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A dialog with Asher Peres regarding the m eaning of quantum teleportation is

brie
y reviewed. The Braunstein-K im ble m ethod for teleportation oflight is ana-

lyzed in thelanguageofquantum wavefunctions.A pictorialexam pleofcontinuous

variable teleportation ispresented using com putersim ulation.

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

I,Lev Vaidm an,knew AsherPeressincethebeginning ofm y interestin theFoundations

ofQuantum M echanics.M ostly,wewere�ghting to provethattheinterpretationsofquan-

tum e�ectsadopted by each ofuswere better. Asherwasagainstthe usage by Aharonov

and m yselfofa quantum state evolving backwards in tim e [1,2,3,4]and contesting our

interpretation ofthe physicalm eaning of\weak m easurem ents" [5,6,7]. He objected to

the nam esIgave to m y proposalslike \cryptography with orthogonalstates" [8,9,10]or

\interaction-free m easurem ents"[11].Ourdisagreem entsdid notm ake ourinteractionsless

fruitful:weagreed aboutphysicalfactsand discussion oftheinterpretation only sharpened

our(atleastm ine)understanding ofvariousaspectsofthesee�ects.

Even the m ost basic disagreem ent,where Asher says: \Quantum m echanics needs no

interpretation"[12],and Iwrite thatthe m any-worldsinterpretation isby farthe bestway

toview quantum m echanics[13],isalsoessentially adisagreem entonly aboutnam es.Asher

explainshisview describingKathy,an experim entalphysicistswho,afterm akingaquantum

experim ent becom esa superposition ofa lady who ate a cake and a lady who ate a fruit.

Ashersaysthateven atthisstage,in principle,itisstillpossible to reverse the evolution

and com eback to thestatewhich wasbeforethequantum m easurem ent.Form e,thisstory

is a gedanken test ofthe m any-worlds interpretation. W e com pletely agree on the facts:

There isno such thing asthecollapse ofthequantum wave function.Iinterpretthisstory

assplitting and reunion (with thehelp ofsuper-technology)oftwo worlds,while Asher,to

avoid paradoxes,considersthisasan argum entin favoroftheapproach according to which

quantum m echanicsshould notbetaken asa description ofan objectivereality.

Them ain partofthispaperisdevoted to therenewed analysis,perform ed togetherwith

two m em bers ofthe quantum group ofTel-Aviv University,ofthe topic on which I and

Asher,in a way,collaborated:thisisthe issue ofteleportation.Iwasvery pleased to hear

from Asherthat�nally wecam etoan agreem ent.In thelaste-m ailIreceived from him two

weeksbefore he leftus,he recom m ended to the Jerusalem Reportto interview m e instead

ofhim (due to his health condition) aboutteleportation. In his paper \W hatis actually

teleported?" [14],Asherisjoking aboutthesuggestion ofCharlieBennettto citethe\weak

m easurem ents" ofAharonov and m yself,buthe m entions thatin anotherwork [15]there

areseedsoftheteleportation paper[16].

Indeed,Ihad the toolsto �nd the solution forthe teleportation problem . W hen Isaw
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theabstractofthissem inalpaperIim m ediately new how to do it(in m y way).Butittook

thegeniusofAsherand hiscollaboratorsto ask thequestion.Still,m y way ofteleportation

was usefultoo. I proposed a m ethod for two-way teleportation which is applicable also

forcontinuous variables[17]. The im portance ofthiswork becam e clearonly a few years

later,when Braunstein and Kim blefound a realisticway to im plem entthecontinuousvari-

ablesteleportation experim entusing squeezed light[18]. Thisexperim entwassuccessfully

accom plished in 1998 [19]and recently im proved [20].

Braunstein and Kim ble[18]described theirproposalin thelanguageofW ignerfunctions,

the com m on approach ofthe quantum opticscom m unity. Num erous analysis and further

experim ents since then m ostly continued to use the W ignerfunction form alism . Ibelieve

that the language ofquantum states has advantages in discussions ofthe Foundations of

Quantum m echanics,so itisofinterestto presenttheBraunstein-Kim bleexperim entin the

language ofquantum states. Section 3 isdevoted to thispurpose. In Section 4 the results

ofSection 4 aredem onstrated on a particularexam ple.Butbeforethis,Icannotresistthe

tem ptation to continuetheinterpretation dialoguewith Asher.

