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Controlofm ultiatom entanglem ent in a cavity
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W e propose a general form alisn for analytical description of m ultiatom ic ensem bles interacting
w ith a single m ode quantized cavity eld under the assum ption that m ost atom s rem ain un-excited
on average. By com bining the obtained form alisn w ith the nilpotent technigque for the description of
m ultipartite entanglem ent we are able to overview in a uni ed fashion di erent probabilistic control
scenarios of entanglem ent am ong atom s or exam ine atom ic ensem bles. W e then apply the proposed
control schem es to the creation ofm ultiatom states usefill for quantum inform ation.

PACS numbers: 03.67M n, 42.50p, 03.65Db

I. NTRODUCTION

Engineering of the entanglem ent properties of m ulti-
partite states has recently becom e the sub fct of exten—
sive research due to its relevance to quantum inform ation
processing and com putation. A num ber of entanglem ent
control schem es based on neutral atom s In a quantized
cavity ed [1,12,13,14] or In optical lattices [B] as well
as trapped-ion setups [€] have been proposed, and in —
plem ented experin entally. However, a universal theory
of m ultipartite entanglem ent, which could guide the di-
verse experin entaland theoreticale orts, is stillm issing.
Instead, m ost of these proposals are focused on the gen—
eration of speci c entangled states rather than general
states w ith an arbirary chosen entanglem ent.

Here, we seek a general fram ew ork form ultipartite en—
tangled state engineering ofneutralatom s in a quantized
caviy by m aking use of the recently Introduced fom al-
ism for the exhaustive description m ultipartite entangle—
m ent based on the nilpotent polynom ialtechnique [1].

T henilpotent form alisn relieson raising operatorsact—
Ing on a reference product state{for two-level system s
the variables of these polynom ials are the nilpotent op—
erators b; . Every quantum state can be represented
as a polynom ial of operators F (fbfl' g) acting on a ref-
erence vector which we can choose to be the \atom ic
vacuum " Pi = Pi, . The main obict of interest

n

is the logarithm ofF (fb; g), that we call \nilpotential"
f = InF (fb; g). It providesusw ith a sin pe criterion of
entanglem ent for any binary partition, A and B, of the
quantum system : the subsystem sA and B are disentan-—
gkd i fa(p = fa + fp . By the term \tanglem eter" £,
w e denote the nilpotential of the \canonic state" which is
the closest to the atom icvacuum state am ong the variety
ofthe states sub ct to allpossible localtransform ations.
This polynom ial contains exhaustive inform ation about
the entanglem ent.

In oxder to in plem ent the nilpotent polynom ial tech—

nigque to describe controlled entanglem ent am ong N neu—
tral tw o—Jlevel atom s Interacting w ith a quantized single—

m ode electrom agnetic eld in a high-Q caviy, we further
assum e that the number of excited atom s rem ains low
on average, well below N , during the interaction. In
other words, we consider an entangled state of a weakly
excited m ultiatom ensem ble that is coupled to the quan-—
tized eld. This assum ption allow sus to obtain an exact
analytic description, which can be directly interpreted in
tem s of the nilpotent form alisn for m ultipartite entan—
glem ent, and propose several techniques for rather gen—
eralm ultiatom entanglem ent engineering.

Unitary controlover the system is exerted by squeez—
ing, displacing, or K errnonlinear selfm odulation of the
caviy eld,aswellasm anipulating the coupling between
the atom s and the eld m oving the atom s In the cavity.
T hisunitary control, com bined w ith nonunitary m easure—
m ents of the num ber of caviy photons, that is proc-
tion ofthe cavity— eld state onto a photon num ber state,
yields a vast variety ofpossible outcom es. W e detail such
a probabilistic approach to the construction of the D icke
state forN two-levelatom swith M excitations [1,/8], the
W [B] and GHZ [LQ] states. W e also present a proce—
dure for entangling two atom ic ensem bles. D ecoherence
is ignored throughout the analysis. This is justi ed by
the fact that in our analysis high-Q cavities are required
and also that the atom s rem ain low -excited on average.

