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Active Quantum Memory Using Oscillating Dark States
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An active method for long time storage of quantum superposition state in atomic system using the Oscillating
Dark States (ODS) is presented. Quantum state of a three-level Λ configuration atomic system oscillates peri-
odically between two ground levels, when two pairs of classical detuning laser fields driving the system into the
ODS under evolving adiabatic conditions. When consideringanother uploading/unloading adiabatic conditions
and applying the oscillation of the ODS to quantum state storage, surprisingly, we can obtain the greatly sup-
pressed decoherence of the system and high fidelity of the retrieved state, even if decay factor of coherence term
of the system density matrixγ21· t≫1. The storage time is not limited by coherence decay time of the atomic
system any longer, and can be thousands of times longer than that in those passive schemes without additional
laser fields.

PACS numbers: 42.50.Gy, 32.80.Qk, 03.67.-a

Dark state or coherent population trapping (CPT), whose
essential feature is linear superposition of distinct quantum
states, has given rise to growing interests for past few decades,
since its first discovery in 1976 [1]. If a three-levelΛ atomic
system is coherently trapped in dark states, there is no ab-
sorption of incident laser fields even in the presence of reso-
nant transitions, due to destructive quantum interferencebe-
tween two transition pathways. Well-known dark state or
CPT [2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9] involves wide applications in
many fields such as electromagnetically induced transparency
(EIT) [10], lasing without inversion [11, 12, 13], the enhance-
ment of the refractive index [14, 15], adiabatic population
transfer [16, 17], subrecoil laser cooling [18], and atom in-
terferometry [19]. Quantum information science, a new field
that combines ideas from quantum mechanics and information
theory, has led to many intriguing new concepts such as quan-
tum teleportation, quantum cryptography, and quantum com-
putation [20]. Coherent manipulation of a number of coupled
quantum systems, i.e., quantum network, which consists of
quantum memory elements storing quantum states informa-
tion and interconnecting channels communicating with each
other, is a generally difficult task, when we implement quan-
tum information and computation process practically. One
of the major difficulties is how to realize long time quan-
tum superposition state storage, when scalable quantum net-
work is required. The physics of ‘slow light’propagation [8],
and Duan, Lukin, Cirac, and Zoller (DLCZ) scheme [21] for
quantum memory elements in an optically thick atomic en-
sembles are two main development aspects in quantum optical
systems, which provide photons for ideal carriers of quantum
information and individual atoms or atomic ensembles for re-
liable quantum memory elements. However, storage time is
mainly limited by decoherence time of the system in those
passive schemes [22].

Here we propose an active method for long time storage
of quantum superposition state in a three-levelΛ configura-
tion atomic system, using the Oscillating Dark States (ODS),
where probability amplitudes of the system state oscillatepe-
riodically between two ground levels. When applying the os-

cillation feature to quantum memory elements for quantum
state storage, and considering evolving adiabatic conditions
and uploading/unloadingadiabatic conditions, decoherence of
the system can be greatly suppressed, which may be a new
way for decoherence control, and therefore long time stor-
age of quantum state is realizable, in contrary to those passive
schemes without additional laser fields.

The three-levelΛ configuration atomic system is shown in
Fig. 1. The ODS is implemented with two pairs of classical
detuning laser fields coupling two lower ground levels|1〉 ,
|2〉 to a single upper level|3〉, respectively. We assume that
the |1〉-|2〉 transition is always dipole-forbidden. The time-
dependent interaction Hamiltonian in the interaction picture
that describes the atom-laser coupling within the dipole and
rotating wave approximation (RWA) in the rotating frame
reads (~=1),
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where P=−ie−iφ12Ω12 sin(∆1−∆2
2 t), Q=−e−iφ34Ω34 cos(∆3−∆4

2 t),
∆= 1

2(∆1 + ∆2), and∆′= 1
2[(∆1 + ∆2) − (∆3 + ∆4)]. ∆i=ω31-

ωi(i=1, 2), and∆ j=ω32-ω j( j=3, 4) are the detunings of two
pairs of laser angular frequenciesωi(i=1, 2) andω j( j=3, 4)
from the corresponding atomic transitionsω31 andω32. Real
Ωi and φi (i=1, 2; 3, 4) are corresponding Rabi frequencies
and phases of two pairs of laser fields, and we assume
Ω1=Ω2=Ω12, Ω3=Ω4=Ω34, and φ1=φ2+π=φ12, φ3=φ4=φ34,
with the difference∆φ=φ12-φ34. The eigenstates of the in-
teraction Hamiltonian (1), which can be generally described
in terms of the “mixing angles”θ andϕ , are given as

