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A bstract

Itis shown thatbecause ofthe radiation pressure a Schr�odingercatstate

can begenerated in a resonatorwith oscillating wall.Theoptom echanicalcon-

trolofquantum m acroscopic coherence and itsdetection istaken into account

introducing new cat states. The e�ects due to the environm entalcouplings

with thisnonlinearsystem areconsidered developing an operatorperturbation

procedureto solve them asterequation forthe �eld m odedensity operator.
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1 Introduction

One ofthe fundam entalaspectsofquantum m echanicsisthe existence ofinter-

ferenceam ong quantum stateswhich signsthedi�erencebetween a superposition of

statesand a m ixture ofstates. The quantum theory m ay adequately welldescribe

m acroscopic objects by m eans ofa linear superposition ofstates with m acroscopi-

cally distinguishableproperties.Recently,duetotheim proved technology,therewas

agrowingintereston thepossibilityofobservingsuch superposition states,com m only

known asSchr�odingercats[1].Good candidatesforthesem acroscopicstatesarethe

coherentstatesofan e.m .�eld m ode.Thepropertiesofsuperposition oftwo generic

coherentstateshasbeen studied in Ref. [2]and the sim plestsuperposition ofeven

and odd coherentstateswasintroduced in Ref.[3].A review ofthesestatesisgiven

in Ref. [4]. W ithin the �eld ofopticsseveralproposalsforthe generation oflinear

superpositions ofcoherent states in various nonlinear processes [5,6]and in quan-

tum non-dem olition m easurem ents[7]havebeen m ade.Itisworthy to notethatthe

�eld in a catstate hasa lotofadvantagesin opticalcom m unication [8]. However,

by coupling the system to itsenvirom ent,asin the actofm easurem ent,one always

introducesdissipation and decoherence e�ects,which tend to destroy any quantum

features[9].

In the com m on schem e ofthe Kerr-like m edium m odeled by an anharm onic os-

cillator,itwasshown [10]thatthe photon num berdistribution and interferencesin

phasespacearehighly sensitivetoeven sm alldissipativecoupling.Thisfact,plusthe

sm allness ofthe �(3) nonlinearity,m akes the prospect ofexperim entally producing

and detecting such stateshighly questionable in thesem edia.

On the other hand,it is wellknown [11]that an em pty opticalcavity with a

m oving m irrorm ay m im ic a Kerr-like m edium when itisillum inated with coherent

light. The e�ect ofintensity dependent opticalpath is due, in this case, to the
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radiation pressure force.

In thispaperweshallpresentsuch am odelasan alternativeoneforthegeneration

ofSchr�odingercats.W ewillshow that,with theappropriatem easurem enttechnique,

itcould also beusefulforrevealing quantum m acroscopiccoherence.

2 T he M odel

W econsidera linearFabry-Perotem pty cavity with one�xed partially reecting

end m irrorand oneperfectly reectingm irror,which can m ove(undergoingharm onic

oscillations)undertheinuence ofradiation pressure.IfL isthe equilibrium cavity

length,theresonantfrequency ofthecavity willbe

!c = �
c

L
n (1)

where n isan integernum berdeterm ined by the frequency ofthe inputlightand c

isthe speed oflight. W e assum e thatthe retardation e�ects,due to the oscillating

m irror,in the intracavity �eld are negligible. W e willalso neglectthe correction to

the radiation pressure force due to the Dopplerfrequency shiftofthe photons[12].

Thusweareableto writetheHam iltonian ofthewholesystem as

H = �h!ca
y
a+ �h!m b

y
b+ H int (2)

where a;ayare the boson operators ofthe resonant cavity m ode and b;by are the

boson operatorsoftheoscillating m irrorwith them assm and theangularfrequency

!m .Thislatterwillbem any orderofm agnitudesm allerthan !c to ensure thatthe

num berofphotonsgenerated by thenonstationary Casim ire�ect[14]asconsequence

ofthe Casim ir forces [13]in the resonator with m oving boundaries is com pletely

negligible.H int accountsforthefactthattheintracavity photon changesitsenergy,

by !c,astheoscillating m irrorm oves[15]

H int= ��hGa
y
a(b+ b

y
) (3)
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with thecoupling constantgiven by

G =
!c

L

 
�h

2m !m

! 1=2

: (4)

