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A bstract

A tunnelbarrierin adegenerateelectron gaswasrecently discovered asasourceofentangled electron-

hole pairs.Here,we investigate the lossofentanglem entby dephasing.W e calculate both the m axim al

violation Em ax ofthe Bellinequality and the degree ofentanglem ent (concurrence) C. Ifthe initially

m axim ally entangled electron-holepairisin a Bellstate,then theBellinequality isviolated forarbitrary

strong dephasing. The sam e relation Em ax = 2
p
1+ C2 then holds as in the absence of dephasing.

M ore generally,for a m axim ally entangled superposition ofBellstates,the Bellinequality is satis�ed

for a �nite dephasing strength and the entanglem ent vanishes for som ewhat stronger (but still�nite)

dephasing strength.There isthen no one-to-one relation between Em ax and C.

K ey W ords: Entanglem ent,Bellinequality,Nonlocality,D ecoherence

1. Introduction

Theproduction and detection ofentangled particlesistheessenceofquantum inform ation processing[1].
In optics,thisiswell-established with polarization-entangled photon pairs,butin the solid state itrem ains
an experim entalchallenge. There exist severaltheoreticalproposals for the production and detection of
entangled electrons[2,3].Thesetheoreticalworksaddressm ainly purestates.Thepurposeofthisarticleis
to investigatewhathappensifthestateism ixed.Som easpectsofthisproblem werealsoconsidered in Refs.
[4,5,6].W ego a bitfurtherby com paring violation ofthe Bellinequality to thedegreeofentanglem entof
the m ixed state.

TheBellinequality isatestfortheexistenceofnonclassicalcorrelationsin astateshared by twospatially
separated observers[7]. Itiscalled an entanglem ent\witness",because violation ofthe inequality im plies
that the state is quantum m echanically entangled | but not the other way around [8]. M ore precisely,
while allentangled pure states violate the Bellinequality,there exist m ixed states which are entangled
and nevertheless satisfy the inequality [9]. A m ixed state can arise either because ofthe interaction with
an environm ent (proper m ixture) or because the detector does not di� erentiate am ong certain degrees of
freedom oftheentangled purestate(im properm ixture).G enerically,thelossofpurity ofastateisassociated
with a decreasein the degreeofentanglem ent(although thisisnotnecessarily so).

Applications ofthese generalnotions typically involve polarization-entangled photon pairs [10]. The
transition from pureto m ixed states,and theassociated degradation ofentanglem ent,can beavoided quite
e� ectively in that context | even ifthe photons interact strongly with m atter degrees offreedom . For
a dram atic dem onstration,see a recentexperim ent[11]and theory [12]on plasm on-assisted entanglem ent
transfer.In essence,thisrobustnessofphoton entanglem entisa m anifestation ofthefactthatlinearoptics
isan excellentapproxim ation even ifthem edium in which thephotonspropagateisstrongly scattering and
absorbing.
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Theentanglem entschem ethatwewillanalyzehere,proposed in Ref.[6],involvestheLandau levelindex
ofan electron and hole quasiparticle. The schem e di� ers from earlier proposalsin that the entanglem ent
isproduced by a single-electron Ham iltonian,withoutrequiring Coulom b interaction orthesuperconductor
pairing interaction.W e considerone speci� c m echanism forthe lossofpurity,nam ely interaction with the
environm ent.W e m odelthisinteraction phenom enologically by introducing phase factorsin the scattering
m atrix and subsequently averagingoverthesephases.A m orem icroscopictreatm ent(forexam plealong the
linesofa recentpaper[13])isnotattem pted here. The m ixed state created by this averaging isa proper
m ixture.An im properm ixture would resultfrom energy averaging.W e assum e thatthe applied voltageis
su� ciently sm allthatwe can neglectenergy averaging. Experim entally,both energy and phase averaging
m ay play a role[14].

2. D escription ofthe edge state entangler

In Fig.1 weillustratethem ethod to produceand detectentangled edgestatesin thequantum Halle� ect
[6].Thethick black linesindicatetheboundariesofa two-dim ensionalelectron gas.A strong perpendicular
m agnetic � eld B ensures that the transport near the Ferm ilevelEF takes place in two edge channels,
extended along a pair ofequipotentials (thin solid and dashed lines,with arrows that give the direction
ofpropagation). A split gate electrode (shaded rectangles at the center) divides the conductor into two
halves,coupled by tunneling through a narrow opening (dashed arrow,scattering m atrix S). Ifa voltage
V isapplied between the two halves,then there isa narrow energy range 0 < " < eV above E F in which
theedgechannelsarepredom inantly � lled in thelefthalf(solid lines)and predom inantly em pty in theright
half(dashed lines).
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2

1

2V

B

S

Figure 1.Schem atic drawing ofthe edge state entangler.Taken from Ref.[6].

