
Gravity induced entanglement of multiple massive particles with

large spin

Kai Li 1,2,∗ Yi Ling 1,2,† and Zhangping Yu 1,2‡

1Institute of High Energy Physics, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049, China

2 School of Physics, University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049, China

Abstract

We investigate the generation rate of the quantum entanglement in a system composed of multiple

massive particles with large spin, where the mass of a single particle can be split into multiple

trajectories by a generalized Stern-Gerlach interferometer. Taking the coherent spin states (CSS)

as the initial state and considering the gravitational interaction due to Newtonian potential, we

compute the generation rate of the entanglement for different configurations of the setup. Explicitly,

the optimal polar angles of the spin are found numerically for systems with three and four particles,

respectively. We conclude that the amount of the entanglement increases with the number of

particles as well as the spin, and the configuration of the prism with a particle at the center

generates the best rate of the entanglement.
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I. INTRODUCTION

One of the most fundamental problems in modern physics is to diagnose whether the na-

ture of gravity is quantum or classical. Without doubt, the answer would provide significant

implications for our understanding of the structure of spacetime and the universe. Unfor-

tunately, the direct detection of quantum effects of gravity remains a formidable challenge

due to the extreme weakness of the gravitational interaction relative to other fundamental

forces. The naive estimation indicates that the energy level sensitive to the quantum effects

of gravity is far beyond the current capability of experiments. Nevertheless, recently a novel

strategy based on quantum entanglement has been proposed to experimentally test whether

gravity acts as a quantum entity at low energy level [1, 2]. The key idea is to consider two

massive particles in the superposition states of position, which can be generated by two

Stern-Gerlach (SG) devices. Suppose initially the system starts in a product state, and dur-

ing the evolution, these two particles interact with each other solely through gravitational

interaction. If quantum entanglement is generated in the final state through this interaction,

then gravity, as the exclusive medium between the two particles, must be quantum, as Local

Operations and Classical Communication (LOCC) [3] cannot generate entanglement from

product states. This approach is referred to as “quantum gravity-induced entanglement of

masses (QGEM)”. Subsequently, this strategy has been employed to investigate relevant

problems, including testing the discreteness of time [4], seeking evidence for quantum super-

position of geometries [5], testing gravity-induced reduction of quantum states [6], probing

massless and massive gravitons [7], and validating the weak equivalence principle [8]. Ad-

ditional relevant work on this topic can be found in the literature [9–14]. Furthermore,

inspired by this strategy, alternative strategies have been proposed for testing the nature

of gravity at low energy level, such as the exploration by BEC [6], non-Gaussianity [15],

spacetime diffusion [16], and LOCC but without entanglement [17].

The main challenge in implementing this scheme experimentally is to sustain massive

particles in a position superposition for long enough to generate detectable entanglement.

Preparing the superposition state for a large massive particle is inherently difficult. More-

over, the gravitational effects from both the environment and the particles themselves can

lead to decoherence [18–22]. Given the difficulty of extending the lifetime of superposition

states, another feasible approach is to increase the generation rate of entanglement such that
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the entanglement becomes large enough to be detected within the lifetime of the particles in

superposition states. With this success then one may further relax the requirement on the

particle mass and thus make the experiment more feasible. To this end, numerous attempts

have been made to enhance the generation rate of entanglement. In Ref.[23], it is found

that the entanglement entropy could be increased if the relative position of the particles is

rearranged from a linear configuration to a parallel configuration. The setup of multiple

particles with different configurations has been explored in Refs.[24] and [25]. Furthermore,

it is proposed in Ref.[26] to add a classical macroscopic particle as a mediator to enhance

gravitational interaction, while in Ref.[27] it is proposed to apply a Casimir shield to reduce

the spacing between particles. Other improvements on the measurement can be found in

Refs.[28–33].

