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Entangled tw o cavity m odes preparation via a tw o-photon process
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W e propose a schem e forentangling two �eld m odesin two high-Q opticalcavities.M aking use

ofa virtualtwo-photon process,ourschem e achievesm axim ally entangled states withoutany real

transitionsofatom ic internalstates,hence itisim m une to the atom ic decay.
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Entanglem entisoneofthem ostcharacteristicfeatures

ofquantum system sand liesattheheartofthedi�erence

between the quantum and classicalm ulti-particleworld.

Itisthe phenom enon thatenablesquantum inform ation

processing and com puting [1]. Beyond these and other

related applications,com plex entangled states,such as

the G HZ tripletsofparticles[2]can be used fortestsof

quantum non-locality [3]. M oreover,the relaxation dy-

nam icsoflargerentangled statesshedslighton thedeco-

herence processand on the quantum -classicalboundary

[4]. There are a lotofproposaldevoted to the prepara-

tion ofquantum entangled states,am ong them the idea

forphotondown-conversionprocess[3],with trapped ions

[5],forcavity quantum electrodynam ics[6],with m acro-

scopic objects[7]orforan optical�bre [8]hasbeen re-

alized experim entally.

In the latter case,the entanglem ent results from the

nonlinear interaction between the two m odes in an op-

tical�bre. This is closely connected to the recent ad-

vanceofenhancingnonlinearcouplingviaelectrom agnet-

ically induced transparency(EIT) m echanism [9]. M ea-

sured value ofthe �(3) param eterare up to six orderof

m agnitude larger than usual[10]. This has opened the

doortoward theapplication ofthiskind ofnonlinearpro-

cesstoquantum inform ation processingeven forthevery

low photon-num ber case [11]. In fact,there are several

proposalsforexploiting hugeK errnon-linearitiesto per-

form com putation and quantum teleportation [12,13]or

for quantum non-dem olition m easurem ents [14]. Apart

from theK errnonlinearity,theexperim entalachievem ent

ofatom icBose-Einstein condensation(BEC)also provide

us a chance to create m any particle entanglem ent with

nonlinear interactions [15{22]. Allthese show that the

non-linearinteraction between di�erentquantum m odes

isa valuable resource forquantum inform ation process-

ing.

In thispaper,wepresenta new theoreticalschem efor

entangling two quantum m odes in two high-Q optical

cavities. Through a virtualtwo-photon process,an ef-

fectivenon-linearinteraction between thetwom odescan

beestablished.By m aking useofthevirtualtwo-photon

process,ournew protocolsigni�cantly reducesthee�ect

ofatom icspontaneousem ission during theentanglem ent

preparation process.

O ursystem consistsoftwo opticalcavitiesas in Ref.

[23]and an atom system surrounded by the two optical

cavities. The axis ofthe two cavitiesare perpendicular

each to other,the internalstructure ofthe atom is de-

picted in Figure1,
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FIG .1. A 4-levelatom interacting with two cavity quan-

tum �elds. Both cavity �eldsare detuned from atom ic reso-

nance by � = 
 � ! i,and � = 2
 � !e.

The atom isassum ed to m ake two-photon transitions

offrequency !e between thenondegeneratestatejgiwith

energy !g = 0 and the excited state jei.The transitions

are m ediated by two interm ediate degenerate levelsji1i

and ji2i(with energy !i):the frequenciesfortransitions

jgi  ! ji1i(orji2i) and ji1i(orji2i)  ! jei are 
 � �

and 
+ �� �,respectively. W ith these notations,the

system can be described by

H = �h
aa
y
a+ �h
bb

y
b

+ �hgc(jgihi1ja
y
+ ji1iheja

y
+ h:c:)

+ �hgc(jgihi2jb
y
+ ji2ihejb

y
+ h:c:)

+ �h!iji1ihi1j+ �h!ejeihej+ �h!iji2ihi2j; (1)

where a(b)and ay(by)are the annihilation and creation

operatorforthecavitym odea(b)with frequency
a (
b),

respectively,gc is the coupling constant ofthe atom to

the cavity m ode a(b)driving the transition jgi ! ji1i

or ji1i  ! jei ( jgi  ! ji2i or ji2i  ! jei ). W e

willnotconsiderthe position dependance ofthe cavity-

atom coupling gc(~r),a good approxim ation in theLam b-

Dicke lim it. For the reason of sim plicity, we assum e


a = 
b = 
 hereafter.O urSchem eworksin thefollow-

ing lim it:1)Both thecavity m odea and barestrong de-

tuned,i.e.,� = 
� ! i > > gc;� > > � and � > > jgcj
2=�;

and 2) the cavity decay rete � < < jgcj
2=� as required

forthe high-Q opticalcavity. Because these transitions

jgi ! ji1i,ji1i ! jei,jgi ! ji2iand ji2i ! jei

driven by the two cavity m odes are faro�-resonant,we

m ay adiabatically elim inate the interm ediate states ji1i

and ji2i independently,the Ham iltonian (1) then takes

the following form [24,25]

