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Abstract

We propose a method for transferring quantum entangled stags of two photonic cat-state qubits
(cqubits) from two microwave cavities to the other two microwave cavties. This proposal is realized
by using four microwave cavities coupled to a superconduatig ux qutrit. Because of using four
cavities with di erent frequencies, the inter-cavity crosstalk is signi cantly reduced. Since only one
coupler qutrit is used, the circuit resources is minimized.The entanglement transfer is completed
with a single-step operation only, thus this proposal is quie simple. The third energy level of the
coupler qutrit is not populated during the state transfer, t herefore decoherence from the higher
energy level is greatly suppressed. Our numerical simulatns show that high- delity transfer of
two-cqubit entangled states from two transmission line resonators to lie other two transmission
line resonators is feasible with current circuit QED techndogy. This proposal is universal and can
be applied to accomplish the same task in a wide range of physal systems, such as four microwave

or optical cavities, which are coupled to a natural or arti cial three-level atom.
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. INTRODUCTION

Circuit quantum electrodynamics (QED), consisting of superconditing (SC) qubits and
microwave cavities or resonators, has developed fast in the pasicdde and has been con-
sidered as one of the most promising platforms for quantum informan processing (QIP)
[2{9]. SC qubits are good information carriers and units of quantum farmation proces-
sors due to controllability of their level spacings and recent signi ¢ca improvement of their
coherence times. It was theoretically predicted that the strongeupling limit is readily
achieved with SC charge qubits [3] or ux qubits/ [10], and later the stmg and ultrastrong
coupling between a SC qubit and a microwave resonator was expenmatly demonstrated
[11,112] (hereafter, the terms cavity and resonator are used @mthangeably). Based on
circuit QED, many proposals have been presented for implementinga@ntum state transfer
between SC qubits|[1, 13{15], quantum logic gates of SC qubits [1&]J2and entanglement
in SC qubits [22{28]. By using SC qubits, the experimental demonstians of single-qubit
gates [29, 30], two-qubit gates [31, 32], three-qubit gates |[33) 34]-qubit entanglement
[35], 12-qubit entanglement [36], 18-qubit entanglement [37], and B0bit Schredinger cat
states [37] have been reported. Moreover, quantum teleporiat between two distant SC
qubits [38], quantum state transfer in a SC qubit chain [39], entangieent swapping in su-
perconducting circuit [40], and quantum walks in a 12-qubit supercducting processor [41]
have been realized in experiments.

On the other hand, a (loaded) quality factorQ = 10° for a one-dimensional (1D) mi-
crowave resonator [42, 43] and a (loaded) quality fact@ = 3:5 10’ for a three-dimensional
(3D) microwave resonator/[44] have been reported experimentallphotons, hosted by a mi-
crowave resonator or cavity with a high quality factor, have much lger lifetimes than SC
qubits |45]. Hence, a microwave resonator or cavity of a high qualitadtor can behavior
as a quantum data bus and be used as quantum memory. In recemays, there is much
interest in quantum state engineering and QIP with microwave elds ophotons. Based
on circuit QED, a number of proposals have been presented for atiag Fock states [46],
coherent states|[47], squeezed states|[48], macroscopic Scheeet-cat states [[49{52], and
entangled states of microwave photons [53{61]. In addition, based circuit QED, how to
realize two-qubit or multi-qubit quantum gates with microwave photms has been investi-

gated in theory [62{64]. The experimental preparations of a Fockate or a superposition



of Fock states of photons [65{67], photonic Schmedinger catates [68], and photonic NOON
states [69] have been reported. The coherent transfer of singlegotons between microwave
cavities has been demonstrated in experiments [70]. Moreover, gttan error correction

and universal gate set on a binomial photonic logical qubit [71] haveebn experimentally
demonstrated.

