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Abstract.

Entangling power is crucial for quantum information processing. This study examines

the Anti-Jaynes-Cummings Model (AJCM) in generating quantum correlations between two

atoms interacting via the Ising model and its effect on the entangled system. The AJCM

is shown to create entanglement suitable as a quantum channel for information encoding.

Interaction parameters act as controls to enhance quantum correlations, increase the capacity

of the final atomic state, and improve system efficiency. When the atomic system starts in a

maximally entangled state, increasing interaction strength and mean photon number further

boosts concurrence and channel capacity.

Keywords: Two-two level atom, Entangling power, Anti-Jaynes-Cummings Model,

Atom-Atom (A-A) interaction.

1. Introduction

Quantum computation and quantum information [1–3] have become highly active research

fields due to their potential to surpass classical systems. As a fundamental resource,

quantum entanglement plays a crucial role in quantum information processing tasks such as

teleportation [4], key distribution, and dense coding [5–8]. Significant efforts have focused on

generating, quantifying, and enhancing entanglement. Regarding entanglement generation, a

key question is the capability of a given operation to produce entanglement. Recently, studies

have explored the entanglement capabilities of quantum evolution and Hamiltonians [9–12]..

In general, we can apply unitary operators to pure product states and examine the

amount of entanglement generated, which always depends on the input states. Two methods

have been proposed to obtain an input-state-independent measure of a unitary operator’s

entanglement creation capacity. One approach is to take the maximum entanglement

produced over all product input states [13,14], while the other averages over the product input

states [15–17]. The entangling power falls into the second category [18, 19]. Additionally,

several studies have shown that two isolated qubits can become entangled when interacting

with a common heat bath, indicating that even noise-induced evolution may possess

http://arxiv.org/abs/2502.10083v1
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entangling power. Based on completely positive (CP) maps, Zanardi et al [17] defined the

partial entangling power of a unitary transformation, and the partial entangling power of the

Jaynes-Cummings model has also been explored [20]. For unitary quantum gates, entangling

power has been extended to many-body systems [21, 22].

On the other hand, quantum dense coding (QDC) has become an interesting topic in

quantum computation and quantum information [23,24]. As one of the essential applications

of quantum entanglement. QDC can transmit more classical information by passing on

less quantum resources. The key feature of dense coding protocol is that one qubit of

entanglement allows Alice to send two classical bits of information to Bob. This is because

the entangled pair initially has more information (due to their entanglement) than each

qubit individually. From then on, piles of works on dense coding have been introduced

theoretically [25, 26], and experimentally [27].

Various systems have been explored in quantum processes, with spin chains studied as

promising candidates for quantum correlations and entanglement [28, 29]. Additionally,

the cavity quantum electrodynamics system (CQES) has gained significant attention due

to its optimal coupling between atoms and photons [30]. CQES has been widely used to

engineer quantum entanglement and quantum channels [31–35], and is not only effective for

entanglement generation but also for applications like quantum state transfer. These systems

are also well-suited for dense coding.

The development of various quantum technology applications depends on understanding

and analyzing interactions between quantum fields and atomic systems. A system of

two-level atoms interacting with a quantized electromagnetic field and with each other

through an Ising-like interaction provides a fundamental example. Traditionally, the Jaynes-

Cummings Model (JCM) has been used to theoretically describe such systems [36–40].

However, growing interest has recently been directed toward studying field-atom interactions

through the Anti-Jaynes-Cummings Model (AJCM) [41–43]. The influence of atom-cavity

interactions and artificial magnetic fields on quantum phase transitions in the AJCM triangle

model, particularly in the infinite frequency limit, has been explored [44]. Additionally,

the supersymmetric connection between the JCM and AJCM in quantum optics has been

studied [45]. The ability of both models to generate quantum correlations between finite-

and infinite-dimensional subsystems has also been investigated [20,46]. Notably, it has been

demonstrated that the AJCM generally produces entanglement more rapidly and achieves

greater entangling power within a shorter time frame [47]

Therefore, we are motivated to examine the ability of the AJCM to generate

entanglement between two atoms initially prepared in separable states. Moreover, we aim

to investigate whether this amount of entanglement is sufficient to be used as a quantum

channel to encode information. This paper is organized as follows. In Sec.2, the model and

its solution are introduced. The impact of the interaction parameter on the entangling power

is discussed in Sec.3. In Sec.4, the concurrence is used as a quantifier of the amount of

entanglement contained in the final atomic state. The behavior of the channel capacity is

investigated in Sec.5. Finally our results are summarized in Sec.6.
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2. The Hamiltonian system and quantum dynamics

Assume that we have two-level identical atoms interacting locally with a cavity mode through

the AJCM described by the Hamiltonian.

