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Abstract

We study the acceleration effect on the genuine tripartite entanglement for one or two accelerated de-

tector(s) coupled to the vacuum field. Surprisingly, we find that the increase and decrease in entanglement

have no definite correspondence with the Unruh and anti-Unruh effects. Specifically, Unruh effect can not

only decrease but also enhance the tripartite entanglement between detectors; Also, anti-Unruh effect can

not only enhance but also decrease the tripartite entanglement. We give an explanation of this phenomenon.

Finally, we extend the discussion from tripartite to N-partite systems.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Hawking in 1974 discovered black hole evaporation caused by thermal radiation emitted by

the black hole [1]. Soon after, Unruh in 1976 proposed that the Minkowski vacuum observed by

an inertial observer would, as seen by an accelerated observer, be detected as a thermal bath of

particles, which means that the content of particles is observer dependent [2, 3]. The Unruh effect

has not been confirmed experimentally so far, but some detection schemes have been proposed

[4–6]. On the other hand, the Hawking radiation has also made great progress in experimental

simulation [7–9]. The two phenomena are closely related and the study of Unruh effect is helpful

to understand the Hawking radiation, and to study the thermodynamics and the problem of infor-

mation loss [10–12]. The Unruh effect and Hawking radiation have been extended to different

fields, such as free scalar field, free Dirac field and so on [13–29]. In general, quantum steering,

quantum entanglement and quantum discord between quantum fields decrease with the increase of

observer acceleration, which means that Unruh effect is harmful to quantum resources based on

quantum fields.

Recently, another interesting phenomenon, the so-called anti-Unruh effect, has been discov-

ered. It says that a Unruh-DeWitt detector (a two-level quantum system interacting with the quanta

of the external field at a particular frequency) accelerating uniformly in the Minkowski vacuum

may become less excited at higher accelerations than at lower [30, 31]. This phenomenon is con-

trary to the common sense that a two-level atom embedded in a thermal bath would be excited, and

is named as the so-called anti-Unruh effect. Though the physical essence about anti-Unruh effect

has not been understood completely, some relevant issues, such as the influence of anti-Unruh

effect on the various types of quantum resource, deserve to be investigated. These investigations

are important for relativistic quantum information science and its applications. Currently, the

action of anti-Unruh effect on the quantum coherence, entanglement and phase sensitivity have

been examined [32, 33]. In Reference [32], the authors considered two causally separated qubits

(Unruh-DeWitt detectors) in an entangled initial state, where each qubit independently accelerates

in its respective vacuum cavity. They showed that anti-Unruh effect can enhance the entanglement

of the qubit systems. Contrary to previous view, we show both the Unruh effect and anti-Unruh ef-

fect can enhance or decrease the entanglement between arbitrary numbers of detectors. It has been

shown previously that acceleration can either enhance or degrade the harvested entanglement that

can be harvested in a two-detector system from the vacuum state in an Unruh-DeWitt detector’s
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model [34–36]. However, here we will consider an initially entangled state in our model.

As the information task becomes more and more complex, more entangled particles are needed

to deal with relativistic quantum information. Therefore, we consider an entangled N-partite

Unruh-DeWitt detectors. But for the sake of clarity, we start with the entangled tripartite systems.

Assume three observers, Alice, Bob and Charlie, each of them holds a point-like Unruh-Dewitt

detector, which interacts locally with its scalar fields. The three detectors are initially in a tripar-

tite entangled state in the Minkowski spacetime. When one or two of the observers accelerate

uniformly, the tripartite entanglement between detectors will change. Our motivation is to show

how the Unruh effect and anti-Unruh effect influence the tripartite entanglement, and whether new

interesting phenomena can be found. After this, we extend the tripartite system to the N-partite

systems and discuss similar problems.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we briefly recall the quantification of the mul-

tipartite entanglement. In Sec. III, we briefly introduce the Unruh-DeWitt detector model. In

Sec. IV, we study the changes of the tripartite entanglement under both the Unruh and anti-Unruh

effects. In Sec. V, we extend the issues from tripartite to N-partite entangled systems. The last

section is devoted to the conclusion and discussion.

