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We optimize a quantum walk of multiple fermions following aespch in a spin chain to generate near ideal
resources for quantum networking. We first prove an usetbrisgm mapping the correlations evolved from
specific quenches to the apparently unrelated problem aftgmastate transfer between distinct spins. This
mapping is then exploited to optimize the dynamics and predarge amounts of entanglement distributed in
very special ways. Two applications are considered: thelsameous generation of many Bell states between
pairs of distant spins (maximal block entropy), or high egtament between the ends of an arbitrarily long
chain (distance-independent entanglement). Thanks tgeherality of the result, we study its implementation
in different experimental setups using present technology: NMRraps and ultracold atoms in optical lattices.

I. INTRODUCTION activities. Multiparticle quantum walks have recently lgat
ered exceptional interest [35] fueled largely by thefiire
Piency of the classical simulation of many-boson quantum

guantum registers through teleportation [1]. Therefohe, t \;V?Lkrintii(r’]]'hgheir?p';ggg;nS\geﬂfgnsdgizﬁaneggrgggp:?ngo_
generation and distribution of entanglement over distance pping ' q 9 y

long enough to link separated quantum units on a chip is bef_ermlon guantum walk. Many-fermion quantum walks, on the

coming topicall[27]. In parallel, the spregdowth of entan- Otheerrnri]ar:ldr;a(i:\?e:ll b:‘?;;?nneﬂ{hzml,:(l)agzdo;:lnajzg\?g%tgwe] t:) S?Jan-
glement from unentangled states due to a quench has beco ugm infgrmation yrocessin In that respect, what wg fin@?]er
a topic of great interest in condensed matter, both theoretlIS interestin —tr?e man fgfmion uan?um ;/valk can still gen-
cally [8-+22] and experimentally [23, 24]. Could it be used 9 y on quar 9

. S ; erate resources for quantum information tasks, and proauce
for the practical purpose of connecting quantum regises's, maximal amount of entanglement. Another subject of high ex-
pecially in view of its experimental viability [23-25]? Ti 9 : ) 9

is largely unexplored as the entanglement generated in typgergﬁlg:]alrérgefsft;]t h%i?r\?v%?korsqzﬂgém;;:aeIat';i’?_a
ical quenches is between blocks andhit arranged in the d rpigrriiapid gp

special form of a high entanglement between individual Spinb|||t|es to take these studies beyond their fundamentaltrem

pairs. Such block-block entanglement is not readily usefupamelym optimizing” these correlations for useful pusgs.
for applications such as connecting quantum reg|ster§eMor_ In this article we consider the quench that evolves an ini-
over, whether two large complementary parts of a spin chain , . . .

. : tial Néel or ferromagnetic state according to an approgria
can getmaximally entangled through a quench with no fur-

ther manipulatiofeontrol is not known to date. Here we show free fermion spin model in 1D with the possibility of a sphtia
that a simple global quench of a Hamiltonian with spatialIyV'fjmatIOn of the spin-spin couplings. First we prove a magpi

: . . ; which relates the resulting many-fermion quantum walk to a
varying couplings can not only yield maximal entanglement_. . . )

; . . simpler dynamics: we show that correlations developing be-
between complementary blocks of a spin chain, but this en:

. L) ) . . tween two sitesn,n at a timet/2 after the quench is related
tangleme_nt |_s_also d|s_tr|buted_ in the_speual_form of smgletO amplitude of single walker to travel from to n in a time
states O.f individual pairs of SpIns. This state is a re_sofm:e t. The diference in the times is noteworthy, and highlights
PJ?nn?/ezlirsntglr?nlsr%ﬁ aegf:ggggegar;e;tgreg;?s;egﬁ\'/rg (J\qusur?(;[%e non-triviality of the result (we araot merely restating
that unbounded entanglement (a topic of high interest|[20]) e well known resolvability of the many free fermion walk

. . ) . . .14 to simultaneous single particle walks). Such continuaugti
can be obtained even in non-interacting systems with dyitab : . :
: . : guantum walks of a single walker has been subject to inten-
engineered interactions.

