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Abstract

We propose a new form for the quantum master equation in the theory of open quan-

tum systems. This new formalism allows one to describe the dynamics of two-level systems

moving along different hyperbolic trajectories with distinct proper times. In the Born-

Markov approximation, we consider a quantum massless scalar field coupled with two-level

systems. Starting from a separable state we show the emergence of entanglement harvest-

ing. For different proper accelerations we verify also the entanglement sudden death.

1 Introduction

In a generic curved spacetime, a natural decomposition of modes in terms of negative and
positive frequency parts is not generally available. The non-uniqueness of the vacuum state
is an important consequence of this circumstance [1, 2]. Even for observers in Minkowski
spacetime, there are non-trivial situations involving the choice of a vacuum state [3–5]. For
instance, a uniformly accelerated observer in flat spacetime perceives the Minkowski vacuum
as a thermal bath. This is known as the Unruh-Davies effect and has a close connection to
the Hawking effect [6, 7]. The discussion of quantum fields in non-inertial frames and related
subjects has been a topic under vigorous investigation over the years [8–31].

An apparatus device in such studies is the Unruh-deWitt particle detector [32, 33]. It
is defined as an idealized two-level system coupled with a scalar field through a monopole
interaction. Other descriptions for particle detectors are also possible as, for example, the
one given by the Glauber theory [34]. A recent discussion on particle-detector models can be
found in Ref. [35]. In this work, the authors have highlighted the importance of the Glauber
model in the clarification on the different interpretations of the measurements performed by an
accelerated detector. See also Refs. [36–40].

An essential tool in quantum computation and quantum information theory is quantum
entanglement [41]. The literature has examined several sources of entangled quantum systems,
recurrently found in solid-state physics and atoms in cavity electrodynamics. In fact, a number
of proposals to generate entangled states in systems of two-level systems coupled to bosonic
fields were established [42–46].
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In recent years, quantum entanglement has been analysed through the lens of the relativistic
quantum information theory, which studies the behaviour of atoms interacting with relativistic
quantum fields [47–61]. A well known phenomenon in this scenario is the so-called entanglement
degradation, when correlated states become uncorrelated by the interaction with a quantum
field [62–66]. Another effect is the entanglement harvesting. Atoms initially prepared in a sep-
arable state can extract entanglement from the quantum vacuum [67–73]. Vacuum fluctuations
are able to act as a source of entanglement for atoms coupled with quantum fields. This can be
realized, for instance, when atoms are uniformly accelerated, as the Minkowski vacuum state
can be conceived as a multi-particle state with Rindler excitations [5]. In any case, it is im-
portant to bear in mind that entanglement harvesting protocol can be considered as legitimate
only when the detectors are not able to communicate [74].

Relativistic quantum entanglement has been investigated in different setups [75–87]. Re-
cently Benatti and Floreanini discussed entanglement dynamics of two non-inertial atoms
weakly interacting with a quantum scalar field with the same proper acceleration [88]. See
also Ref. [89,90]. For the case of atoms also with the same proper acceleration but interacting
with the electromagnetic field see Ref. [91]. In this work we study a pair of two-level systems
travelling along two different worldlines. We generalize the construction of the master equation

widely discussed in the literature [92–94]. Our formalism allows one to analyse the implica-
tions of different accelerations for entanglement degradation and entanglement harvesting. In
order to quantify the content of entanglement between the two-level system, we calculate the
concurrence introduced by Wootters [95].

The organization of this paper is as follows. In Sec. 2 we present the derivation of the master
equation for two-level systems travelling in different world lines. In Sec. 3 we apply this equation
for two two-level systems interacting with a scalar field. In Sec. 4 we discuss entanglement
dynamics. Conclusions are given in Sec. 5. We use units such that ~ = c = kB = 1.

2 Generalized Master Equation

In this section we derive a generalized form of the master equation [93]. The term generalized

is been used since we are working with pointlike two-level systems travelling along different
world lines with different proper times. The Hamiltonian of the system that we are interested
in can be written as

H = H0 +Hint = HA +HF +Hint. (1)

In the above equation, HA describes the Hamiltonian of the two-level system, HF is the scalar
field Hamiltonian and Hint describes the interaction Hamiltonian. Usually, the interaction
Hamiltonian (Hint) has the form

Hint =
∑

i

∑

α

A
(α)
i ⊗ B

(α)
i , (2)

where A
(α)
i are operators which act in the space of the states of two-level systems, while operators

B
(α)
i correspond to space of the field’s states. The α index denotes the number of two-level

systems.
In order to describe the evolution of the subsystem A one must choose an appropriate

parameter. In our exposition, one can expect to employ the proper time of the two-level
systems, as the coupling with the quantum field is effective only on their trajectory. Nevertheless
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here there is an ambiguity – the two-level systems under studied can move along different
trajectories parametrized by different proper times. In this case, one can imagine the existence
of an auxiliary “time parameter” η (in the sense that it is an arbitrary parametrization of
a curve describing the world line of an “atom” or a “particle detector”) such that one can
make the following reasonable assumption: The proper times of the two-level systems are
functions of this quantity, τα = τα(η). What this parameter would be will depend on the
context under analysis. The reason that we initially left η unspecified is that we wish to show
that the formalism put forward in this paper can cover many different situations that obey the
aforementioned general condition. Accordingly, an appropriate and unambiguous definition for
η depends on the situation in which one is interested. Of course, in a curved spacetime the
notion of a coordinate time is more subtle and one must be careful in their choice – simply
stated, guidelines in this situation should be considered on a case by case basis. Nevertheless,
as we will discuss in the next section, we are interested in the situation in which the two-level
systems are in uniformly accelerated world lines. In this case η can be the associated Rindler
time. In fact, since two different hyperbole in the same Rindler wedge can be cut by a single
line of constant η, such proper times can be simply related, and this feature will be exploited
in due course.

