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A bstract

W eaddresstheevolution ofcat-likestatesin generalG aussian noisy channels,by con-

sidering superpositionsofcoherentand squeezed-coherentstatescoupled to an arbitrarily

squeezed bath. The phase space dynam ics is solved and decoherence is studied keeping

track ofthe purity ofthe evolving state. The inuence ofthe choice ofthe state and

channelparam eterson purity isdiscussed and optim alworking regim esthatm inim izethe

decoherenceratearedeterm ined.In particular,weshow thatsqueezingthebath toprotect

a non squeezed catstate againstdecoherence isequivalentto orthogonally squeezing the

initialcatstatewhile letting the bath be phaseinsensitive.

1 Introduction

In Schr�odingeroriginalpaper[1],a bipartite entangled state ofthe form

j i/ jAij� i+ jB ij+ i;

where jAi and jB i denote the \alive" and \dead" states ofa cat and j� i two orthogonal

statesofa m icroscopic system ,wassuggested to illustrate the counterintuitive consequences

ofquantum m echanicsin a m acroscopic setting.M ore generally,in the literature,any single-

system coherent superposition j i/ j � i+ j + ioftwo pure quantum states j � ithat are

m esoscopically distinguishable,isoften referred toasaSchr�odingercatoracat-likestate.The

interestin thestudy ofsuch superpositions,possibly involving statesofa m icroscopic system

as well,stem s from both theoreticaland experim entalconsiderations. Actually,a cat state

isone ofthe sim plestand m ostfundam entalcon�gurationsallowing to probe the archetypal

aspectsofquantum theory:thesuperposition principleand quantum entanglem ent.

Asfarasquantum opticalsystem sareconcerned,thepossibility ofrealizing superposition

states ofthe radiation �eld,�rst envisioned by Yurke and Stoler [2],has been extensively

investigated in lateryears[3,4].However,purestate superpositionsare in generalcorrupted

by the interaction with the environm ent. Therefore, cat-like states that are available for

experim entsare usually m ixed statesthatsu�ered a partialdecoherence,and itiscrucialto

know whetherand to which extentsuperpositionscan survive the environm entalnoise. The

them eofdecoherenceofcat{likestatesspurred relevanttheoreticalworks[5,6,7,8],especially

aim ed to selectschem esofquantum controland feedback stabilizing coherentsuperpositions
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againstdecoherence [7]. Recentprom ising experim entalresultsand perspectivescontinue to

keep a widespread interestin thissubject[9,10].

In thepresentpaper,westudythenon-unitaryevolution ofcoherentand squeezed-coherent

single-m ode Schr�odinger cat-like states in generic G aussian noisy channels, nam ely, either

therm alor squeezed-therm albaths of harm onic oscillators [11,12]. In particular, we will

focusour attention on the evolution ofthe purity (or linear entropy) ofthe states,showing

how thequantum superposition iscorrupted by theinteraction with a noisy environm entand

how to optim ize thestate and channelparam etersto m inim ize the decoherence rate.

The paperisstructured asfollows. In Section 2 we introduce notationsand evaluate the

W igner function ofgeneralized cat-like states. In Section 3 the tim e evolution in G aussian

noisy channels is studied,whereas in Section 4 the dependence ofdecoherence and purity

on the param eters ofthe initialstate and ofthe channelis discussed in detail. In Section 5

optm ized regim esto m inim izedecoherencearediscussed and,�nally,Section 6 providessom e

concluding rem arks.

2 C at-like states

Thesim plestexam pleofaSchr�odingercatstateofasingle-m oderadiation �eld isthefollowing

norm alized superposition ofcoherentstates

j�0;�i�
j�0i+ ei�j� �0i

p
2+ 2cos(�)e� 2j�0j

2
: (1)

W e denote by %�0;� the corresponding density m atrix,whose sym m etrically ordered charac-

teristic function isgiven by

��0;�(�)� Tr[%�0;�D (�)] =
1

�

Z

h�j%�0;�j� + �ie(��
�� ���)=2 d2�

=

�

2+ 2cos(�)e� 2j�0j
2

�� 1
e� j�j

2=2

�

h

2cosh(��0� � �0�
�)+ e� 2j�0j

2

2cosh(��0� + �0�
� + i�)

i

;(2)

where D (�)= exp(�ay � ��a)denotesthe displacem entoperator. The corresponding W igner

function isde�ned as

W �0;�(�)�
1

�2

Z

e�
��� �� �

��0;�(�)d
2
� : (3)

From now on,letusm oveto quadraturevariablesx and p,de�ned through � = (x+ ip)=
p
2.

