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Abstract

We apply Walborn’s!!! Shannon Entropic Entanglement Criterion (SEEC), to simple harmonic
oscillators, a system typically discussed in undergraduate quantum mechanics courses. In particular, we
investigate the entanglement of a system of coupled harmonic oscillators. A simple form of entanglement
criterion in terms of their interaction is found. It is shown that a pair of interacting ground state coupled
oscillators are more likely to be entangled for weaker coupling strengths while coupled oscillators in
excited states entangle at higher coupling strengths. Interacting oscillators are more likely to be entangled

as their interaction increases.
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1. Introduction

In quantum mechanics entanglement can be thought as a correlation between different states with more
than one degree of freedom or between particles [2]. It is a field of active research both theoretically and
experimentally. The concept of entanglement is usually introduced via the spin entanglement of
fundamental particles [2]. However, entanglement in terms of continuous variables x (or q) and p. [1, 3-

8] have also been studied.

Various methods of quantifying entanglement [9] have been used such as the positive partial transpose
criterion [3], inseparability criterion using variance form of local uncertainty principle [6], and using the
entropic functions such as the Shannon, Renyi and von Neumann entropies [1, 4, 10, 11]. The present
work will use the entropic uncertainty relation (EUR) statement of entanglement. We specifically choose
the Shannon EUR because of its fundamental nature and due to the vast application of the Shannon
entropy [12, 13].

As mentioned in [2] it is important to introduce the concept of entanglement at the undergraduate level
because of its applications to the emerging field of quantum information. In addition, its discussion leads
to a better understanding of quantum mechanical ideas which helps to prevent common misconceptions
in quantum physics. The authors also note that the concept of entanglement fascinates physics and non-
physics students alike. Schroeder [2] showed that entanglement can be introduced using the commonly
discussed wavefunctions (which involve continuous variables) in any introductory class in quantum
physics, beyond the typical use of spin entanglement. This paper is meant to further expose
undergraduates to entanglement using topics studied in undergraduate physics such as the simple

harmonic oscillator, Hermite polynomials and the hypergeometric functions.

The quantum mechanical simple harmonic oscillator is a common topic discussed in undergraduate
quantum mechanics classes. In this paper, we apply the Shannon entropic uncertainty criterion to a
system of coupled harmonic oscillators. The entanglement in a system of coupled harmonic oscillators
has been studied thoroughly in the literature. For instance, the von Neumann and Renyi entanglement
entropies and Schmidt modes have been used to quantify the degree of entanglement for different
energies/temperatures [14-16]. Entanglement dynamics (time-dependent interaction strength, sudden
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death, revival, etc.) have been examined under varying conditions such as initial temperature, damping
factors and squeezing of the system and/or its surrounding environment using coupled harmonic
oscillators [17-20]. Other applications of the coupled harmonic oscillator among many others include
the following. A mathematical formalism that unifies quantum mechanics and special relativity for
Lorentz-covariant states was developed through the group symmetries of coupled harmonic oscillators
to show that the quark model and Feynman’s parton picture can work together to explain the properties
of hadrons in high-energy laboratories [21-25]. In [26], the authors used a system of quantum mechanical
coupled oscillators to study the effects on a system of interest which can be measured (first oscillator)
when one sums over variables of the external system whose variables are not measured (second oscillator
which then is “Feynman’s rest of the universe”) by calculating the entropy using the density matrix

formalism.

In a recent paper, the Shannon entropy has been calculated for a single D-dimensional simple harmonic
oscillator [13]. The present work calculates the Shannon entropy for a bipartite system of coupled

harmonic oscillators to quantify the entanglement of the ground and excited states of this system.

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we review the coordinate space and momentum space
solutions of a system of coupled oscillators. The new results using the Shannon entanglement criterion

are derived in section 3. We give our conclusions in section 4.

2. Coupled SHO

In this paper, we consider two masses whose interaction is given by the simple harmonic oscillator
(SHO) Hamiltonian

PZ

2
Equation 1: 1 = —— 4 22 4 %Xlz + §X22 + §X1X2
2
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Equation 1 which describes a coupled simple harmonic oscillator has a wide variety of applications in
physics [18, 26-27].

