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Abstract

A novel robust mechanism for the generation of “trappingestais shown to exist in the

coupling of a two-level system with an oscillator, which &skd on nonlinearities in the
laser-induced vibronic coupling. This mechanism is exédfiedlwith an ion confined in the

potential well of a trap, where the nonlinearities are duéranck—Condon type overlap
integrals of the laser waves with the ionic centre-of-maasefunction. In contrast to the
coherent trapping mechanism known from micro-maser théloisymechanism works also
in an incoherent regime operated by noisy lasers and isférersiuch more robust against
external decoherence effects. These features favourt¢bbenent regime, in particular for
the preparation of highly excited trapping states.

1 Introduction

Micro-maser theory predicts a coherent regime where deecalapping states are
created in the microwave cavity field, by injection of eledically prepared Ry-

dberg atoms with well-defined velocities [1]. They are statphantum states of
the cavity field being unchanged by further interactionsifected atoms. The
trapping states are photon-number states that represéstratd, fixed number of
cavity photons [2]. The preparation of trapping states w&ifhre-described photon
number is performed by adjusting the atom-field interactioe, i.e., the velocity

of the injected Rydberg atoms, to certain values. This m@shacrucially depends
on a narrow velocity distribution of the atoms and is alsywsansitive to any deco-
herence effects, such as cavity decay and thermalizateobagkground radiation,
or thermal motion of the cavity mirrors. Another limitatios the occurrence of
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(rare) two-atom events, that destroy the trapping statess. §ensitivity is due to
the fact, that the trapping mechanism relies on the coh&ahires of the Jaynes—
Cummings dynamics [3]. Therefore, initially not a perfettoppn-number state
but sub-Poissonian photon statistics have been reali$eddeer on, signatures of
trapping states with small photon number could be succigsfemonstrated [5].
When preparing trapping states of relatively large photominers, however, the
above mentioned detrimental influence of decoherence wsessential problem
for the application of the coherent trapping mechanism.

Alternatively, a coherent Jaynes—Cummings type trappieghanism can also be
realized in the motion of a single trapped ion [6,7,8,9].¢Hre harmonic vibration
of the trapped ion plays the role of the micro-maser cavitg fiend the interaction
of the injected Rydberg atoms with the micro-maser field iplemented by a
combination of optical pumping and optical excitation ofiarational sideband.
As in the case of the micro-maser, this trapping mechanisrthfovibration of a
trapped ion also depends crucially on a coherent Jaynesrithgs dynamics [7].
For a realistic experimental situation with phase-flughgataser fields obviously
the coherent trapping mechanism is disturbed. In that ¢&sesibeen shown that a
sub-Poissonian, binomial statistics emerges for the tidoral quantum number of
the trapped ion, that reveals a noise level being half of kagsccal shot noise [9].

The crucial point for realizing Jaynes—Cummings type tnaggtates in the motion
of a trapped ion seems to be the need of a coherent time eMolwithout any
decoherence effects. If one could use incoherent dynamipsepare the desired
states, all the above-mentioned problems could be avoideds the question arises
how to realize an incoherent dynamics that also gives risgpoopriate trapping-
state conditions.

In this paper we propose a novel mechanism for the generatitirapping states”

in the vibration of a trapped ion that is based on nonlinegibccurring in the

laser-induced vibronic interaction [10]. Dephasing efeemerging for example
from phase-fluctuating laser fields or spontaneous emissionnot disturb this
mechanism. Therefore, this incoherent regime is reakstttis also experimentally
more feasible than the coherent dynamics needed for miasertype trapping
states. Moreover, the incoherent trapping mechanism m#gsbesensitive to other
types of externally induced decoherence.

In Sec. 2 the laser-excitation scheme and the correspomati@gction Hamilto-
nians are discussed. In Sec. 3 we briefly summarise the agahzof a coherent
micro-maser-type dynamics, and in Sec. 4 the incohereimee introduced. A
trapping mechanism that works also in the incoherent reggntigen discussed in
Sec. 5. Finally, a summary and some conclusions are giveadnégs
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Fig. 1. Laser-excitation scheme for the preparation ofpiregp state. During the opti-
cal-pumping interaction (a) a laser (Rabi frequefiy) together with spontaneous emis-
sions (ratesy; 2) prepares the system in stg®. In the sideband interaction (b) the first
vibrational sideband (vibration frequeney is driven (Rabi frequency,) either directly
(solid arrow) or in a Raman configuration (dashed arrows).

