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In this work, the entanglement dynamics of a moving-biparticle system driven by an external
classical field are investigated, where the moving-biparticle system is coupled with a zero temperature
common environment. The analytical expressions of the density operator and the entanglement can
be obtained by using the dressed-state basis when the total excitation number is one. We also
discuss in detail the effects of different parameters on the entanglement dynamics. The results show
that the classical driving can not only protect the entanglement, but also effectively eliminate the
influence of the qubit velocity and the detuning on the quantum entanglement.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Entanglement is a nonlocal quantum coherence of a
composite system, which describes the quantum relation-
ship between two or more quantum subsystems. Quan-
tum entanglement is an important quantum resource in
quantum information processing tasks, such as quantum
teleportation, quantum dense coding, quantum cryptog-
raphy, and quantum computing [1–5]. Since the quantum
entanglement is a pure quantum property, it doesn’t dis-
sipate over time only in an ideal isolated system. How-
ever, the interaction between any real physical system
and its surrounding environment is inevitable, which will
lead to the dissipation and the decoherence of quantum
systems. Therefore, it is an important subject to study
the dynamical evolution of the entangled state caused by
the dissipation and the decoherence [6–10].

Numerous investigations on the entanglement dynam-
ics in open quantum systems have been done over the
past two decades [11–32]. For examples, Hong-Mei Zou
and Mao-Fa Fang studied analytical solution and entan-
glement swapping of a double Jaynes-Cummings model in
non-Markovian environments [33]. Wei Jiang et al. inves-
tigated Non-Markovian entanglement dynamics of open
quantum systems with continuous measurement feedback
[34]. Bahram Ahansaz et al. presented a method of en-
tanglement protection for a two-qutrit V-type open sys-
tem on the basis of system-reservoir bound states [35].
Andrey R. Kolovsky revisited the Born-Markov approx-
imation for an open quantum system by considering a
microscopic model of the bath [36]. These above results
indicate that the memory and feedback of non-Markovian
environments have some protective effect on the entan-
glement dynamics of open quantum systems. However,
the memory and feedback effects are usually not suffi-
cient to preserve the quantum entanglement of an open
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system for long a time. How to maintain entanglement
of open quantum systems for a long time is an impor-
tant challenge in quantum information processing tasks.
In past years, some quantum control methods have been
proposed in order to effectively protect quantum entan-
glement of open systems, such as the quantum Zeno ef-
fect [14, 37, 38], weak measurement [39–41], classical field
driving [42–44], PT-symmetric operation [45] and exter-
nal magnetic field and Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interaction
[46]. On the other hand, based on the fact that atoms
cannot be cooled to a complete standstill in the current
cavity QED experiments [47–49], the interaction of mov-
ing qubits with electromagnetic radiation [50, 51] and
quantum effects of moving-qubit systems [30, 50, 51] have
been attracting more and more attention in recent years.

In particular, the authors at [52] first investigated the
dynamics of entanglement of two moving qubits in a
common environment for both strong and weak coupling
regimes, and then generalized to the case that an ar-
bitrary number of qubits interact with an environment.
They obtained the stationary state of each case in de-
tails and also illustrated that how the motion of qubits
affects the dynamics of entanglement. The results showed
that the movement of the qubits can play a constructive
role in protecting of the initial entanglement. Alireza
Nourmandipour et al. investigated the effect of classical
driving on the generation (and protection) of entangle-
ment between two qubits in a cavity. The results show
that the classical driving field has a constructive role in
the entanglement protection, and show that the classi-
cal driving field can protect the entanglement from envi-
ronmental attenuation[53]. The research results showed
that the classical driving can protect the entanglement
dynamics of rest qubit systems [53–58]. These works
inspire us to investigate the effect of external classical
field on the entanglement dynamics of an open moving-
biparticle system. Our purpose is to understand whether
the classical driving can also protect the entanglement
of moving-qubit systems, and we also hope that the in-
fluence of the motion of qubits on entanglement can be
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suppressed through the regulation of classical driving.
We found that the classical driving can not only pro-
tect the entanglement of moving-qubit systems, but also
effectively eliminate the influence of the qubit velocity on
the entanglement, which can provide some references in
the theoretical and experimental research of open quan-
tum systems.

In this paper, we consider a moving-biparticle system
coupled with a zero temperature common environment,
where the qubits are driven by an external classical-field.
We obtain the analytical expression of the density op-
erator and the entanglement by using the dressed-state
basis. We also discuss in detail the effects of different
parameters on the entanglement dynamics. The results
show that the classical driving can effectively eliminate
the influence of the qubit velocity and the detuning on
the quantum entanglement.