) o sive research in recent years, motivated by the understgndi
Entanglement between extremal spins of a chain is curpf quantum information transfer [39] and quantum computa-
rently a topic of active interest becausg of it_s linking POWE tion [40]. Our new mapping between quench and quantum
[26-:34]. However, whether fast (non-adiabatic) dynamoés f  \yalk, together with the wealth of results about information
lowing a “global” quench can produaistance-independent  transmission, allows us to proposefeient optimal strate-
entanglement between extremal spins of a chain is an opgjles to dynamically generate entanglement between distant
question. In schemes studied so far, it typically faliswith  sjtes, simultaneously. In particular, exploiting Hamilans
the length of the chain [80=83]. This task is, of course, lesgyhich allow perfect transmissioh [41], one can generata wit
demanding than maximal entanglement between two complgne quench a maximal set of Bell states between distant spins
mentary blocks. As a second result, we show that distancgng ultimately maximal block entropy. A similar final state
independent entanglement can be achieved with quenches j@s obtained il [42] using a combination of Ising-like irater
Hamiltonians with “minimal” spatial variation of couplisg  tjons in two diferent directions in alternate sites. Our method
Our study is also motivated by some recent experimentak conceptually simpler, as it requires the same type of cou-

Entanglement is an essential resource for linking distinc
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pling throughout the chain. On the other hand, Hamiltonians
allowing almost-perfect transfer are easier to implement ex-
perimentally, as they usually require a static tuning ofha s =0
parameter| [43-46] rather then a full-engineering. We show

that these models allow the generation a high entanglement
between the ends of the chain, in principle even N oo

(i.e.,, distance independent entanglement). ’:% O O O O O O Q

IBELL)
II. MAPPING BETWEEN QUENCH AND STATE 2 2 [BELL)
TRANSFER [BELL)

We consider a chain dfl Spin-% particles coupled by the FIG. 1. (Color online) Schematic picture for dynamical getien
following Hamiltonian of entanglement using a fully engineered XX Hamiltonian &mel
Néel initial state.

N
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taking into account the non-local relation between ferraion
and spins, in the following we prove that at titig2 the sites
m, n get maximally entangled for particular Hamiltonians and
airs of spins. Therefore, EQL(2) relates the dynamicalrent
'S‘iement generation from the quench to a simpler optimipatio
of independent quantum walks.
We conclude this introductory discussion with a further

Formally this corresponds to a quench fraxaco to A=0, . : . s
. comment on Eq[{2), to avoid confusions with Rabi-like dy-
though the stat|\FM) can be prepared in fierent ways [47]. namics. Two qubits interacting via an XX Hamiltonian with

We now prove a theorem which connects the many- : : :
body non-equilibrium evolution following the quench to a coupling J, display perfect state transfef{) — 1) af

state transfer problem. This connection will be then ex-ter a_t|met*=7r/(2J)_ and*a Bell state generatlon/ém)_ ~
ploited to maximize the amount of generated entanglemen TL-IILD) after a.tlmet /2. H.owever,. the |ntgrprgtatlon of
The HamiltonianH, can be mapped to a fermionic hop- 9. (2.) f’.‘sa'ong distance version 9fth|s be_hawoun_s wriing.
ping Hamiltonian via the Jordan-Wigner (JW) transforma-2 ballistic transfer happ(_ans on a“""_‘ethe dl_stant sp|r.15 can-
tion = [Tn(—0Z)ots ot =[o*+i0Y]/2: the new operators not be e_ntangled by a smgl_e traveling partlcle aftép: thls_

meny TmEne Tt n _ i would violate the Lieb-Robinson bound [48]. The physical
obey ferm|on|>;: anti-commutation relatiofts, cm}=6nm, and oy janation of the féect we describe is that eatth in the ini-
Ho= Ynm AamCnCm- The initial statdAFM) has a fixed num- 5| states propagates in the twafdient directions and con-
ber of “particles” andH, is quadratic and particle-conserving. ripytes a certain amount of entanglement between the Bpins
Thus, owing to Wick's theorem, the evolved state is comM-js efective “light cone” [8]. However, aingle, delocalized,
pletely specified in thf Heisenberg picture by the two-point,qnping particle cannot produce maximal long distancerenta
correlation functionsCy(f)cm(t)) where()=(AFMI - JAFM). It glement. The final amount of entanglement is due to the sum
is (ch(t)em(D)= Xij i (1) fmj()(c{ ;) wheref=e™"A, in matrix  of different contributions given by each counter-propagating
notation. By defining the sign matri&j=(-1)*'5;; we find  quasi-particle. Therefore, the maximal entanglement gene
that(c;"cj>=(5i,-+si,-)/2 and sinceA is tridiagonal SAS=-A.  ation presented in this article is a truly many-partidieet,
Thus we obtain the following equality which arguably depends on the particular alternation aispi
[Ty and||) in the Néel initial state [30, 31],

whereg? are the Pauli matriced j, are the coupling strengths
(J is the energy unit, whilg, are adimensional) antll is the
eventual anisotropy. We are interested in the entangleme
generation via the non-equilibrium evolution of the Naet i
tial state| AFM)=|T] Tl ...) under the XX Hamiltoniai—g.

