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Új fizika alacsony energián ?!

I felfedezés ∼ szélsőséges területek (nagy energia, tömeg, . . . )

I atom, molekula, szilárdtestek, fény↔ ismert elméletek írják le

I elektrodinamika: Maxwell-egyenletek (1865), Hertz kísérlet (1885-89)

James C. Maxwell Heinrich R. Hertz

I kvantummechanika: XIX-XX. századok fordulóján

Niels Bohr
Erwin
Schrödinger

Werner
Heisenberg
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Kvantummechanika sikere

I kísérleti tapasztalatok magyarázata
(feketetest-sugárzás spektruma,
fotoeffektus, vonalas színkép)

I anyag további alapvető tulajdonságainak
megjósolása

I spin és a kizárási elv (Pauli)
I antianyag (Dirac)

I korai alkalmazások: anyag szerkezetének
feltárása

I elektrondiffrakció (Davisson-Germer,
1927)

I maghasadás, nukleáris energia

I XX. sz. technikai forradalom: félvezetők,
szupravezetők (NMR), lézer

szén nanocső STM képe



A kvantummechanika gyanús viselkedése

Elfogadott, de

I csak közvetetten tapasztaljuk (sokaság),

I pedig jóval többet mond, mit amit meg
tudunk figyelni!

I Hat vagy több nagyságrendet kell a tér- és
időskálán áthidalni! (⇒ 60 év)

Erwin Schrödinger, 1952
„We never experiment with just one electron or
atom or (small) molecule. In
thought-experiments we sometimes assume that
we do; this invariably entails ridiculous
consequences...”.

Gedanken experiments

Szuperpozíció elve
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Atomok leírása. Nátrium atom

Mi egy atom
tulajdonsága?

Mi egy spektrumvonal tulajdonsága?

I hullámhossz (λ = 589nm)

I természetes vonalszélesség: 2π× 9.8 MHz

I Doppler kiszélesedés (T = 300K ): 2π× 556 MHz

Nem ismerjük!
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Egyedi kvantumrendszerek izolálása

Semleges atom Ion csapda

Módszerek

I optikai pumpálás
I lézeres hűtés
I csapdázás vákuumban:

optikai, mágneses,
elektrosztatikus

I EM rezonáns módus

Optikai mikrorezonátor
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Kvantuminterferencia

Neon atom (1992)

Elektron (1989)
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Kvantuminterferencia óriásmolekulákkal

Nature Nanotechnology, 2012

phtalocyanine
PcH2

phtalocyanine
derivative F24PcH2

C32H18N8
m=514 AMU

C48H26F24N8O8
m=1298 AMU



Marad még baj elég: elpusztul, amit mérünk!

Schrödinger, 1952
"We are not experimenting with
single particles, any more than
we can raise Ichthyosauria in
the zoo. We are scrutinizing
events long after they have
happened."
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Foton mérés zárt dobozban

Közvetett mérés⇒
Kölcsönható kvantumrendszerre
van szükség
I objektum: amit mérünk
I szonda: ami elpusztul
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Kétrészecskés kvantummechanika

Egyedi kvantumrendszerek manipulációja
„Serge Haroche and David J. Wineland have independently
invented and developed methods for measuring and
manipulating individual particles while preserving their
quantum-mechanical nature, in ways that were previously
thought unattainable.”

Kölcsönhatás
kvantumos szinten kontrollált

és megfigyelhető

Ioncsapda
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Controlling single photons in a trap
Serge Haroche and his research group employ a di#erent method to reveal the mysteries of the quantum 
world. In the laboratory in Paris microwave photons bounce back and forth inside a small cavity 
between two mirrors, about three centimetres apart. The mirrors are made of superconducting material 
and are cooled to a temperature just above absolute zero. These superconducting mirrors are the world’s 
shiniest. They are so re$ective that a single photon can bounce back and forth inside the cavity for almost 
a tenth of a second before it is lost or absorbed. This record-long life-time means that the photon will 
have travelled 40,000 kilometres, equivalent to about one trip around the Earth. 

During its long life time, many quantum manipulations can be performed with the trapped photon. 
Haroche uses specially prepared atoms, so-called Rydberg atoms (after the Swedish physicist Johannes 
Rydberg) to both control and measure the microwave photon in the cavity. A Rydberg atom has a 
radius of about 125 nanometers which is roughly 1,000 times larger than typical atoms. These gigantic 
doughnut-shaped Rydberg atoms are sent into the cavity one by one at a carefully chosen speed, so 
that the interaction with the microwave photon occurs in a well controlled manner. 

