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Quantum teleportation—the transmission and reconstruction over arbitrary distances of the state of a quantum
system—isdemonstratedexperimentally.During teleportation,an initial photonwhichcarriesthepolarization that is to
be transferred and one of a pair of entangled photons are subjected to a measurement such that the second photon of
the entangled pair acquires the polarization of the initial photon. This latter photon can be arbitrarily far away from the
initial one. Quantum teleportation will be a critical ingredient for quantum computation networks.

The dream of teleportation is to be able to travel by simply
reappearing at some distant location. An object to be teleported
can be fully characterized by its properties, which in classical physics
can be determined by measurement. To make a copy of that object at
a distant location one does not need the original parts and pieces—
all that is needed is to send the scanned information so that it can be
used for reconstructing the object. But how precisely can this be a
true copy of the original? What if these parts and pieces are
electrons, atoms and molecules? What happens to their individual
quantum properties, which according to the Heisenberg’s uncer-
tainty principle cannot be measured with arbitrary precision?

Bennett et al.1 have suggested that it is possible to transfer the
quantum state of a particle onto another particle—the process of
quantum teleportation—provided one does not get any informa-
tion about the state in the course of this transformation. This
requirement can be fulfilled by using entanglement, the essential
feature of quantum mechanics2. It describes correlations between
quantum systems much stronger than any classical correlation
could be.

The possibility of transferring quantum information is one of the
cornerstones of the emerging field of quantum communication and
quantum computation3. Although there is fast progress in the
theoretical description of quantum information processing, the
difficulties in handling quantum systems have not allowed an
equal advance in the experimental realization of the new proposals.
Besides the promising developments of quantum cryptography4

(the first provably secure way to send secret messages), we have
only recently succeeded in demonstrating the possibility of quan-
tum dense coding5, a way to quantum mechanically enhance data
compression. The main reason for this slow experimental progress
is that, although there exist methods to produce pairs of entangled
photons6, entanglement has been demonstrated for atoms only very
recently7 and it has not been possible thus far to produce entangled
states of more than two quanta.

Here we report the first experimental verification of quantum
teleportation. By producing pairs of entangled photons by the
process of parametric down-conversion and using two-photon
interferometry for analysing entanglement, we could transfer a
quantum property (in our case the polarization state) from one
photon to another. The methods developed for this experiment will
be of great importance both for exploring the field of quantum
communication and for future experiments on the foundations of
quantum mechanics.

The problem
To make the problem of transferring quantum information clearer,
suppose that Alice has some particle in a certain quantum state |w〉

and she wants Bob, at a distant location, to have a particle in that
state. There is certainly the possibility of sending Bob the particle
directly. But suppose that the communication channel between
Alice and Bob is not good enough to preserve the necessary
quantum coherence or suppose that this would take too much
time, which could easily be the case if | w〉 is the state of a more
complicated or massive object. Then, what strategy can Alice and
Bob pursue?

As mentioned above, no measurement that Alice can perform
on |w〉 will be sufficient for Bob to reconstruct the state because the
state of a quantum system cannot be fully determined by measure-
ments. Quantum systems are so evasive because they can be in a
superposition of several states at the same time. A measurement on
the quantum system will force it into only one of these states—this
is often referred to as the projection postulate. We can illustrate this
important quantum feature by taking a single photon, which can be
horizontally or vertically polarized, indicated by the states |↔〉 and |l 〉.
It can even be polarized in the general superposition of these two
states

jw〉 ¼ aj↔〉 þ bj l 〉 ð1Þ

where a and b are two complex numbers satisfying jaj2 þ jbj2 ¼ 1.
To place this example in a more general setting we can replace the
states |↔〉 and |l 〉 in equation (1) by |0〉 and |1〉, which refer to the
states of any two-state quantum system. Superpositions of | 0〉 and
| 1〉 are called qubits to signify the new possibilities introduced by
quantum physics into information science8.

If a photon in state | w〉 passes through a polarizing beamsplit-
ter—a device that reflects (transmits) horizontally (vertically)
polarized photons—it will be found in the reflected (transmitted)
beam with probability |a | 2 (| b | 2). Then the general state | w〉 has
been projected either onto | ↔〉 or onto | l 〉 by the action of the
measurement. We conclude that the rules of quantum mechanics, in
particular the projection postulate, make it impossible for Alice to
perform a measurement on |w〉 by which she would obtain all the
information necessary to reconstruct the state.

The concept of quantum teleportation
Although the projection postulate in quantum mechanics seems to
bring Alice’s attempts to provide Bob with the state |w〉 to a halt, it
was realised by Bennett et al.1 that precisely this projection postulate
enables teleportation of |w〉 from Alice to Bob. During teleportation
Alice will destroy the quantum state at hand while Bob receives the
quantum state, with neither Alice nor Bob obtaining information
about the state |w〉. A key role in the teleportation scheme is played
by an entangled ancillary pair of particles which will be initially
shared by Alice and Bob.



Nature © Macmillan Publishers Ltd 1997

articles

576 NATURE | VOL 390 | 11 DECEMBER 1997

Suppose particle 1 which Alice wants to teleport is in the initial
state jw〉1 ¼ aj ↔ 〉1 þ bj l 〉1 (Fig. 1a), and the entangled pair of
particles 2 and 3 shared by Alice and Bob is in the state:

jw2 〉23 ¼
1
���

2
p j↔〉2j l 〉3 2 j l 〉2j↔〉3

ÿ �

ð2Þ

That entangled pair is a single quantum system in an equal
superposition of the states | ↔〉2 | l 〉3 and | l 〉2 | ↔〉3. The entangled
state contains no information on the individual particles; it only
indicates that the two particles will be in opposite states. The
important property of an entangled pair is that as soon as a
measurement on one of the particles projects it, say, onto |↔〉 the
state of the other one is determined to be | l 〉, and vice versa. How
could a measurement on one of the particles instantaneously
influence the state of the other particle, which can be arbitrarily

far away? Einstein, among many other distinguished physicists,
could simply not accept this ‘‘spooky action at a distance’’. But this
property of entangled states has now been demonstrated by numer-
ous experiments (for reviews, see refs 9, 10).

The teleportation scheme works as follows. Alice has the particle 1
in the initial state | w〉1 and particle 2. Particle 2 is entangled with
particle 3 in the hands of Bob. The essential point is to perform a
specific measurement on particles 1 and 2 which projects them onto
the entangled state:

jw2 〉12 ¼
1
���

2
p j↔〉1j l 〉2 2 j l 〉1j↔〉2

ÿ �

ð3Þ

This is only one of four possible maximally entangled states into
which any state of two particles can be decomposed. The projection
of an arbitrary state of two particles onto the basis of the four states
is called a Bell-state measurement. The state given in equation (3)
distinguishes itself from the three other maximally entangled states
by the fact that it changes sign upon interchanging particle 1 and
particle 2. This unique antisymmetric feature of |w−〉12 will play an
important role in the experimental identification, that is, in mea-
surements of this state.

Quantum physics predicts1 that once particles 1 and 2 are
projected into | w−〉12, particle 3 is instantaneously projected into
the initial state of particle 1. The reason for this is as follows. Because
we observe particles 1 and 2 in the state |w−〉12 we know that whatever
the state of particle 1 is, particle 2 must be in the opposite state, that
is, in the state orthogonal to the state of particle 1. But we had
initially prepared particle 2 and 3 in the state |w−〉23, which means
that particle 2 is also orthogonal to particle 3. This is only possible if
particle 3 is in the same state as particle 1 was initially. The final state
of particle 3 is therefore:

jw〉3 ¼ aj↔〉3 þ bj l 〉3 ð4Þ

We note that during the Bell-state measurement particle 1 loses its
identity because it becomes entangled with particle 2. Therefore the
state |w〉1 is destroyed on Alice’s side during teleportation.

This result (equation (4)) deserves some further comments. The
transfer of quantum information from particle 1 to particle 3 can
happen over arbitrary distances, hence the name teleportation.
Experimentally, quantum entanglement has been shown11 to survive
over distances of the order of 10 km. We note that in the teleporta-
tion scheme it is not necessary for Alice to know where Bob is.
Furthermore, the initial state of particle 1 can be completely
unknown not only to Alice but to anyone. It could even be quantum
mechanically completely undefined at the time the Bell-state mea-
surement takes place. This is the case when, as already remarked by
Bennett et al.1, particle 1 itself is a member of an entangled pair and
therefore has no well-defined properties on its own. This ultimately
leads to entanglement swapping12,13.

It is also important to notice that the Bell-state measurement does
not reveal any information on the properties of any of the particles.
This is the very reason why quantum teleportation using coherent
two-particle superpositions works, while any measurement on one-
particle superpositions would fail. The fact that no information
whatsoever is gained on either particle is also the reason why
quantum teleportation escapes the verdict of the no-cloning
theorem14. After successful teleportation particle 1 is not available
in its original state any more, and therefore particle 3 is not a clone
but is really the result of teleportation.

A complete Bell-state measurement can not only give the result
that the two particles 1 and 2 are in the antisymmetric state, but with
equal probabilities of 25% we could find them in any one of the
three other entangled states. When this happens, particle 3 is left in
one of three different states. It can then be brought by Bob into the
original state of particle 1 by an accordingly chosen transformation,
independent of the state of particle 1, after receiving via a classical
communication channel the information on which of the Bell-state

Figure 1 Scheme showing principles involved in quantum teleportation (a) and

the experimental set-up (b). a, Alice has a quantum system, particle 1, in an initial

state which she wants to teleport to Bob. Alice and Bob also share an ancillary

entangled pair of particles 2 and 3 emitted by an Einstein–Podolsky–Rosen (EPR)

source. Alice then performs a joint Bell-state measurement (BSM) on the initial

particle and one of the ancillaries, projecting them also onto an entangled state.

After she has sent the result of her measurement as classical information to Bob,

he canperform aunitary transformation (U) on the otherancillaryparticle resulting

in it being in the state of the original particle. b, A pulse of ultraviolet radiation

passing through a nonlinear crystal creates the ancillary pair of photons 2 and 3.

After retroflection during its second passage through the crystal the ultraviolet

pulse creates another pair of photons, one of which will be prepared in the initial

state of photon 1 to be teleported, the otherone servingas a trigger indicating that

a photon to be teleported is under way. Alice then looks for coincidences after a

beam splitter BS where the initial photon and one of the ancillaries are

superposed. Bob, after receiving the classical information that Alice obtained a

coincidence count in detectors f1 and f2 identifying the |w−〉12 Bell state, knows that

his photon 3 is in the initial state of photon 1 which he then can check using

polarization analysis with the polarizing beam splitter PBS and the detectors d1

and d2. The detector p provides the information that photon 1 is under way.
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results was obtained by Alice. Yet we note, with emphasis, that even
if we chose to identify only one of the four Bell states as discussed
above, teleportation is successfully achieved, albeit only in a quarter
of the cases.

Experimental realization
Teleportation necessitates both production and measurement of
entangled states; these are the two most challenging tasks for any
experimental realization. Thus far there are only a few experimental
techniques by which one can prepare entangled states, and there
exist no experimentally realized procedures to identify all four Bell
states for any kind of quantum system. However, entangled pairs of
photons can readily be generated and they can be projected onto at
least two of the four Bell states.

We produced the entangled photons 2 and 3 by parametric down-
conversion. In this technique, inside a nonlinear crystal, an incom-
ing pump photon can decay spontaneously into two photons which,
in the case of type II parametric down-conversion, are in the state
given by equation (2) (Fig. 2)6.

To achieve projection of photons 1 and 2 into a Bell state we have
to make them indistinguishable. To achieve this indistinguishability
we superpose the two photons at a beam splitter (Fig. 1b). Then if
they are incident one from each side, how can it happen that they
emerge still one on each side? Clearly this can happen if they are
either both reflected or both transmitted. In quantum physics we
have to superimpose the amplitudes for these two possibilities.
Unitarity implies that the amplitude for both photons being
reflected obtains an additional minus sign. Therefore, it seems
that the two processes cancel each other. This is, however, only
true for a symmetric input state. For an antisymmetric state, the two
possibilities obtain another relative minus sign, and therefore they
constructively interfere15,16. It is thus sufficient for projecting
photons 1 and 2 onto the antisymmetric state | w−〉12 to place
detectors in each of the outputs of the beam splitter and to register
simultaneous detections (coincidence)17–19.

To make sure that photons 1 and 2 cannot be distinguished by
their arrival times, they were generated using a pulsed pump beam
and sent through narrow-bandwidth filters producing a coherence
time much longer than the pump pulse length20. In the experiment,

the pump pulses had a duration of 200 fs at a repetition rate of
76 MHz. Observing the down-converted photons at a wavelength of
788 nm and a bandwidth of 4 nm results in a coherence time of
520 fs. It should be mentioned that, because photon 1 is also
produced as part of an entangled pair, its partner can serve to
indicate that it was emitted.

How can one experimentally prove that an unknown quantum
state can be teleported? First, one has to show that teleportation
works for a (complete) basis, a set of known states into which any
other state can be decomposed. A basis for polarization states has
just two components, and in principle we could choose as the basis
horizontal and vertical polarization as emitted by the source. Yet this
would not demonstrate that teleportation works for any general
superposition, because these two directions are preferred directions
in our experiment. Therefore, in the first demonstration we choose
as the basis for teleportation the two states linearly polarized at −458
and +458 which are already superpositions of the horizontal and
vertical polarizations. Second, one has to show that teleportation
works for superpositions of these base states. Therefore we also
demonstrate teleportation for circular polarization.

Results
In the first experiment photon 1 is polarized at 458. Teleportation
should work as soon as photon 1 and 2 are detected in the | w−〉12

state, which occurs in 25% of all possible cases. The |w−〉12 state is
identified by recording a coincidence between two detectors, f1 and
f2, placed behind the beam splitter (Fig. 1b).

If we detect a f1f2 coincidence (between detectors f1 and f2), then
photon 3 should also be polarized at 458. The polarization of photon
3 is analysed by passing it through a polarizing beam splitter
selecting +458 and −458 polarization. To demonstrate teleportation,
only detector d2 at the +458 output of the polarizing beam splitter
should click (that is, register a detection) once detectors f1 and f2
click. Detector d1 at the −458 output of the polarizing beam splitter
should not detect a photon. Therefore, recording a three-fold
coincidence d2f1f2 (+458 analysis) together with the absence of a
three-fold coincidence d1f1f2 (−458 analysis) is a proof that the
polarization of photon 1 has been teleported to photon 3.

To meet the condition of temporal overlap, we change in small

Figure 2 Photons emerging from type II down-conversion (see text). Photograph

taken perpendicular to the propagation direction. Photons are produced in pairs.

A photon on the top circle is horizontally polarized while its exactly opposite

partner in the bottom circle is vertically polarized. At the intersection points their

polarizations are undefined; all that is known is that they have to be different,

which results in entanglement.

