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We study the transmission of both classical or quantum iné&ion through all the phases of a finite XXZ spin
chain. This characterizes the merit of the different phasésrms of their ability to act as a quantum wire. As
far as quantum information is concerned, we need only censigt transmission of entanglement as the direct
transmission of a quantum state is equivalent. The isatrapii-ferromagnetic spin chain is found to be the
optimal point of the phase diagram for the transmission ainqum entanglement when one considers both the
amount of transmitted entanglement, as well as the velagitywhich it is transmitted. But this optimal point
in the phase diagram moves to the Neel phase when decoheretimmal fluctuations are taken to account.
This chain may also be able to transfer classical informatieen when, due to a large magnitude of the noise,
guantum information is not transmitted at all. For a certaimge of anisotropies of the model, a curious feature
is found in the flow of quantum information inside the chaiamely, a hopping mode of entanglement transfer
which skips the odd numbered sites. Our predictions wileptally be testable in several physical systems.

I. INTRODUCTION cess of information transfer through all phases ¢f & 1/2
XXZ Heisenberg-Ising chain which models a range of realis-

tic materials and, according to Ref, [11], is the most impor-
Recently, condensed matter many-body systems have begth haradigm in low-dimensional quantum magnetism. Us-

viewed in the light of quantum information. For gﬁmple, theing finite chains (the case relevant for information trarsmi
entanglementinherent in them has_begn investigated [1§. Onsion) and exact diagonalization, we identify the point ie th
can, however, ask a different question: how does informatio phase diagram which provides the optimal data-bus in alesenc
placed on one part of a many-body sysfeaesthroughsucha 4 any encoding, engineering, control etc. Interestintlis
system? Aside its fundamental interest, this question &y | ,ns’out to be the “isotropic” AFM phase which is the most
to mechanisms for moving information over small d'StanceSinteresting phasé [L1] of the XXZ model. Here the ground
The idea is to use a finite many-body system such as a spigate has complete SU(2) symmetry and contains significant
chain (a chain of perpetually interacting stationary Spirs  «quantum” correlations or entanglement. This phase is; per
one dimensional magnet) as a data-biss [2]. Many-body dYRaps, also the most common, as it appears in the ubiquitous

namics transports information placed on a spin at one end qfy,phard model at strong repulsion and half filling. Addition
the chain to the spin at its other end with a certain efficiency v most solid-state spin chains such as the famous KCuF

This is an “all solid-.state” bus whose spins and interagjon 11], engineered atomic-scale spin chalng [12] and dopkd fu
except for those at its very ends, are never controlled. Apjgrine S@Cg, chains[[13] are naturally AFM.
plications could be in moving information between quantum This study is an example of non-equilibrium dynamics in

registers or for moving classical bits in nano-scale spimir many-body systems, currently a topic of intense activig] {1

ifcs. . Thits] arefa, revigwed i'Elf[B]’ _h?s mai_nly fOCUSS_Ed %n PE€Our dynamics is induced by suddenly coupling a single spin
ecting the information transfer (information transméssj by (the one bearing the information) with one end of a finite spin

clever means — special coupling$ [4], encoding [5], pulsing:p,ain - For a range of phases, certain spin correlation func-

[6], memory [7] etc. tions behave curiously during this dynamics so that théainit
An interesting question from a condensed matter angle istate of the added spimps through the chairskipping al-
how the above process of information transmission variés wi ternate sites. Additionally, information transmission exhibits
the “phase” of the spin chain. By “phase” we mean both thecontrasting behavior in the FM and AFM parts of the so-called
form of the spin-spin interactions and the relevant grodatks XY phase and has a sharp jump at the boundary of the XY and
resulting from that interaction. In this context, only omedy  FM phases.
has been performed, which involves spin-1 chdihs [8]. Addi- The structure of this paper is as follows: in sectioh II
tionally, gapless phases have been shown to be generieally bwe show that entanglement distribution through an arhitrar
for a “slow” information transmission process that can takechannel is equivalent to the process of transferring a quan-
place between two spins coupled weakly to a many-body sysum state through the channel. In secfioh Il we introduae ou
tem [9]. The same slow information transmission process bemodel, i.e. X X Z Hamiltonian, and in sectido ]V we consider
tween spins coupled weakly to an anti-ferromagnetic (AFM)the entanglement distribution via whole phase diagram of a
chain has also been studiéd|[10]. However, there is no invesX X Z chain. This is followed by an explanation in sectioh V.
tigation yet of information transmission as a function of th In sectiorf V] we characterize the effect of the channel. &3 se
phases of the simplest, namely the spin-1/2 chain, when ation[VIlland sectiof V1Il, the thermal fluctuations and irger
spins are coupled equally strongly so that informationgran tions with a bath are investigated respectively. Classioad-
mission is fast. Instead, a majority of the work has simplymunication through this system is the subject of sedfidn IX,
assumed a fully polarized (symmetry broken) ferromagnetiavhich is followed by considering the information flow “ingid
(FM) initial state of the spin chaifh[3]. Here we study thepro the chain” in sectioiX. In sectidn X!, we give some potential
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physical realizations which might test our results, while w is easily computed ag*7' (0, ¢) = (vs|p>7|1,) which is

summarize our results in sectibn XII. dependent on input parametéraind¢. To get an input in-
dependent quantity we average the fidelity over all possible
input states, i.e. the surface of the Bloch sphere, withoumif

Il. EQUIVALENCE OF STATE TRANSFERRING AND weight. With a straight forward computation we end up with
TELEPORTATION MODELS OF INFORMATION
TRANSMISSION s 1 S . 11
F5T = o /F 70, ¢) sin 0dfde = 3t5 Zm: |Tr (K%,
In order to transfer information from one place to another (2)

we have to transfer a state (say the state of a spin) which envhereTr(.) = Trace(.).

