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A scheme is proposed to generate an entangled state between two (Λ-type) four-level atoms that
interact effectively by means of a detuned optical cavity and a laser beam that acts perpendicularly
to the cavity axis. It is shown how the degree of entanglement for two atoms passing through
the cavity can be controlled by manipulating their velocity and the (initial) distance between the
atoms. In addition, three realistic schemes are suggested to implement the two-qubit gates within
the framework of the suggested atom-cavity-laser setup, such as the i-swap gate, controlled-Z gate as
well as the controlled-NOT gate. For all these schemes, we analyze and discuss the atomic velocities
and inter-atomic distances for which these gates are realized most reliably.

PACS numbers: 42.50.Pq, 42.50.Dv, 03.67.Mn

I. INTRODUCTION

During recent years, quantum entanglement has been
found important not only in studying the non-classical
behavior of composite systems but also as one essential
resource for the engineering and processing of quantum
information. Nowadays, there are indeed various applica-
tions known that (would) greatly benefit from having en-
tangled quantum states available as, for instance, super-
dense coding [1], quantum cryptography [2], or the use
of Grover’s quantum search algorithm [3], to name just a
few of them. Despite of the recent progress in dealing
with composite quantum systems, however, their ma-
nipulation and controlled interaction with the environ-
ment has remained a challenge for experiment until the
present. Apart from various other implementations of
composite systems, the proof for and an excellent control
about the generation of entanglement has been achieved
especially with neutral atoms that are coupled to a high-
finesse optical cavity [4, 5, 6].
From the experimental perspective, there are two ba-

sic types of (atomic) level configurations utilized to en-
code and store a single qubit: Apart from (i) the use of
optical qubits, that simply refer to (two) atomic levels
separated by a optical transition frequency, one may (ii)
utilize also the (so-called) hyperfine qubits that are asso-
ciated with two hyperfine levels of–usually–the electronic
ground state of the atoms. In neutral atoms, these hy-
perfine levels are typically separated by a microwave fre-
quency and are known to be robust with regard to deco-
herence effects and external stray fields in contrast to the
optical qubits mentioned above. For the hyperfine qubits,
therefore, rather long coherence times (∼ 1 s) have been
reported in the literature [7, 8, 9]. In addition, a number
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of microwave techniques have been developed during the
last decades in order to define, manipulate and detect the
state of such hyperfine qubits [7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12].
Unfortunately, however, a (atomic) hyperfine qubit

cannot couple directly to a cavity with mode frequencies
in the optical domain. Therefore, in order to manipulate
the information encoded by the atom, the superposition
of the hyperfine levels must first be transferred coher-
ently to some other (electronically) excited states, before
the atom enters the cavity, and this information must be
brought back also in a coherent fashion after the atom
has exit the cavity. Instead of an atomic two-level config-
uration, we then need to consider a four-level scheme, in
which the two hyperfine levels for storing the quantum in-
formation are associated with two (additional) optically
excited levels. Moreover, in order to realize an efficient
atom-cavity coupling, the energy splitting of the two elec-
tronically excited levels should be compatible with the
frequency of the cavity mode(s). In this way, a cou-
pling between the hyperfine qubit and the optical cav-
ity mode can be achieved indeed and might open a route
towards the implementation of quantum gates via cavity-
mediated atom-atom interactions.
The basic ideas for the formation of entanglement be-

tween two four-level atoms that are coupled to a optical
cavity and a external laser beam have been first suggested
by You and co-authors [13], by making use of a novel
cavity-mediated atom-atom interaction regime from Ref.
[14]. This interaction regime is based on the exchange
of a photon between two bi-level atoms that is stimu-
lated by a cavity which is detuned with regard to transi-
tion frequencies of the atoms. In Ref. [15], moreover, it
was shown later experimentally how this effective atom-
atom interaction leads to the generation of entanglement
between atoms that cross through a detuned microwave
cavity. In the theoretical analysis of You et al., however,
it was assumed that both atoms couple to the same cavity
mode by a constant coupling strength being independent
on the atomic position inside the cavity mode. In prac-
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tice, the atoms cross the cavity one after another being
separated by a macroscopic distance. This separation of
the atoms implies that they have different atom-cavity
couplings as given by the radiation pattern of the cavity
standing-wave. Therefore, a more detailed description of
the cavity-mediated atomic entanglement generation has
to be considered, in which the entanglement between the
atoms depends also on the atom-cavity coupling which
depends, in turn, on the location of both atoms inside
the cavity mode. Such a position-dependent coupling be-
tween the atom and the cavity requires a revision of the
previous theoretical analysis and suggests that the degree
of entanglement, that is finally obtained, might depend
substantially on the details of how the atoms cross the
cavity in the course of interaction.

In the present work, we propose a scheme to generate
an entangled state between the hyperfine qubits of two
four-level atoms with a Λ-type level configuration. In this
scheme, the effective interaction between the atoms is me-
diated by an optical cavity and a laser beam that acts
perpendicularly to the cavity axis. Moreover, we assume
the atoms to be separated from each other by a macro-
scopic distance, and no direct interaction between the
atoms occurs. However, both atoms are simultaneously
affected by the laser field and interact with the same cav-
ity mode while passing through the cavity-laser setup.
This scheme leads to an cavity-laser mediated effective

atom-atom interaction for the detuned cavity with re-
spect to the atomic transition frequency (optical levels).
The two parameters to control the interaction are the ve-
locity, which encodes the atom-cavity interaction time,
and inter-atomic distance between the atoms. For two
atoms being initially prepared in a product state (of their
hyperfine qubits), we determine those velocities and dis-
tances for which the atoms become maximally entangled
when passing through the proposed setup. Apart from
generating entanglement between the atoms, we also sug-
gest schemes to implement various two-qubit quantum
logical gates, such as the i-swap gate, controlled-Z gate,
and controlled-NOT gate. All these gates can be imple-
mented within the given framework, and the respective
velocity and inter-atomic distance of the atoms are dis-
cussed, for which the gate fidelities become maximal.