II. QUANTIFICATION OF GENUINE MULTIPARTITE ENTANGLEMENT

Multipartite entanglement is defined by its opposite of biseparability. We call a N-partite pure

state |Ψ〉 ∈ H1⊗H2⊗...⊗HN to be biseparable, if it can be written in the form |Ψ〉 = |ΨA〉⊗|ΨB〉,
with |ΨA〉 ∈ HA = Hi1 ⊗ Hi2 ⊗ ... ⊗ Hik and |ΨB〉 ∈ HB = Hik+1

⊗ Hik+2
⊗ ... ⊗ HiN in

any bipartition of the Hilbert space. Obviously, a biseparable pure state has at least one pure

marginal. If |Ψ〉 is not biseparable with respect to its any bipartition, it is called genuine N-partite

entanglement (For brevity, we omit the word “genuine” in what follows and call it “N-partite

entanglement” in the following description). The measure for the multipartite entanglement is

defined as [37]

E(|Ψ〉) = min
χi∈χ

√
2[1− Tr(ρ2Ai

)], (1)

where χ = {Ai|Bi} denotes the set of all possible bipartitions of the whole N-partite system, and

ρAi
is the marginal state for the subsystem Ai. The multipartite entanglement for the mixed state
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ρ can be got by the convex roof construction

E(ρ) = inf
{pi,|Ψi〉}

∑

i

piE(|Ψi〉), (2)

where ρ =
∑

i pi|Ψi〉〈Ψi| takes over all possible decompositions.

For N-qubit systems, the natural basis {|0, 0, ..., 0〉, |0, 0, ..., 1〉, ..., |1, 1, ..., 1〉} are favorable.

A N-qubit system is said to be in the X state if its density matrix in the natural basis can be written

in form

ρX =




a1 z1

a2 z2
. . . . .

.

an zn

z∗n bn

. .
. . . . 0

z∗2 b2

z∗1 b1




, (3)

where n = 2N−1. The conditions
∑

i(ai + bi) = 1 and |zi| ≤
√
aibi are required, so that ρX is

normalized and positive. The N-qubit entanglement of a X state is given by [38]

E(ρX) = 2max{0, |zi| − νi}, i = 1, . . . , n, (4)

where νi =
∑n

j 6=i

√
ajbj .

III. THE UNRUH-DEWITT MODEL

In order to simulate the interaction between the quantum field and the detector, the Unruh-

DeWitt model is usually used, which consists of a two-level quantum system or atom locally

coupled to a scalar field obeying the Klein-Gordon equation along its trajectory [39]. Theoretically,

the scalar field could be massive or massless. In this paper, we following the idea of reference [30]

and assume that the scalar field is massless. Consider a cylindrical cavity with length L, which is

initially in the Minkowski vacuum. A Unruh-DeWitt detector accelerates uniformly in the cavity

along the length direction. The detector has its ground state |g〉 and excited state |e〉 which are

separated by an energy gap Ω. Due to the Fulling-Unruh radiation, the detector actually feels
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a non-vacuum action of scalar field φ(x). In the (1 + 1)-dimensional model, the action can be

described in the interaction picture by the following Hamiltonian

HI = λχ(τ/σ)µ(τ)φ(x(τ)), (5)

where λ is the coupling strength that is assume to be weak, τ is the detector’s proper time, µ(τ) =

eiΩτσ++e−iΩτσ− is the detector’s monopole moment, and χ(τ/σ) is the switching function which

controls the duration of interaction via the parameter σ. As in most references, the switching

function is taken as

χ(τ/σ) = e−τ2/2σ2

. (6)

For weak coupling (λ ≪ 1), the corresponding unitary evolution for the whole quantum system

can be written as

U = I+ U (1) +O(λ2) = I− i

∫
dτHI(τ) +O(λ2). (7)

In the first-order approximation, the evolution could be further described as [30–33]

