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The strong coupling between individual optical emitterd propagating surface plasmons confined to a con-
ducting nanotip make this system act as an ideal interfacguantum networks, through which a stationary
qubit and a flying photon (surface plasmon) qubit can be ¢otarerted via a Raman process. This quantum
interface paves the way for many essential functions of atguma network, including sending, receiving, trans-
ferring, swapping, and entangling qubits at distributedrqum nodes as well as a deterministic source and an
efficient detector of a single-photon. Numerical simulatioovehthat this scheme is robust against experimen-
tal imperfections and has high fidelity. Furthermore, besngaller this interface would significantly facilitate
the scalability of quantum computers.
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I.INTRODUCTION ton) state with wave packg(t)).

A number of essential functions of a quantum network can
Quantum networks comprised of local nodes and quanturrqe fulfilled by this quantum mterface.(.l) It can send a fI-y .
; Ing quantum state and can also function as a deterministic
channels are of fundamental importance for quantum commu- . : ,
L . I source of a single photon with arbitrary pulse shape and con-

nication and essential for scalable and distributed quantu - ! )

. ; . trollable average photon number. (ii) It can receive a flying

computation|[1]| 2]. A quantum interface mapping between > . ) 4
s o guantum state [19], being affieient single-photon detector
local and flying qubits is the key component of the quantum -

X Y . If the incoming photon pulse shape is known. (iii) A state
network. Schemes for this purpose utilizing strong couplin .
: . . can be transferred from one node to another. (iv) An entan-
[3,/4] between a high-Q optical cavity and the atoms have been : ) .
lement between either two remote stationary qubits or-a sta

suggested |5,/6, 7]. However, such schemes put challengi . : ; . :
. ; . T o nary qubit and a flying qubit can be generated in a partial
constraints on optical cavities which isflitult to be minia- . . ! .
aman cycle. Numerical simulations of this scheme demon-

turized. A novel scheme based on surface plasmons (SPs) Sfrate robustness against parameters errors and hi hyfideli
reach the strong-coupling regime on a chip has been inten- . > ad P . g
With stronger emitter photon coupling strength, faster iman

sively explored|[8) 9] 10, 11, 12, 18,114,/15]. A substan-" /.~ " .

tial increase in the coupling strengthec 1/ \/\/—ff can be ulation t|rr_1es can be expected. Furthermore, as the setup is

achieved throuah using SPs where teetive mgde volume much easier to be made smaller, this scheme would open the
9 g possibility to higher scalability of quantum computers.

Vet ¢ for the photons can be greatly reduceo [13]. Alieetive
Purcell factorP = I['p/I” ~ 2.5 x 10® in realistic systems is
possible [16], Wher€p is the spontaneous emission rate into [1. EXACT SOLUTION OF THE QUANTUM INTERFACE
the surface plasmons ahd describes the loss rate into other DYNAMICS
channels. Furthermore, unlike the strong coupling based on
cavity quantum electrodynamics (QED), this strong cowplin The prototype quantum interface consists of a nanotip and
is broadbanc [13]. athree-level emittef [12, 14, 115,/16] described by the dpera
On account of these considerations, we proposes a genewl; = [i)(jl, i, j = e g, s(Fig[). Here, the qubit is represented
control scheme of emitter-photon quantum interface based oby a ground statiy) and a metastable stg®. Statels) is de-
the strong interaction between surface plasmons in a manotcoupled from the surface plasmons owing to, for example, a
and an optical emitter. The process of the state transfer balifferent orientation of its associated dipole moment[13], but
tween two nodes can be separated into two steps: the senid-resonantly coupled to excitée} via some classical, optical
ing operation at one node mapping a stationary qubit into @ontrol field Q(t) with central frequency.. Statesg) and
flying qubit and the receiving operation at another node mapte) is coupled with strengtl via the surface plasmon modes
ping the flying qubit into a stationary one. With the advancewith wave vectok which is described by annihilation opera-
in the pulse shaping technique [18], two aspects of the protion ax. Statedg), |s), and|e) have the energyy = 0, ws, and
cess are controllable: the production of an arbitrarilypgth ~ we, respectively. The laser light satisfies the resonance con-
pulse under the condition that it isfligiently smooth and the dition: w_ + ws = we. Since the coupling g is broad-band, it
operation of the Raman process as a partial cycle, in whiclkkan be assumed to be frequency-independent[13, 16]. A lin-
the initial state|s)lvac) is mapped into an entangled state ear dispersion relatiowx = c|k| holds providediwy < 2 eV
cosf|sy|vac) + sind|gy|E(t)) for any 6 € [0, /2], where|g) [15,[17], withc denoting the group velocity of the SPs. Then
and|s) are the stationary qubit states and the flying qubit issimilar to the Hamiltonian in/[13] describing the interaxti
denoted by the vacuum statac) and a single plasmon (pho- of an emitter and a nanowire, the Hamiltonian for our model
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le) (a) (b) le) Equations[(5a) can be used for the receiving process, while

