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T he argum ent of Rudolph and Sanders, while technically
correct, raises conceptualproblem s. In particular, if carried to
its Jogical conclusion, i would disallow the use in our theories
of any tin e t with in plied resolution beyond that of direct
hum an experience.

In a recent paper EI_}], Rudolph and Sanders have ar-
gued that, contrary to Ref. '_Q], continuous{variable quan—
tum teleportation has not been and, In fact, cannot be,
achieved using a laser as a source of coherent radiation.
T hey base their argum ent on the fact that a laser isnota
source of coherent radiation, In the sense that the output
ofa laser is not a coherent state, but a m ixture of coher—
ent states over all possible phases. A though the form al
analysis of Rudolph and Sanders is indisoutably correct,
there are deep conceptual issues raised by this analysis
that they seem not to have considered.

Having established, ©lowing M Tner {], the lack of
absolute phase ofa laserbeam , Rudolph and Sanders say
that they are not asserting that the production of coher-
ent states of light is im possible, and that \basic quantum
electrodynam ics show s that a classicaloscillating current
can produce coherent states." At rst sight this seem s
unassailable, but ket us exam ine it m ore closely.

F irst, how would one obtain a current oscillating at op—
tical frequencies? T he natural oscillators at optical fre—
quencies are the electrons In atom s and m olecules. But
how can one create coherent excitations in such oscilla—
tors if one cannot start with coherent light? One an-—
swerwould be to \strike" the atom @ ith a free electron,
for exam ple), to set i \ringing". Even assum ing that
the dynam ics of the collision can be fully determm ined, to
produce a coherent oscillation, the tin e of the collision
would have to be known to an accuracy less than an op—
tical cycle, of order 10 '°s. O therw ise one would have
to average over all possble phases and one would be left
w ith exactly the sam e problem asw ith the laser.

Let us say for argum ents sake that it is possble to
know the tin e of collision to an accuracy of 10 °s. The
question is, w ith respect to what? W hat clock ticks 10'°
tin es per second? If we ignore that problem and allow
A lice and Bob such clocks, ticking in phase, then surely
this solves the problem ? W ellnot really, because how do
we know that the clock really has a de nite phase? How
do we know that, relative to the absolute tim e of the
universe, A lice’s clock does not have a random phase?
Certainly A lice cannot sin ply look at her clock and verify
that i doesnot have a random phase, because she cannot
perceive anything in 10 *5s.

T he point is that the whole idea of an absolute time
standard for the universe is highly questionable, even ig—
noring any issues to do w ith relativity. A s conscious be-
ngswe feel that we experience tin e directly, but experi-
m ents show that the lin i of our tin e resolution is in the
range of tens or even hundreds of m illissconds i_4]. On
this basis, it is in possibk to establish the absolute phase
of any oscillhtor of frequency greater than a few tens of
Hertz. At higher frequencies we can only tak about the
phase of one oscillator relative to another oscillator. T his
conclusion is not altered by oscillations obtained by fre—
quency 2" -upling, because the tin ing of the zeros of the
highest hamm onic can be nom ore accurately de ned than
that of the findam ental.

&t ollows then that, if we accept the argum ents of
Rudolph and Sanders, wem ust conclude that it is in pos—
sble to teleport the state of a high—frequency oscillator
by any m eans. Indeed, we should conclide that the state
ofany high frequency oscillator is alwaysm ixed W ith all
phases equally weighted) so there is probably little point
n trying to teleport it.

W hike this stance is a logically consistent one, it is ar
m ore usefilto acknow ledge that there isno absolute tin e
standard. A llwe can ever do, for experim ents Involving
tin e resolution beyond direct hum an experience, isto use
an agreed tin e standard. In this context, a lJaser eld
\ticking" at 10'® Hz is as good a \clock" as anything.
T here are no better clocks, even in principk.

To conclude, treating a Jaser \clock" asifithad a xed
phase relative to som e absolute standard (that is, ascribo—
ing to it a coherent state) m ay be a \convenient ction"
'[_:1]. Tt m ay even be com m itting the \partition ensemble
fallacy" Ej]. H ow ever, the altemative, if carried to its log—
ical conclusion, would be never to w rite down a tin e t or
a phase in our theordes if its im plied resolution would
be beyond that of direct hum an experience. To scientists
and engineers, this would be unacceptable pedantry.
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