The paper is organized as follows. The physical model
and the analytical solutions are given in the second sec-
tion. In the third section, we study the entanglement
dynamics in resonance and detuning cases, respectively.
In the fourth section, we provide a brief summary of this
paper.

II. PHYSICAL MODEL AND ANALYTICAL
SOLUTION

Based on the Hamiltonian about the moving-qubit in
[52] and the Hamiltonian about the classical driving in
[53], we construct a moving-biparticle model driven by
classical field, in which the moving-biparticle system cou-
ples with a length of L (L approaches infinity), and the
particles move along the z-axis and are driven by an ex-
ternal classical-field (see FIG.1). Meanwhile, in order to
effectively control the quantum effect of qubits, the clas-
sical field is polarized along the x-axis and propagates
along the y-axis. At this time, the Hamiltonian of the
system is (~=1).

Ĥ =
1

2
ω0

2∑
i=1

σ̂iz +
∑
k

ωkâ
+
k âk

+

2∑
j=1

Ω
(
e−iwLtσ̂j+ + eiwLtσ̂j−

)

+

2∑
j=1

∑
k

(
fk (zj)αj σ̂

j
+gkâk + fk (zj)αj σ̂

j
−g
∗
kâ

+
k

)
.

(1)

ω0 is the transition frequency of the qubits. ωL and
ωk represent the frequencies of the classical driving field
and the cavity quantized modes, respectively. The op-
erators σ̂z and σ̂± are defined by σ̂z = |e〉〈e| − |g〉〈g|,
σ̂+ = |e〉〈g|, and σ̂− = |g〉〈e| associated with the up-
per level |e〉 and lower level |g〉. â+

k (âk) are the cre-
ation(annihilation) operator. In this paper, the dimen-
sionless constant αj(j = 1, 2) describes the coupling

strength between the qubit and the environment, which
depends on the relative position of the two qubits in the
environment. In addition, gk denotes the coupling con-
stant between the qubits and the k-th mode, Ω is the
classical driving strength of the qubits. When the qubits

FIG. 1: Schematic illustration of a setup where two qubits
are moving inside a cavity and driven by the classical field.
The qubits are two-level atoms with transition frequency ω0

travelling with constant velocity vj .

move along the z-axis, the dependency function fk(zj)
[59] induced by the velocity of the qubits motion can be
expressed as

fk(zj) = fk(vjt) = sin[k(zj − l)] = sin[ωk(βjt− τ)]. (2)

where βj = vj/c and τ = L/c with L being the size of
the cavity. vj(j = 1, 2) represents the velocity of the i-th
qubit, c means the speed of light. Because the unitary
transformation does not change its eigenvalues, we do a
rotation transformation on the Hamiltonian in Eq.(1),
i.e. UR = exp [−iωL(σ̂1

z + σ̂2
z)t/2], and the Hamiltonian

becomes is

Ĥe =
∆

2
(σ̂1
z + σ̂2

z) + Ω(σ̂1
x + σ̂2

x) +
∑
k

ωkâ
+
k âk

+
∑
k

[
gkâkfk(z1)σ̂1

+α1e
iωLt + h.c.

]
+
∑
k

[
gkâkfk(z2)σ̂2

+α2e
iωLt + h.c.

]
,

(3)

where ∆ = ω0 − ωL, we diagonalize the first two items
on the right side of the above formula.

Ĥ1
e =

ωD
2

(ρ1
z + ρ2

z), (4)

in which ωD and ρz are the transition frequency and the
inversion operators in the dressed-state basis.

ωD =
√

∆2 + 4|Ω|2, (5)

ρz = |E〉〈E| − |G〉〈G|, (6)
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|E〉 and |G〉 are the excited state and the ground state
respectively under the dressed-state representation.

|E〉 = cos
θ

2
|e〉+ sin

θ

2
|g〉, (7)

|G〉 = cos
θ

2
|g〉 − sin

θ

2
|e〉, (8)

In the above relation θ = tan−1( 2|Ω|
∆ ), in the dressed-

state representative, the effective Hamiltonian can be ex-
pressed as

ĤD
e =

ωD
2

(ρ1
z + ρ2

z) +
∑
k

ωkâ
†
kâk

+ cos2 θ

2

∑
k

[
gkâkfk(z1)ρ1

+α1e
iωLt + h.c.

