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A bstract. Thetopologicalphasefactorinduced on interfering electronsby external

quantum electrom agnetic�eldshasbeen studied.Two and threeelectron interference

experim ents inside distant cavities are considered and the in
uence of correlated

photonson thephasefactorsisinvestigated.Itisshown thattheclassicalorquantum

correlationsofthe irradiating photonsare transferred to the topologicalphases. The

e�ectisquanti�ed in term sofW eylfunctionsforthedensity operatorsofthephotons

and illustrated with particularexam ples. The schem e em ploysthe generalized phase

factorasam echanism forinform ation transferfrom thephotonstotheelectriccharges.

In thissense,the schem em ay be usefulin the contextof
ying qubits(corresponding

to the photons)and stationary qubits (electrons),and the conversion from one type

to the other.
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1. Introduction

The study ofphase factors arising in quantum interference has been crucialfor the

understanding ofa wide range ofphysicalphenom ena [1]. The Aharonov-Bohm phase

factor[2],exp(iq�),isacquired by a particlewith chargeq in a looping trajectory that

encloses a classicalm agnetostatic 
ux �. This is true even when the particle m oves

in entirely �eld-free regions. The e�ecthasbeen investigated in relation to transport

phenom ena in solid state physics [3]and electron coherence in m esoscopic devices [4].

The reciprocalphase factor[5]and the dualcounterparts[6,7]have also been studied

and haverecently found applicationsin di�erentcontexts,such astopologicalquantum

inform ation processing [8],thequantum Halle�ectanaloguewith neutralatom s[9]and

ultra-cold atom technology [10].

The generalized phase factor, exp(iq�̂), which is induced on a charge q by a

nonclassicalelectrom agnetic �eld with m agnetic 
ux �̂ has also been studied in the

literature[11].In thiscasethem agnetic
ux and theinduced phasefactorarequantum

m echanicaloperators. Consequently the im portant quantity in term s ofinterference

properties is the expectation value ofthe phase factor,hexp(iq�̂)i = Tr[� exp(iq̂�)],

with respectto the density m atrix � thatdescribesthe externalelectrom agnetic �eld.

Thisphasefactoristopologicalin thesensethatitdependson thenum beroftim esan

electron windsaround theenclosed m agnetic
ux and itisindependentoftheelectron

velocity.Thehexp(iq�̂)iisa com plex quantity,in general,which isknown astheW eyl

(orcharacteristic)function from quantum phase-spacestudies[12].

Clearly the inherent 
uctuations ofthe externalquantum �elds bring about the

problem ofdecoherence ofthe interfering electrons. Solutions have been proposed in

relation to this problem using various m ethods [13]. Here it is assum ed that under

certain conditionstheexternalphotonsdo notinteractwith theinterfering charges.In

particular,itisassum ed thattheelectrom agnetic�eldsthatareinduced via Faraday’s

law by thecirculating electronsarenegligiblein com parison to theexternal�elds,and

so thereisno back reaction.Theinherentnoiseoftheexternalphotonsm anifestsitself

as a reduction ofthe absolute value ofthe phase factor,jhexp(iq�̂)ij,which becom es

slightly lessthan one[14].

Nonclassicalelectrom agnetic�eldsin variousquantum states[15],such assqueezed

and num ber states, have been generated at both opticaland m icrowave frequencies

[16]. Quantum m echanically correlated [17]photons have also been produced in the

laboratory[18].Itisthereforereasonabletoenquirewhetherwecan usecertain quantum

interferencedevices,which aresensitivetotheexternalradiation,asdetectorsofphoton

correlations.Thishasindeed been proposed recently using di�erenttechniques[19,20].

In this paper we study photon-induced correlations between electron phase factors,

which istheprecursory m echanism forthedetection ofphoton entanglem entin distant

quantum interference devices. It is shown that the phase factors of the electrons

in interference experim ents, which are initially independent ofone another,becom e

correlated when the experim ents are irradiated with correlated photons. The setup
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considered here m ay also be usefulin the generalarea of
ying and stationary qubits

[21]and theirinteraction.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. A possible im plem entation is

analyzed and background m aterialisprovided in section 2. The correlations induced

by the photonson the phase factorsare quanti�ed forthe bipartite case in section 3.

