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Abstract

Divergences that occur in density matrices of decay and scattering
processes are shown to be regularized by tracing and unitarity or the
optical theorem. These divergences are regularized by the lifetime of
the decaying particle or the total scattering cross section. Also, this
regularization is shown to give the expected helicities of final particles.
The density matrix is derived for the weak decay of a polarized muon
at rest, p~ — v,(e” D), with Lorentz invariant density matrix entries
and unitarity upheld at tree level. The electron’s von Neumann entan-
glement entropy distributions are calculated with respect to both the
electron’s emission angle and energy. The angular entropy distribu-
tion favors an electron emitted backwards with respect to the muon’s
polarization given a minimum volume regularization. The kinematic
entropy distribution is maximal at half the muon’s rest mass energy.
These results are similar to the electron’s angular and kinematic decay
rate distributions. Both the density matrix and entanglement entropy
can be cast either in terms of ratios of areas or volumes.
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1 Introduction

Recently, the literature has applied the tools of quantum field theory to
evaluating quantum information science (QIS) metrics for scalar and elec-
tromagnetic scattering [1] - [7]. QIS metrics include the density matrix, von
Neumann entanglement entropy, mutual information, etc. The density ma-
trix carries information about the particles in terms of degrees of freedom
such as momenta and polarizations. The entanglement entropy and mutual
information are the degree of maximum knowledge and correlation between
degrees of freedom, respectively. [8] provides a review of QIS for particle
physicists.

[1] considers a scalar ®*-interaction and a time dependent interaction. [2]
- [6] consider an electromagnetic interaction, e”e™ — p~ ™. The Lorentz in-
variance of entanglement entropy is studied in [2]. Entropies and mutual
information are calculated in both the helicity and spin basis in [3]. [4] eval-
uates two scattering processes being correlated through an entanglement of
initial particles. [5,6] consider a witness particle or spectator. During a scat-
tering of two particles, one of these two is entangled with another particle
(witness) that does not participate in the interaction. The scattering alters
the reduced density matrix of the witness. This means the information of the
witness particle is altered by the scattering event despite not participating
directly in the interaction. However, the latter is not true when including
unitarity [7]. [7] also evaluates QIS metrics for Compton scattering wherein
the photon is entangled with a witness photon. In spite of not interacting
directly, the electron and witness photon acquire a non-zero mutual informa-
tion, i.e. become entangled, after the Compton scattering.

Whereas works [1] - [7] investigate scattering processes, QIS metrics are
evaluated herein for a weak interaction yu~ — v,(v.e”). When deriving
the density matrix, this work is distinguished from [1] - [6] by upholding
unitarity up to tree level, i.e. using the optical theorem. For this reason,
the normalization of the density matrix is unchangeded by the interaction.
Also, unlike [1] - [7], this work regularizes common divergences that occur in
the density matrices of decay and scattering processes. Although the density
matrix is calculated for a decay process, the same techniques are readily
applicable to scattering processes.

In section 2, the reduced density matrix of a massless electron for a muon
decay is derived. A common divergence appears in all terms and is regularized



by tracing and the optical theorem. Furthermore, the expected helicity of
the electron provides confirmation of the regularization. In section 3, Lorentz
invariant density matrix elements are extracted from the electron’s reduced
density matrix of momenta. These elements allow for calculating the von
Neumann entanglement entropy distributions and total entropy. The result-
ing angular and kinematic entropy distributions for the electron are peaked
similarly with respect to the corresponding decay rate distributions. An ad-
ditive volume divergence occurs in the total entropy. Section 4 gives the
regularized density matrix for the annihilation process e"et — > 7.

2 Density matrix of muon decay
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Figure 1: A polarized muon at rest decays into three particles: pu= —
Vu(Dee™).

Suppose a muon is prepared in a pure state |i) = |p,T) with momentum p
and spin up along the +z-axis (see Figure 1). Its initial density matrix is
p' = |i){i]. The S-matrix or unitarity operator gives the final state | f) = S|)
where S = 1 + 4T and T is the transition operator. The final state has a
Fock space of 1 or 3 particles since the muon either does not decay or decays
into v,(v.e”). A free 1-particle and 3-particle Hamiltonian have bases that
span the final state, implying a direct sum of final Hilbert spaces H, ®H,, ®
Hy, @He. The three-particle state is written as |lq, s1;la, s2;ls, s3) = |l1,51)®
2, s2) ® |l3, s3), where (I;, s;) are the momentum-polarization pairs for the
three particles. The inner product of a state is (p,7|q, s)= 2E,(27)35®) (p —

q)d"*. Defining Qs = >, [ (% 32E , the single and three particle projection
operators are written as

[1—particle = le |l, S> <l, S| and
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These particle projection operators are placed next to 1" in the final state
as follows.

