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Entanglem ent from the D ynam ics ofan IdealB ose G as in a Lattice

Sougato Bose
Departm entofPhysics and Astronom y,University College London,G ower St.,London W C1E 6BT,UK

W e show how the rem otest sites ofa �nite lattice can be entangled,with the am ountofentan-

glem ent exceeding that ofa singlet,solely through the dynam ics ofan idealBose gas in a special

initialstate in the lattice. W hen additionaloccupation num ber m easurem ents are m ade on the

interm ediatelattice sites,then theam ountofentanglem entand thelength ofthelattice separating

the entangled sites can be signi�cantly enhanced. The entanglem ent generated by this dynam ical

procedure is found to be higher than that for the ground state ofan idealBose gas in the sam e

lattice.A second dynam icalevolution isshown to verify the existence ofthese entangled states,as

wellentangle qubitsbelonging to wellseparated quantum registers.

PACS num bers:

O neoftheaim sin the� eld ofquantum inform ation is

to set up entanglem ent between locations separated by

som edistance,and in general,greatertheseparation and

m oretheam ountofthisentanglem ent,thebetter.W hile

photonsarebestforlongdistanceentanglem entdistribu-

tion,forshortdistances(such asforlinkingquantum reg-

isters)otheralternativesare im portant[1]. In thiscon-

text,thedynam icsofspin chainshavebeen proposed for

the distribution ofentanglem entovera distance ofsev-

erallattice sites (Forexam ple,Refs.[2,3,4]to m ention

a very few). However,as the num ber ofpossible states

ofa spin in a spin chain islow,the am ountofentangle-

m entthatcan bedynam ically generated and distributed

through a single spin chain channelin a lim ited tim e is

restricted.In thispaper,asan alternativeto spin chains,

wesuggestthe use ofthe dynam icsofan idealgasofM

bosons in a lattice to generate and distribute entangle-

m entbetween itsrem otestsites.Notethatourdynam ics,

when followed by certain occupation num ber m easure-

m ents,willcreatehighbut\� nite"dim ensionalentangled

states (with entanglem ent � log2

p
M + Const.) which

are qualitatively very di� erent from the in� nite dim en-

sionalG aussian entangled stateswhich can begenerated

dynam ically through harm onicoscillatorchains[5].

Another m otivation for the current work originates

from the literature on entangling Bose-Einstein conden-

sates (BECs) of gaseous atom s/m olecules in distinct

traps(Refs.[6,7,8,9,10]to m ention a very few)where

usually sm all lattices or continuous variable entangle-

m ent are considered. Can we use lattice dynam ics to

create entanglem entbetween trapsseparated by several

intervening lattice sites? Here we show how to accom -

plish thiswithouteitherthe physicalm ovem entoftraps

orany localm odulation ofthe latticeparam eters.

W econsideraonedim ensionallatticeofN sites,where

the aim isto establish a signi� cantam ountofentangle-

m entbetween sites1and N .W echooseN tobeodd and

initially place M bosonsin the N + 1

2
th site ofthe lattice

and keep allthe other sites em pty. Physically this cor-

responds to a Fock state jM i on the N + 1

2
th site ofthe

latticeand avacuum statein alltheothersites.In term s

FIG .1: O ur setup ofcreating entanglem ent between sites 1

and N ofa 1D lattice. O ne sim ply starts with M bosons in

the(N + 1)=2th latticesitesand allowsdynam icalevolution of

thesystem to createentanglem entbetween thesites1 and N .