The Rydberg atom traverses and exits the cavity, leaving the microwave photon behind. But the interac-
tion between the photon and the atom creates a change in the phase of quantum state of the atom: if you 
think of the atom’s quantum state as a wave, the peaks and the dips of the wave become shifted. This 
phase shift can be measured when the atom exits the cavity, thereby revealing the presence or absence 
of a photon inside the cavity. With no photon there is no phase shift. Haroche can thus measure a single 
photon without destroying it.

A laser is used to suppress the ion’s 
thermal motion in the trap, and to 
control and measure the trapped ion.

Electrodes keep the beryllium 
ions inside a trap. 

electrode

lasers

electrode

ions

electrode

Figure 2. In David Wineland’s laboratory in Boulder, Colorado, electrically charged atoms or ions are kept inside a trap by surrounding 
electric fields. One of the secrets behind Wineland’s breakthrough is mastery of the art of using laser beams and creating laser pulses. 
A laser is used to put the ion in its lowest energy state and thus enabling the study of quantum phenomena with the trapped ion.

Rezonátor
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With a similar method Haroche and his group could count the photons inside the cavity, as a child 
counts marbles in a bowl. This may sound easy but requires extraordinary dexterity and skill because 
photons, unlike ordinary marbles, are destroyed immediately by contact with the world outside. 
Building on his photon counting methods, Haroche and collaborators devised methods to follow the 
evolution of an individual quantum state, step-by-step, in real time. 

Paradoxes of quantum mechanics
Quantum mechanics describes a microscopic world invisible to the naked eye, where events occur contrary 
to our expectations and experiences with physical phenomena in the macroscopic, classical world. Physics 
in the quantum world has some inherent uncertainty or randomness to it. One example of this contrary 
behaviour is superposition, where a quantum particle can be in several di#erent states simultaneously. We 
do not normally think of a marble as being both ‘here’ and ‘there’ at the same time, but such is the case if it 
were a quantum marble. The superposition state of this marble tells us exactly what probability the marble 
has of being here or there, if we were to measure exactly where it is. 

Why do we never become aware of these strange facets of our world? Why can we not observe a 
superposition of quantum marble in our every-day life? The Austrian physicist and Nobel Laureate 
(Physics 1933) Erwin Schrödinger battled with this question. Like many other pioneers of quantum 
theory, he struggled to understand and interpret its implications. As late as 1952, he wrote: “We never 
experiment with just one electron or atom or (small) molecule. In thought-experiments we sometimes 
assume that we do; this invariably entails ridiculous consequences...”.

In order to illustrate the absurd consequences of moving between the micro-world of quantum physics 
and our every-day macro-world, Schrödinger described a thought experiment with a cat: Schröding-
er’s cat is completely isolated from the outside world inside a box. The box also contains a bottle of 
deadly cyanide which is released only after the decay of some radioactive atom, also inside the box.  

Rydberg atoms – roughly 1,000 times 
larger than typical atoms – 
are sent through the cavity one by one. 
At the exit the atom can reveal 
the presence or absence of a photon 
inside the cavity.

microwave photons

superconducting 
niobium mirrors

2.7 cm

Photons bounce back and forth inside 
a small cavity between two mirrors for 
more than a tenth of a second. Before it 
disappears the photon will have travelled 
a distance of one trip around the Earth.

Figure 3. In the Serge Haroche laboratory in Paris, in vacuum and at a temperature of almost absolute zero, the microwave photons 
bounce back and forth inside a small cavity between two mirrors. The mirrors are so reflective that a single photon stays for more 
than a tenth of a second before it is lost. During its long life time, many quantum manipulations can be performed with the trapped 
photon without destroying it. 

from www.nobelprize.org
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Rezonátoros kvantumelektrodinamika

Szupravezető Nb tükör

JMR Houches CCQED 2012 01/07/2011

6
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Mirror technology

• Copper substrates
diamond machining 

~shape accuracy 300 nm ptv
~roughness 10 nm 

Toroidal surface Î single mode 

• 12 µm Niobium layer
Cathode plasma sputtering
CEA, Saclay

[E. Jacques, B. Visentin, P. Bosland]

S. Kuhr et al, APL, 90, 164101
22

Cavity assembly

piezospiezos

atomsatoms

5 cm
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Preparation of a coherent state and Q measurement

