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We propose how to generate Schrodinger cat states usingrawaive cavity containing a SQUID-based
charge qubit. Based on the measurement of charge statebpwelsat the superpositions of two macroscopi-
cally distinguishable coherent states of a single-modéaycéegld can be generated by a controllable interaction
between a cavity field and a charge qubit. After such supéipies of the cavity field are created, the interac-
tion can be switched off by the classical magnetic field thfothe SQUID, and there is no information transfer
between the cavity field and the charge qubit. We also digtiesgeneration of superpositions of two squeezed
coherent states.

PACS numbers: 42.50.Dv, 42.50.Ct, 74.50.+r

I. INTRODUCTION squeezed states for a superconducting quantum intergerenc
device (SQUID) ring modelled as an oscillator. Since then,
The principle of linear superposition is central to quantumseve_ral proposals have been made which focus on supercon-
mechanics. However, it is difficult to create and observe suducting qubits interacting with the nonclassical electagm
perposed states because the fragile coherence of these stdietic field [201.211. 22, 23, 24, P5.126].
can be eas"y Spo"ed by the environment. Typ|ca| examp|es Optical states allow a fast and convenient optical transmis
are the Schrodinger cat states (SC$5) [1]. Many theoretsion of the quantum information which is_stored in charge
cal schemes [2] have been proposed to generate SCSs afdbits. Compared with the harmonic system [15, 16] formed
superpositions of macroscopic states (SMSs) in optical sy the large superconducting junction and the micromeehani
tems. Also, much experimental progress has been made &l resonator, optical qubits can easily fly relatively |atig-
demonstrate SMSs and SCSs: in superconducting systerfRces between superconducting charge qubits. Morebeer, t
(e.g. Ref.[[B]), laser trapped iond [4], optical systems-condubit formed by SMSs enables a more efficient error correc-
structed by Rydberg atoms, and Superconducting Cavit)ﬂ'n thtion than that formed by the single phOtOﬂ and vacuum states,
microwave regime [1)5]. The SMSs, which are formed by two?md the generation and detection of coherent light are easy t
optical coherent states, e.g. in REF. [6], have been inyettdl  implement.
for applications in quantum information processing |6./JZ, 8  In contrast to[[15] 16], here we aim at generating SCSs
These states can be used as a robust qubit encoding fora singh the interaction system between a single-mode microwave
bosonic mode subject to amplitude damping. They can also beavity field and a SQUID-based charge qubit, and then cre-
used to study both the measurement process and decohere@tiag SMSs by virtue of the measurements of the charge
by coupling the system to the external environmznt[[6] 7, 8]states. The generation of such states has been studied theo-
Thus, generating and measuring SMSs and SCSs are not ortigtically [27] and demonstrated in optical cavity QED exper
important to understand fundamental physics, but also o exments [5]. However, in these cases: i) several operations a
plore potential applications. needed because atoms must pass through three cavities, and
Superconducting quantum devicés[[d,[10[11[ 13, 22] allowi) the interaction times are tuned by the controlling vétypc
to perform quantum state engineering including the demonof the atoms flying through the cavity. In our proposal, we
stration of SCSs and SMSs. Theoretical schemes to geneheed only one cavity, and interaction times are controlled b
ate superpositions that are different from the above expeichanging the external magnetic field.
iments [3] have also been proposedi [14, 15, 16] in super- Although our scheme is similar to that proposed in
conducting quantum devices. For example, the scheme iRef. [16], the interaction between the box and the resonator
Ref. [14] generates a superpositions of Bloch states for than Ref. [16] is not switchable. Due to the fixed coupling in
current of a Josephson junction. Marquardt and Bruder [15Ref. [16], the transfer of information between the microme-
proposed ways to create SMSs for a harmonic oscillator apchanical resonator and the box still exists even after th8sSC
proximated by a large superconducting island capacitivelyor SMSs are produced. In our proposal, the interaction be-
coupled to a smaller Cooper-pair box. Armatiel. [L€] pro-  tween the cavity field and the SQUID can be switched off by a
posed a similar scheme as in Ref.A[15] but using a micromeelassical magnetic field after the SCSs or SMSs are generated
chanical resonator as the harmonic oscillator. A reviewepap Furthermore, three operations, with different approxioret
on micromechanical resonatorsi[17] can be found in Ref.[18]made in every operation, are required in Refi [16]. In additi
In Ref. [19], a scheme was proposed to generate SMSs and order to minimize the environmental effect on the pregare
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state, the number of operations and instruments should be atassical and quantized parts; Hd. (1) can then be exprassed
small as possiblepne operation is enough to generate SCSs
or SMSs. Thus our proposed scheme offers significant advan-

