| so that

(44) Of(x) = | det(F )|1/2f(Fx), and O
∗f(x) = | det(F )|−1/2f(F−1x).

We define F as a composition of two mappings, as follows. First, we define

(45) F1 := A−1/2

(
1lΛ0

− 1

2
A−1/2CB−1CTA−1/2

)−1/2

.

It follows from (42) that

(46) G(F1x, F1y) =
[
xT yT

] [ 1lΛ0
−1

2
F T
1 CB

−1CTF1

−1
2
F T
1 CB

−1CTF1 1lΛ0

] [
x
y

]
.

The second mapping is the orthogonal matrix F2 that diagonalizes the symmetric negative definite
(almost surely) operator −1

2
F T
1 CB

−1CTF1 with eigenvalues σj ’s, i.e., we have the orthogonal
decomposition

(47) −1

2
F T
1 CB

−1CTF1 = F2 diag(σj)F
T
2 .

We collect some useful facts and observations in the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2. We have the following

(a) σj ∈ (−1, 0) almost surely for all j = 1, . . . , |Λ0|.

(b)

(
1lΛ0

− 1

2
A−1/2CB−1CTA−1/2

)−1

= F2 diag(1− σj)F
T
2 .

(c)
(
1lΛ0

− A−1/2CB−1CTA−1/2
)
= F2 diag

(
1 + σj
1− σj

)
F T
2 .

Proof. It is direct to see from (47) that σj < 0 for all j’s. The following argument shows that
σj > −1. To ease the presentation, we set Θ := A−1/2CB−1CTA−1/2. First, observe that

(48) 0 < Θ < 1lΛ0
P-almost surely

That Θ > 0 follows from the fact that h
1/2
Λ > 0. Moreover, the Schur complement h

1/2
Λ /B =

A− CB−1CT is positive P-almost surely, and this gives

(49) A1/2(1lΛ0
−Θ)A1/2 > 0 =⇒ Θ < 1lΛ0

.
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Then we observe that

F2 diag(σj)F
T
2 = −1

2
F T
1 CB

−1CTF1 =

(
1lΛ0

− 1

2
Θ

)−1/2(
−1

2
Θ

)(
1lΛ0

− 1

2
Θ

)−1/2

= 1lΛ0
−
(
1lΛ0

− 1

2
Θ

)−1

(50)

which shows with (48) statement (a). Moreover, (50) proves (b) noting that F2 is an orthogonal
matrix.

To show (c), we start with statement (b), and see that

(51) 1lΛ0
− 1

2
A−1/2CB−1CTA−1/2 = F2 diag(1− σj)

−1F T
2 .

Multiply both sides by 2 then subtract 1lΛ0
= F2F

T
2 to get the desired formula in (c). �

Lemma 3.3. The change of variables implemented by the unitary operator O defined on L 2(RΛ0)
as Of(x) = | det(F )|1/2f(Fx), where F = F1F2 (F1 is given in (45), and F2 is the orthogonal
matrix defined by (47)) maps the integral operators (̺0)Λ0

to the integral operator with kernel

(52) (̺̂0)Λ0
(x, y) := (O(̺0)Λ0

O
∗) (x, y) =

|Λ0|∏

j=1

1

Tr[Tσj
]
Tσj

(xj , yj)

where for every j, Tσj
is the (trace class) integral operator on L 2(R) with the (gaussian) kernel

(53) Tσj
(x, y) = e−

1

2(x
2+y2+2σjxjy).

We remark here that

(54) Tr[Tσj
] =

∑

ONB φ

〈
φ, Tσj

φ
〉

L 2(R)
=

∫

R

Tσj
(x, x)dx =

(
π

1 + σj

)1/2

.

Proof. The unitary O in (44) maps the integral operator (̺0)Λ0
on L 2(RΛ0) to another integral

operator (̺̂0)Λ0
. In particular,

(O(̺0)Λ0
O

∗f)(x) = | det(F )|−1/2
O

∫

R|Λ0|

(̺0)Λ0
(x, y)f(F−1y)dy

= | det(F )|
∫

R|Λ0|

(̺0)Λ0
(Fx, Fy)f(y)dy.(55)

Thus, recalling (41), we obtain

(̺̂0)Λ0
(x, y) = | det(F )|(̺0)Λ0

(Fx, Fy)

= | det(F )|
(
det
(
h
1/2
Λ /B

)

π|Λ0|

)1/2

e−
1
2
G(Fx,Fy)(56)

A direct calculation using (46) and (47) gives

(57) G (Fx, Fy) =
[
xT yT

] [ 1lΛ0
diag(σj)

diag(σj) 1lΛ0

] [
x
y

]
=

|Λ0|∑

j=1

(
x2j + y2j + 2σjxjyj

)
.

Moreover, (47) allows to write | det(F )| and det(h
1/2
Λ /B) in terms of σj ’s as

| det(F )| = | det(F1)| = det

(
A− 1

2
CB−1CT

)−1/2
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= det(A)−1/2 det

(
1lΛ0

− 1

2
A−1/2CB−1CTA−1/2

)−1/2

= det(A)−1/2

|Λ0|∏

j=1

√
1− σj(58)

where we used statement (b) of Lemma 3.2. Moreover, statement (c) of Lemma 3.2 shows that

(59) det(h
1/2
Λ /B) = det

(
A− CB−1CT

)
= det(A)

|Λ0|∏

j=1

(
1 + σj
1− σj

)
.

Substitute (57), (58), and (59) in (56) to obtain formula (52) for (̺̂0)Λ0
(x, y). �

3.3. An explicit formula for the ǫ-Rényi entanglement entropy of the ground state.

The change of variable (44) maps the reduced state to the product form (52). For such a product,
a complete system of eigenvectors, as well as the corresponding eigenvalues, can be determined
explicitly. In particular, for σ ∈ (−1, 1), Theorem A.1 shows that

(60) Tσψ
(κ)
m (x) = λm(Tσ)ψ

(κ)
m (x) where λm(Tσ) =

(
2π

1 + κ

)1/2( −σ
1 + κ

)m

, m ∈ N0

where {ψ(κ)
m }m∈N0

are the (normalized) Hermite-Gaussian functions (13) with κ =
√
1− σ2. This

gives directly all the eigenpairs of (̺̂0)Λ0
in (52)

(61) (̺̂0)Λ0
Ψ(κ)

n (x) = λn

(
(̺̂0)Λ0

)
Ψ(κ)

n (x)

for n = (n1, . . . , n|Λ0|) ∈ N
|Λ0|
0 , x = (x1, . . . , x|Λ0|) ∈ R|Λ0|, and κ = (κ1, . . . , κ|Λ0|) ∈ (0, 1)|Λ0| with

κj =
√

1− σ2
j and σj are as in (47).

(62) λn

(
(̺̂0)Λ0

)
=

|Λ0|∏

j=1

((
1 + σj
π

)1/2

λnj
(Tσj

)

)
and Ψ(κ)

n (x) :=

|Λ0|∏

j=1

ψ(κj)
nj

(xj).

