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A bstract. A scattering approach to entanglem ent in m esoscopic conductors

with independent ferm ionic quasiparticles is discussed. W e focus on conductors

in thetunneling lim it,wherea rede�nition ofthequasiparticlevacuum transform s

the wavefunction from a m anybody productstate ofnoninteracting particlesto a

state describing entangled two-particle excitations out ofthe new vacuum . The

approach is illustrated with two exam ples (i) a norm al-superconducting system ,

where the transform ation is m ade between Bogoliubov-de G ennes quasiparticles

and Cooperpairs[1],and (ii)a norm alsystem ,where the transform ation ism ade

between electron quasiparticles and electron-hole pairs [2,3]. 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.
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1. Introduction.

O verthe lastdecade,entanglem enthascom e to be viewed asa possible resourcefor

variousquantum inform ation and com putation purposes.The prospectofscalability

and integrability ofsolid statequantum circuitswith conventionalelectronicshasled

to greatinterestin the investigation ofentanglem entin solid state system s.A broad

spectrum ofproposalsforgeneration,m anipulation and detection ofentanglem entin

solid statesystem sisgiven in thisvolum e.O fparticularinterestistheentanglem ent

ofindividualquasiparticles in m esoscopic conductors. Phase coherence is preserved

on long tim e scales and over long distances, allowing for coherent m anipulation

and transportation ofentangled quasiparticles. M oreover,individualquasiparticles

are the elem entary entanglable units in solid state conductors and investigation of

quasiparticle entanglem ent can provide im portant insight in fundam entalquantum

m echanicalpropertiesofthe particlesand theirinteractions.

Recently, a num ber of proposals for creation of entanglem ent in m esoscopic

system s based on scattering ofquasiparticles have been put forth [1,2,3,4,5,6,

7,8,9,10,11,12]. O ur m ain interest here is to discuss a centralaspect ofsuch

system soperating in the tunneling regim e,nam ely the role ofthe rede�nition ofthe

vacuum in creating an entangled two-particle state. To this aim we consider the

two originalproposals,Refs. [1]and [2,3],were the ground state reform ulation was

discussed.Theem phasisin theseworkswason entanglem entoftheorbitaldegreesof

freedom [1], the discussion however applies equally wellto spin entanglem ent. In

the �rst proposal [1], we investigated a norm al m esosocopic conductor contacted

to a superconductor. The superconductor was treated in the standard m ean-�eld

description,givingrisetoaBogoliubov-deG ennesscatteringpicturewith independent

electron and holequasiparticles.Itwasshown thatAndreev re
ection atthenorm al-

superconducting interface togetherwith the rede�nition ofthe vacuum can givesrise

to an entangled two-electron state em itted from the superconductorinto the norm al

conductor.Second,Beenakkeretal[2]and latertheauthors[3]investigated a norm al

conductorin thequantum Hallregim e.Itwasshown thatthescattering ofindividual

electron quasiparticles togetherwith the rede�nition ofthe vacuum can give rise to

em ission ofentangled electron-holepairsfrom the scattering region.

In the presentpaper,�rsta generalfram ework forentanglem entofindependent

ferm ionicquasiparticlesin m esoscopicconductorsispresented.Theroleofthesystem

geom etry and theaccessiblem easurem entsin dividing theconductorinto subsystem s

as well as de�ning the physically relevant entanglem ent is em phasized. W e then

consider a sim ple, concrete exam ple with a m ultiterm inal beam splitter geom etry

and derive the em itted m anybody scattering state. Two di�erentapproachesto the

experim entally accessible two-particle entanglem ent are discussed. First,a general

schem eforarbitraryscatteringam plitudesbasedon areduced densitym atrixapproach

isoutlined and then applied to the state em itted by the beam splittergeom etry.The

orbitalentanglem entofthereduced stateisdiscussed in som elim iting cases.Second,

forthe system in the tunneling lim it,we show how an entangled two-particlestate is

created by a rede�nition ofthe vacuum .Therede�nition leadsto a transition from a

single-particletoatwo-particlepicture,with thewavefunction beingtransform ed from

a m any-body state ofindependent quasiparticles to a state describing an entangled

two-particle state created out ofthe rede�ned vacuum . Based on this discussion,a

detailed investigation oftheentanglem entin the system sin Refs.[1,3]ispresented.
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2. Entanglem ent in m esoscopic conductors.

The conceptofentanglem entappeared in physicsin the m id nineteen thirties[13]as

a curious feature ofquantum m echanics giving rise to strong non-localcorrelations

between spatially separated particles. The non-local properties of entanglem ent

contradicted a com m only held "local, realistic" view of nature and led Einstein,

Podolsky and Rosen (EPR) to conclude,in their fam ous paper [14],that quantum

m echanics was an incom plete theory. W ith the inequalities ofBell[15],presented

three decades later, it becam e possible to experim entally test the predicted non-

local properties of entangled pairs of particles. Since then a large num ber of

experim ents have been carried out,predom inantly with pairs ofentangled photons

[16, 17, 18], where a clear violation of a Bell Inequality has been dem onstrated,

providing convincing evidence against the localrealistic view ofnature. To date,

however,no violation ofa BellInequality with electronshasbeen dem onstrated.