Tunneling eventsintroduce � lled statesin the righthalf[black dots,creation operatorbyi(")]and em pty
statesin thelefthalf[open circles,creation operatorcyi(")].Thesearequasiparticleexcitationsofthevacuum
statej0i",corresponding to em pty statesin the lefthalfand � lled statesin the righthalf.To leading order
in the tunneling probability the wavefunction isgiven by

j	 i=
Y

"

�p
wj� i" +

p
1� wj0i"

�
; (1)

j� i" = w
�1=2

X

i;j

c
y

i(")
ijb
y

j(")j0i"; (2)


 = �yr�yt
T
; w = Tr

y: (3)

The m atrix 
 isgiven in term sofa Paulim atrix,

�x =

�
0 1
1 0

�

� �1; �y =

�
0 � i

i 0

�

� �2; �z =

�
1 0
0 � 1

�

� �3; (4)
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and the re
 ection and transm ission m atrices r;t. (These are 2 � 2 subm atrices ofS.) The state j	 i is
a superposition ofthe vacuum state j0i and the entangled particle-hole state j� i. Term s containing two
particlesortwo holesareofhigherorderin thetunneling probability and can beneglected.W ealso assum e
thatthe applied voltage issu� ciently sm allthatthe energy dependence ofthe scattering m atrix need not
be taken into account.

Dephasingisintroduced phenom enologicallythrough random phaseshifts�i( i)accum ulated in channel
iatthe left(right)ofthe tunnelbarrier.The re
 ection and transm ission m atricestransform as

r!

�
ei�1 0
0 ei�2

�

r0; t!

�
ei 1 0
0 ei 2

�

t0: (5)

By averaging overthe phase shifts,with distribution P (�1;�2; 1; 2),the pure state (1)isconverted into
a m ixed state.Projecting outthevacuum contribution (which doesnotcontributeto current
 uctuations),
weobtain forthism ixed state the 4� 4 density m atrix

�ij;kl =
h
ij


�
kli

hTr

yi
; (6)

whereh� � � idenotestheaverageoverthephases.Thedegreeofentanglem entisquanti� ed by theconcurrence
C,given by [15]

C = m ax
n

0;
p
�1 �

p
�2 �

p
�3 �

p
�4

o

: (7)

The�i’saretheeigenvaluesofthem atrix product�� (�y
 �y)� ��� (�y
 �y),in theorder�1 � �2 � �3 � �4.
The concurrencerangesfrom 0 (no entanglem ent)to 1 (m axim alentanglem ent).

Theentanglem entoftheparticle-holeexcitationsisdetected by theviolation oftheBell-CHSH (Clauser-
Horne-Shim ony-Holt)inequality [16,17].Thisrequirestwo gateelectrodesto locally m ix theedgechannels
(scattering m atricesUL ,UR )and two pairsofcontacts1;2 to separately m easure the current
 uctuations
�IL ;i and �IR ;i (i= 1;2)in each transm itted and re
 ected edge channel. In the tunneling regim e the Bell
inequality can be form ulated in term softhe low-frequency noisecorrelator[5]

Cij =

Z 1

�1

dt�IL ;i(t)�IR ;j(0): (8)

Atlow tem peratures(kT � eV )the correlatorhasthe generalexpression [18]

Cij(UL;UR )= � (e3V=h)

�
�
�
�

�

UL rt
y
U
y

R

�

ij

�
�
�
�

2

: (9)

W e again introduce the random phase shifts into r and t and average the correlator. The Bell-CHSH
param eteris

E = jE (UL ;UR )+ E (U 0
L ;UR )+ E (UL ;U

0
R )� E (U0L;U

0
R )j; (10)

whereE (U;V )isrelated to the averagecorrelatorshCij(U;V )iby

E =
hC11 + C22 � C12 � C21i

hC11 + C22 + C12 + C21i
: (11)

The state is entangled ifE > 2 for som e set of2 � 2 unitary m atrices UL;UR ;U
0
L;U

0
R . IfE = 2

p
2 the

entanglem entism axim al.

