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Abstract

W hen a subset ofparticles n an entangled state ism easured, the state of the
subset of unm easured particles is determm ined by the outcom e of the m easure—
ment. This st m easuram ent m ay be thought of as a state preparation for
the ram aining particles. T his type of m easuram ent is In portant in quantum
com puting, quantum inform ation theory and in the preparation of entangld
states such as the G reenberger, H ome, and Zeilinger state.

In this paper, we exam Ine how the duration ofthe rst m easuram ent ef-
fects the state of the unm easured subsystem . W e discuss the case for which
the particlks are photons, but the theory is su ciently general that it can be
converted to a discussion of any type of particle. The state of the unm ea—
sured subsytem willbe a pure orm ixed state depending on the nature of the
m easurem ent.

In the case of quantum telportation we show that there is an eigenvalie
equation which must be satis ed for accurate teleportation. This equation

provides a lim itation to the states that can be accurately teleported.
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I. NTRODUCTION

T he preparation of states of a system is one of the prim itive notions In quantum theory
fl]l. & consists of a set of nules for preparing a physical state of a given system in the
laboratory and for associating a corresponding m athem atical state in the H ibert space
de ned by the systam . In this paper we exam Ine how entangled states can be used for state
preparation. This is of interest in quantum inform ation theory, quantum ocom puting and in
the preparation of special states such as the G reenberger-H ome-Zeilinger (GHZ) state RI.
T he speci ¢ question addressed is, \afteram easurem ent is com pleted on a subset ofparticles
In an entangled state, what is the state of the ram aining partickes?" W e can form ulate this
as a special case of general correlation m easurem ents In which one set ofm easurem entsm ust
be com plkted before any further m easurem ents are m ade. That is, the rst m easurem ent
or set of m easurem ents acts as a trigger which de nes the state of the ram aining particlks.
A tematively, we m ay use the language of probability theory and say that we are studying
a conditional am plitude of a subsystem , conditioned by the outcom e of the m easurem ent of
a sscond subsystam ..

An interesting exam ple of state preparation is found in quantum teleportation []. Recall

that In this case Bob and A lice share an entangled two particle state,
S

N

Jiag = Griad & 3 A3tds); @)
and A lice is given an arbirary state,

Ji= +3ict J &: @)

She m akes a Iering m easurem ent on the two particle state com posed of her part of the
entangled state and the unknown state. Thism easurem ent yields one of the four orthogonal

Bell states for the pairAC
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A fter her m easurem ent is com pleted, the particle in Bob’s hands is n a de nite state de-
pending on which result A lice obtained. T herefore, if A lice know s the state she is given, she
can view this procedure as the preparation of one of four de nite state n Bob’s laboratory.
O f oourse, A lice cannot predict which of the four states w ill be produced before she m akes
herm easurem ent. T hat Bob ends up w ith this state is perfectly understandable m athem at-
ically; however, the interpretation of what has happened is controversial since it takes us
into questions of the epistem ology of quantum m echanics. T he particlke in Bob’s lJaboratory
goes from having no state to a de nite state w ith only lJocalm easurem ents being performm ed
by A lice. This is a stark exam pl the non-local nature of quantum theory.

In this paper, Iwant to discuss the m undane issues of experin ents like this and ask ifa
part of an entangled state ism easured by a detector with nite tin e resolution, what is the

state of the \undisturbed" part system .

IT. STATES OF A SYSTEM

W emust bem ore precise n de ning what it m eans fora system to be In a de nie state
[l]. W ew ish to argue that a single preparation procedure produces a de nite state, but to do
0 the procedure m ust be tested a num ber of tin es. For a pure state, the testing procedure

m eans that there are m easurem ents, which can be idealized as profction m easuram ents,

such that

Pji=Ji @)

for each realization of the procedure that produces the state j i: For exam pl, if we wish
to prepare an ekectron w ith is soin up along som e axis, then a Stem-G erlach m easurem ent
along that axis is a physical realization of P : If the prepared state is j %4 6 7 i; then
@ P)j%s6 0:

Foramixed state, , 2% ;the situation is even m ore com plicated. It is not su cient

to have a Itering m easuram ent, idealized as a com plete set of orthogonal pro ctions fP 4g;



P
;Py= 1;PPy= 4Py Ifwe repeat the preparation m any tim es, the result j occurs w ith

frequency approaching p; = tr Pj, but there are an In nite number of density m atrices
w ith diagonalentries f pyg : T herefore, the prescription for checking w hether the prepared
state is  requires a set of m easurem ents that detem ine the o -diagonal elem ents of
T he In portant point is that in principl there is a m ethod of testing a given procedure to
determ ine ifeach tin e it is preform ed it produces the state  f1]: Having done this, we are
allow ed to argue that a single such procedure w illproduce the state :0 foourse, In practice,
we arem uch less rigorous, relying on theory and a f&w m easurem ents to argue that a given
state is prepared.

