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We calculate correlation functions of exactly-solvable one-dimensional flat-band models
by utilizing the “molecular-orbital” representation. The models considered in this paper
have a gapped ground state with flat-band being fully occupied, even in the presence of
the interaction. In this class of models, the space spanned by the “molecular-orbitals” is
the co-space of that spanned by the flat bands. Thanks to this property, the correlation
functions are calculated by using the information of the molecular-orbitals rather than
the explicit forms of the flat-band wave functions, which simplifies the calculations.
As a demonstration, several one-dimensional models and their correlation functions are
presented. We also calculate the entanglement entropy by using the correlation function.
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1. Introduction

Flat-bands of single-particle spectrum in lattice models have attracted considerable interests
in condensed matter physics. Vanishing of band width makes correlation effects dominant. In
this line, various correlation-induced phenomena are investigated, such as ferromagnetism [1-
3, 59, 44], superconductivity [10-15], Bose-Einstein condensation [16, 17|, correlated
topological phases [18-24], and so on. Recently, flat-band systems have also drawn interests
in terms of dynamics [25-27] and localization [28-32].

In flat-band models, complete quench of kinetic energy may allow us to obtain the exact
ground state by simply finding a state that minimizes the interaction term. The ferro-
magnetic state in the flat-band Hubbard model is a representative example. Recently, this
protocol was also applied to the Wigner crystal [33] and the quantum scar [34-36]. In
these examples, the interaction has a natural form (e.g., the Hubbard interaction or the
nearest-neighbor density-density interaction), but the flat-band wave functions have a suit-
able real-space profile so that the interaction terms do not act on the many-body states
composed of the flat-bands.

On the other hand, it is also possible to tune the interaction such that it is vanishing when
acting on the many-body states with the flat-band states being occupied. In this paper,
we argue this type of interacting flat-band models. For the construction of the models, we
rely on the molecular-orbital (MO) representation, which we have developed to describe
flat-band models [32, 37-41]. The key idea of the MO representation is to write down the
single-particle Hamiltonian by using the unnormalized and non-orthogonal wave functions,
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i.e., the “MOs”, whose number is smaller than the number of atomic sites. Based on this, we
consider the interaction term written down by the MOs. The form of the interaction in the
atomic-site basis is, in general, not in a natural form as the conventional interactions, but
is highly fine-tuned. Nevertheless, the models possess several intriguing features. Namely,
we not only obtain the exact ground state, but also calculate the correlation function for
the ground state. Specifically the correlation function can be obtained without explicitly
deriving the flat-band wave functions. Rather, the forms of the MO have all the information
needed to calculate the correlation function, which is a unique feature of this type of models
and has not yet been pointed out to our knowledge.

The rest of this paper is structured as follows. In Sec. 2, we review the MO representation
of the flat-band models. In Sec. 3, we describe the details of the single-particle eigenvalues
and eigenfunctions of the models. In Sec. 4, we introduce the interaction term to construct
the exactly-solvable flat-band models. The form of the ground state is also shown. In Sec. 5,
we present the formal expression of the correlation function for the ground state. In Sec. 6,
we discuss two concrete examples, namely, the saw-tooth lattice model and the diamond
chain, and show the explicit forms of the correlation functions. For the saw-tooth lattice
model, we also show the entanglement entropy computed by using the correlation function.
Section 7 is devoted to a brief summary of this paper.

2. Molecular-orbital representation of flat-band models

We first review the MO representation of generic flat-band models [32, 37-41]. This model
construction method can be viewed as an extension of the “cell construction”, which has
been developed in the context of the ferromagnetism in the Hubbard-type models [3, 5, 8, 9].
Let us consider a spinless-fermion lattice model of N sites:

M
Ho = ThisCs, (1)
ij=1
where C; is an annihilation operator of a MO 4, (i = 1,--- , M) as
Ui =ple, (2)
where
¢
eN
and
i
YiN

are, respectively, the original spinless fermion operators and the N component column vector
of the coefficients, and h is a Hermitian M x M matrix. To be more specific, ¢; in Eq. (3)
denotes the annihilation operator of the spinless fermion at site ¢, satisfying {¢;, é;} = 0;j
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and {¢;, ¢} = {éj, é;r} = 0. For later use, we define

V= (¢17"' ,’l,bM),

which is an N x M matrix. Note that C’Z satisfies the anti-commutation relation:

{élaé;} = (ij)n(q/h)m {énaé:rn} = [O]M’

where O := UT¥ is the M x M matrix and is referred to as an overlap matrix.
The single-particle Hamiltonian of Eq. (1) can be written by using ¢ as

Ho = &' Hye,

where

M
Hy =Y thihijap! = Uh'.
ij=1

Using the following formula for N x M and M x N matrices Ayy and Byn
d]st(IN + ANMBMN) = dj&t([M + BMNANM),
we obtain
det(AMy — Hp) = det(Ay — URTT)
N N
:ANfﬁﬂlN—mXJWhWU
:,VV%SWIMw—A_thTW)

:AN””%?QLW—hW“D.

