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Entanglement in Quantum Phase Transitions with Two- and Three-body Interactions
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Quantum phase transitions describe qualitative changes in the ground state of many-body sys-
tems driven solely by quantum fluctuations. In a system of three spins subject to one-, two- and
three-body interactions, the quantum mechanical ground state can be a product state or one of
different entangled states, including W- and GHZ states. We discuss the relevant phase diagram
and realize the system experimentally in an NMR quantum simulator, where we generate the rele-
vant Hamiltonian and drive the system through different critical points by adiabatically changing a

suitable control parameter.
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Introduction. — At absolute zero temperature, a sys-
tem can undergo a quantum phase transition (QPT) to
a new ground state as a result of a change in one of
the parameters of the Hamiltonian [1]. Well-known ex-
amples are the superconductor-insulator transition and
the paramagnetic-antiferromagnetic transition in quan-
tum magnets. QPTs were experimentally observed in
magnetic systems [2], heavy-fermion metals [3], common
metals [4] and Bose-Einstein condensation [3]. Also, the
investigation of such phase transitions often leads to the
discovery of novel materials. A collection of reviews [6]
on the topic of QPTs reported the current status and
recent developments in this field.

QPTs are associated with a system of interacting parti-
cles; depending on the control parameters of the relevant
Hamiltonian, its ground state may be a product state
or an entangled state. For some QPTs, entanglement is
therefore a useful order parameter [7]. An example of
such a quantum critical point that separates a product
state from a maximally entangled state has been experi-
mentally observed for a two-qubit Heisenberg spin chain
18, 19].

In most systems studied, attention was focused on two-
body interactions, which are most readily accessible ex-
perimentally. On the other hand, spin systems with
three-spin interactions have attracted a lot of interest,
since they may exhibit exotic ground-state properties,
including topological phases or spin liquids [10], incom-
mensurate phases [11], and chiral phase transitions [12].
Effective three-body interactions have been found in cold
polar molecules [13] or atoms in optical lattices [14].

In this Letter, we study the ground-state properties
of spin chains with both Ising-type two-spin interac-
tions and three-spin interactions, which can show dis-
tinct quantum phases with qualitatively different types
of entanglement or no entanglement at all. For a three-
spin system, we discuss the complete phase diagram,
which includes differently entangled ground states. Us-
ing suitable adiabatic variations of the control parame-

ters, we drive the system through different quantum crit-
ical points, from a product state to one of the entangled
states (including GHZ and W states) in an NMR quan-
tum simulator. The resulting states are characterized by
suitable entanglement witnesses |15, [16] and further ver-
ified by quantum state tomography.

System. — Consider a closed 1D spin-chain in a uniform
magnetic field, which consists of spins 1/2 interacting
by both Ising-type nearest-neighbor two-body and three-
body couplings:
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where the U; are the Pauli operators, w, and w, the
strengths of the longitudinal and transverse magnetic
fields, and J2, Js the two-spin and three-spin coupling
constants. The transverse field is small, |w,| < 1, and
we assume periodic boundary conditions, oY 7 = o.
Here, we discuss the simplest case of three spins. Since
the Hamiltonian is symmetric with respect to permuta-
tion of the qubits, we choose a symmetry-adapted basis.
The totally symmetric subspace is spanned by the states

|000) , [Woo1) , [Wi10), and |111), where the W states are
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The W states represent genuine tripartite entanglement
and can retain maximal bipartite entanglement when any
one of the three qubits is traced out |17]. Using perturba-
tion theory in this subspace, we find its ground state as
a function of the three control parameters w,, Js, and Js.
Table[llsummarizes the different phases for the half-space
w, > 0. Similar expressions are obtained for w, < 0. As
usual, the Greenberger-Horne-Zeilinger (GHZ) state is
defined as |GHZ+) = (|000) & |111))/+/2. Tts local trans-
form is |[GHZ+) by three local Hardarmard gates. Like
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the W states, the GHZ states also represent pure tripar-
tite entanglement; however, in contrast to the W states,
the entanglement of the GHZ states vanishes completely
if an ideal QM measurement is performed on any of the
three qubits [17].

