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C ontrolofm ultiatom entanglem ent in a cavity
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M ichal K olar and G ershon K urizki
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W e propose a generalform alism for analyticaldescription ofm ultiatom ic ensem bles interacting

with a single m odequantized cavity �eld undertheassum ption thatm ostatom srem ain un-excited

on average.By com biningtheobtained form alism with thenilpotenttechniqueforthedescription of

m ultipartiteentanglem entweareableto overview in a uni�ed fashion di�erentprobabilisticcontrol

scenariosofentanglem entam ong atom sorexam ineatom icensem bles.W ethen apply theproposed

controlschem esto the creation ofm ultiatom statesusefulforquantum inform ation.

PACS num bers:03.67.M n,42.50.-p,03.65.D b

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

Engineering ofthe entanglem ent properties ofm ulti-

partite stateshasrecently becom e the subjectofexten-

siveresearch duetoitsrelevancetoquantum inform ation

processing and com putation.A num berofentanglem ent

controlschem es based on neutralatom s in a quantized

cavity �eld [1,2,3,4]or in opticallattices [5]as well

as trapped-ion setups [6]have been proposed,and im -

plem ented experim entally. However,a universaltheory

ofm ultipartite entanglem ent,which could guide the di-

verseexperim entaland theoreticale�orts,isstillm issing.

Instead,m ostofthese proposalsarefocused on the gen-

eration ofspeci�c entangled states rather than general

stateswith an arbitrary chosen entanglem ent.

Here,weseek a generalfram ework form ultipartiteen-

tangled stateengineeringofneutralatom sin a quantized

cavity by m aking use ofthe recently introduced form al-

ism fortheexhaustivedescription m ultipartiteentangle-

m entbased on the nilpotentpolynom ialtechnique [7].

Thenilpotentform alism relieson raisingoperatorsact-

ing on a reference product state{for two-levelsystem s

the variablesofthese polynom ialsare the nilpotentop-

erators b�+i . Every quantum state can be represented

as a polynom ialofoperators F (fb�+
i
g) acting on a ref-

erence vector which we can choose to be the \atom ic

vacuum " jOi =
Y

n

j0i
n
. The m ain object of interest

isthe logarithm ofF (fb�+i g),thatwe call\nilpotential"
f = lnF (fb�+

i
g).Itprovidesuswith a sim plecriterion of

entanglem entforany binary partition,A and B ,ofthe

quantum system :thesubsystem sA and B aredisentan-

gled i� fA [B = fA + fB . By the term \tanglem eter" fc
wedenotethenilpotentialofthe\canonicstate"which is

theclosesttotheatom icvacuum stateam ongthevariety

ofthestatessubjecttoallpossiblelocaltransform ations.

This polynom ialcontains exhaustive inform ation about

the entanglem ent.

In orderto im plem entthe nilpotentpolynom ialtech-

niquetodescribecontrolled entanglem entam ong N neu-

traltwo-levelatom sinteracting with a quantized single-

m odeelectrom agnetic�eld in a high-Q cavity,wefurther

assum e that the num ber ofexcited atom s rem ains low

on average, wellbelow N , during the interaction. In

otherwords,we consideran entangled state ofa weakly

excited m ultiatom ensem blethatiscoupled to thequan-

tized �eld.Thisassum ption allowsusto obtain an exact

analyticdescription,which can bedirectly interpreted in

term softhe nilpotentform alism form ultipartite entan-

glem ent,and propose severaltechniques forrathergen-

eralm ultiatom entanglem entengineering.

Unitary controloverthe system isexerted by squeez-

ing,displacing,orK err-nonlinearself-m odulation ofthe

cavity�eld,aswellasm anipulatingthecouplingbetween

the atom sand the �eld m oving the atom sin the cavity.

Thisunitarycontrol,com bined with nonunitarym easure-

m ents ofthe num ber ofcavity photons,that is projec-

tion ofthecavity-�eld stateonto a photon num berstate,

yieldsavastvariety ofpossibleoutcom es.W edetailsuch

a probabilisticapproach to theconstruction oftheDicke

stateforN two-levelatom swith M excitations[1,8],the

W [9] and G HZ [10]states. W e also presenta proce-

dure forentangling two atom ic ensem bles. Decoherence

is ignored throughout the analysis. This is justi�ed by

thefactthatin ouranalysishigh-Q cavitiesarerequired

and also thatthe atom srem ain low-excited on average.

Thestructureofthepaperisthefollowing.In Sec.IIwe

derive the analytic description ofweakly excited atom ic

ensem bles.In Sec.IIIweturn to the entanglem entcon-

trolschem es,which we further specify upon discussing

theirparticularapplicationsin Sec.IV.W econcludeby

discussing the results obtained. Details ofthe calcula-

tionsareincluded in AppendicesA and B.

II. A N A LY T IC D ESC R IP T IO N O F

T W O -LEV ELS A T O M S IN A C AV IT Y

In thissection wederivean analyticexpression forthe

tim e-dependententangled stateofN atom sand thecav-

ity photons,with the help ofthe functionalintegration

technique,assum ing thatthenum berofatom sin theex-
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cited staterem ainssm allascom pared to N .

