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The time evolution of probability density, the ground-state fidelity and the entanglement of a Bose-
Fermi mixture in a 1D double well potential, are studied through the two mode approximation. We
found that the behaviour of the quantum return probability shows three distinct regions. The first
region is characterized by a complete miscibility, and correlated tunneling of bosons and fermion.
The second region is characterized by correlated sequential tunneling and in the last region we found
an increase in the tunneling frequency of the two species.

We found through the Von Neumann entropy, that the boson-fermion coupling allows a maxi-
mum entanglement of quantum correlations of bosons and fermions in the same value. Finally we
calculated the fidelity in the λFF − λBF and λBB − λBF planes and we found that the drop of the
two fidelities becomes deeper and deeper as the boson-fermion interaction decreases.

I. INTRODUCTION

The perfect control over the trapping geometries in ul-
tracold gases experiments allow to confine different num-
bers of atoms in different lattice sites through magnetic
Feshbach resonance or confinement induced resonance
[1–3], both the effective intra and inter component in-
teractions, can be tuned with great precision. The per-
fectly controllable physical parameters[4], provides with-
out precedents platforms in experimental study quantum
many-body physics, for instance, interesting quasi-one-
dimension experiments have been realized in harmonic
[5, 6], double-well[7, 8], periodic[9], and bichromatic[10]
optical-lattice traps.

Dimers and single double-well system has been real-
ized in one, two and three dimensions [11–13] and allow
to study the notion of state as a linear superposition of
‘classical’ states[14], where the system can reside in a su-
perposition of two or more degenerate states[15–17]. In
these systems the tunneling between the local double-
well potentials is negligible compared to tunneling in-
side the double well potential and each site have a well-
defined and almost identical quantum state [11, 18, 19];
this phenomenon has applications in solid-state devices,
solar cells and microscopes [20].

In quantum information processing, these systems have
been used as a way to make quantum logic gates [21], as
well as, the bosonic Josephson junction [7, 22, 23], squeez-
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ing and entanglement of matter waves [24, 25], matter
wave interference [26, 27], exact many-body quantum dy-
namic in one dimension and Josephson effect [7, 28–33].

The influence of fermions onto bosons has been inves-
tigated in different mixture, for example in 4He −3 He
[34, 35], 87Rb−40 K [36, 37], 41K −6 Li[38], 87Rb−40 K
[39], 170Y b−173Y b, 174Y b−173Y b [40]. Other Bose-Fermi
mixtures (BFM) that have been experimentally reported
are 7Li−6 Li [41], 39K −40 K and 41K −40 K [42].

The Bose-Fermi mixture (BFM) have been studied nu-
merically [43–46], semi-analytically [47, 48], or in the
Thomas–Fermi approximation[49]. The Bose-Fermi in-
teraction induces the pairing of fermions [50–52], boson
phase transition from the Mott insulator to super fluid
[53–55] and the spontaneous symmetry breaking of a su-
perfluid [56]. Other studies indicate an asymmetry be-
tween the attraction and repulsion cases [57, 58], as well
as phase separation, spatial modulation [59], supersolid
phase and charge density wave [60].

The critical phenomena in quantum many-body sys-
tems is studied by means of quantum information theory
concepts, for example the entanglement and quantum
fidelity. The first has been related to quantum phase
transitions [61, 62], the latter as a measure of similarity
between ground states [63–65].

In this paper we study the time evolution of probability
density, the ground-state fidelity and the entanglement of
a Bose-Fermi mixture in a 1D double well potential con-
sidering spinless bosons in the soft-core limit and spin
one half fermions. We consider the boson-boson, fermion-
fermion and boson-fermion interaction to be of the repul-
sive type at zero temperature and considering that both
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species have the same mass. This system will be carried
out by means of the two-mode model in a double well
potentia, using the lowest symmetric and antisymmetric
wave functions. This model produces the best agreement
with experimental results and numerical solutions of the
time-dependent Gross-Pitaevskii equation in 1D and 3D
[66–68].

The paper is organized as follows. The model used to
describe a mixture of bosonic and fermionic atoms is in-
troduced in Sec.II. In section III, we vary the inter and
intra species interactions to study the temporal evolution
of probability densities and we make a brief introduction
to quantum critical phenomena that occur in the sys-
tem under study in Sec. IV. Finally in Sec. V we make
remarks.

