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D ynam ics ofentanglem ent betw een tw o atom ic sam ples w ith spontaneous scattering
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W einvestigatethee�ectsofspontaneousscatteringon theevolution ofentanglem entoftwoatom ic

sam ples, probed by phase shift m easurem ents on optical beam s interacting with both sam ples.

W e develop a form alism ofconditionalquantum evolutions and present a wave function analysis

im plem ented in num ericalsim ulations ofthe state vector dynam ics. This m ethod allows to track

the evolution ofentanglem ent and to com pare it with the predictions obtained when spontaneous

scattering isneglected.W e provide num ericalevidence thatthe interferom etric schem e to entangle

atom ic sam ples is only m arginally a�ected by the presence ofspontaneous scattering,and should

thusbe robusteven in m ore realistic situations.

PACS num bers:03.67.-a,03.67.M n,42.50.-p

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

In recentyearsm uch interesthasbeen devoted to the

study ofquantum entanglem ent, one of the m ost pro-

found consequences ofquantum m echanics and by now

thoughtofasa fundam entalresourceofNature,ofcom -

parable im portance to energy,inform ation,entropy,or

any fundam entalresource[1].Entanglem entplaysa cru-

cialrole in m any fundam entalaspects ofquantum m e-

chanics, such as the quantum theory of m easurem ent,

decoherence,and quantum nonlocality.Furtherm ore,en-

tanglem entisone ofthe key ingredientsin quantum in-

form ation and quantum com putation theory,and their

experim entalim plem entations[1].

M any theoreticaland experim entale� orts have been

recently devoted to createand study entangled statesof

m aterialparticlesbyexploitingphoton-atom interactions

[2,3].Them achineryofquantum non-dem olition (Q ND)

m easurem ents provides an im portant tool toward this

goal. In particular it is possible to probe nondestruc-

tively the atom ic state population oftwo stable states

ofan atom ic sam ple by phase-shift m easurem ents on a

� eld ofradiation non-resonantly coupled with oneofthe

atom ic state[4,5,6,7,8].The consequentm odi� cation

ofthe state vector or density m atrix ofthe sam ple can

beused to entanglepairsofsam plesby perform ing joint

phase-shift m easurem ents on light propagating through

both sam ples that provide inform ation about the total

occupancies of various states [9]. Recently, entangled

statesoftwo m acroscopicsam plesofatom swererealized

by Q ND m easurem entsofspin noise[10].

So far, m ost ofthe theoreticalwork has focused on

the \static" entanglem ent properties,but very few re-

sultshavebeen obtained on the dynam icalpropertiesof
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the entanglem entofthese system s,i.e.,on how to real-

ize the m ost e� cient entangling dynam ics by using the

interaction processesallowed by the physicalset-ups.

In orderto betterunderstand the dynam icsofentan-

glem ent in coupled system s ofm atter and radiation,a

quantitative wave function analysis has been recently

introduced [11]to determ ine the entanglem ent created

by m easurem entsoftotalpopulation on separateatom ic

sam ples by m eans ofopticalphase shifts. The authors

ofRef.[11]considered a photon-atom interaction schem e

in which dissipative e� ects, as spontaneous scattering,

were com pletely neglected. However,a properinclusion

ofspontaneousscattering would provide a � rststep to-

ward an understanding ofthe decoherencee� ectsa� ect-

ing thesystem ,and,in view ofachieving a practicalcon-

trolofthe entangling protocol,itm ustbe considered in

orderto havea m orerealisticphysicaldescription ofthe

process.

In thispaperwereform ulatetheinteraction m odelpre-

sented in Ref. [11]so asto includespontaneousscatter-

ing in the wave function analysis,and provide a com -

parison ofthe resultsobtained from the two schem esof

photon-atom interaction,with and withoutspontaneous

scattering. A byproduct of our study, that is not re-

stricted tothespeci� cproblem faced in thepresentwork,

istheform ulationofatheoryofconditionalquantum evo-

lution forgenericphoton-atom scatteringin system swith

m any atom s.

Thepaperisorganized asfollows.In Sec.IIwepresent

theinterferom etricset-up and thedetection schem eused

to m easure the � eld phase shift and to detect the scat-

tered photons. M oreover,we introduce the analytical

m odelto determ inehow thewavefunction oftheatom ic

sam plesism odi� ed by thephoto-detection.W ewilldis-

tinguish between the case in which the photon is scat-

tered in the sam e or in a di� erent m ode with respect

to the initialone. In Sec III,we analytically show how

the two atom ic clouds get entangled due to the photo-

detection and givethealgorithm to im plem entthephys-

icalm odelin a num ericalsim ulation.The resultsoftwo
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kinds of sim ulations are presented in Sec.IV. In the

� rstone,wesim ulatetheconsecutivem easurem entoftwo

com binations ofspin variables,showing how the entan-

glem entofthe two atom ic sam plesevolve asthe photo-

detection occurs. In the second one,we presentsim ula-

tionswheretheatom icsam plesaresubjecttocontinuous

spin rotationsduring m easurem ent,resulting in a di� er-

entevolution ofthe entanglem ent. Forboth schem esof

sim ulationswethen com parethecasein which thespon-

taneousscattering isconsidered with thecasein which it

isneglected.Finally,in Sec.V wedraw ourconclusions.

II. T H E IN T ER FER O M ET R IC SC H EM E A N D

T H E W AV E FU N C T IO N U P D A T IN G M O D EL

Let us consider two atom ic sam ples placed in one of

thearm sofan interferom etricset-up used tom easurethe

phaseshiftoftheentering electrom agnetic� eld (Fig.1).

A photon im pinging the50-50 beam splitter1 is\sep-

arated" in two com ponents,denoted by F ,which follows

the upperfree path,and I,which can interact with the

two atom ic sam plesin the lowerarm . âF and âI denote

the annihilation operatorm odesofthe two � eld com po-

nents.
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FIG .1: Atom s occupying the internalstate jai in the two

sam ples interact with the light �eld which is incident from

the left in the �gure. The phase shift ofthe light �eld due

to interaction with these atom sis registered by the di�erent

photo-currentsin the two detectors.