Then if N > M, there are at least N — M (> 0) zero modes '. When applying this argument
to the momentum space representation, one obtains flat-bands. One may apply it to the

random case in a real space as well [32, 39]. We also note that additional zero modes appear

when
det U = 0.
M

Equation (9) is satisfied when detys h = 0, or detps O = 0 [39].

3. Single-particle eigenvalues and eigenstates
In what follows, we assume that detO # 0.

9)

! The lower bound of the number of the zero modes is straightforwardly obtained from Eq. (8),

because the dimension of the kernel of UT as a linear map is equal to or greater than N — M. It can
also be found from Eq. (8) that the number of the zero modes is equal to the dimension of the kernel

of hUt,

3/17



Using the MOs, we can also derive the eigenstates other than the zero modes. Let ¥’ be
the eigenmultiplet:

HoV' = WE,
U= U, (10)

with € = diag (e1,--- ,epr) and @ being the M x M matrix. Note that ® is not unitary. For
later use, we assume €1 < g9 --- < g)y. From Egs. (8) and (10), we have

VhOP = UPE. (11)
By further operating U1 from the left, we obtain
OhO® = OPE. (12)
Defining hy := OY2h0OY2, Eq. (12) can be further deformed as
hy®' = @'E, (13)

where @ := O'/2®. Importantly, we can choose @ as a unitary matrix since hy is an
Hermitian matrix. This leads to

'Y = dTOD = Iy, (14)
and thus
o = (OP) . (15)
From Egs. (13) (14), and (15), we have
h=0"2p,0712 = 071/ (@’5@’*) 012 = gt (16)
Substituting Eq. (16) into Eq. (8), we can write down the single-particle Hamiltonian as
Ho = élvocatute = Ctel, (17)

where €’ := ¥'fé = ®1WTé is a set of orthogonal MOs. We note that

C =0aC, (18)
holds, and that C’ satisfies the anti-commutation relation:
{é;,é]’i} = > @k [P [P [ @i {CvazT} = [@10®]; ; = 6; ;. (19)
kLK

To obtain (18) and (19), we have used (14).
Let us here note that U’ is orthonormalized as

VY = dTUTud = T0d = Iy, (20)
where we have used (15). However, it is not complete generically, since
Pyo = V0T = 00010 = 0p(0d) 1wl = 00101 £ Iy, (21)

Here we define Py;o which is the projector to the vector space spanned by the orthonormal-
ized MOs ¥’. Note that the relation PI\Q/[O = Pyo holds, which is the generic requirement of
the projector.
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The co-space of the space spanned by the MOs corresponds to the zero-energy flat-band.
To be concrete, the projector of the zero-energy flat bands is given as

Py = In — Pyvo- (22)
One can see that the followings hold:
Pi = Py, (23)
and
PyPyo = (In — Puo)Puo = Puo — Piio =0,
PyaoPy = Puo(Iy — Puo) = Puo — Pio = 0. (24)
The rank of Pyio is M and that of Py is Z = N — M due to the assumption that detO #
0. 2. This means the eigenspace of Py is spanned by Z orthonormalized vectors ¢1,--- , 7.
Defining
o= (p1, " ,92), (25)
by which Fy can be written as
Py = WU}, (26)
we have
Py = Vo, (27)
and
Ui, = 1. (28)
Equation (27) leads to
PyvioVYy = Pyo Py = 0. (29)
This implies
ol =0 (30)
fori=1,---,Z and j=1,--- , M; here we have introduced 1/);- such that
= (1, Y) - (31)

Now, let us define a set of zero-mode fermions as >

2l = éle;. (32)
They satisfy the anti-commutation relation:

{ZZZ]T} = lellklesl {CkCzT} = ¢l = b (33)

)

We note that {22-, C’;T} = 0 due to (30); this also implies {22-, C’j} = 0 because of (18).

2 We emphasize that this does not mean the number of zero modes is Z. Indeed, additional zero
modes can appear when &, = 0 for some n. In that case, deth = 0.