• Coherent state injection

– Intense pulse generated by a classical microwave source
• Sent in the spacing between cavity mirrors
• Couples into the cavity mode through the diffraction loss channels

– Injected photon numbers adjustable between much less than one and 
millions

– Phase coherent injection
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JMR Houches CCQED 2012 01/07/2011

6

21

Mirror technology

• Copper substrates
diamond machining 

~shape accuracy 300 nm ptv
~roughness 10 nm 

Toroidal surface Î single mode 

• 12 µm Niobium layer
Cathode plasma sputtering
CEA, Saclay

[E. Jacques, B. Visentin, P. Bosland]

S. Kuhr et al, APL, 90, 164101
22

Cavity assembly

piezospiezos

atomsatoms

5 cm

23

Preparation of a coherent state and Q measurement

• Coherent state injection

– Intense pulse generated by a classical microwave source
• Sent in the spacing between cavity mirrors
• Couples into the cavity mode through the diffraction loss channels

– Injected photon numbers adjustable between much less than one and 
millions

– Phase coherent injection

• Cavity lifetime measurement

– Inject a large field and probe it with resonant atoms
• Measure atomic response vs time
• Direct measurement of the cavity damping time

24

An unprecedented quality factor

• Extremely high Q’s. 
– Damping times > 65 ms

• best cavity damping time Tc=130 ms !!
– best mirrors so far
– 1.1 billion bounces on the mirrors 
– 40000km travel between mirrors

• plenty of time for atom-field interaction

1 2 3 4 5 678
0,01

0,1

1

10

100

ca
vi

ty
 d

ec
ay

 ti
m

e 
t ca

v (m
s)

temperature (K)

Q ~ Exp('/kT)
BCS limit

• At 0.8 K
•Q = Z Tc = 4.2 � 1010

•F = 4.6 � 109

S. Kuhr et al, APL 90, 164101 (2007)

Rezonátor

JMR Houches CCQED 2012 01/07/2011

6

21

Mirror technology

• Copper substrates
diamond machining 

~shape accuracy 300 nm ptv
~roughness 10 nm 

Toroidal surface Î single mode 

• 12 µm Niobium layer
Cathode plasma sputtering
CEA, Saclay

[E. Jacques, B. Visentin, P. Bosland]

S. Kuhr et al, APL, 90, 164101
22

Cavity assembly

piezospiezos

atomsatoms

5 cm

23

Preparation of a coherent state and Q measurement

• Coherent state injection

– Intense pulse generated by a classical microwave source
• Sent in the spacing between cavity mirrors
• Couples into the cavity mode through the diffraction loss channels

– Injected photon numbers adjustable between much less than one and 
millions

– Phase coherent injection

• Cavity lifetime measurement

– Inject a large field and probe it with resonant atoms
• Measure atomic response vs time
• Direct measurement of the cavity damping time

24

An unprecedented quality factor

• Extremely high Q’s. 
– Damping times > 65 ms

• best cavity damping time Tc=130 ms !!
– best mirrors so far
– 1.1 billion bounces on the mirrors 
– 40000km travel between mirrors

• plenty of time for atom-field interaction

1 2 3 4 5 678
0,01

0,1

1

10

100

ca
vi

ty
 d

ec
ay

 ti
m

e 
t ca

v (m
s)

temperature (K)

Q ~ Exp('/kT)
BCS limit

• At 0.8 K
•Q = Z Tc = 4.2 � 1010

•F = 4.6 � 109

S. Kuhr et al, APL 90, 164101 (2007)

I Tcav = 130ms (hideg kell T = 0.8K)
I Q = 4.2 × 1010, F /π = 109 round-trip

Circuláris Rydberg atom
n = 51

1250 A

Large circular orbit
Strong coupling to microwaves
Long radiative life time (30 ms)
level tunability by Stark effect
Easy state selective detection

Circular Rydberg atoms

They are prepared in static electric and
magnetic fields  by a pulsed sequence of

optical and radiofrequency photon
absorption, in an adiabatic process

By controlling the first laser beam intensity,
0.3 circular atom on average per pulse is prepared

Poissonian atom number distribution:
P(0) = 0.74; P(1) = 0.22; P(2) = 0.045 ..... 