The focus of this paper is on photonic cat-state qubitscubits). For a cqubit, the
two logic states are usually represented by two orthogonal catages (i.e., superposition
states of coherent states) of photons. In recent years, QIRtiv cqubits has attracted much
attention because coherent states are eigenstates of the phrotannihilation operator and
tolerant to single-photon loss|[72, 73] and the lifespan of a cqubitrcée greatly improved
by quantum error correction [73]. Proposals for entangling cqubiis a GHZ state [74] and
for implementing single-cqubit gates| [75, 76], two-cqubit gates [587]7 and multi-target-
cqubit controlled gatesl|[78] have been presented. Moreover, #gerimental demonstration
of single-cqubit gates|[79] and double-cqubit entangled Bell statf80] has been reported.
However, after in-depth search of literature, we found that howo directly transfer quantum
entangled states otqubits between cavities has not been studied yet.

In the following, we will propose a method to transfer quantum entegled states of two
cqubits from two microwave cavities to the other two microwave caves via circuit QED.
This proposal is realized by using a superconducting ux qutrit to caple four microwave
cavities [Fig.[1(a)]. Throughout this paper, \qutrit" refers to a three-level quantum system.
As shown below, this proposal has the following advantages: (i) Becse of using four cavities
with di erent frequencies, the inter-cavity crosstalk is greatly reluced; (ii) Due to the use of
only one coupler quitrit, the circuit resources is minimized; (iii) The er@nglement transfer is
quite simple because only a single-step operation is needed; (iv) Besmthe higher energy
level jf i of the coupler qutrit is not populated in the transfer process, tha&lecoherence
from this higher energy level is greatly inhibited; and (v) Neither mesaurement on the
cavity state nor measurement on the qutrit state is required. In @dition, our numerical
simulations demonstrate that high- delity transfer of two-cqubit entangled states from two
transmission line resonators to the other two transmission line rasators is feasible with
current circuit QED technology. This proposal is universal and cabe applied to transfer
two-cqubit entangled states from two microwave or optical caviteto the other two cavities,

which are coupled to a natural or arti cial three-level atom.
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FIG. 1. (color online) (a) Diagram of a superconducting ux qutrit (a circle A at the center)
and four microwave cavities. Each cavity here can be a threelimensional (3D) cavity or a one-
dimensional (1D) cavity. For 3D microwave cavities, the qutrit is inductively coupled to each cavity,
by placing the qutrit's partial loop area into each cavity. For 1D microwave cavities, the qutrit
is capacitively coupled to each cavity (see Fig. 2). (b) lliistration of the qutrit-cavity dispersive

interaction and the qutrit-pulse resonant interaction.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. Il, we explicitly show how t@nsfer quantum
entangled states of two cqubits from two cavities to the other tweavities. In Sec. Ill, we
give a discussion on the experimental feasibility of the proposal. Araduding summary is

presented in Sec. IV.

I[I.  TRANSFER OF QUANTUM ENTANGLED STATES OF TWO CQUBITS

Consider four microwave cavities (12;3;4) coupled to a superconducting ux quitrit
[Fig. @(a)]. The three levels of the coupler qutrit are labeled ggi ; jei and jf i [Fig. [I(b)].
Suppose that cavity 1 (3) is dispersively coupled to th¢gi $ j fi transition with cou-
pling strength g; (gs) and detuning ( 9, cavity 2 (4) is dispersively coupled to the
jei $j fi transition with coupling strength g, (g4) and detuning ( 9, and each cav-
ity is highly detuned (decoupled) from other energy level transition [Fig. 1(b)]. Here,

= lgyg !'1="le !p>0and %= l¢ lg=1l4 1,<0 iy (Tee)is the
joi $j fi (jei $j fi) transition frequency of the ux qutrit, and ! is the frequency of
cavity j (j =1;2;3;4). In addition, apply a microwave pulse to the qutrit. The pulse is on
resonance with thejgi $j e transition but highly detuned (decoupled) from other energy

level transitions [Fig.[1(b)]. These conditions can be met by prior adgtment of the quitrit's



level spacings or the cavity frequencies. Note that the level spags of a superconducting
qutrit can be rapidly (within 1 3 ns) adjusted [81] and the frequency of a microwave cavity
can be fast tuned with a few nanoseconds [82].
Under the above considerations, the Hamiltonian of the whole systein the interaction
picture and after the rotating wave approximation is given by (assuing ~=1)
H= o€ "8 ;,+ %€ "8, + g "8 [ +ad "a ) + L+Hc, (D)

+
fg

& is the photon annihilation operator of cavityj (j =1;2;3;4).