Increasing the number of particles N is an effective way to enhance the generation rate

of entanglement. It is found in Ref.[25] that the prism configuration with a particle at

the center achieves the fastest rate of entanglement generation. Furthermore, utilizing the

configuration with seven particles requires only half of the time to reach the same amount

of entanglement as the configuration with three particles. Recently, an alternative way has

been proposed to enhance the entanglement by considering particles with large spins [34].

In the original QGEM configuration, spin 1/2 particles are considered. Since the maximal

entanglement is limited by the dimension of the Hilbert space, the amount of entanglement

entropy is bounded by ln 2. However, if particles with spin j are employed, the upper bound

of entanglement increases to ln(2j + 1). The entanglement of two particles with large spin

has been investigated in Ref.[34], indicating that large spins can significantly enhance both

the entanglement generation rate and the maximal value of entanglement. Inspired by

the above work, we intend to investigate the rate of entanglement generation in the case

of multiple particles with large spins. We will consider the system consisting of multiple

particles with large spin, and figure out all the possible configurations for the setup, and

then compute the generation rate of the entanglement for different configurations. Explicitly,

the optimal polar angles of the spin are found numerically for the systems with three and four

particles, respectively. By the above analysis we find that the amount of the entanglement

increases with the number of particles as well as the spin, and the configuration of the prism

with a particle at the center generates the best rate of the entanglement.

The paper is organized as follows. The general setup for multiple massive particles with
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large spin is presented in the next section, with details on the evolution of the system driven

by the gravitational potential. The generation rate of entanglement for the system with three

particles is investigated in Section three. We numerically compute the entanglement entropy

for the system up to j = 5 and figure out the optimal polar angles of the spin. It turns

out that the rate of entanglement generation is significantly improved in comparison with

the system with two particles. In Section four we numerically compute the entanglement

entropy for the system with four particles up to j = 2, and the rules for obtaining the

optimal polar angles of the spin are obtained. Our conclusions and discussions are given in

the last Section.

II. THE GENERAL SETUP FOR MULTIPLE MASSIVE PARTICLES WITH

LARGE SPIN

In this section, we present the general setup for multiple massive particles with large spin.

We begin by introducing the superposition state for a particle with spin j, which may be

intuitively described by 2j+1 semiclassical trajectories generated by the Generalized Stern-

Gerlach (CSG) interferometer, as proposed in [34]. Then we consider a system consisting of

multiple particles, each with 2j + 1 semiclassical trajectories, interacting with one another

through Newtonian potential. We outline the logic line for the computation of entanglement

entropy between one specified particle with the other particles in this system, which serves

as the basis for witnessing gravity-induced entanglement in QGEM experiment.

The generalized Stern-Gerlach interferometer, which splits the mass with spin j into 2j+1

trajectories, was firstly explored in Ref.[34]. The protocol of the process can be described

as follows:

(1) Initial State Preparation: The initial state is prepared as a tensor product of spin

state and position state: |ψ(t = 0)⟩ = |ψS⟩ ⊗ |ψx⟩ =

(
j∑

m=−j

cm |m⟩

)
⊗ |0⟩, where |ψS⟩ is a

specific spin state, and cm are the coefficients in the Dicke basis {|j,m⟩} with m ∈ [−j, j],

and |ψx⟩ = |0⟩ represents the position ground state. The specific spin state |ψS⟩ can be

created by applying secondary magnetic fields to the spin ground state |m = −j⟩. Three

families of spin states are discussed in Ref.[34]: Coherent Spin States (CSS), a superposition

of CSS, and Squeezed Spin States (SSS). It was found that there was no significant difference

between using the last two families of spin states and using the first one; thus, for simplicity,
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we utilize Coherent Spin States (CSS) in this paper. A CSS is defined as the state resulting

from an arbitrary rotation of the spin ground state |−j⟩, and for the CSS state with a

specific direction,

|ψCSS⟩ = |ϕ, θ⟩ := N eµJ− |−j⟩

= N
j∑

m=−j

µj+m

√
2j!