From theHam iltonians(2)and (3)wecan derive,using theBCH form ula fortheLie

algebra [16],thetim eevolution operatorin thefollowing form

U(t)= e
iE (t)(aya)2

e
iF (t)ayax̂(t)

h

e
� i!ca

yat=!m e
� ibybt

i

(5)

where

x̂(t)= be
it=2

+ b
y
e
� it=2

(6)

isthem irrorquadratureoperator,while

E (t)= �
2
[t� sint]; F(t)= 2� sin(t=2); � = G=!m ; (7)

with tthe tim e scaled by !m ,i.e. we have replaced !m tby t. Furtherm ore,from

now on,we willconsiderthe evolution operatorom itting thefree m otion ofthe two

m odesa and b,i.e.theterm insidethesquarebracketson Eq.(5).

3 G eneration ofSchr�odinger C at States

From Eq.(5)onecan im m ediately recognizesthatthetim eevolution introduces

anharm onicity due to the presence ofthe nonlinearterm (aya)2 whose strenghtde-

pendsalso on tim e [17]. Itisalso easy to see thatateach tim e forwhich F(t)= 0

thetwosubsystem saredisentagled.Furtherm oreduetoitsm acroscopicity weshould

considertheoscillating m irrorinitially in a therm alstateattem peratureT

�T = (1� z)
X

n

z
n
jnihnj; z= exp

 

�
�h!m

kB T

!

; (8)

with z=(1� z)= N th thatrepresentsthem ean num berofexcitationsofthem echanical

oscillator,i.e.thenum beroftherm alphonons.Thusstartingfrom an initialcoherent
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statej�0ifortheradiation m odewehave

�(t
�
)= e

iE (t�)(aya)2
j�0ijh�0j
 �Te

� iE (t�)(aya)2
(9)

with

t
�
= 2�m 1; m 1 2 N (10)

so that

F(t
�
)= 0; E (t

�
)= �

2
2�m 1: (11)

Now in orderto seethecatstates,thefollowing condition m ustbeful�lled [5]

E (t
�
)=

�

2
+ 2�m 2; m 2 2 N (12)

so thatcom bining Eqs.(11)and (12)onegets

�
2
=

1

m 1

(
1

4
+ m 2) (13)

which can be read as a restriction on the possible values ofthe various external

param eters.Thusiftheaboveconditionsaresatis�ed,wehave

�(t
�
)=

1

2

h

e
� i�=4

j�0i+ e
i�=4

j� �0i
ih

h��0je
� i�=4

+ h�0je
i�=4

i


 �T ; (14)

however,thisisnottheonly way to create a quantum superposition in thissystem .

In fact,letusconsiderthetim est0forwhich

E (t
0
)=

�

2
+ 2�m ; m 2 N : (15)

In thesecases,obviously,F(t0)isnotnecessarily zero then,thereconstruction ofthe

superposed coherent states is im possible due to the entanglem ent between the two

subsystem s.Onecan now useaconditionalm easurem enttocreatethedesired states,

perform ing a sortofquantum stateengineering [18].
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Letussupposethatthem irror’squadraturex̂(t)ism easured [19],givingtheresult

yt.Thestateoftheradiation �eld afterthem easurem entisfound by projecting the

system ’sstateonto theeigenstatejyti

�after(t)= Ce
iE (t)(aya)2

e
iF (t)ayaytj�0ihytj�Tjytih�0je

� iF (t)ayaytje
� iE (t)(aya)2

; (16)

whereC isa norm alization constant

C = (hytj�Tjyti)
� 1
: (17)

Atthetim est0wehave,from Eqs.(15)and (16)

�after(t
0
)= 1

2

h

e
� i�=4

j�0e
iF (t0)y

t0i+ e
i�=4

j� �0e
iF (t0)y

t0i
i



h

h��0e
iF (t0)y

t0je
� i�=4

+ h�0e
iF (t0)y

t0je
i�=4

i

; (18)

which isasuperposition ofcoherentstateswhosephasedependson them easurem ent

process;and further,iftheresultofthem easurem entis

yt0 =
�

2

1

F(t0)
; (19)

it is possible to recover in Eq. (18) the generalized even and odd coherent states

like those discussed in [20,21]which show quantum interference as wellas other

particularfeatures.

