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Abstract

Complex quantum information tasks in a gravitational background require multipartite entanglement for
effective processing. Therefore, it is necessary to investigate the properties of multipartite entanglement
in a relativistic setting. In this paper, we study genuine N-partite entanglement of massless Dirac fields in
the Schwarzschild-de Sitter (SdS) spacetime, characterized by the presence of a black hole event horizon
(BEH) and a cosmological event horizon (CEH). We obtain the general analytical expression of genuine N-
partite entanglement shared by n observers near BEH and m (n +m = N) observers near CEH. It is shown
that genuine N-partite entanglement monotonically decreases with the decrease of the mass of the black
hole, suggesting that the Hawking effect of the black hole destroys quantum entanglement. It is interesting
to note that genuine N-partite entanglement is a non-monotonic function of the cosmological constant,
meaning that the Hawking effect of the expanding universe can enhance quantum entanglement. This result
contrasts with multipartite entanglement in single-event horizon spacetime, offering a new perspective on

the Hawking effect in multi-event horizon spacetime.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum entanglement plays an important role in numerous quantum information processing
tasks, including quantum cryptography, quantum teleportation, and dense coding [1-4]. Unlike
the usual multipartite entangled state, a genuine multipartite entangled state cannot be separated
into any bipartite partitions. Genuine multipartite entanglement offers advantages over usual en-
tanglement in the key resources for measurement-based quantum computing and high-precision
metrology [5, 6]. Understanding genuine multipartite entanglement in a relativistic framework
is crucial, especially considering the inevitable influence of gravity on quantum entanglement in
real-world environments. It is important to note that investigations of genuine multipartite entan-
glement near the event horizon of the black hole have been mainly limited to asymptotically flat
spacetime [7-20]. To clarify, genuine multipartite entanglement has been mainly studied in the
single-event horizon spacetime. The research papers have illustrated that the relativistic effects in
this spacetime lead to the degradation of genuine multipartite entanglement.

The de Sitter solution is widely recognized as the most straightforward solution derived from
Einstein’s field equations with a nonvanishing cosmological constant [21-25]. The study of phe-
nomena in asymptotically de Sitter spacetimes is imperative and holds significant interest, par-
ticularly in light of experimental evidence indicating the accelerating expansion of our universe
[26, 27]. In reality, the black hole is asymptotically de Sitter, rather than asymptotically flat.
A static, chargeless black hole is associated with the Schwarzschild-de Sitter (SdS) spacetime,
characterized by the mass M of the black hole and the cosmological constant A. Therefore, the
SdS spacetime features both a black hole event horizon (BEH) and a cosmological event horizon
(CEH), introducing two-temperature thermodynamics distinct from those observed in single-event
horizon spacetime [28-31]. In comparison to single-event horizon spacetime, studying quantum
information in multi-event horizon spacetime is more realistic, especially the exploration of mul-
tipartite entanglement, which has been a gap in the research. In addition, as relativistic quantum
information tasks grow in complexity, the utilization of multipartite entanglement becomes essen-
tial for their processing. Hence, studying the relativistic effects of the SdS spacetime on genuine
N-partite entanglement is one of the motivations for our work. Another motivation for our work
is better to understand the multi-event horizon SdS spacetime through genuine N-partite entangle-
ment.

In this paper, we study the properties of genuine N-partite entanglement of Dirac fields in SdS



spacetime endowed with the BEH and the CEH. Our model comprises /N modes: (i) the n (n < N)
modes located at the BEH; (ii) the m (n + m = N) modes situated at the CEH. We will derive
the analytical expression for genuine N-partite entanglement in multi-event horizon spacetime.
We aim to investigate how the Hawking effect of the black hole and the Hawking effect of the
expanding universe influence genuine N-partite entanglement. Additionally, we will investigate
how genuine N-partite entanglement depends on n and m in the context of the multi-event horizon
spacetime. As we all know, the gravitational effect of the single-event horizon spacetime destroys
genuine N-partite entanglement [8—20]. An intriguing question arises: will the gravitational effect
of the multi-event horizon spacetime increase genuine N-partite entanglement?

The structure of the paper is as follows. In Sec. II, we describe the quantization of Dirac field
in SdS spacetime. In Sec. III, we study the influence of the Hawking effect on genuine N-partite

entanglement in multi-event horizon spacetime. The last section is devoted to the summary.