It will be more convenient to change variables σj 7→ µj, where µj ’s are the eigenvalues of the
(positive P-almost surely) operator (1lΛ0

− A−1/2CB−1CTA−1/2)−1/2. In particular,

(63) µ2
j =

1− σj
1 + σj

and F2 diag(µ
2
j)F

T
2 = (1lΛ0

− A−1/2CB−1CTA−1/2)−1 = A1/2(h
1/2
Λ /B)−1A1/2,

and

(64) µj > 1 P-almost surely, for all j = 1, . . . , |Λ0|.
see statements (a) and (c) of Lemma 3.2.

It is worth mentioning here that µj’s are the symplectic eigenvalues of the covariance matrix
associated with the reduced ground state, see [13].

(65) ΓΛ0
=

[
(hΛ/B)−1 0

0 A

]
.

This can be seen directly from the fact that the symplectic eigenvalues of ΓΛ0
are the positive

eigenvalues of iΓΛ0
JΓΛ0

, where J =

[
0 −1lΛ0

1lΛ0
0

]
.
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It is direct to check that

(66) σj =
1− µ2

j

1 + µ2
j

, κj =
2µj

1 + µ2
j

and λnj
(Tσj

) =

√
2π(1 + µ2

j)

1 + µj

(
µj − 1

µj + 1

)nj

, 0 <
µj − 1

µj + 1
< 1

In terms of µj’s, the eigenvalues (62) of (̺0)Λ0
are

(67) λn

(
(̺̂0)Λ0

)
=

|Λ0|∏

j=1

2

1 + µj

(
µj − 1

µj + 1

)nj

, n ∈ N
|Λ0|
0 .

Hence, the ǫ-Rényi entanglement entropy (4) of the ground state ̺0 reads as

Eǫ(̺0) =
1

1− ǫ
log

∑

n∈N
|Λ0|
0

λǫ
n

(
(̺0)Λ0

)

=
1

1− ǫ

|Λ0|∑

j=1

log

∞∑

nj=0

2ǫ

(1 + µj)ǫ

(
µj − 1

µj + 1

)ǫnj

=
1

1− ǫ

|Λ0|∑

j=1

log

((
µj + 1

2

)ǫ

−
(
µj − 1

2

)ǫ)−1

.(68)

This shows the following theorem.

Theorem 3.4. The ǫ-Rényi entanglement entropy of the ground state ̺0 of the oscillator systems
with hamiltonian HΛ, with respect to the bipartition (3), is given by the formula

(69) Eǫ(̺0) =
1

1− ǫ

|Λ0|∑

j=1

log fǫ(µj) where fǫ(x) :=

((
x+ 1

2

)ǫ

−
(
x− 1

2

)ǫ)−1

,

for all ǫ ∈ (0, 1). Here the numbers µj are the eigenvalues of (A1/2(h
1/2
Λ /B)−1A1/2)1/2, and they

are also the symplectic eigenvalues of the covariance matrix ΓΛ0
in (65).

We remark here that formula (69) can be seen directly from the algebraic approach [13, Appendix
A.2]. The novelty here is in the alternative proof using an analytic approach.

Below are two known consequences of Theorem 3.4.

(a) A direct calculation for the limit of Eǫ(̺0) as ǫ → 1, using L’Hospital rule, gives the well
known formula for the entanglement entropy of the ground state, see e.g., [19, 13]

(70) E1(̺0) = lim
ǫ→1

Eǫ(̺0) =
|Λ0|∑

j=1

(
µj + 1

2
log

µj + 1

2
− µj − 1

2
log

µj − 1

2

)
.

(b) The logarithmic negativity of ̺0 is equal to the 1/2-Rényi entanglement entropy, that is

(71) N (̺0) = E1/2(̺0) =
|Λ0|∑

j=1

log f1/2(µj) =

|Λ0|∑

j=1

log

(√
µj + 1 +

√
µj − 1

2

)
.

One readily checks that this formula, given in term of µj’s, coincides with the expression
found in [26, Theorem 3.4].
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3.4. Entanglement bounds for the ground state. Since Eǫ(̺0) is decreasing in ǫ on the interval
(0, 1), we use E1/2(̺0) = N (̺0), the logarithmic negativity, as an upper bound for {Eǫ(̺0); ǫ ∈
[1/2, 1]}.

We start by bounding f1/2(x) as

(72) f1/2(x) ≤
√
x2 − 1 + 1 for all x > 1.

This can be seen from the following argument (for x > 1).

(73) f1/2(x) =

√
x+ 1 +

√
x− 1√

2
=
(
x+

√
x2 − 1

)1/2
≤
(
x2 + 2

√
x2 − 1

)1/2
=

√
x2 − 1 + 1.

Use this in (68), and use log(x+1) ≤ 1
p
xp for any x ≥ 0 and p ∈ (0, 1], to bound Eǫ(̺0) as follows.

(74) Eǫ(̺0) ≤ E1/2(̺0) ≤
1

p

|Λ0|∑

j=1

(µ2
j − 1)p/2, for all ǫ ∈ [1/2, 1].

Recall from (63) that

(75) µ2
j = λj

(
A1/2(h

1/2
Λ /B)−1A1/2

)
= λj

(
(h

1/2
Λ /B)−1A

)
.

Hence
|Λ0|∑

j=1

(µ2
j − 1)p/2 = Tr

[(
A1/2(h

1/2
Λ /B)−1A1/2 − 1lΛ0

)p/2]

=

|Λ0|∑

k=1

λ
p/2
j

(
−1lΛ0

h
−1/2
Λ 1lΛc

0
h
1/2
Λ 1lΛ0

)
.(76)

This can be seen from the following observation. Since [h
−1/2
Λ ]1,1 = (h

1/2
Λ /B)−1 is the |Λ0|-th

principle minor of h
−1/2
Λ , and

(77) h
−1/2
Λ h

1/2
Λ =

[
(h

1/2
Λ /B)−1 [h

−1/2
Λ ]1,2

[h
−1/2
Λ ]2,1 [h

−1/2
Λ ]2,2

][
A [h

1/2
Λ ]1,2 = C

[h
1/2
Λ ]2,1 = CT [h

1/2
Λ ]2,2 = B

]
= 1lΛ

then, it follows that

(78) (h
1/2
Λ /B)−1A+ [h

−1/2
Λ ]1,2[h

1/2
Λ ]2,1 = 1lΛ0

=⇒ (h
1/2
Λ /B)−1A− 1lΛ0

= −[h
−1/2
Λ ]1,2[h

1/2
Λ ]2,1.

Then, since g(x) = xs is monotone increasing on [0,∞), and x 7→ g(ex) is convex, then by Weyl
inequality, see, e.g., [32, Theorem 1.15], we have, following from (76)

(79)

|Λ0|∑

k=1

(µ2
k − 1)p/2 ≤

∥∥∥1lΛ0
h
−1/2
Λ 1lΛc

0
h
1/2
Λ 1lΛ0

∥∥∥
p/2

p/2

where ‖ · ‖q = (Tr[| · |q])1/q. ‖ · ‖q is a matrix norm if and only if q ≥ 1, the special value q = 1
corresponds to the trace norm. For q ∈ (0, 1) it denotes the Schatten q-quasi-norm.