II. PHYSICAL MODEL

A. Double well potential

Due to the experimental possibility of confining quan-
tum gases in an array of many copies of the double well
system, we considered the study in one of these poten-
tials, using the experimental setup of [69], where the ra-
dial separation of the potential wells is d = 13µm, a trap
depth of h× 4.7Khz and width of each well of a = 6µm.
This potential confines isotopes of 170Y b (bosons) and
one half spin isotopes of 171Y b (fermions), allowing a den-
sity of fermions per site between 0 ≤ ρF ≤ 2 and a maxi-
mum number of scalar bosons of nBmax = 2. This value is
due to the fact that in several reports has been found that
the qualitative physical properties obtained for nBmax = 2
do not change when nBmax is increased [70, 71].

The two-particle Hamiltonian for the system in one
dimension is

ĤBF = ĤλB

B (x1, x2) + ĤλF

F (x1, x2) + λBF δ(x1 − x2),

(1)

where

ĤλB

B (x1, x2) =

− ~2

2mB

( d2

dx2
1

+
d2

dx2
2

)
+ V (x1) + V (x2) + λBδ(x1 − x2),

(2)

and

ĤλF

F (x1, x2) =

− ~2

2mF

( d2

dx2
1

+
d2

dx2
2

)
+ V (x1) + V (x2) + λF δ(x1 − x2).

(3)

The mass of 170Y b (171Y b) is represented by means of
mB(F ), V (x) is the external confinement potential that
is the same for both species. The repulsive contact po-
tential between bosons (fermions) is represented by delta-
function potential λB(F )δ(x1−x2), where λB(F ) > 0 and

λBF δ(x1 − x2) is the repulsive interaction between two
ultracold neutral atoms of different statistic.

We consider that the perturbation is sufficiently small,
therefore is considered that the amplitudes of other states
do not mix [72], so we use the projection of the wave func-
tion onto two states that is used in the study of BEC in a
double-well potential and in the investigation of Fermi su-
per fluid [73]. The different contributions of these terms
can be obtained in a general way from

λ〈Ψi,j |x1, x2〉δ(x1 − x2)〈x1, x2|Ψk,l〉 =

λ

∫∫
Ψ∗i,j(x1, x2)Ψk,l(x1, x2)δ(x1 − x2)dx1dx2,

(4)

where Ψi,j(x1, x2) is the two particle wave function and
Ψ∗i,j(x1, x2) is its complex conjugate.

Since the function V (x) is even, a basis of eigenvec-

tors of ĤB(F )can be found wich are even or odd. The
wave functions of these vectors are symmetrical (s) and
antisymmetrical (a) linear combinations

ψns(a)(x) =
ψn1 (x)± ψn2 (x)√

2
, (5)

Where ψn1,(2)(x) is a one particle states that is twofold

degenerate and superscript n indicate the nth energy
value. In the states ψns (x) and ψna (x), the particle can be
found in the rigth |ψR(x)〉 or in the left |ψL(x)〉 of the
double potential well respectively.

Finally we adopt our units of length, l = 1µ, energy
Ea = E/ξ with ξ = 10−31 and time τ = ~/ξ[74]. Hence-
forth, we will measure lengths, energies and time in these
units.

B. Bose and Fermi mixture in a double well

The previous sections have prepared all the tools we
need to understand the behavior of our particles in a
double well. The requirements of overall exchange anti-
symmetry for fermions and symmetry for bosons, intro-
duce a connection between the spin that has influence on
the occupancy of the energy levels and spatial wave func-
tions, due to the particles are identical. In this way the
subset of all the possible two-particle wave functions that
has overall antisymmetry with respect to the exchange of
particle labels as required for identical fermions are linear
combinations of the terms

Ψspace
s Ψspin

a and Ψspace
a Ψspin

s . (6)

There is a singlet for Ψspin
a and a triplet for Ψspin

s making
a total of four functions.
Singlet

|ψL(x1)ψR(x2)〉 − |ψR(x1)ψL(x2)〉√
2

| ↑↓〉 − | ↓↑〉√
2

(7)
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Triplet
|ψL(x1)ψL(x2)〉 | ↑↑〉
|ψL(x1)ψR(x2)〉+|ψR(x1)ψL(x2)〉√

2

|↑↓〉+|↓↑〉√
2

|ψR(x1)ψR(x2)〉 | ↓↓〉
(8)

The wave function is symmetric with respect to ex-
change of the particle labels for two bosons, so that the
wave functions are linear combinations of the terms,

Ψspace
s Ψspin

s and Ψspace
a Ψspin

a . (9)

For the case under study, bosons with spin 0 are consid-
ered, so that there is a total of three functions.


