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It is known that maximally entangled Bell state and threbigW-type states are very useful in various
guantum information processing task. Thus the problem epgration of these type of states is very important
in quantum information theory. But the factor which prohiibie generation of the above mentioned pure states
shared between two and three distant partners is decoleeréffeen we send one qubit, from a two qubit state,
through decoherence channel like amplitude damping chaeepurity of the qubit is lost and it ends up with
a mixed state. Therefore it is very difficult to keep the puaximally entangled state in a maximally entangled
pure state or in an entangled state with high entanglemettid work we have provided a method by which one
can generate experimentally a maximally entangled Beiéstshared between distant parties with a non-zero
probability when a qubit, from a two qubit general state spaghrough decoherence channel. Therefore, despite
of the fact that qubit is interacting with the noisy chanmes, are able to generate Bell state shared between two
distant partners. Further, we have shown that it is possitbfgeenerate pure three-qubit W-type states shared
between three distant partners using economical quantomng machine and weak-measurement based feed-
forward control scheme, even though the second and thind igtibteracting with the noisy channel. Lastly, we
have shown that the generated three-qubit W-type statdsecased in teleporting one of the two non-orthogonal
states.

PACS numbers: 03.67.-a, 03.67 Hk, 03.65.Bz

I. INTRODUCTION on unitary dynamics for the generation of entangled states
[16,117]. Beside these schemes there are methods of gener-
ating entanglement by measurements [18, 19]. It is very dif-
Quantum entanglement [1] is such a feature of quantum mefcult to store the generated entangled states by measutemen
chanics which has no classical analogue. The entangled rejone approach. This problem can be resolved by the tech-
source state may have bipartite or multipartite entangféme nique of quantum feedback control [20-23]. An experiment
Quantum information processing tasks which were initiallywas proposed to generate and stabilize entanglement betwee
introduced for bipartite system can be extended to mulitear two qubits in circuit QED([24, 25]. An experimental demon-
system later. In bipartite system either the state is efiéang stration of the generation of superconducting two-qubit Be
or separable and if the state is entangled then it is genuingate by feedback based on parity measurements is presented
entangled state. Bell states are maximally entangledsstaten [2€6]. S-Y Huang et.al. [[27] recently presented a simple
and it is very useful in various quantum information proeess measurement and feedback control scheme feasible with cur-
ing tasks. Unlike two qubit states, the multipartite entedg  rent circuit QED technology to produce and stabilize the W
states can be classified according to various schemes [2, :ﬂtate%(|100> +1010) + |001)).
Three-qubit states have been classified according to stechg, thisgwork our task is to produce two-qubit Bell states
tic local operation and classical communication (SLOC®) in  gn5red between two distant parties and three-qubit W-type
six categories. Two of these categories have genuinetitpar giaies shared between three parties. We assume here that a
entanglement, viz. GHZ-states and W-states [4]. 3-targle igeneral two qubit entangled state is prepared in the Alice’s
one of the measures by which one can distinguish GHZ-statqgoratory. When Alice want to share one qubit, from the
and W-states [5]. For GHZ-states, 3-tangle is non-zeroavhil genera| two qubit state, with Bob, she has to sent the qubit

for W-states, it is zero. Previously it was known that W-typenrqygh decoherence channel. In general when qubit is-inter
states cannot be used for teleportation and superdensggcodiyeied with the noisy environment, it loses its purity and be-

but Agrawal and Pati [6] introduced a new class of W-typecomes a mixed state. Although one qubit is sent through de-
states which are useful in teleportation and superdense cogdyherence channel. we have shown that Alice and Bob man-

in_g. _ i i age to share a maximally entangled Bell states by following
Since entangled states play a major role in various quantur@_Q Wang et.al.[[28] weak-measurement-based feed-forward

information processing tasks such as quantum telepantatioyoniro| scheme. Starting from the generated Bell stateeshar
[7], superdense coding![8], remote state preparalion [B, 10petween two distant partners Alice and Bob, a three-qubit W-
secret sharing [11], telecloning [12] and quantum crypaegr e state is prepared by using economical quantum cloning
phy [13+15] so its generation and manipulation is very iMpor machine and weak-measurement-based feed-forward scheme.
tant in quantum information theory. There are schemes basef},q generated three qubit state is not a mixed state but a pure
three-qubit W-type state, which is shared between three dis
tant partners Alice, Bob and Charlie. Later we have shown

