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We suggest a method of entangling significantly the distant ends of a one dimensional lattice of
spins or qubits using minimal control. This long distance entanglement is brought about solely by
exploiting the dynamics of an initial state with Néel order if the lattice features nearest-neighbor
XXZ interaction. In particular, there is no need for any control of single subsystems or repeated
switchings or pulsings. The method only requires an initial non-adiabatic switching between two
appropriately tailored Hamiltonians followed by evolution under a permanent Hamiltonian. The
scheme could potentially be implemented in various experimental setups, ranging from ultracold
atoms in an optical lattice to Josephson junction arrays.

The objective of quantum communication is to transfer
a quantum state |φ〉 from a sender (Alice) to a receiver
(Bob) as accurately as possible. To accomplish this, Al-
ice can simply encode |φ〉 on a carrier e.g. an atom or a
photon and send it down a channel. Alternatively, Alice
and Bob can use teleportation [1], for which they need
to first share a pair of particles in an entangled state
|ψ−〉 = 1√

2
(|↓, ↑〉 − |↑, ↓〉). In combination with appro-

priate operations and classical communications, |ψ−〉 en-
ables the noiseless transmission of a state |φ〉 from Alice
to Bob. Photons are ideal for establishing this shared
|ψ−〉 state between parties separated by long distances.

This letter is based on a manifestation of quantum
communication which aims to connect distinct units, i.e.
processors or registers, of a quantum computer. Here,
the basic idea is to use a many-body system (with per-
manent interactions) incorporating the sender, the dis-
tant receiver, and the mediating channel all together. All
components are then stationary, and could be made of the
same units. As opposed to the case of using photons for
sharing entanglement between registers, this setup does
not require the interfacing of stationary qubits and pho-
tons. This could be important for the design of quantum
computer hardware, which, typically will involve entan-
glement sharing over short distances only, i.e. several lat-
tice sites. For the same reason, the physical movement
of ions is considered as a serious alternative to photons
for communication between the registers of an ion trap
quantum computer [2].

Fig. 1 pictures our scenario, where Alice and Bob are
situated at opposite ends of a one dimensional (1D) lat-
tice of perpetually interacting spin- 12 particles, or qubits.
We suggest a scheme which allows the establishment of a
strong entanglement between Alice’s and Bob’s spins (the
remotest spins of the lattice) without any requirement of
local control for the preparation of the initial state of
the chain or for the subsequent dynamics. Moreover no
repeated switchings of any fields (local or global) is re-
quired. This is close to the scenario of much work on state
transfer through spin chains (e.g. Refs.[3, 4, 5, 6, 7]), but
here the lattice interactions “generate” entanglement, as
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FIG. 1: Schematic of our proposal of entangling distant spins
or qubits. Alice and Bob are at opposite ends of the chain.
First, the spin chain is initialized in the antiferromagnetic
Ising groundstate. By non-adiabatical switching to an XY in-
teraction and subsequent time evolution quantum correlations
are being brought about between Alice’s and Bob’s spins.

opposed to just “transferring” it. State transfer can itself
be modified to yield entanglement generation schemes
(eg. see [8]), but without a price (e.g. engineered cou-
plings) the amount of entanglement will be low. Even
without such price, our current mechanism provides a
very high amount of entanglement and is not straightfor-
wardly related to the above state transfer processes.

In our scheme, first the lattice of strongly interacting
spins is cooled to its ground state. Then, upon instantly
changing a global parameter in its Hamiltonian (i.e., per-
forming a quench [11, 12, 13, 14, 15]), the pair of edge
spins evolve to a highly entangled mixed state. For this
state, entanglement purification methods are known [16],
which Alice and Bob can use to convert, only by local ac-
tions, a few (say n) copies of the state tom < n pure |ψ−〉
states. These |ψ−〉 could then be used to teleport any
state from Alice to Bob. Though the scheme of this pa-
per has a qualitative similarity with entangling the ends
of a chain of uncoupled systems by a sudden switching
of interactions [9, 10], it yields a higher entanglement
scaling better with the length of the chain.

