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Localcontrolofrem ote entanglem ent
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W e addressthe problem ofthe generation ofentanglem ent.W e focuson the controlofentangle-

m entshared by two non-interacting partiesA and C via interaction with a third party B .W eshow

that,for certain physicalm odels,it is possible to have an asym ptotically com plete controlofthe

entanglem entshared by A and C by changing param eters ofthe Ham iltonian localat site B . W e

presentan exam plewheredi�erentm odels(propositions)ofphysicalsituation,thatlead to di�erent

descriptions ofthe system B ,result into di�erent am ount entanglem ent produced. In the end we

discusslim itsofthe procedure.

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Q uantum m echanicsadm itscorrelationsofa very spe-

ci�ctype(entanglem ent)butthetask to createsuch cor-

relations between severalsystem s need not have a so-

lution under given conditions. A naturalway how to

correlate two system s is to use m utual(direct) interac-

tion between thetwosystem s.Such approach isunusable

where the interaction is weak,the two system s are too

far from each other,or sim ply they do not interact at

all.However,even in theextrem ecaseofnon-interacting

partiesthere isa possibility to correlate them . Here we

basically havetwooptions:First,toperform ajointm ea-

surem enton thetwosystem s,and second,to useanother

(ancillary)system . As the �rst option requiresanother

system ,them easurem entapparatus,aswell,wefocuson

thesecond approach wherean additionalsystem isused.

Ifwelook attheproblem from theoperationalpointof

view wecan solvethe problem in the following way.Let

us suppose that we wantto create an EPR pairshared

by two partiesdenoted asA and C .W edenotetheaddi-

tionalpartyused toachievethegoalasB .FirstB creates

an EPR pairwith party A and a second EPR pairwith

party C . It m eans that the system B is com posed of

two qubits. Then by perform ing two-qubit (Bell) m ea-

surem enton the two qubitsatsite B we actually create

an EPR pair shared by A and C irrespectively ofthe

outcom e of the Bellm easurem ent. The protocolout-

lined isthe \entanglem entswapping" protocolproposed

by M .Zukowskiet.al.[1]and generalized by S.Boseet.

al.[2].The�rstexperim entalrealization oftheprotocol

wasdoneby J.W .Pan et.al.[3].

In the entanglem entswapping protocolinstead ofcre-

atingentanglem entshared by A and C directly wecreate

two m axim ally entangled pairs one shared by A and B

and thesecondsharedbyB and C .Theseentangledpairs

can be produced using interaction orjointm easurem ent

as we have discussed at the beginning. So the entan-

glem ent is created in the sam e way as before and only

additionaltools are used to transfer this entanglem ent

into correlationsbetween A and C .

In order not to use the sam e approach and explore

di�erent ways ofcreating the entanglem ent we m odify

the setup asfollows.The two system sA and C interact

FIG .1:Illustration ofthe physicalsituation.

with the system B and the interaction is described by

the Ham iltonians H A B and H B C . These Ham iltonians

also includethelocalterm sH A ,and H C .Letusrem ind

thatthe system sA and C do notinteractm utually and

so the Ham iltonian H A C iszero.In addition,to control

theentanglem entproduced between A and C weusethe

controlofthe system B asisillustrated in Fig.1.

In such scenario we cannotassum e thatitis possible

to create EPR pairs between A and B and B and C .

The resultstrongly dependson the choice ofthe Ham il-

toniansand ifforexam ple the m utualinteraction isab-

sent(thelocalpartscan bepresentthough)no entangle-

m entcan be produced. In thisspirititisan interesting

question under which conditions it is possible to create

quantum correlationsbetween A and C . Ithasrecently

been shown thatfor a large classofHam iltonians ifwe

m onitor(m easure)thesystem B continuously [5]oreven

non-continuously butrepeatedly [6,7,8]itisindeed pos-

sible.

This result can be understood as follows. Let t be

the tim e of the free evolution of the system from the

preparation tothem easurem ent.Ifwepreparethethree-

partitesystem in a particularfully-factorized state,then

aftertim etthestateofthesystem AB C can bewritten

as

j (t)iA B C =
X

j

cj(t)j�j(t)iA C j!j(t)iB ;
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where j�j(t)iA C are vectors ofunit length,cj are com -

plex coe�cients and the basis fj! j(t)ig corresponds to

the m easurem entthatwe perform attim e t. Thisbasis

(orm easurem ent)ischosen so thatafterperform ing the

m easurem entand projecting the system onto one ofthe

statesj�j(t)iA C j!j(t)iB thecorrespondingstatej�(t)iA C
ofthe subsystem AC isentangled.