_ _ that the generated pure three-qubit W-type state can be used
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in the teleportation of two non-orthogonal states. amplitude damping channel, the qubit trajectories is didlid
The plan of the paper is as follows: In section 2, we revisitinto two parts: (i) the qubit is jumping into the staf with
C-Q Wang et.al. weak-measurement-based feed-forward cothe “jump” probability P/ = Ny, [8|2(1 — e~ 7). (i) "no
trol scheme. In this scheme, authors showed that how on@mping” state of the qubit is

can protect the purity of the qubit when passing through de- )

coherence channel. In section 3, we have used the concept o e s

discussed in section 2 to generate two-qubit Bell stategdha [¥)ns v P (vpl0) A1 = pe 1) )
between sender and the receiver located far away from each .

other, when a qubit passes through amplitude damping chaMthere P/ = |af?p +|B|*(1 — p)e™" 7. Then the reversed
nel. In section 4, we have shown that a particular form offeed-forward operatiof; = I retain the stat¢0) and|¢);.
three-qubit W-type state is produced by economical quanturk@Stly, we measure the qubit by post-weak measureffent
cloning machine and weak-measurement-based feed—forwaﬁaIOh where

control scheme. In section 5, the generated three-quiyp&-t

state is used to teleport two non-orthogonal states. Finad 0, = (\/1 —P1 0) (5)
conclude in section 6. 0 1)’

p1 is the post-weak measurement strength.
II. C-Q WANG ET.AL. WEAK-MEASUREMENT-BASED The measured state from the "jumping” trajectory(is with

FEED-FORWARD CONTROL SCHEME probability /Nt = Ny, |B](1 — e~ "7)(1 — p1). The mea-
sured state from the "no jumping” trajectory is given by
C-Q Wang et.al. [[28] introduced a feed-forward control 1

scheme to protect an unknown quantum state. The schem@)njn1 = ————(ay/py/1 —p1|0) + By/1 ~pe=7|1))(6)

is based on one complete pre-weak measurement, two incom- prath

plete post-weak measurements and two feed-forward opergsarepriN: — la2p(1 = p1) + |BI2(1 — p)e~T7.

tions and their reversals. The scheme of protecting unknowf} e choose the post-weak measurement strength as

guantum states when it passes through decoherence channeY,V

goes as follows: Let us consider an unknown quantum state . (1—ple T

p=1-—

[¥) = al0) +8I1), |ol* +[8* =1 (1) b

. then the state in the "no jumping” trajectory will be the same
Firstly, we perform a pre-weak measurement on the state L i . o
. . . s initial state. The success probability of retaining ttigall
in (@) before it passes through the noisy channel. Pre—weaS ate is given by
measurement can be chosenlas = MfMl andIl; =

()

MJ My, andM, andM, are given by PS=(1—-ple " (8)
M= (VP L) = (VPO (2)
0 I-p 0 \/]_? III. GENERATION OF TWO-QUBIT BELL STATES WHEN
_ A QUBIT PASSES THROUGH AMPLITUDE DAMPING

where p is the pre-weak measurement strength and CHANNEL
S22 MM =1.
If the measurement outcome Ad; then we adopt the feed- | et us start with two qubit entangled state
forward operatior; = I but if the measurement outcome is
Ms, we adopt the feed-forward operatidh = 0. In this [WA4) = 10)1 @ (al0)2 + B[1)2) + |1)1 @ (7]0)2 + 6]1)2),

work we explain the whole protocol when the measurement
outcome isM;. In a similar fashion, we could demonstrate
the whole protocol with measurement outcofvig also.