codes some information. In particular, when we are thinking Now, we try to use the teleportation strategy for sending
about quantum information transmission, to quantify thalqu quantum information. To achieve this strategy we prepare a
ity of transmission, we compute the fidelity between the senpair of singlet state

and the received state. Since this fidelity is dependent®n th

initial state it is preferable to take the average value ef th ) = 01) — |10>. 3)
fidelity over all possible equi-probable initial states.iSTav- V2

erage fidelity makes it possible to compare transmissioft qua

ity of different channels and different schemes of inforiomat Then we keep one part of the pair in the sender and send the

6)ther part through the channgl Since the first part in the

receiver one can think about two different strategies. & th sender does not interact with the channel the whole effect of

first strategy, which is called “quantum state transfeftitige the channel is explained by

quantum state is sent through the channel directly. Because N - n
of the interaction between the channel and quantum stage theout = Te &™) ™) = Z I® Km|¢p™) (9~ ® K.
become entangled and state transferring is imperfect in the " (4)

sense that the fidelity between the received state and the i"t";enerally, the output stae,, is not a maximally entangled

tial state is less than one. On the other hand, instead of Usinstate so when it is used as the resource of the standard tele-
state transferring one can use teleportation for sendiB@qu portation scheme [15] it gives an imperfect teleportation i
tum information. Teleportation is based on a shared entane sense that the final achievable fidelity is less than ame. |
gled pair between sender and receiver which plays the role c[@] it has been shown that teleportipgwith using noisy re-

the r_esourcel_ﬂ5]. In this second strategy of sending quansgyrcey,,,, generates the following state as the output of the
tum information, the sender generates a maximally entdngleteleportation.

pair, keeps one part, and send the other one to the receiver

through the channel. This shares an entangled pair between e 3
both sides of the channel and teleportation between sender a pr = Z Tr(pout Em)0m psom, )
receiver can be used for information transmission. However m=0

this fact that the entangle.melnt of the share(_j pair is nOtmaX'whereTP stands for “Teleportation”E,, = on|t—) (1) —
mal makes the teleportation imperfect. The importance®f th . .

second strategy is that we just send one part of the singlet st |om and oy, are Pauli matricesoh = 1,012 = 0ry.2).
through the channel and it is not necessary to study theteffecS'm'lar to the first strategy, fidelity of the received andskat

: . State is defined a7 (0, ¢) = (vs|pIT|s) and average
qf thg channel on an arb!trar_y state. What We.ShOW in this Secﬁdelity for input states is easily computed over the surfaice
tion is that the average fidelity in both strategies are theesa

This was already shown iR [1L6] using a different technique fo ithe Bloch sphere. The average fidelity of teleportation sthe

arbitrary dimensions of the Hilbert spaces and here we prove
it again, just for qubits, using a much simpler language.

Let’s start with the state transferring. In this case quantu
state goes through the channel. An arbitrary quantum cthanne 18
¢ is completely determined by a set of Kraus opera{dts, } = Tr(Eopout) + 3 Z Tr(Empout)
such that the output of the channel is m=1

1

FrP _—
av 47T

/ FTP(9, ¢)sin (6)dfde

N 1+ 2TT(EOpout) (6)
prST = g(ps) = ZKmpsKana ZKrTnKm =1, (1) 3 .

m m The parametef'r(Eopout) = (¥~ |pout [t ™) is calledsinglet
where p, is the input state of the channgl, is the output fraction and as it is clear from EqL](6) that it completely cap-
state received by the receiver afi’ stands for “State Trans- tures the quality of the transmission. It is also clear from E
ferring”. Here we start from the most general form of a qubit(@) that to have an average fidelity above 2/3, which is acces-
state|y,) = cos6/2|0) + e*sinf/2|1) as the input. Af- sible to the classical teleportation, singlet fractioniddaex-
ter interacting the pure input state = |[¢,)(¢,| with the  ceed 1/2. Using the form gf,.; in Eq. (4) and expanding the
channel the output state’” (given by Eq. [1)) is generally a singlet as Eq.[(3) one get&r(Eopout) = 1 Y., [T7(Km)|?.
mixed state. Fidelity between the received and the sere staSubstituting this value in EqL}(6) shows thgf” = F5T.
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Getting identical average fidelity in both strategies isiyve channel (spins 1 td/,;) is in its ground state of some Hamil-
important result in quantum communication which shows theionian H.;,. Attime ¢ = 0, the interaction of théth and the
average effect of a channel can be captured just by traimgferr 1st spin is suddenly switched on whiéis kept isolated from
one part of the singlet state through the channel and computhe rest. The ensuing dynamics transports the initial sthte
ing the singlet fraction. However, sharing an entangled paithe 0th spin through the chain to th¥_,th spin with some
between sender and receiver has an advantage, namely tledficiency, so that after a whil@ will be entangled withV,,.
after a few transmissions the total (generally noisy) egieen  As the singlet has the same representation in any bases, the
ment can be converted by local actiohsl [18] to nearly a pur@bove entanglement transfer already subsumes withiraite‘st
singlet. This can be used to transmit any state near perfecttransfer in arbitrary basis” and is thus very general.
using quantum teleportation. So, because of the importance The reader may naturally question how general the above
of the amount of entanglement shared between the the sendghysical setting (couplings etc.) of transferring entangnt
and receiver, and its above proven equivalence to the morrough a spin chain channel is. Indeed one could have taken
straightforward transmission of quantum states, we maaily weaker or stronger or different couplings at the sending and
cus on the entanglement distribution through the phase diaeceiving ends. However, weaker couplings generally lead t
gram of theX X Z Hamiltonian. “slow” transfer schemes which will be susceptible to deco-

herence. On the other hand, if we really do have stronger
couplings or different couplings available at our disppgad
. INTRODUCING THE MODEL could just use them for the whole chain for faster and poten-
tially better transfer, rather than using those speciaptings
. . . . . only at the ends. So we think that the most natural question
We consider a spin chain as a channel for information trans:_ . . . . : .
) 1o investigate is to simply place a spin encoding the unknown
ferring and we study the property of each phase of the chain . ;
. ) . . state to be transmitted at one end of the chain, and couple
on the quality of information transmission. We take one efth " . . . X
. . it with the same coupling as present in the rest of the chain
most well known models in condensed matter physics, namel

