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A position dependent atom-atom entanglement in real-time Cavity QED system
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We study a special two-atom entanglement case in assumety Q&D experiment in which only one atom
effectively exchanges a single photon with a cavity mode. Weptdendiatom entanglement under position-
dependent atomic resonant dipole-dipole interaction (RD@ large interatomic separation limit. We show
that the RDDI, even which is much smaller than the maximahitdrabi frequency, can induce distinct diatom
entanglement. The peak entanglement (PE) reaches a maxivhem RDDI strength can compare with the
Rabi frequency of an atom.
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Recently, generation of entanglement in Cavity QED sys-
tem has been intensely paid attention to because of the mo- x
tivations in the potential applications in quantum infotima
[, 12,13] and computation processingi[4, 5]. The realizatibn
atomic entangled states in Cavity QED turns out to be feasi- =
ble and fascinating since the experimental realizationref s
gle cold atoms in real-time Cavity QEDI [6]. A number of
schemes of generating er_ltanglement between C(_)Id a.toms hqyﬁ} 1: Schematic diagram for proposed model. One atom is trapped in
been put forward to realize quantum teleportatidnl[7.18, loptical cavity, the other is located not far away beside drenér.
and swappingl[10,_11]. In current investigated cold-atom
schemes, atoms are trapped in optical cavities or magneto-
optical traps (MOT) so that they can be connected through exander various competition between RC and RDDI in it.
changing single photons with cavity (in the large interatom
separation regime) [12, 13,114] or through resonant dipole-
dipole interaction (RDDI) (in the small interatomic separa MODEL DESCRIPTION
regime)[15] 16], and then be strongly entangled at a spieeial
teracting time. Furthermore, in case of weak atom-field cou- Here we consider a system constituted by two-level cold
pling and large detuning between atomic transition and cavatoms 1 and 2 that couple to a single mode electromagnetic
ity frequency, even in the large interatomic separatioimmeg  cayity field which is assumed to be a Gaussian mode profile,
the Rabi oscillation of atom-field can béfectively treated a5 js shown in Fig. 1. The whole experimental apparatus is
as atomic RDDI which can certainly induce diatom entangleescribed as follow: Two super-polished spherical miragrs
ment [17]. So, in an assumed optical cavity, the atomic enragdius of curvature dm constructed a cavity of lengthutin
tangled states are generated from the collective conmibut \ith cavity waistwy ~ 4um. In this cavity, the maximum

of Rabi coupling (RC) and RDDI. The competition between atom-field coupling coicient that only occurs at an antinode
them leads to our optimal choice of théextive model. Ithas of the cavity field mode igjp ~ 400MHz We choose two
been demonstrated that, in case of diatom scheme, the asy@xymic levels are $1/> and s, of Cesium atoms with cor-
metric atom-field position-dependent R@; (* g2 With G12)  responding transition wavelength= 850nm. We denote the
the Rabi frequencies) depresses the fidelity of the maximal e jnteratomic separation &and the wave vector of the atomic
tanglement (ME)[12]. In fact, if maximally asymmetric atom gmitted photon ako.

field RC (MARC) emerges, ag%%g = 0, Rabi frequency can | the rotating-wave approximation (RWA), and in the in-
never induce any atomic entanglement. While, under this cirteraction picture in case of resonant coupling, the Hamiéto
cumstance, if we involve the RDDI between atoms, the engoverning this system reads

tanglement situation can befiirent even when the RDDI is

weak enough. In this paper, we investigate such an assumed H= Z gi(ao; + h.c) + (o305 + h.c) Q)
experimental situation. We will show how to generate MARC i

in a Cavity QED system and what is the diatom entanglement ] o
whereo ], o3, o7 ando; are spin operators and raising (low-

