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A dialog with A sher Peres regarding the m eaning of quantum telportation is
brie y reviewed. The Braunstein-K im bl m ethod for teleportation of light is ana—
Iyzed In the lJanguage of quantum wave finctions. A pictorial exam ple of continuous
variable telgportation is presented using com puter sin ulation.

I. NTRODUCTION

I, Lev Vaidm an, knew A sher Peres since the begihning ofm y interest In the Foundations
ofQuantum M echanics. M ostly, we were ghting to prove that the interpretations of quan-
tum e ects adopted by each of us were better. A sher was against the usage by A haronov
and myself of a quantum state evolving backwards in tine [, 2, 3, 4] and contesting our
interpretation of the physical m eaning of \weak m easurem ents" {3, 6, 77]. He obfcted to
the nam es I gave to my proposals lke \cryptography w ith orthogonal states" [, 9,10] or
\interaction-free m easurem ents" [L1]. O ur disagreem ents did not m ake our interactions less
fruitful: we agreed about physical facts and discussion of the interpretation only sharpened
our (at Jeast m ine) understanding of various agoects of these e ects.

Even the m ost basic disagreem ent, where A sher says: \Q uantum m echanics needs no
interpretation" 2], and I w rite that the m any-worlds Interpretation is by far the best way
to view quantum m echanics {13], is also essentially a disagreem ent only about nam es. A sher
explainshisview describing K athy, an experin entalphysicists who, afterm aking a quantum
experin ent becom es a superposition of a lady who ate a cake and a lady who ate a fruit.
A sher says that even at this stage, In principl, it is still possble to reverse the evolution
and com e badk to the state which was before the quantum m easurem ent. Form e, this story
is a gedanken test of the m any-worlds Interpretation. W e com plktely agree on the facts:
T here is no such thing as the collapse of the quantum wave function. I Interpret this story
as splitting and reunion W ith the help of supertechnology) of two worlds, whik A sher, to
avoid paradoxes, considers this as an argum ent In favor of the approach according to which
quantum m echanics should not be taken as a description of an ob fctive reality.

Them ain part of this paper is devoted to the renewed analysis, perform ed together w ith
two m embers of the quantum group of TelA viv University, of the topic on which T and
A sher, n a way, collaborated: this is the issue of teleportation. I was very plased to hear
from A sherthat nally we cam e to an agreem ent. In the Jast em ail I received from hin two
weeks before he keft us, he recomm ended to the Jerusalem R eport to interview m e instead
of hin (due to his health condition) about teleportation. In his paper \W hat is actually
teleported?” [14], A sher is pking about the suggestion of Charlie Bennett to cite the \weak
m easurem ents" of A haronov and myself, but he m entions that in another work [[5] there
are seeds of the teleportation paper [14].

Indeed, I had the tools to nd the solution for the tekportation problm . W hen I saw
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the abstract of this sam inalpaper I inm ediately new how todo i (nmy way). But it took
the genius of A sher and his collaborators to ask the question. Still, my way of teleportation
was useful too. I proposed a method for two-way teleportation which is applicable also
for continuous variables fl7]. The in portance of this work becam e clear only a few years
later, when B raunstein and K im bl found a realistic way to in plem ent the continuous vari-
ables telgportation experin ent using squeezed light [18]. This experin ent was sucoessfiilly
acocom plished in 1998 [19] and recently inproved RQI.

Braunstein and K inble 18] described their proposalin the language of W igner functions,
the comm on approach of the quantum optics communiy. Num erous analysis and further
experin ents since then m ostly continued to use the W igner function form alisn . I believe
that the language of quantum states has advantages in discussions of the Foundations of
Quantum m echanics, so it is of nterest to present the B raunstein-K In ble experin ent in the
language of quantum states. Section 3 is devoted to this purpoose. In Section 4 the results
of Section 4 are deam onstrated on a particular exam ple. But before this, I cannot resist the
tam ptation to continue the interpretation dialogue w ith A sher.