+
fe

where [ = jfihgj, = jfihej; ¢, = jeihgj; is the Rabi frequency of the pulse, and
In the large-detuning case of gk andj § g 0 the intermediate leveljf i can
be adiabatically eliminated. As a result, the Raman couplings betweehd statesjgi and jei
are induced by the cavity pairs (12) and (3;4). When % 0104; G203;the Raman
couplings between the stateggi and jei ; caused by the cavity pairs (14) and (2 3); are
suppressed because the corresponding e ective coupling strigisgare much smaller than
the detunings of these Raman transitions. We assume;j 9 ; for which the e ect of
the pulse on the Raman couplings is negligible. Thus, we can obtain th@léwing e ective

Hamiltonian [83]

He = 2 18181 gq 2 2808 e
2 38383 g9 2 48,8 e
2 (& 1 +Ai8 o)
2 Y8ty &ty o)
+ (2)

where . = joiheg; ¢5= jgingj; ee=jeihg; x = &t o 1= F=(Q2) ; 2= B=(2) ;
3= =2 9; 4==2 9; = xe=(2) ;and °= gxu=2 ° Here, the terms in the
rst line are ac-Stark shifts of the leveljgi (jei) induced by the cavity 1 (2), the terms in the
second line are ac-Stark shifts of the levgd)i (jei) induced by the cavity 3 (4), the terms
in the third line represent the Raman coupling induced by the cavity pa(1;2), while the
terms in the fourth line represent the Raman coupling induced by theavity pair (3; 4):
With de nition of ji =(jgi | e )=IO 2; the operators of the coupler qutrit in Eq. (2) can

be expressed asqg = (I +e* +e )=2, =(1 e e )=2 H=(e,+e" e )=2



eg=(€, € +e )=2and = e, wheree, = j+ih+j jihj ;e* =j+ihj jande =
jih +j. Using these expressions, one can rewrite Eq. (2), which will coimtahe termse 2
and €2 ' In the strong driving regime 2 1, 2,] 305 4 ;] Y;these terms oscillate with
high frequencies and can be discarded after applying a rotating-weaapproximation. Thus,

it is easy to nd that the Hamiltonian (2) becomes

. = B+ B At B At B At e
an; +a5 8 e, a8 +aia e (3)
Performing a unitary transformation ghot, with Ho =

1&1 a + za; & + 39.; a3+ 4&2 & + e, we obtain

He = o' 8, Ho e ™!
= a8+ 8 e+ 838 +B58, e 4)
where we have set
1= 20 37 4 (5)
= @ (6)

The qutrit is in the state j+i ; which can be easily prepared by applying a-pulse resonant
with the jgi $] e transition of the qutrit initially in the ground state jgi. Note that the
qutrit remains in the state j+i because this state is not a ected by the Hamiltonian (4).

Hence, the quitrit part can be ignored and the e ective Hamiltonian 4) further reduces to

He= He + Hep; (7)

with
H el = ala; + ’8.1’ az ; (8)
He, = é.gé.z + ’a; & (9)

This Hamiltonian (7) describes the qutrit-mediated e ective interation between the cavity
pair (1;2) and the qutrit-mediated e ective interaction between the caviy pair (3;4), which
will be used below to transfer quantum entangled states of two chjis from the two cavities
(1; 2) to the other two cavities (3 4).



Initially, cavittes 1 and 3 store the maximally-entangled  state

jcati ;jcati 3 + jcatijjcatis :p2 of two cqubits while cavities 2 and 4 are initially in

the vacuum statej0i,j0i4: Here, the two cat states are given bycati = N (j i + | 1)
and jcati = N (j i | i); with the normalization coecients N . In terms of
oL, P . _ L, P N
ji=e "2 plijniandj i=el "2 GXijni; we have
n=0 ' n=0 ’
- - X . . -— X‘ - -
jcati = Comj2mi; jcati = Con+1j2n + 11, (120)
m=0 n=0

where n and m are non-negative integersCom = 2N*el =2 om P @m)!; and Consq =
2N el 7= 2041 P (2n + 1)I. From Eq. (10) one can see that the cat statgcati is orthogo-
nal to the cat statejcati, independent of (except for =0). The two cat states considered
here are called even and odd coherent states in quantum optics.

