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Abstract A novel proposal for the robust generation of atomic entanglement in two
coupled cavities is proposed, for the first time via virtually excitation and quantum
Zeno dynamics. Throughout the procedure, both cavity modes and atoms are only
virtually excited, making the system robust against atomic and photonic decays. The
influence of the atom-photon decay and the imperfection of the initial atom state on
the prepared-state fidelity is also analyzed, which shows that the present scheme is
feasible based on current technologies. At last, the proposal is generalized for the
preparation of two atomic ensembles.

Keywords Quantum entanglement · Virtual excitation · Quantum Zeno dynamics

1 Introduction

Quantum entanglement, an important resource for testing quantum nonlocality and
implementing quantum information science (QIS) [1,2], has been the focus in quan-
tum physics since the famous EPR paradox in 1935 [3]. In the last twenty years,
many researchers devoted themselves to studying quantum entanglement with various
physical systems. Cavity quantum electrodynamics (CQED), studying the interaction
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494 R.-C. Yang et al.

between the atom and the quantized field in a confined space, is being increasingly
recognized as a promising technology to realize small quantum optical devices and
QIS [4–7]. However, in previous schemes, most of them are based on atoms inter-
acting with single cavities, which may be very difficult when many atoms should be
individually addressed. Recently, there is a great interest in coupled-cavity arrays, for
which some potential technologies have also been demonstrated experimentally [8,9].
Based on this technology, several quantum-state-preparation and distributed quantum
computing proposals have been presented [10–13].

Though there has been much progress in coupled-cavity-arrays system, there is still
a big challenge to build a large-scale architecture for quantum information processing
in reality because of dissipation sources, such as atomic spontaneous emissions and
photon losses [13,14]. To solve these problems, various kinds of methods are advanced
to store the information in the ground states of �-type atoms due to their long-life
storing time. At the same time, most of them show that the off-resonance method can
be used to make the excited states of atoms and photons virtually excited [15–17] in
order to reduce the influence of decoherence.

In addition, the quantum Zeno effect (QZE), first understood by Neumann [18]
and named by Misra and Sudarshan [19], shows that the transition between quantum
states can be slowed down and even inhibited by frequent measurement. Since the
phenomenon was demonstrated in experiment [20], it has attracted much attention.
Many novel experimental tests with various physical systems have shown that the QZE
can be used to protect quantum states against decoherence [21–23]. It can not only
hinder the transition process, but also induct the evolution of the system from the initial
state, leaving the system in the “Zeno subspace” defined by the measurement [24,25].
This was called “quantum Zeno dynamics (QZD)” by Facchi and Pascazio in 2002
[26]. They have shown that QZD can be achieved via continuous coupling between
the system and an external system instead of discontinuous measurements, according
to von Neumann’s projection postulate. Based on QZD, there are some schemes pro-
posed for the implementation of controlled logic gates and the preparation of quantum
entangled states [27–30].

In this article, combining virtual excitation (VE) and QZD, to our knowledge it is
the first time, we present a novel scheme for the robust generation of atomic entan-
glement. We first consider the case where only two atoms are separately trapped in
a cavity and the two cavities are coupled to each other directly. The two cavities and
all atoms are virtually excited through QZD. Similar to the previous schemes via
QZD, here we have used weak laser to resonantly drive one atomic transition with
another transition resonantly coupled to cavities. But quite differently, the excited
states for all atoms and photons in our proposal are virtually excited, which makes the
scheme robust against atomic spontaneous emission and cavity decays simultaneously.
After that, we generalize the scheme for generating the entanglement of two atomic
ensembles.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sect. 1, we briefly introduce QZD. The scheme
for the generation of two �-type atoms via VE and QZD is presented in Sect. 3. In
Sect. 4 we discuss the feasibility and the decay influence for state preparation based
on the current experimental status. The proposal is generalized for the generation of
two atomic ensembles in Sect. 5. and a brief summary is given in Sect. 6.
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2 QZD

Consider a system with total Hamiltonian H consisting of two parts: the system’s
Hamiltonian under observation Hobs and the interaction Hamiltonian Hmeas between
the system and the apparatus, i.e. [25,26]

H = Hobs + Hmeas (K ), (1)

where K is a set of coupling coefficients between the system and the apparatus. The
time-evolution operator for the whole system is U (t) = exp(−i Ht). In the “infinitely
strong measurement” limit K → ∞ [25,26], the evolution operator U (t) is proved to
be diagonal with respect to Hmeas , and has the form of [25,26]

