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Local control of rem ote entanglem ent
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W e address the problem of the generation of entanglem ent. W e focus on the control of entangle-
m ent shared by two non-interacting parties A and C via interaction w ith a third party B . W e show
that, for certain physicalm odels, it is possible to have an asym ptotically com plete control of the
entanglem ent shared by A and C by changing param eters of the H am iltonian localat ste B . W e
present an exam ple where di erent m odels (propositions) ofphysical situation, that lead to di erent
descriptions of the system B, result into di erent am ount entanglem ent produced. In the end we

discuss lin its of the procedure.

I. NTRODUCTION

Quantum m echanics adm its correlations ofa very spe—
ci ctype (entanglem ent) but the task to create such cor-
relations between several system s need not have a so-
lution under given conditions. A natural way how to
correlate two system s is to use mutual (direct) interac—
tion betw een the tw o systam s. Such approach isunusable
w here the interaction is weak, the two system s are too
far from each other, or sin ply they do not Interact at
all. H owever, even in the extrem e case of non-interacting
parties there is a possibility to correlate them . Here we
basically have tw o options: F irst, to perform a pintm ea—
surem ent on the two system s, and second, to use another
(ancillary) system . As the rst option requires another
system , the m easurem ent apparatus, aswell, we focus on
the second approach where an additional system isused.

Ifwe look at the problem from the operationalpoint of
view we can solve the problem in the ollow ing way. Let
us suppose that we want to create an EPR pair shared
by two partiesdenoted asA and C . W e denote the addi-
tionalparty used to achieve the goalasB . First B creates
an EPR pairwih party A and a second EPR pair with
party C. It means that the system B is com posed of
two qubis. Then by perform ing twoqubit Bell) m ea—
surem ent on the two qubits at site B we actually create
an EPR pair shared by A and C irrespectively of the
outcom e of the Bell m easurem ent. The protocol out—
Iined is the \entanglem ent swapping" protocol proposed
by M .Zukow skiet. al [l]and generalized by S.Bose et.
al. 2]. The st experim ental realization of the protocol
wasdoneby J.W .Pan etal [E].

In the entanglem ent swapping protocol instead of cre—
ating entanglem ent shared by A and C directly we create
two m axim ally entangled pairs one shared by A and B
and the second shared by B and C . T hese entangled pairs
can be produced using interaction or pint m easurem ent
as we have discussed at the beginning. So the entan-
glem ent is created iIn the sam e way as before and only
additional tools are used to transfer this entanglem ent
iInto correlationsbetween A and C .

In order not to use the sam e approach and explore
di erent ways of creating the entanglem ent we m odify
the setup as llows. The two system sA and C interact
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FIG .1: Tustration of the physical situation.

w ith the system B and the interaction is described by
the Ham ittonians Hap and Hgc . These Ham iltonians
also include the localtem sH , , and H ¢ . Let us ram ind
that the system sA and C do not interact m utually and
so the Ham iltonian H p ¢ is zero. In addition, to control
the entanglem ent produced between A and C we use the
controlofthe system B as is illustrated in Fig.[l.

In such scenario we cannot assum e that it is possble
to create EPR pairs between A and B and B and C.
T he result strongly depends on the choice of the H am it
tonians and if for exam ple the m utual interaction is ab—
sent (the localparts can be present though) no entangle-
m ent can be produced. In this spirit it is an interesting
question under which conditions it is possble to create
quantum correlationsbetween A and C . It has recently
been shown that for a large class of Ham iltonians ifwe
m onior M easure) the system B continuously [5]or even
non-continuously but repeatedly [6,7,18] it is ndeed pos—
sble.

This result can be understood as follows. Let t be
the tin e of the free evolution of the system from the
preparation to them easurem ent. Ifw e prepare the three—
partite system in a particular fully-factorized state, then
after tim e t the state of the system ABC can be w ritten
as
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where j 5 ()iac are vectors of unit length, ¢y are com -
plex coe cients and the basis £3! 5 (t)ig corresponds to
the m easurem ent that we perform at time t. This basis
(orm easurem ent) is chosen so that after perform ing the
m easurem ent and pro ecting the system onto one of the
statesj j ©)dac 3 j (©1s the corresponding state j (t)iac
of the subsystem AC isentangled.

