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We revisit the connection between entanglement entropy and quantum metric in topological lattice
systems, and provide an elegant and concise proof of this connection. In gapped two-dimensional
lattice models with well-defined tight-binding Hamiltonians, we show that the entanglement entropy
is intimately related to the quantum metric of electronic states.

Introduction. The concept of entanglement entropy
is key in quantum information science for addressing the
utility of qubit pairs, whether maximally or partially en-
tangled [1]. Since it is feasible to convert pairs of par-
tially entangled quantum states into fewer maximally-
entangled states, the efficacy of partially entangled qubits
compared to their maximally entangled counterparts is
defined by their entanglement entropy [2, 3].

Ground states in quantum phases of matter are defined
by entanglement, setting them apart from conventional
phases that are characterized by order parameters and
their symmetries. These quantum states necessitate a
description rooted in quantum correlations, such as topo-
logical or quantum order [4,5]. The degree of quantum-
ness of the ground state |¥) is quantified by its entangle-
ment entropy (von Neumann entropy),

S(A)=-Trapalnpa, pa=Te|¥)(T. (1)

Here the system is bipartitioned into two subsystems .4
and B, with p4 denoting the reduced density matrix for
subsystem A, derived by tracing out the subsystem B
from the total density matrix p = |¥)(¥|. The entan-
glement entropy S(A) is zero for classical product states
whereas it takes a non-trivial value for generic quantum-
entangled systems, see e.g Refs [4-10].

Previous work [11] has established hidden relations be-
tween topological properties of a system, quantum metric
in 1D, and bounds on entanglement entropy. In particu-
lar, for one-dimensional systems Ref. [11] provides the ex-
act relationship between the entanglement entropy SUP)
the Berry phase v in the case of the flat-band limit,
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Moreover, for the ground states with chiral symmetry,
entanglement entropy has lower bound SUP) > 1n2 (per
boundary), i.e., the value of entanglement entropy for a
maximally-entangled qubit pair [11]. Such relationships
in one-dimensional systems substantiate the existence of
definitive bounds on entanglement entropy. However, ex-
tending this reasoning to higher dimensions, including
recently discovered two-dimensional topological phases,
remains an open research question.

On the other hand, quantum metric is a fundamental
concept that governs distance between quantum states in
the projective Hilbert space [12]. If Bloch basis |u,x) is
well defined, the solid-state quantum-geometric tensor is
defined as [13]

®;;(k) = (Diunk|(1 — Prx)|0junk). (3)

The projector Ppx = |unk)(unk| ensures gauge-invariance
of observables [13]. The real part of G;; = Re®,; is the
Fubini-Study metric describing the geometry of the elec-
tronic bands, while the imaginary part F;; = —2Im®;; is
the Berry curvature reflecting the topology of quantum
states. Although used in earlier applications of quantum
information, particularly through the Fischer informa-
tion metric related to Fubini-Study metric [14-16], the
connection of the quantum metric to the standing ques-
tion of entanglement entropy bounds remains obscure
[17].

Hence it is intriguing to seek for connection between
two a priori unrelated constructions—entanglement and
quantum metric—which is the main result of this Let-
ter. We find that for the lattice models with well-defined
tight-binding such connection does indeed exist, and, de-
pending on partition, can be expressed through quantum
metric invariants.

Methodology. We here make use of the formalism
introduced by Jin and Korepin [18], and further devel-
opped in the works of Calabrese, Mintchev, and Vicari
[19-21]; refer also to Paul [17]. Within this formalism,
the system is bipartioned into entanglement area A and
the rest. The total entanglement entropy can be calcu-
lated as

SalA) = 3 salA) (4)

k

where Renyi entropies are given by

SalV) = 2

—

In[A% 4+ (1 —X)?%], (5)

following limit @ — 1 to obtain von Neumann entropy.
Here )y, are eigenvalues of the overlap matriz [7, 19]. We



here consider a two-orbital band insulator at half-filling.
For clarity, we consider a 2D material stripe, partitioned
by a straight cut at L 4, with momentum along the parti-
tion boundary denoted by k. The overlap matrix is given
by

Wisks = / dx U, (%), (%). (6)

x€eA

The overlap matrix Wy, , encodes information on the
overlap of Wannier orbitals, i.e. entanglement in the sys-
tem. On the other hand, overlap between electronic or-
bitals can be characterized by the quantum metric [22].
Therefore, we need to investigate the spectrum of the
overlap matrix and compare it with Marzari-Vanderbilt
functional. We show below that these two quantities are
related.