H = �h!a
y
a+ �h!b

y
b+ �h�(jgiheja

y2
+ jeihgja

2
)

+
!A

2
(jeihej� jgihgj)

+ �h�(jgihejb
y2
+ jeihgjb

2
); (2)

with ! = 
+ 2
jgcj

2

�
,� = 
� ! i,� =

jgcj
2

�
,!A = !e� !g.

ThisistheHam iltonian which isbroadlyused todescribe

the two-photon process,and has received an extensive

study during the lastdecades. For instance,the exper-

im entalrealization ofa two-photon cascade m icrom aser

[26],the generation ofSqueezing am pli�cation [27]and

thecreation ofentangled states[28].O urproposalworks

with a new m echanism di�erent from that by m aking

useofvery high K errcoupling,thecoupling between the

two cavity m odesin ourprotocol,to bediscussed below,

resultsfrom virtualtwo-photon processes.

In the lim it � > > �,i.e.,(2! � !A )> > jgcj
2=�,the

two-photon processison o�-resonance,wem ay adiabat-

ically elim inate the atom from the system ,the Ham ilto-

nian (2)then takesthe following form in the interaction

picture

H eff = �h
j�j2

�
(a

y2
a
2
+ b

y2
b
2
+ a

y2
b
2
+ b

y2
a
2
); (3)

in derivation of the Ham iltonian (3), the atom in its

ground state jgi initially is assum ed. The two m ode

states willbe de�ned in term s of the usualtwo-m ode

Fock states jm ;ni = jm ia 
 jnib with m (n) photons in

m odea(b).Firstweconsidera sim plecasethatthereare

only two photonsin them odea whilethecavity m odeb

in vacuum initially.The Ham iltonian (3)forthissim ple

caseisequivalentto

H eff = 2�h
j�j2

�
(jE iahE j+ jE ibhE j+ �

+

a �
�

b
+ �

�
a �

+

b
);

with de�nition jE ix = j2ix; (x = a;b),and �
+ (�)
x isthe

paulioperatorform odex.Itshowsthatafterthe inter-

action tim e T0 = ��=8j�j2,the two cavity m odesevolve

toam axim alentangled state 1p
2
(j0E i+ jE 0i)whileleave

the atom in itsground state jgi. W e would like to note

thatthenon-linearinteraction term [ay2b2+ h:c:]isdi�er-

entfrom theK errnonlinearinteraction ay2a2 and ayabyb

[29,30],asthe latterone isin the form ofthe square of

the free Ham iltonian,and hence either aya or byb is a

constantofm otion.

W e have perform ed extensive num erical sim ulations

with the fullHam iltonian Eq. (1). Ignoring the atom ic

spontaneousem ission and the cavity decay,we �nd the

aboveanalyticalinsightsto be com pletely accurate,i.e.,

we indeed get the m axim alentangled state (see Figure

2). In fact,we �nd thatthe approxim ated Ham iltonian

Eq.(3)isquitean good approach to thefullHam iltonian

Eq.(1).

Thetop panelin Figure2showsselected resultsforthe

dependance ofthe population ofstate j0;2i(dotted line)

and j2;0i (dashed line) on tim e,while the lower panel

display the von Neum ann entropy taken in base 2. An

initialstatej0;2iand system param eters� = 20g;� = 5g

are chosen for this plot. The m axim alentangled state

m ay be obtained at tim e t = 785 with perfect Fidelity

(> > 99:9% ). The Fidelity is de�ned asthe overlap be-

tween the outputstate and the desired state.
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FIG .2. Populationsofstatesj0;2iand j2;0i,and the von

Neum ann entropy versus tim e,this �gure is plotted for the

case when the adiabatic lim it satis�ed. The constant line in

thetop paneldenotestheprobability oftheatom being in its

ground state,disregard where the photonsare.