|a+〉 = −iei∆φ sinθ sinϕ|1〉+cosθ sinϕ|2〉−cosϕe−iφ34|3〉 , (2)

|a0〉 = cosθ|1〉 − i sinθe−i∆φ |2〉 , (3)

|a−〉 = −iei∆φ sinθ cosϕ|1〉 + cosθ cosϕ|2〉 + sinϕe−iφ34|3〉 ,
(4)
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FIG. 1: Two pairs of classical laser fieldsΩ1 ,Ω2 andΩ3 ,Ω4 couple
two lower ground levels|1〉 , |2〉 to a single upper level|3〉 , respec-
tively, with their corresponding detunings∆1 , ∆2 and∆3 , ∆4, and
their fixed phases:φ1=φ2+π, φ3=φ4, in a three-levelΛ configuration
atomic system.

where the mixing angles that are dependent upon timet and
Rabi frequencies are written, when we meet the condition
∆′ = 0, i.e. (∆1 + ∆2)=(∆3 + ∆4), as

tanθ =
Ω12 sin(∆1−∆2

2 t)

Ω34 cos(∆3−∆4
2 t)

, (5)

tan 2ϕ =
2
√

|P|2 + |Q|2
∆

. (6)

The eigenstate|a0〉 without the contribution from|3〉, the
ODS, corresponds the null eigenvalue of interaction Hamil-
tonian (1). If a system is in state|a0〉, there is no possibility
of excitation to|3〉 and subsequent spontaneous emission, thus
the atom is effectively decoupled from laser fields. The eigen-
values of the pair of states|a±〉 which contain a component
of all three bare atomic states, are shifted up and down by an
amountλ±,

λ± =
1
2

[∆ ±
√

∆2 + 4|P|2 + 4|Q|2] . (7)

The probability amplitudes of the system state can oscillate
periodically between two ground levels|1〉 and|2〉 upon time
t, when the system is driven into the ODS by laser fields with
relatively fixed detunings and phases of four laser fields.

Evolving adiabatic conditions, under which the system
avoids diabatic coupling to bright states and is always in some
dark states if it is initially in a certain one, is considered, since
the ODS follows the evolution of a time-dependent Hamilto-
nian (1). The change rate of the mixing angleθ must be small
compared with the separation of the corresponding eigenval-
ues [23, 24],

| d
dt
θ|2 ≪ |λ0 − λ±|2 , (8)

Let Ω12=Ω34=Ω (fixing Rabi frequencies when the system
evolves) and∆1-∆2=∆3-∆4=2δ, thus we can obtain evolving
adiabatic conditions according to (8) as

|δ|2≪ 1
4
|∆ ±

√
∆2 + 4Ω2|2 . (9)

which change into|δ| ≪Ω, when∆ = 0, i.e.∆1=-∆2 and∆3=-
∆4. Evolving adiabatic conditions for the ODS ensure that
the values of all parameters can be established in advance,
because the evolution process is automated by laser-atomic
system itself, in contrast to ordinary dark states [5, 17], where
we change relative values of two Rabi frequencies to attain
different dark states, and adiabatic evolution can be controlled
by experimental instruments.

A process of quantum superposition state storage using the
ODS is as follows: first, an arbitrary initial state (3) with a
fixed ∆φ, using two bare ground states of the atomic system
as two orthogonal basis states, which constitutes initial con-
dition of the system evolution, is prepared. Then we concur-
rently and rapidly upload two pairs of laser fields as shown in
Fig. 1, and the system periodically evolves subsequently.N
(N=1, 2, 3, ..., natural number) oscillation periods later, rapid
unloading all laser fields simultaneously retrieves final system
state that is almost the same as the initial one. The total stor-
age timet depends on the product of oscillation timesN and
its periodsT (= 2π/δ).

When uploading/unloading two pairs of laser fields, up-
loading/unloading adiabatic conditions are necessary besides
evolving adiabatic conditions (9), in order to keep the least
diabatic coupling between bright states and dark states of the
system. We assume a concurrent increase/decrease of four
laser fields in a short timeτ(τ≪T ), i.e. Ω1=Ω2=Ω3=Ω4=Ω

and d
dtΩ1=

d
dtΩ2=

d
dtΩ3=

d
dtΩ4. Thus, we can obtain the

same result as evolving adiabatic conditions in (9) for upload-
ing/unloading adiabatic conditions, according to (8).

