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Entanglem ent, localm easurem ents, and sym m etry
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A de nition of entanglem ent in tem s of local m easurem ents is discussed. V iz, the m axin um
entanglem ent corresponds to the states that cause the highest level of quantum uctuations In
all local m easurem ents determ ined by the dynam ic sym m etry group of the system . A number of
exam ples illustrating this de nition is considered.
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I. NTRODUCTION

C elebrating the C entenary ofEugene P aulW igner, one cannotbut reward W igner’sapproach to quantum m echanics
that hasbeen form ulated in his fam ous papers W igner 1931, W igner, 1939). A coording to this approach, the general
properties of a quantum m echanical system are speci ed by the dynam ical sym m etry of the corresponding H ibert
space. Foryears, the approach hasbeen used in quantum m echanicsand quantum eld theory and hasdem onstrated an
"unexpected e ciency" W igner1967). Them ain ain ofthispaper isto apply W igner’s approach to the nvestigation
of the phenom enon of quantum entanglem ent.

Tt has been recognized that the notion of entanglem ent has a deep conocgptualm eaning, touching on the problem s
of Iocality and reality In quantum m echanics. At the sam e tin e, entanglem ent is considered to be a base of quantum
com puting, comm unications, and cryptography (see: Bowm eester et al 2000 and Tombesi and H irota 2001 and
references therein). In spite of a great success in engineered entanglem ent (for a recent review , see: Zeilinger 1999,
Raimond et al2001, G isih et a12002), there is stillno agreem ent of opinion am ong the experts on the very de nition
of entanglem ent and is properm easure (€g. see: Peres 1998, Verdaland P kenio 1998, Brukner et al2001).

In the usual treatm ent, the entanglem ent is associated w ith nonseparability of corresponding states. It should
be stressed that the nonseparability is not a su cient condition of m axinum entanglem ent, and probably of the
entanglem ent at all H orodeckiet al11998).

Tt has been shown recently (Can et al 2002 (a)) that the entangled states of physical system s obey a certain
condition, viz the localm easurem ents have the m axinm um uncertainty in com parison w ith the other states allowed
for a system under consideration. T his condition can be used as an operationalde nition ofm axin um entanglem ent
(de nition in term s of what can be m easured). At the sam e tim e, there is an adequate m athem atics hidden behind
this physical de nition that hasbeen unveiled recently K lyachko 2002).

Let usnote rst that this novelde nition has a deep physicalm eaning. O ne can choose to Interpret the entangled
state shared between A lice and Bob as a quantum com m unication channel, in which the Infom ation is carried m ostly
by the correlations between the sides of the channel B rukner et al2001). T hese correlations m anifest them sehlres in
term s of localm easurem ents perform ed at the ends of the channel and the m axin um correlation corresoonds to the
m axin um uncertainty of localm easurem ents (K lyachko and Shum ovsky 2002).

W e now note that the set of possible ndependent m easurem ents or a given system is soeci ed by the sym m etry
properties of the H ibert space, corresponding to this physical system . Beginning w ith this fact, re ecting the key
idea of W igner's approach, i is possible to exam ine the notion of entanglem ent In tem s of the geom etric nvariant
theory (K lyachko 2002) (for references on geom etric invariant theory see M um ford et a11994).

In this paper we continue the discussion ofthe new de nition ofm axin um entanglem ent and consider a num ber of
physical exam ples.

T he paper is arranged as follows. In section II, wee consider the de nition of entangled states in tem s of the
maxinum uncertainty of localm easurem ents. This de nition is ilustrated by a number of exam ples nvolving the
tw o—and threequbit system s. In section ITT, we show that the above de nition ofentanglem ent can also be expressed
In term s of a certain property of the m atrix of coe cients, specifying the entangled state. V iz, the parallel slices
of this m atrix should be orthogonal and should have the sam e m easure. In section IV, we consider a realization of
long-lived, easy m oniored entanglem ent In a system of threelevel -type atoms. Finally, in section V we brie y
discuss the obtained resuls and their in plem entation.
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II.DEFINITION OF ENTANGLEM ENT

In the usual treatm ent, the entanglem ent is associated w ith the states of the com posite system s. Consider a
com posite system de ned in the H ibert space

H = H.; @)

where N 2 is the num ber of com ponents and each com ponent has the din ension n. (the num ber of independent
quantum degrees of freedom ). T hen, the dynam ic sym m etry group, corresponding to a com ponent, is

G.= SU (n+): )

An exam pl of som e considerable interest is provided by the N qubit system , consisting of the spin-1=2 particles. In
thiscase, forall Y, n .= 2and G.= SU 2).