X X Z spin chain. The Hamiltonian of the open XXZ chain of {which, as we know from the previous section, is equivalent
length V., is ' to the type of entanglement transmission considered by us).
ch

In any case, without putting some restrictions on the cogpli
Nop—1 model at the ends, there is too much freedom in the prob-
Hep=J oot +oVo¥  + Aot }, (7) 'em, and it may not be possible to give a precise answer to
oh Z lofoi +oloi ik () the effectiveness of a phase to transfer quantum informatio
Moreover, also note that we are not considering the genera-

with .J being a coupling constant, being the anisotropy and tion of entanglement from inside the spin chain, w_hich is an
o>%* being Pauli matrices for site. This Hamiltonian has a  altogether different problerh [19], but merely thansmission

rich phase diagram. Fak = 1 andJ < 0 this interactionis ~ of entanglement through the chain.

the FM Heisenberg chain widely discussed in the context of Note that for our scheme we require the chain initially in a
quantum communicatiofl[2] B 4]. More interesting regimesunique ground statg), )., and this may have to be selected
exist forJ > 0 and different values ofA [11]. A < —1 out by applying an arbitrarily small magnetic field (for odd

is the FM phase with a simple separable biased ground stat¥.. AFM chain and the FM chain). The interaction between
with all spins aligned to the same directior.l < A < 1 theOth and thelst spins (the interaction turned ontat 0) of

is called XY phase, which is a gapless phase and consist dhe channelis assumed to be of the same form and strength as
two different legs, ferromagnetic halt-( < A < 0)and anti  the rest of the interactions, namely

ferromagnetic part( < A < 1). 1 < A'is calledNeel phase, v . .

where the spectrum is gapped and we get nonzero staggered Hy = J(ogot + ogoi + Aogor), (8)
magnetization. In the limifA > 1 it takes the form of Neel
states [010101...01)).

=1

With the 0’0 singlet, the total length of the system consid-
ered is thusV = N, + 2 with the initial state being

|¢(0)> = WJ—)O’O ® |wg>cha (9)
IV. INFORMATION TRANSMISSION THROUGH WHOLE e _
PHASE DIAGRAM OF X X Z HAMILTONIAN and the total Hamiltonian being
H=1y® (Hch + H]). (10)

Though information transmission can be investigated eithe

classically or quantum mechanically we will primarily exam So that0’ never interacts with the rest. Also note tHftis

ine quantum information transmission and devote one sectiosimply a Hamiltonian of a single spin chain. N, of length
later to classical information transmission in the same sysN + 1. As the aim is entanglement distribution, we are in-
tems. Of course, the most natural setting would be sendintgrested at the times that the entanglement between 8pins
the state of a single spin through the chain. However, beand N.;, peaks. By turning on the interaction between spin
cause of previous "equivalency” discussions in sectigh (Il 0 and spinl of the channel the initial state evolves to the
we will examine the transmission of one part of a two spinstate|y(t)) = e~*t]2)(0)) and one can compute the den-
maximally entangled state of the forfd (3) while a spin chainsity matrix p;; = tr;{|¢(¢))(1(¢)|} where the meaning of



tr;; is the trace over whole of the systesxcept sites: and 0o
j (We fix ¢ = 0’ in this paper). The general form of a two
spin density matriy;; in X X Z systems in the computational
(00}, |01), |10}, |11)) basis are [20],

K Entanglement
0.8F i - - - Singlet fraction|
)

u+ 0 0 0 0.5t
0 wht 2z 0 o4

pij B 0 z w— 0 (11) 0.3} /I/
0 0 0 wu" 0z

0.1

where all the elements of the matrix are real and they can be
written in terms of one and two point correlations, %Tiz s 4 s 6 7 8 9 10111z 13 14 15

1 z 4 z z

ur = 1{1 + (07 (H)o5 (1)) + (o7 (1)) £ (o5 (1))} FIG. 1: (Color online) Entanglement and singlet fractiondrms of
1 . . . . time for a chain of lengthv = 20 andA = 1.

w* = —{1- (0} t)oi(t)) F (o7 (t)) £(oi (1)}

7= i{w (t)f (8) + (of ()} (1))}, (12) . @

whereo?(t) = etofe Mt (for all a = z,y,z) is the
Heisenberg picture of* and <> means expectation value
according to the initial stat¢](9). The concurrence as a mea-
sure of entanglemerit [21] for this general density malriB) (1 ' N
is E = 2max(0,|z| — vVutu—) which is a function of time T ®

dependent correlators and expectation values. Notewasthy PO
that for A > —1, when the initial state of the channelrist o8t
symmetry broken, then symmetry considerations and the fact 0.4

that0 and0’ are initially anti-correlated in a singlet, imply that 02— T
the entanglement betwe6hand; can be written as 8