Though therealprotocolism oresophisticated,dueto

theprobabilisticnatureofthem easurem entprocess,and

weneed to m onitor(m easure)thesystem B m any tim es

itexplainsthem ain ideaand theroleofthem easurem ent

ofthesystem B .Itisthem easurem entthatprojectsout

the subsystem AC onto an entangled state and the e�-

ciency ofdetectors,incom pleteness ofthe m easurem ent

itselforcom plexity ofthe system B can m ake the m on-

itoring ofthe system B di�cult. As a consequence the

entanglem entisproduced with a low degreeorprobabil-

ity.Itisan open question whetheritispossibleto create

entanglem entbetween A and C withoutm onitoring the

system B . In such case the setup isthe sam e asbefore

(see Fig.1)butthe only controlthatwe have isa local

\coherent" controlofthe system B . It m eans that we

areallowed to changetheparam etersoftheHam iltonian

localatsite B but we are notallowed to perform m ea-

surem ents. So whatwe can do isto \drive" the Ham il-

tonian and the system by changing the free param eters

f�ig ofthe whole Ham iltonian H ofthe three partite

system AB C

H = H A B + H B C + H B (f�ig); (1)

where f�ig are the param eters that correspond to the

degreesoffreedom thatwecontrollocally atsiteB .Now

thequestion ishow m uch entanglem entbetween A and C

can becreated by tuning theparam eters�i.Theanswer

depends on the choice ofthe interaction Ham iltonians

H A B and H B C and the localcontrolat site B . In the

followingwediscussthisdependenceaswellasthechoice

ofdi�erentB ’s.

The paperisorganized asfollows.In the nextsection

we address the case where allthree system s A,B and

C are two dim ensionalsystem s,that is qubits. W e in-

troducethem ostgeneralform ofHam iltonian consistent

with the assum ptions and dem onstrate the m ethod on

a particularexam ple.In the third section we considera

m orecom plicated caseoftheDickem odel,wheretherole

ofthe system sA and C areplayed by atom sinteracting

with an electrom agnetic �eld -the system B . Here dif-

ferent approxim ations ofthe �eld are analyzed. In the

lastsection wediscussvariousstrategiesaswellaslim its

ofthe m ethod and sum m arizeourresults.

II. Q U B IT S

W estartwith thecasewherethesystem sA,B and C

are represented by two-dim ensionalHilbert spaces and

called qubits.In such casewecan writetheHam iltonian

H A B asa sum ofdirectproductsofPaulim atricesand

the identity operator

H A B =

3X

j;k= 0

h
jk

A B
�
j

A

 �

k
B 
 11C ; (2)

where �0l is the identity operator �0l = 11 and �
j

l
,

j = 1;2;3 is the set of three Paulim atrices for each

l = A;B ;C . It m eans that �1l = �x, �
2

l = �y and

�3
l
= �z.In whatfollowswedrop thesubscripton opera-

torslabeling thesystem astheposition ofan operatorin

a productuniquely speci�esto which system the opera-

torcorresponds.Realconstants,h
jk

A B
,j;k = 0;::3 de�ne

the interaction Ham iltonian H A B . In the sam e way the

realcoe�cients h
jk

B C
,j;k = 0;::;3 uniquely de�ne the

Ham iltonian H B C

H B C =

3X

j;k= 0

h
jk

B C
11
 �

j

 �

k
: (3)

By localcontrolon siteB weunderstand thatwehave

a choice in tuning the localHam iltonian H B and m ore

speci�cally param etersh
j

B
specifying the Ham iltonian

H B =

3X

j= 1

h
j

B
11
 �

j

 11: (4)

Notethatin thiscasewedid notincludethecasej= 0as

such term only shiftsenergy levelsbutitdoesnotessen-

tially changethestructureofthespectrum and eigenvec-

tors.Itm eansthatthesetofparam etersf�ig wecontrol

are identi�ed with the three param etersh
j

B
,j = 1;2;3.