T he Iocalm easuram ents, providing the Inform ation about entanglem ent, are de ned by the observables g\ from the
Lie algebra L ieG + of the dynam ic symm etry group G« 2).

Assum e that g- 2 Lie G ‘isa localm easurem ent that gives the soin proction on a given axis. T hen, the result
of the localm easurem ents is speci ed by the expectation values

hgi=h 331 3)
and by the variances
h(g+?i=h jg)?j i h @J i @)

determm ning the quantum error ofm easurem ents. Here j i denotesa statein (1).
C onsider the variance (4). First ofall, it iswellknown that

h(g?i 0

rallj i2 H . Then, the operators (g+)? always have diagonal om and eigenvalues that can be equalonly to 1 and
0 (Serre 1992). T herefore, them axim um uncertainty ofa localm easurem ent is achieved when the second term in (@),
corresponding to the squared expectation value (3), is equalto zero. It is clear that this condition requires a special
choice ofthe state 7 12 H .

Follow ing ourpreviousdiscussions (Can et al2002 @), K Iyachko and Shum ovsky 2002, K Iyachko 2002), let usde ne
the m axim um entanglkd state in (1) by the condition

8? hgd= 0; g2 Lie G- ©)

T his m eans that the perfect entanglem ent of a com posite system provides the m axinum uncertainty of all local
m easurem ents perform ed over all com ponents. In other words, them axim um entanglem ent corresoonds to a state, in
w hich all profctions of the spin are equalto zero.

Before we begin to discuss this de nition in details, ket us note that the coherent states of photons are w idely used
for decades In quantum optics. Tt is interesting that these states can also be de ned in tem softhe dynam ic sym m etry
approach (Perelom ov 1986). A coording to P erelom ov’s analysis, the coherent states provide the m inim um uncertainty
of localm easurem ents. T hat is why the coherent states are usually considered as aln ost classical states.

It is clear that the m axin um entangled states de ned in term sof condition (5) represent the very reverse case w ith
respect to the coherent states. T hus, the perfect entangled states, corresponding to the m axim um uncertainty of local
m easurem ents, should be considered as the findam entally quantum states.

Let us retum to the exam ple ofN —qubit system . Then, each subspace in (1) is spanned by the two vectors

1) Lo (2) L
e, = 3 .\1; e = 71

where j +idenotes the spin-up and spin-down states ofthe “-th soin, respectively. T he physical realization of "soin"
variable can be chosen di erently. For exam ple, it can be polarization of photons or state ofa two—Jevelatom . In this
localbasis, the In niesin algenerators of the SU (2) group have the follow Ing form

++ih I+ i
ij vih 3+ i i T (6)
F i3 3 b 3
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so that
8* J=xiyiz  (DP=1;

where 1 is the unit operator.

Consider the sin plest case of only two com ponents N = 2). Then, the H ibert space (1) is spanned by the four
base vectors

L i k .
Jxil= el(l) ez( ); Lk=1;2:

Any state In such a space can be represented as Hllow s
X2

ji= k] wis 7)
k=1

w here the com plex coe cients i obey the standard nom alization condition
Juf+Jgef+iaf+jaf=1: @®)
Em plying the de niion (5) with the m easurem ents de ned by (6) then gives the ©llow Ing set of six equations

Re( 11 5+t 12 p)=
Im (11 1+ 12 )=
Re( 11 12t 22 21)=
Im (11 10+ 21 92)=
Juf+ind 27 Jaf=0
Juf JuF+iaF Jaf=o0

o o

T hus, the state (7) is characterized by eight realcoe cients (absolute valuesand phasesof i), w hile the nom alization
condition (8) together wih conditions (9) give only seven equations. Since one param eter rem ains free, there are
In nitely m any m axin um entangled states in the 2-qubit system .

