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We investigate how the initial and fi-
nal exchange symmetries between the two-
coin states influence the spatial entangle-
ment dynamics between the two corre-
sponding quantum walkers. Notably, when
the initial state is anti-symmetric and the
final measurement on the coins yields sym-
metric outcomes, all the initial entangle-
ment will be transferred to the spatial de-
grees of freedom, regardless of when the
coins are measured. Conversely, if the final
outcomes are anti-symmetric, the spatial
entanglement exhibits damped oscillation
with a period (T ) being inversely propor-
tional to the coin operator parameter (θ).
These behaviours are reversed for symmet-
ric initial states. Moreover, we also ob-
serve the same spatial entanglement damp-
ing regardless of the initial state when the
post-selected results lack symmetry. Our
findings reveal how symmetries affect the
entanglement dynamics in quantum walks,
offering potential insights for applications
in quantum technology.

1 Introduction

Since it was first studied by Aharonov et al. in
1993 [1], quantum walk has become an interesting
research area in quantum information and quan-
tum computation. It is radically different from its
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classical counterpart due to quantum properties,
such as, superposition and entanglement. The
power of quantum walk lies in its wide range of
potential applications. It is shown in [2–6] that
quantum walk can implement universal quantum
computation and some important quantum com-
puting/communication tasks [7–12]. It has also
been used to simulate biological systems [13, 14],
quantum materials [15, 16] and even some phe-
nomena in high-energy physics, for example, neu-
trino oscillations [17], and the dynamics of a spin
1/2 particle in a certain warped geometry [18].
Moreover, physical implementation of quantum
walk in some physical systems such as trapped
ions [19, 20], nuclear magnetic resonance [21],
cold atoms [22, 23], integrated photonics [24, 25],
and superconducting qubits [26, 27], shows its
promising role in future quantum technologies.
An introductory overview and a review of quan-
tum walk can be found in [28, 29].

Apart from its application side, the intrinsic
behavior of quantum walk itself, particularly the
entanglement among the walkers and the coins,
also attracts significant research interest. Stud-
ies have explored various scenarios to understand
and potentially enhance this entanglement. For
instance, it was shown both numerically [30] and
analytically [31] that the dynamics of the entan-
glement between one walker and one coin oscillate
around an asymptotic value. Additionally, the
entanglement between two coins and one walker
has been studied [32]. Moreover, an enhancement
of the two coins and one walker entanglement
has been achieved by incorporating artificial mag-
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netic fields [33] and dynamical disorder [34] into
the quantum walks. Recent work [35] employed
entangled coins to enhance the two coins and one
walker entanglement. Furthermore, spatial en-
tanglement between two walkers sharing a sin-
gle coin has been investigated in [36, 37] through
coin-basis measurements to generate entangle-
ment between the walkers. Additionally, various
studies [38–45] have explored entanglement be-
tween two systems by considering a walker and
its coin as one system. However, spatial entan-
glement with two walkers sharing two coin states
with post-selection on the coin states remains un-
explored.

In this paper, starting with a two-coin state
with either symmetric or anti-symmetric ex-
change symmetry, we study the dynamics of
spatial entanglement between two walkers un-
dergoing discrete-time quantum walk on a one-
dimensional lattice, with post-selection on the
coin states at the end of the process. Partic-
ularly, we investigate how the initial and final
symmetries of the two coins affect the entangle-
ment between the walkers when the total step of
the walk is varied. The structure of this paper
is as follows. In Section 2, we provide a concise
overview of quantum operations for a one-walker,
one-coin quantum walk and extend them to a sce-
nario with two walkers and two coins. In Section
3, starting with the two-entangled-coin state ini-
tially, we analyze the entanglement dynamics be-
tween two walkers, where we present and discuss
our main findings. The final section 4 provides
the conclusion of our study.

2 Quantum walk

Let us first start with an overview of the one-
walker and two-walker quantum walk together
with the mathematical notations which will be
used throughout the text.