Time-dependent interaction Hamiltonian in interaction pic-
ture that describes atom-laser coupling can be written as

H′int = −
1
2

[Ω1e−iφ1ei∆1tσ31 + Ω2e−iφ2ei∆2tσ31

+Ω3e−iφ3ei∆3tσ32 + Ω4e−iφ4ei∆4tσ32 + H.c.] , (10)

whereσi j=|i〉〈 j| (i, j=1, 2, 3) are atomic projection operators.
A master equation [9, 25], using density matrixρ,

dρ
dt
= −i[H′int, ρ] +

Γ31

2
[2σ13ρσ31 − σ33ρ − ρσ33]

+
Γ32

2
[2σ23ρσ32 − σ33ρ − ρσ33]

+
γ3deph

2
[2σ33ρσ33 − σ33ρ − ρσ33]

+
γ2deph

2
[2σ22ρσ22 − σ22ρ − ρσ22]

+
Γ21

2
[2σ12ρσ21 − σ22ρ − ρσ22] , (11)

is required, because the decoherence of a practical atomic
system must be considered, when using the ODS for long
time state storage.Γ31 andΓ32 indicate rates of spontaneous
emission from level|3〉 to |1〉 and |2〉, respectively, and rates
γ2deph andγ3deph describe energy-conserving dephasing pro-
cesses.Γ21 that is longitudinal relaxation from level|2〉 to |1〉,
is mainly due to higher-order transition, and is much small
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FIG. 2: Probability amplitudes evolution of an arbitrary initial su-
perposition state finds expression in the time-dependent populations
of three levelsρ11, ρ22, ρ33, and coherence term between two ground
levels |ρ21|2 with ∆1 = ∆3 = 0.3, ∆2 = ∆4 = 0.2, γ2deph = 0.02,
Γ21 = 0.002, for different case: (a).Ω = 2, (b). Ω = 0.2, (c).
Ω = 0.08, (d).Ω = 0, respectively. All parameters are in the units of
γ31, and total evolution timet=4T is marked.

compared withγ2deph. We can define coherence decay rates as
γ31=Γ31+Γ32+γ3deph, andγ21=Γ21+γ2deph, and estimateΓ21 at
1/10 ofγ2deph in the following analysis.

The evolution stage in storage process is stimulated numer-
ically as shown in Fig. 2. We give an arbitrary initial super-
position state (3) for storage (random∆φ, andt0 for initial θ,
but in fact∆φ should be predicted in practical experiments),
and analyze its probability amplitudes evolution with differ-
ent Rabi frequenciesΩ. The populations of two ground lower
levels,ρ11 andρ22, oscillate periodically after applying inter-
action Hamiltonian (10), and the population of upper levelρ33

stays almost zero in total evolution stage, when evolving adi-
abatic conditions (9) are well satisfied for case (a) in Fig. 2.
Especially and surprisingly, the same periodical oscillation of
the coherence term|ρ21|2 between two ground levels asρ11 and
ρ22, and|ρ21|2≈ρ11·ρ22, imply a coherent evolution of quantum
superposition states, i.e. the ODS. Any arbitrary initial super-
position state in more than thousands of oscillation periods
gives the same periodical evolution process as case (a) under
evolving adiabatic conditions. For case (b), Rabi frequency
Ω is decreased, and evolving adiabatic conditions are not well
met, which resulting in a slight occupation of populationρ33,
but the oscillations of populationρ11, ρ22 and of coherence
term |ρ21|2 still dominate whole evolution process. When we
decreaseΩ further, laser fields are too weak to make upper
level |3〉 occupied, and a decoherence process appears for case
(c), despite the violation of evolving adiabatic conditions. A
complete decoherence process of the system emerges whenΩ

becomes to be 0 for case (d), which is obvious without laser
fields, and the initial superposition state becomes a mixed one

on the time scale∼1/γ21, since|ρ21|2 decays to 0 absolutely.
From case (d) to (a), the value of Rabi frequencieΩ of

laser fields increased little by little, it can be seen that coher-
ent reconstruction mechanism of laser fields becomes superior
gradually to the decoherence effect of the the system for case
(d), and entirely dominates periodical oscillation of the system
for case (a). Under evolving adiabatic conditions, it is unrea-
sonable that, the system state does not follow the evolutionof
time-dependent hamiltonian if decoherence effect changes the
state to the one that is not the instantaneous eigenstate of the
system. Long time state storage using a coherent evolution
process of the ODS for case (a), where upper level|3〉 pop-
ulation is little and the oscillation of probability amplitudes
of two ground levels|1〉 and|2〉 is periodical, is reliable. To-
tal state storage timet as long ast is an integral multiple of
oscillation periodT , after which we can retrieve almost the
same initial system state, is largely increased compared with
that without laser fields for case (d), since the decoherence
between two ground levels|1〉 and |2〉 can be greatly sup-
pressed, owing to coherent reconstruction contribution from
laser fields.

