
Citation: Tang, S.; Jiang, X.; Wang, X.;

Zhao, X. Implementation of Photonic

Phase Gate and Squeezed States via a

Two-Level Atom and Bimodal Cavity.

Photonics 2022, 9, 583. https://

doi.org/10.3390/photonics9080583

Received: 4 August 2022

Accepted: 15 August 2022

Published: 18 August 2022

Publisher’s Note: MDPI stays neutral

with regard to jurisdictional claims in

published maps and institutional affil-

iations.

Copyright: © 2022 by the authors.

Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland.

This article is an open access article

distributed under the terms and

conditions of the Creative Commons

Attribution (CC BY) license (https://

creativecommons.org/licenses/by/

4.0/).

photonics
hv

Article

Implementation of Photonic Phase Gate and Squeezed States
via a Two-Level Atom and Bimodal Cavity
Shiqing Tang 1,2, Xi Jiang 1, Xinwen Wang 1,2,* and Xingdong Zhao 3

1 College of Physics and Electronic Engineering, Hengyang Normal University, Hengyang 421002, China
2 Key Laboratory of Low-Dimensional Quantum Structures and Quantum Control of Ministry of Education,

Hunan Normal University, Changsha 410081, China
3 School of Physics, Henan Normal University, Xinxiang 453000, China
* Correspondence: xwwang@hynu.edu.cn

Abstract: We propose a theoretical model for realizing a photonic two-qubit phase gate in cavity
QED using a one-step process. The fidelity and probability of success of the conditional quantum
phase gate is very high in the presence of cavity decay. Our scheme only employs one two-level
atom, and thus is much simpler than other schemes involving multi-level atoms. This proposal can
also be applied to generate two-mode squeezed states; therefore, we give three examples, i.e., the
two-mode squeezed vacuum state, two-mode squeezed odd coherent state, and two-mode squeezed
even coherent state, to estimate the variance of Duan’s criterion when taking into account cavity
decay. It is shown that the variance is smaller than 2 for the three squeezed states in most cases.
Furthermore, we utilize logarithmic negativity to measure the entanglement, and find that these
squeezed states have very high degrees of entanglement.

Keywords: bimodal cavity; two-level atom; phase gate; squeezed state; one-step

1. Introduction

The process of quantum information processing is a series of unitary evolutions of
quantum states encoded as quantum information. A quantum logic gate is a kind of unitary
transformation that operates on qubits, which can control and manipulate the evolution of
quantum states. It can be represented by the unitary operator U, i.e., it evolves one quantum
state into another. Thus, the input quantum states and the output quantum states are related
by the unitary evolution operator U. The manipulation of quantum states is achieved by
the rational construction of the evolution matrix U. According to the requirements of the
quantum algorithm, the unitary transformation called “quantum logic gate operation” is a
manually controlled quantum physical evolution process with the input state as the initial
state. The time evolution of quantum states is determined by the Schrödinger equation of
quantum mechanics. Therefore, people naturally think it a feasible way of realizing the
desired quantum logic gate by finding an appropriate Hamiltonian, so that the system
evolves to the desired quantum state by a specific unitary transformation.

It is well known that universal quantum computation can be achieved by cascading
quantum phase gates and single-qubit gates, since any unitary transformation can be
decomposed into these elementary gates. Controlled phase gates play an important role
in quantum information processing [1–4]. The effect of the two-qubit controlled phase
gate causes the phase to flip when two qubits are in the target state [5,6]. Various theoret-
ical schemes have been proposed to realize controlled phase gates based on cavity QED
technology [7–16]. According to different information carriers, these phase gates can be
divided into three categories. The first category encodes quantum information in atoms
by using dynamic evolution or adiabatic evolution, with which two-qubit phase gates
can be implemented. Meanwhile, excellent schemes have also been proposed to realize
controlled phase gates of N ofqubits [1–5]. The second category is hybrid encoding, where
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quantum information is encoded in both cavity fields and atoms. This type of two-qubit
controlled phase gate can be realized by a Raman transition and subsequently generalized
to a three-qubit controlled phase gate (encoded by two cavity fields and an atom) [4]. The
third category encodes quantum information in two nondegenerate cavity fields [17–22].
Solano proposed a scheme to realize this kind of controlled phase gate using Ξ-position
atoms, but this scheme ignores the Stark shift term of the whole system Hamiltonian [18].
Recently, gate operations have been realized in V-type [20], Λ-type [21] and Ξ-type [22]
atoms by precisely choosing the interaction time and the amount of frequency detuning
between the single atom and the cavity field [23,24].

