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D istributed Entanglem ent as a P robe for the Q uantum Structure of Spacetim e
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Sin ultaneity is a welkde ned notion in special relativity once a M Inkow skim etric structure is
xed on the spacetin e continuum (m anifold) of events. In quantum gravity, however, the m etric
is not expected to be a xed, classical structure, but a uctuating quantum operator which m ay
assum e a coherent superposition of two classically-distinguishable values. A natural question to ask
is what happens to the notion of sin ultaneity and synchronization when the m etric is in a quantum
superposition. Here we show that the resource of distrdbuted entanglem ent of the sam e kind as
used by Jozsa et al. Phys.Rev.Lett. 85, 2010 (2000)] gives rise to an experin ental probe that is
sensitive to coherent quantum uctuations In the spacetim e m etric.

PACS numbers: 0330+ p,03.65-w,01.70 4+ w

For a given choice ofa M inkow skim etric structure on
the spacetin e continuum , sin ultaneiy is a unigquely de—
ned notion in specialrelativity. A lthough there isan in—
nite class of distinguishable but equivalent M inkow ski
m etrics on the spacetin e m anifold, the speci ¢ m etric
that is to be used is a philosophical problem that seem s
to have no consequences for real experin ents. In partic—
ular, i doesnot have any com putational in plications for
classicalphysics i_]:{:_é]. In quantum gravity, however, the
m etric is not expected to be a xed, classical structure,
but a uctuating quantum operator. In particular, it is
conceivable that the m etric can be in a coherent super-
position of two classically-distinguishable values. E xper—
In entally, there exist well known protocols to construct
the classical m etric once a labeling of actual events as
spacetin e points is carried out. O ne particular such pro-
toool involves the synchronization of the clocks of two
distant observers (A lice and Bob) at rest wih respect
to each other. Recently, clock synchronisation received
renew ed Interest w ith the added resource of shared entan—
glem ent between A lice and Bob ij]. A natural question
to ask iswhat happens to the notion of sin ultaneity and
synchronization when the m etric is in a quantum super-
position. Here we show that the resource of distributed
entanglem ent of the sam e kind as used In ij] gives rise
to an experim ental probe that is sensitive to coherent
quantum uctuations in the spacetin e m etric.

In special relativity, given a xed M inkow skim etric g
on spacetin e R ?, sin ulttaneity is de ned as ollows: let
u be the Purwector of an inertial observer, A lice, and
¥t P be an event along the world-line ofA lice. Then A -
ice’s surface of sin ultaneiy at P isthe set ofalleventsQ
such that the space—like vector (orgeodesic) S piningP
to Q isorthogonaltou :g u S = 0. Thisde nition
is form ulated entirely In temm s of physically observable
quantities, and, given a xedmetricg ,is In plem ented
In practice using the E instein synchronization protocol.

T he protocolw orks as follow s: suppose A lice and Bob

are separated by a (large) distance d. A lice sends a light
signalto Bob, who uses a m irror to retum the signalin —
m ediately. A lice then m easures the tin e Intervalbetw een
the departure at ty and the arrival at t3 of the signal:
(s %), and de nes the halfway tin e t, through this
Intervalas

1
= £+ > (s %) : 1)

By construction, the spacelike vector pining the event at
tine t, on A lice’s worldline to the event of re ection t)
In Bob’sm irror is orthogonal to A lice’s four velocity. In
otherwords, t;, and tg lie on a surface of sin utaneity for
A lice (and Bob), according to the above de niion. A -
ice now tells Bob that the tin e of re ection Which Bob
recorded, eg., by m easuring the In pulse on the m irror)
was at b, on her clock. Bob can then adjust his clock so
that his m easured tim e at this event coincides w ith t,
and we have therefore obtained clock synchronisation in
accordance w ith the above de nition.

N otice that this protocoldepends crucially on the spe—
cicM inkowskimetricg that is xed from the outset
(see Fig. :14'). In general, there exists an in nite class of
distinct M inkow skim etrics on the m anifbld R 4 : For any
dieomorphisn :R? ! R?, the metric ¢° Q)
is an elem ent In that class (where denotes the ten-—
sorial \pulback" m ap associated to the di eom erphism

) distinct from g unlss happens to be a transform a—
tion in the Poincare group (ie.a Lorentz transform ation
com bined w ith translations). W hich speci ¢ m etric rep—
resents the real Lorentz structure is an operational ques—
tion that can In principl be answered by experin ent;
nevertheless, since physics is Invariant under isom etries,
these di erent M Inkow skim etrics are in any case physi-
cally equivalent to each other [{i6].