TheHam iltonian ofa single-m odecavity �eld coupled

to N two-levelatom s via laser-induced Ram an interac-

tion reads,in the interaction representation,

bH = !0ba
yba+

X

n

h
!n

2
b�zn + E(t)Cn (t)

�
b�+n + b��n

��
bay + ba

�i
:

(1)

Here!0 and !n aretheresonantfrequenciesofthecavity

m ode and the n-th atom ,respectively,Cn(t)isthe con-

trolled Ram an coupling ofthen-th atom with thecavity

�eld induced by an externallaser �eld E(t),b�z;+ ;�
n are

thePaulim atrices,and bay,ba arethe�eld-m odecreation
and annihilation operators,respectively.

O n separating the atom ic and cavity �eld variables

with the help ofa functionalintegralover the com plex

functionalvariable z(t),we expressthe evolution opera-

toras

bU =

Z
D z(t)D z�(t)

A
exp

�

� i

Z

jz(t)j
2
dt

�
bU0(t)

NY

n= 1

bUn(t);

(2)

where the evolution operators bUn;o(t) in the functional

integralsatisfy the dynam ic equations

i
@

@t
bU0(t)= [!0bayba� E(t)z�(t)(bay+ba)]bU0(t) (3)

i
@

@t
bUn(t)=

h
!n

2
b�zn + z(t)Cn(t)

�
b�+n + b��n

�i
bUn(t); (4)

and

A =

Z

D z(t)D z�(t)exp

�

� i

Z

jz(t)j
2
dt

�

(5)

isa norm alization factor.

For the �eld and the atom s initially in the ground

states(j0i
p
and j0i

n
,respectively),theSchr�odingerequa-

tion gives

j 0 (t)i= exp

2

4ibay

tZ

0

ei!0(��t)E(�)z�(�)d� �

tZ

0

tZ

�

ei!0(���)E(�)E(�)z�(�)z�(�)d�d�

3

5 j0i
p

; (6)

while the second-order tim e-dependent perturbation theory yields,in the interaction representation the quantum

state

j n (t)i’ exp

2

4i
!n

2
t� ib�+n e

�i! n t

tZ

0

ei!n �Cn (�)z(�)d�

3

5 j0i
n
: (7)

The approxim ate expression (7) isvalid aslong asthe m ean num berofphotonsabsorbed peratom rem ainssm all.

W ith the help of Eqs.(6)-(7) and the functionalintegralEq.(2), one �nds the quantum state of the com pound

atom -cavity system

j	i=

Z
D z(t)D z�(t)

A
exp

2

4� i

tZ

0

jz(�)j
2
d�+ i

NX

n= 1

!n

2
t

3

5 exp

2

4�

tZ

0

tZ

�

ei!0(���)E(�)E(�)z�(�)z�(�)d�d�

3

5

exp

2

4� i
NX

n= 1

b�+n

tZ

0

ei!n (��t)Cn (�)z(�)d�

3

5 exp

2

4ibay

tZ

0

ei!0(��t)E(�)z�(�)d�

3

5 jO i; (8)

whereby jO iwedenotethe\vacuum state" j0i
p

Y

n

j0i
n

henceforth.Detailsofthefunctionalintegration arepre-

sented in Appendix A,and the �nalresult Eq.(A6) is

given by the following explicitexpression
j	(t)i=

1

A(t)
exp

"

bay
NX

n= 1

b�+n In

#

exp

"
NX

n;m = 1

b�+n b�
+

m In;m

#

jO i; (9)
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with the coe�cientsI given as

In = i

tZ

0

ei(!0+ !n )(��t)Cn (�)E(�)d�; (10)

In;m =

tZ

0

�Z

0

Cn (�)E(�)Cm (�)E(�)

e�i(�(! 0�! m )+ t(!n + !m )��(! n + !0))d�d�; (11)

and A(t)being the tim e-dependentnorm alization.

Eq. (9) givesthe generalform ofan entangled quan-

tum stateforaquantized cavity �eld m odecoupled to an

ensem ble ofN low-excited atom s. The presence ofthe

oscillating term sin the integralsofEqs.(10)-(11) guar-

anteethattheparam etersIn and In;m aretypically sm all

num bers and therefore the probability ofexcitation per

atom rem ains low. However,when !0 ’ � !n,in the

cavity-atom resonant regim e,the coe�cients I n can be

signi�cantlylargerascom pared tothenegligibleIn;m pa-

ram eters. Asweshow in Sec.IV in detailtheprobability

foreach atom tobein theexcited statein thiscaseindeed

rem ain sm all.

Asthe nextstep we establish the connection between

the param etersin Eqs.(10)-(11),the m easured num ber

ofthe cavity photons,and the nilpotential’s coe�cients

characterizing theentanglem entin theatom icensem ble.

