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Decoherence of two qubits in a non-Markovian squeezed reservoir
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The decoherence of two initially entangled qubits in a squeezed vacuum cavity has been investi-
gated exactly. The results show that, first, in principle, the disentanglement time decreases with the
increasing of squeeze parameter r, due to the augmenting of average photon number of every mode
in squeezed vacuum cavity. Second, there are entanglement revivals after complete disentanglement
for the case of even parity initial Bell state, while there are entanglement decrease and revival before
complete disentanglement for the case of odd parity initial Bell state. The results are quite different

from that of the case for qubits in a vacuum cavity.

PACS numbers: 03.67.Mn,03.65.Yz,03.65.Ud,42.70.Qs

I. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, the entanglement dynamics of qubits,
coupled with environment, has attracted much atten-
tion. Many works have been devoted to the phenomenon
termed as “entanglement sudden death” (ESD)@, 2,13, 4,
H, 16, [, 18 ld, 1d, 11, 12, 13, 14, [15]. 1t is shown that
spontaneous disentanglement, for two-level atom model,
may take only a finite-time to be completed, while lo-
cal decoherence (the normal single-atom transverse and
longitudinal decay) takes an infinite time[3]. And, for a
non-Markovian reservoir of initially vacuum cavity, there
is revival phenomenon, which allows the two-qubit entan-
glement to reappear after a dark period of time, during
which the concurrence is zero|12]. In general, the char-
acteristic of the environment plays an important role in
the evolution of multi-particle entanglement. Up to now,
many typical environments have been investigated, such
as, vacuum, squeezed vacuum, multimode vacuum cavity,
single mode cavity and so on.

Recently, cavity systems with very strong couplings
have been discussed|[16]. Generally, in atom-field cavity
systems, this ratio is typically of the order 10~ ~ 107,
However, the ratio may become order of magnitudes
larger in solid state systems, and the full Hamiltonian,
including the virtual processes (counter-rotating terms),
must be consideredﬂﬂ]. In this paper, we will focus on
the decoherence of two qubits strongly coupled with a
non-markovian squeezed vacuum reservoir by the method
in Ref. HE] In section.2, the reduced non-perturbative
non-Markovian quantum master equation of atom is de-
rived and its exact solution is obtained. In section.3,
the decoherence of two initially entangled atoms, coupled
with two cavities separately, has been discussed. The
conclusion is given in section.4.
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II. MODEL AND EXACT SOLUTION

A. Hamiltonian and non-perturbative master
equation

Now we restrict our attention to two noninteracting
two-level atoms A and B coupled individually to the cav-
ity field. To this aim, we first consider the Hamiltonian
of the subsystem of a single qubit coupled to its reservoir
as

H=H,+ H, + H,, (1)
where
[op>
Ha = WOT (2)
H, = Zwkakak (3)
k
H, = (04 +0-) ng (a,~C + ak) (4)
k

where wy is the atomic transition frequency between the
ground state |0) and excited state |1). o, = |1)(1|—|0)(0|,
oy = |1){0] and o_ = |0)(1| are pseudo-spin oper-
ators of atom. The index k labels the field modes
of the reservoir with frequency wy, aL and aj are the
modes’ creation and annihilation operators, and gy is
the frequency-dependent coupling constant between the
transition |1) — |0) and the field mode k.

The reduced non-perturbative non-Markovian quan-
tum master equation of atom could be obtained by path
integralﬂﬁ]

o t ) )
gpa = _i'gapa _/0 dS<£ar6_120(t_s)'gare_lgo(s_t)>rpa

(5)
where £y, £, and £, are Liouvillian operators defined
as

Sop = [Ho + Hy, p]
Lap = [Ha,p)
'garp [Haru p]
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and (...), stands for partial trace of the reservoir.
Then, we assume the reservoir is initially in squeezed
vacuum state[19]

pr = [ ] Skl0k)(0k]S] (6)
k

Sy = exp(re ®ay, yran, x — Tei‘gazﬁkalcfk) (7)

r, 6 are squeeze parameters, |0x) is the vacuum state of
mode k. The central frequency of squeezing device is
wo = ck., which corresponds to multimode squeezed vac-
uum state with the central frequency equal to the cav-
ity resonance frequency and atom transition frequency.
And the spectral density of the reservoir is in Lorentzian
form|[12, 120]