During the last decade, the m ain interest has turned to entanglem ent in the

contextofquantum inform ationprocessing[19].Ithasbecom eclearthatentanglem ent

can be considered as a resource for various quantum inform ation tasks, such as

quantum cryptography [20],quantum teleportation [21]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 considerable num ber

of m easures of entanglem ent have been proposed to date [23, 24], ranging from

describing abstract m athem aticalproperties ofthe state to quantifying how useful

the state is for a given quantum inform ation task. It is m ainly the prospect of
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Figure 1.Pictureoforbital(upper)and spin (lower)entanglem entschem e.From

the source S,an orbitally entangled,e.g. j~	 O i= 1=
p
2(j1iA j1iB + j2iA j2iB ),or

spin entangled,e.g. j~	 S i= 1=
p
2(j"iA j#iB � j#iA j"iB ) state is em itted,with

oneparticlepropagating towardsA and onetowardsB .AtA and B ,theparticles

are m odulated,e.g. via single qubit rotations param eterized by angles �A and

�B .The particlesare then detected in electronic reservoirs+ and � .

quantum inform ation processing in solid state conductors that has m otivated the

recentinterestin entanglem entin m esoscopicconductors.In thiswork wedo however

not try to answer the am bitious question what quantum inform ation tasks can be

perform ed in m esoscopicsystem s.W e do also notconsiderany particularm easureof

entanglem ent,instead wefocusthediscussion on theentangled quantum state.G iven

the state,the entanglem ent,quanti�ed by ones m easure ofliking,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

quasiparticleentanglem ent.A largenum berofim plem entationsofthis�rststep have

been proposed, typically a certain m echanism is suggested that leads to em ission

ofentangled particles from a "source" S.The particles propagate out to spatially

separated regionsA and B,wherethey arem anipulated and detected.Twoschem atics

ofgenericsystem sfororbitaland spin entanglem entareshown in Fig.1.

Very recently,in a num berofworks[1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11]entanglem ent

in system sofquasiparticleshasbeen investigated within the fram ework ofscattering

theory. These proposalsare ofparticularinterestbecause working with independent

particles allows for a com plete characterization ofthe em itted m any-body state for

arbitrary scattering am plitudes.M oreover,thenotion ofentanglem entwithoutdirect

interaction between thequasiparticles,a known conceptin thetheory ofentanglem ent

[25],hasappeared puzzlingto m em bersofthem esoscopiccom m unity.Theperception

in them esoscopicphysicscom m unity hasstarted tochangeonly with theapperanceof

Ref.[2].Thism akesitim portanttothoroughlyanalyzetheoriginoftheentanglem ent.

Here we contribute to such an analysis,focusing on the creation ofentangled two-

particle states due to rede�nition of the vacuum . For com parison, an approach

based on the reduced two-particle density m atrix isdiscussed aswell. Although not

investigated here,itisprobablethatthetwo typesofstatesturn outto beofdi�erent

\usefulness" for quantum inform ation processing,m aking a detailed com parision of

interest.W e startby stating som e im portantgeneralpropertiesofentanglem entand

com m enton theirapplication to entanglem entin m esoscopicconductors.

i) The entanglem ent ofa state in a given system depends on how the system

is form ally parted in to subsystem s [26]. Ifthe system is considered as one entity,

i.e. with allquasiparticlesliving in the sam e Hilbert space,one hasto considerthe

question of entanglem ent of indistinguishable particles [27,28]. For a m esoscopic

system ofindependentferm ionicquasiparticles,theground stateisgiven by a product

state in occupation num ber form alism , i.e. the wavefunction is a single Slater

determ inant.Apartfrom thecorrelationsduetoferm ionicstatisticstheparticlesshow

no correlationsand the state is notentangled. However,ifthe system is considered

asconsisting ofseveralspatially separated subsystem s,one can posequestionsabout

the entanglem entbetween spatially separated,distinguishablequasiparticlesliving in

the di�erentsubsystem s. The latteristypically the case in the proposed m esoscopic

system s(seeFig.1),which arenaturally parted into thesourceS and thetwo regions

A and B.Theentanglem entbetween two particles,onein A and onein B,isin m any

situationsnonzero.Q uitegenerally,thephysically relevantpartitionsinto subsystem s

are de�ned by the system geom etry and the possible m easurem entsone can perform

on the system [29,30].

ii) The entanglem ent that can be investigated and quanti�ed is determ ined by

the possible m easurem entsone can perform on the system . Although a wide variety

ofm easurem ents in m esoscopic conductors in principle can be im agined,the m ost

com m only m easured quantitiesarecurrentsand currentcorrelators,i.e.currentnoise

[31,32].In particular,in severalrecentworksitwasproposed to detectentanglem ent

via m easurem entsofcurrentcorrelators[1,2,3,5,6,7,8,9,10,11,12,33,34].This

leadsusto focusthe discussion on entanglem entdetectable with currentcorrelation

m easurem ents. All current cross correlation m easurem ents, needed to investigate

spatially separated particles,are to date m easurem ents ofsecond order correlators.

Im portantly,thesecond ordercurrentcorrelatorsaretwo-particleobservablesand can

thusonly providedirectinform ation abouttwo-particleentanglem ent.W e thuslim it
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ourinvestigationshereto the two-particlepropertiesofthe state[35].

Consideringthetypicalm esoscopicentanglem entsetup in Fig.1,thepointsi)and

ii)lead ustodiscusstheentanglem entbetween twospatiallyseparatedparticles,onein

A and onein B,detectablevia correlationsofcurrents
owing outinto thereservoirs.

Such a bipartite system is also the m ostcom m only considered one in investigations

ofentanglem ent.Im portantly,theentanglem entcan beboth in theorbital[1]aswell

asin thespin degreesoffreedom ,therelevantentanglem entdependson theproposed

system geom etry which can be designed to investigate orbital[1,2,3,7]or spin

[4,5,6,10,11,12,33,47]entanglem ent. W e also note thatourm easurem entbased

schem eexcludesalltypesofoccupation num berorFock-spaceentanglem ent,e.g.the

linearsuperposition oftwoparticlesatA and twoatB [which in an occupation num ber

notation can bewritten astheFock-spaceentangled statej0iA j2iB + j2iA j0iA ].There

isthusno need to enforce additionalconstraints[36,37]on the state to exclude the

physically irrelevantFock-spaceentanglem ent.

