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Low er bound for electron spin entanglem ent from beam splitter current correlations
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W e determ inea lowerbound forthe entanglem entofpairsofelectron spinsinjected into a m eso-

scopic conductor.The bound can beexpressed in term sofexperim entally accessible quantities,the

zero-frequency currentcorrelators(shotnoisepowerorcross-correlators)aftertransm ission through

an electronic beam splitter. The e�ect ofspin relaxation (T1 processes) and decoherence (T2 pro-

cesses) during the ballistic coherenttransm ission ofthe carriers in the wires is taken into account

within Bloch theory. The presence ofa variable inhom ogeneousm agnetic �eld allows the determ i-

nation ofa usefullowerbound forthe entanglem entofarbitrary entangled states.The decrease in

entanglem entdue to therm ally m ixed states is studied. Both the entanglem entofthe outputofa

source (entangler)and the relaxation (T1)and decoherence (T2)tim escan be determ ined.

Q uantum nonlocalityhasbeen an intriguingissuesince

theearlydaysofquantum m echanics[1].Nonlocale�ects

can com einto play when a quantum system iscom posed

ofatleasttwo subsystem swhich arespatially separated.

Despite their sim plicity, the Bellstates of two distant

quantum two-statesubsystem s(A and B)

j	 � i=
1
p
2
(j"#i� j#"i); (1)

j�� i=
1
p
2
(j""i� j##i); (2)

exhibit the essentialphenom enology ofquantum nonlo-

cality (e.g.,they violate Bell’sinequalities[2])thuspro-

viding an idealtesting ground forquantum nonlocality.

Here, we represent the two-state system s as spins 1/2

with basisstates\spin up" j"iand \spin down" j#iwith

respectto an arbitrary �xed direction in space.

W ith thedevelopm entofquantum inform ation theory

[3],and in particular with quantum com m unication,it

hasbecom eclearthatEPR pairscan alsoplay theroleof

a resource foroperationsthatareim possiblewith purely

classicalm eans. In this context,two-state system s are

referred to asquantum bits(qubits),and quantum non-

localityisrelated totheconceptofentanglem ent(de�ned

below). A num ber ofquantum inform ation processes{

quantum teleportation [4],quantum key distribution [5],

quantum densecoding[6],etc.{havebeen successfullyim -

plem ented using pairsofphotons with entangled polar-

izations,i.e.,in states such as Eqs.(1) and (2). Pho-

tonshavetheadvantagethatthey areeasily m oved form

one place to another,allowing forexperim entsinvolving

space-likeseparationsbetween detection events[2].

M orerecently,therehasbeen increasinginterestin the

use ofthe spin ofelectronsin a solid-state environm ent

forspin-based electronics[7]and asqubitsforquantum

com puting [8]. Subsequently,quantum com m unication

on a m esoscopicscale,typically on the orderofm icrom -

eters in sem iconductor structures (e.g.quantum wires),

wasproposed [9]. Ratherthan achieving space-like sep-

aration between detection events on the two sites (this
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FIG .1: Inset: Proposed setup with two-electron scattering

at a beam splitter (BS) with transm ittivity T. Electrons are

injected pairwise from the entangler (E) into contacts 1 and

2 ofthe BS.The m ean currentI = hI� iand one ofthe cur-

rent correlators S�� are m easured at the outgoing contacts

�;� = 3;4. Plot: Entanglem ent ofform ation E ofthe elec-

tron spinsversussinglet�delity F and thereduced correlator

f = S33=2eIT(1� T). The curve illustrates the relation be-

tween noise and entanglem entforW ernerstates.Forgeneral

states,the curve represents a lower bound for the entangle-

m ent,i.e.allowed values for E and f (or, equivalently,F )

are represented by pointsin the shaded region. M easuring f

determ inesa lowerbound forthe entanglem entE .

would require sub-picosecond detection),the idea here

is to use quantum entanglem entbetween parts ofa co-

herently operating solid-state device (in the m ost ex-

trem e case,a quantum com puter). It is then relevant

to study the transport ofspin-entangled electrons in a

m any-electron system and possible m eans of entangle-

m ent detection. Two-particle interference at a beam -

splitter(BS)com bined with the m easurem entofcurrent

uctuations [10](in general,the fullcounting statistics

[11])wasidenti�ed asa detectorforentanglem ent.