By de�ning

e� �

�
1

2
0

0 1

2

�

; X �

�
x

p

�

; (4)

onecan writethe W ignerfunction W �;�(x;p)asfollows

W �0;�(x;p) =

�

2�(1+ cos(�)e� (x
2

0
+ p2

0
))
p
Dete�

�� 1

�

h

e
�

1

2
(X T � (x0;p0))e�

�1
(X �(x0

p0
))
+ e

�
1

2
(X T + (x0;p0))e�

�1
(X +(x0

p0
))

+ e� (x
2

0
+ p2

0
)

�

e
�

1

2
(X T � i(� p0;x0))e�

�1
(X � i(�p 0

x0
))+ i�

+ c:c:

�i

: (5)
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The�rsttwo G aussian term sarerelated to theprojectorsj�0ih�0jand j� �0ih� �0j:they are

the W igner functionsofthe two coherentstates j�0iand j� �0i. The rem aining two term s

correspond to non diagonaloperators and are responsible forthe intereference e�ects which

characterize a coherentsuperposition.

W enow m ovetothestudyofa\squeezed cat",de�ned asthesuperposition oftwosqueezed

coherentstates.Letusintroduce theoperatorbby m eansofa Bogoliubov transform ation

b� �a+ �a
y
; with j�j2 � j�j2 = 1 : (6)

and the states j�i as its eigenvectors: bj�i= �j�i. Such states are known in the literature

as ‘two{photon coherent states’and are indeed squeezed coherent states,according to the

following wellknown relation [13]

j�i= D (�)S(r0;’0)j0i; (7)

with therequirem ents

� = �� � ��
�
; coshr0 = � ; ei2’0 sinhr0 = � ; (8)

and the squeezing operatorde�ned asS(r;’)= exp(1
2
re� i2’a2 � 1

2
rei2’ay2).

W e considerthefollowing superposition

j�0;�i�
j�0i+ ei�j� �0i

p
2+ 2cos(�)e� 2j�0j

2
; (9)

wherethestatesj� �0iareeigenstatesofb:such a state willbereferred to asto a \squeezed

cat" state.

The W igner representation ofthe state j� �0ican be easily found by recalling that a two{

photon coherentstate j�0im ay aswellbewritten as

j�0i= S(r0;’0)D (�0)j0i;

with the squeezing param eters r0 and ’0 determ ined by Eqs.(8). Thism eansthatone can

prom ptly derive the W igner function W �0;� ofa squeezed cat state by sim ply replacing �0

with �0 in Eq.(3)and then applying a squeezing transform ation.In thefollowing wewillset

’0 = 0,withoutlossofgenerality,asa reference choice forphasespace rotation.

The squeezing transform ation im plem ented by S(r0;0) corresponds,in term s ofthe phase{

space variablesX =
�
x

p

�
to them ap

X ! R
� 1
X ; with R = diag(er0;e� r0): (10)

Applying such a transform ation to the coherentcatW ignerfunction eventually yields

W �0;�(x;p) =
1

2�(1+ cos(�)e� (x
2

0
+ p2

0
))
p
Det�0

�

h

e
�

1

2
(X T � (x0;p0)R )� �1

0
(X � R (x0

p0
))
+ e

�
1

2
(X T + (x0;p0)R )� �1

0
(X + R (x0

p0
))

+ e� (x
2

0
+ p2

0
)

�

e
�

1

2
(X T � i(� p0;x0)R )� �1

0
(X � iR (�p 0

x0
))+ i�

+ c:c:

�i

; (11)

with

�0 � Re�R : (12)

O fcourse,forr0 = 0 and �0 = �0,onerecoversEq.(3)fora coherentcat.
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3 T im e evolution in noisy channels

W enow considertheevolution in tim eofan initialsqueezed catstate putin a noisy channel,

in presence ofdam ping and/orpum ping toward an asym ptotic squeezed therm alstate. The

system isgoverned,in the interaction picture,by the following m asterequation [13]

