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An automated and robust method for adiabatic populatiorsfes and the preparation of an arbitrary quantum
superposition state in atomic system using the oscilladisngs states (ODS) is presented. Quantum state of a
three-levelA configuration atomic system oscillates periodically betwéwo ground levels, when two pairs
of classical detuning laser fields driving the system in® @DS under evolving adiabatic conditions. The
decoherence of the ODS evolution is greatly suppressedthanadscillation is very stable, therefore adiabatic
population transfer and the preparation of an arbitraryntiura superposition state of atomic system can be
completed accurately and conveniently.

PACS numbers: 42.50.Gy, 32.80.Qk

I. INTRODUCTION tem, using the oscillating dark states (ODS), where prditabi
amplitudes of the system state oscillate periodically leetw

Dark state or coherent population trapping (CPT), whichtwo grc_)und Ieyels. The state to be p(epared can be ret(iev_ed a
is null eigenvalue state of the interaction Hamiltonians ha @ Predictable time, and this method is insensitive to theini

given rise to growing interests for past few decades, sinc&!ate. _ _ _

its first discovery in 1976[[1]. If a three-leve\ atomic The paper is organized as follows. The next section con-
system is coherently trapped in dark states, there is no a@ins the discussion of the oscillating dark states (ODS$) an
sorption of incident Iaser fields even in the presence of-resg?V0lving adiabatic conditions, under which the systenofod
nant transitions, due to destructive quantum interferdree the stable ODS evolution. In Sec. I, we introduce the nraste

tween two transition pathways. Well-known dark state oréduation for a practical incoherent atomic system, and simu
CPT [2,[3/4]5[16/17./€) 9] involves extensive applications inlate_the ODS evolution, which the_n be used for.ad|abat|c pop-
many fields such as electromagnetically induced transpgren ulation transfer and the preparation of an arbitrary quantu
(EIT) [1.0], lasing without inversion [11, 12,13], the enfcan  SUPErposition state. We give some discussion and summarize
ment of the refractive indexX [14, 15], adiabatic population®Ur conclusions in Sec. IV.

transfer[15, 117], subrecoil laser cooling [18], and atotelin

ferometry [19]. Coherent population transfer using stished

Raman adiabatic passage(STIRAP) technigue [6, 17, 20, 21], . OSCILLATING DARK STATES

make it robust andf@icient to prepare atoms and molecules

in a well defined required state in many fields such as spec- The three-leveh configuration atomic system is shown in
troscopy, collision dynamics, and atomic physics. The &ok Fig.[I. The ODS is implemented with two pairs of classical
and pump laser fields in a kind of counterintuitive order un-detuning laser fields coupling two lower ground levils,

der two-photon resonance and adiabatic evolution carry ou®) to a single upper leveB), respectively. We assume that
complete coherent population transfer, and the STIRAP-tecthe [1)-|2) transition is always dipole-forbidden. The time-
nique is insensitive to variations of laser pulse shapenisity, ~ dependent interaction Hamiltonian in the interaction yriet

and laser frequency. It is also of crucial importance that-a r that describes the atom-laser coupling within the dipolé an
quired coherent superposition state is prepared for atmhs a rotating wave approximation (RWA) in the rotating frame
molecules. Fractional STIRAP techniqliel[22, 23], where thgeads §=1),
Stokes laser arrives before the pump laser and both tereninat

simultaneously maintaining a constant ratio of relativgoliim B 8 2/ P:
tudes, can create an arbitrary required coherent sup&guosi Hint = P O (i ’ 1)

state. The technique is also insensitive to pulse delan ity
and frequency of laser fields. Another adiabatic transfé} [2 i AA i As—A

using a tripod linkage by three laser fields in a four-levat-sy Where P=—ie"?2Qqpsin(Z5721), Q=—€77Q34COS51),

tem can also to obtain good resuilt. A=3(A1 + Ag), andA'=3[(A1 + Ap) = (Mg + Ad)]. Ai=war-

Here we propose an automated method for adiabatic popi(i=1,2), andAj=wsz>-w;(j=3,4) are the detunings of two
ulation transfer and the preparation of an arbitrary quantu Pairs of laser angular frequencies(i=1,2) andw;(j=3,4)
superposition state in a three-levetonfiguration atomic sys-  from the corresponding atomic transitions; andwsz. Real