II. W H AT IS A C T U A LLY T ELEP O RT ED ?

In the fram ework ofclassicalphysics,teleportation,de�ned as e.g. \theoreticaltrans-

portation ofm atterthrough space by converting itinto energy and then reconverting itat

theterm inalpoint," thequotation from Asher’sdictionary (W ebster),isobviously a science

�ction concept. M assive objects,\m atter" cannot\jum p" from one place to another.The

de�nition in TheOxford Dictionary

teleportation.Psychicsand Science Fiction.Theconveyance ofpersons(esp.

ofoneself)orthingsby psychic power;also in futuristicdescription,apparently

instantaneoustransportation ofpersons,etc.,acrossspaceby advanced techno-

logicalm eans.

sounds equally im possible for im plem entation. However,quantum theory m akes it m ore

plausible. According to quantum theory, allelem entary particles of the sam e kind are

identical. There is no di�erence between the electrons in m y body and the electrons in

a rock on the m oon. Thus, what de�nes a particular person is not a collection ofthe

elem entary particles he ism ade of,butthe quantum state ofthese particles. IfIwant to

m ove to the m oon,Ineed notm ove m y electrons,protons,etc. to the m oon. Itisenough

to reconstructthequantum stateofthesam eparticlesthere.From m y pointofview,Iam

thequantum state,socreation ofthisquantum stateon them oon ism y teleportation tothe

m oon.Com parethisview with Asher’sreply when hewasasked by a newsm an,whetherit

waspossibleto teleportnotonly thebody butalso thesoul:\only thesoul."

In thisapproach,teleportation soundsastrivialasa FAX m achine,butitisnot.There

are two reasons why itseem s im possible. First,it is im possible to m easure (to scan) the

quantum state.Second,theam ountofinform ation needed to specify a quantum stateeven

ofasm allobjectissohugethatitisnotfeasibletotransm ititin areasonabletim e.Thedual

channelofquantum teleportation doesthe trick: the quantum state isteleported without

being scanned. The quantum channelconsists ofentangled pairs ofelem entary particles,

as m any as we need for the object to be teleported. Originally,at the rem ote location

there isa m ixture ofdi�erentstatesin which probability forany state isthe sam e. Then,
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FIG .1:TheBraunstein-K im ble Teleportation schem e

localjointm easurem entperform ed on the system to be teleported togetherwith the local

part ofthe quantum channelspeci�es the particular decom position ofthe m ixture in the

rem ote location with relatively sm allnum berofstates.Finally,the only inform ation to be

transm itted isthe num berofthe\actual" statein them ixture.In m y view,[21],the local

m easurem entcreatesnum erousworldswith theteleported quantum statewhich isdeform ed

in variousways. The �nalstage ofteleportation isthe correction ofthe deform ation such

thatin allworldsthe�nalstateoftherem otesystem istheinitialstateofthelocalsystem .

Clearly,Asher would not join m e considering m yselfas an (unknown) quantum state.

Forhim ,a quantum stateisjusttheknowledge ofthepreparer[22]:

A state vector is not a property ofa physicalsystem (nor ofan ensem ble

ofsystem s). ... Rather,a state vectorrepresents a procedure forpreparing or

testing oneorm orephysicalsystem s.

Then,thecorrection isreally notthatim portant:thepreparerknowsthatIam teleported

in a particulardeform ed way.The\deform ed m e" is,probably,nota living creatureatall,

so Itend notto acceptAsher’sapproach.But,sinceweareboth surethatnow and in any

foreseeablefuture,a realisticteleportation experim entwith peopleisa science�ction story,

thisdisagreem entisirrelevant.

III. W AV E FU N C T IO N D ESC R IP T IO N O F T H E B R A U N ST EIN -K IM B LE

SC H EM E

In theirsem inalpaperon theim plem entation ofcontinuousteleportation with squeezed

light[18],Braunstein and Kim ble had used the W ignerrepresentation. In thissection,we

explain theirm ethod using wavefunctions.

