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We investigate thermal and non-thermal quantum correlations in the one-dimensional spin-1
bilinear-biquadratic Heisenberg model. Using tools from quantum information theory—such as
generalized concurrence, negativity, and various measures of quantum, classical, and total correla-
tions in bipartite states—we demonstrate that these measures effectively identify quantum phase
transitions (QPTs) at critical points. Our negativity analysis reveals nearly identical results at zero
or very low temperatures. Importantly, we find that partial concurrence, defined with the reduced
density matrix ρ1,2, detects more quantum critical points than total concurrence. Additionally, we
argue that spin chains with an odd number of spins are more effective than those with an even
number in identifying QPTs.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum many-body correlated systems have been ex-
tensively studied in various physical phenomena, includ-
ing quantum phase transitions. As a type of quantum
critical phenomenon, QPTs occur at absolute zero tem-
perature (T = 0) and involve essential changes in the
ground state of many-body systems when one or more
parameters of the Hamiltonian are continuously varied.
These qualitative changes are signaled by level crossings
in the ground state of quantum many-body systems at a
critical value, denoted as Dc, of the tuning parameter D.
At this critical point, the ground state energy becomes
non-analytic.

Unlike classical phase transitions, which are driven
by thermal fluctuations, QPTs are driven by quan-
tum fluctuations. At or near absolute zero temper-
ature, thermal fluctuations are negligible, and the de
Broglie wavelength exceeds the correlation length asso-
ciated with thermal fluctuations. Examples of QPTs in-
clude the paramagnetic-ferromagnetic transition in cer-
tain metals, the superconductor-insulator transition, and
the superfluid-mott insulator transition [1, 2].

Quantum correlations play a crucial role in quantum
information and communication theory [3–5]. Typically,
quantum correlations can be inferred from entanglement
between different system parts [6, 7]. In recent years,
it has been established that there is a general connec-
tion between non-analyticities in bipartite entanglement
measures and quantum phase transitions [8, 9]. This
connection implies that entanglement can signal quan-
tum critical points through the non-analytic behavior in-
herited from the ground state energy [10–15]. Various
entanglement measures have been identified that effec-
tively describe the special properties of a system near
quantum critical points [10, 11, 16–18]. For example,
a discontinuity in the first derivative of the ground state
energy indicates a first-order phase transition, which cor-
responds to a discontinuity in a bipartite entanglement
measure. Similarly, a discontinuity or divergence in the
first derivative of an entanglement measure suggests a

second-order phase transition, characterized by a dis-
continuity or divergence in the second derivative of the
ground state energy [11]. While many studies have fo-
cused on the fundamental features of entanglement in
spin- 12 models [10, 16, 19, 20] often have analytical solu-
tions, spin-1 Heisenberg models present a more complex
scenario [21–28]. These models exhibit the Haldane gap
[29] and a rich phase diagram, highlighting significant
differences from their spin- 12 counterparts.
To mathematically describe the system at absolute

zero temperature, we employ the density matrix formal-
ism. The density matrix ρ for the system at zero tem-
perature is given by:

ρ = |ψ0⟩⟨ψ0| (1)

where |ψ0⟩ denotes the ground state wavefunction.
This density matrix encapsulates all the quantum infor-
mation of the ground state, enabling the calculation of
various physical quantities, such as spin correlations and
entanglement entropy.
At finite temperature T , the system is no longer in a

pure quantum state but is instead described by a mixed
state characterized by a thermal density matrix:

