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C oherent control in a decoherence-free subspace of a collective m ulti-level system

M .Ki ner, J. Evers, and C. H. Keitel
M ax-P lanck-Institut fur K emphysik, Saupfercheckweg 1, 69117 Heidelery, G em any

D ecoherence-free subspaces D FS) in system s of dipoledipole interacting m ultidevel atom s are
Investigated theoretically. It is shown that the collective state space oftwo dipole-dipole interacting
fourdevel atom s contains a urdin ensional DFS.W e describe a m ethod that allow s to populate
the antisym m etric states of the DF S by m eans of a Jaser eld, w ithout the need ofa eld gradient

between the two atom s.

W e identify these antisymm etric states as long-lived entangled states.

Further, we show that any sihglequbit operation between two states ofthe DF S can be induced by
means of a m icrowave eld. Typical operation tin es of these qubit rotations can be signi cantly

shorter than for a nuclear spin system .

PACS numbers: 03.67Pp, 03.67M n, 4250 Fx

I. NTRODUCTION

The eldsofquantum com putation and quantum infor-
m ation processing have attracted a lot ofattention due to
their prom ising applications such as the speedup of clas—
sicalcom putations [1,12,/3]. A Tthough the physicalin ple—
m entation of basic quantum nform ation processors has
been achieved recently (], the realization ofpow erfiland
useable devices is stilla challenging and as yet unresolved
problem . A maprdi culty arises from the interaction of
a quantum system w ih its environm ent, which leads to
decoherence [5,1€]. O ne possible solution to this problem
is provided by the concept of decoherence-free subspaces
OFS) [7,18,19,110,111,[12]. Under certain conditions, a
subspace of a physical system is decoupled from its en—
vironm ent such that the dynam ics w thin this subspace
ispurely unitary. E xperin ental realizations ofD F'S have
been achieved w ith photons [13,/14,115,/1€¢] and in nuclear
soin system s [17,118,119]. A deooherence-free quantum
m em ory for one qubit has been realized experim entally
w ith two trapped ions RJ,121].

T he physical in plem entation of m ost quantum com —
putation and quantum inform ation schem es involves the
generation of entanglem ent and the realization of quan-—
tum gates. It has been shown that dipoledipol inter-
acting system s are both a resource for entanglem ent and
suitable candidates for the im plem entation of gate oper—
ations between two qubits R2, 123, 124, 125, 12€, 127, 128].
T he creation ofentanglem ent In collective two-atom sys—
tem s isdiscussed In 22,123]. Severalschem es em ploy the
dipole-dipole nduced energy shifts of collective states to
realize quantum gates, or exam ple, in system s of two
atom s 24, 125, 126, [271] or quantum dots RE]. In or-
der to ensure that the lnduced dynam ics is fast as com —
pared to decoherence processes, the dipole-dipole inter-
action must be strong, and thus the distance between
the particlesm ust be an all. O n the otherhand, it iswell
known that a system of particles which are closer to—
gether than the relevant transition wavelength displays
collective states which are In m une against spontaneous
em ission 23,129,130,131,132]. T he space spanned by these
subradiant states is an exampl for a DFS, and hence

the question arises whether qubits and gate operations
enabled by the coherent part of the dipoledipole inter—
action can be embedded into this DFS. In the sinple
m odel of a pair of interacting two-level system s, there
exists only a single subradiant state. Larger DF'S which
are suitable for the storage and processing of quantum

Infom ation can be found, eg., In system s ofm any two—
level system s [33,134].

Here, we pursue a di erent approach and consider a
pair of dipoledipole Interacting multidevel atom s [see
Fig.[0l. T he level schem e of each of the atom s ism odeled
by a Sg $ P; transition that can be fund, eg., ih *°Ca
atom s. The excited state multiplet P; consists of three
Zeam an sublevels, and the ground state is a Sy singlet
state. W e consider arbitrary geom etrical alignm ents of
the atom s, ie. the length and ordentation of the vector
R oonnecting the atom s can be freely adjusted. In this
case, all Zeem an sublevels of the atom ic m ultiplets have
to be taken into account [B35]. Experin ental studies of
such system s have becom e feasble recently [3€,137,138].

A s our main resuls, we dem onstrate that the state
space of the two atom s contains a 4-din ensionalDF' S if
the Interatom ic distance R approaches zero. A careful
analysis ofboth the coherent and the incoherent dynam —
ics reveals that the antisym m etric states ofthe DFS can
bepopulated w ith a lJaser eld, and that coherent dynam —
ics can be induced w ithin the DF'S via an extemal static
m agnetic or a radio-frequency eld. Finally, it is shown
that the system can be prepared in long-lived entangled
states.

M ore speci cally, allfeatures ofthe collective tw o-atom
system w ill be derived from the m aster equation for the
two atom s which we discuss in Sec.[II. To set the stage,
we prove the existence of the 4-dim ensionalDF'S in the
case of sm all interatom ic distance R in Sec.[II.

Subsequent sections of this paper address the question
whether this DFS can be em ployed to store and pro—
cess quantum Informm ation. In a  rst step, we provide a
detailed analysis of the coherent and incoherent system
dynam ics (Sec.[IV]). T he eigenstates and energies in the
case where the Zeam an splitting  of the excited states
vanishes are presented in Sec.[I Al. In Sec.[[V Bl, we cal-
culate the decay rates of the collective two-atom states
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which are form ed by the coherent part of the dipole-
dipole Interaction. It is show n that spontaneousem ission
In the DF'S is strongly suppressed if the distance between
the atom s is an all as com pared to the wavelength of the
So $ P; transition. The full energy spectrum in the
presence ofa m agnetic eld is investigated in Sec[IV Cl.

The DFS is com prised of the collective ground state
and three antisym m etric collective states. In Sec.[], we
show that the antisym m etric states can be populated se—
kctively by m eans of an extemal laser eld. The proba—
bility to ndthesystem in a (oure) antisym m etric state is
1/4 In steady state. In particular, the describbed m ethod
does not require a eld gradient between the position of
the two atom s.

W e then address coherent control wihin the DFS,
and dem onstrate that the coherent tin e evolution oftwo
states In the DF'S can be controlled via the Zeem an split—
ting of the excited states and therefore by m eans of
an exteralm agnetic el (Seci/J). Both static m ag—
netic elds and radio-frequency RF) elds are consid-
ered. The tin e evolution of the two states is visualized
In the B Ioch sphere picture. W hile a staticm agnetic eld
can only nduce a lim ited dynam ics, any sihgle-qubit op—
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FIG.1l: (@) The system under consideration is com prised of
two atom s that are located at r; and r,, respectively. The
relative position R = r, r; ofatom 2 with respect to atom

1 is expressed in tem s of spherical coordinates. (o) Intemal
Jevel structure of atom 2 f1;2g. The ground state of each
of the atom s is a Sy state, and the three excited levels are
Zeem an sublevelsofaP; triplt. Thestatesijl i, R iand B i
correspond to the m agnetic quantum numbersm = 1;0
and 1, respectively. T he frequency splitting ofthe upper kevels
isdenotedby = 1!3 !, =1, !;,where~!; isthe energy
of state 3 1.

eration can be perform ed by an RF  eld.

