
ar
X

iv
:q

ua
nt

-p
h/

03
02

00
8v

1 
 2

 F
eb

 2
00

3

Entanglem ent,localm easurem ents,and sym m etry

A A K lyachko and A S Shum ovsky

Faculty ofScience,BilkentUniversity,Bilkent,Ankara,06800,Turkey

A de�nition ofentanglem ent in term s oflocalm easurem ents is discussed. Viz,the m axim um

entanglem ent corresponds to the states that cause the highest levelof quantum 
uctuations in

alllocalm easurem ents determ ined by the dynam ic sym m etry group ofthe system . A num ber of

exam plesillustrating thisde�nition isconsidered.

03.65.Ud,42.50.Ct,03.67.-a

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

CelebratingtheCentenaryofEugenePaulW igner,onecannotbutrewardW igner’sapproachtoquantum m echanics

thathasbeen form ulated in hisfam ouspapers(W igner1931,W igner,1939).According to thisapproach,thegeneral

properties ofa quantum m echanicalsystem are speci�ed by the dynam icalsym m etry ofthe corresponding Hilbert

space.Foryears,theapproachhasbeen used in quantum m echanicsandquantum �eld theoryandhasdem onstratedan

"unexpected e�ciency"(W igner1967).Them ain aim ofthispaperistoapply W igner’sapproach to theinvestigation

ofthe phenom enon ofquantum entanglem ent.

Ithasbeen recognized thatthe notion ofentanglem enthasa deep conceptualm eaning,touching on the problem s

oflocality and reality in quantum m echanics.Atthesam etim e,entanglem entisconsidered to bea baseofquantum

com puting, com m unications, and cryptography (see: Bowm eester et al2000 and Tom besiand Hirota 2001 and

referencestherein). In spite ofa greatsuccessin engineered entanglem ent(fora recentreview,see: Zeilinger1999,

Raim ond etal2001,G isin etal2002),thereisstillno agreem entofopinion am ong theexpertson thevery de�nition

ofentanglem entand itsproperm easure(e.g.,see:Peres1998,Verdaland Plenio 1998,Brukneretal2001).

In the usualtreatm ent,the entanglem ent is associated with nonseparability ofcorresponding states. It should

be stressed that the nonseparability is not a su�cient condition ofm axim um entanglem ent,and probably ofthe

entanglem entatall(Horodeckietal1998).

It has been shown recently (Can et al2002 (a)) that the entangled states ofphysicalsystem s obey a certain

condition,viz the localm easurem ents have the m axim um uncertainty in com parison with the other states allowed

fora system underconsideration.Thiscondition can be used asan operationalde�nition ofm axim um entanglem ent

(de�nition in term sofwhatcan be m easured). Atthe sam e tim e,there isan adequate m athem aticshidden behind

thisphysicalde�nition thathasbeen unveiled recently (K lyachko 2002).

Letusnote�rstthatthisnovelde�nition hasa deep physicalm eaning.O necan chooseto interpretthe entangled

stateshared between Aliceand Bob asa quantum com m unication channel,in which theinform ation iscarried m ostly

by the correlationsbetween the sidesofthe channel(Brukneretal2001).These correlationsm anifestthem selvesin

term soflocalm easurem entsperform ed atthe endsofthe channeland the m axim um correlation correspondsto the

m axim um uncertainty oflocalm easurem ents(K lyachko and Shum ovsky 2002).

W e now note thatthe setofpossible independentm easurem entsfora given system isspeci�ed by the sym m etry

properties ofthe Hilbert space,corresponding to this physicalsystem . Beginning with this fact,re
ecting the key

idea ofW igner’sapproach,itispossible to exam ine the notion ofentanglem entin term softhe geom etric invariant

theory (K lyachko 2002)(forreferenceson geom etricinvarianttheory seeM um ford etal1994).

In thispaperwecontinuethediscussion ofthenew de�nition ofm axim um entanglem entand considera num berof

physicalexam ples.