3 Note that z; zero-mode fermions are not necessarily compactly supported localized states; as a
concrete example, see Ref. [16]. Generally the zero mode has an extended tail. Also, in this sense,
the zero-mode states are not necessarily compact localized states [42].
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4. Interaction and many-body ground state

In the following, we consider the case where g, > 0 for all n. In other words, the number
of zero modes for Hy is Z and they are given as zj (t=1,---,Z). Let |t) be an arbitrary
many-body state. Noting

(t|Hot) = }E:an(7'lt YIP =0, (34)

we see that 7:10 is positive semi-definite.
To construct the exactly-solvable model with interactions, we consider the interaction of
the form:

1nt Z‘/Z]O CTO CZ7 va 2 0 (35)
7]
which is the interaction among MOs. This interaction Hamiltonian is positive semi-definite
as well, since

(1) s 1) = D" Vi lIC,Clt) 2 > 0. (36)
.3

The Z-particle many-body ground state of the Hamiltonian H = Ho + Hint is given by

HZT 10), (z]z) =1, (37)

where |0) is a vacuum of ¢;:
10y =0 (38)

for all i =1,--- ,N. The state |z) is the zero-energy eigenstate of # because of the anti-
commutation relation between 2’s and (C)’s. More precisely, |z) satisfies Ho|z) = 0 and
Hing |z) = 0 simultaneously. Note that similar exact many-body eigenstates with vanishing
interaction energy have been discussed in several contexts [5, 33, 35, 36, 43]. As A is pos-
itive semi-definite, |z) is a ground state for 7. Also, |z) is the unique ground state for the
Z-particle system, since |z) is the only state that satisfies (z| Ho|z) = 0. It is also worth
mentioning that, even when the conditions €, > 0 and V;; > 0 are relaxed, |z) is an exact
eigenstate of 7:[0 + Hine. In fact, as we will show in Sec. 6, |z) has short-range correlations and
the entanglement entropy for |z) obeys an exact area law for a typical model, which implies
that |z) becomes a quantum scar when it is embedded in the middle of the many-body
spectrum.

The first excited state can also be constructed in a straightforward manner. It has (at
least) 4 Z-fold degeneracy, labeled by k = 1,--- Z, and is explicitly given as

WY = CF (2 k) (39)
where

(z:k)) = 2] - 20 2 - 2L 10 (40)

41f the bottom of the finite-energy band is degenerate, the degeneracy of the first excited states
increases accordingly.
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The states |¥(159)) are eigenstates of #, since Ho |[W1#)) = g [WIF)) and Hipe [WEHF) =0,
meaning that the eigenvalue is independent of V; ;. Note that, for the same reason, the state
(w(mk)y = O ((2; k)) is an exact eigenstate of 7 whose eigenenergy is &,.

A proof that |¥(1#)) are the first excited states is given as follows. To begin with, we
note that |[¥U#)) are the first excited states for the non-interacting case (i.e., for #).
Let |Z) be a Z-particle eigenstate of Ho + Hine that is orthogonal to |z) and [W(1F)) (ie.,
(z|2) = (LK) |=) = 0). Then, |Z) can be expanded by the orthonormalized Z-particle
cigenstates of Ho, |U,,), as [E) =2, an |¥,). Here |U,,) satisfies Ho |¥,,) = B, |¥,,) and
(z|®,) = (PR |@,) = 0. The coefficients «, satisfy > |an|?> = 1. From the fact that
|w(Lk)Y are the first excited states of #o, we have E, > e;. (We assume that the bottom of
the finite-energy band is non-degenerate, but relaxing this assumption is straightforward.)
Then, we find (2| Ho \;) S, Enlanl> > 32, e1|an|? = e1. Further, as Hiy is positive semi-
definite, we have (Z| FHint |=) > 0. These lead to (Z| Ho + Hint |Z) > &1, which means that
the energy of |Z) is greater than that of |[U(1F)). Therefore, |W(5F)) are the first excited
states for 7:10 + 7:lint and corresponding energy gap is A = ¢, which does not depend on V;;.