Toseehow itworksletusconsiderthefollowingexam ple.

A . Ising Interaction

The Ising interaction between the sites A and B is

described by the Ham iltonian [9]

H A B = J �
3

 �

3

 11; (5)

where J is the interaction constantand �3 = �z is the

Paulioperator.Recalling the notation introduced above

we obtain thath33A B = J and allothercoe�cientsh
jk

A B
,

j;k 6= 3 are zero. The interaction between B and C is

chosen to be the sam easitisthe interaction between A

and B and the Ham iltonian H B C reads

H B C = J 11
 �
3

 �

3
: (6)

The physicalsituation that could be described by the

interaction Ham iltonians is following. Assum e that the

three system s A, B and C are of the sam e type. In

such case also the interaction between A and B or B

and C is ofthe sam e origin. Subsequently ifthe three

system sarepositioned in a lineand equally spaced then
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the interaction between A and C is sm all, in practice

negligible,while the interaction between A and B and

the interaction between B and C are described by the

sam eHam iltonian asitisin ourcase.

ThelocalHam iltoniansH A and H C fortheIsingm odel

areofthe form

H A =
�

2
�
1

 11
 11 ; (7)

H C =
�

2
11
 11
 �

1
; (8)

where� istheenergy separation between theupperand

lowerenergy levelofthetwo-levelsystem and �1 = �x is

thePaulioperator.Forspin system stheparam eter� is

proportionalto the m agnitude ofthe externalm agnetic

�eld that is responsible for the splitting ofthe two en-

ergy levelswhen thespin isplaced in them agnetic�eld.

Sim ilarly,the Ham iltonian H B isgiven by

H B =
�

2
11
 �

1

 11; (9)

where� istheenergy separation between thetwo energy

levels ofthe system B . For convenience we rewrite the

param eters� and � as � ! �� 0 and � ! �� 0. Here

� 0 and �0 are chosen to be � 0 = �0 = J and � and �

are dim ensionless. In this notation,the param eterthat

representsthecontrolthatwehaveoverthesystem B is

theparam eter�.Changein theparam eter� corresponds

to thechangeofthestrength oftheexternal�eld atsite

B which determ ines the energy separation between the

two levelsofthe system B .

In what follows we discuss di�erent choices of local

Ham iltoniansH A and H C and theHam iltonian H B cor-

responding to the localcontrolatsite B .W e startwith

thecasewherethelocalterm sH A and H C arezerowhich

m eansthatthe param eter� = 0. The fullHam iltonian

ofthe system H isa sum ofthree term s(5),(6)and (9)

and the corresponding eigenspectrum can be calculated

analytically (see App.A). Due to allofthe eigenvec-

torsarefactorized itfollowsim m ediately thatthereisno

entanglem entbetween A and C irrespective ofthe local

Ham iltonian H B . Thatisby locally controlling the sys-

tem B itisnotpossibletocreateentanglem entshared by

A and C . Note thatthe degeneracy ofthe ground state

opensa chance to create a state with the lowestenergy

such thatitisentangled. However,aswe can create an

eigenstate with the sam e energy but no entanglem ent,

we willnotconsidersuch vectorasan entangled ground

state.

A sim ilarsituation occurswhen thelocalHam iltonians

H A and H C are large (large m eansdom inantcom pared

with the interaction term s) so that the param eter � is

m uch largerthan 1,thatis� � 1.Largeenergy separa-

tion between two levelsofsystem sA and C causesthat

both ofthe system sA and C tend to be in theirground

state. It follows that the state ofthe subsystem AC is

close to a product ofthe two ground states,and hence

there is no entanglem entbetween A and C . M odifying

H B cannotchangethisastheinteraction term sareweak

com pared with the localHam iltoniansH A and H C .

O n the other hand when the localterm s are com pa-

rable to the interaction term soreven betterwhen they

aresm allbutnon-zerothesituation changessigni�cantly.

First let us consider the localterm s H A and H C to be

sm all(butnon-zero)in com parison with the interaction

term s.Itm eansthattheparam eter� ful�llstherelation

� � 1. In such case we can considerthe localterm sto

be a perturbation to the fullHam iltonian and calculate

the energy levelsusing the expansion series.Aswehave

already pointed outfortheIsing m odelwithoutthelocal

term sH A and H B theground stateisdegenerateand the

two levelswith the lowestenergy are

jg1i = j0i
 j�1i
 j0i;

jg2i = j1i
 j�7i
 j1i;

form oredetailsseeApp.A.Ifweincludethelocalterm s

H A and H C in the fullHam iltonian we rem ove the de-

generacy and the ground state becom esnon-degenerate.

