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Preface

Quantum optics, the union of quantum field theory and physical
optics, is undergoing a time of revolutionary change. The subject has
evolved from early studies on the coherence properties of radiation
like, for example, quantum statistical theories of the laser in the
sixties to modern areas of study involving, for example, the role
of squeezed states of the radiation field and atomic coherence in
quenching quantum noise in interferometry and optical amplifiers.
On the one hand, counter intuitive concepts such as lasing without
inversion and single atom (micro) masers and lasers are now laboratory
realities. Many of these techniques hold promise for new devices whose
sensitivity goes well beyond the standard quantum limits. On the other
hand, quantum optics provides a powerful new probe for addressing
fundamental issues of quantum mechanics such as complementarity,
hidden variables, and other aspects central to the foundations of
quantum physics and philosophy.

The intent of this book is to present these and many other exciting
developments in the field of quantum optics to students and scientists,
with an emphasis on fundamental concepts and their applications,
so as to enable the students to perform independent research in this
field. The book (which has developed from our lectures on the subject
at various universities, research institutes, and summer schools) may
be used as a textbook for beginning graduate students with some
background in standard quantum mechanics and electromagnetic the-
ory. Each chapter is supplemented by problems and general references.
Some of the problems rely heavily on the treatment given in a research
paper, leading students directly to the scientific literature. The role of
the references is to identify original papers, and to refer the reader to
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review articles and related papers for in-depth study. No attempt is
made to give an exhaustive list of references.

The book is divided roughly into three parts. In the first six chapters,
we develop the ‘tools’ of quantum optics. In the next eleven chapters,
these ‘tools’ are applied to various quantum optical systems. In the
last four chapters, we consider the application of modern quantum
optical physics to testing the foundations of quantum mechanics.

The book opens with the presentation of the quantization of the
radiation field by associating each mode of the field with a quantized
harmonic oscillator. The strong motivation to quantize the radiation
field in many quantum optical systems comes from phenomena such
as quantum beats, two-photon interferometry, and the generation of
nonclassical states of the radiation field, e.g., Fock states. Some of
these phenomena shed new light on our understanding of the elusive
concept of the photon. In the first part of the book, we discuss the
various states of the radiation field, e.g., coherent and squeezed states,
and introduce the distribution functions of the field which form a
correspondence between the quantum and the classical theories of
radiation. We then develop a quantum theory of coherence in terms of
the correlation functions of the field, which provides a framework for
discussing the outcome of interferometric experiments. We proceed to
develop the semiclassical and quantum theories of the interaction of
the radiation field with matter, with an emphasis on formulating a
theoretical framework directed toward understanding the many faceted
problems of modern quantum optics.

In the second part, we use this theoretical framework to develop
theories of atomic and field damping, resonance fluorescence, laser and
micromaser operation, and the study of the quantum noise properties
of such nonlinear optical processes as parametric amplification and
four-wave mixing. Atomic coherence effects in many novel systems
are discussed in detail. For example, the role of atomic coherence in
suppressing absorption leads to interesting effects such as lasing with-
out inversion and electromagnetically induced transparency. Atomic
coherence can also play a role in quenching Schawlow—Townes spon-
taneous emission noise in lasers, as in the correlated emission laser
(CEL). Such CEL systems have potential applications in, e.g., laser
gvro physics and ‘noise-free’ amplification.

In the third part, we move on to the application of modern quan-
tum optical physics to fundamental questions related to the founda-
tion of quantum mechanics. These include Bell’s theorem, quantum
nondemolition measurements, ‘which-path’ detectors, and two-photon
interferometry.
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CHAPTER 1

Quantum theory of
radiation

Light occupies a special position in our attempts to understand nature
both classically and quantum mechanically. We recall that Newton,
who made so many fundamental contributions to optics, championed a
particle description of light and was not favorably disposed to the wave
picture of light. However, the beautiful unification of electricity and
magnetism achieved by Maxwell clearly showed that light was properly
understood as the wave-like undulations of electric and magnetic fields
propagating through space.

The central role of light in marking the frontiers of physics con-
tinues on into the twentieth century with the ultraviolet catastrophe
associated with black-body radiation on the one hand and the pho-
toelectric effect on the other. Indeed, it was here that the era of
quantum mechanics was initiated with Planck’s introduction of the
quantum of action that was necessary to explain the black-body ra-
diation spectrum. The extension of these ideas led Einstein to explain
the photoelectric effect, and to introduce the photon concept.

It was, however, left to Dirac* to combine the wave- and particle-
like aspects of light so that the radiation field is capable of explaining
all interference phenomena and yet shows the excitation of a specific
atom located along a wave front absorbing one photon of energy. In
this chapter, following Dirac, we associate each mode of the radiation
field with a quantized simple harmonic oscillator, this is the essence
of the quantum theory of radiation. An interesting consequence of the
quantization of radiation is the fluctuations associated with the zero-

* The pioneering papers on the quantum theory of radiation by Dirac [1927] and Fermi [1932]
should be read by every student of the subject. Excellent modern treatments are to be found in
the textbooks by: Loudon, The Quantum Theory of Light [1973], Cohen-Tannoudji, Dupont-Roc,
and Grynberg, Atom—Photon Interactions [1992], Weinberg, Theory of Quantum Fields [1995], and
Pike and Sarkar, Quantum Theory of Radiation [1995].
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point energy or the so-called vacuum fluctuations. These fluctuations
have no classical analog and are responsible for many interesting
phenomena in quantum optics. As is discussed at length in Chapters
5 and 7, a semiclassical theory of atom-field interaction in which only
the atom is quantized and the field is treated classically, can explain
many of the phenomena which we observe in modern optics. The
quantization of the radiation field is, however, needed to explain effects
such as spontaneous emission, the Lamb shift, the laser linewidth, the
Casimir effect, and the full photon statistics of the laser. In fact,
each of these physical effects can be understood from the point of
view of vacuum fluctuations perturbing the atoms, e.g., spontaneous
emission is often said to be the result of ‘stimulating’ the atom by
vacuum fluctuations. However, as compelling as these reasons are
for quantizing the radiation field, there are other strong reasons and
logical arguments for quantizing the radiation field.

For example, the problem of quantum beat phenomena provides
us with a simple example in which the results of self-consistent fully
quantized calculation differ qualitatively from those obtained via a
semiclassical theory with or without vacuum fluctuations. Another
experiment wherein a quantized theory of radiation is required for
the proper interpretation of the observed results is two-photon in-
terferometry and the production of entangled states associated with
such a configuration. This is discussed in detail in Chapter 21. Fur-
ther support that the electromagnetic field is quantized is provided by
the experimental observations of nonclassical states of the radiation
field, e.g., squeezed states, sub-Poissonian photon statistics, and photon
antibunching,

Following this brief motivation for the quantum theory of radiation,
we now turn to the quantization of the free electromagnetic field.

1.1 Quantization of the free electromagnetic field

With the objective of quantizing the electromagnetic field in free
space, it is convenient to begin with the classical description of the
field based on Maxwell’s equations. These equations relate the electric
and magnetic field vectors E and H, respectively, together with the
displacement and inductive vectors D and B, respectively, and have
the form (in mks units):

oD
= 1.1.1
VxH = (1.1.1a)
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v xE=—%?, (1.1.1b)
V.- B=0, (1.1.1¢)
V-D=0, (1.1.1d)

with the constitutive relations
B = uoH, (1.1.2)
D = ¢E. (1.1.3)

Here ¢y and puo are the free space permittivity and permeability,

respectively, and ugeo = ¢~ where c is the speed of light in vacuum.
It follows, on taking the curl of Eq. (1.1.1b) and using Eqgs. (1.1.1a),

(1.1.14d), (1.1.2), and (1.1.3), that E(r,t) satisfies the wave equation

VZE — =35 =0 (1.1.4)
In deriving Eq. (1.1.4) we also used V x (V x E) = V(V - E) — V?E.

1.1.1 Mode expansion of the field

We first consider the electric field to have the spatial dependence
appropriate for a cavity resonator of length L (Fig. 1.1). We take the
electric field to be linearly polarized in the x-direction and expand in
the normal modes of the cavity

E((z,t) =Y A;q;(t)sin(k;z), (1.1.5)
j

where g; is the normal mode amplitude with the dimension of a length,
kj = jn/L, with j =1,2,3,..., and

4= (2Im " 116
] = V€0 > (" )

with v; = jmc/L being the cavity eigenfrequency, V = LA (4 is the
transverse area of the optical resonator) is the volume of the resonator
and m; is a constant with the dimension of mass. The constant m; has
been included only to establish the analogy between the dynamical
problem of a single mode of the electromagnetic field and that of
the simple harmonic oscillator. The equivalent mechanical oscillator
will have a mass m;, and a Cartesian coordinate g;. The nonvanishing
component of the magnetic field H, in the cavity” is obtained from
Eq. (1.1.5):

* In the present treatment of field quantization in vacuum we are focussing on the electric E(r, )

and magnetic H(r, ) fields. In a material medium it is preferable to work with D{r,¢) and B(r, ?);
see Bialynicki-Birula and Bialynicka-Birula [1976].
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\VARVARV :
Y v
y
Hy=) 4 (?]fc—jﬂ) cos(k;z). (1.1.7)
J
The classical Hamiltonian for the field is
H = % /V di(eoE} + uoHY), (1.1.8)

where the integration is over the volume of the cavity. It follows, on
substituting from Eqgs. (1.1.5) and (1.1.7) for E, and H,, respectively,
in Eq. (1.1.8), that

1 .
H = 3 Z(mjvjz-qu- + qujz_)

2
=5 Z <m]v]q] j) : (1.1.9)

where p; = m;q; is the canonical momentum of the jth mode. Equation
(1.1.9) expresses the Hamiltonian of the radiation field as a sum of
independent oscillator energies. Each mode of the field is therefore
dynamically equivalent to a mechanical harmonic oscillator.

1.1.2 Quantization

The present dynamical problem can be quantized by identifying g;
and p; as operators which obey the commutation relations

laj, py] = ihdjj, (1.1.10a)
9,971 = [pj,p7] = 0. (1.1.10b)

It is convenient to make a canonical transformation to operators a;
and a}f:

1 .
aje —ivjt _ ——2m.hv-(mjvjqj +1pj), (1.1.11a)
TV

Fig. 1.1
Electromagnetic field
of frequency v inside
a cavity. The field is
assumed to be
transverse with the
electric field
polarized in the
x-direction.
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iv; 1 ;
aj-e it = W(mﬂ)jqj —ip)). (1.1.11b)
vy

In terms of a; and a;, the Hamiltonian (1.1.9) becomes

1
H=h) v (a}aj+§). (1.1.12)
J

The commutation relations between a; and a;. follow from those
between g; and p;:

[aj.a}] =85, (1.1.13)
[a),a;] = [al,a}] =0, (1.1.14)
The operators aj' and a}t are referred to as the annihilation and
the creation operators, respectively. The reason for these names will

become clear in the next section. In terms of a; and a;-, the electric
and magnetic fields (Eqgs. (1.1.5) and (1.1.7)) take the form

Ex(z,0)=Y_&j(ae™™" +ale™)sink;z, (1.1.15)
J
Hy(z,1) = —iegc y_ & (aje™™" — ale™ ") cosk;z, (1.1.16)
J
where the quantity
v\
&i=—% 1.1.17
J (GQV) ( )

has the dimensions of an electric field.

So far we have considered the quantization of the radiation field
in a finite one-dimensional cavity. We can now quantize the field in
unbounded free space as follows.

We consider the field in a large but finite cubic cavity of side
L. Here we regard the cavity merely as a region of space with no
specific boundaries. We consider the running-wave solutions instead
of the standing-wave solutions considered above and impose periodic
boundary conditions.

The classical electric and magnetic fields can be expanded in terms
of the plane waves

Eri) =) abime " tcc, (1.1.18)
k
1 Kk x gk —ivet+ikr

Hr,t)=—>)_ Evaee T Lo, (1.1.19)
Ho 5~ Wk

where the summation is taken over an infinite discrete set of values of
the wave vector k = (kx, ky, k), € is a unit polarization vector, a is a
dimensionless amplitude and
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1/2
&y = (flv"—> : (1.1.20)

In Egs. (1.1.18) and (1.1.19) c.c. stands for complex conjugate. The
periodic boundary conditions require that

_ 2mny _ 2mny
T L L’
where ny, ny, n; are integers (0, £1, £2,...). A set of numbers (n,,ny, n;)

defines a mode of the electromagnetic field. Equation (1.1.1d) requires
that

27nn,

kx kz L s

k, (1.1.21)

k-4 =0, (1.1.22)

i.e., the fields are purely transverse. There are, therefore, two indepen-
dent polarization directions of & for each k.

The change from a discrete distribution of modes to a continuous
distribution can be made by replacing the sum in Egs. (1.1.18) and
(1.1.19) by an integral:

; Lo (%)3 /dsk, (1.1.23)

where the factor 2 accounts for two possible states of polarization,

In many problems, we shall be interested in the density of modes
between the frequencies v and v + dv. This can be obtained by trans-
forming from the rectangular components (ky, k;, k;) to the polar
coordinates (k sin 8 cos ¢, ksin 0sin ¢, k cos 8), so that the volume ele-
ment in k space is

2
&k = k2dk sin 0d0d¢ = z—3dv sin 0d0d¢. (1.1.24)

The total number of modes in volume L in the range between v and
v +dv is given by

3.2 n 2n 3,2
av=2(L v—d—v/ d0sin0/ do =" 4v. (1.125)
271.' C3 0 0

n2c3
Therefore the number of modes with frequencies in the range v to
v+dvis
L3v?
D = —— 1.1.26
(v)dv e dv, ( )

where D(v) is called the mode density.
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As before, the radiation field is quantized by identifying ax and o,
with the harmonic oscillator operators ax and a};, respectively, which
satisfy the commutation relation [ay, alt] = 1. The quantized electric
and magnetic fields take the form

E(r.f) =) adiae % + He, (1.1.27)
k
1 k x & —ivgt+iker
H(r,t) = p > . Exaxe KT L He, (1.1.28)
k

where H.c. stands for Hermitian conjugate. Usually the positive and
negative frequency parts of these field operators are written separately.
For example, the electric field operator E(r, ¢) is written as

E(r,t) = EV(r, 1) + EO(r, 1), (1.1.29)
where '
EV(r,) =) ubrage™ kT, (1.1.30)
k
EO@w )= &éyale kT, (1.1.31)
k
k

Here EM)(r, t) contains only the annihilation operators and its adjoint
E)(r, ) contains only the creation operators.

1.1.3 Commutation relations between electric and magnetic
field components

An important consequence of imposing the quantum conditions (1.1.13)
and (1.1.14) is that as the electric and magnetic field strengths do not
commute they are thus not measurable simultaneously. In order to
show this we rewrite the quantized mode expansions (1.1.27) and
(1.1.28) for E(r,t) and H(r,?), respectively by including explicitly the
two states of polarization denoted by the symbol 4:

Ert) =) &’ 6rae ™ + He, (1.1.32)
kA
1 k x &% vt
Hr)=—Y ; kK gra ek L Hee, (1.1.33)
W Y] k
The corresponding commutation relations between the operators ay
and ah are

[z aw ] = [af 1, af ;] =0,
[aki @) 1] = S0 (1.1.34)
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It then follows that the equal time commutator between the field
components is given by

[Ex(r, 1), Hy(l' Dl = —; Z W) [ wk egz)kx]

« [elk.(,_{) _ e—ik-(r—r’)] , (1.1.35)

where e ) (i = x, ¥,z) is the ith component of € AW We proceed by
using the operator identity of Problem 1.9 to wr1te

kk
éf(l)éf(l) +€ A(Z)A(z) + = 2 =1, (1.1.36)
where € , and kk denote dyadic products. One can verify
that taklng the 1nner product of (1.1.36) with the Cartesian unit vector
¢; from the left and €; from the right yields

A(I)A(l) A(Z)A(Z)

kik;
6;(11)6{(1])_4_6(2) @ _ 5, sz. (1.1.37)

The summation over the polarization states in Eq. (1.1.35) can
now be carried out using (1.1.37). The resulting expression for the
commutator is

(Ex(r,t), H,(¥, )] = Zk [l‘“f—f’)—e—ik'(f—f’)]. (1.1.38)

We now replace the summation by an integral via

14
Ek: = G / k. (1.1.39)

The factor of 2 has not been included as was done in Eq. (1.1.23)
because, in the present case, we have summed over two polarization
states explicitly. We obtain

[Ex(r,t), Hy(r,t)] = —ihczéam(r -r). (1.1.40)

In general
(Ej(r, ), H{(Y,0)] =0 (j =x,y,2), (1.1.41)
[Ej(r, 1), (Y, t)] = —ihcza%a(”(r —r), (1.1.42)

where j, k, and ¢ form a cyclic permutation of x, y, and z.

We, therefore, conclude that the parallel components of E and H
may be measured simultaneously whereas the perpendicular compo-
nents cannot.
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1.2 Fock or number states

In this section we first restrict ourselves to a single mode of the field
of frequency v having creation and annihilation operators a' and a,
respectively. Let |n) be the energy eigenstate corresponding to the
energy eigenvalue E,, ie.,

Hln) = hv <aTa + %) In) = E,|n). (1.2.1)

If we apply the operator a from the left, we obtain after using the
commutation relation [a,a’] = 1 and some rearrangement

Haln) = (E, — hv)aln). (1.2.2)
This means that the state

n—1) = ai In), (1.2.3)

n

is also an energy eigenstate but with the reduced eigenvalue
E,y=E,— hv. (12.4)

In Eq. (1.23), «, is a constant which will be determined from the
normalization condition

n—1n—1)=1. (1.2.5)

If we repeat this procedure n times we move down the energy ladder
in steps of Av until we obtain

#a|0) = (Eq — hv)al0). (1.2.6)

Here E is the ground state energy such that (Eg—#v) would correspond
to an energy eigenvalue smaller than Ey. Since we do not allow energies
lower than E, for the oscillator, we must conclude

al0) = 0. (1.2.7)

The state |0} is referred to as the vacuum state. Using this relation we
can find the value of Eg from the eigenvalue equation

1
H|0) = 5hv|0) = Ey|0). (1.2.8)
This gives
Ey = %hv. (12.9)

It then follows from Eq. (1.2.4) that
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E,= (n + %) hv. (1.2.10)
From Eq. (1.2.1), we obtain
d'aln) = njn), (1.2.11)

ie, the energy eigenstate |n) is also an eigenstate of the ‘number’
operator

n=ada (1.2.12)

The normalization constant a,, in Eq. (1.2.3) can now be determined.

n—1n—-1)=

n n
P |2<n|aTa|n> = |—a——|—2—<n|n> =GE" 1. (1.2.13)

If we take the phase of the normalization constant «, to be zero then
a, = /n. Equation (1.2.3) then becomes

aln) = \/njn — 1). (1.2.14)

We can proceed along the same lines with the operator a'. The resulting
equation is

a'ln) = n+1|n+1). (1:2.15)

A repeated use of this equation gives

(a'y
= 0). 1.2.16
N |0) ( )
It is useful to interpret the energy eigenvalues (1.2.10) as corre-
sponding to the presence of n quanta or photons of energy hv. The
eigenstates |n) are called Fock states or photon number states. They
form a complete set of states, ie.,

n)

> iny(nl = 1. (1.2.17)

The energy eigenvalues are discrete, in contrast to classical electromag-
netic theory where energy can have any value. The energy expectation
value can however take on any value, for the state vector is, in general,
an arbitrary superposition of energy eigenstates, ie.,

) = caln) (1.2.18)
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Fig. 1.2

Energy levels for the
quantum mechanical
harmonic oscillators
associated with the

electromagnetic field.

The creation
operator a' adds a
quantum of energy
kv, whereas the
destruction operator
a subtracts the same
amount of energy.

En+1 = (TL + 3/2)hl/
= (n+1/2)hw
E, 1=Mn-1/2)hv

E2 = 5/2 hv
E1 = 3/2 hv
Ey =1/2

where ¢, are complex coefficients. The residual energy hv/2 corre-
sponding to Ej is called the zero-point energy. In Fig. 1.2, the energy
levels for the quantum mechanical oscillations associated with the
electromagnetic field are given.

An important property of the number state |n) is that the corre-
sponding expectation value of the single-mode linearly polarized field
operator

E(r,t) = Sae ""HET L H, (1.2.19)
vanishes, i.e.,
(n|E|n) = 0. (1.2.20)

However, the expectation value of the intensity operator E? is given
by
2 2 1

(n|E“|n) = 2|&| (n + 5) , (1.2.21)
i.e., there are fluctuations in the field about its zero ensemble average.
It is interesting to note that there are nonzero fluctuations even for a
vacuum state |0). These vacuum fluctuations are responsible for many
interesting phenomena in quantum optics as discussed earlier. For
example, it may be considered that they stimulate an excited atom to
emit spontaneously. They also account for the Lamb shift of 2P, —
28y, energy levels of atomic hydrogen. In particular in Section 1.3,
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we shall see how the vacuum fluctuations of the electromagnetic field
are responsible for the Lamb shift.

The operators a and a' annihilate and create photons, respectively,
for, as seen in Egs. (1.2.14) and (1.2.15), they change a state with n
photons into one with n — 1 or n+ 1 photons. The operators a and a'
are therefore referred to as annihilation (or destruction) and creation
operators, respectively. These operators are not themselves Hermitian
(a # a*) and do not represent observable quantities such as the electric
and magnetic field amplitudes. However, some combinations of the
operators are Hermitian such as a; = (a + a')/2 and a, = (a —a')/2i.

So far we have considered a single-mode field and have found that,
in general, the wave function can be written as a linear superposition
of photon number states |n). We now extend this formalism to deal
with multi-mode fields.

We can rewrite the Hamiltonian 4 in Eq. (1.1.12) as

H = Hy (1.2.22)
k

where

2

The energy eigenstate |ny) of # is defined in a manner similar to the
single-mode field via the energy eigenvalue equation

1
e9fk|nk> = hvy (nk + 5) |nk). (1.2.24) -

The general eigenstate of # can therefore have ny, photons in the
first mode, ny, in the second, ny, in the /th and so forth, and can be
written as |nk, )|nk,) ... |nK,) ... or more conveniently

|nk1,nk2,...,nk(,...) = |{nk}) (1.2.25)

The annihilation and creation operators a, and a};/ lower and raise

the /th entry alone, ie.,
ag, [Pk, By, -, ks ) = A [Py PRy - B, — 1,00, (1.2.26)

aLInkl,nkz,...,nk,,...) =/ng, + 1lng,, gy, .. ong, + 1,000,
(1.2.27)

Hy =l (a,tak + 1) . (1223)

The general state vector for the field is a linear superposition of these
eigenstates:

kg nkz hg )

=Y cpuyl{m). (1.2.28)
{m}
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This is a more general superposition than

W) = Y wK,) - W) -+ (1.2.29)

where |yy,) are state vectors for individual modes. Equation (1.2.28)
includes state vectors of the type (1.2.29) as well as more general
states having correlations between the field modes which can result
from interaction of the various field modes with a common system.

1.3 Lamb shift

The precision observation of the Lamb shift, between the 2S;,, and
2Py, levels in hydrogen, was in a real sense the stimulus for mod-
ern quantum electrodynamics (QED). According to Dirac theory, the
281, and 2Py, levels should have equal energies. However, radiative
corrections due to the interaction between the atomic electron and the
vacuum, shift the 25/, level higher in energy by around 1057 MHz
relative to the 2Py, level

Early attempts to calculate such ‘vacuum induced’ radiative correc-
tions were frustrated in that they predicted infinite level shifts. How-
ever, the beautiful measurement of Lamb and Retherford provided
the stimulus for renormalization theory which has been so successful
in handling these divergences.

On the occasion of Lamb’s sixty-fifth birthday, Freeman Dyson®
wrote:

Your work on the hydrogen fine structure led directly to the
wave of progress in quantum electrodynamics on which I
took a ride to fame and fortune. You did the hard, tedious,
exploratory work. Once you had started the wave rolling, the
ride for us theorists was easy. And after we had zoomed
ashore with our fine, fancy formalisms, you still stayed with
your stubborn experiment. For many years thereafter you
were at work, carefully coaxing the hydrogen atom to give us
the accurate numbers which provided the solid foundations
for all our speculations...

Those years, when the Lamb shift was the central theme
of physics, were golden years for all the physicists of my
generation. You were the first to see that that tiny shift, so
elusive and hard to measure, would clarify in a fundamental
way our thinking about particles and fields.

* Dyson [1978].
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Shortly after the experimental results were announced, Bethe pro-
duced a simple nonrelativistic calculation which was in good qual-
itative agreement with theory, by using the suggestion of Kramers,
Schwinger, and Weisskopf for ‘subtracting off’ infinities. This was
extended to a full relativistic theory in quantitative agreement with
experiments by Kroll and Lamb, and French and Weisskopf; and was
the harbinger of modern QED as developed by Schwinger, Feynman,
and Dyson.

The excellent agreement between the full quantum theory of radia-
tion and matter, and experiment, e.g., the Lamb shift, provides strong
support for the quantization of the radiation field. However, a detailed
calculation of thg Lamb shift would take us too far from mainstream
quantum optics. Therefore, we will present here a heuristic derivation
of the electromagnetic level shift following Welton.

The effect of the fluctuations in the electric and magnetic fields
associated with the vacuum is a perturbation of the electron in a
hydrogen atom from the standard orbits of the Coulomb potential
—e*/4ne,r due to the proton; so the electron radius r — r + dr,
where or is the fluctuation in the position of the electron due to
the fluctuating fields. The change in potential energy, and thus the
associated level shift, is given by

AV =V +dr)— V()
=dr VV + %(5r~V)2V(r)+... (1.3.1)

Since the fluctuations are isotropic, (dr)yac = 0, the first term can be
neglected. Moreover,

1
(61 V)*vac = §<(5r)2)vacV2, (1.3.2)
again due to the isotropy of the fluctuations. We therefore obtain
== 1.3.3
ar = gl (v (7)) | (133)

where (...), represents the quantum average with respect to the atomic
states.
For the 28 state of hydrogen

—e? 2 1
<V2 (47r€eor)> = Eego_ /drwﬁs(r)Vz (;) Pas(r)

ez 2
= —|p2s(0)|
€0

2

e
= 1.3.4
871.'6061(3) ’ ( )
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where ap = 4negh®/me? (m is the mass of the electron) is the Bohr
radius and we use

\' (%) = —4md(r), (1.3.5)

and
1
P2s5(0) = Brad) 7 (1.3.6)

For P-states, the nonrelativistic wave function vanishes at the origin
and hence so does the energy shift.

Next we consider the contribution ((6r)?)yac due to the vacuum
fluctuations in Eq. (1.3.3). The classical equation of motion for the
electron displacement (dr)x induced by a single mode of the field of
wave vector k and frequency v is

d2
m—&t—z(ér)k = —eEy. (1.3.7)

This is valid if the field frequency v is greater than the frequency vq in
the Bohr orbit, i.e., if v > mc/ao. For the field oscillating at frequency
v,

Sr(t) = 6r(0)e™™" +c.c. (1.3.8)
We thus have
e
where, from Eq. (1.1.27),
Ey = &ilaxe T £ He). (1.3.10)

After summing over all modes, we obtain

(6P =Y (-5 ) OUET0)
k
= Z ( c2k2) (%) , (13.11)

where we have made the substitution & = (hck/2eoV)!/2. For the
continuous mode distribution, the summation in Eq. (1.3.11) is changed
to an integral (Eq. (1.1.23)). We then obtain after carrying out the

angular integrations
hck
2 itstdl
<(5l’) >Vac (2 )3 4n/dkk ) (2€0V)

1 e? dk
= Teo? (n—) (m) / T (1312
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This gives a divergent result. However as noted before, the present
method is only valid for v > nc/ag, or equivalently k > m/ag. It is
also valid only for wavelengths longer than the Compton wavelength,
ie., k < mc/h, because of magnetic effects on the motion which begin
when v/c = p/mc = hk/mc < 1. The present method is invalid if the
electron is relativistic. We can therefore choose the lower and upper
limits for the integral in Eq. (1.3.12) to be w/ao and mc/h, respectively.
We then obtain

2 2 h
(L= ﬁ (;—c) (—mh—c) In (42"2 c) . (1.3.13)

On substituting Eqgs. (1.3.4) and (1.3.13) into Eq. (1.3.3), we obtain
the following expression for the Lamb shift

4 & & B\? 1 4eghic
(AV) = 3 Tmeg dneohc (—m—c> %g In <7> . (1.3.14)
This shift is about 1 GHz in good agreement with the observed shift,
considering the crude approximations made in the calculation.

Finally, we note the exciting developments in Lamb shift physics
made possible by modern quantum optical techniques, namely the
measurement of the radiation shift of the 1S state via precise mea-
surements of the two-photon 1S-2S transition first performed by
Hinsch and co-workers.

1.4 Quantum beats

Over the past decades several alternative theories to quantum elec-
trodynamics (QED) have been proposed. One such theory is based
on stochastic electrodynamics. In this theory, matter is treated quan-
tum mechanically while radiation is described according to Maxwell’s
equations, to which one adds vacuum fluctuations. In this picture, it
would seem that almost all quantum phenomena, such as spontaneous
emission, Lamb shift, and the laser linewidth, can be understood in a
semiquantitative fashion.

Quantum beat™ phenomena however provide us with a simple ex-
ample of a case in which the results of a self-consistent fully quantized
calculation differ substantially from those obtained via a semiclassical
theory (SCT) even when augmented by the notion of vacuum fluctua-
tions. This is a good example of a problem which cannot be explained,
let alone calculated, by semiclassical-type arguments.

* Svanberg [1991].
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In later chapters, we shall present elaborate theories of atom-field
interaction based on semiclassical and fully quantum mechanical treat-
ments. In this section, however, we discuss quantum beats via QED
and SCT in three-level atomic systems using simple arguments. We
consider two different types of three-level atoms in the so-called V
and A type configurations which are prepared in a coherent superpo-
sition of all three states. Both systems are first treated semiclassically
and then by QED methods in order to compare the results of both
approaches.

As depicted in Fig. 1.3, an ensemble of atoms prepared in a coherent
superposition of states is described by a state vector,

[w(t)) = caexp(—iwat)|a) + cp exp(—iwpt)|b)
“+c. exp(—iwct)|c), (1.4.1)

where c,, ¢p, and c. are probability amplitudes for the atom to be in
levels |a), |b), and |c), respectively. Furthermore, if the nonvanishing
dipole matrix elements are denoted by

V type atoms A type atoms

14.
Po = elalrlc)y Pa = elalr|c) (142
Pie = elblric) Pa = elalr|b),

where the designations V and A are explained in Fig. 1.3, then the
state (1.4.1) implies that each atom contains two microscopic oscillating
dipoles, that is,

V type atoms A type atoms
P(t) = P(cic.)exp(ivit) P(t) = Po(cic.)exp(ivit) (14.3)

+ Pc(cyec) explivat) + Pa(ciep) exp(ivat)
+c.c. +c.c.,

where vi = W, — w,, V2 = wp — . for V type atoms and v = w, — wy,
v2 = w, — o, for A type atoms. From a semiclassical perspective, the
field radiated will then be a sum of two terms

E™ = &, exp(—ivt) + & exp(—ivat), (1.4.4)

in an obvious notation. Hence it is clear that a square law detector
contains an interference or beat note term

|E®? = |81 + |82 + (&1 &2 expli(vy — va)t] +cc). (1.4.5)
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Fig. 1.3
Three-level atomic
@) 1b) structures for (a) V
type and (b) A type
quantum beats.
(a) V-type atom
c)
|¢V(t)> = Z Ci |1/70> +a |C, ]-V1> +c2 |C, ]-V2>
i=a,b,c
@)
(b) A-type atom
®) le)

[a®)) = D i1, 00 +¢; [5,10,) + b e 1u,)

i=a,b,c

Such a beat note is frequently observed in beam-foil spectroscopy
experiments.

Finally we note, and this is the central point, that such an inter-
ference term is predicted by SCT for atoms of both types V' and
A.

Let us now consider the same problem as viewed from a QED
perspective. For an atom of the V type we now calculate a beat note

WwrOIETOEL Oy (1), (1.4.6)

where E{—)(t) and E§+)(t) are proportional to the creation and annihi-
lation operator expressions aI exp(ivit) and a, exp(—iv,t), respectively.
In view of |ypy(t)), as given in Fig. 1.3(a), Eq. (1.4.6) reduces to

K<1v10vz|alta2|0vllv2> exp[i(v1 - VZ)t] <C|C>, (147)
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where x is a constant. Hence, the beat note calculated via QED is
given by

kexpli(vi — v2)t] {clc) . (1.4.8)
——

=]

On the other hand for A type atoms we have
(Wa@IET OESY @lwa(®), (149)
and taking [ypa(z)) from Fig. 1.3(b) this becomes

K'(1,,0,,]al a2]0,,1,,) expli(v — v2)t}{c|b)
= k' expli(vy — v2)t] {c|b) . (1.4.10)
N~
=0

Summarizing these QED considerations,

V type atoms : (py () E{V(ES™ (D)l (1)) =k expli(v; — v2)t],
A type atoms : (pa (1) ESV()EST (1) pa(t) =0 (1.4.11)

whereas in the SCT calculations one finds the beat note amplitude to
be nonvanishing for both V type and A type atoms.

The following argument based on the quantum theory of measure-
ment provides some physical insight concerning the missing beats. A
V type atom when coherently excited will decay via the emission of
a photon with frequency v; or v,. Since both transitions lead to the
same final atomic state, one cannot determine along which path, v,
or v, the atom decayed. Analogous to Young’s double-slit problem,
this uncertainty in atomic trajectory leads to an interference between
photons with frequencies v; and v,, giving rise to quantum beats. The
complementary nature of which-path information and the appearance
of quantum beats will be discussed in detail in Chapter 19. A coher-
ently excited A type atom will also decay via the emission of a photon
with frequency v; or v,. However, after the emission is long past, an
observation of the atom would now tell us which decay channel (1 or
2) was taken (atom in |c) or |b)). Consequently, we expect no beats in
this case.

The clear conclusion is that a QED calculation is consistent with
our most fundamental notions of quantum theory, while SCT applied
to this problem is not.
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1.5 What is light? — The photon concept

The quantum theory of radiation provides a complete description of
radiation—matter interactions (when supplemented by certain renor-
malization presumptions). It is however tempting to argue that the
conceptual underpinnings of the quantum theory of radiation and the
concept of a photon can be best thought of as involving a classical
electromagnetic field plus the fluctuations associated with vacuum.
However, advances in quantum optics have brought forward new
arguments for quantizing the electromagnetic field, and with them,
deeper insight into the conceptual nature of photons. With such ex-
amples as quantum beat phenomena, the quantum eraser, and certain
two-photon interference phenomena, as discussed later in this book,
it becomes necessary to think of the photon as a quantum mechanical
entity whose basic physics is much deeper than the semiclassical the-
ory plus vacuum fluctuation logic. We also note that there are deep
questions associated with the question of metric in a quantized field
theory, and that, in one of his last papers, Feynman® makes inter-
esting comments connecting the possibility of a deeper understanding
of renormalization theory by combining negative probability concepts
with indefinite-metric physics. Some of these ideas and the extensions
of our conceptual understanding of the photon are the subject of this
concluding section of this chapter.

1.5.1 Vacuum fluctuations and the photon concept

While the formal quantum theory of radiation and quantum elec-
trodynamics has had amazing success in explaining the interaction
of electromagnetic radiation with matter, there are certain conceptual
problems. For example, the various infinities associated with the calcu-
lations of quantities, such as the Lamb shift, the anomalous magnetic
moment.

On the other hand, as we shall see in later chapters of this book,
there are many processes associated with the radiation-matter inter-
action which can be well explained by a semiclassical theory in which
the field is treated classically and the matter is treated quantum me-
chanically. Examples of physical phenomena which can be explained
either totally or largely by semiclassical theory include the photoelec-
tric effect which was first explained semiclassically by Wentzel in 1927.
Stimulated emission, resonance fluorescence, and many other effects

* In: Negative Probabilities in Quantum Mechanics, ed. B. Hiley and F. Peat (Routledge, London,
1978).
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do not require the full machinery of the quantum theory of radiation
for their explanation; they can rather be explained by a semiclassical
analysis.

In the same spirit, it is interesting to note that the two clouds
on the horizon of physics at the beginning of the twentieth century
both involved electromagnetic radiation. As the reader will no doubt
recall, it was stated that the only two issues that were not com-
pletely understood in physics at that time were the null result of the
Michelson-Morley experiment and the Rayleigh-Jeans catastrophe
associated with black-body radiation. The Michelson—Morley experi-
ment, of course, led to special relativity, which was the logical capstone
of classical mechanics and electrodynamics, and the Planck solution
to the Rayleigh-Jeans catastrophe was the beginning of quantum
mechanics.

It is, however, interesting and important to realize that neither
of these phenomena involved the concept of a photon. In the first
instance, Einstein was thinking essentially of transformations involving
Maxwell’s equations and in the second instance, Planck was thinking
in terms of quantizing the energies of the oscillators in the walls of
his cavity, not quantizing the radiation field. Up to this point, neither
the quantum theory of radiation nor the ideal concept of the photon
had been conceived.

The first introduction of the photon concept was Einstein’s utiliza-
tion of the idea to explain the photoelectric effect. It is again interesting
to note, as we alluded to earlier, that most of the photoelectric ef-
fect can be understood semiclassically. We recall for the reader that
there are three issues associated with the photoelectric effect that any
theory needs to explain. First, when light of frequency v falls on a
photoemissive surface, the energy of the ejected electrons T, obeys the
expression

hv =0+ T, (1.5.1)

where @ is a work function and is a parameter characterizing the par-
ticular material under discussion. Second, the rate of electron ejection
is proportional to the square of the electric field of the incident light.
Third, there is no time delay between the time in which the field begins
falling on the photoactive surface and the instance of photoelectron
emission. The first two of these phenomena can, in contrast to what
we read in most textbooks, be explained fully by simply quantizing
the atoms associated with the photodetector. However, the third point,
namely, the lack of a delay is a bit more subtle. It may be reasonably
argued that quantum mechanics teaches us that the rate of ejection is
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finite even for small times, i.¢., times involving a few optical cycles of
the radiation field. Nevertheless, one may argue that the concept of the
photon is really explicit here in the sense that conservation of energy
is at stake. That is, if we have only a short period of time 7 elapsing
between the instants that the radiation field begins to interact with
the photoemitting atoms and the emission of the photoelectron, the
amount of energy which has fallen on the surface would be governed
by eoE%At, where A is the cross-section of the incident beam. For
sufficiently short times, the energy which has fallen on the photode-
tector may not exceed ®. This clearly shows that we are not able to
conserve energy if we take a semiclassical point of view. However, the
photon concept in which the ejection of the photoelectron implies that
a photon is annihilated gets around this problem completely. This is
one of the triumphs of the quantum field theory.

In any case, it is a tribute to Einstein’s deep understanding of
physics that he was able to introduce the photon concept from such
limited, and in some ways, misleading information. Having listed some
of the virtues of the semiclassical theory, we now turn to the question
of where it breaks down. In many arguments of this type, one hears
the statement that it is the lack of the back-action of the field on the
atom that is missing in semiclassical theory. This is, of course, not
the case, as this back-action is contained by forcing the theory to be
self-consistent as shown in Fig. 1.4. There we see that the existence
of a field enters into the Schrodinger equation in such a way as
to induce a dipole in an otherwise unperturbed atom. This dipole
then radiates and is the source of absorption, stimulated emission,
resonance fluorescence, etc. Now, the radiation which is emitted by
the dipole is itself a source of perturbation of the atomic. wave function
(i.e., back-action) in a self-consistent analysis, as indicated in Fig. 1.4.
However, the success of the semiclassical theory can only go so far
and we now turn to the problems in which it breaks down and indicate
how these examples can be understood by supplementing semiclassical
theory with fluctuations due to the vacuum.

1.5.2 Vacuum fluctuations

Perhaps the most important example of a situation which is not
covered by the semiclassical theory of Fig. 1.4 is the spontaneous
emission of light. We note that an atom, which is initially in the
excited state, will remain in the excited state since there is no dipole
associated with an atom in any pure quantum state and therefore
the atom never starts radiating. The situation is that of unstable



1.5 What is light? — The photon concept 23

Fig. 1.4
Self-consistent
equations
demonstrating that
an assumed field
E'(ro, t) perturbs the
ith atom according to
the laws of quantum
mechanics and
induces an electric
dipole expectation
value. Values for
atoms localized at z;
are added to yield
the macroscopic
polarization, P(ro, t).
This polarization acts
as a source in
Mazxwell’s equations
for a field E(ro,t).
The loop is
completed by the
self-consistency
requirement that the
field assumed, E/, is
equal to the field
produced, E.
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equilibrium and the atom remains in the excited state for a long,
potentially infinite, time if there are no fluctuations to get things
started. Furthermore, the Lamb shift is a good example of a physical
situation which is only understood with the introduction of the vacuum
into the problem. As we recall, the Dirac solution of the hydrogen
atom shows a complete degeneracy between the 228, /2 and the 22P; /2
levels of the hydrogen atom. However, when vacuum fluctuations are
included, as in Section 1.3, we see that the Lamb shift is qualitatively
accounted for and conceptually understood. Other phenomena, such
as the Planck distribution of black-body radiation and the linewidth
of the laser, can be understood by such semiclassical plus vacuum
fluctuation arguments.

The general fecling in the early 1970s then, was that vacuum fluctu-
ations play a very important role in our understanding of the photon
concept and that perhaps the best paradigm to apply to such problems
was the notion of a classical field plus a vacuum fluctuation noise or
uncertainty. The discussions of squeezing as a redistribution of this
uncertainty (as discussed in Chapter 2) and other related physical
arguments tend to support this perspective. However, we soon realize
that this concept of a ‘photon”, while useful, is incomplete and we
now turn to a deeper and more compelling argument for quantizing
the radiation field.
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1.5.3 Quantum beats, the quantum eraser, Bell’s theorem,
and more

As we discussed in Section 1.4, the existence of quantum beats in an
upper-state V' type doublet ensemble in contrast to the absence of
quantum beats associated with a lower-doublet in a A type atomic
configuration forms the basis for an alternative argument for quan-
tizing the radiation field which has nothing to do with the previous
vacuum fluctuations. The quantum beat argument provides an exam-
ple of the insufficiency of semiclassical theory plus vacuum fluctuations
to understand the physics of the phenomenon. From this early exam-
ple sprang concepts such as the quantum eraser and the two-photon
correlation interference phenomena. This eventually showed that the
early arguments and statements to the effect ‘photons interfere only
with themselves’ were to be understood only within the context of
Young’s double-slit type experiments, and should not be pushed be-
yond that limit. We here have a great example of the importance of
photon entangled states. Such entangled states are used in optical tests
of Bell’s inequalities and it could therefore be argued that they pro-
vide a deeper insight into the photon concept and indeed all quantum
mechanics. As discussed in the last chapter of this book, we have a
deeper appreciation of the nature of the quantum theory of light as a
result of recent quantum optical studies.

1.5.4 ‘Wave function for photons’

The heading of this section is put in quotes for two reasons. First, it
is the heading of a section in Power’s classic book on QED. Second,
the quotes serve to alert the reader to the fact that there is, strictly
speaking, no such a thing as a ‘photon wave function’.

For example, Power and also Kramers make the point that one may
not think™ of the ‘photon’ in the same sense as a massive (nonrelativis-
tic) particle. On the other hand, some physicists argue that a single
photon in free space is analogous to the meson if we let the meson
mass go to zero. It is therefore interesting to consider the evidence and
arguments for and against the concept of a ‘photon wave function’.

The ‘wave—particle duality’ of light was the philosophical notion
which led De Broglie to suggest that electrons might display wave-
like behavior. However from the perspective of modern quantum
optics, the wave mechanical, Maxwell-Schrodinger, treatment makes
a clear distinction between light and matter waves. The interference

* See also Bialynicki-Birula [1994].
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and diffraction of matter waves are the essence of quantum mechanics.
However the corresponding behavior in light is described by the
classical Maxwell equations.

But the question naturally rises: can we think of the electric field
of light as a kind of ‘wave function for the photon’? Specifically in
his book on quantum mechanics Kramers asks in the section entitled
‘The Photon Wave Function: Motivation and Definition’,

How far and how exactly can one consistently compare the
radiation field with an ensemble of independent particles?
When in 1924 De Broglie suggested that material particles
should show wave phenomena ... such a comparison was of
great heuristic importance. Now that wave mechanics has
become a consistent formalism one could ask whether it is
possible to consider the Maxwell equations to be a kind of
Schrodinger equation for light particles, instead of considering
them, as we have done up to now, to be classical equations of
motion which formally look like a wave equation, and which
are quantized only later on; or are both ideas equivalent?

At the end of the section Kramers answers the question as follows:

The answer to the question put at the beginning of this section
is thus that one can not speak of particles in a radiation field in
the same sense as in the (non-relativistic) quantum mechanics
of systems of point particles.

Kramers’ reason for this conclusion is the same as that clearly
stated by Power who says (in Section 5.1 entitled “‘Wave Function For
Photons’)

Thus it is natural to ask what are the ¢’s for photons? Strictly
speaking there are no such wave functions! One may not
speak of particles in a radiation field in the same sense as in
the elementary quantum mechanics of systems of particles as
used in the last chapter. The reason is that the wave equation
.. solutions of Schrodinger’s time-dependent wave function
corresponding to an energy E; have a circular frequency
w; = +E;/h, while the monochromatic solutions of the wave
equation have both +w;. The E and B fields satisfying the
Mazxwell equations in free space, and therefore satisfying the
wave equation too, are real and are not eigenfunctions of
ihd/0t. A Schrodinger wave of given energy must be complex.

That is, the real electric wave (Eq. (1.1.27)) has both exp(—iv.t) and
exp(ivit) parts while the matter wave has only exp(—iv,t) type terms.
We shall return to this point later, but let us first recall the arguments
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of Bohm in his classic Quantum Theory book on the subject. On page
98 he notes that

The probability that an electron can be found with position
between x and x + dx is

P(x) = " (x)p(x)dx.
He then compares this with the situation for light and goes on to say:

There is, strictly speaking, no function that represents the
probability of finding a light quantum at a given point. If we
choose a region large compared with a wavelength, we obtain
approximately
EX(x) + H(x)

8nhv(x) ~
but if this region is defined too well, v(x) has no meaning.

P(x) =

Later on Bohm makes the statement that for matter

There is a probability current

h
= —(p'Ayp — pAy"
N 2ml.(w p — pAy’)

which satisfies the relation

oP .
—a? + divS = 0,

but he notes that
There is no corresponding quantity for light.

We agree with the conclusion of Kramers and Bohm, namely that
the concept of a photon wave function must be used with care and
can be very misleading. However as we shall see, eachr of the above
objections to the concept can be overcome.

We begin by noting that, from the perspective of a semiclassical
theory, we are dealing with a wave description of the (classical) ra-
diation, and (quantum) matter systems. Only when we proceed to
quantize the radiation field are the radiation—matter equations treated
on the same footing. In this fully quantized theory, it is instructive to
consider matter from a second quantized vantage. Recall the quan-
tization procedure of Section 1.1 in which we replaced the Fourier
amplitudes of the field by operators. Consider the classical complex
field E(r,t) for polarized light. Since the light is polarized, we can
ignore the vector character of the field. In passing from the classical
to the quantum description of the field we replace the coefficients of
the field eigenfunctions, Ux(r), by operators, i.€.,
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E(+)(l‘, t)= Z gkake_ivktUk(l'), (1.5.2)
k
where ax are classical field amplitudes, is replaced by
ED(r 1) = Z &rage " Uy(r), (1.5.3)
k

where ay are quantum field operators.

Now, a corresponding quantization procedure can be, and is, applied
to matter. For example, the wave function of a massive system (atom,
electron, meson, etc.) is described by the superposition of states

w(r, )= cpe " dy(r), (1.5.4)
p

where v, = E,/h and c, is the probability amplitude for a particle
being in state ¢p(r), e.g., for a particle of momentum p we have

Pp(r) = Le"l’". (1.5.5)
Nz
The (second) quantization procedure now is to turn each probability
amplitude ¢, into an annihilation operator ¢, obeying Fermi-Dirac
or Bose—Einstein commutation relations, etc. In such a case, the wave
function becomes an operator

Dr,r) = pe " dy(r), (1.5.6)
p

which annihilates a particle at r and the state of the system is described
by a state vector |y). At this level both the matter and photons are
described by quantized fields and the state of the photon and/or meson
field is described by a state vector |y). The logic of semiclassical and
fully second quantized treatments of the radiation—matter system is
summarized in Fig. 1.5.

Notice that the terminology ‘second’ quantization is appropriate for
the matter field, since we are introducing operators for the second
time; ie., we first set p, — (h/i)0/0x, etc., and second we replace
probability amplitudes by operators cp(t) — &p(r). However, this does
not appear to be the case for the photon since % appears only once.
In this sense, the quantization of the radiation field can be argued to
be a ‘first’ quantization procedure.

We now turn the picture around and pretend that we first learn of
photons and mesons, etc., from a fully quantized field perspective. The
particle wave function is obtained from the state vector by taking the
inner product between the position eigenstate |r) and the state vector

lw(t))
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Light Matter
E(r,t) W(r, t)
Semiclassical O%E = —uoP P(r,t) = “%Hw(ht)
Maxwell Schrédinger
197) == 3Hy lg) [m) = =3 Hon o)
Quantum field B0 =3 au®)li(r) h(r,t) = ép(t)p(r)
k P
Dirac Schwinger

W(r,t) = {rjw(). (1.5.7)
We recall that the state |r) can be written as
Ir) =)o), (1.58)
that is, the creation operator
(1.59)

Dl =" el y(r),
p

acting on the vacuum creates a particle at r. So from Egs. (1.5.7) and
(1.5.8), we have the usual result for the matter wave function

W(r, 1) = (01p(r)lyp()).

Now it is natural to ask: can we write something like Eq. (1.5.7) for
the photon? The answer is, strictly speaking, ‘no’; because there is no
[r) state for the photon.

With that in mind, let us push on and ask the operational question:
what is the probability that a single-photon state of the radiation field,
that is

(1.5.10)

W)= cam@lin}), (1.511)
{n}

where {n} stands for the set of states with one (and only one) photon

in each mode k, will lead to the ejection of a photoelectron by a

detector (atom) placed at point r?

For example, the state Eq. (1.5.11) might be produced by an excited
atom decaying to a ground state, an example we will return to later. In
any case, we have in mind a wave packet representing a single photon
propagating through space and the probability amplitudes c(,, contain

Fig. 1.5

The semiclassical
theory of the
radiation and matter
‘fields’ are treated
according to the
Maxwell and
Schriodinger
equations. Both fields
display wave-like
behavior but 7
appears only in the
matter equation.
Applying the full
quantum field theory
of, e.g., Dirac and
Schwinger, the
radiation and matter
are treated on the
same footing.
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the information normally associated with the Fourier coefficients for
the single-photon pulse.

Now, as we will discuss in Section 4.2, the probability of exciting
an atom (a detector atom) at r is governed by

Py(r,t) o (w|ED (5, ) EP(r, 1)), (1.5.12)
where the annihilation operator E“Y(r, t) is given by
ED(r 1) = Z Exaxe™ " Uy(r), (1.5.13)
k

and the creation operator E((r,t) is just the adjoint of Eq. (1.5.13).
We insert a sum over a complete set of states, -, [{n'}){{n'}| =1 in
Eq. (1.5.12) and write

Py (r,1) Z(WEH(T, O D (A HED (x, t)ly). (1.5.14)
'}
But since there is only one photon in y and E™(r,t) annihilates it,
only the vacuum term |0)(0| will contribute to Eq. (1.5.14). Hence we
have

Py(r, ) oc (w|EC)(r, 1)|0)(O|E(r, 1)), (1.5.15)
and we are therefore led to define the ‘electric field’ associated with
the single photon state |y,) as

We(r,2) = (O E(r, 1)l,). (15.16)

Now for the state |y,) prepared by atomic decay, Eq. (6.3.24), we
find

Wo(r,t) = -‘”i-"@ (t — %) e~ li=r/efo—il/2). (1.5.17)

where & is a constant, r is the distance from the atom to the detector,
©(x) is the usual step function and T is the atomic decay rate. We
note that the wave packet (1.5.17) is sharply peaked about the atomic
transition frequency . This will be the case in all the packets we
consider in this section.

Let us write Eq. (1.5.16) more explicitly using the positive fre-
quency part in Eq. (1.1.32) for the electric field annihilation operator,
that is

WN@—@MHHWV

= (0| Z e¥

As discussed in the previous paragraph, the field is sharply peaked
about the frequency w so that we may replace the slowly varying

e BALLITRY (1.5.18)
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frequency v as it appears in the square-root factor by w and write

ho
We(r,t) =4/ —— Se 0|Zek ay e KT ), (1.5.19)

Comparing (1.5.19) with the wave function (1.5.4) we are led to define
the photodetection probability amplitude as

—wkt+ik-r

@,(r,1) = Ze Olakr—lewﬁ, (1.5.20)

which is to say

7
Wo(rt) = /ée—“;%(r, t). (1.5.21)

We may write an equation of motion for ¢,(r,t) by using Maxwell’s
equations, which couple together the electric field (1.5.16) with the
magnetic field

¥ (r,£) = {OH U, 1)), (15.22)

where HH)(r,t) 4s the positive frequency part of the magnetic field
operator (1.1.33), which we here write in the form

k . h e
H*)(r,1) = ZE x & 2& e
%) Ho

—ivet+ikr
N4

Using Egs. (1.5.22) and (1.5.23) and proceeding as in the case of
Ye(r,t) we find

(1.5.23)

e—ivk t+ikr

ha) R
Wal(rt)= \/ IZ i X eg akﬁ‘\/——VWﬁ

[n
- 2—;‘;%(:, 1). (1.5.24)

Now we may write Maxwell’s equations (1.1.1) in terms of ¢, (Eq.
(1.5.21)) and 7, (Eq. (1.5.24)) as

1 0o,
Vxy,= P (1.5.25a)
10y
Vxe,= —Za—ty, (1.5.25b)
V-, =0, (1.5.25¢)
V-p,=0. (1.5.25d)

We proceed to express Egs. (1.5.25a-1.5.25d) in an aesthetically pleasing
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matrix form by writing ¢ and x as 1 x 3 column matrices

Px Ax
P, = 1Py L= | L (1.5.26)
@z Az

in terms of which, see Problem 1.7, Maxwell’s equations (1.5.25a-
1.5.25d) may be written as

inl [‘Pv] —| 0 _CS'P] [‘Pv], (1.5.27a)
ot | 1, s p 0 1
and
V- [%] =0, (1.5.27b)
X

where sy, s,, and s, are the 3 x 3 matrices given in Problem 1.7, and
p is the usual momentum operator (%/i)V.

It is interesting to compare Maxwell’s equations in the form (1.5.27a,
1.5.27b) to the Dirac equations® for the neutrino

g o, | _ 0 ce-pl o,
s []=[.0, ). as2m

where the two-component spinors ¢, and y, make up the Dirac wave
function for the neutrino

¥, = [‘Z’] : (1.5.29)

With equations of motion (1.5.27a,1.5.27b) in hand we easily derive
the equation of continuity

0

EWM =-V-j, (1.5.30)
where
v, = ["’V] , (1.5.31)
Xy

and the current density j is found, see Problem 1.8, to be

j="lve, (1.5.32)

* The correspondence between the Maxwell and Dirac equations is well known. See, for example,
Bialynicki-Birula, [1994].
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with the ‘velocity’ operator given by

= 7]
s 0
The comparison between ¥, and ¥, is summarized in Fig. 1.6.
While it is amusing to note the similarities between the photon
and the neutrino equations of motion, important and basic differences
must be noted. For example, if we consider the electronic cousin to

(1.5.28) in the nonrelativistic limit we have, for example, a plane wave
relation of the form

(1.5.33)

1 .
= (ko z—wyt)
Qetectron(, 1) = \/—el >
| 4

(1.5.34)
where k, = p,/h and o, = p?/2mh. Now to give the electron a
momentum kick in the X-direction we need only apply the boost
operation exp(ik,x) where now x = J/0k,. Thus the new momentum
is given by

k = 84ky + &:k;. (1.5.35)

But now consider the same sort of operation applied to (1.5.20).
That is if we initially write ¢(r,t) for a plane wave propagating in the
2-direction with polarization in the X-direction, that is

i(kzz—-a)kt)
Vo

and we then apply a boost operation as before, we might think we

o(r, 1) = & (1.5.36)

Fig. 1.6

A symmetric
description for a
photon and a
neutrino. In the
classical limit (Last
row), light is
described by ray
optics whereas
matter is described
by the analogous
classical Hamilton’s
principle. The
quantum field
theoretical
description of a
photon and a
neutrino in the first
row is also quite
symmetric. The
‘wave’ mechanics row
indicates the
equations of motion
for ¥,(r,t) and
¥, (r,1).
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could write the new function

ei(kzz+kxx—a)t)

p(r,1) = éX—T (1.5.37)

But now the Maxwell equation (1.5.27b) is no longer satisfied

d ei(kzz+kxx—a)t)
Vo=— "

0x
This is just one example of how the photon ‘wave function’ is different
from that of a nonrelativistic massive particle, and a ‘photon-as-a-
particle’ picture can be misleading.

