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A bstract. W epresentan e�ectivem ethod ofcoherentstatesuperposition (catstate)generation

using singletrapped ion in a Paultrap.Them ethod isexperim entally feasibleforcoherentstates

with am plitude � � 2 using available technology. Itworksboth in and beyond the Lam b-D icke

regim e.

1. Introduction

O ne of the m ost inspiring aspects of quantum physics is the possibility of

generation a quantum superpositionsoftwo m ore m acroscopic,classically distin-

guishable,interferingstates.Thisideaisclosely related to thefam ousSchr�odinger

catparadox [1],wherethe catissetto bealive and dead with equalprobabilities

untilthem easurem entism ade.Thisstate isentangled to thedevicethatcan kill

thecat.In recentliteraturejustthesuperposition oftwo coherentstateswith a �

phasedi�erenceand a largeam plitudeinherited thenam e,and isreferred asa cat

state.A superposition ofm ore than two coherentstatesiscalled a kitten state.

Thecatandkitten stateshavebroughtalotofinterestofphysicistsduetom any

possible applications in quantum inform ation processing [2,3,4,5,6],quantum

teleportation [2,3],quantum nonlocality tests [7,8],generation and puri�cation

ofentangled coherent states [3],and quantum com putation and com m unication

[3,4,5,9]. Those statesare also very usefulforinvestigation ofthe decoherence

process[10,11].

So far,a superposition oftwo coherentstateshasbeen successfully generated
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forphonon m odesofa single trapped ion [10]and superconducting cavity [12].A

lotofe�orthasbeen m ade to investigate the possibility ofphoton coherentstate

superposition generation using K errnonlinearity [13,14].However,thenonlinear-

ity isfartoo sm allto ensurethee�ective m ethod ofthestate preparation.

Theaim ofthisarticleistofocuson thepossibilitiesofthecoherentstatesuper-

position generation,which areo�ered by thetrapped ionsin a Paultrap.Theion

trapshavegenerated a lotofinterestdueto theirpossibleapplicationsin quantum

inform ation theory [15]and quantum com putation [16].In di�erentexperim ents,

Fock num ber states [17],coherent states [18],vacuum squeezed states [19],and

Schr�odingercatstates[10]hasbeen realized.According to ourknowledge,neither

non-G aussian states(otherthan catstate)nora superposition ofm ore than two

coherentstateshave been observed so far.

The presented m ethod allows for the generation of two and m ore,eg. six,

coherentstatessuperposition.Itiscloselyrelated totheK errnonlinearinteraction.

Itisexperim entally feasible forcoherentstateswith the am plitude� � 2.

2. K err state

Letusbegin the discussion with a briefsum m ary ofa K errstate and a K err

m edium .

Theone-m odeK errstateresultsfrom an interaction ofacoherentstateoflight

j�iwith a third-order�(3) nonlinearm edium ,the K errm edium [20].Theoptical

�bersare thebestknown exam ple oftheK errm edium .

TheHam iltonian describingtheinteraction intheidealm edium ,withoutdam p-

ing and therm alnoise,isofthe following form

H = �h
�

2
a
y
a
y
aa; (1)

where a and ay are annihilation and creation operators ofthe light m ode. The

strength ofthem edium isgiven by thenonlinearconstant� = 8�2�h!2

�0n
4

0
(!)V

�(3),where

! isthe frequency ofthe injected lightbeam ,n0(!)isthe linearrefractive index

and V isthe volum e ofquantization.

Theone-m odeK errstateisan in�nitesuperposition ofdi�erentphoton num ber

states(Fock states)

j	 K (�)i= e
�

iH t

�h j�i= e
�

j�j
2

2

1X

n= 0

�n
p
n!
e
i
�

2
n(n�1)

jni: (2)

Itspropertiesarecharacterized by a dim ensionlessparam eter� = � �t,wheretis

a tim e thatthe lighthasspentin the �ber.

Although the statistics ofthe K err state is Poissonian,g(2)(�) = 1,this is a

squeezed state. Thisfactcan be easily observed from the evolution ofitselectric
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�eld quadratureuncertainties

(�X 1)
2 = 1+ 2�2

�

1� e
2�2(cos��1) + Refei�+ �

2(e2i��1 )
� e

2�2(ei��1 )
g

�

; (3)

(�X 2)
2 = 1+ 2�2

�

1� e
2�2(cos��1)

� Refei�+ �
2(e2i��1 )

� e
2�2(ei��1 )

g

�

; (4)

where X 1 = a + ay and X 2 = � i(a � ay) are am plitude and phase quadratures.