The transfer of the two-cqubit entangled state from two cavitied and 3 to the other two

cavities 2 and 4 is described by
p—é jcatijjcati 3 + jcatiyjcatiz JOi)0i4 ! 0|110|3p—§ jcatipjcatis + jcatijcatis :  (11)

In the following, we will show how this entangled state transfer canebachieved.

According to Eq. (10) and because of2mi; = a; 2iji,-:p (2m)! and j2n + 1i; =
a; 2n jOi,-=IO (2n +1)!; the two cat statesjcati; and jcati; of cavity j (j = 1;2;3;4) can
be expressed as
X
jeati; = Con & szOij;
m=0
— 0 + 2n+l ..
jeati; = Cone1 § jOij; (12)
n=0

whereC9 = C2m=p (2m)! and C3.,; = Cons1 P (2n +1)!:

Under the e ective Hamiltonian H. of Eq. (7) and because of.:; Hep] = 0; we have



the following state evolution

e Metjcati,jOi e Me2'jcati3j0i 4
x 0 A iHett a+ 2M jH et iHeitiy i(y
Cy,e et ay “hetett e Metli0i4j0i,

3

=0
x 0 iHeat at 2M _jH ot iHeatiy iy
Cone "2t &y “ ettt e Me2lj0i5j0i,

CQ. e HetgtdHet 2Migiig; - (13)

and

X O

IH eltjﬁi 1J0| 1S IH eztjﬁi 3J0| 4

= CQ., e MHeat gt 2 gHat g Hatigiio),
n=0
)4' . 2n+1 ; AP
C . e Met Al et e He2lj0j4j0i,
n=0
X

i i 2n+1
— an+1 e iH ﬂta}: eIH e1t

j0i1j0i 2
n=0
R 0 iH oot g+ ojH ept 2N+1 .o o

Coney € ey ene j0i 3j0i 4; (14)
n=0
where we have use@ ™ ¢'j0i1j0i, = j0i1jOi, and e ™ ¢2j0i3j0i4 = jOi 3j0i4:

Note that e Metaletet = cos(t )a) + isin(t)a, and e MetajeHet = cos(t )&l

isin(t)a): For t = =2; we havee Meta)gHet = ja) ande MetadMe2t = ja): Thus, for

t=T= =(2 ); we have from Egs. (13) and (14)

|H et. .....

e jcati yjcati 3)0i 5j0i 4

X

. 2m )4 . 2m

joi;, CY. e &) joi,jOiz Cle™ a5 jOi,

m=0 m=0

. R

g™ C2mj2mi2 J OI3 e C2mj2mi4; (15)

m=0 m=0

I
[S)
o



and

R . 2n+1 S ) 2n+1
= joi, CJ, € =2 g jOi, j Oig C2, el =2 gy jOi 4
n=0 n=0
. Rxo
= joi, €MD E2C, j2n+1i, j Oig e @MY T2C, qj2n + Liy; (16)
n=0 n=0
where we have usejemi; = & 2mjOi,-=p @m)l; jon +1i; = & ™ jOi,-=p (2n + 1)!

(j =2;4); and the de nitions of CS and CS, ., given above.
After returning to the original interaction picture, the time evolution for the initial state

of the whole system is given by

- 1 R R : I
= eMop— j0i; €M Comj2mi, j Ois e '™ Comj2miy
2 m=0 m=0 |
x . '
+J0iy @D =2C, qj2n+1i, | Oig e '@ =2C, j2n+1i, i

n=0 n n=0

i 0iM N 1 X i2m . . X i2 Om . .
e ' 9)0i1j0izp— e Comj2mi, e Comj2miy,
2 m=0 m=0 #

X X
+ @ e o, ion+1i, d @D Cogjon+ iy j+i; (17)
n=0 n=0

where from line 1 to lines 2 and 3 we have used the results given in Eqb)and (16). Here,