U (t) = exp

[
−i t

(
Hdiag +

∑
n

ηn Pn

)]
, (2)

where

Hdiag =
∑

n

Pn Hobs Pn (3)

with Pn being the orthogonal projection onto the invariant Zeno subspaces HPn , and
the eigenspace of Hmeas belonging to the eigenvalue ηn(ηm �= ηn when m �= n),
i.e. Hmeas Pn = ηn Pn . In other words, the Hamiltonian for the whole system, in the
“infinitely strong measurement” limit, equals [26]

Hef f =
∑

n

(Pn Hobs Pn + ηn Pn). (4)

From the above effective Hamiltonian, it is easily deduced that the system state
will remain in the same Zeno subspace as that of its initial state, i.e. |ψ(t)〉 ∈
Hpn ∀ |ψ(0)〉 ∈ Hpn . Furthermore, if the Zeno subspace Hpn is a dark subspace
of Hmeas , i.e. ηn = 0, the effective Hamiltonian will reduce to

Hef f = Pn Hobs Pn . (5)

3 Atomic entanglement generation for two �-type atoms via VE and QZD

Now let us describe our scheme in detail. Suppose that there are two �-type atoms
trapped in cavity 1 (C1) and cavity 2 (C2), respectively. The two single-mode cavities
are directly coupled with each other [11] and each atom has three levels: one excited
state |e〉 and two ground states |g1〉 and |g2〉. The |g1〉 → |e〉 transition for each
atom is resonantly driven by a classical laser, while the transition |g2〉 → |e〉 is reso-
nantly coupled to the cavity mode. The atomic transition structure and the schematic
diagram are shown in Fig. 1. Here we assume that the |g1〉 → |g2〉 transition is
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496 R.-C. Yang et al.

Fig. 1 (Color online) Schematic diagram and atomic transition configuration for the two-atom entangle-
ment generation

dipole-forbidden. In the dipole and rotating-wave approximation, the Hamiltonian
describing the whole system, in the interaction picture, reads

Hac =
2∑

k=1

(�k |e〉k 〈g1| + gk |e〉k 〈g2| ak)+ νa+
1 a2 + H.c., (6)

where the subscript described the k-th atom (cavity). a
(
a+)

is the annihilation (cre-
ation) operator of the cavity mode. �, g and ν represent the Rabi frequency of the
driving laser, atom-cavity coupling coefficient and hopping rate between the two cav-
ities, respectively. H.c. stands for Hermitian conjugate.

Suppose that the first (second) atom is initially prepared in the ground state |g1〉
(|g2〉) and the two cavities both in the vacuum state |0〉, leading the initial system state
to be

|S (0)〉 = |g1〉1 |g2〉2 |0〉C1
|0〉C2 = |g1g2〉 |00〉. (7)

To reach the aim, we can first cooled the two atoms to the same ground state (such as
|g1〉) by optical pumping technique in cold atomic physics [31], and then the second
atom are transferred to the other ground state |g2〉 by Raman two-photon transition
and Larmor spin precession induced by magnetic field pulses with high fidelity [32].
In this case the reduced Hamiltonian in the closing subspace

{ |ξ1〉 = |g1g2〉 |00〉, |ξ2〉 = |eg2〉 |00〉, |ξ3〉 = |g2g2〉 |10〉,
|ξ4〉 = |g2g2〉 |01〉, |ξ5〉 = |g2e〉 |00〉, |ξ6〉 = |g2g1〉 00〉}, (8)

will be

H ′
ac = �1 |ξ1〉 〈ξ2| + g1 |ξ2〉 〈ξ3| + ν |ξ3〉 〈ξ4| + g2 |ξ4〉 〈ξ5| +�2 |ξ5〉 〈ξ6| + H.c..

