arXiv:2110.04881v2 [quant-ph] 4 Jan 2022

Entanglement entropy production in deep inelastic scattering

Kun Zhang,^1 Kun Hao,^{2, 3, ∗} Dmitri Kharzeev,^{4, 5, †} and Vladimir Korepin^{3, 6, ‡} 1Department of Chemistry, State University of New York at Stony Brook, Stony Brook, New York 11794, USA 2Institute of Modern Physics, Northwest University, Xi’an 710069, China 3C.N. Yang Institute for Theoretical Physics, Stony Brook University, New York 11794, USA 4Center for Nuclear Theory, Department of Physics and Astronomy, Stony Brook University, New York 11794, USA 5Physics Department, Brookhaven National Laboratory, Upton, NY 11973, USA 6Department of Physics and Astronomy, Stony Brook University, New York 11794, USA (Dated: January 15, 2022)

Deep inelastic scattering (DIS) samples a part of the wave function of a hadron in the vicinity of the light cone. Lipatov constructed a spin chain which describes the amplitude of DIS in leading logarithmic approximation. Kharzeev and Levin proposed the entanglement entropy as an observable in DIS [Phys. Rev. D 95, 114008 (2017)], and suggested a relation between the entanglement entropy and parton distributions. Here we represent the DIS process as a local quench in the Lipatov’s spin chain, and study the time evolution of the produced entanglement entropy. We show that the resulting entanglement entropy depends on time logarithmically, S(t) = 1/3 ln (t/τ ) with τ = 1/m for 1/m ≤ t ≤ (mx)^{−1}, where m is the proton mass and x is the Bjorken x. The central charge c of Lipatov’s spin chain is determined here to be c = 1; using the proposed relation between the entanglement entropy and parton distributions, this corresponds to the gluon structure function growing at small x as xG(x) ∼ 1/x^{1/3}.

I. INTRODUCTION

Fifty years ago, Balitsky, Fadin, Kuraev and Lipatov (BFKL) set out a study of the high-energy behavior of the hadron scattering amplitude within perturbative QCD. They identified the terms (α_s ln s)^n (where s is the squared centre-of-mass energy and α_s is the strong coupling) resulting from the gluon ladders exchanged between the colliding hadrons. Since at high energies ln s is large, even at weak coupling it was necessary to resum the entire series of these leading logarithmic terms. The result was that the total cross section grows as s^{αBFKL−1}, where α_{BFKL} > 1 is the intercept of the resulting “BFKL pomeron” [1–4].

The growth of the cross section, and the corresponding increase of the gluon structure function at low Bjorken x, has been observed in deep inelastic scattering (DIS) at HERA [5–8], which excited interest in the studies of BFKL dynamics. In a ground-breaking paper [9], Lipatov discovered that in the leading logarithmic approximation (LLA), DIS can be effectively described by the XXX spin chain with zero spin.

At high energy, the scattering amplitudes in QCD are described by the exchange of gluons between the virtual quark-antiquark pair (resulting from the splitting of the virtual photon) and the hadron. The gluons are dressed by virtual gluon loops, which leads to their ”Reggeization”. See Fig. 1. In the limit of large number of colors N_c (with fixed g^2N_c, where g is the QCD coupling), the Hamiltonian describing the interactions of Reggeized

∗ haoke72@163.com † dmitri.kharzeev@stonybrook.edu ‡ vladimir.korepin@stonybrook.edu

gluons reduces to the sum of terms describing the nearneighbor interactions, as a Hamiltonian of a spin chain.

FIG. 1. Feynman diagram describing DIS at small Bjorken x. The virtual photon γ∗ emitted by the scattered lepton (not shown) splits into a virtual quark-antiquark pair. The Reggeized gluons are exchanged between the virtual quarkantiquark pair and the hadron.

The chain was mapped to the spin (−1) [10] and to lattice nonlinear Schrödinger model [11]. Here we will use the nonlinear Schrödinger (NLS) equation [12–15] to describe the entanglement entropy evolution in DIS. In our treatment, we will rely on the conformal field theory (CFT) description of quantum lattice NLS.

Ideas of information theory find new applications in physics. In particular, the quantum information approach to high-energy interactions was extended in a recent paper [16], where it was argued that the phases of light cone wave functions cannot be measured in highenergy collisions – therefore, the corresponding density matrix has to be averaged over the phase, with the corresponding Haar measure. This leads to the emergence of entanglement entropy describing the corresponding “Haar scrambled” mixed states. The structure functions measured in DIS can be interpreted in terms of this entanglement entropy [17, 18]. To develop this description further and to describe the real-time evolution of the entanglement entropy in DIS, one needs to identify the physical excitations of the effective high-energy QCD Hamiltonian. This can be conveniently done in the spin chain case, with the help of the CFT description [19–21]. This motivates our study of entanglement entropy evolution in a local quench describing the DIS in the XXX spin chain with negative spin (which is equivalent to NLS).