Quenches have recently been an active field of study
in condensed matter and are usually studied in the ther-
modynamical limit [11]. Recently, it was shown that lo-
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cal subsystems may relax towards a maximum entropy
state in certain models though global unitarity is re-
spected [12]. In contrast, this letter investigates whether
a quench can be useful for quantum communication when
performed on a finite system in order to produce “long-
range” entanglement. We should mention here that the
development of entanglement between two large blocks
of a many-body system after a quench has recently been
investigated [13, 14, 15], which, though fundamentally
important, is not readily usable for quantum communi-
cation.
The use of a quench in order to create entanglement

at a distance is highly attractive because of the non-
requirement of controlling single subsystems. Other low
control ways of creating sizeable entanglement between
particles at distances larger than a few sites include ex-
ploiting the ground state of certain spin chains whose end
spins are coupled weakly to the remaining ones [17]. This
constitutes a rather rare case, as generically the ground
states of spin chain models are known to exhibit only
very short ranged entanglement [18]. Another approach
of entangling distant qubits in a spin chain is based on
the concept of localizable entanglement [19] where one
entangles the two particular qubits by means of local
measurements on the others, though the task of address-
ing individual sites of a bulk system can be challenging.
Returning now to the problem of entangling qubits

through quench, let us consider a chain of N spin- 12 sys-
tems, coupled through nearest-neighbor XXZ-type inter-
action

H =

N−1
∑

k=1

J

2

(

σx
kσ

x
k+1 + σy

kσ
y
k+1 +∆σz

kσ
z
k+1

)

(1)

where the parameters J and ∆ denote the coupling
strength and the anisotropy respectively. We further as-
sume antiferromagnetic coupling (J > 0) throughout this
letter. The operators σx

k , σy
k and σz

k denote the famil-
iar Pauli operators acting on the spin at site k . The
XXZ Hamiltonian, Eq. (1), turns into the Ising-Model for
∆ → ∞, and for ∆ = 0 corresponds to the isotropic XY,
or XX model (which allows for analytic solution by means
of a mapping to free spinless fermions). As [H,Sz] = 0,

with Sz =
∑N

k=1 σ
z
k, the total z-magnetization is a con-

stant of motion. Hence, given an initial direct product
state, that arises from the completely polarized state
| ⇓N 〉 ≡ |↓1, ↓2, . . . , ↓N〉 by flipping a number M < N
of spins in arbitrary places of the chain to the positive z-
direction (up) |↑〉 , the time evolution will be confined to
a subspace of the complete Hilbert space, being the linear
span of the basis states |ψM

l 〉 ≡
(
∏

k∈ Sl
σ+
k

)

| ⇓N 〉 with

l ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,
(

N
M

)

}. Here σ+
k ≡ 1

2 (σ
x
k + i σy

k) designates
the spin raising operator at site k and Sl ∈ S denotes an
ordered combination of M distinct indices drawn from
{1, 2, . . . , N} . S refers to the set of all possible such
combinations. The time dependence of the states |ψM

l 〉

generally takes the form

|ψM
l0
(t)〉 =

∑

l

al(t)|ψ
M
l 〉 , (2)

with complex coefficients al depending on time and on
the initial state |ψM

l0
〉.

We first formulate the analytic case of time-evolution
of the Ising ground state, under action of the XX Hamil-
tonian. This corresponds to an instantaneous, i.e. ide-
alized, finite system quench in the anisotropy parameter
∆1 → ∆2 with ∆1 → ∞ and ∆2 = 0 thereby cross-
ing critical value ∆ = 1, which separates the Néel-Ising-
phase from the XY-phase. Later on, in a purely numeri-
cal study we will allow for 1 < ∆1 <∞ and 0 < ∆2 ≤ 1 .
For ∆ ≫ J the Ising groundstate gets arbitrarily close to
the ideal Néel state, which is twofold degenerate in the
absence of an external field. We stress that these ideal
Néel states are particular realizations of the considered
states |ψM

l 〉 , i.e. they arise from the perfectly polar-
ized state |⇓N 〉 upon flipping every other spin: |N1〉 ≡
|↓1, ↑2, ↓3, · · ·〉 and |N2〉 ≡ |↑1, ↓2, ↑3, · · ·〉 . We further
note, that these two states trivially turn into each other
by a spin flip in each place, i.e. |N1〉 = (