HI = λ

2
∑

l=1

(

a†σl
+ + aσl

−
)

, (1)

where λ1 = λ2 = λ are the atoms-field coupling strength and σl
+ = (σl

−)
† = |e〉l〈g| the

Pauli operators for the atom l while a and a† denote the annihilation and creation operators.

Moreover, there is an atom-atom interaction described by

Ha−a = Ωsσ
1
zσ

2
z , (2)

where Ωs is the interaction strength, σl
z = |e〉l〈e| − |g〉l〈g| for the atom l. Then, the total

interaction Hamiltonian which describes the whole system is given by,

H = HI +Ha−a. (3)

Now, let us assume that the atomic system is initially prepared in the state, ρaa =

cos2(θ)|ee〉〈ee| + sin2(θ)|gg〉〈gg|+ sin(θ) cos(θ)|ee〉〈gg|+ sin(θ) cos(θ)|gg〉〈ee|, θ ∈ [0, π] and

the cavity mode is represented in its coherent state, ρin =
∑

m,n Cn,m|m〉〈n|, where n̄ is the

mean photon, and Cm,n = n̄(n+m)/2
√
n!m!

e−n̄. Therefore, the initial state that describes the system

is ρs(0) = ρin(0)⊗ ρaa(0). At t > 0, the density operator of the system can be written as

ρs(t) = UI(t)(ρ
in(0)⊗ ρaa(0))U †

I (t), (4)

where UI(t) = exp (−iHt) is the time evolution operator. In the atomic basis set,

{|ee〉, |eg〉, |ge〉, |gg〉} the unitary operator UI(t) could be described by 4 × 4 elements. The

explicit mathematical forms of these elements are given by,

Û11 = Cλs + 2a†
CMλs

f 2
1

a− iS00, Û12 = −ia†
SM

M
, Û13 = −ia†

SM

M
,

Û14 = 2a†
CMλs

f 2
1

a− iS03, Û21 = −i
SM

M
a, Û22 = Cλs +

CMλs

2
− iS11,

Û23 =
CMλs

2
− iS12, Û24 = −i

SM

M
a†, Û31 = −i

SM

M
a,

Û32 =
CMλs

2
− iS21, Û33 = Cλs +

CMλs

2
− iS22, Û34 = −i

SM

M
a†,

Û41 = 2a
CMλs

f 2
1

a− iS30, Û42 = −ia
SM

M
, Û43 = −ia

SM

M
,

Û44 = Cλs + 2a
CMλs

f 2
1

a† − iS33, (5)

where

S00 = Sλs − 2a†
(

Sλs

f 2
1

− λs

SM

Mf 2
1

)

a, S03 = 2a†
(

Sλs

f 2
1

− λs

SM

Mf 2
1

)

a† (6)

S11 = S22 =
−1

2

(

Sλs + λs

SM

M

)

, S12 = S21 =
1

2

(

Sλs − λs

SM

M

)

,

S30 = − 2a

(

Sλs

f 2
1

− λs

SM

Mf 2
1

)

a, S33 = Sλs − 2a

(

Sλs

f 2
1

− λs

SM

Mf 2
1

)

a†,
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with

Cλs = cos(λsτ), Sλs = sin(λsτ), f1 =
√

2(2a†a+ 1),

M =
√

f 2
1 + λ2

s, CM = cos(Mτ), SM = sin(Mτ), τ = λt,

λs =
Ωs

λ
, CMλs = CM − Cλs .

In order to obtain the density operator of the atomic system ρaa(t), one has to trace out the

state of the field. The analytical solution is too complicated to be written through the text.