0= =(2); = =2 )+1=2;and °= ,=52 ) 1=2: We set
2 = (18)
4= (19)
which leadsto =1and °= 1. For =1and °= 1, we have expi2m ) =

expi2 /m )=1and expfi 2n+1) ]=exp[i °(2n+1) ]= 1 Thus, the state of the

four cavities, given in Eq. (17), becomes
|
1 R b3 b3 b3 '
joi 1]0i3\9—§ Comj2mi; Comj2mi,4 + Cons1j2n + 1ip Cons1j2n+1i4

m=0 m=0 n=0 n=0

(20)



where the common phase facta ' ° has been omitted. According to Eq. (12), the state (20)
can be written as

jOi 1j0i3191—z jcati,jcati4 + jcatijcati4 ; (21)
which shows that the quantum entangled state of two cqubits, origally stored in the two
cavities 1 and 3, has been transferred onto the other two cavitidsand 4. In order to maintain
the transferred state, the level spacings of the ux qutrit needo be rapidly adjusted [81] so
that the qutrit is decoupled from four cavities after the desired stte transfer is completed.
Alternatively, to have the cavities coupled or decoupled from the dut, one can also tune
the frequencies of cavities [82].

The result (21) was derived under the conditions (5), (6), (18) ah(19) given above. The
conditions (5) and (18) can be satis ed by choosing; = g, and gz = g4: This requirement
for the coupling constants can be achieved for either 3D cavities @D cavities. For 3D
cavities, g; can be adjusted by a prior design of the sample with a suitable loop aref the
qutrit that falls in cavity j (j =1;2;3;4). In addition, for 1D cavities, g; can be adjusted
by a prior design of the sample with an appropriate capacitancg; between the qutrit and
cavity j (j =1;2;3,4).

One can check that both conditions (6) and (19) turn out into

Gp= = GO= (22)

0%R=Crg '1)= 0%P=Cre '2)= BAU=("3 '1g)= BAU=("2 'te); (23)
which can be met by adjusting the cavity frequencies, the qutrit lel spacings, or the
coupling constants.

From the above description, one can see that the coupler qutritm&ins in the statej+i
during the state transfer. In other words, the leve|fi of the qutrit is not excited and thus
decoherence from this higher energy level is greatly suppressdely. (17) shows that the
state transfer is performed by applying a unitary operatot) = e He e He on the initial
state of the whole system. As mentioned above, the transfornian e o here is only used
in order to return to the original interaction picture. Thus, it can be concluded that the

state transfer is realized with a single-step operation, describeg b:

10
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FIG. 2: (Color online) Setup of four transmission line resorators (TLRS) capacitively coupled to a
superconducting ux qutrit (a square A at the center). The ux qutrit consists of three Josephson

junctions and a superconducting loop.

I1l. POSSIBLE EXPERIMENTAL IMPLEMENTATION

In above, we have considered a general type of cavity, either 3Bvity or 1D cavity. In
this section, we consider a setup of four transmission line resonatdTLRS) capacitively
coupled to a superconducting ux qutrit (Fig. 2). Each TLR here is alD microwave cavity.
For a ux device (e.g., C-shunted ux qubit [84{86]), the level spamgs can be designed
to have a su ciently large anharmonicity and the transition betweennon-adjacent levels
is allowed. Accordingly, our proposal uses the ux qutrit so that tle resonator coupling
with the ux qutrit's jgi $ j fi transition is available. In the following, we will give a
discussion on the experimental feasibility of transferring quanturentangled states of two
cqubits between the two TLRs.

By taking the unwanted interaction into account, the Hamiltonian (1 is modied as
H°= H+ H .+ H,. Here, H, describes the unwanted inter-cavity crosstalk, with the form
Of X4 X4 .

Hi= gi€ a8 +H.c; (24)

l=j+1 j=1

11



wheregy and ; = ! !; are, respectively, the coupling strength and the frequency
detuning of the two cavitiesj and | (jl = 12;13;14;23;24;34). In addition, H , describes

the unwantedjei $j fi transition induced by the pulse, which is given by
Ho= (€ *'S +Hc.; (25)

where , = It e and ¢ is the Rabi frequency of the pulse, associated with the
jei$j fi transition.