In Sec.[V 11, w e detem ine the degree ofentanglem ent of
the sym m etric and antisym m etric collective states w hich
are om ed by the coherent part of the dipole-dipole n—
teraction. W e em ploy the concurrence as a m easure of
entanglem ent and show that the sym m etric and antisym —
m etric states are entangled. T he degree of entanglem ent
of the collective states is the sam e as in the case oftwo
two-level atom s. But in contrast to a pair of two-level
atom s, the symm etric and antisym m etric states of our
system are notm axim ally entangled.

A brief summ ary and discussion of our resuls is pro—
vided in Sec.[V ITJ.

II. EQUATION OF MOTION

In the absence of laser elds, the system Ham ittonian
is given by

H=Ha+Hp + Hyacs @)
w here
3 w2
_ NX X La(laO)
Ha = iS54°S; T
=1 =1
X
Hp = ~1ya) axs
ks
1 A @)
Hyae = d  E@) d E@): @)

In these equations, H , describes the free evolution ofthe
two identical atom s, ~!; is the energy of state i i and
we choose ~!, = 0. The raisihg and lowering operators
onthe # 1$ ij itransition ofatom are i2 £f1;2;3qg)

s{,)=4i¥ j and s/'=H ini j: @)
Hr isthe Ham iltonian of the unperturbed vacuum eld
and H 5. describes the interaction of the atom w ith the

vacuum modes In dipole approxim ation. The electric
eld opeJ:atorEA isde ned as
~ X i ~!k i
EE=1 ws€F B+ H oo @)

"
‘s 2"V

where axg (ai s) are the annihilation (creation) opera—
tors that correspond to a eld m ode w ith wave vector
k, polarization s and frequency !y, and V denotes the
quantization volim e. W e determm ne the electricdipolk
m om ent operator of atom via the W igner¥ ckart the—
oram [39] and arrive at



w here the dipole m om ents d; = hijfjﬁli are given by

di=D %) do= De;;
. . ©)
d;= D ) )= sstex  ig);

and D is the reduced dipole m atrix elem ent. Note that
the dipole mom ents d; do not depend on the index
since we assum ed that the atom s are identical.

W ith the totalHam iltonian H in Eq. [1) we derive a
m aster equation for the reduced atom ic density opera-—
tor $. An involved calculation that em ploys the Bom-—
M arkov approxin ation yields 29,135,140, 141]

o i o i [ o
@3 = :[HA;G] i[H 51+ L % (7)

The ooherent evolution of the atom ic states is deter—
mined by Hp + H , where Hy is de ned in Eq. [@).
The Ham iltonian H arises from the vacuum -m ediated
dipoledipole interaction between the two atom s and is
given by

x> n (2) o @) ©
H = ~ 15,8, + He

i=1

n 2 1 1 2 ©

~ 1 8PP+ s+ H.

n o
2 1 1 2

~ 5 8PsM+sMs® +me.

n o
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~ 32 S5,.8, + S35,8S, + He.o @ (8)

Thecoe cients ;5 causean energy shift ofthe collective
atom ic levels (see Sec.[IV]) and arede ned as|35,40,141]

lh R i
i5== dj Re()d, )

J

$ $
Here is a tensor whose com ponents ; for k;1 2
£1;2;3g are given by

$ k3 1 i 1

klcR)=4"0 kl _+_2 3
RxR; 1 31 3 5
=t 3 € o

R denotesthe relative coordinatesofatom 2 w ith respect
toatom 1 (seeFig.d),and = kR . In the derivation of
Eq. [I0), the three transition frequencies !1, !, and !5
havebeen approxin ated by theirm ean value ! = kg (c:
speed of light). This is justi ed since the Zeem an split—
ting is snallas com pared to the resonance frequencies
;. Fori= j, the coupling constants in Eq. [d) account
for the coherent interaction betw een a dipole ofone ofthe
atom s and the corresponding dipole of the other atom .
Since the 3 dipoles ofthe systam depicted in Fig.[dp) are
mutually orthogonal [see Eq. [@)], thetem s 5 ris j
re ect the interaction between orthogonaldipoles of dif-
ferent atom s. T he physical origin of these cross-coupling
term s has been explained in [40].

Thelastterm nEq. [@) accounts for spontaneousem is—
sion and reads

X2 x3
L &= s0gey agligl)  5ellog ()
° 1 Vi+ Pi ° ON i+ Vi S
=1li=1
X3 n o
2 1 2 1 1 2
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T he totaldecay rate of the exited state ji ofeach ofthe
atom s is given by 2 ;, where

1 29:%!13
i —_——= 12
1 . 3o d2)

and we agaln emplyed the approximation !; o«
The collective decay rates i3 result from the vacuum -
m ediated dipole-dipole coupling between the two atom s
and are determ ined by

h i

1
== dTm()d,

: a3)

ij
The param eters ;; arise from the interaction between a
dipole of one of the atom s and the corresponding dipole
ofthe other atom , and the cross-decay rates ;5 forié j
origihate from the interaction betw een orthogonaldipoles
ofdi erent atom s|4Q].

In order to evaluate the expressions for the various
couplingtem s 35 and thedecay rates i35 n Egs. [9) and
[13), we express the relative position ofthe two atom s in
spherical coordinates (see F ig.[l),

R =R (sin ©os ;sh sin ;cos ): 14)
Together w ith Egs. [I0) and [d) we obtain
3 2 L2 2i
31 = 13 3 cos 3 sn sih® e ;
11=3F 32 1+ ? 3 cos2 cos
1+ 3cos2 )sin ];

21 = 200t qe;
22= 11 Qoof 1) s1e™
32 = 217 3= 117 15)



and the ocollective decay rates are found to be

3 )
2= 735 ~ 3sh +3 cos sh® e
n=333 37 1+ 7 3c0s2 sin
+ @1+ 3cos2 )cos ];
P i
21 = 2cot 3@
22 = 11 @ cot 1) 51t ;
32 = 217 33= 11 16)

The coupling tetm s  11; 31 and the collective decay
rates 11; 31 are shown in Fig.[2d as a fiinction of the
Interatom ic distance R .