The paper is arranged as follows. In section II,wee consider the de�nition ofentangled states in term s ofthe

m axim um uncertainty oflocalm easurem ents. This de�nition is illustrated by a num ber ofexam ples involving the

two-and three-qubitsystem s.In section III,weshow thattheabovede�nition ofentanglem entcan also beexpressed

in term s ofa certain property ofthe m atrix ofcoe�cients,specifying the entangled state. Viz,the parallelslices

ofthis m atrix should be orthogonaland should have the sam e m easure. In section IV,we considera realization of

long-lived,easy m onitored entanglem ent in a system ofthree-level�-type atom s. Finally,in section V we brie
y

discussthe obtained resultsand theirim plem entation.
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II.D EFIN IT IO N O F EN TA N G LEM EN T

In the usualtreatm ent, the entanglem ent is associated with the states of the com posite system s. Consider a

com positesystem de�ned in the Hilbertspace

H =

NO

‘= 1

H ‘; (1)

where N � 2 isthe num berofcom ponentsand each com ponenthasthe dim ension n‘ (the num berofindependent

quantum degreesoffreedom ).Then,the dynam icsym m etry group,corresponding to a com ponent,is

G ‘ = SU (n‘): (2)

An exam ple ofsom econsiderableinterestisprovided by the N -qubitsystem ,consisting ofthe spin-1=2 particles.In

thiscase,forall‘,n‘ = 2 and G ‘ = SU (2).

Thelocalm easurem ents,providing theinform ation aboutentanglem ent,arede�ned by theobservablesg‘ from the

Lie algebra LieG ‘ ofthe dynam icsym m etry group G ‘ (2).

Assum e thatg‘ 2 Lie G ‘isa localm easurem entthatgivesthe spin projection on a given axis.Then,the result

ofthe localm easurem entsisspeci�ed by the expectation values

hg‘i= h jg‘j i (3)

and by the variances

h(�g ‘)
2
i= h j(g‘)

2
j i� h jg‘j i

2
; (4)

determ ining the quantum errorofm easurem ents.Herej idenotesa statein (1).

Considerthe variance(4).Firstofall,itiswellknown that

h(�g ‘)
2
i� 0

forallj i2 H .Then,theoperators(g‘)
2 alwayshavediagonalform and eigenvaluesthatcan beequalonly to 1 and

0 (Serre1992).Therefore,them axim um uncertainty ofa localm easurem entisachieved when thesecond term in (4),

corresponding to the squared expectation value (3),isequalto zero.Itisclearthatthiscondition requiresa special

choiceofthe state j i2 H .

Followingourpreviousdiscussions(Can etal2002(a),K lyachkoand Shum ovsky 2002,K lyachko2002),letusde�ne

the m axim um entangled state in (1)by the condition

8‘ hg‘i= 0; g‘ 2 Lie G ‘ (5)

This m eans that the perfect entanglem ent ofa com posite system provides the m axim um uncertainty ofalllocal

m easurem entsperform ed overallcom ponents.In otherwords,them axim um entanglem entcorrespondsto a state,in

which allprojectionsofthe spin areequalto zero.

Beforewebegin to discussthisde�nition in details,letusnotethatthecoherentstatesofphotonsarewidely used

fordecadesin quantum optics.Itisinterestingthatthesestatescan alsobede�ned in term softhedynam icsym m etry

approach (Perelom ov 1986).Accordingto Perelom ov’sanalysis,thecoherentstatesprovidethem inim um uncertainty

oflocalm easurem ents.Thatiswhy the coherentstatesareusually considered asalm ostclassicalstates.

Itisclearthatthem axim um entangled statesde�ned in term sofcondition (5)representthevery reversecasewith

respectto thecoherentstates.Thus,theperfectentangled states,corresponding to them axim um uncertainty oflocal

m easurem ents,should be considered asthe fundam entally quantum states.

