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Abstract
The main challenge in deterministic quantum state transfer (QST) between remote mechanical
resonators is the local decoherence and the transmission losses in the communication channel. In
the path of overcoming this limitation, here we employ a shortcut to adiabatic passage protocol to
devise a fast and reliable evolution path between two remote mechanical modes in separate
optomechanical systems (OMSs). A QST between the two nodes is conceived by engineering their
coupling to an intermediate fiber optical channel. The coupling pulses are operated such that the
dark eigenmode of the system is decoupled from the fiber modes and transitions to the bright
modes are compensated for by counterdiabatic drives. We show that one obtains a QST with high
fidelity for various Gaussian states. The efficiency is compared to that of adiabatic passage (AP)
protocol in the presence of losses and noises. Our results show that while the AP protocol is very
sensitive to the decoherence, the shortcut to adiabaticity provides a robust and fast QST even for
small values of the coupling strength. The performance of both protocols are also investigated for
the case of multimode fiber through numerical and an effective single-model model which is
found by the elimination of off-resonant fiber modes. Our findings may pave the way for using
OMSs in the realization of continuous-variable Gaussian QST.

1. Introduction

A key task in quantum communications and quantum networks is the ability of quantum state transfer
(QST) with high fidelity between two distant objects [1–3]. The quantum teleportation [4, 5] is a
well-known method to accomplish this task, but today QST is a terminology with more general usage. A
quantum network consists of clusters of stationary quantum memories as nodes connected by quantum
channels, such as free space or waveguides. Through a QST protocol, the quantum information stored in
the nodes are transferred from one to another via the channel [6–10]. This task can essentially be
performed probabilistically or deterministically. In the former case a successful QST is conditioned on a
post-selected entangled state between the node and is usually heralded upon a specific measurement
outcome and is followed by a quantum teleportation at the end of the protocol [11]. Meanwhile, in the
latter case the QST is always performed successfully but with a finite fidelity by mapping the state of the
sending node onto an intermediator and then delivering it to the receiving node by properly engineering
their mutual coupling [12].

Among the others, there are two well-known protocols in performing deterministic QST between
remote nodes of a quantum network. The standard protocol which is based on wave packet shaping (WPS),
employs laser drives for exciting the sending and receiving nodes so that the state is mapped into the flying
qubits and subsequently perfectly absorbed at the destination [13, 14]. Another protocol for QST is based
on the stimulated Raman adiabatic passage (AP) which has been developed to surpass the problems of WPS
[15]. During the AP protocol, the quantum states are preserved in a dark state that decouples from the
channel dissipation via driving pulses that are applied in a counterintuitive order [16].
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In the realm of continuous variables [17], optomechanical systems (OMSs) offer an excellent approach
for implementing quantum communications with the mechanical resonators functioning either as a
transducer or the stationary local nodes [18–22]. The QST between such mechanical nodes thus would be a
crucial task. As a preliminary step, the idea of transferring the state of light to a massive mechanical
resonator had been proposed about two decades ago and later implemented experimentally [23–27].
Mechanical resonators in opto-electro-mechanical systems were later proposed to mediate the QST between
electromagnetic modes in different frequencies [28–36]. As the first step in networking with mechanical
resonators, the QST between two mechanical modes and their entanglement has been the subsequent
subject of research [37–45]. Specifically, the QST between remote mechanical modes through quantum
teleportation has been theoretically investigated both in continuous variable [46] and discrete variable
schemes [47, 48]. However, creating highly entangled remote mechanical modes is a challenging task.
Therefore, a reliable and yet fast continuous variable QST protocol remains a rather unexplored area for
mechanical networks.

Here, we propose and investigate an efficient and fast method for performing the QST between two
remote mechanical modes without entangling them. In our scheme each mechanical resonator is part of an
OMS that their cavity modes are connected via an optical fiber. The mechanical modes are coupled to each
other through the cavity and fiber modes thanks to the optomechanical interactions. The cavity modes are
separately driven by laser pulses with a proper detuning. The shape of drive pulses are engineered such that
the quantum state of one mechanical mode, the sending node, is transferred to the other one, the receiving
node, without exciting the fiber modes. This basically constitutes the AP protocol where the system is
preserved in a dark mode with respect to the mediator, here the fiber, during the transfer. However, to
speed-up the process and evade the destroying effect of local decoherence, we propose to compensate for
the diabatic transitions via shortcut to adiabaticity [49, 50]. In this paper, we thoroughly investigate the
shortcut to adiabatic passage (SAP) protocol for different system parameters in the presence of
environmental effects. In the SAP protocol, according to the transitionless quantum driving algorithm, the
diabatic transitions among the adiabatic eigenmodes are suppressed by adding auxiliary counter-diabatic
processes. This leads to a fast and high fidelity state transfer through the dark mode evolution. In contrast
to the AP protocol which has a challenge in conflicting between transfer speed and efficiency, high fidelity
QST becomes possible even for short operation times and even with small values of the coupling strength in
the SAP protocol.

These protocols are applicable for transferring any quantum state between the mechanical resonators.
Nonetheless, here we put our focus on the Gaussian states. These states are of great interest for their
theoretical and experimental feasibility and yet their wide variety of applications [51]. Therefore, the
performance of the AP and SAP protocols are compared for a range of Gaussian states that are of interest
for continuous variable quantum information processing. We investigate the QST of coherent, squeezed
vacuum, and squeezed coherent states with various amplitudes and squeezing parameters.

Furthermore, in our study we consider both the single- and multi-mode fiber cases. For the latter,
alongside a full numerical analysis an effective single-fiber mode model is analytically derived by adiabatic
elimination of off-resonance fiber modes. The validity of the effective mode is verified by its comparison to
the numerical results. It is worth mentioning that the other two major QST protocols, namely quantum
teleportation and WPS, are not appropriate for the scheme studied in this work. The former requires highly
entangled mechanical resonators which is not easy to establish between remote sites as in our proposed
setup. Meanwhile, the latter is based on populating the optical fiber modes. Therefore, the fiber loss
results-in extra loss and reduction in the QST fidelity.