As another, even more dramatic example, we turn to the question of
two-photon events. Specifically we have in mind two photon emission
and detection as in Fig. 1.7. As discussed in detail in Chapter 4, the
probability of two photoelectrons being counted at detectors Dy and
D5 is governed by the two-photon correlation function. To that end,
we calculate the two-photon correlation function

] +0. (1.5.38)

GA(ry, 11512, 12)

= (Y| ET(r1, 1) (12, t2) EP (12, 1) EP(ry, 1) |w),  (1.5.39)

corresponding to two detectors at points r; and r, and where the
interaction with the photon field, described by |y), is switched on at
times t; and t,, respectively as in Fig. 1.7.

We note that for the radiation from a single atom only two photons
are involved so that

(WIETEESE w)=d  (wIE7VES [{n) ((n} ESPE Y w)
{n}
=(w|E{ES10) 01 ESPE D), (1.5.40)

and therefore it is the two-photon detection amplitude

YOry, 11512, 15) = (O ET(ra, 12) EF(ry, 1)) (1.5.41)

which we must now consider.

First consider the case in which the atomic decay rates from level
|a) to level |b), y4, and from level |b) to level |c), 7, are such that
Ya 3> 7», that is the atom decays very quickly to level |b) and then
after some time decays to level |c). In such a case we find, see Section
214.1, that
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l‘2, t2 I‘1’ tl

lI’(2)(1117 4 ;T t2)

= lPa(l'l, t )Wﬂ(l’z, tz) + lPﬂ(l'], tl)lPa(l'z, tz), (1542)
where
. i . Ar,
W (i, t;) = S (t,- — ﬂ) ¢ 1o (%) o (’f“f), (1.5.43a)
Ar,- C
and

Wy(r, 1) = f—:@ (t,- _ AT’) e (6= %) gion (5=%) (1 5.43b,)

1

in which i = 1,2, w, and w,. are the atomic frequencies for the
|a) — |b) and |b) — |c) transitions, Ar; is the distance from the
atom to the ith detector and &, and &, are uninteresting constants.
The immediate comparison between Egs. (1.5.43a) and (1.5.43b) and
the single photoelectron detection amplitude (1.5.17) is apparent. We
clearly have here a Bose-Einstein expression of the type we might
write for two helium atoms.

But things are very different when we make the simple change to
the case yp > 7, That is when the atoms which decay at some time
to level |b) rapidly decay to level |¢). Then Section 21.4.1, we find a
two-photon detection amplitude of the form

WO(r, t1512; )

—K . -Ar1 Ar1
= — Jlti—— )]0t ——
Ar1Ary expl: (itoac +7 )(1 c )J (1 c )

X eXp {—(iwbc + 75) [(tz - %) - (tl - écr—l)] }

x0® [(tz — écr_z) — (tl — —A—Zl—))] +(1<2) (1.5.44)

Fig. 1.7

Three-level atom
located at r decays
from |a) — |b) with
rate y, and [b) — |¢)
with rate 7.
Detectors D; and D,
atr; and r, are
switched on at times
151 and t,.
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The message is clear. When y, > y, we have essentially independent
photons emitted. But when y, < 7, the two events are strongly
correlated and the ‘photon-as-a-particle’ picture is very misleading.

In conclusion, we can say that while we have perhaps overcome
the main objection of Kramers (the probability amplitude (0|E|yp) ~
e ! only) and partially overcome that of Bohm (photodetection
events are indeed localized™ to distances smaller than the wavelength),
naively visualizing ¢(r,t) as a literal particle-like wave function can be
misleading. “Photon” physics is very different from that of Schrodinger
particles. '

The proper operational “photon” philosophy is well summarized
by Willis Lamb who says:

What do we do next? We can, and should, use the Quantum
Theory of Radiation. Fermi showed how to do this for the
case of Lippmann fringes. The idea is simple, but the details
are somewhat messy. A good notation and lots of practice
makes it easier. Begin by deciding how much of the universe
needs to be brought into the discussion. Decide what normal
modes are needed for an adequate treatment. Decide how to
model the light sources and work out how they drive the
system.

This is what we will be doing in the next 20 chapters.

1.A Equivalence between a many-particle Bose gas
and a set of quantized harmonic oscillators

In Section 1.1 we quantized the radiation field by associating each
mode of the field with a quantized simple harmonic oscillator. This
procedure led to the introduction of the Fock or number state of
the field containing, for each oscillator, n photons and the associated
operators a and a’ which annihilate and create photons, respectively. In
this section, we argue that a set of harmonic oscillators is dynamically
equivalent to a many-particle Bose gas.

Consider a Bose gas of N particles inside a volume V. The N-
particle wave function can be written by symmetrizing the product of

* We note however that the localization of the photon (as opposed to the localizability of the
photon-detection probability amplitude) is qualitatively different from the localization of a
massive particle e.g,, an electron, For an electron it is possible to ‘fit’ the electron into a small box
greater than or equal to the. Compton wavelength. For the photon, however, it is not possible
to “fit” or ‘force’ the photon into a box smaller than its wavelength. See Deutsch and Garrison
[1991].
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the single-particle wave functions y(r):

g !
N [np.nq....

‘Pnp,nq,___,nk,___(rl, r,...IN) =

ne!. .. 172
N! ]

Pp(r)pp(r2) ... Yp(rs,)
XWq(rn,.+1)1Pq(rnp+2) ‘e 1Pq(l'nl.+nq)

Xy : (LA.1)
P XWk(ra+l )Wk(ra+2) (X 1Pk(ra+m‘)

where P denotes the permutation on N objects. The integers ng (s =
P.q,....Kk,...) are the occupation numbers of the single-particle wave
functions s(r;) such that

> ng =N, (1.A2)

and ng can take the values 0,1,2,..., N. The single-particle wave func-
tion for a free particle is given by

Ps(r) = Le"“. (1.A3)

NIz

Here #s is the momentum of the particle.
Let the N particles interact with each other via a potential

N
v =3 u(r;) (1.A4)
j=1

A particle in the state py(r;) can go to the state yy(r;) by interact-
ing with the potential. The transition amplitude for this process is
proportional to

Ukp = /dr,-w;(rj)v(rj)wp(rj). (LAYS)

As an example, if a free particle with momentum 7k scatters with a

phonon wave with wave vector k, ie,

o(r;) = voe* ™, (1.A6)
to a state with momentum #p, we have

vkp = 000(p + k — k). (1L.A7)

We now consider the many-particle analysis of the problem.
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Before considering the general case of a Bose gas of N particles
inside a volume V, we will consider the simple case of a three-boson
system. The wave function for a three-particle system initially having
np = 2,m = 1 is given by

V2 a1, 12, 15) = %[wp(h)%(h)w(h)

+wp(r3 )wp(r1)y(r2)
+p(r2)wp(rs)yi(ry)]. (1.A.8)

An interaction between the particles via a potential (Eq. (1.A.4)) with
N =3 transforms one particle in state p to state k, ie,,

1
w3,=1,nk=2(r1, ry,r3) = 7§ [wp(r1)wk(r2)yx(rs)

+p(r3)pk(r)yk(rz)
+pp(r2)wi(r3 )i (ry)]. (1.A9)

The three-particle matrix element for the process is then

ﬂ3=///drldrzdf3wy3.:=1,nk=2(r1,rz,r3)
3

X Z v(ri)w,fp:z,nk:l(rl, 2, I3). (1.A.10)
i=1

Now each particle in the sum 21'3:1 v(r;) contributes equally so that we
may simply choose a particle, say particle 1, and replace Z?:l by the
factor 3. Then we have

My=3 / / / drldrzdh%[wi(fz)w;(h)+wi(f3)w;(f2)]

X (e ol )wp(rl)% [e(r2)wp(3) + Ve wp(r2)]
(1.A.11)

If we multiply and divide by /2 each of the expressions in square
brackets and use the definition of ‘P%,=1,nk=1(f2, r;) from Eq. (1.A.1),
we obtain

M3 = \/zx/z/dfﬂl’i(fl)v(fl)%(fl)

X / / drades |y o (0, 13). (1.A.12)
Since the two-particle wave function is normalized we have
M3 =22 iy, (1.A.13)

where vy, is defined by Eq. (1.A.5).
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Consider next the same process for scattering a single particle from
the initial state (Eq. (1.A.1)) via the interaction (Eq. (1.A.4)) to the
final state

(np — 1)!ng!... (mg, +1)1...7"2
lPrllvp—l,m.,...,nk+1,...(r1’r2’~”"'N)z : : N! =
[ Pp(r)pp(r2). .. 1Pl)(l'n..—l)
XWq(rnp )Wq(rn,+1) e 1pq(rnl.+nq—l)
Xy : : (1.A.14)

P XPk(Co )Pu(Toy1). .. WYk(Totm )

Now, as in the three-particle case, we want to evaluate the matrix
element

N#*
My = /.../drl AN 1, (F1 - TN)

X3 o) (BT, (1.A.15)
j

Again, as in the three-particle case, we recognize that all permutations
are identical and replace Zfil v(r;) by Nou(r;). Equation (1.A.15) can
then be rewritten in terms of (N — 1)-particle wave functions as

[m+1 ., 1
eﬂ]q:\/...\/dl']...dl']\] kN Wk(rl)anNp—ll,nq,.,.,nk,.,.(rz""’rN)

n _
XNU(I‘]) Ngwl)(rl)W%—ll,nq,...,nk,...(rz’ Tt rN)

_ / dr1y/ "“;; lwi(rl)Nv(rl)wp(rl)\/nﬁT’. (1.A.16)

Thus we see that the multi-particle character of the problem is
contained in the \/er and ./my + 1 factors, associated with the removal
(annihilation) of a particle in state y, and addition (creation) of a
particle in state yy.

It is natural (and much easier!) to introduce a multi-particle state
vector

[p, gy . .., My ), (LA17)

and operators which transform state vectors into one another by
changing the numbers of particles in the various states. To this end,
we introduce annihilation (or destruction or absorption) operators for
our boson system as

ap|np, Ngs .. .3 Mk, ..) = \/ﬂlnp —1Lng....0...), (1.A.18)
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and the corresponding creation operators

allng.ng,.. i) = /np + 1lnp + Ling,...,m,..). (LA19)
From the definitions it is clear that we have the commutation relations

[ap. 0] = Sy, (1.A.20)
and

[ap, ay] = [a}, al] =0, (LA21)

as is apparent from the action of such ordered operations on the state
vectors. In order to regain the results of our matrix element calculation
we are thus led to introduce the interaction Hamiltonian

v =3 al an (LA22)
kp

and the free particle Hamiltonian
P’ +
H=> oGS (1.A.23)
4

To summarize: the physics is in the occupancy of the number
states where information is contained in the states |np) and the matrix
elements vg, = [dryy (r)u(r)yp(r). That is, we never have to worry
about complicated combinations, the operator formalism takes care
of all that in a very neat way.

The main point of this section, however, is not the convenience of
the operator approach but rather the deep connection between many-
boson quantum mechanics and that of quantized harmonic oscillators.
In the words of Dirac

The dynamical system consisting of an ensemble of similar
bosons is equivalent to the dynamical system consisting of
a set of oscillators — the two systems are just the same sys-
tem looked at from two different points of view. There is
one oscillator associated with each independent boson state.
We have here one of the most fundamental results of quan-
tum mechanics, which enables a unification of the wave and
corpuscular theories of light.

However, as compelling as the ‘boson’ < ‘oscillator set’ comparison
is, there are fundamental differences. For example, in the oscillator
problem we end up with a vacuum fluctuation contribution that does
not appear in the boson collection argument. In Section 1.3 we used
this vacuum state of the electromagnetic field to obtain the Lamb
shift.
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Problems

1.1

1.2

1.3

14

The radiation field in an empty cubic cavity of side L satisfies
the wave equation
16%A
e o
together with the Coulomb gauge condition V- A = 0. Show
that the solution that satisfies the boundary conditions has
components

VA — =0,

A (r, 1) = A,(t) cos(kyx) sin(k,y) sin(k, z),

Ay(r, t) = Ay(t) sin(kyx) cos(k,y) sin(k; z),

A,(r,t) = A;(t) sin(k,x) sin(k,y) cos(k.z),
where A(t) is independent of position and the wave vector k
has components given by Eq. (1.1.21). Hence show that the
integers ny,ny, n; in Eq. (1.1.21) are restricted in that only one
of them can be zero at a time.

If A and B are two noncommuting operators that satisfy the
conditions

[[4, B], 4] = [[4, B], B] =0,
then show that
etB = ¢m3[4B] 4B
— otiAB] B A

This is a special case of the so-called Baker—Hausdorff theo-
rem of group theory.

If A and B are two noncommuting operators and « is a
parameter, then show that

¢ “Be™ = B —a[A, B] + [A [4,B]] +..

If f(a,a") is a function which can be expanded in a power
series of a and a', then show that

(@) [a,f(a,a"] =

(b) [a', f(a,a")] = -,

(c) e*"4f(a,a%)e*"* = f(ae* ate™),
where o is a parameter.
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1.5

1.6

1.7

Show that

[a’ e—aca*a] — (e—a _ l)e*aafaa’

[aT’e—aaTa] = (" — 1)e—aa+aa’r,
where « is a parameter.
Show that the free-field Hamiltonian
+ 1
H =hv|ada+ =
2
can be written in terms of the number states as

H =y Eyn)(nl,

and hence

eifl/h — ZeiE,,l/h|n><n1'
n

Show that Maxwell’s equations in free space may be written
in the form of Eqs. (1.5.27a) and (1.5.27b) by first showing
that

la—E=V H, V-E=0,
c Ot

_1_8E= K, V-H=0,
c Ot

where E = \/e_o Eand H= \//To H. Then prove that

s-VV=VxV,

[0 0 07 0 01
Sx=10 0 —-1], s)=[0 0 0],
10 1 0 | -1 0 0

[0 —1 0]
s.=|1 0 O0f,
|0 0 0]

where s and V on the left-hand side are regarded as 1 x 3
column vectors. Use this identity to obtain Egs. (1.5.27a) and
(1.5.27b).
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1.8 Derive the current density (1.5.32) by writing the equations of
motion for ¢, and gz, in the form
@, =cs-Vy,,
1, =—cs Ve, (‘p;r = ch;r -5t
i1 =—cVe] s,
and noting that s = —s,
1.9 Verify that )", &&; = 1 by taking the dot product with any

vector v. Thus if & = e(l) & = e{() and & = k/k we have
equation (1.1.36). It is also possible to prove (1.1.37) by letting
k, 6, ¢ be the polar coordinates of the wave vector k, so that

k = k(sin 8 cos ¢, sin 8 sin ¢, cos 6).

The two transverse polarization vectors can then be repre-
sented by

é{:) = (sin ¢, — cos ¢, 0),

éf) = (cos 0 cos ¢, cos O sin ¢, —sin H),

and it can be verified that

k2’

where i, j represent the Cartesian components. Demonstrate
this by direct substitution.

elel!) + eel = 5y —
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CHAPTER 2

Coherent and squeezed
states of the radiation
field

Following the development of the quantum theory of radiation and
with the advent of the laser, the states of the field that most nearly
describe a classical electromagnetic field were widely studied. In order
to realize such ‘classical’ states, we will consider the field generated by a
classical monochromatic current, and find that the quantum state thus
generated has many interesting properties and deserves to be called a
coherent state.* An important consequence of the quantization of the
radiation field is the associated uncertainty relation for the conjugate
field variables. It therefore appears reasonable to propose that the
wave function which corresponds most closely to the classical field
must have minimum uncertainty for all times subject to the appropriate
simple harmonic potential.

In this chapter we show that a displaced simple harmonic oscillator
ground state wave function satisfies this property and the wave packet
oscillates sinusoidally in the oscillator potential without changing
shape as shown in Fig. 2.1. This coherent wave packet always has
minimum uncertainty, and resembles the classical field as nearly as
quantum mechanics permits. The corresponding state vector is the
coherent state |o), which is the eigenstate of the positive frequency
part of the electric field operator, or, equivalently, the eigenstate of
the destruction operator of the field.

Classically an electromagnetic field consists of waves with well-
defined amplitude and phase. Such is not the case when we treat the
field quantum mechanically. There are fluctuations associated with
both the amplitude and phase of the field. An electromagnetic field
in a number state |n) has a well-defined amplitude but completely

* The coherent state concept was introduced by Schrodinger [1926]. For an excellent treatment of
the subject see the Les Houches lectures of Glauber [1965].
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Fig. 2.1 Y(E,t)

(a) Minimum-
uncertainty wave
packet at different

times in a harmonic
oscillator potential.
(b) Corresponding
electric field.

~

(a)

i
i

E(1)

(b)

uncertain phase, whereas a field in a coherent state has equal amount
of uncertainties in the two variables. Equivalently, we can describe
the field in terms of the two conjugate quadrature components. The
uncertainties in the two conjugate variables satisfy the Heisenberg
uncertainty principle such that the product of the uncertainties in the
two variables is equal to or greater than half the magnitude of the
expectation value of the commutator of the variables (see Eq. (2.6.2)
below). A field in a coherent state is a minimum-uncertainty state with
equal uncertainties in the two quadrature components.

After developing the coherent states of the radiation field, we turn
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to the so-called squeezed states. In principle, it is possible to gen-
erate states in which fluctuations are reduced below the symmetric
quantum limit in one quadrature component. This is accomplished
at the expense of enhanced fluctuations in the canonically conjugate
quadrature, such that the Heisenberg uncertainty principle is not vi-
olated. Such states of the radiation field are called squeezed states. A
quadrature of electromagnetic field with reduced fluctuations below
the standard quantum limit, has attractive applications in optical com-
munication, photon detection techniques, gravitational wave detection,
and noise-free amplification. In this chapter, we physically motivate
and present the definition and properties of the squeezed states, with
special reference to the so-called squeezed coherent states. These states
result from applying the ‘squeeze operator’ to the coherent state.

2.1 Radiation from a classical current

In this section, we define the coherent state and show that the radiation
emitted by a classical current distribution is such a state. By classical
we mean that the current can be described by a prescribed vector
J(r,t) which is not an operator. We consider coupling of this current
to the vector potential operator (cf. Eq. (1.1.27) and Section 5.1)

1 -
Arty=—iy_ Eek(skake—”k’+"” +He 2.1.1)
k

The Hamiltonian that describes the interaction between the field and
the current is then given by

V(t) = / J(r, 1) A(r, t)d’r (2.1.2)

and the state vector |(t)) for the combined system obeys the interac-
tion picture Schrodinger equation

L) =11 (o). 13)

The vector function J(r,t) commutes with itself at different times,
but the operator A(r,t) does not. Hence the interaction energy ¥7(t)
does not either, and ordinarily the Schrddinger equation cannot be
integrated as

lw(t)) = exp [—% /0 dt’"V(t’)] [w(0)). (2.1.4)
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However, the various commutators introduced in obtaining the correct
integration yield (2.1.4) multiplied by an overall phase factor which
we discard. With (2.1.1) and (2.1.2), the exponential in (2.1.4) becomes

. t
exp {—% / dt’“//(t’)] = Hexp(akalt — O ax), (2.1.5)
0 k
where the complex time-dependent amplitude oy is

1 t o
= 2 / dr / dréy - J,(r, t)e™d =T, (2.1.6)
0

Vi
In Eq. (2.1.6) the dipole current J,(r,¢) is given the subscript v
to denote the fact that it is a monochromatic dipole oscillating at

frequency v = ck. We choose the initial state |(0)) to be the vacuum
|0), and the state vector (2.1.4) then becomes

(@) = [ [ exp(encaj — agean )0 217
k

This state of the radiation field is called a coherent state and is
denoted as |{ax}). It is apparent that the multi-mode coherent state
in Eq. (2.1.7) can be expressed as a product of single-mode coherent
states |o):

Hon}) =TT low)- 2.1.8)
k

where
o) = exp(oay, — aa) 0. (2.1.9)

In the remainder of this chapter, we shall be mostly concerned with
a single-mode coherent state. We shall therefore remove the index k
from our definition in Eq. (2.1.9) and write

o) = exp(oa’ — ") |0). (2.1.10)

In the following, we present alternative approaches to the coherent
state.
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2.2 The coherent state as an eigenstate of the
annihilation operator and as a displaced harmonic
oscillator state

Expression (2.1.10) was obtained by defining the coherent state of
the radiation field |&) as a state of the field which is generated by
a classically oscillating current distribution. The same expression for
|} can be obtained by defining it as an eigenstate of the annihilation
operator a with an eigenvalue «, i.c.,

ale) = oflet). (2.2.1)
An expression of o) in terms of the number state |n) is given by

o) = o2 Xy 222

o) = e ; Nk (2.2.2)
and since [n) = [(a)"//n']|0) this can be written as

o) = %' |0)e™ /2, (22.3)

Next we note that since exp(—o”a)|0) = |0}, Eq. (2.2.3) can be rewritten
as

|} = D(«)]0), (2.2.4)
where
D(0) = e 2 p=ea, (2.2.5)

Now, in view of the Baker-Hausdorff formula, if 4 and B are any two
operators such that

[[4, B], A] = [[4, B], B] =0, (2.2.6)
then

eAtE = mlAB/2 4B, (2.2.7)
If we write A = aa’, B = —a’*a, it follows that

D(a) = %'~ (2.2.8)

in agreement with Eq. (2.1.10). Another equivalent antinormal form
of D(a) is

D(x)) = et/ 2 aguna" (2.2.9)
The operator D(x) is a unitary operator, i.e.,

DY(a) = D(—a) = [D(a)] . (2.2.10)
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It acts as a displacement operator upon the amplitudes a and af, i.e.,
DY (@)aD(a) = a + a, (2.2.11)
DY wa™D(@)=a’ +o". (2.2.12)
The displacement property can be proved by writing
DY (@)aD(x) = ¥ %" g =2, (2.2.13)
where we have used the form (2.2.9) for D~!(«) and the form (2.2.5)
for D(a). For any operators A and B
2
e™Be™ — B — 4[4, B] + %[A, [4,B]] +... (2.2.14)

For A = a', B = a, this becomes
e ge™ = g +u. (2.2.15)

Use of this result in Eq. (2.2.13) gives the displacement property
(2.2.11) for D(«). The displacement property (2.2.12) can be proved in
a similar way.

According to Eq. (2.2.4), a coherent state is obtained by applying
the displacement operator on the vacuum state. The coherent state is
therefore the displaced form of the harmonic oscillator ground state.

2.3 What is so coherent about coherent states?

To answer this question it is instructive to consider the coordinate
representation of the oscillator number state |n). The coordinate rep-
resentation of |n) is given by

éa(q) = (gln). (23.1)
It follows from Egs. (1.1.11) that

1 0 1 0
_ +n—), T=—_< —n—), 232
¢ 20y (vq dq ¢ 2hv va oq ( )

where we have used p = —ifid/dq. Equation (1.2.7) then leads to

2
(vq + h£> $o(q) = 0. (233)

A normalized solution of this equation is

2
$o(q) = (%)1/4 exp (—%) . (2.3.4)
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Higher order eigenfunctions in the coordinate representation can be
obtained from Egs. (1.2.16), (2.3.1), and (2.3.2):

@y

1 1 a\"
dnlq) = \/rT!¢0(Q)= ’ﬁW (vq—h£> do(q)

= WH <\/%q> ®o(q), (2.3.5)

where H, are the Hermite polynomials. These are the well-known
eigenfunctions of the harmonic oscillator. It can be verified that these
wave functions satisfy the orthonormality condition

/_ (9 Pm(9)dqg = Sm. (2.3.6)

It follows from the definition of the harmonic oscillator wave func-
tions ¢,(q) that

@)= [ d@udiaia=o (237)
Similarly
(p) =0, (2.3.8)
(p*) =hv (n + %) , (2.3.9)
(g% =" (n + 1) . (2.3.10)
y 2

The uncertainties in the generalized momentum and coordinate vari-
ables are therefore given by

(Ap)* = (p*) — (p)*
=y <n+ %) 2.3.11)
(Aq)* = ? (n + %) . (2.3.12)

The uncertainty product is

ApAq = (n + %) h. (2.3.13)
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This has minimum possible value of %/2 for the ground state wave
function ¢y(q).

It is of special interest to find a wave packet which maintains the
same variance Ag while undergoing simple harmonic motion. Such a
wave function would correspond most closely to a classical field. In
order to investigate this possibility we assume that, at time ¢ = 0, the
wave function y(q, t) is of the form (2.3.4) of the minimum-uncertainty
wave packet except that it is displaced in the positive ¢ direction by
an amount go. We then have

via.0) = ()" exp [ ta —ao)]. (2314

The time evolution of this wave packet is derived in Problem 2.3,
where it is shown that the initial packet given by Eq. (2.3.14) implies
that the probability density later in time is

g0 = (22)" exp [~ (g — gocos viy] (23.15)

’ nh h ' o
We note that the wave packet (2.3.14) oscillates back and forth in a
simple harmonic oscillator potential without changing its shape, i.e.,
it sticks together or coheres. This is to be contrasted with the wave
packet which is a delta function at t = 0, goes to a plane wave at
vt = n/2, and is again a delta function at vt = =, see Section 2.5 for
more details. Although the delta function packet returns to its original
shape at the end of a period, it has a variance which is a strong
function of time, i.e., it does not cohere.

The packet y has the minimum-uncertainty product allowed by
quantum mechanics, namely ApAq = #i/2. These states therefore pro-
vide the closest quantum mechanical analog to a free classical single-
mode field.

The minimum-uncertainty wave packet (2.3.14) which coheres in a
simple harmonic oscillator potential is given by (Problem 2.4)

¥(q,0) =™’ ”Z f {qln), (2.3.16)

with o« = (v/2h)!/2qo, where we use ¢(q) = (g|n). The state |a) as-
sociated with (q,0) therefore has an expansion in number states
identical to that for a coherent state, as given by Eq. (2.2.2). The
minimum-uncertainty wave packet (q,0) is therefore the coordinate
representation of the coherent state.
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2.4 Some properties of coherent states

In this section, we list some important properties of the coherent states
of the radiation field.

(a) The mean number of photons in the coherent state |«) is given by

(ala’alo) = |af% (2.4.1)
The probability of finding »n photons in |«) is given by a Poisson
distribution, i.e.,

2n,—(n) n,—{n)
pln) = (nla) (o) = 12 e (24.2)

n! n!

where (n) = |a|%. As we shall see in Chapter 11, the photon distri-
bution for the laser approaches this distribution for sufficiently high
excitations. In Fig. 2.2 we have plotted p(n) versus n for different
values of |«|2. It is seen that, for |a|?> < 1, p(r) is maximum at n = 0,
whereas, for |x|? > 1, p(n) has a peak at n = o/

(b) As discussed earlier, the coherent state is a minimum-uncertainty
state so that

ki

- 243
7 (24.3)
(c) The set of all coherent states |x) is a complete set. To show this,
we first consider the integral identity (with o = |a|e)

o0 2n
/(a‘)"ame_‘“'2d2a=/ |oz|"+’"+1e_'°"2d|a|/ em=m0 g9
0 0
= 716, (2.4.4)

ApAg =

in which the integration is carried out over the entire area of the
complex plane. With the help of this identity it follows, on using the
expansion (2.2.2) for the coherent states, that

/ o) (odd®e =7 > [n)(n]. (2.4.5)

Since the Fock states |n) form a complete orthonormal set, the sum
over n is simply the unit operator. We thus have

1 2.
E/Ioz)(ozld =1, (2.4.6)

which is the completeness relation for the coherent states.
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Fig. 2.2

The photon
distribution p(n) for
a coherent state with

(@) |a> = 0.1,
() |> =1, and
(c) |2 = 10.

1 =T T ¥ T T —— ™ T T
(a) —— |
(b) —
(c) -~ ]
]
|

el | L R .

4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

n

(d) Two coherent states corresponding to different eigenstates o and
o/ are not orthogonal, ie.,

1 1
(o) = exp (—§|a|2 +ola” — 5|o/|2> , (24.7)
and
Heelod)|? = exp(—|o — o |). (2.4.8)
Here we see that, if the magnitude of o — o is much greater than
unity, the states |o} and |’} are nearly orthogonal to one another. The
degree to which these wave functions overlap determines the size of

the inner product {a|e’). A consequence of Eq. (2.4.7) is the fact that
any coherent state can be expanded in terms of the other states:

1
o) = [ @)l
= l/dzoﬂo/) exp —1|oz|2 +o o — l|o/|2 (2.4.9)
n 2 2 ' o

This indicates that the coherent states are overcomplete.
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2.5 Squeezed state physics

Natural philosophy, the union of experimental and theoretical science,
abounds with wonderful examples of the fruitful interplay between
experimental and theoretical thought. The “vltraviolet catastrophe’ ob-
served in black-body radiation led Planck to introduce the notion of
the quantum. These considerations led Einstein to the concept of ‘stim-
ulated emission’ which was the key to understanding the differences
between the radiation distributions of Planck and Wien. Stimulated
emission is, of course, the basis for the laser which ushered in the
modern era of quantum optics.

Squeezed states of the radiation field provide another, near term,
example of the rich interplay between experiment and theory. By itself,
the squeezing of states of the field is of limited interest. For example,
the number state consisting of n photons clearly exists, but how to
make it and who cares if we do?

One answer to the ‘who cares? question comes from the search
for gravitational radiation. As is further discussed in Chapter 4, the
acceleration of distant matter, e.g., the explosion of a supernova, leads
to tiny forces on laboratory instruments. For example, an oscillating
gravity wave can drive a mechanical oscillator which thus serves as a
gravity wave detector.

But the amplitudes of oscillation generated by many sources of
gravitational radiation are anticipated to be much smaller than the
width of the ground state wave function. This prompted people to
think about squeezing the ground state wave function (zero-point
noise) of quantum mechanical oscillators.

That such ‘squeezing’ is possible in principle is made clear by
considering the elementary quantum mechanics of the simple harmonic
oscillator (SHO). As is depicted in Fig. 2.3, a wave packet which is
sharply peaked (i.e., squeezed) initially will spread out and return to
its initial state periodically. A little review of the SHO time evolution
makes this clear.” Recall that the wave function at time ¢ is related to
that at t = 0 by the expression

Yix, 1) = /dx’G(x, X', w(x',0), (2.5.1)

where the well known SHO propagator, as given in quantum mechanics
texts, 1s
G(x,x,1)
my

27 h| sin vtl {2h sin vt

[(x2+x%)cos vt—2xx’]} , (2.5.2)

* See, for example, Sargent, Scully, and Lamb, Laser Physics [1974] Appendix H.
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Fig. 2.3

Evolution of a
squeezed state of a
simple harmonic
oscillator.

with m and v being the mass and frequency of the oscillator.

Now if we begin at t = 0 with a d-function wave packet y(x’,0) =
d(x' — xp) then at a time t = n/2v later the wave function will be a
plane wave; that is, our squeezed state evolves as

Pix,t = 0) = 8(x — xo), (2.5.3a)
Pt =1/2v) = 4 /% exp [i ('"‘;IXO) x] , (2.5.3b)
px,t =1/v) =9d(x + xo0)- (2.5.3¢)

Thus, from Fig. 2.3 and Egs. (2.5.3), we see that if we start with
a sharp or squeezed state we will return to a sharp state every half
period. In this sense we have the possibility of a kind of ‘stroboscopic’
measurement, in which we look at our oscillator at t =0, =/v, 2n/v, ...,
so that we are not limited by the width of the ground state wave
function.

Having motivated and illustrated squeezed states, let us proceed
to a better understanding of these states by considering a gedanken
experiment illustrating how we might prepare such states. To this
end, let us return briefly to the question of how we might prepare a
coherent state.

In classical mechanics we can excite a SHO into motion by, e.g.,
stretching the spring of Fig. 2.4 to a new equilibrium position and
releasing it to produce oscillation. In quantum mechanics a similar
procedure can be followed but we must be more specific about how
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>
EO

we prepare the initial state of the SHO. Let us envision a SHO
characterized by mass m and charge e in a field Ey, as in Fig. 2.4; then
the Hamiltonian is

Jf—i-{-lkxz— Eox (2.5.4a)
Toom T TR o

which we may write as

2 2 2
14 1 ekqy 1 eEy
H = — + —k —— ) —zk|— ] . I,
o (x : ) 2k( : (2.5.4b)

We have in (2.5.4b) the well-known fact that applying a linear
potential to a SHO just shifts its equilibrium point. Clearly the same
solutions obtain. We have thus prepared a displaced ground state as
in Fig. 2.4. And upon turning off the dc field, i.e, setting Ey = 0, we
will have a coherent state |«) which oscillates without changing its
shape.

It is to be noted that applying the dc field to the SHO is mathe-
matically equivalent to applying the displacement operator (2.2.8) to
the state |0). This is summarized in Fig. 2.4.

Fig. 2.4

Dashed potential
applies for a
spring-type SHO and
causes a particle of
mass m and charge e
to oscillate about

x == 0. Applying a dc
electric field stretches
the spring to a new
equilibrium position
xo about which the
point charge particle
now oscillates.
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Fig. 2.5

(a) The SHO
potential is first
displaced by a dc
elecric field and then
‘skewed’ by barriers
which limit the
charge oscillation to
a finite region.

(b} The SHO
potential is displaced
and ‘narrowed’ by a
quadratic
displacement
potential.
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SHO potential
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Next, let us consider how we might prepare a squeezed state. Sup-
pose we again apply a dc field but this time with a ‘wall’ which limits
the SHO to a finite region as in Fig. 2.5(a).

In such a case, it would be expected that the wave packet would be
deformed or ‘squeezed’ when it is pushed against the barrier. Similarly
the quadratic displacement potential of Fig. 2.5(b) would be expected
to produce a squeezed wave packet. To see that this is indeed the case,
consider the Hamiltonian for the SHO in the presence of the quadratic
potential

2 1
w1

2 )
o 2kx eEo(ax — bx?),

(2.5.5a)
where the ax term will displace the oscillator and the bx? is added in
order to give us a barrier to ‘squeeze the packet against’. We rewrite
(2.5.5a) as

2
14 1 2
=X L _k+2 — )
H 2 + 2( + 2ebEp)x” — eaEox

(2.5.5b)

From Eq. (2.5.5b) it is clear that we again have a displaced ground
state, but this time with the larger effective spring constant k' =
k 4+ 2ebE,. This, of course, means that we have a squeezed displaced
wave packet as depicted in Fig. 2.6. This is the desired result.

In conclusion we note that, just as it is the creation operator part of
the linear displacement potential which is most important in preparing
a coherent state; we shall find that it is the two-photon a'? and 4?
contributions, contained within the bx? term in Egs. (2.5.5), that are
most important in preparing a squeezed coherent state.
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Original ground state

Squeezed ground state

2.6 Squeezed states and the uncertainty relation

Having motivated the study and nature of squeezed states, let us
consider what other properties we might expect from them. Consider
two Hermitian operators A and B which satisfy the commutation
relation

[4,B] = iC. (2.6.1)

According to the Heisenberg uncertainty relation, the product of the
uncertainties in determining the expectation values of two variables A
and B is given by

AAAB > %|<c>1. (2.6.2)

A state of the system is called a squeezed state if the uncertainty in
one of the observables (say A) satisfies the relation

(AA)? < %](C)L (2.6.3)

If, in addition to the condition (2.6.3), the variances satisfy the
minimum-uncertainty relation, i.e.,

AAAB = %|<c>|, (2.6.4)

then the state is called an ideal squeezed state.

Fig. 2.6

The displaced
‘narrowed’ SHO
potential squeezes
the wave packet.
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In a squeezed state, therefore, the quantum fluctuations in one
variable are reduced below their value in a symmetric minimum-
uncertainty state ((A4)? = (AB)? = |(C)|/2) at the expense of the
corresponding increased fluctuations in the conjugate variable such
that the uncertainty relation is not violated.

As an illustration, we consider a quantized single-mode electric field
of frequency v:

E(t) = &é(ae™" + a'e™), (2.6.5)

where a and a' obey the commutation relation

[a,a"] = 1. (2.6.6)
We introduce the Hermitian amplitude operators
1
X =5(a+ a'), (2.6.7)
1
X,=—(a—a"). (2.6.8)
2i

It is, of course, clear that X; and X, are essentially dimensionless
position and momentum operators

X=— 2h/my (a+ah,

2
/2mh
p=YT"(a—d".
2i
It follows from the commutation relation (2.6.6) that X; and X,
satisfy

i
(X1, X2] = 3 (2.6.9)
In terms of these operators, Eq. (2.6.5) can be rewritten as
E(t) = 26€(X, cos vt + X, sinvt). (2.6.10)

The Hermitian operators X; and X, are now readily seen to be the
amplitudes of the two quadratures of the field having a phase difference
n/2. From Eq. (2.6.9), the uncertainty relation for the two amplitudes
is

1
AX|AX, > T (2.6.11)
A squeezed state of the radiation field is obtained if

(AX;)? < ‘—1‘ (i=1or?2). (2.6.12)
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An ideal squeezed state is obtained if in addition to Eq. (2.6.12), the
relation

AX\AX, = :1; (2.6.13)

also holds.

In the next section we will consider the two-photon coherent state
which is an example of an ideal squeezed state. Here we mention that
the coherent state |«) and the Fock state |n) are not squeezed states.
It follows from Eq. (2.6.7) that, in a coherent state,

(AX1)* = (e XTla) — ({rl Xy or))?

1 1
= 3 (lle® + ad" + a'a+ (@) ]|2) — 7 [{al(a + "))
1
=7 (2.6.14)
Similarly
2 1
(AX)' = . (2.6.15)
In a similar manner, in a Fock state,
(AX))* = (n|XTIn) — ((nl X1 [n))%, (26.16)
1
= Z(Zn + 1),
(AX,)? = ‘—1‘(2n +1). (2.6.17)

In Fig. 2.7 error contours of the uncertainties in X; and X, along
with the corresponding graphs of the electric field versus time are
shown for a coherent state, a squeezed state with reduced noise in
X1, and a squeezed state with reduced noise in X,. Each point in the
error contour for various states corresponds to a wave with a certain
amplitude and a certain phase. A summation of all such waves in
the error contours thus leads to the uncertainties of the electric field
represented by the shaded region. A coherent state (Fig. 2.7(a)), having
identical uncertainties in both X; and X,, has a constant value for
the variance of the electric field. A squeezed state with reduced noise
i X; (Fig. 2.7(b)) has reduced uncertainty in the amplitude at the
expense of large uncertainty in the phase of the electric field whereas
the situation is reversed for a squeezed state with reduced noise in X,
(Fig. 2.7(c)).



2.7 The squeeze operator and the squeezed coherent states 63

Fig. 2.7

Error contours and
the corresponding
graphs of electric
field versus time for
(a) a coherent state,
(b) a squeezed state
with reduced nosie in
Xy, and (c) a
squeezed state with
reduced noise in X,.
(From C. Caves,
Phys. Rev. D 23, 1693
(1981).)

E(1) X,

(2)

(b)

E(1)

2.7 The squeeze operator and the squeezed coherent
states

In Section 2.5 we found that quadratic terms in x, i.e., terms of the
form (a + a')?, were important in the preparation of squeezed states.
With that thought in mind, we are naturally motivated to consider
degenerate parametric processes in connection with the generation
of such states of the radiation field. In fact, much of squeezed state
physics is nicely illustrated by the degenerate parametric process, as
discussed in Chapter 16. The associated two-photon Hamiltonian can
be written as

o =ih(ga? —g'a*), (2.7.1)
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where g is a coupling constant. Hence the state of the field generated
by this expression is

lp(2)) = elsa =€) o) 2.7.2)

and this leads us to define the unitary squeeze operator
Lo 1,5
S(¢) =exp 55 a— Efa , (2.7.3)

where & = rexp(if) is an arbitrary complex number. It is easy to see
that

§7(&) = $71(¢) = S(=9). (2.74)
A straightforward application of the formula
¢e’'Be = B+ [A,B] + %[A, [4,B]] +..., (2.7.5)

leads to the following useful unitary transformation properties of the
squeeze operator

S*(&)as(¢) = acoshr — ate sinhr, (2.7.6)
ST(&)ats(¢) = a coshr — ae " sinhr. (2.7.7)
If we define a rotated complex amplitude at an angle 6/2
Y +iY, = (X1 +iX2)e 2, (2.7.8)
it follows from Eq. (2.7.6) that
SHENYL +iY2)S(8) = Yie™ +iYae. (2.7.9)

A squeezed coherent state |a, &) is obtained by first acting with the
displacement operator D(«) on the vacuum followed by the squeeze
operator S(&), ie.,

|oe, &) = S(&)D()[0), (2.7.10)

with « = || exp(ip). As discussed earlier, whereas a coherent state is
generated by linear terms in a and a' in the exponent, the squeezed
coherent state requires quadratic terms.

In the following we discuss some properties of the squeezed coherent
state since it is a canonical example of a squeezed state.
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2.7.1 Quadrature variance

The operator expectation values of the state o, £) can be determined
from the definition (2.7.10) by making use of the transformation
properties of the displacement and squeezing operators (Eq. (2.7.3)).
It then follows that
(a) = (o, Elalor, €)
= (0ID"(@)S7(£)asS (£)D()|0)
= (al(acoshr — a'é” sinh r)|a)
=ocoshr — o sinhr, (2.7.11)
(@) = (@)’
= (0|DT(0)ST(£)a’S(£)D()|0)
= (2(S7(£)aS(£)S(¢)aS(&)la)

= a?cosh? r + (a*)?e?® sinh? r — 2|a|?¢” sinhr coshr

—e" coshrsinhr, (2.7.12)
(a'a) = |a|*(cosh?r + sinh®r) — (a*)?¢” sinh r coshr
‘—a?e¢™ sinhr coshr + sinh®r. (2.7.13)

The variances of the rotated amplitudes Y; and Y, can be determined
from these expectation values. On substituting for X; and X; from
Egs. (2.6.7) and (2.6.8) into Eq. (2.7.8) we obtain

Y v = ackp(—i0/2) (27.14)
so that
AY))? = (Y}) — (1)
= %<(ae—i0/2 + aTei0/2)2> _ %(<ae—i0/2 + afei0/2>)2
1 , )
1 A
— g (ae " gt = Lo, (27.15)
4 4
1
(AY2)* = ge”, (2.7.16)
1
ANAY =7 (2.7.17)

A squeezed coherent state is therefore an ideal squeezed state. As
shown in Fig. 2.8, in the complex amplitude plane the coherent state
error circle is squeezed into an error ellipse of the same area. The
principal axes of the ellipse lie along Y; and Y; rotated at an angle /2
from X, and X;, respectively. The degree of squeezing is determined
by r = |£| which is therefore called the squeeze parameter.
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2.8 Multi-mode squeezing

v

X

The single-mode two-photon coherent state can be generalized to a
multi-mode squeezed state by using a generator which incorporates
the product of annihilation (and creation) operators for correlated
pairs of modes symmetrically placed around a mode of frequency, say,
v. First, we discuss the simple case of two-mode squeezing and then
generalize it to the multi-mode case. The two-mode squeezed state is
obtained by the action of the unitary operator

S(é) — e‘f.av+v’av——v/_'faj+v’a1-—v’ s (281)

on the two-mode vacuum.
To show that the operators spanning the two modes exhibit squeez-
ing, we define collective creation and destruction operators

1 ;
pt = > [alw n e"aj_v,} , (2.8.2)
b= _1— [av+v’ + e_iéav—v’] . (283)

V2
The in-phase and in-quadrature components are given by

1

by = E(b +bh), (2.8.4)
_1 t
by = 5.(b — b"). (2.8.5)

The corresponding uncertainty relation is

Fig. 2.8

Error contour for a
squeezed coherent
State.
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AbiAb; > % (2.8.6)

The variances in the two components in the two-mode squeezed vac-
uum are

(Aby)®
= % [exp(—Zr) cos? (% ~ —g—) + exp(2r) sin’ (g - -g—)] ,(2.8.7)
(Aby)*
= % [exp(Zr) cos? (g - %) + exp(—2r) sin® (g - g)] (288)

For the particular choices of the phase 6 —# = 0 and =, it is an ideal
squeezed state with reduced fluctuations in by and b,, respectively.

In a similar manner, a large number of modes of the vacuum can
be squeezed. The multi-mode squeeze operator is defined as

dv' 0ot ’
S0 = [ 5 exp £ 0oy — el al, . 289

Here the integration is over the positive half-band of frequencies
and &(v) = r(v) exp[if(v)]. A multi-mode squeezed coherent state is
obtained, as in definition (2.7.10), by first displacing the vacuum and
then squeezing it through a multi-mode displacement operator

|o(v), E(v)) = S[EW)ID[v)][0), (2.8.10)

where |0) is a multi-mode vacuum state.

Problems
2.1 Show that
o) = (3 + ) )
and

)ela = (a+ 57 ) )l

22 Show that the expectation value of the displacement operator
D(a) for a thermal field is given by

o) = exp |- () + 3]

where (n) is the mean number of photons in the field.
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2.3

24

25

2.6

The time evolution of the wave packet (2.3.14) is determined
by the Schrodinger equation for the harmonic oscillator

8 h2 62 2,2
ple _ (L v
ot 2 9q? 2

A general solution of this equation can be given in terms of
the stationary wave functions

pl(g,t) = Z an¢n(4)e_iE"t/h,

n=0
where E,, = (n+1/2)hv and a, are arbitrary coefficients. Using
the orthonormality conditions on the wave functions ¢,(q),
find a, and hence prove Eq. (2.3.15).

Derive Eq. (2.3.16).

An alternate definition of a squeezed coherent state is

|, &) = D(@)S(¢)[0),

where £ = r exp(if). Show that the variances in the quadrature
components Y; and Y3, such that

Y +iY,= ae‘io/z,

are given by
1 — <l
(AY02=Ze2,

1
mnﬁ=zﬂ.

Consider a two-mode squeezed state defined by
|y, 02, &) = Di(1)D2(22)812(¢)]0),
where
Di(o;) = exp(ozia;r —owa) (i=1,2),

is the coherent displacement operator for the two modes
described by destruction and creation operators a; and a,T,
respectively,

S12(8) = exp(&*ayay + Ealab)

is the two-mode squeeze operator, and |0) is the two-mode
vacuum state. Show that there is no squeezing in the two
individual modes. (Hint: see S. M. Barnett and P. L. Knight,
J. Opt. Soc. Am. B 2, 467 (1985).)
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2.7

2.8

A state is said to be squeezed in the Nth order if ((AX;)V)
(i =1 or 2) is lower than its corresponding coherent state
value. Here

1
X, = 5(a+a),
1 t
Xo = 2—i(a—a )

Show that the condition of the Nth-order squeezing is
q" <0,
where

N=-2
gV =(ax)" - (‘—1‘) (N — 1)1

(Hint: see C. K. Hong and L. Mandel, Phys. Rev. Lert. 54,
323 (1985).)

Consider the Hermitian operators corresponding to the real
and imaginary parts of the square of the complex amplitude
of the field

Show that the squeezing condition is
(AX}) < (a'a) + % (i=1or2).

This type of squeezing is called amplitude-squared squeezing.
Show that the amplitude-squared squeezing is a nonclassical
effect. (Hint: see M. Hillery, Phys. Rev. A 36, 3796 (1987).)
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CHAPTER 3

Quantum distribution
theory and partially
coherent radiation

As we have seen in the previous chapters, there are quantum fluc-
tuations associated with the states corresponding to classically well-
defined electromagnetic fields. The general description of fluctuation
phenomena requires the density operator. However, it is possible to
give an alternative but equivalent description in terms of distribution
functions. In the present chapter, we extend our treatment of quan-
tum statistical phenomena by developing the theory of quasi-classical
distributions. This is of interest for several reasons.

First of all, the extension of the quantum theory of radiation to
involve nonquantum stochastic effects such as thermal fluctuations
is needed. This is an important ingredient in the theory of partial
coherence. Furthermore, the interface between classical and quantum
physics is elucidated by the use of such distributions. The arch type
example being the Wigner distribution.*

In this chapter, we introduce various distribution functions. These
include the coherent state representation or the Glauber-Sudarshan P-
representation. The P-representation is used to evaluate the normally
ordered correlation functions of the field operators. As we shall see in
the next chapter, the P-representation forms a correspondence between
the quantum and the classical coherence theory. This distribution
function does not have all of the properties of the classical distribution
functions for certain states of the field, e.g., it can be negative. We also
discuss the so-called Q-representation associated with the antinormally

* The first quasiclassical distribution, Wigner [1932], was written from a wave function perspective.
The later work of Moyal [1949] introduced the characteristic function approach to obtaining the
Wigner distribution. For reviews of the subject see Hillery, O’Connell, Scully, and Wigner [1984],
and Reichl, chapter 7 [1980). The very readable textbooks by Louisell [1974], Walls and Milburn
[1994], and Cohen [1995] extend the quasiclassical distribution concept and are recommended
reading.
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ordered correlation functions. Other distribution functions and their
properties are also presented.

3.1 Coherent state representation

The study of the interface between quantum and classical physics is a
fascinating subject. Nowhere is this better illustrated than in quantum
optics, where we are often faced with the problem of characterizing
fields which are nearly classical but have important quantum features.
The coherent states are well suited to such studies. In order to see why
this is the case, let us recall that for a fluctuating classical field we are
generally dealing with a probability distribution P(&) for the complex
field amplitude & = || as indicated in Fig. 3.1.

Now in quantum mechanical problems, a probability distribution
for the system comes from the statistical or density operator which is
defined as follows. Suppose we know that the system is in state |ip),
then an operator O has the expectation value

(O)om = (v|0ly), (3.1.1)

but we typically do not know that we are in |yp). We only have a
probability P, for being in this state so we must perform an ensemble
average as well

((0)oM)ensemble = Y Py (w[Ol). (3.12)

P

Now using completeness Z ny{n| =1

ZZP |Oln)(nly)
=ZZP»an (|Oln)
noy
= (nlp0|n). (3.1.3)

Thus the radiation field is, in general, described by the density
operator

=D Pylw)wl, (3.1.4)
-

where Py, is the probability of being in the state |yp). The expectation
value of any field operator O is then given by
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E(1)

P(E)

(0) = Tr(0p), (3.1.5)

where Tr stands for trace. Now the density operator p can be expanded
in terms of the photon occupation number states:

p=2_ D Imnlplm)ml =" punln)(ml. (3.16)

Likewise the expansion may be made in terms of coherent states as

//——|mwm (3.17)

Following Glauber’s convention we define the R-representation as

Fig. 3.1

(a) The fluctuating
classical field as a
function of time for a
field with large
fluctuations (solid
line) and a well
stabilized field
(dashed line), and
(b) associated
probability
distributions.
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R(", ) = (alp|B)ez 10, (3.18)
so that the density matrix may be written as
2 d2
/ / i B “Zla)(BI R, B)e 20+ (3.1.9)

We thus have used two 1ndlces n and m or o and B in order to specify
the density matrix.

We next make contact with P (&), as discussed earlier, by developing
a diagonal coherent state representation. That is, we express the density
operator p in terms of the diagonal pair |a){x| in the following,

3.1.1 Definition of the coherent state representation

Consider an operator Oy(a, a’), which is a function of a and 4' in the
normal order (all the creation operators af on the left-hand side and
all the annihilation operators a on the right-hand side), i.e.,

On(a.a) =) "> cumla’)a". (3.1.10)

It may be noted that any operator involving a and a' can be con-
verted into a normal ordered form by using the commutation relation
[a,a'] = 1. For example a*a’ = a'a? + 2a. The expectation value of
the operator Oy(a, a’) can then be written as

(On(a, d)) = Tr[pOn(a, a")]
- Z Z e Trip(aty"a™). (3.1.11)

As discussed in Appendix 3.A, we define the operator

8(a” — a")d(o — a)

1 * *

= / exp[—p(a” — a")] exp[B”(x — a)ld*B, (3.1.12a)
or, in an equivalent form

8(o* — a")d(a — a)

= -nl—z /exp[—iﬁ(a* — ah)] exp[—if*(a — a)]dzﬁ. (3.1.12b)

We will use (3.1.12a) and (3.1.12b) interchangeably in the text. Equa-
tion (3.1.11) can then be rewritten as

Ontad) = [ E Y S emTrlpdlo” - d)oa— ala

_ / PP (0" )On (o), (3.1.13)

where
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P(a,a’) = Tr[pd(a" — a*)d(x — a)]. (3.1.14)

It is seen from Eq. (3.1.13) that the function P(x,«") can be used to
evaluate the expectation values of any normal ordered function of a
and a' using the methods of classical statistical mechanics. Due to the
Hermiticity of the density operator p, the distribution function P (o, o)
is real. Moreover, since Tr(p) = 1, P(x, «*) is normalized to unity, i.e.,

/P(oc, o)l = 1. (3.1.15)

The function P(o,o") is referred to as the P-representation or the
coherent state representation. The name coherent state representation
is due to the following representation of the density operator p by
means of a diagonal representation in terms of the coherent states:

P =/P(a,a*)|a><a|d2a. (3.1.16)

The equivalence of the definitions of P(x,«") as given by Eqs. (3.1.14)
and (3.1.16) can be seen simply by substituting for p from Eq. (3.1.16)
into Eq. (3.1.14). As we shall see in the next chapter, P(a,«*) forms a
connection between the classical and quantum coherence theory.

Before considering some examples of the P-representation, we give
a simple procedure to find P(x,«) from a knowledge of p. Let |B)
and |—B) be the coherent states with 8 and —pB being the eigenvalues
of a, respectively. Then, using Eq. (2.4.7),

(~Blolp) = [ Pl Bl )
= ¢ I /[P(oz, ot Yo~ P B2y, (3.1.17)
At this point we note that if « = x, + iy, and f = xp + iys, then

d*0 = dx,dy, and B — B*o = 2i(ypxy — Xpy,), and Eq. (3.1.17)
becomes

(—BlolB)e"
://[P(xa,ya)e_(xiﬂi)]ezi(yﬁx“_xﬁy“)dxadya. (3.1.18)
Thus, (—B|p|p)e’ is the two-dimensional Fourier transform of

P(a, " )e~1"". This shows the utility of considering the matrix element
(—Blp|B), since the inverse Fourier transform readily gives P(a, «") in
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terms of the density operator p. On taking the Fourier inverse of Eq.
(3.1.17), we obtain

(X§+y§) ]
Pua’) =" / / (—Blp|B)e D 205 dx sy
Iotl2
= / (—BlolB)eF e P o2, (3.1.19)

This is the required expression.

3.1.2 Examples of the coherent state representation

As a first example, we calculate P(x,o") for the thermal field. A
field emitted by a source in thermal equilibrium at temperature T is
described by a canonical ensemble

exp(—# /kgT)

~ Trlexp(—# /ks T)]’ (3.1.20)

where kg is the Boltzmann constant and 5 is the free-field Hamil-
tonian, # = fiv(ata 4+ 1/2). For simplicity, we restrict ourselves to
a single mode of the field. On substituting this form of # into Eq.
(3.1.20) we obtain

h
p= Z [1 — exp <—I<B—VT>] exp <—:Bi;> |n){n|. (3.1.21)

Correspondingly

-1
(n) = Tr(a*ap) = {exp <kz—vT> — 1] . (3.1.22)

Equation (3.1.21) can therefore be rewritten in terms of (n) as

(n)"
p= Z(1+<n> —[n)(nl. (3.1.23)

This leads to the well-known result that the photon distribution in a
thermal field is described by the Bose—Einstein distribution, ie.,

= (nlpln)

(m)"
- T (3.1.24)
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Next we substitute for p from Eq. (3.1.23) into Eq. (3.1.19). We note
that

(n)"

(~BlpIB) = Z Tyt Bl lp)
s ()
- 1e:ﬂ<|;> exp [—|B|2/ (1 + ?:5)] (3.1.25)
so that
Plao) = P(_ffm‘» / ) bt s
- n—:rﬁe—'“'z/@t (3.1.26)

ie., the P-representation of the thermal distribution is given by a
Gaussian distribution.