ρ(T ) =
e−βH

Z
, (2)

where H is the Hamiltonian of the system, Z =
Tr(e−βH) is the partition function, and β = 1

kBT repre-
sents the inverse temperature. Here, kB is the Boltzmann
constant, which, for simplicity, is often set to unity.
The thermal density matrix ρ(T ) captures the effects of

thermal fluctuations on the system. The system explores
a range of energy states at finite temperatures rather
than remaining in a single quantum ground state. The re-
sulting thermal entanglement [30–32], derived from ρ(T ),
reflects the interplay between quantum and thermal fluc-
tuations.
In this paper, we employ bipartite entanglement mea-

sures—specifically, concurrence[19, 33, 34] and negativity
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[35] along with measures of quantum, classical, and the
total amount of correlations [36] in bipartite states, to
identify the critical points [37, 38] of quantum phase tran-
sitions (QPTs) in the spin-1 bilinear biquadratic chain at
both zero and finite temperatures. The paper has three
main objectives. First, we aim to investigate the effect
of temperature on detecting phase transition points us-
ing the negativity measure. To achieve this, we calcu-
late the negativity at zero temperature using the ground
state and then evaluate it at finite temperatures using
the thermal density matrix. The second objective is to
demonstrate that the critical points can be identified by
dividing the system into bipartite subsystems. This in-
volves using the reduced density matrix to isolate two
particles, which are then separated into bipartite subsys-
tems. For this purpose, we measure entanglement using
concurrence as well as Von Neumann entropy to evalu-
ate how effectively this method can detect critical points
compared to analyzing the entire bipartite system.

Additionally, we aim to demonstrate how having an
even or odd number of particles in a finite system can
influence the results. We use quantum, classical, and
total correlation measures to achieve this. Results for
open boundary conditions presented in sect.VI are closely
identical to periodic ones.

II. HAMILTONIAN

The Hamiltonian of a one-dimensional spin-1 bilinear
biquadratic chain can be expressed as

H =

N ′∑
i=1

[
cos θ (Si · Si+1) + sin θ (Si · Si+1)

2
]
, (3)

where Si represents the spin-1 operator vector at the
i-th site of the chain, and N ′ is the total number of
spins in the chain. The parameter θ ∈ [−π, π) deter-
mines the relative strength and nature of the bilinear
(first term) and biquadratic (second term) interactions
between nearest-neighbor spins. Regarding the bound-
ary conditions, when N ′ = N , the system has periodic
boundary conditions, meaning the chain forms a closed
loop, so that SN+1 = S1. In contrast, when N ′ = N − 1,
the system has open boundary conditions, indicating no
correlation between the first and last spins.

In this study, we analyze the behavior of a one-
dimensional quantum spin chain, focusing on both its
ground state properties at zero temperature (T = 0) and
its thermal properties at finite temperatures (T > 0).
At zero temperature, the system is in its ground state,
the lowest energy state, where quantum fluctuations are
the primary contributors to its behavior. These quantum
fluctuations lead to intricate patterns of spin correlations
and quantum entanglement, key features of the ground
state.

As the temperature rises above zero, thermal fluctua-
tions play a significant role. These fluctuations disrupt
the delicate quantum correlations present in the ground
state, leading to changes in the spin correlations and the
overall entanglement structure of the system. Under-
standing these changes is crucial for characterizing the
thermal properties of the spin chain.
The bilinear-biquadratic spin-one model in one dimen-

sion exhibits a rich phase diagram with several distinct
regions and transitions, see Figure .1. For −π

4 < θ < π
4 ,

the system is in the Haldane gap phase, separating a
Kosterlitz-Thouless (KT) phase transition from a gap-
less trimerized phase at θ = π

4 , where the system also
displays SU(3) symmetry. In the range π

4 < θ < π
2 ,

the system remains in a gapless phase while there is
a first-order phase transition from a trimerized phase
to the ferromagnetic phase at θ = π

2 . Another first-

order transition occurs at θ = − 3π
4 , moving from the

ferromagnetic phase to a gapped dimerized phase. At
θ = −π

4 , the dimerized phase transition changes to the
Haldane phase through a second-order transition. Ad-
ditionally, there is evidence suggesting a non-dimerized
nematic phase for − 3π

4 < θ < −0.67π with a KT-type
transition at θ = −0.67π. Notably, at θ = 0.1024π,
the system aligns with the Affleck-Kennedy-Lieb-Tasaki
(AKLT) model, characterized by an exact valence bond
ground state, and at θ = −π

2 , the model is exactly solv-
able using the Bethe ansatz method [39, 40].