2 Laser excitation scheme for the trapped ion

The centre-of-mass coordinate of a single ion bound in @rrdguency trap, such
as for example a Paul trap, is subject to a dynamics that cales®eibed to good
approximation as a 3D harmonic oscillation with three cbimastic vibrational
frequencies along the principal axes of the trapping p@kfithe geometry of the
propagation of externally applied laser fields can be condigiin such a way as to
influence only the ion’s centre-of-mass motion in the digtof one principal axis,
that is associated with the trap frequencylhus, one may consider the system as
being one-dimensional, due to the natural decoupling fleerémaining two other
degrees of freedom [11].

In what follows, we always consider the case of quasi-moraroltic, collimated
laser beams, whose wave-vectors are parallel to the choseripal axis of the
trap, that we may specify by the centre-of-mass coordimale the case where
laser-atom interactions are implemented by two-photonded Raman transitions,
the wave-vector of the beat note of the required two lasemieshall point along
this axis.

The laser-excitation scheme shall consist of cycles, eaatghmplemented by
two interactions, an optical-pumping interaction, anddeband interaction. The
optical pumping is intended to invert the populations oftihie stateg1) and|2),
cf. Fig. 1a. Itisimplemented via the laser-driven eleetfipole transitior|1) <+ |3),
and the spontaneous decay on the electric-dipole transitje- |2). The equation
of motion, governing the dynamics of the vibronic densitgi@gtor of the iony, is
then given by
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The operatorsi,; = |i)(j| induce transitions between the ion’s electronic states
and|i) andv; and~, are the spontaneous decay rates of gtatdecaying to states
|1) and|2), respectively. The free Hamiltonidt, reads

~

Hy=hwata+ Y hw Ay, 2)

wherea anda' are the annihilation and creation operators of vibratiapainta,
respectively.

The laser interaction driving the optical pump processsead
Hy(t) = LhQ, Ay e + Ha., 3)
where(l, is the Rabi frequency denoting the coupling strength of e laser
beam with the electric-dipole moment of the ion. The pungetarequencyw,
shall be near resonant with the electronic transition feaqy ws; of the states
|1) and|3). For this interaction the laser beam is supposed to propaajahg a

direction perpendicular to the motional directiorunder consideration, to avoid
coupling of the electronic and vibrational degrees of foeadn x direction.

The photonic recoil acting on the centre-of-mass motiomefion during the spon-
taneous emissions is given by the oper&oKi=1, 2)

1
Rild] = [ dsw(s) e o) gemimeta, (4)
-1

with w(s) =2(1+s?) describing the dipole radiation characteristics and thal-a
Dicke parameters, andr, correspond to the spontaneous transiti@hs- |1) and
|3) — |2), respectively. For simplicity we neglect, for the momehg vibrational
scattering during the spontaneous photon emissions, éechﬂosefz,-[@] — 0,

though later these effects will be taken into account todutent numerically.

The stationary solution of the optical pumping process raximately reached

after a sufficiently long time of laser interaction. In terof®lectronic-state matrix

elements;; = (i|o|j) of the density operator, that are still operators actinghen t
vibrational degree of freedom, the stationary solutionisea

pr2(7p) = pa3(7p) = par(7p) = 0 (5)



,511(7'10> = :’?33(Tp> ~ 0 A (6)
paz(7) = Uo (1) [11(0) + paz(0)] U (7). (7)

Here we assume that initially, due to relaxation, the pajren state|3) is zero,
i.e., p33(0) = 0. Thus, all population from staté) merges with the population of
state|2), while the ion is subject to oscillation in the trap potehtia

The subsequent sideband interaction is implemented éthdirect or by Raman
excitation, resonant to the red vibrational sideband ofiteak transitiorj1) < [2),
cf. Fig. 1b. Its interaction Hamiltonian reads

Hy(t) = LhQ Ay ei*7=90 4 Hoa., (8)

)

wherek andw are the projection of the wave-vector on thaxis and the frequency,
respectively, either of the laser field for direct excitatior of the beat note of the
Raman lasers. Moreover, the Rabi frequefi@enotes the coupling strength of this
transition. For the case of resonance with the red vibratisiebandy = wy; —v,

this laser interaction induces resonant vibronic transgibetween statgdg)|n)

and |1)|n+ 1), where|n) are energy eigenstates of the centre-of-mass vibration
in the trap potential. For this case the Hamiltonian (8) difieg, in rotating-wave
approximation and in the interaction picture, to a nonlinlEgynes—Cummings type
Hamiltonian [10],

