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We analyze how entanglement is generated and distributed in a Bhabha scattering process ðe−eþ →
e−eþÞ at tree level. In our setup an electron A scatters with a positron B, which is initially entangled with
another electron C (spectator), that does not participate directly to the process. We find that the QED
scattering generates and distributes entanglement in a nontrivial way among the three particles; the
correlations in the output channels AB, AC, and BC are studied in detail as functions of the scattering
parameters and of the initial entanglement weight. Although derived in a specific case, our results exhibit
some general features of other similar QED scattering processes, for which the extension of the present
analysis is straightforward.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The role of entanglement in high-energy physics has
recently become a very active research area [1–63]. Much
attention has been devoted to the study of quantum
correlations in neutrino oscillations [7–33], since neutrinos
are regarded as possible alternative carriers of quantum
information with respect to photons. Various aspects of
entanglement in scattering processes have been investigated
in the context of different fundamental interactions [34–63].
In Refs. [40–42] entanglement and other types of quantum
correlations have been studied in top-antitop quark pairs,
using the experimental data from proton-proton and proton-
antiproton collision at the LHC.
In Refs. [47,48] maximal entanglement generated at the

fundamental level in QED by studying correlations between
helicity states at tree-level for various scattering processes is
analyzed. In particular, the authors describe the mechanisms
that generate maximal entanglement and its relation with the
scattering amplitudes in the high-energy regime. An exten-
sion of this work is given in Ref. [50], where the entangle-
ment generation was analyzed at all energies for pure and
mixed final states for arbitrary initial mixtures of helicity
states. It was shown that maximal entanglement can
originate in all situations where one dominating channel
leads to balanced superpositions of helicity states. It was
also argued that loop corrections do not significantly alter
the results obtained at tree level.
An interesting extension of these studies is given in

Refs. [51,52]. In Ref. [51] it is considered a QED scattering

of two particles A and B, in which B is initially entangled
with a third particleC that does not participate directly in the
process. The authors investigate the effects of the scattering
both on the particle C and in the bipartite channels. In
Ref. [52] the model is extended by considering a general
three-partite entangled state in input and applied to the case
of QED inelastic tree-level process e−eþ → μ−μþ. Further
extensions of these works are given in Refs. [53,54].
In this work, starting from the same framework used in

Ref. [51], we study in detail the case of Bhabha scattering,
describing how entanglement is generated and distributed
in the three bipartite subsystems AB, AC, and BC after the
scattering as represented in Fig. 1. This process depends on
the value of the initial entanglement weight η and of the
scattering parameters θ (scattering angle) and μ (the ratio
between p⃗ the incoming momentum of e− and eþ in the
center of mass (COM) reference frame and m the particles
mass). For incoming momenta of the order of the mass, the
entanglement has a nontrivial distribution in the three
output channels. On the other hand, in the relativistic
regime, the interaction behaves like a perfect quantum gate;
for specific values of parameters, the entanglement trans-
fers completely from theBC bipartition (where was initially
present) to the AC bipartition.
The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we set up the

problem and analyze the density matrix structure for the C
subsystem, relative to the spectator particle, before and after
the scattering. In Sec. III we study the entanglement
generation in the scattering between A and B, taking B
as a superposition of helicity states. The study of such a
reference state is useful for the analysis carried out in
Sec. IV, where we consider the entanglement generation and
distribution in the presence of a spectator particle C.
Section V is devoted to conclusions and outlook.
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II. ENTANGLEMENT IN QED SCATTERING
WITH SPECTATOR PARTICLES

In this section we briefly recall the setup used in
Ref. [51], in which it is considered a general QED
scattering process at tree level involving two particles
(AB → AB), where B, before the interaction, is entangled
in spin with a third particle C that does not participate to the
process, as schematically shown in Fig. 1. For simplicity,
we perform our calculations in the COM reference frame
for particles A and B and assume that the spectator
momentum q is aligned in the same direction of the
incoming momenta of A and B.
The internal product of fermion states is defined as

hk; ajp; bi ¼ 2Ekð2πÞ3δð3Þðk − pÞδa;b; ð1Þ

where k and p are the 4-momenta and a and b are the spin
indices.

