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Supersymmetric spin chains with nonmonotonic dispersion relation:
Criticality and entanglement entropy
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We study the critical behavior and the ground-state entanglement of a large class of su(1|1) supersymmetric
spin chains with a general (not necessarily monotonic) dispersion relation. We show that this class includes
several relevant models, with both short- and long-range interactions of a simple form. We determine the low
temperature behavior of the free energy per spin, and deduce that the models considered have a critical phase
in the same universality class as a (1 4 1)-dimensional conformal field theory (CFT) with central charge equal
to the number of connected components of the Fermi sea. We also study the Rényi entanglement entropy of
the ground state, deriving its asymptotic behavior as the block size tends to infinity. In particular, we show that
this entropy exhibits the logarithmic growth characteristic of (1 + 1)-dimensional CFTs and one-dimensional
(fermionic) critical lattice models, with a central charge consistent with the low-temperature behavior of the free

energy. Our results confirm the widely believed conjecture that the critical behavior of fermionic lattice models
is completely determined by the topology of their Fermi surface.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Integrable spin chains often provide a fertile ground for
studying key theoretical concepts in a simple framework
that captures the essential features of the problems under
consideration. An important example of this assertion is the
analysis of the entanglement of a quantum system, which can
be considered as one of the fundamental characteristics of
the quantum realm [1]. One of the most common ways of
measuring the degree of entanglement of a state of a quantum
system X is via the bipartite entropy of a subsystem A [2]. This
entropy is defined by S4 = S(p4), where py = try\4 p is the
reduced density matrix of the subsystem A, p is the density
matrix representing the state of the whole system, and S is
an appropriate entropy functional (von Neumann, Rényi, etc.).
The small class of models for which the entanglement entropy
can be evaluated in closed form (at least in the thermodynamic
limit) includes certain integrable spin chains, like the Lipkin-
Meshkov-Glick model [3], its su(n) generalization [4] and
the nearest-neighbors Heisenberg XX and XY models [5-7].
As is well known, the latter two models are critical (gapless)
for a certain range of values of the applied magnetic field,
their corresponding Virasoro algebras having central charge
respectively equal to 1 and 1/2. In both cases, the bipartite
Rényi entropy of a block of L consecutive spins when the
whole chain is in its ground state scales as c¢(1 +«~)(InL)/6
in the critical phase, where o > 0 is the Rényi parameter
(¢ =1 for the von Neumann entropy) and c is the central
charge. This behavior is consistent with the scaling of the Rényi
entanglement entropy of a (1 4+ 1)-dimensional conformal
field theory (CFT) [8—10]. In fact, the logarithmic scaling
of the ground-state entanglement entropy is a characteristic
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feature of critical (fermionic) one-dimensional lattice models
with short-range interactions (see, e.g., Ref. [11]).

In a previous paper [12], we showed that the above results
also apply to a large class of supersymmetric spin chains with
general (not necessarily short-range) interactions, which turn
out to be equivalent to a suitable free fermion model. The
critical character of these chains (for appropriate values of
the chemical potential @) was ascertained via the analysis
of the low-temperature behavior of the free energy per spin.
Indeed, we proved that when the dispersion relation £(p) of
the corresponding free fermion model is monotonic in the
interval [0,7], for 0 < u < &E(7r) the free energy per spin is
approximately given (in natural units 7 = kg = 1) by

wcT?
6v

F(T) >~ fo— (D
where v is the Fermi velocity (or effective speed of “sound”)
and ¢ = 1. This is precisely the expected behavior of the free
energy for any critical model (c being the central charge of its
Virasoro algebra), since at low temperatures the free energy of
a quantum system is determined by its lowest energy levels,
and the free energy per spin of a (1 4 1)-dimensional CFT with
central charge c satisfies (1) for sufficiently small 7' [13,14].
We also studied the ground-state Rényi entanglement entropy
of the above mentioned supersymmetric spin chains, showing
that in the thermodynamic limit L — oo it again behaves as
that of a (1 4 1)-dimensional CFT with central charge ¢ = 1 .

The aim of this paper is to extend the results of Ref. [12]
by suppressing the requirement that the dispersion relation be
monotonic in [0,77]. As shown in Sec. I1I, this makes it possible
to treat a host of naturally arising models, like supersymmetric
spin chains with near and next-to-near interactions, or with
long-range rational interactions, whose dispersion relation is
not always monotonic. In fact, the entanglement entropy of
fairly arbitrary energy eigenstates of one-dimensional free
fermionic systems (in particular, of the ground state of such
systems with a nonmonotonic dispersion relation) has been
previously studied in the literature; see, e.g., Refs. [15,16].
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In general, the entanglement entropy of the ground state
of these models grows logarithmically with the size L of
the subsystem, with a constant prefactor determined by the
number of boundary points of the Fermi “surface” in [0,2r).
This logarithmic scaling is a manifestation of the so-called
“area law,” which is believed to hold for critical fermionic
systems in an arbitrary number of dimensions [11]. We shall
show that the su(1|1) supersymmetric chains studied in this
paper do indeed satisfy the area law. More precisely, by
analyzing the low-temperature behavior of the free energy
we shall first show that the models under consideration are
critical for Ein < 1 < Emax, Where Enin and Enyx respectively
denote the minimum and maximum values of the dispersion
relation. (As explained in Sec. IV, strictly speaking this is
only true if the roots of the equation £(p) = u are all simple.)
From the latter analysis it also follows that the central charge
of these models is equal to the number m + 1 of disjoint
intervals that make up the Fermi sea. We shall next study the
ground-state Rényi entanglement entropy, showing that in the
thermodynamic limit L — oo it behaves as k,InL + C,. We
shall explicitly compute the (nonuniversal) constant C,, and
prove that the prefactor k, is equal to (m + 1)(1 +a~")/6.
This is in agreement with the value of the central charge
deduced from the low-temperature analysis of the free energy,
and once again confirms the conjecture that the entanglement
properties of critical fermion models are entirely determined
by the topology of their Fermi surface [11].

We shall end this section with a few words on the paper’s
organization. In Sec. II we recall the definition of the super-
symmetric chains under consideration and review their main
properties. Section III is devoted to the analysis of the models’
dispersion relation and the construction of simple examples of
supersymmetric chains, featuring both short- and long-range
interactions, with a nonmonotonic dispersion relation. In
Sec. IV we derive the asymptotic behavior of the models’
free energy per spin at low temperature, showing that they are
critical in an appropriate range of the chemical potential, and
determine the central charge of the corresponding Virasoro
algebra. The asymptotic behavior of the entanglement entropy
of the models’ ground state is determined in Sec. V using a
particular case of the Fisher-Hartwig conjecture for Toeplitz
matrices [17] rigorously proved by Bottcher and Silbermann
[18]. We briefly state our conclusions and outline several
future developments suggested by the present work in Sec. VI.
The paper ends with three appendixes in which we present a
review of the application of the Fisher-Hartwig conjecture in
the present context, as well as the proofs of several technical
results used throughout Sec. V.

