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A bstract. A scattering approach to entanglem ent in m esoscopic conductors
w ith independent ferm ionic quasiparticles is discussed. W e focus on conductors
in the tunneling lim it, w here a rede nition ofthe quasiparticle vacuum transfom s
the wavefunction from a m anybody product state of noninteracting particles to a
state descrbing entangled two-particle excitations out of the new vacuum . The
approach is illustrated w ith two exam ples (i) a nom al-superconducting system ,
w here the transform ation is m ade between B ogoliubov-de G ennes quasiparticles
and C ooper pairs [, and (i) a nom al system , where the transform ation ism ade
between electron quasiparticles and electron-hole pairs [, [3l]. This is com pared
to a schem e where an e ective two-particle state is derived from the m anybody
scattering state by a reduced density m atrix approach.

PACS numbers: 03.67M n, 7323, 05404, 72.70 4+ m


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0503016v1

Q uasiparticke entanglm ent 2
1. Introduction.

O ver the last decade, entanglem ent has com e to be viewed as a possible resource for
various quantum inform ation and com putation purposes. T he prospect of scalability
and Integrability of solid state quantum circuits w ith conventional electronics has led
to great Interest in the Investigation of entanglem ent in solid state system s. A broad
soectrum of proposals for generation, m anjpulation and detection of entanglem ent in
solid state system s is given in this volum e. O fparticular interest is the entanglem ent
of ndividual quasiparticles in m esoscopic conductors. Phase coherence is preserved
on long tine scals and over long distances, allow ng for coherent m anipulation
and transportation of entangled quasiparticles. M oreover, individual quasiparticles
are the elem entary entanglble units in solid state conductors and nvestigation of
quasiparticle entanglem ent can provide in portant insight in fiindam ental quantum
m echanical properties of the particles and their interactions.

Recently, a number of proposals for creation of entanglem ent In m esoscopic
system s based on scattering of quasiparticles have been put forth [, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16,
1, 18,19, 10, 11, 12]. Our main Interest here is to discuss a central aspect of such
system s operating In the tunneling regin €, nam ely the rol of the rede nition of the
vacuum in creating an entangled two-particle state. To this ain we consider the
two origihal proposals, Refs. [ll] and 12, 13], were the ground state reform ulation was
discussed. T he em phasis in these works was on entanglem ent of the orbital degrees of
freedom [ll], the discussion however applies equally well to soin entanglem ent. In
the rst proposal [Il], we investigated a nom al m esosocopic conductor contacted
to a superconductor. The superconductor was treated In the standard m ean- eld
description, giving rise to a B ogoliibov-de G ennes scattering picture w ith independent
electron and hole quasiparticles. Tt was shown that Andreev re ection at the nom al-
superconducting Interface together w ith the rede nition of the vacuum can gives rise
to an entangled two-electron state em itted from the superconductor into the nomm al
conductor. Second, Beenakker et al [2] and later the authors [3] investigated a nom al
conductor In the quantum Hallregin e. It was shown that the scattering of individual
electron quasiparticles together w ith the rede nition of the vacuum can give rise to
em ission of entangled electron-hole pairs from the scattering region.

In the present paper, rst a general fram ew ork for entanglem ent of independent
ferm Jonic quasiparticles in m esoscopic conductors is presented. T he role of the system
geom etry and the accessible m easurem ents In dividing the conductor into subsystem s
as well as de ning the physically relevant entanglem ent is em phasized. W e then
consider a sinple, concrete exam ple with a multiterm inal beam solitter geom etry
and derive the em itted m anybody scattering state. Two di erent approaches to the
experin entally accessible two-particle entanglem ent are discussed. First, a general
schem e Porarbitrary scattering am plitudesbased on a reduced density m atrix approach
is outlined and then applied to the state em itted by the beam splitter geom etry. T he
orbialentanglem ent of the reduced state is discussed in som e 1im iting cases. Second,
for the system in the tunneling lin i, we show how an entangled two-particle state is
created by a rede nition of the vacuum . The rede nition leads to a transition from a
single-particle to a tw o-particle picture, w ith the w avefiinction being transform ed from
a m any-body state of independent quasiparticles to a state descrbing an entangled
tw o-particle state created out of the rede ned vacuum . Based on this discussion, a
detailed investigation of the entanglem ent in the systam s in Refs. [1,13] is presented.
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2. Entanglem ent in m esoscopic conductors.

T he conoept of entanglem ent appeared in physics in the m id nineteen thirties [L3] as
a curdous feature of quantum m echanics giving rise to strong non-local correlations
between spatially separated particles. The non-local properties of entanglem ent
contradicted a comm only held "local, realistic" view of nature and led E instein,
Podolsky and Rosen (EPR) to conclude, In their fam ous paper [14l], that quantum
m echanics was an nocom plete theory. W ith the inequalities of Bell [13], presented
three decades later, it becam e possble to experin entally test the predicted non-
local properties of entangled pairs of particles. Since then a large number of
experin ents have been carried out, predom nantly w ith pairs of entangled photons
16, 17, 18], where a clear violation of a Bell Tnequality has been dem onstrated,
providing convincing evidence against the local realistic view of nature. To date,
how ever, no violation of a Bell hequality w ith electrons hasbeen dem onstrated.
During the last decade, the m ain interest has tumed to entanglem ent in the
context ofquantum inform ation processing [L9]. thasbecom e clearthat entanglem ent
can be considered as a resource for various quantum inform ation tasks, such as
quantum cryptography [20], quantum teleportation 21l]] and quantum dense coding
22]. The notion of entanglem ent as a resource naturally led to the question of
how to quantify the entanglem ent of a quantum state. A oconsiderable number
of m easures of entanglem ent have been proposed to date 23, 24], ranging from
describing abstract m athem atical properties of the state to quantifying how usefil
the state is or a given quantum infom ation task. It is mainly the progpect of
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Figure 1. P icture oforbital (upper) and spin (low er)ﬂtanglan ent schem e. From