III. M ET H O D S O F EN TA N G LEM EN T

C O N T R O L

W e are now in a position to relate the quantum

state Eq.(9) to the nilpotentialform ulation introduced

in Ref.[7]. Cavity photons can be incorporated into

the description,with the raising operator bay being the

corresponding ‘nilpotent’variable.In particular,forthe

state in Eq.(9), the tanglem eter fc, de�ned as j	i =
1

A (t)
efc jO i,hasthe form

fc = bay
NX

n= 1

b�+n In +
NX

n;m = 1

b�+n b�
+

m In;m : (12)

According to the entanglem ent criterion,the �rst term

describes the entanglem ent am ong the atom s and the

photons whereby the atom s collectively participate in

this entangled photons-atom s state via the operator
NP

n= 1

b�+n In. Thisterm correspondsto the lowestorderof

entanglem entbetween the collective state of the atom s

and the cavity photons. The second term in Eq.(12) is

concerned exclusively with the entanglem entam ong the

atom s. In this work we are m ostly interested in under-

standing how the atom sgetentangled afterthe degrees

offreedom ofphotonsaretraced outby aprojectivem ea-

surem enton the\engineered"cavity�eld state.Afterthe

m easurem entofthecavityphoton num ber,thetanglem e-

terofthem ultiatom icsystem undergoesatransform ation

to the genericform

fc =

NX

n;m = 1

�
(2)

n;m b�
+

n b�
+

m + :::+

NX

n;m ;:::;l= 1

�
(N )

n;m :::;l
b�+n b�

+

m :::b�+
l

(13)

where higher order term s im ply the presence ofhigher

order entanglem ent. For instance, a G HZ state of N

two-levels atom s requires a non-zero term proportional

to �(N ) while bipartite entanglem ent requires only the

second-orderterm sto be nonzero.

In principle,allthe � coe�cients in Eq.( 13) are dif-

ferent and hard to control. W e shalltherefore consider

a sim pler problem of entanglem ent between two m ul-

tiatom ic ensem bles,A and B ,each containing N atom s,

equivalentfrom the viewpointofentanglem ent.

To describetheentanglem entbetween thetwo ensem -

bles,we de�ne for each ensem ble a collective nilpotent

variable: b�+
A
=

NP

n= 1

b�(A )+n and b�+
B
=

NP

n= 1

b�(B )+
n respec-

tively. These variables are not nilpotent in the lim it

N ! 1 sincethey only vanish in thepowerN + 1.Still,

the collective operator b�+
A
together with the operators

b��
A
and b�zA form the su(2)algebra thatis a subalgebra

ofthefullalgebra su(2N )oftheN -atom ensem ble.This

situation belongsto thecaseofgeneralized entanglem ent

[11],which adm itspowershigherthan twoofthecreation

operators. The tanglem eterfortwo ensem bleshasthen

the generalform

fc =

NX

k;l= 0

�k;l
�
b�+
A

�k �
b�+
B

�l
: (14)

The presence of higher-order cross term s is associated

with higher-orderentanglem entbetween the two ensem -

bles,while nonlinear term s that are dependent only on

one nilpotent variable refer to the entanglem entam ong

atom swithin each ensem ble.

W e proceed by listing di�erentm ethods forentangle-

m entcontrol,nam ely,thewaysofm anipulating thetan-

glem eter coe�cients � ofEq.( 13) for a m ultiatom ic en-

sem ble,orthatofEq.(14)fortwo such ensem bles.

A . C ontrolofthe coe� cients in Eq.(12).

The � coe�cients in the tanglem eter of Eq.( 13) di-

rectly depend on the initial com bined atom s-photons

state in Eq.(9). Therefore,prior to the �eld m anipula-

tionsand m easurem ent,one can a�ectthe �nalstateby

controllingtheN (N + 1)=2coe�cientsI n and In;m in the

nilpotentialEq.(12). According to Eqs.(10)-(11),these

coe�cientsdepend on tim e-integralsoverthe prescribed

tim e-dependentlaser�eld E(t) and on the coupling pa-

ram eters Cn(t). The latter param eters are determ ined

by the cavity geom etry,and the individualpositions of
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the atom sinside the cavity. The prospectsforrealizing

thiscrucialrequirem entby em erging techniques[12]are

discussed in Sec.V.

O ne has com plete controlover the coe�cients I n;m ,

when the num ber ofadjustable param eters ofthe laser

�eld and thecouplingsexceedsthetotalnum berN (N +

1)=2 ofthese coe�cients. For the sim plest controlset-

ting,this im plies that a constant�eld E is switched on

and o� N (N + 1)=2 tim es,such thateach tim ewhen the

�eld ison,only one ofN (N + 1)=2 possible pairsofthe

atom sisin thecavity.G iven thecoe�cientsI n and In;m ,

one�ndsthetim eintervalswhen the�eld ison by solving

standard linearalgebraicequations.Thisapproach holds

forarbitrary shapesofE(t)and C (t)castinto a super-

position ofN (N + 1)=2 linearly-independentfunctionsof

tim e,aslong asthe corresponding linearproblem isnot

singular.

Finally, one can controlthe relative strength of the

linear In and bilinear In;m coe�cients by adjusting the

relative frequencies,!0 + !n and !0 � !n, in the os-

cillating term s of the integrals in Eqs.(10)-(11). For

instance,in Sec.IV controlschem esare proposed in the

cavity-atom sresonantregim e,!0 ’ � !n,where the bi-

linearterm sIn;m in Eq.(11)becom enegligiblecom pared

to the In term s.

