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Abstract

The spin-1/2 three-leg antiferromagnetic Heisenberg spin ladder is studied under open boundary
condition (OBC) and cylinder boundary condition (CBC), using the density matrix renormalization
group and matrix product state methods, respectively. Specifically, we calculate the energy density,
entanglement entropy, and concurrence while discussing the effects of interleg interaction Jo and
the alternating coupling parameter v on these quantities. It is found that the introduction of ~
can completely reverse the concurrence distribution between odd and even bonds. Under CBC,
the generation of the interleg concurrence is inhibited when v = 0, and the introduction of v can
cause interleg concurrence between chains 1 and 3, in which the behavior is more complicated due
to the competition between CBC and ~. Additionally, we find that ~ induces two types of long-
distance entanglement (LDE) in the system under OBC: intraleg LDE and interleg one. When
the system size is sufficiently large, both types of LDE reach similar strength and stabilize at a
constant value. The study indicates that the three-leg ladder makes it easier to generate LDE
compared with the two-leg system. However, the generation of LDE is inhibited under CBC which
the spin frustration exists. In addition, the calculated results of energy, entanglement entropy
and concurrence all show that there are essential relations between these quantities and phase
transitions of the system. Further, we predict a phase transition point near v = 0.54 under OBC.
The present study provides valuable insights into understanding the phase diagram of this class of

systems.
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I. INTRODUCTION

As early as 1935, Einstein, Podlsky and Rosen Proposed a special state for two particles
(known as the EPR state), commonly referred to as an entangled state, which cannot be
written as the direct product of states of two subsystems|[l]. Quantum entanglement is
the non-local quantum correlation, indicating that it remains unaffected by the distance
between the two subsystems and persists regardless of how far apart they are. This concept
is vital in quantum mechanics and plays a crucial role in various fields, including condensed
matter physics and quantum information science, such as quantum computing, quantum
communication, quantum cryptography, etc.[2-9].

Back in 2002, Osterloh et al. investigated the quantum entanglement in one-dimensional
XY and Ising models under external magnetic fields. They analyzed the ground state wave
function in the critical region and uncovered the connection between quantum entanglement
and quantum phase transitions|10, [11]. Following this pioneering work, the study of quantum
entanglement in spin systems has garnered increasing interest[12-15]. As is well-known to
all, one-dimensional spin systems have computational advantages and can be solved exactly
or treated with the renormalization group method. Significant progress has been made in
elucidating the relationship between quantum entanglement and phase transitions in these
one-dimensional spin systems|16-21].

In the other aspect, spin ladders play a crucial role in explaining the crossover be-
haviour between one-dimensional and two-dimensional Heisenberg antiferromagnets. These
systems can model a class of materials, including Sr,,_;Cu,1109,, LagCagCuy404; and
Cuy(CsH12N2)2Cly, among others|22-24]. In 1996, Dagotto et al. demonstrated that Heisen-
berg spin ladders with an even number of legs feature energy gaps and exhibit short-range
correlations[25]. In contrast, ladders with an odd number of legs lack energy gaps and in-
stead display power-law correlations[26], which is similar to the corresponding spin chains.
These theoretical findings have been confirmed in actual materials such as (VO),P207 and
the cuprate series|27]. Moreover, both experimental and theoretical investigations have
revealed fascinating crossover behaviours, such as significant magnetic field effects and dy-
namic properties[27-31]. Research shows that antiferromagnetic systems, when there is spin
frustration and strong quantum fluctuations, manifest unique phenomenal32]. Recently,

Almeida et al. used the density matrix renormalization group (DMRG) method and a hard-



core boson mapping technique to investigate the phase diagram of the frustrated Heisenberg
ladder under a magnetic field. They gave the conditions for the exchange coupling pa-
rameters when there are first-order phase transition lines and bicritical points in the phase
diagram[33].

In 2003, Bose designed a mechanism for short-range quantum communication using spin
chains as quantum channels|34]. Subsequently, it is proposed that a strong and stable
entanglement between two spins that are far away and do not directly interact could be
used for long-distance quantum communication. As we all know, in a general short-range
interacting system, the pairwise entanglement decays rapidly as the distance between the
two spins increases|5, [35]. However, Venuti et al. discovered that the XXX spin chain with
alternating interactions exhibits long-distance entanglement (LDE) under open boundary
conditions (OBC)[36]. In the experiment, Sahling et al. confirmed the presence of LDE
in antiferromagnetic spin chains with alternating interactions for the first time in 2015[37].
This finding has sparked significant interest in the application of alternating interaction
spin models within the field of quantum information[38-45]. In 2022, using the DMRG
method, we studied the two-leg antiferromagnetic Heisenberg spin system and found that
the alternating interactions are conducive to the generation and enhancement of LDE, while
the anisotropic interaction inhibits LDE[46].