_ @ x z z 1 FIG. 2: ((Color online) a) Attainable entanglement in thetfireak in
By = maz(0, [(o5 (0)o5 () 2<00 (0)ar5 (£)) 2)’ (13) terms of A for different lengths (J=1). Inset shows the optimal time

- . . . . topt that the peak happens during the evolution. b) Singletifvact
which is solely written in terms of the two-time correlation p att,,: in whole phase diagram.

functions of the spin chaifi... N.,. It should be noticed that
though two point correlations of th& X Z Hamiltonian have
been studied intensively in the literature and their asyipt by practical considerations such as the decoherence time, r
behavior is known, the correlations here are differentesinc quired speed of connections in a quantum network etc. So we
they are computed in terms of the initial staié (9) which isyegyrict ourselves to the first peak of the entanglementie fi
not the ground state dff. In addition, if one ignores (traces 14 compare the performance of different phases of the Hamil-
out) spin0’, our study can be regarded as an analysis of tWqqnian [7) in transferring the entanglement, we have piotte
time correlation funct|0ns.dur|ng fthe non-eqm_llbnum @y e amount of entanglementin its first peak{(,,,) in terms
ics that ensues when the interaction of a spin in a random staj;¢ anisotropyA for the chains with different lengths in Figl 2a
with one end of a spin chain is switched on. Singlet fractionyng the associated singlet fraction at the same time irlJig. 2
of the statepy v, which was shown that is directly related 0 ope interesting feature is that the entanglement trarsthitt
the averageﬂ;iehty of state transferring, can be compused a dips on the XY side ofA = —1 and sharply rises on its FM
from po v easily side which captures the first order phase transition at thiistp
1 (that such a change in behavior is seen despite the finite size
F =@ |ponlp™) = §(w+ +w~ —2z). (14) isinteresting). In addition, this transition is also matkey
a steep rise in the time required to reach the first peak in en-
In Fig. [ we have plotted both entanglement and singletanglement. This is shown in the inset to Hig. 2a, which also
fraction of pg/ v in terms of time for a particular point in the shows that the speed at which entanglement is propagated in-
phase diagram, namelx = 1. As it can be seen from fig- creases monotonically in th&Y regime as one goes from
ure, singlet fraction always oscillates while the entantggat A = —1 to 1. This fact is commensurate with the spin wave
just peaks at certain times which we call optimal tigg;.  velocity increasing withA assin(cos™ A)/cos™! A in this
When entanglement peaks, singlet fraction also has a peakgime [22] which we will discuss it in more detail later. hret
which shows that final state is more similar to singlet thanXY phase we can recognize two distinct regimes. In its FM
other Bell states. The time that one can afford to wait for thesector 1 < A < 0) entanglement falls rapidly by decreas-
entanglement betweéhand N, to attain a peak is restricted ing A, while inits AFM sector( < A < 1) the entanglement
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@ the entire phase diagram of the XXZ chain. We now esti-
mate the efficiency with which local processing at the oppo-

L | —— Anti~ferromagnetiq
I site ends of the spin chain and classical communication be-
// tween them (a process called entanglement distillatiolf) [18
can establish aearly perfect singlet for an isotropic AFM
#0567 8 910111213 14 15 16 17 16 19 20 channel. For instance by using the recurrence algorithm for
1 (:,') distillation [18] in a chain of length 10, for which entangle
B0 mentE = 0.8638, starting from 9 impure pairs on average
Eji\/\/\/\%v leads to a nearly singlet state with entanglemént 0.9920
o6 after 7 iterations, and for a chain of length 20, for whicheent
o glementE = 0.7162, we need to start with 17 impure pairs
fee TR R e e T to get a singlet state with entanglemdnt= 0.9926 after
9 iterations. This perfect singlet can then be used for send-
FIG. 3: (Color online) a) Optimal time, . for both FM (J = —1) ing quantum states p_erfectly through telep(_)rtatio_n. [tastiv
and AFM (J = +1) in terms of lengthV'. b) Entanglement at the Pointing out that in different phases the spin chains repres
first peak versus the lengtN for both FM (/ = —1) and AFM  different types of quantum channels. While in the FM phase,
(J = +1) chains whemA = 1. it is known to be an amplitude damping channel (transmits

0) and|1) asymmetrically([2]), theA = 1 point affects a so
called depolarizing channel (also noted.in/[10]) whesey,

is always good and increases by increasingAfter A = 1,  is the mixture of the singlet state and the Identity. Spgh,,
when the transition from th& Y to the Neel phase happens, 1S particularly suited for distillation protocols [18].