The problem is approached through exam ples, that involve classically and quantum

m echanically correlated photonsin num berstatesand in coherentstates,in section 4.

Thisissubsequently generalized to thetripartitecasein section 5,whereexam plesare

also provided.Theresultsarediscussed and conclusionsaredrawn in section 6.

2. In
uence ofentangled photons on distant interference experim ents

W e begin by introducing the setup depicted in �gure 1: two interference devices for

charged particles,A and B ,are placed inside cavitiesthatare farfrom each other. A

source SEM oftwo-m ode nonclassicalm icrowaves sendsone m ode offrequency !1 into

thecavity whereA hasbeen placed,and theotherm odeoffrequency !2 intothecavity

where B hasbeen placed. Ithasbeen shown thatin thiscase the correlation between

the two electrom agnetic �eld m odesistransferred to the distantquantum interference

devices[20].These devicescould be,forexam ple,nanoscalesuperconducting quantum

interference devices (SQUIDs)[19],in which case the interfering particles are Cooper

pairs;orsim ply two-path electron interference devices[20]. In eithercase the value of

the phase factor,which depends on the externalelectrom agnetic �elds,in
uences the

m easurable physicalquantities (in the case ofsuperconducting rings the m easurable

variable is the current, while in electron interference one m easures the intensity of

electronson theinterference screen).

The externalquantum �eldsare usually described by the vectorpotentialÂ i and

theelectric �eld Ê i,which aredualquantum variables.The Â i;Ê i can betransform ed

into another pair ofdualvariables by integrating them around a sm allloop l(that

is,‘sm all’in com parison to the wavelength so that the �eld strengths are locally the

sam e).Thisoperation yieldsthem agnetic
ux �̂ =
H

lÂ idxi and theelectrom otiveforce

V̂EM F =
H

lÊ idxi,respectively.Theboson creation and annihilation operatorsm ay now

beintroduced as

â
y
=

1
p
2�
(�̂ � i!

�1
V̂EM F); â =

1
p
2�

�

�̂ + i!
�1
V̂EM F

�

(1)

where � is a constant proportionalto the area enclosed by l. They obey the usual

com m utation relation [a;ay]= 1 (note thatwe em ploy units in which the Boltzm ann

constant,the Planck constant divided by 2�,and the speed oflight in vacuum are

set equalto one,kB = �h = c = 1). The 
ux operatoris consequently written in the

Heisenberg pictureas

�̂(t)= exp(itH )̂�(0)exp(�itH ) (2)

where

H = H free+ H int; H free = !(̂a
y
â+ 1=2): (3)
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EM
SA B

Figure 1. Two distant interference devices for charged particles, A and B ,

are irradiated with nonclassical electrom agnetic �elds of frequencies !1 and !2

correspondingly.Theelectrom agnetic�eldsem anatefrom a singlesourceSEM and are

correlated. Itisrequired thatthe wavelengthsofthe �eldsare � 1m m (m icrowaves)

and thatthe interferencedeviceshavem esoscopicdim ensions(� 0:1�m )operating at

low tem peraturesof10� 100m K,such thatkB T � �h!1;�h!2.

The fullHam iltonian H contains the free electrom agnetic �eld Ham iltonian and an

interaction term H int,which includestheHam iltonian oftheinterfering chargesaswell.

In this paper we assum e that the H int,which describes the back reaction from the

charges to the electrom agnetic �eld,is neglected. In other words it is assum ed that

theself-induced m agnetic
ux ofthechargesisnegligiblecom pared to theexternal
ux

h�̂(t)i.In thisapproxim ation [11,20]weget

�̂(t)=
�
p
2

h

exp(i!t)̂a
y
+ exp(�i!t)̂a

i

: (4)

Exponentiating weobtain thephasefactorforan electron ofchargee:

exp
h

ie�̂(t)
i

= D [iqexp(i!t)]; q=
�e
p
2

(5)

where q is introduced as a scaled electric charge. D (�) � exp(�ây � ��â) is the

displacem entoperator.

