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A bstract

A tunnelbarrier In a degenerate electron gas was recently discovered as a source ofentangled electron-—
hole pairs. H ere, we investigate the loss of entanglem ent by dephasing. W e calculate both the m axin al
violation En ax of the Bell inequality and the degree of entanglem ent (concurrence) C. If the initially
m axin ally entangled electron-holk pairisin a Be te, then the Bell inequality is violated for arbitrary
strong dephasing. The sam e relation Ep.x = 2 1+ C? then holds as in the absence of dephasing.
M ore generally, for a m axin ally entangled superposition of Bell states, the Bell inequality is satis ed
for a nite dephasing strength and the entanglem ent vanishes for som ew hat stronger (out still nite)
dephasing strength. T here is then no one-to-one relation between Ep 2x and C.

K ey W ords: Entanglem ent, Bell inequality, N onlocality, D ecoherence

1. Introduction

T he production and detection ofentangled particles is the essence of quantum inform ation processing [1].
In optics, this is wellestablished w ith polarization-entangled photon pairs, but In the solid state it rem ains
an experin ental challenge. There exist several theoretical proposals for the production and detection of
entangled electrons 2, 3]. T hese theoreticalw orks addressm ainly pure states. T he purpose of this article is
to investigate w hat happens ifthe state ism ixed. Som e aspects ofthis problem were also considered In Refs.
4,5, 6]. W e go a bi further by com paring violation of the Bell nequality to the degree of entanglem ent of
the m ixed state.

TheBellinequality is a test or the existence ofnonclassical correlations in a state shared by tw o spatially
separated observers [7]. It is called an entanglem ent \w imess", because violation of the inequality im plies
that the state is quantum m echanically entangled | but not the other way around [B]. M ore precisely,
while all entangled pure states violate the Bell nequality, there exist m ixed states which are entangld
and nevertheless satisfy the inequality [B]. A m ixed state can arise either because of the interaction w ith
an environm ent (oroper m ixture) or because the detector does not di erentiate am ong certain degrees of
freedom ofthe entangled pure state (In properm ixture). G enerically, the loss ofpurity ofa state is associated
w ith a decrease in the degree of entanglem ent (@lthough this is not necessarily so).

Applications of these general notions typically involve polarization-entangled photon pairs [10]. The
transition from pure to m ixed states, and the associated degradation of entanglem ent, can be avoided quite
e ectively in that context | even if the photons interact strongly with m atter degrees of freedom . For
a dram atic dem onstration, see a recent experin ent [11] and theory [12] on plasn on-assisted entanglem ent
transfer. In essence, this robustness of photon entanglem ent is a m anifestation ofthe fact that linear optics
is an excellent approxin ation even ifthem edium in which the photons propagate is strongly scattering and
absorbing.
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T he entanglem ent schem e that we w ill analyze here, proposed In Ref. [6], nvolves the Landau level index
of an electron and hole quasiparticle. The scheme di ers from earlier proposals in that the entanglem ent
is produced by a singleelectron H am ittonian, w thout requiring C oulom b interaction or the superconductor
pairing interaction. W e consider one speci c¢cm echanisn for the loss of purity, nam ely interaction w ith the
environm ent. W e m odel this interaction phenom enologically by introducing phase factors in the scattering
m atrix and subsequently averaging over these phases. A m orem icroscopic treatm ent (for exam ple along the
lines of a recent paper [L3]) is not attem pted here. The m ixed state created by this averaging is a proper
m ixture. An In proper m ixture would result from energy averaging. W e assum e that the applied voltage is
su ciently sn all that we can neglect energy averaging. Experin entally, both energy and phase averaging
may play a role [L4].

2. D escription of the edge state entangler

In Fig.1l we illustrate the m ethod to produce and detect entangled edge states in the quantum Halle ect
[6]. T he thick black lines indicate the boundaries of a tw o-din ensionalelectron gas. A strong perpendicular
magnetic eld B ensures that the transport near the Ferm i level Fr takes place In two edge channels,
extended along a pair of equipotentials (thin solid and dashed lines, wih arrow s that give the direction
of propagation). 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). If a volage
V is applied between the two halves, then there is a narrow energy range 0 < " < &V above Er In which
the edge channels are predom lnantly Iled in the left half (solid lines) and predom inantly em pty in the right
half (dashed lines).

Figure 1. Schem atic draw ing of the edge state entangler. Taken from Ref. [6].

Tunneling events introduce lled states in the right half pblack dots, creation operatorﬁ (")] and em pty
states in the keft half open circles, creation operatorcf (") 1. T hese are quasiparticle excitations ofthe vacuum
state Pin, corresponding to em pty states in the keft halfand lled states in the right half. To lading order
in the tunneling probability the wavefunction is given by
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and the re ection and transam ission m atrices r;t. (These are 2 2 subm atrices of S.) The state j i is
a superposiion of the vacuum state Pi and the entangled particle-hol state j i. Tem s contalning two
particles or two holes are ofhigher order in the tunneling probability and can be neglected. W e also assum e
that the applied voltage is su ciently am all that the energy dependence of the scattering m atrix need not
be taken into account.