_ tg — (T2 s * ot
tages over the pioneering proposals in Réfs. [15] And [16]. 11 = fwa'a — Ejos cos ( d ) cos 5= (na+n"a')
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Il. MODEL The factorsin[r(n a+ H.c.) /o] andcos|r(n a+ H.c.) /Do)
can be further expanded as a power series(im'). For the
We consider a SQUID-type qubit superconducting box withsingle photon transition between the states:) and|g,n +
n excess Cooper-pair charges connected to a superconductihy if the condition
loop via two identical Josephson junctions with capacit@ys .
and coupling energie®’;. A controllable gate voltag®} is T
coupled to the box via the gate capacifr with dimension- ol ntl<l “)
less gate charge, = CyV;/2e. The qubit is assumed to o _ )
work in the charge regime withgT < Ej < Ec < A, is satisfied, all higher orders afln|/®, can be neglected in
wherekg, T, Ec, andA are the Boltzmann constant, tem- the expansion of EqlX3). To estimate the interaction cogpli
perature, Charge and Superconducting gap energies, Fespéxgetween the Cavity field and the QUbit, we assume that the
tively. For known charge qubit experiments, e.g. in Ref]][10 single-mode cavity field is in a standing-wave form
T ~ 30 mK which meanskgT ~ 3ueV, By ~ 51.8ueV,
Ec ~ 117peV, andA ~ 230ueV, so the above inequali-

ties are experimentally achievable. We consider a gate volt B, = —iy /_h“ (a — a') cos(kz)
age range near a degeneracy peint= 1/2, where only two * eoVe? ’

charge states, called = 0 andn = 1, play a leading role. ) o
The other charge states with a much higher energy can be n&hereV’, o, ¢, andk are the volume of the cavity, permittiv-
glected, which implies that the superconducting box can bdy of the vacuum, light speed and wave vector of the cavity
reduced to a two-level system or quhitl[28]. This superconmode, respectively. Because the superconducting micewav
ducting two-level system can be represented by a §pinta- ~ Cavity is assumed to only contain a single mode of the mag-
tion such that the charge states= 0 andn = 1 correspondto  Netic field, the wave vectot = 27/ is a constant for the
eigenstates 1) and| |) of the spin operatos., respectively. 9iven cavity. The magnetic field is assumed to propagate

cavity, the Hamiltonian can be written asl[22} 29] is along the normal direction of the surface area of the SQUID

If the area of the SQUID is, e.g., of the orderia®f0 (um)?,
T then its linear dimension, e.g., approximately of the omfer
H = hwa'a+ E.o. — Ejo, cos B (@ +na+n*a') (1) 10 um, should be much less than the microwave wavelength
0 of the cavity mode. Thus, the mode functiofr) can be con-
h . . Pidered to be approximately independent of the integral are
where the first term represents the free Hamiltonian oL nd the factoros(k=) only depends on the positian where

the single-mode cavity field with frequency, and £, = o
—2E(1 — 2ng) with the single-electron charging energy the qubit is located. So the parametezan be expressed as