J(w) = Zgi{é(w—wk)—i—&(w—i—wk)}
k

1 Ay? (8)

C 27 (w— wp)? + 2
where v represents the width of the spectral distribution
of the reservoir modes and is related to the correlation
time of the noise induced by the reservoir, 7. = 1/7.
The parameter A is related to the subsystem-reservoir
coupling strength. There are two correlation functions in
this model[21]

ar = [ et~ Do (9)

ax = / T (et %ew“%‘)’t (10)

a1 comes from the rotating-wave interaction and as from
the counter-rotating wave interaction.
So, the non-perturbative master equation of the sub-
system could be derived from Eq.(H])
0
5P = “Lpat [eodo + ey +e-J ]pa
+voKo+ v Ki +v_K_]p, (11)

where Jy, J4, J_, Ky, Ky and K_ are superoperators
defined as

o,
Jopa = [Z’ pa}

Jipa = 04paoy
J_pag = 0_pao—
Kopa = (040—pa + pa0+0— = pa)/2
Kip, = o4pao—

K_p, = 0_paoy
and

I = 2MBf 4 2ME® + MPal) + (2N 4+ 1)(f + oF)

g0 = —i2[wo +2(MTaf — MIf — MEa®) — (2N + 1)’

ey = 2Mf+2M*a+ (2N +1)(f +a)
e = 2Ma* +2M*f+ (2N + 1)(f + a¥)

vo = 2(af —f)

vy = 2[MEf+ MBa® + Mo + Nf + (N +1)a’]
v = 2[MEf+ MEa® + Mo’ + (N +1)f + Naf
)\,7(1 _ e—('y+i2w0)t)
a = -
2(7y + i2wy)
A
J = G- eap(—t)
N = sinh?r, M = —e“sinhrcoshr. aff, of, o* and ME,

M, M* are real part, image part and conjugate of o and
M, respectively. Here, N is the average photon number
of every mode in squeezed vacuum cavity. And M, M*
represent the phase-dependent correlation between dif-
ferent modes as (biby/) and (bLbL,), respectively|[19].

B. Exact solution of master equation

The time evolution of density operator in Eq.(I]) could
be obtained with algebraic approach in Ref.|22] because
the superoperators herein satisfy SU(2) Lie algebraic
communication relations, i.e.

V-, Ji]lpa = —2Jopa
[JOvJ:I:]pa = tJ1pa
(K, Ky]pa = —2Kopa
(Ko, Ki] pa = £K1pa
[Ki, J;] = 0 (12)

where 4,7 = 0,£. By directly integrating Eq.(T]), the
formal solution is obtained as[23]

pa(t) = e TeTels dicodoterJote Jo)

XT@I(; dt(u0K0+u+K++u,K,)pa(O) (13)

where 7' is time ordering operator and

Iy = M +2N +1)(F +a"%) +2M'a’)

t Ay (t — Az et
a = / adt = ( Shail )E&R+z‘&f
o 2(y + 12wp)
a = aft —ial
Ft) = Mt —[1—exp(—1)]/7}/2
where &%, ! and &* are real part, image part and con-

jugate of @, respectively.
The exponential functions of superoperators in Eq.(I3)
could be disentangled in form|23]
Tef[f dt(eoJotet J4t+e_J_) — ej+J+ ej()(]()ejf J_ (14)

Tefot dt(oKotvy Kytv-K_) _ ks Ky koKo kK- (15)

where ji, jo, j— and ki, ko, k_ satisfy the following
differential equation

Xy = py—p X3+ poXy (16)
Xo = po—2p-X4 (17)
X_ = p-exp(Xo) (18)



pu=cfor X =7and p=v for X = k.
Using the results above, the exact solution of the mas-
ter equation Eq.(I]) is obtained

pa(t) = e THp(1) (19)

(1ot (0) + mp(0) 2pi°(0) + yp2 (0)
plt) = ( 2501(0) £ rp10(0) np0(0) + ppl1(0) ) (20)

I = eko/2 pemhol2k k. m=eM g (21)
n = e k/2 p—=eko/2_ (22)
q = e 902 p=eI0/2 (23)
x o= ey =25, (24)

