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W-type entangled states can be used as quantum channels fory g quantum teleportation,
guantum dense coding, and quantum key distribution. In thiswork, we propose a way to
generate a macroscopiél -type entangled coherent state using quantum memories inrciuit
QED. The memories considered here are nitrogen-vacancy ctr ensembles (NVES), each
located in a different cavity. This proposal does not requie initially preparing each NVE in
a coherent state instead of a ground state, which should sigitantly reduce its experimen-
tal difficulty. For most of the operation time, each cavity remains in a vacuum state, thus
decoherence caused by the cavity decay and the unwanted int&avity crosstalk are greatly
suppressed. Moreover, only one external-cavity coupler chit is needed. This method is quite
general and can be applied to generate the proposdd’ state with atomic ensembles or other

spin ensembles distributed in different cavities.
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Nlike bipartite systems, it has been proven that there ewstihequivalent classes of
U multipartite entangled states, such as GHZ states [1]@nstates [2], which cannot be
converted to each other by local operations and classicahumications. Relative to the tripartite
entangled states, GHZ states are fragile: if any one qutrdced out, the remaining bipartite states
are separable states. HowewVéf,states are robust against qubit loss and qubit-flip noisausec
they maintain bipartite entanglemert/ states are important for quantum communications. For
example V' states can be used as quantum channels for quantum tetepof&, quantum dense

coding [4], and quantum key distribution [5].

Over the past years, a number of theoretical ideas have bepaged for creating discrete-
variable IW-class entangled stateV,,—1,1)pv = —= > P:[0)*"~Y[1) of qubits (i.e.,two-state
particles otwo-levelquantum systems) [6-13], whefg is the symmetry permutation operator for
the qubits (,2- - -n), and>_ P,|0)®"~D|1) denotes the totally-symmetric state in whieh-{ 1)
qubits out of a total of. qubits are in the stat#), while the remaining qubit is in the stalte).
As an example, consider a three-qubit case (ke 3), for which thelV state is|IV5 1), =
% (|001) 4 |010) + |100)). Experimentally, the discrete-varialilé state§,,_, 1) py have been
created with up to eight trapped ions [14], four optical mofl5], three superconducting phase

gubits coupled capacitively [16], atomic ensembles in fguantum memories [17], and two su-

perconducting phase qubits plus a resonant cavity [18].

On the other hand, there is much interestimangled coherent stat@sCSs) [19-28]. In this



work we focus on a macroscopit-type ECS (i.e.continuous-variablél” state), described by

(Whoi1)ov = ¢ — a)|a)...la) + ci]a)| — a)|a)...|a) + ...

+epoq|a).Ja)| — a), (1)

where> " e|” = 1, with¢; # 0 (@ = 0,1,...,n — 1), |a) (|—«)) is a coherent statey is a
complex number, an¢h| —a) = exp (-2 \a\2) ~ 0, when|«| is large enough. The’ state (1) is
of fundamental interest in quantum mechanics and plays parit&ant role in quantum information
processing (QIP) and quantum communications. For insfdheél” state (1) can be used to test
guantum nonlocality without inequality [29,30] and the lation of the Bell inequalities because
such state is greater than that for any states involving pio-%/2 particles [30,31]. In addition,
Ref. [32] has shown that there exists a quantum informatiatopol which is not suitable for
GHZ-type ECSs but can only be accomplished withithestate (1). Moreover, thB state (1) is

a necessary resource for remote symmetric entanglemegntBeh allows two distant parties to
share a symmetric entangled state. For the past yearsetlotabmethods have been proposed for
generating théV state (1) in some physical systems [33-37]. Refs. [32-34¢moposed how to
generate thél state (1) of three/four modes with linear optical devices] Refs. [36,37] have
discussed how to create thE state (1) of three-cavity fields based on cavity QED. Howewer
these schemes, tH& ECSs were prepared with photons or cavity fields, and thushdgence

may pose a problem due to photon loss or cavity-field decay.

Hybrid quantum systems, composed of superconducting gjubitrogen-vacancy centers

(NVCs), nitrogen-vacancy center ensembles (NVES), orgap@rconducting microwave resonators/cavities,



have attracted tremendous attention [38-41]. Recentlychhprogress has been made in this
field. For instance, coherent coupling between a superadimguflux/transmon qubit and an NVE
[42,43] or between an NVC/NVE and a superconducting resorjd#,45] has been experimen-
tally demonstrated. Moreover, based on the hybrid systeargus quantum operations, such as
entanglement preparation, quantum logic gates, and ir#tom transfer, have been investigated

in theory [40,46-49] and demonstrated in experiment [4B350

Inspired by previous works and the long decoherence time\tE$\ we here consider a
hybrid system composed of one-dimensional transmissi@résonators (TLRs) each hosting an
NVE and a qubit and connected to a coupler qubifFig. 1(a), Fig. 2]. We then propose a way
to generate a continuous-variabiétype entangled coherent state, described by Eq. (1), Imgusi
NVEs each located in a different cavity. Because of the loagotierence time of NVEs, the
preparedV state can be stored for a long time. Note that NVEs have beemtlg considered as

good memory elements in quantum information processingl{892,45-49,51].

As shown below, this proposal has the following featuresadhdhntages: (i) Different from
the previous works [33-37], thE@ state is prepared using NVEs (quantum memoriesjead
of cavity photons Thus, the preparetl’ state can be stored for a long time due to the long
decoherence time of the NVEs. (ii) Because cavity photoas/atually excited for most of the
operation time, decoherence caused by the cavity decayhandahtvanted inter-cavity cross talk is
greatly suppressed. (iii) Each NVE is initially in the gralstate. Thus, there is no need to initially

prepare each NVE in a coherent state, which should greatlyceeits experimental difficulty. (iv)



Moreover, only one external-cavity coupler qubit is needglich simplifies the circuit. This
method is quite general and can be applied to prepare thegedpd’ state with atomic ensembles

or other spin ensembles based on cavity/circuit QED.

