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Ipresent som e general ideas about quantum entanglem ent In relativistic quantum eld theory, es—
pecially entanglem ent in the physicalvacuum . H ere, entanglem ent isde ned between di erent single
particle states (orm odes), param eterized either by energy-m om entum togetherw ith intemaldegrees
of freedom , or by spacetim e coordinate together w ith the com ponent index In the case of a vector
or spinor eld. In this approach, the notion of entanglem ent between di erent spacetin e points can
be established. Som e entanglem ent properties are obtained as constraints from symm etries, eg.,
under Lorentz transfom ation, space nversion, tin e reverse and charge conjigation.
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Quantum entanglem ent isa notion about the structure
of a quantum state of a com posite system , referring to
its non-factorization in tem s of states of subsystem s. It
is regarded as an essential quantum characteristic I_JJ., :_Z].
Entanglem ent w ith environm ent is also crucial In deco—
herence, ie. the em ergence of classical phenom ena In a
quantum foundation, and m ay even be a possbl expla—
nation of superselection rules [_?.,:fl]. There hasbeen a ot
of activities on various aspects of entanglem ent, includ-
ing som e recent works which take into account relativ-
hin g E, :_6]. Investigations on entanglem ent in quantum

eld theories m ay provide usefill perspectives on eld
theory issues. On the other hand, as the fram ework of
fiundam ental physics, lncorporating relativiy, quantum

eld theory m ay be usefiil In degpening our understand—
Ing of entanglem ent. Besides, entanglem ent due to en—
vironm ental perturbation m ay also be helpfil n under-
standing spontaneous sym m etry breaking. M ost of the
methods in  eld theory adopt H eisenberg or interaction
picture, and do not need the explicit form of the un-
derlying quantum state living in an in nite-dim ensional
Hibert space. Nevertheless, in m any circum stances, it
is still im portant to know the nature of the quantum
state, m ost notably the vacuum . In this paper, as an ex—
tension of som e previous discussions on non-relativistic
quantum eld theories [7:], I present som e general ideas
about the nature ofentanglem ent in relativistic quantum

eld theory, and constraints from symm etries. Such in—
vestigationsm ay o er usefiil nsights on the structures of
the vacua n quantum eld theories on one hand, and on
quantum inform ation in relativistic regin e on the other
hand.

F irst, I describe the basic m ethod here of characteriz—
Ing entanglem ent In quantum eld theory. In quantum
eld theory, the dynam ical variables are eld operators
(In realspacetim e) orannihilation and creation operators
(iIn energy-m om entum space), In term s of which any ob—
servable can be expressed. Spacetin e coordinate plusthe
com ponent Index in the case of a vector or spinor eld,
or energy-i om entum plus intemal degrees of freedom s
(such asbeing particle or antiparticle, spin, polarization,

etc.) are m erely param eters. T hese param eters de ne
the m odes in either the real spacetin e or the m om en—
tum space, and exactly provide the labels for the (distin-
guishable) subsystem s, between which entanglem ent can
be well de ned, in the sam e m anner as that for distin—
guishable non-relativistic quantum m echanical system s.
In other words, consider the H ibert space as com posed
of the H ibert spaces for all the m odes, param eterized
either by the spacetim e or by the m om entum , together
w ith whatever other degrees of freedom s. T herefore, in
mom entum space, a m ode, param eterized by the energy—
m om entum together w ith intemal degrees of freedom , is
entangled w ith otherm odes if the quantum state cannot
be factorized as a direct product ofthe state ofthism ode
and the rest of the system . Sin ilarly, in real spacetin e,
am ode param eterized by the spacetin e coordinate isen-
tangled w ith otherm odes if the quantum state cannotbe
factorized as a direct product of the state of this m ode
and the rest of the system . The basis of the Hibert
space at each speci ed m ode can be arbitrarily chosen

to be a orthonom al set of eigenstates at thism ode. A

convenient, but not necessary, basis of the m odes in the
m om entum space isthe occupation num ber states, aspre—
viously used in som e related investigations 7, d, d, 10].
In the real spacetin €, one can use the eigenstates of the
Jocaldensity Y (x) (x),where (x) isthe eld operator.
T he concept of \local operation", as used In theories of
entanglem ent, is generalized to an operation only acting
on a subsystem . In real spacetin e, this generalization is
consistent w ith the usualm eaning, but I have naturally
Incorporated relativity: one can consider entangkm ent
letween di erent spacetim e points.