Let us work out carefully how to transform the Hamiltonian of the SHO, to involve dimensionless
variables to enable us to calculate the Shannon entropies. Consider the Hamiltonian H of one oscillator

given by
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Equation 2: 7 = 571 + %kX2 = §—m+ %mszz

where w = \/% with energies E, = (n +%) hw, n = 0, 1, 2,...in which [X,P] = ih. Dividing the

Hamiltonian by Aw, we get

Equation 3: H = %(p)2 + %(y)z

. . . _H P _ P _ X _
where we have the dimensionless variables H =-=, p = R = T and y = oo =

Clearly,p = —i % and one can easily show that

X
Ji/(mw)’
Equation 4:[y,p] = i.

In the literature, the above results are often equivalently obtained by setting A, m, k and w to 1.

Let us reconsider the Hamiltonian of two masses interacting as coupled harmonic oscillators in Equation

Py
2m1

2
Lpg ="y B g Ay2  By2y Ly X, with P; = —ih —2_ One can diagonalize this to give [14, 26]
2m, = 2 2 2 dX;
. 1 ! 2 I 2 1 2 I 2 _2 I 2
Equation 5: 1t = m([Pl] + [Pz] ) +§K<e N [Xl] + e~ [Xz] )

where M = ingmy, B = —ih—,j = 1,2, K = \JAB — C?/4,
J

A-B —5 3
A+B+|A_B|\/(A B)2+C
V4AB-C?

Equation 6: e?" =

and

Equation 7: X1 = X, cosa — X, sina, X; = X; sina + X, cos a
with

Equation 8: tan 2a = L.
B-A

We carefully changed our notation with the primed coordinates to explicitly exhibit the transformations

to diagonalize the original Hamiltonian 7. The details can be found in [26].

Similar to Equation 3 which came from Equation 2, we can rewrite Equation 5 in terms of dimensionless

variables py, p2, ¥4, and y,.



Equation 9: H = —p1 +1 Pz +%e2’7y12 +%e‘27’y22

! !

. . _H _ P; _ Xj _ ’K .
with [y]rpk] = l5jk’ H = P pj = W’ yi = W and w = I or equalently as
mentioned before, let 72, M, K and o equal 1. Defining the dimensionless variable x; = 2 MK

Equation 7 becomes

Equation 10: y; = xqcosa — X, Sina, y, = X1 Sina + x, cos .

We can infer from reference [14] the solution of the Schrodinger equation with the Hamiltonian given

by Equation 9.

Equation 11: llunm lpnlpm - (1) (Z)exp <_ %ylz) exp (_§y22> Hn(en/zyl)Hm(e_U/zyz)

where
v _ 1 (2) _ 1
Equation 12: ¢, =T and c,;, T

The H, and H,, are the Hermite polynomials. The corresponding eigenvalues are

Equation 13: E,,, = el (n + %) +e (m + %)

Similarly, one can either solve the momentum space wave functions by finding the Fourier transform of
Equation 11 or simply replacing /2y, by e "/2p, and e /2y, by e"/2p, in Equation 11 similar to
[13].

Equation 14: @, = @0y = (1) (Z)exp (— ?plz) exp (— %p%) Hn(e—ﬂ/Zpl)Hm(e"/zpz).

3. Shannon Entropic Entanglement Criterion for SHO

EUR were introduced as an alternative way to express the Heisenberg uncertainty principle, to address

some shortcomings of the variance statement AxAp > h/2 [12, 28]. One of the advantages of using the

EUR is that it is an excellent mathematical framework to quantify uncertainties for correlated systems

such as entangled systems [28]. The first measure of uncertainty in terms of entropy given by Hartley

(which he called “information™) was U(n) = klogn where U is the uncertainty of n outcomes of a

random experiment. For the case in which the probabilities of the outcomes are unequal, this is
5



generalized to U; = k Y;I' P;log(1/P;) where P; is the probability of the ith outcome. For k = 1, we get
the Shannon entropy S = — Y-, P(x;) In P(x;) with x as a discrete random variable. It can be shown
that the preceding equation can be generalized to

Equation 15: S = — ffomp(x) Inp(x) dx

for a continuous variable x with p(x) as the probability density function. We will refer to Equation 15
as the Shannon entropy. We refer the reader to [12] for more details.