Letusreturn to the exam pleofN -qubitsystem .Then,each subspacein (1)isspanned by the two vectors

e
(1)

‘
= j+ ‘i; e

(2)

‘
= j� ‘i;

wherej� ‘idenotesthespin-up and spin-down statesofthe‘-th spin,respectively.Thephysicalrealization of"spin"

variablecan bechosen di�erently.Forexam ple,itcan bepolarization ofphotonsorstateofa two-levelatom .In this

localbasis,the in�nitesim algeneratorsofthe SU (2)group havethe following form

�x‘ = j+ ‘ih� ‘j+ j� ‘ih+ ‘j;

�
y

‘
= � ij+ ‘ih� ‘j+ ij� ‘ih+ ‘j;

�z‘ = j+ ‘ih+ ‘j� j� ‘ih� ‘j;

(6)
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so that

8‘ j= x;y;z (�
j

‘
)2 = 1;

where1 isthe unitoperator.

Considerthe sim plestcase ofonly two com ponents(N = 2). Then,the Hilbertspace (1)isspanned by the four

basevectors

j iki= e
(i)

1

 e

(k)

2
; i;k = 1;2:

Any statein such a spacecan be represented asfollows

j i=

2X

i;k= 1

 ikj iki; (7)

wherethe com plex coe�cients ik obey the standard norm alization condition

j 11j
2 + j 12j

2 + j 21j
2 + j 22j

2 = 1: (8)

Em ploying the de�nition (5)with the m easurem entsde�ned by (6)then givesthe following setofsix equations

8
>>>>><

>>>>>:

Re( 11 
�
21 +  12 

�
22)= 0

Im ( 11 
�
21 +  12 

�
22)= 0

Re( 11 
�
12 +  22 

�
21)= 0

Im ( 11 
�
12 +  21 

�
22)= 0

j 11j
2 + j 12j

2 � j 21j
2 � j 22j

2 = 0

j 11j
2 � j 12j

2 + j 21j
2 � j 22j

2 = 0

(9)

Thus,thestate(7)ischaracterizedbyeightrealcoe�cients(absolutevaluesandphasesof ij),whilethenorm alization

condition (8) together with conditions (9) give only seven equations. Since one param eter rem ains free,there are

in�nitely m any m axim um entangled statesin the 2-qubitsystem .

In general,a state ofN -qubit system is speci�ed by 2N + 1 realparam eters,while conditions (5) together with

norm alization condition giveonly (3N + 1)equations.Thus,there arein�nitely m any m axim um entangled statesin

an arbitrary N -qubitcom posite system (N � 2).

Itfollowsfrom the norm alization condition (8)and Eqs.(9)that

8
>><

>>:

j 22j= j 11j

j 21j= j 12j

j 11j
2 + j 12j

2 = 1=2

cos

�
�11+ �22� �12� �21

2

�

= 0

(10)

where �ik � arg ik. Considersom e realization ofEqs. (10). Itiseasily seen thatthe choice ofeitherj 11j= 0 or

j 12j= 0 leadsto 1theconventionalEinstein-Podolsky-Rosen (EPR)and Bellstates

j E P R i = 1p
2
(j+ 1 � 2i� j� 1 + 2i);

j B elli = 1p
2
(j+ 1 + 2i� j� 1 � 2i);

(11)

respectively.Thestates(11)form a basisin the four-dim ensionalHilbertspace.Letusstressthateach statein (11)

containsonly two basevectorsj ijioutoffour.The conditions(10)perm itusto constructthe m axim um entangled

statescontaining allfourbasevectors.Forexam ple

j i=
1

2
(j+ 1 + 1i+ ij+ 1 � 2i+ ij� 1 + 2i+ j� 1 � 2i (12)

isthe m axim um entangled two-qubitstate.

Letusstressthat,from them athem aticalpointofview,thereisonly onem axim um entangled stateofthetwo-qubit

system ,vizthe EPR state.Allotherm axim um entangled statesde�ned by the conditions(10)areequivalentto the

EPR stateto within theaction ofthedynam icsym m etry group.Atthesam etim e,thesestatescan bedi�erentfrom

3



thephysicalpointofview becausethey arerealized underdi�erentconditionscaused by thephysicalenvironm entof

the system .

W e now note that Eqs. (9)can be obtained in a di�erentway. Letus note that the coe�cients  ij in (7) form

a (2� 2) m atrix [ ]. Then,it is easily seen that the above equations express the orthogonality conditions for the

parallelrowsand colum nsofthism atrix [ ]and the condition thatdi�erentrowsand colum nshavethe sam enorm .