Each sam ple is com posed of N atom s, whose level

structureconsistsoftwostablestates,jaiand jbi,and one

excited state,jci(Fig.2).Statesjaiand jciarecoupled

o� -resonantly by theelectrom agnetic� eld whoseannihi-

lation operatorisâI.Thus,aphoton passingthrough the

two atom ic sam plescan be eitherabsorbed and sponta-

neouslyre-em itted,ortransm ittedunchanged,depending

on the atom ic state populations. A second beam split-

ter 2 recom poses the two original� eld m odes,and the

photo-currentsinduced in detectorD + and D � allow to

m easure the � eld phase shift. This m easurem entm odi-

� esthestatevectorofthetwoatom iccloudsthatbecom e

entangled,and at the sam e tim e it allows to probe the

entanglem entevolution.

a

∆

γI

b
a

c

FIG .2: Levelstructure ofthe atom s.The statesjaiand jbi

arestablestates,jaiiscoupled o�-resonantly by theprobeto

theexcited statejci.Here isthespontaneousem ission rate.

Dueto thespontaneousscattering,notallthephotons

willberevealed by thedetectorsD + and D � .Therefore,

in order to get a m ore realistic description ofthe pro-

cess,itisim portantto evaluatethe e� ectsthe scattered

photonshaveon theatom icstatevectorevolution and on

theentanglem entdynam ics.Tothisaim ,wecan im agine

to detectthe scattered photonsby m eansofa spherical

detectorsurroundingthetwoatom icclouds,and thuscal-

culate how thisdetection,which correspondsto a spon-

taneousscattering event,m odi� estheatom icwavefunc-

tion (Fig.1).Noticethatin orderto preservethepurity

ofthe atom ic state we considera sphericalphotodetec-

torrevealingnotonly thepresenceofascattered photon,

butits(azim uthal)direction aswell.

T he reset operator

In this and in the next sub-section we willdevelop a

form alism to accountforthe resetofthe atom ic sam ple

wavefunction afterthe photonsaredetected.

To this end, we � rst introduce a reset operatorR̂,

whose action on the atom ic state j	 iyieldsa new non-

norm alized state j	 0i,a� ected by the spontaneousscat-

tering photo-detection,that m ust be norm alized to the

� nalatom ic state. The reset operator was � rst intro-

duced in the contextofthe quantum jum p approach to

study the dynam icalevolution ofopen quantum optical

system sdeterm ined by continuous(gedanken)m easure-

m ents on the radiated � eld [12,13,14,15,16,17]. In

deriving theanalyticexpression oftheresetoperator,we

willconsidertheform alism introduced by Hegerfeldt[15]

and properly adaptitto ourcasestudy.

Letussupposethatthephotonsarescattered oneata

tim eby an atom belongingindi� erently tooneofthetwo

sam ples.In thedipoleandrotatingwaveapproxim ations,

the interaction Ham iltonian reads

H I(t) =
X

n

X

~k;�

g~k;�

�

jci
n
haĵa

y

I
e
i(!0� !k )t
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+ jai
n
hcĵaIe

� i(!0� !k )t
�

; (1)

where n = 1;2:::;N goes over to the totalnum ber of

atom sN ,~k and � arethephoton wavevectorand polar-

ization com ponent respectively,!0 is the energy di� er-

ence between the atom ic leveljciand jai,!k isthe � eld

frequency,g~k;� is the atom -photon interaction strength,

and âI is the annihilation operator for the � eld com -

ponent interacting with the atom s. Henceforth we will

consider~ = c= 1.Consequently g~k;� can be de� ned as

g~k;� = �

�
!k

2"0L
3

� 1

2

~dac � �̂ ; (2)

where ~dac isthe transition dipole m om ent,the sam e for

every atom s, �̂ is the polarization vector and L3 is the

quantization volum e. W e are considering � elds whose

wavelength is larger than the spatialdim ension ofthe

two sam ples.Therefore,wecan neglectnotonly therel-

ative positions ofthe atom s,but even that ofthe two

atom ic clouds,which are supposed to be placed in the

origin ofthe coordinatesystem .Asthephoton interacts

only with one atom at the tim e, we willconsider this

case in the developm entofthe calculations. The gener-

alization to the sim ultaneous interaction with N atom s

isstraightforward.

During theinterval� t� 1

!0
,thetim eevolution oper-

ator,up to second orderperturbation theory,is

UI(t+ � t;t) = 1� i

Z t+ � t

t

dt
0
H I(t

0)

�

Z t+ � t

t

dt
0

Z t
0

t

dt
00
H I(t

0)H I(t
00):

(3)

Let jii =

�
�
�~k;�

E

j	 i be the initialstate ofthe system

photon+ atom ;after the interaction has taken place,it

evolvesin

�
�
�~k0;�0

E

j	 k0i= UI(t+ � t;t)

�
�
�~k;�

E

j	 i.

Assum ing thatthe photo-detection allowsto discrim -

inate only the direction ofthe photon wave vector,the

correct� nalstateis:

jfi=
X

k0;�0

�
�
�~k

0
;�

0
E

hk0;�0jUI(t+ � t;t)

�
�
�~k;�

E

j	 i: (4)

From Eq.(4) it follows that j	 k0i =

D
~k0;�0

�
�
�UI(t+

� t;t)

�
�
�~k;�

E

j	 iand we can then introduce the resetop-

erator

R̂ k0 =

D
~k
0
;�

0

�
�
�UI(t+ � t;t)

�
�
�~k;�

E

; (5)

acting on the atom ic state and,once the photon is de-

tected,yielding the updated atom icstatevectorj	 k0i.