∏N

k=1 σ
x
k)|N2〉

and vice versa. In an experiment, the initial preparation
of the Néel-Ising-groundstate, will yield, at low enough
temperatures, an equal mixture of both Néel orders, and
negligible admixture of higher energy eigenstates. We
adopt the notion of thermal ground state from [18] for

ρ0 =
1

2

(

|N1〉〈N1|+ |N2〉〈N2|
)

, (3)

which exhibits the same symmetries as the Ising Hamilto-
nian H (∆ → ∞), as opposed to each individual, degen-
erate ground state of the antiferromagnetic Ising-chain.
Let us first turn to the solution of the time evolu-

tion of states |ψM
l 〉, assuming ∆ = 0 (later we fo-

cus on the special case of ρ0 being the initial state).
Through the standard diagonalization using a Jordan-
Wigner transformation, we are provided the explicit time
dependence of the local Fermi creation operators defined
by c†k ≡

(
∏k−1

l=1 −σz
l

)

σ+
k , which reads

c†k(t) =
N
∑

l=1

fk,l(−t) c
†
l (4)

fk,l(t) ≡
2

N + 1

N
∑

m=1

sin(qm k) sin(qm l) e−iEm t , (5)

with Em = 2J cos(qm) and qm = πm
N+1 . The action of

c†k is equivalent to flipping the spin at site k from down

to up, and the operators c†k anticommute i.e., {c†k, c
†
l } =

0. Thus |ψM
l 〉 =

(
∏

k∈ Sl
c†k
)

| 0 〉 in terms of the above
fermionic operators where vacuum | 0 〉 stands for | ⇓N 〉.
The time evolution of |ψM

l (t)〉 is thereby given by,

|ψM
l (t)〉 = e−iH t|ψM

l 〉 =
(

∏

k∈ Sl

c†k(−t)
)

| 0 〉 , (6)
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where c†k(−t) ≡ e−iHt c†k e
iHt . In the steps that lead

to Eq. (6) we made use of the unitarity of e−iHt and
e−iHt|0〉 = |0〉. Evaluation of Eq. (6), by inserting Eq. (4)
will lead to a sum over terms which, in general, contain
an unordered product of M fermionic creation operators
(string) acting on |0〉. As those strings which contain
two or more equal operators vanish, the number of terms
in the sum is N !

(N−M)! . Each string can be rearranged

to ascending order of the indices from left to right by a
sequence of commutations. For an odd number of com-
mutations the respective term in the sum will change its
sign as the operators c†k anticommute. One may then
combine terms with equal strings, which reduces their
number to

(

N
M

)

, and |ψM
l (t)〉 takes the form of Eq. (2).

Performing the above procedure successively for M =
2, 3, ... provides the means to construct the states |ψM

l (t)〉
for a general M < N , revealing the simple form

|ψM
l (t)〉 =

∑

k1<k2<···<kM

det(A)

M
∏

m=1

c†km
| 0 〉, (7)

which is similar to the expressions obtained in [20] for
translational invariant systems, i.e. rings or infinite
chains. In Eq. (7) A is the M ×M matrix, that arises
by picking the rows carrying the indices given in Sl, and
the columns carrying the indices k1, k2, · · · , kM from the
N ×N matrix F ≡ (fi,j(t)), i, j = 1, 2, . . . , N .

We shall now investigate the dynamics of the long
range nonclassical correlations, i.e. the entanglement be-
tween the first and the last spin of the chain. The state
(reduced density operator) ρi,j of spins at sites i and
j of the chain, when represented in the standard basis
{|↑ ↑〉, |↑ ↓〉, |↓ ↑〉, |↓ ↓〉}, is

ρi,j =











〈

P ↑
i P

↑
j

〉 〈

P ↑
i σ

−
j

〉 〈

σ−
i P

↑
j

〉 〈

σ−
i σ

−
j

〉

〈

P ↑
i σ

+
j

〉 〈

P ↑
i P

↓
j

〉 〈

σ−
i σ

+
j

〉 〈

σ−
i P

↓
j

〉

〈

σ+
i P

↑
j

〉 〈

σ+
i σ

−
j

〉 〈

P ↓
i P

↑
j

〉 〈

P ↓
i σ

−
j

〉

〈

σ+
i σ

+
j

〉 〈

σ+
i P

↓
j

〉 〈

P ↓
i σ

+
j

〉 〈

P ↓
i P

↓
j

〉











,

(8)

in terms of two point correlation functions of P ↑
i = σ+

i σ
−
i ,

P ↓
i = σ−

i σ
+
i and σ± = 1

2

(

σx ± iσy
)