Let�A be the density m atrix describing the externalnonclassicalelectrom agnetic

�eld m odein cavity A .Theexpectation valueofthephasefactorisgiven by thetrace

ofthe operatorexp[ie�̂A(t)]with respectto �A . Itiseasily seen thattaking the trace

weobtain thesinglem odeW eylfunction

~W A(�A)� Tr[�AD (�A)]; �A = iqexp(i!1t): (6)

Sim ilarly,the expectation value ofthe electron phase factorin experim ent B isgiven

by theW eylfunction

~W B(�B)� Tr[�BD (�B)]; �B = iqexp(i!2t): (7)

Itisim portanttonotethatthese‘expectation values’are,in general,com plex num bers.

Thereason forthisisthattheoperatorD (z)isnotHerm itian,sinceD y(z)= D (�z).

To provide a physical interpretation consider that A is a two-path electron

interferenceexperim ent.W ith each path weassociatea wavefunction fortheelectrons,

forexam ple, 0 and  1 (letusassum eequalsplittingam ongthem ,forsim plicity).Ithas
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been shown elsewhere[20]thattheintensity,ornum berdensity,ofelectronsatposition

x � arg 0 � arg 1 on theinterferencescreen ofexperim entA isgiven by

IA(x)= Tr
h

�Aj 0 + hexp(ie�̂A )i 1j
2
i

= 1+ j~W A(�A)jcosfx+ arg[~W A(�A)]g: (8)

It is clearly seen that the absolute value of the expectation value of the phase

factor,j~W A(�A)j,is the visibility � � (Im ax � Im in)=(Im ax + Im in) ofthe interference.

The arg[~W A(�A)] is the phase shift induced on the electrons by the irradiating

electrom agnetic�eld.

3. C orrelations betw een electron phase factors

Inthissection weshow how theelectron phasefactorsindistantinterferenceexperim ents

becom ecorrelated when they areirradiated with correlated photons.Thenatureofthe

correlation between the externalphotonscan be classicalorquantum [17,18]and the

aim hereistocom pareand contrastthetwocases.Thedi�erencebetween thetwocases

is�rstly clari�ed.

The photonsoffrequencies !1 and !2 are described by density operators�A and

�B,correspondingly.Ifthey arecom pletely independentofeach otherthen thedensity

operator describing the bipartite state is factorizable, i.e., �fac = �A 
 �B. Ifthey

are classically correlated then the bipartite state isdescribed by the separable density

operator�sep =
P

k Pk�A ;k
 �B;k,wherethePk areprobabilitiesthatsum up tounity.If

the two photonsare quantum m echanically correlated then theirdensity operator�ent

isentangled and itcan notbecastin theaboveform sin any way.

The expectation values ofthe electron phase factorshexp(ie�̂A)iand hexp(ie�̂B)i

in the interference experim entsA and B are given by the single m ode W eylfunctions

~W A(�A) and ~W B(�B) ofequations (6) and (7),correspondingly. It is also possible to

m easuretheproductoftheelectron phasefactorsin A and B (jointphasefactor).The

expectation valueofthisproduct,hexp(ie�̂A)exp(ie�̂B)i,isgiven by thetwo-m odeW eyl

function

~W A B(�A;�B)= Tr[�D (�A)D (�B)]: (9)

In the case of independent subsystem s, which are described by �fac = �A 
 �B,

the ~W A B(�A;�B) is equalto the product ~W A(�A)~W B(�B). However for classically or

quantum m echanically correlated subsystem sthetwo-m odeW eylfunction isnotequal

to thisproductofone-m ode W eylfunctions,in general.Thisim pliesthatthe electron

phasefactorsin A and B arecorrelated with each other.