As another example, we consider the P-representation of a coherent
state |ap). Here p = |ap) (0| so that

(—Blp|B) = (—Blao) {2l B)
= exp(—loo|* — |BI* — 20B" + Bg)- (3.1.27)

It then follows from Eq. (3.1.19) that

. 1 e
P(a, o) = Pe'“'z—*“olz /e—li(a BB (-00) g2 8

= 6D(o — o10), (3.1.28)

i.e,, the P-representation of a coherent state is a two-dimensional delta
function.

Even though the P-representation allows us to evaluate the normally
ordered correlation functions of the field operators a and a, it is not
nonnegative definite and as such cannot be described as a distribution
function for certain field states. This can be readily seen by evaluating
the P-representation of a number state |n), for which p = |n)(n| and

(—Blp|B) = (—BIn)(nlB)

1\ R|2n
= exp(—| ﬁﬁ%. (3.1.29)
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The corresponding P-representation is, therefore, given by

1)relet
P(a,a )_( /|B|2n —[}a+[} adzﬁ

2!
- ﬁz__ai_/e—ﬂﬂﬂ‘adzﬁ
nin! dotdorn

P gom
T ondam
For n > 0, this is clearly not a nonnegative definite function and, there-

fore, a number state does not have a well-defined P-representation.
As we will discuss in the next chapter, whenever the photon distri-
bution p,, is narrower than the Poisson distribution, as in the case of
number state |n), P(x, «") becomes badly behaved. This is the price we

pay for forcing quantum physics into a classical format, i.e., for using
P(a, ") instead of say, R(a, f*).

69(a). (3.1.30)

3.2 Q-representation

Just as the P-representation is associated with the evaluation of nor-
mally ordered correlation functions of the field operators a and af, we
may define other distribution functions which may be associated with
different orderings of a and a'. The distribution function which helps
in determining the antinormally ordered correlation functions is the
so-called Q-representation. It is defined as

Q(o, o) = Tr[pd(a — a)d(e” — ah)]. (3.2.1)

It follows, on inserting the representation (2.4.6) for unity between
8(a— a) and 8(«* — a’) and using (2.2.1) that

* 1 *
00w o") = 1Tr [ ol p3(a— o) (150" ~ a')
= %Tr/dza’{pé(a — o)W |8[" — ()]}
1
=-T
—Tr(ple) ()
1
= —({alpla). (322
s
ie., Q(x,a") is proportional to the diagonal element of the density
operator in the coherent state representation. It follows from the

completeness of the coherent states |x) (Eq. (2.4.6)) and the condition
Tr(p) = 1 that Q(«, o") is normalized to unity, ie.,



80 Quantum distribution theory and partially coherent radiation

/ Qo " )% = 1. (3.2.3)

In order to see how the antinormally ordered correlation functions
of a and a' are evaluated using the Q-representation, we first define a
function O 4(a,a’) in antinormal order, ie.,

0a(a,d’) =" " duma"(a’\". (3.2.4)

It then follows that
(04(a,a")) = Tr[0(a, aT)p]

=D duwTrld"(a)"p]
=3 Y T H [amaiayoda
PO dun . ooy slplotas

= [ 004w )i (325)
where, in the third line, we inserted
1
- / loc) (el d?oc = 1. (3.2.6)

Unlike the P-representation, Q(o, o) is nonnegative definite and
bounded. This can be seen by substituting for p from Eq. (3.1.4) into
Eq. (3.2.2). We then obtain

1
Qo) = — > " Pyl{plon) (3.27)
L

Since |(y]x}|> < 1, we have
1
O, ") < — (3.2.8)

The Q-representation may be related to the P-representation by
taking the coherent state diagonal element of p in Eq. (3.1.16). The
resulting equation is

1 J
O, o) = - / P(of, o )e P g (3.29)
As an example, Q(x, o") for a number state |n) is given by
Q(.0") = S |{(nlo) P = o (3.2.10)
o) = —l(n = 2.

which is a well-behaved function. The Q-representation of a squeezed
state is given in Section 3.5.
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3.3 The Wigner—Weyl distribution

So far we have discussed various distribution functions, namely P-
and Q-representations associated with the normal and the antinormal
orderings, respectively, of the operators a and a'. We can similarly
derive distribution functions associated with other orderings.

To summarize, we have introduced

P(a,o*) = Tr[d(o" — a")d(o — a)p], (3.3.1a)
O(a, o") = Tr[(x — a)d(a* — a’)p], (3.3.1b)

which we can write in terms of the so-called characteristic functions.
For example, inserting (3.1.12b) into (3.3.1a) we have

P(o,o') = % / d2pe~ibx=iF2Ccinp, gy, (33.2)
where the characteristic function C")(g, 8*) is defined as

C™(B, B') = Tr (eiﬂ“*e"ﬂ'“p) . (33.3)
Likewise, we may write (3.3.1b) as

0 ') = = / d2pe= = C(p, ), (334)
with the characteristic function

OB, p) = Tr (7 e ). (33.5)
Another useful distribution, due to Wigner and Weyl, is defined as

W(oo") = % / d*pe= P =ECO (B, B, (3.3.6)

where the characteristic function C®W(8, %) is given by
CY(B,B") = Tr (e"/‘“*“/"“p) . (3.37)

This distribution function W(a,«*) is associated with symmetric order-
ing. It can be used to evaluate expectation values of any symmetrically
ordered functions of a and a' in a classical fashion. For example,

A—;(aa’r +d'a) = / W (o, o Yoo d2ar, (3.3.8)

In Appendix 3.B, we give a procedure to find the c-number func-
tion Og(a, o) corresponding to the symmetrically ordered form of an
operator O(a,a’).

Historically, the W(a,o") distribution was introduced in terms of
the position § and momentum p operators in a form equivalent to
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W(p,q) = _(27102 / do / dre DTy [ PHed) ] (3.3.9)

To cast this into the form first introduced by Wigner we use the
operator identity

eATB — oAgB o ABI2.

which holds when the commutator [4, B] commutes with 4 and B, to
write (3.3.9) as

W(p,q)

1 . .
=GP / do / dre oD Ty (e_””e_’”qe_'h”/zp>, (3.3.10)

which by cyclic invariance under the trace may be written as
Wip,q) = L d
P,q - (27[)2 G
/dtei(rp+aq)Tr (e—iri)/2e—ia@pe—iri)/2> e—ihtrr/2. (3.3.1 1)
Writing the trace in the coordinate representation this becomes
1 A
— (tp+oq)
W(p,q) = W /dO'/dTe’ PTq
/ dq/<q/|e—i1p/2e—iaépe—iri)/2|q/>e—irwr/2, (3.3.12)
and noting that exp(—itp/2)lq’) = |q’ — ht/2) etc., we find
W(p,q) = L d dt
PO= G | %
/ dq'e® (g + ht/2lplq’ — ht/2)e™.  (3.3.13)
Finally, we carry out the o-integration to obtain a delta function §(g —

q'), which allows us to carry out the ¢'-integration, and introducing
the notation y = —ht/2, we write W(p,q) in the usual form

1 .
Wioa) = [ dve g = ylpig + ). (314

The Wigner function in the form (3.3.14) has been widely used in a
host of problems; and we further elaborate on its connection with the
P- and Q-distributions in the next section.
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3.4 Generalized representation of the density operator
and connection between the P-, Q-, and
W -distributions

In the following, we present a generalized representation of the density
operator originally due to Cohen and applied to quantum optics by
Agarwal and Wolf. The P-, Q-, and W-representations can be derived
as special cases of this generalized representation.

A generalized representation F®@(a,a’) of the density operator is
given by

p:n/Fﬁ@wm®w—mw—Mw% (3.4.1)
where
A —a.0" ~a') = =5 [ expl0p. 4]
x exp[—B(a” —a’) + B (¢ — a)|d*f3.4.2)

Here Q(B, 8*) (such that ©(0,0) = 0) is a function which characterizes
different orderings. For example, when Q(8,8°) = —|BJ>/2 we have
F(o,a*) = P(a, ") and when Q(8, 8*) = |B|2/2 we have F®(q,a") =
Qo ).

To see these results explicitly, we first consider

2
QBB = — @L (3.4.3)
It follows from Egs. (2.2.6) and (2.2.7) that
2
exp( Ll + pa’ — ,B*a) = exp(—p*a)exp(Bal), (3.44)

and we obtain

AV —a,0" —a) = —1—2 / e B2
n

1 . .
=5 [ [l h g
//eﬂ (a—oy )—pla" ~a )|0€1><0€1|d2Bd2a1
!“) {al. (345)
On substituting this expression for A®(a — a,a* — a') into Eq. (3.4.1)

we recover the definition of the P-representation (Eq. (3.1.16)) with
F®O(q,0*) = P(a, ).
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On the other hand, if we choose Q(8, 8*) = |BI2/2,
AV —a,0 —a) = % / e P —aN o =) 2 g (3.4.6)
It follows from Eq. (3.4.1) that
%(a/|p|a/) = / FO>o, 0" ) ol AP (o — a, 0" — aT)|ol Yda. (3.4.7)
However, from Eq. (3.4.6),

1 . .
(| A® (o — a,8" — ah)lol) = / (o€ P =D =) 2
YA

=56P(a — o). (3.4.8)

On carrying out the a-integration in Eq. (3.4.7) we recover Eq. (3.2.2)
with Q(a,a") = F®(a, o®).

Another distribution, the Wigner-Weyl distribution, is recovered for
the proper choice of Q, namely, Q(«,«*) = 0. To that end, we invert
Eq. (3.4.1) by using the function

B —au —a) = [ expl-0(p. )
x exp[p(a¢” — a') — B*(a — a)]d*B. (3.4.9)
Now, it can be shown that (see Problem 3.3)

Tr [A9(a — a,0" — a")AD(« — a,0" — a)]

_ % 50— o). (3.4.10)
It then follows from Eq. (3.4.1) that

F®0,o*) = Tr [pA(Q)(oc —a,0 — a")] ) (3.4.11)
From Egs. (3.4.9) and (3.4.11), we obtain

W, o)

= —15 / Tr[pexp(—Ba’ + B*a)] exp(Ba’ — B o)d’B,  (34.12)
YA

which, as expected, is the same as Eq. (3.3.6) with 8 replaced by —if
and B* by if*. Equations (3.1.14) for the P-representation and (3.2.2)
for the Q-representation can be recovered from expression (3.4.11) for
Q(B,B*) = —|BI*/2 and Q(B, ") = |BI*/2, respectively.

In the following we derive an explicit expression for the Wigner—
Weyl distribution W{a,«"). First we mention that W(o, o) is the
Fourier transform of the function Tr[p exp(—Ba’ + p*a)]/n2. We also
note that exp(—2|«|?) is the Fourier transform of exp(—|8|?/2)/2x, i.e.,
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exp(—2|a|?) = % / exp (—%W) exp(Bo’ — B a)d*p.(3.4.13)
It then follows from the convolution theorem that

W (o, ") exp(—2|a|?) = / C(B, B )exp(Ba” — B a)d’B, (3.4.14)
where C(B, B*) is the convolution product

CB.B") = 55 [ Trlpexpl—(8 ~ pia’ + (8" ~ pi)al}
cxp (~3I8i) . (3415

An explicit expression for C(8,8") can be obtained by using the
identity (2.2.7) and inserting the resolution of the identity in terms of
coherent states (Eq. (2.4.6)) as follows:

Cp.8) =55 [ [ [ Trloltad ol expl—8 - gy
x exp[(B” — B1)allBs)(Bsl}
xenp (=518 = Bif = 510 ) @B pad’s:

505 | [ [ slolga) 2

x exp [—(8 — B1)B; + (B* — B1)Bs
1 1
—Ew—mﬁ—ymﬂ
xd*B1d?Brd* . (3.4.16)

On carrying out the integrations over 1, Eq. (3.4.16) reduces to

CB.8) = 50z [ [ (8101821872182 (82 = B/ BBy
1
(B/2lpl — B/2). (3.4.17)

>
Finally, on substituting for C(8, 8*) from Eq. (3.4.17) into Eq. (3.4.14)
and changing the variables of integration from f, 8* to —28,—28", we
obtain

W(a, o)
2 * *
= = exp(2la?) / (—Blp|B) exp[—2(Bo" — B w)]d*B.  (3.4.18)

T
This expression, which is very similar to the corresponding expression

for P-representation (Eq. (3.1.19)), can be used to evaluate the Wigner—
Weyl distribution for the given density operator of the field.
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3.5 Q-representation for a squeezed coherent state

In this section, we derive the Q-representation for the squeezed coher-
ent state |B, £). According to Eq. (3.2.2)

0l ") = - (alple) = 1@l &) sy
Now
(@,) = (wIS(ED(B)0) = (wIS(EV). (352

We therefore need to calculate the function («|S(&)|B).
It follows, on using the properties of the coherent state and the
transformation property (2.7.7) of S(¢) that

I —_

< {la’S(E)IB)
- {@lS(€)ST()a's(©)18)

(| S(&)(a' coshr — ae™ sinh r)|B)

(@lS(&)IB) =

Il
|~ =

Il
R

Bl—&[—

[coshr (% + %,3*) — e™Bsinh "] (]S(&)|B).
(3.5.3)

The function {(x|S(¢)|B) therefore satisfies the following differential
equation

@ —i0 . 1 * * .
[coshrﬁ — Be s1nhr+<§[>’ coshr —«a )]<a|S(€)|ﬁ) =0.

(3.5.4)
The solution of this equation is
(aS(&)1B)
=K exp (—%lﬁl2 + o Bsech r + %e"'oﬁz tanh r>. (3.5.5)

The form of K, which may depend upon «,a,8",r, and 0, can be
determined using the unitarity of S(¢). It follows from

(@IS(E)IB)" = (BIST(E)la) = (BIS(—E)|), (3.5.6)
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that
R Lo Lo gen
K™ (oo, 7,1, 0)exp | —3|BI" + 5€7(f7) tanhr
=K(B,B",«",r,0 +n)exp (——|o¢|2 ! e 2tanhr). (3.5.7)

The form of K is therefore
K(a,a", p7,r,0)
1 1.
= (sech r)"/% exp [—§|a|2 - A—2e’0(ot”)2 tanh r] . (3.5.8)

The coefficient (sech r)!/2 is chosen so that the normalization condition

+ [ Kais )i =1 (3.59)

is satisfied.
On substituting this expression for K in Eq. (3.5.5) we obtain

(2IS(£)|B) = (sech r)!/? exp{ = %(W + IBI") + o’ psech r
—% [¢®(e")* — e %] tanh r}. (3.5.10)

The Q-representation for the state |, ¢) is therefore
echr

Qi) = exp{ —(JaP + [BP) + ("B + B o)sech r

—% [€9(a"? — B*2) + (o — B2)] tanhr}. (3.5.11)

In Fig. 3.2, Q(o, ") = Q(X1, X2) (X1 = (a+0a")/2, Xo = (a—a")/2i) is
plotted as a function of the amplitudes X, X, of the two quadratures.
We clearly see the unequal variances in X; and X in the state |, &). We
can employ expression (3.5.10) for (x/S(£)|B) to calculate the photon
distribution function of a squeezed coherent state.

The photon distribution function p(n) for the field in state |8,¢) is
given by

p(n) = |(n|, ). (3.5.12)
The quantity {n|8, ¢) can be determined by writing

oo}

(W, &) = > (aln)(nlf, &) = --'“'22(31 Wg.&), (3513)
n=0 n=0 :

and expanding the right-hand side of Eq. (3.5.10) in powers of & by
means of the generating function for the Hermite polynomials H,(z):
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Q(X., X,)

=

exp(2zt — 1%) = Z Ry

n=0

(3.5.14)

On comparing the resulting expansion with the expansion in Eq.
(3.5.13), it follows that

(¢ tanh r)"/2 Lo am
_\e tanhr)y’= IRy .
2072(nl cosh )12 P 5Bl —e™"p tanhr)

—i6/2
xH, (i———> (3.5.15)
2coshrsinhr

The photon distribution function p(n) for an ideal squeezed state is
therefore given by

(nB. <) =

p(n) = _tanhr)’ exp {—Iﬁlz + l[e"v[f2 +e%(B" )} tanhr}

2%n!coshr

710/2
<)o m}/ (3516)

Fig. 3.2

A plot of

Qo o) = Q(Xy, Xa)
as a function of the
amplitudes X, and
X, in a squeezed
coherent state. (From
H. P. Yuen, Phys.
Rev. A 13, 2226
(1976).)



Fig. 3.3
Comparison of
photon distribution
function for a
coherent state Ja)
with |«|> = 60 (solid
line) with the
squeezed coherent
state |B, &)

(B = Blexp(id).

& = rexp(if)) with
18> = 60, r = 0.6,
and ¢ = /2 (dashed
line).
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Generally, sources of squeezing produce a radiation field in a
squeezed vacuum state |0,&). The detection schemes, however, add
a coherent component to it. The detected state is therefore described
by the distribution (3.5.16). The fluctuations in the mean number of
photons can be found either from Eq. (3.5.16), by using

o0
() =">"n'p(n), (3.5.17)
n=0
or through the use of the unitary transformation properties of the
squeeze operator (2.7.6) and (2.7.7). We obtain

(An)? = |B*[cosh 4r — cos(0 — 2¢)) sinh 4r] + 2 sinh? r cosh®r.
(3.5.18)

In the following, we discuss three cases of interest. First, when
|12 > sinh®r, the coherent component is larger than the squeeze
component. Figure 3.3 compares the probability distribution for a
squeezed state with a coherent state. If the squeezing is along the
coherent amplitude, the state has sub-Poissonian photon statistics.
In the second case (Fig. 3.4) when the squeeze component is larger
than the coherent component and squeezing is along the coherent
amplitude, the squeezed state exhibits oscillations. The main peak as
well as the subsequent peaks are narrower than the corresponding | /n
value. But the overall distribution shows super-Poissonian statistics.
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Finally, for zero displacement, ic., for the squeezed vacuum state, the
distribution function (3.5.16) reduces to
2n
B 12t 71
p(2n) = (coshr) W (5 tanhr | ,
pn+1)=0. (3.5.19)

In the above equations, a nonzero value for even terms arises due to
squeezing of the vacuum and clearly shows the ‘two-photon’ nature
of the field. Figure 3.5 shows a plot of the probability distribution
(3.5.19). The distribution peaks sharply at n = 0 and has a very long
tail similar to a thermal distribution.

3.A Verifying equations (3.1.12a, 3.1.12b)

It can be verified that the two-dimensional delta function has the form
(3.1.12a)

1
5 —aoa—a) = — / exp[—B(o’ — a')] explB" (o — a)ld*B
(3.A.1)

by taking the expectation values in a coherent state |y) of both sides
of Eq. (3.A.1). Indeed, on doing so and utilizing the fact that |y) is an

Fig. 3.4

Photon distribution
function p(n) for a
two-photon coherent
state (Eq.(3.5.16)) for
|BI> =60, r = 1.6.
The squeeze
component is larger
than the coherent
component and
squeezing is along the
coherent amplitude.
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Fig'3.5

Photon distribution
function p(n) for a
squeezed vacuum
state for r = 1.6.
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eigenstate of the annihilation operator a with an eigenvalue y, we get

36— 37162 = 7) = 5 [ expl—p(a’ =1 explf(a— DId*p.
(3.A2)

If we write o = X, + iy, f = xg +iyg, and y = x, + iy,, then
d*B = dxgdys and the right-hand side of Eq. (3.A.2) becomes

1 . . .
5 [ explop — y expls @ — N8

1
= ) /exp {2i[xﬂ(yoc - y}') - Yﬂ(xoc — x«,-)]}dxﬂdyﬂ

1 \2
= (Z) / /eXP {i[x/i(J’a = ¥y) = yp(Xa — xv)]}dx[;dy/;
= o[Im(xx — y)]o [Re(a — y)]
=5(a— )" —y"), (3.A3)

where we have replaced 2x; and 2y; by xg and yg, respectively, in the
second line and used the following expression for the delta function

8(x) = 1 / e *dk. (3.A4)
2n

—C
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Equation (3.1.12b)
8(a" — a")d(a — a)

1
== /exp[—iﬂ(a* — a")] exp[—if* (2 — a)ld*p (3.A.5)
can be obtained from (3.A.1) simply by changing the variables § — if§
and B* — —if".
Another formula for the antinormally ordered two-dimensional
delta function, namely,

S(a—a)d(a” —a')
= % / exp[f’(« — a)] exp[—B(a” — a")ld*B, (3.A.6)

which has been used to define the Q-representation (Eq. (3.2.1)), can
be proven by inserting

%/I?)(?Idzv =1, (A7)
as follows:

n / exp[B*(« — @)l exp[—B(a” — a")d’

- % / / =) 3 (=BT 2 g2y

=% / / ey (yle P By

= %/501 — N6 =y )dy

—sa=a (3 [In6ids) o — )
= 8(o — a)d(a” —a'). (3.A.8)

3.B c-number function correspondence for the
Wigner—Weyl distribution

Given an operator O(a, a') and the Wigner—-Weyl distribution W («, «*),
we calculate the c-number function Og(e, o*) such that

(O(a,a")) = Tr(0p) = / d*a0s (o, o )W (o0, ). (3.B.1)

Recall that the Wigner—Weyl distribution is defined as (Eqs. (3.3.6)
and (3.3.7))
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W(a, o) = % / BT (el a+1be ) gih"a=1he’ (3.B.2)
with the characteristic function
C(s)(ﬂ, ﬂ*) — /eiﬁ'zx+iﬁa' W(a’ a*)dza

=Tr (eiﬂ‘a+iﬂa*p)
= Tr(e# e 2e 107 12p), (3.B.3)

where, in the last line, we use the Baker—-Hausdorff formula (2.2.7).
Now for any normally ordered operator O(a, a'), one can write

O(a.d') =" cyma™a™. (3.B4)

It can be easily found that

) = g+ 5] o

o(ip) pr=p=0"

and

ﬁ (s) *
- ] B,

2
{a) = [a(iﬁ*) 2
Then we have

(O(a,a"))

B P ﬂ. n 2 ,B m ) .
-3 en i+ ] |ag 2] €0
_ (2 o B

- [ #5554 5

0 ﬂ " i a+ifa”
* [0(iﬁ*)+—2_i} ¢

Br=p=0

Wa, o
5 gt (o, 07)

= /dzotOs(O(, oYW (a, o), (3.B.5)

which yields

Os(a, o)
= __a_ Et " 0 E " iB*atifo”
_Z Cum {60[&) + 21.} {6(1‘[?*) + 21.] e ,;-=,;=0'(3'B'6)

nm

Equation (3.B.6) is our desired result. Consider some examples:
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(a) O(a,a’)=ad'a

Os(o,a")
= __a_ ﬂ_* 0 E i o+ifa”
= [6(iﬂ) + 2i} [a(iﬂ*) + 2;} ¢

_|e B B\ ipavipe
—{0(iﬁ)+2i] (“+2i>e ’

. 1
=woe—o. (3.B.7)

pr=p=0

B =p=0

(b) O(a,a’)=aa
Os(o, o)
_ (@ BN @ B\ g a+ipor
(%) @ a)

0 :B‘ ? :B if"otifo”
a0+ E (0( + 2—1) €

Br=p=0

p=p=0

Br=p=0

=o2a—o (3.B.8)

The operator corresponding to the Wigner distribution func-
tion in the coordinate-momentum representation is given by
Cohen (1986).

Problems
31 Show that
%(aaT +ad'a) = / W (a, a*)|a|2d2a,

where W (a, o) is the Wigner-Weyl distribution,
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32 Show that
Tr[D(a)] = n6P(a),
Tr[D()DY(o)] = n6P (o — o),

where D(«) is the displacement operator. Using these results,
show that

Tr[AY (o« — a,0* — ah)AY(« — a,0” — a")]
1

= —0P(a—o),
n

The operators A®Y and A are defined in Egs. (3.4.2) and
(3.4.9), respectively.

33 Show that the Wigner—Weyl distribution W{a,a*) can be ex-
pressed in terms of the P-representation P(a, o) via the rela-
tion

W)= [ P(B.F)exp-2n — BAEP.

34 Determine Q(o, ™) and W(a, o*) for a coherent state and a
thermal state.
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CHAPTER 4

Field—field and
photon—photon
interferometry

Optical interferometry was at the heart of the revolution which ushered
in the new era of twentieth century physics. For example, the Michelson
interferometer was used to show that there is no detectable motion
relative to the ‘ether’; a key experiment in support of special relativity.

It is a wonderful tribute to Michelson that the same interferometer
concept is central to the gravity-wave detectors which promise to
provide new insights into general relativity and astrophysics in the
twenty-first century. Similar tales can be told about the Sagnac and
Mach-Zehnder interferometers as discussed in this chapter. We further
note that the intensity correlation stellar interferometer of Hanbury-
Brown and Twiss* was a driving force in ushering in the modern era
of quantum optics.

We are thus motivated to develop the theory of field (amplitude)
and photon (intensity) correlation interferometry. In doing so we will
find that the subject provides us with an exquisite probe of the micro
and macrocosmos, i.e., quantum mechanics and general relativity.

With these thoughts in mind we here develop a framework to
study the quantum statistical correlations of light. We will motivate
the quantum correlation functions of the field operators from the
standpoint of photodetection theory. Many experimentally observed
quantities, such as photoelectron statistics and the spectral distribu-
tion of the field, can be related to the appropriate field correlation
functions. These correlation functions are essential in the description
of Young’s double-slit experiment and the notion of the power spec-
trum of light. The intensity correlation functions are usually associated
with the intensity—intensity correlation measurements as required in

* See the pioneering work of Hanbury-Brown and Twiss [1954, 1956]. Excellent pedagogical

treatments of the problem are given by Fano [1961], Glauber [1965], and Baym [1969]. For a
review of the subject see Hanbury-Brown [1974].
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the descriptions of the famous Hanbury-Brown—Twiss effect and other
two-photon interference experiments which we discuss in this chapter.

Quantum coherence theory also allows us to examine field states
which exhibit certain nonclassical features, ie., states which cannot be
described by a classical statistical theory. Such states can arise when
the quantum nature of light is explicitly exhibited. Examples are the
number and squeezed states of the radiation field.

In the next two sections we discuss the application of interferometry
to astrophysics and general relativity and then turn to a general
discussion of photon optics.

4.1 The interferometer as a cosmic probe

The foundations of physics are anchored in the bedrock of curved
spacetime. ‘Spacetime’ in the sense of Minkowski who showed us
that physical events (e.g., the emission of a photon) are best viewed
as occurring in a (flat) four-dimensional geometry having one time
and three spatial coordinates. The adjective ‘curved’ enters the picture
when gravitation is included in the problem. That is, according to
Einstein’s theory of general relativity, we view gravity as arising from
(or described by) the curvature of this four-dimensional space. This
curvature itself is produced by the presence of massive bodies in the
universe, the earth, sun, Crab Nebula, etc.

Many theorists regard the general theory of relativity to be the
most beautiful of all physical theories. However, due to the smallness
of the gravitational coupling constant,

G=667x10"% cm’/gs?,

experimental tests of this theory are very scarce. This fact is under-
scored by Misner, Thorne, and Wheeler, who observed that: ‘For the
first half century of its life, general relativity was a theorist’s paradise
but an experimentalist’s hell” However, thanks in large part to advances
in modern laser optics, new tests of metric gravity (general relativity)
have been, and will continue to be, carried out. The optical interfer-
ometer is the main tool in these astrophysical and general relativistic
studies.

4.1.1 Michelson interferometer and general relativity

As mentioned earlier, the Michelson interferometer was used to search
for motion through the ether and was one of the key experiments in
formulating special relativity and modern physics.
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At present a type of Michelson interferometer is being built to
detect gravity waves. As depicted in Fig. 4.1, gravitational radiation
acts so as to effectively change the path length for light in one arm of
the interferometer and thus introduces a phase shift. How this phase
shift comes about can be viewed in two different ways: (1) the gravity
wave changes the distance between the mirrors (2) the gravity wave
changes or perturbes spacetime and acts much as a dielectric. We here
take the first point of view.

In time-independent (Newtonian) gravity, the (scalar) potential @
(in free space) obeys the Laplace equation

V20 =0, (4.1.1)

whereas, in time-dependent (Einsteinian) metric gravity, the tensor
field* ®,,(r, t), where the indices p and v run from 1 to 4, obeys a
wave equation of the form

volPVe = 4.1.2
( —;;@ w(.2) =0, (4.12)
Thus, the effects of gravity propagate with the speed of light ¢ from
their point of origin (binary stars, exploding galaxies, etc.) to our
laboratory on earth. This ‘gravitational wave’ causes points in the
laboratory to experience tiny amplitude-relative oscillations.

A scheme to measure the gravitational waves (g-waves) is based on
the Michelson interferometer. The effect of gravitational radiation is
to stretch or compress a rod of length L which is perpendicular to
the direction of propagation. For example, the gravitational wave of
frequency v, will cause the length L, between the mirror M; and the
beam-splitter in Fig. 4.1(a) to vary as

Ly = L[1 + hg cos(v1)], (4.1.3)

where L is the length of the interferometer arm in the absence of a
gravitational wave and hg represents the amplitude of the gravitational
wave and is of order < 102! for the envisioned sources.

Therefore, there will be a phase shift between the light traversing
the two arms of the interferometer of an amount

0 =k(Lx— Ly)
= kLhg cos(v,t). 4.1.4)
Hence the intensity recorded by the detector in Fig, 4.1(a) will be

* For a discussion of general relativity directed toward the student of modern quantum optics see
Schleich and Scully [1984].



100 Field—field and photon-photon interferometry
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I= %10(1 +cosd), (4.1.5)

where I is the incident intensity.

In the actual experiments, cavities are used in the two arms of the
Michelson interferometer as in Fig. 4.1(b). Now the signal due to a
gravity wave translates into a time-dependent phase shift obtained
from Eq. (4.1.4) by replacing L, by the effective path length L, which
is essentially the number of bounces times the length of the arm L.
Therefore, for times ¢ < v, !, the g-wave-induced phase shift is given
by A0®) = yLhy/c, where v is the frequency of the laser light. In such
an experiment the fundamental quantum limit is given by ‘photon
shot noise’. Denoting the average number of laser photons by 7, the
power at the detector by P and assuming unit quantum efficiency for
present purposes, one has the phase uncertainty due to shot noise for
a measurement of duration ¢,

AG, ~ ﬁ = ,/%v—. (4.1.6)

Equating A0 to Af,, we find the minimum detectable g-wave ampli-
tude for such a passive system to be

B~ c hv _ % hv

) o~ = =y 4.1.7
mn -y V Pty v V Pty ¢ )

where we have introduced the cavity decay rate 4 = ¢/L.

4.1.2 The Sagnac ring interferometer

In 1913 Sagnac considered the use of a ring resonator to search for the
‘ether drift’ relative to a rotating frame. However, as often happens,
his results turned out to be useful in ways that Sagnac himself never
dreamt of. As shown in Fig. 4.2, the real physics associated with the
Sagnac effect is simply that it takes longer for a short pulse of light to
‘get back’ to its point of origin if it goes in the direction of rotation
and it takes less time if it is moving in a counter-propagating sense.

To quantify this, consider Fig. 4.2. There we see that laser light
enters the interferometer at point 4 and is split into clockwise (CW)
and counter-clockwise (CCW) propagating beams by a beam-splitter.
If the interferometer is not rotating, the CW and CCW propagating
beams recombine at point 4 after a time given by

2nb
t="-
c

(4.1.8)

’
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A(=0)

A(r=t")

where b is the radius of the circular beam path. However, if the inter-
ferometer is rotating, with angular velocity Q,, about an axis through
the center and perpendicular to the plane of the interferometer, then
the beams reencounter the beam-splitter at different times because
the CW (co-directional with Q,) propagating beam must traverse a
path length of slightly more than 274 in order to complete one round
trip, since the interferometer rotates through a small angle during the
round-trip transit time. Similarly, the CCW propagating beam tra-
verses a path length slightly less than 2nb during one round trip. If
we denote the round-trip transit time of the CW beam by ¢t and that
of the CCW beam by ¢, then * is given by

. 2nb + bQ,t*
¢

-1
= 2_7”3 (1 - bQ’) , (4.1.9a)

C C

where, in the first line, »Q,.t* is the arc length the interferometer
rotates through before the CW beam arrives back at the beam-splitter.

Fig. 4.2
Schematics of a
Sagnac ring
interferometer.
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Similarly,
- 2nb—bQ,t”
B c
21b bQ,\ ™!
= (1 + ) . (4.1.9b)
c c
The difference between t+ and ¢~ is given by
4nbh*Q
At=tt—t = — L, 4.1.
C-C = o (4.1.10)
For reasonable values of b and Q,, (bQ,)* < ¢?, so that
2
Q
A= PO (4.1.11)
c

the round-trip optical path difference, AL, is given by
4nb’Q,
—

AL = cAt = (4.1.12)

From Eq. (4.1.12) we see the round-trip optical path difference, ac-
cording to this analysis, is directly proportional to the rotation rate
of the interferometer. A more general approach valid for an arbitrary
interferometer shape leads to the result

49, - 24

AL=—"—, (4.1.13)

where A is the area enclosed by the light path and % is a unit vector
normal to the surface of the interferometer.

The effectiveness of the Sagnac interferometer is limited by the fact
that the optical path difference given by Eq. (4.1.12) is much less than
a wavelength. (For instance, if » = 1 m and Q, = 10 deg/h, then
AL = 4.1 x 10712 m.) At first glance this would seem to make the
use of ring laser gyros impractical as rotation sensing devices, since
sensitivities of 10~ deg/h or less are desirable. However, there are
two different schemes used to greatly increase the sensitivity of ring
laser gyros.

The first of these is to increase the total round-trip path length of the
light by the use of a kilometer-long optical fiber as the interferometer
cavity. To see why this increases the sensitivity of the gyroscope, we
shall recast Eq. (4.1.12) into a more general form. From Eq. (4.1.12)
we see that the phase difference, A, between the counter-propagating
beams after one round trip is given by

_2nAL _ 87pQ,  44Q,
Y Y B

A0 (4.1.14)
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where 4 = A/2n is the reduced wavelength of the laser light and
A = nb? is the area enclosed by the light beams. Equation (4.1.14) is
valid for a one loop circular light path. If an optical fiber is used, the
light path typically consists of a fiber coil of radius b and many turns.
In particular, in such a fiber coil with N turns, Eq. (4.1.14) becomes

2p2
g = STONG, (4.1.15)
cA
or, in terms of the total length, L = 2nbN, of the optical fiber,
4nLbQ,
g = LB, (4.1.16)
¢l

Equation (4.1.16) represents the important result that the phase shift
induced by rotation of a Sagnac fiber ring interferometer increases
linearly with the total length of the optical fiber.

The second scheme devised to increase the signal from a ring laser
gyroscope is the introduction of an active laser medium into the ring
cavity. This arrangement is illustrated by Fig. 4.3. For convenience,
throughout the rest of this subsection, such an arrangement will be
called an active ring laser gyro. Then the CW and CCW ring laser
modes have different frequencies because of the difference in effec-
tive round-trip optical path lengths caused by the rotation of the
cavity. Thus we have only oscillations with frequencies satisfying the
resonance condition associated with L, corresponding to the effec-
tive cavity lengths seen by the CW and CCW propagating beams,
respectively, namely

Vg = (4.1.17)

where m is an integer and

Q,
Ly=L (1 + bc ) . (4.1.18)
Using Eq. (4.1.17) the frequency difference between the CW and CCW
propagating beams can be approximated by

AL AL
Av=v_ —v, = ? - ? '””LCZ = VAT. (4.1.19)
- +

The approximation arises out of setting L, L_ = L2,
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Fig. 4.3
Schematics of an
active ring laser
gyroscope.

()

1 Lasing medium

Output

Now, a couple of important points need to be made. The first
of these is that when using an active ring laser gyro it is the fre-
quency difference (not the optical path difference) between the counter-
propagating beams which is measured. This frequency difference is
generally measured by heterodyning the two output beams. Also note
that the frequency difference given by Eq. (4.1.19) is a factor of v/L
larger than the optical path length difference given by Eq. (4.1.12).
This increased scale factor together with the relative experimental
ease associated with small frequency difference measurements makes
the active ring laser gyro the most common and, currently, the most
sensitive interferometer rotation sensor.

Inserting Eq. (4.1.12) into Eq. (4.1.19) gives (for a circular ring)

Ay = 20 _ 200 (4.120)

c A
Note that Av does not depend on the total length of the cavity so an
increased scale factor is not achieved by using long fiber optic coils in
active ring laser gyros. For an arbitrary cavity geometry, Eq. (4.1.20)

becomes

4A4Q,

pA -’
where A4 is the area enclosed by the light path and p is the perimeter
of the light path. The constant of proportionality, 44/4p, between Av

Av = (4.1.21)
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and Q, is often called the scale factor, which we will later represent
by the symbol S.

4.1.3 Proposed ring laser test of metric gravitation theories

Recent progress in research using ring laser gyroscopic devices indi-
cates that rotation rates as slow as 1071°Qg, where Qg is the earth’s
rotation rate, are potentially measurable. With this in mind, exper-
iments sensitive to Machian frame-dragging (Lense—Thirring effect),
the presence of a preferred frame in the universe (preferred frame cos-
mology), and the curvature of local spacetime can now be envisioned.

Since Einstein formulated the general theory of relativity, there
have been many other alternative theories of gravitation, e.g., due to
Brans-Dicke and Ni. These theories, which have been motivated by
different considerations, lead to different predictions for the effects
discussed above. The theoretical framework of the parametrized post-
Newtonian (PPN) formalism, which provides a means for studying
a very wide class of metric theories of gravitation in the weak-field
and slow-motion setting of the solar system, has been developed to
systematically compare the various theories with experiment.

When an ultrasensitive ring laser is placed on the rotating earth,
we expect to have several ‘effective rotations’ depending on the par-
ticular theory of metric gravity and spacetime we choose. These are
summarized in Fig. 4.4 and Table 4.1. There, we see that in addition
to the rotation of the ring at Q, and the earth’s rotation Qg, we have
three other contributions corresponding to Qyach, Lcosmoss and Qcurves
respectively.

The first of these effective rotations, Qngach, 1S regarded as a “weak”
verification of Mach’s principle. That is, our gyro experiences an
effective rotation even if it is fixed relative to the fixed stars (ie., if
we step off the earth so that the Q, and Qg do not directly affect
our ring laser). This effective rotation rate is due solely to the fact
that we are near another massive rotating body — the earth. Another
way to interpret this is as a kind of magnetic gravity analogous to the
magnetic moment associated with a spinning electron.

The second contribution, Qcosmes, arises from the presence of a
preferred (rest) coordinate system. This ‘preferred frame’ might be
thought to be that implied by the 3 K black-body background. Ein-
stein’s theory of general relativity involves no preferred coordinate
frame, while in the theory of Ni the universe is at rest in a preferred
frame. This effect is especially interesting since it is one of the least
well established in gravitation physics.
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Sagnac
ring laser

The final term, Qcyuwe, 18 due to the fact that we use a curved space
metric. Similar ‘curved space’ physics leads to the bending of starlight
and the gravitational red shift, etc.

The application of modern quantum optical tools to problems in
gravitational physics calls for heroic and imaginative experimental
effort. However, it is clear that such effort will yield rich dividends in
both fundamental and applied science.

4.1.4 The Michelson stellar interferometer

Consider the simple double (i.e., double source) interference setup as
in Fig. 4.5, In Fig. 4.5(a), we see a binary star ‘sending’ light to earth
with wave vectors k and k', and we wish to measure their angular
separation, @.

One way to accomplish this is to collect the light by mirrors M;
and M», as in Fig. 4.5(b), and to beat the light from two stars on the
photodetector located at the point P chosen so that the two paths

Fig. 44

Sagnac ring laser
interferometer used
to test metric theories
of gravity.
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Fig. 4.5 1y

(a) A binary star K

sending light to earth ;

with wave vectors k

and k. TS
(b) Schematics of a @ Earth

Michelson stellar
interferometer to
measure the angular
separation of athe
binary star.

(c) Filtered light
from star S arrives at
mirrors M; and M,
with phase factors
exp(—ivet + ik ' 1)
and M,
exp(—ivit + ik ' 1),
respectively, while
that from star S'goes
as exp(—ivirt + ik’ ' 1r;)
and

exp(—ivrt + ik’ - 1y).
(d) Hlustration that I

K
for small angls, ;c(|Ek(eik'rl + k) 4 Ekf(eik"rl + eik'.rz)|2>
k—-KkK)(r—-n)= K

[k—k’|ro cos ¢ ~ ¢kry, (2(|Ek|2 + |Ex?) + |ExP[e® ™™ + ccl]

since |k — K| ~ k¢ + | Ep 2 [e® ) 4 cc]), (4.1.22)
and cos ¢ ~ 1.

M ©) @

M;P and M,P are equal. The photocurrent is then given by

(E"E)

where we have made the simplifying assumption that the light from
the stars has been filtered so that we may take vy = v and therefore
the temporal factors like exp(ivkt) and exp(ivpt) cancel from Eq.
(4.1.22). Furthermore, since the radiation from a star is thermal (Ey) =
(Ex) = 0 and (EgEy) = (E;){(Ex) = 0. Finally, we note that x
is an uninteresting constant depending of the characteristics of the
photodetector and the distance to the star, etc.
If (|Ex|?) = (|Ex|*) = Iy, we have

I =2klo{2+ cos[k - (r; —r)] + cos[k’ - (r; — )]}
= 4kl {1 4 cos [(k + k) - (r; —r2)/2]
x cos [(k—Kk') - (ry —r2)/2] }. (4.1.23)

From Fig. 4.5(d) we see that (k — k') - (r; —rp) & @krg, so that (4.1.23)
may be written as

I = 4, {1 + cos [(k+k') - (r1—r2)/2] cos(f’i’—‘”)}, (4.1.24)
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where we have noted |k| = |k’| = 2n/A. Thus, we see that the pho-
tocurrent will contain an interference term which is modulated as we
vary ro and would serve to determine ¢ varying ro until nrop/i = =,
etc.

This clever scheme has been applied to several nearby binaries. Un-
fortunately, atmospheric and instrumental fluctuations enter strongly
into the term cos [(k + k') - (r; —r2)/2] in Eq. (4.1.24) and limit the
utility of the approach. This is where Hanbury-Brown and Twiss make
their dramatic entrance.

4.1.5 Hanbury-Brown—Twiss interferometer

The essence of the Hanbury-Brown-Twiss (HB-T) stellar interferom-
eter is to recognize that if we consider two photodetectors at points
Ay and A, with position vectors r; and r», respectively, as in Fig. 4.6,
then we have the photocurrents

I(rnt)=x {|Ek[2 4 EP + [EkE;,e"“‘-"’>"f + c.c.] } (i=1,2),
(4.125)

and there is phase information in the exp[i(k — k') - r;] terms.
What if we multiply the currents from two detectors (at A; and A
in Fig. 4.6)? From Eq. (4.1.25) this will yield

(I(r;, 0 (ry, 1))
— x2< { Eul? + |Ewl? + [ExEpe® ™ 4 cc) }

x{|Ek|2 + |Ewl? + [ExEpe®™¥r® 4 ¢ }>

=L (B + 1B’
H(Ex P (|Ew[?) [0 4 cc] } (4.1.26)

where we have used the fact that (|Ex|*E;Ey) = 0, etc. Thus we
see that the desired low frequency interference term is present; but
atmospherically sensitive terms like cos[(k+Kk')-(r; —r;)/2] are absent.
This is the key insight of Hanbury Brown and Twiss.

It is fair to say, however, that the Hanbury-Brown-Twiss effect
created quite a stir when it was first announced. Many questions
were voiced, e.g., how can we get phase information by beating pho-
tocurrents? Does this not somehow violate quantum mechanics? And
what about Dirac’s statement that photons only interfere with them-
selves? The confusion is resolved by considering the quantum theory
of photon detection and correlation to which we now turn.
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Fig. 4.6
Schematic diagram
of the Hanbury
Brown-Twiss stellar
intensity
interferometer. Here
P, and P, are the
photodetectors, A4,
and A, are the
mirrors, B; and B,
are the amplifiers, 7
is the delay time, C is
a multiplier, and M
is the integrator.

4.2 Photon detection and quantum coherence
functions

A more complete account of photodetection theory is given in Section
6.5. Here we present a heuristic derivation of photodetection and
correlation which is sufficient for the present purposes.

As shown in Chapter 1, the field operator E(r,t) can be separated
into the sum of its positive and negative frequency parts

E(r,t) = EP(r,1) + E7(r, 1), (4.2.1)
where
ED(r,1) = &cbiae™ T, (4.2.2)
[ 3
EOr ) =Y adbrale™ . (4.2.3)
[ 3

In the following we shall assume, for simplicity, that the field is
linearly polarized so that we deal with the scalar quantities E?(r, ) =
&-EM(r,t) and EC)N(r,t) = &- E)(r, 1)

In the optical region, the detectors usually use the photoelectric
effect to make local field measurements. Schematically an atom is
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placed in the radiation field at position r in its ground state. The
photoelectrons produced by photoionization are then observed. In
such absorptive detectors, the measurements are destructive as the
photons responsible for producing photoelectrons disappear. In this
case, therefore, only the annihilation operator E™) contributes. The
transition probability of the detector atom for absorbing a photon
from the field at position r between times ¢ and t + dt is proportional
to wy(r, t)dt, with

wi(r, 1) = [(fIED(r, 1), (4.2.4)

where }i) is the initial state of the field before the detection process
and |f) is the final state in which the field could be found after the
process. The final state of the field is never measured. We can therefore
sum over all the final states

wi(r,6) =Y [(FIED (0l
f

=Y (E O /FIEDr, 1))
f
= ({|EC)(x, )ED(x, 1)|i), (4.2.5)

where in the last line we use the completeness relation

SN =1 (4.2.6)
f

The photon counting rate w is therefore proportional to the expecta-
tion value of the positive definite Hermitian operator E)(r, ) EM(r, 1)
taken in the initial state of the field |i). In practice, however, we almost
never know precisely the state |i). Since the precise knowledge of the
field does not usually exist, we resort to a statistical description by
averaging over all the possible realizations of the initial field

wi(r,t) = > P(IET(r, HED(xr, 0)]i). (4.2.7)

If we introduce the density operator for the field
p=7_Pli)i, (4238)

we can rewrite Eq. (4.2.7) as

wi(r,t) = Tr[pET)Nr, ) EF(r, 1)]. (4.2.9)
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We define the first-order correlation function of the field

G(r1, 12311, 82) = Tr[pE T (r1, 1) ED (12, 12)]
= (E)Nr1, 1)) EP(r2, 13)). (4.2.10)
Usually we deal with statistically stationary fields in optics, ie., the
correlation functions of the field are invariant under displacements
of the time variable. The correlation function G)(ry,r2;t1,¢;) then

depends on t; and t; only through the time difference T = ¢, — ¢4,
ie.,

GO(ry,ry;5t1, 1) = GV(ry,12; 7). (4.2.11)
In terms of GV, the counting rate wy is given by
wi = GU(r,r;0). (4.2.12)

We now consider the joint counting rate at two photodetectors at
r; and rp. The joint probability of observing one photoionization at
point r between f; and f; + dt, and another one at point r; between
t; and t; + dt; with t; < t; is proportional to wy(ry,f;r2, tr)dtidt,
where

w1, 1312, 1) = | (fIE(r2, ) EF )y, 1) 13) 1% (4.2.13)

It follows, on summing over all the final states and averaging over all
the possible realizations of the initial field as before, that

wa(ry, £1312, £2)
= TrlpET (r;, ) ED(r2, ) ED(r2, )ED(ry, 11)]. (4.2.14)
The joint probability of photodetection is thus governed by the second-
order quantum mechanical correlation function
GO(r1,1, 13,145 b1, 12, 13, t4) = Tr[PET(r1, 1) ET)(12, 12)
XEM(r3,15)ED (x4, t4)]
= (EC)ry, 1) EV(r2, 12)
XEM(r3, t3)EP (g, 14)). (4.2.15)

In general, we can define the nth-order correlation function

Gy P Tty s Tans by by by 1y e s 2)

= Tr[pEC(ry,t1) ... EO(t,, t) EP (it tai) - . . ET (20, t2)]

= (EO(ry,t1)... EONE ) B, tngr) ... BTN, £20)).
(4.2.16)

In this definition of the nth-order correlation function we have included
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equal numbers of creation and destruction operators because such
correlation functions are measured in typical multi-photon counting
experiments.

It is apparent from the above discussion that the correlation func-
tions of the field operators which are encountered in any photon
detection experiment based on the photoelectric effect are in normal
order (that is, with all the destruction operators on the right and all
the creation operators on the left). For example, the average light
intensity at point r at time ¢ is

(I(r,t)) = (EC(r, )ED(x, 1)), (4.2.17)

and the measured intensity-intensity correlation function is equal
to (EC)Nr,t)EC)(r, ) ED(r, ) EMD(r, 1)), which is different from (I(r,t)
I(r,1)).

We can define the quantum mechanical first- and second-order
degrees of coherence at the position r as

g"(r,7)

- (EC)x, )ED(r,t 4 1)) (4.2.18)
VB OERE ) EOE + 9EDE e +0)”
g?(r,7)

_ (EDOED(nt + DEWr,t + DED(r, 1)) (4.2.19)

(EC)N(r, ) ED(r, ) (EC)N(r, t + T)ED(r, t + 1))’

where we have assumed the field to be statistically stationary. In the
definition of g@(r,1), we have chosen not only the normal ordering
of the field operators in the numerator but a certain time ordering.
This time ordering is a consequence of the way the photoelectron rate
is calculated above (note that t, > t; in Eq. (4.2.14)). Considerably
simpler forms for these quantities are obtained in the special case when
the radiation field consists of only a single mode. Then most factors
cancel when the mode expansions for E®) and E) are substituted
from Eqgs. (4.2.2) and (4.2.3) into Eqgs. (4.2.18) and (4.2.19), leaving

(a'(a(t + 1)

g() = @ (4.2.20)
t t
g2 = 0 zra ft),‘;gt +na) (4.221)

Since only the normally ordered correlation functions are involved
in the photodetection processes, the P-representation P(o,a*) forms
a correspondence between classical and quantum coherence theory.
This happens because the quantum mechanical expectation values
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of the normally ordered functions can be calculated from the P-
representation just as we would evaluate the corresponding classical
coherence function from a classical distribution function. The P-
representation, however, does not have all the properties of a classical
distribution function. In particular, as discussed in Section 3.1, the
P-representation is not nonnegative definite. Light fields for which
the P-representation is not a well-behaved distribution will exhibit
nonclassical features of light. We will discuss some of them in Section
44.

We now derive the normalized correlation function g‘®() for ther-
mal and coherent fields within the framework of the quantum theory
of coherence. The P-representation of a single-mode thermal field is
given by a Gaussian distribution (Eq. (3.1.26)):

P(o,a*) = n_:ﬁ exp(—|al?/(n)). (4.2.22)

We then have

[P, *d?e
[ Plao ol = (42.23)

However, for a laser operating far above threshold, the field is in a
coherent state |og), for which (see Eq. (3.1.28))

P(o,0”) = 6P (o — ag). (4.2.24)

g?(0) =

The normalized correlation then is

g?(0) = 1. (4.2.25)

4.3 First-order coherence and Young-type
double-source experiments

4.3.1 Young’s double-slit experiment

One of the classic experiments that exhibits the first-order coherence
properties of light is Young’s double-slit experiment (see Fig. 4.7). The
complex field generated by a quasimonochromatic light source is split
at the screen S; by placing an opaque screen across the beam with
pinholes at points P; and P,. The positive frequency part of the field
operator at a point P on the screen S; at time ¢ may be approximated
by a linear superposition of the field operators present at P; and P,
at earlier times:

ED(r,1) = KiED(ry,t — 1) + K2ED(,t — 1), (4.3.1)
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where t; = s;/c (i = 1,2) is the time needed for the light to travel from
the pinhole P; to the point P and r; and r; are the position vectors
at the pinholes P; and P,, respectively. The coefficients K; and K>
depend on the size and geometry of the pinholes. From diffraction
theory it follows that K; and K3 are purely imaginary numbers.
A photodetector placed at the point P measures the intensity
{I(r,0)) = Tr[pE(x, )ED(x, )]
= IKiPTrlpE (1, t — t1)ED(r1,t — 11)]
+|KaTr[pE s, t — £)ED (13,1 — 1))
+2Re{K K Tr[pEC)ry, t—t;)EF(ra, t—12)] }(4.3.2)
We can rewrite this equation in terms of the first-order correlation
function
G(ry,ry;t1,t,) in the following way:
<I(l', t)> = |K1'2G(1)(l'1,l'1 st—1t,t— tl)
HK PGy, m25t — 1o, — 1)
+2Re[KTK2G(ry, 1yt — 1,8 — 1)) (4.3.3)
For statistically stationary fields, expression (4.3.3) for the average
intensity at the point P becomes

(I(r, 1)) = |K12GV(ry,1150) + |K2/2)GV(r2,12;0)
+2Re[K;K,GV(ry,1p;7)], (4.3.4)

Fig. 4.7

Schematic diagram
of an idealized
Young’s double-slit
experiment.
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where t© = t;—t;. The average intensity (I(r, t)) is therefore independent
of the time .

The first two terms in Eq. (4.3.4) represent the average intensities at
the point P due to the light field at the pinholes P; and P,, respectively.
The last term, however, gives a contribution due to fields at both the
pinholes and is responsible for the interference. In order to see this
clearly we set

19(r) = |KFGV(r,r0)  (i=1,2). (4.3.5)
We next define the normalized first-order correlation function

G(l)(rl, ;1)

g(r,m;57) = N TN (4.3.6)
In terms of g')(ry,12;71), Eq. (4.3.4) can be rewritten as
{I(r,0) = 1) + 19(r)
2LV I D] Relg V(11,123 7). (43.7)
Next we set
g(ry,r257) = 1g(r1, p25 7) PR IETIROT, (4.3.8)

where o(r;,ry;7) = arg[g!!)(r1, r2;7)] + vor and vp is the field frequency.
We then obtain

(I(r,0) = (1V(m) + 12 + 21O @) TP ()]
x |gM(ry, r2;7)| cos[a(ry, r2;7) — vorl. (4.3.9)

For a quasimonochromatic source of light, (IM(r)), (I®(r)),
lg(ry,rp57)], and a(ry,r2;7) vary slowly with respect to position on
the screen. However, the cosine term varies rapidly due to the term
voT = Vo(s; — s2)/c and will lead to sinusoidal variation of intensity on
the screen.

The physical meaning of g)(ry,ry;7) can be understood if we
consider the visibility of the interference fringes on the screen. The
visibility, which is a measure of the sharpness of the interference
fringes, is defined as

U= (I(r)) max — (I (X)) min (4.3.10)

B (I(r»max + (I(r»min,
where (I(r))max and {I(r))min represent the maximum and minimum
average intensity, respectively, in the neighborhood of the point P. To
a good approximation for cos[x(r;,rz; 1) — vot] they are equal to +1
and —1 in Eq. (4.3.9). We then obtain
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_ 2l D) a2
—{I0(r) + I2)

Le, the visibility of the fringes is proportional to the magnitude of
gW(ry,ry;7), which is called the complex degree of coherence. In
particular, when the averaged intensities of the two beams are equal,
IN(r)) = (I¥(r)), the visibility U is equal to |g¥(ry,rp;7). Thus
when g)(ry,r2;17) = 0, no interference fringes are formed in the region
around P and it would be implied that the two light beams reaching
the point P are mutually incoherent. A maximum visibility of the
fringes is obtained around P when |g)(r;,r;;7)| = 1 and the two light
beams reaching P are mutually completely coherent. This happens
when

lg (1257, (4.3.11)

(ED(r1, O)ED(ry, t 4+ 1)) = &°(r1, )E(T2, t + ). (4.3.12)

The intermediate cases 0 < |g!)(r;,r2;7)| < 1 characterize partial
coherence.