For the case of two-level systems the interaction Hamiltonian in the interaction picture can
usually be written as

Hint(η) =
∑

ω

∑

i

∑

α

e−iωτα(η)A
(α)
i (ω)⊗B

(α)
i [x(τα(η))]

dτα(η)

dη
, (3)

where ω is the energy gap between the two-level states. The density matrix of the whole system
(ρAB) in the interaction picture (ρ̃AB) is described by the Liouville-von Neumann equation

d

dη
ρ̃AB(η) = −i [Hint(η), ρ̃AB(η)] . (4)

Although this equation gives the dynamics of the whole system, we are interested only in the
behavior of the subsystem A. Our aim is to construct an equation for the reduced density matrix
ρA(η) of the two-level systems which preservers all the properties of the density matrices.

By making use of perturbation theory with respect to a suitable coupling constant, which is
present in the interaction Hamiltonian, and considering the weak-coupling approximation, i.e.,
neglecting higher-order correlations, we find that

∆ρ̃AB(η) = −i
∫ η+∆η

η

dη1 [Hint(η1), ρ̃AB(η1)]

−
∫ η+∆η

η

dη1

∫ η1

η

dη2 [Hint(η1), [Hint(η2), ρ̃AB(η)]] . (5)

As we wish to study the evolution of the reduced density matrix ρA of the subsystem A, we
trace over the field states, ρ̃A(η) = TrB [ρ̃AB(η)], and obtain that

∆ρ̃A(η) = −i
∫ η+∆η

η

dη1 TrB [Hint(η1), ρ̃AB(η1)]

−
∫ η+∆η

η

dη1

∫ η1

η

dη2TrB [Hint(η1), [Hint(η2), ρ̃AB(η)]] . (6)

3



Before proceeding, we must resort to some additional approximations. We would like to stress
that the derivation presented below depends strongly on these assumptions. This procedure is
justified as such approximations can be implemented in many situations well described in the
literature.

We assume that there are two distinct time scales. One is specified by τB, the characteristic
time associated with the internal correlations in the system B. The other time scale is τA which
describes the time evolution of the density matrix in the presence of the interaction between
the two systems. We assume that

τB ≪ ∆η ≪ τA. (7)

This means that the time scale relaxation of the system B is smaller then the time scale
relaxation of the two-level systems. Therefore, when the correlation between the two systems
starts, the field has enough time to reach the equilibrium. This implies that we are within the
regime of the Born approximation, which enables one to neglect initial correlations induced by
the interactions between the subsystems:

ρ̃AB(η) ≈ ρ̃A(η)⊗ ρ̃B, (8)

where ρ̃B is the reduced density operator associated with subsystem B. Furthermore, such
approximations also allow us to conclude that the operator ρ̃B can be approximately regarded
as being stationary:

ρ̃B(η) ≈ σB → [σB,HB] = 0. (9)

As mentioned above, the subsystem B is associated with the quantum field to which the two-
level systems couple. Therefore, one expect that

TrB

{

B
(α)
i [x(τα(η))]σB

}

= 0. (10)

So we can rewrite Eq. (6) as

∆ρ̃A(η) =−
∫ η+∆η

η

dη1

∫ η1

η

dη2

× TrB [Hint(η1), [Hint(η2), ρ̃AB(η)]] , (11)

Expanding the commutators and employing the aforementioned discussion of time intervals,
we find that

∆ρ̃A(η)

∆η
=

1

∆η

∫ η+∆η

η

dη1

∫ η1

η

dη2TrB [Hint(η2)ρ̃A(η)⊗ σBHint(η1)

− Hint(η1)Hint(η2)ρ̃A(η)⊗ σB] + h.c. (12)

Using Eq. (3):

∆ρ̃A(η)

∆η
=

1

∆η

∑

ω,ω
′

∑

i,j

∑

α,β

∫ η+∆η

η

dη1

∫ η1

η

dη2 e−iωτβ (η2)eiω
′τα(η1)

×
(

A
(β)
j (ω)ρ̃A(η)A

†(α)
i (ω′)TrB

[

B
(β)
j (η2)σBB

†(α)
i (η1)

]

−A†(α)
i (ω′)A

(β)
j (ω)ρ̃A(η)TrB

[

B
†(α)
i (η1)B

(β)
j (η2)σB

]) dτβ(η1)

dη1

dτα(η2)

dη2
+ h.c., (13)
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where for brevity we wrote B
(α)
i [x(τα(η))] = B

(α)
i (η). We define the field correlation function

as
TrB

[

B
†(α)
i (η1)B

(β)
j (η2)σB

]

= G
(αβ)
ij (τα(η1), τβ(η2)). (14)

One can write that

G
(αβ)
ij (τα(η1), τβ(η2)) = TrB

[

e−iHF τα(η1)B
†(α)
i (0)eiHF τα(η1)e−iHF τβ(η2)B

(β)
j (0)eiHF τβ(η2)σB

]

, (15)

and by making use that σB does not change in time and the cyclic property of the trace we
have

G
(αβ)
ij (τα(η1), τβ(η2)) = TrB

[

B
†(α)
i (x [τα(η1)− τβ(η2)])B

(β)
j (0)σB

]

. (16)

As one can observe by Eq. (16) the function G
(αβ)
ij (τα(η1), τβ(η2)) only depends in the difference

τα(η1) − τβ(η2). In many cases that we are interested, this function is the positive frequency
Wightman function. Therefore we get in the argument the difference of the proper times of
the two-level systems. As will be discussed in the next section, in the present work we are
particularly interested in uniformly accelerated two-level systems, and in this case we will see
that this function only depends on the difference of the parameters η1 − η2, which here will be
taken to be the proper time of one of the two-level systems. Therefore we write that

G
(αβ)
ij (τβ(η1), τα(η2)) = G

(αβ)
ij (η1 − η2). (17)

Using the cyclic property of the trace, and after a simple algebraic manipulation, we find that

∆ρ̃A(η)

∆η
=

1

∆η

∑

ω,ω
′

∑

i,j

∑

α,β

∫ η+∆η

η

dη1

∫ η1

η

dη2 ei(ω
′−ω)τα(η1)eiω(τα(η1)−τβ(η2))

×G
(αβ)
ij (η1 − η2)

dτβ(η1)

dη1

dτα(η2)

dη2

(

A
(β)
j (ω)ρ̃A(η)A

†(α)
i (ω′)

− A
†(α)
i (ω′)A

(β)
j (ω)ρ̃A(η)

)

+ h.c. (18)

Up to now we have not specified the behaviour of the functions τα(η). For simplicity, let us
assume a linear relation of the form

τα(ηi) = aαηi, (19)

for some constant aα. This relation is obeyed in several interesting physical situations, as, for
example, for some classes of observers in Rindler and Schwarzschild spacetimes – in the former
case, aα can be associated with the proper acceleration of the two-level systems.