Moreover, we use the inequality ‖A1A2‖q ≤ ‖A1‖q‖A2‖, which follows from the well known
inequality sj(A1A2) ≤ sj(A1)‖A2‖ and s1(·) ≥ s2(·) ≥ · · · are the singular values, see e.g., [16], to
further bound

(80)

|Λ0|∑

k=1

(µ2
k − 1)p/2 ≤

∥∥∥h1/2Λ

∥∥∥
p/2 ∥∥∥1lΛ0

h
−1/2
Λ 1lΛc

0

∥∥∥
p/2

p/2
≤ Dp/2

∥∥∥1lΛ0
h
−1/2
Λ 1lΛc

0

∥∥∥
p/2

p/2
.

Note, for the bound above, we have used Assumption 2.2 ii).
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Since p ∈ (0, 1], then we use the fact that ‖ · ‖p/2p/2 can be bounded by the sum of the p/2-power

of the absolute value of its elements in any basis, see, e.g., the proof of Lemma 2.1 in [13], i.e.,

(81) Eǫ(̺0) ≤
Dp/2

p

∑

k∈Λ0, j∈Λc
0

∣∣∣
〈
δk, h

−1/2
Λ δj

〉∣∣∣
p/2

.

This establishes the bound (27) in Theorem 2.4 under Assumption 2.2.
Let us now further assume Assumption 2.3. In this case, we have (81), as above, and we may

average over the disorder. An application of (23) with p = s demonstrates that

(82) E (Eǫ(̺0)) ≤
Ds/2C

s

∑

k∈Λ0,j∈Λc
0

e−
1
2
η|j−k| ≤ Ds/2C

s

(∑

k∈Zd

e−
1
2
η|k|

)2

|∂Λ0|.

Here we used the fact that E(| · |s/2) ≤ (E(| · |s))1/2. The last inequality follows from the following
argument. For each k ∈ Λ0 and j ∈ Λc

0 there exists at least one ℓ ∈ ∂Λ0 such that |j − k| =
|j − ℓ|+ |ℓ− k|, then

∑

k∈Λ0, j∈Λc
0

e−
1
2
η|j−k| ≤

∑

ℓ∈∂Λ0

∑

k ∈ Λ0, j ∈ Λc
0

|j − k| = |j − ℓ|+ |ℓ− k|

e−
1
2
η|j−ℓ| e−

1
2
η|ℓ−k|

≤
(∑

k∈Zd

e−
1
2
η|k|

)2

|∂Λ0|.(83)

Given (82), we have proven (28) and established the area law claimed in Theorem 2.4 for the
ground state with C as in (29).

4. Entanglement of the energy eigenstates with one excitation

In this section we show the area law in Theorem 2.5 for the eigenstates associated with exactly
one excitation. We will follow up closely the methods in Section 3. The eigenstate corresponding
to one excitation in the k-th position, α = ek ∈ R|Λ| where ek(j) = δj,k (here δj,k denotes the
Kronecker delta function), is the integral operator given by the kernel in (19) that simplifies to

(84) ̺ek(x, y) = 2γk

(
det(h

1/2
Λ )

π|Λ|

)1/2

vTk xv
T
k y e

− 1
2
(xTh

1/2
Λ

x+yTh
1/2
Λ

y),

noting that H1(x) = 2x. For consistency, in the following we use the subscript k exclusively to
refer to the dependency on the k-th eigenvalue γk and/or the k-th eigenvector vk.

4.1. The reduced eigenstate. To find the reduced state (̺ek)Λ0
, we use the decompositions (36)

of h
1/2
Λ and (20) of the spacial variables to see that

̺ek
(
(xΛ0

, u), (yΛ0
, u)
)

= 2γk

(
det(h

1/2
Λ )

π|Λ|

)1/2

e−
1
2(x

T
Λ0

AxΛ0
+yT

Λ0
AyΛ0)

(
(vk)

T
Λ0
xΛ0

+ (vk)
T
Λc
0
u
)
×

×
(
(vk)

T
Λ0
yΛ0

+ (vk)
T
Λc
0
u
)
e−

1
2(uT (2B)u+2(xΛ0

+yΛ0
)TCu).(85)

Then the reduced state given by the integral operator defined in (21).
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Lemma 4.1. The reduced state (̺ek)Λ0
is the integral operator on L 2(R|Λ0|) with the kernel

(86) (̺ek)Λ0
(x, y) = (̺0)Λ0

(x, y)× Lk(x, y)

where (̺0)Λ0
is the reduced ground state given in (41) and (42). Lk(x, y) is given by the formula

(87) Lk(x, y) =
γk
2

[
xT yT

] [L−
k L+

k

L+
k L−

k

] [
x
y

]
+ γk(vk)

T
Λc
0
B−1(vk)Λc

0
.

Here

(88) L±
k := νkν

T
k ± (vk)Λ0

(vk)
T
Λ0

+ CB−1(vk)Λc
0
(vk)

T
Λ0

−
(
CB−1(vk)Λc

0
(vk)

T
Λ0

)T
,

and we use the short

(89) νk := (vk)Λ0
− CB−1(vk)Λc

0
.

Recall that hΛvk = γkvk. This shows, using the decomposition (36), that

A(vk)Λ0
+ C(vk)Λc

0
= γk(vk)Λ0

(90)

CT (vk)Λ0
+B(vk)Λc

0
= γk(vk)Λc

0
.(91)

Multiply the second equation by CB−1 then subtract from the first equation to obtain

(92) (A− CB−1CT )(vk)Λ0
= γk

(
(vk)Λ0

− CB−1(vk)Λc
0

)
.

This shows that νk defined in (89) above is given by the formula

(93) νk = γ−1
k (h

1/2
Λ /B)(vk)Λ0

.

It is worth mentioning here that we choose to write L±
k in the format (88) above because we will

see later (see e.g. (119) below) that only the diagonal entries of L±
k are relevant in our approach

for the entanglement of (̺ek)Λ0
. Then, it is direct to read from (88) that

(94) (L+
k + L−

k )jj =
〈
δj ,νkν

T
k δj
〉
≥ 0 and (L+

k )jj =
〈
δj ,
(
νkν

T
k + (vk)Λ0

(vk)
T
Λ0

)
δj
〉
≥ 0.

Another important fact behind the introduction of νk in (89) is the following identity.

(95) νT
k (h

1/2
Λ /B)−1νk + (vk)

T
Λc
0
B−1(vk)Λc

0
= γ−1

k .

This follows from the following argument. First recall that

(96) vk =
[
(vk)Λ0

(vk)Λc
0

]T

is the (normalized) eigenvector of h
−1/2
Λ associated eigenvalue γ−1

k , i.e., vTk h
−1/2
Λ vk = γ−1

k . Using

the block decomposition (36) of h
1/2
Λ we obtain.

(97)
[
(vk)Λ0

(vk)Λc
0

]T
[

(h
1/2
Λ /B)−1 −(h

1/2
Λ /B)−1CB−1

−B−1CT (h
1/2
Λ /B)−1 B−1 +B−1CT (h

1/2
Λ /B)−1CB−1

] [
(vk)Λ0

(vk)Λc
0

]
= γ−1

k .

Recall here that h
1/2
Λ /B denotes the Schur complement of B, i.e., h

1/2
Λ /B = A−CB−1CT . Expand

the left hand side of (97) to see that it matches the left hand side of (95).

