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Summary

Optical quantum memories are crucial ingredients for a multitude of quantum network
protocols. In this thesis, the efficient absorption and emission of a single-photon polarization
qubit in a complex-valued temporal mode by a single-atom-based light-matter interface
is analytically investigated and experimentally demonstrated. Further, an unprecedented
storage time of more than 100 ms is achieved by intermittently mapping the stored qubit
to a decoherence-protected atomic storage basis.

Zusammenfassung

Optische Quantenspeicher sind wesentliche Bestandteile vieler Quantennetzwerkprotokolle.
In dieser Arbeit wird die effiziente Absorption und Emission eines Polarisationsqubits in
einer komplexwertigen zeitlichen Mode von einer Einzelatom-Licht-Materie-Schnittstelle
analytisch untersucht und experimentell demonstriert. Zudem wird eine bisher unerreichte
Speicherzeit von mehr als 100 ms demonstriert, indem das Qubit zwischenzeitlich in einen
vor Dekohärenz geschützten atomaren Unterzustand transferiert wird.

ix





1.Introduction

At the end of the 19th century, theoretical physics failed to predict the spectral energy
density of the electromagnetic field emitted by a black body in thermal equilibrium. Based
on the assumption that energy is equally distributed over all oscillator modes, the pre-
vailing theories predicted the ultraviolet catastrophe, a diverging energy density for high
frequencies [1]. To resolve this issue, Max Planck quantized the energy packets, which the
oscillator modes can emit and absorb, and thereby introduced the famous Planck constant
h [2]. With Einstein’s interpretation of the photo-electric effect in 1905 [3], this notion
was dramatically extended, and the photon as the quantized carrier of energy in the elec-
tromagnetic field was introduced. Later, with the advent of the wave-function formalism,
modern quantum physics was created and thereby two states of matter that lack a clas-
sical counterpart: the superposition of mutually exclusive states and the entanglement, a
superposition of correlations between multiple quantum particles sharing a common and
indivisible state. Especially, the latter gave rise to skepticism about the completeness of
the quantum theory, because a measurement on one of two entangled and potentially far
separated particles immediately affects the state of the other particle. This spooky action
at a distance contradicts the principle of relativity and local realism [4]. Since then, signif-
icant efforts have been made to experimentally demonstrate [5–11] the violation of Bell’s
inequality [12] to confirm that quantum mechanics is indeed complete and that realism
is a non-local property of nature. Today, one century after the foundation of quantum
physics was created, the controlled manipulation of quantum systems and especially the
non-locality of entangled quantum states distributed in future large-scale networks is about
to change the way we approach communication and computation complexity [13].

A defining property of entangled quantum systems is that the size of their state space
grows exponentially with the number of quantum particles. This drastically limits the abil-
ity to simulate complex physical phenomena with classical computers. Therefore, in 1982,
Richard Feynman suggested that due to the quantumness of nature itself, only quantum
systems can serve as an efficient simulation platform for complex physical problems [14,
15]. Three years later, David Deutsch turned this scaling argument around and showed
that quantum systems could also be employed as a general computation device with the
potential to gain significant speedups for classical problems. This led to the development
of quantum algorithms, which allow for up to an exponential speedup [16–19] compared to
their classical counterparts.
First experimental implementations of quantum computers with a few qubits were shown in
nuclear-magnetic-resonance systems [20], but the usability of those systems is limited due
to their poor scaling behavior [21]. More recent approaches employ trapped ions [22–24] or
superconducting circuits [25–27], but despite promising results, the scaling to large qubit
numbers with universal two-qubit gates is very demanding [28, 29].
One way to solve the scalability problem of quantum computers is to interconnect smaller
computational nodes in a quantum network [30]. Besides achieving scalability [31–33], this
approach also yields new applications like the formation of highly accurate and precise
network clocks [34]. Additionally, finding consensus in a faulty classical network is a com-
mon but very costly task, which can be solved more efficiently by sharing quantum states
[35–39] via quantum channels. Finally, the exchange of quantum states between network
nodes allows for the creation of communication channels that are secured against eavesdrop-
ping by the fundamentals of quantum physics [40–44]. The inability to amplify quantum
states [45, 46] forbids the undetected eavesdropping on quantum communication channels,
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1. Introduction

but simultaneously renders the creation of a large-scale quantum network a major challenge.

To establish a quantum network, qubits must be faithfully exchanged between network
nodes [47]. The photon is the natural carrier for this state exchange in a long-distance
quantum network because it can be transmitted with the speed of light and only weakly
interacts with the environment [48–50]. Nevertheless, unavoidable losses in optical fibers or
diffraction losses in free-space render the direct transmission of photonic qubits challenging
[51]. To overcome this limitation, the quantum repeater was proposed [52, 53] to establish
entanglement between the sender and the receiver node and to use quantum teleportation
to transmit the state [54–57], but the implementation of a quantum repeater is demanding.
For a working large-scale quantum network that allows for distributed quantum computa-
tions, three essential criteria were identified [30, 49, 58]: long-lived qubit storage, efficient
and coherent light-matter interfaces and high-fidelity gates between multiple qubits at a
network node. For quantum information applications, a suitable light-matter interface must
support controlling the complex-valued temporal mode of the emitted and absorbed pho-
ton. This is critical to achieving indistinguishability between photons to allow for a high
interference contrast. Furthermore, control over the temporal modes is vital to creating
compatibility between different systems in a hybrid quantum network [58].
One of the significant challenges to create a quantum network is the identification of a
platform that fulfills these requirements. For instance, long coherence times have been
observed in various systems but without an efficient interface [59–64]. A prominent ex-
ample is quantum computing nodes based on trapped-ions, which also exhibit high-fidelity
gate operations, but the mediation of efficient light-matter interactions is an outstanding
challenge [65–67]. In contrast, efficient storage of a polarization qubit in a Bose-Einstein
condensate was demonstrated but with a storage time insufficient for a large-scale quantum
network [68]. Additionally, control over the intensity profile of single photons was achieved
with various systems including atomic ensembles and atom-cavity systems [69–76], and the
manipulation of the phase of a temporal mode was demonstrated with electro-optic mod-
ulators [77, 78] but an efficient conversion between complex-valued temporal modes over a
broad range is still an unsolved problem.

One prominent candidate that simultaneously allows for efficient and coherent light-matter
interactions, two-qubit gates, and long coherence times are neutral atoms trapped [79, 80]
in high-finesse optical cavities formed by super polished mirrors [81]. Such cavity systems
exhibit a strong coupling between a single photonic excitation and the atom [82, 83] and
therefore allow for the formation of an efficient light-matter interface [84–89]. Moreover,
control over the temporal mode was theoretically demonstrated for three-level atoms [90–
92]. Also, atom cavity systems can be employed to perform quantum gates between a sin-
gle photon and an atom, between two atoms trapped in the same resonator, and also to
mediate quantum gates between two photons [93–95]. Furthermore, the storage of a po-
larization qubit on a single atom trapped in a resonator was demonstrated with moderate
storage times [87, 96] and the same atomic species was found to support significantly longer
coherence times by utilizing a different set of atomic basis states [97]. Additionally, a high
level of control over all degrees of freedom of a single atom inside an optical resonator was
demonstrated, including three-dimensional cooling of the atom into its motional ground
state [98], as well as positioning the atom with submicron accuracy [99]. The applicability
of atom-cavity systems for quantum network applications has already been demonstrated
by creating entanglement between an atom and a photon, exchanging the state between two
resonator system directly or by teleportation and entangling an atom-cavity system with
a Bose-Einstein condensate in a hybrid network [56, 100, 101]. Finally, the development
of new fiber-based microresonators with higher light-matter interaction rates [102–104] will
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push the potential of atom-cavity systems further rendering those a vital platform for re-
search.

In this thesis, the potential of single-atom cavity systems for quantum network applica-
tions is advanced by achieving significant improvements addressing two of the three above
mentioned criteria, namely the efficient and coherent light-matter interface and the long-
lived storage of polarization qubits carried by single-photons.
The coherent absorption and emission of a single photon from an atom-cavity system are
improved significantly by generalizing the model by Gorshkov et al. [90] from a three-level
atom to an n-level atom. By incorporating the full relevant level structure, the correct
relation between the control pulse and the absorbed or emitted temporal photonic modes
is found. This advances the light-matter interface in two crucial regards. By applying the
model for the three-level atom to the experimental apparatus, the absorption efficiency
degrades with an increasing atom-resonator detuning. This poses a significant limitation
onto the usability of the light-matter interface since atom-resonator detunings are crucial
for scaling the system towards multiple atoms with controllable light-matter interactions.
Additionally, even for single-atom cavity systems, a vanishing atom-resonator detuning is
not necessarily the optimal working point in terms of interface efficiency and the purity of
the emitted modes and underlines the importance of the free-choice of the atom-resonator
detuning. Furthermore, precise control over temporal modes is inevitable for quantum in-
formation applications and the independent control over the absorbed and emitted modes
enables the atom-cavity system to interconvert between a broad range of temporal modes,
thereby establishing compatibility between various systems in a hybrid network.
In terms of long-lived storage of photonic polarization qubits, a significant breakthrough is
achieved: By coherently mapping the stored qubit between a pair of basis states used for the
light-matter interactions and another pair used during the storage period, magnetic field
fluctuations are eliminated as the dominant source of decoherence. Further decoherence
mechanisms are suppressed by the implementation of the spin-echo technique, resulting in
a coherence time of the stored polarization qubit for longer than 100 ms. Compared to
prior work [96] this is an increase by almost three orders of magnitude and poses the first
demonstration of photonic qubit storage with a coherence time exceeding the lower bound
for the direct teleportation of qubits in a global quantum network [105].

This thesis is structured as follows: In the first part, a generalized formalism based on the
work of Gorshkov et al. is derived that incorporates an arbitrary number of excited states.
This formalism is then applied to 87Rb with the level structure used for the light-matter
interface, and the impact of the individual excited states is investigated. Subsequently, nu-
merical methods are used to verify the predictions of the model and to quantify the impact
of incoherent processes. Finally, the model is compared to experimental results followed by
a demonstration of the temporal mode conversion capabilities for quantum network appli-
cations.
In the second part, the previously demonstrated light-matter interface is employed for the
storage of single-photon polarization qubits. After magnetic field fluctuations are identified
as the limiting source of decoherence, a basis transfer scheme is developed to map the qubit
to a magnetically insensitive atomic state pair during the storage time. Subsequently, the
scheme is tested experimentally, and the observed residual decoherence is utilized to identify
additional decoherence mechanisms. To eliminate the identified mechanisms, a spin-echo
technique is employed, further prolonging the coherence of the stored qubit followed by a
final analysis of the remaining decoherence rate. The thesis concludes by summarizing the
results along with a discussion of the implications for future experiments.
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2.Atom-Cavity Light-Matter Interface

The content of this chapter is based on the prior publication:

Deterministic shaping and reshaping of single-photon temporal wave functions
O. Morin, M. Körber, S. Langenfeld & G. Rempe
Phys. Rev. Lett, volume 123, 133602 (2019)

2.1. Motivation and Structure

Light-matter interactions are the foundation of future quantum networks based on quantum
information carried by single photons which are exchanged between stationary matter-based
network nodes. In this chapter, the absorption and emission processes of a single photon
from a single atom trapped in a high-finesse optical resonator are studied. The focus of
this chapter is to optimize the light-matter interaction efficiency and to gain full control
over the temporal photonic mode in the single-photon absorption and emission process. In
prior work [96], the absorption and subsequent emission of a single photon were described
as a Stimulated Raman Adiabatic Passage (STIRAP) process [106, 107]. However, the ap-
plicability of this semi-classical model to the cavity-assisted absorption and emission of a
single photon is limited. Theoretical work from multiple groups [90–92] was carried out to
model the absorption and emission of a single quantum of light and to provide control over
the temporal mode of the photon.

In collaboration with Prof. Giovanna Morigi and Luigi Gianelli from the University of
Saarland, the model by Gorshkov et al. [90] was identified to be a suitable model for the
atom-cavity system used throughout this thesis. Although initially designed for atomic
ensembles, it was verified by Gianelli et al. [108] that it is also applicable to a single-atom
resonator system in the intermediate coupling regime. In contrast to the work by Fleis-
chhauer et al. [92] and Dilley et al. [91], it also allows for a detuning between the resonator
and the atomic transition. Although Gianelli et al. integrated multiple loss channels to the
model of Gorshkov et al. [90], providing a better resemblance of the actual experimental
conditions, a striking mismatch between the theoretical predictions and our experimental
results could not be resolved. With an increasing detuning of the cavity mode from the
atomic resonance, the efficiency of the light-matter interface rapidly degrades for the stor-
age process, and the temporal mode of a produced photon diverges from the prediction.
Since a non-vanishing atom-cavity detuning allows for scaling the atom-cavity system to
multiple emitters coupled to the same cavity mode and high efficiencies are crucial for fu-
ture quantum networks, a profound understanding of the light-matter interaction is of vital
importance.

Here, an extension of the model by Gorshkov et al. is derived, which incorporates an
arbitrary number of atomic excited states. The model correctly predicts the efficiency of
the coherent light-matter interactions for all atom-cavity detunings. Further, it allows for
precisely controlling the temporal mode of the produced photon including its phase profile.

The structure of this chapter is as follows: After a short introduction to the system, the
model by Gorshkov et al. is generalized to include multiple excited states. The solutions
of the underlying differential equations are first discussed in general and then applied to
the atom-resonator system used throughout this thesis. The theoretical predictions are
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2. Atom-Cavity Light-Matter Interface

then compared to numerical calculations that simulate the dynamics of the system without
the assumptions used in the derivation of the model. Decremental effects that limit the
coherence of the light-matter interactions are identified and checked against numerical pre-
dictions. The theoretical expectation of the light-matter interface efficiency is compared to
experimental results followed by a thorough investigation of the control over the complex
temporal envelope of the created photons. Finally, the control over the absorbed and emit-
ted mode is utilized to demonstrate two possible applications, the mode-selective absorption
and the mode-conversion-capabilities of the system.

2.2. Theoretical Background

2.2.1. Cavity Assisted Light Matter Interactions

A single atom with two ground states |g〉 and |s〉 and n excited states |ei〉 is optically
trapped at the center of a high-finesse optical cavity. The resonator field is detuned by ∆i

from the transition |g〉 ↔ |ei〉 and couples these states with the light-matter interaction
rate gi given by

gi =

√
ωc

2~ε0V
µgei , (2.1)

with the vacuum permittivity ε0, the resonance frequency of the cavity ωc, the mode vol-
ume of the cavity V and the atomic dipole moment µgei for the transition |g〉 ↔ |ei〉. A
macroscopic control field with frequency ωp is aligned perpendicular to the cavity axis and
couples the second ground state |s〉 to the excited states |ei〉 with the time-dependent Rabi
frequencies 2Ωc,i(t). This is illustrated in Figure 2.1. Once the ground states |g〉 and |s〉 are
both coupled to an excited state |ei〉, a so-called Λ-system is formed, and the population
transfer between |g〉 and |s〉 can be mediated by |ei〉. Note that each excited state allows
for the creation of a Λ-system. The system is in two-photon resonance, meaning that the
transition frequency of the two ground states governed by their energy difference matches
the frequency difference of the cavity mode and the control field:

E|s〉 − E|g〉 = ∆E = ~(ωp − ωc) (2.2)

In dipole and rotating-wave approximation, the dynamics of the driven atom-cavity system
for a three-level Λ-system, with only one excited state |e〉, is given by the interaction
Hamiltonian [96, 108]

Ĥ
(3−lvl)
int = ∆|e〉〈e|+ (g|e〉〈g|â+ Ωc(t)|e〉〈s|+ h.c.) , (2.3)

with the annihilation operator â for the cavity mode excitation. Here, the first term is
associated with the energy of the excited state in the rotating frame of the cavity mode.
The second term describes the absorption of a cavity excitation from the atom, and the
third term corresponds to the coupling of |g〉 and |s〉 by the control field with Rabi fre-
quency 2Ωc(t). For a system with n excited states |ei〉, the interaction Hamiltonian can be
straightforwardly extended to

Ĥ
(n−lvl)
int =

∑
i

∆i (|ei〉〈ei|) +

[∑
i

(gi|ei〉〈g|â+ Ωc,i(t)|ei〉〈s|) + h.c.

]
. (2.4)

Note that this Hamiltonian only describes the unitary evolution of the closed atom-cavity
system. For a complete description of the open system including the coupling of the atom
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Figure 2.1.: Atom-cavity system. A single 87Rb atom is trapped at the center of a high-finesse
optical resonator. The resonator mode (red arrow in b) couples the ground state of the atom |g〉 to
one or more excited states |ei〉 with a single-photon detuning ∆i and the light-matter interaction rate
gi. A macroscopic laser beam is aligned perpendicular to the cavity axis and couples one or more
excited states with a second ground state |s〉 with Rabi frequency Ωc,i(t) (blue arrow in b). The
resonator mode and the macroscopic beam form a Λ-system which allows for the coherent absorption
of a single photon from the temporal mode εin(t) impinged on the cavity mode by transporting the
atomic population from |g〉 to |s〉. In the reversed process, a single photon can be emitted from the
resonator system to the temporal mode εout(t).

to free-space modes resulting in atomic decay, as well as the in- and out-coupling of a single
photon in the temporal mode εin/out(t), the system can be written in the master equation
formalism with Lindblad operators [109, 110]

d

dt
ρ̂ =

1

i~

[
Ĥ, ρ̂

]
−
∑
k

γk
2

(
ĉ†k ĉkρ̂+ ρ̂ĉ†k ĉk − 2ĉkρ̂ĉ

†
k

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

L̂(ĉ)

. (2.5)

Here, ρ̂ is the density matrix of the system, Ĥ the Hamiltonian describing the unitary
evolution of the system and the collapse operators ĉ for non-unitary state changes which
happen with the rate γk. For example, a collapse operator can describe the spontaneous
decay from an excited state |e〉 to the ground state |s〉 with a rate γ, ĉes = γ

2 |s〉〈e|. Although
finding an analytical solution for the system in this form is not the scope of this work, the
master equation formalism will be used in Section 2.4.6 to perform numerical simulations
of the dynamics of the system without further assumptions.

The focus of this chapter is to find the exact shape of the control field Ωread
c (t) to pro-

duce a single photon in the temporal mode εout(t) with a single 87Rb atom trapped in a
high-finesse optical resonator in the intermediate coupling regime. As shown in [90] for the
three-level system, the problem to solve is equivalent to finding the optimal control pulse
Ωwrite
c (t) to maximize the storage efficiency for a single incoming photon in the temporal

mode εin(t). Before this problem is addressed in Section 2.3, existing formalisms are shortly
discussed in the next sections.

7



2. Atom-Cavity Light-Matter Interface
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Figure 2.2.: Level structure of STIRAP scheme for a Λ-system. The ground state |g〉 is
coupled to the excited state |e〉 by the so-called Stokes field with a single-photon detuning ∆ and
the Rabi frequency ΩS while the excited state |e〉 is coupled to |s〉 by the Pump field with Rabi
frequency ΩP with the same single-photon detuning ∆. Since the detuning ∆ is the same for both
couplings, the system is in two-photon resonance such that the energy difference of the photons
in the Pump and Stokes field matches the energy difference of |g〉 and |s〉. The graph shows the
dynamics of the Pump and Stokes fields, as well as the population of the initial state |g〉 for the
counterintuitive pulse sequence.

2.2.2. Stimulated Raman Adiabatic Passage

The Stimulated Raman Adiabatic Passage (STIRAP) [106, 107] is a well-known technique
used for the coherent population transfer between two energy eigenstates |g〉 and |s〉 me-
diated by a third energy eigenstate |e〉. It was used in prior work [96] to describe the
absorption and emission of a single photonic excitation. Within this semi-classical model,
the three-level system is driven by two classical fields, the Stokes and Pump fields. Those
fields couple the states |g〉 and |s〉 to the excited state |e〉 with single-photon detunings ∆P

and ∆S , respectively. The system is considered to be in two-photon resonance, meaning
that the energy difference of the photons in the Pump and Stokes fields exactly matches
the difference of the energy levels |g〉 and |s〉. This is equivalent to having the same single-
photon detuning for both couplings ∆P = ∆S = ∆. The corresponding driving Hamiltonian
in the rotating-wave approximation in the basis (|g〉, |e〉, |s〉) is given by

H(t) = ~

 0 1
2ΩP (t) 0

1
2ΩP (t)∗ δ 1

2ΩS(t)
0 1

2ΩS(t)∗ ∆


(|g〉,|e〉,|s〉)

, (2.6)

with the temporal profiles of the Pump and Stokes fields defined by ΩP (t) and ΩS(t),
respectively. The presence of the Raman beams perturbs the system, and the eigenstates
|Φi〉 become

|Φ0(t)〉 = cosχ(t)|g〉+ sinχ(t)|s〉 , (2.7)

|Φ1(t)〉 = sinχ(t) sinφ(t)|g〉+ cosχ(t)|e〉+ cosχ(t) sinφ(t)|s〉 , (2.8)

|Φ2(t)〉 = sinχ(t) cosφ(t)|g〉 − sinχ(t)|e〉+ cosχ(t) cosφ(t)|s〉 , (2.9)

with the mixing angles

χ(t) = arctan

(
ΩP (t)

ΩS(t)

)
, φ(t) = arctan

(√
ΩP (t)2 + ΩS(t)2

∆

)
. (2.10)

In the STIRAP sequence, the system is initially prepared in the state |g〉, and the transfer
starts by only applying a non-zero Rabi frequency for the Stokes beam, such that the
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2.2. Theoretical Background

perturbed system remains in the initial state, ΩP (t0)
ΩS(t0) = 0 and |Φ0〉 = |g〉. By smoothly

inverting the ratio of the Stokes and Pump Rabi frequencies such that it approaches infinity
at the end of the transfer, ΩP (te)/ΩS(te)→∞, the eigenstate |Φ0(t)〉 is transformed from
|g〉 to |s〉. This adiabatically transfers the atomic population without populating the excited
state |e〉. This protocol is called the counterintuitive STIRAP sequence, as it first couples
the states |s〉 and |e〉 although the population is initialized in the state |g〉. Since the
excited state is never populated, the system is not prone to atomic decay, allowing for
unity transfer efficiency. By reversing the ordering of the ΩP and ΩS the population transfer
can be reversed since this swaps merely the role of the states |g〉 and |s〉 and the driving
amplitudes ΩP , ΩS . For the adiabatic evolution, it is necessary that the Rabi frequencies
are sufficiently large and that the characteristic timescale τ for the overlap between ΩP and
ΩS is not too small. A criterion for the adiabaticity of the process is given by [107]

∫
ΩP/S · dt� 1 , (2.11)

which has to be fulfilled for both Raman pulses individually.

In case of cavity-assisted single photon storage, the intracavity field created by the im-
pinging photon takes the role of the Stokes field while the Pump field is a classical control
field aligned perpendicular to the cavity axis. In the reversed process used for photon re-
trieval, the vacuum field inside the empty cavity takes the role of the Stokes field resulting
in a so-called Vacuum Stimulated Raman Adiabatic Passage (VSTIRAP) [111]. In both sce-
narios, the STIRAP protocol is not entirely applicable due to multiple reasons. The Stokes
field created by the single-photon excitation inside the cavity is not necessarily intense
enough to fulfill the adiabaticity criteria of the STIRAP. To allow efficient, fast transfers
beyond the adiabatic limit the pulse shapes must be tailored for the specific situation to
allow for three-level superadiabatic quantum driving [112]. More importantly, the Stokes
field is not an intense classical light field, but a single quantum in the cavity mode. In the
counterintuitive pulse sequence, the Pump field is left on until the transfer is completed.
Here, the Stokes field created by the single photon becomes entangled with the atomic
state and vanishes during the population transfer. Additionally, the STIRAP, as described
above, does not provide a recipe to create or store photons with a specific complex-valued
temporal envelope εout(t) and εin(t), respectively.

For the cavity parameters used in this work, (g, κ, γ) = 2π (4.9, 2.75, 3.03) MHz, the atomic
decay rate γ is comparable to the light-matter interaction rate. Consequently, it cannot
be treated as a perturbation and left out from the Hamiltonian (see Equation 2.6). It is
well known that the efficiency of cavity based light-matter interaction is governed by the
competition between g and the decay of the cavity field and the atomic population, but the
STIRAP formalism fails to predict a realistic transfer efficiency.

2.2.3. Cavity-Assisted Single-Photon Absorption

As discussed above, the STIRAP protocol is not entirely applicable to achieve maximally
efficient absorption of a single photon by a single atom inside an optical resonator. To
optimize the absorption efficiency different approaches to model the cavity-assisted coherent
absorption have been taken. In the work of Fleischhauer et al. [92], the control field
is optimized for impedance matching to minimize the reflection of the photon. In this
approach, it is assumed that the cavity is on resonance with the atomic transition (∆ = 0),

9



2. Atom-Cavity Light-Matter Interface

that the cooperativity is high (C � 1) with

C :=
g2

γκ
, (2.12)

and that the pulse duration is large compared to the cavity decay rate κ and the decay
γ of the excited state |e〉. In the work of Dilley et al. [91], the requirement of a large
cooperativity is relaxed to C > 1, but atom-cavity resonance is still assumed. In contrast,
in the work of Gorshkov et al. [90], atom-cavity resonance is not assumed, and the control
field can account for arbitrary detunings. Further, instead of minimizing the reflection of
the incoming photon, the transfer efficiency from |g〉 to |s〉 is optimized. This approach
is favorable since a suppressed photon reflection does not necessarily result in a successful
transfer to |s〉 but can also be a result of incoherent scattering of the atom. This approach
assumes a cooperativity greater than 1, a smooth photon shape εin(t), the bad-cavity limit
κ � g. This allows to adiabatically eliminate the excited state, given that the condition
γTcharC � 1 for the lower bound of the characteristic time Tchar of the photon is met. It was
numerically shown [108] that the control field found by Gorshkov et al. performs better than
the control fields of Fleischhauer et al. and Dilley et al. concerning the transfer efficiency.
Although the parameters of the atom-cavity system (g, κ, γ) = 2π (4.9, 2.75, 3.03) MHz do
not fulfill the assumptions of the bad-cavity limit, Gianelli et al. demonstrated numerically
[108] that the control field performs well in this intermediate coupling regime, and that the
model is applicable for the storage on a single atom although it was initially intended for
a cold atomic ensemble. Since this model by Gorshkov et al. allows for a non-vanishing
single-photon detuning and optimizes the actual transfer efficiency, it is the most promising
one and will be extended to incorporate multiple excited states (see Section 2.3) to resemble
a realistic experimental scenario.

2.2.3.1. The Three-Level Model by Gorshkov et al.

Here, the model by Gorshkov et al. [90] is briefly introduced before it is extended in the
subsequent section. The starting point is the input-output relation for the cavity field given
in Equation (2) of [90]

εout(t) =
√

2κε(t)− εin(t) , (2.13)

and the equations of motion in the Heisenberg picture and within the rotating-wave approxi-
mation for the expectation amplitude P of the excited state |e〉, the expectation amplitude S
of the storage state |s〉 and the cavity population ε(t) given in Equations (3-6) in [90]:

ε̇(t) = −κε(t) + igP +
√

2κεin(t), (2.14)

Ṗ = − (γ + i∆)P + igε(t) + iΩc(t)S, (2.15)

Ṡ = −iΩ∗c(t)P . (2.16)

Here, γ is the atomic decay rate, g the cavity coupling rate, κ the cavity field decay rate
and ∆ the single-photon detuning between the cavity resonance and the atomic transition
|g〉 ↔ |e〉. This system of equations is solved and a reversible mapping between the temporal
shape of the control pulse and the produced photon is retrieved:

ΩG(t) =
−γ (C + 1) + i∆√

2γ (C + 1)

εin(t)√∫ t
t0
|εin(t′)|2 dt′

× exp

(
i

∆

2γ (C + 1)
· ln
(∫ t

t0

∣∣εin(t′)
∣∣2 dt′)) . (2.17)
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Additionally, the efficiency to create a photon inside the cavity mode is a function of the
cooperativity of the atom-cavity coupling,

η =
C

1 + C
. (2.18)

Note that the efficiency is a constant quantity which does neither depend on the detuning
between the cavity and the atomic transition nor the pulse shape. Also, the ground state
|g〉 is not part of Equations (2.14-2.16). Since the model was initially designed for cold
atomic ensembles, it is assumed that there is a bath of ground state population which can
always be driven to an excited state by a single excitation in the cavity (see Equation 2.37).
However, Gianelli et al. showed that this is still applicable to the single-atom scenario as
long as there is only one or less excitations in the system. Loosely speaking, if there is an
excitation in the cavity mode, the atom must be in its ground state and can be driven to
the excited state. In the single-atom scenario, the validity of the model immediately breaks
down once there is a second excitation present in the system because Equation 2.37 would
transfer population from the cavity mode to the excited state although the atom is not
necessarily in the ground state |g〉, that is coupled to the excited state by the cavity.

2.2.3.2. Decay Channel Decomposition

In the theoretical description of the cavity, κ is the rate of field decay from the cavity
mode. It is well-known [113, 114] that this rate must be decomposed into multiple channels
to differentiate between the coupling of photons through the cavity mirror into the desired
free space mode and losses. Those losses consist of photons which are coupled out through
the wrong cavity mirror and absorption and scattering losses by the mirror substrate. This
leads to the natural definition of the escape efficiency [114],

ηesc =
κc
κ
, (2.19)

also referred to as output directionality [86], where κc is the coupling rate through the
output-coupler mirror, and κl are all other loss channels such that the total losses from the
cavity are given by

κ = κc + κl . (2.20)

The integration of the modified κ in the input-output relation 2.13 and the differential
equation of the intra-cavity field 2.14 is straightforward: The two terms associated with
the interface between the free-space mode and the cavity mode must be modified,

κ→ ηescκ , (2.21)

while the term which represents the decay of the intra-cavity field is maintained,

εout(t) =
√

2ηescκε(t)− εin(t) , (2.22)

ε̇(t) = −κε(t) + igP +
√

2ηescκεin(t) . (2.23)

This decomposition only affects the conversion efficiency between the cavity mode and the
free-space mode and thus results in a well-known rescaling of the production efficiency with
the escape efficiency [86],

η → ηescη = ηesc
C

C + 1
. (2.24)

Gianelli et al. [108] recently demonstrated this result explicitly for the Gorshkov model.
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2.2.4. Photonic Temporal Mode Reconstruction

The temporal mode εout(t) of a single photon is a complex-valued function which can be
experimentally accessed by a homodyne technique, which utilizes quantum interference of
the photonic mode with a known reference field [115, 116]. Here, a technique developed by
Morin et al. [117] is presented which extracts the individual temporal mode components
and their amplitude from a series of quadrature measurements. This technique not only
allows the verification of the purity of a photonic mode but also enables its reconstruction.

By repeatedly interfering the emitted temporal mode with a known local oscillator field on
a photodiode, a set of k quadrature signals xk(t) are acquired. From the autocorrelation-
function

〈xk(t)xk(t′)〉k = K(t, t′)σ2
0 , (2.25)

the kernel K(t, t′) normalized by the fluctuations of the vacuum field σ2
0 can be extracted.