So far, the discussion has been purely classical. In
quantum m echanics A lice and Bob m ight share entan—
glem ent, and the spacetin e m etric is generally no longer
a xed background structure, but is sub fct to quantum


http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0206082v1

uctuations. In this paper, we will show how this ex—
tra resource of shared distrbuted entanglem ent can be
used as an experin ental probethat is sensitive to coher—
ent quantum uctuations in the spacetin e m etric.
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FIG.1l. Einstein synchronization using the round-trip

travel tin e of a light signal. The location of the re ection
event tg on Bob’s worldline which is de ned to be sin ultane-
ous w ith A lice’s t,, depends entirely on the given M inkow ski
metric g on spacetin e: a) the synchronization process for
the "standard" m etric (only the light conesofg are shown),
b) E instein synchronization with a di erent M inkow skim et—
ric.

C onsider our two observers, A lice and Bob, who ini-
tially are co-located and share a sihglkt state of two
qubits whose com putationalbasis states Pi and jli cor-
resoond to nondegenerate (distinct) energy levelsE o and
E; Wherewede newithout lossofgenerality E1 > Eg).
The initial quantum state ofthe pint system is given by

1
ji= P (Pia iz J& Pis) : @)

T hroughout thispaper, the subscriptsA and B A lice and
Bob respectively. Suppose this entanglem ent is now dis—
tributed by ltting A lice m ove a large distance d away
from Bob. A fter the distrdbution, when Bob and A lice
are at relative rest again, the state of the system can be
w ritten in the form
. 1
Jji= p=
2

el *r Pl el Mt

O O @3)
where , and p are the proper tin es that elapsed in
A lice and Bob’s fram e during the entanglem ent trans-
port, and ~ o and ~ 1 are the ground and excied state
energies, respectively. Up to an overall phase, the state
Eqg. (3) can be rew ritten as

ji= Pz Phik e & AR PRE ;@
w here 1 0- W hen A lice and Bob are at rela—
tive rest (comoving: A = ), Iisa dark state sihce

its tim e evolution corresponds to m ultiplication by an
overallphase factor.

A lice and Bob now execute the clock synchronization
protocol introduced by Jozsa et al. [_7.]. F irst A lice m akes
a m easuram ent on her qubit in the £j 3 g basis:

1
3 i 1@—5(:'01;\+311A);

1
J A 1@—5(:'01;\ 1) )

and com m unicates the resul classically to Bob. A ssum e
that A lice obtains the resul j iy . Bob then know s that
his qubit is in the reduced state
e = i ;o (@)
obtained via the progction Py ;, from the state
Eqg.4). This is the sam e protocolused in the clock syn—
chronization application of U], and thephase ( a)
is the \P reskill" phase which m akes this application dif-
cul to Implem ent In practice g]. Here we are not in—
terested in a synchronization protocol, however, and the
In portant thing about the state Eg. (6) isthat it isa pure
state (though an unkown pure state) as Bob can verify
experin entally.

Suppose now that the background spacetin e on which
the above protocolis in plem ented hasam etric sub fct to
quantum uctuations. Let us assum e that the quantum
state of the m etric i is .n a coherent superposition of
tw o m acroscopically-distinguishable (orthogonal) states
Dol and i given by

Pi= Poit+ ni; o
where and arecomplxnumberswith j ¥+ 3 F= 1.
A ssum e, furthem ore, that the proper tin e elapsed dur-
ing A lice’s trip to her naldestination di ers forthe two
metrics gy and g; by a (enall) tine Interval . Under
these assum ptions, after entanglem ent distribution the
total state of the singlet system plus the m etric can be
w ritten in the form [com pare Eq. (3)]

jigi=
1 b . . .
P Phe’ 'Tik e’ 0 Fpite’ olat ) i
j]-j&ei OB:DiB ei 1 a :'goi+ei 1(at+ ) j;ﬁi
8)

From the point of view of A lice and Bob, the quantum
state of the gravitational eld is inaccessble via any di-
rect observation; therefore, their pint state is described



by tracing over the gravitational part of the wave func—
tion Eq. (8):

as = T [ig9ih ;9]
- ZIPRM05  FEME ¢ ARMS D3
W Pihli  JEM03 W JAMOE PihlE 15
where W denotes the com plex num ber
wo é 2 ) 9F+et 55 (10)

