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W e show how m any-body ground state entanglem ent inform ation m ay be extracted from sub-—
system energy m easurem ents at zero tem perature. A precise relation between entanglem ent and en—
ergy uctuations is dem onstrated in the weak coupling lin it. E xam ples are given w ith the two-state
system and the ham onic oscillator, and energy probability distributions are calculated. Com par-
isonsm ade w ith recent qubit experim ents show this type ofm easurem ent provides another m ethod
to quantify entanglem ent w ith the environm ent.

A standard assum ption in therm odynam ics is that the coupling energy of the system to the them odynam ic bath
must be an aller than any other energy scale in the problem . In this paper, we explore the consequences of the
violation of this assum ption when the com bined system and bath are together In the overallground state (or at zero
tem perature) £ From the them odynam ic point of view , this is a boring situation because nothing can happen: the
system and bath cannot exchange energy. However, from a quantum m echanical point of view , the non-vanishing of
the coupling energy can play an in portant role for m esoscopic system s (where the them odynam ic Im it cannot be
applied). Them odynam ic relations m ust be applied only to the entire system 22 In fact, even though the system
is at zero tem perature, if a m easurem ent of a sub-system Ham iltonian ism ade, it can be found in an excited state
w ith a probability that depends on the coupling to is environm ent. T his non-intuitive result is a purely quantum
phenom enon: it is a consequence of entanglem ent? of the sub-system w ith the environm ent. In fact, we dem onstrate
that know ledge of the probability to nd the system In an excited state can be used to detem ine the degree of
entanglem ent ofthe sub-system and bath. C onsequently, sin ple system sw ith wellknow n isolated quantum m echanical
properties (such as the two-state system and ham onic oscillator) becom e \entanglem ent-m eters".

T here is grow ing Interest In ground-state entanglem ent from the condensed m atter physics com m unity. T heoretical
works on ground state entanglem ent have addressed entropy scaling in ham onic netw orks,® spih-spin entanglem ent in
quantum spin chains® and quantum phase transitions:’® Entanglem ent properties of the ground state are also essential
in the eld ofadiabatic quantum com puting R ecently, there has also been interest in the relationship betw een energy
frustration and entanglem entd? It is also interesting to link other ground state properties of a variety ofm esoscopic
system s to the zero-tem perature entanglem ent energetics. T hese properties Include the persistent current of am all
m esoscopic ringsttd243 or of doubly connected C ooper pair boxest42228 single C ooper pair boxes m easured by a
dcSQU ID 148 and the occupation of resonant states? Furthem ore, the role of entanglem ent w ith an unm onitored
environm ent in the decoherence of scattering quantum particles hasbeen considered form any-body quantum chaotic
bath£?? and recently at zero tem perature2:

Tthas long been recognized that the ground state properties ofm esoscopic system sare very interesting. In particular,
a an allm etallic loop penetrated by an Aharonov-Bohm ux exhibits a persistent current if the tem perature is so low
that the phase coherence length becom es larger than the circum ference. It is therefore of interest to investigate the
persistent current in rings coupled to a bath 22 The ground state of a m odel of a ring w ith a quantum dot coupled
capacitively to a resistor was exam ined by Cedraschiet ali! and it was found that the persistent current decreases
w ith Increasing coupling strength and at the sam e tim e that the persistent current is not sharp but uctuatesw ih a
variance that increases w ith increasing coupling strength. To explain these resuls these authors already allided to
energy uctuations. Such an explanation im plies a close connection betw een energy uctuations and persistent current

uctuations. Indeed In the work presented here we substantiate this relationship. A sin ple and transparent m odel
In which energy uctuations can be investigated is that of an oscillator coupled to a bath of ham onic oscillators.
N agaev and one of the authors® calculated the vardance of the energy of the oscillator as a fiinction of the coupling
strength to the bath. In the work presented here, we analyze not only the variance but the entire distribution fiinction
of energy of the oscillator in its ground state, and show how these uctuations orighate from entanglem ent.