As an example, the emission from a Doppler-broadened spectral
light source, such as that from a thermal lamp, is described by

G(ry,12;7) = &3 exp(—ivgr — 12/212), (4.3.13)

where 7. is a constant. It is therefore clear that as the path difference
ct becomes much larger than ct,, |gV(r;,r2;7)] = exp(—1?/212) goes
to zero and the interference fringes disappear. The constant 7, which
will be related to the light bandwidth (shown below), is thus a measure
of the coherence time of the light.

An important property of the first-order correlation function

GV(r,r;7) = (ED(r, )ED(r, ¢ + 1))

is that it forms a Fourier transform pair with the power spectrum
S(r,v) of the statistically stationary field at the position r, ie.,

00
S(r,v) = %Re/0 dtG(r, r;7)e"". (4.3.14)

We therefore need the first-order correlation function at positive 7 to
compute the power spectrum.

We consider the example of the Doppler-broadened spectral light
source whose first-order correlation function is given by Eq. (4.3.13).
The power spectrum for the light source, as computed from Eq. (4.3.14)
is therefore equal to

S(r,v) = 8ote exp[—(v — vo)*12/2]. (4.3.15)

N
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This is a Gaussian spectrum centered around v = vy with a full-width
at half-maximum equal to 2,/2In2/1,. Thus 1/7., which is the inverse
of the coherence time of the light field, is a measure of the light
bandwidth.

4.3.2 Young’s experiment with light from two atoms”

Consider the Young-type experiment shown in Fig. 4.8. There we see
two atoms at locations S and S’. At t = 0 both atoms are allowed to
interact with a single photon, designated by |¢), and one or other of
the atoms may be excited. In this way we prepare the state

a(la, b’y + |b,d’)) |0) + BIb, b)), (4.3.16)

where |a), |b), and |a’), |b') denote the excited and ground states of
atoms at S and §’, and o and f are the probability amplitudes for
the states associated with excited and ground state atoms, respectively.
Thus, with a probability |x|*> we have prepared the state

1

0)) = —=(la,b") +1b,d'))|0 4.3.17
[w(0)) \/j(l ) +1b,d))|0) ( )
by single-photon absorption. Later in time, this state will decay into
the state

lw(e0)) = —=Ib, b )(Iy) + Iy')), (4.3.18)

1
f
where |y) and |y’) denote the photon states associated with emission
from sites S and S’. For present purposes, it will suffice to take |y) and
|y') as plane wave states |1x) and |1) where k/k and k'/k’ are the
unit vectors from S and S’ to the detectors at r, see Fig. 4.8. However,
the question of how to most simply choose the states |y) and |y") while
still being faithful to the physics is an important and subtle one, and
is treated in Appendix 4.A.*

The correlation function GU(r, r;1,t) now takes the form

G(r,r;1,1) = (p(00) EVNEM(0)|p(e0)) = 6V(r, 1;0),
(4.3.19)

where we have noted that the time-dependent factors cancel because
Vi = vp. By completeness as in Eq. (1.5.16), this may be written as

G(r,r;0) = Wi(r)¥s(r), (4.3.20)

* See Scully and Driihl, Phys. Rev. A 25, 2208 (1982).
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Fig. 4.8

Schematic diagram
of an Young-type
experiment via light
from two atoms.

where

W s(r) = (O[E(r) p(o0))
_ (5)1( ikr ik'r
-5 (e te ) _ (4.3.21)
Thus we see that an interference pattern is obtained which is gov-
erned by

GO(r,r;0) = €2{1 + cos[(k — k') - 1]}, (4.3.22)
and as is discussed in Appendix 4.A, this can be written as
2k
1) -0) = &2 ~d-
GY(r,r;0) = cg‘k[l + cos ( . d r)J
= &E[1 + cos(2kxd/ D)], (4.3.23)

which is the usual result.

4.4 Second-order coherence

In the previous section we considered the first-order correlation func-
tions and their properties. For fields with identical spectral properties,
it is not possible to distinguish the nature of the light source from
only the first-order correlation function. For example, a laser beam
and the light generated by a conventional thermal source can both
have the same first-order coherence properties. The same, however, is
not true when we consider the second- and higher-order coherence
properties of the light sources. We therefore turn to the applications
of the second-order correlation functions of the field.
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4.4.1 The physics behind the Hanbury-Brown—Twiss effect

Armed with a theory of photoelectron correlations, we now return to
the Hanbury-Brown-Twiss effect. Let us begin by considering the state
lp) = |1k, i), ie., the case of two independent photons one having
momentum k and one having momentum k’. Now it is clear that the
second-order correlation function may be written as

GA(ry,ry;t,1)
= (I, I |[ETNr, ) (02, O EP (12, ) ED(r, 1) 1, L), (4.4.1)

and using ., [{n}){{n}| =1 this becomes

GA(ry,r23t,0) =D (Ig, I ETNr0, )E(r, ) {n})
)
X ({n}|ED(r2, )EDry, )| 1y, Lie). (4.4.2)

As |1k, 1) is a two-photon state which is annihilated by E™)(ry,1)
E™(ry,1), only the |0)(0| term survives.

In view of the above, we see that for the case of two single photons
we may write

GO(ry,ra;1,8) = YO (1, 1251, )P Pry, 1512, 1), (4.4.3)
where

WO(ry,1;12,8) = (O|E (12, )ED (11, 1)1, 1), (4.4.4)
From

EM(r,1) = &) (ake_i”t+ik"' +ak,e-"”+"k"'f) (i=1,2), (4.45)
these become

‘P(z)(l'l, tira,t) = (gie—Zivt«)'akeik-nak,eik'.rz|lk’ 1)
+£ie—2ivt<o|ak,eik'-r1 akeikrz | lk’ 1k'>
=GR (ehnkn g Mnkn) | (446)

and

GA(ry,125t,1) = wﬁ{l +cos[(k — k') - (r — rz)]}. (4.4.7)
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PHOTON-CORRELATION INTERFEROMETRY FROM TWO ATOMS

Consider next the case of two atoms at § and §’ as in Fig. 4.9 in which
both atoms are initially excited, that is,

lw(0)) = la,d’}|0). (4.4.8)
Then after many decay times this goes into
lp(o0)) = 1b,6")17.7"), (44.9)

where, as in the previous section, we may take |y) = [1x), |y)) = [1p).
The two-photon correlation function is then identical with that given
by Eqs. (4.4.1) and (4.4.7).

Next we turn to incoherent atom excitation in order to display
the real power of the HB-T effect. Specifically, suppose we excite the
atoms at S and S’ by electron impact. Then at some instant, call it
t = 0, we will have a state of the form

W) = [lle®la.a) + 8] (¢”la,b) +”b,d) )
+ 1711b,b)| @ 10), (44.10)

which, see Appendix 4.A for a discussion of the spherical-versus plane-
wave description of interference physics, evolves into

() = [lale® 1k, L) + 11 (€111 + €11k ) + 17110)]
®b,b'), (44.11)

where ¢, 0, and 0’ are random phases due, for example, to random
excitation times of the atoms.

In such a case, the interference terms in the first-order correlation
function will be multiplied by a random phase factor, which we must
average over, that is

(G (x,x;1)] — (0T )T, (4.412)

interference cross terms

Fig. 4.9

Pictorial
representation of
terms in Eq. (4.4.6).
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This vanishes due to the random nature of 6 and #'. Thus one might
conclude that atoms described by Eq. (4.4.11) would never yield spatial
interference. This is not the case. If we use Eq. (4.4.11) to calculate
G(ry,ry; 1), we find

G(z)(rl,rZ;t, t)
= |o*(1g, L |[ECU(r) ENr) ED (1) ED (ry) | 1, L)
= 2Ja*€4{1 + cos[(k — k') - (r; — )]} (4.4.13)

Here we see again that the random phases which destroy first-order
coherence do not affect second-order HB-T type coherences.

THE HANBURY-BROWN-TWISS EFFECT FOR THERMAL AND
LASER LIGHT

We now turn to the case of many-photon states associated with
thermal and laser light and calculate the HB-T correlations for two
such sources at S and §'.

As before, we look for the rate of coincidences in the photocount
rates of detectors at r; and r, governed by the second-order correlation
function

G2y ra58,1) = (BN, DE (0, )ED (02, )ED (1, 1)),
(4.4.14)

and consider the case in which the essential terms in the electric field
operators E(r;,t) (i =1,2) are given by

E®P(r;, 1) = & (ake_i”t+ik"‘ + akre_i”’""ik"'f) , (4.4.15)

where k and k’ are the wave vectors of light from the two sources § and
S’. Furthermore, as before, we are considering only equal frequency
intervals such that v = c|k|] = c[k’|. Noting that only ‘pairwise’ operator
orderings remain for thermal light, phase-diffused laser light, and light
from two atoms (see Appendix 4.B), we have

G(z)(rla I, t)

= £ﬁ<(a;§e‘ik'“ + alt,e‘ik/"l) (a;ﬁe_"'”2 + alt,e_ik"'z)
X (ake""'rz + ak/e"k/"z) (ake"k"1 + ay e"k/"‘)>

= cg’ﬁ <a£a;§akak + alt,alt,akrakr
+ajal ayay [1 + e_"(k_k/)'(“_“)}

+af, a away [1 n e"("-"'>'("-'z>] > (4.4.16)
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If we assume (nk) = (ny) = (n) and likewise (nf) = (n}) = (n?), we
may write Eq. (4.4.16) as

G(z)(rla I; t, t)
=284 (<n2> —(n) + (n>2{1+cos [(k—K') - (£, —ry)] }) (4.4.17)

Next we calculate (n?) for the two different cases in question: stars
and phase-diffused laser light.

(a) Stars: the light from stars is thermal, therefore
() =2(m>+(n),  (n) = [exp(hv/kaT)—1]7",
and Eq. (4.4.17) yields

GA(ry,m;t, )
=28} (2(n>2 + (n>2{1 + cos [(k — k') - (r; — )] })
(4.4.18)

The last term in Eq. (4.4.18) is the Hanbury-Brown—Twiss
term which allows us to measure the angle between k and k'
as in the discussion following Eq. (4.1.24).

(b) Lasers: far above threshold, the photon statistics for the lasers
are Poissonian, therefore, (n?) = (n)? + (n), and we have

G(z)(rla In;t, t)
=268} ((n>2 + (n>2{1 +cos [(k — k') - (r; — 12)] })
(4.4.19)

So, in both cases, we can measure the angular separation without
the troublesome cos [(k +Kk)-(rp —n)/ 2] -type terms which plague the
Michelson stellar interferometer.

THE HANBURY-BROWN—TWISS SPATIAL INTERFERENCE
EFFECT FOR NEUTRONS

By now, it is clear (contrary to what one frequently hears and reads)
that the HB-T interference pattern, i.c., the interference cross terms in
GP(ry,12), has nothing to do with the boson nature of the photons.
That is, the HB-T interference cross terms are present for radiation
emitted by two independent atoms or lasers as shown in the previous
two sections. In both of these cases, ‘boson clumping’ is absent.

Furthermore, it is clear from Eq. (4.4.4) and Fig. 4.9 that the effect
carries over for neutrons as well. In such a case, the photon annihilation
operators such as that given by Eq. (4.4.5) are replaced by a fermion
operator of the form
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Blr, 1) = cke™™ TR 4 e, (4.4.20)

where the relevant fermion annihilation operators cx and ¢y now obey
the anticommutation relations

ekl + ¢l ek = Sk, (4.4.21)
chel +clef =0, (4.4.22)
ke + cpex = 0. (4.4.23)

Now Eq. (4.4.4) is replaced by the two-fermion wave function

YO (ry, t512,8) = Ol (r2, )P(r1, 1))
= 72 (O] cxe™ e T 1y, 1y
+e7 2 (0|ce’® T2epe® | 1y, 1), (4.4.24)
and because
(Olexei |1k, 1) = (Olexewelef10)
= —(0lckep10) (Olcw el [0)
=—1, (4.4.25)

while an equivalent operator algebra for the second term in (4.4.24)
yields +1, the fermion—fermion correlation function takes the form

GO(ry,r2:1,8) = 2{1 —cos[(k — k') - (t; —r2)] } (4.4.26)

Thus we see that the Hanbury-Brown-Twiss effect works as well
for two radiative point sources, S and S’ of Fig. 4.9, emitting neutrons
or B particles, as it does for y rays or o particles. The only difference
is the sign of the interference term.

4.4.2 Detection and measurement of squeezed states via
homodyne detection

As seen earlier, direct photon count experiments, in which light of
photon number distribution p(n) falls directly on a photodetector,
provide information about the mean photon number and higher-order
moments only. Such intensity measurements, therefore, are not partic-
ularly sensitive to squeezing but to antibunching and sub- or super-
Poissonian statistics, which can also occur for nonsqueezed fields.
Detection of squeezed states, on the other hand, requires a phase-
sensitive scheme that measures the variance of a quadrature of the
field. In this section, we consider the problem of detection of squeezed
states of radiation via homodyne detection.

The schematic arrangement for homodyne detection is shown in
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Phase
shifter
Detector
R ‘ """"""""""""" >
! Balanced
3 ! homodyne
d 5
a ¢ Detector | >
A/ !
Beam- Ordinary
splitter b homodyne
LO

Fig. 4.10. The input field is superimposed on the field from a local
oscillator (LO) at a lossless beam-splitter of transmissivity T and
reflectivity R such that R+ T = 1. The input and the oscillator modes
are described by the annihilation operators a and b, respectively. Then
denoting the two out-modes reaching photodetectors 1 and 2 by ¢ and
d, respectively, we have

c=+Ta+iJ1-Tb, (4.4.27)
d=iJ1—T a+ /T b. (4.4.28)

There is a /2 phase shift between the reflected and the transmitted
waves for a symmetric beam-splitter which we have included by the
factor i in Eqs. (4.4.27) and (4.4.28). The signals measured by the two
detectors are determined by the operators

cte=Tala+ (1 —T)b'b+i/T(1 — T)a'b—bla), (44.29)

dfd=(1—-Tala+ Tb'b —i\/T(1 — T)a'b —bta). (4.4.30)
The frequency of the LO is equal to the input frequency so that the
above operators do not have any time dependence. In the following
we discuss the ordinary and balanced homodyne detectors.
ORDINARY HOMODYNE DETECTION

In ordinary homodyne detection, the transmissivity of the beam-
splitter is close to unity, ie.,

T >R, (4.4.31)

Fig. 4.10
Schematic diagram
for homodyne
detection.
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and only the photocurrent from detector 1 is measured. The LO mode
is excited into a large amplitude coherent state |f;) with phase ¢;.
From Eq. (4.4.29) the signal reaching detector 1 is obtained as

(cfey=T{a'a) + A=T)BI* =2/ TA=DIBIX (1 + 7/2)),
(4.4.32)

where
X(¢) =Xy = %(ae“i"’ +d'e®). (4.4.33)

We see that the signal contains the transmitted part of the input
photons, reflected LO field, and most importantly, an interference term
between the input field and the LO field. It is precisely this interference
term that contains a quadrature of the input field depending upon the
phase of the LO. In this detection scheme, a strong LO is used so that

(1= T > T(a'a). (4.4.34)

The inequalities (4.4.31) and (4.4.34) together imply that almost all the
input field reaches the photodetector but the fraction of the LO field
reaching the detector is still dominant. We can, therefore, neglect the
first term in Eq. (4.4.32) and the mean number of photons in mode ¢
is

(ne) = (1= TBI> =2/ T = T)IBil(X(d1 +7/2)). (4435)

The first term constitutes a known constant value which can be
subtracted from the signal and the remaining signal contains the
quadrature of the input only.

The input and the LO modes are independent, ie., (ab) = (a)(b).
The photon number fluctuations can then be calculated in a straight-
forward manner using Eqs. (4.4.29) and (4.4.30)

(An.)? = (1 — T)IBP{(1 — T) + 4AT[AX (¢ + 1/2)]}. (4.4.36)

In obtaining Eq. (4.4.36), we have used the inequality (4.4.34) and
retained terms of second order in |f;|. The signal noise is now seen
to contain reflected LO noise (first term) and the transmitted input
quadrature noise (second term). When the input is incoherent (or
vacuum), [AX(¢; + n/2)]> = 1/4, and the remaining term represents
the LO shot noise. The squeezing condition for the input is

[AX (¢ +7/2))* < 1/4 (4.4.37)
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for certain values of the LO phase ¢; for which either quadrature X,
or X, is squeezed.

In practice, the input is first blocked to determine the shot-noise
level. The input is then allowed to reach the beam-splitter and the
variance is determined with reference to the shot-noise level. Squeezing
therefore manifests itself in sub-Poissonian statistics in homodyne
detection.

Note, however, that intensity measurements in homodyne detection
are quite different from those in direct detection, ie., (a) intensity fluc-
tuations in this case directly measure the fluctuations in a quadrature
of the input, and (b) the signal and its variance depend upon the local
oscillator phase angle, which is an external parameter.

BALANCED HOMODYNE DETECTION

In the discussion following Eq. (4.4.35), we assumed a perfectly coher-
ent LO field and the oscillator excess noise has been neglected. The LO
shot noise and the excess noise that enter through the reflectivity of the
beam-splitter cannot be suppressed in ordinary homodyne detection
because T, in principle, can never be 1. The LO noise can therefore
limit ordinary homodyne detection. In particular, the detection is not
quantum limited if the transmitted input noise is smaller than the
reflected oscillator noise, as may be the case when the input noise is
too small.

An alternative scheme is based on two-port homodyne detection
which balances the output from the two ports of the beam-splitter.
The fact that the noninterference terms at the two ports have the
same sign and the interference terms appear with opposite signs (see
Eqs. (4.4.29) and (4.4.30)) can be exploited to completely eliminate the
noninterference terms. In this scheme, a 50/50 beam-splitter is used
and the difference of two photodetector measurements is obtained.
The output signal is determined by the operator

nea = cte —d'd = —i(a'b — b'a). (4.4.38)
The measured signal then is
(nea) = =21B1(X (1 + m/2)). (44.39)

We see that the LO contribution to the signal has been eliminated
and only the interference between the LO mean field and the input
quadrature survives. The variance of the output signal can be found
to be

(Aneg)? = 4|B11*[AX (¢ + 7/2)]%. (4.4.40)
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Fig. 4.11

A Mach-Zehnder
interferometer with a
phase sensitive
element in the upper
arm operating in the
balanced mode. The
operators a and b are
the annihilation
operators for the
signal and local
oscillator modes.

) Kerr medium

>

Here once again we assume a strong LO. The dominant term now is
only due to the interference between the input signal noise and the
LO power, and the LO noise is eliminated completely. This makes the
strong LO condition less stringent in this case.

MEASUREMENT OF PHASE UNCERTAINTY

The use of balanced homodyne detection in precision interferometry
yields several interesting results. Here we discuss the application of
balanced homodyne detection in the measurement of phase uncertainty
of optical signals.

The system is depicted in Fig. 4.11, where we sece a Mach—Zehnder
interferometer with a phase sensitive element in the upper arm oper-
ating in the balanced mode. The phase sensitive element introduces
a phase shift ¢,, e.g., by a Kerr effect medium discussed in Section
19.2.

We assume M; and M; in Fig. 4.11 to be 50/50 beam-splitters

* This section follows, in part, the unpublished lecture notes of B. Yurke, to whom the authors
are indebted.



130 Field—field and photon—photon interferometry

and assume the two path lengths between them to be equal. The
annihilation operators of the various modes in Fig. 4.11 are related to
each other via

1
ﬁ(a + ib), (4.4.41)
L
b = \/i(la +b), (44.42)
and
c= % (d +ib/e®r)
%[(1 —e)a+i(14€%)b], (4.4.43)
i 7 iy
d= N (id + b'e'r)

[i(1+e%)a— (1—e%)b]. (4.4.44)

N =

Here, as before, we assume a n/2 phase shift for the reflected field.
The output signal in the balanced homodyne detector is given by
the operator

Ned = cte—dtd
= (b'h — a'a)cos ¢, — (a'b + b'a)sin ¢,,. (4.4.45)

If the local oscillator mode is in a large amplitude coherent state |§;)
and the signal mode is in a vacuum state |0), the signal is

(Nea) = ny cos ¢y, (4.4.46)

where n; = | B>
It is interesting to note that, for ¢, = n/2,

ng = —(a'b +bla), (4.4.47)

ie., n., does not depend on the photon number operators and the
system in Fig. 4.11 is essentially equivalent to a balanced homodyne
detector of Fig. 4.10.

Now, for the signal mode in a vacuum state, the difference operator
(4.4.47) has a variance

(Ang)* = B> = . (4.4.48)

This can be related to the phase error by noting that, from Eq. (4.4.46),
we have
il (ncd>
09y

= —nsin ¢y, (4.4.49)
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and, since on balance (¢, = n/2),

a(ncd>
09,

Hence the phase error is given by

‘ - (4.4.50)

_ Angg — ﬂ
AP = Gl ad,

_1 (4.4.51)

J
If we now take the signal to be a squeezed vacuum state, [0, ) with
¢ = rexp(if),
(Mea) = (M + sinh? r) cos op
= 1y cos ¢, (4.4.52)
On balance, ¢, = n/2, |0{n.q)/0¢,| = n;, and
(Aneg)? = m[cosh 2r — cos(0 — 2¢;) sinh 2r] + sinh’7, (4.4.53)

where we have used Egs. (2.7.11)—(2.7.13). If we take 0 = 2¢,, Eq.
(4.4.53) becomes

(Angg)? = me™ + sinh’r, (4.4.54)
and, for m; > 1, we may neglect the sinh®r term in Eq. (4.4.54) to
yield the reduced phase noise

Ancd
|0(nca) /0 ¢by|

_ £ (4.4.55)

NG

Ag =

4.4.3 Interference of two photons

We now describe an experiment in which the joint probability for the
detection of two photons at two points is measured as a function
of the separation between the points. This two-photon interference
experiment is an example of the intensity correlation experiment where
the predictions of the quantum theoretical analysis are quite different
from the corresponding predictions of the classical coherence theory.
The experimental results agree with the predictions of the quantum
coherence theory for the choice of parameters where the classical and
quantum theories yield different results. The existence of nonclassical
effects in two-photon interference is just one example of a large number
of related phenomena where the quantum nature of light is exhibited
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Beam-
splitter

explicitly. Some of these phenomena will be discussed later in this
book, particularly in Chapter 21.

In the two-photon interferometer, two randomly phased light waves
of narrow bandwidth impinge simultaneously on the surface of a
beam-splitter. The reflected and transmitted waves are brought to-
gether on the detectors D, and D, located at r, and r;, respectively,
as shown in Fig. 4.12. The outputs, after amplification, are sent to a
correlator. The measured coincidence rate provides a measure of the
joint detection probability P(x,, xp)0x,0x, of detection at x, and x;
within dx, and Jx,, respectively. Here x, and x, are the projections
of r, and r, onto the vectors k, —k; and k, —k;, respectively (see Fig.
4.12), where ky, k, are the wave vectors corresponding to ki, k, after
reflection at the beam-splitter.

As discussed in Section 4.2, the joint detection probability is gov-
erned by wy. We thus have

P (Xa, Xb) = Ko (ET () ETp) EF () EM (X)), (4.4.56)

where k, and x;, are factors which depend on the characteristics of
the detectors. We now calculate the joint detection probability for
incident correlated photons within the framework of both quantum
and classical coherence theories.

Fig. 4.12
Schematic diagram
for the two-photon
interference
experiment. (From Z.
Y. Ou and L.
Mandel, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 62, 2941 (1989).)
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If we treat O (see Fig. 4.12) as the origin, we can express the positive
frequency part of the fields E*)(x,;) and E™(x,) in the form

EP(x)=¢& (i\/ialeir“"“ + \/Taze"kz""> , (4.4.57)
EP(xp) =& (\/Taleik""’ + i\/iazeiﬁz""> , (4.4.58)

where R and T are the reflectivity and the transmittivity of the beam-
splitter, a; and a, are the destruction operators for the input fields at
the beam-splitter, and & = (hiv/2eo V)!/2. If the beam-splitter is 50/50,
then R = T = 1/2. Equations (4.4.57) and (4.4.58) then simplify and
are given in the form

EM(x,) = %(iale‘f‘""‘ + aze’are), (4.4.59)
E®(x,) = %(aleik""’ +igye®rm) (4.4.60)

The initial state of the field for single photons is the two-photon
Fock state |11,1,). Such a state can be prepared in the process of
degenerate parametric amplification in a nonlinear medium (Chapter
16). The joint detection probability density, Eq. (4.4.56), is therefore
given by

P(xg,x3) = Kakp {11, 12| EO(x0)ET (x5) EF (x5)EP(x0) |11, 12)
1

= zxaxbcg‘“

{1 —cos[(kz — ki) -r,—(k:—ki)- 5]} (4.4.61)

where we have substituted for E(*)(x,) and E()(x;) and their Hermi-
tian conjugates from Egs. (4.4.59) and (4.4.60). If the angles 6 between
k; and k, and between k, and k; are very small, then the associated
interference pattern has a fringe spacing given by

2n 2n 2n

L~ — = ~ (4.4.62)
ki —ko| |kp—kq| kO
where k = |k{| = |kz|, and we obtain
1
P(xa,%p) = zxaxbcg‘“{l — cos[2n(x, — xp)/L1}. (4.4.63)

Thus the joint detection probability exhibits a cosine modulation in
Xq — Xp with visibility

Punax = Puin _ ¢ (4.4.64)

U= ———— =
Pmax+Pmin



134 Field—field and photon—photon interferometry

Therefore, there is an interference between two two-photon amplitudes
associated with both photons being reflected and both photons being
transmitted.

A unity visibility implies that if a photon is detected at the position
X, then there are certain positions x;, where the other photon cannot
be found, and vice versa. This situation is in contrast to classical optics
(as seen below) which predicts a nonvanishing optical field at both
positions x, and x;.

Next we calculate the visibility by treating the incident fields clas-
sically. We can replace the operators a; and a; in Eqgs. (44.59) and
(4.4.60) by the classical c-number amplitudes a; and o, respectively.
We also assume that the fields have random phases. This is a rea-
sonable assumption because the single-photon states have arbitrary
phase. The classical ensemble averages of phase-dependent quantities,
such as o; and |o;«y, therefore vanish.

The joint detection probability P(x,, x;) is now given by Eq. (4.4.56)
where E) and EC) are classical c-number fields and the angle brackets
indicate the classical ensemble average. It is readily seen that

P(xg,xp) = %Kakb{((ll + 12)2) — 2(I112) cos[2n(x, — xp)/2]},
(4.4.65)

where I = &2|q)? and I, = &?|oz)?. The visibility U of the interference
is given by

_ 2(I10,)
U_Ub+09+th' (4.4.66)

As (I}) + (I3) = 2(I115), it follows that

U< % (4.4.67)

which gives a classical limit. This shows that the visibility cannot
exceed 50 percent in contradiction to the prediction of the quantum
mechanical result.

An observation of a larger than 50 percent visibility therefore
corresponds to nonclassical behavior. A visibility of over 75 percent
has been observed in the two-photon interference experiments.

4.4.4 Photon antibunching, Poissonian, and sub-Poissonian
light

In Section 4.2 we showed that a correspondence between the quantum
and classical coherence theories can be established via P-representation.
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However, as we discussed, the P-representation does not have all the
properties of a classical distribution function. Thus it is possible that
certain inequalities for the correlation functions which implicitly as-
sume a well-defined probability distribution may not be satisfied. A
violation of these inequalities for certain radiation fields would there-
fore provide explicit evidence for the quantum nature of light. In this
section we consider some examples of such fields.

In the classical coherence theory, the field operators are replaced by
c-number fields. For such classical fields, it follows from the Schwarz
inequality, [(a*b)|*> < (la|*)(|b)*) (with a = I(r,t) and b = I(r,t + 1)),
that

KI(r, I (r,t +1))|* < (T2 (r, 0)) (T2 (x, t + 1)). (4.4.68)

The corresponding inequality in the quantum coherence theory is ob-
tained by replacing the product of intensities within the angle brackets
by the corresponding normally ordered operators, i.c.,

[T It +1) )P < (TXrt) YTt +1) ), (4.4.69)

where : : represents normal ordering, i.e., the creation operators to
the left and the annihilation operators to the right. This inequality is
satisfied for fields with a well-defined P-representation. It follows from
the definition of g®(z) (Eq. (4.2.21)), that, for statistically stationary
fields, this inequality can be recast in the following simple form

g?(r) < g?(0). (4.4.70)

This inequality was seen to be satisfied by thermal and coherent light.
We recall from the definition of g(®(r) that it is a measure of the
photon correlations between some time ¢ and a later time ¢ + . When
the field satisfies the inequality g‘?(z) < g®(0) for 7 < ., the photons
exhibit excess correlations for times less than the correlation time
7.. This is called photon bunching as the photons tend to distribute
themselves preferentially in bunches rather than at random. When
such a light beam falls on a photodetector, more photon pairs are
detected close together than further apart (Fig. 4.13(a)). The thermal
field is an example of photon bunching.

In certain quantum optical systems, the inequality (4.4.70) may be
violated with the result

g¥(1) > g?(0). (4.4.71)

This would correspond to the phenomenon of photon antibunching.
This is the opposite effect, in which fewer photon pairs are detected
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(a)

(b)

(c)

close together than further apart (Fig. 4.13(c)). Photon antibunching
will be discussed in the process of resonance fluorescence from an
atom in Section 10.6.

Another nonclassical inequality is given by

g0 < 1. (4.4.72)

This nonclassical inequality is satisfied by fields whose P-representation
is not nonnegative definite. To see this explicitly, we first rewrite this
inequality, after some rearrangement, in the form (see Eq. (4.2.21))

((a'ataa) — (d'a)?) < 0, (4.4.73)
or, in terms of the P-representation,

/ P (o, o )(|of* — (aa))?d*a < 0. (4.4.74)

Since (|a|> — {(a'a))? is positive definite for all values of a«, the only
way this inequality may be satisfied is if P(x,«") is negative for at

Fig. 4.13

Photon counts as
functions of time for
light beams which
are (a) bunched, (b)
random, and (c)
antibunched.
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least some values of . Thus P(x, ") does not satisfy the properties of
a classical distribution function. The inequality (4.4.72) is satisfied by
fields whose photon distribution function is narrower than the Poisson
distribution. Such fields are referred to as sub-Poissonian. Fields for
which g@(0) = 1 and g®(0) > 1 are similarly referred to as Poissonian
and super-Poissonian, respectively. For example, a thermal field for
which g(®(0) = 2 is super-Poissonian, a field in a coherent state |ag)
for which g(®(0) = 1 is Poissonian, and the field in a number state |ng)
for which g?(0) = 1 — 1/nq is sub-Poissonian.

It is evident from the above discussion that many other field states
can be constructed for which the P-representation will not be well-
behaved. One such state is the squeezed state of the radiation field. To
show this, we express (AX;)? (i = 1,2) as an average with respect to
the P-representation:

(AX)? = % +(: AX; 2)?

= % {1 + /dzocP(oc, o )(e 4 a") — ({o) + (oc'))]z} .
(4.4.75)

The condition for squeezing (AX;)> < 1/4 (i = 1 or 2) requires that
P(x, %) is negative for at least some values of «, ie., it is not “non-
negative definite”. A squeezed state of the radiation field, therefore, is
a nonclassical state.

4.5 Photon counting and photon statistics

In this section we determine the photoelectron counting statistics pro-
duced by a fully quantum mechanical field. The problem of obtaining
the photocount distribution from the photon statistics can be solved
in a completely quantum mechanical fashion. Here we give a simple
derivation of this relationship based on a simple probabilistic argu-
ment.

Let the probability of having a photoelectron ejected from a detector
interacting with a field having just one photon |1} for a certain time
be given by . The quantum efficiency n depends on the characteristics
of the detector atoms and the interaction time. Now, if the state of the
radiation field is |n), the probability of observing m photoelectrons,
P(", is proportional to #™ which is to be multiplied by the probability
that (n — m) quanta were not absorbed, i.e., (1 —#)*™™. This gives

P oc g™(1 —n)*™. (4.5.1)
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However, we do not know which m photons of the original number n
were absorbed, so we must include a combinatorial factor:

Py = ( :1) 7" (1 — ). (45.2)

This is Bernoulli’s distribution for m successful events (counts) and
n — m failures, each event having a probability #. Since we have a
distribution of n values given by the photon distribution function p,,,
we must multiply Eq. (4.5.2) by p,, and sum over n:

P, = Z P,S,n)Pnn, (453)

which yields the following expression for the photoelectron counting
distribution:

o8]

Pu=Y (;) "L = 1) . (4.5.4)

n=m

This expression is valid for all # (0 < # < 1). Clearly, if we wish
to obtain the photon statistics by counting photoelectrons, we must
require # = 1. In that case, we obtain from Eq. (4.5.4)

Pr = Pom- (4.5.5)

In all other cases, n < 1, and the measured photoelectron statistics
can be very different from the photon statistics.

Alternatively, we can write P, in terms of the P-representation,
P(a, o), of the field by noting that

_[r e
pmn = [ d°aP (oo )Te s (4.5.6)

so that Eq. (4.5.4) becomes
~(n o o —laf2, m n—m
P, = /d%cz (m) P(wa')~ e e ym() — gy (4.5.7)
By changing n to £ + m and summing over Z, we obtain
2\m
P, = / d*aP (o, oc*)(m%e"”“‘z. (4.5.8)

It may be pointed out that this equation can be inverted, ie., it is
possible to derive the P-representation of the field from the knowledge
of P,, given that p is diagonal in the n representation.
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4.A Classical and quantum descriptions of two-source
interference

Classically, the radiation from the two slits in Young’s experiment is
correctly described by two spherical waves. In the notation of Fig.
4.14, the intensity at the screen then goes as

2

ikry & ikry
de i (4.A.1)

n r

I(r) =

and the interference cross term is given by

¢
Iy = — ¥ 4 ¢ (4.A.2)
rira
Noting that riy = /D2 + (x F d)2 = D + d?/(2D) F xd/D, where the
‘—> goes with source 1 and the ‘++’ with source 2, we have

*

&€ _,
Iy = 7e—2""“’/l’ +cc. (4.A.3)

However, some texts give a plane-wave treatment of Young’s setup,
in which it is argued that the radiation at the detector site r consists
of two plane waves. In such a case, we have

I(r) = |80e"1™ + &oé"|” (4.A4)
and the interference cross term is
Ia(r) = Ey&oekiTRIT 4 cc. (4.A.5)

Hence if, in the notation of Fig. 4.14, we write k; = k(2 cos 6;+ X sin 6;),
then k; - r = k(D cos 8; + xsin6;) = k(D F xd/D), where the ‘T’ signs
go with 1 and 2, and we find

Ia(r) = g &oe 20D 4 cc, (4.A.6)

in agreement with the spherical-wave treatment.

The quantum field theoretic description of Young’s experiment is
well illustrated by replacing the two slits by two atoms as in Section
4.3.2 and Section 21.1. There the state vector for the photon emitted
by the ith atom is given by

|?'>=Z—§&|1> (4.A7)
VT L —w)+ir/2 i

where gy is a constant depending on the strength of atom-field cou-
pling, w is the atomic frequency between levels |a) and |b), T is the
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r
1 ) 6 . .
x L d r,
z -d 5 b
) )

decay rate for the |a) — |b) transition, and d; is the position of the ith
atom. The correlation function for the scattered field is then found to
be

1 2
G(r,150) = 3| (OED @ D) + OE(, )ip2)
2

ga ikry ga ikrs
¢ A (4.A.8)

r r

where & is an effective electric field. Thus we have the same result as
in the classical spherical-wave problem.

Finally, we note that single photon plane-wave states can be used
to demonstrate the two-source interference fringes. At the risk of
belaboring the obvious, we note that if we consider the radiation
from source 1 to be described by the single photon state |1i ), and
that from source 2 by |li,), then we have |p) = (|1x,) + 11k, ))/ /2
and

G(r,1;0) = (Y| ED(r, )ED(r, t)|y)

1 2
= 5 [OIEDE, 0l1i) + (OEDE D] 1k)

2

_ 5550\&"1" +etar|”, (4.A.9)

Here again, interference is observed as in the classical case, and the
utilization of both states |y;) and |lx,) in Young-type experiments is
justified.

4B Calculation of the second-order correlation
function

From Egs. (4.4.14) and (4.4.15), we have (note that some terms are
underlined)

Fig. 4.14

Schematic diagram
for a plane-wave
treatment of Young’s
setup.
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GO(r1,m2;1,1)
= & ([a}(1) + af (V] [a}(2) + af ) [aK(2) + aw (2)]
[ax(1) + aw(1)])

= & (af(Dal(Qax(2)a(1)
+laf(Daf(2a(Da(1) + af(Da(Qar(2)ar(1)
+ap(Daj(2)a (2)aw(1)]
+al(Daf (2)ax()aw (1) + af(1)a}, (2)aw(2)ax(1)
+af(Daf (Qax)ax(1) + af(Da, (2aw (Daw (1)]
+al, (Daf(QaQa (1) + af(Day(2)ar (2)ax(1)
+af, (Daf(Qaar(1) + af,(Daf(2ar )aw (1)]
+af (1a, (Dar Q)aw (1)

+af (Daj (2)ax(2a (1) + af(Daf (2)aw (2)ax(1)

+al (1)a,Q)ax(2)ax(1)]), (4B.1)
where
al (i) = af e,
aj (i) = af, e ¥ (4.B.2)

Note that all the termsin square brackets for the final equation van-
ish when averaged for stars, phase-diffused lasers, thermal light, and
atoms. Therefore, keeping only the underlined terms, we find
GA(ry, ;5 t,t) = éﬁ(altaltakak + alt,alt,ai(ai(
+aj af axap [1 + ¢ &K )
+af, af ayay [1 + &) Em)]), (4B.3)

Problems

4.1 Show that the radiation field state which is a linear superpo-
sition of the vacuum state and a single photon state, i.e.,

lp) = @l0) + ail1),

where ay and a; are complex coefficients, is a nonclassical
state.

4.2 Let m, = {a'™a") be the nth-order moment of the intensity
variable. Consider the matrix defined by
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M

i

1 m m
m m; m3

m; m3 my

Show that for a classical P-representation det.# must be
positive definite. (Hint: see G. S. Agarwal and K. Tara, Phys.
Rev. A 46, 485 (1992).)

43 Consider a state described by the density operator
p= J‘/‘aTme—xaTaam

where A" is a normalization constant and « = fiv/kgT .
(a) Show that it goes over to a Fock state if k¥ — oo and
to a thermal state if xk — 0.
(b) Find g@(0) and show that the photon statistics are
sub-Poissonian if

_ m
i<y —-,
m+1

where it = [exp(x) — 1]71.
44 Find the photoelectron distribution function P, for the co-

herent state |«), the number state |n), and the single-mode
thermal field at temperature T.
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CHAPTER 5§

Atom—field interaction —
semiclassical theory

One of the simplest nontrivial problems involving the atom-field in-
teraction is the coupling of a two-level atom with a single mode of the
electromagnetic field. A two-level atom description is valid if the two
atomic levels involved are resonant or nearly resonant with the driving
field, while all other levels are highly detuned. Under certain realistic
approximations, it is possible to reduce this problem to a form which
can be solved exactly; allowing essential features of the atom-field
interaction to be extracted.

In this chapter we present a semiclassical theory of the interaction
of a single two-level atom with a single mode of the field in which the
atom is treated as a quantum two-level system and the field is treated
classically. A fully quantum mechanical theory will be presented in
Chapter 6.

A two-level atom is formally analogous to a spin-1/2 system
with two possible states. In the dipole approximation, when the
field wavelength is larger than the atomic size, the atom-field in-
teraction problem is mathematically equivalent to a spin-1/2 par-
ticle interacting with a time-dependent magnetic field. Just as the
spin-1/2 system undergoes the so-called Rabi oscillations between
the spin-up and spin-down states under the action of an oscillat-
ing magnetic field, the two-level atom also undergoes optical Rabi
oscillations under the action of the driving electromagnetic field.
These oscillations are damped if the atomic levels decay. An un-
derstanding of this simple model of the atom-field interaction en-
ables us to consider more complicated problems involving an ensem-
ble of atoms interacting with the field. Perhaps the most important
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example of such a problem is the laser, which we discuss later in this
chapter.*

5.1 Atom-field interaction Hamiltonian

An electron of charge e and mass m interacting with an external
electromagnetic field is described by a minimal-coupling Hamiltonian

# = o o= AR O +eUlr, )+ V() (5.L.1)

where p is the canonical momentum operator, A(r,t) and U(r,t) are
the vector and scalar potentials of the external field, respectively, and
V(r) is an electrostatic potential that is normally the atomic binding
potential. In this section, we first derive this Hamiltonian from a gauge
invariance point of view, before reducing it to a simple form suitable
for describing the interaction of a two-level atom with the radiation
field.

5.1.1 Local gauge (phase) invariance and
minimal-coupling Hamiltonian

The motion of a free electron is described by the Schrodinger equation

— 2 . 0P

2—mV p= lhg, (5.1.2)
such that

P(r,t) = |p(r, )] (5.13)

gives the probability density of finding an electron at position r and
time ¢. In Eq. (5.1.2), if y(r, t) is a solution so is y1(r,t) = @(r, 1) exp(ix)
where y is an arbitrary constant phase. The probability density P(r, )
would also remain unaffected by an arbitrary choice of y. Thus the
choice of the phase of the wave function y(r, t) is completely arbitrary,
and two functions differing only by a constant phase factor represent
the same physical state.

The situation is different, however, if the phase is allowed to vary
locally, i.e. to be a function of space and time variables, i..,

w(r, 1) > p(r, e (5.1.4)

* The semiclassical theory of laser behavior as developed by the schools of Lamb and Haken
(see Lamb [1963,1964] and Haken [1964]) are the pioneering treatments of the problem. Lamb
begins from the coupled Maxwell-Schrodinger equations, while Haken and co-workers take a
semiclassical (factorized) limit of quantum fields.
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The probability P(r,t) remains unaffected by this transformation, but
the Schrodinger equation (5.1.2) is no longer satisfied. If we want to
satisfy local gauge (phase) invariance, then the Schrddinger equation
must be modified by adding new terms to Eq. (5.1.2)

h € 2 . O
{—2—m [V — A, t)] +eUfr, t)} v =i, (5.1.5)

where A(r,t) and U(r,t) are functions which must be inserted into
(5.1.2) if we want to be able to make the transformation (5.1.4), and
are given by

A(r,t) > A(r,t) + ZVx(r, t), (5.1.6)
U(r, 1) > U(nt) — Z% I, ). (5.1.7)

The functions A(r,t) and U(r,t) are identified as the vector and scalar
potentials of the electromagnetic field, respectively. These are the
gauge-dependent potentials. The gauge-independent quantities are the
electric and magnetic fields

oA
=-VU - =, (5.1.8)

B=VXxA. (5.1.9)

Equation (5.1.5), which is the logical extension of Eq. (5.1.2) due to
the requirement of local gauge (phase) invariance, has the form

Hy = ihdy/ot, (5.1.10)

with & being the minimal-coupling Hamiltonian (recall p = —i#V)
described in Eq. (5.1.1). The Schrédinger equation (5.1.5) represents
the interaction of an electron with a given electromagnetic field. The
electrons are described by the wave function (r, t) whereas the field
is described by the vector and scalar potentials A and U, respectively.

It is interesting to note that the Hamiltonian (5.1.1) has been
‘derived’ from a gauge invariance argument and is expressed in terms
of the gauge-dependent quantities A(r,t) and U(r,t). The vector and
scalar potentials have therefore a larger physical significance than is
usually attributed to them. They are not merely introduced for the
sake of mathematical simplicity in problems dealing with ‘observable’
electric and magnetic fields. Instead, they arise naturally in any gauge
(phase) invariance argument as shown above.

We also note that the Schrodinger equation plus the concept of local
gauge invariance has led us to the introduction of the electromagnetic
field. In this way, we can and do argue that the ‘photon’ (in our
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derivation, the classical field limit of the same) has been ‘derived’ from
the Schrodinger equation plus the local gauge invariance arguments.
We have here a taste of one of the most fundamental concepts
in modern physics, namely, that of the gauge field theory. Gauge
theory, in the hands of Steven Weinberg and Abdus Salam, led to the
unification of the weak and the electromagnetic interactions.

5.1.2 Dipole approximation and r - E Hamiltonian

We now examine the problem of an electron bound by a potential V(r)
to a force center (nucleus) located at ry. The minimal-coupling Hamil-
tonian (5.1.1) for an interaction between an atom and the radiation
field can be reduced to a simple form by using the dipole approxi-
mation. The entire atom is immersed in a plane electromagnetic wave
described by a vector potential A(ry + r,t). This vector potential may
be written in the dipole approximation, k - r < 1, as

A(ro +r,t) = A(t)explik - (ro +1)]
=At)exp(k -ro)(1 +ik-r+..)
~ A(t)exp(ik - r9). (5.1.11)

The Schrodinger equation for this problem (in the dipole approxima-
tion) is given by Eq. (5.1.5) with A(r,t) = A(ro, 1), ie.,

W i

2
{—— [V — §A(r0,t)] + V(r)} (e, 1) = in PO

ot

11
- . (5.L12)

where we have added a binding potential ¥ (r). We note that in Eq.
(5.1.12), and elsewhere in this book, we are working in the radiation
gauge, in which

Ur,t) =0, (5.1.13)
and
V-A=0. (5.1.14)

We have added the term V(r) in the Hamiltonian which arises from
the electrostatic potential that binds the electron to the nucleus.

We proceed to simplify Eq. (5.1.12) by defining a new wave function
P(r, 1) as

p(r, t) = exp [%A(ro,t) . r] P(r,t). (5.1.15)
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Inserting Eq. (5.1.15) into Eq. (5.1.12), we find

ih [%A 1(r, t) + $(r, t)] exp (%A . r)
h 2m

This equation, after the cancellation of the exponential factor and
some rearrangement, takes the simple form

. 2 .
= exp (’-?A : r) [”— + V(r)] o(x, ). (5.1.16)

ih(r, 1) = [# — er - E(xo, )] (x, 1), (5.1.17)
where
e
Ho=—+V(r), (5.1.18)
2m
is the unperturbed Hamiltonian of the electron and we use E = —A.
Notice that the total Hamiltonian
H =Ko+ H, (5.1.19)
with
H = —er - E(rg, t), (5.1.20)

is given in terms of the gauge-independent field E. We shall use
this Hamiltonian in our subsequent studies of atom—field interaction.
Note also that this Hamiltonian has been obtained from the radiation
gauge Hamiltonian (5.1.12) by applying the gauge transformation
2(r,t) = —eA(ro,t) - r/h.

5.1.3 p- A Hamiltonian

In many textbooks one finds the atom—field Hamiltonian expressed in
terms of the canonical momentum p and the vector potential A instead
of the simple gauge invariant expression (5.1.17). This has resulted in
considerable confusion, and we therefore consider the problem in some
detail. We again choose a radiation gauge in which U(r,t) = 0 and
V- A = 0. The condition V- A = 0 implies, in quantum mechanics,
that [p, A] = 0. The total Hamiltonian (5.1.1) can, therefore, be written
as

H' = Ho+ Hs, (5.1.21)

where #, is given by Eq. (5.1.18) and, in the dipole approximation
(5.1.11),

2
14 é 2
= —— . A _A . .
H2 P (ro,t) + m (ro, t), (5.1.22)
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and the Schrédinger equation reads
Ho—L - A(r t)-l—iAz(r )| w(r t)—ihﬁ (r,t). (5.1.23)
0 mp 0> m 0,1)| YL I)= 6tw’ - -1

The A? term in Eq. (5.1.23) is ususally small and can be ignored. The
wave function (r,t) then obeys the equation of motion

ih%tp(r, t) = [Jfo - %p-A(ro, t)] w(r, 1), (5.1.24)
corresponding to a Hamiltonian

H = Ho— -:—1p - A(ro, ), (5.1.25)
and

Ay = —-:—1p - A(To, £). (5.1.26)

The two different Hamiltonians 5#; and 4, given in Eqs. (5.1.20)
and (5.1.26), respectively, seem to give different physical results since
the matrix elements of these Hamiltonians, calculated between the
eigenstates of the unperturbed Hamiltonian #, given by Eq. (5.1.18),
are not the same. In order to show this explicitly, we consider a linearly
polarized monochromatic plane-wave field interacting with an atom
placed at ry = 0. The electric field then takes the form

E(0,t) = &cosvt, (5.1.27)
and the corresponding vector potential in the radiation gauge is
A(0,t) = —%éa sin vt. (5.1.28)

Consider now the time-independent amplitudes associated with J#;
and # 2,

Wy =—er-&, (5.1.292)
e

We may relate W; and W, by noting that

p=mv=—m (%) [r, # o). (5.1.30)

We then find for the matrix elements of W, and W,, calculated
between an initial eigenstate |i) of J#y (with i) = hw;|i)) and a
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final eigenstate |f) (with #|f) = hwy|f)), the ratio
(fIW2li) _(e/mv){fIpli) - &
(FIW 1) e(firli) - &
¢ (5.1.31)

H

v

where @ = wy — w; is the transition frequency. Hence, the matrix
elements of the two interaction Hamiltonians 5#; and #, differ by
the ratio of the transition frequency over the field frequency. As was
first pointed out by Lamb, this makes a difference in measurable
quantities like transition rates. We present a resolution of this in
Appendix 5.A.

5.2 Interaction of a single two-level atom with a
single-mode field

5.2.1 Probability amplitude method

Consider the interaction of a single-mode radiation field of frequency
v with a two-level atom (Fig. 5.1). Let |a) and |b) represent the upper
and lower level states of the atom, i.e., they are eigenstates of the
unperturbed part of the Hamiltonian ##, with the eigenvalues A,
and oy, respectively. The wave function of a two-level atom can be
written in the form

lw(®)) = Ca(t)la) + Co(t)Ib), (52.1)
where C, and C, are the probability amplitudes of finding the atom
in states |a) and |b), respectively. The corresponding Schrodinger
equation is

. i

() = =3 Hlp(©)), (522)
with

H = Ho+ Hy, (523)
where #y and | represent the unperturbed and interaction parts
of the Hamiltonian, respectively. By using the completeness relation
la){a| + |b){(b] =1, we can write 5, as

Ho = (la){al + |b){b)# o(|a){al + |b) (D)

= hwgla){al + hwy|b) (b|, (5.2.4)

where we use #y|a) = hw,la) and #o|b) = hwy|b). Similarly, the part
of the Hamiltonian J#; that represents the interaction of the atom
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with the radiation field can be written as
H)| = —exE(1)
= —e(|a)(al + [b)(b)x(|a){al + [b){b])E(z,1)
= —(pav|a)(b| + pralb)(a))E(t), (5.2.5)

where ©q = g, = e(alx|b) is the matrix element of the electric
dipole moment and E(¢) is the field at the atom. Here, we assume that
the electric field is linearly polarized along the x-axis. In the dipole
approximation, the field can be expressed as

E(t) = &cosvt, (5.2.6)

where & is the amplitude and v = ck is the frequency of the field. The
equations of motion for the amplitudes C, and C, may be written as

Co = —iw,C, + iQre™ cos(vt)Cy, (5.2.7)

Cp = —i, Cp + iQre'® cos(vt)C,, (5.2.8)

where the Rabi frequency Qp is defined as

Qr = L‘O;L"fa, (5.2.9)

and ¢ is the phase of the dipole matrix element @p, = |@ps| €Xp(ich).

In order to solve for C, and Cy, we first write the equations of motion
for the slowly varying amplitudes:

g = C e, (5.2.10)
cp = Cpe'. (5.2.11)

It then follows from Eqgs. (5.2.7) and (5.2.8) that

Co= i%e—"%be“w—vﬁ, (5.2.12)
&y = i%ei"’cae'“"””", (5.2.13)

where w = w, — wp is the atomic transition frequency. In deriving
Eqs. (5.2.12) and (5.2.13), we have ignored counter-rotating terms
proportional to exp[+i(w + v)t] on the right-hand side in the rotating-
wave approximation. This is generally a very good approximation.
Furthermore, in some cases the counter-rotating terms never ap-
pear (as seen later in section 5.2.3) and Eqs. (5.2.12) and (5.2.13) are
exact.
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Fig. 5.1

Interaction of a
two-level atom with a
single-mode field.

y ¥ la)
V
NND W
y b)

The solutions for ¢,

and ¢, can be written as

calt) = (aleim/z +aze—i9z/z> PLEs

ch(t) = (bleiﬂz/z +bze—iﬂz/2> eit?,

where A=w —v,

Q=1/% +(@—V)>

and ay, ay, b1, and b, are constants of integration which are determined
from the initial conditions:

a1=i[(§2—
1

b = —Q[(Q+
1

b, = —Q[(Q

We then have

Calt) =

——

Q
N

Q

cp(t) = {Cb(o)

Q
+iﬁRe

cq(0) -

A)ca(0) + Qre % cy(0)] ,
A)ea(0) — Qre™®cy(0)]
A)er(0) + Qrec,(0)],

A)eyp(0) — Qreca(0)] -

. . (Ot )
 ¢,(0)sin (7> }e“A‘/z.

It is not difficult to verify that

lca(t)] + le(t)

=1,

% ¢p(0) sin (%) }e’m/z,
-cos % + E sin % —
"\ 2 ) T\ 2 )]

(5.2.14)

(5.2.15)

(5.2.16)

(5.2.17)
(5.2.18)
(5.2.19)

(5.2.20)

(5.2.21)

(5.2.22)

(5.2.23)



154 Atom—field interaction — semiclassical theory

which is a simple statement of the conservation of probability since
the atom is in state |a) or |b).

If we assume that the atom is initially in the state |a) then ¢,(0) =
1,¢5(0) = 0. The probabilities of the atom being in states |a) and |b)
at time ¢ are then given by |c,(¢)|? and |cy(t))>. The inversion is given
by

W(t) = lea®) — len(t))”
2_
= (A 929R> sin? (%) + cos? (%) . (5.2.24)

Under the action of the incident field, a dipole moment is induced
between the two atomic levels. This induced dipole moment is given
by the expectation value of the dipole moment operator

P(t) = e{p(@®)Irlyp(t)) = C;Chfoap + .. = CiChPare™ +c.C.
(5.2.25)

On substituting Eqs. (5.2.21) and (5.2.22) into Eq. (5.2.25), we obtain,
for an atom initially in the upper level,

P(1)

_ iQr Qt A QU] QU
—2Re{ O goab[cos(2>+gsm(2>] s1n(2>e evs.

(5.2.26)

The dipole moment therefore oscillates with the frequency of the
incident field.

In the special case when the atom is at resonance with the incident
field (A = 0), we get Q = Qg and

W (t) = cos(Qgt). (5.2.27)

The inversion oscillates between —1 and 1 at a frequency Qg (see Fig.
5.2).

In 1937, Rabi considered the problem of a spin-1/2 magnetic dipole
undergoing precessions in a magnetic field and obtained an expression
for the probability that a spin-1/2 atom incident on a Stern—Gerlach
apparatus would be flipped from the (;) or () state to the (°) or ()
state, respectively, by an applied radio-frequency magnetic field. In the
present problem, the atom undergoes a Rabi ‘flopping’ between the
upper and lower levels under the action of the electromagnetic field in
complete analogy with the spin-1/2 system.
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Fig. 5.2

Oscillations of the
population inversion
W (¢) as a function of
time.
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5.2.2 Interaction picture

Consider the Schrodinger equation

0 i

—|p(t)) =—cH# . 5.2.28

510 (0) = =2 #lp(e) (5228)
This equation can be integrated formally to give

lw(®) = U@®)lp0), (5-2.29)
where the unitary time-evolution operator is defined by

U(t) = —%%U(t), (5.2.30)
and U(0) = 1.

