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Deterministic entanglement of Rydber g ensembles by engineered dissipation
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We propose a scheme that employs dissipation to deterinallgtgenerate entanglement in an ensemble of
strongly interacting Rydberg atoms. With a combination afrowave driving between different Rydberg levels
and a resonant laser coupling to a short lived atomic stiageehsemble can be driven towards a dark steady
state that entangles all atoms. The long-range resonaaledijipole interaction between different Rydberg
states extends the entanglement beyond the van der Watadtibn range with perspectives for entangling
large and distant ensembles.

PACS numbers: 03.67.Lx, 32.80.Ee, 32.80.Rm, 42.50.-p

The strong blockade interaction between Rydberg excite:
atoms opens many possibilities to explore neutral atoms fa (a)
guantum computing and for the study of a variety of complex| —0——— |s)
many-body and light-matter problems [1]. After the firstpro Q
posal by Jaksch et all[2] to use Rydberg blockade to imple M

ment a fast two-qubit controlled-NOT gate there has been . |7}
variety of schemes for fast quantum gates with atomic ensen
bles [3+L6]. Qg Y

Dissipation has become an alternative componentin the cr
ation of complex entangled states[[7—9] and in the implemer
tation of quantum computing [10, 11]. The remarkable fea
ture of dissipative approaches is their resilience to ertioat (c)
occur with imperfect state initialization, to fluctuatioinsthe
driving field strengths and to dependencies on the systen si:
- errors which are devastating for unitary approaches tatere
the same entangled stafe|[12]. Dissipative approaches ha
been proposed to create entanglement of pairs of quibits [1:
and the robustness of dissipatively driven entanglemest he
been verified in ion traps_[14] and superconducting circuits
[IE], and in the collective spin degrees of freedom of largerIG. 1. (Color online) (a) Energy-level diagram for a singtem.
atomic ensemble5 [116]. The ground statéy) is coupled by the effective Rabi frequen@y;

Also, proposals have been made to combine dissipation ari@ the Rydberg statg-), which is further coupled by a microwave
Rydberg blockade to entangle a pair of neutral atom qubit§€!d With Rabi frequencyys to another Rydberg levek). The

& ; ; : i « decay ratey of the statelr) is engineered by resonant coupling to
’]' Eg,in ] two qubits have a unique "singlet state", a short-lived, optically excited state) (not shown). (b) Schematic

|01> — [10), Wh'c_h IS mvarlf_int under common rotations ap'representation of a frozen Rydberg ensemble showing thekédie
plied to both qubits, and which makes it the steady staterundgyiys rs* for the Van der Waals interaction between atoms occupy-

combined qubit rotations and Rydberg excitation. A similaring the same Rydberg stafi¢ and the blockade radiugj* for the
situation does not occur for many qubits where dissipatiortesonant dipolar coupling between atoms occupying diffeRyd-
for which the singlet states are dark states is much harder tgerg statesr) and|s). (c) Schematic representation of how the Ryd-
engineer and where the singlet space is degenerate (for evearg excitation of one atom to the leve} shifts the energy levels of
N > 2). For larger atom numbers, Rydberg blockade andstatesr) and|s) in a neighboring atom.

dissipation have been applied to prepare lattice systetttns wi

steady state spatial correlations|[19-23]. Recent work [24

has proposed to use the Rydberg blockade interaction to meptically excited states.

diate an interaction between atoms in a lattice systems, and Fig. 1(a) shows the atomic level structure. Each atom has
by engineered dissipation of atoms on the edge of the latticg ground statég) which is coupled with a Rabi frequency
drive the rest of the ensemble into an entangled state. Qr to a Rydberg state-) by a single photoriIiS] or a two-

In this Letter we propose a strategy to deterministicalgrpr photon process via a highly detuned intermediate level. The
pare an ensemble of atoms in a dark, entangled state. The pRydberg levelr) is coupled to an adjacent Rydberg ley€l
posal exploits a combination of Rydberg blockade, destreict by a microwave field with Rabi frequen€y,,. The Rydberg
interference in three-level atoms, and engineered dissipa states are long lived, and we engineer a fast decay channel
through coupling of long-lived Rydberg states to a shordiv by coupling|r) resonantly to a short-lived stafi€, which de-

|9}
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this two-atom dark state differs from other proposals using
three-level atoms, where the unstable optically excitattss

?,; used as intermediate statel[26]. In particular, eveWi,if is

0.9

negligible, our use of an intermediate state which mediates
strong atom-atom interaction, enables the formation oécoh