C. Concurrence

In order to investigate the entanglement dynamics of
the bipartite system, we use Wootters concurrence|24].
For simplicity, we assume that the two subsystems have
the same parameters. The concurrence of the whole sys-
tem could be obtained|6]

maxr {07 C1, CQ} ; (5 = (I)a \I/) (25)
2¢ 2% (\/p2spaz — \/p11pas)
co = 2¢ V5 (\/prapar — \/Pa2p33)

Ce

C1

corresponding to the initial states of |®) = 5]|01) + n|10)
and |¥) = 5]00) + n|11), respectively. Where § is real
and 0 < B < 1, n = |n|e® and B2 + |n|> = 1. For
maximum entanglement Bell state, 3 is equal to v/2/2.
The reduced joint density matrix of the two atoms, in the
standard product basis B = {|1) = |11), |2) = |10),|3) =
|01),|4) = ]00)}, could be obtained by the method in
ref.[12]

pi1 0 0 pua

AB _ —ar, [ O p22 paz O 9%
P ¢ 0 p32 p3z O (26)
par 0 0 paa

here the diagonal elements are

p11 = 1*p11(0) + Impaa(0) + mlpss(0) +m>pas(0)

pa2 = Ipp11(0) + Imp22(0) + mpp33(0) + mnpas(0)
Ipp11(0) + pmp22(0) + nip33(0) + nmpsa(0)

= p*p11(0) 4 pnp22(0) + npp33(0) + 1n°paa(0)

P33

o~

P44

and the nondiagonal elements are

pra = 22p14(0) + 2yp23(0) + yzp32(0) + y*pa1(0)
p2s = arp14(0) + 2gp23(0) + yrp32(0) + ygpa1(0)
p32 = r2p14(0) +7yp23(0) + qrp32(0) + qypa1(0)
pu1 = 12p14(0) + 7gpa3(0) + qrp32(0) + ¢°par (0)
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FIG. 1: Concurrence Cs as a function of vt and 6 with A =
107, wo = 107, B = v/2/2 and r = 0.2.

Concurrence

FIG. 2: Concurrence Cy as a function of vt and 2 with
X =107y, wo = 10y, B =+v2/2 and r = 0.2.

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

In order to study the effects of non-Markovian squeezed
reservoir on the decoherence, we assume that A is princi-
pally equal to 10 in Eq.(®), which could be realized in
a high-Q cavity[12].

First, we focus on the effects of squeeze parameters on
the decoherence of two qubits with initial maximum Bell
entanglement states |®) and |¥), respectively.

(A) For wy = 10y and 3 = v/2/2, Fig.1 and Fig.2 show
that, for the case of initial maximum Bell state |®), the
concurrence first decreases to a certain value and then re-
vives before it vanishes, while that periodically vanishes
and revives with a damping of its revival amplitude for
the case of initial maximum Bell state |¥). Tt also reveals
that the amplitude and the duration time of entangle-
ment revival are different for the case of 7/2 < 6 < 3m/2
and for the case of 0 < 0 < 7/2 and 37/2 < 6 < 2.

(B)For wp = 10y and B = v/2/2, Fig.3 and Fig.4 show
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FIG. 3: Concurrence Cs as a function of ¢ and r with A =
107, wo = 107, B = v/2/2 and 0 = 7 /4.
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FIG. 4: Concurrence Cy as a function of 4¢ and r with A =
107, wo = 107, B = v2/2 and 0 = 7 /4.

that, for r < 1, the concurrence first decreases to a cer-
tain value and then revives before it vanishes for the case
of initial maximum Bell state |®), while that periodically
vanishes and revives with damping amplitude for the case
of initial maximum Bell state |¥). And the concurrence
decreases monotonically and vanishes permanently after
a short time for » > 1. The results exhibit that the disen-
tanglement time decreases with the increasing of squeeze
parameter r for fixed 6, due to the increasing of average
photon number of every mode in squeezed vacuum cavity.

The above results also reveal that the decoherence be-
havior of concurrence is sensitive to squeeze parameters
and insensitive to initial state.

Then, for fixed squeeze parameters § = w/4 and
r = 0.2, the decoherence for different initial states was
discussed.

(A) The decoherence behavior of Cy is discussed as
follows.