E., = €2/(Cy + 2Cy). Here®, is the flux quantume.,. is
the flux generated by the classical magnetic field through the Il =S/ —=
SQUID, and! is the identity operator. The last term in EG. (1) goVe
is the nonlinear photon-qubit interaction. The parameter
has units of magnetic flux and its absolute value represen
the strength of the quantum flux inside the cavity. We will
later on assume this “quantum magnetic fluxto be small,
becoming our perturbation parameter. The paramgten be
written as

| cos(kzp)],

hich shows that the parametef depends on the argaand

e positiornz, of the SQUID, the wavelengthof cavity field,
and the volumé/ of the cavity. It is obvious that a largeéf
for the SQUID corresponds to a largey. If the SQUID is
placed in the middle of a cavity with full wavelength, that
is, zo = L/2 = \/2. Thenkzy = (2n/A)(\/2) = =, the
interaction between the cavity field and the qubit reactes it
n= / u(r) - ds, (2) maximum, and

s

328 x 1077 < 7n|/®o < 7.38x107° < 1 (5)
whereu(r) is the mode function of the single-mode cavity
field, with annihilation (creation) operatoes(a’), andS is  inthe microwave region withs cm> A > 0.1 cm. For a half-
the surface defined by the contour of the SQUID. For con-or quarter-wavelength cavity, the conditiofy|/®, < 1 can
venience, hereafter, we dendté¢) and| 1) by |e) and|g),  also be satisfied. Therefore, the approximation in Hq. (4) ca
respectively. The cosine in Eql (1) can be decomposed intbe safely made in the microwave regime, and then[Hg. (3) can
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be further simplified (up to first order iH= 7n/®P,) as e~ £ 1 is satisfied in Eq[{8), the SMSs of the cavity field
denoted bysms) +
Hy = hwala+ E.o. — Ejo, cos (Wgc) 1
0 sms)y = —— (|a) £ | — « 10
+FEj0,sin (—C> (fa—i—f* aT) , (6)
Do can be obtained by measuring the charge gtater |g), by

: . . . using, for example, a single-electron transistor (SET).
where¢ is a dimensionless complex number with its absolute If we initially inject a coherent lighta/), then by using the

value equal to the dimensionless quantum magnetic flux, angy e method as in the derivation of E. (8), we can also obtain
itis defined by the entanglement of two different optical coherent states

and qubit states with the evolution time:
v e
€= 3 [ui)-ds= g0 7) 1
lo(m)) = g(exp(iw)la# + exp(—ip)|a_))|g)
1 _ .
IIl. GENERATION OF CAT STATES + §(exp(w)la+> —exp(—ip)|a_))le), (11)

We assume that the qubit is initially in the ground stateWhere
lg) = (|+) + |-))/2 where|+)(|-)) is eigenstate of the ¢E; »
Pauli operator,, with the eigenvalué (—1). The cavity field ¢ =1Im [Ea (1—e™ )}
is assumed initially in the vacuum stgt®. Now let us ad-
just the gate voltag®, and classical magnetic field such that 5,
ng = 1/2 and®. = ®,/2, and then let the whole system

evolve a time intervat. The state of the qubit-photon system s = o' eT) 4 gl — (T
evolves into
with
[(r)) = exp{—ilwa'a +0.(Q%a +Qal)]7}|0)]g) B
1 )
= 5[A)[0)[+) + A(=2)[0)|-)] T The
_ 1(|a> +—a))g) After a time intervalr;, we can switch off the interactions
2 between the charge qubit and the cavity field by setiag=
1 L 0 andn, = 1/2. Measuring the charge states, we can obtain
* 3 (I} =1=a)le), ® another SMSs denoted f§MS)

where the complex Rabi frequenfy= ¢*Ej/h, A(£2) = ISMS) = Ni'(e|ay) + e |a_))
exp{—ilwa’a + (2*a + Qal)]7}, and a global phase fac-

tor exp[—i(£* Ey /hw)? sin(wt) + i£*? E%t /h?w] has been ne-  with normalized constant