5. Correlation function

The correlation function of the fermions at ¢ and j with respect to the ground state is

gij = (eley) = (el éley 12) (41)
Noting
{CZ,Z,TC} = [Pkl (42)
and thus
&ilz) = (=1 eprli (2 k) (43)
k=1
we have
z Z
gii= > (U liler] (z0)(2 k) = 3 lefliled; = [To¥il: = [Poli.
k=1 k=1
(44)
Using Eqgs. (21) and (22), we obtain
95 = [In — Puolji = 6y — (WO~ 0T, (45)

Note that the expression of Eq. (44) was obtained by Mielke in the study of flat-band
ferromagnetism [44, 45]. In this regard, the merit of using Eq. (45) is that one can obtain
the correlation function without deriving the explicit form of Py, i.e., without diagonalizing
the single-particle Hamiltonian Ho. This is advantageous when o is not translationally
invariant due to disorders [32]. We also emphasize that the result does not depend on the
interaction V; ;j, and that the higher-order correlation function can be obtained by using the
Wick’s theorem.
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6. Analytic calculation in one-dimensional systems

In this section, we study concrete examples. Specifically, we focus on the one-dimensional
models, namely the saw-tooth-lattice model and the diamond-chain model, where the

analytic form of the correlation function can be obtained.

6.1. Saw-tooth lattice

T
S

[ ]
[ ]
Energy
= =T S NI NS

2m+1

0 0.5

__________

1.0
q/m

1.5

2.0

Fig. 1 (a) The saw-tooth lattice. (b) The band dispersion of the Hamiltonian of Eq. (46)

for (a1, a2,a3) = (1,0.7,1).

We first study the saw-tooth lattice [Fig. 1(a)], whose single-particle Hamiltonian is

L

m=1

+ (h.c.)
L

3 [l o Jas)eby s eamon + laa e, eam]

m=1

_ s f 4 PP PN
Ho = § [a1a2cmn_462nz+—a2a30mn0mn+1+—a3alcmn_10mn+1]

(46)

Here, a1, as, a3 € C are the parameters. Note that the periodic boundary condition is imposed
as Car4; = ¢j. Due to the translational invariance, we can perform the Fourier transfor-
mation, and derive the band structure. In Fig. 1(b), we plot the band structure for a
representative set of parameters. We see that the first band is the zero-energy flat-band,

and there is a finite band gap between the first and the second bands.
In this model, the MO is set as

Cin = a162m-1 + a22m + azéam-1,
by which the single-particle Hamiltonian can be written as
L
Ho =

m=1

1. Con-

Corresponding U and O have the forms,
[OT)i; = a10;,2i—1 + a2dj o + a302i41,
and
(O] = (lar|* + [az]® + |as|*)6; ; + ajasdi j—1 + a1a3; j41,

respectively.
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Here we focus on a many-body ground state at half-filling. To obtain the correlation
function of Eq. (45), it is helpful to utilize the momentum-space representation. Namely, we
define a L x L unitary matrix Up:

1 .
[ULlnm = ﬁelq"m, (51)

and a 2L x 2L unitary matrix Usy:
1

Uar]2n—12m—1 = [UaL]2n2m = ﬁeiq"m, [Uar)2n—1,2m = [U2r]2n,2m-1 = 0,
(52)
forn,m=1,---, L, where g, = %~ - (n — 1). Then, we have
UL\IITUJL =Vl oV & eUl (53)
with \Il:rln being the 1 x 2 matrix:
\I/;l = (al + age”n a2> . (54)

For later use, we define A, = aj; + aze ", B, = as. From Eq. (53), we have a block-
diagonal form of the overlap matrix:

ULOU} = diag (Oy,, - Oy, ) , (55)
where
Oy, = ‘I’Zn‘lfqn = |Aqn|2 + |Bqn|2- (56)
Combining Eqgs. (53) and (55), we have
vo~ ot = Ul [ [®f-1Pyvo.g, | Vs, (57)
with
1 Ag|? A B
e = A, P B, P @qf%‘;n B, fz") | o

For the calculation of the correlation function g; j, we focus on the case of ¢ = 2m — 1 and
j = 2m/ — 1; calculations for the other cases can be carried out in the same manner. In this
case, we have

Z Ag, ?
B B — oy — — ezqn m—m')  1“iq.l ‘ qn
ng 1,2m/ 1 m,m |Aq |2 + |Bq |2

_ __Zwmm[h_i%ﬁ_
- |Aq, |2+ By, |?