Alice and Bob who have access to the sites1 and N can use

theentanglem entforquantum com m unicationsofforlinking

distinctquantum registers.

ofboson creation operators a
y

j which create a boson in

the jth latticesite the initialstateisthus

j	 (0)i=

(a
y

N + 1

2

)M

p
M !

j0i: (1)

This specialinitialstate greatly sim pli� es the calcula-

tionsand can be regarded asa generalization ofa single

spin  ip atthem idpointofa spin chain,which hasbeen

studied forentanglem entgeneration [4]. W e assum e the

bosonsto beessentially non-interacting during thetim e-

scale ofourschem e i.e.,theircollection isan idealBose

gas.Then theHam iltonian ofthesystem in thelatticeis

H = J

NX

j= 1

(a
y

jaj+ 1 + aja
y

j+ 1): (2)

Thestateofeachboson then evolvesindependentlyin the

lattice(i.e.,each boson evolvesasifitwashopping alone

in an otherwise em pty lattice)asa
y

N + 1

2

!
P N

j= 1
fj(t)a

y

j

where fj(t) is the am plitude ofthe transfer ofa single

boson from the N + 1

2
th siteto thejth sitein tim et.Thus
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the stateofthe M boson system attim e tis

j	 (t)i=
(
P N

j= 1
fj(t)a

y

j
)M

p
M !

j0i: (3)

The evolution am plitudesfj(t)areidenticalto thatofa

XY spin chain in thesingleexcitation sector,and isgiven

[3,11]by

fj(t)=
2

N + 1

NX

k= 1

fsin
�k

2
sin

�kj

N + 1
ge

i2Jtcos k�

N + 1 : (4)

Eqs.(3)and (4)give the com plete tim e evolution ofthe

M boson state analytically.

O urtask isnow to calculate how m uch entanglem ent

exists between sites 1 and N in the state ofEq.(3) as

a function oftim e and � nd a tim e atwhich this entan-

glem entislarge. W e willthus have to calculate the re-

duced density m atrix ofthe states ofsites 1 and N by

tracing out the state ofallthe other sites. To accom -

plish thatweadopta strategy from Ref.[13],which eval-

uates the entanglem ent between two regions ofa Bose-

Einstein condensate in itsground state in a single trap.

Thestrategy isto de� nenew creation/annihilation oper-

atorsby com bining the operatorsa
y

j asE
y = f1(t)(a

y

1
+

a
y

N
)=
p
2jf1(t)j

2 and Ly =
P N � 1

j= 2
fj(t)a

y

j=
p
1� 2jf1(t)j

2,

which are valid bosonic creation operators satisfying

[E ;E y]= 1; [L;Ly]= 1. Noting that the sym m etry of

ourproblem im pliesf1(t)= fN (t),weexpand theexpres-

sion ofj	 (t)iin Eq.(3)in term s ofthe above operators

to get

j	 (t)i =

MX

r= 0

p
M Cr(

p
2jf1(t)j)

r(
p
1� 2jf1(t)j

2)M � r

� j ri1N j�ri2:::N ; (5)

where we have substituted j ri1N =
(E

y
)
r

p

r!
j0i and

j�ri2:::N =
(L

y
)
M � r

p
(M � r)!

j0i. Noting that the set of states

fj�ri2:::N g representsan orthonorm alsetin thespaceof

states ofthe sites 2 to N � 1,we have the the reduced

density m atrix ofsites1 and N to be

�(t)1N =

MX

r= 0

Pr(t)j rih rj1N ; (6)

where Pr(t) =
M Cr(2jf1(t)j

2)r(1 � 2jf1(t)j
2)M � r. W e

can write j ri1N in term softhe occupation num bersas

j ri1N =
1

2r=2

rX

k= 0

p
rCkjki1jr� kiN : (7)