There are several additional motivations of this proposal:

(i) Planar superconducting TLRs with internal quality fastabove one million@ > 10°)
have been recently reported [52], for which the lifetime aémowave photons can reaeh 1 ms.
Comparably, a lifetime ot~ 1 s for an NVE has been experimentally reported [53]. Hence, a
NVE is a good memory element for storing quantum states,rgup® using cavity photons as

memories.

(ii) By location operations, the preparéd state of the NVESs can be mapped onto the cavities

(see the “Quantum state transfer” subsection).

(iif) The NVEs could be prepared in the ground state at a3@mK or higher temperature
[42,44]. The strong coupling of a superconducting qubitvaimicrowave resonator (e.g/,2m ~
360 MHz for a transmon qubit coupled to a TLR [54,55]) has beeworiga in experiments, and the
strong coupling{ 11 MHz) of an NVE to a TLR has recently been experimentally desti@ted
[44]. Moreover, superconducting qubits, capacitivelyraiuctively coupled to TLRs [13,56-68],
were previously employed for QIP. Hence, the model consii@n this work is reasonable and

physical.



Note that based on circuit QED, a number of proposals have peesented for creating
entangled states (e.g., Bell states, NOON states, and Git&s¥ybimicrowave photondistributed
in different TLRs/cavities [57,58,60,63,65,67]. Insteafdpreparing entangled states of cavity
microwave photons, this work focuses on preparing the NVVEsdontinuous-variabléV -type

entangled coherent state.

In this work we will also discuss possible experimental iempéntation of our proposal and
numerically calculate the operational fidelity for genargta 1/ -type entangled coherent state
of three NVEs. Our numerical simulation shows that hightielity implementation o#V -type
entangled coherent states with three NVEs is feasible witheat circuit QED technology. The

numerical calculations in this work were performed usirg @uTiP software [69,70].

Results

W -state preparation. Consider a hybrid system consisting of a coupler gdland three cavities,
each hosting a qubit and an NVE [Fig. 1(a)]. Each cavity her@ dne-dimensional transmission
line resonator. The qubit and the NVE placed in cavitgre labelled as qubif and NVE j

(j = 1,2,3). The two levels of qubitd are denoted alg) 4 and|e) 4, while those of qubifj as|g)
and|e);. The coupling and decoupling of each qubit from its cavigvities) can be achieved by
prior adjustment of the qubit level spacings or the caviggtrency. For superconducting devices,
their level spacings can be rapidly (withir3 ns [65,71,72]) adjusted by varying external control

parameters (e.g., via changing the external magnetic fliteatiing the superconducting loop of



phase, transmon, Xmon or flux qubits; see, e.g., [71-80Jadilition, as described in the Methods
section, the coupling and decoupling of an NVE with a cavday e made by rapidly adjusting

the cavity frequency [81,82].

Assume that the qubits, cavities, and NVESs are initiallyalgated from one another [Fig. 1(b)].
The procedure for generatingl&-type entangled coherent state of the three NVEs is destribe

below:

Step 1. Adjust the level spacings of the coupler quHitso that it is resonantly coupled to
each cavity [Fig. 1(c)]. Assume that the coupling constdmfuit A with cavity j is g4,. In the

interaction picture, the Hamiltonian reads

3
Hpy =Y ga,(aloy +a;0%), 2)

j=1
whereo’ = |e)4(g| ando; = |g)a(e]| are the raising and lowering operators for quibjtwhile
a; anda} are the annihilation and creation operators for the modawfyc; (; = 1,2, 3). We set
ga, = 94, = ga, = ga, Which can be met by a prior design of the sample with appat@nalues
of the coupling capacitandg,, C, andC5. Assume now that qubit is initially in the statde) 4
and each cavity is initially in the vacuum state. It is easghow that the statg[ 0); ® |e)a Of

j=1
the system, under the Hamiltonian (2), evolves into

3
cos(V/3gat) H ¢ ® le)a —isin(v3gat)[Wai)e ® |g) a- (3)
Here, the statél ;). of the three cavities (1,2,3) is given by

(Wai)e = —(|1>|0>|0> +10)[1)10) +[0)|0)[1)), (4)

S



where|i)|j)|k) is the abbreviation of the state., |j).,| k)., of cavities (1,2,3) with, 5, k € {0, 1};
|0) and|1) represent the vacuum state and the single-photon stapectegely. From Eq. (3), it
can be seen that when the interaction time equals o 7/ (2\/§gA), we can create the state
|Wa.1). of the three cavities (1,2,3). Note that the coupler qubis in the ground statgy) 4 after

the operation here and will remain in the ground statg during the rest of the operations below.