The paper is organized as follows. In the next sec-
tion, we introduce the scheme to entangle the hyperfine
qubits of two four-level atoms. This includes the theo-
retical description of the effective atom-atom interaction
evolution that allows to control this interaction in prac-
tice. In Sec. II A, in particular, we present and explain
all the steps necessary within the proposed (experimen-
tal) set-up, while a more detailed view on this effective
interaction is given in Sec. II B by using the adiabatic
elimination procedure. In Sec. III, then, the schemes
for the implementation of the i-swap, controlled-Z, and
controlled-NOT gates are presented and discussed. A few
conclusions are finally given in Sec. IV.

FIG. 1: (Color online) The atomic four-level Λ-type configu-
ration in (a) the Schrödinger picture and (b) the interaction
picture. (c) Schematic setup of the experiment. Two neu-
tral atoms from a source B are supposed to pass through a
Ramsey zone R1, a pair of Raman laser beams L1, an optical
cavity C with a perpendicularly acting laser beam L as well as
through a second pair of Raman lasers L2 and Ramsey zone
R2, before the hyperfine states of the atoms is detected at the
detector D.

II. GENERATION OF TWO-ATOM

ENTANGLEMENT BY AN OPTICAL CAVITY

In this section, we propose and explain our scheme
to entangle the hyperfine qubits of two four-level atoms
if they were initially prepared in a product state. We
hereby assume that the atoms can be controlled with
regard to their separation and velocity when they enter
the experimental setup as displayed in Fig. 1(c).

A. Off-Resonant Atom-Cavity interaction

Let us start by considering an atom with a Λ-type four-
level configuration as displayed in Fig. 1(a). In this level
configuration, the two (hyperfine) states |0〉 and |1〉 of
the atomic ground levels carry the qubit information and
are supplemented by the two electronically excited states
|a〉 and |e〉 that are separated from each other by an op-
tical transition frequency. Below, we assume to have two
identical atoms A1 and A2 of such a Λ-type configura-
tion, and that they are initially prepared in the state
|0, 1̄〉 ≡ |0〉× |1̄〉. In this notation, the bar in |ᾱ〉 refers to
atom A2, and the atoms are taken to be separated by a
macroscopic distance ℓ which is large enough that they do
not interact directly with each other. Both atoms move
with the same (constant) velocity ~υ along the z axis [see
Fig. 1(c)]. Before atom A1 enters the cavity, the elec-
tronic population in state |0〉 is excited to the state |a〉
by using a pair of laser beams which are weakly coupled
to the atomic transitions |0〉 ↔ |e〉 and |e〉 ↔ |a〉, respec-
tively. Such a transfer in the population of the atomic
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levels by means of non-resonantly tuned laser pulses is
known as the two-photon Raman transition [16] that en-
ables one to perform a second-order transition between
the states |0〉 and |a〉. For instance, this could be made
by utilizing a two phase-locked laser diode [17]. Below,
we shall refer to this population transfer briefly as a Ra-
man pulse and will distinguish between the Raman pulses
(laser beams) L1 and L2 in front and behind the cav-
ity [see Fig. 1(c)]; also in the time-evolution diagram
in Fig. 2, these Raman pulses are displayed as boxed
pink circles. We conclude that the purpose of these Ra-
man pulses is just to transfer the electronic population
from hyperfine state |0〉 to the optical level |a〉 in the L1

zone, and back from |a〉 to |0〉 in L2. The same Raman
pulses are applied also to the atom A2 which follows sub-
sequently with distance ℓ. However, since the atom A2

enters the set-up in the state |1̄〉, it remains unaffected
by the Raman pulse L1 and, thus, the two atoms enter
the cavity in the product state |a, 1̄〉.
Inside the cavity, both atoms A1 and A2 are coupled

via the optical transition |a〉 ↔ |e〉 (or |ā〉 ↔ |ē〉, respec-
tively) to the same cavity mode with the frequency ωC

[see Fig. 1(a)]. As we discussed above, a revised descrip-
tion of the atom-cavity interaction evolution is based on
the position-dependent atom-cavity coupling

g(~r) = go exp
(
−|~r|2/w2

)
, (1)

where go denotes the vacuum Rabi frequency and w the
(so-called) cavity mode waist, that is the minimum width
of the radiation pattern given by the cavity standing-
wave [see Fig. 1(c)]. For the two atoms which move
through the cavity with the velocity ~υ along the z axis,
the Gaussian profile (1) gives rise to the time-dependent
atom-cavity coupling g1(t) ≡ g(zo1 + υ t) and g2(t) ≡
g(zo2 + υ t), and where zo1 − zo2 = ℓ > 0 denotes the initial
distance between the atoms.
The purely cavity-mediated atom-atom interaction