U |g〉|0〉 = 1√
1 + |η0|2

(|g〉|0〉 − iη0|e〉|1〉g),

U |e〉|0〉 = 1√
1 + |η1|2

(|e〉|0〉+ iη1|g〉|1〉e). (8)

Where |1〉g denotes the normalized one-particle state of the scalar field produced by the evolution

of state |g〉|0〉 under the unitary transformation U , and similar notation for the state |1〉e. Formally,

we can express |1〉g =
∑

k ξk|1k〉 and |1〉e =
∑

k ζk|1k〉 with Σk|ξk|2 = 1 and Σk|ζk|2 = 1. The

mode k of the scalar field has annihilation and creation operators ak and a†k satisfying ak|0〉 =

0 and a†k|0〉 = |1k〉. Obviously, for the multiple scalar field, the two states |1〉g and |1〉e are

different in general. But for single mode scalar field, they are equal. In this paper, we continue

to adopt the idea of references [32, 33] and make the single mode approximation in calculating

the entanglement between detectors, i.e., set |1〉g = |1〉e. The periodic boundary condition leads

to discrete modes k = 2πm/L with m being integer. η0 = λ
∑

m I+,m and η1 = λ
∑

m I−,m are

associated with the excitation and deexcitation probability of the particle, with I±,m given by

I±,m =

∫ ∞

−∞
χ(τ/σ)e±iΩτ+ 2πi

L
[|m|t(τ)−mx(τ)] dτ√

4π|m|
. (9)
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In this paper, we assume that the accelerated trajectory of the detector is t(τ) = a−1 sinh(aτ) and

x(τ) = a−1[cosh(aτ)− 1] with a being the proper acceleration.

If the detector is initially in its ground state, then the excitation probability, at the leading order

in the perturbative expansion, is given by

P =
∑

m6=0

|〈1, e|U (1)|0, g〉|2 = λ2
∑

m6=0

|I+,m|2. (10)

Generally, for the larger acceleration of the detector, the excitation probability of the detector is

also larger. This is the so-called Unruh effect. Contrarily, if the excitation probability of the

detector becomes less excited at higher accelerations than at lower, the phenomenon is named the

anti-Unruh effect.

Garay et. al. systematically analyzed the condition for the emergence of anti-Unruh effect [31].

They showed that the existence of anti-Unruh effect depends on some form of low energy cut off

in the external field. This could be due to either the field mass or the presence of an externally

implemented infra-red (IR) cut off. There would be no anti-Unruh behaviour for massless fields

without an externally implemented IR cut off. In the recent research about the property of Fulling-

Unruh radiation, it was shown that the mass of the scalar field can lead to the non-Planckian

corrections to the Fulling-Unruh radiation [40–42]. Indeed, it is this deviation of the radiation from

thermality that leads to the emergence of anti-Unruh effect [31]. This means that anti-Unruh effect

is a kind of perception only for the accelerated detectors. Inertial detectors coupled to generic

thermal baths would not perceive anti-Unruh effect. In this paper, we consider the massless scalar

field, but adopt “IR cut off”, i.e., remove the constant mode (m = 0) in the summation of Eq.(10),

because it would lead to divergency of Eq.(9). As we will see below, this implementation could

lead to the emergence of anti-Unruh effect.

IV. THE EVOLUTION OF GENUINE TRIPARTITE ENTANGLEMENT

In reference [32], the authors considered an entangled state of two Unruh-DeWitt detectors,

where either one detector is uniformly accelerated or both of them are accelerated simultaneously

in their respective vacuum cavities. Then they studied how the anti-Unruh effect influences the

quantum entanglement between detectors. Now we want to take one step further based on this

model, by generalizing the systems from bipartite entanglement to tripartite entanglement.