II. THE MODELS

The type of models we shall study in this work is the class of
su(1|1) supersymmetric spin chains with translationally invari-
ant interactions introduced in Ref. [12]. In the latter models
each site is occupied either by a scalar boson or a spinless
fermion, whose creation operators we shall respectively denote
by bj and fiT, the subindex i = 1, ...,N indicating the site
on which these operators act. Thus the Hilbert space is the
2N _dimensional subspace ) of the infinite-dimensional Fock
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space defined by the constraints
bibi+ flfi=1, 1<i<N. 2)

The Hamiltonian of the models under consideration is
given by [19]

H =Y hy(j —i)1—Sij)— uNy, 3)

i<j

where the operator N is the total fermion number
Nf = Z f‘lTﬁ )
i

so that the real parameter u has the natural interpretation of the
fermions’ chemical potential. The real-valued function % y (k)
giving the strength of the interaction between two particles k&
sites apart is assumed to satisfy the constraint

hy(x) =hn(N — x), “)

but is otherwise arbitrary [20]. In other words, the chain is
closed, i.e., translationally invariant. Finally, S;; is the su(1]1)
spin permutation operator, defined by [21]

Sy = bbbib; + £ £ 15+ flblfib; + bl £Tbi £

Equivalently, let |s;,...,sy) = s1) ® -+ - Q |sy) (with s €
{0,1}) be a state of the canonical spin basis, where |0) and |1)
respectively denote the state with one boson or one fermion.
The action of §;; on the latter state is then given by

i) = (=D S s, ()

where n = s; = s5; if 5; = s5;, while for s; # s;, n equals the
number of fermions in the state |sy, . .. ,sy) occupying the sites
i+1,...,j — 1. The operator S;; is clearly invariant under
the supersymmetry transformation b; <> f; (1 < i < N), and
on § we have Ny > N — N; = N, where N = Y, bl b; is
the total boson number. Hence the Hamiltonian (3) is indeed
supersymmetric invariant, up to a constant term and the usual
relabeling o +— —pu.

The fundamental feature of the su(l|1) supersymmetric
chain (3), explained in detail in Refs. [12,22], is that it can be
mapped into a free-fermion model by interpreting the boson
state |0) as the fermion vacuum. More precisely, consider the
operators

S;jl...,si,...

al = flbi, i=1,....N,

which can be regarded as a new set of fermion creation oper-
ators as they obviously satisfy the canonical anticommutation
relations (CARs) on $). It was shown by Haldane [21] that
on $ the su(1]|1) permutation operator S;; can be simply
expressed as

Sij=1 —aja,- —a;aj —i—ajaj —i—a;a,-. (6)

Substituting into Eq. (3) we readily obtain
H==% hy(i— jhala; — (- o)) alai, (7)
i%] i

where

N-1
po=Y_ hn(j).
j=1
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We thus see that the spin chain (3) is indeed equivalent to a
free-fermion model with hopping amplitude —A y(|i — j|) and
chemical potential u — .

Since the Hamiltonian (7) is translationally invariant on
account of Eq. (4), it can be diagonalized by the discrete
Fourier transform

1
N

N
a = D e HNg, 0<KIKN-1 (8
k=1

2

Indeed, the operators @; obviously satisfy the CAR, and can
therefore be considered as a new set of fermionic operators.
Moreover, a straightforward calculation shows that [22]

N-—1
H =" [ex() — wlafa, ©)
=0
where
N—1
en(l) =Y _[1—cos(2mjl/N)hn(j). (10)

j=1

Likewise, the system’s total momentum operator P is given
by [23]

N—-1
~ta
P = E pia; dy,
=0

with

_2711
pr = N

(mod 2).

Thus the operator &IT creates a (nonlocalized) fermion with
well-defined energy ey (/) and momentum p;. It follows from
Eq. (9) that the spectrum of H is the set of numbers of the
form

N—1

En(o, ....0n-1) = ) _ 8ien (D),
=0

with §; € {0,1}, whose corresponding eigenstates are given by

Y (S0, ... 8n_1) = @hH* ---@l,_)™0,...,0).

III. DISPERSION RELATION

An essential requirement making it possible to study the
chain (3)—or, equivalently, its fermionic counterpart (7)—in
the thermodynamic limit is the existence of a smooth function
E(p) independent of N such that when N — oo we have

en(Np/2m) = E(p) + o(1). (11)

When this is the case, we shall refer to £(p) as the model’s
dispersion relation. From the latter equation and the identity
en(l) = ey(N —1) it follows that the dispersion relation is
always symmetric about 7, namely

E(p)=EQm — p).

Likewise, e (0) = 0 implies that £(0) = 0 . It is also custom-
ary to extend £(p) to the whole real line as a 2w -periodic
function, in which case Eq. (12) entails that £(p) = E(—p).

12)
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For instance, for the su(1|1) Haldane-Shastry chain [21],
whose interaction strength is given by

w?/N?
h = —) 13
VO = W) (13
it was shown in Ref. [24] that
2m?
Hence in this case (11) holds with
E(p)= 5 @n —p) (14)

and no error term. In fact, it can be shown that Eq. (11)
also holds (again with no error term) for a suitable dispersion
relation £ in the more general chain with elliptic interactions
studied in Ref. [22].

We shall next present a few relevant examples of models of
the form (3) for which the dispersion relation is guaranteed to
exist. To this end, it is convenient to rewrite Eq. (10) to take
into account conditions (4), namely

L(N=D/2]
ex(D=2 ) [1—cosQujl/N)lhy(j)

Jj=1

+2[1 =2 (N)] () hn(N/2), 15)

where m(k) € {0,1} denotes the parity of the integer k and
Lx] is the integer part of x € R. Clearly, the values of & y(j)
with 1 < j < N/2 appearing in the latter equation are no
longer restricted by Eq. (4). For this reason, from now on
we shall implicitly restrict the domain of sy to the range
1< j< N/2, since for N/2 < j < N — 1 we simply have
hy(j) = hy(N — j). In this vein, we shall say (with a slight
abuse of language) that the interaction is independent of N
if there is a fixed function A(x) such that hyn(j) = h(j) for
1 < j < N/2.Ifthisis the case we shall simply write iy = h,
again implicitly assuming that we are restricting ourselves to
therange 1 < j < N/2.

An important class of models of the form (3) for which the
dispersion relation £(p) is guaranteed to exist are those whose
interaction strength A is short-ranged and independent of N.
By this we mean that there is a positive integer r (the range of
the interaction) such that hy(j) =0forr < j < N —r, and

hn(j)=a;, 1<j<r, (16)

with o; independent of N and «, # 0. Obviously, in this case
we have

E(p) =2 a1 —cos(jp)]. (17)
Jj=1

In fact, the same is true if we drop (16) but assume instead that

the limit

Jlim Ay(j)=a;

exists forall j =1,...,r.

On the other hand, the short range of the interaction /iy
is by no means a necessary condition for the existence of the
dispersion relation £(p). Indeed, suppose for simplicity that
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FIG. 1. Dispersion relation of the su(1|1) chain (3) with power-
law interaction hy(x) = x7" for several values of the exponent v
between 3/2 and 10.

hy = h is independent of N, and that the series Z;’o: Lh(j)is
absolutely convergent. Then (11) clearly holds with

E(p) =2 h(jI1 — cos(jp)]. (18)

j=1

For instance, for the power-law interaction hy(x) = Cx™"

with v > 1 the previous series can be summed in closed form
in terms of the polylogarithm function [25]

X i

Liv(z) = Zj—

j=1

lz] <1,

namely (taking, for simplicity, C = 1)
E(p) = 2¢(v) — Liy(e'”) — Liy(e™7)
= 2[£(v) — ReLiy(e )], (19)

where ¢ denotes Riemann’s zeta function (cf. Fig. 1).
From the integral representation

L()_ z /oo xvfl
VEET0y )y e —2

where I" is Euler’s gamma function, we obtain the equivalent
expression

2
&) =2%0) - 5 /0

Using the latter formula in the identity £(p) = fop E'(t)dt and
reversing the order of integration we arrive at the somewhat
simpler expression

dx, (20)

*® (e*cos p — 1)xV7!
e —2e*cosp + 1

dx. (21)

2Vs o xv=lcothx
() Jo sinh*x +s

Remarkably, for v = 2 Eq. (19) reduces to Eq. (14) (see, e.g.,
[25]). Thus the su(1|1) chain with rational interaction 4y (x) =
x~2 has the same dispersion relation as the Haldane-Shastry
chain (13). This is of course not entirely unexpected, since
for fixed x # 0 we have limy_, oo(m/N)? sin 2(wrx/N) = x 2.
Note, however, that for x ~ N /2 both interactions, although

E(p) =

dx, s=sin’*(p/2).
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FIG. 2. Comparison of the interaction strength (13) of the su(1|1)
HS chain (red, upper) with the simple inverse-square law hy(x) =
1/x? (blue, lower) for N = 500. Inset: same plot for the range 100 <
x < 250.

negligibly small as N — oo, differ by a factor ~ (77/2)* (cf.
Fig. 2).