The algebraic Bethe ansatz (quantum inverse scattering method) [15, 22] can be used for construction of the eigenfunctions of NLS. Here we will apply this method to the XXX spin chain with spins s = 0 and −1 describing high-energy QCD in the LLA. Then we will explain the relation between the XXX spin chain with negative spin to the quantum NLS model.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we present the construction of eigenstates of Lipatov’s spin chain by means of the algebraic Bethe ansatz. In Sec. III, we will map Lipatov’s spin chain to the quantum lattice NLS model and study the thermodynamic limit of the system. In Sec. IV, we discuss the entanglement entropy evolution of Lipatov’s spin chain after the local quench, and the corresponding evolution of the local operator entanglement. Sec. V is the conclusion. Appendix A provides an intuitive derivation of entanglement dynamics based on CFT.

II. LIPATOV’S SPIN CHAIN

The holomorphic multicolor QCD Hamiltonian [9, 10] describes the nearest neighbor interactions of L particles (Reggeized gluons):

H_L = L∑ k=1 H_{k,k+1}, (1) with periodic boundary conditions H_{L,L+1} = H_{L,1}. To give a specific expression, let us introduce the holomorphic transverse coordinate z_j , and its corresponding momentum P_j = i∂/∂z_j = i∂_j . Here i = √ −1 is the imaginary unit. The local Hamiltonians are given by the equivalent representations

H_{j,k} = P^{−1}_j ln(z_{jk} )P_j + P^{−1}_k ln(z_{jk})P_k + ln(P_j P_k) + 2γ_E

= 2 ln(z_{jk}) + (z_{jk} ) ln(P_j P_k)(z_{jk} )^{−1} + 2γ_E , (2)

where z_{jk} = z_j − z_k, and γ_E is the Euler constant. We have to put j = k + 1 and substitute into (1).

Lipatov used a holomorphic representation of SU(2)

S^+_k = z^2_k∂_k − 2sz_k, S^−_k = −∂_k, S^z_k = z_k∂_k − s, (3) with k = 1, . . . , L. He then mapped DIS to a particular type of spin chain. The definition of this chain is based on the existence of a fundamental matrix R^{(s,s)}_{jk} (λ) which obeys the Yang-Baxter equation R^{(s,s)}_{jk} (λ) = f(s, λ) Γ(iλ − 2s)Γ(iλ + 2s + 1) Γ(iλ − J_{jk} )Γ(iλ + J_{jk} + 1)

. (4)

Here f(s, λ) is a complex valued function (it normalizes the R matrix), and λ is called the spectral parameter. The superscript (s, s) means that both the auxiliary space and the quantum space have spin s. The operator J_{jk} is defined in the space V ⊗ V as a solution of the operator equation,

J_{jk} (J_{jk} + 1) = 2⃗S_j ⊗ ⃗S_k + 2s(s + 1). (5)

Everything commutes in this equation, so one can use Vieta’s formula to solve this quadratic equation. The Hamiltonian of the XXX model with spin s = 0 describes the interaction of nearest neighbors [see (1)], which can be written as H_{jk} = −1 i d dλ ln R^{(s=0)}_{jk} (λ) | | | |_{λ=0} , (6)

H_{jk} =ψ(−J_{jk}) + ψ(J_{jk} + 1) − 2ψ(1). (7)

For simplicity, we apply the notation H_{jk} = H_{j,k}. Here ψ(x) = d ln Γ(x)/dx, and ψ(1) = −γ_E (γ_E is the Euler constant). The operator J_{jk} is a solution of (5) when s = 0,

J_{jk} (J_{jk} + 1) = −(z_j − z_k)^2∂_j ∂_k, (8)

where we have to put j = k + 1 to use in (6). This is a description of DIS in QCD by the s = 0 spin chain.

After a similarity transformation, the spin s = 0 model can be mapped to the s = −1 model. The latter can be easily solved by the algebraic Bethe ansatz method. Thus the high-energy asymptotics in multicolor QCD is exactly solvable, and it has the same eigenvalues with that of the XXX spin s = −1 chain.

After finding the family of local integrals of motion and taking the XXX model of spin s = −1 into consideration, we can then apply the algebraic Bethe ansatz [23] in a standard procedure.

We define the auxiliary monodromy matrix by taking the ordered product of the fundamental Lax operators L^{(s,s)}_{f,k} (λ) = R^{(s,s)}_{f,k} (λ) [15, 23] along the lattice (with both its auxiliary space and quantum space being spin s) T_f (λ) = L^{(s,s)}_{f,L} (λ)L^{(s,s)}_{f,L−1}(λ) · · · L^{(s,s)}_{f,1} (λ). (9) The fundamental transfer matrix is the trace of the monodromy matrix over the auxiliary space,

τ(λ) = tr_f T_f (λ), [τ(λ), τ(μ)] = 0, (10)

i.e. these matrices commute with each other for different values of the spectral parameter.