We examine two-dimensional topological lattice mod-
els with well-defined tight-binding description. The
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FIG. 1. Upper bounds on overlap matrix elements show

asymptotical decay of 1/q, with a prefactor which is signif-
icantly suprressed for the mesoscopic samples. For sample
1000ax1000a (here a is lattice constant), the decay in matrix
elements is abrupt and focused around ¢ = 0. Larger en-
tanglement regions provide significantly supressed values for
q # 0 terms.

tight-binding description and the underlying lattice are
conceptually important for our derivation. In what fol-
lows below, we consider solid-state materials with Bloch
basis well-defined, 1y (x) = e®**uy(x). In tight-binding
formalism, the overlap matrix is

Wik = D > e ® 7% (un, (7) (7)

z€EA j

= ey ). (8)
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Introducing now x, =
reads

> sea €9, the overlap matrix

Wkl,kz = Xka—k1 <uk1 ‘uk2>' (9)

For notational simplicity, we discretize momenta in the
square-lattice Brillouin zone. Extending this approach to
other lattice symmetries is straightforward.

Derivations for entanglement entropy. We start
with investigating asymptotical properties of off-diagonal
elements of the overlap matrix (9). The structure of ma-
trix elements (9) is such that it rapidly decays in meso-
scopic samples, oscillating between two strict bounds,

(Fig. 1),

< M, n(A) < 1. (10)

0 < kak“!‘Q
lq|

- Wk,k

hence the main contribution comes from small ¢ ~ 0.
Note that the upper bound asymptote a(.A)/q depends
on the entanglement area A, and is small for physically
relevant entanglement regions of mesoscopic sizes (see
Fig. 1), In fact, n(A) decays as approximately 1/L 4,
inversely to the size of entanglement region, reaching
values for around 1 ~ 1073 for physically-relevant sizes
L ~ 103 (lattice size a = 1) and n ~ 107° for L4 ~ 10°
sampling. Hence, the off-diagonal matrix elements de-
cay sufficiently fast in mesoscopic and macroscopic sam-
ples, and the overlap matrix can be effectively truncated
[23]. Therefore, this problem can be addressed from the
perspective of "tight-binding in momentum space” [13],
truncating the "momentum hopping” to the first nearest
neighbors. To treat problem analytically, we first trun-



cate the overlap matrix to tridiagonal form,

0 0 0
Wi —q,k—q Wi —q,k 0 0
0 Wi, k—q Wik Wi k+q 0
0 0 Wetq,k Witq,k+q
0 0 0

On the main diagonal we have yq, the secondary diago-
nals have properties WiT,i—&-l = Wit1,4, hence it is a Her-
mitian matrix with real eigenvalues.

For the reasons which will become clear shortly, we
further consider the squared overlap matrix W?2. While
it does not seem to be possible to find its eigenvalues in
the closed form, we can write down its diagonal elements.
Its diagonal elements are given by relatively simple ex-
pression

[Wail e, = x6 + Ixal® [{uklursg)
+ Ixql* (uklur—g)I?, (11)

which will become handy for evaluating entanglement en-

tropy.
We further consider von Neuman entropy correspond-

ing to the eignevalue of W,
Sams1(A) & =Aln A — (1 —A)In(1 —A). (12)

With a good accuracy, this formula can be approximated
as (see Fig. 2)

s(A) = 41In(2) M1 - \). (13)
Thereafter, the trace can be approximated as
S~4In2[Tr (W) —Tr (W?)]. (14)
Substituting now formula (11) in (14), we obtain

4

In2
Stri ™ N ZXO - X(z) - |Xq‘2|<uk‘“k+q>|2
q7#0

= Ixal?{uklun—g)* (15)

here N is the dimension of the matrix, given by dis-

cretization scheme k; = %’r%, q= Ak = j—;\r] We now
use the properties of quantum metric [13]
[(urlurg)|* =1 = ¢*Gr + O(g") (16)
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FIG. 2. Approximations used to calculate the entanglement
entropy.