The occurrence of the measurement outcdmereduces the
state|y) to

lal? + B2+ V*+ 16> =1L,a#v,8+#6 9)

If « = vandB = ¢ then the staté {9) would become a product
state so we have taken# ~,8 # §.
Initially both qubit possessed by Alice. Alice then perfoam
M) 1 pre-weak measurement A, on the second qubit followed

= (a/pl0Y + By/1 —p|1)) (3) by feed-forward operatioh® F;. Alice then send the second
(Y ly) Ny qubit to Bob through amplitude damping channel. The ampli-

9 9 tude damping channel can be described by the Kraus operators

whereNy;, = (Y| |¢) = |al*p + |B]*(1 — p). We perform
the feed-forward operatiofy = I on |¢);, which keeps

as
the state as it is. Qubifl(3) is then passed through the noisy 1 0 0 r
channel for a period of. The qubit is then no longer pure K= (0 \/ﬁ) Ko = (0 0 )
because of energy relaxation with the rBteTo keep the qubit

in a pure state, we disentangle the relaxation into "jump! an wherer is the magnitude of the decoherence. Taking the ar-
"no jump” scenarios. When the qubit is passing through thegument from the previous section, the qubit trajectory can b

|1/J>M1 =

(10)



3

divided into "jump” and "no jump” trajectory. When the sec- section, we will start with this maximally entangled Bekt
ond qubit is in "jumping” trajectory and Bob operate reverse shared between Alice and Bob
feed-forward operatioh ® F, ! and a partial weak measure- 1
mentI ® O; on his qubit, the shared state between Alice and ) B = EUOOMB +11)aB) (16)
Bob is given by
) Now our task is to generate three-qubit state from two-qubit
ABy _ _* Bell state [(16). To do this, we are using economical quantum
570 = \/§(|00>12 +[10)12) (11) cloning machine. If cloning machine does not need any an-

) o _cilla then it is called economical quantum cloning machine.
Clearly the state(11) is a product state and it is not useful i Economical quantum cloning transformation is given by
any quantum information processing task.

When the second qubit is in "no jumping” trajectory and Bob U10)]0) = |0)]0)

operate reversed feed-forward operation F; ' and a par- U|1)|0) = cosal1)|0) + sina|0)[1) (17)

tial weak measuremett® O; on his qubit, the shared state ] . )
between Alice and Bob takes the form Bob then apply economical quantum cloning transformation

to his qubit. As a result of the cloning transformation, a#sr
|\1/;;‘JB> = al00) 15 + b|01) 12 + c[10) 12 + d[11)12, (12) qubit state is generated and is given by

\_/I_vEere the qubit 1bis W(iith Alice agd qubit 2 is with Bob. [¥)aBc = %(|OOO>ABC + cosa|110) apc
e parameters, b, ¢, d is given by
+sina|101) s4pc) (18)
b PVI— D b= AV1—pe= where the qubitd hold by Alice while qubitB andC' pos-
V2PNt V2PniNt sessed by Bob.
. vV —p1 e ST = pe%f 13) Non-maximally Hadamard transformation is given by
V2pPriing /2 PnjiNy |0) — u|0) + v[1)
2., .2 _
whereP 1N = |[2p(1 — py) + [52(1 - p)e~t7, PNt = 1) = vl0) —ufl), wi+em=1 " (19)
[ap(1 —p1) + 87 (A = p)e~ 7. Equation[(IP) reduces to hadamard transformation when
If we assumel — e~ 1" = r then the decoherence channel is , — %
the same as amplitude damping channel. Bob apply non-maximally Hadamard transformation on qubit
The Hadamard transformation is given by C and hence the state) 1 sc reduces to
1 1
0) = =510} + 1)) W) ABe = 75 ((100)45 + cosal11)45) @ (ul0)c +v[1)c)
1) — %UO) — 1) (14) +sinall0)ap ® (v|0)c — ull)c)) (20)
2

Bob now executing feed-forward scheme described in section

Bob perform Hadamard transformation on his qubit. As a rel! to send the third qubi€’ to Charlie. When the third qubdt

sult of the transformation, the two-qubit stdfel(12) redutoe ~ Passing through the amplitude damping channel and reached
to Charlie, the three-qubit state shared between Alice, Bob

and Charlie in "no jumping” trajectory becomes
V) e = w1|000) apc + u2]001) Apc + us|110) apc