the source S, an orbitally enta%gged, eg. 7o i= 1= 2(jlip jlig + Rip Rig ), or

spin entangled, eg. 7gi= 1= 2(J"ip J#iz J#iy J"ip ) state is em itted, with

one particle propagating tow ards A and one towardsB . AtA and B, the particles

are m odulated, eg. via single qubit rotations param eterized by angles » and
5 . The particles are then detected in electronic reservoirs + and

quantum Inform ation processing in solid state conductors that has m otivated the
recent Interest In entanglem ent in m esoscopic conductors. In thiswork we do how ever
not try to answer the am bitious question what quantum nform ation tasks can be
perform ed In m esoscopic system s. W e do also not consider any particularm easure of
entanglem ent, instead we focus the discussion on the entangled quantum state. G iven
the state, the entanglem ent, quanti ed by ones m easure of 1king, can in principle
be calculated. Therefore we are Interested in the basic rst step In a quantum
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Inform ation processing schem e, nam ely the creation, m anipulation and detection of
quasiparticlke entanglem ent. A large num ber of in plem entations ofthis rst step have
been proposed, typically a certain m echanisn is suggested that lads to em ission
of entangled particles from a "source" S. The particles propagate out to spatially
separated regionsA and B, where they arem anjpulated and detected. T wo schem atics
of generic system s for orbitaland spin entanglem ent are shown in Fig.[l.

Very recently, in a num ber ofworks [1l,12,13,14,15,16,[4,18, 9,10, 11] entanglem ent
in systam s of quasiparticles has been investigated w ithin the fram ew ork of scattering
theory. T hese proposals are of particular interest because working w ith Independent
particles allow s for a com plete characterization of the em itted m any-body state for
arbitrary scattering am plitudes. M oreover, the notion of entanglem ent w ithout direct
Interaction betw een the quasiparticles, a known concept in the theory ofentanglem ent

23], has appeared puzzling to m em bers of the m esoscopic com m uniy. T he perception
in them esoscopic physics com m unity has started to change only w ith the apperance of
Ref. 2]. Thism akes it iIn portant to thoroughly analyze the origin ofthe entanglem ent.
Here we contrbute to such an analysis, focusing on the creation of entangled two—
particle states due to rede nition of the vacuum . For com parison, an approach
based on the reduced tw o-particle density m atrix is discussed as well. A though not
Investigated here, i is probable that the two types of states tum out to be ofdi erent
\useflilness" for quantum inform ation processing, m aking a detailed com parision of
Interest. W e start by stating som e In portant general properties of entanglem ent and
com m ent on their application to entanglem ent In m esoscopic conductors.

1) The entanglem ent of a state In a given system depends on how the system
is form ally parted in to subsystem s [2€]. If the system is considered as one entity,
ie. wih all quasiparticles living in the sam e H ibert space, one has to consider the
question of entanglem ent of indistinguishable particles 24, [28]. For a m esoscopic
system of ndependent ferm ionic quasiparticles, the ground state is given by a product
state In occupation number form alismn, ie. the wavefunction is a sihglke Slater
determ inant. A part from the correlationsdue to ferm ionic statistics the particles show
no correlations and the state is not entangled. H owever, if the system is considered
as consisting of several spatially separated subsystem s, one can pose questions about
the entanglem ent between spatially separated, distinguishable quasiparticles living in
the di erent subsystem s. The latter is typically the case in the proposed m esoscopic
system s (see Fig.[l), which are naturally parted into the source S and the two regions
A and B.The entanglem ent between tw o particles, one In A and one in B, is in m any
situations nonzero. Q uie generally, the physically relevant partitions into subsystem s
are de ned by the system geom etry and the possible m easurem ents one can perfom
on the system [29,130].

1) The entanglem ent that can be investigated and quanti ed is determm ned by
the possible m easurem ents one can perform on the system . A lthough a w ide variety
of m easurem ents In m esoscopic conductors in principle can be In agined, the m ost
com m only m easured quantities are currents and current correlators, ie. current noise
[31},132]. In particular, in several recent works it was proposed to detect entanglem ent
via m easurem ents of current correlators [, 12,13, 5,19, 2, 18,19, 10, 11}, 112, [33,134]. This
leads us to focus the discussion on entanglem ent detectable w ith current correlation
m easurem ents. A 1l current cross correlation m easurem ents, needed to investigate
spatially separated particles, are to date m easurem ents of second order correlators.
Im portantly, the second order current correlators are tw o-particle cbservables and can
thus only provide direct Inform ation about tw o-particle entanglem ent. W e thus lim it
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our investigations here to the tw o-particle properties of the state [33].