Step 2.Adjust the level spacings of qubit back to the original level structure such that it is
decoupled from each cavity. In addition, adjust the levelcspg of intra-cavity qubiy such that
qubit is resonantly coupled to cavity{Fig. 1(d)]. The resonant coupling constant of quhbitith

cavity j is denoted ag,;. In the interaction picture, the Hamiltonian can be writhesn

HIZ - Zgr] a;f + a;o 7 ) (5)

whereo;” = |e);(g| ando; = |g);(e| are the raising and lowering operators for qupitFor
simplicity, we setg,; = ¢,2 = ¢,3 = ¢,, Which can be achieved by tuning the level spacings of
qubit ;7 or adjusting the position of qubjtin cavity j (j = 1,2, 3). It is easy to show that under
this Hamiltonian (5), the time evolution of the statg;|n).; of qubit j and cavity; is described
by

[9)i[m)e, = cos(v/ng,)|g)|n)e, — isin(vig,)le)ln — 1), (6)
where|n)., and|n — 1)., are the photon-number states of cavjty Assume now that qubit

is initially in the state|g);. Choosingt = 7/ (2g,), one obtains the transformatiog);|1)., —

—ile);|0).;. As aresult, the statgls ;). of the three cavities turns into the following state of the



three intracavity qubits (1,2,3)

(Wan) = %(I@Ig)Ig) +lalelg) +19)lg)le)), (7)

where|i)|j)|k) is the abbreviation of the stalte |j)»|k)3 of intracavity qubits (1,2,3) with, j, k €
{g,e}. It should be noted that each cavity returns to its origirsduum state after the operation

here and will remain in the vacuum state during the followopgrations.

The conditiong,; = g2 = g3 = g, IS Uunnecessary. For the caseypf # g,2 # g.3, One can
still obtain the state (7) from the state (4), by adjustinglgvel spacings of qubijtto bring qubit

J on resonance with cavityfor atimet; = v/ (2¢,;) (j = 1,2, 3).

Step 3.Adjust the level spacings of intracavity qubits back to thgioal level configuration,
such that they are decoupled from their cavities. Then applgssical pulse to qubijt The pulse
is resonant with thég); <> |e); transition of qubitj [Fig. 1(e)]. The interaction Hamiltonian in
the interaction picture is given by

3
Hipz = Z Qeg; (€]9)(e] + hec), (8)
j=1
where(.,, and ¢ are the Rabi frequency and the initial phase of the puls@emively. Set
Qeg, = Q2

= (q, = Q¢,y, Which can be readily met by adjusting the pulse intensiligis. easy

€g1 €g2

to find that under the Hamiltonian (8), one can obtain theofeilhg rotations

9); = cos(Qegt)|g); — i€ sin(Qegt)e);,

€)= cos(Qugh)le) — i sin(Qugt)g);. (©)



We sett = n/(4Q,,) and¢p = —n/2 to pump the statée); to |—); and|g); to |+),. Here,

14+); = (le); £ |g);)/+/2 are the rotated basis states of qybiThus, the state (7) becomes

Iiﬁil>==—}g(%—>%%ﬂ+ﬁ<+|+ﬁ|—>%+>+—%+ﬂ+ﬁ|—>) (10)

Step 4. Adjust the frequency of each cavity such that cavitinteracts with qubitj and
NVE j [Fig. 1(f)]. Then apply a classical pulse (with frequency equal tow,,,) to qubit j
[Fig. 1(f)]. Here,w.,, is the|g) « |e) transition frequency of qubjt. The system Hamiltonian in

the interaction picture yields

3 3
Hy = Zgj [exp (i6a,t) a;'-aj_ + h.c.} + Z b, [exp (i, 1) a}bj + h.c.]

j=1 j=1
3
+> Q0] +07), (11)
j=1
whered,; = w., — wey, anddy,, = w,, — wy, are the frequency detunings.( being the frequency
of cavity j while w;,, being the frequency of a bosonic mode describing NYB; is the bosonic
operator for NVEj, g; is the off-resonant coupling constant of qupitvith cavity j, g;, is the
coupling constant of NVE with cavity j, and(2; is the Rabi frequency of the pulse applied
to qubitj [Fig. 1(f)]. Note that the second term of Eq. (11) descridese¢ NVESs interacting
with their respective cavities (see the Methods section)a totated basi§|+);, |—),}, one has

of = (0., -0, +0;)/2ando; = (0., +0; —0; ) /2, whereg., = |[+);(+| — |-);(—

o) = |+);(~|, ands; = |[-);(+|. Hence, the Hamiltonian (11) can be expressed as

3
1 ) ~ ~ ~
His = 0 505 [exp (i0,,1) al(@, +57 = 57) + he

j=1
3 3
+ Z b, [exp (iébjt) a}bj + h.c.} + Z Q0. (12)
j=1 j=1

10



3
In a new interaction picture under the Hamiltonidh = 2;0.,, one obtains from Eq. (12)
j=1

3
1
Hp = Z 59i [exp (25% t) (O’ZJ + ezZQJtUJr e 2ty )+ h c]

j=1

3
+ Z 9o, [exp (z’&bjt) a}bj + h.c.] . (13)

j=1

In the strong-driving regime; > {g;, d,, }, one can apply a rotating-wave approximation and

eliminate the terms that oscillate with high frequencidsug, the Hamiltonian (13) becomes
3 1 3
— Z 5 02, [exp zéa]t) a; + h. c] Z b, [exp (iébjt) a;'-bj + h.c.} . (24)
=1 j=1

Consider now the large detuning conditiois > g; andd,, > g,,. Itis straightforward to show

that the Hamiltonian (14) changes to (for details, see R3&f)[

3 2
Ha = 3 50, iy

zmz@mwmwwm@ﬁﬂ, (15)
=1

where)\; = gjibj (1/0a;, +1/6s,) andé., = da, — 0p;. As mentioned previously, each cavity is in

J

the vacuum state after the first three steps of operationealdovthis case, the Hamiltonian (15)

reduces to

3
Z b, bTb Z A7, [exp (—z'(scjt) bj + exp (i(scjt) bj] , (16)
j=1

J

where the first term is the vacuum contribution Stark shifNMEs, while the second term de-
scribes the coupling between qubiand NVE j, mediated by the mode of cavity Because of
using the large detuning technique, the effective coupling smaller tham; or g,, by at least one
order of magnitude. Accordingly, the operation time fostlast step of the operation (essentially

11



based on a model via virtual transitions) would become lohgeone order of magnitude, when

compared with each of the first three steps of operation @arrant interaction.