A 1 A oA
Hs = ihQsA21f(ﬁ7 77) a+ H.a. ) (9)

where () = in{) is the Rabi frequency on the red vibrational sideband in the
Lamb-Dicke limit. The effects that arise in the regime beaydime Lamb-Dicke
approximation, i.e., with rather large Lamb-Dicke parametare described by
the excitation-dependent operator functif)(m; n) with n being the number op-
erator of vibrational quanta im direction. Note, that for a Raman configuration,
changing the laser-beam propagation geometry varies tjegbionk of the beat-
note wave-vector on the axis. Thus, the Lamb—Dicke parameter can be tuned up
to rather large values.

The operator functimf(ﬁ; n) depends solely on the number of vibrational quanta
and can be given by a normally ordered expression as

o] 2n
Fhem) = e—T2 N ()T 4ingn 10
flin) =2 S0 eyt (10)
-1
=: (pVaia) gy (2pVaia) e,
where: : denotes normal ordering, ankl(z) are the Bessel functions of integer
order. Clearly these functions introduce a dependenceedaser-ion coupling on



the vibrational excitation of the ion. They can be underdta® analogy to Franck—
Condon overlap integrals, however, in momentum space dtieetoecoil of ab-
sorbed and emitted photons.

For this approximation, i.e. neglecting spontaneous tegfacts, in each cycle of
optical pumping and sideband interaction, the mean vilmati excitation will be
increased or at least held constant. The dominant processe® cycle can thus
be given by the cascade

R ———l
2in) [Din+1)

Y

thus vibrational transitiong) — |n) and|n) — |n+1) are performed in each cycle,
leading to a net increase of the vibrational excitation.

3 Coherent time evolution

In the absence of decoherence effects the time evolutiothéosideband interac-
tion is described by a unitary time-evolution operdtdt). Thus, starting with the
vibronic density operatad of the trapped ion [cf. Eq. (7)]

o(t+7y) = Ap Us(7y) [011(t) + d22(8)] Ul (7). (11)
at the timet+7,, right after the optical pumping, the density operator segfter an
interaction timer, of the sideband interaction,

o(t+7,+75) = US(TS) o(t+7,) UST(TS), (12)

wherelU,(t) = Uy (t) exp(—iHt/h) andUy(t) =exp(—iHyt /).

Starting from an initial density operator at tiryewe obtain the density operator at
the timet;;, =t,+7,+75, after a complete cycle of pump and sideband interaction,
by insertion of Eq. (11) into (12) as

3tr1) = Us(7) [2) Uo(rp) [(L]a(t) 1) +(2]8(8)12)] Ud () (2] Ul (7) - (13)

The vibrational number statistics is obtained from the dgrmgperator as

Bu(t) = Tr[o(t) [n) (nl], (14)



Using Egs (13) and (14) straightforward calculation [13ulés in a recurrence
relation for the probabilities of vibrational quantum nuenb

Pn(tk+1) = wcoh(n|n—1) Pn_l(tk) -+ wcoh(n\n) Pn(tk), (15)

where the probabilities for excitation or survival are @werised by a coherent
sideband-interaction and read

Weon(n+1|n) :siHQB\QS\TS f(n;n) n+1} : (16)
Weon (n|1) = cos? [%|QS|7‘S fln;m) n+1} , a7)

where we have used the functigitn; ) = (n|f(7;7)|n), which can be derived
from Eqg. (10) as Laguerre polynomial

flsm) = (n+ 1)~ LY (%) e /2, (18)

Equation (15) describes the change of the vibrationalsttedi depending on the
number of cycles performed. This recurrence relation ¢ostae familiar trapping
mechanism known from micro-maser theory [1]: The trapptagesn,) is reached
when the excitation rate (16) from stdte,) to |no+ 1) vanishes, so that all the
population accumulates in stdt)). The conditionw,.,(no+1|n¢) =0 thus leads
to the condition foiin,) being a trapping state:

|Qs|7_s f(no; 77) \% 7’L0—|—1 = 27Tm, m € 7. (19)

In the Lamb-Dicke limit the nonlinear coupling function iryE19) reduces to
lim, o f(n;n)=1, and EQ. (19) reduces to the familiar trapping-state caomfor
the micro-maser case [9]. This case is characterised by aamshing function
f(no;n), upon which the condition for the interaction time results
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This type of trapping states is generated by a coherent mesrhathat consists of
complete Rabi cycles at the trapping-state condition,jtegid a locked vibrational
guantum number.