Som + (1) fom(21)
> )
for any pair of sitem, m. Before clarifying the implications
of Eq. (2), we note thaf,(t) represents the probability am-
plitude for a fermionic quantum walker to reach siteat Perfect transmission can be achieved via engineered Hamil-
time t, starting from sitem. In the single-particle sector, the tonianssuch as the XX chain with couplings: vn(N — n)/N
fermionic nature of the walker does not show up, Hag(t)?  [4S,/50]. In this engineered chain any walker starting from
quantifies also the state transmission probability frarfo n s exactly transmitted to its mirror symmetric positiNrn+1
of spin|7) traveling in a “sea” of ) spins. Therefore, if the at the transmission timg=xN/(2J). Thanks to the mapping
Hamiltonian [1) for a particular set of coupling} allows  EQ. (2), we show that, when the chain is initially set in the
perfect single-excitation transfer from to n at some time  (separable) Néel state, after a tii¢2 the state evolves into
t*, then starting from the many-bodFM) initial state two @ maximal set ohested Bell states. A schematic picture of
fermions get completely delocalized among the two distanthis process is shown in Figl. 1. A& n_n.1(t")|=1 for anyn, it
sitesm, n at timet*/2, i.e. half of the transmission time. By is [E)=e" 70" 2AFM) o« (ci+€cf)(c)+Ec], ,)---10), be-

(chtem(®)) = (@)

A. Fully engineered Hamiltonians for maximal block entropy
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»T fractionF (t)= maxe, (elp1n(t)le), wheree) is a maximally en-
ol tangled states. Whelﬁ>% the state is purifiable (hence use-
~ N ful for teleportation|[51]). We foundF (t)=(1+|fn1(2t)))?/4.
| // . P When the optima)’(N) is used| fy1(t*)|~85% forN—co [45].
< ,{;..-‘ ‘\\ s ., Therefore the generated e_ntangl_ed_ state is _almos§ Qistance
5104 £ ‘;;-;,,__‘g, N independent aE>85% even in the infinite site limit. Minimal
& ~’ engineering increases the resulting entanglement signtfic
_ Z U S Uniform compared to the uniform case [30]. For smaller chains
T H ---- Minimal fairly larger (see appendix B) and, e.g., f¢£25 it is F=97%.
. — Full
075 'ITO ]jS 2.0
t/t* C. Quench from other initial states
FIG. 2. (Color online) Entropy dynamics for fully enginedyenini- All the results discussed so far can be obtained also with
mal engineered and uniform couplind$=51. the following Hamiltonian
. . . I
ing |0) the vacuum of_ th_e ferm_| _oper_ators a_aaicSome defined =5 Z ohl - n+1 BZ ot, ()
phases. InE) the spin in positiom is maximally entangled n=1

with the one in positiolN-n+1, as in Fig[lL. Indeed:f]oca,*1 . L

up to a phase which depends on the number of|$pin posi- by ql_Je_n_chlng the_ magnetic f|eId_ fronB=co to B=0.

tionm<n. Proceeding recursively from the center of the chain,-r_r?;f{,t initial state |Xn _ig{"ts case 'SFM):HTI A ) and

one can show thdE)«c (ot +€% 0 ) (o5 +€%at ,)---10), for € °° IFM)=[Tnevenon € "*'|AFM). AS []1evenon IS @ prod-

some new phaseg. In éppendi':( A \ZNe proyélthai’ —o so uctoflocal rotations, the states'“'|AFM) ande™7%'|FM)
' i s share the same amount of entanglement.