3 2
In a new interaction picture under the Hamiltonidpy = — 5 %b}bj, the effective Hamil-
j=1 1

tonian (16) can be rewritten as
3 .
Her = =) A0, (bie™ ™" + ble™™), (17)
j=1

whereA; = 4., — ggj/abj.

3
Let us now assume that the NVEs are initially in the stafg0),,. Thus, under the Hamil-
j=1
— 3
tonian (17), the joint statgl,,) ® [] |0),, of the three intracavity qubits and the three NVEs

j=1
evolves into
1
§(|—>I+>I+>I — a)|a)|a) + [+)| =) a)| = a)a) + [+H)[+)| )| — o)), (18)
with
o = ﬁ(emf't —1). (19)
J Aj
Here,|a) (|—a)) is a coherent state and we havesget= ay, = a3 = « for simplicity (which can

be met for identical qubits, NVEs, and cavities). After reing to the original interaction picture
by performing a unitary transformatidi = ¢~ Hote—# ¢, the state (18) becomes

lp) = L
= \/g
) H=BIB = B8)), (20)

(=R = BIBNB) + ) =)+ B) = B)18)

where a common phase factor is discardgg (

—(3)) is a coherent state, and
8= e Tt — o1t % (0i9E, s 21)

12



for
9. /06, = Giy /06y = 93,/ Ot (22)

The condition (21) is automatically satisfied for identiSWEs and cavities. The state (20) can be

expressed as

|w>=ﬁ [ W elelle) =19)1g)lg)) + [Wa)(le}le)]g) = [g)lg)le))
+HWa)(ledlgdle) —lg)lelg)) + Wad(ledlgdlg) —lg)ledle)) ], (23)

where|W;), |Ws), |Ws) and|W,) are the macroscopild’-type entangled coherent states of three

NVEs, given by

Wh) = 7(\— AIBNB) +18)1 = B)IB) + 1B)|B)Y = B)) ,
(Wa) = 7(\— A)BNB) +18) = B)IB) = [B)B) = B)) ,
(Wa) = 7(\— A)BNB) = 18)] = B)IB) + [B)BY = B)) ,
(W) = (I— AIUBNB) = 1B = BYIB) = 1B)IB)] = B)) - (24)

Sl

Now a measurement is separately performed on each intre-canit along a measurement
basis{|g), e) }. If qubits (1,2,3) are measured in the statddj)e)|e) or |g)|g)|g), (ii) |e)|e)|g) or

9)1g) e, (i) le}|g)lg) or |g)[e)]e), and (iV)|e)|g)|g) or |g)le)|e), one can see from Eg. (23) that

the three NVESs are respectively prepared inlfhetategiV,), |IV,), |W3) and|W,), respectively.

This method can be extended to a more general case. Consigerid system composed of

n cavities, each hosting a qubiand an NVE;j (j = 1,2 - - -n) and connected to a coulper quHit

13



as shown in Fig. 2. Assume that the initial state of the syﬁeﬁf; 0),®|e)a® ﬁl 19);® ﬁl 0)s,-
= = =
Employing the four-step procedure described above, itaggttforward to show that the NVEs
can be prepared inlé& -type entangled coherent state. ket = 0 represent qubit being measured
in the statdg), while m; = 1 indicates qubiy being measured in the stdte. If the n intracavity

qubits are measured in the state,m, - - - m,,), then NVEs will be prepared in the macroscopic

W-type entangled coherent state

T2 L M= BB -18) + (1™ 18)| = B)13) -+ 18)

+ e (=0)™BIBYB) [ = B) ] (25)

Before ending this section, several points need to be aslelless follows:

(i) From the description given above, one can see that ostyrr@nt interactions are used for
the first three steps of operation, which can thus be conpleithin a very short time (e.g., by
increasing the pulse Rabi frequencies and the qubit-cawityling constants). In contrast, the last
step of operation employs a large detuning, leading to divelg long operation time. However,
cavity photons were virtually excited during this step oémgtion. Hence, in the present proposal

each cavity remains in a vacuum state for most of the operétite.

(i) The adjustment of the cavity frequency during the laspsof operation is unnecessary.
Alternatively, one can adjust the level spacings of the NVisvarying the external magnetic
fields applied to the NVEs [48,84]), such that the cavitiesaupled with the NVEs or decoupled

from the NVEs.

14



(iii) As shown above, the intracavity-quidit” state of Eq. (7) can be produced within a very
short time, because the first two steps of operation, forymriog this intracavity-qubitl” state
(7), employ resonant interactions. Alternatively, thigacavity-qubitil” state (7) can be prepared
via a detuned interaction between the coupler quband each cavity [13,64,68]. Thus, there
are no cavity photons excited during the entire state petjpar. However, the time required for
preparing théV state (7) becomes much longer due to the use of a detuneddtiter, and thus

decoherence from the qubits may pose a significant problem.

(iv) Placing a qubit in each cavity [Fig. 1(a)] is necessaryiew of energy conservation.
During the last step, each cavity remains in a vacuum statdlars there is no energy transfer
from each cavity onto the NVEs. Note that the intracavityitgire the ones that absorb energy
from the pulses applied to them and then transfer their gnierghe NVES through interaction
with the NVEs. Thus, in spite of initially being in the groustite, the NVEs can be prepared in a

W-type entangled coherent state.