And thus we obtain entropy as a function of quantum
metric,

4In2 4In2
StriﬁTZXO_ N Z(X(%+|Xq|2)

keBZ keBZ

41n2
N Pl G+ Gy (7

keBZ

+

Therefore, even in tridiagonal truncation, we observe
that the entanglement entropy contains information
about the quantum metric,

8ln2
Stri ~ Const + T Z q2|Xq‘2gk- (18)
keBZ

We will show below that this trend preserves for ”longer-
range” momentum-space hopping.

Pentadiagonal matriz. To enhance our understanding,
we consider next-nearest-neighbor (NNN) tight-binding
hopping in the overlap matrix, resulting in a pentadiago-
nal matrix,—a matrix with five nonzero diagonals. Simi-
lar arguments apply, beginning with the matrix elements:

Wiental e = X6 + IXal* (e tn g o) 1P + x| (unun—q)|*
+|Xq|2|<uk+q|uk+2q>|2 + |Xq‘2|<uk—q|uk‘—2q>|2
(19)

Using Egs. (14) and (16), the entanglement entropy is
then given by

41n2
Spenta = COHSt + T Z q2|X(I‘2
keBZ

X [Grtq+ Gk + Gr—q + Gr—24) -
(20)



We see that in this case as well, the entanglement entropy
depends on quantum metric.

Septadiagonal matriz. —Hopping further, we consider
next-next-nearest-neighbor (NNNN) tight-binding hop-
ping in the overlap matrix, resulting in a septadiagonal
matriz,—a matrix with seven nonzero diagonals. The
same principles apply, starting with the matrix elements:

Weeptal e =X + xal* 1| unq) I + gl | (e lu—g)

+|Xq|2|<uk+q|uk+2q>‘2 + ‘Xq|2‘<uk—q‘uk—2q>|2

+|Xq|2|<uk+2q|uk+3q>|2 + |Xq|2|<“kf2q‘uk73q>|2'

(21)

Using Eqgs. (14) and (16
then given by

), the entanglement entropy is

41n2
Spenta =~ Const + N Z @*Ixql?
kEBZ
X [Grt2q + Grtqg + G + Gr—g + Gr—2q + Gr—34] -
(22)

Below we generalize the quantum metric contribution to
arbitrary hopping range.

General case.—Consider now a general case of tight-
binding range A which leads to (2A 4 1)-diagonal matrix.
The diagonal elements of the squared matrix are given
by

|n|<A/2

L=Xo+ Y IxalPlukluko)® (23)
Q=ng

Wil

The entanglement entropy is then given by

In<|A/2]

4In2
S = Const + —= ST Pl D Grie (24)
keBZ Q=nq
[n<|A/2]|
~ Const + [21n(2) Z Z Gr+qo (25)
kEBZ Q=ngq

where we have used that |x4|?|g|> ~ $1? upon averaging
over fast fluctuations (see Eq. 10 and Fig. 1) .

In practice, the quantum metric is highly nonhomo-
geneous, typically peaking at high symmetry points (see,
e.g., Fig. 5in Ref. [24]). Therefore, it is sufficient to con-
sider only a finite number of points around these peaks
to evaluate Eq. (25). One may, but not obliged to set A
to large values, so that the integration covers the entire
BZ. In this case one obtains

Z Gk (26)

In homogeneous system, G,, = G,,, so one can write

Z TrGi;(k (27)

S ~ Const + 21n(2

S ~ Const + 21n(2

This is the direct relation with Marzari-Vanderbilt in-
variant.

Arbitrary partition region. The results described above
can be in large extended to codimension-one partitioning
of arbitrary shape. Indeed, in this case we have a band
matrix with finite number of nonzero diagonals A. We

use
=> WiWi
J

where 7,7 label the 2D momentum discretisation, and
we have used Hermitian symmetry of W. Using now
Wik k' = Xk'—k{uk|ux), we hence obtain

= Z |Xkuk|2\<uk|uk/>\2~ (29)
k/

= Z Wi, (28)

Further we take into account that the quantum metric in
real materials is peaked around high-symmetry points of
the BZ (for example, in twisted bilayer graphene it is the
I point [24]). In this case, it is sufficient to expand (31)
in the vicinity of the high-symmetry point(s),

WV e = D Ixal* (s ue Q)12 (30)
a

~ > Ixal’(1 - G (0)QiQ;) (31)
Q

Thus, the entanglement entropy has quantum metric con-
tribution,

Seeo = 21n(2 ZTr Gij(k (32)

This formula represents quantum-geometric contribution
to entanglement entropy. The trace of G;;(k), known
as the Marzari-Vanderbilt invariant [22] of the quantum
metric, is bounded below by the Chern number in the
case of a Chern insulator.