However, as a special case, the density operator of the atomic system in the excited state,

namely we set θ = 0, is given by,

ρaa(t) = Trf [ρ(t)] =











ρ1,1 ρ1,2 ρ1,3 ρ1,4

ρ2,1 ρ2,2 ρ2,3 ρ2,4

ρ3,1 ρ3,2 ρ3,3 ρ3,4

ρ4,1 ρ4,2 ρ4,3 ρ4,4











, (7)

where

ρ1,1 =

+∞
∑

n=0

Cn,n

(

(Cλs + 2nγn−1)
2 + 4n2α2

n−1 − 4nαn−1Sλs + S2
λs

)

,

ρ1,2 =
+∞
∑

n=0

√
n + 1βnCn,n+1 (iCλs − 2nαn−1 + 2inγn−1 + Sλs) ,

ρ1,3 =

+∞
∑

n=0

√
n + 1βnCn,n+1 (iCλs − 2nαn−1 + 2inγn−1 + Sλs) ,

ρ1,4 =

+∞
∑

n=0

2
√
n+ 1

√
n + 2Cn,n+2 (γn+1 − iαn+1) (Cλs + 2n (γn−1. + iαn−1.)− iSλs) ,

ρ2,2 =
+∞
∑

n=0

nβ2
n−1.Cn,n, ρ2,3 =

+∞
∑

n=0

nβ2
n−1Cn,n,

ρ2,4 =

+∞
∑

n=0

−2n
√
n+ 1βn−1Cn,n+1 (αn + iγn) , ρ3,3 =

+∞
∑

n=0

nβ2
n−1Cn,n,

ρ3,4 =

+∞
∑

n=0

−2n
√
n+ 1βn−1Cn,n+1 (αn + iγn) ,

ρ4,4 =
+∞
∑

n=0

4(n− 1)nCn,n

(

α2
n−1 + γ2

n−1

)

,

ρi,j = ρ∗j,i, i, j = 1, 2, 3, 4, i 6= j, (8)

where

αn =

(

Sλs

f 2
1

− λs

SM

Mf 2
1

)

, βn =
SM

M
, γn =

CMλs

f 2
1

δn =
CMλs

2
.

Now, we have the details to discuss the entangling power of the AJCM model to generate

entanglement between the atomic subsystems. Moreover its efficiency to perform quantum

coding will be investigated.
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3. Entangling power

This section aims to investigate the ability of the AJCM to generate quantum correlations

between two atoms. The entangling power of the proposed model is assessed using the unitary

operator UI(t), as described in [20].

Ep(U(t)) = 1− 1

d(d+ 1)
(ζ1 + ζ2). (9)

where d = 4, if the input state of the field is a coherent state ρin =
∑

m,n Cm,n|m〉〈n|, ζ1 and
ζ2 are given by

ζ1 =

4
∑

k1,k2=1







∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

tr

(

4
∑

i1=1

{Uk2i1

∑

m,n

Cm,n|m〉〈n|U †
k1i1

}
)∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2






,

ζ2 =

4
∑

k1,k2=1







4
∑

i1,i2=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

tr

(

Uk2i2

∑

m,n

Cm,n|m〉〈n|U †
k1i1

)∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2






.

Fig.(1) illustrates the entangling power Ep and its dependence on interaction parameters.

When the interaction is activated, the AJCM generates entanglement between the atomic

subsystems, with Ep oscillating between upper and lower bounds influenced by the mean

photon number n̄. Fig. (1a) shows Ep without atom-atom interaction (Ωs = 0), where the

mean photon number significantly affects the oscillations. At small n̄, Ep oscillates rapidly

with upper bounds not exceeding 0.3. As n̄ increases, the upper bounds rise and oscillation

amplitudes decrease, improving the lower bounds. For larger n̄, the upper bounds approach

0.5, and at n̄ = 25, oscillations become fewer and smaller, indicating long-lived quantum

correlations. Fig. (1b) shows Ep with atom-atom interaction (Ωs = 5λ), where the behavior

is similar to Fig. (1a) but with fewer, longer oscillations and more stable entanglement

generation efficiency. The upper bounds are comparable to those in Fig. (1a). Fig. (1c)

shows Ep with increased interaction strength Ωs, where oscillations have longer periodicity

and smaller amplitudes, further stabilizing entanglement generation. From Fig. (1), it can be

concluded that increasing the mean photon number inside the cavity enhances the AJCM’s

ability to generate quantum correlations. The presence of atom-atom interaction reduces

oscillation amplitudes, thereby increasing the lower bounds of AJCM efficiency. At higher

interaction strengths, the AJCM’s long-lived efficiency is predicted to improve.