A temporal photonic mode f(t) is defined such that it is created by the operator â†f(t)(t),

which results from integrating the creation operator for a photonic excitation â† scaled with
f(t),

â†f(t) =

∫
f(t)â(t)†dt . (2.26)

For a single-photon state |1〉 with the corresponding photonic mode f(t), the kernel of the
autocorrelation-function is given by

K(t, t′) = δ(t, t′) + 2< (f(t)f∗(t)) , (2.27)

where the first term containing the δ-operator corresponds to the vacuum contributions of
all other modes. Consequently, a mixed photonic state with n̄ ≤ 1 average photons can be
written as

K(t, t′) = δ(t, t′) + 2n̄<
(
f(t)f∗(t′)

)
. (2.28)

If the photonic mode f(t) is a real-valued function, it is also an eigenfunction of the kernel
K(t, t′) with the eigenvalue 2n̄ + 1. It becomes clear that if the temporal mode is filled
by a single-photon state mixed with vacuum, the kernel has exactly one eigenvalue larger
than one, with the corresponding photonic mode f as an eigenfunction. To extend this
rather simple method to complex-valued photonic modes, the expression for the kernel (see
Equation 2.27) can be rewritten to

K(t, t′) = δ(t, t′) + 2<(f(t))<(f(t′)) + 2=(f(t))=(f(t′)) . (2.29)

Using the fact that the K(t, t′) is symmetric by definition and Mercers theorem, for a
temporal mode function,

f(t) = |f(t)|eiφ(t) , (2.30)

the kernel has two eigenfunctions f1,2 with eigenvalues 2n1,2 + 1 = k1,2,

f1(t) =
n1

n1 + n2
|f(t)| cos (φ(t) + φ0) , (2.31)

f2(t) =
n2

n1 + n2
|f(t)| sin (φ(t) + φ0) . (2.32)

12



2.3. Multi-Level Model

Here, one eigenfunction corresponds to the real and the other to the imaginary part of
the complex photonic mode, respectively. Each part is weighted by the photon numbers
associated with the eigenvalues

f(t) =
1√

n1 + n2
(
√
n1f1(t) + i

√
n2f2(t)) . (2.33)

Note that there is an ambiguity concerning the roles of the two eigenfunctions. This can
be lifted by applying an additional measurement with a detuned local oscillator. However,
here this method is used to verify the suppression of the complex part of the temporal mode
for a known shape. Therefore, prior knowledge about the temporal mode can be applied
to efficiently lift the ambiguity without further measurements. See Section 2.5.3 for the
application of this method to experimental data.

2.3. Multi-Level Model

In this section, the model by Gorshkov et al. is extended to incorporate multiple excited
states to achieve a better resemblance between the theoretical model and the experimental
conditions. First, the equation system presented in the previous section is extended to
include the coupling to multiple excited states. The assumptions used in [90], which are
inherited to derive an analytical solution are also discussed. Subsequently, the dynamics of
the atomic population and the cavity mode are solved, and an expression for the efficiency
is derived. Finally, the mapping between the control pulse and the produced photon is
identified.

Note that the extension derived in this section is kept general such that it applies to
various quantum systems besides the one used throughout this thesis. The impact of the
incorporation of multiple excited states depends on the actual system and will be discussed
in the subsequent section, in which the theory is applied to the specific system used for
light-matter interfacing in the context of this work.

2.3.1. Equation system

To add multiple excited states into the differential equation system, the coupling of the
cavity mode to the N individual states must be incorporated into the equation of motion
of the cavity population (see Equation 2.22). The equation of motion of the excited state
(see Equation 2.15) is extended to a set of N differential equations. The equation for the
population dynamics of the storage state S must incorporate the couplings to all excited
states. Finally, the differential equation for the input-output relation remains unchanged.
The N+3 differential equations for the state and cavity populations become

εout(t) =
√

2ηescκε(t)− εin(t) , (2.34)

ε̇(t) = −κε(t) +
∑
i

(igiPi) +
√

2ηescκεin(t) , (2.35)

Ṗi = − (γ + iδi)Pi + igiε(t) + iΩc,i(t)S , (2.36)

Ṡ = −i
∑
i

(
Ω∗c,i(t)Pi

)
. (2.37)

After the application of suitable assumptions, this system of equations will be solved
throughout this section.

13



2. Atom-Cavity Light-Matter Interface

2.3.1.1. Assumptions

To find an analytical solution for the dynamics of the system, two significant assumptions
are inherited from [90]. Firstly, it is assumed that the photonic shapes of the produced and
incoming photon εin/out(t) and the corresponding control Rabi frequency Ωc,i(t) are smooth.
According to [90], this guarantees that the population of the excited states is small at all
times and changes slowly such that Pi can by adiabatically eliminated

Ṗi → 0 . (2.38)

Secondly, the bad-cavity limit (weak coupling regime),

κ� g , (2.39)

is applied which allows the adiabatic elimination of the time derivative of the cavity
field,

ε̇(t)→ 0 . (2.40)

This step seems to be not applicable to the system used throughout this thesis. In the con-
text of a collaboration with the group of Giovanna Morigi, it was numerically verified that
the predictions of Gorshkov hold true even for resonators within the intermediate coupling
regime (g≈κ) [108]. Those results can be understood by a comparison of time scales: For
the production of photons with a temporal extent in the order of microseconds, the cavity
decay rate κ≈3 MHz is fast compared to the cavity population rate. Hence, at any time
the cavity is only weakly populated, and the population is only slowly changing since the
photons are assumed to be smooth. Therefore, it is reasonable to neglect ε̇(t).

After the application of both eliminations, the differential equation system reduces to,

εout(t) =
√

2ηescκε(t)− εin(t) , (2.41)

ε(t) =
1

κ

(∑
i

(
igiP̂i

)
+
√

2ηescκεin(t)

)
, (2.42)

Pi =
1

(γ + iδi)
(igiε(t) + iΩc,i(t)S) ∀i ∈ [1, . . . , N ] , (2.43)

Ṡ = −i
∑
i

(
Ω∗c,i(t)Pi

)
, (2.44)

and it can be analytically solved. The impact of the applied assumptions is numerically
tested in Section 2.4.5.1.

2.3.2. Population Dynamics

In this section, the equations of motion for the storage state S, the excited states Pi, and
the cavity mode ε(t) are solved.

2.3.2.1. Excited State Dynamics

Analogous to the derivation of the three-level model [90], the case of photon production is
considered such that there is no incoming photonic field coupled to the cavity mode,

εin(t) = 0 . (2.45)
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This reduces the Equation 2.42 and 2.43 to a set of N coupled linear equations which are
only a function of the population of the storage state S and the Rabi driving profile Ωc,i(t).
In matrix representation, the system can be expressed as

α1 β1,2 β1,3 . . . β1,N

β2,1 α2 β2,3 . . . β2,N

β3,1 β3,2 α3 . . . β3,N
...

...
...

. . .
...

βN,1 βN,2 α3 . . . αN


︸ ︷︷ ︸

A


P1

P2

P3
...
Pn


︸ ︷︷ ︸

~P

= i


cs,1
cs,2
cs,3

...
cs,N


︸ ︷︷ ︸

~cs

Ωc(t)S , (2.46)

with the abbreviations

αi = γ (1 + Ci) + i∆i βi,j =
gjgi
κ

, (2.47)

and the normalized Rabi frequencies and the definition of the state-specific cooperativ-
ity

Ωc,i(t) = cs,iΩc(t) , Ci =
g2
i

γκ
. (2.48)

See (A.1) for further details. Given that the matrix A has the full rank such that it can be
inverted, a solution for P can be found which has the general form

~P = iA−1~cs︸ ︷︷ ︸
~Q

Ωc(t)S(t) . (2.49)

Note that the time-independent vector ~Q = ~Q(gi, cs,i,∆i, γ, κ) includes all the information
about the specifics of the system, including the cavity-coupling strengths gi, the single-
photon detunings ∆i, the coupling strengths of the control laser cs,i and the atomic and
cavity decay rates γ and κ, respectively.

2.3.2.2. Population Dynamics of the Storage State

With the solution for the population dynamics of the excited states, the dynamics of the
storage state can be solved. By inserting the solution P in the equation of motion for the
storage state S (see Equation 2.44) a linear differential equation emerges,

Ṡ(t) = ~cs · ~Q︸ ︷︷ ︸
K∈C

|Ωc(t)|2S(t) . (2.50)

Note that all properties of the system are exclusively contained in the one-dimensional com-
plex time-independent factor K(∆i, cg,i, cs,i). Therefore, the resulting differential equation
is of the same form for all systems independent of the specific configuration and number of
states considered. Consequently, the structure of the differential equation must also resem-
ble the structure of the three-level system discussed in [90], and the same solution approach
can be applied,

S(t) = S(t0) exp

(
−K

∫ t

t0

|Ω(t′)|2dt′
)

(2.51)

= exp (−Kh(t)) , (2.52)
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with an initially entirely populated storage state S(t0) = 1 and the integral of the applied
Rabi driving intensity

h(t) :=

∫ t

t0

|Ω(t′)|2dt′ . (2.53)

As can be seen in the solution for S, the population of the storage state is entirely depleted
if a control pulse with a sufficiently large pulse area is applied.

2.3.2.3. Cavity Free-Field Mode Dynamics

The dynamics of the free-field mode coupled to the cavity can directly be expressed with
the solutions found for S and P ,

εout(t) =
√

2ηescκ ε(t)

= i
√

2ηescκ
∑
i

giPi

= i
√

2ηescκ~g · ~Q︸ ︷︷ ︸
L∈C

Ωc(t) exp (−Kh(t)) .
(2.54)

Again, the one-dimensional complex constant L = L(∆i, C, ηescγ, cg,i, cs,i) contains all the
details of the physical system.

At this point, an analytical expressions for the population dynamics of the full system
is derived. In the subsequent part of this section, the photon production efficiency and
the mapping between the control Rabi frequency and the produced photon are investi-
gated.

2.3.3. Photon Production Efficiency

The photon emission efficiency is defined as the probability to retrieve a photon in the
free-field mode coupled to the cavity, that was emitted by the atom. It is calculated by
integrating the retrieved energy from the cavity mode [90],

ηR =

∫ ∞
t0

|εout(t)|2dt = |L|2
∫ ∞
t0

∂th(t) · e−2<(K·h(t))dt

=
−|L|2
2<(K)

[
e−2Kh(t→∞) − e−2Kh(t0)

]
ηR ≈

|L|2
2<(K)

,

(2.55)

for a sufficiently large pulse area with the control pulse which does not start before t0,

h(t0) = 0 and h(t→∞)� 1 . (2.56)

For the simple case of a three-level system with only one excited state (N=1) this expression
resembles the efficiency identified by Gorshkov et al. [90] scaled by the escape efficiency
(see Section 2.2.3.2),

η
(N=1)
R = ηesc

C1

C1 + 1
. (2.57)
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In this scenario, the efficiency is only a function of the cooperativity C1. However, for
more complex systems including multiple excited levels, the population transfer can be
mediated by multiple excited levels if multiple Λ-systems are present in the configuration.
Consequently, the efficiency becomes a function of the single-photon detunings due to the
interfering excitation paths. Examples for this dependency can be found in Section 2.4.2
where the theory is applied to the atom-cavity system used throughout this thesis.

2.3.4. Photon Shape Control

With the dynamics of the storage state and the excited states and the photon production
efficiency η, the mapping between the created photonic mode εout(t) and the time-dependent
Rabi frequency Ωc(t) can be extracted using Equation 2.54. With the normalized retrieved
mode,

e(t) =
√
ηR
−1εout(t) , (2.58)

the mapping is given by

Ωc(t) =
e(t)√

2<(K)
∫∞
t |e(t′)|2dt′

exp

(
−i =(K)

2<(K)
ln

(∫ ∞
t
|e(t′)|2dt′

))
. (2.59)

See Appendix A.2 for more details. The complex control shape Ωc(t) allows the emission

of an arbitrary smooth photon shape εout(t) with an efficiency η(δ) = |L|2
2<(K) which is a

function of the single-photon detunings ∆i. Note that the mapping between photon shape
εout(t) and the Rabi frequency Ωc is reversible,

εout(t) = Ωc(t)L exp

(
−K

∫ t

t0

∣∣Ωc(t
′)
∣∣2 dt′) , (2.60)

and gives access to the temporal mode created by the application of an arbitrary control
pulse. The reverse mapping will be useful when the impact of neglecting coupled excited
states will be discussed in Section 2.4.3.

2.3.5. Photon Absorption

The coherent absorption of an incoming photon can be described as the time-reserved
process of the photon emission [90]. The time-reversal relation between photon emission and
absorption has been formally proven for the three-level system in [90] and is not separately
demonstrated here for the multi-level system. Using the transformations

εout(t)→ ε∗out(−t) = εin(t) , (2.61)

Ωc(t)→ Ω∗c(−t) = Ωwrite
c (t) , (2.62)

the control pulse Rabi frequency for photon storage can be directly obtained,

Ωwrite
c (t) =

εin(t)√
2<(K)

∫ t
0 |εin(t′)|2dt′

exp

(
i
=(K)

2<(K)
ln

(∫ t

0
|εin(t′)|2dt′

))
. (2.63)

It directly follows from the time-reversal argument that the storage efficiency equals the re-
trieval efficiency for an incoming photon which is perfectly coupled to the cavity mode.
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2.3.6. Conclusion

In this section the model by Gorshkov et al. for the coherent absorption and emission of
a single photon from a single atom was extended to incorporate an arbitrary number of
excited states. No further assumptions have been made, and the derivation of the model
was kept general such that it can be applied to various quantum systems. The impact of
the coupling to multiple excited states is investigated in the next section where the model
is applied to the atom-cavity system used throughout this thesis.

2.4. Application to a Specific Atom-Cavity System

In the previous section, a generalization of the formalism of Gorshkov et al. was derived
which allows the incorporation of multiple excited states. In this section, the formalism
is applied to incorporate the full relevant level structure of the 87Rb atom for the cavity-
assisted photon production and storage process (see Section 2.2.1).

At first, the level scheme and the cavity used for the storage of a single photon is in-
troduced. The significance of the additional coupled excited states is then demonstrated
regarding the predicted efficiency and the temporal modes of photons produced from the
atom-cavity system. Further, the impact of an incorrectly tailored control pulse on the
photon storage efficiency is investigated.

2.4.1. Level Scheme and Atom-Cavity System

The cavity system used throughout this thesis has the following characteristic parame-
ters:

(g, κ, γ) = 2π (4.9, 2.75, 3.03) MHz . (2.64)

An important property of the cavity is its pair of asymmetric mirrors. The coupler mir-
ror has a transmission of Toc≈101 ppm and the high-reflector mirror has a transmission of
Thr≈4 ppm. The resulting directionality is an important feature of this light-matter inter-
face since it allows for the predominant coupling to one specific free-space mode. The cavity
losses κ are the sum of the output-coupling rate through the coupler-mirror κc≈2π 2.42 MHz
and the residual losses κl≈2π 0.33 MHzdue to the coupling through the high-reflector mir-
ror and absorption and scattering losses. This yields an escape efficiency of ηesc≈0.88. For
more details on the resonator system, please refer to previous research reports of project
performed on the same experimental apparatus [118].

In the protocol used for photon-emission and photon-absorption, the σ+-mode of the cavity
is near resonant to the

|F=1, mF=0〉 ↔
∣∣F ′=1,mF=1

〉
(2.65)

transition, with a single-photon detuning between the atomic resonance and the cavity
mode of ∆1. The classical π-polarized control beam couples the

|F=2, mF=1〉 ↔
∣∣F ′=1,mF=1

〉
(2.66)

transition with the same single-photon detuning ∆1, forming a Λ-system in two-photon
resonance. Both the cavity mode and the classical beam also couple the corresponding
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Figure 2.3.: Atomic-level structure for the photon production and storage processes.
The atomic population is initialized in the |F=2, mF=1〉 ground state. An intense control beam is
aligned perpendicular to the quantization axis of the cavity mode and couples the initial state to the
three excited states |F ′=1/2/3,mF=1〉, with Rabi frequencies ΩC,1/2/3 and single-photon detunings
∆1/2/3. The first two of these excited states are coupled to the target ground state |F=1, mF=0〉
via the cavity mode. Thus a total of two Λ-systems are formed when both the |F ′=1〉 and |F ′=2〉
excited states are considered. The photon absorption process is considered to be the time-reversal
of the emission process.

ground states to the |F ′=2,mF=1〉 state, with a single-photon detuning ∆2=∆1−157 MHz,
such that a second Λ-system is formed. Additionally, the control beam couples the

|F=2, mF=1〉 ↔
∣∣F ′=3,mF=1

〉
(2.67)

transition, but due to the dipole selection rules the cavity mode does not couple this ex-
cited state to the |F=1〉 ground state. Therefore, this excited state is not closing a third
Λ-system. The normalized Clebsch-Gordan coefficients of the individual transitions are
listed in Table 2.1. For the photon emission protocol, the atomic population is initialized
in the |F=2, mF=1〉 or in the |F=1, mF=0〉 state for photon storage, respectively.

In the notation of the theory derived in the previous section, the relevant states can be
identified as

|s〉 = |F=2, mF=1〉 , (2.68)

|e1〉 =
∣∣F ′=1,mF=1

〉
, (2.69)

|e2〉 =
∣∣F ′=2,mF=1

〉
, (2.70)

|e3〉 =
∣∣F ′=3,mF=1

〉
. (2.71)

The corresponding level scheme is depicted in Figure 2.3. For the rest of this section, the
single-photon detuning is defined as the detuning to the

∣∣52P3/2, F
′=1
〉

manifold,

∆ := ∆1 . (2.72)

Note that the σ−-mode of the cavity creates a symmetric coupling scenario with the mF=−1
states. This aspect is crucial for the storage of a polarization qubit as it will be discussed
in the next chapter. However, for now only the σ+-mode is considered.
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Table 2.1.: Normalized Clebsch-Gordan coefficients for the relevant transitions for the photon
storage and production protocol.

|F=1, mF=0〉 |F=2, mF=1〉

|F ′=1,mF=1〉 cg,1 =
√

5
24 cs,1 =

√
1
40

|F ′=2,mF=1〉 cg,2 =
√

1
8 cs,2 =

√
1
24

|F ′=3,mF=1〉 cg,3 = 0 cs,3 =
√

4
15

2.4.2. Photon Production Efficiency

In the scenario investigated by Gorshkov et al. where only one excited state is taken into
account, the photon production efficiency is constant and can be equated merely from
the cooperativity (see Section 2.2.3). The cavity parameters used in this thesis yields the
cooperativity C1≈3.13 for the transition |g〉 ↔ |e1〉. The resulting photon production
efficiency is

η(N=1) = ηesc
C1

C1 + 1
≈ 66% with ηesc ≈ 0.872 . (2.73)

Once the second excited state |e2〉 is considered - which also forms a separate λ-system
with |g〉 and |s〉 - the transfer efficiency becomes a function of the single-photon detuning
∆ due to the interference of the two competing transfers. Since all involved Clebsch-Gordan
coefficients are positive (see Table 2.1), the population transfers interfere destructively if
the cavity frequency is in between the resonance frequencies of the |g〉 ↔ |e1〉 and the
|g〉 ↔ |e2〉 transition, such that sgn(∆1) 6= sgn(∆2). The destructive interference of the
4-level system results in a dip of the storage efficiency for a single-photon detuning in
between the

∣∣52P3/2, F
′=1
〉

and
∣∣52P3/2, F

′=2
〉

transition, as it can be seen in Figure 2.4
(shown in orange). If the atom-cavity detuning is not in between the two optical transitions,
the transfers interfere constructively, and the light-matter interface becomes more efficient
compared to the 3-level scenario with only one excited state mediating the transfer. As
discussed above, the third excited state |e3〉 = |F ′=3,mF=1〉 does not form a λ-scheme.
Nevertheless, it affects the efficiency by contributing an additional decay channel to the sys-
tem: Although off-resonant, the control field populates the state, which can incoherently
decay with the rate γ as expressed in the differential equation system 2.15.

Within the theory, only coherent processes contribute to the emission (or absorption) of a
photon and every decay is a loss of the excitation. If the single-photon detuning is chosen
such that the control field becomes resonant with the |s〉 ↔ |e3〉 transition, the atomic
population is predominantly transported to the |e3〉 state and lost over the excitation de-
cay channel (shown in green, Figure 2.4). In the regime where the single-photon detuning
brings one of the other excited states close to resonance, the population transfer is efficiently
mediated by the two excited states forming a Λ-system and the third excited state |e3〉 does
not significantly affect the efficiency. In the regime of high single-photon detunings, the
difference in the detunings of the individual states becomes neglectable such that all states
are, up to the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients, equally coupled by the control beam. Therefore,
an excitation of the |e3〉 becomes more likely again. For this reason, the transfer efficiency
for the 5-level system has a local maximum as shown in Figure 2.4.
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Figure 2.4.: Predicted photon production efficiency over the single-photon detuning.
The photon production efficiency is evaluated as a function of the single-photon detuning ∆. The
different curves correspond to three different models which incorporate either only one excited state
(|F ′=1〉), two excited states (|F ′=1, 2〉) or all three coupled states (|F ′=1, 2, 3〉). The dashed lines
mark the spectral position of the |F ′=1〉 and |F ′=2〉 transitions, meaning that for this single-photon
detuning the cavity system is in resonance with the atomic

∣∣52S1/2, F=1
〉
7→
∣∣52P3/2, F

′=1/2/3
〉

transitions.

Note that within the theory, every incoherent decay process removes the excitation from
the system such that only coherent processes contribute to the transfer efficiency. In the
physical reality, the population can decay back to a state which then contributes to the
photon production process. The effect of those second-order processes will be investigated
in a later Section (see Section 2.4.6).

2.4.3. Photon Shapes

In the generalized theory, a reversible mapping between the produced photon εout(t) and the
control Rabi frequency Ωc(t) was identified (see Equations 2.60, 2.59). For a non-vanishing
single-photon detuning between the atomic resonance and the cavity mode, the contribu-
tions of additional Λ-systems change the effective coupling strength due to an interference
of the driving paths. This interference ultimately affects the Rabi frequency and therefore
the photonic shape that is produced or stored.

Here, the impact of the contributions of the additional excited states is probed by uti-
lizing the mapping between the control pulse and the produced photonic shape. To this
extent, the following notation is used:

Ω
(F ′)
c,∆ (εout(t)) (2.74)

defines the control pulse to generate the photonic shape εout(t) in the theoretical sys-
tem which incorporates the excited states F ′ and a single-photon detuning ∆. Analo-
gously,

ε
(F ′)
out,∆ (Ωc(t)) (2.75)

is the photonic mode which is emitted when Ωc(t) is applied to the theoretical system with
the excited states F ′. For clarity,

Ω
(F ′)
c,∆

(
ε
(F ′)
out,∆ (Ωc(t))

)
= Ωc(t), ε

(F ′)
out,∆

(
Ω

(F ′)
c,∆ (εout(t))

)
= εout(t) (2.76)
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are both identities. For now, it is assumed that

Ω
(F ′=1,2,3)
c,∆ (εout(t)) (2.77)

generates the correct control pulse since all relevant excited states are considered and

ε
(F ′=1,2,3)
out,∆ (Ωc(t)) (2.78)

correctly predicts the mode which is emitted when Ωc(t) is applied to the system (see
Section 2.5.3 for an experimental test of this assumption). To probe the deformation of the
produced photon by incorrectly neglecting the additional excited states,

ε
(F ′=1,2,3)
out,∆

(
Ω

(F ′=1)
c,∆ (εout(t))

)
(2.79)

is evaluated and shown in Figure 2.5 for a hyperbolic secant photon (top row) and a dou-
ble hyperbolic secant photon (bottom row), for different single-photon detunings ∆. The
amplitude of the resulting photons is shown on a) and c) and the time-derivation of the
phase angle on b) and d). In the regime of constructive interference between the two
Λ-systems (∆ < 0), the Rabi frequency Ωc(t) is enhanced. In this case, the control pulse
generated for the three-level system is too intense and consequently, the photon is produced
too fast resulting a deformed shape. Analogously, in the regime of destructive interference
(0<∆<157 MHz), the intensity of the control pulse is too weak resulting in a delayed and
deformed photon. For a vanishing single-photon detuning the system converges against
the system with only one excited state on resonance, and the produced shape matches the
intended target shape. The effect becomes even more pronounced for a double secant hy-
perbolic shape as it can be seen in Figure 2.5c.

Besides the effect on the photonic intensity profile, the coupling of the control pulse to
the excited states induces light-shifts of the atomic states and thereby shifting the system
out of the two-photon resonance condition. In the case of the photon-production protocol,
this shift imprints an additional phase term onto the temporal mode. This leads to a time-
dependent shift of the center frequency of the photon. In Figure 2.5b and 2.5d this chirp is
shown for various single-photon detunings for the secant hyperbolic shaped photon and the
double secant hyperbolic one, respectively. Note that for larger single-photon detunings,
this frequency chirp is significant with regard to the bandwidth of the cavity.

When all relevant atomic states are incorporated in the control pulse, the effects are com-
pensated by adjusting the intensity and dynamically shifting the frequency of the control
pulse to maintain the two-photon resonance condition. The control pulses for the three-
(F ′ = 1), four- (F ′ = 1, 2) and five-level (F ′ = 1, 2, 3) systems for the two different photon
shapes and a single-photon detuning of ∆=−200 MHz are shown in Figure 2.6. When the
second excited state F ′ = 2 is incorporated, the intensity of the control beam changes sig-
nificantly due to the constructive interference (blue and orange lines). A frequency chirp
on the control pulse mostly compensates the addition of the third excited state F ′ = 3,
since this level does not contribute to the population transfer but causes additional light
shifts (orange and green dotted lines).

2.4.3.1. Absorption Efficiency

There is a direct mapping between the control pulse and the temporal mode which is
produced and stored. It was shown above that neglecting excited states affects the mapping
between the photonic mode and the control pulse. This argument is further expanded
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Figure 2.5.: Photon intensity amplitudes and phase chirps resulting from only consid-
ering one excited state. The profile of the Rabi control beam is generated using the model which
incorporates only one excited state. When those profiles are applied to the system which incorpo-
rates all significant excited states, the resulting photon becomes deformed (Figures (a),(c)), and the
photon’s center frequency is dynamically shifted (Figures (b),(d)) depending on the single-photon
detuning.

to investigate the storage efficiency achievable with the model by Gorshkov et al. [90].
Here, the notation from above is used for the photon absorption process. The reverse
mappings,

Ω
(F ′,write)
c,∆ (εin(t)) , ε

(F ′)
in,∆

(
Ωwrite
c (t)

)
, (2.80)

provide the control pulse to store the incoming mode εin(t) or respectively provide the
stored mode when the control pulse Ωwrite

c (t) is applied, for a system with the excited states
F ′. Assuming that a certain control Ωwrite

c (t) pulse only stores the corresponding mode,
but does not store a mode orthogonal to εin(t) (see Section 2.5.4 for an experimental test),
and assuming again that the system with F ′ = 1, 2, 3 is close to the physical reality. The
stored temporal mode for a control pulse calculated in the over-simplified system (F ′ = 1)
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Figure 2.6.: Control pulses with frequency chirp compensation. Control pulses for the
production of two different target photon shapes a) hyperbolical secant, b) double hyperbolical
secant shown by the filled area. The solid lines show the Rabi driving amplitudes (left scale) and
the dashed lines correspond to an additional phase profile in terms of a phase chirp (right scale).
The color coding corresponds to the model either incorporating only a single excited state, two
excites states or all three relevant excited state each for a single-photon detuning of −200 MHz.

can be evaluated using the reverse mappings,

ε̃in(t) = ε
(F ′=1,2,3)
in,∆

(
Ω

(F’=1,write)
c,∆ (εin(t))

)
. (2.81)

The achievable absorption efficiency is given by the overlap of the two temporal modes.

ηw = |〈εin|ε̃in〉|2 =

∫
|εin(t)·ε̃in(t)∗|2 dt . (2.82)

As shown in Figure 2.7a the overlap between the target mode and the absorbed mode
due to the wrong control pulse rapidly degrades with an increasing single-photon detuning.
The resulting storage efficiency is shown in Figure 2.7b.

In this section, it was shown that for large single-photon detunings, neglecting the cou-
pling to additional excited states significantly affects the photonic mode produced and
stored. For the specific light-matter interface used here, even a modest single-photon de-
tuning of several cavity line widths significantly degrades the storage efficiency due to a
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Figure 2.7.: Impact of additional excited states to the absorption efficiency as a function
of the single-photon detuning: a) The theoretical overlap between the photonic mode stored by
a control pulse generated by incorporating only a single |F ′ = 1〉 excited state and the target mode
according to the system incorporating all coupled excited states. b) The resulting total storage
efficiency as a function of the single-photon detuning.

mode-mismatch between the target mode and the absorbed mode. In the context of quan-
tum networks, the control of the temporal modes of photons exchanged between network
nodes is a requirement to maintain compatibility between physical systems.

2.4.4. Population Dynamics Atomic Decay

The time-dependent population of the individual atomic states and the cavity mode is
an important property which must be evaluated to determine the impact of incoherent
processes and to allow for a comparison of the model discussed here and the STIRAP
model (see Section 2.2.2). In the latter, the excited states are not populated during the
population transfer, and therefore the system is not subject to any atomic decay and allows
for unity transfer efficiency. However, this is neither expected for the model by Gorshkov
et al. nor the generalized multi-level extension described in this chapter. As it can be seen
in the differential Equation 2.44 in Section 2.3, the entire population flow, from or into the
storage state S, goes through the excited states Pi

Ṡ = −i
∑
i

(
Ω∗c,i(t)Pi

)
. (2.83)

Consequently, the excited states are temporally populated and the atomic decay rate γ
competes with the light-matter interaction rate g to depopulate the excited states in the
photon production process (see Equation 2.36).

By numerically integrating the differential equation system (2.35, 2.36, 2.37) with the
control pulse Ωc(t) extracted from the Equation 2.59, the time-dependent population of
the individual states can be evaluated and the dynamics for the production of a 1µs long
photon with a single-photon detuning ∆=−150 MHz are shown in Figure 2.8. As expected,
the population of the initial state |s〉 (purple line) is fully depleted throughout the photon
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Figure 2.8.: Population dynamics during photon production. The dynamics of the system
are extracted from the solution of the differential equation system from Section 2.3. The initially
fully populated storage state (solid purple line) is entirely depleted and the population is transferred
either to the out-coupled mode (solid brown line) or incoherently decays to either the

∣∣52S1/2, F=1
〉

or
∣∣52S1/2, F=2

〉
manifold (grey, yellow and pink solid lines). The intermediate population of the

cavity mode and the excited states resemble the target shape of the produced photon (dashed lines).

production process. The population of the cavity mode resembles the shape of the photon
which is produced during the process, rescaled with the out-coupling rate κc. Note that the
population of the out-coupled mode must be rescaled with the escape efficiency ηesc to find
the photon production efficiency (see Section 2.2.3). The probability for an atomic decay
from the individual excited states Pi is given by the integral of the state’s population scaled
with the atomic decay rate γ,

Pdecay =

ex. states∑
i

∫ te

t0

2γ|Pi|2 dt . (2.84)

Both the hyperfine manifold to which the population decays to, as well as the manifold from
which the decayed population originates from are a function of the single-photon detuning
as depicted in Figure 2.9. By comparing the total decay probability (Figure 2.9, solid blue
line) and the photon production efficiency (Figure 2.4, solid green line) it becomes apparent
that the non-unity photon production efficiency is caused by a combination of the escape
efficiency and the incoherent atomic decay. Besides degrading the efficiency of the coherent
process, this decay can lead to the production of a deformed and incoherent photon which
is a statistical mixture of various temporal modes due to the emission of a photon in a
higher-order process. This will be discussed in Section 2.4.6.
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Figure 2.9.: Atomic decay probability. In the photon production process, the atomic population
is transferred between two stable ground states via multiple excited states. The excited states are
intermediately populated, and this population is subject to incoherent atomic decay. The total
probability for an incoherent decay is shown as a function of the single-photon detuning (solid blue
line). Atomic decay to the

∣∣52S1/2, F=2
〉

manifold (orange solid line) can further contribute to the

production of a photon while atomic decay to the
∣∣52S1/2, F=1

〉
manifold just removes the excitation

from the system. The contribution of the individual excited states as the source of the decay process
(dashed lines) depends on the single-photon detuning. Note that the scattering probability exactly
resembles the missing efficiency from the photon production process (see Figure 2.4).