2.1 One walker with one coin

To introduce the discrete-time quantum walk
with one walker in one dimension, we imagine
the motion of a walker on a one-dimensional lat-
tice. The position of the walker lattice point i is
assigned by the state |i⟩, where i ∈ Z, which be-
longs to the Hilbert space of the walker Hw. The
walker needs to toss a coin and move according to

the outcome. The Hilbert space of the coin Hc is
defined by a basis consisting of two orthonormal
states: {|↑⟩ , |↓⟩}. The total state of the system
(walker+coin) then belongs to the product space
H = Hc ⊗ Hw. There are 3 operations involved
in the quantum walk as follows:

• Operation 1: Apply the coin operator Ĉ1(θ)
to the coin state. The coin operator is de-
fined as

Ĉ1(θ) =
(

cos θ sin θ
sin θ − cos θ

)
, (1)

where θ is the angle that determines how bi-
ased the coin is. For example, θ = π/4 means
we have an unbiased coin, while θ = nπ,
where n is an integer means only one side
of the coin always show up, i.e., we have a
maximally biased coin.

• Operation 2: Apply the shift operation Ŝ1
to the walker state. The shift operator is
defined as

Ŝ1 = |↑⟩ ⟨↑| ⊗
∑

i

|i+ 1⟩ ⟨i|

+ |↓⟩ ⟨↓| ⊗
∑

i

|i− 1⟩ ⟨i| . (2)

Note that this operation entangles the walker
and the coin. The first two operations can
be combined into a single unitary operator:

Û1 = Ŝ1(Ĉ1 ⊗ Î). (3)

where Î is the identity operator acting on the
position state of the walker. The operator Û1
will be applied to the system as many times
as one needs before proceeding to the last
operation. We will say the nth steps of the
walk is done after Û1 is applied to the system
n times.

• Operation 3: Measure the state of the coin.
The measurement basis is usually formed by
the following operators,

M̂↑ = |↑⟩ ⟨↑| , M̂↓ = |↓⟩ ⟨↓| . (4)

Due to the prior entanglement generated via
the shift operation, the state of the walker
will collapse and become a classical spatial
distribution that correlates with the outcome
of the coin measurement.
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2.2 Two walkers with two identical coins
Let us now consider two walkers, each of which
separately but identically evolves according to the
previously discussed one walker protocol with re-
spect to each own coin. The Hilbert space of the
total system, in this case, is the product space H
given by H = H1⊗H2 = (Hc⊗Hp)1⊗(Hc⊗Hp)2,
where H1 is the combined Hilbert space of walker
1 and coin 1, and H2 is the combined Hilbert
space of walker 2 and coin 2. The coin operator
in this case is

Ĉ(θ) = Ĉ1(θ) ⊗ Ĉ2(θ). (5)

We only consider the case where the angles for
the two coins operators are the same. The shift
operator is

Ŝ = Ŝ1 ⊗ Ŝ2

= |↑↑⟩ ⟨↑↑| ⊗
∑
ij

|i+ 1, j + 1⟩ ⟨i, j|

+ |↑↓⟩ ⟨↑↓| ⊗
∑
ij

|i+ 1, j − 1⟩ ⟨i, j|

+ |↓↑⟩ ⟨↓↑| ⊗
∑
ij

|i− 1, j + 1⟩ ⟨i, j|

+ |↓↓⟩ ⟨↓↓| ⊗
∑
ij

|i− 1, j − 1⟩ ⟨i, j| . (6)

Thus, the combination of these two operators
gives the evolution operator in the form,

Û(θ) = Ŝ(Ĉ(θ) ⊗ I). (7)

Furthermore, the measurement basis considered
in this case are composed of the following opera-
tors,

M̂↑↑ = |↑↑⟩ ⟨↑↑| , M̂↑↓ = |↑↓⟩ ⟨↑↓|
M̂↓↑ = |↓↑⟩ ⟨↓↑| , M̂↓↓ = |↓↓⟩ ⟨↓↓| . (8)

Note that all of these are basically two copies of
the one walker quantum walk operators that ap-
ply to the two walkers separately. The fact that
all the operations considered are “local” implies
that the entanglement between the two walkers
cannot be increased by these operations.