The generalization ofthisresultisdiscussed in the nextsection.

Considernow anotherexam ple ofsom e considerable im portance provided by the three-qubitstates.The sim plest

caseisrepresented by the G rinberger-Horn-Zeilinger(G HZ)states

j G H Z i=
1
p
2
(j+ 1 + 2+ 3i� j� 1 � 2� 3i): (13)

The generalthree-qubitstate hasthe following form

j i=
X

i;k;m

 ikm e
(i)

1

 e

(k)

2

 e

(m )

3
; i;k:m = 1;2; (14)

wheree
(i)

‘
arethe sam ebasevectorsasaboveand the coe�cients ikm obey the norm alization condition

X

i;k;m

j ikm j
2 = 1: (15)

In thiscase,the(2� 3)m atrix [ ]isspeci�ed by eightcom plex orsixteen realparam eter.In turn,theconditions(5)

togetherwith (15)giveonly ten equations.Thus,there isin�nitely m any m axim um entangled three-qubitstates.

Through the use ofde�nition (5)with Paulioperators(6),we can geta num berofrestrictionson the coe�cients

f ikm g,providing the entanglem entin (14).Leaving asidethe generalcase,werestrictourconsideration by the two

exam ples.Consider�rstthe state

j 1i=  111j+ 1 + 2+ 3i+  121j+ 1 � 2+ 3i+  222j� 1 � 2� 3i: (16)

Clearly,thisisa nonseparable space in (1)and thusitcan be considered asa candidate forentangled state. Then,

the useofthe de�nition (5)gives

8
><

>:

j 111jj 121jcos(�111 � �121) = 0

j 111jj 121jsin(�111 � �121) = 0

j 111j
2 + j 121j

2 � j 222j
2 = 0

j 111j
2 � j 121j

2 � j 222j
2 = 0

where�ikm again denotesthephaseofthecom plex coe�cients.Itisseen thattheonly solution oftheseequationsis

j 111j= j 222j=
1
p
2
; j 121j= 0:

Thissolution reducesthestate(16)tooneoftheG HZ states(13)thatde�nitely obey thede�nition ofentanglem entin

term softhem axim um uncertainty oflocalm easurem ents(seeCan etal2002(a)).Atanyj 121j6= 0,thenonseparable

state(16)doesnotm anifestentanglem ent.Itshould be stressed in thisconnection thatthe nonseparability by itself

isnota su�cientcondition ofentanglem ent(Horodeckietal1998).

Considernow another,m oresym m etricrealization ofthe three-qubitstate(14)

j 2i=  111j+ 1 + 2+ 3i+  121j+ 1 � 2+ 3i+  212j� 1 + 2� 3i+  222j� 1 � 2� 3i: (17)

Through the use ofde�nition (5)and norm alization (15)we can obtain the setoften equationsthatcan be reduced

to the following conditions

j 111j
2 + j 121j

2 =
1

2
;

j 222j= j 111j;

j 212j= j 121j;

�111 � �121 � �212 + �222 = � � + 2n�: (18)

In contrastto the G HZ states (13),the coe�cients here do not have �xed values but lie on a circle ofradius 1=2.

Again, the state (18) is equivalent to the G HZ state (13) to within the action ofthe dynam ic sym m etry group

SU (2)� SU (2)� SU (2). The conditions(5)can also be used to constructthe basisofeightthree-qubitm axim um

entangled states.
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III.M A X IM U M EN TA N G LEM EN T A N D T H E M A T R IX O F C O EFFIC IEN T S IN (7)

Them axim um entanglem entofa nonseparablestateisusually de�ned in term softhereduced density m atrix.Viz,

the reduced entropy should have the m axim um value,sam e for allcom ponents ofthe com posite system (e.g.,see

Scully and Zubairy 1997). Itisthen a straightforward m atterto show thattiscondition followsfrom the de�nition

ofentanglem entin term soflocalm easurem ents(5).

Letusnow note thatthe schem e thathasbeen discussed in the previoussection can be reform ulated through the

use ofthe propertiesofthe m atrix ofcoe�cients[ ].Itwasshown in previoussection that,in the caseoftwo-qubit

system ,thism atrix obey a certain condition.Considernow the generalization ofthisresult.