Note thatthe only tim e dependence ofthe state �(t)1N
stem sfrom f1(t),m axim izingwhich overalongperiod of

tim eisaprettygood strategyforobtainingatim eth such

that�(th)1N ishighly entangled. The m axim ization en-

suresthattheproportion ofthestatej M i1N ,which has

them ostentanglem entam ongthesetofstatesfj ri1N g,

is the highest possible in �(th)1N . Ideally, the lattice

dynam ics should be frozen at th,say by globally rais-

ing the barriersbetween allwells ofthe lattice,so that

Alice and Bob can utilize �(th)1N forquantum com m u-

nicationsorlinking quantum registers. Forthe sm allest

non-triviallattice (N = 3)we know that f1(t)= 1=
p
2

att= �=2J
p
2 from the XY m odel[11]. For this case,

the state j M i13 is generated between sites 1 and 3 at

t= �=2J
p
2 whose entanglem entcan be m ade to grow

withoutlim itsby increasingM .Forthisspecialcase,the

advantage over spin-1/2 chains is m ost evident, where

only thecaseofM = 1 can berealized (with a single ip

in the m iddle ofa chain ofthree spin-1/2 system s).

In general(forN > 3),thestate�(t)1N isam ixed state

ofa (M + 1)� (M + 1)dim ensionalsystem ,and theonly

readily com putable m easure ofits entanglem ent is the

logarithm icnegativityE n [12],which boundstheam ount

ofpure state entanglem ent extractable by localactions

from the state �(t)1N . It is the standard m easure used

when high dim ensionalm ixed entangled statesarise [5].

TheE n of�(t)1N foran appropriatelychosen tim et= th

(see above) are plotted in Fig.2 as a function ofN for

di� erentvaluesofM .This� gureclearlyshowsthatforN

ashigh as21,onecan generatem oreentanglem entthan

thatofa singlet(E n = 1 fora singlet).Forsuch m odest

lengths,thusone generatesm ore entanglem entbetween

the ends ofa lattice by using a M > 1 boson gas than

ever possible with a spin-1/2 chain,which is the M = 1

case,also plotted in Fig.2.Theadvantagesofincreasing

M dim inish,though,asoneincreasesN .ForN = 51,we

see that though there is som e advantage ofhigh boson

num ber (M = 50) over the spin chain (M = 1) case,

this advantage does not increase by increasing M (for

exam ple,the M = 5 and 50 plotsarenearly coincident).

Next,weslightly m odify ourschem eand afterthedy-

nam icalevolution tillth,wem easurethetotalnum berof

bosonsin theinterm ediatesites(sites2 to N � 1).W ith

probability Pr,wewill� nd thisnum berto beM � r,and

when wedoso,wewillgeneratethestatej ri1N between

sites1 and N .Notethatj ri1N iscreated between sites

1 and N whenever a \total" ofM � r bosons is found

in the rem aining sites irrespective ofthe distribution of

these M � r bosons am ong the sites. The am ount of

entanglem ent in the pure state j ri1N is given by its

von Neum ann entropy of entanglem ent E v(j ri1N ) =

� Tr(�1 log2 �1), where �1 = TrN (j rih rj1N ), which

equalsthequantity ofentanglem entthatcan beobtained

assinglets (the m ostusefulform ,say for their use as a

resourceforperfectteleportation ofqubitsfrom Aliceto

Bob)from thestatebylocalactionsand classicalcom m u-

nicationsalone.Thustheaveragevon Neum ann entropy

ofentanglem ent hE vi =
P

r
PrE v(j ri1N ) over allpos-

sible m easurem ent outcom es is operationally the m ost
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usefulm easure ofthe entanglem entbetween sites1 and

N in ourm odi� ed schem e.Thisquantity hasbeen plot-

ted in Fig.3 forvariousM forlargelengthsoflattice up

to N = 1001.W e � nd thatforM = 1000,entanglem ent

nearlyequaltothatof4singletsisgenerated acrossadis-

tanceof1001latticesites,and thisism orethan 70 tim es

the am ount possible with a spin-1/2 chain (M = 1) of

sam elength.Forhigh N and M ,wecan representPr by

a Poisson distribution and know that f1(t) � 1:7=N 1=3

att� (N + 0:81N 1=3)=4J [2,11]. Using these,we have

the analytic expression hE vi � log2f1:7
p
M �e=N 1=3g,

whose � t with data gets better as we proceed from the

M = 10 to the M = 1000 plotathigh N . Forevery or-

derofm agnitudeincreaseofM wethusexpecttogain an

entanglem entequalling thatoflog2

p
10 = 1:66 singlets,

which iscon� rm ed by thedi� erencesin hEvibetween the

M = 100 and 1000 plots athigh N (Fig.3). So for ob-

taining entanglem entexceeding thatof10 singletsacross

a distance of� 1000 lattice siteswerequireM � 107.

