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We study the state transfer of Bell states in a general XY spin chain using the Dzyaloshinsky—Moriya interaction.

Two symmetries of fidelity with the anisotropy parameter are found. The maximum fidelity is shown to be significantly

enhanced in cases of an odd number of sites. Enhancement of fidelity on a singlet state is greater than that on the other

Bell states in such cases.
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1. Introduction

Transmission of quantum information between
quantum computing devices is one of the require-
ments for the realization of the quantum computer.
Of the several candidates for physical carriers, trans-
ferring the states in one or more spin chains has
two benefits, i.e., avoiding conversion of the infor-
mation from one carrier to another, and reducing
minimal control to just two ends of a spin chain
to minimize decoherence. Utilizing the unmodu-
lated and unmeasured spin chain as a channel for
short distance quantum communications was first

1 Most effort has so far been

proposed by Bose.!
put into studying the perfect state transfer or high-
probability state transfer: perfect transfer by manipu-
lating the coupling strengths,?3] nearly perfect trans-
fer with uniform couplings by an external parabolic
magnetic field,[* Fourier analysis-based quantum in-
formation encoding,® measurement-assisted trans-
fer through two parallel chains,® perfect trans-
fer by local measurements on individual spins,!”
pulsing, 8] measurement-assisted transfer through two
parallel chains and randomly coupled spin chains,!?!
the alternating open chain,!'% the decoherence-free-
subspace encoding,['"12! etc. State transfer in other

models!314] has also been studied.

DOI: 10.1088/1674-1056,/20/10/100307

The Dzyaloshinsky—Moriya (DM)[!%16] interac-
tion, arising from spin—orbit coupling, has received
much attention in making the phase diagram rich with
The effect of phase shift induced by

the DM interaction on entanglement transfer in an

a critical line.

isotropic XY spin chain was studied in Ref. [17], where
the phase shifts can significantly enhance the efficiency
of entanglement transfer of [p(0)) = (1/v/2)(|01) +
[10)).
states on an isotropic XY spin chain with the DM

High-probability state transfer of single-spin

interaction in an inhomogeneous magnetic field is
possible.'8] The DM interaction has been considered
in studying quantum phase transitions.'?20/ Can it
be used to improve reliable propagation of Bell states
through a general XY chain? In this paper, we ad-
dress this question.

The paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we
introduce the general XY spin chain with the DM in-
teraction and outline the diagonalization of the Hamil-
tonian. In Section 3, numerical computation is carried
out to investigate the effects of the DM interaction and
the anisotropy parameter on the state transfer of the
Bell state. The analytical expressions of fidelity are
presented in the Appendix. In Section 4, we give a

summary and the conclusions from our main results.
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2. Model

The Hamiltonian of an anisotropic Heisenberg
XY model can be described by

where o} (o = z,y,z) represents the component of
the Pauli operator acting on the /-th spin, v denotes
the anisotropy parameter, and )\ is the magnetic field,
which is taken to be uniform and parallel to the z
direction. The ring-shape configuration is represented
by periodic boundary conditions. We now consider the
influence of the DM interaction on the chain Hamilto-
nian. The Hamiltonian for the DM interaction is

N
HDM:_JZD'(UI ><0'l+1). (2)
I=1
Assuming that only the z component of D has a
nonzero value, i.e., D = Dz, the total Hamiltonian
has the form

— JZ D(Uf”aﬁ_1 —ojof ). (3)
1=1
We will take J = 1.0 throughout this paper.