Of course, although (11) holds for a wide range of inter-
esting interactions, it is not universally true. For instance, it is
not satisfied by the N-independent interaction sy (x) = C/x,
since

S UP) _ i singp/2))
j=1

converges for 0 < p < 2m while the series Zjil jl s
divergent.

In a previous paper [12] we analyzed the critical behavior
of supersymmetric spin chains of the type (3) whose dis-
persion relation is monotonic in the interval [0,7]. These
models include the su(1|1) Haldane-Shastry chain [cf. (14)]
and, more generally, its elliptic generalization introduced in
Ref. [22]. As is apparent from Fig. 1 [and can be analytically
checked differentiating Eq. (21)], the chain (3) with power-law
interactions also exhibits this property. However, this behavior
is not universal, and there are in fact simple examples of
supersymmetric chains of the form (3) with a nonmonotonic
dispersion relation.

Indeed, consider to begin with the chain (3) with nearest
and next-to-nearest interactions, whose Hamiltonian (up to an
irrelevant multiplicative constant) is given by

H=>Y(1-S)+JY (1-Si2)—uNp  (22)

with Sy y4+1 = Sin, Sv—1.v+1 = Si,nv—1, and Sy y42 = Son.
Note that when J = 0 the fermionic version of the latter
model can be mapped to the (closed) Heisenberg XX chain
by a Wigner-Jordan transformation [12]. From Eq. (15) with
hy(1) = 1 and hy(2) = J we easily obtain

E(p) =2(1 —cos p) +2J(1 —cos2p).
Since

E'(p) = 2sin p(1 + 4J cos p),
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E(p)

FIG. 3. Dispersion relation of the spin chain (3) with interaction
(23) for J = 0.9. Inset: plot of the function ¢(p) in Eq. (24).

the dispersion relation will have a critical point in (0,7) if
and only if |J| > 1/4 (more precisely, a maximum for J >
1/4 and a minimum for J < —1/4). Thus in this case the
dispersion relation is not monotonic in [0,7] provided that
|J| > 1/4 . The same is clearly true for chains of the form (3)
with interactions of finite range » > 1, for suitable values of
the interaction strengths.

It is also easy to construct simple examples of chains of the
form (3) with long-range interactions with a nonmonotonic
dispersion relation. Take, for instance,

J

hv@)=— -3 (23)
whose dispersion relation is given by
E(p) = T (27 = p) = 2J[4(3) — ReLis(e”).
If p € (0,m), differentiating the latter equation we obtain
g'(p)=(m — p)ll = Jo(p)],
with
¢(p) = 2ImLix(e?)/(x — p). 24)

It can be shown (cf. Fig. 3) that the function ¢(p) increases
monotonically over the interval (0,7), with ¢(0) =0 and
lim,_.,—o ¢(p) = 2In2 [26], so that £'(p) changes sign once
(from positive to negative) in (0,7 ) if and only if J > (2In2)~".
We conclude that the dispersion relation of the chain (3)
with interaction (23) is not monotonic on [0,7] provided that
J > (2In2)~! ~ 0.721 348. In particular, for 2In2)~! < J <
1 the dispersion relation is not monotonic in [0,7] even if the
interaction strength is positive for x > 1 [see Fig. 3 for a plot
of £(p) when J = 0.9].

IV. CRITICAL BEHAVIOR

In this section we shall study the critical properties of
the spin chain (3) when its dispersion relation £(p) is not
necessarily monotonic over the interval [0,77]. To this end, we
shall examine the low temperature behavior of the Helmholtz

PHYSICAL REVIEW E 95, 012129 (2017)

free energy per spin

(T)= _T lim 12V
f B N]—I>noo N ’

which for this model is given by (cf. [12])

T b
f(T):-—;:/ In[1 + e PEP=1 gp,
0

(25)

In the previous expressions Zy denotes the partition function
of the chain (3) with N spins, and § = 1/7T (in natural
units & = kg = 1). As remarked in the Introduction, at low
temperatures the free energy of a critical model should satisfy
Eq. (1). Moreover, it was shown in Ref. [12] that when £(p) is
monotonic and nonnegative in the interval [0, ] the model (3)
is critical when the chemical potential p lies in the interval
(0,£()), with central charge ¢ = 1, and noncritical for u
outside the closed interval [0,£(7r)]. We shall next extend this
result to the more general case in which £(p) is not necessarily
monotonic (nor nonnegative) in [0,7].

To begin with, it is immediate to show that the model (3)
is not critical when w lies outside the interval [Enin,Emax]-
Indeed, suppose first that © < Eyin, so that E(p) — u > 0,
fo= f(0)=0and

T T
|f(T)| < = / e—ﬁ[E(P)—M] dp < Te—ﬂ(t‘:min—//-)7
7 Jo
in contradiction with the asymptotic behavior (1) characteristic
of a critical model. Similarly, when u > E.x We have

1 T
ﬁEﬂ@Z—/[&m—M@
T Jo
and

T T
D) = fol = = [ ol o200 g
T Jo

< Te*ﬂ(lt*&mx)’

again in disagreement with Eq. (1). This conclusion is also
borne out by the fact that when p > Epax or o < Epin the
spectrum is clearly gapped, with energy gap respectively equal
t0 4 — Emax OF Emin — U

Let us now consider the more interesting case in which u €
(Emin»€max), in which the spectrum is clearly gapless. We shall
suppose that the equation £(p) = whasm + 1 > 1roots py <
p1 < --- < p, in the interval (0,7), which we will assume to
be simple. We start by expressing the free energy as

ﬂn:f-%/ﬂmumﬁwme, (26)
0

where

1
fo= 5O =~ / [E(p) — uldp

E(p)<p

and the last integral is extended to the subset of the interval
[0,7] defined by the inequality £(p) < w.Clearly,as T — 0+
the main contribution to the integral in Eq. (26) comes
from an increasingly small neighborhood of the “turning
points” p;, near which |E(p) — p| is small. To exploit this
fact, we choose Ap > 0 small enough that [p; — Ap,p; +
AplNIp; — Ap,p;j + Apl =90 fori # j and £'(p) # 0 on
UL olpi — Ap,p; + Ap]. This is certainly possible, since by
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hypothesis £'(p;) # 0 for all i. Obviously, Ap depends only
on the dispersion relation £(p), and is therefore independent
of T.Calling A = [0,w] — U/ \[p; — Ap,p; + Ap] we have

T
/ In[1 + e—ﬁlf(m—u\]dp
0

:/ln[1+e_ﬂ|€(p)_“|]dp
A

" rpitAp
+ Z [ In[1 4 e PEP=1ap.  (27)
i=0 pi—Ap

The first integral can be easily estimated. Indeed, let a be the
minimum value of |£(p) — u| on the compact set A, which is
clearly positive since E(p) # w on A, and denote by |A| the
length of A. We then have

f In[1 4 e PEP=1gp < e P|A| < e ™, (28)
A

with a (and |A|) obviously independent of 7. Consider next
the integral

pi+Ap
I = f In[1 4 e PIEPD=1gp. (29)
pi—Ap

To analyze its low temperature behavior, we perform the
change of variable

x = BIE(p) — (30

separately in each of the intervals [p; — Ap, p;] and [p;, p; +
Ap]. Since £'(p;) # 0, this change of variable is one to one
and C® in both of the latter intervals, and we have