- ign(m—m') __ 12qnl |BQn| 59
Ze |Aq, 1> + 1By, |* (59)

To obtain the third line of Eq. (59), we have used Zﬁ:l (M=) — L5, .
The above expression of the correlation function is exact, but we perform a numerical
demonstration employing the exact diagonalization to check it. As for the interaction term,
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@ V=0
m v=1
O v=2
<A Analytic

ASTC >

=

92m—1,2m’—1
© o o o o

—_—

m' —m
Fig. 2  The correlation function go,,—1,2m'—1 for L =10 and 10 particles. Blue circles,
orange squares, and green diamonds are, respectively, the numerical results for V=0,V =1,
and V = 2. Red triangles are the analytic result of Eq. (59), which shows a good agreement
with the numerical results.

we consider ﬁmt =V Zm CA}TnCA’jn +lé’m+1ém. To obtain the site-basis representation of the
interaction term of Eq. (35), we use a numerical code in Dirac-Q [46]. For the exact diagonal-
ization, we use the quantum lattice-model solver H® [47]. In Fig. 2, the correlation function
for the system with L = 10 (the number of sites is 20) is shown for several values of V. We
see that the correlation function is indeed independent of V. We also see that the numerical
results show a good agreement with the analytic one.

N B O 0 O

OO
N -
AN
(0))
oo

Fig. 3 The energy gap versus the correlation length for ay = az = 1.

10/17



We further evaluate the correlation length in the limit of L — co. For L — oo, we can

. 2
replace + 25:1 with [ g—gr. Then, we have

27 2
dgq iqx |CL2‘
lomio1 = —= . , 60
J2m—1,2m'—1 /0 27 © T(1+ el + ere 1)’ (60)

where we have introduced z :=m —m’, T := |a1|? + |az|? + |as|?, and € := (a1a3)/T. Up to
|az|?

the coefficient =%-, the right-hand side of Eq. (60) can be calculated by replacing the variable
as z = etlatarge).

f27" dq elaw 1
0 27 1+eetitere—ta
1 dz Zme—i(arge):(:

2mi J|z|=1 2z 1+[e[(z+2—1)
o 1 Zmefi(arge)m
= gmfe Hai=1 2 T
(Z<)zefi(arge)m
lel(z<—2>)

ef'i(arge)z (Z<)z
1-4le)2

where z. - are the solutions of the quadratic equation 242 +1=0,ie.,
z>::§%1<—1——vqijZEF>, (62)
and
2 = ﬁ (—1 + W) , (63)

satisfying |z<| < 1 and |z~ | > 1. Therefore, the correlation function is given as

‘a2 ‘2e—i(arge) (m—m") (Z<)(m—m/)

9om—1.2m'—1 =
S T+/1— 4]e?

This implies the exponential decay of the correlation function. The correlation length &, by

(64)

which the correlation function is written as g, —1),@2m/—1) ~ e~ Im=—m'I/¢ g

-1
€= (loglz)) ' = — <1og1—— ““”'2> . (65)

2]e]

In Fig. 3, we plot the energy gap A and the correlation length, fixing a; = a3 = 1 and varying
as. In this case, the energy gap is given as A = (az)?. We see that ¢ is diverging for A — 0
and that £ decreases upon increasing A. We note that the correlation function for A = 0 is
vanishing due to the factor |az|? in Eq. (64). This is accounted for as follows. For ag = 0,
the even-numbered sites are completely decoupled from the odd-numbered sites, and the
atomic states at the even-numbered sites form the flat-band. Then, the odd-numbered sites
are empty for the ground state, resulting in the vanishing of the correlation function.

Furthermore, we show another useful application of the correlation function analytically
obtained by Eq. (45). That is, the entanglement entropy can be obtained directly from the
correlation function. The reduced density matrix for a certain subsystem (A-subsystem)
denoted by p can be extracted from the correlation function [48-50]

Pf}jeA = Gi,jecA- (66)
Here, the eigenvalues of p? are the entanglement spectra denoted by A, (n=1,2,--- Ny,
where N4 is the number of lattice sites of the A-subsystem). Then, from the values of A,
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(b) 0.8 -@- L=10

| ~4- L=50

- 0.6 ~ A A —k- L=100
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Zo041¢
< !
02!
]
]
00]e

0 20 40 60 80

Fig. 4 (a) The entanglement cut for the calculation of the entanglement entropy in the
saw-tooth lattice. (b) The entanglement entropy for the A subsystem versus the energy gap
A for a; = ag = 1. The inset schematic figures show schematic Wannier functions. The blue
shaded regime indicates the schematic finite amplitude of the Wannier function. The periodic
boundary condition is used.