Figure 3Theoretical prediction for the three-fold coincidence probability between

the two Bell-state detectors (f1, f2) and one of the detectors analysing the

teleported state. The signature of teleportation of a photon polarization state at

+458 is a dip to zero at zero delay in the three-fold coincidence rate with the

detector analysing −458 (d1f1f2) (a) and a constant value for the detector analysis

+458 (d2f1f2) (b). The shaded area indicates the region of teleportation.
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steps the arrival time of photon 2 by changing the delay between the
first and second down-conversion by translating the retroflection
mirror (Fig. 1b). In this way we scan into the region of temporal
overlap at the beam splitter so that teleportation should occur.

Outside the region of teleportation, photon 1 and 2 each will go
either to f1 or to f2 independent of one another. The probability of
having a coincidence between f1 and f2 is therefore 50%, which is
twice as high as inside the region of teleportation. Photon 3 should
not have a well-defined polarization because it is part of an
entangled pair. Therefore, d1 and d2 have both a 50% chance of
receiving photon 3. This simple argument yields a 25% probability
both for the −458 analysis (d1f1f2 coincidences) and for the +458
analysis (d2f1f2 coincidences) outside the region of teleportation.
Figure 3 summarizes the predictions as a function of the delay.
Successful teleportation of the +458 polarization state is then
characterized by a decrease to zero in the −458 analysis (Fig. 3a),
and by a constant value for the +458 analysis (Fig. 3b).

The theoretical prediction of Fig. 3 may easily be understood by
realizing that at zero delay there is a decrease to half in the
coincidence rate for the two detectors of the Bell-state analyser, f1
and f2, compared with outside the region of teleportation. There-
fore, if the polarization of photon 3 were completely uncorrelated to
the others the three-fold coincidence should also show this dip to
half. That the right state is teleported is indicated by the fact that the
dip goes to zero in Fig. 3a and that it is filled to a flat curve in Fig. 3b.

We note that equally as likely as the production of photons 1, 2
and 3 is the emission of two pairs of down-converted photons by a
single source. Although there is no photon coming from the first
source (photon 1 is absent), there will still be a significant con-
tribution to the three-fold coincidence rates. These coincidences
have nothing to do with teleportation and can be identified by
blocking the path of photon 1.

The probability for this process to yield spurious two- and three-
fold coincidences can be estimated by taking into account the
experimental parameters. The experimentally determined value

for the percentage of spurious three-fold coincidences is
68% 6 1%. In the experimental graphs of Fig. 4 we have subtracted
the experimentally determined spurious coincidences.

The experimental results for teleportation of photons polarized
under +458 are shown in the left-hand column of Fig. 4; Fig. 4a and
b should be compared with the theoretical predictions shown in
Fig. 3. The strong decrease in the −458 analysis, and the constant
signal for the +458 analysis, indicate that photon 3 is polarized along
the direction of photon 1, confirming teleportation.

The results for photon 1 polarized at −458 demonstrate that
teleportation works for a complete basis for polarization states
(right-hand column of Fig. 4). To rule out any classical explanation
for the experimental results, we have produced further confirmation
that our procedure works by additional experiments. In these
experiments we teleported photons linearly polarized at 08 and at
908, and also teleported circularly polarized photons. The experi-
mental results are summarized in Table 1, where we list the visibility
of the dip in three-fold coincidences, which occurs for analysis
orthogonal to the input polarization.

As mentioned above, the values for the visibilities are obtained after
subtracting the offset caused by spurious three-fold coincidences.
These can experimentally be excluded by conditioning the three-fold
coincidences on the detection of photon 4, which effectively projects
photon 1 into a single-particle state. We have performed this four-
fold coincidence measurement for the case of teleportation of the
+458 and +908 polarization states, that is, for two non-orthogonal

Figure 4 Experimental results. Measured three-fold coincidence rates d1f1f2

(−458) and d2f1f2 (+458) in the case that the photon state to be teleported is

polarized at +458 (a andb) or at −458 (candd). The coincidence rates areplotted as

function of the delay between the arrival of photon 1 and 2 at Alice’s beam splitter

(see Fig. 1b). The three-fold coincidence rates are plotted after subtracting the

spurious three-fold contribution (see text). These data, compared with Fig. 3,

together with similar ones for other polarizations (Table 1) confirm teleportation

for an arbitrary state.

Figure 5 Four-fold coincidence rates (without background subtraction). Con-

ditioning the three-fold coincidences as shown in Fig. 4 on the registration of

photon 4 (see Fig. 1b) eliminates the spurious three-fold background. a and b

show the four-fold coincidence measurements for the case of teleportation of the

+458 polarizationstate; c andd show the results for the +908 polarization state. The

visibilities, and thus the polarizations of the teleported photons, obtained without

any background subtraction are 70% 6 3%. These results for teleportation of two

non-orthogonal states prove that we have demonstrated teleportation of the

quantum state of a single photon.

Table 1 Visibility of teleportation in three fold coincidences

Polarization Visibility
.............................................................................................................................................................................

+458 0:63 6 0:02
−458 0:64 6 0:02
08 0:66 6 0:02
908 0:61 6 0:02
Circular 0:57 6 0:02
.............................................................................................................................................................................
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states. The experimental results are shown in Fig. 5. Visibilities of
70% 6 3% are obtained for the dips in the orthogonal polarization
states. Here, these visibilities are directly the degree of polarization of
the teleported photon in the right state. This proves that we have
demonstrated teleportation of the quantum state of a single photon.

The next steps
In our experiment, we used pairs of polarization entangled photons
as produced by pulsed down-conversion and two-photon inter-
ferometric methods to transfer the polarization state of one photon
onto another one. But teleportation is by no means restricted to this
system. In addition to pairs of entangled photons or entangled
atoms7,21, one could imagine entangling photons with atoms, or
phonons with ions, and so on. Then teleportation would allow us to
transfer the state of, for example, fast-decohering, short-lived
particles, onto some more stable systems. This opens the possibility
of quantum memories, where the information of incoming photons
is stored on trapped ions, carefully shielded from the environment.

Furthermore, by using entanglement purification22—a scheme of
improving the quality of entanglement if it was degraded by deco-
herence during storage or transmission of the particles over noisy
channels—it becomes possible to teleport the quantum state of a
particle to some place, even if the available quantum channels are of
very poor quality and thus sending the particle itself would very
probably destroy the fragile quantum state. The feasibility of preser-
ving quantum states in a hostile environment will have great advan-
tages in the realm of quantum computation. The teleportation scheme
could also be used to provide links between quantum computers.

Quantum teleportation is not only an important ingredient in
quantum information tasks; it also allows new types of experiments
and investigations of the foundations of quantum mechanics. As
any arbitrary state can be teleported, so can the fully undetermined
state of a particle which is member of an entangled pair. Doing so,
one transfers the entanglement between particles. This allows us not
only to chain the transmission of quantum states over distances,
where decoherence would have already destroyed the state comple-
tely, but it also enables us to perform a test of Bell’s theorem on
particles which do not share any common past, a new step in the
investigation of the features of quantum mechanics. Last but not
least, the discussion about the local realistic character of nature

could be settled firmly if one used features of the experiment
presented here to generate entanglement between more than two
spatially separated particles23,24. M
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We report on a quantum optical experimental implementation of teleportation of unknown p
quantum states. This realizes all of the nonlocal aspects of the original scheme proposed by Be
et al. and is equivalent to it up to a local operation. We exhibit results for the teleportation o
linearly polarized state and of an elliptically polarized state. We show that the experimental res
cannot be explained in terms of a classical channel alone. The Bell measurement in our experime
distinguish between all four Bell statessimultaneouslyallowing, in the ideal case, a 100% success rat
of teleportation. [S0031-9007(97)05275-7]

PACS numbers: 03.65.Bz, 03.67.–a, 42.50.–p, 89.70.+c
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In Ref. [1], Bennettet al. showed that an unknown
quantum state can be “disassembled into, then later
constructed from, purely classical information and pure
nonclassical Einstein-Podolsky-Rosen (EPR) correl
tions.” They called this processteleportation. In their
scheme, a sender, traditionally called Alice, is given
state unknown to her. She also has one of two partic
prepared in an EPR state (such as a singlet state). S
performs a Bell measurement on the combined system
the unknown state and her EPR particle, and transmits
result of this measurement by a classical channel to Bo
who has the second of the EPR particles. Depending
the result of the measurement, Bob performs one of fo
possible unitary transformations on his particle and it wi
now be in the unknown state.

In the experiment reported in this paper we take a
approach first suggested in [2] in which a total of tw
photons, rather than three, are used. The EPR st
is realized byk-vector (or path) entanglement, and th
polarization degree of freedom of one of the photons
employed for preparing the unknown state [3]. This avoid
the difficulties associated with having three photons an
as will be seen below, makes the Bell measurement mu
0031-9007y98y80(6)y1121(5)$15.00
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more straightforward. However, this approach does pl
a restriction on us in that the preparer must prepare
state on one of the EPR photons, and so the unkno
state cannot come from outside (i.e., this means t
Alice is presented with an unknown pure state rath
than with part of an entangled state). Nevertheless,
scheme described here realizes all the nonlocal asp
of the original teleportation scheme, and is equivalent
the original scheme up to a local operation (since,
principle, any unknown state of a particle from outsi
could be swapped onto the polarization degree of freed
of Alice’s EPR particle by a local unitary operation [4]). I
particular, as in the original scheme, we emphasize tha
the preparer does not tell Alice what state he has prepa
then there is no way Alice can find out what the state is

It is worthwhile mentioning that this leads to a 100
success rate for the Bell measurement in the ideal c
rather than 50% as in previously suggested schemes [

No experiment is perfect, so we need to known ho
good the experiment has to be before we can say
have quantum teleportation. Our objective is to show t
the experimental results cannot be explained by a cla
cal channel alone (that is, without an EPR pair). Th
© 1998 The American Physical Society 1121
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consider the following scenario. With a probability of1
3

the preparer prepares one of the statesjfal sa  1, 2, 3d
which corresponds to equally spaced linearly polariz
states at 0±, 120±, and 2120±. He then gives this state
to Alice (without telling her which one it is). Alice makes
a measurement on it in an attempt to gain some inform
tion about the state. The most general measurement
can make is a positive operator valued measure [6]. S
will never obtain more information if some of the posi
tive operators are not of rank one, and thus we can ta
them all to be of rank one, that is proportional to proje
tion operators. Let Alice’s measurement haveL outcomes
labeledl  1, 2, . . . , L and let the positive operator asso
ciated with outcomel be j´ll k´l j. We require that

LX
l1

j´ll k´lj  I . (1)

Note that, in general, the statesj´ll are neither orthogonal
to each other or normalized but rather form an overcom
plete basis set. The probability of getting outcomel given
that the state prepared isjfal is jkfaj´llj2. Alice sends
the informationl to Bob over the classical channel and Bo
prepares a statejfc

l l (thec denotes that the state has bee
“classically teleported”). This state is chosen so as to gi
the best chance of passing a test for the original state. B
now passes this state onto a verifier. We suppose that
preparer has told the verifier which state he prepared a
the verifier sets his apparatus to measure the projection
erator,jfal kfaj, onto this state. The probability that the
classically teleported state will pass the test in this case
jkfajf

c
l lj2. The average probabilityS of passing the test

S 
X
a,l

1
3 jkfajf

c
l lj2 jkfaj´llj2. (2)

In the Appendix we show that this classical teleportatio
protocol must satisfy

S #
3
4 . (3)

To show that we have quantum teleportation we must sh
that the experimental results violate this inequality [7].

The experiment is shown in Fig. 1. Pairs of polariza
tion entangled photons are created directly using type
degenerate parametric down-conversion by the meth
described in Refs. [8,9]. Theb-barium borate (BBO)
crystal is pumped by a 200 mW UV cw argon laser wit
wavelength 351.1 nm. The down-converted photons ha
a wavelength of 702.2 nm. The state of the photons
this stage is 1

p
2
sjyl1jhl2 1 jhl1jyl2d. However, we want

a k-vector entangled state so next we let each photon p
through a calcite crystal (C), after which the state becom

1
p

2
sja1l ja2l 1 jb1l jb2ld jyl1jhl2 . (4)

By this method a polarization entangled state has be
converted into ak-vector entangled state. Here,ja1l jyl1,
1122
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FIG. 1. Diagram of experimental setup showing the separa
roles of the preparer, Alice, and Bob.

for example, represents the state of photon 1 in patha1
and having vertical polarization. Since each photon ha
the same polarization in each of the two paths it can tak
the polarization part of the state factors out of thek-
vector entanglement. The EPR pair for the teleportatio
procedure is provided by thisk-vector entanglement.
By means of (zero order) quarter-wave plates oriente
at some angleg to the horizontal and Fresnel rhomb
polarization rotators (R) acting in the same way on path
a1 and b1 as shown in Fig. 1, the polarization degree o
freedom of photon 1 is used by the preparer to prepare th
general state:jfl  ajyl1 1 bjhl1. This is the state to
be teleported. The state of the whole system is now

1
p

2
sja1l ja2l 1 jb1l jb2ld sajyl1 1 bjhl1d jhl2 . (5)

We now introduce four orthonormal states which are
directly analogous to the Bell states considered in [1]:

jc6l 
1

p
2

sja1l jyl1 6 jb1l jhl1d , (6)

jd6l 
1

p
2

sja1l jhl1 6 jb1l jyl1d . (7)

We can rewrite (5) by using these states as a basis:
1
2 jc1l saja2l 1 bjb2ld jhl2 1

1
2 jc2l saja2l 2 bjb2ld jhl2

1
1
2 jd1l sbja2l 1 ajb2ld jhl2

1
1
2 jd2l sbja2l 2 ajb2ld jhl2 . (8)

For Alice, it is simply a question of measuring on the basi
jc6l, jd6l. To do this we first rotate the polarization of
pathb1 by a further 90± (in the actual experiment this was
done by setting the angle of the Fresnel rhomb in pathb1

at u 1 90± rather than by using a separate plate as show
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in the figure) so that the statejb1l jyl1 becomes2jb1l jhl1
and the statejb1l jhl1 becomesjb1l jyl1. Thus,

jc6l !
1

p
2

sja1l 6 jb1ld jyl1 , (9)

jd6l !
1

p
2

sja1l 7 jb1ld jhl1 . (10)

Pathsa1 andb1 now impinge on the two input ports of an
ordinary50:50 beam splitter (BS). At this BS each of the
two polarizationsh andy interfere independently. After
BS, there are two sets of detectors DA6

and D'
A6

which are
coupled, respectively, to theh andy polarizations, being
the ones selected by two polarizing beam splitters (PBS
A click registered at D'A6

corresponds to a measuremen
onto jc6l while a click registered at DA6

corresponds to
a measurement ontojd7l. Furthermore, the positionDz
of BS is set in such a way that the detectors DA1

and
D'

A1
are excited by the photon in the state1

p
2
sja1l 1 jb1ld

while DA2
and D'

A2
are excited by state1

p
2
sja1l 2 jb1ld.

In this way each of the four Bell states [(6) and (7)] ca
be measured.

