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The entanglement spectrum serves as a powerful tool for probing the structure and dynamics of
quantum many-body systems, revealing key information about symmetry, topology, and excitations.
While the entanglement entropy (EE) of ground states typically follows an area law, highly excited
states obey a volume law, leading to a striking contrast in their scaling behavior. In this paper, we
investigate the crossover between these two regimes, focusing on the role of quasi-particles (QPs)
in mediating this transition. By analyzing the energy dependence of EE in various many-body
systems, we explore how the presence of long-lived QPs influences the entanglement structure of
excited states. We present numerical results for spinless fermions, a spin chain near a many-body
localization transition, and the Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev (SYK) model, which lacks a conventional QP
description. Our findings are complemented by a theoretical model based on Fermi liquid theory,
providing insight into the interaction-dependent scaling of EE and its consistency with numerical
simulations. We find that a hallmark of QPs is a linear dependence of the eigenstate EE on energy,
which breaks down at high energy and in the limit of strong interaction. The slope of this linear
dependence reflects the QP weight, which reduces with interaction strength.

I. INTRODUCTION

The spectral properties of entanglement are a pow-
erful tool for analyzing various states of matter, pro-
viding deep insights into the complex quantum behav-
ior of many-body systems. For example, the entangle-
ment spectrum of a system’s ground state reveals critical
information about the system’s symmetries, topological
classifications, and low-energy excitations [1, 2]. Beyond
static characteristics, these spectral features are useful
for exploring the dynamics of many-body systems far
from equilibrium [3], such as many-body localized sys-
tems [4–6].

The simplest entanglement measure of many-body
quantum systems is the von Neumann entanglement en-
tropy (EE) between two regions of the system, which
is governed by two primary laws: the area law and the
volume law [7, 8]. The area law dictates the behavior
of entanglement in ground states, where the EE typi-
cally scales with the boundary area of the smaller region,
rather than its volume. On the other hand, the volume
law describes the entanglement of highly excited states,
where EE scales with the volume of the smaller region.
Consequently, the EE of excited states is parametrically
larger than that of the ground state. The crossover be-
tween the ground state and the excited states, as a func-
tion of excitation energy or excitation number, is a fas-
cinating yet challenging problem that has largely been
overlooked. By invoking the equivalence between the re-
duced density matrix (RDM) of a typical excited state
and that of a grand canonical ensemble with a tempera-
ture corresponding to the excitation energy, a crossover
function for the EE was proposed [9, 10]. For critical one-
dimensional systems, which are described by a conformal
field theory, this crossover function exhibits a linear de-
pendence on the temperature of the grand canonical en-

semble.
An important question in the study of quantum

many-body systems is the nature of emergent integra-
bility. When present, it allows for an effective de-
scription of many-body dynamics through quasi-particles
(QPs)—long-lived excitations whose properties closely
resemble those of free particles. By QPs, we refer to any
single-particle excitation with an asymptotically diverg-
ing lifetime, particularly in the low-energy limit. This
broad definition encompasses not only fermionic Landau
QPs but also bosonic QPs, such as phonons and magnons.
Given the significant role that QPs play in understand-

ing the low-energy behavior of many-particle systems, it
is natural to consider their relevance in explaining the
crossover between area and volume law of the EE. Indeed,
the presence or absence of QPs provides concrete predic-
tions for the EE of the ground state. In gapped systems,
the area law for ground-state EE strictly holds [11], while
in gapless quantum systems, the existence of QP excita-
tions introduces logarithmic corrections to the EE [2, 12].
These predictions are essentially a result of counting:
since QPs have well defined number statistics, they pro-
vide a way to “count” single-particle product states both
in the many-body ground state and in excited states
Interestingly, emergent non-interacting particles are

also a universal property of the highest-energy states of
a system with a bounded spectrum. This is because the
unitarity of wavefunctions limits the bandwidth of any
renormalizations due to virtual transitions. Thus, devia-
tions of EE from the QP scaling serves as a direct window
into the evolution of a system from a noninteracting to
strongly-interacting one.
In this paper, we explore the influence of QPs on