The initial state is taken to be

jii ¼ jp1; aiA ⊗ ðcos ηjp2;↑iB ⊗ jq;↑iC þ eiβ sin ηjp2;↓iB ⊗ jq;↓iCÞ; ð2Þ

whose final state, is given by

jfi ¼ jii þ i
X
r;s

Z
d3p3d3p4

ð2πÞ62Ep3
2Ep4

δð4Þðp1 þ p2 − p3 − p4Þ½cos ηMða;↑; r; sÞjp3; riA ⊗ jp4; siB ⊗ jq;↑iC

þ eiβ sin ηMða;↓; r; sÞjp3; riA ⊗ jp4; siB ⊗ jq;↓iC�: ð3Þ

The partial trace operation is given by

TrX½ρ� ¼
X
σ

Z
d3k

ð2πÞ32Ek
ðIr⊗ Xhk;σjÞρðIr⊗ jk;σiXÞ; ð4Þ

where Ir denotes the identity operation in the remaining
subspaces, k and σ are the 4-momentum and spin indices as
before and X is the generic space with respect to which we
calculate the trace.
In Eq. (3), Mða;↑; r; sÞ represents the scattering ampli-

tude Mðp1; a; p2;↑;p3; r; p4; sÞ and the same for
Mða;↓; r; sÞ, where we have omitted initial and final
momenta for brevity. We can describe the final states in
terms of the density matrix as

ρfABC ¼ 1

N
jfihfj; ð5Þ

where N is the normalization constant. Using Eq. (4) and
applying the following relations:

2πδð0ÞðEi − EfÞ ¼
Z

T=2

−T=2
eiðEi−EfÞtdt; ð6Þ

ð2πÞ3δð3Þðk − pÞ ¼ Vδk;p; ð7Þ

which imply that ð2πÞδð0Þð0Þ ¼ T and ð2πÞ3δð3Þð0Þ ¼ V,
we can easily compute the normalization constant N ,

N ¼ TrA½TrB½TrC½jfi hfj��� ¼ 2Ep1
2Ep2

2EqV3

þ 2EqT2V2Λ; ð8Þ

FIG. 1. Schematic representation of the process considered in
this work. Particles A and B scatter through a QED process at tree
level. Particle C (spectator) does not participate to the scattering
and is initially entangled to particle B. The ellipses AB, AC, and
BC represent the bipartitions for which we calculate the entan-
glement.
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where

Λ ¼
Z

d3p3

ð2πÞ32Ep3
2Ep3−p1−p2

X
r;s

ðcos2ηjMða;↑; r; sÞj2 þ sin2ηjMða;↓; r; sÞj2Þjp4¼p3−p1−p2
: ð9Þ

A. Effects of scattering on spectator particle

We now investigate the effects of the scattering over the
spectator particle C. To this aim, we consider the reduced
density matrix,

ρC ≡ TrA½TrB½ρABC��; ð10Þ

relative to the C subsystem, both for the initial and the final
states.
By using Eq. (4) to calculate the reduced density matrix

for C from the initial state Eq. (2), we get

ρiC ¼ 2Ep1
2Ep2

ðcos2ηj↑iCCh↑j þ sin2ηj↓iCCh↓jÞ
⊗ jqiCChqj: ð11Þ

From now on, as the entanglement is consider over the spin
degrees of freedom, we omit the factorized part jqiCChqj of
the spectator momentum subspace. The initial C-density
matrix can be express in matrix form as