The pathsa2 andb2, taken by the photon sent to Bob
originate from backreflections at the end of the two calci
crystals and are transmitted through the BBO crystal. T
path a2 is rotated through 90± by a half-wave plate and
is combined withb2 at a polarizing beamsplittersPBSBd
oriented to transmit horizontal and to reflect vertica
polarizations. The state in (8) becomes

1
2 jc1l sbjhl2 1 ajyl2d 1

1
2 jc2l s2bjhl2 1 ajyl2d

1
1
2 jd1l sajhl2 1 bjyl2d

1
1
2 jd2l s2ajhl2 1 bjyl2d . (11)

Bob’s photon can be transformed back to the origin
state ajyl 1 bjhl by applying an appropriate unitary
transformation, depending on the outcome of Alice
measurement. However, we are simply interested
verifying that the appropriate state has been produc
at Bob’s end so, rather than performing these unita
transformations, we will simply orient (by acting on a
polarization rotator RB and on a quarter-wave plate) the
measuring apparatus at end 2 appropriately for each
Alice’s outcomes (the transformations can either be se
as active transformations or as apassivereorientation
of our reference system, with respect to which th
verification measurements are made). In the case
linear polarization the verification measurements can
accomplished by rotating the polarization of the sta
through an angleuB by means of a Fresnel rhomb device
(RB), then letting it impinge on a polarizing beam splitte
followed by two detectors DsuBd (a photon originally
incident with polarizationuB would certainly be detected
at this detector) and Dsu'

B d. In the more general case of
elliptical polarization we can add, before RB, a quarter-
).
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wave plate oriented at an anglegB with respect to the
horizontal direction.

Wide filters sDl  20 nmd were placed just before
each detector. Wide, rather than narrow, filters we
used so that the count rate was high enough to allo
measurements to be made in a few seconds in order t
problems associated with phase drift were minimized.

The beam splitter and the back reflecting mirror ac
ing on pathb2 were each mounted on a computer con
trolled micrometrical stage which could be incremente
in 0.1 mm steps. To align the system, a half-wave plat
oriented at 45± to the vertical was placed before one o
the calcite crystals to rotate the polarization by 90±. This
had the effect of sending both photons to Alice’s end o
Bob’s end. The correct values ofDz andDy were found
by looking for an interference dip in the coincidence coun
rates between DA1

and DA2
at Alice’s end, and between

Ds45±d and Ds245±d at Bob’s end. After alignment, the
half-wave plate was rotated 0± to the vertical so that it had
no effect on the polarization of photons passing throug
it. The distance between the Alice’s and Bob’s appar
tuses was about 2.5 m. The coincidence time window w
1.6 ns and each measurement was taken over runs las
10 s. Typically, there were about5 3 102 coincidence
counts during each run.

We will report separately on two aspects of the exper
ment. First, using three equally spaced linear polarizatio
settings (0±, 1120±, 2120±), we will see that the classi-
cal teleportation limit in Eq. (3) is surpassed. Second w
will see that, for some arbitrary states (linear and ellipt
cally polarized), we see all of the expected features.

Let IsuBd be the coincidence count between DsuBd
and one of Alice’s detectors. LetIk be the coincidence
rate whenuB is oriented so as to measure the projectio
operator onto the corresponding term in (11). For examp
if u  120±, then Alice’s output jd1l corresponds to
uB  230±. (In the present work all polarization angles
are referred to the horizontal direction.) LetI' be the
count rate whenuB is rotated through 90± from the value
used to measureIk. We will have Ik  kjkfjftelelj2
andI'  kjkf'jftelelj2, wherejfl is the prepared state
and jftelel is the state that is actually produced at Bob’
side by the teleportation process. If the state produc
at Bob’s end is not pure then this analysis is easi
adapted by summing over a particular decomposition
the impure state. The normalization constantk depends
on the detector efficiencies. SinceIk 1 I'  k, we show
that jkfjftelelj2  IkysIk 1 I'd. To beat the classical
teleportation limit the average value of this quantity mus
exceed3

4 . This average is taken over three equally space
linear polarizations (each weighted with probability1

3 ) and
over each of the four possible outcomes of Alice’s Be
state measurement (each weighted by1

4 ). With the average
understood to be in this sense we can writeS  fIkysIk 1

I'dgav . This quantity was measured, and we found th
S  0.853 6 0.012. This represents a violation of the
1123
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classical teleportation limit by eight standard deviation
Note, if Ik  Imax andI'  Imin (as we would expect, and
as is indeed true for the data to be discussed below), a
if the quantity in (12) is greater than34 , then the visibility
is greater than 50% (and vice versa).

Now consider in more detail one linear polarizatio
case. All of the quarter-wave plates were removed
this case. In Fig. 2, we show the count rates relat
to four simultaneouscoincidence experiments between
each outcome of Alice’s Bell state measurement (c6 and
d6) and Bob’s detector DsuBd as a function ofuB for
the particular case where the preparer prepared line
polarization withu  22.5±. Note that the displacements
of the maxima are 22.5±, 67.5±, 267.5±, and 222.5±.
These are consistent with Eq. (11), wherea  sinsud
and b  cossud. In the present experiment the detecto
Dsu'

B d is used only for the alignment of Bob’s apparatus
To prepare an elliptical polarized state we setu  0±

and insert the quarter-wave plates at angleg equal to 20±.
This produced the elliptically polarized state,

1
p

2
fsss1 1 i coss2gdddd jyl 1 sins2gd jhlg . (12)

FIG. 2. Results for a linear polarized state at 22.5± to
the horizontal obtained by foursimultaneous coincidence
experiments involving the four detectors DA at Alice’s site and
Bob’s detector DsuBd. The graphs show the coincidence rate
as a function of the angleuB. The error bars are smaller than
the dots.
1124
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To verify that the state had been teleported accordi
to Eq. (11) a quarter-wave plate was used at Bob’s en
oriented at anglegB. A different setting of this was
used corresponding to each of Alice’s outcomes. F
outcomesjd6l we setgB  6g 1 90±. This converts
the corresponding state at Bob’s side tojyl. For outcomes
jc6l we setgB  6g. This converts the corresponding
state at Bob’s side tojhl. The state was then analyze
in linear polarization over a range of values ofuB. The
results, shown in Fig. 3, demonstrate that the state after
quarter-wave plate is vertically or horizontally polarized
as required.

In this paper we have seen how a state, which
totally unknown to Alice, can be disassembled into pure
classical and purely nonlocal EPR correlations and th
reconstructed at a distant location. In the reconstructi
procedure we took an essentially passive view of t
unitary transformations. Work is currently in progress
implement the transformations in an active way by usin
fast Pockels cells fired by Alice’s detectors.

We thank G. Di Giuseppe, V. Mussi, and D. P. D
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FIG. 3. Results of four coincidence experiments the same
for Fig. 2 but for an elliptically polarized case generated b
using a quarter-wave plate at angle 20± with respect to the
horizontal.
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Appendix.—Define the normalized statejVll by
j´ll 

p
ml jVll where ml  k´lj´ll. By taking the

trace of (1), we obtain
P

l ml  2. The 2 here corre-
sponds to the dimension of the Hilbert space. Defin
Tl 

P
a jkfajf

c
l lj2jkfajVllj2. Then S 

P
l

1
3 mlTl.

By varying with respect to the vectorsjfc
l l and jVll we

obtainT max
l 

9
8 . Hence,S #

3
8

P
l ml 

3
4 . We obtain

(3) as required.
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Unconditional Quantum
Teleportation

A. Furusawa, J. L. Sørensen, S. L. Braunstein, C. A. Fuchs,
H. J. Kimble,* E. S. Polzik

Quantum teleportation of optical coherent states was demonstrated experi-
mentally using squeezed-state entanglement. The quantum nature of the
achieved teleportation was verified by the experimentally determined fidelity
Fexp 5 0.58 6 0.02, which describes the match between input and output states.
A fidelity greater than 0.5 is not possible for coherent states without the use
of entanglement. This is the first realization of unconditional quantum tele-
portation where every state entering the device is actually teleported.

Quantum teleportation is the disembodied
transport of an unknown quantum state from
one place to another (1). All protocols for
accomplishing such transport require nonlo-
cal correlations, or entanglement, between
systems shared by the sender and receiver.
John Bell’s famous theorem on the incompat-
ibility of quantum mechanics with local hid-
den variable theories establishes that entan-
glement represents the quintessential distinc-
tion between classical and quantum physics
(2). Recent advances in the burgeoning field
of quantum information have shown that en-
tanglement is also a valuable resource that
can be exploited to perform otherwise impos-
sible tasks, of which quantum teleportation is
the prime example.

Teleportation of continuous quantum
variables. To date, most attention has fo-
cused on teleporting the states of finite-di-
mensional systems, such as the two polariza-
tions of a photon or the discrete level struc-
ture of an atom (1, 3–8). However, quantum
teleportation is also possible for continuous
variables corresponding to states of infinite-
dimensional systems (9, 10), such as optical
fields or the motion of massive particles (11).
The particular implementation of teleported
optical fields is noteworthy in four ways.
First, the relevant optical tools are power-
ful and well suited for integration into
an evolving communication technology. Sec-
ond, these methods apply to other quantum
computational protocols, such as quantum er-
ror correction for continuous variables using
linear optics (12) and superdense coding of
optical information (13). Third, finite-dimen-
sional systems can always be considered as

subsystems of infinite-dimensional systems
where the above advantages can be put to use.
Finally, a relatively simple design is imple-
mented that eliminates the need for some
nonlinear operations (10); these nonlinear op-
erations constitute the main bottleneck to the
efficacy of other teleportation schemes.

This teleportation scheme uses the proto-
col described in (10). The experimental setup
(Fig. 1) consists of a sending station operated
by Alice, a receiving station operated by Bob,
and a station for producing beams of entan-
gled photons [labeled EPR (Einstein-Podol-
sky-Rosen) beams (1, 2)]. Alice and Bob
each receive half of the EPR photons. Alice’s
station consists of two homodyne detectors
Dx,p (including two local oscillators LOx,p),
where x and p denote the real and imaginary
components of the (complex) electric field.
These detectors measure an entangled com-
bination of the input state uvin& and Alice’s
half of the EPR beam. Classical lines of
communication are used to transmit Alice’s
measurement results to Bob, who then uses
that information to transform the second half
of the EPR beam (at the mirror mBob) into an
output r̂out that closely mimics the original
unknown input.

In our scheme, a third party, Victor (the
verifier), prepares an initial input in the form
of a coherent state of the electromagnetic
field uvin&, which he then passes to Alice for
teleportation. Likewise, the teleported field
that emerges from Bob’s sending station is
interrogated by Victor to verify that telepor-
tation has actually taken place: At this stage,
Victor records the amplitude and variance of
the field generated by Bob, and is thereby
able to assess the “quality” of the teleporta-
tion protocol. This is done by determining the
overlap between input and output as given by
the fidelity F [ ^vinur̂outuvin&. As discussed
below, for the teleportation of coherent states,
Fc 5 0.5 sets a boundary for entrance into the
quantum domain in the sense that Alice and
Bob can exceed this value only by making use
of entanglement (14). From Victor’s measure-
ments of orthogonal quadratures (see below),

our experiment achieves Fexp 5 0.58 6 0.02
for the field emerging from Bob’s station, thus
demonstrating the nonclassical character of this
experimental implementation.

To describe the infinite-dimensional states
of optical fields, it is convenient to introduce a
pair (x, p) of continuous variables of the electric
field, called the quadrature-phase amplitudes
(QAs), that are analogous to the canonically
conjugate variables of position and momentum
of a massive particle (15). In terms of this
analogy, the entangled beams shared by Alice
and Bob have nonlocal correlations similar to
those first described by Einstein et al. (16). The
requisite EPR state is efficiently generated via
the nonlinear optical process of parametric
down-conversion previously demonstrated in
(17). The resulting state corresponds to a
squeezed two-mode optical field. In the ideal
case, namely perfect EPR correlations and loss-
less propagation and detection, the teleported
state emerges from Bob’s station with perfect
fidelity F 5 1 (10).

Apart from the advantages of continuous
quantum variables, our experiment is sig-
nificant in that it attains full teleportation as
originally envisioned in (1). This is in con-
trast to previous teleportation experiments
where no physical state enters the device
from the outside (7 ) or where the teleported
state is destroyed at Bob’s station (8), never
emerging for subsequent exploitation (18).
Furthermore, in both these previous exper-
iments, there never exists an actual physi-
cal field with high (nonclassical) teleporta-
tion fidelity at the output.

Apparatus and protocol. As illustrated
in Fig. 1, entangled EPR beams are generated
along paths {1, 2} by combining two inde-
pendent squeezed beams at a 50/50 beam
splitter (19), with the relative phase between
the squeezed fields actively servo-controlled.
The squeezed fields are themselves produced
by parametric down-conversion in a sub-
threshold optical parametric oscillator (OPO)
(20). The particular setup is as described in
(21), save one important exception. Because
the cavity for the OPO is a traveling-wave
resonator (that is, a folded-ring geometry), it
is possible to drive the intracavity nonlinear
crystal with two counterpropagating pump
beams to generate two (nominally) indepen-
dent squeezed fields countercirculating with-
in the cavity and emerging along the separate
paths {i, ii} (see Fig. 1). Note that the light
from a single-frequency titanium sapphire
(TiAl2O3) laser at 860 nm serves as the pri-
mary source for all fields in our experiment.
Ninety percent of the laser output at frequen-
cy vL is directed to a frequency-doubling
cavity to generate roughly 300 mW of blue
light at 2vL (22), with this output then split
into two beams that serve as harmonic pumps
for (degenerate) parametric down-conver-
sion, 2vL 3 vL 6 V, within the OPO. Both
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the doubling cavity and the cavity of the OPO
contain an a-cut potassium niobate (KNbO3)
crystal for temperature-tuned, noncritical phase
matching, with the lengths of both cavities
under servo-control to maintain resonance for
a TEM00 longitudinal mode.

Our protocol is as follows: EPR beam 1
(Fig. 1) propagates to Alice’s sending station,
where it is combined at a 50/50 beam splitter
with the unknown input state uvin&, which is a
coherent state of complex amplitude vin [ xin

1 ipin. Alice uses two sets of balanced homo-
dyne detectors (Dx, Dp) to make a “Bell-state”
measurement of the amplitudes x 5 (xin – x1)/
=2 and p 5 (pin 1 p1)/=2 for the input state
and the EPR field 1 of amplitude a1 [ x1 1 ip1.
The classical (photocurrent) outcomes are de-
noted by (ix, ip) respectively, and are scaled to
(x, p). At unit efficiency, such detectors provide
“optimal” information about (x, p) via (ix, ip)
(23–25), with the knowledge gained about the
unknown input state uvin& going to zero as si,ii

2

3 0, where si,ii
2 denotes the variances of

squeezed QAs of the fields along paths {i, ii}.
Because of the entanglement between the

EPR beams {1, 2}, Alice’s Bell-state detec-
tion collapses Bob’s field 2 into a state con-
ditioned on the measurement outcome (ix, ip).
Hence, after receiving this classical informa-
tion from Alice, Bob is able to construct the
teleported state r̂out via a simple phase-space
displacement of the EPR field 2 (26 ). In our
experiment, the amplitude and phase modu-
lators (Mx, Mp) shown in Fig. 1 transform the
(amplified) photocurrents (ix, ip) into a com-
plex field amplitude, which is then combined
with the EPR beam 2 at the mirror mBob of
reflectivity 0.99. In this manner, we affect the
displacement a23 vout 5 a2 1g=2(ix 1 iip)
5 gvin 1 [(x2 – gx1) 1 i(p2 1 gp1)], where
g describes Bob’s (suitably normalized) gain
for the transformation from photocurrent to
output field. In the limit si,ii

2 3 0, (x1 – x2, p1

1 p2) 3 0 [that is, the EPR beams become
“quantum copies” of each other with respect
to their QAs (19)], so that for g 5 1, r̂out 3
uvin& ^vinu, resulting in perfect teleportation
with fidelity F 3 1.