If) = S|i) = (1 +iT)|i)
= |Z> + (Il—particle + ]S—particles)iT|i>.

This gives a final density matrix p/ = |f)(f| or

o= 0l (2.1)
+ <riQZS<l,s|iT\i>(z‘\(—iTT)|k,r)) 10, s)(k,r|
3
+ T Qrorne Qs Ko 7o liT 1) Gl (=0T, 80) e, 72 (s 50
m,n=1

4 (Quelh, 10Ty 1) (] + hc.

4 four other coherence terms.

Apart from the matrix positions, e.g. [i)(i|, |l,s)(k,r|, etc., the final
density matrix, pf, has Lorentz invariant entries. After tracing over p~, the
reduced density matrix for v,(7.e”) is

pljj#z/'ee = tru(pf)
- 2E,,v(1 - TF>+ (2.2)

3
H kaerlnsn <km> Tm|ZT|1> <Z|(_ZTT)|ln7 Sn> ’kma Tm) <ln7 Snl-

m,n=1

[' above is the muon’s decay width. It occurs from the fourth line in equa-
tion (2.1) by tracing over p~ and using the optical theorem [9]. V =
(2m)363(0) and T = 2w4(0) are the unregularized volume and time, respec-
tively. Whether calculating density matrices of scattering or decay processes,
these unregularized factors are a common occurrence [7].

The plus sign in equation (2.2) should be interpreted as a direct sum of
the one-particle and three-particle states. The factor (1 — 7TT) in the first
term can be interpreted as the probability for the muon not to decay, which
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must be zero. This implies that 7' is the inverse of the muon’s total decay
width I'. Confirmation of 7T’s regularization is seen below when calculating
the e™’s helicity and the trace of the density matrix. In short, setting the
first term in equation (2.2) to zero gives the conditional density matrix for a
polarized muon decay. Regardless of whether (1 —7T') is assumed to be zero,
p,’j#f,ee’s normalization is (i|i) = 2E,V after tracing over the three remaining
particles. Hence, the normalization is unaffected by the decay.

Tracing over the neutrinos, the normalized electronic reduced density
matrix is

/)Z = ”’uuuz (Pljjufzee)

T
Z H lesm Ml1 ,51;02,82;l3,53 (le#ﬂ,lz,smls,ts) * (2?))
2my,

4 3, s3) l3,t3|>
(2m)*3 Zl ( 2BV )’

: _ l1,s15l2,5:l3,53
where £/ = [3 is the massless e™’s energy, M *"*™7#% is the Feynman

amplitude for the p~ decay, and the transition amplitude is related to the
Feynman amplitude by

3
(L1, s13l2, 52313, 83]iT|i) = ’iMET’S“lz’SQ;IS’S?’ (2m)*0™ (p — Z li)-

=1

The above electronic reduced density matrix lacks purity since pf # (pf)2.
Its trace is

tr(pf) =TT = 1.

2FEV ’
, Q1,,,.5m, the Feynman

Just as p/ above, p/’s matrix elements, i.e. the cofficients of
VT
2m,V
amplitude, and (27)%6*(+) all being Lorentz invariant.

Lorentz invariant. This follows from 7'/2m,, =

Assume in equation (2.3), the electron’s polarization is its helicity, A. In
the massless limit for the electron in weak interactions, its helicity is A = —1



and the p/’s polarization-coherence terms are zero. The helicity-reduced
density matrix follows by tracing equation (2.3) over I3, giving

= trig(pl) =TT [A = 1) (A = —1|. (2.4)
The latter correctly gives the electron’s helicity,

(0.) = tr(o.p]) = =TT = —1,

where o, is Pauli’s matrix. Conversely, the electron’s helicity requires T =

=

As another example, consider the decay 7= — e, u~v,. Using the abo
techniques, the expected antineutrino helicity is

=

€

T Z >\17mr7r—~>:m71 =1

T=€e [~
since the antineutrino’s helicities are +1. Therefore, again, 7" must be the

inverse of the total decay width.
Tracing equation (2.3) over the electronic polarizations gives a diagonal
reduced density matrix of the electon’s momenta.

pt, = tr(pl)

d3l I3)(1

Gim
3

f(E,0) = E (3m —4FE + cosf (m — 4E)),

Gr = 1.17x1075GeV ~2 is the Fermi coupling constant, £/ = I3 is the massless
electron’s energy, and 6 is the electron’s scattering angle with respect to the
muon’s polarization [9].