To obtain the analytical result, we follow the
standard procedure!?! =24 by defining the conventional
Jordan—Wigner transformation which maps spins to
one-dimensional spinless fermions with the creation
and annihilation operators

o = H (1- QCICZ‘)CI,

i<l
o, = H (1-— 2036,;)6[,
i<l
o =1-— 20;61. (4)

To simplify the calculation, the operators A; = c;r + ¢
and B; = c; — ¢; are introduced. The Pauli operators

are recast as

of = A [ ] (4:By),
i<l
O'Zy = —iBl H (AiBi),
i<l

O'ZZ ZAlBl. (5)

Hamiltonian (3) is transformed into

N
H ==Y "{y(celyy +apic) + (1+2iD)c] i
=1

+ (1 —2iD)ef  c + A1 - 2¢fer)} (6)

By transforming the spinless fermion operator to
momentum space ¢; = (1/vVN)Y, dje'2™ /N and
using the Bogoliubov transformation dy = wug0r +
ivkﬁik, where uy = cos(6/2) and vy = sin(6x/2),
Hamiltonian (6) can be diagonalized into

N
=Y 4 (oo - ). g
k=1

where the energy spectrum can be expressed as

omk\ 2 2mk\?
Ak: = 2\/(A—CO§ JT\I'[]C) —|—’}/2 (bln ;ﬁ)

27k
4D sin ——
+ Sin N

2k
= 21, + 4Dsin %, (8)
with sinfy = ~vsin(2rk/N)/e and cosf = (A —
cos(2wk/N))/ek.

The time evolution of spinless operator can be
obtained as

a(t) =Y {an(t)er +bin(t)c}, (9)
l/
where

1 i = —i sin(27
ap (t) = NZGIQﬂ'k(l l)/Ne 4Dsin(2nk/N)t
k

X [cos(2ext) — icos O sin(2ext)],

— 1 i2rk(1-1")/N ,—i4Dsin(27k/N)t
bl/l (t) = N ; € e
X [— sin O sin(2et)]. (10)
Therefore,

Am () = cfy () + cm (2)

where
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3. State transfer of the Bell states

We now investigate the effects of the DM interac-
tion and the anisotropy parameter on the transfer of
the Bell states in the spin chain. In our scheme, the
initial state of the whole system is

2(0)) = |(0))1,2|0)s,.... N, (13)

where the 1st and 2nd sites are prepared in one of
the four Bell states as the sending sites and the other
sites are in the state [0);  n =1[0000---0)5 . Af-
ter some time ¢, the states at the r-th and the’(r—i—l)—th
sites will be measured, where r = N/2 + 1 for even N
and r = (N 41)/2 for odd N, i.e. the sending and the
receiving sites are opposite on the chain with periodic
boundary conditions.

The reduced density operator expansion of the -
th and the (r + 1)-th receiving spins takes the form

3
1 (e}
Pror+1 = 1 § Dap0r @ Uerl’ (14)

«a,B3=0

where the coefficients, i.e., the spin correlation func-
tions

Pap = tr(a?o§+1pr,r+1), (15)

T T T T

1.0 R A i S
0.8 1

0.6 1

B max

04r i

1.0 oo A J-'v.-.--;'w.-w-«’vy.-—*-.-.ﬂ
0.8 1

0.6 1

Fmax

0.2 ]

and
(16)

The fidelity between the “encoded” state and the state
corresponding to the two receiving sites’ spins of the

chain can be computed from

F=1/rrt1(0(0)|prr+1(0)(0))r 1, (17)
where |p(0)),,r+1 is the ideal state that we want to
transfer. The expressions of the spin correlation func-
tions are tedious and we give them in Appendix A.
Then the fidelity can be easily calculated.

The maximum fidelity of transferring the Bell
states between the sending sites, i.e., the 1st and 2nd
sites and the receiving sites, i.e., the r-th and (r + 1)-
th sites is plotted in Fig. 1 where we set the strength
of magnetic field A = 0.5, the anisotropy parameter
v = 0.5, the total number of the sites N = 5 and the
receiving sites r = 3. We find that Fi, .y exhibits some
trademark features. First, in the values of the parame-
ters we set, the DM interaction enhances Fi,.x greatly.
In most cases, the value of Fi.x is larger than 0.9
and the value of Fjax is close to unity in many cases.