T he structure ofthe paper isthe Hllow ing. In Sec@we
derive the analytic description of weakly excited atom ic
ensam bles. In Sec. we tum to the entanglem ent con—
trol schem es, which we further specify upon discussing
their particular applications in Sec.[IV]. W e conclude by
discussing the resuls obtained. D etails of the calcula—
tions are ncluded in AppendicesA and B.

II. ANALYTIC DESCRIPTION OF
TW O-LEVELS ATOM SIN A CAVITY

In this section we derive an analytic expression for the
tin edependent entangled state ofN atom s and the cav—
iy photonsw ith the help of the functional integration
technique, assum Ing that the num ber ofatom s in the ex—
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cited state rem ains smallas com pared to N .

The Ham iltonian ofa single-m ode caviy eld coupled
to N two-level atom s via laser-induced Ram an interac—
tion reads, In the Interaction representation,
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Here !y and !, arethe resonant frequencies ofthe cavity
m ode and the n-th atom , respectively, C, (t) is the con-—
trolled R am an coupling ofthe n-th atom w ith the cavity
eld induced by an extemal aser ed E (t), b7 are
the Paulim atrices, and BY, b are the eld-m ode creation
and annihilation operators, respectively.

On separating the atom ic and cavity eld variables
w ith the help of a fiinctional integral over the com plex
functional variable z (t), we express the evolution opera—
tor as
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w here the evolution operators @n w0 (B) I the functional
Integral satisfy the dynam ic equations
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is a nom alization factor.

For the eld and the atom s Initially in the ground
states (j)ip and i , respectively), the Schrodinger equa-
tion gives
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while the second-order tim e-dependent perturbation theory yields, In the interaction representation the quantum
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T he approxin ate expression [7) is valid as long as the m ean num ber of photons absorbed per atom rem ains sn all.

W ith the help of Egs.[8)-[0)
atom —cavity system

and the functional integral Eq.[2), one nds the quantum state of the com pound
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where by D iwe denote the \vacuum state" Pi, i,

n
henceforth. D etails of the finctional integration are pre—
sented in Appendix A, and the nal resulk Eq.A8) is
given by the follow ing explicit expression
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w ith the coe cients I given as
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and A (t) being the tin edependent nom alization.

Eqg. [@) gives the general om of an entangled quan-
tum state fora quantized cavity eld m ode coupled to an
ensam ble of N low-excited atom s. The presence of the
oscillating term s in the integrals of Egs.[I0)-[I1l) guar-
antee that theparam eters I, and I, , aretypically small
num bers and therefore the probability of excitation per
atom rem ains low. However, when !y ’ I'h, In the
cavity-atom resonant regin e, the coe cients I, can be
signi cantly Jargeras com pared to the negligble I, pa—
ram eters. Aswe show in Sec[lV] in detail the probability
foreach atom to be In the excited state in this case Indeed
rem ain an all.

A s the next step we establish the connection between
the param eters in Egs.[10)-[11), the m easured number
of the caviy photons, and the nilpotential’s coe cients
characterizing the entanglem ent in the atom ic ensem ble.

III. METHODS OF ENTANGLEMENT
CONTROL

We are now In a posiion to relate the quantum
state Eq.[9) to the nilpotential form ulation introduced
In Refl[l]. Caviy photons can be ncorporated into
the description, w ith the raising operator by being the
corresponding hilpotent’ variable. In particular, for the
state n Eq.[@), the tanglemeter f., de ned as ji =
ﬁt)efc P i, has the om
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A ccording to the entanglem ent criterion, the rst tem
describes the entanglem ent am ong the atom s and the
photons whereby the atom s collectively participate in
this entangled photonsatom s state via the operator

bl I, .
n=1
entanglem ent between the collective state of the atom s
and the cavity photons. The second tem in Eq.[I2) is
concemed exclusively w ith the entanglem ent am ong the
atom s. In this work we are m ostly interested In under—
standing how the atom s get entangled after the degrees
of freedom ofphotonsare traced out by a pro gctivem ea—
surem ent on the \engineered" cavity eld state. A fterthe