ρiC ¼
�
cos2η 0

0 sin2η

�
: ð12Þ

The reduced density matrix of the final state for C reads,

ρfC¼
1

N

X
σσ0

Z
d3kd3k0

ð2πÞ62Ek2Ek0
ð1r⊗ Bhk0σ0jAhkσjÞjfihfjðjkσiAjk0σ0iB⊗1rÞ

¼ 1

N

�
2Ep1

2Ep2
V2ðcos2ηj↑iCCh↑jþ sin2ηj↓iCCh↓jÞ

þT2V
Z

d3p3

ð2πÞ32Ep3
2Ep1þp2−p3

�X
rs

ðcos2ηjMða;↑;r;sÞj2j↑iCCh↑jþe−iβ cosηsinηMða;↑;r;sÞM†ða;↓;r;sÞj↑iCCh↓j

þeiβ cosηsinηMða;↓;r;sÞM†ða;↑;r;sÞj↓iCCh↑jþ sin2ηjMða;↓;r;sÞj2j↓iCCh↓jÞ
��

⊗ jqiCChqj: ð13Þ

This, in matrix form as before, looks like

ρfC ¼ 1

N

0
B@

ð2Ep1
2Ep2

V2 þ Rp3

P
rs
jMða;↑; r; sÞj2Þcos2η e−iβ cos η sin η

R
p3

P
rs
Mða;↑; r; sÞM†ða;↓; r; sÞ

eiβ cos η sin η
R
p3

P
rs
Mða;↓; r; sÞM†ða;↑; r; sÞ ð2Ep1

2Ep2
V2 þ Rp3

P
rs
jMða;↓; r; sÞj2Þsin2η

1
CA; ð14Þ

where we have defined the shorthand notation,R
p3
≡T2V

R d3p3
ð2πÞ32Ep3

2Ep1þp2−p3
.

Now, fixing the incoming momentum, we can study the
system in terms of the helicity states. Using the spinors
reported in Appendix A and considering the specific case of
Bhabha scattering, we calculate the scattering amplitude
and the elements of the matrix ρfC, with an arbitrary initial
polarized state for eþ and e−.

The off-diagonal terms in Eq. (14) vanish identically1;
the expression

P
rs Mða;↑; r; sÞM†ða;↓; r; sÞ is an odd

function of the scattering angle θ.

1In Ref. [54], in the context of Compton scattering, by
resorting to unitarity and to the optical theorem, a similar
conclusion is obtained.
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The diagonal terms turn out to be the same of those of
ρiC. Thus, we have

ρiC ¼ ρfC ¼
�
cos2η 0

0 sin2η

�
: ð15Þ

The same conclusion holds for the unpolarized case and
for other QED scattering processes. This ensures that if C is
out of the light cone of the scattering event, no superluminal
communication can occur; as a consequence, the C observer
cannot get any information about the scattering process,
whatever the observable he/she measures. This result is in
agreement with an observation in Ref. [52], correcting a
previous statement reported in Ref. [51].

III. ENTANGLEMENT MEASURE
AND REFERENCE SYSTEM

In Refs. [47,48] QED scattering processes at tree-level
are considered with disentangled incoming particles A and
B in both cases with RR and RL initial helicity states.
Then, after the scattering, the generated entanglement is
quantified by using concurrence. In our setup, represented
in Fig. 1, the scattering involves an electron A that collides
with an entangled state formed by a positron B and an
electron C. The scattering amplitudes and the spinors are
described as functions of the scattering angle θ (see
Appendixes A and B).

In order to better understand the generation and distri-
bution of the entanglement, mediated by the QED inter-
action, we preliminary analyze the case of the (Bhabha)
scattering of an electron A and a positron B in which the
latter is in a superposition of helicity states [see Eq. (18)
below]. This system will be used as a benchmark in Sec. IV
to compare the generation and transfer of the entanglement
in the various channels when the spectator particle C
is added.
To calculate the concurrence, we use the definition as in

Ref. [64],

CðρÞ ¼ maxð0; λ1 − λ2 − λ3 − λ4Þ; ð16Þ

where the λi, in decreasing order, are the square root of the
eigenvalues of the matrix,

R ¼ ρs1s2 ρ̃s1s2 ; ð17Þ

with ρ̃s1s2 ¼ ðσy ⊗ σyÞρ�s1s2ðσy ⊗ σyÞ, where σy is a Pauli
matrix and s1, s2 are indices running in the bipartition
subspaces.
Following the above discussion, we define our initial

reference state as

jiiREF ¼ jRiA ⊗ ðcos ηjRiB þ eiβ sin ηjLiBÞ: ð18Þ

After the scattering, if we limit our attention to a selection of results at a fixed angle θ ≠ 0; 2π we can express, up
to a normalization factor,2 the final reference state as

jfiREF ¼
X

r;s¼R;L

�
cos ηMðRR; rsÞjriAjsiB þ eiβ sin ηMðRL; rsÞjriAjsiB

	
; ð19Þ

where theMðRRLR; rsÞ are the scattering amplitudes as reported in Appendix B. These correspond to the amplitudes given in
Refs. [47,48].
By using Eqs. (18) and (19), we obtain the density matrices of initial and final reference state (omitting normalization