F inally, we consider the case where the two atom s are
driven by an extemallaser eld,

_ ik r ilpt
Ep = Exex + Eyeyle™ e 7F

+ cc.; a7)

where E;, E;, and ey, e, denote the eld am plitudes
and polarization vectors, respectively, ! isthe laser fre—
quency and c.c. stands for the com plex conjigate. The

wave vector k;, = kpe, of the laser eld points In the
positive z-direction. In the presence ofthe laser eld and
In a fram e rotating w ith the laser frequency, the m aster
equation [7) becom es

Q%= &HL + H ;%] i_[H %1+ L % (18)

In this equation, H, is the transform ed H am ittonian of
the free atom ic evolution,

X3 x?
a9

Thedetuningsw ith the state jiiare abeledby ;= !
'y @2 £1;2;3g),andwehave 1= 2+ , 3=

T he H am iltonian H';, describbesthe atom —laser interaction
In the elctricdipole and rotating-w ave approxin ation,

X2 n
H, = ~
=1

[c)+i ,€)s, )

o
()

+ [ x(r)+i y(r )]S3++H.C- ; (20)

and the position-dependent R abi frequencies are de ned
as

P -
DEy,=( 2~)exp [iky «r];

P_
DE,=( 2~) exp [k r]: 1)

06
o @
0.4 o

--o- Qa/y

0.2

-0.2

-041} |

-0.6

R/Xo

0.8
0.6
0.4
0.2

-0.2

R/Xo

FIG.2: (a) P ot of the vacuum -induced coupling term s 13
and 31 according to Eq. [[8). ¢ is the mean transition
wavelength. If the interatom ic distance R approaches zero,
the param eters 1; and 3; diverge. (o) P lot ofthe collective
decay rates 1; and 3; according to Eq. [I8). 11 and 31
remain nitein thelm it R ! 0. The parameters in (a) and
) aregven by = =2and = 0.

ITII. DECOHERENCE-FREE SUBSPACE

In this section we show that the system depicted in
Fig.[l exhibits a decoherencefree subspace. By de ni-
tion, a subspace V of a Hibert space H is said to be
decoherence-free if the tin e evolution inside V is purely
uniary [8,19,[12]. For the m om ent, we assum e that the
system initially is prepared in a pure orm ixed state in
the subspace V. The systam state is then represented
by a positive sam ide nie Hem itian density operator
v 2 EndV) wih Tr&y) = 1. Ik lows that V is
a decoherence-free subspace if two conditions are met.
F irst, the tin e evolution of %y can only be uniary ifthe
deoohering dynam ics is zero, and therefore we m ust have

@2)

foralldensity operators %y that represent a physical sys—
tem overV . Second, the unitary tim e evolution govemed
by Hxn + H must not couple states In V to any states
outside 0fV . C onsequently, V has to be invariant under



the action ofHy + H ,

jiz2v =) Ha+H )ji2vVv: (23)
Note that since Hx + H ) is Hemn itian, this condition
also in plies that it cannot couple states outside of V to
Statesin V.

Tha rststep we seek a solution ofEq.[22) . Tothisend
we denote the state space of the two atom sby H ;s and
choosethe 16 vectors #;ji= fui Hi G; 2 £1;2;3;49)
as a basis of H gy5. The density operator % can then be
expanded In tem s of the 256 operators

3y jibk; 13; i; 3 k; 12 £1;2;3;4g; (24)
that constitute a basis in the space ofalloperators acting
on H s/

Xt x4

o
I

Biyx1dl Jihk; 13: (25)

3= 1kil=1

Tt ollow s that % can be regarded as a vector w ih 256
com ponents %;5;x1 and the linear superoperatorL.  is rep—
resented by a 256 256m atrix. E quation [22)) can thusbe
transform ed into a hom ogeneous system of linear equa—
tions which can be solved by standard m ethods.

Fora nite distance of the two atom s, the only exact
solution of Eq. [22) is given by $#;4iMd;475 ie. only the
state #;41 where each of the atom s occupies its ground
state is Inmune against spontaneous em ission. A dif-
ferent situation arises if the interatom ic distance R ap-—
proaches zero. In this case, the collective decay rates
obey the relations

R! O
Iim = Il = Il 33 = (26)
R! O R! O R! O

Th order to characterize the general solution of Eq. [22)

nhthelm R ! 0,we ntroduce the three antisym m etric
states
Bui= P—E ;41 #Fpdi; 12 £1;2;3g; @7)
aswellas the 4 din ensional subspace
V = Span (#;41; R11; B0l B3l : (28)

T he set ofoperatorsactingon V form sthe 16 din ensional
operator subspace End (V). W e nd that the solution of
Eg. 22) nthe limit R ! 0 is determ ined by
L =0 () C2Endwv): 29)

In particular, any positive sem ide nite Hem itian oper-
ator %y 2 End (V) that representsa state overV doesnot
decay by spontaneous em ission provided that R ! 0.

W enow tum to the case of In perfect nitialization, ie.,
the initial state is not entirely contained In the subspace

V. Then, states outside of V spontaneously decay into
theDFS [12]. T his strictly speaking disturbs the unitary
tim e evolution inside the DF S, but does not m ean that
population leaks out of the DFS. A Iso, this perturbing
decay into the DFS only occurs on a short tin escale on
the order of ! at the begihning ofthe tin e evolution.

These results can be understood as follows. In the
D ickem odel 23,132] of tw o nearby 2-level atom s, the an—
tisym m etric collective state is radiatively stable ifthe in—
teratom ic distance approaches zero. In the system shown
in Fig.[dl, each of the three allowed dipole transitions in
one ofthe atom s and the corresponding transition in the
other atom form a system that can be thought ofastwo
2-level atom s. T his picture is supported by the fact that
the cross-decay rates originating from the interaction be-
tween orthogonaldipoles of di erent atom s vanish asR
approaches zero [see Eq. [28)]. Consequently, the sup—
pressed decay of one of the antisym m etric states ;i is
Independent of the other states.