W hen di erent elds, ie. particle species, coexist,
these di erent elds are clearly distinguishable subsys—
tem s, between which entanglem ent can be de ned. In
som e e ective or approxim ate theories, di erent elds
may be related by an additional symm etry, eg. the
isospn in nuclear physics, and thus can be treated as
a single eld wih an additional degree of freedom . In
a sem iclassical setting, entanglem ent between elds and
charges w as discussed previously lil:]
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In a com posite system , there is a com plex pattem of
entanglem ent, which is still only partially understood in
theories of entanglem ent. For sim plicity, here we focus
on the bipartite entanglem ent between a subsystem and
its com plem entary subsystem , ie. the rest ofthe system .

In the llow ing, we rst stay In m om entum space until
we shift to real spacetin e Iater on.

Tt is Instructive to start wih the sinpl case of
free eld theories. Under canonical qﬁantjzatjon, the
Ham iltonians can be written as H = d’kkoN, for a
real scalay eld, where Ny is particle number opera-

tor, Hg=  d’kko Wy + N ) for a complex scalar eld,
H = d3kkg N g; P+ Nf; ) for a vector or spinor
ed,and H = &’kkg _,, Ny, fr the elkctromag-

netic eld in Coulomb gauge quantization. Here the su—
perscript ¢ represents charge conjigation or antiparti-
cles, represents spin or polarization. In the vacuum

state, the occupation num ber of each m ode, labelled by
fourm om entum k, together with being particle or an-—
tiparticle, soin or polarization, is 0. Thus in m om entum

space, m ode entanglem ent trivially vanishes in the vac—
uum state ofa free eld theory. M oreover, in a Ham iltto—
nian eigenstate with a de nite number of particles In a
m ode, the state of this m ode can be factorized out, and
thus there is no entanglem ent between this m ode and
other m odes. However, because of degeneracy, eg., the
fourm om entum  (ko;k) and spin m ay be di erent even
though ko is the sam e, a Ham iltonian eigenstate is not
necessarily non-entangled.

There is subtlety In Lorenz gauge quantization of
g]ec&om@gnetjc ed. ThegHam ilgnian is H =

Pkko (P Ny, Nyp)= dkko Ny, ,un-
der the G upta-B Jeuler condition (ax;o
physical state. Consequently the nature of physical
modes, with = 1;2, isthe same as in Coulomb gauge,
as it should be. It can also been seen that the unphysi-
calm odes are entangled w ith each other, whilk they are
separated from the physical m odes, as they should be;
if they were entangled w ith physicalm odes, the physical
m odes would unreasonably live in a m ixed state.

In general, presence of interaction, incliding gauge
coupling, m ay induce nonvanishing entanglem ent, as in
Interacting eld theories and even in pure a non-abelian
gauge eld, where there is self-interaction.

Now are given som e constraints on the nature of en—
tanglem ent, in posed by sym m etry properties.

A symm etry transform ation T inducesa unitary trans—
form ation U (T ) on the quantum state j i ofthe system,
ie.

=1;2
ax;3)J 1 orany

jil J i=U@)ji @

Under symm etry transform ation, the labels of the
m odes are also transform ed, as given by the standard
transform ations of the single particle basis states. This
is Just a relabel, no m atter w hether the quantum state of
the system is invariant under the transform ation. T here
are tw o cases, as expounded below .