C onsidering the typicalm esoscopic entanglem ent setup in F ig. [, the points i) and
1) lead usto discuss the entanglem ent betw een tw o spatially separated particles, one in
A and one in B, detectable via correlations of currents ow ing out into the reservoirs.
Such a bipartite system is also the m ost comm only considered one in Investigations
of entanglem ent. In portantly, the entanglem ent can be both in the orbial [ll]aswell
as in the spin degrees of freedom , the relevant entanglem ent depends on the proposed
system geom etry which can be designed to investigate orbital [1, 12, 13, [4] or spin
4,15,16, 10,11, 12, 133, 47] entanglem ent. W e also note that our m easurem ent based
schem e excludes all types of occupation num ber or Fock-space entanglem ent, eg. the
linear superposition oftwo particlkesat A andtwoatB [which in an occupation num ber
notation can be w ritten as the Fock-space entangled state Pix Riz + Rix Pia 1. There
is thus no need to enforce additional constraints 36, 137] on the state to exclude the
physically irrelevant Fock-space entanglem ent.

3. System and scattering state.

To clearly illustrate the basic principles, we present here the form alisn for independent
quasiparticles In the m ost elem entary m esoscopic system possble. W e focus the
discussion on the orbital entanglem ent which has the advantage that it can be
m anjpulated and detected [, 3] with existing experin ental techniques. However,
for com pleteness, spin Inform ation is retained throughout the discussion.

Figure 2. Schem atic of the entanglem ent setup. The source region S (dashed
red box) consists of two beam splitters connected to four reservoirs 1;2;3 and
4. The regions A and B (dashed blue boxes) consist of one beam splitter and
two reservoirs each. The orbitalm odes jli and Ri out of the source region are
displayed. Reservoirs 1 and 2 are kept at a potentialV , the rem aining reservoirs
are grounded.

The system isshown in Fig.[d. In the source region, two singlem ode re ectionless
beam splitters are connected to four electronic reservoirs 1;2;3 and 4. A volage
bias V is applied to reservoirs 1 and 2, while reservoirs 3 and 4 are kept at zero
bias. Q uasiparticles In pcted from reservoirs 1 and 2 scatter at the beam splitters and
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propagate out tow ards regionsA and B . In A and B, the quasiparticles are scattered

at another pair ofbeam splitters (ie. a local single qubit rotation) and then detected

In our reservoirsA+ ;A ;B+ and B , allkept at zero potential. W e em phasize that
all com ponents of this system can be realized in a conductor in the quantum Hall
regin e [3].

In this work we are interested in the entanglem ent of the state em erging from
the source region, before the quasiparticles reach the beam splitters in regions A and
B . The m anijpulation and detection processes taking place n A and B are thus not
Investigated. The two orbitalm odes jli and Ri, with labels 1 and 2 denoting from
w hich reservoirthe particles are em erging (see F ig.[), constitute the orbitaltw o-level,
orpseudo-spin, system . W orking w thin the quasiparticle scattering approach [32], we
introduce operatorsal () creating electron quasiparticles at energy E with spin
Incident from reservoirsm = 1;2;3 and 4. T he energy is counted from the Ferm i level
of the unbiased reservoirs. T he transport state of the system at zero tem perature is
given by

Y
ji= aj. €)aj, €)ay. B)ay, E)Pi @)
0<E < eV
where i is the quasiparticle vacuum , a lled Fem i sea at energles E < 0. This
describes lled, noiseless stream s of electrons em itted from reservoirs 1 and 2,
propagating towards the rst pair of beam splitters. To describe the state after
scattering at the beam splitters, we Introduce operatorsbypo o E ) and kg o o E ) for
particles originating from reservoir m °, propagating from the beam splitters tow ards
regions A and B respectively. The operatorshypo o € ) and bz 0 o E) are related to
an E) via the scattering m atrices of the beam splitters. For sin plicity we consider
dentical beam splitters, taken independent on E and , giving (suppressing spin and
energy index)
bA 1 r to ajg k}\ 2 r to as

- ; = 2
ka1 t r° as ks 2 t r° ay @

W e note that only static scatterers are considered here, the discussion could how ever
straightforw ardly be extended to tin e dependent scatterers, recently investigated in
the context of entanglem ent In Refs. [38,139].

To sin plify the notation, a collective quantum numbern = f1 ";1 #;2 ";2 #g
denoting both orbialm ode and spin is Introduced. The state describing particles

propagating out towardsA and B can then be w ritten
Y

h i
ji= oy, B)+ g, B) Pi €)
0<E<eV;n

Due to the scattering, the out ow Ing stream s are noisy and the properties of the
particles owIng towardsA and B can be investigated via noise m easurem ents. Here
we are interested in the entanglem ent betw een tw o particles In the out ow ing stream s,
one towards A and one towards B . Im portantly, the state jiin Eq. (@) isa many-
body state, it describes a linear superposition of di erent num ber of particles at A
and B , ranging from zero to in principle In nity. Since only tw o-particle entanglem ent
is considered, one thus needs to deduce the tw o-particle properties of the state j i.
Below we present two di erent approaches to do this, giving rise to two di erent
quantum statesw ith In generaldi erent entanglem ent.
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4. R educed two-particle density m atrix approach.