(v) As discussed previously, a measurement of the stateschfiatra-cavity qubit is needed
during preparation of thél’-class entangled coherent states. To the best of our kngesed
existing proposals for creating entangled coherent stftégo componentsw) and|—«) based
on cavity QED or circuit QED require a measurement on theestat auxiliary qubits or qutrits

[63,85-93].

Possible experimental implementation. Superconducting qubits play important roles in

guantum information processing [73,75,76,94-96]. In &ddj circuit QED is a realization of

15



the physics of cavity QED with superconducting qubits oreotbolid-state devices coupled to a
microwave cavity on a chip and has been considered as one afidlst promising candidates for
guantum information processing [75,76,94-99]. Above, wesidered a general type of qubit for
both the intracavity qubits and the coupler qubit. As an earmf experimental implementation,

let us now consider each qubit as a superconducting tranguoran

The dynamics of the lossy system, with finite qubit relaxatamd dephasing and photon

lifetime included, is determined by the following masteuation

d | - ~
d_/; = — [Hlk,p]+szj£ [ajHZ@E[bﬂ
j=1 J=1

3 3
+2 AL 071} + D (02,00, = p)
j=1 j=1

+7A’C [UZ] + 7A,<,0 (UZApUZA - p) ) (26)

where Hyy, is eitherHy,, Hyo, Hys, OF Hyy; j represents qubit (j = 1,2,3); 0., = |e); (e| —
19); (gl 020 = l€) 4 (e|=19) 4 (gl ;@NAL[A] = ApAT=AFTAp/2—pATA/2, WithA = a;,bj,0;, 0.
In addition, s is the decay rate of cavity, «’; is that of NVEj , v; (v4) is the energy relaxation

rate of the levele) of qubitj (A) , and~,, (va,) is the dephasing rate of the leje} of qubit

7 (A).

The fidelity of the operation is given by [100]

F =/ (Yl p i), (27)

where|iyq) is the output state of an ideal system (i.e., without diggpaand dephasing), while
is the output-state density operator of the system whenpkeations are performed in a realistic

16



physical system.

We now numerically calculate the fidelity of operation. Sirtbe first three steps employ
resonant interactions, we will look at the operational figidlor each of these steps to see how
short one should make the typical operation time for eagh tsteombat decoherence while still
being able to generate the entanglement with high fidelayskmplicity, we will consider the ideal
output state of the previous step of operation as the inptd sf the next step of operation when we
analyze the operational fidelities for the first three stépaddition, we will investigate the fidelity
for the entire operation, which will be calculated by nuroally solving the master equation with
the initial state of the whole system as an input, but withmaking any approximation. Without
loss of generality and for simplicity, we will consider idearal transmon qubits, cavities, and
NVEs. In this case, we havgy; = ga, 9-j = gr, g; = g, andg,, = g, (j = 1,2,3). We set
Qeg; = Qg and2; = Q (j = 1,2, 3). The decoherence times of transmon qubits and NVEs used
in the numerical simulation arey; , = ~,,, = 15 48,7, = 7' = 25 us, ands ' = 1 ms
(which is a conservative estimate compared with those tegan experiments [53,101-103]). In

addition, we choosej‘1 = 1 us in the numerical simulatiory (= 1, 2, 3).

A. Fidelity for the first three steps. The operation fidelities are plotted in Figs. 3(a,b,c),
which are for step 1, step 2, and step 3, respectively. Figwieows that the fidelity for step 1,
step 2, or step 3 increases drastically wjth g., or €., and reaches a high valug998 < F <1
for ga/ (2m), g4/ (27),8Q,/ (27) € [5 MHz, 50 MHz], which corresponds to the operation time

~ 3-30 ns. The analysis given here demonstrates that in order tbabaecoherence while obtain

17



the entanglement with a high fidelity 1, one should make the typical operation time within a few
nanoseconds for each of the first three steps, and a highyideli.998 can be achieved even by

increasing the operation time %0 30 ns.

B. Fidelity for the entire operation. The fidelity for the entire operation is calculated based
on Eg. (27), where the ideal output stateisy) = |p) ® Hj?zl 0)., 19) 4 [with [¢) given by

Eq. (20) or Eq. (23)] and is obtained by numerically solving the master equation {@6an initial
3

3 3
input statelvi) = [] [9); [ 0)s; I1 10)c; ® [€)a. We choosey/ (2m) = 50 MHz, g,/ (27) =
j=1 1 j=1

j
=
g/ (2m) = 5 MHz, andg,/ (2r) ~ 4 MHz [44]. We here selecy, = ¢g because the resonant
coupling constang, and the off-resonant coupling constagrare both the same order of magnitude
for superconducting qubits. Other parameters used in theerigal simulation aref2,.,/ (27) =
50 MHz, ©/ (2mr) = 100 MHz (available in experiments [104,105]), afig = 7.2g; (obtained by
numerically optimizing the system parameters). With theich of these parameters, the fidelity
versusD = 6,/ gs, is plotted in Fig. 4, which demonstrates that for~ 9, a high fidelity~ 93.2%
can be achieved for the stdte) with |5| = 1.2. For D ~ 9, the entire operation time is estimated
to be~ 1.14 us, much shorter than the decoherence times of transmorscaimitNVES used in
our numerical simulation but a little longer than the cawdgcay time. Figure 4 also shows that
the fidelity heavily depends of (or the detuningj,,). The fidelity reaches its maximum @3
increases t®. However, it drops down whef becomes larger thalhn This means that further
increasing the detuning,, will have an adverse effect on the fidelity. The interpretatior this

is: As the detuningy,, becomes larger than the optimum valug, (27 x 36 MHz) (i.e., the

value where the large detuning is well satisfied), the NV#tgaoupling becomes weaker, which
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increases the operation time and thus the effect of decoberfeom transmon qubits and NVEs

on the fidelity becomes more apparent.

