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Abstract

W hen a subsetofparticlesin an entangled stateism easured,thestateofthe

subsetofunm easured particlesisdeterm ined by theoutcom eofthem easure-

m ent. This� rstm easurem entm ay be thoughtofas a state preparation for

the rem aining particles. Thistype ofm easurem entisim portantin quantum

com puting,quantum inform ation theory and in the preparation ofentangled

statessuch asthe G reenberger,Horne,and Zeilingerstate.

In thispaper,we exam ine how the duration ofthe � rstm easurem entef-

fectsthe state ofthe unm easured subsystem . W e discussthe case forwhich

theparticlesarephotons,butthetheory issu� ciently generalthatitcan be

converted to a discussion ofany type ofparticle. The state ofthe unm ea-

sured subsytem willbea pureorm ixed state depending on thenatureofthe

m easurem ent.

In thecase ofquantum teleportation we show thatthere isan eigenvalue

equation which m ust be satis� ed for accurate teleportation. This equation

providesa lim itation to the statesthatcan beaccurately teleported.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Thepreparation ofstatesofa system isoneoftheprim itivenotionsin quantum theory

[1]. It consists ofa set ofrules for preparing a physicalstate ofa given system in the

laboratory and for associating a corresponding m athem aticalstate in the Hilbert space

de�ned by thesystem .In thispaperweexam inehow entangled statescan beused forstate

preparation.Thisisofinterestin quantum inform ation theory,quantum com puting and in

the preparation ofspecialstatessuch asthe Greenberger-Horne-Zeilinger(GHZ)state [2].

Thespeci�cquestion addressed is,\afteram easurem entiscom pleted on asubsetofparticles

in an entangled state,whatisthestateoftherem aining particles?" W ecan form ulatethis

asaspecialcaseofgeneralcorrelation m easurem entsin which onesetofm easurem entsm ust

be com pleted before any furtherm easurem ents are m ade. Thatis,the �rstm easurem ent

orsetofm easurem entsactsasa triggerwhich de�nesthe state ofthe rem aining particles.

Alternatively,we m ay use thelanguageofprobability theory and say thatwe arestudying

a conditionalam plitudeofa subsystem ,conditioned by theoutcom eofthem easurem entof

a second subsystem ..

An interestingexam pleofstatepreparation isfound in quantum teleportation [3].Recall

thatin thiscaseBob and Alicesharean entangled two particlestate,

j	iA B =

s

1

2
(j+iAj� iB � j� iAj+iB ); (1)

and Aliceisgiven an arbitrary state,

j�iC = �+ j+iC + �� j� iC : (2)

She m akes a �ltering m easurem ent on the two particle state com posed ofher part ofthe

entangled stateand theunknown state.Thism easurem entyieldsoneofthefourorthogonal

BellstatesforthepairAC

j	 (� )
iA C =

s

1

2
(j+iAj� iC � j� iAj+iC )

j�(� )
iA C =

s

1

2
(j+iAj+iC � j� iAj� iC ) (3)
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Afterherm easurem ent iscom pleted,the particle in Bob’shandsisin a de�nite state de-

pending on which resultAliceobtained.Therefore,ifAliceknowsthestatesheisgiven,she

can view thisprocedureasthepreparation ofoneoffourde�nitestatein Bob’slaboratory.

Ofcourse,Alice cannotpredictwhich ofthe fourstateswillbeproduced beforeshe m akes

herm easurem ent.ThatBob endsup with thisstateisperfectly understandablem athem at-

ically;however,the interpretation ofwhat has happened iscontroversialsince ittakes us

into questionsoftheepistem ology ofquantum m echanics.Theparticlein Bob’slaboratory

goesfrom having no stateto a de�nitestatewith only localm easurem entsbeing perform ed

by Alice.Thisisa stark exam plethenon-localnatureofquantum theory.

In thispaper,Iwantto discussthem undaneissuesofexperim entslikethisand ask ifa

partofan entangled stateism easured by a detectorwith �nitetim eresolution,whatisthe

stateofthe\undisturbed" partsystem .

II. STAT ES O F A SY ST EM

W em ustbem oreprecisein de�ning whatitm eansfora system to bein a de�nitestate

[1].W ewish toarguethatasinglepreparation procedureproducesade�nitestate,buttodo

so theprocedurem ustbetested a num beroftim es.Fora purestate,thetesting procedure

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

such that

Pj�i= j�i (4)

foreach realization ofthe procedure thatproduces the state j�i:Forexam ple,ifwe wish

to preparean electron with itsspin up along som eaxis,then a Stern-Gerlach m easurem ent

along that axis is a physicalrealization of P:If the prepared state is j�0i 6= j�i;then

(1� P)j�0i6= 0:

Fora m ixed state,�,�2 6= �;thesituation iseven m orecom plicated.Itisnotsu�cient

to havea �ltering m easurem ent,idealized asa com pletesetoforthogonalprojectionsfPjg;
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P

jPj = 1;PiPj = �ijPj:Ifwe repeatthe preparation m any tim es,theresultj occurswith

frequency approaching pj = tr�Pj,butthere are an in�nite num berofdensity m atrices�

with diagonalentriesf pjg :Therefore,theprescription forchecking whethertheprepared

state is � requires a set ofm easurem ents that determ ine the o�-diagonalelem ents of�:

The im portantpointisthatin principle there isa m ethod oftesting a given procedure to

determ ine ifeach tim e itispreform ed itproducesthestate� [1]:Having donethis,we are

allowed toarguethatasinglesuch procedurewillproducethestate�:Ofcourse,in practice,

wearem uch lessrigorous,relying on theory and a few m easurem entsto arguethata given

stateisprepared.

