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1 Introduction

O ne of the findam ental agpects of quantum m echanics is the existence of inter-
ference am ong quantum states which signs the di erence between a superposition of
states and a m xture of states. The quantum theory m ay adequately well describe
m acrosoopic ob Ects by m eans of a linear superposition of states w ith m acroscopi-
cally distinguishabl properties. R ecently, due to the in proved technology, there was
a grow Ing interest on the possibility ofobserving such superposition states, com m only
known as Schrodinger cats fl]]. G ood candidates for these m acroscopic states are the
coherent states ofan em . eld m ode. T he properties of superposition of two generic
coherent states has been studied in Ref. @] and the sin plest superposition of even
and odd coherent states was Introduced in R ef. E]. A review ofthese states is given
in Ref. f@]. W ithin the eld of optics several proposals for the generation of linear
superpositions of coherent states in various nonlinear processes [§, [§] and in quan-—
tum non-dem olition m easurem ents ﬂ] have been m ade. It is worthy to note that the

eld in a cat state has a ot of advantages in optical communication f]. However,
by ocoupling the system to its envirom ent, as in the act ofm easurem ent, one always
Introduces dissipation and decoherence e ects, which tend to destroy any quantum
features [].

In the comm on schem e of the K errlike m edium m odeld by an anham onic os—
cillator, it was shown [[J] that the photon num ber distrbution and interferences in
phase space are highly sensitive to even an alldissipative coupling. This fact, plusthe
an allness of the ©® nonlinearity, m akes the prospect of experin entally producing
and detecting such states highly questionable in these m edia.

On the other hand, i is well known [L]] that an em pty optical cavity wih a
moving m irorm ay m in ic a K errlke m ediim when it is illum inated with coherent

light. The e ect of Intensity dependent optical path is due, in this cass, to the



radiation pressure force.
In thispaperwe shallpresent such am odelasan altemative one forthe generation
of Schrodinger cats. W ew illshow that, w ith the appropriate m easuram ent technique,

it could also be useful for revealing quantum m acroscopic coherence.

2 The M odel

W e consider a lnear Fabry-Perot em pty caviy wih one xed partially re ecting
end m irror and one perfectly re ecting m irror, which can m ove (Undergoing hamm onic
oscillations) under the In uence of radiation pressure. IfL is the equilbriim cavity

length, the resonant frequency of the cavity willbe
lo= n @)

where n is an Integer num ber determ Ined by the frequency of the nput light and ¢
is the speed of light. W e assum e that the retardation e ects, due to the oscillating
m irror, In the Intracavity eld are negligble. W e will also neglect the correction to
the radiation pressure force due to the D oppler frequency shift of the photons L3].

Thuswe are abl to w rite the H am iltonian ofthe whole system as
H =h!a'a+ h!, b+ H ¢ )

where a; aare the boson operators of the resonant cavity m ode and b; ¥ are the
boson operators of the oscillating m irror w ith them assm and the angular frequency
!'w . This Iatter w illlbe m any order of m agnitude sn aller than ! . to ensure that the
num ber of photons generated by the nonstationary Casin ire ect [[4] as consequence
of the Casim ir orees [[3] in the resonator with m oving boundaries is com pletely
negligble. H ;,+ acoounts for the fact that the Intracavity photon changes is energy,

by !, as the oscillating m irror m oves [L§]

Hiur= hGaab+ Y) 3)



w ith the coupling constant given by

G = @)

fe
L 2m!,
From the Ham iltonians {@) and @) we can derive, using the BCH formula forthe Lie

algebra [[q], the tim e evolution cperator in the follow ing orm

h i
. Vay2 4 y . Y qte .
U @) = elE (t) @a) eJF (ta¥az (t) e ilca¥at=!n e bt )

where

R(t) = be'™2 + De 2 6)

is the m irror quadrature operator, whilke
E@M= °t shtl]; F@EO=2 sh@=2); =G=ly; )

wih t the tine scaled by !, , ie. we have replaced !, t by t. Furthem ore, from
now on, we w ill consider the evolution operator om itting the free m otion of the two

modes a and b, ie. the term inside the square brackets on Eq. ).