2.4.5. Numerical Verification

To test the results of this chapter, the dynamics of the atom-cavity system are simulated us-
ing the master equation solver of the Python QuTiP Package1. The simulation implements
the light-matter interaction Hamiltonian presented in Section 2.2.1 and therefore does not
include the assumptions used to derive the analytical solution introduced in the previous
section. Further, the simulation is aimed to incorporate incoherent processes associated
with atomic decay as they will be discussed in the next chapter. To this end, not only the
five-atomic states used in the model are included, but the full level-structure of the 87Rb∣∣52S1/2, F=2

〉
ground state, all coupled Zeeman states of the |52P3/2〉 excited state, as well

as both the σ+- and the σ−- cavity modes.

2.4.5.1. Numerical System

In the context of a collaboration with the research group of Prof. Giovanna Morigi a simu-
lation package had been provided to calculate the dynamics of the photon storage process in
the three-level atom-cavity system, as it has been used in [108]. This package was initially
used to simulate the coherent photon absorption process, but had to be replaced as it could
not be extended to incorporate incoherent processes and the full level-structure. However,
the method for the reduction of the computation complexity by using a Fock basis and
trail-conserving transfer matrices was directly inherited from the provided package. Note
that in contrast to the package used by Giannelli et al. the system used here does not
support the simulation of the photon storage process but only the production.

In this section, the basis to describe the system and the operators for the dynamic evolution
are described. For the coupling between the cavity and the excited states, both polarization

1http://qutip.org/
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2. Atom-Cavity Light-Matter Interface

modes of the cavity are decomposed into a set of coupled ground states,

|σ+,mF 〉, |σ−,mF 〉 with mF ∈ {−1, 0, 1} . (2.85)

The coupling of these decomposed cavity modes to the free-space mode is modeled by the
set of operators,

ĉκc,σ+/−,mF
=
κc
2
|free-space, σ+/−,mF 〉〈σ+/−,mF | , (2.86)

which describe the collapse of the cavity modes to a set of free-space states,

|free-space, σ+/−,mF 〉 , (2.87)

with the out-coupling rate κc of the cavity field. For the parasitic losses of the cavity field,
a similar set of collapse operators is given by

ĉκl,σ+/−,mF
=
κl
2
|losses, σ+/−,mF 〉〈σ+/−,mF | , (2.88)

with the corresponding set of states and the rate for parasitic cavity losses κl.

Atomic decay is modeled depending on the target state and the purpose of the simula-
tion. To resemble the analytical system where incoherent decay results in a loss of the
population, the collapse operator should transfer the population into dark atomic-decay
states,

ĉdecay state
γ,F ′,m′F ,F=2,mF

=
γF ′m′F ,F=2,mF

2
|F2− decay,mF 〉

〈
F ′,m′F

∣∣ , (2.89)

with the decay rate from a |F ′,m′F 〉 to
∣∣52S1/2, F=2,mF

〉
. However, in the more realistic

scenario of repopulating the bright atomic states (see Section 2.4.6) the collapse operators
should repopulate the ground state manifold,

ĉrepopulate
γ,F ′,m′F ,F=2,mF

=
γF ′m′F ,F=2,mF

2
|F=2,mF 〉

〈
F ′,m′F

∣∣ . (2.90)

The decay to the dark
∣∣52S1/2, F=1

〉
manifold can be modelled as a transfer of the popu-

lation to a decay state since the states in this manifold are not coupled by the control field
and therefore can’t further contribute to the photon production process,

ĉγ,F ′,m′F ,F=1,mf =
γF ′m′F ,F=1,mF

2
|F1− decay,mF 〉

〈
F ′,m′F

∣∣ . (2.91)

Note, the choice of basis states and operators allows the
∣∣52S1/2, F=1

〉
ground states not

to be included explicitly since their population is always the sum of the population of the
atomic-decay states, the cavity modes, and the associated free-space modes. This drasti-
cally reduces the computation complexity since the sum of the population of all included
states is 1, and the whole numerical system can be described in the Fock basis with trace-
preserving transfer matrices 2. This limits the validity of the simulation in the regime of
having only a single excitation in the system but allows the computation of the dynamics
within the full relevant level-structure of the 87Rb atom in a reasonable time.

2Resounding thanks to Luigi Giannelli for providing this technique.
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The unitary Hamiltonian Ĥ has the form:

Ĥ =
∑

F ′=1,2,3
mF=−F ′...F ′

∣∣F ′,m′F 〉 〈F ′,m′F ∣∣ (2.92)

+
∑
F ′=1,2

mF=−1,0,1

g|F=1,mF 〉↔|F ′,mF−1〉
∣∣F ′,mF − 1

〉
〈σ−,mF |+ h.c. (2.93)

+
∑
F ′=1,2

mF=−1,0,1

g|F=1,mF 〉↔|F ′,mF+1〉
∣∣F ′,mF + 1

〉
〈σ+,mF |+ h.c. (2.94)

+
∑

F ′=1,2,3
mF=−F ′...F ′

Ωc(t) c|F=2,m′F 〉↔|F ′,m′F 〉
∣∣F ′,m′F 〉 〈F=2,m′F |+ h.c.. (2.95)

The first term corresponds to the energy associated with the 13 coupled Zeeman substates
of the 52P3/2 states. The second term describes all the 6 coupling terms for the σ−-cavity
mode with the light-matter interaction strength of the specific transitions,

g|F=1,mF 〉↔|F ′,mF−1〉. (2.96)

Analogously, the third term corresponds to the 6 couplings of the σ+-cavity mode. And
the last term includes the 13 driving terms of the π-polarized control field Ωc with the
Clebsch-Gordan coefficients of the individual transitions:

c|F=2,m′F 〉↔|F ′,m′F 〉. (2.97)

The complete system which is integrated by the QuTiP master equation solver3 is given by
the Lindblad master equation with the reduced density matrix ρ̂ (see Section 2.2.1),

d

dt
ρ̂ =

1

i~

[
Ĥ, ρ̂

]
−
∑
ĉ

L̂(ĉ) , (2.98)

with the collapse operators ĉ defined above and the initial state |s〉 = |F=2, mF=1〉. The
control pulse Rabi frequency Ωc(t) that is applied in the simulation is taken from the
analytical model.

2.4.5.2. Numerical Results

To achieve agreement between the system represented by the simulation and the model
which was analytically solved in this chapter, atomic decay is treated as a loss of the
excitation from the system. This simplification is lifted in the next section when the impact
of incoherent processes are investigated (see Section 2.4.6). For a single-photon detuning of
-150 MHz, the numerical results (lines) for the population dynamics of the production of a
1µs long photon are shown along with the analytical predictions (dots) in Figure 2.10. The
remarkably good accordance between the simulation and the model demonstrates that the
assumptions that have been applied in order to obtain an analytical solution are applicable
even for multiple excited states. This is especially important since the bad-cavity limit
(κ� g, γ) was assumed which is not fulfilled for the cavity parameters used here. For the
three-level system, the feasibility of the application of the bad-cavity limit even for cavity
systems in the intermediate coupling regime was already verified in [108]. Further, this

3http://qutip.org/docs/3.1.0/guide/dynamics/dynamics-master.html
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Figure 2.10.: Numerically evaluated population dynamics. By using the master equation
solver of the QuTiP package, the dynamics of the system are numerically integrated without the
assumptions which have been used to derive the analytical solution presented in the preceding section
(lines). For comparison, the prediction of the analytical model is shown as the dots.

confirms that the simulation is likely to be implemented correctly. This is important since
the same numerical system only with exchanged decay operators is used in the next section
to simulate the impact of the incoherent decay, without the possibility for a analytical
cross-check.

2.4.6. Incoherent Processes

In the formalism discussed in this chapter, all incoherent decay processes are treated as a
loss of the excitation from the system, even though a photon can be produced even after
such an incoherent decay process. Therefore, this simplification will result in an underesti-
mation of the photon production efficiency in the theoretical prediction. Furthermore, due
to the random nature of atomic decay, the resulting temporal mode becomes a statistical
mixture of various temporal modes and consequently, the emitted photon will exhibit a de-
formed shape. Therefore, the investigation and quantification of both effects are crucial to
allow for an experimental test of the model. This quantification is the subject of this section.

In the differential equation for the population amplitude of the excited states (see Equation
2.36)

Pi =
1

(γ + iδi)
(igiε(t) + iΩc,i(t)S) , (2.99)

the atomic decay rate γ simply removes the population from the system. In reality, for the
system used throughout this thesis, the atomic population decays to one of several different
ground states either in the |F=1〉 or |F=2〉 manifold as depicted in Figure 2.11a. While all
states in the |F=1〉 manifold are dark and do not further contribute to the photon produc-
tion process, every state in the |F=2〉 manifold is coupled by the control pulse and form at
least one Λ-system with one of the excited states and one of the two possible cavity modes.
For the production of well-shaped and indistinguishable photons, this is problematic in
multiple ways. Firstly, even if the population decays back to the initial state, the start-
ing time of the second production process is random and therefore results in a deformed
photon on success. For a decay to any other Zeeman state within the |F=2〉 manifold,
the produced photon must have a deformed shape as the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients are
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Figure 2.11.: Incoherent photon production processes. a) During the photon production
process, the atomic population can incoherently decay to states either in F=1 (green arrows) or
in F=2 (blue arrows). Decay to F=1 simply removes the excitation from the system while atomic
decay to F=2 can lead to an incoherent production process shown in b). The population can
decay to one of three possible states. While only two of those contribute to the production of a
σ− photon, starting at a random time, the population which decayed to the state |F=2, mF=0〉
can also contribute to the creation of a σ+ photon. The ratio of the different subprocesses depends
on the single-photon detuning ∆. With a second incoherent decay, the |F=2, mF=−1〉 state may
become involved resulting in a higher ratio of σ+ photons produced.

different for all other possible Λ-systems. For a population decay to |F=2, mF=0〉, the
σ+-mode of the cavity opens the possibility to generate a photon with an orthogonal po-
larization, as depicted in Figure 2.11b by the green curly line. The redistribution of the
population in the |F=2〉 manifold by incoherent decay events can happen multiple times,
opening even more possible Λ-systems which can contribute to the production of a photon.

For a meaningful comparison between the theoretical predictions and experimental results,
both the ratio of incoherently produced photons and the associated photonic shape must
be evaluated. To this end, the simulated system must incorporate the full ground state
level structure of 87Rb, 13 excited states of the D2 transition (only the mF = ±3 states and
|F=1, mF=0〉 are not coupled) and both cavity modes to support σ−- and σ+-transitions.
In contrast to the simulation from the previous Section 2.4.4, atomic decay must not be
treated as a loss of the single excitation from the system, but it must repopulate the ground
states according to the branching ratios given by the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients. To this
end, the collapse operators for the atomic decay to the |F=2〉 manifold are exchanged to
repopulate the states rather than removing the excitation from the system (see Section
2.4.5.1).

By the application of the otherwise same simulation method as before, the dynamics of
the production process for a single-photon detuning ∆ = 300 MHz for a 1µs long photon
is shown in Figure 2.12. The time-dependent population of the relevant atomic states is
shown in the first four rows as the solid blue lines. The last row shows the population of the
σ+ (red) and σ− (dark blue) cavity modes decomposed to the three ground states in the
|F=1〉 manifold where the population was transferred to, due to the coupling between the
ground states and the excited states by the cavity. Note that only the mF = 1 states and
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2. Atom-Cavity Light-Matter Interface

the σ+ cavity mode coupled to the |F=1, mF=0〉 ground state are part of the analytical
model. For those states, the orange line indicates the difference between the simulated
dynamics and the theoretical prediction. The green line shows the population of the initial
state scaled by a factor of 1/5 to fit the same scale. As described above, the atomic decay
distributes population among the states in the ground state manifold, resulting in the for-
mation of additional Λ-systems and an intermediate population of almost all excited states
of the 52P3/2 state. As seen in the last row, this results in the overly efficient production of
a photon with a deformed envelope, which is also partly emitted into the wrong polarization
mode of the cavity.

The single-photon detuning depending photon production efficiency (see Section 2.4.2) only
incorporates the fully coherent production processes. For a quantum network application,
a coherent interface is desired as it allows for indistinguishability between subsequently cre-
ated photons and for coherence between the orthogonal photonic polarization modes [58].
However, the seemingly increased efficiency due to atomic decay processes is not beneficial,
but rather diminishes the indistinguishability due to the randomness of the decay process,
and affects the coherence between the photonic polarization modes. Therefore, it is not
sufficient to experimentally optimize the photon production efficiency as a function of the
single-photon detuning to choose the working point, because this method is unable to dis-
tinguish between coherent and incoherent emissions.

For the specific system used here, only an atomic decay to the |F=2〉 manifold can re-
sult in the production of a photon after an incoherent process. Therefore, with regard to
the coherence of the production process, it is best to maximize the ratio between coherent
production efficiency and the decay probability to |F=2〉. As it can be seen in Figure 2.9
the decay probability to |F=2〉 is minimized when the resonator is on resonance with the
|F=1〉 ↔ |F ′=1〉 transition. For this single-photon detuning, the population transfer via
the |F ′=1,mF=1〉 excited state is maximized. From all coupled excited states this specific
state exhibits the most beneficial branching ratios between the |F=1〉 and the |F=2〉 ground
state manifolds. However, for more advanced applications with multiple atoms coupling to
the same cavity mode, a non-vanishing single-photon detuning is a requirement to allow for
individual control over the light-matter coupling. In such a scenario, the suppression of the
cross-talk between the individual emitters is traded against the coherence of the interface,
and the choice of the working point must be carefully evaluated. See Figure 2.13 in Section
2.5.1 for the photon production efficiency including incoherent processes over the single-
photon detuning along with experimental data. In Figure 2.15 in Section 2.5.2 simulation
results for the photon shapes for different single-photon detuning along with experimental
results are shown.

So far the cavity based light-matter interface was investigated analytically and numeri-
cally. For the rest of this chapter, the model is tested with experimental results, and some
applications of this light-matter interface are experimentally demonstrated.
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Figure 2.12.: Population dynamics including incoherent decay. The structure of the plot
resembles the D2 line and the |F=2〉 manifold of the 87Rb atom. In the first row, the population
dynamics of the individual Zeeman states of the

∣∣52P3/2, F
′=3
〉

manifold is shown (blue lines) along
with the deviation from the analytical model, which treats incoherent decays as complete removal
of the excitation from the system. The second and third rows correspond to the

∣∣52P3/2, F
′=2
〉

and∣∣52P3/2, F
′=1
〉

manifolds of the D2 line. The fourth row corresponds to the |F=2〉 manifold and
the last row does not show the |F=1〉 manifold but the population of the cavity which is linked to
transfers in the different Zeeman substates of the |F=1〉 manifold. The population of the cavity
directly resembles the shape of the produced photon. The initial population in |F=2, mF=1〉 (green
line) is scaled by a factor 1/5 and the population of the cavity mode which corresponds to a transfer
into the mF = ±1 states is scaled by a factor 10. The chosen single-photon detuning is +300 MHz.
Here, due to the incoherent decay, the population of other states outside of the states included in
the model can be observed as well as an overly efficient production of a deformed photon.

2.5. Experimental Test of the Multi-Level Model

In the previous sections, an analytical solution for the single-photon absorption and emis-
sion process was derived and numerical methods were applied to quantify the impact of
incoherent processes. Here, multiple aspects of the model are tested experimentally and
compared to the analytical and numerical results. Firstly, the predicted photon production
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Figure 2.13.: Polarization-resolving single photon detection. By the application of the
control Rabi frequency Ωc(t), a single photon with the temporal shape εout(t) is emitted into the
cavity mode, and predominantly leaves the cavity through the out-coupler mirror. The free-space
mode is subsequently coupled to a 10 meter long birefringence-compensated optical fiber which
guides the photon to the detection setup. In the detection setup, the polarization of the photon
is rotated by a λ/4 waveplate which maps the left and right circular polarization components onto
horizontal and vertical linear polarizations, respectively. A polarizing beamsplitter subsequently
splits the two linear polarization components into two different optical paths and a set of time-
resolved single-photon counting modules is used to record the arrival time for each polarization
component.

efficiency is probed as a function of the single-photon detuning. The amplitude profiles of
the produced single photons are then determined and compared to numerical predictions.
Finally, the phase profiles of the single-photon envelopes are measured with a homodyne
setup to demonstrate the accuracy of the derived model. Following the experimental test of
the formalism, the mapping between the control pulse and the photonic mode is utilized to
demonstrate mode selective storage and the ability to convert the shape of a single photon
for quantum network applications.

2.5.1. Photon Production Efficiency

To probe the photon production efficiency, a single atom is loaded and trapped at the center
of the cavity. The atom is first initialized in the |F=1, mF=0〉 ground state employing
optical Zeeman pumping. Subsequently, the atomic population is transferred to the |F=2,
mF=1〉 state by a microwave-driven magnetic-dipole transition,

|F=1, mF=0〉 ↔ |F=2, mF=1〉 . (2.100)

The microwave field does not exhibit a clean polarization to exclusively drive the tar-
geted transition. To suppress driving the atomic population to the |F=2, mF=−1〉 and
|F=2, mF=0〉 ground states, a magnetic guiding field is applied which shifts these unde-
sired transitions out of resonance. The overall initialization fidelity is determined to be
0.90±0.02. After the initialization process, the single-photon detuning specific control Rabi
frequency Ωc(t) to produce a 2 µs long hyperbolic secant shaped photon is applied, and the
out-coupled single-photon is split into its circular polarization components, that are subse-
quently detected by a pair of time-resolving single-photon counting modules. After a few
hundred repetitions, the photon production efficiency is determined by first compensating
for the non-unity detection and coupling efficiency ηD (see Section A.6) and then dividing
the number of detected photons clicks by the total number of trials,

η(∆) =
clicks(∆)

ηD × trials(∆)
. (2.101)

The experimental procedure is repeated for various single-photon detunings ∆.
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Figure 2.14.: Experimentally determined photon production efficiency. The atom is ini-
tialized in the |F=2, mF=1〉 ground state. Subsequently, the control Rabi frequency Ωc(t), which
is tailored for a specific single-photon detuning ∆ is applied, and a photon may be emitted into the
cavity mode. After the photon leaves the resonator through the out-coupler mirror, it is detected
by a set of single-photon counting modules. The measured detection efficiency is compensated for
the non-unity detection efficiency of the counting modules and shown as a function of the single-
photon detuning (red dots) along with the statistical uncertainty. Additionally, the prediction of
the analytical model (orange line) is shown which only includes fully coherent photon production
processes.

The resulting photon production efficiency is shown in Figure 2.14 as a function of the
single-photon detuning (red dots) along with the efficiency for the coherent process as it is
predicted by the analytical model (orange line) and the results from the numerical simula-
tion (blue line) which incorporates incoherent processes. It is expected that the observed
photon production efficiency is above the predictions by the analytical model since the
model only includes the fully coherent process. The model used in the simulation does not
incorporate the finite bandwidth of the resonator system. As it can be seen from Figure
2.5, for larger single-photon detunings the shift of the center frequency of the photon can
exceed the bandwidth of the cavity when the light-shifts are not compensated correctly.
Although the control pulse Ωc(t) is tailored to not result in frequency shifted photons, an
incoherent decay process to another level within the

∣∣52S1/2, F=2
〉

manifold will result in a
new set of Λ-systems with different Clebsch-Gordan coefficients (see Section 2.4.6). In this
scenario, the compensation of the frequency chirp breaks down, and for large enough shifts,
the photon is not resonant with the resonator anymore and cannot be efficiently produced
into the cavity mode. Since the simulation does not include this decremental effect, it is
expected that especially for larger single-photon detunings, the experimentally measured
efficiency is lower than predicted by the simulations. This is in good agreement with the
determined data (see Figure 2.14).

The most pronounced effect due to the coupling to multiple excited states is the destructive
interference for a single-photon detuning in between the

∣∣52P3/2, F
′=1
〉

and
∣∣52P3/2, F

′=2
〉

states, as it is clearly observable in the experimental data. Again, the destructive inter-
ference is not perfect due to the possibility of atomic population decay to another state
within the

∣∣52S1/2, F=2
〉

manifold with different Clebsch-Gordan coefficients such that the
interference condition is no longer fulfilled.
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2.5.2. Intensity Profiles and Polarizations

The model derived in Section 2.3 provides a bijective mapping between the produced pho-
tonic shape εout(t) and the control Rabi frequency Ωc(t). As it has been discussed in Section
2.4.6, incoherent decay of the atomic population will result in a deviation from the target
shape as it can be inferred from simulations. Here, the experimentally produced photon is
decomposed into its circular polarization components and the intensity profiles of the two
components are compared to the simulation results.

The experimental procedure is similar to the determination of the photon production effi-
ciency. Firstly, the atom is prepared in the |F=2, mF=1〉 state. By the application of the
control pulse Ωc(t), a photon may be emitted into the cavity mode and out-coupled to the
free-space mode, that is subsequently coupled into an optical fiber guiding the photon to
the polarization-resolved single-photon detection setup.

Here, the photon click is also detected time-resolved and the intensity of the photonic profile
is reconstructed from the histogram of binned arrival times for both circular polarization
components. This is shown for three different single-photon detunings in Figure 2.15, where
the solid line indicates the histogram of binned arrival times for the σ+ mode (red) and
the σ− mode (green). The red and green filled areas show the results from the simulation
and the grey area indicates the normalized target shape. For all single-photon detunings,
the experimentally extracted intensities are in good qualitative agreement with the numer-
ical predictions and the shapes of both polarization components match well. The measured
amount of photons in the σ− mode is slightly above the expectation which may be explained
by the considerable error bar in the calibration of the detection efficiencies (see Section A.6).

As expected from the simulations, a single-photon detuning ∆=+300MHz results in the
most significant deviation between the target shape and the measured shape since the in-
coherent processes are most pronounced for this detuning (see Section 2.4.6). In contrast,
for ∆=−20 MHz the incoherent decay to the

∣∣52S1/2, F=2
〉

manifold is minimal (see Fig-
ure 2.9) resulting in the best overlap with the target shape. For the large red detuning
(-300 MHz) the amount of scattering to the

∣∣52S1/2, F=2
〉

manifold and the associated
incoherent processes rise again compared to ∆=−20 MHz. The overall good agreement be-
tween simulations and experimental results suggest that the decremental processes are well
understood. Moreover, the intermediate population of the excited states and the inevitable
population decay limits the coherence and efficiency of the light-matter interface. Note that
this is in contrary to the predictions of the STIRAP (see Section 2.2.2) model.
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Figure 2.15.: Intensity profile of produced single photons. After the atom is initialized in
the |F=2, mF=1〉 ground state, the control pulse Ωc(t) to produce a 2 µs long hyperbolic secant
shaped photon is applied for three different single-photon detunings ∆. The resulting photon is
decomposed into its two circular polarization components which are subsequently detected by a pair
of time-resolved single-photon counting modules. The solid red line shows the histogram of arrival
times for the σ+-polarized component and the solid green line for the σ− component. The red and
green filled area indicate the expectation from numerical simulations in which photon production
processes after incoherent decay events are considered (see Section 2.4.6 ).

2.5.3. Produced Complex Photonic Mode

2.5.3.1. Experimental Results

To reconstruct the temporal shape of the produced photon εout(t) the homodyne technique
presented in Section 2.2.4 is applied. To minimize the impact of incoherent photon contri-
butions (see Section 2.4.6), the single-photon detuning is chosen to be ∆=-20 MHz. After
the atom is initialized in the |F=2, mF=1〉 state, a photon is produced into the cavity by
applying one of two specially-tailored control fields on an axis perpendicular to the cavity
axis. The produced photon is coupled-out through the out-coupler mirror and guided to
the detection setup through an optical fiber. Subsequently the photon is combined with a
strong local-oscillator reference on a non-polarizing 50 : 50 beamsplitter. The mode of both
output-ports of the beamsplitter is directed onto a set of fast photo diodes. Note that due to
the π-phase shift caused by the reflection within the beamsplitter, the interference between
the produced photon and the local-oscillator field has an opposite direction for each output
mode. This fact is used to suppress technical intensity fluctuations of the local-oscillator
field by recording the difference signal of both photo diodes [119].

After the acquisition of around two thousand intensity curves, the autocorrelation-function
and the eigenfunctions and eigenvalues of the resulting kernel are calculated. The experi-
ment is performed twice with two different control fields. Firstly, the frequency chirp of the
produced photon should be suppressed by using the derived formalism (see Section 2.3) to
generate a control Rabi frequency Ωcomp.

c which should yield a real-valued photonic mode
by correctly compensating the effect of light-shifts linked to the coupling of the control
beam to the excited levels. Secondly, the compensation of those light-shifts is deliberately
neglected. The latter should result in a significant frequency chirp of the photon. Note
that such a frequency chirp corresponds to an evolving phase angle of the temporal mode
(see Section 2.4.3) and implies the existence of an imaginary-valued part of the photonic
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Figure 2.16.: Homodyne setup for complex shape reconstruction. The mode of the pro-
duced photon is combined with a strong local-oscillator field by means of a non-polarizing beam-
splitter and the resulting intensities behind the two output-ports are measured by a set of balanced
photo diodes. Due to the phase shift caused by the reflection within the beamsplitter, the direction
of interference between the two fields has an opposite sign on both output ports. By using the
difference of the signal of both photo diodes the effect of technical noise within the local oscillator
field can be canceled out, and therefore the visibility of the interference can be maximized. The data
acquisition of the resulting intensity curve x(t) is synchronized with the photon production protocol
and measured with a fast oscilloscope. An optical isolator behind the cavity blocks reflected light
from the local oscillator from reflecting on the cavity and from entering the cavity to interact with
the atom.

envelope. As it has been previously discussed (see Section 2.2.4), a single complex-valued
temporal mode mixed with vacuum results in two eigenvalues of the kernel greater than
1. The corresponding eigenfunctions represent the real and imaginary part of the temporal
mode, scaled by the magnitude of the eigenvalues minus 1. Consequently, a temporal mode
with no frequency chirp is a purely real-valued mode and should not exhibit an imaginary
part and therefore should result in a kernel with only one eigenvalue (significantly) larger
than one.

As it can be seen from the measurement data (Figure 2.17, right side) the produced photon
with no light-shift compensation exhibits a kernel with two eigenvalues significantly above
one. From the eigenfunctions, the real and imaginary part of the temporal mode can be
reconstructed and compared to the theoretical predictions from the mapping between the
applied control Rabi frequency and the produced shape. For the control pulse Ωcomp.

c the
produced photonic mode results in only one eigenvalue of the kernel which is significantly
larger than 1. This shows, that the photon does not exhibit a significant frequency chirp
and therefore, that the compensation of light-shifts was successful. The overlap of the ex-
perimentally measured photonic mode with the expected mode according to the analytical
model is (90±1) %. However, if a constant detuning from the two-photon resonance of
150 kHz is assumed the overlap between the produced mode and the prediction is (98±1) %
(red lines in Figure 2.17). Imperfections are expected due to the residual incoherent part
and the imperfect initialization of the atom. Overall, this demonstrates the precision and
applicability of the derived mapping between the photonic mode εout(t) and the control
Rabi frequency Ωc(t).

38



2.5. Experimental Test of the Multi-Level Model

2 4 6

eigenvalue #

1.0

1.2

1.4

1.6

ei
ge

n
va

lu
es

2
〈n̂
〉+

1

(a)

2 4 6

eigenvalue #

1.0

1.2

1.4

1.6

(b)

−3 −2 −1 0 1 2

time (µs)

−0.1

0.0

0.1

0.2

re
al

p
a
rt

measured

theory

(c)

−3 −2 −1 0 1 2

time (µs)

−0.1

0.0

0.1

0.2 measured

theory

(d)

−3 −2 −1 0 1 2

time (µs)

−0.1

0.0

0.1

0.2

im
a
gi

n
ar

y
p

a
rt

measured

theory

(e)

−3 −2 −1 0 1 2

time (µs)

−0.1

0.0

0.1

0.2 theory

measured

theory (δ=150 MHz)

(f)

Figure 2.17.: Reconstructed photonic modes. The temporal modes of a produced single pho-
ton either with a compensated frequency chirp (b,d,f) or without compensation (a,c,e) are measured
with a homodyne setup. The first row shows the magnitude of eigenvalues of the autocorrelation-
kernel acquired with the homodyne measurement. The values above 1 correspond to the proportion
of orthogonal modes present in the produced photon. A single eigenvalue witnesses a photon in
a single real-valued temporal mode and therefore a non-existing frequency chirp. The second and
third row show the reconstructed real and imaginary part of the photons (blue lines) along with the
theoretical expectation (red line). The green line indicate the theoretical predictions for a constant
two-photon detuning of 150 kHz.

2.5.4. Mode-Selective Photon Storage

The formalism derived, simulated and tested in this chapter provides a reversible mapping
between the applied control pulse Ωc(t) and the temporal photonic mode εin/out(t) to be
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Figure 2.18.: Temporal mode selective storage. Schematic of the experiment to probe the
temporal mode selective storage by measuring the storage efficiency for a photon with a variable
phase jump in the center of its temporal mode. A single photon with a phase jump of ∆φ is directed
on the cavity (red curve) and one of two control fields is applied: Either a control field Ωwrite

c,∆φ=0

(blue) which stores the temporal mode with a phase jump ∆φ = 0, or a control field Ωwrite
c,∆φ=π with a

phase jump of π is applied. Subsequently, the photon is retrieved by the application of some suitable
control pulse Ωread

c . A single-photon counting module (SPCM) is used to evaluate the efficiency of
the total process. The intensity profiles of the incoming photon (red) and the two control fields
(blue, green) are shown on the right side. The storage efficiency for the two control pulses with
(green) and without (blue) the phase jump of π is shown as a function of the applied phase jump
∆φ in the center of the temporal mode of the photon.

stored or retrieved from an atom-cavity system. In the previous section, it was demonstrated
that the produced photonic mode εout(t) can be selected by the choice of the control pulse
Ωread
c (t). Here, it is shown that in the case of photon storage, the absorbed temporal mode

can also be controlled by the choice of the control pulse Ωwrite
c (t). This is significant in

multiple regards: It demonstrates that the knowledge of the actual temporal mode function
including its phase term and the application of a suitable control pulse is important to
achieve efficient light-matter interactions. Also, in a quantum network information can
be multiplexed onto a set of orthogonal temporal modes given the ability to specify the
temporal mode to interact with at a network node. Further, the ability to measure the
overlap between the unknown temporal mode of an incoming single photon and a temporal
mode specified by the control pulse applied yields a toolkit to analyze the complex shape
of the incoming photon.

All previous experiments discussed in this chapter so far were based on the production of
a single photon. In this experiment, an incoming photon is first stored and subsequently
retrieved from the atom-cavity system. As motivated by the previous experiment, a single-
photon detuning of ∆=−20 MHz is chosen to maximize the efficiency while minimizing
incoherent processes. By means of optical Zeeman pumping, the atom is initialized in
the |F=1, mF=0〉 ground state. Using a σ+-polarized weak coherent pulse shaped by an
acousto-optical modulator (AOM) an input pulse with n̄=1 photons on average is generated
and directed into the cavity system. The input mode εin,φ(t) has a characteristic time of
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Figure 2.19.: Results for temporal mode selective storage. The efficiency for storing an
incoming temporal mode with a phase shift of ∆φ in the center of the temporal mode by applying
one of two control fields is shown. The first control field Ωwrite

c,∆φ=0(t) is tailored to store the incoming
mode with no phase shift (∆φ = 0). The corresponding storage efficiency η is shown in blue as a
function of the applied phase shift ∆φ. Alternatively, a control field to store the temporal mode
with a phase shift ∆φ = π in the center is applied, and the resulting efficiency is shown in green.

TC = 20µs and a hyperbolic secant shaped amplitude with an additional phase term which
exhibits an instantaneous shift of ∆φ at the center of the temporal mode (see Figure 2.18,
red curve). Over the course of many experimental repetitions, the phase shift ∆φ is scanned
from 0 to 2π. Note that the temporal mode with a phase shift ∆φ = 0 is orthogonal to
the mode with a phase shift ∆φ=π. By leveraging the time-reversal argument (see Section
2.3.5) a control pulse Ωwrite

c,∆φ=0(t) to store the incoming mode without a phase shift and a
second control pulse for the incoming mode with a phase shift ∆φ=π are generated. Both
control fields are applied in the storage process in independent experimental runs for all
chosen actual phase shifts within the incoming photonic mode εin,φ(t) (see Figure 2.18, blue
and green curves). Afterward, the efficiency of the storage attempt for a given phase shift
∆φ with one of the two possible control fields Ωwrite

c,∆φ=0(t) and Ωwrite
c,∆φ=π(t) is probed. To

this end, a suitable control field Ωread
c (t) to perform a photon production attempt with a

subsequent detection using a single-photon counting module (SPCM) is applied.