It is well known that the quantum states are the carrier of quantum information,
and quantum information processing [25–30] is the manipulation of quantum states in
the final analysis. Therefore, many methods for preparing quantum states have been
proposed [31–40]. For example, two-mode squeezed states are of crucial importance for
quantum communication [41] and nonlocality tests [42] with continuous variable states.
Recently, entangled squeezed states of two electromagnetic field modes were used for the
teleportation of quantum states with continuous variables [43]. Similar to the implementa-
tion of quantum logic gates, preparation of the quantum state is performed to manipulate
the transformation or evolution of the qubits in the quantum system, while controlling the
evolution of the quantum qubit state is performed to find and manipulate the Hamiltonian
that is able to realize the interaction between the quantum qubit and the external field,
and thus the goal of the target state can achieve by adjusting the system parameters and
selecting the appropriate interaction time. In particular, the squeezed vacuum state can
be obtained by applying the squeezed operator on the vacuum state, and the squeezed
operator is determined by the Hamiltonian of light–matter interaction.

In this paper, we construct a theoretical model, inspired by the above-mentioned
works, to implement a conditional quantum phase gate operation and prepare two-mode
squeezed states using one two-level atom simultaneously interacting with two-mode
cavity fields. Our proposal has the following distinct advantages: (i) Our scheme only
employs one two-level atom, and is thus easier to implement than the aforementioned
proposals involving multi-level atoms. (ii) The scheme can also be applied to generate
two-mode squeezed states with very high degrees of entanglement. (iii) The fidelity and
success probability of the conditional quantum phase gate is very high in the presence of
cavity dissipation.

2. The Model and Effective Hamiltonian

In the following, we will show how to engineer frequency down-conversion interaction
by considering the physical model of a two-level atom interacting with two cavity modes
and driven additionally by one external classical field. The character of the frequency down-
conversion-type coupling between two cavity modes is that the creation of one photon
in mode 1 is accompanied by the creation of one photon in mode 2, and vice versa [24].
The interaction is associated with a parametric amplifier, which can be used directly to
generate a two-mode squeezed state. Our scheme is different from other schemes in two
respects. First, in previous schemes, the internal state of the atom is used as one qubit,
and the internal state of the cavity field is used as another qubit, but the experimental
implementation of typical quantum algorithms generally requires two qubits to be in the
same information carrier. In our scheme, the |0〉 and |1〉 photon states of two different
polarization modes of the radiation field in the cavity are regarded as two qubits. Second,
the required frequency down-conversion can be implemented by only a two-level atom
interacting with the bimodal cavity, and thus is much simpler than other schemes involving
multi-level atoms.
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As shown in Figure 1, we consider one two-level atom simultaneously interacting with
two cavity modes and driven by one classical field. The cavity modes are coupled to the
transition |g〉 → |e〉 and gj is the coupling strength between the atom and the j-th cavity
mode (j = 1, 2). aj (aj

†) is used to denote the creation (annihilation) operator of photons in
the j-th cavity mode, and ωj is utilized to describe the eigenfrequency of the corresponding
cavity mode. The two-level atom also interacts with an external classical field with Rabi
frequency Ω. Without cavity decay, the Hamiltonian of the system under the rotating wave
approximation is described by (assuming } = 1).