To study the entanglement of coupled harmonic oscillators using the Shannon entropy, consider a
bipartite system which we label as system 1 and system 2. In the succeeding discussions, subscripts 1
and 2 correspond to systems 1 and 2 respectively. As in [1, 10], we define the dimensionless variables
as,

Equation 16: x4 = x1 £ X,; p4+ = p1 T p2.

with [xj,pk] = ij, as in Equation 4. A pure state of the system is described by the wavefunctions

W(xq, x5) = P, (x1)1P5(x,) in coordinate space and P (py, p2) = @1(p1) @, (p,) in momentum space. A

change in variables using Equation 16, gives ¥ (x,,x_) = \/%zpl (x++x‘) U, (x"_x‘) : P(p,,p) =

2 2
S (220 (2,

The Shannon entropic entanglement criterion is given by

Equation 17: H[w,] + H[vz] < In(2me) or H[w4] + H[vz] — In(2me) < 0

where the Shannon entropies are given by

Equation 18: H[w.] = — [*_dx,w, (x1) In (Wi(xi)); Hlvi] = — [ dpsvi(ps) In (vi(pi))

with

Equation 19: w, (x4) = ffooo dxz|¥(x,,x_)|? = %ffooo dxz |12 1,12 vilpy) =
(o] 1 p00

Lo @p5lp (04, 0017 = [, dpzloa*l@2]*.

Strictly speaking in Equation 6, the case A = B is not defined. However, to facilitate a simpler calculation,

we will look at the case in which A ~ B. Let us look at the two cases in which A — B for values A > B

A+B++/(A-B)2+(C?
V4AB-C2

and for values A < B. For the case A > B, Equation 6 becomes e?" = ,and A - B yields

6



24+|C|

>1
24-|C|

Equation 20: e?" ~

A+B—/(A—B)2+C2

for non-zero C. Thisimpliesthatn > 0. For the case A < B, Equation 6 becomes e?" =

V4AB-C2 '
and A - B yields e?" ~ ;‘%:i: < 1 for non-zero C. This implies that n < 0. As will be seen later in

this section, entanglement occurs only for n > 0. Let us then consider the case when A > B. Since the

value of  in section 2 above is independent of the sign of C, let us assume for the moment that C < 0.

_ X1

n_%
NPRRPIRCAN
Equation 21:y; = x_ /N2, y, = x, /\2

Equation 8 gives a = 45% and y; = + % from Equation 7. From Equation 16, we get

and similarly

Equation 22: p; = p_ /N2, p, = p4/V2

From Equation 21 and Equation 22 we can rewrite the solutions in Equation 11 and Equation 14 as
o ew D@ (el _e 2 ez e

Equation 23: ¥, = ¢,y "Cpp eXp( " x_) eXp( " x+) H, ( 7 x_) Hm( 7 x+)

and

. -n n -n/2 n/2
Equation 24: @,,,, = c,(ll)c,(,f)exp (— eTpE) exp (— %pi) H, (% p_) H,, (% p+)
Let us now outline the calculation of the Shannon entropic entanglement criterion by calculating the
function
Equation 25: f(n) = H[w_] + H[v,] — In(2me).

Using instead H[w, ] + H[v_] — In(2me) yields the same results.

We start with H[w_]. Letting
a)t =e?/\2
Equation 26:{ b) z; = tx_ = (e"?/\2)x_
€) 2, = x,/(26) = (e 2 /V2)x,

! The case C > 0 results in a = —45° with the same qualitative results. In providing the details, we chose to use C<0 to get
the a = 45° instead which has been discussed in many of the applications mentioned in [26] and which makes the
calculations more straightforward without bothering about the extra negative sign introduced by a = —45°.
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Equation 23 becomes (note Equation 11 to0)

Equation 27: Ypm = YnPm = c,(ll)c,(f)e‘(Z%/Z)e‘(z§/2)Hn(zl)Hm(zz)

From Equation 19, we get w_ = %f_"om dx, [P, |?| Wy, |? and with the change in variables in Equation

26, we get using Equation 27

Equation 28: w_ = qnme_Z%H% (z1) with g = Tnlmi2nzm

where the integral

Equation 29: 1y = [ e~ H2(z,) dz,.