W e rst discuss a general approach, applicable for arbitrary scattering am plitudes.
Starting w ith the properties of the correlators of out ow Ing currents towards A and
B, we note that the cross correlators (in the m ost general situation) are determ ined
by averages of the type [32]

Y, E)oun EOH, BV 1@ D)1
=, B, EV1E P, €)1/ L GESETGED) @)
using in the second step the anticom m utation relations for femm ionic operators.
The tem o1 E;ESEDYE®) is by de nition an elment of the reduced two—

particle density m atrix (in the energy basis). T he current correlators are thus fully
characterized by the reduced tw o-particle densiy m atrix
Z

X
= dE dE %k Yo @ XL @ ;E %E PE D)
nm k1
K, E), €D 1€ Pon E: ®)

A ccordingly, the entanglem ent potentially detectable via noise m easurem ents is the
entanglem ent of the reduced tw o-particle density m atrix. C learly, this is the situation
for any tw o-particle observable. It should be em phasized that the tw oparticle density
m atrix physically describes the correlations of tw o particles out ofthe stream s ow ing
towardsA and B , leaving allother particles unobserved. T his is qualitatively di erent
from a proection ofa tw o-particle state out ofthe fillm any-body state, where only the
com ponents ofthe state containing exactly tw o particles are selected. It is show n below
that these two di erent ways of extracting a tw o-particle state out of a m any particle
state can give rise to di erent states, and consequently to di erent entanglem ent.

Even wih the obfct of Interest con ned to the reduced two-particle density
m atrix, a full characterization ofthe entanglem ent iscum bersom e since  isin generala
m ixed state and the tw o particles live In In nite dim ensionalH ibert spaces spanned by
fE ;ng. In som e sin ple situations (seeeg. below ), the density m atrix n Eq. [@) can be
w ritten as a direct product ofthe density m atrices for the di erent degrees of freedom ,
eg. = 5 s e » Where the subscripts O ;S and E denote orbial, soin and
energy regoectively. T his allow s one to independently characterize the entanglem ent
w ith respect to the di erent degrees of freedom . In particular, the orbital subspace In
Fig.d and ;n eg. Refs. [1,[2,[3] as well as generically the spin 1/2 space are tw o-level
system s or qubits, giving rise to a system of two coupled qubits, well studied in the
entanglem ent literature (see eg. Ref. [40])

However, In the general case, w ith arbitrary scattering am plitudes, the reduced
two-particle density matrix can not be writen as a direct product, ie. €

o s E - W hat can then be said about the entanglem ent? O fparticular interest
is the entanglem ent detectable via zero frequency current correlators, generally the
quantity investigated in experim ents. T he zero frequency lim it e ectively pro fctsthe
operators .n Eq. [@) to the sam e energy [32] . For scattering am plitudes independent
on energy on the scale of eV, the energy argument in Eq. [}) can be suppressed,
giving a reduced density m atrix
X

= ];]r;\bgnbgkj):'mj% am s ]ri]r;l / kk%nbé kha onp it ©)

nm ;k1
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Thedensity m atrix contains inform ation about the orbitaland soin partsofthe state
only. Interestingly, follow Ing the opposite approach and considering the quasiparticle
E > 0) correlator for coincident tin es, closely related to the electronic counterpart
[3] to the pint detection probability introduced by G lauber [41]] iIn quantum optics,
one nds the sam e reduced density m atrix as in the zero frequency lin . Sin ilar
resuls for short tin e current correlators have been obtained in Refs. 5,19,110, [111].

The reduced density m atrix  for the system under consideration (see Fig.[D) is
evaluated from Egs. [l), B) and @) to be

1
§ @

o O O+
O r OO
R O O O

O O O

expressed in the orbital basis £ilia jlip ; Jlia Rip ; Ria Jlis ; Ria Rip g and the spin
basis £"ia j"ig ;J"da JH#is ;I #ia J"is ;j#ia J#ie g. Here 1 isthe 4 4 unit m atrix.
N ote that since the particles in A and B are distinguishable there is no need for anti-
sym m etrization and we can use the notation eg. a ;vay ,, Pi= jlia Riz  J"& j#is .
Fom ally, the rst tetm in Eq. [d) resuls from the direct pairing of the operators in
the bracket in Eq. [@) and is given by the direct product of the single particle density
m atrices at A and B . The second term results from the exchange pairing. Since the
direct term by de nition does not describe any nonlocal correlations (it is a separable
statew ith respect to A and B ), it isthe exchange correlationsw hich are responsble for
the entanglem ent. For the current correlators, it should be noted that the rst tem
determ ines the product of the averaged currents, while the second temm detem ines
the irreducible current correlators, ie. the correlators of the current uctuations, the
noise. W e also note that is independent on scattering am plitudes, a consequence of
the assum ption of dentical, spin independent beam splitters.

A s is clear from Eq. [@), even though we consider a sim ple geom etry w ith spin—
Independent scattering, the reduced density m atrix  is not a direct product betw een
orbitaland spoin part, ie. € o s - M any observables are how ever not sensitive to
the spin degree of freedom , as is the case for cross correlators betw een total currents
I= In+ I4, typically the cross correlators investigated in m esoscopic conductors. T he
e ective orbital density m atrix accessble via current correlators is then obtained by
tracing over the soin degree of freedom , giving

1 1
o t@[]=€(21 F)=€(1+2joiho]) 8)

jo
wih j oi= 1= 2 [jlix Ris Pi Jlig . This state, an exam ple of a W emer state

[42], can via suiable local transform ations be w ritten on a separable form 43, 144]
w ith respect to A and B and is consequently not entangled. W e note that the sam e
holds for the reduced spin density m atrix s, obtained by tracing over orbial degrees
of freedom .