3. System and scattering state.

Toclearlyillustratethebasicprinciples,wepresentheretheform alism forindependent

quasiparticles in the m ost elem entary m esoscopic system possible. W e focus the

discussion on the orbital entanglem ent which has the advantage that it can be

m anipulated and detected [1,3]with existing experim entaltechniques. However,

forcom pleteness,spin inform ation isretained throughoutthe discussion.
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Figure 2. Schem atic ofthe 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 j1i and j2i out ofthe source region are

displayed. R eservoirs1 and 2 are kept ata potentialV ,the rem aining reservoirs

are grounded.

Thesystem isshown in Fig.2.In thesourceregion,twosinglem odere
ectionless

beam splitters are connected to four electronic reservoirs 1;2;3 and 4. A voltage

bias V is applied to reservoirs 1 and 2,while reservoirs 3 and 4 are kept at zero

bias.Q uasiparticlesinjected from reservoirs1 and 2 scatteratthe beam splittersand
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propagateouttowardsregionsA and B .In A and B ,thequasiparticlesarescattered

atanotherpairofbeam splitters(i.e.a localsingle qubitrotation)and then detected

in fourreservoirsA+ ;A� ;B + and B � ,allkeptatzero potential.W eem phasizethat

allcom ponents ofthis system can be realized in a conductor in the quantum Hall

regim e[3].

In this work we are interested in the entanglem ent ofthe state em erging from

the source region,before the quasiparticlesreach the beam splittersin regionsA and

B . The m anipulation and detection processestaking place in A and B are thusnot

investigated. The two orbitalm odes j1iand j2i,with labels 1 and 2 denoting from

which reservoirtheparticlesareem erging(seeFig.2),constitutetheorbitaltwo-level,

orpseudo-spin,system .W orking within thequasiparticlescattering approach [32],we

introduceoperatorsaym �(E )creating electron quasiparticlesatenergy E with spin �,

incidentfrom reservoirsm = 1;2;3 and 4.Theenergy iscounted from theFerm ilevel

ofthe unbiased reservoirs. The transportstate ofthe system atzero tem perature is

given by

j	i=
Y

0< E < eV

a
y

1"
(E )a

y

1#
(E )a

y

2"
(E )a

y

2#
(E )j0i (1)

where j0i is the quasiparticle vacuum ,a �lled Ferm isea at energies 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 atthe beam splitters,we introduce operatorsbA m 0�0(E )and bB m 0�0(E )for

particles originating from reservoirm 0,propagating from the beam splitters towards

regionsA and B respectively.The operatorsbA m 0�0(E )and bB m 0�0(E )arerelated to

am �(E )via the scattering m atricesofthe beam splitters. Forsim plicity we consider

identicalbeam splitters,taken independenton E and �,giving (suppressing spin and

energy index)
�

bA 1

bB 1

�

=

�
r t0

t r0

� �
a1

a3

�

;

�
bA 2

bB 2

�

=

�
r t0

t r0

� �
a2

a4

�

(2)

W e note thatonly static scatterersareconsidered here,the discussion could however

straightforwardly be extended to tim e dependent scatterers,recently investigated in

the contextofentanglem entin Refs.[38,39].

To sim plify the notation,a collective quantum num ber n = f1 ";1 #;2 ";2 #g

denoting both orbitalm ode and spin is introduced. The state describing particles

propagating outtowardsA and B can then be written

j	i=
Y

0< E < eV;n

h

rb
y

A n
(E )+ tb

y

B n
(E )

i

j0i (3)

Due to the scattering,the out
owing stream s are noisy and the properties ofthe

particles
owing towardsA and B can be investigated via noise m easurem ents.Here

weareinterested in theentanglem entbetween twoparticlesin theout
owingstream s,

one towardsA and one towardsB . Im portantly,the state j	iin Eq. (3)isa m any-

body state,it describes a linear superposition ofdi�erent num ber ofparticles at A

and B ,rangingfrom zeroto in principlein�nity.Sinceonly two-particleentanglem ent

is considered,one thus needs to deduce the two-particle propertiesofthe state j	i.

Below we present two di�erent approaches to do this, giving rise to two di�erent

quantum stateswith in generaldi�erententanglem ent.
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4. R educed tw o-particle density m atrix approach.

W e �rst discuss a generalapproach,applicable for arbitrary scattering am plitudes.

Starting with the propertiesofthe correlatorsofout
owing currentstowardsA and

B,we note thatthe crosscorrelators(in the m ostgeneralsituation)are determ ined

by averagesofthe type[32]

hb
y

A n
(E )bA m (E

0)b
y

B k
(E 00)bB l(E

000)i

= hb
y

A n
(E )b

y

B k
(E 00)bB l(E

000)bA m (E
0)i/ �

kl
nm (E ;E

0
;E

00
;E

000) (4)

using in the second step the anticom m utation relations for ferm ionic operators.

The term �nm kl(E ;E
0;E 00;E 000) is by de�nition an elem ent of the reduced two-

particle density m atrix (in the energy basis). The currentcorrelatorsare thus fully

characterized by the reduced two-particledensity m atrix

� =
X

nm kl

Z

dE dE
0
dE

00
dE

000
�
kl
nm (E ;E

0
;E

00
;E

000)

� b
y

A n
(E )b

y

B k
(E 00)j0ih0jbB l(E

000)bA m (E
0): (5)

Accordingly,the entanglem ent potentially detectable via noise m easurem ents is the

entanglem entofthereduced two-particledensity m atrix.Clearly,thisisthesituation

forany two-particleobservable.Itshould beem phasized thatthetwo-particledensity

m atrix physically describesthecorrelationsoftwo particlesoutofthestream s
owing

towardsA and B ,leavingallotherparticlesunobserved.Thisisqualitatively di�erent

from aprojectionofatwo-particlestateoutofthefullm any-bodystate,whereonlythe

com ponentsofthestatecontainingexactlytwoparticlesareselected.Itisshownbelow

thatthesetwo di�erentwaysofextracting a two-particlestateoutofa m any particle

state can giveriseto di�erentstates,and consequently to di�erententanglem ent.