Defining s = η1 − η2
1, and performing the following change of coordinates (for a futher

analysis about this change of coordinates see Ref. [93])

∫ η+∆η

η

dη1

∫ η1

η

dη2 →
∫ ∆η

0

ds

∫ η+∆η

η+s

dη1, (20)

1Note that α and β indices define two distinct worldlines of the atoms and η1 and η2 define two hypersurfaces

of simultaneity. Therefore α = β does not implies s = η1 − η2 = 0.
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we obtain

∆ρ̃A(η)

∆η
=

∑

ω,ω
′

∑

i,j

∑

α,β

J(ω′aα − ωaβ)W
(αβ)
ij (aβω)

(

A
(β)
j (ω)ρ̃A(η)A

†(α)
i (ω′)

− A
†(α)
i (ω′)A

(β)
j (ω)ρ̃A(η)

)

+ h.c., (21)

where we have defined the following functions

J(ω′aα − ωaβ) =

∫ η+∆η

η

dη1
ei(ω

′aα−ωaβ)η1

∆η
, (22)

and

W
(αβ)
ij (aβω) = aαaβ

∫ ∞

0

ds eiωaβsG
(αβ)
ij (s). (23)

Notice that we have moved the upper limit of integration over ds to infinity as τB ≪ ∆η and
the lower limit of the integral over dη1 was simply taken to be η since only small values of s
contribute significantly to the integral.

In the following we will study the form of the function J(x). We can solve explicitly the
integral:

J(ω′aα − ωaβ) =

∫ η+∆η

η

dη1
ei(ω

′aα−ωaβ)η1

∆η

= ei(ω
′aα−ωaβ )ηF (ω′aα − ωaβ) , (24)

with

F (ω′aα − ωaβ) = ei(ω
′aα−ωaβ)

η
2

sin
[(

ω′aα−ωaβ
2

)

∆η
]

[(

ω′aα−ωaβ
2

)

∆η
] . (25)

We observe that, for |ω′aα − ωaβ| ≪ (∆η)−1, the function |F | is very close to one, and, on the
other hand, for |ω′aα− ωaβ| ≫ (∆η)−1, |F | is very close to zero. In other words, |F | is sharply
peaked around the value |ω′aα − ωaβ| = 0. Therefore, within our assumptions, we can make
the approximation

J(ω′aα − ωaβ) ≈ ei(ω
′aα−ωaβ)ηδ (ω′aα − ωaβ) . (26)

Let us now obtain the standard form of the master equation. By standard form we mean the
derivation known by the Lindblad-Kossakowski equation [96, 97]. We start by inserting Eq.
(26) into equation (21). We obtain

∆ρ̃A(η)

∆η
=

∑

ω

∑

i,j

∑

α,β

W
(αβ)
ij (aβω)

(

A
(β)
j (ω)ρ̃A(η)A

†(α)
i

(

aβ
aα

ω

)

− A
†(α)
i

(

aβ
aα

ω

)

A
(β)
j (ω)ρ̃A(η)

)

+
∑

ω

∑

i,j

∑

α,β

W
∗(αβ)
ij (aαω)

(

A
(α)
i (ω)ρ̃A(η)A

†(β)
j

(

aαω

aβ

)

− ρ̃A(η)A
†(β)
j

(

aαω

aβ

)

A
(α)
i (ω)

)

.

(27)

This equations describes the change of ρ̃A(η) within the interval (η, η+∆η). The ratio ∆ρ̃A/∆η
can be thought as an operation of averaging which smooths out rapid variations of ρ̃A(η). The
investigation of the time evolution on a time scale τA ≪ ∆η allows us to neglect these small
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and rapid fluctuations. This coarse-graining approximation is also known as the Markovian

approximation. Moreover, in our case the operators A(ω) will take the form of linear combi-
nations of the Pauli matrices. Then ω is to be associated with the eigenvalues of the atomic
Hamiltonian (HA). Therefore, we can write A(λω) = A(ω) for some positive constant λ. Hence

d

dη
ρ̃A(η) =

∑

ω

∑

i,j

∑

α,β

W
(αβ)
ij (aβω)

(

A
(β)
j (ω)ρ̃A(η)A

†(α)
i (ω)− A

†(α)
i (ω)A

(β)
j (ω)ρ̃A(η)

)

+
∑

ω

∑

i,j

∑

α,β

W
∗(βα)
ji (aβω)

(

A
(β)
j (ω)ρ̃A(η)A

†(α)
i (ω)− ρ̃A(η)A

†(α)
i (ω)A

(β)
j (ω)

)

. (28)

where we have changed i←→ j and α←→ β in the second term of the right-hand side. Moving
to the Schrödinger representation, ρ̃A(η) = eiHAηρA(η)e

−iHAη, and also

eiHAηA
(α)
i (ω)e−iHAη = e−iωηA

(α)
i (ω), (29)

and defining the following functions

Γ
(αβ)
ij (aβ, ω) = W

(αβ)
ij (aβω) +W

∗(βα)
ji (aβω), (30)

∆
(αβ)
ij (aβ, ω) =

W
(αβ)
ij (aβω)−W

∗(βα)
ji (aβω)