W hatw illhappen when B ob and A lice carry out the pro—
tocol described above [Egs. (5-6)]? A lice perform s the
m easurem ent In her £j i g basis, and obtains a random
string ofoutcom es £\ + ";\ "g. She sends thisbit string
to Bob. In practice, thism eansthat A lice tellsBob which
ofher enum erated singlkt-halfs from a large ensemble are
progcted onto the j iy state. N ote that this calculation
describes an experin ent in which the various ensem ples
are obtained via repeated application of the entangle—
m ent distrbution and m easurem ent protocols described
above, In each such application the m etric being In the
sam e coherent state descrbbed by Eq. (7).] The state a3
n Eqg. (9) then collapses to the density m atrix

Py, aBPyy,

Tr Pj*-iA ABPj+iA

1
= — % i ht+ 3
23+1A A
PisM0% + Jighly W Pyhly W g 03
1)
Bob’s reduced state, therefore, is given by
1 . . . .
B =3 [Pig 03 + Jlighly
W oPphly W LiH0% (12)

Contrast Eqg. (12) w ith the pure state EqQ. (6). T he state
Eqg. (12) ispure ifand only if

1
Tr = Ja+ W =1 13)
which ispossbl ifand only if W j= 1.But
Wf=1 4333 Ffsn® —-
1 3% F 2 % 14)
where the approxin ate equality assum es 1. In

general, Bob’s state at the end of the protocol ism ixed,
and if experin ent can distinguish this \decoherence" ef-
fect from other sources of decoherence, it provides a pos—
sble probe forthe quantum uctuations in the spacetin e
m etric.

A sin ilargravitationaldecoherence e ect could be pro—
duced by using a single clock qubit carried by A lice
through the region wih the uctuating metric. How-—
ever, the advantages of using the singlt state as a probe
are twofold: F irst, the singlt state is In m une to phase
deocoherence e ects that Interact w ith both qubits in the
@m e way; so i provides a m ore localized probe than a
single qubi would. Second, the singlkt state allow s the

nalm easurem ent process to be perform ed in a region
(B ob’s Iocation) arbitrarily distant from the region where
the graviational interaction takes place @ lice’s world—
line); thus there is no danger of the nalm easurem ent
process \collapsing” the state of the m etric leading to a
false negative result (@ pure-state outcom e for Bob).

W hat are the prospects for this probe to be a realis-
tic one? For P lanck scale uctuations in the m etric, for
which 10 *3 sec (the P lanck tim ), an cbservable ef-
fect w illbe present if 10%3H z, w hich corresponds, not
surprisingly, to energies~ ofthe order ofthe rest energy
corresponding to the P lanck m ass (roughly the m ass of
a graln of sand). This is a m acroscopic am ount of en—
ergy (di erence): the entangled state Eqg. (2) would have
to be a m acroscopic, \Schrodinger’s cat" state and pre—
serve its coherence over the large distance d. Since m any
non-gravitational sources of decoherence would tend to
destroy such states rather quickly, the prospects for a
succesiil experin ent to probe for P lanck-scale geom etry

uctuations are not good.

T here are, how ever, recent intriguing suggestions that
m icroscopic black holes could be produced in large
hadron colliders currently under construction t_l-]_J'] Ac-
cording to these suggestions, string theory m ay present
a new length scale much larger than the P lanck length
at which the gravitational interaction becom es a dom —
nhant force, allow ng much lower energy thresholds for
black hol production. The black holes produced In fii—
ture hadron colliders m ay be as light as 1TeV in m ass,
correponding to a length scale on the order of 10 7 am .
T hisnew m ass—ength scale nvolvesthe geom etry ofcom —
pacti ed dim ensions in string theory, but if these an all
black holes have gravitational signatures in the non-—
com pacti ed din ensions that have length scales com pa—
rableto 10 17 an , orequivalently tin e scales of 10 27 sec,
then our probe would be sensitive to such uctuations
provided 10%"H z, which corresponds to energies on
the order of ~ 1TeV . This is a m esoscopic energy
scale, and it is not inconceivable that entangled states
of m esoscopic system s, lke for exam ple high photon—
num ber path-entangled states ﬂ_f%‘,:_fi_"l], can be produced
and m aintained against non-gravitational decoherence
Just long enough forthe protocolw e discussed above to be
practical. W e believe this possibility is Intriguing enough
to deserve further study.
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