Depending on �,the quadraturesare squeezed alternately: the quantum uctua-

tionsin one quadrature are reduced below the vacuum level,1,atthe expense of

increased uctuationsin the otherone,see Fig.1. Ifnone ofthem issqueezed for

a given value of�,the squeezing willnotbe seen in the principalaxesdirections

but for quadratures at a certain angle. This fact corresponds to the rotation of

the errorcontourin the phasespace.

Fig.1: (Color online) The evolution ofthe am plitude and the phase quadrature

uncertainties,(�X 1)
2 (dark blue)and (�X 2)

2 (lightblue),for� = 1.The lineis

a reference value of1 obtained fora vacuum .

The K err state is a non-G aussian quantum state. This inform ation can be

obtained from itsW ignerphasespacefunction:ittakesthenegativevaluesand it

isnotrotationalsym m etric.TheW ignerfunction can becom puted and expressed

in two equivalentways

W (�;;�) =
2

�
e
�2jj2

e
�j�j 2

1X

q= 0

�

2��ei
�

2

�q

q!
e
�i

�

2
q2

�

1X

k= 0

�

2��e�i
�

2

�k

k!
e
i
�

2
k2
e
�j�j 2ei�(k�q)

; (5)

W (�;;�) =
2

�
e
2jj2

e
�j�j 2

1X

n;m = 0

1

(� 2)n+ m

�n

n!

��
m

m !

� e
i
�

2
[n(n�1)�m (m �1)] (@)

n
(@�)

m
e
�4jj2

:
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(6)

Fig.2:(Coloronline)TheW ignerfunction evaluated for� = 5.For� = 0:01 the

W ignerfunction isan ellipseand thestatebecom essqueezed -theleft�gure.The

W ignerfunction for� = 0:08 -the right�gure.Thenegativitiesappearand form

a tailofinterference fringes.

The exam ples ofthe W igner function evaluated for � = 5 and two values of

evolution param eter� = 0:01and � = 0:08aredepicted on Fig.2.Thedistribution

starting with a circularshapegenuineto a coherentstateturnsinto an ellipseand

the state becom es squeezed - the left �gure. It also shows that the K err state

approxim atesa one-m ode G aussian squeezed state for� ’ 0 very well.Then,the

ellipse is stretched into a banana shape -the right �gure. This plot reveals the

nonclassicality ofthestate:thenegativevaluesoftheW ignerfunction form a tail

ofinterference fringesfollowing the \m ain" partofthe\banana" distribution.

3. C at and kitten states

The evolution ofa coherent state in a K err m edium is periodic: the phase

factor in the K errstate (2) is a periodic function ofthe param eter �. Therefor,

we achieve the sam e state for� and � + 2�. M oreover,if� istaken asa fraction

ofthe period ofthe evolution,� = 2�R where R < 1 is a rationalnum ber,the

in�nite sum ofFock states breaks into a �nite sum ofcoherent states,allofthe

sam eam plitudebutdi�erentphases[21].Thise�ectisalso known asa fractional

revival[22].

Below wepresentthecatand kitten states-thesuperpositionsof2-6 coherent

states - and their W igner functions obtained from the K err state (2) for som e

speci�cvaluesof� and � = 2,Fig.3-5.
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Fig.3: (Coloronline)The W igner function evaluated for� = 2. The left�gure:

� = �

3
. The K err state becom es a superposition ofsix coherent states: j2ei

�

6 i,

j2ei
�

2 i, j2ei
5�

6 i, j2ei
7�

6 i, j2ei
3�

2 i, j2ei
11�

6 i. The right �gure: � = 2�

5
. The K err

state becom esa superposition of�vecoherentstates:j2i,j2ei
2�

5 i,j2ei
4�

5 i,j2ei
6�

5 i,

j2ei
8�

5 i.

Setting � = �

3
the K errstate becom esa superposition ofsix coherentstates

j	 K (� =
�

3
)i = c1j2e

i
�

6 i+ c2j2e
i
�

2 i+ c3j2e
i
5�

6 i

+ c2j2e
i
7�

6 i+ c1j2e
i
3�

2 i+ c4j2e
i
11�

6 i; (7)

with thefollowingcoe�cients:c 1 =
1

6

�

2+ 2i+ e�i
�

6 + e�i
2�

3

�

,c2 =
1

6

�

2� 2i+ ei
5�

6 + e�i
2�

3

�

,

c3 =
1

6

�

1+ i+ 2e�i
5�

6 + 2ei
2�

3

�

,c4 =
1

6

�

1� i+ 2ei
�

6 + 2ei
2�

3

�

.