For the three-leg Heisenberg spin ladder, in the last 20 years, Azzouz et al. calculated
the phase diagram and magnetic properties; however, there are few studies on quantum
entanglement and quantum correlation[47-51]. In 1996, Frischmuth investigated the mag-
netic susceptibility and entropy of one-, three-, and five-leg Heisenberg spin ladders under
uniform and staggered interactions, respectively, by using the Monte Carlo cycle algorithm
and exact diagonalization method[26]. In 2002, Wang studied the ground-state phase di-
agram of a spin-1/2 frustrated three-leg antiferromagnetic Heisenberg ladder, a symmetric
doublet phase and a quartet one were found in the system by the DMRG method[52]. More
recently, in 2016, Wang applied the bond mean field method to study the magnetism of a
three-leg antiferromagnetic spin-1/2 Heisenberg ladder. They provided the mean-field bond
parameters and computed the concurrence values, thereby substantiating the occurrence of
phase transitions[53].

In this paper, we investigate the three-leg antiferromagnetic spin-1/2 Heisenberg lad-

der through the DMRG method, using matrix product states (MPS) as described in



reference[54]. We quantify the dependence of the energy density, entanglement entropy,
and concurrence on the interleg interaction J, and the alternating coupling parameter ~y
under OBC and cylinder boundary condition (CBC), respectively. This paper is organized
as follows: In Sec. [I, we present the Hamiltonian of the system and introduce the DMRG
algorithm, calculating the energy of the system when v = 0; In Sec. [ we calculate the
nearest-neighbour concurrence under the OBC and CBC for v = 0. In Sec. [V] the effects

of v and CBC on the entanglement of the system are discussed. Sec. [Vlis the conclusion.

II. MODEL AND ENERGY DENSITY

Consider a three-leg Heisenberg spin ladder with alternating coupling parameter 7 (the
structure diagram is shown in Fig. 1), and its Hamiltonian can be expressed as

3 L-1

n L
H = 1 LE_l ;_1 Ji (1 +(-1) th-l 7) ik Oitlk T kg_l ;_1 Jo (Uz’,k . Uz’,k+1>] ) (1)
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where o) = of i+ Uzkj + ofk, 0fy (o = 1,y, 2) are the Pauli operators on the i-th site

in the chain-k, and the corresponding matrix form in the o representation are

- 01 0-1 : 10
Oik = (1 0) Uzk = (I O)a Oik = (0 _1)> (2)

in which [ is the imaginary unit. L is the length of a single chain; J; > 0 and Jy > 0
represent the antiferromagnetic interactions of nearest-neighbour spins along legs (intraleg,
x direction) and rungs (interleg, y direction), respectively. When n = 2, the system is in
OBC; When n = 3, 0fy = o7, there is an interaction J; between the nearest-neighbour spins
of the first and third chains, corresponding to CBC in the y direction of the system, in which
the spin frustration exists. v = 0 corresponds to the special case of uniform interactions,
and 0 < v < 1 corresponds to the case of alternating coupling. J;(1 — ) and Ji(1 + )
describe the "weak bond” and ”strong bond”, which are shown by the dashed and solid red
lines in Fig. 1, respectively.

In this study, we use the DMRG method to calculate the energy and entanglement of
the system. It is well known that in this method, any target state |1)) can be represented

as the superposition form of two subsystems [¢)) = ZCW i) 4 |7) 5. By applying singular
]

value decomposition, the state can be represented as [i)) = Zwa |lha) A | ha) g, Where |wal®

>
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FIG. 1: Schematic diagram of the three-leg alternately coupled spin ladder. The nearest neighbor

interactions in the = direction are alternately strong and weak.

indicates the proportion of the |u,) in |1)). By preserving at most m maximum eigenvalues
w, and their corresponding eigenvector |u,), the target state can be represented by the

—\ |2
truncated state |y — ‘w>‘ . The ground state is set as the

1Z>, with the truncation error
target state, and a maximum of m = 400 states are reserved, which is enough to keep the

truncation error ~107%. In order to avoid the program cannot accurately identify the system

)

when it is in ground state degeneracy, perturbation p (Zai) 2, p = 0.001, is introduced into
the Hamiltonian.