0.8

0.7

o8 Y ent, multi-atom entangled states.
= P/ . Tf[pz(‘)] The Hamiltonian describing an ensemble of atoms subject
a° %51 - to the interactions described above can be written as
0.4} | - .
2 Yoo H =" Hy+ Y Viriry)(rirj| + Vi |sis;)(sis5] (1)

0.3}
k i#]

= +Vi(Jrisj) (sirs| + hec).
——N =1, Qp = V10Qu

0.2p

0.1,

: . . where the single atom interaction with the laser and mi-
0 2 * ime us]° 8 10 crowave fields are given in the corresponding rotating frame
bythe HamiltonianH,, = (QR|gk><Tk| + Qk[|Tk><Sk| + hC)

: . . In the limit of strong blockade i.e., all interaction stréimg
FIG. 2. (Color online)The populatio, of the dark state (3) is V s> QR(M)a the dynamics is restricted to states with

plotted as a function of time for various ensemble sixeisitialized t t inale Rvdb ited aton th t
in the ground statg). We assume a perfect blockade between the@l MOSL a singie Ryadberg excited atoml.€, the system

atoms occupying any two Rydberg levels i, = Vi, = Vi, — will not explore the full3 dimensional Hilbert space, as
0 and in our numerical calculations we have taken field stfengt Only the subspace spanned l8y) = [gg---gn), |Rk) =
Qr/27 = Qa /27 = 1 MHz and an engineered decay rat@r = |99~ 7k -+~ gn) and|Sk) = [gg--- sk ---gn) IS accessible
2 MHz of the Rydberg leve|r). Also shown in the same figure from the initial ground statg=). On this2N + 1 dimensional
is the case of a single atom driven by fields /27 = /10 MHz, space, the effective Hamiltonian

Qun /27 = 1 MHz. In the inset we show the dark-state population

Pp(7) and the purityl'r[p? ()], of the state as a function &f., for H.orp — OrlGV(R Qv | RS h. 2
N = 4 atoms at a fixed time = 5us. et zk:( RIGH ]+ Qar| B (Sil + hee) - (2)

applies, and we identify the unique state with vanishingeig
cays rapidly back to the ground state. The resulting effecti value
decay rate;y for the Rydberg leve|r) is a function of the 1
|r) < |e) coupling strength and the decay ratgl@f In the |¢§3N)> =0.
presence of decay from the level|r), the steady state solu- QO

tion for a single atom i&},) = 2-[Qr|g) — 2rls)], where whereQy = /Q2%, + NQ2 and the collective statgs) =
O = /03, + O3, This state is called a dark state as it has—— >, Sj.
no unstable atomic state components and hence emits no radi4t has been shown [7] that one can identify a set of Lind-
ation. blad dissipation operators that will turn a given eigerestat

To understand the dynamics of an atomic ensemble subjeat Hamiltonian into the unique dark, steady state of the -dissi
to the interactions mentioned above, let us now consider thpative dynamics of the system. Though generation of such a
two-atom case, illustrated in Fig. 1(c). When atoms occupyset is in general a non-trivial task, our case offers a dttaig
the same Rydberg level(s)), they experience the van der forward solution, sincéy!") is the only eigenstate df, ; ;
Waals interactionV,.,ss) o 1/7%, while if they occupy differ-  without components with the short-lived Rydberg excitad le
ent states, they experience the resonant dipole-dip@esiot  e|s|R,). The stateip) is thus the asymptotic steady state
tion (RDDI), V;.5 oc 1/7°. reached by the system, as we confirm by solving the master

If two such atoms are in close proximity the strong block-equation
ade interactiorl/;s does not allow double occupancy of the
state|s). Note thatV;, has a similar effect: when one atom Oip = —i[Heps, p) + ZC,Zka, (4)
is in the statgs) the ground state coupling of the other atom ik
to its |r) state is detuned from resonance due to the strong
resonant dipole coupling which leads to two-atom eigeastat whereC;, = /7x|G)(Ry| are Lindblad operators, which de-
(]sr) & [rs))/v/2 with perturbed energy levels;V,.. This  scribe the decay of thet" atom. The decay rates, do not
suppresses the evolution of the second atom if it is init&#@li  need to be identical, and even if only one of the atoms decays
in the ground state. If the first atom occupies the dark stat@lue to the coupling of the statés and |e), the symmetric
with population in botfig) and|s), its |g) componentallows g4k states™)) is reached asymptotically (but more slowly
excitation of the other atom, and two atoms driven by the samg 5, i all at([))ms have unstable) states). In Fig. 2 we have
laser and microwave fields have a unique dark siaf#) = plotted the dark state populatid®, as a function of time for
=+ [lgg9) — Qrlgs) — Qr|sg)], whereQ, = /O3, +20%.  variousN. We first note the convergence to unit population of
The mechanism behind the convergence of the system intihe dark state for all atom numbers, and we observe that as

