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D ecoherence, pointer engineering and quantum state protection
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W e present a proposal for protecting states against decoherence, based on the engineering of pointer
states. W e apply this procedure to the vibrationalm otion ofa trapped ion, and show how to protect
qubits, squeezed states, approxin ate phase eigenstates and superpositions of coherent states.

PACS number(s):

Tt iswellknown that the interaction ofa quantum sys—
tem w ith its surrounding environm ent m ay lead to quan-—
tum entanglem ent between system and environm ent, and
to an irreversble loss of nfomm ation on the system .
W hich set of states is less sensitive to entanglem ent de—
pends on the concrete form of the interaction Ham ito—
nian between system and environm ent 'E:]. In the course
of the Interaction, the reduced density operator of the
system becom es rapidly diagonalin thisbasis, transfom -
ing any initial superposition ofthese states into a statisti-
calm ixture. O n the other hand, ifthe system is initially
In a pointer state, it will rem ain In a pure state during
its tin e developm ent. T he decoherence process by w hich
coherent superpositions of pointer states get transform ed
Into statistical m ixtures is at the heart of the quantum
theory ofm easurem ent [2: and plays an essential role in
the classical lim it of quantum m echanics [;3'

F ighting decoherence has becom e a m a pr chalenge in
the last years, m otivated by recent progress in the the-
ory of quantum inform ation processing, which relies on
the possibility of preserving quantum ooherence [ff,:-g)'] It
is also of interest to high-precision frequency m easure—
ments in ion traps fﬁ]. Several strategies have been de—
vised. They inclide quantum error correction schem es
ﬁ] feedback in plem entations ESH], the realization of g—
bisin m etric subspaces decoupled from the environ-—
ment th and dynam ical decoupling techniques tl]1

In linear ion traps, by far the m ost in portant deco—
herence e ect is the one associated wih the m otional
state f_l-Z_i,:_iQ'] Tn the present paper, we show that de—
coherence In the vibrational m otion of a trapped ion
can be suppressed by generatjng, through the techniques
of \reservoir engineering" [14 arti cial reservoirs asso—

ciated w ith properly chosen pointer observables, which
have the states to be preserved as their eigenstates, and
w hich dom inate over other dissipation processes. W e ex—
em plify this procedure by show ng how to protect from
decoherence severalkinds of non—classical states.

Under the hypotheses of M arkovian dynam ics, com —
plte positivity and initial decoupling between system
and bath {_Lf;,:_[é], a m aster equation describing the re—
duced dynam ics of a system interacting w ith its enviro—
m ent can be w ritten in the Lindblad form
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where * is the reduced density operator of the system in
the interaction picture, and w e have neglected the unitary
evolution term (i=h)]HA ; ~ 1. The operators § are closely
related to the system operatorspresent in the interaction
Ham iltonian and ; m easuresthe strength ofthe system —
envirom ent coupling. In this case, the pointer basis is
given by the set of all the eigenstates of the operator
¢. Ifall ¢ are Hem idan, their eigenstates are steady
states of the m aster equation ('_]:) . If instead the ¢&'s are
not Hem itian, the states ofthe pointer basis w ill rem ain
pure, but will not necessarily be steady states of ('_]:) .
N ote that steady states of (']. are not a ected by the
environm ent Il(]] O ur strategy for the protection of a
speci cquantum state against the envirom ent consists in
engineering, via adequate extemaldriving ofthe system ,
a system -envirom ent coupling, so that the net e ect is
to add to the m aster equation @) an extra tem , thus
getting
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T he operator d is chosen so that the state one wants
to protect is the only steady state of Eq. (:_2) w ithout
the environment term L . FOr eng , the steady
state of the new m aster equation é ) willbe very close to
the state to be protected (if the state is not unique, the
term L~ could still nduce transitionsbetw een the steady
states) . Besides, any state of the system w ill decay into
the state chosen to be protected. T herefore, this isalso a
procedure for preparing quantum states in the presence
of decoherence.
In the follow ing we apply this m ethod to the one-

din ensionalm otion of the center-ofm ass of an ion con—

ned In an electrom agnetic trap. T he reservoir engiheer—
Ing process will be im plem ented by letting the ion in—
teract with several laser beam s of adequate frequencies
and intensities, which are quasi-resonant to an electronic
transition jJi$ Riof frequency ! ,1

For our purposes it is im portant to consider the ion

to be In the regin e of resolved sidebands, given by

; ns,where isthe electronic energy decay rate, is
the ion vibrational frequency, and , is the (com plex)
Rabi frequency corresponding to laser n, tuned to the
k-th red vbrational sideband of the ion. Under these
conditions the interaction tem corresponding to lasern,
can be described, n the interaction picture, by {74]
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where g is taken to be realand
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Here, the operators & and p:\21 are the annihilation op-
erator of a quantum of the ionic vibrationalm otion and
the nic ip operator, respectively. The quantity
hn = hk, U¥2M is the Lamb{D icke param eter
w ith respect to the direction of vibration, xed by the
unit vectoru. M is the ion’sm ass and k, is the wave
vector of lasern. It is assum ed that 1 Porany direc—
tion orthogonalto u, as it is the case in linear traps.