. For i = 1,
j = N and the general class of states |ψM

l (t)〉 we obtain
ρ1,N = [ v, 0, 0, 0; 0, w, z, 0; 0, z∗, x, 0; 0, 0, 0, y ] in an ob-

vious matrix notation, where

v ≡
∑

(k1=1)<k2<···<(kM=N)

det(A)∗ det(A) (9)

w ≡
∑

(k1=1)<k2<···<(kM<N)

det(A)∗ det(A) (10)

x ≡
∑

(k1>1)<k2<···<(kM=N)

det(A)∗ det(A) (11)

y ≡
∑

(k1>1)<k2<···<(kM<N)

det(A)∗ det(A) (12)

z ≡
∑

(k1>1)<k2<···<(kM=N)

det(A′)∗ det(A) . (13)

In Eq. (13) A′ denotes the matrix, that arises from A
when the column indices ki are shifted according to the
rule ki → ki−1, and further k0 is fixed to 1 .
In the special case, that the chain is initially prepared

in the Ising thermal groundstate ρ0, Eq. (3), the reduced
density operator ρ1,N simplifies to

ρ1,N = a(|↑, ↑〉〈↑, ↑|+ |↓, ↓〉〈↓, ↓|)

+ (b + c)|ψ+〉〈ψ+|+ (b − c)|ψ−〉〈ψ−| (14)

where a = 1
2 (v + y), b = 1

2 (w + x), c = 1
2 (z + z∗) and

|ψ±〉 = 1√
2
(|↓, ↑〉 ± |↑, ↓〉)}. In Eq. (14) all occurring

quantities are computed using Eqs. (9)-(13) , with respect
to either |N1〉 or |N2〉 .
Let us now examine whether a given supply of systems,

all described by the same mixed state ρ1N from Eq. 14,
can be converted to a smaller subset of maximally en-
tangled pure states, e.g. |ψ−〉 through local actions by
Alice and Bob and classical messaging between them, for
subsequent use in teleportation (i.e., quantum communi-
cation). A general criterion [16] for this procedure, called
entanglement purification, to be possible for mixed state
ρ of two qubits is expressed in terms of the fully en-

tangled fraction f ≡ max(〈e|ρ|e〉). Here the maximum
is taken with respect to all maximally entangled states
{|e〉}. The criterion reads f > 1

2 , and is adapted to our
particular problem as max(b + c, b − c) > 1

2 in view of
Eq. (14) under the trace constraint a+ b = 1

2 . The func-
tion f , being a function of time, is found to feature a
maximum after a a time Tmax, which is governed by nu-
merical search for different values of N . Tmax is always of
the order of several units (J−1) of time (Tmax <

N
J
), and

increases only slightly with N , i.e. roughly 0.25 units per
added site. Interestingly, for chains of an even number
of sites with ρ0 as the initial state, ρ1,N is always un-
entangled (separable). The reason for this is that |N1〉
contributes |ξ〉 = α| ↓↑〉 + iβ| ↑↓〉, where α and β are
real, to ρ1,N , while symmetry implies |N2〉 to contribute

an equal amount of |ξ̃〉 = σx ⊗ σx|ξ〉 = β| ↓↑〉 − iα| ↑↓〉
but |ξ〉〈ξ|+ |ξ̃〉〈ξ̃| is separable. Therefore, Fig. 2 presents
data for chains of odd number of sites only. The extrap-
olation of the data in Fig. 2 by means of a regression
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FIG. 2: Fully entangled fraction f as a function of the
number of lattice sites N . Data points for chains up to
N = 25 (circles) are extrapolated by a function of the form
gfit(N) =

P

5

k=0
bk N

−k (solid curve). b0 = 0.544 ± 0.005 in-
dicates the possibility of entanglement purification for fairly
long chains. For N ≤ 11 the figure is supplemented with data
from numerical diagonalization for more general quench char-
acteristics (∆1 → ∆2) : (∞ → 0.5) (diamonds), (∞ → 1)
(triangles) and (4 → 1) (squares) .

analysis indicates that the criterion f > 1
2 is expected to

hold for fairly large N .