4. Entanglement between atomic systems

Now, it is important to quantify the amount of entanglement that may be generated between

the two atoms. It is well known that the concurrence is a good measure of entanglement

between two qubits system [48]. However for any two-qubit system defined by ρs, the

mathematical form of the concurrence is defined as,

C = max
(

0,
√

λ1 −
√

λ2 −
√

λ3 −
√

λ4

)

, (10)
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Figure 1. Evolution behaviour of the entangling power for two atoms when the field is

initially in a coherent state, and for different mean photon number, n̄ = 0.1 (dotted line),

n̄ = 1 (dashed line) and n̄ = 25 (solid line) and Ising parameter Ωs where Ωs = 0 (a),

Ωs = 5λ (b), Ωs = 10λ (c)

where λ1 ≥ λ2 ≥ λ3 ≥ λ4 are the eigenvalues of the matrix ̺ =

ρaa(t) (σy

⊗

σy) ρ
∗
aa(t) (σy

⊗

σy). The range of the concurrence is from 0 to 1. For unen-

tangled qubits C = 0, whereas C = 1 for the maximally entangled qubits.

In Fig.(2), we investigate the behavior of the concurrence as a quantifier of the amount of

entanglement that contained in the state ρaa(t) in the presence and absence of the atom-atom

interaction’s strength. It is observed that, at Ωs = 0, an entanglement is generated between

the two atoms, as soon as the interaction of the atomic system with the cavity mode is

switched on. Moreover, the fast oscillations behavior, as well as the collapse phenomena

are predicted at small values of the mean photon number. However, the phenomenon

of the sudden death/birth phenomenon of entanglement is observed periodically as it is

shown in Fig.(2a), the shortest periodic time is observed as one decreases the mean photon

number inside the cavity. For the non-zero value of the atomic interaction strength, Ωs,

the concurrence’s behavior is displayed in Figs.(2b) and (2c), where we set Ωs = 5λ, 10λ,

respectively. It is clear that, the concurrence vanishes periodical at small values of the

mean photon number. As one increase n̄, the long-lived entanglement is observed, where

the periodically vanishing time increases. Moreover, the largest amount of entanglement is

observed as one increase n̄.

From Fig.(2), one can say that it is possible to increase the amount of quantum

correlation between the two atoms by increasing the mean photon number inside the cavity

and the interaction strength between the two atoms. Moreover, the interaction parameters

could be used as controllers to obtain a long-lived entanglement.

In Fig.(3), we investigate the effect of the AJCM on the initial amount of entanglement

in the presence/absence of the atomic interaction’strength. It is clear that, at small values of

n̄, the concurrence oscillates between its maximum values and non-zero bounds. However, as

one increase the mean photon number inside the cavity, the possibility that the field interacts

with each atom increases and consequently the initial amount of entanglement of the atomic

system decreases. As it is displayed from Fig.(3a), where Ωs = 0, the phenomenon of the

sudden changes of the concurrence increases at large values of n̄. Moreover, concurrence
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Figure 2. The concurrence as a quantifier of entanglement, where we set θ = 0, Ωs = 0, 5λ,

and 10λ for (a),(b) and (c) respectively. The dot dash and sold curves are evaluated at

n̄ = 0.1, 1 and 25
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Figure 3. The concurrence as a quantifier of entanglement, where we set θ = π/4,

Ωs = 0, 5λ, and 10λ for (a),(b) and (c) respectively. The dot dash and sold curves are

evaluated at n̄ = 0.1, 1 and 25

vanishes periodically, where these periods increase one increases the mean photon number.

In Figs.(3b) and (3c), we consider non-zero values of Ωs. The observed behavior of the

concurrence shows a long periodical time, the lower bounds of entanglement are improved,

long-lived entanglement, and collapses/revivals behaviors of entanglement.

5. Atomic-channel capacity

As an important application of the generated channel between the two atoms, its ability to

code information. Therefore investigating the impact of the interaction parameters on the

capacity behavior of the atomic system state, is one aim of this study. It is well known that

the channel capacity quantifies the amount of information that may be coded on a quantum

state. For any two qubit state ρ, its channel capacity is defined as [49],

χ(t) = S(ρ∗)− S(ρaa), (11)

where S(ρ) = −tr (ρ log2(ρ)) the von Neumann entropy of density matrix and ρ∗ represents

the average state in which the information has been encoded. By using the set of mutually
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orthogonal unitary transformations, Ui, one can write ρ∗ as [50],

ρ∗ =
1

4

3
∑

i=0

(Ui ⊗ I)ρaa(Ui ⊗ I), (12)

where,

U0 =

(

1 0

0 1

)

, U1 =

(

0 1

1 0

)

, U2 =

(

−1 0

0 1

)

, U3 =

(

0 1

−1 0

)

.