3 Our settings and results
Our setting is a system of two walkers with two
identical coins with the following initial state.

|ψ⟩0 = |Bell⟩c ⊗ |0, 0⟩w , (9)

where |Bell⟩c is the state of the two coins which
is in one of the Bell states (|Ψ±⟩ = |↑,↓⟩±|↓,↑⟩√

2 ,

|Φ±⟩ = |↑,↑⟩±|↓,↓⟩√
2 ). We can classify these initial

coin states according to the exchange symmetry
into two types, symmetric (

∣∣Ψ+〉, |Φ±⟩) and anti-
symmetric state (|Ψ−⟩). For the initial positions
of the two walkers, we choose them to be the same
at the origin for convenience. In fact, without loss
of generality, we can also choose them to be at
any other point, even if each one of them is in a
superposition state, as long as they are identical.
With this particular setting, if |Bell⟩c is symmet-
ric, Eq. 9 will represent the states of two bosons,
while if it is anti-symmetric, it will describe the
state of two fermions.

Each walker then undergoes an identical but
separate discrete-time quantum walk, as dis-
cussed in the previous section. To investigate the
entanglement dynamics between the two walkers,
we will use the entanglement entropy as the en-
tanglement measure

E(|ψ⟩) = −
∑

j

λj log2 λj , (10)

where λj are the eigenvalues of the reduced den-
sity matrix for subsystem 1 or subsystem 2.

3.1 Theorem

Let us first proof the following two Theorems,
which we will use to analyze our results.

Theorem 1. Given a bipartite system, a com-
pletely positive map that is symmetric under the
exchange of the order of the input state cannot
change the symmetric property of the whole sys-
tem.

Proof. Let us define an exchange operator P̂ ,
which is simultaneously Hermitian and unitary
operator. Now, we apply P̂ to the state |a, b⟩.

P̂ |a, b⟩ = ± |b, a⟩ ; P̂ 2 = Î

The value +1 means that the state is symmetric,
and −1 means the state is anti-symmetric. We
also consider a completely positive operator φ̂ab,
where φ̂ab = φ̂ba. In other words, the way this
operator works does not depend on the order of

3



the input states. Then

P̂ φ̂ab |ψ⟩ab = P̂ φ̂abP̂
2 |ψ⟩ab

P̂ φ̂ab |ψ⟩ab = φ̂baP̂ |ψ⟩ab

(P̂ φ̂ab − φ̂baP̂ ) |ψ⟩ab = 0[
P̂ , φ̂ab

]
|ψ⟩ab = 0. (11)

Therefore,
[
P̂ , φ̂ab

]
= 0, which indicates that

the operator φ̂ab does not change the symmetric
property of the system.

Corollary 1. Two identical local operations can-
not change the symmetric property of a system.

Proof. Let us define two local operator Ωa and
Ωb, where Ωa = Ωb = Ω and Ωab = Ωa ⊗ Ωb =
Ω ⊗ Ω. It is clear that Ωab = Ωba, and therefore
Ωab does not affect the exchange symmetry of the
system according to Theorem 1.

Theorem 2. If the initial state of a walker is
pure, then the reduced density matrix of that
walker after post-selection on any orthonormal
basis of the corresponding coin state always has
at most rank 2.

Proof. Let us consider our scenario but only on
Alice’s side. Without loss of generality, we choose
Alice’s initial state to be

ρA = (q1 |↑⟩ ⟨↑| + q2 |↓⟩ ⟨↓|) ⊗ |w⟩ ⟨w| (12)

where q1 + q2 = 1 and |w⟩ is the initial state of
the walker. Note that this does not mean that
the walker has to occupy only one definite point
initially. A superposition of points is allowed as
long as the state is pure. Now, if we run the
quantum walk by applying the operator Û1 in
Eq. 3, the whole state will change to