In orderto quantify theinduced correlationsbetween theelectron phasefactorswe

de�ne

C � ~W A B(�A;�B)� ~W A(�A)~W B(�B): (10)

Ifthesubsystem sarenotcorrelated with each otherthen C = 0.Ifthey arecorrelated

then C 6= 0 (i.e.,therealand im aginary partsofC do notboth vanish).
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The experim entally m easurable quantities are the visibilities of the electron

interferences in A (j~W A(�A)j) and in B (j~W B(�B)j);and the corresponding shifts of

theinterference fringesarg(~W A);arg(~W B).Theabsolutevalue(jointvisibility)and the

argum ent(jointphaseshift)of ~W A B(�A;�B)haveto bem easured sim ultaneously in the

two experim ents. Alternatively one m ay use a SQUID ring with a single Josephson

junction irradiated with nonclassicalelectrom agnetic �elds[19],in which casethe ~W A,

~W B and the ~W A B are calculated from the expectation valuesofthe currentsin A and

B (and the productofthe currentsin both rings). Forexam ple,itisknown thatthe

currentm easured in A isgiven by IA = IcrIm [~W A (�A)],whereIcr isthecriticalcurrent.

4. Exam ples for the bipartite case

In thissection weconsiderparticularexam plesofclassically and quantum m echanically

correlated two-m odenonclassicalelectrom agnetic�eldsin num berstatesand in coherent

states.Thefundam entalrelationsthatarenecessary forthederivation ofthefollowing

resultshavebeen collected attheend ofthepaperin appendixA (forthenum berstates)

and appendix B (forthecoherentstates).

4.1.Photonsin num berstates

Considera two-m odeelectrom agnetic �eld in theseparablestate

�sep =
1

2
(jN 1N 2ihN 1N 2j+ jN 2N 1ihN 2N 1j): (11)

In thiscasethedi�erenceC ofequation (10)is

Csep = exp(�q2)LN 1
(q

2
)LN 2

(q
2
)�

1

4
exp(�q2)[LN 1

(q
2
)+ LN 2

(q
2
)]
2

(12)

whereL�
N areLaguerrefunctions.TheCsep istim eindependent;itdependsonly on the

num berofphotonsN 1;N 2.Itisclearly seen thatjCj> 0 forany num berofphotons.

On theotherhand theentangled num berstatejni= 2�1=2 (jN 1N 2i+ jN 2N 1i),with

density operator

�ent = �sep +
1

2
(jN 1N 2ihN 2N 1j+ jN 2N 1ihN 1N 2j) (13)

yields

Cent = Csep + exp(�q2)L
N 2�N 1

N 1
(q

2
)L

N 1�N 2

N 2
(q

2
)cos(
t) (14)

which istim edependentand oscillatesaround theCsep with frequency


= (N 1 � N 2)(!1 � !2): (15)

Ifthereisnodetuningbetween theexternalelectrom agnetic�elds,inwhich case!1 = !2,

then theCent isconstantin tim ebutitisstilldi�erentfrom theC sep.Itisnoted thatfor

thisexam plethedi�erence C ispurely realin both theseparableand entangled cases.
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4.2.Photonsin coherentstates

Considertwo coherentstatesjA 1iand jA 2iin theclassically correlated state

�sep =
1

2
(jA 1A 2ihA 1A 2j+ jA 2A 1ihA 2A 1j): (16)

In thiscasethereduced density operatorsthatdescribethecoherentstatespropagating

in cavitiesA and B are

�sep;A = �sep;B =
1

2
(jA 1ihA 1j+ jA 2ihA 2j): (17)

W e also consider the entangled state jSi = N (jA 1A 2i+ jA 2A 1i) with density

operator

�ent = 2N 2
�sep + N 2

(jA 1A 2ihA 2A 1j+ jA 2A 1ihA 1A 2j) (18)

wherethenorm alization constant,which issuch thathSjSi= 1,isgiven by

N =
h

2+ 2exp
�

�jA 1 � A 2j
2
�i�1=2

: (19)

In thiscasethereduced density operatorsin A and B are

�ent;A = �ent;B = N 2
(jA 1ihA 1j+ jA 2ihA 2j+ �12jA 1ihA 2j+ �

�
12jA 2ihA 1j) (20)

where

�12 = hA 1jA 2i= exp

 

�
jA 1j

2

2
�
jA 2j

2

2
+ A

�
1A 2

!