W e have �vecoherentstatesfor� = 2�

5

j	 K (� =
2�

5
)i = c1j2i+ c2j2e

i
2�

5 i+ c3j2e
i
4�

5 i+ c2j2e
i
6�

5 i+ c1j2e
i
8�

5 i; (8)

wherec1 =
1

5

�

2+ 2ei
2�

5 + e�i
4�

5

�

,c2 =
1

5

�

2+ 2e�i
2�

5 + ei
4�

5

�

,c3 =
1

5

�

1+ 2ei
4�

5 + 2e�i
4�

5

�

.

For� = �

2
we have superposition offourstates

j	 K (� =
�

2
)i = c1j2e

i
�

4 i+ c2j2e
i
3�

4 i+ c1j2e
i
5�

4 i� c2j2e
i
7�

4 i; (9)

with c1 =
1

4

�

2+ e�i
�

4 + ei
3�

4

�

,c2 =
1

2
e�i

3�

4 .
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Fig.4: (Coloronline)The W igner function evaluated for� = 2. The left�gure:

� = �

2
. The K err state becom es a superposition offour coherent states: j2ei

�

4 i,

j2ei
3�

4 i,j2ei
5�

4 i,j2ei
7�

4 i. The right �gure: � = 2�

3
. The K err state becom es a

superposition ofthreecoherentstates:j2i,j2ei
2�

3 i,j2ei
4�

3 i.

Fig.5: (Coloronline)The W ignerfunction evaluated for� = 2 and � = �. The

K errstate becom esa superposition oftwo coherentstates:j2ei
�

2 i,j2ei
3�

2 i.

If� = 2�

3
the K errstate becom essuperposition ofthree states

j	 K (� =
2�

3
)i = c1j2i+ c2j2e

i
2�

3 i+ c1j2e
i
4�

3 i; (10)



[A uthor and title] 7

wherec1 =
1

3

�

2+ ei
2�

3

�

,c2 =
1

3

�

1+ 2e�i
2�

3

�

.

W e achieve the usualcat state,the superposition oftwo coherent states,for

� = �

j	 K (� = �)i =
1

2
(1� i)j2ei

�

2 i+
1

2
(1+ i)j2ei

3�

2 i: (11)

4. A pproxim ated cat and kitten state generation using ion traps

Allthe presented kitten states(7)-(11)can begenerated using currenttech-

nology available forthe ion trapsand already existing theoreticalschem esforan

ion arbitrary purestate preparation,ifthe am plitude ofthe coherentstate isnot

too large.

W e show that the sm allkitten states can be very wellapproxim ated by a

superposition of only few Fock states with appropriate chosen coe�cients. It

m eans that only a sm allnum berofFock states in Eq. (2) is ofrealsigni�cance

and the sum can be cuto� atsom e n = M . W e analyze the dependence ofthis

num berM on the initialcoherentstate am plitude �.

A m ethod ofpreparing an ion in a Paultrap [23]in a �nite superposition of

Fock stateswith arbitrary coe�cients

j	 (M )
iion =

MX

n= 0

cnjnijgi; (12)

has been proposed in [24,25]. In the above form ula jniis an ion m otionalFock

state,de�ned according to a harm onic oscillator potentialin the trap,M < 1 .

Thestatesjgiand jeiaretheion electronicground and excited states.Them ethod

isbased on applying a seriesoflaserpulsestuned to thecarrierfrequency and the

red sideband ofthe ion trap alternately. Itworksboth in and beyond the Lam b-

Dicke regim e.

Adjusting the tim e oflaserpulsesortheirRabifrequency we can obtain

cn =
1

q
P M

k= 0

j�j2k

k!

�n
p
n!
e
i
�

2
n(n�1)

: (13)

In thatcase we generate the approxim ated catstate applying 2M laserpulses

j	
(M )

K
(�)i= RM CM �1 � :::� C1R 1C0j0;gi: (14)

ThechoiceofthevalueM ofthecuto� in thesum (2)isbased on com parison

ofthe W ignerfunction com puted fordi�erentvaluesofM .O n Fig.6 wepresent

the W igner function evaluated for M = 10 and M = 30 for � = 2 and � = �

2
.

Pleasenote,thatthereisnosigni�cantdi�erencebetween theleftand right�gure.
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Fig.6: (Coloronline)The W ignerfunction evaluated for� = 2 and � = �

2
. The

left�gure:M = 10.Theright�gure:M = 30.

Fig.7:(Coloronline)TheW ignerfunction evaluated for� = 2,� = �

2
and M = 5.

W e have also checked thatM = 5 sim pli�esthe W igner function too m uch,Fig.

7.Therefor,weassum ethatj	
(10)

K
(�)iapproxim atesthecatstate for� = 2 good

enough,which m eansthat20 laserpulsesare required foritspreparation.