T hough the realprotocol ism ore sophisticated, due to
the probabilistic nature of the m easurem ent process, and
we need to m onitor m easure) the system B m any tin es
it explainsthem ain idea and the role ofthem easurem ent
ofthe system B . It is them easurem ent that profctsout
the subsystem AC onto an entangled state and the e —
ciency of detectors, incom pleteness of the m easurem ent
itself or com plexity of the system B can m ake the m on—
itoring of the system B di cul. A s a consequence the
entanglem ent is produced w ith a low degree or probabil-
ity. It is an open question whether it ispossible to create
entanglem ent between A and C w ithout m onioring the
system B . In such case the setup is the sam e as before
(see F ig.[dl) but the only control that we have is a local
\coherent" control of the system B . It means that we
are allow ed to change the param eters of the H am iltonian
Jocal at site B but we are not allowed to perform m ea-—
surem ents. So what we can do is to \drive" the Ham it
tonian and the system by changing the free param eters
f ;g of the whole Ham iltonian H of the three partite
system ABC

H =Hap + Hgc + Hp (f i9); 1)

where £ ;g are the param eters that corresoond to the
degrees of freedom that we controllocally at site B . Now
the question ishow m uch entanglem entbetween A and C
can be created by tuning the param eters ;. The answer
depends on the choice of the Interaction H am ilttonians
Hapg and Hyc and the local control at site B . In the
follow ing w e discuss this dependence aswellas the choice
ofdi erent B ’s.

T he paper is organized as follow s. In the next section
we address the case where all three systems A, B and
C are two din ensional system s, that is qubis. W e in—
troduce the m ost general form ofH am iltonian consistent
w ith the assum ptions and dem onstrate the m ethod on
a particular exam ple. In the third section we consider a
m ore com plicated case ofthe D ickem odel, w here the role
of the system sA and C are played by atom s interacting
w ith an electrom agnetic eld —the system B . Here dif-
ferent approxin ations of the eld are analyzed. In the
last section we discuss various strategies aswellas lim its
of the m ethod and sum m arize our resuls.

II. QUBITS

W e start w ith the case where the system sA,B and C
are represented by two-dim ensional H ibert spaces and
called qubits. In such case we can w rite the H am iltonian

Hap asa sum ofdirect products of Paulim atrices and
the dentiy operator
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Jik=10
where 0 is the dentity operator {0 = 1 and ;,

J = 1;2;3 is the set of three Pauli m atrices for each
1= A;B;C. tmeansthat ; = 4, . = , and
f = ,.In what follow swe drop the subscript on opera—
tors labeling the system as the position of an operator in
a product unigquely speci es to which system the opera—
tor corresponds. R eal constants, h;j\kB ; Jsk = 0;:3 de ne
the interaction Ham iltonian Hap . In the sam e way the
real coe cients h )%, , §;k = 0;:33 uniquely de ne the
Ham iltonian H g ¢
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By localcontrolon site B we understand that we have
a choice n tuning the local Ham iltonian Hy and m ore
speci cally param eters hé specifying the H am iltonian
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N ote that in thiscasewe did not includethecase j= O as
such tem only shifts energy levels but it does not essen—
tially change the structure ofthe spectrum and eigenvec—
tors. Tt m eans that the set of param eters £ ;g we control
are identi ed w ith the three param etersh) , § = 1;2;3.
To seehow itworks ket us consider the follow ing exam ple.

A . Ising Interaction

The Ising interaction between the sites A and B is
described by the H am ilttonian [9]

Hap =3J > ° 1; ()
where J is the Interaction constant and 3 = ? is the
P auli operator. R ecalling the notation introduced above
we obtain that hj3 = J and all other coe cients h ;kB ,
Jik 6 3 are zero. The interaction between B and C is
chosen to be the sam e as it is the interaction between A
and B and the Ham iltonian Hy ¢ reads

HBC:J]]- 3 3: (6)

T he physical situation that could be described by the
Interaction Ham ilttonians is follow ing. A ssum e that the
three systems A, B and C are of the same type. In
such case also the interaction between A and B or B
and C is of the sam e origin. Subsequently if the three
system s are positioned in a line and equally spaced then



the interaction between A and C is snall, in practice
negligble, whilke the interaction between A and B and
the interaction between B and C are described by the
sam e H am iltonian as it is in our case.