ering) operators of atom 1 and 2 respectivay,(a) is the
creation (annihilation) operator of fieldy (g.) is the cou-
*To whom the correspondence should be addressed: hssortgg@udlon pling strength of atom 1 (2) to field respectively, whilds
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the codficient of atom-atom RDDI which is included when between it and cavity field. The resulting initial systentesta
the interatomic separatidRis not much two largeL[15, 16]. It is [¢(0)) = 1), ® (2 19)1|1) + Bl€)1]0)). The system state is
has been noted that boghandI are position-dependent vari- then given by

ables for Cavity QED theoretically and experimentally. So

thatg(r) = gocos(2rx/)expl—(y? + 22)/w] [1€], wo is the (1) = (—ua —vB) lp1) + [(na + vB)/2
length of the cavity walist, and has a complica.ted form that _Z,ylg]e—iEzt I62) + (ua + vB) /26 Bt |a) (6)
depends or’é 7> andg. The completely solving of such a M

system is possible but complicated. Here we consider a phys- y Y
ically possible and feasible circumstance, where two atom¥hereu = TV = nl

enter the cavity in turn, the separation between them isén th The reduced density matrix of diatom is obtained by trac-
order of cavity waist. We also assume the atomic velocitying over the field variables of system density maj{¥) =

is much small so that the typical atomic transit time scale igy(t)) (¥ (t)], that iSpaem(t) = Trep(t) = 2<n|p(t) [ny. From
much larger than the interacting time scale. So the Ham|l

Equ. (6), the atomic density matrix is
tonian in Equ. (1) is time-independent. The solving of this

circumstance is much more simply and neatly. We assume DOOO
atom 2 is located in a position aboxit ~ —5wp, atom 1 is 0 BEO
trapped in the region not far from the antinode of the field, Patom(t) = OECO )
so that-2wp < X3 < 2wp. As a resultg, ~ 1071%;. This 0000

approximation leads to a MARC Hamiltonian

whereE? = B« C. The df-diagonal elemenE describing
the correlation between atomic transiti@h ;) — 19)(,) and

In the invariant sub-space of the global system, for the s |g>2(1) = €2 represents the strength of the entangled state
P 9 y yS for two atoms. In the next section, we will discuss the entan-

tem of only a single photon shared by atom pairs and cavity
field, the Hamiltonian can be written on a set of complete baglement induced by the RDDI between atoms.
sis|g, g, 1), le,9.0), 19, €, 0) as

H = gi(aoc + h.c) + (o705 + h.c) 2
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Wootters Concurrence, which has been proved toffexe
The eigenvalues of this Hamiltonian can be obtained agive in measuring the entanglement of two qubits, is defined
E1 =0, Ez3 = 01 Y1+ 72, wherey = &. The correspond- as[19]
ing eigenvectors are obtained as
C(p) = max0, A1 — A2 — A3 — Aa}, 8

I61) = &1[v19.9.1) +19.€ 0)] : :
whereJ; are four non-negative square roots of the eigenvalues

|$2.3) = 62,3[1 9.9.1) +9.€,0) of the non-Hermitian matrip(oy ® oy)p*(oy®ory) in decreas-
Y ing order. In dealing with this model, the Concurrence is-sim
/ 1 ply determined by several density matrix elements since mos
=1t ? le.9.0)] “) of the df-diagonal elements are eliminated due to the adia-

batic evolution. In our case, the Concurrence can be praved t
with & the normalized factor. The first eigenstéte) with be exactly twice the absolute none-zefBxdiagonal element
corresponding zero eigenvalue , describing atom one fixed oasC(p(t)) = 2|E(t)].
its ground state, can be seen as a "dark state”. For large interatomic separatid® which corresponding

For a given initial statg/(0)) of system, we can obtain the the far-zone case witRky ~ 10% > 1, the dipole-dipole in-
evolved dressed stalig(t)) of system which can be expanded teraction strength can be estimated’as waagkg /R[15,120],

as a superposition of eigenstalgs wherec is light velocity,ag is the atomic excited state radius.
This emerges the limit of the RDDI strengthlas- 10°PHz <
(1)) = Z Gi(t) I#i) (5)  1072g;. Our further assumption is the atom that earlier enters
i

the cavity is now also in its ground state, i®= 0 in Equ. 6.
The codficients Ci(t) are obtained by solving Schrodinger (Certain!y, this assun_1ption leads to the half possibilityre
Equation, so tha€;(t) = C;(0)e'&Y" with C;(0) determined successively entangling two atoms.)