Useful events

n = 51

1250 A

Large circular orbit
Strong coupling to microwaves
Long radiative life time (30 ms)
level tunability by Stark effect
Easy state selective detection

Circular Rydberg atoms

They are prepared in static electric and
magnetic fields  by a pulsed sequence of

optical and radiofrequency photon
absorption, in an adiabatic process

By controlling the first laser beam intensity,
0.3 circular atom on average per pulse is prepared

Poissonian atom number distribution:
P(0) = 0.74; P(1) = 0.22; P(2) = 0.045 ..... 

Useful events

I ωA = 51.099 GHz, Tat = 30ms
I hangolhatóság (Stark effektus)
I sebességszelekció, nincs hűtés
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Kettős inga

Erős csatolás
Ω−1 = 3 µs
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κ−1 = 133 ms
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Single atom spontaneous emission enhancement

• Goy et al, 1983

– Spontaneous emission acceleration for a 
single Rydberg atom in a  cavity

– x 530 acceleration !
• Quantitative agreement with Purcell

6

Single atom spontaneous emission inhibition

• Kleppner, Hulet et al 1985

– No spontaneous emission in a
waveguide below cut-off

– An atom excited forever

Inhibition

Field
ionization

Cut-off

d

7

The micromaser

• D. Meschede, H. Walther, 85
– Cumulative emissions in the cavity in the strong coupling regime

– A maser with less than one atom at a time in the cavity
– A new type of quantum oscillator. Role of quantum fluctuations
– Atom-cavity interaction overwhelms dissipative processes (extremely

long cavity damping time): First incursion in the strong coupling
regime

– Extended to two-photon transitions (Brune, 87)
8

The quantum Rabi oscillation

• Brune et al 1996

– Visceral evidence of strong coupling regime
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Foton kibocsátás és elnyelés megtiltása

Nemrezonáns kölcsönhatás

Marad fontos hatás!

I törésmutató
I diszperzió
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Interferométer az elektron hullámfüggvényre

Mach-Zehnder

Ramsey (1989 Nobel díj)
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Ramsey interferometer

• An atomic interferometer to probe atom-cavity interaction

– Two classical S/2 pulses before and after interaction with C

– An atomic state interferometer analogous to a Mach-Zehnder optical
interferometer
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Ramsey interferometer

• Atomic state transformations  (initial state g)
– R1

– R2

– Ramsey interferometer phase Ir tuned via
• Relative phase of the two microwave pulses
• Transient Stark shift applied on the atomic transition between

Ramsey pulses
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Ramsey fringes

• A high contrast interference pattern

– Phase of the fringes reveals perturbations of the atomic states
• A sensitive probe of the atom-cavity interaction
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Experimental control

• Full computer control

– Programmation of complex (but fixed) experimental sequences
• Atomic sample preparations
• Control of electric fields
• Ramsey pulses
• Field ionization

– Tens of thousands of individual events over few seconds !
– Timing accuracy 10 ns
– Read out of ionization detection events and post-processing of data

– A (very) complex software (S. Kuhr, S. Deleglise, I. Dotsenko)
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Fotonmérés elnyelés nélkül

0 photon

1 photon

The principle of single photon
detection by Ramsey interferometry

Atom follows two interfering pathes between R 1 and
R2.

If 1 photon in C, the amplitude of the g path is π phase
shifted and so are the Ramsey fringes

Setting ν to a fringe extremum correlates in principle
perfectly atom state (meter) to photon number. 



Fotonszámmérés és preparálás

n=0 . . . 7

3 

In order to obtain more information, we repeat the process and 
send a sequence of atoms across C. This results in a step-by-step 
change of the photon number distribution. From one atom to the 
next, we vary I. Calling I(k) the detection angle for the kth atom 
and j(k) its spin reading, the photon number distribution after N 
atoms becomes:  

 � � � � � �0

1

cos ( ) ( )
N

N
k

P n
P n A B n k j k

Z
) � I

 

 � � Sª º¬ ¼�  (2) 

where Z enforces normalization. For an efficient decimation, we 
alternate between detection directions nearly coinciding with the 
vectors associated with q non-orthogonal |+p² states. Each atom 
has a chance to reduce the probability of a photon number 
different from the one decimated by its predecessor. After a finite 
number of steps, numerical simulations predict that a single n 
value (modulo 2q) survives. 