Quantum versus classical teleportation.
Of course, the limit F 5 1 is reached only for
ideal (singular) EPR correlations and for loss-
less propagation and detection. To aid in
quantifying the “quality” of teleportation in
our actual experiment, we calculate F for the
case of a finite degree of EPR correlation and
in the presence of non-unit efficiencies,
which for a coherent-state input uvin& becomes

F 5 2/sQ exp[22uvinu2(12g)2/sQ] (2)

(14), where sQ is the variance of the Q
function of the teleported field, given by

sQ 5 1 1 g2 1 (s2/2) (gj1 1 j2)
2

1 ~s1/ 2! ~ gj1 2 j2!
2 1 ~1 2 j1

2! g2

1 ~1 2 j2
2! 1 2g2~1/h2! 2 1) (2)

Here, s6 are the variances of the amplified/
squeezed QAs that are summed to form the
EPR beams (assuming si

6 5 sii
6), j1,2 char-

acterize the (amplitude) efficiency with
which the EPR beams are propagated and
detected along paths {1, 2}, and h gives the
(amplitude) efficiency for detection of the
unknown input state by Alice (10).

Classical teleportation replaces the EPR
beams by (uncorrelated) vacuum inputs (s6

3 1), thus eliminating the shared entangle-
ment between Alice and Bob. For coherent
states distributed across the complex plane,
optimum fidelity is achieved for g ' 1, in
which case (sQ – 1) 5 sW $ 3 and F # 0.5,
and equality is obtained only for h 5 1. In
this case, one unit of vacuum noise in the
variance sW of the Wigner distribution arises
from the original coherent-state input (sin 5
1), whereas the other two units are the so-
called quantum duties (or quduties) that must
be paid at each crossing of the border be-
tween quantum and classical domains (10).
One quduty arises from Alice’s attempt to
infer both QAs of the field (23); the other
quduty results from Bob’s displacement.

However, quantum teleportation should
necessarily require Alice and Bob to share a
nonlocal quantum resource, such as the EPR
beams in our experiment. The question of the
operational verification of this shared entan-
glement is relevant not only to our teleporta-
tion protocol, but also to eavesdropping in
quantum cryptography (27). So long as Alice
and Bob can communicate only over a clas-
sical channel, we have shown that for g 5 1,
sW . sin 1 2, so that sW

c 5 3 heralds the
boundary between quantum and classical
teleportation for coherent-state inputs. More
generally, even in the absence of loss, Alice
and Bob can achieve F . 1/2 for an unknown

coherent state only by way of shared quantum
entanglement, as can be operationally (and
independently) verified by Victor (14). Note
that for experiments involving photon polar-
ization as in (7, 8), the corresponding fidelity
threshold for a completely unknown quantum
state is F . 2/3 (28), which could not be
approached because of the low detection ef-
ficiencies. Moreover, in contrast to the work
in (7, 8), Victor need not to make any ar-
rangement with Alice and Bob in order to
make an objective assessment of the quantum
nature of the teleportation process.

Experimental results. We concentrate
first on Alice’s measurement of the unknown
input state (Fig. 2). The spectral density of
photocurrent fluctuations Cx

Alice(V), recorded
by Alice’s balanced homodyne detector Dx as
the phase fin of the coherent-state input [vin

5 vinexp(ifin)] is swept linearly by Victor,
is shown in Fig. 2A. For fin – uA,x 5 pp
(with integral p and uA,x as the phase of local
oscillator at Dx), Cx

Alice(V) rises to a maxi-
mum, while for half-integral p it falls to a
minimum that is set by the variance of EPR
beam 1. A completely analogous set of traces
is obtained for the output from Alice’s detec-
tor Dp, except now shifted in phase by p/2 in
correspondence to the fact that phases of the
local oscillator beams at (Dx, Dp) are fixed to
be in quadrature by active servo-control. For
vin 5 0, the phase-insensitive noise levels
shown in Fig. 2A correspond to the case of no
EPR beams present [that is, si,ii

6 3 1, giving
the vacuum-state level F0,x

Alice(V)] and to that
with the EPR beam 1 distributed to Alice
[excess noise at the level Lx

Alice(V)]. A more
detailed view of these noise levels is provided
in Fig. 2B. The observed increases in pho-
tocurrent fluctuations from F0,(x,p)

Alice 3 L(x,p)
Alice

represent the necessary degradation in signal-
to-noise ratio for Alice that accompanies
quantum teleportation, with L(x,p)

Alice3 ` in the

Alice

OPO
Pump 2Pump 1

|vin

LOpLOx

Dx Dp

Victor

LOV

DV

Mp

Mx

Bob

mBob

ρout

EPR
beams1 2

i ii

Classical information
ix

ip

OutIn

Victor

––

–

〈

Fig. 1. Schematic of
the experimental ap-
paratus for teleporta-
tion of an unknown
quantum state uvin&
from Alice’s sending
station to Bob’s re-
ceiving terminal by
way of the classical in-
formation (ix, ip) sent
from Alice to Bob
and the shared entan-
glement of the EPR
beams (1, 2).
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limit of perfect teleportation (for which si,ii
–

3 0, si,ii
1 3 `, and hence the variance s1 of

the EPR beam 1 diverges).
The various spectral densities displayed in

Fig. 2 are directly related to the means and
variances of the quadrature-phase amplitudes
of the incident fields (17, 19). Because we are
dealing with broad-bandwidth fields, the sin-
gle-mode treatment of (10) must be general-
ized to the case of multimode fields of finite
bandwidth (29). In this situation, the relevant
quantities are the spectral components (x(V),
p(V)) of the QAs, where a general QA at
phase d is defined by

z~V,d! § E
V 2 DV

V 1 DV

dV9@â~V9! exp(2id!

1 â†~2V9! exp(1id)] (3)

with â(â†) as the annihilation (creation) op-
erator for the field at offset V from the optical
carrier, with (x(V), p(V)) 5 (z(V, 0), z(V,
p/2)), and with the integration extending over
a small interval DV about V. We then have

C~V!DV , ^z2~V,d!& (4)

(15, 17). As shown in (29), the teleportation
protocol of (10) remains unchanged in its
essential character. However, now the state
being teleported describes the field at fre-
quency offset 6V within a bandwidth DV

about the carrier vL (that is, AM and FM
modulation sidebands), with FM sidebands
applied by Victor to create the input vin(V).

Given Alice’s measurement of (x(V), p(V)),
the next step in the protocol is for her to send
the (classical) photocurrents (ix(V), ip(V)) to
Bob, who uses this information to generate a
displacement (a coherent modulation at V) of
the field in beam 2 by way of the modulators
(Mx, Mp) and the mirror mBob. Note that the
phases of both Alice’s and Bob’s fields relative
to the EPR beams {1, 2} are fixed by servo-
control. Bob’s action results in the teleported
output field, which is subsequently interrogated
by Victor by way of his own (independent)
balanced homodyne detector. Shown in Fig. 3
is Victor’s measurement of the QAs of the
teleported field, as expressed by the spectral
density of photocurrent fluctuations CVictor(V)
as a function of time, again as the phase fin is
linearly swept. Here, the gain is g 5 1 (that is,
0 dB), so that Victor’s signal level rises 3 dB
above that in Fig. 2A, in correspondence to a
reconstruction of the coherent amplitude vin(V)
3 vout(V) for the output field. This transforma-
tion is independent of the phase of the input
field relative to Alice’s detectors (Dx, Dp) and
to the consequent division of this amplitude to
Bob’s modulators (Mx, Mp), so that the phase of
the teleported field tracks that of the input. In
the particular case of Fig. 3A, the phase fVictor

of Victor’s local oscillator is servo-controlled

relative to Alice’s and Bob’s fields, but it can as
well be freely scanned. As in Fig. 2, the phase-
insensitive noise levels in Fig. 3A correspond to
the case of a vacuum-state input vin 5 0, first
with no EPR beams present (that is, classical
teleportation with si,ii

6 3 1), giving the level Y

0
Victor(V), and then to quantum teleportation
with the EPR beams {1, 2} distributed to Alice
and Bob, giving LVictor(V). These noise levels
are shown in somewhat more detail in Fig. 3B.

For g 5 1 (0 dB), as here, the level
Y0

Victor stands ;4.8 dB above Victor’s vacuum-
state level F0

Victor, in correspondence to the
three units of vacuum noise previously dis-
cussed. However, in contradistinction to the
increases F0,(x,p)

Alice 3 L(x,p)
Alice recorded by Alice,

Victor observes a decrease in fluctuations
Y0

Victor3LVictor brought about by the presence
of the EPR beams, indicating the success of the
teleportation protocol. More quantitatively, for
g 5 1, Victor observes a decrease of 10[log
LVictor(V) – log Y0

Victor(V)] 5 –1.2 6 0.2 dB.
The ratio LVictor(V)/F0

Victor(V) then leads di-
rectly to the variance sW 5 2.23 6 0.03 , sW

c

5 3 for the teleported field.
Demonstration of quantum teleportation.

By carrying out a series of measurements sim-
ilar to those shown in Figs. 2 and 3, we have
explored the dependence of both the variance of
the teleported field and the fidelity F on Bob’s
gain g. Plotted in Fig. 4 as a function of g are
the variances sW

x,p obtained by Victor at DV for

Fig. 2 (left). (A) Spectral density of photocurrent fluctuations Cx
Alice(V)

recorded by Alice’s balanced homodyne detector Dx as a function of time
with the phase fin of the coherent-state input linearly swept. For the
case of a vacuum-state input vin 5 0 and with no EPR beams present,
the vacuum-state level F0,x

Alice(V) results, whereas with vin 5 0 and
EPR beam 1 distributed to Alice, excess noise at the level Lx

Alice(V) is
recorded. (B) Expanded view for vin 5 0, now with a 10-trace average.
Acquisition parameters: radio frequency (rf) V/2p 5 2.9 MHz, rf
bandwidth DV/2p 5 30 kHz, video bandwidth 5 1 kHz (A) and 30 Hz
(B). Fig. 3 (right). (A) Spectral density of photocurrent fluctua-
tions CVictor(V) recorded by Victor’s balanced homodyne detector DV

as afunction of time with the phase fin of the coherent-state input
linearly swept and with the gain g ' 1. For the case of a vacuum-state
input vin 5 0 and with no EPR beams present, the excess noise level
Y0

Victor(V) results, whereas with vin 5 0 and EPR beams {1, 2}
distributed to Alice and Bob, the level of fluctuations is reduced to
LVictor(V). The vacuum-state level for DV is given by F0

Victor. (B)
Expanded view for vin 5 0, now with a 10-trace average. Acquisition
parameters are as in Fig. 2.
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measurements with the phase fVictor locked to
that of Alice’s local oscillator at detector Dx

(squares) and Dp (triangles), with the open and
filled symbols from two different experiments.
Comparison of the data in Fig. 4 with the
theoretical result from Eq. 2 and the indepen-
dently measured quantities j1,2 5 0.90 6 0.04,
h2 5 0.97 6 0.02, and {s– 5 0.5 6 0.1, s1 5
1.8 6 0.2} yields reasonable agreement. In
particular, the EPR beams bring a reduction of
sW

x,p below the limit sW
c for classical teleporta-

tion with vacuum-state inputs over a reasonably
wide range in g. Results similar to these are
obtained for sW with fVictor swept independent
of (Dx, Dp). Note that in a given experiment, we
observe a systematic increase in sW

p /sW
x '

1.05, which is presumably associated with
asymmetries and non-ideal couplings of the
squeezed beams {i, ii} that are summed to
produce the EPR beams {1, 2} (17).

Data as in Fig. 4, together with a record of
the mean coherent amplitude bout(V) 5
gvin(V) measured by Victor for the teleported
field, allow us to infer the fidelity by way of
a simple generalization of Eq. 1, namely

F 5
2

ÎsQ
x sQ

p
exp~22uvout 2 vinu2/ÎsQ

x sQ
p ! (5)

Here, sQ
x,p [ (1 1 sW

x,p) are the variances for the
Q function obtained by Victor from measure-
ments of the spectral densities of photocurrent
fluctuations (that is, without correction for his
detection efficiencies). Again under the as-
sumption of Gaussian statistics for the tele-
ported field, we thus deduce F, with the results
shown in Fig. 5. The filled points around g 5 1
(0 dB) are from independent measurements of
sW

x,p, whereas for the open symbols, we approx-
imate sW

p ' 1.05sW
x , as above. The theoretical

curve is from Eq. 1 with the aforementioned
values j1,2, h, and s6. Although the agree-
ment between theory and experiment is
evidently quite reasonable, the essential ob-
servations are that (i) the fidelity for clas-
sical teleportation with si,ii

6 5 1 is found to

be F c
exp 5 0.48 6 0.03 , Fc, and (ii) the

fidelity for quantum teleportation is Fq
exp 5

0.58 6 0.02 . Fc. Recall that Fc 5 0.5 is
the classical bound attainable by Alice and
Bob in the absence of shared entanglement
(14), so that Fq

exp . Fc demonstrates the
nonclassical nature of the experiment.

By exploiting squeezed-state entanglement,
we have the first realization of quantum tele-
portation as originally proposed in (1): An un-
known quantum state input to Alice’s station is
transported to a field recreated at Bob’s remote
station. The quantum nature of the protocol is
demonstrated with reference to both the vari-
ance sW of the teleported field and its fidelity F
relative to the original input state, where we
emphasize that sW and F relate to a physical
field emerging from Bob’s station. Because we
have made no correction for the finite efficien-
cy of Victor’s detection process, the fidelity of
the actual teleported field is higher than that
quoted. Even without such correction, the over-
all efficiency of our scheme, together with the
shared entanglement of the EPR beams, ensure
full quantum teleportation: A quantum state
presented at the input is teleported with non-
classical fidelity on each and every trial (of
duration given by the inverse bandwidth 1/DV).
This high-efficiency experimental implementa-
tion of a quantum algorithm for continuous
variables suggests that other protocols, includ-
ing quantum error correction (12) and super-
dense coding (13) of optical fields, are not far
from realization.
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Fig. 4 (left). Variance sW
x,p of the

teleported field measured by
Victor as a function of the gain g
used by Bob for the phase-space
displacement of the EPR beam 2.
Shown are data obtained both
with the quantum-correlated
EPR beams present (blue) and
with vacuum-state inputs (red)
for beams {1, 2}. Open and filled
symbols represent results of two
different experiments. The theo-
retical results from Eq. 2 (curves)
are also shown for the two cases
of quantum and classical tele-
portation. Fig. 5 (right). Fi-
delity F inferred from measure-
ments of the input amplitude vin and of the quantities vout and sQ

x,p for the teleported output field. Data for the cases of classical (red) and quantum
(blue) teleportation are shown, as are the theoretical results from Eq. 1 (curves). See text for explanations of filled and open symbols. F . 0.5
demonstrates the nonclassical nature of the protocol.
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Quantum teleportation1 provides a means to transport quantum
information efficiently from one location to another, without the
physical transfer of the associated quantum-information carrier.
This is achieved by using the non-local correlations of previously
distributed, entangled quantum bits (qubits). Teleportation is
expected to play an integral role in quantum communication2

and quantum computation3. Previous experimental demon-
strations have been implemented with optical systems that
used both discrete and continuous variables4–9, and with liquid-
state nuclear magnetic resonance10. Here we report uncondi-
tional teleportation5 of massive particle qubits using atomic
(9Be1) ions confined in a segmented ion trap, which aids
individual qubit addressing. We achieve an average fidelity of
78 per cent, which exceeds the fidelity of any protocol that
does not use entanglement11. This demonstration is also import-
ant because it incorporates most of the techniques necessary
for scalable quantum information processing in an ion-trap
system12,13.