]
+ cos2 θ

2

∑
k

[
gkâkfk(z2)ρ2

+α2e
iωLt + h.c.

]
,

(9)

and ascending operator ρ+ is defined as ρ+ =
|E〉〈G|. Under the rotating transformation UI =
exp [−iωD(ρ1

z + ρ2
z)t/2 + ωkâ

+
k âkt], we can obtain the in-

teraction Hamiltonian as

ĤI = cos2 θ

2

∑
k

2∑
j=1

[
fk(zj)gkâkαjρ

j
+e

i(ωD+ωL−ωk)t

+fk(zj)g
∗
kâ
†
kαjρ

j
−e
−i(ωD+ωL−ωk)t

]
.

(10)

Assume that the total system is initially in

|ψ(0)〉 =
(

cos
η

2
|E,G〉+ sin

η

2
eiφ|G,E〉

)
|0 〉R . (11)

in which |0 〉R is the multi-mode vacuum state of envi-
ronment. Supposing that the total excitation number is
1, the time evolution state of the system is given by

|ψ(t)〉 = c1(t)|E,G〉 |0 〉R + c2(t)|G,E〉 |0 〉R
+
∑

ck(t)|G,G〉 |1k〉 .
(12)

with |1k〉 being the state of the environment with
only one excitation in the k-th mode. By solving the
Schrödinger equation

i~
d

dt
|ψ(t)〉I = HI |ψ(t)〉. (13)

the differential equations of c1(t) and c2(t) and ck are
expressed as

ċ1(t) = −i cos2 θ

2

∑
k

gkfk(z1)α1ck(t)ei(ωD+ωL−ωk)t,

ċ2(t) = −i cos2 θ

2

∑
k

gkfk(z2)α2ck(t)ei(ωD+ωL−ωk)t,

(14)

ċk(t) = −i cos2 θ

2
g∗ke
−i(ωD+ωL−ωk)t

[fk(z1)α1c1(t) + fk(z2)α2c2(t)].
(15)

Let v1 = v2 = v, solving Eq. (15) and then substituting
into Eq. (14), we get differential equations about c1(t)
and c2(t)

ċ1(t) = − cos4 θ

2

∫ t

0

dt′F (t, t′) [α2
1c1(t′) + α1α2c2(t′)],

ċ2(t) = − cos4 θ

2

∫ t

0

dt′F (t, t′) [α2
2c2(t′) + α1α2c1(t′)],

(16)

and F (t, t′) is the correlation function of the environ-
ment.

F (t, t′) =

∫ ∞
0

J (ωk) sin [ωk (βt− τ)]×

sin [ωk (βt′ − τ)] ei(ωD+ωL−ωk)(t−t′)dωk.

(17)

J (ωk) is the spectral density with Lorentz form i.e

J (ωk) =
1

2π

γλ2

(ω0 − ωk)2 + λ2
. (18)

here the center frequency of the spectrum is equal to
ω0. λ is the spectral width of the environment, and γ is
the coupling strength. λ > 2γ indicates that the qubit-
environment is weak-coupling, λ < 2γ means that the
qubit-environment is strong-coupling [6, 60, 61]. Substi-
tuting the Eq. (18) into the Eq. (17) the following ex-
pression can be obtained

F (t, t′) =

4∑
i=1

Fi (t, t′) . (19)

Making use of∫ ∞
−∞

e−iza

z2 + λ2
dz =

π

λ
e−λ|a|. (20)

and 0 < β < 1, then we have

F1 (t, t′) =
−rλ

8
eiw0β(t+t′)−2iw0τ+i(wD−∆)(t−t′)

× e−λ[−β(t+t′)+2τ+(t−t′)],

(21)

F2 (t, t′) =
rλ

8
ei(wD−∆+w0β)(t−t′)e−λ[(1−β)(t−t′)], (22)

F3 (t, t′) =
rλ

8
ei(wD−∆−w0β)(t−t′)e−λ[(1+β)(t−t′)], (23)

F4 (t, t′) =
−rλ

8
e−iw0β(t+t′)+2iw0τ+i(wD−∆)(t−t′)

× e−λ[−β(t+t′)+2τ−(t−t′)],

(24)
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In this work, we consider the case that a length of the
cavity is infinity, i.e., τ → ∞, Eq. (19) is simplified as

F (t, t′) =
rλ

8
e{(λ+iω0)β−[λ+i(∆−ωD)]}(t−t′)

+
rλ

8
e{−(λ+iω0)β−[λ+i(∆−ωD)]}(t−t′)

=
rλ

8

[
eV+(t−t′) + eV−(t−t′)

]
.