This term corresponds to the lowest order of

m easurem ent ofthe cavity photon num ber, the tanglem e-
terofthem ultiatom ic system undergoesa transform ation
to the generic form
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w here higher order tem s In ply the presence of higher
order entanglem ent. For instance, a GHZ state of N
tw o—Jevels atom s requires a non-zero temm proportional
to ™) while bipartite entanglem ent requires only the
second-order term s to be nonzero.

In principle, all the coe cients in Eq.([13) are dif-
ferent and hard to control. W e shall therefore consider
a sinplr problem of entanglem ent between two mul-
tiatom ic ensembles, A and B, each containing N atom s,
equivalent from the view point of entanglem ent.

T o describe the entanglem ent between the two ensem —
bles, we de ne for each ensemble a collective nilpotent

B B
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tively. These variables are not nilpotent in the lim it
N ! 1 sincethey only vanish in thepowerN + 1. Still,
the collective operator b; together w ith the operators
b, and by form the su (2) algebra that is a subalgebra
ofthe ull algebra su @Y ) ofthe N -atom ensemble. This
situation belongs to the case of generalized entanglem ent
[11], which adm itspow ershigher than two ofthe creation
operators. T he tanglem eter for two ensam bles has then
the general form

bl T (14)

The presence of higher-order cross tem s is associated
w ith higher-order entanglem ent between the two ensem —
bles, whilk nonlinear tem s that are dependent only on
one nilpotent variable refer to the entanglem ent am ong
atom sw ithin each ensamble.

W e proceed by listing di erent m ethods for entangle-
m ent control, nam ely, the ways ofm anipulating the tan—
glem eter coe cients  of Eq.([I3) Hr a muliatom ic en—
samble, or that of Eq.[I4) for two such ensem bles.

A . Controlofthe coe cients in Eq.{I2)).

The coe cients in the tanglem eter of Eq.([13) di-
rectly depend on the initial combined atom sphotons
state in Eq.[d). Therefore, prior to the eld m anipula—
tions and m easurem ent, one can a ect the nalstate by
controlling theN (N + 1)=2 coe cientsI, and I, inthe
nilpotential Eq.[12). According to Eqgs.[IQ)-[1), these
coe clents depend on tim e-integrals over the prescribed
tin edependent laser eld E (t) and on the coupling pa—
ram eters C, (t). The latter param eters are determ ined
by the cavity geom etry, and the individual positions of



the atom s inside the cavity. T he prospects for realizing
this crucial requirem ent by em erging techniques [12] are
discussed in Sec.[].

One has com plete control over the coe cients I, ,
when the number of adjustable param eters of the laser
eld and the couplings exceeds the totalnumberN N +
1)=2 of these coe cients. For the sim plest control set-
ting, this In plies that a constant eld E is sw itched on
ando N (N + 1)=2 tim es, such that each tin e when the
eld ison, only one of N N + 1)=2 possible pairs of the
atom s is in the cavity. G iven the coe cientsI, and I, ,
one ndsthetim e ntervalswhen the eld ison by solving
standard linear algebraic equations. T his approach holds
for arbitrary shapes of E (t) and C (t) cast Into a super—
position ofN N + 1)=2 linearly-independent functions of
tin €, as long as the corresponding linear problem is not

singular.

Finally, one can control the relative strength of the
Inear I, and bilinear I,,, coe cients by adjisting the
relative frequencies, 'o + !, and !y 'h, In the os—
cillating tem s of the integrals n Eqgs.[I0)-[II). For
instance, in Sec[IV] control schem es are proposed I the
cavity-atom s resonant regine, ! / 'L, where the bi-
lineartem s I, In Eq.[1d) becom e neglighble com pared
to the I, tem s.