glected.| &+ «) denotes coherent state

Ni =2+ (e72¢(at|a) + e#(a_|ay)),

a2 S +a)” A i
|2a)=e /23" %W (9)  where(a=|a+) can be easily obtainel [32] by the above ex-
n=0 V™ pression ofv, for example,
with (aylo_) = exp {—4K7[1 — cos(wr)] — i2ka sin(wr) },
a= %(e*im -1). here we assume that the injected coherent field has a real am-

plitudeo’. In Eqg. [I1), we entangle two different superposi-
In the derivation of EqL8), we use the formutap[f(3,a +  tions of coherent states with the ground and excited stdtes o
Boala + Bsal)] = explfial]exp[foata] exp|fsalexp[fy] e qubit. We can also entangle two different coherent state
with the relationsf; = B3(e®®) — 1)/B,, fo = [ab), |at) with the qubit states by_ applying a classical flux such
f3=p1 (e(,@20)_1)/52, andf, = 5153(6(/329)_529_1)/ﬁ§_ that®. = ®,. Then with the time evolution = 7 /4F;, we
After the time intervalr, we impose®. = 0 by adjusting have

the classical magnetic field, thus the interaction betwaen t 1 ] ]

charge qubit and the cavity field itched off (e.g., the last [¥(m)) = 5(e7laz)lg) +elay)le)).  (12)
term in Eq. [6) vanishes). Ed1(8) shows that entanglement

of the qubit and the microwave cavity field can be preparedt should be noticed that a global phase factor
for an evolution timer # 2mm with the integer number,  exp[—i(§*Ej/hw)?sin(wt) + i€*2E3t/h?w] has been
then Schodinger cat states can be crealed [1]. If the dondit neglected in EqsI{11) and{12).
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From a theoretical point of view, if we can keep the ex-superpositions of states are limited by the following physi
pansion terms in EqLX3) up to second orde€is= 7n/®y,  cal quantities: the Rabi frequen¢®| = |¢|E; (which de-
we can alsgrepare a superposition of two squeezed coherent  termines the quantum operation timyeof two charge qubit
states, which could be used to encode an optical qubit [31].  states through the cavity field), the lifetimg of the cavity
To obtain this superposition of two squeezed coherentsstatefield, the lifetimeT; and dephasing timé&; of the charge
we can seh, = 1/2 and®. = 0, and derive the Hamiltonian qubit, as well as the measurement timeon the charge qubit.

from Eq. [3) to get (up to second ordergh We now estimate the Rabi frequen¢y in the microwave
W regime for a standing-wave f2ield in the cavity. A SQUID
_ g2 o 1si” with an area of about00 (um)“ is assumed to be placed in
Hy = (b= [E[ Eyoz)ala = By (1 T ) O the middle of the cavity. In the microwave regime with dif-
2, g2 2 ferent ratios ofE,, / Ej, we provide a numerical estimate of

- Ejo, (Ea +35a ) : (13)  |Q|/27 for w = 4E4,/h in a full-wavelength cavity, shown in

Fig.[(a), and a quarter-wavelength cavity, shown in[Hig).1(
If the system is initially in the coherent staftg), and if the ~ The results reveal that a shorter wavelength of cavity fietel c

states with superpositions of two different squeezed aaiter full-wavelength cavity and the case of the rafig,/ E; = 4,
states with an evolution timeas |2 /27 with microwave lengttd.1 cm is of the order ofi0°