A useful approach to the atom-field interaction problem exists in
the interaction picture in which we assign to the state vector the time
dependence due only to the interaction energy. This is accomplished
by defining the state vector |y;) in the interaction picture via

(1) = UJ(0)lw(2)), (5.2.31)
where
Up(t) = exp (—%Jfot) . (5.232)

It then follows that
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0
o lwr() = {% U&(r)] 90 + U0 o 0), (52.33)

and hence, from Eqgs. (5.2.28), (5.2.31), and (5.2.32), we obtain

2 .
3 V() = —%‘V (®)lpr(1)). (5.2.34)
Here
V(t) = UL () # 1 Uo(1), (5.2.35)

is the interaction picture Hamiltonian. An operator O in the
Schrodinger picture will accordingly transform as

01(t) = Ul (t)OUq(t). (5.2.36)
This can be seen from the expectation value

(0) = (w(1)|Oly(1))
= (p1(OIUS(OOUs(t)wr (1))

= (pr(t)|Or(®)lyr(t)). (5.2.37)
A formal solution of Eq. (5.2.34) is
lwr(t)) = Ur()lyr(0)), (52.38)
where
.t
Up(t) = T exp [-% / “I/(t)d-c] (5.2.39)
0

is the time-evolution operator in the interaction picture, and . is the
time-ordering operator, which is a shorthand notation for

T exp [—% /Ol “I/(t)dt]

. ¢ N2 pt 1]
— 1= [awre+(-1) [ [ awrwprer+..
(5.2.40)

In order to demonstrate the usefulness of the above formalism, we
consider the interaction of a two-level atom with a monochromatic
field of frequency v. The Hamiltonian for this problem is given by
Eqs. (5.2.3), (5.2.4), and (5.2.5). It follows, on using

Hy = (hwg)"|a){al + (hewp)"|b)(bl, (5.2.41)



5.2 Interaction of a single two-level atom with a single-mode field 157

that
Uo(t) = exp (—%Wot)
= exp(—iwgt)|a){al + exp(—iwyt)|b)(b|. (5.2.42)

For an atom at z = 0, the interaction picture Hamiltonian is, therefore,
given by
V(t) = —HQr U] (t)(e 7 |a) (b| + €'¢|b)(al)Uo(t) cos vt
= PR [l (bl + %1b) ale™
+e ’¢|a)<b|ei(w+v)‘ + €|b) (ale~ @), (5.2.43)

where A = @ — v. The terms proportional to exp[ti(w + v)t] vary
very rapidly and their average over a time scale larger than 1/v
is zero. These terms can therefore be neglected in the rotating-wave
approximation. The simplified interaction picture Hamiltonian is

hQr
V(1) === (€ la) (bl + €“Ib)(al) (5.2.44)

where we assume resonance, A = (. The time-evolution operator in
the interaction picture Uj(¢) can be obtained simply from Eq. (5.2.39)
by using

h 2n
¥ty = (%) (1a) (al + [b) ()"

4201 hQg s —i¢ i¢
(t)=—(7> (¢ %|a)(b| + €% [b)(al).  (5.2.45)

The resulting expression for Uj(t) is
Ui (t) = cos ( ) (Ia){al + b} {b]) + isin (Qz t) (e la) (bl
+€“|b){al). (5.2.46)

If the atom is initially in the excited state (Jp(0)) = |a}),
lw(t)) = Ur(t)la)

= cos (Qz t) |a) + isin (Qz ) €' |b), (5.2.47)
and we obtain the probability amplitudes
Q
ca(t) = (@) = cos (TRt) , (5.2.48a)
cp(t) = (bly) = isin (%) e, (5.2.48b)

in agreement with Egs. (5.2.21) and (5.2.22).



158 Atom—field interaction — semiclassical theory

NN

E(@) m=-1
Left-circularly Y, (1)
polarized light

Y, (1)

5.2.3 Beyond the rotating-wave approximation

In quantum optics, the so-called rotating-wave approximation, as dis-
cussed in connection with Eq. (5.2.13), is frequently encountered. Of
course, it is a very good approximation and amounts to keeping only
energy-conserving terms in the Hamiltonian.

Moreover, as we show here, there are situations in which it is “exact”,
i.e., for all practical purposes the ‘counter-rotating terms’ never show
up. Consider the case of a hydrogen atom in a strong magnetic field
interacting with a monochromatic field as shown in Fig. 5.3. If the
levels are sharp and well separated, we may focus on only the two
levels, see Problem 5.7, for which

(5.2.49a)

1 1
YPu(r) = —(x — iy) exp(—r/2ay),
\/ 64na} %

1
Yp(r) = —— exp(—r/ap),
b nag 0

where qg is the Bohr radius.

Using the dipole approximation (see Section 5.1.2) and placing the
atom at the origin so that R = 0, we have the interaction picture
Hamiltonian

(5.2.49b)

v = —er(t) - E(1), (5.2.50a)
where

r(t) = " 're 0, (5.2.50b)

Fig. 5.3

Figure illustrating an
incident electric field
interacting with a
hydrogen (Rydberg)
atom such that the
energy difference
€Em=1 — €p is much
larger than

€Em=—_1 — €p.
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and therefore
Y a(t) = —erg(t) - E(t) = —ery, - E(t)e', (5.2.51a)
YV pa(t) = —erpa(t) - E(t) = —erp, - E(t)e ™", (5.2.51b)
where  is the atomic frequency.
Now, for the case of linear polarization in which
E(t) = X8 cos vt, (5.2.52)
Egs. (5.2.51a, 5.2.51b) and (5.2.52) imply

VY (t) = —exgp & cos vte'™

ET . .
— _exabi [el(v+w)t + e—l(v—w)t]

= —exabge_i(v~w)l, (5.2.53)

and likewise

¥ ba(t) = —expa& cos vie !

Er . .
— _exbai {et(v-—w)t + e—t(v+w)t]

~ —exbage"(v_“’)‘. (5.2.54)

Thus we make the rotating-wave approximation in neglecting counter
terms that go like exp[+i(w + v)t].

Now consider the case of left-circular polarization (LCP), which
connects P,(r) and yu(r), as given by Eqs. (5.2.49). The electric field is
given by

E(t) = %8 cosvt — P& sin vt. (5.2.55)
Equations (5.2.53) and (5.2.54) now take the form

¥ ap(t) = —e& (Xap COSVE + yap sinvt)e' ™ (5.2.56a)

¥ pa(t) = —€& (Xpa COS VI + Vg sinvt)e ™ (5.2.56b)
where, in view of Eqs. (5.2.49a) and (5.2.49b), we can write

exgp = /w;(r)xtpb(r)dr =0, (5.2.57a)

€Yo = /w;(r)ytpb(r)dr = —ip, (5.2.57b)

and similarly, ex,, = @ and ey, = ig. Therefore Eqs. (5.2.56a) and
(5.2.56b) take the simple form

¥V w(t) = —p&(cosvt —isinvt)e” = —p&e ™" (5.2.58a)
¥ pa(t) = —p&(cos vt + isinve)e ™ = — e, (5.2.58b)

and the counter-rotating terms never appear.
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Finally, we note that although there are no counter terms of the form
e t9) agsociated with the LCP light inducing Am = —1 transitions,
there are counter terms associated with LCP and transitions to a state
n=21=1,m = +1, ie, Am = +1. Such transitions are usually said
to vanish due to angular momentum selection rules. Here they are
seen to ‘vanish’ since they go as counter rotating terms. That is, they
are allowed in the sense of an atom making a transition to an excited
state with the emission of a photon. Such terms can be much smaller
than the usual counter-rotating terms; see Problem 5.7.

5.3 Density matrix for a two-level atom”

For a given physical system, there exists a state vector |y) which
contains all possible information about the system. If we want to
extract a piece of the system’s information, we must calculate the
expectation value of the corresponding operator O,

(O)om = (¥[Oly). (53.1)

In many situations we may not know |p); we may only know the
probability P, that the system is in the state |y). For such a situation,
we not only need to take the quantum mechanical average but also the
ensemble average over many identical systems that have been similarly
prepared. Instead of Eq. (5.3.1), we now have (see Section 3.1)

{{0)QM)ensemble = Tr(Op), (5.3.2)
where the density operator p is defined by
p=>_Pylv)ul (533)
Y

It can be seen that
Tr(0Op) = Tr(pO). (53.4)

In the particular case where all P, are zero except the one for a state
o), then

p = lpo)(wol, (5:33)
and the state is called a pure state. It follows from the conservation
of probability that Tr(p) = 1. Also, for a pure state,

Tr(p?) = 1. (5.3.6)

* The more complete picture of stimulated emission as developed by Lamb and Scully [1971] is
found in Chapter IIT of Sargent, Scully and Lamb [1974].
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5.3.1 Equation of motion for the density matrix

We can obtain the equation of motion for the density matrix from the
Schrodinger equation,

. i
) = =2 Hlw). (5.3.7)
Taking the time derivative of p (Eq. (5.3.3)) we have
=D Py(lp)wl + ) (®)), (5.3.8)
w

where P,, is time independent. Using Eq. (5.3.7) to replace |¢) and (|
in Eq. (5.3.8) we get

p= —%[Jf, o). (5.3.9)

Equation (5.3.9) is often called the Liouville or Von Neumann equa-
tion of motion for the density matrix. It is more general than the
Schrodinger equation since it uses the density operator instead of
a specific state vector and can therefore give statistical as well as
quantum mechanical information.

In Eq. (5.3.9), we have not included the decay of the atomic levels
due to spontaneous emission. The excited atomic levels can also decay
because of collisions and other phenomena. The finite lifetime of the
atomic levels can be described very well by adding phenomenological
decay terms to the density operator equation (5.3.9) (see also Problem
5.2).

The decay rates can be incorporated in Eq. (5.3.9) by a relaxation
matrix I, which is defined by the equation

(nT)m) = y,0um- (5.3.10)
With this addition, the density matrix equation of motion becomes

; i 1

p=—z[#.p1 = 3{T.p}, (53.11)

where {I',p} = I'p + pI'. In general, the relaxation processes are more
complicated.
The ijth matrix element of Eq. (5.3.11) is
) i 1
pij = “h Zk:(yfikpkj_Pikaj)— 3 zk:(l“,-kpk,-+p,-kl“kj).(5.3.12)

This formula is useful in the treatment of many-level systems.
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5.3.2 Two-level atom

We now consider the two-level atomic system again where the state
of the system is a linear combination of states |a) and |b), ie., |p) =
C,la) + Cy|b). Then the density matrix operator can be written as

p=lp)(pl = [Ca(t)la) + Cp(t)|b)] [C;(t)al + Cy(2)(bI]
= |C,*la){al + C.C;la) (bl + CoC.Ib){al + |Cpl2|b)(b]{(5.3.13)

Taking the matrix elements, we get

Paa = alpla) = |Ca() %, (5.3.14)
pab = {alp|b) = Ca(t)Cy(2), (5.3.15)
Pba = Paps (5.3.16)
pvo = (blplb) = |Cy(t)*. (5.3.17)

The matrix form of the density operator is

Paa  Pab
= . 5.3.18
b (pba pbb) ( )

It is obvious that p,, and py, are the probabilities of being in
the upper and lower states, respectively. For the meaning of the off-
diagonal elements we need to remember that the atomic polarization,
see Eq. (5.2.25), of the two-level atom (at z) is

P(z,t) = C,Cpy $pa + €.C. = pap(z, t)§opa + C.C. (5.3.19)
So we see that the off-diagonal elements determine the atomic polar-
ization.

We could have found this form for p more directly from Eq. (5.3.5)
by remembering that in spinor notation

Ca * *
w) = (C ) L wl=(C o). (5:3.20)
b
Then by matrix multiplication
Ca * * |Ca|2 CaC;
= = . 321
p (Cb) (C: C3) (CbC; b (5321)

We can derive the equations of motion for the density matrix
elements from Eq. (5.3.12) with the Hamiltonian given by Egs. (5.2.4)
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and (5.2.5). The resulting equations are

, i
Paa = —VaPaa + E[Soabpra —ccl, (5.3.22)
i
Pbb = —VpPrb — E[SoabE Pba — €L, (5.3.23)
. i
pab = —(i®> + Yab)pab — 7 9avE(Paa — Pob); (5.3.24)

where v = (7, +y»)/2 with y, and vy, defined by Eq. (5.3.10) and E(¢)
is given by Eq. (5.2.6). In the rotating-wave approximation, cos(vt) is
replaced by exp(—ivt)/2 in Egs. (5.3.22)-(5.3.24).

5.3.3 Inclusion of elastic collisions between atoms

The physical interpretation of the elements of the density matrix
allows us to include in these equations terms associated with certain
processes. One such process is the elastic collision between atoms in a
gas.

In particular, during an atom-atom collision the energy levels ex-
perience random Stark shifts without a change of state and the decay
rate for pgp is increased without much change in y, and 5. The change
in the decay rate of p,, may be computed in a simple way as follows.

We assume that the random Stark shifts are included in Eq. (5.3.24)
by adding a random shift dw(t) to the energy difference w. Ignoring
the atom—field interactions for simplicity, we can write the equation of
motion for the density matrix element p,; as

Pap = —[iw +idw(t) + Yabl Pab- (5.3.25)
Integrating Eq. (5.3.25) formally, we have

Pap(t) = exp [——(iw + Yap)t — i/o dt’éco(t’)] Pap(0). (5.3.26)

We now perform an ensemble average of (5.3.26) over the random
variations in dw(t). This average affects only the dw(t) factor, so that
we find (exp[—ifot dt'dw(t)]).

The function dw is as often positive as negative. Hence the ensemble
average {dw(t)) is zero. Furthermore, as the variations in dw(t) are
usually rapid compared to other changes which occur in times like
1/ya, we take

(Sa(t)do(t)) = 2ypmd(t — 1), (5.3.27)

where ypn is a constant. We also assume that dw(t) is described by a
Gaussian random process, so that the well-known moment theorem
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of Gaussian processes is valid. Under these conditions we obtain

t
<exp [——i/ dt’&co(t’)]> = exp(—7pht), (5.3.28)
0
which gives for the average of (5.3.26)

Pan(t) = exp[—(i® + yap + Ypn)t1pap(0). (5.3.29)

It follows, on differentiating this equation and including the interaction
term, that we have the modified equation of motion for pg:

, . i
pap = (1> + V)pas = 5 PwE (. (paa — pi0), (53.30)

where y = y, + ypn is the new decay rate. Equation (5.3.30) is an
average equation with respect to collisions.

5.4 Maxwell-Schrodinger equations

The interaction of a single atom with the single-mode field, which was
discussed in the previous sections, represents a simple, idealized system.
In many problems of interest in quantum optics, one is interested in
the interaction of the radiation field with a large number of atoms. The
prime example of such a system is a single-mode laser where atoms
pumped into the excited level interact with the electromagnetic field
inside a cavity . Other examples include coherent pulse propagation
and optical bistability.

In this section, we develop a mathematical framework to treat such
problems based on a self-consistent set of equations for the matter
and the field. This set of equations and its extensions enable us to
deal with many semiclassical problems where the atoms are treated
quantum mechanically and the field is treated classically.

In the present semiclassical atom—field interaction, the classical field
induces electric dipole moments in the medium according to the laws
of quantum mechanics. The density matrix is used to facilitate the sta-
tistical summations involved in obtaining the macroscopic polarization
of the medium for the individual dipole moments. The semiclassical
approach, though remarkably good for many problems of interest in
the study of a given system, is however inadequate to provide infor-
mation about the quantum statistical features of light. These aspects
will be presented in later chapters where the radiation field will be
treated quantum mechanically.
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5.4.1 Population matrix and its equation of motion

We consider the interaction of an electromagnetic field with a medium
which consists of two-level homogeneously broadened atoms. The in-
dividual atoms are described by the density operator (see Eqs. (5.3.14)-
(5.3.17))

p(z.t,t0) = D pup(z..10) ) (Bl. (541)
o

where a, f = a,b and p,g(z,t, ty) are the density matrix elements for an
individual atom at time ¢ and position z, which starts interacting with
the field at an initial time ty. The initial time ¢y, can be random. The
single-atom density matrix elements p,g(z, ¢, ty) obey the equations of
motion (5.3.22), (5.3.23), and (5.3.30). If the state of the atom at the
time of injection is described by

p(z,to,to) = Zp(‘”la (B, (5.4.2)

then

pap(z, o, to) = plg- (54.3)

The effect of all the atoms which are pumped at the rate r,(z, to)
atoms per second per unit volume is obtained by summing over initial
times. The resulting population matrix is defined as

plz,t) = / dtora(z, to)p(z, 1, to)
=Y [ dwre wpatt w0 @l (544)
af v T®

Generally the excitation r,(z, ;) varies slowly and can be taken to
be a constant. The macroscopic polarization of the medium, P(z,t),
will be produced by an ensemble of atoms that arrive at z at time ¢,
regardless of their time of excitation, i.e.,

P(z,t) = / dtora(z, to)Te[Pp(z. 1, 10)]

-3 / dta7a(z, 10)0as (2 1, )P (54.5)
u’ﬂ

where { is the dipole moment operator and, in the second line, we
have substituted for p(z,t,ty) from Eq. (5.4.1). For a two-level atom,
with a5 = @5, = §, We obtain

P(z,t) = plpa(z,t) + cc.l. (5.4.6)
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Thus the off-diagonal elements of the population matrix determine
the macroscopic polarization.

The equations of motion for the elements of the population matrix
p(z,t) can be obtained by taking the time derivative of Eq. (5.4.4) and
using Eqs. (5.3.22), (5.3.23), and (5.3.30). For example, if the atoms
are incoherently excited to levels |a) and |b) at a constant rate r,

(pfg,) = pﬁf) = 0), we obtain

Paa = Aa = YaPaa + %(sopra —cc), (54.7)
. i

Pbo = Ab — YbPbb — E(SQEPba —cc), (5.4.8)
. . i

pap = —(i©> + 7)pap — 7 9E(Paa — Pbb); (5.4.9)

where 4, = r,p'% and 4, = rapﬁ). These equations for the two-level
atomic medium are coupled to the field E. The condition of self-
consistency requires that the equation of motion for the field E is
driven by the atomic population matrix elements. In the following
section, we derive such an equation for a single-mode running wave.

5.4.2 Maxwell’s equations for slowly varying field functions

The electromagnetic field radiation is described by Maxwell’s equa-
tions:

V-D=0, VXE= —g—l:, (5.4.10)

V-B=0, VxH=J+%:)-, (5.4.11)
where

D=¢E+P, B=yH J=0¢E (54.12)

Here P is the macroscopic polarization of the medium. In order to
avoid a complicated boundary-value problem, we assume the presence
of a medium with conductivity ¢. This conductivity is intended to
take into account phenomenologically the linear losses due to any
absorbing background medium, and also those losses due to diffraction
and mirror transmission. Combining the curl equations, taking the
appropriate time derivatives, and using Eq. (5.4.12), we get the wave
equation

) *E o*P
V x (V X E) +#OGE + ,uo—E'OW = _#OW (5413)



5.4 Maxwell-Schriodinger equations 167

Fig. 5.4

Schematic diagram
of a laserin a
unidirectional ring
configuration.
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The polarization P(r, t) thus acts as a source term in the equation for
the radiation field. We have in mind a situation in which the radiation
field interacts with two-level atoms inside a unidirectional ring cavity
as shown in Fig. 5.4. Usually both running waves exist inside the
cavity. The unidirectional situation is achieved by the insertion of a
device with high loss for one running wave. The variations in the
field intensity transverse to the laser axis are typically slowly varying
on the scale of the optical wavelength. Hence, we neglect the x- and
y-dependence of E, i.e.,

E(r,t) = E(z, 1)k (5.4.14)
Equation (5.4.13) then reduces to
*E 0E 1&°E o*P
T TR T a ~ R (5413)

The field of frequency v is represented as a running wave
1 .
E(z,1) = 56(z, t)eikarozil 4 oo (5.4.16)

where &(z,t) and ¢(z,t) are slowly varying functions of position and
time with k = v/c. For the problem of laser oscillation, k = v./c where
v, is the cavity frequency. In general, &(z,t) is a complex function;
however, in the present and in the next section, we assume it to be
real.

If the field is written as in Eq. (5.4.16) then the response of the
medium, neglecting higher harmonics, is given by the polarization

P(z,t) = %9(2, t)e ikl 4 g (5.4.17)

where 2(z,t) is a slowly varying function of position and time.
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The slowly varying complex polarization #(z, t) is given in terms of
the population matrix by identification of the positive frequency parts
in Eqgs. (5.4.6) and (5.4.17):

P(z,t) = 2ppa,el ke ToE (5.4.18)

The expressions for E(z,t) and P(z,t) are substituted from Egs. (5.4.16)
and (5.4.17) in Eq. (5.4.15), and the following approximations are made

o8 o2& o 0

’é? <<V(g), g <<k(g), E L v, 8_2 <<k, (5419)
_&fi L v, —az L k2. (5.4.20)
ot 0z

These slowly varying amplitude and phase approximations are justified
when &, ¢, and 2 do not change appreciably in an optical frequency
period. By noting that Eq. (5.4.15) can be rewritten as

o 18 o 190 J0E 0P

0z " cot)\ 0z car o
and
& 1o\ .. ..

<_a_z + za) E~ —2ikE, (5.4.22)
we obtain

06 10¢& 1

e e 2—€0k1m9, (5.4.23)

¢ 1o . v 1

ot = k—— -2?01«5 Re®, (5.4.24)

where Kk = 6 /2¢qc is the linear loss coefficient.

Equations (5.4.7)—(5.4.9), (5.4.23), and (5.4.24) form a self-consistent
set of equations. This set of equations is the starting point of the study
of many systems involving the interaction of the radiation field with
an ensemble of atoms. The generalization of this set of equations to a
multi-level atomic system and a multi-mode field is straightforward.

As an important example of the applications of this set of equations,
we present the semiclassical theory of the laser in the next section.

5.5 Semiclassical laser theory

In this section, we first outline the basic principle of laser operation
and then present a theory of the laser as developed principally by
Lamb and co-workers. The threshold condition for a laser and the
evolution equation of the electromagnetic field is also derived.
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5.5.1 Basic principle

In 1954, Gordon, Zeiger, and Townes showed that coherent electro-
magnetic radiation can be generated in the radio frequency range by
the so-called maser (microwave amplification by stimulated emission
of radiation). The first maser action was observed in ammonia.

The maser principle was extended by Schawlow and Townes, and
also by Prokhorov, to the optical domain, thus obtaining a laser (light
amplification by stimulated emission of radiation). A laser consists of
a set of atoms interacting with an electromagnetic field inside a cavity.
The cavity supports only a specific set of modes corresponding to
a discrete sequence of eigenfrequencies. The active atoms, i.e., the
ones that are pumped to the upper level of the laser transition,
are in resonance with one of the eigenfrequencies of the cavity. A
resonant electromagnetic field gives rise to stimulated emission, and
the atoms transfer their excitation energy to the radiation field. The
emitted radiation is still at resonance. If the upper level is sufficiently
populated, this radiation gives rise to further transitions in other
atoms. In this way all the excitation energy of the atoms is transferred
to a single mode of the radiation field.

The first pulsed laser operation was demonstrated by Maiman in
ruby. The first continuous wave (cw) laser, a He-Ne gas laser, was
built by Javan. Since then, a large variety of systems have been
demonstrated to exhibit lasing action; generating coherent light over
a frequency domain ranging from infrared to ultraviolet. These include
dye lasers, chemical lasers, and semiconductor lasers. A new class of
lasers which uses electrons in a periodic magnetic field (called free-
electron lasers) has also been developed.

From our discussion of the laser principle, it is clear that a laser
theory should incorporate three basic elements, an active mediurfi
(two-level atoms with population inversion), pumping to the upper
lasing level, and the radiation losses due to the cavity. A systematic
semiclassical theory of the laser was developed by Lamb.

5.5.2 Lamb’s semiclassical theory

We consider the semiclassical laser theory for the simple case of a
linearly polarized electric field in a unidirectional ring cavity and
two-level homogeneously broadened, active atoms.

The time dependence of the electric field &(z,t) can be separated
from the spatial part by expanding the field in the normal modes
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of the cavity. In a ring cavity only certain discrete modes achieve
appreciable magnitude, namely, those with the frequencies
mmnc

Vm = -_S— = kmC, (551)

where § is the circumference of the ring, m is a large integer (typically
of the order 10°), and k,, is the corresponding wave number. Here,
we consider a single mode with unidirectional (running-wave) mode
functions U(z) = exp(ikz) (Fig. 5.4).

The equations of motion for the field amplitude (5.4.23) and phase
(5.4.24) for the present problem reduce to

o€ 1 1
5 = 3% 5 <€v—0) Im2, (5.5.2a)
‘Z_‘f =(ve—v)— % (6“_0> & 'Re?, (5.5.2b)

where v, is the cavity frequency and y = (y, + 75)/2. In Eq. (5.5.2a),
K has been replaced by €/2c where € = v./Q (where Q is the quality
factor of the cavity) to account for the field losses through the mirrors
of the cavity. The driving polarization & (Eq. (5.4.18)) is determined
by Eq. (5.4.9) which yields

i [t
P(z,t) = lrfo /_ exp[—y(t —t') — i(w — v)(t — 1))

X ‘g)(tl)[paa(t/) - pbb(t/)]dt/' (5'5'3)

The integral (5.5.3) can be simply performed, provided the amplitude
&(t') and the population difference p,, —ppp do not change appreciably
in the time 1/y, for then these terms can be factored outside the inte-
gral. This solution leads to rate equations for the atomic populations.
These approximations are exact in steady state (% = 0). This gives

_—p? Paa(t) — puo(t)
() = = =6 320 (5.5.4a)
2 _
ReZ(t) = ;’ff—g(t)(w - v)%;a—(f%bi()?. (5.5.4b)

On substituting Egs. (5.5.4) into the equations of motion for p,, and
pvb ((5.4.7) and (5.4.8)), we obtain the rate equations
Paa = Aa — YaPaa — R(paa — poo), (5.5.52)
Pob = Ay — YbPbb + R(paa — pos), (5.5.5b)

where the rate constant is

_1(p&\* y
R=> <T) g 2 (5.5.6)
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It is evident that the rate constant R, which determines the rate at
which the population difference varies in time, depends primarily on
the rate at which the total field intensity varies. Hence, the rate-
equation approximation consists of the assumption that the electric
field envelope varies slowly in atomic lifetimes. We can determine
the population difference in the steady state from Egs. (5.5.5). This
difference can be substituted in turn back into the equations for Im&
and Re#, thus determining the polarization components.
In the steady state (pas = ppy = 0), Eqgs. (5.5.5) yield
No
1+ R/Ry’
where No = 4,9, 1—Apy;! and R, = y,y5/2y. The population difference
is therefore given by Ny, which appears in the absence of the field,
divided by a factor which increases as the intensity of the electric field
increases.
Combining Eq. (5.5.7) with Egs. (5.5.4) and (5.5.2) we obtain the
amplitude and frequency determining equations

Paa — Pbb = (557)

&= ——(?g’ +3 o g(‘g%) a7 (5.5.8)
vHd=vet o [l(fézzz%{) 7T (5.59)
where V' is the volume of the cavity and
2 2
#- (%) () mrio=e (w) - 0910

Here o/ is the linear gain parameter and 4 is the saturation parameter.
We now define a dimensionless intensity
_ 60(5’ 2V
2w
which corresponds to the ‘number of photons’ in the laser. (Here,
€062V /2 is the total energy in the laser beam and #v is the energy
associated with a single photon.) This statement will be sharpened
when we study the quantum theory of the laser in Chapter 11. It
follows from Egs. (5.5.8) and (5.5.9) that

L (5.5.12)
1 + ;n

(0 —v)o
2y (L+Zn)

(5.5.11)

v =v,+ (5.5.13)
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For small excitations (#n// < 1), a perturbation theory is obtained
by expanding the denominator in Eqs. (5.5.12) and (5.5.13), resulting
in

h=(of —6)n— Bn, (5.5.14)
w—YV

V+¢=Vc+< 2% )(ﬂ_'@n)

Equations (5.5.14) and (5.5.15) are the basic equations for the laser.
As shown below, they yield the laser threshold condition, the steady-
state and transient intensity of the laser, and the frequency pulling due
to the presence of the gain medium.

It is easily seen from Eq. (5.5.14) that, in steady state (n =0),n =0
unless o > %. When o/ > %, the steady-state intensity is given by
A —F
T 3
Thus, the laser threshold condition is &/ = ¥, i.e., when the gain is
equal to the cavity losses.

In Fig. 5.5, the steady-state intensity is plotted against the detuning
A = w —v. According to Eq. (5.5.15), the oscillation frequency v itself
depends on the intensity. A good approximation, however, results from
taking v = v, in the calculation of the various coefficients.

The frequency determining Eq. (5.5.15) predicts a pulling of the
oscillation frequency from the passive cavity frequency towards line

(5.5.15)

no=n (5.5.16)



5.6 A physical picture of stimulated emission and absorption 173

center. Specifically, in steady state (¢ = 0)

v + Fo
== 5.17
v= 2 (55.17)
where the stabilization factor
of — .@no €
=< _ Sl
& % % (5.5.18)

Equation (5.5.17) can be interpreted as a center-of-mass equation in
which the oscillation frequency v assumes the average value of v, and
o with weights 1 and &, respectively. In the typical case, ¥ < 2y and
therefore v = v, but v is pulled closer to the atomic frequency . This
is called mode pulling.

5.6 A physical picture of stimulated emission and
absorption

In order to better appreciate the physics behind stimulated emission
and absorption, let us consider an atom at the point z = 0 interacting
with the field E(z,t) = &(z,t)cos(vt — kz). As before, the amplitudes
C, and C, are determined by Egs. (5.2.7) and (5.2.8), and the slowly
varying amplitudes ¢, = C,e’*' and ¢, = Cpe®’ are determined by
Egs. (5.2.12) and (5.2.13), respectively. For simplicity, we assume exact
resonance A = w —v = 0. Then the solution (5.2.21)—(5.2.22) becomes

cqlt) = [ca(O) cos <9§£) +icy(0) sin(%?—t)] s (5.6.1a)
cp(t) = [cb(O) cos(%l—z—t) +ic,(0) sin(gg—t)] R (5.6.1b)

where we have assumed a real dipole matrix element g = Pp, = f.
Now, to the lowest order, we may trivially calculate p,, = cac;e_i“"
for the cases of atom in the excited state and the ground state.

For the first case (stimulated emission), in which ¢,(0) = 1 and
¢p(0) = 0, we find to lowest order for an atom which passes through
the laser cavity in a time

co(t) =1, (5.6.2a)

Q
cplt) = i—gf, (5.6.2b)

and the polarization is then (see Eq. (5.4.18))
P = ZgopabeM
= —jpQgT. (5.6.3)
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For the case of absorption, initially ¢,(0) = 0, ¢,(0) = 1, to the
lowest order one gets

cq(t) = ig—gz, (5.6.4a)

cp(t) =1, (5.6.4b)
and

P = ipQgr. (5.6.5)

Now, using Eq. (5.4.23), for the atom initially in the excited state we
have

106 k g?
-C_E = ‘2?0'7 T, (5.6.6)
where we have neglected the cavity loss. It follows from Eq. (5.6.6)

that the change in the electric field during the time 7 is

AE = — Lg%, (5.6.7)

i.e. the incident field experiences gain.
Likewise for the atom initially in the ground state, we have
166 k §°

- =———=——4&r1, 5.6.8
c Ot 2¢0 K ' ( )

and therefore

2

AE =~ —%%&2, (5.6.9)
ie., the incident field experiences loss. Thus the atom acts essentially
as a tiny oscillating electronic current induced by the incident light
field. Attenuation of an incident field is then the result of the radiation
from this current interfering destructively with the incident light (see
Fig. 5.6). This simple physical picture of stimulated emission and
absorption can be expanded to explain more complicated phenomena,
e.g., lasing without inversion, as we shall see in Section 7.3.1.

5.7 Time delay spectroscopy

In the previous section, we saw how simple and intuitively pleasing
the concepts of stimulated emission and absorption are when treated
within the framework of semiclassical radiation theory. As an example
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Fig. 5.6

(a) Emission:
induced dipole
radiation interferes
constructively with
incident radiation.
(b) Absorption:
induced dipole
radiation interferes
destructively with
incident radiation.
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of unusual and counter-intuitive physics within the framework of
semiclassical theory, we conclude this chapter with a discussion of
time delay spectroscopy.

In conventional spectroscopy, the limit of resolution of the energy
between two levels |a) and |b) is governed by the sum of the decay
rates y, and 7y, out of these levels.

In this section we present a spectroscopic technique which pro-
vides resolution beyond the natural linewidth. These considerations
are based on the fact that in the transient regime, the probability for
induced transitions in a two-level system interacting with a monochro-
matic electromagnetic field is not governed by a Lorentzian of width
(Ya+75)/2 = yap, but rather by (y,—7ys)/2 = 4. The Lorentzian width
Yab, Which usually appears in atomic physics, is regained only in the
proper limits.

We proceed by considering the experimental situation in which an
ensemble of two-level atoms is excited at time t = ty into the |b)
state by some ‘instantaneous’ excitation mechanism, e.g., a picosecond
optical pulse. The excited atoms are then driven by a monochromatic
but tunable radiation field.

Consider the level scheme illustrated in Fig, 5.7. There we see an
atom with two unstable levels |a) and |b) and a weak field driving the
atom from the lower level |b) to the upper level |a). If one includes
the lower levels (|c) and |d}) to which |a) and |b) decay, this may be
considered as a four-level atom. That is, we prepare the atom in level
|b) at tg, drive the atom to level |a), and count the number of atoms
accumulating in level |c), starting a finite time ¢ after the atom is
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Va

Vb )
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prepared. The counting rate is measured as a function of the detuning
between the laser and atomic frequencies.

We proceed by solving the density matrix equations of motion
(5.3.22)—(5.3.24) for pa,(t) to lowest nonvanishing order. This yields

Paa(t)
QZ
= e +R52 [e—va(t—to) + e t=to) _ 9= var(t—to) opq At — to)] ,
ab
(5.7.1)

where 05 = (v — 75)/2, Qg is the Rabi frequency of the driven
transition and A is the detuning between the laser and «w,;. The key
point is that the Lorentzian factor in (5.7.1) goes as y, — 5 N0t y4 + .

Now suppose we count the number of photons emitted when the
excited atom makes the |a) — |c) transition. This will be equal to the
total number of atoms accumulated in level |c) which is determined
by the simple rate equation

Pec(ts o) = yPaalt, to), (5.7.2)

where the notation reminds us that the atoms are initially excited at
time to. Then the total number of spontaneously emitted photons from
time fy to a time long after the initial excitation to level |b) is given by

N(A.10) = 174 / paal A1 t0)d, (5.73)

to

where 7 is a constant determined by the efficiency of photon detection.

Fig. 5.7

Level diagram
indicating excitation
of atom from ground
state to {b),
subsequent
interaction with
resonant radiation
promoting atom
from |b) to |a) with
atendant decays to
states |d) and |c) at
rates y, and 7y,,
respectively.
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Fig. 5.8

Time delay
spectroscopy signal
N(z) for different 7.
The different curves
have been
normalized for
simplicity. In fact the
peak heights of the
curves corresponding
to larger 7 are
strongly reduced as
indicated by

Eq. (5.7.6).
Nevertheless the line
narrowing can be
useful as discussed
by Figger and
Walther (1974).
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Inserting (5.7.1) into (5.7.3) we find
2
N(A, 1) = /2R 2Vab (5.7.4)

A% vars
That is, when we carry out the above procedure, collecting the
la) — |c) photons from ¢, onwards we regain the usual Lorentzian of
width y,. This is reassuring since in most experiments it is indeed vy,
that governs the resolution of our experiments.
However, let us now wait for a time #, + t before accepting any
counts. That is let us measure

o0
N(A to +7) = 174 / paal A, to)d. (5.7.5)

to+7

Inserting (5.7.1) into (5.7.5) we now find*

’Tyag%( exp(—7yaT) exp(—ysT)
NAL 4= 55 [ e n
+ 28XV ) A i At — yoc0sAT)| . (5.7.6)

A +9y2
The point is clear. When we delay observation we find a line
narrowing as is seen by comparing Egs. (5.7.4) and (5.7.6). Equation
(5.7.6) is plotted for various values of time delay in Fig. 5.8.
We conclude by noting that, as pointed out explicitly by Figger
and Walther, the line narrowing in time delay spectroscopy provides a

* See Meystre, Scully, and Walther [1980].
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high spectral resolution in the sense that we can separate closely spaced
lines. However, this higher resolution does not always lead to a higher
experimental accuracy in the final result for the atomic transition
frequencies w,;. The reason for this is the exponential damping of the
signal with the time delay T by means of the prefactors exp(—y,t) and
exp(—yst) in Eq. (5.7.6) which decrease the signal. We will return to
the question of enhancing spectroscopic resolution in later chapters,
e.g., in Section 21.7.

5.A Equivalence of the r - E and the p - A interaction
Hamiltonians

In Section 5.1 we noted that in the radiation gauge (R-gauge) and in
the dipole approximation (A(r, t), U(r,t)) = (A(t),0), the gauge trans-
formation

(1) = —%A(t) T (5.A.1)

yields the gauge (0, —E(t) - r). We observe that the gauge (0, —E(¢) ‘1)
leads to the electric—dipole interaction 5# (Eq. (5.1.19)), and thus we
call it the electric field gauge (E-gauge). The two Hamiltonians #
(Eq. (5.1.19)) and #” (Eq. (5.1.21)) are therefore related via the gauge
transformation (5.A.1). A gauge transformation requires a transforma-
tion of the potentials according to Egs. (5.1.6) and (5.1.7) and of the
wave functions according to Eq. (5.1.4). Nonidentical, wrong results
are obtained for physically measurable quantities in different gauges if
only one of these two transformations is carried out. We will discuss
how we have to handle the wave functions in the two different gauges
in order to obtain gauge-invariant physical predictions. Before this,
however, let us briefly discuss some examples of physical quantities.

5.A.1 Form-invariant physical quantities

A form-invariant physical quantity is defined as a quantity whose
corresponding operator G, = G(4,,U,) is form invariant under a
unitary transformation T(r,t) = explix(r, t)], ie.,

G, = TG,T", (5.A.2)

where the wave function in the gauge y is transformed to the gauge
¥’ by the unitary transformation

Yy (r,t) = T(r, t)p,(r, t). (5.A3)



Appendix 5.4 179

The difference between physical and nonphysical quantities lies in the
gauge invariance of the eigenvalues. The eigenvalues of a physical
quantity are identical in all gauges, whereas the eigenvalues of non-
physical quantities depend on the chosen gauge. In order to show this,
we denote the eigenvalues and eigenstates of the operator G, by g,
and |&,,), respectively:

Gx|€x,n> = gn|éx,n>' (5A4)

Only for physical quantities are the eigenvalues g, gauge invariant,
ie.,
Gyléyn) = TG, T T|E, )
= Tgn|€x,n>
= gnlyn). (5.A.5)
Hence, nonphysical quantities can only be used as calculational tools.
We next consider some examples of physical and nonphysical quan-
tities. The starting point for these considerations is the fact that the
operators r and p (p = —ihV), associated with the position and the
canonical momentum of the particle, are the same in all gauges, by
which we mean that p is represented by —i#iV in all gauges. This

ensures that, in any gauge, the commutation relation [r;, px] = ihdj is
satisfied. With this rule the operator for the mechanical momentum,

T, = p—eA,(r,1), (5.A.6)
is a physical, measurable quantity since

Tr, TV = T[p— eA,(r, )] TT

=p—eA, —hVy
= p — eAX/
= 7y (5.A.7)

Similarly, the instantaneous energy operator of the system, consisting
of the kinetic energy and the static potential (normally the atomic
binding potential)

&, = % [p—eA(r,1))* + V(r), (5.A.8)

represents a physical quantity as well as any other operator which is
only a function of other physical quantities like 7,.

On the other hand, the canonical momentum p is not a physical
quantity since

TpT  =p—hVy #p. (5.A.9)
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In a similar way, the operator s#, = p?/2m (which does not depend
on potentials) is not a physical quantity because

h w2
TH#,TH = %O—E[p'VX—{—(VX)'p]—{— E(\7;5)2 + #,.(5.A.10)

In general, any operator which is a function of nonphysical quantities
alone, like the canonical momentum p or the vector or the scalar
potentials A, or U,, represents a nonphysical quantity. The total
Hamiltonian

Hy= %,, [p— eA,(r, 1)) + eUy(r,1) + V(r) (5.A.11)

is also a nonphysical quantity, since it depends on the scalar potential
U,

We therefore conclude that the time evolution of a physical system
is determined by Hamiltonians such as 5, or #,, which in general are
not observable quantities. The physical quantities are, for example, the
mechanical momentum and the instantaneous energy of the system.

5.A.2 Transition probabilities in a two-level atom

In this subsection we restrict the discussion to the large-wavelength
dipole approximation (LWA) in which A may be considered to be
independent of r, ie., A(r,t) = A(t). Since the energy operator &, (as
given by Eq. (5.A.8)) is time dependent, its eigenstates |a,(t)), where
o = a,b, and its eigenvalues E, = lw, are also time dependent in
general, namely

& loy (1)) = Eqloy (1)) (5.A.12)

However, in the LWA the eigenvalues of &, are time independent.
This can be seen with the help of the gauge transformation (5.A.1). In
the LWA

exp _leA(ht)'r [p—eA(t)]2 exp [%] =p2, (5.A.13)
so that
[ ieA() 1] ] :
exp |- ;t) r £, exp {leAE‘:) r] — #,. (5.A.14)

The eigenstate |o,) is then related to the eigenstate |a(t)) of 3#, by

|oty) = exp [@)‘h(t—)r] |a(2)), (5.A.15)
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and the eigenvalues E, of &, coincide with the time-independent
eigenvalues E, of s, since the eigenvalues of physical quantities are
gauge independent.

In the E-gauge the unperturbed energy operator &g is equal to
the unperturbed Hamiltonian s#,. Hence the eigenstates of s#, are
also the eigenstates of &g. Therefore, only in the E-gauge is the wave
function expanded in terms of energy eigenstates, and the coeflicients
cs(t), where o = a, b, in Eqgs. (5.2.10) and (5.2.11) are interpreted as
probability amplitudes for finding the system in an eigenstate of the
observable energy. In any other gauge, #, is a nonphysical quantity
and its eigenstates are not the energy eigenstates of the system. The
expansion coefficients c,(t) in Egs. (5.2.10) and (5.2.11) are then the
probability amplitudes for finding the system in an eigenstate of .
However, if #( is a nonphysical quantity, this probability is gauge
dependent and has to be distinguished from the measurable, gauge-
invariant probability of finding the system in an energy eigenstate.

It is, therefore, useful to expand the wave function of the system in
terms of eigenstates of the energy operator &,

[0,(0) = da(t)e™ |ay) + dy(D)e™|b,). (5.A.16)

The expansion coefficients d, and d; then coincide with the probability
amplitudes for transitions of the system to the eigenstates |a,) and
|b,), respectively of the energy operator &, with energies i, and hwy:

do(t) = (a,lw, (1)), (5.A.17)
dp(t) = (bl (£))e™". (5.A.18)

We will now show explicitly that these amplitudes are gauge in-
variant.
In the E-gauge, the probability amplitude d,(¢) is given by

dz (1) = (alUs()U} (1) b)e (5.A.19)
and, in the R-gauge, by
dz (1)
= (alexp [—%A(t) ~ r] Uo(t)UP (1) exp [%A(O) ~ r] |b)ei®e,
(5.A.20)

where Uy(t) = exp(—is#ot/h) and

UD () = 7 exp H /0 t drUg(r)%i(r)Uo(r)] : (5.A.21)
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Here, we assume that the atom is initially in the ground state |b).
Similar expressions exist for the amplitudes dZ(t) and d&(¢). In the
first order of perturbation theory, the time-evolution operator U}l)
becomes

. t
UV =1—% / drU (1) #1Uo(v), (5.A.22)
0

and the probability amplitude of the excited state in the E-gauge takes
the form

&0 =~ [ Ul Vo)

= i—eéa * {alr|b) /td gl@=v)
Y )

iAt
e et —1
=_—& 1y

5 — (5.A.23)

This result is now compared to the corresponding result in the R-
gauge. In first-order perturbation theory,

dR(t) = (a [1 - %eA(t) 'r] Uy(2) [1 - %/0 drUg(r)éfoo(r)

X [1 + %eA(O) . r] |b) exp(iw,t). (5.A.24)

Using (5.1.26) and (5.2.32) and A(t) = /e, to lowest order in .2/,
yields

_ —i(w—v)t e—i(a)—v)t -1
Igpe +pab'—.___—_ + |
(o —v)

ie of
ARty = =2

From (5.1.30) we have p, = +imor, and defining & = ive/ yields

iAt
Rip_ € o, € -1
d(t) = 36 Tp—s— (5.A.25)

Thus, the amplitudes d£(z) and d%(z) are seen to be identical. This
resolves™ the apparent contradiction pointed out at the end of Section
5.1

* The present treatment is oversimplified in that the effects of atomic decay are not included. For
the more general case, see Lamb, Schlicher and Scully [1987].
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5.B Vector model of the density matrix

A physical picture of the density matrix is provided by reducing Eqs.
(5.3.22), (5.3.23), and (5.3.30) into a form equivalent to the Bloch
equations appearing in nuclear magnetic resonance. The present prob-
lem of a two-level atom interacting with an electromagnetic field is
similar to that of a spin-1/2 magnetic dipole undergoing precession
in a magnetic field. This formal similarity has led to the prediction,
observation, and physical understanding of a number of phenomena
associated with coherent pulse propagation in a system of two-level
atoms.
We introduce the real quantities

R, = pabei"t +c.c, (SBI)
Ry = ipgpe” +c.c, (5.B.2)
R3 = paa — pop. (5.B.3)

These quantities are components of the vector R, given by
R = R;& + Ry&; + R3é;. (5.B4)

where &, &, and &; form a set of mutually perpendicular unit vectors.
Here, R; and R, represent the atom’s dipole moment, and R; is the
population difference between the levels |a) and |b).

It follows from Egs. (5.3.22), (5.3.23), and (5.3.30) that, in the

rotating-wave approximation, (with ¢ =0)

Ry =—AR, — Ry, (5.B.5)
T

, 1

R2 = ARl - ?Rz + QRR3, (5.B.6)
2

. 1

Ry = ——R; — QrR,, (5.B.7)

T,

where we have assumed y, =y, = 1/T, and y = 1/T,. The quantities
Ty and T, are called the longitudinal and the transverse relaxation
times, respectively, in analogy with the corresponding quantities in
the Bloch equations. Equations (5.B.5)—(5.B.7) are referred to as the
optical Bloch equations.

When Ty = T», these equations can be written in the following
compact form

R-——LRiRxQ (5.B.8)
T

where the effective field is given by
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Q = Qré; — A&;. (5.B9)

The time dependence of R, as given by Eq. (5.B.8), is well known
from classical mechanics. The vector R precesses clockwise about
the effective field Q with diminishing amplitude. The precessions for
resonance and slightly off resonance are depicted in Fig. 5.9. Physically
R pointing along & (R; = 1, Ry = R, = 0) represents a system in
its upper level, p,; = 1, ps» = 0. Similarly, R pointing along —&;
represents a system in its lower level.

5.C Quasimode laser physics based on the modes of
the universe®

Most laser theories, e.g., that of Section 5.5, describe the electromag-
netic field in terms of a discrete set of quasimodes of the laser cavity,
each of which has a finite quality factor Q. In the present section,
this theory is generalized for a laser with a cavity modeled by a semi-
transparent wall as one of the mirrors so that there are now many
modes of the ‘universe’ corresponding to each quasimode. Here we
show that the normal modes of the universe associated with a single
‘mode’ may, under proper conditions, lock together and the §-function
laser lineshape may be regained.

We consider the normal modes for a combined system of a laser
cavity coupled to the outside world. We represent the ‘universe’ by
a much larger cavity having perfectly reflecting walls. A simple one-
dimensional model which carries the essential features of such a com-
bined system is illustrated in Fig. 5.10. The mirrors at z = L and —L,
are completely reflective, while the one at z = 0 is semitransparent.
Region 1 corresponds to a laser cavity and region 2 to the rest of the
universe.

We represent a semitransparent mirror by a very thin plate with a
very large dielectric constant. As an idealization of such a mirror we
choose the dielectric constant around z = 0 to be

€(z) = eo[1 +1d(2)], (5.C.1)

where # is a parameter with the dimension of length which determines
the transparency of this plate.

The normal mode functions of this system can be obtained by
solving Maxwell’s equations with the proper boundary conditions (see
Problem 5.6). For those normal modes having frequency vi(= ck) close

* For further reading, see Lang, Scully and Lamb [1973].
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Fig. 5.9
Precession of Bloch

vector R about the A
effective field Q for €3
(a) A =0 and 4
(b) A #£0.

o<y

(b)

to a ‘resonant’ frequency vo(= ckg), the eigenfunctions of the entire
cavity are

My sink(z — L) (z > 0),

&esink(z + L) (z <0), (5.C2)

Uklz) = {

where & is a phase factor which alternates between 1 and —1 as k
increases from one value to the next. The coefficients My in (5.C.2) are
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Region 2 Region 1

NN

t~
o

[a)

~

@A @172
My =— {(Vk — o) + —] ,

> 1 (5.C3)

where € is the bandwidth associated with the mirror transparency and
is given by

% = 2c/n°k3L = 2c/A*L, (5.C.4)
with

A = nvo/c = nko, (5.C.5)
and the frequency vy of the nth quasimode is given by

vo = cko = (nm + 1/A)c/L. (5.C.6)

An arbitrary undriven field in the entire cavity can be expressed as
the positive frequency part of the field

EMP(z,0) = Z &0V Up(z)e™" = Z Er(Ui(z), (5.C.7)
k k
which is to be understood as a sum over modes of the large cavity,
i.e, ‘the universe’,
We now demonstrate that the semitransparency of the mirror leads
to a damping of free oscillations in the laser cavity. Let us assume
that, at t = 0, the laser cavity (region 1) contains a field of the form

EM(z2,0) = |&ole ™ sinko(z — L), (5.C.8)

whereas no field exists outside the cavity, ie., in region 2. The coeffi-
cients £¢(0) for this case are obtained by multiplying (5.C.8) by U(z)
defined in (5.C.2) and integrating over z. We find

Ex(t) = (|€o| My L/ Lg)e™xt+9), (5.C9)
Therefore at later times, ¢t > 0,
E(z,1) = (|60lL/Lo) Y MyUp(z)e™ 4+, (5.C.10)

k

Fig. 5.10

Leaky cavity
bounded by a perfect
mirror at z = L and
a semitransparent
mirror at z = 0. The
auxiliary cavity
which, along with the
leaky cavity,
constitutes the
universe, is bounded
by a perfect mirror
atz = _LO (LO - (X))
and the mirror at
z=0.
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The summation can be approximated by an integral if the frequency
separation between the normal modes is small compared to €. Carry-
ing out the integration over k in (5.C.10), the explicit form of E(z,1)
in the maser cavity turns out to be

E™M)(z,0) = |&| sinkg(z — L)extFe)=¢t/2, (5.C.11)

Equation (5.C.11) indicates that the field localized in the maser cavity
decays exponentially owing to leakage through the mirror at a rate
€/2.

Problems

5.1 Show that the Schrodinger equation (5.1.5) is invariant under
local gauge transformations (5.1.4), (5.1.6), and (5.1.7).

5.2 The finite lifetime of the atomic levels can be described by
adding phenomenological decay terms to the probability am-
plitude equations (5.2.12) and (5.2.13):

O

Cq= —%ca + ITRe_Kbcbs
Q.

&y = —%cb + ITRe"bca,

where y is the decay constant and w = v. For an atom initially
in the state |a), show that the inversion at time ¢ is

W(t) = e " cos(Qrt).
5.3 Find the solution of Eq. (5.B.8) (with Ty — 0):
R=RxQ
for R(0) = 0. Give a physical interpretation of this solution.
54 Show that, in general,
Tr(p®) < 1,

where the equality is valid only for a pure state.
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55

5.6

5.7

Consider a three-level atom interacting with a classical field
of frequency v. The transitions |a) — |b) and |b) — |c) are
allowed whereas the transition |a) — |c¢) is forbidden. It is
also assumed that w, — wp = wp — @, = v. Assuming the
atom to be initially in level |c), find the probabilities for the
atom to be in levels |a) and |c) after making the rotating-wave
approximation.

The electromagnetic field in the entire cavity (region 1 and
region 2 in Fig. 5.10) is governed by the Maxwell wave equa-
tion

2

0°E 0’E
Fr i Hoeo[1 + W‘S(Z)]ﬁ =0,

where E can be written as
E = Ui(z)e™.
(a) Find Ui(z) in the form (5.C.2) and prove that

M tan’kL + 1
&2 tan’kL + (AtankL — 1)’

where A is given by Eq. (5.C.5). Derive Eq. (5.C.3).
(b) Show that

L
m—my/ dzUi(z)Up(z)e(z) = 0,

~Lp

where €(z) = €[l + 5d(z)]. (Hint: see R. Lang, M.
O. Scully, and W. E. Lamb, Jr., Phys. Rev. A 7, 1788
(1973).)

The m = +1 level of Fig. 5.3 is weakly coupled to the y;(r)
level by the left-circular polarized light of Eq. (5.2.55) via
counter rotating terms. Note that in such a case (m = 0 to
m = +1) we normally rule out such coupling on the grounds
that right-circularly polarized light is needed for the m = 0 to
m = +1 transition.
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(a) Show that if we define

(b)

Ya(r) = Pu2i=1m=+1(T)
= n(x + iy)e />,

where 7 is the uninteresting constant [y/64ragao] !,
then

YV ap(t) = —eéa/dnp;(r)r - (Xcosvt — ysinvt)

/pt

wp(r)e'
— —((Oéaei(w"/b-’—v)t.

Show, by specific example, that the counter terms
associated with the |b) — |@') transitions, which go
like [wsp + v]~' can be much smaller than the usual
counter terms [wg + v]~!. Hint: consider a Rydberg
atom in which w,, = wsp = 10°Hz. If we now apply
a field of around 10* Gauss, we could arrange for the
Zeeman shifted w,, ~ 10°Hz while w,p, ~ 1019Hz.
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CHAPTER 6

Atom—field interaction —
quantum theory

In the preceding chapters concerning the interaction of a radiation field
with matter, we assumed the field to be classical. In many situations
this assumption is valid. There are, however, many instances where
a classical field fails to explain experimentally observed results and a
quantized description of the field is required. This is, for example, true
of spontaneous emission in an atomic system which was described
phenomenologically in Chapter 5. For a rigorous treatment of the
atomic level decay in free space, we need to consider the interaction
of the atom with the vacuum modes of the universe. Even in the
simplest system involving the interaction of a single-mode radiation
field with a single two-level atom, the predictions for the dynamics of
the atom are quite different in the semiclassical theory and the fully
quantum theory. In the absence of the decay process, the semiclassical
theory predicts Rabi oscillations for the atomic inversion whereas the
quantum theory predicts certain collapse and revival phenomena due
to the quantum aspects of the field. These interesting quantum field
theoretical predictions have been experimentally verified.

In this chapter we discuss the interaction of the quantized radiation
field with the two-level atomic system described by a Hamiltonian in
the dipole and the rotating-wave approximations. For a single-mode
field it reduces to a particularly simple form. This is a very interest-
ing Hamiltonian in quantum optics for several reasons. First, it can
be solved exactly for arbitrary coupling constants and exhibits some
true quantum dynamical effects such as collapse followed by periodic
revivals of the atomic inversion. Second, it provides the simplest il-
lustration of spontaneous emission and thus explains the effects of
various kinds of quantum statistics of the field in more complicated
systems such as a micromaser and a laser, which we shall study in
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later chapters. Third, and perhaps most importantly,” it has become
possible to realize it experimentally through the spectacular advances
in the development of high-Q microwave cavities.

The spontaneous decay of an atomic level is treated by considering
the interaction of the two-level atom with the modes of the universe in
the vacuum state. We examine the state of the field that is generated
in the process of emission of a quantum of energy equal to the energy
difference between the atomic levels. Such a state may be regarded as
a single-photon state.

6.1 Atom-field interaction Hamiltonian

The interaction of a radiation field E with a single-electron atom can be
described by the following Hamiltonian in the dipole approximation:

H =H 1+ Hr—er-E (6.1.1)

Here o4 and #F are the energies of the atom and the radiation field,
respectively, in the absence of the interaction, and r is the position
vector of the electron. In the dipole approximation, the field is assumed
to be uniform over the whole atom.