The word \m ode" is som ewhat am biguous. Here it
really m eans the single particle basis state. For ex-—
am ple, a singlk particle state wih momentum p and
soin is p; ) al, Pi, while a oneparticke state
at coordinate x, w_ji:h vector or spinor com ponent 1, is
*®;1) Y®)Pi l14]. The transform ation of the anni-
hilation operator or eld operator can be obtained from
the transfom ation of the corresponding single particle
state. From the de nition of creation operator and the
fact that P1i is alw ays invariant, one know s that the cre-
ation operator transform s in the sam e way as the single
partick state [13,114].

The Case ITofm ode transform ation, under a sym m etry
transform ation, isthatam ode is relabelled asm ode °
existing in the sam e basis. T he single particle state j °)
is related to single particle state j ) as

)L uU@IN=39%;
w hich is equivalent to

al | u@)a'u¥(@)=a’y;
wherea’ Pi  j)whika’,Pi 3 9.
Such a transfom ation m eans that in the m ode expan—
sion of the quantum state j i, the Iabel is changed to
O The state j i itself ischanged to j %iasgiven in {1).
Consider, n a quantum state j i, the entanglem ent
between mode and its com plem entary subsystem , de—
noted asEy ; ( ). Clearly,
Eji() Ejp(9:
Now , if the state J i respects a symm etry, then § %i=
j i. Such is the case of the vacuum of a quantum eld
theory with a symm etry. Then the nature of entangle-
m ent, as a function of the state, should also be Invariant
under this symmetry, ie. E4 ;( )= E4 50 ( ). Thus

E;i()=E;:(9: @)

This equality is true no m atter what is the speci c
measure ofE4 ; ( ). But i can be con m ed for speci ¢
entanglem ent m easures. It is now wellknown that for a
pure state, the entanglem ent between a subsystem and
the rest of the system is quanti ed as the von N eum ann
entropy of the reduced density m atrix of either subsys-
tem I_lj] ThusE ( ) can be quanti ed as

E()= Tr ([ DI ([D;

w here the trace is over the H ibert space of allthe system
exclidingmode ,

X

[1= I jih N i ;

N
is the reduced density m atrix of the subsystem com ple—
mentary wih , obtained by tracihg over the H ibert



space at Ni (1=p N_!)ayN Pi is the parti-
cle num ber state at Indeed, under the symm etry
transform ation, N i ! Nio UT)Ni . There
reifji= U @)ji, then ()= ([ °), and thus

Eyi()=E5 i( 9.

To summ arize for this point, if the state is invari-
ant under a symm etry transform ation, then in the same
state, for any two m odes that can ke transform ed into
each other under a symm etry transform ation, they have
the sam e am ount of entangkm ent w ith the corresponding
com plem entary subsystem s. T he statem ent is of course
also true if onem ode is replaced as a set ofm odes.

Sym m etries of space inversion P, tine reverse T and
charge conjugation C belong to this case. So does the In—
variance ofa scalar eld under Lorentz transform ation
(translation has no e ect on m om entum , so onl hom o—
geneous Lorentz transform ation needs to be considered
here).

Any vacuum state must be invariant under Lorentz
transform ation and CP T . T his has consequences on the
entanglem ent properties, as given below .

Fora scalar eld, the single particlke state ) is trans-
formed as U ( )Pp) = ( p) °=p°j p) under a hom oge—
neous Lorentz transformation , asP p) = Pp) un-
der space inversion, as T ) =
sal,and asC p;n) = , Pp;n®) under charge con jugation,
where n denotes the particle species, Pp = (oo; P),

’ and , are phase factors only dependent on par—
ticle species. Phase change of the single basis particle
state does not a ect the entanglem ent between m odes.
Thus In a vacuum state, for any m ode p ofa scalar eld,
E ) = E (p) Prany . If i is invariant under P or
T,then E (o) = E Pp). If i is invariant under C, then
E @;n) = E (E;n®). Consequently CP T theorem in plies
thatE (;n) = E @©;n°) always holds.

