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We extend complete complementarity relations to curved spacetimes by considering a succession
of infinitesimal local Lorentz transformations, which implies that complementarity remains valid as
the quanton travels through its world line and the complementarity aspects in different points of
spacetime are connected. This result allows the study of these different complementary aspects of a
quantum system as it travels through spacetime. In particular, we investigate the behavior of these
different complementary properties of massive spin-1/2 particles in the Schwarzschild spacetime.
For geodetic circular orbits, we find that the spin state of one particle oscillates between a separable
and an entangled state. For non-geodetic circular orbits, we notice that the frequency of these
oscillations gets bigger as the orbit gets near to the Schwarzschild radius rs.
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I. INTRODUCTION

According to Schrödinger, entanglement is the char-
acteristic feature of quantum mechanics, the one that
imposes its total departure from the classical lines of
thought [1]. Its central importance in quantum foun-
dations [2, 3], as well as its important role in the fields of
quantum information and quantum computation [4, 5],
has made entanglement theory achieve great progress in
recent decades. Perhaps, the most astonishing appli-
cation of this unique feature is quantum teleportation,
where two observers use two quantum systems in an en-
tangled state to transmit information about the state of
a third system [6].

Moreover, concern about how entanglement behaves
in relativistic scenarios has grown more and more [7]. In
the end of the last century, Czachor considered the rel-
ativistic version of the famous Einstein-Podolsky-Rosen
(EPR) experiment with massive spin-1/2 particles [8].
While, in the beginning of this century, the authors of
Refs. [9, 10] showed that the entanglement of Bell states
depends on the velocity of the observer. On the other
hand, the authors in Ref. [11] argued that the entan-
glement fidelity of a Bell state remains invariant for a
Lorentz boosted observer. However, in the same year, it
was demonstrated by Peres et al. [12] that the entropy of
a single massive spin-1/2 particle does not remain invari-
ant under Lorentz boosts. These apparently conflicting
results involve systems containing different particle states
and boost geometries [13]. Therefore, entanglement un-
der Lorentz boosts is highly dependent on the boost sce-
nario in question [14], which led to a rich variety of works
by several researchers exploring these different scenarios
[15–22]. More generally, the entanglement for observers
constantly accelerated in a flat space-time was considered
in Refs. [23–25]. A step forward in the investigations of
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these relativistic scenarios was taken by Terashima and
Ueda [26], who studied EPR correlations and the viola-
tion of Bell’s inequalities in curved spacetimes. In addi-
tion, the same authors, in Ref. [27], studied the decoher-
ence of spin states due to the presence of a gravitational
field, by considering a succession of infinitesimal Lorentz
transformations. It turns out that decoherence is quite
general for a particle in a gravitational field [28, 29].

However, entanglement is not the only quantum fea-
ture that occupies a central position in the world of
quantum weirdness. The other feature, known as wave-
particle duality, also turns apart the quantum world from
the classical world. It is usually considered the main ex-
ample of Bohr’s complementarity principle, which states
that quantum systems, or quantons [30], may possess
properties that are equally real but mutually exclusive
[31]. Attempts have been made to formalize the wave-
particle duality in a quantitative way [32–34]. In these
efforts, quantitative measures of wave and particle prop-
erties were constructed and constrained in a complemen-
tarity inequality

P 2 + V 2 ≤ 1, (1)

where P is the predictability and V is the visibility of the
interference pattern. Together with the quantitative for-
mulation of the wave-particle duality, it was noticed that
not only extreme cases of full wave and particle natures
existing in mutual exclusion is possible, but also interme-
diate cases of partial wave and particle natures coexisting
in a compatibility relation. Until now, many approaches
were taken for quantifying the wave-particle properties
of a quantum system [35–39]. And, with the develop-
ment of the field of quantum information, it was sug-
gested that the quantum coherence [40] would be a good
generalization of the visibility measure [41–43]. How-
ever, as pointed out by Qian et al. [44], complementarity
relations like Eq. (1) do not really capture a balanced
exchange between P and V because the inequality per-
mits, for instance, that V decreases due to the interaction
of the system with its environment while P can remain
unchanged, or even worse, it can decrease together with
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the visibility of system. It even allows the extreme case
P = V = 0. Thus, something must be missing from Eq.
(1). As noticed by Jakob and Bergou [45], this lack of
knowledge about the system is due to entanglement. This
means that the information is being shared with another
system and this kind of quantum correlation can be seen
as responsible for the loss of purity of each subsystem
such that, for pure maximally entangled states, it is not
possible to obtain information about the local properties
of the subsystems, since we can always purify our system
and think of it as part of a multipartite pure quantum
system.

Even though entanglement entropy does not remain
invariant under Lorentz boosts, and neither do the mea-
sures of predictability and coherence, in Ref. [46] we
showed that these three measures taken together, in what
is known as a complete complementarity relation (CCR),
are Lorentz invariant. Hence, in this work, we extend this
result to curved spacetimes by considering a succession
of infinitesimal Lorentz transformations, allowing us to
study the different complementary aspects of a quanton
as it moves through spacetime. It is interesting to see
that the situation for complementarity in different ref-
erence frames, as well as in different points of a curved
spacetime, is similar to the definition of spin states in
different Lorentz frames in following sense: Peres et al.,
in Ref. [12], realized that even though it is possible to
formally define spin in any Lorentz frame, there is no
direct quantitative relationship between the observable
expectation values in different Lorentz frames, i.e., spin
is a Lorentz frame-dependent concept. For complemen-
tarity, even though it is possible to formally define com-
plementarity in any Lorentz frame or in different points
of a curved spacetime, in principle there is no relation-
ship between the complementarity relations of different
Lorentz frames or in different points of curved space-
times. However, our result shows that it is possible to
connect complete complementarity relations in different
Lorentz frames and in different points in a curved space-
time, which implies that complementarity remains valid
as the quanton travels through its world line and the
complementarity aspects in different points of spacetime
are connected. In addition, we study the behavior of
these different complementary aspects of massive spin-
1/2 particles (or qubits) in the Schwarzschild spacetime.
For geodetic circular orbits, we find that the spin-state
of one particle oscillates between a separable and an en-
tangled state. For non-geodetic circular orbits, we report
that the frequency of these oscillations gets bigger as the
orbit gets nearer the Schwarzschild radius, which agrees
with the fact that the spin precession near rs is very
rapid, as reported in Ref. [26]. This effect is due to the
choice of the tetrad field, and thus to the particular static
observer, as will be further discussed in the conclusions
(Sec. V).