In general, a state of N -qubit system is speci ed by 2¥ *! real param eters, while conditions (5) together w ith
nom alization condition give only (3N + 1) equations. T hus, there are in niely m any m axin um entangled states In
an arbitrary N -qubit com posite system ©N 2).

Tt ollow s from the nom alization condition (8) and Egs. (9) that

J223= J 113
< J213= J 123
3 Juf+jnf=1=2 10)
* cos 11t 22 12 2L =

2

where i arg i . Consider som e realization of Egs. (10). It is easily seen that the choice of either j 11 j= 0 or
j 12J= 0 leads to 1lthe conventionalE instein-P odolsky-Rosen (EPR) and Bell states

Jepri = pl_z(j+l 21 3 1 +21);
. , 1“ . , , , (11)
Jeeni = #50Gta+21 3 1 21

regpectively. T he states (11) form a basis In the fourdin ensionalH ibert space. Let us stress that each state In (11)
contains only two base vectors j i51i out of four. T he conditions (10) perm it us to construct the m axinum entangled
states containing all four base vectors. For exam ple

1
j i= 5 (j+l+li+ ij+1 2i+ l] 1+2i+ ] 1 2i (12)

isthem aximnum entangled two-qubit state.

Let us stress that, from them athem aticalpoint ofview , there isonly onem axin um entangled state ofthe two-qubit
system , viz the EPR state. A llother m axin um entangled states de ned by the conditions (10) are equivalent to the
EPR state to within the action ofthe dynam ic sym m etry group. At the sam e tin e, these states can be di erent from



the physicalpoint of view because they are realized under di erent conditions caused by the physical environm ent of
the system .

W e now note that Egs. (9) can be obtained in a di erent way. Let us note that the coe cients i3 in (7) form
a 2 2)matrix [ ]. Then, i is easily seen that the above equations express the orthogonality conditions for the
parallel row s and colum ns of thism atrix [ ] and the condition that di erent row s and colum ns have the sam e nom .
T he generalization of this result is discussed in the next section.

Consider now another exam ple of som e considerable in portance provided by the threequbit states. The sin plest
case is represented by the G rinbergerH om-Zeilinger (GH Z) states

. ) 1. . )
]GHzl=P—§(]+1+2+3l J o1 2 31): 13)

T he general threequbit state has the follow Ing fom
X .
ji= sme e e dikm = 1;2; 4

i;km

@

where e,” are the sam e base vectors as above and the coe cients i, obey the nom alization condition
X
3 wem § = 1t 15)
ik m

In thiscase, the 2 3) matrix [ ]is speci ed by eight com plex or sixteen realparam eter. In tum, the conditions (5)
togetherw th (15) give only ten equations. T hus, there is in niely m any m axin um entangled three-qubit states.

T hrough the use ofde nition (5) wih Pauli operators (6), we can get a num ber of restrictions on the coe cients
f xn g, providing the entanglem ent in (14) . Leaving aside the general case, we restrict our consideration by the two
exam ples. Consider rst the state

J1i= 111Jtitotzit 1213t1 2t3it 2223 1 2 3i: (16)

C learly, this is a nonssparable space in (1) and thus it can be considered as a candidate for entangled state. T hen,
the use of the de nition (5) gives

8 .. .
> JwmD 121J00s( 111 121) =

J 111 1210380 ( 111 121)
 Jand+ JiaaF  Jend
Ja1T  Jai21F J22eF

o O O o

where i, again denotesthe phase ofthe com plex coe cients. It is seen that the only solution of these equations is
. o N . .
J 11135 J 222]% 19—5; J 1213= O

T his solution reduces the state (16) to one ofthe GH Z states (13) that de nitely obey the de nition ofentanglem ent in
term softhem axin um uncertainty of localm easurem ents (see Can et al2002 @)). Atany j 121 6 0, the nonseparable
state (16) does not m anifest entanglem ent. It should be stressed in this connection that the nonseparability by itself
isnot a su cient condition of entanglem ent H orodeckiet al1998).