2i
, (31)

we obtain that

ρ̇A(η) = −i [HA, ρA(η)]− i
∑

ω

∑

i,j

∑

α,β

∆
(αβ)
ij (aβ , ω)

[

A
†(α)
i (ω)A

(β)
j (ω), ρA(η)

]

+
1

2

∑

ω

∑

i,j

∑

α,β

Γ
(αβ)
ij (aβ , ω)

(

2A
(β)
j (ω)ρA(η)A

†(α)
i (ω)−

{

A
†(α)
i (ω)A

(β)
j (ω), ρA(η)

})

, (32)

where Ḟ = dF/dη and the commutator and the anticommutator of operators C,D are defined
in the usual way. We define the following effective Hamiltonian

Heff ≡ HA +
∑

ω

∑

i,j

∑

α,β

∆
(αβ)
ij (aβ, ω)A

†(α)
i (ω)A

(β)
j (ω), (33)

which describes the unitary evolution of the subsystem. The term ∆
(αβ)
ij (aβ , ω) produces a

divergent contribution in Heff – this is just the well known Lamb shift, which is also expected to
appear due to the coupling with the fields. The emergence of such divergences is associated with
the nonrelativistic treatment of the dynamics of subsystem A – a renormalization procedure
is therefore required [88]. However, observe that this contribution only has an impact on
the unitary evolution. Since in the present study we are only interested in the dynamics of
entanglement, which is not affected by the Lamb shift, we shall not discuss it further. In any
case, we emphasize the importance of an adequate treatment of the Lamb contribution in the
analysis of the unitary evolution of the subsystem A. A nice discussion on this topic can be
found in Ref. [88].

From here, we obtain the standard form of the generalized master equation describing the
time evolution of atoms travelling along different world lines:

ρ̇A(η) = −i [Heff, ρA(η)] + L{ρA(η)} , (34)
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where the term L{ρA(η)}, the dissipative contribution to generalized master equation , is given
by

L{ρA(η)} =
1

2

∑

ω

∑

i,j

∑

α,β

Γ
(αβ)
ij (aβ , ω)

(

2A
(β)
j (ω)ρA(η)A

†(α)
i (ω)−

{

A
†(α)
i (ω)A

(β)
j (ω), ρA(η)

})

.

(35)
As we shall see, it is the non-unitary term L{ρA(η)} that is responsible for decoherence effects
as well as entanglement generation. Observe the generality of our derivation of the generalized
master equation, that can be applied to a scalar or a vector field.

3 Generalized master equation for a couple of two-level

systems

Our task now is to specify the generalized master equation for one particular case. The gen-
eralization of the results presented in Ref. [88] will be obtained. We consider the situation
of two identical two-level systems interacting with a quantum massless scalar field φ(x). The
parameter we choose to describe the time evolution of the system is the proper time (τ) of one
of the two-level systems. The different contributions to the Hamiltonian of the system can be
cast in the following form

H = HA +HF +Hint (36)

where

HA =
ω0

2

[

Sz
(1) ⊗ 12

dτ1(τ)

dτ
+ 11 ⊗ Sz

(2)

dτ2(τ)

dτ

]

, (37)

HF =
1

2

∫

d3x
[

(φ̇(x))2 + (∇φ(x))2
]

, (38)

Hint =
2

∑

j=1

µjm
(j)(τj(τ))φ [xj(τj(τ))]

dτj(τ)

dτ
. (39)

Raising and lowering off-diagonal operators S±
(j) which act in the j−th two-level systems sub-

spaces are given by
S+
(j) = |ej〉 〈gj| ; S−

(j) = |gj〉 〈ej| . (40)

The diagonal operator Sz
(j) reads

Sz
(j) =

1

2
(|ej〉 〈ej| − |gj〉 〈gj|) . (41)

In addition, µj is the coupling constant describing the interaction of the j−th two-level system
with the quantum field and m(j) is the monopole moment of the two-level systems, given by

m(j)(τj(τ)) = S+
(j)e

iω0τj(τ) + S−
(j)e

−iω0τj(τ). (42)

For simplicity, henceforth we take µ1 = µ2 = µ. We would like to study the situation where
both two-level systems are in uniformly accelerated world lines. It is known that the coordinates
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of these two-level systems are given by the so called Rindler coordinates. These coordinates for
uniform acceleration occurring only in the x−direction are expressed as

t =
eaξ

a
sinh (aη) , x =

eaξ

a
cosh (aη) . (43)

The proper acceleration is defined by α−1 = ae−aξi and the proper time is associated with η and ξ
via the relation τ = eaξη. Note that this parameter η is not necessarily the same η of the previous
section, even though in principle one is free to make this choice. We consider that our two-
level systems are traveling along different hyperbolic trajectories xµ(τ1) = (t(τ1), x(τ1), y1, z1)
and xµ(τ2) = (t(τ2), x(τ2), y2, z2), whose functional dependence t(τi), x(τi) is given by equations
similar to Eq. (43).

We now identify the time-evolution parameter of the generalized master equation derived
in the previous section with the proper time of one of the two-level systems. This allows us
to perform a simple change of variables in the generalized master equation. However, recall
that we have two different proper times at our disposal. Nevertheless, considering that the two
different hyperbolas are in the same Rindler wedge, they are cut by a single line of constant
Rindler coordinate η, which means that we have a simple relation between the proper times of
the two-level systems. In what follows we find it convenient to choose the proper time τ1 as the
parameter that describes the time evolution of the system. Using standard methods, we can
then relate the other proper time τ2 to τ1. This relation is given by

τ2(τ1) = τ1e
a(ξ2−ξ1) =

α2

α1
τ1, (44)

and, therefore, the aβ constants that we have used in Eq. (19) can be written as a1 = 1 and
a2 = α2/α1. Observe that, in this situation of equal Rindler times (but different hyperbole
and, as a result, different proper times), the two two-level systems are always separated by a
spacelike distance, even though they lie in the same Rindler wedge.