B. M easuring the eld in the cavity.

O ne of the possibilities to control the atom ic entan—
glem ent is by m easuring the num ber of photons In the
cavity [U,113,114,|15]. The probabilistic outcom e after
having m easured d photons yilds the non nom alized
state
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In the special case of the cavity vacuum , d = 0, the
nilpotential of the resulting atom ic state is already in

the tanglem eter orm £, = bl bl Iym -

nm=1
ence of only bilinear term s In the tanglem eter indicates
that the degree of entanglem ent is not high. Only for
three [9, |16] and four two-level atom s [/, |17] can one
can prove that this state contain ingenious three-partie
and fourpartite entanglem ent, respectively. In general,
for constructing higherentangled states, one needs either
to detect d 1 photons, or to perform certain m anip—
ulations of the eld prior to detecting d = 0 photons.
W e dwell on the latter scenario In the next paragraphs
by considering realisticm anjpulations on opticalcavities.
T he techniques to be presented are hardly practical for
superconducting m icrow ave cavitieswherethe eld ofthe
caviy is inaccessible [3].

T he pres—

C . D isplacing the cavity eld prior to the
m easurem ent.

Let us rst apply the eld displacem ent operatorD =
et3¥e T e 'to the state ;n Eq.[9) that experin en—
tally In plies in pcting a classical eld into the cavity [18],
and then m easure the cavity photon number. Ifd= 0 is
detected, we keep the profcted atom ic state, otherw ise
we discard it. T his yields the non nom alized state

n # n #

® + A +
Ji= exp b, I, exp bbb, Inm P1i:
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16)
T he local operator exp b’ I, isnonunitary. In

n=1

com bination wih the local unitary SU (2) transform a—
tions i allow s one to perform all transform ations of the
group SL (2;C). Therefore, by digplacing the cavity eld,
perfom ing localunitary operationsand m easurem entsof
the photon num ber, we can m ove the state Eq.[19) with
d= 0, along is SL-oroi [L7] thus changing the am ount
of su-entanglem ent (see Refl[l] for m ore details). The
operations belonging to the SL (2;C) group can be used
for entanglem ent distillation [L9]. For three two-Jlevel
atom s (qubits), for exam ple, one can use digplacem ent
ofthe eld to construct with som e probability the GH Z

state. For m ore than three atom s the SL-orbit of the
state Eq.[I8) with d = 0 does not contain the GHZ

state and therefore cannot be obtained by thism ethod {

the delity between the GH Z state and the closest state
one can construct by this m ethod is decreasing rapidly
w ith the number of atom s.

D . Squeezing the cavity eld prior to the
m easurem ent.

Squeezing the caviy eld state by applying the
operatorexp gb? g b¥? t priorto the photon num —
berm easurem ent o ers another possibility to controlthe
atom ic entanglem ent. E xperin entally, this am ounts to
operating the gasJloaded cavity as a param etric am pli-

er. Ifwe start, as earlier, w ith the state Eq.[9)

h i

ji=exp bBy®+ &® Di a7

with ® = b I, and ® = b b I,, and de-
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tect zero photons in the caviy after the squeezing, the
reduced state of the m ultiatom ensem ble reads

Ji= 105, el ¢ TEOC py i
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For a real squeezing param eter g, the non nom alized
stateEq.[I8) canberewritten as j i= exp ( ®*+ ®) P i;



(see A ppendix [B] for details). T he presence of the square

ofthe operator@ in the atom s’ nilpotential im plies that
the atom s can be entangled w ith each other even if zero
photons are detected and the cavity-atom s frequencies
are tuned to the resonant regin e w here ® is negligble.
In particular, this can be done fortw o ensem blesas shown
in Sect[IV].

E. Creation ofhighly entangled atom ic states by
eld nonlinearity

Apart from displacem ent and squeezing there exists
another tool for the eld m anjpulation: a K errnonlinear
gas (W ith appreciable nonlinearity at the cavity-m ode fre—
quency !o) can be introduced In the caviy after the
atom s have passed through it. This type of coupling
results in a nonlinear dependence of the caviy energy
on the number of the caviy photons. The presence of
the m edium can also couple an extermal laser eld at a
frequency ! wih the caviy eld, thus nhducihg a mul-
tiphoton caviy excitation.