(j +m)!(j −m)!
, (1)

where N =
(
1− |µ|2

)−j
is the normalization factor with µ = eiϕ tan θ/2, and ϕ, θ are

understood as the phase in the xy-plane and the azimuth angle with respect to the z-axis,

respectively.

(2) Splitting Process: The splitting process is described by a Hamiltonian

H = h̄ωMa
†a− h̄gJz

(
a+ a†

)
, (2)

where ωM is the frequency of the quantum harmonic oscillator in which the mass is trapped,

and the coupling constant g between spin and position for the mass M is given by

g = g̃µB

√
1

2h̄MωM

(∂xB) , (3)

where µB is the Bohr magneton and g̃ is the Lande g-factor. The derivation of the time

evolution can be found in Appendix B of Ref.[34], and the the quantum state at time t is

given by

|ψ(t)⟩ =
j∑

m=−j

cme
i g2

ω2
M

m2(ωM t−sin(ωM t))
|m⟩ ⊗ |αm(t)⟩ , (4)

where the position coherent state is given by

αm(t) = m
g

ωM

(
1− e−iωM t

)
. (5)

The maximal displacement between adjacent trajectories is achieved when ts = π/ωM , and

the splitting

∆x := ⟨xm+1(ts)⟩ − ⟨xm(ts)⟩ = 2

√
2h̄

MωM

g

ωM

(6)

is independent of m, where ⟨xm(ts)⟩ = ⟨αm(ts)|X|αm(ts)⟩ is the position of the m-th tra-

jectory. At the time ts, the state is given by

|ψ (ts)⟩ =
j∑

m=−j

cme
iπ g2

ω2
M

m2

|m⟩ ⊗ |αm = m∆x⟩ . (7)
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(3) Recombination and Measurements: After the interaction, 2j + 1 trajectories can be

recombined through the inverse process of splitting, and the final state is given by

|ψ (2ts)⟩ =

(
j∑

m=−j

cme
i2π g2

ω2
M

m2

|m⟩

)
⊗ |0⟩. (8)

The spatial degrees of freedom and spin degrees of freedom of the final state are separated

after recombination, allowing for general spin measurements to be performed on the spin

component embedded in the mass.

Next we consider a system composed of N massive particles with identical spin j inter-

acting via gravity due to Newtonian potential, each of which splits into 2j + 1 trajectories.

The initial state of the system is given by |Ψ(ts)⟩ =
N∏
i=1

⊗ |ψi(ts)⟩, where

|ψi(ts)⟩ =
j∑

m=−j

cm(ϕi, θi)e
iπ g2

ω2
M

m2

|m⟩ ⊗ |xi(m)⟩ . (9)

xi(m) is the position of the i-th particle along the m-th trajectory, and its specific value

depends on the configuration of arranging N particles. In this paper, we will consider

several different configurations. Note that each particle is created by splitting an initial state

|ψi(t = 0)⟩ = |ψCSS⟩ ⊗ |(x0)i⟩, but the orientation of the CSS can be different. However,

it can be seen from Eq.(1) that ϕi only contributes an overall phase factor, which does not

affect the calculation of entanglement entropy. Therefore, without loss of generality, we set

ϕi = 0, for i = 1, . . . , N .

The evolution of the system is described by the Hamiltonian

Ĥ =
∑

1≤k<l≤N

V̂kl, (10)

where V̂kl is the gravitational potential between the k-th particle and the l-th particle, and

(
V̂kl

)
m,n

= − GM2

R (xk(m), xl(n))
, (11)

where R(xk(m), xl(n)) is the distance between the k-th particle along the m-th trajectory

and the l-th particle along the n-th trajectory, withm,n ∈ [−j, j]. For various configurations

under consideration, we present the specific expressions for R(xk(m), xl(n)) in Appendix A.
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It is straightforward to obtain the state of the system after t seconds of interaction:

|Ψ(ts + t)⟩ = e−iĤt |Ψ(ts)⟩

=

j∑
m1,...,mN=−j

[(
N∏
i=1

cmi
(θi)