Consider now another, m ore sym m etric realization of the threequbit state (14)

J2i= 1113t totzit 1213t: 2t3it 212 1+2 31t 2223 1 2 3i: @a7)

T hrough the use ofde niion (5) and nom alization (15) we can obtain the set of ten equations that can be reduced
to the ©llow Ing conditions
. . 1
i F+ diaf= 5;
J 2223= J 1117
J2123= J 1215
111 121 212+ 222 = +2n : 18)

In contrast to the GHZ states (13), the coe cients here do not have xed values but lie on a circle of radius 1=2.
Agaln, the state (18) is equivalent to the GHZ state (13) to within the action of the dynam ic symm etry group
SU (2) SU @) SU (2). The conditions (5) can also be used to construct the basis of eight threequbi m axin um
entangled states.



IIT.MAXIM UM ENTANGLEMENT AND THE MATRIX OF COEFFICIENTS IN (7)

Them axin um entanglem ent ofa nonseparable state isusually de ned in tem s of the reduced density m atrix. V iz,
the reduced entropy should have the m axinum value, sam e for all com ponents of the com posite system (€4g. see
Scully and Zubairy 1997). Lt is then a straightforward m atter to show that tis condition follow s from the de nition
of entanglem ent In tem s of localm easurem ents (5).

Let us now note that the schem e that has been discussed In the previous section can be reform ulated through the
use of the properties of the m atrix of coe cients [ ]. It was shown in previous section that, in the case of twoqubit
system , thism atrix obey a certain condition. C onsider now the generalization of this resul.

Let the factor spaces In the H ibert space (1) be spanned by the orthonom al bases fefl)g. Then, a state of a
com posite system de ned In (1) can be described by the nom alized state vector of the form

X
A (i1) (i
J 1= i N exlll NlN é: 19)

T he results of the previous section show us that the entanglem ent of the state (19) is goeci ed by a certain choice of
the m any-din ensionalm atrix [ ] ofthe coe cientsin (19).

Tt has been proven K lyachko 2002) that the state j 1 2 H m anifests the m axinum entanglem ent if and only if
parallel slices of its m atrix [ ] are orthogonal and have the sam e nom . (A bout parallkel slices of m ultidin ensional
m atrices see Gelfand et a1 1994. In the sin plest case of two—qubit system considered in the previous section, the
parallel slices are represented by row s and coum ns ofthe 2 2) matrix [ ]. In the case of threequbit system , this
isa 2 3) matrix.)

T his general statem ent can be illustrated in the sim plest case by the state (12) whosem atrix of coe cients has the
form

1=2 i=2

L= e 10

It is clear that

- =2
=2 i=2] 1= = 0;

so that the parallel slices are orthogonal. In tum
o
=2 =217= Jji=2 1=217= 1= 2:

The fact that (12) represents the m aximum entangled state can also be veri ed through the calculation of reduced
entropies. It is straightforward to show that, in the case of state (12)

S, = Sy = ]n2;
as allone can expect for the m axin um entangled two-qubit state (Scully and Zubairy 1997). Here
Sk = Trnsx( In ); =3Jjih j

is the reduced entropy. T he above condition of m axin um entanglem ent together w ith the Egs. (10) pem is us to
construct another m axin um entangled two-qubit states that Involve all four base vectors fe);e®

i€ gat ‘= 1;2. For
exam ple, the states
%= S Gritel i3n 2it i ated 3 o)
Jji= 5(134'1"'21"' Jt1 2i+ J 1421+ i 1 21);
j i= 5( gt +2i+ J+1 21 J 1 t+2i+ij 10 21)
are the m axin um entangled two-qubit states, orm ing together w th (12) an orthonom albasis in the H ibert space
(1) Can et al2002 (@)). This basis is equivalent to (11) to wihin the action of the dynam ical sym m etry group

SU (2) SU ().
In a m ore general case of a tw o-com ponent entangled state



ji2H=H1 Hz;

the m atrix of coe clents [ ] has the dinensionalty n 1 n; wheren. din H .. The orthogonal row s and colum ns
have the nom s 1= n; and 1= n,, respectively. T hus, them axin um entanglem ent isallowed only ifn; = n,. In this
case, [ ]is sim ilar to the uniary m atrix. T his In plies the uniqueness of the m axim um entangled state to w ithin the
action of the dynam ic symm etry group SU (n) SU (n).