Quantum teleportation1 provides a means for transporting a
quantum state between two separated parties, Alice and Bob,
through the transmission of a relatively small amount of classical
information. For the case of a two-state quantum system or ‘qubit’,
only two bits of classical information are needed, which seems

surprising as precise specification of a general qubit state requires an
infinite amount of classical information. Aside from the obvious
differences in the various experimental demonstrations, the basic
teleportation protocol is the same1. Alice is in possession of a qubit
(here labelled 2) that is in an unknown state jwl2 ; aj " l2 þbj # l2;
where j # l and j " l denote eigenstates of the qubit in the measure-
ment basis. In addition, Alice and Bob each possess one qubit of a
two-qubit entangled pair thatwe take to be a singlet jSl1;3 ; j " l1j # l3
2j # l1j " l3 (where, for simplicity, we omit normalization factors).
Therefore, Alice possesses qubits 1 and 2, while Bob holds qubit 3.
Alice wishes to transmit the state of qubit 2 to Bob’s qubit using only
classical communication. The initial joint state of all three qubits is

jFl¼ jSl1;3^jwl2: ð1Þ

This state can be rewritten using an orthonormal basis of Bell states14

jWkl1;2ðk¼ 1–4Þ for the first two qubits and unitary transformations
Uk acting on jwl3ð¼ aj " l3 þ bj # l3Þ so that jFl¼
S4
k¼1jWkl1;2ðUkjwl3Þ: A measurement in the Bell-state basis {jWkl}

by Alice then leaves Bob with one of the four possibilities Ukjwl3:
Once Bob learns of Alice’s measurement outcome (through classical
communication), he can recover the original unknown state by
applying the appropriate unitary operator, U21

k ; to his state
Ukjwl3: We note that Alice’s Bell-state measurement can be accom-
plished by transforming from the basis {jWkl1;2} into the measure-
ment basis {j "" l1;2; j "# l1;2; j #" l1;2; j ## l1;2} before the measurement.
Our implementation uses atomic qubits (9Beþ ions) that are

confined in a linear radiofrequency Paul trap similar to that used in
ref. 15. The control electrodes are segmented into eight sections as
shown schematically in Fig. 1, providing a total of six trapping zones
(centred on electrode segments 2 to 7). Potentials applied to these
electrodes can be varied in time to separate ions and move them to
different locations. The qubits are composed of the ground-state
hyperfine levels j " l ; jF ¼ 1;m¼21l and j # l ; jF ¼ 2;m¼22l;
which are separated by q0 ø 2p£ 1:25GHz: These states are
coupled through stimulated Raman transitions16–18 from two laser

Figure 1 Schematic representation of the teleportation protocol. The ions are numbered

left to right, as indicated at the top, and retain their order throughout. Positions, relative

to the electrodes, are shown at each step in the protocol. The widths of the electrodes

vary, with the width of the separation electrode (6) being the smallest at 100mm. The

spacing between ions in the same trap is about 3 mm, and laser-beam spot sizes (in

traps 5 and 6) at the position of the ions are approximately 30 mm. In step 1 we prepare

the outer ions in an entangled (singlet) state and the middle ion in an arbitrary state

(equation (1)). Steps 2–4 constitute a measurement in a Bell-basis for ions 1 and 2 (Alice’s

qubits), teleporting the state of ion 2 onto ion 3 (Bob’s qubit), up to unitary operations

that depend on the measurement outcomes. In step 5 we invoke these conditional

operations, recovering the initial state. Interspersed are spin-echo pulses applied in trap 6

that protect the state from de-phasing due to fluctuating magnetic fields but do not affect

the teleportation protocol.

letters to nature

NATURE |VOL 429 | 17 JUNE 2004 | www.nature.com/nature 737©  2004 Nature  Publishing Group



beams, which are used to implement the single-qubit rotations

Rðv;fÞ ¼ cosðv=2ÞIþ i sinðv=2ÞcosðfÞjx þ i sinðv=2ÞsinðfÞjy; ð2Þ

where I is the identity operator, jx, jy and j z denote the Pauli spin
matrices in the {j " l; j # l} basis (k " j; ð1;0Þ; k # j; ð0;1Þ), v is
proportional to the duration of the Raman pulse, and f is the
relative phase between the Raman beams at the position of the ion.
The Raman beams are also used to generate entanglement between
two qubits by implementing the phase gate18

aj "" lþ bj "# lþ cj #" lþ dj ## l! aj "" l

2 ibj "# l2 icj #" lþ dj ## l:
ð3Þ

Our teleportation scheme is shown schematically in Fig. 1. We
highlight the key elements of the protocol in bold lettering and also
include the auxiliary ‘spin-echo’ pulses15,18 (R(p,fSE)) applied to
ions in trap 6. These pulses are required in the experiment to prevent
dephasing caused by variations in the ambient magnetic field on a
timescale longer than the duration between the spin-echo pulses
and, with an appropriate choice of fSE, can compensate phase
accumulation due to the presence of a static magnetic-field gradi-
ent. As they do not fundamentally affect the teleportation, we omit
their effects in the following discussion.
We first prepare the state jSl1;3^j # l2 in two steps: starting

from the state j ### l1;2;3 we combine the gate in equation (3)
applied to ions 1 and 3 with rotations to generate18 the state
ðj ## l1;3 2 ij "" l1;3Þ^j # l2; followed by implementing individual
ion rotations as discussed in ref. 19 to produce jSl1;3 from j ## l1;3
2ij "" l1;3 (see methods section). For state jSl1;3^j # l2; ions 1 and 3
are in the singlet, which is invariant under a global rotation.
Therefore, a global rotation R(v,f)1,2,3 to all three ions rotates the
middle ion without affecting the singlet state of ions 1 and 3, and
allows us to produce the state of equation (1) for any a and b with
appropriate choices of v and f.
To teleport the state of ion 2 to ion 3, we start by implementing a

Bell-state measurement on Alice’s qubits, ions 1 and 2. All three ions
are transferred to trap 6 and then separated, with ions 1 and 2 going
to trap 5 and ion 3 to trap 7. A phase gate (equation (3)) followed by
a p/2-pulse, R(p/2,0), is then applied to ions 1 and 2 in trap 5.
Our previous experiments15 showed a significant amount of

motional-mode heating during the separation process, and the
separation was achieved with only a 95% success rate. Aided by a
smaller separation electrode in the current trap, we can separate the
ions in the desired manner with no detectable failure rate. More
importantly, the heating has been significantly reduced and we find
that after the separation, the stretchmodeof the two ions in trap5 is in
the ground state and the centre-of-mass mode has a mean quantum
number of about 1. This enables us to implement the phase gate
(equation (3)) between ions 1 and2withfidelity greater than90%and
without the need for sympathetic recooling12,13,17. Ideally (and in the
absence of the spin-echo pulses) this leaves the ions in the state

j "" l1;2^Rðp=2;2p=2Þjxjwl3 þ j "# l1;2^Rðp=2;2p=2Þjyjwl3
þij #" l1;2^Rðp=2;2p=2ÞIjwl3 2 j ## l1;2^Rðp=2;2p=2Þjzjwl3;

ð4Þ

where jwl3 ¼ aj " l3 þ bj # l3:
To complete the Bell-state measurement, we need to detect the

states of ions 1 and 2 individually. We recombine all three ions in
trap 6 and separate them, with ion 1 being transferred to trap 5 and
ions 2 and 3 transferred to trap 7. Detection on ion 1 is then
achieved through state-dependent resonance fluorescencemeasure-
ments19 (j # l strongly fluoresces whereas j " l does not), after which
we optically pump the ion back to the state j # l1: All three ions are
then recombined in trap 6 and separated again. For this separation,
ions 1 and 2 are transferred to trap 5 and ion 3 is returned to trap 7.
As the most recent spin-echo pulse applied in trap 6 transferred the

state of ion 1 to j " l1; a subsequent simultaneous detection of ions 1
and 2 effectively measures the state of ion 2 with error less than 1%
due to the presence of ion 1.

To complete the teleportation, we apply unitary operations to ion
3 that depend on the measurement outcomes for ions 1 and 2. We
first move ions 1 and 2 to trap 2 and ion 3 to trap 5, where unitary
operations consisting of a p/2-pulse, R(p/2,p/2), followed by
the operators jx, j y, I, j z for the measurement outcomes j "" l1;2;
j "# l1;2; j #" l1;2; j ## l1;2 respectively, are applied. As noted above, the
inclusion of the spin-echo pulses does not fundamentally change
the teleportation protocol; however for fSE ¼ p=2; wemust reorder
the operations following the p/2-pulse, R(p/2,p/2), to I, j z, jx, j y

respectively. A complete experiment is about 4ms in duration,
predominantly due to three elements: the cooling of all three axial
modes to the ground state (1ms), implementing the ion separations
and movements (2ms), and the three detection durations (0.6ms).
In the future, use of smaller trap electrodes to speed up ion-
separation and gate operations, coupled with better detection,
should considerably increase the speed of the teleportation process.

To demonstrate the full protocol we first teleport the basis states
j " l2 and j # l2; and achieve a fidelity of about 80% (78 ^ 3% for
j " l and 84 ^ 2% for j # l for the data taken in the same run as that
shown in Fig. 2). We also perform Ramsey experiments where the
first p/2 pulse (having a variable phase f) is applied to ion 2
(starting in the j # l2 state) and the second pulse (with a fixed phase)
is applied to ion 3 after the teleportation is implemented. That is,
R(p/2,f) is applied to ion 2 and R(p/2,ffixed) is applied to ion 3
after teleportation is completed. Ramsey fringes obtained in this
way are shown in Fig. 2.We perform these experiments forffixed ¼ 0
and p/2. From this data, we can extract the teleportation fidelities of
the states j^Xl; j^Yl; which are eigenstates of the operators jx

and j y respectively. From these fidelities and those for the states j " l
and j # l; we determine an average fidelity kFl¼ 78^ 2% for the
teleportation process. Furthermore, if we perform the teleportation
without the conditional operations, the Ramsey fringes disappear
and the teleportation fidelity drops to 1/2, equivalent to Bobmaking
a random guess for the teleported state. There are three dominant
mechanisms limiting the final fidelity; imperfect preparation of the
initial state jSl1;3^j # l2; imperfections in the second phase gate due
to heating accrued in the separation process, and dephasing of the
teleported state due to fluctuating magnetic fields. We have inves-
tigated these issues in independent experiments and find that each
results in a loss of 8 ^ 2% in the fidelity of the final state, consistent

Figure 2 Ramsey fringes demonstrating the teleportation protocol. The two curves

correspond to the second Ramsey pulse having ffixed ¼ 0 (circles) and ffixed ¼ p=2

(triangles) as discussed in the text. We plot the probability P #,3 of observing ion 3 in the

j # l3 state versus the phase of the first Ramsey pulse. Solid curves are best-fit sinusoidal

functions to the data. The oscillations of the Ramsey fringes have an amplitude jr#"j

where r#" ¼ ðr"#Þ* is the off-diagonal element of the density matrix of the teleported

state. The fidelity of the teleported state is then given by F ¼ 1=2þ jr#"j:
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with the quoted result for teleportation. In the methods section, we
discuss the effects of imperfections in the state preparation and
teleportation process.

The average fidelity of 78^ 2% achieved by our implemented
quantum teleportation using atomic qubits, exceeds the value 2/3
necessary to establish the presence of entanglement11, and is accom-
plished on demand and without post-selection of the data. Although
teleportation has been demonstrated in other systems, our demon-
stration incorporates the protocol into a simple experiment in such a
way that it can be viewed as a subroutine of a quantum algorithm,
here, a Ramsey experiment using two separated qubits. Furthermore,
our demonstration incorporates most of the important features
required for large-scale quantum information processing using
trapped ions12,13: We (a) reliably select qubits from a group and
move them to separate trap zones while maintaining their entangle-
ment, (b) manipulate and detect qubits without the need for strongly
focused laser beams, and (c) perform quantum logic operations
conditioned on ancilla measurement outcomes. Finally, we note
that the University of Innsbruck has also implemented teleportation
with the use of three Caþ ions in a linear Paul trap20. A

Methods
State preparation
Following the protocol outlined in ref. 18, three ions held in trap 5 are first laser-cooled,
leaving all three axial modes in the ground state with 99% efficiency21. The internal states
are then initialized to j ### l by optical pumping. A motional phase-space ‘displacement’
pulse, inserted in a spin-echo sequence, is applied to the stretch mode of ions 1 and 3 by
Raman beams that have a relative detuning of Dq¼ qs þ d; where q s is the frequency of
the stretch mode and d is a small detuning as described in ref. 18. The displacement pulse
implements the transformation in equation (3) to ions 1 and 3. The spin-echo sequence
acts on all three ions: a p/2-pulse, a delay Ts in which the displacement pulse acts, a
p-pulse, an equal time delay Ts, and a final p/2-pulse. As the amplitude of motion for the
middle ion is zero for the stretchmode, the entangling displacement pulse as described has
no effect on this ion. Thus the spin-echo pulse sequence leaves the middle ion in the state
j # l; while the outer ions are affected as described in ref. 18. For an appropriate choice of
detuning, d, and pulse duration, T ¼ 2p=d;we produce the state ðj ## l1;3 2 ij "" l1;3Þ^j # l2
(in the experiment, T ¼ 9:6ms).