[QM|G> - \/NQR|S>} , 3)
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ing and perturbations of the Rydberg states caused, e.g., by
magnetic field fluctuations. We understand this as a conse-

097 guence of dissipation which may be compared to a continu-
0.8} ous measurement process that monitors if the dark state char
07k acter is maintained. The absence of emission from|éhe
state causes suppression of small errors and restorattbe of
_ 08y ; system in dark state, while an emission event is accompanied
:D 0.5} ; by a quantum jump into the ground state from where the sys-
04l 4 tem evolves back towards the dark state on the time scale
0l shown in Figs 2, 3. The steady state of the system thus suffers
E aloss of fidelity~ (v4+5)T in presence of such errors with
0.2

decoherence ratg; and decay rats;.

Consider the Rydberg state$ = |ns) and|p) = |np) with
. . . . n = 70 in Rubidium. The dipolar couplingg,.,., Vs, Vs
0 2 4t_ 6 8 10 between two atoms separated by a distanc8.ah are ap-

me [ys] proximately 2z x {190,400, 140}MHz, and ifQr = Qp; =

1MHz, atoms in an ensemble of this size experience perfect
blockade preventing any two atoms to be simultaneously ex-
cited to Rydberg states. Using these parameters and conside

0.1

FIG. 3. (Color online) The populatio®p of the dark state of an
ensemble withV = 10 atoms is plotted as a function of time for dif-

ferent values of the coupling frequencybetween the Rydberg state . . . -
|r)y and the optically excited state) (see inset). We have assumed ing the typical dephasing and decay rateg/2r = 10kHz,

the decay rate /27 = 5MHz corresponding to the optically excited Vsr/2m = B5kHz, of the state|S) and an engineered de-
state|5P; ) in Rb and the Rabi and microwave field strengths areCay rate of the stateg?,) caused by coupling/2r = 24
taken to ber /21 = Qs /27 = IMHz. MHz to the optically excited statéP; ,, with a decay rate

k/2m = 6MHz, we obtain high fidelity dark states with en-
sembles up taV = 20 atoms. For 20 atoms, the dark state

increases the convergence rate decreases. We also plet in {3) iS dominated by the entangled stg#¢, also known as the
same figure the dark state population of a single atom driveM/-state [27], and with the parameters listed, our simutestio
by a stronger field2r = v/10Q,,. This curve coincides with  Yield a population in this state after 13 of0.914.

the curve corresponding tv = 10 andQ2,; = Qp in accord If we instead Chot_)s@n{ = V/20MHz, we obtain a dark
with the invariance of the dark state (3) under transforomati ~ State with equal weights;=[|G) — [5)], and this state has
that leavev/ NQr /Q,; unchanged. a high fidelity of ~ 0.988 and for preparation times >

In the above analysis we assumed a perfect blockade prédus. Such states can be a starting point for preparation of
venting the occupancy of any doubly Rydberg excited state® Schrodinger cat state as showrlir [28]. A steady state super
lrr),|ss), |sr(rs)). Though it may appear that the perfect position of a ground and collectively excited state alsesff
blockade between the states:(ss)) is trivially responsible  the possibility to release, by a laser pulse onthe- |e) tran-
for the formation of the dark state, the role of RDDI in block-Sition, a phase matched and hence directional photonid¢ qubi
ing the occupation of statéss(sr)) is emphasized in the inset state [29] 30].
of Fig. 2 for N = 4 atoms. Clearly, whef,.; = 0 both the Note that while the time of formation of the dark state de-
fidelity and the purity are reduced even though,,) = co. ~ creases withV, the population increases monotonically with
This indicates the absence of a unique dark state in the syme towards the steady state value. Hence, any ensemble of
tem, and the steady state solution to the master equation issize N < 20 will reach steady state as early as the ensemble
mixed state. With increasint,., the system regains its dark with N = 20. Thus experiments with imprecise knowledge of
state feature and entanglement. As we shall show below, eveN or a distribution of ensemble sizes may be carried out.
whenV,, V... ~ 0, alarge RDDI suffices to drive the system  We now turn to the situation wheig.,.,,) < Qr s while
towards the desired dark state. Vis > Qr . Excitation of a pair of atoms to Rydberg states