Û1ρAÛ
†
1 = Û1(q1 |↑⟩ ⟨↑| ⊗ |w⟩ ⟨w|)Û †

1

+Û1(q2 |↓⟩ ⟨↓| ⊗ |w⟩ ⟨w|)Û †
1

= q1(λ1 |c⟩ |w1⟩ + λ2
∣∣∣c⊥
〉

|w2⟩)

⊗(λ∗
1 ⟨c| ⟨w1| + λ∗

2

〈
c⊥
∣∣∣ ⟨w2|)

+q2(λ3 |c⟩ |w3⟩ + λ4
∣∣∣c⊥
〉

|w4⟩)

⊗(λ∗
3 ⟨c| ⟨w3| + λ∗

4

〈
c⊥
∣∣∣ ⟨w4|)

(13)

where {|c⟩ ,
∣∣∣c⊥
〉
} is an arbitrary orthogonal basis

of the Hilbert space of the coin and λi are the
corresponding probability amplitudes. Suppose
we post-select the coin state |c⟩ ⟨c|, the total state
becomes

ρc
A = |c⟩ ⟨c| ⊗ ρc

w, (14)

where ρc
w = q1|λ1|2|w1⟩⟨w1|+q2|λ3|2|w3⟩⟨w3|

q1|λ1|2+q2|λ3|2 is the cor-
responding walker state. Note that |w1⟩ ⟨w1| and
|w3⟩ ⟨w3| are individually pure state and a pure
state always has rank 1. Using the relation

rank(M +N) ≤ rank(M) + rank(N), (15)

we can conclude that

rank(ρc
w) ≤ 2 (16)

Note that this is also true if we post-select in∣∣∣c⊥
〉〈
c⊥
∣∣∣ state. In other words, the walker ef-

fectively becomes a two-dimensional system or a
qubit after post-selection.

3.2 Entanglement between the two walkers
Now, we will examine how the symmetries be-
tween the two coins, both at the beginning of the
walk and at the end, affect the dynamics of the
spatial entanglement. Since our initial coin state
is fixed to be one of the Bell states and there
are clearly two types of exchange symmetry as-
sociated to them, we will separately analyse the
two cases of symmetric and anti-symmetric ini-
tial coin state separately. We will also choose the
set of “local” measurement operators described in
Eq. 8 as the measurement basis before considering
a specific “non-local” one. The reason we are in-
terested in post-selection is because, in many situ-
ations, post-selection can reveal some hidden cor-
relations between the systems, which then may be
used to perform some interesting tasks that would
be impossible otherwise, for example, quantum
teleportation or quantum key distribution. The
reason we focus on a local measurement basis
first is because it cannot increase entanglement
between the systems, and, in many applications,
only this kind of measurements are allowed.

3.2.1 Anti-symmetric initial Coin State (ACS)

In this case, the initial state of the system is given
by

|ψ⟩0 =
∣∣Ψ−〉⊗ |0, 0⟩ . (17)
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We will perform the quantum walk with the uni-
tary operator Û(π/4) in Eq. 7. These choices of
the initial positions and the angle parameter θ are
only for convenience. The results do not actually

depend on them as long as the initial states of
the two walkers are the same and Û(θ) satisfies
Theorem 1. Now we will consider, for example,
the state after the second step of the quantum
walk.

|ψ⟩2 = 1
2
√

2
[
|↑↑⟩ (|0, 2⟩− |2, 0⟩)+ |↑↓⟩ (|2,−2⟩+ |0, 0⟩)−|↓↑⟩ (|0, 0⟩+ |−2, 2⟩)+ |↓↓⟩ (|0,−2⟩− |−2, 0⟩)

]
.