The energy of the free field #F is given in terms of the creation
and destruction operators by

1
Hp=Y hv <akak + 2) . (6.1.2)

k

We can express # 4 and er in terms of the atom transition operators
aij = [i){jl. (6.1.3)

As before {|i)} represents a complete set of atomic energy eigenstates,
ie, > ;|i){i| = 1. It then follows from the eigenvalue equation J#4i) =
E;|i) that

i i
Also
er = E eli)(ilr|j) U= E §1j0ij, (6.1.5)
ij
* Especially the micromaser of H. Walther and coworkers as discussed in Chapter 13. See also

the Physics Today article by Haroche and Kleppner [1989] which presents the physics of cavity
QED very nicely.
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where g;; = e(ilr|j) is the electric-dipole transition matrix element.
The electric field operator is evaluated in the dipole approximation at
the position of the point atom. It follows from Eq. (1.1.27) that, for
the atom at the origin, we have

E=) &&ac+ap), (6.1.6)
k

where &y = (v, /2€0V)"/2. Here, for simplicity, we have taken a linear
polarization basis and the polarization unit vectors to be real.

It now follows, on substituting for #p, # 4,er, and E from Egs.
(6.1.2), (6.1.4), (6.1.5), and (6.1.6) into Eq. (6.1.1), that

H = Zhvkalak + ZEio'ii +h Z ngaij(ak + aD, (6.1.7)
k i ik
where

gl = —@!;—“‘gﬁ. (6.1.8)

In Eq. (6.1.7), we have omitted the zero-point energy from the first
term. For the sake of simplicity, we will assume g;; to be real through-
out this chapter.

We now proceed to the case of a two-level atom. For g, = @54, We
write

g =g’ =g’ (6.19)
The following form of the Hamiltonian is obtained

H = hvajax + (Ea0aa + EpOnb)
k

+1> gi(0a + oba)ax + al). (6.1.10)
k

The second term in Eq. (6.1.10) can be rewritten as

1 1
E 04, + Epopp, = 5 hCO(O'aa — opp) + E(Ea + Eb), (6111)

where we use (E, — E;) = how and a4, + o5, = 1. The constant energy
term (E, + E;)/2 can be ignored. If we use the notation

Gz = 0gq — Obb = |a><a| - |b)<b|a (6112)
0+ =0 = |a)(b|, (6.1.13)
o_ = 0ps = |b){al, (6.1.14)

the Hamiltonian (6.1.10) takes the form
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H =" hala+ %ha}az +h> guloy+o_)ax+a). (6.1.15)
k k

It follows from the identity
o1, o] = oudji — ok, (6.1.16)

that ¢,,0_, and ¢, satisfy the spin-1/2 algebra of the Pauli matrices,
ie.,

[o-,04] = —0q, (6.1.17)
[6_,0:] =20_. (6.1.18)

In the matrix notation, 6_,g,, and o, are given by

00 01 1 0
a_=(10), a+=(00), az=(0_1). (6.1.19)

The g_ operator takes an atom in the upper state into the lower state
whereas o, takes an atom in the lower state into the upper state.

The interaction energy in Eq. (6.1.15) consists of four terms. The
term afo_ describes the process in which the atom is taken from the
upper state into the lower state and a photon of mode k is created.
The term axo describes the opposite process. The energy is conserved
in both the processes. The term ayo_ describes the process in which
the atom makes a transition from the upper to the lower level and a
photon is annihilated, resulting in the loss of approximately 2w in
energy. Similarly al‘;a+ results in the gain of 2hw. Dropping the energy
nonconserving terms corresponds to the rotating-wave approximation.
The resulting simplified Hamiltonian is

1
H = E hvkalak + Ehwaz +h E gk(oyax + ala_). (6.1.20)
k k

This form of the Hamiltonian describing the interaction of a single
two-level atom with a multi-mode field is the starting point of many
calculations in the field of quantum optics.

6.2 Interaction of a single two-level atom with a
single-mode field

It follows from Eq. (6.1.20) that the interaction of a single-mode
quantized field of frequency v with a single two-level atom is described
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by the Hamiltonian

H = Ho+ H), (6.2.1)
where
Hy=hvala+ % hwa, (6.2.2)
H1=hg(ora+ale ). (6.2.3)

Here we have removed the subscript from the coupling constant g.
The Hamiltonian, given by Egs. (6.2.1)—(6.2.3), describes the atom—field
interaction in the dipole and rotating-wave approximations. As we
show below, this important Hamiltonian of quantum optics provides
us with an exactly solvable example of the field-matter interaction.

It is convenient to work in the interaction picture. The Hamiltonian,
in the interaction picture, is given by

¥ = ot/ g e miH ot/ (6.2.4)
Using

¢*Be ™ = B+ a[A4,B] + ;—z'[A, [4,B]]+..., (6.2.5)
it can be readily seen that

ehalat goha'at o go=ivt (6.2.6)

e 2 7102 = g, o, (6.2.7)
Combining Eqgs. (6.2.1)(6.2.3), (6.2.4), (6.2.6), and (6.2.7), we have

V" = hig(oyae™ + a'o_e™), (6.2.8)

where A =w —v.

In this section, we present three different but equivalent methods
to solve for the evolution of the atom-field system described by the
Hamiltonian (6.2.1)-(6.2.3) based on the solutions of the probability
amplitudes, the Heisenberg field and atomic operators, and the unitary
time-evolution operator.

6.2.1 Probability amplitude method

We first proceed to solve the equation of motion for |p), ie.,

8
i %‘t’—) =¥ |y). (6.2.9)

At any time t, the state vector |y(t)) is a linear combination of the
states |a,n) and |b,n). Here |a,n) is the state in which the atom is in
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the excited state |a) and the field has n photons. A similar description
exists for the state |b,n). As we are using the interaction picture, we
use the slowly varying probability amplitudes c,, and cp,. The state
vector is therefore

[(0) = [can(t)la, n) + can(t)]b, n)]. (6.2.10)

The interaction energy (6.2.8) can only cause transitions between the
states |a,n) and |b,n + 1). We therefore consider the evolution of the
amplitudes ¢, , and c;,, 1. The equations of motion for the probability
amplitudes ¢,, and c;,,; are obtained by first substituting for |y(t))
and 7" from Egs. (6.2.10) and (6.2.8) in Eq. (6.2.9) and then projecting
the resulting equations onto {a,n| and (b, n+ 1|, respectively. We then
obtain

Can = —ig\n+ 1 €%cppi, (6.2.11)
Copp1 = —ig/n+1 ey, (6.2.12)

This coupled set of equations is very similar to that obtained in the
semiclassical treatment (cf. Egs. (5.2.12) and (5.2.13)). These equations
can be solved exactly subject to certain initial conditions. A general
solution for the probability amplitudes is

Can(t) = {ca,,,(O) [cos <ta) lﬁA; sin <Qz"t)]

_2igynt1 ‘g’“ Chni1(0) sin (%) }eiAf/Z, (6.2.13)

Cony1(t) = {Cbn+1(0) [cos (ta) + lﬁA; sin (%)]

2’g‘/" 1 (0)sin < 2t) }e_iA‘/z, (6.2.14)

where
Q2 = A2+ 4g%(n+1). (6.2.15)

If initially the atom is in the excited state |a) then c,,(0) = ¢4(0) and
¢y 1(0) = 0. Here c,(0) is the probability amplitude for the field alone.
We then obtain

Qt A (Qnt iAt/2
Can(t) = ca(0) [cos ( > ) “a sin (T)] eBve (6.2.16)

(028 nt1 VQ"“ sin ( %) b2, (6.2.17)

Cont1(t) = —C
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Fig. 6.1

Behavior of p(n), as
given by Eq. (6.2.18),
for an initially
coherent state. The
value of the various
parameters are
A=0, (n) =25, and
gt=1.
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These equations give us a complete solution of the problem. All the
physically relevant quantities relating to the quantized field and the
atom can be obtained from them.

The expressions |c,a(t)]* and |cpna(t)]> represent the probabilities
that, at time ¢, the field has n photons present and the atom is in levels
la) and |b), respectively. The probability p(n) that there are n photons
in the field at time ¢ is therefore obtained by taking the trace over the
atomic states, ie.,

p(n) = lcan(t) + coa(0)

Qut AN? Qut
— 2 n = 2 n
= pnr(0) {cos ( > )+<Qn) sin ( > )
492 Q,._
+pn_1,n_1(0>< gz") sin’ <-—15) (6.2.18)
Q2 2

where pn,(0) = |cq(0)? is the probability that there are n photons
present in the field at time ¢t = 0. In Fig. 6.1, we plot p(n) for an initial
coherent state

n,—{n
pu@) = 1) ne! . (6.2.19)

Another important quantity is the inversion W (t) which is related
to the probability amplitudes ¢, ,(t) and ¢, ,(t) by the expression

W(t) =" [lean(®)l* = leoa(t) ] . (6.2.20)

n
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-0.8 ]
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gt

On substituting for c,,(t) and cp,(r) from Egs. (6.2.16) and (6.2.17)
and making some rearrangements, we obtain

© 2 2
W) = ann(o) [%2— + %f“ cos(Qnt)] . (6.2.21)
n=0 n n

It is interesting to note that even for initial vacuum field (p,,(0) =
5"0)7

1

W)= g

{A2 +4g% cos [(A2 +4g%)'? t} } . (6222)
ie., the Rabi oscillations take place. This result is drastically different
from the predictions of the semiclassical theory of Chapter 5. In
the semiclassical theory, the atom in the excited state cannot make a
transition to the lower level in the absence of a driving field. In the fully
quantum mechanical treatment, the transition from the upper level to
the lower level in the vacuum becomes possible due to spontaneous
emission. Equation (6.2.22) is the simplest example of spontaneous
emission in which the spontaneously emitted photon contributes to the
single mode of the field considered. A detailed analysis of spontaneous
emission by an atom in free space due to the presence of infinitely
many vacuum modes will be discussed in the next section.

In Fig. 6.2, W(z) is plotted as a function of the normalized time t =
gt for an initial coherent state. The behavior of W (1) is quite different

Fig. 6.2

Time evolution of the
population inversion
W (t) for an initially
coherent state with
(ny=25and A=0.
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from the corresponding curve (Fig. 5.2) in the semiclassical theory.
In the present case the envelope of the sinusoidal Rabi oscillations
‘collapses’ to zero. However as time increases we encounter a ‘revival’
of the collapsed inversion. This behavior of collapse and revival of
inversion is repeated with increasing time, with the amplitude of
Rabi oscillations decreasing and the time duration in which revival
takes place increasing and ultimately overlapping with the earlier
revival.

The phenomena of collapse and revival can be physically under-
stood from Eq. (6.2.21). Each term in the summation represents
Rabi oscillations for a definite value of n. The photon distribu-
tion function p,,(0) determines the relative weight for each value
of n. At the initial time, t = 0, the atom is prepared in a defi-
nite state and therefore all the terms in the summation are corre-
lated. As time increases the Rabi oscillations associated with dif-
ferent excitations have different frequencies and therefore become
uncorrelated leading to a collapse of inversion. As time is further
increased, the correlation is restored and revival occurs. This behav-
ior continues and an infinite sequence of revivals is obtained. The
important thing is that revivals occur only because of the granular
structure of the photon distribution. Revival is thus a pure quan-
tum phenomenon. A continuous photon distribution (without zeros)
would give a collapse, as would a classical random field, but no
revivals.

Simple expressions for the times tg, t., and t, associated with the
sinusoidal Rabi oscillations, the collapse of these oscillations and their
revival, respectively, can be determined from Eq. (6.2.21) in the limit
(n) > 1. The time period tg of the Rabi oscillations is given by the
inverse of the Rabi frequency Q, at n = (n), ie.,

1 1

tR ~ % = AR (6.2.23)
As mentioned earlier, these Rabi oscillations continue until a collapse
time t., when the oscillations associated with different values of n
become uncorrelated. Now, for the Poisson distribution (6.2.19) for
the initial coherent field, the root-mean-square deviation in the photon
number An is equal to y/{n). An estimate of t. can therefore be
obtained from the condition

<Q<n>+\/® —Q,_ \m) fe~ 1. (6.2.24)
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Since {n) > /(n) in the limit (n) > 1, Eq. (6.2.24) yields
1

e Q(n>+\/® _Q<n>—\/m
1
[ (o vmn)] [ (-]
1/2
=§(1+ﬁn>) . (6.2.25)

Under the conditions of exact resonance, A = 0, the collapse time ¢, is
equal to 1/2g and is independent of the mean number of photons (n).
For nonzero detuning, t. decreases with increasing (n). The interval
between revivals, t,, can be found from the condition

(Qy — Qwy-1)t, = 2nm (m=1,2,...), (6.2.26)

ie., the revivals take place when the phases of oscillation of the
neighboring terms in Eq. (6.2.21) differ by an integral multiple of 2x.
Again, in the limit (n) > 1, we obtain

p o mm
T Quy — Q-
2> 2 1/2
~ 2V n) (1 + ﬁ—) , (6.2.27)
g 4g%(n)

where m is an integer. This shows that revivals take place at regular
intervals.

6.2.2 Heisenberg operator method

So far we have considered the problem of the interaction of a single-
mode quantized field with a single two-level atom in the interaction
picture. In the following we give the solution of the same problem in
the Heisenberg picture. In particular we solve the operator equations
for the atomic and field operators a(t) and o+(¢). These solutions may
be particularly useful in the calculation of the multi-time correlation
functions necessary in the study of the spectral properties of the field.

The Heisenberg equations for the operators a, o_, and o, are
obtained from the atom-field Hamiltonian (6.2.1)

1
a= %[a, H] = —iva—igo_, (6.2.28)
6_ = —iwo_ +igo;a, (6.2.29)
o, = 2ig(a'o_ — o a). (6.2.30)
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In order to facilitate a solution of these coupled operator equations
we define the following constants of motion:

N=da+o,0_, (6.2.31)
1
C= 5Aaz +gloya+da), (6.2.32)

ie., N and C commute with the Hamiltonian [N, #] = [C,#] = 0.
Here N is an operator that represents the total excitation in the
atom-field system, and C is an exchange constant.

We first derive an equation of motion for the atomic lowering
operator a_. It follows from Eq. (6.2.29) that

G_ = —iwé_ +ig(d,a+ 0,a)

= —iwé_ —2g%a’o_a—o,.a%) +vgo,a—glo_, (62.33)

where, in the second line, we substituted for ¢, and a from Egs. (6.2.30)
and (6.2.28), respectively. It is readily verified that

A
gz(aTa_a —ora})=—i <5 + C) G-

+ (vC — %AZ + %m) o_, (6.2.34)
go,a=—ié_ + wo_. (6.2.35)

On substituting these expressions in Eq. (6.2.33), we obtain the desired
equation for o :

§_ +2i(v —C)o_ 4+ (2vC —v*+g%o_=0. (6.2.36)
In a similar manner, we obtain
i+ 2i(v — Cla+(2vC —v? +g%a=0. (6.2.37)

These equations can be solved in a straightforward manner and the
resulting expressions for o_(t) and a(t) are

a_(t) = [o (0]

— ¢ ivteiCt [(cos kt +ic S8 ’“) o (0)— ig*® Kta(O)] ,
(6.2.38)

a(t) = e et Kcos Kt —iC Sir;'“) a(0) — ig > Kta_(O)] ,
(6.2.39)

where x is a constant operator
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A2 1/2
o= [ rew s 1)] , (6240)

which commutes with C, ie., [C,k] = 0. In deriving Egs. (6.2.38) and
(6.2.39), we used

A2
Cc?= = g°N, (6.2.41)
go.a=2Co_ + Ao_ —ga. (6.2.42)

Equations (6.2.38) and (6.2.39) provide a complete solution of the
problem involving interaction of a two-level atom with a single-mode
field in the Heisenberg picture. All quantities of interest can be ob-
tained from these solutions. For example, the expression for the inver-
sion W(t) (Eq. (6.2.21)) can be recovered from Eq. (6.2.38) via

W(t) = (a,alo(t)la,2),
=2{a, oo (o_(t)|a, o) — 1. (6.2.43)

Here we have assumed that the atom is intially in the excited state |a)
and the field is intially in the coherent state |a).

As mentioned earlier, a particular advantage of working in the
Heisenberg picture is that the evaluation of multi-time correlation
functions is straightforward. As an example, we can use Eq. (6.2.38)
to construct the dipole—dipole correlation function (Problem 6.5)

(@, dloy(t)o—(t + 1)@, 0)

«© 2n
— pivi—lap N [
=" ; .
1 iA
Q,_11/2)— in(Q,_17/2
X4Q% [cos( 17/2) 0 sin(€,_11/2)

x{(Qn + A)Z e—iQnT/Z + (Qn _ A)Z eiQ,,T/Z
+8g%(n+ 1) cos [Qu(t +21)/2]}, (6.2.44)

where Q, is given in Eq. (6.2.15).

6.2.3 Unitary time-evolution operator method

Another equivalent approach to deal with the problem of atom-field
interaction is through the unitary time-evolution operator. In many
problems where the evolution of the system is unitary, i.e., there is no
dissipation, this approach may prove to be the simplest.
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For the present problem of the interaction of a two-level atom with
a single-mode quantized radiation field, the unitary time-evolution
operation is given by

U(t) = exp(—i?'t/h), (6.2.45)

where the interaction picture Hamiltonian ¥, at exact resonance, is
given by (Eq. (6.2.8) with A = 0)

¥ = hg(oa+a'o). (6.2.46)
Here 0, = |a)(b| and a_ = |b)(al. It follows, on using
(ora+a'o_y* = (aa')’|a)(al + (a'a)’|b) (D], (62.47)

(04a+a'a_y**' = (aa%) ala) (b] + a'(aa)/|b)(al, (6.2.48)
that
U(t) = cos(gtv/ata+ 1)|a){al + cos(gt~/aTa)|b) (bl
_;Sin(gtyata+1) _ jqtSin(etyata+ 1)
i NorEs ala)(b| — ia Jaari |b)(al.

(6.2.49)

The wave vector at time ¢ in terms of the wave vector at time t = 0 is
simply given by
lw(t)) = U(t)|p(0)). (6.2.50)

As an example of the equivalence of this method with earlier
approaches we evaluate the probability amplitudes ¢, ,(t) and ¢p,41(t)
for an atom initially in the excited state |a) and the field as a linear
combination of number states, i.e.,

[9(0)) =) ca(0)la, n). (6.2.51)
n=0

On substituting for U(t) and |¢(0)) from Egs. (6.2.49) and (6.2.51),
respectively, in Eq. (6.2.50), we obtain

W(©) = Y enl0) [cos(gty+ ia,n)
n=0

—isin(ge/n + Db, n + 1>}. (6.2.52)

We thus have
Can(t) = (a,nyp(t)) = ca(0) cos(gt/n + 1), (6.2.53)
Chut1(t) = —ic,(0) sin(gt/n + 1), (6.2.54)

in full agreement with Eqgs. (6.2.16) and (6.2.17) for A = 0.
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6.3 Weisskopf—Wigner theory of spontaneous
emission between two atomic levels

In the previous section, we showed that an atom in the upper level
can make transitions back and forth to the lower state in time even
in the absence of an applied field. However, it is seen experimentally
that an atom in an excited state decays to the ground state with a
characteristic lifetime but it does not make back and forth transitions.
The atomic decay has been added into the atomic density matrix
equations (see Problem 5.2) phenomenologically. In our model of
spontaneous emission discussed in the previous section, the decay is
not included because we have considered only one mode of the field.
For a proper account of the atomic decay a continuum of modes,
corresponding to a quantization cavity which is infinite in extent,
needs to be included.

The interaction picture Hamiltonian, in the rotating-wave approxi-
mation, for this system is

V=1 [g(r)orae™ ™ +Hel, (6.3.1)
k

where gk(rg) = gk exp(—ik- 1), i.e., we have included the spatial depen-
dence explicitly. Here, ro is the location of the atom. The interaction
picture Hamiltonian is obtained following the same method as out-
lined in the beginning of Section 6.2. We assume that at time ¢t = 0 the
atom is in the excited state |a) and the field modes are in the vacuum
state |0). The state vector is therefore

(1) = ca(t)la, 0) + ) coxlb, 1), (6.3.2)
k

with
c(0) =1, ¢px(0)=0. (6.3.3)

We want to determine the state of the atom and the state of the

radiation field at some later time when the atom begins to emit

photons and we do so in the Weisskopf—Wigner approximation.
From the Schrddinger equation

. i
[p() = =27 (@), (6.3.4)
we get the equations of motion for the probability amplitudes ¢, and

Cb,ki
Ca(t) = —iz gr(0)e" @™ ey (t), (6.3.5)
K

Epx(t) = —igi(ro)e @™ ey(1). (6.3.6)
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In order to get an equation that involves ¢, only, we first integrate
Eq. (6.3.6),

coalt) = —igu(to) / dte O e (1), 63.7)

On substituting this expression of ¢pk(t) into Eq. (6.3.5), we obtain
() = = 3 laxteo) / de N0 ¢ (), (638)

This is still an exact equation. We have replaced two linear differential
equations by one linear differential-integral equation. Next we make
some approximations.

Assuming that the modes of the field are closely spaced in frequency,
we can replace the summation over k by an integral:

2n n o
P L / do / d0sin 0 / dki2, (6.3.9)
X @n)* Jo 0 0
where V is the quantization volume. It follows from Eq. (6.1.8) that
Bu(r0)® = 9% cos” 6, (63.10)

where 6 is the angle between the atomic dipole moment g, and the
electric field polarization vector &x. Equation (6.3.8) therefore becomes

N . 4<§O§b 1 i(o—vi)(t—t)
Ca(t)— m/ deVk/ dt'e Ca(t) (6311)

where integrations over 6 and ¢ have been carried out and we have
used k = vx/c. In the emission spectrum, the intensity of light asso-
ciated with the emitted radiation is going to be centered about the
atomic transition frequency w. The quantity v} varies little around
vx = o for which the time integral in Eq. (6.3.11) is not negligible. We
can therefore replace v; by »* and the lower limit in the v, integration
by —oo. The integral

/ dve @) — 275(¢ — 1), (6.3.12)

yields the following equation for c,(t), in the Weisskopf—~Wigner ap-
proximation:

eq(t) = —gca(t), (6.3.13)

where the decay constant

1 40 goab
47reo 3hc3

(6.3.14)
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A solution of Eq. (6.3.13) gives
Paa = lea(D)? = exp(=T), (63.15)

ie., an atom in the excited state |a) in vacuum decays exponentially
in time with the lifetime t = 1/I.

During the process of spontaneous emission, the atom emits a
quantum of energy equal to E, — E, = hv. We now calculate the state
of the field emitted during the spontaneous emission process.

We first calculate the coefficient cpx(t). Substituting the solution for
¢q(t) into Eq. (6.3.7) we find

t
cpk(t) = —igk(ro)/ dt e~ o—w)f =T /2
0

1— e—i(w—vk)t—Ft/Z
= gk(ro) [ ]

h e F T2 (6.3.16)

so that
lp(t)) = e"?|a,0)
i(o—v)t—Tt/2

ik, | L= €OTWTTYE
+lb>§gke [(vk_w)+il—~/2]|1k>. (63.17)

Upon introducing the field state

—lk )

[70) ng —orra (63.18)

for times long compared to the radiative decay t > I'"! we have |p) —
|b)|y0). Here the index ‘0" in |yo) reminds us that this state corresponds
to an atom located at position ry. This is a linear superposition of the
single-photon states with different wave vectors associated with them.
The first-order correlation function GU(r,r;t,t) for large times is
given by
G rs1,1) = (WlE7 (6, 0EW (e, Dlw)
= (ol EC(5, )EX(, Dl yo)
= (3lEC(x,1)|0) (0| E(r, 1) y0)- (6.3.19)

Here a complete set of states is inserted and since only the vacuum
state survives while the other states lead to zero, we keep the vacuum
state only. We have also assumed, that the field is linearly polar-
ized, say along the x-axis. As discussed in Section 4.2, GV(r,r;t,1) is
proportional to the probability of registering a photon at time ¢ by
a photodetector located at the position r. According to Eq. (6.3.19),
GY(r,r;t,t) = |(OJEM)(r, t)|yo)|?. Thus the function

¥y(r, 1) = (O E(x, 1) y0) (6.3.20)
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can be interpreted as a kind of wave function for a photon. This is
in analogy with the corresponding wave function for particles (see
Section 1.5).

From the definitions of E(Y(r, t) and |yo) (Egs. (1.1.30) and (6.3.18)),
we find

<0|E<+’(r £)ly0) =

—ik-To
0 /2, vtk €
\/ 26‘ vV Z 0wy axee 8k (vk a))+ll“/2 L)

kK’

h 12, =it k(1) 1
=/ ivgt ik (r—r (6321
2eoV ;”") gxe e i—w iz 632

We now evaluate this function by first converting the sum into an
integral via Eq. (6.3.9). We however do not include the factor 2 from
there as the field is assumed to be polarized along the x-axis. The ¢-
and 8-integrations can be carried out by choosing a coordinate system
in which the vector r — ry points along the z-axis, the atomic dipole
moment forms an angle # with the z-axis in the x-z plane, and the
wave vector k has components

k = k(sinf cos ¢ X + sin 0 sin ¢ J + cos 6 2). (6.3.22)

The resulting expression for (0|E(r, 1)|y,) is™

icpqpsiny
0 E(+ t [
< | (r )h)o> 87[26 Ar
N / % dhk? (87 — g=kar) e ™
0 (% —w)+il/2’
(6.3.23)

where Ar = |r — rp|. In the above integral the term exp[—i(kAr + wi1)]
represents an incoming wave and we will therefore neglect it. As in
the Weisskopf—Wigner theory of spontaneous emission, we assume
that the quantity v varies little around v, = » and therefore can be
replaced by w? and the lower limit of integration can be extended to
—oo. Making these approximations we are left with the integral

o0 e—ivkt+ivar/c
[
e (k—w)+il/2

This integral is evaluated by using the contour method (see Fig. 6.3).
For t < Ar/c, the contour lies in the upper half plane and if t > Ar/c,
in the lower half-plane. On performing the integration, we find that

* Equation (6.3.23) can be derived in a more complete and rigorous way using the method in
Appendix 10.A.
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> > Rek
A o a
OLEDE i) = 220 <t — —’) (=)o (6.324)
Ar c
where O is a unit step function and
2 .
g0 = L P S0N (6.3.25)

dmegc?Ar -

We then find that

&2 -
GO, r;t,1) = |r|_°r|0|2® <t — “Tm) e TEIr—r0l/9) - (6.3.26)

Here the step function is a manifestation of the fact that the signal
cannot move faster than the speed of light.

6.4 Two-photon cascades

In this section we consider the spontaneous emission in a three-level
atom in cascade configuration, as shown in Fig. 6.4. The atom in
upper state |a) emits a k photon of frequency v, and decays to state

Fig. 6.3

Contours used for
evaluating the
integral in

Eq. (6.3.23): Cy if
t <Ar/c and G, if
t> Ar/c.
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Fig. 6.4

Level scheme for
atomic decay due to
spontaneous emission
in a three-level atom
n cascade
configuration,

lc)

|b) which decays to ground state |c), via emission of a q photon of
frequency v,4. The interaction picture Hamiltonian for the system is

728 sl 4 ]
k

+hY [gi,q(ro)of)aqei("”’f‘”q” + H.c.} , (6.4.1)
q
where o) = |a)(b], o = [b)(c|, and gox(ro) and gy4(ro) are the

appropriate coupling constants for |a) — |b) and |b) — |c) transitions,
respectively.
The state of the atom—field system is now described by

(1)) = ca(t)]a,0) + > coxlbs i) + Y cexale; lis 1g). (6.4.2)
k k.q

As in Section 6.3, the probability amplitudes c,, cpx, and ¢ xq Obey
the equations of motion

o= _iZ g;k(ro)cb,ke"(“’“”_"")’, (6.4.3)
K
Eok = —igax(ro)cae @ —j Z g;,q(ro)cc,k,qei(“”’f_“q)’, (6.4.4)
q
Cekq = —ighq(fo)cpxe @0, (6.4.5)

Following the lead of Section 6.3, we recognize that, in the Weisskopf—
Wigner approximation,

—i Z gax(ro)cppe @™ = ——Lep, (6.4.6)
k
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where T, is the atomic decay rate from state |a) to state |b). Further-
more, it is clear that the second term in Eq. (6.4.4) represents decay
from |b) to |c) and we may write

. . (ope— Iy
—1)  ha(Fo)cerge ™ = —ep, (6.47)

q

where T}, is the decay rate from state |b) to state |c). Upon inserting
Egs. (6.4.6) and (6.4.7) into (6.4.3)-(6.4.5), we obtain the useful final
form for the atom—field equations of motion

r
to= —7“ca, (6.4.8)

i a r
o = —igax(ro)e B THITE — Ry, (6.4.9)
Cekq = —igbq(Fo)coxe @), (6.4.10)

where we have substituted exp(—I,;t/2) for ¢,(t) in the first term of
Eq. (6.4.9).

We are most interested in the state of the field for times ¢ > T}
and Fb—l, ie., we want to know cckq(c0) as cg(c0) and cpx(oc) tend to
Zero.

It follows, on carrying out the simple integration implied by Eq.
(6.4.9), that

cox(t) = —lgak(ro)/ dt e~ @a— )l ~Tat /2 = Ti(t=1)/2

z(vk—wab)t Tat/2 _ e—Fbt/Z

= _iga’k(r())i(vk o) = ITa =Ty (6.4.11)

This expression for ¢,x(t) can now be substituted into Eq. (6.4.10), and
the resulting equation can be integrated to yield the following long
time limit of ¢k q(t):

—i(k+q)To

Cek,q(0) = gaxgraqe -
KAl = BakBha i — wap) — J(Ta—T)

1 1

iV + Vg — o) — 300 i(vg — 0pe) — 3T

—Zak gb e~ i(k+q) o
[l(Vk +vg— Wac)— a] [l(vq Whe)—> 1—‘b]

(6.4.12)

As in the long time limit, both ¢,(¢) and cpx(t) are zero, we insert
Cckgq(00), as given by Eq. (6.4.12), into Eq. (6.4.2) and find that the
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state of the radiation field is given by

_ —i(k+q)-ro
gakgb e
9 1 51 9
9 = Z[n(vk+vq — W) — AT [i(vg— a»bc)——rb]' k1o

(6.4.13)

where |y, ¢) represents the two-photon state.

We shall make detailed use of this result in Chapter 21 when we
utilize two-photon correlation functions in order to gain insight into
the foundations of quantum mechanics.

6.5 Excitation probabilities for single and double
photoexcitation events

In Section 4.2 we presented heuristic arguments to show that the
photodetection probability is governed by the normally ordered field
correlation functions. Here we derive the excitation probability for
single and double photoelectron events using the atom—field interaction
formalism developed in this chapter.”

Consider the interaction of linearly polarized light, described by the
field operators E((r, t) and EC)(r, t), with an atomic system consisting
of a lower level |b) and a set of excited levels |a;) (Fig. 6.5). We assume
that the atom is initially in state |b) and the field is in state |i). The
interaction picture Hamiltonian, in the rotating-wave approximation,
is

V' == PapoapE(r,1) expliot) + He. (6.5.1)
j
The state of the atom-field system at time t is given by
lp(t)) = Ur(t)1w(0))

i ! ’ ’ .
~ [1—5/0 dt“//(t)] 1b) ® |i). (6.5.2)

The probability of exciting the atom to level |a;) is found by
calculating the expectation value of the projection operator |a;)(a;|, i.e.,

Pi(t) = (w(t)la;){a;lp(1))

80;,/ dtldtzexp[lwal(tl—tz)](l|E( (r,t2) EF(x, 11)i),
0

(6.53)

where we substitute for |y(t)) from Eq. (6.5.2). If we want only the
probability of excitation, we should sum over all excited levels |a;).

* For an excellent treatment see the Les Houches lectures of Glauber [1965].



214 Atom—field interaction — quantum theory

- Fig. 6.5
i Level scheme for
* photodetection. The
atom makes a
) transition from state
aj > [b) to the manifold of

excited states [a;).

| b)

If goﬁjb is largely independent of j, we can take goi_b ~ o°. Hence,
for a broad-band detector the summation over j of the function
explicg,(t; — t2)] introduces an effective (t; — ;) function and we
obtain

P(1)=3_ P
J

t
= [ aniE @ E w0, (654)
0
where « is a constant. For mixed states, Eq. (6.5.4) becomes
t
P(t)=«k / dt\Tr [pEC(r, t)ED(r, 1)] . (6.5.5)
0

Next, we consider atoms at the points r; and r, and find the joint-
count probability P> of double photoexcitation, ie, we want the
expectation value of the photoexcitation operator

> lag)ay]
J

o

for both atoms, i.e., « = 1 and 2. Similarly to Eq. (6.5.5), we obtain

t t
P, = K’/ dtl / dtz
0 0

xTr [pE(_)(l'l, tl)E(_)(rz, tz)E(+)(l‘2, tz)E(+)(l‘1, tl)] .
(6.5.6)

Thus Py, is governed by the second-order correlation function of the
field operators.
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Fig. 6.6

Radiative decay of
two closely lying
levels [a) and [a') to
a common level |b).

@)

b)

Problems

6.1

6.2

6.3

A model sometimes considered to study the atom-field
coupling in a lossless cavity is represented by the Hamiltonian

H =hva'a+ hwo, + g [a+a(aTa)1/2 + (a*a)l/za’ta_} ,

in the usual notation. Note that the coupling is intensity
dependent. Calculate the atomic inversion and discuss its
evolution in terms of the various time scales, i.c., Rabi flopping
time, the collapse time, and the revival time, for (a) an initial
coherent state of the field and (b) an initial thermal state of
the field. Note that the infinite series in the expression for
inversion can be summed exactly in this case.

Calculate the population inversion for a two-level atom in-
teracting with a single-mode quantized radiation field in the
dipole and rotating-wave approximations for arbitrary time ¢
when, at t = 0, the field is in a coherent state |«), and the
atomic state is [()aom = (|a) + e7|b))//2 (la) and |b) are
the upper and lower levels, respectively). Discuss the condi-
tions under which the populations in the two levels remain
‘trapped’.

Consider the atomic system shown in Fig. 6.6 with two closely
spaced upper levels |a) and |a’) and a lower level |b). The
selection rules and the energy spacing of levels |a) and |a)
is such that they interact with the same vacuum modes. The
interaction of this system with a multi-mode vacuum field is
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described by the interaction picture Hamiltonian,
¥ = hZ |2l b) (ale™ e
+g(a b) ak|b> <al|e—i(warb—vk)tj|
+ He.
Here af is the creation operator for the mode with wave
vector k, and wy = w; — wp, Wgp = Wy — wp. Derive the
amplitude equations of motion for the three levels and show
that quantum interference effects arise due to the sharing of
common vacuum modes by the upper two levels.
Hint: see Zhu, Narducci, and Scully, Phys. Rev. A 52, 6
(1995).
6.4 If C = Ao, +g(0ra+a'o_) and N = a'a+a,0_, show that
A2
C*=— +g¢°N.
4
6.5 Prove Eq. (6.2.44).
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CHAPTER 7

Lasing without inversion
and other effects of
atomic coherence and
interference

Quantum coherence and correlations in atomic and radiation physics
have led to many interesting and unexpected consequences. For ex-
ample, an atomic ensemble prepared in a coherent superposition of
states yields the Hanle effect, quantum beats, photon echo, self-induced
transparency, and coherent Raman beats.” In fact, in Section 1.4, we
saw that the quantum beat effect provides one of the most compelling
reasons for quantizing the radiation field.

A further interesting consequence of preparing an atomic system
in a coherent superposition of states is that, under certain conditions,
it is possible for atomic coherence to cancel absorption. Such atomic
states are called trapping states.t The observation of nonabsorbing
resonances via atomic coherence and interference impacts on the con-
cepts of lasing without inversion (LWI),} enhancement of the index
of refraction accompanied by vanishing absorption, and electromag-
netically induced transparency.

In lasing without inversion, the essential idea is the absorption
cancellation by atomic coherence and interference. This phenomenon
is also the essence of electromagnetically induced transparency. Usually
this is accomplished in three-level atomic systems in which there are
two coherent routes for absorption that can destructively interfere,
thus leading to the cancellation of absorption. A small population in
the excited state can thus lead to net gain. A related phenomenon is

* The original treatments of self-induced transparency, McCall and Hahn [1969] and coherent
transient phenomena such as coherent Raman beats, Brewer and Hahn [1973] are in the spirit
of the present chapter and are recommended reading.

t For an excellent review of coherent population trapping, see Arimondo [1996].

1 Although the LWI possibility was noted many years ago, Hansch and Toschek [1970], Popov,
Popov, and Ravtian [1970], and Arkhpkin and Heller [1983]; it has only recently been seri-
ously pursued, see e.g. Kocharovskaya and Khanin [1988], Harris [1989],and Scully, Zhu, and
Gavrielides [1989]. Proof of principle experiments now exist which clearly demonstrate the
validity of the idea.
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Fig. 7.1

Schematic illustration
of Hanle’s
experiment and
atomic level scheme.

M=t ——
0 —
-1

N
<«
U

that of resonantly enhanced refractive index without absorption in an
ensemble of phase-coherent atoms (phaseonium). In a phaseonium gas
with no population in the excited level, the absorption cancellation
always coincides with vanishing refractivity. However, upon providing
a small fraction of atoms in the excited state, absorption vanishes
slightly off resonance, where the real part of the susceptibility has a
substantial value. This gives rise to the possibility of high refractivity
in a nonabsorbing medium.

In this chapter, we discuss these novel phenomena wherein the
influence of the atomic coherence is clearly evident.

7.1 The Hanle effect

The experiment of Hanle provides one of the clearest and oldest
demonstrations of a situation in which atomic coherence plays an
important role. An ensemble of atoms, situated in a weak magnetic
field, is illuminated with a pulse of X-polarized light. The polarization
of the light reradiated in the 2-direction is then detected. For a small
magnetic field it is found that the reradiated light can be polarized in
the jy-direction, as depicted in Fig. 7.1.

To understand how atoms excited by X-polarized light reradiate
y-polarized light, we must calculate the dipole moment induced by the
incident radiation. If we take an atom initially in the ground state

lp(0)) = |0}, (7.1.1)
later in time the electric field

E(r,t) = %8¢ cos(ky — vt), (7.1.2)
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induces transitions to the m = 41 levels and the wave function be-
comes

(1)) = 4 explio1)|+) + c—explio_t)|—) + col0).  (7.1.3)
The atomic frequencies w4 are given by
wr =VvitA (7.1.4)

where A is the splitting of the levels due to the magnetic field. The
atomic dipole is then

(P(t)) = e{p(D)I(xX + y + z2)ly(?))
= pi[Xcos(v + A)t + Jsin(v + A)t]
+p_[&cos(v — A)t — §sin(v — A)], (7.1.5)

where p4 is the polarization associated with pyo = cycj and
p+ = e(£[x[0)(p+0 + c.c.). (7.1.6)

Let us proceed by studying the reasonable case where p,. = p_ = p.
Then Eq. (7.1.5) becomes

(P(t)) = pcosvi(x cos At + § sin At). (7.1.7)

This atomic dipole leads to a radiated field whose fluorescence and
polarization is an interesting function of time. According to Eq. (7.1.7),
if we now place a detector at a point x = xo on the x-axis, no scattered
radiation will be detected if the applied magnetic field H, and therefore
A, is equal to zero. For finite A, however, there will be a modulated
field radiation along the X-axis whose time dependence is given by

Escatt = & cOs v sin At. (7.1.8)

The reason for this modulated field is coherence induced between
levels |[+) and |—). Note that this is characterized by nonvanishing
p+. In general, we say that atomic coherence exists when the density
matrix has off-diagonal elements.

7.2 Coherent trapping — dark states

An interesting phenomenon in which a coherent superposition of
atomic states is responsible for a novel effect is coherent trapping.
If an atom is prepared in a coherent superposition of states, it is
possible to cancel absorption or emission under certain conditions.
These atoms are then effectively transparent to the incident field even
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Fig. 7.2

Three-level atom in
the A configuration
mteracting with two
fields of frequencies
¥y and V.

|a)

Y V)

b) €)

in the presence of resonant transitions. In this section, we discuss the
effect of coherent trapping in three-level atomic systems.

Coherent superpositions of atomic states in three-level atoms have
many interesting applications. These include lasing without inversion
and refractive index enhancement in a nonabsorbing medium as dis-
cussed later in this chapter. Further applications include quantum
beats (see Section 1.4) and the correlated spontaneous emission laser
(Chapter 14).

We consider coherent trapping in a three-level atom interacting with
two fields of frequencies v; and v, as shown in Fig. 7.2. We assume
the atom to be in the so-called A configuration in which two lower
levels |b) and |c) are coupled to a single upper level |a). Other possible
three-level schemes include V' and cascade configurations.

The Hamiltonian for the system, in the rotating-wave approxima-
tion, is obtained by a suitable generalization of the Hamiltonian for
a two-level atom interacting with a single-mode field (Egs. (5.2.3)-
(5.2.5)) to the present problem of a three-level atom interacting with
a two-mode field:

H =Ko+ H, (7.2.1)
where
Ho = hogla){al + hawy|b) (b + hw.|c){c|, (7.2.2)
Ay = —g(QRle“i"" e~ ™a)(b| + Qroe~*2¢7"*|a)(c|) + H.c.
(7.2.3)

Here Qg; exp(—i¢;) and Qg; exp(—i¢) are the complex Rabi frequen-
cies associated with the coupling of the field modes of frequencies v;
and v; to the atomic transitions |a) — |b) and |a) — |c), respectively.
We have assumed that only |a) — |b) and |a) — |c) transitions are
dipole allowed.
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The atomic wave function can be written in the form
() = ca(t)e ™™ |a) + cp(t)e ™' |b) + cc(t)e ™! [c).  (7.24)

The equations of motion for the probability amplitudes c,(t), cs(?),
and c,(t) can be derived from the Schrodinger equation ifi|(p) = H#|y)
to be

s = %(gmﬂf’lcb + Qroe~%2¢,), (7.2.5)
PO i i1

Cp = EQRle Ca, (726)
b = %QRzei"’zca, (1.27)

where we have assumed the fields to be resonant with the {a) — |b)
and the |a) — |c) transitions respectively, i.e., W, = vi and Wy = vs.

We now assume the initial atomic state to be a superposition of the
two lower levels |b) and |c)

[w(0)) = cos(8/2)|b) + sin(6/2)e"|c). (7.2.8)
A solution of Eqs. (7.2.5)-(7.2.7) subject to the initial condition (7.2.8)
is given by

isin(Qt/2)

o [Qrie ™ cos(8/2) + Qrae 4% 5in(6/2)],

(1.2.9)

Calt) =

ep(t) = é{[ﬂ%u + Q, cos(Qt/2)] cos(6/2)
—2QR1Qr2e 91 ~*7¥) 5in’(Qt /4) sin(0/2)}, (7.2.10)
c(t) = é {—2Qr;Qroe~"*=%) 5in?(Qt/4) cos(0/2)
+[Q%; + Q%, cos(Qt/2)]e ¥ sin(0/2)} (7.2.11)

with Q = (Q%; + Q%,)"/2. It is evident that coherent trapping occurs
for

QRI = QRZ, 0= 1'C/2, ¢1 — ¢2 — Y= + n. (7212)
Under these conditions
c,(t) =0, (7.2.13a)
1
—=> 7.2.13b
NG ( )

c(t) = %e"'"’, (7.2.13¢c)

ie., the population is trapped in the lower states and there is no

cp(t) =
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absorption even in the presence of the field. In the present three-
level atom, coherent trapping occurs due to the destructive quantum
interference between the two transitions.

Finally we note that there is an interesting outgrowth of coherent
population trapping (CPT) from adiabatically turning the field in
Eq. (7.2.3) on and off. That is, if we consider the case in which we
start with the atom in state |b) and Qg; = 0 with Qg; finite and then
proceed to turn Qg off while slowly turning Qg; on, we will end up
with the atom in the state |c). This is made clear by realizing that the
atom is in the time-dependent trapping state

Qra(t)e™2|b) — Qri(t)e™!|c)

l(t)) =
V Qx + Qk,

see Problem 7.2.

In this section, we discussed the case in which the atom is initially
placed into the non-absorbing state. The interesting aspect of CPT is
that it can occur even if the atom is not in a dark state at t = 0. In
fact, the atom can be forced into this state by, e.g., continued action of
EM fields and spontaneous emission (similar to the optical pumping
mechanism) via adiabatic population transfer. An example of such a
case is given in the following section.

(7.2.14)

7.3 Electromagnetically induced transparency

In the previous section, we discussed the phenomena of coherent pop-
ulation trapping via a three-level system in which the lower levels
are prepared in a coherent superposition state. In this section, we
discuss another related phenomenon, the electromagnetically induced
transparency (EIT) of Harris and co-workers, in which quantum inter-
ference is introduced by driving the upper two levels of a three-level
atomic system with a strong coherent field; see Fig. 7.3. Under appro-
priate conditions, the medium becomes effectively transparent (zero
absorption) for a probe field.

We consider a closed three-level system as shown in Fig. 7.3. The
levels |a) and |b) are coupled by a probe field of amplitude & and
frequency v, whose dispersion and absorption we are interested in.
The upper level |a) is coupled to level |c) by a strong coherent field
of frequency v,, having complex Rabi frequency €, exp(—i¢,). The
off-diagonal decay rates for pap, pac, and p.p are denoted by 71, y2, and
y3, respectively. )
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The interaction Hamiltonian for the atom and the two fields is
again given by Eqgs. (7.2.1)—(7.2.3), but with the substitutions
QRle-—id)le-—ivlt _ @abge-—ivt, QRze-—id)ze—ivzt _ Qﬂe“i""‘e“iv"‘
h ’ ’
(7.3.1)

The equations of motion for the density matrix elements p,y and pe
are given by

. . i P _;
pab = —(iwa +71)Pab — 5 Q“Tbe (Paa — Pob)
+ 5 Qe e g, (7.3.2)
. : i pavé Loy oituni
Pecb = _(lwcb + ?3)Pcb_§ paTbe ’thm+-2—Q”e’¢ue v”tpab’ (733)

. i T
Pac = _(lwac + yZ)pac - Egue l¢”e W”t(paa - pcc)

+ %soaTb@@e_m Phe. (7.3.4)
As seen earlier, the dispersion and absorption are determined by pzlb),
i.., we only need to calculate the polarization to lowest order in &.
However, the coherent field coupling the levels |a) and |c) is large
and we must treat this part of the problem exactly, keeping Q, to all
orders.
As the atoms are initially in the ground level |b),

P =1, p% = pl@ = pl% =0. (7.3.5)

Fig. 7.3
Three-level atomic
system for
electromagnetically
induced
transparency.
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On substituting these values of the matrix elements into Egs. (7.3.2)
and (7.3.3), and making the substitutions

Pab = f)abe“m, (7.3.6)
Pecb = ,bcbe_i(v+wca)ta (737)

we obtain the following coupled set of equations:

- e ipwE A
Do =1 + 8P + 5 P2 + 20,6 P, (7.3.8)
. L P

Peb = —(y3 +iA)pep + ‘2‘Q,uel¢“,0ab, (7.3.9)

where A = wy, — v is the detuning of the probe field and we have
assumed v, = wg.

This set of equations can be solved, for example, by first writing in
the matrix form,

R=—MR + 4, (7.3.10)
with
_ [ Pav [ n+iA —iQueit _Tipawé€/2h
R‘[r)cJ’ M—[_%Quem n+ia AT 00 )
(7.3.11)
and then integrating
t
R(t) = / e M=0 gt
= M4, (7.3.12)
This yields
H a & —ivt iA
part) = = P73 1) (7.3.13)

2h[(y1 + iA)(y3 +iA) + Q2/4)

The relation 2 = €&, together with the definition (54.18) of the
complex polarization, gives the following expression of the real and
imaginary parts of the complex susceptibility y = y' + ix":

Na a ZA
/=—th_;|—[%(yl+7’3)+(A2_?1V3—Q,2‘/4)], (7.3.14)
N, pa |
1= eOSZzb [A%01 +73) = 73(A" —yip3 — Q2/4)], (1.3.15)

where N, is the atom number density and

Z = (A —y1y3 — Q2/4 + A¥(y1 +73)%. (7.3.16)
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It is clear from Egs. (54.23) and (5.4.24) that ¥’ and ¥ are related to
dispersion and absorption, respectively. A more detailed discussion is
given in Section 7.5 below.

In Fig. 7.4 the susceptibilities y# and x” are plotted versus the
detuning A in units of the atomic decay yi, for Q, = 2y; and y; >> 73
(73 = 107%y;). It is seen that, at zero detuning, A = 0, both y/ and
¥’ are equal to zero, ie, the absorption is almost zero where the
index of refraction is unity. Thus the medium becomes transparent
under the action of the strong coherent field. This is an example of
electromagnetically induced transparency.

We note that on resonance, ¥’ = 0 and y” is proportional to y3. Since
the last quantity represents the relaxation rate of the dipole-forbidden
transition, it can be made very small. The physical origin of EIT can
be understood in terms of the dark states discussed in the last section.
There is, however, a remarkable difference. In the previous section, the
atom was assumed to be prepared initially in the dark state. In the
example of EIT, however, the atom is pumped into the dark state by
the combined action of the strong pump and weak probe. There exist
two possible mechanisms for such pumping. The first is equivalent

Fig. 7.4

Real (solid line) and
imaginary (dashed
line) parts of the
linear susceptiblity
(in arbitrary units) as
a function of
normalized detuning
A/
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Fig. 7.5

Time scales for the
establishment of EIT
in a strongly driven
A system with a
weak probe. Plotted
is the polarization of
the probe transition
(solid line) in
arbitrary units as a
function of time in
units of atomic decay
rate. All population
is initially in the
ground state of the
probe transition, and
the coupling laser is
on for all times.

(a) Sudden turn-on
(step-function) of the
probe leads to optical
pumping effect on a
time scale given by
the atomic decay
rate. (b) Slow
turn-on of probe
(dashed line) leads to
adiabatic following
of atom, and EIT is
established when
probe is on at

t = 02y~!. The Rabi
frequency of the
drive is Q = 200y.

(c) For same
conditions but
weaker drive,

Q =100y,
adiabaticity is not
perfect, and some
population is left in
absorbing state after
probe is on. Optical
pumping of this
remaining population
creates absorption
after t = 0.2y71,

Pap(t)
Pap(t)

— o

03 i 13 0% B3 o7
ty ty
(@) b

p ab (t)

to ordinary optical pumping into the trapped state. In this case, EIT
is induced in an atom in a time of the order of a radiative lifetime,
since this is the time for an excited atom to decay to the uncoupled
(“trapped”) state. This is indeed the case if we have a step function
turn-on of the coupling field (between a and c) and the probe field.
Then, from Fig. 7.5, we see that p,,, which governs the absorption,
decays in a few radiative lifetimes. But if we turn on the field slowly
(as compared to the Rabi period of the coupling laser, Qg» of Eq.
(7.2.14)) then the atomic state can be induced into the time-dependent
trapping state (7.2.14) in a time of order Qg}, as is shown in Fig.
7.5(b). Thus, we see that for large enough Qg,, the radiative decay
time does not enter the problem.

However, we see in Fig. 7.5(c) that, even for Qg, ~ 100y, we are
not completely in the EIT region. We have instead a situation which
is “EIT-like” for short times t ~ 271 but for longer times, radiative
decay times dominate.”

* Figures courtesy of U. Rathe.
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7.4 Lasing without inversion

B b

Having seen that a coherent superposition of a ground state doublet
can cancel absorption, one is led to ask whether it might be possible
to achieve lasing even when there are more atoms in the ground state
doublet than in the excited |a) state. That is, it is generally the case
(as seen in Section 5.5) that a laser requires population inversion in
order to overcome the absorption from the lower level. But what if
we can arrange things (ie., ‘phase’ atoms) such that the absorption is
canceled? Can we then lase without inversion? The answer is ‘Yes’.
In this section, we present the analysis of such problems in which
lasing without inversion can be achieved using a coherently prepared
three-level atomic system (see Fig. 7.6). To that end, we proceed by
first presenting a very simple discussion of the physics behind lasing
without inversion (LWI), and then proceed toward a more rigorous
treatment of the problem.

7.4.1 The LWI concept

Let us consider again the A-system as shown in Fig. 7.2, where an
upper level |a) is coupled to the lower levels |b) and |c) via two fields
of frequencies v; and v,. Only the atomic transitions |a) — |b) and
la) — |c) are dipole allowed and we assume, for simplicity, resonance
conditions w, = v; and w, = v,. The Hamiltonian for the system
is given by Egs. (7.2.1)-(7.2.3) and the equations of motion for the
probability amplitudes are given by Eqs. (7.2.5)-(7.2.7).

Consider first the case in which the population is initially equally
distributed with a fixed phase between the two lower states |b) and |c)

ca(0) =0, cp(0) = i, c(0) = —=e7 . (74.1)

NG

§H

Fig. 7.6
Three-level atomic
system interacting
with a field of
frequency v.
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This is a particular case of the initial condition (7.2.8) with
0=mn/2. (74.2)

Hence, from the solution (7.2.9)-(7.2.11) it follows, to the lowest order,
that

t : .
o) = i [Qrie™™® 4 Qroe™P2H¥)] 743

cq(t) l2ﬁ[Rle + Qgoe ] (7.43)
When

QRI = QRZ = QR, (744)
Eq. (7.4.3) becomes

Q3

lca(t)? = —4—R [1 + cos(¢1 — ¢2 ~ )] (74.5)
This means the absorption is canceled (Jcq(t)|2 = 0) if

¢~ ¢ —yp =1, (7.4.6)

i.e., we recovered the conditions (7.2.12) for coherent trapping.
In the case of an initially excited atom

ca0) =1,  ¢c(0) = c(0) =0, (74.7)
the solution of Eqs. (7.2.5)~(7.2.7) reads
c4(t) = cos (%) , (7.4.8)
Qry . [(Q
t)= - 4.
cp(t) i s1n(2>, (749)
Q. (Qt
c(t)=i q Sin <7) . (74.10)
For Qt < 1, one gets approximately
Qp,t
cp(t) =i fz‘l , (74.11a)
colt) = i%. (74.11b)

The emission probability is then

Q*?

(@) + lee®)l” = ==,

which is independent of the phases and is always positive. Thus if one

can arrange the system such that the conditions (7.4.2), (7.4.4), and

(7.4.6) for absorption cancelation are fulfilled, there will be net gain
even in the absence of population inversion.

(74.12)
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7.4.2 The laser physics approach to LWI: simple treatment

Consider a system of three-level atoms interacting with a laser field
in a cavity. The simple model we will focus upon is that of Fig. 7.6.
The atoms have one upper level |a) and two lower levels |b) and
|c) with energies fim,, hwp, and fiw. and decay rates y,, 7, and 7y,
respectively. The transitions |a) — |b) and |a) — |¢) are now induced
by one classical light field of frequency v. The transition |b) — |c} is
dipole forbidden. The atoms are pumped at a rate r, in a coherent
superposition of states

p(t:) = pQa)(al+p)1b) (b1 +02c) (c|+p 1) (c|+p ) bl.
(74.13)

Here p® (« = a,b,c) are the level populations and p% (« # «) are
the atomic coherences.

Before presenting a detailed theory, we first give a simple argument
to show how cancelation of absorption can lead to lasing without
inversion in this scheme.

As the levels |b) and |c) are independent, the probability of emission
is given by

Pemjssion:Pb+Pc
= ([Kaob[*E” + [kanc 6P, (7.4.14)
where x,., and x,. are constants which depend on the matrix

element between the relevant levels and the coupling of the atom with
the field. On the other hand, the absorption probability is given by

Pabsorption = K|Cb + ¢ |2£2
= xloy + P2 + o + Py 167 (74.15)

Therefore, the rate of growth of the laser field amplitude, under
appropriate conditions, becomes

. oA
& — : Z 100 — pO — pO _ O _ ;O (7.4.16)

Here &/ is a constant. Thus, if the terms p(O) and p(O) cancel pg,? and
0 we have

o
&= 5 “p0¢, (7.4.17)

and we can have lasing even if only a small fraction of atoms is in the
excited state |a), i.e., even if ps, < (Ppb + Pec)-
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Physically, the lack of absorption in the three-level system con-
sidered above is a manifestation of quantum coherence phenomena.
When an atom makes a transition from the upper level to the two
lower levels, the total transition probability is the sum of |a) — |b) and
la) — |c) probabilities. However, the transition probability from the
two lower levels to the single upper level is obtained by squaring the
sum of the two probability amplitudes. When there is coherence be-
tween the two lower levels, this can lead to interference terms yielding a
null in the transition probability corresponding to photon absorption.