Q; and ¢; (i=1,2;3 4) are corresponding Rabi frequencies

and phases of two pairs of laser fields, and we assume that

Q=Q=Q1, Q3=Q4=Q34, Pp1=¢2+m=¢12, and ¢pz=p4=p34,
*Electronic address$: jne@mail.ustc.edii.cn with the diferenceA¢=¢12-¢34. The eigenstates of the in-
TElectronic address$: yshzhang@ustc.edu.cn teraction Hamiltonian[{1), which can be generally desatibe
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compared with the separation of the corresponding eigenval
ues|[21, 25],

d
'&9'2 < Ao - AP (8)

Let Q1,=034=Q (fixing Rabi frequencies when the system
|2> evolves) andA1-A;=A3-A4=265, thus we can obtain evolving
adiabatic conditions according {d (8) as

[1>

1612 < %m + VA? + 40?7 9)
FIG. 1: Two pairs of classical laser fiel@)s , Q, andQ3 , Q4 couple
two lower ground level$l) , |2) to a single upper leveB) , respec-
tively, with their corresponding detunings , A, andAs , A4, and
their fixed phasesp,=¢,+7, ¢3=¢4, in a three-leve\ configuration
atomic system.

which changes intds| <Q, whenA = 0, i.e. A;=-A, and
As=-A4. Evolving adiabatic conditions for the ODS ensure
that the values of all parameters can be established in adyan
because the evolution process is automated by laser-atem sy
tem itself, in contrast to ordinary dark states [5, 17], vehee

in terms of the “mixing angle®’andg , are given as manually with e.xperimen_tal instrumen?s change relative va
ues of two Rabi frequencies to attairffdrent dark states and

la.) = —i€? sinf sing|1)+cos sing|2)—cospe |3y , (2)  to utilize STIRAP technique.

_ el Y
120) = costll) — i singe™12) , (3) I11. ADIABATIC POPULATION TRANSFER AND

QUANTUM STATE PREPARATION
la_) = —ie™ sinf cosp|1) + cosd coSy|2) + sinpe #34|3) |

(4) A process for adiabatic population transfer and quantum
where the mixing angles that dependent upon tiraed Rabi  state preparation is as follows: first, the initial instargtaus
frequencies are written as eigenstate of the whole system, which is determined by cho-

sen interaction Hamiltonian, must be the atomic initiatesta
Qupsin(A5221) and here we assume that the atomic initial staié)is Then
tand = Q34 cos@ztet) ’ (5) we concurrently and rapidly upload two pairs of laser fields
2 as shown in Fid,]1, and the system periodically evolves subse
guently. Rapid unloading all laser fields simultaneoulsiyleo
P12 + [O12 pletes a perfect population transfer fr¢thto |2) after (;+3)
tan2p = 2yIPr +1QF (6)  (n=0,1,2,..., integral number) oscillation peri0d§é2n(?6)2if

A ’ . - !

we want to make an adiabatic population transfer, and re-
when we meet the conditiof = 0, i.e. A1 + A)=(A3+ A4).  trieves a required quantum superposition state after time o
The eigenstatéag) has no contribution fron3), and this  (to+nT)(tp is evolution time when the system firstly evolves
ODS corresponds the null eigenvalue of interaction Hamilto from |1) to our required state, which can be easily predicted
nian [3). If a system is in statap), there is no possibility of  from (3) where a fixed\¢ should be calculated in advance) if
excitation to|3) and subsequent spontaneous emission, thuae use the same experimental setup for the preparation of an
the atom is fectively decoupled from laser fields. The eigen- arbitrary quantum superposition state.
values of the pair of statga.) which contain a component When we uploaflinload two pairs of laser fields, up-
of all three bare atomic states, are shifted up and down by aladingunloading adiabatic conditions are necessary besides

amountd,, evolving adiabatic condition§](9), in order to keep the feas
diabatic coupling between bright states and dark stateseof t
1 :
A = =[A + VAZ + 4P]2 + 4)Q7] . (7)  system. We assume a concurrent incrégeserease of four
2 laser fields in a short time(r<T), i.e. Q;=0Q,=Q3=0,=Q

The probability amplitudes of the system state can oseillatand §Q1= §Q= §Qs= §Q. Thus, we can obtain the
periodically between two ground levels and|2) upon time ~ Same resultas evolving adiabatic conditiong in (9) for agio
t, when the system is driven into the ODS by laser fields within@/unloading adiabatic conditions, according[to (8).
relatively fixed detunings and phases of four laser fields. Time-dependent interaction Hamiltonian in interactioc pi
Evolving adiabatic conditions, under which the systemture that describes atom-laser coupling can be written as
avoids diabatic coupling to bright states and is always meso
dark states if it is initially in a certain one, is considersitice H =
the ODS follows the evolution of a time-dependent Hamilto- me2 o
nian [1). The change rate of the mixing angl@ust be small +Qae %t gy + Qe gy + Hee] (10)