In ourcase,theterm of� rstorderin Eq.(3)vanishes,

and wehave

D
~k
0
;�

0

�
�
�UI(t+ � t;t)

�
�
�~k;�

E

= �k;k0��;�0+

�

Z t+ � t

t

dt
0

Z t
0

t

dt
00
D
~k
0
;�

0

�
�
�H I(t

0)H I(t
00)

�
�
�~k;�

E

: (6)

W orking out explicitly the second order termD
~k0;�0

�
�
�H I(t

0)H I(t
00)

�
�
�~k;�

E

,we � nally obtain

D
~k
0
;�

0

�
�
�UI(t+ � t;t)

�
�
�~k;�

E

= �k;k0��;�0 � g~k;�g
�
~k0;�0

�

"Z t+ � t

t

dt
0

Z t
0

t

dt
00
e
i(!0� !k0)t

0

e
� i(!0� !k0)t

00

jcihcj

+

Z t+ � t

t

dt
0

Z t
0

t

dt
00
e
� i(!0� !k0)t

0

e
i(!0� !k0)t

00

jaihaj

#

:

(7)

As we are considering atom s initially in their stable

statesjaiand jbi,the � rstintegralin Eq.(7)acting on

these statesisalwayszero (hcjai= hcjbi= 0). Thus,we

are interesting only in the second integral. The calcula-

tion isnow sim ilarto thatofthetransition am plitudefor

resonantscattering.Perform ingthesubstitution t= � �

2
,

t+ � t= �

2
) � t= �,and adapting them ethod used in

Ref.[18]forthe caseofresonantscattering,wehave

D
~k
0
;�

0

�
�
�UI(t+ � t;t)

�
�
�~k;�

E

= �k;k0��;�0+

� 2�i
g~k;�g

�
~k0;�0

� � i


2

�
�(!k0 � !k)jaihaj; (8)

where � = !k � !0 is the detuning between the in-

cident � eld and the atom ic transition energy, is the

spontaneous em ission rate ofthe transition jci ! jai,

and thedelta function ��,expressing conservation ofen-

ergy,reads ��(! � !0) =
R �

2

� �

2

d�0ei(!� !
0
)�

0

= sin[(! �

!0)]�=2�(! � !0).

If~k06= ~k and �06= �,i.e.ifthephoton isscattered in a

di� erentdirection than theincidentone,Eq.(8)becom es

D
~k
0
;�

0

�
�
�UI(t+ � t;t)

�
�
�~k;�

E

=

� 2�i
g~k;�g

�
~k0;�0

� � i


2

�
�(!k0 � !k)jaihaj: (9)

Therefore,the non-norm alized � nalstate ofthe atom ,

afterthe photon isscattered and then detected,is

j	 k0i= � 2�i
g~k;�g

�
~k0;�0

� � i


2

�
�(!k0 � !k)jaihaj	 i : (10)
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From the above equation it is clear that,after the in-

teraction with the photon,the atom ic state isprojected

on the stable state jai,the sam e atom ic state that was

populated before the interaction. O fcourse,ifinitially

the atom isin state jbi,according to ourassum ptionsit

doesnotinteractwith thephoton,and thelatteristhen

transm itted una� ected.

The probability that after the photo-detection the

atom ic state is j	 k0i, is given by the square norm

kj	 k0ik
2.Thiscoincideswith theprobabilitythatapho-

ton is em itted in state

�
�
�~k0;�0

E

during a tim e interval�.

Denoting I~k0;�0(	 )= kj	 k0ik
2,wehave

I~k0;�0(	 ) = 2��
!k0!k

(2"0L
3)2

j~dac � �̂j2j~dac � �̂0j2

� 2 +
2

4

� �(!k0 � !k)kjaihaj	 ik
2
; (11)

wherewe havewritten g~k;� according to Eq.(2),and we

have used the approxim ation lim �! 1 [��(!k0 � !k)]
2
=

��(!k0 � !k)=2�.Becauseweareassum ing thatonly the

direction ofthe scattered photon isrevealed,we haveto

traceoverthepolarizationcom ponentsand tosum on the

energy spectrum .Thus,the probability thatthe photon

isem itted along direction k̂0 is

Î
k0
(	 ) =

X

�0

L3

(2�)3

Z 1

0

dk
0
k
02
I~k0;�0(	 )

=
X

�0

L3

(2�)3

Z 1

0

d!
0
!
02
I~k0;�0(	 ); (12)

where j~kj= k = !k. The integralin the above equation

iseasily evaluated,yielding

Î
k0
(	 )=

X

�0

!4
k
j~dac � �̂j2j~dac � �̂0j2

(2�)24"20L
3(� 2 +

2

4
)
�kjaihaj	 ik2: (13)

In orderto perform the sum over�0,letusassum e that

thetransition dipolem om entisdirected alongthez axis,

and thatthewavevectoroftheincidentphoton pointsin

thepositivey’sdirection.Then wecan write ~dac = dacẑ,

so that ~dac� �̂ = dac�z = dac,sincej�zj= 1,and ~dac� �̂0=

dac�
0
z.M oreover,m akinguseofthestandard relation [18]

P

�0
j~dac� �̂0j2 = d2ac�

~dac�~k
0=!2k = d2ac(1� k̂

02
z ),and taking

k̂0� (sin� cos’;sin� sin’;cos�),where � and ’ are the

azim uth and polaranglerespectively,we � nally have

Î
k0
(	 )=

!4kd
4
ac(1� cos2 �)

(2�)24"20L
3(� 2 +

2

4
)
�kjaihaj	 ik2: (14)

Itisnow convenientforourpurposesto expressÎ
k0
(	 )

in term s ofthe interaction strength and ofthe sponta-

neousem ission rate.Actually,since�z = 1,from Eq.(2)

we can write g~k;� = � dac
p
!k=2"0L

3 � g,and because

 = !3kd
2
ac=3�"0,Eq.(14)becom es

Î
k0
(	 )=

3

8�

jgj2(1� cos2 �)

� 2 +
2

4

�kjaihaj	 ik2: (15)

W e can now write the explicitform ofthe resetoper-

ator:

R̂
k̂0
=
q

��
k̂0
jaihaj; (16)

where��
k̂0
= 3jgj2(1� cos2 �)�=8�(�2 + 2=4).