The organization of this article is as follows. In Sec.
II, we discuss the spin dynamics in curved spacetimes
by focusing in spin-1/2 massive particles. In Sec. III,

we extend complete complementarity relations for curved
spacetimes. Thereafter, in Sec. IV, we turn to the study
of the behavior of CCR in the Schwarzschild spacetime,
by exploring two types of circular orbits. Lastly, in Sec.
V, we give our conclusions.

II. SPIN DYNAMICS IN CURVED
SPACETIMES

A. Spin States in Local Frames

To study the dynamics of spin-1/2 particles in gravi-
tational fields, the use of local frames of reference, which
can be defined at each point of spacetime, is required.
These local frames are defined through a tetrad field
(or vielbein), which is a set of four linearly indepen-
dent four-vector fields [47]. In General Relativity, the
gravitational field is encoded in the metric components
of a curved spacetime, which is a differential manifold
M [48]. A manifold is simultaneously a very flexible
and powerful structure, since it comes equipped natu-
rally with a tangent (or contravariant) and a cotangent
(or covariant) vector spaces in each point p ∈ M, de-
noted by Tp(M) and T ∗p (M), respectively. Then, ten-
sor fields of arbitrary rank can be constructed from ele-
ments of Tp(M) and T ∗p (M) using the tensor product ⊗.
The differential structure of M provides, in each point
p, a coordinate basis for the vector spaces Tp(M) and
T ∗p (M) given by {∂µ} and {dxν}, respectively, such that
dxν(∂µ) := ∂µx

ν = δ νµ . We can proceed by defining a
metric g inM, which gives us a Riemannian (or pseudo-
Riemaniann) manifold.

The metric is a covariant tensor field of rank 2, which
defines, in each point p ∈M, an inner product in Tp(M)
that, in turn, allows us to compute lengths, volumes, an-
gles, time intervals, and so on. Given the basis in T ∗p (M),
we can express the metric as g = gµν(x)dxµ ⊗ dxν , and
the elements of the metric which encode the gravitational
field are given by gµν(x) = g(∂µ, ∂ν) [49]. However, the
natural basis {∂µ} ⊂ Tp(M) and {dxν} ⊂ T ∗p (M) are not
necessarily orthonormal. But we can set up any basis as
we like. In particular, we can form an orthonormal basis
with respect to the pseudo-Riemannian manifold (space-
time) on which we are working. Following Ref. [49], let
us consider the linear combination

ea = e µa (x)∂µ, ea = eaµ(x)dxµ, (2)

∂µ = eaµ(x)ea, dxµ = e µa (x)ea. (3)

To define a local frame at each point p ∈ M, we require
{ea} to be orthonormal in the following sense

g(ea, eb) := ηab, g := ηabe
a ⊗ eb, (4)

where ηab = diag(−1, 1, 1, 1) is the Minkowski metric.
Equivalently, we can define the tetrad field in terms of
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its components

gµν(x)e µa (x)e νb (x) = ηab, (5)

ηabe
a
µ(x)ebν(x) = gµν(x), (6)

with

eaµ(x)e µb (x) = δab, eaµ(x)e νa (x) = δ νµ . (7)

Here, and from now on, we assumed that Latin let-
ters a, b, c, d, · · · refers to coordinates in the local frame;
Greek indices µ, ν, · · · runs over the four general-
coordinate labels; and repeated indices are to be summed
over.

Furthermore, for general coordinate indices, the lower-
ing and raising of indices is done with the metric gµν(x)
and its inverse gµν(x), respectively. The indices in the
local frame are lowered by ηab and raised by its inverse
ηab. The components of the tetrad field and its inverse
transforms a tensor in the general coordinate system into
one in the local frame, and vice versa. Therefore it can
be used to shift the dependence of spacetime curvature
of the vector fields to the tetrad fields. Indeed, instead of
working with Aµ defined in the general coordinate sys-
tem, it is possible to work with e µa (x)Aa. As Aa is a
set of four Lorentz scalar fields, then all the information
about the spacetime curvature is encoded in the tetrad
field e µa (x) [50]. In addition, Eq.(6) tells us that the
tetrad field encodes all the information about the space-
time curvature hidden in the metric, which allowed an
equivalent formulation of General Relativity in terms of
the tetrad fields [51]. Besides, it is worth pointing out
that the tetrad field {e µa (x), a = 0, 1, 2, 3} is a set of four
contravariant vector fields, and not a single second-rank
tensor of indices a and µ. Therefore, the tetrad field
transforms as

e µa (x)→ e
′ µ
a (x′) =

∂x′µ

∂xν
e νa (x) (8)

under general coordinate transformation, and as

e µa (x)→ e
′ µ
a (x′) = Λ b

a (x)e µb (x) (9)

in the local system, which is a local Lorentz transfor-
mation. Since the local frame remains local under local
Lorentz transformations, the choice of the local frame is
not unique. Therefore, a tetrad representation of a par-
ticular metric is not uniquely defined, and different tetrad
fields will provide the same metric tensor, as long as they
are related by local Lorentz transformations [52].