On the other hand, as we are dealing with a scalar field, the i, j−summation is removed.
In addition, the A operators are to be identified with the ladder operators S±. We then write
the generalized master equation as

dρA(τ)

dτ
= −i [Heff, ρA(τ)] + L{ρA(τ)} , (45)

with τ ≡ τ1, where the dissipative contribution is given by

L{ρA(τ)} =
1

2

2
∑

α,β=1

Γ(αβ)(aβω)

×
(

2S−
(β)ρA(τ)S

+
(α) −

{

S+
(α)S

−
(β), ρA(τ)

})

+ (ω → −ω), (46)

with Heff being given by

Heff = HA +
∑

α,β

∆(αβ)(aβω)S
+
(α)S

−
(β) + (ω → −ω). (47)

The Γ(x) and ∆(x) functions are given by Eqs. (30) and (31), removing the dependence on the
i and j indices. We find that

W (αβ)(aβω) = aαaβ

∫ ∞

0

ds eiωaβsG+(αβ)(s), (48)
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where G+(αβ)(s) is the positive-frequency Wightman function whose form will be presented in
the following.

In order to compute Γ(αβ)(aβω), we must compute first the functions G+(αβ)(s) and, for
consequence, W (αβ)(aβω). The positive-frequency Wightman function for a massless real scalar
field in Minkowski spacetime is given by

G+(x, x′) = − 1

4π2

1

[(t− t′ − iǫ)2 − |x− x′|2] . (49)

As we require that the atoms are in a uniformly accelerated motion coupled with a scalar field
prepared in the Minkowski vacuum |0,M〉, the procedure is to change the inertial coordinates
(x, x′) in Eq. (49) to the Rindler coordinates using the expressions defined above [18]. By doing
so we have, for the usual term represented by α = β

G+(ββ)(s) = − 1

16π2α2
β

1

sinh2
(

1
2α1

(s− 2iǫ)
) , (50)

and for the crossed terms α 6= β we have G+(12)(s) = G+(21)(s) = G+
c (s), where

G+
c (s) = −

1

16π2α1α2

[

sinh

(

s

2α1
− 4iǫ

α1 + α2
+

φ

2

)

× sinh

(

s

2α1
− 4iǫ

α1 + α2
− φ

2

)]−1

, (51)

with the following definition

cosh φ = 1 +
(α1 − α2)

2 + |∆y|2
2α1α2

, (52)

where |∆y|2 = (y2 − y1)
2 + (z1 − z2)

2 is the orthogonal (to the (t, x)−plane) distance between
the two-level systems which we will assume to be constant. Observe that the regular ǫ must
be kept finite so that physical input on the two-level systems are not incompatible with the
usual conditions imposed on the Wightman distribution function. It is only in this case that
the limit of sharp switching is well defined – it holds as a valid approximation for fixed energy
gaps when the proper time interval is much longer than the ǫ. For a thorough discussion of this
point, see Ref. [18] and references cited therein.

Let us calculate the different contributions to the dynamics separately. Observe that

Γ(αβ)(aβω) = W (αβ)(aβω) +W ∗(βα)(aβω)

= aαaβ

∫ ∞

0

dseiωaβsG+(αβ)(s)

+ aβaα

∫ ∞

0

dse−iωaβsG+(βα)(s). (53)

By changing s → −s in the second integral and observing that G+(βα)(−s) = G+(αβ)(s) we
have that

Γ(αβ)(aβω) = aαaβ

∫ ∞

−∞

dseiωaβsG+(αβ)(s). (54)
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The explicit computation of Eq. (54) is given in the Appendix A. We find that

Γ(ββ)(aβω) = Γ(ββ)(ω) =
ωαβ

2πα1

(

1

1− e−2πωαβ

)

, (55)

and for the crossed contribution

Γ(αβ)(aβω) = Γ(αβ)(ω)

=
sin (ωαβφ)

2πα1 sinh φ

(

1

1− e−2πωαβ

)

. (56)

It is useful to write Eq. (45) in terms of the pseudo-spin operators using that S+
(α) = S1

(α)+ iS2
(α)

and S−
(α) = S1

(α) − iS2
(α), where Si

(1) = σi ⊗ σ0 and Si
(2) = σ0 ⊗ σi with σi the i-th Pauli matrix.

See, for example, Ref. [98]. The dissipative contribution can be written as (hereafter we omit
the subscript A in the reduced density matrix ρA)

L{ρ(τ)} = 1

2

3
∑

i,j=1

2
∑

α,β=1

C(αβ)ij

[

2Sj

(β)ρ(τ)S
i
(α)

−
{

Si
(α)S

j

(β), ρ(τ)
}]

, (57)

with the Kossakowski matrix C(αβ)ij defined as

C(αβ)ij = A(αβ)δij − iB(αβ)ǫijkδ3k −A(αβ)δ3iδ3j . (58)

We have also defined the following functions

A(αβ) =
µ2

4

(

Γ(αβ)(ω) + Γ(αβ)(−ω)
)

, (59)

B(αβ) =
µ2

4

(

Γ(αβ)(ω)− Γ(αβ)(−ω)
)

. (60)

Using Eqs. (55) and (56) we can compute explicitly the functions given by Eqs. (59) and (60).
For α = β we have

A(β) = A(ββ) = Γ0
αβ

4α1

(

1 +
2

e2παβω − 1

)

, (61)

B(β) = B(ββ) = Γ0
αβ

4α1
, (62)

and for α 6= β,

A(αβ) = Γ0
sin(ωαβφ)

4ωα1 sinh φ

(

1 +
2

e2παβω − 1

)

, (63)

B(αβ) = Γ0
sin(ωαβφ)

4ωα1 sinh φ
, (64)

where we have introduced Γ0 = µ2ω/2π being the spontaneous emission rate.
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4 Entanglement dynamics

To describe entanglement dynamics we may ignore the unitary contribution given by Eq. (47).
We write the dissipative part given by Eq. (57) in the basis {|1〉 = |g1〉 ⊗ |g2〉 , |2〉 = |e1〉 ⊗ |e2〉 ,
|3〉 = |g1〉 ⊗ |e2〉 , |4〉 = |e1〉 ⊗ |g2〉}. It can be proved that if we assume a block-diagonal form
of the density matrix for τ = 0 the evolution of ρ(τ) does not change this block-diagonal form.
Therefore, we assume that the density matrix in the aforementioned basis has the form