In thispaper,wegoonestep further,providingalower

bound fortheam ountE ofspin entanglem entcarried by

individualpairsofelectrons,related tothezero-frequency

currentcorrelatorswhen m easured in a BS setup (Fig.1,

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0303209v1


2

Inset)by injecting the electronsseparately into the two

ingoing leads(1 and 2)and m easuring eitherthecurrent

autocorrelatorS�� in oneoftheoutgoingleads(� = 3;4)

orthecross-correlatorS34.Itisassum ed thatthesizeof

the scattering region issm allerthan both the coherence

length and them ean freepath,allowing forballisticand

coherenttransport. In the following,T willdenote the

transm ittivity ofthe BS,i.e.the probability to be scat-

tered from lead 1 to lead 4 (or from 2 to 3). The ideal

BS fortheproposed setup doesnotgiveriseto backscat-

tering (e.g.from lead 1 back into lead 1,orfrom 1 into 2,

etc.).W ewillalso analyzethee�ectofsuch backscatter-

ing processes,asthey giveriseto background shotnoise

which isunrelated to entanglem ent.During theirtrans-

port,the electron spins willbe exposed to decoherence

and relaxation due to spin-dependent scattering caused

by m agnetic im purities,nuclear spins,or the spin-orbit

coupling (see[12]fora review).W e include thesee�ects

within a Bloch equation form alism [13].Com parison be-

tween our theory and experim ent will(i) test proposed

entanglers[14,15,16,17,18,19,20]and (ii)determ ine

spin relaxation (T1)and decoherence(T2)tim es.

The m aterialsand structures required for testing our

theory,although atthe forefrontofcurrentcapabilities,

appear to be feasible. The largest e�orts seem to be

necessary to realize the electron spin entangler [10]for

which there exists a num ber of theoretical ideas, us-

ing norm al{[14,15]orcarbon-nanotube{superconductor

junctions[16,17,18],orsingle[19],orcoupled quantum

dots[10,20].TheelectronicBS and them easurem entof

BS currentcorrelatorshavebeen experim entally dem on-

strated in a G aAs/AlG aAsheterostructure [21]. Coher-

enttransportofelectron spinsoverm orethan 100�m in

G aAshasbeen observed [22].

Traditionally, current correlations, and in particular

the quantum partition (shot) noise have been used to

gain inform ation about a scatterer beyond its conduc-

tance [23]. Here,we use a known scatterer(the BS) to

gain inform ation about the quantum state (m ore pre-

cisely,its entanglem ent)ofthe scattered particles. The

correlation function between thecurrentsI�(t)and I�(t)

in two leads�;� = 1;::;4 ofthe BS isde�ned as

S��(!)= lim
� ! 1

h�

�

Z �

0

dte
i!tReTr[�I�(t)�I�(0)�]; (3)

where �I� = I� � hI�i,hI�i= Tr(I��),� isthe density

ofstatesin the leads,and � isthe density m atrix ofthe

injected electron pair(below,wesuppresstheorbitalpart

of�,see[10]forCoulom b e�ects).W riting � in the Bell

basis,Eqs.(1)and (2),� = F j	 � ih	 � j+ G 0j	 + ih	 + j+P

i= �
G ij�iih�ij,and S�� � S��(! = 0),wearriveat

S�� = F S
j	 � i

��
+ G 0S

j	 + i

��
+
X

i= �

G iS
j� ii

��
; (4)

S
j	 i

��
� lim

� ! 1

h�

�

Z �

0

dtReh	j�I�(t)�I�(0)j	i: (5)

Using the standard scattering approach [23], we have

found earlier [10]that the singlet state j	 � i gives rise

to enhanced shot noise (and cross-correlators) at zero

tem perature, S
j	 � i

33
= � S

j	 � i

34
= 2eIT(1 � T)f, with

the reduced correlator f = 2,ascom pared to the \clas-

sical" Poissonian value f = 1 [24].The averagecurrents

are given by I = hI3i = hI4i = e=h�. W e also know

that alltriplet states are noiseless,S
j	 + i

��
= S

j� � i

��
= 0

(�;� = 3;4). Both the current autocorrelations (shot

noise)and cross-correlationsare only due to the singlet

com ponentofthe incidenttwo-particlewavefunction,

S33 = � S34 = F S
j	 � i = 2eIT(1� T)f; f = 2F: (6)

Including backscattering with probability R B ,we�nd

S33 = 2eI[2F (1� RB )T(1� T)+ RB =2]; (7)

S34 = � 2eI2F (1� RB )T(1� T); (8)

whereI = (e=h�)(1� RB ).Sincef
0= S34=2eIT(1� T)=

2F (1� RB )� f issm allerthan f withoutbackscatter-

ing and theentanglem entofform ation E isa m onotonic

function off (see below and Fig.1),we stillobtain a

lowerbound on E (the bound willbecom e lessinform a-

tiveasR B increases).Notethatthisdoesnothold forthe

autocorrelatorS33.However,onecan determ ineR B ,e.g.

by m easuring the shot noise power using norm alFerm i

lead inputs[21]and then obtain f from eitherS33 orS34.