the entanglement properties of many-body excited eigen-
states. We conduct a numerical analysis of the energy
dependence of the eigenstates’ EE across three distinct
many-body systems, selected to represent a range of QP
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behaviors. The first model is spinless fermions with
nearest-neighbor interactions on a 1D lattice. The non-
interacting limit is a prime example of a system where
the excitations are well described QPs at all energies. For
the weakly interacting case the low energy beahvior is de-
scribed by a Luttinger liquid with bosonic QPs. When
interactions are strong, QPs are destroyed, and the sys-
tem may become unstable, leading to the formation of or-
dered states like charge density waves. The next model
we consider is the Imbrie model: A spin chain which
allegedly undergoes a many-body localization transition
[13–16]. Thus, low-lying excitations are localized while
higher ones are extended. These properties should be
clearly manifested in the EE. We expect that as long
as the excited stated are localized the EE does not de-
pend strongly on the energy, while in the metallic regime
we are back to a typical QP dependence of the EE on
energy. The last model we consider is in a sense the fur-
thest from the QP picture, namely the complex-fermion
Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev (CSYK) model[17–20]. For this case
we expect to see no dependence of the EE on energy.

We supplement the numerical results with a theoreti-
cal model. We employ Fermi liquid theory as a paradig-
matic example of emergent low-energy QPs, and compute
the dependence of the EE on interaction strength. This
theory is phenomenological and enables a high-energy ex-
pansion, where single fermion excitations provide an ade-
quate description. We find agreement with the numerical
results. Namely, the linear dependence of EE on energy
is reproduced, with an interaction dependent slope.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Sec.
II, we introduce the models used in this paper for study-
ing of entanglement entropy (EE) across different many-
body systems. These include the 1D spinless fermion
model, the transverse field Imbrie model, and the CSYK
model, each chosen for their distinct quasi-particle be-
havior. In Sec. III, we outline the methodology for cal-
culating EE using exact diagonalization, describing how
the entanglement is quantified for different energy states.
Sec. IV presents the numerical results for the EE of the
clean fermion lattice, highlighting the effects of interac-
tion strength and system size. It also covers the disorder-
averaged behavior in the Imbrie model and the unique
EE characteristics of the CSYK model. In Sec. IVD,
we develop a theoretical framework based on Fermi liq-
uid theory to capture the quasi-particle contributions to
EE, examining how the quasi-particle weight influences
entropy behavior as a function of temperature or energy.
Finally, Sec. V concludes with a discussion of the impli-
cations of our results for understanding many-body lo-
calization, quantum chaos, and quasi-particle breakdown
in strongly interacting systems.

II. MODELS

To investigate the role of quasi-particles in determin-
ing the dependence of EE on the excitation energy we

focus on three models exhibiting different QP behaviors.
The first model, corresponding to spinless fermions with
nearest-neighbor interactions on a 1D lattice, is given by:

H =

L∑
i=1

ϵiĉ
†
i ĉi − t

L−1∑
j=i

(ĉ†i ĉi+1 + h.c.) (1)

+U

L−1∑
j=i

(ĉ†i ĉi −
1

2
)(ĉ†i+1ĉi+1 −

1

2
),

Here, the on-site energy ϵi = 0, indicating a clean system.

ĉ†i is the creation operator of a spinless particle at site i, L
is the number of sites of the lattice, and t is the hopping
matrix element set as t = 1. The nearest-neighbor inter-
action strength is given by U . The number of electrons
N = L/2+1 corresponds to one electron above half-filling
to avoid pathologies associated with half-filling. The size
of the Hilbert space is M =

(
L
N

)
.

The second model is the transverse magnetic field spin
chain with L spins, sometimes referred to as the Imbrie
model [16, 21], which is given by:

Ĥ =

L∑
i

hiŜ
z
i +

∑
i

γiŜ
x
i +

L−1∑
i

JiŜ
z
i Ŝ

z
i+1, (2)

where hi is a random magnetic field in the ẑ direction on
site i, drawn from a box distribution between −W/2 and
W/2, γi = 1, Sa

i is the spin on site i in direction â, and
Ji are the nearest-neighbor spin-spin interactions drawn
from a box distribution in the range 0.8 to 1.2 [6, 22].
The size of the Hilbert space is M = 2L.
The third model is the complex spinless fermions for-

mulation of the Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev model [19, 20, 23] cor-
responding to:

Ĥ =

L∑
i>j>k>l

Vi,j,k,lĉ
†
i ĉ

†
j ĉk ĉl (3)

where there are L sites all coupled to each other by a
complex interaction, Vi,j,k,l, where the real and imag-
inary components are independently drawn from a box
distribution between −L−3/2/2 . . . L−3/2/2. The number
of fermions is conserved, and we considered the N = L/2

sector. The size of the Hilbert space is M =
(
L
N

)
.