In ocontrast to the crossdecay rates, the ooherent
dipoledipole interaction between orthogonal dipoles of
di erent atom s is not negligble as R goes to zero. It is
thus im portant to verify condition [23) that requiresV to
be invariant under the action ofHy + H . To show that
Eq. [23) holds, we calculate the m atrix representation

of H in the subspace A spanned by the antisym m etric
states fa;1; R21; Rsig,
0 1
11 21 31
H h=~@ 5 22 5B (30)

31 32 33

Sin ilarly, we Introduce the sym m etric states

1
Fii= p—z J;4i+ #;i ;12 £1;2;3g; (31)
and the representation ofH on the subspace S spanned
by the states £511; F,1; B31g is described by

0 1
11 21 31
H k= ~@ 5 5 A (32)
31 32 33
It is ound that H can be w ritten as
X3
H = i pyipiiasgg
i;3=1
X3
+ hsiH  PByipiihsyJ; (33)

13=1

ie,allmatrix elementsha; 1 Fjibetween a symm etric
and an antisym m etric state vanish. This result in plies
that H oouples the antisym m etric states am ong them —
selves, but none of them is coupled to a state outside of
A . M oreover, the ground state #;41 is not coupled to
any other stateby H . Ik ollow s that the subspace V is
Invariant under the action ofH



Tt rem ains to dem onstrate that V is nvariant under
the action of the free Ham iltonian H, i Eq. (). W ith
the help of the de nitions of fi and F;i n Egs. [27)
and [31l), it is easy to verify that H, is diagonalw ithin
the subspaces A and S. In particular, H, does not in—
troduce a coupling between the states f;i and B;i,
hsiHa pui=

hi;4H  ji;41  M;iHa $;1d]

NI

. 1)~ @) o o . 2)~ 2) 0 o
Yihig Sl Lhip 75,7 el

[SIE N

(34)

N ote that thesem atrix elem ents vanish sihce we assum ed
that the two atom sare identical, ie. we suppose that the
energy ~!; of the Intermal state ji i does not depend on
the Index which labels the atom s.

In conclision, we have shown that the system of
tw o nearby fourJdevel atom s exhbits a Purdin ensional
decoherence-free subspace V Hgys if the interatom ic
distance R approaches zero. However, in any real situa—
tion the distance between the two atom s rem ains
Th this case, condition Eq. [22]) holds approxin ately and
spontaneous em ission in V is suppressed as long asR is
su ciently amall. In Sec.[IV_B], we dem onstrate that the
decay rates of states In V are an aller than in the single-
atom case provided that R . 043 0.

IV. SYSTEM DYNAM ICS{EIGENVALUES AND
DECAY RATES

Theamm ofthissection isto determ ine the energiesand
decay rates of the eigenstates ofthe system H am iltonian
Ha +H .Ina rststep (SecllV Al), we determ e the
elgenstates and eigenvalues of H . It will tum out that
these eigenstates are also eigenstates of H, , provided
that the Zeam an splitting of the excited states vanishes
( = 0). Section[IV Bl discusses the spontaneous decay
rates ofthe eigenstates of H , and Sec.[IV_C] is concemed
w ith the fulldiagonalization ofHp + H for € 0.

A . D iagonalization of H

W e nd the elgenstates and eigenenergiesofH by the
diagonalization ofthetwo 3 3matricesH L and H k
which arede ned in Eq.[B0) and Eq. [32), respectively.
The eigenstatesofH 1n the subspace A spanned by the
antisym m etric states are given by

jii= sh Ri oos 3, i;
jii= 314
j2i= cos i+t sh J,i; (35)
where
1 i i
Jai=ps & i e’ i (36)
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FIG . 3: Plot of the vacuum induced energy shifts r and

ny as a function of the interatom ic distance R according to
Eqg. [38). T hese shifts enter the expressions or the eigenvaluies
ofH inEgs. [37) and [4l). Notethat r decreasesw ith 1=R
for large values of R , while y vanisheswith 1=R 2,

W e denote the eigenvalue ofthe state j Yiby ! and nd

a= i=~ i I~ ns 37)
w here
_ 3 2 . .
F o= P 1 cos( )+ sin();
3 .
N = —3los()+ sin()]; (38)
and = kR .Theparameters ¢ and y are shown In

Fig.[d as a function of the interatom ic distance R .
The eigenstates of H in the subspace S spanned by
the sym m etric states are found to be

jii= sn ®i oos I, i
jii= j.ij
jii= cos pi+sin j, i; 39)
where
15 s
]sl=19—§e F1l e B3l (40)

5= 2= o~ 2= v @1

N ext we discuss several features of the eigenstates and
eilgenenergies of H . First, note that two of the sym —
metric (antisym m etric) states are degenerate. Second,
wepoint out that thematrices H L and H I consist
of the coupling tetm s 33 which depend on the inter—
atom ic distance R and the angles and [see Fig[Qland
Eqg. [I3)]. O n the contrary, the eigenstates j fiand j i
depend only on the angles and , but not on the in—
teratom ic distance R . C onversely, the eigenvalues of H



are only functions of the atom ic separation R and do not
depend on the angles and . This rem arkabl result
is consistent w ith a general theorem [35] that has been

derived fortwo dipole-dipole Interacting atom s. T he the—
oram states that the dipole-dipole induced energy shifts
betw een collective two-atom states depend on the length

of the vector connecting the atom s, but not on its ori-
entation, provided that the level schem e ofeach atom is
m odelled by com plete sets of angular m om entum m ulti-
plts. Shce wetake allm agnetic sublevelsofthe Sy $ P;

transition into account, the theoram applies to the sys—
tem shown in Fig.[dl.

In Sec.[IV.Cl, we show that the eigenstates j i and
j liofH arealso eigenstates ofH » , provided that the
Zeam an splitting  of the excited states vanishes. This
In plies that the energy levels of the degenerate system
( = 0) do not depend on the angles and , but only
on the interatom ic distance R . From a physical point of
view , this result can be understood as follow s. In the ab—
senceofam agnetic eld ( = 0),there isno distinguished
direction in space. Since the vacuum is isotropic in free
space, one expects that the energy levels of the system
are nvariant under rotations of the separation vectorR .
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s on the

5 and
interatom ic distance R according to Eq. [43)). (a) In the lim it
R ! 0,the ; tend to zero, and the antisym m etric states j ji
are subradiant. () The sym m etric states j ;fi decay tw ice as
fast as com pared to two independent atom s if R approaches

FIG . 4: D ependence of the param eters

Zero.

atom 2

atom 1 Y

T

FIG .5: The atom s are aligned in a plane spanned by the unit
vectors e, and e = (cos ;sih ;0). W ithin this plane, the
relative position ofthetwo atom sR = ze, + le isdescribed
by the param eters z and 1. T he energies of the eigenstates of

Ha + H depend only on z and 1, but not on
B . D ecay rates
In order to nd the decay rates that correspond to

the E igenstates j ;iandj siioftheHamjll:onjanH ,we
proct Eq. [IIl) onto these states and arrive at

@h ipjli= 2inipjlitcio;

Ghipili= 2inipjlitcio: @2

In these equations, 2 . and 2 ! denote the decay rates
of the states j i and j li, respectively. The tine-
dependent functions C} () and C! ) descrbbe the in—
crease of the populations h 1%j i and h 1% i due
to spontaneous em ission from states Ji; i (i;3 2 £1;2;39)
w here both atom s occupy an excited state. T he explicit
expressions rthe coe cients ! and ! asa finction of
the param eter = kR are given by

1

2= §=F23 3 cos( )+ 31 2 sin() ;

3 _ 1 3 : .