The generalization from projective m easurem ents to positive operatorvalued m easure-

m ents(POVM )[1],[4]isnotdi�cult. In fact,the m easurem entsthatare discussed below

arem oreclosely related to generalPOVM ’sthan to projective m easurem ents.

III.P R EPA R AT IO N O F A O N E PA RT IC LE STAT E FR O M A T W O PA RT IC LE

EN TA N G LED STAT E

A .Idealized case

Forthe idealized case,we assum e thatidealized projection m easurem entscan be m ade

instantaneously. LetH 1 and H 2 be Hilbertspacesand considerthe space de�ned by their

directproduct.Supposewehavea norm alized bipartitestate

j	i=
X

a

caj�ai1j ai2; (5)

where fj�ai1;a = 1;2;� � � g is an orthonorm albasis ofH1 and fj ai2;a = 1;2;� � � g is an

orthonorm albasisofH 2.Iftheoutcom eofanidealized �lteringm easurem entofthecom plete

set ofprojection operators fj�ai11h�ajg gives the result a = r the state ofparticle 2 is

instantaneously projected into thestatej ri2:Thisissom etim esreferred to asthecollapse

ofthewave function..Theacausalbehaviorofquantum theory isinherentin thefactthat

we cannot predict,in principle,which r the m easurem ent of1 willyield. The non-local
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nature ofquantum m echanicsisdisplayed by particle 2 going from notbeing in a de�nite

state to being in a de�nite state even ifitisfaraway from particle 1:In a realistic theory,

such as Bohm ’s theory [5],for each realization ofthe experim ent,particles 1 and 2 have

de�nite trajectories determ ined in part by a non-localquantum potentialacting between

the particles. W hen we determ ine the trajectory on which particle 1 lies,the trajectory of

particle2 willbealtered becausethenon-localpotentialacting on itchanges.

It is well-known that there is no superlum inalsignalin this case, nothing has been

transferred by them easurem entofparticle1 totheneighborhood ofparticle2 untila signal

from theoutputofm easuringapparatus1reaches2:In otherwords,assoon asm easurem ent

1 iscom pleted the detectorat1 hasacquired �
P

a jcaj
2log2jcaj

2 bitsofinform ation. The

sam e am ount ofinform ation can be acquired by detector in the location of2 by either

m easuring thestateofparticle2 orreceiving a signalfrom detector1 containing theresult

ofthem easurem ent.

Now considera lessidealcasein which them easurem enton 1 isa POVM ,E .Afterthe

m easurem ent,thestateof2 isgiven by thedensity m atrix

�2 =
1

N

X

aa0

j ai2(1h�ajE j�a0i1cac
�
a0)2h a0j; (6)

where

N =
X

a

1h�ajE j�ai1jcaj
2
:

In general,thisisam ixed state.Only in thespecialcasethat1h�ajE j�a0i1 factorsinto faf
�
a0

is�2 a purestate.Thisisshown in appendix1.

Itisobviousthat�2j ai2 = 0forany a such thatca = 0:Thislim itsthestatethatcan be

prepared by m easuring particle 1:Thisisim portantin the generalization ofteleportation.

In orderforitto bepossibleto teleporta state,thatstatem ustbepresentin theentangle

stateshared by Aliceand Bob.

B .Finite tim e m easurem ents
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1.Detector operators

The discussion that follows willbe given in term s ofthe Heisenberg picture,but it is

notdi�cult to convert to a Schr�odinger picture. W e shalltreatthe particles as photons,

although theconversion to any othertypeofparticleisnotdi�cult.W estartby specifying

them easuringdevices.AccordingtoGlauber[6],thedetectoroperatorforaphoton linearly

polarizedalongtheedirectionis,thepositivefrequencyelectric�eldoperatorE =E ede�ned

by

E =
X

q

p(q;e)e� iq(t� x)a(q;e) (7)

where a(q;e)isthe destruction operatorfora photon linearly polarized in the e direction

with frequency q > 0. The tim e ism easured in distance unitsso thatthe speed oflightis

one.W eshallignorethecom ponentsofm om entum in theplaneofthedetectorsurfaceand

takex to bethecoordinatenorm alto thedetectorsurface.W eidealizeto a pointdetector

located atx thatregistersa countattim et:

To furtherunderstand thisexpression,leta photon in thestate

j�i=
X

k

f(k)ay(k;e0)j0i

im pingeon thedetector.Then,using thecom m utation relations

h

a(k;e);ay(k0;e0)
i

= �kk0d(e;e
0); (8)

whered isthescalarproduct,

d(e;e0)= e� e
0
; (9)

weget

h0jE j�i=
X

k

f(k)p(k;e)e� ik(t� x)d(e;e0):