4 Q uasiprobability and M arginalD istribution

The evolved density operatorofthe whole system can be easily constructed by

using thetim eevolution operatorofeq.(5)

�(t)= U(t)j�0ih�0j
 �TU
y
(t); (20)

and then theevolution can bedescribed forexam ple,in term softheQ-function

Q(�;�;t)= h�jh�j�(t)j�ij�i= e
� j�j2� j�0j

2� j�j2
(1� z)

1X

j= 0

z
j
j�j

j
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�

�
�
�
�
�

1X

n= 0

(���0)
n

n!
exp

��

iE (t)�
1

2
F
2
(t)

�

n
2
+ iF(t)ne

� it=2
�
�

� jX

r= 0

�

iF(t)neit=2
�r

r!
q

(j� r)!

�
�
�
�
�

2

;

(21)

wherethevariables�,� arereferred to theradiation and to them irrorrespectively.

However,sincethedistinguishing elem entofa linearsuperposition ofcoherentstates

isthe presence ofinterference fringesin them arginaldistribution,we areinterested

in thatone,fortheparticulartim esdiscussed in thepreviousSection.Itsde�nition,

fora genericstate�field(t)oftheradiation �eld,isgiven by

P(X )= hX j�
field

(t)jX i; (22)

where jX i are eigenstates ofthe quadrature operator X = (a + ay)=2,while �field

should beintended asTrm f�g with Trm thetraceoverthem irrordegreesoffreedom .

In thecase ofEq.(14)we can integrate overthedegree offreedom ofthem irrorto

obtain them arginaldistribution ofthe�eld m odeas[10]

P(X ) =

�
�
�
�
�
hX j

1
p
2

h

e
� i�=4

j�0i+ e
i�=4

j� �0i
i
�
�
�
�
�

2

=
1

2

�

P+ (X )+ P� (X )+ 2

q

P+ (X )P� (X )sin
�

4X j�0jsin(arg�0)
��

;

(23)

P� (X ) =

�
2

�

�1=2

exp

�

�2X � j�0j
2
� 2X (�0 + �

�
0)�

1

2
(�

2
0 + �

� 2
0 )

�

;

whilein thecaseofEq.(18)them arginaldistribution forthe�eld m odeisin e�ect

a conditionalprobability

P(X jyt0)=

�
�
�
�
�
hX j

1
p
2

h

e
� i�=4

j�0e
iF (t0)y

t0i+ e
i�=4

j� �0e
iF (t0)y

t0i
i
�
�
�
�
�

2

; (24)

whose explicitexpression isthe sam e asin Eq. (23),apartan extra phase factorin

thecoherentsatewhich givestheinterferencepattern alonga direction depending on

theresultofthem easurem entaswell.
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5 D am ped M ode Equation and Solutions

Letusnow considerthe proposed m odelasan open system interacting with the

"rest ofUniverse" [22]. W e willstudy only the case in which the radiation m ode

relaxesm uch fasterthan the m irror(the opposite case,i.e. the m irrorthatrelaxes

m uch fasterthan the cavity m ode,doesnotshow any quantum featuresdue to the

therm alization e�ects).M oreover,since,in orderto seetheSchr�odingercats,weare

interested toshorttim ebehaviour(i.e.tim esm uch shorterthan thetypicalradiation

relaxation tim e),wecan considerthem irrorpractically nota�ected by any dam ping.

Hence,them asterequation forthewholesystem willbetaken in theform

_� =
i

�h
[�;H ]+ �(�); (25)

where[23]

�(�)=


2
[2a�a

y
� a

y
a� � �a

y
a]; (26)

and where we have considered the num ber oftherm alphotons to be negligible at

opticalfrequencies. In our m odel,the dam ping constant  takes into account the

lossofphotonsthrough the �xed m irror,so itisrelated to itstransm issivity Tr by

the relation  = cTr=2L with c the speed oflight. However,since we are using a

scaled tim e we should replace =!m ! . Now,the undam ped system isan exact

solvable system with the free evolution operatorU(t)given by Eq. (5)and obeying

theequation i_U(t)= H U(t).Then,introducing a new density operatorR,in a form

sim ilarto theinteraction representation,i.e.� = URUy,wem ay rewriteEq.(25)as

_R = U
y
�(URU

y
)U = ~�(R); (27)

where the operator ~�(R) is obtained by the following recepie: allthe additional

operators ai in the initialoperators �(�) are replaced by ~ai = U yaiU, while the

operator� isreplaced by R.W ecould writedown thesolution oftheEq.(27)in the
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form R = R 0 + Y ,whereR 0 isa constantoperator,i.e.
_R 0 = 0,and theoperatorY

satis�estheequation corresponding to (27)