the entanglement starts falling with increasiigas the Ising

termo’ oz, ; dominates which, by itself, does not transfer en-

tanglement. Note also a subtle feature that even outside the V. EXPLANATION

XY regime, forA > 1, entanglement falls much slower with

|A| than forA < —1. In general, AFMs are thus better, even  \when the phase of the system changes, not only the Hamil-
with similar degrees of anisotropy. FIg. 2a also shows #ett tonjan causing the time evolution varies, but also the gdoun
isotropic AFM Heisenberg interactiol\(= 1) notonlyisthe  gtate and consequently the initial stéle (9) varies, ankave
best for transferring the highestamount of entanglemeh&in 5 gifferent behavior for information transmission throutya
entire phase diagram, but also it has the highest speed in th@ain. Results of the Fi] 2a shows a dramatic and discontin-
XY phase. InFig.12b, where singlet fractibrhas been plot-  oys change of entanglementat= —1 which is related to
ted in the entire of phase diagram, inthé/ phase 0 < —1) 3 first order phase transition at this point and two compyetel
singlet fraction is always less than 1/2 which shows despitgjifferent class of ground states of theY” and the ferromag-
the fact that entanglement is non-zero, quantum communicCgsetic phase. At poinA = +1 entanglement falls continu-
tion has no benefit over classical communication. Same thingus|y when we go from'Y phase to the Neel phase. This
will happen in the Neel phase whénbecomes less than 1/2 ¢ontinuous change represents a second order phase tansiti
for quite largeA’s. at this point. Beside these two phase transition pointsttser
The effect of the length of the chain on the quality of trans-a sharp drop of entanglement arouhd= —0.5 which is very
mission has been shown in Fid. 3. We only concentrate on thpeculiar since there is no phase transition at this poinsoAl
bestA = 1 (isotropic AFM) point, as it is the best pointin the from the inset of Figl Ra it is clear that the optimal time whic
phase diagram, and we compare the results with FM chainsne has to wait to get a peak goes up drasticallyfor —0.5.
which have been predominantly studied so far. In Elg. 3a weThis strange property inside ti&Y” phase is certainly not be-
have plotted the time at which the first peak in entanglementause of a phase transition. The reason of this slow dynamics
for different lengths. It is clear that the speed of entangle and bad transmission is hidden behind an intrinsic propdrty
ment transmission through the AFM (> 0) chain is higher  the spin chain namely, the spin wave velocity.
than FM (J < 0) chain independent of the length. In Fig. 3b  Field theoretic techniques have been used to capture the
the amount of entanglement in the first peak has been congsymptotic behavior of correlation functions in spin clsain
pared for both the AFM and FM cases, from which it is clear_ For the general X Z Hamiltonian, it fails to get all
the the entanglement transmitted in the case of AFM chaiprefactors and exact solutions, but it is able to get the-qual
has a distinctively higher value irrespective of length.téNo itative behavior of correlations successfully in the thedyr
also a visible even-odd effect on the amount of entanglememamic limit. Correlation functions in our problem are difiat
transmitted (and hence on two-time correlations) which wil from those obtained by field theory in at least two ways. First
be interesting to observe in finite chains. of all, we consider very finite chains, since the idea of using
We have shown that in absence of any of the sophisticatespin chains as quantum channels is valuable only for a finite
techniques for perfecting spin chain communications, Whic distance. Secondly, all the dynamical correlations whieh a
come at a price, and may be hard to implement and also ifomputed asymptotically are associated with the grourid sta
one wanted to transfer information fast (i.e, refrain froemy  of the system while in our problem correlations are computed
weak couplings), the isotropic AFM is the best channel infor the initial state[(R) which isot the ground state. Despite
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o some dynamical correlation functions as in EqgJ (13). Remem-

ber though, that these correlations at evaluated for the

ground state, so cannot be strictly substituted by the known

dynamical correlation functions to get any quantitativiein

mation, but perhaps only a qualitative picture, as we dscus

One can see from EQ.{(15) that the= 1 point is the best for

the propagation of correlations along thdirection. At points

with A < 1 the z component of correlations does not propa-

gate as well as the component, and, in fact, nearfo= —1

it is expected not to propagate at ajl (= oc). Thus the term

) —%<ag(0)o;(t)> in Eq. (I3) for entanglement, which is pos-

Toon e e Ter 0 0 0d e 0e itive, contributes more and more as we approAchk- 1 and

gives a higher entanglement. Itis true that as we approach th

FIG. 4: (Color online)L /v (for infinite chain) and.,: (for a chain ~ 1SOropic point fromA < 1 side, ther, rises (i.e., propaga-

of lengthN' = 20) versusA. tion of correlations in the: direction deteriorates somewhat).
However, it must be that the gain from the better propagation
of correlations in the: direction more than compensates for

these differences, we still can use some well known resultthe deterioration of the propagation of correlations altrey

of the field theoretic techniques. For example, the dynamiz direction. The reason is that changes fromo to 1 (huge

cal correlation functions in th&Y phase {1 < A < 1) gain), whilen, only goes fron0 to 1.

181

in the asymptotic thermodynamical limit have the following As far as the intriguing dip afteA = —0.5 is concerned,
form [23]: we are not yet in a position to explain it. It seems that the
1 behavior expected ah — —1 where both the velocity of
<U?(0)Ug(t)> ~ (_1)\3'*’6\ . - , (15) correlations and their propagation quality alongtturection
(I = k[ — vit2)1/2ne are worst, starts to happen quite ati@fore the actual point.
wherea = x,y, z and
Me=ny=1/n,=1— 2 1A, (16)  VI. CHANNEL CHARACTERIZATION AND EVEN-ODD
™ EFFECT
Moreover,vr in Eq. (1) is the spin-wave velocity (this
quantifies the propagation velocity of excitations in thaioh As it is clear from Fig.[Bb in the case of AFM chain, en-
which has the following form tanglement has a zig-zag behavior wh&nvaries while it
. o behaves uniformly for FM chains. This even-odd effect for
vp o sin(cos A)' (17) AFM chains has a fundamental reason. In even chains when
cos™tA A > —1 the total magnetization of the ground state is always