Because oft o !4 [Fig. [I(b)], the jgi $j fi transition induced by the pulse is neg-
ligible. For a superconducting ux device, the level spacings can beesigned to have a
su ciently large anharmonicity, such that the cavity-induced coheent transitions between
any other irrelevant levels are negligibly small. Hence, the e ects ofhé cavity-induced un-
wanted transitions as well as the pulse-inducefi $j fi transition on the state transfer
performance are negligible and thus not considered in our numericimnulations for simplic-
ity.

After considering the qutrit dephasing and energy relaxation andhe cavity dissipation,

the system dynamics under Markovian approximation is governed lifie master equation

d A
i iHY ]+ iL[a]
j=1
+)f(eL e T ofgl tg t el o
+ o Coon 0 =2 1=2): (26)
I=e;f
Here,L[] = * =2 o2 (with =&y (o) 1 o) @nd g = jfihfj;

is the decay rate of cavity] (j =1;2;3;4); g4 is the energy relaxation rate for the levejei
of the qutrit, associated with the decay pathjei ! ] gi; e ( 1g) IS the relaxation rate for
the levelf i of the quitrit, related to the decay pathjfi!j e (jfi!j gi); - ( + )isthe
dephasing rate of the levejei (jfi).

The delity of the entangled state transfer is given byF = P h iwjej il wherej i is
the ideal output state of the four cavities given in Eq. (21), whilee is the reduced density
operator of the four cavities after tracing over the degrees of the coupler qutrit, when the
state transfer is carried out in a realistic system (with dissipation ahdephasing considered).
Note that our numerical simulations are performed by choosing theperation timet =

= (2 ) above.

12
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FIG. 3: (Color online) Fidelity F versus ! and g, =gn. The parameters used in the numerical

simulation are referred to the text.

For a three-level ux qutrit, the transition frequency between tvo neighboring levels

can be varied from 5 GHz to 20 GHz. As an example, we consideg;=2 = 7:5 GHz

and! ;=2 = 12:5 GHz, resulting in ,=2 = 2:5 GHz. We choose =2 = 800 MHz,
=2 = =2 = 60 MHz, and gz=2 = @g;=2 = 70 MHz. According to Eq. (22), a
simple calculation gives %2 1:09 GHz. Note that the coupling constants here are

readily achievable in experiments because a coupling strength636 MHz was reported for a

superconducting ux device coupled to a TLRHZ]. The detunings hetyields! ;=2 =11:7

GHz, ' ,=2 =4:2GHz ! ;=2 =13:59 GHz ! ;=2 =6:09 GHz. Thus, we have ;=2 =
75 GHz, 13=2 =1:89GHz, 14,=2 = 561GHz, =2 =9:39 GHz, =2 =1:89
GHz, and 3=2 = 7.5 GHz. For simplicity, we choose =2 = =2 = 47 MHz

(available in experiments 7|38]). Other parameters used in the nenical simulation are:
() o= =7 s =28 s =14 s, '=21 s(aconservative consideration,
e.g., see Refs&@%]); (i), r= ,'= ;t= ,'= L and (i) =1:5:

We now numerically calculate the delity for the entangled state trasfer. For simplicity,

v fe

we assume that the crosstalk strength for every two cavities iswaj, and thus we set); g
(jl =12;13 14,2324, 34). To see how the inter-cavity crosstalk and the cavity decay act

13
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FIG. 4: (Color online) Fidelity F versus 1. The red line correspond to the case without consid-
ering the decay of the second excited state of the qutrit, wHe the blue line correspond to the case

that the decay of the second excited state of the qutrit is talen into account.

the operation performance, we plot Fig.13 to show the delitF versus *!andg.,=g,. Here,
Om = maxf g;; &; 03; 940: From Fig. [3, one can see that the e ect of the inter-cavity crosatk
coupling is very small for a given !: One can see that even whegn, = 0:1g,, a high
delity  987% can be reached for 1 =10 s. Note that the crosstalk strength between
cavities can be made 01g,, by a prior design of the sample with appropriate capacitances
C1; Cy; Cs; Cy [54].