Eq. (19) on the other hand, contains also a quite distinet tyfptrapping condi-
tion, namely that one where the Franck—Condon-type naalityein the laser-ion
coupling strength leads to a vanishing coupling, i.e., if

f(no;m) = 0. (21)
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Fig. 2. Coherent transition rates,, (n+1|n) for (&) n=0.1, |Qs|7s=1.149 [trapping-state
condition (20) forng=50], and for (b)n=0.268 [trapping-state condition (21) faty =50]
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This case does not correspond to complete Rabi cycles, prgsents the break-
down of the laser-ion coupling mechanism, due to non-opeitey trap eigenstates
in momentum representation, that are shifted off each diypére differing amount
of the effective photonic momentuhk. This novel type of trapping states may be
set up in both a coherent or incoherent way.

Let us illustrate the qualitative differences between e tlypes of trapping states
for a coherent sideband interaction and consider the tverdrit ways of generat-
ing a trapping staté,) with n,=>50 vibrational quanta. The well known way is to
use the standard trapping-state condition (20) to fix thegoatea<) |7, of the laser
resonant with the vibrational sideband for a given LambBiparameter. The
alternative way of generating this trapping state in a cehiefashion is given by
adjusting the laser-beam geometry for sideband intemagitica Raman configura-
tion) in such a way as to tune to a Lamb—Dicke parameter tifdsfcondition (21).
The laser-pulse area is then chosen in such a way, that lguwerirapping states
due to complete Rabi cycles are avoided.

The improvementis illustrated when comparing the cohdransition rates, (n+
1|n) in the two cases, cf. Fig. 2. The dip of vanishing transitiate around the trap-



ping statejny = 50) is sharper for the rate shown in part (b), which is due to the
nonlinear modification encoded in the functiffn; n) whenn is not too small. As

a consequence, when the quantum state approaches tha¢rapgign, = 50), the
dynamics is significantly slowed down in case (a) since tkesta., (n+1|n) are
smaller (forn = ng—1,n9—2,n9—3) as in case (b). In both cases the transition
rates may be suppressed at certain vibrational numbersy ik trapping state.
These coherent effects emerge when the ion performs neariplete Rabi cycles
on the electronic transition at certain values of the integen the trapping-state
condition (20). Such subharmonic resonances degrade tiexajemn of the trap-
ping state, since they substantially decrease the flow aflptipn into the trapping
state.

The sensitivity to subharmonic resonances seems a hartdibaph coherent ways
of achieving a trapped state, in addition to the fundameptatblem of preserving
coherence. The novel scheme, however, evades both prolsiersit is applicable
in an incoherent way.

4 Incoherent dynamics

The trapping mechanisms described above, being based erecwbemporal evo-
lution, are disturbed by any decoherence, as for examplphhse fluctuations of
the Raman lasers, or spontaneous emissions. It would berthe to have a trap-
ping mechanism at hand, that does not depend on the coherktieeunderlying
physical processes and is therefore not disturbed by stettef Then, a trapping
state might be reached even under the influence of variowhdeag perturbations
and would be more robust than the micro-maser-type trapgiatgs.

We consider the sideband interaction under the influenceaditerence, i.e. elec-
tronic dephasing, such as produced by phase-fluctuatiegslaspontaneous emis-
sions, or collisions with background vapour. The total amiai phase fluctuations
will be described by a dephasing ratehat gradually destroys the coherence be-
tween electronic levelfl) and|2). For simplicity we do not consider electronic
dephasing mechanisms that depend on the vibrational érait&uch effects may
appear due to laser fluctuations [14], spontaneous Ramaegses [15,16], or
combinations of both [17]. Moreover, for the analytic treaht we neglect the
spontaneous recoil effects. These however will be includdge complete numer-
ical solution shown later.