The am plitude fordetection attim e tisin the form ofa wave packet evaluated atx the

location ofthedetector.
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Thedetectorrecordsaquantity proportionalto theintensity or,equivalently,thecount-

ing rate,

I =
1

Tm

Z T+ Tm =2

T� Tm =2

d�jh0jE j�ij2 (10)

=
X

kk0

f(k0)�p(k0;e)�f(k)p(k;e)ei(k
0� k)Tsinc

�

(k� k
0)
Tm

2

�

d
2(e;e0); (11)

wherefrom hereon weintroducetheretarded tim e� = t� x:Theoutcom eofthem easure-

m entdependson f;p and Tm :The duration ofthem easurem entTm determ inesthedegree

to which o�-diagonalm atrix elem entsofthestatearedetected.The function p determ ines

spectralregion to which thedetectorissensitive.

First,suppose thatthespectralam plitude f(k)ispeaked atk = K and hasa width of

�k << K :Alsoletthewidth ofpbelargecom pared tothatoff,sothatpisapproxim ately

constant over the range �k:Under these assum ptions,I depends on the param eter � =

�kT m = Tm =Tk;where Tk = 1=�k isthe width ofthe wave packet. From �g. 1 itcan be

seen thatif� � 1;thesincfunction can bereplaced by 1 overtherangeofsum m ation and

(11)becom es

I = jp(K ;e)
X

�

f(K + �)e� i�T d(e;e0)j2;

where

k = K + �: (12)

Thism eansthatwecan resolvetheenvelopeofthewavepacketby m ovingthedetectorwith

respectto thesource.Thisisillustrated in thespace-tim ediagram in �g.2a.

If� >> 1;then the sinc function restricts the integration region to k � k0 and (11)

becom es

I = �jp(K ;e)j2
X

k

jf(k)j2d2(e;e0):

Thisistheusualcaseforsinglephoton detectors.Thisisillustrated in �g.2b.

7



Letusreversetherolesofp and f;so thedetectorhasa narrow bandwidth com pared to

the state. Assum e thatp ispeaked atK p with width �k p << K p;such thatf isapproxi-

m ately constantovertherange�k;then wegeta sim ilarresultwith p and f interchanged.

In this case,the quantity I is determ ined by the detection function p and the param eter

�p = �k pTm :If�p >> 1;then

I = �jf(K ;e)j2
X

k

jp(k)j2d2(e;e0)

and the m easured intensity dependson a single m ode ofthe particle wave packet,�g. 2c.

Thiscasecorrespondsto placing a narrow �lterin frontofthedetectorand isoften used in

practice.

2.Two particle entangled states

Now supposethata two photon entangled stateisgenerated with onephoton m oving to

therightand theotherto theleft,

j	i=
X

kK

f(k;K )(�+ jke+ iR jK e� iL + �� jke� iR jK e+ iL): (13)

The linearpolarization statesare de�ned with respectto the orthogonaldirectionse+ and

e� .The factors�� aretaken to bephasefactors,j�� j= 1 so thatj	iisa superposition of

planewave Bellstateslikethosede�ned in (3).W eshallassum e thatf(k;K );thespectral

am plitude,is peaked around k0 and K 0 with widths �k << k 0 and �K << K 0:This

ensuresthatthe single photon state forR,which hasthe spectralfunction
P

K jf(k;K )j2;

isa quasim onochrom aticwavepacket,and ,sim ilarly,thesinglephoton stateforL isquasi-

m onochrom atic.

Letusnow detectthe right-m oving photon,R,attim e t1 and the left-m oving photon,

L,attim et2.Thecorrelation function forthisisgiven by

C12 = h	jE
y

1E
y

2E 2E 1j	i; (14)

with thedetectoroperatorsgiven by eq.(7).
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Itisunrealisticto assum ethatthem easurem entsoccurinstantaneously,so wecom pute

C 12 =

Z

dt2

Z

dt1C12S(t2;t1); (15)

where S is one when the detectors are on and vanishes when they are o�. In the usual

coincidentcounting experim ents,S isa function oft2 � t1 thatisnonvanishing oversom e,

usually sm all,tim einterval.In thispaperweareinterested in thecaset2 >> t1;so thatwe

can ascribem eaning to thestateofL in thetim ebetween thetwo m easurem ents.

In theexam pleweareconsidering,thecorrelation function becom es

C12 = jA 12j
2
; (16)

wherethetwo particleam plitudeis

A 12 = h0jE 2E 1j	i

=
X

K

g1(K )h0jE 2jK ee1iL; (17)

with

g1(K )=
X

k

pR (k;e1)e
� ik�1f(k;K ); (18)

and thepolarization stateis

jee1iL =
X

�= �

je�iL�� �d(e1;e� �): (19)

If�+ = � �� ;thestatejee1iL isorthogonaltoje1iL:Afterthem easurem entofR iscom pleted,

thephoton L hasa de�nitepolarization state.