Calculating theground stateto the�rstorderin thepa-

ram eter� with the help ofthe expansion to the second

order(the�rstorderneitherrem ovesthedegeneracy nor

m odi�esthe spectrum butm odi�esthe form ofthe two

ground states)weobtained the state ofthe form

1=K fjg1i+ jg2i+ � [j0i
 (c1j�3i+ c2j�4i)
 j1i

+ j1i
 (c3j�3i+ c4j�4i)
 j0i]g ;

where the com plex constantscj,j= 1;::;4 depend on �,

K isa norm alization constantand thenorm alized states

j�jiare de�ned in App.A. For� sm allthisvectorrep-

resentsan entangled stateand for�! 0 theground state

approachesm axim ally entangled state. Though notex-

plicitly shown in the lastequation changein the param -

eter � causes change in the state (as not only the con-

stants cj but also the states j�ji depend on �) and in

turn changesthe entanglem entshared by A and C . O n

theotherhand itshould bepointed outthatthem axim al

entanglem entcan bereached only in thelim it� ! 0 and

in the sam e lim itthe gap between the ground state and

the�rstexcited statevanishes.Itm eansthatifwewant

to increase the m axim alam ount of entanglem ent that

can beproduced between A and C wehaveto reducethe

gap between the two lowest energy levels. As a result

ofthat the cooling ofthe system (we want our system

to stay in the ground state during the whole evolution)

ism oreproblem atic.The com plete picture forarbitrary

valuesofthe param eters� and � isshown in Fig.(2).

Using sim ple interaction ofIsing type we have shown

thatitispossibleto control(generate)entanglem entbe-

tween essentially distantpartiesA and C . W hatisim -

portantto realizeisthefactthatthetwo system sA and

C are not allowed to interact and the entanglem ent is

created only through theinteraction with the system B .

In addition, by m odifying the site B , that is param e-

ters ofthe localHam iltonian H B ,it is possible to con-

trolthe am ountofentanglem entshared by A and C .In
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FIG .2:D ependenceofthe entanglem entE shared by A and

C , expressed as a concurrence (for de�nition see App. B),

on the localcontrolatsite B ,param eter�,and fordi�erent

one-particle Ham iltoniansH A and H C ,param eter�.

ourexam plethem axim alentanglem entisactually never

reached though wecan getarbitrarily closeto the m axi-

m alpossiblevalue.W eaddressthisissuein am oredetail

in the lastsection.

III. A T O M S IN T ER A C T IN G W IT H A SIN G LE

M O D E ELEC T R O M A G N ET IC FIELD

In ourscenariotheentanglem entbetween thetwo par-

tiesA and C isgenerated through the interaction with

an auxiliary quantum system atthe site B and depends

on the choice ofthe localHam iltonian H B . That is it

dependson the physicalnature ofthe system B . In the

previous section the system B was com posed ofa sin-

gle qubit. The situation analyzed in Ref. [10]can be

considered asa particularcaseofourscenario wherethe

system B is a collection ofspins and the whole system

AB C form sa spin chain. Itisnaturalthatfordi�erent

physicalsystem sB we obtain di�erentresults. W hatis

not so obvious is the fact that di�erent results are ob-

tained also for di�erent m odels ofa given physicalsys-

tem .Here by di�erentm odelswehavein m ind di�erent

approxim ationsofthe physicalsituation.

In ordertoseetheproblem m oreclearlyweanalyzethe

physicalsetup com posed of two non-interacting atom s

placed in a cavity interacting with onem odeelectrom ag-

netic�eld.Asthetwo atom sdo notinteractdirectly the

entanglem ent can be created only via interaction with

the electrom agnetic �eld.Here di�erentapproxim ations

lead todi�erentm odelsforthe�eld and onecan consider

severalHam iltonians.

Ifwe assum e a dipole and rotating wave approxim a-

tion (RW A)and restrictto the case ofsm allinteraction

between the�eld and theatom icsystem ,then thesystem

can be described by DickeHam iltonian [12].