_Y = ~�(Y + R 0): (28)

TheoperatorR 0 representstothefreesolution oftheinitialEq.(25),i.e.withoutthe

term �(�). Tillnow we only rewrote the m asterequation in anotherrepresentation

and itisstillan exactequation.However,Eq.(27)isappropriateto apply theBorn

iteration procedure [24]provided that the the dam ping term �(�) is sm allenough

to be considered asa perturbative one (thiscould be the case since the param eter

 hasto be sm allin orderto achieve the Schr�odingercats). Then we could try to

solve Eq. (28)sim ply by replacing in the r.h.s. the operator ~�(Y + R 0)by ~�(R 0),

i.e. perform ing the �rst Born approxim ation. The solution is im m ediate,and the

operatorR assum estheform

R(t)= R 0 +

Z t

0

~�(R 0;�)d� : (29)

Itm eansthattheinitialdensity operator�(t)becom es

�(t)= �0(t)+ �(t); (30)

wheretheterm �0(t)isthedensity operatorofthefreem otion

�0(t)= U(t)�0(0)U
y
(t) (31)

with initialdensity m atrix �0(0)� �(0).Thecorrection term �(t)hastheform

�(t)= U(t)

�Z t

0

~�(R 0;�)d�

�

U
y
(t); (32)

orm oreexplicitely

�(t) = 

Z
t

0

d�
n

e
� iF (t� �)̂x(t� �)� 2iE (t� �)aya

a�0(t)a
y
e
iF (t� �)̂x(t� �)+ 2iE (t� �)aya

o

�


2
t
h

a
y
a�0(t)+ �0(t)a

y
a
i

: (33)
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Therangeofvalidity oftheaboveapproxim ation isdeterm ined by therequierem ent

�(t)<< �0(t). Below,itwillbecom e m ore clearthatitworksforj�0j
2t<< 1. It

isalso easy to check thatTrf�g= 0,then �(t)isalwaysnorm alized to unity.Letus

now try to �nd the m arginaldistribution atthe particulartim est� and t0 discussed

in Sec. 3. By m eansofEqs. (33),(22)and (14),afterlenghtly butstraithforward

algebra,oneobtains

P(X )= hX jTrm f�0(t
�
)+ �(t

�
)gjX i

=

�
2

�

� 1

2

e
� j�0j

2� 2X 2

1X

p;q= 0

2� (p+ q)=2

p!q!
H p(

p
2X )H q(

p
2X )e

iarg�0(p� q)

�j�0j
p+ q

�
A q;p

2
+


2

�

A p;qIp;q(t
�
)j�0j

2
� A q;p

p+ q

2
t
�

��

(34)

whereH p aretheHerm itepolynom ials,

A p;q =
h

1+ i(�)
q
� i(�)

p
+ (�)

p+ q
i

; (35)

and �nally

Ip;q(t
�
)=

Z t�

0

d�e
� i[2E (t�� �)](p� q)

: (36)

In Eq.(34)the�rstterm insidethecurly bracketscom esfrom �0 and isrelated tothe

undam ped m otion,whiletheotheristheperturbativeterm duetotheenvironm ental

coupling. Due to the fact that at the tim es t� the two subsystem s (i.e. radiation

cavity m odeand m irror)aredisentangled,thetherm ale�ectsdo notdestroy thecat

state ascan be seen in the above equations. The decoherence dependsonly on the

leakageofphotonsthrough the�xed m irror.