(i.e., without the laser beam L) is based on the stimulated
exchange of a single photon between the atoms prepared
in the product state |a, ē〉; this photon exchange can be
understood as the emission of a virtual photon into the
cavity mode by the atom A2 and the re-absorbtion of the
photon by the atom A1, while both atoms are coupled
off-resonantly to the same cavity mode. An off-resonant
atom-cavity interaction hereby refers to the case when
the difference (or the detuning) between the atomic |a〉 ↔
|e〉 transition frequency and the frequency of the cavity
mode ωL is large enough, |ωC − (ωe − ωa)| ≫ |gµ(t)|,
so that only a virtual atom-cavity energy exchange can
occur [14].
In our present scheme, in contrast, the atoms enter

the cavity in the state |a, 1̄〉, and a further intermedi-
ate process |a, 1̄〉 → |a, ē〉 will first be necessary to ob-
tain the state |a, ē〉. For this reason, the atoms have
to be exposed to a laser beam that acts transversally
to the cavity axis and in addition to their interaction
with the cavity mode, cf. Fig. 1(c). The laser frequency
ωL is chosen in order to couple the laser to the atomic

FIG. 2: (Color online) Temporal sequence of steps that need
to be carried out in order to generate an entangled state for
the two hyperfine qubits of atoms A1 and A2. The grey rect-
angular area C denotes the spatial extent of the cavity. The
(pink) boxed circles, denoted as L1 and L2, refer to the two
(pairs of) Raman laser beams in front and behind the cavity.
The two atomic qubits are entangled with each other when
both atoms have left the cavity.

transitions |1〉 ↔ |e〉 and |1̄〉 ↔ |ē〉, respectively, as
shown in Fig. 1(a). The position-dependent atom-laser
coupling Ω(~r) = Ωo exp

(
−|~r|2/w̃2

)
hereby implies a

further time-dependent coupling for each atom, namely
Ω1(t) ≡ Ω(zo1 + υ t) and Ω2(t) ≡ Ω(zo2 + υ t), and where
the waist of the atom-laser coupling w̃ is assumed to be
much larger than for the optical cavity. With this cou-
pling of the atoms to both, the laser and the cavity mode,
the composite state |a, 1̄〉 of the two atoms can be ma-
nipulated, and it becomes possible to generate an energy
exchange between atomic states |a, 1̄〉 and |1, ā〉 in a sim-
ilar way as have been suggested by You and coworkers.
The later is based on the sequence of four steps

|a, 1̄;n〉 → |a, ē;n〉 ր
|a, ā; n+ 1〉 ց

ց |e, ē; n− 1〉 ր
|e, ā;n〉 → |1, ā;n〉,

which can be identified for the overall atom-cavity state,
if there were n photons initially in the cavity mode. As
seen above, this sequence contains in its middle part a
virtual process in which a photon is emitted by one and
is absorbed by the second atom, so that the final state of
the atoms is independent of number of cavity photons.
For an initially empty cavity, we can therefore simplify
the sequence to

|a, 1̄; 0〉 → |a, ē; 0〉 → |a, ā; 1〉 → |e, ā; 0〉 → |1, ā; 0〉 .
(2)

Therefore, if we omit to display the intermediate
states in the sequence (2), the laser and cavity field
together produces an effective atom-atom interaction
|a, 1̄〉−→

L,C
|1, ā〉 between the initial and final atomic states,

and where the state of the cavity field is factorized out.
With this effective interaction, the maximally entangled
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state

|Φ〉 = 1√
2

(
|a, 1̄〉+ eiϕ|1, ā〉

)
(3)

can be generated in a straightforward way by tuning the
atomic velocity υ and the inter-atomic distance ℓ for a
given set of cavity-laser parameters: ωC , ωL, w, go, and
Ωo. In the next subsection, we shall analyze in more
details how this effective atom-atom interaction depends
on the velocity and distance of the atoms, while they are
passing through the cavity.
After the atoms A1 and A2 have both left the cavity,

their superposition of the (electronically) excited states
|a〉 and |ā〉 must be coherently transferred back to the
(ground) hyperfine levels |0〉 and |0̄〉 in order to protect
them from the spontaneous decay of these excited levels.
Similar to the initial excitation of the state |a〉, this is
achieved by applying a (second) Raman pulse L2 behind
the cavity [see Fig. 1(c)]. The entangled state (3) is then
mapped upon the state

|Φ′〉 = 1√
2

(
|0, 1̄〉+ eiϕ|1, 0̄〉

)
. (4)

All the steps we have described above in dealing with
the two atoms before, while and after they have passed
through the cavity are summarized graphically in Fig. 2
by displaying the spatio-temporal evolution of the atoms
and the cavity.

B. Time-Evolution of the Effective Atom-Atom

Interaction

While the sequence (2) provides a first idea of how
an effective coupling can be achieved between the atoms
(and without that they have interacted directly with each
other at any time before), we need to analyze these step
in further details in order to understand and control this
coupling in practice. For this analysis, we shall use the so-
called adiabatic elimination procedure (see Refs. [14, 18]
and Ref. [19] for another derivation) which enables one
to exclude all the intermediate degrees of freedom that
couple two atoms due to the action of the cavity mode
and the laser field.
Formally, the time evolution of the coupled atom-

cavity-laser system is driven by the Hamiltonian

H = H1 +H2 +HC , (5)

where (~ = 1, µ = 1, 2)

Hµ = ω1|1〉µ〈1|+ ωe|e〉µ〈e|+ ωa|a〉µ〈a|

+
1

2

[
Ωµ(t)e

−iωLt|e〉µ〈1|+ gµ(t) c |e〉µ〈a|+ h.c.
]
;

describes the atom Aµ and its interaction with the cavity
and laser field, and where

HC = ωC c
+ c,

refers to the cavity mode energy. In the atomic Hamilto-
nian (5), hereby ~ω1, ~ωe, and ~ωa are the (excitation)
energies of atomic states |1〉, |e〉 and |a〉 [see Fig. 1(a)],
while c and c+ denote the annihilation and creation op-
erators for a photon in the cavity mode, which act upon
the Fock states |n〉.
In order to simplify the evaluation of the Schrödinger

equation that is associated with the Hamiltonian (5), let
us switch here to the interaction picture given by [13]