H = H0 + HI (1)

with

H0 =
ω0

2
(|e〉〈e| − |g〉〈g|) +

2

∑
j=1

ωjaj
†aj (2)

Hint = Ω
(
|e〉〈g|e−iω0t + |g〉〈e|eiω0t

)
+

2

∑
j=1

gj

(
aj|e〉〈g|+ a†

j |g〉〈e|
)

(3)

For simplicity, we assume that gj, ωj and Ω are real numbers. Then, the Hamiltonian
describing the atom–field interaction in the interaction picture is given by

HI = Ω(|e〉〈g|+ |g〉〈e|) +
2

∑
j=1

gj

(
aje
−i∆jt|e〉〈g|+ a†

j ei∆jt|g〉〈e|
)

(4)

where ∆j is the detuning of the cavity modes with the atomic transition frequency. Introduc-
ing the new atomic basis |+〉 = 1√

2
(|g〉+ |e〉),|−〉 = 1√

2
(|g〉 − |e〉) [44–51], we can rewrite

the Hamiltonian HI as

HI = Ωσz +
2

∑
j=1

[
gjaje

−i∆jt
(
σz + σ+ − σ−

)
+ gja†

j ei∆jt
(
σz + σ− − σ+

)]
(5)

where σz = |+〉〈+| − |−〉〈−|, σ+ = |+〉〈−|,σ− = |−〉〈+|. Performing a unitary transfor-
mation U = exp(−iΩσzt) on this Hamiltonian and applying the formula
H′I = U† HIU − i dU†

dt U, we can obtain a Hamiltonian with the following form:

H′I =

[
2

∑
j=1

gj

2
aje
−i∆jt

(
σz + e2iΩtσ+ − e−2iΩtσ−

)]
+ H.c. (6)

This Hamiltonian presents fast oscillating time dependence, which allows us to ap-
ply the effective Hamiltonian approach proposed in Ref. [52] to simplify it. By setting
∆1 + δ− ∆2 = 0 and ∆1 � δ, we can neglect the term δ in the denominator. Considering
the large detuning limit, i.e., ∆ ∼ Ω � g1,g2 and 2Ω + ∆1 � 2Ω− ∆1, these terms like
g1a1
∆1

, g1a1
2Ω+∆ , etc., can be ignored. At the same time, under the condition of the rotating

wave approximation, the high frequency rapid oscillating terms can be neglected [44–48].

This leads to an effective Hamiltonian with ε = 2Ω− ∆1, ϑj =
g2

j
4ε , (j = 1, 2) and ζ = g1g2

4ε
as follows:

He f f = ϑ1

(
a†

1a1σz + σ+σ−
)
+ ϑ2

(
a†

2a2σz + σ−σ+
)
− σz

(
ζeiδta1a2 + H.c.

)
(7)
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Here, we assume that the atom is initially in the state |−〉; then, the atomic state remains
unchanged and the cavity field state is decoupled with the atomic part. To further simplify
the dynamics of the system, we have to make further approximations. Performing the unitary
transformation U = exp(∑2

j=1−iϑja†
j ajt), a new Hamiltonian H′e f f = U† He f f U− i dU†

dt U can
be obtained. Adjust the parameter appropriately ϑ1 + ϑ2 − δ = 0, so that the Hamiltonian is
finally simplified to [50,51]

H′e f f = ζa1a2 + H.c. (8)

This is a Hamiltonian of frequency down-conversion between two cavity modes,
which has a wide range of applications in quantum optics and quantum information.
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Figure 1. Experimental setup. One atom is localized in the optical cavity, with one two-level atom
simultaneously interacting with two cavity modes (ω1, ω2 ) and driven by one classical field (Ω ); κ1

and κ2 are the cavity decay coefficients.

3. Two-Qubit Phase Gate and Fidelity Analysis

We can now consider how to realize a two-qubit photonic phase gate. Our scheme
uses cavity fields as the quantum memory, and quantum information is transferred directly
in the cavity modes. Let us substitute the effective Hamiltonian of the system into the
Schrödinger equation:

i
∂

∂t
|Ψ(t) > = H′e f f |Ψ(t) > (9)

We assume that the computational basis states are encoded on vacuum and single-
photon states {|01, 02〉, |01, 12〉, |11, 02〉, |11, 12〉}. It is obvious that once one cavity mode is
initially in the vacuum state, the atom–cavity system does not experience any dynamical
evolution, since H′e f f |01, α2〉 = |01, α2〉, ( α ∈ 0, 1) and H′e f f |11, 02〉 = |11, 02〉. In other
words, we only need to consider the temporal evolution of the initial system state |11, 12〉.
After solving the Schrödinger equation, we obtain the temporal evolution:
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ψ(t) = cosζt|11, 12〉 − isinζt|01, 02〉 (10)

when the interaction time is taken as ζt = π, the system returns to the target state with
additional phase shift π. As a whole, we have

|01, 02〉 → |01, 02〉
|01, 12〉 → |01, 12〉
|11, 02〉 → |11, 02〉
|11, 12〉 → −|11, 12〉

(11)