by initial conditions. After a sub-Doppler and evaporating The diatom entanglement shows two-peak split struc-

: ; ; ture. Each peak corresponds to a PE which occutts -at
cooling sufering, atom 2 are reasonably on their ground state ) . X

J d y g Gmer 1 — withm=1,3,5--(see Fig. 2). Theincrease of
g+

i.e. 6S12. While, atom 1 might in a superposition of its = 3
ground state and excited state due to the strong correlatidime leads to an entanglement period that depends on the Rabi
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FIG. 2: The evolution of diatom entanglement versus time, wherdadte- FIG. 4: The period of PE (in unit of inverse aj) versus the location of
tion of atom 1 isx; = —2wp atom 1 (in unit of cavity waistvp).
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FIG. 3: The diatom PE occurs at= VrE versus the location of atom  F|G. 5: The evolution of diatom entanglement versus time and thetitoe
1 x3 (in unit of cavity waistwp). of atom 1 (in unit of cavity waisiv).

frequency of atoms and RDDI strength. Both the amount anglement, we mesh the concurrence under the position of atom
period of PE are position-dependent. When the initial locat 1 and time in Fig. 5. From this figure, we can clearly get the
of atom 1 departs from atom 2 gradually, they decay exponerhint of two-peak split structure and the period of PE.

tially and fall to their minimum at the center of the cavity, Al the results reveal that, in the weak Rabi coupling region
see Fig. 3 and Fig. 4. These can be understood since Raftie amount and the period of PE is larger than that in other
frequency increases exponentially in this process anchesac region. Since the participation of atom-field interactiesults

its maximum at the center of the cavity, while RDDI strengthin diatom mixed state which can not be an exactly Bell-state,

decreases polynomially. Similarly, as the initial locatiof  the quality and quantity of PE is strongly depressed.
atom 1 increases alongaxis gradually from the center of

cavity, the amount and period of PE can be recovered since
Rabi frequency decreases now. CONCL USION

In fact, from Equ. (6) we can see that, the amplitude of
the entanglement is only determined by the ratio of RDDI and

Rabi frequency of atom 1. In the regionw§ < [X3] < 2wy, : i o ; .

the ratio (namely) is in the order of 16°. In this region, the asymmetric Rabi coupling in Cav_lty QED. The ch_aractgrlzed
effect of RDDI can not be neglected since the PE is distinct2PParatus parameters are constituted for experimental Opt
even the interatomic separation can approath 7 cal Cavity. The entanglement situation can be analyzedsbase

While, in the region ofxs| < wo (which corresponds to on the ratio of position-dependent RDDI strength and Rabi

a fast-oscillating regime), the coupling between atom 1 anérequenc_y Of_ atom 1. We co_ncretely point out the a_mpll—
cavity field is so much strong that the ragio~ 0. The Hamil- tude (which is a two-peak split structure) and the period of

O ; ; ; the entanglement in two regions. In the region of relative
tonian in Equ. (2) can be adiabatically written as large ratio, where the RDDI strength can be in the order much
2212 larger than 10°g, diatom entanglement can be distinctly gen-
Hett = gi(ao +h.c)) + g—(UifTEUE —o30107) (9)  erated. We do not involve the motion of center-of-mass of
! two atoms. While, if the atomic velocity is large enough and
The system described by this Hamiltonian can never generatbe typical transit time scale can compare with the interact
entanglement since the diatom coupling part in Equ. (9) isng time scale of the system, th&ect of the motion on the
diagonalized. entanglement must be included. And the Hamiltonian will be

In order to give an overall description of the diatom entan-time-dependent one. Additionally, our MARC approximation

We investigate a diatom entanglement case for maximally
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