Observing the field-state collapse 
We have applied this procedure to a coherent microwave field at 
51.1 GHz stored in an ultrahigh-Q Fabry–Pérot cavity made of 
niobium-coated superconducting mirrors28. Our set-up is described 
in ref. 29. The cavity has a very long damping time Tc = 0.130 s. It 
is cooled to 0.8 K (average thermal photon number nt = 0.05). The 
field is prepared by coupling a short microwave pulse into C (by 
way of diffraction on the mirrors’ edges28). Its photon number 
distribution and average photon number, n0 = 3.82 ± 0.04, are 
inferred from the experimental data (see below). Our single-
photon-sensitive spin-clocks are circular Rydberg atoms of 

rubidium. They cross C successively, separated on average by 
2.33 × 10-4 s. Parameters are adjusted to realize a ~S/4 clock shift 
per photon (Methods), corresponding to eight positions of the spin 
on the Bloch sphere (Fig. 1b). This configuration is adapted to 
count photon numbers between 0 and 7. For n0 = 3.82, the 
probability for n t 8 is 3.5%. 

Four phases Ii (i = a, b, c, d), corresponding to directions 
pointing approximately along the spin states associated with n = 6, 
7, 0, 1, are used, in random order, for successive atoms (Methods). 
A sequence of j values can be decoded only when combined with 
the corresponding phase choices, in analogy with the detection 
basis reconciliation of quantum key distribution protocols36. 
Figure 2a shows the data from the first 50 detected atoms, 
presented as (j, i) doublets, for two independent detection 
sequences performed on the same initial field. 

From these real data, we compute the products of functions 
3N(n) = �(k = 1…N) [A + Bcos(n) � Ii(k) + j(k)S)]. The A, B, ) and 
Ii values are given by Ramsey interferometer calibration 
(Methods). The evolutions of 3N(n), displayed as functions of n 
treated as a continuous variable, are shown in Fig. 2b for N 
increasing from 1 to 50. The 3N(n) functions converge into 
narrow distributions whose widths decrease as more information is 
acquired. These functions are determined uniquely by the 
experimental data. Their evolution is independent of any a priori 
knowledge of the initial photon distribution. The data sequence 
itself, however, depends of the unknown state of the field, which 
the measurement reveals. 

Figure 2 Progressive collapse of field 
into photon number state. a, Sequences 
of (j, i) data (first 50 atoms) produced by 
two independent measurements. b, 
Evolution of �N(n) for the two sequences 
displayed in a, when N increases from 1 to 
50, n being treated as a continuous variable 
(integral of 3N(n) normalized to unity). c, 
Photon number probabilities plotted versus 
photon and atom numbers n and N. The 
histograms evolve, as N increases from 0 
to 110, from a flat distribution into n = 5 
and n = 7 peaks. 
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quantum-mechanical measurement of the field photon
number, on a single realization of this system.

A. Simple analysis: Evolution
of a "pure state" field

As an example of such a field, let us mention the
coherent Glauber state [22] corresponding to a complex
amplitude a, with c„coefficients given by

e —]a) /2 n
(30)

After interaction with an atom with velocity v, the
state of the atom-field system is readily obtained by su-
perposition of Eq. (23) type solutions:
~ill'"" +"' ))=g g c„$(v, n'y, e)~a, n) .

n a
a=e,f

(31)

This is obviously an entangled state which cannot be
expressed as a product of atom and field contributions:
the nonreso nant atom-field interaction builds strong
correlations between the two parts of the coupled subsys-
tems.
According to the postulates of a quantum measure-

ment, the detection of the atom in level a (a =e or f) pro-
jects this state into g„c„b,(n, v;yo, e)~a, n ), resulting in
the system "disentanglement" and the collapse of the
field into a coherent superposition of Fock states with

Let us assume that the field in the cavity is described
by a "pure" superposition of photon number states,
which, in interaction representation, is

(29)

amplitudes given within a normalization factor by
c„b,(n, v'gp 6). The photon-nuinber distribution is thus
essentially multiplied by an oscillating function of n,
~b, (n, v;yo, e)~ W. e show in Fig. 5 how the photon-
number distribution is transformed after detection of an
atom in state f or e. The photon numbers for which the
fringe function is closest to zero are efficiently decimated,
since the measurement process gives us an information
"incompatible" with these numbers. This decimation
process is at the heart of the QND scheme studied in this
article: if the process is repeated on the same field with a
succession of atoms having different velocities, which are
detected randomly in levels e or f according to the corre-
sponding quantum-mechanical probabilities, other pho-
ton numbers are suppressed and we conceive easily that
the decimation goes on until only one photon number is
left. The field state is finally projected on an intensity
eigenstate, even though no energy has been exchanged
between the atoms and the field. The change in the field
photon probability distribution has been achieved only
through a dissipation free "information-gathering" pro-
cess, which appears as a perfect quantum measurement of
the field intensity.
This analysis, which contains the essence of our