|ψL(x1)ψL(x2)〉
|ψL(x1)ψR(x2)〉+|ψR(x1)ψL(x2)〉√

2

|ψR(x1)ψR(x2)〉
(10)

III. BOSE-FERMI PROBABILITIES

The wave function of the two particles at time t is
obtained by assuming that at t = 0, the two particles
are in right (ΨRR(x1, x2, t)) side of double well potential
(symmetric state of equation 5)

ΨRR(x1, x2, t) =

e−i
E1

s+E1
a

~

2

[
eiΩ1tψ1

s(x1)ψ1
s(x2) + ψ1

s(x1)ψ1
a(x2)

+ ψ1
a(x1)ψ1

s(x2) + eiΩ1tψ1
a(x1)ψ1

a(x2)
]
,

(11)

where Ω1 =
E1

a−E
1
s

~ is the Bohr frequency.
From the two particles wave function 11 we get the

probability density for the system |ΨRR(x1, x2, t)|2.
The initial state of our system, is configured with two

spinless soft core bosons and two one half spin fermions
in the right side of the double well potential. This config-
uration is mainly due to the fact that we want to explore
entanglement and fidelity when varying the boson-boson
λBB , fermion-fermion λFF and boson-fermion λBF re-
pulsive contact interaction terms. Since we are working
with a two mode model, the inter and intra particle inter-
action, must be small enough to prevent the amplitudes
of the two lower energy modes mixing with other states.

The behaviour of the quantum return probability PRR
presents three distinct regions. The first region is char-
acterized by correlated tunneling of bosons [75] and
fermions[76, 77], where probabilities are periodic and cor-
respond to very small values of the effective coupling con-
stants, with orders of magnitude between 10−5 and 10−4

as illustrated in figure 1a, where the bosonic (red line)
and fermionic (blue dashed line) probability densities ex-
hibit complete miscibility [78, 79] on the right-hand side

of the double well, characterized by an overlapping of
the probability densities of the two species as a function
of time. It can also be seen that the bosons do not per-
form complete tunneling and the fermions exhibit a small
damping.

Bosons

Fermions
λBB = 1 x10-4 λFF = 1 x10

-4 λBF = 1 x10
-4

0 100 200 300 400 500
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2

τ

P
R
R
(τ
)

(a) Periodic density probabilities by bosons (red line) and fermions
(blue dashed line).

Bosons

Fermions

λBB = 2 x10-3

λFF = 2 x10
-3

λBF = 2 x10
-3

0 100 200 300 400 500
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

τ

P
R
R
(τ
)

(b) Slowly dampens for the initial conditions of the probability
density of both bosons (red line) and fermions (blue dashed line)
as a function of time.

Figure 1: Time evolution of bosons and fermions density
probabilities on the right side of the double well PRR(τ), as a
function of the dimensionless parameter of time τ .

This periodical behavior is maintained until UBB =
UFF = UBF = 4 × 10−4, from where a slowly damp-
ing of the probability densities starts to be generated,
which increases as the interaction parameters increases
as illustrated in figure 1b. The figure shows that due to
the increasing in the interaction parameters, the proba-
bility density of both bosons and fermions decreases as
a function of time, indicating that the particles tend to
separate and the tunneling frequency increases charac-
terized by a loss of miscibility as a function of time, as
well as a tendency for bosons to tunnel completely and a
loss of damping in fermionic tunneling.

The second region found indicates that due to the in-
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creasing in the interaction parameters, the particles of
both species tend to separate and occupy both sides of
the confinement potential and give rise to correlated se-
quential tunneling through a double barrier, character-
ized by having one particle of each species on each side
of the well and which remains constant at dimensionless
time interval of 1275.9 ≤ τ ≤ 2283.19 for bosons and
1156.32 ≤ τ ≤ 1688.38 for fermions, as shown in the
figure2. It was also found that the fermionic probabil-
ity density tends to damp more rapidly than the bosonic
one, as illustrated in figures 2a and 2b respectively.

Bosons

λFF = 3.2 x10
-4

λBF = 9 x10
-4

λBB = 9 x10-4

0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

τ

P
R
R
(τ
)

(a) Bosons correlated sequential tunneling through a double bar-
rier, as a function of the dimensionless parameter of time τ .

Fermions

λFF = 3.2 x10
-4

λBF = 9 x10
-4

λBB = 9 x10-4

0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

τ

P
R
R
(τ
)

(b) Fermions correlated sequential tunneling through a double bar-
rier, as a function of the dimensionless parameter of time τ .