The form of Equation (11) can be considered as a two-qubit quantum phase gate
operation. This quantum gate implies that if and only if both qubits are in the state |1>,
there will accumulate a global phase π. Figure 2 shows the simple procedure for a two-qubit
quantum logic gate implementation process.
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Figure 2. The procedure diagram for a two-qubit quantum logic gate protocol using effective
Hamiltonian (8).

The above analysis is carried out without cavity decay. Next, we consider the de-
coherence effect of the system. When considering the decay of the cavity, the master
equation of the system is described by dρ

dt = −i[H, ρ] + κ
2 ∑2

j=1

(
2ajρa†

j − a†
j ajρ− ρa†

j aj

)
,

and κ1 = κ2 = κ are the cavity decay coefficients. To check the validity of the scheme,
we give the evolution of the system and the fidelity of the gate operation by using the
numerical calculation. The fidelity is given by:

F ≡ |〈Ψout|Ψideal〉|2 (12)

where |Ψout〉 is the actual output state under dissipation according to the master equation,
and |Ψideal〉 is the output state of an ideal system without decay. For the initial state of the
system |Ψ0〉 = (|0〉1 + |1〉1)(|0〉2 + |1〉2)/2, we plot the fidelity of the two-qubit phase gate
vs. κ/ζ, as shown in Figure 3a. From that, it can be seen that the gate fidelity monotonically
drops when κ/ζ grows during the gate implementation. However, the fidelity is still greater
than 98% when κ/ζ is lower than 0.1. Meanwhile, cavity decay plays an important role
in the dissipative channel during the gate implementation. The outcome of the numerical
calculation P = 1− 〈Ψout|Ψout〉 on the photon loss after a full gate operation is shown in
Figure 3b. It can be observed that the photon loss is proportional to κ/ζ when g1 = g2 = g.
In addition, the photon loss of the cavity is not serious under the condition of slight strong
coupling. Figure 3b shows the probability of successful realization of a photonic two-qubit
phase gate, which monotonically decreases as the decay coefficients of the cavity and
atom increase.
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We now discuss the effect of some imperfections in the experiment. First, the coupling
strength g in the optical cavity is not a constant in the current technique, because the
coupling strength depends on the position of the atom in the cavity mode volume [21],
while it is very difficult to precisely manipulate atoms in the experiment. Considering
the unavoidable deviation of g by the value δg, that is, g′ = δg + g [21], Figure 4a shows
the gate fidelity as a function of δg/g. We can see that when δg is not too large, the gate
fidelity can be higher than 0.99, although it decreases with increasing δg. Second, in order to
perfectly implement the quantum phase gate, the interaction time of the atom with cavity
modes must be precisely controlled. In the experiment, fluctuations of parameters will
induce some imperfections in the quantum gate. Here, we resort to the master equation
to estimate the fidelity when taking into account the fluctuation of the interaction time.
Assuming that interaction time t has a deviation of δt with respect to the ideal value owing
to the velocity fluctuation of the atom [23], Figure 4b plots the fidelity as a function of the
parameter δt/t. It can be observed that under relatively small fluctuations in interaction
time, the fidelity is still very close to unity. When the fluctuation in interaction time δt/t is
smaller than 20%, the fidelity is still larger than 99.6%.
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(a) and deviation of t by the value δt (b), where the other parameters are chosen to be the same as
those in Figure 3.