The master equation for the sideband-coupling interactrariuding the decoher-
ent phase fluctuations reads in the interaction picture as

7 A

o= _ﬁ[HS’ 0] — % (Au 0 Agy + Az @An) ) (22)



where the second term accounts for the electronic dephdSntP]. The equations
of motion for the electronic populations are derived from &22) as

A 1 w0t A ~ 7

011 = D) (Qs bt 021 — §)5 012 b) ) (23)

s 1 S oA gt

032 =5 (b2 — O om 7). (24)
where we have made use of the nonlinearly deformed anndrlaperator

b= f(ata;n) a. (25)

The time evolution of the electronic coherences, on therdthad, is modified

X R vk (3 A A 3

012 = —% 012 — 54k (6622 — 011 B') . (26)
1

2

521 =75 091 — =82 (6 011 — 022 I;) . 27)

Let us now consider the incoherent regime where the dephesier is larger than
the Rabi frequency on the vibrational sideband:|()|. Nevertheless, we consider
the case of well-resolved sidebands; ~, and thusy is in the range given by

Q] < v <. (28)

Then the rotating-wave approximation with respeat for the derivation of Eq. (9)

is valid. For typical vibrational frequencies of 27 ~ 1...10 MHz and Rabi fre-
quencies ofQ2| /27 ~ 10...100 kHz, the dephasing rate is supposed on the order
of ~/2m ~ 100 kHz...1 MHz. In this incoherent regime adiabatic elimination of
the electronic coherences can be performed by neglectegjrtte derivatives in
Egs. (26) and (27) and solving for the electronic cohereriossrting the resulting
electronic coherences into the equations of motion for teet®nic populations
(23) and (24) we obtain

P e s e 1a

011 = | 7‘ (bTQ22 b— %bTb 011 — %911 bTb) ) (29)
o= 2 (5 60, 61 — 3670 — S B 30
029 = ~ 011 500" 029 — 5022 ) . (30)

These equations can be decoupled and solved by use of theedrstaite coeffi-
cients

10



From Eqgs. (29) and (30) we obtain the decoupled differemttplations for the
coefficientsC ) (¢) as

¢85 = 4 [y 00 % ()] O, 32)

where the excitation-dependent damping coefficients aendiy

Ya(n) = 27s (n+1) [f ()], (33)

and the saturation parameter reads 2|Q);|?/72. Using Eq. (18) the nonlinear
damping coefficients can be given in terms of Laguerre patyiats as

2vs

e 1 L2 U R (34)

7n(77) =

Note, that the laser-ion coupling nonlinearity appeary amthese damping coef-
ficients, and that in the Lamb—Dicke approximation they Ipeedinear withn:

lim v, (n) = 2ys (n+1). (35)

n—0

The vibrational number statistid3, can be easily obtained from the matrix ele-
mentsC'*) as follows:

P, =3 (Cr(LZ)+Cr(L:L)+CT(L—:-)1,7L+1_C7(L:-)1,TL+1) - (36)
Thus only the diagonal matrix elemerdts:) are needed, which obey the equations
of motion

Ci) =0, L) = —7a(n) CF). (37)

Since the incoherent dynamics of the sideband interaatidovis the optical pump-
ing, the initial conditions for the density-matrix elemgigan be written as

(n|on (te+1p)|n) =0, (38)
(|02 (te+7p)0) = Paltr+7p) = Fultr), (39)
where agairt;, denotes the time after a complete cycle, apds the pump time.

Using these initial conditions one obtains, via Eq. (31¢,ithtial conditions for the
coefficients and the solution of EqQ. (37) results as

11



Cr(L:L_) (tk—i-l) = Pn—l(tk)v (40)
CG) (ths1) = —Paza(tk) exp[—yna(n) 74, (41)

Inserting Egs. (40) and (41) into Eq. (36) one finally obtamodified recurrence
relation for the number statistics after subsequent cyolése incoherent regime

Pn(tk+1) - winc<n|n_1> Pn—1<tk> + winC(”‘n) Pn(tk)v (42)
with the transition rates in the incoherent regime of sidehiateraction,

Wine(n+1{n) = 1 {1 — exp[—, (1) %]} (43)
Wine(nln) = 1 {1 + exp[—ya(n) 7]} (44)

5 Incoherent trapping mechanism

Let us now study in more detail the rates.(n+1|n), that determine the increase
of the mean vibrational excitation. If those rates are nanishing, the populations
of vibrational quantum numbers will be shifted to the nexghar lying quantum
numbers in each cycle, leading to an overall increase of te@nvibrational ex-
citation. If, howeverw;,.(no + 1|no) is zero for some vibrational numbey, the
recurrence relation (42) has a cutoff at that numbeiThat is, all populations that
were initially at vibrational quantum numbers belawwill be accumulated after
some time in the vibrational stafe,). Clearly, populations in levels higher thap
will be shifted to still higher quantum numbers in each cycle

