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We extend the shortcut to the adiabatic passage method, proposed by Chen et al. [Phys. Rev. Lett.
105, 123003 (2010)], to the creation of an arbitrary coherent superposition of states in a multi-level
system. We consider a multi-state system composed of an initial ground state, an excited state and
an arbitrary number of final states. In this method, the initial state is linked to the excited state
using a pump laser pulse and final states are coupled to the excited state using the Stokes laser pulses.
Furthermore, the initial state is coupled to the final states using additional laser fields. We show that
the problem can be reduced to the solution of a three-state loop system involving an initial ground state,
an excited state and a superposition of final states. This decomposition allows to create an arbitrary
coherent superposition of states using the shortcut to the adiabatic passage method. When compared
to other strategies, this method provides a fast and robust approach to the coherent superposition of
states.
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1. Introduction

The creation of a coherent superposition of quan-
tum states has a rich variety of applications, such as
chemical processes, quantum information process-
ing and nonlinear optics [1]. The stimulated Raman
adiabatic passage (STIRAP) [2–7] and π-pulse [8]
are two important quantum optics techniques used
to create a coherent superposition in multi-state
systems [9–12]. In recent years, STIRAP-like tech-
niques, such as a piecewise adiabatic passage
(PAP) [13–15], a train of coincident pulses [16]
and a digital adiabatic passage (DAP) [17] have
been very common and popular in fulfilling research
expectations [18–22]. The π-pulse is a fast tech-
nique but it requires resonant pulses and therefore is
highly sensitive to variations in the pulse area and
to inhomogeneities in the sample [23]. Although
the STIRAP method is insensitive to variations in
the experimental parameters, it usually needs a rel-
atively long interaction time. If the time required
for evolution is too long, the scheme may be use-
less because decoherence would destroy coherent
dynamics of the system.

In recent years, the acceleration of system dy-
namics to drive it to a desired final state has
been considered and, in fact, a lot of work has
been undertaken to find shortcuts to adiabatic-
ity [24–35]. It is shown that the shortcuts to adi-
abaticity can be used for fast population transfer

in multi-particle systems [36], mode conversion
in optical waveguides [37, 38] and generation of the
Greenberger–Horne–Zeilinger states (GHZ) [39].
The proposed method in [27] is superadiabatic
STIRAP (sa-STIRAP) and based on counter-
diabatic driving. The basic idea of counter-diabatic
driving is to add auxiliary interactions to some ref-
erence Hamiltonian so that the dynamic follows ex-
actly the (approximate) adiabatic evolution driven
by the reference Hamiltonian. In a three-state sys-
tem, an additional field is applied on the transi-
tion of ground states to form a loop linkage of the
three states rather than the Λ-like linkage. This
method [27] provides a fast and robust approach to
population control and the time evolution of system
remains on a non-adiabatic pass.

In this paper, we show that the sa-STIRAP
method, hitherto used for complete population
transfer amongst three-state quantum systems, of-
fers an efficient and robust method for creat-
ing coherent superpositions of states in multi-level
systems. We consider a linkage pattern composed
of an initial populated ground state, an optional
number of final ground states and an excited state.
In our method, all ground states are paired to the
excited state using the pump and the Stokes pulses.
Apart from that, the initial populated ground state
is paired to the final ground states using laser pulses
different from the pump and the Stokes pulses.
It is shown that in the appropriate conditions for
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pulse amplitudes, the proposed linkage can be re-
duced to a three-state loop system which consists
of an initial populated ground state, a coherent su-
perposition of final ground states and an excited
state. Using the sa-STIRAP method in a reduced
three-state loop, the population is transferred from
the initial populated ground state to an arbitrary
coherent superposition of the final ground states.
Our method possesses all of the advantages that
one can consider for sa-STIRAP in the three-state
system such as the evolution in a short time and
robustness because of parameter variations.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sect. 2,
the sa-STIRAP method in a three-state system is
described. Section 3 proposes a general solution
to the implementation of sa-STIRAP method in
a multi-level system. In Sect. 4 the pulses are
designed and some numerical simulations are pre-
sented. Section 5 describes the robustness of our
method due to the fluctuations in the time delay
and peak Rabi frequency. Finally, Sect. 6 presents
a summary of the results.