)
e
iπ g2

ω2
M
(
∑N

i=1 m
2
i )−iϕm1...mN

t

N∏
i=1

(|mi⟩ ⊗ |xi(mi)⟩)

]
, (12)

where the phase ϕ is determined by the Newtonian potential as

ϕm1...mN
= −

∑
1≤k<l≤N

Gm2

R(xk(mi), xl(mj))
. (13)

After the recombination process, the final state is given by

|Ψ(2ts + t)⟩ =

[
j∑

m1,...,mN=−j

(
N∏
i=1

cmi
(θi)

)
e
iπ g2

ω2
M
(
∑N

i=1 m
2
i )−iϕm1...mN

t
N∏
i=1

|mi⟩

]

⊗
N∏
i=1

|(x0)i⟩ . (14)

Since the spatial degrees of freedom and spin degrees of freedom are separated, we only

need to consider the entanglement between the spins of the particles when calculating the

entanglement entropy.

Once the final state is obtained, the entanglement between particle i and the other par-

ticles can be measured by von Neumann entropy:

Si = S(ρi) = −Tr (ρi ln ρi) = −
∑
j

λj lnλj, (15)

where ρi = Tr1,··· ,̂i,··· ,N(ρ) is the reduced density matrix of the particle i, and λj are the

eigenvalues of ρi.

III. THE GRAVITY INDUCED ENTANGLEMENT IN THE SYSTEM WITH

THREE PARTICLES WITH LARGE SPIN

In this section we investigate the generation rate of entanglement for the system composed

of three massive particles with spin j. Due to the symmetry, the distinct configurations of

arranging these three large-spin particles are illustrated in Figure (1), which include the
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(a) Linear

(b) Parallel (c) Prism

(d) Star (e) Polygon

FIG. 1: The allowable configurations for the system consisting of three particles with large

spins.

Linear, Polygon, Star, Prism, and Parallel configurations[25]. In the case of j = 1/2, it is

found in [25] that both the Parallel and Prism configurations exhibit the fastest entangle-

ment generation rates compared to other configurations shown in Fig. (1). Here we extend

the study for large spin.

For an N -particle system, there are N parameters θi, where i = 1, . . . , N . We need to

optimize the polar angles θi, as these have a more significant effect on the entanglement

generation. Given the complexity of the problem, an analytical approach is challenging;

thus, we employ a numerical grid search method to figure out the optimal values of θi that

maximize the entanglement entropy.
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To compare with the results in previous work on two-particle system of large spins [34],

we adopt the experimental configuration proposed in [1], with the following specification for

parameters: interaction time τ = 2 s, particle mass Mi ≈ 10−14 kg, and spatial separation

∆x ≈ 250µm. Additionally, the effects of Casimir screening [27] are incorporated, which

reduces the separation between particles to ∆s = 50µm.

TABLE I: The optimal angles for the maximal entropy with N = 3

Setup S(t = 2s) θA θB θC Rules

Linear (j=2) 0.540 2.31/∼ 0.83/2.31 ∼/0.83
θA + θB = π

or

θB + θC = π

Linear (j=5) 0.538 2.61/∼ 0.53/2.61 ∼/0.53

Polygon (j=2) 0.566 ∼/0.83 0.83/2.31 2.31/∼

Polygon (j=5) 0.563 ∼/0.53 0.53/2.61 2.61/∼

Star (j=2) 0.653 0.83 0.83 0.83
θA = θB = θC

Star (j=5) 0.655 0.53 0.53 0.53

Prism/Parallel (j=2) 1.367 1.97/1.17 1.57 1.17/1.97 θB = π
2

θA + θC = πPrism/Parallel (j=5) 1.647 1.80/1.34 1.57 1.34/1.80

The numerical results for the optimal values of θi are summarized in Table (I). For clarity,

we present the results for j = 2 and j = 5 here, while the detailed data for other values of j

are provided in Appendix B. The symbol “∼” in the table indicates that the corresponding

angle can take any value in the range [0, π]. The von Neumann entropy, S2, is evaluated

at the time t = 2 s. From this table, we observe that the maximal entropy increases with

the spin indeed, thus the larger spin is beneficial to the entanglement generation. Moreover,

given the spin j, the maximal entropy for the system with three particles is greater than

that for the system with two particles at the same evolution time [34], thus adding more

particles is also beneficial to the entanglement generation.