As it can be seen in Figure 2.19, the storage efficiency for both control pulses oscillates
with the overlap of the target mode. Since the two modes with and without the π phase
shift are orthogonal to each other and form a complete basis for all intermediate phase
jumps, it is expected that each incoming temporal mode εin,φ(t) can be decomposed into
the two components which are efficiently stored by two control pulses. Consequently, it
is expected that the sum of the two curves is constant. However, the green curve for the
storage of the shifted photon with Ωwrite

c,∆φ=π(t) is shifted by approximatively 0.2π. Without
further investigations, this may be explained by the incapability of the experimental setup
to react to an instantaneous phase jump. Also, the storage efficiency for a temporal mode
with a phase shift of π and the control field Ωwrite

c,∆φ=0(t) to store the photon without a phase
shift is significantly above 0 although the two modes should be fully orthogonal.

The initialization fidelity to the |F=1, mF=0〉 state is determined to be 0.9± 0.02 and the
rest of the population is roughly equally distributed among the |F=1, mF=± 1〉 states.
These two states also form Λ-systems for photon storage (see Section 2.4.6), but due to the
different set of Clebsch-Gordan coefficients result in a different temporal mode for the ap-
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plied control field, which is not orthogonal to the incoming mode. The same is equally valid
for the reversed scenario with an unshifted photon and the Ωwrite

c,∆φ=π(t) control field. The
population dynamics of the storage process of an orthogonal mode have not been examined
in depth, but the instantaneous phase jump, which makes the temporal mode orthogonal
to the target mode stored by Ωwrite

c,∆φ=0(t), happens only after the first half of the photon has
already interacted with the cavity-system. Hence, it is reasonable to assume that atomic
decay processes are involved even if the photonic mode is not stored. Consequently, in-
coherent decay to the

∣∣52S1/2, F=2
〉

manifold also contributes to the non-zero observable
storage efficiency.

2.5.5. Temporal Mode Conversion

In the last two sections, it was demonstrated that the control fields Ωread
c (t) and Ωwrite

c (t) for
both the storage and the retrieval processes can be used to individually control the temporal
modes that are absorbed and emitted, respectively. This can be leveraged for a temporal
mode conversion node in a quantum network. Such a conversion between different temporal
modes is a significant feature to create compatibility between quantum systems which may
have significantly different internal properties and therefore emit and absorb photons with
vastly different shapes and temporal extents. In prior work, conversion between different
temporal modes has been demonstrated but was reliant on cutting out the desired shape
from an incoming photon. Unfortunately, this technique cannot efficiently convert between
modes with highly different temporal extents. In this section, the efficient interconversion
between photons with a temporal extent of 0.5µs and 500µs is demonstrated.

To bridge three orders of magnitude in temporal extent, a single atom is loaded into the
center of the optical resonator and initialized into |F=1, mF=1〉 ground state by means of
optical Zeeman pumping. A photon with a characteristic time of TC = 0.5µs impinges the
cavity, and a corresponding control field Ωwrite

c,TC=0.5µs(t) for this specific temporal mode is
applied. After a short storage duration, the photon is emitted again by using the control
field Ωread

c,TC=500µs(t) to generate a photon with a characteristic time of TC = 500µs (see
Figure 2.20a). The emitted photon is detected by a time-resolved single-photon counting
module and the resulting intensity profile of the photonic mode is reconstructed from the
binned arrival times after a sufficient number of experimental repetitions. To demonstrate
the conversion in both directions, the same experiment is performed for the storage of a
long photon with the subsequent emission of a short photon.

The experimental results for the retrieved intensity profiles for both conversion directions
are shown in Figure 2.20c. The conversion efficiency from a short photon to a long photon
(0.5µs → 500µs) is found to be η = 0.22±0.02. For the conversion direction from a long
to a short photon (500µs → 0.5µs), the conversion efficiency is found to be slightly lower
with η = 0.17±0.02.

As for the mode-selective storage, the efficiency of the absorption process must be lower than
expected to explain the missing efficiency in the overall absorption and emission process.
Please refer to Section 2.6 for an analysis of the absorption efficiency.
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Figure 2.20.: Efficient temporal mode conversion. a) A single σ+-polarized photon with a
characteristic time TC=0.5µs is sent into the cavity system and stored by applying a suitable control
pulse Ωwrite

c,TC=0.5µs(t) on an axis perpendicular to the cavity. Subsequently, the storage process is then
reversed and a photon is retrieved from the system by applying a significantly less intense second
control pulse Ωread

c,TC=500µs(t) to create a photon with a characteristic time TC=500µs. The photon
predominantly leaves the cavity through its output-coupler mirror and is collected by a time-resolved
single-photon counting module (SPCM) to evaluate the intensity profile and the efficiency of the
process. To demonstrate the conversion in both directions, the experiment is repeated by first
storing a photon with a long characteristic time TC = 500µs with the subsequent retrieval of a
short photon with TC = 0.5µs. b,c) show the intensity profile and the conversion efficiencies for
both conversion directions.

2.6. Photon Absorption Efficiency

As it has been seen in the experimental test of the model, the absorption efficiency is
significantly lower than predicted by the model (see Section 2.5.4, 2.5.5). Here, this is
further investigated by first checking the impact of using weak coherent pulses on the light-
matter interface storage efficiency followed by an investigation of the dependence on the
single-photon detuning.

2.6.1. Weak Coherent Pulses

In this section, the implications of using weak coherent pulses instead of single-photon Fock
states for the input states are discussed.

The efficiency of the light-matter interface ηint is defined as the probability to retrieve

43



2. Atom-Cavity Light-Matter Interface

a photon from the cavity when there initially was a single-photon input in the free-space
mode which is coupled to the cavity. Due to the lack of a single-photon source, the light-
matter interface is probed with weak coherent pulses with an average photon number n̄
and a Poissonian distribution of the expectation value of photon number statistics pn̄i in
the individual pulses,

pn̄i =
n̄ie−n̄

i!
. (2.102)

Therefore, the above-mentioned definition is not directly applicable. For n̄=1 a significant
number of pulses contain more than one photon. Hence, the interface efficiency will be
underestimated because at most one excitation can be stored in the atom. In principle,
the interface efficiency for single photons can be deduced by using coherent pulses with a
low average photon number such that multi-photon events are suppressed by a factor χ
compared to the single-photon events,

χ =
pn̄1∑
i>1 p

n̄
i

=
pn̄1

1− pn̄0 − pn̄1
=

n̄

en̄ − 1− n̄ . (2.103)

For the suppression of χ = 100 an average photon number of n̄ ≈ 0.02 has to be used.

However, in the later chapter of this work, the interface is used to store polarization qubits.
Unfortunately, for n̄ = 0.02 the combined SPCM dark count rate Γd.c. ≈ 120 Hz becomes
significant. With a memory efficiency of ηmem ≈ 0.22, a total photon detection efficiency
of ηdet ≈ 0.4 and a detection interval of τ = 6µs the ratio ζ of measured dark counts to
photon counts is given by

ζ =
Γd.c. · τ

ηmemηdet · n̄
≈ 0.01

n̄
(2.104)

for small n̄ such that multi-photon events are suppressed.

Although dark counts can be compensated well in an efficiency calibration, high contri-
butions of dark counts will affect the measured coherence of the retrieved qubit state. To
characterize qubit fidelities and for reasonable data rates, an higher average photon number
is preferable, and most of the measurement shown in the next chapter have been performed
with an input pulse containing n̄ = 1 photons.

By using ultra-weak coherent pulses with suppressed multi-photon events, the interface
efficiency for single-photon Fock state can be determined, and the ratio to the efficiency for
weak coherent pulses with n̄ = 1 can be used to normalize measured efficiencies with weak
coherent pulses to resemble the scenario of single-photon Fock states.

2.6.2. Simple Markovian Model

The development of a suitable model to describe the storage efficiency of weak coherent
pulses was subject to current research with a recently published result [120]. However, in
this work, a simple Markovian model is used to fit the data points.

A Fock state containing multiple photons is modeled as successive storage attempts of
single-photon pulses. Each attempt has three possible outcomes: the atomic population is
either coherently transferred to the storage S where it remains despite subsequent arriv-
ing photons, the population resides in the initial state I, or the population is incoherently
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Figure 2.21.: Simple Markovian model for absorption efficiency of weak coherent pulses.
The storage of a Fock state containing multiple photons is modeled as the successive storage attempt
of single photons with the probability η to actually absorb the photon and transfer the atom to the
storage state S, the probability ηD to pump the atom to a dark state D and the remaining likelihood
to stay in the initial state I.

transferred to some other state D, where it is unavailable for subsequent storage attempts.
The corresponding Markovian chain is depicted in Figure 2.21. The accumulated transfer
efficiencies for the nth trial is given by

ηS,n = η
n∑
i

ηI,n, ηI,n = (1− η − ηD)n, ηD,n = ηD

n∑
i

ηI,n , (2.105)

with the efficiency ηI,n to remain in the initial state after the nth absorption attempt, the
efficiency ηD,n for the atom to be incoherently transferred to a state unavailable the effi-
ciency ηS,n for a successful transfer into the storage state after the nth attempt.

A weak coherent pulse is a statistical mixture of Fock states, and within this simple model,
the absorption efficiency can be determined by calculating the efficiencies for the individual
Fock state components and calculate the weighted sum according to the Poisson distribu-
tion.

2.6.3. Interface Efficiency over Average Photon Numbers

To experimentally determine the absorption efficiency for single-photon Fock states, weak-
coherent pulses with different average photon numbers n̄ are absorbed by the atom-cavity
system with a single-photon detuning of ∆=−20 MHz. Subsequently, the photon produc-
tion protocol is applied, and the overall efficiency is measured by recording the produced
photon with a single-photon counting module with a well-calibrated detection efficiency.
The resulting efficiency shown in Figure 2.22 is normalized by the average photon number
n̄. The data points are fitted to the simple Markovian model explained above with the write
efficiency η and the efficiency ηD to pump the atom into a dark-state as free parameters.

The fit shows a good agreement with the acquired data points and yields ηD = 0.19.
The absorption efficiency for single-photon Fock states η = 0.365 can be extracted from
the limit n̄ → 0 and by normalizing the resulting curve with the known photon emission
efficiency. Further, a correction factor of approximatively 1.3 for the ratio between η and
the absorption efficiency for weak-coherent pulses with n̄ = 1 is determined by dividing the
normalized efficiency for n̄→ 0 by the efficiency for n̄=0.
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Figure 2.22.: Combined absorption and emission efficiency for weak coherent pulses of
different average photon numbers. A weak coherent pulse containing n̄ photons on average is
impinged onto the cavity and stored by applying the control pulse corresponding to the temporal
mode of the photon. Subsequently, the photon emission protocol is performed, and the total effi-
ciency (red points) is measured by detecting the successful emission with a single-photon counting
module. The data points are fitted to the Markovian model given in Section 2.6.2 (orange line).
By normalizing the total efficiency with the known emission efficiency, the absorption efficiency can
be determined (blue line). The error bars correspond to one standard deviation estimated from the
sample size and are hidden behind the data points.

This shows that the use of weak coherent pulses with an average photon number n̄ = 1
underestimates the absorption efficiency by a factor of approximately 1.3. Further, the
absorption efficiency is almost a factor 2 smaller than expected. This discrepancy remains
unexplained and cannot be attributed to higher photon number components in the weak
coherent pulse used to probe the memory.

2.6.4. Absorption Efficiency over Single-Photon Detuning

Here, the absorption efficiency of the light-matter interface is probed for different single-
photon detunings, in order to verify that the multi-level model derived in this chapter
resolves vanishing absorption efficiency for larger single-photon detunings.

The absorption efficiency is probed for different single-photon detunings ∆ by first ab-
sorbing a weak-coherent pulse with n̄=1 photons with a subsequent emission and detection
of the overall efficiency with a single-photon counting module. The experiment is performed
with the control field for the absorption Ωwrite

c (t) given by the analytical model presented in
Section 2.3 and a second time with the control field Ωwrite

G (t) from the 3-level-model by Gor-
shkov et al. [90]. The photon emission is always performed with the control pulse Ωread

c (t)
from the multi-level model. The acquired efficiencies are normalized by the expected photon
emission efficiency and corrected by the factor 1.3 to resemble the single-photon scenario
as discussed in the last section.

The results are shown in Figure 2.23: The green dots indicate the absorption efficiency
achieved with the control pulse Ωwrite

c (t) and the blue dots with the control pulse Ωwrite
G (t)

from the three-level model by Gorshkov et al.. The green line is the theoretical expectation
within the multi-level model, scaled by a factor 0.53. The blue line results from rescaling
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Figure 2.23.: Combined photon absorption and emission efficiency over the single-
photon detuning. The photon absorption efficiency is probed as a function of the single-photon
detuning with the control field Ωwrite

c (t) acquired from the model derived in the context of this thesis
(green dots) and for the control field Ωwrite

G taken from the 3-level-model by Gorshkov et al.. The
green line shows the theoretical expectation from the model derived here rescaled by a factor 0.53
to match the experimental results. By calculating the mode overlap between the temporal mode
which should be stored within the model by the application of the control pulse Ωwrite

G with the
actual incoming mode the theoretical expectation (green curve) is rescaled (blue curve) to provide
the theoretical expectation for the absorption efficiency for the control field Ωwrite

G within the model
derived here.

the green line with the mode overlap between the incoming temporal mode and the mode
which should be stored by the Ωwrite

G (t) control field within the multi-level model (see Sec-
tion 2.4.3.1).

The achieved storage efficiency for the control field Ωwrite
c (t) is a factor 0.53 smaller than

expected independent of the single-photon detuning. The origin of this effect had been
subject to extensive investigation but could not be resolved in the time-frame of this thesis.
It has been found, that decremental effects associated with fluctuations of the control field
intensity or phase noise of the laser system scale with the single-photon detuning, but this
scaling is not observable rendering the missing absorption efficiency an unresolved issue.
The independence of the missing efficiency from the single-photon detuning also suggests
the correct compensation of all involved light-shifts.

Despite the unresolved constant factor in the absorptions efficient, the control pulse gener-
ated with the theory derived in this chapter performs dramatically better for large single-
photon detunings when compared to the achieved efficiency for the control field from the
three-level model by Gorshkov et al.. By this, the regime of high single-photon detuning
becomes available for future experiments relying on controllable light-matter interactions
of multiple atoms with the same cavity mode.

2.7. Conclusion

In this chapter, an analytical model for the absorption and emission process of a single
photon from a single atom trapped in a high-finesse optical cavity was derived, simulated
and experimentally tested. Although a model for those processes has already been derived
by Gorshkov et al. [90] for a three-level system, it was shown that the predictions diverge
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drastically from the physical reality with an increasing single-photon detuning due to the
coupling to multiple excited states. Since large single-photon detunings are a necessary
requirement for various applications, the existing model [90] was extended to incorporate
an arbitrary number of excited states.

The acquired solution correctly predicts the efficiency of the emission process for all single-
photon detunings and provides the correct reversible mapping between the emitted and
absorbed temporal mode εin/out(t) of the photon and the applied control pulse Ωc(t). The
correctness of the complex-valued emitted temporal modes was verified employing a ho-
modyne detection and decremental effects due to atomic decay processes were studied by
numerically integrating the master equation of the full atomic level-structure.

As it has been experimentally demonstrated, the obtained control over the absorbed and
emitted temporal modes is not only crucial to achieving an efficient light-matter interface
but also enables the selection of a specific temporal mode to be stored. This allows for the
multiplexing of quantum information onto a set of orthogonal photonic modes in future
quantum network applications. Further, it was demonstrated that the ability to precisely
and dependently control the temporal modes to be absorbed and emitted allows for the for-
mation of a temporal mode converter. Such a temporal mode converted can be leveraged to
achieve compatibility between different quantum systems in future heterogeneous quantum
networks. The obtained model enables to work with large single-photon detunings while
maintaining efficient light-matter interactions, and thereby allows for the scaling of atom-
cavity systems to multiple atoms with individually controllable cavity interactions.
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The content of this chapter is based on the prior publication:

Decoherence-protected memory for a single-photon qubit
M. Körber, O. Morin, S. Langenfeld, A. Neuzner, S. Ritter & G. Rempe
Nature Photonics, volume 12, pages 18–21 (2018)

3.1. Motivation and Structure

The efficient exchange of photonic qubits between network nodes and their long-lived stor-
age is essential for the formation of future quantum networks [30, 47, 49]. Hence, the
efficiency and the coherence time are the two most important figures of merit for a pho-
tonic quantum memory for quantum network applications. In the previous chapter, the
efficiency of the atom-cavity based light-matter interface and the control over the temporal
modes for the exchange of photonic qubits between network nodes was addressed. Here, the
second figure of merit is subject to improvements since the prevailing storage times achiev-
able for photonic qubits memories are insufficient for quantum networks on the global scale.

Photonic quantum memories rely on strong light-matter interactions, and an alternative
approach to reach strong light-matter interactions rates without high-finesse resonators is
to increase the optical density by employing atomic clouds. In such an ensemble, the photon
is stored in a superposition of excitations of the individual atoms, a so-called spin wave.
Those systems have been successfully employed to store both photonic qubits [121, 122] or
single-photon Fock states [123–127] for DLCZ based protocols [128]. The performance of
such systems is limited due to various effects like relative movements, collisions or an inho-
mogeneous environment like spatial dependent magnetic fields, affecting the phase relation
between the excitation stores in the individual atoms. Such collective dephasing mecha-
nisms degrade both the achievable qubit coherence times and the retrieval efficiency of the
photonic excitations.
One remarkable advantage of employing a single atom as the matter-based carrier for
qubit storage is the abstinence of such collective dephasing mechanisms resulting in time-
independent retrieval efficiencies and very large T1 times, which should in principle allow
for long storage times of single-photon Fock states. However, here only the more demanding
storage of photonic qubit states is discussed and various mechanisms causing the dephasing
of the qubit basis are addressed to prolong the qubit coherence time significantly.

The chapter is structured as follows: First, the original single-atom quantum memory
protocol is applied to evaluate improvements achieved since its initial report [96], and for
reference. After a short discussion of the dominant decoherence mechanisms, a scheme to
transfer the qubit to a decoherence-protected base is investigated. Subsequently, the experi-
mental realization is discussed, and the scheme is applied to the quantum memory. With the
experimental results, residual decoherence mechanisms are identified, and their reversibility
is discussed. Afterward, a second Raman transfer scheme is implemented, and the exper-
iment is repeated with the application of a spin-echo pulse. Finally, residual decoherence
mechanisms are examined and strategies for further improvements are identifies.
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3.2. Theoretical Background

In this section, the theoretical background for the storage of polarization qubits is explored.
After a brief description of quantum bits, the polarization encoding of a single-photon carrier
is introduced. Subsequently, the phase rotation of a qubit due to an energy difference of
it’s basis states as it is relevant for encoding the qubit state on atomic levels is discussed,
followed by the definition of the qubit fidelity which is used to describe the quality of the
retrieved qubit state after the storage. The degradation of the fidelity stems from different
physical effects on the qubit state and the associated time scales are enumerated. Since
an non-ideal quantum memory does not release identical qubit states although the input
states where identical, the density formalism to describe statistical mixtures is introduced,
followed by the description of the correspondence to the Stokes vector which is used to
describe the polarization of an ensemble of photons. Afterwards, the Ramsey spectroscopy is
introduced as it is used in this thesis to probe the coherence between atomic states. Finally,
the influence of magnetic field fluctuations to the energy of atomic levels as described by
the Zeeman effect is introduced and the magnetic guiding technique to reduce the effect of
those fluctuation is discussed.

3.2.1. Qubits

In classical information theory, the smallest unit of information is the state of a single
entity which is always in one of two discrete states, which are often referred to as 0 and
1. Such an indivisible piece of information is known as a bit. Analogously, in quantum
information theory the quantum bit (qubit) was introduced [129] as the smallest unit of
quantum information. In contrast to a classical bit, a qubit is not necessarily in one of
the two mutually excluding states, but possibly in a coherent quantum superposition of its
basis states. In general, quantum information describes the state of a quantum system and
the simplest non-trivial system is the two-level system. By factoring out the global phase
term and by using the normalization conditions, |α|2 + |β|2 = 1. a single qubit can be
parameterized using two real-valued parameters, the mixing angle θ and the relative phase
φrel. [130]:

|ψ〉 = cos

(
θ

2

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

α

|0〉+ sin

(
θ

2

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

β

eiφrel.(t)|1〉 (3.1)

A pure qubit state can be represented geometrically using the so-called Bloch sphere, where
every state corresponds to a point on the surface of the unit sphere (see Figure 3.1).

3.2.1.1. Polarization Qubits

In this work, the polarization degree of freedom is used to encode a qubit onto a single
photon. The basis states are chosen to be the left- and right-circular polarization compo-
nents.

|0〉 ← |L〉 =̂ left-circular polarization component (3.2)

|1〉 ← |R〉 =̂ right-circular polarization component (3.3)

Although the choice of basis is in principle arbitrary, here it coincides with the composition
used when the photon is mapped on two hyperfine spin-states of a single atom (see Section
3.3).
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2θ

2φrel.

|ψ〉

|0〉

|1〉

|0〉+|1〉
|0〉+i|1〉

|0〉−i|1〉

Figure 3.1.: The Bloch sphere. It serves as a geometric representation of pure qubit states. The
polar coordinate encodes the mixing angle of the basis states populations, while while the azimuth
angle represents the relative phase relation between the basis states.

A balanced superposition of a left- and a right-circular polarization state results in lin-
ear polarization state, which is further defined by the phase-relation between the individual
components. Those purely linear polarization states can be found in the equatorial plane of
the Bloch sphere, while the circular components are located at the poles. The four linearly
polarized states are the principle points in the equatorial plane with a relative phase spacing
of π

2 . Those linear polarization states are given by

|H〉 :=
1√
2

(|R〉+ |L〉) =̂ horizontal polarization (3.4)

|D〉 :=
1√
2

(|R〉+ i|L〉) =̂ diagonal polarization (3.5)

|V 〉 :=
1√
2

(|R〉 − |L〉) =̂ vertical polarization (3.6)

|A〉 :=
1√
2

(|R〉 − i|L〉) =̂ anti-diagonal polarization (3.7)

3.2.1.2. Phase Evolution

For any eigenstate |Ψ〉 of a quantum system, only the phase evolves in time with a velocity
proportional to the energy of the state EΨ [131]

|Ψ(t)〉 = |Ψ(t0)〉e−iEΨ t/~ . (3.8)

For a single eigenstate, the phase term is not an experimentally accessible quantity. How-
ever, the state of a qubit is an arbitrary coherent superposition of two such eigenstates
and the relative phase between the individual eigenstates evolves with their energy differ-
ence

φrel(t) =
∆E

~
t with ∆E = E|1〉 − E|0〉 . (3.9)

Note, the relative phase defines the azimuthal coordinate on the Bloch sphere and in case
of the storage and retrieval of polarization qubits in the |R〉/|L〉 basis, it defines the differ-
ence between all linear polarization components. The relation between the relative phase
evolution speed and the energy difference of the basis states is the challenging aspect of
storing a qubit over an extended period because fluctuations of the energy difference can
directly translate into a loss of the phase relation in the ensemble of qubit realizations.
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3. Qubit Storage

The identification and elimination or compensation of effects associated with a fluctuating
energy difference ∆E is the most vital aspect to increase the coherence time of the qubit
storage and is a reoccurring theme throughout this chapter.

3.2.1.3. Qubit Fidelity

In contrast to classical information which can be stored almost indefinitely, a qubit is very
susceptible to information loss. The purity of an ensemble of qubits can be degraded either
by an uncontrolled change of the basis state amplitude coefficients α, β or by the loss of the
phase relation φ(t). The latter is associated with a fluctuating energy difference between
the basis states and often referred to as dephasing. The fidelity is the figure of merit to
describe the deviation of the qubit state |ψout〉 from the initial state |ψin〉:

F = |〈ψin|ψout〉|2, F = 〈ψin|ρout|ψin〉 , (3.10)

for a pure state |ψout〉 or a mixed state characterized by the density matrix of the state
ρout, respectively. For a constant energy splitting ∆E, the fidelity of a pure state oscillates
due to the time evolution of the relative phase:

F(t) = α4 + β4 + αβ · cos

(
∆E

~
· t+ φ0

)
. (3.11)

If the energy splitting fluctuates between experimental realizations, the initially well-defined
phase relation φ(t) becomes a statistical mixture resulting in a degradation of the qubit
from a pure state into a mixed state in the ensemble of memory realizations. For a balanced
superposition (α = β = 1/

√
2) the fidelity oscillates with full contrast, rendering the qubit

most susceptible to dephasing. In contrast, a maximally unbalanced state, e.g. α = 1, β =
0, has no phase relation and therefore cannot dephase. Further analysis of dephasing
mechanisms will concentrate on linearly polarised input photons:

Flinear(t) =
1

2
·
(

1 + cos

(
∆E

~
· t+ φ0

))
(3.12)

3.2.1.4. Fidelity Decay Timescales and Reversibility

There are different timescales associated with the decay of the fidelity. Superposition states
are susceptible to a loss of the relative phase relation and the associated timescale is referred
to as the T2 time. There are two different classes of processes contributing to the dephasing
of an ensemble of spins: the timescale associated with fluctuations in the time domain
during the evolution of the phase, T ∗2 , and the timescale associated with differences of the
phase evolution speeds between different qubits within the ensemble, T inhom.

2 . The relation
between them is given by

1

T2
=

1

T ∗2
+

1

T inhom.
2

. (3.13)

The description originates from the nuclear magnetic resonance community, where inhomo-
geneous magnetic fields cause a spatial dependence of the phase evolution speed. For the
memory scenario described here, the inhomogeneity corresponds to phase evolution speeds
which change between memory realizations but are constant during the evolution time of
the qubit. Those inhomogeneous dephasing mechanisms can be compensated by reversing
the phase evolution by the application of the spin echo technique [132]. In contrast, fluctu-
ations during the phase evaluation which result in a different net evolution before and after
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the spin echo pulse are not compensated. By the application of multiple spin-echo pulses
up to a continuous driving, faster noise contributions can be eliminated [133, 134].

In contrast, states which are stored on a single eigenstate of the memory system cannot
dephase. However, the fidelity of all states can also degrade by a change of the population
amplitudes |α|, |β|. The associated timescale, the so-called relaxation-time, is referred to
as the T1 time. In general, the dephasing time is always shorter than twice the relaxation
time [135],

2T1 > T2 . (3.14)

3.2.1.5. Representation of Mixed States

In the case of a non-ideal quantum memory, the qubits in the ensemble of memory realiza-
tions do not behave identically but diverge over time. As described above, this will result
in a degradation of the qubits fidelity since the state of this ensemble becomes a statistical
mixture. To express such a quantum state, which can be described as a probabilistically
weighted incoherent sum of pure states [136], the density matrix formalism is a suitable
description [137–139]:

ρ̂ =
∑
i

pi|ψi〉〈ψi| =
(

A Ceiφ

Ce−iφ B

)
|0〉,|1〉

with
∑

pi = A+B = 1, C ≤
√
AB (3.15)

Here, A is the probability of finding the system in |0〉 and B the probability for |1〉, respec-
tively and the off-diagonal terms describe the coherence between |0〉 and |1〉. In the |R〉
and |L〉 basis, the density matrix of an incoherent mixture with equal probabilities of 1/2
is given by

ρ̂mixed =
1

2

(
1 0
0 0

)
+

1

2

(
0 0
0 1

)
=

1

2

(
1 0
0 1

)
. (3.16)

In contrast, the fully coherent superposition state |H〉 has the density matrix

ρ̂coherent =
1

2

(
1 1
1 1

)
. (3.17)

Note that due to the normalization, the diagonal elements of a density matrix always sum
up to unity. The trace of the square of the density matrix is a measure for the purity of
the state, which is 1 for pure states and 1/2 for incoherent mixtures:

Tr (ρ̂) = 1, 1 ≥ Tr
(
ρ̂2
)
≥ 1

2
(3.18)

3.2.1.6. Stokes Parameter & Photonic Qubit Tomography

The density matrix of a polarization qubit can be expressed by the so-called Stokes vector
[96, 136, 140]

ρ̂ =
1

2

3∑
i=0

Siσ̂i (3.19)

with the Pauli matrices

σ̂0 =

(
1 0
0 1

)
, σ̂1 =

(
0 1
1 0

)
, σ̂2 =

(
0 −i
i 0

)
, σ̂3 =

(
1 0
0 −1

)
. (3.20)
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The first entry of the Stokes vector, S0, corresponds to the intensity of the light field and in
the case of single photons, it is set to 1. The other three entries correspond to the outcome
of a projective measurement,

S1 = P|H〉 − P|V 〉 = 2P|H〉 − 1 , (3.21)

S2 = P|D〉 − P|A〉 = 2P|D〉 − 1 , (3.22)

S3 = P|R〉 − P|L〉 = 2P|R〉 − 1 , (3.23)

with the projection operator

P|ψ〉 = 〈ψ|ρ̂|ψ〉 . (3.24)

Here, S1 represent the probability to detect a |H〉 photon when measured in the |H〉/|V 〉
basis and S2 and S3 for the |D〉/|A〉 and |R〉/|L〉 bases accordingly. The length of the
vector formed by those three components |S1,2,3| is called the degree of polarization and
corresponds to the purity of the polarization state of the photon and can be related to the
trace of the square of the density matrix of the qubit state [96, 136, 140]:

2Tr(ρ̂2)− 1 = |~S| . (3.25)

The qubit tomography allows reconstructing the density matrix of a qubit state in multiple
measurements given the ability to create a sufficiently large ensemble of qubits. With the
definition of the Stokes vector, the reconstruction is obtained by repeatedly measuring the
polarization of the qubit in three linear independent basis sets which correspond to the
individual entries of S1,2,3.

3.2.1.7. Coherence Time Measurement with a Ramsey Sequence

Originally developed to accurately measure resonance frequencies, the Ramsey sequence
became a standard tool to measure dephasing times (T2) of two-level systems [141–143]. To
this end, the system is prepared in one of the basis states corresponding to the poles of the
Bloch sphere. By the application of a π/2-pulse, the system is prepared in a coherent super-

position |ψ〉 =
√

2
−1 (|0〉+ e−iφ|1〉

)
which corresponds to a state in the equatorial plane of

the Bloch sphere. During a variable-length free-evolution period τ the state evolves before
a second π/2-pulse is applied. Finally, the population of the basis states is projectively
measured. The sequence is depicted in Figure 3.2.

As discussed in Section 3.2.1.2, the azimuthal angle is given by the relative phase rela-
tion φ0 between the basis states and evolves with a velocity proportional to the energy
difference of basis states, φ(t) = ∆E

~ t + φ0. In the rotating frame of the driving field, the
phase evolution speed is reduced to the frequency difference between the transition and
the driving field. For a non-vanishing phase evolution, the result of the final population
measurement performed after the second π/2-pulse oscillates due to the rotation of the
state vector around the equatorial plane during the free-evolution time. Those oscillations
are known as Ramsey fringes and can be utilized to determine the transition frequency
with high precision [141]. As discussed above (see Section 3.2.1.4), dephasing is linked to a
fluctuating energy splitting of the basis states. Over time, those fluctuations result in an in-
creasingly uniform distribution of state vectors within the equatorial plane. Consequently,
the oscillation amplitude of the Ramsey fringes is damped on a time scale corresponding
to the dephasing time (T2).
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|0〉

|1〉

π/2 pulse π/2 pulsefree evolutioninital state

Figure 3.2.: Ramsey sequence. To probe the coherence time of a pair of states, a coherent
superposition is prepared by the application of a π/2-pulse. This rotates the state into the equatorial
plane (green arrow) around a given axis (blue arrow). Due to dephasing mechanisms, the state
vectors (red arrows) are increasingly uniformly distributed after a variable-length free-evolution
time. Subsequently, a second π/2-pulse is applied, and the population distribution of the basis
states is probed.