On the other hand, if we choose the L operator

L^{( 12 ,s)}_{a,k} (λ) = ( λ1_k + iS^z_k iS^−_k iS^+_k λ1_k − iS^z_k ) , (11) and define the transfer matrix

t(λ) =tr_a[L^{( 12 ,s)}_{a,L} (λ) · · · L^{( 12 ,s)}_{a,1} (λ)]

=tr_a ( A(λ) B(λ) C(λ) D(λ) )

=A(λ) + D(λ), (12)

we get

[t(λ), t(μ)] = 0, [t(λ), τ(μ)] = 0. (13)

Both of the two transfer matrices τ(λ) and t(λ) act on the full quantum space of the model and commute with each other for different values of the spectral parameters. One can get a family of mutually commuting conservation laws of the model. The fundamental transfer matrix τ(λ) contains the local integrals of motion, including the Hamiltonian of the model. In contrast, the operator t(λ) allows one to construct their eigenstates by means of the Bethe ansatz.

The explicit forms of integrals of motions are given by [23]. In particular, both the Hamiltonian of spin s = −1 and spin s = 0 models can be obtained from the first order derivative of the transfer matrix τ,

H^{(s=−1)} L = −1 i d dλ ln τ^{(s=−1)}(λ) | | | |_{λ=0}, (14)

H^{(s=0)} L = −1 i d dλ ln τ^{(s=0)}(λ) | | |_{λ=0}. (15)

Based on the relation between the Lax operators and the definition in Eq. (12), the one-to-one correspondence between the XXX models of spin s = −1 and spin s = 0 can be described by a similarity transformation (each local Hamiltonian of spin s = 0 will be converted into a Hamiltonian with four nearest neighbor interactions):

H^{(s=−1)}

L = (z_{12}z_{23} · · · z_{L1})^{−1}H^{(s=0)}_L z_{12}z_{23} · · · z_{L1}. (16)

Thus the Hamiltonians of the two models have the same eigenvalues.

By using the explicit form of the spin operators (3), one can find that for s = −1 the equations

S^+_k |ω_k⟩ = 0, S^z_k |ω_k⟩ = −|ω_k⟩ (17)

have the solution |ω_k⟩ = 1/z^2_k. This allows us to construct the pseudovacuum state as

|Ω⟩ = (z^2_1 z^2 · · · z^2_L)^{−1}. (18)

Then the Bethe states for spin s = −1 are given in terms of operator B from (12),

|φ̂_N ({λ})⟩ = B(λ_1)B(λ_2) · · · B(λ_N )(z^2_1 z^2 · · · z^2_L)^{−1}. (19) These are the eigenvectors of Lipatov’s spin chain. The eigenvalue of the transfer matrix τ(λ) as a function of spectral parameter λ has the following form: (λ − i)^L Q(λ − i) Q(λ) + (λ + i)^L Q(λ + i) Q(λ) , (20) with the function Q(λ),

Q(λ) = N∏ k=1 (λ − λ_k). (21)

The corresponding Bethe equation, determining the parameters (λ_1, . . . , λ_N ), is ( λ_k + is λ_k − is )_L = N∏ j=1,j≠k λ_k − λ_j + i λ_k − λ_j − i , (22)

with k = 1, . . . , N. Substitute s = −1, and then we have ( λ_k − i λ_k + i )_L = N∏ j=1,j≠k λ_k − λ_j + i λ_k − λ_j − i . (23)

These are periodic boundary conditions. In order to construct elementary excitations, we have to change to antiperiodic boundary conditions. We remark that all the solutions λ_k of the above Bethe equations are real numbers. This means that there is no bound state in this system.

The explicit expressions for the eigenvalues of integrals of motions for arbitrary spin s have been found in algebraic Bethe ansatz [23], and we use these expressions for s = −1 to get the eigenvalues of the Hamiltonian

E ≡ N∑ j=1 −1 i d dλ_j ln λ_j + i λ_j − i = N∑ j=1 2 λ^2_j + 1

, (24)

where {λ_j } obey the Bethe equations (23) for a fixed number of Reggeized gluons L. Thus, this relation yields the spectrum of the original holomorphic QCD model with Hamiltonian H_L.

III. QUANTUM LATTICE NONLINEAR SCHRÖDINGER MODEL

Let us begin with a brief description of the quantum lattice nonlinear Schrödinger model. The quantum lattice NLS equation was introduced in [12, 13, 15]. It is equivalent to the XXX spin chain with negative spin. Quantum lattice NLS is a chain of interacting harmonic oscillators. Let Ψ^∗_j and Ψ_k be the canonical creation and annihilation operators of the harmonic oscillator:

[Ψ_j , Ψ^∗_k] = δ_{jk} , (25) and ϱ_j = (1 + κΔ 4 Ψ^∗_j Ψ_j )^{12} . (26)

Here δ_{jk} is the Kronecker delta function, κ > 0 is the coupling constant [24] for NLS and Δ > 0 is a step of the lattice. The operators

S_j^x = i √ κΔ (Ψ^∗_j ϱ_j + ϱ_j Ψ_j ), (27a)

S_j^y = 1 √ κΔ (ϱ_j Ψ_j − Ψ^∗_j ϱ_j ), (27b)

S_j^z = −2 κΔ (1 + κΔ 2 Ψ^∗_j Ψ_j ), (27c)

are the generators of an irreducible representation of SU(2) algebra with a negative spin s = − 2 κΔ . (28)

In general, this SU(2) representation [12, 23] is infinitedimensional, but for special (negative) values of Δ it can become finite-dimensional.