2. Shortcut to adiabatic passage
in three-state systems

We consider a three-state system linked by two
time-dependent interactions to be referred to as
a pump between state |1〉 of energy E1 and the ex-
cited state |2〉 having energy E2, and the Stokes
interaction between the intermediate state |2〉
and the final target state |3〉 having energy E3.
The Hamiltonian within the rotating wave approx-
imation (RWA) [8, 40] reads as

HI
0 (t) =

~
2

 0 ΩP (t) 0

ΩP (t) 2∆P ΩS(t)

0 ΩS(t) 2∆3

 , (1)

where Ωp and ΩS — the pump and the Stokes–
Rabi frequencies. The detunings from res-
onance are defined by ∆p = ωp − (E2 − E1)/~,
∆S = ωS − (|E3 − E2|)/~ and ∆3 = ∆p − ∆S ,
while ωp and ωS are the laser frequencies of the
pump and of the Stokes laser, respectively. For
the transfer process of our interest, it is essential

Fig. 1. (a) Level scheme of a three-state Λ-like sys-
tem. (b) Level scheme of a three-state loop system
in which an additional field was applied on the tran-
sition of ground states in a Λ-like system.

to apply ∆3 = 0 (the two-photon resonance
condition). Now, considering ∆p = ∆ (see Fig. 1a),
the three-level analysis can be written in an even
simpler form. Namely,

tan(θ) =
Ωp(t)

ΩS(t)
, (2)

tan(2φ) =
Ω

∆
, Ω =

√
Ω2
p (t) + Ω2

S(t), (3)

where θ and φ are the mixing angles. Then,
the Hamiltonian eigenvalues are written as

E+(t) = ~Ω cot(φ/2), (4)

E−(t) = −~Ω tan(φ/2), (5)

E0 = 0 (6)
and the instantaneous eigenvectors as [40, 41]:
|λ+(t)〉 = sin(θ) sin(φ)|1〉+ cos(φ)|2〉

+ cos(θ) sin(φ)|3〉, (7)

|λ−(t)〉 = sin(θ) cos(φ)|1〉 − sin(φ)|2〉

+ cos(θ) cos(φ)|3〉, (8)

|λ0(t)〉 = cos(θ)|1〉 − sin(θ)|3〉. (9)
The simplest Hamiltonian HI

1 (t) steers the dy-
namics along the instantaneous eigenstates |λn(t)〉
of HI

0 (t) without transitions among them and with-
out phase factors. Formally, in an arbitrarily short
time, it is given by [29]:

HI
1 (t) = i~

∑
n

|∂tλn〉〈λn| =

i~

 0 φ̇ sin(θ) θ̇

−φ̇ sin(θ) 0 −φ̇ cos(θ)

−θ̇ φ̇ cos(θ) 0

 (10)

with

θ̇ =
1

Ω2

[
Ω̇P (t)ΩS(t)− Ω̇S(t)ΩP (t)

]
, (11)

φ̇ =
∆

2Ω(∆2 + Ω2)

[
Ω̇P (t)ΩP (t) + Ω̇S(t)ΩS(t)

]
.

(12)
The total Hamiltonian isH(t) = HI

0 (t) +HI
1 (t) and

thus three new interactions should be added to
the original Hamiltonian. The associated dynam-
ics is determined by the Schrödinger equation

i~
∂

∂t
|Ψ(t)〉 = H(t)|Ψ(t)〉, (13)

where the elements of the three-dimensional vector
|Ψ(t)〉 are the probability amplitudes of the states.
If the transition between the ground states is
electric-dipole forbidden, a magnetic dipole transi-
tion may be used instead. When working in the adi-
abatic basis, the additional fields to |1〉 → |2〉 and
|2〉 → |3〉 are not necessary [27] and HI

1 (t) may
therefore be simplified to

HI
1 (t) =

~
2

 0 0 iΩa
0 0 0

− iΩa 0 0

 , (14)
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Fig. 2. Time evolution of the Rabi frequencies
and time dependence of the |1, 2, 3〉 populations for
the STIRAP (a, c) and sa-STIRAP (b, d) methods,
respectively, for Ω0 = 1.5π MHz, ∆ = 0.5π MHz,
T = 8 µs and τ = 0.09T in all cases.