In the context of this thesis, this method is used to determine the coherence between qubit
basis pairs which are not compatible with photonic qubit storage. Experimental results
obtained with this method can be found in Section 3.3.4.1 and Section 3.4.4.

3.2.2. Zeeman Splitting

In this work, a photonic polarization qubit is mapped onto a superposition of two atomic
Zeeman substates. Since the relative phase of the qubit, φrel. (t) evolves with the energy
difference of the qubit’s basis states, the differential Zeeman shift and its dependence on
the magnetic field is of crucial importance for the coherence properties of the memory.

Given a magnetic field along the quantization axis y, | ~B| = By, the Zeeman splitting
for the substates in the 52S1/2 hyperfine ground-state manifold with F = I ± 1/2 and
mF ∈ {−1, 0, 1} is given by the Breit-Rabi formula [144]:

∆E (I ± 1/2, By,mF ) = −∆Ehfs

8
+ gIµBmFBy

± ∆Ehfs

2

√
1 +mF

(gJ − gI)µBBy
∆Ehfs

+

(
(gJ − gI)µBBy

∆Ehfs

)2

. (3.26)

Here, ∆Ehfs is the hyperfine splitting, µB the Bohr magneton, gI is the nuclear g-factor,
gJ is the fine-structure Landé g-factor and I = 3/2 is the nuclear angular momentum.
The 52S1/2 ground state has no orbital momentum L such that only the spin S = 1/2
contributes to the total electron angular momentum J . The nuclear and electronic angular
momenta can be either in a parallel or anti-parallel configuration resulting in a total of two
possible configurations of the total atomic angular momentum F ∈ {1, 2}. In the regime of
weak magnetic fields, the Breit-Rabi formula for states with mF ∈ {−1, 0, 1} can be linearly
approximated [145].

∆E (I ± 1/2, By,mF ) = −∆Ehfs

8
+ gIµBmFBy

±
(

∆Ehfs

2
+

1

4
mF (gJ − gI)µBBy

)
(3.27)
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3.2.3. Magnetic Guiding Field

A well-known technique to reduce the effects of magnetic field fluctuations to the coherence
of a qubit is the application of a bias magnetic field B [96]. For a given field strength

|B| =
√

(Bx + δx)2 + (By)2 (3.28)

with a variation δx in x-direction, which is small compared to the total field strength,
|δx| � |B|, the sensitivity of the energy splitting to the variation is given by

∂∆E

∂δx
∝ ∂|B|

∂δx
=
Bx + δx
|B| =

{
1 for By = 0→ δx ‖ B
δx/|B| ≈ δx/|By| for Bx = 0→ δx ⊥ B

. (3.29)

For a variation δx orthogonal to the magnetic guiding field B, the influence to the total
magnetic field and the energy splitting is suppressed by the strength of the magnetic field.
In contrast, for a variation aligned with the magnetic field, the influence is independent
of the field strength. Conclusively, a bias field linearly suppresses the sensitivity of the
energy splitting ∆E to contributions of magnetic field noise orthogonal to the direction of
the magnetic field B. Unless permanent magnets are used [146] instead of magnetic field
coils, the creation of the guiding field introduces additional noise due to imperfections of
the involved currents sources. Since the amplitude of fluctuations increases with the applied
field strength, the guiding field can have an adverse effect when chosen thoughtlessly.

3.3. Single-Atom Quantum Memory

In this section, the storage of a single-photon polarization qubit on two spin-states of a
single 87Rb atom trapped in a high-finesse optical resonator is introduced. The protocol was
initially realized by Specht et al. [96, 147] and builds the foundation for the more advanced
decoherence-protected storage demonstrated in this thesis. Therefore, the discussion is kept
brief and will be focused on improvements and changes. Further details can be found in
the aforementioned initial reports [96, 147].

3.3.1. Photonic polarization qubit storage

An incoming single photon encodes a qubit state |ψ〉 in a coherent superposition of its left-
and right-circular polarization components,

|ψ〉 = α|σ−〉+ βe−iφ|σ+〉 with α2 + β2 = 1 . (3.30)

To map this qubit onto a single atom, the light-matter interface discussed in chapter 2 is
utilized in a dual-rail configuration: The atom is initialized in the |F=1, mF=0〉 state and
both the left- and right-circular polarization components of the cavity mode couple to an
excited state. By the application of a π-polarized control field with Rabi frequency Ωc(t),
a Λ-system is formed for both polarization components and the atomic population is co-
herently transferred to a coherent superposition of two Zeeman substates |F=2, mF=± 1〉
(see Figure 3.3),

α|σ+〉+ βe−iφ|σ−〉 7→ α |F=2, mF=−1〉+ βe−iφ |F=2, mF=1〉 . (3.31)

After a variable storage time, the photonic qubit can be retrieved by reversing the storage
process i.e., by applying the time-reversed and complex-conjugated control pulse used for
the storage process (see Section 2.3).

56



3.3. Single-Atom Quantum Memory

F ′=0

F ′=1

mF =

F = 1

F = 2

−1 0 1

σ+σ−

π
π

∆

−1 0 1 −1 0 1

σ+σ−

π
π

78
0

n
m

(D
2 )

52S1/2

52P3/2

Figure 3.3.: Protocol for the photonic polarization qubit memory. After the 87Rb atom
was initialized in the |F=1, mF=0〉 ground state, the incoming photonic polarization qubit (red
curly arrows) enters the cavity. Up to a single-photon detuning ∆, depicted as the dashed black
lines, the cavity is resonant with the |F=1〉 ↔ |F ′=1〉 transition of the D2 line. Simultaneously
with the entering photon, a π-polarized control field (blue arrow) impinges onto the atom on an axis
perpendicular to the cavity axis. The photon in the cavity and the control field are in two-photon
resonance with the |F=1〉 ↔ |F=2〉 ground state transition. The left- and right-circular polarization
components (σ− and σ+) are individually mapped onto the two Zeeman substates, |F=2, mF=−1〉
and |F=2, mF=1〉, respectively. After a variable-length storage duration, the mapping process is
reversed by impinging the time-reversed control field, and the photon is emitted into the cavity
mode.

3.3.2. Experimental Realization

3.3.2.1. Atomic-State Preparation

Before every individual storage and retrieval attempt, optical molasses cooling [148] is
applied for 1 ms to a single atom trapped in the center of a Fabry-Pérot high-finesse optical
resonator. Subsequently, the atom is cooled into the motional ground state along the
motional principle axis parallel to the cavity axis by means of Raman sideband cooling
[118, 149, 150]. To this end, a sequence cooling cycles is applied, and in each cooling cycle,
the atomic population is coherently pumped from |F=1〉 to |F=2〉 by removing one motional
quantum. Due to the magnetic guiding field applied in the direction of the cavity axis, the
Raman sideband transfer is Zeeman state resolving. Therefore, a series of three π pulses
are applied, each addressing one of the three possible Zeeman substates. Subsequently, the
atomic population is reinitialized to the |F=1〉 manifold employing incoherent hyperfine
pumping [118]. After 30 cooling cycles less than 0.01 motional quanta are left along the
cavity axis. Finally, a sequence of 10 Zeeman pumping cycles is applied to initialize the
atom in the |F=1, mF=0〉 with a residual atomic population of in the |F=1, mF=± 1〉
state of approximatively (4± 1)%.

3.3.2.2. Input State Generation

Due to the lack of a single-photon source, the memory is probed with weak coherent pulses.
An accousto optical modulator (AOM) is used to shift the light into resonance with the
optical resonator and to cut-out a hyperbolic secant shaped amplitude profile with a char-
acteristic time of Tc=1 ms for the input state. Subsequently, the pulse is attenuated by a
neutral density filter down to a single-photon level. A polarization filter is used to reduce
the pulse to a well defined linear polarization, and a motorized λ/2 and λ/4 waveplate is
used to rotate the input photon to the desired polarization state. Through a 99:1 beam-
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Figure 3.4.: Polarization qubit creation and detection setup. For the creation of a qubit
input state, the desired temporal mode is created with an acousto-optical modulator (AOM) from a
macroscopic beam which is subsequently reduced to a single-photon level with a neutral density filter
(ND) (a, green box). Subsequently, the input state is reduced to a well-defined linear polarization
utilizing a polarizer and set of a λ/4 and a λ/2 waveplate allows to rotate the state into the desired
polarization. With a 99:1 beamsplitter, the created state is injected into the free-space mode (b,
yellow box) which is subsequently coupled to a birefringence-compensated optical fiber (c, red
box) which guides the photon to the free-space mode that couples to the cavity. In the read-out
process, the same fiber guides the created photon to the detection setup in which a set of motorized
waveplates (d, blue boxes) allows for the selection of the detection basis by splitting the photon into
two orthogonal components which are individually detected by a single-photon counting module
(SPCM).

splitter, the pulse is injected into the beam path which is guided to the cavity (see Figure
3.4).

The weak coherent pulse in the free-space mode coupled to the cavity contains n̄=1 photons
on average. The amplitude of the incoming pulse can be controlled via the amplitude of
the radio-frequency input of the AOM. By reflecting an input state on the unlocked cavity
with a subsequent detection with the single-photon detectors, the photon amplitude can be
calibrated given that the transmission to the SPCMs and their quantum efficiency is known
(see Section A.6). Note that the overlap between the mode reflected on the cavity which
is coupled back to the fiber and the free field mode coupled to the cavity is not unity and
must be carefully evaluated.
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3.3. Single-Atom Quantum Memory

3.3.2.3. Qubit Storage and Retrieval

To optimize the efficiency of the photon absorption and emission process while minimizing
incoherent scattering processes (see Section 2.3 and 2.4.6), a single-photon detuning of
∆=−20 MHz between the cavity mode and the |F=1, mF=0〉 → |F ′=1,mF=1〉 transition
is chosen. Simultaneously with the impinging input state, the π-polarized control pulse
Ωwrite
c (t) tailored for storing the temporal mode (see Section 2.4.3) of the incoming photon

is applied to the atom on an axis perpendicular to the cavity. After a variable storage
duration, the qubit is retrieved by applying the time- and phase-reversed control pulse
Ωread
c (t) (see Section 2.4.3).

3.3.2.4. Polarization Qubit Detection

A single photonic excitation in the cavity mode is predominantly coupled out through the
high-transmission mirror of the cavity (TOC = 101ppm). The corresponding free-space
mode is subsequently coupled to a non-polarization maintaining optical fiber with a cou-
pling efficiency ηfc =

Ioutput

Iinput
≈0.9. The fiber guides the single photon to an optically isolated

box in which a set of two λ/2 waveplates and a λ/4 waveplate is used to compensate for
the birefringence induced by the guiding fiber. Further downstream, the beam is divided
into two optical paths employing a non-polarizing beamsplitter. In each path, a polarizing
beamsplitter is used to decompose the incoming photon into its horizontal and vertical po-
larization components which are subsequently focused down to the detection area of a total
of four single-photon counting modules (SPCM). The SPCMs have an average quantum
efficiency of ηdet≈0.4 with an average dark count rate of Γd.c.≈20 Hz. Before the polarizing
beamsplitter, a pair of a motorized λ/2 waveplate and a λ/4 waveplate rotates the incoming
polarization state to set the detection basis to an arbitrary set of orthogonal components.
A 99:1 non-polarizing beamsplitter allows injecting counterpropagating light into the beam
path. By this, the input state can impinge on the cavity without significant loss of the
retrieved quantum state.

To reconstruct the polarization state of the retrieved photon, a tomography is performed
on an ensemble of identical memory realizations by measuring the three polarization com-
ponents S1,2,3 of the Stokes vector (see Section 3.2.1.6). The detection basis can be chosen
by rotating the λ/2 waveplates and λ/4 waveplate in front of the SPCMs. This procedure
is repeated for six different input states, the two circular components |L〉, |R〉, and the four
linear polarizations |H〉, |V 〉, |D〉 and |A〉.

3.3.3. Experimental Results

As discussed in Section 3.3.1, linear polarizations are mapped onto a balanced superposition
of atomic eigenstates while a circular polarization is mapped onto a single state. Therefore,
linear polarization states are susceptible to dephasing effects whereas circular polarizations
are not. Consequently, to probe the coherence time of the quantum memory, a horizontally
polarized photon is mapped onto the atom, retrieved after a variable time and detected
in the corresponding H/V basis. Additionally, the memory is probed with right circular
polarized photons which are detected in the corresponding R/L basis.

As shown in Figure 3.5, the circular polarization (blue) is read out with a constant fi-
delity independent of the storage duration. In contrast, the fidelity of the horizontally
polarized input state evolves with a damped oscillation. The oscillation frequency stems
from the magnetic guiding field applied in along the quantization axis to suppress fluc-
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Figure 3.5.: Fidelity over storage time. For the storage of either a right-circular polarized
input state (blue dots) or a horizontally-polarized input state (red dots), the fidelity of the retrieved
state is probed as a function of the storage duration. The fidelity of the |H〉 input state is fitted to
a Gaussian damped oscillation, and the fidelity for the |R〉 state is fitted to the constant function.
The solid black line shows the Gaussian decay of the |H〉 input and the black dashed line is the
weighted average decay of the linear and circular input polarization. The green dashed line indicates
the performance limit of a classical device for single-photon inputs [96]. The error bars show the
standard deviation estimated from the sample size.

tuations in orthogonal direction (see Section 3.2.3). The induced Zeeman shift splits the
frequency of the qubit basis by 2δL, causing the precession of the qubit as described in
Section 3.2.1.2 and renders the atomic qubit a highly sensitive magnetic field probe. From
the fit of the data shown in Figure 3.5, a Zeeman shift δL ≈ (31.454±0.002) kHz can be
extracted which corresponds to an applied magnetic guiding field parallel to the cavity axis
of approximatively By≈45.06 mG.

The coherence time of the memory is extracted from the damping of the fidelity oscil-
lation. For the horizontal polarization, this is shown as the solid black line, and the black
dashed line indicates the weighted average of the linear and circular polarization. Note
that the average linear fidelity is defined as the average over a set of four orthogonal linear
input polarizations (|H〉,|V 〉,|A〉 and |D〉) and the two circular input polarization (|R〉, |L〉).
However, the qubit’s sensitivity to phase fluctuations is equal for all linear polarizations,
and the two circular polarizations are equally insensitive to dephasing effects. Therefore,
for estimating the coherence time it suffices to measure only one horizontal polarization
and one circular polarization to calculate the average fidelity with weights of 2/3 and 1/3.

The fidelity F of the |H〉 input state fits well to a Gaussian damped oscillation with a
characteristic decay time τ|H〉 = (222.9±6.6)µs. Averaged with the constant fidelity of the
|R〉 input state, the qubit fidelity stays above the classical limit for (615±6)µs. Compared
to prior work by Specht at al. [96] this is an improvement by a factor two. Also note-
worthy, in [147] a maximal fidelity for horizontal polarization of 0.81 for a storage time
of 1.2µs is reported. Here, the fidelity of |H〉 for short storage duration extracted from
the fit is 0.929±0.007 which is an improvement by a factor of ≈2.7 in infidelity (defined
as 1−F). The fidelity for circular polarizations was increased from approximatively 0.9
to 0.956±0.004. The efficiency of the storage and retrieval process was determined to be
(22±2)% for single photon inputs independent of the storage duration. See Section 2.6 for
an analysis of the interface efficiency.
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3.3. Single-Atom Quantum Memory

3.3.4. Magnetic-Noise-Induced Decoherence

To improve the coherence time of the quantum memory, the primary source of decoherence
must be identified first. Here, the impact of normal distributed magnetic field fluctuations
is investigated. As discussed in Section 3.2.1.2, decoherence can be induced by a fluctuation
of the energy splitting which affects the phase evolution speed.

Given the energy splitting corresponding to two Larmor quanta and the corresponding
Larmor frequency

∆E = 2µgFB0 , ωL = ∆E ~−1 , (3.32)

such that the fidelity oscillates with (see Section 3.2.1.2)

F(t) =
1

2
(1 + cos (ωLt)) . (3.33)

With normal-distributed fluctuations of the magnetic field around B0 with the variance of
σ2
B,

P (B, σ2
B) =

√
2πσ2

B

−1

exp

(
−(B −B0)2

2σ2
B

)
, (3.34)

and the assumption that the changes are slow compared to the duration of a single storage
attempt, such that the phase evolution speed is constant during a single memory instance,
the resulting fidelity dynamics can be determined by convolving the F and P

F(t, σB) =

∫
F(B, t)P (B, σ2

B) dB (3.35)

=
1

2

(
1 + e−t

2/2τ2
cos (fLt)

)
with τ =

h

2σ2
BµBgF

(3.36)

resulting in a Gaussian decay term which damps the fidelity oscillation. The time constant
τ of the damping is directly related to the variance σ2

B of the magnetic field. For the
characteristic decay time τ≈223µs measured in Section 3.3.3, the variance of the magnetic
field is approximatively σB≈3.2 mG. Compared to the strength of the guiding field By =
0.44 mG, the variance in the magnetic field is roughly 7.2% of the overall guiding field and
approximatively 2% of the total magnetic field applied to compensate the earth’s magnetic
field in the direction of the quantization axis.

3.3.4.1. Ramsey Spectroscopy

In the atomic-clock community, the clock-state transition

|F=1, mF=0〉 ↔ |F=2, mF=0〉 (3.37)

is well known for its long coherence time [151] due to its insensitivity to magnetic field
fluctuations. Here, it serves as a reference to confirm magnetic field fluctuations as the
dominant source of decoherence by performing a Ramsey spectroscopy (see 3.2.1.7) on the
clock-state transition.

After preparing the atom into the |F=1, mF=0〉 by means of Zeeman pumping, a co-
herent superposition with the |F=2, mF=0〉 state is prepared by driving a π/2-transition
with a microwave field with Tπ/2≈600µs. During the free-evolution period, the microwave
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Figure 3.6.: Ramsey spectroscopy. To confirm fluctuations of the magnetic field as the dominant
source of decoherence, the coherence time of a magnetically insensitive transition is probed employing
a Ramsey spectroscopy. By deliberately adding a small detuning during the free evolution time,
Ramsey fringes are induced to help to differentiate between accidentally chosen detunings and actual
decoherence. The coherence time corresponds to the time constant of the damping of the population
oscillation. The error bars show the standard deviation estimated from the sample size.

is slightly detuned from the transition frequency to create Ramsey fringes. This is done on
purpose to distinguish a population decay due to a small accidental detuning from actual
decoherence. The final population measurement is done using a cavity-assisted hyperfine
state detection [152]. In Figure 3.6 the resulting population of |F=2, mF=0〉 is shown as a
function of the free evolution duration. A Gaussian envelope damps the oscillation of the
population with a characteristic decay time τ≈(9.6 ± 0.2) ms which is significantly longer
compared to the coherence between the memory basis states |F=2, mF=−1〉 and |F=2,
mF=1〉 . This is a strong indication that magnetic field fluctuations are the dominant source
of decoherence. The decay of the coherence on the timescale of several milliseconds hints
towards additional decoherence mechanisms. This will be subject to further investigations
in chapter (see Section 3.4.4).

3.3.4.2. Extending Coherence Time by Cleaning up the Magnetic
Environment

The first step towards longer coherence times was the elimination of magnetic-noise sources
in the vicinity of the atom-cavity system. This included the removal of commercial power
supplies for photodiodes, the decommissioning of a flow box above the optical table, and
moving of many electronic devices further away from the atom-cavity system. Although this
approach is limited, the significant increase in coherence time observable for a horizontally
polarized input state (see Figure 3.7) further supports the assumption that magnetic field
fluctuations are the primary source of decoherence. Note that for the data shown in Figure
3.7, the readout times have been synchronized with the rephasing times of the Larmor
precession to allow for faster data acquisition. The determined decay time of the |H〉 input
state is τ|H〉 = (604± 20)µs compared to 223µs observed above.
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Figure 3.7.: Fidelity decay for |H〉 input state in the magnetically cleaned environment.
The memory is probed with horizontally polarized input states, and the resulting fidelity is shown
as a function of the storage time. The readout times are synchronized with the qubit precession to
allow for fast data acquisition.

3.3.5. Conclusion

In this section, the storage of a single photon polarization qubit on a single atom has been
revisited. Compared to prior work [96], a significant increase in memory efficiency was
observed due to the implementation of a second intra-cavity dipole trap which increases
the effective atom-cavity coupling. The fidelity for short storage durations was increased
by a more precise magnetic field compensation and due to a better choice of the single-
photon detuning. By reducing stray magnetic fields in the vicinity of the atom, a coherence
time of almost 1 ms has been demonstrated. Further improvements in coherence time
may be possible by passively shielding the atom from magnetic fields or by adding active
compensation techniques, but this becomes increasingly difficult. Instead, the utilization
of magnetically less sensitive atomic states to store the qubit is a promising option and is
explored in the next section.

3.4. Decoherence Protected Storage

In the previous section, the storage and retrieval of a polarization qubit carried by a single
photon were demonstrated with a coherence time limited by magnetic field fluctuations.
To increase the coherence time of the qubit, one could employ technologies to reduce the
magnetic field fluctuations, like a µ-metal shielding or a feed-forward technique to com-
pensate the known dynamics of the field fluctuations [153]. Alternatively, the magnetic
field induced decoherence can be actively prevented by mapping the qubit to a set of states
with a reduced sensitivity to field fluctuations. Here, a scheme is presented in which the
qubit is transferred to a decoherence-protected basis after it is successfully mapped to the
atom. First, the choice of basis is motivated. Subsequently, the optical transfer to achieve
the mapping is investigated and followed by the experimental realization and the results.
Finally, residual decoherence effects are analyzed.
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3. Qubit Storage

3.4.1. Decoherence Protected Atomic Qubit Basis

To reduce the dephasing of the atomic qubit, a basis with an energy splitting ∆E which is
less sensitive to the magnetic field is beneficial. The sensitivity of the qubit basis is given
by the magnetic field dependence of the differential Zeeman shift of the two basis states
used to store the qubit. After mapping the photonic qubit onto the atom, the qubit is
stored in a superposition of {|F=2, mF=±1〉}. In this interface basis, the sensitivity of the
of the energy splitting to the external magnetic field in the linear weak-field approximation
is given by

∂B(∆Einterface basis) ≈
3

2
gIµB +

1

2
gJµB = 2gFµB (3.38)

with [144]

gF = gJ
F (F + 1)− I(I + 1) + J(J + 1)

2F (F + 1)
+ gI

F (F + 1) + I(I + 1)− J(J + 1)

2F (F + 1)
(3.39)

=
1

4
gJ +

3

4
gI for 87Rb in |52S1/2, F=2〉 (3.40)

In contrast, for a qubit mapped to a superposition of |F=1, mF=−1〉 and |F=2, mF=1〉
the sensitivity of the differential Zeeman splitting in linear approximation is given by (see
Section 3.2.2)

∂B (∆Ememory basis) ≈ 2gIµB (3.41)

For the so-called clock state, which is a coherent superposition of {|F= {1, 2} , mF=0〉},
there is no linear dependence on the magnetic field and only the quadratic term contributes
to the differential energy shifting

∂2
B(∆Eclock state) = (gJ − gI)µB. (3.42)

In the weak-field regime, the magnetic field sensitivity is suppressed by the factor

gF
gI
≈ 503.1 (3.43)

for a qubit stored in the memory basis compared to the interface basis. Previous exper-
iments with atom-chip traps have already confirmed, that coherence can be maintained
for longer than 1 ms on this state pair [97]. With the coherence times achieved by solely
storing the qubit in the interface basis, a reduction of a factor 500 should theoretically
allow for a coherence time up to a few hundred milliseconds. The clock-state is even less
sensitive to magnetic field fluctuations, but a mapping of the atomic qubit to this state pair
poses significantly higher experimental overhead compared to the interface basis. Since the
photonic qubit cannot be directly mapped onto the memory basis, the atomic qubit must
be transferred between the memory basis and interface basis to allow for both light-matter
interfacing and long coherence times.
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Table 3.1.: Magnetic field sensitivity of different qubit basis configuration for a bias field Bz =
44 mG.

name basis states |F,mF 〉 sensitivity h∆E/G

interface basis |2,−1〉,|2,+1〉 1.4 MHz
memory basis |1,−1〉,|2,+1〉 2.8 kHz

clock state |1, 0〉,|2, 0〉 3.4Hz

3.4.2. Zeeman State Selective Population Transfer

The memory basis, {|F=2, mF=1〉 , |F=1, mF=−1〉 , } was identified to be a suitable qubit
basis to protect the qubit against magnetic field fluctuations. Although the mapping be-
tween the interface basis and the memory basis could be achieved using a microwave field
to drive a quadrupole transition, an optical transfer scheme has to be utilized due to the
lack of microwave power inside the cavity, caused by the shielding effect of the surrounding
piezo used to stabilize the distance of the cavity mirrors.

Stimulated Raman transitions [154] are a well-known technique for coherently transfer-
ring population between two hyperfine-levels. For Raman transitions involving multiple
excited states, the interaction strength of the individual transitions must be combined in
the regime of large single-photon detunings and therefore effectively reduce the system to the
well-known three-level model. As it has been described in [155], this results in a suppression
of the transfer for the specific set of states used here, since the excitation paths mediated
by the individual excited levels of both the D1 and D2 transition interfere destructively
for large single-photon detunings. To overcome this, a single-photon detuning between the
hyperfine levels must be chosen, such that the different signs of the single-photon detuning
lift the destructive interference condition. However, this requires the development of a four-
level model for the Raman transition in which the excited states are treated individually.

In this section, a general model to drive stimulated Raman transitions in a four-level sys-
tem with small single-photon detunings is developed. Subsequently, the model is applied
to the transfer used to map the qubit basis between two different configurations. Further,
the requirements to transfer population only between specific Zeeman states is discussed.
Finally, the scattering rates associated with the transfer are calculated and their impact on
the qubit memory is estimated.

3.4.2.1. General Formalism

In this paragraph, a general formalism for a four-level Raman transition between two ground
states {|1〉, |2〉} with energy difference ∆ when coupled by two light fields ωL1 and ωL2 to
the excited states {|3〉, |4〉} with energy separation ∆′ (see Figure 3.8) is derived. The
detunings of the driving lasers are defined with respect to the average energy of the two
excited states:

∆1 = ωL1 − ω13 −∆′/2 ,

∆2 = ωL2 − ω23 −∆′/2 .
(3.44)

The single-photon detuning is defined as the average detuning of the lasers ∆12 = (∆1 +
∆2)/2, and the two-photon detuning as their difference δ = ∆2 −∆1. The Hamiltonian of
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Figure 3.8.: Level scheme for the four-level raman driving. Given a four-level system with
two ground states |1〉 and |2〉 with energy splitting ∆ and two excited states |3〉 and |4〉 with energy
splitting ∆′. The first excited state |1〉 is coupled by a field ωL1 to the excited states with a detuning
∆1 which is defined with respect to the center of the excited states. Analogously, a second field
ωL2 couples the second ground state |2〉 to the excited state with a detuning ∆2 and the differential
detuning δ = ∆2 −∆1.

the driven four-level system is given by

Ĥ =
~
2


0 0 Ω13e

iωL1t Ω14e
iωL1t

0 2∆ Ω23e
iωL2t Ω24e

iωL2t

Ω∗13e
−iωL1t Ω∗23e

−iωL2t 2(ωL1 −∆1)−∆′ 0
Ω∗14e

−iωL1t Ω∗24e
−iωL2t 0 2(ωL1 −∆1) + ∆′

 , (3.45)

where Ωij = cij
Eid0
~ are the usual atom-light interaction terms and cij is the Clebsch-Gordan

coefficient for the coupling between the levels |i〉 and |j〉.
By writing the Hamiltonian in the interaction picture and by adiabatically eliminating the
excited states (|3〉 and |4〉) which mediate the driving of the transition between the two
ground states, the interaction Hamiltonian for the two ground states is obtained:

ĤI =
~
2


|Ω13|2

2∆12+∆′ + |Ω14|2
2∆12−∆′ − δ

Ω13Ω∗23
2∆12+∆′ +

Ω14Ω∗24
2∆12−∆′

Ω∗13Ω23

2∆12+∆′ +
Ω∗14Ω24

2∆12−∆′
|Ω23|2

2∆12+∆′ + |Ω24|2
2∆12−∆′ + δ

 . (3.46)

Since the diagonal elements of the Hamiltonian in the interaction picture contain the de-
tunings of the transition with respect to the driving, one can identify the following two
terms as light shifts induced by the impinged light fields:

|Ω13|2
2∆12 + ∆′

+
|Ω14|2

2∆12 −∆′
=: 2δ1 , (3.47)

|Ω23|2
2∆12 + ∆′

+
|Ω24|2

2∆12 −∆′
=: 2δ2 . (3.48)

With the differential light shift

δls := δ2 − δ1 , (3.49)
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Figure 3.9.: Four-level Raman driving applied to the transfer between the
interface basis and memory basis. a) The ground states |F=1, mF=−1〉 and |F=2, mF=−1〉
are coupled by the π-polarized fields with Rabi frequencies ΩL1 and ΩL2 to the excited states
|F ′=1,mF=−1〉 and |F ′=2,mF=−1〉 in two-photon resonance with a single-photon detuning ∆12

defined with respect to the center of the two excited states (red arrows). The π-polarized beams
equally couple the states |F=1, mF=1〉 and |F=2, mF=1〉 to the excited states (blue arrows). b)
The driving strength as a function of the single-photon detuning ∆12 normalized to the splitting of
the two excited states.

the Hamiltonian can be identified as the usual Hamiltonian of the Rabi driving of a two-level
system. For convenience, the Hamiltonian is shifted to zero energy:

ĤI =
~
2

[
0 Ω

Ω∗ 2(δ − δls)

]
. (3.50)

Hence, the generalized Rabi frequency is given by

ΩR =
√

Ω2 + (δ − δls)2 , (3.51)

with the transfer amplitude
T = Ω2/Ω2

R.

As for a two-level system, the transfer amplitude is unity for a vanishing effective detuning.
Hence, to achieve full transfer, the two-photon detuning must compensate for the induced
light shift.

3.4.2.2. Mapping Between the Interface and Memory Basis

To map the qubit to the memory basis, the atomic population of the |F=2, mF=−1〉 state
must be transferred to the |F=1, mF=−1〉 state. To address this ∆mF = 0 transition,
two π-polarised beams (i.e. linearly polarized along the quantization axis) with ~Ei =
Ei cos(ωLi + φi))~εy are used. To apply the formula derived for the four-level transfer, the
states are identified as follows

|1〉 = |F = 1,mF = −1〉 , |2〉 = |F = 2,mF = −1〉 , (3.52)

|3〉 = |F ′ = 1,mF = −1〉 , |4〉 = |F ′ = 2,mF = −1〉 . (3.53)
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With the corresponding Clebsch-Gordan coefficients, the driving terms are given by:

Ω13 =
1√
12

E1d0

~
eiφ1 , Ω14 =

1√
4

E1d0

~
eiφ1 , (3.54)

Ω23 =
1√
4

E2d0

~
eiφ2 , Ω24 =

−1√
12

E2d0

~
eiφ2 , (3.55)

where Ei is the real amplitude of the electric field of the impinging light field i and d0 the
dipole moment of the transition.The total driving term (see Section 3.50) identified in the
previous section becomes

Ω‖ =
Ω13Ω∗23

2∆12 + ∆′
+

Ω14Ω∗24

2∆12 −∆′

=
ei(φ1−φ2)

√
4 · 12

E1E2d
2
0

~2

(
1

2∆12 + ∆′
− 1

2∆12 −∆′

)
.