In this section, we initially investigate the case of v = 0 under the OBC and CBC (during
the calculation that J; = 1). The energy density of the ground state, ey = Ey/N, as well
as the energy densities for the first and second excited states (e; and es), are investigated.
Additionally, the energy gaps Ae; = e; — eg and Aey = €5 — ey are examined as functions
of the parameters L and J, which are shown in Fig. 2. The effects of boundary condition,
system size L and interleg interaction .J; on them are discussed.

Figure 2(a) illustrates the relation between ey and L for several values of Jo. As L
increases, e gradually decreases and converges to a stable value. Notably, when L > 24 ¢,
remains constant, indicating that it is not sensitive to the system size. Therefore, we will
use L = 24 for the subsequent calculations. By comparing the variations of ey under the
two boundary conditions with J, we find that due to spin frustration in the system under
CBC, the ground state energy density under OBC is lower than that under CBC, and their
difference increases with the increase of J,. Additionally, the ey gradually decreases with J,
increases, which indicates that J, exerts an inhibition effect on the energy density. In the

special case of Jo = 0, ¢y gradually converges to 1/4 - In 2 as L increases, which is consistent
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FIG. 2: (a) The variations of the energy density of ground state ey with L for certain values of .J,,
and eg gradually converges to a stable value with the increase of L. (b) The variations of Ae; =
e1 — eg with L for certain .J, showing a trend towards zero as L increases. The inset gives the
variations of Ae; and Aey = ey — ¢y with L for Jo = 0.5 under the OBC. The full and half-filled

symbols correspond to the systems under the OBC and CBC, respectively.

with the result given by Bethe Ansatz method@].

Figure 2(b) displays the variations of Ae; with L for certain J;. The value of Jy has
little impact on Ae;, and Ae; gradually decreases to zero with the increase of L, which
is consistent with the result that odd-leg ladders have no energy gap@]. The difference
between the energy densities ey and ¢ is further studied, and the results are presented in
the inset of Fig. 2(b). As an example, under OBC, when J; = 0.5, both Ae; and Aes
gradually decrease to zero as L increases. Through calculations of energy density, we find
that the degeneracies of both e; and the ey are three, indicating that the ground state
and first and second excited states are degenerate under the thermodynamic limit, so the

degeneracy of the system’s ground state is seven.

III. CONCURRENCE IN HEISENBERG SPIN LADDER

In the previous section, we calculate the energy density of the system. Next, we investi-

gate the entanglement properties when v = 0, the nearest-neighbor pairwise entanglement



in the ground state is calculated, and the influence of J; and boundary condition on the
entanglement properties is studied. The pairwise entanglement can be measured by concur-
rence C; ;, which represents the entanglement between the i-th and j-th sites in a many-body

system. The C;; can be calculated using the expression|56],

C'Lj:max{\/)\:—\/)\ig—\/)\:— )\1,0}, (3)

where Ay (k=1,2,3,4) are the non-negative eigenvalues of pi,j,zmwith increasing order,
and the reduced density matrix p; ; for the two spins ¢ and j can be obtained by tracing
VY (), pi; = (0! ® o?) p;i; (0! ® 0¥) is the spin-flip density

matrix operator of p;j, p;; is the complex conjugate of p; ;.

out other spins p; ; =Tro0, 0,

A. Intraleg entanglement
1. Spatial distributions of concurrence

We study the spatial distributions of intraleg concurrence C; 41 (where Ci 1 = Cj i1
are the concurrence of bond between sites @ and i + 1, ¢ = odd (even) corresponding odd
(even) bonds) under two boundary conditions. In the case of OBC, each site in chain-k
(k =1 and 3) is connected by a single interaction J,; however, each site in chain-k (k = 2) is
connected by two interactions. Due to the different spin interactions present in each chain,
the concurrence behaviour observed in k = 2 is different from that in k£ = 1(3). Under CBC,
each site in chain-k (k = 1,2,3) has the same number of interactions .Jo connecting each
site, leading all chains to display similar entanglement properties.