(18)

We can see that the state of the system after the
second step is still anti-symmetric under the ex-
change of coins and walkers. This is because Û
acts symmetrically on both sides. In fact, with
Theorem 1, it is clear that the state |ψ⟩n after any
nth step must be anti-symmetric. Now, let us per-
form a local measurement on each coin. The state
of the walkers for the post-selected outcomes of
M̂↑↑, M̂↑↓, M̂↓↑ and M̂↓↓ are

|ψ⟩M̂↑↑
2,w = 1√

2
(|0, 2⟩ − |2, 0⟩),

|ψ⟩M̂↑↓
2,w = 1√

2
(|2,−2⟩ + |0, 0⟩),

|ψ⟩M̂↓↑
2,w = − 1√

2
(|0, 0⟩ + |−2, 2⟩),

|ψ⟩M̂↓↓
2,w = 1√

2
(|0,−2⟩ − |−2, 0⟩). (19)

We can see that the states of the two walkers
are anti-symmetric if we post-select one of the
symmetric outcomes (|↑↑⟩ or |↓↓⟩). However, for
the other two cases where the outcome does not
have any symmetry (|↑↓⟩ or |↓↑⟩), the states of
the two walkers will also lack symmetry. Again,
according to Theorem 1, this must also be true
even if the two-coin state is measured and post-
selected after any nth step of the walk.

Let us consider the anti-symmetric walker
states first. The general form of a bipartite anti-
symmetric state can be written as

|ξ⟩ =
∑
ij

α′
ij(|ai, aj⟩ − |aj , ai⟩), (20)

where {|ai⟩} is a set of vectors that forms an or-
thonormal basis for the Hilbert space of walker i
and α′

i,j is the corresponding probability ampli-
tude. Using Theorem 2, the reduced density ma-
trix of a single walker in Eq. 20 can only have rank
2 at most. In other words, the state is equivalent
to a qubit. Therefore, only one pair would remain

in Eq. 20. Without loss of generality, we choose
that pair to be of the form 1√

2(|a, b⟩ − |b, a⟩).
This form is equivalent to |Ψ−⟩, which is the only
anti-symmetric state whose reduced density ma-
trix has at most rank 2. This explains the reason
why we always have the same value of spatial en-
tanglement when we post-select the |↑↑⟩ or |↓↓⟩
result, as shown numerically in Fig. 1(a). Note
that, since the entanglement within this whole
system stems from the initial Bell state of the
coins, this result indicates that the entanglement
is totally transferred from the coins to the walkers
and this is the maximum achievable value within
this setting.

Next, let us consider the other two cases where
the reduced states of the walkers lack symmetry.
Even though, Theorem 2 is still satisfied in these
cases, the walkers’ state cannot be a Bell state
and would not have constant maximum entangle-
ment as in the previous case. In fact, our numeri-
cal results, plotted in Fig. 1(b), show that the spa-
tial entanglement will change with the number of
steps in an underdamped-like manner and eventu-
ally reaching an asymptotic value of 0.5884. This
indicates that there are entanglement exchange
between different degrees of freedom within the
system, which will eventually settle down and
reach an equilibrium in a long time limit. Note
that, this behaviour is really similar to the en-
tanglement between the coin and the walker dis-
covered earlier in [30]. In fact, we also discover a
numerical relationship between the period of en-
tanglement oscillation and the angle parameter of
the coin operator, but we will describe this result
later in the last section of this paper before the
conclusion.

The results that we have got so far reveal
an interesting relationship between initial and
final symmetries of the coins and the dynam-
ics of the entanglement within the systems. It
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clearly shows that only if the final states of
the coins are symmetric when the initial states
are anti-symmetric, the final states of the walk-
ers would be anti-symmetric and the initial en-
tanglement would be completely transfer to the
walker. There would be no transient fluctua-
tion and equilibration-like behaviour, unlike the
cases where the final states of the coins have no
symmetry. This leads to an interesting ques-
tion: What would happen to the spatial entan-
glement if we make it such that all the four
possible outcomes from the final coin measure-
ments possess some symmetries? If only sym-
metry is really behind such the undamping be-
haviour, all the four possible post-selection re-
sults should now all be undamping. To verify this,
let us change M̂↑↓ and M̂↓↑ in the measurement
basis of Eq. 8 to M̂+ = 1

2(|↑↓⟩ + |↓↑⟩)(⟨↑↓| + ⟨↓↑|)
and M̂− = 1

2(|↑↓⟩ − |↓↑⟩)(⟨↑↓| − ⟨↓↑|) which, to-
gether with M̂↑↑ and M̂↓↓ still forms a complete
basis. Now our measurement basis consists of
non-local measurement operators M̂+ and M̂−.
We may call this new basis the triplet-singlet ba-
sis. Note that, the only reason we change to this
basis for now is to investigate further into the role
of the coin symmetry in determining the dynam-
ics of the spatial entanglement. In the context of
quantum random walk, we are still restricted to
local measurements only.