_% =
�

2
N L[ay]%+

�

2
(N + 1)L[a]%�

�

2

�

M
�
D [a]%+ M D [ay]%

�

; (13)

wherethedotstandsfortim e{derivative,theLindblad superoperatorsarede�ned by L[O ]% �

2O %O y� OyO %� %OyO and D [O ]% � 2O %O � O O %� %O O ,and M isthecorrelation function of

thebath (which isusually referred to asthesqueezing ofthebath).Itisin generala com plex

num berM � M 1+ iM 2,whileN isa phenom enologicalparam eterrelated to thepurity ofthe

asym ptotic state. Positivity ofthe density m atrix im posesthe constraintjM j2 � N (N + 1).

At therm alequilibrium ,i.e.for M = 0,N coincides with the average num ber oftherm al

photonsin thebath.

Asiswellknown,Eq.(13)can be trasnsform ed into a linearFokker{Planck equation for

the W igner function ofthe system [13]. M oreover,the G aussian solutions ofsuch equation

havebeen thoroughly analysed in previousworks[6,14].Theinitialcondition weconsiderhere

isdescribed by the W igner function W �0;� ofEq.(12),which isjusta linear com bination of

G aussian term s.Therefore,itsevolution in thenoisychannelcan befollowed straightforwardly

byexploitingthegeneralresultsderived in Ref.[14]:each G aussian term evolvesindependently

and itsu�cesto follow the tim e dependenceofits�rstand second statisticalm om ents.

Let�ij �
1

2
ĥxix̂j+ x̂jx̂ii� ĥxiiĥxjiand X 0i� ĥxiibe,respectively,thecovariance m atrix

and the vector ofthe �rstm om ents ofa G aussian state (̂x1;̂x2 = x̂;p̂ being the quadrature

phaseoperators).Then,thetim e{evolution of�(t)and X 0(t)in thesqueezed therm alchannel

isdescribed by thefollowing Eqs.[14]

X 0(t)= e�
�

2
t
X 0(0); (14)

�(t)= �1

�
1� e� �t

�
+ �(0)e� �t ; (15)

with �1 =

0

B
@

(2N + 1)+ 2M 1

2
M 2

M 2
(2N + 1)� 2M 1

2

1

C
A : (16)

The tim e-dependent solution for the W igner function W �0;�(t) ofan initialsqueezed cat is

thusreadily found and reads

W �0;�(x;p) =

�

2�(1+ cos(�)e� (x
2

0
+ p2

0
))
p
Det�(t)

�� 1

�

�

e
�

1

2
(X T � e

�
�

2
t
(x0;p0)R )�(t)�1 (X � e

�
�

2
t
R (x0

p0
))

+ e� (x
2

0
+ p2

0
)

�

e
�

1

2
(X T � ie

�
�

2
t
(� p0;x0)R )�(t)�1 (X � ie

�
�

2
t
R (�p 0

x0
))+ i�

+ c:c:

�

+ e
�

1

2
(X T + e

�
�

2
t
(x0;p0)R )�(t)�1 (X + e

�
�

2
t
R (x0

p0
))
�

; (17)

with �(t)given by Eqs.(15,16).The�rstm om entsofeach G aussian term are exponentially

dam ped in the channel. Any initialcat state is attracted toward an asym ptotic centered
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squeezed therm alstate with W ignerfunction

W 1 (x;p)=
e�

1

2
X T � �1

1 X

�
p
Det�1

: (18)

Thisstate,likeallasym ptoticquantities,isa property ofthechanneland doesnotdepend on

theinitialstate.

4 D ecoherence ofan initialcat state

In orderto quantify decoherence ofthe state caused by environm entalnoise,we considerthe

lossofpurity.Thedegreeofpurity ofa continuousvariablequantum state% can bee�ectively

characterized either by its Von Neum ann entropy SV � � Tr(%ln%)orby itslinearentropy

Sl

Sl� 1� Tr(%2)� 1� � = 1�
�

2

Z

R
2

W
2dxdp: (19)

In the following we willadopt linear entropy, which can be conveniently evaluated. The

quantity � = Tr%2,conjugate to Sl,willbereferred to asthe‘purity’from now on.