T he localH am iltoniansH , and H ¢ forthe Isingm odel
are of the form

Hyp = — ' 1 1; )
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where isthe energy separation between the upper and
lower energy levelofthe two-Jevelsystem and '= ¥ is
the Paulioperator. For spin system s the param eter is
proportional to the m agniude of the extermalm agnetic

eld that is responsbl for the splitting of the two en—
ergy levelswhen the spin isplaced in them agnetic eld.
Sin ilarly, the Ham ittonian Hy is given by

Hg = -1 ' 1; )
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where isthe energy segparation between the two energy
levels of the system B . For convenience we rew rite the
parameters and as ! o and ! 0. Here
opand g arechosentobe (= o= J and and

are din ensionless. In this notation, the param eter that
represents the controlthat we have over the system B is
the param eter . Change in the param eter corresoonds
to the change of the strength of the external eld at site
B which detem ines the energy separation between the
two Jevels of the system B .

In what llows we discuss di erent choices of local
Ham iltoniansH , and H . and the Ham iltonian Hg cor-
responding to the local controlat site B . W e start w ith
the casewhere the Iocaltemm sH , and H - are zerowhich
m eans that the parameter = 0. The fill Ham ittonian
ofthe system H isa sum ofthree tem s [§), [@) and [@)
and the corresponding eigenspectrum can be calculated
analytically (see App.[Rl). Due to all of the eigenvec-
tors are factorized i follow s in m ediately that there isno
entanglem ent between A and C irrespective of the local
Ham iltonian Hy . That is by locally controlling the sys—
tem B it isnotpossible to create entanglem ent shared by
A and C . Note that the degeneracy of the ground state
opens a chance to create a state w ith the lowest energy
such that it is entangled. However, as we can create an
elgenstate with the sam e energy but no entanglem ent,
we w ill not consider such vector as an entangled ground
state.

A sim ilar situation occursw hen the localH am iltonians
Ha and H¢: are large (large m eans dom inant com pared
w ith the interaction temm s) so that the parameter is
much larger than 1, that is 1. Large energy separa-—
tion between two levels of system s A and C causes that
both ofthe system sA and C tend to be in their ground
state. It follow s that the state of the subsystem AC is
close to a product of the two ground states, and hence
there is no entanglem ent between A and C . M odifying

Hp cannot change this as the interaction term s are weak
com pared w ith the localH am itoniansH, and Hc .

On the other hand when the local tem s are com pa—
rable to the Interaction term s or even better when they
are am allbut non-zero the situation changes signi cantly.
First Jet us consider the localtetm s Hy and H: to be
an all (but non—zero) In com parison w ith the interaction
term s. Tt m eans that the param eter ful 1is the relation

1. In such case we can consider the local tem s to
be a perturbation to the full H am itonian and calculate
the energy lvels using the expansion series. A s we have
already pointed out for the Ising m odelw ithout the local
term sH p and H g the ground state is degenerate and the
two levelsw ith the lowest energy are

Pi;
ji;

rm ore details see A pp .[Al. Ifwe nclide the Iocalterm s
Ha and Hce in the full Ham ittonian we rem ove the de-
generacy and the ground state becom es non-degenerate.
C alculating the ground state to the st order in the pa—
ram eter with the help of the expansion to the second
order (the rst orderneither rem ovesthe degeneracy nor
m odi es the spectrum but m odi es the form of the two
ground states) we obtained the state of the form
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w here the com plex constants ¢y, j= 1;:;4 depend on ,
K isa nom alization constant and the nomm alized states
j jiare de ned ;n App.[l. For smallthis vector rep-
resents an entangled state and for ! 0 the ground state
approaches m axim ally entangled state. Though not ex-—
plicitly shown in the last equation change in the param -
eter causes change in the state (as not only the con—
stants c; but also the states j ;i depend on ) and in
tum changes the entanglem ent shared by A and C. On
the otherhand it should be pointed out that them axim al
entanglem ent can be reached only in thelm it ! 0and
In the sam e lim it the gap between the ground state and
the st excited state vanishes. Tt m eans that fwe want
to Increase the m axin al am ount of entanglem ent that
can be produced between A and C we have to reduce the
gap between the two lowest energy levels. As a result
of that the cooling of the system (We want our system
to stay in the ground state during the whole evolution)
ism ore problem atic. The com plete picture for arbitrary
valies of the param eters and is shown in Fig. [0).