(25)

with y = λ + i(∆ − ωD), µ = λ + iω0, V+ = −y + µβ,
V− = −y − µβ.

Then, we bring Eq. (25) into Eq. (16), we can obtain
the exact solution directly by the Laplace approach as

c1(t) = (r2
2 cos

η

2
− r1r2 sin

η

2
eiφ)+

(r2
1 cos

η

2
+ r1r2 sin

η

2
eiφ)ε(t),

(26)

c2(t) = (r2
1 sin

η

2
eiφ − r1r2 cos

η

2
)+

(r2
2 sin

η

2
eiφ + r1r2 cos

η

2
)ε(t),

(27)

where αT =
(
α2

1 + α2
2

)1/2
, r1 = α1/αT and r2 = α2/αT .

To simplify the expression, we introduce the set coupling
constant αT and make αT=1. The relative coupling con-
stant rj (j=1,2) and r2

1+r2
2=1, so r1 is considered as an

independent variable.

ε(t) =
(q1 − y+) (q1 − y−)

(q1 − q2) (q1 − q3)
eq1yt

+
(q2 − y+) (q2 − y−)

(q2 − q1) (q2 − q3)
eq2yt

+
(q3 − y+) (q3 − y−)

(q3 − q1) (q3 − q2)
eq3yt,

(28)

q3 + 2q2 + q(y+y− +
γλ

4y2
cos4 θ

2
) +

γλ

4y2
cos4 θ

2
= 0. (29)

with y+ = V+

y , y− = V−
y , and q1, q2, q3 are the three

solutions of Eq. (29).
In the {|E〉, |G〉} basis, the reduced density operator

for the biparticles is given by

ρ(t) =


0 0 0 0

0 |c1(t)|2 c1(t)c∗2(t) 0

0 c∗1(t)c2(t) |c2(t)|2 0

0 0 0 1− |c1|2 − |c2|2

 .

(30)

III. ENTANGLEMENT DYNAMICS

In this paper, we choose Wootters concurrence [62] to
quantify entanglement, which is defined as

Cρ̂(t) = max
{

0,
√
l1 −

√
l2 −

√
l3 −

√
l4

}
, (31)

where li is the eigenvalue of matrix ρ̃Φ in decreasing or-
der,

ρ̃Φ = ρ̂(t) (σ̂y ⊗ σ̂y) ρ̂(t)∗ (σ̂y ⊗ σ̂y) , (32)

It is well-known that σ̂y represents Pauli matrices and
ρ̂(t)∗ is the complex conjugation of ρ̂(t). Cρ̂(t) ranges
from 0 to 1, representing the disentangled state to the
maximally entangled state. For the density matrix given
in Eq. (30), we can know that the entanglement is

Cρ̂(t) = 2 |c1(t)c∗2(t)| . (33)

A. Entanglement dynamics in resonance case

Now we discuss the entanglement dynamics of the
moving-biparticle system driven by an external classical
field when ∆ = w0 − wL = 0. We consider respectively
the entanglement dynamics in the weak and strong cou-
pling regimes, i.e, for λ > 2γ and λ < 2γ.

r1=
1

2

r1=0.5

r1=0
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FIG. 2: Concurrence as a function time t for different r1.
r1= 1√

2
(the black solid line), r1=0.5 (the red dashing line)

and r1 =0 (the blue dotted line). (a) shows the entanglement
evolution under the weak coupling regime (λ = 4γ), and (b)
shows the entanglement evolution under the strong coupling
regime (λ = 0.04γ). Other parameters are ω0 = 1.5 × 109,
γ = 1, β = 0, Ω = 0, φ = 0, and η = π

2
.

Fig. 2 shows the concurrence as a function of t without
the velocity (β = 0) and the driving field (Ω = 0) in the
weak or strong coupling regimes, respectively. For three
different values of the coupling parameter r1, namely
r1= 1√

2
, 0.5, 0. r1= 1√

2
corresponds to the same coupling

strength between the two qubits and the environment,
and r1=0.5 corresponds to the stationary entanglement
[14, 52, 63]. Finally r1=0 describes a case in which one
of the two qubits is effectively decoupled.