: (21)

The quantity C ofequation (10)hasbeen studied num erically using the relations

provided in appendix B.For the separable case we have calculated num erically the

Csep = ~W A B;sep(�A;�B)� ~W A ;sep(�A)~W B;sep(�B) and for the entangled case we have

calculated the Cent = ~W A B;ent(�A;�B)� ~W A ;ent(�A)~W B;ent(�B). These are com plex

quantitiesand thereforein thefollowingwepresenttheresultsin term softheirabsolute

valuesjCsepj;jCentjand theirim aginary partsIm (Csep);Im (Cent).

4.3.Num ericalresults

Forthe num ericalresultsin thissection the valuesofthe m icrowave frequencies have

been set at !1 = 1:2 � 10�4 and !2 = 1:0 � 10�4 . W e have used units in which

kB = �h = c= 1.Other�xed param etersare� = 1 and thedim ensionlesselectriccharge

e= (4�=137)1=2.

W e study the entangled num ber state j�i = 2�1=2 (j01i+ j10i) and its closest

separable state. W e therefore let N 1 = 1;N 2 = 0 in the separable state ofequation

(11)and the entangled state ofequation (13).The corresponding resultsforthejCsepj

and thejCentjagainst
thave been plotted in �gure 2.W enotethatthe jC sepj,which

istim eindependent,isnotzero butitisvery sm allin thiscase(’ 5� 10�4 ).

In the case ofcoherent states we study the separable state ofequation (16) and

the entangled state ofequation (18)forthesam e average num berofphotonsasin the

num ber states,thatis,jA 1j
2 = N 1 and jA 2j

2 = N 2 (whereas argA 1 = 0;argA 2 = 0).
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Figure 2. jCsepj (line of stars) corresponding to the separable num ber states of

equation (11) and jCentj (continuous line) corresponding to the entangled num ber

states of equation (13) for N 1 = 1;N 2 = 0 as a function of 
t. The frequencies

are !1 = 1:2� 10� 4 and !2 = 10� 4,in unitswhere kB = �h = c= 1.Note thatjCsepj

isnotzero but5� 10� 4.

TheresultsforthejCsepjand thejCentjhavebeen plotted against
tin subplots(a)and

(c)of�gure3,correspondingly.W enotethatin thiscaseC iscom plex and also C sep is

tim e dependent(in contrastto the case ofnum berstates). In subplots(b)and (d)of

�gure3 theim aginary parts,Im (C sep)and Im (Cent),havebeen plotted against
t.

In �gure 2 we see that both the C sep and the Cent are nonzero; and that the

Cent is tim e dependent. In fact this is true for any num ber ofphotons N 1;N 2 in the

separable and entangled states �sep;�ent as we can see from equations (12) and (14).

Consequently theelectron phasefactorsbecom ecorrelated when theinterferencedevices

areirradiated with classicallycorrelated (�sep)orquantum m echanicallycorrelated (�ent)

photonsin num berstates. Clearly the quantity C ofequation (10)isdi�erentforthe

two cases, which im plies that the nature of the correlation between the irradiating

photons in
uences the induced correlation between the topologicalphase factors. In

�gure 3 we see that the sam e generalresult is true for the case of classically and

quantum m echanically correlated photons in coherent states. It is also evident that

the correlations between the phase factors are in
uenced by the quantum noise and

statisticsofthe externalphotons,by com parison of�gures2 and 3,which correspond

to photonsin num berstatesand coherentstates.

5. Exam ples for the tripartite case

In thissection weconsiderthreeelectron interferencedevicesofm esoscopicdim ensions

thatare placed inside distantm icrowave cavities. The interference experim entsA ,B ,

and C areirradiated with nonclassicalelectrom agnetic �eldsoffrequencies!1;!2,and
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Figure 3.(a)jCsepjand (b)Im (Csep)corresponding to the separablecoherentstates

ofequation (16);(c)jCentjand (d)Im (Cent)corresponding to the entangled coherent

states ofequation (18) for A 1 = 1;A 2 = 0 as a function of
t. The frequencies are

!1 = 1:2� 10� 4 and !2 = 10� 4,in unitswherekB = �h = c= 1.

!3,correspondingly. The three electrom agnetic �eld m odes are described by density

operators �A;�B,and �C. Ifthey are com pletely independent ofeach other then the

density operatordescribing thetripartitestateisfactorizable,i.e.,�fac = �A 
 �B 
 �C.