I BIE(pi—Ap)—pl dx
— = In(l 4+e™%) ——
T /0 1€(p)]

BIE(pi+Ap)—ul dx
+/ In(1+e™) . (31)
0 1" (p)

The asymptotic behavior of these integrals as 7 — 0+ can
be easily determined taking into account that by construction
&’(p) does not vanish on both intervals [p; — Ap, p;] and
[pi,pi + Ap], and therefore

1 1 1
e 4 O0(p-p)=——+OTx),
e~ e TP TP =gy T OTN

as x(p;) = 0 implies that p — p; = O(T x). Since the integral
1o xIn(1 + e™¥)dx is convergent we have

T BIE(pi—Ap)—ul
I = —</ In(1 4+ e *)dx
0

V;
BIEMi+ap) -l
+f In(1 + ex)dx) +0(T%), (32)
0

where we have set

vi = €' (pi)l.
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Moreover, if K is independent of 8 we have

KB o]
/ In(1 +e *)dx — / In(1 + e *)dx
0 0

oo

< / e *dx = e kP,
KB

Using this inequality and the integral

2

o0
T
In(1 Ndx = —
/0 n(l +e ")dx o

in Eq. (32) we thus have

7T )
I = —— + O(T?.
61),'

From Egs. (26)—(29) we finally obtain the asymptotic estimate

aT? &1 3
f=fo——Y —+0T%, T-0+. (33)
6 =0 v;
This is the low temperature behavior of the free energy of a
(1 + 1)-dimensional CFT with m + 1 free bosons with Fermi
velocities vy, . . . ,v,,. Thus in this case the model (3) is critical,
with central charge c = m + 1.
The situation is markedly different if any of the roots of the
equation £(p) = w is not simple. Indeed, assume that p; is a
root of order v, > 1 of the latter equation, so that we can write

P — Dk
by

5(p)—u=sk( ) + Ol(p — p)™*™'

with

l/l)k
Uk!
by = ——— . e =sgnEY(py).
K (‘5("k>(pk)|> k =5 (Pr)

We now choose Ap > 0 such that [p; — Ap,p; + AplN
[pj — Ap.pj + Apl =¥ for i # j and £'(p) # 0 on [p; —
Ap,pi) U (pi,pi + Ap] for all i. Proceeding as before we
again arrive at Egs. (26) and (27) and obtain the estimate (28)
for the first integral in Eq. (27). In order to analyze the low
temperature behavior of the integral [, we again perform the
change of variable (30) in each of the intervals [py — Ap, pi]
and [ pg, pr + Ap], thus obtaining Eq. (31) with i = k. In each
of the latter intervals we now have

|p — pil = bk(Tx)l/”k[l + 0((Tx)l/vk)]
and

lp — pil

\)/(—1
5 ) [1+ O(p — pol,
k

Vi
& = —
1€ (p)I bk(
so that
1E'(p)I~" = l;—Z(Tx)l/v‘_l[] + O((Tx)"/™)].

Substituting into Eq. (31) and proceeding as before we easily
obtain
Zbk 1/v x 1/v—1 —x 2/
Iy =—T"™% x U n(1 + e F)dx + O(T)
Vk 0
=2b (1 — 27" (1 + v e @ + v HTV™

+ O(T*™)
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(see Ref. [12] for more details on the evaluation of the last
integral). Thus at low temperatures the contribution of p; to
the free energy, given by

— ﬂ = _%(1 — 271/Vk)l“(1 + vk_l)z(l + vk—l)TlJrl/vk
b4

+O(T' /M), (34)
dominates over the O(T?) contribution coming from the
simple roots p;. Moreover, since the coefficient of T'+!/% in
Eq. (34) is always negative, this term cannot be compensated
by similar terms in Eq. (27) coming from other multiple roots.
We thus conclude that when p € (Exin,Emax)> but the equation
E(p) = w has at least one multiple root, the model (3) cannot
be critical. A similar analysis shows that this is also the case
when = Enin or & = Enax [27]. This shows that the model
(3) is critical if and only if Eyiy < 1 < Enax and all the roots of
the equation £(p) = u are simple. When that is the case, the
central charge of the model is equal to the number of connected
components of its Fermi sea (or, equivalently, half the number
of connected components of its Fermi “surface”). Thus, the
universality class of the model (3) depends exclusively on the
topology of its Fermi sea, which confirms the general assertion
in Ref. [11].

V. GROUND-STATE ENTANGLEMENT ENTROPY

As mentioned in the Introduction, one of the hallmarks of
a critical fermionic lattice model in one dimension with short-
range interactions is the logarithmic growth of its ground-state
bipartite entanglement entropy with the length L of the block
of spins considered. More precisely, let

Se = (1 —a) 'Intr(py)

denote the Rényi entropy of the block when the whole chain
is in its ground state |v), where p; = try_p |¥)(¥|. The
expected behavior of S, in this type of models is then
Sy = %(1 +a L + C,, (35)
where c is the central charge of the corresponding Virasoro
algebra and C,, is a nonuniversal constant (independent of L).
We showed in a previous paper [12] that the latter formula
is also valid for the supersymmetric chains (3) when their
dispersion relation is monotonic (and nonnegative) in the
interval [0,7], even in the case of long-range interactions.
In this section we shall extend this result to a general model of
the type (3), whose dispersion relation need not be monotonic
(or nonnegative) in [0,7].
To this end, recall first of all that the ground-state entangle-
ment entropy S, can be expressed in terms of the eigenvalues of
the ground-state correlation matrix Ay, with matrix elements

(Apj = (Wlalaly), 1< jk<L.

Indeed, it was shown in Ref. [5] that

L
Sa =Y salh), (36)
i=1

PHYSICAL REVIEW E 95, 012129 (2017)

—1-¢ -1 1 1+e
> —
FIG. 4. Integration path y, s in Eq. (38).
where

cormo-arsl (152 o (5]

and A, ...,Ap € [—1,1] are the eigenvalues of the matrix
2A; — 1. The asymptotic behavior of S, can be determined
following the method developed by Jin and Korepin [6] for the
XX model. To this end, for ¢ > 0 we define the complex-valued
function

SS)(Z)Z(l—Oé)lln[<1+;+Z) +<1+;_Z) i|7
(37

where Inz = In|z| +iarg_, , zand z* = "%, This function
has a logarithmic branch cut on the set |Rez| > 1 + ¢ and
no other singularities on a sufficiently small open subset
(independent of ¢) containing the interval [—1,1] [28]. By
Cauchy’s theorem and Eq. (36), if y; s is the path sketched in
Fig. 4 we therefore have

Sy =

1 d
lim — EA)—InDp () dx, 38
aﬁ“5+2nitl;5**( JmDL ) dE, (8)

where

Dy() = det(h + 1 — 24,). (39)

As explained in Appendix A, the latter integral can then
be approximated using a proved case of the Fisher-Hartwig
conjecture to estimate the logarithmic derivative of Dy ()).