We will now provide an estimate for the supply of
impure pairs that is required as input in order to pro-
duce one almost pure maximally entangled state, i.e.
fout ≥ 0.99. In the instant of time Tmax, our mixed
state is very well described by ρ1,N ≃ f |ψ+〉〈ψ+| +
(1−f)

2 (|↑, ↑〉〈↑, ↑| + |↓, ↓〉〈↓, ↓|), and the so called recur-
rence method of purification, described in detail in [16],
simplifies decisively (an alternative would be error cor-
rection as used for communication through disordered
chains [23]). Starting from an ensemble of impure pairs
with individual f = 0.544, which is the expected value
from extrapolation N ≫ 1 (surely for N much larger
than 50), in Fig. 2, will require 5 iterations of the purifi-
cation scheme on ∼ 361 input pairs to achieve a single
pair with fout = 0.996 . In comparison, for a particular
chain of N = 9 spins, which is also a representative num-
ber for possible experimental implementations, we have
initially f = 0.9117 and will need ∼ 3 impure pairs to be
purified into an almost perfect |ψ−〉 in only a single itera-
tion step until our threshold is exceeded by fout = 0.991.
We have also studied numerically and plotted in Fig.2
more general quenches, and, though they are seen to have
high values for up to N ∼ 10, it may not saturate to
f > 0.5 for large N . In order to study quench dynam-
ics in longer chains, time-dependent DMRG [21, 22] was
attempted but found not to scale very favorably due to
strong growth of bipartite entanglement during temporal
evolution.

An important point to note here is that when acting
on a Néel state, say | ↑↓↑↓↑〉, for N = 5, the Hamiltonian

needs to induce at most one step of nearest neighbor ex-
changes for the state to become | ↑↑↓↑↓〉+| ↓↑↓↑↑〉, which
already yields a component of |ψ+〉 in ρ1,N (the action
of the Hamiltonian will create other terms as well, but
the above will also be there). Thus state transfer (mul-
tiple exchanges down a chain) is not necessary for the
current entanglement generation scheme: indeed it will
thus occur at a faster time-scale and be less susceptible to
dispersion effects in comparison to schemes derived from
state transfer.

For shorter chains our results are more than satisfac-
tory from a viewpoint of current experimental abilities to
manufacture such chains using various setups. Promising
experimental realizations of the models considered are
Josephson junction arrays [24]. Here, more particularly,
capacitively coupled persistent current qubits, which con-
sist of three Josephson junctions connected in a supercon-
ducting loop, seem particularly well suited to design the
relevant couplings by tuning voltages and the external
magnetic flux [25]. We also mention recent developments
in manufacturing the desired interactions in the field of
ultracold atoms in optical lattices [26]. With respect to
the initial preparation of a Néel ordered Ising ground
state, another option apart from adjusting the anisotropy
and cooling to the thermal ground state comes to mind:
In [27] cold atoms have been prepared to pairwise spin
triplets |ψ+〉 in the double wells of a superlattice. Then,
upon applying a magnetic field gradient in the direction
of the superlattice the atom pairs attain the very sta-
ble state |↑, ↓〉 in each double well. Ramping down the
long lattice instantaneously would then result in a global
Néel state as required for our scheme. Ensembles of fi-
nite lattices can easily be simulated in superlattices and
measurements of relevant spin states can also be made
[27]. In our investigations, we have ignored decoherence
for the moment in view of the fact that optical lattices
provide an arena to study sudden quenches in absence of
external environments [28], and the fact that in small N
flux qubit arrays decoherence does not have significant
effect over N/J time-scales [25]. It would be interest-
ing to study the influence of a finite quench rate on the
amount of entanglement that can be created between the
end spins. Further investigation in this direction is under
way.

Summary:- We have presented an application of the
non-equilibrium dynamics of interacting many-body sys-
tems following a quench, currently an area of high activ-
ity in condensed matter, for generating substantial en-
tanglement between the end spins of a spin chain. This
entanglement scales very well with distance, is verifiable
in Josephson junction and optical lattice experiments,
and is purifiable to be potentially useful for linking solid-
state based quantum registers in the future.
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