Let the factor spaces in the Hilbert space (1) be spanned by the orthonorm albases fe
(i)

‘
g. Then,a state ofa

com positesystem de�ned in (1)can be described by the norm alized statevectorofthe form

j i=
X

 i1i2� � � iN
e
(i1)

1

 � � � 
 e

(iN )

N
: (19)

The resultsofthe previoussection show usthatthe entanglem entofthe state(19)isspeci�ed by a certain choiceof

the m any-dim ensionalm atrix [ ]ofthe coe�cientsin (19).

It has been proven (K lyachko 2002)that the state j i 2 H m anifests the m axim um entanglem ent ifand only if

parallelslices ofits m atrix [ ]are orthogonaland have the sam e norm . (About parallelslices ofm ultidim ensional

m atrices see G elfand et al1994. In the sim plest case oftwo-qubit system considered in the previous section,the

parallelslicesarerepresented by rowsand colum nsofthe (2� 2)m atrix [ ].In the case ofthree-qubitsystem ,this

isa (2� 3)m atrix.)

Thisgeneralstatem entcan beillustrated in thesim plestcaseby thestate(12)whosem atrix ofcoe�cientshasthe

form

[ ]=

�
1=2 i=2

i=2 1=2

�

:

Itisclearthat

[1=2 i=2]

�
� i=2

1=2

�

= 0;

so thatthe parallelslicesareorthogonal.In turn

jj[1=2 i=2]jj= jj[i=2 1=2]jj= 1=
p
2:

The factthat(12)representsthe m axim um entangled state can also be veri�ed through the calculation ofreduced

entropies.Itisstraightforward to show that,in the caseofstate (12)

S1 = S2 = ln2;

asallonecan expectforthe m axim um entangled two-qubitstate(Scully and Zubairy 1997).Here

Sk = � Tri6= k(�ln�); � = j ih j

is the reduced entropy. The above condition ofm axim um entanglem enttogetherwith the Eqs. (10)perm its us to

constructanotherm axim um entangled two-qubitstatesthatinvolveallfourbase vectorsfe
(1)

ell
;e

(2)

‘
g at‘= 1;2.For

exam ple,the states

j 
0
i=

1

2
(j+ 1 + 2i� ij+ 1 � 2i+ ij� 1 + 2i� j� 1 � 2i);

j 
00
i=

1

2
(ij+ 1 + 2i+ j+ 1 � 2i+ j� 1 + 2i+ ij� 1 � 2i);

j 
000
i=

1

2
(� ij+ 1 + 2i+ j+ 1 � 2i� j� 1 + 2i+ ij� 1 � 2i)

are the m axim um entangled two-qubitstates,form ing togetherwith (12)an orthonorm albasisin the Hilbertspace

(1) (Can et al2002 (a)). This basis is equivalent to (11) to within the action ofthe dynam icalsym m etry group

SU (2)� SU (2).

In a m oregeneralcaseofa two-com ponententangled state
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j i2 H = H 1 
 H 2;

the m atrix ofcoe�cients[ ]hasthe dim ensionality n 1 � n2 where n‘ � dim H ‘. The orthogonalrowsand colum ns

havethenorm s1=
p
n1 and 1=

p
n2,respectively.Thus,them axim um entanglem entisallowed only ifn1 = n2.In this

case,[ ]issim ilarto the unitary m atrix.Thisim pliesthe uniquenessofthem axim um entangled stateto within the

action ofthe dynam icsym m etry group SU (n)� SU (n).

By perform ing a sim ilaranalysis,itisa straightforward m atterto show thatthe three-qubitstate (17),(18)also

m anifeststhe m axim um entanglem ent.

O urconsideration so farhavedealtwith the com posite system sofspin-1=2 particles(qubitsystem s).The schem e

can begeneralized on thecaseofan arbitrary spin s� 1=2 aswell.Theexam plesofthespin-1 entangled stateswere

discussed by Burlakov etal(Burlakov etal1999)in thecontextofphoton pairsin sym m etricFock statesand by Can

etal(Can etal2002 (a))in connection with polarization ofm ultipole wavesofphotons. The application ofsuch a

statesto the quantum cryptography wasconsidered by Bechm an-Pasquinucciand Peres(Bechm an-Pasquinucciand

Peres2000).