Figure1isaschem aticrepresentation oftheexperim entalsetup envisioned byBraunstein

andKim ble.The(singlem ode)stateofthebeam incidenton the\inport"istobeteleported
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FIG .2:Beam Splitter

to the\outport".To thisend,a highly squeezed two-m odestateisused (which leavesthe

source m arked \EPR").Onehalfofthe \EPR-pair" iscom bined via a 50-50 beam splitter

with the \in" beam and the two resulting beam sare m easured using hom odyne detectors

D x and D p m easuring x and p appropriately. The resultsofthese m easurem ents are then

used to im plem entcorrectionson theother(rem ote)halfoftheEPR pairwhich leaveitin

a statewhich closely approxim atestheinputstate.

Forsim plicity,we willconsiderthe (asym m etric)50-50 beam splitters(see Fig.2)which

acton singlephotonsin thefollowing way:

j1i7!
j3i+ j4i
p
2

; j2i7!
j4i� j3i
p
2

: (1)

If the incident beam s in ports 1 and 2 are described by the quadrature-wave function

	(x 1;x2),then thebeam splitterdescribed by (1)leadsto thetransform ation [23]:


(x 1;x2)7! 


 

x4 + x3
p
2

;
x4 � x3
p
2

!

: (2)

W estartwith theinitialstate (x1)forthequadrature-wavefunction oftheinputbeam ,

�(x2;x5)forthatofthe(approxim ate)EPR-pair(thequantum channel)and initial\ready"

statesoftwo m easuring devices:

j	i=

Z

 (x1)jx1idx1

Z

�(x2;x5)jx2ijx5idx2dx5 jreadyiM D 1
jreadyi

M D 2
: (3)

Using Eq.(2),wehaveforthetotalstateaftertheaction ofthebeam splitter:

Z

 

 

x4 + x3
p
2

!

�

 

x4 � x3
p
2

;x5

!

jx3ijx4ijx5idx3dx4dx5jreadyiM D 1
jreadyi

M D 2
: (4)

Atthisstage,x3 and p4 arem easured and theappropriatecorrection isapplied to thestate

ofthe variable x5. The wave function in the x representation isshifted by
p
2x3,and the

wave function in the p representation isshifted by
p
2p4. Atthisstage ofouranalysiswe

willnotintroducethe\collapse" ofthequantum m easurem ent,butcontinueto includethe

m easuring device in thedescription ofthetotalstate.The shiftin x leadsto thefollowing

transform ation:

Z

 

 

x4 + x3
p
2

!

�

 

x4 � x3
p
2

;x5 �
2x3
p
2

!

jx3ijx3iM D 1
jx4ijx5idx3dx4dx5jreadyiM D 2

: (5)
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To seethee�ectoftheshiftin p,weapply a Fouriertransform in x4 and then m ultiply the

function ofx5 by e
i
p

2x5p4:

Z
e� i(x4�

p

2x5)p4

p
2�

 

 

x4 + x3
p
2

!

�

 

x4 � x3
p
2

;x5 �
2x3
p
2

!

jx3ijx3iM D 1
jp4ijp4iM D 2

jx5idx3dx4dx5dp4

(6)

In thelim iting casethean idealEPR pair,

�(x2;x5)= �(x2 � x5); (7)

and thestate(6),aftertheintegration on x4,hastheform :

Z
eix3p4
p
2�

jx3ijp4ijx3iM D 1
jp4iM D 2

dx3dp4

Z

 (x5)jx5idx5: (8)

Thus,we have the desired teleportation ofthe wave function from m ode 1 to m ode 5. Of

course,no inform ation abouttheteleported staterem ainsin them easuring devices.

In the process,we assum ed idealhom odyne detectors and an idealEPR source. The

m ajordi�culty isthe creation ofthe EPR source. An approxim ate EPR state isobtained

by shining beam s ofsqueezed light on a beam splitter (Fig.1). The lightin input m ode a

should behighly squeezed in thex quadratureand thelighton theinputm odebshould be

highly squeezed in p.Theinputbeam sarewellapproxim ated by Gaussians:

1

�
1

4

p
�a

e
�

x
2
a

2�
2
a ;

1

�
1

4

p
�b

e
�

x
2

b

2�
2

b ; (9)

where�a isvery sm alland �b isvery large.W ewillrequire:

�a � 1=jp1j; �b � jx1j: (10)

forallprobable valuesofx1; p1. Forinputbeam s(9),instead ofthe idealEPR state we

willget

�(x2;x5)=
1

p
��a�b

e
� (

x2� x5

2�a
)2

e
� (

x2+ x5

2�
b

)2

: (11)

In order to get a feelfor the distortion during the teleportation,we willconsider two

separatecases:onein which only thesqueezed lightin porta isnotidealand onein which

only thesqueezed lightin bisnotideal.In the�rstcase

�(x2;x5)=
1

�1=4
p
�a
e
� (

x2� x5

2�a
)2

: (12)

Then,the�nalstateoftheteleportation procedure(up to norm alization)obtainstheform :

Z

e
ix3p4e

�(
x5� v

2�a
)
2

e
� i
p

2p4(v� x5) (v)jx3ijp4ijx5ijx3iM D 1
jp4iM D 2

dx3dp4dx5dv: (13)

Now,thereisa partialentanglem entbetween thesystem with theteleported stateand the

m easuring devices.Letuslook ata particularoutcom eofthe m easurem entin m ode4,p4.

Thiselim inatestheentanglem ent.Then,the�nalteleported state(up to norm alization)is:

 tel(x5)=

Z

e
� i
p

2p4(v� x5)e
�(

x5� v

2�a
)
2

 (v)dv: (14)
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This is just a convolution ofthe input function with a (real) Gaussian m ultiplied by an

(im aginary)exponent. Ifthe Gaussian isnarrow and we can neglectthe distortion due to

theexponent,theconvolution yieldsapproxim ately theinputwavefunction,i.e.,weobtain

teleportation with good �delity.

The distortion due to the exponentdependson the value ofp4.In orderto estim ate it,

we can write an operatorequation sim ilarto those thatappearin the originalcontinuous

teleportation paper[17]:

p4 =
p1
p
2
+
pa + pb

2
; (15)

wherep1 isthe‘m om entum ’oftheinputm odeand pa and pb arethe‘m om enta’oftheinput

m odesoftheEPR source.Forourinputstatewehave:

hpai= 0; �p a = 1=�a; pb = 0: (16)

Taking into account the �rstofthe requirem ents (10),we see thatforprobable outcom es

ofthe m easurem entofp4,jp4j<�
1

�a
. Since we considera narrow Gaussian such that (x)

isnearly constanton an intervaloflength �a,the exponentdoesnotlead to a signi�cant

distortion and weobtain:

 tel(x5)’  (x5): (17)

In theothercasewehad m entioned above,nam ely thatonly thesqueezing in m odebis

notideal,the‘EPR’stateisgiven by:

�(x2;x5)= �(x2 � x5)
e
�

�
x2+ x5

2�
b

�
2

�1=4
p
�b

: (18)

The�nalstateaftertheteleportation procedureisnow (up to norm alization):

Z

e
ix3p4e

�

�
x5�

p

2x3

�
b

�
2

 (x5)jx3ijx3iM D 1
jp4ijp4iM D 2

jx5idx3dp4dx5: (19)

Again,thereisa partialentanglem entbetween thesystem with theteleported stateand the

m easuring devices.Letuslook ata particularoutcom eofthem easurem entin m ode3,x3.

Thiselim inatestheentanglem ent.Then,the�nalteleported state(up to norm alization)is:

 tel(x5)=  (x5)e
�

�
x5�

p

2x3

�
b

�
2

: (20)

Forthe distortion to besm all,we need theGaussian to beapproxim ately constantover

the intervalwhere j jis signi�cant. Letus denote the length ofthis intervalby lwhich,

according to oursecond choicein (10),ism uch sm allerthan �b.Thecondition isthen:

x3 � �
2

b=l: (21)

To estim atetherangeoftheoutcom esofm easurem entresultsofx3,wecan write(com pare

with (15)):

x3 =
x1
p
2
+
xa + xb

2
: (22)
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In thiscase,theinputstateoftheEPR sourceischaracterized by

xa = 0; hxbi= 0; �x b = �b; (23)

which togetherwith (10),ensuresthatcondition forgood �delity teleportation (21)issat-

is�ed.