Ifthey are classically correlated then the tripartite state isdescribed by the separable

density operator�sep =
P

k Pk�A ;k 
 �B;k 
 �C;k. Ifthe three �eld m odesare quantum

m echanically correlated then theirdensity operator�ent isentangled and itcan notbe

written in a separableform .

The phasefactoracquired by theinterfering electronsin A isgiven by ~W A(�A)of

equation (6)and the phase factorin B isgiven by ~W B(�B)ofequation (7). Sim ilarly

thephasefactorin C isobtained from ~W C(�C)= Tr[�CD (�C)],where�C = iqexp(i!3t).

W ecan also m easuretheproductofthethreephasefactors,which isgiven by thethree

m odeW eylfunction

~W A BC(�A;�B;�C)= Tr[�D (�A)D (�B)D (�C)]: (22)

The tripartitecorrelationsbetween theelectron phase factorscan bequanti�ed with a

straightforward generalization ofthe quantity C ofequation (10),thatis,in thiscase

wede�ne

C � ~W A BC(�A;�B;�C)� ~W A(�A)
~W B(�B)

~W C(�C): (23)

Ifthe phase factorsarenotcorrelated then C = 0.Ifthey are correlated then jCj> 0

(and also possibly Im (C)6= 0).
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Figure 4. jCsepj (line of stars) corresponding to the separable num ber states of

equation(24)and jCentj(continuousline)correspondingtotheentanglednum berstates

ofequation (25)forN 1 = 0;N 2 = 1;N 3 = 2 asa function of
0t.The frequenciesare

!1 = 1:2� 10� 4,!2 = 1:1� 10� 4,and !3 = 1:0� 10� 4 in unitswherekB = �h = c= 1.

5.1.Photonsin num berstates

Asan exam pleoftripartitenum berstatesconsidertheseparablestate

�sep =
1

2
(jN 1N 2N 3ihN 1N 2N 3j+ jN 2N 3N 1ihN 2N 3N 1j) (24)

and theentangled statejntrii= 2�1=2 (jN 1N 2N 3i+ jN 2N 3N 1i)with density operator

�ent = �sep +
1

2
(jN 1N 2N 3ihN 2N 3N 1j+ jN 2N 3N 1ihN 1N 2N 3j): (25)

Theresultsforthethreem odeW eylfunction ofequation (22)corresponding tothe

separable and entangled num ber states are straightforward,albeit lengthy. Only the

num ericalcalculationsare presented in term softim e 
0t,where 
0 hasreplaced 
 of

equation (15),which wasvalid forthebipartitecase.In particularitisnothard toshow

thatthedi�erencebetween theseparableand entangled W eylfunctionsincludesa tim e

dependentterm offrequency 
0,which isgiven by

~W A BC;ent� ~W A BC;sep / Re(hN 1jD (�A)jN 2ihN 2jD (�B)jN 3ihN 3jD (�C)jN 1i): (26)

From thisterm weobtain theappropriatefrequency forthetripartitecase,nam ely



0
= N 1(!3 � !1)+ N 2(!1 � !2)+ N 3(!2 � !3): (27)

5.2.Photonsin coherentstates

W econsidertheseparablecoherentstate

�sep =
1

2
(jA 1A 2A 3ihA 1A 2A 3j+ jA 2A 3A 1ihA 2A 3A 1j): (28)
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Figure 5.(a)jCsepjand (b)Im (Csep)corresponding to the separablecoherentstates

ofequation (28);(c)jCentjand (d)Im (Cent)corresponding to the entangled coherent

states of equation (30) for A 1 = 0;A 2 = 1;A 3 =
p
2 as a function of 
0t. The

frequenciesare!1 = 1:2� 10� 4,!2 = 1:1� 10� 4,and !3 = 1:0� 10� 4 in unitswhere

kB = �h = c= 1.