A. Asymptotic formula for D (1)

In order to derive the asymptotic behavior of Dy (1), we
first need to determine the symbol of the Toeplitz matrix
T, =i+ 1—2A, (see again Appendix A for the definition
of the symbol and its calculation in two simple cases). We
shall compute this symbol for a general model of the type (3),
whose dispersion relation is not assumed to be monotonic over
[0,7]. More precisely, we shall only suppose that the equation
E(p)=p has m + 1 > 1 simple roots pg < p; < -++ < pm
in the interval (0,7). From the symmetry of £ around =
[cf. Eq. (12)] it then follows that the remaining roots of the
equation £(p) = pintheinterval (0,27)are2wr — p,, < -+ <
2w — p; < 27w — po.

In general, the system’s ground state |v) is determined by
the conditions [29]

{ww=a en(k) <

aly) =0, en(k) > p,
so that
o [0 en() > p
<¢/|a1ak|w> - {ajks 8N(k) < [
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It immediately follows from Eq. (8) that the matrix elements
of the correlation matrix A are given by

1 —2mi(j—k)l
(Ap)jk = NZ(Z RN

lel

where the sum ranges over the set / of integers in the
range [0,N — 1] satisfying the condition ey(l) < p . In the
thermodynamic limit N — oo the latter formula becomes

e_i(-i_k)pdp, (40)
E(p)<u

1

(ApDj = 7
where the integral is extended to the subset of the interval
(0,27) defined by the inequality £(p) < . In fact, by the 27
periodicity of the integrand we can replace the interval (0,2)
by any interval of length 277, which we shall take as [— pg,27 —
pol. Let us suppose, for definiteness, that £'(py) > 0 [the case
E'(po) < 0 is dealt with similarly]. From the simple nature of
the roots p;, 2w — p;, it then follows that the subintervals of
the interval (— pg,2w — pg) on which £(p) — w is negative are

(pak—1,p2u), 0<k < |m/2],
with p_; = —py, and
1 <k< [(m+1)/2],

with p,,11 = 27 — p,,. By Eq. (40), the symbol of the Toeplitz
matrix 7y = A + 1 — 2A, is given by

A—1,
A1,

2 — pox,2m — pau—1),

—po <0 < po,

po <0 <p

c(e'?y = 41)

A+1, 27 —pr <0 <2m — py.

Thus c(e') is piecewise constant and alternates between the
two values A — 1 and A + 1. The discontinuities of this symbol
at the points e*? (with 0 < j < m) suggest the ansatz

m
c(eia) — b(eie) 1_[ tﬁj (ei(9+pj))t_ﬂj(ei(9—l7j))
j=0

for suitable b and B;. To verify this ansatz, we note that for
pj—1 <0 < pj (with 0 < j < m) we have
15 (ei(0+m)) = oPrO+pi—m)
k )

e~ B O—pi—m) ,

o O<k<j—1
t_p (0P = {eiﬁk(é‘pk+n) P

J<k<m,
whereas for 2m — p; <60 <27 — p;_; (with 1< j<m+1)

e PeO+pi—1) ,

» 0<k<j—1
1, ("1 = {eim<e+m—3n> ke

J<k<m,
g (ei((?*Pk)) — o iPO—pi—m)
—B ,
and thus in either case
c(e') = b(e'?)e? LizoPipie 2 Lics P,
Comparing the latter formula with Eq. (41) we arrive at the

system

b LinoPirig=2mi Xisi B — ) — (1)), 0< j<m+1.
(42)

PHYSICAL REVIEW E 95, 012129 (2017)

These equations easily imply that §; + 8,1 is an integer
multiple of 27 for j=0,...,m —1. We shall take §; +
Bj+1 = 0, so that calling By = B we have

Bi=(=1/B, 0<j<m (43)
From the equations with j = m and j = m + 1 we then obtain

o2 _ A4 (="
A —(=1ym’

so that we can take

1 A+

Finally, from the equation with j = m + 1 we have

b=[r+ (_l)m]e—Ziﬁ Yo (=1 py

A4 1) ZheoD /)
=[A+ (—l)m](—> , (45)
A—1
which can also be written as
b=OX+1) A1\ (46)
B A—1)
where
“ p
P=3 (~Df = 4 m) @7
k=0

and 7 (m) denotes the parity of m. It is easy to check that with
this choice of b and 8; Eq. (42) are all satisfied.

Since Eq. (44) coincides with the first Eq. (A9), as
explained in Appendix A, the condition |Ref| < 1/2 is
satisfied, so that we can apply the Fisher-Hartwig conjecture
to estimate Dy ()) = detTy. To this end (using the notation
in Appendix A), note first of all that R = 2(m + 1) and, by
Eq. (A4),

M = —2(m + 1)B>. (48)
Moreover, from Eq. (43) it easily follows that

and

R
[[ca+B)G0 =B =161+ HGU - B+
1|2

r=1
. 6, — 6, 2B, Bs
sm| ———
2
1<s<r<R

m . pi—pi =1y g2
= 2sin p;)~ 2sin [ = J
| 0( pi) I1 [ i < 5

0<j<i<m

_4(—1)i+i g2
(252)]
Sin ) .

Equation (AS5) and the Fisher-Hartwig conjecture (A3) thus
yield the asymptotic formula

< |1

0<j<i<m

-LP
DLO) = (e p T Gt 0 ()

x [G(1 + B)G(1 — B V[1 + o(1)], (49)
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with

m

= [[@sinp)

i=0
it D
[w] (50)

x l_[ sin? (2524

0<j<i<m 2

f(po, - pm)

independent of L and A.

B. Asymptotic behavior of the ground-state
entanglement entropy

We shall next use the approximate formula (49) and Eq. (38)
to derive an asymptotic formula for the Rényi entanglement
entropy of the ground state of a general model of the form
(3) in the limit L — oo. First of all, from Eq. (49) we easily
obtain

d . (1-P P 4ip mal
6M111DL(A)_L</\Jrl +A_1>+n(l_k2)[ln(L h
+(m + HOM)], (51)

with

1 d
28 @IH[G(1 + )G - p)]

_1+VE+Z

[cf. Eq. (A6)]. In fact, the dominant term (proportional to L) in
the previous expression does not contribute to Eq. (38), since
by Cauchy’s residue theorem we have

d(L) =

ﬂ/n

(52)

1
Oy
. S"‘()A 7

=sE(ED) — s,(£1) =0.
27'[1 Ye.s e—0+

Thus Egs. (38)—(51) yield
R

2
Se = li
n%a—%+/ 1 — A2

+(m + DO(L)]dA.

Bln(f L™t

Moreover, it is straightforward to verify that the integral along
the circular arcs of y, s vanishes identically, since each of
these arcs is mapped to the opposite of the other by the
transformation A — —A, and the integrand changes sign under
the latter mapping [cf. Eqs. (37), (44), and (52)]. We thus obtain

2 1-i0 1+i 0 s (}L)
~ — - - In(fL™"!
772< —1-i0 /1+i0)1—)“2 plin(f )

+ (m + D®R)]dA. (53)

In order to evaluate these integrals, we note that along the
segments A = x £ i with |x| < 1 we have

A+1 x2—14+82F2ié
w = = s
A—1 (1 —x)%+4 82
so that
1+x
lim |w| = .
5§—0+ 1—x

PHYSICAL REVIEW E 95, 012129 (2017)

On the other hand,
Rew = ¥ -1+8
(1—x)*+82
is negative for sufficiently small §, while
Imw +26
Rew 1—x2— 62

tends to 0 as 6 — 0+ and has the same sign as %4, so that

lim ar w = F.
§—>0+ g(in’”] +

‘We thus have

lim B(x +i8) = i[ln(l +x> :Fin:| — BT L.
5—0+ 2i 1—x 2
with

1 (1
B(x) = —ln< +x>.
2 1—x

From Eq. (53) it immediately follows that
Sa = (L™ f) + (m + 1D(1 + yp)l1(@)
+(m + D (a), (54
with

S (x)

2 1
I = — ——dx, 55
(@) z/,ll_xzx (55)

Sa(x)
hle) = — Z /1 — |:n

(3 +iBw)’ }dx
1 . 2 :
2— (3 +iB))
(56)

The value of the integral /;(«) can be deduced from Ref. [6]
(cf. also [16]), namely

14+«
6«

(see Appendix B for an elementary derivation of the latter
formula). We thus obtain

Ii(a) = (57)

1 ~
Sy = (m+1) %m@f‘/”ﬁ‘) +m+1DCy,  (58)

where
~ 14+« 1+«
Co = (I +ye)+ h(e) = —— (1 +yr)
6« 6o

sa(x)
1-— x2 n?