We consider three causally separated cavity-detector systems. For convenience, we denote the
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detectors as A, B and C, held by Alice, Bob and Charlie respectively. The three cavity-detector

systems are completely the same, except for their different space positions. Assume that the

detectors are initially in an entangled Greenberger-Horne-Zeilinger-like (GHZ-like) state, and the

cavities in a product vacuum state, i.e., the initial compound state is

|ψ〉ABC = [α|gAgBgC〉+ β|eAeBeC〉]|0A0B0C〉, (11)

where the nonzero α and β are assumed to be real and satisfy α2 + β2 = 1. In what follows, we

will distinguish two cases according to the acceleration of detectors: (i) Alice and Bob remain sta-

tionary, while Charlie moves with a constant acceleration in his vacuum cavity; (ii) Alice remains

stationary, while Bob and Charlie move with the same constant acceleration.

A. Charlie accelerating

Firstly, we consider the case (i), i.e., Alice and Bob stay stationarily, while Charlie moves with

a uniform acceleration in his vacuum cavity. Applying the transformation of Eq.(8) for detector C,

we get

|ψ〉ABCI
=

α√
1 + |η0|2

|gAgBgC0A0B0C〉 −
iαη0√
1 + |η0|2

|gAgBeC0A0B1C〉 (12)

+
β√

1 + |η1|2
|eAeBeC0A0B0C〉+

iβη1√
1 + |η1|2

|eAeBgC0A0B1C〉.

This implies that the vacuum cavity defined by inertial observers is not any more vacuum from the

view of uniformly accelerated observers, and the detector C will feel the production of particles.

In order to study the tripartite entanglement between detectors, we trace the degrees of freedom

over the field modes and obtain the reduced density matrix of the detectors

ρABCI
=




a1 0 0 0 0 0 0 z1

0 a2 0 0 0 0 z2 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 z∗2 0 0 0 0 b2 0

z∗1 0 0 0 0 0 0 b1




, (13)
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where the density matrix is written in order of bases |gAgBgC〉, |gAgBeC〉, |gAeBgC〉, |gAeBeC〉,
|eAgBgC〉, |eAgBeC〉, |eAeBgC〉 and |eAeBeC〉, and the nonzero elements are given by

a1 =
α2

1 + |η0|2
, a2 =

α2|η0|2
1 + |η0|2

, (14)

b1 =
β2

1 + |η1|2
, b2 =

β2|η1|2
1 + |η1|2

,

z1 =
αβ√

(1 + |η0|2)(1 + |η1|2)
, z2 =

−αβη0η∗1√
(1 + |η0|2)(1 + |η1|2)

.

Substituting these parameters into Eq.(4), we obtain the tripartite entanglement between detectors

E(ρABCI
) = max

{
0,

2αβ(1− |η0||η1|)√
(1 + |η0|2)(1 + |η1|2)

,
2αβ(|η0||η1| − 1)√
(1 + |η0|2)(1 + |η1|2)

}
. (15)

This expression suggests that the tripartite entanglement between detectors now depends not only

on the initial state (parameters α and β), but also on acceleration a, the setup’s parameters (energy

gap Ω and cavity length L), and the interaction time σ.

In Fig.1, we plot the tripartite entanglement E(ρABCI
) and the detector’s transition probability

P given by Eq.(10), for the smaller interaction time (σ = 0.4), as functions of the acceleration

a for different energy gap Ω. Hereafter, the coupling strength is fixed as λ = 0.1. The top row

in Fig.1 shows that, with the increasing of the acceleration a, the entanglement increases and the

corresponding transition probability P decreases, meaning that anti-Unruh effect enhances the

tripartite entanglement. This result is consistent with the case of bipartite entanglement in [32].