Ferromagnetic
Halden

Gapless

? Dimerized

= 0

= 4

= 2

= 3
4

= 0.67
= 4

FIG. 1. The phase diagram of the bilinear-biquadratic spin-
one chain is shown. The well-established phases include the
Haldane phase, the ferromagnetic phase, and the dimerized
phase. The extended gapless phase in the range π

4
≤ θ < π

2
is characterized by dominant spin quadrupolar correlations
with k = ± 2π

3
. The potential existence of a spin nematic-like

phase near − 3π
4

is explored and critically examined.

This study aims to identify the quantum phase tran-
sition points described earlier by utilizing various entan-
glement measures, including negativity, concurrence, and
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correlations. We investigate how these measures can ef-
fectively detect transitions by examining their behavior
across different parameters, such as temperature, the size
of the system (both the entire system and its reduced
subsystems), and the number of particles involved. By
analyzing these factors, we seek to understand how they
influence the ability of entanglement measures to reveal
critical points and provide insights into the underlying
quantum phases.

III. EFFECT OF TEMPERATURE ON
TRANSITION DETECTION

Negativity stems from the Peres-Horodecki separabil-
ity criterion, which provides a method for determining
the entanglement of a bipartite quantum state [41, 42].
According to this criterion, a bipartite state ρAB in the
Hilbert space HA ⊗ HB is identified as entangled if the
partial transpose of the state concerning one of its subsys-
tems has any negative eigenvalues. Specifically, the par-
tial transpose of ρAB with respect to subsystem B can
reveal the presence of entanglement through its eigen-
value spectrum. The state is confirmed to be entangled
if any of these eigenvalues are negative.

Negativity, N , quantifies the extent of entanglement
and is defined as the sum of the absolute values of the
negative eigenvalues of ρTB

AB

N (ρAB) =
∑
i

|µi| , (4)

where µi are the negative eigenvalues of the partially
transposed density matrix ρTB

AB . The partial transpose
operation TB is applied to subsystem B of the bipartite
system. The negativity thus serves as a quantitative mea-
sure derived from the Peres-Horodecki criterion, allowing
for assessing the degree of entanglement in the system.

If N > 0, it indicates that the state is entangled and
exhibits quantum correlations that cannot be explained
by classical separability alone. Therefore, negativity is
a practical and widely used tool for quantifying entan-
glement in bipartite quantum systems, providing critical
insights into the nature of quantum correlations.

Figure 2 illustrates the behavior of negativity as a
function of the angle θ for a system size of L = 7,
comparing the ground state at T = 0 and the thermal
state at T = 0.05. The figure reveals that sharp transi-
tions in negativity occur at specific values of θ: namely,
θ = −0.75π, θ = −0.1π, θ = 0.1π, θ = 0.25π, and
θ = 0.5π. These transitions indicate significant changes
in the entanglement structure of the system, highlight-
ing the sensitivity of negativity to variations in θ at both
zero and finite temperatures.

-1 -0.75 -0.5 -0.25 0 0.25 0.5 0.75 1 
0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

0.25

0.30

0.35

0.40
T = 0.0
T = 0.05

FIG. 2. Negativity as a function of angle θ for a quantum
spin chain of size L = 7 and with periodic boundary condi-
tion, at ground state T = 0 (blue dash line) and thermal state
T = 0.05 (red solid line). The sharp transitions at specific θ
values signal quantum phase transitions, with first-order tran-
sitions occurring at θ = −0.75π, θ = 0.1π, and θ = 0.5π, and
second-order transitions at θ = −0.1π and θ = 0.25π. The
close similarity in negativity between T = 0 and T = 0.05
indicates the robustness of entanglement against low ther-
mal fluctuations. The system exhibits distinct entanglement
structures in different quantum phases, including antiferro-
magnetic, ferromagnetic, and trimerized phases.