T he generalization from progctive m easurem ents to positive operator valied m easure—
ments POVM ) [I], 4] isnot di cul. In fact, the m easurem ents that are discussed below

are m ore closely related to general POVM ’s than to profctive m easurem ents.

IIT.PREPARATION OF A ONE PARTICLE STATE FROM A TW O PARTICLE

ENTANGLED STATE

A . Idealized case

For the idealized case, we assum e that idealized profection m easurem ents can be m ade
Instantaneously. Let H; and H , be H ibert spaces and consider the space de ned by their
direct product. Suppose we have a nom alized bipartite state

X

ji= Cej aj-lj aiZ; (5)

a
where £j ,i1;a = 1;2; g is an orthonom al basis of#Hd fj ,ix;a = 1;2; g is an
orthonom albasisofH , . Ifthe outcom e ofan idealized Ieringm easurem ent ofthe com plete
st of proection operators £ .ii1h . gives the resul a = r the state of partick 2 is
Instantaneously profcted into the state J i, : This is som etim es referred to as the collapse
of the wave fiinction.. The acausal behavior of quantum theory is Inherent in the fact that

we cannot predict, in principle, which r the m easurem ent of 1 will yield. The non-local



nature of quantum m echanics is digplayed by particle 2 going from not being In a de nite
state to being In a de nite state even if it is ar away from particke 1: In a realistic theory,
such as Bohm ’s theory [], for each realization of the experin ent, particles 1 and 2 have
de nite trapctories determm ined in part by a non-local quantum potential acting between
the particles. W hen we determm ine the tra fctory on which particlke 1 lies, the tragctory of
particke 2 w ill be altered because the non-local potential acting on it changes.

It is wellknown that there is no superlum inal signal in this case, nothing has been
transferred by the m easurem ent ofparticlke 1 to the neighborhood ofpartick 2 untila signal
from the output ofm easuring apparatus 1 reaches 2: In otherwords, as soon asm easuram ent
1 is com pleted the detector at 1 has acquired : 2 77 g, 3 F bits of nfom ation. The
sam e am ount of nfom ation can be aocquired by detector in the location of 2 by either
m easuring the state of particke 2 or receiving a signal from detector 1 containing the result
of the m easuram ent.

Now consider a lss idealcase in which themeasureament on 1 isaPOVM , E . A fterthe

m easuram ent, the state of 2 is given by the density m atrix

Jal GhaEJ aoilcacao)zh a0 F ©)

1 X
2 N_ .

aa
where
X

N = 1h a:Ejailj;dj?:

a
In general, this isam ixed state. Only in the specialcase that 1h . ¥ J ,0i; factors into £,£,,
is , a pure state. This is shown in appendixl.

Tt isobviousthat ,j ,i, = 0 forany a such that ¢, = 0:This lin its the state that can be
prepared by m easuring particle 1: This is In portant in the generalization of teleportation.
In order for it to be possible to teleport a state, that state m ust be present In the entangle

state shared by A lice and Bcb.

B .Finite tin e m easurem ents



1. D etector operators

T he discussion that follow s will be given in tem s of the H eisenberg picture, but it is
not di cul to convert to a Schrodinger picture. W e shall treat the particles as photons,
although the conversion to any other type of particke isnot di cul. W e start by soecifying
the m easuring devices. A coording to G Jauber [§], the detector operator for a photon linearly
polarized along the e direction is, the positive frequency electric eld operatorE =E e de ned
by

X

E = plele
q

g x)

ale) (7)

where a (g;e) is the destruction operator for a photon linearly polarized in the e direction
with frequency g > 0. The tin e ism easured In distance units so that the speed of Iight is
one. W e shall ignore the com ponents of m om entum in the plane of the detector surface and
take x to be the coordinate nom alto the detector surface. W e idealize to a point detector
located at x that registers a count at tim e t:
To further understand this expression, ket a photon in the state
X

ji= fka'k;e)Pi

k
In pinge on the detector. T hen, using the com m utation relations
h i

alk;e);a’ kK%e”) = qode;e); 8)

w here d is the scalar product ,

we get
X ,
WEJji= fkpksele *C Pde;e):
k

The am plitude for detection at tine t is In the form of a wave padket evaluated at x the

Jocation of the detector.