U sing sin ple interaction of Ising type we have shown
that it ispossble to control (generate) entanglem ent be—
tween essentially distant partiesA and C . W hat is In -
portant to realize is the fact that the two system sA and
C are not allowed to interact and the entanglem ent is
created only through the interaction w ith the system B .
In addition, by m odifying the site B, that is param e-
ters of the local H am ittonian Hy , it is possble to con—
trolthe am ount of entanglem ent shared by A and C . In
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FIG . 2: D ependence of the entanglem ent E shared by A and
C, expressed as a concurrence (for de nition see App. [B]),
on the local control at site B , param eter , and for di erent
oneparticle H am iltonians H o and H ¢ , param eter

our exam ple the m axin alentanglem ent is actually never
reached though we can get arbitrarily close to the m axi-
m alpossible value. W e address this issue In a m ore detail
In the last section.

III. ATOM S INTERACTING W ITH A SINGLE
M ODE ELECTROMAGNETIC FIELD

In our scenario the entanglem ent betw een the two par-
ties A and C is generated through the interaction w ith
an auxiliary quantum system at the site B and depends
on the choice of the Iocal Ham iltonian Hy . That is it
depends on the physical nature of the system B . In the
previous section the system B was com posed of a sin—
gk qubi. The situation analyzed In Ref. [L0] can be
considered as a particular case of our scenario where the
system B is a collection of spins and the whole system
ABC fom sa spin chain. It is naturalthat for di erent
physical system s B we obtain di erent results. W hat is
not so obvious is the fact that di erent resuls are ocb—
tained also for di erent m odels of a given physical sys—
tem . Here by di erent m odels we have in m ind di erent
approxin ations of the physical situation.

In orderto see the problem m ore clearly we analyze the
physical sstup com posed of two non-interacting atom s
placed in a caviy interacting w ith onem ode electrom ag—
netic eld. A sthe two atom s do not Interact directly the
entanglem ent can be created only via interaction w ith
the electrom agnetic eld. Here di erent approxim ations
Jead to di erentm odels forthe eld and one can consider
severalH am iltonians.

Ifwe assum e a dipolk and rotating wave approxin a—
tion RW A ) and restrict to the case of an all Interaction

between the eld and the atom ic system , then the system
can be described by D icke H am ilttonian [12].
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w here the j_i(j+lj)' j_E(j 1j),thethree

operators !, 2, 3 arePaulioperators,a’ and a are eld
creation and annihilation operators, !¢ is the radiation

eld frequency and ! 5 isthe atom ic transition frequency.
The param eter isproportionalto the coupling strength
between eld and atom s.

The D icke Ham iltonian is a good starting point in
the analysis of the radiation-m atter interaction system s,
since it can be analytically solved [L3] and describes var-
Jous (especially collective and cooperative) properties of
these system s [14].

N evertheless, if we want to study the system wih
stronger radiation-atom interaction wem ust drop the ro-
tating w ave-approxin ation (ie. it is im portant to include
counter-rotating temm s to the Ham ittonian) and in addi-
tion an extra quadratic eld term , usually neglected, have
to be taken into account. W hen the counterresonant
tem s are added the H am iltonian is of the fom :

a X
Ho() = = 2+ tpaa+
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X
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and when In addition the quadratic eld tem is included
the H am iltonian reads(form ore details see Ref. ??):
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In both of the Ham iltonians H, and H 3 the param eter

denotes the coupling between eld and m atter and the
param eter that appears In H 3 is not a free param eter
but it isproportionalto 2 (form ore details see Ref. ??).

The quadraticterm in the H am iltonian [10) isnotonly
necessary for the cases of stronger interactions from the
physicalpoint of view , but it is also useful for the m ath—
em atical analysis, how an extra non-interaction term in-—
clided Into the H am iltonian in uences the properties of
the systam .