Figure 3 shows the spatial distributions of intraleg concurrence in k£ = 1(3) and 2 under
OBC and CBC with L = 24, respectively. The results indicate that when .J; takes a
certain value, the concurrence of odd bonds is greater than that of even bonds, leading to
a phenomenon known as entanglement separation between odd and even bonds. Despite
the uniform interactions among all spins in the chain, the open boundary condition in
the x-direction results in an alternating dimerization of concurrence, which enhances the
entanglement of odd bonds located near both ends of the chain. Similar phenomena have also
been reported in previous literature that studied the spin-1/2 Heisenberg antiferromagnet

and XXZ chains|57, 58].
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FIG. 3: Spatial distributions of intraleg concurrence with L = 24. (a) and (b) show the distributions

in £ = 1(3) and 2 under OBC, respectively. (c) shows the distributions under CBC. There exist

the phenomena of entanglement separation between odd and even bonds. The full-filled symbols

represent the concurrence on odd bonds, and the half-filled symbols represent the concurrence on

even bonds.

FIG. 4: Schematic diagrams of the bonds studied in the system with L = 24. (a) Four intraleg

bonds: 1-2, 2-3, 11-12, 12-13. (b) Four interleg bonds: 1, 2, 11, 12.

Although the spatial distributions of intraleg concurrence exhibit a similar trend under
two boundary conditions, the difference in concurrence between odd and even bonds varies
significantly for certain values of .J,. Taking J, = 1.5 as an example, the value of the differ-
ence of concurrence between odd and even bonds in the middle of the chain is approximately
0.07 in k£ = 1, while it is nearly zero in k = 2 under OBC. It is worth noting that in the
case of CBC, this difference becomes more pronounced, indicating that the effect of J; on

concurrence varies under the two boundary conditions.
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FIG. 5: Relation between concurrence and Jo among nearest-neighbor spins in the chain, L = 24:
(a) and (b) are the variations of concurrence with J; (OBC) of chain-1 and chain-2, respectively.
There are two different trends of odd and even bond entanglement. (c) is the variation of concur-
rence with Jo (CBC). (d) Variations of the difference between the concurrence of nearest-neighbor

bonds with Js.

2. The effect of Jo on the concurrence

To further investigate the effects of .J, and boundary conditions on intraleg entanglement,
we calculate the concurrence of four typical bonds Cy_5, Cy 3, C11.12 and C1o.13 (see Fig. 4(a)).
It can be observed from Fig.5 that with the increase of Js, the concurrence of odd bonds (Ci.o
and C11.12) gradually decreases, i.e., J, exerts a suppressive effect on concurrence within odd

bonds. Meanwhile, the concurrence of the even bonds (Cs.3 and C19.13) initially increases and

10



then subsequently decreases. A comparison of the concurrence variations with J; reveals
that the concurrence of chain-2 rapidly decreases to zero as J, increases, indicating that
the inhibiting effect of J; on concurrence in chain-2 is more pronounced than in chain-1.
Additionally, we note that the strength of the concurrence in the odd (even) bonds differs
between the two chains, and as Js increases, (.o and (4112 of chain-1 consistently remain
greater than those in chain-2. Cy 3 and (513 of chain-2 is larger than those in chain-1 when
Jo < 0.75 and 0.4, respectively, as detailed in Figs. 5(a) and 5(b). The boundary conditions
do not affect the variation trend of bond concurrence with J, but the difference between

C41.12 and C1o.13 under CBC is significantly larger than that under OBC (see Fig. 5(c)).

3. Dimerization of the concurrence

To delve into the impact of boundary conditions on the dimerization of concurrence, we
use the difference in concurrence between nearest-neighbour bonds, ACt; = (.5 — Cs.3 and
AC5 = Ch1.12 — C1o.13, as measures of the concurrence dimerization strength. As depicted
in Fig. 5(d), as Jo increases, AC; under OBC and CBC gradually decreases. However,
the reduction in AC; under CBC is significantly smaller compared to that under OBC,
indicating that J, plays a suppressive effect on the dimerization effect of the bonds at both
ends of the chain. Conversely, the frustration caused by CBC plays a promoting effect on
the dimerization effect. Different from AC;, AC5 initially decreases before increasing as Jo
increases, with this trend being particularly noticeable under CBC. This suggests that the
inhibitory effect of J, on the dimerization of the central part of the chain transitions from
strong to weak. Considering the CBC, the system demonstrates a phenomenon known as
spin frustration. The competition between the frustration and J; reaches a balance when
Jo =~ 0.3, and the promotion effect of CBC on the dimerization effect is stronger than the

inhibition effect of Jy when Jy > 0.3.