D ephasing is introduced phenom enologically through random phase shifts ; ( ;) accum ulated in channel
iat the keft (rght) of the tunnelbarrier. The re ection and tranam ission m atrices transform as

etr 0 et 0
r! 0 ol 2 rg; t! 0 oz th: o)

By averaging over the phase shifts, wih distrdoution P ( 1; 2; 1; 2), the pure state (1) is converted into
a m ixed state. P ropcting out the vacuum contrbution (Which does not contribute to current uctuations),
we obtain for thism ixed state the 4 4 density m atrix

ikl = H, (6)
whereh i denotes the average over the phases. T he degree ofentanglem ent isquanti ed by the concurrence
C, given by [15] n p_ p_ p_ p_o

C=max 0; 1 2 3 4 ¢ @
The ;’sarethe eigenvaliesofthem atrix product ¢ ) ( y)y,intheorder ; 2 3 4-

T he concurrence ranges from 0 (o entanglem ent) to 1 m axin alentanglem ent).
T he entanglem ent ofthe particle-hole excitations is detected by the violation ofthe BelkCH SH (C lauser—
Home-Shin ony-H ol) inequality [16, 17]. T his requires two gate electrodes to locally m ix the edge channels
(scattering m atrices Uy, , Ug ) and two pairs of contacts 1;2 to separately m easure the current uctuations
L; and Ek; (G= 1;2) in each tranan itted and re ected edge channel. In the tunneling regin e the Bell
nequality can be form ulated In temm s of the low —frequency noise correlator [5]
Z
Ciy= at ;0 k;50): (8)
1

At low tem peratures kT eV ) the correlator has the general expression [18]

2

Ciy UL ;UR) = (éV=h) Ug, rtyUli’ oo )
ij

W e again Introduce the random phase shifts nto r and t and average the correlator. The Bell-CH SH
param eter is

E= §£ Up;Ur)+ E U ;Ur)+ E U;Ug) E U ;UNF 10)
where E (U;V) is related to the average correlatorsiC 5 U;V )i by

i1+ Ca2 Gz Cod

E = :
1’C11 + C22 + C12 + chi

The state is entanglked ifE > 2 frsome set of2 2 unitary matrices U, ;Uz ;U2;U0 . IfE = 2 2 the
entanglem ent ism axin al.

3. Calculation of the m ixed-state entanglem ent

W e sin plify the problem by assum ing that the two transm ission eigenvalies (eigenvalues of tf) are
dentical: T; = T, T . In the absence of dephasing the electron and hole then form a m axin ally entangled
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pair. The transm ission m atrix to = T2V and re ectionmatrix = (1 T )72V in this case are equalto
ascalartinesa unitary matrix V;V° Any 2 2 unitary matrix = can be param eterized by

;e 0 cos sin et 0
= & X : ; 12
€ 0 e* sin cos 0 et 42)
In tem s of Pur realparameters ; ; ; . Theanglke govemsthe extent to which  m ixes the degrees of
freedom (o m ixing for = 0; =2, compltem xing for = =4).
Ifwesst = yVO yVT we obtain for them atrix ofEq. (3) the param etrization
i J S cos sin SRR 0
- e 0
¢ Ta T 0 S sh  cos 0 etz ? a3
In the sam e param etrization, the m atrix rtf which appears in Eq. (9) takes the fom
oy P et 0 cos sin ettt 0
f=¢e * T(1 T) 0 ei o+ i sin cos 0 e i o,+i ; (14)

wji:hei0=DetVO.Wehaveusedt'hejdentjtyVOVY= Oetv?(,Vv?,VT) to relate the param etrization
of r¥ to that of . Note that

Tr Y=2T (@0 T)= Trrftr’; @5)
independent of the phase shifts ; and ;.
To average the phase factors we assum e that the phase shifts at the lkft and the right of the tunnel

barrier are Independent, so P ( 1; 25 15 2) = Pr (17 2)Pr ( 1; 2). The com plex dephasing param eters
1 and r arede ned by
Z Z Z Z

di daPp(1; 20 2 &

=
I

di1 d2Pr (15 2)e " 2 16)

T he density m atrix (6) of the m ixed particlke-hole state has, In the param etrization (13), the elem ents

0 1
cos? ® cos sh [~ cos Szlll’l 5 ~ COF
B ~ . . ~ . ~ . C
_ }% r S sin sif L, £ .stm ;oS s a7)
2 v, cos sin r~r sin sirt g cos sh A
~ ~ cOS v, cos s s cos s 08

Wehavede nedy = re? ,~ = el . The concurrence C, calculated from Eq. (7), has a com plicated
expression. For j j= jr J i simpli esto

1P
@ 2)+Z 16 2+ 21  2)2(1+ cosd ) : (18)

N -

=max O0;

NoticethatC= 2 or = 0.
For the Bell Inequality we rst note that the ratio of correlators (11) can be w ritten as