. o zero and because of the rotational symmetry in the ground
Unfortunately, the above asymptotic forms(ef; (0)oj; (t)), state one can exchange &l)’s and |1>’); Whileﬁhe grou?wd

valid for |j — k| >> vpt, aresingular specifically alj — k| ~ X . :
vpt, which is the regime relevant to optimal quantum commu-State remains unchanged. In other words, in even chains for

nication fromjth to thekth site (i.e., when the information, A > —1we always have

possibly traveling at a velocityr reaches its destination). So oN

one can only use some aspects reliably from the above formu- op M dg)en = [tg)en- (18)

lae. One of this is the velocityr of propagation of the cor-

relations (and hence information). In Fig. 4 we have plottedThis symmetry, which is absent in FM chains and also in
1/vr (which is for an infinite chain) and,,; (for a chain of ~ each of the doubly degenerate ground states of the odd
lengthV = 20) in terms ofA. As Fig.[2 clearly shows, both chains, has a profound effect on the transmission char-
of these quantities behave irsmikingly similar way (the gap ~ acteristics of the chain. In even chains, the effect of
between two curves is not important since one can multiphjthe chain is completely recognized by the Kraus operators
them by some constants). As a consequencefer —0.5 (D11, \/Pz0x;\/Dy0y, /P=0-}. Where,pr ., . are posi-

the propagation velocity is very slow, and one has to wait dive and their summation is equal to 1 so, one can explain
long time to receive some information at the other side of théhe effect of this channel such that it applies one of theiPaul
chain. This very slow dynamics also means that we will ge©operators (including identity) with some probability tetim-

a sharp fall in the entanglement as well as all other quastiti put state. Obviously, these probabilities are dependetit@n
which propagate through the chain unless we are willing tdength N, time ¢ and anisotropyA. So using the above Kraus

wait for very very long times. operators we get the following form for the statey .,
As far as the question of why the isotropif (= 1 point)
is the best point in the phase diagram in terms of a maximum PN, = Pr®)|Y )W+ pa(t)|o™ ) (o]

of entanglement, recall that entanglement is given in tefns + py@[eT) (T +p(O)[wT)(WT],  (19)
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FIG. 5: (Color online) a) Entanglement in terms of tempa&tn

a chain of lengthNV'. = 10 for the isotropic caseX = 1) in both
FM (J = —1) and AFM (J/ = +1) phase. b) Entanglement in
whole phase diagram for different temperatures in the abidiength
N =10.

where,
+y _ |01)£110)
=) = N
o) = PO, 20)

are Bell states. Thus it means thaty_, is diagonalaized
in the Bell basis. This channel is call®duli channel in the
literature. Since in the Hamiltoniah ([10) there is no differ
ence between andy directions we always have, = p, for

X X Z chain. At the pointA = 1 where all directions become
identical we have, = p, = p. and channel is the famous
depolarizing channel.
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FIG. 6: (Color online) a) Entanglement in term# a chain of length

N = 8 for the isotropic caseX = 1) in both FM (/ = —1) and
AFM (J = +1) phase. b) Entanglement in whole phase diagram for
different noise strength in the chain of lengthV = 8.

Z is the partition function. So in this case the initial state o
the system is

p(0) =7 ) (07| @ (21)

We assume that the thermalization time-scale of the system
is large so that one can consider the unitary dynamics start-
ing the initial state[(21). So, after timesystem evolves to
p(t) = Up(0)UT and the target stat@y ., (¢) can be gained

as before by tracing out the bulk of the chainy,, (t) =
tTO,NCh{p(t)}. Entanglement of the statg v, (¢) at its opti-

mal time has been plotted in Fig. 5a in terms of initial temper
ature for both FM § = —1) and AFM chains { = +1). As

For the case of odd', characterization of the channel is not j; is clear from the figure, increasing the temperature atway
yet known and one can just consider it numerically. Since ifjestroys the entanglement but it has less effect on AFM chain
odd chains the ground state of the system is degenerat&gtota |, Fig. @b the entanglement in whole phase diagram has

one of them we apply a small magnetic field in theirection

been plotted for different temperatures. When temperature

to break the symmetry. In this case the total magnetizaion ijjses entanglement survives more for fully symmetric Heise

+1 (dependent on the direction of the magnetic fietd) and
the symmetry[(18) does not hold anymore.

berg point \ = 1). Specially FM phase is highly sensitive
to thermal fluctuations, and entanglement is destroyediapi

ForA < —1 since the ground state is ferromagnetic and allyhen temperature rises. Furthermore, we found that, optima

spins are aligned the type of the channel is amplitude dagnpi

ntimetopt which the entanglement peaks is almost independent

[2] so then the even-odd effect vanishes and channel behavggne temperature and varies very slowly in the entire ofgha

uniformly for all N. It worths to mention that in entangle-
ment distillation procedures [18] Werner states, whichare
mixture of Bell states, are distilled more easily than theeot
states|[18] so transferring the singlets through a Paulicek

has this advantage that the final state is very close to a \Werne

diagram.

VIIl.  INTERACTION WITH BATH AND DECOHERENCE
EFFECT

state (atA = 1 it is exactly a Werner state) and one can dis-
till them more easily than those which are gained through the

. . ' In practical situations it is impossible to isolate a quamtu
transmission of other channels such as amplitude damping. P P q

system from its environment. In the case of Markovian inter-
action between the system and the environment, a Lindblad

equation describes the evolution of the system

VIl. THERMAL FLUCTUATIONS

p= _i[Hv p] + f(p), (22)

Generally, when system is in non zero temperature, the state

of the channel before evolution is described by a thermsd sta where/(p) is the Markovian evolution of the stage Let us as-
e "7 instead of the ground state, whete= 1/K3T and  sume an environmentwhich has no preferred direction. Even-

A
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tually the interaction should have the following form channel has been computed [25] and it was shown that this ca-
pacity can be achieved by encoding messages as products of

lp) = _J Z Z{p — ol pot}, (23)  pure states belonging to an orthogonal basis, and using mea-

3 P surements which are products of projections onto this same

) orthogonal basis. So due to the fact that entanglement does
where index takes(',0, ..., Nep, anda getsa, y, z, and the  potincrease the capacity of the depolarizing channel atima
coefficienty stands for the rate of decoherence. In Hi§). 6amization shrinks to compute the single shot capaCityas the
we have plotted the entanglement in terms of noise strengtfpg] capacity of the channel.