Figure 2: Slowly dampens for the initial conditions of the
probability density of both bosons (red line) and fermions
(blue line) as a function of time for: λBB = 9 × 10−4, λFF =
3.2 × 10−4 and λBF = 9 × 10−4.

In the third region we find an increasing in the tun-
neling frequency of the two species, characterized by a
higher damping of the probability densities and a higher
return quasi periodicity for bosons (red line) than for
fermions (blue line), as shown in figures 3a and 3b re-
spectively. In the figure it can be seen that the proba-
bility density as a function of dimensionless time for the
two species overlap in some regions, indicating a partial

miscibility between bosons and fermions. It is also pos-
sible to find times for which the two bosons and the two
fermions coexist in the same side of the potential well,
as well as times for which sequential tunneling of bosons
occurs.

Bosons
λFF = 1 x10

-3

λBF = 9 x10
-3

λBB = 1 x10-3

0 500 1000 1500 2000
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

τ

P
R
R
(τ
)

(a) Quasi periodicity for bosons. The graph shows τ for which
the maximum occupancy per site is two bosons and τ for which
sequential tunneling occurs.

Fermions
λFF = 1 x10

-3

λBF = 9 x10
-3

λBB = 1 x10-3

0 500 1000 1500 2000
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

τ

P
R
R
(τ
)

(b) Quasi periodicity for fermions. The graph shows τ for which
the maximum occupancy per site is two fermions

Figure 3: Quasi-periodic probability density for (a) bosons,
red line and (b) fermions, blue line, considering λBB = 1 ×
10−3, λFF = 1 × 10−3 and λBF = 9 × 10−3.

By comparing the results of the figures 2 and 3 it can
be concluded that, the tunneling of bosons and fermions
is sequential for small values of the interaction constant
and correlated for large values.

IV. QUANTUM CRITICAL PHENOMENA

The ground-state phase diagram of the model, is now
introduced briefly through quantum fidelity and quantum
entanglement concepts.

Firts we to introduce the measure distance between
two states trought quantum fidelity, that is very useful in
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(a) Fidelity in the λFF − λBF plane and λBB = 5× 10−4. (b) Fidelity in the λBB − λBF plane and λFF = 5× 10−4.

Out[ ]=

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

(c) Fidelity in the λBB − λFF plane and λBF = 5× 10−4.

Figure 4: The ground-state phase diagram of the model. It can be observed that in the three planes, there are two quantum
phase transition indicated by the drop in the fidelity.

the context of teleportation and quantum cryptography
and is defined as

F (|ψ〉, |φ〉) = |〈ψ|φ〉| (12)

in wich |ψ〉 and |φ〉 represent the ground states of the
hamiltonian 1 with different parameters and it is noth-
ing but the modulus of the overlap of two ground states
generated by lightly different parameters and whose drop
is a signature of a quantum phase transition (QPT).

In this research we set the ground state of the system
at λBB = λFF = λBF = 5 × 10−4 and calculate the
fidelity in the λFF − λBF plane, setting the value of the
interaction between bosons at λBB = 5× 10−4, as shown
in fig. 4a, where for values of the interaction parameters
0 ≤ λFF ≤ 10×10−4 and 2×10−4 ≤ λBF ≤ 1×10−3 the
fidelity is approximately constant around 1, and there is
a drop in fidelity when the values of the interactions are
between 3.5 × 10−4 ≤ λFF ≤ 1 × 10−3 and 0 ≤ λBF ≤
2× 10−4

In order to know the fidelity in the λBB − λBF and
λBB−λFF planes, the interaction parameters λFF = 5×
10−4 and λBF = 5×10−4 were set as shown in figures 4b
and 4c respectively. We would like to emphasis that these
phase diagrams are obtained without any knowledge of
the correlation properties of the system.

On figures 4a and 4b is also clearly observed that the
drop of the two fidelities becomes deeper and deeper
as the boson-fermion interaction decreases. This phe-
nomenon indicates that although the phase transition is
within the same class but the similarity of the ground
state is changing, as a consequence of the variation of
the parameter λBF which induces a repulsive interac-
tion between fermions, due to the interspecies entangle-
ment. A similar result was reported for a mixture of
spinless bosons and spinless fermions confined in a one-
dimensional optical lattice [80, 81].

On the other hand, in the λBB − λFF plane it is ob-
served that the drop in fidelity occurs for values of the in-
teraction parameter between fermions very close to zero,



6

as shown in figure4c.