Now consider a vector or sopinor eld. For a m assive

ed, Pp; )= Pp; ), ThH; )= (1) Ppi ),
w here j isthe spin quantum number, runsfrom jto J.
For amasskess eld, Pp; ) = exp( i YPp; ),

T p; )— exp( 1 )Pp; ). The notations are stan—
dard {13] T he single particle phase factorshaveno e ect
on entanglem ent. Thus form assive eld m odes, P sym —
metry mpliesE @o; ) = E Pp; ), while T symm etry
InpliesE (p; )= E Pp; ). Form assless eld m odes,
P symmetry mpliesE p; )= E Pp; ), whileT sym-—
metry mpliesE (; ) = E Pp; ). Note the di erence
between m assive and m asslkess elds. For both m assless
andm assive elds,C Pp; ;n)= ,Pp; ;n°),henceC sym-—
metry meansE (; ;n)=E @; ;n®).CP T theorem in -
pliesthatE (; ;n)=E (; ;n°) awaysholds orboth
m assless and m assive elds.

Lorentz transform ation for a vector or spinor eld,
which m ixesm odes w ith di erent spins, belong to a dif-
ferent case. Let’/s refer to it as Case IT, In which a m ode
is transform ed to a superposition ofm ore than onem ode
n the singlke particlk basis considered, ie.

X
U(@T)j)=

! 13 1);

P p) under tin e rever—

where ; represents coe cients. In other words,
X
Uua'u ! = I

i

a¥ !
ation-num ber states at m ode
;Pi,and Ni D UNILI =
S N

T herefore, if the quantum state j i respects the sym —
metry, ie. U ji= ji, then the reduced densiy m atrix

([ 1) must satisfy

X 1 X . X
(rn= —h03( ;@ ) jJihj

In this case, the o
sform as ;Bl

@ )" Pi;

where Pi © s U R

Now gauge transfom ation is considered, which
changes the phase ofthe eld operator, accom panied by
the transform ation of the gauge potential. N on-abelian
gauge transfom ation involres a local rotation between
di erent com ponents of the spinor or vector eld. Con-
sidera eld operator (x), be it scalar, vector or spinor.
It is gauge transfbmed as &) ! ‘&) = S () (x).
C onsequently, a creation operatorag; , obtained from the
m om entum -spin m ode expansion of (x), is transform ed
®. , obtained from the

m ode expansion of °(). a,; and a¥%, , however, act
on the samemode (; ). The entanglement E (o; ) is
thus transform ed to iself. It is consistent, though no
particular constraint on entanglem ent is obtained from
this sin ple consideration.

Now switch to realspacetin e, In which there existsen—
tanglem ent even iIn the vacuum ofa free eld, as sinply
seen by transform ing the creation operators in m om en—
tum spaceto eld operatorsin realspacetine. Thisseem s
consistent w ith the early result about violation ofBell in—
equalities in vacuum states [l-ﬂ] Very recently, C alabrese
and Cardy m ade som e calculations on pOSItJOl’lal entan—
glkm ent in 1+ 1 din ensional eld theory [16].

M vy discussion here is fully relativistic; the subsystem s
are spacetin e points.

W hen the quantum states are represented in the real
spacetin e, there is a degree of freedom in addition to
the spacetin e coordinate, nam ely, the com ponent in—
dex of the irreducble representation ofthe hom ogeneous
Lorentz group, which de nesthe eld operator. H owever,
one need not explicitly consider the vector or spinor com —
ponents, rather, we can use the whole vector or soinor,
since In  eld theories, the Lagrangians can be w ritten in
term s of the whole vector or spinor. O £ course, one also
needs to consider all di erent elds in the system . In
this way, one can obtain the totalentanglem ent between
di erent spacetin e points.

Onem ay use eigenstates of an hem iian operator as
the basis for the H ibert space at x. Forexam ple, such an
hemm itian operator can be chosen to be the localdensity
D k), which isde ned tobe Y (x) (x) ora scalar ed

x), VW ®X)v(X) Pravector edv(x),and )Y K) Por
a spinor ed ).

a new m ode creation operator a



It can be checked that for each ofthese elds,D (xX) is
a scalarunder a Lorentz transfom ation x | x%= x+ 1,
ie. D ®) = D (x%. The Lorentz invariance of the state
jimeans that E x) = E (y), where x and y are any
tw 0 spacetin e points that can be connected by a Lorentz
transform ation. P transform sD x) toD P x), T trans-
formsD k) to D ( Px). Hence P symmetry inplies
Ex)=EPx), T symmetry mplied E x) = E ( Px).
C transfom ation transform s D (x) to itself, so no spe-
cial constraint is given by C symm etry. Therefore CP T
symm etry In pliesthat E (x) = E ( x) alwaysholds.