Note that although the entire operation time is longer thancavity decay time used in our
numerical simulations, the effect of the cavity decay onfitelity is negligible. This is because:
the first three steps are completed within a very short tineetdwsing the resonant interaction,
and (as illustrated in Fig. 5) the number of photons occupiezhch cavity during the last step of
operation is quite low due to using a large-detuning tealidndeed, to reduce decoherence from
the cavity decay, one can employ a longer cavity-decay tmtee numerical simulation, which
however would require cavities with a high@rguality factor and thus may pose a challenge in

experiments.

Figure 5 is plotted by choosing the detuniPg= 9 and using the same parameters for Fig. 4.
For simplicity, Fig. 5 only shows the curves correspondmthe operation time— ¢, required for
the last step of operation. Hereis the entire operation time whilg is the time required for the
first three steps of operation. For the valueg ofg,, and()., chosen abovéy is ~ 36 ns. The blue
curve represents the fidelity, which is calculated for amidgate|viq) (|¢)) with || = 1.2. The
red curve represents the value|6f /2 or || /2. The green curve indicates the average photon
number for each cavity. Figure 5 indicates that the fidehtyréases wheh— t, approaches.08
1S (which is the time required for the last step of operatiarpfeparing the desired stdte) with
|8 = 1.2). The maximum fidelity depicted in Fig. 5 is in good agreenweitt that shown in Fig. 4

for D = 9. In addition, the green curve shows that the average nunilpdrodons excited in each
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cavity is less than 0.02, implying that the cavity photoresamost not excited during the last step

of operation.

According to experimental reports [81,82], the cavity freqcy can be rapidly adjusted by
Aw,/ (2m) = 500 ~ 740 MHz. As a conservative consideration, ftv./ (2r) = 500 MHz, the
detuningd,, changes t@bj = 9gp, + 2m x 500 MHz, which can be further written a%j /g, ~ 134
for g,;/ (2m) = ¢»/ (2m) = 4 MHz chosen above. This result shows that the decouplingef th
cavities with the NVEs, which was required during théstate preparation, can be well met by
adjusting the cavity frequency. As discussed previoubly,doupling or decoupling of the qubits

with the cavities can be readily made by adjusting the lepatsgs of the qubits.

T (energy relaxation time) arif, (dephasing time) can be made to be on the ordef-e$0
us for state-of-the-art superconducting transmon devit@%-fL03]. In addition, the lifetime of
an NVE can reach- 1.2 s according to recent experimental reports [53]. The typreasition
frequency of a transmon qubit is between 2 and 10 GHz [77,18§fan example, consider each
cavity of frequency.. ~ 5 GHz. Hence, for thezzzj‘1 used in the numerical calculation, the required
quality factor of each cavity i, ~ 3.1 x10*, which is accessible in experiments because a quality
factor@Q ~ 5 x 10* for CPW resonators with loaded NVESs has been experimertatyonstrated
[44]. The analysis given here shows that a high-fidelity ienmpéntation of the three-NVE/-
type entangled coherent stat&’ ), |IW,), |Ws), or |[IW,) described by Eq. (24) is feasible within

present-day circuit QED techniques.

Quantum state transfer. Consider a cavity and an NVE inside the cavity. Based on E). (3
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(see the Methods section), the NVE-cavity interaction Hmmian can be written as

H; = gy(a’b+ abl), (28)

where we set = w, —w. = 0. Assume now that the initial state of the cavity and the NV&ven

by |0). ® | 5)nvE, Where|0). is the vacuum state of the cavity whilé)xvr is the coherent state of

the NVE, given byi3)xve = exp(— 2|5| ) Z B"

n)nve- In terms of|n)xvg = \/—|0>NVE, one

can describe the system initial state as

3

n

10)e ® |B)wve = exp(—|B[*/2) Z 0)xvE|0)e. (29)
n=0

Making use of the Hamiltonian (28), we can obtain the tramsfionse—*A1tpfeifirt —
cos(gpt )b + i sin(gyt)al. For gyt = 7/2, one hag~#Htpfeitit = jqf, Under the Hamiltonian (28)

and after an evolution time= = /(2g,), the state of the system can be written as

e H10) . ® |B)NvE

— —iHrt exp |ﬁ‘ /2 Z ﬁ ) |0>NVE

n=0

. > B (phyr .
— e—ZHIt exp(—|ﬁ\2/2) Z 5 7(1' ) eZHIte_ZHIt‘O>C‘O>NVE

= exp _|5| /2 Z —zHIt bT n zH1t|0> |O>NVE

[e.e]

= exp(—|B*/2) )"10)e|0)NvE

n=0

= |if)c ® |0)nvE, (30)

where we have used 71t (b1) et = (jaT)" ande~*#140).|0)nvE = |0)¢|0)nvE.
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In the same manner, after an evolution time 7 /2g,, the statd0).| — 5)nvr Of the cavity
and the NVE is transformed to— i5). ® |0)nve. Given the above results, one can transfer a
macroscopidV -type entangled coherent state from the NVESs into the @avitFor instance, the

above statéll;) of the three NVEs is transferred onto the three cavitiespinéeg

Wike = = (| = i8)liB)li8) +1i8)| ~ i3)1id) +1i8)i6)| — i9)). @)