4. Generation of Two-Mode Squeezed States and Entanglement Analysis

In this section, we present an alternative scheme for the deterministic generation of
two-mode squeezed states in the aforementioned bimodal cavity QED system, with resort
to the effective Hamiltonian. If the atom is initially in the state |−〉, it will remain in the
state |−〉, and the cavity field state is decoupled with the atomic part. In this case, the
effective Hamiltonian describing the evolution of the cavity field is H′e f f = (ζa1a2 + H.c.).
The evolution of the cavity field is given by the squeeze operator:

S(ς) = eςa†
1 a†

2−ς∗a1a2 (13)

Where the squeezed parameter is given by ς = iζt, with t being the interaction time.
It should be noted that the squeezing is produced on any initial cavity state. If the cavity
field is initially in the vacuum state, the squeezed vacuum state is obtained. On the other
hand, for the initial coherent state, the squeezed coherent state is produced. Therefore,
we give three examples, i.e., the two-mode squeezed vacuum state, two-mode squeezed
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odd coherent state, and two-mode squeezed even coherent state, to estimate the variance
of Duan’s criterion and apply the latest favored logarithmic negativity to analyze the
entangled property.

As usual, we first introduce the two quadrature components u = Xα + Pα, v = Xα− Pα

with Xα = αe−iθ+α†eiθ
√

2
, Pα = αe−iθ−α†eiθ

√
2i

,(α = a1, a2) and build the squeezing or entanglement
criterion. The parameter θ refers to the squeezing direction. This criterion for inseparability
was developed by Duan et al., which provides a sufficient condition for the entanglement
of any bipartite continuous-variable system. If a state is not separable, the uncertainties
in a pair of EPR-like operators Xα, Pα satisfy the following equation (variance V will less
than 2) [53]:

V =
〈
(∆u)2 + (∆v)2

〉
(14)

To quantify the squeezing with experimentally attainable parameters, we perform a
direct numerical calculation while taking into account the decay of the cavity modes. It
has been shown that the variance V is always smaller than 2 for an entangled two-mode
state [52]. In the numerical calculation, we assume that the system is initially prepared
in the state |01, 02〉. In Figure 5a, the steady-state variances versus squeezed strength r
are plotted, where the solid, dash-dotted, and dashed lines represent, respectively, the
situations of the ideal squeezed vacuum κ = 0, κ = 0.05ζ and κ = 0.1ζ. For κ = 0.1ζ, it can
be observed that the variance V deviates slightly from that of the ideal case. It has been
shown that the variance V is always smaller than 2 for an entangled two-mode state.

As mentioned above, Equation (13) is a two-mode squeezed operator that can produce
two-mode squeezing on any initial field state. Now, we present the following two cases to
estimate the variance V for the initial state |ψ(0)〉 = N±(|α1, α2〉 ± |−α1,−α2〉), where N±
represents the normalized coefficients. It can be seen that the variance (dash-dotted line or
dashed line) has almost no divergence from the ideal case (solid line) for the initial odd
coherent state, as shown in Figure 5b, when taking into account the dissipation. For the
initial even coherent state, it can be seen from Figure 5c that the deviation of the variance V
between the decay and ideal cases increases as the decay rises. That is to say, cavity decay
plays a dominant role in the dissipative channel.

Next, in order to further reveal the relationship between squeezing and entanglement,
we turn to quantifying entanglement between the two modes. Because the entanglement of
quantum states is a key topic in the study of quantum information, it has a great influence on
the application of quantum information processing. For example, the two-mode squeezed
vacuum state is a typical entangled state with continuous variables. There are many ways
to measure entanglement. One common way to characterize the entanglement properties
of a two-mode Gauss quantum state is to use logarithmic negativity, which is a single-
valued function of the degree of entanglement. It can be expressed in a very concise way,
and the calculation is greatly simplified. In particular, if the two modes are separable,
the logarithmic negativity EN = 0. If the two modes are in a Bell state, EN = 1. For
the entanglement of high dimensions, such as the entanglement of continuous variables,
logarithmic negativity can be greater than 1. The logarithmic negativity EN is defined as
EN = max[0,−ln(2η)] as described in [54–56].