ρ(τ) =









ρ11 ρ12 0 0
ρ21 ρ22 0 0
0 0 ρ33 ρ34
0 0 ρ43 ρ44









. (65)

The problem simplifies by working in the coupled basis of the system. For identical two-level
systems, such a basis reads

|G〉 = |g1〉 ⊗ |g2〉 , (66)

|E〉 = |e1〉 ⊗ |e2〉 , (67)

|S〉 = 1√
2
(|g1〉 ⊗ |e2〉+ |e1〉 ⊗ |g2〉), (68)

|A〉 = 1√
2
(|e1〉 ⊗ |g2〉 − |g1〉 ⊗ |e2〉), (69)

and we obtain that in this basis, the density matrix still has a block diagonal form as

ρ(τ) =









ρGG ρGE 0 0
ρEG ρEE 0 0
0 0 ρSS ρSA
0 0 ρAS ρAA









, (70)

with ρij = 〈i| ρ |j〉. We compute the matrix elements of the generalized master equation given
by Eq. (45) in the aforementioned basis. We obtain eight coupled linear differential equations
involving all the matrix components of Eq. (70). As we are dealing with a more general
situation than the ones studied in Refs. [63, 88], our set of equations is more involved and
are presented in the appendix B. We observe from Eqs. (86-93) that if we take α1 = α2 ,i.e.,
set both two-level systems at the same world line, we then have A(11) = A(22), B(11) = B(22),
A(12) = A(21) and B(12) = B(21). This simplifies the set of equations and we recover the previous
result of the literature [63,88,91]. Therefore, as expected, the case where the two-level systems
are with the same proper acceleration is a special case of the master equation derived in this
work.

The problem follows by treating the two two-level system as a single four-level system. Next,
we must study how much of entanglement is stored in this quantum system. There are many
alternatives to proceed this study. We here choose to compute the concurrence of this system.
The concurrence C(ρ) is a function of the eingenvalues of the matrix R = ρρ̃, with ρ̃ given by

ρ̃ = σy ⊗ σyρ
Tσy ⊗ σy, (71)

which has value C = 1 for maximally entangled state and C = 0 for separable states. In the basis
given by Eqs. (66), (67), (68) and (69) we have the following form of the concurrence [45, 63]

C[ρ(τ)] = max {0, C1(τ), C2(τ)} , (72)
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with

C1(τ) =
√

[ρAA(τ)− ρSS(τ)]
2 − [ρAS(τ)− ρSA(τ)]

2

− 2
√

ρGG(τ)ρEE(τ), (73)

C2(τ) =−
√

[ρAA(τ) + ρSS(τ)]
2 − [ρAS(τ) + ρSA(τ)]

2

+ 2|ρGE(τ)|. (74)

In the following, we numerically solve the dissipative part of the generalized master equation
for different initial configuration of the two-level systems and use this solution to evaluate the
concurrence of Eq. (72) to study the entanglement dynamics of this system.

4.1 Entanglement degradation

Let us first consider the system to be initially in a maximally entangled state and compute its
evolution. It is well known that this setup provides the scenario to study a phenomenon called
entanglement degradation. The interest in investigating this lies in the fact that entanglement
degradation for accelerated atoms will behave differently from inertial atoms due to the Unruh
effect [99]. This phenomenon can be investigated by using as the initial state the symmetric
state |S〉 or the antisymmetric state |A〉. It is important to point out that many works consider
a non-trivial orthogonal distance |∆y| between the two-level systems [63, 91]. In the present
study, this effect can be observed as a change in the φ function defined by Eq. (52). We observed
that this modification leads to a change in the concurrence that is irrelevant compared with the
change in the proper acceleration of the two-level systems. By this reason we choose to work
with |∆y|2 = 0.

For the the system prepared in the symmetric state the results are depicted in Fig. 1, where
we have fixed the value of acceleration of the second two-level system (α−1

2 ) and varied the
acceleration of the first two-level system (α−1

1 ). In Fig. 2 we used the antisymmetric state
as the initial state of the system where α2 is fixed and we varied α1. We observe that the
entanglement degradation occurs faster for the system prepared in the state |S〉. Moreover,
notice the early-stage disentanglement developed by the two-level system – the profile seen in
the degradation of the correlations of the two-level systems by environmental noise is compatible
with the known effect of entanglement sudden death [100]. Such results are in agreement with
the outcomes presented in Ref. [91].

The master equation derived in this work allows us to investigate how the entanglement
occurs when the two-level systems are in distinct world lines, i.e., for different values of αi.
Here we consider α1 6= α2 but observe that for α1 = α2 the master equation is the same as
the one used in Ref. [88] and, therefore, we obtain the same results. By construction we have
α2 ≥ α1 and we discuss how entanglement behaves when we vary both proper accelerations. In
Fig. 3 we have for a fixed value of time parameter Γ0τ the values that the concurrence C(τ)
assumes for different values of α1 and α2. We observe that as both accelerations decrease (as
αi increases) the lifetime of the entangled state increases.
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Figure 1: Comparison of entanglement degradation for different values of ωα1. The initial state
was prepared to be |S〉. We use ωα2 = 0.6.
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Figure 2: Comparison of entanglement degradation for different values of ωα1. The initial state
was prepared to be |A〉. We use ωα2 = 0.6.
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Figure 3: Comparison of entanglement degradation for different values of ωα1 and ωα2. The
initial state was prepared to be |S〉 and we fixed the parameter Γ0τ = 0.05.