Now we proceed to com pare the am ountofentangle-

m ent between sites 1 and N generated by the above

schem eswith thatobtainablefrom theground stateofan

idealBose gasin the sam e lattice (to check whetherwe

havegained from dynam ics).G round stateentanglem ent

between distinct regions ofa Bose-Einstein condensate

in a single trap has already been investigated [13,14].

In our lattice setting,the ground state ofH is sim ply

( 1
p

N

P N

j= 1
a
y

j)
M j0i=

p
M !.Itthussu� cestoreplacef1(t)

in theexpression ofPr(t)with 1=
p
N to changefrom the

dynam icalstate to the ground state. E n between sites

1 and N for the ground state is plotted using asterisks

in Fig.2 as a function ofN for M = 50. W e � nd that

theentanglem entofsites1 and N isnearly vanishing for

N � 25,and thusthere isa m arked advantage ofusing

dynam icsasopposed to theground state.O nem ay also

however,m easure the occupation num bers ofsites 2 to

N oftheground stateto obtain an averageentanglem ent

hE vi� log2

p
M �e=N between sites 1 and N (for high

M and N ). Even this is lowerthan that ofour second

schem eby log2 f1:7N
1=6g.

W e now proceed to discuss a m ethod to verify the

pure entangled states j ri1N created through our sec-

ond schem e. O ne can easily verify the num ber corre-

lations (the fact that if site 1 has k bosons, then the

site N hasr� k bosons)in j ri1N by occupation num -

ber m easurem ents. Then the only task rem aining is to

verify the coherence between the term s jki1jr� kiN in

j ri1N . Ifwe apply a Ham iltonian H v = �a
y

1
a1 for a

� xed tim e tv to site 1 then the abovecoherenceleadsto

j ri1N becom ing j 
0

ri1N = (ei�a
y

1
+ a

y

N
)rj0i=

p
2rr!where

� = �tv. The idealBose gas is then allowed to evolve

again in thelattice(assum ing thelatticesites2 to N � 1

havebeen em ptied dueto oraftertheearlieroccupation

num berm easurem ents),which resultsin itsstatebecom -

ingj	
0

(t)i1::N = (
P N

j= 1
fei�g1j(t)+ gN j(t)ga

y

j)
rj0i=

p
2rr!
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FIG .2:Entanglem ent(log negativity)ofsites1 and N from

dynam ics at an optim altim e for various N and M ,and for

the ground state.

where glj are am plitudesfora boson going from the lth

siteto thejth site.From sym m etry and theform ulaefor

evolution in XY chain,we have g
1
N + 1

2

(t)= g
N

N + 1

2

(t)=

f1(t). Thus the probability of� nding the siteN + 1

2
oc-

cupied can be varied from 1� (1� 2jf1(t)j
2)r for� = 0,

to 0 for� = � (asthe term a
y

N + 1

2

in j	
0

(t)i1::N vanishes

for� = �).Thisvariation with �,whose rangeincreases

with increasing r and which can be furtherincreased by

m axim izingjf1(t)j,enablesusto verify thecoherencebe-

tween theterm sjki1jr� kiN in j ri1N .O newaytoverify

them ixed state�(t)1N produced by our� rstschem ewill

beto go through oursecond schem eand check thatpure

statesj ri1N areproduced with probabilitiesPr.