Even with the object of interest con�ned to the reduced two-particle density

m atrix,afullcharacterizationoftheentanglem entiscum bersom esince� isin generala

m ixed stateand thetwoparticleslivein in�nitedim ensionalHilbertspacesspanned by

fE ;ng.In som esim plesituations(seee.g.below),thedensitym atrixin Eq.(5)can be

written asadirectproductofthedensity m atricesforthedi�erentdegreesoffreedom ,

e.g. � = �O 
 �S 
 �E ,where the subscripts O ;S and E denote orbital,spin and

energy respectively. Thisallowsone to independently characterize the entanglem ent

with respectto thedi�erentdegreesoffreedom .In particular,theorbitalsubspacein

Fig.2 and in e.g.Refs.[1,2,3]aswellasgenerically thespin 1/2 spacearetwo-level

system sorqubits,giving rise to a system oftwo coupled qubits,wellstudied in the

entanglem entliterature(see e.g.Ref.[40])

However,in the generalcase,with arbitrary scattering am plitudes,the reduced

two-particle density m atrix can not be written as a direct product, i.e. � 6=

�O 
 �S 
 �E .W hatcan then besaid abouttheentanglem ent? O fparticularinterest

is the entanglem ent detectable via zero frequency current correlators,generally the

quantity investigated in experim ents.Thezerofrequency lim ite�ectively projectsthe

operatorsin Eq.(4)to the sam eenergy [32].Forscattering am plitudesindependent

on energy on the scale ofeV ,the energy argum ent in Eq. (5) can be suppressed,

giving a reduced density m atrix

�� =
X

nm ;kl

�
kl
nm b

y

A n
b
y

B k
j0ih0jbB lbA m ; �

kl
nm / hb

y

A n
b
y

B k
bB lbA m i: (6)
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Thedensity m atrix �� containsinform ation abouttheorbitaland spin partsofthestate

only.Interestingly,following the opposite approach and considering the quasiparticle

(E > 0)correlatorforcoincidenttim es,closely related to the electronic counterpart

[3]to the jointdetection probability introduced by G lauber [41]in quantum optics,

one �nds the sam e reduced density m atrix �� as in the zero frequency lim it. Sim ilar

resultsforshorttim e currentcorrelatorshavebeen obtained in Refs.[5,9,10,11].

The reduced density m atrix �� forthe system underconsideration (see Fig.2)is

evaluated from Eqs.(1),(2)and (6)to be

�� =
1

8
(1O 
 1S � FO 
 FS); F =

0

B
B
@

1 0 0 0

0 0 1 0

0 1 0 0

0 0 0 1

1

C
C
A

(7)

expressed in the orbitalbasis fj1iA j1iB ;j1iA j2iB ;j2iA j1iB ;j2iA j2iB g and the spin

basisfj"iA j"iB ;j"iA j#iB ;j#iA j"iB ;j#iA j#iB g. Here 1 isthe 4� 4 unitm atrix.

Notethatsincetheparticlesin A and B aredistinguishablethereisno need foranti-

sym m etrization and wecan usethenotation e.g.a
y

A 1"
a
y

B 2#
j0i= j1iA j2iB 
 j"iA j#iB .

Form ally,the �rstterm in Eq.(7)resultsfrom the directpairing ofthe operatorsin

thebracketin Eq.(5)and isgiven by thedirectproductofthesingleparticledensity

m atricesatA and B . The second term resultsfrom the exchange pairing. Since the

directterm by de�nition doesnotdescribeany nonlocalcorrelations(itisa separable

statewith respecttoA and B ),itistheexchangecorrelationswhich areresponsiblefor

the entanglem ent. Forthe currentcorrelators,itshould be noted thatthe �rstterm

determ ines the product ofthe averaged currents,while the second term determ ines

the irreduciblecurrentcorrelators,i.e.the correlatorsofthe current
uctuations,the

noise.W ealso notethat �� isindependenton scattering am plitudes,a consequenceof

the assum ption ofidentical,spin independentbeam splitters.

Asisclearfrom Eq. (7),even though we considera sim ple geom etry with spin-

independentscattering,thereduced density m atrix �� isnota directproductbetween

orbitaland spin part,i.e. �� 6= �O 
 �S.M any observablesarehowevernotsensitiveto

the spin degree offreedom ,asisthe case forcrosscorrelatorsbetween totalcurrents

I = I" + I#,typically thecrosscorrelatorsinvestigated in m esoscopicconductors.The

e�ective orbitaldensity m atrix accessible via currentcorrelatorsisthen obtained by

tracing �� overthe spin degreeoffreedom ,giving

�O � trS [��]=
1

6
(21 � F )=

1

6
(1 + 2j	 O ih	 O j) (8)

with j	 O i = 1=
p
2[j1iA j2iB � j2iA j1iB ]. This state,an exam ple ofa W erner state

[42],can via suitable localtransform ations be written on a separable form [43,44]

with respectto A and B and isconsequently notentangled. W e note thatthe sam e

holdsforthereduced spin density m atrix �S,obtained by tracing overorbitaldegrees

offreedom .

A di�erentsituation occursifoneconsidersa spin-polarized system ,aswasdone

e.g.in [2,3].In thiscasethe density m atrix ispurely orbital,obtained from Eq.(6)

by suppressing the spin notation.Forthe system in Fig.2 weobtain

�O =
1

2
(1 � F )= j	O ih	 O j; (9)

an orbitalsinglet,i.e. a m axim ally entangled state,again independenton scattering

am plitudes. This result can be understood by considering the energy and spin
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independent incom ing two-particle state j	i = a
y

1
a
y

2
j0i,the version ofthe state in

Eq.(1)appropriateunderthestated assum ptions.Thecorresponding outgoing state

is

j	i=

h

r
2
b
y

A 1
b
y

A 2
+ t

2
b
y

B 1
b
y

B 2
+ rt

�

b
y

A 1
b
y

B 2
� b

y

A 2
b
y

B 1

�i

j0i (10)

The �rst two term s describe two particles at A or two at B,while the last term

describesoneparticlesatA and oneatB.Asisclearfrom Eq.(6),only thelastterm ,

which isjustj	 O i,contributesto �O . Im portantly,forthe two-particle state in Eq.