B . M easuring the � eld in the cavity.

O ne ofthe possibilities to controlthe atom ic entan-

glem ent is by m easuring the num ber ofphotons in the

cavity [1,13,14,15]. The probabilistic outcom e after

having m easured d photons yields the non norm alized

state

j�i=

 
NX

n= 1

b�+n In

! d

exp

"
NX

n;m = 1

b�+n b�
+

m In;m

#

jOi : (15)

In the specialcase ofthe cavity vacuum ,d = 0,the

nilpotentialofthe resulting atom ic state is already in

the tanglem eter form fc =
NP

n;m = 1

b�+n b�
+
m In;m . The pres-

ence ofonly bilinearterm s in the tanglem eter indicates

that the degree ofentanglem ent is not high. O nly for

three [9, 16]and four two-levelatom s [7, 17]can one

can provethatthisstate contain ingeniousthree-partite

and four-partite entanglem ent,respectively. In general,

forconstructinghigher-entangled states,oneneedseither

to detect d � 1 photons,or to perform certain m anip-

ulations ofthe �eld prior to detecting d = 0 photons.

W e dwellon the latter scenario in the next paragraphs

by consideringrealisticm anipulationson opticalcavities.

The techniques to be presented are hardly practicalfor

superconductingm icrowavecavitieswherethe�eld ofthe

cavity isinaccessible[3].

C . D isplacing the cavity � eld prior to the

m easurem ent.

Letus�rstapply the�eld displacem entoperatorD =

e
1

2
j�j

2

e��
� b� e�b� y

to the state in Eq.(9) that experim en-

tally im pliesinjecting aclassical�eld intothecavity [18],

and then m easurethe cavity photon num ber.Ifd = 0 is

detected,we keep the projected atom ic state,otherwise

wediscard it.Thisyieldsthe non norm alized state

j�i= exp

"

� �
�

NX

n= 1

b�+n In

#

exp

"
NX

n;m = 1

b�+n b�
+

m In;m

#

jOi :

(16)

Thelocaloperatorexp

�

� ��
NP

n= 1

b�+n In

�

isnonunitary.In

com bination with the localunitary SU (2) transform a-

tionsitallowsone to perform alltransform ationsofthe

group SL(2;C).Therefore,by displacingthecavity �eld,

perform inglocalunitaryoperationsand m easurem entsof

thephoton num ber,wecan m ovethestateEq.(15) with

d = 0,along itsSL-orbit[17]thuschanging the am ount

ofsu-entanglem ent (see Ref.[7]for m ore details). The

operationsbelonging to the SL(2;C)group can be used

for entanglem ent distillation [19]. For three two-level

atom s (qubits),for exam ple,one can use displacem ent

ofthe �eld to constructwith som e probability the G HZ

state. For m ore than three atom s the SL-orbit ofthe

state Eq.(15) with d = 0 does not contain the G HZ

stateand thereforecannotbeobtained by thism ethod {

the �delity between the G HZ state and the closeststate

one can construct by this m ethod is decreasing rapidly

with the num berofatom s.

D . Squeezing the cavity � eld prior to the

m easurem ent.

Squeezing the cavity �eld state by applying the

operatorexp
��
gb�2 � g�b�y2

�
t
�
priorto thephoton num -

berm easurem ento�ersanotherpossibility to controlthe

atom ic entanglem ent. Experim entally,this am ounts to

operating the gas-loaded cavity as a param etric am pli-

�er.Ifwe start,asearlier,with the stateEq.(9)

j	i= exp

h
bay bO + bG

i
jO i (17)

with bO =
NP

n= 1

b�+n In and bG =
NP

n;m = 1

b�+n b�
+
m In;m and de-

tect zero photons in the cavity after the squeezing,the

reduced stateofthe m ultiatom ensem blereads

j�i= h0j
p
e(
gb� 2

�g
� b� y2)tebaybO + bG

j0i
p
jOi

= h0j
p
e�bay bO e(gb� 2

�g
� b� y2)tebaybO e

bG
j0i

p
jOi

= h0j
p
e
g(b�+ bO )2t�g � b� y2

t+ bG
j0i

p
jOi: (18)

For a realsqueezing param eter g, the non norm alized

stateEq.(18)canberewrittenasj�i= exp(� bO 2+ bG )jOi;
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(seeAppendix B fordetails).Thepresenceofthesquare

oftheoperator bO in theatom s’nilpotential im pliesthat

theatom scan beentangled with each othereven if zero

photons are detected and the cavity-atom s frequencies

are tuned to the resonantregim e where bG is negligible.

In particular,thiscanbedonefortwoensem blesasshown

in Sect.IV.

E. C reation ofhighly entangled atom ic states by

� eld nonlinearity

Apart from displacem ent and squeezing there exists

anothertoolforthe�eld m anipulation:a K err-nonlinear

gas(with appreciablenonlinearityatthecavity-m odefre-

quency !0) can be introduced in the cavity after the

atom s have passed through it. This type of coupling

results in a nonlinear dependence ofthe cavity energy

on the num ber ofthe cavity photons. The presence of

the m edium can also couple an externallaser�eld at a

frequency !L with the cavity �eld,thusinducing a m ul-

tiphoton cavity excitation.