Next,we provide an exam ple oflinking qubitsA and

B of distant quantum registers by m aking them in-

teract with sites 1 and N respectively for a tim e tq,

when these sites are in the state j ri1N . The initial

state of the qubits is (j0iA + j1iA )
 (j0iB + j1iB )=2

and the interaction Ham iltonian is H q = g(�Az a
y

1
a1 +

�Bz a
y

N
aN ) in which �Az and �Bz are Paulioperators of

the qubits. For gtq = �, the state of the system is

f(j0iA j0iB + (� 1)
rj1iA j1iB )
 (a

y

1
+ a

y

N
)rj0i+ (j0iA j1iB +

(� 1)rj1iA j0iB )
 (a
y

1
� a

y

N
)rj0ig=

p
2r+ 2r!. As in the

previous paragraph, now the state of the ideal Bose

gas is again allowed to evolve in the lattice and after

som e tim e the presence ofany boson the (N + 1)=2th

site is m easured. If this site is found occupied, then,

rem em bering the logic of the last paragraph, the gas

m usthavebeen in the state (a
y

1
+ a

y

N
)rj0i=

p
2rr!,which

projects the qubits to the m axim ally entangled state

j0iA j0iB + (� 1)
rj1iA j1iB .Theprobability forthisis1=2.

O therwise (also with probability 1=2),a state whose � -
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FIG . 3: Average entanglem ent (von Neum ann entropy) of

sites1and N from dynam icsfollowed by m easurem entson the

interm ediatelatticesitesforvariousN and M .Theplotwith

asterisksdenotesthesam efortheground stateforM = 1000.

delity with j0iA j1iB + (� 1)
rj1iA j0iB is1� (1� 2jf1(t)j

2)r

isobtained (this� delitycan bem axim ized bym axim izing

jf1(t)j,and getsbetter with increasing r). Thisschem e

for entangling qubits ofdistinct registers is just an ex-

am ple. The values ofhE vi found earlier im ply that in

principle one should be able to extractm any m ore sin-

gletsfrom j ri1N by localactionsalone.

BECsofdilute atom ic gasesin opticallatticesform a

test ground for our protocols. Fock states can be pre-

pared by M ott transitions [15],the interactions needed

for that can be switched o� by a Feshbach resonance

[16] to obtain an ideal Bose gas (otherwise, one sim -

ply hasto go between regim esweretheon-siterepulsion

U > > J=M 2 to U < < J=M 2N by theglobalm odulation

oflatticepotentials).Accuratem easurem entofthetotal

num berofbosonsin sites2 to N � 1 ispossibleeitherby

using m etastableatom s[17]orpotentially through a sec-

ond M otttransition involving thesesitesonly (notethat

individualsiteoccupationnum bersarenotrequired).For

the veri� cation part,only whetherthe (N + 1)=2th site

is occupied or not need to be ascertained,and atom ic

 uorescence in external� elds can potentially be used.

By placing allatom s in a known m agnetic state when

required (say by a laser),each site can be im parted a

m agneticm om entproportionaltoitsoccupation num ber.

This,and a localm agnetic � eld atsite 1 can be used to

realizeH v.Thism agneticm om entalsoenablesm agnetic

m om entbased registerqubits (atom ic orsolid state)to

interact with sites 1 and N through H q. Ifim parting

the atom swith a m agnetic m om entautom atically m ake

U > > J=M 2 then wehavetoensurethatU tv and U tq are

integralm ultiplesof2�. An alternative im plem entation

isnano-oscillatorsarrays[5]when resonantly coupled to

each other. They can be coupled to Cooper-pair box

qubitsto both create and m easure Fock states[18],and

to Josephson qubitsthrough a Jaynes-Cum m ingsm odel

[19]whoseo� resonantlim itcan im plem entHq.Coupled

cavitiesin photonic crystals,where Fock state prepara-

tion and m easurem entscould be perform ed with dopant

atom sisanotherpotentialim plem entation [20].
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