In thiscasethereduced density operatorsare

�sep;A = 2
�1
(jA 1ihA 1j+ jA 2ihA 2j) (29)

�sep;B = 2
�1
(jA 2ihA 2j+ jA 3ihA 3j)

�sep;C = 2
�1
(jA 3ihA 3j+ jA 1ihA 1j):

W ealsoconsidertheentangled statejStrii= N 0(jA 1A 2A 3i+ jA 2A 3A 1i)with density

operator

�ent = 2N 02
�sep + N 02

(jA 1A 2A 3ihA 2A 3A 1j+ jA 2A 3A 1ihA 1A 2A 3j) (30)

wherethenorm alization constantisgiven by

N 0
= [2+ 2Re(�12 + �23 + �31)]

�1=2
(31)

for�ij = hA ijA ji= exp(�jA ij
2=2� jA jj

2=2+ A �
iA j)asin equation (21),forexam ple.In

thiscasethereduced density operatorsare

�ent;A = N 02
(2�sep;A + �13�32jA 1ihA 2j+ �

�
13�

�
32jA 2ihA 1j) (32)

�ent;B = N 02
(2�sep;B + �21�13jA 2ihA 3j+ �

�
21�

�
13jA 3ihA 2j)

�ent;C = N 02
(2�sep;C + �12�23jA 3ihA 1j+ �

�
12�

�
23jA 1ihA 2j):

5.3.Num ericalresults

Forthe num ericalresults in this section the photon frequencies are !1 = 1:2� 10�4 ,

!2 = 1:1� 10�4 ,!3 = 1:0� 10�4 in unitswherekB = �h = c= 1,and � = 1.
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Figure 6. jCent � Csepjfor coherent states with A 1 = 0;A 2 = 1;A 3 =
p
2 as a

function of
0t.The solid line correspondsto the tripartite case ofthe separableand

entangled statesofequations(28),(30).Thelineofcirclescorrespondstothebipartite

caseoftheseparableand entangled statesofequations(16),(18).Thefrequenciesare

!1 = 1:2� 10� 4,!2 = 1:1� 10� 4,and !3 = 1:0� 10� 4 in unitswherekB = �h = c= 1.

W estudy theentangled tripartitestatej�trii= 2�1=2 (j012i+ j120i)and itsclosest

separable state. W e therefore let N 1 = 0;N 2 = 1, and N 3 = 2 in the separable

num berstate ofequation (24)and the entangled num berstate ofequation (25). The

corresponding results forthe jCsepjand the jCentjagainst

0tin the case oftripartite

num berstateshave been plotted in �gure4.In thiscaseboth thejC sepjand thejCentj

arevery sm all,butin principlem easurable.

In the case ofcoherent states we study the separable state ofequation (28) and

the entangled state ofequation (30)forthesam e average num berofphotonsasin the

num ber states,therefore we let A 1 = 0;A 2 = 1;A 3 =
p
2. The jCsepjand the jCentj

have been plotted against
0tin (a)and (c)of�gure 5,correspondingly. In subplots

(b)and (d)of�gure5 thecorresponding im aginary parts,Im (C sep)and Im (Cent),have

been plotted against
0t.

In�gure6weshow thejC ent� CsepjforcoherentstateswithA 1 = 0;A 2 = 1;A 3 =
p
2

asafunction of
0t.Thesolid linecorrespondstothetripartitecase,wherethe�sep and

�ent are given by equations(28)and (30),respectively. The line ofcirclescorresponds

to the bipartite case,where the �sep and �ent are given by equations (16) and (18),

respectively.Itisclearly seen thatin both casesthereisasigni�cantdi�erencebetween

the Csep and the Cent. It is also seen that the absolute value ofCent � Csep for the

tripartite case isan orderofm agnitude greaterthan in the bipartite case. Therefore

thequantum partofC doesnotdim inish asthephoton correlationsaredistributed to

m orethan two electron interference devices.
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6. D iscussion

It has been recognized that geom etricaland topologicalphases [1,2,5,6]could be

harnessed forthepurposesofinherently fault-tolerantquantum com putation [8,22].It

hasalsobeen known forsom etim ethatthequantum m echanicalcorrelationsofphysical

statesare a usefulresource forquantum inform ation processing [17]. The aim ofthis

paper has been to study the photon-induced correlations oftopologicalphase factors

forcharged particles in distant interference experim ents. It has been shown that the

classicalorquantum correlationsoftheirradiating photonsaretransferred to thephase

factors ofthe circulating electrons. This m echanism m ay allow for the detection of

photon entanglem entusing nanoscaleelectronicdevices[19,20].