—00

From Equation 18, H{w_] = — ffooo dx_w_In(w_). Using Equation 28 and expanding gives

Equation 30: H[w_] = — %qnm{(ln Anm)11 + 1 + 13}

where
Q) I = 7, e H(2) dzy
Equation 31:{ b) I, = — ffooo z2e 71 H2(z,) dz,
o) ks = [, e M H2(z,) In(HE(2,)) dz,

From [13], we get analytic expressions for the integrals in Equation 29 and Equation 31.

a)ly = 2™m!\r
b) I, = 2™n!\r
), ==2"nl\m (n+1/2)
\d) I; = 2"nI VI In(22") — 250, Vi (X))

Equation 32:

where x,, ;, are the roots of H,(z;) and V,, called the logarithmic potential of the Hermite polynomial

Hy, is given by V, (xn) = 2'niT [In2 + X = 52, ,F, (112,222, ) +

_1kok
% | (Z)( 13{ 2 1F1 (1;%; —xﬁ,k)] with y = 0.577 is the Euler constant and F; and ,F, are the

hypergeometric functions.

Next we calculate H[v, ]. Letting (similar to Equation 26)
a)t=e"?/\2

Equation 33: { b) p, = p_/(2t) = (e "2 /V2)p_
¢) p; = tpy = (e"?/V2)p,



Equation 24 becomes (note Equation 14 to0)

Equation 34: @, = @nm = c PV cPe=@1/2)e-#3/2, (p)H,,(p,)

From Equation 19, we get v, = %ffooo dp_|¢,|?lem|? and with the change in variables in Equation 33,

we get using Equation 34,

t]o
nnlmi2n2m

Equation 35: v, = ryme #2H2 (p,) With 1, =

where the integral J, = ffowe‘ﬂ’%H%(pl) dp,. From Equation 18, H[v,] = — ffooo dp,v, In(v,).

Using Equation 35 and expanding, we get

Equation 36: H[v,] = — %rnm{(ln Tam)J1 +J2 +J3}

where )y = [ e iHA(p)dpy, o= pleiHi(p)dp,  and
[Z e #3H2(p,) In(H2(p3)) dp,. With a proper change in variables, one can easily evaluate Jo, J1, /2,
and /5 similar to the evaluation of the integrals in Equation 29, Equation 31 as given by Equation 32.
The above discussion of the integrals facilitates the Maple calculation of f(#) in Equation 25 using
Equation 30 and Equation 36 for different values of n and m. In general, the f () has the form
Equation 37: f(n) =Ny — 1

where 1 is a constant (threshold value) which is the n-intercept (horizontal axis intercept).

In Figure 1, we plot f(n) in Equation 25. For instance, f(n) = —n for (n=m=0); f(n) = 0.541 —
for(n=m=1); f(n) = 0.852 —n for (h=m=2); f(n) = 1.07 — n for (n = m = 3), etc. Similar graphs
can be plotted for states with unequal values of n and m. From Equation 17, we note that entanglement
occurs when f(n) < 0. The graph shows the strong dependence of entanglement on the quantum

numbers (n, m).

For the case we are considering in Equation 20, for no interaction, C = 0, implies n = 0. As mentioned
earlier, indeed entanglement occurs for n > 1, = 0. As expected when there is no interaction (n = 0),
there is no entanglement. A higher value of |C| (and thus n) implies a stronger coupling. For a particular
state (given n and m), stronger interactions (higher n values) result in higher degrees of entanglement

(more negative f(n)). Ground state (n = m = 0) interacting oscillators are entangled for n > 1, = 0.
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For a given n (given couplings A and C) however, oscillators in excited states (n > 0 orm > 0) are
entangled at a nonzero threshold value of n, in Equation 37. For example, as given above, for the state
(n =m = 3), the threshold value is o = 1.07. The next higher energy state from the ground state, n =1,
m =0orn=0, m=1 give a threshold of n, = 0.270. Excited states generally have a higher threshold
than the ground state because as shown in [29] excited states have higher entropy than the ground state.
In addition, excited states will need stronger interactions (corresponding to higher n,) to lead to
entanglement. By using different values of n and m one can check that the value of the threshold n, is
the same for y,,,,, and ¥,,,,, although these are different states with different eigenvalues as can be seen
from Equation 11 and Equation 13. In other words, the SEEC is symmetric in the quantum numbers n
and m. Figure 2 shows an increase in entropy as shown by an increase in the threshold n, and also
exhibits the tendency of entanglement at a higher interaction threshold for increasing quantum numbers

(n, m).