To create the state jSl1;3^j # l2; a second spin-echo sequence is applied with the phase
of the pulses shifted by p/4 with respect to the previous sequence. In addition, for the
duration of the middle p-pulse, the axial confinement is changed. The resulting change in
each ion’s position gives rise to a relative phase of 2p/4, 0, and þp/4 for ions 1, 2 and 3,
respectively19. For ion 2, the phase of the p-pulse is the same as the first and last p/2-pulses
and the sequence leaves the ion in the state j # l2:The outer two ions are initially in the state
j ## l1;3 2 ij "" l1;3 and the firstp/2-pulse yields the state j #" l1;3 þ j "# l1;3:Thep-pulse, with
the p/2 phase difference on ions 1 and 3, results in the singlet state j "# l1;3 2 j #" l1;3: This
state, being invariant under a global rotation, remains unchanged by the final p/2-pulse.
The three-ion state is then the desired state jSl1;3^j # l2: Auxiliary experiments establish a
singlet fidelity FS ¼ Tr2ð1;3kSjrexpjSl1;3Þ< 0:92ð1Þ and a fidelity for the initial state of ion 2
of Tr1;3ð2k # jrexpj # l2Þ< 0:95ð1Þ:

Imperfect state preparation and teleportation operations
As the operations in the experiment are imperfect, we must examine these effects to show
that the observed teleportation fidelity that exceeds 2/3 could not be caused by these
imperfections. In particular, as the initial state of ions 1 and 3 is not a perfect singlet, when
we rotate all three qubits to prepare the state jwl2 ¼ aj " l2 þ bj # l2; we could potentially
encode this information onto bit 3 even before the teleportation process is started. We
address this issue as follows: We can verify that the gate in the state preparation does not
entangle bit 2 with bits 1 and 3. Therefore the most general input state is given by

jWlinitial ¼ ða0j ## l1;3 þ a1j #" l1;3 þ a2j "# l1;3 þ a3j "" l1;3Þ^ðb0j # l2 þ b1j " l2Þ; ð5Þ

where, ideally, a1 ¼2a2 ¼ 221=2 and b0 ¼ 1:Here we assume that the subsequent rotation
to prepare jwl2 and the teleportation operations are perfect. However, in the experiment,
after preparation of jWlinitial; we switch Raman beams from a geometry where the beams
propagate at 908 to each other to a geometry where the beams co-propagate. Owing to
fluctuating differences in the optical path lengths between these two sets of beams, there is
a random phase difference from experiment to experiment between the corresponding
Raman pulses. Over many experiments, some of the coherence terms between all three
qubits average out due to this phase randomization, leading to a simplification of the
calculated average fidelity with respect to the imperfections in state preparation.

The average fidelity kFl is evaluated from the expression

kFl¼ ðFðj " lÞþ Fðj # lÞ þ Fðj þXlÞ þ Fðj2XlÞ þ Fðj þYlÞþ Fðj2YlÞÞ=6; ð6Þ

where the arguments correspond to the initial state, jwl2. We find

kFl¼ ð22 jb0j
2
Þ=3þ 2ð2jb0j

2
2 1ÞFs=3: ð7Þ

When Fs # 1=2; kFl# 2=3; and we conclude that the teleportation fidelity cannot
exceed 2/3 unless the teleportation has occurred through the entangled singlet state as

described in the text. Furthermore, imperfect state preparation of ion 2 contributes to an
overall loss in fidelity. In a similar way, by simulation, we have also examined the effects of
likely imperfections in the teleporting process and conclude that these imperfections only
reduce the measured value of kFl: Therefore, the experimentally measured value of kFl
indicates that entanglement between bits 1 and 3 was required.
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The nucleation of crystalline materials is a hotly debated subject
in the physical sciences1. Despite the emergence of several
theories in recent decades2–7, much confusion still surrounds
the dynamic processes of nucleation5–7. This has been due in part
to the limitations of existing experimental evidence. Charged
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Mars concretion systems. Although the analogue is not a perfect
match in every geologic parameter, the mere presence of these
spherical haematite concretions implies significant pore volumes of
moving subsurface fluids through porous rock.
Haematite is one of the few minerals found on Mars that can be

linked directly to water-related processes. Utah haematite concre-
tions are similar to the Mars concretions with spherical mor-
phology, haematite composition, and loose, weathered
accumulations. The abundance of quartz in the Utah example
could pose challenges for finding spectral matches to the concre-
tions. However, the similarities and differences of the Utah and
Mars haematite concretions should stimulate further investigations.
The potential role of biomediation in the precipitation of some
terrestrial haematite concretions could also hold important clues in
the search for life onMars. Intriguing factors in theMars systemyet to
be explored include: spectral comparisons, the source of the iron, the
driving mechanism for fluid flow, and other chemical and physical
parameters. This Utah analogue presents a model for a fascinating
history of fluid flow in the haematite region of Mars. A
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Teleportation of a quantum state encompasses the complete
transfer of information from one particle to another. The com-
plete specification of the quantum state of a system generally
requires an infinite amount of information, even for simple two-
level systems (qubits). Moreover, the principles of quantum
mechanics dictate that any measurement on a system immedi-
ately alters its state, while yielding at most one bit of information.
The transfer of a state from one system to another (by performing
measurements on the first and operations on the second) might
therefore appear impossible. However, it has been shown1 that
the entangling properties of quantum mechanics, in combi-
nation with classical communication, allow quantum-state tele-
portation to be performed. Teleportation using pairs of
entangled photons has been demonstrated2–6, but such tech-
niques are probabilistic, requiring post-selection of measured
photons. Here, we report deterministic quantum-state teleporta-
tion between a pair of trapped calcium ions. Following closely the
original proposal1, we create a highly entangled pair of ions and
perform a complete Bell-state measurement involving one ion
from this pair and a third source ion. State reconstruction
conditioned on this measurement is then performed on the
other half of the entangled pair. The measured fidelity is 75%,
demonstrating unequivocally the quantum nature of the process.

Teleportation of a state from a source qubit to a target qubit
requires three qubits: the sender’s source qubit and an ancillary
qubit that is maximally entangled with the receiver’s target qubit,
providing the strong quantum correlation. Once these states have
been prepared, a quantum mechanical measurement is performed
jointly on the source qubit and the ancilla qubit (specifically, a Bell-
state measurement, which projects the two qubits onto a basis of
maximally entangled states). In this process, the two qubits are
projected onto one of four equally likely outcomes. At the same
time, the non-local properties of quantum mechanics cause the
target qubit to be projected onto one of four corresponding states,
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each related to the original state of the source qubit, even though no
measurement was performed on this qubit. Knowledge of the result
of the source-ancilla measurement allows one to choose a simple
a priori operation to be carried out on the target qubit, resulting in
reconstruction of the original quantum state. Because each of the
four results on the source-ancilla measurement are equally likely,
regardless of the nature of the teleported state, no information
about the state is obtained (thus the no-cloning theorem7 is not
violated); further, as classical communication of the measurement
outcome is required to complete the state reconstruction, a state
cannot be teleported faster than the speed of light. Teleportation
does demonstrate a number of fascinating fundamental properties
of quantum theory, in particular the non-local property of
entangled states, which allows the projective measurement of the
source-ancilla pair to create a definite pure state in the target qubit.
Furthermore, teleportation has considerable implications for the
nascent technology of quantum information processing8; besides
being a compelling benchmark algorithm for a three-qubit quantum
computer, teleportation is a possible primitive for large-scale devices9.

Experiments demonstrating qubit teleportation2–6, all of which
used photons, were lacking the ability to perform a complete two-
photon Bell-state measurement. Successful teleportation events
were established by selecting the data after completion of the
experiment, searching for the subset of experiments in which the
outcome of the measurement and a preset reconstruction operation

were matched: that is, teleportation was performed post-selectively.
One experiment10 demonstrated unconditional teleportation of
continuous variables, in this case the quadrature amplitudes of a
light field. Mention should be made of a liquid-state NMR experi-
ment11 in which an ensemble of molecules was used in a highly
mixed state.
Our implementation of quantum teleportation uses entangled

states of massive particles (see also ref. 12). For this, we store three
40Caþ ions in a linear Paul trap; for a detailed description of the
experimental set-up, see ref. 13. The ions are arrayed in a linear
crystal with an inter-ion distance of 5 mm. A qubit is encoded in a
superposition of the S1/2 ground state and the metastable D5/2 state
(lifetime t < 1.16 s) of a 40Caþ ion. Each qubit can be individually
manipulated by a series of laser pulses on the j1i;S1/2 ðmJ ¼21=2Þ
to j0i;D5=2ðmJ ¼21=2Þ quadrupole transition near 729 nm
employing narrow-band laser radiation tightly focused onto
individual ions in the string. The qubits are initialized in j1i by
optical pumping. The centre-of-mass vibrational mode
(q ¼ 2p £ 1.2MHz) of the ion string is cooled to the ground
state as required for controlled interaction between the ions13.
We teleport the quantum state of ion 1 (the source qubit) onto

ion 3 (the target qubit) using the quantum circuit shown in Fig. 1.
The sequence is formally equivalent to the one proposed by Bennett
et al.1, but adapted to the ion-based quantum processor. As a first
step we prepare ion 2 (the ancilla) and 3 in the Bell state jwþl23 ¼
ðj0l2j1l3 þ j1l2j0l3Þ=

ffiffiffi
2

p
; the lifetime of which exceeds 100 ms

Figure 2 Result of the teleportation. The four test states are teleported with fidelities of

76%, 74%, 73% and 75%, respectively (grey bars). For each input state, 300 single

teleportation experiments were performed. The error of each entry, estimated from

quantum projection noise, is 2.5%. For comparison, white bars show the results if the

reconstruction operations are omitted, yielding an average fidelity of 49.6%. The optimum

‘teleportation’ obtainable by purely classical means reaches a fidelity of 66.7% (dashed

line).

Figure 3 Fidelity of teleportation as a function of the relative phasef of the reconstruction

and analysing pulses (see Table 1). This is demonstrated for the test input state j1i.

Varying f is used for optimizing the experimental fidelity thus accounting for a residual

uncompensated phase drift during the entire process (which is the same for all input

states).

Figure 1 Teleportation from ion 1 to ion 3. A Bell state of ions 2 and 3 is prepared as a

resource. The state to be teleported is encoded in ion 1 by the operation U x: The Bell-

state analyser consists of a controlled Z-gate followed by p/2 rotations and a state

detection of ions 1 and 2. Note that this implementation uses a Bell basis rotated by p/4

with respect to the standard notation. Therefore a p/2 rotation on ion 3 is required before

the reconstruction operations Z and X. The latter operations are realized by a p rotation

around the z and x axes, respectively. Grey lines indicate qubits that are protected against

light scattering. Ions 1 and 2 are detected by observing their fluorescence on a

photomultiplier tube (PMT). Only on a detection event j0i is the corresponding

reconstruction operation applied to ion 3. Classical information is represented by double

lines. For the fidelity analysis we apply U21
x ; and measure the quantum state of ion 3 by

observing its resonance fluorescence using a CCD camera.
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(ref. 14). Then, at any time within this lifetime, the actual tele-
portation step—taking less than 2ms—can be carried out: Ion 1 is
prepared in an arbitrary input state with local rotations. In our
experiments the teleported state jxl was one of a set of four non-
orthogonal test states jxð1Þl¼ j1l; jxð2Þl¼ j0l; jxð3Þl¼
ðj0lþ j1lÞ=

ffiffiffi
2

p
and jxð4Þl¼ ðij0lþ j1lÞ=

ffiffiffi
2

p
: The Bell-state analysis

is implemented by a controlled phase gate between ion 1 and 2 (ref.
11) followed by a p/2 pulse on each ion. Then the joint quantum
state of ions 1 and 2 is measured by illuminating them with light at
397 nm for 250 ms. Detection of fluorescence indicates the projec-
tion of the ion’s quantum state into the S1/2 state, (logical j1l),
whereas the absence of fluorescence indicates its projection into the
j0l state with nearly 100% detection efficiency. Fluorescence is
collected with a photomultiplier tube and the result is stored
electronically. The measurement process must preserve the coher-
ence of the target qubit, ion 3. Thus, the state of ion 3 is hidden by
transferring it to a superposition of levels that are not affected by the
detection light. In Caþ, an additional Zeeman level jHl ;
D5=2ðmJ ¼25=2Þ can be used for this purpose by moving any S1/2
population into the jHl level. The same technique is used to
sequentially read out ion 1 and ion 2 and discriminate between all
four possible states {j0l1j0l2; j0l1j1l2; j1l1j0l2; j1l1j1l2}: Con-
ditional on the measurement outcome, we apply the appropriate
unitary qubit rotation, 2ijy; 2ijz; ijx or 1 (with Pauli operators
jk) to reconstruct the state in the target ion 3, obtaining jx

ðexpÞl:We
emphasize that this conditional, deterministic step, in combination
with the complete Bell-state analysis, is one of the crucial improve-
ments with respect to all former experimental realizations of
quantum teleportation with qubits. Furthermore, after the tele-
portation procedure the state jxl is always available andmay be used
for further experiments.

To obtain directly the fidelity of the teleportation, we perform on
ion 3 the inverse of the unitary operation Ux ; jxlk1j þ
j �xlk0j; ðkxj �xl¼ 0Þ used to create the input state from state j1l.
The teleportation is successful if ion 3 is always found in j1l. The
teleportation fidelity, given by the overlap F ¼ k1jU21

x rexpUxj1l; is
plotted in Fig. 2 for all four test states. The obtained fidelities range
from 73% to 76%. Teleportation based on a completely classical
resource instead of a quantum-entangled resource yields15 a maxi-
mal possible average fidelity of 66.7% (dashed line in Fig. 2). Note,
however, to rule out hidden variable theories, a fidelity in excess of
0.87 is required16. This level of fidelity could be reached by improv-
ing primarily the magnetic-field stability and the laser-frequency
noise. For comparison, we also show data where the reconstruction
pulses were not applied. Without the classical information com-
municated from the Bell measurement, the receiver’s state is
maximally mixed, that is there is no information available on the
source state. Also, themeasurement outcomes of ions 1 and 2 do not
contain any information about the initial state jxl: Indeed, we find
each possible result with equal probability of 0.25 ^ 0.036, inde-
pendent of the test input states. Note that only with both the
receiver’s qubit and the result of the Bell measurement, can the
initial state be retrieved.

After the initial Bell-state preparation, only single qubit oper-
ations are performed on the target ion (see Fig. 1). Thus, although
the scheme presented here takes place in a confining potential
common to all three ions, it would, in principle, be possible to
separate the target ion from the other two ions. This could be
realized in segmented microtrap designs as developed previously17,
which allow separating single ions from a crystal.

To illustrate further the quantum coherence of the teleportation
process, we measure its fidelity as a function of the phase of the
reconstructing and analysing pulses (see Fig. 3). The oscillation of
the teleportation fidelity proves the phase relationship between
source and target qubit and thus the quantum nature of the process.