Proof of Lemma 4.1. We integrate u out in (85) to obtain the formula for the (̺ek)Λ0
(x, y). The

integral over u reduces to some integrals of the form

(98) I|Λc
0|,ℓ

:=

∫

R
|Λc

0
|

(
KTu

)ℓ
exp

(
−1

2
uTAu+ J Tu

)
du

where ℓ ∈ {0, 1, 2} and

(99) K := (vk)Λc
0
∈ R

|Λc
0|, A := 2B, and J T := −(x+ y)TC.
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In terms of I|Λc
0|,ℓ

, the integral of (85) with respect to u ∈ R|Λc
0| is

(̺ek)Λ0
(x, y) = 2γk

(
det(h

1/2
Λ )

π|Λ|

)1/2

e−
1

2(x
TAx+yTAy)

(
(vk)

T
Λ0
x(vk)

T
Λ0
y I|Λc

0|,0
+

+(vk)
T
Λ0
(x+ y) I|Λc

0
|,1 + I|Λc

0
|,2

)
.(100)

The following lemma provides a general integral identities for I|Λ0|,ℓ for ℓ ∈ N0. While we need
only the special values ℓ = 0, 1, 2 in (100), the general formula is relevant in studying higher energy
eigenstates, and it may be useful for independent interests as we could not find it in the literature.

Lemma 4.2. For any K ∈ Rm, ℓ ∈ N0, A ∈ Rm×m symmetric and positive, and J ∈ Rm, we have

(101) Im,ℓ =

(
(2π)m

det(A)

)1/2

e
1
2
J TA−1J

⌊ ℓ
2
⌋∑

j=0

(2j − 1)!!

(
ℓ

2j

)
(KTA−1J )ℓ−2j(KTA−1K)j

where we note that the double factorial is given by the formula n!! =

⌈n⌉−1∏

j=0

(n − 2j), and we note

that (−1)!! := 1.

The proof of Lemma 4.2 is included in Appendix C.
The integral formula in Lemma 4.2 with K,A and J as in (99) and ℓ = 0, 1, 2 gives

I|Λc
0|,0

=

(
π|Λc

0|

det(B)

)1/2

exp

(
1

4
(x+ y)TCB−1CT (x+ y)

)
.(102)

I|Λc
0|,1

= I|Λc
0|,0

× −1

2
(vk)

T
Λc
0
B−1CT (x+ y).(103)

I|Λc
0|,2

= I|Λc
0|,0

((
1

2
(vk)

T
Λc
0
B−1CT (x+ y)

)2

+
1

2
(vk)

T
Λc
0
B−1(vk)Λc

0

)
.(104)

Substitute in (100) to get

(̺ek)Λ0
(x, y) = 2γk

(
det(h

1/2
Λ /B)

π|Λ0|

)1/2

e−
1
2(xTAx+yTAy− 1

2
(x+y)TCB−1CT (x+y)) ×

×
(
(vk)

T
Λ0
x(vk)

T
Λ0
y − 1

2
(vk)

T
Λ0
(x+ y) (vk)

T
Λc
0
B−1CT (x+ y)+

+

(
1

2
(vk)

T
Λc
0
B−1CT (x+ y)

)2

+
1

2
(vk)

T
Λc
0
B−1(vk)Λc

0

)
(105)

which can be written as (86). �

4.2. A change of variables. This section follows closely Section 3.2 for the ground state. In par-
ticular, we change variables using the unitary operator O on L 2(R|Λ0|) as Of(x) = | det(F )|1/2f(Fx),
where F = F1F2 (F1 is given in (45), and F2 is the orthogonal matrix defined by (47)). Here, we
use (45), statement (b) of Lemma 3.2, and (66) the get the following simplified formula for F in
terms of µj’s (recall that F2 is an orthogonal operator).

(106) F = F1F2 = A−1/2F2 diag(1− σj)
1/2 = A−1/2F2 diag

(
2µ2

j

1 + µ2
j

)1/2

.
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For the reduced excited state, Lemma 3.3 and its proof give

(̺̂ek)Λ0
(x, y) = (O(̺ek)Λ0

O
∗)(x, y)

= | det(F )|(̺ek)Λ0
(Fx, Fy) = | det(F )| (̺0)Λ0

(Fx, Fy) Lk(Fx, Fy)

= (̺̂0)Λ0
(x, y) Lk(Fx, Fy),(107)

where Lk(x, y) is given in (87). This leads to the following formula.

(̺̂ek)Λ0
(x, y) = (̺̂0)Λ0

(x, y)


γk

2

|Λ0|∑

i,j=1

(
(L̂−

k )i,j(xixj + yiyj) + 2(L̂+
k )i,jxiyj

)
+

+γk(vk)
T
Λc
0
B−1(vk)Λc

0

)
(108)

where L̂±
k := F TL±

k F , here L
±
k are defined in Lemma (4.1), F is given in (106), and (̺̂0)Λ0

(x, y) is
given in Lemma 3.3.

4.3. Diagonal elements of the eigenstates. In contrast to the ground state (̺0)Λ0
case, the

change of variables (̺̂ek)Λ0
= O(̺ek)Λ0

O∗ does not produce a product state. Thus, we don’t know
how to find the eigenvalues of the reduced excited state (̺ek)Λ0

. We go around this problem by
using Peierls-Bogolyubov inequality, see e.g., [32, Chapter 8], and considering the diagonal entries

of (̺̂ek)Λ0
with respect to a “suitable” orthonormal basis ϕ of L 2(R|Λ0|)

(109) Eǫ(̺ek) =
1

1− ǫ
log Tr

[
(̺̂ek)

ǫ

Λ0

]
≤ 1

1− ǫ
log
∑

ϕ

〈
ϕ, (̺̂ek)Λ0

ϕ
〉ǫ
.

For the ǫ-Rényi entanglement entropy of the ground state Eǫ(̺0), inequality (109) becomes an equal-

ity when the orthonormal basis is taken to be {Ψ(κ)
n }

n∈N
|Λ0|
0

defined in (62). Here κ = (κ1, . . . , κ|Λ0|)

with κj = 2µj/(1 + µ2
j) and the µj’s are given in (63). For the reader’s convenience, let us recall

that Ψ
(κ)
n (x) is a product of Hermite-Gaussian functions as follows.

(110) Ψ(κ)
n (x) =

|Λ0|∏

j=1

ψ(κj)
nj

(xj) =

|Λ0|∏

j=1

ϕ
(κj)
nj (xj)

‖ϕ(κj)
nj ‖

where ϕ(κj)
nj

(xj) = Hnj
(κ

1/2
j xj)e

−
κj
2
x2
j ∈ L

2(R)

for n = (n1, . . . , n|Λ0|) ∈ N
|Λ0|
0 and x = (x1, . . . , x|Λ0|) ∈ R|Λ0|. Here

(111) ‖ϕ(κ)
n ‖ := ‖ϕ(κ)

n ‖L 2(R) =

(∫

R

(ϕ(κ)
n (x))2 dx

)1/2

= (2nn!)1/2
(π
κ

)1/4
.

To ease notations, we define

(112)
〈
(̺̂ek)Λ0

〉
n
=
〈
(̺̂ek)Λ0

〉
n1,...,n|Λ0|

:=
〈
Ψ(κ)

n , (̺̂ek)Λ0
Ψ(κ)

n

〉
L 2(R|Λ0|)

≥ 0, n ∈ N
|Λ0|
0 .

