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D ecoherence,pointer engineering and quantum state protection
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W epresenta proposalforprotecting statesagainstdecoherence,based on theengineering ofpointer

states.W eapply thisprocedureto thevibrationalm otion ofa trapped ion,and show how to protect

qubits,squeezed states,approxim ate phase eigenstatesand superpositionsofcoherentstates.

PACS num ber(s):03.65.Bz,42.50.D v,42.50.Vk,89.70.+ c

Itiswellknown thattheinteraction ofa quantum sys-

tem with itssurroundingenvironm entm ay lead to quan-

tum entanglem entbetween system and environm ent,and

to an irreversible loss of inform ation on the system .

W hich setofstatesislesssensitive to entanglem entde-

pends on the concrete form ofthe interaction Ham ilto-

nian between system and environm ent[1].In the course

ofthe interaction,the reduced density operator ofthe

system becom esrapidlydiagonalin thisbasis,transform -

inganyinitialsuperposition ofthesestatesintoastatisti-

calm ixture.O n theotherhand,ifthesystem isinitially

in a pointer state,itwillrem ain in a pure state during

itstim edevelopm ent.Thedecoherenceprocessby which

coherentsuperpositionsofpointerstatesgettransform ed

into statisticalm ixtures is at the heartofthe quantum

theory ofm easurem ent[2],and playsan essentialrolein

the classicallim itofquantum m echanics[3].

Fighting decoherencehasbecom e a m ajorchalengein

the lastyears,m otivated by recentprogressin the the-

ory ofquantum inform ation processing,which relies on

the possibility ofpreserving quantum coherence[4,5].It

is also ofinterest to high-precision frequency m easure-

m ents in ion traps [6]. Severalstrategieshave been de-

vised. They include quantum error correction schem es

[7],feedback im plem entations[8,9],the realization ofq-

bitsin sym m etricsubspacesdecoupled from theenviron-

m ent[10],and dynam icaldecoupling techniques[11].

In linear ion traps,by far the m ost im portant deco-

herence e�ect is the one associated with the m otional

state [12,13]. In the present paper, we show that de-

coherence in the vibrational m otion of a trapped ion

can besuppressed by generating,through thetechniques

of\reservoirengineering" [14],arti�cialreservoirsasso-

ciated with properly chosen pointer observables,which

havethe statesto be preserved astheireigenstates,and

which dom inateoverotherdissipation processes.W eex-

em plify this procedure by showing how to protectfrom

decoherenceseveralkindsofnon-classicalstates.

Under the hypotheses ofM arkovian dynam ics,com -

plete positivity and initial decoupling between system

and bath [15,16],a m aster equation describing the re-

duced dynam icsofa system interacting with itsenviro-

m entcan be written in the Lindblad form

d�̂

dt
= L�̂ �

X

i

(
i=2)

�

2ĉi�̂ ĉ
y

i � ĉ
y

i ĉi�̂ � �̂ ĉ
y

i ĉi

�

; (1)

where �̂ isthereduced density operatorofthesystem in

theinteractionpicture,andwehaveneglected theunitary

evolution term � (i=�h)[̂H ;�̂].Theoperatorsĉi areclosely

related tothesystem operatorspresentin theinteraction

Ham iltonian and 
i m easuresthestrength ofthesystem -

envirom ent coupling. In this case,the pointer basis is

given by the set of allthe eigenstates ofthe operator

ĉi. Ifall ĉi are Herm itian,their eigenstates are steady

statesofthe m asterequation (1). Ifinstead the ĉi’sare

notHerm itian,thestatesofthepointerbasiswillrem ain

pure, but willnot necessarily be steady states of (1).

Note that steady states of (1) are not a�ected by the

environm ent [10]. O ur strategy for the protection ofa

speci�cquantum stateagainsttheenvirom entconsistsin

engineering,via adequateexternaldriving ofthesystem ,

a system -envirom ent coupling,so that the net e�ect is

to add to the m aster equation (1) an extra term ,thus

getting

d�̂

dt
= L�̂ + (�eng=2)

�

2d̂�̂d̂y � d̂
y
d̂�̂ � �̂d̂

y
d̂

�

: (2)

The operator d̂ is chosen so that the state one wants

to protect is the only steady state of Eq.(2) without

the environm ent term L�̂. For �eng � 
, the steady

stateofthenew m asterequation (2)willbevery closeto

the state to be protected (ifthe state isnotunique,the

term L�̂ could stillinducetransitionsbetween thesteady

states). Besides,any state ofthe system willdecay into

thestatechosen to beprotected.Therefore,thisisalso a

procedure forpreparing quantum statesin the presence

ofdecoherence.