Fig. 2(a) shows in the weak coupling regime, that the
entanglement of the system will all monotonically decay
to zero for r1 = 0 and r1 = 1√

2
. Their difference is that

the decay rate of entanglement for r1 = 0 is smaller than
that for r1 = 1√

2
. The reason is that the attenuation of

information in the single channel is slower than that in
the dual channel in the weak coupling regime. When
r1=0.5, we find the entanglement of the system will de-
cay with time and then return to a very small stationary
value. Fig. 2(b) shows that, the entanglement dynamics
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will appear damping oscillation phenomenon due to the
memory and feedback effects of non-Markovian environ-
ments in the strong coupling regime. And we observed
that the entanglement recovery amplitude is the largest
when r1 = 0.

β=0

β=1×10-9

β=3×10-9
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β=0
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(b)

FIG. 3: Concurrence as a function of time t for different qubits
velocity and driving strength in the weak coupling regime(λ =
4γ). (a) shows the entanglement evolution without driving
strength (Ω = 0), and (b) shows the entanglement evolution
under driving strength (Ω = 1.6). Other parameters are ω0 =
1.5 × 109, γ = 1, φ = 0, r1 =0.5 and η = π

2
.

Fig. 3 depicts the concurrence as a function of time t
for different driving strength and qubits velocity in the
weak coupling regime(λ = 4γ). Fig. 3(a) shows that
without driving strength, the velocity of qubits have an
observable influence on the decay rate of entanglement.
From this figure, we can see that the entanglement will
quickly decay monotonously to zero and then reach the
steady value when β = 0. As the velocity of qubits in-
creases, the decay of entanglement will become slower
and can survive for a longer time. Fig. 3(b) shows that
concurrence as a function of time t for different qubits ve-
locity when Ω = 1.6. First, compared to the black solid
line in Fig. 3(a) and Fig. 3(b), we can observe that the
classical driving slow down the entanglement decay of the
static qubit in the weak coupling regime. The results are
consistent with that presented in [53]. Then, we can see
that the concurrence curves of β = 0 and β = 1 × 10−9

are close to that of β = 3 × 10−9, the classical driving
can delay the entanglement attenuation and eliminate
the influence of the moving velocity on the quantum en-
tanglement. This shows that the driving strength Ω can
regulate the influence of velocity β on the entanglement
dynamics and can effectively protect entanglement.

In order to understand how the moving-velocity and
the driving strength adjust the concurrence in the strong
coupling regime, we give Fig. 4. From Fig. 4(a), we
know that, when β = 0, the entanglement will quickly
decay to zero and then return the very steady value. As
the moving-velocity increases, the decay of entanglement
will become very slow. The entanglement of the initial
state will be well protected due to the memory and feed-
back effects of non-Markovian environments in the strong
coupling regime. The motion of qubits has a significant
influence on the survival of entanglement, which is sim-
ilar to the case of the weak coupling regime. Fig. 4(b)
displays the of entanglement dynamic curves when the
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FIG. 4: Concurrence as a function of time t for different qubits
velocity and driving strength in the strong coupling regime
(λ = 0.1γ). (a) shows the entanglement evolution without
driving strength (Ω = 0), and (b) shows the entanglement
evolution under larger driving strength (Ω = 4). Other pa-
rameters are ω0 = 1.5× 109, γ = 1, φ = 0, r1=0.5 and η = π

2
.

driving strength Ω = 4. Compared with Fig. 4(a), we
find that the proper driving strength can well protect
the initial entanglement of systems with different veloc-
ity. In particular, the protective effect of classical driving
of entanglement is the most obvious for the static system
(β = 0). Under the classical field driving, the sudden
death of the entangled state of the static qubit appar-
ently disappears, as shown the black solid lines in Fig.
4(b), These are also consistent with the results presented
in[53]. If there is not the classical driving, the decay rate
of entanglement is significantly different from the quan-
tum systems with different velocities. But, under the
classical driving, they can almost always keep their ini-
tial entanglement, as shown the three coincident curves
in Fig. 4(b). That is to say, the classical driving can
not only effectively protect the entanglement, but also
eliminate the influence of the particle velocity on entan-
glement.

Therefore, the proper qubit-environment coupling r1

and velocity ratio β, the smaller spectral width λ and the
stronger classical driving Ω can all effectively protect the
quantum entanglement of the moving-biparticle system.
Especially, in the strong coupling regime, the classical
driving can not only effectively protect entanglement, but
also eliminate the influence of the particle velocity on
entanglement.