The�rstdetectorisa triggerwhich registersin a tim einterval(T1�
Tm
2
;T1+

Tm
2
):After

detectorone�res,thecorrelation function reducesto a singleparticlefunction

C1 = N
X

K ;K 0

h0jE 2jK ee1iLh0jE 2jK
0 ee1i

�
L�L(K ;K 0) (20)

where
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�L(K ;K 0)=
1

N

X

kk0

pR (k;e1)pR (k
0
;e1)

�
f(k;K )f(k0;K 0)�e� ikT1 �

e
ik0T1Tm sinc(k� k

0)
Tm

2
: (21)

�L(K ;K 0)isa m atrix elem entofthe one particle density m atrix forL.The norm alization

N isde�ned so thattr�L = 1:Finally,wehave

C1 = N tr
�

�LE
y

2E 2

�

(22)

where

�L =
X

K K 0

jK ;ee1iL �L(K ;K 0)LhK
0
;ee1j: (23)

W enow investigateunderwhatcircum stancesthisdensitym atrixrepresentsapurestate.

To do thisweexploittheassum ption thatf satis�esthecondition thatitswidth �k << k 0

and use eq.(12). The sinc function issm allunlessj� � �0j< 2�=Tm :W e introduce,aswe

did above,Tk = 1=�k;the single particle coherence tim e ofthe wave packetofparticle R.

The criticalparam eterforthe following discussion is� = Tm =Tk:Aswe did in section B1

above,itissim plestto considerthe two extrem e casesoflong triggering tim es� � 1 and

shorttriggering tim es� � 1:W eshallseethatin the�rstcaseL is,in general,in a m ixed

state,whilein thesecond case,L isalwaysin a purestate.

a. Long triggering tim es Forlong triggering tim es the sinc function is non-negligible

when j� � �0j< �k=� << �k:In thiscase,asillustrated in �g.1,we m ay set� � � 0in f

and obtain

�L(K ;K 0)=

s

1

N 0

X

k

jpR(k;e1)j
2
f(k;K )f(k;K 0)�: (24)

In general,L isin a m ixed state.W ewilldiscussthisfurtherbelow.

b.Shorttriggeringtim es In thiscasethewidth ofthesincfunction,2�=Tm = 2�=(Tk�)

� �k;and thesincfunction m ay besetequalto 1 overtheentirerangeofthesum m ation

over� and �0:Consequently,

�L(K ;K 0)= �(K )�(K 0)� (25)
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�(K )=

s

1

N

X

k

pR (k;e1)f(k;K )e� ik�1: (26)

So that�L(K ;K 0)factors.In thiscase,eq.(20)becom es

C1 = N jh0jE L(x2;t2)j�;ee1iLj
2
: (27)

W einterpretthisasstaying thatupon com pletion ofthem easurem enton R,L isputin the

purestate

j�;ee1iL =
X

K

�(K )jK ;ee1iL: (28)

c.Thepropertiesofthestateoftheleftm ovingphoton Theexactnatureofthestateof

theparticlem ovingtotheleftdependsupon theinitialentangled stateand them easurem ent

m ade on the right. Forlong triggering tim e,case (a)above,the explicit tim e ofthe �rst

m easurem enthasdisappeared from thecalculation.Ofcourse,itisstillpresentin thatany

m easurem enton L m ustbem adeafterthe�rstm easurem entiscom pleted.Thisinform ation

ishidden bythefactthatwedid notincludethecorrectionsduetothewidth ofsincfunction

buttreated itasthough itwerea Diracdelta function.

Suppose that the m easurem ent on the right was a �ltering m easurem ent in k so that

pR (k;e1)isnarrowly peaked atk0:Thisreducesto theshorttriggering tim e,case (b),and

(25)holdswith

�L(K ;K 0)=
1

N
00
f(k0;K )f(k0;K

0)� (29)

so eq.(28)becom es

j�;ee1iL =

s

1

N 00

X

K

f(k0;K )jK ;ee1iL: (30)

Thisisthe case in which detector1 hasa narrow �lterin frontofitso thatitprojects a

planewave stateofR.In general,thestateofL isnota planewavestate.

A particularly interesting exam ple ofthe entangled two particle state (13) is the one

contem plated by Einstein,Rosen and Podolsky [7](EPR),
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f(k;K )= v(K )�(k+ K � kp) (31)

where kp = k0 + K 0:Ourassum ptionsim ply thatv(K )ispeaked around K 0:Such a two-

particleentangled statecan approxim ately berealized forphotonsusingtype-IIspontaneous

param etricdown-conversion forwhich kp isthepum p frequency.

In case(a ),

�L(K ;K 0)=
1

N
jpR(kp � K ;e1)j

2
jv(K )j2�(K � K

0); (32)

so that�L isdiagonalin thebasisofjK ee1istates.The stateforcase (b)becom esa plane

wavestate.

Ifthe �lterfunction pR isnarrowly peaked atk0;so thatwe have case (b)again. The

stateoftheL photon hasa spectrum determ ined by f(k0;K )which in turn is�xed by the

originaltwo-photon state.Theresultofthem easurem entselectsthestateofparticleL.