We have discussed quantum fidelity, now it would be
apt to introduce the entanglement. Because our sys-
tem is configured by identical particles, it is necessary
to take into account that the correlations arising are due
to purely from their indistinguishable nature and should
be excluded from the definition of quantum correlations,
that are closely related to quantum entanglement [82, 83].
For the above reason to measure the amount of entangle-
ment, the symmetrized (bosons) and anti-symmetrized
(fermions) products of one-particle functions are consid-
ered as non-entangled and deviations from such states
are used to measuring the amount of correlation [84].

There exist different quantitative measures of amount
of entanglement, for example, Schimdt measure, entan-
glement of formation, concurrence, negativity, etc. Here
we measure the amount of entanglement through the Von
Neumann entropy, which is defined as

S(ρ) = −Tr(ρlog2ρ) = −
∑
i

λilog2λi, (13)

where ρ represent the density matrix and λi are its
eigenvalues.

Due to the great sensitivity of the system to variations
of the interaction parameters, we set the boson-boson in-
teraction and the boson-fermion interaction at 1 × 10−3

and 9 × 10−3 respectivily and we explore a small region
in which the boson-fermion coupling allows a maximum
entanglement of the system as shown in figure 5, where
quantum correlations of bosons (red line) and fermions
(blue line) are presented by means of the calculation
of the Von Neumann entropy S(ρ) 13 as a function of
fermion-fermion interaction. The fastest entanglement
growth takes place at λFF = 5.7×10−3 where entropy is
maximal.

Bosons

Fermions

λBF = 9 x10
-3

λBB = 1 x10-3

0.0050 0.0052 0.0054 0.0056 0.0058 0.0060

-0.02

-0.01

0.00

0.01

0.02

0.03

λFF

S

Figure 5: Von Neumann as a function of λFF . Quantum
correlations of bosons (red line) and fermions (blue line). The
fastest entanglement growth takes place at λFF = 5.7× 10−3

for both species.

V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

We have investigated the time evolution of probability
density, the ground-state fidelity and the entanglement
of a Bose-Fermi mixture in a 1D double well potential,
considering spinless bosons in the soft-core limit and spin
one half fermions with inter and intra particles weak re-
pulsive contact interaction.

Tuning the ratio between the inter and intraspecies in-
teraction strengths, we found that the behaviour of the
quantum return probability PRR present three distinct
regions. The first region is characterized by correlated
tunneling of bosons and fermions, where probabilities are
periodic and corresponds to very small values of the ef-
fective coupling constants. In this region the bosonic and
fermionic probability densities exhibit complete miscibil-
ity, characterized by an overlapping of the probability
densities of the two species as a function of time. The
second region indicates that particles of both species tend
to separate and occupy both sides of the confinement
potential and gives rise to correlated sequential tunnel-
ing, characterized by one particle of each species on each
side of the well. In the last region we find an increasing
in the tunneling frequency of the two species, charac-
terized by a higher damping of the probability densities
and a higher return quasi periodicity for bosons than for
fermions. The above results allow us to conclude that,
the tunneling of bosons and fermions is sequential for
small values of the interaction constant and correlated
for large values.

The ground-state phase diagram of the model, was
briefly studied through of quantum entanglement and
quantum fidelity concepts. We found through the Von
Neumann entropy S as a function of fermion-fermion in-
teraction, that the boson-fermion coupling allows a max-
imum entanglement of quantum correlations of bosons
and fermions in the same value.

Finally we calculated the fidelity in the λFF − λBF
and λBB−λBF planes and we found that the drop of the
two fidelities becomes deeper and deeper as the boson-
fermion interaction decreases. This phenomenon indi-
cates that although the phase transition is within the
same class but the similarity of the ground state is chang-
ing, as a consequence of the variation of the parameter
λBF .

Our findings can help to interpret experimental results
in bosonic Josephson junction, squeezing, entanglement
of matter waves, matter wave interference and in quan-
tum information processing.
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[27] T. Schumm, P. Krüger, S. Hofferberth, I. Lesanovsky,
S. Wildermuth, S. Groth, I. Bar-Joseph, L. M. Anders-
son, and J. Schmiedmayer, A double well interferometer
on an atom chip, Quantum Information Processing 5, 537
(2006).

[28] F. Ancilotto, L. Salasnich, and F. Toigo, dc josephson
effect with fermi gases in the bose-einstein regime, Phys.
Rev. A 79, 033627 (2009).
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