From the middle row in Fig.1, we see that the tripartite entanglement decreases for very small

acceleration a in which the corresponding transition probability P also decreases, meaning that

anti-Unruh effect can also decrease entanglement. For the parameter region about a ∈ (0.42, 0.45),

the entanglement increases and the corresponding transition probability also increases, meaning

that Unruh effect can enhance entanglement. These two results are counterintuitive which are

just opposite to the previous result [32]. Finally from the last row in Fig.1, we see that, in the

parameter region about a ∈ (0.4, 0.5), the transition probability increases, but the entanglement

increases firstly and then decreases(appears a peak), meaning that Unruh effect can both enhance

and decrease entanglement. Note that the entanglement for a = 0 is generally less than one, which

is due to the effect of the switching function. For the infinite interaction time, this phenomenon

will disappear [32]. Physically, we can understand this phenomenon as a kind of entanglement

transfer: When the detector C enters the cavity, it interacts with the cavity modes and transfers
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FIG. 1: Tripartite entanglement E(ρABCI
) and the corresponding transition probability P as functions of

the acceleration a for different the energy gap Ω. The other parameters are fixed as σ = 0.4, L = 200 and

α = 1√
2

.

entanglement partially from detector C to the cavity modes, so that the entanglement between

detectors degrades.

In Fig.2, we plot the tripartite entanglement E(ρABCI
) and the corresponding transition prob-

ability P , for the relatively larger interaction time (σ = 5), as functions of the acceleration a for

different energy gap Ω, where other parameters are the same as in Fig.1. From the top row in Fig.2,

we see that the anti-Unruh effect enhances entanglement (for about a < 0.45) and Unruh effect
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FIG. 2: Tripartite entanglement E(ρABCI
) and the corresponding transition probability P as functions of

the acceleration a for different the energy gap Ω. The other parameters are fixed as σ = 5, L = 200 and

α = 1√
2

.

decreases entanglement (for a > 0.45). In the middle row in Fig.2, we see that for very small ac-

celeration the anti-Unruh effect enhances entanglement; but later the Unruh effect both decreases

and enhances entanglement. Finally, the last row in Fig.2 shows that for very small acceleration

the anti-Unruh decreases entanglement, and for about a > 0.42 the Unruh effect can both enhance

and decrease entanglement.

In addition, we point out that when the interaction timescale is far less than the timescale
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associated with the reciprocal of the detector’s energy gap (σ ≪ 1/Ω), the anti-Unruh effect occurs

for small acceleration (see Fig.1b and Fig.2b), which is consistent with the prediction of reference

[30]. But in other cases (i.e., the condition σ ≪ 1/Ω is not met or for larger acceleration), both

Unruh and anti-Unruh can take place as seen in Fig.1 and Fig.2.

From the analysis of Fig.1 and Fig.2 for one observer accelerating uniformly, we conclude that

the increase and decrease in entanglement have no definite correspondence with the Unruh and

anti-Unruh effects. Unruh effect can not only decrease but also enhance the tripartite entanglement

between detectors; Also, anti-Unruh effect can not only enhance but also decrease the tripartite

entanglement.

B. Bob and Charlie accelerating

Now, we consider the case (ii), i.e., Alice remains stationary, while Bob and Charlie move with

the same acceleration in cavities. We want to know whether some new phenomena can be found

in this case.

When both detectors (detectors B and C) move at a acceleration a, the initial state of Eq.(11)

becomes as

|ψ〉ABICI
=

α

1 + |η0|2
|gAgBgC0A0B0C〉 −

iαη0
1 + |η0|2

|gAeBgC0A1B0C〉 (16)

− iαη0
1 + |η0|2

|gAgBeC0A0B1C〉 −
αη20

1 + η20
|gAeBeC0A1B1C〉

+
β

1 + |η1|2
|eAeBeC0A0B0C〉+

iβη1
1 + |η1|2

|eAgBeC0A1B0C〉

+
iβη1

1 + |η1|2
|eAeBgC0A0B1C〉 −

βη21
1 + |η1|2

|eAgBgC0A1B1C〉,

and the reduced density operator ρABICI
for the detectors reads

ρABICI
=




a1 0 0 0 0 0 0 z1

0 a2 0 0 0 0 z2 0

0 0 a3 0 0 z3 0 0

0 0 0 a4 z4 0 0 0

0 0 0 z∗4 b4 0 0 0

0 0 z∗3 0 0 b3 0 0

0 z∗2 0 0 0 0 b2 0

z∗1 0 0 0 0 0 0 b1




, (17)
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FIG. 3: Tripartite entanglement E(ρABICI
) and the corresponding transition probability P as functions of

the acceleration a for different the energy gap Ω. The other parameters are fixed as σ = 0.4, L = 200 and