η =
1√
2

√
Σ−

√
Σ2 − 4detσ (15)

where Σ = detA + detB − 2detC. Here, σ is the reduced 4 × 4 covariance matrix with

the elements
⇀
` = {X1, P1, X2, P2} and σmn = `m`n + `n`m/2 ( m, n ∈ 1, 2, 3, 4). The 2 × 2

matrices A, B, and C are defined according to the following matrix blocks:

σ =

(
A C

CT B

)
(16)
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The curves of logarithmic negativity versus squeezing coefficient for the dynamic
states of the aforementioned system are displayed in Figure 6. For the squeezed vacuum
state, it can be observed that the degree of entanglement increases linearly with increasing
squeezing coefficient. However, for the squeezed odd coherent state, it does not exhibit
entanglement properties when the squeezing coefficient is small, i.e., r < 0.28. After a
certain degree of squeezing is reached, the entanglement begins to rise linearly with
increasing squeezing coefficient. Furthermore, the logarithmic negativity of the squeezed
even coherent state is the same as that of the squeezed vacuum state. From Figure 6,
these three final states after the action of the two-mode squeezed operator (Equation (13))
become highly entangled states when the squeezing coefficient is greater than 1. Comparing
Figures 5 and 6, it can be observed that entanglement of the three squeezed states exists
in most cases. For the two-mode squeezed odd coherent state, the difference is that the
logarithmic negative value is greater than 0 when r > 0.28, while the entanglement measured
by the covariance exists only under the condition r > 0.35.
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5. Conclusions

In summary, we considered a cavity QED scheme to realize a conditional quantum
phase gate operation using one two-level atom simultaneously interacting with two modes
of a cavity. In the scheme, a two-qubit phase gate can be implemented in one step, and
the fidelity and success probability can maintain an ultrahigh level in the presence of
cavity dissipation. The scheme can also be extended to realize two-mode squeezed states.
The variance of Duan’s criterion and logarithmic negativity showed that the generated
squeezed state has a very high degree of entanglement.
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20. García-Maraver, R.; Corbalán, R.; Eckert, K.; Rebić, S.; Artoni, M.; Mompart, J. Cavity QED quantum phase gates for a single

longitudinal mode of the intracavity field. Phys. Rev. A 2004, 70, 062324. [CrossRef]
21. Shu, J.; Zou, X.-B.; Xiao, Y.-F.; Guo, G.-C. Quantum phase gate of photonic qubits in a cavity QED system. Phys. Rev. A 2007, 75,

044302. [CrossRef]
22. Cai, J.-W.; Fang, M.-F.; Zheng, X.-J.; Liao, X.-P. A scheme for a conditional quantum phase gate using a bimodal cavity and a

ladder-type three-level atom. J. Mod. Opt. 2006, 53, 2803–2810. [CrossRef]
23. Li, P.; Gu, Y.; Gong, Q.; Guo, G. Generation of two-mode entanglement between separated cavities. J. Opt. Soc. Am. B 2008, 26,

189–193. [CrossRef]
24. Shao, X.-Q.; Chen, L.; Zhang, S. One-step implementation of a swap gate with coherent-state qubits via atomic ensemble large

detuning interaction with two-mode cavity quantum electrodynamics. J. Phys. B At. Mol. Opt. Phys. 2008, 41, 245502. [CrossRef]
25. Shao, X.-Q.; Zhu, A.-D.; Zhang, S.; Chung, J.-S.; Yeon, K.-H. Efficient scheme for implementing anN-qubit Toffoli gate by a single

resonant interaction with cavity quantum electrodynamics. Phys. Rev. A 2007, 75, 034307. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.75.054303
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.71.062335
http://doi.org/10.1063/1.3117235
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.75.064301
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.74.044303
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.104.043702
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11082-020-02685-y
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.physleta.2020.127033
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.120501
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.101.042314
http://doi.org/10.1364/OE.376914
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32403685
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11128-019-2498-9
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.105.013701
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11128-018-1979-6
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11082-016-0717-5
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.77.012329
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.64.024304
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.68.033820
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.70.062324
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.75.044302
http://doi.org/10.1080/09500340600842575
http://doi.org/10.1364/JOSAB.26.000189
http://doi.org/10.1088/0953-4075/41/24/245502
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.75.034307


Photonics 2022, 9, 583 12 of 12

26. Su, S.L.; Shen, H.Z.; Liang, E.; Zhang, S. One-step construction of the multiple-qubit Rydberg controlled-phase gate. Phys. Rev. A
2018, 98, 032306. [CrossRef]