By perform ing a sin ilar analysis, it is a straightforward m atter to show that the threequbit state (17), (18) also
m anifests the m axin um entanglem ent.

O ur consideration so far have deal w ith the com posite system s of spin-1=2 particles (qubit system s). The schem e
can be generalized on the case ofan arbitrary spin s 1=2 aswell. T he exam ples of the spin-1 entangled states were
discussed by Burlkkov et al Burlakov et al11999) in the context of photon pairs in sym m etric Fock states and by C an
et al Can et al2002 (@)) In connection w ith polarization ofm ultipole waves of photons. T he application of such a
states to the quantum cryptography was considered by Bechm an-P asquinucciand Peres (Bechm an-P asquinucciand
Peres 2000).

A ccording to the de nition ofm aximum entanglem ent (5) discussed in section 2, the entangled state should give
the average spin proction onto every direction equalto zero. Let us denote the spin-1 states by + 1, Pi, and j i.
C onsider the cascade decay of a two—Jevelatom w ith the excited state speci ed by the angularm om entum j= 2 and
proction of the angularm om entum on the quantization axism = 0, and the ground state Y= 0; m%= 0. This
transition gives rise to photon tw ins M andeland W olf 1995) that can be cbserved in the states

j+1 Zi; j)102i; j 1 +2i 20)
because of the conservation ofthe totalangularm om entum in the process of radiation. It is then easily seen that the
so—called SU (2) phase states of photons (Shum ovsky 2000)

1 : )
Jxi= P—g(j"'l 2it e Pi0i+ €T F g g+, (21)

w here
K= —%i k= 0;1;2;

obey the condition (5) and formm a basis of entangled states dualto (20).

The principle di erence between the system sw ith soin 1=2 and soin 1 is that them axin um entangled state (in the
sense of de nition (5)) can be realized In the com posite system , consisting of at least tw o particles in the form er case
and In a sihgleparticle system in the latter case. C onsider, for exam ple, the superposition state

X
Ji= s dit oPit  F i jif=1: @2)

i

T hen, the m easurem ent of pro fgctions gives in view of the de nition (5) the llow ing equations

8

<j+F 3 F=0

J+Jdojoos(o "+)+ Jod Joos( "9)=0 (23)
J+TodsinCo "4+)+ Jod Jsin( ")

where’; arg ;.One ofthe possbl solutions, m anifesting the single spin-1 particle entanglem ent then is j ¢j= 0
and

1 .
j1i= 19—E Gri+ e 3 1; 24)
where isan arbitrary com plex number. A nother solution hasthe form j 4+ j= j J= 0, j ¢Jj= 1, so that
Jjrri= Pi: (25)

O nem ore solution of (23) is speci ed by the conditions

J+3=3 3 234F+30F=1 cos ——— =0: 26)



Tt is seen that the conditions (26) pem it usto construct in nitely m any entangled single-particle states. For exam ple,

jrrri= 3+ F Fiteo 1 2+ FPit j 1 @7)
is the singleparticle entangled state. From the physicalpoint ofview , these states can be constructed for the m assive
particles like and K m esonsthat have reasonable long life tin e and forthe alcaline atom sused In the experim entson
BoseE Instein condensation. The problem of interpretation, preparing entangled single-particl states, and perform ing
the necessary m easurem ents deserves soecial consideration.