Within the interval −0.25π < θ < 0.25π, a Haldane
gap exists between a spin-singlet ground state and a
spin-triplet excited state, a characteristic feature of spin-
1 chains. The figure demonstrates that the system un-
dergoes first-order quantum phase transitions (QPTs) at
θ = −0.75π, θ = 0.1π, and θ = 0.5π. In contrast, at
θ = −0.1π and θ = 0.25π, the system exhibits second-
order QPTs.

The results for the negativity measure are nearly iden-
tical at T = 0 and T = 0.05, indicating that the tem-
perature has little impact when it is either zero or very
low. This suggests that the system’s entanglement prop-
erties, as captured by negativity, are robust against small
thermal fluctuations in this temperature range.

The system resides in the antiferromagnetic phase for
− 3

4π < θ < π
2 , while it is in the ferromagnetic phase for

the remaining range of θ. Within the interval π
4 < θ < π

2 ,
the system enters a trimerized phase, characterized by a
gapless spectrum between the spin-triplet ground state
and a fivefold degenerate excited state. A phase transi-
tion occurs at the critical point θ = 0.25π, marking the
boundary between the Haldane and trimerized phases.
This transition signifies a change in the system’s ground
state structure and its associated entanglement proper-
ties [43].



4

IV. PARTIAL AND TOTAL STATES IN
TRANSITION DETECTION

Concurrence, introduced by Hill and Wootters, is an
entanglement measure derived from the Entanglement of
Formation (EoF) to quantify the entanglement in pure
two-qubit states. Because the EoF is a monotonically in-
creasing function of concurrence, concurrence serves ef-
fectively as a measure of entanglement. It is beneficial
for assessing entanglement in spin-12 systems, with values
ranging from 0 for separable states to 1 for maximally
entangled Bell states. Wootters showed that the Entan-
glement of Formation for a two-qubit mixed state ρ is
related to the concurrence C(ρ) by:

EF (ρ) = H

(
1

2
+

1

2

√
1− C2

)
, (5)

where H(x) is the binary entropy function defined as

H(x) = −x lnx− (1− x) ln(1− x), (6)

and C(ρ) represents the concurrence, which is given by

C(ρ) = max{0, λ1 − λ2 − λ3 − λ4}. (7)

Here, λ1, λ2, λ3, λ4 are the square roots of the eigen-
values of the matrix R = ρ(σy ⊗σy)ρ

∗(σy ⊗σy), listed in
descending order, where ρ∗ is the complex conjugate of
ρ.

Recently, it has been demonstrated that concurrence
is essential for detecting critical points of quantum phase
transitions (QPTs) in various interacting quantum many-
body systems. While most studies focus on spin- 12
Heisenberg chains, entanglement properties in spin-1
chains are less explored due to the lack of effective op-
erational measures for higher spin systems. Li et al.
extended the Hill-Wootters concurrence to qutrits and
higher-dimensional systems, as described in Ref. [44].
We utilize this generalized concurrence vector, where its
norm can be used to quantify the entanglement of both
pure and mixed states. The generalized concurrence mea-
sure introduced in Ref. [44] is defined as:

|C|2 =
∑
αβ

C2
αβ , (8)

where Cαβ are the components of the concurrence vec-
tor C, given by:

Cαβ(ρ) = max

{
0, 2max(λαβi )−

∑
i

λαβi

}
, (9)

where, the values λαβi , where i = 1, . . . , 4, de-
note the square roots of the eigenvalues of the matrix

ρ (Lα ⊗ Lβ) ρ
∗ (Lα ⊗ Lβ). In this context, Lα and Lβ are

the generators of the special orthogonal groups SO(d1)
and SO(d2), respectively. Specifically, Lα corresponds

to the generators for α ranging from 1 to d1(d1−1)
2 , and

Lβ corresponds to the generators for β ranging from 1

to d2(d2−1)
2 . These generators are crucial for construct-

ing the matrix used in the calculation of concurrence, as
they help to define the tensor product spaces involved.
The matrix ρ (Lα ⊗ Lβ) ρ