factors),

ρiREF ¼
h
cos2ηjRiAjRiBBhRjAhRj þ e−iβ sin η cos ηjRiAjRiBBhLjAhRj

þ eiβ sin η cos ηjRiAjLiBBhRjAhRj þ sin2ηjRiAjLiBBhLjAhRj
i
; ð20Þ

ρfREF ¼
X

r;s;r0;s0

h
cos2ηMðRR; rsÞM†ðRR; r0s0ÞjriAjsiBBhs0jAhr0j

þ e−iβ sin η cos ηMðRR; rsÞM†ðRL; r0s0ÞjriAjsiBBhs0jAhr0j
þ eiβ sin η cos ηMðRL; rsÞM†ðRR; r0s0ÞjriAjsiBBhs0jAhr0j
þ sin2ηMðRL; rsÞM†ðRL; r0s0ÞjriAjsiBBhs0jAhr0j

i
: ð21Þ

2The normalization can be fixed after the operation of momentum filtering (i.e., selection of the measurements relative to a specific
scattering angle θ) that is formally described by applying a Positive-Operator Valued Measurement (POVM) as discussed in Ref. [50].
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By using Eqs. (16) and (17) we calculate the amount of
entanglement in the states ρiREF and ρfREF. For simplicity,
we take the phase β ¼ 0. The concurrence of the initial
reference state vanishes, as expected. On the other hand, the
concurrence of the final state is a cumbersome expression
and it is not reported here. However, in the relativistic limit
we obtain a simple form,

lim
μ→∞

CðρfREFÞ ¼
2sin2ηsin4ðθ=2Þcos4ðθ=2Þ
1 − ð1 − 1

8
sin2θÞsin2θsin2η : ð22Þ

The fact that concurrence before the scattering is zero,
means that the entanglement after the scattering is com-
pletely generated in the process. Some representative plots
are reported in Fig. 2.
For the plots in Figs. 2(a)–2(f) we have chosen the

following parameters; η ¼ f0; π=8; π=4g and μ ¼ fμm≡
1
2

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
−3þ ffiffiffiffiffi

17
pp

; 1; 2; 5; 10; 100g. The value of μ ¼ μm is the
one for which the concurrence in the case of RR incoming
particles (η ¼ 0) is maximal. For this case we reproduce the
results given in Refs. [47,48]. The other values of μ have
been chosen to show the entanglement behavior from the
nonrelativistic regime to the relativistic one (μ ¼ 1 corre-
sponds to the characteristic scale for jp⃗j ¼ me). On the other
hand, η ¼ π=8 and η ¼ π=4 represent the cases in which the
main features of the entanglement distribution for θ∈ ½0; 2π�
become evident.
By increasing the momentum, for η ≠ 0, the concur-

rence of our reference state shows a shift of its peak and an
asymmetry with respect to θ ¼ π emerges due to the

interference terms in the associated density matrix.
Moreover, from Figs. 2(a)–2(f) we can see that the
concurrence value for η ¼ 0 decreases and tends to zero
in the relativistic limit, while for the other two cases η ¼
π=8 and η ¼ π=4, it increases and in the relativistic limit
stabilizes its maxima at θ ¼ π=2 and θ ¼ 3π=2. These two
values of η correspond to a change in the entanglement
weight towards the case of η ¼ π=2. In fact, by setting
η ¼ π=2 [see Fig. 3(a)], we recover the other case in
Refs. [47,48] with R and L helicities for the incoming
particles in which in the high-energy limit maximal
entanglement emerges in θ ¼ π=2 and θ ¼ 3π=2. In the
same limit, the other cases (η ≠ 0, π=2) show that the
asymmetry in concurrence with respect to θ ¼ π is sup-
pressed. We remark that this asymmetry, as shown in
Figs. 3(b)–3(c), is due to the choice of initial polarizations;
for different incoming helicity states, the amplitudes
MðRR; rsÞ and MðRL; rsÞ carry different weights to
the final concurrence. Choosing the opposite polarizations
for A and B, we recover the reflected plot with respect
to θ ¼ π.
In order to better understand the generation of entangle-

ment and its dependence on the scattering angle θ, we can
look at the relation between concurrence and the proba-
bilities associated to the four output helicity states; when,
for some parameter configurations, one of these probabil-
ities is equal to 1, no entanglement can be generated. On the
other hand, the concurrence is maximal in correspondence
of equal output probabilities of two of the four final states.
These cases correspond to the possible Bell states that
can be formed only in the special cases for η ¼ 0, μ ¼ μm,

