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We study the wave-particle duality in a general Mach-Zehnder interferometer with an asymmetric
beam splitter from the viewpoint of quantum information theory. The correlations(including the
classical correlation and the quantum correlation) between the particle and the which-path detector
are derived when they are in pure state or mixed state at the output of Mach-Zehnder interferometer.
It is found that the fringe visibility and the correlations are effected by the asymmetric beam splitter
and the input state of the particle. The complementary relations between the fringe visibility and the
correlations are also presented.
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1. Introduction

A single quantum system has mutually exclusive properties, and these characteristics can
be converted to each other depending on the method of observation, which is known as Bohr’s
complementarity principle[1]. The well-known example of the complementarity principle is
wave-particle duality. A two-path interferometer, such as Young’s double-slit or Mach-Zehnder

interferometer (MZI)[2], is used to quantify the wave-particle duality. The wave-like property

*This work was supported by Natural Science Foundation of China under (Grant No.11975095); Shijiazhuang

University Doctoral Scientific Research Startup Fund Project (Grant No.20BS023).
xCorresponding author, E-mail:1102037@sjzc.edu.cn


http://arxiv.org/abs/2203.16145v1

and the particle-like property are shown by the fringe visibility and the which-path information
(WPI) of the interferometer, respectively[3 —6]. If the path of the particle is known accurately,
the fringe visibility will disappear. The more WPI is obtained, the less the fringe visibility
is. The complementarity between the fringe visibility and the which-path knowledge has been
studied greatly in theory and experiment|[7 — 30].jj

Originally, the uncertainty principle was attributed to the absence of interference fringe.
Ever since the proposal that the entanglement is responsible for the loss of interference[31], a
detector is introduced to the MZI, which is capable of making the path taken by the interfering
particle and called the which-path detector (WPD). The path information is obtained by reading
the state of the detector. Although quantum entanglement is the great interest to quantum
mechanics and the great importance to quantum information processing, it cannot explain all
non-classical correlation[32—34], which is called quantum correlation (QC). QC are more general
and more fundamental than entanglement. Thus, it is reasonable to believe that not quantum
entanglement but QC is responsible for the loss of interference. In this paper, we study both
the wave-like property and the particle-like property in a general MZI with an asymmetric
beam splitter from the viewpoint of quantum information theory. The fringe visibility and
the classical correlation (CC) or the QC are used to quantify the wave-like behavior and the
particle-like behavior, respectively. The CC and the QC are calculated with either pure state
or mixed state at the output of MZI, where by using the quantum discord (QD) represents the
QCI[34]. It is found that the fringe visibility and the correlations are effected by the asymmetric
beam splitter(BS) and the input state of the particle. The trade-off between the fringe visibility
and the CC(QD) is also presented.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we present the MZI with an asymmetric BS,
and the state of the particle and the detector. In Sec. III, we investigate the CC or QD of
pure state and mixed state after the particle leaves the asymmetry MZI. The complementary
relationships of the fringe visibility and the correlations are also presented. In Sec. IV, we

made our conclusion.



2. The setups and the state evolution

BS?2
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Figure 1: The schematic sketch of the general Mach-Zehnder interferometer with the second

BS asymmetric, a WPD is placed in path a.

A general MZI consists of two BSs and two phase shifters(PSs) as shown in Fig. [l The
incident particles are split into two paths by the symmetrical beam splitter BS1. Orthogonal
normalized states |a) and |b) are used to denote two possible paths, which support a two-
dimensional H,. When the particles propagate in these two paths, PS1 and PS2 perform an

rotation
Up(¢) = exp(—i¢o) (1)
on the path qubit, where pauli matrix o, = |b)(b| — |a)(a|. Finally, these two paths are

recombined by the asymmetric beam splitter BS2. The effect of the BS2 on the particle is
denoted by

Us(B) = exp(~i50,), )

which is equivalent to performing a rotation around the y axis by angle 8. The BS2 is sym-
metrical when = /2.