T he detector records a quantity proportional to the ntensity or, equivalently, the count-

ing rate,

I= d 0% 3 i3 10)

Ty T Tn=2
X

L 0 Th
=  f&) pkie) fkpk;e)e™ “Tsnc 1é’>7 & e;e9; 11)

kk©
where from here on we Introduce the retarded tine = t x:The outoom e of the m easure-
m ent depends on f;p and T, : The duration of the m easurem ent T, detem Ines the degree
to which o diagonalm atrix elem ents of the state are detected. T he function p determm ines
oectral region to which the detector is sensitive.
F irst, suppose that the soectral am plitude £ (k) ispeaked at k = K and has a width of

k << K :A 10 ket thew idth ofp be Jarge com pared to that of £, so that p is approxin ately
constant over the range k: Under these assum ptions, I depends on the parameter =

kKT = Ty =Tx;where Ty = 1= k is the width of the wave packet. From g. 1 i can be
seen that if 1; the sinc function can be replaced by 1 over the range of sum m ation and
1) becom es

X .
I= bKje) fE + )e Tdeie)F;

w here

k=K + : 12)

T hism eans that we can resolve the envelope of the w ave packet by m oving the detector w ith
respect to the source. This is illustrated in the spacetin e diagram In g. 2a.

If >> 1; then the sihc function restricts the integration region to k' Kand 1)
becom es

X
I= DPEKe)d EkFLeie):

k

T his is the usual case for singlke photon detectors. This is illustrated In  g. 2b.



Let us reverse the roles of p and f; so the detector has a narrow bandw idth com pared to
the state. Assum e that p ispeaked at K, with width k , << K; such that £ is approxi-
m ately constant over the range k; then we get a sim ilar result w ith p and £ interchanged.
In this case, the quantity I is detem Ined by the detection finction p and the param eter

p= kpTn:If >> 1;then

X
I= fEK;e)f DpkFEE;e)

k

and the m easured Intensity depends on a singke m ode of the particle wave packet, g. 2c.
T his case corresponds to placing a narrow ter in front of the detector and is often used in

practice.

2. Two partick entangkd states

Now suppose that a two photon entangled state is generated w ith one photon m oving to
the right and the other to the kft,
X

ji= fkiK) (s keyigKe ip + ke g Keiip): 13)
kK

T he linear polarization states are de ned w ith respect to the orthogonal directions e, and
e . The factors are taken to be phase factors, 3 j= 1 so that j i is a superposition of
plane wave Bell states like those de ned In (:-_3) . W e shallassum e that £ ;K ); the spectral
am plitude, is peaked around kg and Ko with widths k << kyand K << K 4:This
ensures that the sihgk photon state for R, which has the spectral function F « ¥ &K)F;
is a quasin onochrom atic wave packet, and ,sim ilarly, the single photon state for L is quasi-
m onochrom atic.

Let us now detect the right-m oving photon, R, at tin e y and the left-m oving photon,

L,attine . The correlation function for this is given by
Cio=h F {EJE.E1] 4 (14)

w ith the detector operators given by eq. (1).



Tt is unrealistic to assum e that the m easurem ents occur nstantaneously, so we com pute

Z Z
Cip= db duCi,S Git); as)

where S is one when the detectors are on and vanishes when they are o . In the usual
coincident counting experin ents, S is a function oft, % that is nonvanishing over som e,
usually sn all, tin e interval. In this paperwe are interested In the case tp, > > t3; so thatwe
can ascribe m eaning to the state of L in the tin e between the two m easurem ents.