TABLE I: Ground state for the Hamitonian (@) with three
qubits when w, > 0.

Phase Parameter range Ground state
Phase I A: Jo < —w,, J3 < —3w; |000)
. { J2<wz7J3>wz |111>
T o< Bt B, < Js <w:
Phase 11 | /203 > w: [Woor)
B: Jo > —Wz, J3 < —3w. |W >
Jp > Jates 3u, < J<w, |
A: Jy = —w,, J3 < —3w; |GHZ+)
Phase III|B: J; = w,, J3 > w, |GHZ_)
C:w, =Js= 0, Jo <0 |GHZ7>

Phase diagram. — The competition between the three
kinds of interactions (one-, two- and three body) results
in distinct types of ground states in different regions of
parameter space, as summarized in Table[lland Fig. [l In
region I, the ground states are ferromagnetically ordered
product states |000) or |[111). In region II, two-body in-
teractions dominate, and the ground state is therefore an
entangled W state ([Woo1) in IIA and [Wy19) in IIB).

In contrast to the product states and W states, the
GHZ states occupy only one- and two-dimensional re-
gions in parameter space. Regions IITA and IIIB, where
the three-body interaction dominates, are half-planes,
and region ITIC is a ray (1D). In ITIIC, the ground state is
a standard GHZ state |[GHZ_) = (]000)—|111))/v/2. The
planes that separate these regions have a finite thickness
(determined mostly by w;). In these transition regions,
the ground states are linear combinations of the states
in the adjoining regions. This can result in significant
changes of the entanglement; for example, the superpo-
sition ([Woo1) — |Wi10))/v/2 in the plane OBE between
the regions ITA and IIB is a partially entangled state,
which has the properties of W-type and GHZ-type entan-
glement. Measuring the different types of entanglement
should allow us to distinguish the ground states in the
different regions of parameter space.

Quantum simulation. — To observe the transitions
between different phases, we chose a three-qubit NMR
quantum simulator. Qubits 1, 2, and 3 are repre-
sented by the 13C, 'H, and '°F nuclear spins of Diethyl-
fluoromalonate. The molecular structure and the rele-
vant parameters are shown in Fig. [ (a). The natural
Hamiltonian of the system is
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FIG. 1: (Color Online) Phase diagram of a closed three-qubit
Heisenberg spin chain with the Hamiltonian of Eq. (). (a)
In 3-dimensional parameter space (Js3, J2,w. > 0). The green
plane OBC separates phase TA from IB (both product states).
The blue planes IITA (OCD) and IIIB (OAB) contain the
GHZ states and separate the phase IA from IIB and IB from
ITA. The plane OBE separates the phases ITA and IIB; the
GHZ-states of phase IIIC lie on the ray from O through F.
(b), (¢) and (d) 2-dimentional slices | w, for w. < 0, w, =0
and w; > 0. The arrows in (b) and (c) represent the adiabatic
evolutions discussed in the experimental section.

where w; is the Larmor frequency of qubit 7 and J;; rep-
resent the J-coupling constants.

The model Hamiltonian () with equal two-spin cou-
pling strengths is generated by a suitable refocusing
scheme [18]. The three-spin interaction can be simulated
by a combination of two-spin interactions and RF pulses
[19]. Therefore, we can create an average Hamiltonian
like Eq. () by concatenating evolutions with short peri-
ods

e*’L‘HT _ efi’}-[zr/2efi7-[z~refi?-[17/2 + 0(7_3), (4)
as long as the evolution period 7 is kept sufficiently short,
where H, = w, Y. ot and H, = H—H,. Fig. 2(b) shows
the pulse sequence that realizes Eq. ().