Q1) Q,(1) equation [(Bb) for the sending process. Substituting equa-
tionspra57pra57[{5) into equatiofl (4), within the Wigner-

Is) I£> /\_, /\_, Is) @ Weisskopf approximation [13, 20], we have the equations of

motion for the atomic state:

FIG. 1: (Color online) Schematic picture of the interfacenguised .
of an optical emitter and a nanotip for the quantum netwaakThe Be(t)
interface for sending process. A three-level optical emnistarts in

(0B ~ el + VETOER(D),  (60)

. . . . _ l’"
state|s), is coupled to excited state) via a time-dependent external = iQM)B(t) — pt t) + i V21aE.(t). (6b
control fieldQ;(t). We assume that the excited st@eis coupled . (085 2 Pe(®) 9Eou (1), (6b)
to statelg) via the plasmon modes, causiyto decay intdg) with Bs(t) = iQ*(t)Be(t), (6¢)

high probability, while simultaneously generating a sgaghoton in
the plasmon modes. The control pulg(t) is determined by the wherel', = 2rg?/c is the spontaneous emission rate into the
shape of the generated photon wave packet which can beagilfitr gp modes,
specified. (b) The interface for receiving process. The temis

initially in the ground statég). Under the action of2,(t) which is

determined by the wave packet of the incoming photon, thetemi Ein(t)
can absorb a photon while inducing a state flip frigirto |s).

1/ V2r f  dhpi(co)e ™

- UVE [ dge ™ ()
can be written in the form °
X , andEgu(t) = 1/ \/fo; dkBy(c0)e % are the incoming and
H = (We=i5)0e + ws0ss = Qe oes + H.C) outgoing single-photon wave functions (in a rotating frame
00 ) 00 respectively. We have assumed tfgt—co0) = 0 if k < O for
+ f dkelkiajay - (gf dkoegay + H.C), (1)  the incoming field an@(co) = 0 if k > O for the outgoing

field.
where the emitter is assumed to be in the origin of an axis and Below we will show that, from equationl(6), the ampli-
the non-Hermitian term i describes the decay of std&  tudesp(t) ands(t) including the control puls€(t) can be
ataratd” into all other possible channels [12]. Thietive  expressed in terms &q(t) andEqx(t). Thus the desired oper-
hamll-tonla.n is in &ect under the Condltlo.n tthT < hwe, ation, with Em(t) and Eout(t) arbitrar”y Speciﬁed, can bhe gen-
e.g., ifiwe = 1 meV,T < 1K, wherekg is the Boltzmann  erated on demand as long as the normalization of the wave

constant/[13]. function of equatior({2) is satisfied. From equatidn$ (6&),(
Note that the system described by this Hamiltonian, hagye have

two invariant Hilbert subspaces, with the bagfigsvac)} and ic
{Is,vac), |e, vac), |g, k)}, respectively ( where inm,ny,m = Be(t) = ———(Ein — Eouw). (8)
0, S e denotes the state of three-level system gihdlenotes \/Zg

the one-photon Fock state of the surface plasmon mode

. . (?‘—trom equationg (6), we can solve for the amplitud :
wave vectork). So the evolution of the system contain- g 46) plituds 40

ing one excitation can be generally described by the state d c

'B(D)) = aglg, vac) + adu(t)), where GBOF = cEn®F = 1Bou()F’) = 5IBau(t) - En(®I
00 . _ 3 2

w(t) = f dkgi(t)ajlg. vac) + Be(t)le. vac) + B(D)ls vac). T, © G0~ En© ®)

(2) .
Under the Hamiltonian given in equatidd (1), the equatidns Oand the phase:

motion for the resonant Raman process (in a rotation frame) do
can be derived as @ B (t)lz [,89( )( —Be(t) + ﬂe(t)
2dt *

. r‘/ . . 00
Be(t) = —Eﬁe(t) +IQUBs(t) +ig f dkBk(t).  (4)  Then, from equatiori{6c), we can expré¥s) in terms of the
. - ) amplitudes that have been solved above:
wheredy = clk| — we. Integrating equatiorh[3) yields

H d ¥ ¥
ﬂk(t) — ﬂk( Oo)e—ltikt Igf dtﬂ (t) —Itik(t t) (5a) Q(t) =1 (aﬁs(t)) /:Be(t) (11)

i . sty For the sending node of the quantum network, the initial
— ot _ ’ ’ Sk(t-t')
= Boo)e™ 'gj: dtBe(t)e™ . (3h) conditions areEjp(t) = 0, Be(—0) = 0, andBs(—o0) = 1.