Comparing with Eq. (35), we see that the ground-state Rényi
entanglement entropy of the model (3) behaves as that of a
critical system with central charge ¢ = m + 1, as expected.
Moreover, the constant term C, is given in this case by

(L +iBw)’ W
~(y+iBw)’

,,22 38

(59)

+a =~
Inf(po,....pm) +(m+1Cq,  (60)

where the first term is model dependent (it depends on p and
&(p) through the momenta p;), while C,, is a universal constant

1
Cy =
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Ce

0.6 -

0.4

FIG. 5. Plot of the constant term ax in Eq. (58).

(independent of L and p;) characteristic of the class of models
under consideration. It is shown in Appendix C that C, in
Eq. (58) can be expressed as

1
C, = _2 [ Sa) Re [w(% +iB(x)>i|dx, (61)

7'l.'2 1 1—X2

where

V(2) = ilnlﬂ(z)
dz

is the digamma function. In particular, Eq. (61) implies that Ca
coincides with the function Tfa) defined in Eq. (64) of Ref. [6].
Since for m = 0 we have f(po) = 2sin pg, Eq. (58) yields
the formula derived in Ref. [12] for the Rényi entanglement
entropy of the model (3) when its dispersion relation is
monotonic over the interval [0,77] (which, as explained in the
latter reference, includes the XX model studied in Ref. [6]). In
fact, using the ideas of Ref. [6] Eq. (61) can be written in the
simpler form

~ 1

Cy = / (a csch?t — cschr csch(t /o)
l—« 0

1— 2
¢ e_2’>ﬂ (62)

6« t

(see Appendix C for details). From the previous expression it
is straightforward to evaluate C, numerically for any specific
value of the Rényi parameter o > 0; cf. Fig. 5. It can be
numerically verified that C, vanishes for « ~ 0.106 022, and
attains its maximum value ~0.632 417 for a >~ 0.321 699 (cf.
Fig. 5). _

It also follows from Eq. (62) that C, — —00 as o — O+,
and that when « — oo C, tends to a finite (nonzero) limit,
given by

~ ® /1 —2\ dt
Coo = / <— cschr — csch?t — ¢ )— ~0.27970.
0 t 6 t

Taking the &« — 1 limit in the previous formulas we obtain
the following asymptotic expression for the von Neumann
entropy S = Si:

+1
S:m

InL + Cy, (63)
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5[ T T
20p - ]
[ o3 2
N 15 e It ]
o [ .
S LA
10F " 1
50 o o, ]
: R, ;
0 ;\ L 1 L L L 1 L L L L 1 1 1 1 1 \;
100 200 300 400 500
L

FIG. 6. Relative error rp = Syp/S — 1 of the approximation Sy,
in the right-hand side of Eq. (63) to the von Neumann ground-state
entanglement entropy of the chain (22) with / = 1/2 and u = 17/4
as a function of the block length L. Inset: dispersion relation of the
chain (22) with the latter values of J and . [The interval (£(7), Enax)
is in this case is (4,9/2),m = 1, pg ~ 1.717 77, and p; =~ 2.593 56.]

where
Ci = 3nf(po.....pw) + (m+ DC

and the universal constant C 1 = limg 50, is given by

~ © 7 cosht 1 e~
C = —— — ———5~ — & |dt = 0.495018.
0 sinh®t  tsinh” ¢t 3t

Note, in particular, that the latter equation agrees with the
formula for the analogous constant Y in Ref. [6].

The formula (58)—(62) [or its counterpart (63) for the von
Neumann entropy] provides an excellent approximation to the
ground-state Rényi entanglement entropy of the supersym-
metric chain (3) for even moderately large values of L. As
an example, in Fig. 6 we have represented the relative error
rL = Sapp/S — 1, where Sy, is the approximation (63) to the
von Neumann entropy S, for the finite-range chain (22) in
the case J = 1/2 and pu = 17/4. The value of S has been
numerically computed diagonalizing the correlation matrix A,
and using the exact formula (36) (with « = 1). As explained
in Sec. II1, for the value of J considered the dispersion relation
has exactly one maximum in the interval (0,7 ), and hence is not
monotonic. In particular, for pu € (£(),Emax) = (4,9/2) the
Fermi sea consists of two disjoint intervals, as is also apparent
from the inset in Fig. 6. As can be seen from the latter figure,
the relative error decreases (though not monotonically) from
2.5 x 1073 to 1079 when L ranges from 100 to 500.

VI. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

In this paper we have analyzed the critical behavior of a
large class of supersymmetric spin chains whose dispersion
relation £(p) is not assumed to be monotonic in the interval
[0,7]. We have examined the conditions under which the
dispersion relation is well defined (i.e., is a continuous
function) in the thermodynamic limit, providing several simple
examples of models of this type, with both short- and long-
range interactions, whose dispersion relation is not monotonic.
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The main conclusion of our work is that the criticality
properties of the supersymmetric chains (3) are determined ex-
clusively by the topology (the number of points) of their Fermi
“surface.” More precisely, through the analysis of the free
energy per spin in the critical (gapless) phase, we have shown
that these models are equivalent to a system of m + 1 free
bosons with Fermi velocities v; = £'(p;), where po, ...,pn
are the points of the Fermi surface in the interval [0,7]. In
particular, the central charge is equal to the number m + 1 of
connected components (intervals) of the Fermi sea. This result
is corroborated by the asymptotic behavior of the ground-state
Rényi entanglement entropy S, as the block size L tends to
infinity, which has been derived applying a proved case of
the Fisher-Hartwig conjecture. Indeed, we have shown that
Se 22 (m + (1 + a~HInL + C,, where C, is a nonuniversal
constant (independent of L) which we have computed in
closed form in terms of the momenta py, . . ., p;,. In particular,
for large L the entanglement entropy exhibits the logarith-
mic growth characteristic of (1 4 1)-dimensional conformal
field theories with central charge ¢ = m + 1. This behavior,
which is typical of critical (fermionic) one-dimensional lattice
models with short-range interactions (see, e.g., [11,16]), was
recently established by the authors for supersymmetric spin
chains of the type considered here under the assumption that
the dispersion relation is monotonic in [0,7].

The present work opens up several possible lines for
future research. In the first place, one could consider a
generalization of our results on the ground-state entanglement
entropy to more general situations (for instance, considering
excited states, as in Ref. [16]), in which the Fermi sea is not
necessarily a finite union of disjoint intervals but exhibits a
more complicated topological structure. Another interesting
generalization of the present work is the analysis of the
entanglement of a subset consisting of the union of two or more
disjoint blocks. In fact, the entanglement entropy of this type
of subsystems has already been discussed in Ref. [30], giving
rise to an unproved conjecture on the asymptotic behavior of
the determinant of a block Toeplitz matrix.
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APPENDIX A: TOEPLITZ MATRICES AND THE
FISHER-HARTWIG CONJECTURE

In this appendix we shall briefly review the Fisher-Hartwig
conjecture on the asymptotic behavior of the determinant of
a Toeplitz matrix when its order tends to infinity. (Recall that
a matrix T is Toeplitz if its matrix elements ;; depend only
oni —j.)