3 G eneration of Schrodinger C at States

From Eq. (§) one can inm ediately recognizes that the tin e evolution introduces
anham onicity due to the presence of the nonlinear term (a¥a)? whose strenght de—
pends also on time [[}]. It is also easy to see that at each tine orwhich F () = 0
the tw o subsystam s are disentagled. Furthem ore due to itsm acroscopicity we should

consider the oscillating m irvor nitially In a them al state at tem perature T

|
X h!,
r= @0 z) =z himj z=exp T ; 8)
n B

wih z=(1 z) = Ny that representsthem ean num ber ofexcitationsofthem echanical

oscillator, ie. the num ber of themm alphonons. T hus starting from an iniial coherent



state j (i for the radiation m ode we have

)= e Vg gin o5 ge WO ©
w ih
so that
Fe)=0; Ec)= 22 m;: 11)

Now in order to see the cat states, the follow Ing condition m ust be ful lled E]
so that combining Egs. {[J]) and {[7J) one gets

, 11
= —(+my) 13)
mq 4

which can be read as a restriction on the possbl values of the various extemal
param eters. T hus if the above conditions are satis ed, we have

h ih i
1

t)==e " ™@ji+te ™ i h ok TH+hET T (14)

NI

however, this is not the only way to create a quantum superposition in this system .

Tn fact, ket us consider the tin es t° Hrwhich
E(to)=5+2m; m2N : 15)

In these cases, obviously, F %) is not necessarily zero then, the reconstruction of the
superposed coherent states is In possible due to the entanglem ent between the two
subsystem s. O ne can now use a conditionalm easuram ent to create the desired states,

perform ing a sort of quantum state engineering [L§].



Let us suppose that them irror's quadrature R (t) ism easured [[9], giving the result
Vi. T he state of the radiation eld after the m easurem ent is ound by proecting the

system ’s state onto the eigenstate j:i
areer () = Ce® OO OFAg ipy g in o T O ge BO@DT; g
where C is a nom alization constant
C= (yijried) *: (L7)

At the tines t? we have, from Egs. {{§) and (I4)

h i
i =4 iF (0 . i =4 . P )
atter ©) = 2 e Ty gef Oy 8Ty e OVg
h ) . 0 . i
h OeJF = )ytoj?, i=4 +h OeJF t)y.0 jal =4 ; (18)

which isa superposition of coherent states whose phase depends on the m easurem ent
process; and further, if the result of the m easurem ent is

1

2F ) a9

Yo =

it is possbl to recover in Eq. () the generalized even and odd coherent states
like those discussed In RQ, B1] which show quantum interference as well as other

particular features.

4 Quasiprobability and M arginalD istribution

T he evolved density operator of the whole system can be easily constructed by

using the tin e evolution operator ofeq. ()
©=U®Jjoih o3 1UY®; 20)
and then the evolution can be described for exam ple, in term s of the Q —function

Li2 4 2 a2 ® : :
Q(; iH=hhJoOjiji=el¥ F ¥ 2 254



. r
® " 1 . X3 iF @©ne™? 2
( 0) exp iE () =-F’®) n’+ iF )ne =2 —,y—
n! 2 D |
n=0 =0 r! (3 1!

@1)

where the variables , are referred to the radiation and to the m irror respectively.
H owever, since the distinguishing elem ent ofa linear superposition of coherent states
is the presence of interference fringes In the m arginal distribution, we are Interested
In that one, for the particular tin es discussed in the previous Section. Its de nition,

or a generic state 9 (t) of the radiation el, is given by
PX)=1j™ OKi; (22)

where X i are eigenstates of the quadrature operator X = (@ + a¥)=2, while f*H
should be ntended as Ty, £ gwih Tx the trace over the m irror degrees of freedom .
In the case of Eq. (14) we can integrate over the degree of freedom of the m irror to
obtain the m argihal distribution ofthe eld m ode as @]

