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Coherene and Entanglement in a Stern-Gerlah experiment
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We give a simple example of the tight onnetion between entanglement and oherene for pure

bipartite systems showing the double role played by entanglement; it allows for the reation of

superpositions of marosopi objets but at the same time makes subsystems lose their quantum

mehanial oherene. For this we study the time evolution of the spin oherene in the Stern-

Gerlah (SG) experiment. We also show that, ontrary to the naive intuition, the spin oherene is

lost before the two beams beome separated in the spatial oordinates.

I. INTRODUCTION

The SG experiment is viewed as the standard evidene

of the quantum nature of the spin of a partile. When a

beam of spin 1/2 partiles, in the eigenstate j+ i of Sx,

goes through a variable magneti �eld in the ẑ diretion

and the emerging partiles are deteted on a sreen, one

observes the presene of two distint peaks orresponding

to the spins in the positive and negative ẑ diretion.

Besides furnishing the evidene of the spin quantiza-

tion, this experiment is onsidered the paradigm of the

measurement proess being the simplest example of o-

herene and entanglement; two features of quantum me-

hanis of whih one �nds no analogue in the lassial

world.

In the SG experiment the partile enters the mag-

net in a pure state, for example, the eigenstate j+ ix

of Sx, and for the e�et of measurement of the Sz
spin omponent it is desribed as a oherent superpo-

sition of the eigenstates of Sz. Later on, as an ef-

fet of the interation with the non- uniform part of

the magneti �eld, these spin degrees of freedom en-

tangle with the spatial oordinates generating the state

j (t)i= �j+ ij’ + (t)i+ �j� ij’� (t)i. In the end, as a

result of the measuring proess, the quantum state ol-

lapses into one of these eigenstates.

Coherene an be observed by measuring the spin in

the x diretion to obtain hSxi. We know that spin o-

herene is lost as the state evolves in time and the two

spatial parts beome orthogonal. Sine the measurement

proess naturally involves the partial trae over the spa-

tial part of the initially pure global state the remaining

spin part beomes a mixture.

But how is this spin oherene lost in the SG experi-

ment? Is it lost just when the two beams are far away?

These are interesting questions that address the very ori-

gin of the entanglement between the states representing

di�erent degrees of freedom of the partiles.

Here we intend to study the evolution of the spin o-

herene in the SG experiment and how the entanglement
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between the spin and spatial oordinates is a�eted in

the ourse of time to show the double role played by en-

tanglement and oherene.

II. STERN-GERLACH MODEL

We are going to onsider the usual SG model, where

we just take into aount one diretion of the magneti

�eld. For disussions on these approximations see [1, 2℄.

Within this model our Hamiltonian is

H =
p2

2m
� f�zz;

where f = �(@B =@z) and we are not onsidering the

uniform part of the magneti �eld, that is just responsible

for the spin preession. This Hamiltonian takes us to the

following propagator[3℄
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with

4 p(t)= ft; 4 z(t)=
ft2

2m
;

and

4 z(t)=
t4 p(t)

m
� 4 z(t):

This propagator an be used to perform the temporal

evolution of the physial state in the Shrödinger pre-

sription and we employ the superposition below as the

initial state:

j i= (�j+ i+ �j� i)
 j’i: (1)

Here j’i is the spatial part of the physial state whih

is not initially entangled with the spin. Considering this
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initial spatial part as a wave paket with minimum un-

ertainty we have

hz j’i= ’ (z;0)=
1

p p
2��

e
�

z
2

4� 2 ; (2)

whih is a Gaussian paket with width � and entered at

the origin. Performing the temporal evolution we got

j (t)i= �’ + (t)j+ i+ �’ � (t)j� i; (3)

with
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and

�(t)
2
= �

2
+

�
~t

2m �

� 2

:

Sine the funtion �(t)appears only as a time depen-

dent exponent of a omplex phase it will not ontribute

to the evaluation of the probability amplitudes.

As expeted, after having interated with the magnet-

i �eld the spatial and spin degrees of freedom of the

partile are now entangled. Within a time interval tthe

spatial part of the wave funtion is a Gaussian whose en-

ter follows the lassial trajetory with a time dependent

width given by �(t).

III. COHERENCE AND ENTANGLEMENT

As we are interested in the spin oherene we should

trae over the spatial oordinates and look at the o�-

diagonal elements of the density operator in the spin

spae whih reads, for �= �= 1=
p
2,

�+ � (t)=

Z

dz’+ (z;t)’
?

�
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:

In this expression we an see that we have two terms

ontributing to the loss of oherene. The �rst one is

the distane between the enters of the pakets in mo-

mentum spae, as measured in unities of the spread of

the pakets in this spae, namely ~=2�. The seond term

also measures the distane between the pakets but in

oordinate spae instead. In this ase this measure is

taken using the spread of the paket in oordinate spae,

�(t), as the standard. We are interested in knowing how

long it takes for the spin oherene to be lost and what

is the ontribution of eah of those two above-mentioned

terms . De�ning a �deoherene� time, �, as the time

sale within whih the o�-diagonal element deay to 1=e,

we an show that

� =

s
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:

As this expression does not tell us muh if it is analyzed

in its full extent we are going to do it for two partiular

limits,

8f2m 2�6

~
4

�
� 1 �rst ase

� 1 seond ase

In the �rst ase we approximate the deoherene time

by �1 = ~=
p
2f� whereas in the seond ase we do it by

�2 =

q

2
p
2m �=f.