The paper is organized as follows: in section 2 the setup model and its Hamiltonian is introduced. In
section 3 the system dynamics is described through quantum Langevin equations and the cavity modes are
adiabatically eliminated. Then the formulation of system dynamics and fidelity for the Gaussian states is
discussed. Section 4 is devoted to describing the AP and SAP protocols. In section 5 the numerical results of
the QST through both protocols in the single- and multi-mode fiber cases are presented and discussed for
various situations and states. The work is summarized in section 6.

2. The model

The system under study is composed of two similar nodes each containing an OMS whose cavity modes are
connected via an optical fiber as shown in figure 1(a). The cavity modes intermediate the interaction of
mechanical resonators with the fiber modes.
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Figure 1. (a) Sketch of the basic quantum network studied in this work: the nodes are OMSs that are driven by their respective
laser pulses (Pi with i = 1, 2) and are connected to each other via an optical fiber. (b) The simplified scheme: the mechanical
resonators m1 and m2 are coupled to the fiber modes fn with effective strengths g1 and g2, respectively. Schematic presentations for
the AP (c) and shortcut to adiabaticity (d) protocols; in AP the fiber modes are not excited, while in SAP the fiber excitations are
retrieved and directed toward the receiving node during the process by compensating for the diabatic transitions.

2.1. The optomechanical system
The OMS at each node is composed of a mechanical resonator and a cavity which is driven by a laser. The
two interact with each other via radiation pressure [52]. The Hamiltonian reads (� = 1)

Hom = ωca†a + ωmm†m + G0a†a(m + m†) + Hdrv, (1)

where G0 is the ‘bare’ optomechanical coupling rate, while ωc and ωm are the bosonic cavity and
mechanical mode frequencies, respectively. Here, a (a†) and m (m†) respectively are the cavity and
mechanical mode annihilation (creation) operators with the commutation relations [a, a†] = [m, m†] = 1.
The system is driven by a laser at frequency ωl whose corresponding Hamiltonian is given by

Hdrv = i

√
κpP(t)

�ωl
a† e−iωlt + h.c., (2)

where P(t) is the input laser power and κp is the rate of cavity decay into the pumping port. The cavity
photons can also decay into the fiber at the rate κf or they are absorbed or diffracted inside the cavity as a
consequence of the intrinsic loss effects, which we describe by the rate κc, see figure 1(a). Note that in the
Hamiltonian (2) we are explicitly assuming a time dependent input power because in the following a pulsed
scheme is studied. Since the bare coupling rate G0 is typically small one employs high drive powers to
compensate for it. As a consequence, the nonlinear nature of the optomechanical interaction becomes
negligible. An effective bilinear optomechanical Hamiltonian is then attained by substituting a → 〈a〉+ c in
equation (1), neglecting the term proportional to c†c(m + m†), and dropping the drive. Here, c describes
quantum fluctuations of the cavity filed around its mean classical value 〈a〉. In the frame rotating at the
laser frequency this effective OMS Hamiltonian reads [52].

H̃om = Δcc†c + ωmm†m + G(t)(c + c†)(m + m†), (3)

where Δc = ωc − ωl is the cavity mode detuning from the laser frequency, while G(t) = G0〈a(t)〉 is the
effective optomechanical coupling with 〈a〉 ∝

√
P the classical amplitude of the cavity mode [53].

Therefore, the effective optomechanical coupling becomes time dependent through the laser drive power.
The bilinear interaction in the above Hamiltonian involves two types of interactions: the beam-splitter
c†m + cm† and the two-mode squeezing cm + c†m†. The former is suitable for transferring state of the
mechanical mode to the cavity and vice versa [26], while the latter can create entangled optomechanical
states [54]. In the resolved sideband regime κ � ωm, where κ ≡ κc + κp + κf is the total cavity decay rate,
the dominant process is determined by setting the laser detuning: Δc = +ωm for the beam-splitter and
Δc = −ωm for the two-mode squeezing.
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2.2. The fiber modes
The fiber modes are treated as harmonic oscillators. The Hamiltonian is then given by

Hfib =

+∞∑
n=−∞

ωnf †n fn =

+∞∑
n=−∞

(ω0 + nδFSR)f †n fn, (4)

where ωn = ω0 + nδFSR and fn (f †n ) are the frequency and the annihilation (creation) operator of nth mode
of the fiber, respectively. Here, ω0 is frequency of the ‘resonant’ fiber mode f0, the one that has closest
frequency to the laser drive ωl. In the rightmost part of the above equation we have expressed the fiber
mode frequencies with their separation from the ‘resonant mode’ in terms of the free spectral range
δFSR = πc/l (with c speed of light in the fiber and L length of the fiber). In a frame rotating with the driving
laser frequency one has

H̃fib =
+∞∑

n=−∞
(Δ0 + nδFSR)f †n fn, (5)

where Δ0 = ω0 − ωl is detuning of laser from the resonant fiber mode.
The fiber modes are coupled to the cavities at the nodes. The cavity–fiber interaction is given by the

following Hamiltonian [15].

Hint = iχ
+∞∑

n=−∞
[c1 + (−1)nc2]f †n + h.c., (6)

where χ =
√

cκf/L =
√
κfδFSR/π is the cavity–fiber interaction strength. The odd fiber modes couple to

cavity modes in the sending node with a relative phase difference of π because of their odd number of
maxima in the intensity profile. The phase factor (−1)n in the Hamiltonian describes such phase
differences. Here, we have assumed that the resonant mode is even.

Furthermore, we assume that the OMSs at both sites are identical and for the sake of simplicity we set
ω0 = ωc. Therefore, the Hamiltonian in equation (6) remains intact by moving to the laser frequency
reference frame H̃ int = Hint.