4.2 Entanglement Harvesting

Another interesting phenomenon is the so called entanglement harvesting [67]. This phe-
nomenon occurs when a system is prepared in a separable state and, due to the interaction of
the atoms with the field, an atomic entangled state is created. As discussed above, for a mass-
less scalar field, the system is truly harvesting entanglement from the field only if the two-level
systems are separated by a spacelike interval [74]. Recall that, in our system we have a pair
of two-level systems traveling along different hyperbole, i.e, with different proper accelerations,
but along lines of constant Rindler time. Hence they are indeed separated by a spacelike dis-
tance. In this scenario we can definitely assert that the entanglement that is being generated
has to come from entanglement harvesting. To study this phenomena within our formalism we
prepare the two-level system in the |G〉 state or in the |E〉 state. We observe in Fig. 4 that,
for the initial state being |G〉, an entangled state can be created and the concurrence increases
with the value of α1. One interesting result is that entanglement is only created by smaller
values of α−1

1 compared with the previous case. If we employ the same configuration used in
the discussion of the entanglement degradation, we cannot observe any entangled state being
created, so C[ρ(τ)] = 0 in this configuration.
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Figure 4: Comparison of entanglement harvesting for different values of ωα1. The initial state
was prepared to be |G〉. We use ωα2 = 0.58.

When setting the initial state to be |E〉, we obtain the results illustrated in Fig. 5. We
observe that the entangled state is only created by significantly decreasing the acceleration
of the second two-level system α−1

2 . Moreover, the phenomenon of entanglement harvesting
only occurs for small values of this acceleration. In this situation, we observe that we only
have entangled states for α2 ≫ α1 – we observe that this entangled state has short lifetime.
Furthermore, when we increase the value of α1, the associated entanglement increases. It is
important to emphasize that although α2 is the parameter that most assists the entanglement
harvesting, this phenomenon only occurs for relatively high values for α1 as well. This difficulty
in creating entangled state is in agreement with the results discussed in Ref. [91].

As claimed above, our generalized master equation allows us to study how the entanglement
of creation evolves when we scan through many different values for both proper accelerations.
In Fig. 6 we consider a fixed parameter Γ0τ when the concurrence reaches its maximum value.
To have a non-trivial result, we set values for α2 much greater than α1. An interesting work
that studies how the acceleration can assist entanglement harvesting is presented in Ref. [84].
The authors investigate three different acceleration scenarios using the Unruh-DeWitt particle-
detector model – this is the main difference between the procedure that we have used here.
This system configuration can now be revisited using the theory of quantum open systems and
the master equation derived in this paper.
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Figure 5: Comparison of entanglement harvesting for different values of ωα1. The initial state
was prepared to be |E〉. We use ωα2 = 1.
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Figure 6: Comparison of entanglement harvesting for different values of ωα1 and ωα2. The
initial state was prepared to be |E〉 and we fixed the time parameter to Γ0τ = 0.75.

5 Conclusions

Using the theory of open quantum system we were able to derive a generalized master equation
for a system of two two-level system travelling along different world lines. We have also es-
tablished a suitable generalized Lindblad-Kossakowski form and made use of the Kossakowski
matrix formalism. We observe that this equation has a similar form of the one used for two-
level systems in the same world lines. The crucial distinction here relies on the function given
by Eq. (30), which allows us to investigate how differences in the proper accelerations of the
two-level systems affect entanglement dynamics.

We studied the phenomenon of entanglement degradation and observed that as the proper
acceleration of the two-level systems decreases, the lifetime of the entangled state increases,
in agreement with the Unruh-Davies effect. In particular, the antisymmetric entangled state
presents a slower decoherence in comparison with the symmetric entangled state. In any case,
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we were able to observe the occurrence of entanglement sudden death in all situations under
studied. On the other hand, we also observed that the entanglement harvesting is also possible
in this scenario and we have investigated its dependence on the values of the proper acceleration
of both two-level systems. We have demonstrated that a quantum system initially prepared
in the ground state supports entanglement for a longer time in comparison with one initially
prepared in the excited separable state. Furthermore, entanglement creation is favoured when
the system undergoes small values of accelerations.

The formalism developed in this work provides us with a new way to understand entangle-
ment dynamics in non-inertial reference frames. The procedure used here can be used to study
a more physical situation, for example a pair of dipoles interacting with the electromagnetic
field, and even more complex situations, as with two-level systems in different spacetime regions
in a Kerr black-hole background. These subjects are under investigation by the authors.
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A Computation of the Γ
(αβ) function

In order to calculate the function Γ(αβ) from Eq. (53), we have to compute the Fourier transform
presented in Eq. (54). Let us start with the α = β contribution. For simplicity we write
Γ(ββ)(aβω) = Γ(β)(ω). We use the positive frequency Wightman function given by (50) into Eq.
(54) and then we must solve the following integral

Γ(β)(ω) = −
a2β

16π2α2
β

∫ ∞

−∞

ds
eiωaβs

sinh2
(

1
2α1

(s)
) . (75)

The reason we omit the 2iǫ term is that we will perform the following change of coordinates

s = r − iπα1. (76)

Therefore, the integral in Eq. (75) reads

Γ(β)(ω) =
eωαβπ

16π2α2
1

∫ ∞

−∞

dr
cos (ωαβr) + i sin (ωαβr)

cosh2
(

r
2α1

) . (77)

In Eq. (77), the imaginary part is zero and the real contribution can be performed by making
use of [101]

∫ ∞

0

cos ax

cosh2 βx
dx =

aπ

2β2 sinh aπ
2β

, (78)

with Re β > 0 and a > 0. Then, the Γ(β)(ω) for ω > 0 can be written as

Γ(β)(ω) =
ωαβ

2πα1

(

1

1− e−2πωαβ

)

. (79)
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For the case where ω < 0 we perform the change ω → −ω in Eq. (75). The following procedure
is similar to the one used in the previous case. We observe that we obtain the same result as
Eq. (79) with −ω instead. Therefore, Eq. (79) is valid for any value of ω.