In order to observe the system undergoing the QPT, we
should keep the evolving quantum state close to the in-
stantaneous ground state of the time-dependent Hamilto-
nian. This was achieved by quantum adiabatic evolution
[20], which requires: (i) the system starts in the ground
state of H(0), (i7) H(t) changes sufficiently slowly to sat-
isfy the adiabatic condition. The adiabatic technique ap-
plied on a quantum simulator is a very useful method to
investigate the variation of the ground state of a quan-
tum system at the critical points, which is difficult to
simulate in a classical computer [21].

For the experimental implementation, we discretize the
time-dependent Hamiltonian #(¢) into M + 1 segments
H(m) = H[C(§T)] with m = 0,1,..., M [9, 22], where
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FIG. 2: (Color Online) (a) Molecular structure and properties
of the quantum register: Diethyl-fluoromalonate. The oval
marks the three spins used as qubits. The table on the right
summarizes the relevant NMR parameters measured at room
temperature on a Bruker Avance II 500 MHz (11.7 Tesla)
spectrometer, i.e. the Larmor frequencies w; (on the diago-
nal), the J-coupling constants J;; (below the diagonal), and
the relaxation times T7 and T3 in the last two columns. (b)
Pulse sequence for simulating the Hamiltonian of Eq. ().
The narrow black rectangles represent small-angle rotations,
the narrow empty rectangles denote 90° rotations and the
wide ones denote the refocusing 180° pulses. The delays are
7 = Jor/[1/(wJiz) + 1/(nw k)] with (4,4, k) an even permu-
tation of (1,2,3) and d1 = 2J37/(wJ12). The offsets between
the irradiation frequencies and their Larmor frequencies are
FQl =2w.7/(11 — T2+ 373), FQ2 = 2w.7/(11 + 72 — 73) and
FQ3 =2w.7/(11 4+ T2 + T3).

T is the total duration of the adiabatic passage and C' is
the control parameter in #(¢). The adiabatic condition
is achieved when both T, M — oo and the duration of
each step 7 — 0.

To observe the different types of phase transitions in
the Hamiltonian (Il), we chose two different parameter
subspaces: Case (A): Phase transition from a product
state to a W entangled state: the control parameter is the
two-spin coupling strength J, from J>(0) = 0 to Jo(T') =
2 when w, = —2, w, = 0.09 and J; = 0, as shown in
Fig. [ (c); Case (B) Phase transition from a product
state to a GHZ entangled state: the control parameter
is the three-spin coupling strength J3 from J3(0) = 0 to
J3(T) = 2 when w, = J = 0 and w,, = 0.12, as shown in
Fig. [ (d). We used a hyperbolic sine for the variation of
the control parameters Jo and J3 in the experiments |9].

The system was first initialized in the ground state of
the initial Hamiltonian 7 (0) for Case (A) by preparing a
pseudo-pure state (PPS) pgoo = (1 — €)1/8 + €]000)(000|
using spatial averaging techniques [23]. Here 1 represents
the unity operator and € ~ 1075 the thermal polariza-
tion. For Case (B), the initial state (1/v/8)(]0) — |1))®3
was prepared by applying 7/2 pulses along the —y axis to
each qubit of the state pggpg. Then, the adiabatic evolu-
tion for each case was performed from the corresponding
initial state.

Quantum phase transition and entanglement witness.
— In order to detect the presence of the multipartite en-
tanglement, we used the method of entanglement wit-
nesses [16]. These witness operators can always be used
to detect various forms of multipartite entanglement,
provided we have some a priori knowledge about the
states under investigation.

A witness operator has the canonical form W; = al —
Q, where Q is a projection operator [15]. Table [ lists
some witness operators that are suitable for detecting
different types of multipartite entanglement for a three-
qubit state p [16].