7 for both FM (/' = —1) and AFM (J = +1) chain. Since  As we discussed in sectioR{IV), for even chailis\ Z

the figure clearly shows entanglement decays exponentialljamiltonian is a Pauli channel. At isotropic poink (= 1)

by increasingy but like the thermal effect AFM chain is more it js a depolarizing channel, whiah, is the real capacity and
resistive against Markovian noise. In Fig. 6b, we have ptbtt entangled inputs do not increase it. This motivates us wystu
the attained entanglement in whénvaries in whole phase gingle-shot classical capacity of thé&l X Z Hamiltonian for
diagram. As the figure shows the noise effect always kills theyyre orthogonal input states. However the single-shot capac-
entanglement and similar to the thermal fluctuations optimaity which is computed over pure orthogonal input states ts no
time is almost independent of noise parameteBurprisingly  necessarily the real capacity of the channel (except atding p
the best point in the phase diagram is not the cast ef 1 A — 1) but at least it gives us a lower bound of the classical
and it moves down inside the Neel phase. The reason of thigapacity. To have the form of Pauli channel, we also restrict
interesting phenomena comes from the velocity of dynamicsgyyr study just to the even chains.

Since the evolution in the Neel phase is faster (see thedfiset  \we start with the most general form of the orthogonal pure
Fig.[2a) and entanglement peaks earlier, decoherencedsas IQqubit states

opportunity to interfere and shows its destructive effect.

0 ; 0
|1) = cos §|O> + ¢ sin §|1>
0 - 0
IX. CLASSICAL COMMUNICATION o) = sin§|0) _ it COS§|1>, (27)

We now comment on the classical information transmissionynereg < 9 < 7 ando < ¢ < 2. For input ensemble, we
through spin chains, which may be interesting for spintron-gsqciate the probability, to the input state; = [) (1|

ics. To quantify the amount of classical information WhiCh_and similarly probabilitys to the states = |2 (2|. When

each channel can transmit concept of the classical capacify,ch of these states goes through the channel we get
has been introduced. The classical capacity of the channel

(introduced by the Kraus operatoks (1) in a very general)case (p;) = prp; + px0.pios +pyoypioy +p.0.pics, i =1,2.
gives the maximum amount of classical information that can (28)
be reliably transmitted per channel use. In calculating thenvhere in the above equatign . , . are dependent on tinte
classical capacity it is necessary to perform a maximigatio and anisotropyA. Itis easy to see that(£(p1)) andS(£(p2))

over multiple uses of the channel are equal and independent ¢f Thus the second term in
the Holevo information[{26) i®1.S(£(p1)) + p2S(E(p2)) =
C = ma%ﬁ’ (24)  S(&(p1)), which is independent of; andp, and it is just
n

dependent od. We can easily maximize the first term in

whereC,, is the classical capacity of the changathich can  the Holevo information[(26) for all values @f by choosing
be achieved if the sender is allowed to encode the informali = P2 = 1/2 such thatS(§(p1p1 + pap2)) = 1 S0 to maxi-
tion on codewords which are entangled only upitparallel ~ Mize the Holevo informatiod; one should justfind = 6,
channel uses. The value 6f, is obtained by maximizing the such that minimizes(£(p1)).

Holevo information [[24] at the output of parallel channel ~ Our anaytic computation shows that

uses, over all possible input ensembles p; }, i.e. if Do>po: Oopr = 0 or .

Cn — o H'n. Rn i D 25 Zf Pz <pz : 90pt = 7T/2
MAX{p; p;} (f ,{p y P })7 (25) if Py =Dy : eopt — arbitrary, (29)
where H,, (%™, {pi, p;}) is the Holevo information which is

defined as where the situatiop, = p, is associated to the depolarizing

channel A = 1) which for any value of) < 6 < = the clas-
_ ®&n o)) — e@ng sical capacity is achieved. Important point is that theropti
Hy = {5 (Z piri)) Zplé (p)}- (26) input ensemble is independent of phasehich gives us a lot
‘ ‘ of degrees of freedom for input states. This also was exgecte
Here p;'s are probabilitiesp;’s are n-qubit codewords (ei- due the symmetry of the andy directions in our Hamiltonian
ther entangled or separable) afids the von Neumann en- (I0).
tropy. Unfortunately computing the classical capacityris a In Fig. [da, we have plotted the classical capacity in terms
extremely hard task since it needs a very difficult maximiza-of A. This figure clearly shows thd{; is quite flat in theX'Y’
tion. But recently the classical capacity of the depolagzi phase and it suddenly falls fax < —0.5. More interesting



o8- @ X. ENTANGLEMENT PROPAGATION THROUGH THE
CHAIN
H1 :
0.4 ——N = 14|
oz A curious feature emerges in the propagation of entangle-

ment through chains with even numbers of spins. &o¥ 0,
there is never any entanglement at any time betweerDsite