To bem ore speci ¢, ket us consider a sym m etric K err
medim w ith the nonlhearpolarization P = E 3, where
the ekectric eld E consists of the classical laser eld
of hrge ampliude E and the quantum caviy eld
by+h). In the rotating fram e de ned by the unitary
transfom ation B, = exp [ il;bybt] , the interaction
energy PE integrated over the cavity volime V yields
the H am ittonian

h i

®.7 (1, !1)byb+ (@yB)’+ y+B)E> ; (19)

w ith V. By adijisting the laser frequency ! and
am plitude E, one ndsa m ultiphoton resonance w ith the
caviy photons and creates superpositions of the cavity
photon states that di erby a Jarge xed num ber ofpho—
tons. If one detects the cavity in the vacuum state af-
ter the initial state Eq.[9) has been subfct to such a
transform ation, the atom ic ensem ble tums out to be in
a highly entangled state. This can becom e a G H Z-state
for certain values of the param eters, as it w illbe shown
in the next section (Sec.[IV BJ).

IV. APPLICATIONS

H aving presented them ain ideasofthe controlschem es
we illustrate the suggested techniques for speci c states,
such asthe N -atom GHZ and the N -atom D icke state
wih M exciations. The W state ofN -atom is a D icke

statewih M = 1. T he state vectors of these states read
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regpectively, where fP, g denotes the set of all distinct
pem utations of atom s. T he corresponding tanglem eters
are of the form
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T hese states are often discussed in the context of quan—
tum nform ation processing. M oreover, a prom inent ex—
perin ental realization of quantum continuousvariables is
obtained, when the quantum states of an asym ptotically
large ensem ble are treated collectively, adm iting opera—
torsw ith asym ptotically continuous spectra RCQ]. T here—
fore one of our exam ples is concemed w ith the engineer—
Ing of entanglem ent between two atom ic ensem bles.

W e note that all the constructions to be presented are
probabilistic in nature and the desired state is attained
only when the cavity eld is detected in a speci c Fock
state. Yet, the success rate can be appreciabl. Even
though the m ethods presented so far concem the general
casewhereallthe I coe cientsE gs.([L0)—[11]) are nonzero,
w e shallnext consider app lications in the resonant caviy-
atom s regin e where the I, ;;, are negligible, while the I,
are not.

A . Constructing a D icke state w ith M excitations

Consider N identical atom s that are sent through the
caviy of resonant frequency !¢ ’ 'y Ifallthe atom s
are m anipulated equivalently, the combined wave func-
tion Eq.[9) yields the state

n #
X
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w ith identical eld-atom coupling coe cientsI ; = ¢, and
vanishing pairw ise coe clents I j;5 = 0. The nom aliza-
tion factorA is

A= — 22)



w hile the excitation probability for each atom is 1=N .
Therefore, for large N , Eq.[2I) is consistent wih our
Iniialassum ption of low excitation per atom .

W hen a m easurem ent of the caviy photon number is
perfom ed, the result d= M isobtained w ith probability

| . 2M
Ty ey
P M ;o= ; 23)
B ilN ! .21

laving the atom ic ensembl In the M ;N i; state. Ex-
perin entally one can adjist the coupling coe cient I ; =

c such as the probability of attaining the desired D icke
state becomes maxinum . In Fig. 1 we show for the
ensambles of N = 10 and N = 19 atom s, the proba—
bility P M ;c) Eq.23) for di erent values of the cou-
pling coe cient Fjand for di erent excitationsM . W e

note that the D icke states M ;N iy and N M ;N i ak
though they are equivalent up to localoperation on each
atom , the m axin um probability for the creation of each
of them m ight be considerably di erent. T herefore, one
should choose to construct the one that acquires highest

probability P .