To emphasize the role of the shared entangled pair as a resource,
we store the Bell state for some time and then use it only later (after
up to 10ms) for teleportation. For waiting times up to 10ms
(exceeding the time we require for the teleportation by a factor of
5) we observe no decrease in the fidelity. Thus for future quantum-
information processing networks, and with entangled states as a
resource, quantum teleportation can be used for the distribution of
quantum information between different nodes of the network. A

Methods
Pulse sequence
To implement the teleporation we use pulses on carrier transitions RC

i ðc;JÞ and RH
i ðc;JÞ

(no change of the motional state of the ion crystal) and, additionally, on the blue sideband
Rþ
i ðc;JÞ (change of the motional state) on ion i. The index C denotes carrier transitions

between the two logical eigenstates, and the index H labels the transition from the S1/2
(m J ¼ 21/2) to the D5/2 (m J ¼ 25/2) level in the Zeemanmanifold. For the definitions of
RC;H;þ
i ðc;JÞ see refs 13 and 18. In contrast to Fig. 1, in the pulse sequence (Table 1) also the

spin-echo pulses19 are included. These pulses make the algorithm more robust against
detunings caused by slow laser and magnetic-field drifts. The timing of these generalized
spin-echo pulses was found by optimizing the robustness of the sequence against
detunings numerically and experimentally. The conditioned pulses 31,32,33 are applied
only if less than six photon detection events were recorded during the respective detection
time. For this purpose an electronic circuit counts the pulses of the photomultiplier tube
and modifies the pulse sequence accordingly.
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Quantum teleportation1 provides a means to transport quantum
information efficiently from one location to another, without the
physical transfer of the associated quantum-information carrier.
This is achieved by using the non-local correlations of previously
distributed, entangled quantum bits (qubits). Teleportation is
expected to play an integral role in quantum communication2

and quantum computation3. Previous experimental demon-
strations have been implemented with optical systems that
used both discrete and continuous variables4–9, and with liquid-
state nuclear magnetic resonance10. Here we report uncondi-
tional teleportation5 of massive particle qubits using atomic
(9Be1) ions confined in a segmented ion trap, which aids
individual qubit addressing. We achieve an average fidelity of
78 per cent, which exceeds the fidelity of any protocol that
does not use entanglement11. This demonstration is also import-
ant because it incorporates most of the techniques necessary
for scalable quantum information processing in an ion-trap
system12,13.

Quantum teleportation1 provides a means for transporting a
quantum state between two separated parties, Alice and Bob,
through the transmission of a relatively small amount of classical
information. For the case of a two-state quantum system or ‘qubit’,
only two bits of classical information are needed, which seems

surprising as precise specification of a general qubit state requires an
infinite amount of classical information. Aside from the obvious
differences in the various experimental demonstrations, the basic
teleportation protocol is the same1. Alice is in possession of a qubit
(here labelled 2) that is in an unknown state jwl2 ; aj " l2 þbj # l2;
where j # l and j " l denote eigenstates of the qubit in the measure-
ment basis. In addition, Alice and Bob each possess one qubit of a
two-qubit entangled pair thatwe take to be a singlet jSl1;3 ; j " l1j # l3
2j # l1j " l3 (where, for simplicity, we omit normalization factors).
Therefore, Alice possesses qubits 1 and 2, while Bob holds qubit 3.
Alice wishes to transmit the state of qubit 2 to Bob’s qubit using only
classical communication. The initial joint state of all three qubits is

jFl¼ jSl1;3^jwl2: ð1Þ

This state can be rewritten using an orthonormal basis of Bell states14

jWkl1;2ðk¼ 1–4Þ for the first two qubits and unitary transformations
Uk acting on jwl3ð¼ aj " l3 þ bj # l3Þ so that jFl¼
S4
k¼1jWkl1;2ðUkjwl3Þ: A measurement in the Bell-state basis {jWkl}

by Alice then leaves Bob with one of the four possibilities Ukjwl3:
Once Bob learns of Alice’s measurement outcome (through classical
communication), he can recover the original unknown state by
applying the appropriate unitary operator, U21

k ; to his state
Ukjwl3: We note that Alice’s Bell-state measurement can be accom-
plished by transforming from the basis {jWkl1;2} into the measure-
ment basis {j "" l1;2; j "# l1;2; j #" l1;2; j ## l1;2} before the measurement.
Our implementation uses atomic qubits (9Beþ ions) that are

confined in a linear radiofrequency Paul trap similar to that used in
ref. 15. The control electrodes are segmented into eight sections as
shown schematically in Fig. 1, providing a total of six trapping zones
(centred on electrode segments 2 to 7). Potentials applied to these
electrodes can be varied in time to separate ions and move them to
different locations. The qubits are composed of the ground-state
hyperfine levels j " l ; jF ¼ 1;m¼21l and j # l ; jF ¼ 2;m¼22l;
which are separated by q0 ø 2p£ 1:25GHz: These states are
coupled through stimulated Raman transitions16–18 from two laser

Figure 1 Schematic representation of the teleportation protocol. The ions are numbered

left to right, as indicated at the top, and retain their order throughout. Positions, relative

to the electrodes, are shown at each step in the protocol. The widths of the electrodes

vary, with the width of the separation electrode (6) being the smallest at 100mm. The

spacing between ions in the same trap is about 3 mm, and laser-beam spot sizes (in

traps 5 and 6) at the position of the ions are approximately 30 mm. In step 1 we prepare

the outer ions in an entangled (singlet) state and the middle ion in an arbitrary state

(equation (1)). Steps 2–4 constitute a measurement in a Bell-basis for ions 1 and 2 (Alice’s

qubits), teleporting the state of ion 2 onto ion 3 (Bob’s qubit), up to unitary operations

that depend on the measurement outcomes. In step 5 we invoke these conditional

operations, recovering the initial state. Interspersed are spin-echo pulses applied in trap 6

that protect the state from de-phasing due to fluctuating magnetic fields but do not affect

the teleportation protocol.
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Quantum teleportation between light and matter
Jacob F. Sherson1,3, Hanna Krauter1, Rasmus K. Olsson1, Brian Julsgaard1, Klemens Hammerer2, Ignacio Cirac2

& Eugene S. Polzik1

Quantum teleportation1 is an important ingredient in distributed
quantumnetworks2, and can also serve as an elementary operation
in quantum computers3. Teleportation was first demonstrated as a
transfer of a quantum state of light onto another light beam4–6;
later developments used optical relays7 and demonstrated entangle-
ment swapping for continuous variables8. The teleportation of a
quantum state between two single material particles (trapped
ions) has now also been achieved9,10. Here we demonstrate tele-
portation between objects of a different nature—light and matter,
which respectively represent ‘flying’ and ‘stationary’ media. A
quantum state encoded in a light pulse is teleported onto a
macroscopic object (an atomic ensemble containing 1012 caesium
atoms). Deterministic teleportation is achieved for sets of coherent
states with mean photon number (n) up to a few hundred. The
fidelities are 0.58 6 0.02 for n 5 20 and 0.60 6 0.02 for n 5 5—
higher than any classical state transfer can possibly achieve11.
Besides being of fundamental interest, teleportation using a
macroscopic atomic ensemble is relevant for the practical
implementation of a quantum repeater2. An important factor for
the implementation of quantum networks is the teleportation
distance between transmitter and receiver; this is 0.5metres in the
present experiment. As our experiment uses propagating light to
achieve the entanglement of light and atoms required for tele-
portation, the present approach should be scalable to longer
distances.

Quantum teleportation—a disembodied transfer of a quantum
state with the help of distributed entanglement—was proposed in a
seminal paper1. The generic protocol of quantum teleportation
begins with the creation of a pair of entangled objects which are
shared by two parties, Alice and Bob. This step establishes a quantum
link between them. Alice receives an object to be teleported and
performs a joint measurement on this object and her entangled
object (a Bell measurement). The result of this measurement is
communicated via a classical communication channel to Bob, who
uses it to perform local operations on his entangled object, thus
completing the process of teleportation.

In our experiment, a pair of entangled objects is created by sending
a strong ‘in’ pulse of light (shown on the left in Fig. 1) through an
atomic sample at Bob’s location. As a result of the interaction
between the light and the atoms, the transmitted ‘out’ light received
by Alice’s and Bob’s atoms become entangled. On Alice’s site the
entangled pulse is mixed with the pulse to be teleported on a 50/50
beamsplitter (BS in Fig. 1). A Bell measurement in the form of
homodyne measurements of the optical fields in the two output ports
of the BS is carried out and the results are transferred to Bob as
classical photocurrents. Bob performs spin rotations on the atoms to
complete the teleportation protocol. Finally, the state of the atoms is
analysed to confirm that the teleportation has been successful.

The experiment follows a recent proposal for light-to-atoms
teleportation12 using multimode entanglement of light with an

atomic ensemble placed in a magnetic field. We describe teleporta-
tion in the language of dimensionless canonical variables13; this
provides a common description for light and atoms, and allows for
a complete tomographic characterization of the states.

The atomic object is a spin-polarized gas sample of approximately
Nat ¼ 1012 caesium atoms in a 25 £ 25 £ 25 mm paraffin-coated
glass cell at around room temperature14–18 placed in a homogeneous
magnetic field (B). Atoms are initially prepared in a coherent spin
state by a 4-ms circularly polarized optical pumping pulse propa-
gating along the direction of the magnetic field, into the sublevel
F ¼ 4;mF ¼ 4 (Fig. 1) of the ground state with the collective ensemble
angular momentum kĴxl¼ Jx ¼ 4Nat, and the transverse projections
with minimal quantum uncertainties, kdJ2

yl¼ kdJ2
z l¼

1
2 Jx. Changing

to the frame rotating at the Larmor frequency Q and introducing
the canonical variables for the collective transverse atomic spin
components12, we obtain X̂A ¼ Ĵ rot

y =
ffiffiffiffi
Jx

p
; P̂A ¼ Ĵ rot

z =
ffiffiffiffi
Jx

p
which obey

LETTERS

Figure 1 | Experimental set-up for teleportation of light onto an atomic
ensemble. Atoms are initially optically pumped into F ¼ 4, mF ¼ 4 state
with a 4-ms pulse. A strong y-polarized 2-ms ‘in’ pulse of light is then sent
through the atomic sample at Bob’s location and becomes entangled with the
atoms (the pulse length is around 600 km and is not shown to scale in the
figure). The pulse travels 0.5 m to Alice’s location, where it is mixed on a
beamsplitter (BS) with the object of teleportation—a few-photon coherent
pulse of light—generated by the electro-optical modulator (EOM)
synchronously with the strong pulse. In the two output ports of the BS, two
polarization beamsplitters (PBS) split light onto two pairs of detectors which
perform a polarization homodyne measurement (a Bell measurement). The
results of these measurements are combined, processed electronically, as
described in the text, and sent via a classical communication channel to Bob.
There they are used to complete the teleportation onto atoms by shifting the
atomic collective spin state with a pulse of a radio-frequency (RF) magnetic
field of 0.2-ms duration. After a delay of 0.1 ms, a second strong pulse—the
verifying pulse—is sent to read out the atomic state, in order to prove the
successful teleportation. Inset, relevant atomic sublevels and light modes
(not to scale). The frequency difference between a weak quantum field (black
arrow) and the strong entangling field (thick red arrow) is equal to the
Zeeman splitting of the ground state sublevels.

1Niels Bohr Institute, Copenhagen University, Blegdamsvej 17, Copenhagen Ø, Denmark. 2Max Planck Institute for Quantum Optics, Hans-Kopfermann-Str. 1, Garching, D-85748,
Germany. 3Department of Physics and Astronomy, University of Aarhus, Aarhus, 8000, Denmark.
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the canonical commutation relation X̂A; P̂A

� �
¼ i provided that

Jx ..
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
kdJ2

y;zl
p

; kJy;zl. Here X̂A and P̂A are the recipient operators
in the teleportation protocol.

The light to be teleported, and the ‘in’ and ‘out’ modes (Fig. 1), are
described by single mode canonical operators6,12 Ŷ; Q̂, and ŷin; q̂in and
ŷout; q̂out, respectively. These operators obeying bŶ; Q̂c¼ ½ŷ; q̂� ¼ i are
quantum analogues of the amplitude and phase of light in classical
physics, or, more precisely, of the classical quadrature phase ampli-
tudes y, q in the decomposition of the electric field of light with the
frequency q as E/ y cosqtþ q sinqt (see Methods for exact defi-
nitions). Two non-commuting variables in quantum mechanics
cannot be measured without distortion. The challenge of teleporta-
tion thus consists of a faithful transfer of these not simultaneously
measurable operators, Ŷ; Q̂, onto atomic operators X̂A and P̂A. The
Raman-type interaction (see Fig. 1 inset) couples the quantum qþQ
sideband of the ‘in’ field to the Zeeman sublevels separated by the
frequency Q¼ 322 kHz. Therefore we introduce the cosQt; sinQt
components of the light operators Ŷc;s; Q̂c;s and ŷc;s; q̂c;s (see
Methods). Canonical operators for the upper sideband mode Ŷ; Q̂
can be expressed12 via measurable sin ðQtÞ and cos ðQtÞ components,
Ŷs; Q̂s; Ŷc; Q̂c, as Ŷ¼ 1ffiffi

2
p ðŶs þ Q̂cÞ; Q̂¼2 1ffiffi

2
p ðŶc 2 Q̂sÞ.

We first describe generation of entanglement between light and
atoms. The ‘in’ strong pulse is y-polarized, hence its x-polarized
mode ŷin; q̂in is in a vacuum state. After interaction with atoms12, the
x-polarized ‘out’ mode operators ŷout; q̂out are given by:

ŷout
c ¼ ŷin

c þ
k2

4
q̂in

s þ
k2

4
ffiffiffi
3

p vs

� �
þ

kffiffiffi
2

p P̂
in

A ; q̂out
s;c ¼ q̂in

s;c

ŷout
s ¼ ŷin

s 2
k2

4
q̂in

c 2
k2

4
ffiffiffi
3

p vc

� �
2

kffiffiffi
2

p X̂
in

A

ð1Þ

The terms in curly brackets in the equations for ŷ represent vacuum
contributions coming from different orthogonal modes of the ‘in’
pulse where the canonical operators vs;c represent vacuum temporal
higher order canonical modes12. The terms containing P̂in

A and X̂in
A

describe the imprint of the atomic state on the light via coherent
forward scattering from the atomic ensemble, or, in other words,
polarization rotation due to the Faraday effect14,15. The atomic spin
operators are transformed by the interaction with light as follows12:

X̂
out

A ¼ X̂
in

A þ
kffiffiffi
2

p q̂in
c ; P̂

out

A ¼ P̂
in

A þ
kffiffiffi
2

p q̂in
s ð2Þ

The second terms in equation (2) describe the imprint of the light
state onto atoms via the dynamic Stark effect14.

The atoms–light entanglement described by equations (1) and (2)
is very close12, under our experimental conditions, to the Einstein–
Podolsky–Rosen entanglement optimal for quantum teleportation.
The atoms–light coupling constant k¼ a1

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
NphNatF

p
jG=AD/a0

has been discussed in detail previously12,14–18. (Here j is the dipole
cross-section18, a1 is the vector polarizability18, G¼ 2:6 MHz is the
natural linewidth (HWHM) of the transition, Nph ¼ 4£ 1013 is the
number of the y-polarized photons in the strong pulse, D¼ 825 MHz
is the blue detuning of light from the atomic resonance, and A¼
4:8 cm2 is the cross-section of the atomic sample.) As in our previous
experiments with the atoms–light quantum interface, strong coup-
ling with the atomic ensemble is achieved in the region of a high
resonant optical depth a0. In the experiment we choose a nearly
optimal value12 of k< 1 by changing a0 /Nat with the temperature
of the vapour. Note that another condition for strong coherent
coupling is a very high Nph in the y-polarized mode.