1 h | . i?
PX) = h)(jp—'éel=4joi+el=4j ol

1 T
= 3 P, X)+P X)+2 P, X)P X)sin 4X JoJsh @g o) ;

@23)

2 1=2

1
P X) = exp 2X JoF 2X (ot ) §<§+ oA i

whilke in the case ofEq. {I§) the m arginal distrbution forthe edmode is i e ect
a conditional probability

h i2
i=4 (©)y,0 2

1 _ .
P K ju)= IX P— e 3o it e Ty et e @4)

whose explicit expression is the sam e as .n Eq. £3), apart an extra phase factor in
the coherent sate which gives the interference pattem along a direction depending on

the result of the m easurem ent aswell.



5 Damped M ode Equation and Solutions

Let us now oonsider the proposed m odel as an open system interacting w ith the
"rest of Universe" PJ]. W e will study only the case in which the radiation m ode
relaxes m uch faster than the m irror (the opposite case, ie. the m irror that relaxes
much faster than the cavity m ode, does not show any quantum features due to the
them alization e ects). M oreover, since, In order to see the Schrodinger cats, we are
Interested to short tin e behaviour (ie. tin esm uch shorter than the typical radiation
relaxation tin e), we can consider the m irror practically not a ected by any dam ping.

Hence, the m aster equation for the whole system w illbe taken in the fomm

where R3]

()= EBa & a'a dal; (26)

and where we have considered the number of them al photons to be negliglble at
optical frequencies. In our m odel, the dam ping constant  takes into account the
Joss of photons through the xed m irror, so it is related to its tranam issivity Tr by
the relation = T r=2L wih c the speed of light. However, since we are using a
scaled tine we should replace =!, ! . Now , the undam ped system is an exact
solvable system w ith the free evolution operator U (t) given by Eq. (3) and obeying
the equation iJ-(t) = H U (t). Then, introducing a new density operator R, in a formm

sin ilar to the interaction representation, ie. = URUY,wemay rewriteEq. {9) as
R-=UY URUYU = ~R); @7)

where the operator ~[R) is cbtained by the follow ing reocspie: all the additional
operators a; in the iniial operators ( ) are replaced by & = UYa;U, whik the

operator is replaced by R . W e could w rite down the solution ofthe Eq. [27) in the



form R = Ry + Y, where Ry is a constant operator, ie. Ry = 0, and the operator Y

satis es the equation corresponding to €7)
Y = "'(Y+R0): (28)

T he operatorR ( represents to the free solution ofthe nitialEq. {9), ie. w ithout the
term (). Tillnow we only rew rote the m aster equation in another representation
and it is still an exact equation. However, Eq. §7) is appropriate to apply the Bom
ireration procedure P4] provided that the the damping term () is sm all enough
to be considered as a perturbative one (this could be the case since the param eter

has to be an all In order to achieve the Schrodinger cats). Then we could try to
solve Eq. (§) sinply by replacing in the rhs. the operator ~(Y + Ry) by ~Ro),
ie. perform ng the rst Bom approxin ation. The solution is inm ediate, and the

operator R assum es the form
Z t
R@®=Ro+ , ~Ro; )d : 29)
Tt m eans that the Initial density operator (t) becom es

©= O+ O (30)

where the tem ) (t) is the density operator of the free m otion

o) =TU () 00U ® (31)
w ith Iniial density m atrix 4 (0) (0). The correction tem (t) has the fom
Z t
t=U@® . ~Ro; )d UY(@®); (32)
orm ore explicitely
Z t n @)
(t) — d e iF (t )R ) 2iE )ayaa 0 (t)ayeiF t )R@& )+2iE & )aYa
h i
Et a'a )+ (Ma‘a : (33)



T he range of validity of the above approxin ation is determ ined by the requierem ent