method, is only qualitative. It does not describe the mea-
surement effects on an incoherent field, such as a thermal
field, for which a "pure state" description is inadequate.
Even for an initially "pure state, " the above approach is
incomplete because it cannot account for interactions
with undetected atoms whose effect is, as discussed
below, to transform the pure state into a statistical mix-
ture. Also, it is not adapted to describe field relaxation
which, in a real cavity, adds its effect to the
measurement-induced processes. For a quantitative
description of the method, we have to adopt a density-
matrix description.

atom detected in f:

B. Evolution of the field density operator
under continuous atomic detection

IL
24

atom detected in e:

(a)
n

(b) (c)

FIG. 5. Illustration of the basics of the DAP-QND method,
showing the transformation of the photon-number distribution
produced by a single atom detection event. The initial distribu-
tion, displayed in (a), is a Poisson law with n =10. It is multi-
plied by the oscillating fringe function

~ b, (n, v;y e) ~,O
represented vs n in (b), for both the f and e detection outcomes
(U =vp gp=0 e=m. /2). In the resulting distributions (c), pho-
ton numbers closest to the "dark fringes" have been decimated.
The patterns obtained after detection of the atom in f and e are
"complementary. "

p'""s+"' '= g ~e, n )pk.„„(e,n'~,
n, n'

(32)

which, after the coherent evolution of the atom-field sys-
tem, becomes

Assume that a field has been prepared in a state de-
scribed by a density matrix po inside a cavity whose Q
factor is first supposed to be infinite. A sequence of
atoms is sent through the cavity. The velocity and the
quantum state of each atom are determined by the atomic
detector I.C. To account for finite detection efficiency,
we also allow for some "unread" events in which the
atomic internal energy and velocity are not measured. As
in other similar problems dealing with continuous photo-
detection [23,24], each atom measurement provides infor-
mation on the cavity field and changes the field density
operator, po becoming p, after the first atom . - - pk after
the kth atom. The state of the atom-field system at the
entry of atom k+1 is described by the total density
operator ~(field+atom).
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Figure 2 | Individual quantum feedback trajectories. Two feedback runs lasting 164 ms 

(2,000 loop iterations) stabilizing |nt = 2² (left column) and |nt = 3² (right column). The phase-

shift per photon I0 = 0.256 S allows K to discriminate n values between 0 and 7. For nt = 2, the 

Ramsey phase is Ir = �0.44 rad, corresponding to nearly equal e and g detection probabilities 

when n = 2. For nt = 3, two Ramsey phases Ir,1 = �0.44  rad and Ir,2 = �1.24 rad are alternatively 

used, corresponding to equal e and g probabilities when n = 2 and n = 3, respectively. 

a, Sequences of qubit detection outcomes. The detection results are shown as blue downwards 

bars for g and red upwards bars for e. Two-atom detections appear as double length bars. 

b, Estimated distance between the target and the actual state. c, Applied D-corrections (shown 

in log-scale as sgn(D)log|D|). d, Photon number probabilities estimated by K: P(n = nt) is in 

green, P(n < nt) in red, P(n > nt) in blue. e, Field density operators U in a Fock-state basis 

estimated by K at four different times marked by arrows. 

Sayrin et al.Nature2011
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Figure 1 | Scheme of the quantum feedback set-up. An atomic Ramsey interferometer 

(auxiliary cavities R
1
 and R

2
) sandwiches the superconducting Fabry-Perot cavity C resonant at 

51 GHz and cooled at 0.8 K (mean number of blackbody photons: 0.05). The pulsed classical 

source S’ induces S�� pulses resonant with the |g²o|e² transition in R
1
 and R

2
 (with relative 

phase I
r
) on the velocity selected (v = 250 m/s) Rydberg atom qubits prepared by laser 

excitation from a Rubidium atomic beam in B. The field-ionization detector D measures the 

qubits in the e/g basis with a 35% detection efficiency and a few percent error rate (see 

Supplementary Methods). The actuator S feeds C by diffraction on the mirror edges. The 

controller K (CPU-based ADwin Pro-II system) collects information from D to determine the 

real translation amplitude D�applied by S. It sets the S-pulse duration through a pin-diode 

switch A (63 Ps pulse for |D_ = 0.1) as well as a 180° phase-shifter ĭ controlling the sign of D. 