II. QUANTIZATION OF DIRAC FIELD IN SDS SPACETIME

The SdS spacetime metric is the unique solution to Einstein’s field equations, including a posi-
tive cosmological constant A in (3+1)-spacetime dimensions [28]. The metric of the SdS spacetime
can be given as

ds® = — <1 A A—#)dﬁ + <1 A A—ﬁ) _1dr2 + 177 (d6* + sin® 0dg®). (1)
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We shall now introduce the horizon structure of the SdS spacetime, which is dependent on the
cosmological constant A. For a critical value of A = 1/(9M), the event horizon of the SdS
spacetime does not exist and the corresponding solution is represented as the naked singularity.

In the range 0 < A < A, the SAS spacetime has the black hole event horizon (BEH), the
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cosmological event horizon (CEH), and the unphysical event horizon for f(r) = 1— == — 5~ =

[32]. In this paper, we only consider the scope 0 < A < Ay along with the lapse function f(r)
that takes the form as

F) = i = 1) = re)(r + 7 + 7). @

Here, the expressions for the r; (BEH) and 7~ (CEH) in terms of the mass of the black hole and
the cosmological constant can be written as
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The surface gravities of the black hole and the expanding universe can both be denoted as

g= 2Otrolte—ry) - Alretrulre = re) @
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From the equation above, it becomes apparent that the surface gravity of the expanding universe
manifests as negative, attributed to the repulsive effects induced by A > 0. Because of ryg < 7¢,
we obtain kK > k¢, showing that the Hawking temperature of the expanding universe T = 5
is smaller than the Hawking temperature of the black hole Ty = ’;—I; [33-35].

To obtain the metric in the Kruskal coordinates, we introduce the tortoise coordinate, undergo-

ing transforms as y =t — r, and v = t + r,, wherein the tortoise coordinate is denoted by

1 1 1
ry==—In|——1|——In|l ——|+—In|— 1], (5)
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with 1y = —(ry + r¢) [36, 37]. Here, xy is the surface gravity of the unphysical horizon 7.

We need two Kruskal coordinate patches to get the non-singular coordinate mapping for the entire
SdS spacetime manifold through analytical continuation. The Kruskal coordinates are found to be
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Finally, the BEH and CEH description of the metric in terms of the Kruskal coordinate can be

expressed as
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Upon review, it was discovered that the SdS spacetime has two physical event horizons asso-
ciated with different local temperatures, meaning that they cannot reach thermal equilibrium. In
order to simplify the analysis, it is crucial to ensure that the system is in thermal equilibrium.
The thermal opaque membrane serves this purpose. By employing it, it becomes possible to ana-
lyze one horizon with another as the boundary in the multi-event horizon SdS spacetime [38, 39].
Therefore, the thermally opaque membrane divides region C' into two sub-regions, namely A and
B (C'= AU B) in Fig.1. In our model, we consider that the n observers located at the BEH can
detect the Hawking radiation at temperature 7, while the m observers situated at the CEH can
detect the Hawking radiation at temperature 7.

The massless Dirac equation can be specifically expressed in the following form [40]
[’Yaeau(au + Fu)]q) =0, )
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FIG. 1: The SdS spacetime with thermal opaque membrane.

where «* are the Dirac matrices and the four-vectors e," is the inverse of the tetrad e”,. Let’s
first consider the sub-region A and the causally disconnected region L, which faces the BEH in
Fig.1. The field quantization in the SdS spacetime can be performed in a similar way to the Unruh
effect [40—43], and we will not discuss it in detail here. Therefore, one can employ the black hole
mode and the Kruskal mode for the quantization of the Dirac field, respectively, and then get the
Bogoliubov transformations of the operators in SdS and Kruskal coordinates [40, 44]. According
to Bogoliubov transformations, the expressions for the Kruskal vacuum state and the excited state

in the black hole spacetime are found to be

|0, ) = cosr|04,0L) +sinr|la, 1),
|1KH> = |1AaOL>a (10)

1
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outside the event horizon and the antifermion inside the event horizon of the black hole, respec-

with cosr = . Here, |n4) and |n.) denote the number states corresponding to the fermion

tively. Similarly, the expressions of the Kruskal vacuum state and the excited state in the expanding

universe can be shown as

0k.) = coswl|0p,0r) +sinw|lp, 1g),
|1Kc> = |1B,OR>> (11)
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detect the modes of regions L and R.

with cosw = . Due to causal disconnection, the observer in the sub-region A or B cannot