(1) From Fig.5, Fig.6 and Fig.7, we could find that
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FIG. 5: Concurrence Cp as a function of 4t and 2 with
A =107y, wo = 12y, 6 = /4 and r = 0.2.
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FIG. 6: Concurrence Cs as a function of ~t and 62 with
A =107, wo = 107y, 6 = 7/4 and r = 0.2.
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FIG. 7: Concurrence Cs as a function of ~t and 62 with
=107, wo = 6.5y, 6 = /4 and r = 0.2.
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FIG. 8: Concurrence Cs as a function of ~¢ and 62 with
A =10y, wo =3y, 0 =7/4 and r = 0.2.
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FIG. 9: Concurrence C'y as a function of ~¢ and 62 with
A =107y, wo = 12y, 6 =7 /4 and r = 0.2.

the concurrence Cp will decreases and revives before it
vanishes permanently. With the ratio of the coupling
strength to the atomic frequency increasing, the times of
entanglement revival decreases because of the increasing
of the average value of correlation function as, corre-
sponding to the counter-rotating wave terms.

(2) For wg = 3y and A = 207, Fig.8 exhibits that
the concurrence C'y decreases monotonically and vanishes
permanently in a short time even in a non-Markovian
squeezed reservoir, resulted from the strong interaction
between atom and the non-Markovian squeezed reservoir.

(B)The decoherence behavior of Cy is discussed as fol-
lows.

(1) From Fig.9 , Fig.10 and Fig.11, we find that
the concurrence periodically vanishes and revives with
a damping of its revival amplitude. With the ratio of
the coupling strength to the atomic frequency increas-
ing, the times of entanglement revival decrease. There
are entanglement revivals after a period of time of disen-

“ «w
\\\!‘;l i

Concurrence
o
(03]

l
’: 27 ‘ ‘ gees ,", l
)77 'l " 'II) ‘ X)L, 7
.~“ \\\\,:.; W o
Q@ 2 i ”M”dﬁ?

. "l",‘;";ﬂ 'IIII 2

0 - 777 05

2

0 0.5 0 B
y 1

FIG. 10: Concurrence Cy as a function of vt and 82 with
A =107, wo = 107, 6 = w/4 and r = 0.2.
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FIG. 11: Concurrence C'y as a function of vt and ,32 with
A =107, wo = 6.5y, 0 = 7/4 and r = 0.2.

tanglement, which are different from that of the case of
Csp.

(2) For wyg = 2y and A = 207, the evolution dynamics
of concurrence C'y is almost the same as that in Fig.8.
Unlike the two cases above, the evolution behavior of
concurrence C'y becomes symmetric because the strong
coupling of atom with non-Markovian reservoir and the
effect of counter-rotating wave interaction.

The above results reveal that, in principal, the decoher-
ence of Cg is symmetrical with 32 because of the sym-
metry of initial state |®), while that is unsymmetrical
with 32 because the initial state |¥) is unsymmetrical
with 2. However, the strong coupling and the counter-
rotating wave interaction could make the decoherence of
Cy become symmetrical with $2. With the enhancing
of coupling strength, the memory effect of the counter-
rotating wave terms becomes dominant because the the
average value of correlation function as increases. The
results are quite different from that of the case for qubits



in a vacuum cavity|12].

IV. CONCLUSION

The reduced non-perturbative quantum master equa-
tion of atom in initially squeezed vacuum cavity has been
derived and its exact solution is obtained. The decoher-
ence behaviors of two qubits with squeeze parameters and
other parameters have been discussed.

The results show that the decoherence behavior of
two qubits in a squeezed reservoir is dependent on the
squeeze parameter, the ratio of the coupling strength
to the atomic transition frequency and the ratio of the
width of reservoir spectral density to the atomic transi-
tion frequency. First, in principle, the disentanglement
time decreases with the increasing of squeeze parame-
ter r, due to the increasing of average photon number

of every mode in squeezed vacuum cavity. Second, there
are entanglement revivals after complete disentanglement
for the case of even parity initial Bell state, while there
are entanglement decrease and revival before complete
disentanglement for the case of odd parity initial Bell
state. Third, with the enhancing of coupling strength,
the times of entanglement revival decrease due to the
effect of counter-rotating wave terms. Fourth, there is
entanglement revival due to the memory effect of the
non-Markovian squeezed environment.
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