If ¢(z) is a (complex-valued) function defined on the unit cir-
cle S' = {z € C : |z] = 1}, we define its Fourier coefficients
¢y (n € Z)by

Cp = —

1 2 ) )
- . c(z) Z_n_l dz = —/ c(elf?)e—me d6.
2mi 2 Jo

lz1=1
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Note that the last integral can in fact be extended to any interval
of length 27, by the 27 periodicity of the integrand. For any
L € N, the function ¢ : ' — C defines a Toeplitz matrix T,
of order L through the relation

(Tp)ij = ci—j,

We shall say that the function c is the symbol of the Toeplitz
matrix 77 . The Fisher-Hartwig conjecture applies to matrices
T whose symbol satisfies certain requirements that we shall
next describe.

More precisely [31], ¢ should be of the form

1<i,j<L.

R
c(2) = b@) [ [ 15" "2 = 2cos(® — 6,)1.  (AD)

r=1

where Rewo, > —1/2, b : Sl > Cisa nonvanishing smooth
function with zero winding number, and

tp(z) = PO 9 = argg o 2- (A2)

Note that 75(e'®~%) has in general (i.., unless B is an integer)
a single jump discontinuity at z = ¢'%. If ¢ satisfies Eq. (A1),
we denote by [, (n € Z) the nth Fourier coefficient of Inb
(which is well defined and smooth, from the smoothness of b
and the assumption on its winding number), and define

bi(z) = exp (Z linzi"), z€S.

n=1

It is immediate to show that b, (respectively b_) can be
analytically prolonged to the interior (respectively exterior)
of the unit circle. It also follows from the definition of b, that
on the unit circle we have the Wiener-Hopf decomposition

b(z) = b, (2)b_(2),
Let us further set

E[b] = exp <Z n lnl,,)

n=1

ze S

and
R
E = E[b][ [ bae™ Vb _(e)
r=1
X 1‘[ (1 — /6=t y(er+B)(B;—ar)

1<s#r<R

5 B G+ a +B)G( +a, — B)

G( + 2a,)

r=1

where the Barnes G function is the entire function defined by

G(1 + 7) = Qr )/ 2e~ GGy /)

X 1_[ [(1 + §>ne_z+zz/2”]
n=1

and yg is the Euler-Mascheroni constant. The Fisher-Hartwig
conjecture states [31] that if 7, is the Toeplitz matrix with
symbol (A1) then when L — oo we have

det T, = " LME[1 + o(1)],
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with

M =

r

R
(e — BY).
=1

The above conjecture was actually proved [18] in the case

a,=0, [Ref| <3, r=1,....,R,

which, as we shall see below, is the relevant one for our
purposes. Furthermore, as explained in Sec. V, we shall only
need to consider the case in which b is a constant (i.e.,
independent of #). The Fisher-Hartwig conjecture simplifies
considerably in this case, since

l, =lodon = bs = E[b] =1, " =b,
and therefore
detT, = b"LYE[1 + o(D)] (A3)
with
R
M=->"p (A4)
r=1
and
. er _ 0? 2B, Bs
E = 2 :
I [ ( . ) }
1<s<r<R
R
x [Tea+ G0 - By). (A5)

r=1

Note also that the product G(1 + z)G(1 — z) reduces to

oo 2 n
G +2G(1 =) = e ¥ ] [(1 - Z_Z) eﬂ"]'
n

n=1
(A6)
We shall be mainly interested in the case in which 7} =
A —(2AL — 1), where A is a spectral parameter and A is
the correlation matrix of a block of L spins of the su(1|1)
supersymmetric spin chain. As a first example, let us express
in the form (A1) and (A2) the symbol of the matrix 7; when the
chain’s dispersion relation is monotonic in the interval [0, ].
To begin with, in this case we have
. . »
Ay = SIH[PO.(J br_ 1 /
w(j —k) 2w J_
where pg € [0,7] is the Fermi momentum [12]. Thus the
symbol of the Toeplitz matrix Ay is

0
e~ 1U=R9 g
Po

i 1, —pp <0 <
iy __ s Po Po,
fle )_{O, po <60 < 2w — po,

and that of 77, is therefore given by

c(ei9)= {)"_17 _p0<6 < Ppo,

A+1, po<6 <2m— pg.

Note that ¢ has two jump discontinuities on the unit circle at
the points e*7°. We shall next show that

c(em) — b(eie)tﬁ(ei(9+po))t_ﬂ(ei(0—po)) (A7)
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for suitable 8 and b(z). Indeed, first of all we have
—po <0 <2m—py=0<60+ py<?2m
= tﬁ(ei(0+pu)) — !PO+po—m)
On the other hand, if —py < 6 < pg then
0<2(r —po) <0 —po+2m <2m
= t_ﬁ(ei(%po)) — efiﬂ((?fpoﬂr)’
while for py < 6 < 2w — py we have
0<6—py<2m— py) <21
= t_ﬂ(ei(efpo)) — o iBO—po—T)

Hence
2B po—m)
62’/5P0 ,

—po <0 < po,
po < 60 < 2w — py.

(A8)

tﬁ(ei(9+Po))t7ﬁ(ei(9—Po)) — {

In order for Eq. (A7) to hold we must therefore have

be*Pro=m — ) 1, be*Pro = 41,
from which we easily get
; A1 .
EZIﬁn — - + 1 ) b= (}\, + 1)672113170.

Although these equations admit an infinite number of solutions
(B,b) provided that A ## %1, it will prove convenient for our

purposes to take
1 (a+1 A1\
=—Inl—), b=GQ+DH|— , (A9
P =2 n(k—l) A+ )(x—1> (A9

where Inz = In|z| 4 i arg_, ;;z and z* = ¢*"™. Note, in par-
ticular, that b is a nonvanishing constant. It is also important
to observe that

1 A+1 1
A g [-1,1] = |Ref| = 3 Merm\ Ty ) < 3

since by definition —7 < arg_, ;12 < 7 and

ar, u —n<=>A+le(—ooO)
S \i 1) 1 ’

— Are(=L1.

Thus the Fisher-Hartwig conjecture can be applied provided
that A lies outside the closed interval [—1,1], with R =1,
op = 0and

M = —28% E = (2sinpo) ¥ G(1 + B)*G(1 — B)*.

By Egs. (A3) and (A9), when L — oo the characteristic
polynomial Dy (A) = det(A + 1 —2A}) is given by

A+ 1 —Lpo/m
)
xG(1+ B)*G(1 — B*[1 + o(1)], (A10)

with 8 defined by Eq. (A9). This is precisely the formula used
by Jin and Korepin [6] for the determination of the asymptotic
behavior of the ground-state entanglement entropy of the XX
model.

D1(%) = (2L sin po) P (. + 1)L<
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&(p)

p

Po D1 T

FIG. 7. Dispersion relation £(p) with a single maximum in (0,7).

As a second example, we shall consider a simple case in
which the dispersion relation £ is not monotonic in [0,7].
More precisely, suppose that £ is nonnegative and has a single
maximum in the open interval (0,7) (cf. Fig. 7).

For n € (0,€(7)), the equation £(p) = u has one root pg in
the interval (0,7), and the determinant Dy ()) is approximately
given by Eq. (A10). We shall next determine the asymptotic
behavior of Dy (A) when pu € (E£(1),Emax), Where Enax is the
maximum value of £(p), and thus the equation £(p) = w has
two roots py < p; in the interval (0,7). To begin with, from
Eq. (40) it follows that in this case

1 Po 27 —p ik
(Ap)ji = g( / + f )e'“ Pdp.
—Po p1

Thus the symbol of T, = A + 1 — 2A is given by
C(eie): )"_17 96(_p07p0)u(p]72n_p1)
A+1, 8€(po,p1)UQ2r — p1,2m — po).