III. ENTANGLEMENT ENTROPY
CALCULATIONS

For all models using exact diagonalization, we obtain
the eigenvalues εn and eigenvectors |Ψn⟩ for all M states
of the system.
The EE of the n-th state |Ψn⟩ in a sample partitioned

into two sections, A and B, each of length LA = LB =
L/2, is given by



3

Sn
A = −TrρnA ln ρnA, (4)

where the reduced density matrix ρnA = TrA|Ψn⟩⟨Ψn|.
Thus, using the calculated eigenvectors |Ψn⟩ one can

construct the reduced density matrix, diagonalize it and
using the eigenvalues of ρnA, calculate Sn

A for each eigen-
vector of the Hamiltonian.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

A. Fermions in a clean lattice

For 1D spinless, very weakly-interacting (U = 0.01)
fermions (Eq. (1)), the entanglement entropy (EE),
Sn
A, was calculated for many-particle states in the range

1 ≤ n ≤ M/2 (covering the energy range from the ground
state to the middle of the many-body band) for three
system sizes: L = 14, 16, 18 with N = 8, 9, 10, respec-
tively. This weak interaction is introduced because, in
the non-interacting case, many accidental degeneracies
occur, leading to ambiguity in defining the n-th eigen-
state and, consequently, in determining the EE.

The results are presented in Fig. 1. In the inset, we
plot the energy of the excited state above the ground
state, εn − ε0, versus the excess EE above the ground-
state EE, Sn

A − S0
A, for L = 18. Significant state-to-state

fluctuations in the EE are evident; however, a general
trend can still be observed. This trend is highlighted by
examining the local average ⟨Sn

A⟩P , where ⟨. . .⟩P denotes
the average over states between n − P/2 and n + P/2
(and is thus only defined for n > P/2), represented by
the continuous curve in the figure.

To capture the behavior of the EE at all energies, we
fit the following function Sn

A−S0
A = C tanh((εn−ε0)/ζ),

where C, ζ are fitting parameters. The logic behind this
form is that it captures the behavior of the EE both
at small and large energies. As can be seen in Fig.
1, the fit is quite good with C = 2.50, 2.81, 3.33, and
ζ = 4.02, 4.82, 5.33 for L = 14, 16, 18, respectively. Ex-
trapolating to excitations energies close to the ground
state results in a linear Sn

A − S0
A = (C/ζ)(εn − ε0),

where C/ζ = 0.62, 0.58, 0.62 for the three sizes. Thus,
the EE for different system sizes seems to have similar
slope at small energies.

We now examine the role of interactions in a system
with L = 16 and N = 9. As shown in Fig. 2, increas-
ing the strength of the nearest-neighbor electron-electron
interaction, U , suppresses the eigenstate entanglement
entropy (EE) while significantly broadening the energy
band, with the width exhibiting a quadratic dependence
on U . The local average of the EE, ⟨SnA⟩P=100, is
notably lower compared to the weakly interacting case
(U = 0.01). To analyze the behavior, we fit the EE to
C tanh((εn − ε0)/ζ). Here, ζ characterizes the onset of
EE saturation, while the slope near the ground state is
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FIG. 1. The excess entanglement entropy (EE) above the
ground-state value, Sn

A − S0
A, between the two halves of

the sample is plotted for the n-th many-particle state as a
function of the many-particle energy above the ground state,
εn − ε0, for three system sizes, L = 14, 16, 18, with weak
interaction U = 0.01. Each system is populated by one elec-
tron above half-filling, N = L/2 + 1. The continuous curves
represent local averages ⟨Sn

A⟩P with P = 50, 100, 200 for
L = 14, 16, 18, respectively. In the inset, the EE values for
all states for L = 18 are shown as symbols. To reduce vi-
sual clutter in the main plot, only the local averages ⟨Sn

A⟩P
are displayed for n > P/2. The dashed curve represents a
fit to the form C tanh((εn − ε0)/ζ), with fitting parameters
C = 2.50, 2.81, 3.33 and ζ = 4.02, 4.82, 5.33 for L = 14, 16, 18,
respectively.

given by C/ζ. The values of C, ζ, and C/ζ are shown in
the inset of Fig. 2.
We observe that both C and ζ decrease for weak in-

teractions (U < 0.5). For stronger interactions, however,
C continues to decrease, while ζ reverses direction and
increases. As previously noted, the many-particle band-
width expands, creating two opposing effects on ζ: a
decrease due to the earlier onset of EE saturation and an
increase due to the broadening of the energy band. This
interplay leads to a minimum in ζ at U ∼ 0.5, which
also manifests as a shift in the behavior of the slope
C/ζ—from a quadratic decrease with U at low values
to an almost linear dependence at higher values of U .