(3.56)

Note that the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients lead to the same amplitude of Raman driving
for both excited states but with a detuning-dependent factor. This can be seen as an
interference of the two Raman processes. For ∆12 � ∆′ both processes interfere destruc-
tively. In contrast, for ∆12 < 1

2∆′ the two processes interfere constructively, with the
maximum transfer frequency for ∆12 = 0. As already discussed by Uphoff [155], this shows
that this transfer cannot be efficiently realized using π-polarised light fields and a large
single-photon detuning which necessarily has the same sign for both excited levels. When
discussing scattering rates during this transfer (see Section 3.4.2.4) this restriction becomes
important.

3.4.2.3. Zeeman State Selectivity

To map the qubit between the memory basis and the interface basis only the population
in |F=2, mF=−1〉 has to be transferred to |F=1, mF=−1〉 (see red arrow in Figure 3.10),
while the population in |F=2, mF=1〉 should remain in its initial state and should not be
transferred down to |F=1, mF=1〉 (blue arrow in Figure 3.10). To allow the transfer to be
Zeeman state selective, a bias magnetic field along the quantization axis has to be applied.
The bias field introduces a component to the two-photon detuning of two Larmor quanta
which acts in the opposite direction for both transitions:

∆ωtrans. = ±2δL = ±2µBgFBbias

~
. (3.57)

The Hamiltonian for the four-level Raman transfers for the two individual transitions is
given by

Ĥ =
~
2


[
−2δL Ω

Ω∗ 2(δls + δ + δL)

]
0

0

[
2δL Ω
Ω∗ 2(δls + δ − δL)

]
 , (3.58)

in the basis {|F=1, mF=−1〉 , |F=2, mF=−1〉 , |F=1, mF=+1〉 , |F=2, mF=+1〉} with the
two-photon detuning of ±2δL introduced to the subsystems. To achieve full population
transfer between |F=2, mF=−1〉 and |F=1, mF=−1〉 the detuning has to compensate for
the light shift and the two Larmor quanta:

δ = −(δls + 2δL) (3.59)
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Figure 3.10.: Four-level Raman driving applied to the transfer between the
interface basis and memory basis with bias magnetic field. a) The ground states |F=1,
mF=−1〉 and |F=2, mF=−1〉 are coupled by the π-polarized fields with Rabi frequencies ΩL1 and
ΩL2 to the excited states |F ′=1,mF=−1〉 and |F ′=2,mF=−1〉 in two-photon resonance with the
single-photon detuning ∆12 defined with respect to the center of the two excited states (red arrows).
A bias magnetic field induces a Zeeman splitting δL which shifts the |F=1, mF=1〉 and |F=2,
mF=1〉 which are also coupled by the π-polarized beams 4δL out of the two-photon resonance con-
dition (blue arrows). b) Suppression of the driving of the wrong transitions (blue arrows) as a
function of the Zeeman splitting and the transfer duration.

This will lead to an effective two-photon detuning of 4δL for the transition between |F=2,
mF=1〉 and |F=1, mF=1〉 as it is illustrated in Figure 3.10a. The transfer amplitude T−
of the wrong transition is given by

T− =
|Ω|2

|Ω|2 + 16δ2
L

. (3.60)

Driving Amplitude Suppression Approach

To achieve a suppression of at least S for the unwanted transfer, the Zeeman splitting
δL must be chosen sufficiently large such that the driving amplitude T− gets below the
threshold given by S. This yields the following inequality condition:

δL ≥
Ω
√
S

4
√

(1− S)
=

π
√
S

4tπ
√

(1− S)
, (3.61)

with the time tπ for a π-transfer. The transfer duration tπ is critical since the qubit has
to be transferred to the decoherence-protected basis as fast as possible to avoid dephasing.
For a transfer duration of 40µs and a suppression of S=0.99, a Zeeman splitting of at least
δL≈2π·31 kHz is needed (see Figure 3.10b).

Double Transfer Approach

An alternative approach is to drive a 2π transfer on the unwanted transition while a π-
transfer is driven on the target transition. For a vanishing two-photon detuning on the tar-
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get transfer and a constant driving frequency, the following condition must be fulfilled:

2n·Ω =
√

Ω2 + 16δ2
L ∀n ∈ N+ (3.62)

Here, the Rabi frequency and the Zeeman splitting have to be in tune with each other.
Obviously, this is experimentally more challenging than full-filling the inequality condition
(see Equation 3.61), but in principle, perfect suppression can be achieved with a finite
Zeeman splitting δL. Additionally, for a given Zeeman splitting δL the transfer can be
performed faster compared to the approach discussed above. However, for the experimental
realization, the suppression of the transfer amplitude is the preferred method since the
detuning is more robust and the Zeeman splitting can be chosen sufficiently large for the
demands on the transfer duration.

3.4.2.4. Scattering Rates

Although the Raman transfer discussed so far is a coherent process it is associated with a
probability to incoherently scatter a photon. Such a scattering event can affect both the T1

and the T2 time of the stored, qubit since it can destroy the coherence between the storage
states and can also lead to a change of the population amplitudes resulting in a classical bit
flip (see Section 3.2.1.4). In most experimental scenarios, the scattering rates associated
with Raman transfers can be suppressed straight-forwardly by using a large single-photon
detuning. However, as discussed in Section 3.4.2.4 this specific transfer is suppressed for
large single-photon detunings due to the destructive interference of two competing trans-
fer mediated by the individual hyperfine levels of the D1 line. Therefore, a single-photon
detuning must be chosen which allows for a sufficiently fast transfer with a reasonable in-
tensity of the Raman pair while simultaneously resulting in a low scattering rate to avoid
decoherence induced by the transfer. To this end, the scattering probability as a function
of the single-photon detuning is characterized to define the optimal working point.

In a first step, it is determined, that the scattering probability for a π-pulse in a two-
photon transition is constant and independent of the Rabi frequency if both Raman beams
have the same intensity up to a constant factor. Subsequently, the scattering probability
for the transfer discussed in this section is evaluated as a function of the single-photon
detuning, and the optimal working point is identified. Finally, the impact of a scattering
event on the qubit coherence is approximated.

Independence on Rabi frequency and pulse shape

The scattering rate for an off-resonant light-field is given by [144]

Γsc =
3πc2

2~ω3
0

Γ2

∆2
I , I =

1

2
ε0cE

2. (3.63)

The Rabi frequency for a two-photon Raman transition is proportional to the product of
the electric fields associated with the Raman beams:

Ω(t) ∝ E1E2

∆
≈ E2

∆
for E = E1 = c E2 (3.64)

Here, it is assumed that both beams have equal light intensities and therefore the same
electric field amplitudes. For any given detuning ∆, the probability to scatter p(∆)scat

during a π transition is proportional to the pulse area,

p(∆)scat =

∫
Γ(∆)scat dt ∝

∫
E(∆)2 dt ∝

∫
Ω(∆) dt = π, (3.65)
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Figure 3.11.: Scattering probability over detuning. Here, the overall scattering probability
associated with a π-pulse is shown as a function of the single-photon detuning. The single-photon
detuning is normalized to the hyperfine-splitting of the D1 line. The 0 corresponds to the center
of the two hyperfine levels. The dashed grey lines mark the spectral position of the |F ′=1〉 and
|F ′=2〉 energy levels. The solid orange lines show the expected Raman scattering probability, and
the blue line shows the total expected scattering probability incorporating both Raman and the
Rayleigh scattering. The dashed red lines show the scaling of the needed beam intensity to drive
the π-transition in constant time.

but independent on the details of the shape. Note that this independence relies on the
proportionality of the electric field strengths, E1 ∝ E2. Consequently, the scattering prob-
ability pscat is only a function of the single-photon detuning ∆.

Scattering Probability vs Detuning

Applied to the four-level transfer, the total scattering probability is evaluated according
to [156]. The dynamics of the driving process can be eliminated by utilizing the fact that
the integrated atomic population is equally distributed between the initial state |F=2,
mF=−1〉 and the target state |F=1, mF=−1〉. The scattering probabilities associated
with the individual states are determined by summing over all possible excitations paths.
By evaluating the possible decay channels, one must distinguish Raman and Rayleigh scat-
tering. In principle, only the Raman scattering events are affecting the coherence of the
driving because Rayleigh scattering does not destroy the coherence between the basis states
[156]. Moreover, the scattering process is fast compared to the driving duration. The scat-
tering probabilities are shown in Figure 3.11 as a function of the detuning. The scattering
probability is minimized precisely in between the two hyperfine levels of the 52P1/2 state.
Although the driving power is maximized in between the two |F ′=1〉 and |F ′=2〉 states,
the constructive interference of the two competing driving processes (see Section 3.4.2.1)
allows for the simultaneous minimization of the scattering probability and sets the optimal
working point with a scattering probability of pscat=3.4% (5.1% if Rayleigh scattering is
not excluded).

Impact on the Qubit Fidelity

Here, a simple approximative model is derived to estimate the impact of the scattering
on the qubits fidelity. There are two general cases to be taken into account: first, for
successful storage events which happen with a probability pstore, the population can be
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scattered to a random state during the transfer. It is approximatively assumed that after
an incoherent decay, the system has a 2/3 probability to produce a random photon once
read-out, or alternatively no photon, because the final state after the decay lies within
the |F=1〉 manifold and is not addressed by the read-out process. Second, for unsuccessful
storage attempts the atomic population is scattered to a state which produces an incoherent
photon during the readout with a probability of 2/3. The approximated degradation of the
fidelity ∆F is given by

∆F = F0 −
F0 · pstore(1− pscat) + 1

3pscat

pstore(1− pscat) + 2
3pscat

(3.66)

where F0 is the qubit fidelity for short storage times. For a write efficiency pstore≈0.22 (see
Section 2.6) the degradation is ∆F≈0.027 (0.040 if Rayleigh scattering is not excluded).
Note that this transfer has to be performed twice to make the qubit available for readout,
resulting in a total fidelity degradation of ∆Ftotal≈0.052 (0.076 including Rayleigh scatter-
ing). This yields the approximated higher bound for the qubit fidelity achievable with this
transfer used in this specific configuration.

3.4.2.5. Conclusion

In this section, a general formalism for a four-level Raman transfer was derived and applied
for the transfer between |F=2, mF=−1〉 and |F=1, mF=−1〉 mediated by the 52P1/2 state.
The transfer was shown to be most efficient for a single-photon detuning between the two
hyperfine levels of the 52P1/2 state due to an interference effect which becomes destructive
for large single-photon detunings. The Zeeman state selectivity is provided by applying a
bias magnetic field in the direction of the cavity axis which shifts the undesired transfer
affecting the population of the other qubit basis state out of resonance. By the choice of
a single-photon detuning at the center of the two hyperfine transitions of the D1 line, the
scattering probability associated with the transfer is minimized.

3.4.2.6. Experimental Realization

In the previous sections, a decoherence-protected storage basis was identified and a four-
level Raman transfer scheme to coherently map the qubit between the interface and the
storage basis was derived. In this section, the experimental realization of a storage proto-
col utilizing the decoherence protected qubit basis is described. Note that the protocol is
a superset of the single-atom quantum memory (see Section 3.3). Here, only the details
concerning the mapping to the decoherence protected basis are discussed.

To perform the optical four-level Raman transfer a pair of co-propagating phase-stable
laser beams has to be generated which has a spectral distance corresponding to the energy
splitting ∆E ≈ h6.8 GHz. Further, additional spectral components have to be suppressed
to avoid the generation of light-shifts which disturb the two-photon resonance and imprint
additional phase offsets. To drive reliable π-transitions, the intensity of the Raman pair
has to be actively stabilized to compensate thermal and mechanical drifts.

3.4.2.7. Sideband Generation with a Mach-Zehnder Interferometer

The creation of sidebands in a periodically driven Mach-Zehnder interferometer is a well-
known and widely used technique. Here, the working principle is briefly explained and the

72



3.4. Decoherence Protected Storage

φ(t)

φ0

Eout

Ein

E′

−φ(t)

−φ0

simplified:

NP

BS

NP

BS

Ein Eout

−φ
φ

DC RF

(a)

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0

phase offset φ0 (π)

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

in
te

n
si

ty
(a

.u
.)

carrier

sideband

total

ratio

(b)

Figure 3.12.: a) Schematics of a Mach-Zehnder interferometer. The light is split into
the two arms of the interferometer, and an antisymmetric phase shift is applied. The phase shift
consists of a time-dependent part φ(t) and a constant offset φ0 which can be controlled individually.
Afterward, the two arms are recombined and one port serves as the output of the interferometer.
b) Light-intensity of the carrier and the sidebands as a function of the phase offset.
The blue line shows the normalized intensity of the carrier transmitted through the interferometer,
while the orange line represents the total intensity of the created sidebands. The ratio of the former
is shown by the red line and the green line corresponds to the total light intensity transmitted.
It can be seen that a phase offset φ0 = π/2 completely suppresses the transmission of the carrier
frequency while simultaneously minimizing the total transmission and maximizing the intensity of
the sidebands.

expression for a periodically driven Mach-Zehnder interferometer is later used to demon-
strate the suppression of the carrier by minimizing the total intensity of the resulting
light-field.

In a Mach-Zehnder interferometer, a beamsplitter divides the impinging light field

Ein = e−iωtE0 (3.67)

into the two arms of the interferometer. In the so-called push-pull configuration, an anti-
symmetric phase boost ±φ = ±(φ(t)+φ0) with a time-dependent and a constant component
is applied to the light fields in each arm. The field inside the interferometer is given by

E′ =
E0√

2

(
e−iωt+φ0+φ(t) − e−iωt−φ0−φ(t)

)
. (3.68)

Subsequently, the light is recombined at a second beamsplitter (see Figure 3.12a) where
both beams interfere at the individual ports of the beamsplitter. The energy distribution
between both ports is a function of the phase boost applied inside the interferometer:

Eout =
E0

2

(
e−iωt+φ0+φ(t) + e−iωt−φ0−φ(t)

)
(3.69)

=E0e
−iωt (cos (φ0 + φ(t))) (3.70)
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Figure 3.13.: Raman sideband generation. Laser light with a wavelength of 795 nm emitted
from a diode laser is fed into a fiber-coupled phase modulator. A microwave generator with a
frequency of roughly 3.4 GHz drives the modulator, resulting in a sideband separation of twice the
driving frequency. The microwave source can be phase-coherently switched between two frequencies.
This allows for rapidly switching between two sideband separations without introducing random
phase offsets. The optical power at the output port of the modulator is measured and the DC
input of the modulator is adjusted to minimize the total output power in order to suppress the
transmission of the carrier frequency. The resulting co-propagating Raman pair is first split and
then coupled into two polarization-maintaining optical fibers for subsequent usage. The second fiber
in the grey box becomes important in a later chapter.

With the given phase shift controlled by an external source voltage U = U(t) +UDC

φ(t) = α cos(δt) with α =
U(t)π

U0
� 1 and φ0 =

πUDC

Uπ
(3.71)

the recombined field at one port of the beamsplitter becomes (A.4 for derivation)

Eout ≈ E0 cos(φ0)e−iωt︸ ︷︷ ︸
carrier

−E0
sin(φ0)

2
e−i(ω±δ)t︸ ︷︷ ︸

symmetric sidebands

. (3.72)

As it can be seen from Equation 3.72, the weak sinusoidal modulation applied to the phase
boost inside the interferometer results in the creation of two symmetric sidebands spectrally
spaced from the carrier by the modulation frequency ±δ. This yields the recipe to create
the Raman pair: by driving the Mach-Zehnder interferometer with half the frequency cor-
responding to the target transition two phase coherent sidebands emerge with the correct
frequency splitting.

Note that the driving frequency must be switched coherently between the two-photon reso-
nance frequency during the actual transfer, and the slightly different energy splitting of the
qubit basis to compensate for qubit rotation in the rotating frame of the Raman pair. This
is achieved by the Frequency Shift Keying feature of the Rohde und Schwarz SMF 100A
microwave generator.

3.4.2.8. Carrier Suppression

The presence of the carrier poses two problems: first, it induces a light shift of the atomic
transitions which must be compensated to maintain the two-photon resonance condition.
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Figure 3.14.: Raman pair power stabilization. The carrier-free Raman pair is switched using
an acousto-optical modular (AOM) to generate an approximatively 40µs long rectangular shaped
pulse. The AOM is driven by a gated radio-frequency source with a voltage controlled attenuator
(VCA) in between to adjust the amplitude of the driving signal. The switched light is coupled
into an optical fiber and guided towards the cavity system where it is first filtered by a horizontal
polarizer. Afterward, the light is split by a non-polarizing beamsplitter and the output of one port
of the beamsplitter is first combined with the 1064 nm dipole trap beam and focussed onto the atom.
A microcontroller is triggered by the same gate signal which activates the radio-frequency source
and measures the voltage signal from a photodiode corresponding to the light intensity behind the
second port of the beamsplitter. The microcontroller then applies a feedback signal to VCA to
compensate upstream drifts affecting the intensity of the Raman pair. A second identical setup
used for σ+/−- instead of π-polarized light with an independent power stabilization is indicated by
the grey box and becomes important in a later section.

Second, the basis transfer relies on π-transfers, and therefore, on stable beam intensities.
Although the total power can be stabilized downstream, it is crucial to have a constant
ratio of the amount of intensity in the sidebands to the total energy. As it can be seen in
3.72, this is a function of the constant phase term φ0 which can drift over time e.g. due
to temperature fluctuations. The total intensity of the output light as a function of φ0 is
given by

I(φ0) = E0

(
cos(φ0)2 +

1

2
sin(φ0)2α2

)
. (3.73)

For φ0=nπ ∀n ∈ N the carrier is completely suppressed and the overall intensity is mini-
mized as it is illustrated in Figure 3.12b. Consequently, the intensity of the output field is
used to create a feedback loop with the DC-input of the interferometer, which controls the
constant phase offset, to minimize the output intensity (see Figure 3.13).

3.4.2.9. π-Pulse Generation and Power Stabilization

For the basis transfer used to map the qubit to the magnetic-field insensitive atomic-state
pair, it is crucial to drive reproducible π-transitions within a short period of time. To this
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Figure 3.15.: Zeeman state selectivity. The atomic population is prepared in the
∣∣52S1/2, F=1

〉
state and randomly distributed over the Zeeman substates. The Raman transfer is applied with a
variable two-photon detuning for a duration corresponding roughly to a 3/2 π-pulse. Subsequently,
the photon production protocol is applied and the photon is detected polarization resolved in the
|H〉, |V 〉 basis. Besides the spectral information, the polarization yields additional information about
the atomic state from which the photon was produced. The two peaks correspond to the transfer
|F=1, mF=−1〉 → |F=2, mF=−1〉 and |F=1, mF=1〉 → |F=2, mF=1〉.

end, a rectangular pulse with an extent of 40µs is created by means of an acousto-optical
modulator (AOM) and coupled to a polarization maintaining optical fiber. The 10 m long
fiber guides the light towards the cavity system where the out-coupled light is first filtered
by a polarizer and afterward split by a non-polarizing beamsplitter. The output of one
port of the beamsplitter is projected onto the atom while the second output measures the
intensity of the pulse. By using this latest possible point for the intensity measurement,
all upstream drifts including the AOM coupling efficiency, the coupling to the optical fiber
as well as rotations of the polarization are detected and only drifts of the apparently very
stable beam-pointing are untreated. To stabilize the pulse power projected onto the atom,
the measured intensity is used as a feedback signal to adjust the driving amplitude of the
AOM by means of a voltage controlled attenuator.

The challenging aspect is that the Raman beam is a short pulse controlled by a gate signal
which activates the RF source which drives the AOM. Therefore, the power stabilization
must measure the intensity of a short pulse at a given moment. To this end, a circuit board
with an ADUC-7020 microcontroller is triggered by the gate pulse which activates the RF
source. After a delay of 5µs the microcontroller reads the output signal of the Thorlabs
PDA-36 photodiode used to measure the Raman beams intensity and feeds back a voltage
signal to a voltage controlled attenuator to adjust the driving amplitude of the AOM (see
Figure 3.14).

3.4.3. Experimental Results

3.4.3.1. Basis Transfer Zeeman State Selectivity

The Zeeman state selectivity is a crucial requirement for the decoherence-protected storage
(see Section 3.4.2.3) because the transfer to the decoherence-protected memory basis re-
lies on solely coupling the |F=2, mF=−1〉 ↔ |F=1, mF=−1〉 transition while maintaining
the population in the |F=2, mF=1〉 state. To experimentally investigate the selectivity,
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the atom is initialized in the
∣∣52S1/2, F=1

〉
manifold employing optical hyperfine pumping

[118] with an almost randomly distributed Zeeman state. Subsequently, the Raman pair is
impinged with a variable two-photon detuning δ to probe the driving of the different mF

states up to the
∣∣52S1/2, F=2

〉
manifold (see Figure 3.10a). The area of the rectangular

shaped Raman pulse is set to approximatively 0.6π by driving the optical transition for
25µs. Finally, the population of the |F=2〉 manifold is probed by applying the photon
emission protocol, with the subsequent detection of the potentially created photon with the
polarization resolving single-photon detection setup in the R/L (σ+/σ−) basis configura-
tion. Note that the two possible transitions which can be driven in this configuration can
either result in a σ+ polarized photon or a σ− polarized photon, respectively.

The photon emission efficiency as a function of the two-photon detuning δ is shown in
Figure 3.15. The two driven Raman transitions |F=1, mF=−1〉 ↔ |F=2, mF=−1〉 and
|F=1, mF=1〉 ↔ |F=2, mF=1〉 are spectrally well resolved, and the produced photons cor-
responding to the individual transitions exhibit the expected polarizations. The maxima
of the two polarization channels are spaced by (122.68± 0.15) kHz which corresponds to a
Zeeman splitting of δL = (30.67± 0.04) kHz.

By fitting each polarization channel to a Lorentzian and by subsequently comparing the
values of both curves at the peak position corresponding to the |F=2, mF=−1〉 ↔ |F=1,
mF=−1〉 transition, after the subtraction of the base level, one can determine the sup-
pression ratio S≈99.0±0.2 between the driving of the targeted transition and the unwanted
transition which is in good agreement with the theoretical expectation (see Section 3.4.2.3).
The comparability of the extracted value with the theoretical expectation is limited since
the pulse area is not π, and a fair distribution between the mF states in the initialization
process is not ensured.

In conclusion, the data is in good agreement with the theoretical expectation and demon-
strates a good Zeeman state selectivity of the transfer.

3.4.3.2. Coherence of the Basis Transfer

Besides the Zeeman state selectivity, the coherence of the transfer and the exact duration
to perform a π-transfer is critical. To map the qubit back and forth between the two bases,
a complete Rabi cycle must be coherently driven in two steps. The coherence of the driving
is probed for the |F=1, mF=−1〉 ↔ |F=2, mF=−1〉 transition by initializing the qubit in
|F=1〉 with a randomly distributed Zeeman state and subsequently driving the transition
for a variable duration. Subsequently, the population of |F=2〉 is probed. In contrast to the
previous experiment (see 3.4.3.1) the cavity is locked onto the |F=2〉 ↔ |F=3〉 transition
to allow the application of the cavity-assisted hyperfine state detection protocol [152] to
trade the Zeeman substate resolved detection against higher data rates.

The population of the |F=2〉 manifold as a function of the driving duration is shown in
Figure 3.16 and the data is fitted to an exponentially damped oscillation. From this curve
a driving duration of (46.1±0.2)µs for a π-transition is determined. Further, the curve has
an exponential time constant of (571±206) ms. This corresponds to 6.1 Rabi cycles with a
length of TBT ≈ 92.30 and a 7.9% loss of oscillation contrast for one π-cycle. This result
is compatible with the theoretically determined Raman scattering probability of 3.2% per
π-cycle. Note that the population of not only the |F=1, 2, mF=−1〉 states can be scat-
tered. Also, the branching ratios must be taken into account to model the damping of the
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Figure 3.16.: Population transfer over storage time. The atomic state is initialized to∣∣52S1/2, F=1
〉

and the Raman transfer is applied for a variable duration. Subsequently, the popula-

tion of the
∣∣52S1/2, F=2

〉
is detected utilizing a cavity-assisted hyperfine state detection [152]. For

a given Raman-pair beam-intensity the duration of a π-pulse can be extracted. Note, that only the
population in the |F=1, mF=−1〉 state is transferred and the exact distribution of the population
between in substates is unknown. Consequently, the units of the population transfer is arbitrary.
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Figure 3.17.: Protocol for the photonic polarization qubit storage on a single 87Rb
atom. a) After the atom is initialized in the |F=1, mF=0〉 ground state the photonic polarization
qubit is mapped onto the basis states |F=2, mF=−1〉 and |F=2, mF=1〉. b) Immediately after
the absorption process, the population in the |F=2, mF=−1〉 state is transferred to the |F=1,
mF=−1〉 state utilizing the Raman pair with a frequency splitting δR corresponding to the transition
frequency. c) During the storage time, the frequency splitting of the Raman pair δR is adjusted
to the corresponding energy difference of the new qubit basis to eliminate the qubit precession. d)
Before the read-out, the Raman pair is set again to the transition frequency such that the basis
change can be reverted. e) Finally, the qubit is retrieved by photon emission protocol.

oscillation contrast accurately. However, with this measurement, the duration for a π-pulse
is determined which is a prerequisite for the storage experiment in the next section.

3.4.3.3. Qubit Coherence

In this section, the basis transfer which was characterized in the previous sections is ap-
plied to the photonic qubit storage protocol to protect the coherence of the stored qubit
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Figure 3.18.: Qubit fidelity and memory efficiency. The coherence of the memory is probed
with four linearly polarized input states |H〉,|V 〉,|A〉 and |D〉 and the average fidelity over the
storage duration is shown as red dots. Analogously, the average coherence of the two circularly
input states |R〉 and |L〉 is shown as blue dots. The total memory efficiency for writing and reading
the polarization qubit is shown as green dots. The error bar indicates the standard deviation
estimated from the sample size.

from magnetic field fluctuations. The storage protocol introduced in Section 3.3.1 is ex-
tended as follows: After the photonic qubit is mapped to the atomic states |F=2, mF=−1〉
and |F=2, mF=1〉 (Figure 3.17a) by the photon absorption process with a single-photon
detuning of -20 MHz, the basis transfer is immediately applied to minimize the time the
qubit is susceptible to magnetic-field-induced decoherence effects. To this end, the Raman
pair with a frequency splitting δR which corresponds to the transition frequency |F=2,
mF=−1〉 ↔ |F=1, mF=−1〉, is interrogated for 46.1µs to drive a π-transition (Figure
3.17b). With the completion of the basis transfer, the microwave source which controls the
frequency splitting of the Raman pair (see Section 3.4.2.6) is set to match the frequency
difference of the new qubit basis states |F=1, mF=−1〉 and |F=2, mF=1〉 to eliminate the
qubit precession in the rotating frame of the Raman pair (3.17c). After a variable-length
storage duration, the Raman pair is set again to match the two-photon resonance condi-
tion for the basis transfer, and the population in |F=1, mF=−1〉 is transferred back to the
|F=2, mF=−1〉 state (Figure 3.17d). Finally, the photonic qubit is retrieved by utilizing
the photon emission protocol (Figure 3.17e), and its polarization state is measured in a
given basis by the polarization resolving single-photon detection setup presented in Section
3.3.2.4.

The performance of the qubit memory is evaluated regarding the overall efficiency and
the fidelity of the retrieved state. The memory is probed with a weak-coherent pulse con-
taining one photon on average with the four linearly polarized input states |H〉,|V 〉,|A〉 &
|D〉 and the two circularly polarized input states |R〉 and |L〉. To determine the fidelity,
the retrieved photon is detected in the basis corresponding to the input state. For a full
state-tomography needed to reconstruct the density matrix (see Section 3.2.1.6), each input
state must be measured with three mutually orthogonal basis sets.

To evaluate the coherence, the fidelity of the 4 linearly polarized input states is averaged,
and the result is shown in Figure 3.18 (green dots) as a function of the storage duration
together with the average over the two circular input states (blue dots) and the memory
efficiency (red dots). As discussed in Section 2.6, the efficiency is multiplied by a factor 1.3
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to resemble the storage efficiency of single-photon Fock states.

As shown in Figure 3.18, the memory has a constant efficiency of (22.3±0.2)%. Also,
the fidelity of circular-polarized input states does not significantly decrease over the storage
duration while the coherence of the linearly polarized input states degrades on a time scale
of 20 ms, which is more than one order of magnitude longer compared to the storage in
the magnetically sensitive basis. Both, the conservation of the basis state amplitudes and
the decay of the coherence can be well-observed in the reconstructed time-resolved den-
sity matrix shown in Figure 3.19. Besides the decay of coherence, the measured fidelity for
short storage durations is significantly lower compared to the experiments without the basis
transfer. This is attributed to the total Raman scattering probability of approximatively
6.4% for both basis transfers (see Section 3.4.2.4). Note that although scattering can also
affect the storage of circularly polarized input states, only an incoherent decay to |F=2,
mF=0〉 can lead to the production of a photon with an orthogonal polarization compared
to the input state. In contrast, for linearly polarization states, every photon retrieved af-
ter a Raman scattering event results in a random outcome. Therefore, linearly polarized
input states are more affected by the scattering probability as it can be observed in the data.

Although the storage in the magnetically insensitive basis significantly increases the co-
herence time, the expectation due to the reduction of the sensitivity to magnetic field
fluctuation of factor 500 is not met. The investigation of further decoherence mechanisms
is subject to the next chapter.
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Figure 3.19.: Time-resolved density matrix. Reconstructed density matrices for |H〉, |D〉 and
|R〉 input states with the real part on the left and the imaginary part on the right side. Each bar is
divided into slices representing the different storage times between 0 and 20 ms. The time evolution
goes from the back-left to the front-right.
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3.4.4. Analysis of Decoherence Mechanisms

The mapping of the qubit to the decoherence protected basis increases the coherence time
by one order of magnitude. The analysis of the sensitivity of the different qubit bases
suggests an increase in coherence time by a factor of 500 if magnetic field fluctuations were
the only source of decoherence. Further, the decoherence rate observed in the memory
experiment resembles the decoherence rate seen with the Ramsey spectroscopy performed
on the clock-state transition, that is highly insensitive to magnetic field fluctuations. Con-
sequently, the observed decoherence must stem from additional mechanisms which cause a
differential energy shift of the used qubit basis. Besides the magnetic fields, the energy of
the atomic states is also influenced by the intense light-fields used to confine the atom at
the center of the cavity.

In this section, the impact of the dipole beams on the coherence of the qubit stored on
two different hyperfine states is explored. Employing a Ramsey spectroscopy for different
trap beam intensities, the influence of the dipole traps to the coherence time is probed
followed by an investigation of the mechanisms leading to decoherence.

3.4.4.1. Light as the Dominant Source of Decoherence

To demonstrate that the dominant source of decoherence is linked to the trapping beams
confining the atom at the center of the cavity, the Ramsey experiment shown in Section
3.3.4.1 is repeated with two different sets of trapping beam intensities: the settings used
for the measurement as shown in Section 3.3.4.1 and settings with approximately twice the
beam intensities. With a beam intensity of 500 mW corresponding to a trap frequency of
≈311 kHz for the red-detuned 1064 nm dipole trap along the beam axis and an intra-cavity
trap frequency of 473 kHz, the coherence of the clock-state decays with a characteristic time
τ≈(5.1±0.1) ms according to the fit by a Gaussian damped oscillation (see Figure 3.20). In
contrast, for half the beam intensities with trap frequencies of 220 kHz and 335 kHz, the
characteristic time of the decay is fitted to τ≈(9.6±0.2) ms which is almost a doubling of
the coherence time. Note that the usage of a Gaussian model to fit the dynamics of the
decay does not result in perfect accordance and is not further justified. As it will be shown
in the subsequent sections, the dynamics depends on a multitude of parameters. However,
this suggests that the coherence of the memory is limited by effects introduced by the dipole
traps.

3.4.4.2. Dipole Traps

To see how dipole traps can affect the coherence of the qubit, the dipole trapping mecha-
nisms and its implementation in the setup are briefly discussed.