∗ (Lα ⊗ Lβ) is formed by apply-
ing the tensor product of these generators to the density
matrix ρ and its complex conjugate ρ∗, and the resulting
eigenvalues provide the necessary components to com-
pute the concurrence.
The variation of total concurrence and partial concur-

rence as a function of θ for a quantum spin chain of length
L = 6 at T = 0 is shown in the figure (see Figure 3). The
total concurrence, represented by the dashed line, mea-
sures the overall entanglement of the entire system be-
tween the first site and the rest of the system (ρ1,23456).
In contrast, partial concurrence, shown by the solid line,
quantifies the entanglement between specific subsets of
spins, particularly those located at sites 1 and 2, while
tracing the degrees of freedom associated with the other
spins. Mathematically, this is represented by the reduced
density matrix ρ1,2, which is derived by tracing out all
spins except for those at sites 1 and 2.

-1 -0.75 -0.5 -0.25 0 0.25 0.5 0.75 1 
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2

C

1, 23456

1, 2

FIG. 3. Concurrence as a function of the angle θ is shown
for a quantum spin chain of size L = 6 and with periodic
boundary condition, comparing the entire state ρ1,23456 (blue
dashed line) and a partial state ρ1,2 (red solid line). The sharp
changes in concurrence at specific values of θ indicate quan-
tum phase transitions, with first-order transitions observed
at θ = −0.75π, θ ≈ 0.1024π, and θ = 0.5π. The graph
demonstrates that the partial state ρ1,2 identifies an addi-
tional transition point (θ ≈ 0.1024π) compared to the entire
system, despite requiring fewer computational resources.

Within the range of −0.75π ≤ θ ≤ 0.5π, the figure
demonstrates that the total concurrence is consistently
greater than the partial concurrence, indicating a more
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substantial overall entanglement in this interval. Both
entanglement measures vanish outside this range, sug-
gesting that the system is in a separable state or a phase
where entanglement is absent. The distinction between
total and partial concurrence becomes particularly rele-
vant when examining quantum phase transitions. The
partial concurrence is often more sensitive to these tran-
sitions; for example, around θ ≈ 0.1024π, it detects a
critical point associated with the Affleck-Kennedy-Lieb-
Tasaki (AKLT) model, which signifies a quantum phase
transition that is not as clearly identified by the total con-
currence. This sensitivity to different phases and tran-
sitions highlights the usefulness of partial concurrence
in studying spin-1 chains, where localized entanglement
properties can provide deeper insights into the underly-
ing quantum phenomena.

As an additional measure, we can examine the von
Neumann entanglement entropy,S(ρ), to identify the
phase transition points. For the pure quantum states
and a bipartition, the von Neumann entanglement en-
tropy, also known as the entropy of entanglement or just
the entanglement entropy of subsystem A through the
Schmidt decomposition is computed as follows

S(ρA) = −
N∑
i=1

λ2i lnλ
2
i , (10)

where λi is Schmidt coefficients. Alternatively, employ-
ing a density matrix as a more comprehensive means of
describing a quantum system allows us to establish von
Neumann entropy through a reduced density matrix. For
a pure state ρAB = |Ψ⟩⟨Ψ|AB , it is given by:

S(ρA) = −Tr[ρA ln(ρA)], (11)

where ρA = TrB(ρAB) is the reduced density matrix for
the subsystem A and S(ρA) is the amount of entangele-
ment entropy between subsytems A and B. Since both
equations 10 and 11 represent the von Neumann entropy,
it follows that λi are the eigenvalues of ρA. Notably, the
value of von Neumann entropy remains consistent, re-
gardless of the choice of the subsystem, whether it’s A or
B. Thus

S(ρA) = −Tr[ρA ln ρA] = −Tr[ρB ln ρB ] = S(ρB), (12)

where ρB = TrA(ρAB) are the reduced density matrices
for partition B.