Let us focus on the correspondence between Bethe equations of the two models. The Bethe roots λ_k of the quantum lattice NLS model satisfy the following Bethe equations: ( 1 + iλ_kΔ/2 1 − iλ_kΔ/2 )_L = N∏ j≠k λ_k − λ_j + iκ λ_k − λ_j − iκ . (29)

Comparison of the above modified Bethe equations and Bethe equations (23) shows the connections between the two models. When we take coupling constant κ = 1, and Δ = 2, the Bethe equations become

(−1)^L ( λ_k − i λ_k + i )_L = N∏ j≠k λ_k − λ_j + i λ_k − λ_j − i . (30)

This means that the quantum lattice NLS model describes a more general XXX spin chain model with negative spin s = −2/κΔ, and holomorphic QCD is the special case with spin s = −1, Δ = 2 and coupling constant κ = 1.

Based on Bethe equations (23) and (30) for the holomorphic QCD model (XXX with spin s = −1, also the quantum lattice NLS model), we have the logarithmic form Bethe equations. We define each number n (integer or half-integer) as a vacancy. Among them, some vacancies corresponding to Bethe roots are called particles. Other free vacancies are called holes. The number of vacancies is the sum of the number of particles and holes.

Differentiate the logarithmic Bethe equation with respect to λ, change the sum (in Bethe equations) to an integral, and one has the linear integral equation for the number (density) of vacancies ρ_t(λ),

2πρ_t(λ) = ∫_{+∞} −∞ K(λ, μ)ρ_p(μ)dμ + K(λ), (31) with K(λ, μ) = 2 1 + (λ − μ)^2

, K(λ) = K(λ, 0). (32)

Here ρ_t(λ) is the sum of the numbers of particles ρ_p(λ) and holes ρ_h(λ). Their proofs follow from [11, 15, 25].

All λ_j are different [15] (Pauli principle in the momentum space). In the thermodynamic limit, the values of λ_j condense and form a Fermi sphere. Considering the grand canonical ensemble E_h = E − h (h is chemical potential) for small h → 0^+, then all the vacancies inside the interval (−∞, −q] ∪ [q, ∞) (called particles) are occupied by all the Bethe roots λ_j (the density of holes ρ_h(λ) = 0). One can get a linear integral equation for ρ_p(λ),

2πρ_p(λ) = (∫_{−q} −∞ + ∫_∞ q ) K(λ, μ)ρ_p(μ)dμ + K(λ). (33) We define the dressed energy of elementary excitation ε(λ) as the solution of the linear integral equation

ε_0(λ) ≡ 2 λ^2 + 1 − h =ε(λ) − 1 2π (∫_{−q} −∞ + ∫_∞ q ) K(λ, μ)ε(μ)dμ , (34) with condition

ε(q) = ε(−q) = 0. (35)

In the correspondence between the structure functions and the entanglement entropy, the small x behavior of the structure function is determined by the central charge of the effective CFT describing high-energy QCD [17]. It is thus important for us to evaluate the central charge of Lipatov’s spin chain.

The calculation of the central charge goes through the evaluation of finite size corrections. It can be calculated by means of the Bethe ansatz and CFT. The comparison gives the central charge. The finite size correction to the ground state energy in continuous NLS was evaluated by means of the Bethe ansatz in Chapter 1 Sec. I.9 of the book [15].

For the current model, one can calculate the finite size correction to the ground state energy in the same way. The ground state energy can be written as a summation with respect to the Bethe roots, E L = 1 L ∑ j ε_0 (λ_j ) . (36)

Using the Euler-Maclaurin formula for approximating sums by integrals, one finally obtains E = L (∫_{−q} −∞ + ∫_∞ q ) ε_0(λ)ρ(λ)dλ − π 6L v_F + h.o.c. (37)

Here v_F is the Fermi velocity, and h.o.c. means higher order corrections.

For unitary CFT, the central charge c, is the coefficient of the 1/L term in the expansion of the ground state energy for L → ∞, E = Lε̃ − c πv_F 6L + h.o.c. (38)

See formula (0.1) in the Introduction of Chapter XVIII of the book [15]. For lattice NLS and more general cases, these can be obtained by the specification of Eq. (19) of the paper [26] (one has to put M = 1).

Comparison of (37) with CFT (38) shows that the central charge of the corresponding Virasoro algebra is equal to one, c = 1.