In the exam plk we are considering, the correlation function becom es
Cio= RrF; (16)
w here the two particke am plitude is

App,=HFEEJi

X
= g K)OE,K e i; a7
K
w ih
X ik
gaK)= Pr kie)e 7T f KK ); (18)
k
and the polarization state is
D . X 1 .
Pl = L dee ): 19
If , = ; the state ®;i;, isorthogonalto #;1i; :A fler them easurem ent ofR is com pleted,

the photon L has a de nite polarization state.
The rst detector is a trigger which registers in a tin e interval (T;  #2-;T; + 2 ):A fter
detector one res, the correlation fiinction reduces to a single particle function

X
C,=N E,K eyi0E, K %eri; L KK 20)

KK?O

where
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1X
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o T,
* T shck 18)7: 1)

. K ;K9 is a m atrix elam ent of the one particle density m atrix for L. T he nom alization

N isde ned so thattr ; = 1l:Finally, we have
C:=N tr L[EJE, 22)

where
X
p=  Kiedr ;KKK Ged: (23)
KK?O
W enow Investigate underw hat circum stances thisdensity m atrix represents a pure state.
To do thiswe exploit the assum ption that £ satis esthe condition that tswidth k<< k g
and use eg.{l2) . The sic function is sn allunlkss J 9< 2 =T, :W e introduce, aswe
did above, Ty, = 1= k; the singlk particle coherence tin e of the wave padket of partice R .
T he crtical param eter for the ollow Ing discussion is = T, =Ty:Aswe did in section B1
above, it is sin plest to consider the two extrem e cases of long triggering tim es 1 and
short triggering tin es 1:W e shall see that In the rst case L is, In general, In a m ixed
state, while In the second case, L isalways In a pure state.
a. Long triggering times For long triggering tim es the sinc function is non-negligble
when %< k= << k:I thiscase, asillustrated in g. liiwemay set Oin £
and obtain

s
X

1
K ;KO = o P k;e) T k;K)IERKD = 4)

k

In general, L is n a m ixed state. W e w ill discuss this further below .
b. Shorttriggeringtimes In this case the w idth ofthe sinc function, 2 =T, = 2 = (Tx )
k; and the sinc function m ay be set equalto 1 over the entire range of the sum m ation

over and °:Consequently,

rK;K)9= ®) KO 25)



S

1x x
K)= o+ mrlkienfkiKe * (26)

k

So that 1 K ;K 9 factors. In this case, eq.@0) becom es
Ci1= N JOEL &oitz)] jerds T2 @7)

W e Interpret this as staying that upon com pletion ofthem easurem ent on R, L isput in the
pure state
X
J el = K)XKjerds: ©8)
K
c. T he properties of the state of the ft m ovingphoton T he exact nature ofthe state of
the particle m oving to the keft dependsupon the nitialentangled state and them easurem ent
m ade on the right. For long triggering tim e, case (@) above, the explicit tine of the 1rst
m easuram ent has disappeared from the calculation. O foourse, it is still present in that any
measuran ent on L must bem ade afterthe rstm easurem ent iscom plted. T his nform ation
ishidden by the fact that we did not include the corrections due to the w idth of sinc function
but treated it as though it were a D irac delta function.
Suppose that the m easurem ent on the right was a ltering m easurem ent in k so that

pr k;e;) isnarmrow Iy peaked at kp: T his reduces to the short triggering tin e, case (), and

%) hods w ith

1
r K ;KO = ot koiKOE koK % 29)

0 eq. ©8) becom es

S
X

o1 .
Jiek = 5 fkeiK)XKjed: (30)
K
This is the case In which detector 1 has a narrow lter in front of it so that it profcts a
plane wave state ofR . In general, the state of L isnot a plane wave state.
A particularly interesting exam ple of the entangled two particle state (13) is the one

contem plated by E instein, Rosen and Podolsky [4] €PR),

11



fkiK)=vK) k+K k) @1

where k, = ko + K (:Our assum ptions in ply that v (K ) is peaked around K o: Such a two—
particle entangled state can approxin ately be realized forphotonsusing type-II spontaneous
param etric dow n-conversion for which k; is the pump frequency.

In case @),

LEGKY= =k, K;e)F¥K)F ® KY; 32)

1

N
so that ; isdiagonalin the basis of K e;i states. T he state for case (o) becom es a plane
wave state.