II. W HAT ISACTUALLY TELEPORTED?

In the fram ework of classical physics, teleportation, de ned as eg. \theoretical trans—
portation of m atter through space by converting it into energy and then reconverting it at
the temm nalpoint," the quotation from A sher’s dictionary W ebster), is cbviously a science

ction concgpt. M assive ob gcts, \m atter" cannot \1im p" from one place to another. The
de nition n The O xford D ictionary

teleportation . P sychics and Science F iction. T he conveyance of persons (Esp.
of oneself) or things by psychic power; also in fituristic description, apparently
Instantaneous transportation of persons, etc., across space by advanced techno—
logicalm eans.

sounds equally in possibble for inm plam entation. However, quantum theory m akes i m ore
plusble. A ccording to quantum theory, all elem entary particles of the sam e kind are
dentical. There is no di erence between the electrons In my body and the electrons In
a rock on the moon. Thus, what de nes a particular person is not a ocollection of the
elem entary particles he is m ade of, but the quantum state of these particles. If I want to
m ove to the m oon, I need not m ove my elctrons, protons, etc. to the m oon. It is enough
to reconstruct the quantum state of the sam e particles there. From my point of view, I am
the quantum state, so creation ofthis quantum state on them oon ism y teleportation to the
moon. Com pare this view w ith A sher’s reply when he was asked by a new an an, w hether it
was possble to tekport not only the body but also the soul: \only the soul"

In this approach, teleportation sounds as trivialas a FAX m achine, but it isnot. There
are two reasons why it seem s Inpossble. First, it is in possbl to m easure (to scan) the
quantum state. Second, the am ount of infom ation needed to specify a quantum state even
ofa an allob ct is so huge that it isnot feasible to tranam it it iIn a reasonablk tin e. Thedual
channel of quantum teleportation does the trick: the quantum state is teleported w ithout
being scanned. The quantum channel consists of entangled pairs of elem entary particlks,
asmany as we need for the cbct to be teleported. O righally, at the ram ote location
there is a m ixture of di erent states in which probability for any state is the sam e. Then,
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FIG.1l: The BraunsteinK imbl Telportation schem e

local pint m easuram ent perform ed on the system to be tekported together w ith the local
part of the quantum channel speci es the particular decom position of the m ixture in the
rem ote location w ith relatively sm all num ber of states. F inally, the only lnform ation to be
tranam itted is the number of the \actual" state in the m xture. In my view, R1L], the local
m easuram ent creates num erous worlds w ith the teleported quantum state which isdeform ed
in various ways. The nal stage of teleportation is the correction of the deform ation such
that n allworlds the nalstate ofthe ram ote system isthe Initial state ofthe Jocal system .

C learly, A sher would not pin m e considering m yself as an (unknown) quantum state.
Forhin, a quantum state is just the know kedge of the preparer P2]:

A state vector is not a property of a physical system (nor of an ensamble
of system s). ... Rather, a state vector represents a procedure for preparing or
testing one orm ore physical system s.

T hen, the correction is really not that im portant: the preparer know s that T am telported
In a particular deform ed way. The \deform ed m e" is, probably, not a living creature at all,
50 I tend not to accept A sher’s approach. But, sihce we are both sure that now and in any
foreseeable future, a realistic teleportation experin ent w ith people is a science ction story,
this disagreem ent is irrelevant.

ITT. WAVE FUNCTION DESCRIPTION OF THE BRAUNSTEIN KIM BLE

SCHEM E

In their sem inalpaper on the in plem entation of continuous teleportation w ith squeezed
light {[8], Braunstein and K inbk had used the W igner representation. In this section, we
explain theirm ethod using wave fnctions.

F igure']; is a schem atic representation ofthe experin ental setup envisioned by B raunstein
and K inbl. The (sihnglem ode) state ofthebeam incident on the \in port" isto be teleported



FIG.2: Beam Splitter

to the \out port". To this end, a highly squeezed two-m ode state is used (Wwhich leaves the
source m arked \EPR").One half of the \EPR pair" is combined via a 50-50 beam splitter
w ith the \In" beam and the two resulting beam s are m easured using hom odyne detectors
D, and D, measuring X and p appropriately. The results of these m easurem ents are then
used to in plem ent corrections on the other (ram ote) half of the EPR pair which lave it in
a state which closely approxin ates the input state.