W ehaveseen two caseswheresim pleestim ation ofteleportation distortion waspossible:

in one case the operation was essentially convolution with a narrow Gaussian,and in the

othercase the operation wasessentially m ultiplication by a wide Gaussian. Note,thatwe

could considertheprocessofteleportation in thep representation and then we would have

thesam eexplanations,butm ultiplication in the�rstcaseand convolution in thesecond.

W ehaveshown thateitherofthechoices

�a � 1=jp1j;�b = 1 or �a = 0;�b � jx1j (24)

ensuresthatthe distortion shallbe sm all. In a realexperim ent,both inputbeam sforthe

EPR sourceexhibit,ofcourse,�nitesqueezing (9).Then,wecan seefrom (6)thatthe�nal

stateoftheteleportation procedure(up to norm alization)is:

Z

e
ix3p4e

�(
x5� v

2�a
)
2

e
�

�
x5+ v�

p

2x3

2�
b

�
2

e
� i
p

2(v� x5)p4 (v)jx3ijx3iM D 1
jp4ijp4iM D 2

jx5idx3dp4dx5dv

(25)

Given particularoutcom esofthem easurem entsofp4 and x3,the�nalteleported state(25)

(up to norm alization)is:

 tel(x5)=

Z

e
�(

x5� v

2�a
)
2

e
�

�
x5+ v�

p

2x3

2�
b

�
2

e
� i
p

2(v� x5)p4 (v)dv: (26)

Theanalysisofthisexpression ism orecom plicated,butcondition (10)issu�cienttoensure

thatthe function willbe teleported with little distortion,aswillbe seen in the com puter

sim ulation presented in thefollowing section.

IV . A N U M ER IC A L SIM U LAT IO N

In thissection we show num erically the im pactofeach param eterin the teleportation.

W e use as our input wave function the silhouette ofa wom an Fig.(3). W e would like to

stressthatthe choice ofa hum an �gure isintended to aid in the visualassessm ent ofthe

distortion and isnot,ofcourse,supposed tosuggestthatteleportation ofhum ansisfeasible.

Thecharacteristicsofthespatialwavefunction are:

hx1i= 50; �x 1 = 28; l= 100; (27)

where we have chosen unitssuch that�h = 1. Then,the com putercalculationsshow that

thecharacteristicsofthewavefunction in m om entum spaceare:

hp1i= 0; �p 1 = 18: (28)

First,weconsiderthecaseofin�nitesqueezing in portband �nitesqueezing in porta.In

Fig.4a weshow theresultsofthesim ulation forstrong squeezing,�a = 1=180(= 1=10�p 1)
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FIG .3:Theoriginalwave function  (x1).

and a probable outcom e ofthe m easurem ent ofthe m om entum in m ode 4,p4 = 180(=

1=�a). Fig. 4b showsthe results forthe sam e strong squeezing,buta rare large outcom e

ofthe m easurem ent ofthe m om entum ,p4 = 1800(= 10=�a). Fig. 4c shows the results

forweak squeezing,�a = 1=5:4(= 1=0:3�p 1)and probable outcom e ofthe m easurem entof

the m om entum p4 = 2:7(= 0:5=�a). Finally,Fig. 4d showsthe resultsforweak squeezing,

�a = 1=5:4(= 1=0:3�p 1) and rare large outcom e ofthe m easurem ent ofthe m om entum ,

p4 = 10:8(= 2=�a).

W e see in Fig. 4a thatwith strong squeezing and nottoo large a value ofp4,the wave

function isteleported withoutsigni�cantdistortion.Fig.4b showsthatforstrongsqueezing,

but an im probable large value ofp4 leads to distortion ofthe regions which require large

m om enta. Fig. 4c showsthatweak squeezing causessm oothing outofsm alldetailsofthe

p4
a

σ =1/180
=180 p4

a
σ =1/180

=1800 p4
a

σ =1/5.4
=2.7 p4

a
σ =1/5.4

=21.6

(a) (b) (c) (d)

FIG .4:Teleported silhouette with �nitesqueezing in a and idealsqueezing in b
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FIG .5: The function  (v) and (the realpart ofthe) convolution kernelofEq. (29)(x5 = 30)

corresponding to Fig. 4c. O n the left isthe scale ofthe wave function and on the right,thatof

the kernel.

wavefunction and largep4 and weak squeezing lead to com pletedistortion oftheteleported

wavefunction.