FIG. 2. Concurrence of reference state Eq. (21) from low momenta range shown in (a), (b), and (c), to high momenta range shown in
(d), (f), and (g). Black lines correspond to the case reported in Ref. [47].
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θ ¼ π and for η ¼ π=2, μ ¼ ∞, θ ¼ π=2; 3π=2. Other
situations, corresponding to different parameter configura-
tions, are the consequence of the interplay between the
η ¼ 0 and η ¼ π=2 initial states.

IV. ENTANGLEMENT DISTRIBUTION
IN BIPARTITE SUBSYSTEMS

In Sec. III we studied an extension of the setup
considered in Refs. [47,48,50], in which we have consid-
ered the positron B in a superposition of helicity states as in

Eq. (18). Now we come back to the original system, where
a spectator particle C (electron) is entangled with the
positron B which scatters with the electron A as represented
pictorially in Fig. 1. The states before and after the
scattering are expressed by

jii ¼ jRiA ⊗ ðcos ηjRiBjRiC þ eiβ sin ηjLiBjLiCÞ; ð23Þ

and

jfi ¼
X

r;s¼R;L

�
cos ηMðRR; rsÞjriAjsiBjRiC þ eiβ sin ηMðRL; rsÞjriAjsiBjLiC

	
: ð24Þ

From Eqs. (23) and (24) we can calculate the density matrices of the system. We obtain (omitting normalization factors),

ρiABC ¼ cos2ηjRiAjRiBjRiCChRjBhRjAhRj þ e−iβ sin η cos ηjRiAjRiBjRiCChLjBhLjAhRj
þ eiβ sin η cos ηjRiAjLiBjLiCChRjBhRjAhRj þ sin2ηjRiAjLiBjLiCChLjBhLjAhRj; ð25Þ

ρfABC ¼
X

r;s;r0;s0

�
cos2ηMðRR; rsÞM†ðRR; r0s0ÞjriAjsiBjRiCChRjBhs0jAhr0j

þ e−iβ sin η cos ηMðRR; rsÞM†ðRL; r0s0ÞjriAjsiBjRiCChLjBhs0jAhr0j
þ eiβ sin η cos ηMðRL; rsÞM†ðRR; r0s0ÞjriAjsiBjLiCChRjBhs0jAhr0j
þ sin2ηMðRL; rsÞM†ðRL; r0s0ÞjriAjsiBjLiCChLjBhs0jAhr0j

	
: ð26Þ

By tracing with respect to A, B, C, the resulting reduced density matrices are

ρiAB ¼ cos2ηjRiAjRiBBhRjAhRj þ sin2ηjRiAjLiBBhLjAhRj; ð27Þ

ρiAC ¼ cos2ηjRiAjRiCChRjAhRj þ sin2ηjRiAjLiCChLjAhRj; ð28Þ

ρiBC ¼ cos2ηjRiBjRiCChRjBhRj þ e−iβ sin η cos ηjRiBjRiCChLjBhLj
þ eiβ sin η cos ηjLiBjLiCChRjBhRj þ sin2ηjLiBjLiCChLjBhLj; ð29Þ

FIG. 3. (a) Concurrence of reference state Eq. (21) for incoming RL helicities and different values of μ with η ¼ π=2. In the high-
energy limit maximal entanglement is generated for θ ¼ π=2; 3π=2 (see also Ref. [47]). (b) Concurrence of reference state Eq. (21).
(c) Concurrence of reference state Eq. (21) with opposite helicities for incoming particles.