the generated Bell states 4BELL)=(1L1)+€/11))/ V2, be- In appendix C we study also the quench from fedent

ing =0 for N odd anda=r/2 for N even. Accordingly, the initial state (series of nearest-neighbor Bell states)) night

left block of the chain is maximally entangled with the right e easier to generate in some experimental setups [52]
block. The corresponding dynamics of the entropy is shown irP 9 P ’ '

Fig.[d. Finally, our method is much moréieient to generate
pairs of remote maximally entangled states. Indeed, the ope
ational time of our protocol scales &k while the generation

of the same state via a composition of CNOT and SWAP gates
would require a number of operations of the ordeNofN. A. NMR-based implementation

I11. EXPERIMENTAL PROPOSALS

Pulsed control techniques in Nuclear Magnetic Resonance
B. Minimally engineered model for distance-independent (NMR) have reached a high degree of matulity [53] and pro-
entanglement vide a platform to observe quantum dynamics and state trans-
ferin spin chains [54, 55]. The natural dipolar interactite-
Minimally engineered chains [43-45] allows an optimal tween the nuclear spins can be tuned [56, 57] andiattive
ballistic transmission between the chain boundaries. Herédouble-quantum” Hamiltoniari{3) obtained. In particular
only a single parameter is tuned, i.e. the couplinggn_1=j’  Suitable pulse sequence to engineer the coupling streagths
at the ends. The other qubits are uniformly coupled withcording toj,=+n(N —n)/N has been recently proposed|[57].
in=1/2,n#1, N=1. Whenj’ is set to an optimal valueN->6 At t*=2N/(2J), whereJ~5 KHz, a nearly lossless state trans-
the dynamics is ruled by the excitations with linear disjpers ~ fer is expected for chains as long Bs-25 [57]. Owing to
relation [45]. Thugfy.(t*)|~1 for a ballistic transmission time our mapping, a near perfect generatiomefted Bell states
t*~N/v, beingv=~J the group velocity. is expected when an initially polarized stgfM) evolves
Minimal engineering maximizes the transmission qualityunder{ for a timet*/2. In the high temperature regime,
between the chain ends, without optimizing the transmisa pseudo-pure initial stateppp=5 1+(1 O)FMYFM| may be
sion between other pairs. After the quench, we known fromimplemented using standard averagmg techniques if enough
Eq. (2) that at time*/2 there is an almost-maximally delo- control on the spins is available [58--60]. The initialipati
calized fermionc”between the two ends. Sinmﬁzaﬁ I1, error / leads toF=1-3//4. When/ is low we have ac-
where the paritffl of the whole chain is a constant of mo- tual etanglement, while when it is high the correlations en-
tion andITl]AFM)=+|AFM), the fermionc’yields a highly en-  able one to verify the protocol. The spins at the ends can
tangled state between the ends of the chain. However, in thise read out/[61] exploiting their peculiarity of having just
case|fni(t")|#1 because the fermionfias a non-zero prob- one nearest neighbor. The main error sources are typically
ability of staying far from the ends, so the generated longpulse errors and intra-chain interactions![56]. For simypli
distance entangled staigy is not maximally entangled. The ity, we model these errors as an imperfect filtered englneer-
amount of entanglement is quantified by the fully entangledng [57] of H}. We considerH’=J 3 nem Anm(O oK~ ho ),
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. ) . FIG. 4. (Color online)nn_n:1(t") as in FigB. Fully engineered (left)
FIG. 3. (Color online) Fully entangled fractidfhn-n.1(t") for pairs  gng minimally engineered (right) chains fiNe=10. Decoherence is
of mirror symmetric spins at the tinte~t*/2 which maximized=, y, modeled by the master equatipa—i[Ho, p]+Jy 3 (0%p0?—p) with
N=5. ForN=5 fully and minimally engineered chains coincide. The dephasing ratg [29] .

pulse errok is defined in the text. An average over 100 realizations

of the imperfections is considered. Ins&t(black line), time where

F15>0.9F;5(t") (red or light gray area), time whefg s>0.5F15(t") Fanonea(t) n=1n=2n=3n=4ln=5
(blue or dark gray area). Fully engineered | 0.88] 0.82|0.83| 0.85] 0.88
Minimally engineered0.88| 0.77| 0.69| 0.57| 0.60

Anm=Jn(Onm1+0ni1,m)+e b”m',:”mWhe_reE isthe errorStren_gth' TABLE I. Fully entangled fraction with long range interamts,
bnm models the long range interactions dhdnodels the im-  \yheret'~t+/2, N=10.

perfect filtering. To include thefiect of a nearby chain, we
consider two parallel chains coupled via dipolar intei@tti
bnm, Where the interchain distance is three times the distance— .
between intrachain spins [56]. The elemeRsc[-1, 1] are [67, _69]); wn is the frequ.enc.y of the Ipcal trap, chosen such
chosen at random. The results are shown in[Big. 3. that jnn.1=jn. The resultis displayed in Tab[g. I.