27. Su, S.-L.; Gao, Y.; Liang, E.; Zhang, S. Fast Rydberg antiblockade regime and its applications in quantum logic gates. Phys. Rev. A
2017, 95, 022319. [CrossRef]

28. Su, S.L.; Liang, E.; Zhang, S.; Wen, J.J.; Sun, L.L.; Jin, Z.; Zhu, A.D. One-step implementation of the Ry-dberg-Rydberg-interaction
gate. Phys. Rev. A 2016, 93, 012306. [CrossRef]

29. Kang, Y.-H.; Shi, Z.-C.; Song, J.; Xia, Y. Heralded atomic nonadiabatic holonomic quantum computation with Rydberg blockade.
Phys. Rev. A 2020, 102, 022617. [CrossRef]

30. Kang, Y.-H.; Shi, Z.-C.; Huang, B.-H.; Song, J.; Xia, Y. Flexible scheme for the implementation of nonadiabatic geometric quantum
computation. Phys. Rev. A 2020, 101, 032322. [CrossRef]

31. Su, S.-L.; Guo, F.-Q.; Tian, L.; Zhu, X.-Y.; Yan, L.-L.; Liang, E.-J.; Feng, M. Nondestructive Rydberg parity meter and its applications.
Phys. Rev. A 2020, 101, 012347. [CrossRef]

32. Zheng, R.-H.; Kang, Y.-H.; Su, S.-L.; Song, J.; Xia, Y. Robust and high-fidelity nondestructive Rydberg parity meter. Phys. Rev. A
2020, 102, 012609. [CrossRef]

33. Zheng, R.-H.; Xiao, Y.; Su, S.-L.; Chen, Y.-H.; Shi, Z.-C.; Song, J.; Xia, Y.; Zheng, S.-B. Fast and dephasing-tolerant preparation of
steady Knill-Laflamme-Milburn states via dissipative Rydberg pumping. Phys. Rev. A 2021, 103, 052402. [CrossRef]

34. Li, D.X.; Shao, X.Q. Directional quantum state transfer in a dissipative Rydberg-atom-cavity system. Phys. Rev. A 2019, 99, 032348.
[CrossRef]

35. Li, D.-X.; Shao, X.; Wu, J.-H.; Yi, X.X. Dissipation-induced W state in a Rydberg-atom-cavity system. Opt. Lett. 2018, 43, 1639–1642.
[CrossRef]

36. Li, D.-X.; Shao, X.; Wu, J.-H.; Yi, X.X. Engineering steady-state entanglement via dissipation and quantum Zeno dynamics in an
optical cavity. Opt. Lett. 2017, 42, 3904–3907. [CrossRef]

37. Kang, Y.H.; Shi, Z.-C.; Song, J.; Xia, Y. Effective discrimination of chiral molecules in optical cavity. Opt. Lett. 2020, 45, 4952–4955.
[CrossRef]

38. Guo, Y.; Shu, C.-C.; Dong, D.; Nori, F. Vanishing and Revival of Resonance Raman Scattering. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2019, 123, 223202.
[CrossRef]

39. Guo, Y.; Luo, X.; Ma, S.; Shu, C.-C. All-optical generation of quantum entangled states with strictly constrained ultrafast laser
pulses. Phys. Rev. A 2019, 100, 023409. [CrossRef]

40. Ma, S.; Xue, S.; Guo, Y.; Shu, C.-C. Numerical detection of Gaussian entanglement and its application to the identification of
bound entangled Gaussian states. Quantum Inf. Process. 2020, 19, 225. [CrossRef]

41. Braunstein, S.L.; van Loock, P. Quantum information with continuous variables. Rev. Mod. Phys. 2005, 77, 513–577. [CrossRef]
42. Jeong, H.; Son, W.; Kim, M.S.; Ahn, D. Quantum nonlocality test for continuous-variable states with dichotomic observables.

Phys. Rev. A 2003, 67, 012106. [CrossRef]
43. Furusawa, A.; Sørensen, J.L.; Braunstein, S.L.; Fuchs, C.A.; Kimble, H.J.; Polzik, E.S. Unconditional Quantum Teleportation.