H 1(�)=
!A

2

X

j

�
3

j + !F a
y
a+ �

X

j

(�+j a+ �
�

j a
y);

wherethe�+j = 1

2
(�1j + i�2j),�

�

j = 1

2
(�1j � i�2j),thethree

operators�1,�2,�3 arePaulioperators,ay and a are�eld

creation and annihilation operators,!F isthe radiation

�eld frequency and !A istheatom ictransition frequency.

Theparam eter� isproportionaltothecoupling strength

between �eld and atom s.

The Dicke Ham iltonian is a good starting point in

the analysisofthe radiation-m atterinteraction system s,

sinceitcan beanalytically solved [13]and describesvar-

ious(especially collective and cooperative)propertiesof

thesesystem s[14].

Nevertheless, if we want to study the system with

strongerradiation-atom interaction wem ustdrop thero-

tatingwave-approxim ation(i.e.itisim portanttoinclude

counter-rotating term sto the Ham iltonian)and in addi-

tion anextraquadratic�eld term ,usuallyneglected,have

to be taken into account. W hen the counter-resonant

term sareadded the Ham iltonian isofthe form :

H 2(�) =
!A

2

X

j

�
3

j + !F a
y
a+

+ �
X

j

(�+
j
a+ �

�

j
a
y + �

+

j
a
y + �

�

j
a);

and when in addition thequadratic�eld term isincluded

the Ham iltonian reads(form oredetailssee Ref.??):

H 3(�;�) =
!A

2

X

j

�
3

j + !F a
y
a+

+ �
X

j

(�
+

j a+ �
�

j a
y + �

+

j a
y + �

�

j a)(10)

+ �(a+ a
y)2:

In both ofthe Ham iltonians H 2 and H 3 the param eter

� denotesthecoupling between �eld and m atterand the

param eter� thatappearsin H 3 isnota free param eter

butitisproportionalto �2 (form oredetailsseeRef.??).

Thequadraticterm in theHam iltonian (10)isnotonly

necessary forthe casesofstrongerinteractionsfrom the

physicalpointofview,butitisalso usefulforthem ath-

em aticalanalysis,how an extra non-interaction term in-

cluded into the Ham iltonian inuencesthe propertiesof

the system .

Inwhatfollows,wewillstudyhow thechangeofthepa-

ram eters� and � inuencestheentanglem entbetween in-

dividualtwoparticlesoftheatom icsystem .M orespeci�-

cally,wewillstudy bi-partiteatom icentanglem entin the

ground stateofthesystem sdescribed by theHam iltoni-

ansH 1,H 2 and H 3.Finally,wewillcom paretheresults.

Sinceatom saredescribed astwo-levelquantum system s,

wewillusetheconcurrenceofa reduced bipartiteatom ic

system asan entanglem entm easure.
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FIG .3: Concurrence E ofthe two atom s in the cavity as a

function ofthecoupling� forthreedi�erenttypesofHam ilto-

niansH 1 (black solid line),H 2 (red dashed line)and H 3 (blue

dashed line). The behaviorofthe bi-partite entanglem entin

the two atom system isclearly di�erentforthe three Ham il-

tonians. The am ount ofquantum correlation in the system

dependson and thuscan becontrolled by thestrength ofthe

interaction. It is apparent from the �gure that for the case

ofHam iltonian H 3 the concurrence persistsalso in the cases

of stronger interactions and in average it has larger values

com pared with casesofH 1 and H 2.

Firstly,we focus on how the quadratic �eld term in

Ham iltonian H 3 inuences the bi-partite entanglem ent,

com paring to the Ham iltonians without this term (H 1

and H 2). From alltree Ham iltonians,only Ham iltonian

H 1 can be diagonalized analytically [13, 15], therefore

we have done an num eric analysis and we willdiscuss

the results on �gures. It is apparent from the Fig. 3

that the bi-partite atom ic entanglem ent is signi�cantly

di�erentin the three casesstudied. The m ain property

ofthe concurrenceforthe Ham iltoniansH 1 and H 2 (i.e.

without non-interacting term ) is that their values drop

to E = 0 very quickly. O n the otherhand the presence

ofthequadraticnon-interacting �eld term in H 3 ensures

that the quantum correlations persist also in the cases

ofstrong interaction between �eld and atom ic system .