Then it follows from (109) that

(113) Eǫ(̺ek) ≤
1

1− ǫ
log



∑

n∈N
|Λ0|
0

〈
(̺̂ek)Λ0

〉ǫ
n


 .
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Recall from (67) that
〈
(̺̂0)Λ0

〉
n
is the product

(114)
〈
(̺̂0)Λ0

〉
n
=

|Λ0|∏

j=1

2

1 + µj

(
µj − 1

µj + 1

)nj

.

〈
(̺̂ek)Λ0

〉
n
is given by the non-product form given in the following lemma.

Lemma 4.3. The diagonal entries of the reduced eigenstate (̺̂ek)Λ0
with respect to the orthonormal

basis {Ψ(κ)
n } of L 2(R|Λ0|) in (110) are given as

(115)
〈
(̺̂ek)Λ0

〉
n
=
〈
(̺̂0)Λ0

〉
n


1−

|Λ0|∑

j=1

µj

µj + 1
Qk,j +

|Λ0|∑

j=1

2µj

µ2
j − 1

Qk,jnj




where

(116) Qk,j := γk
(
µ2
j |〈δj, F T

2 A
−1/2νk〉|2 + |〈δj, F T

2 A
−1/2(vk)Λ0

〉|2
)
.

µj’s are the eigenvalues of (1lΛ0
− A−1/2CB−1CTA−1/2)−1/2, in particular,

(117) (1lΛ0
− A−1/2CB−1CTA−1/2)−1/2 = F2 diag(µj)F

T
2 .

It is worth noting here that a calculation using

(118)

∞∑

nj=0

(
µj − 1

µj + 1

)nj

=
µj + 1

2
, and

∞∑

nj=0

nj

(
µj − 1

µj + 1

)nj

=
µ2
j − 1

4
,

starting from the formula (115) confirms that Tr
[
(̺̂ek)Λ0

]
= 1.

Proof of Lemma 4.3. We show below that
〈
(̺̂ek)Λ0

〉
n

=
〈
(̺̂0)Λ0

〉
n

[
γk(vk)

T
Λc
0
B−1(vk)Λc

0
+

+

|Λ0|∑

j=1

1 + µ2
j

4µj

(
γk(L̂

−
k + L̂+

k )jj −
2

µj + 1
γk(L̂

+
k )jj

)
+

+

|Λ0|∑

j=1

1 + µ2
j

4µj

(
γk(L̂

−
k + L̂+

k )jj +
2

µ2
j − 1

γk(L̂
+
k )jj

)
2nj


 .(119)

Then observe that (with L̂±
k = F TL±

k F where F is given in (106) and L±
k is introduced in (88))

(120) (L̂+
k + L̂−

k )jj = 2〈δj, F Tνkν
T
kFδj〉 = 2|

〈
δj , F

Tνk

〉
|2 = 4µ2

j

µ2
j + 1

|〈δj , F T
2 A

−1/2νk〉|2.

Similarly,

(121) (L̂+
k )jj =

2µ2
j

µ2
j + 1

(
|〈δj, F T

2 A
−1/2νk〉|2 + |〈δj, F T

2 A
−1/2(vk)Λ0

〉|2
)
.

Substitute in (119) to obtain the desired result (115).
In the following, we show (119). First, note that

(122)
〈
(̺̂ek)Λ0

〉
n
=

∫∫

R2|Λ0|

(̺̂ek)Λ0
(x, y)Ψ(κ)

n (x)Ψ(κ)
n (y) dxdy
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where (̺̂ek)Λ0
(x, y) is given in (108), and {Ψ(κ)

n }
n∈N

|Λ0|
0

are the orthonormal basis of L 2(R|Λ0|) given

in (110). With (52), recall that (̺̂ek)Λ0
(x, y) is

(̺̂ek)Λ0
(x, y) =




|Λ0|∏

k=1

Tσk
(xk, yk)

Tr[Tσk
]


×

×


γk(vk)TΛc

0
B−1(vk)Λc

0
+

1

2

|Λ0|∑

i,j=1

(
γk(L̂

−
k )i,j(xixj + yiyj) + 2γk(L̂

+
k )i,jxiyj

)

 .(123)

The R2|Λ0|-dimensional integral (122) reduces to two dimensional integrals related to the integral
operators T g

σj
with kernel

(124) T g
σj
(x, y) = g(x, y)Tσj

(x, y)

where g : R×R → R and here it is restricted to the set of functions {x, y, x2, y2, xy}. In particular,
we need to find the values of

(125)
〈
Tσj

〉
nj
,
〈
T x
σj

〉
nj

,
〈
T x2

σj

〉
nj

,
〈
T y
σj

〉
nj

,
〈
T y2

σj

〉
nj

,
〈
T xy
σj

〉
nj

,

and in general, for any m ∈ N0,

(126)
〈
T g
σj

〉
m
=
〈
ψ(κj)
m , T g

σψ
(κj)
m

〉
L 2(R)

=

∫∫

R2

T g
σj
(x, y)

ϕ
(κj)
m (y)ϕ

(κj)
m (x)

‖ϕ(κj)
m ‖2

dx dy.

We prove the following lemma in Appendix B.

Lemma 4.4. We have the following formulas.
〈
T x
σj

〉
nj

=
〈
T y
σj

〉
nj

= 0(127)

〈
T x2

σj

〉
nj

=
〈
T y2

σj

〉
nj

=
1

2κj
(2nj + 1)

〈
Tσj

〉
nj

(128)

〈
T xy
σj

〉
nj

=
1

2κj

(
2(µ2

j + 1)

µ2
j − 1

nj +
µj − 1

µj + 1

)〈
Tσj

〉
nj
.(129)

Following from (123), we have
〈
(̺̂ek)Λ0

〉
n

=
〈
(̺̂0)Λ0

〉
n
γk(vk)

T
Λc
0
B−1(vk)Λc

0
+

+

|Λ0|∑

j=1




|Λ0|∏

ℓ=1, ℓ 6=j

〈Tσℓ
〉nℓ

Tr[Tσℓ
]





γℓ(L̂−

k )j,j

〈
T

x2
j

σj

〉
nj

Tr[Tσj
]
+ γk(L̂

+
k )j,j

〈
T

xjyj
σj

〉
nj

Tr[Tσj
]




=
〈
(̺̂0)Λ0

〉
n
×
(
γk(vk)

T
Λc
0
B−1(vk)Λc

0
+

+

|Λ0|∑

j=1

1

2κj

(
γk(L̂

+
k + L̂−

k )j,j(2nj + 1) + γk(L̂
+
k )j,j

(
4

µ2
j − 1

nj −
2

µj + 1

))
.(130)

Arrange the terms, use (120) and (121) and recall that κj = 2µj/(µ
2
j +1), to obtain the following.