B ecause these sym m etry transform ations ofthe entan—
glem ent are, respectively, the sam e for di erent elds,
they rem ain the sam e when di erent elds coexist.

A global gauge transfom ation is m erely a constant
phase factor, so trivially has no e ect on entanglem ent.
T he localgauge transform ation only dependson the local
spacetin e, therefore also does not have any e ect on the
entanglem entbetween di erent spacetin epoints. In fact,
the underlying quantum state ofthe eld theory rem ains
the sam e under any gauge transform ation.

I stress that the entanglem ent between di erent space-
tin e points, obtained by tracing over the spinor or vector
com ponents and overdi erent elds, is an intrinsic phys—
ical property of the system in consideration. A though
a particularm om entum -soin m ode de ned by a free sin—
gk particle basis state m ay not be directly m easurable
because of renom alization, the entanglem ent between
spacetin e regions is directly m easurable in principle.

This interesting point can be illustrated by using
the wellkknown entakng]_an ent t_4, :_1-€_§, :_1'9:, 2(_]'] in [_Jnruh—
Hawking radiation R1,23]. A s shown by Unruh R1], the
M inkow skivacuum can be expressed in tem s ofR indler
m odes, which are those in the accelerating fram g, as

Q ) .
0!k gk 2 a{;! ;kag;! a1 PR

yaci /
_ 2 n! 2 s .
= 1k n Nk Nl ks

3)

where the subscripts 1 and 2 represent the two halves
of the Rindler space separated by the horizon. They
must appear, together with the energy-m om entum , as
the subscripts, because for each halfofthe R Indler space,
there is a set of m om entum -m ode functions, which van—
ish in the other part of the Rindler space. So the

m om entum -m ode fiinctions in both halves are needed to
make a complte set. It can be seen that the entan-
glem ent between modes (1;! ;k) and ;! ;k), equalto
the entanglem ent between ead’tj of them and the rest of
the whole systanPjsS!;k = L P ) Inp; ), where
pr m)=e* ™ = _e®" | sinilarly, in the exteriorof
a Schwarzschild black hole, in term s ofthe m odes on the
tw o sides of the event horizon, the vacuum state is given
nEqg. 6'_3’) wih replacedas2 M ,whereM isthemass
of the black hole. W ith this replacem ent, the nature of
entanglem ent is the sam e as that orM inkow skivacuum

n tem s of R lndler m odes.

O ne can obtain the totalentanglem entbetween thetwo
halres of R indler space, or the e@tang]an ent across the
event horizon of a black hol, as | X Six . This is the
entanglem ent between tw o parts of the spacetin g, a key
concept stressed In this paper. T he result is independent
of the choice of the m om entum -m ode functions during
the calculation.

To sum m arize, I present som e general ideas conceming
eld theoretic quantum entanglem ent, and especially is
use In characterizing quantum properties of vacuum , a
key issue in findam entalphysics. F ield theoretic entan—
glem ent can be de ned in m om entum space and In real
spacetin e, w ith the (distinguishable) subsystem sparam —
eterized either the energy-m om entum plis intemal de-
grees of freedom , or by the spacetin e coordinate plus
the com ponent index for a vector or spinor eld, respec—
tively. W ith this de nition, the ideas from the theories
of entanglem ent can be applied. I give som e sym m etry
properties conceming the entanglem ent in quantum eld
theory, Inm om entum space and In realspacetin e, respec—
tively. I discussed the nvariance properties of entangle—
ment when the quantum state respects symm etries. A
notew orthy notion is the entanglem ent between di erent
spacetin e points, which is an intrinsic physical property
and ism easurabl in principle. This notion is illustrated
In tem s of the entanglem ent between the two halves of
the R ndler space or across the event horizon of a black
hole.