For sin plicity, we w ill consider the (@symm etric) 5050 beam splitters (see FigZ) which
act on single photons in the follow ng way:
T i1
If the incident beam s In ports 1 and 2 are describbed by the quadraturewave function

(x 1;%;,), then the beam splitter described by (1)) leads to the transform ation R31:

!
X4t X3 X4 b-
®1:x2) 7 pE ; p5

Ai _ ﬁi:
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W e start w ith the Initialstate (x;) forthe quadmture-wave function of the nput beam ,
(%, ;x5) forthat ofthe (@pproxin ate) EPR -pair (the quantum channel) and initial \ready"
states of two m easuring devices:
z z

ji= (x1) Kqiidx, (27%5) Kpixs1dx,dxs Jeadyd, ,, Jeadyd, , , 3)

Using Eq. @), we have for the total state after the action of the beam splitter:
! !
Xy + X3 Xg 0B e e . . . .
P Po—i%s FelRedksidesdx,dxseadyd,,, Jeadyd,, ;@)

At this stage, x3 and p; are m easured and the appropriate correction is app]jﬁd_to the state
of the variabl xs. The wave function in the x J:eplssientatjon is shifted by 2x3, and the
wave function in the p representation is shifted by 2p,. At this stage of our analysis we
w ill not introduce the \collapse" of the quantum m easurem ent, but continue to include the
m easuring device in the description of the total state. The shift In x Jeads to the follow ing
transform ation:

z ! '

X4 + X3 Xy b3 2x3' L L ) )
Pé PE iXs P—E K3iksi, ), KelKsidxsdx,dxs readyi,  ,: ()




To see the e ect ofl‘gl}e shift n p, we apply a Fourier transform in x, and then multiply the
fiinction of x5 by et 2*sP4;

Zei(X4 2x5)ps X4 + X3 X4 % 2x3. o o o
P2— PE —Pi—ixs P—é K3iKsd, ), PaiPad, , , Ksidxsdxsdxsdp,
(6)
In the lin ting case the an deal EPR pair,
®27X5) = & %); (7)
and the state {6), after the Integration on x4, has the fom :
Z eiX3P4 Z
‘192:3"<3i134ij><31'MD1P4j34D2dX3dp4 (X5) Ksidxs: 8)

T hus, we have the desired teleportation of the wave function from mode 1 tomode 5. O £
course, no nform ation about the teleported state ram ains In the m easuring devices.

In the process, we assum ed ideal hom odyne detectors and an ideal EPR source. The
m aPprdi culy is the creation ofthe EPR source. An approxin ate EPR state is obtained
by shining beam s of squeezed light on a beam splitter (Figil). The light ;n input m ode a
should be highly squeezed In the x quadrature and the light on the Input m ode b should be
highly squeezed in p. The input beam s are well approxin ated by G aussians:

where , isvery smalland 1y isvery large. W e w ill require:
a =Py » KT 10)

for all probable values of x;; p;. For nput beam s ), instead of the deal EPR state we
willget

Lo e, e

(%,;%X5) = p———¢
a b

In order to get a feel for the distortion during the telportation, we w ill consider two

Separate cases: one in which only the squeezed light In port a isnot idealand one in which
only the squeezed light In b isnot ideal. In the 1rst case

e 11)
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. — 2 .
X27X5) —QPp—=¢ a

a

12)
Then, the nalstate ofthe teleportation procedure (Up to nom alization) obtains the fom :

Z
eiX3 Pa
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P
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e (V) K3ipgiksiksi, , , Pad, , ,dx3dpdxsdv: (13)
N ow , there is a partial entanglem ent between the system w ith the teleported state and the
m easuring devices. Let us look at a particular outcom e of the m easurement m mode 4, p;4.
T his elim inates the entanglem ent. Then, the naltelported state (Up to nom alization) is:
z

tel X5) = e )

P>
i2patv xs5)g (5

)adv: (14)



This is just a convolution of the input function wih a (ral) G aussian multiplied by an
(In aginary) exponent. If the G aussian is narrow and we can neglct the distortion due to
the exponent, the convolution yields approxin ately the input wave function, ie., we obtain
teleportation w ith good delity.