In thecaseofcatstatesgenerated by conditionalm easurem enttheexpression for

theconditionalprobability in presence ofdam ping hasalm ostthesam estructureof

Eq.(34),and can beobtained by using Eqs.(33),(22)and (18)

P(X jyt0)= hX jhyt0j�0(t
0
)+ �(t

0
)jyt0ijX i

10



= C
0

�
2

�

�1=2

e
� j�0j

2� 2X 2

1X

p;q= 0

2� (p+ q)=2

p!q!
H p(

p
2X )H q(

p
2X )e

i[arg�0+ F (t
0)y

t0](p� q)

�j�0j
p+ q

�
A q;p

2
hyt0j�Tjyt0i+



2

�

A p;q
~Ip;q(t

0
)j�0j

2
� A q;p

p+ q

2
t
0
hyt0j�Tjyt0i

��

(37)

where

~Ip;q(t
0
)=

Z t0

0

d� expf�i[2E (t
0
� �)+ F(t

0
)F(t

0
� �)sin(�=2)](p� q)g

� hyt0 � F(t
0
� �)sin(�=2)j�Tjyt0 � F(t

0
� �)sin(�=2)i; (38)

and,dueto Eq.(8),thefollowing generalexpression holds[25]

hYj�TjYi=

�
2

�

� 1

2

(1� z)

1X

j= 0

zj

2jj!
e
� 2Y 2

H
2
j(
p
2Y)=

�
2

�

1� z

1+ z

� 1

2

exp

�

�2Y
2
1� z

1+ z

�

:

(39)

C0isaconstantneeded forthenorm alization aftertheprojection in them easurem ent

process,and itcan beobtained by perform ing theintegration overtheX variableof

Eq.(37)with theaid ofthecom pletnessform ula fortheHerm itepolynom ials[25]

C
0
=

n

hyt0j�Tjyt0i+ j�0j
2
h
~Ip;q= p(t

0
)� hyt0j�Tjyt0it

0
io� 1

: (40)

Itiseasy to note thatthe correction term in both solutions(34)and (37)rem ains

sm aller than the undam ped term provided j�0j
2t << 1. Equation (37) shows a

dependenceofthedecoherencee�ectsalso on thetherm alstateofthem irror(i.e.its

tem perature). In Figs. (1)and (2),we show respectively P(X )and P(X jyt0 = 0)

(solid lines)ofEqs. (34)and (37)contrasted with the sam e in absence ofdam ping

(dashedlines).W em ayseethatinthecaseofthecatstatecreatedatt� = 2�,i.e.Fig.

(1),the coherence hasbeen alm osttotally washed out,due to the long tim e needed

forthe form ation;while the conditionalm easurem entcould beused to generate the

superposition atshortertim e,in Fig.(2)t0= 3�=2,preserving thecoherencee�ects.

In thiscase,however,one should pay attention to the therm ale�ectofthe m irror.
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To thisend,letusconsiderm oreclosely thecaseofyt0 = 0,which isa high probable

valueforthem irrorquadraturem easurem ent.Thenorm alization factoron ther.h.s.

ofEq. (39) is a com m on factor that can be elim inated in Eq. (37) by using Eq.

(40),while the exponentioalfactor rem ains in the integralofEq. (38) only. As z

approaches the value 1,i.e. the tem perature increases,it tends to becom es unity.

Thism eansthatthetherm ale�ectstend to destroy thecoherenceonly up to a value

oftem perature,above which the interference fringesbecom e insensitive (dotted line

ofFig. (2)). Ofcourse analogous discussions can be m ade for other values ofthe

m irrorquadratureyt0.

W e also note from both Fig. (1)and Fig. (2)that,asthe dissipation becom es

relevant, two gaussian peaks centered around the m ean num ber of photons, and

which aretypicaloftheorthogonalquadrature,appear.Thisisessentially duetothe

rotation in the phase space introduced by the dam ping term �. In fact,ascan be

seen in Eq.(33),itinvolvesan integration overthetim ewhich leadstoadistribution

whosecontributionscom efrom various�eld phases,i.e.from di�erentquadratures.

6 D etection ofQ uantum C oherence

In thissection wewillshow thattheabovediscussed m odelcould also beused to

revealthequantum coherence.

According to Ref. [26],the photon num berstatisticsofthe radiation �eld could

be opportunely used assignature ofthe presence ofSchr�odingercatstates. On the

other hand,in the presented m odel,a m easurem ent ofthe m irror’s m om entum p̂

allowsusto getthe photon num berstatisticsin an indirectway [27]. In particular

thesignalcould berepresented by thenum beraya ofphotonsoftheradiation m ode,

and them eterby them om entum ofthem ovablem irror;theoutofphasequadrature

coupled to thephoton num ber(seeEq.(3)).
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Ourpurposeshould betodetecttheSchr�odingercatim m ediately afteritsgenera-

tioninsidethecavity,attim et� (ort0ifoneusesconditionalm easurem entgeneration);

neverthelessin both casesthetwosubsystem s,i.e.them irrorand theradiation m ode,

are disentangled (as can be seen in Eqs. (14)and (18)),so no inform ation can be

extracted in indirectway.Then,wem ustaddressthem easurem entto getsom ething

which isslightly di�erentfrom the Schr�odingercatstate,butstillhaving quantum

coherencefeatures.Tothisend,letusconsiderat�rsttheentanglem entbetween the

signaland them eter,which could bedescribed by thecorrelation function de�ned as

follow [28]