IV. TIME DEPENDENCE OF THE ENTANGLEMENT ENTROPY

A. Entanglement entropy

The entanglement entropy characterizes the lack of complete information about a subsystem (quantum fluctuation) when the total system is a known pure state. Suppose that the system is in the pure state, and consists of subsystems A and B; its state can be represented as |Ψ_{AB} ⟩ = ∑ j,k α_{j,k}|ψ_{A,j} ⟩ ⊗ |ψ_{B,k}⟩, (39) with the bipartition of Hilbert space H_{AB} = H_A ⊗ H_B and |ψ_{A(B)}⟩ ∈ H_{A(B)}. The pure state can be diagonalized in the subspace, given by |Ψ_{AB}⟩ = ∑ j α̃_j |ψ_{A,j} ⟩ ⊗ |ψ_{B,j} ⟩, (40)

known as the Schmidt decomposition [27]. The above decomposition naturally gives the density matrix of subsystem

ρ_{A(B)} = tr_{B(A)}ρ_{AB} = ∑ j p_j |ψ_{A(B),j} ⟩⟨ψ_{A(B),j} |, (41)

with p_j = |α̃_j |^2. Therefore the subsystems A and B are characterized by the same probabilistic distribution p_j , which is the signature of correlation. Then we consider the entanglement entropy, defined by

S_{A(B)} = − ∑ j p_j ln p_j , (42)

which is the ignorance due to the correlation between subsystems A and B (we choose to use the natural log, corresponding to measuring information in “nats”). In the basis-independent manner, the entanglement entropy has the form

S_A = −trρ_A ln ρ_A. (43)

Note that S_A = S_B , which demonstrates the correlation nature of the entanglement entropy. If the density matrix ρ_A is given by the identity matrix, then the von Neumann entropy reaches the maximal value

S_A = ln d_A, (44) with d_A as the dimension of Hilbert space H_A. Subsystems A and B are maximally entangled if S_A = ln d_A.

Quantum mutual information directly quantifies the amount of correlation between A and B, given by

I(A; B) = S_A + S_B − S_{AB} . (45)

In the case of a pure state, we have I(A; B) = 2S_A. Therefore the von Neumann entropy of a subsystem is equal to the half of mutual information between the two subsystems.

B. Evolution of entanglement entropy after quenches

DIS probes a subregion A which in the rest frame of the proton is a tube with radius 1/Q and length 1/(mx) [28], where Q is the momentum transfer; m is the proton mass; and x is the Bjorken scaling variable. The region inaccessible to the virtual photon is denoted as B. Since the proton represents a pure state which is an eigenstate of QCD Hamiltonian, the DIS probes a part of this state, and the unmeasured region has to be traced out. Then the entanglement entropy naturally arises in DIS [17]. If the entropy is indeed caused by the entanglement, then the entropy of rest of the nucleon should equal the entropy of parton distribution. The data from LHC (in the proton-proton collision) support the complementarity relation S_A = S_B [18, 29, 30].

The (1+1)-dimensional systems described by CFT possess a universal scaling of entanglement entropy in the subsystem [19, 21, 31]. Suppose that ℓ is the length of region A (ℓ ≪ L). Then its entanglement entropy is

S_A = c 3 ln ℓ ϵ , (46)

with the central charge c and the ultraviolet cutoff ϵ (the resolution scale). For spin chains, this logarithmic formula was rigorously proven in [32] (Fredholm determinants and the Riemann-Hilbert problem were used). Therefore, Lipatov’s spin chain with central charge 1 predicts the logarithmic state entanglement. In an effective (1+1)-dimensional model of QCD evolution [33, 34], the entanglement entropy is found to be S_A = δ ln(1/x) where the constant δ thus describes the growth of structure function xG(x) ∼ (1/x)^δ at small x.

In the target rest frame, the cutoff ϵ = 1/m is given by the proton’s Compton wavelength and ℓ = 1/(mx) is the longitudinal distance probed in DIS. The correspondence between the central charge of the CFT and the intercept of the gluon structure function is thus δ = c/3 [17]. The experimental data indicate δ ≈ 0.3 (see e.g. [35–37]), which supports the CFT description of Lipatov’s spin chain with the central charge c = 1 determined above.

The DIS process can be understood as a local quench on the ground state of the proton. The quench causes a local excitation, which propagates in time, and at time

≃ 1/(mx) saturates. It is likely that entanglement causes an effective thermalization of the system (thermalization through entanglement) [38]. Entanglement thermalization in the proton-proton scattering has been discussed in [39]. Here we argue that the evolution of entanglement in DIS can be described by the local quench of Lipatov’s spin chain or the corresponding CFT with central charge c = 1.

Calabrese and Cardy have studied the entanglement evolution after a local quench, based on the CFT method [40]. The initial state of the evolution corresponds to the ground states of regions A and B separately. Therefore the translation invariance is broken. There is a defect on the boundary of A and B (local excitation), and the entanglement entropy increases logarithmically:

S_A(t) = c 3 ln t τ , (47)

with the characteristic time τ. This formula can also be derived by comparison of the theory of classical shock waves with the CFT; see Appendix A. The quasiparticle excitations are emitted only from the defect point, and therefore the entanglement entropy undergoes a logarithmic increase. A linear increase would require a global quench (sudden change of the entire Hamiltonian) [41].