By using the set of orthonormal four-vectors e µa (x),
the observer succeed in making the metric components
of his laboratory locally flat, g(ea, eb) = ηab. The ob-
server can go even further, constructing coordinates in
his laboratory such that the derivative of the metric com-
ponents gµν(x) vanishes along the geodetic trajectory of
its world-line. Coordinates constructed in this way are
known as Riemann normal coordinates, which provide a
realization of the locally inertial frames (or freely falling

frames). A way to accomplish this is by the exponential
map [48]. By constructing the local Lorentz transfor-
mation, we can define a particle with spin-1/2 in curved
spacetimes as a particle whose one-particle states furnish
the spin-1/2 representation of the local Lorentz transfor-
mation [26]. Thus, let us consider a massive spin-1/2
particle moving with four-momentum pµ(x) = muµ(x)
with pµ(x)pµ(x) = −m2, where m is the mass of the
quanton, uµ(x) is the four-velocity in the general coor-
dinate system, and we already put c = 1. Now, we can
use the tetrad field eaµ(x) to project the four-momentum
pµ(x) into the local frame, i.e., pa(x) = eaµ(x)pµ(x).
Thus, in the local frame at point p ∈ M with coordi-
nates xa = eaµ(x)xµ, a momentum eigenstate of a Dirac
particle in a curved spacetime is given by [50]

|pa(x), σ;x〉 :=
∣∣pa(x), σ;xa, eaµ(x), gµν(x)

〉
, (10)

and represents the state with spin σ and momentum
pa(x) as observed from the position xa = eaµ(x)xµ of
the local frame defined by eaµ(x) in the spacetime M
with metric gµν(x).

The description of a Dirac particle state can only be
provided regarding the tetrad field and the local structure
that it describes. By definition, the state |pa(x), σ;x〉
transforms as the spin-1/2 representation under the local
Lorentz transformation. In the case of special relativity,
a one-particle spin-1/2 state |pa, σ〉 transforms under a
Lorentz transformation Λab as [53]

U(Λ) |pa, σ〉 =
∑
λ

Dσλ(W (Λ, p)) |Λpa, λ〉 , (11)

where Dσλ(W (Λ, p)) is a unitary representation of the
Wigner’s little group, whose elements are Wigner rota-
tions W a

b (Λ, p) [54]. It is worth pointing out that the
subscripts in Dσ,λ(W (Λ, p)) are just to emphasize that in
general U(Λ) generates superposition in the spin-states.
We could very well suppress the subscripts and write
U(Λ) |pa, σ〉 = |Λpa〉⊗D(W (Λ, p)) |σ〉 [13], as sometimes
we will do. In other words, under a Lorentz transforma-
tion Λ, the momenta pa goes to Λpa, and the spin trans-
forms under the representationDσ,λ(Λ, p) of the Wigner’s
little group [55]. Meanwhile, in a curved spacetime ev-
erything above remains essentially the same, except by
the fact that single-particle states now form a local rep-
resentation of the inhomogeneous Lorentz group at each
point p ∈M, i.e.,

U(Λ(x)) |pa(x), σ;x〉 =
∑
λ

Dσλ(W (x)) |Λpa(x), λ;x〉 ,

(12)
whereW (x) := W (Λ(x), p(x)) is a local Wigner rotation.

B. Spin Dynamics

Following Terashima and Ueda [26], let us consider how
the spin changes when the quanton moves from one point
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to another in curved spacetime. In the local frame at
point p with coordinates xa = eaµ(x)xµ, the momentum
of the particle is given by pa(x) = eaµ(x)pµ(x). After
an infinitesimal proper time dτ , the quanton moves to
a new point with general coordinates x′µ = xµ + uµdτ .
Then, the momentum of the particle in the local frame
at the new point becomes pa(x′) = pa(x)+δpa(x), where
the variation of the momentum in the local frame can
be described by the combination of changes due to non-
gravitational external forces δpµ(x), and spacetime ge-
ometry effects δeaµ(x):

δpa(x) = eaµ(x)δpµ(x) + δeaµ(x)pµ(x). (13)

The variation δpµ(x) in the first term on the right hand
side of the last equation is simply given by

δpµ(x) = uν(x)∇νpµ(x)dτ = maµ(x)dτ, (14)

where ∇ν is the covariant derivative and aµ(x) :=
uν(x)∇νuµ(x) is the acceleration due to a non-
gravitational force. Once pµ(x)pµ(x) = −m2 and
pµ(x)aµ(x) = 0, Eq.(14) can be rewritten as

δpµ(x) = − 1

m
(aµ(x)pν(x)− pµ(x)aν(x))pν(x)dτ. (15)

Meanwhile, the variation of the tetrad field is given by

δeaµ(x) = uν(x)∇νeaµ(x)dτ

= −uν(x)ω a
ν b(x)ebµ(x)dτ, (16)

where ω a
ν b := eaλ∇νe λb is the connection 1-form (or spin

connection) [56]. Collecting these results and substitut-
ing in Eq. (14), we obtain

δpa(x) = λab(x)pb(x)dτ, (17)

where

λab(x) = − 1

m
(aa(x)pb(x)− pa(x)ab(x)) + χab (18)

with χab := −uν(x)ω a
ν b(x). It can be shown that Eqs.

(17) and (18) constitute an infinitesimal local Lorentz
transformation since, as the particle moves in spacetime,
the momentum in the local frame will transform under
an infinitesimal local Lorentz transformation pa(x) =
Λab(x)pb(x) where Λab(x) = δab + λab(x)dτ [50]. If the
particle moves in a geodesic in spacetime, then aµ(x) = 0
and the infinitesimal Lorentz transformation in the local
frame reduces to λab(x) = −uν(x)ω a

ν b(x).
Now, given the local Lorentz transformation, we can

construct the local Wigner rotation that affects the spin
of the particle. In other words, by using a unitary repre-
sentation of the local Lorentz transformation, the state
|pa(x), σ;x〉 is now described as U(Λ(x)) |pa(x), σ;x〉 in
the local frame at the point x′µ, and Eq. (12) expresses
how the spin of the quanton rotates locally as the parti-
cle moves from xµ → x′µ along its world-line. Therefore,
one can see that spacetime tells quantum states how to

evolve. For the infinitesimal Lorentz transformation, the
infinitesimal Wigner rotation is given by