) << o). Below, it willbecom e m ore clear that it works or J,Fft<< 1. &
isalso easy to check that Trf g= 0, then () isalwaysnom alized to unizy. Let us
now try to nd them arginaldistrbution at the particular tinest and t° discussed
in Sec. §. By means of Egs. (33), £2) and {14), after lenghtly but straithforward

algebra, one obtains

PX)=MJTnft)+ (E)gKXi

1
2 7 Lo * g Era=2  p_ p- .
= e jof 2x2 Hp( 2X )Hq( X )elarg o 9

pig=0 pL
. Ag; . Pt g
JoF't F+ S Bonln(t)dof Agp——t (34)
where H ;, are the Hem ite polynom ials,
h i
Apg= 1+ 1i( )T 1i( )P+ ( e (35)
and nally
Z . .
Ip;q €)= O d e iRE (& Ne @ . (36)

InEqg. 4) the rsttem insidethe curly brackets com es from  and is related to the
undam ped m otion, w hile the other is the perturbative term due to the environm ental
coupling. Due to the fact that at the tines t the two subsystem s (ie. radiation
cavity m ode and m irror) are disentangled, the them ale ects do not destroy the cat
state as can be seen in the above equations. T he decoherence depends only on the
leakage of photons through the xed m irror.

In the case of cat states generated by conditionalm easurem ent the expression for
the conditional probability In presence of dam ping has aln ost the sam e structure of

Eg. B4), and can be obtained by using Egs. {33), {23) and {@9)
P J0)= I fyeodo®) + ) Fwix i

10



1=2 o+ q)=2
— CO E e jof 2x?2 % 2 i Hp(péx )Hq(péx )ei[arg o+F(t°)yto](p q)
pia=0 pa!
: Ag; Do . ptq o
J o e %hYtO]T:YtOl'F > Apalhn )3 oF Aq;p7t0hYtOJTl/t°l
37)
w here
Z 0
T ) = , ¢ ewf iPE € H+FOFC )sh( =21 g
hye F(E )sh( =%y FE )sn( =2)i; 38)
and, due to Eq. {§), the dllow ing general expression holds R3]
wiyic 2 %(1 )XL 2] g2 oy, 212 : 2l 7
1= — Z — e : = -
It =0 273! J 1tz °°F 1+ z
(39)

CY is a constant needed for the nom alization after the proction in the m easurem ent
process, and i can be obtained by perform ing the integration over the X variable of

Eqg. B7) with the aid of the com pletness form ula for the Hem ite polynom ials R3]
n h io 4

C'= tyejrieit Jof Huwp® Iyeiriweit’ 40)
Tt is easy to note that the correction term in both solutions {34) and (87) rem ains
an aller than the undam ped tem provided J,Ft << 1. Equation Bl shows a
dependence of the decoherence e ects also on the them al state of the m irrvor (ie. its
tem perature). In Figs. (1) and ), we show respectively P X ) and P X Fwo = 0)
(solid lines) ofEgs. B4) and [37]) contrasted w ith the sam e in absence of dam ping
(dashed Iines). W em ay seethat in the caseofthecat statecreated att = 2 ,ie.Fig.
(1), the coherence has been alm ost totally washed out, due to the long tin e needed
for the form ation; while the conditionalm easurem ent could be used to generate the
superposition at shortertine, n Fig. Q) t= 3 =2, preserving the coherence e ects.

In this case, however, one should pay attention to the them ale ect of the m irror.

11



To this end, et us consider m ore closely the case of ywo = 0, which isa high probable
value for the m irror quadrature m easurem ent. T he nom alization factor on the rh s.
of Eq. (9) is a common factor that can be elin nated n Eq. 1) by using Eq.
{43), while the exponentioal factor rem ains in the integral of Eq. (3§) only. As z
approaches the value 1, ie. the tam perature increases, it tends to becom es unity.
Thism eans that the themm ale ects tend to destroy the coherence only up to a value
of tem perature, above which the nterference fringes becom e insensitive (dotted line
of Fig. (2)). O f ocourse analogous discussions can be m ade for other values of the
m irror quadrature yio.

W e also note from both Fig. (1) and Fig. (2) that, as the disspation becom es
relevant, two gaussian peaks centered around the m ean num ber of photons, and
which are typical ofthe orthogonal quadrature, appear. T his is essentially due to the
rotation in the phase space introduced by the dam ping tem . In fact, as can be
seen in Eq. @3), i nvolves an integration over the tin e which Jeads to a distribution

whose contrbutions com e from various eld phases, ie. from di erent quadratures.