α = 1√
2

.
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with the nonzero elements given by

a1 =
α2

(1 + |η0|2)2
, a2 =

α2|η0|2
(1 + |η0|2)2

, (18)

a3 =
α2|η0|2

(1 + |η0|2)2
, a4 =

α2|η0|4
(1 + |η0|2)2

,

b1 =
β2

(1 + |η1|2)2
, b2 =

β2|η1|2
(1 + |η1|2)2

,

b3 =
β2|η1|2

(1 + |η1|2)2
, b4 =

β2|η1|4
(1 + |η1|2)2

,

z1 =
αβ

(1 + |η0|2)(1 + |η1|2)
, z2 =

−αβη0η∗1
(1 + |η0|2)(1 + |η1|2)

,

z3 =
−αβη0η∗1

(1 + |η0|2)(1 + |η1|2)
, z4 =

αβ(η0η
∗
1)

2

(1 + |η0|2)(1 + |η1|2)
.

Substituting these parameters into Eq.(4), we obtain the tripartite entanglement of the detectors as

E(ρABICI
) = max

{
0,

2αβ(1− 2|η0||η1| − |η0|2|η1|2)
(1 + |η0|2)(1 + |η1|2)

,
2αβ(|η0|2|η1|2 − 2|η0||η1| − 1)

(1 + |η0|2)(1 + |η1|2)

}
. (19)

In Fig.3, we plot the tripartite entanglement E(ρABICI
) and the corresponding transition prob-

ability P as functions of the acceleration a for smaller interaction time σ = 0.4. For the sake of

comparison, the parameters are chosen the same as in Fig.1. As a whole, the evolution of entan-

glement versus acceleration is very similar to Fig.1. The remarkable difference may be that the

corresponding values of E(ρABICI
) in Fig.3 is more less than E(ρABCI

) in Fig.1. The reason for

this may include two factors: One is due to the initial entanglement transfer between detector and

vacuum cavity. When detector enters its vacuum cavity (even for zero acceleration), it couples

with the vacuum cavity, leading to entanglement transfer from detector to cavity. Now there are

two detectors coupling with their vacuum cavities, leading to more entanglement transfer from

detectors to cavities. This can be seen by comparing Fig.3(a),(c) with Fig.1(a),(c). Another factor

is due to the acceleration effect, now there are more observers (both Bob and Charlie) suffering

from acceleration effect. This can be seen by comparing Fig.3(e) with Fig.1(e), where the initial

entanglement for zero acceleration are both unity, but the entanglement for other accelerations

fulfils E(ρABICI
) < E(ρABCI

).

In Fig.4, we plot the tripartite entanglementE(ρABICI
) and the corresponding transition proba-

bility P as functions of the acceleration a for relatively larger interaction time σ = 5. For the sake

of comparison, we take the same parameters as in Fig.2. Generally speaking, Fig.4 is very similar
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FIG. 4: Tripartite entanglement E(ρABICI
) and the corresponding transition probability P as functions of

the acceleration a for different the energy gap Ω. The other parameters are fixed as σ = 5, L = 200 and

α = 1√
2

.

to Fig.2, but has some differences. Firstly, the entanglement E(ρABICI
) in Fig.4 is more less than

E(ρABCI
) in Fig.2, because of the reason of more initial entanglement transfer and more num-

ber of detector’s acceleration. Secondly, the entanglement in Fig.4 (a) and (c) is zero for a = 0,

and then rises at some finite acceleration. We usually call the phenomenon that the entanglement

increases from zero the “entanglement sudden birth” (ESB). Physically, this ESB phenomenon

originates from the combination of both the initial entanglement transfer and the entanglement
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recovery. When the detector enters into the vacuum cavity, it interacts with the vacuum cavity, and

transfers entanglement completely from detector to cavity. The lost entanglement however can get

back to the detector in the later acceleration. Therefore, ESB occurs. Compared with the case that

one detector accelerates, ESB seems more easily to appear in the case that two detectors accel-

erate, as seen in Fig.4 and Fig.2, because it is more easily to take place complete entanglement

transfer when more detectors couple to vacuum cavities. Note that except for ESB, there is also a

delay phenomenon in Fig.4(a), i.e., entanglement remains zero up to a ≃ 0.42.