BLASONE, LAMBIASE, and MICCIOLA PHYS. REV. D 109, 096022 (2024)

096022-6



ρfAB ¼
X

r;s;r0;s0

�
cos2ηMðRR; rsÞM†ðRR; r0s0ÞjriAjsiBBhs0jAhr0j

þ sin2ηMðRL; rsÞM†ðRL; r0s0ÞjriAjsiBBhs0jAhr0j
	
; ð30Þ

ρfAC ¼
X
r;r0;s

�
cos2ηMðRR; rsÞM†ðRR; r0sÞjriAjRiCChRjAhr0j

þ e−iβ sin η cos ηMðRR; rsÞM†ðRL; r0sÞjriAjRiCChLjAhr0j
þ eiβ sin η cos ηMðRL; rsÞM†ðRR; r0sÞjriAjLiCChRjAhr0j
þ sin2ηMðRL; rsÞM†ðRL; r0sÞjriAjLiCChLjAhr0j

	
; ð31Þ

ρfBC ¼
X
r;r;s0

�
cos2ηMðRR; rsÞM†ðRR; rs0ÞjsiBjRiCChRjBhs0j

þ e−iβ sin η cos ηMðRR; rsÞM†ðRL; rs0ÞjsiBjRiCChLjBhs0j
þ eiβ sin η cos ηMðRL; rsÞM†ðRR; rs0ÞjsiBjLiCChRjBhs0j
þ sin2ηMðRL; rsÞM†ðRL; rs0ÞjsiBjLiCChLjBhs0j

	
: ð32Þ

Using Eqs. (16) and (17) we calculate the concurrence
associated to each of the six bipartite systems (27)–(32).
As before, we take β ¼ 0. For the bipartitions of the initial
state, we obtain CðρiABÞ ¼ 0, CðρiACÞ ¼ 0 and CðρiBCÞ ¼
j sinð2ηÞj. On the other hand, the expressions of concur-
rence for the bipartitions of the final states are very lengthy
and they are not reported here except for those in the
relativistic limit, that we list below:

lim
μ→∞

CðρfABÞ ¼
2sin2ηsin4ðθ=2Þcos4ðθ=2Þ
1 − ð1 − 1

8
sin2θÞsin2θsin2η ; ð33Þ

lim
μ→∞

CðρfACÞ ¼
sinð2ηÞ sin4ðθ=2Þ

1 − ð1 − 1
8
sin2 θÞ sin2 θ sin2 η ; ð34Þ

lim
μ→∞

CðρfBCÞ ¼
sinð2ηÞ cos4ðθ=2Þ

1 − ð1 − 1
8
sin2 θÞ sin2 θ sin2 η : ð35Þ

Some representative plots of concurrences numerically
evaluated are reported in Figs. 4–6. For each set of plots, we
have chosen four values of μ: fμm; 1; 5; 100g and η:
f0; π=8; π=4; 3π=8g, which are sufficient to clearly re-
present the generation and distribution of the entanglement
in the three channels AB, AC, and BC. The plots (a)–(f) in
each figure represent the concurrence as a function of the
scattering angle θ.
In each set corresponding to η ¼ π=8 and η ¼ π=4 in

Figs. 4–5, the concurrence in the BC channel decreases
with respect to its initial value while in the AC channel

increases. On the other hand, in the same range of
parameters, concurrence in the AB channel has a nontrivial
behavior, which however stabilizes in the relativistic limit
for θ ¼ 1

2
π and θ ¼ 3

2
π, where it is maximal as for the

(initial) disentangled case η ¼ π=2 (i.e. with RL incoming
polarization particles) as reported in [47] and in Sec. III. We
find remarkable that the correlation between the two
particles A and C that not interact directly increases as a
consequence of the scattering between A and B.
On the other hand, when we consider the cases for η >

π=4 up to η ¼ 3
4
π, entanglement in the BC channel may

also increase with respect to its initial value. This is clear
from Fig. 6(c) and Fig. 6(f) which show the particular
case η ¼ 3

8
π.

