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In [N. Friis, New J. Phys18, 033014 (2016)] the non-relativistic description of feoms is considered and
in particular the role of the parity superselection rule étation to the characterization of entanglement. An
argument based on the spin-statistics connection is pesbas a physical motivation for the parity superselec-
tion rule. Since the spin statistics connection was derimgtie context of relativistic quantum mechanics it is
argued that the inclusion of the parity superselectionigufaotivated by Lorentz invariance. Based on this it is
further argued that fermionic Quantum Information theand ¢he theory of special relativity are conceptually
inseparable. In this comment a different, and well knowntivation for the parity superselection rule is given
that does not rely on arguments from relativistic quantunchmaics, but instead uses the assumptions that the
laws of physics are the same for different observers anddksgnalling principle.

Fermions exist naturally in the context of relativistic qua derstood in the following way. If an observabie, of an
tum mechanics as solutions to the relativistic Dirac equmati observer A does not commute with an observabje of ob-
[1]. 1t therefore makes sense to understand the properties gerver B it follows thatD 4, andOg do not have a common
fermionic systems in a relativistic context. However, non-basis of eigenstates. Thus, at least one eigenspaxfe 4
relativistic descriptions of fermions are commonly usediin ~ has no basis that is a set of eigenstate®)gf Therefore,
cumstances where relativistic effects are negligible. there exist an eigenstae 4) € S which has a nonzero pro-

A necessary property of the description of fermions is thaj€ction onto an eigenvectgyz) of O which does not be-
there cannot exist a coherent superposition of an even ahd odPng to.S. If A and B prepare the state of their shared system
number of fermions. This restriction is called tharity su-  t0 be[¢4), it follows that A would find the measurement out-
perselection rule [2, [3]. Historically it was first formalised Ccome corresponding t8 W'_th certainty upon performing the
by Wick, Wightman, and Wigne[2] and is necessary for themeasurement. However, if B performs thg measurement cor-
consistency of relativistic quantum theory, i.e., it is ase- ~ responding t@p the state of the system will be reduced to an
quence of the postulates of quantum mechanics in conjung@igenstate oD and by assumption there is thus a nonzero
tion with the principles of special relativity (See e.g. Ref Probability that it is reduced ta)5) which is notinS. There-

[4]). One way to motivate the parity superselection ruleRps fore, if B _pe_rforms the measurement before A the measure-
is via the spin-statistics connection [5-7]. The spin sty ~ Ment statistics of A changes and A does no longer see the
connection makes use of Lorentz invariance and implies thagutcome corresponding  with certainty. Thus, B can in-
fermions have half-integer spin. The transformation prope Stantly change the outcome statistics of A by performing a
ties of spinors then imply that a coherent superpositiomof a Measurement. If on the other haftds, O] = 0 it follows

even and an odd number of fermions is not invariant under &§1at0.4 andOp have a common eigenbasis and therefore ev-
2 spatial rotation of the syster [3]. ery eigenspace @4 has a basis of eigenstates®@f. Then

From the above argument one may be led to believe that th% ianno(; ch?ngéatt:e omljtcc])crtr;]e stauspcs Iol'f A. inciple ared th
Lorentz invariance of special relativity is a crucial asgtion 0 understandthe roie of the no-signatling principe a

that is needed to motivate the parity SSR. However, in a nonprinciple_ that the laws O.f ph_ysics are the same to_diffe_rbﬂto
! peervers in the non-relativistic description of fermionsfivst

the assumption that the laws of physics are the same to all dif VIEW the defining properties of non-relativistic fermion
ferent observers and the microcausality principle. In the-n quantum theory. I_n such a theory all operators can be (_je-
relativistic setting the microcausality principle (Seg.&Refs. SCT'bEd as aIgebTralc Comb|nat|0rls Of_ the crgatlon and annih
[8,[9]) states that simultaneous physical operations jjoiis  ation operatorsy; anda;, of fermions in the different modes
regions of space commute. If the Hilbert space of the theindexed byi. These operators satisfy anti-commutation rela-
ory is separable, i.e., if it has a countable orthonormaispas tions given by

the microcausality principle is equivalent to the no-siing

principle [10]. The no-signalling principle states thatam

server can not instantly change the outcome statistics of an {ai,a;} =0, {GL a;} =0, {a, a;r.} =0y 1)
experiment performed by another distant observer.