W e consider a general Ham iltonian H = Hg+ H.+ Hg , that couples (c) the system (s) we are Interested in
to a quantum environment (E ) such as a network of ham onic oscillators232? The Iowest energy separable state
is Bi= PisPig, where Picr 4 are the owest uncoupled energy state of both system s. However, if the system
Ham iltonian and the totalH am iltonian do not commute which is the generic situation), then $1i is not an energy
elgenstate of the total Ham iltonian. Thus, there m ust be a lower energy eigenstate (i) of the total H am iltonian
which is by de nition an entangled state. Because tim e evolution is govemed by the full H am ilttonian, the ground
state expectation of any operator w ith no explicit tin e dependence w ill have no tin e evolution, insuring that any
m easurem ent outcom e is static in tin e. T his situation is in contrast to the usual starting point of assum ing that the
Initial state is a separable state and studying how it becom es entangled. T he reduced density operator of the system
is given by tracing out the environm ental degrees of freedom, = Tx Pih0j. A ssum Ing the full state of the whole
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FIG .1: A mesoscopic ring w ith in-line quantum dot and Aharonov-Bohm ux , coupled to an environm ent com prised of an

in nite chain ofLC -oscillators. T his system exhibitsa persistent current in its ground state, which is related to the entanglem ent
energetics. A ffter R ef.

system is pure, the reduced densiy m atrix contains all accessible system nform ation, including entanglem ent of the
system w ith its environm ent. B ecause repeated m easurem ents of H ¢ w ill give di erent energies as the sub-system is
not In an energy eigenstate, we are interested in a com plete description of the statistical energy uctuations. T hese

uctuationsm ay be described in two equivalent ways. The rmstway isto nd the diagonaldensity m atrix elem ents in
the basiswhere H 5 is diagonal. T hese elam ents represent the probability to m easure a particular excited state ofH .
A second way isto nd allenergy cum ulants. A cum ulant of arbitrary orderm ay be calculated from the sub-system
energy generating fiinction, Z ( ) = hexp( H)i @salays, 10 i= Tr O) so that the n® energy cumulant is given
by

n

HHii= ( )'— 1z () : @

dr -0

T hese cum ulants give nform ation about the m easured energy distrbution around the average.

Before proceeding to calculate these energy uctuations, we ask a general question about entanglem ent. G iven the
energy distrbution function (the diagonalm atrix elem ents ofthe density m atrix only), can anything be said in general
about the purity or entropy of the state? Surprisingly, because we are given the additional nform ation that we are
at zero tem perature, the answer is yes. Iff we ever m easure the sub-system ’s energy and nd an excited energy, then
we know the state is entangled. A though this statem ent alone links energy uctuationsw ith entanglem ent, a further
quantitative statem ent m ay be m ade In the weak coupling lin it. T he reason for this is the follow Ing: the assum ptions
exponentially suppress higher states, so to st order In the coupling constant, we can consider a tw o-state system
w here the density m atrix has the form

10 p C
= + +0(?): @)
00 c p
For vanishing coupling constant = 0, the st term is just the density m atrix for the segparable state. T he linear

dependenceof on holdsto rstorder forthem odelsystem s considered below and is the entanglem ent contribution.
Ifonem easures the diagonalelem entsof ,oneobtainspiown = 1 P andpyp = p asthe probability to bem easured
In the ground or excited state (because isam all, there isonly a an allprobability to nd the sub-system in the upper
state) . Ifwe now diagonalize , the elgenvaluesare 1, = fl p ;p g+ O ( 2). To rstorderin ,the elgenvalues
are the diagonalm atrix elem ents, so wem ay (to a good approxin ation) w rite the puriy or entropy in term s of these
probabilities even if the energy di erence rem ains unknown.

The Qubit. Let usnow rstevaliate the energy uctuationsofa qubit, a two-state system . Them ost general (trace
1) spin density matrix is = (@ + hyi x+ h i ,+ h ;i ;)=2. A sinple m easure of the entanglem ent is given by
thepurity, Tr 2 = (1=2)(1+ X?+ Y%+ 22),whereX ;= h ;i. Tt iswellknown that X ;Y;Z ) form coordinates in the
B lock sphere. Purity lies at the surfacewhere X 2+ Y2 + 22 = 1, whereas corruption lies deep in the m iddle.

W e take the system Ham iltonian?® tobe Hg = ( =2) , + ( =2) . Ihtroducing the frequency = 24+ 2=h
and using the dentity e *2" "= Icos; i “siy with = h , and the unit vector i chosen to givee * ¥ ¢
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FIG . 2: Energy probabilities pup and pPaown fOr the spin-boson problem . W ith increasing coupling to the environm ent it it is
m ore lkely to m easure the qubit in the excited state. For the symm etric case ( = 0), we use the Bethe ansatz solution, whilke
for the general case, we use a perturbative solution which is only valid for large or large . A fterRef.