(9)

In order to solve the system’s evolution, let us introduce four orthogonal vectors

|D1〉 = 1

N1
(g1 |ξ1〉 −�1 |ξ2〉), |D2〉 = 1

N2
(g2 |ξ6〉 −�2 |ξ5〉), (10a)
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|B1〉 = 1

N1
(�1 |ξ1〉 + g1 |ξ5〉), |B2〉 = 1

N2
(�2 |ξ6〉 + g2 |ξ5〉), (10b)

with N1 =
√
�2

1 + g2
1 and N2 =

√
�2

2 + g2
2. Then, the reduced Hamiltonian will be

rewritten in the rotating basis {|D1〉, |D2〉, |B1〉, |B2〉, |ξ2〉, |ξ5〉} as

H ′
ac = H ′

ac−1 + H ′
ac−2, (11a)

H ′
ac−1 = ν�1�2

N1 N2
|D1〉 〈D2| + H.c., (11b)

H ′
ac−2 = N1 |B1〉 〈ξ2| + N2 |B2〉 〈ξ5| + νg1g2

N1 N2
|B1〉 〈B2|

−ν�1g2

N1 N2
|D1〉 〈B2| − νg1�2

N1 N2
|D2〉 〈B1| + H.c. (11c)

If the Rabi frequencies �1 and �2 are adjusted to satisfy the relations

�1 << g1, �2 << g2, (12a)

and

�1�2ν << min
(

N 2
1 N2, N1 N 2

2

)
, (12b)

then ν�1�2
N1 N2

<< N1, N2,
νg1g2
N1 N2

,
ν�1g2
N1 N2

,
νg1�2
N1 N2

, implying that the Hamiltonian H ′
ac

described in the Eq. (11) fulfills the “infinitely strong measurement” limit [26].
In this case, we can calculate the invariant Zeno subspaces for the subspace
{|D1〉, |D2〉, |B1〉, |B2〉, |ξ2〉, |ξ5〉} as

HP1 =
{∣∣∣η1

1

〉
,

∣∣∣η2
1

〉}
, HP2 = {|η2〉}, HP3 = {|η3〉}, HP4 = {|η4〉}, HP5 = {|η5〉}

(13)

with corresponding eigenvalues η1 = 0, η2,3 = ±
√(

p2−
√

p4−4q2
)

2 and η4,5 =

±
√(

p2+
√

p4−4q2
)

2 where

p2 = N 2
1 + N 2

2 + ν2g2
1 g2

2

N 2
1 N 2

2

+ ν2�2
1g2

2

N 2
1 N 2

2

+ ν2g2
1�

2
2

N 2
1 N 2

2

(14a)

q2 =
(

N 2
1 + ν2g2

1�
2
2

N 2
1 N 2

2

)(
N 2

2 + ν2�2
1g2

2

N 2
1 N 2

2

)
, (14b)
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and

∣∣∣η1
1

〉
= 1

N3

(
N 2

1 N2 |D1〉 − ν�1g2 |ξ5〉
)
,

∣∣∣η2
1

〉
= 1

N4

(
N 2

1 N2 |D2〉 − ν�2g1 |ξ2〉
)
,

(15)

with N3 =
√

N 2
1 N 4

2 + ν2�2
1g2

2 and N4 =
√

N 4
1 N 2

2 + ν2�2
2g2

1. It is noted that we do
not give the expressions of |ηm〉 (m = 2, 3, 4, 5) because they hardly have any effect
on the system’s evolution as long as the initial system state belongs to HP1 .

Now, let us turn to Eqs. (15) and (10). It can easily be verified that

∣∣∣η1
0

〉
≈ |D1〉 ≈ |ξ1〉,

∣∣∣η2
0

〉
≈ |D2〉 ≈ |ξ2〉 (16)

under the condition (12) and

�1νg2 << N1 N 2
2 ,�2νg1 << N 2

1 N2. (17)

In other words, the initial system state |S (0)〉 = |ξ1〉 belongs to invariant Zeno sub-
space HP1 ≈ {|ξ1〉, |ξ2〉}. Then the effective Hamiltonian for the system is equal to

Hac−e f f = P1 H ′
ac−1 P1 + η1 P1

≈ �1�2ν

N1 N2
(|ξ1〉 〈ξ1| + |ξ6〉 〈ξ6|) |ξ1〉 〈ξ6| (|ξ1〉 〈ξ1| + |ξ6〉 〈ξ6|)

= �1�2ν

N1 N2
|ξ1〉 〈ξ6| + H.c. = �1�2ν

N1 N2
|g1g2〉 〈g2g1| ⊗ |00〉 〈00| + H.c.

(18)

It should be noted that all the atomic (photonic) excited states have been eliminated
in the effective Hamiltonian, meaning that the present system may be robust against
atomic (photonic) decays.