From Table (I), we notice that the pattern of the optimal θi for the Linear and Polygon

configurations is quite similar. In both cases, the maximal entanglement entropy appears

when θA + θB = π or θB + θC = π, and the remaining angle, θC or θA, has a relatively small

effect on the result. For the Star configuration, the maximum of entropy is achieved when

θA = θB = θC . As the value of j increases, the optimal θi gradually decreases. Furthermore,

for the three-particle case, we find that the optimal θi and the maximal entropy are identical
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for both the Parallel and Prism configurations. The optimal θi for these configurations

satisfies θA + θC = π and θB = π/2. Notably, the Prism/Parallel configuration achieves the

largest entanglement entropy among all the configurations considered. This conclusion is

the same as that found in the case of j = 1/2, but the amount of entanglement entropy has

been greatly enhanced with the increase of spin j.

Next, to explicitly demonstrate the change of the entanglement entropy with the angles

θi, we perform a contour plot for the entanglement entropy on (θA, θC) plane for different

configurations in Fig. (2), where θB is fixed to be the value presented in Table (I). From

this figure, it is evident that given the spin j, the Prism/Parallel configuration yields the

largest entanglement entropy. On the other hand, for a given configuration, one finds that

the region with relatively large entropy becomes narrow with the increase of spin j, while

simultaneously the maximum of entropy becomes larger indeed. This indicates that larger

spins enhance the entanglement capability of the system, thereby improving its ability to

generate and sustain quantum entanglement.
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FIG. 2: The contour plot for the entanglement entropy over (θA, θC) plane for different

configurations with three particles at t = 2s. The specific configuration is labeled on the

top of each subfigure.

Next we examine the effect of θB on the entanglement entropy for the Prism/Parallel

configuration, as illustrated in Fig. (3). It is evident that given the spin j, when θB deviates
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FIG. 3: The contour plot for the entanglement entropy over (θA, θC) plane for different

values of θB in the Prism/Parallel configuration with three particles at t = 2s.

from π/2, the entropy decreases rapidly. Specifically, when θB = 0 or θB = π, particle B is

no longer entangled with the other two particles. On the other hand, as the spin j increases,

the reduction of entropy becomes less pronounced. In addition, we notice that there exists

a symmetry between the cases of θB and π − θB, demonstrating the inherent symmetry of

the system with respect to θB.

Now we turn to discuss the time evolution of the entanglement entropy for different con-

figurations and different spins. The results are presented in Fig. (4), while the complete

period is illustrated in Appendix B. Fig. (4a) presents the evolution of the entanglement

entropy for five distinct configurations with spin j = 2 (dashed lines) and j = 5 (solid lines),

while Fig. (4b) compares the evolution of entropy for the system with two particles and the

system with three particles. As observed in Fig. (4a), for a given spin, the Prism/Parallel

configuration consistently exhibits the highest entanglement entropy among all the configu-

rations analyzed. Fig. (4b) further highlights that the entanglement entropy of the system

with two particles (represented by the dashed baby blue curve) is notably lower than that of

the system with three particles with the same spin (depicted by the solid blue curve). This

indicates that increasing the number of particles significantly enhances the entanglement

entropy.
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FIG. 4: The evolution of the entanglement entropy for various configurations and spins.

IV. THE GRAVITY INDUCED ENTANGLEMENT IN THE SYSTEM WITH

FOUR PARTICLES WITH LARGE SPIN

In this section, we focus on the system with four particles with large spin (N = 4). Unlike

the previous section, we restrict our analysis to the Parallel and Prism configurations for

four particles, as these configurations exhibit the highest efficiency of entanglement gener-

ation. For the Prism configuration with N = 4, there are two possible configurations, as

discussed in [25]. Now extending to particles with large spin, we illustrate the configurations

in Fig. (5), corresponding to Parallel, Prism with center, and Prism, respectively.