V. EXTENSION TO N-PARTITE SYSTEMS

Now, we extend the discussions from the tripartite systems to N-partite systems. Consider the

N-partite GHZ-like state

|ψ〉i,...,N = α|g〉⊗N + β|e〉⊗N , (20)

where the mode i (i = 1, 2, . . . , N) is observed by observer Oi. Assume that n (n < N) observers

move at the same acceleration and the restN−n observers stay stationarily. Following the method

for treating the tripartite systems, we obtain the expression of the N-partite entanglement

E(ρN,n) = max

{
0,

2αβ[1−
∑n

b=1C
b
n|η0|b|η1|b]

(1 + |η0|2)
n

2 (1 + |η1|2)
n

2

, (21)

2αβ[|η0|n|η1|n − 1−
∑n−1

b=1 C
b
n|η0|b|η1|b]

(1 + |η0|2)
n

2 (1 + |η1|2)
n

2

}
,

with C
b
n = n!

b!(n−b)!
. Now besides the parameters involved in tripartite systems, E(ρN,n) also

depends on the number n of the accelerated observers. However, it is independent of the number

of the total observers N .

In Fig.5, we show the behavior of the N-partite entanglement and the corresponding transition

probability P as functions of acceleration a, for different n and two kinds of interaction time

σ = 0.4 (top row) and σ = 5 (bottom row). It is shown that the N-partite entanglement E(ρN,n)

decreases with the number n of the accelerated observers. This is indeed consistent with the case

of tripartite entanglement, where we saw that the entanglement for two-accelerated observers is

less than the entanglement for one-accelerated observer. The reason for this also comes from

two factors: the initial entanglement transfer between detectors and vacuum cavities, and the

acceleration effect.
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FIG. 5: N-partite entanglement E(ρN,n) and the corresponding transition probability P as functions of the

acceleration a. In (a)-(b) σ = 0.4 and in (c)-(d) σ = 5. The other parameters are fixed as L = 200 and

α = 1√
2

.

The top row (σ = 0.4) in Fig.5 shows that ant-Unruh effect enhances the N-partite entangle-

ment, which is consistent with the previous result for bipartite entanglement [32]. But the bottom

row (σ = 5) shows different result. In the region about a ∈ (0.4, 0.5), the entanglement appears a

peak but in which the corresponding transition probability increases monotonically, meaning that

Unruh effect can both enhance and reduce N-partite entanglement.

VI. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

Based on the Unruh-DeWitt detector model, we have studied how acceleration affects tripartite

entanglement between the detectors. Two cases are considered: (i) One observer moves with

a uniform acceleration, while the other two remain stationary; (ii) Two observers move at the

same acceleration, while the other is stationary. Different from the previous result that anti-Unruh

effect enhances the entanglement between the detectors observed in bipartite systems [32], we
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have found that the increase or decrease in entanglement has no definite correspondence with

the Unruh and anti-Unruh effects. Both Unruh and anti-Unruh effects can enhance or reduce the

tripartite entanglement between detectors. This is an interesting phenomenon, which is the main

result for the Unruh and anti-Unruh effects in this paper. In addition, we have seen the acceleration

can either enhance or degrade harvested entanglement, although this effect of acceleration has been

shown in two detector systems previously, the possible relevance of the anti-Unruh effect was not

considered [34–36].

Besides the main result, we have also found some by-products. Firstly, given the same param-

eters, the tripartite entanglement decreases with the number n of the accelerated detectors (This

result is also valid for the N-partite entanglement!). The reason for this comes from two factors.