(10),thereduced density m atrix approach givesthesam eresultasprojecting outthe

partofthestatewhich containsoneparticleatA and oneatB .Both proceduresare

thusequivalentto apost-selection ofentanglem ent,asoriginally discussed in quantum

optics[45](seee.g.Ref.[46]foradiscussion forferm ions).Variousissuesofprojection

and post-selection were recently discussed in a num berofworkson entanglem entin

m esoscopicconductorswith arbitraryscatteringam plitudes[3,7,10,11](forarelated

discussion,seealso [6]).

Itisinteresting to note the cleardi�erence between an orbitalstateobtained by

tracing �� over the spin degrees offreedom and the orbitalstate in a spin polarized

system .Thedi�erencecan beattributed tothefactthatonlyspinsofthesam espieces

are nonlocally correlated,i.e.contribute to the entanglem entofthe state.Detecting

(without spin resolution) two particles,one at A and one at B ,the probability of

obtaining two identicalspinsisonly one half,reducing the entanglem entofthe state

to zero.

5. Tunneling lim it,vacuum rede�nition.

A qualitatively di�erentapproach to the characterization ofthe em itted statecan be

taken in thelim itingcaseofatunnelingsystem ,aswasdonein Refs.[1,2,3].Consider

thestatein Eq.(3).In thetunneling lim it,t� 1,wecan expand theproductto �rst

orderin tas

Y

0< E < eV;n

h

rb
y

A n
(E )+ tb

y

B n
(E )

i

= :::

h

rb
y

A n
(E )+ tb

y

B n
(E )

ih

rb
y

A n0(E )+ tb
y

B n0(E )

i

:::

�

h

rb
y

A n
(E 0)+ tb

y

B n
(E 0)

i

:::

h

rb
y

A n
(E 00)+ tb

y

B n
(E 00)

i

:::

=
Y

0< E < eV;n

b
y

A n
(E )+ t

Z eV

0

dE
0
X

n0

::b
y

A n0(E )::b
y

B n0(E
0)::b

y

A n
(E 00)::(11)

where the last term contains bA n operators at allenergies and n’s except fE 0;n0g,

in the sam e order as in the line above (we consider a continuous spectrum ).

Using the property that bA n0(E 0)b
y

A n0(E
0)j0i = j0i and that the operator products

bA n0(E 0)b
y

A n0(E
0) and bB n0(E 0)ybA n0(E 0) com m utes with allb-operators at di�erent

energiesE 6= E
0 orn 6= n

0,we can write the state in Eq. (3)in a suggestive way by

inserting bA n0(E 0)b
y

A n0(E
0)in frontofj0iand reordering the operators,giving

j	i=
Y

0< E < eV;n

b
y

A n
(E )j0i
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a)

Figure 3. Pictures for particles 
owing out from a beam splitter in the source

region. a) Single particle scattering picture. A transm ission ofa particle in the

�lled stream incidenton the beam splitterleads to creation ofan electron 
owing

out towards B and a m issing electron, i.e. a hole, in the stream s 
owing out

towards A . b) Electron-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 outtowards B and the hole towards A .

+ t

Z eV

0

dE
0
X

n0

b
y

B n0(E
0)bA n0(E 0)

Y

0< E < eV

b
y

A n
(E )j0i

=

"

1+ t

Z eV

0

dE
0
X

n0

b
y

B n0(E
0)bA n0(E 0)

#
Y

0< E < eV;n

b
y

A n
(E )j0i(12)

The �rstterm describes�lled stream sofquasiparticles
owing outtowardsA. The

second term ,with a sm allam plitude t� 1,describes the sam e �lled stream s with

one electron m issing and in addition a second electron propagating out towards B

(in m ode 1 or 2). It is thus very naturalto incorporate the �lled,noiseless stream

ofquasiparticles
owing outtowardsA into a new vacuum j�0i,the second term then

describesan electron-hole excitation outofthe rede�ned vacuum . Form ally,we can

write the new vacuum in term softhe old vacuum j0ias

j�0i=
Y

0< E < eV;n

b
y

A n
(E )j0i (13)

Thenew ground stateisthusa�lled Ferm iseaatenergiesE < 0in B and atE < eV in

A.The ferm ionicoperatorsdescribing excitationsoutofthe new vacuum arede�ned

as

c
y

A �n
(E 0)= � bA n(E ); c

y

B n
(E )= b

y

B n
(E ) (14)

where �n denotes a spin opposite to n,+ (� ) is for spin up (down) in �n and E0 =

eV � E . The transform ation in Eq.(14)isthusequivalentto an inverse Bogoliubov

transform ation. W e can then write the wavefunction in Eq. (12) as (reintroducing
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spin and orbitalnotation)

j	i= j�0i+ j�	i (15)

with

j�	i= t

Z eV

0

dE

X

j= 1;2

h

c
y

B #j
(E )c

y

A "j
(E 0)� c

y

B "j
(E )c

y

A #j
(E 0)

i

j�0i (16)

The wavefunction j�	i describes a two-particle excitation,an electron-hole pair,out

of the rede�ned vacuum j�0i. The rede�nition of the vacuum thus gives rise to a

transform ation from a picture with a m any-body state ofindependent particles to a

picture with two-particle excitationsoutofa ground state.