Similar to the case of three particles, we perform a numerical scan over four parameters

θi to figure out the optimal combination that maximizes the entanglement entropy. Since

the computational resources will increase exponentially with the number of particles, in

this section we only analyze the cases with spin up to j = 2. The detailed results and

corresponding rules are summarized in Table (II). From this table, one notices that for

smaller spin values, such as j = 1/2 and j = 1, the optimal value for all θi is π/2. As a

matter of fact, this rule also holds for all configurations with three particles, except for the

Star configuration, as shown in Appendix B.

For j = 2, the Parallel and Prism configurations follow the same rules, namely θA+θC =

π and θB = θD = π/2. Additionally, we show that θB, θC , and θD in the Prism with center

configuration exhibit cyclic symmetry. To express this symmetry concisely, we adopt the
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(a) Parallel (b) Prism with center (c) Prism

FIG. 5: Three typical configurations for the system consisting of four particles with large

spins.

notation “(, )” to denote the symmetry of permutation.

TABLE II: The optimal angles for the maximal entropy with N = 4

Setup S(t = 2s) θA θB θC θD Rules

Parallel (j=1/2) 0.683 1.57 1.57 1.57 1.57

θA = θB = θC = θD =
π

2

Prism (j=1/2) 0.692 1.57 1.57 1.57 1.57

Prism with center (j=1/2) 0.689 1.57 1.57 1.57 1.57

Parallel (j=1) 1.036 1.57 1.57 1.57 1.57

Prism (j=1) 1.038 1.57 1.57 1.57 1.57

Prism with center (j=1) 1.039 1.57 1.57 1.57 1.57

Parallel (j=2) 1.377 1.15/1.99 1.57 1.99/1.15 1.57 θA + θC = π

θB = θD = π
2Prism (j=2) 1.387 1.11/2.03 1.57 2.03/1.11 1.57

Prism with center (j=2) 1.399 1.57 (1.03,1.57,2.11)

θA = π
2

θB + θC + θD = 3π
2

θi =
π
2 , (i = B or C or D)

It is also worth emphasizing that for j = 2, the values of θA and θC in the Parallel and

Prism configurations with four particles are slightly different, whereas they are identical for

the case of three particles, as presented in Table (I).

Next, we focus on the Prism with center configuration and examine the behavior of the
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FIG. 6: The contour plot for the entanglement entropy over (θC , θD) plane for the

Prism with center configuration with four particles with j = 2 at t = 2s.

entanglement entropy on (θC , θD) plane with fixed angles θA and θB, as illustrated in Fig.

(6). It is evident that when θA deviates from π/2, the entropy decreases significantly. For

instance, in the middle column of Fig. (6), where θA varies from π/4, to π/2, and then

to 3π/4, the color transitions from blue to purple and then back to blue, demonstrating

a marked decline in entropy as θA departs from π/2. Furthermore, when θA = θB =

π/2, variations in θC and θD have a negligible effect on the entropy. This indicates that

the remaining angles play a minor role in altering the entanglement entropy under these

conditions. Additionally, with θA fixed, changes in θB exert only a minor influence on the

entropy, as evident in any row of Fig. (6). In addition, the results for the cases (θA, θB)

and (π − θA, π − θB) exhibit a strong symmetry. This symmetry arises naturally from the
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geometric symmetry of the Prism with center configuration.

Finally, we are concerned with the time evolution of the entanglement entropy for different

configurations of the system with four particles, as shown in Fig. (7), while the complete

period is illustrated in Appendix B. From Fig. (7a), it is evident that given the same spin j,

the Prism with center configuration achieves the largest entanglement entropy among all

the configurations. Moreover, as the spin increases, the maximum entropy attained by this

configuration also increases.