(Al1)

In other words, c(e'?) alternatively takes on the two values A —
1 and A + 1 on each of the four intervals (— po, po), . . . ,(2m —
P1,2w — po) on which £(p) — u has constant sign, starting
with A — 1. Since the symbol (A11) has four discontinuities at
the points =7 and e*'P! | we shall try to express it as

C(elﬁ) — b(eie)tﬂn(ei(6+p0))l7ﬁn(€i(9_p0))

Xtﬁl(ei(9+m))t_ﬁl(ei(9—m)) (A12)

for suitably chosen b, B;. In fact, we only need compute
t1,(e'®*PV) which is straightforward:

eiPr1O+p1—m) ,

[0+ —po <0 <2 — p
Ip, (el( 171)) = {eiﬁ1(9+p1—3n)

27 — p1 <0 < 2w — po

e iP=pitm),

= —po <0 <p
tp (7)) = {e—iﬂme—p.—m

p1 <6 <2m — po.

Combining the previous equations with Eq. (A8) and compar-
ing with Eq. (A11) we immediately arrive at the system

b 2 Bopotbipn) o =2mi(Bo+B1) _ py p2iBopothip) — » _ 1,

b 2 BopotPip) o =2mibt 5 4 |
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From the first equation it follows that Sy + B8; must be an
integer. Choosing the simplest solution By = —f; =  and
dividing the last equation by the first one we again obtain
Eq. (A9) for 8. Finally, from the last equation it follows that

) A1 (pr—po—m)/7
b= (h+ DePP=rm) = (5 4 ”(x - 1) '

(A13)
Note that 8 is still given by Eq. (A9), so the condition
|IRef| < 1/2, necessary for the validity of the Fisher-Hartwig

conjecture, also applies in this case if A ¢ [—1,1]. Since now
M = —4p2,

and

4
[t + )60 -8 =G0+ pGa - py
1 [

r=1
. <9r _ 9S> ]Zﬁ,ﬂs
Sin )

1<s<r<4

482 2
. (P1— Do ” . (P1+ Do K
= |2sin| ——— 2sin [ ———
2 2

X (4 sin pg sin pl)_zﬂz.

By the Fisher-Hartwig conjecture, the determinant Dy (}) is
given in this case by

4L7sin pg sin p; sin® (2522) .
sinz(—p'gpo)

Dr(2) =|:

A1 (L/7)(p1—po—7)
x (A + 1)L<)\—+1)

x G(1+ B)*G( — B)*[1 + o(1)]. (A14)

APPENDIX B: COMPUTATION OF THE INTEGRAL I4(c)

In this appendix we shall provide an elementary derivation
of the integral I;(«w) in Eq. (55), which appears in the
asymptotic expression of the Rényi entanglement entropy of
the model (3). To begin with, we have

2 L
Ii(a) = ;(1 —a) (o),
with
A 1 14+ x\* 1 —x\*
= w[(57) +(57) ]

or equivalently [performing the change of variables r = (x +

1/2]

dx
1 —x2’

. Lo v dt
@ = [ i -0 ®1)
0
Integrating by parts we obtain the equivalent expression
. ltot—l_l_ta—l
h(@) = —«a / oD g B2
0 t“+ (1 —1)
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On the other hand, differentiating Eq. (B1) with respect to o
we easily get

N ! o1 Int
Il(@) = dt,
o 4+ =0 1—¢

and hence [25]
fi() U Int 72
( )+ o /0 11—t 6

Solving this linear differential equation with the initial condi-
tion /(1) = 0 we finally obtain

2

T
L) = —(1—0t ), (B3)

which immediately yields Eq. (57).

APPENDIX C: SIMPLIFICATION OF THE CONSTANT 5,,‘

In this appendix we derive Eq. (61) for the constant C, in
Eq. (58), and show that it can be more simply expressed by
means of the integral (62). To this end, we use the elementary
identity

> /1 1
Y(@)=—ye+ <— - —)
; n n+z—1

which can be immediately derived from the well-known
infinite product for the gamma function. Our starting point
is the definition (56) of I(«), which can be written as

I(a) = / o) D@+ £~ Ze)dx, (€D
-1

with Z(x) = 1/2 + i B(x) and
S 3

Z
f(Z)ZZm

n=1

From the relation

SRR (N0 SUNE A UHE ¥ G B
niz2—n? 2\n+z n 2\n—z n

and the functional identity ¥ (z 4+ 1) = ¥ (z) + 1/z satisfied
by the digamma function it immediately follows that

1
f@) = —% W@ + (1= 2] =276 - 3.

and therefore

f@Q+fl-2)= @ +vd -2

Substituting into Eq. (C1) and using Egs. (57) and (59) we
easily obtain Eq. (61).

In order to prove Eq. (62), we first make the change of
variable w = B(x) in Eq. (61), which yields

~ 2 (™ 2 cosh(raw)
(1—-a)Cy = — —/ ln|:—i|
0

T [2 cosh(r w)]¥

(b ofl o)

—1—y
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2 °°1 2 cosh(raw)
n| /"""
0 [2 cosh(rw)]*
d [TE-iw

—1In [Q} dw.
dw [T'(3+iw)
We next integrate by parts, taking into account that by Stirling’s
formula we have

1 _
IH[M} = O(wlnw)
F(% +i w)

i

while
2 cosh(raw) = (e min(lamy
[2 cosh(mrw)]*

so that the boundary term vanishes. We thus obtain
(1 —a)Cq

s r(—iw)

= 21a/ [ tanh(raw) — tanh(z w)|In| —3—= |dw.
0 T(5+iw)

On the other hand, from Gauss’s integral representation of the

digamma function [32]

o0 e—f e_Zl
o= [T (G- )ar

it easily follows that

oo 1— ef(zfl)t e~ !
InI"(z) = -1 - —|—dt
nr'@) /0 |:Z 1 —e! i|t
and hence
1 .
1n|:F(§ —lU))

r(i+iw)

] =i /m[csch(t/Z) sin(wt) — 2we"]%.
0

Substituting into the last formula for C, and using the
elementary identity

26—27rw ze—mew

tanh — tanh = —

anh(roaw) — tanh(mr w) o 2mw [
we obtain

~ ® g1(t) — gu(t
0 t
with
00 e—2mxw
gu(t) = / ———[2we™" — csch(t/2) sin(wt)]dw.
0 1 + 672mxw

The latter integral can be evaluated in closed form by
elementary means. Indeed,

00 w672naw e . 00 5
——dw = -1 we " dw
/0 1 4 e=2mow 2:1:( ) fo ¢

1 Z( 1>"+1_ (@ 1
8

= Anla? 7202 4802’

while

oo etu}t e—2notw " ('t 5 )
_ n it—2nmwa)w
/(; 1+ 672mxw dw = Z( 1) / dw

n=1 0
i (=1
it—"2nma’

n=I

012129-14



SUPERSYMMETRIC SPIN CHAINS WITH NONMONOTONIC ...

and therefore

/00 o-2maw Sin(wt)dw _ Imi | (—1)"
0 1 4 e=2mow —ir— 2nmo
o0
(—1yr! 1 (2
=t ———— = — | — —csch[t/(2 .
> — — csehlr/2a)

- 24+ 4a?7?n? 4a
n=

PHYSICAL REVIEW E 95, 012129 (2017)

We thus obtain

—t

e
8a(t) = a2 + CSCh(f/2)<

csch[t/Qa)] 1 >
da )

from which Eq. (62) easily follows.
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