Optical dipole traps are a well-established technique to confine neutral atoms in small
volumes. For a two-level atom with the resonance frequency ω0, the dipole potential V (r)
of a linearly polarized light field with frequency ω, the associated potential depth V0 and
the effective detuning ∆̄ are given by [157]

V (r) =
d2

0E2(r)

4~∆̄
, V0 =

d2
0E2

0

4~∆̄
=

~Ω2
0

4∆̄
,

1

∆̄
=

1

ω − ω0
− 1

ω + ω0
, (3.74)

where d0 is the atom’s dipole moment and E(r) the electric field amplitude of the light field.

For a better resemblance of the experimental scenario, both the 52P1/2 and the 52P3/2
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Figure 3.20.: Ramsey spectroscopy for different trap intensities. The coherence of the clock-
state transition |F=1, mF=0〉 ↔ |F=2, mF=0〉 is probed by employing a Ramsey spectroscopy for
two different intensities of both dipole traps with a factor of approximately 2. The atom is first
initialized in the |F=1, mF=0〉. Then, using a microwave field, a π/2-pulse prepares the atomic
population in a coherent superposition of |F=1, mF=0〉 and |F=2, mF=0〉. After a variable time
of free-evolution, a second π/2-pulse is applied. Eventually, the state of the atom is detected
with a cavity-assisted hyperfine state detection [152]. A small detuning is added to the microwave
field during the free-evolution time to enforce the appearance of Ramsey fringes. This avoids a
possible confusion between decoherence and an accidentally chosen small detuning. Besides this,
the different oscillation frequencies of both measurements are arbitrary. The curves are fitted to
a Gaussian damped oscillation, and the error bars correspond to the standard deviation estimated
from the sample size.

levels must be taken into account, but due to the large detuning of the optical traps com-
pared to the hyperfine splittings, each transition can be treated as a single line with an
effective detuning ∆̄Di and the Rabi frequency ΩDi = dDiE0/~. In the case of 87Rb the
effective dipole moments in the far detuned regime for the D1 and D2 lines are directly
related by dD2 =

√
2dD1 and the interference between the transitions leads to a strength

factor of 1/3 for each transition. This yields the dipole potential

V0 =
1

3
· ~Ω2

D1

4∆̄D1
+

1

3
· ~Ω2

D2

4∆̄D2
=

~Ω2
D1

4

1

3

(
1

∆̄D1
+

2

∆̄D2

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

∆̄′−1

=
~Ω2

D1

4

1

∆̄′
.

(3.75)

with the effective detuning ∆̄′.

In the setup, two standing-wave traps are used to confine the atom inside the cavity:
first, a blue-detuned intra-cavity trap (along the y-axis) with λblue=772 nm with the waist
wblue ≈ 30µm. Second, a red-detuned trap with λred=1064 nm and a waist wred ≈ 16µm
which is aligned transversely to the cavity along the x-axis. For red detunings, atoms in
their electronic ground state are attracted by high intensities. In contrast, for blue detun-
ings, the atoms will be repelled by the light fields, and seek areas of low intensity. In 3D
harmonic approximation and by ignoring the deconfining potential of the blue beam along
the x- and z-axes, as well as the weakly confining potential of the red-detuned trap along
the y-direction, the resulting potential is given by

V (r̂) = Vconst − 1
2mω

2
xx̂

2 + 1
2mω

2
y ŷ

2 − 1
2mω

2
z ẑ

2, (3.76)
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Figure 3.21.: Origin and impact of differential trap frequencies. The dipole beams (red
arrows) induce a trapping potential by creating an intensity-depended light shift due to the off-
resonant coupling to an optical transition. The created optical potential has a depth which is a
function of the detuning of the dipole beams (δωtrap). For a qubit stored on two different hyperfine
states |F=1/2〉 the hyperfine splitting ∆hf will result in different detunings of the dipole trap to the
(most relevant) optical transition. This results in differential trap frequency δω = ω2 − ω1 for the
two basis states and therefore to a motional state n dependent energy splitting ∆E(n, δω).

with the trap frequencies
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3.4.4.3. Mechanical-State-Dependent Energy Splitting

To protect the qubit against magnetic field fluctuations, it is transferred to a magnetically
insensitive basis in which the qubit is stored on a superposition of two energy eigenstates
which are separated by the hyperfine splitting ∆hf≈6.8 GHz. As seen above, the depth
of the dipole potential and the corresponding trap frequencies induced by the off-resonant
trap beams are a function of the effective detuning ∆̄′. Consequently, due to the hyperfine
splitting, the trap frequencies ωF=1,i and ωF=2,i for the qubit basis states and the motional
axis i are discriminative.

For a given axis i with the relevant effective detunings ∆̄′i,F=1, ∆̄′i,F=2, the differential
trap frequency can be expressed as

δωi = ωF=1,i


√√√√∆̄′i,F=1

∆̄′i,F=2

− 1

 = ωF=1,i · (α− 1) . (3.78)

The factor α is given by the square root of the ratio of the detunings. Therefore, δωi is
larger for trapping potentials formed by optical beams with a smaller detuning from the
most relevant optical transitions.
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Table 3.2.: Trap frequencies ωtrap and differential trap frequencies δωtrap for the red-detuned
1064 nm and the blue-detuned 772 nm standing wave optical dipole traps along the x- and y-axis
respectively.

axis λtrap (nm) ωtrap,F=1/2π (kHz) δω/2π (Hz)

x 1064 220 6.6
y 772 335 -259
z 1064 3.3 0.1

As depicted in Figure 3.21 for one dimension, the differential trap frequencies have an
impact on the energy splitting ∆E of the qubit in the memory basis. The total energy
difference is given by:

∆Emem = ∆hf +
∑

i∈(x,y,z)

(
νi +

1

2

)
δωi~ , (3.79)

for the motional states νi for the three motional axis x, y, z.

Impact on the Coherence Time

As discussed in Section 3.2.1.2, the phase relation of the qubit basis states degrades with a
fluctuating energy splitting ∆E. Here, δωi can lead to a fluctuating energy splitting by mul-
tiple mechanisms: The atom may be initialized in a statistical mixture of motional states
such that ∆E fluctuates in the ensemble of memory realizations. Also, the motional state
may change during the storage duration through a heating effect. Further, fluctuations of
the trap intensity may result in an unstable energy splitting even when the atom is cooled
to the motional ground state.

By employing Raman sideband cooling, the atom is cooled in the motional ground state
along the cavity axis [118] which has the most significant differential trap frequency due to
the relatively small detuning from the optical transitions. It was further verified that there
is no significant heating effect in this direction on the timescale of the experiment. However,
the motional states in the red-detuned 1064 nm dipole trap along the x- and z-axis are not
known and will most likely be statistical mixtures which contribute to decoherence.

3.4.4.4. Fidelity Dynamics of a Thermal Ensemble

The dynamics of the fidelity of a qubit with the initial fidelity F0 in a thermal state with
an average phonon number ν̄ and a differential trap frequency δωtrap can be evaluated by
superimposing the fidelity dynamics F(ν) of a given motional state ν according to the
thermal distribution (see A.5 for the derivation):

Fthermal(t, ν̄, δωtrap) =
∑
ν

pν̄thermal(ν) · F(t, ν, δωtrap)

=
1

2
+

(2F0 − 1)

2 (ν̄ + 1)

1− ν̄
ν̄+1 cos (∆ωt)

1 +
(

ν̄
ν̄+1

)2
− 2α cos (∆ωt)

(3.80)
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Figure 3.22.: Fidelity dynamics of a thermal ensemble. For a differential trap frequency
of δωtrap=6.6 Hz corresponding to the dipole potential along the x-axis, the fidelity dynamics for a
thermal ensemble with ν motional quanta are shown for short (a) and long storage durations (b).

As it can be seen in Figure 3.22, a statistical mixture of motional states can lead to signifi-
cant decoherence on a time scale which is much shorter than the corresponding differential
trap frequency. Since the contribution to the qubit precession speed is an integer multi-
ple of the differential trap frequency for all motional states in the statistical mixture, the
fidelity of the qubit revives after Trevive=1/δωtrap. Note that the revival time relies on
the harmonic approximation of the dipole trap and can be much longer for anharmonic
traps. The existence of the revival has a significant consequence: Under the assumption
that the relevant motional states in the 772 nm trap are indeed harmonic, the observed
decoherence cannot be explained by the residual motional quanta along this axis due to the
abstinence of revivals which should happen roughly all 5 ms. Further, the abstinence of
oscillatory behavior in the data is a witness for the good quality of the ground state cooling.

If the decoherence model Fthermal(ν) for δωtrap=6.6 Hz is fitted to the observed average
decoherence of the linear input states, an agreement can be found for ν̄x = 2.7±0.3 as it
can be seen in Figure 3.23.

3.4.4.5. Position-Dependent Differential Light Shift

Besides the motional state, also the position of the atom within the trap affects the energy
separation of the basis states and therefore the qubit coherence [158]. Although an imaging
system capable of resolving the relative position of two atoms up to a single lattice site
[159] is used to monitor the atom’s position, drifts of the trap geometry or the imaging
system stay undetected. Further, the position of the atom cannot be precisely controlled
along the cavity axis. Also, to achieve a reasonable data rate despite the probabilistic atom
distribution, the atom’s position can only be restricted to a small range of lattice sites.
Throughout the data acquisition, this can lead to a spread of the atom’s position over a
few lattice sites. Here, the associated decoherence mechanism is investigated.

The energy separation of the two hyperfine states not only results in differential trap fre-
quencies but also in a differential light shift which is given by the difference in potential
heights of the trapping potentials ∆V red

0 ≈810 Hz. This value is a function of the beam
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Figure 3.23.: Fit of the fidelity dynamics of thermal state to the observed coherence.
The fidelity dynamics for a thermal state associated with a differential trap frequency δωtrap = 6.6 Hz
fitted to the measured coherence with an agreement for ν̄x = 2.7±0.3 motional quanta.

intensity of the red-detuned dipole trap, and its stability is crucial for the coherence of
the qubit since it linearly affects the phase evolution speed. The beam intensity is ac-
tively stabilized to suppress dephasing due to intensity fluctuations, but the presence of
the orthogonal blue-detuned intra-cavity trap leads to a sampling of beam intensities of
the red-detuned trap by the atom: Due to the finite waist of the dipole trap’s beam, the
differential light shift is modulated over the lattice sites of the blue-detuned trap. For a
Gaussian beam mode, the modulation can be analytically expressed as

∆V (z) = ∆V0 · exp

(
− (nyλblue)

2

w2
y

)
. (3.81)

If the lattice sites occupied by the atom is a statistical mixture, the qubit decoheres in the
ensemble of memory realizations. For a uniformly distributed atom position within a given
range of n lattice sites centered around the lattice site with the maximum beam intensity,
the expected decay of qubit coherence is shown in Figure 3.24a. It can be seen that that for
a tolerance below 10 lattice sites, as it has been applied for the memory characterization,
this mechanism is too weak to be the dominant cause of decoherence. If the effect for a
spread over 10 lattice sites is superimposed with the decoherence for a thermal state, a good
agreement with the measured results can be observed for ν̄ = 2.3±0.1 motional quanta (see
Figure 3.24b).

3.4.4.6. Conclusion

In this section two decoherence mechanisms induced by the dipole traps were identified:
The storage on two different hyperfine states with a splitting which is not negligible with
regard to the detuning of the dipole traps results in differential trap frequencies. If the atom
is not initialized in a specific motional state but in a statistical mixture, the differential trap
frequencies will result in a mixture of qubit precession speeds and therefore in decoherence.
Further, a spread of the atom’s position along the 772 nm beam results in a sampling of the
intensity of the red-detuned dipole trap and therefore to a mixture of differential light shifts.

The observed decoherence can be well-explained for 2.3±0.1 motional quanta along the
strongly confining direction of the red-detuned 1064 nm dipole trap with a spread of the
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Figure 3.24.: Decoherence due to a spread of atom positions. a) Shows the decay of the
qubit fidelity for a uniformly distributed atom over ∆s lattice sites around the center of the trap.
b) Fitted coherence time with a model which incorporates both the fidelity decay due to a thermal
state with ν̄x = 2.3 and a spread over 10 lattice sites.

atom’s position over 10 lattice sites in the direction of 772 nm blue-detuned dipole trap.

Both effects are linked to the imperfect initialization of the atom, and the resulting energy
splitting of the qubit basis is constant during a single storage attempt. Such inhomogeneous
dephasing effects are well-known to be reversible by the application of a spin-echo technique
[132]. The implementation and the experimental test of a spin-echo will be subject of the
next section.

3.5. Spin-Echo Memory

The coherence time of the qubit stored in the memory basis states, |F=1, mF=−1〉 and
|F=2, mF=1〉, is not limited anymore by magnetic field fluctuations, but the dominant
decoherence mechanisms are linked to the initialization of the atom: The motional degree
of freedom of the atom in the direction of the red-detuned trap is not controlled and is
distributed over multiple motional states. In addition, the localization of the atom is only
restricted to a given range around the center. Both mechanisms result in an energy split-
ting which varies in the ensemble of the memory instances but is constant during a single
storage attempt. Therefore, the phase evolution speed does not fluctuate on the timescale
of a single memory instance. Those inhomogeneous dephasings are fully reversible by the
spin-echo technique [132, 158, 160]: By swapping the population of the qubit basis states
precisely in the middle of the storage duration, the effect of the inhomogeneous phase evo-
lution speeds completely cancels after the full storage duration.

In this chapter, the spin-echo technique is utilized to cancel all reversible decoherence
mechanisms to further extend to the coherence time of the memory compared to the one
achievable by storing on the decoherence-protected basis (see Section 3.4.4). The chapter is
structured like the following: First, the four-level Raman transfer derived in Section 3.4.2
is adapted to swap the population of the qubit basis states is discussed. Second, the details
of the experimental realization are discussed, followed by a demonstration of a significantly
prolonged coherence time when this technique is applied to the memory protocol. Finally,
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the new limitations for the coherence time are investigated.

3.5.1. Population Swap Transfer

To apply the spin-echo technique, the population of the qubit basis states must be swapped
in the middle of the storage duration. The corresponding two-photon transition (see Figure
3.25),

|F=1, mF=−1〉 ↔ |F=2, mF=1〉 (3.82)

, can in principle be driven by a combination of two microwave fields in two-photon reso-
nance condition or by a combination of a microwave and a radio frequency field. Unfortu-
nately, as for the basis transfer (see Section 3.4.2.2), the shielding effect of the metalized
piezo-ceramic tube holding the cavity mirrors inhibits the application of sufficiently strong
fields. Therefore, this transfer must be driven optically by a two-photon stimulated Raman
transition.

3.5.1.1. Four-Level Raman Driving

The desired four-level Raman transfer is covered by the theory derived in Section 3.4.2
when applied to the following levels of the 52S1/2 ground state and the 52P1/2 state:

|1〉 = |F=1, mF=−1〉 , |2〉 = |F=2, mF=1〉 , (3.83)

|3〉 =
∣∣F ′=1, mF=0〉 , |4〉 =

∣∣F ′=2, mF=0〉 . (3.84)

The schematics of this driving scheme are shown in Figure 3.25. Note that one beam of
the Raman pair must be right-circularly polarized (σ+) while the other beam has to be
left-circularly polarized (σ−). Due to experimental constraints, both beams consist of a
balanced combination of σ+- and σ−-polarized light since the beam is aligned on an axis
perpendicular to the cavity axis. The resulting electrical field is given by

~E = Ei
1√
2

(
~ε+ + eiθ~ε−

)
cos(ωLi + φi), (3.85)

with the angle θ = 0 between the beam axis and the normal of the quantization axis.
In contrast to the transfer for the mapping between the memory and the interface basis
where only π-polarized beams are utilized (see Section 3.4.2), only half of the electrical field
contributes to the driving of the desired transition. By using the formula 3.56 the driving
terms are determined,

Ω13 =
−1√

12

E1+d0

~
eiφ1 , Ω14 =

−1√
12

E1+d0

~
eiφ1 , (3.86)

Ω23 =
1√
4

E2−d0

~
eiφ2eiθ, Ω24 =

−1√
4

E2−d0

~
eiφ2eiθ, (3.87)

with the amplitudes E1,2+, E1,2− of the electric fields corresponding to the right and left
circular polarization components σ+ and σ−, respectively. The overall Rabi frequency is
given by

Ω⊥ =
Ω13Ω∗23

2∆12 + ∆′
+

Ω14Ω∗24

2∆12 −∆′
(3.88)

=
ei(φ1−φ2)

√
4 · 12

E1,+E2,−d
2
0

~2

(
1

2∆12 + ∆′
− 1

2∆12 −∆′

)
. (3.89)
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Figure 3.25.: Schematic of the population swap transfer. To apply the spin echo technique,
the population of |F=1, mF=−1〉 and the |F=2, mF=1〉 state is swapped in the middle of the
storage protocol by means of a Raman transfer with σ−/σ+ polarized beams.

As for the ∆mF = 0 transition (see Section 3.4.2), the driving frequency vanishes for
large single-photon detunings. The optimal single-photon detuning ∆12 = 0 is chosen with
regard to the scattering probability as it was discussed in Section 3.4.2.4. Note that for
this transfer, the scattering rate is twice the scattering rate of the basis transfer due to the
combination of σ− and σ+ light in both driving fields.

3.5.1.2. State Selectivity

Once again, the Raman pair can potentially address multiple transitions unless a suffi-
ciently strong bias magnetic field lifts the energy degeneracy. Since both Raman beams are
a combination of σ−- and σ+-polarizations, there are two classes of transitions, ∆mF=0
and ∆mF=±2. The former are driven by two beams with the same circular polarization,
and the latter is driven by two beams with orthogonal circular polarizations. The possi-
ble transitions group into three classes: transitions which have a magnetic field induced
component in the two-photon detuning of −2δL shown in Figure 3.26a, transitions without
magnetic field induced energy splittings shown in Figure 3.26b, and transitions with an
additional splitting of 2δL as shown in Figure 3.26c.

To avoid these undesired transfers, the ratio between the Zeeman splitting and the driving
duration has to be chosen sufficiently large to not address transitions with a two-photon
detuning of ±2δL (see Section 3.4.2.3). Note that in contrast to the basis transfer, the dif-
ference in two-photon detuning with regard to unwanted transfers is only 2δL compared to
4δL. This results in a diminished selectivity which can be compensated by either increasing
the transfer duration or by increasing the Zeeman splitting. However, since the qubit is
already in a decoherence-protected basis, a long transfer duration is not problematic.

As it can be seen in Figure 3.26b, the targeted transfer to perform the population swap,
|F=1, mF=−1〉 ↔ |F=2, mF=1〉, cannot be addressed without simultaneously driving the
symmetric transition |F=1, mF=1〉 ↔ |F=2, mF=−1〉. For an initial population restricted
to the states |F=1, mF=±1〉 the corresponding Hamiltonian in the basis

|F=1, mF=−1〉 , |F=2, mF=−1〉 , |F=1, mF=+1〉 , |F=2, mF=+1〉 (3.90)
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Figure 3.26.: Possible transfers for σ−/σ+ polarized Raman beams. The stimulated Ra-
man transition driven with σ+/−-polarized beams can become two-photon resonant with ∆mF=0
and ∆mF=±2 transitions in three different classes of two-photon detunings: a) For a two-photon
detuning δ of the hyperfine splitting ∆hf minus two times the Zeeman splitting δL the states |F=1,
mF=0〉 and |F=1, mF=−1〉 become resonant with |F=2, mF=−1〉 and |F=2, mF=−1〉 , re-
spectively. b) For δ = ∆hf the transition for the population swap transfer (blue) and the symmetric
transition (red) are coupled. c) For δ = 2δL + ∆hf the symmetric scenario of a) is realized. The
color code of the arrows corresponds to the polarization of the photon created from the target state
in the |F=2〉 manifold.

is given by (see Section 3.4.2.3)

Ĥ⊥ =
~
2


−2δL 0 0 −Ω⊥

0 2(δl.s.⊥ + δ⊥ + δL) Ω∗⊥ 0
0 Ω⊥ +2δL 0
−Ω∗⊥ 0 0 2(δl.s.⊥ + δ⊥ − δL)

 . (3.91)

By choosing a detuning δ⊥= − δl.s. to compensate for the light shift, both transitions be-
come resonant simultaneously. However, the concurrent transfer which populates |F=2,
mF=−1〉 is not problematic for the storage protocol since the population of |F=2, mF=−1〉
will be swapped back to |F=1, mF=−1〉 by the transfer between the interface and the stor-
age basis and cannot contribute to the photon retrieval process.

Note that π-polarization components in the Raman beams will result in even more trans-
fers with just one Larmor quanta detuning by combining a ∆mF= ± 1 transition driven
by a σ±-polarized beam with a ∆mF = 0 transition induced by a π-polarized beam. Ad-
ditionally, by combining two π-components, the clock-transition |F=1, mF=0〉 ↔ |F=2,
mF=0〉 without a detuning from the target transition can be driven. After a failed stor-
age attempt with the atomic population remaining in the initial state |F=1, mF=0〉 , the
clock-transition will populate |F=2, mF=0〉, and this can result in the creation of a random
photon. Therefore, it is crucial to carefully adjust the polarization of the Raman beams to
avoid driving those unwanted transfers.

3.5.1.3. Conclusion

It was shown that the population-swap transfer to perform a spin-echo pulse is very similar
to the basis transfer discussed earlier but has to be performed with two σ+/−-polarized
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3. Qubit Storage

beams to allow for a ∆mF = 2 transition. Again, a single-photon detuning between the
two hyperfine levels of the D1 line must be chosen to avoid destructive interference and to
minimize the scattering probability. The latter is twice as high compared to the scattering
of the basis transfer due to the second unused light components of the σ+/−. Also, the
detuning from unwanted transfers is only half the detuning for the basis transfers. To
maintain an equally good suppression of those, the transfer must be driven slower compared
to the basis transfer.

3.5.2. Experimental Realization

The population-swap transfer has the same requirements as the basis transfer discussed
in Section 3.4.2.6: A carrier-free and power-stabilized Raman pair in a micro-second long
pulse has to be impinged onto the atom from a direction perpendicular to the cavity axis
in a well-defined linear polarization. The only difference to the basis transfer scenario is
the polarization of the Raman pair and the frequency splitting of the sidebands. To drive
π-transitions, the Raman pair has to be horizontally polarized in the propagation direction
while for the σ+/−-transitions, a vertical polarization is needed. For the basis transfer, a
frequency splitting of ∆hf − 2δL is needed to fulfill the two-photon resonance condition,
and for the population swap transfer, the frequency splitting must be ∆hf. However, as it
was discussed in Section 3.4.2.6, to remove the qubit precession, in between the popula-
tion transfers, the Raman pair is switched to match the energy difference of the qubit and
therefore to the two-photon resonance of the population swap transfer. Consequently, the
desired switching between the two necessary two-photon detunings is already implemented.

For the experimental realization, light from the previously described the Mach-Zehnder
modulator is divided into two beam paths, one for the basis transfer and one for the
population-swap transfer (see Figure 3.13). In each path an identical AOM setup as de-
scribed in Section 3.4.2.6 is employed to create the desired pulse shape and to stabilize the
pulse intensity by measuring the beam power downstream right before the cavity system
and after filtering out undesired polarization components (see Figure 3.14).

3.5.3. Experimental Results

3.5.3.1. Driving Spectrum of the Population-Swap Transfer

A single atom is trapped at the center of the cavity mode and cooled into the motional
ground state along the cavity axis by means of Raman sideband cooling. By employing a hy-
perfine state pumping technique [118], the atom is initialized in the |F=1〉manifold in a ran-
domly distributed Zeeman state. Subsequently, the Raman pair in the σ+/−-configuration
is impinged with a variable energy splitting to perform a two-photon detuning scan. The
pulse duration is set to 40µs which corresponds roughly to a π/3-transfer on the desired
transition. After the Raman transfer, the photon emission protocol is utilized, and the
potentially created photon is detected with the polarization-resolving detection setup in
the |R〉 /|L〉 basis. The polarization yields information about the state the population was
transferred to for a given two-photon detuning. See Section 3.4.3.1 for further details.

The spectrum shown in Figure 3.27 exhibits three peaks (please refer to Figure 3.26 for
reference). The left green peak at a two-photon detuning of (−67.46 ± 0.05) kHz corre-
sponds to the transitions |F=1, mF=0〉 ↔ |F=2, mF=−2〉 and |F=1, mF=−1〉 ↔ |F=2,
mF=−1〉. The right red peak at (57.82±0.05)kHz corresponds to the transfer |F=1,
mF=0〉 ↔ |F=2, mF=2〉 and |F=1, mF=1〉 ↔ |F=2, mF=1〉. The green part of the
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Figure 3.27.: Zeeman state selectivity of the population swap transfer The atom is ini-
tialized in

∣∣52S1/2, F=1
〉

with a randomly distributed Zeeman state. The population-swap Raman
transfer is applied with a variable two-photon detuning for a duration corresponding roughly to
a π/2-pulse. Subsequently, the photon production protocol is applied to probe the population of∣∣52S1/2, F=2

〉
. The polarization of the created photon is detected in the |R〉, |L〉 basis, yielding

additional information about the atomic state after the Raman transfer.

central peak at (−5.41±0.07) kHz corresponds to the |F=1, mF=1〉 ↔ |F=2, mF=−1〉
transition and the red part at (−5.28±0.12) kHz to the targeted population-swap trans-
fer |F=1, mF=−1〉 ↔ |F=2, mF=1〉. Note that although those two transfers cannot be
spectrally resolved, the memory is not affected since the population transferred to |F=2,
mF=−1〉 is removed from the |F=2〉 manifold by the application of the second basis state
transfer (see Section 3.5.1.2).

The spectrum is in a good agreement with the theoretical expectation and demonstrated
a good separability of the transitions for the chosen magnetic field and transfer dura-
tion. With the value for the two-photon detuning for the population-swap transition,
δ = −5.28 kHz, the coherence of the transfer is probed in the subsequent section.

3.5.3.2. Coherence of the Population Swap Driving

To test the coherence and exact transfer duration on two-photon resonance the same pro-
cedure as for the basis transfer is used (see Section 3.4.3.2): A single atom is initialized in
the motional ground state along the cavity axis and the |F=1〉 ground state in a randomly
distributed Zeeman state by means of Raman sideband cooling and hyperfine pumping.
The Raman pair on two-photon resonance with the two transitions

|F=1, mF=−1〉 ↔ |F=2, mF=1〉 , (3.92)

|F=1, mF=1〉 ↔ |F=2, mF=−1〉 , (3.93)

impinges onto the atom for a variable-length duration. Subsequently, the population of
the |F=2〉 manifold is measured by employing the cavity-assisted hyperfine state detection
method [152].

The population of the |F=2〉 manifold is shown in Figure 3.28 as the blue dots along
with a fit to an exponentially damped oscillation. The time constant τ = 498.2±53.9µs
which corresponds to 2.33 Rabi cycles with a length of TPS = 213.5µs and a loss of 19.4%
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Figure 3.28.: population-swap transfer driving-duration sweep. A single atom is initialized
in the |F=1〉 ground state manifold with a randomly distributed Zeeman state. The Raman pair in
two-photon resonance to drive the |F=1, mF=−1〉 ↔ |F=2, mF=1〉 and |F=1, mF=1〉 ↔ |F=2,
mF=−1〉 transitions is shown on the atom for a variable interrogation time. Finally, the population
of the |F=2〉 manifold is probed by utilizing a cavity-assisted hyperfine detection method [152].

oscillation contrast per π-cycle. This value is 2.3 times the value for the basis state transfer
(see Section 3.4.3.2) compared to a theoretically predicted estimate of 2.

With this measurement, the exact duration for a π-pulse was determined such that the
spin-echo can now be applied for the qubit-storage protocol. From the observed decoher-
ence of the driving, a significant impact on the qubit’s fidelity is to be expected.

3.5.3.3. Qubit Coherence with Applied Spin-Echo

Here, the transfer which was characterized in the last two sections is employed to the
photonic polarization qubit memory to revert inhomogeneous dephasing mechanisms by
the application of a spin-echo pulse. To this end, the protocol for the storage of the
qubit in the magnetic insensitive basis is extended by a population swap transfer |F=1,
mF=−1〉 ↔ |F=2, mF=1〉 at half the storage time.

After the atom is initialized in the |F=1, mF=0〉 state within the motional ground state
along the cavity axis, the photonic polarization qubit is mapped onto a coherent super-
position of the atomic states |F=2, mF=1〉 and |F=2, mF=−1〉 (Figure 3.29a). By
employing the basis-transfer protocol discussed in Section 3.4.2.2, the qubit is mapped to
the magnetically insensitive basis by means of two π-polarized Raman beams (Figure 3.29b).
During a free-evolution time, the two-photon detuning of the Raman pair is switched to
the two-photon resonance condition of the qubit basis states. After half the predefined
storage time Tstore, the spin-echo pulse is applied by driving a π-transition by interrogating
the Raman pair in σ+/−-configuration for approximatively 107µs (Figure 3.29c). Once the
second half of the storage duration is over, the two-photon detuning δRaman is set again
to the basis-transfer configuration and the initial basis configuration is restored (Figure
3.29d). Finally, the photonic polarization qubit is retrieved for subsequent state analysis
(Figure 3.29e).

The memory is probed with four linearly polarized input states (|H〉,|V 〉,|D〉,|A〉) and two
circularly polarized input states (|L〉,|R〉). The resulting average coherence times for the
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Figure 3.29.: Sequence and results for the memory with applied spin-echo. a-e) The
photonic qubit is mapped onto the atom and the qubit base is subsequently changed to the magnetic
field insensitive configuration. After half the predefined storage time, the spin-echo pulse is applied.
Once the second half of the storage duration is over, the basis-transfer is reversed and the photonic
qubit is retrieved. f) The resulting average fidelity of linearly polarized and circularly input states
is shown by the red and blue dots, respectively. Despite the lag of a suitable model, the fidelities
are fitted to a linear slope. The efficiency of the memory is indicated by the green dots.

linearly and circularly polarized input states are shown in Figure 3.29f (red and blue dots)
along with the overall efficiency of the memory (green dots).

There are four important observations in the data set. First, the efficiency of the memory is
constant over the full storage period. Second, the average fidelity of short storage times is
reduced by almost 10% to 0.827±0.007 for linearly polarized input states and to 0.85±0.01
for circularly polarized input states. This reduction is in good agreement with the estimate
from the characterization measurements. Third, the fidelity of linearly polarized inputs
stays above the classical limit of F = 2/3 for approximatively 200 ms and degrades with a
seemingly constant rate of (9.3±0.6)%/100 ms. Fourth, the fidelity of circular polarizations
also degrades with a rate (4.3 ± 0.8)%/100 ms which is almost half the rate of the linear
polarization.
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This result demonstrates that the application of the spin-echo technique indeed prolongs
the coherence of the stored photon qubit by more than one order of magnitude. In con-
trast to the storage in the magnetically protected basis which allowed for arbitrary readout
times, the timing of the spin-echo pulse determines the readout time. Although the ap-
plication of multiple spin-echo pulses could cancel even higher-frequency noise-components
and relaxes the timing constraint on the read-out, the scattering rates associated with the
optical transfers and the resulting reduction of qubit fidelities renders this approach unfea-
sible. However, the decay of the fidelity of circularly polarized input states suggests that
the coherence of the memory is no longer limited by dephasing mechanisms.

3.5.4. Light-Induced Dephasing Mechanisms

In previous storage experiments, the polarization qubit was stored up to 10 ms and the
storage time was limited by the degradation of fidelity of linearly polarized input photons
due to dephasing mechanisms. Here, the qubit is stored for more than 100 ms and both, the
fidelity of the linear input polarizations as well as the circular input polarizations degrade
over time. This is qualitatively different from the previous scenarios since the degradation
of circularly polarized qubits cannot be explained by a fluctuating energy splitting. Since
the circularly polarized qubits are stored on a single atomic eigenstate and not a coherent
superposition, the limiting mechanism must affect the population amplitudes of the qubit
basis states.