3. System dynamics

The full system Hamiltonian in the laser rotating frame is given by

H̃ = H̃OM + H̃fib + H̃int, (7)

where the first term refers to the OMS at both sites:

H̃OM =
∑
i=1,2

Δcc†i ci + ωmm†
i mi + Gi(t)(ci + c†i )(mi + m†

i ). (8)

3.1. Langevin equations
The Langevin equations that give the system dynamics are found by

ṁi = −i[mi, H̃] − 1

2
γmmi +

√
γmmin

i , (9a)

ċi = −i[ci, H̃] − κ0ci +
√

2κ0cin
i , (9b)

ḟn = −i[fn, H̃] − γffn +
√

2γff
in

n , (9c)

where κ0 ≡ κc + κp accounts for intrinsic loss and channels of decay of the cavity other than the fiber,
while γm and γ f account for the mechanical damping and fiber loss rates, respectively. Here, min

i , cin
i , and f in

n

are the zero-mean Gaussian input noise operators with the following nonzero correlation functions

〈min,†
i (t), min

j (t′)〉 = nthδijδ(t − t′), (10a)

〈min
i (t), min,†

j (t′)〉 = (nth + 1)δijδ(t − t′), (10b)

〈cin
i (t), cin,†

j (t′)〉 = δijδ(t − t′), (10c)

〈 f in
n (t), f in,†

n′ (t′)〉 = δnn′δ(t − t′), (10d)
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where nth is the thermal occupation number of the mechanical modes. All other correlators are vanishing.
In the interaction picture of H0 =

∑
i(ωmm†

i mi +Δcc†i ci) +
∑

nΔ0f †n fn, the equations in (9) read

ṁi =− γm

2
mi − iGi

[
ci e−i(Δc−ωm)t + c†i ei(Δc+ωm)t

]
+
√
γmmin

i ,

ċi =−κ0ci − iGi

[
mi e−i(ωm−Δc)t + m†

i ei(ωm+Δc)t
]
− χ

∑
n

(−1)n(i−1)fn e−i(Δ0−Δc)t +
√

2κ0cin
i ,

ḟn =− (γf + inδFSR)fn + χ[c1 + (−1)nc2]ei(Δ0−Δc)t+
√

2γf f in
n , (11)

where in the second equation we have included the factor (−1)n(i−1) with i = 1, 2 for taking into account
the phase difference in coupling of the cavity mode c2 to the even and odd fiber modes. In the two-mode
squeezing regime (Δc = +ωm) one could entangle the mechanical modes, which is useful for QST via
teleportation. This regime is extensively studied in reference [46] and it is straightforward to apply their
results to our proposed scheme. Our analyses suggest that creating high entanglement between the
mechanical resonators, which is necessary for a high fidelity continuous variable QST, is very demanding in
the scheme studied in this paper. Instead, we are interested in the beam-splitter regime which is the relevant
case for the protocols studied in this work. Therefore, we set Δc = −ωm and by assuming Gi � ωm neglect
the counter-rotating terms to arrive at

ṁi = −γm

2
mi − iGici +

√
γmmin

i , (12a)

ċi = −κ0ci − iGimi − χ
∑

n

(−1)n(i−1)fn +
√

2κ0cin
i , (12b)

ḟn = −(γf + inδFSR)fn + χ[c1 + (−1)nc2] +
√

2γf f in
n . (12c)

We remind that since we have assumed ω0 = ωc, hence, one has Δ0 = Δc. These equations can, in
principle, be solve for the system dynamics. Nonetheless, in the following we simplify the problem by
adiabatically eliminating the cavity modes.

3.2. Elimination of the cavity modes
The cavity modes are employed to mediate the interaction of mechanical resonators (the nodes) to the fiber
modes (the channel). Assuming that there is a time-scale separation between the cavity dynamics and that
of the fiber and mechanical modes, we adiabatically eliminate the cavity modes to attain an effective
mechanical-fiber dynamics. The cavity modes have larger decay rate compared to the fiber loss and the
mechanical mode damping rates; κ0 � γm, γf . Therefore, if the decay rate is also larger than the coupling
strengths of cavity to the fiber and mechanical modes (κ0 � Gi,χ) the time-scale separation in the
dynamics is justified.

If the above mentioned condition is satisfied, the cavity mode reaches its steady-state much faster than
the fiber and mechanical modes. Hence, one sets the left-hand side in (12b) equal to zero and finds the
following equation for the steady-state cavity mode operators

ci ≈ −i
Gi

κ0
mi −

χ

κ0

∑
n

(−1)n(i−1)fn +

√
2

κ0
cin

i , (i = 1, 2). (13)

By plugging these back in (12a) and (12c) one arrives at the following effective equations for the fiber and
mechanical modes

ṁi = −
(
γm

2
+

G2
i

κ0

)
mi − i

χ

κ0
Gi

∑
n

(−1)n(i−1)fn + ξi, (14a)

ḟn =− (γf + inδFSR)fn −
χ2

κ0

∑
k∈Z

fn+2k − i
χ

κ0
[G1m1 + (−1)nG2m2] + ϕn, (14b)

where G2
i /κ0 is the damping rate induced in the mechanical through the optical cavity [55, 56]. Here, we

have introduced the following noise operators

ξi ≡
√
γmmin

i − i
√

2G2
i /κ0cin

i , (15a)

ϕn ≡
√

2γff
in

n +
√

2χ2/κ0[cin
1 + (−1)ncin

2 ]. (15b)

5
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We notice that the cavity modes induce a coupling among the even and odd fiber modes, respectively. This
bilinear interaction is eliminated by applying a unitary transformation, see e.g. [57]. In other words, one
diagonalizes the fiber modes subspace through fn → Fn =

∑
n′U

−1
n,n′ fn′ with the transformation matrix U,

arriving at

ṁi =−
(
γm

2
+

G2
i

κ0

)
mi − i

χ

κ0
Gi

∑
n,n′

(−1)n(i−1)Un,n′Fn′ + ξi,

Ḟn =− (Γn + iΩn)Fn − i
χ

κ0

∑
i

∑
n′

(−1)n′(i−1)U−1
n,n′Gimi +Φn, (16)

where the fiber normal mode loss rates Γn and frequencies Ωn are introduced and the normal fiber mode
noise operators read Φn ≡