1.0 -\(%‘V‘\N"ﬁuwﬁ-“f.-.ww—m-.w.ww
0.8 b

0.6 1

B max

o2 (b)

1o }'\J\X-\_,J“' \J\.f"\('&w-’\[-m’“y.w‘\/“*wf ™

0.8F 1

0.6 1

F max

0.2 h

Fig. 1. Curves of maximum fidelity as a function of D. The initial states of the sending site are (a) |©(0)) = (1/+/2)(|01) +[10)),
(b) [9(0)) = (1/v/2)(101) — [10)), (<) [p(0)) = (1/v/Z)(100) +|11)), and (d) 4(0)) = (1/+/2)(00) — |11)). The chosen parameters
are A =0.5,7 = 0.5, N = 5,7 = 3. The results are for the time interval [0, 250].
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Second, there is no monotonic relation between Fjay
and D, and the oscillation of the maximum fidelity
with N in the |¢(0)) = (1/4/2)(]00) — |11)) case is
larger than that of the other Bell states. Finally, by
investigating the time evolution, we find the frequency
of oscillation of the fidelity increases with the increase
of the strength of the DM interaction. In most cases,
the first peak appears earlier than that without the
DM interaction.

Having discussed how the DM interaction affects
the maximum fidelity, we now consider how it is in-
fluenced by the anisotropy parameter. This is shown
in Fig. 2. From the simulation, we find two interest-
ing symmetries in the fidelity evolutions of the Bell
states. There is one symmetry between v and —v
on the time evolution of fidelity of the one-excitation
Bell state, and the other is found between the time
evolution of fidelity when the sending site is prepared
in [p(0)) = (1/4/2)(|00) + |11)) and the anisotropy
parameter is 7, and that when the sending site is
prepared in |o(0)) = (1/4/2)(J00) — |11)) and the
anisotropy parameter is —y. Another feature worth
mentioning is that in most intervals of v, the maxi-
mum fidelity of the one-excitation Bell state is larger
than that of the two-excitation Bell state.

1.0 O P e YW,
0.8 1

061 1

B max

041 i

0.2 1

0 1
—1.0 -0.5

490 o}

1.0

0.8 1

0.6 1

F max

0.4Fr i

0.2 i

O 1 1 1

—-1.0 —-0.5 0 0.5 1.0

~

Next, we investigate the effect of the length of
the chain N on the quality of state transfer. Fi .y is
found numerically in a time interval ¢ € [0,400] and
D = 0.95 and shows different behaviour when the DM
interaction is considered compared with D = 0. From
Fig. 3, in the case D = 0, the maximum fidelity has a
zigzag behaviour when N varies, while it behaves uni-
formly for D = 0.95, i.e., the DM interaction breaks
the even—odd effect. When NV is small, the maximum
fidelity when D = 0.95 and odd N is larger than that
when D = 0, whereas when N becomes large, the
maximum fidelity when D = 0.95 tends to that when
D = 0. In the case [p(0)) = (1/v/2)(]01) — |10)),
|Frnax(D = 0.95) — Fiax(D = 0)| decreases most
slowly with N increasing. We can observe in Fig. 3
that the DM interaction may suppress the maximum
fidelity with a fixed value of D and the enhance-
ment of the maximum fidelity in the case |¢(0)) =
(1/4/2)(|01) — |10)) via the DM interaction is greatest
among the Bell states. This means that the DM inter-
action makes the quality of state transfer in the case
l0(0)) = (1/4/2)(]01) —]10)) close to those of the other
Bell states. For the case |¢(0)) = (1/4/2)(]00) + [11)),
our result is similar to that in Ref. [17].

08
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0.4

0.2
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0.4 r ]
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Fig. 2. Curves for maximum fidelity as a function of v. The initial states of the sending site are (a) |(0)) = (1/v/2)(|01)+]10)),
).

(b) l¢(0)) = (1/v2)(01) = [10)), (¢) [(0)) = (1/v/2)(|00) +[11)), and (d) |¢(0)) = (1/v2)(|00) — [11)

The chosen parameters

are A = 0.5, D = 0.95, N = 5, r = 3. The results are for the time interval [0, 250].
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Fig. 3. Comparison of the maximum fidelity as a function of N between the cases D = 0 and D = 0.95. The initial states of
the sending site are (a) [¢(0)) = (1/v/2)(01) + [10)), (b) [(0)) = (1/v2)([01) — [10)), (¢) [p(0)) = (1/v/2)([00) +[11)), and (d)
l©(0)) = (1/4/2)(J00) — |11)). The chosen parameters are A = 0.5, v = 0.5, D = 0 (solid line), and 0.95 (dash line), r = N/2+1
(even) and (N 4 1)/2 (odd). The results are for the time interval [0, 400].