III. GENUINE N-PARTITE ENTANGLEMENT IN SDS SPACETIME

If a state of the N-partite system is not biseparable, it is named a genuinely N-partite entan-
gled state. Here, we introduce the concurrence as a measure for genuine N-partite entanglement.
The density matrix for the X-state of the N-partite system in the Hilbert-space orthonormal bases

{]0,0,...,0),10,0,....,1),...,|1,1, ..., 1) } can be expressed as

My Cy
MQ CZ

Px = ) (12)
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with y = 2¥~1. The conditions > (M; + N;) = 1 and |C;| < /M, N show that the X-state py

is normalized and positive. Genuine N-partite concurrence can be denoted as
C(pX) :2max{0, |Cz| _:uz}vl: 1»7% (13)

where i = Z;#Z ./\/l]./\/’] [45]
In this paper, we initially consider an N-partite Greenberger-Horne-Zeilinger (GHZ) entangled

state with n Kruskal modes xy and m Kruskal modes x¢,

[W)1..v = a0, 02 .. 08 0L 02, .. 0%") (14)
1 2 n 1 2 m
+VI—a?1} 12 1 1k 12T,

Here, n (0 < n < N)and m (0 < m < N) satisfy the relationship n + m = N. To the Kruskal
observers, the quantum system consists of N modes. Next, we let the n modes be located at the
BEH in the sub-region A of C, and the m modes are located at the CEH in the sub-region B of C.
Due to the Hawking effects of the SdS spacetime, the additional n modes and m modes appear in

the region L and the region R in Fig.1, respectively. Using Eqs.(10) and (11), we can rewrite the



initial state of Eq.(14) as

1=1 =
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Since the sub-regions A and B are causally disconnected from the sub-regions L and R, we
should take the trace over physically inaccessible modes in the sub-regions L and R and then obtain

the density operator py as

PN = pa+px + i + B, (16)
with
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FIG. 2: Genuine N-partite entanglement C'(py ) as a function of the mass M of the black hole for different

n and m, where w = A = 1.

which we write in matrix form as

Ma Mx
PN = . ,
MX MB
in the 2% basis
{104, ..., 0%, 05, ...0%), [0, ..., 0%, 0k, .0~ 1), . 1Y, ..
1Y, 1%, 1, 1) )

The sub-matrixes M 4, M x, and M g are detailed in Appendix A.

(17)

n 1 m—1 m
A, 1B, -..1B 7OB>7

Employing Egs.(13) and (17), we obtain the genuine N-partite entanglement measured by the

concurrence as

C(pn) = 2cos™ r cos™ w max {O, av1l—a?— (271 — 1)a?sin™ rsin™ w}. (18)

From Eq.(18), it is easy to see that genuine N-partite entanglement depends not only on the initial

parameters «, n, and m, but also on the mass M of the black hole and the cosmological constant

A.
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FIG. 3: Genuine N-partite entanglement C'(py) and the Hawking temperature 7> of CEH as functions of

the cosmological constant A for different values of n and m, where M = 0.033 and w = 1.

In Fig.2, we plot genuine N-partite entanglement C'(py ) as a function of the mass M of the
black hole for different n and m. From Fig.2, we can observe that genuine N-partite entanglement
decreases monotonically with the decrease of the mass M of the black hole, meaning that the
Hawking effect of the black hole degenerates quantum entanglement. Note that genuine N-partite
entanglement recovers to initial value “2av/1 — a2” at the Nariai limit. This is because the two
event horizons do not exist in this limit. We find that genuine N-partite entanglement monoton-
ically decreases with increasing n, while it exhibits non-monotonic changes with increasing m.
Based on the Hawking temperature of the black hole 7 being greater than the Hawking tem-
perature of the expanding universe 7, it can be concluded that genuine N-partite entanglement
increases with the increase of m for a fixed initial total number of particles N. In other words, gen-
uine N-partite entanglement monotonically decreases as n increases for a fixed /N. This conclusion
is also supported by Fig.2 (c) and (d).

Fig.3 (a)-(c) shows how the cosmological constant A influences genuine N-partite entangle-

ment C'(py). From Fig.3 (d), we see that the Hawking temperature T of CEH changes non-



monotonically with A. We find that the Hawking effect of the expanding universe can enhance
genuine N-partite entanglement, while the Hawking effect of the black hole only destroys gen-
uine N-partite entanglement in the multi-event horizon spacetime. This results are different from
the property of multipartite entanglement in the single-event horizon spacetime [8-20]. Fig.3
(a)-(c) again shows that genuine N-partite entanglement is a decreasing function with n and a

non-monotonic function with m.