7.4.3 LWI analysis

In order to show the role of the atomic coherence in lasing without
inversion in a more rigorous manner, we now present a semiclassical
theory in which the field is treated classically and restrict ourselves to
a linear analysis of the problem keeping terms up to the second order
in the atom-field coupling constant. The equation of motion for the
field amplitude for the present problem is (see Section 54)

&) = _elolm {em [9caPac(t) + Sobapab(t)]} . (74.18)

The equations for the various elements of the population matrix can
be obtained by generalizing the method developed in Section 5.5.
In the present situation, we have, however, a 3 x 3 population matrix

pEn =33 / digra(z, to)Pap(ts to) 2B, (74.19)
x f —®

where the summations over o and § include the atomic levels |a), |b),
and |c) and the atoms are pumped at a constant rate r, in the coherent
superposition of states (7.4.13). For the present problem of a single-
mode field of frequency v and complex amplitude &(¢) interacting with
a three-level atomic system, the atom~field intraction Hamiltonian is
given by Egs. (7.2.1)—(7.2.3) with the substitutions
Qprei®1e=Mt — a6 (1) e Qe et — $ac6 (1) et
h ’ h '
(7.4.20)
The equations of motion for the elements of the population matrix
are thus given by
, i pad(t) _;
pab = —(iwap + Yab)Pab — 3 Soabh @, Y(Paa — Pob)
i ac8t) _;
+_5 soach ( )e thcb,

(74.21)
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Pac = _(iwac + ')’ac)pac - %S%ch(t)e

% Soabf(t) e e
Paa = 1apY) — VaPaa>
Poe = rapgz),) — VbPbb>
Pec = 1apY = YePees

Pbe = rapgi) — (iwpe + Vbe)Pbe-

—M(Paa — Pec)

(74.22)

(7.4.23)
(7.4.24)
(7.4.25)
(7.4.26)

Here we have not included the interaction terms in the equations for
Paas Pbbs Pecs A0d ppe because we are interested only in the linear theory.
The zeroth-order solutions of these equations, namely,

t
Paa = / dige =00y, p0) = T2 50) (74.27)
— Ya
'
Pob = y—‘;pﬁ,‘,’}, (74.28)
¥
pec = 2oLl (7429)
[
_ Ya (0
P ('Vbc + iwbc)pbc ’ (7430)

can be substituted into Eqs. (7.4.21) and (7.4.22) for ps, and p,.. The
resulting equations can then be integrated and we obtain

- t
¥ . .
pab(t) = —12_; / dtoe_(lw“"+y“")(t_t°)é"(to)e“W’O
—0

[ 0) ] 0
X 9 ab ﬂ - @ - @ac‘pib)
L Ya b ] (Yo — iwbc)
_ g &)™
2h Yab + i(a)ab — V)
[ ) (0)
x{ gy |Poa P00 | P& (7431
| Ya b ] (Vb — i0pe)
ir, &)e ™M
H=——2_°V"
Paclt) 20 Yae + i(@ae — V)
[ (0) (0) (0
X § $ac L — pi] - Soach. . (7432)
| Ya Ye Ybe + iWpe

In deriving these equations, we assume &(t) to be a slowly varying
function of ¢t during the atomic lifetime and therefore replace &£(tg) by
&(t). On substituting back these expressions for p,, and p,. into Eq.
(7.4.18) we obtain
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. 1
EW) = 5(Saa— Abp — Aoc+ Abe + o p)E(1), (7.4.33)
where

A= — Pl (7434
aa = %ra (')’ +A2|80ab| + 36+A2|80ac| ) e ( )

0)

v Yab 2pbb
A pp = — a a 435
b= h y3b+A2|50 b| (7.4.35)

(0)
Y 2 Pec (7.4.36)

m—hramlmc

v (A + l"))ac)(lwbc - ?bc) (O)}
o pe = ——rgIm wpapl |, (1437
= o (et 0430

v (A - iyab)(iwbc + '))bc) (O):|
Aoy = —=r,Im 0apD|, (1438
b 60;'—1 [(?2[, n Az)(wgc +?1§C) §2bag?acP ch ( )

with A = v — @gp = Wge — vV = Wp/2.

In Eq. (7.4.33), the term .«,, which is proportional to p is the
gain term. It has two parts corresponding to the emission processes
from level |a) to levels |b) and |c). The terms «/p, and /.. which
are proportional to pg and p{¥, respectively, are the loss terms corre-
sponding to absorption from levels |b) and |¢) to the level |a). These
are the usual terms for a semiclassical theory which will require popu-
lation inversion for a net gain. However, due to atomic coherence, we
now have phase-dependent terms /. and </, which are proportional
to p(O) and p(O) respectively. It, therefore, appears possible that, for
certain choices of parameters, the absorption terms o/, and &/, will
cancel the coherence terms ./, and /., leading to lasing without
inversion. This happens, for example, in the two cases

Ya =V =7Yc=7, §ac= Pab = > V > Wpc, P;,C |P(O)|e.n,
(74.39)
and
<< H = = E = = H
Ya Y '))c( b (O)'Y | SZac $ab = (7440)
7 = Wab, pr |p |el n/ s
with 2|pp.| = pes + pcc. We then obtain
P-4
&= 2““ &, (74.41)
with
2
Ay = 2, 10 o (7.4.42)

eoh y +A2paa’
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and

4v |l 7\ 0

Aoy = — a 5 aas |\ T ad 7443

coh 2+ 407\, ) ? ( )

respectively. Thus, under conditions (7.4.39) or (7.4.40), any small
amount of population in the upper level will lead to a gain.

7.5 Refractive index enhancement via quantum
coherence

The index of refraction of an optical medium can reach values as high
as 10 or 100 at frequencies near an atomic resonance. The price that
must be paid for such high dispersion is usually an accompanying
high absorption. However, atomic coherence and interference effects,
which have led to phenomena such as the correlated emission laser and
the lasing without inversion, result in the possibility of a transparent
medium with an ultra-large index of refraction. In this section we
discuss a scheme in which coherence and interference effects produce
a high index of refraction, while at the same time the absorption can
be very small or even vanishing.

The linear response of an atomic system to an electric field E is
described by the complex polarization

P(z,t) = 60/ dtji(t)E(z,t — 1), (7.5.1)
0
which appears as the driving term in the wave equation for the electric
field (Eq. (5.4.15) with ¢ = 0)
0’E 1 0’E o*P
= aw M (752)
In Eq. (7.5.1)

r=%+iy" (7.5.3)

V4

is the susceptibility with ¥ and ¥
respectively.
For a plane wave of frequency v,

being the real and imaginary parts,

1 .
E(z,t) = Ege—“”-’“) +cc, (7.54)
we obtain, from Eq. (7.5.1),

P(z,t) = %@@ [x()e™ %) 4 y(—v)e =] (7.5.5)
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where y(v) is the Fourier transform of ¥(t). A comparison with Eq.
(54.17) (with ¢ = 0) yields

P(z,t) = €61, (1.5.6)
Thus, with y = ' + iy”,

Re? = ey&y/, (7.5.7)
and

Im? = €&y (7.5.8)

It follows, on substituting these expressions of Re# and Im# into
Eqs. (5.4.23) and (5.4.24), that ¥’ and " represent the dispersion and
loss per unit wavelength, respectively.
Next, we relate the real and imaginary parts of the susceptibility to
the refractive index and the absorption coefficient of the medium.
On substituting for E and P from Egs. (7.54) and (7.5.5), respec-
tively, into Eq. (7.5.2), we obtain the dispersion relation

2 v 2

where
n2(v) = 14 y(v). (7.5.10)

As usual, we set k = vn/c. If n’ and n” represent the real and imaginary
parts of n, ie.,

n=n+in", (7.5.11)

then n’ is the refractive index of the medium and n” is the associated
absorption coefficient. It is clear from the definition of n” that the
medium has absorption for #” > 0 and gain for n” < 0. It follows, on
combining Egs. (7.5.10) and (7.5.11), that

W4in” = (1+y +i")?
= [+ + 2] explisgn(y")6/21, (7.5.12)

where 6 = tan™![|¥”"|/(1 + ¥)]. We then obtain

5 (7.5.13)

2 m1/2 oy 172
n//:{[(1+x) +x2]/ (1+x)} sn(y". (7.5.14)

n/:{[(1+X/)2+X”2]1/2+(1+X/)}1/2
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It may be noted that, for ¥ > 0 and ¥’ > |x”|, we have

n~ 1+ )2 (7.5.15)
n" ~0, (7.5.16)

i.e., a large refractive index with little absorption. We first show that
these conditions are not satisfied in the usual two-level system before
discussing the large index of refraction with vanishing absorption via
quantum coherence.

For a two-level medium, the real and imaginary parts of the sus-
ceptibility can be determined by substituting for Re# and Im# from
Egs. (5.54) into Egs. (7.5.7) and (7.5.8). We then obtain

_ @'rrs A 0 0
= e P ) (75172)
2
//:_50 Tq 7 0 _ 0

where A = w — v and we have used the linear approximation

.
Paa = =P, (7.5.18a)
Ya
’
Po = S piy. (7.5.18)

Here 7y = (y,+75)/2 and we will take y, = 7. For a closed system of N,
atoms per unit volume, r,/y, and r,/7y, in Egs. (7.5.18a) and (7.5.18b)
are replaced by N, so that Egs. (7.5.17a) and (7.5.17b) become

2
r_ $ N, A ©_ (0
P T T ek P A [”aa /’bb]’ (7.5.19a)
2
v _®Nae v [ 0_ o
* el y2 4+ A? [paa pbb] . (7.5.19b)

These equalities are plotted in Fig. 7.7. The conditions ¥’ > 1 with
¥ > |x"| are not satisfied for any value of detuning. For example, in
the case of the |b) — |a) transition (o = 0, pﬁf,),) =1), ¥ = ¥” when
A =y and we obtain

, , 3ncd

=y"=_"_N,, 520
=20 =753 (7.5.20)

for y =7, where

2,3
v
= i

= e (7.5.21)

is the radiative decay rate between levels |a) and |b). Thus for a
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Fig. 7.7

Real (solid line) and
imaginary (dashed
line) parts of the
linear susceptibility
(in arbitrary units) as
a function of
normalized detuning
A/y of a gas of
two-level atoms. Here
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wavelength of 1 pm and a gas at one atmosphere such that N, ~
10! atoms/cm?3, we have y' ~ 10% ie., large index of refraction.
However, we also have x” ~ 10* where x” is essentially the loss
per unit wavelength. The light would therefore be totally absorbed
in a small fraction of a wavelength. Thus a high refractive index is
accompanied by large absorption.

The situation is completely different, however, for three-level
schemes of the type considered in the previous section, in which atomic
coherence is established and quantum interference effects occur.

We consider the case of a three-level structure with a pair of
closely lying lower levels, in which coherence is established between
the doublet states by some external means as discussed in Section 7.3.
Assuming dipole allowed transitions between the single level |a@) and
the two closely spaced lower levels |b) and |c), the linear susceptibility
of the system is

74 $baPab
=2
x < €98

n M) e, (1.5.22)

:60_5_ €0l

where the population matrix elements p,, and p,. are given by Egs.
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(7.4.31) and (7.4.32). 1t follows, on substituting these values of p,; and
Pa into Eq. (7.5.22) that, after some rearrangement,

pet( L Lo [0
- ac
eoh \ 72, + A2, Ya Ve

%y
_%b(Aac cos ¢ + Yac sin ¢)}

Ve + 0%
1 0 (0
55— {Aab ['oﬂ _ pﬂ]
Vab + Db Ya Vb
109
— 2% (Agb COS $ — 7ap Sin ¢)}>, (7.5.23a)
7% + 0%
x// — _Sozra <¥{')’ [(L(gl) — ﬁ]
eoh \72.+A2. U"“| 72 7%
P9
—ﬁ(yac cos ¢ — Ay sin qb)}
ycb + Cch
1 0) (0)
s {?ab [ﬂ _ pﬂ]
Yab + Aab Ya Vb
169
= (yab COS § + Ay sin qb)}), (7.5.23b)
Vop + %

where Ay = Wap — v, Age = W4 — v, and the phase ¢ is defined by

(%

¢ = ¢ep + tan™’ <—) , (7.5.24)

Vbe

with ¢cp = arg[pi?,)] and, for simplicity, we have taken @, = g4 =
@ba = $Pca = . The phase ¢ therefore depends on the atomic coher-
ence.

From Egs. (7.5.23a) and (7.5.23b), we can see that it is possible
to make the absorption y” vanish while maintaining a large ¥’ and
hence a large refractive index. We define A = (A + Ag)/2, and
adjust w., by means of, e.g., a dc magnetic field in the Zeeman split
levels, so that w., = 75 and consider the reasonable case y, = ..
We prepare the levels |b) and |c) coherently so that ¢ = Sn/4, and
P = p® — || The resulting polarization is plotted in Fig. 7.8. It
can be seen that a high index of refraction can be obtained with zero
absorption,
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Fig. 7.8

Real (solid line) and
imaginary (dashed
line) parts of the
linear susceptibility
as a function of the
normalized detuning
A/y for the case of
injected coherence.
Values of the
parameters are

ytzo): 0.1, yp =7.=2,
oY =001,

pi(i) = p0 = 0495,

cc

0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001
0
-0.001
-0.002
-0.003
-0.004

~0.005 L—
-5 —4

7.6 Coherent trapping, lasing without inversion, and
electromagnetically induced transparency via an
exact solution to a simple model

We have seen in the previous sections that population trapping, lasing
without inversion, and electromagnetically induced transparency are
consequences of quantum coherence and interference. In order to
provide a unified treatment for these phenomena in a single system, we
consider a system consisting of three-level atoms in the A configuration
in which all levels decay at a rate y (Fig. 7.9).

If we prepare our atoms in the initial state

|1P(0)> = Ca(0)|a> + Cb(0)|b> + Cc(0)|C>, (761)
then the atomic state at time t is given by (Problem 7.2)
[p(0)) = A(t)la) + B(1)Ib) + C(1)lc), (7.6.2a)
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where

A(t) = [ca(O) cos(Qt/2) — icb(O)Q—g—l— sin(Qt/2)

Q
—icc(O)g sin(Qt/Z)] e M2,

(7.6.2b)
Q2, O
B(t) = {—lca(O)— sin(Qt/2) + ¢;(0) [ R2 4 QR; cos Qt/Z)]
+c.(0) [_QSZQRZ + QRéQRZ (Qt/Z)]} /2 (7.6.2¢)
C(t)= {—ica(O)% sin(Qt/2)
+c5(0) [— QR;Z?RZ + QR&?RZ os(Qt/Z)]

2 2
+c.(0) [ﬁ + R 2 cos(gt/z)} }e—vf/z, (7.6.2d)

Qr1 and Qg, are the Rabi frequencies associated with the resonant
fields driving the |a) — |b) and |a) — |c) transitions, respectively, and

Q= /0% + 02, (7.6.3)

Fig. 7.9

Atomic configuration
for a unified
treatment of
coherent trapping,
lasing without
inversion, and
electromagnetically
induced
transparency.
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This general solution for the three-level problem can be employed to
obtain results relating to population trapping, lasing without inversion,
and electromagnetically induced transparency under appropriate initial
conditions,

(a) When atoms are prepared in a coherent superposition of lower
states, i.e.,

0(0) = Ry — PR (7.64)

we obtain a trapped state for y = 0. This can be verified by substituting
ca(0) = 0, cp(0) = Qr2/Q, and ¢(0) = —Qr1/Q into Egs. (7.6.2).

(b) Next, we consider lasing without inversion. As we discussed earlier,
the gain per unit length in a laser is proportional to the imaginary
part of the polarization, i.e., Im#. Now if we inject the atoms in the
|a) state at the rate r,, we find

t
ImP = yr, / dtoc,(t, to)C;(t, to)
=Yg / dto— sin[Q(t — to)]e—y(t—to)

2 Qz + 7 (7.6.5)
Here c,(t,t9) = cos[Q(t—t0)/2] and cp(t, to) = —iQgy sin[Q(t —10)/2]/Q
are the probability amplitudes for the atom to be in states |a) and |b),
respectively, subject to the initial condition that the atoms are injected
in state |a) at time fo. We can thus have lasing with inversion. If we also
simultaneously inject atoms in the trapping state (Qra2|b) — Qrilc))/Q,
we can have lasing without inversion since the trapped atoms will not
affect the gain.

(c) Lastly we consider decay-free A electromagnetically induced trans-
parency. Setting y = 0 and taking the atoms to be injected in the |b)
state, we have

2
ly(r)) = —i% sin(Qt/2)la) + [QRZ + Rt U cos(Qt/Z)} |b)

QriQr,  QriQg2
|~ o cos(Qt/Z)] |c). (7.6.6)

Now the probability of absorbing a probe laser photon (ie., exciting
the atom to state |a)) is given by
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Q.
P, = —Rlsin?(Qz/2), (7.6.7)
Q2
which vanishes in the limit Qg, > Qpr;. We then have electromagneti-
cally induced transparency.

Problems

71 Consider a three-level atom in the A configuration as shown
in Fig. 7.9. The atom-field Hamiltonian in the interaction
picture and on resonance is

hQRr1 hQgs>
2 2
where Qg; and Qg, are the Rabi frequencies associated with
the field driving |a) — |b) and |a) — |c) transitions, respec-
tively.
(1) Show that

V=

|a)} (bl —

|a}{c| + H.c.,

1 Qr1 Qg2

lws) = ﬁ (Ia} + ?|b> + ?|C>) ,
_Qrpy Or

|w0> - Q |b> Q |C>7

with Q@ = /Q% +Q%, are the ecigenstates of the
Hamiltonian. Find the corresponding eigenvalues.

(2) By including the equal decay constants y for the
three levels, show that the solution of the Schrodinger
equation subject to the initial condition in Eq. (7.6.1)
is given by Egs. (7.6.2a-7.6.2d). (See M. O. Scully,
Quantum Optics 6, 203 (1994).)

7.2 Using adiabatic perturbation theory show that an atom in
state (7.2.14) stays in that state. (Hint: see, J. R. Kuklinsky et
al., Phys. Rev. A 40, 6741 (1989).)
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CHAPTER 8

Quantum theory of
damping — density
operator and wave
function approach

In many problems in quantum optics, damping plays an important
role. These include, for example, the decay of an atom in an excited
state to a lower state and the decay of the radiation field inside a cavity
with partially transparent mirrors. In general, damping of a system is
described by its interaction with a reservoir with a large number of
degrees of freedom. We are interested, however, in the evolution of the
variables associated with the system only. This requires us to obtain
the equations of motion for the system of interest only after tracing
over the reservoir variables. There are several different approaches to
deal with this problem.

In this chapter, we present a theory of damping based on the
density operator in which the reservoir variables are eliminated by
using the reduced density operator for the system in the Schrodinger
(or interaction) picture. We also present a ‘quantum jump’ approach
to damping. In the next chapter, the damping of the system will be
considered using the noise operator method in the Heisenberg picture.

An insight into the damping mechanism is obtained by considering
the decay of an atom in an excited state inside a cavity. The atom may
be considered as a single system coupled to the radiation field inside
the cavity. Even in the absence of photons in the cavity, there are
quantum fluctuations associated with the vacuum state. As discussed
in Chapter 1, the field may be visualized as a large number of harmonic
oscillators, one for each mode of the cavity. As the size of the cavity
increases, the mode density increases, and, in free space, we get a
continuum of modes. There is therefore a “cavity mode” which is
resonant with the atomic transition.

We can also visualize the atom as an oscillator, with the excited
atom corresponding to an oscillator in the excited state. The coupling
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of the atom to a large number of oscillators (associated with the large
number of field modes) leads to decay. That is energy initially in the
atom will distribute itself among damping oscillators, thus causing the
decay of the atom to a lower energy state.

The dissipation is accompanied by fluctuations. We shall encounter
this aspect of the damping mechanism, more formally put in the
form of the so-called fluctuation—dissipation theorem, in the systems
studied in this and the following chapters. We now start with a general
reservoir theory before considering the atom and field damping by a
reservoir of harmonic oscillator (bosonic) modes.

8.1 General reservoir theory

We consider in general a system denoted by S interacting with a
reservoir denoted by R. The combined density operator is denoted by
psr- The reduced density operator for the system ps is obtained by
taking a trace over the reservoir coordinates, i.e.,

ps = TI'R(pSR). (811)

We assume that the system—reservoir interaction energy is given by
77(t). The equation of motion for pgg is then given by

ihpsr = [77(1), psr(D)]. (8.12)

This equation can be formally integrated, and we obtain

i t

psr(D) = psr(ti) — — | [7(¢'), psr(2)]dr'. (8.1.3)

Here t; is an initial time when the interaction starts. On substituting
psr(t) back into Eq. (8.1.2), we find the equation of motion

psr=—4 0O, sl = [ 10, D€, pon(® . (81

If the interaction energy #7(t) is zero, the system and reservoir are
independent and the density operator psg would factor as a direct
product psr(t) = ps(t) ® pgr(t;) where we assume the reservoir at
equilibrium. Since ¥” is small, we look for a solution of Eq. (8.1.4) of
the form

psr(t) = ps(t) ® pr(ti) + p.(t), (8.1.5)

where p.(t) is of higher order in ¥". In order to satisfy (8.1.1), we
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require
Trrlp:(t)] = 0. (8.1.6)

If we substitute for psg(t) from Eq. (8.1.5) into the integrand of (8.1.4),
and retain terms up to order ¥, we have

ps = —%TrR (1), ps(t) ® pr(23)]
_h_lzTrR[ [¥"(0), [ ('), ps(t') ® pr(t:)]] dt’. (8.1.7)

The reduced density operator pgs(¢), which determines the statisti-
cal properties of the system, depends on its past history from ¢t = ¢;
to . This can be seen in Eq. (8.1.7) as ps(t) occurs in the inte-
grand. However, the reservoir is typically an extended open system
having many degrees of freedom. Moreover, as is shown by specific
example in the next section, the large number of reservoir degrees
of freedom (modes, photons, etc.) leads to a delta function §(t — t').
Hence, the system density matrix pg(t') can be replaced by ps(t) and
the process is said to be Markovian. This is a reasonable assumption
since damping destroys memory of the past. Equation (8.1.7) now
becomes

bs = —%TrR (), ps(ts) ® pr(8)]

—h—lzTrR/_ [¥" (@), [¥°(t), ps(t) ® pr(t)]ldr. (8.1.8)

This is a valid equation for a system represented by pg interacting
with a reservoir represented by pg. In the next sections, we consider
several examples of the system-reservoir interaction.

8.2 Atomic decay by thermal and squeezed vacuum
reservoirs

The decay of an atom in an excited state may be understood from a
simple model in which the atom is coupled to a reservoir of simple
harmonic oscillators. In a very similar manner, the decay of the
radiation field inside a cavity may be described by a model in which
the mode of the field of interest is coupled to a whole set of reservoir
modes. Such problems are of interest not only in maser and laser
physics, but also in the quantum theory of passive interferometers
such as those used in the detection of gravitational waves.

/
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We first consider the radiative decay of a two-level atom damped
by a reservoir of simple harmonic oscillators described by annihi-
lation (and creation) operators by (and blt) and density distributed
frequencies v; = ck. In the interaction picture and the rotating-wave
approximation, the Hamiltonian is simply

V(O =03 g [blo—e @ 4 gybye] 8.2.1)
k

where o = |b){a| and o4 = |a){b| in terms of the excited (]a)) and
ground (|b)) states. The system now corresponds to the two-level atom
(Ps = patom). On inserting the interaction energy ¥~ (Eq. (8.2.1)) into
the equation of motion (8.1.7) for ps = patom, We obtain

(=)t

Patom = —i ng bk 0, Patom(ti)]e”

- / dr' Z gkgk’{[o'—o'—patom(t/) - 2‘J'—.[)atom(t/)o'—
t k,k’

+ Patom(t/)o'—o'—]
x eIt @=v ) (pIL) + [6_0 patom(t) — 04 Patom(t')0—]
x g~ o=t =) <bltbk’> + [0'+0'—Patom(t/) - O'—Patom(t,)0'+]
x elo=mi=io=v) (p bt VY 4 Hee,, (8.2.2)
where the expectation values refer to the initial state of the reservoir.

At this point we choose a particular model for the state of the
reservoir,

8.2.1 Thermal reservoir

As a first example, we assume that the reservoir variables are dis-
tributed in the uncorrelated thermal equilibrium mixture of states.
The reservoir reduced density operator is the multi-mode extension of
the thermal operator, namely,

By Bvb'b
PR = H [1 — exp <_k}3—;)] exp <— I:B;, k) , (8.2.3)

k

where kg is the Boltzmann constant and T is the temperature. It can
be shown easily that

(bi) = (by) =0, (8.2.4a)
(b} = xS, (8.2.4b)
(bkbl,) = (7 + Do, (8.2.4¢)
(bibi) = (bLbL) =0, (8.2.4d)
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where the thermal average boson number

oL (8.2.5)

exp (TZ:—"T) — 1'
On substituting for the various expectation values from Egs. (8.2.4
into Eq. (8.2.2), we obtain

Patom

t
= _/ dr’ Z gi{[a—a+patom(t/) - a+patom(t/)a—]
t; X

i

ik PGl Nt—t")

+[0'+0'—Patom(t/) - O'—Patom(t/)0'+](ﬁk + l)ei(w_vk)(t_ﬂ)}'i‘H.C.
(8.2.6)

We now carry out the same procedure as was used in the Weisskopf-
Wigner theory of spontaneous emission.

The sum over k may be replaced by an integral through the standard
prescription (Eq. (6.3.9))

V 2n T o0
> =g / o / d0sin 0 / dk 12, (82.7)
. n)° Jo 0 0

where V is the quantization volume. The integrations in Eq. (8.2.6) can
be carried out in the Weisskopf~Wigner approximation as discussed
in Section 6.3. In this way, we encounter integrals of the form (6.3.12).
We thus find for the reduced density operator paiom

. _ T
Patom(t) = _nthE [0-04 patom(t) — 04 Patom(t)o-]

I
—(Aem + 1)5 [U+J—patom(t) — 0_paom(t)o4+] + Hec,

(8.2.8)
where ng, = fig, (ko = @/c) and
1 40’2,
= a 8.2.
4ney 303 (8:29)

is the atomic decay rate which is identical to the decay constant
(Eq. (6.3.14)) derived in the Weisskopf-Wigner theory of spontaneous
emission. In deriving Eq. (8.2.8) we substituted the value of gx from
Eq. (6.1.8).
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The equations of motion for the atomic density matrix elements can
now be obtained from Eq. (8.2.8):

Paa = <a|patom|a>

= —(ftn + DI paa + An ppb, (8.2.10a)

. _ 1
Pab = Ppg = — (nth + E) T'pap, (8.2.10b)
pob = —hnlppp + (At + DI paa. (8.2.10c)

It may be noted that p,, + ppp = 0. This is due to the fact that we are
considering the decay from the upper level |a) to the lower level |b)
only. The conservation of probability therefore implies pg + ppp = 1.
This situation is different from that discussed in Section 5.3, where
atomic levels |a) and |b) decayed to some other levels via nonradiating
transitions. For zero temperature (ng = 0), these equations simplify
to

paa = —TPaas (8.2.11a)
r

Pap = _Epaba (8211b)

Pob = I'paa. (8.2.11¢)

Equation (8.2.11a) is just the Weisskopf-Wigner result (6.3.15).

8.2.2 Squeezed vacuum reservoir

For our second example, we consider the situation where the atom is
coupled to a squeezed vacuum field reservoir. The reservoir reduced
density operator is given by

pr = 1E) (€]
= T Su(®)l0w) (0xlS) (), (82.12)
k

where the squeeze operator (see Eq. (2.8.9) with by = b(ck), etc.) is

Sk(¢) = exp (5 "bry+kbkg—k — ébiﬁkbio_k) , (8.2.13)

with ¢ = rexp(if)), r being the squeeze parameter and 6 being the
reference phase for the squeezed field. A multi-mode squeezed field is
not just a product of independently squeezed modes, rather there are
correlations between modes symmetrically placed about the central,
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resonant frequency v = cko of the squeezing device. Following the
method used to derive Egs. (2.7.6) and (2.7.7), we obtain

Sk ko Pk Sk—k, = bx cosh(r) — 2k l(e 9 sinh(r), (8.2.14a)
Sk_kﬂkak_k0 = bk cosh(r) — by, —xe™ 1 sinh(r). (8.2.14b)
Similar expressions exist for Sfo_kkako_k and SEO_kblSko_k. The cal-
culation of the expectation values, such as (b};bk,), may therefore be
simplified by writing
(blby) = H(OqISJbItSqSka/SqIOq} (8.2.15)
q
It follows that

(by) = (b}) = (8.2.16a)
(bb) = smhz(r)ékkr (8.2.16b)
(bb},) = cosh?(r)d, (8.2.16¢)
(bxby) = —e" sinh(r) cosh(r)dk 2,k (8.2.16d)
(bib},) = —e™ sinh(r) cosh(r)dy 2xok- (8.2.16¢)

On substituting Eqs. (8.2.16a-8.2.16¢) into Eq. (8.2.2) and proceeding
as in the derivation of Eq. (8.2.8), we obtain

. r
Patom = — & COShz(r)(0'+0'—patom —20_patom0+ + PatomG+0-)

2
r . .,
—3 Sinh*(r)(0-04 patom — 20+ Patom0— + PatomT—0+)

—T'e " sinh(r) cosh(r)o_patomo—
—T'¢ sinh(r) cosh(r)o 4 Patom0+- (8.2.17)
In deriving Eq. (8.2.17) we used 6_o_ = o104 = 0.
From Eq. (8.2.17), equations of motion for the expectation value of
the operators o= (6-+04)/2, 6,=(0-—04)/2i,and 0, = (2040_—1)
are

(o), (8.2.18a)

~(g,), (8.2.18b)
(6,) = —T'[2sinh?(r) + 1]{o,) =T = —T,{o,) — T, (8.2.18c)

where T, = I'[2sinh?(r) + 1] and we have chosen the phase 6 = 0.
It is therefore clear that a squeezed vacuum reservoir leads to a
phase sensitive decay of the atom. The in-phase and in-quadrature
components, (6x) and {g,), of the atomic dipole moment decay at
different rates depending on its initial phase relative to the phase 8 of
the squeezed vacuum.
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8.3 Field damping

We may apply the method developed in the last section to the decay
of a mode of the electromagnetic field of frequency v inside a cavity.
Instead of Eq. (8.2.1), we now use an interaction Hamiltonian of the
form

Vv =h Z grlbrae= = 4 gty e, (8.3.1)
k

where a (and a') are the destruction (and creation) operators of the
mode of interest. The operators by and b]; represent modes of the
reservoir which damp the field. For transmission losses they actually
represent the field outside the cavity.

The equation of motion for the reduced density operator for the
field can now easily be obtained, since the calculation exactly parallels
the one for the atomic system discussed in the last section. This is done
by replacing o_ and o, by the field operators a and a', respectively.

When the modes by are initially in the thermal equilibrium mixture
of states (8.2.3), the result is

%
p= —7ﬁth(aan —2a*pa + paa®)
¢ t t 1 pat
—5(nth + 1)(a'ap — 2apa’ + pa'a), 8.32)

where, as before, ¢ is the decay constant and 7y = 7y, is the mean
number of quanta (at frequency v) in the thermal reservoir. Here p
denotes the reduced density operator for the field. In particular, at
zero temperature (g, = 0),

p= —g(aTap —2apa’ + pa'a). 8.3.3)

If all the losses are transmission losses, ¥ may be related to the quality
factor Q of the cavity by ¥ =v/Q.

When the modes by are initially in a squeezed vacuum (Eq. (8.2.12)),
the resulting equation of motion for the reduced density matrix p is

%
p= _f(N + 1)(a'ap — 2apa’ + pa'a)
%
—§N(aan —2d'pa + paah)
%
+§M(aap — 2apa+ paa)
+§M*(aTan —2dpa’ + patah), (8.34)



256 Quantum theory of damping — density operator

where N = sinh?(r) and M = cosh(r) sinh(r) exp(—if)). This equation
describes, for instance, the evolution of the field in a cavity coupled
through a partially transmitting mirror to an outside field which is
in a squeezed vacuum state. The equation of motion for the thermal
reservoir (Eq. (8.3.2)) can be recovered from Eq. (8.3.4) by the substitu-
tions N — ayg,, M — 0. The parameters N and M are however related
to each other via the equation |M| = [N(N + 1)]'/2 for a squeezed
vacuum reservoir.

8.4 Fokker—Planck equation

A particularly interesting representation into which the density op-
erator equation of motion can be transformed is the coherent state
representation or P-representation discussed in Chapter 3. In this
section, we derive an equation of motion for the P-representation
corresponding to Eq. (8.3.2) for the density operator for a harmonic
oscillator mode damped by a thermal bath full of harmonic oscilla-
tors. The resulting equation will have the form of a Fokker-Planck
equation. The solution of this equation will reveal some interesting
features about the temporal evolution of the field distribution.
We substitute the P-representation, see Eq. (3.1.16),

p= /P(a,a*,t)|a><a|d2a (8.4.1)
into Eq. (8.3.2) and the resulting equation is
[ Poa s = ~Tan [ P, i n) o
—2a|o) (o] + |} (x|aa’)dP
4 .
=St +1) [ P el o
—2ala){ala’ + |a){a|a’ a)d*a. (84.2)

It follows from

a'|oa) (o = ((% + a") lee) (o], (8.4.3a)
alo) (o] = ooy {at], (8.4.3b)
o) (oe|a’ = o) (o], (84.3¢)

o} {ex|la = (% + a) |oc) ], (8.4.3d)
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that
aa|a) (| — 2a' o) («|a + |a){a]aa’
= i-l—a* a—2 i—i—a* +o
[\ e oo oo
+ (2 +a)o |
do*
0 . 0 02
and

a'alo) (o — 2ala) (a|a’ + |o) (a]a’a

- [a(% + a*> — 2 + a"((ai* +a>] o) o

d
- (aa_aa fo aa*)|a><a|. (8:4.5)

We now substitute Egs. (8.4.4) and (8.4.5) into Eq. (8.4.2) and integrate
the result by parts. In doing so we encounter the integral

/P(a, o', 1) (a%|a)<a|> da

" / [%aP(a,a*,t)] o) (@ (8.46)

-0

= aP(a, 0", t)]oc){t]

Since the distribution vanishes at the infinite limits, Eq. (8.4.6) becomes

/P(a, o, 1) (a%|a)<a|) d2a=—/ [%aP(a, a*,t)] |oe) (| d?r.

(8.4.7)

Similarly
P(o,0’,1) - Mal )d® —/ ¢ P( *t)] Yald®
/(a,a, 6a6a*|a a) o= e oo, t) | o) {alda.
(8.4.8)

Then we have from Eq. (8.4.2)

. % o 0 &
« 2 _ & il * n
/P((X,(X ,t)|(1><(1|d a= 2 / |:<aa(1+ aa*a +2nth6a6a*>

xP(a, ", t)] |oe) (| (8.4.9)

It follows on identifying the coefficients of |«) (x| in the integrands that
the equation of motion for P(a, o, 1) is
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AT 8 a2P
P—E(a 30 )P-i—%nthaa*. (8.4.10)

This is the Fokker-Planck equation for the P-representation.
Next we find a solution of the Fokker-Planck equation. We assume
that the field is initially in a coherent state |ao), ie.,

P(o,a*,0) = 6D(a — ap). (8.4.11)

In the Gaussian representation of the é-function,

oy — 2
P(x,a’,0) = lim — . - exp (M) (8.4.12)

€

We therefore seek a solution of Eq. (8.4.10) in the form
P(a, o, 1) = exp[—a(t) + b(t)x + c(t)a” — d(t)oe’], (8.4.13)

subject to the initial conditions

a(0) = M + In(ze), (8.4.14a)
b(0) = 65 (8.4.14b)
(0) = ?0 (8.4.14¢)
d(0) = % (8.4.14d)

On substituting expression (8.4.13) for P(a,a",t) into Eq. (8.4.10) and
carrying out the necessary ¢ and « differentiations, we obtain

—a+bat e —da)? =% [1 + Ag(be — d) + (%’ - ﬁthbd)a

+ (g — ﬁthcd) o —(d— ﬁthd2)|a|2] .
(8.4.15)

A comparison of the terms proportional to |«|?, «*, ¢, and unity lead
to the following set of differential equations:

d = 4(d — and®), (8.4.16a)
. c .

e=¢ ( : nthcd) , (8.4.16b)
b=% (’5’ - ﬁthbd) , (8.4.16¢)

a=—%[1 + fi(bc — d)]. (8.4.16d)
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The solution of these equations subject to the initial conditions
(8.4.14a)—(8.4.14d) is given by

1
)= , 8.4.17
4(®) (1 — e~ %) + e~ ( 2)
—%1/2
dpe
= 4.17b
(t) fim(1l — e %) + ce— %’ 8 )
* —€t/2
ape
— B £ 7
bO) = o e (8.4.17¢)
|oto |26_% = — %t —&t
a(t) = 7z TIn {7 [Ag (1—e) 4]}

Aim(1l — e=%) + e~
(8.4.17d)

A substitution of these solutions into Eq. (8.4.13) results in the Gaus-
sian form for P(a, o, 1):

_ 2
P(a,o,t) = ;I% exp [—'ﬁg‘)fg(%] , (8.4.18)
where
D(t) = An(1 —e™®) (8.4.19)

is the dispersion of the Gaussian function about its mean value
woU(t) = oge™ 61/, (8.4.20)

In Eq. (8.4.20), we have included the factor exp(—ivt) by going back
from the interaction picture to the Schrodinger picture.

The dispersion D(t) increases from the initial value zero, while
the center of the Gaussian distribution circles about on the expo-
nential spiral given by Eq. (8.4.20). This is shown in Fig. 8.1 where
the P-representation is plotted as a function of complex amplitude
«. When the time ¢ is much greater than the damping time, €.,
the field distribution comes to equilibrium with the heat bath oscil-
lators. In the steady state, the dispersion has its limiting value 7
and the Gaussian distribution is centered about the origin. Thus the
field loses its initial excitation to the heat bath oscillators but ac-
quires noise in the process of damping. This is a manifestation of
the fluctuation—dissipation theorem, ie., the dissipation via heat bath
oscillators is accompanied by fluctuations. We will discuss it in the
next chapter.

It is interesting to note that if we take the heat bath to be at zero
temperature (g, = 0), the dispersion D(t) remains zero at all times
and P(a,o",t) always remains a é-function, i.e.,
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Pla,a*,t)
Pla,a*t=0)

p Im a

without damping

with damping
exponential spiral

P, o, t) = 6P — apU(2)]. (8.4.21)

The state of the field remains at all times in a pure coherent state.
This form of dissipation is completely noise free.

8.5 The ‘quantum jump’ approach to damping

Historically, the notions of quantum jumps and instantaneous collapse
of the wave function go back to the early days in which Einstein wor-
ried about outgoing spherical waves ‘collapsing’ when a photoelectron
is detected; and the notion of Bohr concerning the emission of light
when an atom ‘jumped’ between Bohr orbits.

However, with the coming of wave mechanics the whole question
of quantum jumps took on a new perspective. Atomic transitions were
‘induced’ and one often encountered statements that ‘there were no
such a thing as quantum jumps’.

Recently, the work of Dehmelt and others clearly shows that sud-
den jumps are evident in many aspects of quantum optics, e.g., the
spectacular work involving single ions in a Paul trap.

More recently a new ‘quantum jump’ approach to dissipation has
developed, one can find names and concepts like: Monte Carlo simu-
lation, quantum trajectories, collapse or reduction of the state vector,

Fig. 8.1

The P-representation
for the complex
amplitude of a
harmonic oscillator
mode damped by a
thermal bath. The
harmonic oscillator
mode starts at t =0
in a pure coherent
sate |o) and the mean
value of the
amplitude moves on
an exponential spiral
decreasing steadily in
modulus, while its
dispersion increases.
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Fig. 8.2

Two-level atoms in
their ground state |b)
passing through a
resonant cavity.

no count or ‘null’ measurement, and conditional density matrices. We
will here give a short account of this interesting idea as it applies to
damping or dissipation in quantum optics.

8.5.1 Conditional density matrices and the null
measurement

In the previous sections of this chapter we have developed the theory
of damping or dissipation in quantum mechanics from a density matrix
perspective. The result is typically an expression of the form of (8.3.3)
which describes the decay of a single mode of a resonant cavity at
temperature T = 0. There we took the model of a large number of
bath oscillators, e.g., phonons coupling energy out of the cavity mode.
However the result, Eq. (8.3.3), is not specific to the model and we will
here investigate the problem again using another model which will
lead us naturally to a different point of view concerning dissipation
processes.

Consider the model of Fig. 8.2 in which we are passing ground
state atoms through a cavity which is resonant with the atoms, i.e., the
Hamiltonian in the interaction picture is

¥ = hg(a'|b){a| + |a)(bla). (8.5.1)

Consider the density matrix for the field at time ¢ + 7, p(t + 1),
resulting from a ground state atom injected at time ¢, i.e.,

p(t + 1) = Tratom [é?"iﬁ/hp(t) ® |b) <b|eiVT/h]
= <a|patom-—-ﬁeld(t + T)|a>+<b|patom-—ﬁeld(t + T)|b> (8.5.2)

It is natural to identify the two terms in (8.5.2) as ‘conditional’
density matrices, ie.,

Palt + 1)
= conditional density matrix for field, atom excited

= (ale™™*p(t) ® |b)(ble /"|a), (8.5.3a)



262 Quantum theory of damping — density operator

pu(t +1)
= conditional density matrix for field, atom not excited
= (ble™"" " p(t) ® |b)(ble” /" |b). (8.5.3b)

We may regard p, and p; as conditional density matrices correspond-
ing to our having observed a count (excited atom) or no count (ground
state atom) in our atomic beam. That is, the atomic beam serves two
functions: it is a dissipation mechanism and it is also a kind of probe,
or photodetector, of the field.

We proceed by noting that for small times 7, we may expand the
exp(+i?¥ t/h) factors and find

pa(t +1) = g2t*ap(t)d, (8.5.4a)
1
pult + 1) = p(t) — 587 [a'ap(t) + p(t)a'a]
= g~Rala y(p)p~Ruata (8.5.4b)

where R = g27/2.

Now we make the key step. We let the time 1 — 0 and make the
ansatz that Eq. (8.5.4a) is to be associated with a ‘quantum jump’ of
photoabsorption at time z. Then if we consider a process in which
n counts are observed at times ty,ts, ..., ¢, with no counts in between
these times, we have the conditional density matrix

p(n) - [e""s(t"tn)ae"s(tn-tnAl).“ ae—Sb=t) go=5t
Xp(O)e—s“ al et 4t o=S(tn—tn-1) 4t e——S(t——t,,)]

/Tr, (8.5.5)

where S = Ra'a and the trace factor in the denominator is the
normalization factor. This may be simplified by taking account of the
fact that, e.g.,

e-—s(tz-—tl)ae—-stl — e-—RaTa(tz——tl)ae-—RaTatl

_Rat _ —Rqt t _Rat
—e Rala(ts tl)e Ra atleRa atlae Ra'at;

=g Rdlarg=Rug (8.5.6)
which may be used repeatedly to reduce Eq. (8.5.5) to the simple form

e—RaTatanp(O)aTne——RaTat
Tr [p(O)aTne-—2RaTatan] ’

where the various factors of exp(—Rt) are canceled by the normal-
ization. Equation (8.5.7) (and its generalizations) is the main result of
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this section. In particular, if we consider p(0) to be a pure case density
matrix p(0) = [p(0)){y(0)|, then Eq. (8.5.7) may be written as
e Ralatgn|yy(0)
\/<w(0)|aTne—2RaTman|w(0)>
(w(0)ateRe'a
Vp(O)lae R wary(0))

Equation (8.5.8) provides a natural introduction to the wave function
approach to dissipative processes.

Pt =

(8.5.8)

8.5.2 The wave function Monte Carlo approach to damping

Motivated by the result of the previous section, ic., Eq. (8.5.8), we
present here a short account of damping via a wave function approach.
In order to present the ideas we will continue to consider the simple
problem of a damped single-mode field, but we will have a more
general reservoir, such as that in Section 8.3, in mind. Thus, the decay
rate R is no longer governed by the time t but by the much shorter
reservoir correlation times. From Eq. (8.5.8) we are led to write the
‘conditional state vector’

e——RaTaétan|w(t)>
V{w(Dlate R gnp(r))
which represents the state of the field under the condition of n pho-
tons absorbed in time 6t starting from |y(¢)). In particular, the state
involving only zero or one such event is of special interest. That is,
the state at time ¢ 4 6t for n = 0 (a null measurement) is
i 0)

v (p(O)le R y(n))

1 — Ra'adt)

( (o), (8.5.10a)

- v 1—2R(afa)dt

where (a'a) = (p(t)|a’aly(t)); and the state corresponding to n = 1
(quantum jump) is

(e + 6t) =

(8.59)

[ +61)) =

e‘R“T“‘S’aW(t))
V{p(0)late Raladtg|y(e))

~_ 4
= = (1)) (8.5.10b)

For example, if the initial quantum state for the field mode is

lw(®)) = co(t)|0) + c1(2)I1), (8.5.11)

@t + 1)) =
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then (8.5.10a) and (8.5.10b) imply the conditional state vectors
¢0|0) + c1(1 — Ré1)|1)

v/1—2cic1Rét

C1

Vie?
However, we want to describe the evolution from |p(t)) as given by
Eq. (8.5.11) to a general state at later times which must become |0)
eventually. During the time ¢ the unnormalized ‘no count’ or ‘ null
measurement’ |§) is seen from Eq. (8.5.10a) to obey the equation of
motion

w Ot + 60)) = (8.5.12a)

and

[pM(e + 60)) = 10). (8.5.12b)

7(0) — |pO
P (t+5t;>t 197 @) _ —Ra'alpO(0)), (8.5.13a)
that is

A Oy — L mn b 0)
Z1p0(0) = = (~ihRa'a) /(o) (8.5.13b)

Thus we are motivated to describe the time evolution of the unnor-
malized state vector for the case of no absorption by a nonunitary
Schrédinger equation

d i

el () = 4150 8.5.14

S1800) = =2 1300) (8:5.14)
governed by the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian

¥} = —ihRa'a. (8.5.15)

The temporal development implied by Eq. (8.5.14) is, of course,
interrupted by quantum jumps or collapses of the wave function at
random times. When such a collapse occurs, the state is given by |0).
This happens only once, from that time on the field is in the vacuum
state. Continuing with our simple example, according to Eq. (8.5.14)
the unnormalized state vector

[P(2)) = Eo(0)I0) + &1(1)I1) (8.5.16)
obeys the simple equations of motion

¢o(t) =0, (8.5.17a)

&1(t) = —R& (), (8.5.17b)
which imply

Co(t) = To(0), (8.5.18a)

21(t) = &1 (0)e ™™, (8.5.18b)

and the corresponding normalized probability amplitudes
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_ co(0)
co(t) = O+ O (8.5.19a)
and
et) = a0e™ (8.5.19b)

VIco(0)]? + [e1(0)[Ze=2Re

Thus we have the complete coherent evolution for the conditional
state vector up to the point of collapse,

c0(0)[0) + c1(0)e~Re|1)

©O)(4)) =
o) Vieo(O)P + Jer(0)Pe2Re

(8.5.20)

Note that as t — oo the state |p©(¢)) — |0). This is as it should be
since the conditional state [p(©(t)) is that state which is conditioned on
the premise that no photons are absorbed. Hence if after a long time
we never see a ‘count’, then the conclusion is that we must have been
in the vacuum state, |0), all along. To summarize: the field develops
from ¢t = 0 up to some time ¢ according to Eq. (8.5.14), and between ¢
and t + 6t a jump occurs, that is

[¥(0)) = c0(0)I0) + c1(0)I1) (8.5.21a)
l‘no counts’ from 0 — ¢

[w(t)) = co()I0) + c1(2)I1) (8.5.21b)
lcollapse t—>t+ot

+0 =___a—_
o= Twaawoy

=10), (8.5.21c)

where co(t) and c¢i(f) in (8.5.21b) are given by Eqgs. (8.5.19a) and
(8.5.19b) and Eq. (8.5.21¢) follows from Eq. (8.5.10b). Now we recall
that the probability of a collapse or jump at time ¢ is governed by
the density matrix conditional upon a single photon absorption, i.e., a
‘count’. With that in mind, we write Eq. (8.3.3) for R =%/2 as

p=—R(a'ap + pa'a) + 2Rapa’

=\—% ("le — p"/ﬂ;) +2Rapa’

= p(no count) + p(count). " (85.22)
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Hence the probability for a collapse between ¢ and t + ¢ is given by
Tr[p(count)]dt = 2Rt Tr[p(t)a’a]
= 2Rot{y(t)la’aly(1))

_ 2ps P alp(0) (8.5.23)
(POIP(©)
Therefore, from Egs. (8.5.16)—(8.5.19b) and (8.5.23), we have the jump
probability for our present problem
|cl(0)|2e-—2Rt
|co(0)[2 + [cr(0)]7e~2Re"
Finally we turn the above into a plot of the probability of finding a
photon in the cavity after a time ¢ given that ¢¢(0) = 0 and ¢;1(0) = 1.
Then Pjump(t) = 2Rdt. This we do via a Monte Carlo procedure as
follows. First, we start the field in state |1) with c1(0) = 1 and we
choose a number between 0 and 1 using a computer random number
generator. If the number is smaller than Pjmp(0), then a jump or
collapse is taken to have occurred, and the photon number is set to
zero. Most likely, however, the number will be larger than Pjuymp and
we reevaluate |p(t)) from (8.5.20) and start again. We repeat this n
times until a random number turns up which is smaller than Pjump(t)
given by (8.5.24). At that point we make an entry in our table as
follows:

Piump(t) = 2R6t (8.5.24)

t=0 [p(0)) = co(0)I0) + c1(0)/1)
evolve
t=0ot [p(60)) = co(60)|0) + c1(1)[1)
evolve
t =26t [p(261)) = ¢o(261)|0) + c1(261)[1)
(8.5.25)
evolve

t = not p(ndr)) = co(ndt)|0) + c1(nd1)|1)

collapse

t=n+ 1ot |pln+ 1)dt]) = |0).
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Needless to say, the preceding simple example was chosen for ped-
agogical purposes. Many more involved problems can be and have
been solved by the quantum jump-Monte Carlo approach. These in-
clude spontaneous emission, resonance fluorescence, Doppler cooling,
population trapping, and the dark line resonance, to name a few.

In conclusion we note that the approach of the present section is
often referred to as the ‘quantum trajectory method’. We also point
to the interesting work of Willis Lamb in which the trajectories of
Gaussian wave packets are calculated in order to treat the quantum
theory of certain problems dealing with the measurement process.
This work also uses a computer analysis to characterize the (random)
outcomes of the experiment.

Problems

81 Derive Eqs. (8.2.14a) and (8.2.14b) and use these results to
evaluate the correlation functions (8.2.16a)-(8.2.16¢).

8.2 The equation of motion for the reduced density operator
for a single-mode cavity field coupled to a vacuum reservoir
through a partially transmitting mirror is

%
o= —E(aTap —2apd’ + pa'a).

Here € is the loss rate related to the Q-factor of the cavity
by € = v/Q. Derive the equations of motion for the relevant
quantities, and then solve them to show that the variances
(AX1)? and (AX;)? (with X; = (a+a')/2 and X, = (a—a')/2i)
increase due to dissipation (fluctuation—dissipation theorem!).
This situation can be viewed as a bosonic mode, uncorrelated
to the cavity field, entering the cavity through the partially
transmitting mirror, and hence adding the uncorrelated noise.

83 If the reservoir in the above problem is in a multi-mode
squeezed vacuum state, the resulting equation of motion for
the reduced density matrix is given by Eq. (8.3.4). As before,
calculate the variances (AX;)? and (AX;)2. Is it possible to
suppress the added noise in this situation?
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84 For a thermal reservoir
4
p ==~ + 1)(a"ap —2apa’ + pa'a)
¢ t t
—Enth(aa p—2a pa+ paa'),
where Ay, is the mean number of photons in the reservoir.
Derive the corresponding equation for the Q-representation
and solve it.
85 Derive Egs. (8.2.18a)—(8.2.18c).
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CHAPTER 9

Quantum theory of
damping —
Heisenberg—Langevin
approach

In the previous chapter, we developed the equation of motion for a
system as it evolved under the influence of an unobserved (reservoir)
system. We used the density matrix approach and worked in the
interaction picture. In this chapter, we consider the same problem of
the system-reservoir interaction using a quantum operator approach.
We again eliminate the reservoir variables. The resulting equations for
the system operators include, in addition to the damping terms, the
noise operators which produce fluctuations. These equations have the
form of classical Langevin equations, which describe, for example, the
Brownian motion of a particle suspended in a liquid. The Heisenberg-
Langevin approach discussed in this chapter is particularly suitable
for the calculation of two-time correlation functions of the system
operator as is, for example, required for the determination of the
natural linewidth of a laser.

We first consider the damping of the harmonic oscillator by an
interaction with a reservoir consisting of many other simple harmonic
oscillators. This system describes, for example, the damping of a
single-mode field inside a cavity with lossy mirrors. The reservoir, in
this case, consists of a large number of phonon-like modes in the
mirrors. We also consider the decay of the field due to its interaction
with an atomic reservoir. An interesting application of the theory of
the system-reservoir interaction is the evolution of an atom inside a
damped cavity. It is shown that the spontaneous transition rate of the
atom can be substantially enhanced if it is placed in a resonant cavity.
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9.1 Simple treatment of damping via oscillator
reservoir: Markovian white noise

We consider a system consisting of a single-mode field of frequency
v and annihilation operator a(t) interacting with a reservoir. The
reservoir may be taken as any large collection of systems with many
degrees of freedom. We assume that the reservoir consists of many
oscillators (e.g., phonons, other photon modes, etc) with closely spaced
frequencies v, and annihilation (and creation) operators by (and b}:).
This system therefore describes the damping of a harmonic oscillator
by an interaction with a reservoir consisting of many other simple
harmonic oscillators. The field—reservoir system evolves in time under
the influence of the total Hamiltonian

H = Ho+ A, (9.1.1)
Ho=hva'a+ ) hvbiby, (9.1.2)
k
H1=h)Y_ gbla+a'by). (9.1.3)
k

As before, 5y consists of the energy of the free field and the reservoir
modes, and J# is the interaction energy. The field operators commute
with the reservoir operators at a given time. We note that in Eq. (9.1.3)
we have here made the usual rotating wave approximation.

The Heisenberg equations of motion for the operators are

a= %[Jf, a) = —iva(t) — i; bk (t), (9.1.4)

by = —ivebi(t) — igxa(?). (9.1.5)

We are interested in a closed equation for the harmonic oscillator
operator qa(t). The equation for the reservoir operator bg(t) can be
formally integrated to yield

t
bi(t) = bx(0)e™™" — igx / dt a(t')e "), (9.1.6)
0

Here the first term represents the free evolution of the reservoir modes,
whereas the second term arises from their interaction with the har-
monic oscillator. The reservoir operators by(t) can be eliminated by
substituting the formal solution of by(t) into Eq. (9.1.4). We find

t
a=—iva—) g /0 dt' a(t)e = 4 £ (1), (9.1.7)
k

fa® == gubr(0)e™™". (9.1.8)
k
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In Eq. (9-1.7), fu(t) is a noise operator because it depends upon the
reservoir operators bg(0). The evolution of the expectation values
involving the harmonic oscillator operator will therefore depend upon
the fluctuations in the reservoir. The noise operator varies rapidly due
to the presence of all the reservoir frequencies. The fast frequency
dependence of a(t) can be removed by transforming to the slowly
varying annihilation operator

a(t) = a(t)e™. (9.1.9)
We see that
[a(0),a' ()] = 1, (9.1.10)
and Eq. (9.1.7) reduces to
t
i=-3 g / dra(t')e” N 4 Fy(1), (9.1.11)
k 0
Faft) = €"'fo(t) = =i Y _ gxbu(0)e 0" (9.1.12)
k

The time integration in Eq. (9.1.11) is similar to that encountered
in the Weisskopf-Wigner theory discussed in Section 6.3. As in the
Weisskopf-Wigner approximation, the summation in Eq. (9.1.11) yields
a o(t — t') function and the integration can then be carried out. We
obtain

t
Zgﬁ / dta(t e == ~ %fga(z), (9.1.13)
k 0

where the damping constant
€ = 2n[g()]*D(v). (9.1.14)

Here, g(v) = g,/ is the coupling constant evaluated at k = v/c and
D(v) = Vv?/n?c® (with V being the quantization volume) is the density
of states (see Eq. (1.1.26)). We can therefore replace Eq. (9.1.11) by
the Langevin equation

4= —%fga + Fa(), (9.1.15)

where Fp(t) is the noise operator which depends on the reservoir
variables.