the entanglement entropy is given by [49],

Na
S == aIn Ay + (1= ) In(1 = Ay)). (67)

n=1

We can extract the entanglement property of the many-body ground state at half-filling
in the saw-tooth lattice. By substituting Eq. (49) and Eq. (50) into Eq. (45) and setting
the entanglement cut where the A-subsystem includes all even-numbered sites as shown in
Fig. 4, we calculated S“. Here the eigenvalues of the correlation matrix, \,, are computed
numerically. We note, however, that this bipartition is translationally symmetric, and thus
SA can be computed by using the momentum space representation; see Appendix A for
details. The result of S versus the energy gap A(= |ag|?) for a; = a3 =1 is shown in
Fig. 4(b). The entanglement entropy between even (2m) sites and odd (2m + 1) sites depends
on the size of the gap A. The entanglement entropy increases for small A to a peak at
SA /N4 ~1n2, and then decays as increasing A. Actually, this behavior is related to the
form of the Wannier function of the flat band. From the Hamiltonian Hy of Eq. (46), the
Wannier function can be calculated. At the saturation point of S4, A ~ 1.8, the Wannier
function is mainly localized on three sites as shown in the inset of Fig. 4(b). Here, the two
odd-numbered sites and the single even-numbered site are highly entangled. On the other
hand, for larger A, the Wannier function is mainly localized on the two adjacent odd sites as
shown in the inset of Fig. 4(b). This means that the odd-numbered sites and even-numbered
sites are weakly entangled. And also, the result in Fig. 4(b) shows almost no system-size
dependence. This indicates that the entanglement of the many-body ground state shows the
area-law, which is characteristic in generic unique gapped ground states.
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6.2. Diamond chain

2\/
/\

0.0 0.5 1.0 15 2.0
q/m

Fig. 5 (a) The diamond chain. (b) The band dispersion of the Hamiltonian of Eq. (68)
for (a1, a9, as,aq,as,a¢) = (0.5,0.8,0.8,0.5,0.5,0.7).

The second example is the diamond chain [Fig. 5(a)]. The single-particle Hamiltonian reads

L
. R A . .
Ho = [CLTCLQCgm_2C3m—1 + a1a3aC;T»,m_203m
m=1
* * AT ~ % Af ~ * AT A
+  (a3as + ayas)Cs,, 1 C3m + a3aes, 1 C3m+1 + a506Cs,, C3m+1)]
+ (h.c.)

L
30 [0l + laol) & sam—z + (lal + laal?) & sésm-1 + (lasl? + las ) &l am|

m=

—_

(68)

where ai-ag € C are the parameters and the periodic boundary condition is imposed as
¢3r+j = ¢;. The band structure for the representative parameters is shown in Fig. 5(b),
where we see the zero-energy flat-band with a finite energy gap to the other bands.

For this model, we define two species of MOs:

Com—1 = a1C3m—2 + a2C3m—1 + a3Cspm, (69a)

Com = @431 + a5¢3m + A6C3ma1, (69b)
and then the Hamiltonian can be written as
L
Ho = Y Cl1Comot +CF, Com. (70)
m=1

The momentum-space representation of U and O can be obtained by the same procedure
as the previous subsection, and we have

A (71)
n age " a4 as
and
X; Y,
O, = o 72
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where X = |a1]? + |az|? + |as|?, Xa = |as* + |as|? + |ag|?, and Y, = ajafe’® + agaj +
agag. Then we find

O W sy Z eimtnm SX AT 73)
where
a = lag|* X1 + [a1[* X2 — 2Jas|?|as |, (74a)
B = —aiag(azaq + azas), (74b)
and
= la1[*(Jaa|* + |a5[*) + |az*(las|* + as|*) + [a|*(Jaa|* + |ag|?) — 2Re[azazajas).
(74c)

We focus on a many-body ground state at 1/3-filling. Then the remaining calculation of
the correlation function follows that of the previous subsection, and we obtain the correlation
function of the limit of L — oo as

(O/ o a)gzl—m/e—i(argy)(m—m’)

9(3m—2)(3m’ —-2) = oS —4|’y|2 s

where v = /o’ and

B = 2\|< 1+ V1= 4hP). (76)

We thus obtain the correlation length,

-1
£=— <log 1_— Vl_W) ] (77)

29|

7. Summary

We have formulated how to calculate the correlation function in the flat-band models, whose
single-particle Hamiltonian and the interaction term are both constructed from the MOs.
Our main result is represented by Eq. (45), which implies the correlation function depends
only on the structure of MOs, irrespective of the details of V; ; (as far as the interaction term
is positive semi-definite). This formulation of calculating the correlation function has some
useful applications such as obtaining the correlation length and the entanglement entropy
of the many-body ground state.