To obtain the WPI, a WPD is placed on path a. When a particle initially in state

1
pffl = 5(1 + S0, + Syoy + S.02) (3)

go through the MZI, the operator M = |b)(b| ® I + |a){a| ® U is performed on the initial state
pP of the WPD, where I and U are the identical and unitary operator, respectively. In Eq. (3],



the Bloch vector & = (gx), §y>, 5_’:) After the particle has passed through the MZI, the state

becomes

o7 = Un(B)MUR(9)Us(3)pphUL(Z)Ub () M'UL(B)

1
= Z(l — S.)(1+ 0, cos B+ o, sin 3) @ pl

1 .
—Ee_ld’(Sz —iS,)(0.sin B — 0, cos B — io,) @ pR UT

1 .
—ie"z’(Sz +iS,) (0. sin 8 — o, cos B +io,) @ Upk

jLi(l—i—Sm)(l—azcosﬁ—aacsmﬁ)@)UpDUT (4)

and the reduced state of the WPD reads|35]

pD = wbpzn + waUpD UT (5)
where
cos? (g) (1+S,) sin? (g) (1-2S,)
We = , wp = ) (6)
1+ S5,cosf 1+ S, cosf

We note that the probabilities w, snd wy, are only dependent on the parameters S, and .

The probability that the particle is detected at output port a reads

p(6) = traplz(1- o)
= ;(1+S cosﬁ)+é,/52+52smﬁcos(a+7+¢) (7)

where A = |trp(UpP)|, a and 8 are the phases of S, + iS, and trp(Upk), respectively. The
fringe visibility, which character the wave-like property of the particle, is defined via the prob-
ablity in Eq. (1) as

maxP(¢) — minP(¢)
maxP(¢) + minP(¢)

B Asin 5 5
14+ S cosﬁVSZ_l—Sy’ (8)

where the maximum and minimum is achieved by adjusting ¢. We note that the expression

of the fringe visibility measured in either output port a or b is different in an asymmetric
MZI, however, the maximum of the fringe visibility remains the same no matter which port the
particle is detected. The fringe visibility obtains the maximum A when the particle initially is

in pure state and cos f = —S5,[35].



3. Information gain via general MZI

To obtain the WPI, a measurement on the WPD is necessary. For the convenience of cal-
culation, we assume that the initial state of the WPD is in pure state denoted by p2 = |r)(r|.
For an arbitrary unitary operator U, states |r) and |s) = U|r) are linearly independent, which
are either orthogonal state or non-orthogonal state. However, it is well known in quantum
measurement theory that non-orthogonal states cannot be accurately distinguished. If conclu-
sive results are made, errors are unavoidable. Thence it is desirable to distinguish these states
with minimum probability of error, which is denoted by the minimum error measurement[36.
Mathematically, the minimum error measurement for two-dimensional Hilbert space is charac-
terized by the projective operators 112 = |M,)(M,| and IIP = |M,)(M,|. For state in Eq. (&),

the basis of the minimum error measurement read

1 1 — /1 — dwgwp A2 1

| Ma) _Aam( A )’T>+WUV>
M) L Vizdeaadh 1 g

— 4+ ——=U
Apv1 — A2 2w, A Ap/1 — A2

where

4 = \/1 — dwawpA? — /1 — dwawpA2(1 — 2w, A?)

202 A2(1 — A2)

\/1 — dwawpA? + /1 — dwawp A2 (1 — 2w, A?)

202 A2(1 — A2) ’

Ay, =

(10)

In fact, the basis in Eq. (@) are the eigenstates of the operator w,UpP UT — wyp. In this
section, after the particle leaves the asymmetry MZI, we will study the CC and QD between
the particle and the WPD when they are in pure state or mixed state.

3.1. Classical correlation via general MZI

In quantum information theory, the CC[37] between the particle and the WPD can be
expressed as

T (p9P) = maz[S(p?) — S(p* I}, (11)



where the p@ is the reduced state of the particle, S(p%) is the von Neumann entropy, S(p% {117}
is the quantum conditional entropy, II¥ is the measurement operator performed on the WPD.
(1) Classical correlation for the pure state at the output of MZI
We assume that the particle is entangled with the WPD after the particle leaves the MZI.

They are in pure state

pEY = [) (Y, (12)

where 1)) = /w,|a) @ Ulr) + /wy|b) @ |r). Since P2 is in pure state, its quantum conditional
entropy equal to zero. It also means that when p@P is pure state, the classical correlation
between the particle and the WPD does not depend on the measurement operator {II”}. The
CC between the particle and the WPD reads

B+ /B2 —sin® B(1 - 52)(1 - A?) B+ /B2 —sin? f(1 — S2)(1 — A2)

QD _
B — /B2 —sin? (1 — S2)(1 — A? B — /B2 —sin? (1 — S2)(1 — A2
B—y/ Smﬁ; Hu-47), V smg D=4 o

where B =1+ 5, cos 5.