〈
(̺̂ek)Λ0

〉
n

=
〈
(̺̂0)Λ0

〉
n

[
γk(vk)

T
Λc
0
B−1(vk)Λc

0
+
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+γk

|Λ0|∑

j=1

(
µj|〈δj, F T

2 A
−1/2νk〉|2 − |〈δj, F T

2 A
−1/2(vk)Λ0

〉|2
) µj

µj + 1
+

+γk

|Λ0|∑

j=1

(
µ2
j |〈δj, F T

2 A
−1/2νk〉|2 + |〈δj, F T

2 A
−1/2(vk)Λ0

〉|2
) 2µjnj

µ2
j − 1

]
.(131)

Finally, observe that

|Λ0|∑

j=1

µ2
j |〈δj, F T

2 A
−1/2νk〉|2 = ‖ diag(µj)F

T
2 A

−1/2νk‖2 = νT
kA

−1/2F2 diag(µ
2
j)F

T
2 A

−1/2νk

= νT
k (A− CB−1CT )−1νk = γ−1

k − (vk)
T
Λc
0
B−1(vk)Λc

0
.(132)

Here we used (117) and the identity (95). Hence, we have

(133) γk(vk)
T
Λc
0
B−1(vk)Λc

0
= 1− γk

|Λ0|∑

j=1

µ2
j |〈δj , F T

2 A
−1/2νk〉|2.

Substitute in (131) to obtain the desired formula (115). �

Following from (115), we have the bound

(134)
〈
(̺̂ek)Λ0

〉
n
≤
〈
(̺̂0)Λ0

〉
n


1 +

|Λ0|∑

j=1

Qk,j
2

µj − 1
nj


 .

Here is an observation

Lemma 4.5. For Qk,j defined in (116) we have

(a)

|Λ0|∑

j=1

Qk,j ≤ 2.

(b)

|Λ|∑

k=1

Qk,j = 2.

Proof. Recall that Qk,j is given by the formula

(135) Qk,j = γk
(
µ2
j |〈δj, F T

2 A
−1/2νk〉|2 + |〈δj, F T

2 A
−1/2(vk)Λ0

〉|2
)
, µj > 1.

To prove statement (a), we start with the sum of the first term in (135), where as shown in (132)

(136)

|Λ0|∑

j=1

γkµ
2
j |〈δj, F T

2 A
−1/2νk〉|2 = γkν

T
k (A− CB−1CT )−1νk = 1− γk(vk)

T
Λc
0
B−1(vk)Λc

0
≤ 1.

Similarly, for the sum of the second term in (135), we have

(137)

|Λ0|∑

j=1

γk|〈δj, F T
2 A

−1/2(vk)Λ0
〉|2 = γk‖A−1/2(vk)Λ0

‖2 = ‖A−1/2γk(vk)Λ0
(vk)

T
Λ0
A−1/2‖ ≤ 1,

where we used the fact that

(138) γk(vk)Λ0
(vk)

T
Λ0

≤
|Λ|∑

k=1

γk(vk)Λ0
(vk)

T
Λ0

= A.

Statement (a) results from the use of (136) and (137) in (135).
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In the following we prove statement (b). The sum over k of the first term in Qk,j simplifies as

|Λ|∑

k=1

γkµ
2
j |
〈
δj , F

T
2 A

−1/2νk

〉
|2 = µ2

j

〈
δj , F

T
2 A

−1/2

|Λ|∑

k=1

γkνkν
T
kA

−1/2F2δj

〉
.(139)

Use (89) and the identities

(140) A =

|Λ|∑

k=1

γk(vk)Λ0
(vk)

T
Λ0
, B =

|Λ|∑

k=1

γk(vk)Λc
0
(vk)

T
Λc
0
, C =

|Λ|∑

k=1

γk(vk)Λ0
(vk)

T
Λc
0

to see that
|Λ|∑

k=1

γkνkν
T
k = A− CB−1CT .(141)

Hence ∑

k

γkµ
2
j |
〈
δj, F

T
2 A

−1/2νk

〉
|2 = µ2

j

〈
δj, F

T
2 (1lΛ0

− A−1/2CB−1CTA−1/2)F2δj
〉
= 1(142)

where we used (117).
As for the second term in Qk,j we have

|Λ|∑

k=1

|γk
〈
δj , F

T
2 A

−1/2(vk)Λ0

〉
|2 =

〈
δj, F

T
2 A

−1/2
∑

k

γk(vk)Λ0
(vk)

T
Λ0
A−1/2F2δj

〉

=
〈
δj , F

T
2 A

−1/2AA−1/2F2δj
〉

= 1.(143)

(143) and (143) finish the proof of statement (b). �

4.4. Bounds for the 1/2-Rényi entanglement entropy. The 1/2-Rényi entanglement entropy
of ̺ek (and hence, its logarithmic negativity) is bounded as

(144) E1/2(̺ek) ≤ 2 log
∑

n∈N
|Λ0|
0

〈
(̺̂ek)Λ0

〉 1
2

n
.

In the following, we proceed by carefully bounding 〈(̺̂ek)Λ0
〉1/2n .

We follow up from (134) and use
√
1 + x ≤ 1 +

√
x, (

∑
j xj)

1/2 ≤ ∑
j x

1/2
j for xj ≥ 0, and√

n ≤ n for any n ∈ N0.

〈
(̺̂ek)Λ0

〉1

2

n
≤


1 +

|Λ0|∑

j=1

(
2

µj − 1

) 1
2

Q
1

2

k,jnj




|Λ0|∏

ℓ=1

(
2

µℓ + 1

) 1
2
(
µℓ − 1

µℓ + 1

)nℓ
2

=
〈
(̺̂0)Λ0

〉 1

2

n
+

|Λ0|∑

j=1

Q
1
2

k,j

(
2

µ2
j − 1

) 1

2
(
µj − 1

µj + 1

)nj
2

nj

|Λ0|∏

ℓ = 1
ℓ 6= j

(
2

µℓ + 1

) 1

2
(
µℓ − 1

µℓ + 1

)nℓ
2

.(145)

Take the sums over nj ’s and use the elementary facts for µ > 1

(146)
∞∑

n=0

(
µ− 1

µ+ 1

)n/2

=

√
µ+ 1√

µ+ 1−√
µ− 1

and
∞∑

n=0

n

(
µ− 1

µ+ 1

)n/2

=

√
µ2 − 1

(
√
µ+ 1−√

µ− 1)2
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to obtain

(147)
∑

n∈N
|Λ0|
0

〈
(̺̂ek)Λ0

〉 1

2

n
≤


1 +

|Λ0|∑

j=1

Q
1/2
k,j f1/2(µj)




|Λ0|∏

ℓ=1

f1/2(µℓ)

where f1/2 is as in the 1/2-Rényi entanglement entropy formula for the ground state (69), in
particular,

(148) 1 ≤ f1/2(x) =

√
2√

x+ 1−
√
x− 1

≤
√
x2 − 1 + 1.

(147) and the fact that f1/2(µj) ≥ 1 imply that

(149)
∑

n∈N
|Λ0|
0

〈
(̺̂ek)Λ0

〉 1
2

n
≤


1 +

|Λ0|∑

j=1

Q
1/2
k,j




|Λ0|∏

ℓ=1

f 2
1/2(µℓ)

Whilst we know that
∑

j Qk,j ≤ 2, we don’t have a bound on
∑

j Q
1/2
k,j . We proceed by using the

trivial bound Qk,j ≤ 2, to obtain

(150) log
∑

n∈N
|Λ0|
0

〈
(̺̂ek)Λ0

〉 1
2

n
≤ 2

|Λ0|∑

ℓ=1

log f1/2(µj) + log
(
1 +

√
2|Λ0|

)
.