Let us consider now the relativistic limit, in which the
analytic expressions Eqs. (33)–(35) for the concurrences are
available. We observe that in such a limit, the entanglement
in the AB channel Eq. (33) is identical to the one for the
reference state Eq. (22); thus, it appears to be completely
generated in the scattering process.
We now further specialize to the particular case of

η ¼ π=4, corresponding to maximal entanglement for the
initial state BC. From Eq. (34), we see that at θ ¼ π, the
entanglement in the AC output channel is maximal, while it
vanishes in the BC output channel. Thus the QED scatter-
ing between A and B acts as a quantum gate for the
complete transfer of the entanglement between AC and BC.
We also notice that correspondingly, the entanglement

generated in the scattering assumes low values, thus
entanglement transfer is a dominant and stable mechanism
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around θ ¼ π in the relativistic limit and for entanglement
weight η ¼ π=4.
Finally, we comment on the interpretation of these

results in terms of output probabilities, in a similar way
as done in Sec. III. Here we note that the presence of the
spectator implies the suppression of interference terms in
the expressions for probabilities and concurrence: this is
the reason for the symmetry of the plots Figs. 4–6 with
respect to those in Figs. 2–3. Also, we observe that a Bell

state cannot be generated in the AB channel, due to the fact
that η ≠ 0, π=2.

V. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

In this work, we have studied entanglement in the
context of QED processes. In particular, we have consid-
ered Bhabha scattering at tree-level in which a positron B,
that scatters with an electron A, is entangled in spin with

FIG. 5. Concurrence of final bipartitions for η ¼ π=4.

FIG. 4. Concurrence of final bipartitions for η ¼ π=8.
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another electron C that does not participate directly in the
process. We found that two effects occur; the entanglement
generation at the interaction vertex and the distribution of
the initial entanglement among the three channels.
By using the concurrence, we have quantified the

entanglement in the three bipartitions of the system: AB,
AC, and BC—before and after the scattering. The corre-
lations depend on the value of the entanglement weight η,
the scattering angle θ, and the ratio between the incoming
momentum and the mass μ. The interplay between gen-
eration and transfer of entanglement among the three
channels is very complex in the nonrelativistic regime,
namely for μ ≃ 1. On the other hand, for some configura-
tions of parameters, the entanglement tends to concentrate
in some bipartitions.
Especially interesting is the relativistic regime μ ¼ ∞. In

such a limit, we were able to calculate the analytic
expressions for the concurrences and found that the entan-
glement in the AB output channel is not affected by the
presence of the entangled spectator particle, thus being
completely generated in the scattering. On the other hand,
for η ¼ π=4, we observe a complete transfer of entangle-
ment from the BC channel to the AC channel in a neighbor
of θ ¼ π. In this situation, the QED scattering between A
and B acts as a quantum gate for such a transfer between AC
and BC. It is an intriguing question if such a mechanism
could be useful for quantum information tasks.
This work represents a contribution towards a better

understanding of the underlying mechanisms in the gen-
eration and distribution of the entanglement in the frame-
work of fundamental interactions. A first extension of the

present analysis, which is in progress, is represented by the
detailed study of other basic QED scattering processes
(Möller, Compton). We also plan to carry out the same
investigation in different reference frames, also to test the
Lorentz invariance of our results. Another important issue,
which we have not considered in this work, is the study of
tripartite entanglement in the output state; this will be also
useful to understand the balance in the generation and
transfer of the entanglement in the process, which does not
appear to satisfy a simple sum rule.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

M. B. wishes to thank Francesco Romeo for illuminating
discussions. B. M. is grateful to Cristina Matrella, Gennaro
Zanfardino, Pasquale Bosso, and Gaetano Luciano for
fruitful conversations on many topics related to the paper.

APPENDIX A:

1. Weyl representation of γ-matrices

γ0¼
�
0 1

1 0

�
; γi¼

�
0 σi

−σi 0

�
; γ5¼

�−1 0

0 1

�
: ðA1Þ

Dirac spinors, as in Ref. [65], correspond to the particle
and antiparticle solutions of the Dirac equations,

ðγμpμ −mÞuðp; sÞ ¼ 0; ðA2Þ

FIG. 6. Concurrence of final bipartitions for η ¼ 3π=8.
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ðγμpμ þmÞvðp; sÞ ¼ 0: ðA3Þ

They can be written as

uðp;sÞ ¼
 ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

p ·σ
p

ξsffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
p · σ̄

p
ξs

!
; vðp;sÞ ¼

 ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
p ·σ

p
ξs

−
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
p · σ̄

p
ξs

!
; ðA4Þ

where the ξs are the two component spinors eigenstates
of helicity operator, σ ¼ ð1; σ⃗Þ, σ̄ ¼ ð1;−σ⃗Þ in which
σ⃗ represents the Pauli matrices and p ¼ ðω; p⃗Þ is the
4-momentum vector. The spinors below are expressed in
terms of an arbitrary direction in which p⃗ ¼ ðsin θ cosϕ;
sin θ sinϕ; cos θÞ, with θ;ϕ the polar angles, and the
subscripts R and L represent respectively the positive
(þ1) and negative (−1) eigenvalues of the helicity
operator.