Sim ilar results are found for the initialstate j4;0i,it

is illustrated in Figure 3. The di�erence is that there

are three com ponents j4;0i,j2;2iand j0;4iin the out-

putstate,theirpopulation areshown in thetop panelin

Figure 3 by c,b,a,respectively. It is interesting to note

thatthereisa tim epoint(in Fig.3,top panel)when line

c and line a overlap,which corresponds to the system

in 1p
2
(j0;4i+ j4;0i). And at this point the entropy as

plotted in thelowerpanelis1,itequalstheentropy ofa

m axim ally entangled statefortwo-qubit.A recentstudy

on entangled two m odes show that the am ount ofen-

tanglem entpresentin a given state dependson how one

de�nes one’s system s [31]. This m eans we could rede-

�neourtwo m odessuch thatthestate 1p
2
(j0;4i+ j4;0i)

representsa m axim ally entangled state.
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FIG .3. The sam e asin Fig.2,butforthe initialstate j4;0i

It is surprising to �nd that the sam e dynam ics as in

the adiabatic lim itpersisteven when adiabatic elim ina-

tion isnotvalid.Asan exam ple,in Figure4 and Figure

5,wedisplay resultsfor� = 8g;� = 3g.Apparently,the

atom astheinteraction agentforthetwo cavity m odesis

enough for establishing an e�ective interaction between

them .
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FIG .4. The sam e results as in Figure 2,but for the case

where adiabatic elim ination ofthe atom ic levelsisnotvalid.
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FIG .5. The sam e results as in Figure 3,but for the case

where adiabatic elim ination ofthe atom ic levelsisnotvalid.

Now,we discusse�ects ofthe dissipation ordecoher-

enceduetoboth theatom icdecayand thecavityloss.As

with any proposalfor quantum inform ation processing,

ultim ately itssuccessdependson being ableto com plete

m any coherent dynam ics during the decoherence tim e.

In principle,aslong asa) �
2

�
> > � and b) �

2

�
> > �,we

could expect essentially the sam e results as illustrated

in Figure 2 and Figure 3. As there are no realtran-

sitions ofatom ic states in our proposal,it m akes this

schem e im m une to the atom ic spontaneous em ission or

atom icdecay,so the restriction b)m akeno sensein this

schem e. O n the otherhand,the condition a)isdi�cult

to achieved because the two-photon processisrelatively

weak dueto largeo�-resonantdetuningsforallitsinter-

m ediate states. In Figure 6 and Figure 7,the e�ects of

cavity decay on dynam icsoftheproposed system isillus-

trated.Asknown,thedecoherencetim eforastatejm ;ni

dependson thetotalnum berofphotons,and asFigure6

and Figure7 show,relativegood resultsarefound when

the cavity lossrate� issm all.

3



0 50 100 150 200
0

0.5

1

1.5

Time [1/ g] 

P
ro

b
a

b
ili

ty

0 50 100 150 200
0

0.5

1

1.5

Time [1/ g] 

E
n

tr
o

p
y

a 

b 

c 

FIG .6. Populations for state j2;0i and j0;2i(top panel),

as wellas the von Neum ann entropy,with cavity decay rate

� = 0:005g,the other param eters chosen are the sam e as in

Figure 4.
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FIG .7. The sam e as in Figure 5,but with cavity decay

rate � = 0:005g.

Finally,wewantto stressthattherequirem entforthe

interm ediate states degenerate is not necessary,in fact,

ourproposalworksin thesam em annerwhen thedetun-

ing � i de�ned by � i = 
� ! i havea di�erentsign,i.e.,

� 1 = � � 2. Asallexisting cavity Q ED-based quantum

com putation protocols,opticalcavity with high-Q and

atom with sm alldecay rate rem ain challenging because

ofthetechnologicallim itoftheFabry-Perotopticalcav-

ity [32{35].

In conclusion, we have proposed a new protocolfor

preparing the m axim ally entangled state in two high-Q

opticalcavities. As the photons act as the inform ation

carrier,cavity with very high-Q factorishighly desired.

W e have explained the schem e in term s ofthe virtual

two-photon process induced nonlinear interaction. In

addition,ourprotocolcan also be explained in term sof

entanglem entdistribution by separablestates[36].This

new protocolhas advantages that its successfulim ple-

m entation involvesno realtransitionsofatom icstates,it

m akesthisproposalim m une to the atom ic spontaneous

em ission oratom icdecay.
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