Fig. (7b) reveals that even for large spin values, increasing the number of particles leads

to an increase in both the maximum entanglement entropy and the entropy generation rate.

Notably, the increment in maximum entropy from N = 2 to N = 3 is larger than that from

N = 3 to N = 4, although the entropy generation rate continues to increase consistently

across all cases.

0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00 1.25 1.50 1.75 2.00

t/s

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2

1.4

S

Prism (N=3+1) J=0.5

Prism (N=4) J=0.5

Parallel (N=4) J=0.5

Prism (N=3+1) J=1

Prism (N=4) J=1

Parallel (N=4) J=1

Prism (N=3+1) J=2

Prism (N=4) J=2

Parallel (N=4) J=2
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FIG. 7: Time evolution of the entanglement entropy for various configurations and particle

numbers.

V. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

In this paper we have investigated the gravity induced entanglement entropy in a system

with multiple massive particles with large spin, which could be viewed as an improvement

of the work in [25, 34]. Specifically, we have computed the entanglement entropy for the
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system with three and four particles, respectively, and figured out the optimal angles for the

maximal entropy for all the allowable configurations with symmetry up to spin j = 5 for

N = 3 and j = 2 for N = 4. The results have revealed that with the increase of the particle

number and their spins, both the amount of the entanglement entropy and its generation

rate may be greatly improved. Specifically, the entanglement entropy for j = 2 reported in

the original work [34] reaches its maximum value at approximately t ≈ 2.3 s. In contrast, in

our work, the entanglement entropy for j = 2 achieves the same maximum value at t ≈ 1.6 s

for the Prism/Parallel setup with N = 3, and at t ≈ 1.2 s for the Prism with center

setup with N = 4. Notably, the time t ≈ 1.2 s required in the latter configuration is

nearly half of the t ≈ 2.3 s reported in [34]. This demonstrates the increased efficiency

of the Prism with center setup, particularly for higher particle numbers, in reaching the

maximal entanglement entropy within a significantly shorter time frame. Alternatively, if the

decoherence-preserving time remains to be fixed at 2.3 seconds, the requirement for the mass

of the matter wave could be relaxed from 10−14 kg to a smaller value. This relaxation would

significantly simplify the experimental implementation, making the setup more feasible under

current technological constraints. In particular, the configuration of the prism with a particle

at the center would provide the best efficiency for the entropy generation and this conclusion

is the same as that obtained in [25] for particles with half spin. In contrast to the work

in [25], here we have found that the increase of particle spin is beneficial to the generation

of the entanglement entropy. On the other hand, in comparison with the work in [34], we

have found that the increase of the number of particles is also beneficial to the generation

of entanglement entropy.

Decoherence is a critical factor that must be carefully considered in QGEM experiments.

On one hand, Ref.[24, 25] suggests that setups with a greater number of particles are more

resilient to decoherence. On the other hand, following the analysis on decoherence in [34],

while the dependency on the superposition distance in the long-wavelength limit leads to

easier decoherence for larger spins, at shorter wavelengths, a larger superposition does not

impact decoherence. It is relatively straightforward to eliminate long-wavelength interference

caused by black-body noise in experiments, whereas mitigating short-wavelength interference

presents a greater experimental challenge. Therefore, we believe that our setup exhibits

greater resilience to decoherence.

The experimental realization of the superposition states involving massive particles re-
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mains a significant challenge in contemporary physics. This difficulty arises primarily due

to the intricate requirements for isolating such systems from environmental interactions

and ensuring precise control over their quantum states. Furthermore, addressing and mit-

igating the effects of decoherence, which can rapidly degrade the coherence of quantum

superpositions, demands further investigation and the development of advanced techniques.

Achieving robust superposition states for massive particles will require substantial efforts in

both experimental innovation and theoretical advancements.
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Appendix A: Distance of different configurations

In this appendix we present the expressions for R(xk(m), xl(n)) in various configurations.

Without loss of generality, we assume 1 ≤ k < l ≤ N , where N is the number of particles.