According to the de�nition ofm axim um entanglem ent(5)discussed in section 2,the entangled state should give

the average spin projection onto every direction equalto zero. Letusdenote the spin-1 statesby + i,j0i,and j� i.

Considerthe cascadedecay ofa two-levelatom with theexcited statespeci�ed by theangularm om entum j= 2 and

projection ofthe angularm om entum on the quantization axism = 0,and the ground state j0 = 0; m 0 = 0. This

transition givesriseto photon twins(M andeland W olf1995)thatcan be observed in the states

j+ 1 � 2i; j0102i; j� 1 + 2i (20)

becauseoftheconservation ofthetotalangularm om entum in theprocessofradiation.Itisthen easily seen thatthe

so-called SU (2)phasestatesofphotons(Shum ovsky 2000)

j�ki=
1
p
3
(j+ 1 � 2i+ e

i�k j0102i+ e
2i�k j� 1 + 2i; (21)

where

�k =
2k�

3
; k = 0;1;2;

obey the condition (5)and form a basisofentangled statesdualto (20).

Theprincipledi�erencebetween thesystem swith spin 1=2 and spin 1 isthatthem axim um entangled state(in the

senseofde�nition (5))can berealized in thecom positesystem ,consisting ofatleasttwo particlesin theform ercase

and in a single-particlesystem in the lattercase.Consider,forexam ple,the superposition state

j i= �+ j+ i+ �0j0i+ �� j� i;
X

i

j�ij
2 = 1: (22)

Then,the m easurem entofprojectionsgivesin view ofthe de�nition (5)the following equations

8
<

:

j�+ j
2 � j�� j

2 = 0

j�+ jj�0jcos(’0 � ’+ )+ j�0jj�� jcos(’� � ’0)= 0

j�+ jj�0jsin(’0 � ’+ )+ j�0jj�� jsin(’� � ’0)

(23)

where’i � arg�i.O ne ofthe possible solutions,m anifesting the singlespin-1 particle entanglem entthen isj�0j= 0

and

j Ii=
1
p
2
(j+ i+ e

i�
j� i); (24)

where� isan arbitrary com plex num ber.Anothersolution hasthe form j�+ j= j�� j= 0,j�0j= 1,so that

j IIi= j0i: (25)

O nem oresolution of(23)isspeci�ed by the conditions

j�+ j= j�� j; 2j�+ j
2 + j�0j

2 = 1; cos

�
’+ + ’� � 2’0

2

�

= 0: (26)
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Itisseen thattheconditions(26)perm itusto constructin�nitely m any entangled single-particlestates.Forexam ple,

j IIIi= j�+ j
2

�

j+ i+
1+ i

p
2j�+ j

2

p
1� 2j�+ j

2j0i+ j� i

�

(27)

isthesingle-particleentangled state.From thephysicalpointofview,thesestatescan beconstructed forthem assive

particleslike� and K m esonsthathavereasonablelonglifetim eand forthealcalineatom sused in theexperim entson

Bose-Einstein condensation.Theproblem ofinterpretation,preparingentangled single-particlestates,and perform ing

the necessary m easurem entsdeservesspecialconsideration.

IV .EN TA N G LED STA T ES IN A T O M IC SY ST EM S

Asa possiblephysicalrealization oftheabovediscussed form alism ,considernow theentangled statesin theatom ic

system s.Itshould be stressed thatthe engineered entanglem entin the system softrapped atom sand atom icbeam s

hasattracted recently a greatdealofinterest(e.g.,seeBederson and W alther2000,M ayattetal2000,Rem pe 2000,

Raym ond 2001,Julsgaard 2001 and referencestherein). In particular,the single-photon exchange between the two

two-levelatom sin a cavity can lead to a m axim um entangled atom icstate(Plenio etal1999,Beigeetal2000).