-1 -0.75 -0.5 -0.25 0 0.25 0.5 0.75 1 
0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

S

S( 1, 2345678)
S( 1, 2)

FIG. 4. Von Neumann entropy for the total state (red solid
line) and the partial state (blue dashed line) is shown for
a system with size L = 8 and periodic boundary condition.
The entanglement entropy measure for the total state detects
transition points at θ = −0.75π, θ = 0.5π, θ ≈ 0.1024π and
θ = 0.25π. The von Neumann entropy for the partial state,
despite being a mixed state and not a direct measure of en-
tanglement, also identifies transition points at θ = −0.75π,
θ = 0.5π, and θ = 0.25π.

Figure 8 shows the results for a system size of L = 8.
The calculation considers the entanglement between site
1 and the system’s remaining part, consisting of 7 spin-1
particles. The red solid line represents this. This measure
effectively detects phase transition points at θ = −0.75π
and θ = 0.5π, which aligns with the results obtained
using the concurrence for the entire system. However,
the von Neumann entanglement entropy reveals two ad-
ditional transition points at θ ≈ 0.1024π and θ = 0.25π.
Moreover, the von Neumann entropy, when applied to
the partial state, which itself is a mixed state and thus
not a direct measure of entanglement, still identifies tran-
sition points at θ = −0.75π, θ = 0.5π, and θ = 0.25π.
This suggests that the von Neumann entropy is sensi-
tive to the entanglement properties of the total state and
critical behavior in mixed states.

V. EVEN AND ODD PARTICLES IN
TRANSITION DETECTION

This section introduces a comprehensive measure to
quantify quantum, classical, and total correlations in bi-
partite quantum states. This measure was originally de-
veloped by Zhou et al. in [45], and it is based on a neces-
sary and sufficient condition for identifying zero-discord
states. Discord is a well-known measure in quantum
information theory that quantifies the amount of non-
classical correlations present in a quantum system, even
beyond entanglement. A general bipartite quantum state
ρAB defined on the Hilbert space HAB can be expressed
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using the coherence vector representation as follows:

ρAB = 1
dAdB

IA ⊗ IB + 1
2dB

d2
A−1∑
i=1

λAi

(
λ̂Ai ⊗ IB

)
+ 1

2dA

d2
B−1∑
i=1

λBi

(
IA ⊗ λ̂Bi

)
+ 1

4

d2
A−1∑
i=1

d2
B−1∑
j=1

Kij

(
λ̂Ai ⊗ λ̂Bj

)
(13)

In this expression, the matrices {λAi
: i = 1, 2, ..., d2A−1}

and {λBi
: i = 1, 2, ..., d2B − 1} represent the coherence

vectors associated with the reduced density matrices ρA
and ρB of subsystems A and B, respectively. The identity
matrix I represents the identity operation over the corre-
sponding subsystem, ensuring the proper normalization
of the density matrix. The local Bloch vectors λA and
λB , as well as the second-order correlation tensor Kij ,
are defined to capture the degrees of correlation between
different parts of the bipartite state. The specific com-
ponents of these vectors and tensors are given by:

λAi = tr
(
ρABλ̂Ai ⊗ IB

)
,

λBi = tr
(
ρABIA ⊗ λ̂Bi

)
,

Kij = tr
(
ρABλ̂Ai ⊗ λ̂Bj

)
,

(14)

Here, the generators λ̂Ai and λ̂Bi are chosen such that
they fulfill specific algebraic properties:

λ̂†i = λ̂i, tr
(
λ̂i

)
= 0, tr

(
λ̂iλ̂j

)
= 2δij . (15)

These properties ensure that the generators form an or-
thonormal basis set under the trace inner product, crucial
for defining the state’s geometry in the associated Hilbert
space.

Utilizing the structure of bipartite quantum states and
the formalism described in theorem 2 of Ref [45], we de-
rive measures for the quantum, classical, and total cor-
relations within the state:

τ (ρAB) =
1

4

d2
A−1∑
i=1

|Λi| ,

C (ρAB) =
1

4

dA−1∑
i=1

|Λi| ,

Q (ρAB) =
1

4

d2
A−1∑

i=dA

|Λi| .