A contentious issue in the interpretation ofquantum m echanics is whether the uncer-

tainty principle re
ects a fundam entallim itation on how wellconjugate variables can be

determ ined because ofthe basic quantum nature ofm easurem ent,as Heisenberg believed

[8]. This position was criticized by Popper [9]who argued that the uncertainty principle

wasa statisticalstatem entand did notim ply thatitwasm eaningless fora particle to si-

m ultaneously possessde�nitevaluesofconjugatevariablesasthey do classically.Itisclear

that the m easurem ent ofthe uncertainty in the left m oving particle is unchanged by the

m easurem ent ofR ifthe uncertainty iscom puted based on allthe photonsm oving to the

left(thatis,independently ofwhetherR registersacountornot).On theotherhand,ifthe

uncertainty ism easured only forthoseL photonswhosepartnersaredetected on theright,

then the uncertainty isdi�erent. The m easurem entchangesthe uncertainty because itse-

lectsouta subsetoftheparticlesm oving to theleft.Thereisno action-at-a-distancein the

sense ofa forcechanging theuncertainty.Thepossibleoutcom esofindividualexperim ents

and the statisticsofsetsofexperim entscom e from the originalentangled state through f:

The non-localaction occursforeach individualexperim ent,so thatafterthe detection on

theright,thephoton m oving to thelefthasgonefrom nothaving a de�nitestateto having
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a de�nitestate.Theuncertainty changesbecausetheexperim entdictatesthatwecom pute

itwith a conditionalprobability..Only those statesofthe particle L areconsidered which

areassociated with thetriggeringoftherightdetectorand thisconditioning dependson the

natureofthedetectorthrough pR and TM [10].

The factthatm easurem ents do notnecessarily induce uncontrolled uncertainty in the

senseofHeisenberg isby now well-known from thediscussion ofthequantum erasure[11].

IV .M EA SU R EM EN T O F T H R EE PA RT IC LE STAT ES

W eshallconsidera threeparticlestatethatistheproductofan entangled two particle

state and an independentone particle state. Thistype ofstate isdiscussed in the original

teleportation paper[3].In thatcase,them easurem entisperform ed on two oftheparticles

and asingleparticlestateisprepared.Alternatively,by m easuringoneoftheparticlesin the

entangled state,onecan prepare a stateofthetwo rem aining particles.A problem related

to thiscase hasbeen discussed by Horne [12]in connection with m easuring one particle in

a fourparticlestateto producea GHZ state[13].

Thestatewewillconsideris

j	i= j	i abj�ic =
X

kakb

f(ka;kb)(jkae+ iajkbe� ib+ jkae� iajkbe+ ib)
X

kc

g(kc)j�;kcic (33)

where

j�;kcic = �+ jkce+ ic+ �� jkce� ic (34)

isa norm alized plane wave state.The two particle entangled state isnotthe m ostgeneral

such state,butisrathera superposition ofthe plane wave entangled statessim ilarto the

oneBohm used in hisdiscussion oftheEPR experim ent[14].

A .M easurem ent ofthe B ellstates

Forquantum teleportation itisnecessary to perform a m easurem ent thatprojectsthe

stateoftheparticlesa and conto theBellstates(in thissection lowercasea refersto Alice
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and lowercaseb;to Bob,uppercaseB ;to Bell).To do thisitisnecessary to de�ne a Bell

statedetectoroperator.ThefourBellstatesarede�ned by

jB ;k1;k2iab =

s

1

2

X

�= �

X

�= �

�
(B )
�� jk1e�iajk2e�ib (35)

wherethenon-zero elem entsofthe� are�
(1)

+ + = �
(1)

� � = 1;�
(2)

+ + = � �
(2)

� � = 1;�
(3)

+ � = �
(3)

� + = 1;

and �
(4)

+ � = � �
(4)

� + = 1;and e+ and e� are orthogonalpolarization vectors. The Bellstate

detectoroperatorisde�ned as

E
(B ) =

X

k1k2

p
(B )(k1;k2)e

� i(k1+ k2)�B
X

��

�
(B )
�� a(k1;e�)a(k2;e�): (36)

Theretarded tim e�B = tB � xB ;wherexB isthecoordinatenorm alto thedetectorand tB

isthe tim e the detectorregistersthe pair. W e have chosen the form ofthe detectorbased

on a m odelin which up-conversion isused to detecttheBellstates.

Following [3],werewrite(33)as

j	i=
X

kakbkc

f(ka;kb)g(kc)
X

B

jB ;ka;kciacj�
(B );kbib; (37)

where j�(B );kbib isthe plane wave state associate with B in Bob’slaboratory.Itisrelated

to (34)by a spin transform ation �B � = �(B );[3].