The entanglem ent ofa bipartite state � 2 H A 
 HB

can be quanti�ed by its entanglem entofform ation [25]

E (�)= m inf(j�ii;pi)g2E(�)

P

i
piSN (j�ii),whereE(�)de-

notes the set of ensem bles f(j�ii;pi)g for which � =
P

i
pij�iih�ij. W e have used the von Neum ann en-

tropy of the reduced density m atrix �B = TrA j ih j,

SN (j i) = � TrB �B log�B (logarithm s are in base 2).

A state with E > 0 (E = 1) is (m axim ally) entangled,

whereasa state with E = 0 is separable (in the case of

a pure state,itisa product A 
  B ). The Bellstates

Eq.(1)and (2)are m axim ally entangled. Neither local

operationsnorclassicalcom m unication (LO CC)between

subsystem sA and B can increase E . In quantum infor-

m ation theory,E (�) is the m axim alratio N =M ofthe

num ber N ofEPR pairs (m axim ally entangled states)

required to form M copies of� as N ! 1 ; E is the

quantity thatm easureshow m uch oftheresource(quan-

tum entanglem ent)isavailable.

Forarbitrary �,E (�)cannotbe expressed asa func-

tion ofonly itssinglet�delity F = h	 � j�j	 � i.However,

thisispossibleforthe so-called W ernerstates[26]

�F = F j	 � ih	 � j+
1� F

3

 

j	 + ih	 + j+
X

i= �

j�iih�ij

!

; (9)

being the unique rotationally invariant states with sin-

glet �delity F . It is known [25]that E (F ) � E (�F ) =

H 2(1=2 +
p
F (1� F )) if 1=2 < F � 1 and E (F ) �
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FIG .2: Hom ogeneous m agnetic �eld �h = 0 and ~P = 1.

(a)f ofthespin singletstatej	 � iafterballistictransm ission

through aBS asafunction ofthespin decoherencetim eT2,in

unitsofthe ballistic transm ission tim e t0 = L=vF . D i�erent

curves correspond to di�erent values ofthe spin relaxation

tim e T1 (sam e units). Note that we only plotted the curves

forT2 � 2T1.(b)f fora spin tripletstatej	 + i.Sincef � 1,

thelowerbound on entanglem entiszero,i.e.wecannotlearn

anything about entanglem ent ofinjected triplets at �h = 0.

(c)Lowerbound on the entanglem entofform ation E .

E (�F ) = 0 if0 � F < 1=2,with the dyadic Shannon

entropy H 2(x)= � xlogx � (1� x)log(1� x).Together

with Eq.(6),thisenableusto expressthe entanglem ent

of�F in term softhe reduced correlatorf (Fig.1).

W e generalize this result to arbitrary m ixed states �

oftwo spins (qubits). Any state � can be transform ed

into theW ernerstate�F with thesam esinglet�delity F

by a random bipartite rotation [25,27],i.e.by choosing

a random U 2 SU (2) and applying U 
 U to �. Since

thisoperation involvesonly LO CC,E cannotincrease,

E (F )� E (�): (10)

The entanglem entofform ation E (F )ofthe correspond-

ing W ernerstatethereforeprovidesa lowerbound on the

entanglem entof� (Fig.1).Thus,anoisesignalexceeding

thePoissonian lim it(f > 1)in theBS setup can in prin-

ciple be interpreted as a sign ofentanglem ent between

the electron spinsinjected into leads1 and 2 [30].

W e now include relaxation and decoherence into our

analysis. At tim e t = 0, we start with a spin singlet

(uppersign)ortriplet(lowersign)state

�(0)= j	 � ih	 � j: (11)

W e describethedynam icsof�(t)in a �eld B k ẑ and in

thepresenceofspin decoherence(T2 processes)and relax-

ation (T1)phenom enologically within a single-spin Bloch

equation forthe polarization P = (h�xi;h�yi;h�zi),

_P = P � h � R(P �~P )� � 
(P � ~P ); (12)

with h�ii= Tr(�i�),h = g�B B = (0;0;h),the station-

ary polarization ~P = (0;0;~P)(notethat ~P � h = 0),and

the relaxation m atrix [31]R ij = �ijR i with R 1 = R 2 =

T
� 1
2

and R 3 = T
� 1
1

.Solving Eq.(12),we obtain

P (t)= e
� 
 t

P (0)+ (1� e
� 
 t)~P ; (13)

or,in term softhe spin density m atrix,

�(t)= (P0 + P (t)� �)=2 � �h(t)[�(0)]; (14)

with the superoperator(a(t)= 1� e� t=T1)[32]

�h(t)[�]=

�
1

2
(�"" + �##)(1+ a(t)~P )+ 1

2
(�"" � �##)e

� t=T1 e� t=T2+ iht�"#

e� t=T2� iht�#"
1

2
(�"" + �##)(1� a(t)~P )� 1

2
(�"" � �##)e

� t=T1

�

; (15)

with the m atrix elem ents �ij = hij�jji and (i;j = ";#).