where Ωa = 2θ̇ (see Fig. 1b). We impose that
the initial state of the system is |1〉 and also that
the pulses satisfy the well-known counterintuitive
sequence with ΩS first and Ωp later. Using these
conditions, the system will first be in the dark
state |λ0(t)〉 and after using HI

1 (t) the system evo-
lution will follow exactly this eigenstate of HI

0 (t).
The population, therefore, will be completely trans-
ferred to |3〉. The adiabatic following |λ0(t)〉 takes
place for any choice of the protocol parameters,
even with very small values of the applied pump
and Stoke fields, and in arbitrarily short time.
In order to perform a numerical study, the pump
and Stokes pulses are considered as follows:

Ωp(t) = Ω0f(t− τ), ΩS(t) = Ω0f(t), (15)

f(t) =

{
sin4

(
π t
T

)
0 < t < T,

0 otherwise.
(16)

Figure 2a and 2c shows the time evolution
of the Rabi frequencies and populations using
the STIRAP Stokes–pump pulse sequence, re-
spectively. It can be seen that, by considering
Ω0 = 2π × 2 MHz, ∆ = 2π × 0.1 MHz, T = 4 µs
and τ = 0.1T , the adiabaticity breaks down and
the population is not fully transferred to the fi-
nal state. Figure 2b and 2d shows the time evo-
lution of the Rabi frequencies and populations, re-
spectively, in which an additional field Ωa(t) is ap-
plied on the transition of |1〉 → |3〉 (sa-STIRAP).
The laser parameters used in all cases of Fig. 2
are the same, however the population is fully
transferred to the final state in the case presented
in Fig. 2d.

3. Superadiabatic STIRAP
in multi-state system

We consider a N + 2-state system whose linkage
pattern is depicted in Fig. 3a. In our method,
the ground state |a〉 is coupled via the upper state
with Ωp(t) and the other N ground states are
coupled via the upper state with N independent

Stokes pulses Ω
(1)
S (t),Ω

(2)
S (t), . . . ,Ω

(N)
S (t). We im-

pose the Stokes pulses to be of the same shape.
In addition, we assume that the state |a〉 is cou-
pled to the other ground states |1〉, |2〉, . . . , |N〉
with the same shape pulses Ω

(1)
a ,Ω

(2)
a , . . . ,Ω

(N)
a .

The N + 1 lower states are coupled via the excited
state |e〉 with pulsed interactions whose each pair
is on two-photon resonance. The total Hamiltonian
is H(t) = HI

0 (t) + HI
1 (t), where HI

0 (t) and HI
1 (t)

belong to the subspace S = {|a〉, |e〉, |1〉, . . . , |N〉}
and in the rotating-wave approximation, they are
described by:

H0(t) =
~
2



0 ΩP 0 0 · · · 0

ΩP 2∆ Ω
(1)
S Ω

(2)
S · · · Ω

(N)
S

0 Ω
(1)
S 0 0 · · · 0

0 Ω
(2)
S 0 0 · · · 0

...
...

...
...

. . .
...

0 Ω
(N)
S 0 0 · · · 0


,

(17)

H1(t) =
~
2



0 0 iΩ
(1)
a iΩ

(2)
a · · · iΩ

(N)
a

0 0 0 0 · · · 0

− iΩ
(1)
a 0 0 0 · · · 0

− iΩ
(2)
a 0 0 0 · · · 0

...
...

...
...

. . . · · ·
− iΩ

(N)
a 0 0 0 · · · 0


.

(18)
For the sake of simplicity, the Rabi frequencies
of the couplings between the ground states and
the excited state Ωp(t),Ω

(1)
S (t),Ω

(2)
S (t), . . . ,Ω

(N)
S (t)

are assumed to be real and positive as the popula-
tions do not depend on their signs. Our goal is to
transfer the N + 2-state system to a three-loop sys-
tem. We impose that the pulses meet the following
requirements:

Ω
(2)
S

Ω
(1)
S

=
Ω

(2)
a

Ω
(1)
a

= tan(η1),

Ω
(3)
S√

(Ω
(1)
S )2+(Ω

(2)
S )2

=
Ω

(3)
a√

(Ω
(1)
a )2+(Ω

(2)
a )2

= tan(η2),

...