Use (1 +
√
2|Λ0|) ≤ |Λ0|2 for |Λ0| > 1, and recognize from Theorem 3.4 that the first term on the

RHS is E1/2(̺0) = N (̺0) to obtain the entanglement bound (30). The bound (31) after averaging
the disorder follows from Theorem 2.4. This finishes the proof of the main result Theorem 2.5.

4.5. An area law for the uniform ensemble of single excitation eigenstates. In this section
we prove the area law in Proposition 2.6.

The partial trace is linear, thus the reduced state of ρN=1 to Λ0 is

(151) (ρN=1)Λ0
=

1

|Λ|

|Λ|∑

k=1

(̺ek)Λ0
.

As in (113), we bound the ǫ-Rényi entropy using the diagonal entries of (ρN=1)Λ0
,

(152) Eǫ(ρN=1) ≤
1

1− ǫ
log



∑

n∈N
|Λ0|
0

〈
(̂ρN=1)Λ0

〉ǫ
n




where (̂ρN=1)Λ0
= O(ρN=1)Λ0

O∗, and O a unitary operator on L 2(R|Λ0|) defined in (44).

Lemma 4.6. Given the product form of the eigenvalues of (̺̂0)Λ0
in (114), the diagonal elements

of the reduced state (̂ρN=1)Λ0
with respect to the orthonormal basis {Ψ(κ)

n }
n∈N

|Λ0|
0

∈ L 2(RΛ0) defined

in (110), is bounded as

(153)
〈
(̂ρN=1)Λ0

〉
n
≤
〈
(̺̂0)Λ0

〉
n


1 +

2

|Λ|

|Λ0|∑

j=1

2

µj − 1
nj


 .
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Proof. Note that (151) gives directly that

(154)
〈
(̂ρN=1)Λ0

〉
n
=

1

|Λ|

|Λ|∑

k=1

〈
(̺̂ek)Λ0

〉
n
.

Then we use bound (134), to land on

(155)
〈
(̂ρN=1)Λ0

〉
n
≤
〈
(̺̂0)Λ0

〉
n


1 +

1

|Λ|

|Λ|∑

k=1

|Λ0|∑

j=1

Qk,j
2

µj − 1
nj


 .

Use statement (b) in Lemma 4.5 that
∑

kQk,j = 2 to obtain the desired bound.
�

Take the square root then follow the steps (145) to (149) to obtain the bound

(156)
∑

n∈N
|Λ0|
0

〈
(̂ρN=1)Λ0

〉1
2

n
≤
(
1 +

√
2
|Λ0|
|Λ|1/2

) |Λ0|∏

k=1

f 2
1/2(µk) ≤ 3

|Λ0|∏

k=1

f 2
1/2(µk).

for |Λ0| ≤ |Λ|1/2. This leads directly to

(157) Eǫ (ρN=1) ≤ log(3) + 2E1/2(̺0).
for all ǫ ∈ [1/2, 1]. By averaging the disorder in (157) the area law in Proposition 2.6 follows
directly from Theorem 2.4.
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Appendix A. Eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of integral operators of gaussian
type kernels

Consider the integral operator Tσ on L 2(R), with the kernel

(158) Tσ(x, y) = e−
1
2
(x2+2σxy+y2), σ ∈ (−1, 1).

Theorem A.1. For any σ ∈ (−1, 1), the integral operator Tσ has the complete system of orthonor-
mal eigenfunctions (the Hermite-Gaussian functions)

(159) ψ(κ)
n (x) =

1√
2nn!

(κ
π

) 1
4

Hn(
√
κx)e−

κ
2
x2

, n ∈ N0

where κ =
√
1− σ2 and Hn(·) are the Hermite (Physicists) polynomials3; corresponding to the

eigenvalues

(160) ξn := λn(Tσ) =

√
2π

1 + κ

( −σ
1 + κ

)n

for n = 0, 1, . . .

3Recall that the Hermite polynomials are given by the formula Hn(x) = e
x
2

2

(
x− d

dx

)n

e−
x
2

2 =

(−1)nex
2 dn

dxn
e−x2
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Proof. Given any κ > 0, it is well known, see e.g., [22, Theorem 11.4] that the set of functions

{ψ(κ)
n }n form an orthonormal basis for L 2(R).

In the following, we drop the normalizing constants in ψ
(κ)
n , and we prove the theorem for the

eigenfunctions

(161) ϕ(κ)
n (x) := Hn(

√
κx)e−

κ
2
x2

.

By induction on n, we will prove that

(162) Tσϕ
(κ)
n = ξnϕ

(κ)
n or

∫

R

Tσ(x, y)ϕ
(κ)
n (y)dy = ξnϕ

(κ)
n (x)

for all n ∈ N0.
It is direct to see the initial case n = 0, as follows

Tσϕ
(κ)
0 (x) =

∫

R

e−
1
2
(x2+2σxy+y2) e−

κ
2
y2 dy = e−

1
2
(1− σ2

1+κ
)x2

∫

R

e−
1
2
(1+κ)(y+ σ

1+κ
x)2dy

=

√
2π

1 + κ
e−

κ
2
x2

= ξ0ϕ
(κ)
0 (x),(163)

noting that 1− σ2

1+κ
= κ.

Suppose that statement (162) is true for n ≤ k, we want to show that it is true for n = k + 1.
We need to prove that

(164) Tσϕ
(κ)
k+1(x) =

∫

R

Tσ(x, y)ϕ
(κ)
k+1(y)dy = ξk+1ϕ

(κ)
k+1(x).

Use the recurrence relation for Hermite polynomials, see e.g., [9],

(165) Hn+1(x) = 2xHn(x)− 2nHn−1(x)

for all n ∈ N and note that (165) reads for n = 1 as H1(x) = 2xH0(x) to see that

(166) ϕ
(κ)
n+1(x) = 2

√
κxϕ(κ)

n (x)− 2nϕ
(κ)
n−1(x).

Use it in the left hand side of (164) to obtain

Tσϕ
(κ)
k+1(x) = 2

√
κ

∫

R

yTσ(x, y)ϕ
(κ)
n (y) dy − 2n

∫

R

Tσ(x, y)ϕ
(κ)
n−1(y) dy

= 2
√
κT y

σϕ
(κ)
n (x)− 2nξn−1ϕ

(κ)
n−1(x).(167)

Here we used the induction assumption for the second integral and we set T y
σ to be the integral

operator with kernel T y
σ (x, y) = yTσ(x, y), i.e.,

(168) T y
σϕ

(κ)
n (x) :=

∫

R

yTσ(x, y)ϕ
(κ)
n (y) dy.

We will find the integral T y
σϕ

(κ)
n (x) by parts. We integrate ye−

κ
2
y2dy and differentiate Tσ(x, y)Hn(

√
κy)

and we use the identity.

(169) H ′
n(x) = 2nHn−1(x) and

∂

∂y
Tσ(x, y) = −(y + xσ)Tσ(x, y).

Integration by parts gives

(170) T y
σϕ

(κ)
n (x) =

2n√
κ
Tσϕ

(κ)
n−1(x)−

1

κ
T y
σϕ

(κ)
n (x)− σ

κ
xTσϕ

(κ)
n (x).
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Again, the first and the last integrals can be found by the induction assumption. Thus, we obtain

(171) T y
σϕ

(κ)
n (x) =

2n
√
κ

1 + κ
ξn−1ϕ

(κ)
n−1(x)−

σ

1 + κ
xξnϕ

(κ)
n (x).