Tam very gratefulto P rofessorM ichael Stone, P rofes—
sor YongshiW u and P rofessor H . D deter Zeh for useful
discussions.

[l]1 E.Einstein, B.Podolsky and N .Rosen, Phys. Rev. 47,
777 (1935); E. Schrodinger, Proc. Camb. Phi. Soc. 31,
555 (1935); D . Bohm , Quantum Theory (P renticeH all,
Englewood C1i s,1951); J.S.Bell, Physics 1, 195 (1964).

R1A . Peres, Quantum Theory: Concepts and M ethods
K uwer A cadem ic, D ordrecht, 1993).

Bl E.Joos, H.D .Zeh, C.Kifer, Claus K ifer, D . G ulini,
J. Kupsch and IO Stam atescu, D exoherence and the
Appearance of a Classical W orld in Quantum T heory,
(Spriner, Berlin, 2003); W . H . Zurek, Rev.M od. Phys.
75, 715 (2003).

[A1H .D . Zeh, The Physical Basis of the D irection of tim e
(SpringerVerlag, 2001);
Bl A .Peres, P.F.Scudoand D .R .Temo, Phys.Rev. Lett.

[71Y .Shi, J. Phys.A 37, 6807 (2004).Phys.Rev.A 69,
032318 (2004).
B] P.Zanardi, Phys.Rev.A .65, 042101 (2002).


http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0203051
http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0403089

P] Y .Shi, Phys.Rev.A 67, 024301 (2003).Y . Shi, Phys.
Lett.A 309, 254 (2003).

[L0] S.J.van Enk, Ph¥§. Rev.A 67, 022303 (2003).

1] C .K defer, in Ref. BI.

[12] Here I use a parenthesis in the ket notation of a sin—
gk particle state, to avoid confusion wih the \second—
quantized" states, which are denoted as the usualkets.

[13] S. W einberg, Quantum theory of Fields, VoL I (Cam —
bridge U niversity, 1995).

[14] W hile the de nition gf_a creation operator is based on a
single particle state [L3], som e authors regard the form er
asm ore fundam ental H D . Zeh, Phys. Lett. A 309, 329
(2003)1.

5] S.J.Summers and R . W emer, J.M ath.Phys. 28, 2440
(1987); id., 28, 2448 (1987); B .Reznik, A .R etzker and

6] P. Calabrese and J. Cardy, J. Stat. Phys. 0406, 002
(2004).

[l7] C.H .Bennett, H . J.Bemstein, S.Popescu and B . Schu—
m acher, Phys.Rev.A 53, 2046 (1996).

8] T.M .Fiola, J.Preskill, A . Strom inger and S.P . T rivedi,
Phys. Rev.D 50, 3987 (1994). It is interesting to see
that the entanglem ent entropy w as recognized herebefore
the quantum informm ational interpretation in Ref. [17].
Earlier, i had been studied as Yeom etric entropy’ in,
eg. G ."tHooft, NucLPhys.B 256, 727 (1985);C .Callen
and F.W ilczek, Phys. Lett. 33B , 55 (1994).

[19] T .Padm anabhan, Gen.Rel. G rav. 34, 2029 (2002); ibid,

RO] It is also discussed In, eg. T . Jacobson, Introductory
Notes on Black Hol Them odynam ics (unpublished);
C lassicaland Q uantum Black Holes, ,edited by P .Fre, V.
Gorini, G .M agli and U .M oschella (IoP, Bristol, 1998);
C.Kifer, Class. Quant. Grav. 18, L151 (2001); V.Ve-
dral, CentralEur.J.Phys. 1, 289 (2003).

R11W .G .Unruh,Phys.Rev.D 14, 870 (1976).

R2]1 S.W .Hawking, Commun.M ath.Phys. 43, 199 (1975).


http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0310058
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0311036