Thus two distinct dynamical regimes can be found in the ieceht dynamics: A
regime where the mean vibrational excitation is increasezhch cycle, and a trap-
ping regime for populations initially below a certain vibonal quantum number
no Where the conditionu;,.(no+ 1|ng) = 0 holds. The latter we will call, in the
following, incoherent trapping statesince they emerge from a dynamics bare of
any coherence.

In fact, incoherent trapping states emerge from a breakduiime ion-laser cou-
pling and are thus related to the second type of trappingstaith coherent dy-
namics discussed before. To see this relation, let us centié condition for an
incoherent trapping state at vibrational quantum number

Wine(0+1In9) = 0 = 5 {1 — exp [=7n,(n) 7]}, (45)

which is equivalent to the condition

Yo (17) = 0. (46)

12



From their definition (33) followsy,,, (1) o [f(n;n)]?, such that the condition for
incoherent trapping states (46) is equivalent to the caddf nonlinear coherent
trapping states (21). This is because both types of trapgiatgs rely on the same
mechanism, namely, the breakdown of the laser-ion couirength due to the
vanishing of Franck—Condon type overlap integrals of \tibreal wave functions.
Thus, we deal with a trapping mechanism that appears bottieiodherent and the
incoherent regime and therefore does not rely on coherevardics.

Incoherent trapping states may be conveniently preparddva need for coher-

ence. Decoherence effects will not prevent the emergentteesé trapping states.
For small vibrational quantum numbers one typically wouded only few cycles

such that little decoherence is accumulated. However,doegating highly excited

vibrational number states, the mechanism of incoherepping states is superior.
Then a rather large number of cycles is required, where ih epcle decoherence
effects would eventually prevent any coherent mechaniem fvorking.

Let us now study the dynamic increase of the vibrationaltakoin in the incoher-
ent regime. For large saturatienand/or large interaction times, the transition
ratesw;,. can be approximated as

1
Wine(n+1[n) =~ 5[1 = > Gnmotn)], (47)
no(n)
1
Wine(nln) &5 [14+ 32 Gt (48)
no(n)

whered,, ,,, denotes the Kronecker delta symbol and the sum extends lbye&rsa
sible trapping numbersy(n) at the given Lamb—Dicke parameter This form
of the transition rates is an excellent approximation foridewrange of parame-
ters and holds for the following examples. Thus, in regidnglarational numbers
n#ng(n), the transition rates simplify to

1
Wine(n+1|n) & wine(n|n) ~ 3 (49

and the recurrence relation (42) for the incoherent dynamgduces to
Pu(ter1) = 5 Palts) + 5 Paca(t)- (50)
Due to the constant transition rates, now the evolution tds/a trapping state is

not slowed down by quasi-trapping conditions as may be fdanthe coherent
rates.

Using Eg. (50) it can be shown that, far from any trappingestdte mean vibra-
tional excitation and variance obey the following dynamics

13



(trs1)) = (A(t)) + 3, (51)
([AA(tr)]”) = ([AAE)]) + 5 (52)

These relations show that in each cycle, on the averagea lvdtrational quantum
is created in the ionic motion. Moreover, the mean excitaiicreases faster than
the variance so that for a large number of cydidke relative variancéAn?) /(i)
reaches the stationary value,

o (A

1
koo (R(ty)) 2 (53)

A statistics of this type corresponds to a noise level hafghot-noise limit and is
a signature for amplitude squeezing. In fact, the solutioBa (50) can be given
as a sum of Binomial distributions, each with vibrationalam@umbei+ % /2 and
variancek /4, that are weighted by the initial number statisti¢& ):

ni =3 (1)) () P

=0

Near the trapping state,), however, the relative variance deviates from the sta-
tionary value (53), decreases beldy2 and reaches zero when the trapping state is
finally populated with unit probability.

Clearly, this behaviour is idealised by the fact that spoetas recoil effects during
the periods of optical pumping have been neglected in thigsisaHowever, using
guantum-trajectory methods we have included these eftextsistently to obtain
numerical results. These results, that will be shown in dhlewing, are based on
the parameters; /v =9.5, vo/v = 3.3, m1 ~ 1, =0.142, and|Q,|?/7i = 5.0 for the
optical pumping processes.