Therearea num berofim portantconclusionsto bedrawn from theresultabove,

and to be putin relation to the resultforthe reduced density m atrix approach:

(i) The state is wavepacket-like,i.e. it consists ofa sum ofelectron-hole pairs

atdi�erentenergies,a detailed characterization ofa sim ilarwavepacketstateem itted

in a norm al-superconductor system is given by us in Ref. [47]. As pointed out in

Ref. [1],the average tim e between two subsequentwavepacketsism uch longerthan

the \width" ofeach wavepacket,i.e. subsequent entangled pairs are wellseparated

in tim e,in contrastto the reduced two-particlestate in the largetransparency lim it.

Thistem poralseparation probably m akestheentangled statecreated by arede�nition

ofthevacuum m oreusefulforquantum inform ation processing,dueto thepossibility

ofaddressing the individualentangled pairs. W e rem ark that the form alprocedure

used above to calculate the state in Eq. (16) is essentially identicalto the one for

calculating the wavefunction ofthe two-photon state em itted in a param etric down

conversion processin optics[48].

(ii) In a �rst quantization notation, we can write the wavefunction of the

excitation

j�	i= t

Z eV

0

dE [j1iA j1iB + j2iA j2iB ]


 [j#iA j"iB � j"iA j#iB ]
 jE0iA jE iB (17)

This state is a direct product ofthe orbital,spin and energy parts ofthe state,in

contrastto the generalsituation forthe reduced two-particle state. Both the orbital

and the spin state are m axim ally entangled Bellstates. The spin state is a singlet

asone would expectofan excitation outofa spinlessgroundstate,created by spin-

independentscattering.

(iii) As was em phasized in Ref. [2],the rede�nition ofthe vacuum is possible

only in ferm ionicsystem s,i.e.itrelieson theexistenceofa �lled Ferm isea such that

a rem ovalofan electron below the Ferm ienergy creates a hole quasiparticle. This

isfurtherem phasized by the factthatthe new groundstate,justasthe initialone is

noiseless.

(iv)Thecorrelatorsbetween electron currentsaresim plyrelated tothecorrelators

between electron and hole currents as h�I e(t)�I h(t0)i = � h�Ie(t0)�I e(t)i.

Consequently, the electron-hole correlators are experim entally accessible and the

electron-holeentanglem entis,in line with the discussion above,a physically relevant

objectto study.

Im portantly,therede�nition ofthevacuum and thetransform ationtoan electron-

holepicturecan beperform ed foran arbitrary transm ission.However,in thiscasethe

resultingstatedescribesasuperposition ofdi�erentnum bersofelectron-holepairs.To
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obtain atwo-particlestate,onehastocalculateareduced electron-holedensity m atrix

along the sam e line asin Eq. (5),i.e. replacing the electron operatora
y

A n
with the

quasiparticleoperatorc
y

A �n
etc.Perform ing such a calculation in thelow transparency

lim it,one obtainsasexpected j�	ih �	j,with j�	igiven by Eq. (17). Itishowevernot

possible from the reduced density m atrix approach to conclude whetherthe em itted

state isa true two-particlestateora reduced two-particlestate.

For arbitrary scattering am plitudes, to quantitatively com pare the reduced

density m atrix approach forelectronsand holesto the resultsforelectronsdiscussed

above,we consider the sim plest situation with low frequency correlators,i.e. allc-

operatorsatequalenergy,and aspin polarized conductor.Thereduced orbitaldensity

m atrix forthe system in Fig.2 isthen given by

�
eh
O =

1

2(1+ T)

h

T1 + 2Rj~	 O ih~	 O j

i

; (18)

with j~	 O i= 1=
p
2[j1iA j1iB + j2iA j2iB ]and thescattering probabilitiesR = 1� T =

jrj2.Interestingly,in contrastto thedensity m atrix in Eq.(7),thedensity m atrix �ehO
dependson thescattering probabilities.Thestate�ehO isa W ernerstate,entangled for

R > T.In thelim itT � 1,onehas�ehO = j~	 O ih~	 O j,an orbitalBellstate,m axim ally

entangled.M oreover,away from thetunneling lim it,thetwo-particleentanglem entin

theelectron-holepictureissm allerthan theentanglem entin theelectron picture[the

state in Eq. (9) is m axim ally entangled]. This is in agreem entwith the �ndings of

Lebedev etal[10],who investigated theconditionsfora violation ofa BellInequality

fora scattererwith arbitrary transparency,com paring the electron and the electron-

hole approaches.

The state �ehO can be understood by considering the state in Eq. (10) after

rede�ning the vacuum and transform ing to an electron-holepicture,giving

j	i=

h

r
2 + t

2
c
y

B 1
c
y

B 2
c
y

A 1
c
y

A 2
+ rt

�

c
y

A 1
c
y

B 1
+ c

y

A 2
c
y

B 2

�i

j�0i (19)

The lastterm isjust j~	 O iwhile the second term ,describing fourparticles,i.e. two

electron-holepairs,alsocontributesto thereduced density m atrix in Eq.(18),itgives

risetotheterm T1.Interestingly,perform ingaprojection ofj	iontoastatewith only

two particles,onein A and onein B ,oneobtainsthem axim ally entangled statej~	 O i,

since the term swith two electron-hole pairsare discarded. The projection approach

thus,in the large transparency lim it,overestim atesthe entanglem entdetectable via

currentcorrelations.

Toillustratetherelevanceofthevacuum rede�nition,wenow discusstwodi�erent

system swherethiswasinvestigated.