2 ® and odd sites and entanglement seem$dp through the
o 15 chain. If one takes an approach whereby one draws a bond
! for the presence of strong entanglement and dotted for very
0sf weak entanglemenk( 0.1), the open ended ground state will
b be depicted as a dimer (remember it is not an exact dimer)
a ’ [27]. Appending a singlet of spirsand(0’ at one end of the

chain, makes the total system look like a series of strongfy e
FIG. 7: (Color online) a) Holevo informatiofl; in terms of A for ~ tangled pairs next to each other (with weaker links between)
different lengths. b) Optimal angél,.: for input set of states interms  and this is shown for th&/ = 6 case in step 1 of Fid] 8(a).
of A. When the system evolves, the state of the system takes the
form of step 2 in Fig.[B(a) and after a while it goes to the
form of step 3 in Fig.[B(a). To explain this curious effect,
without losing the generality, we consider the isotropidF
Clearly Fig.[8(b), where a singlet betweénand an odd site
breaks 3 strong bonds, is energetically not favored in @oirs
a unitary dynamics starting as step 1 of Hi§j. 8(a). So despite
a finite (but small) overlap between the state shown in Fig.
[B(b) and those in Fid.18(a) this state does not emerge through
the dynamics in the sense that its overlap with the $tat8)
never become higher than a certain value. Quantitativély, a
moments of Hamiltonian are conservel [9] during the evolu-
tion: Vn, (H") = (V(t)|[H"[{(t)) = ((0)[H"[1(0)), so
energy & = (H)) and its variancer(= /(H?) — (H)?) are
constant during the evolution. It means that only statel wit
energy expectatioR for whichE —n < E < E +n, such as
FIG. 8: (Color online) a) Entanglement between siteand other 4 Fig.[g(a) can contribute in evolution, while those as ig.Fi
sites in the chain during the evolution in an AFM chail & 1) gp) cannot play a role. Note also that this curious phenom-
of length ' = 6. b) One configuration of the states which are not o '\ hen recast in terms of two-time correlations, stéias t
accessible energetically. < 0§(0)o3 (t) > should be less than1/3 only for the even
sitesj. Thus is potential physical systems where such dynam-
ical correlations is measurable, the hopping mode of teansf
result has been shown in Fi§]l 7b where optithdlas been should be testable.
plotted in whole phase diagram. It shows that when we cross
the pointA = 1 from XY phase to the Neel phase suddenly
the optimal ensemble changes from orthogonal states on the  XI. POTENTIAL PHYSICAL REALIZATIONS
equator § = /2) of the Bloch sphere to the states on the

poles ¢ = 0). Within the XY phase, around = —0.35 the We now mention some systems in which our results can be
optimal input ensemble. changes such that optimal states f‘HotentiaIIy tested, though there is some way to go for some of
-1 <A< -035aregainedby = 0andfor—0.35 <A < these systems, as local addressing of the spin to be suddenly
1 are obtained by = /2. In the the FM phase < —1)  ¢oypled to the chain may be required. Recently there has been
the transmission is completely differentand it is expldias  extensive interest in finite spin chains such as fabricafeld A
an amplitude .damp.ing channél _[2]. For. this channel it Washano-chaind [12], and especially even-odd effects in sysh s
shown tha(C'; is achieved by the inputs given as EQ.1(27) for tems|[28]. This can be one potential system where recently de
0=m/2 [2€]. veloped sensitive magnetometers [29] can perhaps be used fo
It is interesting to check the classical capacity of the ehanverifying the correlations and hence entanglement. Parhap
nel when it can not transmit quantum information. So for aan STM tip encoding the spin to be transmitted can be brought
chain of lengthV = 8 with the noise parameter= 0.3, en-  close to one end of a finite array. Finite chains of doped ful-
tanglement can not be transferred because of the large noigrines in nanotube$ [B0] (such as AFM@gs, [13]) is the
(quantum information transmission is impossible) but d@-op other alternative for developing this idea. Spins in such sy
mal times for isotropic case) = 1) one gaing”; = 0.3931  tems have already been measured, and perhaps local electri-
for AFM chain (/ = +1) andC;, = 0.1453 for FM chain  cal gates can give local control to couple in the input qubit
(J =-1). [30]. Optical superlattices with atoms can realize an ensem
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ble of finite spin chaing [31] as well as the switching on theirformation transmission, both in terms of its amount, as well
interactions]. Barrier heights at regular intervalsylbe  as its speed. The speed of propagation of the informatien, de
raised to create arrays of small lattice segments (cellsiges  spite our finite open-ended case, fits strikingly well witle th
2 and N, with the repeating pattery N, 2, Nep,, ..... The  spin wave velocities known from continuum limit field theo-
0’0 singlet and the finite chain ground states can be created iretic studies of the XXZ spin chain. When decoherence and
the cells of size® and N, respectively as ground states (in thermal fluctuations are taken to account, the best poititeof t
fact, the former has already been accomplishel [31]). Nextphase diagram moves to the Neel phase, which due to a faster
again through global methods, the barriers betweerR e evolution, is less sensitive to these sources of noise. Fur-
cells and thev,,, site cells to their right have to be lowered thermore, we showed that the transmission through an even
(simultaneously the barrier between the two sites of the celchain is characterized by the Pauli channel which has bene-
of length2 has to be raised), so as to form superlattices witHits in terms of immediate applicability of entanglement-dis
cells of sizeN,;, +2 each. The subsequent dynamics will thentillation. We also studied the transmission of classical in
exactly be as we have predicted and can potentially be vefermation through this channel. Optimal states for single-
ified through global time of flight correlation measurementsshot classical capacity were identified and we realized that
[31]. One can use ion traps where small spin systems are beven when system is so noisy, such that quantum information
ing realized [[3B], as well as implementing spin chains withis completely destroyed, some classical information can be
trapped electrons$ [34] where initializing individual spiand  transferred. Studying the entanglement propagation tfirou
controlling the interaction at one end are both simple. NMRthe chain showed that entanglement skips odd numbered sites
is another fruitful avenue for testing communication tigbu and manifests as a curious behavior of two time correlation
spin chains [35]. functions during the non-equilibrium dynamics. It remains

an open problem to explain well the mysterious behavior of

the dynamics which entanglement suddenly drops around the

Xll.  SUMMARY pointA = —0.5.
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