B. Imbrie model

For any disordered model, such as the Imbrie model
(Eq. 2), the local averaging used for clean systems can
be replaced by averaging over different realizations of
disorder, known as ensemble averaging. Here, we have
averaged over 100 different realizations of disorder for
each value of disorder strength W . Unlike clean sys-
tems, there is a qualitative change in the physical prop-
erties of the states as energy increases, specifically many-
body localization (MBL). In the localized range (low en-
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FIG. 2. The entanglement entropy (EE) is plotted for dif-
ferent strength of electron-electron interactions, U . The local
average EE, ⟨Sn

A⟩P=100 − ⟨S0
A⟩P=100, is shown versus the

many-particle energy εn − ε0, corresponding to the contin-
uous curves. The dashed curves represent fits to the form
C tanh((εn − ε0)/ζ). Inset: The parameters C and ζ are
plotted for U values in the range 0.01 to 4. The ratio C/ζ
(scaled by a factor of 10) extrapolates the slope at low ener-
gies and exhibits a primarily quadratic dependence on U for
weak interactions (U < 0.5), as indicated by the continuous
blue curve. For larger U , this ratio decreases approximately
linearly.

ergies), the EE is expected to remain constant, whereas
in the metallic regime, the EE should increase linearly
as long as the state is not to close to the middle of the
band. Thus, we expect that the EE may be described
by ⟨Sn

A⟩ − ⟨S0
A⟩ = −D + C tanh((εn − ε0)/ζ), where

D quantifies the energy at which the metallic behavior
commences.

Indeed, examining Fig. 3, one can see that for weak
disorder (W < 1), the metallic behavior begins close to
the bottom of the band (small values of D, see Table
I) and saturates towards the middle of the band. Thus,
these realizations are metallic even close to the ground
state. For stronger disorder, EE is flat for low energies
and an onset of the metallic behavior occurs at higher
energies commensurate with the picture of a crossover at
a critical value of energy. Examining the slope C/ζ (see
Table I) for larger disorder, W > 2, shiws that it be-
comes smaller, as might be expected. Thus, EE provides
a window into the crossover from localized to extended
behavior as function of the excitation energy. In order
to clearly characterize the crossover, a finite size scal-
ing procedure which takes into account the localization
length, akin to the one proposed in Ref. [24], should be
constructed and tested. This will be discussed in future
work.
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FIG. 3. Averaged EE, ⟨Sn
A⟩ beyond the ground-state EE

⟨S0
A⟩ vs. the many-particle state excitation εn − ε0, averaged

over 100 realizations of disordered spin chains of length L =
14 and different strength of disorder W . A fit of the EE to
⟨Sn

A⟩ − ⟨S0
A⟩ = −D + C tanh((εn − ε0)/ζ), with values of

D,C and ζ given in table I corresponds to the dashed curves.

W D C ζ C/ζ

0.5,1 0.67 5.17 4.59 1.13

1.5 1.12 5.64 4.58 1.23

2 1.58 6.13 4.98 1.23

2.5 1.75 6.36 6.12 1.04

3 1.48 6.05 8.32 0.73

TABLE I. Values of the fit parameters D,C and ζ to ⟨Sn
A⟩−

⟨S0
A⟩ = −D + C tanh((εn − ε0)/ζ) proposed in the text and

shown in Fig. 3

C. Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev (CSYK) model

The Complex Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev model is considered a
quintessential example of an interacting many-body sys-
tem that exhibits complete chaotic behavior, lacking a
quasi-particle description. This model has gained signifi-
cant attention due to its unique properties and profound
implications for our understanding of quantum chaos and
many-body physics [17–20, 23].