+uy|111) apc + u5]100) apc

If we choose3 = —a, § = ~ and the post-weak measure- +ug|101) aBC (21)
ment strengtlp; as givenin[(¥) then the star[@ﬁﬁg becomes

wAB) — %((a —)]00)12 + (a + b)[01)12 + (¢ — d)|10)12

+(c+d)[11)12), (15)

where the qubit” possessed by Charlie and the coefficients

maximg!ly entangled I_Sell state i.e\}—§(|00)12 +11)12). The .o given by
probability of generating the maximally entangled Belltsta .
with this procedure ig. uy/pvVI = p1 vy/T —pe =
uy = , U2 = )
vV 2k V2k1
IV. GENERATION OF THREE-QUBIT W-TYPE STATE s = ucosa/py'1 —p1 uy = 205V L —pe™="
WHEN SECOND AND THIRD QUBIT PASSES THROUGH V2k; ’ V2k; ’
AMPLITUDE DAMPING CHANNEL vsinan /By T=p1 —usinony/T=pe =5
us = , Ug =
° V2k; 0 V2ks

In the previous section, we have seen how two-qubit maxi- ) ) o
mally entangled Bell state is generated when the second qubi ki =u"p(l—p1) +v (1 —ple 7,
is passing through the amplitude damping channel. In this  ky = v*p(1 —p1) + u?(1 — p)e '™ (22)



3-tangle of the statéy))Z . is zero and hence it represent

Ix2)a = (sz+yv1-—s?)0)a
?:;/I;r"—e type state which is shared between Alice, Bob and sy -z T )14 (29)

Charlie apply Hadamard transformation on his qubit and thgye note thatx1|xs) = s, 0 < s < 1. Let us assume that

resultant three-qubit state takes the form as

V) iBe = [(u1 + u2)|000) aBc + (u1 — u2)|001) Apc

5=

(us + U4)|110>ABC + (us — U4)|111>ABC
+(us + u6)|100) ABc
+(U5 - u6)|101>ABc] (23)

If we choose the post-weak measurement strength as

U2 1 -p e—FT
=1 % (24)
h . 1 _ __ cosa _ v?sina
thenuy = up = 3, us = us = 5% us = 00
ug = 7—27ZZT;). This reduces the statg) 74, to
W) ne = —=l=1000)a50 + J=cosal110)anc
VN V2 V2
v? — u?)sina
vt e
sino
Sy sl )

((v2—u?)?4+1)sin’ o

whereN = % + 00822a + 4(vT4ut)
Foru = v = -, the three-qubit staté (R5) reduces to

\/51
1
W) Ape = 7§[|000>A30 + cosa|110) Apc
+Sin0&|101>ABc] (26)

When Alice apply the Pauli operater, on her qubit then the

the two single qubit non-orthogonal states defined above are
with Alice and she has information about the parameters
ands. She want to teleport the messages encoded in the non-
orthogonal states to Bob with the help of three-qubit-type

state

1
W2, = = —=[|100)aap + c0osa|010) 4 ap

V2
+sina|001) 44 5] (30)

where the first two qubits are with Alice and the third qubit is
with Bob. « is the economical cloning machine parameter.
The composite five qubit state is given by

W) aaaas = [x1)a ® [x2)a @ V)W ig (31)

Alice then perform two Bell state measurements on her qubits
As a result of the measurement, either a bit or a qubit is gen-
erated at Bob’s site. Appearance of bit at Bob’s site means
no non-orthogonal states appeared at his place and hesce thi
case is considered as failure of the protocol. But the case,
when qubit is generated, can be considered as success of the
protocol because in this case the generated qubit can be con-
verted into one of the two non-orthogonal staigs)s or
IX2)B-

Let us consider the following cases:

Case-Ia: If the measurement outcomeis™) 44 ®|éd+) 44 OF

[ T)aa ® ¢~ ) a4 then Alice sent two classical bii8) ® |0)

to Bob. Bob applied on the received qubit after getting
two classical bits from Alice. Before Bell state measure-

ment, if Alice chooses the cloning machine parametén
such a way thatina = £.=1 andcosa = =25, where
K2+1 K231°
z(sz+yv1—s?)

Y P then the qubit appear at Bob’s place is

state|y) V3~ reduces to the state introduced by Agrawal andX1)B-

Pati [6]
|7/)>2VBQC = (0, ®I® I)W)m/éc
1
= —[|100) apc + cos|010) apc

V2
+sina|001) apc] (27)

Case-Ib: If the measurement outcomdis™) 4 4 ®|éd+) 44 OF
[ T) a4 ® ¢~ ) a4 then Alice sent two classical bi{8) ® |1)
to Boh. After getting classical bits, Bob applies on the
received qubit. If Alice chooses the cloning machine param-

etero in such a way thatina = Y2=E+K andcosa =

V2-K-—K and then the qubit appear at Bob’s placgxis) 5.
Case-Ila: If the measurement outcome|is™) a4 @ |[¢1) axa

This class o’ — type states can be used for perfect telepor-or |y =) 4 4 ®|¢~) 4.4 then Alice sent two classical bits)©|0)

tation and superdense coding.