At Alice’s location (Fig. 1), the ‘out’ pulse is mixed on BS with the
object of teleportation—a few-photon x-polarized coherent pulse
with frequency qþQ generated by an electro-optical modulator
(EOM). A Bell measurement of canonical variables6,12,13 is performed
by two sets of polarization homodyne detectors in the two output
ports of BS (Fig. 1). Homodyne detection followed by the normal-
ization to the vacuum (shot) noise of light6 is a standard method for
measuring canonical variables of light. In our experiment, the strong
y-polarized pulse, besides driving the entangling interaction, also
plays the role of a local oscillator for the homodyne detection. The
variables in phase with the strong pulse ŷc;s ¼

1ffiffi
2

p ðŷout
c;s þ Ŷc;sÞ are

measured via a measurement of the Stokes parameter Ŝ2 in one
output of BS, whereas the out-of-phase components q̂c;s ¼

1ffiffi
2

p ðq̂out
c;s 2

Q̂c;sÞ are measured via the Stokes parameter Ŝ3 in the other arm (see
Methods). The sin ðQ tÞ and cos ðQ tÞ components are measured by
processing photocurrents with lock-in amplifiers. The Bell measure-
ment of operators ŷc;s and q̂c;s yields four results, yc,s and q c,s.
Operationally, these values are properly normalized integrals of
corresponding photocurrents over the pulse duration (see Methods).
As shown in Fig. 1, the photocurrents are combined to yield two
feedback signals proportional to y s 2 q c and yc þ q s which are sent
from Alice to Bob. Auxiliary magnetic field pulses14,17 with frequency
Q and amplitudes proportional to the feedback signals are applied to
the atoms, so that the collective atomic spin variables at Bob’s site are
shifted to become:

X̂
tele

A ¼ X̂
out

A þ gXðys 2 qcÞ ¼ X̂
out

A þ 1ffiffi
2

p gXðŷ
out
s 2 q̂out

c Þþ gXŶ

P̂
tele

A ¼ P̂
out

A 2 gPðyc þ qsÞ ¼ P̂
out

A 2 1ffiffi
2

p gPðŷ
out
c þ q̂out

s Þ þ gPQ̂
ð3Þ

where gX,Pare the feedback gains. This step completes the teleportation
protocol, as the light operators Ŷ; Q̂ are now transferred onto atomic
operators X̂ tele

A ; P̂ tele
A , and all other terms in equation (3) can be made

small with a suitable choice of k and g.
To prove that we have performed the quantum teleportation, we

determine the fidelity of the teleportation. Towards this end, we send
a second—verifying—strong pulse of y-polarized light through the

Figure 2 | Raw experimental data for a series of
teleportation runs. a, Calibration of the teleportation
feedback gain. Verifying pulse canonical variable yver

c
versus the input pulse canonical variable Q for 10,000
teleportation runs. All dimensionless canonical
variables are normalized so that their variance for a
vacuum state is 1/2. The coherent input state used in
the plot has a mean photon number of �n< 500, and is
slowly modulated in phase during this measurement.
The straight line fit is used for calibration of the
feedback gain (see comments in the text). b, An
example of data from which the atomic state variances
after the teleportation are determined. Two canonical
variables of the verifying pulse,yver

c and yver
s , are plotted

for an input state with �n¼ 5 and a fixed phase. The
dashed lines indicate twice the standard deviation
intervals 2

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
Varðyver

c;s Þ
p

which are used to determine the
atomic state variances as discussed in the text.
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atomic ensemble after the teleportation is completed. From this
measurement we reconstruct the atomic operators X̂ tele

A and P̂ tele
A . The

fidelity is the overlap of the input state and the teleported state
averaged over the input state distribution12,14,17. The classical bench-
mark fidelity which has to be exceeded in order to claim the success of
quantum teleportation is known11 for a gaussian distribution of
coherent states with the width corresponding to the mean photon
number knl centred at zero. The experimental fidelity for such
distribution can be found as6,18:

Fn ¼
2ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

2knlð12 gXÞ
2 þ 1þ 2j2

X

� �
2knlð12 gPÞ

2 þ 1þ 2j2
P

� �q
The gains are defined from the mean values of atomic and light
operators: �X tele

A ¼ gX �Y; �P
tele
A ¼ gP �Q. j2

X ;j
2
P are the variances for the

final gaussian state of the atoms.
The mean values for the input light operators are determined from

the results of the Bell measurement: �ys 2 �qc ¼ �Y and �yc þ �qs ¼ �Q. The
mean values and the variances of the atomic operators are deter-
mined from the verifying pulse measurements. Using equations (1)
and (3) and the input–output beamsplitter relations12, we can link
the measurement of the verifying pulse on the S2detector to the
atomic mean values: �y ver

c ¼ k
2
�P tele

A ¼
gPk

2
�Q, �yver

s ¼ k
2
�X tele

A ¼
gXk

2
�Y. Using

these expressions, we can calibrate gX;P , as shown in Fig. 2a where ŷ ver
c

is plotted as a function of Q̂, as the value of k¼ 0:93 is determined
independently from the projection noise measurement (see
Methods). From the linear fit to this distribution we find gP , which
can then be tuned to a desired value electronically. Results plotted in
Fig. 2a along with similar results for the other operator �ysð �YÞ present
the proof of the successful classical transfer of the mean values of the
quantum mechanical operators Ŷ; Q̂ of light onto atomic operators.

To verify the success of the quantum teleportation, we have to
determine the variances of the two atomic operators which now
contain the teleported input light operators. Figure 2b shows an
example of results ŷ ver

c ; ŷ ver
s for 250 teleportation runs for a fixed

input state. Making use of equation (1) and the beamsplitter
relations, we can directly find the atomic state variances from
Var{ŷsðcÞ} of such distribution as j2

XðPÞ ¼
4
k2 Var{ŷsðcÞ}2

k4

48 2
1
2

� �
. The

final values of j2
X ;j

2
P for a coherent state with a varied phase and a

given �n are found as averages over 10,000 points (that is, 40 runs like
in Fig. 2b). For example, for �n¼ 5 we find j2

XðPÞ ¼ 1:20ð1:12Þ taken at
gains 0.96 and 0.95 respectively. The results of j2

X;PðgX;PÞ for a range of
photon numbers �n¼ 0(vacuum), �n¼ 5; 20; 45; 180; 500 at various

gains are summarized in a figure in the Supplementary Methods.
From this we obtain j2

X;PðgX;PÞ, which can be inserted into the fidelity
expression. For a given width of the gaussian distribution of coherent
states we find the values of gX , gP, and the corresponding j2

X;PðgX;PÞ
which maximize the fidelity. We obtain the following fidelities for
distributions with a widthknl¼ 2; 5; 10; 20; 200: F2 ¼ 0:64^ 0:02;
F5 ¼ 0:60^ 0:02; F10 ¼ 0:59^ 0:02; F20 ¼ 0:58^ 0:02; F200 ¼
0:56^ 0:03. The expression for the classical benchmark fidelity11

Fclass
n ¼ knlþ1

2knlþ1 gives Fclass
2 ¼ 0:60; Fclass

5 ¼ 0:545; Fclass
10 ¼ 0:52;

Fclass
20 ¼ 0:51; Fclass

200 ¼ 0:50 (see Supplementary Methods for details
on the fidelity calculations). The maximal knl for successful tele-
portation is limited by small fluctuations of the classical gain, which
for large �n lead to large uncontrolled displacements of the teleported
state with respect to the input state, and hence to the decrease in the
fidelity.

In Fig. 3 we show the tomographically reconstructed teleported state
with the mean photon number �n¼ 5. Owing to the gaussian character
of the state, the knowledge of the means and the variances of two
quadrature phase operators is sufficient for the reconstruction.

Note that the atomic object onto which the teleportation is
performed contains hundreds of billions of atoms. However, the
number of excitations in the ensemble, of course, corresponds to the
number of photons in the initial state of light. Those excitations are
coherently distributed over the entire ensemble.

Having demonstrated the teleportation for gaussian states, we now
address the applicability of this teleportation protocol to the teleporta-
tion of a light qubit, which is relevant for, for example, quantum
computing3. In the Supplementary Notes we give the derivation of the
predicted qubit fidelity, Fq, based on the performance of our
teleportation protocol for coherent states. For experimentally rele-
vant values of losses and decoherence, Fq ¼ 0:72—higher than the
best classical fidelity for a qubit of 0.67—can be predicted. In order to
experimentally demonstrate such qubit teleportation, a source genera-
ting such a qubit in a temporal, spectral and spatial mode compatible
with our atomic target is required. First steps towards generation of an
atom-compatible qubit state of light have been recently made using
atomic ensembles19–21, single atoms in a cavity22,23, and a photon
subtracted squeezed state24.

In our experiment, the entanglement generation and the Bell
measurement overlap in time because the duration of the strong
pulse and the pulse to be teleported is 2 ms, which is much longer
than the time it takes light to travel from Alice to Bob. This situation,
also the case in some teleportation experiments6,8, is different, for
example, from the teleportation7,9,10 in which the entanglement
generation and the Bell measurement are separated in time. This
feature is not inherent to our teleportation scheme—indeed, in
principle, a shorter strong pulse (of higher power) would generate
the same entanglement on a timescale short compared to the
propagation time, especially if the distance from Alice to Bob is
extended to a few kilometres. The teleportation distance can be
increased, and is limited only by propagation losses of light and the
atomic coherence lifetime. The timing of the entanglement genera-
tion and the Bell measurement may be potentially important for
future applications.

Further improvement of the present teleportation protocol can be
achieved by performing more complex photocurrent processing with
the same homodyne set-up. As shown in ref. 12 and in the Sup-
plementary Notes, a fidelity of 0.93 can be achieved if such processing
is combined with the use of an experimentally feasible25 6 dB
squeezed strong pulse.

METHODS
Calibration and measurement techniques. Physically, we perform measure-
ments of the Stokes operators of light by two sets of balanced homodyne
detectors (Fig. 1). The measurements on the first pulse represent the generalized
Bell measurement. The same measurements on the second (verifying) pulse
allow us to determine the teleported atomic state by performing quantum state

Figure 3 | Tomographic reconstruction of a teleported state with �n55
(coloured contour) versus the state corresponding to the best classical
state transfer. Canonical variables plotted on horizontal axes are
normalized so that their variance for a vacuum state is 1/2.
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tomography. The relevant cos ðQ tÞ and sin ðQ tÞ modulation components of
the Stokes operators are measured by processing the corresponding photo-
currents with lock-in amplifiers. The Stokes operators of interest are Ŝ2 (which is
the difference between photon fluxes in the modes polarized at ^458 to the
vertical axis, and Ŝ3 (which is the corresponding quantity for the left- and right-
hand circular polarizations).

Calibration of the measurement of canonical variables for light is based on
measurements of the shot (vacuum) noise level. We measure the Stokes
parameters for the x-polarization mode in a vacuum state. The linear depen-
dence of the variance of the measured photocurrents on the optical power of the
strong pulse proves that the polarization state of light is, in fact, shot (vacuum)
noise limited25. All other measurements of Ŝ2; Ŝ3 are then normalized to this shot
noise level, yielding the canonical variables as:

yc ¼
1ffiffiffi

2
p Ð T

0 dtcos ðQtÞS vacuum
2 ðtÞ

ðT

0

dt cos ðQ tÞS2ðtÞ

and similarly for qcðS3Þand the sin ðQ tÞ components. Since our detectors have
nearly unity (better than 0.97) quantum efficiency, the Stokes operators can be
operationally substituted with measured photocurrents.

Next we need to calibrate the atomic coherent (projection) noise level.
Whereas balanced homodyne detection for light has become an established
technique for determination of the vacuum state6, a comparable technique for
atoms is a relatively recent invention. Here we utilize the same procedure as used in
our previous experiments on the atoms–light quantum interface14,15. We use the
fact that the vacuum (projection) noise level for collective atomic spin states in the
presence of a bias magnetic field can be determined by sending a pulse of light
through two identical atomic ensembles with oppositely oriented macroscopic
spin orientation. We therefore insert a second atomic cell in the beam. As described
in detail in ref. 15, the transmitted light state in this experiment is given by:

ŷout
c ¼ ŷin

c þ
kffiffiffi
2

p P̂atom1 þ P̂atom2

� �
¼ ŷin

c þ kP̂total

where P̂total is the spin canonical variable for the entire 2-cell atomic sample.
Intuitively this equation can be understood by noting that terms proportional
to k2 in equation (1) cancel out for propagation through two oppositely
oriented ensembles. A similar equation holds for ŷout

s with substitution of X̂total

for P̂total. The results for Varðŷout
c;s Þ as a function of the number of atoms are

shown in the figure in the Supplementary Methods. The fact that the points lie
on a straight line, along with the independent measurement of the degree of
spin polarization above 0.99, proves14,15,18 that we are indeed measuring the
vacuum (projection) noise of the atomic ensemble. k2 for different atomic
numbers is then calculated from the graph (Supplementary Methods). Its
values are in good agreement with the theoretical calculation18 according to
k¼ a1

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
NphNatF

p
jG=AD. In the experiment, we monitor the number of atoms

by sending a weak off-resonant probe pulse along the direction x and measuring
the Faraday rotation angle proportional to the collective macroscopic spin of
the ensemble Jx ¼ 4Nat. This Faraday angle is monitored throughout the
teleportation experiment, so that the value of k2 is known at every stage.
Decoherence and losses. The main sources of imperfections are decoherence of
the atomic state and reflection losses of light. For experimental values of the
atomic decoherence and losses, the model developed in ref. 12 predicts, for
example, F5 ¼ 0:66, which is still higher than the observed value owing to
imperfections unaccounted for in the model but comparable to the obtained
experimental results. Dissipation also affects the experimental state reconstruc-
tion procedure. The main effect of the light losses 1 ¼ 0.09 is that it modifies k
into k

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
12 1

p
. However, this modified k is, in fact, exactly the parameter

measured in the two-cell calibration experiment described above, so no extra
correction is due because of these losses. There is also a small amount of
electronic noise of detectors which can be treated as an extra vacuum contri-
bution to the input state.
Standard deviation of the teleportation fidelity. The standard deviation of the
fidelity for knl# 20 is calculated as follows:

SDðFÞ ¼
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
d2

PN þ d2
SN þ d2

el þ d2
b þ d2

SNR þ d2
fit þ d2

g

q
¼

¼1022
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
1:02 þ 1:652 þ 0:12 þ 0:32 þ 0:22 þ 1:22 þ 0:82

p
< 0:02

where dPN ¼ 0.01 is the contribution to the SD(F) due to the projection noise
fluctuations including an error due to imperfect optical pumping, dSN ¼ 0:017 is
the contribution due to the shot noise level uncertainty, del ¼ 0:001 is the
contribution of the electronics noise level fluctuations, db ¼ 0:003 is the
uncertainty due to fluctuations in the atomic decay constant, dSNR ¼ 0:002 is
the contribution of the fluctuations in the ratio of responses of two pairs of
detectors, dfit ¼ 0:012 is the deviation due to the uncertainty of the quadratic fit

of the atomic noise as a function of gain, and dg ¼ 0:008 is the contribution of
the gain fluctuations. For knl. 20, dfit ¼ 0:016, giving SDðFÞ< 0:026 < 0:03.
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