Using the new basis, we will consider the state
after the second step of the quantum walk Eq. 18,
the state of the walkers for the post-selection out-
come of M̂+ and M̂− are given by

|ψ⟩M̂+
2,w = 1√

2
(|2,−2⟩ − |−2, 2⟩),

|ψ⟩M̂−
2,w = 1√

6
(|2,−2⟩ + 2 |0, 0⟩ + |−2, 2⟩).(21)

The walkers’ state corresponding to M̂+ is anti-
symmetric while M̂− is symmetric as expected.
Figure 1(c) shows that the entanglement dy-
namics is constant for M̂+ post-selection, while
the entanglement dynamics of M̂− post-selection

is underdamping as shown in Fig. 1(d) with an
asymptotic value of 0.8143. This result shows
that symmetry alone does not guarantee the un-
damping behaviour. From observation of the pre-
vious results, it is clear that, rather than only
require that the final coin states possess some
certain symmetries, the condition should actu-
ally be that the final states of the walkers are
anti-symmetric. In other words, the symmetries
of the initial and the final coin states must be
opposite. We will proceed further to check the
validity of this claim by changing the symmetry
of the initial coin state.
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Figure 1: Entanglement between two walkers for ACS
case (as in Eq. 17) using operator Û(π/4) for different
post-selection (a) M̂↑↑, (b) M̂↑↓, (c) M̂+ (d) M̂−.

3.2.2 Symmetric initial Coin State (SCS)

Let us now change the initial state of the coins to
be symmetric, given by

|ψ⟩0 =
∣∣∣Ψ+

〉
⊗ |0, 0⟩ . (22)

The other two cases of symmetric initial state will
also be discussed later on. We can use Theorem
1 to show that the state |ψ⟩n after the nth steps
is symmetric, for instance, the state after the sec-
ond step of the quantum walk using the unitary
operator Û(π/4) is

|ψ⟩2 = 1
2
√

2
[
|↑↑⟩ (|2, 2⟩− |0, 0⟩)+ |↑↓⟩ (|2, 0⟩+ |0,−2⟩)+ |↓↑⟩ (|0, 2⟩+ |−2, 0⟩)+ |↓↓⟩ (|0, 0⟩− |−2,−2⟩)

]
,

(23)

which is symmetric under the exchange of both
coins and walkers. Now, let us measure the state

after the second step. The walkers’ state for the
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post-selected outcomes of M̂↑↑, M̂↑↓, M̂↓↑ and
M̂↓↓ are provided by

|ψ⟩M̂↑↑
2,w = 1√

2
(|2, 2⟩ − |0, 0⟩),

|ψ⟩M̂↑↓
2,w = 1√

2
(|2, 0⟩ + |0,−2⟩),

|ψ⟩M̂↓↑
2,w = 1√

2
(|0, 2⟩ + |−2, 0⟩) ,

|ψ⟩M̂↓↓
2,w = 1√

2
(|0, 0⟩ − |−2,−2⟩). (24)

It can be seen that if we post-select with the sym-
metric measurement operators (M̂↑↑ or M̂↓↓), the
state of the two walkers is symmetric under the
exchange. In fact, according to Theorem 1, the
state of the walkers after any nth step is sym-
metric as long as one post-selects the outcomes
corresponding to these two operators. In general,
a symmetric bipartite state is of the form

|ξ⟩ =
∑
i ̸=j

[α′
ij

2 (|ai, aj⟩ + |aj , ai⟩) + β′
i |ai, ai⟩

]
,

(25)

where {|ai⟩} form an orthonormal basis and α′
ij =

α′
ji. However, with Theorem 2, the reduced den-

sity matrix of one walker has at most rank 2. This
means at most only one α′

ij and two β′
i are non-

zero. Without loss of generality, Eq. 25 may be
written as

|ξ⟩ = α′
ab

2 (|a, b⟩ + |b, a⟩) + β′
a |a, a⟩ + β′

b |b, b⟩ .