Ω
(N)
S√

N−1∑
i=1

(Ω
(i)
S )2

=
Ω

(N)
a√

N−1∑
i=1

(Ω
(i)
a )2

= tan(η
N−1

), (19)

where η1, η2, . . . , ηN−1 are the time-independent
mixing angles. We emphasize that the parametriza-
tion of the mixing angles we have defined here
is different from the one used in [19] in which
the Morris–Shore (MS) [42–44] transformation is
used step by step to reduce a coupled Hilbert space
into a three-state Λ-like system. The corresponding
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Fig. 3. (a) Linkage pattern of the N -pod system.
(b) Linkage pattern of the N -pod system in the new
basis.

time-independent transformation in the new bases
ST={|1〉, |e〉, |φC〉, |φNC,1〉, |φNC,2〉, . . . , |φNC,N−1〉}
reads as

T =

(
I O

O Tb

)
, (20)

where I indicates the two-dimensional identity
matrix and O is the zero matrix. In turn,

Tb =



χ1 − χ2

X2

χ1χ3

X2X3
· · · χ1χN

XN−1XN

χ2
χ1

X2

χ2χ3

X2X3
· · · χ2χN

XN−1XN

χ3 0 − X2
2

X2X3
· · · χ3χN

XN−1XN

...
...

...
. . .

...

χN 0 0 0
−X2

N−1

XN−1XN


(21)

with
χ1 = C1C2 . . . CN−1,

χ2 = S1C2 . . . CN−1,
...

χN = SN−1, (22)
where Sj = sin (ηj) and Cj = cos (ηj) and Xl is
given by

Xl =

√√√√ l∑
k=1

(χ2
k), (l = 1, 2, 3, . . . , N). (23)

The transformation (20) allows for the construction
of an equivalent system featuring a three-state
loop system in the subspace {|a〉, |e〉, |φC〉} with
the coupled state
|φC〉 = χ1|1〉+ χ2|2〉+ · · ·+ χN |N〉 (24)

and N − 1 uncoupled states in the subspace
{|φNC,1〉, |φNC,2〉, . . . , |φNC,N−1〉} such that

|φNC,1〉 = − χ2

X2
|1〉+

χ1

X2
|2〉,

|φNC,2〉 =
χ1χ3

X2X3
|1〉+

χ2χ3

X2X3
|2〉 − X2

2

X2X3
|3〉,

...

|φNC,N−1〉 =
χ1χN

XN−1XN
|1〉+

χ2χN
XN−1XN

|2〉

+
χ3χN

XN−1XN
|3〉+ · · · −

X2
N−1

XN−1XN
|N〉. (25)

The transformed Hamiltonian HT (t) = T †H(t)T
in the new bases {|a〉, |e〉, |φC〉} reduced to a three-
state system reads as follows:

HT (t) =
~
2

 0 ΩP iΩ
(C)
a

ΩP 2∆ Ω
(C)
S

− iΩ
(C)
a Ω

(C)
S 0

 . (26)

The linkage pattern in the new bases is presented
in Fig. 3b.

The Hamiltonian (26) can be written as
HT(t) = HT

0 (t) +HT
1 (t), where

HT
0 (t) =

~
2

 0 Ωp 0

Ωp 2∆ Ω
(C)
S

0 Ω
(C)
S 0

 (27)

and

HT
1 (t) =

~
2

 0 0 iΩ
(C)
a

0 0 0

− iΩ
(C)
a 0 0

 . (28)

Here,

Ω
(C)
S =

√√√√ N∑
i=1

(Ω
(i)
S )2, (29)

Ω (C)
a =

√√√√ N∑
i=1

(Ω
(i)
a )2. (30)

Next, we consider that the reduced Hamiltonian
HT

1 (t) in the new basis S = {|a〉, |e〉, |φC〉} steers
the dynamics along the instantaneous eigen-
states |λTn (t)〉 of HT

0 (t) without transition among
them and without phase factors. The instantaneous
eigenstates |λTn 〉 of (27) are
|λT+(t)〉 = sin(ϑ) sin(ϕ)|a〉+ cos(ϕ)|e〉