U0
int = e−ι̇ (ω1+ωL) t

P

µ
|e〉µ〈e|−ι̇ ω1t

P

µ
|1〉µ〈1| ×

e−ι̇ ωat
P

µ
|a〉µ〈a|−ι̇ [ωL−(ωa−ω1)] t c

+c . (6)

In this picture, the atom-cavity-laser interaction Hamil-
tonian becomes

Hint = −δ c+c−∆
∑

µ

|e〉µ〈e| (7)

+
1

2

∑

µ

[Ωµ(t)|e〉µ〈1|+ gµ(t) c |e〉µ〈a|+ h.c.] ,

where ∆ = ωL−ωe1 and δ = ωL−ωC−ωa1 = (ωL−ωe1)−
(ωC − ωea) refer to the off-resonance shifts (detuning) of
the laser and cavity frequencies as depicted in Fig. 1(b).
The Hamiltonian (7) drives the state of the composite

atom-cavity-laser system due to the Schrödinger equation

ι̇
d|Ψ(t)〉
dt

= Hint|Ψ(t)〉, (8)

where the (composite) wave function |Ψ(t)〉 is de-
fined in the product space of three (sub)systems:
A1(|1〉, |e〉, |a〉), A2(|1̄〉, |ē〉, |ā〉), as well as the cavity Fock
states C(|0〉, |1〉). Moreover, by taking into account the
composite states that occur in sequence (2), we may re-
strict this wave function to the subspace

|Ψ(t)〉 = C1(t)|a, 1̄; 0〉+ C2(t)|a, ē; 0〉+ C3(t)|a, ā; 1〉

+C4(t)|e, ā; 0〉+ C5(t)|1, ā; 0〉, (9)

for which the Schrödinger equation (8) gives rise to the
set of equations

ι̇ Ċ1(t) =
1

2
Ω2(t)C2(t),

ι̇ Ċ2(t) = −∆C2(t) + g2(t)C3(t) +
1

2
Ω2(t)C1(t),

ι̇ Ċ3(t) = −δ C3(t) + g1(t)C4(t) + g2(t)C2(t), (10)

ι̇ Ċ4(t) = −∆C4(t) + g1(t)C3(t) +
1

2
Ω1(t)C5(t),

ι̇ Ċ5(t) =
1

2
Ω1(t)C4(t),

and where the dot denotes the time derivative.
The off-resonant regime of the atom-cavity and atom-

laser interactions, we assumed above, implies

|δ| ≫ |gµ(t)|, |∆| ≫ |Ωµ(t)|, |δ∆| ≫
∣∣g2µ(t)

∣∣ . (11)
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These conditions, therefore, justify the adiabatic elim-
ination procedure for a sufficiently slow-varying time-
dependent atom-cavity gµ(t) and atom-laser coupling
Ωµ(t). By this procedure, the functions C2(t), C3(t),
and C4(t), which correspond to the state vectors |a, ē; 0〉,
|a, ā; 1〉, and |e, ā; 0〉, respectively, can be excluded from
the set of Eqs. (10). Here, we shall omit the details of the
derivation for which the reader is refereed to the litera-
ture [13, 14, 18, 19]. The remaining two Eqs. for C1(t)
and C2(t) then take the form

ι̇ Ċ1(t) =
Ω2

2(t)

4∆
C1(t) + λ(t)C5(t), (12a)

ι̇ Ċ5(t) = λ(t)C1(t) +
Ω2

1(t)

4∆
C5(t), (12b)

where

λ(t) =
Ω1(t)Ω2(t) g1(t) g2(t)

4 δ∆2

is the effective coupling between the initial and final com-
posite states |a, 1̄; 0〉 and |1, ā; 0〉, respectively.
The atom-laser coupling Ωµ(t) is determined by the

interaction of the electric-dipole of the atom with the field
of the laser. However, since the waist of the laser beam
was assumed to be much larger than those of the cavity
mode, we may take Ωµ(t) = Ω = const. and include the
time-variation only for the atom-cavity coupling gµ(t).
With this assumption in mind, an analytical solution of
Eqs. (12) can be obtained in the form

|Ψ(t)〉 = e−ι̇ Ω2

4∆
t|Φ(t)〉 (13)

with

|Φ(t)〉 = cos ξ(t)|a, 1̄〉 − ι̇ sin ξ(t)|1, ā〉 , (14)

if the wave-function |Ψ(t)〉 was prepared initially in the
product state |a, 1̄; 0〉. In the expression (14), moreover,
the cavity field has been factorized out in its vacuum
state and the effective atom-atom coupling angle is de-
fined by

ξ(t) =

∫ t

−∞

λ(s) ds.