In what follow s, wew ill study how the change ofthe pa—
ram eters and In uencesthe entanglem ent between in—
dividualtw o particles ofthe atom ic system . M ore speci —
cally, we w ill study bipartite atom ic entanglem ent in the
ground state of the system s described by the H am iltoni-
ansH,,H; and H 3. Finally, we w ill com pare the resuls.
Since atom s are described as twoJlevelquantum system s,
we w illuse the concurrence ofa reduced bipartite atom ic
system as an entanglem ent m easure.
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FIG . 3: Concurrence E of the two atom s in the cavity as a
function ofthe coupling forthreedi erent typesofH am ilto—
niansH i (lack solid line), H ; (red dashed line) and H 5 (blue
dashed line). T he behavior of the bipartite entanglem ent in
the two atom system is clearly di erent for the three H am i~
tonians. The am ount of quantum correlation in the system
depends on and thus can be controlled by the strength of the
interaction. It is apparent from the gure that for the case
of H am iltonian H 3 the concurrence persists also in the cases
of stronger Interactions and in average it has larger values
com pared w ith cases ofH; and H .

Firstly, we focus on how the quadratic eld term in
Ham iltonian H 3 in uences the bipartite entanglem ent,
com paring to the Ham iltonians without this termm # ;
and H ;). From all tree Ham ittonians, only Ham iltonian
H 1 can be diagonalized analytically [L3, [15], therefore
we have done an num eric analysis and we will discuss
the results on gures. It is apparent from the Fig.[3
that the bipartite atom ic entanglem ent is signi cantly
di erent in the three cases studied. The m ain property
of the concurrence for the Ham itoniansH, and H, (ie.
w ithout non-interacting temm ) is that their values drop
to E = 0 very quickly. On the other hand the presence
ofthe quadratic non-interacting eld tem in H 3 ensures
that the quantum correlations persist also In the cases
of strong interaction between eld and atom ic system .
In addition, two atom s are (inh average) m ore entangled
com pared w ith the previous cases as it can be seen from
the Fig.3.

Further, ket us separately study how the bipartite en—
tanglem ent in the atom ic system is controlled by the
strength of the interaction (param eter ) and the size
of the quadratic term (param eter ) in the case of the
com plete Ham iltonian H 3. W e note that this is rather
m athem atical approach since  is not independent from
the coupling ( 2) but it can illum inate how the non—
Interacting eld term can have an in uence on the entan—
glem ent between individual atom s —even for xed cou—
pling . Agai, all calculations were m ade num erically
and our resuls will be discussed with the help of the
Fig.[4.

A s it is illustrated In the gure, by the change in the
param eters in the quadratic eld term ( ! ) we can

FIG . 4: B partite entanglem ent E (concurrence) between the
two atom s as a function ofthe coupling and the param eter
~. It isapparent from the gurethatwe can control (increase)

the bipartite entanglem ent by increasing the system interac—
tion orby Increasing the quadratic term independently (the
param eter 7).

control the strength of the bipartite 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
quadratic tem  (ncreasing 7).

IV. GENERAL CASE

In this section we address the lin its of the studied
schem e and for that we introduce the follow iIng theorem .

Theorem : Consider Ham iltonian [I) that is symm etric
under exchange ofthe labels (system s) A and C . Further
¥t j iasc be an eigenstate of the Ham ittonian H such
that it isofthe form j iapc = Jiac js.

Ifthe energy kevel corresponding to the state j iapc is
non-degenerate then the state j ixgc is fully factorized
sothat Jldac = Jia J&-.

P roof: First we rew rite the state j iapc O that we de-
com pose the state ! in ¢ using the Schm idt basis
X p_—
J iasc = jjjiA J B It s 11)
j
where 5 are eigenvalues of the density operator corre-
soonding to the state o = Tr (3 ih! ) and £7jin g and
fjic g is the Schm idt basis of the system A and C re—
spectively. Applying Ham itonian [I) to the state [I))
we obtain the expression

X p_—

H Jjdagc = j[v5ias Dt + Jia Jyisc 17



where Wyilag = Hap + Hg=2)Jjia s, Fylee =

Hpc + Hp=2)] iz Tt . The action of the H am ilto—
nian H was divided into two parts: the interaction be-
tween A and B and the interaction between B and C .
In order to preserve symm etry under the exchange of A

and C the tem corresponding to the localcontrolat site
B was divided Into two equal parts. O ne of them was
added to Hap and the other to Hy . Notice that the
states w y need to be neither norm alized norm utually or-
thogonal. For the state j iasc to be an eigenstate of
the Ham iltonian the reduced operator of the system B

has to be proportional to the profgction j iz h j (in the
propositions of the theorem we assum e a particular form

of the state j iasc ). It follows that the action of the
Ham ilttonian is restricted [L6] and