It is a key requirement for the protocol that the life time of |ss) iS suppressed, not because of their interaction in the final
the statér) is much shorter than the life time pf) state. This ~ state but the excitation proceeds via the s%@m + |sr)],
can be achieved by coupling the stateresonantly with Rabi  which is detuned by/,... The population of doubly excited
frequencyw to an optically excited statg) with lifetime x.  Rydberg states thus becomes snfall Q2,/V,2), and any
In Fig. 3 we show the evolution of the system with= 10  finite V,, will make the second order process energy non-
atoms with different values of the coupling and decay parameonserving and further reduce this population. The van der
eters and corresponding variation in the approach towaels t Waals interaction between atoms occupying the rapidly de-
dark steady state. The effective decay rate of the $tatier  caying|r) states has less significance for the dynamics. This
the three cases shown in the figure are= /5 (blue solid-  novel blockade mechanism may have interesting application
line),y ~ 2x/5 (red dashed-line) ang~ «/2 (green circles) for systems consisting of atoms at both close and far mutual
with /27 = 5MHz. distances, such as separate atomic ensembles. We have thus

Even though the dark state is a superposition of the groungolved the master equation numerically for the case of two in
state|G) and collective statgS), it is robust against dephas- teracting Rydberg ensembles, each with a smaller number of
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FIG. 4. (Color online) Population of the dark statep) in Eq. 3
with 6 atoms distributed evenly in two remote ensembles. atbms

within each ensemble have an equidistant spacir@ylgfm and are

perfectly blocked while the van der Waals coupling betwetema
in different ensembles is too weak to block their double pecey.

The fidelity is obtained by numerical integration of the neagtqua-
tion until = = 10us and plotted as a function of the RDDI coupling

V,s for ensembles separated by a relative distadtEs= 3um and
2R§° = 6um.

4

to ensure the entangled steady state. The right most (green
circles) data points show the fidelity when the two ensembles
are separated by a distance2d?g®, and in this case a much
stronger RDDI(V,.,(R§®) > 300V,s(R§®)) is required to en-
sure the dark entangled state of all atoms in the two ensem-
bles. Here, transfer of population froj) to the short-lived
|e)-state will produce, on demand from the steady state, a sin-
gle photon or a superposition of zero and one photon in the
interference pattern of two sources.

In conclusion, we have shown that the interplay of laser
excitation of a Rydberg state, microwave driving between Ry
dberg states and engineered dissipation of one of thess stat
presents a mechanism that drives atomic ensemble towards
a dark steady state. The resonant dipole-dipole exchange in
teraction between atoms populating different Rydbergestat
plays a crucial role, and it both serves to block the tramsiti
path to states with pairs of atom in the same Rydberg state,
and to define the unique dark state of the system. With realis-
tic parameters, we have shown that we obtain a good approxi-
mation to the W-state, with multiple applications in quantu
information science. It should be noted that under the same
assumption of strong Rydberg interactions between the Ry-
dberg states it is also possible to apply adiabatic passadje a
prepar wg\])) in EQ.(3) in a unitary manner with time varying
fields [31]. In comparison, dissipative schemes generaiy b
efit from being auto-correcting and robust to dephasing and
decay errors [10, 13]. Our entangled steady state may furthe
more be obtained, even in the case of a vanishing short range

atoms (V = 3) separated by distances equal to, and greatevan der Waals interaction between atoms occupying the same
than, the blockade radiugs® = (Cg*/Qr)/5 of the van der  Rydberg state, as long as the RDDI with its slower fall-off
Waals interaction between atoms occupying the Rydberg statvith distance is sufficiently strong.

|s). The atoms within both ensembles are close enough to Throughout the Letter we have assumed the application of
obey perfect van der Waals Rydberg blockade, but the inteclassical laser and microwave fields. The strong microwave
ensemble coupling between Rydberg states makes no such asupling between adjacent Rydberg levels, however, psrmit
sumption, and the effective Hilbert space dimension for thestrong coupling to single microwave photons in a high-Q su-
total system ig2N + 1)2. In Fig. 4, the data points show perconducting cavity! [32] or coplanar waveguide![33, 34].
the entangled state fidelity of all atoms obtained at the finaDur results remain valid in this quantized field regime, veher
time 7 = 10us as a function of the RDDI strengify;(R§°).  our scheme may be exploited for deterministic storage and re
The left most (blue squares) data points show the results fdrieval of single microwave photons.

ensembles separated B°. The van der Waals interaction ~ The authors acknowledge useful discussion with David Pet-
is not sufficient to inhibit multiple excitations of the) state, rosyan and Mark Saffman and financial support from the Vil-
but withV,.s(Rg®) > 30Vs(Rg*), the RDDI is strong enough  lum Foundation and the IARPA MQCO program.
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