To be m ore speci�c,letusconsidera sym m etric Kerr

m edium with thenonlinearpolarization P = �E 3,where

the electric �eld E consists of the classicallaser �eld

of large am plitude E and the quantum cavity �eld �

(bay+ba). In the rotating fram e de�ned by the unitary

transform ation bU0 = exp[� i!Lbaybat], the interaction

energy P E integrated over the cavity volum e V yields

the Ham iltonian

bH c ’ (!0 � !L)bayba+ �

h
(bayba)2 + (bay+ba)E3

i
; (19)

with �� �V. By adjusting the laserfrequency ! L and

am plitudeE,one�ndsa m ultiphoton resonancewith the

cavity photons and creates superpositions ofthe cavity

photon statesthatdi�erby a large�xed num berofpho-

tons. Ifone detects the cavity in the vacuum state af-

ter the initialstate Eq.(9) has been subject to such a

transform ation,the atom ic ensem ble turns outto be in

a highly entangled state. Thiscan becom e a G HZ-state

forcertain valuesofthe param eters,asitwillbe shown

in the nextsection (Sec.IV B).

IV . A P P LIC A T IO N S

Havingpresented them ain ideasofthecontrolschem es

weillustratethesuggested techniquesforspeci�c states,

such asthe N -atom G HZ and the N -atom Dicke state

with M excitations. The W state ofN -atom isa Dicke

statewith M = 1.Thestatevectorsofthesestatesread

jG H Zi=
j00:::0i+ j11:::1i

p
2

;

jW i= j1;N i
D
=

P
k
Pk j10:::0i
p
N

;

jM ;N i
D
=

r
M !(N � M )!

N !

P

k

Pkj11:::1| {z }0

M

:::00> ;

(20a)

respectively,where fPkg denotes the set ofalldistinct

perm utationsofatom s.Thecorresponding tanglem eters

areofthe form

fG H Z = �
+

1
�
+

2
:::�

+

N
; fW =

NP

i= 1;i6= j

�
+

j �
+

i ; (20b)

fD =
MP

j= 1

�
+

j

NP

i= M + 1

�
+

i +
MP

k;m = 1
k6= m

�
+

k
�
+

m

NP

i;j= M + 1
i6= j

�
+

i �
+

j

+ :::+
MQ

i= 1

�
+

i

NP

j;k;:::l= M + 1

�
+

j �
+

k
:::�

+

l| {z }
:

M

These statesare often discussed in the contextofquan-

tum inform ation processing. M oreover,a prom inentex-

perim entalrealization ofquantum continuousvariablesis

obtained,when thequantum statesofan asym ptotically

largeensem ble are treated collectively,adm itting opera-

torswith asym ptotically continuousspectra [20].There-

foreoneofourexam plesisconcerned with theengineer-

ing ofentanglem entbetween two atom icensem bles.

W enotethatalltheconstructionsto bepresented are

probabilistic in nature and the desired state isattained

only when the cavity �eld isdetected in a speci�c Fock

state. Yet,the success rate can be appreciable. Even

though them ethodspresented so farconcern thegeneral

casewherealltheIcoe�cientsEqs.(10)-(11)arenonzero,

weshallnextconsiderapplicationsin theresonantcavity-

atom sregim ewheretheIn;m arenegligible,whiletheIn
arenot.

A . C onstructing a D icke state w ith M excitations

ConsiderN identicalatom sthataresentthrough the

cavity ofresonantfrequency !0 ’ � !n.Ifallthe atom s

are m anipulated equivalently,the com bined wave func-

tion Eq.(9)yieldsthe state

j	(t)i=
1

A
exp

"

bayc
NX

n= 1

b�+n

#

jO i ; (21)

with identical�eld-atom coupling coe�cientsI i = c,and

vanishing pairwise coe�cients I i;j = 0. The norm aliza-

tion factorA is

A =

NX

i= 1

i!N !

(N � i)!
jcj

2i
; (22)
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while the excitation probability for each atom is 1=N .

Therefore, for large N , Eq.(21) is consistent with our

initialassum ption oflow excitation peratom .

W hen a m easurem entofthe cavity photon num beris

perform ed,theresultd = M isobtained with probability

P (M ;c)=

M !N !

(N �M )!
jcj

2M

NP

i= 1

i!N !

(N �i)!
jcj

2i

; (23)

leaving the atom ic ensem ble in the jM ;N i
D
state. Ex-

perim entally onecan adjustthecoupling coe�cientI i =

c such as the probability ofattaining the desired Dicke

state becom es m axim um . In Fig. 1 we show for the

ensem bles ofN = 10 and N = 19 atom s,the proba-

bility P (M ;c) Eq.(23) for di�erent values ofthe cou-

pling coe�cientjcjand fordi�erentexcitationsM . W e

notethattheDickestatesjM ;N i
D
and jN � M ;N i

D
al-

though they areequivalentup to localoperation on each

atom ,the m axim um probability forthe creation ofeach

ofthem m ightbe considerably di�erent. Therefore,one

should chooseto constructthe onethatacquireshighest

probability P .