Under the action of the effective Hamiltonian (18), the system state, at the interac-
tion time t , is

|S (t)〉 = exp
(−i Hac−eff t

) |S (0)〉 = (cosωt |g1g2〉 − i sinωt |g2g1〉) |00〉 (19)

with ω = �1�2ν
N1 N2

. If the interaction time is chosen to be t = τ = π/4ω, then a
maximally entangled state between these two atoms will be generated, i.e.

|S (π/2ω)〉 = 1√
2
(|g1g2〉 − i |g2g1〉) (20)

where the vacuum states of cavities have be eliminated. So far, we have completed
the procedure of entanglement generation between two atoms trapped in two coupled
cavities.
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Robust atomic entanglement in two coupled cavities 499

4 Discussion

The feasibility of the proposal is discussed in this section. Let us first consider the
experimental conditions. In our scheme, two coupled optical cavities are needed. This
can be achieved either by using the adjacent cavities [8] or optical fiber connected
cavities [33] with acceptable parameters based on the present experiments discussed
below. The three-level�-type atoms could be chosen, for example, the cesium atoms
(133Cs) with the excited state

∣∣6P3/2, F = 4
〉

and two ground states
∣∣6S1/2, F = 3

〉
and

∣∣6S1/2, F = 4
〉
, respectively [34].

We now consider the influence of atom and photon decays and imperfection of
the initial atomic states on entanglement preparation. The whole system described by
Eq. (7) will be governed by the master equation

ρ̇ = −i [Hn, ρ] − κ1

2

(
a+

1 a1ρ − 2a1ρa+
1 + ρa+

1 a1
)

−κ2

2

(
a+

2 a2ρ − 2a2ρa+
2 + ρa+

2 a2
)

−
∑

j=g1,g2

2∑
m=1

γ
ej
m

2

(
σm

eeρ − 2σm
jeρσ

m
ej + ρσm

ee

)
, (21)

where σm
kl = |k〉m 〈l| (k, l = e, g1, g2) , κ j ( j = 1, 2) is the decay rate of the j-th cav-

ity mode and γ ej
m represents the branching ratio of the m-th atom decay from |e〉m to

| j〉m . For the sake of simplicity, we let κ1 = κ2 = κ, γ
eg1
m = γ

eg2
m = γ /2, g1 = g2 =

g,�1 = �2 = � and suppose the two atoms are initially prepared in the state

ρa =
(

p1 |g1〉1 〈g1| +
√

1 − p2
1 |g2〉1 〈g2|

)

⊗
(

p2 |g2〉2 〈g2| +
√

1 − p2
2 |g1〉2 〈g1|

)
(22)

with p1 (p2) being the purity of the atom 1 (2) prepared in the |g1〉 (|g2〉), where we
have supposed that there is no other atomic states except |g1〉 and |g2〉 initially. In
order to solve the master equation, we assume that the system evolves in the subspace

{|ξ1〉 = |g1g1〉 |00〉, |ξ2〉 = |eg1〉 |00〉, |ξ3〉 = |g1e〉 |00〉, |ξ4〉 = |ee〉 |00〉, |ξ5〉 = |g2g1〉 |10〉,
|ξ6〉 = |g1g2〉 |01〉, |ξ7〉 = |g2e〉 |10〉, |ξ8〉 = |eg2〉 |01〉, |ξ9〉 = |g2g1〉 |01〉, |ξ10〉 = |g1g2〉 |10〉,
|ξ11〉 = |g2e〉 |01〉, |ξ12〉 = |eg2〉 |10〉, |ξ13〉 = |g2g2〉 |02〉, |ξ14〉 = |g2g2〉 |20〉, |ξ15〉 = |g2g2〉 |11〉,
|ξ16〉 = |g1g2〉 |00〉, |ξ17〉 = |eg2〉 |00〉, |ξ18〉 = |g2g2〉 |10〉, |ξ19〉 = |g2g2〉 |01〉, |ξ20〉 = |g2e〉 |00〉,
|ξ21〉 = |g2g1〉 |00〉, |ξ22〉 = |g2g2〉 |00〉}. (23)

Then we use the quantum optics toolbox described in Ref. [35] to obtain the
numerical solution. Here, we have defined the fidelity of the prepared state ρ′ as:

F
(
ρ′) = T r

(√
ρ1/2ρ′ρ1/2

)
, where ρ is the idea entangled state of two atoms
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Fig. 2 (Color online) The fidelity as functions of the atomic and photonic decay, where we have chosen
g1 = g2 = ν = g and �1 = �2 = � = 0.1 g

(i.e. ρ = |S (π/2ω)〉 〈S (π/2ω)|, where |S (π/2ω)〉 being described in Eq. (20)) and
ρ′ is the prepared state, or output state which is in general a mixed state in real experi-
ment [36]. Here the fidelity refers to state an overlap between the ideal entangled state
|S (π/2ω)〉 of two atoms and the output state ρ′, i.e. F = 〈S (π/2ω)| ρ′ |S (π/2ω)〉.
For clarity, the fidelity of generated states versus κ/g and γ /g is shown in Fig. 2
with the initially perfect atom state (i.e. p1 = p2 = 1), where the hopping rate is
chosen to be ν = g. The illustration shows that the prepared-state fidelity decreases
slowly as the increase of κ and γ and the decreasing rate induced by atomic spon-
taneous emission is slightly smaller than that induced by photon loss. For example,
the fidelity F is about 95.5 % (90.4 %) when only atom (photon) decay is considered
in the case of γ /g = 0.1 (κ/g = 0.1) and F ≈ 87.8 % when both are considered.
Even when κ/g = γ /g = 0.2, the fidelity still reaches F ≈ 80.2 %. We then take
the imperfect atom state into account. For simplicity, we assume p1 = p2 = p and
κ/g = γ /g = 0.1. The fidelity of the prepared state F versus the probability p is
illustrated in Fig. 3. Based on the illustration, we find out that the prepared-state fidel-
ity increases along with the increase of the purity before p = 96 % and then decreases
and its maximum value is 94.8 %, meaning that appropriate imperfection of the initial
state may increase the fidelity of the prepared entanglement.

Before ending the discussion, we estimate the fidelity and the required time for
the generation of entanglement based on the current experimental situations. The
limit of experimental parameters for Cs atoms trapped in Fabry-Perot cavity is about
(g1, κ, γ ) = 2π × (110, 2.6, 14.2)MHz [37]. We also choose g1 = g2 = ν = g,
�1 = �2 = � = 0.1g and suppose that the fidelity of the two initial atom states are
both 96 %, i.e. p = 96 % [32] (These parameters are also chosen in the following pas-
sage). The fidelity and the required time for entanglement preparation is F ≈ 98.3 %
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Fig. 3 (Color online) The fidelity versus the purity of the initial atom state, where we have chosen
g1 =g2 =ν = g, �1 = �2 = � = 0.1 g, κ = γ = 0.1 g, and p1 = p2 = p

and τ ≈ 0.13μs, respectively. The toroidal-microcavity [38] coupled to the nanofibre
is more feasible based on our scheme [39,40]. It has been demonstrated at Caltech that
toroidal cavities on a chip can be fabricated using a combination of lithography and a
silica reflow process, and a toroidal-microcavity with a diameters of a few micrometers
was obtained. The atoms are located on a sub-wavelength scale near the resonator’s sur-
face and the system has the CQED parameters of (g, κ, γ ) = 2π×(450, 1.7, 2.6)MHz
(κ and γ are obtained from critical photon number and critical atom number) [37].
Based on this system, we conclude that the fidelity and the required time for our
system are F ≈ 97.8 % and τ ≈ 0.37μs, respectively. In recent experiment, they
have realized the CQED parameters of (gmax, κ, γ ) = 2π × (100, 21, 2.6)MHz with
single caesium atoms coupled to a high-Q microtoroidal cavity [41], which implies
the fidelity and the required time of F ≈ 86.2 % and τ ≈ 0.11μs for our system,
respectively. If the CQED parameters (g, κ, γ ) = 2π × (23.9, 2.6, 2.6)MHz in our
lab are chosen [42,43], then F ≈ 94.3% and τ ≈ 2.9μs. Therefore, our scheme is
feasible based on the current technologies.