The wave function (14) describes in general an entan-
gled state for the atoms A1 and A2, whose time evolution
can be obtained also from the effective (atomic) Hamil-
tonian

Heff = λ(t)
(
σ−
1 σ

+
2 + σ+

1 σ
−
2

)
, (15)

where σ+
µ = |1〉µ〈a| and σ−

µ = |a〉µ〈1| denote the two-
photon atomic excitation and de-excitation operators.
Owing to its obvious simplicity, this Hamiltonian pro-
vides of course a much better understanding of the ef-
fective two-atom evolution (14) that is mediated by the
cavity-laser fields and by using the ansatz (9) within the

adiabatic regime. Below, we shall restrict ourselves to
the evolution of the function |Φ(t)〉 since the Hamiltonian
that drives the wave function |Ψ(t)〉 differs from (15) by

just the constant term H0 = Ω2

4∆ (|1〉〈1|+ |1̄〉〈1̄|). This
factor need not to be considered since we could utilize a
modified interaction picture given by the unitary trans-
formation U1

int = exp (−ι̇ H0t), for which the (original)
wave function (13) would coincide with (14).
When both atoms have left the cavity (which is for-

mally obtained in the limit t → +∞), the state (14)
becomes

|Φ+∞〉 = cos θ(υ, ℓ) |a, 1̄〉 − ι̇ sin θ(υ, ℓ) |1, ā〉 , (16)

and where the asymptotic coupling angle is given by

θ(υ, ℓ) ≡ ξ(+∞) =

√
π

32

Ω2 g2o w

δ∆2 υ
exp

(
− ℓ2

2w2

)
. (17)

Note that, according to our scheme in Fig. 2, the atomic
states |a〉 and |ā〉 were mapped in this limit also into the
hyperfine states |0〉 and |0̄〉 by applying a Raman pulse
L2 after the atoms have crossed the cavity. Therefore,
the requested limit t → +∞ then implies a mapping of
the wave-function (16) into

|Φ′
+∞〉 = cos θ(υ, ℓ)|0, 1̄〉 − ι̇ sin θ(υ, ℓ)|1, 0̄〉 (18)

as searched for the atoms A1 and A2.
From Eq. (18), we can easily read off the condition

θ(υ, ℓ) = (2n+1)π/4, with n being an integer, for which
the two atoms become maximally entangled with each
other initially being prepared in the product state |a, 1̄〉.
For a fixed cavity-laser parameters (δ, ∆, w, go and Ω),
this condition implies that the values of atomic velocity υ
and inter-atomic distances ℓ cannot be chosen arbitrarily
but must follow the (so-called) lines of maximal entangle-

ment displayed in Fig. 3(a) for n = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4. According
to this figure, the change between the (completely) entan-
gled and disentangled state occurs more and more rapidly
as the velocity is decreased (or n increases). In Fig. 3(a),
all velocities are given in units of Ω2 g2o w/δ∆

2 and all
distances in units of the cavity waist w. For typical atom-
cavity-laser parameters: δ = 360 MHz, ∆ = 380 MHz,
go = 27 MHz, Ω = 50 MHz, and w = 13µm, these veloc-
ity and distance units take the values of 0.46 m/s and 13
µm, respectively. These values are compatible with the
velocities in the range 0.01, . . . , 1 m/s which were uti-
lized in recent cavity QED experiments [20, 21, 22], in
which atoms are coherently transported inside the cavity
by means of a optical lattice trap (conveyor belt).
Next, let us analyze how sensitive the entanglement

depends on the velocity υ and distance ℓ of the atoms.
To display the variations in the degree of entanglement,
Fig. 3(b) shows the von Neumann entropy [23]

E(υ, ℓ) ≡ −Tr [ρ(υ, ℓ) log2 ρ(υ, ℓ)]

= − cos2 θ(υ, ℓ) log2[cos
2 θ(υ, ℓ)]

= − sin2 θ(υ, ℓ) log2[sin
2 θ(υ, ℓ)] , (19)
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FIG. 3: (Color online) (a) Atomic velocities υ and inter-
atomic distances ℓ for which the initial product state |a, 1̄〉
becomes maximally entangled due the cavity-laser mediated
atom-atom interaction. The velocity υ is displayed in units
of Ω2 g2o w/δ∆2 and the inter-atomic distance in units of w.
Along the lines, the condition θ(υ, ℓ) = (2n+ 1) π/4 is satis-
fied for the asymptotic couplings angle with n = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4.
(b) Von Neumann entropy E(υ, ℓ) as function of the atomic
velocity υ and inter-atomic distance ℓ (using the same units).

where ρ(υ, ℓ) = Tr2(|Φ′
+∞〉〈Φ′

+∞|) denotes the reduced
density operator of the first hyperfine qubit [see Eq. (18)].
The maximal values of the von Neumann entropy, i.e.,
E(υ, ℓ) = 1, are obtained for the velocities and dis-
tances as displayed in Fig. 3(a). Moreover, as seen from
Fig. 3(b), the velocities and distances along the (blue)
n = 0 line from Fig. 3(a) appear to be the most appro-
priate for any practical implementation of this scheme,
since for these values of υ and ℓ, the obtained entangle-
ment is less sensitive with regard to small uncertainties.
This leads us to the conclusion that the υ and ℓ combi-
nations along this line (n = 0) might be of direct interest
for experimental attempts to generate the atom-atom en-
tanglement by means of the suggested setup.

Since the atom-atom interaction sequence (2) can be
easily reversed (in time) to

|1, ā; 0〉 → |e, ā; 0〉 → |a, ā; 1〉 → |a, ē; 0〉 → |a, 1̄; 0〉

FIG. 4: (Color online) (a) Combinations of the atomic veloc-
ity υ and inter-atomic distance ℓ that realizes the i-swap gate
(24), i.e., for which the condition (25) is fulfilled for n = 0, 1, 2.
(b) Fidelity Fiswap(υ, ℓ) as function of the atomic velocity υ
and inter-atomic distance ℓ. The same units of υ and ℓ are
used as in Fig. 3.

we can generate also the state (for t→ +∞)

|Φ̃+∞〉 = cos θ(υ, ℓ) |1, ā〉 − ι̇ sin θ(υ, ℓ) |a, 1̄〉, (20)

from the atoms initially being prepared in the product
state |1, ā〉. Together with the Raman pulse L2 that maps
back the atomic states |a〉 → |0〉 and |ā〉 → |0̄〉, we then
obtain the state

|Φ̃′
+∞〉 = cos θ(υ, ℓ)|1, 0̄〉 − ι̇ sin θ(υ, ℓ)|0, 1̄〉 . (21)

For the other two initial (product) states |a, ā〉 and |1, 1̄〉,
in contrast, no effective interaction occurs on the atoms
when they pass through the cavity-laser system. From
this fact and Eqs. (16), (20), we conclude that the ef-
fective Hamiltonian (15) gives a complete description of
the (effective) atom-atom interaction for all four possible
initial product states of the two atoms being mediated
by the cavity-laser fields in the adiabatic regime.