0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4
ÈcÈ
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0.15

0.2

0.25

0.3

0.35
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10
8
6
4
2
M=

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
ÈcÈ
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0.1
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0.2

0.25

0.3

0.35

PHM,ÈcÈL N=10

9
8
7
6
5
4
3
2
1
M=

FIG .1:(Coloronline)The probability P (M ;c)forobtaining

theD ickestatejM ;N i
D
asa function oftheam plitudeofthe

coupling coe�cientjcj.W econsidertwo ensem blesconsisting

of N = 10 and N = 19 atom s, and a di�erent num ber of

excitationsM .

B . C onstruction ofthe G H Z state ofan atom ic

ensem ble

W e begin with the observation thatthe stateEq.(21),

corresponding to the lowest possible order ofentangle-

m entbetween the individualatom sand the cavity �eld,

m ay stillyield a highly entangled stateoftheatom icen-

sem bleafterbeing projected ontoalinearcom bination of

the�eld vacuum and a highly excited Fock state.Letus

takethe linear-com bination �eld state

jF i= B j0i
p
+ C jN i

p
; (24)

whereN isthetotalnum berofatom s.Then thisprojec-

tion can beshown to resultin theG HZ state.In fact,by

casting Eq.(21)in the Taylorseries

j	i=
1

A

NX

n= 1

(bay)n

n!

 
NX

n= 1

b�+n In

! n

jO i (25)

oneim m ediately �ndsthe projection

hF j	i=
1

A

2

4B � +
C �

p
N !

 
NX

n= 1

b�+n In

! N
3

5 jOi

=

 
B �

A
+

C �

A
p
N !

NY

n= 1

b�+n In

!

jOi; (26a)

For

B
�
p
N != C

�

NY

n= 1

In; (26b)

this indeed yields the G HZ state with the tanglem eter

fG H Z ofEq.(20b).

Detection of the �eld state jF i cannot however be

directly perform ed as a probabilistic projection on the

photon num berbasisand requiresa m anipulation ofthe

�eld priorto such a m easurem ent. O ne way to perform

such a m anipulation isto exposethesystem to theK err-

nonlinearinteraction Eq.(19)with theparam eterschosen

such that only the corresponding states with 0 and N

cavity photonsareresonantand coupled.Thiscondition

reads

(!c � !L)N + �N
2 = 0; (27)

while the corresponding m atrix elem ent of the m ulti-

photon transition between thephoton vacuum and N -th

Fock statehasthe form

V0N =

�
�E 3

�N p
N !

NQ

n= 1

(�n 2 � !L n)

=
E3N

p
N !

NQ

n= 1

(n � !L=�)

: (28)

Theinteraction Eq.(19)m ustbeon during a tim etK err,

given by the condition

tan(tK errV0N )=
C �

B �
=
p
N !=

NY

n= 1

In; (29)
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Then,ifthecavity �eld isdetected in the vacuum state,

the projection onto the state jF iisperform ed. Thisre-

sultsin the G HZ m ultiatom ic state.

C . Entangling tw o ensem bles

W e now consider entanglem ent between two ensem -

bles ofatom s,A and B ,each consisting ofN identical

atom s.Each ensem bleistreated asa singleelem entand

we are exclusively concerned with the collective entan-

glem ent between these m ultiatom ic elem ents expressed

in term softhe collective operatorsb�+
A
=

NP

n= 1

b�(A )+n and

b�+
B
=

NP

n= 1

b�(B )+
n :W e guide the �rst ensem ble ofatom s

through the cavity and then repeat the procedure for

thesecond ensem ble.Ifthe excitation peratom rem ains

sm allandthecavityistuned on resonancewith theatom s

frequency,then accordingtoEq.(9)thecom bined stateof

thetwo m ultiatom icensem blesand thecavity �eld reads

j	i=
1

A
e
�bay(b�+

A
+ b�+

B )jO i : (30)

Entanglem entbetween the two ensem bles is im plied by

the presenceofcrossterm s
�
b�+
A

�k �
b�+
B

�l
in the nilpoten-

tial,can appearasaresultofthe�eld m anipulation prior

to the m easurem ent ofthe cavity photon num ber. In

accordance with the resultsofSect.III,the lowest-order

crossterm with k = l= 1can begeneratedfrom thestate

Eq.(30),by squeezing thecavity �eld followed by thede-

tection ofthecavity vacuum .M orespeci�cally,afterthe

squeezing operator S = exp
�
gb�2 � gb�y2

�
has been ap-

plied to the state Eq.(30) for tim e t,and zero photons

aredetected,the ensem blestateadoptsthe form

j�i=
r

A 0
exp(�bO 2 + �)jOi ; (31a)

where

bO = �
�
b�+
A
+ b�+

B

�
;

r=

p
2�

p
1+ e2gt

;�= gt;� = 2tanh[gt]� gt; (31b)

and the value ofthe param eter �,given by Eq.(10),is

identicalforallthe atom s.