2= = + 3 cos( ) 3sin( );

1 _ 2 _ 1 3 2 . .

s = 5T 53 2>+ 3 cos() 31 sin() ;

3 1 3 .

) 3 cos( )+ 3sin( ): 43)
T hese finctionsdo not depend on theangles and ,but

only on the interatom ic distance R . A s for the dipole-
dipoke induced energy shifts of the states j Ziand j i
(see Sec.[IV A), this resulk is in agreem ent w ith the the—
orem derived in [35].
Figure[d(a) shows the param eters ! asa function of
R . The oscilbtions of ! and 2 around are dam ped
with 1=R asR increases, and those of ] decrease with
1=R?. Note that the oscillations of the frequency shifts
! display sim ilar features for R o (see Sec.[IA).
It has been shown in Sec.[III that any state within the
subspace A of antisym m etric states is com pltely stable
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FIG. 6: (Color online) P ot of the energy shifts that detem Ine the energy levels of the antisym m etric states according to

Egq. 43 . In (@)-(), the param eters

R ! O

interatom ic distance R, the param etersare = =2 and =

orR ! 0. Consequently, the decay rates 2 . of the
states j eiii tend to zero asR approaches zero. It can be
veri ed by num ericalm ethodsthat . and 2 aresmaller
than the param eter provided that R . 0:44 o, and

J doesnotexceed ifR . 072 (.ForR = 01 o,
thecoe cients ! aresmallerthan 0:1  .AlhoughR is
larger than zero In an experim ent, the states j ;Li decay
much slower as com pared to two non-interacting atom s
ifR is su ciently anall. This shows that spontaneous
em ission can be strongly suppressed w ithin the subspace
A of the antisym m etric states, even for a realistic value

of the interatom ic distance R .

The param eters . are depicted in Fig.[d®). In the
Iimit R ! O, thecoe cints _ tend to 2 . The sym-
m etric states w ithin the subspace S display thus super-

radiant features since they decay faster as com pared to

> are shown in a plane spanned by e, and e =
R = ze, + le ofthe atom s in this plane is param eterized by z and 1 (see also Fig.[H). Since the
energy surfaces shown in (@)—(c) do not change ife is rotated around the z-axis. W hile
3 tendsto +1 . The frequency splitting of the excited states is =

(cos ;sin .;0). T he relative position
. do not depend on , the

aand tendto 1 inthelimi
. In d), the . are shown as a function of the

tw o Independent atom s.

C . N on-degenerate System

Here we discuss the diagonalization ofH, + H  in the
m ost general case where the Zeem an splitting  of the
excited states is di erent from zero. The m atrix repre—
sentation of this H am ittonian w ith respect to the states
£ 14;9 2i;9 2igde ned n Eq.[BY) reads

0 1

o+ r

cos h+
0 sin b+ n

Ha+H h=~@

44)



In general, the eigenvalues of thism atrix can be w ritten
n the om

1 1
a = - Yot a 7
2 2
Ea = ~ !0+ a H
3 3
2 = - o+ 2 7 45)

w here the frequency shifts
atom ic distance R and the azin uthal anglke

I depend only on the inter—
, but not

on the angle To illustrate this result, we consider
a plane spanned by e, and e = (cos ;sin ;0), see
Fig.[H. W ithin this plane, the vector R = ze, + le

is described by the param eters z and 1, and F ig.[6@)—(c)
shows I (;z) asa fiunction of these variables. Since the

; do not depend on , the energy surfaces shown in
Fig.[d(@)—(c) rem ain the sam e ife is rotated around the
z-axis. This result follow s from the fact that the Ham ik
tonian Ha i Eq. [@) is nvariant under rotations around
the z—axis [33].

In Sec.[V 1, wew ill Hcus on the geom etricalsstup w here
the atom s are aligned In the x—-y-plane ( = =2). In
this case, the frequency shifts ; of the antisym m etric
states are found to be

1 _ .

a For

2= (rt+ n)=2 =2;

2= (rt+ y)=2+ 1p=2; 46)

w here the Bohr frequency is given by

!B=p42+(F N )2 @7)
A plt of the frequency shifts ; as a function of the
Interatom ic distance R and for = =2 is shown in
Fig[d(d). N ote that the degeneracy and the level crossing
ofthe eigenvalues ! isremoved or 6 0 [see Sec[IV All.
T he eigenstates that correspond to the frequency shifts

in BEq. [@8) read

Jii= Jei;
72i = &' sin#.3 i+ cos#.j, is
J2i= & cos#.j i+ sin#.3,1i; 48)

where = j # ( 2 £0; g),the statesj, iarede ned
in Eq. [38), and the angle #, is determ ined by
tan 2#, = i;
F N

0 < = 49
<#<2 49)

If the distance between the atom s is sm all such that
R . 063 orWwehave y < y .In thiscase,we nd
Im , oFii=jliandlm o = I,wheretheeigen-
states j i and the frequency shifts . ofthe degenerate
system arede ned :n Egs.[83) and [37), respectively.
Them atrix representation ofH, + H w ih respect to
the symm etricstates £ 1i;3 2i;j Jigde ned nEq.[89)

is found to be

0 1

'y F cos 0

Ha+H k=~@ ocos b F sh &
0 sin £ N
(50)

Just as In the case ofthe antisym m etric states, the eigen—
valiesof Hp + H )k arewritten as

1 1
s = 7 Yot s 7
2 2
Es = ~ !0+ s H
3 3
c = ~tot+ o i (1)

and the frequency shifts ! depend only on the inter-
atom ic distance R and the azin uthalanglke

If the atom s are aligned in the x—y-plane ( = =2),
the frequency shifts ; ofthe sym m etric states are given
by

= F 7
(g +

(g +

N )=2+ lg=2;

nw nh nkE

N )=2 5 =2; (52)

and the corresponding eigenstates are

w1
jsl
Y 2
jsl
y 3

Jsi=

The states j , i are de ned i Eq.[40),
f0; g), and the anglk #; is detem ined by

P2i;

& cos#sj Li+ sh#sT, i;
e sin#.3 i+ cos#ed i 63)

=3# (2

tan 2#5 = _JJ ;
N F

0 o< — 54
<#<2 (54)

For an allvalues of the Interatom ic distance R such that

r < nx,we ndlim, Jii=jliandlm ,, {=

i, where the eigenstates j }i and the frequency shifts
i of the degenerate system arede ned in Egs.[89) and
[41)), respectively.

F inally, we note that the ground state #;4i and the
excited states ;i ;3 2 £1;2;3g) are eigenstates of
Ha + H T hese states together w ith the symm etric
and antisym m etric eigenstatesofH, + H  form the new
basis of the total state space H 5 s. The com plete level
schem e of the non-degenerate system is shown in Fig.[.