Before ending our discussion, in Fig. 4, we plot
the comparison of the maximum fidelity Fi,.x that
can be achieved in transferring a quantum state from
the 1st and 2nd sites to the r-th and (r 4+ 1)-th
sites with or without the DM interaction in the case
l(0)) = (1/4/2)(|01) — |10)). The horizontal axis rep-
resents the number of sites N from 3 to 55. Fy.x with
the DM interaction is found numerically in a range
t € ]0,400] and D € (0,2]. When the number of sites
N is odd, Fyax is greatly enhanced. However, when

N is even, the improvement is uncertain.

1.0F

0.81

0.6

F‘ll’l ax

04r

0.2 1

O 1 1 ] 1 1
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Fig. 4. Maximum fidelity as a function of N. The ini-
tial state of the sending sites |©(0)) = (1/+/2)(|01) —|10)),
A =0.5,v=0.5, D =0 (dash line), D € (0, 2] (solid line),
r=N/2+1 (even), (N +1)/2 (odd). The results are for
the time interval [0, 400].

4. Summary and conclusion

We study the state transfer on a finite general
XY spin chain with the DM interaction. The four Bell
states are transferred from the 1st and 2nd sites to the
r-th and (r + 1)-th sites. In investigating the effect
of the anisotropy parameter, we find one symmetry
in the evolution of fidelity for the one-excitation Bell
state case, whereas, the other symmetry is found be-
tween the time evolution of fidelity when the sending
site is prepared in |¢(0)) = (1/4/2)(]00)+|11)) and the
anisotropy parameter is v, and that when the sending
site is prepared in |¢(0)) = (1/v/2)(]00) — |11)) and
the anisotropy parameter is —v in the two-excitation
Bell state case. We find that the DM interaction can
enhance the maximum fidelity of the state transfer in
some odd-N cases. Enhancement of fidelity on a sin-
glet state is greater than that on the other Bell states
in the odd-N cases.
improve state transfer in the Heisenberg spin chain.

These results may be used to
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Appendix A

We derive the fidelity of state transfer of the Bell states.
(i) The sending sites, i.e., the 1st and 2nd sites are prepared in

1
oty = —([10) + |01 e} + ¢h)00). Al
p(0)) = |97) = \[(l ) +101)) = \/5(1 2)100) (A1)
Utilizing the polarization vector expansion (14) and the definition of fidelity (17), the fidelity in this case

can be obtained as

F(ot) = \/Poo D)+ p11(DT) 4 p22(PT) — pa3(PF).

Utilizing the Wick theorem, we calculate the coefficients in Eq. (A2) as follows:

p11(2%) = (9(0) o7 ()a741 (1) 2(0))
= %<O|(cl + ) ﬁA HA £)Ar1()(c] + ¢})[0)
=1
- §<0|<c1 Fe)BO A () + Do)
= % Ky () Jrrsn (t) + ;Kn o () T () + K20 () J2rg1 ()
+ Z Koy () Jy i1 (B) + Ky (1) Japgr (B) — Ko (8) 41041 (1)
n£2

+ Koy () J1r41 (B) — Kip (8) T4 2,041 ()

p2(P7) = (2(0) o} (t)oy 1 (£)|2(0))

= <0|(C1+Cz HA HA t)Ar1(8)(c] + })]0)

=1
1
= 5{0l(cr + ¢2) By (t) Apa (£)(c] + c)[0)
1
= 2|:K+,1,7‘+1 Jl'r +2Kn r+1 J+nr( )+K+,2,7‘+1 (t) J2,T (t)

n#l

+ Z Kn r+1 J+ n,r ( ) + K+,1,r+1 (t) JQ,T (t) - KQ,TJrl (t) J+71,7‘ (t)
n#2

+ Ki 2041 (8) Jir (1) = Kipgr () J4 2,0 (8) ] :
and
p33(PT) = (P (0)] 07 () 0741 (1) |2 (0))
% (0] (c1 + c2) Ay () By (£) Argr () Brya (8) (] + ¢b) [0)
{=VB,, a0 X Re[Wa, W5 | = Vg, 5., xixImWus, W3 ]