The trace of any density matrix being one requires upholding unitarity.
This follows from tr(p) = tr(|f){f]) = (f|f) = (i]STS|i) = 1 for a normalized
initial state |¢) and a unitary S-matrix. The trace of equation (2.5) is 1.0044
due to the muon’s lifetime, T = 2.1969811x107%s [10], and the calculation
being at tree level. Hence, equation 2.5 approximately upholds unitarity since
radiative corrections and other final particle states, e.g. photon emission or
pair production, were not included.



3 von Neumann entanglement entropy distri-
butions

Having the reduced density matrices for the electron in equations (2.3-2.5),
other quantum information metrics can be calculated. Since pf\c is pure,
only the momentum contributes to the massless electron’s von Neumann
entanglement entropy,

SEE = —trpllog pf = —trp}log pf, — trp], log p],
= —trp{s log ,0{3

= SgE :
The mutual information of the electron’s momentum and helicity is

I = SEF 4 SEE _ gEE
=0.

This shows momentum and helicity are not correlated as expected for weak
interactions.

The trace operator in the von Neumann entropy above, S¥Z_ follows from
a continuous limit of the counting of states and recalling that (27wh)? is the
volume of phase space per state,

> - # /d3l3 = 5%(0) /d3l3. (3.1)

In the last equality, the quantity V = (27h)363(0) in non-natural units was
used. Equation (3.1) is also implied by tracing the identity operator for 1-
particle states, giving the total number of states. By extracting 6*(0) [ d®l3
from equation (2.5) and including £ and ¢, the matrix elements of p{; are

Tf(E,0)R*c

VoG (3.2)

2.3
THEOFC | the

total accessible volume, V. The cube root of the maximum partial volume is

or a ratio of the ostensible partial volume, o(FE,0) =

h
on the order of the muon’s Compton wavelength, i.e. g},{sx ~ —— ~ 107 m.
myc



With the partial volume, the electron’s entanglement entropy distributions
with respect to momentum and emission angle are calculated below and
found to be similar to decay rate distributions. Assume log base e for the
caculations below. Alternatively, o/V can be cast as a ratio of areas, i.e.

a(E,0)/A with A = KT and a(E,0) = f(E,0)(hc)?/(2E). Using equation
c

(3.1), the density matrix in equation (2.5) can be rewritten in terms of ratios
of areas or volumes.

i (al  0) 250 5
V

Using equation (3.2), the daughter electron’s von Neumann entanglement
entropy for the polarized muon decay is

S:JE (Pl3 log Plg)

_ _(2:71)3 /d3l3 ( (E; %) 1og<9(€’ ‘9)>>. (3.3)

The above equation looks similar to the Shannon entropy >, p;logp;. After
simplifying equation (3.3), the electron’s entanglement entropy becomes

S8 _ _(2;)3r /dQ/dE wlog<%y)), (3.4)

where I' = h/T is the muon’s decay width. T and SPF are related by

EE — Q/E— 1 E log V.
S /d d T 9045 ogo(E,0) +logV.

In the above equation, the divergence in entropy, or log V', is additive. For an
unregularized V', changes in entropy between different decay processes will
yield finite results. A larger regularized volume corresponds to a higher total
entropy, SFE.

Differentiating equation (3.4) gives the electron’s angular entropy dis-
EE EE

tribution and kinematic entropy distribution

, which are long
cos



Angular entropy distribution of e~
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(a) 0 is the emission angle of the electron with respect to the muon’s polarization.
V is the total volume accessible to the electron. For the distribution to be peaked

at £ = —1, the minimum regularized volume is V = 1.1x10~"'m?. As V grows,
. The

dar
dcos
plot’s sample regularization range is 1.1x10™4'm3 <V < 9.7x10~4m3.

the distribution becomes proportional to its decay rate counterpart 7

Kinematic entropy distribution of e~
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(b) The massless e ’s energy is 0 < E < 7“, where m,, is the 1 ~’s rest mass.