E ;Ug ) = ! hrru? LU, r2uf LU, Vi 19
UL ;Ur) = AT rU; .U r Ugtrii: 19)
W e param eterize
ULy zUL =Nr;x xt Nn;y y + Nz 2 1, ~ (20)
Ug zUR = Nr;x x T Or Wy + ngr iz z R ~y (21)

In term s of two unit vectors iy, ;g . Substituting the param etrization (14), Eq. (19) takes the form

1 n,; ~ cos sin ng; ~ cos sin
E Uy;Up)= -Tr iz L L iz R R

. . ; 22
~ L n ;. sin cos ~® R R ;2 s cos P @2
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where we have abbreviated 1, = Ny + Inp,y, r = Nrx + MRy -
Comparing Egs. (17) and (22), we see that

E UL;Up)=Tr @ ~) (@& ~): @3)

(T he transpose appears because of the transformm ation from electron to hole operators at the left of the
barrier.) This is an explicit dem onstration that the noise correlator (11) m easures the density m atrix (6) of
the pro cted electron-hole state | w ithout the vacuum contrdbution.

Them axim alvalue Ey 5y ofthe BellkCH SH param eter (10) for an arbi m ixed state was analyzed in
Refs. [19, 20]. For a pure state w ith concurrence C one has sin ply Ep ax = 2 1+ C? R1]. For am ixed state
there is no one-torone relation between E, o and C. D epending on the density m atrix, E, ;x can take on
valiesbetween 2C 2 and 2 1+ C2. The general om ula

E . -2 utu, 4)

for the dependence ofE, . on  involves the two largest elgenvaliesu; ju, ofthe realsymmetric3 3 m atrix
RTR constructed from Ry = Tr 1. For our density matrix (17) we nd from Eg. (24) a sinple
expression if 3 j= Jr J . It reads

p
Emnax= 2 @1+ 2)24+ (1  2)2cos4d : @5)

4., D iscussion

Theresult By ax = 21+ %)% which Pllows from Eq. 25) or = 0was und ;n 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-CH SH inequality Ej ax 2 is then violated for arbitrarily strong dephasing. This is not
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Figure 2. Relation between them axin alviolation Ep ox ofthe Bell:CH SH inequality and the concurrence C calculated
from Egs. (18) and (25) for m ixing param eters = 0 (triangles, no m ixing) and = 7 (squares, com plete m ixing) .
T he dephasing param eter decreases from 1 (upper right comer, no dephasing) to 0 (lower lft, com plete dephasing)
w ith steps of 0.05. The dotted line is the relation between Ej .x and C for a pure state, which is also the largest

possible valie of Ep ox for given C.
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true n them ore generalcase 6 0,when E, 5x dropsbelow 2 ata nite value of

InFig.2weocompare Eyax and C for = 0 o m ixing) and = ; (compltem ixing). For = 0 the
sam e relation By .x = 2 1+ C? between E, 1, and C holds as for pure states (dotted curve). V iolation ofthe
Bell inequality is then equivalent to entanglem ent. For $ 0 there exist entangled states (C > 0) w ithout
violation of the Bell nequality En ax 2). Violation of the Bell inequality is then a su clent but not a
necessary condition for entanglem ent. W e de ne two characteristic dephasing param eters g and ¢ by the
an allest values such that

Enax > 2 for > g; C>0 for > ¢ (26)

Thenumber g isthe dephasing param eterbelow which Bell's inequality cannot be violated; T he dephasing

param eter . gives the border between entanglem ent and no entanglm ent. From Egs. (18) and 25) we
obtain

s S — ° Po——or

B 5 cos4 22 3 oos4- 1+ cosd + 2 20034.

= = : 27
¢ 1 cos4 ! B 1+ cos4 €7

T he two dephasing param eters are plotted In Fig. 3. The nequality g ¢ re ectsthe fact that g, 5 is
an entanglem ent w iness.
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Figure 3. The BellCH SH inequality is violated for dephasing param eters > g, while entanglem ent is preserved
for > (. The shaded region indicates dephasing and m ixing param eters for which there is entanglem ent w ithout
violation ofthe Bell-CH SH inequality.

In conclusion, we have shown that the extent to which dephasing prevents the Bell nequality from
detecting entanglem ent depends on the m ixing of the degrees of freedom at the tunnel barrier. No m ixing
( = 0) means that the m axim ally entangled electron-holk pair produced by the tunnel barrier is in one of

the two Bell states 1

i i= 191—5 ("#i+ " #"i); J i= P (i e ) @8)
(In our case the Landau lkevel index i= 1;2 replaces the spin index ", #.) Then there is nite entanglem ent
and nite violation ofthe Bell nequality for arbitrarily strong dephasing [B], and m oreover there is the sam e
one-to-one relation between degree of entanglem ent and violation of the Bell nequality as for pure states.
A 1l this no Ionger holds for non—zero m ixing ( € 0), when the m axim ally entangled electron-hol pair is in
a superposition ofj iand j oi. Then the entanglem ent disappears fora nite dephasing strength and the
Bell nequality is no longer capable of unam biguously detecting entanglem ent.
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