3. C alculation ofthe m ixed-state entanglem ent

W e sim plify the problem by assum ing that the two transm ission eigenvalues (eigenvalues oftty) are
identical:T1 = T2 � T.In theabsenceofdephasing theelectron and holethen form a m axim ally entangled
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pair.The transm ission m atrix t0 = T 1=2V and re
 ection m atrix r0 = (1� T)1=2V 0 in thiscaseareequalto
a scalartim esa unitary m atrix V;V 0.Any 2� 2 unitary m atrix 
 can be param eterized by


 = e
i�

�
ei� 0
0 e�i�

� �
cos� sin�
� sin� cos�

� �
ei� 0
0 e�i�

�

; (12)

in term soffourrealparam eters�;�;�;�. The angle � governsthe extentto which 
 m ixesthe degreesof
freedom (no m ixing for� = 0;�=2,com pletem ixing for� = �=4).

Ifweset
 = �yV
0�yV

T weobtain forthe m atrix 
 ofEq.(3)the param etrization


 = e
i�
p
T(1� T)

�
ei�2+ i� 0

0 ei�1�i�

�� cos� sin�
� sin� cos�

� �
ei 1+ i� 0

0 ei 2�i�

�

: (13)

In the sam eparam etrization,the m atrix rty which appearsin Eq.(9)takesthe form

rt
y = e

i�
0
�i�

p
T(1� T)

�
ei�1�i� 0

0 ei�2+ i�

� �
cos� sin�
� sin� cos�

� �
e�i 1�i� 0

0 e�i 2+ i�

�

; (14)

with ei�
0

= DetV 0.W e have used the identity V 0V y = (DetV 0)(�yV 0�yV
T )� to relate the param etrization

ofrty to thatof
.Note that
Tr

y = 2T(1� T)= Trrtytry; (15)

independentofthe phaseshifts�i and  i.
To average the phase factors we assum e that the phase shifts at the left and the right ofthe tunnel

barrierare independent,so P (�1;�2; 1; 2)= PL (�1;�2)PR ( 1; 2). The com plex dephasing param eters
�L and �R arede� ned by

�L =

Z

d�1

Z

d�2 PL (�1;�2)e
i�1�i� 2; �R =

Z

d 1

Z

d 2 PR ( 1; 2)e
i 1�i 2: (16)

Thedensity m atrix (6)ofthe m ixed particle-holestatehas,in the param etrization (13),the elem ents

� =
1

2

0

B
B
@

cos2 � ~�R cos� sin� � ~��L cos� sin� ~��L ~�R cos
2 �

~��R cos� sin� sin2 � � ~��L ~�
�
R sin

2
� ~��L cos� sin�

� ~�L cos� sin� � ~�L ~�R sin
2
� sin2 � � ~�R cos� sin�

~�L ~�
�
R cos

2 � ~�L cos� sin� � ~��R cos� sin� cos2 �

1

C
C
A : (17)

W ehavede� ned ~�L = �L e
�2i� ,~�R = �R e

2i�.TheconcurrenceC,calculated from Eq.(7),hasa com plicated
expression.Forj�L j= j�R j� � itsim pli� esto

C = m ax

�

0;�
1

2
(1� �

2)+
1

4

p
16�2 + 2(1� �2)2(1+ cos4�)

�

: (18)

Notice thatC = �2 for� = 0.
Forthe Bellinequality we� rstnotethatthe ratio ofcorrelators(11)can be written as

E (UL ;UR )=
1

2T(1� T)
hTrU y

L
�zUL

rt
y
U
y

R
�zUR

tr
yi: (19)

W e param eterize

U
y

L
�zUL

= nL ;x�x + nL ;y�y + nL ;z�z � n̂L � ~�; (20)

U
y

R
�zUR

= nR ;x�x + nR ;y�y + nR ;z�z � n̂R � ~�; (21)

in term softwo unitvectors n̂L ;̂nR .Substituting the param etrization (14),Eq.(19)takesthe form

E (UL ;UR )=
1

2
Tr

�
nL ;z ~��L �

�
L

~�L �L � nL ;z

� �
cos� sin�
� sin� cos�

� �
nR ;z ~��R �

�
R

~�R �R � nR ;z

� �
cos� � sin�
sin� cos�

�

; (22)
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wherewehaveabbreviated �L = nL ;x + inL ;y,�R = nR ;x + inR ;y.
Com paring Eqs.(17)and (22),weseethat

E (UL ;UR )= Tr� (̂nL � ~�)T 
 (̂nR � ~�): (23)

(The transpose appears because ofthe transform ation from electron to hole operators at the left ofthe
barrier.) Thisisan explicitdem onstration thatthenoisecorrelator(11)m easuresthedensity m atrix (6)of
the projected electron-holestate| withoutthe vacuum contribution.