Now supposewem easurethethreeparticlecorrelation

CB = h	jE (B )y
E
y

bE bE
(B )
j	i= jA bB j; (38)

wheretheam plitudeA bB isgiven by

A bB = h0jE bE
(B )
j	i

=
X

kakbkc

UB (ka;kb;kc)e
� i(ka+ kc)�B h0jE bj�

(B );kbib; (39)

and

UB (ka;kb;kc)= f(ka;kb)g(kc)p
(B )(ka;kc): (40)

Theprocedureisnow thesam easabove,weintegrateCB overthedetection tim etB of

theBellstatedetectorin Alice’slaboratory,calltheresultC B :Theintegration givesa sinc

function thatdependson theenergiesoftheparticlesin Alice’slaboratory,
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Sac = sinc(ka + kc� k
0
a � k

0
c)
Tm

2
: (41)

Finally,weexpressC B in term sofa density m atrix fortheparticlein Bob’slaboratory,

CB = N
X

kbk
0

b

h0jE bj�
(B );kbibh0jE bj�

(B );k0bi
�
b�B (kb;k

0
b); (42)

with

�B (kb;k
0
b)=

1

N

X

kakbk
0
ak

0

b

Sace
� i(ka+ kc)TB UB (ka;kb;kc)e

i(k0a+ k
0

c)�B UB (k
0
a;k

0
b;k

0
c)
�
; (43)

where,asusual,N isa norm alization constant.

W e are interested in accurate teleportation,so we wantBob’sstate to be a pure state.

To thisend,werequirethatSac in eq.(41)to beapproxim ately equalto oneovertherange

ofintegration.Thisentailsthat

(�k a + �k c)Tm << 2�; (44)

where�k a isthewidth off(ka;kb)in the�rstvariableand �k c isthewidth ofg(kc):If(44)

issatis�ed,when theoutcom eofAlice’sBellstatem easurem entisB ;(42)becom es

CB = bh�
(B )
jE

y

bE bj�
(B )
ib:

Thestateproduced in theHilbertspaceofBob’sparticleis

j�
(B )
ib =

s

1

N

X

kb

2

4
X

kakb

U(ka;kb;kc)e
i(ka+ kc)TB

3

5 j�
(B );kbib: (45)

Thisisapurestatebut,in general,doesnothavethesam espectralpropertiesoftheoriginal

function,thatis,itisnotequalto

j�B ib =
X

kb

g(kb)j�B �;kbib: (46)

Foraccurate teleportation we require thatthese be equalup to a phase. Thisleadsto the

condition

X

kc

0

@
X

ka

f(ka;kb)p
(B )(ka;kc)e

i(ka+ kc)TB

1

A g(kc)= �g(kb): (47)
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Thisequation requiresthatg be an eigenvectorofthe operatorin brackets. Thisoperator

depends on the input entangled state,f ,and the nature ofthe Bellstate detector,p(B ):

Note thatthe functionaldependence on kb appearsin f . Thisindicatesthatf lim itsthe

classoffunctionsthatcan beteleported.

Ifthereareapproxim ationssuch thattheoperatorin (47)isaconstanttim estheidentity

m atrix,any g consistentwith (44)and these approxim ationscan be accurately teleported.

Asan exam pleofsuch a case,letf to begiven by eq.(31).In thiscase(47)becom es

X

kc

�

�(kb)p
(B )(kp � kb;kc)e

i(kp� kb+ kc)TB
�

g(kc)= �g(kb):

In addition,if

p
(B )(ka;kc)= p

(B )

0 �(ka + kc� k0); (48)

then eq.(47)becom es

p
(B )
�(kb)e

ik0TB g(k0 � kp + kb)= �g(kb):

Finally,take k0 = kp. W e now can satisfy eq. (47)forthe class ofg(kb) such that v(kb)

is approxim ately constant over the dom ain ofkb where g(kb) is non-zero. The condition

k0 = kp is a requirem ent on the detector function. For an up-conversion m odelofthe

Bellstate detector,this m eans thatthe up-converted photon has the sam e energy as the

pum p photon thatproduced the originalentangled state j	iab in eq.(33). In practice the

approxim ation m ade here restrictsthe classofstatesthatcan be accurately teleported to

quasim onochrom aticstates.On theotherhand,forgiven f and p(B ) theeigenvalueequation

(47)m ay havea richersetofsolutionsthatperm itaccurateteleportation.

There isan assum ption in ourdiscussion thatrequiresfurtherconsideration. W e have

assum ed thatthespectralfunctionsoftheentangled stateand thesingleparticlestatesare

the sam e foreach realization ofthe experim ent. Usually thiswillnotbe true [15]. To see

how thise�ectstheoutcom eweconsidera sim plecase.Supposethatforeach experim ental

realization,f isthesam eandghasaphasefactorthatvariesfrom experim enttoexperim ent.
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Thism ightbedueto thegeneration ofthesingleparticlestateatdi�erentopticaldistances

from theentangled pair.Forthejth experim entsupposethat

g
(j)(k)= e

i� j(k)g(k): (49)

Now wem ustaverageoverj to com putethedensity m atrix.Thisgives

h�B (kb;k
0
b)i=

X

j

Z

D � j(k)p(� j(k))�
(j)

B (kb;k
0
b);

where p(�(k))is the probability distribution function for�(k);�
(j)

B isgiven by eq.’s (43)

and (40)with g replaced by g(j):If� j isindependentofk;then h�B i= �B :On the other

hand,suppose � j(k)israndom and thathei(� j(k)� � j(k
0))i= �kk0:In thiscase,Bob’sstateis

determ ined by thecondition

hCB i= N trE
y

bE bh�
(B )
i

giving

h�
(B )
i=

1

N

X

kbk
0

b

j�
(B );kbib

0

@
X

kak
0
akc

e
� i(ka� k

0

a)TB U(ka;kb;kc)U(k
0
a;k

0
b;kc)

�

1

A h�
(B );k0bj:

In generalthisexpression willnotfactor,so Bob endsup with a m ixed stateratherthan a

purestate.