Ifthe Iter function pr is narrow Iy peaked at kj; so that we have case () again. The
state of the L photon has a spectrum detem ined by f (ky;K ) which In tum is xed by the
original two-photon state. T he result of the m easurem ent selects the state of particle L.

A contentious issue In the Interpretation of quantum m echanics is whether the uncer-
tainty principl re ects a fundam ental lin itation on how well conjugate variables can be
determ ined because of the basic quantum nature of m easuram ent, as H eisenberg believed
B]. This position was criticized by Popper Q] who argued that the uncertainty principle
was a statistical statem ent and did not In ply that i was m eaningless for a particle to si-
m ultaneously possess de nite values of con jigate variables as they do classically. Ik is clear
that the m easuram ent of the uncertainty in the kft m oving particle is unchanged by the
m easuram ent of R if the uncertainty is com puted based on all the photons m oving to the
keft (that is, ndependently of whether R registers a count ornot). O n the other hand, ifthe
uncertainty ism easured only for those L photons whose partners are detected on the right,
then the uncertainty is di erent. T he m easurem ent changes the uncertainty because it se-
Jects out a subset of the particlesm oving to the keft. T here is no action-at-a-distance in the
sense of a force changing the uncertainty. T he possible outoom es of individual experin ents
and the statistics of sets of experin ents com e from the original entangled state through f:
T he non—local action occurs for each individual experin ent, so that after the detection on

the right, the photon m oving to the kft has gone from not having a de nite state to having

12



a de nite state. The uncertainty changes because the experin ent dictates that we com pute
it with a conditional probability.. O nly those states of the particke L are considered w hich
are associated w ith the triggering of the right detector and this conditioning depends on the
nature of the detector through pr and Ty [1Q].

T he fact that m easuram ents do not necessarily Induce uncontrolled uncertainty in the

sense of H eisenbery isby now weltknown from the discussion of the quantum erasure [11].

IV.MEASUREMENT OF THREE PARTICLE STATES

W e shall consider a three particle state that is the product of an entangled two particle
state and an independent one particle state. T his type of state is discussed In the original
teleportation paper 3]. In that case, the m easurem ent is perform ed on two of the particles
and a single particlk state isprepared. A tematively, by m easuring one ofthe particles in the
entangled state, one can prepare a state of the two ram aining particks. A problem related
to this case hasbeen discussed by Home {12] .n connection w ith m easuring one partick in
a four partick state to produce a GHZ state {[3].

T he state we w ill consider is

X X
Ji=Jiajic= f Kaikp) (Ka€: LaFee b+ Kae dadwer )  gkeJ skeic  (33)
kakp ke

where

Jikde= +keerdet ke L (34)

is a nom alized plane wave state. The two particke entangled state is not the m ost general
such state, but is rather a superposition of the plane wave entangled states sin ilar to the

one Bohm used in his discussion ofthe EPR experin ent [14].

A .M easurem ent of the B ell states

For quantum tekportation it is necessary to perform a m easurem ent that progcts the

state of the particles a and c onto the Bell states (in this section lower case a refers to A lice

13



and lower case b; to Bob, upper case B ; to Bell). To do this it is necessary to de ne a Bell

state detector operator. T he four Bell states are de ned by
S

Brkiskeda =

X
ke ke i (35)

N

1 1 2 2 3 3
w here the non—zero elem ents ofthe are +(+)= ()=l; +(+)= ()=l;+()= (+)=l;

) )
+

and |, = = 1;and e; and e are orthogonal polarization vectors . The Bell state

detector operator is de ned as

X . X
E® = p®lk ke ttatkle ®la ke akyie ): (36)
kiksy

The retarded tine 5 = 3 % ; where x5 is the coordinate nom alto the detector and
is the tin e the detector registers the pair. W e have chosen the form of the detector based
on a m odel n which up-conversion is used to detect the Bell states.