In Fig. 4, the EE averaged over 100 realizations for
a CSYK model with L = 16 sites and N = 8 fermions
is depicted as a function of energy. The most striking
difference from previous models is that the previous suc-
cessful fit to ⟨Sn

A⟩ − ⟨S0
A⟩ = C tanh((εn − ε0)/ζ) failes

for the CSYK model. Unlike models characterized by a
quasi-particle picture, there is no indication of a robust
linear dependence, developing into saturation at larger
energies. Thus quasi-particles result in a typical signa-
ture in the EE dependence on energy absent for model
with no QP’s.
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FIG. 4. EE, ⟨Sn
A⟩ − ⟨S0

A⟩, vs. the many-particle energy
of the state above the ground-state energy ε − ε0, averaged
over 100 realizations of the Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev (CSYK) model
with L = 16 sites at half-filling. A fit to ⟨SnA⟩ − ⟨S0A⟩ =
C tanh((εn − ε0)/ζ) corresponding to the dashed red curve is
quite poor .

D. Theoretical model using Fermi liquid theory

To capture the contribution of QPs to the EE discussed
earlier, we compute the eigenstate EE of a segment in a
one-dimensional Fermi liquid. While Fermi liquid the-
ory breaks down in one spatial dimension, it remains a
paradigmatic example of an interacting model with QPs,
where the QP weight can be continuously tuned. More-
over, in this case the Fermi liquid theory serves as a high-
energy expansion of the of the single-particle Green’s
function.

We evaluate the EE of a Fermi liquid using the corre-
lation matrix C

SA = −Tr[C ln C + (1− C) ln(1− C)], (5)

where

Cij = ⟨c†i (0)cj(0−)⟩ = G(i− j, 0−). (6)

Here, i, j = 1, 2, ...., LA denote the lattice points within

the subsystem A, c
(†)
i (τ) is the fermionic operator at i-th

site at imaginary time τ , and G is the imaginary time-
ordered Green’s function. ⟨..⟩ represents a thermal aver-
aging at some temperature T .
The Green’s function, G, consists of two components:

a quasiparticle (QP) contribution, weighted by the func-
tion Zk, and an incoherent background, which we ap-
proximate using a Lorentzian function with a width on
the order of the bandwidth (for details, see Appendix A).
The incoherent contribution is required to obey the sum
rule of the spectral function in our calculation. A finite
QP weight, 0 < ZkF

≤ 1, leads to a discontinuity in the
occupation at the Fermi energy in the limit of T = 0. In
the case of free fermions, ZkF

= 1, but as interactions
become stronger, ZkF

decreases, indicating a reduction

in QP weight. Thus, to study how the eigenstate EE
is affected by interactions we vary the QP weight. Sup-
ported by the numerical calculations (see Appendix A)
we consider the EE averaged over a small window of en-
ergies as equivalent to the EE of a thermal state with the
corresponding temperature.
The entropy per site S(T ) = SA/LA at half-filling and

as a function of T for various QP weights is shown in
Fig. 5(a). Here we subtract S0 = S(T = 0), obtained by
extrapolation of our finite T results. The curves S(T )−S0

vs. T are fitted with a second-order polynomial and show
clear linear behavior in the limit T → 0. The linear slope,
plotted in Fig. 5(c), decreases with the QP contribution,
Z. This indicates that in the absence of QPs, the de-
pendence of S on T will be very weak, resembling the
behavior observed in the CSYK model. Due to numeri-
cal constraints, we cannot directly evaluate S at ZkF

and
T → 0.
As mentioned above, a nonzero S0 appears due to the

incoherent background. We plot S0 as a function of Z in
Fig. 5(c). Its value tends towards 0.6 as more weight is
transferred from the QPs to the incoherent background
(Z → 0). This shows that the incoherent part in our phe-
nomenological model contributes to the entropy. How-
ever, this clearly depends on the mechanism that leads
to loss of QP weight. For example, close to Mott transi-
tion we expect the lost spectral weight to go to localized
states which contribute very little to entropy. For this
reason, we subtract the zero temperature value.

In summary, we observe that the existence of QPs leads
to a linear in T dependence of the bipartite EE. The slope
depends linearly on their weight. Thus, we expect that
the stronger the interaction is the smaller the slope is, in
agreement with the numerical simulation.

Our simulations were performed in one spatial dimen-
sion. The QP excitations above the ground state, if ex-
ist, are captured by a LL, which is very different in na-
ture compared to the QPs we used here, which belong to
Fermi liquid theory. Namely, these QPs are longitudinal
density waves. Nonetheless, these excitations still have
a “weight” and we expect it to reduce with interaction
strength. For example, at any intermediate scale there
are corrections to the LL coming from irrelevant terms.
These are expected to reduce the strength of the QP con-
tribution to correlations. The stronger the interactions
are the larger these corrections are going to be as well.