(16)

where Λi are obtained by diagonalizing the criterion
matrix Λ = KKT − λ2BλAλ

T
A. These measures allow us

to quantify different types of correlations within a bipar-
tite quantum system, providing deeper insight into the
interplay between quantum and classical phenomena at
a fundamental level.

Figure 5 shows the classical, non-classical, and total
correlations for a system with L = 8 at T = 0. In this
analysis, the reduced density matrix ρ1,2 is obtained by
taking the partial trace of the system’s density opera-
tor over all spins except those at sites 1 and 2. The
figure shows that classical and non-classical correlations
align precisely at the critical points of the quantum phase
transition. These critical points occur at θ = −0.75π,
θ = −0.5π, θ ≈ 0.1024π, θ = 0.25π, and θ = 0.5π. How-
ever, the total correlations only indicate the presence of
two quantum critical points at θ = −0.75π and θ = 0.5π.

-1 -0.75 -0.5 -0.25 0 0.25 0.5 0.75 1 
0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

0.25
( 1, 2)

Q( 1, 2)
( 1, 2)

FIG. 5. Variation of total correlations (solid red line), clas-
sical correlations (dash-dot green line), and quantum correla-
tions (dash blue line) as a function of θ for a spin chain with
L = 8 at T = 0. Classical and quantum correlations con-
verge at the quantum phase transition points: θ = −0.75π,
θ = −0.5π, θ ≈ 0.1024π, θ = 0.25π, and θ = 0.5π. However,
the total correlations only signal quantum critical points at
θ = −0.75π and θ = 0.5π.

Figure 6 displays the correlation data for a system with
L = 9. For this case, the total correlations reveal an addi-
tional quantum critical point compared to the L = 8 case.
Additionally, there is a distinct sharp transition in both
quantum and classical correlations at θ = −0.22π, which
is near the expected transition point at θ = −0.25π. Ob-
serving the behavior of smaller systems with an odd num-
ber of spins suggests that this transition point will likely
converge to θ ≈ −0.25π as the system size increases.
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-1 -0.75 -0.5 -0.25 0 0.25 0.5 0.75 1 
0.00
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Q( 1, 2)
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FIG. 6. Variation of total correlations (solid red line), clas-
sical correlations (dash-dot green line), and quantum correla-
tions (dash blue line) as a function of θ for a spin chain with
L = 9 at T = 0. The total correlations show an additional
quantum critical point compared to the L = 8 case. A sharp
transition is observed in both quantum and classical correla-
tions at θ = −0.22π, close to the expected transition point
at θ = −0.25π. This suggests that this transition point may
converge to θ ≈ −0.25π as the system size increases.

These findings indicate that for finite-sized spin chains,
systems with an odd number of spins (such as L = 9) gen-
erally exhibit more quantum critical points than those
with an even number of spins (such as L = 8). However,
as the system size increases toward infinity, the specific
distinction between even and odd numbers of spins be-
comes less meaningful. In the thermodynamic limit (in-
finite system size), the differences observed due to parity
(even vs. odd) are expected to diminish, as the system’s
bulk properties dominate over any finite-size or boundary
effects.

Despite this, studying finite systems provides valuable
insights into the nature of quantum phase transitions.
The additional quantum critical points observed in fi-
nite systems with an odd number of spins suggest that
these systems may have more complex correlations and
richer phase structures. As the system approaches in-
finite size, these observations help us predict how the
phase transitions might manifest, even though the num-
ber of particles’ exact parity (even or odd) will no longer
be relevant. Instead, what remains important is under-
standing the general scaling behavior and how quantum
correlations evolve as the system grows.

As a summarization of all methods, we can plot all
methods in one figure for L = 6 at T = 0 in the figure 7.

FIG. 7. All methods in one figure for L = 6 at T = 0.