Separability of the Hilbert space of a quantum system is a_Any operatorO™ on a set ofm fermionic modes can be
part of the postulates of quantum mechanics as formulated Kjivided into an odd par©7;,; and and an even pay,,,,.
Dirac [1] and von Neumann [L1]. In particular, the Hilbert The odd part contains only monomials of an odd number of
space ofx fermionic modes, considered in Ref. [12], is sepa-Creation and annihilation operators, e, af, anda;a;aj.
rable for any natural number. Therefore, no-signalling and Likewise, the even part contains only monomials of an even
microcausality are equivalent in this context. number of creation and annihilation operators, e,g., a;ra;,

The equivalence of the microcausality principle and the noandaiaja;ial. An odd monomial can change the number of
signalling principle, for separable Hilbert spaces, carube fermions by an odd number and an even monomial by an even
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number. Thus, coherent superpositions of even and odd nurihen two fermions are exchanged through a braiding oper-
bers of fermions can be created by operators with both eveation the state vector acquires a phase factor -1. Thisés tru
and odd part. Therefore, if the set of operators is resttitie  for any pair of fermions regardless of their spatial sepamnat

only even operators the parity SSR is respected. since braiding operations can exchange fermions that are ar

Now consider two non-overlapping sets of modes. Anybitrarily far apart. This property of braiding is non-lodal
odd part of an operator on one of the two sets of modes antihe sense that it involves arbitrary spatial separatiobnbu
commutes with any odd part of any operator on the other set afignalling is not violated since a braiding operation reggii
modes. This follows immediately from the anti-commutationthe particles to be physically transported from one locat®n
relations of the individual creation and annihilation aggers.  the other. Such a particle transport is represented by an an-
An even operator on one set of modes on the other hand comihilation of the particle in one mode and creation in anothe
mutes with any operator on the other set. Using this we camode, which is an even operator, ec@ai. Thus, the viola-
now see how the no-signalling principle and the principl th tion of no-signalling in the unrestricted fermionic forrisah
the laws of physics are the same for all observers implies thg an artefact of the braiding properties when the parity SSR
parity SSR. is not respected.

Consider two observers that each have access to a set of
modes and that their respective sets of modes do not overlap.

Then the no-signalling principle implies that the openasio

that can be performed by one of the observers must commute

with those that can be performed by the other observer. Since ) ) )
any odd operator of one observer anti-commutes with any odd 1he purpose of this comment is to give an account of the
operator by the other observer it follows that at least orteef  cOMmonly used motivation for the parity superselectioe rul
two observers must be unable to perform any operations witRaseéd on the no-signalling principle, or microcausality, a
an odd part. If we further assume that observers in differen@” alternative to the motivation involving Lorentz invarce.
locations are subject to the same laws of physics, and treref While widely used in the context of non-relativistic thesi
are subject to the same limitations on the operations they athis argument is often not explicitly stated. In addition, a
able perform, it follows that both observers must be unable t €xample to illustrate the physical role of the parity SSR in
perform any operation with an odd part. Thus, the parity SSRreventing signalling in the non-relativistic quantumdhe

is implied by the two above assumptions. of fermions was given.

To better understand the consequences of not imposing the In Ref. [12] it is argued that Lorentz invariance is required
parity SSR we consider how an observer B can change th® motivate the parity SSR, and thus that it cannot be prgper
reduced state of another distant observer A in the unréstric Motivated within a non-relativistic description of fermm
non-relativistic fermionic formalism. As described abpife ~ This argument s based on the assumption that the spin-statis
the pa”ty SSR iS not imposed the Operations performed byCS connection iIs a necessary part .Of the motivation. From
distant observers do not necessarily commute. Consider twi§is Ref. [12] argues that "any fermionic QI thearyist be
modes AB, and le® 4 be the operator subalgebra generatecf€en as (part of) a relativistic QFT." It does not consider if
by the creation and annihilation operators of a given mode Athe parity SSR can be motivated by non-relativistic physica
as in Sect. 3 of Ref.[[12]. The reduced state on mode Principles.

A can be defined with respect 8 4 by demanding that the ~ Here it is argued that such physical principles do not only
expectation value of any operator@, yield the same result €xist but are commonly used in non-relativistic theories, i
for the global state 4 5, and forp 4 (See Eq. 4 in Ref[[12]).  cluding those that do not describe fermions. Moreover, the

If coherences are allowed between even and odd numbef§gument based on these principles relies only on the anti-
of fermions we can consider the pure st%e(aT |0) + |0)), ~ commutation relations of fermionic operators and doesmot i

where|0) is the vacuum state, and the hermitian unitary opVolvé spin. _ _ _ _
eratoral 4+ a. The expectation value eff + a for this state In conclusion, itis possible to motivate the parity SSR & th
is 1. If a unitary operation’ + b is applied to mode B the NOn-relativistic contextwithout referral to Lorentz imance.
state changes te= (b7a'|0) + b7|0)). The expectation value AN argument can be given based on the assumption of no-
£ ot f h'ﬂ i< .1 Th . .__signalling and the assumption that the laws of physics are th
0 (IIB ta ﬁrt IS r;]ew state IS -1. | us,fa l:]nltaryloperatlonsame for different observers. Thus, fermionic Quantumrinfo
on B can change the expectation value of a hermitian operatef 5o, theory does not need to be seen as part of a relativisti
on A. This implies that the reduced statg, as defined in Eq.

. . QFT unless we posit that any other non-relativistic quantum
D . g . . .
4 of Ref. [12], has also changed. Moreover, if an Operat'or{heory that satisfies these two principles must be seen s w
on mode B can change the reduced state of A, so can opeLs \vell
ations on any any other mode. The reduced state of a given '
observer is therefore in general not invariant under ofmrat

performed by other observers, regardless of their distance

Discussion
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