+ cos(ϑ) sin(ϕ)|φC〉, (31)

|λT−(t)〉 = sin(ϑ) cos(ϕ)|a〉 − sin(ϕ)|e〉

+ cos(ϑ) cos(ϕ)|φC〉, (32)

|λT0 (t)〉 = cos(ϑ)|a〉 − sin(ϑ)|φC〉, (33)
where

tanϑ =
Ωp(t)

Ω
(C)
S (t)

, (34)

tan 2ϕ =
Ω (C)

∆
, (35)

Ω (C) =

√
Ω2
P (t) + (Ω

(C)
S (t))2. (36)

By considering the sa-STIRAP method in
the three-state system, the following condition
should be satisfied:

HT
1 (t) = i~

∑
n

|∂tλTn 〉〈λTn |. (37)

Now, considering in (28) that Ω (C)
a = 2ϑ̇, such (37)

can be established that the additional transitions
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|a〉 → |e〉 and |φC〉 → |e〉 will not be included
in (28). We can calculate ϑ̇ as follows:

ϑ̇ =
Ω̇P (t)Ω

(C)
S (t)− Ω̇

(C)
S (t)ΩP (t)

(Ω (C))2
(38)

such that

Ω̇
(C)
S (t) =

1

Ω
(C)
S (t)

N∑
i=1

(Ω
(i)
S (t)Ω̇

(i)
S (t)). (39)

We impose that the initial state of the system is |a〉
but — just as it is in the three-level system —
the order of the pulses is counterintuitive (note that
ΩC
S (t) must precede ΩP (t)). Therefore, the reduced

system will first be in the dark state |λT0 (t)〉. When
applying HT

1 (t), the system and the population will
be completely transferred to a coherent superposi-
tion of other ground state |φC(t)〉.

4. Pulses design and numerical simulations

We consider a situation, where the initial state of
the system is |a〉. Our aim is to transfer the popu-
lation from the initial state to a coherent superpo-
sition of states as follows:

|Ψ(tf )〉 =

N∑
j=1

αj |j〉 and
N∑
j=1

|αj |2 = 1. (40)

We design the pulses so that they satisfy the con-
ditions (19) and the conditions of sa-STIRAP in
the multi-level system. In order to perform the nu-
merical study, we used the pump and Stokes pulses
accordingly:

ΩP (t) = Ω0 sin4

(
π

(t− τ)

T

)
,

Ω
(1)
S (t) = α1Ω0 sin4

(
π
t

T

)
,

Ω
(2)
S (t) = α2Ω0 sin4

(
π
t

T

)
,

...

Ω
(N)
S (t) = αNΩ0 sin4

(
π
t

T

)
, (41)

where Ω0 is the peak value of pump Rabi fre-
quency which can be adjusted in the experimental
methods by the peak intensity of the pump laser
pulse. Also, αiΩ0 (i = 1, 2, . . . , N) are peak val-
ues of the Stokes–Rabi frequencies which can be
adjusted using the peak intensity of the Stokes laser
pulse. The additional pulses Ω

(i)
a (i = 1, 2, . . . , N)

should be designed in such a way as to match
the sa-STIRAP conditions. We design these pulses
as follows:

Ω (1)
a = 2α1ϑ̇,

Ω (2)
a = 2α2ϑ̇,

...

Ω (N)
a = 2αN ϑ̇. (42)

Fig. 4. Time evolution of the Rabi frequencies and
time dependence of the |a, e, 1, 2〉 populations in a
multi-level system with N = 2 for the STIRAP (a,
c) and sa-STIRAP (b, d) methods, respectively, for
Ω0 = 2π × 2 MHz, T = 4 µs, ∆ = 0.2π MHz and
τ = 0.1T in all cases.

Figure 4 shows an example for the superposition
in the multi-state system with N = 2 so that the de-
sired state is |Ψdesired〉 = 1√

8
|1〉+

√
7
8 |2〉. In Fig. 4a

and 4c, the time evolution of the Rabi frequen-
cies and populations are plotted using the STIRAP
pulse sequence, respectively, in which the adiabatic-
ity breaks down and the population is not fully
transferred into the desired state. In Fig. 4b and 4d,
two additional fields, Ω

(1)
a (t) and Ω

(2)
a (t), are ap-

plied on the transitions of |a〉 → |1〉 and |a〉 → |2〉.
In all cases, the pulses are designed using (41)
and (42) and the laser parameters are the same.
However, only in the case of Fig. 4d the full trans-
fer of population to the final state can be seen.