,= =h ,ny,= =h ), i isstraightforward to show

. ,sinh =2) . .
Z @)= cosh =2) lhi( h,i+ h i): 3)
T he energy probability distrdbution m ay be easily ound by Fourier transom ing Eq. ), orby tracing in the diagonal
basis of the system Ham iltonian. The answerm ay be expressed w ith only the average energy, Hi si= sh ,i+ sh 1
asa sum ofdela functions at the system energies h =2 with weights of the diagonaldensity m atrix elem ents,
E + h =2) MH <1 E h =2) M i

h H.)i= 1 + 1+ : 4
© Hi 2 h =2 2 h =2 @

C learly, ifthe spin is isolated from the environm ent, HH ;i= h =2 (the ground state energy), the probability weight

to be In an excited State vanishes. T his distrdbution m ay also be found from know ledge of the isolated eigenenergies,

the fact that HH (i= 5E5 390 and that Tr = 1. This later argum ent m ay be extended to n-state system s given the
rstn 1 momentsofthe Ham itonian and the n elgenenergies.

Connection with RealQ ubits. T he probability weights depend on the energy param eters and , and the expecta-
tion values ofthe P aulim atrices. For realqubits produced in the lab, these w ill depend on the environm ent28 O ften,
we can link the basic phenom ena we have been describing to physicalm easurem ents other than energy. C onsider, for
exam ple, a m esoscopic ring threaded by an Aharonov-Bohm ux shown in Fig. [ll. The ring has an in-line quantum
dot coupled to it with tunneling contacts, where the tunneling m atrix elem ents &y, ;& depend on the ux . Interac—
tions betw een the ring and dot are described w ith the capacitancesC; and Cy . T he dot—ring structure is capacitively
coupled to an extermal in pedance Zx+ M odeled by an in nite chain of LC -oscillators. T his extemal In pedance plays
the rok of the quantum environm ent. The equilbriim state of the dotring system supports a persistent current as
a function of ux. T he persistent current is related to the e ective two—Jevel system operators only, and In tum m ay
be related to the probability to nd the excited energy state (for the symm etric case of = 0),

HH i 1 I()
Z o1+ ->1
2 h =2 2 I ()

Pup = 7 ©)
where Iy () is the uncoupled value of the persistent current. T his physical in plem entation gives a direct translation
between the m easured persistent current and the entanglem ent between ring and dot. D i erent discussions of the
e ect ofa bath on persistent current should be classi ed asw hether the system Ham iltonian com m utesw ith the total
Ham iltonian (see Ref. ) or does not (see Refs. ). Another physical system that show s sin ilar physics is a
quantum dot connected In series w ith a tunnel jinction, m etallic reservoir and quantum in pedance represented by a
bosonic environm ent 2’

A common model for environm ental e ects is given by coupling the two-state system to a series of ham onic
oscillators, the spin-boson m odel:t232428 1n Fig. ll, we have plotted the upper and lower occupation probabilities
for the spin-boson m odel as a function of the coupling constant . For the symm etric case ( = 0), we have used the



Bethe ansatz solution*t?®, while for  nite, we have used the perturbative solution In =! . which is valid only for
larger or +! Thustheplbtiscuto atasmall .A computationalapproach calculating the expectation values of
the Paulim atrices over the whole param eter range was given in Ref. . The quantum dynam ics of this system was
studied In Ref. . O ne sin ple m easure of the bath type is the slope of the occupation probability in the vicinity of

= 0.