Discussion

A method has been presented to generaterdginuous-variablél -type entangled coherent state
of NVEs in circuit QED. As shown above, this proposal offepsng distinguishing features and
advantages: (i) Thél’ state is prepared in the NVEs (quantum memories), while repared
with the cavity photons. (ii) Because of NVE’s long decomeestime, the prepared” state can
be stored in the NVEs for a long time, when compared with stpiti via cavity photons. (iii) For
most of the operation time, cavity photons are virtuallyigeed; and thus decoherence caused by the
cavity decay is significantly suppressed. (iv) Because eatlty remains in a vacuum state after
the state preparation, the decoherence due to the cavily teavoided during storing the prepared
W state viathe NVESs. (v) The state preparation does not retjudit each NVE is initially prepared
in a coherent state, which should significantly reduce ipeexnental difficulty. (vi) Moreover, the
proposal employs only one external-cavity coupler qublie preparedV state of NVEs can be
mapped onto the cavities by local operations. This propesglite general and can be extended
to create the proposdd’” state with atomic ensembles or other spin ensembles dittdover
different cavities. Our numerical simulations show that thgh-fidelity implementation ofV/-
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type entangled coherent states with three NVEs is feasiitkeaurrent circuit QED technology.

Methods

NVE-cavity interaction Hamiltonian. As shown in Fig. 6(a), the energy levels of an NV center
consist of a ground stated, an excited staté£’ and a metastable statd. Both3A and3E are
spin triplet states while the metastabl¢ is a spin singlet state [107,108]. The NV center has an
S = 1 ground state with zero-field splitting,,/ (27) = 2.88 GHz between thém, = 0) and

|ms = £1) levels [Fig. 6(a)]. By applying an external magnetic fieldraj the crystalline axis

of the NV center [4R3], an additional Zeeman splitting between, = +1) sublevels occurs

[Fig. 6(b)].

If we need to eliminate the coupling of the cavity with the N&nter, one can adjust the
cavity frequencyw. to havew, sufficiently larger thamv, ; andw, _;, such that the cavity mode
is highly detuned (decoupled) from both the, = 0) <> |ms = —1) transition and thém, =
0) < |ms = +1) transition [Fig. 6(c)] Here,wy 11 (wo —1) is the transition frequency between
the two levelsjm, = 0) and|m, = +1) (jm; = —1)). On the other hand, one can adjust the
cavity frequency such that the cavity mode is coupled wightthnsition between the ground level
|ms = 0) and the excited leveln, = +1), but still decoupled from the transition between the
two levels|m, = 0) and|ms; = —1) [Fig. 6(d)]. Note that for a superconducting transmission
line resonator, the rapid tuning of cavity frequencies bgw hundred MHz inl—2 nanoseconds

has been demonstrated in experiments [81,82]). Durindgith&tate preparation described in the
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Results section, we assume that the level splitting of thecliMer is fixed.

An NV center is usually treated as a spin while an ensemble\ofcBhters is treated as
a spin ensemble (i.e., an NVE). Let an NVE be placed at an @airof a single mode of the
electromagnetic field. When the cavity is coupled to the = 0) « |m, = +1) transition, but
decoupled from thén, = 0) < |m, = —1) transition [Fig. 6(d)], the system Hamiltonian in the

interaction picture reads (in units bf= 1)

N
Henve = Z ge(alry e 4 arfe"), (32)
k=1

whered = w. — wp 41, w. is the eigenfrequency of the cavity mode(a') is the corresponding
annihilation (creation) operator of the cavity modg, = |m, = +1)x(ms = 0| andr, = |m, =
0)x(ms = +1| are the raising and lowering operators for ttté spin, andg, is the coupling

strength between the cavity and thid spin. We then define a collective operator

= (L) (D) S g 33
“() (5 et ®

N
with g> = >~ |gx|?/N, andg is the root mean square of the individual couplings.
k=1

Under the condition of a largd” and a very small number of excited spins (compared to the
numberN), b’ behaves as a bosonic operator and the spin ensemble besawvé®sonic mode.
Thus, we havéb, b'| ~ 1, andb'b|n), = n|n), [48,109], where

)y = %(bh"lon (34)

with [0), = |ms = 0)1|ms = 0)2---|ms = 0) . Itis easy to verify that the frequenay, of the
bosonic mode describing the NVE is equal to the transitieqdencyw, ., between the ground
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level |m, = 0) and the excited levéln, = +1) of each spin (i.ew, = wy +1). For simplicity we

have definedm, = +1) = | + 1) and|m, = 0) = |0).

Therefore, the Hamiltonian (32) can be further rewritten as
HC,NVE = gb(ei&CLTb + €_i5tCLbT), (35)

with ¢, = v/Ng. Based on Eq. (35), one can find that for the case of three N¥&s placed in a
cavity, the Hamiltonian for the three NVESs interacting wilieir respective cavities would be the

second term of Eq. (11).

NVE-cavity coupling selection.During the last step of th@/ state preparation, we would
require the coupling of each cavity with the, = 0) <> |ms = +1) transition while decoupling
each cavity from thém, = 0) <» |m, = —1) transition. The advantage of this is that the created
W state has a mode frequency equakto.;, which is adjustable by varying the magnetic field
applied to the NVEs [Fig. 6(c), Fig. 6(d)]. Instead of usitng tcoupling of each cavity with
the |ms; = 0) < |m, = +1) transition, one can employ the coupling of each cavity wité t
|ms = 0) <> |ms = £1) transition (i.e., the transition between the ground sfate = 0) and
the degenerate excited states, = +1)). However, there is an inevitable shortcoming, i.e., the
created/V state has a fixed mode frequency, which is equalto; = 27 x 2.88 GHz [Fig. 6(a)]