For an initialpure cat state (� = 1) at tim e t = 0,the asym ptotic value �1 can be

obtained from Eq.(18)by straightforward integration [14]

�1 =
1

2
p
Det�1

=
1

p
(2N + 1)2 � 4jM j2

: (20)

At �nite tim es the purity ofa decohering cat can be determ ined integrating the function

W �0;�(x;p) given by Eq.(17),according to Eq.(19). The integration can be prom ptly per-

form ed with the help ofthefollowing thum b rule

if X 1 �

�
x � x1

p� p1

�

; X 2 �

�
x � x2

p� p2

�

;and �X �

�
x1 � x2

p1 � p2

�

;

then

Z

e�
1

2
X T
1
� �1 X 1e�

1

2
X T
2
� �1 X 2 dxdp= �

p
Det� e�

1

4

�X T � �1 �X
: (21)

Exploiting theabove ruleone eventually has

��0;�(t) =

�

8(1+ cos(�)e� (x
2

0
+ p2

0
))2
p
Det�(t)

�� 1

�

"

2

�

1+ e� e��t X T
0
S(t)X 0

�

+ 2e� 2(x
2

0
+ p2

0
)

�

cos(2�)+ ee
��t X T

0
T (t)X 0

�

+ 4e� (x
2

0
+ p2

0
)cos(�)

�

e� e��t (x0+ ip0)
2A (t)+ c:c:

�
#

; (22)

with

A(t)�
Sxx(t)� Spp(t)� 2iSxp(t)

4
(23)

and

S(t)� R �(t)� 1R ; T (t)� (Det�)� 1S(t)� 1 (24)

Eq.(22)showsthat ��0;� is a decreasing function ofthe initialparam eters x0 and p0. This

should beexpected:the‘bigger’thecatis,thefasteritdecoheres.For�0 = 0thesuperposition

5



0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14
Gt

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

Μ

Figure 1:Evolution ofthe purity fordi�erentinitialcatstatesand channels.In allcasesthe

asym ptotic purity ofthe bath is�1 = 0:5.Thedotted line showsthe behaviourofan initial

catwith x0 = p0 = 1 and r0 = 0 in a non squeezed channel.The dashed and the continuous

lines refer to an initialcat with x0 = p0 = 100 and r0 = 0 evolving,respectively,in a non

squeezed channeland in a squeezed channelwith M = 2+ 2i. The dot{dashed line refersto

an initialcatstate with x0 = p0 = 10 and r0 = 2,evolving in a non squeezed channel.

disappearsand thecatstatereducesto a centered squeezed state;thelatter,whoseevolution

in noisy channelshasbeen studied in Ref.[14],decoheresm oreslowly than thecorresponding

cat state. The num ericalanalysis shows that the phase � has little e�ect on the behaviour

ofpurity atlarge tim es: in fact,asitisevidentfrom Eq.(22),allthe term sinvolving � are

suppressed by G aussian term softhe form Exp(� x20 � p20).In Fig.1 the behaviourofpurity

overthe fulltem poralrange up to the asym ptotic regim e isshowed forvariouschoicesofthe

param etersofthechanneland ofthe initialstate.

O ne feature which is m ost evident in allinstances is the fast initialfallofthe purity.

Although the m inim um value ofthe purity attained in such a steep descent can vary,the

tem poralscalein which them inim um isreached isalwaysoftheorderof�� 1,which isindeed

theonly tim echaracterizing thelossesin thechannel.Besides,itcan beseen thatthegeneral

behaviourofpurity in squeezed bathsisquitethesam easin non squeezed ones.O necan see

aswellthatthevalueofthe�rstm inim um ofthepurity dependsdrastically on thesqueezing

param eterr0,decreasing with greaterr0,while,fora given squeezing param eter,an increase

in theparam etersx0 and p0 delaysthe reaching oftheasym ptotic purity (see Fig.1).