6. N orm al-Superconducting entangler.

W e �rst consider the case of a norm al-superconducting system , to large extent

followingRef.[1].Asin allexistingworkson entanglem entin norm al-superconducting

system s [4, 5, 47, 49, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55], we consider the superconductor in

the m ean-�eld description. The m ean �eld Ham iltonian is bilinear in ferm ionic

operators and is diagonalized by a Bogoliubov transform ation,giving rise to a new

set of independent electron and hole like quasiparticles. Im portantly, although

the m icroscopic m echanism for superconductivity is interaction between electron

quasiparticles, in the m ean �eld description it is again possible to �nd a picture

with noninteracting quasiparticles.Fora noninteracting norm alconductorconnected
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to a superconductor,the whole system can thus be treated within a single particle

scattering approach to the Bogoliubov-de G ennes equation [56]. Consequently,the

approach aboveto theentanglem entforsystem sofindependentquasiparticlescan be

applied.
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Figure 4. Schem atic ofthe conductor. Left:M esoscopic conductor contacted to

a norm alreservoir (blue shaded) and a superconducting reservoir (red shaded).

R ight: Paths ofscattering particles at energies wellbelow the superconducting

gap.A n incom ing electron from the norm alreservoirhasthe am plitude ree to be

re
ected asan electron and rhe to be re
ected asa hole.Forincom ing holes,the

corresponding am plitudes are reh and rhh.

To illustratethebasicprincipleoftwo-particleem ission,we�rstconsiderthecase

ofa two-m ode (to connect to the orbitaldiscussion above) norm al-superconductor

system shown in Fig. 4. At the norm al-superconductor interface,for energies well

below the superconducting gap, scattering occurs either as Andreev re
ection or

as norm alre
ection. Consider the situation with a negative bias � eV applied at

the norm alreservoir while the superconducting reservoir is kept at zero potential.

Counting the energy from the superconducting chem icalpotential�S,we consider

operators ayen(E ) and a
y

hn
(E ), creating electron and hole quasiparticle excitations

respectively atenergy E incidentfrom the norm alreservoir.The collective quantum

num ber n denotesas above orbitalm ode and spin. The state ofthe system atzero

tem peratureisgiven by

j	iN S =
Y

0< E < eV;n

a
y

hn
(E )j0i (20)

describing a �lled stream of holes injected from the norm al reservoir, where j0i

is the quasiparticle vacuum . The operators aen(E ) and ahn(E ) are related to

operators ben(E ) and bhn(E ) for quasiparticles propagating back from the norm al-

superconducting interface towards the norm al reservoir via the scattering m atrix

(again taken independenton E and n)as
�

be

bh

�

=

�
ree reh

r
he

r
hh

� �
ae

ah

�

(21)

The statej	iN S can then be written in term softhe b-operators

j	iN S =
Y

0< E < eV;n

h

r
eh
b
y
en(E )+ r

hh
b
y

hn
(E )

i

j0i (22)

Consideringthetunnelinglim it,theAndreevre
ection am plitudereh � 1and onecan

proceed in exactly thesam eway asin Eqs.(11)and (12)toarriveatthewavefunction

to leading orderin reh as

j	iN S =

"

1+ r
eh

Z eV

0

dE
0
X

n0

b
y

en0(E
0)bhn0(E 0)

#
Y

0< E < eV;n

b
y

hn
(E )j0i
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(23)

The�rstterm describesa �lled stream ofholequasiparticles
owing back towardsthe

norm alreservoir. The second term ,with a sm allam plitude reh � 1,describes the

sam e�lled stream with oneholem issingand in addition asecond electron propagating

back. W e can thus proceed as above and incorporate the �lled,noiseless stream of

hole quasiparticles 
owing out towards the norm alconductor into a new,rede�ned

vacuum j�0i,given by

j�0i=
Y

0< E < eV;n

b
y

A n
(E )j0i (24)

The ferm ionic operatorsdescribing excitationsofthe new ground state are given by

the Bogoliubow transform ation

c
y
n(E )= b

y
en(E ); c

y
�n(� E )= � bhn(E ) (25)

where �n denotesthe spin-
ip in the electron-hole transform ation with + (� )forspin

up (down) in �n. Note that the c-operatorsare just standard electron operators. A

m issing hole in the �lled hole stream isthusjustan electron with opposite spin and

energy com pared to the superconducting chem icalpotential�S. W e can then write
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Figure 5. Schem atic ofa norm al-superconducting interface. a) Bogoliubov-de

G ennes picture,a �lled stream ofholes are incident on S from N .A n A ndreev

re
ection leads to creation of an electron above the superconducting chem ical

potential�S and a m issing hole in the back-
owing hole stream . b)Cooper pair

tunneling picture,a Cooperpairtunnelsfrom S to N ,leading to a pairofelectrons

in N ,on top ofthe ground state.

the wavefunction in Eq.(12)as,reintroducing spin and orbitalnotation

j	iN S = j�0iN S + j�	i (26)

with

j�	i= r
eh

Z eV

0

dE

X

j= 1;2

h

c
y

j"
(E )c

y

j#
(� E )� c

y

j#
(E )c

y

j"
(� E )

i

j�0i (27)
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The wavefunction j�	i thus describes a two-particle excitation,an electron pair or

Cooper pair,out ofthe rede�ned vacuum j�0i. The rede�nition ofthe vacuum thus

givesrise to a transform ation from a picture with a m any-body state ofindependent

particlesto a picture with two-electron excitationsoutofa ground state. W e point

outthatthisapproach,shown schem atically in Fig. 5,providesa form alconnection

between thescattering and thetunnelHam iltonian approach (seee.g.Refs.[47,49]).

To connect this two-particle em ission to orbitalentanglem ent,we consider as

a concrete exam ple our proposalin Ref. [1]. The system geom etry is shown in

Fig. 6,a m ultiterm inalnorm alconductor connected via tunnelbarriers to a single

superconductorand furtherto fournorm alreservoirs. The two regionsatA and B ,

with an electronic beam splitter and two reservoirs respectively,constitute the two

subsystem s. For details ofthe proposals we refer the reader to Ref. [1]and Ref.