A di erent situation occurs if one considers a spin-polarized system , as was done
eg. in P,[3]. M this case the density m atrix is purely orbital, cbtained from Eq. [@)
by suppressing the spin notation. For the system in Fig.[d we cbtain

0o==-@0 F)=3Jjoih o3 9)

an orbital singlet, ie. a m axin ally entangled state, again independent on scattering
am plitudes. This result can be understood by considering the energy and spin
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independent incom ing two-particke state ji = a¥a)Pi, the version of the state in
Eq. [) appropriate under the stated assum ptions. T he corresponding outgoing state
is

h i
ji= rzkilb;'\2+t2k%lby82+rtbglbéz lizbél Pi 10

The rst two tem s describe two particles at A or two at B, whilk the last tem

describes one particlesat A and one at B .A s is clear from Eq. [@), only the last tem,
which is jast j o i, contrdbutes to o . Im portantly, for the two-particlke state n Eq.
[[0), the reduced density m atrix approach gives the sam e resul as pro fcting out the
part of the state which contains one particle at A and one at B . Both procedures are
thus equivalent to a post-selection ofentanglem ent, as originally discussed in quantum

optics [43] (seeeg. Ref. [44d] fora discussion for ferm ions) . Various issues ofpro fction
and post—selection were recently discussed in a num ber of works on entanglem ent in
m esoscopic conductorsw ith arbitrary scattering am plitudes [3,14,10,011] (fora related
discussion, see also [d]).

Tt is interesting to note the clear di erence between an orbial state obtained by
tracing over the soin degrees of freedom and the orbital state In a spin polarized
system . The di erence can be attributed to the fact that only spins ofthe sam e spieces
are nonlcally correlated, ie. contribute to the entanglem ent of the state. D etecting
(w ithout spin resolution) two particks, one at A and one at B, the probability of
obtaining two identical spins is only one half, reducing the entanglem ent of the state
to zero.

5. Tunneling lim it, vacuum rede nition.

A qualitatively di erent approach to the characterization of the em itted state can be
taken In the lim iting case ofa tunneling system , aswasdone In Refs. [1,12,13]. C onsider
the state n Eq. [@). In the tunneling lim i, t 1, we can expand the product to st
order in t as

Y h i
oy E)+ o, E)
ih i

ol B)+ g @) o L E)+t E)
h i h i
o EV+E EY) iy €D+ €D

Y 2w x

b E)+t LB L EY:H, €D A1)

0<E<eV;n 0 n

0<E<eV;n
h

where the last term contains b, operators at all energies and n’s except fE %n’%,
In the same order as in the line above We oconsider a continuous spectrum ).
U sing the property that by,o € )bl o € 9)Pi = Pi and that the operator products
o €91 o €% and by no € %)Yy no € °) commutes w ith all b-operators at di erent
energiesE 6 Eorn 6 n’% we can write the state n Eq. [@) in a suggestive way by
inserting by no € 91 o € % in front of Pi and reordering the operators, giving

Y

ji= K, E)Pi

0<E<eV;n
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Figure 3. Pictures for particles ow ing out from a beam splitter in the source
region. a) Single particle scattering picture. A transm ission of a particle in the

lled stream incident on the beam splitter leads to creation of an electron ow ing
out towards B and a m issing electron, ie. a hole, in the stream s ow ing out
towards A . b) E lectron-hole pair creation picture, the single particle scattering
event creates an electron-hole pair on top of the rede ned vacuum , with the
electron m oving out towards B and the hole towards A .

Z ev X Y
+ ot E? B €Y EO b E)Pi
" 0 no O<E<%V
Z ev X Y
= 1+t E’ B oEMunE?) b, &)Pi (12)
0 no 0<E<eV;n

The rsttem describes lled stream s of quasiparticles ow ing out towards A . The
second tem , wih a anall am plitude t 1, describes the same lled stream s w ith
one electron m issing and in addition a second electron propagating out towards B
(n mode 1 or 2). It is thus very natural to incorporate the lled, noiseless stream
of quasiparticles ow ing out towards A into a new vacuum i, the second term then
descrbes an electron-hole excitation out of the rede ned vacuum . Fom ally, we can

w rite the new vacuum in tem s ofthe old vacuum i as
Y

Pi= b, E)Pi 13)
0<E<eV;n
Thenew ground state isthusa llkedFem isea atenergieskE < 0inB andatE < €V In
A . The ferm Jionic operators describing excitations out of the new vacuum are de ned
as

J. EY= h.E€); d,E)=Y_ &) (14)

where n denotes a spin opposite to n, + ( ) is or spin up down) in n and E° =
ev E . The transform ation in Eq. [[4) is thus equivalent to an inverse B ogoliubov
transfom ation. W e can then write the wavefinction n Eq. [@) as (reihtroducing
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soin and orbital notation)
ji= joi+ ji 15)
w ith
Z o X h i
ji=t  cE e EIGED)  Fu B EYD PLo6)
2

0 j=1;

The wavefunction j i describes a two-particle excitation, an electron-hol pair, out
of the rede ned vacuum 7i. The rede nition of the vacuum thus gives rise to a
transform ation from a picture with a m any-tody state of independent particks to a
picture with two-partick excitations out of a ground state.