The characteristic time τ is determined by the boundary condition between A and B. It is independent of the central charge and is beyond the CFT description. In the case of DIS, in the target rest frame it is given by the proton’s Compton wavelength τ = 1/m. The time evolution of entanglement entropy is thus given by

S_A(t) = c 3 ln mt, (48)

which agrees with the CFT description of Lipatov’s spin chain. After the critical time t_c = 1/(mx), the entanglement saturates, and the region A probed by DIS becomes maximally entangled with the remaining part of the proton (which is not probed by the virtual photon).

C. Evolution of operator entanglement entropy

Entanglement evolution after a local quench characterizes the spreading of entanglement from a local region. In a complementary Heisenberg picture, the operators evolve as O(t) = e^{iHt}Oe^{−iHt}. Consider the operator space H^′_L = End(H_L) with the Hilbert-Schmidt inner product ⟨O_j |O_k⟩ = tr(O^†_j O_k), O_{j(k)} ∈ End(H_L). Similar to the state entanglement, the space can be divided into two regions A and B. Then the operator has the Schmidt decomposition O √ ⟨O|O⟩ = ∑ j √ χ_j O_{A,j} ⊗ O_{B,j} , (49) with the eigenvalues χ_j and the orthonormal bases ⟨O_{A(B),j} |O_{A(B),k}⟩ = δ_{jk} . Similar to the state entanglement entropy defined in Eq. (41), the operator space entanglement entropy (OSEE) is defined as S(O) = − ∑ j χ_j ln χ_j . (50)

The evolution of OSEE in terms of local operators also characterizes the entanglement spreading in the system. OSEE was first introduced in [42]. Then it was reintroduced in [43, 44] to study the simulation of quantum dynamics. It is suggested that the OSEE grows at most logarithmically in integrable systems, while chaotic systems have linear increases.

Numerical studies (based on the density matrix renormalization group) have shown that the XXX spin chains with positive spin (s = 1/2 and s = 1) have a logarithmic increase of OSEE (for local operators) [45–47]. However, the prefactor in front of the logarithm is different from the state entanglement evolution. In terms of the local projection O = 1/2 − S^z_k , numerical results show that S(O(t)) ∝ 2 3 ln t, (51)

in the XXX-1/2 spin chain [47]. Note that different local operators may have different prefactors. We argue that the Lipatov’s spin chain (XXX spin chain with s = −1) has a similar logarithmic increase of OSEE. It is consistent with the state entanglement evolution after local quench, given by Eq. (47). Besides, a logarithmic increase is a general feature of integrable systems. However, the evolution of OSEE for local operators cannot be described by CFT in general [48].

Another interesting observation is the OSEE evolution in the quantum cellular automaton. Cellular automaton has both discrete space and time. Quantum cellular automaton has the unitary evolution and is a natural language for quantum computation. Different rules of cellular automaton have different names. OESS for the local operator also grows logarithmically (the same as the XXZ-1/2 spin chain) in the quantum cellular automaton rule 54 [46, 47]. Such a sublinear increase of entanglement entropy suggests its efficient simulation on quantum computers [49]. A logarithmic increase of OSEE in Lipatov’s spin chain suggests that DIS can be efficiently simulated on quantum computers. We leave these simulations for the future.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In high-energy QCD, the scattering amplitude of DIS in the LLA has been described by Lipatov in terms of an integrable spin chain model. We mapped this model to the quantum lattice NLS model. We then derived the eigenfunctions by means of the algebraic Bethe ansatz. After evaluation of finite size corrections, we have concluded that the Virasoro algebra (describing an effective CFT) has the central charge equal to one, c = 1. Based on the CFT description, we found that the time evolution of entanglement entropy after local quench is logarithmic

S_A(t) = 1 3 ln t τ , (52)

with τ = 1/m for 1/m ≤ t ≤ (mx)^{−1}, where m is the proton mass and x is the Bjorken x. The integrable system also has the logarithmic evolution of OSEE. This suggests that the DIS process can be efficiently simulated on quantum computers.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The authors thank Xuanhua Wang and Professor Vincenzo Alba for the helpful discussions. This material is based upon work supported by the U.S. Department of Energy, Office of Science, National Quantum Information Science Research Centers, Co-design Center for Quantum Advantage (C2QA) under Contract No. DE- SC0012704. K.H. was supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (Grants No. 11805152, No. 12047502, and No. 11947301), Shaanxi Natural Science Fundamental Research Program No. 2021JCW-19, and Shaanxi Key Laboratory for Theoretical Physics Frontiers in China. The work of D.K. was supported by the U.S. Department of Energy, Office of Science Grants No. DEFG88ER40388 and No. DE-SC0012704.

Appendix A: CFT description of entanglement entropy dynamics

Let us consider the entropy of a block of spins (an interval of an infinite system). At positive temperature, thermal fluctuations dominate. A theory of classical shock waves shows that after local quench the entropy is a linear function of time: S(t) = 2πc 3 T t, (A.1) where T is the temperature. The coefficient can be found in [20]; see for example their formula (80). The shock wave changes the density of the entropy.