For prism with center configuration, the particle at the center is regarded as the 0-th particle.

Note that m and n take values from −j to j, so the m-th (or n-th) trajectory actually refers

to the (m+ j)-th (or (n+ j)-th) trajectory.

R(Linear)(xk(m), xl(n)) = (l − k)(∆s+ 2j∆x) + (n−m)∆x, (A1)

R(Parallel)(xk(m), xl(n)) =

√
[(l − k)∆s]2 + [(n−m)∆x]2, (A2)

R(Prism)(xk(m), xl(n)) =

√√√√[∆ssin ((l − k) π
N

)
sin π

N

]2
+ [(n−m)∆x]2, (A3)

R(Prism with center)(x0(m), xl(n)) =

√
(∆s)2 + [(n−m)∆x]2, (A4)

R(Prism with center)(xk(m), xl(n)) =

√√√√[2∆s sin π

N

sin
(
(l − k) π

N

)
sin π

n

]2
+ [(n−m)∆x]2, (A5)

R(Star)(xk(m), xl(n)) =

√
a2 + b2 − 2ab cos

(
(l − k)

2π

N

)
, (A6)

R(Polygon)(xk(m), xl(n)) = 2L sin
[
(l − k)

π

N
+ (n−m)θ

]
, (A7)

where a = ∆s
2 sin(π/N)

+(m+j)∆x, b = ∆s
2 sin(π/N)

+(n+j)∆x, L =
√

∆s2+2∆s(2j∆x) cos(π/N)+(2j∆x)2

4 sin2(π/N)
,

and θ = arcsin(j∆x/L).

Appendix B: Detailed data

The optimal angles for three particles (N = 3) with additional j values are summarized

in Table (III). From the table, it can be observed that for the Linear and Polygon configu-

rations, the rules vary with different spin j. In contrast, for the Star and Prism/Parallel

configurations, the rules remain unchanged.

Furthermore, the complete periods of the evolution process for two, three, and four par-

ticles are presented in Fig. (8) and Fig. (9). From these plots, it is observed that for j = 1
2
,

the period is approximately 3 s regardless of the number of particles. Similarly, for j > 1
2
,

the period is approximately 6 s, independent of both the particle number and the value of
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TABLE III: The optimal angles for the maximal entropy with N = 3 for other j values

Setup S(t = 2s) θA θB θC Rules

Linear (j=1/2) 0.638 1.57 1.57 1.57

θA = θB = θC = π
2

Polygon (j=1/2) 0.638 1.57 1.57 1.57

Star (j=1/2) 0.640 1.57 1.57 1.57

Prism/Parallel (j=1/2) 0.673 1.57 1.57 1.57

Prism/Parallel (j=1) 1.034 1.57 1.57 1.57

Linear (j=1) 0.802 1.15/1.99 1.57 1.99/1.15 θB = π
2

θA + θC = πPolygon (j=1) 0.843 1.15/1.99 1.57 1.99/1.15

Linear (j=3/2) 0.588 0.95/2.19 1.16/1.98 2.19/0.95
θA + θC = π

Polygon (j=3/2) 0.615 0.95/2.19 1.16/1.98 2.19/0.95

Star (j=1) 0.649 1.15 1.15 1.15

θA = θB = θCStar (j=3/2) 0.652 0.95 0.95 0.95

Star (j=5) 0.655 0.53 0.53 0.53

Prism/Parallel (j=3/2) 1.237 1.89/1.25 1.57 1.25/1.89
θB = π

2

θA + θC = π
Prism/Parallel (j=3) 1.515 1.90/1.24 1.57 1.24/1.90

Prism/Parallel (j=4) 1.598 1.85/1.29 1.57 1.29/1.85

the spin.
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FIG. 8: Time evolution for longer time of the von Neumann entanglement entropy with

three particles for various configurations and spins.
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FIG. 9: Time evolution of the von Neumann entanglement entropy for longer time for

various configurations and particle numbers.
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