1 o o
—E[Qle_l¢1e'Alt0'31 + Qze_l¢zelA2t0'31
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S A AR A A A R T satisfied for the case in Figl 2(a). The same periodicallascil
n ‘o y 1 1\ 1 11 .
£ @ R T Y Y T tion of the coherence ter{nm,;|?> between two ground levels as
\ - A v P W . .
SO05 4 4o Coop by Y e o1y andpag, and|parl?xp11-p22, imply @ coherent evolution of
5 1 Ny v v Ny Vol oy \ :" 21 .. . .
c \ \ guantum superposition states, i.e. the ODS. In case (b), Rab

o
T

frequencyQ is decreased, and evolving adiabatic conditions

— - o - - arenotwell met, which results in a slight occupation of pop-
< o \\; o o e ulation ps3, but the oscillations of populatignys, p2> and of
S o5l \,‘,f\v’ Y \,’\A/ AT \k/\/ N ‘\,’ (XRVARY’ \‘4' | coherence ternp,1/? still dominate the whole evolution pro-
> ; N h ) 3 Fooh .
g ’ S AN AN ANEANVANG \‘,’I\\\/\/ VAN cess. When we decrea@durther, laser fields are too weak to
o

make upper leveB) occupied despite the violation of evolv-
ing adiabatic conditions, and the coherence term of density
o5 matrix |pz1)*> keeps 0 all the time in case (c), which implies
there is no coherent evolution of the system state.
] From case (c) to (a), the value of Rabi frequendiesf
laser fields increased little by little, it can be seen thdteco
3 entreconstruction mechanism of laser fields becomes superi
2 .
Evolution time (/T) gradually to the decoherencéext of the system in case (c)

and (b), and entirely dominates periodical oscillation huf t
FIG. 2: Probability amplitudes evolution of initial staf) finds ~ System in case (a). A complete population transfer between
expression in the time-dependent populations of threeldgwe,  two lower ground levelgl) and|2), and the preparation of an
P22, p33, and coherence term between two ground leyelg® with arbitrary quantum superposition state in an automatical-ma
Ap = A3 = 03, A2 = Ay = 0.2, yepn = 002,y = 0.002, for  ner, using a coherent evolution process of the ODS in case
different case: (a)2 = 2, (b). @ = 0.2, (c). @ = 0.08, respectively.  (a), is reliable. Here upper lev{8) population is much lit-
Randomly chosem¢ (adopted for dferent required superposition | and the oscillation of probability amplitudes of two gral
state, but having nofect on coherent population transfer process) oy e|s|1y and|2) is periodical, since the decoherence between
gives the same perlod_lcal _oscnlatlc_)n. All parameters arhé units two ground leveldl) and|2) can be greatly suppressed, ow-
of 31, and total evolution time=4T is marked. . . L .

ing to coherent reconstruction contribution from laserdfel

It can be seen that there are many optional retrieval timid, wi
whereo;=li)(]| (i, j=1.2, 3) are atomic projection operators. 'etrieval intervall /2 for an adiabatic population transfer pro-
A master equation [9, 26], using density maix cess and with interval for the preparation of an arbitrary
quantum superposition state.

With the contribution from applied laser fields, the state of
the system evolves periodically and stably despite deaay fa
+E[20'23p0'32 — o330 — porsg] tor yo1 - t expressed in coherence term of the system density

2 matrix |po1>. When two pairs of laser fields are applied, we

o

=

Population
o
(4]

o

o . T
d_ft) = —i[Hiy. o] + %[20'1@0'31 — 0330 — pO33

4 Y3deph [203300733 — a3 — p0rag] can also consider the long time behavior of state evolution
2 ST T T3P T LI of the system and analyze the fidelity of initial stéteand
¥ 2deph retrieved states of the system afteffelient evolution time
+ 2072200722 — 0220 — PO L . . . .
2 [20r22p022 = 22p = porzd] in Fig.[3, where only integral period evolutiot=T) is ob-

I'2; served.y»; is fixed at 0022 in the units ofys; (reference to
+7[20—12p0—21 —o2p—poz],  (11) D, line of 8Rubidiumwith y31~36.10x 10°s™* and estimated
Y2deph=0.02y31), and diferent total evolution timesis given.