One is due to the initial entanglement transfer between detector and vacuum cavity. When a de-

tector enters its vacuum cavity, it couples with the vacuum cavity, leading to entanglement transfer

from detector to cavity. Two-detector coupling can transfer more entanglement than one-detector

coupling. Another factor is due to the acceleration effect. Two-detector accelerating suffers from

more Fulling-Unruh radiation than one-detector accelerating. Secondly, we have observed the

phenomena of ESB and delay. It comes from the combination of the initial entanglement transfer

and the later entanglement recovery. During the coupling of the detector with its vacuum cavity,

entanglement is transferred completely to the vacuum cavity. Afterwards, when the detector ac-

celerates uniformly, the entanglement transfers back from the cavity to the detector. In this way,

ESB takes place. Some times, the recovery of entanglement needs a finite acceleration, leading to

the delay of ESB. Obviously, the case that two detectors accelerate is more easily to appear ESB

than the case that one detector accelerates, as we have observed in the text. From the relativistic

regime, this ESB behavior denotes the production of entanglement via acceleration effect.

We have also extended the discussion from the tripartite to N-partite systems. Besides the

similar results as in tripartite systems, some new results have been found. The N-partite entan-

glement between detectors depends only on the number n of the accelerated detectors, not on the

total number N of the detectors. When other parameters are fixed, the N-partite entanglement

between detectors reduces with n. The reason also comes from the entanglement transfer and the

acceleration effect, as in the tripartite entanglement.

In nature, the Unruh effect is established for quantum fields. The action that the Fulling-Unruh

radiation superimposes on the quantum fields behaves like a noise, which leads to the irreversibly

loss of quantum information encoding in the quantum fields [13–15]. However, the problem we
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here consider is the entanglement between detectors (two-level atoms) moving weakly (i.e. pertur-

batively) toward equilibrium with the fields rather than between quantum fields themselves. Now

the Unruh and anti-Unruh effects are defined through the detector’s excitation (|g〉 → |e〉) and

de-excitation (|e〉 → |g〉). The measure of entanglement is independent of the nature of |g〉 and

|e〉. For any two-qubit entangled state, after the exchange of ground state |g〉 and excited state |e〉,
the entanglement remains unchanged. Consider a two-detector system, in which one detector is

stationary and the other accelerates uniformly in a vacuum cavity. Let |Ψ(a1)〉 and |Ψ(a2)〉 denote

the two entangled states of the two-detector system with accelerations a1 and a2 (assume a2 > a1),

and assume that the entanglement of |Ψ(a2)〉 is less than the entanglement of |Ψ(a1)〉. If the detec-

tor is excited more stronger in acceleration a2 than in acceleration a1, then we say that Unruh effect

reduces entanglement between the detectors, and the process is described as |Ψ(a1)〉 U−→ |Ψ(a2)〉.
Now by exchanging basis |g〉 ↔ |e〉, we obtain states |Ψ̃(a1)〉 and |Ψ̃(a2)〉. As basis exchange

does not alter entanglement of quantum states, thus the process from |Ψ̃(a1)〉 to |Ψ̃(a2)〉 also leads

to reduction of entanglement. But in this time, the detector is de-excited, i.e., it is an anti-Unruh

process. Thus we get |Ψ̃(a1)〉 AU−→ |Ψ̃(a2)〉, where the entanglement reduces. In this way, from

the hypothesis that Unruh effect reduces entanglement, we deduce the result that anti-Unruh ef-

fect also reduces entanglement. Similarly, we can also from the hypothesis that anti-Unruh effect

enhances entanglement deduce the result that Unruh effect enhances entanglement. This demon-

strates our result that the increase and decrease in entanglement have no definite correspondence

with the Unruh and anti-Unruh effects. This explanation though is very simple, but has not been

obvious to previous authors on this topic. We believe our result is a valuable correction to the

impression given in some earlier work in this field which suggested otherwise. Of course, further

research is required to demonstrate the validity of this inference.
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