Cs;m =
jhayap̂i� hayaiĥpij2

VayaVp̂
; (41)

where V m eans the variance. This quantity shows how good is the schem e as a

m easurem entdevice,and should beequaltooneforaperfectschem e.By perform ing

theexpetaction valuesusing Eqs.(33)and (5)weobtain

Cs;m =
2j�0j

2�2
h

sin2t+ 4 sin2
�
t

2

�

sint
i

h
1

2
+ N th + 2j�0j

2�2sin2t
i

(1� t)+ j�0j
2�2



2
[2t� 8sint+ 3sin(2t)]

: (42)

ThusCs;m isa function oftdepending also on �,which isa constantthatcontains

alltheexternalparam eters.Fig.(3)illustratesthetypicalbehaviourofCs;m versus

t,showing the e�ectsofdissipation aswellasthe therm alones. From this�gure it

isobviously thathighervaluesofCs;m fortim escloserto 0;�;2� could be achieved

by increasing thevalueof� orj�0j,butwem usttakeinto accountthatthenum ber

ofphotonsplaysa delicaterolein thedissipation e�ect.

Letusnow considera tim e atwhich the radiation isentangled with the m irror,

then itsstate,in absenceofloss,by Eq.(20),willbe

�
field

0 (t) = Trm f�0(t)g

=

Z

dythytj�Tjytie
iE (t)(aya)2

j�0e
iF (t)ytih�0e

iF (t)ytje
� iE (t)(aya)2

; (43)
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and furtherm oreifE (t)satis�esthecondition (12)forthattim e,itbecom es

�
field

0 (t) =
1

2

Z

dythytj�Tjyti

�
�

e
� i

�

4 j�0e
iF (t)yti+ e

i
�

4 j� �0e
iF (t)yti

� �

e
� i

�

4 h��0e
iF (t)ytj+ e

i
�

4 h�0e
iF (t)ytj

�

(44)

which representsnota "pure" catstate,butthatonewhosephaseisstillconvoluted

with the m irror m otion and at which we m ay refer as "pseudo-cat" state. This

latter,however,has the advantage ofbeing detected,since it does not im ply any

disentanglem ent. Itisworth to rem ark thatthe dephasing e�ectdue to the factor

exp(iFyt),which degradesthe purecatinto a pseudo-catstate,isconsiderable only

for those values ofyt contained under the gaussian state ofthe m irror. Then the

tem perature can em phasize this negative e�ect,since it introduces highest m irror

num ber states,i.e. gaussians with larger width. On the other hand,in order to

reduce this e�ect,itisalso preferable to have the sm allest possible values ofF(t).

These areaccessible only attim esnearto 2� (seeeq.(7)).Thus,in orderto realize

them easurem ent,thechoice ofthem esurem enttim etand thevalueof� should be

m adetoful�llsim ultaneously thefollowingrequirem ents:Eq.(12),thehighestvalue

ofCs;m ,and the sm allestvalue ofF. Ofcourse the detection should be perform ed

attim em uch shorterthan thetypicalcavity lifetim e� 1 = 2L=cTr,butalso longer

than the photon cavity y tim e 2L=c,to ensure the presence ofphotonsinside the

cavity.

Letusnow suppose to have found the desired tand �,then we revise the m ea-

surem entstrategy ofRef.[26]forthedetection ofquantum m acroscopiccoherence.

A coherent�eld j�ri,the "reference",isadded to the pseudo-catstate,im m edi-

ately beforethem easurem ent,so thattheresulting �eld in thecavity atthetim eof

14



m easurem entis

~�
field

(t)=
1

N
D (�r)�

field
D

� 1
(�r); (45)

whereD isthedisplacem entoperatorand N isa norm alization constant.