V. POPULATION OF THE DECOHERENCE
FREE SUBSPACE

In this section we describe a m ethod that allows to
populate the subspace A spanned by the antisym m et—
ric states. For sin plicity, we restrict the analysis to the
degenerate system ( = 0) and show how the states j aii
can be populated selectively by m eansofan externallaser
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FIG . 7: Com plkte kvel schem e of the non-degenerate system ( % 0). For the special geom etrical setup where the atom s are
aligned In the x-yplane ( = =2), the analytical expressions for the states jii, 7 éi and the frequency shifts ;, ; are given
in Egs. [@8), B3), Ed) and [E2), respectively. T he frequency shifts 1 ( i) of the antisymm etric (symm etric) states and the
splitting of the excited states are not to scale. N ote that the frequency shifts ; and ; depend on the relative position of the
atom s.

eld. However, a laser eld cannot induce direct transi—
tions between the ground state #;41i and j ;Li as long as
the electric eld at the position of atom 1 is identicalto ) 1,2) 2,1) 1,3) 3,1) 12,3) 13,2)
the eld at the location ofatom 2. By contrast, a direct “0 - - - - -
driving of the antisym m etric states is possible provided
that one can realizea eld gradientbetween the positions
ofthe two atom s. Since we consider an interatom ic spac—
Ing R that is smaller than (=2 such that the states in
A are subradiant, the realization ofthis eld gradient is
an experin entally challenging task. Severalauthors pro—
posed a setup where the atom s are placed sym m etrically
around the node ofa standing light eldi23,125], and this wo+$2p

2
m ethod also allow s to address the states of our system a)
Individually. O ther m ethods R3, 130, 142] rest on the as—
sum ption that the atom sare non—identical and cannotbe
applied to our system ocom prised of two identical atom s.
0 doo oo
4,4)
H jai ‘jii i
- FIG . 8: (Colr online) Laser-induced coupling of j Si to the
Li2i| exiey | ez &z excited states ;71 ;3 2 £1;2;3g) in the case of the degen—
;11 || exse c o erate system . States that are not directly coupled to j §i
ey B § have been om itted (except for the ground state). The laser
;31 _ ey ey polarization that couples the antisym m etric state j ﬁi to a
state §i; i (4;j 2 £1;2;39) is indicated next to the respective
B;1i - ey ey transition. j ﬁi is com pletely decoupled from a y-polarized
laser ed.
231 || exiey e, e,
Bi2i || exiey e, e,

Here we descrbe a method that allow s to populate

TABLE I:Polarization of the extemallaser eld that couples the states j ;i individually and that does not require a

an antisymm etric state j ;i to an excited state Ji;J3i (473 2 eld gradient between the positions of the two atom s.
f1;2;3q) for = 20- Note that j.i does not coupke to 2= T restson a nite distance between the atom s and ex—
polarized light, j ;i does not couple to y-polarized light and ploits the fact that the antisym m etric statesm ay be pop—
L1, . . . =

J aidoes not couple to x-polarized light. See also F ig.[8. ulated by spontaneous em ission from the excited states



J;31 32 £1;2;39). For a given geom etrical setup, we
choose a coordinate system where the uni vectore, co-
Incides w ith the separation vector R . In this case, we
have = =2and = 0. The z-direction is determm ined
by the extermalm agnetic eld and can be chosen in any
direction perpendicular to R . T he polarization vector of
the laser eld propagating In z-direction lies in the x-y—
plane and can be adjisted asneeded, seeEq. [I7). In the
presence of the laser, the atom ic evolution is govemed by
the m aster equation [I8). We nd that the coupling of
the states j i to the excited states ;31 (532 £1;2;39)
depends on the polarization ofthe laser eld (see TabMl
and Fig.[8). In particular, i is ound that j ;i does not
couple to z-polarized light, j 2i does not couplk to y—
polarized light and j gi does not couple to x-polarized
light. At the sam e tin e, the states j i are populated by
spontaneous em ission from the excited states. This fact
together w ith the polarization dependent coupling ofthe
antisym m etric states allow s to populate the states j aii
selectively. Tn order to populate state j 21, or exam ple,
one has to shine In a y-polarized eld. Since the spon—
taneous decay of j 2i is slow and since j 2i is decoupled
from the laser, population can accum ulate In this state.
On the other hand, the states j i and j 2i are depop-
ulated by the laser coupling to the excited states. This
situation is shown in Fig.[9@) rtwo di erent values of
the Interatom ic distance R . The lnitial state at t= 0 is
#;4i, and fort = 20 the population ofji is approx—
in ately 1/4. Since all coherences between j §i and any
other state are zero, the probability to nd the system at
t= 20= in the pure state j 2i is given by 1/4.

T he exact steady state solution of Eq. [I8) isdi cul
to obtain analytically. However, one can determ ine the
steady state value ofh Z%7 Ziw ith the help ofEq. [42),

h i
h i%ejli= Im Cl@) =@ 2): (55)
The population of j 2i in steady state is thus lin ited
by the population of the relevant excited states that are
populated by the y-polarized laser eld and that decay
spontaneously to j 2i. Furthem ore, it ispossible to gain
som e insight into the tin e evolution ofh 2%7j 2i. For a
strong laser eld and for a sn allvalue ofR, C§ reaches
the steady state on a tin escale that is fast as com pared
to 1= 2).W emay thus replace C? by its steady state
valie in Eq. [42). The solution ofthis di erential equa—
tion is
h i
. . Im C;( h 1
halj%(t)j ali tT 1 e?2at

a

(56)

and reproduces the exact tin e evolution ofh 2$%7j 2iac-
cording to Fig.[@(@) quite well. M oreover, i becom es
now clar why i takes longer until the population of
j 2i reaches its steady state if the interatom ic distance
R is reduced since the decay rate 2 g approaches zero as
R ! 0.

So far, we considered only the population of j ii, but
the treatment of j i and j Ji is com pletely analogous.
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FIG. 9: Tinedependent population of the states j ji for
di erent polarizations ofthe driving eld. The initialstate at
t= 0is #;4i. Theparametersare = =2, =0, = 0and

2 = 0. (@) Population of j §ifDr y 1) = y(@)=2>5
The states j 1iand j 2i are not populated. (o) Population
ofj2ifor 4(@1)= x(@2)=5 .The states jliand j2i
are not populated.