To investigate the e ect of the decay of the second excited stafee., jf i ) of the qutrit on
the delity, we numerically calculate the operation delity for the entangled state transfer
for() =7 s (=14 s, =21 sand (i) = = (=0 s,asthe
blue and red lines displayed in Fig. 4. Figure 4 shows the delitfF versus 1!, which is
plotted for g, = 0:01g,,. Other parameters used in the numerical simulation for Fig. 4 are
the same as those used in Fig. 3. From Fig. 4, one can see that fof = 10 s, a high
delity  98747% or 98748% is achievable for (i) or (ii). Figure 4 displays the e ect of
the decay of the second excited state of the qutrit is negligible.

In addition, we also give the numerical results of the population of #hsecond excited
state of the qutrit in Fig. 5. Figure 5 displays the populationP; of the second excited state
of the qutrit versus t=T for the entangled state transfer, which is plotted fog,, = 0:01g,.
Here,t is the state evolution time andT is the entire operation time required for the state

transfer. Other parameters chosen are the same as those useHig. 3. Figure 5 shows that

14



FIG. 5: (Color online) The population P; of the second excited state of the qutrit versust=T,

which is plotted for g = 0:01gy,. Other parameters chosen are the same as those used in Fig. 3.

0.99 |
- e 8 a °
0.08! ) '
a [ ]

\, 0.97| ' '
' * 9xr=0 o
0.96/ « g =0.01g, |

o 9er = 0.1gp

095504 Z002 000 002 004

€

FIG. 6: (Color online) Fidelity F versus . The gure is plotted for g, = 0; 0:.01gy,; 0:1gn and
1 =10 s. Other parameters used in the numerical simulation are thesame as those used in

Fig. 3.

the population of the second excited state of the quitrit is less thab.014, implying that the
second excited state of the qutrit is almost not populated during #hentire operation. Thus,
the decoherence of the qutrit from the second excited state cae e ciently suppressed.

In practice, it is an experimental challenge to have, = g, and gs = g4. Thus, for the
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sake of generality, we consideg, = (1 + )g; and g, = (1 + )gs, with the values ofg; and

0. given above. We plot Fig. 6 to show how the delityF changes with . Fig. 6 is plotted
for =10 sandgy =0;0:01g,;0:1g,. Other parameters chosen are the same as those
given in Fig. 3. From Fig. 6, one can see that the delity strongly dep®s on , but a high
delity & 95:3% can still be available for 5% 5%.

With the parameters chosen above, the operational time is estinet as 011 s, much
shorter than the decoherence times of the qutrit used in the numeal simulation and the
cavity decay times (5 s { 50 s) considered in Fig. 3. For the cavity frequencies given
above and for ! =10 s used in the numerical simulation, the required quality factors
Q= 1)) for the four cavities areQ, 7:35 10°; Q, 264 1P, Q, 853 10;
Q. 3:82 10°: The cavity quality factors here are achievable in experiment becaaJLRs
with a (loaded) quality factor Q  10° have been experimentally demonstrated [42, 43].
The analysis here demonstrates that the high- delity transfer ofjuantum entangled states
of two cat-state qubits, from two microwave cavities to the othetwo microwave cavities, is

feasible within present-day circuit QED techniques.

IV. CONCLUSION

We have presented an approach to transfer quantum entangletht®s of two cat-state
qubits based on circuit QED. As shown above, this proposal has ttedvantages stated
in the introduction. Our numerical simulations demonstrate that hidp- delity transfer of
guantum entangled states of two cat-state qubits from two TLRgo the other two TLRs
is feasible with current circuit QED technology. This proposal is quitegeneral and can
be applied to transfer quantum entangled states of two cat-statqubits in a wide range
of physical systems, such as four 1D or 3D (microwave or opticalawties coupled to a
natural or arti cial three-level atom. To the best of our knowledye, this work is the rst to
demonstrate the transfer of quantum entangled states of catate qubits, based on circuit
or cavity QED. We hope that this work will stimulate the experimentalactivity in the near

future.
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