As concrete examples, we study the saw-tooth lattice and the diamond chain, where we
presented the analytic forms of the correlation functions and the correlation length. In these
examples, the MOs are composed of the atomic sites in a range of neighboring unit cells.
Thus, the analytic calculation of the correlation function can be performed by using the
changing the variable as z o €’ and using the residue theorem. It is noteworthy that we can
perform the analytic calculation in the same way for the models with the MOs are composed
of the atomic sites with farther unit cells. In such cases, the correlation length is determined
by the pole of the integrand with the absolute value being the closest to 1.
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A. Derivation of the entanglement entropy using momentum-space
representation

In this appendix, we derive the analytic form of the entanglement entropy for the saw-tooth
lattice model shown in Fig. 4, derived by using the momentum-space representation. As we
have seen, the correlation function does not depend on the interaction, so it is sufficient to
consider the single-particle Hamiltonian.

To begin with, we introduce the Bloch Hamiltonian by performing the unitary transfor-
mation of Eq. (52) to Hy. By doing so, we have

Usr, HoUJ; = Ho g @® Ho g, @ -+ ® Ho g, (A1)
with
4,12 A; B
Hy = n qn " dn A2
qun (Aqn B:;n |Bqn 2 ) ( )

where A, and B, are those defined in Sec. 6.1. The flat-band eigenstate is obtained as the
zero-energy eigenvector of Ho 4, , ¢g4,, whose explicit form is

1 ~B,
= L A3
%”meiﬁﬁ(%> (A3)

Using

L L
iqnm _ iqnm
Cq.,0 = g com—1€" s Cgne = § come'? > (A4)
m=1 m=1

Can o
Cq, = (Cqm ) R (A5)
qn,€

where the subscripts o and e stand for the odd-numbered and even-numbered sites,

and

respectively, we can write the creation operator of the flat band state, zgn, as

2l =l g, (A6)

Then, the many-body ground state is written as

L
[Wo) =[] =1, 10)- (A7)
n=1

Now, the correlation function for the even-numbered sites are

92m2m’ = <\IIO‘C;m02m’ Vo)
— Zei(qnm—qn,m/) (‘I’O\szecqn/,e\‘l’OW (A8)

n,n’
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Noting

Cgne|0) = cqe [ [ 24,100 = (=1)" Mg, ]2 [ ] 26, 10), (A9)
¢ t£n
we have
Aq,?
— ezqn m—m’) ezqn m—m’) _ 1gnl | qn A10
famam' =3 lpalzf =2 R ER
Having this at hand, we can compute the entanglement entropy S# by using the eigenval-
ues of the L x L matrix gom om: (m,m’ =1,---,L). After some algebras, we find that the
eigenvalues are given as
A B 7 (A11)
n — i
|AQn |2 + |Bqn |2

thus the entanglement entropy is by substituting A, of Eq. (A11l) into Eq. (67).

0.8
@ Main text
0.6 A\ This appendix
<
2 0.4
< .
™n
0.2
0'00 20 40 60 80 100

A

Fig. A1 A dependence of S4/N, for L = 64. The blue circles and orange triangles
denote the result obtained by the method described in the main text and that of analytical
expression derived in the appendix, respectively.

We now focus on the case of a; =as = 1. Figure Al shows the A (= a2) dependence
of S4/N, for L = 64, comparing the result obtained in the main text with that of the
analytical expression derived in this appendix. Clearly, they show a good agreement within
the numerical accuracy.

References

[1] A. Mielke, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 24, L73-L77 (1991).
[2] A, Mielke, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 24, 3311-3321 (1991).

[3] H. Tasaki, Phys. Rev. Lett. 69, 1608 (1992).

[4] A. Mielke and H. Tasaki, Commun. Math. Phys. 158, 341-371 (1993).

[5] H. Tasaki, Prog. Theor. Phys. 99, 489 (1998).

[6] A. Tanaka and H. Tasaki, Phys. Rev. Lett. 98, 116402 (2007).

[7] K. Tamura and H. Katsura, Phys. Rev. B 100, 214423 (2019).

[8] A. Tanaka, J. Stat. Phys. 181, 897 (2020).

[9] H. Tasaki, Physics and Mathematics of Quantum Many-Body Systems, Springer, Berlin (2020).

[10] M. Imada and M. Kohno, Phys. Rev. Lett. 84, 143 (2000).
[11] S. Miyahara, S. Kusuta, and N. Furukawa, Physica C: Superconductivity 460-462, 1145 (2007).

16/17



[12] M. Tovmasyan, E. P. L. van Nieuwenburg, and S. D. Huber, Phys. Rev. B 88, 220510(R) (2013).
[13] S. Peotta, and P. Térmé, Nat. Commun. 6, 8944 (2015).
[14] K. Kobayashi, M. Okumura, S. Yamada, M. Machida, and H. Aoki, Phys. Rev. B 94, 214501 (2016).