In addition,two atom sare (in average)m ore entangled

com pared with the previouscasesasitcan beseen from

the Fig.3.

Further,letusseparately study how thebi-partiteen-

tanglem ent in the atom ic system is controlled by the

strength ofthe interaction (param eter �) and the size

ofthe quadratic term (param eter �) in the case ofthe

com plete Ham iltonian H 3. W e note that this is rather

m athem aticalapproach since � isnotindependentfrom

thecoupling (� � �2)butitcan illum inatehow thenon-

interacting�eld term can havean inuenceon theentan-

glem ent between individualatom s -even for �xed cou-

pling �. Again,allcalculations were m ade num erically

and our results willbe discussed with the help ofthe

Fig.4.

Asitisillustrated in the �gure,by the change in the

param etersin thequadratic�eld term (� ! ~�� )wecan

0.

1.

2.Κ 0

1.5

3

Λ

0

0.1

0.2
E

0.

1.

 

FIG .4:Bipartite entanglem entE (concurrence)between the

two atom sasa function ofthe coupling � and theparam eter
~�.Itisapparentfrom the�gurethatwecan control(increase)

the bipartite entanglem entby increasing the system interac-

tion � orby increasing thequadraticterm independently (the

param eter ~�).

controlthe strength ofthe bi-partite quantum correla-

tions in the atom ic system . These get stronger as the

interaction between �eld and atom ic system increases

(increasing �) or when we independently increase the

quadraticterm (increasing ~�).

IV . G EN ER A L C A SE

In this section we address the lim its of the studied

schem eand forthatweintroducethefollowingtheorem .

Theorem : Consider Ham iltonian (1) that is sym m etric

underexchangeofthelabels(system s)A and C .Further

letj iA B C be an eigenstate ofthe Ham iltonian H such

thatitisofthe form j iA B C = j!iA C 
 j�iB .

Iftheenergylevelcorrespondingtothestatej iA B C is

non-degeneratethen the state j iA B C isfully factorized

so thatj!iA C = j�iA 
 jiC .

Proof: Firstwe rewrite the state j iA B C so thatwe de-

com posethe statej!iA C using the Schm idtbasis

j iA B C =
X

j

p
�jjjiA 
 j�iB 
 jjiC ; (11)

where �j are eigenvalues ofthe density operator corre-

sponding to the state �A = TrC (j!ih!j)and fjjiA g and

fjjiC g is the Schm idt basis ofthe system A and C re-

spectively. Applying Ham iltonian (1) to the state (11)

weobtain the expression

H j iA B C =
X

j

p
�j[jwjiA B 
 jjiC + jjiA 
 jwjiB C ];
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where jwjiA B = (H A B + H B =2)jjiA 
 j�iB ,jwjiB C =

(H B C + H B =2)j�iB 
 jjiC . The action ofthe Ham ilto-

nian H was divided into two parts: the interaction be-

tween A and B and the interaction between B and C .

In orderto preserve sym m etry underthe exchange ofA

and C theterm correspondingto thelocalcontrolatsite

B was divided into two equalparts. O ne ofthem was

added to H A B and the other to H B C . Notice that the

stateswj need to beneithernorm alized norm utually or-

thogonal. For the state j iA B C to be an eigenstate of

the Ham iltonian the reduced operator ofthe system B

hasto be proportionalto the projection j�iB h�j(in the

propositionsofthetheorem weassum ea particularform

ofthe state j iA B C ). It follows that the action ofthe

Ham iltonian isrestricted [16]and

(H A B + H B =2)jjiA 
 j�iB = jvjiA 
 j�iB ;

(H B C + H B =2)j�iB 
 jjiC = j�iB 
 jvjiC ;

where the vectors jvji are unnorm alized in general. In

addition,thestateH j iA B C hasto beorthogonalto the

stateoftheform jjiA 
 j�iB 
 jkiC wherek 6= j.Itfollows

thathkjvji= 0 fork 6= j and the action ofH A B + H B =2

(correspondingly H B C + H B =2)isofthe form

(H A B + H B =2)jjiA 
 j�iB 
 jjiC = cjjjiA 
 j�iB 
 jjiC :

Finally, if the sum over j in (11) includes only a

single term then the state j iA B C is fully factorized.