6 D etection of Q uantum C oherence

In this section we w ill show that the above discussed m odel could also be used to
reveal the quantum ocherence.

A coording to Ref. @], the photon num ber statistics of the radiation eld could
be opportunely used as signature of the presence of Schrodinger cat states. On the
other hand, In the presented m odel, a m easuram ent of the m irror's m om entum P
allow s us to get the photon number statistics in an indirect way R7]. T particular
the signal could be represented by the num ber a’a of photons of the radiation m ode,
and the m eter by them om entum ofthe m ovabl m irror; the out of phase quadrature

coupled to the photon number (see Eq. @)).

12



O urpurpose should be to detect the Schrodinger cat in m ediately after its genera—
tion nside the caviy,attinet (ort? ifone uses conditionalm easurem ent generation);
nevertheless in both casesthe two subsystem s, ie. them irrorand the radiation m ode,
are disentangled (as can be seen in Egs. {I4) and (1§)), so no inform ation can be
extracted In indirect way. T hen, we m ust address the m easurem ent to get som ething
which is slightly di erent from the Schrodinger cat state, but still having quantum
coherence features. To thisend, ket us consider at  rst the entanglem ent between the
signaland them eter, which could be described by the correlation function de ned as
ollow Pg]

_ Jelapi havaipif )

C 41
s Vayavp ’ ( )

where V m eans the varance. This quantity shows how good is the scheme as a
m easuram ent device, and should be equalto one for a perfect schem e. By perform ing

the expetaction values using Egs. {33) and ) we obtain
h ) ) i
. 2jof21_sjnt+4sjn§sjnt

c - n i :
T LeNg+2i0F 2sin®t @ B+ joF 23 Pt 8sht+ 3sh@y)]

42)

Thus C,5, is a function of t depending also on , which is a constant that contains
all the extermal param eters. Fig. (3) illustrates the typicalbehaviour ofC g, versus
t, show Ing the e ects of dissjpation as well as the them al ones. From this gure it
is obviously that higher values ofCg, fortimescloserto 0; ;2 could be achieved
by increasing the value of or j ¢j but we m ust take Into acoount that the num ber
of photons plays a delicate role in the dissipation e ect.

Let us now consider a tim e at which the radiation is entangled w ith the m irror,

then its state, in absence of loss, by Eq. €Q), willbe

V) = Tm £ o Mg
7

. q Yay)2 . i . i . i Y3)2
lelE t) @a) 3 iF (t)Ytlh OelF ©)ye iE (t) (@¥a) ; (43)

dy:hyeJ r Ve 0€ *
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and furthem ore ifE (t) satis es the condition ) for that tin e, it becom es

Z

; 1
field L
ot = > dyhyeJ v el
e T ef OViq &g &F OV o p o OVedy olip o Oy
44)

w hich represents not a "pure" cat state, but that one whose phase is still convoluted
with the m irror m otion and at which we may refer as "pssudo—cat" state. This
latter, however, has the advantage of being detected, since it does not inply any
disentanglem ent. It is worth to rem ark that the dephasing e ect due to the factor
exp (iF yi), which degrades the pure cat into a psesudo-cat state, is considerable only
for those values of y. contained under the gaussian state of the m irror. Then the
tem perature can em phasize this negative e ect, since it introduces highest m irror
num ber states, ie. gaussians with larger width. On the other hand, in order to
reduce this e ect, i is also preferable to have the an allest possible values of F (t).
These are accessble only at tinesnearto 2 (see eg. n)) . Thus, In order to realize
the m easurem ent, the choice of the m esuram ent tin e t and the value of should be
m ade to 1l 1l sin ultaneously the Hllow ing requirem ents: Eq. (J), the highest value
of Csp , and the an allest value of F . O £ course the detection should be perform ed
at tin emuch shorter than the typical cavity lifetine ! = 2L=cT r, but also Jonger
than the photon cavity vy time 2L=c, to ensure the presence of photons inside the
cavity.