, Hz, and yet it is about0 Hz for a microwave wavelength
ot 7 E) ot & Es of 5 cm. In both cases, the transition times frotn|e) to
W®) =3 {e o —irg T + e ie t>] l9) 1)|g) are about 0% s and0.1 s respectively, whe(i)g;;| (>|1>)
1 " £2E, . £*2E, is the vacuum (single-photon) state. The experiment far thi
+§ [e" tly, —i - ty — ey, i - t>} le), (14)  scheme should be easier for shorter wavelengths than fgr lon
wavelengths. Since the cavity field has higher energy for the
shorter wavelength, so it is better to choose the materidl wi
a larger superconducting energy gap to make the Josephson
0— g (1 ﬁ 15 junction for the experiment in the region of the shorter mi-
A 9 (15a) crowave wavelengths. For a fixed wavelength, the effect of
£2F the ratiosE.,/Ej on the coupling between the cavity field
17, $z‘TJt> = Ux(t)]y), (15b)  and the charge qubit is not so large. However, decreasing the
volumeV of the cavity can also increase the coupling.
and In order to obtain a SMS, the readout timg of the charge
€PE qubit should be less than the dephasing tifpef the charge
- . I\ o+ qubit (because the relaxation tinfé of the charge qubit is
U() = eXp{ & (w Tn ) “ a} longer than its dephasing tinig) and the lifetime timet,
2, ¢ 2 of the cavity field. For example, in Rel._]|16] with a set of
(Ea +—a ) L‘} . (15¢c)  given parameters, the estimated timg, = 4 ns, is less than
T, = 5 ns [10]. For a good cavity [35], the quality fact@r
Here, |, Fi€*2Eyt/h) denote squeezed coherent states, an&an.reach very hlgh values, _such@& 3 x 1_08, and then the
the degree of squeezing (33 34] is determined by the time!lfétimes of the microwave field would be in the range01
dependent paramete¢|>Eyt/h. A superposition of two S< 27fa < 0.15 s, which impliest,, < #;. So the readout
squeezed coherent states can be obtained by the measurenléR0SSible within current technology. It is easier to prepa
on the charge qubit. However, we should note that if we keef® ©MS in such a system even when the coupling between the
to first order in¢| = 7|n|/®, the expansions of EGI(3), the charg_e qubit and the cavity field is weak because, in priecipl
interaction between the cavity field and the charge qubit idWO different coherent states could be obtained with a very
switchable (e.g., the last term in EE] (6) vanisheslipe= 0). ~ Shorttimet, such that, < 7.
But if we keep terms up to second order{dh for the expan-

sions of Eq.[[B), then the qubit-field coupling is not switch-
able. V. CONCLUSIONS

where

{ I
X exp  Fi—

In conclusion, we have analyzed the generation of
IV." DISCUSSIONS Schrodinger cat states via a controllable SQUID-type giar
qubit. Based on our scheme, the SMSs can be created by us-
Our analytical expressions show how to prepare theng one quantum operation together with the quantum mea-
Schrodinger states for the system of the microwave cavitgurements on the charge qubit. After the SCSs or SMSs are
field and the SQUID-based charge qubit, we further showcreated, the coupling between the charge qubit and the cav-
that the superpositions of two macroscopically distinguis ity field can be switched off, in principle. Because all in-
able states can also be created by measuring the charge stateraction terms of higher order th= =1/ ®, are negligible
However, similarly to the optical cavity QED_[27], prepared for the coupling constant| = «|n|/®y < 1. This results
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10 terms in Eq.[(B) up to second order §n= nn/Py. How-
ever, in this case the interaction between the cavity fiettl an
the charge qubit cannot be switched off. By using the same
method employed for trapped ions [36], we can measure the
decay rate of the SMSs and obtain the change otihvalue
due to the presence of the SQUID.
Also, the generated SMSs can be used as a source of optical

gubits. Our suggestion is that the first experiment for gatner
=3 ing nonclassical states via the interaction with the chqudpt

15 should be the generation of superpositions of two macrascop
ically distinct coherent states. It needs only one quantpm o
FIG. 1: Rabi frequency(?| versus the microwave wavelengkhfor gration, and the Condition_ for the cou_pling between the.tyavi
a full-wavelength cavity (a) and a quarter-wavelengthwa) with  field and the charge qubit can be slightly relaxed. This pro-
ratios E.n/Ey = 4 (top solid line), 7 (dashed line), 10 (dashed- Posal should be experimentally accessible in the neardutur
dotted line), 15 (bottom dotted line), respectively.

|QJ/2mt (MHz)
Q|2 (MHz)

0 5 10
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