B. lon TrapsImplementation
C. Optical latticeimplementation

lon traps represent a promising implementation of a quan-
tum computer where two internal hyperfine states of each In optical lattices, the qubit is encoded into two hyperfine
trapped ion implement a qubit [62-64]. Ising-like coupling states of a neutral atorn [52,/70/) 71]. Nearly all requirement
between ions can be induced using a magnetic field gradfor the implementation of our scheme have been met is Refs.
ent |65, 66]. In addition, the magnetic field gradient cause$25,72] — for example, lines of 10-14 atoms without defects
local frequency shifts allowing for addressing and manip-forming a spin chain can be post-selected using a quantum
ulation of individual ions using microwave pulses. Seg-gas microscope, which can also be used to readout individual
mented microstructured traps provide the possibility d6ta  atomic state to verify the generated entanglement. Thé Née
ing the couplings via local trapping potential, thus allogi state initialization should be possible by preparing a gin
for suppression of long-range couplings|[66]. Alterndtiye larized state and flipping alternate spins by combined actio
spin-spin coupling can be generated by laser-induced $orcdight from a spatial light modulator (SLM) and a resonant mi-
[23,124,167]. An d&ective XX Hamiltonian can be imple- crowave pulse in exactly the same manner as a single [72] and
mented either with a large transverse magnetic field [23] odouble [25] rows of spins were selectively flipped in recent
via fast sequential applications of Ising evolution in twe 0 experiments. After the initialization, one should sudggim
thogonal directiong [29]. The main sources of error here are<0.1s) change the laser field from the SLM to that with an
long-range interactions and dephasing. The robustneasrof oappropriate intensity profile [73] to generate tlkeetive cou-
scheme against decoherence is studied in[Fig. 4 in terms @ling j,, as well as to provide a hard wall end to the lattice [6].
the dephasing ratédy. As J~1kHz [29] we find that with a  An effective XX Hamiltonian withJ~50Hz, should be possi-
decoherence time/{Jy)~100ms the entangled fractiéhcan  ble by tuning (e.g. by Feshbach resonance) interspecies and
be higher than 80% fo = 10 (dynamical decoupling as in intraspecies interactions [74]. On the other hand, exparim
Ref. [68] can be used as our scheme is invariantpalses).  tal imperfectnesses can introduce spurious interactisraa
To study the #ect of long-range interactions we use the ap-effective anisotropid,o;o 7, ; term. We found that the entan-
proximation jpm=(w2w?zn — m)~1, valid when the Coulomb gling scheme is robust against these imperfections, with 90
interaction is a perturbation of the trapping potentiak(egy.  of the entanglement preserved for ugie0.35j,,.



IV. CONCLUSIONS of the WignerD matrix [75]:
We have mappe_o_l the correlations be_tween two spi;_n; fon(t) = z)s,)m(g, _%, _%) , (A4)
produced by specific quenchestab a diferent dynamics,

”i”“.“e'y aspin transfer between sitegndn at 2. This non- where the definitiond (A3) have been used. The matrix el-
trivial mapping allows one to generate both unbounded block : ) .
ements of the Wigner matrix are well known. For instance,

block and useful spin-spin entanglement from a global qhenc]c om

in contrast to much condensed mater literature. We found

that a full or a minimal engineering of the couplings simulta Fn(t) = (=I)NL 6y (A5)
neously generates many Bell states (maximal block entropy) " N

or distance-independent entanglement. Our method is muGhis now clear that the engineered chain acts as a perfeamir
more dficient than a composition of CNOT and SWAP gatesafter a timet* = Nx/2. However, the analytical expression for
to generate a full set of Bell pairs: the former scales~8 ¢ = t*/2 is not so simple.