Follow ing 3], we rewrite 33) as

X X
ji= f Kaiko)gke) B ikaikeiacd ®ikpios 37)

kakpke B

where § 8);k i, is the plane wave state associate with B in Bob’s laboratory. It is related
to 3%4) by a pin transormation 5 = ®’; Bl
Now suppose we m easure the three particle correlation

Ca=h £ "VEJEE®'Ji= A3 (38)

w here the am plitude A is given by

Ap = HOEE®'51
X ,
= Up (kaskpike)e "® 5 e n0f 5 ©) ke i; 39)
ka kpke
and
Up Kaskpike) = £ Kaiko)gko)p®’ kaike): (40)

T he procedure isnow the sam e as above, we integrate Cy over the detection tine ty of
the Bell state detector in A lice’s Iaboratory, call the result C 5 : T he tegration gives a sihc

function that depends on the energies of the particles In A lice’s laboratory,

14



Sac = sinc ka + ke ]§ lg) T?m : (41)

Finally, we express Cy In tem s of a density m atrix for the particle in Bob’s laboratory,

_ X
Cs =N  10FE,J ® ki) ® ik & keikg)s (42)
kpk
w ith
0 1 X i(ka+ ke)Ts ikd+k0) 5 0,1,.0.1,0
B Kpiky) = — Sace Us Kaskpike)e ™= " 2 U Kk, ikiike) 7 43)
kakpkJk?

where, asusual, N is a nom alization constant.
W e are Interested in accurate teleportation, so we want B ob’s state to be a pure state.
To this end, we require that S,. in eq.f41) to be approxin ately equal to one over the range

of Integration. T his entails that
(kat+t k)T, << 2 ; (44)

where k , isthewidth of f (k,;ky) In the rstvariablkand k . isthew idth ofg (k.): If @4)

is satis ed, when the outcom e of A lice’s Bell state m easurem ent is B ; 42) becom es
Ce = vh ®EELT i

T he state produced in the H ibert space of Bob’s particle is

s _ 2 3
L B). 1x ,X ikatke)Ts 5 4 B).q
J Ty — U Kaikpiko)e ™™ ™ J 7 T ikpip: (45)
N k; ka Kk
b aip

T his isa pure state but, in general, does not have the sam e spectralproperties of the original
function, that is, it is not equalto

X
Jeip= gky)J s ikods: (46)
kp

For accurate teleportation we require that these be equal up to a phase. This leads to the

condition

0 1
X X

@ f kaiko)p® kasko)e® T EITEA gk = gl): @7)

ke ka

15



T his equation requires that g be an eigenvector of the operator in brackets. T his operator
depends on the input entangled state, £ , and the nature of the Bell state detector, p®’:
N ote that the functional dependence on ky, appears n £ . This indicates that £ 1lim is the
class of functions that can be teleported.
Ifthere are approxin ations such that the operator in {47) isa constant tin es the identity

m atrix, any g consistent w ith {44) and these approxin ations can be accurately teleported.
Asan exam pk of such a case, kt £ to be given by eq.(31). In this case {71) becom es

X .

p® G Jiko)e'™® T gk) = gl
ke

In addition, if

p®) (k) = py ) Gt ke k); 8)

then eq. (7)) becom es

p® ke TP gk, k+ k)= glk):

Finally, take kg = k,. W e now can satisfy eq. @7) for the class of g () such that v (k)
is approxin ately constant over the dom ain of k, where g (k) is non—zero. The condition
ko = k; is a requirem ent on the detector function. For an up-conversion m odel of the
Bell state detector, this m eans that the up-converted photon has the sam e energy as the
pum p photon that produced the origihal entangled state j i, ;1 eq. 33). In practice the
approxin ation m ade here restricts the class of states that can be accurately teleported to
quasin onochrom atic states. O n the otherhand, orgiven £ and p®’ the eigenvalue equation
@1) m ay have a richer set of solutions that pem it accurate teleportation.

There is an assum ption In our discussion that requires further consideration. W e have
assum ed that the spectral finctions of the entangled state and the singk partick states are
the sam e for each realization of the experin ent. U sually this will not be true [15]. To see
how thise ects the outoom e we consider a sin ple case. Suppose that or each experin ental

realization, £ isthe sam e and g hasa phase factor that varies from experin ent to experin ent.
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T hism ight be due to the generation of the singk particle state at di erent optical distances

from the entangled pair. For the jth experim ent suppose that
g? k) = ¢ ¥gk): 49)

Now we must average over j to com pute the density m atrix. T his gives
x 2 .
h keikp)i= D 5&P( 5K) 5 Ceike);
]
where p( (k)) is the probability distrbution finction for (); éj) is given by eq.s {@3)
and @0) wih g replaced by g?: If § is independent ofk;then hsi= 5 :0n the other
hand, suppose 5 k) is random and that ket 3 ® 3604 = | o:In this case, Bob’s state is

determm ined by the condition
ICri= N&wE/E,h ®4

0 1

X B 0
3 Bk, i, @ e e %) U (kyikeiko)U kjkpike) A b ®) kD5
kpk? kakdke

X

In general this expression w ill not factor, so Bob ends up w ith a m ixed state rather than a
pure state.
To overcom e this type of random phase disturbance, experin entalists usually produce

the entangled state and the state to be telgported coherently [16], L7].