1+1i P
29,

IV .ENTANGLED STATES IN ATOM IC SYSTEM S

A s a possible physical realization ofthe above discussed form alism , consider now the entangled states in the atom ic
system s. Tt should be stressed that the engineered entanglem ent in the system s of trapped atom s and atom ic beam s
has attracted recently a great dealof interest (eg., see Bederson and W alther 2000, M ayatt et a12000, R em pe 2000,
Raym ond 2001, Julsgaard 2001 and references therein). In particular, the single-photon exchange between the two
two-levelatom s In a caviy can lad to am axinum entangled atom ic state P lenio et al1999, Beige et a12000).

Tt was then shown (Can et al2002 @)) that the atom ic entangled states in a caviy belong to a special class of
the socalled SU (2) phase states that has been introduced by Vourdas (Vourdas 1990) and generalized by one of the
authors (see Shum ovsky 2001 and references therein) . It particular, i was shown that these states cbey the de nition
ofm axinum entanglem ent (5). The SU (2) phase states can also be used in quantum coding (Vourdas 2002).

O ne of the Im portant requirem ents dictated by the practical applications of entanglem ent In the eld of quantum
Inform ation technologies is that the lifetim e of an entangled state should be long enough. Under this conditions, i
seam s to be much m ore convenient to use the threedevel atom s w ith the -type transitions instead of the twoJevel
atom s Can et al2002 ()). Consider this idea In m ore details.

The system of threedevel -type atom s interacting w ith the two cavity m odes can be described by the ollow ing
Ham ilttonian

H = H0+ Hll'lt; (28)
. . X X
Ho= l!pagap + !skagas + 12 Roy () + !13 R33(f);
£ £
X X
Hipe= fop Ro1 (f)ap + gsR32 (flas + H cg:
Kk £

Here ap and as are the photon operators of the "pum ping” and Stokes m odes, respectively. It is supposed that the
cavity is an idealone w ith respect to the pum ping, while strongly absorbes the Stokes photons. T he operatorR ,; (f)
describes the transition In £-th atom from the ground to the highest excited level. In tum, R 3, (f) gives the transition
from the highest excited levelto an interm ediate level 3 separated from the ground levelby !;5. T he dipole transition
betw een the atom ic levels 3 and 1 is forbidden because of the parity conservation.

Assum e rst that the system consists of only two atom s and is lnitially prepared in the state

Jooi= J;1i Jbp i; (29)

so that both atom s are In the ground state while the caviy contains a single photon of the pum ping m ode. The
evolution of the system In the cavity dam ped wih respect to the Stokes photons is then described by the m aster
equation

"

_= iH; 1+ f2& a; ajas & asgi (30)

where 1= is the lifetim e of a Stokes photon in the cavity de ning the quality factor. The socalled Liouville tem
In the right-hand side of (30) takes into acoount the absorption of Stokes photon. The density m atrix  involves all
eigenstates of the H am iltonian (28) ncliding the state

1
J emi= 19—E (Bili+ ;31 Pedi Psi: (31)

T he lifetin e of this state is determm ined by the nonradiative processes and therefore is quite long.



A s a consequence of evolution generated by the Ham ittonian (28), the pum ping photon can be absorbed by either
atom w ith equalprobabiliyy, so that the system passes into the entangled state

1
jaii= P—E(J?;liJr ;21 Pei Psi:

T he lifetim e of this state is com pletely de ned by the dipole radiative processes 2 ! 1 and 2 ! 3 and therefore is
very short.
A s the next step, the rst tem in the right-hand side of (30) generates evolution to another entangled state

1
J2i= P—E(ﬁ;li+ 1731 Pei Jsi:

T he absorption of the Stokes photon described by the Liouville term in (30) then leads to the nal, long-lived state
(31).

T he schem e can be easily realized w ith the m odem experin entaltechnique. F irst ofall, the single-photon excitation
ofthe cavity eld can be prepared (see W alther 1997, W alther 2001 and references therein). O ne of the atom s can be
trapped inside the cavity, whike the other atom should pass through the cavity in the sam e way as in the experin ents
on excitation ofFock states of photons W alther 2001). Another way is to send a beam of threelevel atom s through
the cavity w ith single pum ping photon so that every tin e there would be jist two atom s inside the cavity.