Them axim alvalueEm ax ofthe Bell-CHSH param eter(10)foran arbitrary m ixed statewasanalyzed in
Refs.[19,20].Fora purestatewith concurrenceC onehassim ply Em ax = 2

p
1+ C2 [21].Fora m ixed state

there is no one-to-one relation between Em ax and C. Depending on the density m atrix,Em ax can take on
valuesbetween 2C

p
2 and 2

p
1+ C2.The generalform ula

Em ax = 2
p
u1 + u2 (24)

forthedependenceofEm ax on � involvesthetwolargesteigenvaluesu1;u2 oftherealsym m etric3� 3m atrix
R T R constructed from R kl = Tr��k 
 �l. For our density m atrix (17) we � nd from Eq.(24) a sim ple
expression ifj�L j= j�R j� �.Itreads

Em ax =
p
2
p
(1+ �2)2 + (1� �2)2 cos4�: (25)

4. D iscussion

TheresultEm ax = 2(1+ �4)1=2 which followsfrom Eq.(25)for� = 0 wasfound in Ref.[5]in a som ewhat
di� erent context. This corresponds to the case that the two edge channels are not m ixed at the tunnel
barrier. The Bell-CHSH inequality Em ax � 2 isthen violated forarbitrarily strong dephasing. Thisisnot

Figure 2.Relation between them axim alviolation Em ax oftheBell-CHSH inequalityand theconcurrenceC calculated

from Eqs.(18)and (25)for m ixing param eters� = 0 (triangles,no m ixing)and � = �
4
(squares,com plete m ixing).

Thedephasing param eter� decreasesfrom 1 (upperrightcorner,no dephasing)to 0 (lowerleft,com pletedephasing)

with steps of0.05. The dotted line is the relation between Em ax and C for a pure state,which is also the largest

possible value ofEm ax forgiven C.
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truein the m oregeneralcase� 6= 0,when Em ax dropsbelow 2 ata � nite valueof�.
In Fig.2 we com pare Em ax and C for � = 0 (no m ixing)and � = �

4
(com plete m ixing). For� = 0 the

sam erelation Em ax = 2
p
1+ C2 between Em ax and C holdsasforpurestates(dotted curve).Violation ofthe

Bellinequality isthen equivalentto entanglem ent. For� 6= 0 there existentangled states(C > 0)without
violation ofthe Bellinequality (Em ax � 2). Violation ofthe Bellinequality is then a su� cient but not a
necessary condition forentanglem ent.W e de� ne two characteristicdephasing param eters�E and �C by the
sm allestvaluessuch that

Em ax > 2 for � > �E; C > 0 for � > �C: (26)

Thenum ber�E isthedephasing param eterbelow which Bell’sinequality cannotbeviolated;Thedephasing
param eter �C gives the border between entanglem ent and no entanglem ent. From Eqs.(18) and (25) we
obtain

�C =

s

5� cos4� � 2
p
2
p
3� cos4�

1� cos4�
; �E =

s

� 1+ cos4� +
p
2� 2cos4�

1+ cos4�
: (27)

The two dephasing param etersare plotted in Fig.3. The inequality �E � �C re
 ectsthe factthatEm ax is
an entanglem entwitness.

Figure 3. The Bell-CHSH inequality isviolated fordephasing param eters� > �E,while entanglem entispreserved

for� > �C. The shaded region indicatesdephasing and m ixing param etersforwhich there isentanglem entwithout

violation ofthe Bell-CHSH inequality.

In conclusion,we have shown that the extent to which dephasing prevents the Bellinequality from
detecting entanglem entdependson the m ixing ofthe degreesoffreedom atthe tunnelbarrier. No m ixing
(� = 0)m eansthatthe m axim ally entangled electron-hole pairproduced by the tunnelbarrierisin one of
the two Bellstates

j �i=
1
p
2
(j"#i+ e

i�j#"i); j��i=
1
p
2
(j""i+ e

i�j##i): (28)

(In ourcasethe Landau levelindex i= 1;2 replacesthe spin index ",#.) Then thereis� nite entanglem ent
and � niteviolation oftheBellinequality forarbitrarily strong dephasing [5],and m oreoverthereisthesam e
one-to-one relation between degree ofentanglem entand violation ofthe Bellinequality asforpure states.
Allthisno longerholdsfornon-zero m ixing (� 6= 0),when the m axim ally entangled electron-holepairisin
a superposition ofj��iand j � 0i.Then theentanglem entdisappearsfora � nitedephasing strength and the
Bellinequality isno longercapableofunam biguously detecting entanglem ent.
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