It is im m ediate to generalize this form to the case of

an ensem blesofN atom s.W e sim ply have

R̂
k̂0
=
q

��
k̂0

NX

n= 1

jai
n
haj; (17)

and the probability thatthe photon isem itted along di-

rection k̂0 is

Î
k0
(	 )= kR̂

k̂0
j	 ik2: (18)

Thus, after the photon has interacted with the atom ,

whose initialstate is denoted by j	 i,and it has been

detected,theupdated atom icstate,properly norm alized,

reads

j	 0i=
R̂
k̂0
j	 i

p
Î
k0
(	 )

: (19)

T he e�ective tim e evolution operator

Let us consider now the case in which the photon is

em itted in the sam e state ofthe incidentone,i.e.,when
~k = ~k0and � = �0.Sincefor! � !0wehave��(! � !0)�

�=2�,Eq.(8)can be rewritten as

D
~k;�

�
�
�UI(t+ � t;t)

�
�
�~k;�

E

= I� i
jgj2

� � i


2

� jaihaj: (20)

Ifwe take � � =2,to � rst order in =�2, we have

1=(� � i=2) � 1=� � i=2�2. Adhering to this ap-

proxim ation in Eq.(20),wehave1� ijgj2�=(� � i=2)�

1 � ijgj2�=� � jgj2�=2�2 � e� ijgj
2
�=� � jgj

2
�=2�

2

.

Hence,the action ofthe tim e evolution operatoron the

state ofthe photon-atom system is sim ply to m ultiply

this state by an exponentialfactor, i.e.,

�
�
�~k;�

E

jai
�
� !

e� ijgj
2
�=� � jgj

2
�=2�

2

�
�
�~k;�

E

jai. By extending this de-

scription to the generalcase ofN atom s,we can write

the following e� ective non-Herm itian Ham iltonian

H eff =
X

n

jgj2

�
â
y

I
âI jainhaj� i

jgj2

2� 2
â
y

I
âI jainhaj; (21)

where we have used

�
�
�~k;�

E

� â
y

I
j0i. The physicalm ean-

ing of the above expression is quite clear. The � rst

term in the right-hand side is the phase-shift,propor-

tional to the total population of state jai, caused by

the o� -resonant interaction between light and atom s.

The second term represents the depletion of the � eld
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m ode âI due to the spontaneous scattering. Thus, in

the case the photon is o� -resonantly transm itted, the

atom ic state evolution can be sim ply written as j	 0i /

e(� ijgj
2
�=� � jgj

2
�=2�

2
)
P

n
jai

n
hajj	 i.

W e can introduce a sim pli� ed description that eluci-

datestheroleoftheprobabilitiesforthealternativeevo-

lutions of the atom ic state. Let us consider only one

atom ,whoseinitialstateisjaiand,hence,willsurely in-

teractwith thephoton.Ifthephoton isscattered in the

sam e m ode ofthe incident one,after an interval�,the

atom ic state is e� ijgj
2
�=� � jgj

2
�=2�

2

jai. W e can write

the dam ping term as e� jgj
2
�=2�

2

� 1 � jgj2�=2�2 �
p
1� jgj2�=�2. Hence, we have (in the case of one

atom )

j	 0i=

q

1�
jgj2

� 2 �e� i
jgj

2

�
� jai

k� k
; (22)

where k� k isthe appropriatenorm alization factor.The

factorin squarein theaboveequation can beconsistently

interpreted astheprobability am plitudethatno sponta-

neousscattering occurs. In fact,to � rstorderin =�2,

the probability that the photon is scattered in the k̂0

direction by an atom in state jai is: �̂
k0

� kÎ
k0
(a)k =

3jgj2�(1� cos2 �)=8��2.By integrating overthewhole

solid angle,we recover the probability to have sponta-

neousscattering:

�s =

Z

kÎ
k0
(a)kd


=

Z 2�

0

d’

Z �

0

3

8�

jgj2�(1� cos2 �)

� 2
sin�d�

=
jgj2

� 2
� : (23)

Consequently,the above interpretation ofthe factor in

squarerootin the right-hand side ofEq.(22)follows.

Thisresultcan begeneralized by induction to thecase

ofN atom s. Ifna is the num ber ofatom s populating

state jai,using Eqs.(17,18) the probability ofsponta-

neousscattering can bewritten as�N = �sn
2
a.Therefore

the square root term becom es
p
1� �sn

2
a. O bviously,

thisapproxim ation holdsaslong as�sn
2
a � 1.

III. C R EA T IO N O F EN TA N G LEM EN T B Y

P H O T O -D ET EC T IO N

Letusintroducetheatom icspin operatorsforthesta-

ble states: jnz = (jbi
n
hbj� jai

n
haj)=2,jn+ = jbi

n
haj=2,

jn� = jai
n
hbj=2. The resetoperator(17)and the e� ec-

tiveHam iltonian (21)becom e

R̂
k̂0

=

q

�̂
k0

NX

n= 1

�
1

2
� jnz

�

; (24)

H eff =
jgj2

�

X

n

�
1

2
� jnz

�

a
y

I
aI +

� i
jgj2

2� 2

X

n

�
1

2
� jnz

�

a
y

I
aI : (25)

Since we are concerned with ensem bles of atom s in

which each atom is initially prepared in the sam e state

and interacts in an identical way with the surround-

ing environm ent, the collective atom ic state preserves

the fullperm utation sym m etry. It is therefore conve-

nient to expand this collective state in the eigenstates

of the e� ective collective angular m om entum : j	 i =
P J

M = � J
A M jJ;M i,where J = N =2 is the totalangu-

larm om entum ,and M = (nb � na)=2 isthe eigenvalue

oftheoperatorJz =
P N

n
jnz.Collectiveraisingand low-

ering operators,and thecorresponding Cartesian x-and

y-com ponentsofthe collective angularm om entum ,are

de� ned assim ilarsum soverallatom sin thesam ple.No-

tice thatifthe atom sare prepared to populate only the

twostablestatesjaiand jbi,thetotalpopulation ofstate

jaican be written as:
P N

n= 1
(1=2� M )= (N =2� M )=

(na + nb)=2� (nb � na)=2 = na.

Thegeneralization oftheatom icspin form alism to the

case oftwo atom ic sam ples with N 1 and N 2 atom s re-

spectively,is straightforward. The initialdisentangled

state of the atom ic sam ples is expanded in product-

state wave functions of the two ensem bles j	 i =P

M 1;M 2
A M 1;M 2

jM 1;M 2i, where jM 1;M 2i � jJ1 =

N 1=2;M 1i
 jJ2 = N 2=2;M 2i, and we assum e an ini-

tialproductstate A M 1;M 2
= A M 1

A M 2
before we letthe

system interact with the incident � eld. The totalreset

operatorissim ply the sum ofthe resetoperatorsacting

on a single ensem ble ofatom sasexpressed by Eq.(24),

Hence,wehave

R̂
k̂0
jM 1;M 2i=

q

�̂
k0

�
N 1 + N 2

2
� (M 1 + M 2)

�

jM 1;M 2i; (26)

where(N 1+ N 2)=2� (M 1+ M 2)= na � N(M 1+ M 2)
isthe

totalpopulation ofthe atom icstate jai.