VI. ANALYSIS OF BOUNDARY CONDITIONS:
OPEN VS. PERIODIC SYSTEMS

The distinction between systems with periodic and
open boundary conditions lies in the interaction between
the first and last particles, present in periodic bound-
aries but absent in open ones. To identify phase transi-
tion points, we analyze the classical, quantum, and total
correlations for systems with both even and odd particle
numbers under open boundary conditions. These results
are compared with Figures 5 and 6, which represent sys-
tems with periodic boundary conditions. Figures 8 and 9
demonstrate that, in general, the transition points iden-
tified in open boundary systems closely align with those
in periodic systems, except for an additional transition
point detected in the latter. However, the transition
points are sometimes less distinct under open bound-
ary conditions. This suggests that increasing the par-
ticle count could enhance the clarity of these transitions
in open boundary systems, making them comparable to
those observed with periodic boundaries.
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FIG. 8. Total correlations (solid red), classical correlations
(dash-dot green), and quantum correlations (dash blue) vary
with θ for an L = 8 spin chain with open boundaries at T = 0.
Classical and quantum correlations meet at quantum phase
transition points: θ = −0.75π, θ = −0.5π, θ ≈ 0.1024π,
θ = 0.25π, and θ = 0.5π. Total correlations, however, indicate
quantum criticality only at θ = −0.75π and θ = 0.5π.
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FIG. 9. Total (solid red), classical (dash-dot green), and
quantum (dash blue) correlations vary with θ for an L = 9
spin chain with open boundaries at T = 0. Compared to the
L = 8 case, total correlations reveal an additional quantum
critical point. A sharp transition in quantum and classical
correlations occurs near θ = −0.22π, suggesting this point
may converge to θ ≈ −0.25π as system size increases.

The additional transition point detected in systems
with periodic boundaries arises from the symmetry de-

scribed by the Zn group. The Zn group, or cyclic group
of order n, consists of n elements {0, 1, . . . , n − 1} with
addition modulo n as its operation. This group is abelian
(commutative) and cyclic, meaning all elements can be
generated from a single element, such as 1. Geometri-
cally, Zn represents the rotational symmetries of a reg-
ular n-gon. Its symmetry, which originates from the in-
teraction between the first and last particles, is absent in
systems with open boundaries.

Due to the Zn group symmetry inherent in periodic
boundary systems, by the definition, the measures de-
tect one additional transition point compared to open
boundary systems. This highlights the role of boundary
conditions in shaping the behavior of phase transitions.

VII. CONCLUSION

In conclusion, we investigated the quantum phase tran-
sitions (QPTs) and their detection through various en-
tanglement measures, focusing on the one-dimensional
spin-1 bilinear-biquadratic Heisenberg model. Our find-
ings reveal that negativity, concurrence, and von Neu-
mann entropy provide critical insights into phase transi-
tions at zero and finite temperatures.

Negativity was shown to detect first effectively- and
second-order phase transitions, exhibiting robustness
even at low temperatures. Concurrence, particularly
when applied to partial subsystems, demonstrated the
ability to identify additional quantum critical points that
are not as evident in the analysis of the entire system.
This highlights the advantage of using localized entan-
glement measures in detecting more subtle transitions,
such as those associated with the Affleck-Kennedy-Lieb-
Tasaki (AKLT) model.

Moreover, the study of systems with both even and
odd numbers of particles underscored a key observation:
odd-numbered spin chains generally identified more crit-
ical points than even-numbered chains. This suggests
that spin parity plays a significant role in phase detec-
tion in finite systems, although this effect diminishes as
the system approaches the thermodynamic limit.

Overall, our results demonstrate that entanglement
measures are indispensable for exploring QPTs. They
provide a quantitative means of detecting critical behav-
ior and offer deeper insights into the interplay between
quantum and classical correlations, particularly in spin-
1 Heisenberg models. As such, these findings can con-
tribute to a broader understanding of quantum many-
body systems and their phase structures. Future re-
search could explore how these methods extend to higher-
dimensional systems and other spin models.
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