IV. CONCLUTIONS

In this paper, we have studied the effect of the Hawking effect of the Schwarzschild-de Sitter
(SdS) spacetime on genuine N-partite entanglement of massless Dirac fields shared by n observers
near BEH and m (n + m = N) observers near CEH. We obtain the general analytical expression
of genuine N-partite entanglement for any n and m in the multi-event horizon spacetime. We find
that the Hawking effect of the black hole can only degenerate genuine N-partite entanglement,
while the Hawking effect of the expanding universe can enhance it. However, the Hawking ef-
fect of the single-event horizon spacetime destroys multipartite entanglement [8—20]. This finding
can contribute to a better understanding of the Hawking effect in multi-event horizon spacetime.
This is because the Hawking effect of the black holes and the Hawking effect of the expanding
universe have different influences on genuine N-partite entanglement. Since the Hawking tem-
perature of the black hole is bigger than the Hawking temperature of the expanding universe,
genuine N-partite entanglement increases with the increase of m for a fixed initial parameter V.
These conclusions demonstrate the observer-dependent nature of genuine N-partite entanglement
in the multi-event horizon spacetime and guide multipartite entanglement to deal with relativistic

quantum information tasks.
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Appendix A: Sub-matrixes M 4, M x, and M p

By analyzing Eqs.(16) and (17), we find that the matrix py is 2V x 2V dimensions, and the
sub-matrixes M 4, M x, and Mpg are 2V~ x 2¥~1 dimensions. First, the sub-density operator

pa corresponds to sub-matrix M 4 in the basis

1 n 1 m 1 n 1 m—1 1m 1 2 n 1 m—1 Am
{104, ..., 0%, 05, ...0%), |04, ..., %, 05,...0% ATy |0, 15, - lg, .1 L0,

|04, 1%, .., 1%, 15, .. 1)),

12



where the base corresponding to the element a2 cos?™ % rsin® r cos®™~7) wsin® w include i

GﬁlA” andj ‘61B59,
2m

1 n 0l m 1 n 0l m| . 2 2n
104, ...,0%, 05, ...05) (04, ..., 0%, 05, .05 | : & cos™ r cos™™ w,

0%, ...,0%, 0L, .0m~t1my (0L, ..., 0%, 0%, ...0m 11| : a? cos™ 7 cos®™ M wsin® w, ...,

1 2 n 1 m—1 om 1 2 n 1 m—1 nm| . .2 2 . 2(n—1 2
04,17, . 1%, 1, 1m0y (04,13, ., 1%, 1%, . 171 07« a? cos? rsin® ™Y 7 cos? w x
sin?™ =, |04, 12, .., 1%, 1k, 104, 13, ., 1%, 1, 1]« a® cos? rsin®" D r sin®™ .

Therefore, the sub-matrix M 4 can be written as
cos?™ r cos?™ w
) cos?™ r cos? ™1  sin? w
MA =« . (Al)
cos? rsin? =Y rgin®™ w

Second, the sub-density operator px corresponds to sub-matrix M x that can be easily written as
cos™ rcos™ w
Mx = avl—a? . (A2)

0

Finally, the sub-density operator pg can be demonstrated as sub-matrix M g that corresponds to

elements
1 2 n 1 m 1 2 n 1 m| .
|1 70A7"'7 A’OB7"'7OB><1 70A7"‘7 A7OB7"’7OB| .p2N71+1
1 N2 n 1 m—1 1m 1 02 n 1 m—1 1m| .
|1 70A7"'7 A’OB7"'7OB 71B><1 70A7"'7 A’OB7"'7OB 71B| . p2N71+27"’7
1 n 1 m—1 om 1 n 1 m—1 m| .
|1 ""’]'A’ 1B""’ 1B ’OB><1 ""’]'A’]'B"“’]'B ’OB| . p2N_1,
1 n 1 m 1 n 1 m| .
|1A7"'7 A’lB7"'1B><1A7"'7 A,1B71B‘ . p2N7
where
PoN-141 = cos?™ V) rsin? r cos®™ w, PoN-149 = cos?™ Y rsin? r cos?™ V) w sin® w,

2 2 2(m—1) 2 52

pon_1 = o sin®" r cos® w sin w, pov = a?sin® rsin®™w + 1 — o
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Then, the sub-matrix M g can be expressed as

Mp

PaN-141

PoN-149

P2N 1

Pan

14
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