∑
n′U

−1
n,n′ϕn′ . In the working regime of our interest where χ � κ0, we find that

the cavity induced coupling among the fiber modes is negligible compared to their frequency differences
(nδFSRκ0 � χ2). Hence, we set U ≈ I, where I is the identity matrix. Therefore, the normal fiber modes are
the same as the ‘bare’ modes Fn ≈ fn, as well as their resonance frequencies Ωn ≈ nδFSR and the
corresponding noise operators Φn ≈ ϕn. This is also numerically approved by diagonalizing the fiber
subspace. Nonetheless, the loss rates are modified as Γn = γf + χ2/κ0 ≡ γ̃ f. By applying this approximation
to the above equations we get

ṁi = −γ̃i mi − i
∑

n

gi,nfn + ξi, (17a)

ḟn = −(γ̃f + inδFSR)fn − i
∑

i

gi,nmi + ϕn, (17b)

where we have introduced the total mechanical damping rates γ̃ i ≡ γm/2 + G2
i /κ0 and the effective

fiber–mechanical coupling strengths as

gi,n = gi,n(t) ≈ (−1)n(i−1) χGi(t)

κ0
. (18)

In figure 1(b) a schematic for this effective model is given.

3.3. Dynamics of Gaussian states
The effective Langevin equation (17) are linear and the noise processes are Markovian with zero-mean
Gaussian correlation functions. In spite of that, analyzing the time evolution of an arbitrary state by their
solution is cumbersome. However, these linear equations are well-suited for describing dynamics of a
system in which all mechanical and fiber modes are initially in a Gaussian state. The Gaussian states span a
wide range of states that are of interest for the ease of theoretical analysis and the experimental feasibility of
their preparation, manipulation, and detection [51]. In terms of the Hermitian canonical operators q1(2)

and p1(2) —that are related to the creation and annihilation operators through m1(2) = (q1(2) + ip1(2))/
√

2
and its Hermitian conjugate—such states are fully characterized by their first moments vector dj = 〈Qj〉 and
the symmetrized covariance matrix Vjk =

1
2 〈{Qj − dj, Qk − dk}〉, where {, } is the anticommutator and

Q ≡ [q1, p1, . . . , Xn, Yn, . . . , q2, p2]ᵀ is the vector of mechanical and fiber quadrature operators. Here,
fn ≡ (Xn + iYn)/

√
2 gives the quadrature operators of the nth fiber mode. Hence, a perfect QST for a

Gaussian state is performed, provided the vector of mean values d1 as well as all elements of the covariance
matrix V1 of the sending mode at time t = ti are transferred to the receiving site at the end of protocol
t = tf .

Time evolution of the displacement vector and the covariance matrix is readily found from the Langevin
equations in (17). Since the noise operators have zero-mean values one arrives at the following equations
that fully describe the system dynamics

ḋ = Md, (19a)

V̇ = MV + VMᵀ +D, (19b)

6
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where M is the drift matrix, which in terms of quadrature operators is given by

M=

⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣

−γ̃1 0 . . . 0 g1,n . . . 0 0
0 −γ̃1 . . . −g1,n 0 . . . 0 0
...

...
. . .

...
...

...
...

...
0 g1,n . . . −γ̃f nδFSR . . . 0 g2,n

−g1,n 0 . . . −nδFSR −γ̃f . . . −g2,n 0
...

...
. . .

...
...

. . .
...

...
0 0 . . . 0 g2,n . . . −γ̃2 0
0 0 . . . −g2,n 0 . . . 0 −γ̃2

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦
.

Meanwhile, the diffusion matrix, i.e. the matrix of noise correlators reads D = D ⊗ I2 with I2, the 2 × 2
identity matrix and

D =

⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣

(γmnth + γ̃1) . . . 0 0 0 . . . 0
...

. . .
...

...
...

...
...

0 . . . γ̃f 0
χ2

κ0
. . . 0

0 . . . 0 γ̃f 0 . . . 0

0 . . .
χ2

κ0
0 γ̃f . . . 0

...
...

...
...

. . .
...

...
0 . . . 0 0 0 . . . (γmnth + γ̃2)

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦
.

3.4. Fidelity of Gaussian states
In order to quantify the QST efficiency we employ the Gaussian state quantum fidelity to compute the
overlap of the initial mechanical state at the sending node ρi = ρ1(t = ti) with the state of the mechanical
mode at the receiving node at the end of process ρf = ρ2(t = tf ). This quantity is computed by

F(ρi, ρf) = F0(Vi, Vf) exp

{
−1

4
δdᵀ(Vi + Vf)

−1δd

}
, (20)

with δd = df − di [58]. The first factor only depends on the covariance matrices and can be expressed in
terms of the symplectic invariants Υ = det(Vi + Vf ) and Λ = 4 det(Vi + i�) det(Vf + i�). Here, the
symplectic matrix is

� =
1

2

(
0 1
−1 0

)
. (21)

For the single-mode states that we are interested in this work one arrives at

F 2
0 (Vi, Vf) =

1√
Υ+ Λ−

√
Λ
. (22)

In the rest of this paper we use equation (20) for quantifying the efficiency of the state transfer protocols.
The studied states are coherent squeezed states |α, r〉 where α is in general a complex number denoting
displacement of the state in the phase space. The degree of squeezing of the phase space distribution is
encoded in r, where without loss of generality is taken a real number.

4. Transfer protocols

We employ the simple single-mode case to provide an intuitive picture for the formulation of the protocols
studied in this work. The compact form of the Langevin equations in equation (17) reads

u̇(t) = −iM(t)u(t) + n(t), (23)

where u and n are the vector of mode and noise operators, respectively, and M is the dynamical matrix or
matrix of coefficients. For a single-mode fiber, where only the resonant fiber mode couples to the
mechanical nodes, one gets u = (m1, f0, m2)ᵀ, n = (ξ1,ϕ0, ξ2)ᵀ, and

7
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M =

⎛⎝−iγ̃1 g1 0
g1 −iγ̃ f g2

0 g2 −iγ̃2

⎞⎠ , (24)

where we have used gi = gi,0 for shorthand.