5 O ptim alregim es

O ptim alregim eswith m inim ized decoherencecan bedeterm ined by m axim izing thepurity at

any given tim efor�xed valuesoftheparam etersofthechanneland oftheinitialstate.Notice

that,aswehaveshown in theprevioussection,acat{likestatedecohereson atim escaleofthe

orderofthephoton lifetim e�� 1,regardlessofthechoiceoftheparam etersofboththeG aussian

reservoirand the initialpurecatstate.Thisfactisa m anifestation ofa fundam entalfeature

ofquantum m echanics:oncea singlephoton isadded orlost,alltheinform ation contained in

a coherentsuperposition ‘leaksoutto theenvironm ent’and isthereforelostaswell,together

with thepossibility ofdetecting such acoherentbehaviourby m eansofinterferom etry [15,16].

A sim ple,m eaningfulexam ple in thisrespectisjusta coherenteven catj�0;0isubjected to
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dam ping. Under the loss ofa photon,such a state jum ps into aj�0;0i / j�0;�i,which is

an odd catand hasgotopposite interference term s. Therefore,assoon asthe probability of

losing a photon reaches0:5,theoriginalsuperposition turnsinto an incoherentm ixtureofan

even and an odd cat,whoseinterference term scancelouteach otherexactly [16].

Actually,a m ore detailed analysis would revealthat decoherence tim es are even shorter

than �� 1: for a coherent cat j�0;�ievolving in a therm alenvironm ent,coherence is lost at

tdec = �� 1=2j�0j
2 [5]. In view ofthese considerations,we are interested in m axim izing the

purity in thetim e region �t. 1=2j�0j
2.

A relevantquestion in such a contextis:given an initialbath and an initialsqueezing of

the cat{like state,which is the optim alphase space direction of�0 � j�0je
i� at �xed j�0j?

Note thatthe lastcondition can be seen asa constrainton the energy ofthe cat{like state.

O bviously,fora non squeezed catin a therm alchannelthe sym m etry ofthe problem forbids

theexistence ofa privileged direction.

Interesting issues com e instead from the consideration of a squeezed cat in a therm al

channeland a non squeezed cat in a squeezed bath. For the m om ent being,let us consider

the instance ofan ‘even’cat,i.e.ofa cat with coherent phase � = 0. The dependence of

the purity on �0 is essentially contained in exponentials ofquadratic form s,see Eq.(22).

The algebraic analysis ofsuch term s in the case ofa squeezed cat in therm albaths and of

a coherent cat in squeezed baths is quite easy (see App.A). Ifthe squeezing is perform ed

on the initalcat state,the coherence is better preserved if�0 is chosen in the sam e phase

space direction ofthe variance which is suppressed by squeezing. W ith our notation,this

corresponds to � = ’0 + �=2 (where ’0 is the squeezing angle). O n the contrary, if the

squeezing isperform ed on the bath in the direction ’1 ,the choice � = ’1 turnsoutto be

the bestone to slow down the rate ofdecoherence. Thissom ehow counterintuitive situation

is due to the existence ofcom plex fringe patterns ofa cat state in phase space,especially

in the presence ofsqueezing. Actually,preserving quantum coherence is crucially related to

the persistance ofthe interference fringes: reducing quantum uctuations in a phase space

direction protectsthefringesfrom degradation and thecatstate from decoherence.W ith the

aboveexpedientchoicesofthephase�,squeezing doesactually im provesthecoherenceofthe

superposition atsm alltim eswith respectto dissipation in a phaseinsensitive setting [6].

Now,let us suppose that for an even cat state the phase � is optim ally chosen and let

usconsidera channelwith asym ptotic purity �1 . Itcan be easily shown (cfr.App.A)that

thepurity ofan initially squeezed cat(with squeezing r)in such a therm alchannelequals,at

any given tim e,the one ofa non squeezed catevolving in a squeezed channelwith the sam e

squeezing r.Thesam e protection againstdecoherence provided by the squeezing ofthe bath

can beobtained,in a therm alphaseinsensitivechannel,by squeezing theinitialeven catstate

ofthe sam eam ountin an orthogonaldirection.

W e �nally rem ark that, with an optim alphase setting, an optim al�nite value of the

squeezing param eter r does indeed exist (see Fig. 2). This fact can be best appreciated

from Eq.(22):even ifthe exponentialterm sincrease with increasing r,the factorDet�� 1=2

decreaseswith r.Thevalueofrallowing them axim um slowing down ofdecoherenceincreases

with increasing j�0j.