In the following we apply this m ethod to the one-

dim ensionalm otion ofthe center-of-m assofan ion con-

�ned in an electrom agnetictrap.Thereservoirengineer-

ing process willbe im plem ented by letting the ion in-

teract with severallaser beam s ofadequate frequencies

and intensities,which arequasi-resonanttoan electronic

transition j1i$ j2ioffrequency !21.

For our purposes it is im portant to consider the ion

to be in the regim e ofresolved sidebands,given by � �

�;
 n,where � is the electronic energy decay rate,� is

the ion vibrationalfrequency,and 
n is the (com plex)

Rabifrequency corresponding to laser n,tuned to the

k-th red vibrationalsideband ofthe ion. Under these

conditionstheinteraction term corresponding to lasern,

can be described,in the interaction picture,by [17]
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~̂H int(t)= �hg(Â 21d̂+ Â 12d̂
y)

=
1

2
�h
n(i�n)

k
Â 21f̂k(̂~a

y
~̂a)~̂a

k
+ H :c:; (3)

whereg istaken to be realand

f̂k(̂a
y
â)= e

��
2
=2

1X

l= 0

(� 1)l�2l

l!(l+ k)!
(̂ay)lâl: (4)

Here,the operators â and Â 21 are the annihilation op-

eratorofa quantum ofthe ionic vibrationalm otion and

the electronic 
ip operator,respectively. The quantity

�n =
p
�h(kn � u)2=2M � is the Lam b{Dicke param eter

with respect to the direction ofvibration,�xed by the

unit vector u. M is the ion’s m ass and kn is the wave

vectoroflasern.Itisassum ed that� � 1 forany direc-

tion orthogonalto u,asitisthe casein lineartraps.

In the Born-M arkov lim it,the tim e evolution ofthe

vibronicdensity operator �̂ forthedirection u (say x)is

d�̂

dt
= �

i

�h

h
~̂H int;�̂

i

+
�

2

�

2Â 12
�̂�Â 21 � Â 22�̂ � �̂̂A 22

�

+ L�̂; (5)

wherethesecond term correspondsto spontaneousem is-

sion with energy relaxation rate�,and

�̂� =
1

2

Z 1

�1

dsW (s)ei� (̂�a+ �̂a
y
)s
�̂ e

�i�(�̂a+ �̂a
y
)s (6)

accountsforchangesofthe vibrationalenergy along the

x direction duetospontaneousem ission with angulardis-

tribution W (s). The lastterm of(5)describesthe cou-

pling ofthe center-of-m ass m otion to the environm ent,

and hasthe generalform (1).However,the preciseform

ofthisdissipation term isnotim portantforourpurposes.

The m atrix elem ents of(5) with respect to the elec-

tronicbasisyield the equations

_̂�11 = � ig(̂dy�̂21 � �̂12d̂)+ ��̂�22 + L�̂11 ; (7)

_̂�22 = � ig(̂d�̂12 � �̂21d̂
y)� ��̂22 + L�̂22 ; (8)

_̂�12 = � ig(̂dy�̂22 � �̂11d̂
y)�

�

2
�̂12 + L�̂12 ; (9)

W e assum e now that the decay rate � is by far the

largestratein thesystem .Underthiscondition,onecan

elim inate �̂12 adiabatically.Since L / 
,one gets:

�̂12 = � (2ig=�)(̂dy�̂22 � �̂11d̂
y)[1+ O (
=�)]: (10)

Replacing (10)into (7)and (8),and adding up thesetwo

equations,weget,sincethereduced density operatorfor

the vibrationalm ode is given by �̂v = �̂11 + �̂22, and

neglecting the correction proportionalto 
=� in (10):

_̂�v =
2g2

�

h�

2d̂�̂11d̂
y � d̂

y
d̂�̂11 � �̂11d̂

y
d̂

�

(11)

+

�

2d̂y�̂22d̂� d̂d̂
y
�̂22 � �̂22d̂d̂

y

�i

� �(̂�22 � �̂�22)+ L�̂v :

Under the conditions assum ed here, the m atrix ele-

m entsof�̂22 arem uch sm allerthan thoseof�̂11.Indeed,

replacing (10)in (8),and elim inating �̂22 from (8)adia-

batically,one gets �̂22 � O
�
(g=�)2

�
�̂11. W e can there-

foresafely neglectthe term sdependentof�̂22 inside the

bracketsin (11)and atthe sam etim e replace �̂11 by �̂v.