Let us now suppose to have found the desired t and , then we revise the mea—
surem ent strategy of Ref. Pq] for the detection of quantum m acroscopic coherence.

A ooherent eld j .i, the "reference", is added to the pssudo—cat state, inm edi-

ately before the m easurem ent, so that the resulting eld in the cavity at the tin e of

14



m easuram ent is

where D is the displacam ent operator and N is a nom alization constant.
A fter the Inpction of the reference eld, the photon num ber distrbution in the
cavity becom es
P (n)=m3Ohi= -2 dyewe] r el
( N2 )
elfnj & U+ it eTmi e O+ i’ +0(); @)
where O ( ) indicates the perturbative tem s proportionalto the rstpowerof that
we have om ited for space reasons.

Let usnow oconsider ssparately two cases. W hen , and , have the sam e phase
the photon distribution, denoted by P i, (h), as consequence of the st tem in Eq.
{44), which is the dom inant one, should appear as the sum of two quasi P oissonian
distrbutionspeaked aroundn = j ¢+ ,Ffandn= 3 + .¥F,wih thetailsdueto
the sn earing e ect ofthe gaussian integral. In fact, n Eq. (#4), the interference part
w ill be negligibl provide to have j .j>> 1. An interesting situation arissswhen |
and . have the sam e am plitude, then

115092 o
Phn)= —= dyehyed r Jel
N 2 n!

(h ;)

de Jode 4 Pedofe 4 2dP e ofcE i@ +0(); @)

where

c =2 2csFE ©Ow) : (48)

In that case, neglecting the perturbation tem s, P 3, (n) consists ofa very sharp distri-
bution centered atn = 0,which isa -lkepeak fora pure cat state, and a distrbution
peaked around n = 47 (F. The existence of two separate peaks in the n-phase sum

eld is the proof of the existence of two classical elds w ithin the caviy. However,

15



it does not prove that these two elds are In a ocoherent quantum m echanical super-
position. So we need to consider also the casewhen 4 and ., are =2 out ofphass,

for which we have

1159 ° o
Pouc) = N_E ol dychyeJ r el
(h : i)
Se JoFs 4 e ToFs 4 o P Pe PoTcr i i)g +0 () @9
w here now
s =2 2sh E ©Ov) : (50)

In this case the interference in the tem in Eq. {4) becom es inportant, in fact
P ot ), again neglecting the perturbation tem s, exhdbis a Poisson envelope w ith
strong oscillations, signaling the coherence e ect. The above discussed dephasing
e ect n the pssudo—cat tends to wash out the oscillations and to transform the
Poisson envelope In a gaussian one. O f course in both cases (in and out) also the
dam ping tem s cause a degradation of the signal.

InFig. (4) weshow Py, (0) Porapssudo-—cat state a) which ressmblesthat one fora
pure cat state, contrasted w ith the sam e In presence of dam ping at zero tem perature
b) and at nite tem perature ¢). Fig. (5) illustrates the sam e situations rP .« ).
Both guresareocbtanedusingt= 084 2 and = 035 forwhich onehasF = 048
and Cs, = 085 (at zero tam perature, whike i is reduced to 055 when Ny, = 2).

TheP i, (n) and P o, () distrdbbutions can actually be m easured detecting them o—
m entum of the m irror, of course the m easuram ent process is destructive, hence the
state has to be reprepared for each m easuram ent, and a large num ber of m easure-
m ents should be perform ed to reach the desired statistics. Then, from these output
distrbutions, one can recognize a signature of quantum oocherence as In Fig. @)
and Fig. (B), provided to have an all dissjpation and very low tem perature, which is

needed also to guarantee a su clent signalm eter correlation EFig. (3)).
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Finally, to e ectively visualize the presence of Interference fringes In the phase
goace, we would consider the m arginal distrdbbution for the pssudo-cat. This proba—
bility, obtained through the expectation value X n, £ o (©) + t)gX i and usihg

Egs.{d4) and §3), willbe

2 1=2 o 3 2 Pra=2 _ | O .
Ppc(x): - ejozjz 2x WHP( 2X )Hq( 2X )elargo(pq)
pia=0 =

" #

. A . p+t g F°OE 9’0+ z)
R YA S Agp——t ;
J Oj) 2 2 p,qu;q( )] Oj2 ape 2 exp 8(1 Z) ’
(61)

where, w ith the superscript pc we refer to the pssudo-—cat state. Tt is clear from the
last exponential factorhow the them alphonons ofthem irror tend to rapidly destroy
the coherence e ect.