VATJFI’ By X RG[WATWET] + VAT,AT»+1 X 1 X Im[WBrWE’TH]
+ VAT,BT+1 X Re[WBrWZT+1] — VATgBr X RQ[WA W§r+l]

r+1

+ (VAr,Br X VAT+1,BT+1 - VAmAr+1 X VBmBr+1 + VA'r‘yBr+1 X VBT,AT+1)}7

where

Wa. = (0] c124m Z Jiim

100307-6
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VVB,”u <O|CIQB ZK+zm ;
N

VAm,An = <O| Am ( Z J+ i,m (t),
v

VB8, = (0 B (1) Z t) Kt ion (1),
v

VAnan = <O|Am( ‘0 :Z K+ZTL( )7
v

VBm,An = <O|B1n( ‘O = Z J+zn(t)

=1

(ii) When the initial states of the 1st and 2nd sites are

[ (0)) = 127 = == (01) — [10)) = —= (e — ¢ } |00},

&\H
Sl

the fidelity

where
1
P1a(@7) = 5 (0] (e2 = e1) Br (1) A1 (1) (e = ¢ ) 0)

1

2{|:K+2r J2 r+1 +ZKnr J+nr+1 (t):|
n#2

— Ky 20 (8) J1 g1 (8) = K1y (8) T4 2,041 (1)]

— Ky 10 (t) Jo g1 (B) — Koy (8) T4 1,041 (F)]

+ |:K+,1r Jl r+1 +ZKnr J+n7‘+1 (t):|}7
n#l

_ 1
P2a(@7) = 5 (01 (c2 = 1) B (1) A, (1) (b = 1) [0)
1
= 2{ |:K+,2,r+1 J2r +2Kn r+1 J+nr(t):|

n#2

= [Kyap41 () Jir (t) = Kipg1 (1) T4 2.0 ()]

= [Kyam41 () Jor (B) = Kopp1 (£) T4 1,0 ()]

+ |:K+,1,7’+1 Jlr +2Kn r+1 J+nr(t):| }7
n#l

and

psa(@7) = 3 {01 (e2 = e1) Ay (6) B (1) Avis () B () (cf — 1) 0)

= — Vg, Arpr X Re[WA7‘WEr+1] - VB7‘aBr+l X1 X Im[WATWZrJrl]

VAT+1, Byy1 X RG[WATWET] + VAT‘7A7‘+1 X 4 X Im[WBrWEHl]
+ VArvBr+1 X Re[WBTWZ - VANBT X RG[WA WE

7‘+1} r4+1 7‘+1]

+ (Va,,B, X Va, 1,800 — Vaary X VBB, +Va,,B00 X VB, 4,01),

100307-7
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with

Wa,, = (0 (c2 = 1) Am () 0) = Ty 2.m (8) = Ty 1.m (1),
Wg,, = (0] (c2 = ¢1) B (1) [0) = Ky 2.m () = Ky 1m (£) - (A12)

m

In the following, we derive the evolution on fidelity for the case where the initial states of the sending sites
are the two two-excitation Bell states.
(iii) When the initial state of the sending sites is
0 (0)) = ¥T) =

(\00) + 1) = +clef) 100). (A13)

el

%\

The expression of fidelity in this case is

Fwt) = %\/poo(wﬂ +p11(¥F) — paa(¥F) + pas(¥H), (A14)
where

P () = 2 (0] (1+ ca1) By (1) Ava (1) (14 cleh ) 0)

N~ N~

{ ZK’L,T J+ i,r+1 ( ) +2 x Re[KQJ‘ (t) J177‘+1 (t> - Klﬂ‘ (t> J277'+1 (t)]

i=1

2 N
Z K+ i,r z r+1 (t) + Z Kiﬂ” (t) ‘]+,iﬂ“+1 (t) }7 (A15)

=3

P2(F) = 5 (01 (1t eae1) Bys (6) Ay (6) (14 ¢l o)