III. TWO-QUBIT QUANTUM LOGIC GATES

In the previous section, we have shown how the atomic
hyperfine qubits of the two atoms A1 and A2 can be
manipulated adiabatically by means of the atom-cavity-
laser setup of Figs. 1(b) and 2. Independent of the initial
state of the qubits, the evolution of the two-qubit hyper-
fine input state |ψin〉 =

∑
i c

o
i |vi〉 into the output state

|ψout〉 =
∑

i ci(υ, ℓ)|vi〉 (i, j = 1, . . . , 4), when the atoms
have left the set-up, is given by the unitary matrix

Uij(υ, ℓ) =




1 0 0 0
0 cos θ(υ, ℓ) −ι̇ sin θ(υ, ℓ) 0
0 −ι̇ sin θ(υ, ℓ) cos θ(υ, ℓ) 0
0 0 0 1


 . (22)
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In this notation, the two-qubit hyperfine basis of the
atoms was chosen as

|v1〉 = |0, 0̄〉, |v2〉 = |0, 1̄〉, (23a)

|v3〉 = |1, 0̄〉, |v4〉 = |1, 1̄〉 . (23b)

and ci(υ, ℓ) =
∑

j Uij(υ, ℓ) c
o
j . For different values of the

atomic velocity υ and inter-atomic distance ℓ, a different
transformation is therefore realized including, for exam-
ple, the generation of maximally entangled state (4) if
one starts from the initial product state |0, 1̄〉. Moreover,
we can analyze the atom-atom coupling angle θ(υ, ℓ) for
different combinations of υ and ℓ and for its capabilitiy
to realize non-trivial two-qubit quantum gates. In fact,
the suggested set-up is suitable for realizing the i-swap,
controlled-Z, and the controlled-NOT quantum gates for
different choices of the velocity and distance, together
with some slight modifications in the steps that prepare
the atoms before entering the cavity-laser system and
that brings them back into its ground-state hyperfine lev-
els (see below). In the following, we consider these gates
in more details and display their temporal diagrams and
possible values (υ, ℓ) for which these gates are realized.

A. i-Swap Gate

Perhaps the simplest quantum gate for performing
non-trivial two-qubit operations is the i-swap which is
defined by the matrix [24]

U iswap
ij =




1 0 0 0
0 0 ι̇ 0
0 ι̇ 0 0
0 0 0 1


 , (24)

in the atomic basis (23). From the comparison of Eqs.
(22) and (24), we see that it is straightforward to realize
this gate whenever the effective coupling angle between
the atoms fulfills the condition

θ(υ, ℓ) = 3π/2 + 2πn . (25)

Fig. 4(a) displays the various combination of the atomic
velocity υ and the inter-atomic distance ℓ which satisfy
this condition for n = 0, 1, 2. For the i-swap gate, more-
over, the sequence of steps that needs to be carried out
before and after the atoms have crossed the cavity is the
same as shown in Figure 2. No additional manipulations
are required in order to implement the i-swap gate.
From the viewpoint of experiment, as we discussed, it

is of course important to know how stable a gate opera-
tion can be performed for small deviations in the (υ, ℓ)
parameters. This stability can be seen from the fidelity
(distance) between the i-swap gate (24) and the unitary
matrix (22) that would be obtained for different values
of (υ, ℓ). Fig. 4(b) displays the fidelity defined as

Fiswap(υ, ℓ) ≡ 1−N
(
‖U(υ, ℓ)− U iswap‖

)

= 1−
√

1 + sin θ(υ, ℓ)

2
, (26)

FIG. 5: (Color online) (a) Combinations of the atomic veloc-
ity υ and inter-atomic distance ℓ that realizes the controlled-Z
(28) and the controlled-NOT (33) gates, i.e., that satisfy the
conditions (30) and (37) for n = 0, 1, 2. (b) Fidelity FCZ(υ, ℓ)
as function of the atomic velocity υ and inter-atomic distance
ℓ. The same units of υ and ℓ are used as in Fig. 3. (c) Tempo-
ral diagram for generating the controlled-Z gate for the two
hyperfine qubits of the atoms A1 and A2. (d) The same as in
Fig. 5(c) but for the controlled-NOT gate.

where ‖M‖ ≡
√
Tr (MM+) is the Frobenius norm [25]

and N (fυ,ℓ) ≡ fυ,ℓ ·(Max(fυ,ℓ))
−1 is used for its normal-

ization upon the interval 0 ≤ Fiswap ≤ 1.