E xperim ents are always carried out at nite tem perature, and i is in portant to dem onstrate that there exists a
cross-over tem perature to the quantum behavior discussed here. For an isolated system in themm alequilibbrium , where
the coupling energy playsno rol, the (low -tem perature) them aloccupation probability ispw = exp[ E, E1)=kT].
In the weak coupling lim it for the sym m etric spin boson problem , the probability to m easure the excited state scales

as Pup = og( =! ()30 Setting these factors equaland solving rT yields
E E
KT —z = . ®)
log( Jog—=)

Since T scales as the inverse logarithm of the coupling constant, it is experim entally possble to reach a regine
w here them alexcitation is negligble. If one carefully calculatesm any-body low tem perature corrections to the zero
tem perature results, one cbtain corrections quadratic in tem perature23
A s an order of m agnitude estin ate, we com pare w ith the C ooper pair box which is am ong the m ost environ—
m entally isolated solid state qubitst®. From22 which found a Q  10%, we estin ate the quantum probability for the
box to be measured in the excited state asp,p, 10 ° 10 ?, which is of sam e order or larger than the them al
probability, pey 10 4 . Experin entally, Pup @and pw M ay be confiuised by tting data w ith an e ective tem perature,
tn / exp( o Hg)3L However, one m ay distihhguish true therm albehavior from the e ect described here because
Pup and pw depend di erently on tunable system parameters such as . In fact, . is an entanglem ent m easure.
T he behavior discussed here is closely related to the breakdown of the concept of local tem perature discussed in Ref.

14,15

The Ham onic O scillator. W e now consider the entanglem ent energetics of a harmm onic oscillator, H ¢ = p?=(@m ) +
(1=2)m !?cf . Since there are an in nite num ber of states, the problem isharder. To sin plify ourtask, we assum e a lin-
ear coupling w ith an ham onic oscillatorbath. T his in plies that the density m atrix is G aussian so that environm ental
inform ation is contained in the second m om ents hef 1 and hp? 1,223

o )
) Hie et e Lz) W@
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E xpectation valies ofhigher powers ofH ¢ are non-trivialbecause g and p do not comm ute. T he puriy of the density
matrix Eq. ) is

h=2
Tr*=  dodd’hoj #ie’3 fi= p}qz:m: @®)

T he uncertainty relation, P h?ip?i  h=2, guarantees that Tr 2 1, with the inequality becom ing sharp if the
oscillator is isolated from the environm ent. A s the environm ent causes greater deviation from the P lanck scale 1im it,
the state loses purity.
T he generating fiinction Z m ay be calculated conveniently by tracing in the position basis and inserting a com plete
set of position states between the operators,
Z

Z ()= dodo’hyi Win'e * i ©)

The rstobfctin Eq. ) is the density m atrix in position representation, given by Eq. ). T he second cb ct m ay
be interpreted as the uncoupled position-space propagator of the ham onic oscillator from position g to ° in tine
ih ,

| 1=2
m .

e Lo 0 ex L[(qzﬂ- %) coshh! 299’1 : (10)
£ ¥ S Hsmhn! P Jhsnhh! d ’ i

T his Interpretation is quite generaland m ay be used to extend this analysis to other system s. W e nd

h" 1+ cosh" -
T2 " Dt ————— ; an

Z ()= 2E



where "= h!,2E = m ! 2hfi+ Ip?i=m and A = hilp?i=h?. E is the average energy of the oscillator, whike A 1
is a m easure of satisfaction of the uncertainty principle. Eq. ) has a pleasing lin it for the free partice ! ! 0,

1
Z( )free= 1+ Ipli=m ? ; 12)

which is Jist the generating finction or W ick contractions, hp®®i= @n 1)!! (p*1)” . Thus, n Eq. M), the nverse
square root generates the right com binatorial factors under di erentiation, and the nontrivial dependence accounts
for the com m utation relations between g and p. The st few ham onic oscillator energy cum ulants m ay now be
straightforwardly found via Eq. ),

HH Zii = (1=2)[ ("=2)+ 4E? 2"*A1; 13)
HHJii = @=2)[ 16E°+ "1+ 12a)]; 14)
HH Jii = 48E% 4™EZ(1+ 12A)+ " [1=8)+ 2A + 6A?]: 1s)

A fter inserting the m ean square values for an ohm ic bath (see the discussion above eqs. [lllll)), Eq. [l is dentical
to the m ain result of N agaev and one of the authorss

A tematively, we now consider the diagonalm atrix elem ents ,, . An analytical expression for the density m atrix
In the energy basism ay be found by using the wavefiinctions of the ham onic oscillator,

r

n@= m—p=e TTH.(q 16)