4.1. Adiabatic passage
To begin, we first describe the AP which is a well-known universal protocol for deterministic QST in
discrete variable systems [15]. In the AP protocol, the laser drives are applied at the nodes in a
counterintuitive order, such that the receiving node excitation g2(t) precedes that of the sending node g1(t).
This requirement implies that limt→ti

g1
g2

= 0 and limt→tf
g1
g2

= ∞, which by introducing the mixing angle

ϑ ≡ arctan( g1
g2

) translates into ϑ(ti) = 0 and ϑ(tf) =
π
2 [16]. We remind that according to equation (18) the

fiber–mechanical coupling rates are proportional to the linearized optomechanical coupling rates
gi(t) ∝ Gi(t). Therefore, the desired timing and form of interaction pulses gi is basically controlled via the
laser drives Pi.

In analogy to the dark and bright states in atom systems, in our simple three-mode model the system
eigenmodes comprise the dark mode A0 and two bright modes A± whose relation to the original modes in
the case of vanishing loss and damping rates (γ̃1(2) = γ̃ f = 0) are found as the following

A+ =
1√
2

(
m1 sin ϑ+ m2 cos ϑ+ f0

)
, (25a)

A0 = m1 cos ϑ− m2 sin ϑ, (25b)

A− =
1√
2

(m1 sin ϑ+ m2 cos ϑ− f0). (25c)

These ‘adiabatic modes’ are the instantaneous eigenmodes of the system. The AP mechanism is then easily
understood by looking at equation (25): The goal is to transfer a quantum state from sending mechanical
mode m1 to the receiving mechanical mode m2 through the dark mode A0 that does not involve the fiber
mode f0. The AP protocol requires large operation times for ensuring a slow evolution and/or strong driving
pulses to maintain the system in the dark mode A0 during the process. Generically, if the process duration
or driving pulses strength is large enough, the system evolves along either of its adiabatic eigenmodes Ai

without any intermode transitions. Therefore, slow nature of the AP protocol is its main weakness. Because
it then suffers from dissipations and decoherence in the sending and receiving nodes as well as the loss in
the channel. On the other hand, if the process is accelerated for minimizing the losses, due to the diabatic
transitions the time evolution path does not follow the adiabatic eigenmode Ai anymore. Such transitions,
in turn, can be compensated for by introducing extra drives to the system as is detailed next.

4.2. Shortcut to adiabatic passage
Here, we propose a mechanism based on the SAP technique to speed up the process and yet retain the high
QST efficiency. In principle, one needs to revert the diabatic processes among the adiabatic eigenmodes
during the transfer [59]. For this, we modify the dynamic matrix M(t) in equation (23) such that the
non-adiabatic transitions are eliminated [50]. This allows us to perform a rapid and high fidelity QST
between the mechanical resonators in the system even with weak driving pulses. This, indeed, is performed
by adding an auxiliary counter-diabatic process to the system whose contribution to the dynamics is
described by the following dynamical matrix

Mcd(t) =
∑

k

ȦkA†
k, (26)

where the summation is over all eigenmodes of the system and the dot indicates the time derivative. By
substituting equation (25) in (26) the counter-diabatic dynamical matrix Mcd for the three-mode system
reads

Mcd =

⎛⎝ 0 0 iga

0 0 0
−iga 0 0

⎞⎠ , (27)

where ga = (ġ1g2 − g1ġ2)/(g2
1 + g2

2 ) is the coupling rate of the mechanical modes to each other, e.g. via an
auxiliary driving field. For its realization, one should employ an extra field that couples to both mechanical
modes at the sending and receiving nodes, which can be experimentally challenging for two remote
resonators.
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We instead propose an experimentally feasible approach for implementing the counter-diabatic
processes. For this, we absorb Mcd(t) into the reference pulses and avoid the need for an additional long
range coupling. The system dynamics satisfies SU(3) Lie algebra, i.e., in the absence of damping and losses
the total drift matrix reads Mtot ≡ M + Mcd = g1G1 + g2G6 − gaG5, where Gk with (k = 1, . . . , 8) are the
Gell–Mann matrices. By applying the unitary transformation

U(t) =

⎛⎝1 0 0
0 cos φ(t) i sin φ(t)
0 i sin φ(t) cos φ(t)

⎞⎠ (28)

on Mtot we arrive at
M̃tot(t) = g̃1G1 + g̃2G6 − g̃aG5, (29)

where the following parameters are introduced

g̃1 = g1 cos φ− ga sin φ, (30a)

g̃2 = g2 + φ̇, (30b)

g̃a = g1 sin φ+ ga cos φ. (30c)

By setting g̃a = 0 one finds φ = −arctan(ga/g1) and

g̃1 =
√

g2
1 + g2

a , (31a)

g̃2 = g2 + φ̇. (31b)

Therefore, the SAP protocol can be realized simply by modifying the local coupling pulses to g̃1 and g̃2 [60].
In the following, we perform a numerical analysis on the SAP protocol by properly modifying the drift

M and diffusion D matrices in equation (19) and the two following equations and show that it allows for a
fast and high fidelity state transfer between two mechanical modes by only reshaping the original driving
pulses. Note that the driving pulses g̃1 and g̃2 no longer need to satisfy the adiabaticity conditions such as
large duration time or strong amplitude.

5. Results and discussion

We now study the QST by the shortcut to the adiabaticity method introduced and studied in the previous
section and compare its efficiency to the AP. For performing the QST, we choose the laser driving pulses
such that the time-dependent optomechanical coupling rates read

G1(t) = −λ0 sech

[
1

σ
(t − 1

2
T)

]
sin

[π
4

s(t)
]

, (32a)

G2(t) = +λ0 sech

[
1

σ
(t − 1

2
T)

]
cos

[π
4

s(t)
]

, (32b)

where s(t) = 1 + tanh[ 1
σ (t − 1

2 T)] with T the drive pulse duration and σ its semi-width at the
half-maximum. The effective fiber–mechanical coupling strengths are then immediately found by
equation (18). Here, λ0 is the maximum coupling in the pulse. In figure 2(a) the typical form of the original
pulses for an adiabatic state transfer and the modified pulse shapes suited for the SAP protocol are shown.
In the following analysis we shall employ these pulses having ti = 0 and tf = T. We also assume that the
receiving mode is initially cooled to its ground state, which essentially can be performed by some
mechanism, e.g., sideband cooling [52].