O n the other hand if the sum includes two and m ore

term s then the constants cj for that term s have to be

equal (independent of j). However in such case the

energy levelcorresponding to that state is degenerate.

It follows from the fact that using the expressions for

H A B and H B C derived aboveitispossible to show that

the states ofthe form
P

j
cjjjiA 
 j�iB 
 jjiC ,where

cj are arbitrary com plex num bers up to norm alization,

havethe sam eenergy.

TheTheorem hasim portantim plicationsconcerning the

creation ofentanglem ent between A and C . It follows

from thetheorem thatusingthem ethod itisnotpossible

to create a m axim ally entangled state shared by A and

C . M ore speci�cally,ifthe ground state ofthe system

AB C issuch thatthereduced stateofAC isam axim ally

entangled statethen weknow from thetheorem thatthe

ground state isdegenerate and itispossible to create a

non-entangled state with the sam e energy so we should

not consider such ground state as entangled. O n the

other hand we can be arbitrarily close to a m axim ally

entangled stateand thiswasdem onstrated in theSec.II.

Further,applying the theorem m ore generally we can

state that in this scenario it is not possible to create

any pure entangled state shared by A and C . Itm eans

thatby m odifying thelocalparam etersatsiteB and not

consideringm easurem entstheground stateofthesystem

AB C issuch thatthe reduced state �A C ofthe system s

A and C can be entangled only ifitism ixed.

To sum m arize,wehaveanalyzed a particularscenario

ofthegeneration ofentangled wheretheentanglem entis

produced via interaction with additionalsystem and no

m easurem entsare considered. W e have shown thatun-

der the sym m etry condition the m axim alentanglem ent

can be reached only asym ptotically and no pure entan-

gled state can be produced. M oreover,we have shown

thatdi�erentassum ptionsaboutthe additionalphysical

system B result into situations where di�erent am ount

ofentanglem entisproduced.
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A P P EN D IX A :ISIN G M O D EL

In thisappendix wepresenttheeigenvectorsand corre-

sponding eigenvaluesofthe Ising Ham iltonian (5)with-

outthe localterm satsitesA and B butwith the m ost

generallocalterm at site B . The Ham iltonian H with

the Ising type interaction between sites A and B and

sitesB and C togetherwith them ostgenerallocalterm

corresponding to the site B isofthe form

H = �
3

 �

3

 11+ 11
 �

3

 �

3

+ 11
 (
X

j

h
j

B
�
j)
 11 :

The eigenvectorsofthe Ham iltonian H with the corre-

sponding eigenvaluesarelisted below

e1;2 = j0i
 j�1;2i
 j0i; E1;2 = �

q
P

j
(h

j

B
+ vj)2 ;

e3;4 = j1i
 j�3;4i
 j0i; E3;4 = �

q
P

j
(h

j

B
)2 ;

e5;6 = j0i
 j�5;6i
 j1i; E5;6 = �

q
P

j
(h

j

B
)2 ;

e7;8 = j1i
 j�7;8i
 j1i; E7;8 = �

q
P

j
(h

j

B
� vj)2 ;

where vj = (0;0;2),and the vectors j�ji,j = 1;2 are

two eigenvectorsoftheoperatorh
j

B
�j + 2�3,thevectors

j�ji= j�j+ 2i,j = 3;4 are eigenvectorsofthe operator
P

j
h
j

B
�j and the vectorsj�ji,j = 7;8 are eigenvectors

ofthe operator
P

j
h
j

B
�j � 2�3.

A P P EN D IX B :C O N C U R R EN C E

In thisappendix werecallthede�nition oftheconcur-

rence [11]which is a m easure ofbipartite entanglem ent

shared by two qubits (quantum system s associated to

two-dim ensionalHilbertspaces).Let�A B be a bipartite

state (density m atrix) ofa two-qubit system . Further,

denote as�i,i= 1;2;3;4 the eigenvaluesofthe m atrix
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�A B �2 
 �2��A B �2 
 �2 listed in a non-decreasing or-

der.Here��A B m eanscom plex conjugation ofthem atrix

�A B and �2 is the Paulioperator corresponding to the

m easurem entofthespin along they axis.Then thecon-

currenceE isde�ned as

E (�A B )� M axf0;
p
�1�

p
�2�

p
�3�

p
�4g: (B1)
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