T he population of j fii by a xpolarized eld is shown
in Fig.[d@). The di erences between plt @) and ()
arise sihce the decay rates of j 2iand j Jiaredi erent
r the sam e value of R (see Sec.[IV Bl). Tn general, the
presented m ethod m ay also be em ployed to populate the
antisym m etric states of the non-degenerate system selec—
tively. In this case, the polarization of the eld needed
to populate a state § 1 is a function of the detuning

In conclusion, the discussed m ethod allow s to popu-—
late the antisym m etric states selectively, provided that
the Interatom ic distance is larger than zero. If the in-
teratom ic distance is reduced, a longer interaction tim e
w ith the laser eld is required to reach them axim alvalue
ofh 1%j i 1=4.Notethata nite distance between
the atom s is also required in the case of other scham es
where the atom s are placed symm etrically around the
node of a standing light eld 123, 25]. W hile the lat-
ter m ethod allow s, at least In principle, or a com plte
population transfer to the antisym m etric states, is ex—
perin ental realization is di cult for two nearby atom s.
By contrast, our schem e does not requirea eld gradient
between the atom s and is thus easier to mplement. It
hasbeen pointed out that the population transfer to the
antisym m etric states is lim ited by the population of the



excited states that spontaneously decay to an antisym —
m etric state j 1i. A Ythough this lin i isdi cult to over-
com €, an in provem ent can be achieved ifthe uorescence
Intensity is ocbserved while the atom is irradiated by the
laser. A s soon asthe system decays into one ofthe states
3 Eiii, the uorescence signalis interrupted for a tin e pe—
riod that is on the orderof 1= %) (see Sec.[IVBl). The
dark periods in the uorescence signal reveal thus the
spontaneous am ission events that lead to the population
of one of the antisym m etric states.

VI. INDUCING DYNAMICSW ITHIN THE

SUBSPACE A

In this Section we assum e that the system has been
prepared in the antisymm etric state j i, for examplk
by one of the m ethods descrbed in Sec.[l. The ain
is to Induce a controlled dynam ics in the subspace A of
the antisym m etric states. W e suppose that the atom s
are aligned along the x-axis, ie. = =2and = 0.
A ccording to Eq. [44), the state § 21 isthen only coupled
to j 2i. Apart from a constant, the Ham iltonian Hg
that govems the uniary tim e evolution in the space Q
spanned by £j 2i; j 2ig can be w ritten as

Hg = ~ (N F)=2

(w F)=2

67)

w here the vector
m atrices

= f 4; yi .9 consists of the Pauli
i, and the unit vector ! isde ned as
n = @ 707w F)=lp : (58)
The Bohr frequency !y is the di erence between the
eigenvalues of H, and is given in Eq. [@7) of Sec.[IV Cl.
Equation [57) i plies that the param eter which can be
adijusted by m eans of the externalm agnetic eld intro—
duces a coupling between the states § 2iand j 2i. Ifthe
initial state is j 21, the nalstate jr i reads
ir 1= U G0)F 24 (59)
whereU = exp( iHg t=~) isthe tin e evolution operator.
The tim e evolution induced by Hy can be described in
a sin ple way in the B loch sphere picture [3]. The B loch
vector of the state j ¢ ()i isde ned as
B®=hr®Jjr O1i: (60)
Iniially, this vector points into the positive z-direction.
T he tim e evolution operatorU rotates this vector on the
B loch sphere around the axisfA by an angle !5 t. A coord—
ing to Eq. (58), the axis of rotation lies In the x—z-plane
and its ordentation dependson the param eter which can
be controlled by m eans ofthem agnetic eld. In order to
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FIG.10: (Color online) Bloch sphere representation of the
system dynam ics in the subspace Q spanned by the states
£5 24; 4 2ig. At t= 0, the system is in the pure state j 2i
and a static m agnetic eld is switched on. The B loch vector
is rotated around an axis in the x—z-plane, and the tilt of this
axis in x-direction Increases w ith the m agnetic eld strength.
The valie of the parameter is (@) = 315 , ©) =
4:83 and (c) = 622 ,and we chose R = 0:1 0.

dem onstrate these analytical considerations, we num er—
ically integrate the m aster equation [7) with the initial
condition $¢ = 0) = j 2ih 25 We de ne a progctor
onto the space spanned by £ 2i; J 2ig,

F'=32ih J3+ 3 2ih I3 (61)
T he generalized B loch vector is then de ned as
h i
By )=Tr Ps@®P (62)

In contrast to B, By is not necessarily a unit vector,
but its length can be am aller than unity due to sponta—
neous em ission from j 2i and j 2i to the ground state.
F igure[I0 show s the evolution of By fordi erent values
of the param eter which depends on the m agnetic eld
strength. Let S = £S,;Sy;S,g be a point on the B loch
sphere that lies not in the y-z-plane (Sx € 0). If one

chooses the param eter according to
-1 Sy jSign (Sx) ; 63)
Z:Sx] JrF N Jodlgn ox) ;

then S lies on the orbit of the rotating Bloch vector
B if spontaneous eam ission is negligble. A cocording to
Eq. [63), any point close to the y—z-plane requires large
valies of since j jdiverges or & ! 0. The dynam ics
that can be induced by a staticm agnetic eld is thus re—
stricted, particularly because we are only considering the
regin e of the linear Zeem an e ect.

T hese lin itations can be overcom e ifa radio-frequency
RF) eld isapplied instead ofa staticm agnetic eld. If



the RF eld oscillates along the z-axis, the H am iltonian
H, in Eq. () has to be replaced by

X3 X2
HE@R =~ st)s! T+ v ; 64)
=1 =1
w here
XZ
_ (Ve () (Ve ()
Vee®) = 2~ (©) S5, S5 S .S, (65)
=1
describes the interaction w ith the RF  eld and
(t) = ocos(leet+ o) (66)

In this equation, the m agnitude of ¢ (> 0) depends on
the am plitude of the RF  eld, and !r and . are the
frequency and phase ofthe RF  eld, respectively. W e as—
sum e that the interatom ic distance ofthe atom sisan aller
than R = 0:63 0. In this case, the dipoledipole in-
teraction raises the energy of j 2i with respect to j 24,
and the frequency di erence between these two states is

N r > 0. Furthem ore, we suppose that the de—
tuning = !y (n r) ofthe RF eld wih the
j 2i$ j itransition and the param eter  are smallas
com pared to ( y r ) such that the rotating-w ave ap—
proxim ation can be em ployed. In a fram e rotating w ith
! ¢, the system dynam ics In the subspace Q spanned by
£3 21i; j 2ig is then govemed by the Ham iltonian

- =2 0expd )
HE = ~
oeXp( lrf) rf=2
=~ N =2; 67)
w here
= ( 20008 5 208N 5 )= o (68)
and = 2+ 430F.ForaresonantRF eld ( r=

0), the axis 1 ;¢ lies In the x-y-plane of the B loch sphere,
and its ordentation can be adjusted at willby the phase

£ 0fthe RF  eld. Any sihglequbit operation can thus
be realized by a sequence of suitable RF pulses [3]. In
particular, a com plte transfer of population from Jj §i
to j 2i can be achieved by a resonant RF pulse with a
duration of = . and an arbitrary phase .