B. Interleg entanglement

In this subsection, we calculate the spatial distribution of interleg concurrence C; and
the concurrence in four bonds Cy, Cy, C1; and Ciy (corresponding positions in the system

with L = 24 are shown in Fig. 4(b)) under OBC (see Fig. 6). Figure 6(a) shows the spatial

11
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FIG. 6: Interleg concurrence, L = 24: (a) Spatial distributions of the interleg concurrence. (b)

Concurrence of four representative interleg bonds varies with .J5, which first appears at J, = 0.2.

The inset shows the derivative of C'1; with respect to Jo, and there is a maximum value at Joy = 0.6.

distribution when J, takes several values. Obviously, the concurrence values at both ends
are the largest, and the remaining concurrence values are basically in a uniform distribution,
and the larger Js is, the larger the interleg concurrence is. In Fig. 6(b), when J; is small,
the interleg concurrence does not exist; when Jy closes to Jo, = 0.2, C appears first and
then gradually increases. Cs, C1; and C} have similar phenomena to C, but the values of
Jy, are different. The inset is the curve of the derivative of C'; with respect to .Jo, in which
there is a maximum value of Cy; at J; = 0.6.

Additionally, we study the case of CBC and discover that C; always remains at zero,
i.e., they are in a dead state as .Jy increases. It can be verified that, in this case, the spin

frustration phenomenon exists, which inhibits the generation of interleg concurrence.

IV. HEISENBERG LADDER WITH ALTERNATING COUPLINGS

The above section, we also calculate the LDE in the case of v = 0. The findings indicate
that LDE (e.g., concurrence between sites 1 and L in chain-1) is zero in this case. Previous
study has shown that the introduction of v is conducive to the generation of LDE, which

can introduce more abundant entanglement phenomena into the system|[46]. In this section,

12



considering OBC, we investigate the influence of v on the system’s energy, entanglement
entropy and concurrence, especially LDE, and further discuss the relation between quantum
entanglement and quantum phase transitions (during calculation that J, = J; = 1).
According to the DMRG method, the whole system is divided into system block A and
environment block B. For a quantum system containing two subsystems A and B, the Von
Neumann entropy[59, [60] is defined as the partial entanglement entropy of two subsystems

A or BJ61],
S=5(pa) =5 (ps) = —Tr (palog ps) = —Tr (pplog pg) = =3 Ailog A;, (4)

where py =Trp (paB), pB =Tra (paB), pap = p is the ground state density matrix of the

system, \; is the nonzero eigenvalue of ps or pg.

A. Energy density and entanglement entropy

Without loss of generality, similar to the Sec. [Il we calculate the energy density eq, first
excited state energy density e; and their difference Ae;, which vary with L and v (see Fig.
7). From Fig. 7(a), we find that ey gradually decreases and converges to a stable value with
the increase of L. Compared to the case when v = 0, the convergence rate of ey to the stable
value decreases with the increase of L due to the introduction of 7. For small values of ~,
eo essentially converges when L = 28, but for larger values of 7, the convergence rate of ¢
is slower. As an example, we fit the data in Fig. 7(a) when v = 0.9 and get the relation
between ey and L, ey = 0.358exp(—L/2.715)+0.124exp(—L/12.352) —0.738. When L — oo,
eo = —0.738. According to the data of Fig. 7(a), when v = 0.9 and L = 28, ¢; = —0.726,
which is near —0.738. In order to study the phase transition, it is necessary to calculate
the case of L — oo. For convenience, the system with L = 28 is chosen to calculate the
entanglement in the next subsection.

Next, we study the influence of v on the system energy and entanglement entropy (see
Figs. 7(b) - (d)). In Fig. 7(b), it is observed that when L takes several values, Ae; first
decreases with the increase of ~, then slightly increases around v = 0.54, and subsequently
drops to zero. Figure 7(c) indicates that with the increase of 7, there are two minimum
values of the second derivative of ey at v = 0.04 and 0.56. Figure 7(d) shows that the S

varies with v when L takes different values, and the analysis reveals that there are two peaks
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FIG. 7: Ground state energy density eg, energy gap Ae; and entanglement entropy S: (a) ep
gradually decreases and converges to a stable value with the increase of L. (b) Variations of Ae;
with v for L = 16,24, 28, 36,40, where there is a small peak near v = 0.54 when L = 40. (c) The
second derivative of ey with respect to 7. (d) There are two peaks in the variations of S with .