In the following sections we employ parameters from the typical OMSs in the telecom wavelengths, i.e.
ωc/2π = 193 THz, where the commercial optical fibers have their lowest loss rates γf/2π = 1.5 kHz.
Photonic crystal OMSs and microresonators are known to have state of the art properties around the
telecom frequencies [61, 62]. The mechanical vibrations in such setups are high quality modes with
frequencies in the range of a few hundreds of megahertz to a few gigahertz. Hence, we consider ωm/2π = 1
GHz and γm/2π = 1 kHz in our numerics [63, 64]. The optomechanical coupling rate in such setups can
reach to values as high as λ0 = max{G1(2)(t)} = 2π × 50 MHz, see e.g. references [65, 66]. In this work we
always set the cavity decay rate to κ0 = 5λ0. Furthermore, the branching ratio is chosen such that one
always has κ0 = 5χ. These choices of the parameters guarantee the validity of the cavity adiabatic
elimination performed in section 3.2 and ensure that the system operates at the resolved sideband regime.
The system parameters employed in our work are summarized in table 1.
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Figure 2. (a) The original (solid) and modified (dashed) pulse shapes used for performing AP and SAP protocols. Also, the
auxiliary pulse for performing a direct counter diabatic drive is shown as the dotted line. The vertical axis is normalized to λ0 and
the parameters are T = 500 ns and σ = 0.1T. (b) Time evolution for the fidelity of the transferred coherent squeezed state
|α = 1, r = 1〉 by these two protocols. The dotted line corresponds to the case where counter diabatic pulses applied directly
through equation (27). Here, we have used λ0/2π = 10 MHz, δFSR = 5κ, and nth = 0.

Table 1. Parameters of the system.

Parameter Symbol Value Unit

Mechanical frequency ωm 1(2π) GHz
Mechanical damping rate γm 1(2π) kHz
Cavity frequency ωc 193(2π) THz
Optomechanical coupling rate λ0 0–100(2π) MHz
Fiber loss rate γf 1.5(2π) kHz
Branching ratio η 0.025–0.557 —

5.1. Single-mode fiber
First, we consider the simple case of a single-mode fiber and study various aspects of the QST protocols.
The single-mode fiber regime is guaranteed for short distances where δFSR � κ. Therefore, we set
δFSR = 5κ. By employing the pulse shapes introduced above and shown in figure 2(a), we numerically solve
for the dynamics of the system through equation (19) and compute fidelity of the state at the receiving
mechanical mode with respect to the initial state of the sending mechanical mode using equation (20). The
instantaneous fidelity for transfer of a squeezed coherent state with |α = 1, r = 1〉 as a representative
Gaussian state under the AP and SAP protocols are shown in figure 2(b) for pulses with duration T = 500
ns, width σ = 0.1T, and strength λ0/2π = 10 MHz. For this coupling strength value a branching ratio of
η = 0.025 gives χ = 5κ0 and δFSR = 5κ as required for the validity of our single-mode theory. This also
corresponds to the fiber length of L ≈ 0.58 m.

The receiving mode is initially in a vacuum state. Hence, its overlap with the target state is nonvanishing
(F ≈ 0.52). Nonetheless, the final fidelity dramatically depends on the shape of the pulses: while the fidelity
by SAP approaches 96%, the AP only tops to about 60% for the considered parameters. It is also useful to
check efficiency of the ‘original’ SAP protocol where the counterdiabatic drives are applied independently as
in equation (27). The dotted line in figure 2(b) shows the result and clearly indicates that it outperforms the
modified SAP protocol. This is mainly due to omitting the irreversible processes in obtaining the effective
SAP coupling pulses g̃1(2). However, as mentioned before, the original protocol requires
mechanical–mechanical strong coupling that can be a challenging experimental task, specially for remote
sites. Therefore, from now on we only consider the modified SAP protocol where the pulses are only applied
locally.

We now turn to study the effect of pulse duration and strength on the performance of the protocols.
Here, and in the rest of the paper we set the pulse width to the tenth of pulse duration σ = 0.1T without
loss of generality. In figure 3(a) the variations of fidelity F in quantum transfer of the state |α = 1, r = 1〉
from m1 to the m2 mode is plotted with respect to the pulse length for the two protocols. We observe that a
longer pulse does not guarantee a better outcome. In fact, at longer times the decoherence at the nodes and
in the channel degrades the transferred state. Here, we have assumed different environmental temperatures
at the nodes, whose effect appears as the equilibrium occupation numbers nth = {0, 10, 100}. Evidently, the
thermal noise increases the decoherence at the nodes, limiting the transfer fidelity. We remind that the
optical frequencies considered in this work are not appreciably affected by the temperature. Figure 3(a)
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Figure 3. The QST fidelity through a single-mode fiber: (a) variations with respect to the pulse duration for the coupling rate
λ0/2π = 10 MHz and three different bath temperatures. (b) As a function of pulse amplitude at the fixed T = 1000 ns and
various thermal noise amplitudes. The solid and dashed lines are for the AP and SAP protocols, respectively.

shows that for both protocols a longer pulse duration only gives a better result if the temperature at the
nodes is very low. Yet, there is an optimal pulse duration at which the transfer process is fast enough to
overcome the decoherence effects.

In figure 3(b) the role of coupling rate is investigated for T = 1000 ns. Since the mechanical damping
rates and noises depend on Gi through γ̃i, an enhanced pulse amplitude results-in an increase in the
decoherences, too. Hence, one observes a global maximum for the coupling rate amplitude λ0 even at
zero-temperature where the QST is performed optimally. However, similar to the pulse duration T, the
optimal value of λ0 is different for AP and SAP protocols and also it depends on the temperature of the
nodes.