Kvantumos küldönc
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FIG. 2. Single realization of the feedback experiment with
nt = 4. The frames present versus time, from top to bottom,
the detected sensor states (upwards bars for e, downwards
bars for g), the distance d to the target, the actuators sent
by K (red bars for emitters, blue bars for absorbers) and the
photon number distribution p(n) inferred by K (color/gray
scale) together with its average value (solid black line).

The free experimental parameters are the phase-shift
per photon Φ0, the Ramsey phase ϕr, the actuator inter-
action times tj , the number of sensor and control sam-
ples Ns and Nc and the corresponding average num-
ber of atoms per sample ms and mc. The phase-shift
Φ0 = 0.252 × π rad, corresponding to an atom-cavity de-
tuning δ/2π = 244 kHz, is set close to π/4 allowing K to
distinguish among eight different photon numbers [11].
The Ramsey interferometer phase ϕr = π/2−Φ0nt is set
by fine Stark-tuning of the atomic frequency. It corre-
sponds ideally to πs(j|nt) = 1/2 and provides the best
sensitivity to photon number measurements around nt.
We chose ms = 1.3 and mc = 0.5 (the lower value
for the control samples reduces the probability of two-
photon emission/absorption). The other parameter val-
ues, te = 1.6π/Ω0

√
nt + 1, tg = 2.4π/Ω0

√
nt, Ns = 12

and Nc = 4 are optimized by numerical simulations.

The value of te is close to 2π/Ω0

√
nt + 1. This cor-

responds to a “trapping state” condition [16], for which
an emitting actuator would ideally leave the target state
invariant. Due to the finite contrast of the experimental
Rabi oscillations, the emission probability does not cancel
at the trapping state condition. Choosing a slightly lower
value for te maintains a relatively small unwanted emis-
sion probability for n = nt while optimizing the proba-
bility of correcting emissions when n = nt − 1. Similar

FIG. 3. Probabilities of the choices made by K for the con-
trol atoms (emitter: dashed red line; sensor: solid green line;
absorber: dash-dot blue line) as a function of the estimated
mean photon number n (data inferred from 4000 realizations
of the experiment over 140 ms with nt = 4).

arguments explain qualitatively the value of tg, slightly
larger than that corresponding to a trapping state con-
dition.

Figure 2 shows the data of a single realization of the ex-
periment with nt = 4. It presents, as a function of time,
the detected sensor states, the estimated distance d, the
controller decisions to send emitter or absorber actuator
samples, and finally the evolution of the photon num-
ber distribution estimated by K together with its average
value. Starting from vacuum at t = 0, emitting samples
are repeatedly sent until d comes close to zero. The pho-
ton number distribution is then peaked on n = nt, with
p(nt) ≈ 0.8−0.9. Around t = 50 ms, a downwards quan-
tum jump to n = 3 triggers the sending of few emitter
samples, which rapidly restore the target state. Close to
t = 70 ms, another downwards jump is over-corrected,
leading to n = 5. Absorbers are then sent until restora-
tion of the target. Four thousand similar trajectories
have been recorded for each value of nt from 1 to 7.

In order to get an intuitive insight into the workings of
the feedback, we plot for nt = 4 in Fig. 3 the fractions of
emitters, absorbers and sensors chosen by K in the control
samples, versus the mean photon number n estimated at
a given time. The mere inspection of this figure leads to
a simple rule. When n < nt − 0.4 (resp. n > nt + 0.6),
K essentially programs emitter (resp. absorber) samples
and for nt − 0.4 ≤ n ≤ nt + 0.6 it rather decides to
send sensor samples, which do not affect n on average,
but contribute to reducing ∆n and thus d. The domain
of n values in which sensors are preferred has a δn ≈ 1
width and is centered on a value slightly larger than nt,
reflecting the fact that field relaxation alone reduces n.
The fractions of actuators and sensors vary rapidly at
the boundary of these domains, in narrow ranges of n
values. Our feedback algorithm thus essentially operates
according to the simple intuitive procedure outlined in
the introduction. When it estimates that n falls outside
the δn = 1 range around nt, it concludes that a quantum
jump is likely to have happened and attempts to correct
for it by adding or subtracting a photon.

The performance of the feedback procedure is obtained

Zhou et al.Phys. Rev. Lett.,2012
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