Relation to particle number fluctuations. Klich
pointed out that entanglement entropy must have lower
bounds related to particle number fluctuations [7]. Be-
low, we consider a generalized fluctuation operator F,
(here a € Z) of the form

2

[/ 0%n(x) 0°n(x) 0“n(x)
Fa= < oxe oxe ) oxe (33)
After applying Fourier transform, we get
Fo=Y_la**(ngn-q), (34)

q#0

where nq is Fourier-transform of the particle density op-
erator, which in the Bloch basis reads (see, e.g., [25]),

Mg = Z Z<u"7k+q|umvk>cib,k+qcm,k' (35)

n,m k



Substituting this into Eq. (33), and using Wick’s theo-
rem, we obtain

Fa = Z |Q|2a<un,k+q|um’k><Um,k|un,k+q>
a

X <CIL,k+qC"-,k+q><Cm,kcjn,k>7 (36)

We can further simplify this expression by noting that,
for noninteracting fermions at equilibrium, <chcnk> =
fnk, and (cnkch> = 1 — fux. Introducing the projector
on the occupied states

P =Y Frke [thnse) (tn sl (37)

and the antiprojector,
O =1=> foxc [tn1e) (i, (38)

Eq. (36) now reads as
Fo=_laP T [Plicta) (39)

k,q

In this form, the expression (39) resembles the Marzari-
Vanderbilt invariant €1y, which is the integrated trace of
the quantum metric in its discretized form [22]

Qr = Z wq Tr [751( Qk+q:| (40)

k,q

where wq o< /¢* and its prefactor depends on lattice sym-
metry [22]. Comparing now Eq. (39) with (40), we con-
clude that the fluctuations of the excess particle number
in the entanglement area Na(t) = [, dxn(x,t) are re-
lated to quantum metric,

Faoc Y TrGi(k). (41)
k

Following Klich’s argument [7], this establishes a bound
on entanglement entropy.

Discussion. We have derived a concise formula re-
lating quantum-geometric contributions to entanglement
entropy,

Sgeo = 210(2) n*(A) > TrGi;(k). (42)
k

The connection between entanglement entropy and the
trace of the quantum metric can be intuitively un-
derstood through the overlap of electronic orbitals,
expressed through invariants of quantum metric [22].
Greater orbital overlap leads to higher entanglement in
Eq. (42). It is also known that entanglement entropy is
related to quantum noise in the system [26]. Recent stud-
ies have shown that quantum noise in topological systems

is directly linked to quantum metric invariants [27, 28].
Thus, the connection between entanglement entropy and
quantum metric invariants is well-founded.

In conclusion, our analytical results demonstrate that
entanglement entropy in topological lattice models is in-
trinsically linked to the underlying quantum metric. Ex-
tending this framework to Fractional Chern Insulators
could provide valuable insights.

Acknowledgements.  This project is supported by
the Swiss National Science Foundation, grant CRSK-
2221180 and program I1ZSEZ0.223932 ”Quantum en-
tanglement, quantum metric, and correlated electrons”.
A K. is supported by the Branco Weiss Society in Sci-
ence, ETH Zurich. S.R. is supported by a Simons In-
vestigator Grant from the Simons Foundation (Award
No. 566116). This work is supported by the Gordon
and Betty Moore Foundation through Grant GBMF8685
toward the Princeton theory program.

[1] L. Amico, R. Fazio, A. Osterloh, and V. Vedral, En-
tanglement in many-body systems, Reviews of Modern
Physics 80, 517 (2008).

[2] C. H. Bennett, H. J. Bernstein, S. Popescu, and B. Schu-
macher, Concentrating partial entanglement by local op-
erations, Physical Review A 53, 2046 (1996).

[3] P. Calabrese and J. Cardy, Entanglement entropy and
quantum field theory, Journal of statistical mechanics:
theory and experiment 2004, P06002 (2004).

[4] G. Vidal, J. I. Latorre, E. Rico, and A. Kitaev, Entan-
glement in quantum critical phenomena, Physical Review
Letters 90, 227902 (2003).

[5] D. Gioev and I. Klich, Entanglement entropy of fermions
in any dimension and the Widom conjecture, Physical
Review Letters 96, 100503 (2006).