T he distortion due to the exponent depends on the value of p, . In order to estim ate i,
we can write an operator equation sin ilar to those that appear in the original continuous

teleportation paper [17]:
+
pi= B as)

2

where p; isthe hm om entum ’ of the Input m ode and p, and p, are the m om enta’ ofthe input
m odes of the EPR source. For our Input state we have:

hpo,i= 0; Pa=1=4.; p,= 0: ae)

Taking Into account the rst of the requirem ents (L{), we see that for probabl outcom es
of the m easurem ent of ps, P4 -+ . Shce we consider a narrow G aussian such that  (x)
is nearly constant on an Interval of length ., the exponent does not lad to a signi cant
distortion and we obtain:

te1 Xs5) 7 xs): a7

In the other case we had m entioned above, nam ely that only the squeezing n m ode b is
not ideal, the EPR’ state is given by:

X2+ X5
2 p

X2i%Xs5) = (% }%)e—Mpfi 18)
b

The nalstate after the teleportation procedure isnow (Up to nom alization):

P 2
Z ) X5 2x3
1X3P4

S e o (X5) K3iKsd, ), Paidpad, , , Ksidxsdp,dxs: 19)

A gain, there is a partialentanglem ent between the system w ith the teleported state and the
m easuring devices. Let us look at a particular outcom e of the m easuram ent In m ode 3, x3.
T his elim inates the entanglem ent. T hen, the nalteleported state (up to nom alization) is:

P_
X5 2x3

w1®s5) =  Xs)e b : (20)

For the distortion to be an all, we need the G aussian to be approxin ately constant over
the Interval where j jis signi cant. Let us denote the length of this interval by 1which,
according to our second choice .n (10), ismuch smallerthan . The condition is then:

X3 2=1: 1)

To estin ate the range of the outcom es of m easurem ent resuls ofx3, we can w rite (com pare
w ith @.:E';)):
X X, + X
X3= pe+ 2P, 22)
2 2




In this case, the nput state of the EPR source is characterized by

Xa= 0; Ixpi= 0; Xp= @3)
which together with (L(), ensures that condition for good delity teleportation @I) is sat—
is ed.

W e have seen two cases where sin ple estin ation of teleportation distortion was possible:
In one case the operation was essentially convolution w ith a narrow G aussian, and in the
other case the operation was essentially m ultiplication by a wide G aussian. Note, that we
could consider the process of teleportation in the p representation and then we would have
the sam e explanations, but m ultjplication In the rst case and convolution in the sscond.
W e have shown that either of the choices

a I=p1FJ vb=1 or .=0;v ¥J 24)

ensures that the distortion shall be an all. In a real experin ent, both Input beam s for the
EPR source exhibit, of course, nite squeezing (). Then, we can see from (§) that the nal
state of the teleportation procedure (Up to nom alization) is:

o
Z 2 Xgt+ v 2x3

. X v
elx3p4e (25,3)@ 2y

b=
et 2 x5)pa

(V) K3iksd, ), Paidpad, , , Ksidxsdpsdxsdv

@5)
G iven particular outcom es of the m easurem ents of p; and x3, the nalteleported state @5)
(up to nom alization) is:

Z 2 X5tV pEX3 P
&)= e G)e 7y e P2V 2P Gy ©6)

T he analysis of this expression ism ore com plicated, but condition () issu cient to ensure
that the function w ill be teleported w ith little distortion, as willbe seen in the com puter
sim ulation presented in the follow ing section.

IVv. A NUMERICAL SIM ULATION

In this section we show num erically the In pact of each param eter In the telportation.
W e use as our nput wave fiinction the sihouette of a woman Fig.@). W e would lke to
stress that the choice of a hum an gure is intended to aid in the visual assessn ent of the
distortion and isnot, of course, supposed to suggest that teleportation ofhum ans is feasible.
T he characteristics of the spatialwave function are:

hx;i= 50; x 1= 28; 1= 100; 27)

where we have chosen units such that h = 1. Then, the com puter calculations show that
the characteristics of the wave function In m om entum space are:
I'p]_i= 0,' 1= 18: (28)

F irst, we consider the case of in nie squeezing in port band nite squeezing n porta. In
Fig.4a we show the results of the sin ulation for strong squeezing, , = 1=180¢ 1=10 p ;)
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FIG.3: The orighalwave function (x1).

and a probable outcom e of the m easurem ent of the momentum in mode 4, p, = 180
1= .). Fig. 4b show s the resuls for the sam e strong squeezing, but a rare Jarge outcom e
of the m easurem ent of the momentum , p; = 1800 10= ,). Fig. 4c shows the results
rweak squeezing, , = 1=54 & 1=03 p;) and probabl outcom e of the m easurem ent of
themomentum p; = 2:7 & 05= ,). Fially, Fig. 4d show s the resuls for weak squeezing,

a = 1=54¢F 1=03 p,) and rare large outcom e of the m easurem ent of the m om entum ,
ps= 108E 2= ).