Letusanalyze,forexam ple,sm oothingoutofsm alldetailsofthewavefunction which we

have seen in Fig.4c.The teleported wave function isgiven by theconvolution (14)which,

with theparam eters1=�a = 5:4 p4 = 2:7 ,reads:

 tel(x5)=

Z

e
� i3:8(v� x5)e

�(
x5� v

0:37
)
2

 (v)dv: (29)

In Fig. 5 we draw the term softhe convolution (29). The graph showsonly the realpart.

Theim aginary partisan orderofm agnitudesm allerthen therealpart.Them ultiplication

oftheGaussian by theexponenthassm alle�ect,sincethewidth oftheGaussian issm aller

than m ostdetailsofthewave function  (v).Thus,theresultoftheconvolution iscloseto

theoriginalwave function,yetsom edetailsdo disappear,likethem outh.

The second case is in�nite squeezing in port a and �nite squeezing in port b. In Fig.

σ =280
x =2803

b x3 =2800
σ =280

b

x3 =4.2
σ =8.4

b

x3 =33
σ =8.4

b

(a) (b) (c) (d)

FIG .6:Teleported silhouette with �nitesqueezing in band idealsqueezing in a
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FIG .7:Thefunction  (v)and theG aussian which aretheterm softheproduct(30)corresponding

to Fig.6a.O n theleftisthe scale ofthewave function and on theright,thatoftheG aussian.

6a we show the results ofthe sim ulation for strong squeezing, �b = 280(= 10�x) and

a probable outcom e ofthe m easurem ent ofposition,x3 = 280(= �b). Fig 6b shows the

resultsforthesam egood squeezing,butrarelargeoutcom eofthem easurem entofposition,

x3 = 2800(= 10�b). Fig. 6c showsthe resultsforweak squeezing,�b = 8:4(= 0:3�x)and

probable outcom e ofthe m easurem ent ofposition x3 = 4:2(= 0:5�b). Fig. 6d shows the

results for weak squeezing,�b = 8:4 and rare large outcom e ofthe m easurem ent ofthe

m om entum ,x3 = 33(= 4�b).

W e see in Fig. 6a thatwith strong squeezing and nottoo large a value ofx3,the wave

function isteleported without signi�cantdistortion. Itisthe product(20)ofthe original

function with a wideGaussian,which fortheaboveparam etersreads:

 tel(x5)=  (x5)e
�(

x5+ 400

280
)
2

: (30)

Fig. 7 shows the wave function and the Gaussian ofthe product (30). W e can see that

the Gaussian isnearly constant overthe supportofthe wave function,thus causing little

distortion.

Fig.6b showsthatstrong squeezing,butim probablelargevalueofx3 lead to distortion

ofthe relative am plitude. Fig. 6c showsthatweak squeezing and sm allx3 yield relatively

faithfulteleportation ofa sm allpart ofthe wave function and distortion (elim ination) of

σ =280b

aσ =1/180
x3
p4

=280
=180

(b)

σ =280b

aσ =1/180 p4

=2800x3
=1800

(c)

Original

(a)

FIG .8:Teleported silhouette with �nite squeezing in a and b
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otherparts.Again,weak squeezing togetherwith largex3 lead to com pletedistortion ofthe

teleported wave function.

Finally,we com pute the teleported wave function when both inputstatesare notideal.

Fig. 8b shows that strong squeezing �b = 280(= 10�x); � a = 1=180(= 1=10�p) and

probable outcom esp4 = 180(= 1=�a);x3 = 280(= �b)togetherlead to a very good �delity,

whilelargeim probableoutcom esp4 = 1800(= 10=�a);x3 = 2800(= 10�b)lead to signi�cant

distortion,seeFig.8c.

The discussion ofthe physicalm eaning ofteleportation and the analysis ofcontinuous

variables teleportation experim ent which we perform ed here provides an intuitive picture

ofthe process and helps to understand the e�ect ofvarious param eters on the �delity of

teleportation.W ehopeitwillbeusefulfordesigning betterteleportation experim ents.
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