while the latter requires~O(N?). Finally, we have studied e prove the structure of Fif] 1 thanks to Eg. (2). Indeed,
the feasibility of realizations in NMR, ion traps and ulteé®  owing to Wick's theorem, the evolved state can be completely
atoms in optical lattices. Given the sub-decoherence eperapecified by its two point correlation function, up to a glbba

tional times ¢ms) and the low control required, our method phase. Let us sét = 2M — 1 for oddN or N = 2M for even
should be competitive for linking quantum registers. N and

M
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knowledged. SB and LB are supported by the ERC grant PAfreedom in choosing: also with a diferentM x N matrix U
COMANEDIA. BA is supported by King Saud University. the result can still be that df-(A1). We exploit this arbitress

in order to simplify the derivation. By calculating,m(t) =
(ca(t)ch(t)) with the ansatd{A6) one finds
Appendix A: Proof of maximal generation of Bell states
Rum(t) = det{ U@ U™] (A7)

In this section we show that, using a full engineered chain _ _ i
one can generate a maximal set of long-distance bell states gyh_ereU(m) is built from U by adding the column vecte™
in Fig.[I. For small enougl, one can evaluatefiiciently ~ Which has only one non-zero elemerd)m = 1. ThenRam
the evolved state exploiting the Fermionic nature of the XxCan be written as a determinant ofid ¢ 1) x (M + 1) matrix
evolution. The time evolved state can indeed be written in " @ block form

determinant form_[43] ) U

m = det/ "™

| Rom = det' ™" =" (A8)
etmumy,. )= D detlfe ymm. Ol L. ) Un UTU

(1<lr<... (A1) whereU,, is then-th row of U. Using the well known identity

_ o det A Bl_ detD det(A—BD~1C) and exploiting the fact that
where |my, mp, Mg, ...) represents a state with a sgip) in CD

positonsmy < My < ms..., and fe e ) mom..)() 1S UT U is a submatrix of a unitary matrix one obtains

the submatrix off with rows specified by the index vector

(€1, 05, ...), and columns specified byng, mp, . ..). Rom = Onm — (U U"') , (A9)

The matrix elementd,(t) can be calculated analytically. nm
One can show [49] indeed that Thanks to Eql{2), one can writ®mn(t) = [6nm +
S (=1)"fam(21)] /2. Using [AS)
fvn(t) = (r'1€”""5r) (A2) (—1)(iNL
" _ Snm + (1)) Smn-n+1
where Rm(t"/2) = > . (A10)
oo N-1 f——sin-1 r=-s+im—1. (A3) By imposing that[{AID) and (A9) are equal one finds the sim-

ple solution

Namely, the engineered quantum walk is equivalent to the ro- St onnied i 2 N — K + 1,
tation of an @ective spin®-! along thex direction. Owing to Un(t'/2) = V2 . (A11)
this equivalence the time evolution can be expressed insterm 1 ifk=N-k+1,



whereg® = {N-1(—1)*1, Therefore, one obtains that

Fedag (ol oz

- c;+€c [ c,+€*2c

|E> - eleot /2|AFM> — [ 1 N][ 2 Nl] . |O> 0.8 R o
V2 V2 .

(A12)

for N even and _oNeel, j'

= (c}+eialc,t‘ ] (c£+é”20',‘;l_l
V2 V2

:]’Opt
_e_Bell states, J‘=J’Om
——Neel, j=1

—-Bell states, j'=1

\Z/
Jdhna0 a9

for N odd. Going back into the spin representation, exploiting 05
the anti-commutation relations, one obtains Etconsists
of a product of maximally entangled states, as in [ify. (1) 04 \
M — D
kk ~ I Tk \ ‘ ‘ ‘
|2 Yeven = (—) (A14) 0 200 400 600 800 1000
N-1
(T + Dk i i . -
1=)odd = T et 1_[ kk kk (A15) FIG. 5. (Color online) Maximunt, y for the minimally engineered
2 \2 Hamiltonian versus the chain length.
wherek = N—k+ 1. A schematic picture of the resulting state
is drawn in Fig[dL in the main text. where the two point correlation function is given by

EOem) = > fm®fin® (E0E0) . (B5)