5 Generalization for the entanglement of two atomic ensembles

In this section, we show that our proposal can be easily generalized to entangle
two atomic ensembles in two coupled cavities. Each ensemble possesses n1 and n2
�-type atoms and is trapped in one of the two coupled cavities similar to that described
in Sect. 3. The atomic transition is also shown in Fig. 1. In this case, the Hamiltonian
for the total system, in the interaction picture, can also be expressed as
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HI =
2∑

k=1

nk∑
l=1

(�kl |e〉kl 〈g1| + gkl |e〉kl 〈g2| ak)+ νa+
1 a2 + H.c. (24)

Initially, the first ensembles is prepared in the Dicke state |1, 0, n1 − 1〉1, where

|1, 0, n1 − 1〉1 = 1√
n1

n1∑
k=1

|g2g2 . . . g1 . . . g2〉12...k...n1
, (25)

meaning that there is only one atom in the ground state |g1〉, no atoms in the excited
state |e〉, and n1 − 1 atoms in the ground state |g2〉. While the second ensemble is
initially cooled to |0, 0, n2〉2 and the two cavities both in the vacuum state |0〉. Thus
the initial system state is

|S (0)〉 = |1, 0, n1 − 1〉1 |0, 0, n2〉2 |0〉C1
|0〉C2 = |1, 0, n1 − 1〉 |0, 0, n2〉 |00〉.

(26)

In the closed subspace

∣∣ξ ′
1

〉 = |1, 0, n1 − 1〉 |0, 0, n2〉 |00〉, ∣∣ξ ′
2

〉 = |0, 1, n1 − 1〉 |0, 0, n2〉 |00〉,∣∣ξ ′
3

〉 = |0, 0, n1〉 |0, 0, n2〉 |10〉, ∣∣ξ ′
4

〉 = |0, 0, n1〉 |0, 0, n2〉 |01〉,∣∣ξ ′
5

〉 = |0, 0, n1〉 |0, 1, n2 − 1〉 |00〉, ∣∣ξ ′
6

〉 = |0, 0, n1〉 |1, 0, n2 − 1〉 |00〉, (27)

the Hamiltonian in Eq. (24) can also be written in the form described in Eq. (9) with

collective Rabi frequency �k =
√∑nk

l=1�
2
kl/nk and collective atom-cavity coupling

rate gk =
√∑nk

l=1 g2
kl . Thus, we can entangle these two atomic ensembles via VE

and QZD as long the collective Rabi frequencies and collective atom-coupling rates
satisfy the conditions described in Eqs. (12) and (17).

6 Conclusions

In summary, we have presented a scheme for robust atomic entanglement generation
with three-level atoms trapped in two coupled cavities. Different from the previous
schemes, this scheme is based on virtual excitations and QZD. The transition between
one ground state and excited state is driven by weak lasers while another atomic tran-
sition is resonantly coupled to cavities. In addition, the excited states and cavities are
all virtually excited in the whole procedure, which makes the scheme robust against
atomic and cavity decays. We have analyzed the influence of spontaneous emission,
photon losses and the imperfection of the initial atom state on the performance of the
entanglement state preparation which shows that our proposal is quite feasible based
on current technologies.

123

Author's personal copy



Robust atomic entanglement in two coupled cavities 503

Acknowledgments This work was supported by the State Basic Key Research Program of China (Grant
No. 2012CB921601), China National Funds for Distinguished Young Scientists (Grant No. 11125418), the
National Natural Science Foundation of China (Grant Nos. 10974125, 61121064 and 61078051) and the
Educational Committee of Fujian Province, China (Grant No. JA09041).

References

1. Bennett, C.H., Brassard, G., Crépeau, C., Jozsa, R., Peres, A., Wootters, W.K.: Teleporting an
unknown quantum state via dual classical and Einstein-Podolsky-Rosen channels. Phys. Rev.
Lett. 70, 1895 (1993)

2. Hillery, M., Bužek, V., Berthiaume, A.: Quantum secret sharing. Phys. Rev. A 59, 1829 (1999)
3. Einstein, A., Podolsky, B., Rosen, N.: Can quantum-mechanical description of physical reality be

considered complete?. Phys. Rev. 47, 777 (1935)
4. Raimond, J.M., Brune, M., Haroche, S.: Manipulating quantum entanglement with atoms and photons

in a cavity. Rev. Mod. Phys. 73, 565 (2001)
5. Cirac, J.I., Zoller, P.: New Frontiers in quantum information with atoms and ions. Phys.