In the Bom-M arkov lim it, the tin e evolution of the
vibronic density operator * for the direction u (say x) is
ar h Ai
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w here the second tem corresponds to soontaneous em is—
sion w ith energy relaxation rate , and
Z
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acoounts for changes of the vibrational energy along the
x direction due to spontaneousem ission w ith angulardis—
tribution W (s). The last tetm of 6'5) describes the cou—
pling of the centerofm ass m otion to the environm ent,
and has the general form @') . H owever, the precise form
ofthisdissipation term isnot in portant orourpurposes.

The m atrix elem ents of (E) w ith respect to the elec—
tronic basis yield the equations
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W e assum e now that the decay rate is by far the
largest rate in the system . Under this condition, one can
elin nate ™, adiabatically. Since L / , one gets:

Moo= Rigm )@ % nd)L+o (=)1:  (0)
Replacing C_l-C_i) into @) and (:g), and adding up these two
equations, we get, since the reduced densiy operator for
the vibrationalmode is given by % = "1+ ", and
neglcting the correction proportionalto = in @0)
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Under the conditions assum ed here, the m atrix ele—
mentsof 22 arem uch am aller than those of 1 . Indeed,
replacing ({10) in @), and elin JnatJng 2, from @) adia-
batically, one gets %, O (@= )2 1. W e can there—
fore safely neg]ect the tem s dependent of ", Inside the
brackets in Cll- and at the sam e tin e replace *; by *

W e veri ed num erically that these are indeed exoe]]ent
approxin ations. W e get then, nally:
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W e w illbase our considerations on this equation. T he

rst term on the rh .s. has the form ('E_L') T his is the \en—
gineered reservoir," w ith a decay constant eng = 49°= .

N eglecting tem s of O ( ) in the expansion of the sec—
ond tem on the rh.s ofeqg. C12. one can show that its
contrbution is  (?=5) @g°= )", that is, @ °=5) mul-
tiplied by the engjneered—reservojrtenn . For 025,
this yields a factor 1=40, a sm all correction, which is
however fully taken into account in our num erical sim u—
lations. T herefore, the action of the engineered reservoir
w ill be the dom inant one as Iong as  eng

In recent experim entsw ith trapped ions, J:andom elds
seam to ply an in portant role in the deooherenoe pro—
cess tl3 Their e ect m ay also be described by (l.) We
wni:e the random ed asE (t) = E®) exp( i t)+

) ) exp 1 t), and the interaction Ham iltonian i the
RWA as f3: H = ECmar+ E) ©a . Ter
ating the equation of m otion for the density operator,
and using that for steady elds L8] ©E) 9)i=
EYOE®T) )i = 0, we get, I the M arkovian lin it
EOOED i=20 ¢ B:
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which corresponds to an in nite tem perature themm al
reservoir by ltting the them alphoton number Nt !

1 , and at the sam e tin e the dissipation rate ' 0,
so that Nt rem ains constant). Both random elds and
them al reservoirs w illbe considered in our sin ulations.

In order to protect a state j i, we look ord such that
ch i= jiwith = 0,andmakesurethatj iisi fact
the only steady state of @) w ithout L *. Since  eng ’
this yields a good approxim ation of the corresponding
steady state of ).

As a rst example, we consider thPe protection (and
generation) oftheclassofstatesj i= | _, G hi,where
71 is an energy eigenstate of the vibrationalm otion of
the trapped on and ¢, & 0. It is easy to see that the
operatord= g@nr)a+ A @) has j 1as isonly eigenstate
w ith eigenvaluie = 0, provided the engenvalues of§ (tt)
and i (8) ful 1l the constraints gfn ) = sl g =g, ;1
@ = 0; iN

m+1
this case, j 1 is the only steady state of @).

1) and N isthe rst zeroofhm).

For



Inspection ofEgs. @) and (:_4) show s that the operator

§ (1) & can be engineered by driving the ion wih N laser

elds, tuned to the rst vibrational sideband of the ion.

The values of the Rabi frequencies , of the N lasers

are given by the follow ing system of N linear equations
m = 0; ;N 1):
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w here the Lam b {D icke param eters , depend on the ori-
entation ofthe laser eldsw ith respect to the x-direction.
T he operator h @) is constructed by driving the ion w ith
two laser elds resonant with the electronic transition,
one of them propagating orthogonal to the x-axis (say
y-direction, wih 1). The Rabi frequencies of these
two lasersarerelated by = <Ly (2),whereLy ()
is a Laguerre polynom ial of order N ( y should not be
too large for the rst zero ofhm ) to occuratm = N ).