TheappropriatevalueofM isapproxim ately equaltothenum berofsigni�cant

num berofcoe�cientsin thesum (2).Below wepresenttheplotsofabsolutevalues
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ofcn,Eq.(13),asa function ofn for� = 1,� = 2 and � = 5.Thenum berofthe

laserpulsesrequired forthekitten statepreparation increaseswith them agnitude

oftheam plitude � fast.

2 4 6 8
n

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8
cn

2 4 6 8 10 12 14
n

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

cn

10 20 30 40 50
n

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4
cn

Fig.8:Theabsolute valuesofcn,Eq.(13),asa function ofn for� = 1 -the left

�gure,� = 2 -the m iddle�gureand � = 5 -theright�gure.

The value of the am plitude eg. � = 5 requires about 100 pulses and the

decoherence e�ects would have to be com pensated for during the preparation.

Such an am plitude also requireshighernum berstatesin Eq. (2)thathave to be

taken into account,which m eansdealing with higherexcitationsofion.

As an exam ple,we list below the set oflaser pulses param eters required for

approxim ated kitten state j	
(10)

K
(� = �

2
)iion for� = 2 generation.

Assum ing the carrier resonance Rabifrequency (for allpulses Ci) equalto


C = 1M Hz and the red sideband Rabifrequency (for allpulses R i) equalto


R = 100kHz,the duration tim esand phasesofpulsesareasfollows

R10: � = �; tR10 = 995�s; C 9: � = 0; tC9 = 2:89�s;

R9: � = 0:47; tR9 = 387�s; C 8: � = � 0:83; tC8 = 1:16�s;

R8: � = 7:23; tR8 = 351�s; C 7: � = 1:33; tC7 = 1:30�s;

R7: � = 4:26; tR7 = 435�s; C 6: � = 2:41; tC6 = 2:21�s;

R6: � = 5:00; tR6 = 474�s; C 5: � = � 0:05; tC5 = 1:60�s;

R5: � = 1:82; tR5 = 546�s; C 4: � = � 0:86; tC4 = 2:44�s;

R4: � = 2:21; tR4 = 550�s; C 3: � = � 2:97; tC3 = 1:92�s;

R3: � = � 1:30; tR3 = 745�s; C 2: � = � 3:93; tC2 = 2:84�s;

R2: � = � 0:95; tR2 = 813�s; C 1: � = � 0:09; tC1 = 2:84�s;

R1: � = 3:23; tR1 = 1370�s; C 0: � = � 4:19; tC0 = 1:04�s:

W e could also keep the duration tim e ofpulsesconstant,tC = tR = 1�s,and
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change theRabifrequenciesfrom pulseto pulse

R10 : � = �; 
R10 = 94:9M Hz; C 9: � = 0; 
C9 = 2:89M Hz;

R9: � = 0:47; 
R9 = 36:7M Hz; C 8: � = � 0:83; 
C8 = 1:16M Hz;

R8: � = 7:23; 
R8 = 33:1M Hz; C 7: � = 1:33; 
C7 = 1:30M Hz;

R7: � = 4:26; 
R7 = 40:7M Hz; C 6: � = 2:41; 
C6 = 2:21M Hz;

R6: � = 5:00; 
R6 = 43:9M Hz; C 5: � = � 0:05; 
C5 = 1:60M Hz;

R5: � = 1:82; 
R5 = 49:9M Hz; C 4: � = � 0:86; 
C4 = 2:44M Hz;

R4: � = 2:21; 
R4 = 49:1M Hz; C 3: � = � 2:97; 
C3 = 1:92M Hz;

R3: � = � 1:30; 
R3 = 64:5M Hz; C 2: � = � 3:93; 
C2 = 2:84M Hz;

R2: � = � 0:95; 
R2 = 66:4M Hz; C 1: � = � 0:09; 
C1 = 2:84M Hz;

R1: � = 3:23; 
R1 = 96:9M Hz; C 0: � = � 4:19; 
C0 = 1:04M Hz:

Thephaseswillnotchange.Asan initialstatewetakej�ini= (� 0:97+ 0:25i)j0;gi

and the Lam b-Dicke param eter� = 0:02.

5. C onclusion

In thispaperwehavepresented am ethod ofan e�ectiveapproxim ated coherent

superposition state generation fora single trapped ion in a Paultrap.

At�rst,theion isprepared in itsground state,both in m otionaland electronic

state. Then,step by step,the state is built up applying a series oflaser pulses

tuned to the carrierresonance and red sideband interaction alternately.

Fixing the am plitude ofthe coherentstate,we can approxim ate the catstate

arbitrary well,increasing the num berofapplied pulses.

The cat and kitten states with their am plitude � � 2 are very wellapprox-

im ated by a state which is available applying 20 laser pulses. The judgm ent is

based on a W ignerfunction com parison.
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