It was then shown (Can etal2002 (a)) that the atom ic entangled states in a cavity belong to a specialclass of

the so-called SU (2)phasestatesthathasbeen introduced by Vourdas(Vourdas1990)and generalized by oneofthe

authors(seeShum ovsky 2001 and referencestherein).Itparticular,itwasshown thatthesestatesobey thede�nition

ofm axim um entanglem ent(5).The SU (2)phasestatescan also be used in quantum coding (Vourdas2002).

O ne ofthe im portantrequirem entsdictated by the practicalapplicationsofentanglem entin the �eld ofquantum

inform ation technologiesisthatthe lifetim e ofan entangled state should be long enough. Underthisconditions,it

seem sto be m uch m ore convenientto use the three-levelatom swith the �-type transitionsinstead ofthe two-level

atom s(Can etal2002 (b)).Considerthisidea in m oredetails.

The system ofthree-level�-type atom sinteracting with the two cavity m odes can be described by the following

Ham iltonian

H = H 0 + H int; (28)

H 0 = !P a
+

P
aP + !Ska

+

S
aS + !12

X

f

R 22(f)+ !13

X

f

R 33(f);

H int =
X

k

X

f

fgP R 21(f)aP + gSR 32(f)aS + H :c:g:

Here aP and aS arethe photon operatorsofthe "pum ping" and Stokesm odes,respectively.Itissupposed thatthe

cavity isan idealonewith respectto thepum ping,whilestrongly absorbestheStokesphotons.TheoperatorR 21(f)

describesthetransition in f-th atom from theground to thehighestexcited level.In turn,R 32(f)givesthetransition

from thehighestexcited levelto an interm ediatelevel3 separated from theground levelby !13.Thedipoletransition

between the atom iclevels3 and 1 isforbidden because ofthe parity conservation.

Assum e �rstthatthe system consistsofonly two atom sand isinitially prepared in the state

j	 0i= j1;1i
 j1P i; (29)

so that both atom s are in the ground state while the cavity contains a single photon ofthe pum ping m ode. The

evolution ofthe system in the cavity dam ped with respect to the Stokes photons is then described by the m aster

equation

_� = � i[H ;�]+ �f2aS�a
+

S
� a

+

S
aS� � �a

+

S
aSg; (30)

where 1=� is the lifetim e ofa Stokes photon in the cavity de�ning the quality factor. The so-called Liouville term

in the right-hand side of(30)takesinto accountthe absorption ofStokesphoton. The density m atrix � involvesall

eigenstatesofthe Ham iltonian (28)including the state

j fini=
1
p
2
(j3;1i+ j1;3i)
 j0P i
 j0Si: (31)

The lifetim e ofthisstateisdeterm ined by the nonradiativeprocessesand thereforeisquite long.
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Asa consequence ofevolution generated by the Ham iltonian (28),the pum ping photon can be absorbed by either

atom with equalprobability,so thatthe system passesinto the entangled state

j 1i=
1
p
2
(j2;1i+ j1;2i)
 j0P i
 j0Si:

The lifetim e ofthis state iscom pletely de�ned by the dipole radiative processes2 ! 1 and 2 ! 3 and therefore is

very short.

Asthe nextstep,the �rstterm in the right-hand side of(30)generatesevolution to anotherentangled state

j 2i=
1
p
2
(j3;1i+ j1;3i)
 j0P i
 j1Si:

The absorption ofthe Stokesphoton described by the Liouville term in (30)then leadsto the �nal,long-lived state

(31).

Theschem ecan beeasily realized with them odern experim entaltechnique.Firstofall,thesingle-photon excitation

ofthecavity �eld can beprepared (seeW alther1997,W alther2001 and referencestherein).O neoftheatom scan be

trapped insidethecavity,whiletheotheratom should passthrough thecavity in thesam eway asin theexperim ents

on excitation ofFock statesofphotons(W alther2001).Anotherway isto send a beam ofthree-levelatom sthrough

the cavity with singlepum ping photon so thatevery tim e there would be justtwo atom sinsidethe cavity.

Concerning the experim entalrealization,letusnote thatthe Ram an-type processwith em ission ofStokesphoton

in a singleatom hasbeen observed recently (Henrich etal2000).