Today 57, 38 (2004)
6. Kimble, H.J.: The quantum internet. Nature 453, 1023 (2008)
7. Schneider, C., Heindel, T., Huggenberger, A., Weinmann, P., Kistner, C., Kamp, M., Reitzenstein, S.,

Höfling, S., Forchel, A.: Single photon emission from a site-controlled quantum dot-micropillar cavity
system. Appl. Phys. Lett. 94, 111111 (2009)

8. Hartmann, M.J., Brandão, F.G.S.L., Plenio, M.B.: Strongly interacting polaritons in coupled arrays of
cavities. Nat. Phys. 2, 849 (2006)

9. Hartmann, M.J., Brandão, F.G.S.L., Plenio, M.B.: Laser Photon. Rev. 2, 527 (2008)
10. Lin, G.W., Zou, X.B., Lin, X.M., Guo, G.C.: Scalable, high-speed one-way quantum computer in

coupled-cavity arrays. Appl. Phys. Lett. 95, 224102 (2009)
11. Zhang, K., Li, Z.Y.: Transfer behavior of quantum states between atoms in photonic crystal coupled

cavities. Phys. Rev. A 81, 033843 (2010)
12. Notomi, M., Kuramochi, E., Tanabe, T.: Large-scale arrays of ultrahigh-Q coupled nanocavities. Nat.

Photon. 2, 741 (2008)
13. Lamata, L., García-Ripoll, J.J., Cirac, J.I.: How much entanglement can be generated between two

atoms by detecting photons?. Phys. Rev. Lett. 98, 010502 (2007)
14. Hammerer, K., Sørensen, A.S., Polzik, E.S.: Quantum interface between light and atomic ensem-

bles. Rev. Mod. Phys. 82, 1041 (2010)
15. Zheng, S.B., Guo, G.C.: Efficient scheme for two-atom entanglement and quantum information pro-

cessing in cavity QED. Phys. Rev. Lett. 85, 2392 (2000)
16. Boradjiv, I.I., Vitanov, N.V.: Stimulated Raman adiabatic passage with unequal couplings: beyond

two-photon resonance. Phys. Rev. A 81, 053415 (2010)
17. Li, Y.L., Fang, M.F., Xiao, X., Zeng, K., Wu, C.: Greenberger–Horne–Zeilinger state generation of

three atoms trapped in two remote cavities. J. Phys. B: At. Mol. Opt. Phys. 43, 085501 (2010)
18. von Neumann, J.: Die Mathematische Grundlagen der Quantenmechanik. Springer, Berlin (1932)

[English translation by Beyer, E.T.: Mathematical Foundation of Quantum Mechanics. Princeton Uni-
versity Press, Princeton (1955)]

19. Misra, B., Sudarshan, E.C.G.: The Zeno’s paradox in quantum theory. J. Math. Phys. 18, 756 (1977)
20. Itano, W.M., Heinzen, D.J., Bollinger, J.J., Wineland, D.J.: Quantum Zeno effect. Phys. Rev.

A 41, 2295 (1990)
21. Kwiat, P., Weinfurter, H., Herzog, T., Zeilinger, A.: Interaction-free measurement. Phys. Rev.

Lett. 74, 4763 (1995)
22. Streed, E.W., Mun, J., Boyd, M., Gretchen, K., Campbell, G.K., Medley, P., Ketterle, W., Pritchard,

D.E.: Continuous and pulsed quantum Zeno effect. Phys. Rev. Lett. 97, 260402 (2006)
23. Bernu, J., Deléglise, S., Sayrin, C., Kuhr, S., Dotsenko, I., Brune, M., Raimond, J.M.,

Haroche, S.: Freezing coherent field growth in a cavity by the quantum Zeno effect. Phys. Rev.
Lett. 101, 180402 (2008)

24. Wang, X.B., You, J.Q., Nori, F.: Quantum entanglement via two-qubit quantum Zeno dynamics. Phys.
Rev. A 77, 062339 (2008)

123

Author's personal copy



504 R.-C. Yang et al.

25. Facchi, P., Gorini, V., Marmo, G., Pascazio, S., Sudarshan, E.C.G.: Quantum Zeno dynamics. Phys.
Lett. A 275, 12 (2000)

26. Facchi, P., Pascazio, S.: Quantum Zeno subspaces. Phys. Rev. Lett. 89, 080401 (2002)
27. Franson, J.D., Pittman, T.B., Jacobs, B.C.: Zeno logic gates using microcavities. J. Opt. Soc. Am.