Then use (171) in Tσϕ
(κ)
n+1(x) given in (167) to get

Tσϕ
(κ)
n+1(x) = ξn+1

(
2
√
κxϕ(κ)

n (x)− 2nϕ
(κ)
n−1(x)

(
(1 + κ)2

σ2
− 2κ(1 + κ)

σ2

))

= ξn+1ϕ
(κ)
n+1(x).(172)

Here we used (166) and the fact (1+κ)2−2κ(1+κ) = σ2. This completes the induction argument.
�

Appendix B. Proof of Lemma 4.4

In this Appendix, we prove the integral formulas in Lemma 4.4.

Proof of Lemma 4.4. In the following, we use mainly Theorem A.1 and the identities related to

the functions ϕ
(κ)
n (x) given in (161).

(173)
√
κxϕ(κ)

n (x) =
1

2
ϕ
(κ)
n+1(x) + nϕ

(κ)
n−1(x), for all n ∈ N0, and ϕ

(κ)
−1(x) := 0.

(174)
〈
ϕ(κ)
n , ϕ(κ)

m

〉
L 2(R)

=

∫

R

ϕ(κ)
n (x)ϕ(κ)

m (x) dx = δn,m

√
π

κ
2nn! .

Note that Theorem A.1 shows that

(175)
〈
Tσj

〉
nj

= ξnj
.

Next, we show that

(176)
〈
T x
σj

〉
nj

=
〈
T y
σj

〉
nj

= 0.

The first equality is due to symmetry. The equality to zero follows from the following argument
〈
T x
σj

〉
nj

=
1

‖ϕ(κj)
nj ‖2

〈
ϕ(κj)
nj

,

∫

R

xTσj
(x, ·)ϕ(κj)

nj
(x)dx

〉

=
1

√
κj‖ϕ(κj)

nj ‖2

∫

R

ϕ(κj)
nj

(y)

(
1

2
ξnj+1ϕ

(κj)
nj+1(y) + njξnj−1ϕ

(κj)
nj−1(y)

)
dy

= 0.(177)

In the first-to-second step we used (173), and we used (174) in the last step. We use a similar

argument to find
〈
T x2

σj

〉
nj

, and here we need to use (173) twice.

〈
T x2

σj

〉
nj

=
1

‖ϕ(κj)
nj ‖2

〈
ϕ(κj)
nj

,

∫

R

x2Tσj
(x, ·)ϕ(κj)

nj
(x)dx

〉

=
1

‖ϕ(κj)
nj ‖2

〈
ϕ(κj)
nj

,
1

4
ξnj+2ϕ

(κj)
nj+2 +

1

2
(2nj + 1)ξnj

ϕ(κj)
nj

+ nj(nj − 1)ξnj−2ϕ
(κj)
nj−2

〉

=
1

2κj
(2nj + 1)ξnj

=
1

2κj
(2nj + 1)

〈
Tσj

〉
nj
.(178)
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Similarly, we get the formula
〈
T xy
σj

〉
nj

=
1

κj‖ϕ(κj)
nj ‖2

(
1

4
ξnj+1‖ϕ(κj)

nj+1‖2 + n2
jξnj−1‖ϕ(κj)

nj−1‖2
)

=
1

κj

(
1

2
(nj + 1)

ξnj+1

ξnj

+
1

2
nj

ξnj−1

ξnj

)
ξnj

=
1

2κj

(
2(µ2

j + 1)

µ2
j − 1

nj +
µj − 1

µj + 1

)〈
Tσj

〉
nj
.(179)

Here we used (174) to see that

(180) ‖ϕ(κj)
m+1‖2 = 2(m+ 1)‖ϕ(κj)

m ‖2.
�

Appendix C. Some generalized gaussian integrals

In this section we prove the following theorem

Theorem C.1. Let A be a positive symmetric n× n matrix and J ∈ Rn, and define the function
fA,J : Rn → R as

(181) fA,J (u) = exp

(
−1

2
uTAu+ J Tu

)
.

Then for any K ∈ Rn and ℓ ∈ N0

(182)

∫

Rn

(
KTu

)ℓ
fA,J (u) du =

√
(2π)n

det(A)
e

1
2
J TA−1J

⌊ ℓ
2
⌋∑

j=0

(2j − 1)!!

(
ℓ

2j

)
(KTA−1J )ℓ−2j(KTA−1K)j

where we note that (−1)!! = 1.

Proof. We will show formula (182) by induction on ℓ ∈ N0. The basis step for n = 0 is the well
known formula for the gaussian integral, see e.g., [36, Section 1.2],

(183)

∫

Rn

fA,J (u) du =

√
(2π)n

det(A)
e

1

2
J TA−1J .

As for the inductive step, we assume that formula (182) is correct for ℓ = k, and we show that
it is correct for ℓ = k + 1. In the following we consider only the case when k is even. A similar
approach applies to odd k. i.e., we need to show that (noting that ⌊k+1

2
⌋ = k

2
when k is even)

(184)
∫

Rn

(
KTu

)k+1
fA,J (u) du =

√
(2π)n

det(A)
e

1
2
J TA−1J

k
2∑

j=0

(2j − 1)!!

(
k + 1

2j

)
(KTA−1J )k+1−2j(KTA−1K)j

The proof is based on the observation from matrix calculus (where J =
[
J1 J2 . . . Jn

]T
)

(185)
∂

∂J fA,J (u) :=
[
∂fA,J (u)

∂J1

∂fA,J (u)

∂J2
. . .

∂fA,J (u)

∂Jn

]T
= ufA,J (u),

So,
∫

Rn

(
KTu

)k+1
fA,J (u) du =

∫

Rn

(
KTu

)k KT ∂

∂J fA,J (u) du
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= KT ∂

∂J

∫

Rn

(
KTu

)k
fA,J (u) du.(186)

Then we use the induction assumption for the integral in the last step, and we find the derivative
with respect to J using the identities, see e.g., [1]

(187)
∂

∂J
(
KTA−1J

)
= A−1K, ∂

∂J
(
J TA−1J

)
= 2A−1J .

(186) reads as

=

√
(2π)n

det(A)
e

1
2
J TA−1J




k
2
−1∑

j1=0

(2j1 − 1)!!

(
k

2j1

)
(k − 2j1)(KTA−1J )k−2j1−1(KTA−1K)j1+1+

+

k
2∑

j2=0

(2j2 − 1)!!

(
k

2j2

)
(KTA−1J )k−2j2+1(KTA−1K)j2


 .(188)

We change variables j = j1 + 1 in the first sum, then we rearrange like terms from the two sums
to obtain

=

√
(2π)n

det(A)
e

1

2
J TA−1J

(
(KTA−1J )k+1+

+

k
2∑

j=1

(2j − 1)!!

((
k

2j

)
+

(k − 2j + 2)

(2j − 1)

(
k

2j − 2

))
(KTA−1J )k−2j+1(KTA−1K)j


(189)

which simplifies to the desired formula (184) by observing that

(190)

(
k

2j

)
+

(k − 2j + 2)

(2j − 1)

(
k

2j − 2

)
=

(
k

2j

)
+

(
k

2j − 1

)
=

(
k + 1

2j

)
.

�
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