P(M |c|) N=19
0.35
0.3
0.25
0.2

0.15

0.1
0.05
PANS
— ‘ el

0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4

FIG.1l: (Colronline) The probability P M ;c) for cbtaining
the D icke state M ;N i) asa function ofthe am plitude ofthe
coupling coe cient Tj. W e consider tw o ensem bles consisting
of N = 10 and N = 19 atom s, and a di erent num ber of
excitationsM .

B . Construction of the GH Z state of an atom ic
ensem ble

W e begin w ith the cbservation that the state E q.[21)),
corresponding to the lowest possible order of entangle—
m ent between the individual atom s and the cavity eld,
m ay still yield a highly entangled state of the atom ic en—
sem ble after being pro fcted onto a linear com bination of
the eld vacuum and a highly excited Fock state. Let us
take the linear-com bination eld state

Fi=B DL+ C Ni; e4)

where N isthe totalnum ber ofatom s. T hen this pro fc—
tion can be shown to result In the GH Z state. In fact, by
casting Eq.[2I) in the Taylr series
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n=1
this indeed yields the GHZ state wih the tanglem eter
fouz ofEq.[200).

D etection of the eld state ¥ i cannot however be
directly perform ed as a probabilistic pro fction on the
photon num ber basis and requires a m anijpulation of the

eld prior to such a m easurem ent. O ne way to perform
such am anipulation is to expose the system to the K err—
nonlinear interaction E q.[I9) w ith the param eters chosen
such that only the corresponding states with 0 and N
cavity photons are resonant and coupled. T his condition
reads

(. !'1)N + N2=0; ©@7)

while the corresponding m atrix elem ent of the multi-
photon transition between the photon vacuum and N -th
Fock state has the fom
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T he interaction Eq.[I9) must be on during a tin e t err,
given by the condition
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Then, ifthe cavity eld is detected in the vacuum state,
the proction onto the state ¥ i is perform ed. This re—
sults in the GH Z m ultiatom ic state.

C . Entangling two ensem bles

W e now oconsider entanglem ent between two ensem -
bles of atom s, A and B, each consisting of N identical
atom s. Each ensam ble is treated as a single elem ent and
we are exclisively concemed w ith the collective entan—
glem ent between these m ultiatom ic elem ents expressed

. . + o @A)+
In tem s of the collective operators b, = bn

n=1

and

bt = B b(B)+
- n

5 : W e guide the 1rst ensamble of atom s

n=1
through the cavity and then repeat the procedure for
the second ensem ble. Ifthe excitation per atom rem ains
an alland the caviy istuned on resonancew ith the atom s
frequency, then according to E q.[9) the com bined state of
the two m ultiatom ic ensem bles and the cavity eld reads

l . + , ~+
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Entanglem ent between the two ensem bles is in plied by
the presence of cross tem s b, . b} ' in the nipoten—
tial, can appearasa result ofthe eld m anipulation prior
to the m easurem ent of the cavity photon number. In
accordance w ith the results of Sect[ID, the lowest-order
crosstem w ith k = 1= 1 can be generated from the state
Eq.[30), by squeezing the cavity eld llowed by the de—
tection ofthe cavity vacuum . M ore speci cally, after the
squeezing operator S = exp gb? gbY? has been ap-
plied to the state Eq.[30) fr time t, and zero photons
are detected, the ensam ble state adopts the form

r
ji= ﬁexp(@2+ ) Pi; (1la)
where
= Db, +b, ;
P
r= p———=; =9t = 2tanhfgt] gt; (@Glb)
1+ 29t

and the value of the param eter , given by Eq.(10), is
dentical for all the atom s.