and thus cannot be adjusted.
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Figure 1: (a) Setup of the hybrid system consisting of a coupler gdlaind three cavities
each hosting a qubit (a dark dot) and a nitrogen-vacancyecemnisemble (a green oval);, Cs
andC; represent capacitors. An intracavity qubit can be an atoarsotid-state qubit. The coupler
qubit A can be a quantum dot or a superconducting qubit. (b) llitistraf the decoupling among
qubit A, cavity 7, NVE j and qubitj (j = 1, 2, 3) before thl/-state preparation. (c) The resonant
interaction between qubil and cavity;j with coupling constany,, (used in step 1). (d) The
resonant interaction between qupand cavity; with resonant coupling constaspt; (used in step
2). (e) The resonant interaction between qyland the pulse with Rabi frequen€y,,. (applied
for step 3). (f) The dispersive interaction between cayignd qubit;j with coupling constany;
and detuning,,, the dispersive interaction between cavitgnd NVE j with coupling constant
gy, and detuning,,, as well as the resonant interaction between guiaitd the pulse with Rabi
frequency(2; (applied for step 4). Here),, = w., — w.y,, with the transition frequency.,, of
qubit j and the frequency.; of cavity j, d,, = w., — wy;, andd.; = dq; — dy,, With wy, being the
frequency of a bosonic mode describing NYESince qubitA is not involved during the operation
of step 4, qubitA is dropped off in (f) for simplicity. Note that in (b) and (dhe frequency of
cavity j is highly detuned from those of qubit, qubit j and NVE, while in (f) the frequeny of
cavity j is adjusted such that cavityis dispersively coupled to qubjtand NVE j. The bottom

dark solid line in (b)-(f) also represents the ground stage, the vacuum state) of cavijy

Figure 2: Diagram of a coupler qubitt andn cavities each hosting a qubit (a dark dot) and

a NVE (a green Oval). QubH is capacitively coupled to each cavity.
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Figure 3: (a) Fidelity for step 1. (b) Fidelity for step 2. (c) Fidelityr step 3.

Figure 4: Fidelity 7 versus reduced detuning = ¢, /g;,. The red squares correspond to
the case without considering the errors and decoherenteddirst three-step operation, while the
blue dots correspond to the case after the errors and desudeefor the first three-step operation

are taken into account. The parameters used here are daburithe text.

Figure 5: The operational fidelityF, the amplitudgj| (or |—/3|), and the photon number
of each cavity versus— ¢, (i.e., the time required for the last step of operation). Bhe curve
represents the operational fidelity, which is calculatedafoideal statéy;,) (|¢)) with |5 = 1.2.
The red curve represents the value|of/2 or |—5| /2. The green curve indicates the photon
number (enlarged 10 times) of each cavity. For ¢, = 1.08 us (i.e., the time required for
preparing the statk) with |3| = 1.2 during the last step of operation), the fidelifyreaches the
maximum. All curves are plotted for reduced detuning= d;,/g,, = 9 and parameters used in

Fig. 4.

Figure 6: (a) Schematic diagram of electronic and spin energy leviedsnitrogen-vacancy
center. (b) The ground electronic-spin levels of an NV ceimt¢he presence of an external mag-
netic field parallel to the crystalline axis. Hefeand E represent the magnetic field and energy,
respectively. (c) lllustration of the cavity decoupledrfrthe NV center. Here,. is the cavity fre-
quency, whilewy _; (wo +1) is the energy gap between the, = 0) and|m, = —1) (|m,; = +1))
levels of the NV center. The cavity frequeney is sufficiently larger thamy, . ; andwy _1, such
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that the cavity mode is highly detuned (decoupled) from tb#{m, = 0) +» |ms; = —1) tran-
sition and them, = 0) <> |ms = +1) transition. (d) lllustration of the cavity being coupled to
the jms = 0) <> |ms = +1) transition with a detuning = w. — wo 41, but decoupled from the

|ms = 0) <> |ms = —1) transition of the NV center.

42



[top]

[top]

—I1
Ry o
a)A wegj a)bj C()cj
|9)
E) 10),,

(a) Setup (b) Before ¥ state preparation
| SR e i
&y 1 1" -,
o).
@a a)egj a)bj a)cj w, @ 9 @, j a)cj
(94) (99)
|9), |9)
|g>j |0>bj ! |g>/ |0>b]_
(c) Step 1 (d) Step 2
"""""""" o R
) QI e
B o T
Wy Oy |, @, @, @; |y @, |0,
@), @ @) |9
|9) |9);
toley o), ’ 1),

(e) Step 3

(f) Step 4

43







[tbp]

100 oeeeseeeeeeeeees 100G reeeeeeeees L0 rrereeeeseere
o.ggsé 3 0.9955 o o.9gsé 3
0.9955 0.996§ . 0.99¢"
r @) i (b) i (©
o9of o9efe 0994
0 10 20 30 40 50 0 10 20 30 40 0 10 20 30 40 50
ga/27 MHzZ gr/27 MHz Qey/27 MHz
[tbp]
0-94 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
0.92 ’ ' -
K 0.9C- l ' -
0.88&- ' -
0.8f' 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
"5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
D
[tbp]

45



laqunu uojoyd abeiony
(e0) (o) < AN (@)
Q Q o o Q
o o o o o

LI BN B I B B B SN B N R R B B B B B B |

0.10

(t—to) /us

[top]

46



'E

4
3A { D
gSwL_ |ms _ O>
(a)
——-x-----
x @e m, = +1>
w0,+1
o m; = _1>
Y ) Al m, = 0>
(c)

AE

a7

|ms =+1>
ngT< m, =~1)
| |, =0)
O >
(b)
. 1)
m =+
) s
Wy e ,T\
/ M=o >
YL |, <o)
(d)



Figure 1

Figure 2

Figure 3

Figure 4

Figure 5

Figure 6

48