4. Conclusions

Using the Shannon Entropic Entanglement Criterion (SEEC), we study the entanglement of coupled
harmonic oscillators. A simple entanglement criterion is found in terms of the interaction parameter 7,
givenby f(n) = H[w] + H[v] — In(2me) =n, —n < 0 where 1, is a threshold value depending on the
state (n,m). It is found that coupled harmonic oscillators in the ground state have a lower threshold for
entanglement than excited states. More interaction is needed for the higher energy states to “share”
information and hence entangle due to the increased number of possible states. In addition, the SEEC is
shown to be symmetric in the quantum numbers n and m. For a given state, increasing the interaction
increases the entanglement as expected since a higher interaction results in more information between
the coupled oscillators leading to more entanglement. The SEEC can also be applied to quantum wells
and preliminary calculations seem to indicate similar results. However, unlike the SHO, in which the
integrals involve well known special functions which can be evaluated and expressed in analytic form,

all the integrals involved in quantum wells can only be evaluated numerically [12, 30-32].
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Figure 1:Plot of f(n) = H[{w_] + H[v, ] — In(2me) of the ground state and some
excited states.
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Figure 2: Plot of the threshold values n, given values of n and m

Acknowledgement:

OG would like to thank Dr. D. N. Makarov for his kind assistance regarding reference [14].

12



References:

[1] Walborn S P, Taketani B G, Salles A, Toscano F and de Matos Filho R L 2009 Entropic Entanglement
Criteria for Continuous Variables Phys. Rev. Lett. 103 160505

[2] Schroeder D V 2017 Entanglement isn’t just for spin Am. J. Phys. 85 812-820

[3] Simon R 2000 Peres-Horodecki Separability Criterion for Continuous Variable Systems Phys.
Rev. Lett 84 2726-2729

[4] Saboia A, Toscano F and Walborn S P 2011 Family of continuous-variable entanglement criteria
using general entropy functions Phys. Rev. A 83 032307

[5] Eisert J, Plenio M B 2003 Introduction to the basics of entanglement theory in continuous-variable
systems Int. J. Quantum Inform. 01 479-506

[6] Duan Lu-Ming, Giedke G, Cirac J | and Zoller P 2000 Inseparability Criterion for Continuous
Variable Systems Phys Rev Lett 84 2722-2725

[7] van Loock P and Furusawa 2003 A Detecting genuine multipartite continuous-variable entanglement
Phys. Rev. A 67 052315

[8] Mancini S, Giovannetti V, Vitali D and Tombesi P 2002 Entangling Macroscopic Oscillators
Exploiting Radiation Pressure Phys. Rev. Lett. 88 120401

[9] Horodecki R, Horodecki P, Horodecki M and Horodecki K 2009 Quantum Entanglement Rev. Mod.
Phys. 81, 865-942

[10] Gadea O and Blado G 2018 Entropic Uncertainty Relations, Entanglement and Quantum Gravity
Effects via the Generalized Uncertainty Principle AJR2P 1 1-12

[11] Demarie T F 2018 Pedagogical introduction to the entropy of entanglement for Gaussian states
Eur. J. Phys. 39 035302

[12] Majernik V and Richterek L 1997 Entropic Uncertainty Relations Eur. J. Phys. 18 79-89

[13] Toranzo | V and Dehesa J S 2019 Exact Shannon Entropies for the Multidimensional Harmonic
States Physica A 516 273-279

[14] Makarov D N 2018 Coupled harmonic oscillators and their quantum entanglement Phys. Rev. E
97 042203

[15] Nakagawa K 2016 Entanglement entropies of coupled harmonic oscillators Hoshi Journal of
General Education 34 1-16

[16] Jellal A and Merdaci A 2019 Entropies for Coupled Harmonic Oscillators and Temperature
arXiv:1902.07645 [quant-ph]

13



[17] Anders J and Winter A 2008 Entanglement and separability of quantum harmonic oscillator
systems at finite temperature Quantum Inf. Comput. 8 245-262