(2) Classical correlation for the mixed state at the output of MZI

The state of the WPD and the particle is always in a superposition state due to the en-
tanglement between them. A observer must subjectively select the state of the WPD and then
read it out to obtain the path information. In order to avoid the subjective selection, Zurek
proposed ”Environment-induced superselection rules”[38], which is equivalent to introducing

the environment into the original system. We can obtain the state of the particle and the WPD
P57 = wala)(al @ Ulr)(r|U" + wy|b) (b © [r) (7] (14)

by tracing over the degree of the environment. The state |a)(|b)) is correlated with the state
Ulr)(|r)) due to the ” Environment-induced superselection”. The observer can accurately know
the state of the particle by reading out the state of the WPD. If the WPD is in the state
Ulr)(Jr)), the state of the particle is |a)(|b)). Different from the J(p?”), the J(p$”) depends
on the measurement basis. According to the numerical analysis, when the measurement basis

[P = |My){My| induced by the environment is the same as the measurement basis vector



used in error-minimum measurement, the quantum condition entropy S(p?|{II”}) obtains the

minimum. The CC between the particle and the WPD reads

wa(Ssiny — Acosvy)?

J(p$P) = —wplogwy — w,l Ssiny — A 2]
(057) = —unlogio w0 +an(Sisiny — Acos)? og] 2SI = L]
2
2 Wwp COS™ 7 : 2
1 A S
iy COSTY Og[wa(SSiD’Y—ACOS’)’)2+waOS2’y] Fwa(Asiny + S cosy)
wa(Asiny + S cosy)? . 9 wp sin? 7
lo 4+ wp sin“ vy 1o ,
g[cua(A siny + S cos )2 + wy sin? ’y] b 7 g[wa(A siny + S cos )2 + wy sin? ’y]
(15)
where
) 1 1 (16)
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Figure 2: (Color online).(a) The CC J(p?") and J(p$") as functions of the A and j with
A = 1/3 are represented in brown and blue, respectively. (b) The cross section of the 3D surface

for f = m/3,7/2,2m/3, (c) the cross section of the 3D surface for S, = —v/3/2,0,/3/2.

Equations (I3) and (I7) show that the 7 (p¢”) and the J(p$?) are functions of the param-
eters S,, 8 and A, respectively. In figure 2, we plot the 7 (p%7) and the 7 (p$”) as a function of

S, and ( with the parameter A = 1/3 in brown and blue, respectively. From Figure 2, we can



(b)

Figure 3: (Color online).(a) The CC J(p?”) and J(p$”) as functions of the A and S, with
[ = 7/6 are represented in brown and blue, respectively. (b) The cross section of the 3D surface

for S, = —1/2,0,1/2, (c) the cross section of the 3D surface for A =1/3,2/3,3/4.
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Figure 4: (Color online).(a)The CC J(p¥") and J(p$") as functions of the A and § with
S; = 1/2 are represented in brown and blue, respectively. (b) The cross section of the 3D

surface for § = 7/3,,7/2,2m/3, (c) the cross section of the 3D surface forA =1/3,2/3,3/4.



obtain the following conclusions. (1) The values of the J (p¥”) and the J(p$”) first increase
and then decrease as S,(8) increase for a given 3(S;). (2) The peak appears at S, = —1/2
when f = 7/3, S, = 0 when 3 = 7/2, S, = 1/2 when § = 27/3 in Fig. 2(b); § = 7/6
when S, = —/3/2, 8 = /2 when S, = 0, 8 = 57/6 when S, = v/3/2 in Fig. 2(c). (3) The
value of the CC between the particle and the WPD is zero in the following situations. (a) The
effect of the BS2 for the particle is full transmission(full reflection), corresponding to 5 = 0(m).
(b) The particle only travels along the a(b) path, corresponding to S, = 1(—1). In figure
3(4), we plot the J(p?”) and the J(p3) as a function of S,(3) and A with the parameter
p =m/6(S, =1/2)in brown and blue, respectively. The blue part shown in Figs. 2(a) and 4(a)
indicates 7 (p¥") = J(p$"). From Figs. 3(b) and 4(b), one finds that the J(p?"”) and the
T (p$P) decreases as A increases. The peak appears at S, = —v/3/2 when 8 = 7/6 in figure
3(c) and f = 27/3 when S, = 1/2 in figure 4(c). By analyzing Figs. 2—4, we can obtain the
following conclusions.(1) Under the same conditions, the relationship of J(p?”) and J(p$")
satisfies 7 (p¥”) > J(p$"). (2) The maximum of the J(p¥”) and J(p$”) can be achieved
once cos f = —S,. The J(p?”) obtained the maximum