W a
b(x) = δab + ϑabdτ, (19)

where ϑ0
0(x) = ϑi0(x) = ϑ0

i(x) = 0 and

ϑij(x) = λij(x) +
λi0(x)pj(x)− λj0(x)pi(x)

p0(x) +m
. (20)

In [57], the authors provided an explicitly calculation of
these elements, and the two-spinor representation of the
infinitesimal Wigner rotation is then given by

D(W (x)) = I2×2 +
i

4

3∑
i,j,k=1

εijkϑij(x)σkdτ

= I2×2 +
i

2
ϑ · σdτ (21)

where I2×2 is the identity matrix, {σk}3k=1 are the Pauli
matrices, and εijk is the Levi-Civita symbol. Moreover,
the Wigner rotation for a quanton that moves over a
finite proper time interval can be obtained by iterating
the expression for the infinitesimal Wigner rotation [26],
and the spin-1/2 representation for a finite proper time
can be obtained by iterating the Eq. (21):

D(W (x, τ)) = T e i2
∫ τ
0
ϑ·σdτ ′

, (22)

where T is the time-ordering operator [29], since, in gen-
eral, the Wigner rotation varies at different points along
the trajectory.

III. COMPLEMENTARITY RELATIONS IN
CURVED SPACETIMES

In Ref. [58], we developed a general framework to ob-
tain a complete complementarity relation (CCR) for a
subsystem that belongs to an arbitrary multipartite pure
quantum system, by exploring the purity of the multi-
partite quantum system. While, in Ref. [46], we demon-
strated that this procedure turns out to be useful to prove
that the CCR obtained is invariant under Lorentz boosts.
In this section, we extend this result to curved space-
times by considering a succession of infinitesimal Lorentz
transformations, as discussed in the previous section. We
will restrict ourselves to discrete momentum states, as in
Refs. [13, 18, 20], which corresponds to plane waves solu-
tions of the Dirac equation. Besides, this can be justified
once we can consider narrow distributions by composing
different plane waves solutions such that the momentum
states are centered around different momentum values,
what makes possible representing them by orthogonal
state vectors, i.e., 〈pa|pb〉 = δa,b. Although narrow mo-
menta are an idealization, it is a system worth study-
ing, since it helps to understand more realistic systems.
Also, it is worth pointing out that throughout this article
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we consider only massive particles of spin-1/2. By doing
this, we are considering a particular representation of the
Wigner little group. Besides, we use the standard spin
basis, not other forms like the helicity basis. Even though
the helicity basis is more often considered in theoretical
and experimental investigations in high energy physics,
both the helicity states and the spin states can consti-
tute a basis for the Hilbert space of one particle. As well,
both can be studied through unitary representations of
the Lorentz group. However, as analyzed recently, the en-
tanglement properties for helicity differ remarkably from
those for spin after we trace out the momentum degree of
freedom under Lorentz transformations [59, 60]. Never-
theless, the result obtained in this section will not depend
on the particular choice of representation, given that the
representation remains unitary.

So, let us consider n massive quantons with spin-1/2 in
a pure state described by |Ψ〉A1,...,A2n

∈ H1 ⊗ ... ⊗H2n,
with dimension d = dA1

dA2
...dA2n

, in the local frame
defined by the tetrad field in the point p of spacetime
represented by the coordinates xa = eaµ(x)xµ. For in-
stance, A1, A2 are referred as the momentum and spin
of the first quanton, and so on. By defining a local or-
thonormal basis for each degree of freedom (DOF) Am,
{|im〉Am}

dm−1
i=0 , m = 1, ..., 2n, the state of the multipar-

tite quantum system can be written as [61]

ρ = |Ψ〉A1,...,A2n
〈Ψ| (23)

=
∑

i1,...,i2n
j1,...,j2n

ρi1...i2n,j1...j2n |i1, ..., i2n〉A1,...,A2n
〈j1, ..., j2n| .

Without loss of generality, let us consider the state of
the DOF A1, which is obtained by tracing over the other
subsystems:

ρA1
=
∑
i1,j1

ρA1
i1,j1
|i1〉A1

〈j1|

=
∑
i1,j1

i2,...,i2n

ρi1i2...i2n,j1i2...i2n |i1〉A1
〈j1| . (24)

The Hilbert-Schmidt quantum coherence measure [62] of
the state ρA1 is given by

Chs(ρA1
) =

∑
i1 6=j1

∣∣∣ρA1
i1,j1

∣∣∣2

=
∑
i1 6=j1

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

i2,...,i2n

ρi1i2...i2n,j1i2...i2n

∣∣∣∣∣∣
2

, (25)

while the corresponding predictability measure is ex-
pressed by

Pl(ρA1
) =

∑
i1

(ρA1
i1,i1

)2 − 1/dA1

=
∑
i1

(
∑

i2,...,i2n

ρi1i2...i2n,i1i2...i2n)2 − 1/dA1
. (26)

We showed in Ref. [39] that these are bona-fide mea-
sures of visibility and predictability, respectively. From
these equations, an incomplete complementarity relation,
Phs(ρA1) +Chs(ρA1) ≤ (dA1 − 1)/dA1 , is obtained by ex-
ploring the mixedness of ρA1 , i.e., 1− Tr ρ2

A1
≥ 0.