W e see in Fig. 4a that with strong squeezing and not too large a value of p;, the wave
fiinction is teleported w ithout signi cant distortion. F ig. 4b show s that for strong squeezing,
but an In probablk large value of p; leads to distortion of the regions which require large
momenta. Fig. 4c show s that weak squeezing causes am oothing out of an all details of the

bit!

0,=1/180 0,=1/180 = 0,=1/5.4

a

p,=180 p,=1800 p4:2.7' P, =21.6

FIG . 4: Telported sihouette with nite squeezing in a and ideal squeezing In b
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FIG.5: The function (v) and (the real part of the) convolution kemel of Eq. 3_2-9) xs = 30)
corresponding to Fig. E4,c. On the kft is the scale of the wave function and on the right, that of

the kemel.

wave function and large p; and weak squeezing lead to com plete distortion of the teleported
wave function.

Let usanalyze, forexam ple, am oothing out of an alldetails ofthe wave function which we
have seen in Fig. 4c. T he telported wave function is given by the convolution (14) which,
w ith the parameters 1= , = 54 p, = 2:7 , reads:

Z 2
wls)= e BBV e G) ()dv: 29)

In Fig. § we draw the tem s of the convolution 9). The graph show s only the realpart.
T he In aghary part is an order ofm agnitude an aller then the realpart. T he m ultiplication
of the G aussian by the exponent has an alle ect, since the w idth ofthe G aussian is an aller
than m ost details of the wave function (v). Thus, the result of the convolution is close to
the originalwave finction, yet som e details do disappear, like the m outh.

The ssocond case is In nite squeezing in port a and nie squeezing in port b. In Fig.

trr

0,=280 =280 0,=8.4 0,=8.4
X-=280 X322800 Xo=4.2 X.=33

FIG . 6: Telported sihouette with nite squeezing in b and ideal squeezing In a
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FIG .7: Thefunction (v) and the G aussian which are the tem s ofthe product @-(_j) corresponding

to Fig. :§a. O n the kft is the scale of the wave function and on the right, that of the G aussian.

Ga we show the results of the sinulation for strong squeezing, 1, = 280 10 x) and
a probabk outcom e of the m easurem ent of position, x; = 280 ). Fig Go shows the
results for the sam e good squeezing, but rare Jarge outcom e of the m easurem ent of position,
x3 = 2800 10 y,). Fig. Gc shows the results or weak squeezing, , = 84 03 x) and
probable outcom e of the m easurem ent of position x3 = 42E 05 ). Fig. dd shows the
results for weak squeezing, , = 84 and rare lJarge outocom e of the m easurem ent of the
momentum , x3 = 336 4 ).

W e see In Fig. Ga that w ith strong squeezing and not too large a value of x5, the wave
finction is teleported w ithout signi cant distortion. Tt is the product ©0) of the original
function w ith a wide G aussian, which for the above param eters reads:

x5+ 400 )2

w1®s) = Ks)e o

30)

Fig. 7] shows the wave finction and the G aussian of the product (3(). W e can see that
the G aussian is nearly constant over the support of the wave function, thus causing little
distortion.

F ig.§b show s that strong squeezing, but in probable large value of x5 lead to distortion
of the relative am plitude. F ig. '§c show s that weak squeezing and am all x; yield relatively
faithfi1l teleportation of a am all part of the wave function and distortion (elin nation) of

(a)| (b (o)
Original 0,280 x3=280 0,280 x3=280(
q,=1/180 p,=180 0,=1/180 p4=180(

FIG . 8: Teleported sihouette w ith nite squeezing n a and b
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other parts. A galn, weak squeezing together w ith lJarge x3 lead to com plete distortion ofthe
teleported wave function.

F inally, we com pute the tekported wave fiinction when both Input states are not ideal.
ig. 8b shows that strong squeezing , = 280 10 x); , = 1=180( 1=10 p) and
probable outcomesp, = 180 1= ,);x3 = 280F ) together lead to a very good delity,
while Jarge in probable outcomesp, = 1800 10= ,);x3 = 2800 10 ) lad to signi cant

distortion, see F iy. c.

T he discussion of the physical m eaning of tekportation and the analysis of continuous
variables teleportation experim ent which we perform ed here provides an intuitive picture
of the process and helps to understand the e ect of various param eters on the delity of
teleportation. W e hope it w illbe usefiil for designing better teleportation experin ents.
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