V. DISCUSSION

We examined how quasi-particle excitations influence
the bipartite entanglement entropy of eigenstates. We
analyzed a range of key models, specifically spinless
fermions with nearest-neighbor interactions, the Imbrie
model, and the complex fermionic SYK model. We found
that when quasi-particles are present, they contribute a
linear-in-energy component to the entanglement entropy.
The slope of this contribution is related to the quasi-
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FIG. 5. (a) Entropy is shown as a function of T for various QP weight ZkF . The squares represent numerical data points
and the solid lines represent fitting to a second-order polynomial. As ZkF decreases, the dependence of entropy on T becomes
weaker. (b) S0 = S(T = 0) obtained by extrapolating S(T ) to T = 0 approaches the value 0.6 as ZkF → 0, which represents
the contribution from the smooth background excitation in the Green’s function. (c) Shows the linear coefficients of the fitting
in (a) and it decreases with decreasing ZkF .

particle weight.
The origin of this dependence can be understood by

examining the many-body density of states. When it is
governed by quasi-particles, it grows exponentially with
energy. In this situation, thermal states, which are a
classical ensemble of pure state density matrices made
of these eigenstates, behave like the typical eigenstate.
To accommodate with thermodynamics the typical state
must therefore have an entropy that grows linearly with
energy. This should be contrasted with systems without
quasi-particles, where the many-body density of states
no longer grows exponentially with energy.

An interesting question regards the exact calculation
of the quasi-particle weight within Luttinger liquid the-

ory instead of Fermi liquid theory. This can be done by
computing the overlap between the low-energy counting
field and free bosonic excitations associated with density
(e.g. a harmonic chain). At any finite scale the non-
harmonic terms are finite and thus, also couple to the
harmonic excitations reducing the overlap.

Another important question regards the breakdown of
the quasiparticle behavior we observed at large interac-
tion strength. A series of minima in the eigenstate EE
emerges at well defined energies that seem to be regularly
spaced. It is interesting to understand whether these fea-
tures are related to the formation of quasi bands and
whether they reflect tendency towards ordered states.
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[5] M. Serbyn, Z. Papić, and D. A. Abanin, Universal slow
growth of entanglement in interacting strongly disordered
systems, Physical review letters 110, 260601 (2013).

[6] D. Abanin, J. H. Bardarson, G. De Tomasi, S. Gopalakr-
ishnan, V. Khemani, S. Parameswaran, F. Pollmann,
A. Potter, M. Serbyn, and R. Vasseur, Distinguishing lo-
calization from chaos: Challenges in finite-size systems,
Annals of Physics 427, 168415 (2021).

[7] L. Amico, R. Fazio, A. Osterloh, and V. Vedral, En-
tanglement in many-body systems, Reviews of Modern

Physics 80, 517 (2008).
[8] J. Eisert, M. Cramer, and M. B. Plenio, Area laws for

the entanglement entropy - a review, Reviews of Modern
Physics 82, 277 (2010).

[9] B. Swingle and T. Senthil, Universal crossovers between
entanglement entropy and thermal entropy, Physical Re-
view B—Condensed Matter and Materials Physics 87,
045123 (2013).

[10] Q. Miao and T. Barthel, Eigenstate entanglement:
Crossover from the ground state to volume laws, Physical
Review Letters 127, 040603 (2021).

[11] M. B. Hastings, An area law for one-dimensional quan-
tum systems, Journal of statistical mechanics: theory
and experiment 2007, P08024 (2007).

[12] D. Gioev and I. Klich, Entanglement entropy of fermions
in any dimension and the widom conjecture, Physical re-
view letters 96, 100503 (2006).

[13] B. L. Altshuler, Y. Gefen, A. Kamenev, and L. S. Levitov,
Quasiparticle lifetime in a finite system: A nonperturba-
tive approach, Phys. Rev. Lett. 78, 2803 (1997).

[14] D. M. Basko, I. L. Aleiner, and B. L. Altshuler,
Metal–insulator transition in a weakly interacting many-

https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.80.517
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.80.517
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.82.277
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.82.277


7

electron system with localized single-particle states, An-
nals of Physics 321, 1126 (2006).

[15] I. V. Gornyi, A. D. Mirlin, and D. G. Polyakov, Interact-
ing electrons in disordered wires: Anderson localization
and low-t transport, Physical Review Letters 95, 206603
(2005).