In principle,the processcan be realized in the system ofm ore than two three-levelatom s,interacting with single

cavity photon.In fact,the Fock stateswith m orethan one photon havebeen successfully generated (W alther2001).

The use ofthe de�nition ofentanglem ent(5)then showsthatifthe num berofpum ping photonsin the cavity isn,

then thenum berofatom s,interacting atoncewith thesephotonsshould be2n (Can etal2002 (a)).In thiscase,the

entangled atom ic statescan be constructed asthe SU (2)phase stateshave been discussed by Can etall(Can etal

2002 (a)).

Anotherrealization oflong-lived entanglem entin thesystem ofthree-levelatom sthathasbeen considered by Can

etal(Can etal2002 (b))assum esthattheStokesphotonscan leavethecavity freely.In thiscase,detection ofStokes

photonsoutside the cavity can be considered asa signalthatthe long-lived atom icentangled statewascreated.

V .C O N C LU SIO N

Letus brie
y discussthe obtained results. The generalschem e has been discussed in sectionsIIand IIIhas the

following structure. To specify the entangled states ofa com posite system de�ned in the Hilbert space (1) it is

necessary:

1)to specify the dynam icsym m etry group G ofthe factorspacesin (1);

2)to specify the localm easurem entsde�ned by the Liealgebra,corresponding to the dynam icsym m etry group G ;

3)to apply thecondition (5)thatdeterm inesthem atrix ofcoe�cientsofa generalstatein (1),corresponding to the

entanglem ent(m axim um entanglem ent).

The m axim um entangled state can also be speci�ed by the condition that the parallelslices ofm atrix [ ]are

m utually orthogonaland havethesam enorm .Itcan beproven thatthisde�nition entailstheconventionalcondition

expressed in term sofreduced entropy (K lyachko 2002).

Asitfollowsfrom the de�nition (5),the entangled statesshow the m axim um levelofquantum 
uctuationsin all

localm easurem ents. Therefore,they should be considered asthe fundam entally quantum states in contrastto the

alm ostclassicalcoherentstates,showing the m inim um ofquantum 
uctuations.

The schem e discussed in section IIsuperposes the elem ents ofthe operationalapproach (zero result for alllocal

m easurem entsallowed foran entangled state)with thedeep m athem aticslying behind thede�nition ofentanglem ent

(5). In particular,it is possible to show that an arbitrary entangled state (not necessery the m axim um entangled

state)can bede�ned to bethesem istablevectorin theHilbertspaceH (1)and thattherateofentanglem entcan be

speci�ed by the length ofm inim alvectorin com plex orbitofentangled state (K lyachko 2000).

It is interesting,that the de�nition ofentanglem ent represented by the condition (5) perm its us to consider the

single-particleentangled statesin the caseofspin s� 1 in addition to the conventionalcom posite-system states.

The practicalrealization oflong-lived easy m onitored entanglem entdiscussed in section IV seem sto be accessible

with the present experim entaltechnique. Let us note that,instead ofthe three-levels interacting with the cavity

m ode,anotherenvironm entcan be used.An interesting exam ple isprovided by the system ofatom sin the presence

ofdispersiveand absorbing objects(Dung etal1998,Dung etal2002,W elsch etal2002).
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Thede�nition ofentanglem entin term sofcondition (5)isageneraloneand m ayexceed thelim itsofquantum optics

and quantum inform ation.Forexam ple,thecom binationsofquarkscorrespondingto� m esonscan betreated in term s

ofthepossiblestateswith thedynam icsym m etry provided by thehadron group SU (3).Then,thede�nition (5)shows

that �0 corresponds to the entangled com bination ofquarks,while �� are speci�ed by the coherent com binations

(K lyachko 2002). It seem s to be tem pting to associate the short lifetim e of�0 with respect to �� by the strong

quantum 
uctuationsin the entangled stateand very weak in the coherentstate.

Theauthorswould liketo thank Dr.A.Beige,Prof.J.H.Eberly,Prof.P.L.K night,Prof.A.Vourdas,Prof.D.-G .

W elsch,and Prof.A.Zeilengerforusefuldiscussions.
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