P
where =p m!=h and H, (x) is the n™ Hem ite polynom ial®3 In the energy basis, the density m atrix is given
by nm = dadd® , @hyj Hi n @). The position space integrals m ay be done using two di erent copies of the
generating finction ©r the Hem ite polynom ials33

s *®
G@s)=e? +2sq _ M . a@7)

m=0

T he diagonal elem ents m ay be found by equating equal powers of the generating variables. W e rst de ne the
din ensionlkess variables x = 2 2hfi, y = 2hpPi=( 2h%),andD = 1+ x+ y+ xy. x and y are related to the m apr
and m Inor axes of an uncertainty ellipse. T he isolated hamm onic oscillator (in it’s ground state) obeys two im portant
properties: m Inin um uncertainty (in position and m om entum ) and equipartition of energy between average kinetic
and potential energies. The In uence of the environm ent causes deviations from these idealbehaviors which m ay be
acoounted for by introducing two new parameters,a= (y x)=D;b= ky 1)=D with 1 a landO Db 1.
T he deviation from equipartition of energy ism easured by a, while the deviation from the idealuncertainty relation
ismeasured by b. W e nd

r— h p i

4 _
nn = D—ao2 a®)"?P, b= B a2 ; 18)

P
where P, [z] are the Legendre polynom ials. The rst few energy probabilities are given below W ithout the  4=D

prefactor) .

nn— 00
1
b
a?=2+ 1t
3a’b=2+ I
3a*=8+ 33’ + b
15a*=8 + 5a°L’ + b’
5a°=16+ 45a'?=8+ 15a°b'=2+ ©°
35a°b=16+ 105a*’=8 + 21a’b=2+ b’

dlo|jlo|d|lw|N|R|OB

Ifwe try and choose x and y so as to violate the uncertainty principle, unphysical results appear as som e of the
probabilities exceed 1, orbecom e negative. T he probabilities [ll) also revealenvironm ental inform ation. Forexam ple,
11= g0 = b and is thus only sensitive to the area of the state, while 2= g0 = a?=2+ ¥ depends on both the



FIG . 3: The probability to m easure a ham onic oscillator in the ground and rst three excited states as a function ofx and y
(see text) . T he line traces out the behavior of the ohm ic bath as a function of the coupling in the underdam ped range. A fter
Ref. I

uncertainty and energy asymm etry. A dditionally, ifwe expand the rst density m atrix eigenvalie®23 w ith respect to
an alldeviations of x and y, we recover 117 In agreem ent w ith our generalargum ent. To com plete the circle, we m ay
m ake an \energy transformm " on these probabilities,

®
Z ()= eEnnn; 19)

n=0

where E, = (@ + 1=2)h! are the uncoupled energy eigenvalues of the ham onic oscilator. If we now identify the

new generating variable t= ¥ a?exp( h!) and deviation variable z = b= a?, we m ay m ake use of the
sum m ation form ula or the Legendre polynom ials>3
>é 1
P, 1= f1 2zt+ g ? ; (20)

n=0

to recover (after som e algebra) the energy generating fiinction Eq. [l .

A though x and y have been treated as independent variables, the kind of environm ent the system is coupled to
replaces these variables w ith two filnctions of the coupling constant. For exam ple, w ith the ohm ic bath323 (n the
under-dam ped lin i), the variables are

1 2
% ( )Z?ﬁ 1 —arctanpﬁ ; (21)
, 41
y()=@0@ 2 9)x()+ —h—; (22)

where is the ocoupling to the environm ent in units of the oscillator frequency and !. is a high frequency cuto .
T his bath inform ation is shown in Fig. llwith !. = 10! . The trafctory of the line over the surface show s how the
probabilities evolve as the coupling  is Increased from 0 to 1. O ther kinds of environm ents would trace out di erent
contours on the probability surface.

In conclusion, we have shown that pro fgctive m easurem ents of the system Ham iltonian at zero tem perature reveal
entanglem ent properties of the m any-body quantum m echanical ground state. Consequently, repeated experin ents



on sin ple quantum system s give inform ation about the nature of the environm ent, the strength of the coupling and
entanglem ent. The larger the energy uctuations, the greater the entanglem ent. There are several possbilities for
experin ental in plem entations. W e have m entioned m easurem ent of persistent currenttt42:23 as well as profpcting
on the system ’s energy eigenstates. A nother m easurem ent possibility is a zero tem perature activation-like process®
w here the dom inant m echanisn is not tunneling, but the sam e quantum e ects of the environm ent which we have
discussed here.
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