From the curves in figure 3 one observes that the general behavior of fidelity more or less depends on
the product λ0T. In particular, the effect of thermal noise on the QST is not noticeable for small values of
the product λ0T. The AP becomes sensitive to the thermal noise about Tλ0/2π ≈ 10, while this number is
about ≈0.2 for the SAP. It is also concluded that in the AP protocol as the speed of the QST process
increases the transfer efficiency decreases. Because by speeding up transfer process in the AP protocol the
evolution of system evolution does not follow the dark mode and the fiber mode can also get populated.
However, in the SAP protocol the diabatic processes are compensated for, thus it retains the performance
even in the shorter pulse durations.

Finally, in figure 4 we compare the optimal performance of the protocols for various coherent and
squeezed vacuum states at three different temperatures expressed in terms of the mechanical occupation
number nth. In producing these plots we have assumed a given coupling rate of λ0/2π = 10 MHz and the
optimization is only carried over the pulse duration. The figure shows that the SAP protocol always
outperforms that of AP. This is more notable in the case of coherent states (figure 4(a)). At very low
ambient temperature nth = 0 both protocols result-in almost the same fidelities. Nonetheless, as the
temperature rises the SAP gives significantly better outcome for coherent states. Furthermore, the optimal
fidelity in QST of a coherent state becomes almost independent of its amplitude |α| at higher temperatures.
In contrast, for a squeezed vacuum state the performance of both protocols gets more limited at larger
squeezing parameter values r for all temperatures. This is such that even for zero thermal noise nth = 0 the
error in QST of the state |α = 0, r = 2〉 is about 15 percent. Interestingly, the curves in figure 4(b) suggest
that for nth � 10 the performance of the SAP protocol for weakly squeezed vacuum states (r � 0.2) is more
or less the same and independent of temperature. This number extends to r � 0.9 for the AP. We eventually
must emphasize that our results clearly show that the efficiency of the protocols depends on the state being
transferred. This mainly stems from the fact that different states have different sensitivities to the noise and
decohering effects.

5.2. Multi-mode fiber
We now turn to investigate the effect of higher order modes of the fiber on the transfer efficiency in the
protocols. To begin, we first restrict our calculations to the fiber central mode f0 and the first pair of
neighboring modes f±1. This brings us to a set of Langevin equations of motion as in equation (23) with the
vector operator u = (m1, f−1, f0, f+1, m2)ᵀ. Since we are putting our focus on the transfer of quantum
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Figure 4. The optimal QST for (a) a coherent state |α, r = 0〉 and (b) a squeezed vacuum state |α = 0, r〉 via AP (filled markers)
and SAP (open markers) protocols at three different temperatures. Here, we have set λ0/2π = 10 MHz and the optimization is
performed over T.

Gaussian states the dynamics of the first and second moments are then given by equation (19) and the
corresponding drift and diffusion matrices are found as outlined at the end of section 3.3. The eigenmodes
of the system with three fiber modes in the absence of decoherences are straightforward to find. The
‘darkest’ mode recalling the sign of interactions (g1,0 = +g1,±1 ≡ g1 and g2,0 = −g2,±1 ≡ g2) reads

A0 = N0

(
g2,

2g1g2

δFSR
, 0,−2g1g2

δFSR
,−g1

)ᵀ
, (33)

where N0 is the normalization factor. Even though the normal mode A0 is dark with respect to the fiber
mode f0, it still has a finite coupling to the first sideband modes f±1 and hence these modes can get
populated during the QST process. In other word, the adiabatic mode A0 is not totally dark when other
modes of the fiber are taken into account. Nonetheless, the contribution of the sideband modes is inversely
proportional to the fiber free spectral range. Meaning that this adiabatic mode can still behave as a dark
mode with respect to the fiber, provided the QST is performed at short enough ranges, see the discussion at
the end of section 5.3.

To fully investigate the effect of this leakage of the information we perform a numerical analysis on the
AP protocol. The numerics of the SAP protocol are too expensive for the multimode fiber case. Instead, we
shall elaborate an effective single-mode model that includes the dynamics of the higher order modes
through their adiabatic elimination in the next section.

The numerical results are presented in figure 5 for the QST of |α = 1, r = 1〉. Obviously, due to the
limits in the computational resources only a finite number of fiber modes can be taken into account. Hence,
we first analyze the error that one commits by this consideration. That is, fidelity of the AP protocol is
computed for different number of fiber modes N = 1, 3, 5, . . . , where the modes nearest to the resonance
mode f0 are symmetrically included at each stage. The relative error is then calculated by

εN ≡ 2
|FN −FN−2|
FN + FN−2

, (N � 3), (34)

where FN is the fidelity of an N-mode fiber with mode indices n ∈ [− 1
2 (N − 1),+ 1

2 (N − 1)] involved in
the computations. We plot the relative errors in figure 5(a) for three different free spectral range values. A
monotonic decrease in the error suggests that the fidelity converges rather rapidly as the number of involved
fiber modes increases. The other important observation is that as δFSR grows greater than λ0, contribution
of the farther fiber modes in the QST process becomes negligible. For example, when δFSR = 2λ0 the
relative error is already less than five percent by only adding f±1 modes into the calculations.

We next investigate performance of the protocol with respect to the free spectral range, i.e., length of the
fiber. The representative results are shown in figure 5(b), where each curve corresponds to the infidelity of
the protocol for a given value of δFSR as a function of the protocol duration T. In performing the numerics
we have included enough number of fiber modes into the calculations such that a relative error less than
one percent is guaranteed. That is, for δFSR = 0.5λ0 13 fiber modes with indices n ∈ [−6,+6], δFSR = λ0

nine fiber modes with n ∈ [−4,+4], and for δFSR = 2λ0 only five fiber modes with n ∈ [−2,+2] are
involved in the calculations. The clear message of the plot is that the information leakage to the higher fiber
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Figure 5. (a) Variations of the relative error in the final fidelity ε with respect to the number of fiber modes included in the
numerics for three different values of δFSR. Here, T = 2000 ns and the transferred state is |α = 1, r = 1〉. (b) The infidelity in
QST of the same state as a function of the pulse duration for three different free spectral range values. The number of modes
included in the calculations are chosen such that the relative error is less than one percent. The dashed lines show results from the
effective single-mode model. The other parameters used in both panels are λ0/2π = 10 MHz and nth = 0.

modes is suppressed, provided the fiber free spectral range dominates the rate of coupling of the mechanical
nodes to the fiber. This result is in agreement with equation (33) and the discussion below it. That is, for
δFSR > g1, g2 the chance of exciting higher fiber modes becomes negligible, and thus, the dark adiabatic
mode is the main state transfer channel. It is worth reminding that to ensure the validity of cavity adiabatic
elimination, we have adjusted the branching ratio such that χ = 0.2κ0. Therefore, we compute
η ≈ {0.557, 0.386, 0.239} and κ ≈ {22.6, 8.1, 3.3}δFSR for δFSR = {0.5, 1, 2}λ0, respectively.