In Fig. (6) we show the m arginal distribbution PP (X ) of Eqg. ) for various
situations, using the above discussed values of param etersie. t= 084 2 , = 05.
From thispicture wem ay note that the interference pattem ofthe pssudo-cat state is
aln ost the sam e ofthe pure one and is stillpreserved at the tin e ofm easurem ent, even
in the presence of loss provided to have a very an all num ber of themm al excitations

in the m echanical oscillator.

7 Conclusion

W ehave proposed the use ofan optom echanicalm odel forthe generation ofoptical
Schrodinger cat states. W e have also presented a new schem e to reveal the quantum
m acroscopic ooherence, based on the new states nam ed pssudo-cats that could be
Intended asa sort of cat statesw hich could be recognized before their "naturalbirth".
T hus them odel is substantially able to produce and also to detect interference e ects
w ithout ntroducing di erent couplings, but one should pay attention to the di erent

sources of dissipation.
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W e would also point out that the studied system oould be in plem ented for ex-—
am ple idealizing the m ovable m irror as a piezoekctric crystal R9]. The above used
values of t, and (in the various gures), could be reached for exam ple w ith the
Pllow ing set of parameters !, 10%s?t, !,  10*s!',m 10 *Kg,L 15m,
Tr 10 ®*and T 10 'K . O foourse, other choices satisfying the above m entioned
criteria can bem ade giving the sam e qualitative results. W e are aw are that a delicate
point could be the realization ofthem echanical oscillatorw ith a very an allm ass, but
we would ram ark that the m ass param eter could also be interpreted as an e ective
value com ing from the density of the vibrationalm odes of the m echanical oscillator

3(]. Furthem ore, the discussed m odel could be inproved by nserting an active
Kerrmedium inside a cavity which enhances the nonlinear e ects, slow ing down the
decoherence.

Finall, even if we have not coupled the system under study with an extemal
readout apparatus able to m easure the m om entum of the m oving m irror, we think
that the presented m odel represents an interesting altemative way to approadh, also

in the experin ental sense, the quantum m acroscopic coherence phenom ena.
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FIGURE CAPTIONS

Fig. 1 The marghal distrdbution P X ) is plotted as function of the quadrature
variabke X for = 05, joj= p?, att = 2 and in two di erent cases: = 0
(dashed line) and =2 10 ? (sold line).

Fig. 2 Them arghaldistrbution P X ) isplotted as finction ofthe quadrature
variabke X Pryo= 0, = 052,73 ,j= p?,att°= 3 =2 and in three di erent cases:

= 0;Ny, = 0 dashed Ine); = 2 10 ?;Ny = O (solid line); = 2 10 %;Ng4 20
(dotted Iine).

Fig. 3 The correlation coe cientC g, ispltted aganstthetinefor = 035 Inthe
caseof = 0;Ny, = 0 dashed Ine); = 10 %;Ny, = 0 (solid Iine); = 10 ?;Ny = 2
(dotted Iine).

Fig. 4 The distrbution P, (0) vs. the photon num ber is plotted for a pssudo-
catwith = 05, j,j= P andt= 084 2 i thecassof = 0;Ng, = 0 a);

=10 %Ny =0b); =10%Nyg= 20).

Fig. 5 The same ofFig. 4, but orP o« ).

Fig. 6 The marghal distrbution PP°(X ) is potted or = 05, joi= 7,
t= 084 2 andthevaluesof and Ny indicated in the gure. It isalso com pared

w ith the distrdbution for a pure cat.
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