Afterthephoton hasgonethrough theinterferom etric

set-up and has been detected,the atom ic state willbe

m odi� ed.In particular,ifthe state ofthe photon enter-

ing the interferom eter is j+ i
ph

= (jF i
ph

+ jIi
ph
)=
p
2,

where jF i
ph

and jIi
ph

denote the states of the pho-

tonsthatfollow respectively theupperorthelowerpath

ofthe interferom eter and j� i
ph

= (jF i
ph

� jIi
ph
)=
p
2

are the photon statesrevealed by the detectorsD + and

D � , the initial state of the system photon+ atom s is

j�i
ph+ at

= j	 i
 (jF i
ph
+ jIi

ph
)=
p
2. The analysispre-

sented in theprevioussectionsprovidesuswith therecipe

to work outthe evolution ofthe interacting com ponent

ofj�i
ph+ at

.Therefore,by using Eq.(26)and the m ulti-

atom generalization ofEq.(22),afterthephoton hasin-

teracted,and beforeitisdetected,wecan form ally write

the photon+ atom sstatevectoras

j�i
0

ph+ at
=

X

M 1;M 2

�
A M 1;M 2p

2
jF i

ph
jM 1;M 2i
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+
A M 1;M 2p

2

q

1� �sN
2

(M 1+ M 2)

� e
� i

jgj
2

�
�N (M 1 + M 2) jIi

ph
jM 1;M 2i

+
A M 1;M 2p

2

q

�̂
k0
N (M 1+ M 2)

jSi
ph
jM 1;M 2i

�

=
X

M 1;M 2

2

6
4

1+
q

1� �sN
2

(M 1+ M 2)
e� i

jgj
2

�
�N (M 1 + M 2)

2

� AM 1;M 2
j+ ijM 1;M 2i

+

1�
q

1� �sN
2

(M 1+ M 2)
e� i

jgj2

�
�N (M 1 + M 2 )

2

� AM 1;M 2
j� ijM 1;M 2i

+
A M 1;M 2p

2

q

�̂
k0
N (M 1+ M 2)

jSi
ph
jM 1;M 2i

�

;

where jSi
ph

is the state ofthe photon scattered in the

direction k̂0. Finally,to obtain the properly norm alized

state,we m ust sum over every possible spontaneously-

scattered photon state.

From theaboveequation isclearhow theatom icstate

am plitudes change after the photo-detection. W e m ust

considerthreecases:

� Ifthephoton isdetected byD+ orD � ,then theup-

dating proceduresforthe atom ic state am plitudes

arerespectively

A M 1;M 2
� !

A M 1;M 2

2

�

�

1+

q

1� �sN
2

(M 1+ M 2)
e
� i

jgj2

�
�N (M 1 + M 2)

�

;

(27)

A M 1;M 2
� !

A M 1;M 2

2

�

�

1�

q

1� �sN
2

(M 1+ M 2)
e
� i

jgj2

�
�N (M 1 + M 2)

�

;

(28)

and wegetthe non-norm alized states

j	 � i=
X

M 1;M 2

A M 1;M 2

2
jM 1;M 2i

�

�

1�

q

1� �sN
2

(M 1+ M 2)
e
� i

jgj2

�
�N (M 1 + M 2)

�

: (29)

Theprobabilitiesthatthephoton isdetected in D +

orD � aresim ply P� = kj	 � ik
2,and the norm al-

ized atom icstate is
�
�	 0

�

�
= j	 � i=kj	 � ik.

� Ifthephotonisspontaneouslyscattered,theatom ic

state am plitudesbecom e

A M 1;M 2
� !

A M 1;M 2p
2

q

�̂
k0
N (M 1+ M 2)

; (30)

and the corresponding non-norm alized state is

j	 Si=
X

M 1;M 2

A M 1;M 2p
2

q

�̂
k0
N (M 1+ M 2)

jM 1;M 2i: (31)

In thiscase,theprobabilitythatthephoton isscat-

tered in the k̂0 direction is P
k̂0

= kj	 Sik
2, and

the norm alized state reads j	 0
Si = j	 Si=kj	 Sik.

Let us notice that the probability that the pho-

ton is scattered in any direction is sim ply Ps =R
kj	 Sik

2d
 ,and then P+ + P� + Ps = 1.

Form Eqs.(29)and (31),the entangled nature ofthe

� nalatom ic states is evident: because the am plitudes

\evolved" into functionsofthesum (M 1 + M 2),itisnot

possible to express the atom ic state vector as a direct

product ofsingle atom ic sam ple states. Every tim e a

photon is detected,the updating procedure willbe re-

peated according the following sim ulation schem e:

1.The probability Ps is determ ined and com pared

with a uniform ly distributed random num ber

(UDRN)r1.

2.IfPs < r1,then wecalculate the conditionalprob-

ability that a photon is detected in D + , P
c
+ =

P+ =(1� Ps),and com pare itsvalue with an other

UDRN r2:

i) IfP c
+ > r2,then the atom ic state am plitudes

changeaccording to Eq.(27);

ii) IfP c
+ < r2,then the atom ic state am plitudes

changeaccording to Eq.(28).

3.IfPs > r1,we identify in which direction the pho-

ton isscattered by determ iningtheazim uthalangle

�,whose density distribution function is given by

2��̂
k0
=�s,and the atom ic state am plitudesare up-

dated using Eq.(30).

4.Finally,weproperly norm alizetheresulting atom ic

state vectorand the processrestarts.