The purity of the multipartite quantum system, 1 −
Tr ρ2 = 0, can be written as

1−
( ∑

(i1,...,i2n)
=

(j1,...,j2n)

+
∑

(i1,...,i2n)

6=
(j1,...,j2n)

)
|ρi1i2...i2n,j1j2...j2n |

2
= 0,

(27)

where∑
(i1,...,i2n)

6=
(j1,...,j2n)

=
∑
i1 6=j1
i2=j2

...
i2n=j2n

+
∑
i1=j1
i2 6=j2

...
i2n=j2n

+...+
∑
i1=j1
i2=j2

...
i2n 6=j2n

+
∑
i1 6=j1
i2 6=j2

...
i2n=j2n

+...+
∑
i1 6=j1
i2=j2

...
i2n 6=j2n

+...+
∑
i1 6=j1
i2 6=j2

...
i2n 6=j2n

. (28)

The linear entropy of the subsystem A1,

Sl(ρA1
) = 1− Trρ2

A1
(29)

=
∑
i1 6=j1

(i2,...,i2n)6=(j2,...,j2n)

(
|ρi1i2...i2n,j1j2...j2n |

2

− ρi1i2...i2n,j1i2...i2nρ∗i1j2...j2n,j1j2...j2n
)
, (30)

measures the quantum correlations of A1 with rest
of the system. Identifying the predictability, visibil-
ity/coherence, and quantum correlations measures within
Eq. (27), we can write down the following CCR:

Pl(ρA1) + Chs(ρA1) + Sl(ρA1) =
dA1
− 1

dA1

. (31)

The proof of this result can be found in Refs. [46, 58].
It is worthwhile mentioning the CCR given by Eq. (31)
is a natural generalization of the complementarity rela-
tion obtained by Jakob and Bergou [63, 64] for bipartite
pure quantum systems. More generally, E =

√
2Sl(ρA1

),
where E is the generalized concurrence obtained in Ref.
[65] for multi-particle pure states.

Now, since the dynamics of the quantum system
through spacetime can be described by successive local
Lorentz transformations, the multipartite quantum sys-
tem is described by |ΨΛ〉A1,...,A2n

= U(Λ(x)) |Ψ〉A1,...,A2n

at the point x′a = eaµ(x′)x′µ, and the density matrix of
the multipartite pure quantum system can be written as
[66, 67]

ρΛ = |ΨΛ〉A1,...,A2n
〈ΨΛ| = U(Λ(x))ρU†(Λ(x)), (32)
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implying that Tr ρ2
Λ = Tr ρ2, and the whole system re-

mains pure as the quantum system moves along its tra-
jectory in spacetime. As we used the purity of the density
matrix to obtain the complete complementarity relation
for A1, then, from 1− Tr ρ2

Λ = 0, the following CCR for
A1 remains valid throughout the world line of the multi-
partite quantum system

Pl(ρ
Λ
A1

) + Chs(ρ
Λ
A1

) + Sl(ρ
Λ
A1

) =
dA1
− 1

dA1

. (33)

This proves our claim that this complete complementar-
ity relation can be extended to curved spacetimes, allow-
ing us to quantify the different complementary aspects of
the subsystems as they move through spacetime.

IV. QUBITS IN THE SCHWARZSCHILD
SPACETIME

In this section, we will study the behavior of the dif-
ferent complementary aspects of a spin-1/2 quanton (or
a qubit), which is in motion in the Schwarzschild space-
time. Because we are interested in qubits, it is worth
pointing out that the motion of spinning particles, ei-
ther classical or quantum, does not follow geodesics be-
cause the spin and curvature couples in a non-trivial
manner [68]. However, the deviation from geodetic mo-
tion is very small, of order ~, and it can be safely ig-
nored except for the case of supermassive compact ob-
jects and/or ultra-relativistic test particles [50, 69, 70].
The Schwarzschild solution was the first exact solution
to Einstein’s field equation, and it describes the space-
time outside of a static and spherically symmetric body
of mass M, which constitutes a vacuum solution. Because
of its symmetries, the Schwarzschild metric describes a
static and spherically symmetric gravitational field [71].
In the spherical coordinates system (t, r, θ, φ), the line
element of the Schwarzschild metric is given by

ds2 = gµν(x)dxµdxν (34)

= −f(r)dt2 + f−1(r)dr2 + r2(dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2),

where f(r) = 1 − rs/r, with rs = 2GM being the
Schwarzschild radius. It’s straightforward to observe that
the metric diverges in two distinct points, at r = rs and
at r = 0. However, it is important to distinguish the
different nature of both singularities. Since all the infor-
mation about the physics and the spacetime curvature is
contained in the curvature tensor Rαβµν and its contrac-
tions, to establish when a metric has a singularity with
some physical meaning, it is necessary to search for non-
trivial scalars that can be constructed from the curvature
tensor, which are independent from coordinate systems.
For instance, RαβµνRαβµν = 12r2

s/r
6 tell us that there

exists a singular point in r = 0 [48]. This suggests that
the singularity at r = rs is not an intrinsic singularity,
since it can be shown that all curvature scalars are finite
at r = rs. This type of singularity is called apparent

singularity (or coordinate singularity) and it is related to
our specific choice of coordinates. Therefore, it can be
removed by changing the coordinate system.

To make the Schwarzschild metric reduce to the
Minkowski metric, it is possible to choose the following
tetrad field

e0
t(x) =

√
f(r), e1

r(x) =
1√
f(r)

,

e2
θ(x) = r, e3

φ(x) = r sin θ, (35)

and all the other components are zero. Also, only nonzero
components will be shown from now on. The inverse of
these elements are given by

e t0 (x) =
1√
f(r)

, e r1 (x) =
√
f(r),

e θ2 (x) =
1

r
, e φ3 (x) =

1

r sin θ
. (36)

Thus, we can write the line element as

ds2 = gµν(x)dxµdxν = gµν(x)e µa (x)e νb (x)eaeb

= ηabe
aeb. (37)

This vierbein represents a static local frame at each point.
Therefore it can used to represent an observer in the as-
sociated local frame [26]. It is worth pointing out that
such static local frame is not inertial. In addition, at
each point, the 0−, 1−, 2−, and 3−axes are parallel to
the t, r, θ, and φ directions, respectively. A straightfor-
ward calculation shows that the non-zero components of
the connection 1-form ω a

ν b := eaλ∇µe λb are given by

ω 1
t 0(x) = ω 0

t 0(x) =
rs
2r2

, (38)

ω 1
θ 2(x) = −ω 2

θ 1(x) = −
√
f(r), (39)

ω 1
φ 3(x) = −ω 3

φ 1(x) = −
√
f(r) sin θ, (40)

ω 2
φ 3(x) = −ω 3

φ 2(x) = − cos θ. (41)

Now that we have the ingredients required to study the
behavior of the Wigner rotation and the different aspects
of a qubit in motion in the Schwarzschild spacetime, in
the following subsections we will consider two examples:
(1) an equatorial circular geodesic and (2) a non-geodetic
equatorial circular orbit.