The inset shows the first derivative of S with respect to 7.

of S with the increase of v, and the larger L is, the more obvious the peak values are. The
inset in Fig. 7(d) shows that with the increasing L, there are two maximum values of the
derivative of S at v = 0.04 and 0.54, respectively.

Based on the above analysis of energy density gap and entanglement entropy, we predict

that there are two phase transition points at about v = 0.04 and 0.54 in the system.
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FIG. 8: Intraleg and interleg concurrence spatial distributions (L = 28, J; = J; = 1). (a)
and (b) are the spatial distributions of nearest-neighbour concurrence of chains-1 and 2 when
v = 0,0.1,0.2,0.4, and the distributions of concurrence reverse the separation of odd and even
bonds when v > 0, where the full-filled symbol represents concurrence on odd bonds, the half-filled
symbol represents concurrence on even bonds. (c) is the spatial distribution of interleg concurrence

between chains-1(3) and 2 when v = 0,0.1,0.3,0.5,0.6,0.7.

B. Effect of v on entanglement

This subsection investigates the effect of v on intraleg and interleg concurrence by calcu-
lating the spatial distribution of the nearest-neighbour spins concurrence in chain-1(3) and

2, along with the variations of C'y, Cs, C}3 and C'4 with v when L = 28.

1. spatial distributions of nearest-neighbor concurrence

In Sec. [TAl we have obtained that when v = 0, due to the influence of the OBC in
the = direction of the system, the phenomenon of odd and even bond separation appears
in the intraleg concurrence. Figures 8(a) and (b) show the spatial distribution of nearest-
neighbor entanglement Cj ;1) when v takes several values. It can be seen that introducing
v (when J; = Jy = 1, this problem can be seen as the competition between v and OBC)
makes the concurrence of odd and even bonds in chain-1 gradually weaken and strengthen,
respectively. In contrast to the intraleg concurrence, the interleg concurrence distribution

across the rungs exhibits greater uniformity. Figure 8(c) shows that due to the influence
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FIG. 9: (a) Concurrence of the "strong bonds” Cr,/o_1).1,/2 in the middle of the chain varies with
7 for different system sizes L. (b) Variation of the derivative of C(y/o_1y_r /o With respect to v
in chain-2. With the increase of L, the value of v gradually tends to 0.54 when dC\y/o_1)_1,/2/dYy
reaches the maximum value. (c¢) The relation between the concurrence of the four transverse bonds
and the « for L = 28. The inset shows the derivative of C13 with respect to 7, where there is a

minimum at v = 0.54.

of boundary conditions, the interleg concurrence at both ends, C; and Cyg is larger than
(4 at the middle of the ladder. In addition, the concurrence values in the middle of the
chain are nearly identical, indicating that the dimerization effect brought by OBC only
affects the concurrence of a few bonds at both ends. As can be seen from Fig. 8(c), the
interleg concurrence has reached a uniform distribution in the middle of the ladder, i.e.,

013 = 014 = CY15-

2. Further verification of phase transition point

In order to further study the relation between quantum entanglement and phase transi-
tions of the system, we calculate the concurrence C(r/2-1).1/2 of the “strong bonds” at the
centre of chain-2 (this selection is made to minimize the boundary effects), and discuss the
dependence of C(z/2-1).1,/2 on vy for different system sizes L (see Figs. 9(a) and (b)).

Figure 9(a) shows the function of the C(1,/2-1).1/2 in chain-2 with v for different L values.
The results indicate that the concurrence monotonically increases with v and remains largely

independent of the system size L (which means that the concurrence is insensitive to L) for
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v < 0.5 and v > 0.9; when 0.5 < v < 0.9, the concurrence increases with L. A notable
feature is the presence of a maximum in the first derivative of C(z/2_1).1/2 With respect to
7, as shown in Fig. 9 (b). It is important that as L — oo, the extreme point v = 0.54 is
close to the predicted phase transition point.

To further discuss the influence of v on interleg concurrence, the C;, Cy, Ci3 and C'4 are
studied for L = 28 (see Fig. 9(c)). The results indicate that Ci3 and Cy4 gradually decrease
to zero at v = 0.54. In contrast, C persists for a larger v value before diminishing to zero,
a behaviour attributed to the dimerization effect. The inset in Fig. 9(c) is the derivative of
the middle bond concurrence C13(C14), in which there is a minimum value near v = 0.54,

which corresponds to the predicted phase transition point.