After N ph photons have been detected,ifwe denote

with N S thenum berofspontaneously scattered photons

revealed by thesurroundingdetectors,and ifN + and N �

are the photons detected by D + and D � respectively,

such thatN S + N + + N � = N ph,theatom icstatevector

willbe

j	 0i=
1

k� k

X

M 1;M 2

A M 1;M 2
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�

0

@

N SY

ns= 1

s

�
ns

k̂0

2

1

A N
N S

(M 1+ M 2)

� F
N +

+ (M 1 + M 2)F
N �

� (M 1 + M 2)jM 1;M 2i;

where

F� (M 1+ M 2)=

1�
q

1� �sN
2

(M 1+ M 2)
e� i

jgj
2

�
�N (M 1 + M 2 )

2
;

and �
ns

k̂0
isthe scattering factorcorresponding to thens-

th detection along the di� erentdirectionŝk0’s.

IV . N U M ER IC A L SIM U LA T IO N S

In thissection wewillim plem entin a num ericalsim u-

lation thedetection m odeldescribed in theprecedingsec-

tion. Following the m easurem ent schem e introduced in

Ref.[11],wewillconsidertwo atom icsam pleshavingthe

sam e num berN ofatom sand whose initialstate is the

eigenstateofthespin operatorJx1+ Jx2,with eigenvalue

J1+ J2 = 2J = N .Thism eansthatalltheatom sareini-

tially prepared in thesuperposition state(jai+ jbi)=
p
2.

The corresponding am plitudes in the basis eigenstates

ofthe z-com ponentofthe collectiveangularm om entum

operatorsjJ;M iiare

A M i
=

�
1

2

� J
s

(2J)!

(J + M i)!(J � M i)!
; (32)

where i = 1;2. Expressed in term s of the num ber of

atom sin state jaiin each sam ple,nia,the square ofthe

am plitude (32) is jA M i
j2 = (1=2)N N !=(N � nia)!(n

i
a)!.

This m eans that in each ensem ble the atom s are dis-

tributed in statejaiand jbiaccording to a binom ialdis-

tribution with probability 1=2.

In what follows, we will present the results of two

kindsofnum ericalsim ulation wheretheentanglem entof

the two atom ic sam ples is m onitored. The � rstschem e

corresponds to consecutive m easurem ents ofthe angu-

larm om entum operatorsJz1 + Jz2 and Jy1 � Jy2,while

thesecond correspondsto a sim ulated evolution in which

continuousopposite rotationsare applied to the atom ic

spin ofthetwo sam plesasthephoto-detection proceeds.

Thereby weareconsidering a continuousexchangeofthe

operatorsJz1 + Jz2 and Jy1 � Jy2.W e willcom parethe

casein which thespontaneousscatteringisneglected,i.e.

�s = 0,with thatin which thespontaneousem ission rate

 ism uch sm aller,butnotnegligible,than the detuning

� .Speci� cally,wewilltake� = 150.

C onsecutive m easurem ents ofJz1 + Jz2 and Jy1 � Jy2

Starting from an initialstatewhoseam plitudeisgiven

by the product of those of each sam ples expressed in

Eq.(32),we consider a series ofphoto-detections that

projectthe stateaccording to Eqs.(29)and (31).

As the photo-detection proceeds, the uncertainty in

M 12 = M 1 + M 2,denoted with � 2(J1z + J2z),goes to

zero [11],i.e.,aftera large num berofphotonshasbeen

detected thestateofthetwo ensem blesapproxim atesan

eigenstate ofJz1 + Jz2. This fact is true also ifspon-

taneousscattering istaken in account.Nam ely,wehave

seen thatthedetection ofscattered photonsm easuresthe

atom ic state population given by (N 1 + N 2)=2� (M 1 +

M 2),justasthe phaseshiftm easurem entcarried outby

detectors D + and D � does. Ifwe take � = g2=� ,we

assum ea phaseangle �� = 0:1,corresponding to a large

(and hardly experim entally available)phase shifton the

atom icstatedueto interaction with a freely propagating

� eld.However,in oursim ulationsa sm allerand m orere-

alisticvalueof�� justim pliesthatm orephotonshaveto

bedetected toachievethesam ereduction in thevariance

� 2(J1z + J2z).

To quantify the pure-state entanglem entbetween the

two sam pleswewillusetheentropy ofentanglem ent,de-

� ned by Bennettetal.[19]to m easuretheentanglem ent

oftwo system sin a pure statej	 i:

E = � Tr(�1 log2 �1)= � Tr(�2 log2 �2); (33)

where �1 = Tr2 j	 ih	 jisthe reduced density m atrix of

system 1,and analogously for �2. IfN is the num ber

of atom s in each sam ple, and we restrict ourselves to

states which are sym m etric under perm utations inside

the sam ples,the quantity E takes values between zero

for a product state, and log2(N + 1) for a m axim ally

entangled stateofthe two sam ples.

Fig.3 shows the evolution ofentanglem ent between

thetwo atom icsam plesobtained in fournum ericalsim u-

lationsofthe consecutivem easurem entofJz1 + Jz2 and

Jy1� Jy2.Foranum berofdetected photonsN ph � 2500,

thestatevectorevolvesaccordingtotheanalysisexposed

above, i.e., it goes approxim ately to an eigenstate of

Jz1+ Jz2.W ethen applyoppositerotationstotheatom ic

sam ples and proceed with sim ilar m easurem ents as be-

fore,which e� ectively m easureJy1 � Jy2.Aftertherota-

tions,thefullperm utationsym m etryofthesystem isbro-

ken,i.e.,thetotalangularm om entum J2 = J2x + J2y + J2z
is not conserved. The � nalstate ofthe two sam ples is

stilla sim ultaneous eigenstate ofboth J21 and J22,but

with di� erentvaluesofthe totalangularm om entum .