Appendix B: Distance-independent entanglement generation m=odd

As stated in the main text, the Hamiltonid#, can be ex- andM is the number of up spins in the initial state, iNy.2 for

pressed as a JW-fermionic hopping model e_venN and (N + 1)/2 for _oddN. Having the analytic expres-
sion for the density matrix, we now evaluate the entanglémen
Ho = Z & AnmCm, (B1)  between spins 1 anl using the fully entanglement fraction
e F. Forpyn we find that

where Anm = jn(0nmi1 + Sneam). The hopping ma- aB+(@-1)(B-1) 2

trix A can be diagonalized with an orthogonal matgx Fin= max{ 2 -5

where ¥ 0kiAj6l; = Exd. The diagonalization

was done analytically in Ref.[76]. Hence the fermionic atp_ 13+|y|(1+|y|)}' (B6)

operators in the Heisenberg picture are found to be 2

A _ A Aty — « at -

qﬁt) = 2 fkiin(tO), GO = 21§ (0) where fi() = Substituting fore, 8, andy at half the transmission time into

Zim=19mkGm €= eq.[B6) we get the fully entangled fraction

In the basig|TT),1Tl),1L7),1L1)}, the only non-vanishing el-

ements of the density matrix of the distant ends spingare
y pie Fnt/2)= 7 (1+ fn@®)P) (B7)
P11
022 23 From Ref. [45],|f.n(t*)] was found to approach an asymp-
PLN = . (B2)  totic value of 08469 for largeN and hence the asymptotic
ps2 ps3 value of the generated entanglemerih this work is 08528.
P44 The optimal time for entanglement generation from a quench
Defining would be half the time required for state transfer and hence

t'/2 = 55(N+2.29N3). The resulting=yy is shown in Fig[h

= (& 0e) .8 = (& men®) .y = (Emen®) . (B3 and compared with the case of a homogeneous XX Hamil-
o= (G0U) 6= (QONO) .y = (GONO) . (63 tonian [30]. The timet*/2 is shown in FiglB(a). Fidl6(b)

we find the density matrix elements to be shows the reading time defined as the time interval where
Fin > F(t)/2.
p11 =ef — yl%, pas = (1- )1 -pB) - yl?, Fig.[%(a,b) shows the fully entangled fraction evaluated nu
o =a(l-B)+ W2 pss=BL-a)+ P, (B4) merically for the mirror-symmetric spins in a chain of lelmgt

Mol Mi1 N = 10 for the fully engineered and minimally engineered
p23=(=1)""y", p32=(=1)""y, Hamiltonian considered in this article.
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FIG. 6. (Color online) (a) Time at which the first peakFfy occurs
versus the chain length for the minimally engineered Hamién
and Néel initial state (b) Reading time defined as the width,q (t)
at half the maximum.
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FIG. 7. (Color online) Fully entangled fraction fof = 10 for (a,b)
Néel initial state with the fully engineered and minimatiygineered
Hamiltonian, respectively. (c,d) Series of Bell statetiahstate with
the fully engineered and minimally engineered Hamiltoniaspec-
tively.

Appendix C: Seriesof Bell States

In this case, the density matrix elemepig, is found to be

p11=af -y, pas=(1-a)(L-B) - yP
p22=a(1-PB)+ P, psz=pBL-a)+ (C2)
p23=16", P32 =17,
where we defined
a = (€ Oem). 8 = (&0 D).y = (SO D),
5= > 11,0 fum(® (& O (~07)) - (C3)
I,m

The two point correlation functions are given @}(t)ej (t)> =
Zl,m fij (t) fj,m(t) <6|Tém> where

I, I=m
(Eem)=1 -1 1-m=1 (C4)
0, otherwise
and
JEDVZ 1 =m
1 N/2 _ _
At oN (L 2\ _ ) 3(=1)V5 I=odd,m=1+1
(aehel, (-o7)) = 2(—1)“'/2, —evenmel 1 (€9
0, otherwise

we then find the fully entangled fraction pof 5

aﬂ+(a—1)(ﬂ—1)_| 2
5 Y%,

Fin() = max{

atp

> - ,B+|y|216}. (C6)

The resulting=1 y are shown in Fid.]5 for two initial states:
) _ (i) Néel state and (ii) series of Bell states. Hi@j. 7 shoves th
~ We also consider the following product of Bell states as aryy|ly entangled fraction evaluated numerically for the it
initial state, symmetric spins in a chain of length = 10 for the fully en-
gineered and minimally engineered Hamiltonian and the two
initial states considered in this work.

N/2 N/2
W)= lwicken) = & (ki) = icTier1)) - (C1)
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