A. Equatorial Circular Geodesics

Following Refs. [50, 71], let us consider the case of
a free-falling test particle moving around the source of
the gravitational field in a geodetic circular orbit, which
can be obtained by solving the geodesic equation. The
four-velocity of these circular geodesics in the equatorial
plane, θ = π/2, are given by:

ut =
K

f(r)
, ur = 0, (42)

uθ = 0, uφ =
J

r2
, (43)
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where K,J are integration constants related to the en-
ergy and angular momentum of the required orbit, re-
spectively, and are given by

K =
1− rs/r√

1− 3rs
2r

, J2 =
1

2

rrs

1− 3rs
2r

. (44)

The energy of the spin-1/2 quanton of rest mass m in a
circular orbit of radius r is then given by E = Km. Fur-
thermore, the value of J implies that the angular velocity
is given by

uφ = ±
√

rs

2r3(1− 3rs
2r )

, (45)

which means that stable circular geodesic orbits are only
possible when r > 3

2rs. The non-zero infinitesimal
Lorentz transformations in the local frame defined by the
tetrad field are given by

λ0
1 = λ1

0 = − Krs
2r2f(r)

(46)

λ1
3 = −λ3

1 =
J
√
f(r)

r2
, (47)

which corresponds to a boost in the direction of the 1-
axes and a rotation over the 2-axis, respectively. While,
the four-velocity in the local frame is found to be

ua = eaµ(x)uµ =
( K√

f(r)
, 0, 0,

J

r

)
. (48)

Therefore, the Wigner angle that corresponds to the ro-
tation over the 2-axis is given by:

ϑ1
3(x) = λ1

3(x) +
λ1

0(x)p3(x)− λ30(x)p1(x)

p0(x) +m
(49)

=
J
√
f(r)

r2

(
1− Krs

2rf(r)

1

K +
√
f(r)

)
. (50)

After the test particle has moved in the circular orbit
across some proper time τ , the total angle is given by

Θ =

∫
ϑ1

3(x)dτ =

∫
ϑ1

3(x)
dτ

dφ
dφ (51)

=
ϑ1

3(x)r2

J
Φ, (52)

since, for a circular orbit, r is fixed and ϑ1
3(x),K, and J

are constants. The angle Φ is the angle traversed by the
particle during the proper time τ . It is noteworthy that
the angle Θ reflects all the rotation suffered by the spin of
the qubit as it moves in the circular orbit, which means
that there are two contributions: The “trivial rotation”
Φ and the rotation due to gravity [26]. Therefore, to ob-
tain the Wigner rotation angle that is produced solely by
spacetime effects, it is necessary to compensate the triv-
ial rotation angle Φ, i.e., Ω := Θ−Φ is the total Wigner

rotation of the spin exclusively due to the spacetime cur-
vature, which only depends on the radius of the circular
geodesic r and the mass of the source of the gravitational
field expressed by rs.

Similarly to Terashima and Ueda [26], let us consider
a pair of entangled spin-1/2 particles emitted at given a
point on a geodesic equatorial circle with the local quanti-
zation axis along the 1-axis, as one of the particles of the
bipartite state circulates the orbit clockwise, the other
circulates it counterclockwise. In other words, we have a
pair of entangled particles moving in opposite directions
with constant four-velocity ua± = (K/

√
f(r), 0, 0,±J/r)

and in the following initial state

|Ψ〉A,B =
1√
2

( ∣∣pa+, ↑; 0
〉
A
⊗
∣∣pa−, ↓; 0

〉
B

+
∣∣pa−, ↓; 0

〉
A
⊗
∣∣pa+, ↑; 0

〉
B

)
, (53)

where φ = 0 is the coordinate of the point where the
quantons were emitted. After some proper time τ =
r2Φ/J , the particles travelled along its circular paths and
the spinor representation of the finite Wigner rotation
due only to gravitation effects is given by

D(W (±Φ)) = e∓
i
2σ2Ω, (54)

since ϑ1
3(x) is constant along the path, the time-ordering

operator is not necessary. Therefore, the state of the
bipartite system in the local frame at points φ = ±Φ is
given

|ΨΛ〉A,B =
1√
2

cos
Ω

2
sin

Ω

2

( ∣∣pa+Φ, p
a
−Φ

〉
A,B

+
∣∣pa−Φ, p

a
+Φ

〉
A,B

)
⊗
(
|↑, ↑〉A,B + |↓, ↓〉A,B

)
+

1√
2

∣∣pa+Φ, p
a
−Φ

〉
A,B
⊗
(

cos2 Ω

2
|↑, ↓〉A,B

+ sin2 Ω

2
|↓, ↑〉A,B

)
+

1√
2

∣∣pa−Φ, p
a
+Φ

〉
A,B

⊗
(

sin2 Ω

2
|↑, ↓〉A,B + cos2 Ω

2
|↓, ↑〉A,B

)
,

(55)

where
∣∣pa+Φ, p

a
−Φ

〉
A,B

:=
∣∣pa+; Φ

〉
A
⊗
∣∣pa−;−Φ

〉
B
. Whereas

the reduced spin density matrices of each particle are
given by

ρAΛs = ρBΛs =

(
1
2 cos Ω

2 sin Ω
2

cos Ω
2 sin Ω

2
1
2

)
, (56)

and ρAΛp = ρBΛp = 1
2I2×2. By inspecting Eq. (56), we can

see that part of the entanglement between the spins were
turned into quantum coherence of each spin state.

In Figs. 1(a) and 1(b), we plotted Sl(ρ
A
Λs) and

Chs(ρ
A
Λs) as a function of Φ for different circular orbits.