It can be seen that, when total evolution titnis up to long
enough 1000, wherey,; - t>2000, high fidelity above .95

is surprisingly available, which implies almost a coheeenc
preserved and pure periodical evolution of the system. Fi-
delity F decreases slightly in the first offe during which a
certain complicated amplitude decay of the ODS experiences
and stays unchangeably after it, which also can be founckin th
very beginning of evolution process in Fig. 2. High fidely
mainly depends on relatively large value®@fnd always can
>pe obtained by controlling laser fields.

is required, because the decoherence of a practical atgsiic s
tem must be considerelz; andl's, represent rates of sponta-
neous emission from levéd) to |1) and|2), respectively, and
ratesyaqepn @andysgepn describe energy-conserving dephasing
processesl’,; is longitudinal relaxation from levéR) to |1),
and it is much small compared withgepn. We can define co-
herence decay rates @gi=I"31+I"32+Y3deph, Y21=I"21+¥2depn,
and estimat@’>; at 1/10 of yoqepn in the following analysis.

The evolution of the ODS is simulated numerically as
shown in Fig[2, when the initial system is ity and a fixed
A¢ should be calculated in advance (for a required arbitrar
final state), and probability amplitudes evolution of the ®D
with different Rabi frequencieQ is analyzed. The popula-
tions of two ground lower levelg,; andpy,, oscillate period-
ically after we applying interaction Hamiltonian (10), atine
population of upper levebs; stays almost zero in total evo-  The stability of frequency diierence 8, = phase dierence,
lution stage, when evolving adiabatic conditiopk (9) ardl we andA¢ of each pair of laser fields determine mainly the preci-

IV. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION
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1 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ merical calculation suggests the stability of the ODS evolu
. tion. Numerous optional retrieval time owing to the propert
0.998 of the ODS evolution is available, with retrieval intervigl2
2O\ | for an adiabatic population transfer process and with valer
> £ oo T for the preparation of an arbitrary quantum superposition
T 0.996 0.985 ] state, respectively. The transfer process is insensibivbd
« ® Evoluton time (1) initial state of the atomic systern [27], i.e., we can carry ou
complete coherent population transfer and obtain a regjuire
0.994 state at right retrieval time based on precise ODS evolutfon
atom-laser system, whatever the initial state of atomitesys
0.992 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ is, which is totally diferent from the STIRAP and fractional
0 200 400 600 800 1000

Evolution time (T STIRAP technique. Diferent initial states of the system be-
sides|1) here, to which the corresponding initial Hamiltonian

FIG. 3: Fidelity of initial statd1) and retrieved states of the system Of the system can be chosen to match the initial instantaneou
after diferent evolution time of the system (only integral period-evo €igenstate, give almost the same good result. Optical pugnpi
lution observed, and up to a maximum 100Bere), withQ = 2,  iS not necessary any longer in contrast to conventional STI-
Ay = A3 = 0.3,A; = Ay = 0.2, y,1 = 0.022. After the first onél RAP technique, since it is not essential that initial state o
(see inset), High fidelity aboved5 is available and keep stable at all the system must be any single lower stddeor |2) when the
times, even ify,; - t>1, where diferent initial states of system almost g;tomated ODS method is adopted. The ODS can be imple-
give the same result. mented in a three-level atomic system by using at least three
laser fields in an appropriate configuration, but we use two
. _ . . pairs of laser fields in a symmetric scheme, in order to ob-
sion of the ODS evolution. The population transféf@ency  5in complete oscillation of probability amplitudes beeme

and an ideal required superposition state mainly depend of ground levels. The ODS is similar to the famous Rabi
the exact retrieval time that can be easily calculated &Qr  oconance in a two-level atomic system driven by one reso-

to (). Two pair_s of laser fields sh_oulq_be uploatierdoaded nant laser field [5], where we can not find the same preserved
spontaneously instead of counterintuitive and delayeda! - herence.

ing of one pair Stokes and pump laser fields. A concurrent . .
g P pump In conclusion, we propose an automated method using the

uploadingunloading timer~10-8s (a reasonable.01T in our ! ; .
analysis which is short enough to avoid a certain decay o DS for a perfect adiabatic population transfer and thegrep

o at this stage) can be carried out using an optical SWitChration of an arbitrary quantum superposition state in atomi

provided all the parameters are chose as ours, which can éé(stem. Thg pr?ser\_/ed ?o_herence, Lhe autpm_a}ed rtnanner, nu-
tuned to change the oscillation periddLaser fields may not merous Epuana retrieval time, Ian arh |t(;e:cry m;?a statsys-
be monochromatic, but the stability of relative phases af tw tem, make the ODS a potential method for physics process in
pairs of laser fields, which can be easily achieved by aceustftomic physics.

optical modulation(AOM) device, can also guarantee almost

the same result, de_spite a slow coIIec_tive phase drift. A cho ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
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