[15] H. Aoki, Journal of Superconductivity and Novel Magnetism 33, 2341-2346 (2020).

[16] S. D. Huber and E. Altman, Phys. Rev. B 82, 184502 (2010).

[17] H. Katsura, N. Kawashima, S. Morita, A. Tanaka, and H. Tasaki, Phys. Rev. Res. 3, 033190 (2021).

[18] H. Katsura, I. Maruyama, A. Tanaka, and H. Tasaki, Europhys. Lett. 91, 57007 (2010).

[19] D. Green, L. Santos, and C. Chamon, Phys. Rev. B 82, 075104 (2010).

[20] E. Tang, J. W. Mei, and X. G. Wen, Phys. Rev. Lett. 106, 236802 (2011).

[21] K. Sun, Z. Gu, H, Katsura, and S. Das Sarma, Phys. Rev. Lett. 106, 236803 (2011).

[22] T. Neupert, L. Santos, C. Chamon, and C. Mudry, Phys. Rev. Lett. 106, 236804 (2011).

[23] D. N. Sheng, Z. C. Gu, K. Sun, and L. Sheng, Nat. Commun. 2, 389 (2011).

[24] N. Regnault and B. A. Bernevig, Phys. Rev. X 1, 021014 (2011).

[25] J. Vidal, R. Mosseri, and B. Dugot, Phys. Rev. Lett. 81, 5888 (1998).

[26] S. Mukherjee, M. Di Liberto, P. Ohberg, R. R. Thomson, and N. Goldman, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 075502
(2018).

[27) Y. Kuno, T. Mizoguchi, and Y. Hatsugai, Phys. Rev. A 102, 063325 (2020).
[28] M. Goda, S. Nishino, and H. Matsuda, Phys. Rev. Lett. 96, 126401 (2006).
[29] J. T. Chalker, T. S. Pickles, and P. Shukla, Phys. Rev. B 82, 104209 (2010).

[30] D. Leykam, J. D. Bodyfelt, A. S. Desyatnikov, and S. Flach, Eur. Phys. J. B 90, 1 (2017).
[31] Y. Kuno, T. Orito, and I. Ichinose, New J. Phys. 22, 013032 (2020).

[32] Y. Hatsugai, Annals of Physics 168453 (2021).

[33] C. Wu, D. Bergman, L. Balents, and S. Das Sarma, Phys. Rev. Lett. 99, 070401 (2007).
[34] O. Hart, G. De Tomasi, and C. Castelnovo, Phys. Rev. Res. 2, 043267 (2020).

[35] Y. Kuno, T. Mizoguchi, and Y. Hatsugai, Phys. Rev. B 102, 241115(R) (2020).

[36] Y. Kuno, T. Mizoguchi, and Y. Hatsugai, Phys. Rev. B 104, 085130 (2021).

[37] Y. Hatsugai and I. Maruyama, Europhys. Lett. 95, 20003 (2011).

[38] Y. Hatsugai, K. Shiraishi, and H. Aoki, New J. Phys. 17, 025009 (2015).

[39] T. Mizoguchi and Y. Hatsugai, Europhys. Lett. 127, 47001 (2019).

[40] T. Mizoguchi and Y. Hatsugai, Phys. Rev. B 101, 235125 (2020).

[41] T. Mizoguchi, Y. Kuno, and Y. Hatsugai, Phys. Rev. B 104, 035161 (2021).

[42] D. Leykam, A. Andreanov, and S. Flach, Advances in Physics: X 3, 1473052 (2018).
[43] Y. Hamamoto, H. Aoki, and Y. Hatsugai, Phys. Rev. B 86, 205424 (2012).

[44] A. Mielke, Phys. Lett. A 174, 443 (1993).

[45] A. Mielke, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 32 8411 (1999).

[46] J. G. Wright and B. S. Shastry, arXiv:1301.4494.

[47) M. Kawamura, K. Yoshimi, T. Misawa, Y. Yamaji, S. Todo, and N. Kawashima, Comput. Phys.
Commun. 217, 180 (2017).

[48] 1. Peschel, J. Phys. A. Math. Gen. 36, L.205 (2003).

[49] S. Ryu and Y. Hatsugai, Phys. Rev. B 73, 245115 (2006).

[50] I. Peschel and V. Eisler, J. Phys. A Math. Theor. 42, 504003 (2009).

17/17