In Fig. 3 the numerical results for the relative variance itifrational quanta is
shown in dependence on the number of cycles for the incoh&gping state
Ing = 50) for varying effective saturationssr,. It can be observed that for the
larger values ofyst, the relative variance transiently tends to the valug but
then increases due to the photon scattering until the tngpgtiate is approached.
There the relative variance decreases even beloybut only as a local minimum,
to monotonically increase afterwards. Furthermore, far‘tgaturation” (see dotted
curve) the Binomial regime is not even reached as an inraalsient behaviour.

These results show that due to the recoil effects in the agiiemping the trapping
states are not truly stationary. Instead the vibrationpletions cross the trapping
state to later be partly accumulated at approximately espaict further trapping
states ai &~ 100, 150, 200, . . .. However, it should be kept in mind that the rela-
tive variance is very sensitive to minimal populations gfhhwibrational quantum
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Fig. 3. Relative variance versus the number of cyélder the incoherent trapping state
|ng = 50) with n = 0.268. Spontaneous recoil effects during the optical pumpingirare
cluded; saturation parameterisr; =0.2 (dotted) 1.0 (solid), 2.0 (dashed).

numbers. Thus a low percentage of population distributedrat or higher than
the trapping state drastically increases the relativeamasg. In this sense a more
suitable property is the maximum population reached inrdygping state.

An example is shown in Fig. 4 where vibrational statisticsh®wn at different
stages of the evolution for the same trapping sfaie. In fact it can be seen that
the higher the value ofst, the higher the population in the trapping state at cy-
cle k = 200. Clearly in the further time evolution this population degses again
by scattering events that eventually distribute the pdmriaat higher vibrational
levels. Nevertheless, if the laser interactions are stopp@ropriately when a high
population in the trapping state is reached, maximum pajoumis up to60% at the
levelng =50 can be obtained.

It is noteworthy that for decreasing Lamb—Dicke parametBestrapping states
have increasing energies. In Fig. 5 we show certain combimabf Lamb—-Dicke
parameters and vibrational quantum numbeysthat satisfy trapping. These are
directly obtained from condition (46), together with Eg4)3

As to practical implementation of the incoherent methogbegxnents on a single
ion have been performed that indicate breakdown of theaseflcoupling at small
values of the Lamb—Dicke parameter and rather highly ed¢rgp levels [6,20]. In
these experiments certain metastable states of the idsrational amplitude with
5-30pm spatial extension within thé00m-wide focus of saturating laser light
have been observed. In steady state, one of these metastiziiele was found oc-
cupied by the unperturbed, moderately laser-cooled ioa.idih jumped to another
one upon external perturbation: small variation of the c@ppower by minute
laser detuning, irradiation by a weak pulse of resonanoradquency (—2MHz,
typically), etc. Each stable amplitude corresponds to aberof mean vibrational
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Fig. 4. Incoherent dynamics, including spontaneous reefidcts, of vibrational pop-
ulations for k& = 0,50, 100,150,200 cycles (gray scales from black to white) and
Lamb-Dicke parameter = 0.268 with trapping statgn, = 50). Other parameters are
~vs1s=1 (a), 10 (b), 1000 (c).

excitation that is associated with a particular level, pjprag level, where the laser-
ion coupling breaks down for the given small Lamb—-Dicke pseter. Thus the
nonlinearity in the laser-ion coupling as discussed heref great importance even
with a small Lamb-Dicke parameterthat makes trapping states appear at very
large vibrational quantum numbers. These observation®dstrate that an indi-
vidual ion confined in a harmonic potential well indeed maytepared in a highly
excited incoherent trapping state.

6 Summary and conclusions

We have studied ways of generating various kinds of “traggiates” of the quan-
tised centre-of-mass motion of a trapped ion. The first kendfithe micro-maser
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Fig. 5. Pairs of values for the trapping state numbgand the Lamb—Dicke parameter
that obey the nonlinear trapping-state condition [Eq.](21)

type. In this case, the ion, at a particular vibrational quannumber, undergoes
a complete Rabi cycle of excitation, such that higher quanstates cannot be-
come excited. This mechanism, however, is highly fragildwespect to any kind
of decoherence. Moreover, when one intends to preparearcegibrational num-
ber state, quasi-trapping conditions may exist for othmrér) number states. This
feature leads to a substantial increase of the time needédefpreparation.