T here are a num ber of in portant conclusions to be drawn from the result above,
and to be put In relation to the result for the reduced density m atrix approach:

(i) The state is wavepacket-lke, ie. i consists of a sum of electron-hol pairs
at di erent energies, a detailed characterization ofa sin ilar w avepacket state em itted
In a nom alsuperconductor system is given by us n Ref. [4]]. A s pointed out In
Ref. [ll], the average tin e between two subsequent w avepackets is m uch longer than
the \w idth" of each wavepacket, ie. subsequent entangled pairs are well separated
in tim e, In contrast to the reduced two-particle state in the large transparency lm it.
T his tem poral separation probably m akesthe entangled state created by a rede nition
ofthe vacuum m ore useful for quantum inform ation processing, due to the possibility
of addressing the individual entangled pairs. W e rem ark that the fom al procedure
used above to calculate the state n Eq. [[d) is essentially identical to the one for
calculating the wavefunction of the two-photon state em itted In a param etric down
conversion process in optics [43].

(i) In a st quantization notation, we can write the wavefunction of the
excitation

Z eV

ji=t dE [jlia jlis + Ria Rip ]
0

G#h 3" 3"hi#s]  EYa Fi 17)
This state is a direct product of the orbial, soin and energy parts of the state, in
contrast to the general situation for the reduced tw oparticle state. Both the orbial
and the spin state are m axin ally entangled Bell states. The soin state is a singlt
as one would expect of an excitation out of a spinless groundstate, created by spin—
Independent scattering.

(ii1) A s was em phasized in Ref. [2], the rede nition of the vacuum is possble
only In ferm ionic system s, ie. it relies on the existence ofa lled Fem isea such that
a rem oval of an electron below the Fem ienergy creates a hole quasiparticle. This
is further em phasized by the fact that the new groundstate, just as the initial one is
noiseless.

(i) T he correlatorsbetw een electron currentsare sin ply related to the correlators
between ekctron and hole currents as hI®@®) IP i = h 1) I°@pi.
Consequently, the electron-hole correlators are experin entally accessble and the
electron-hole entanglem ent is, In line w ith the discussion above, a physically relevant
ob Fct to study.

In portantly, the rede nition ofthe vacuum and the transform ation to an electron—
hole picture can be perform ed for an arbitrary tranam ission. H ow ever, in this case the
resuting state describes a superposition ofdi erent num bers ofelectron-hole pairs. To
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obtain a two-particle state, one hasto calculate a reduced electron-hole density m atrix
along the sam e line as in Eq. [[), ie. replacing the electron operator aZn w ith the
quasiparticle operatorc%n etc. Perform ing such a calculation in the low transparency
lin it, one obtains as expected j ih j wih j igiven by Eq. (). It is however not
possbl from the reduced density m atrix approach to conclide whether the em ited
state is a true tw o-particle state or a reduced tw o-partick state.

For arbirary scattering am plitudes, to quantitatively com pare the reduced
density m atrix approach for electrons and holes to the resuls for electrons discussed
above, we consider the sim plest situation with low frequency correlators, ie. all ¢
operators at equalenergy, and a spin polarized conductor. T he reduced orbitaldensity
m atrix forthe system in Fig.[ is then gven by

& = = hT1+2R'~ ih~ y 18

° T Za+T) Jo ol 18)
wih 7o i= 1=p§ [lia jlis + Rix Rig 1 and the scattering probabiltiessR = 1 T =
¥7 . Interestingly, in contrast to the density m atrix in Eq. [1), the density m atrix &
depends on the scattering probabilities. T he state gh isa W emer state, entangled for
R>T.Inthelmix T 1, one has gh = J70 ih7o j an orbitalBell state, m axim ally
entangled. M oreover, away from the tunneling lim it, the tw o-particlke entanglem ent in
the electron-holk picture is an aller than the entanglem ent in the electron picture the
state in Eq. [@) is m axin ally entangled]. This is in agreem ent w ith the ndings of
Lebedev et al [1L0], who Investigated the conditions for a violation of a B ell Tnequality
for a scatterer w ith arbirary transparency, com paring the electron and the electron—
hole approaches.

The state " can be understood by considering the state in Eq. [[0) after
rede ning the vacuum and transform ing to an electron-holk picture, quJng

ji= r2+t2(%(%c%clyu+rtg{(%1 GoG, Pi 19

The last tem is jast §7¢ 1 while the second tem , descrbing four particlks, ie. two
electron-hole pairs, also contributes to the reduced density m atrix in Eq. [8), it gives
riseto thetem T 1. Interestingly, perform ing a pro ction of j i onto a statew ith only
tw o particles, one in A and one in B , one obtains the m axin ally entangled state 7o i,
since the term s w ith two electron-hole pairs are discarded. T he profction approach
thus, n the large transparency lim i, overestin ates the entanglem ent detectable via
current correlations.

T o illustrate the relevance ofthe vacuum rede nition, wenow discusstwo di erent
system s where this was investigated.