[57]. To �rst order in tunnelbarrier transparency a pair ofelectrons is em itted on

top ofthe new ground state,at interface 1 or 2. This leads to a state describing a
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Figure 6. O rbitalnorm al-superconductor entangler: A single superconductor

(S)isconnected to fournorm alarm svia two tunnelbarriers1 and 2 (thick black

lines).The arm sarejoined pairwisein beam splittersA and B and end in norm al

reservoirslabeled + and � .A fterR ef.[1].

linear superposition ofpairs at 1 and at 2. Taking into account that the electrons

can be em itted either towardsA or towardsB ,we have the em itted state given by

j�	iN S = j	 1iN S + j	 2iN S,where

j~	 1iN S = r
eh

Z eV

0

dE

X

j= 1;2

X

�= A ;B

h

c
y

�j"
(E )c

y

�j#
(� E )

� c
y

�j#
(E )c

y

�j"
(� E )

i

j�0i;

j~	 2iN S = r
eh

Z eV

� eV

dE

h

c
y

A 1"
(E )c

y

B 1#
(� E )� c

y

A 1#
(E )c

y

B 1"
(� E )

+ c
y

A 2"
(E )c

y

B 2#
(� E )� c

y

A 2#
(E )c

y

B 2"
(� E )

i

j�0i; (28)

The state j~	 1iN S describesa superposition oftwo particlesatA and two atB .This

statedoeshowevernotcontributeto thenoisecorrelatorsor,asisclearly thecase,to
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the two-particle density m atrix describing one particle atA and one atB.The state

j~	 2iN S howeverdescribesorbitally (aswellasspin-entangled)electron \wavepacket"

pairs,with oneparticleatA and oneatB.Thisistheentangled statedetected by the

noise.

7. N orm alstate entangler.

W ethen turn to a norm alstateentanglerworking in theQ uantum Hallregim e.Such

asystem wasintroduced by Beenakkeretalin Ref.[2]and then laterconsidered in [7].

In both Refs. [2]and [7],two paralleledgestatesconnected via a nonadiabatic,edge

channelm ixing scattering region wasconsidered.In Ref.[3]we instead considered a

topologically di�erentQ uantum Hallsystem ,a Hanbury Brown Twissgeom etry (or

Corbino geom etry) with only single edge-states and quantum point contacts. This

highly sim pli�es the experim entalrealization ofthe proposal. The system is just a

proposalfora physicalrealization ofthe system shown in Fig. 2,discussed in detail

above,and wethereforekeep the discussion short.

The system is shown in Fig. 7, for details we refer the reader to Ref. [3].

A spin-polarized edge state is considered. W e take the transm ission and re
ection

probabilities at the point contact C to be TC = 1 � RC = T and at D to be

TD = 1 � RD = R. After scattering at C and D , the state j	i consists of two

contributions in which the two particles 
y o� one to A and one to B ,and oftwo

contributionsin which thetwo particles
y both o� towardsthe sam edetectorQ PC.

Consider now the case ofstrong asym m etry R � 1,where alm ost no electrons are

passing through the source Q PC’s towards B . Perform ing the reform ulation ofthe

ground stateand thetransform ation ta an electron-holepicture,wecan directly write

the fullstatej	ito leading orderin
p
R asj	i= j�0i+

p
Rj~	i,with

j~	i=

Z eV

0

dE

h

c
y

3B
(E )c

y

3A
(E )� c

y

2B
(E )c

y

2A
(E )

i

j�0i (29)

Due to the rede�nition ofthe vacuum ,we can interpret the resulting state j~	i as

describing a superposition of"wavepacket"-like electron-hole pair excitations out of

the new vacuum ,i.e. an orbitally entangled pairofelectron-hole excitations.Thisis

justequivalentto the resultin Eq.(17).

8. C onclusions

W e have presented a scattering approach to entanglem entin m esoscopic conductors

with independent ferm ionic quasiparticles. The role of the system geom etry and

accessible m easurem ents in de�ning the relevant entanglem ent was discussed. As

a sim ple exam ple, a m ultiterm inal 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 orbitalentanglem ent,

accessiblewith presentday experim entaltechnics.

Two di�erentapproachesto atwo-particlestatewereconsidered.Them ain focus

was on conductors in the tunneling lim it,where entangled two-particle states arise

from a rede�nition ofthequasiparticlevacuum .Therede�nition ofthevacuum leads

to a transition from a picture with a m any-body state ofindependentparticlesto a

picture with two-particle excitationsoutofa new ground state. Thiswascom pared

to the entanglem entofan e�ective two-particle state,obtained by a reduced density
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Figure 7. N orm al-state orbitalentangler: a rectangularH allbarwith innerand

outer edges (thin dashed lines) and four quantum point contacts (grey shaded)

with transparenciesTA ;TB ;TC and TD .Contacts2 and 3 aresourcesofelectrons

(a voltage eV isapplied againstallothercontactswhich areatground).Electrons

follow edge states(thick black lines)in the direction indicated by the arrows.A n

A haranov-Bohm 
ux � penetrates the center ofthe sam ple (shaded). A fter R ef.

[3].

m atrix approach, applicable for conductors with arbitrary scattering am plitudes.

M oreover,the qualitative di�erence between the reduced two-particledensity m atrix

approach and a projection schem ewasdiscussed.

W eshowed thatthetwodi�erentapproaches,rede�nition ofthevacuum stateand

two-particle state reduction,in generalgive rise to di�erent two-particle states and

consequently to di�erententanglem ent.Thiswasillustrated by investigating in detail

the orbitalentanglem entforthe sim ple m esoscopic conductor,focusing on the spin-

polarized regim e.In thetunnelinglim it,weapplied ourapproach with therede�nition

ofthe vacuum state to the system sproposed in Refs. [1],a norm al-superconducting

heterostructure,and in [3],a conductorin theQ uantum Hallregim e.Thisshowed the

qualitativeaswellasquantitativesim ilaritiesbetween theentangled statesem itted in

the two system s.
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