In Fig.(4), we examine the ability of the atomic channel to encode information by

investigating its capacity, where it is assumed that the atoms are initially prepared in a

separable state . It is clear that, the behavior of the capacity function χ(t) is similar to that

shown for the concurrence. However, in the absence of the atom-atom interaction and small

values of the mean photon number inside the cavity, the oscillations and collapses behavior of

the χ(t) function are observed. As one increase the mean photon number, the stable behavior

of the channel capacity is predicted, where the periodical time of the oscillation increases and

its amplitudes decrease. Therefore, the upper bounds of the channel capacity are improved.
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Figure 4. The channel capacity behavior of the atomic system, which is initially prepared in

a separable state, ρaa =
∣

∣ee
〉

. The dot,dash and solid curves are evaluated at n̄ = 0.1, 1, 25,

respectively, where we set Ωs = 0, 5λ, 10λ in (a),(b) and (c), respectively.
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Figure 5. The same as Fig.(4), but the atomic system is initially prepared in a maximum

entangled state.

The impact of the AJCM on the channel capacity of the atomic state that has initially

prepared in a maximum entangled state is described in Fig.(5). In general, the channel
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capacity χ(t) increases as one decreases the mean photon number, where the atomic state

has a strong coherence. However, Fig.(5a) shows fast oscillations, where the amplitudes of

these oscillations decrease as one increase the mean photon number, and consequently its

lower bounds exceed the classical ones. For non-zero strength of the atomic interaction, the

large periodical behavior is observed, and the lower bounds of χ(t) are improved.

From Figs.(4) and (5) it is observed that, the channel capacity depends on the initial

state settings of the atomic system, where by starting from maximum entangled state of the

atomic system, the lower bounds of the channel capacity and its periodical time increase.

6. Conclusions

This study investigates the capability of the Anti-Jaynes-Cummings Model (AJCM) to

generate entanglement between two atoms, initially prepared in either a separable state or a

maximally entangled state. An additional Ising-type interaction between the atoms is also

considered. The degree of entanglement between the atoms is quantified using concurrence,

and the potential of the atomic state as a quantum channel for encoding information is

analyzed.

The results reveal that the AJCM can generate entanglement between the atomic

subsystems immediately after the interaction is initiated. The entangling power function

oscillates between lower and upper bounds, which are influenced by the interaction

parameters, with the atom-atom interaction strength playing a critical role in enhancing

these bounds. At low mean photon numbers within the cavity, the system exhibits oscillations

along with collapse and revival phenomena. However, as the mean photon number increases,

both the frequency and amplitude of oscillations decrease, leading to improved lower and

upper bounds of the entangling power. Additionally, as the oscillation period lengthens

over extended interaction times, the AJCM demonstrates an increased long-term entangling

capability.

The amount of entanglement is quantified using concurrence in both the presence and

absence of atom-atom interaction. The predicted behavior of concurrence indicates that

entanglement between the two atoms depends on the initial state of the atomic system and

the interaction parameters. When starting from a separable atomic system, entanglement

periodically vanishes at low mean photon numbers, with the period of this phenomenon

increasing as the atom-atom interaction strength grows. In the absence of atom-atom

interaction, the entanglement decreases as the mean photon number inside the cavity

increases. However, for non-zero interaction strength between the atoms, the lower bounds

of entanglement improve. When the atomic system is initially prepared in a maximally

entangled state (MES), both the periodicity and lower bounds of entanglement improve with

higher mean photon numbers and increased atom-atom interaction strength.

The potential use of the final atomic state for encoding information is a key application

in quantum information processing. To explore this, we analyzed the behavior of the

quantum capacity of the entangled state generated between the two atoms. Our findings

show that interaction parameters can serve as control mechanisms to enhance the atomic
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state’s capacity, thereby improving its information encoding capabilities. In the absence

of atomic interaction strength, higher capacity is observed at low mean photon numbers.

However, when the atomic interaction strength is non-zero, the channel capacity is further

enhanced.

In summary, the AJCM efficiently generates entanglement between two atoms initially

in separable states, enabling information encoding. Interaction parameters act as controls to

enhance the state’s efficiency. Starting from a maximally entangled state (MES), the lower

bounds and periodicity of entanglement improve with non-zero atomic interaction strength.
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