[6] M. M. Wolf, Violation of the entropic area law for
fermions, Physical Review Letters 96, 010404 (2006).

[7] L. Klich, Lower entropy bounds and particle number fluc-
tuations in a Fermi sea, Journal of Physics A: Mathemat-
ical and General 39, L85 (2006).

[8] A. Kitaev and J. Preskill, Topological entanglement en-
tropy, Physical Review Letters 96, 110404 (2006).

[9] H. Li and F. D. M. Haldane, Entanglement spectrum as
a generalization of entanglement entropy: Identification
of topological order in non-abelian fractional quantum
Hall effect states, Physical Review Letters 101, 010504
(2008).

[10] S. Ryu and T. Takayanagi, Holographic derivation
of entanglement entropy from the anti-de Sitter
space/conformal field theory correspondence, Physical
Review Letters 96, 181602 (2006).

[11] S. Ryu and Y. Hatsugai, Entanglement entropy and the
Berry phase in the solid state, Physical Review B 73,
245115 (2006).

[12] J. P. Provost and G. Vallee, Riemannian structure on
manifolds of quantum states, Communications in Math-
ematical Physics 76, 289 (1980).


https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.181602
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.181602
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02193559
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02193559

[13] S. Matsuura and S. Ryu, Momentum space metric, nonlo-
cal operator, and topological insulators, Physical Review
B 82, 245113 (2010).

[14] J. Anandan and Y. Aharonov, Geometry of quantum evo-
lution, Physical Review Letters 65, 1697 (1990).

[15] S. L. Braunstein and C. M. Caves, Statistical distance
and the geometry of quantum states, Physical Review
Letters 72, 3439 (1994).

[16] P. Facchi, R. Kulkarni, V. Manko, G. Marmo, E. Sudar-
shan, and F. Ventriglia, Classical and quantum Fisher
information in the geometrical formulation of quantum
mechanics, Physics Letters A 374, 4801 (2010).

[17] N. Paul, Area-law entanglement from quantum geometry,
Physical Review B 109, 085146 (2024).

[18] B.-Q. Jin and V. E. Korepin, Quantum spin chain,
toeplitz determinants and the fisher—hartwig conjecture,
Journal of statistical physics 116, 79 (2004).

[19] P. Calabrese, M. Mintchev, and E. Vicari, Entanglement
entropy of one-dimensional gases, Physical review letters
107, 020601 (2011).

[20] P. Calabrese, M. Mintchev, and E. Vicari, The entangle-
ment entropy of one-dimensional systems in continuous
and homogeneous space, Journal of Statistical Mechan-
ics: Theory and Experiment 2011, P09028 (2011).

[21] P. Calabrese, M. Mintchev, and E. Vicari, Exact relations
between particle fluctuations and entanglement in Fermi
gases, Europhysics Letters 98, 20003 (2012).

[22] N. Marzari and D. Vanderbilt, Maximally localized gen-
eralized wannier functions for composite energy bands,
Physical review B 56, 12847 (1997).

[23] A. D. Mirlin, Y. V. Fyodorov, F.-M. Dittes, J. Quezada,
and T. H. Seligman, Transition from localized to ex-
tended eigenstates in the ensemble of power-law random
banded matrices, Phys. Rev. E 54, 3221 (1996).

[24] Y. Guan, O. V. Yazyev, and A. Kruchkov, Reentrant
magic-angle phenomena in twisted bilayer graphene in
integer magnetic fluxes, Physical Review B 106, L121115
(2022).

[25] S. A. Parameswaran, R. Roy, and S. L. Sondhi, Fractional
quantum hall physics in topological flat bands, Comptes
Rendus Physique 14, 816 (2013).

[26] 1. Klich and L. Levitov, Quantum noise as an entangle-
ment meter, Physical Review Letters 102, 100502 (2009).

[27] A. Kruchkov and S. Ryu, Measure of an ultranarrow
topological gap via quantum noise, Physical Review B
110, L041118 (2024).

[28] T. Neupert, C. Chamon, and C. Mudry, Measuring the
quantum geometry of bloch bands with current noise,
Physical Review B 87, 245103 (2013).


https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.82.245113
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.82.245113
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.65.1697
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.72.3439
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.72.3439
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physleta.2010.10.005
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.54.3221
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.106.L121115
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.106.L121115
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.110.L041118
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.110.L041118

	Entanglement entropy in lattice models with quantum metric
	Abstract
	References