To overcom e this type ofrandom phase disturbance,experim entalists usually produce

theentangled stateand thestateto beteleported coherently [16],[17].

B .M easurem ent ofa single particle

Next consider the case in which the state (33) is generated and a single particle is

m easured. A m easurem ent ofparticle a willnotentangle b and c:However,suppose that

wem ix band cby passing thepairthrough a 50-50 beam splitterasillustrated in �g.3.If

a isdetected,therem aining pairwillbepartially entangled.Theoutgoing pairwillhave a

density m atrix ofthe form � = �12 + �11 + �22 corresponding to one photon going to each

detector,�12;orboth photonsgoing to thesam edetector,�11 and �22:.
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Fora beam splitterwith equaltransm ittanceand re
ectance,the�eld fordetector1 is

�1 =
1
p
2

X

q

p1(q;e1)e
� iq�1 (iab(q;e1)+ ac(q;e1))=

1
p
2
(iE 1b+ E 1c): (50)

Thephasefactorofiisassociated with re
ection o�thebeam splitter.Thedetectoroperator

E 2 issim ilarly de�ned.Thetriplecorrelation function iscom posed ofthreenon-interfering

term s,onein which theparticlesband cgo to di�erentdetectorsand two in which they go

to thesam edetector.

C123 = h	j�
y

1�
y

2E
y

3E 3�2�1j	i= jA 12j
2 + jA 11j

2 + jA 22j
2
; (51)

where

A 12 =
1

2
(h0jE 3E 2cE 1bj	i� h0jE 3E 2bE 1cj	i) (52)

A 11 =
i

2
h0jE 3E 1bE 1cj	i (53)

A 22 =
i

2
h0jE 3E 2cE 2bj	i: (54)

The notation E 1b m eansthatthe operatorde�ned in (7)containsthedestruction operator

acting on the photon in the b m ode. From the point ofview discussed in this paper,we

m ustkeep alltheseterm sin orderto specify thestateprepared when detector3 registersa

count.In m any discussions,the am plitude forboth particlesgoing to the sam e detectoris

dropped on thegroundsthatonly thecoincidencesofdetectors1 and 2 areregistered.Itis

then justi�ed to arguethatonly A 12 isobserved.

Asshown in appendix 2,

A 12 =

p
N

2
h0jE 1E 2j�i12 (55)

where

j�i12 =
1

p
N
(j�0

i1j�i2 + j�i1j�
0
i2): (56)

Thisisan entangled state com posed ofsingle particle statesthatare superpositionsofthe

planewave states(34)and (B2),

18



j�i=
X

k

g(k)j�;ki;

j�0
i=

X

k


(k)j�0;ki; (57)

where


(k)=
X

k3

p(k3;e3)e
� ik3�3f(k3;k): (58)

Thestatej�iisjusttheoriginalinputsingleparticlestate,(33).

In an identicalway

A 11 =
1

2
p
N
h0jE 1E 1j�i11;

with

j�i11 =
p
N

X

kk0

j�;ki1j�
0;k0i1g(k)
(k

0):

A sim ilarresultholdsforA 22:

W enow repeatthecalculation m adein the�rstsection ofthepaper.Thiscaseism uch

m orecom plicated.W egetseveralterm s

C 123 = C12 + C11 + C22

C12 =

Z T3+
Tt
2

T3�
Tt
2

d�3jA 12j
2

Czz =
1

4

Z T3+
Tt
2

T3�
Tt
2

d�3jh0jE zE zj�izzj
2
; z= 1;2:

M oreexplicitly,

C12 = W 1 + W 2 + 2ReW 3 = N trE
y

1E
y

2E 1E 2�12;

C
(s)
m m = N trE

y
m E

y
m E m E z�m m ; m = 1;2

W 1 and W 2 com efrom thesquaresofthetwo term sin (52),and W 3 istheinterferenceterm

between thesetwo am plitudes.Aftertheintegration over�3;theparam eterthatdeterm ine

the nature ofthe unm easured pairis� = Tm =Tk where Tk = 1=�k ,�k isthe m axim um
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(with respectto k3 )width ofp(k3;e3)f(k3;k). Ifthisism uch lessthan 1;we are in the

shorttriggertim elim itand

�12 = j�i12 12h�j;

The overlap between the two term sisjh
0j
ij2:In orderforthisto reach a m axim um itis

necessary thatj
P

k g(k)

�(k)j2 beam axim um org(k)= �
(k)fora constant�:Thisplaces

acondition on thedetectorfunction p foreach choiceoff and g:Thiscaseissim ilarto that

following (47).

In this discussion,it has been assum ed that the photons b and c are not recom bined

afterthey past the �rst beam splitter. Ifthis were notthe case,then the state afterthe

beam splitterisactually asuperposition ofj�i12;j�i11;and j�i22:Furtherm ore,asin thecase

discussed in theprevioussection,ifweletg(k)contain a random phase,then in generalthe

stateproduced afterthebeam splitterwillbea m ixed state.