The outgoing single-photon wave packet can contain aver- ~ : : : : :
age siff g photon: [~ dr|Eq(7)1? = sir 6 [~ dr|Eau(r)? = °f «107 By (t) ]
sir? 6/c, whereEqy(t) is the normalized wavepacket of the & < > < B |
emitted photon. At the remote future time- +co, the pho- ‘ 5 (‘t) —
ton emission process is completed, we hawg) = 0, and 05 st %Szﬁ)
Bs(t) = (1-(1-1/P) sirf 6)Y2€? ~ cosse?, with the control- 0 -

lable phase given by equatidn{10). The most general form of T ) (t)w
the photon generation process can be described by -gof ‘ ! ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
100
aglg,vac) + asls,vac) 20, aglg, vac) 50N)
0 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ; ‘
2

+ as[d? cosd|s, vac) + sindlg, Eox(t))] (12) S N e s
ns

If 9 = n/2 and equatiori(12) is reduced to the equation
~ FIG. 2: (Color online) Transfer of a qubit from the sendingleo
(@glg) + asl)Ivac) — 19)(aglvac) + aslBor(D))).  (13) (4 the receiving node. (a) Amplitudes of the state andBe. (b)
Amplitude of the state8y andBs. (¢) The control field2,(t) for the

mapping the stationary qubit onto the flying qubit. Furtfer, sending process. (d) The control fighd(t) for the receiving process.

initially the emitter is entirely in statgs), then this mapping

operation can work as the deterministic generation of deing

photon wave packet with any desired pulse shBgpg(t). If 15 atom afects the spontaneous emission process [23] can
6 < n/2, this sending node can also function as gene.rf:ltlon %he suppressed. Short distance quantum communications are
entanglement between the emitter and the flying qubit: essential for a quantum computer. For long distance commu-

ony - ) - nications, the SPs can be in- and out-coupled to convertiona
s, vacy —> € cosfls, vac) + sinélg, Eou(t)). (14)  waveguides [13].

The receiving process is basically the time reversal of the
full-cycle sending process. With the emitter initially itate
|g) and the incoming flying qubitg|vac)+aslﬁin(t)>, the map-
ping transformation is expressed by

I11.NUMERICAL SIMULATIONS

- In the following numerical simulations, for simplicity we
I9)(aglvac) + as|Ein(1))) — (agl) + asl9))lvac).  (15)  assume thaEiau(t — 7) = Ean(t) with T denoting the propa-
gation delay and the corresponding parameters for the send-

As in the sending process, the incoming photon péigé) ing and receiving nodes are same. Assuming: 1.6 x

photon can be arbitrarily specified, provided that it is sthoo B ;
enough and without the outgoing photon. As the stationant0"m2s™t, P = 100, Eu(t) = i\/a:‘/\/z,;e_(m/a) m-*/2 with
qubit can be read out non-destructively [21, 22], the réngiv ¢ = 1.5 x 10° my/s anda = 0.3 m, in figurd 2, we illustrate the
node can also function as a photon detector when the photaransfer of a qubit from node 1 to node 2 by the mapping trans-
pulse shape is known. formation (glg) + asl$)Ig) — Ig)(aglg) + 0.995Qrds)) with

By combining the sending and receiving process, the trangs (o) = 0.0095. The fidelity of this operation B = 0.9900
fer of qubit from one node to another can be easily accomfor the transferred state with cigientsay = as = 1/ V2.
plished. When two state transfer operations with opposite d f P = 1000 with other parameters unchanged, we have
rections are performed at the same time, the two qubits arg = 0.9990. Using the same parameters as those used in the
swapped. 1% < /2, the joint operation of the sending and figure[2, we present in figuf@ 3 the creation of entanglement
receiving process can produce an entangled state of the twsf the qubits in neighboring nodes through the transforma-
nodes by the transformation: tion: |s, gy — 0.7047s, g) + 0.7004g, s). The target mapping

a0 _ is|s gy — 1/V2(s g) + |9, s)), so the fidelity of this opera-
|s, g)lvac) — (e"” cosd|s, g) + sind|g, s)) lvac).  (16) tionisF = 0.987. Note that in the receiving node, the control
) field Q,(t) must be designed to absorb a whole photon, no

Before surface plasmons decay they can travel about 14@atter whether the incoming field contains a whole photon or
plasmon wavelengths [12] which corresponding to about 0.20t. Otherwise, the operation of either the state transfer o
m for the energy spliveg = 1 mev and dielectric permittivity the generation of entanglement between two nodes will yield
€ = 50 [12]. Thus, the loss of the SP during the travel canwrong result.
be negligible if the two node is aboutiln apart from each In the above analysis, exact knowledge of the parameters is
other. In our model, the fference in energy levels between assumed. Tablé | shows thé&ert of the unknown errors in
the two emitters in the two nodes can be allowed to existthe various parameters on the fidelity of the transfer of atqub
thus in the realistic systems, the two emitter can be indeperfrom the sending node to the receiving one. From Table I,
dently addressed and th&ext that a close spacing between we see that the scheme is robust against experimental imper-
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