As Φ ∝ τ , these figures show the behavior of Sl(ρAΛs) and
Chs(ρ

A
Λs) as the particle travels along its circular orbit.

It is interesting noticing that for r = 2rs, the spin-state
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Figure 1: (Color online) (a) Sl, (b) Chs as a function of Φ
and (c) Sl, (d) Chs as a function of rs/r. Quantum coherence
and correlation, and their complementarity, for the state in
Eq. (55).

of the quanton A oscillates between a separable and an
entangled state with the spin-state of the particle B, if
both particles complete a circular orbit. This behavior
is due to the fact that as r → 3

2rs, the Wigner rotation
Ω varies more rapidly. While, in Figs. 1(c) and 1(d), we
plotted Sl(ρ

A
Λs) and Chs(ρ

A
Λs) as a function of rs/r for

different values of Φ.
On the other hand, if we consider a one-particle state

in a separable state between spin and momentum with

a maximally coherent momentum-state in the clock- and
counterclockwise directions and the spin-state also max-
imally coherent, then Chs(ρΛs) would start in its maxi-
mum value and decrease, while Sl(ρΛs) would start in its
minimum value and increase. Similarly, if we consider a
one-particle state in a separable state with a momentum
state maximally coherent in the clock- and counterclock-
wise direction and a spin-state completely predictable, for
instance |↑〉, as the particle travels along its superposi-
tion paths, the states of the momenta will become entan-
gled with the spin-states, and there will be a interchange
between predictability Pl(ρΛs), and the entanglement en-
tropy Sl(ρΛs) of the spin states. This effect of spacetime
curvature in the complementary behavior of these quan-
tum states is analogous to the effect reported in Ref. [72],
since each clockwise and counterclockwise circular path
can be taken as the different path of a Mach-Zehnder
interferometer.

B. Non-geodetic Equatorial Circular Orbit

As in Ref. [26], let us now consider qubits travelling
around a circular path that is not necessarily a geodesic
orbit. In particular, we consider the qubits moving in
the equatorial plane θ = π/2 with an angular velocity ω,
around the source of the gravitational field. Then, the
four-velocity is given by

ut = E, ur = 0,

uθ = 0, uφ = ωE, (57)

such that the standard angular velocity is dφ/dt =
uφ/ut = ω. Since uµuµ = −1, or equivalently

gtt(u
t)2 + gφφ(uφ)2 = −f(r)E2 + r2ω2E2 = −1, (58)

which implies E = 1/
√
f(r)− r2ω2. Besides, Eq.(58)

suggests a familiar parametrization: f(r)E2 = cosh2 ξ
and r2ω2E2 = sinh2 ξ such that

ut =
cosh ξ√
f(r)

, uφ =
sinh ξ

r
. (59)

Therefore, the non-zero elements of the four-velocity in
the local frame defined by the tetrad field are expressed
by

u0 = e0
t(x)ut = cosh ξ, u3 = e3

φ(x)uφ = sinh ξ, (60)

with the speed of the particle in this frame being v =
dx3/dx0 = u3/u0 = tanh ξ, which implies that rω =√
f(r)v and the familiar expressions sinh ξ = vγ and

cosh ξ = γ, where γ = (1− v2)−1/2. In order for the par-
ticle to maintain such non-geodetic circular orbit, it is
necessary to apply an external radial force against grav-
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ity and the centrifugal force1, allowing the quanton to
travel in the circular orbit with the specific angular ve-
locity ω at a given distance r from the source. Therefore
the non-zero component of the acceleration due to non-
gravitational external forces is given by:

ar = uν∇νur (61)

= − sinh2 ξ

r

(
1− rs

2rf(r)
coth2 ξ

)
f(r). (62)

For instance, in the specific case where uφ = J/r2, which
corresponds to a geodetic circular orbit, then ar = 0.
The non-zero infinitesimal local Lorentz transformations,
defined by Eq. (18), are

λ1
0(x) = −cosh ξ sinh2 ξ

r

(
1− rs

2rf(r)

)√
f(r), (63)

λ1
3(x) =

cosh2 ξ sinh ξ

r

(
1− rs

2rf(r)

)√
f(r), (64)

which also corresponds to a boost along the 1-axis and
a rotation about the 2-axis. The infinitesimal Wigner
rotation associated with the rotation over the 2-axis is
given by

θ1
3(x) =

cosh ξ sinh ξ

r

(
1− rs

2rf(r)

)√
f(r) (65)

=
f(r)ω

f(r)− r2ω2

(
1− rs

2rf(r)

)
. (66)

From θ1
3(x), we can calculate the finite local Wigner ro-

tation by integration, such that the finite local Wigner
rotation due only to spacetime curvature is given by

Ω := Θ− Φ = Φ cosh ξ
(

1− rs
2rf(r)

)√
f(r)− Φ. (67)

It is noteworthy that, as r → rs, Ω varies very rapidly
such that, at the event horizon, in the strong field limit
limr→rs Ω = −∞ [50]. In Fig. 2(a), we plotted Ω as
function of rs/r for Φ = π/8 and v/c = 0.1. As we will
see, this fact will cause the complementary aspects of a
quanton to oscillate very rapidly near the Schwarzschild
radius.

As before, let us consider a pair of entangled spin-1/2
particles emitted at given a point on a non-geodesic equa-
torial circle with the local quantization axis along the 1-
axis, as one of the particles of the bipartite state travels in
the clockwise direction and the other moves counterclock-
wise. In other words, we have a pair of entangled par-
ticles in opposite directions with constant four-velocity
ua± = (cosh ξ, 0, 0,± sinh ξ) in the state given by Eq. (53).

1 In General Relativity, gravity and the centrifugal force are just
manifestations of the spacetime curvature.
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Figure 2: (a) Ω, (b) Sl and (c) Chs as a function of rs/r The
angle Ω, quantum coherence, and quantum correlation, and
their complementarity, for the state in Eq. (55) with Ω given
by Eq (67).