V. PERFECT TELEPORTATION OF TWO
NON-ORTHOGONAL STATES WITH |+)) V3.

to Bob. Bob then applies, on the received qubit. If Alice

choosessina = % andcosa = 7255 before Bell state
measurement then in this case also the state appears at Bob’s
site is|x1) 5.

Case-IIb: If the measurement outcomelis™) 44 @ |61 ) aa
or|Y~)aa ® |6~ )aa then Alice sent a classical Hit) ® |1)

In this section we have shown that how two non-orthogonaly Bop. After getting classical bits, Bob appliesio, on

states can be teleported via a three-qubit sty 2 ...

Let us consider two nonorthogonal states to be teleported

given by

IX1)a =|0)a +y[l)a, 2*+y* =1 (28)

the received qubit. If Alice choosesna = KV2-K2 gnd

cosaq = B=V2=K2 VQ‘K2 before Bell state measurement then the
state appears at Bob’s site|is;) 5.
Case-Illa: If the measurement outcomeligt) 44 @[T ) a4



or ™) a4 @ |1h™) a4 then Alice sent two classical bif8) @  state appears at Bob’s sitelig ) 5.
|0) to Bob. Bob applied on the received qubit After get-
ting two classical bits from Alice. If Alice Choosesna =

V2—L24+L _ \2-L2—-L _ z(sy—zV1—s2)
=== andcosa = ¥=—5—=, whereL = P P VL CONCLUSION

before Bell state measurement then the state appears a Bob’

sCite iSI|;<IQ>-BIi‘ h o N To summarize, we have made a study of the generation of a
ase-IIb: If the measurement outcomelis™ ) 44 @[V ") a4 pyre two-qubit Bell states5(|00)+|11)) shared between two

or [T a4 @ |1h™) a4 then Alice sent two classical bil8) ® ) . .
|0>|1t/2) I;ob. B|c1)bb gpplies( on the received qubit Aftertg?atting d'Stam partners, even though a qublt_from a two—q_ublt gainer
two classical bits from Alice. If Alice Chooses in this case St2t€ 1S intéracting with the noisy environment. This wdd
sino — E=1 andeosa — —2L before Bell state measure- possible only if we use C-Q Wang et.al. Weak-meas_urement-
tth L2t+hl tat L2+%B b's sitei based feed-forward control scheme. A three-qubit W-type
ment then the state appears at Bob's sitaiys. states—L_[|100) + c0sa|010) + sina|001)], wherea is the
Case-IVa: If the measurement outcome}is) 44 ® () aa V2 . _
or [ )aa @ [¢~)aa then Alice sent two classical bits economical quantum cloning machine parameter, can also be
1)  |0) to Bob. Bob appliesr. on the received qubit af- prepared by economical quantum cloning machine and feed-
ter getting two classical bits from Alice. If Alice Chooses forward scheme. We have sh_own that the gene_rated _thre_e-
o — LEVITIZ gog _ L—V2T pefore Bell qubit state shared between Alice, Bob and Charlie reside in
sunov = 2 a{;] Cofoé = " tBeb?re' ell state  ihree different laboratories. Since the two -qubit Belkesa
Q:siij\rfir-nlef?he rer:]r:e asi rse ?n g r?tr:)raetgg?n aé i$9> S i?léﬁ) and a particular form of threg—qubit W-type states disadisse
or 1) ’ % 1) 44 then Alice sent two clasAs?caI bimf“é‘) in this work are very useful in secret sha_rlng_ and quantum
|0) to ng Bob aAAIiesr on the received qubit after gettin crypt_ography S0 _the stud_y of their production is very impor-
A i PP z _ q _ L92_ 9 tantin quantum information theory. Further we have shown
two classical bits from Alice. If Alice Choose$na = 75 that one of the two non-orthogonal states can be telepoided v

and cosa = Lg—_LH before Bell state measurement then theW-type states.
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