N~ N

N
Z i1 () S (8) + 2 X Re[K2pp1 (8) 1 (1) = K (8) J2,r (1)
1

2
ZK—‘,-'LT—‘,-l +ZK1,T‘+1 J—l—zr()}a (A16)
and

pss(0) = 3 (01 (1 + cer) Ay (1) By (1) Apis (1) B (6) (14 cle ) 0)

=1

2
= Va,,., BT“Re[XA B, —ZW}A Wi, } +iVp, BTH{Re[lXA Aren] Z Wi, Wi AM]}
=1
2

+ VB'mAr«i»lRe |:XA'r7B7'+1 Z WZ A 7 B,+1:| + VA'r7B7~+1Re |:XBr;A'r+1 + Z Wi,B7.WiTA7,+1:|

i=1

i=1

2
+iVa, A, {Re[iXBhBTH] +y Im[Wi,BTW;'jBM]}

—‘y—VA BTRe Xa

2
— W; *
r+1,Bri1 i Art1 Wi By

+Re[Xa, 5, X} . 5

yDr41

+ (VAryBTVAT-FluBr-Fl - VAmAr+1VBmBr+1 + VAmBr-H VBT,AT-H)' (A17)

i 1
+ XAT‘yAr+1XBT’BT+1 + XAT,BT+1XBT,AT+J

The expressions in Eq. (A17) are defined as

Wi a, = (0lcidm (1) 0) = o im (8); Wi, = (0] ¢iBm (1) |0) = K im (£) (A18)
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and
XFIna@n = <0| chlfm (t) @n (t) |0>
— (0| 2Lt (t) |0) (0] €16, (t) |0) + (0] c2Os, (£) |0) (0] c1 171 (2) |0)
=-Wor.Wie, + Wae,Wir,, (A19)
where
I ee{A B}. (A20)

(iv) If the initial state of the sending sites is

[0 (0) = 97) = —=(00) — [11)) = —= (1= cle}) o0} (A21)
then
)= %\/Poo(wf) —p11(¥) +p2(¥) +pss(¥). (A22)
We obtain
pr(07) = 3 (011 — cze1) B, (1) Arsa (1) (1 i) [0
N
= ;{ ZKZ,T (t) J+,Z,T+1 ( ) 2 x RG[K2 T( )Jl r+1 ( ) K, T( )J2 r+1 (t)]
. N
15 I SNUESUED S HURC] (A23)
i=1 =3
poa07) = 2 (011~ e2e1) By (1) Ar (1) (1 cle ) 0}
N
{ S K (00 (0 =2 % Rel s (0 ()~ s 0 1)
+ZK+7,T+1 +ZK11'+1 J—i—zr()}a (A24)
and
pss(07) = 3 (01— caer) Ar (1) By (1) Apis (1) B (6) (1 — el ) [0}
=Va, 1B, Re [—Xa, B, — ZWi,ArWiBT]

2
+ iVBT7B7‘+1 {R’e[_iXAr7Ar+l] - ZIm{Wi,ArWiTATJrl]}
=1
2
_XBrvAr+1 + Z Wi7B7‘ W::A

+ VBTaAT+1Re + VATaBT+1Re

2
*
—XA,,Bry — E WiaWip, .,
=1

r4+1
i=1
+ iVAr7Ar+1 {Re[_iXBr Br+1 + ZIHI i,B W BT+1]}
2
+ VAmBrRe XAv +1,Br41 T Z Wi,Ar+1WifB,‘+1‘|
=1
+ Re[XAmBrr-XIA,,.Jrl,B,,,+1 + XAr,Ay»JrlX;,.,B,,Jrl + XA’V'yB7'+1XTB,r,’A,,.+1]
+ (VAT,BT VAT+1>BT+1 - VA7-,AT»+1VB7-,BT+1 + VA7-,BT»+1V37-,AT+1)' (A25)
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