W e now briey consider the instance � = �=2,which is the one considered originally by

Yurkeand Stolerasbeing produced by a unitary evolution in K errm edia.In such a case,the

lastterm in Eq.(22)vanishes,sothattheoptim alchoicefor� can beeasily found foranychoice

ofr0,r1 and ’1 . To thisend,itissu�cientto determ ine the eigenvector corresponding to

the sm allesteigenvalue ofthe m atrix S(t)� 1,which coincideswith the analogouseigenvector

ofR � 1
�1 R

� 1 and does not depend on tim e. However,we once again stress that,as soon
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Figure2:Com parison between theevolution ofpurity ofan initialnon squeezed catin a non

squeezed bath (continuous line) and ofinitialcats in squeezed con�gurations with optim al

phase choices. The dashed line refers to an initialsqueezed cat with r0 = 1,whereas the

dotted linereferstoan initialsqueezed catwith r0 = 1:5.In allinstances�1 = 0:5,j�0j
2 = 16

and � = 0.Thedecoherencetim eforthenon squeezed catistdec ’ 0:03�,in good agreem ent

with the initialdecrease ofpurity. The choice r0 ’ 1 appearsto be optim alforsuch a value

ofj�0j.

as one deals with m esoscopic cat states (so that Exp(� j�0j
2)� 1),the dependence on the

coherent phase � is severely suppressed and allthe considerations m ade for even cat states

stillhold,regardlessofthe choice of�.Resultsforthe evolution ofpurity atsm alltim esare

sum m arized in Fig.2.

6 C onclusions

Thestudy ofthedecoherenceofinitialcoherentand squeezed coherentcatstatesin arbitrary

G aussian reservoirshasbeen carefully carried outby determ ining theexacttim eevolution of

the purity ofthe state. O ptim alsettings that m inim ize the rate ofdecoherence in relevant

con�gurationshave been determ ined.

In particular,we have shown that the sam e protection against decoherence granted by

a squeezed bath can be achieved by squeezing the initialcat{like state. In view ofthe well

known di�cultiesinvolved in theexperim entalrealization ofsqueezed baths,even ase�ective

descriptions of feedback schem es [7], this equivalence could provide a relevant alternative

option forexperim entalpurposes[4].
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A A ppendix

In thisappendixweanalytically singleouttheoptim alphasespaceorientationsofthecatstate

forthe con�gurations discussed in Section 5. The orientation ofthe catstate isdeterm ined

by the angle � = Arg(�0).In the following we willset� = 0 and de�ne,forease ofnotation,

u � (1� Exp(� �t))=2�1 and v � Exp(� �t)=2.The squeezing param eterr1 ofthe bath is

determ ined by cosh(2r1 )=
p
1+ 4�21 jM j2 [14].

W e�rstconsidera squeezed catin a therm alchannel,with r0 6= 0= r1 .In thisinstance,

onehas

S(t)= diagfe2r0(u + e2r0v)� 1;e� 2r0(u + e� 2r0v)� 1g ;

and

A(t)= (2Det�(t))� 1usinh(2r0):

Substituting theseexpressionsin Eq.(22),itiseasy to seethat,for�xed 2j�0j
2 = x20 + p20,all

theexponentialterm sare m axim ized by thechoice x0 = 0,p0 =
p
2j�0j.Thiscorrespondsto

� = �=2 = ’0 + �=2.

Analogously,fora non squeezed catin a squeezed channel(with r0 = 0 6= r1 ),onegets
1

S(t)= diagfe� 2r1 (u + e� 2r1 v)� 1;e2r1 (u + e2r1 v)� 1g ;

and

A(t)= � (2Det�(t))� 1usinh(2r1 ):

Eq.(22)showsthatthechoice x0 =
p
2j�0j,p0 = 0 (corresponding to � = 0= ’1 )isoptim al

in thiscase.

Finally,itiseasy toverify that,adoptingsuch optim alchoicesand puttingr0 = r1 ,allthe

exponentialterm sentering in Eq.(22)take the sam e valuesfora squeezed catin a therm al

channeland a non squeezed cat in a squeezed channel. Since Det� depends only on the

di�erence jr0 � r1 j[14],thisim pliesthatthe tim e evolutionsofpurity are identicalin these

two instances.
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