TABLE II: Witness operators for detecting multipartite en-
tanglement of the three-qubit state p. The set of all three-
qubit states include S: separable class; B: biseparable class;
W class and GHZ class. Here the GHZ witness is Wauz =
31 — |GHZ_)(GHZ_| and the two W witnesses are Wy, =
21 — [Woo1)(Woo1| and Ww, = 11 — |GHZ_)(GHZ_|.

Wi Wechz Ww, Ww,
Tr(pWa)| =0 | <0]=0] <0 [>0|0,—1/4[<—1/4
GHZ GHZ
Class |W, B, S|GHZ|B, S W B, W GHZ

The key part in these witness operators is the pro-
jective measurement of the positive operator Q (=
|GHZ_Y{GHZ_| or |[Wgo1)(Wgo1|), which was trans-
formed into the computational basis for the measure-
ments [24]. Taking into account the effect of decoher-
ence, the experimental signals were first corrected by an
effective decoherence time T 77 which was estimated
by fitting the decay of the signal with the duration of
the experiment. The experimental results are shown in
Fig. Bl which indicates the generation of a W state as
the strength Js of the two-spin interaction increases, i.e.,
(Wanz) > 0, Ww,) > 0 and (Wyw,) < 0 after the criti-
cal point Jo = 1. Conversely, we observe the generation
of a GHZ state if the strength J3 of the three-spin inter-
action increases, i.e., Wanz) < 0, (Ww,) < —1/4 and
(Wwy,) > 0 when Js > 0.

We also confirmed these results by performing com-
plete quantum state tomography [25] at the end of the
adiabatic evolution, shown in Fig. Ml The fidelities
of our states pesp with the ideal states |iiq): F =
[{¥id|peap|ipia)| are 0.61 for the W state and 0.73 for the
GHZ state. The low fidelity mainly results from relax-
ation during the long adiabatic passage, about 146 ms
for Case (A) and 62 ms for Case (B). If we used the
experimental fidelity F' = [({id| peap|tbia) /T (p?,,)| ; this
yielded F(pY,,) = 0.90 and F(pSH%) = 0.92, which pro-
vide quantitative confirmation.

Conclusion. — To summarize, we have discussed the
rich variety of quantum phases in a triangular Heisenberg
spin chain. Two inequivalent ways of entangling three
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FIG. 3: (Color Online) Experimental entanglement detec-
tion using the witness operators Wgnz, Ww, and Wy, for
Case (A) (left part) and Case (B) (right part), indicating the
change of the ground state at the critical point. Here the
effective decoherence time Ty T was estimated as 150 ms for
(A) and 600ms for(B). Solid lines represent the theoretical
expectation.

|GHZ >

FIG. 4: (Color online) Real part of the density matrices for
the W state generated by two-spin interactions, and the GHZ
state generated by the three-spin interaction. The rows and
columns represent the standard computational basis in binary
order, from |000) to |111). We applied a Hadamard-transform
to the real ground state of Case (B) to give a cleaner signature
of the GHZ state.

qubits, represented by the GHZ state and the W state,
appear with the competition among two-spin, three-spin
and the Zeeman interactions. Using an NMR quantum
simulator, we have experimentally confirmed that the
system ground state undergoes a QPT from a classical
product state to multipartite entangled states (W state
or GHZ state) when this system is swept adiabatically
through the relevant parameter space by properly vary-
ing a Hamiltonian parameter. The presence of multi-
partite entanglement was characterized by two methods:
entanglement witnesses and quantum state tomography.

We expect even more fascinating new phases in multi-
qubit systems beyond three qubits, since these qubits
can be entangled in more inequivalent ways, e.g., nine
ways for four qubits HE] However, the characterization
of multi-qubit entanglement is very complex. The identi-
fication, classification and quantification of multipartite
entanglement for pure and mixed states beyond three-
qubit systems remains an ansolved issue.

This work is supported by the DFG through Su
192/19-1, NNSFC, the CAS and the Alexander von Hum-
boldt Foundation.