Figure 2



equations and not written herein. See Figures 2a and 2b. For regularizations
V' > 1.340mas = 1.1x107*'m3, the angular entropy distribution peaks at an
electronic emission antiparallel with respect to the muonic polarization as

does the decay rate distribution .
dcosf

The kinematic entropy distribution peaks at an energy of £ = m,/2 as

dar
does the decay rate distribution ¥lok For a sufficiently large V', the entropy

distributions are proportional to their decay rate counterparts. The total
entropy is SF¥ > 91 for V > 1.340,40-

4 Regularization of a scattering process

For decay processes, evaluation of density matrices require relating 7' =
276(0) with the total decay width via 7' = 1/T". In other words, T is the
muon’s lifetime. For the density matrix of a scattering process, V/T should
be related to the total accessible scattering cross section as shown below.

Consider the high energy annihilation process e"et — >~ 27 in the CoM
frame where e, e™ have particular helicities and z, T is a particle, antiparticle
pair. Following the procedure of section 2 and using the optical theorem, the
final reduced density matrix of final particle x equals the direct sum

-
f o Zfa(e , € _>f)
pe—,,u—,T—,etc. _<]' - V ) ®
T|Ue—,e+|
Ao\, '
1 A7 L n ey Ao) Ly Ao
d3lx e ,et—az |z Nx/\lzy N\g '
—— ¥ ¥ [enTgem gk
—— Az, \, xz=e,u ", 7 ,ete. v
T‘Ue—,e+‘
(4.1)

l, and )\, above are final particle 2’s momentum and helicity, respectively.
Ve— o+ is the relative velocity of the initial particles. The differential cross
section matrix elements in the second term are

’
3 Az, Ay
d O-e—,e‘*‘%xi _ 1 «
d3l, 2E,-2E +|Vc— o+
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= _ 2 - _ T
(i Qo) M= (2500 ) ) 0O = 1~ 1)
Note that the initial particles and final particles occupy different 2-particle
vector spaces. Thus, the initial and final electrons are traced separately. The
first term in equation (4.1) is from tracing over the initial particles e~ e™.
For unitarity to hold exactly or tr(p) = 1, all additional final particle states
should be added to equation 4.1, e.g. including Bremsstrahlung.

>_sola,b— f)

The density matrix has Lorentz invariant entries. e.g., the ratio v

T|’Ua’b
in the first term in equation (4.1) is manifestly Lorentz invariant [9] when
rewritten as

2Ea2Eb|va,b| Zf O'(CL, b— f)
2E,V 2E,V
(=)
The first term in equation (4.1) is the probability for no scattering to oc-

cur. Setting this term to zero gives the conditional density matrix for e, e
scattering. This forces the regularization for scattering to be

v Za(e_,e+ — f) =or. (4.2)

T’UE_,€+| B f

With the latter regularization, the expected helicity of x from equations
(4.1) and (4.2) is

(02) = tr(0: ® pa)

PYSY
O..’I).’L‘

e ,et—ax
=2
or

T Az

(4.3)

This is a weighted average of the helicities with each weight being the prob-
ability of a particular scattering process.

5 Discussion
Herein, the density matrix and von Neumann entanglement entropy, SZ¥,
were derived for the decay of a polarized muon at rest, u= — v,(7.e”).
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Unitarity is upheld at tree level. The divergences in the density matrix for a
decay and scattering process are resolved in sections 2 and 4 by the optical
theorem and tracing. Alternatively, knowing the expected helicities of final
particles suggests the regularization.

When evalulating SP¥, an unregularized volume, V', appears. This vol-
ume is additive in the total entropy. If this accessible volume is not regular-
ized and the same across all interactions, the differences in entropies across
a variety of decays will be finite. Otherwise, an appropriate constraint for
regularization is needed. For a regularized volume exceeding the cube of
the muon’s Compton wavelength, angular and kinematic entropy distribu-
tions for the electron are found to be similar to the decay rate distributions.
The common appearance of ratios of areas or volumes in the density matrix
and entanglement entropy for both decay and scattering processes requires
further investigation.

Future work should compare the entanglement entropies or distributions
for different decay processes involving scalar, electromagnetic, weak, or strong
interactions. e.g., the negative pion has mainly two decay modes, 7= — p~ v,
or e~ 17,. Helicity suppression can be reinterpreted as entropy suppression for
the electronic mode.
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