[16] J. Z. Imbrie, On many-body localization for quantum
spin chains, Journal of Statistical Physics 163, 998
(2016).

[17] S. Sachdev and J. Ye, Gapless spin-fluid ground state in
a random quantum heisenberg magnet, Physical review
letters 70, 3339 (1993).

[18] J. Maldacena, The large-n limit of superconformal field
theories and supergravity, International journal of theo-
retical physics 38, 1113 (1999).

[19] Y.-Z. You, A. W. Ludwig, and C. Xu, Sachdev-ye-kitaev
model and thermalization on the boundary of many-
body localized fermionic symmetry-protected topological
states, Physical Review B 95, 115150 (2017).

[20] T. Li, J. Liu, Y. Xin, and Y. Zhou, Supersymmetric syk
model and random matrix theory, Journal of High Energy
Physics 2017, 1 (2017).

[21] J. Z. Imbrie, Diagonalization and many-body localization
for a disordered quantum spin chain, Physical review let-
ters 117, 027201 (2016).

[22] R. Berkovits, Large-scale behavior of energy spectra of
the quantum random antiferromagnetic ising chain with
mixed transverse and longitudinal fields, Phys. Rev. B
105, 104203 (2022).

[23] R. Berkovits, Sachdev-ye-kitaev model: Non-self-
averaging properties of the energy spectrum, Phys. Rev.
B 107, 035141 (2023).

[24] R. Berkovits, Entanglement entropy in a one-dimensional
disordered interacting system: The role of localization,
Physical Review Letters 108, 176803 (2012).

Appendix A: Analytic computation of the EE in a
Fermi liquid

The Green’s function in Eq. (6) in the momentum and
Mastubara frequency space is written as

G(i− j, 0−) =
1

β

∑
k

∑
n

G(k, ωn)e
ik(i−j)eiωn0

−
. (A1)

Using the spectral density A(k, ω), we express

G(k, ωn) =

∞∫
−∞

dω

2π

A(k, ω)

iωn − ω
, (A2)

where A(k, ω) is related to the retarded Green’s function
as

A(k, ω) = −2ImGR(k, ω). (A3)

Therefore,

Cij =
∑
k

∞∫
−∞

dω

2π
eik(i−j)

∮
dz

2iπ

A(k, ω)

z − ω
nF (z)

=
∑
k

eik(i−j)

∞∫
−∞

dω

2π
A(k, ω)nF (ω), (A4)

where nF is the Fermi-Dirac distribution arising in the
standard complex integration to sum over the Mastubara
frequencies.
The spectral density has two parts in it such that

A(k, ω) = AQP (k, ω) +ABG(k, ω),

where AQP (k, ω) is the quasiparticle contribution given
by

AQP (k, ω) = −2
Z2
kΓ(k, ω)

(ω − ϵk)2 + Γ2(k, ω)Z2
k

. (A5)

Here, Γ(k, ω) is the imaginary part of the self-energy,
and we assume the real part to be zero, since it only
renormalizes the bare dispersion ϵk. We approximate
Γ(k, ω) = a(ϵ2k + T 2) with a proportionality constant a
as a free parameter.
ABG(k, ω) represents the smooth background excita-

tion. To keep the sum rule,
∫∞
−∞ A(k, ω)dω/(2π) = 1,

intact we approximate ABG(k, ω) = (1 − Zk)fk(ω), as∫∞
−∞ AQP (k, ω)dω/(2π) = Zk. fk(ω) is a smooth broad

range function of ω with
∫∞
−∞ fk(ω)dω/(2π) = 1. fk(ω)

is approximated as 2W/[(ω − ϵk)
2 + W 2] for W ≫ ϵkF

.
For example, Fig. 6(b) illustrates fk(ω) whose center is
at ω = ϵk for each k.
We model Zk = 1 − 2λbZ/[ϵ

2
k + b2Z ] with λ and bZ as

free parameters, as shown in Fig. 6(a) for bZ = 0.1 and
λ = 0.02.
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FIG. 6. (a) We model Zk using a Lorentzian dip near the fermi
momentum, where Zk < 1 due to interaction. The missing
(1−Zk) amount of spectral weight contributes to the smooth
particle-hole excitation for each k. (b) We model this smooth
background using another Lorentz function fk(ω) having a
width comparable to the bandwidth.
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