By construction, this fidelity is a continuous function
for which the realization of the i-swap gate occurs when
Fiswap(υ, ℓ) = 1, which corresponds to the values (υ, ℓ)
displayed in Fig. 4(a).
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B. Controlled-Z Gate

For two interacting qubits A and B, the controlled-Z
gate is defined by the transformation [23]

UCZ |αA, βB〉 = (−1)α·β|αA, βB〉, (27)

where α, β = 0, 1 are the basis states. This gate is a sim-
ple example for a conditional quantum dynamics which
introduces an additional phase eiπ = −1 whenever both
qubits are in the state |1A, 1B〉.
In Sec. II, we concluded that the initial product state

|1, 1̄〉 of the two atoms does not undergo any evolution
mediated by the cavity-laser fields. Therefore, the di-
rect identification of the atomic hyperfine states |0〉, |1〉
and |0̄〉, |1̄〉 with the (logical) qubit states |0A〉, |1A〉 and
|0̄B〉, |1̄B〉 in (27) will not allow us to realize the control-Z
gate, while the reversed assignment for qubit A

|0〉 = |1A〉, |1〉 = |0A〉, |0̄〉 = |0B〉, |1̄〉 = |1B〉.

would do so. With this assignment of the basis (23),
the transformation matrix for the requested controlled-Z
gate is

UCZ
ij =




1 0 0 0
0 −1 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1


 . (28)

In contrast to the i-swap gate (24), however, the matrix
(28) cannot be obtained from the evolutionary matrix
(22) by just imposing a condition of the type (25) on the
coupling angle θ(υ, ℓ). Instead, we must consider here
the new temporal diagram as displayed in Fig. 5(c). The
difference between this diagram and the sequence from
Fig. 2 is that the second atom A2 is not subjected to the
Raman pulses L1 and L2, implying that its (hyperfine)
state |0̄〉 is not mapped upon the (optical) state |ā〉 nor
that it need to be brought back. In the suggested set-
up in Fig. 1(c), for instance, this modification is realized
quite simply by switching off the pairs of Raman laser
beams while the atom A2 crosses the zones L1 and L2.
Following the temporal sequence in Fig. 5(c) and by

making use of Eq. (16), we see that the four input states
will evolve (for t→ +∞) into

|0, 0̄〉 → |0, 0̄〉,
|0, 1̄〉 → cos θ(υ, ℓ)|0, 1̄〉 − ι̇ sin θ(υ, ℓ)|1, ā〉, (29)

|1, 0̄〉 → |1, 0̄〉,
|1, 1̄〉 → |1, 1̄〉 .

when both atoms passed through the set-up. Although,
in general, the output state in the second line does not
belong to the basis set (23), the transformation matrix
(28) is obtained whenever the condition

θ(υ, ℓ) = π + 2πn, (30)

is fulfilled. In this case, the unwanted part |1, ā〉 in the
second line vanishes. Fig. 5(a) displays the values of υ
and ℓ for which the condition (30) is satisfied. Moreover,
by applying the fidelity we introduced in Section III. A,
the fidelity between the ideal gate (28) and the effective
transformation (29) takes the form

FCZ(υ, ℓ) = 1−
√

1 + cos θ(υ, ℓ)

2
, (31)

and is displayed in Fig. 5(b) for different values of υ and ℓ.
As for the i-swap gate (24), the least rapid change in the
fidelity occurs along the n = 0 lines and, in particular,
for small interatomic distances but moderate velocities.

C. Controlled-NOT Gate

For two interacting qubits A and B, the controlled-
NOT gate is defined by the transformation [26]

UCN = |0A〉〈0A| × IB − |1A〉〈1A| × UB
not (32)

where IB = |0B〉〈0B |+|1B〉〈1B| is the identity matrix and
UB
not = |0B〉〈1B|+|1B〉〈0B| denotes the single-qubit NOT

gate associated with the qubit B. As for the standard
controlled-NOT gate, we shall refer to the qubits A and
B as the control and target qubit, respectively. While
the control qubit does not change its state under the gate
(32), the target qubit is swapped together with the phase
factor eiπ = −1 when the control qubit is set to |1A〉. In
the basis (23), the controlled-NOT gate is therefore given
by the matrix

UCN
ij =




1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 0 −1
0 0 −1 0


 , (33)

if the assignment

|0〉 = |0A〉, |1〉 = |1A〉, |0̄〉 = |0B〉, |1̄〉 = |1B〉

is utilized.
Obviously, the matrix (33) can not be obtained from

the evolutionary matrix (22) by just imposing a single re-
striction on the coupling angle θ(υ, ℓ). Hence we consider
the modified temporal diagram displayed in Fig. 5(d).
According to this diagram, the control atom A1 is not
subjected to the Raman pulses L1 and L2, however, the
target atom A2 passes through two additional classical
microwave fields, where each field gives rise to a (coher-
ent) superposition of atomic hyperfine states due to

|0̄〉 → cos (η/2) |0̄〉 − sin (η/2) |1̄〉 (34a)

|1̄〉 → sin (η/2) |0̄〉+ cos (η/2) |1̄〉 (34b)

with a microwave pulse duration τ ∼ η. In the literature,
such an atom-field interaction is often called a Ramsey
pulse and is denoted in Fig. 5(d) by grey circles. These
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circles contains the interaction time in units of Ramsey
rotations η, and the letters R1 and R2 are associated with
the Ramsey zones in front and behind of the cavity [see
Fig. 1(c)].
Making use of Fig. 5(d) and Eqs. (34), the state of A2

is first transformed to

|0̄〉 π/2→ 1√
2
(|0̄〉 − |1̄〉) or |1̄〉 π/2→ 1√

2
(|0̄〉+ |1̄〉) (35)

by using a π/2 Ramsey pulse in the zone R1. Before
the atom then enters the cavity, the atomic hyperfine
state |0̄〉 is mapped upon the optical state |ā〉 by means
of the Raman pulse L1. Overall, this gives rise to the
superposition

|0̄〉 π/2−→
L1

1√
2
(|ā〉 − |1̄〉) or |1̄〉 π/2−→

L1

1√
2
(|ā〉+ |1̄〉) .