Next we demonstrate that the Ham iltonian H " in
Eq. [67]) describes the system dynam ics quite well if the
atom sare close to each other such that spontaneousem is—
sion is strongly suppressed. For this, we transform the
m asterequation [7) with H /¥ instead ofH » in a fram e ro—
tating w ith ! ¢. T he resulting equation is integrated nu-—
m erically without m aking the rotating-w ave approxin a—
tion. W e suppose that the system is niially in the state
j 21, and the phase of the resonant RF  eld hasbeen set
to = . Figure[ldl shows the tin e evolution of the
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FIG.1l: (Color online) Com plte population transfer from

j ﬁito j Siby means of a resonant RF eld. Att= 0,
the B loch vector B y points into the positive z direction. At
t= = . the state ofthe system is j 2iand By points into
the negative z direction . N ote that the length ofB y is slightly
an aller than uniy for £t > 0 due to the sm all probability of
soontaneous em ission to the ground state. The param eters
areR = 0:05 and

0r 0= r rf = <= 0.

Bloch vector B iy . As predicted by Eq. [67), the Bloch
vector is rotated around the x-axisand att= = By
points in the negative z-direction. D ue to the an allprob—
ability of spontaneous em ission to the ground state, the
length ofB y is slightly am allerthan unity (B y j= 0:95)
att= = (.

Finally, we brie y discuss how the nalstate ¥ (i
could be measured. In principle, one can exploit the
polarization-dependent coupling of the states j ii and
j 21 to the excited states (see Sec.[V]). For exam plk, one
could ionize the system In a two-step process, w here j ii
( 21) is st resonantly coupled to the excited states
J;91i GJ 2 £1;2;3g). A second laser then ionizes the
system , and the onization rate isam easure forthe popu-—
lation of state j Zi (j 2i). A nother possibility isto shine
In a single laser whose frequency is just high enough to
Jonize the system starting from j gi. Since the energy of
j 21i ishigher than those of j 21, the ionization rate isa
m easure for the population of state j 2i.

VII. ENTANGLEMENT OF THE COLLECTIVE

TW O-ATOM STATES

In Sec.[IV Al, we detem ined the collective two-atom
states j 1iand j !ithat are orm ed by the coherent part
ofthe dipoledipole Interaction. Here we show that these
states are entangled, ie. they cannot be w ritten asa sin—
gk tensorproduct j 11 j,ioftwo singleatom states.
In order to quantify the degree of entanglem ent, we cal-
culate the concurrence K3, 144] of the pure states j aii
and j li. The concurrence for a pure state j 121 of the



two-atom state space H gys = H 1

q
C@iwd= 20

H, isde ned asli44]

Tr$)]: (69)
Here % = Txn (%) denotes the reduced density operator
ofatom 1. The concu ce C ofamaxin ally entangled
state in H oy iSCpax = 3=2, and C is zero for product
states 44]. W e nd that the antisym m etric and sym m et—
ric states j 21 and j ;i are entangled, but the degree of
entanglem ent is not m axim al,
CELD=CH D) =1<Cpax: (70)
N ext we com pare this result to the corresponding results
for a pair of interacting two-level system s w ith ground
state i and excied state £i. In this case, the exchange
Interaction gives rise to the entangled states 23,130,132]

j i= 191—E (igi jed) (71)
wih C (3 1) = 1. It ©llow s that the degree of entangle—
m ent ofthe states j i is the sam e than the degree of en—
tanglem ent of the sym m etric and antisym m etric states of
two fourevel systam s. O n the otherhand, the statesj 1
are m axim ally entangled in the state space of two two-
level system s. This is .n contrast to the states j 1i and
3 ;iw hich arenotm axim ally entangled In the state space
oftw o four-levelatom s. N ote that the system oftwo four—
level atom s shown in Fig.[I m ay be reduced to a pair of
tw o—Jevel system s if the atom s are aligned along the z—
axis. For this particular setup, all crosscoupling tem s
i3 and 35 with 16 j vanish [see Egs. [15) and [16)]
such that an arbitrary sublevel of the P; triplt and the
ground state Sy form an e ective two-level system .

In Sec[V 1, we showed that a staticm agneticorRF  eld
can induce a controlled dynam icsbetween the states j 2i
and j gi. W e nd that the degree of entanglem ent of an
arbirary superposition state

J api= aj Zi+ bj 2i (72)
with 3%+ pF = lisgiven by C (§ supd) = 1. It Dllows
that the degree of entanglem ent isnot in uenced by the
induced dynam ics between the states j 2iand j 2i.

Finally, we point out that the antisymm etric states
j 1i can be populated selectively, for example by the
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m ethod introduced 1 Sec.[]. Since the spontaneous de—
cay ofthe antisym m etric states is suppressed ifthe inter-
atom ic distance is an all as com pared to m ean transition
wavelength o, we have shown that the system can be
prepared in long-lived entangled states.

V III. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

W e have shown that the state space of two dipole-
dipole interacting fourdevel atom s contains a four-
din ensional decoherence—free subspace O FS) if the in-
teratom ic distance approaches zero. If the separation of
the atom s is largerthan zero but an allas com pared to the
wavelength of the Sy $ P, transition, the spontaneous
decay of states w thin the DF S is suppressed. In addi-
tion, we have shown that the system dynam icsw ithin the
DFS isclosed, ie., the coherent part of the dipole-dipole
Interaction does not introduce a coupling between states
ofthe DF S and states outside ofthe DF'S.

In the case of degenerate excited states ( = 0), we

nd that the energy levels depend only on the inter—
atom ic distance R, but not on the angles and . This
result re ects the fact that each atom is m odelled by
com plete sets of angularm om entum multiplets 35]. W e
denti ed two antisymm etric collective states (j2i and
j 2i) within the DFS that can be em ployed to represent
a qubit. T he storing tin es of the qubit state depend on
the interatom icdistanceR and can be signi cantly longer
than the inverse decay rate of the Sg $ P; transition.
M oreover, any single-qubit operation can be realized via
a sequence of suitablk RF pulses. The energy splitting
between the states j 2i and j i arises from the coher—
ent dipoledipole interaction between the atom s and is
on the order of 10 (10 1000) M Hz in the relevant
Interatom ic distance range. The coupling strength be-
tween the RF  eld and the atom s is characterized by the
param eter ( which is on the order of 5z By, where 3
isthe Bohrm agneton and B is the am plitude ofthe RF

eld. Since p isabout 3 ordersofm agniude largerthan
the nuclearm agneton, typicaloperation tin es ofour sys—
tem may be signi cantly shorter than for a nuclear spin
system .
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