B .M easurem ent of a single particle

Next consider the case in which the state (33) is generated and a singlke partick is
measured. A measurem ent of particlke a w ill not entangk b and c: H owever, suppose that
wem ix b and c by passing the pair through a 50-50 beam solitter as illustrated n  g. 3. If
a is detected, the ram aining pair w ill be partially entangled. T he outgoing pair w ill have a
density matrix ofthe orm = 1, + 11+ ,; corresponding to one photon going to each

detector, 1,; or both photons going to the sam e detector, ; and ,;:.
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For a beam splitter w th equal tranan ittance and re ectance, the eld for detector 1 is

X ) 1
P (@el)e 2t (a (@ier) + ac(@er)) = 19—5 (Eip+ Eic): (50)

H
Il

-
i

q
T hephase factorofiisassociated w ith re ection o thebeam splitter. T he detector operator
E, is sim ilarly de ned. T he triple correlation function is com posed of three non-interfering
tem s, one In which the particles b and ¢ go to di erent detectors and two in which they go

to the sam e detector.

Ciz3=h3j ] JEJE; , 1Ji= A ¥+ Auf+ A (1)
where

1 .. ..

A= > MOFEE2E1Ji HOEEpE ] 1) (62)
i

A= 5h0£3Elelcji (63)
i ..

Ay = EhO:EZ%EZCEij 1: (54)

T he notation E 3, m eans that the operator de ned in (7) contains the destruction operator
acting on the photon In the bm ode. From the point of view discussed in this paper, we
must keep all these term s In order to specify the state prepared when detector 3 registers a
count. In m any discussions, the am plitude for both particles going to the sam e detector is
dropped on the grounds that only the coincidences of detectors 1 and 2 are registered. It is
then Justi ed to argue that only A 1, is cbserved.

A s shown in appendix 2,
P
N ..
Ay = ij?- 1E27 1np (55)

where
o 1 PO PRI coa a0 O
J L= p—N— 0 Ljiz+ JiiJ i) (56)

T his is an entangled state com posed of single particke states that are superpositions of the

plane wave states (34) and 82),
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X

ji=  g®)J kL
Xk
3= k)3 %ki; 57)
k
w here
X ik
k) = pksjes)e 77 f ks;k): (58)

k3
The state j i is jast the orighal input single particke state, (33).

In an denticalway
1 ..
Ay = Ep?mi'lElj 117

w ih
I p—X : v+ 0,1,02 (0]
Jiiz= N Jskij Gkiigk) K):
kk©
A sim ilar result holds forA,, :
W e now repeat the calculation m ade in the rst section of the paper. This case ismuch

m ore com plicated. W e get several term s

Cip3=Cip+ Ci1+ Co

Z T3+%
Ciz= . dsRF
T3 Tt
1% 15+ 5
sz: - T d B:hO:EzEzJ 1zzf; zZ= 1;2:
4 T3 Tt

M ore explicitly,

Cip=W.;+Wy+ 2ReW 3= NTE{EJEE, 15

CO =NwEYEYELE, pn; m = 1;2

mm

Wi and W , come from the squares ofthe two tem s in (52), and W 5 is the interference tem
between these two am plitudes. A fter the Integration over ;; the param eter that determ ine

the nature of the unm easured pair is = T, =Ty where Ty = 1= k , k is the m axinum
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(W ih respect to k3 ) width of pks;es)f ks;k) . Ifthis ismudh lss than 1; we are in the

short trigger tin e lim it and
12 = J 12 12h ]?

T he overlap between the two tem s is h % ij°: In order for this to reach a m axinum i is
necessary that jP x 9 K) (k)f beamaxinum org k) = k) fora constant :Thisplaces
a condition on the detector function p foreach choice of £ and g: This case is sin ilar to that
ollow ing @7).