V .C O N C LU SIO N

Ifwehavea setofN entangled particles,thesubsystem softheentanglesstatesarenot

in any de�nite state. The e�ect ofm easuring a subset ofthe M particles is to produce a

stateofN-M particles.Theprecisenatureofthisstatedependson theinitialentangled state

and the nature ofthe m easurem ent. In particular,there is a tim e scale set by the initial

entangled stateand the subsystem m easured such thatiftheduration ofthem easurem ent

islongon thistim escale,then thestateoftheN-M particlesprepared willbeam ixed state.

Iftheduration isshort,then thestateprepared isa purestate.Oneway to ensurethatthe

lattercaseholdsistoplace�ltersin frontofthem easuring devicessuch thatade�nitestate

ofthem easured subsystem isprojected outby thedetectors.In practice,forphotons,this

isdoneusing narrow spectral�lters.

W ehaveshown thataccuratequantum teleportation can notbedoneforarbitrary states

and found an integralequation thatthestatespectralam plitudem ustsatisfy.Thiscondition
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shows how the teleportation ofstates allows localm easurem ents in Alice’s laboratory to

determ ine a com plicated state in Bob’slaboratory. In particularitshowsthatthe spacial

inform ation m ustalready bepresentin theentangled state.

W ehavealsoseen how am easurem entofoneparticlefrom an entangled paircan lead to

a partially entangled stateofan independentparticleand thesecond particleform thepair.

This is done by m ixing the unm easured pair on a beam splitter. However,the entangled

pair that is produced is not com posed ofidenticalstates in the two outputs. Forthis to

occur,itisagain necessary thattheindependentstateand theentangled statehavespectral

am plitudesthatarerelated.
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A P P EN D IX A :P R O O F O F T H E FA C T O R IZAT IO N O F T H E P O V M

Fora purestatetr�22 = 1:Using eq.(6)thiscondition becom es

1=
1

N 2

X

aa0

j1h�ajE j�a0i1j
2
jcaj

2
jca0j

2

�

 
1

N

X

a

1h�ajE j�ai1jcaj
2

! 2

= 1;

since

j1h�ajE j�a0i1j
2
� 1h�ajE j�ai1 1h�a0jE j�a0i1:

Thelastequality isjustthenorm alization of�2:TheSchwarzinequality becom esan equality

if,and only if,
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E j�a0i1 = za0aE j�ai1 (A1)

fora constantzaa0:By taking the innerproductofthisequation with �rstwith j�ai1 and

then with j�a0i1 thatforeach a and a
0

1h�ajE j�a0i1 = e
i�aa0

q

1h�ajE j�ai1

q

1h�a0jE j�a0i1

where�aa = 0 foralla;sinceE � 0:

W enow have

zaa0 = e
i�aa0

v
u
u
t 1h�a0jE j�a0i1

1h�ajE j�ai1

Finally taking the innerproductofj�bi1 with A1 we can show that�ba0 = �aa0 + �ba from

which itfollowsthat�aa0 = �a � �a0:

A P P EN D IX B :C A LC U LAT IO N O F O U T P U T STAT E FR O M B EA M SP LIT T ER

TheBellstategiven in (33)correspondsto B = 3 so the�rstterm in A 12 isgiven by

h0jE 3E 2bE 1cj	i=
X

k1k2k3

g(k1)f(k3;k2)h0jE 1j�;k1i1h0jE 3E 2j3;k3;k2i32; (B1)

where theindex 2 refersto statesafterthebeam splitter,theindex 3 = a;asshown in the

�g.3,and

h0jE 3E 2j3;k3;k2i32 = p(k3;e3)e
� ik3�3h0jE 2j�

0;k2i;

with

j�
0;k2i= jk2e� i2d(e3;e+ )+ jk2e+ i2d(e3;e� ): (B2)

TheoperatorsE 1 and E 2 areoftheform given in (7).Thesecond term in A 12 is

h0jE 3E 2cE 1bj	i=
X

k1k2k3

g(k2)f(k3;k1)h0jE 3E 1bj3;k3;k1i31h0jE 2j�;k2i2; (B3)

where

h0jE 3E 1bj3;k3;k1i31 = p(k3;e3)e
� ik3�3h0jE 1j�

0;k1i1:

Equation (55)now follows.
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FIGURES

FIG .1. Illustration ofthe two cases�> > 1 and � < < 1.

FIG .2. Theverticallinesaretheworld linesforthesource,S,and detector,D.Thethick lines

represent the lim its ofthe signal. In c we illustrate the e� ect ofthe � lter,F,in spreading the

signal.

FIG .3. O nem em ber,a,oftheBellstateisdetected atthedetectorD3.Theotherparticle,b,

goesto the beam splitterwhereitism ixed with thesingle particle c.

25



   

κ’

κ

� ∆k

κ’

κ

2π/Tm

� ∆k

2π/Tm



   

Tk

t

x

TM

a. θ<<1

S D

Tk

t

x

TM

c. TM>>Tp

S F D

Tp

Tk

t

x

TM

b. θ>>1

S D



 

D3

a b

c

1
2BS