Science 1998, 282, 706–709. [CrossRef]
44. Li, B.; Feng, X.L.; Zhang, Z.M. Frequency Up-and Down-conversions in Two-mode Cavity. Acta Photon. Sin. 2011, 40, 1161–1165.
45. Prado, F.O.; Luiz, F.S.; Villas-Bôas, J.M.; Alcalde, A.; Duzzioni, E.I.; Sanz, L. Atom-mediated effective interactions between modes

of a bimodal cavity. Phys. Rev. A 2011, 84, 053839. [CrossRef]
46. Werlang, T.; Guzmán, R.; Prado, F.O.; Villas-Bôas, C.J. Generation of decoherence-free displaced squeezed states of radiation

fields and a squeezed reservoir for atoms in cavity QED. Phys. Rev. A 2008, 78, 033820. [CrossRef]
47. Zou, X.; Dong, Y.; Guo, G. Schemes for realizing frequency up- and down-conversions in two-mode cavity QED. Phys. Rev. A

2006, 73, 025802. [CrossRef]
48. Gong, W.L.; Xu, B.Z.; Ye, M.Y. Quantum SWAP gate in an optical cavity with an atomic cloud. Phys. Rev. A 2008, 77, 064301.
49. Mu, Q.-X.; Ma, Y.-H.; Zhou, L. Generation of two-mode entangled coherent states via a cavity QED system. J. Phys. A Math. Theor.

2009, 42, 225304. [CrossRef]
50. Prado, F.O.; de Almeida, N.G.; Moussa, M.H.Y.; Villas-Bôas, C.J. Bilinear and quadratic Hamiltonians in two-mode cavity

quantum electrodynamics. Phys. Rev. A 2006, 73, 043803. [CrossRef]
51. Diniz, E.C.; Rossatto, D.Z.; Villas-Boas, C.J. Two-mode squeezing operator in circuit QED. Quantum Inf. Process. 2018, 17, 202.

[CrossRef]
52. James, D.F.; Jerke, J. Effective Hamiltonian theory and its applications in quantum information. Can. J. Phys. 2007, 85, 625–632.

[CrossRef]
53. Duan, L.-M.; Giedke, G.; Cirac, J.I.; Zoller, P. Inseparability Criterion for Continuous Variable Systems. Phys. Rev. Lett. 2000, 84,

2722–2725. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
54. Ma, S.-L.; Li, Z.; Fang, A.-P.; Li, P.; Gao, S.-Y.; Li, F.-L. Controllable generation of two-mode-entangled states in two-resonator

circuit QED with a single gap-tunable superconducting qubit. Phys. Rev. A 2014, 90, 062342. [CrossRef]
55. Ma, S.-L.; Li, X.-K.; Xie, J.-K.; Li, F.-L. Two-mode squeezed states of two separated nitrogen-vacancy-center ensembles coupled via

dissipative photons of superconducting resonators. Phys. Rev. A 2019, 99, 012325. [CrossRef]
56. Yang, Z.-B.; Liu, X.-D.; Yin, X.-Y.; Ming, Y.; Liu, H.-Y.; Yang, R.-C. Controlling Stationary One-Way Quantum Steering in Cavity

Magnonics. Phys. Rev. Appl. 2021, 15, 024042. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.98.032306
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.95.022319
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.93.012306
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.102.022617
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.101.032322
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.101.012347
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.102.012609
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.103.052402
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.99.032348
http://doi.org/10.1364/OL.43.001639
http://doi.org/10.1364/OL.42.003904
http://doi.org/10.1364/OL.398859
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.223202
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.100.023409
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11128-020-02726-1
http://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.77.513
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.67.012106
http://doi.org/10.1126/science.282.5389.706
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.84.053839
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.78.033820
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.73.025802
http://doi.org/10.1088/1751-8113/42/22/225304
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.73.043803
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11128-018-1971-1
http://doi.org/10.1139/p07-060
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.84.2722
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11017309
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.90.062342
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.99.012325
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevApplied.15.024042

	Introduction 
	The Model and Effective Hamiltonian 
	Two-Qubit Phase Gate and Fidelity Analysis 
	Generation of Two-Mode Squeezed States and Entanglement Analysis 
	Conclusions 
	References