V. DISCUSSION

W e have presented a powerful form alisn for the ana-
Iytical description of m ultiatom ic ensem bles Interacting
w ith quantized cavity elds for the case w here the atom s
have low exciation probability and the e ect of decoher-
ence is gnored. By com bining the analytical functional

Integration with the m ultipartite entanglem ent descrip—
tion via nilpotent polynom ials we have been able to pro—
pose general schem es for the probabilistic control of en—
tanglem ent am ong m ultiple neutral atom s. T hese tech—
nigques consist of m anjpulations on the cavity eld fol-
lowed by a profctive m easurem ent on the photon num —
ber state and therefore are experin entally feasble only
In optical cavities. W e presented several applications in
the regin e where the frequency of the caviy m ode is
resonant w ith the atom ic transition frequency.

T he proposed control schem e presum es the resolution
of various experim ental problem s posed by state prepa-
ration and detection, m ost In portantly the determ ina—
tion of atom number N in the cavity. T here is continu—
Ing progress tow ards the m easuram ent of trapped atom
num bers, suggesting that this goalm ay be achieved be-
fore ITong. T he ollow ing procedure m ay be conceived of:
(1) slow Iy trapping ground-state atom s in the cavity (for
which several options exist, incluiding the adiabatic con—
veyor — belt technique [12]); (i1) counting the trapped
atom s by their resonance uorescence or other optical
techniques; (iii) In pressing Stark or Zeem an shifts to
m ake atom s at di erent positions spectrally distinguish—
able and thus addressabl by the control Ram an cou-—
pling; (iv) sw tching (on and o ) theRam an control eld
in Ham iltonian [I) or selected (spectrally addressable )
atom s for the required interaction tin e. T his procedure,
although challenging, may in the long run allow eld —
atom entangling m anipulations w ithout actually sending
atom s in and out of the cavity, but rather m aking them
disappear and reappear by purely opticalm anipulations.

Beyond the ability to realize a broader variety of en—
tangled multiatom states than existing states, the m ain
m erit of the present analysis is that i has been exhib-
ted w ithin the uni ed fram ew ork ofthe generalnilpotent
form aliam .
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APPENDIX A:FUNCTIONAL INTEGRATION

T he straightforw ard w ay to calculate the fiinctional in—
tegral of Eq.[8) is by transom ing i into a G aussian
functional integral. This requires rst to nd the sta-—
tionary solutions zg ( ), zs ( ) that correspond to the ex—
trem um of the functional exponent, ie., the action S,



and then to evaluate the integral fornew functionalvari-
ablesfz ( )+ z,();z ( )+ zs()g.

2 2 X\] !n
S= i ®()fd +1i -t
0 n=1
R &
i b &0 Pc,()z()d
n=1 0
Zt

+dhy &0 YE()z ()d
0
Zt 7zt
et VE(E()z ()z ()dd; @1)

By variation of the action S

Zt n ){\] #
0= s= d iz () i Dbicy,()et =& z()
0 n=1
2 3
Zt Z
diz() dye'C "E()+E() 0 YE()z ()d +E() E()z ()"t 1d5 z () @2)

one obtains the stationary solutions

x L
zs ()= by Ca (et )

n=1
zs()=hyei!°( YE()

0 1

W yAS Z

i b;E()@ E()Cn()ei!"(t )+ il o ( )d+ E()Cn()eiln(t )+ 1o ( )dA: @ 3)

n=1 0

contrbution of the action does not contain quantum op-
The substitution of the new variables nto Eq.RI), erators in our case and the functional Integration over
separates the action S into two parts this gives just a phase that can be ignored. W hat is left
then is to evaluate the classical contribution to the func-
tional integralby substituting Sci1= S (zs ( ) ;z5 ()
S=8S@E()iz ())+ S ()izg ()); @ 4)

a \quantum " part and a \classical" one. T he quantum

>{\] !n >{\] Zt i(! !
Sa=1 —t dy b 08¢ (HE()d
n=1 n=1 0
W Zt 7
+ by, by E()E()Ca ()Cq (et G0 ta)mtlating Gariolg q @5)



into Eq.[8). The nalexpression fr the wave fiinction describbing the tin e-evolution of the com bined cavity-atom s
state is

2 . 3
1 ){\I !n ){\I Z 1(! 1
j )i= —— exp4i —t+ By bl et B¢ (HE()d O
A (b) 2
n=1 n=1 0
2 3
Zt 7
exp 4+ By by E(JE()Cn ()Cn (et G0 fnltttatiny Cutidlgd 5pi:  @6)
nm=1 0 0

where A (t) is the nom alization factor whose derivation
is presented In the follow ing.