In particular,wehaveconsidered theone-m odeW eylfunctionsofequations(6)and

(7)forthedensityoperators�A and �B ofthephotonspropagatingin thedistantcavities

A and B .They yield the expectation values ofthe electron phase factors in the two

interference experim ents.These can bem easured experim entally through thevisibility

and the phase shiftofthe interference fringes. W e have also considered the two-m ode

W eylfunction ofequation (9)forthebipartitestate�.Thisyieldsthejointphasefactor

in both experim ents. Using these W eylfunctions we have de�ned the di�erence C of

equation (10),which vanishes only forindependent subsystem s. Considering suitable

exam plesofclassically and quantum m echanically correlated photonsin num berand in

coherentstates,wehave shown thatC doesnotvanish and thatthereforetheelectron

phase factorsare correlated. W e have also shown thatthe value ofC dependson the

quantum noiseand statisticsoftheexternalphotons(�gures2 and 3).Furtherwork is

required in orderto distinguish between classicaland quantum m echanicalcorrelations

using theproposed setup.Onepossibility would beto derive a Bell-typeinequality for

thetwo-m odeW eylfunction,which isobeyed in theseparablecase,butitisviolated in

theentangled case.

Ithasalso been shown thatthe sam e generalresultappliesto the tripartite case.

In this case the joint phase factor is m easured in three distant electron interference

experim ents and its expectation value is given by the three m ode W eylfunction of

equation (22). The di�erence C is in this case replaced by that of equation (23).

Num ericalresultshave been presented in �gures4-6 forseveralexam plesofclassically

and quantum m echanically correlated num berstatesand coherentstates.

In conclusion we have shown thatitispossible to entangle the topologicalphase

factors of interfering electrons that are irradiated with nonclassical electrom agnetic

�elds.In futureworkitwould bevery interestingtoderivesim ilarresultson thephoton-

induced entanglem entofgeom etricphasesacquired by spin-1=2particles[23],orCooper

pairsin m esoscopic Josephson junctions[24],forexam ple. In the lastfew yearsthere

hasbeen alotofwork on theroleofentanglem entin m esoscopicdevices[25].Thesetup

discussed in thispaperm ay beusefulin theproduction ofentangled electricchargesin

a norm alconductorora superconductorusing topologicalphasesthatare induced by

externalphotons.Thisiswithin therealm ofcurrentexperim entaltechniques,whereby
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a nanoscaleJosephson devicecan becontrolled with a singlem icrowave photon [26].

A ppendix A .R elations for num ber states

The following relation yields the m atrix elem ents ofthe displacem ent operatorin the

num berstatebasis[27]:

hm jD (z)jni=

 

n!

m !

! 1=2

z
m �n

exp

 

�jzj2

2

!

L
m �n
n (jzj2): (A.1)

Using thisitcan easily beshown that

~W A(�A)= ~W B(�B)= 2
�1
exp(�q2=2)[LN 1

(q
2
)+ LN 2

(q
2
)] (A.2)

forthe�sep ofequation (11)and the�ent ofequation (13).Thetwo-m odeW eylfunction

ofequation (9)forthe�sep is

~W A B;sep(�A;�B)= exp(�q2)LN 1
(q

2
)LN 2

(q
2
): (A.3)

Howeverforthe�ent wehave

~W A B;ent(�A;�B)= ~W A B;sep(�A;�B)+ exp(�q2)L
N 2�N 1

N 1
(q

2
)L

N 1�N 2

N 2
(q

2
)cos(
t): (A.4)

A ppendix B .R elations for coherent states

In thecoherentstatesbasiswehave

hAjD (z)jB i= h0jD (�A + z+ B )j0iexp(�) (B.1)

where theh0jD (�A + z+ B )j0ican becalculated with thehelp ofequation (A.1)and

thephase� isgiven by

� =
1

2
(�Az� + A

�
z� AB

�
+ A

�
B � z

�
B + zB

�
) (B.2)

forany com plex num bersA;B ;z.
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