C onceming the experin ental realization, let us note that the R am an-type process w ith em ission of Stokes photon
In a single atom hasbeen observed recently (Henrich et al12000).

In principle, the process can be realized in the system ofm ore than two threeJlevel atom s, interacting w ith single
caviy photon. In fact, the Fock states w ith m ore than one photon have been successfully generated W alther 2001).
T he use of the de nition of entanglem ent (5) then show s that if the num ber of pum ping photons in the caviy isn,
then the num ber of atom s, interacting at once w ith these photons should be 2n (Can et al2002 @)). In this case, the
entangled atom ic states can be constructed as the SU (2) phase states have been discussed by Can et all (Can et al
2002 @)).

A nother realization of long-lived entanglem ent in the system of threelevel atom s that hasbeen considered by C an
etal Can etal2002 (b)) assum es that the Stokes photons can leave the cavity freely. In this case, detection of Stokes
photons outside the cavity can be considered as a signal that the long-lived atom ic entangled state was created.

V.CONCLUSION

Let us brie y discuss the obtained resuls. The general schem e has been discussed In sections IT and IIT has the
follow ing structure. To specify the entangled states of a com posite system de ned in the H ibert space (1) it is
necessary:

1) to specify the dynam ic symm etry group G ofthe factor spaces in (1);

2) to specify the localm easurem ents de ned by the Lie algebra, corresoonding to the dynam ic sym m etry group G ;
3) to apply the condition (5) that detemm ines the m atrix of coe cients ofa generalstate in (1), corresponding to the
entanglem ent m axin um entanglem ent).

The maxinum entangled state can also be speci ed by the condition that the parallel slices of m atrix [ ] are
m utually orthogonaland have the sam e nom . It can be proven that this de nition entails the conventional condition
expressed In tem s of reduced entropy K lyachko 2002).

As it follow s from the de niion (5), the entangled states show the m axinum level of quantum uctuations in all
localm easurem ents. T herefore, they should be considered as the fundam entally quantum states in contrast to the
alm ost classical coherent states, show ing the m inim um of quantum uctuations.

T he schem e discussed in section IT superposes the elem ents of the operational approach (zero result for all local
m easuram ents allow ed for an entangled state) w ith the deep m athem atics lying behind the de nition of entanglem ent
(5). In particular, it is possible to show that an arbitrary entangled state (not necessery the m axinum entangled
state) can be de ned to be the sam istable vector in the H ibert space H (1) and that the rate of entanglem ent can be
speci ed by the length ofm inin al vector in com plex orbit of entangled state K lyachko 2000).

Tt is interesting, that the de nition of entanglem ent represented by the condition (5) pem is us to consider the
sihgleparticle entangled states in the case of spin s 1 In addition to the conventional com posite-system states.

T he practical realization of long-lived easy m oniored entanglem ent discussed In section IV seem s to be accessble
w ith the present experin ental technique. Let us note that, instead of the threelevels interacting w ith the caviy
m ode, another environm ent can be used. An interesting exam ple is provided by the system ofatom s in the presence
of dispersive and absorbing ob cts D ung et a11998, D ung et 212002, W elsch et a12002).



Thede nition ofentanglem ent in term sofcondition (5) isa generalone and m ay exceed the lim its ofquantum optics
and quantum inform ation. Forexam ple, the com binationsofquarks correspondingto m esonscan be treated in term s
ofthe possible statesw ith the dynam ic sym m etry provided by the hadron group SU (3). Then, thede nition (5) show s
that © corresponds to the entangled combination of quarks, while are speci ed by the ooherent com binations

K lyachko 2002). Tt seem s to be tem pting to associate the short lifetine of ° with respect to by the strong
quantum uctuations in the entangled state and very weak in the coherent state.

T he authorswould lke to thank Dr. A .Beige, Prof. JH .Eberly, Prof. P L..Knight, Prof. A .Vourdas, Prof. D .
W elsch, and P rof. A . Zeilenger for usefiil discussions.
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