Jb i
Jaic i
where the vectors j73i are unnom alized in general. In
addition, the state H j inp ¢ hasto be orthogonalto the
stateoftheform fin Jj i ki wherek 6 j. T olows

thathkjsi= 0 fork 6 jand the action ofHpag + Hg =2
(correspondingly Hy ¢ + Hpy =2) is of the form

Has + Hg=2)Jjia
Hpc + Hp=2)] i

Js = Jryia
It = Ji

Hap +He=2)Ta I3 Db =cDh I3 D

Finally, if the sum over j in [1I) inclides onlky a
single term then the state j iapc is fully factorized.
On the other hand if the sum inclides two and m ore
term s then the constants c¢; for that temm s have to be
equal (ndependent of j). However in such case the
energy level corresponding to that state is degenerate.
Tt follows from the fact that using the expressions for
Hag and Hyg ¢ derived @bove 1t is possble to show that
the states of the form jijjiA Jj i Tt , where
cy are arbitrary com plex num bers up to nom alization,
have the sam e energy.

The T heoram has in portant in plications conceming the
creation of entanglem ent between A and C. It Pllows
from the theorem that using them ethod it isnotpossble
to create a m axim ally entangled state shared by A and
C . M ore speci cally, if the ground state of the system
ABC issuch that the reduced state of AC isam axin ally
entangled state then we know from the theorem that the
ground state is degenerate and it is possble to create a
non-entangled state w ith the sam e energy so we should
not consider such ground state as entangled. On the
other hand we can be arbitrarily close to a m axim ally
entangled state and this was dem onstrated i the Sec.[T.

Further, applying the theorem m ore generally we can
state that in this scenario i is not possible to create
any pure entangled state shared by A and C . It means
that by m odifying the localparam eters at site B and not
considering m easurem ents the ground state ofthe system
ABC issuch that the reduced state 5 ofthe system s
A and C can be entangld only if i ism ixed.

To summ arize, we have analyzed a particular scenario
ofthe generation of entangled w here the entanglem ent is

produced via interaction w ith additional system and no
m easurem ents are considered. W e have shown that un-
der the symm etry condition the m axin al entanglem ent
can be reached only asym ptotically and no pure entan—
glkd state can be produced. M oreover, we have shown
that di erent assum ptions about the addiional physical
system B result into situations where di erent am ount
of entanglem ent is produced.
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APPENDIX A:ISING M ODEL

In this appendix w e present the eigenvectors and corre—
sponding eigenvalues of the Ising Ham iltonian [3) with-
out the localterm s at sites A and B but wih themost
general localtem at site B. The Ham itonian H with
the Ising type interaction between sites A and B and
sitesB and C together w ith the m ost general local term
corresponding to the site B is of the form

1+1 >
n o3 1

_ 3 3
H = X
+1 (
j
T he eigenvectors of the Ham iltonian H w ith the corre—
soonding eigenvalues are listed below

E 3 .
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where v? = (0;0;2), and the vectors j i, j = 1;2 are

tw o eigenvectors of the operatorhg I+ 2 3, the vectors
g 5i= J 5121, J = 3;4 are elgenvectors of the operator
;hy 7 and the vectors j 31, j = 7;8 are eigenvectors

ofthe operator . hy 7 2°.

APPENDIX B:CONCURRENCE

In this appendix we recallthe de nition ofthe concur-
rence [L1] which is a m easure of bipartite entanglem ent
shared by two qubits (quantum system s associated to
two-din ensional H ibert spaces). Let ap be a bpartie
state (densiy m atrix) of a two-qubi system . Further,
denote as i, 1= 1;2;3;4 the elgenvalues of the m atrix



as 2 % ,5 % 7 listed ;n a non-decreasing or-
der. Here ,, meanscom plex conjigation of the m atrix
as and 2 is the Pauli operator corresponding to the

m easurem ent of the soin along the y axis. T hen the con—

currence E isde ned as
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