Figs.3-(a) and -(b) show the results oftwo sim ula-

tionswith spontaneousscattering. Fig.3-(a)represents

an exam ple ofthe evolution ofthe entropy in which the

� nalvalue (EN ph
= 4:3165)is very close to that ofthe

m axim ally entangled state (log2(20 + 1) = 4:3923). In

Fig.3-(b), we show a typicalevolution, where the � -

nalvalue ofthe entanglem ent is wellbelow the m axi-

m um (EN ph
= 3:7494). Figs.3-(c) and -(d) show the

corresponding evolution oftheentanglem entwhen spon-

taneous scattering is neglected. In Fig.3-(c),the � nal

valueoftheentropy isEN ph
= 4:3194,whilethatreached

in thesim ulation represented in Fig.3-(d)isEN ph
= 3:75.
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FIG . 3: Entanglem ent of two sam ples each with N = 20

atom s. After detection ofthe �rst N ph = 2500 photons,the

sam ples are rotated � 90 degrees in spin space,and the sub-

sequent detection events lead,typically,to further entangle-

m ent. Figs..(a) and (b) show results oftwo di�erent sim u-

lation records for � = 150. Figs.(c) and (d) show results

oftwo di�erentsim ulation records for  = 0. In both cases,

�� = 0:1.

The behavior of the two types of sim ulated evolu-

tions are very sim ilar, as con� rm ed in Fig. 4, where

the average over 100 sim ulations for each type of in-

teraction schem e is presented. Actually, in the � rst

part of the sim ulation, for N ph < 2500, the two av-

erage evolutions are practically the sam e,reaching the

sam e average value ofthe entanglem entforN ph = 2500

(EN ph
= 2:7037). For N ph > 2500,after the rotations,

despite the fact that the di� erence ofthe � nalaverage

entropies(EN ph
j= 0 � EN ph

j6= 0 = 0:064)issm allerthan

thestatistical uctuations(� EN ph
j= 0 = 0:47),theaver-

age value ofthe entanglem entin sim ulationswith spon-

taneous scattering are constantly below those in which

thespontaneousscattering isneglected.W ewillseethat

this feature is m ore evident in num ericalsim ulationsof

m easurem ents with continuous rotation ofspin com po-

nents.

In them ajority ofthesim ulations,forboth interaction

schem es,thesecond round ofm easurem entsincreasesthe

entanglem ent. This fact can be qualitatively explained

by noting thatthe approxim ate eigenstate ofJz1 + Jz2,

produced by the detection,has am plitudes on di� erent

M 1 and M 2 stateswith M 1 + M 2 � xed by the m easured

value,but the eigenspace is degenerate,and the am pli-

tudes are sim ply proportionalto the ones in the initial

state.Dueto theinitialbinom ialdistribution on M 1 and

M 2,the distribution over,e.g.,M 1 willtherefore have a

width ofapproxim ately
p
N .Thereduced densitym atrix

hasthe corresponding num berofnon-vanishing popula-

tions,suggestive ofE � log2

p
N = 0:5log2 N ,halfof

the m axim alvalue.Thisargum entaccountsforthe � rst

plateau reached in Fig.3
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FIG .4:Average ofthe entanglem entover100 sim ulationsof

consecutivem easurem entofJz1 + Jz2 and Jy1 � Jy2.D ashed

line: average evolution when � = 150. Fullline: average

evolution when  = 0.Here �� = 0:1 asin Fig.3.

Them easurem entofthez-com ponentscausesabroad-

ening ofthe distribution ofthe eigenstates ofJy,com -

pared to theinitialdistribution,which wasalso binom ial

in thatbasis.Thesubsequentm easurem entofJy1 � Jy2
willproduce a state with M 1y � M 2y � xed by the m ea-

surem ent,butwithin thedegeneratespaceofstateswith

this � xed value the distribution on M1y ofthe reduced

density m atrix is broader than
p
N ,and the entangle-

m entiscorrespondingly larger.

M easurem ents w ith continuous rotation ofspin

com ponents

The above argum ents lead naturally to consider con-

tinuousexchangesofthespin operator,in ordertogener-

ate stateswith higherentanglem ent. In thissubsection,

wepresenttheresultsofsim ulationsin which continuous

oppositerotationsareapplied to the atom icspinsofthe

two sam plesasthe photo-detectionsproceed.If� isthe

variable rotation angle,what is e� ectively m easured is

the observable Ĵ� = cos�(Jz1 + Jz2)+ sin�(Jy1 � Jy2).

Ifwe denote with A
N ph

M 1M 2
the wave function am plitude

ofthesystem afterN ph photonshavebeen detected,the

updated state vector rotated by the angle � � prior to

the subsequentdetection is

j	 i
N ph

=
1
p
C

X

M
0

1
;M

0

2

X

M 1;M 2

D
J1

M 1M
0

1

(�)

� D
J2

M 2M
0

2

(� �)A
N ph

M 1M 2

�
�
�M

0

1;M
0

2

E

;

where D
Ji

M iM
0

i

(�)= hM i;Jije
� iJix (�)

�
�
�Ji;M

0

i

E

isthe ro-

tation m atrix elem entforsam ple i(i= 1;2). The wave

function updating algorithm has the sam e structure as
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the one described in section (III). In a realistic experi-

m entalsituation,onewould detectphotonsaccording to

aPoissonprocess.W ith aconstantrotationfrequencyin-

duced,e.g.,byapplyingoppositeDC m agnetic� eldsonto

the atom s,thiswould lead to sm allrotation angleswith

an exponentialdistribution law.Forsim plicity,however,

we apply the sam e sm allrotation angle � between each

detection event.
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FIG .5:Entanglem entofatom icsam pleswith 20 atom seach.

Thespinsarerotated in oppositedirectionsaround thex-axis

by the angle � = �=5 after each detection event. Insets (a-

d) show the evolution ofthe overlap jh	 0j	iN ph
j
2
between

the state ofthe sam ples and the m axim ally entangled state.

Figs.(a)and (b)presentresultsoftwodi�erentsim ulationsin

thecase� = 150.Figs.(c)and (d)show analogueresultsfor

sim ulationsin which  = 0(nospontaneousscattering).In (a)

and (c)j	i
N ph

convergestoward j	 0iand furtherdetections

have no e�ect on the state vector. In (b) and (d) the state

gradually losesitscom ponentalong j	 0i,and itsubsequently

evolves in the orthogonalsubspace ofj	 0i. Here,as in the

previoussim ulations,�� = 0:1.

In Fig.5weshow fournum ericalsim ulationsoftheen-

tanglem entevolution,two for each interaction schem es.