Afterthe injection ofthe reference �eld,the photon num berdistribution in the

cavity becom es

P(n)= hnj~�
field

(t)jni=
1

N

1

2

Z

dythytj�Tjyti

�

(
�
�
�e
� i

�

4 hnj�0e
iF (t)yt + �ri+ e

i
�

4 hnj� �0e
iF (t)yt + �ri

�
�
�
2

)

+ O (); (46)

whereO ()indicatestheperturbativeterm sproportionalto the�rstpowerof that

wehaveom itted forspacereasons.

Letusnow considerseparately two cases.W hen �0 and �r havethesam ephase

the photon distribution,denoted by Pin(n),asconsequence ofthe �rstterm in Eq.

(46),which isthe dom inantone,should appearasthe sum oftwo quasiPoissonian

distributionspeaked around n = j�0+ �rj
2 and n = j� �0+ �rj

2,with thetailsdueto

thesm earing e�ectofthegaussian integral.In fact,in Eq.(46),theinterferencepart

willbenegligibleprovideto havej�rj>> 1.An interesting situation ariseswhen �0

and �r havethesam eam plitude,then

Pin(n)=
1

N

1

2

j�0j
2n

n!

Z

dythytj�Tjyti

�

(
h

c
n
+ e

� j�0j
2c+ + c

n
� e

� j�0j
2c� + 2c

n=2

+ c
n=2

� e
� 2j�0j

2

<f�i(i)
n
g
i
)

+ O (); (47)

where

c� = 2� 2cos(F(t)yt): (48)

In thatcase,neglectingtheperturbation term s,Pin(n)consistsofavery sharp distri-

bution centered atn = 0,which isa�-likepeakforapurecatstate,and adistribution

peaked around n = 4j�0j
2.The existence oftwo separate peaksin thein-phasesum

�eld isthe proofofthe existence oftwo classical�eldswithin the cavity. However,
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itdoesnotprove thatthese two �eldsarein a coherentquantum m echanicalsuper-

position.So weneed to consideralso thecasewhen �0 and �r are�=2 outofphase,

forwhich wehave

Pout(n)=
1

N

1

2

j�0j
2n

n!

Z

dythytj�Tjyti

�

(
h

s
n
+ e

� j�0j
2s+ + s

n
� e

� j�0j
2s� + 2s

n=2

+ s
n=2

� e
� 2j�0j

2

<f�i(�i)
n
g
i
)

+ O () (49)

wherenow

s� = 2� 2sin(F(t)yt): (50)

In this case the interference in the term in Eq. (46) becom es im portant,in fact

Pout(n),again neglecting the perturbation term s,exhibits a Poisson envelope with

strong oscillations,signaling the coherence e�ect. The above discussed dephasing

e�ect in the pseudo-cat tends to wash out the oscillations and to transform the

Poisson envelope in a gaussian one. Ofcourse in both cases (in and out)also the

dam ping term scausea degradation ofthesignal.

In Fig.(4)weshow Pin(n)forapseudo-catstatea)which resem blesthatonefora

purecatstate,contrasted with thesam ein presenceofdam ping atzero tem perature

b)and at�nite tem perature c). Fig.(5)illustratesthe sam e situationsforP out(n).

Both �guresareobtained usingt= 0:84� 2� and � = 0:5forwhich onehasF = 0:48

and Cs;m = 0:85 (atzero tem perature,whileitisreduced to 0.55 when N th = 2).

ThePin(n)and Pout(n)distributionscan actually bem easured detecting them o-

m entum ofthe m irror,ofcourse the m easurem ent processisdestructive,hence the

state has to be reprepared foreach m easurem ent,and a large num ber ofm easure-

m entsshould be perform ed to reach the desired statistics.Then,from these output

distributions,one can recognize a signature ofquantum coherence as in Fig. (4)

and Fig.(5),provided to havesm alldissipation and very low tem perature,which is

needed also to guaranteea su�cientsignalm etercorrelation (Fig.(3)).
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Finally,to e�ectively visualize the presence ofinterference fringes in the phase

space,we would considerthe m arginaldistribution forthe pseudo-cat. Thisproba-

bility,obtained through the expectation value hX jTrm f�0(t)+ �(t)gjX iand using

Eqs.(44)and (33),willbe

P
pc
(X )=

�
2

�

� 1=2

e
� j�0j

2� 2X 2

1X

p;q= 0

2� (p+ q)=2

p!q!
H p(

p
2X )H q(

p
2X )e

iarg�0(p� q)

�j�0j
p+ q

�
A q;p

2
+


2

�

A p;qIp;q(t)j�0j
2
� A q;p

p+ q

2
t

��

exp

"

�
F 2(t)(p� q)2(1+ z)

8(1� z)

#

;

(51)

where,with the superscriptpcwe referto the pseudo-catstate. Itisclearfrom the

lastexponentialfactorhow thetherm alphononsofthem irrortend torapidly destroy

thecoherencee�ect.