1+A1(1+A) 1—A1(1—A
5 8Ty 5 8Ty

j(p?D)ma:c = )a (17)

when cos 8 = —5,.
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Fig. 5. The relationship between the JQ(p?D)mM + V2, and the A .



In figure 5, we plot the J2(p?” ) maz + V24, as a function of A. We find the relationship
T (P2 Yma + Vinaw < 1 (18)
for any A. So, we can obtain the complementary relation of the J (p?D) and the V
T (") + Vi< (19)

Due to the relationship between J(p%”) and 7 (p$7), we can also obtain the complementarity
relationship between the J(p$”) and the V

THps") +VE< L (20)

The equals sign hold in equations (I9) and (20) in the following situations.(1) The value of the
fringe visibility is one, corresponding to cos f = —S, and V = 1. This means the state of the
WPD satisfies |r) = U|r), the interference pattern is completely observed. (2) The value of the
T (p2P) or T(p$P) is one, corresponding to cos 8 = —S, and V = 0. This means the state of
the WPD |r) and U|r) are mutually orthogonal, a perfect WPI of the particle propagating is

achieved.

3.2. Quantum discord via general MZI

QD is usually used to denote QC, and QD between the particle and the WPD is defined as

the total correlation minus the CC
D(pP) = I(p°P) = T (p°7), (21)
here, quantum mutual information I(p®?) is used to quantify the total correlation
I(p9P) = S(p?) + S(p") = S(p°"), (22)

where S is the von Neumann entropy, p® and p? are the reduced density matrix of p%?.
(1) Quantum discord for the pure state at the output of MZI
By simple calculations, we can obtain the QD between the particle and the WPD when

their final state is in pure state

D(p?") = T (p?"). (23)
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So, we obtain the complementary relation
D2 (P27 + V2 < 1. (24)

(2) Quantum discord for the mixed state at the output of MZI
By the Equation (21]), we can obtain that when the final state of the particle and the
detector is in mixed state, the QD

D(ps”) = T(p?") = T (p57). (25)
From equation (25]), we find that the total correlation of the particle and the WPD
1(p5") = T (7). (26)

Liu et al.[39] have demonstrated that D(pgD) and V' do not satisfy the complementarity
when S, = —cos 8 = 0 and the input particle is in pure state. For the more general case we
discuss in this section, when the final state of the particle and the WPD is in mixed state, the

D(p$P) and V also do not satisfy the complementarity.

4. conclusion

We have investigated the complementarity of the fringe visibility and the CC or QD in an
MZI with one asymmetric BS. The fringe visibility V' exhibits an upper bound A when the
particle initially is in pure state and cosf = —S,. We solve the CC J (p?D) and the QD
D(p%") between the particle and the WPD when the final state of them is in pure state, and
find that D(p%¥") = J(p¥”) and the maximum of the 7 (p?”) and the D(p?”) can be achieved
when cos § = —S,. The CC J(p%¥") or the QD D(p?”) and the fringe visibility V satisfy the
complementarity relationship J2(p?")(D2(p?")) + V2 < 1. We also obtain the CC J(p$”)
and QD D(p$”) between the particle and the WPD when the final state of them is in mixed
state. J (pgD) can obtain the maximum once cos f = —S,. The complementarity relationship
between J(p3”) and V satisfies J2(p$") + V2 < 1. Tt is also found that J (p¥°)(D(p%")) >
T (pI2)(D(p$P)), which means that the environment not only induces the optimal measurement

basis, but also reduces the CC and QD between the particles and the WPD.
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