Now we want to investigate how the separation between

the pakets evolves during the loss of oherene. This

distane, in the oordinate representation, is given by the

fration 4 z(t)=�(t)whih assumes the following values

4 z(�1)

�(�1)
�

1
p
2

~
2

2
p
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4 z(�2)

�(�2)
�

s

2
p
2fm �3

~
2

� 1:

We see that in both ases the pakets are not well sepa-

rated in spae when the oherene is lost, and, therefore,

the separation of the pakets in momentum spae must

be responsible for the loss of spin oherene in the SG

experiment. This an be viewed in the �gures 1, 2 and

3, where we plot the loss of oherene, as given by the

o�-diagonal elements of the density operator in the spin

spae, and the probability amplitudes for the two spatial

parts. These plots were made using the typial values of

a SG experiment [4℄: m = 1;8� 10� 25K g (ooper atom

mass), @B =@z= 103T=m and �= 10� 5m .

One should also notie that in the �rst ase the spread

of the pakets in oordinate spae is not relevant, �(t)�

�, whereas in the seond ase it has to be taken in aount

sine �(t)� �. Another way to understanding why the

momentum separation is responsible for the loss of o-

herene is to note that in the beginning, when �(t)� �,

4 z(t)

�(t)
�

f

2m �
t
2

(5)
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while at long times, when �(t)� �, one has

4 z(t)

�(t)
�
f�

~

t: (6)

Nevertheless, the momentum separation is given by

4 p(t)

~=2�
=
2f�

~

t (7)

being always linear in t. The only possibility the spae

separation between the pakets exeeds their momentum

separation is for long times when the spae separation is

no longer quadrati but linear instead.
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Figura 1: O�-diagonal elements of the density operator in

the spin spae showing the loss of oherene (solid urve) and

the entanglement between the spin and oordinates degrees

of freedom (dashed urve). Plotted with the typial values

mentioned in the text.

-75 -50 -25 25 50 75
z @Μ mD

0.01

0.02

0.03

0.04

0.05

ÈY± Hz,2nsLÈ2

Figura 2: The probability amplitudes for the spatial part of

the wave funtion at 2 ns, when oherene is very small.

Another interesting thing to look at is the behaviour

of the entanglement between the spin and spatial oordi-

nates. As we are dealing with a global pure state we an

use either the von Neumann [5℄ or the linear entropy of

one of the subsystems as a measure of entanglement. We

shall develop the latter in what follows.
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Figura 3: Probability amplitudes for the spatial part of the

wave funtion at 10 us, time interval beyond whih the pakets

start to beome separated.

Usually we have a bipartite system with the global

state given by

j (t)i= �’ + (z;t)j+ i+ �’ � (z;t)j� i

and as the oe�ients � and � vary the degree of en-

tanglement of the state of the system also hanges. Two

extremes ases are the state of maximum entanglement,

the Bell state, in whih the oe�ients are both 1=
p
2

and the separable state (non-entangled) in whih one of

the oe�ients is zero.

In our ase we have a di�erent physial situation sine

what is varying is not the oe�ients but the states them-

selves. In other words, we are varying the states ’+ (z;t)

and ’� (z;t)that start �parallel� to one another and be-

ome orthogonal as time evolves. The entanglement be-

tween the spatial and spin degrees of freedom an be giv-

en, in terms of the linear entropy of the spin subsystem,

by E L = 1� �2+ � (t). In this expression we an see the

lose onnetion between entanglement and oherene;

as one of them inreases the other is fated to derease.

This behaviour an be observed in Fig. 4 where we have

ploted E L (t) and �+ � (t) in the typial SG experiment.

As expeted, the entanglement vanishes at the beginning

and inreases as the states beome orthogonal, having as

a onsequene the loss of spin oherene.

This example learly shows the double role played by

entanglement; it allows for the reation of superpositions

of marosopi objets but at the same time makes sub-

systems lose their quantum mehanial oherene.

For the sake of ompleteness, we should mention that

one ould also think about traing out the spin degrees of

freedom and see the oherene in the oordinate represen-

tation as an interferene pattern between the two beams

in a double slit experiment. The only "problem" here is

that the spin degrees of freedom are always orthogonal

whih makes the redued density matrix in oordinate

spae diagonal and destroy the possible oherene at any

time.
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Finally, sine the present analysis makes the onne-

tion between entanglement and oherene lear only for

pure states it would be desirable to extend it to mixed

states as well.

SUMARY

We have given a simple example of the onnetion be-

tween entanglement and oherene showing how the spin

oherene is lost in a SG experiment as the spatial and

spin degrees of freedom beome entangled. We have al-

so observed that, ontrary to the expetations, the spin

oherene is lost muh faster than the two beams be-

ome learly separated. It is worth ommenting that we

have used the word deoherene with a somewhat dif-

ferent meaning from that used in the urrent literature.

Here we do not have a real environment as the ause of

deoherene, and therefore are referring to a possible ase

of reversible deoherene. Reovery of oherene should

be ahieved simply by reombining the two beams (See

Ref.s [6, 7, 8℄ for more details on this).
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