The rotation angle between subsequentphoto-detection

events is � = �=5. In the upper part ofthe panel,we

provideresultsoftwonum ericalsim ulationswith sponta-

neousscattering.Fig.5-(a)showstheevolution in which

the m axim alvalue ofthe entanglem entisreached,asis

con� rm ed by theinsetofthe� gureshowingtheevolution

oftheoverlap between thestatevectorofthetwo atom ic

sam plesand the m axim ally entangled state

j	 0i=
1

p
2J + 1

JX

M = � J

jM ;� M i: (34)

In Fig.5-(b) we have a typicalcase in which the � nal

state is orthogonalto j	 0i. The lower� gureshas been

obtained from sim ulationsin which thespontaneousscat-

tering has been neglected. In Fig.5-(c) the evolution

leading to the m axim ally entangled state is shown. A

typicalresultisshown in Fig.5-(d).

Notethatj	 0iistheonly jointeigenstateoftheopera-

torsJ1x� J2x,J1y� J2y and J1z+ J2z with nulleigenvalue

[11,20].W hen wesim ulate the detection ofphase shifts

proportionaltoJ1z+ J2z and J1y� J2y,orcom binationsof

theseoperators,thereisa nonvanishing probability that

thestatevectorisgraduallyprojected ontoj	 0i,and this

state isuna� ected by allfurtherphoto-detection events,

seeFigs.5-(a)and -(c).

Ifthestateoftheatom icsam pleshasnotcollapsedinto

j	 0iaftera largenum berofphotonshavebeen detected,

it instead gradually becom es orthogonalto that state,

and them axim ally entangled stateisneverattained,see

the insetsin Figs.5-(b)and -(d).
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FIG .6:AverageoftheEntanglem entover100 sim ulationsof

m easurem ents with continuous rotations ofthe spin com po-

nents. D ashed line: average evolution when � = 150. Full

line:average evolution when  = 0. Here �� = 0:1,asin the

previous�gures.

In these sim ulations the qualitative behavior of the

two typesofinteraction schem esisagain sim ilar.Asex-

pected,thereisa fasterincreaseoftheentanglem entand

a m oree� cientevolution toward a m axim ally entangled

state,com pared with thesim ulationsofconsecutivem ea-

surem entsofJ1z+ J2z and J1y � J2y.W hen spontaneous

scattering is considered,the evolution toward a stable

regim eappearsto beslower,asisevidentin Fig.6 where

an average over100 sim ulationsisshown. M oreover,in

thiscaseitappearsclearly thattheaveragevaluesofthe

entanglem entforevolutionswith spontaneousscattering

isconstantly sm allerthan thatobtained from evolutions

withoutspontaneousscattering.Even though thise� ect

isvery weak,itseem sto becom e evidentwhen the rota-

tionalsym m etry ofthetwo system sisbroken,asseen in

theprevioussection,and itissuggestiveoflesscorrelated

atom ic sam ples due to photo-detections ofspontaneous

scattered photons.Nam ely,when spontaneousscattering

isconsidered,wehavea widespectrum ofpossiblestates

in which the system can be found. Hence,in detecting
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allthe scattered photons, we gain inform ation from a

m ore disordered system in com parison with the case in

which spontaneousscattering isneglected. In the latter

casethereareonly two possiblestates[11]and lessigno-

rance(theentropy issm aller)aboutthesystem .Yet,the

good newsisthatthe e� ectofspontaneousscattering is

notdram atically destructive:ouranalysisprovidesindi-

cation thata Q ND interferom etric schem e to e� ectively

entangleatom icsam plesshould work very wellalsowhen

thisunavoidablephysicalprocessistaken into account.

Itisworth noting thateven when the � nalstate does

notcoincidewith j	 0i,weobservean entanglem entthat

isalm ostconstantasthe photo-detection goeson. This

suggeststhe presenceoffam iliesofstates,orthogonalto

j	 0i,with relatively well-de� ned valuesofthe operators

J1z + J2z and J1y � J2y, which is allowed by Heisen-

berg’s uncertainty relation as long as the expectation

value ofthe operatorJ1x � J2x issm all[11].Thisinter-

esting threshold behaviorisunexpected,and atpresent

notcom pletely understood.

V . C O N C LU SIO N S A N D O U T LO O K

In thispaperwehaveanalyzed thee� ectsofthespon-

taneousscattering on the entanglem entevolution oftwo

atom icsam plescorrelated by Q ND m easurem entsofthe

atom icstatepopulation by m eansofopticalphaseshifts.

W e generalized the interferom etric set-up introduced

in Ref.[11]to m easure the � eld phase shift,by adding

a photo-detector surrounding the two atom ic clouds to

allow detection ofthe scattered photons. In this way

we were able to study the e� ects ofspontaneous scat-

tering,neglected in the idealtreatm ent [11]. W e have

introduced a form alism ofconditionalquantum dynam -

icsin term sofresetoperatorsthat,acting on the initial

atom ic wavefunctions,yield the new state vectorm odi-

� ed according to theresultofthe photo-detection ofthe

spontaneously scattered photons. W e have then deter-

m ined theassociated e� ectiveHam iltonian thatprovides

thetim eevolution ofthesystem in theinstancesthatthe

photons reach the detector m easuring the phase shifts.

W e have � nally im plem ented the form alism in num eri-

calsim ulations,by m eansofwhich the evolution ofthe

entanglem entofthe two atom ic sam pleshasbeen m oni-

tored. W e have com pared the resultsofthe sim ulations

in the presence ofspontaneousscattering with the ideal

evolution that neglects this e� ect. Under the assum p-

tions and approxim ationsadopted,we have shown that

thee� ectsofthespontaneousscatteringarerathersm all,

and thusthattheQ ND interferom etricschem eshould be

robustin realisticsituations.

The m odeldynam ics introduced in the present work

should be usefulalso for further studies on the dynam -

icsofentanglem entofatom ic sam ples. In particular,it

would bevery interesting to com binetheentangling pro-

tocolpresented herewith som efeedback schem e[21,22],

in orderto drive the system with very high probability

toward the m axim ally entangled state. M oreover,the

conditionaldynam ics could be used to investigate the

entanglem entpropertiesofthe state space in which the

atom ic system state vectorisprojected by the m easure-

m ent, with the scope ofexploiting these properties to

realizem oree� ciententangling protocols.
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