V . D ISC U SSIO N

W e have presented a powerfulform alism forthe ana-

lyticaldescription ofm ultiatom ic ensem bles interacting

with quantized cavity �eldsforthecasewheretheatom s

havelow excitation probability and thee�ectofdecoher-

ence isignored. By com bining the analyticalfunctional

integration with the m ultipartite entanglem ent descrip-

tion via nilpotentpolynom ialswehavebeen ableto pro-

pose generalschem esfor the probabilistic controlofen-

tanglem entam ong m ultiple neutralatom s. These tech-

niques consist ofm anipulations on the cavity �eld fol-

lowed by a projectivem easurem enton the photon num -

ber state and therefore are experim entally feasible only

in opticalcavities. W e presented severalapplicationsin

the regim e where the frequency of the cavity m ode is

resonantwith the atom ictransition frequency.

The proposed controlschem e presum esthe resolution

ofvariousexperim entalproblem sposed by state prepa-

ration and detection,m ost im portantly the determ ina-

tion ofatom num berN in the cavity. There iscontinu-

ing progresstowardsthe m easurem entoftrapped atom

num bers,suggesting thatthisgoalm ay be achieved be-

forelong.The following procedurem ay be conceived of:

(i)slowly trapping ground-stateatom sin thecavity (for

which severaloptionsexist,including the adiabatic con-

veyor - belt technique [12]); (ii) counting the trapped

atom s by their resonance uorescence or other optical

techniques; (iii) im pressing Stark or Zeem an shifts to

m akeatom satdi�erentpositionsspectrally distinguish-

able and thus addressable by the controlRam an cou-

pling;(iv)switching(on and o�)theRam an control�eld

in Ham iltonian (1)forselected (spectrally addressable )

atom sfortherequired interaction tim e.Thisprocedure,

although challenging,m ay in the long run allow �eld -

atom entangling m anipulationswithoutactually sending

atom sin and outofthe cavity,butratherm aking them

disappearand reappearby purely opticalm anipulations.

Beyond the ability to realize a broadervariety ofen-

tangled m ultiatom statesthan existing states,the m ain

m erit ofthe present analysis is that it has been exhib-

ited within theuni�ed fram eworkofthegeneralnilpotent

form alism .
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A P P EN D IX A :FU N C T IO N A L IN T EG R A T IO N

Thestraightforwardway tocalculatethefunctionalin-

tegralof Eq.(8) is by transform ing it into a G aussian

functionalintegral. This requires �rst to �nd the sta-

tionary solutionsz�s(�),zs(�)thatcorrespond to the ex-

trem um ofthe functionalexponent,i.e.,the action S,
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S = � i

tZ

0

jz(�)j
2
d�+ i

NX

n= 1

!n

2
t

� i

NX

n= 1

b�+n

tZ

0

ei!n (��t)Cn (�)z(�)d�

+ ibay

tZ

0

ei!0(��t)E(�)z�(�)d�

�

tZ

0

tZ

�

ei!0(���)E(�)E(�)z�(�)z�(�)d�d�; (A1)

and then to evaluatetheintegralfornew functionalvari-

ablesfz� (�)+ z�s(�);z(�)+ zs(�)g.

By variation ofthe action S

0 = �S =

tZ

0

d�

"

� iz�(�)� i

NX

n= 1

b�+n Cn (�)e
�i! n (t��)

#

�z(�)

�

2

4iz(�)� ibayei!0(��t)E(�)+ E(�)

tZ

�

ei!0(���)E(�)z�(�)d�+ E(�)

�Z

0

E(�)z�(�)ei!0(���)d�

3

5 �z�(�) (A2)

oneobtainsthe stationary solutions

z
�
s(�)= �

NX

n= 1

b�+n Cn (�)e
�i! n (t��)

zs(�)= bayei!0(��t)E(�)

� i

NX

n= 1

b�+n E(�)

0

@

tZ

�

E(�)C n (�)e
�i! n (t��)+ i! 0(���)d�+

�Z

0

E(�)C n (�)e
�i! n (t��)+ i! 0(���)d�

1

A : (A3)

The substitution of the new variables into Eq.(A1),

separatesthe action S into two parts

S = S(z(�);z� (�))+ S(zs(�);z
�
s (�)); (A4)

a \quantum " partand a \classical" one. The quantum

contribution oftheaction doesnotcontain quantum op-

erators in our case and the functionalintegration over

thisgivesjusta phase thatcan be ignored.W hatisleft

then isto evaluatetheclassicalcontribution to thefunc-

tionalintegralby substituting Scl= S(zs(�);z
�
s (�))

Scl= i

NX

n= 1

!n

2
t� ibay

NX

n= 1

b�+n

tZ

0

ei(!0+ !n )(��t)Cn (�)E(�)d�

+

NX

n;m = 1

b�+n b�
+
m

tZ

0

�Z

0

E(�)E(�)C n (�)C m (�)e�i(�(! 0�! m )+ t(!n + !m )��(! n + !0))d�d�: (A5)
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into Eq.(8). The �nalexpression forthe wave function describing the tim e-evolution ofthe com bined cavity-atom s

stateis

j	(t)i=
1

A(t)
exp

2

4i
NX

n= 1

!n

2
t+ ibay

NX

n= 1

b�+n

tZ

0

ei(!0+ !n )(��t)Cn (�)E(�)d�

3

5

exp

2

4+
NX

n;m = 1

b�+n b�
+

m

tZ

0

�Z

0

E(�)E(�)C n (�)C m (�)e�i(�(! 0�! m )+ t(!n + !m )��(! n + !0))d�d�

3

5 jO i: (A6)

where A(t)isthe norm alization factorwhose derivation

ispresented in the following.