(26)

In general, the state of this form would not be
a Bell state except for the following two special
cases,

• If β′
a = β′

b = 0
The two walkers completely occupy different
space. The state becomes 1√

2(|a, b⟩ + |b, a⟩)
which is equivalent to the Bell state

∣∣Ψ+〉.
• If α′

ab = 0 and |β′
a| = |β′

b|
The state becomes 1√

2(|a, a⟩±|b, b⟩) which is
equivalent to Bell state |Φ±⟩.

Theoretically, since there is no other constraint
that will guarantee either of the above condi-
tion is always satisfied, it is very unlikely in gen-
eral that the entanglement between the walkers
will always be constant at maximum. This is

confirmed numerically as shown in Fig. 2(a) for
(M̂↑↑,M̂↓↓) post-selection outcomes.

Let us now consider the other two possible
post-selections that are corresponding to the
measurement operators, (M̂↑↓,M̂↓↑). Similar to
the ACS cases, the state of the two walkers can-
not be a Bell state and the entanglement would
not be constant as shown in Fig. 2(b). Our nu-
merical results showed that the entanglement be-
tween the two walkers for M̂↑↑ and M̂↑↓ oscillates
and approaches asymptotic values of 0.7563 and
0.7454, respectively.

Our analysis for the SCS case, so far, shows
that, unlike ACS, no post-selection with respect
to the measurement basis {M̂↑↑, M̂↑↓, M̂↓↑, M̂↓↓}
yields constant entanglement. In fact, this is also
true for any local measurement basis because the
only way one can obtain constant spatial entan-
glement is when the reduced state of the walkers
become a Bell state whenever they are measured
and post-selected. However, that is only guar-
anteed if the final walker states are always anti-
symmetric (|Ψ−⟩). Given that the initial state
of the whole system is symmetric, this is achiev-
able if and only if one can post-select an anti-
symmetric coin state. Since no local measure-
ment could collapse the state being measured into
an anti-symmetric state, it is impossible for the
reduced state of the walkers to always be equiva-
lent to |Ψ−⟩. In a sense, anti-symmetry really is
a non-local property.

To complete this discussion, let us change from
the local basis to the triplet-singlet basis. This,
again, replaces two local measurement operators
(M̂↑↓, M̂↓↑) in the previous case with two non-
local ones (M̂+, M̂−), hence it is now possible to
post-select an anti-symmetric result. Note again
that the only reason we allow such a non-local
process for now is just because we would like to
study how the final coin symmetry affect the en-
tanglement. Next, let us consider, for example,
the post-selection outcomes of M̂+ and M̂− af-
ter the second step of the quantum walk given
respectively as

|ψ⟩M̂+
2,w = 1

2
[
{(|2⟩ + |−2⟩) ⊗ |0⟩} + {|0⟩ ⊗ (|2⟩

+ |−2⟩)}
]
,

|ψ⟩M̂−
2,w = 1

2
[
{(|2⟩ − |−2⟩) ⊗ |0⟩} − {|0⟩ ⊗ (|2⟩

− |−2⟩)}
]
.

(27)
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We can see that the walkers state is symmet-
ric for M̂+ and the entanglement dynamics is
oscillating and approach an asymptotic value of
0.5813 as shown numerically in Fig. 2(c). On the
other hand, post-selection with the singlet basis
M̂− forces the state of the walkers to be anti-
symmetric. The state of the walkers become |Ψ−⟩
now, similar to the ACS with post-selected in
triplet outcomes and the entanglement between
the two walkers is constant as shown in Fig. 2(d).
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Figure 2: Entanglement between two walkers for SCS
case (as in Eq. 22) using operator Û(π/4) for different
post-selection (a) M̂↑↑, (b) M̂↑↓, (c) M̂+ (d) M̂−.