Now let us consider entanglement entropy at zero temperature, which is quantum. The entropy is some function f of time,

S(t) = f(t). (A.2)

Conformal mapping shows that for positive T > 0

S_T (t) = f ( v πT sinh πT v (x + vt) ) , (A.3)

where v is velocity. We can put x = 0 and consider the limit of large time. The result for the entanglement entropy at time t is

S_T (t) = f (exp[πT (t − t_0)]) , (A.4) where t_0 is an inessential constant. Now we have two expressions for the entropy for positive temperature

S_T (t) = 2πc 3 T t = f (exp[πT (t − t_0)]) . (A.5)

This means that we have found the function, and it is given by f(t) = 2c 3 ln t + const. (A.6)

Each end of the block contributes equally, so for the local quench we get S(t) = c 3 ln t + const. (A.7)

It agrees with the entanglement entropy evolution after local quench (with one point of defect) calculated in [40].

[1] L. N. Lipatov, Reggeization of the vector meson and the vacuum singularity in nonabelian gauge theories, Sov. J. Nucl. Phys. 23, 338 (1976).

[2] E. A. Kuraev, L. N. Lipatov, and V. S. Fadin, Multireggeon processes in Yang-Milles theory, Sov. Phys. JETP 44, 443 (1976).

[3] E. A. Kuraev, L. N. Lipatov, and V. S. Fadin, The pomeranchuk singularity in nonabelian gauge theories, Sov. Phys. JETP 45, 199 (1977).

[4] I. I. Balitskii and L. N. Lipatov, Pomeranchuk singularity in quantum chromodynamics, Sov. J. Nucl. Phys.(Engl. Transl.);(United States) 28, 822 (1978).

[5] I. Abt, T. Ahmed, V. Andreev, B. Andrieu, R.-D. Appuhn, M. Arpagaus, A. Babaev, H. Bärwolff, J. Ban, and e. a. Baranov, P, Measurement of the proton structure function F2(x, Q^2) in the low-x region at HERA, Nucl. Phys. B407, 515 (1993).

[6] T. Ahmed, S. Aid, A. Akhundov, V. Andreev, B. Andrieu, R.-D. Appuhn, M. Arpagaus, A. Babaev, J. Baehr, and e. a. Ban, A measurement of the proton structure function F2(x, Q2), Nucl. Phys. B439, 471 (1995).

[7] M. Derrick, D. Krakauer, S. Magill, B. Musgrave, J. Repond, S. Repond, R. Stanek, R. Talaga, J. Thron, and e. a. Arzarello, F, Measurement of the proton structure function F2 in ep scattering at HERA, Phys. Lett. B 316, 412 (1993).

[8] M. Derrick, D. Krakauer, S. Magill, B. Musgrave, J. Repond, J. Schlereth, R. Stanek, R. Talaga, J. Thron, and e. a. Arzarello, F, Measurement of the proton structure function F2 from the 1993 HERA data, Z. Phys. C Part.

Fields 65, 379 (1995).

[9] L. N. Lipatov, High energy asymptotics of multi–colour QCD and exactly solvable lattice models, JETP Lett. 59, 596 (1994).

[10] L. D. Faddeev and G. P. Korchemsky, High energy QCD as a completely integrable model, Phys. Lett. B 342, 311 (1995).

[11] K. Hao, D. E. Kharzeev, and V. E. Korepin, Bethe Ansatz for XXX chain with negative spin, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 34, 1950197 (2019).

[12] A. G. Izergin and V. E. Korepin, A lattice model connected with a nonlinear schrodinger equation, in Doklady Akademii Nauk, Vol. 259 (Russian Academy of Sciences, Moscow, 1981) pp. 76–79.

[13] V. E. Korepin and A. G. Izergin, Lattice model connected with nonlinear schrodinger equation, Sov. Phys. Doklady 26, 653 (1981).

[14] A. G. Izergin and V. E. Korepin, Lattice versions of quantum field theory models in two dimensions, Nucl. Phys. B205, 401 (1982).

[15] V. E. Korepin, N. M. Bogoliubov, and A. G. Izergin, Quantum inverse scattering method and correlation functions, Vol. 3 (Cambridge university press, 1997).

[16] D. E. Kharzeev, Quantum information approach to high energy interactions, arXiv:2108.08792 (2021).

[17] D. E. Kharzeev and E. M. Levin, Deep inelastic scattering as a probe of entanglement, Phys. Rev. D 95, 114008 (2017).

[18] Z. Tu, D. E. Kharzeev, and T. Ullrich, Einstein-Podolsky- Rosen paradox and quantum entanglement at subnucleonic scales, Phys. Rev. Lett. 124, 062001 (2020).

[19] P. Calabrese and J. Cardy, Entanglement entropy and quantum field theory, J. Stat. Mech. P06002 (2004).

[20] P. Calabrese and J. Cardy, Entanglement entropy and conformal field theory, J. Phys. A 42, 504005 (2009).

[21] V. E. Korepin, Universality of entropy scaling in one dimensional gapless models, Phys. Rev. Lett. 92, 096402 (2004).