1. N orm alization factor

By de�nition the squareofthe norm alization factor,using the notation ofEqs.(9)-(11),is

jA(t)j
2
= hO jexp

"

ba
NX

n= 1

b��n I
�
n +

NX

n;m = 1

b��n b�
�
m I

�
m ;n

#

exp

"

bay
NX

n= 1

b�+n In +
NX

n;m = 1

b�+n b�
+

m In;m

#

jO i; (A7)

or,equivalently,afterexpanding the term sinvolving the operatorsba and bay,

jA(t)j
2
= hOjexp

"
NX

n;m = 1

b��n b�
�
m I

�
m ;n

#

exp

"
NX

n= 1

b��n I
�
n

NX

m = 1

b�+m Im

#

exp

"
NX

n;m = 1

b�+n b�
+

m In;m

#

jOi: (A8)

Under the assum ption oflow excitation probability peratom ,the collective operatorsapproxim ately com m ute and

the Eq.(A8)m ay be rewritten in the form

jA(t)j
2
’ hOjexp

"
NX

n;m = 1

b��n b�
�
m I

�
m ;n +

NX

n= 1

b�� I�n

NX

m = 1

b�+m Im +

NX

n;m = 1

b�+n b�
+

m In;m

#

jOi: (A9)

The expression (A9)can be written in a sim plerway as

jA(t)j
2
= hOjexp[yM y]jOi; (A10)

by introducing a Herm itian m atrix M and a com plex vectory

M =

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

1

2
I1I

�
1 ... 1

2
I1I

�
N I1;1 ... I1;N

...
...

...
...

...
...

1

2
IN I

�
1 ... 1

2
IN I

�
N IN ;1 ... I1;N

I�1;1 ... I�N ;1
1

2
I1I

�
1 ... 1

2
IN I

�
1

...
...

...
...

...
...

I�
1;N ... I�

1;N
1

2
I1I

�
N ... 1

2
IN I

�
N

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

;y =

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

�
�
1

...

�
�

N

�
+

1

...

�
+

N

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

: (A11)

Atthispoint,wecan em ploy the identity

Z

dx
N
dx

N exp[� (x + w)A(x + w)]=
(2�)

N

detA
(A12)

thatholdsforcom plex vectorsx and w,to provethat

e
zA

�1
z =

detA

(2�)
N

Z

dx
N
dx

N exp[� xAx � zx � xz];

(A13)
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for A, a Herm itian m atrix and z, a vector de�ned as z = Aw.

W ith the help ofthe identity (A13)wecan rewriteEq.(A10)as

jA(t)j
2
= hOjexp[yM y]jOi

=
detM �1

(2�)
2N

Z

dx
2N
dx

2N
hOjexp

�
� xM

�1
x � yx � xy

�
jOi

’
detM �1

(2�)
2N

Z

dx
2N
dx

2N exp
�
� xM

�1
x + (x + x)V (x + x)

�

=
detM �1

(2�)
2N

Z

dx
2N
dx

2N exp

�

�
�
x x

�
B

�
x

x

��

=
detM �1

detB
; (A14)

wherewehaveassum ed thatxi sm all,an assum ption valid in the chosen regim e,and

V =

�
0 I2N
I2N 0

�

; B =

�
V V

V V � M �1

�

: (A15)

A P P EN D IX B :SQ U EEZIN G O P ER A T O R S

Having projected the squeezed stateonto the vacuum

j�i= h0pje

“
g(b�+ bO )2�g � b� y2

”
t
j0pie

bG
jOi (B1)

wewould liketoexplicitlycalculatethestateoftheatom s

in the special case where g = g�. If the position-

m om entum representation oftheladderoperationsisem -

ployed,

b�=
1
p
2
(bx +

@

@bx
);

b�y =
1
p
2
(bx �

@

@bx
) (B2)

theproblem isreduced in solvingtheShr�odingerequation

forthe Ham iltonian

bH = i

�

g

�
b�+ bO

�2
� gb�y2

�

= i

�p
2gbO + gbx

�
@

@bx
+ i

�p
2gbO bx + g+ gbO 2

�
(B3)

and with initialcondition

hxj0pi= e
�x

2
=2
: (B4)

If g is a realnum ber, the di�erentialequation to be

solved isof�rstorderboth in position and tim eand thus

can be easily handled.The�nalresultis

j�i= rexp

h
�bO 2 + �

i
exp

h
bG
i
jOi (B5)

wheretistim eperiod thatthesqueezing operatorisap-

plied and the param etersare

r=
p
2�=

p
1+ e2gt; �= gt; � = 2tanh[gt]� gt:(B6)
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