W e apply �h(t)to both spinsindividually,

�(t)= (�h1(t)
 �h2(t))[�(0)]; (16)

where hi is the �eld at electron i. Using Eq.(6) and

F (t)= h	 � j�(t)j	 � iattim e t� 0,weobtain

f(t) = � e
� 2t=T2 cos(�ht)

+
1

2
(1+ e

� 2t=T1)�
1

2
(1� e

� t=T1)2 ~P 2
; (17)

where�h = h1� h2.Ifthedecoherencetim eT
(1;2)

2
ofthe

two electrons is di�erent,then T2 in Eq.(17) becom es

T EPR
2 = (1=T

(1)

2
+ 1=T

(2)

2
)� 1. W e de�ne T EPR

1 sim ilarly

if ~P = 0.However,if ~P = 1,then exp(� t=T1)isreplaced

by exp(� t=T
(1)

1
)+ exp(� t=T

(2)

1
).

A hom ogeneous �eld,�h = 0,does not a�ect f. For

slow relaxation,T1 � t,we �nd f(t)= 1� e� 2t=T2. In

Fig.2a we plot f for �h = 0 and ~P = 1 versus T2 in

units ofthe ballistic transm ission tim e [24]t0 = L=vF

(L= length of ballistic trajectory, vF = Ferm i velocity).

Forunentangled tripletstates,�(0)= j""ih""j;j##ih##j,

we�nd f � 1=2 forallT1,T2,and ~P (Fig.2b).
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FIG .3: (a) Reduced currentcorrelator f versus�eld inho-

m ogeneity �h = h1 � h2 (in units of �h=t0g�B , t0= ballistic

transm ission tim e, g= g-factor, �B = Bohr m agneton) for an

injected singletstateand ~P = 1.Solid linesrepresentT1 � 1

and T2 = 1;3;10;1 ,grey dashed linesT1 = 3 and T2 = 1;3.

Forinjected triplets,theplotisphase-shifted by �,providing

tight lower bounds at �h = �. Tight lower bounds for any

inputstatecan bedeterm ined by varying thedirection of�h.

(b)Plotoff fora therm ally m ixed initialstate versusT2 (in

unitsoft0)forT1 � tand ~P = 1. The variouscurvescorre-

spond to kB T=J = 0;0:25;0:33;0:5;1,where J and T denote

theexchangeenergy and tem peratureduring thepreparation

ofthe state. Inset: The m axim alf (at T1;T2 � t0) versus

kB T=J. There isno entanglem ent(f � 1,E = 0)above the

criticaltem perature T c = 0:91J=kB .

An inhom ogeneous�eld �h 6= 0 (or,equivalently,a lo-

calcontrollableRashba spin-orbitcoupling [28])hasthe

e�ect ofcontinuously rotating singlets into triplets and

vice versa (Fig.3). This a lower bound ofthe triplet

entanglem ent, �(0) = j	 + ih	 + j, which is as tight as

Eq.(10)forthe singlet,

E � m ax
�h

E (f(�h)=2); (18)

where f(�h) is the m easured noise power (or cross-

correlator),E (F )istheentanglem entoftheW ernerstate

�F (Fig.1). Ifa �eld inhom ogeneity �h can be created

pointing in arbitrary directionsin space,then the above

resultrepresentsa tightlowerbound forany injected en-

tangled state. In particular,each m axim ally entangled

statej	iwillbedetected in thisway,sincethereexistsa

u = exp(� i�h � �)2 SU (2)such thatuy 
 uj	i= j	 � i.

Thisrotation can also bedoneunilaterally,i.e.thereisa

v 2 SU (2)with v
 1j	i= j	 � i(see also [28]).

Finally,we study the case where the spin state ofthe

injected pairofcarriersEq.(11)is m ixed,because it is

prepared at a tem perature T com parable to the energy

splitting between spin states, typically (if the Zeem an

e�ectisnegligible)theexchangeenergyJ,i.e.thesinglet-

tripletsplitting. In thiscase,�(0)= �F with F = (1+

3e� J=kB T )� 1 wherekB isBoltzm ann’sconstant.W eonly

show the resulting f forT1 � there(the fullexpression

willbe reported elsewhere[29]),

f(t)=
1+ e� 2t=T2 + e� J=kB T

�
1� e� 2t=T2

�

1+ 3e� J=kB T
; (19)

which is the statisticalm ixture ofEq.(17) for the sin-

gletand tripletwith theappropriateBoltzm ann weights

(Fig.3b).Abovethecriticaltem peratureTc = 0:91J=kB
thereisno entanglem enteven forT1;T2 ! 1 .
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