Another way of implementing a trapping-state conditionasdd on the nonlinear-
ities that appear in the dependence of the atom-field cogplinthe vibrational

excitation. These nonlinearities arise as Franck—Congpa-overlap integrals due
to the exchange of momentum between the ion’s centre-ofmaion and the

absorbed and emitted laser photons. At certain vibratiqgnahtum numbers the
nonlinearly modified interaction strength vanishes, legdi the expected trap-
ping states in a way quite different from the trapping medcranbased on the
completion of Rabi cycles. This trapping mechanism, whezdus its coherent
version, reduces the preparation time, although this naethstill highly sensitive

with respect to decoherence.

The particular advantage of the nonlinearity-based trappobndition consists in
the vanishing coupling for certain vibrational excitagof his feature can be ex-
ploited for the generation of trapping states even in siuatwhere substantial
decoherence prevails, since now the trapping state isystdtérmined by the se-
lected Lamb-Dicke parameter. Moreover, the transitioas&r approaching the
trapping state are more or less independent of the vibmtiexcitation, which
leads to substantial decrease of the time needed to prepassrad trapping state.
Thus, one avoids the sensitivity to decoherence, espgeivaién preparing vibra-
tional number states of large quantum numbers.

17



Acknowledgements

This research was supported by Deutsche Forschungsgemains

References

[1] P. Filipowicz, J. Javanainen, and P. Meystre, Phys. Re34 (1986) 3077.

[2] It should be pointed out that also other concepts of ‘fepstates” exist, cf. H.-1. Yoo
and J.H. Eberly, Phys. Repl18 239 (1985).

[3] E.T.Jaynes and F.W. Cummings, Proc. IEEE, vol. 51 (19639.
[4] G.Rempe, F. Schmidt—Kaler, and H. Walther, Phys. Rett. 64 (1990) 2783.

[5] M. Weidinger, B.T.H. Varcoe, R. Heerlein, and H. Walthehys. Rev. Lett32 (1999)
3795.

[6] Th. Sauter, H. Gilhaus, I. Siemers, R. Blatt, W. Neuhaused P.E. Toschek, Z. Phys.
D 10(1988) 153.

[7] C.A.Blockley, D.F. Walls, and H. Risken, Europhys. Léi7 (1992) 509.

[8] R. Blatt, J.I. Cirac, and P. Zoller, Phys. Revh& (1995) 518.

[9] S. Wallentowitz, W. Vogel, I. Siemers, and P.E. ToschHehkys. Rev. A64 (1996) 943.
[10] W. Vogel and R.L. de Matos Filho, Phys. Revh& (1995) 4214.

[11] J. Eschner, B. Appasamy, and P.E. Toschek, Opt. Comirii8(1995) 123.

[12] Note, that leve|3) in Fig. 1a, used for optical pumping, can be different from lgwvel
|3) in Fig. 1b, used for Raman driving the transitidn < |2), to allow for independent
control of Lamb-Dicke parameters.

[13] For a review on laser-induced nonlinear vibronic caugs of trapped ions, see W.
Vogel and S. WallentowitzManipulation of the quantum state of a trapped ,iam
Coherence and statistics of photons and atosds J. Perina (Wiley, New York, 2001).

[14] S. Schneider and G.J. Milburn, Phys. Reo'A 3748 (1998).

[15] C. Di Fidio, S. Wallentowitz, Z. Kis, and W. Vogel, PhyRev. A60, R3393 (1999).
[16] C. Di Fidio and W. Vogel, Phys. Rev. 82, 031802(R) (2000).

[17] A.A. Budini, R.L. de Matos Filho, and N. Zagury, Phys.\RA 65, 041402(R) (2002).
[18] G.S. Agarwal, Phys. Rev. Le®7 (1976) 1383; 1773.

[19] J.H. Eberly, Phys. Rev. Let37 (1976) 1387.

[20] Th. Sauter, H. Gilhaus, W. Neuhauser, R. Blatt, and Pdschek, Europhys. Lett.
(1988) 317.

18



	Introduction
	Laser excitation scheme for the trapped ion
	Coherent time evolution
	Incoherent dynamics
	Incoherent trapping mechanism
	Summary and conclusions
	Acknowledgements
	References