B 24, 209 (2007)
28. Shao, X.Q., Wang, H.F., Chen, L., Zhang, S., Zhao, Y.F., Yeon, K.H.: Distributed CNOT gate via

quantum Zeno dynamics. J. Opt. Soc. Am. B 26, 2440 (2009)
29. Huang, Y.P., Moore, M.G.: Interaction- and measurement-free quantum Zeno gates for universal com-

putation with single-atom and single-photon qubits. Phys. Rev. A 77, 062332 (2008)
30. Shao, X.Q., Wang, H.F., Chen, L., Zhang, S., Zhao, Y.F., Yeon, K.H.: Converting two-atom singlet

state into three-atom singlet state via quantum Zeno dynamics. New J. Phys. 12, 023040 (2010)
31. Wang, B., Han, Y.X., Xiao, J.T., Yang, X.D., Zhang, C.H., Wang, H., Xiao, M., Peng, K.C.: Preparation

and determination of spin-polarized states in multi-Zeeman-sublevel atoms. Phys. Rev. A 75, 051801
(R) (2007)

32. Li, S.J., Xu, Z.X., Zheng, H.Y., Zhao, X.B., Wu, Y.L., Wang, H., Xie, C.D., Peng, K.C.: Coher-
ent manipulation of spin-wave vector for polarization of photons in an atomic ensemble. Phys. Rev.
A 84, 043430 (2009)

33. Cho, J., Angelakis, D.G., Bose, S.: Heralded generation of entanglement with coupled cavities. Phys.
Rev. A 78, 022323 (2008)

34. Zhang, P.F., Li, G., Zhang, Y.C., Guo, Y.Q., Wang, J.M., Zhang, T.C.: Light-induced atom desorption
for cesium loading of a magneto-optical trap: analysis and experimental investigations. Phys. Rev.
A 80, 053420 (2009)

35. Facchil, P., Pascazio, S.: Quantum Zeno dynamics: mathematical and physical aspects. J. Phys. A
Math. Theor. 41, 493001 (2008)

36. Lvovsky, A.I., Sanders, B.C., Tittel, W.: Optical quantum memory. Nat. Photon. 3, 706 (2009)
37. Spillane, S.M., Kippenberg, T.J., Vahala, K.J., Goh, K.W., Wilcut, E., Kimble, H.J.: Ultrahigh-Q toroi-

dal microresonators for cavity quantum electrodynamics. Phys. Rev. A 71, 013817 (2005)
38. Armani, D.K., Kippenberg, T.J., Spillane, S.M., Vahala, K.J.: Ultra-high-Q toroid microcavity on a

chip. Nature 421, 925 (2003)
39. Nayak, K.P., Hakuta, K.: Single atoms on an optical nanofibre. New J. Phys. 10, 053003 (2008)
40. Nayak, K.P., Kien, F.L., Morinaga, M., Hakuta, K.: Antibunching and bunching of photons in

resonance fluorescence from a few atoms into guided modes of an optical nanofiber. Phys. Rev.
A 79, 021801(R) (2009)

41. Alton, D.J., Stern, N.P., Aoki, T., Lee, H., Ostby, E., Vahala, K.J., Kimble, H.J.: Strong interactions of
single atoms and photons near a dielectric boundary. Nat. Phys. 7, 159 (2011)

42. Zhang, P.F., Guo, Y.Q., Li, Z.H., Zhang, Y.C., Zhang, Y.F., Du, J.J., Li, G., Wang, J.M., Zhang, T.C.:
Temperature determination of the cold atoms based on single atom countings, J. Opt. Soc. Am. B 28,
667 (2011)

43. Zhang, P.F., Guo, Y.Q., Li, Z.H., Zhang, Y.C., Zhang, Y.F., Du, J.J., Li, G., Wang, J.M., Zhang, T.C.:
Elimination of degenerate trajectory of single atom strongly coupled to the tilted cavity TEM10 mode,
Phys. Rev. A 83, 031804(R) (2011)

123

Author's personal copy


	Robust atomic entanglement in two coupled cavities via virtual excitations and quantum Zeno dynamics
	Abstract
	1 Introduction
	2 QZD
	3 Atomic entanglement generation for two Λ-type atoms via VE and QZD
	4 Discussion
	5 Generalization for the entanglement of two atomic ensembles
	6 Conclusions
	Acknowledgments
	References