[18] Galve F, Pachon L A and Zueco D 2010 Bringing Entanglement to the High Temperature Limit
Phys. Rev. Lett. 105 180501

[19] Kao J and Chou C 2016 Quantum entanglement in coupled harmonic oscillator systems: from
micro to macro New J. Phys. 18 073001

[20] Park D 2018 Dynamics of entanglement and uncertainty relation in coupled harmonic oscillator
system: exact results Quantum Inf. Process. 17 147

[21] Han D, Kim Y S, Noz M E and Yeh L 1993 Symmetries of two-mode squeezed states J. Math.
Phys. 34 5493

[22] Han D, Kim Y S, and Noz M E 1995 Covariant harmonic oscillators and coupled harmonic
oscillators Second International Workshop on Harmonic Oscillators 293-304

[23] Han D, Kim Y S and Noz M E 1995 O(3,3)-like Symmetries of Coupled Harmonic Oscillators J.
Math. Phys. 36 3940-3954

[24] Kim Y S and Noz M E 2005 Coupled oscillators, entangled oscillators, and Lorentz-covariant
harmonic oscillators J. Opt. B: Quantum Semiclass. Opt. 7 S458

[25] Baskal S, Kim Y S and Noz M E 2016 Entangled Harmonic Oscillators and Space-Time
Entanglement Symmetry 2016 8 55

[26] Han D, Kim Y S, Noz M E 1999 Illustrative example of Feynman’s rest of the universe Am. J.
Phys. 67, 61

[27] Kim Y S 1989 Observable Gauge Transformations in the Parton Picture Phys. Rev. Lett 63, 348;
Han D, KimY Sand M E Noz 1990 Linear canonical transformations of coherent states in Wigner phase
space. Ill. Two-mode states Phys Rev A 41, 6233; lachello F and Oss S 1991 Model of n Coupled
Anharmonic Oscillators and Applications to Octahedral Molecules Phys. Rev. Lett 66 2976; Prauzner-
Bechcicki J S 2004 Two-mode squeezed vacuum state coupled to the common thermal reservoir J. Phys
A: Math. Gen. 37 L173; Joshi C, Hutter A, Zimmer F E, Jonson M, Andersson E and Ohberg P 2010
Quantum entanglement of nanocantilevers Phys. Rev. A. 82 043846; Paz J P and Roncaglia A J 2008
Dynamics of the Entanglement Between Two Oscillators in the Same Environment Phys. Rev. Lett. 100
220401; lkeda S and Fillaux F 1999 Incoherent elastic-neutron-scattering study of the vibrational
dynamics and spin-related symmetry of protons in the KHCO3 crystal Phys. Rev. B 59 4134; Fillaux F
2005 Quantum entanglement and nonlocal proton transfer dynamics in dimers of formic acid and
analogues Chem. Phys. Lett. 408 302; Delor M et al. 2017 Directing the path of light-induced electron

14



transfer at a molecular fork using vibrational excitation Nat. Chem. 9 1099; Romero E et al. 2014
Quantum coherence in photosynthesis for efficient solar-energy conversion Nat. Phys. 10 676; Fuller F
D et al. 2014 Vibronic coherence in oxygenic photosynthesis Nat. Chem. 6 706; Halpin A et al.2014
Two-dimensional spectroscopy of a molecular dimer unveils the effects of vibronic coupling on exciton
coherences Nat. Chem. 6 196

[28] Coles P J, Berta M, Tomamichel M and Wehner S 2017 Entropic uncertainty relations and their
applications Rev. Mod. Phys. 89 015002

[29] Majernik V and Opatrny T 1996 Entropic Uncertainty Relations for a Quantum Oscillator J. Phys.
A: Math. Gen. 29 2187-2197

[30] Majernik V and Richterek L 1997 Entropic Uncertainty Relations for the Infinite Well J. Phys. A:
Math. Gen. 30 L49-L54

[31] Majernik V, Charvot R and Majernikova E 1999 The Momentum Entropy of the Infinite Potential
Well J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 32 2207-2216

[32] Majernik V and Majernikova E 2002 Standard and Entropic Uncertainty Relations of the Finite
Well J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 35 5751-5761

15