W e veri�ed num erically that these are indeed excellent

approxim ations.W e getthen,�nally:

_̂�v =
2g2

�

�

2d̂�̂vd̂
y � d̂

y
d̂�̂v � �̂vd̂

y
d̂

�

� �
�
�̂22 � �̂�22

�

+ L�̂v : (12)

W ewillbaseourconsiderationson thisequation.The

�rstterm on ther.h.s.hastheform (1).Thisisthe\en-

gineered reservoir,"with a decay constant�eng = 4g2=�.

Neglecting term sofO (�4)in theexpansion ofthesec-

ond term on the r.h.s.ofeq.(12),onecan show thatits

contribution is� (�2=5)(4g2=�)̂�v,thatis,(2�
2=5)m ul-

tiplied by the engineered-reservoirterm . For � � 0:25,

this yieldsa factor� 1=40,a sm allcorrection,which is

howeverfully taken into accountin ournum ericalsim u-

lations.Therefore,theaction oftheengineered reservoir

willbe the dom inantoneaslong as�eng � 
.

In recentexperim entswith trapped ions,random �elds

seem to play an im portantrole in the decoherence pro-

cess[13].Theire�ectm ay also be described by (1).W e

write the random �eld as E (t) = E(+ )(t)exp(� i�t)+

E(�)(t)exp(i�t),and the interaction Ham iltonian in the

RW A as [13]: Ĥ = � �
�
E(+ )(t)̂ay + E(�)(t)̂a

�
. Iter-

ating the equation ofm otion for the density operator,

and using that for steady �elds [18]hE(�)(t)E(�)(t0)i=

hE(+ )(t)E(+ )(t0)i = 0, we get, in the M arkovian lim it

hE(+ )(t)E(�)(t0)i= 2D �(t� t0):

_̂� = (�2D =�h
2
)
�
2â�̂ây � â

y
â�̂ � �̂â

y
â

+ 2ây�̂â� ââ
y
�̂ � �̂ââ

y
�
; (13)

which corresponds to an in�nite tem perature therm al

reservoir(by letting the therm alphoton num berN T !

1 ,and at the sam e tim e the dissipation rate 
 ! 0,

so that
NT rem ainsconstant).Both random �eldsand

therm alreservoirswillbe considered in oursim ulations.

In orderto protecta statej i,welook for d̂ such that

d̂j i= �j iwith � = 0,and m akesurethatj iisin fact

theonly steady stateof(2)withoutL�̂.Since�eng � 
,

this yields a good approxim ation ofthe corresponding

steady stateof(2).

As a �rst exam ple, we consider the protection (and

generation)oftheclassofstatesj i=
P N

n= 0
cnjni,where

jni is an energy eigenstate ofthe vibrationalm otion of

the trapped ion and cn 6= 0. It is easy to see that the

operator d̂ = ĝ(̂n)â+ ĥ(̂n)hasj iasitsonly eigenstate

with eigenvalue� = 0,provided theeingenvaluesofĝ(̂n)

and ĥ(̂n)ful�llthe constraintsg(m )= �
h(m )
p
m + 1

cm =cm + 1

(m = 0;� � � ;N � 1)and N isthe �rstzero ofh(m ). For

thiscase,j iisthe only steady state of(2).
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Inspection ofEqs.(3)and (4)showsthattheoperator

ĝ(̂n)â can beengineered by driving theion with N laser

�elds,tuned to the �rstvibrationalsideband ofthe ion.

The values ofthe Rabifrequencies 
n ofthe N lasers

are given by the following system ofN linearequations

(m = 0;� � � ;N � 1):

NX

n= 1

e
��

2

n
=2
�n
n

mX

l= 0

(� 1)l�2l

l!(l+ 1)!

m !

(m � l)!
=

ih(m )
p
m + 1

cm

cm + 1

;

(14)

wheretheLam b{Dickeparam eters�n depend on theori-

entation ofthelaser�eldswith respecttothex-direction.

Theoperatorĥ(̂n)isconstructed by driving theion with

two laser �elds resonant with the electronic transition,

one ofthem propagating orthogonalto the x-axis (say

y-direction,with �y � 1).TheRabifrequenciesofthese

twolasersarerelated by 
y = � 
xLN (�
2
x),whereLN (x)

is a Laguerre polynom ialoforder N (�x should not be

too largeforthe �rstzero ofh(m )to occuratm = N ).