After some proper time τ = rΦ/ sinh ξ, the particles trav-
elled along their circular paths such that the spinor repre-
sentation of the finite Wigner rotation due only to grav-
itation effects is given by D(W (±Φ)) = e∓

i
2σ2Ω. There-

fore, the state of the bipartite system, in the local frame
at points φ = ±Φ, is also given by Eq. (55). The reduced
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spin density matrices of each particle are given by

ρAΛs = ρBΛs =

(
1
2 cos Ω

2 sin Ω
2

cos Ω
2 sin Ω

2
1
2

)
, (68)

and ρAΛp = ρBΛp = 1
2I2×2, with Ω being expressed by Eq.

(67). In Figs. 2(b) and 2(c), we plotted the behavior
Sl(ρΛs) and Chs(ρΛs) as a function of rs/r, for Φ = π/8
and v/c = 0.1. Hence, for each value of r ∈ (rs,∞), we
have a specific value for Chs and Sl.

This rapid oscillation near rs persists for any value
of Φ and v, and it is due to the fact that the Wigner
angle varies very rapidly near the Schwarzschild radius.
Whereas, in Figs. 3(a) and 3(b), we plotted Sl(ρAΛs) and
Chs(ρ

A
Λs) as a function of Φ for different circular orbits.

As Φ ∝ τ , these figures express the behavior of Sl(ρAΛs)
and Chs(ρAΛs) as the particle travels along its circular or-
bit. One can see that, as r → rs, the oscillation between
a separable and an entangled state of the spin A with
the spin of the particle B becomes more and more fre-
quent, which agrees with the fact that the spin precession
near rs is very rapid, as reported in Ref. [26]. This ef-
fect is due to the choice of the tetrad field and thus the
particular static observer, which becomes singular at the
horizon. Therefore, we can conclude that the local static
observers (which are not necessarily inertial) attribute a
very rapid precession near the horizon. In addition, it is
worthwhile mentioning that Sl(ρAΛs) and Chs(ρ

A
Λs) can be

taken as measures of classical and quantum uncertainties
of the spin-state, respectively, since these measures also
satisfy the criteria established by Luo [73].

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this article, we extended complete complementarity
relations to curved spacetimes by considering a succession
of infinitesimal local Lorentz transformations, which im-
plies that complementarity remains valid as the quanton
travels through its world line and the complementarity
aspects in different points of spacetime are connected.

This result allowed us to study these different com-
plementary aspects of a quantum system as it travels
through spacetime. In particular, we studied the behav-
ior of these different complementary properties of massive
spin-1/2 particles in the Schwarzschild spacetime. For
geodetic circular orbits, we reported that the spin-state
of the two particles oscillates between a separable and
an entangled state. For non-geodetic circular orbits, we
found that the frequency of these oscillations gets bigger
as the orbit gets closer to the Schwarzschild radius, which
agrees with the fact that the spin precession near rs is
very rapid. This effect is due to the choice of the tetrad
field, and thus the particular static observer, as noticed in
Ref. [26]. Therefore, the local static observers attribute
a very rapid precession of the spin near the horizon.

On the other hand, if we choose a different vierbein
and a different four-velocity (since in this case the or-
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Figure 3: (Color online) (a) Sl and (b) Chs as a function of
Φ. Quantum coherence and correlation, and their comple-
mentarity, for the state in Eq. (55) with Ω given by Eq (67).

bit is non-geodetic and therefore we can apply a con-
venient non-gravitational force to choose a specific four-
velocity, which differs from the geodetic case, where the
four-velocity is specified by the orbit), we can define a
different local observer (frame). In particular, it is pos-
sible to choose one to avoid the apparent singularity at
the horizon. Since this singularity is connected with the
breakdown of the coordinate system (t, r, θ, φ), it is pos-
sible to choose, for instance, the Kruskal-Szekeres coor-
dinate system [47], in which the metric is not singular
at rs. Then, it is possible to construct a different vier-
bein such that the local Wigner rotation does not diverge
at r = rs. This was done by Terashima and Ueda in
Ref. [26], where they studied EPR-correlations near the
horizon. However, in the new tetrad-field related to the
Kruskal-Szekeres coordinates, the new local frame falls
into the black hole. Therefore, to perform measurements
in this local frame, the observers also must fall into the
black hole. As well, in this case, the authors used a four-
velocity such that the particle also falls in the black hole.
Finally, the authors concluded that this precession is not
singular at the horizon, and the observers on the horizon
can extract the EPR-correlation.

In contrast, our work goes into another direction. We
just wanted to show that complete complementarity re-
lations are valid in curved spacetimes for different ob-
servers, and explore some examples, which corresponds to
static observers. For instance, for circular geodesics this
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is not a problem, since stable circular orbits are those in
which r > 1.5rs. But, as well, for circular orbits close to
3
2rs, the precession is larger than for those orbits far away
of 3

2rs. Besides, it is worth mentioning that this depen-
dence on the tetrad-field and consequently on the local
observer is not so surprising, since, it is well known that
for an observer in radial free-fall in Schwarzschild space-
time, the observer will take a finite interval of proper
time to pass the event horizon and reach the singularity
at r = 0. Whereas, for the coordinate frame in the in-
finity, defined by the coordinates (t, r, θ, φ), the free-fall
observer will take an infinite amount of time [48].

In addition, we discussed the fact that the effect of
spacetime curvature in the complementary behavior of
these quantum states is analogous to the effect reported
in Ref. [72], since the clockwise and counterclockwise cir-
cular paths can be taken as the different paths of a Mach-
Zehnder interferometer. Hence, our work helps in the un-
derstanding of how the spacetime curvature affects the

behavior of these complementary properties of a quan-
tum system, as well it opens the possibility for different
studies. For instance, it is possible to explore different
spacetime geometries, and how these different geometries
affect the complementary behavior of a quanton. Also,
we did not took into account the spin-curvature coupling,
which need to be taken into account when investigating
this relation in the case of supermassive compact objects
and/or ultra-relativistic test particles.
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