Without contribution of applied laser fields, an initial super-
position state will exponentially decay to a mixed one with a
factorγ21 · t, expressed in coherence term of the system den-
sity matrix |ρ21|2. When applying two pairs of laser fields,
the dependence of average fidelity of initial storage and fi-
nal retrieved state on total evolution timet is analyzed in
Fig. 3, with ten arbitrary initial states chosen randomly as
before. γ21 is fixed at 0.022 in the units ofγ31 (reference
to D1 line of 87Rubidium with γ31∼36.10 × 106s−1 and es-
timatedγ2deph=0.02γ31), and different total evolution timest
that should be integral multiples of oscillation periodT , is
given. It can be seen that, high average fidelity above 0.95 of
ten arbitrary initial states is surprisingly available when total
evolution timet is up to thousands of multiples of oscillation
periodT (N∼1000), whereγ21·t≫1, as well as each one of ten.
Fidelity F decreases slightly in the first oneT , during which a
certain complicated amplitude decay of the ODS experiences,
and stays unchangeably after it, which also can be found in
Fig. 2. The long time stability ofF implies a pure periodical
evolution of the system. In those passive schemes without ad-
ditional laser fields [8, 21, 22], the storage time is mainly lim-
ited by coherence decay time of atomic system scaled∼1/γ21,
within which coherence of photons can be controlled and pre-
served in atomic system. Using the ODS, the storage time is
not limited by coherence decay time of the atomic system any
longer, and can be thousands of times longer than that in those
passive schemes, since coherence of the atomic system can be
preserved in laser fields, which is significant for quantum state
storage. High fidelityF mainly depends on relatively large
value ofΩ and always can be obtained by controlling laser
fields.

The stability of frequency difference 2δ, andπ phase dif-
ference and∆φ of each pair of laser fields determine mainly
the precision of oscillation process. A concurrent upload-
ing/unloading timeτ∼10−8s (a reasonable 0.01T in our anal-
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FIG. 3: Dependence of average fidelity of ten arbitrary initial storage
and their respective final retrieved states on total evolution time of
the system, withΩ = 2,∆1 = ∆3 = 0.3,∆2 = ∆4 = 0.2, γ21 = 0.022,
and independent variablet (integral multiples of oscillation periodT ,
up to a maximum 1000T here). After the first oneT (see inset), High
fidelity above 0.95 is available and keep stable at all times, even if
γ21 · t≫1.

ysis which is short enough to avoid a certain decay ofρ at this
stage) can be carried out using an optical switch. Laser fields
may not be monochromatic, but the stability of relative phases
of two pairs of laser fields can also guarantee almost the same
result, despite a slow collective phase drift. A chosenδ whose
value is larger than the linewidth of laser fields can avoid
undesirable interference of laser fields and optical pumping.
The state storage using the ODS is immune to Doppler fre-
quency shift and concurrent fluctuation of Rabi frequencies
Ωi (i=1, 2; 3, 4). Well developed laser techniques can meet all
above demands to obtain a perfect long time quantum state
storage. It is interesting to compare this scheme that can be
regarded as a certain temporal storage of atomic state by laser
fields with the spatial storage of light in atomic system in those
passive ones. The ODS can be implemented in a three-level
atomic system by using at least three laser fields in an appro-
priate configuration, but we use two pairs of laser fields in a
symmetric scheme, in order to obtain complete oscillation of
probability amplitudes between two ground levels. The ODS
is similar to the famous Rabi resonance in a two-level atomic
system driven by one resonant laser field [5], where we can
not find the same interesting result.

In conclusion, we propose an active method using the ODS
for long time quantum superposition storage, where coherence
of the atomic system can be preserved temporally by laser
fields, compared with those passive ones without additional
laser fields, where preserved coherence of photons keeps spa-
tially in atomic system within its coherence time, and deco-
herence time of the system limits storage time. High fidelity,
greatly suppressed decoherence, and long storage time, make
the ODS a potential method for quantum information storage
in the fields of quantum information and quantum computa-
tion. The ODS can also involves many other significant appli-
cations to nonlinear optics, quantum optics, optics and laser
spectroscopy, and atomic physics.
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