In this discussion, it has been assum ed that the photons b and ¢ are not recom bined
after they past the st beam spolitter. If this were not the case, then the state after the
beam splitter isactually a superposition of j i;,;J i13;and j i, :Furthem ore, as in the case
discussed in the previous section, ifwe lt g (k) contain a random phase, then In generalthe

state produced after the beam spolitter willbe a m ixed state.

V.CONCLUSION

Ifwe have a st 0ofN entangld particlkes, the subsystem s of the entangles states are not
In any de nite state. The e ect of m easuring a subset of the M particks is to produce a
state of N-M particks. T he precise nature of this state depends on the initialentangled state
and the nature of the m easuram ent. In particular, there is a tin e scale set by the initial
entangled state and the subsystem m easured such that if the duration of the m easurem ent
is Jong on this tim e scale, then the state ofthe N-M particles prepared w illbe a m ixed state.
If the duration is short, then the state prepared is a pure state. O ne way to ensure that the
latter case holds isto place Iers in front of the m easuring devices such that a de nite state
of the m easured subsystem is proected out by the detectors. In practice, for photons, this
is done using narrow spectral Xers.

W e have show n that accurate quantum teleportation can not be done for arbitrary states

and found an integralequation that the state spectralam plitudem ust satisfy. T his condition

20



show s how the teleportation of states allow s Jocalm easuram ents In A lice’s laboratory to
determm ine a com plicated state in Bob’s laboratory. In particular it show s that the spacial
Inform ation must already be present in the entangled state.

W e have also seen how a m easurem ent of one particle from an entangled pair can lead to
a partially entangled state of an independent particle and the second particle form the pair.
This is done by m ixing the unm easured pair on a beam solitter. However, the entangled
pair that is produced is not com posed of identical states in the two outputs. For this to
occur, it is again necessary that the independent state and the entangled state have spectral

am plitudes that are related.
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APPENDIX A:PROOF OF THE FACTORIZATION OF THE POVM

Forapure state tr 5 = 1:Using eq.(§) this condition becom es

1x o
1= 0 R ol R P s o s R

aal

Yo

1 X L
N 1ha_£3a113%f =1;

a
sihoe

jh.EJohf  thaEJj.h 1h oFEJohs:

T he Jast equality is just the nom alization of ,:The Schwarz nequality becom es an equality

if, and only if,
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E :| aOil = ZaOaE :l ail (Al)

for a constant z,.0: By taking the inner product of this equation wih rstwih j ,i; and

then with j si; that oreach a and &°

) a aq
1h a:E j a0l = g aa’ 1h a:E j a1 1h aO:E j a0ds

where _, = 0 Poralla; shce E 0:

W e now have
v .
u . 0
oF 1h 20F J pody
1h a:E j aj—l

F nally taking the inner product of j pi; with Al we can show that po = .0+ . from

i
= aa
Z530 S

which it followsthat 0= 4 Q0%

APPENDIX B:CALCULATION OF OUTPUT STATE FROM BEAM SPLITTER

The Bell state given in 33) correspondsto B = 3 so the rst tem in A, is given by
. . X . . .
OFEEEJi= gki)f ks;ko)0E ] ;kiih0EE; Biksikois; ®B1)

kikoks

w here the Index 2 refers to states after the beam splitter, the index 3 = a; as shown In the

g. 3, and
MO 3B, Biksikeds, = phajes)e ™ *HOE,J Gkod;
w ith
j %koi= kee idlesies )+ ke, hdlesie ): B2)

The operatorsE; and E , are of the form given in @). The second term In A4, is

X
OFEEEqp] i= g ko) f ks;k)NOFE 3E 1, Biksikids hHOFE L] jkedn; B3)

kikoks

where
MO 5E 1, Brksskiis = pksjes)e ™ *H0E 7 Gk
Equation (55) now llow s.
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FIGURES

FIG .1. Hustration ofthetwo cases >> 1land << 1.

FIG .2. T he vertical Iines are the world lines for the source, S, and detector,D . T he thick lines

represent the lim its of the signal. In ¢ we illustrate the e ect of the Ier, F, in soreading the

signal.

FIG .3. Onemanber, a, of the Bell state is detected at the detector D 3. T he other partick, b,

goes to the beam splitter where it ism ixed w ith the singlk particlk c.
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