C. Long-distance entanglement

Next, we investigate the LDE within the system. After calculation, one finds that there
are two types of LDE in this system, C] and C%. C] is the entanglement between sites 1
and L in k = 1(3), and C? is the entanglement between site 1 in k = 1(3) and site L in
k=3(1).

Figure 10(a) demonstrates that both C} and C?7 tend to be stable with the increase
of L and converge completely at L. = 28, which indicates that LDE is not sensitive to
L. Consequently, high-intensity entanglement can still be obtained in an infinite system.
Comparing C] and C?%, one finds that when L is very small, the two kinds of LDE reach the
same strength. It is indicated that for the ladder structure, the difference between the two
kinds of LDE gradually decreases to zero with the increase of L, which can be easily seen
from the ladder structure.

Figure 10(b) shows the variation of C] with v and the convergence with the system size
L. The result reveals that, due to the influence of the interleg coupling J,, the two-leg
ladder requires a larger v value to generate LDE compared to a single spin chain. Our
calculations indicate that the three-leg ladder necessitates a smaller v value for LDE to
generate in comparison to the two-leg ladder. Taking L = 16 as an example, the LDE in
the two-leg ladder appears at about v = 0.51, while v = 0.46 for the three-leg ladder. There
is a maximum value of the first derivative of C} with respect to v in the inset. As L — oo,

the extreme point value v = 0.58 is near the critical point of the quantum phase transition.
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D. Effect of spin frustration on entanglement

As established in the previous section, for the system with the OBC, ~ can give rise to
LDE. However, we find that LDE = 0 in the system with CBC, which can be interpreted
as due to spin frustration that exists in the system under CBC. Here, we will further study
the effect of spin frustration in the system on nearest-neighbor entanglement.

In Sec. [[II Bl we already know there is no interleg concurrence in the system with v = 0
and CBC. However, the calculation in the case of CBC shows that v can cause concurrence
between chains-1 and 3. This phenomenon arises because the distributions of intraleg spin
interactions in chains-1 and 3 are identical (see Fig. 1). As an example, we study the
distribution of the interleg concurrence C; and the variations of C, Cy, Ci3 and C4 with v
(as shown in Fig. 11).

Due to the dimerization effect brought by OBC in the x direction, C'; and Cyg is the
strongest at both ends of the ladder, and the concurrence of odd and even bonds changes
with the position ¢, and it decreases to zero as i — 14. The even bond concurrence is very

small and almost always zero. As the increase of v, except for the concurrence of the odd
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bonds at the most ends of the ladder, the concurrence of the remaining bonds eventually
decreases to zero, and Ci3 and Cp4 of the middle interleg bonds are always zero. For small
values of v, C; = 0, a consequence of the suppressive influence of frustration on interleg
concurrence. With the increase of v, C} is generated at v = 0.04 and then increases rapidly.
It is easy to see that v is conducive to the generation of entanglement of odd bonds at the
most ends of the ladder. Unlike C7, (5 begins to appear at v = 0.12, increases and then

decreases as vy increases, and disappears at v = 0.52.

V. CONCLUSION

In this study, we investigate the spin-1/2 three-leg antiferromagnetic Heisenberg ladder
under OBC and CBC by calculating the dependence of the energy density, entanglement
entropy and concurrence on the interleg interaction J, and the alternation parameter ~.
In the case of OBC, as v = 0, it is found that entanglement separation of odd and even
bonds occurs in the system. The introduction of v can completely reverse the distribution
of concurrence between odd and even bonds. Additionally, v can induce the emergence of

two types of LDE, i.e., the intraleg LDE and the interleg one. The results show that the
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three-leg ladder makes it easier to produce LDE than the two-leg system and makes the
physical mechanism and properties of LDE clearer, which is conducive to obtaining stable
entangled states effectively in experiments. We also find that the nearest-neighbor spins
entanglement, entanglement entropy, energy gap and LDE are essentially related to phase
transitions, and a phase transition point near v = 0.54 is predicted by calculating.

Finally, the effect of CBC on entanglement is discussed, revealing that LDE production
is inhibited in the spin frustration. When ~ = 0, the interleg concurrence is always in a dead

state, and v can lead to interleg concurrence appearing between chains-1 and 3.
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