5.3. Effective single-mode model
The numerical analysis of the multimode fiber case is too expensive for the shortcut to AP protocol.
Therefore, we elaborate an effective single-mode fiber model by adiabatic elimination of the higher order
modes and only keeping the nearest to the resonance mode f0.

The dynamics of nth fiber mode can be adiabatically eliminated if the condition
γ̃2

f + n2δ2
FSR � γ̃2

f , γ̃1(2), g2
i,n is satisfied. Considering that we are interested in the regime where κ0 � λ0,χ

this condition simplifies to nδFSR �λ0 for all fiber modes with n �= 0. Therefore, in the following we
eliminate all fiber modes except for the ‘resonant’ mode by assuming δFSR �λ0. For this, we set ḟn �=0 = 0 in
the left-hand side of equation (17b), and then find the steady state relation of fn �=0 operators. By plugging
them back into the equations for m1, m2, and f0 an effective three-mode system dynamics is derived. Hence,
one arrives at a set of equations as in equation (23) but the dynamics matrix (24) replaced by

M(t) =

⎛⎝−i(γ̃1 + Γ11) g1 −iΓ12

g1 −γ̃f g2

−iΓ12 g2 −i(γ̃2 + Γ22)

⎞⎠ , (35)

where Γij ≡ γ̃ f
∑

n �=0
gi,ngj,n

γ̃2
f +n2δ2

FSR
with (i, j = 1, 2) are the fiber-induced mechanical damping rates. The cross

damping Γ12 induces a dissipative coupling between the mechanical nodes. Meanwhile, the noise operator
vector is modified to n = (Ξ1,ϕ0,Ξ2)ᵀ with the modified mechanical noise operators given by

Ξi ≡ ξi − i
∑
n �=0

gi,n

γ̃f + inδFSR
ϕn. (36)

Alongside the modification of the diagonal elements in the effective diffusion matrix, these effective noise
operators give rise to cross-mechanical mode noise correlations. The results of this effective model in the AP
protocol are compared to the exact multimode results in figure 5(b). One infers a reasonable agreement
between the two results provided the free spectral range satisfies the condition δFSR �λ0. This is such that
already for δFSR = 2λ0 the effective model captures almost all features of the exact numerical results. Having
established the validity of the effective single-mode model we now move to study performance of the SAP
protocol in a multimode fiber.

In our numerical analysis with the effective single-mode fiber model we set δFSR = 2λ0 to ensure the
validity of the results. The fidelity of the QST via AP and SAP protocols are investigated for different
coupling rates λ0, which as for the fixed free spectral range value correspond to different multimode fiber
lengths L. The results are presented in figure 6, where the infidelities are plotted against duration of the
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Figure 6. Effective single-mode model: infidelity of the AP (a) and SAP (b) QST protocols as a function of the protocol duration
T for various coupling rate values. The number on the curves give λ0/2π in units of megahertz. The thermal occupation number
is set to nth = 10. (c) The optimal performance (minimum infidelity) of the AP (filled markers) and SAP (open markers) with
respect to the length of the fiber L = πc/δFSR for two different mechanical bath thermal occupation numbers. The state under
study is the coherent squeezed state |1, 1〉, δFSR = 2λ0. Here, η ≈ 0.24 and similar to the rest of paper we have set κ0 = 5λ0.

protocols for various values of coupling rate λ0. As the coupling rate increases, the performance of both
protocols is increased and the required pulse duration becomes smaller, but the SAP is always faster and
more efficient (figures 6(a) and (b)). The overall performance of both protocols is almost the same at low
temperatures and short fiber lengths. Nevertheless, for high mechanical bath occupation numbers the SAP
outperforms the AP protocol. At any temperature, the performance drops by increasing the length of fiber,
evidently because of the reduced coupling rate λ0, see figure 6(c). This in turn stems from the necessity of
satisfying the condition δFSR �λ0, which guarantees transfer of the quantum state through dark fiber mode
when a multimode fiber is employed.

6. Conclusion

We have investigated the QST between two distant mechanical resonators coupled via a lossy optical fiber.
Specifically, two protocols are studied: the AP and shortcut to AP. By the shortcut to AP protocol one
eliminates the diabatic transitions between adiabatic modes of the system during the transfer process. We
have shown that this can be done by the modification of the coupling pulses and that it results-in a fast and
efficient state transfer. The effect of thermal noise in the local nodes on the efficiency of the protocols has
been investigated, showing that the fast functioning of the SAP protocol is crucial in retaining the QST
performance in high temperatures. The case of multimode fiber has also been considered via both
numerical calculations and an effective single-mode model that relies on adiabatic elimination of the
off-resonant fiber modes. We find that a safe QST requires a large free spectral range for the fiber.
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[59] Guéry-Odelin D, Ruschhaupt A, Kiely A, Torrontegui E, Martı́nez-Garaot S and Muga J 2019 Rev. Mod. Phys. 91 045001
[60] Zhang F-Y, Li W-L, Yan W-B and Xia Y 2019 J. Phys. B: At. Mol. Opt. Phys. 52 115501
[61] Park Y-S and Wang H 2009 Nat. Phys. 5 489
[62] Chan J, Alegre T P M, Safavi-Naeini A H, Hill J T, Krause A, Gröblacher S, Aspelmeyer M and Painter O 2011 Nature 478 89
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