B. Entanglement dynamics in detuning case

Nextly, we consider the entanglement dynamics of the
moving-biparticle system driven by an external classical-
field when ∆ = ω0 − ωL 6= 0 (i.e., in the detuning case)

Fig. (5) shows the entanglement evolution for vari-
ous moving-velocity and driving strength under different
detuning conditions in the strong coupling regime. Fig.
5(a) shows that the driving strength Ω=0.5 and the ve-
locity ratio β = 0, the entanglement will oscillate and
decay rapidly under different detuning conditions. From
this picture, we can see that with the detuning increas-
ing, the entanglement will decay faster. In other words,
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FIG. 5: Concurrence as a function of time t for different qubits
velocity and driving strength under detuning conditions in the
strong coupling regime (λ = 0.1γ). (a) shows the entangle-
ment evolution in the case of Ω = 0.5 and β = 0, (b) shows
the entanglement evolution in the case of Ω = 1.6 and β = 0,
(c) shows the entanglement evolution in the case of Ω = 0.5
and β = 1 × 10−9, (d) shows the entanglement evolution in
the case of Ω = 4 and β = 1 × 10−9. Other parameters are
ω0 = 1.5 × 109, γ = 1, φ = 0, r1 =0.5 and η = π

2
.

the detuning will have a negative effect on entanglement
protection. This is because the dynamics of entangle-
ment are mainly dominated by the interaction between
the qubits and the reservoir when the classical driving is
very small (Ω = 0.5). Fig. 5(b) displays the of entangle-
ment dynamic curves when the driving strength increases
to Ω = 1.6 and the velocity ratio β = 0. Comparing Fig.
5(b) and Fig. 5(a), we can see that, the amplitude of the
entangled oscillation in Fig. 5(b) is smaller than that
in Fig. 5(a). And with the driving strength increasing,
the decay of entanglement will become obviously slower
and the entanglement can survive for a longer time un-
der the detuning case. The reason is that the influence
of classical driving on entanglement dynamics will be-
come larger with the driving strength increasing. That
is to say, the dynamics of entanglement are determined
by both the interaction between the qubits and the reser-
voir as well as the interaction between the qubits and the
driving field when Ω = 1.6. Therefore, the negative ef-
fects caused by detuning can be suppressed by increasing
the driving strength. Fig. 5(c) displays the of entangle-
ment dynamic curves when the driving strength Ω=0.5
and the velocity ratio increases to β = 1 × 10−9. Com-
pared with Fig. 5(a), we can see that the entanglement
decay rate of the moving-qubit system is much smaller

than that of the static-qubit system. Moreover, the en-
tanglement decay rates of the moving-qubit system are
approximately equal under the different detuning condi-
tions. This shows that the qubit velocity can reduce the
negative effect of detuning on entanglement and can pro-
tect entanglement well. Fig. 5(d) shows the of entangle-
ment dynamic curves when the driving strength increases
to Ω=4 and the velocity ratio maintains β = 1 × 10−9.
We can know that the entanglement almost always keeps
their initial value under the different detuning conditions
when the driving strength Ω = 4. Namely, the entangle-
ment decay rates are very small and the effect of the large
detuning on entanglement dynamics is also very small.
Comparing Fig. 5(c) and Fig.5(d), we discover that the
entanglement of the moving-biparticle system can also be
better protected and the influence of detuning on entan-
glement is greatly suppressed when the driving strength
increases.

Therefore, the different detuning has a great effect on
the entanglement of the static-qubit system but little ef-
fect on the entanglement of the moving-qubit system. For
both the moving-qubit system and the static-qubit sys-
tems, the classical driving strength plays an important
role in the regulation of entanglement dynamic. The in-
fluence of detuning and moving-velocity on entanglement
dynamics can be effectively suppressed by the strong
classical driving so that the entanglement almost always
keeps their initial value.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

Summary, we investigated the entanglement dynam-
ics of a moving-biparticle system coupled with a zero
temperature common environment, in which qubits are
driven by an external classical field. The analytical ex-
pressions of the density operator and the entanglement
can be obtained by using the dressed-state basis when
the total excitation number is one. We also studied in
detail the effects of the particle-environment coupling r1,
the spectral width λ, the velocity ratio β and the classi-
cal driving Ω on the entanglement dynamics. The results
showed that, in the zero velocity limit, our results match
with those of [53] if we take the same resonance case as
[53]. All that matters is that we have got some new re-
sults when the velocity is not equal to zero. Namely, the
proper qubit-environment coupling r1 and velocity ratio
β, the smaller spectral width λ and the stronger classical
driving Ω can all effectively protect the quantum entan-
glement of the moving-biparticle system. Especially, the
classical driving can effectively eliminate the influence of
the qubit velocity and the detuning on the quantum en-
tanglement.
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