In this section, Raman scattering induced by the optical dipole traps is identified as the
limiting mechanism to both the T2 and the T1 time of the memory. First, the reduction in
memory fidelity for short storage times is discussed. Second, the impact of the red-detuned
dipole trap is analyzed and the effective non-vanishing light intensity sampled by an atom
trapped in a blue-detuned dipole trap is calculated to determine the associated scattering
rate. Finally, the impact of scattering events on the qubit fidelity is approximated.

3.5.4.1. Scattering from the Red-Detuned Dipole Trap

In a red-detuned dipole trap, the atom is confined to regions of high light intensities re-
sulting in a scattering rate Γred. The scattering must be divided into two mechanisms:
Raman and Rayleigh scattering and according to [156] only the former results in a degra-
dation of the qubit fidelity. With the formalism provided in [156] the Raman scattering
rate is calculated by summing up all possible excitation-and-decay channels resulting in a
change of the atomic population. In contrast, the Rayleigh scattering rate is determined
by summing all the channels which maintain the atomic population. When the formalisms
is applied to our experimental setup with the experimentally determined trap frequency
of ωx≈220 kHz, a Rayleigh scattering rate of Γred,Rayleigh≈0.77 Hz and a Raman scattering
rate of Γred,Raman≈1 mHz are calculated. Due to the large detuning of the dipole trap from
the atomic transitions, Raman scattering is strongly suppressed and insignificant on the
timescale of the memory. Therefore, scattering events linked to the far-red-detuned dipole
trap are not the dominant source of fidelity decay.

3.5.4.2. Off-Resonant Scattering from the Blue-Detuned Trap

Blue-detuned dipole traps where atoms is confined at regions of low light intensity are often
considered to neither cause light shifts or nor off-resonant scattering. However, the spatial
extent of the atomic wave function results in a non-vanishing effective light intensity seen
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by the atom and therefore in a scattering rate. The effective light intensity is calculated by
convolving the spatial expectation value p(y) of the ground state in a harmonic oscillator
potential with the light intensity I(y). In the second order Taylor approximation around
the intensity minimum at y = 0 this yields

Ieff =

∫
p0(y)I(y)dy =

∫ √
mωy
π~

e−
mωy
~ y2

I0

(
2π
y

λ

)2
dy = I0

π~
λmωy

(3.94)

with the maximum light intensity I0 and the measured trap frequency ωy ≈ 335 kHz, the
Rayleigh and Raman scattering rates can be calculated according to [156] as

Γblue,Rayleigh ≈ 3 Hz, Γred,Raman ≈ 0.7 Hz . (3.95)

In contrast to the scattering events associated with the red trap, Raman scattering has a
significant contribution to the overall scattering rate due to the comparably low detuning
from the optical transition of 8 nm.

3.5.4.3. Impact on the Qubit Fidelity

To understand the impact of the Raman scattering on the memory fidelity, four different
rates must be taken into account.

Γ2→2: The storage was successful resulting in the atom to populate a state within the∣∣52S1/2, F=2
〉

manifold. A scattering event leads to a redistribution of the atomic
population in the

∣∣52S1/2, F=2
〉

manifold with a rate of Γ2→2.

1
ηw

Γ1→2: The storage was not successful, and the atom is still populated in the
∣∣52S1/2, F=1

〉
manifold. A scattering event can populate the

∣∣52S1/2, F=2
〉

manifold resulting in
the production of a random photon with a rate Γ1→2, which must be normalized with
the write efficiency ηwrite ≈ 2/9 for weak coherent pulses with n̄ = 1. This process
increases the measured efficiency of the memory.

Γ2→1: The storage was successful but a scattering event depopulates the
∣∣52S1/2, F=1

〉
manifold with the rate Γ2→1 thus resulting in no photon being produced. This channel
decreased the measured efficiency of the memory.

1
ηw

Γ1→1: The storage was not successful and scattering events only populate the
∣∣52S1/2, F=1

〉
manifold with the rate Γ1→1 resulting in not producing a photon. Again the rate must
be renormalized with the efficiency of the writing process.

The observed memory efficiency is not changing significantly over the storage duration.
Therefore, the processes which populate and depopulate the states used for the qubit are
compensating each other. Here, it is neglected that one state within the |F=1〉 and the
|F=2〉manifold are temporally interchanging their role due to the storage in the decoherence
protected basis. For an exact calculation, it is necessary to determine the population of the
|F=1〉 manifold after a failed storage attempt and the population of the |F=2〉 manifold,
which also has a random component due to incoherent scattering events during the storage
process (see Section 2.4.4). Additionally, multi-scatter events have to be taken into account.
Therefore, this serves only as a rough estimation to confirm off-resonant scattering from the
trap as the limiting mechanism. The estimated rate with which the memory is converted
into a random photon generator is given by

Γ = Γ2→2 +
1

ηw
Γ1→2 ≈ 3.2 Hz . (3.96)
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This estimation suggests a reduction in the fidelity for linear input polarization from 0.85
to 0.74 within 100 ms which is in agreement with the experimental results. Note that
atomic states corresponding to circularly polarized input photons are less affected because
the atomic population has a higher chance to decay to its initial state rather than the
orthogonal state. For instance, if the atom is in |F=2, mF=1〉, a single scattering event
can populate |F=2, mF=0〉, |F=2, mF=1〉 or |F=2, mF=2〉 within the |F=2〉 manifold
but only |F=2, mF=0〉 can contribute to the retrieval of the wrong circular polarization.
In contrast, for linear input polarization, a scattering event always results in a total loss of
the phase relation.

3.5.4.4. Conclusion

The application of the population swap transfer is linked to a higher scattering probability
which reduces the achievable fidelity. Further, it was shown that the storage time of the
memory is not limited by dephasing mechanisms but by Raman scattering events. Although
blue-detuned dipole traps are often considered to be not harmful since the atom is trapped
at low electric fields, here the blue-dipole trap turned out to be the limiting factor due to its
comparably low detuning from atomic resonance and the resulting Raman scattering rate.
For a significant improvement, the employment of only far-detuned dipole traps suppresses
the Raman scattering events and therefore the observed decoherence. Alternatively, the
trap intensities can be either dynamically or constantly reduced.
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4.Summary and Outlook

The research performed during this thesis project is focussed on improving cavity mediated
absorption and emission of a single photon from a single atom, and the long-lived storage
of qubits encoded in the polarization degree of freedom of a single photon, motivated by
the significance for the formation of future photonic based quantum networks.

In the first part of this thesis, a formalism for the cavity-mediated emission (absorption)
of a single photon from a single atom was derived and applied to the atom-cavity system
used throughout this research project. The formalism is based on the work by Gorshkov
et al. and describes the relation between the temporal mode of the emitted (absorbed)
photon and the applied control Rabi frequency, as well as the efficiency of the emission
(absorption) process. In contrast to the previous studies, the formalism does not assume a
three-level atom but incorporates all excited states, which are coupled by either the cavity
mode or the control pulse. It was shown that the influence of additional excited states
becomes increasingly significant for larger atom-resonator detunings due to the interference
between competing transfers mediated by different Λ-systems and the probability to inco-
herently scatter from one of the excited states. The interference renders the light-matter
coupling a function of the single-photon detuning, which affects both the efficiency of the
emission (absorption) process and the relation between the emitted (absorbed) temporal
mode and the control pulse. Furthermore, the presence of multiple excited states results in
additional light-shifts, which affect the two-photon condition and must be compensated by
dynamically shifting the center frequency of the control pulse. In the three-level formalism,
those effects are not covered resulting in an inaccurate relation between the temporal mode
and the control pulse, which becomes significant for single-photon detunings in the order
of a cavity bandwidth. The use of an incorrect control pulse results in the emission of a
deformed temporal mode and in a deduction of the photon absorption efficiency due to the
temporal mode mismatch.
With an additional numerical analysis of incoherent processes caused by atomic decay, a
good correspondence between the predictions and the experimental results was achieved
with one exception. The efficiency of the absorption process is approximately 0.5 of the
theoretical expectation, independent of the single-photon detuning. Although the source
of this constant effect was not identified within this research project, the experimentally
observed degradation of the absorption efficiency with an increasing single-photon detuning
was resolved. This is an essential step towards the formation of network-enabled quantum
computation nodes because single-photon detunings in the order of multiple cavity band-
widths are crucial for the scaling of the light-matter interface to multiple atoms with con-
trollable light-matter interactions. Furthermore, the precise and independent control over
the absorbed and emitted photonic modes was utilized to demonstrate the interconversion
between temporal modes. With a conversion range of at least three orders of magnitude in
the temporal extent of the absorbed and emitted photons, this system may become useful
for creating compatibility between different quantum platforms in an hybrid network.
The efficiency-limitation of the light-matter interface stems from the finite cooperativity
of the employed cavity system. A new generation of fiber-based micro-cavities exhibit sig-
nificantly smaller mode volumes and allow for larger cooperativities, which will boost the
achievable efficiency of the light-matter interface in the future.

In the second part of this thesis, the coherence time for the storage of a photonic polariza-
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4. Summary and Outlook

tion qubit was extended by almost three orders of magnitude. The qubit was temporally
mapped from the atomic basis used for the light-matter interface to a second basis that
is insensitive to magnetic field fluctuations. Although this basis transfer can in principle
be done by driving quadrupole transitions with a microwave field, the transition had to
be driven optically due to the shielding effect of the piezo tube surrounding the employed
cavity system. To this end, a general formalism to describe Raman driving in a four-level
system was derived, and the optimal single-photon detuning was evaluated with regard to
the expected incoherent scattering rate. The experimental application of this basis transfer
prolonged the coherence time of the quantum memory to a few milliseconds and an analysis
of the residual decoherence revealed that mechanisms linked to an imperfect initialization
of the atom limited the coherence of the memory. The most dominant effect stemmed from
a statistically mixed motional state in the dipole trap potential, and a secondary mecha-
nism was caused by a spread of atom-positions in the optical lattices. Both mechanisms
result in inhomogeneous dephasing, which can be reverted by the application of the spin-
echo technique. To this end, the derived four-level Raman transfer was applied again to
swap the population of both atomic basis states after half of the storage duration. This
application leads to a coherence time of more than 100 ms, and the analysis of the residual
decoherence showed that the memory is no longer limited by dephasing mechanisms but by
Raman scattering from the near-resonant blue-detuned optical dipole trap.
The achieved coherence time of more than 100 ms is a significant breakthrough in the con-
text of quantum networks. The classical signaling time between two farthest places on
opposite sites of the earth establishes 66 ms as the lower bound needed for the direct tele-
portation of qubits in a global quantum internet. The results presented here are the first
demonstration of photonic qubit storage beyond this threshold and establish cavity-based
qubit memories as a promising candidate for future quantum-internet platforms.
The observed limitations of the coherence time are not fundamental and can be overcome
technologically. By employing only far-detuned dipole traps the currently limiting Raman
scattering rate can be suppressed. Next generation optical setups based on fiber-cavities
may enable faster microwave transitions and potentially allow for the replacement of the
optical transfers with one- or two-photon microwave transitions. Thereby, the loss in fidelity
caused by incoherent scattering associated with the optical transfers could be eliminated,
and a dynamic decoupling scheme could be employed, which also would lift the readout-
timing constraints introduced by the spin-echo. Alternatively, three-dimensional ground
state cooling and better atom positioning may allow for equally good coherence times with-
out the spin-echo.

In the future, the presented results could be utilized for the formation of a multi-atom quan-
tum memory. In such an experiment, the ability to use significant single-photon detunings
demonstrated in the first chapter need to be combined with the qubit storage capabilities.
To achieve independent storage and retrieval, the control pulse must be applied through
an optical addressing system [118]. In a second step, the basis changing abilities presented
here could be further extended to transfer the qubits to a basis that is compatible with the
reflection mechanism used to mediate quantum gates [95]. The combination of a photonic
multi-qubit memory with the ability to mediate gates between qubits would yield a fully
functional quantum-network-enabled computation node.
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A.Appendix

A.1. Population Dynamics of the Excited States

In a first step the differential equation 2.99 for the dynamics of the excited states is solved
for the case of photon production where the incoming field mode is empty:

εin(t) = 0 . (A.1)

With the definition of the cooperativity

Ci =
g2
i

γκ
(A.2)

the linear equation system for the expectation values Pi is given by

Pi =
1

(γ (1 + Ci) + iδi)

−∑
j 6=i

gjgi
κ
Pj + iΩc,i(t)S

 ∀i ∈ 1, 2, . . . , N (A.3)

With the abbreviations

αi = γ (1 + Ci) + i∆i βi,j =
gjgi
κ

(A.4)

the linear equation system can be written in the canonical form

αiPi +
∑
i 6=j

βi,jPj = iΩc,i(t)S. (A.5)

With the matrix elements

Ai,j =

{
αi for i = j

βi,j for i 6= j

and the normalized Rabi frequency Ωc(t) such that

Ωc,i(t) = cs,iΩc(t) (A.6)

the general matrix representation for the N -level equation system is given by
α1 β1,2 β1,3 . . . β1,N

β2,1 α2 β2,3 . . . β2,N

β3,1 β3,2 α3 . . . β3,N
...

...
...

. . .
...

βN,1 βN,2 α3 . . . αN


︸ ︷︷ ︸

A


P1

P2

P3
...
Pn


︸ ︷︷ ︸

P

=


cs,1
cs,2
cs,3

...
cs,N

Ωc(t)S

︸ ︷︷ ︸
b

.

Note that the normalized Rabi frequency Ωc(t) assumes that the system is either driven by
only one classical field and the driving strength The solution for the population dynamics
of all excited states can be found by multiplying the inverse matrix A−1 from the left
side.

A−1A︸ ︷︷ ︸
1

P = A−1b
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General solutions

For only one excited state, the solution for P is given by

P (N=1) =
cs,1
α1

Ωc(t)S

This result resembles the findings in Gorshkov et al. In a system with two excited states
the solution vector is

P (N=2) =
1

α1α2 − β2
1,2

(
cs,1α2 − cs2β1,2

cs,2α1 − cs1β1,2

)
Ωc(t)S

The solution for a system with three excited states is given by

P (N=3) =
1

α1α2α3 − α1β2
2,3 − α2β2

1,3 − α3β2
1,2 + 2β1,2β1,3β2,3

×

cs1(α2α3 − β2,3β3,2)− cs2(α3β1,2 + β1,3β2,3)− cs3(α2β1,3 + β1,2β2,3)
cs2(α1α3 − β1,3β3,2)− cs1(α3β1,2 + β1,3β2,3)− cs3(α1β1,3 + β1,2β1,3)
cs3(α1α2 − β1,2β2,1)− cs1(α2β1,3 + β1,2β2,3)− cs2(α1β2,3 + β1,2β2,3)

Ωc(t)S

Due to the form of the equation system where the Rabi frequency Ωc(t) for the individual
exited states can be factored out, all components Pi of P which describe the populations
of the individual excited states behave equally up to a complex but constant factor which
is governed by the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients and the single-photon detunings. All Pi are
proportional to the Rabi driving frequency Ωc(t) and the population S of the storage state
|s〉 which will be solved in the next step.

A.2. Photon Shape Control

In this section, the time dependent Rabi frequency Ωc(t) for the control laser to create an
arbitrary photon shape εout(t) which results in the optimal efficiency η is derived. As shown
in Section 2.3 the details of the atom-cavity system are exclusively contained in the factors
K(∆i, cg,i, cs,i) and L(∆i, C, ηescγ, cg,i, cs,i) and the resulting differential equations are of
the same form as for the three-level system [90]. Therefore, the derivation of the control
Ωc(t) is kept briefly.

First, the retrieved mode εout(t) is renormalized

e(t) =
√
ηR
−1εout(t) . (A.7)

and the square of the absolute value is integrated using 2.54∫
|e(t)|2 = 1− exp (−2<(K)h(t)) . (A.8)

By using the time derivative and the relation h(t) :=
∫ t
t0
|L|2dt′ the absolute value of the

control driving field can be extracted

|Ω(t)| = |e(t)|√
2<(K) exp (−2<(K)h(t))

=
|e(t)|√

2<(K)
∫∞
t |e(t′)|2dt′

(A.9)
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The phase can be extracted from 2.54 by using the arg function:

arg(εout(t)) = arg(ηR)︸ ︷︷ ︸
0

+ arg(e(t)) = arg(L)︸ ︷︷ ︸
const.

+ arg(Ω0) + arg(exp (−Kh(t))) , (A.10)

⇒ arg(Ω0) = arg(e(t)) + arg(=(K)h(t)) . (A.11)

With h(t) extracted from A.8 the control Rabi frequency is given by

Ωc(t) =
e(t)√

2<(K)
∫∞
t |e(t′)|2dt′

exp

(
−i Im(K)

2<(K)
ln

(∫ ∞
t
|e(t)|2dt′

))
(A.12)

The complex control Rabi shape Ω0 allows the storage of any smooth incoming photon

shape e(t) with an efficiently η(δ) = |Θ|2
2<(K) which is only a function of the single-photon

detuning δ.

A.3. Phase Consideration

In the following paragraph, the role of the phase for the different transfers and the free
evolution during storage will be further investigated. In this section, the impact of the
phase offset and a strategy to remove is discussed.

For the storage of the qubit on the basis pair |F=2, mF=1〉 and |F=2, mF=−1〉 the
qubit relative phase evolves with twice the Larmor frequency (see Section 3.3.1). In the
magnetically insensitive basis |F=2, mF=1〉 and |F=1, mF=−1〉 , the qubit rotates ap-
proximatively at the frequency of the hyperfine splitting ∆hf ≈ 6.8 GHz. By maintaining
the control of the phase of the Raman pair with respect to the qubit, the fast rotation can
be compensated. What is crucial here is the phase of the driving term Ω = |Ω| eiφ which
depends on the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients and the phase of the driving field (see Section
3.4.2). In the following, the well-known driving equations are rederived in order maintain
the global phase term. Here, this global phase for the two levels involved in the transfer is
actually a relative phase of the four-level system.

The equation describing the population dynamics of a driven two-level system is

ċ1 = − i
2Ωc2 , ċ2 = − i

2Ω∗c1 , (A.13)

which gives the equation c̈1 = −ΩΩ∗

4 c1 with the general solution

c1(t) = a cos
(
|Ω|
2 t
)

+ b sin
(
|Ω|
2 t
)
,

c2(t) = i
2

Ω
ċ1(t)

= i
2

Ω

|Ω|
2

(
−a sin

(
|Ω|
2 t
)

+ b cos
(
|Ω|
2 t
))

= ie−iφ
(
−a sin

(
|Ω|
2 t
)

+ b cos
(
|Ω|
2 t
))

.

(A.14)

For both the basis transfer and the spin-echo transfer, one is interested in the full transfer,
i.e. |Ω|2 tπ = π/2. Hence,

c1(0) = a, c2(0) = ie−iφb (A.15)
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and

c1(tπ) = b = −ieiφc2(0), c2(tπ) = −ie−iφa = −ie−iφc1(0). (A.16)

The basis state transfer with the π-polarized Raman light, exp(−itπ/2Ĥ‖/~) as

R̂‖ =


[

0 −ieiφ0

−ie−iφ0 0

]
0

0

[
e−iδLtπ/2 0

0 e+i3δLtπ/2

]
 . (A.17)

Note that a complete suppression of the unwanted transfer |F=1, mF=1〉 ↔ |F=2, mF=1〉
is assumed. Analogously, the transfer matrix for the spin-echo transfer with the σ+/σ−-
polarized light is given by.

R̂⊥ = −i


0 0 0 −eiφ⊥
0 0 e−iφ⊥ 0
0 eiφ⊥ 0 0

−e−iφ⊥ 0 0 0

 (A.18)

with φ⊥ = φ0 − θ. When the Raman lights are switched off we have the free evolution
Hamiltonian

Ĥfree =
~
2


[
2δL 0
0 2(δfree + δL)

]
0

0

[
+2δL 0

0 2(δfree − 2δL)

]
 . (A.19)

Although there are no light fields to drive the atom, δfree is an important parameter: The
Hamiltonian is still written in the rotating frame of the Raman pair and the phase difference
of the two Raman beams rotates with the hyperfine splitting frequency of about 6.8 GHz.
In the decoherence-protected memory basis, the phase of the qubit also rotates with the
hyperfine splitting frequency which slightly differs from the frequencies used to generate the
Raman pair. Without keeping this term, one would have a driving term Ωπ with a different
phase. Practically, the microwave source (used to generate the sidebands) needs to be
synchronised with the memory basis with a detuning of δfree. The operator corresponding
to a free evolution during a duration t is

Ûfree(t) = e−iĤfreet =


[
e+iδLt 0

0 e−i(+δfree+δL)t

]
0

0

[
e−iδLt 0

0 +e−i(δfree−δL)t

]
 . (A.20)

In the rotating frame, the energy difference between the two levels where the qubit is stored
(i.e. |F = 1,mF = −1〉 and |F = 2,mF = +1〉) is ∆E = δ. As expected, the free evolution
of the qubit is approximately magnetic-field independent. The matrix which describes the
storage in the memory basis is given by

R̂‖Ûfree(τ)R̂‖ , (A.21)

where τ is the duration of the storage. Hence, the qubit phase is modified as follows

α|0〉+ β|1〉 → α|0〉+ (−ei(6δLtπ/2−δfreet)))β|1〉 . (A.22)
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By choosing a detuning δfree = 0 by setting the splitting of the Raman pair to match the
frequency splitting of the qubit basis during the free evolution time, only a time-independent
phase term remains,

π + 6δLtπ . (A.23)

This phase offset can be compensated by adjusting a small delay before the final readout
but after the qubit was transferred back to the interface basis where it rotates with twice
the Larmor frequency. Importantly, the initial phase offset φ0 imprinted by the Raman pair
is compensated by the second transfer.

For the protocol which includes the spin echo pulse at half the storage time, the global
phase-evolution operator is given by

R̂‖ Û(τ/2) R̂⊥ Û(τ/2) R̂‖ . (A.24)

The resulting state is

α|0〉+ β|1〉 → ei2(φ⊥−φ0)β|0〉+ α|1〉. (A.25)

Here, the phase of the qubit is 2(φ⊥−φ0) = 2θ. This time, by the principle of the spin echo
technique, the detuning δfree is always compensated whatever its value. As it can be seen,
the rotation axis of the Bloch sphere is determined by θ. Without a fixed phase relation
between R̂‖ and R̂⊥ the spin-echo rotation would have a random axis.

A.4. Carrier-Free Sideband Generation

The output field at one port of the interferometer is given by:

Eout =
E0

2

(
e−iωt+φ0+φ(t) + e−iωt−φ0−φ(t)

)
(A.26)

=
E0

2
e−iωt

(
e+φ0+φ(t) + e−φ0−φ(t)

)
(A.27)

=E0e
−iωt (cos (φ0 + φ(t))) (A.28)

Eout = E0e
−iωt (cos (φ0 + φ(t))) (A.29)

= E0e
−iωt (cos (φ0) cos(α cos(δt))− sin(φ0) sin(α cos(δt))) (A.30)

≈ E0e
−iωt (cos (φ0)− sin(φ0)α cos(δt)) (A.31)

= E0 cos(φ0)e−iωt︸ ︷︷ ︸
carrier

−E0
sin(φ0)

2
e−i(ω±δ)t︸ ︷︷ ︸

symmetric sidebands

. (A.32)

I(φ0) = 〈|E|2〉 (A.33)

= E2
0 (cos(φ0) + sin(φ0)α cos(δt))2 (A.34)

= E0

(
cos(φ0)2 + sin(φ0)2α2 cos(δt)2 + 2 cos(φ0)α sin(φ0) cos(δt)

)
(A.35)

= E0

(
cos(φ0)2 +

1

2
sin(φ0)2α2

)
. (A.36)
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By evaluating the first and second order derivation with respect to φ0 the points of minimum
intensity as a function of φ0 can be found:

∂φ0I = I ′ = E0 cos(φ) sin(φ)

(
1 +

α2

2

)
= 0 (A.37)

∂2
φ0
I = I ′′ = E0 (cos(φ0) cos(φ0)− sin(φ) sin(φ))

(
1 +

α2

2

)
(A.38)

I ′
(n

2
π
)

= 0, I ′′ (nπ) > 0, I ′′ ((n+ 1/2)π) < 0 ∀n ∈ N. (A.39)

A.5. Thermal State Qubit Fidelity Decay

Fthermal =
∑
ν

pν̄thermal(ν) · F(ν)

=
∑
ν

1

ν̄ + 1︸ ︷︷ ︸
p0

(
ν̄

ν̄ + 1

)ν
︸ ︷︷ ︸

αν

·
(

1

2
(1 + V0 cos (ν∆ωt))

)

=
1

2
+
V0p0

4

∑
ν

αν
(
eiν∆ωt + e−iν∆ωt

)
=

1

2
+
V0p0

4

(∑
ν

(
αei∆ωt

)ν
+
∑(

αe−i∆ωt
)ν)

=
1

2
+
V0p0

4

(
1

1− αei∆ωt +
1

1− αe−i∆ωt
)

=
1

2
+
V0p0

2

1− α cos (∆ωt)

1 + α2 − 2α cos (∆ωt)

=
1

2
+

V0

2 (ν̄ + 1)

1− ν̄
ν̄+1 cos (∆ωt)

1 +
(

ν̄
ν̄+1

)2
− 2α cos (∆ωt)

(A.40)

A.6. Photon Detection Efficiency Calibration

To calibrate the detection efficiency of the single-photon counting modules (SPCM) the in-
tensity of a macroscopic laser beam is measured with a conventional power meter (Thorlabs
PM-160) and compared with the SPCM click rate after attenuating the beam by a known
factor (Figure A.1 d). The attenuation to the single photon level is done by stacking neu-
tral density filters (Thorlabs ND) which are individually calibrated using the conventional
power meter. Since a neutral density filter can also effect the geometrical properties of the
optical mode, the subsequent coupling efficiency to an optical fiber is affected. Therefore,
the stacking of multiple filters in free space can result in an unpredictable change in cou-
pling efficiency. This is solved by adding a fiber coupling after each individual ND filter
(Figure A.1 c). The attenuation factor Ai and the relative error is given by

Ai =
IND

Iw/o ND
, ∆Arel.sys

i = 2 ·∆Irel.sys,

with the systematic error of the power meter ∆Isys which is dominated by a non-linear
response and a non-uniformity of the active detector area. Since three different ND filters
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are used, the total relative systematic calibration error sums up while the total attenuation
is the product of the individual attenuations:

Atotal = ΠiAi, ∆Arel.sys
total = 6 ·∆Irel.sys.

By measuring the attenuated power Iw/o ND with a fiber coupled power meter, the non-
uniformity of the power meter detection area can be ignored. A relative error in accuracy
cancels and the zero-offset has to be well calibrated. With the combined attenuation
factor the quantum efficiency of the SPCM can be derived from it’s click rate ΓSPCM using
Einstein’s famous photon-energy relation E = h·c/λ:

ηdet =
click count

Iw/o NDΠiNDi
=

(ΓSPCM − ΓSPCM
dark counts) · h · c

Iw/o ND ·Atotal · λ .

Our typical SPCMs have a dark count rate of 20 Hz and a dead time in the order of 20 ns.
For a stream of 100 k detected photons per second, the chance of having two photons
within the dead time interval can be estimated using the Poissonian distribution: The
average number of photons in a 20 ns interval is 0.002. This results in a probability of
P (X ≥ 2) ≈ 2 · 10−6 of having a second photon during the dead time interval. This is
even two orders of magnitude smaller than the probability P (dark count) ≈ 2 · 10−4 that
a detected click was a dark count. It is clear, that the error in the quantum efficiency is
dominated by the error of the attenuation factor and the additional intensity measurement.
In contrast to the calibration measurement of the ND filters, the absolute value of the
measured power is important: A relative but constant error in accuracy of the power meter
is not canceling, but contributing to the total error:

∆ηdet =
click count

Iw/o NDΠiNDi
≈ 7 ·∆Irel.sys + ∆Irel.acc

The used power meter has a relative error in the power linearity ∆Irel.sys = 1%, and a relative
error in accuracy ∆Irel.acc = 3% resulting in a total error ∆ηdet = click count

Iw/o NDΠiNDi
≈ 10%.
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Figure A.1.: Coupling efficiency calibration: a) Fiber-fiber coupling efficiency. To measure
the overlap of the light send to the cavity through the guiding-fiber, and the light which is reflected
or coupled-out from the cavity, the ratio of the light which is coupled back to the guiding-fiber and
the light which is send though the guiding-fiber to the cavity is measured. To this end, the light is
send through a non-polarizing beam splitter before it is send through the guiding-fibre. By this, the
intensity of the reflected light can be measured on one port of the beam splitter. b) The coupling
efficiency of the free-field mode, which is coupled to the cavity, and the guiding-fiber is measured
by coupling-in light through the high-reflector and measuring the light intensity in the free-space
mode before and after the guiding-fiber. c) To reach the single-photon level for the input photon,
an intense laser pulse must be attenuated by a well-known factor. To this end, a stack of three
neutral density filters are calibrated individually to achieve a known total attenuation factor. Since
a neutral density filter can affect the pointing of the beam, the three free-space filters are individually
placed before an optical fiber. This prevents a change in the attenuation due to an affected beam
pointing by a stack of filters which cannot be calibrated individually. d) The detection efficiency
of the single-photon counting modules (SPCMs) is calibrated by impinging a macroscopic beam
through the stack of calibrated neutral density filters. The observed photon count rate for a given
frequency times the attenuation factor is compared with the macroscopic light intensity and yields
the quantum efficiency of the SPCMs.

A.7. Calibration Coupling Efficiencies

To calibrate the overlap ηfc =
Ioutput

Iinput
between the free space mode coupled to the cavity

and the free space mode coupled to the guiding fiber, the cavity is locked on resonance and
light is impinged through the input coupler mirror. The intensity of the light leaving the
output coupler is measured and compared with the amount of light leaving the guiding fiber
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(Figure A.1 b). By neglecting losses in the fiber, this results in the mode overlap:

ηfc =
Ioutput

Iinput
=
Ioutput

Iinput
, ∆ηfc =

Ioutput

Iinput
≈ 2 ·∆Irel.sys

The relative error derives again from the systematic error of the power meter due the
non-linear response curve.

The fiber-fiber coupling efficiency ηff =
2Ioutput

Iinput
for a pulse reflected on the off-resonant cavity

is calibrated using a beamsplitter as illustrated in Figure A.1 a). The power is measured
after leaving the guiding fiber in the direction of the cavity an after being coupled again
to the guiding fiber. Again, the error of the power meter translates to an error relative
systematic error:
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[77] H. P. Specht, J. Bochmann, M. Mücke, B. Weber, E. Figueroa, D. L. Moehring, and
G. Rempe. Phase shaping of single-photon wave packets. Nature Photonics 3 (2009),
469.

[78] P. Kolchin, C. Belthangady, S. Du, G. Yin, and S. E. Harris. Electro-optic modula-
tion of single photons. Physical review letters 101 (2008), 103601.

[79] S. Chu. Nobel Lecture: The manipulation of neutral particles. Reviews of Modern
Physics 70 (1998), 685.

[80] W. D. Phillips. Nobel Lecture: Laser cooling and trapping of neutral atoms. Reviews
of Modern Physics 70 (1998), 721.

[81] G. Rempe, R. Thompson, H. J. Kimble, and R. Lalezari. Measurement of ultralow
losses in an optical interferometer. Optics letters 17 (1992), 363.

[82] H. J. Kimble. Strong interactions of single atoms and photons in cavity QED. Physica
Scripta 1998 (1998), 127.

[83] B. W. Shore and P. L. Knight. The jaynes-cummings model. Journal of Modern
Optics 40 (1993), 1195.

[84] A. D. Boozer, A. Boca, R. Miller, T. E. Northup, and H. J. Kimble. Reversible State
Transfer between Light and a Single Trapped Atom. Phys. Rev. Lett. 98 (2007),
193601.

[85] T. Wilk, S. C. Webster, A. Kuhn, and G. Rempe. Single-atom single-photon quantum
interface. Science 317 (2007), 488.
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[101] M. Lettner, M. Mücke, S. Riedl, C. Vo, C. Hahn, S. Baur, J. Bochmann, S. Ritter,
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