2. Helicity spinors

uRðp⃗Þ ¼

0
BBBBB@

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
ω − p

p
cos
�
θ
2

�
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
ω − p

p
eiϕ sin

�
θ
2

�
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
ωþ p

p
cos
�
θ
2

�
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
ωþ p

p
eiϕ sin

�
θ
2

�

1
CCCCCA; uLðp⃗Þ ¼

0
BBBBB@

−
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
ωþ p

p
sinðθ

2
Þffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

ωþ p
p

eiϕ cos
�
θ
2

�
− ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

ω − p
p

sin
�
θ
2

�
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
ω − p

p
eiϕ cos

�
θ
2

�

1
CCCCCA; ðA5Þ

vRðp⃗Þ ¼

0
BBBBB@

−
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
ωþ p

p
sin
�
θ
2

�
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
ωþ p

p
eiϕ cos

�
θ
2

�
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ω − p

p
sin
�
θ
2

�
− ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

ω − p
p

eiϕ cos
�
θ
2

�

1
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0
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ω − p

p
cos
�
θ
2

�
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
ω − p

p
eiϕ sin

�
θ
2

�
−
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�
θ
2
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p
eiϕ sin

�
θ
2

�

1
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uRð−p⃗Þ ¼

0
BBBBB@

− ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
ω − p

p
sin
�
θ
2

�
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
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p
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�
θ
2

�
−
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vRð−p⃗Þ ¼

0
BBBBB@
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ωþ p
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�
θ
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�
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�
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1
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APPENDIX B: BHABHA SCATTERING AMPLITUDES

The scattering amplitudes are calculated in the COM reference frame of particles A and B. In the following, p1 ¼
ðω; 0; 0; jp⃗jÞ and p2 ¼ ðω; 0; 0;−jp⃗jÞ are the incoming 4-momenta that lie along the z-axis, while p3 ¼
ðω; jp⃗j sin θ; 0; jp⃗j cos θÞ and p4 ¼ ðω;−jp⃗j sin θ; 0;−jp⃗j cos θÞÞ are the outgoing 4-momenta lying along a direction that
form an angle θ with respect to z-axis. a; b; r; s are the spin indices,

MBhabha¼ e2
�
v̄ðb;p2Þγμuða;p1Þ

1

ðp1þp2Þ2
ūðr;p3Þγμvðs;p4Þ− v̄ðb;p2Þγμvðs;p4Þ

1

ðp3−p1Þ2
ūðr;p3Þγμuða;p1Þ

�
: ðB1Þ

Defining μ≡ jpj
me
, where jpj is the incoming momentum in the COM reference frame and me the electron mass, the explicit

expressions for the polarized amplitudes result,
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MðRR;RRÞ ¼ MðLL;LLÞ ¼ ð2þ 11μ2 þ 8μ4 þ 2 cos θ þ μ2 cos 2θÞcsc2ðθ
2
Þ

4μ2ð1þ μ2Þ ; ðB2Þ

MðRR;RLLR Þ ¼ −MðLL;RLLR Þ ¼ −
ð1þ μ2 cos θÞ cotðθ

2
Þ

μ2
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
1þ μ2

p ; ðB3Þ

MðRR;LLÞ ¼ MðLL;RRÞ ¼ 1þ μ2ð1þ cos θÞ
μ2ð1þ μ2Þ ; ðB4Þ

MðRLLR;RRÞ ¼−MðRLLR;LLÞ ¼
ð1þμ2 cosθÞcotðθ

2
Þ

μ2
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
1þμ2

p ; ðB5Þ

MðRL;RLÞ ¼MðLR;LRÞ ¼ ð1þμ2ð1þ cosθÞÞcot2ðθ
2
Þ

μ2
; ðB6Þ

MðRL;LRÞ ¼ MðLR;RLÞ ¼ 1 − cos θ −
1

μ2
: ðB7Þ
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