5. Robustness

In Fig. 5, the final fidelity F = |〈Ψ(tf )|Ψdesired〉|2

of desired state |Ψdesired〉 = 1√
8
|1〉+

√
7
8 |2〉 is plotted

as a function of the time delay τ and the peak Rabi
frequency Ω0 in the multi-level system with N = 2
obtained with the sa-STIRAP method. The plateau
region when F = 1 corresponds to the region where
the pulse shapes fulfill (41) and (42). As expected,
the final fidelity of the desired state is not sensitive
to different values of Ω0. As shown in Fig. 5, there
are two important limits for the pulse delay depend-
ing on Ω0 values, namely, a lower limit (τ ≥ 0.08T )
and an upper limit (τ ≤ 0.2T ) in which a complete
population transfer occurs to the final desired state.
The reason for these limits is that in this approach
we use the STIRAP Stokes-pump pulse sequence.

In [45], it is shown analytically that there ex-
ists a lower and an upper limit for the pulse de-
lay in the STIRAP pulse sequence. In the follow-
ing, we study the effect of deviating from the cal-
culated value for Ω (i)

a (i = 1, 2, . . . , N) on the final
fidelity numerically. In real experiments, the values
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Fig. 5. Final fidelity of the desired state |Ψdesired〉
is plotted against the time delay τ and the peak
Rabi frequency Ω0 in a multi-level system with N =
2 in resonance case ∆ = 0. The pulse shapes are
defined by (41) and (42). The other parameters are
the same as in Fig. 4.

Fig. 6. The final fidelity of the desired state
|Ψdesired〉 is plotted against η1 and η2 in a multi-
level system with N = 2 in resonance case ∆ = 0.
The pulse shapes are defined by (41) and (43). The
other parameters are the same as in Fig. 4.

obtained for Ω (i)
a may differ from the values calcu-

lated in (43). In numerics, we assume that the Ω
(i)
a

pulses are deviated by the ηi parameter as follows:
Ω (1)
a = 2η1α1ϑ̇,

Ω (2)
a = 2η2α2ϑ̇,

...

Ω (N)
a = 2ηNαN ϑ̇. (43)

It should be noted that the parameters ηJ used in
the above equation are different from the parame-
ters used in (19).

Figure 6 shows the final fidelity of the de-
sired state |Ψdesired〉 as a function of η1 and η2.
As it can be observed, if the values of Ω

(i)
a

are smaller or bigger than the values calculated
with (42), the final fidelity will be affected in such
a way that it will be less than one. According
to Fig. 6, if both the η1 and η2 values are equal
to zero, it means that (i) the additional pulses have
been removed and (ii) the technique has changed
from sa-STIRAP to STIRAP. Due to the parame-
ters used in this method, the population obtained in
the STIRAP technique cannot be completely trans-
ferred to the desired state and so the final fidelity is
much less than one. Also, if the η1 and η2 values are
more than one, (i) the sa-STIRAP technique condi-
tions will be destroyed and (ii) the final fidelity will
be significantly reduced.

6. Conclusion

We have discussed the potential of
the sa-STIRAP method for creating preselected
coherent superpositions of states. As in STIRAP,
the Stokes pulses arrive before the pump pulse
but unlike STIRAP the initial populated ground
state is paired to the final ground state using laser
pulses different from the pump and Stokes pulses.
We have suggested a smooth-pulse realization
of the sa-STIRAP in multi-level systems which
requires: a pump laser pulse, N Stokes laser pulses
and N additional laser pulses that link the initial
populated ground state to the final ground state.
This method has similar properties to the three-
state sa-STIRAP, regarding the robustness and
efficiency and thus it can be considered as its ana-
logue in creating coherent superpositions of states.
We demonstrate that this method has a certain
robustness with respect to finite fluctuations in
the time delay and peak Rabi frequency.
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