* Electronic address: xhpeng@ustc.edu.cn
T Electronic address: Dieter.Suter@tu-dortmund.de

[1] S. Sachdev, Quantum Phase Transition (Cambridge Uni-
versity Press, Cambrige, 1999); P. Coleman and A.
J. Schofield, Nature 433, 226 (2005).

[2] H. M. Rgnnow et al., Nature 424, 524 (2003);

[3] J. Custers et al., Nature 424, 524 (2003); M. Neumann
et al., Science 317, 1356 (2007); P. Gegenwart et al., ibid.
315, 969 (2007).

[4] A. Yeh et al., Nature 419, 459 (2002).

[5] M. Greiner et al., Nature 415, 39 (2002); S. E. Sebastian
et al., ibid. 441, 617 (2006).

[6] P. C. Canfield, Nature Phys. 4, 167 (2008); D. M. Broun,
ibid. 4, 170 (2008); S. Sachdev, ibid. 4, 173 (2008);
P. Gegenwart et al., ibid. 4, 186 (2008); T. Giamarchi
et al., ibid. 4, 198 (2008).

[7] A. Osterloh et al., Nature 416, 608 (2002); G. Vidal
et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 90, 227902 (2003); F. Verstraete
et al., ibid. 92, 027901 (2004); J. Latorre et al., Quant.
Inf. Comput. 4, 48 (2002);

[8] J. Zhang et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 100, 100501 (2008).

[9] X. Peng et al., Phys. Rev. A 71, 012307 (2005).

[10] N. R. Cooper, Phys. Rev. Lett. 92, 220405 (2004); O.
I. Motrunich and T. Senthil, :bid. 89, 277004 (2002);Y.
Kurosaki et al., ibid. 95, 177001 (2005);.

[11] H. Frahm, J. Phys. A 25, 1417 (1992); A. M. Tsvelik,
Phys. Rev. B 42, 779 (1990).

[12] C. D’Cruz and J. K. Pachos, Phys. Rev. A 72, 043608
(2005); 1. Dimitris et al., ibid. 77, 012106 (2008).

[13] H. P. Biichler et al., Nature Phys. 3, 726 (2007).

[14] J. K. Pachos and E. Rico, Phys. Rev. A 70, 053620
(2004); J. K. Pachos and M. B. Plenio, Phys. Rev. Lett.
93, 056402 (2004).

[15] A. Sanpera et al., Phys. Rev. A. 63, 050301(R) (2001);
M. Lewenstein et al., Phys. Rev. A 62, 052310 (2000).

[16] M. Bourennane et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 92, 087902
(2004); A. Acin et al., ibid. 87, 040401 (2001);
M. Horodecki et al., Phys. Lett. A 223, 1 (1996).

[17] W. Diir, G. Vidal, and J. I. Cirac, Phys. Rev. A 62,
062314 (2000).

[18] N. Linden et al., Chem. Phys. Lett. 305, 28 (1999); J. A.
Jones and E. Knill, J. Mag. Res. 141, 322 (1999).

[19] C. H. Tseng et al., Phys. Rev. A 61, 012302 (1999).

[20] A. Messiah, Quantum Mechanics (Wiley, New York,
1976).

[21] R. P. Feynman, Int. J. Theor. Phys. 21, 467 (1982).

[22] M. Steffen et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 90, 067903 (2003).
[23] D. G. Cory et al., Physica D 120, 82 (1998); N. A. Ger-
shenfeld and I. L. Chuang, Science 275, 350 (1997).

[24] G. Brassard et al., Phys. D 120, 43 (1998).

[25] I. L. Chuang et al., Proc. R. Soc. Lond. A 454, 447
(1998); G. M. Leskowitz and L. J. Mueller, Phys. Rev. A
69, 052302 (2004).

[26] F. Verstraete et al., Phys. Rev. A 65, 052112 (2002).


mailto:xhpeng@ustc.edu.cn
mailto:Dieter.Suter@tu-dortmund.de