Let us now consider the other two initial states
which are also SCS,

|ψ⟩0 =
∣∣Φ±〉⊗ |0, 0⟩ . (28)

After we perform quantum walk for nth steps,
the state |ψ⟩n is also symmetric. Similar to the∣∣Ψ+〉 case above, if we post-select with the oper-
ators (M̂↑↑,M̂↓↓,M̂+), the state of the two walk-
ers becomes symmetric under exchange in accor-
dance with Theorem 1. We observe oscillating
behaviour in the entanglement dynamics between
the walkers for these post-selections. However, if
we post-select with operator M̂−, the state of the
two walkers become anti-symmetric (i.e. |Ψ−⟩)
and the entanglement is not damping.

From the analysis of the SCS cases above,
we finally reach a conclusion that the condition
for an undamping spatial entanglement is really
when the final states of the walkers are anti-
symmetric. Equivalently, this means the un-
damping behaviour will only occur if the sym-
metries between the initial and final coin states
are opposite.

3.2.3 Oscillation period of the spatial entangle-
ment

By observing the numerical results in all the os-
cillating cases, both for the SCS and ACS, we
discover that there is a relationship between the
period per the repeated pattern of the entangle-
ment dynamics (T ) and the angle parameter of
the coin operator (θ) which is given by

T = nπ/θ (29)

where n is the number of cycles per repeated pat-
tern as shown Fig. 3(a) for SCS and Fig. 3(b) for
ACS. A theoretical explanation for this behaviour
remains an open question, but future work might
reveal the underlying mechanism.
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Figure 3: Entanglement between two walkers: (a) SCS
with Û(π/6) for M̂↑↑ post-selection outcome: each re-
peated pattern contains 6 points and 1 cycle, and (b)
ACS with Û(π/4) for M̂↑↓ post-selection outcome: each
repeated pattern contains 4 points and 1 cycle.

4 Conclusion
We present our study of the behaviour of the spa-
tial entanglement between two walkers, given the
following conditions:

1. The initial states of the two walkers are pure
and identical.

2. Each walker undergoes an identical discrete-
time quantum walk process with respect to
its corresponding coin.

3. The combined state of the two coins is ini-
tially bosonic (symmetric coin state: SCS )
or fermionic (anti-symmetric coin state:
ACS ).
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4. Only local measurements are allowed.

Firstly, we find that the state of the individual
walker after its corresponding coin is measured
and post-selected is always equivalent to a qubit
at any step after the walk starts, i.e. effectively
being two-dimensional. Secondly, we show that,
if the symmetries between the initial and the final
states of the coins are opposite, then the com-
bined state of the two walkers is always equiv-
alent to the singlet Bell state |ψ−⟩ and the ini-
tial coin entanglement is completely transferred
to the spatial degrees of freedom. However, since
only local measurements are allowed, only the
ACS case would yield such a result because it
is physically impossible to implement an anti-
symmetric local measurement as required for the
SCS cases. For the cases where the initial and
the final symmetries between the two coins are
the same and the cases where there is no sym-
metry between the final coin states, the spatial
entanglement will fluctuate in an underdamping
manner, gradually reaching an asymptotic value
at a long time limit. We also numerically discover
the relationship between the period per repeated
pattern of the spatial entanglement (T ) and the
angle parameter of the coin operators (θ) as fol-
lows, T = nπ/θ, where n is the number of cycles
per pattern.

In fact, the validity of our results extend be-
yond the discrete quantum random walk scenar-
ios we considered in the main text, as long as the
system of interest is equivalent to two spin-1/2
particles, satisfies Conditions 1, 3 and 4 above,
and each subsystem undergoes an independent
and identical local unitary process relative to its
counterpart. Therefore, our results, especially
on the complete transfer and unchanging of the
entanglement, may be useful for quantum com-
munication and quantum cryptography applica-
tions because constant entanglement ensures a
reliable and secure quantum information transfer
over long distances.
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