[22] L. D. Faddeev, Algebraic aspects of the Bethe ansatz, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 10, 1845 (1995).

[23] V. O. Tarasov, L. A. Takhtadzhyan, and L. D. Faddeev, Local hamiltonians for integrable quantum models on a lattice, Theor. and Math. Phys. 57, 1059 (1983).

[24] κ is also a function of spin s: κ = | |2/sΔ | |. [25] C.-N. Yang and C. P. Yang, Thermodynamics of a one-dimensional system of bosons with repulsive deltafunction interaction, J. Math. Phys. 10, 1115 (1969).

[26] A. G. Izergin, V. E. Korepin, and N. Y. Reshetikhin, Conformal dimensions in Bethe ansatz solvable models, J. Phys. A 22, 2615 (1989).

[27] M. A. Nielsen and I. L. Chuang, Quantum Computation and Quantum Information (Cambridge University Press, Camridge. England, 2010).

[28] V. N. Gribov, B. L. Ioffe, and I. Y. Pomeranchuk, What is the range of interactions at high-energies, Yad. Fiz. 2, 768 (1965).

[29] V. Andreev, A. Baghdasaryan, A. Baty, K. Begzsuren, A. Belousov, A. Bolz, V. Boudry, G. Brandt, D. Britzger, and e. a. Buniatyan, A, Measurement of charged particle multiplicity distributions in DIS at HERA and its implication to entanglement entropy of partons, Eur. Phys. J. C 81, 1 (2021).

[30] D. E. Kharzeev and E. Levin, Deep inelastic scattering as a probe of entanglement: Confronting experimental data, Phys. Rev. D 104, L031503 (2021).

[31] C. Holzhey, F. Larsen, and F. Wilczek, Geometric and renormalized entropy in conformal field theory, Nucl. Phys. B424, 443 (1994).

[32] B.-Q. Jin and V. E. Korepin, Quantum spin chain, Toeplitz determinants and the Fisher—Hartwig conjecture, J. Stat. Phys. 116, 79 (2004).

[33] A. H. Mueller, Soft gluons in the infinite-momentum wave function and the BFKL pomeron, Nucl. Phys. B B415, 373 (1994).

[34] A. H. Mueller, Unitarity and the BFKL pomeron, Nucl.

Phys. B437, 107 (1995).

[35] J. L. Albacete, N. Armesto, J. G. Milhano, P. Q. Arias, and C. A. Salgado, AAMQS: A non-linear QCD analysis of new HERA data at small-x including heavy quarks, Eur. Phys. J. C 71, 1705 (2011).

[36] M. Hentschinski, A. S. Vera, and C. Salas, F2 and FL at small x using a collinearly improved BFKL resummation, Phys. Rev. D 87, 076005 (2013).

[37] E. Iancu, J. Madrigal, A. Mueller, G. Soyez, and D. Triantafyllopoulos, Collinearly-improved BK evolution meets the HERA data, Phys. Lett. B 750, 643 (2015).

[38] A. M. Kaufman, M. E. Tai, A. Lukin, M. Rispoli, R. Schittko, P. M. Preiss, and M. Greiner, Quantum thermalization through entanglement in an isolated manybody system, Science 353, 794 (2016).

[39] O. K. Baker and D. E. Kharzeev, Thermal radiation and entanglement in proton-proton collisions at energies available at the CERN Large Hadron Collider, Phys. Rev. D 98, 054007 (2018).

[40] P. Calabrese and J. Cardy, Entanglement and correlation functions following a local quench: A conformal field theory approach, J. Stat. Mech 2007, P10004 (2007).

[41] P. Calabrese and J. Cardy, Evolution of entanglement entropy in one-dimensional systems, J. Stat. Mech P04010 (2005).

[42] P. Zanardi, Entanglement of quantum evolutions, Phys.

Rev. A 63, 040304 (2001).

[43] T. Prosen and I. Pižorn, Operator space entanglement entropy in a transverse Ising chain, Phys, Rev, A 76, 032316 (2007).

[44] T. Prosen and M. Žnidarič, Is the efficiency of classical simulations of quantum dynamics related to integrability?, Phys. Rev. E 75, 015202 (2007).

[45] D. Muth, R. G. Unanyan, and M. Fleischhauer, Dynamical simulation of integrable and nonintegrable models in the heisenberg picture, Phys. Rev, Lett, 106, 077202 (2011).

[46] V. Alba, J. Dubail, and M. Medenjak, Operator entanglement in interacting integrable quantum systems: the case of the rule 54 chain, Phys. Rev. Lett. 122, 250603 (2019).

[47] V. Alba, Diffusion and operator entanglement spreading, Phys, Rev. B 104, 094410 (2021).

[48] J. Dubail, Entanglement scaling of operators: a conformal field theory approach, with a glimpse of simulability of long-time dynamics in 1+ 1d, J. Phys. A 50, 234001 (2017).

[49] J. Eisert, Entangling power and quantum circuit complexity, Phys, Rev. Lett. 127, 020501 (2021).