6. N om al-Superconducting entangler.

W e rst consider the case of a nom alsuperconducting system, to large extent
ollow ingRef. [lI]. A sh allexisting workson entanglem ent in nom alsuperconducting
system s [, 15, 147, 49, [51l, 52, 53, [54, [55], we consider the superconductor in
the mean— eld description. The mean eld Ham iltonian is bilinear in ferm ionic
operators and is diagonalized by a Bogoluibov transform ation, giving rise to a new
set of independent electron and hole lke quasiparticles. Im portantly, alhough
the m icroscopic m echanism for superconductivity is interaction between electron
quasiparticles, in the mean eld description it is again possbl to nd a picture
w ith noninteracting quasiparticls. For a noninteracting nom al conductor connected
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to a superconductor, the whole system can thus be treated w ithin a sihgl particlke
scattering approach to the Bogoliibov-de G ennes equation [©6]. Consequently, the
approach above to the entanglem ent for system s of Independent quasiparticles can be
applied.

Figure 4. Schem atic of the conductor. Left: M esoscopic conductor contacted to
a nom al reservoir (plue shaded) and a superconducting reservoir (red shaded).
R ight: P aths of scattering particles at energies well below the superconducting
gap. An ncom ing electron from the nom al reservoir has the am plitude r®¢ to be
re ected as an electron and r¢ to be re ected as a hole. For incom ing holes, the
corresponding am plitudes are r®® and P .

T o illustrate the basic principle of tw oparticle em ission, we rst considerthe case
of a twom ode (to connect to the orbital discussion above) nom alsuperconductor
system shown in Fig. [. At the nom alsuperconductor interface, for energies well
below the superconducting gap, scattering occurs either as Andreev re ection or
as nom al re ection. Consider the situation wih a negative bias €&V applied at
the nom al reservoir whilke the superconducting reservoir is kept at zero potential.
Counting the energy from the superconducting chem ical potential 5, we consider
operators af, E) and aﬁn E ), creating electron and hole quasiparticle excitations
respectively at energy E incident from the nom al reservoir. T he collective quantum
num ber n denotes as above orbialm ode and spin. The state of the system at zero

tem perature is given by v

Jins = aﬁn E)DPi (20)
0<E<eV;n
descrbbing a lled stream of holes infcted from the nom al reservoir, where Pi
is the quasiparticle vacuum . The operators as, E) and an, E) are related to
operators by, E ) and by, E ) Pr quasiparticles propagating back from the nom al-
superconducting interface towards the nom al reservoir via the scattering m atrix
(@gain taken independent on E and n) as

h r®® ae
S S S S e
The state j iy s can then be wr:ii:telll'l In temm s of the b-operators
Y i
Jins = 'Y, @)+ Y ) Di (22)

O<E<eV;n

C onsidering the tunneling lin i, the A ndreev re ection am plitude r*? 1 and one can
proceed in exactly the sam eway as in Egs. [[l) and [[) to arrive at the w avefiinction
to leading order in r*" as
Zeov % L
Jins = 1+ dE°’ B0 E e @9 K, €)Pi

n 0O<E<eVn
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@3)

The rsttem describbesa lled stream ofhole quasiparticles ow ing back towardsthe
nom al reservoir. The second tem , with a sn all am plitude reh 1, describbes the
sam e lled stream w ith one holem issing and in addition a second electron propagating
back. W e can thus proceed as above and incorporate the lled, noiseless stream of
hole quasiparticles ow ing out towards the nom al conductor into a new, rede ned
vacuum i, given by

Y
Pi= b, €)Pi 4)
0<E<eV;n

T he fermm Jonic operators describing excitations of the new ground state are given by
the Bogolibow transform ation

GE)=D,E) a( E)= mE) (25)
where n denotes the soin— ip In the electron-hol transform ation wih + ( ) for spin
up (down) In n. Note that the coperators are jist standard electron operators. A
m issing hole In the Illked hole stream is thus just an electron w ith opposite spin and
energy com pared to the superconducting chem icalpotential 5. W e can then write

lev

Figure 5. Schem atic of a nom al-superconducting interface. a) B ogoliubov-de
G ennes picture, a lled stream of holes are incident on S from N .An A ndreev
re ection leads to creation of an electron above the superconducting chem ical
potential g and a m issing hole in the back- ow ing hole stream . b) C ooper pair
tunneling picture, a C ooper pair tunnels from S to N, leading to a pair of electrons
in N, on top of the ground state.

the wavefiinction in Eq. [[J) as, reintroducing spin and orbital notation
Jins = Piys+ Ji (26)
w ith
ev X h i
ji= e dE ChE)c,( E) HE)(E)PL @)
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The wavefunction j i thus descrbes a two-particle exciation, an elctron pair or
C ooper pair, out of the rede ned vacuum FPi. The rede nition of the vacuum thus
gives rise to a transfom ation from a picture with a m any-body state of independent
particles to a picture w ith tw o—electron excitations out of a ground state. W e point
out that this approach, shown schem atically in Fig. [§, provides a form al connection
betw een the scattering and the tunnel H am ittonian approach (see eg. Refs. [47,149]).