In Fig. (6) we show the m arginaldistribution P pc(X ) ofEq. (51) for various

situations,using theabovediscussed valuesofparam etersi.e.t= 0:84� 2�,� = 0:5.

From thispicturewem ay notethattheinterferencepattern ofthepseudo-catstateis

alm ostthesam eofthepureoneandisstillpreserved atthetim eofm easurem ent,even

in the presence oflossprovided to have a very sm allnum beroftherm alexcitations

in them echanicaloscillator.

7 C onclusion

W ehaveproposed theuseofan optom echanicalm odelforthegenerationofoptical

Schr�odingercatstates.W ehavealso presented a new schem eto revealthequantum

m acroscopic coherence,based on the new states nam ed pseudo-cats that could be

intended asasortofcatstateswhich could berecognized beforetheir"naturalbirth".

Thusthem odelissubstantially abletoproduceand alsotodetectinterferencee�ects

withoutintroducing di�erentcouplings,butoneshould pay attention tothedi�erent

sourcesofdissipation.
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W e would also pointoutthatthe studied system could be im plem ented forex-

am ple idealizing the m ovable m irrorasa piezoelectric crystal[29]. The above used

valuesoft,� and  (in the various�gures),could be reached forexam ple with the

following setofparam eters!c � 1016s� 1,!m � 104s� 1,m � 10� 14Kg,L � 1:5m ,

Tr� 10� 6 and T � 10� 7K .Ofcourse,otherchoicessatisfying theabovem entioned

criteriacan bem adegivingthesam equalitativeresults.W eareawarethatadelicate

pointcould betherealization ofthem echanicaloscillatorwith avery sm allm ass,but

we would rem ark thatthe m assparam etercould also be interpreted asan e�ective

value com ing from the density ofthe vibrationalm odesofthe m echanicaloscillator

[30]. Furtherm ore,the discussed m odelcould be im proved by inserting an active

Kerrm edium insidea cavity which enhancesthenonlineare�ects,slowing down the

decoherence.

Finally,even ifwe have not coupled the system under study with an external

readoutapparatusable to m easure the m om entum ofthe m oving m irror,we think

thatthepresented m odelrepresentsan interesting alternativeway to approach,also

in theexperim entalsense,thequantum m acroscopiccoherencephenom ena.
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FIGURE CAPTIONS

Fig. 1 The m arginaldistribution P(X )isplotted asfunction ofthe quadrature

variable X for � = 0:5,j�0j=
p
7,at t� = 2� and in two di�erent cases:  = 0

(dashed line)and  = 2� 10� 2 (solid line).

Fig.2Them arginaldistribution P(X jyt0)isplotted asfunction ofthequadrature

variableX foryt0 = 0,� = 0:52,j�0j=
p
7,att0= 3�=2 and in threedi�erentcases:

 = 0;Nth = 0(dashed line); = 2� 10� 2;N th = 0(solid line); = 2� 10� 2;N th � 20

(dotted line).

Fig.3Thecorrelation coe�cientC s;m isplotted againstthetim efor� = 0:5in the

caseof = 0;Nth = 0(dashed line); = 10� 2;N th = 0(solid line); = 10� 2;N th = 2

(dotted line).

Fig. 4 The distribution Pin(n)vs. the photon num ber is plotted fora pseudo-

cat with � = 0:5,j�0j=
p
7 and t= 0:84� 2� in the case of = 0;Nth = 0 a);

 = 10� 2;N th = 0 b); = 10� 2;N th = 2 c).

Fig.5 Thesam eofFig.4,butforPout(n).

Fig. 6 The m arginaldistribution P pc(X ) is plotted for � = 0:5,j�0j =
p
7,

t= 0:84� 2� and thevaluesof and Nth indicated in the�gure.Itisalso com pared

with thedistribution fora purecat.
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