1. N omm alization factor

By de nition the square of the nom alization factor, using the notation of Egs.{9)-[11l), is
" # " #
2 A A S + A + .t
AOf=t0dexp b b, I + b, by L » exp By blIL+ b b T i @a7)

n=1 nm=1 n=1 n;m=1

or, equivalently, after expanding the termm s involring the operatorsbk and by,
A\l # A\l # A\ #
5 ® byl byl s R e
A @©J =10 jexp b, b, I, ,n exp b, I, by, In exp bbby, Inm Pi: A 8)

nm=1 n=1 m=1 n;m=1

Under the assum ption of low excitation probability per atom , the collective operators approxin ately com m ute and
the Eq.[A8) m ay be rew ritten in the m

" #
) X d X X
A ©IF " O jexp b,b, L.t b I, bl I, + bibl Inm Pi: ®9)
nm=1 n=1 m=1 n;m=1
The expression [A9) can be written in a sinplerway as
A ©F = 10 jexp BM v1P1; ®10)
by introducing a Hem iian m atrix M and a com plex vector y
0 1 1 0 1

LI 5L, Ta ... La )

B . . C B .

B : . : : . : o B

B 11y I LI, I I E
M :BEN 1 e+ 3 N ;1 cee 1;N ;y=B N @ll)

B L, ... Lz 3LL ...3L T g 7

B . . . . B .

- .o : .o K € : &
1 1
Ly - Ly 34T ... 5L N
[
At thispoint, we can em ploy the identity that holds for com plex vectors x and w, to prove that
Z
Z - detA
N . @ )N e*? fz o dx™ dx" exp [ RAx zZxX Xz] ;
dx dx exp[ ®+ w)A X+ w)l= Y @a12) e )"
IS

A13)



for A, a Hem itian m atrix and z, a vector de ned as

10

z= Aw.

W ih the help ofthe dentity [R13) we can rew rite Eq.[A10Q) as

A ©F = 10 jexp B yIPs

detM ! 2N 2N . 1 = - :
= —— &7 &XT Mjxp R "x yx Xy Pi
@)
1Z
detM 2N 2N v 1 - =
— dx*” dX° exp XM X+ X+ X)V X+ X)
@)
detM 1 2 %
= ——— &N & exp xX B
X
@)
_ detM ! ) &14)
detB '
w here we have assum ed that x; an all, an assum ption valid in the chosen regin e, and
0 Ly Y v .
V= v 0o BT yvv mt ®.15)
[
APPENDIX B:SQUEEZING OPERATORS and w ith initial condition
H aving pro fcted the squeezed state onto the vacuum -
Ppi=e™ ~: ®4)

Coa X (g(A+ 5)2 g Ayz)t . G .
Jji=h0,Jje Poie” Pi B1)
wewould like to explicitly calculate the state oftheatom s
In the special case where g = g . If the position—
m om entum representation ofthe ladder operations isem —

ployed,

b= pe @t —);
3 er’’

b¥ = 191— ® i) B2)
2 ek

theproblm isreduced in solving the Shrodingerequation

for the H am iltonian

2
P=1ig b+ & gb¥?

jo g o
i 2g® + gk %+i 290k + g+ g®> @B3)

If g is a real number, the di erential equation to be
solved isof rst orderboth in position and tin e and thus
can be easily handled. The nalresukt is

h i h i
ji=rexp ®*+ exp ® Di B5)
where t is tin e period that the squeezing operator is ap—
plied and the param eters are

S © S —
r= 2= 14 %9 =gt; = 2tanhfgt] gt: B6)
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