An im portantrepresentativeoftheclassofstatespre-

sented aboveisthe\qubit" statej i= c0j0i+ c1j1i.The

discussion aboveim pliesthatthisstatecan begenerated

and protected againsttheaction ofan externalreservoir

with just three lasers,with Rabifrequencies satisfying

the following condition:

�
x

i
1

= �
c1

c0
and


y

i
1

= e
��

2
=2c1

c0

1� �2

�
: (15)

In this case, �eng = �2
2
1=� in Eq.(2). In order for

the corresponding reservoirto win overtheenvironm ent

reservoir,oneneeds�2
1
2
=� � 
,butatthe sam etim e

�;
 1 � � and � � �
1.Thisrequirem entsaresatis�ed

if� � 4 M Hz,
1 � 2 M Hz,� = 0:2,� � 20� 30 M Hz,

as long as 
 � �2
1
2
=� � 40 kHz. Fig.1a displays

the �delity F(t)= Trf�̂(0)̂�(t)g,with the ion initially in

thevibrationalstatej i= 1

2
(j0i+ j1i)[allournum erical

sim ulationsareobtained from eq.(5),and wealwaysas-

sum etheiontobeinitiallyin theelectronicgroundstate].

Both a therm aland a random �eld reservoirhave been

considered.Ascan beseen,thesystem rapidly reachesa

steady statewith �delity very closeto unity (� = 0:2).

O ne should rem ark that feedback procedures [9]do

notprotectstatesinvolving superpositionsofj0iand j1i,

since the lossofone photon by the state j1icom pletely

erases any phase inform ation about the originalstate.

O urprocedureworkshoweververy wellin thiscase.

O ther interesting exam ple is the approxim ate phase

state[19]j i= (1=
p
N + 1)

P N

n= 0
ein�jni,which can be

generated and protected by N + 2lasers.Fig.1b displays

the tim e evolution ofthe �delity F(t),for the approx-

im ate phase state j i = (1=2)
P 3

n= 0
ein�jni (�’s in the

range0:1� 0:2).

A classofstateswhich isspecially fragile againstthe

action ofdecoherenceistheoneform ed bym esoscopicsu-

perpositionsofcoherentstates.Underaction ofan exter-

nalreservoir,thesestatesdecay to a m ixtureofcoherent

states in a extrem ely shorttim e,inversely proportional

to thedistancebetween thetwostatesin phasespace[3].

O ur technique can also be applied to the Schr�odinger-

cat-like state [20]j�+ i= (j�i+ ij� �i)=
p
2.Since j�+ i

hasno\hole"in itsnum berdistribution (which coincides

with thatforthe coherentstate j�i),itcan be approxi-

m ated by one ofthe statesj idiscussed above. Conse-

quently,onecould,with theuseofN + 2 lasers,generate

and protect the state j i =
P N

n= 0
cnjni,with the �rst

N coe�cientsc n equalto the corresponding coe�cients

ofj�+ i. O ne should notice,however,thatit is possible

in thiscaseto �nd directly a Lindblad operator d̂,which

hasthe statej�+ iasitsonly eigenstatewith zero eigen-

value: d̂ = T âT y = ei�n̂ â + i�. Here T is the unitary

operatorexp[i�n̂(̂n � 1)=2]exp(�ây � ��â),which yields

j�+ iwhen applied to the vacuum . Forthis choice ofd̂,

we plot in Fig.1c the �delity F (t),for the initialstate

j�+ i(� = 0:2).An open problem ishow to engineerthis

operatorwith a �nite num beroflaserbeam s.

Finally,wedescribetheprotection ofa squeezed state.

W e set d̂ = â + �ây, where � = tanhr and r is the

squeezingfactor.Thecorrespondingsetup consistsoftwo

lasersalong thedirection ofsqueezing,resonantwith the

�rstred (laser1)and the �rstblue (laser2)sidebands,

and with Rabifrequencies satisfying 
2=
1 = � [14].

Thenum ericalsim ulation isshown forr= 0:6in Fig.1d,

fora realisticsetofparam eters(� = 0:05).Highervalues

ofsqueezing render our m ethod less e�ective,since the

presenceofhigherphotonnum berswould leadtostronger

dissipation by the \natural" reservoir.

In conclusion,wehavesuggested am ethod forprotect-

ingquantum statesofthevibrationalm otion ofatrapped

ion againstdecoherenceby generatingarti�cialreservoirs

which have the statesto be protected aspointerstates.

M oregeneralpointerstatescan begenerated by applying

unitary transform ationsto the statesand operatorsdis-

cussed here.Indeed,thetransform ed stateswould stillbe

thesolesteady solutionsofthem asterequation with the

transform ed operators. Thisisprecisely the m echanism

which leads to the protection ofthe states j�+ i above,

and also of squeezed states, since they are related by

unitary transform ationstothevacuum ,which istheonly

steady state fora zero-tem perature reservoir(forwhich

d̂ = â). As for possible sources oferror in experim en-

talim plem entationsofourproposal,one should rem ark

thatourm ethod issensitiveonly torelativeintensity and

phase
uctuations,sincestateselection isdeterm ined by

ratiosofRabifrequencies.
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