An Inm portant representative of the class of states pre—
sented above is the \qubit" state j 1= ¢y Pi+ ¢ Jli. The
discussion above in plies that this state can be generated
and protected against the action of an extemal reservoir
wih jast three lasers, w ith Rabi frequencies satisfying
the follow ng condition:

R L T
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In this case, eng = 2 2= i Eq. (:2:). n order Hr
the corresponding reservoir to w in over the environm ent
reservoir, one needs 2 12= ,but at the same tine
HEY and 1. This requirem ents are satis ed
if 4MHz, 1 2MHz, = 02, 20 30MHz,
as Iong as 2 2= 40 kHz. Fig.ila displays

the delity F (t) = Trf" (O)A( )g, w ith the jon nitially in
the vbrationalstate j i= 3 j)1+ Ji) Rllournum erical
sim ulations are obtained ﬁ:om eq. (5), and we alwaysas—
sum e the ion to be Initially in the electronic ground state].

Both a them aland a random eld reservoir have been
considered. A s can be seen, the system rapidly reachesa
steady state wih delity very close to uniy ( = 02).

One should rem ark that feedback procedures Eﬂ] do
not protect states Involving superpositions of Pi and jli,
since the loss of one photon by the state jli com pletely
erases any phase inform ation about the original state.
O ur procedure w orks how ever very well in this case.

O ther interesting exam p]% is the approxim ate phase
state 917 i= Q= N + 1) L_ e® i, which can be
generated and protected by N + 2 Jasers Fi. -lb displays
the tim e evolution of the de]{;y F (t), for the approx—
In ate phase state j i = (1=2) 3 Oe Ti (
range 0:1 02).

A class of states which is specially fragile against the
action ofdecoherence is the one form ed by m esoscopic su—
perpositions of coherent states. Under action ofan exter—
nal reservoir, these states decay to a m ixture of coherent

's In the

states In a extrem ely short tim e, Inversely p]:opoﬁ:onal
to the distance betw een the tw o states in phase space B]

Our techmque can also be applied to Schrodinger-
cat-lke state 0] 4 i= (3 i+ ij  i)= 2.Shoe .1
hasno \hole" in its num ber distrbution W hich coincides
w ith that for the coherent state j i), i can be approxi-
m ated by one of the states j i discussed above. Conse-
quently, one could, w ith the uﬁe ofN + 2 lasers, generate
and protect the state j 1 = n_Ocnju,wﬂ:hthe rst
N ooe cients ¢, equalto the corresponding coe cients

of j 4+ i. O ne should notice, however, that it is possble
In thiscase to nd directly a Lindblad operator cf, w hich
has the state j ;+ 1 as its only eigenstate w ith zero eigen—
valnie: d= TATY = e "4+ i . Here T is the unitary
operatorexp[i n @ 1)=2]exp( & 4), which yields
j + 1when applied to the vacuum . For this choice ofcf

we plot In Fig. 1c the delity F (t), for the initial state
J+1( = 02).An open problem JShOW to engineer this
operatorw ith a nite number of laser beam s.

F inally, w e describe the protection ofa squeezed state.
Westd= a4+ &, where = tanhr and r is the
squeezing factor. T he corresponding setup consistsoftw o
lasers along the direction of squeezing, resonant w ith the

rst red (Jaser 1) and the st blue (laser 2) s:ldebands,
and with Rabi frequencies satisfying ,= ; = fl4|
T he num erical sin ulation is shown forr= 0:6 in Fig.1d,
for a realistic set of param eters ( = 005). H ighervalies
of squeezing render our m ethod lss e ective, since the
presence ofhigherphoton num berswould lead to stronger
dissipation by the \natural" reservoir.

In conclusion, we have suggested a m ethod for protect—
Ing quantum statesofthe vibbrationalm otion ofa trapped
Jon against decoherence by generating arti cialreservoirs
which have the states to be protected as pointer states.
M ore generalpointer states can be generated by applying
unitary transform ations to the states and operators dis—
cussed here. Indeed, the transfomm ed statesw ould stillbe
the soke steady solutions of the m aster equation w ith the
transform ed operators. T his is precisely the m echanian
which leads to the protection of the states j ; i above,
and also of squeezed states, since they are related by
unitary transfom ations to the vacuum , which isthe only
steady state for a zero-tem perature reservoir (for which
d= a). As bor possble sources of error in experin en—
tal in plem entations of our proposal, one should rem ark
that ourm ethod is sensitive only to relative intensity and
phase uctuations, since state selection is determm ined by
ratios of R abi frequencies.
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FIG.1. Tineevolution ofthe delity F (t) orseveralinitial
nonclassical states, In the presence of a them al 2= 3;and
(d) vacuum squezed statewih r= 0®6.
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