To connect this two-particle em ission to orbital entanglem ent, we consider as
a concrete exam pl our proposal in Ref. [l]. The system geometry is shown in
Fig. [@, a muliterm inal nom al conductor connected via tunnel barriers to a sihgle
superconductor and further to four nom al reservoirs. The two regions at A and B,
wih an electronic beam splitter and two reservoirs respectively, constitute the two
subsystem s. For details of the proposals we refer the reader to Ref. [ll] and Ref.
B7]. To 1rst order In tunnel barrier transparency a pair of electrons is em ited on
top of the new ground state, at interface 1 or 2. This leads to a state descrbing a

U

AN

Figure 6. O rbital nom alsuperconductor entangler: A single superconductor
(S) is connected to four nom alam s via two tunnelbarriers 1 and 2 (thick black
lines). The am s are pined pairw ise in beam splittersA and B and end in nom al
reservoirs labeled + and . A fterRef. [1l].

linear superposition of pairs at 1 and at 2. Taking into account that the electrons
can be em ited either towards A or towards B, we have the em itted state given by
Jins = J 1ins + J 2ivs,where
Z o X X h
P iigs = dE B, ( E)

j=1;2 =AB ,
1

¢y @) ( BE) DL
ZeV

h
Fodys = £ dE <€), E) £,E)..(E)
Vv .
1

+ G, E)G,( E) By E)g,.( E) DL @8)

The state 7711y s descrbbes a superposition of two particlesat A and two at B . This
state does how ever not contribute to the noise correlators or, as is clearly the case, to
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the tw o-particle density m atrix describing one particle at A and one at B . T he state
7 2iy s however describbes orbitally (aswellas spin-entangled) electron \w ave packet"
pairs, w ith one particle at A and one at B . T his is the entangled state detected by the
noise.

7. N orm al state entangler.

W e then tum to a nom alstate entangler working in the Q uantum Hall regin e. Such
a system was introduced by Beenakkeret alin Ref. [2] and then later considered in [/].
In both Refs. 2] and [/], two parallel edgestates connected via a nonadiabatic, edge
channelm ixing scattering region was considered. In Ref. [3] we instead considered a
topologically di erent Q uantum Hall system , a Hanbury Brown T w iss geom etry (or
Corbino geom etry) w ith only single edge-states and quantum point contacts. This
highly sinpli es the experim ental realization of the proposal. The system is just a
proposal for a physical realization of the system shown in Fig. [, discussed i detail
above, and we therefore keep the discussion short.

The system is shown in Fig. [, for details we refer the reader to Ref. [3].
A spin-polarized edge state is considered. W e take the transam ission and re ection
probabilities at the point contact C to be Tc = 1 Re = T and at D to be
T, =1 Rp = R. After scattering at C and D , the state j i consists of two
contrbutions in which the two particles y o one to A and one to B, and of two
contrbutions in which the two particles y both o towardsthe sam e detectorQPC.
Consider now the case of strong asymm etry R 1, where aln ost no electrons are
passing through the source QPC's towards B . Perform ing the reform ulation of the
ground state and the transform ation Ba_an electron-hole gjgture, we can directly w rite
the full state jito kadingorderin R asji= j0i+ RJ4, wih

Zev h i
Ji= dE cy B), B) &y E)o, €) Pi @9)
0

D ue to the rede nition of the vacuum , we can interpret the resulting state i as

descrbing a superposition of "wavepacket"-lke electron-hole pair excitations out of
the new vacuum , ie. an orbitally entangled pair of electron-hol excitations. This is
jist equivalent to the resul n Eq. ).

8. Conclusions

W e have presented a scattering approach to entanglem ent in m esoscopic conductors
w ith independent ferm ionic quasiparticles. The role of the system geom etry and
accessible m easuram ents In de ning the relevant entanglem ent was discussed. As
a sinple example, a multiterm nal m esoscopic conductor with spin-independent
scattering was investigated in detail, deriving an expression for the m anybody
scattering state em itted by the conductor. The focus was on orbital entanglem ent,
accessible w ith present day experin ental technics.

Two di erent approaches to a tw o-particlk state were considered. Them ain focus
was on conductors in the tunneling lm i, where entangled two-particle states arise
from a rede nition ofthe quasiparticle vacuum . T he rede nition of the vacuum leads
to a transition from a picture with a m any-body state of independent particles to a
picture with twoparticle excitations out of a new ground state. T his was com pared
to the entanglem ent of an e ective two-particle state, obtained by a reduced density
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Figure 7. Nom alstate orbital entangler: a rectangular H allbar w ith inner and
outer edges (thin dashed lines) and four quantum point contacts (grey shaded)
w ith transparencies Tp ;Tg ;Tc and Tp . Contacts 2 and 3 are sources of electrons
(@ voltage €V is applied against allother contacts w hich are at ground) . E lectrons
follow edge states (thick black lines) in the direction indicated by the arrows. An

Aharanov-Bohm ux penetrates the center of the sam ple (shaded). A fter Ref.
Bl.

m atrix approach, applicable for conductors wih aritrary scattering am plitudes.
M oreover, the qualitative di erence between the reduced tw o-particle densiy m atrix
approach and a pro gction schem e was discussed.

W e showed that the two di erent approaches, rede nition ofthe vacuum state and
tw oparticle state reduction, In general give rise to di erent two-particle states and
consequently to di erent entanglem ent. T his was illistrated by investigating in detail
the orbial entanglem ent for the sin ple m esoscopic conductor, focusing on the soin—
polarized regin e. In the tunneling lim i, we applied our approach w ith the rede nition
of the vacuum state to the system s proposed in Refs. [ll], a nom alsuperconducting
heterostructure, and in [3], a conductor in the Q uantum Hallregin e. T his showed the
qualitative as well as quantitative sin ilarities between the entangled states em itted in
the two system s.
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