Inside the cavity, as outlined above, only the product
state |1, ā〉 of the two atoms evolves according to Eq. (20).
This makes the target qubit A2 to remain unchanged if
the control qubit A1 was set initially to |0〉. If in contrast,
the control qubit was set to |1〉, then the effective atom-
atom evolution (20) applies and gives rise to a swap of
the target qubit A2 for a proper choice of the velocity υ
and the inter-atomic distance ℓ. When both atoms have
passed through the cavity, the state |ā〉 is mapped back
to |0̄〉 by the Raman pulse L2 and, finally, the atom A2

is subjected to a 3π/2 Ramsey pulse in the zone R2.
The Ramsey and Raman pulses from above together

with the cavity-laser mediated atom-atom interaction
make, therefore, the four input states of the hyperfine
qubits to evolve (t → +∞ and up to global phase factor)

|0, 0̄〉 → |0, 0̄〉, (36a)

|0, 1̄〉 → |0, 1̄〉, (36b)

|1, 0̄〉 → (1 + cos θ(υ, ℓ))

2
|1, 0̄〉 − (1− cos θ(υ, ℓ))

2
|1, 1̄〉

+ι̇ sin θ(υ, ℓ)
(|a, 0̄〉 − |a, 1̄〉)

2
, (36c)

|1, 1̄〉 → (1 + cos θ(υ, ℓ))

2
|1, 1̄〉 − (1− cos θ(υ, ℓ))

2
|1, 0̄〉

+ι̇ sin θ(υ, ℓ)
(|a, 0̄〉 − |a, 1̄〉)

2
, (36d)

once the atoms are sufficiently far away from the set-up.
Although, again, the output states in the last two lines

do not belong to the basis set (23), the matrix (33) can
be realized if we impose the condition

θ(υ, ℓ) = π + 2πn, (37)

for the effective coupling angle. Since it is the same con-
dition as Eq. (30) for the controlled-Z gate, the combina-
tions of υ and ℓ that are appropriate for the controlled-
NOT gate are displayed already in Fig. 5(a) for n =
0, 1, 2, and the same applies also for the fidelity between
the ideal controlled-NOT gate and the effective transfor-
mation (36) in Fig. 5(b).

IV. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

In summary, a scheme is proposed to generate an en-
tangled state between the hyperfine qubits of two non-
interacting four-level atoms being separated by a macro-
scopical distance. An effective interaction between the
atoms is mediated by a detuned optical cavity and a laser
beam. The purpose of our work is to analyze how the
position-dependent coupling of each atom to one and the
same cavity mode and a laser beam affects the effective
interaction among the atoms, and whether it is possi-
ble to create a (maximally) entangled state between the
atoms. In particular, the analytical expressions for the
(asymptotic) coupling angle (17) and the evolutionary
matrix (22) tell us explicitly how the degree of entan-
glement depends on both, the atomic velocity and the
(initial) inter-atomic distance. For a position-dependent
atom-cavity coupling (1), these expression have been de-
rived for the first time for a four-level scheme as described
above. From Fig. 3(b), moreover, it can be seen how sen-
sitive the entanglement depends on variations in these
parameters, an important requisite for any experimental
realization. Finally, a few realistic schemes are suggested
to implement some basic two-qubit quantum gates, such
as i-swap gate, controlled-Z, and the controlled-NOT gate
in the framework of the given atom-cavity-laser setup.
For all these schemes, we displayed the atomic veloci-
ties and inter-atomic distances for which these gates are
realized, i.e., the gate fidelities become maximal.

Following the recent experiments [21, 22, 27] and the
theoretical works of Refs. [19, 28, 29, 30], the position-
dependent effects on the effective atom-atom interaction
and entanglement formation mediated by a (detuned) op-
tical cavity, is acknowledged today as a notable step in
obtaining the control over the entanglement of atoms
within the framework of cavity QED. In particular, Li
and coworkers [19] suggested that the distance between
the atoms is an important parameter that can be utilized
to control the (position-dependent) atom-cavity coupling
which implies also the control over the atomic entan-
glement. However, instead of using a two-level atomic
configuration with its strong decoherence effects, it ap-
pears more appropriate to consider a four-level Λ-type
level configuration in which the quantum information is
stored in the hyperfine levels of the atomic ground state.
Such a configuration appears to be essential for the re-
cent experimental attempts [20, 21, 22] in which atoms
are transported coherently inside the cavity by means of
a optical lattice trap (conveyor belt). For such a belt,
the inter-atomic distance is given by the wavelength of
the (standing) optical lattice, while the velocity of the
atoms is set by a shift in the frequencies of the counter-
propagating laser beams.

A further extension of the effective atom-atom evolu-
tion as described in Sec. II, is given by a chain of N four-
level atoms that cross the experimental setup in Fig. 1(c)
and interacts simultaneously with the same cavity mode
while passing through the cavity. This extension would
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lead naturally to the generation of various N -partite en-
tangled states depending on the (υ, ℓ) regime and the
succession of Raman and Ramsey zones (see for instance
Ref. [31], where we discussed the formation of genuine en-
tangled states for a chain of N bi-level atoms which cross
an analogous experimental set-up we considered in this
paper). Finally we remark that an realistic atom-cavity
interaction evolution should also include the decoherence
effects, which have been avoided in this paper so far. We
note that in order to analyze the time evolution of such
quantum systems embedded into a reservoir or under the
external noise and to analyze different entanglement or

separability measures, including those in Eqs. (19) and
(26), a quantum simulator has been developed recently
in our group [32] that can be utilized for such studies in
future.
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