To evaluate the α 6= β case we will perform the Fourier transform presented in Eq. (54).
By using Eq. (51) we have

Γ(αβ)(aβω) = −
aαaβ

16πα1α2

∫ ∞

−∞

ds
eiωaβs

sinh
(

s
2α1

+ φ

2

)

sinh
(

s
2α1

− φ

2

) , (80)

where we again have omitted the iǫ term. We perform the following change of coordinates in
Eq. (80)

s→ r − iπα1. (81)

Therefore we obtain

Γ(αβ)(aβω) =
aαaβe

πωαβ

8π2α1α2

∫ ∞

−∞

dr
cos (ωaβr) + i sin (ωaβr)

cos
(

r
α1

)

+ coshφ
. (82)

Again, in Eq. (82), the imaginary part of this integral is zero and the real contribution can be
performed by making use of [101]

∫ ∞

0

cos ax

b cosh βx+ c
dx =

π sin
(

a
β
arccosh c

b

)

β
√
c2 − b2 sinh aπ

β

, (83)

with 0 < b < c, Reβ > 0 and a > 0. Then, the Γ(αβ)(aβω) for ω > 0 can be written as

Γ(αβ)(aβω) =
aαaβ

2πα2 sinh φ

(

sin (ωaβα1φ)

1− e−2πωaβα1

)

. (84)

As we have α 6= β, a1 = 1 and a2 = α2/α1 then we can write aβα1 = αβ and Eq. (84) becomes

Γ(αβ)(ω) =
sin (ωαβφ)

2πα1 sinh φ

(

1

1− e−2πωαβ

)

. (85)

As can be observed, to obtain this function for ω < 0 we simply perform the change ω → −ω
in Eq. (80). This change leads to the same result as Eq. (85) with the same change in ω.
Therefore, Eq. (85) is valid for any value of ω.

B Explicit form of the generalized master equation

In this appendix we present the explicit form of the master equation (45) where we consider
the contribution only of the dissipative part of it as discussed in Sec. 4. From Eq. (70) we
only have to compute eight components. These are given by the following set of differential
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equations:

dρGG(τ)

dτ
=− 2

(

A(11) + A(22) −B(11) − B(22)
)

ρGG(τ)

+
(

A(11) + A(22) +B(11) +B(22)

− A(12) −A(21) − B(12) −B(21)
)

ρAA(τ)

+
(

A(11) − A(22) +B(11) − B(22)

− A(12) + A(21) +B(12) −B(21)
)

ρAS(τ)

+
(

A(11) − A(22) +B(11) − B(22)

+ A(12) − A(21) +B(12) −B(21)
)

ρSA(τ)

+
(

A(11) + A(22) +B(11) +B(22)

+ A(12) + A(21) +B(12) +B(21)
)

ρSS(τ), (86)

dρSS(τ)

dτ
=− 2

(

A(11) + A(22) + A(12) + A(21)
)

ρSS(τ)

+
(

B(22) −B(11) +B(12) − B(21)
)

ρAS(τ)

+
(

A(11) + A(22) +B(11) +B(22)

+ A(12) + A(21) +B(12) +B(21)
)

ρEE(τ)

+
(

A(11) + A(22) − B(11) − B(22)

+ A(12) + A(21) −B(12) − B(21)
)

ρGG(τ)

+
(

B(22) −B(11) − B(12) +B(21)
)

ρSA(τ), (87)

dρAA(τ)

dτ
=− 2

(

A(11) + A(22) −A(12) − A(21)
)

ρAA(τ)

+
(

B(22) − B(11) +B(12) − B(21)
)

ρAS(τ)

+
(

A(11) + A(22) +B(11) +B(22)

+ A(12) + A(21) +B(12) +B(21)
)

ρEE(τ)

+
(

A(11) + A(22) −B(11) − B(22)

+ A(12) + A(21) − B(12) −B(21)
)

ρGG(τ)

+
(

B(22) − B(11) − B(12) +B(21)
)

ρSA(τ), (88)
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dρEE(τ)

dτ
=− 2

(

A(11) + A(22) +B(11) +B(22)
)

ρEE(τ)

+
(

A(22) −A(11) +B(11) − B(22)

− A(12) + A(21) +B(12) − B(21)
)

ρSA(τ)

+
(

A(11) + A(22) − B(11) − B(22)

− A(12) − A(21) +B(12) +B(21)
)

ρAA(τ)

+
(

A(22) −A(11) +B(11) − B(22)

+ A(12) −A(21) − B(12) +B(21)
)

ρAS(τ)

+
(

A(22) + A(11) − B(11) − B(22)

+ A(12) + A(21) −B(12) − B(21)
)

ρSS(τ), (89)

dρAS(τ)

dτ
=− 2

(

A(11) + A(22)
)

ρAS(τ)

+
(

B(22) − B(11) − B(12) +B(21)
)

ρAA(τ)

+
(

A(22) − A(11) − B(11) +B(22)

+ A(12) − A(21) +B(12) −B(21)
)

ρEE(τ)

+
(

A(11) − A(22) − B(11) +B(22)

− A(12) + A(21) +B(12) −B(21)
)

ρGG(τ)

+
(

B(22) − B(11) − B(12) +B(21)
)

ρSS(τ), (90)

dρSA(τ)

dτ
=− 2

(

A(11) + A(22)
)

ρSA(τ)

+
(

B(22) − B(11) +B(12) − B(21)
)

ρAA(τ)

+
(

A(22) − A(11) − B(11) +B(22)

− A(12) + A(21) −B(12) +B(21)
)

ρEE(τ)

+
(

A(11) − A(22) − B(11) +B(22)

+ A(12) − A(21) −B(12) +B(21)
)

ρGG(τ)

+
(

B(22) − B(11) +B(12) − B(21)
)

ρSS(τ), (91)

dρGE(τ)

dτ
=− 2

(

A(11) + A(22)
)

ρGE(τ), (92)

dρEG(τ)

dτ
=− 2

(

A(11) + A(22)
)

ρEG(τ). (93)
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[19] E. Arias, J. G. Dueñas, G. Menezes, and N. F. Svaiter. Boundary effects on radiative
processes of two entangled atoms. JHEP, 07:147, 2016.
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