It is interesting to note that the presence of the noise operator in
Eq. (9.1.15) is necessary to preserve the commutation relation (9.1.10)
at all times. In the absence of the noise term (F(t) = 0), Eq. (9.1.15)
can be solved and we get
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a(t) = a(0)e /2, (9.1.16)

If the operator @ satisfies the commutation relation (9.1.10) at t = 0,
then

[a(t), a" ()] = e, (9.1.17)

representing a violation of the commutation relation. The noise op-
erator with appropriate correlation properties helps to maintain the
commutation relation (9.1.10) at all times. The presence of the noise
term along with the damping term in Eq. (9.1.15) is a manifestation
of the fluctuation—dissipation theorem of statistical mechanics, ie.,
dissipation is always accompanied by fluctuations.

We suppose that the reservoir is in thermal equilibrium, so that

(bx(0))r = (bf(0))r = O, (9.1.18)
(bL(0)bi (0)) & = Sy T, (9.1.19)
(br(0)by,(0))k = (7ix + 1)y (9.1.20)
(bK(0)bk (0))k = (bL(0)b},(0)k = (9.1.21)

Using these relations with the noise operator value (9.1.12), we can
evaluate various first- and second-order correlation functions involving
F(t) as follows:

(a) It follows trivially from Eq. (9.1.18) that the reservoir averages of
Fz(t) and its adjoint F; () vanish, ie.,

(Fa(t))r = (F}(t))r = 0. (9.122)
(b) On using Eq. (9.1.19) we obtain
(F(t)F3(¢))r Z Z grgi (bl Wb ) R expli(vic—v)t—i(vie —v)t']

k K

= gimexpli(ve — v)(t — )]
k

= / wD(vk)[g(vk)]2n(vk)e"“k*v)<f“f’)dvk. (9.1.23)
0

In the last line, we have gone from a discrete representation to a
continuous representation in the usual way. We can now pull out the
slowly varying terms D(v), g(v¢), and A(v;) at v, = v and replace the
integral by a d-function. This gives

(F}(t)F3(¢))r = GRpd(t — '), (9.1.24)

where € is given by Eq. (9.1.14) and 7, = #i(vg). In analogy with the
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classical Langevin theory, we define the diffusion coefficient Dy, for
a'a@ through the equation

(FH(O)Fa(t))r = 2(Dgra)rS(t — 1), (9.1.25)

Hence, from Eq. (9.1.24), the diffusion coefficient is given by

2(Dstz)r = Cirn. (9.1.26)
In a similar manner, we can show that
(Fa()F}(¢))r = G(Aen + 1)3(t — ¥, (9.1.27)
(F)Fa(!))r = (FLOF}())r =0, (9.1.28)
so that
2(Dyat)r = €(Aen + 1), (9.1.29)
(Daa)r = (Datat)r = 0. (9.1.30)

(c)We now determine <F§ (t)a(t))r. This quantity will be needed below
in the derivation of the equation of motion for (@'@)g. It follows, on
solving Eq. (9.1.15), that

a(t) = a(0) exp (—§t> +/tdt’ exp [—g(t — t')} Fa(t).(9.1.31)
0
We then obtain

<F¢J;(t)£~1(t)>R = <F‘J;(t)>R(~1(O) exp (—%t)

! €
+/ dt' exp [_E(t_ t')] (F3(t)Fa(t)r. (9.1.32)
0
Here, we assumed that Fz(f) and @(0) are statistically independent.
From Egs. (9.1.22) and (9.1.24), it follows that

(F3(t)a(t))r = %r‘zth = (Dyta)r- (9.1.33)

Similarly, we can show that
% .
(@ (OFa(t)r = 57 (9.1.34)

These correlation functions will be employed to derive equations of
motion for the field correlation functions in Section 9.3. We next
consider the damping of a single-mode field via an atomic reservoir and
also extend and strengthen the present oscillator reservoir treatment.
The main result of these consideration is a correlation function for the
noise operator which is not a delta function, thus corresponding to
‘colored’ noise as opposed to the white noise presented in this section.,
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9.2 Extended treatment of damping via atom and
oscillator reservoirs: non-Markovian colored noise

In this section we extend our approach to the problem of damping,
this time involving finite (i.e.,, not delta function) correlation times. We
first assume a field damping mechanism via two-level atoms in thermal
distribution, passing through the cavity. The atoms are assumed to be
long lived and monoenergetic so that they interact with the field inside
the cavity for a fixed duration 7. We then return to the oscillator
reservoir model extending the treatment of the oscillator reservoir
problem beyond the Markovian limit.

9.2.1 An atomic reservoir approach™

We here consider the damping of a single-mode field by an ensemble
of atoms. The Hamiltonian for the present problem is given by

H = Ao+ H, (9.2.1)
1 .

Ho=Hhvala+ 5 Z at, (9.22)

H1=hg > [f(t,t,0a’c’ + Hel, (9.2.3)

where ¢! and ¢’ are the operators for the ith atom and f(t;,t,7) is a
function which represents the injection of an atom at time ¢; and its
removal at a later time ¢; + 7. In this sense, f(t;, ¢, 7) is a notch function
which has the value

1 fort;<t<t;+1
tnt,7) = = P 924
7 2 { 0 otherwise . ( )

For the sake of simplicity, we have assumed that the injected atoms are
resonant with the field. Using this Hamiltonian, we write the equations
for the field and atom operators in the interaction picture

a(t) =—ig Y f(tnt, 7)ol (t), (9.2.5)

o (t)=igf(ti,t, 1) a(t). (9.2.6)
As before, we are interested in a closed equation for the operator
a(t). Integration of the atomic operator equation (9.2.6) yields

o (t)=0a"(t;) +ig / t dt'f(t;, ', 1)al(t)a(t). (9.2.7)

On substituting this expression for ¢’ (t) into the field operator

* The reader should consult Chapter 12 and Scully, Siissmann, and Benkert [1988] for further
reading on the material of this section.
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equation, we obtain
a=g*y" /z dt' f(ti, 8, Of (1, £, D)o (f)al(t)
i J
—ig Y f(tnt, 7)ol (t:). (9.2.8)
If the field does not change appreciably during the transit time of the
atoms, a(t') in Eq. (9.2.8) can be replaced by a(¢). In a linear analysis,

al(t') is also replaced by its value at the time of injection a’(t;). The
resulting equation is

a= —%%”a + Fa1), (9.2.9)

where
% =—2g° Z / t dt f(ti, t, )f (ti, 1, D) (8:), (92.10)
Fo(t)=—ig Y f(tnt, 7)o’ (8. (9.2.11)

Here the decay constant % is positive as the inital inversion gi(t;) is
negative in thermal equilibrium.
The noise operator F,(t) may be seen to have the moments

(Fa()) =0, (9.2.12)
(FIOF() =g ftut,Of (4.0, O){a (t)al (t))
ij
= g?[1 + exp(hv/kgT)] ! Zf(ti, LoOf(ti,t, 1),
l (9.2.13)

where we have used, with the atoms in a thermal equilibrium state at
temperature T, (by solving Eqgs. (8.2.10a) and (8.2.10c) in the steady
state and using Eq. (8.2.5))

(a (t)al(t))) = 6;[1 + exp(hv /kp T)] . (9.2.14)

After replacing the sum over i in Eq. (9.2.13) by an integral over the
injection time,

t
o / de;, (9.2.15)
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where r, is the rate of injection of atoms into the cavity, we find

AN
(FIOF,(t)) =r.g* |1 +exp R / dtif (ti, t, 0)f (1,1, 7).
kgT —
(9.2.16)
The integration can be carried out, for example, by writing
f(ti, t, T) = @(t — ti) — @(t -7 ti), (9217)

where © is the unit step function and using
0 17}
/ dt,0(t; — )0t — t;) = O(t1 — 12) / dt;
—0 —00

ty
+0(t, — 1) / dt,  (9.2.18)

We then obtain
/t dtif(ti,t,7)f(tt, 1) =[O — ) — Ot — ' —1)] /t dt;
+[O(t—1)—O(t—1 +1)] /H dt;

+OF —t)— O —t—1)] /t dt;

+[OF — 1) — O — 1 +1)] a dt;.

(9.2.19)

A careful examination shows that the right hand-side of Eq. (9.2.19)
is zero unless t > |t — ¢'| in which case it is equal to t — |t — ¢/|. The
correlation function (9.2.16) is therefore given by

ap(t—|t—1t])/7* forjt—t|<t,

9.2.20
0 otherwise , ( )

(FIOF () = {

where ar = r,g2t?[1 + exp(hv/kgT)]™!. The correlation function is
triangularly shaped as depicted in Fig. 9.1. This is one of the simplest
examples of a ‘colored’ noise problem.

9.2.2 A generalized treatment of the oscillator reservoir
problem”

We now present a treatment of the multi-oscillator heat bath problem.
For an oscillator of momentum p and coordinate x coupled to a bath of

* This section follows the paper by Ford, Lewis, and O’Connell [1988].
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Fig. 9.1

Noise correlation
function (F}(t)F,(¢))
as given in

Eq. (9.2.20).

(F(OF (1))

» 7
t’-rJ lt’+r

oscillators having momentum p; and position g, the system-reservoir
Hamiltonian can be written as

2
21
L smoi(q;— x> (9.2.21)

2mj 2

P2 1 55
%=ﬁ+§mvx +Zj:

Note that in this form the Hamiltonian (9.2.21) does not make the
rotating-wave approximation. Including the normal commutation rules
[x,p] = ifi and [q;, pi] = ifid ., we find

X = llh [x, #] = % , (9.2.22a)
1

b= lp.#] = —mvix + Y " mwi(g; — x), (9.2.22b)

j

.1 pj
4= (g, #] = ‘m—j, (9.2.22¢)
1
b= [pj #] = —mjwi(g; — x). (9.2.224d)

Differentiating Eqgs. (9.2.22a) and (9.2.22c) and using Eqgs. (9.2.22b)
and (9.2.22d), we find

5(0) = —v’x(0)+ 3 %wf [4(t) — x(1)], (9.2.23a)
j

4;(t) = —ojlg;(0) — x(0)]. (9.2.23b)

As may be verified by direct substitution, the solution for g;(t) may
be written in the form
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a;() — x(t) = ¢(¢) — /_ dt cos [wy(t — )] x(),  (92.24)

where q})(t) is the solution to the problem in the absence of coupling
x=0
0 Sin w;t
q;(t) =g cosw;t + p; mjwj- , (9.2.25)
in which g; and p; are the usual time-independent position and mo-
mentum operators.

Substituting (9.2.24) into (9.2.23a) we find

t
mx(t) + / dt u(t — £)x(t') + mv2x(t) = F(t), (9.2.26)
-0
where the damping function is given by

pt—t) ="y _ moicos [w;t—1r), (9.2.27a)
J

and the noise operator takes the form
F(t) = mjoiqg)t). (9.2.27b)
J

As it stands, Eq. (9.2.26) is closely related to Eq. (9.1.11). However,
the problem can be extended to include memory effects by writing the
following general expression for a damped oscillator

mx(t) + / t dt' u(t — )x(t') + mvix = F(t), (9.2.28)
where

1

3(F(OF (t) + F(t)F (1)

= % /Ooo doRe [fi(w + i07)] hw coth (J:—:%) cos [w(t —1)],

(9.2.29)

with i being the Fourier transform of pu(t).

Now for the case of constant damping, which is the one of most
interest to us, Re [fi(w + i0%)] =T and the correlation function takes
the form

(F()F(¢') + F(£)F (1))

r [« ko ,
= ;/0 dwhw coth (W) cos [o(t — )]

d nkgT(t — 1)

=TkgT — coth | ————|.
B @ [ h

We note that Eq. (9.2.30), while going to J(t — ¢} in the limit, in

general goes beyond the Markovian approximation, ie., it implies

colored noise.

N —

(9.2.30)
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9.3 Equations of motion for the field correlation
functions

We can now derive the mean motion of &(t) and of the number
operator &'d. Since (F;(t))r = 0, it follows from Eq. (9.1.15), that

L a(0)r = —30a0)x 9.3.1)

Here, we see that the mean value of the system operator goes to
zero in time. Note that Eq. (9.3.1) is only averaged over the reservoir
coordinates It remains an operator in the field coordinates.

The mean time development of the field number operator is

~T -~
g waoe=(0a0) +(d0%2)
a'(Ha()r + (F}(0at)r + (@ (OFa()r
a'(0)i(t)) g + €. (9.3.2)

=—%(
Thus, the steady-state value of the number operator (&'(t)a(t))r is
A, (times the field identity operator); this is nonzero in contrast to
(af(t))r and (a(t))r, which decay to zero in time according to Eq.

(9.3.1).
In a similar manner, it can be shown that

%(Wt)ﬁ(t))fz = —%(a(a'(0)r + E(n + 1). (9.3.3)

On combining Eqgs. (9.3.2) and (9.3.3), we see that the commutator
[@(t), @’ (¢)] retains its unity reservoir average in time instead of decay-
ing to zero.

Using the same arguments as given for the derivation for the equa-
tions of motion for (G(¢))r and (a'(¢)d(t))r, Eqgs. (9.3.1) and (9.3.2), we
can show that for arbitrary products of the creation and annihilation
operators,

d %
@) g == (m 1) (@) + G (@2
(9.34)
In terms of the operators a and a’ (Eq. (9.1.9)) this equation reads
d %
T ((a"Y™(a)")r = |iv(m—n)— S(m+ n)] {(a")"a")r
+Emnnig ((a’)" 1a" g (9.3.5)

This equation, in a general way, describes the effect of the reservoir.
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As mentioned earlier, the present Heisenberg-Langevin approach
to the quantum theory of damping is particularly suited for the cal-
culation of multi-time correlation functions. This can be appreciated
by considering the simple example of the damping of the field of fre-
quency v inside the cavity at the rate ¥ = v/Q. Here Q is the quality
factor of the cavity.

The field operator a(t) = a(t) exp(ivt) obeys the equation

b=—_"G4F.
a= 2Qa + Fy(t), (9.3.6)

which can be solved to yield (with ¢ > 0)

a(t; + t) = a(t;) exp ( 30 )
+ / " dt’ exp [—é(ri +1— t’)] F(). (937)

i

It follows, on using (&'(£;)Fz(t))r = (a'(t:))r(Fa(t'))r = 0, that

(@ (t)a(t; + 1))r = (@ (1)a(t)r exp ( 30 ) ; (9.3.8)

ie., the field correlation function decays exponentially with time. The
field spectrum can be obtained by taking the Fourier transform of the
correlation function

(at(t)a(t; + 7)) g = (@' (t,)at; + 7)) ge™"

= (n) exp (—m - @r) (9.39)
(9.3.10)

where (n) is the mean number of photons at the initial time ;. We
then obtain (see Eq. (4.3.14))

S(w) = %Re /000<GT(t)a(t +1))rede
_{n) v/2Q
- T eT (93.11)

This is a Lorentzian distribution centered at w = v with half-width

v/20.
An approximate expression of the mode density of the empty cavity,
D.(w), is obtained by dividing S(w) by (n), i.e

v/20
D (w) = - (w_v)2 67207 (9.3.12)

The density of states inside the cavity is therefore significantly different
from its value in free space (see Eq. (1.1.26)).
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9.4 Fluctuation—dissipation theorem and the Einstein
relation

We now make a connection between the present quantum Langevin
approach and the classical approach. In Section 9.1 we derived the
second-order correlation function of the Langevin noise Fx(t)

(F(t)Fa(t))r = Ghind(t — 1), (9.4.1)

On integrating both sides, we obtain

1 o ¢]
= o /_ w<F§(t)Fa(t’)>Rdt’. (9.4.2)

This states that the system damping % is determined from the fluc-
tuating forces of the reservoir. Thus the fluctuations induced by the
reservoir give rise to dissipation in the system. This is one formulation
of the fluctuation—dissipation theorem.

Next we make use of Egs. (9.1.15) and (9.1.26) to rewrite Eq. (9.3.2)
as follows

at
2(Das)e = (@' - (| 57— o) ao))
{atw|% _F,
<a ) [ - Fa(t)] >R. (9.43)

This is the Einstein relation to determine the diffusion constant. We
have derived this relation for the damped harmonic oscillator problem.
It can, however, be shown that this relation is valid for many general
system-reservoir problems. It can be similarly shown that

t
- < [% - Fa(t)] aT(t)> : (9.4.4)

R

5t
2{Dia)n = @03 (0}~ (a0 [ddi - Fg(r)]>
R

The Einstein relation relates the drift terms [dd/dt—F5(t)] and [da’/dt—
Fg (t)] to the diffusion coefficients. In many problems of interest, this
relation provides an extremely simple way to calculate the diffusion
constant.

The Einstein relation can be employed to determine the diffusion
coefficients from the density matrix equations in a straightforward
manner. In order to indicate the procedure, we consider the simple



284 Quantum theory of damping — Heisenberg—Langevin

example of Eq. (8.3.2) which governs the damping of the field by an
interaction with a thermal reservoir. It follows from this equation that

da . '3
<E> = Tr(ap) = -3 (a), (94.5)
da' %
<I> =—5(d"), (9.4.6)
4 (ata) = —6({a"a) — nu), 047)

where, in deriving these equations, we used the cyclic property of the
trace (i.e., Tr(ABC) = Tr(CAB), etc) and the commutation relation
[a,a’] = 1. Now the quantities [da/dt — F,(t)] and [da'/dt — Fi(t)] can
be obtained from Egs. (9.4.5) and (9.4.6), respectively, by removing the
expectation value sign on the right-hand side. We then obtain

da €
— _F@)| =—=a, 4.
[ 0 (t)} 54 (9.4.8)
da' €
Y ptnl =Bt
[dt F( )J 74 (9.4.9)
On substituting Egs. (9.4.7)-(9.4.9) into Eq. (9.4.3), we get
2(Dygtq) = €, (9.4.10)

in agreement with Eq. (9.1.26).

9.5 Atom in a damped cavity

A very simple application of the mathematical framework developed
in this chapter is the study of the evolution of a single two-level atom
initially prepared in the upper level |a) of the transition resonant
with the cavity mode. In particular, it is seen that the spontaneous
emission rate of the atom inside a resonant cavity is substantially
enhanced over its free-space value. The enhancement factor can be
derived rigorously from a quantum mechanical analysis where the
cavity damping is considered via interaction of the single-mode field
with a reservoir consisting of a large number of simple harmonic
oscillators. First, we present an heuristic argument to understand this
interesting phenomenon.

We recall that, in Section 6.3, we considered the spontaneous emis-
sion of an atom in free space, so that the atom interacts with a
continuum of modes of the electromagnetic field. The decay rate I', as
given by Eq. (6.3.14) can be rewritten as
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I = 2xn(lg(@)*)D(w), (9.5.1)

where angle brackets represent an angular average, g(w) is the vac-
uum Rabi frequency, and D(w) = Vw?/n?c is the density of states
at the atomic transition frequency w. The spontaneous decay rate
is therefore proportional to the density of states. The mode struc-
ture of the vacuum field is dramatically altered in a cavity whose
size is comparable to the wavelength. In a cavity of quality factor
0, the mode density D.(w) can be approximated by the Lorentzian
(Eq. (9.3.12))

! v/20 (9.5.2)

Delw) = (w—v)?E+ (/202

The spontaneous decay rate of the atom inside the cavity is therefore
obtained by replacing D(w) by D.(w) in Eq. (9.5.1)

T = 2n(|g(w)*)D (). (9.5.3)

For a cavity tuned near the atomic resonance frequency, we have
D (w) ~2Q/nw and

_2n (0 (20 _ [ 2nC
-7 (522 (32) -re (7). 9.54)

Thus, apart from the geometrical factor of order unity (for the
lowest cavity mode w = nc/L, where L is the length of the side
of the cavity, this factor is equal to 2/n?), the spontaneous decay
rate inside the cavity is enhanced by a factor Q over its free-space
value.

Another simple interpretation of the spontaneous emission en-
hancement can be given in terms of the image charges. We can
simulate the effect of the cavity mirrors on the evolution of the
atom by replacing them by the Q images of the atoms in these mir-
rors. As the cavity is resonant with the atomic transition, all the
dipoles of these images are in phase with the atomic dipole. They
therefore act as Q@ aligned antenna in phase. A given antenna in
this array radiates Q times faster than an isolated antenna. The
atomic energy is therefore dissipated Q times faster than in free
space.

We now turn to a rigorous derivation of the atomic decay in a
damped cavity. We consider a system of a two-level atom interacting
with a single-mode electromagnetic field inside a cavity. The cavity is
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coupled to a thermal reservoir through the walls of the cavity. The
atom—field reservoir Hamiltonian is therefore

H =Hfp+ K+ H 45+ AR+ Hrr, (955)
Hp =hva'a, (9.5.6)
Hy= %hvaz, (9.5.7)

H o = hgloya+a'o), (9.5.8)
Hr=  hvblbx, (9.5.9)
k
Hrr=hY_ gu(ba+a'by). (9.5.10)
k

Here #r and # 4 are the free field and atom Hamiltonians, respec-
tively, # 4r represents the interaction of the single-mode cavity field
with the atom, # is the energy of the reservoir modes and # rg rep-
resents the interaction of the field with the reservoir. For transmission
losses, the reservoir modes correspond to the vacuum modes that enter
the cavity through partially transmitting mirrors. We shall assume the
reservoir modes to be in thermal equilibrium at temperature 7.

The quantities of interest in the system are the energy of the field
{a*a) and the atomic inversion (g,). The equation of motion for any
operator of the form (at)"a"0,, (where 04 is an atomic operator, €.g.,
04,0-,0,) s given by

p ,
@0, = = (@) @O0, HE + H s+ Hoar]
+ <%[(a*)'"a"]>R 04 (9.5.11)

where (d[(a"y"a"]/dt)g is given by Eq. (9.3.5). Using this equation, we
can derive the following equations of motion for (a'a) and (a,):

d +
<Zta> =iglo,a—a'o_) —€(a'a) + G, 9.5.12)
%‘;) = 2ig{o,a—a'o_). (9.5.13)

The angle brackets denote the reservoir as well as the quantum me-
chanical average. These equations involve the average of the Hermitian
operator (c.a— o_a') whose equation of motion in turn involves the
quantity (a'e,a) and so on. In general, we get an infinite set of equa-
tions which may not be analytically solvable. However, the situation
is considerably simpler if initially the atom is in the excited state |a),
the field inside the cavity is in the vacuum state |0), and the cavity is
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at zero temperature (A, = 0). There can be at most one photon in
the field and the state of the field inside the cavity at any time ¢ will
be a linear superposition of the vacuum state |0} and the one-photon
state |1). The expectation value of the operators involving quadratic
or higher powers in the field operators a and af, e.g, ((a")?0.d?),
are therefore zero at all times. Under these conditions, we obtain the
following closed set of equations

d{a'a)

T gA, —¥(ata), (9.5.14)
dla,)

— —2¢A 9.5.15
dt g 1s ( )
dA %

—d—t—l =g(0:) + 284> + g — S Au, (9.5.16)
2 _ _oa,— g, (9.5.17)
dt
where
Ay =ilora—ad'o ), (9.5.18)
Ay = (d'0,a). (9.5.19)

It may be noted that, in Eq. (9.5.17), we neglected the term propor-
tional to (o,a’a® — (a")?ac_) in light of the above argument. The
four equations (9.5.14)-(9.5.17) can be solved using, for example, the
Laplace transform method. The resulting solutions for {(a'a), and
{6,);, subject to the initial conditions (a’a)e = 4,(0) = A4,(0) = 0 and
(.09 =1 are

2 ,~%t/2
(a'a), = _;*f:—qu {1~ cosh [(6” — 16g)'%1/21} , (9.5.20)
4e—<€t/2
di=—tt L _ug
<0' >l’ 1 + ((62 _ 16g2){ g
+ [%2 —2¢* + %(‘62 — 16g2)1/2] x (#1682

+ [%%2 —2g°— g(%ﬂz - 16g2)”2] x e“(gz‘“gz)m”z}.
(9.5.21)

In Fig. 9.2, the probability of the atom being in the upper level
P, = (1+(0.))/2 is plotted for different values of ¥/4g. Here we see a
transition from damped Rabi oscillations to an overdamped situation.
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6 7 8 9 10

This different behavior can be seen easily by considering two limit-
ing cases of Eq. (9.5.21). When € < 4g, the atomic inversion (g.(t))
and the probability P, take the simple forms

(:(t)) = —1 4+ e /> [1 + cos(2gt)], (9.5.22)
—%t/2
Pt) = j [1 4+ cos(2gt)]. (9.5.23)

These damped Rabi oscillations are at the frequency 2g. In the oppo-
site limit % > 4g, we obtain

(6,(t)) = —1 4 2e~0&VE), (9.5.24)
and
P(t) = 48/, (9.5.25)

ie., the atom decays exponentially with a damping constant

4g? 1 4vip2 vy [ 6nc?
I,=—2 = a (-) e ). 9.5.26
‘g <4n60 3hc3 ) €/ \ Vv ( )
Apart from a trivial factor of 3, this expression is identical to Eq.
(9.5.4), which was obtained using a heuristic argument based on the

density of states. The factor of 3 disappears if, in Eq. (9.5.26), we
replace g? by its average value over different orientations.

Fig. 9.2

A plot of P, versus
dimensionless time gr
for (a) €/4g = 0.1
and (b) €/4g = 10.
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Problems

9.1

9.2

9.3

94

9.5

A single mode of frequency v interacts with a thermal reser-
voir. The evolution of the field—reservoir system is described
by the Langevin equation

. 1

a = —5(651 + Fa(t),
where @(t) = a(t)e™; a is the destruction operator for the field
mode. Calculate the variance (AX,)? (with X, = (a + &')/2)
at a time ¢ in terms of the variance at the initial time ¢ = 0.

Find the correlation function (F}(t)F,(¢)) in Eq. (9.2.13) for

—I(t—t;) . .
f(t,-,t,‘c)={e fort,§t<tl+r,
0 otherwise.

Calculate the second-order correlation functions

(FI(OF:(tWr.  (FaOF;(t)r
(Fa(t)Fa(t'))r, and (F}()F} ())&

of the Langevin operator for a multi-mode squeezed vacuum
reservoir,

Derive the equation of motion for arbitrary products of cre-
ation and destruction operators {(a')"a") for (a) a thermal
reservoir and (b) a squeezed reservoir.

Consider the reservoir in a squeezed vacuum state. Use the
equation of motion for the density matrix for the field mode
and the Einstein relation to calculate the diffusion coefficient
Dyzi. Verify your results from Langevin theory.



290 Quantum theory of damping — Heisenberg—Langevin

References and bibliography

Operator treatment of quantum theory of damping and related problems

M. Lax, Phys. Rev. 145, 110 (1966).
G. W. Ford, J. T. Lewis, and R. F. O’Connell, Phys. Rev. A 37, 4419 (1988).
M. O. Scully, G. Siissmann, and C. Benkert, Phys. Rev. Lett. 60, 1014 (1988).

Atom in a damped cavity

E. M. Purcell, Phys. Rev. 69, 681 (1946).

R.J. Cook and P. W. Milonni, Phys. Rev. A35, 5081 (1987).

S. Haroche, in High Resolution Laser Spectroscopy, ed. K. Shimoda (Springer-
Verlag, Berlin 1976).

D. Kleppner, Phys. Rev. Lett. 47, 233 (1981).

S. Sachdev, Phys. Rev. A 29, 2627 (1984).

S. Haroche and J. M. Raimond, in Advances in Atomic and Molecular Physics,
Vol. 20, ed. D. Bates and B. Bederson (Academic Press, New York 1985),
p. 347.

J. A. Gallas, G. Leuchs, H. Walther, and H. Figger, in Advances in Atomic and
Molecular Physics, Vol. 20, ed. D. Bates and B. Bederson (Academic Press,
New York 1985), p. 413.

Experiments on enhanced or inhibited spontaneous emission in a cavity

P. Goy, J. M. Raimond, M. Gross, and S. Haroche, Phys. Rev. Lett. 50, 1903
(1983).

G. Gabrielse, R. Van Dyck, Jr., P. Schwinberg, and H. Dehmelt, Bull. Am.
Phys. Soc. 29, 926 (1984).



CHAPTER 10

Resonance fluorescence

The phenomenon of resonance fluorescence provides an interesting
manifestation of the quantum theory of light and is a “real world”
application of the material of the Chapters 8 and 9. In this process,
a two-level atom is typically driven by a resonant continuous-wave
laser field and the spectral and quantum statistical properties of the
fluorescent light emitted by the atom are measured. Experimentally
this can be achieved by scattering a laser off a collimated atomic beam
such that the directions of the laser beam, atomic beam, and detector
axis are mutually perpendicular as shown in Fig. 10.1.

If the driving field is monochromatic, then at low excitation intensity
the atom absorbs a photon at the excitation frequency and reemits
it at the same frequency as a consequence of conservation of energy.
The specttral width of the fluorescent light is therefore very narrow.
The situation, however, is considerably more complicated when the
excitation intensity increases and the Rabi frequency associated with
the driving field becomes comparable to, or larger than, the atomic
linewidth. At such intensity levels, the Rabi oscillations show up as
a modulation of the quantum dipole moment and sidebands start
emerging in the spectrum® of the emitted radiation. This so-called
dynamic Stark splitting is an interesting feature of the atom-field
interaction. In addition to that, the fluorescent light exhibits certain
nonclassical properties including photon antibunching and squeezing.

In this chapter, we develop a theory of resonance fluorescence to
explain these phenomena. We shall begin by relating the field operators
required to determine the characteristics of the scattered light to the
atomic dipole operators at an appropriately earlier time. The dipole
* The complete calculation of the spectrum was first given by Moliow [1969], and the beautiful

dressed-state explanation of the physics was later given by C. Cohen-Tannoudji and co-workers,
see e.g, Cohen-Tannoudji and Reynaud [1976].
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/Atomic beam
—_— \
>

w;%’

Laser beam
Detector

correlation functions will then be evaluated in a semiclassical treatment
in which the strong driving field is treated classically. The problem of
resonance fluorescence from a driven V type system is also presented.
In such a case, an interesting ‘line narrowing’ is observed. We here
give a simplified treatment of the problem which contains the essential
physics.

10.1 Electric field operator for spontaneous emission
from a single atom

We begin by considering a two-level atom located at a point ry which
is driven by a strong continuous-wave laser field. This interaction can
be treated semiclassically as in Chapter 5. The driven atom is excited
to the higher energy state and then radiates spontaneously in alt di-
rections, see Chapter 6. The field operator at a point r, associated with
this fluorescent radiation field is related to the appropriate atomic op-
erator at a retarded time in order to allow the field to propagate from
the position ry to r. In Appendix 10.A, we determine this relationship,

Fig. 10.1

Schematic setup of a
resonance
fluorescence
experiment. The
directions of the
atomic beam, the
laser beam, and the
detector axis are
mutually
perpendicular,
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which will allow us to study the spectral properties of the fluores-
cent light by simply calculating the appropriate correlation functions
involving atomic operators of the driven atom.

As is shown in Appendix 10.A, upon making essentially the
Weisskopf-Wigner approximation, we find that the field operator E™)
at the observation point r is given by

2 .
) __wipsing _[r =]
B0 = 2 B o (t e (10.1.1)

with a similar expression for EC)(r, t). Equation (10.1.1) indicates that
the positive frequency part of the field operator is proportional to the
atomic lowering operator at a retarded time.

In Eq. (10.1.1), which is valid only in the far field, the dipole is
assumed to be in the x-z plane and # is the angle the dipole makes
with the z-axis, w is the atomic transition frequency, and g is the
dipole matrix element between the two levels. It can be seen that,
in the far-zone approximation, the scattered field is polarized in the
x-direction.

10.2 An introduction to the resonance fluorescence
spectrum

10.2.1 Weak driving field limit

Before embarking on the detailed calculations, we will employ simple
arguments to understand the spectral properties of fluorescent light.
As depicted in Fig. 10.2, a field of spectral width D and central
frequency v is incident on an atom with spectral width I" and cen-
tral frequency w. The field induces a dipole moment in the atom
which governs the emitted or scattered light according to Eq. (10.1.1).
Specifically, if we take the expectation value of (10.1.1), we find
2 .
B 1)) = w psing t_|r—r0| 1
(B, 0) 4neocz|r—r0|x<a—< c )> (10.2.1)
The expectation value {o-(t)} may be calculated by noting that
(o-(t) = Tr [U'(1)o_(0)U(1)p(0)]
=Tr [0 (0)U(1)p(0)U"(1)]
= Tr [e-(0)p(t)], (10.2.2)

where U(t) is the time-evolution operator for the atom driven by
an intense classical field. Since the lowering operator is given by
o-(0) = |b){(al, it follows from Eq. (10.2.2) that
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(a) Incident light of
i frequency v is
Lin (. scattered by an atom
(a) NANN > r e with a lifetime 1/T.
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(b)
v w v

(10.2.3)

(o-(1)) = Tr [|b){alp(t)] = (alp(t)lb) = pas(®).

Now from Eq. (5.3.24) we have for the element pg(t) of the density
matrix

Pap(t) = —(iw +1'/2)pay — %{ [paalt) — prp(O] 7. (10.2.4)

Here, we used the rotating-wave approximation and took 7y, = I'/2.
The solution of Eq. (10.2.4) reads
—ivt

[4

pan(t) = pa(O)e TN — 8

t
/ dt' "L/ e=0) [Paa(t’)) = puu(t)]
0

o . QR e—ivt _ e—(iw+F/2)t
=1 (-2—) m[ﬂaa(o) — pep(0)], (10.2.5)

where Qg 1s the Rabi frequency of the driving field, Qr = o& /h, and
we have noted that pg(0) = 0, and that for weak fields paq(t’) — pps(t)

may be replaced by pa.(0) — pps(0). Finally, in the long time limit such
that t > ', we obtain the result

—i(Qg/2)e™™

@ +T [0aa(0) — pps(0)] .

Pa(t) = (10.2.6)

Equation (10.2.6) indicates that the dipole oscillates at the driving
frequency, not the atomic frequency. Thus from Egs. (10.2.1) and

(b) Incident light has
a spectrum centered
at frequency v and
badnwidth D.
Scattered light has a
bandwidth D,
centered at v for
I'>D.
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(10.2.6) we see that the field which is emitted into some new direction
has the same spectrum as the incident field if its spectral width D is
small compared to I" (see Fig. 10.2). Alternatively, for a field whose
spectral width 1s 1/D due to its finite duration, we understand the
atomic response as that of a driven oscillator with the frequency of
the driving field. The atomic oscillator scatters as long as it is driven,
that is, for a time 1/D. Thus the fluorescent light produced by a
spectrally sharp driving field has a narrow spectral width.

10.2.2 The strong field limit: sidebands appear

The situation described above corresponds to a weak excitation in-
tensity. When the Rabi frequency associated with the driving field Qg
becomes comparable to or larger than the spectral width of the atom
I', sidebands start emerging in the spectrum of the fluorescent light,
leading to a three-peak spectrum. The emergence of the sidebands at
frequencies v + Qg and v — Qp is due to the modulation of the dipole
moment by the Rabi oscillations.

A physical understanding of this interesting behavior can be
achieved by considering a dressed- atom picture of the atom—field
interaction. The interaction Hamiltonian of a quantized field mode
interacting resonantly with a two-level atom, in the rotating-wave
approximation, is (see Eq. (6.2.8))

H =Ho+ H
h
= —2202 + hva'a + hg(oya + ato ). (10.2.7)
We will consider the case in which «» = v and are therefore concerned

only with the interaction picture Hamiltonian
¥ = hg(ora+a'o ). (10.2.8)

As can be verified by direct substitution, the eigenstates of the Hamil-
tonian (10.2.8) are

1
2
with eigenvalues +#Q,/2 and —hQ,/2, respectively, where the ‘gen-
eralized’ Rabi frequency is defined by Q, = 2g./n+1. Thus, the
previously degenerate states |a,n) and |b,n+ 1) are split into a doublet
of dressed states separated by Q, as shown in Fig. 10.3. This is called
dynamic Stark splitting. The dynamic Stark split doublets have almost
equal spacing for n > 1. As indicated in Fig. 10.3, the single-photon
spontaneous decay spectrum consists of a triplet of lines split by the

l+.m) = —(la,n) £ |b,n+ 1)), (10.29)



296 Resonance fluorescence

T
) n+1 quanta
!
w w—Q w w+Q

n quanta

Rabi frequency Q,, with the central component being made of two
equal contributions.

10.2.3 The widths of the three peaks in the very strong
field limit

From Sections 10.2.1 and 10.2.2 we see that the gross spectral fea-
tures, namely the delta function spectrum in the weak field limit and
the appearance of three peaks in the strong field limit, are readily
understood. What cannot be understood so easily is the widths of the
peaks. As will be seen, the central peak has a width of I'/2 and the
‘sidebands’ have widths of 3I"/4. Why are they not the same?

The usual derivation of the three peaks is quite involved (see Section
10.5 and Appendix 10.B). We proceed to give a simple derivation in
the limit where the Rabi frequency is much larger than the atomic
decay rate. In order to get a simple derivation of the linewidths, we
first assume that the field photon distribution has a sharp peak around
the mean photon number 7 so that we may write

Q, = 0; = O (10.2.10)

In such a case, we may ignore the photon index in the eigenstates
(10.2.9) to write ‘
1

ﬁ(la

|+) = ) £ 16)). (10.2.11)

Fig. 10.3

Splitting of the
atomic states by the
dynamic Stark effect.
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These are eigenstates of the semiclassical interaction Hamiltonian (Eq.
(5.2.54) with ¢ = 7)

j70)
¥ = —25(Ia><b| + |b)(al), (10.2.12)
such that
V|+) = ih—g’fli% (10.2.13)

With these definitions and assumptions at hand, we proceed to solve
for the density matrix of the driven and damped atom. The atomic
density matrix obeys the equation of motion (in the interaction picture)

p= —% ¥, 0] + Zp, (10.2.14)

where the damping term is found from Eq. (8.2.8) (in the limit Ay, = 0)
to be

Lp = —g(m,a_p —20_poy + poyo). (10.2.15)

To begin with, we seek the average (9_(t)) which in the dressed-state
basis is given by (see Problem 10.2)

. 1
(o-(1)e"" = 3 [P++(t) = p——(t) — p+—(t) + p—1(1)] . (10.2.16)

In view of the fact that p__ = 1— p,; and p—, = p_ we need
to find only p,(¢) and p,_(t) to determine {(o_(t)). Thus we write
the equations of motion for p,, and p,.- using Egs. (10.2.14) and
(10.2.15) as (see Appendix 10.B)

r r
Pyt = —§P++(t) o (10.2.17a)
, . r r r
Dy = —(lQR + —-4—)/)4._ - Zp_+ ~ 5 (10.2.17b)

Furthermore, in the secular approximation which holds for strong
fields such that Qr > I', we may neglect the last two terms in Eq.
(10.2.17b) (because they will lead to rapidly oscillating terms) and
write

3r
Dy = _(iQR + T) Pie. (102.18)
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Solving (10.2.17a) and (10.2.18) we find

pert) = pr a0 4 (1= (102.19)
pi—(t) = py_(0)e™ ORI, (10.2.19b)

Finally, we may insert Eqs. (10.2.192,10.2.19b) into (10.2.16) to obtain

(o-(1))e" = }{[2p++(0)—1]e-5‘— [p+_(0)e"’“ﬂ-%f—c.c.] }
(10.2.20)

Equation (10.2.20) taken together with (10.2.1) suggests and leads
to several interesting points.

First of all, there is a central component which goes as exp(—I't/2)
and thus implies a width I'/2 of the central peak together with the
two sidebands at Qg having width 3I'/4. This is pleasing in that we
have a simple way to calculate the linewidths.

However, as can be seen from Eq. (10.2.19a), the steady-state value
of py+(0) i1s 1/2 and therefore the first term in (10.2.20) vanishes.
Likewise, in the limit Qg > I, the steady-state value of p,_(0) tends
to 0 and our dipole hence seems to have vanished. The problem is that
we must think harder about what it means to calculate (and measure!)
the spectrum of the scattered light. We turn to this problem in the
next section.

10.3 Theory of a spectrum analyzer

In order to deal with the problem that was encountered in the last
section, we reconsider and sharpen our treatment of the measurement
of the spectrum of the scattered radiation. To that end, consider the
model of a spectrum analyzer as illustrated in Fig. 10.4. There we see a
detector atom having ‘sharp’ levels |«) and |8) separated by an energy
hw,. When we open the shutter at time ¢, scattered light illuminates
the atom until we close the shutter at time ty + T.

We require that the time 7' be much greater than the reciprocal of
the spectral width 1/T" of the scattered light. The detector atom is now
excited to the upper level with a probability P(w,). Finally we ‘look’
to see if the atom is excited, record the result, reset the detector atom
to the ground state |8) and repeat the measurement many times,

Next we ‘tune the detector atom’ by changing w, (e.g., by varying
an external magnetic field) and repeat the measurement sequence of
the previous paragraph. Finally we plot the probability P(w,) as a
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Fig. 104

Schematic setup for a
*gedanken spectrum
analyzer’.
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function of the frequency w, to obtain the spectrum of scattered
light.

The above ‘gedanken spectrum analyzer’ provides us with an oper-
ational definition of the spectral profile. It is now a simple matter to
calculate P(wy), see Eq. (6.5.3), which yields in the present notation

2T
P(wa,T)=S{;_l°f / dty
Ly

T
/ dty(EC)(r, t)) ED(r, ty))e =2 (10.3.1)
4]

Here @,4 is the usual dipole matrix element, and the (- - -) average
over the creation and annihilation operators of the field stands for
Tr [pr - -], where pr is the field density matrix. More to the point,
the spectrum as defined by Eq. (10.3.1) can be written in terms of the
correlation function GV(r,r; 1y, 1) (Eq. (4.2.10)). In that notation, Eq.
(10.3.1) may be written as

2 T T
P(wy, T) = ‘:‘;’* / dty / dt,GV(x,x; 1, ty)e1712) | (10.3.2)
to to

where GU(r,r;11,15) = Tr [EC)(r,t1)EM)(r, 1;)pF ] As discussed in Ap-
pendix 10.D, this probability is proportional to the power spectrum of
the scattered light and is equal to (for stationary fields)

P(w,) =k / deGY(x,r;0,7)e" + c.c., (10.3.3)

where k is a constant depending on the efficiency of the detector,
etc.
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For the present resonance fluorescence problem we may use Eq.
(10.1.1) to write (10.3.3) as

602 sin 2 r r
G(l)(r, rt, )= ('Z%) Tr {U+ <t1 — E)U_ (t2 — E)p:I s
(10.3.4)

where r = |r —ry|, and p is the atomic density matrix.
But how do we calculate the two-time average (10.3.4)? In Section
10.2 we were always dealing with single-time expectation values

(6_(t)) = Tr[o_(0)p(t)] . (10.3.5)

The question now is: can we use the knowledge of (10.3.5) to calculate
two-time expectation values as in Eq. (10.3.4)? The next section shows
how to accomplish this.

10.4 From single-time to two-time averages: the
Onsager—Lax regression theorem

The two-time correlation functions which will be used in our study of
the spectral density and photon antibunching properties of the fluo-
rescent light are (64(t)o—(t+ 1)) and (64 (t)o4(t +1)o_(t +1)o-(8)). In
general, a solution of the density matrix is not sufficient to calculate
the two-time correlation functions; we need to determine the transition
probability distribution. However under certain conditions the quan-
tum regression theorem allows us to calculate a two-time correlation
function from a single-time correlation function.

The total density operator at a time t with T > 0 is given in terms
of the density operator at an earlier time ¢t = 0 by the expression

p(t) = U(t)p(0)U' (), (10.4.1)

where U(7) is the unitary time-evolution operator for the total system.
Here p(t) is the density matrix for the total system of atom plus reser-
voir. It is assumed that the reservoir density matrix pg(0) is uncoupled
from the atomic density matrix p,iom(0) at the initial (earlier) time
t=0,ie,

p(0) = pr(0) ® patom(0)- (10.4.2)

The reduced density operator for the atom at time 7 is thus obtained
by taking the trace over reservoir variables, i.e.,

patom(t) = TR [U(2)pr(®) ® patom(0) U (2)]. (104.3)
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The expectation value of o_(7) is then given by

<U—(T)> = TratomTTR [U—(O)pR(T) ® patom(T)]
= Tratom{0—(0)Trr[U(x)pr(0) ® parom(O)U'(0)]},
(10.4.4)

while the two-time correlation function

(64(0)a_(2))

= Traom Trr[0.4+(0)0-(1)pR(0) ® Parom(0)]

= Trawom{0+(0)Trr[U(t)o_(0)U(t)pR(0) ® patom(0)]}

= Traiom (0-(0)Trr{U()pr(0) ® [patom(0)54(0)] U'(2)}) .
(10.4.5)

Comparing Eq. (104.5) with (104.4) we can simply calculate
(04(0)0_(7)) by employing paiom(0)0+(0) instead of paom(0) in Eq.
(10.4.4). It is clear that the two-time correlation function can be de-
termined from a knowledge of single-time expectation values. The
crucial assumption is Eq. (10.4.2) which is usually referred to as the
Markovian approximation.

A more general statement of the quantum regression theorem is that
if, for some operator (5,

(O@t+1)) = Za,(z) 0(t)), (10.4.6)

then

(000t + 1)0k(0) = 3 a;(1)(0i(H)0(1)0(1))- (10.4.7)
J

With these premilinary steps in hand, we now go back to the
problem of Section 10.2.2. Using Egs. (10.B.28) and (10.B.29), we can
write Eq. (10.2.20) in the bare-state representation as

(- = 2{Tellb)(alp(O)] + Trlla)blo(O)je

- %{2Tf[la> (alp(0)] — 1 — Tr[|b){alp(0)] + Tr[la)(blp(0)]}

e—%rre—iﬂxr
+ %{2Tf[la><alp(0)] — 1+ Tr[|b)(alp(0)] — Tr[la){blp(0)]}
e FT o7 (10.4.8)

where we have also used the relation p;;(0) = Tr(|j)(il(0)). If now we
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use p(0)o,(0) instead of p(0), as suggested above, we obtain
(0, (0)g—(z))e'"
1 _r
= 5 Trlla){alp(0))e~**

L (el (b1p(0)] — Trlla)(alp(O)T}e~¥ e

r

+§{—Tr[|a><b|p(0)] + Trlla){alp(O)}e~F7e™. (1049)

For the steady state, pu; = por = 1/2, pap = pra = 0, and we have the
final form of the two-time correlation function as

r

(6.(0)o_(1)) = % (e—%f + %e— T i0RT | %6—3{161'9,{1) oot
(10.4.10)

This result demonstrates the basic physics of the three-peak resonance
fluorescence spectrum including the ‘widths’ of the peaks. The present
(strong field limit) result (10.4.10) is extended to a general field strength
in Section 10.5.

10.5 The complete resonance fluorescence spectrum

In this section, we evaluate the complete power spectrum of the
radiation scattered by a two-level atom driven by an incident field
of arbitrary strength. The atom is assumed to be isolated and fixed
in position. We look for the field emitted along the x-axis. The field
operator in Eq. (10.1.1) can therefore be treated as scalar. The power
spectrum S(r, wp) of the fluorescent light at some suitably chosen point
r in the far field is obtained by taking the Fourier transform of the
normally ordered correlation function of the field (EC)(r, ) EH(r,t +
7)) with respect to 7 (see Appendix 10.D)

S(r,w0)=%Re A dt(ED(L ) ED(r, t + 1)), (105.1)

Here we have assumed that the field, in the steady state, is statistically
stationary, ie., the field correlation function is independent of the ori-
gin of time so the correlation function (E(™)(r, t)E™H)(r,t + 7)) depends
only on the time difference z.

It follows from Eq. (10.1.1) that

(EO, ) EWD(r,t + 1)) = Io(r) (o, (t)a_(t + 1)), (10.5.2)
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where
To(r) = wipsing )’ (105.3)
O™ \drepr—ro| ) -
The two-time correlation function {o(t)o—(t + 7)) can be calculated
by using the quantum regression theorem if we know the appro-
priate single-time correlation functions. We are thus interested in
the expectation values of the interaction picture dipole operators
(04(t)) = pea(t)expliot), (o_(t)) = pas(t)exp(—iwt), and the inver-
sion operator {g,(t)) = [pa(t) — pes(t)]. All higher-order correlation
functions can be determined from them. For example
(04()a+(1)) =0, (10.5.4a)
(o4(t)a—(t)) = ({o:(t)) + 1)/2. (10.5.4b)
As is shown in Appendix 10.B (see also Appendix 10.C), an exact
solution to the Liouville equation (10.2.14) yields
(o-(t + 1) = puy(t + 7)
= ai(7) + ax(D){o-(1)e"™" + as(t) o ()™
+as(t)((o:(2)) +1)/2, (10.5.5)
({o=(t + T)) +1)/2 = paalt + 1)
= b1(1) + ba(1){o_ ()€t + b3(t){o4(t))e

+ba(7)((0:(2)) + 1)/2, (10.5.6)
where
=gl _3Te/4 _ 402 — T2\ |

a(t) = 1202 ZQﬁ {1 e COos Ut —_4,uF sin ut| ¢,
(10.5.7)

1 e o—3T/4 .
a(t) = 3¢ + 5 [T sin(ut) + 4p cos(ut)] , (10.5.8)

1 5 —3I't/4 .
as(t) = ze_r’/ — 8 [T sin(ut) + 4ucos(ur)), (10.5.9)
as(t) = g 5o/ sin(ur), (10.5.10)

bi(1) = —Q%{— 1—(cosut + 30 sinpt) eT74], (10.5.11)
2 +20% 4y

iQ
by(z) = %56—31"1/4 sin(ur), (10.5.12)

b3(z) = _%ﬁ e 34 sin(ur), (10.5.13)

by(t) = e731*/4 [cos(/n) — % sin(,u‘c)] , (10.5.14)
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with

, TI?
=(a-—) . 5.15
u (QR 16) (10.5.15)

We shall be interested in the steady-state properties of the scattered
field. In the steady state (t — o0) the expectation values of various
atomic operators are independent of the initial conditions. It therefore
follows that

lim (g_(2))e"* = ay(c0) = T2 20 (10.5.16)
QZ
(o2)ss +1)/2 = by(0) = FZ—-&E (10.5.17)
R

Now the evaluation of the two-time correlation function (¢ (t)o_(t +
7)) is, as we saw in Section 10.4, formally identical to the evaluation
of the single-time expectation value {c_(t + 7)) except that the non-
Hermitian operator paom(t)o () must be used in place of the reduced
density operator paom(t). It therefore follows from Eq. (10.5.5) that

(01()o—(t + 7)) = {a1(x)(01(2)) + ax(z){a 4 (t)o_(£))e"”"
+az(t) o4 (t)oy(t))e ™™ + ay(7)
x(a+(t)[o=(t) + 11/2)}
= {a1(1)(o4(t)) + ax2(7)[(0:(2)) + 1/2]}.
(10.5.18)
In the steady state, it follows from Egs. (10.5.16) and (10.5.17) that
(o4 (t)o_(t + 1))ss = [a1(t)ai(o0) + az(t)by(c0)]e®*.  (10.5.19)

On substituting for various coefficients from Egs. (10.5.7), (10.5.8),
(10.5.16), and (10.5.17) in Eq. (10.5.19), we obtain the following explicit
expression for the field two-time correlation function

(ED @, )EP(r,t + 1))
= Io(r){o 1 (t)o_(t + T))ss

) Q%{ FZ —TI't/2
— I —I7T
olr)e (r2 + 2Q§) { T2 128 2
o—3Tt/4

+ [e (P +iQ) + " (P — iQ)]}. (10.5.20)

where Iy(r) is defined by Eq. (10.5.3) and the dimensionless constants
P and Q are given by
203 —T1? _ T 10093 —

=i ~ G T (105.21)
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A formula for the power spectrum can be derived by taking the
Fourier transform of (EC)(r,t)EM)(r,t + 1)) (see Eq. (10.5.1)). As we
have already seen in Sections 10.2 and 10.4, the spectrum shows
remarkably different behavior in the weak and strong field limits. We
therefore treat them separately.

10.5.1 Weak field limit

Equation (10.5.20) simplifies considerably in the weak field limit, ie.,
when

r
Qr < 7. (10.5.22)

The Rabi frequency of the driving field is then much smaller than
the rate of emission of spontaneously radiated photons. The atom
therefore behaves as an overdamped quantum harmonic oscillator.
It follows from the definition of p, Eq. (10.5.15), that in this limit
4 = iT'/4. The first term in the curly bracket in Eq. (10.5.20) is then of
the order of unity, the second and third terms cancel each other, and
the fourth term is zero. We obtain

2
(ED(r, ) EN)(r,t + 7)) = Io(r) (%) e, (10.5.23)
The power spectrum of the emitted field is therefore

2
S(r, ) = Io(r) (%—R) o(w — wy), (10.5.24)
i.e., the spectrum is given by a d-function. The result is not surprising
because, for a monochromatic resonant driving field, the atom absorbs
a photon at the excitation frequency, and energy conservation requires
that the emitted photon has the same frequency, as predicted for elastic
Rayleigh scattering. In this way, we regain the results of Section 10.2.1.

10.5.2 Strong field limit

The situation is more complex when the Rabi frequency of the driving
field is comparable to or greater than the atomic decay rate. Under
such circumstances the atom can coherently interact many times with
the field before spontaneously radiating a photon.



306 Resonance fluorescence

It follows, on taking the Fourier transform of (E)(r, t)E™)(x, t +1))
as given in Eq. (10.5.20), and using

0 . 1
d —iwt—T1/2+iwgr _ S — 10.5.25
/0 e i(w—wo)+1/2 ( )
Q0
R , 1
—iwtFipt—3Tt/d+iwotr _ 5.
/0 dte @ T i—ag) T30/ (10.5.26)
that the power spectrum of fluorescent light is
Io(r) (9] 4nT?
S = S —
(5, 0) = =0 <r2 o ) | aag @ T @)
+ I + o4
(0 —wo)? +(T/2)> (0 +p—wo)* + (3T /4)
o
) 10.5.27
* oA o T OTA) (10327
where
r
oy = —4—P + (0 £+ p— wo)Q. (10.5.28)

In Fig. 10.5, S(r,wp) is plotted for various values of 4Qg/I. It is
seen that, with the increasing driving field intensity, the single-peak
spectrum S(r,wg) around wy = o is transformed into a three-peak
spectrum, with peaks centered around wg = @, @ + Qg. The relative
heights of these peaks for Qg > I'/4 are 1 : 3 : 1. The elastic
Rayleigh peak at wy = w disappears in this limit. This behavior is
seen analytically from Eq. (10.5.26) in the limit Qg >> I'/4. We then
obtain

Iy(r) 3r/4
S s =
(r, wo) 3 | (@ On— w0 1 (31“/4)2
+ I 3
(@ — o) + (T'/2)
3r/4

1, (10.5.29)
(@ +Qr — wo)’ + (3T/4)

which is seen to be in agreement with Eq. (10.4.10). The width of the
peaks centered at wg = w — Qg, ®, and w + Qg are 3I'/4, I'/2, and
3I'/4, respectively. The integrated intensities in the peaks are however
in the ratio 1 : 2 : 1.
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Fig. 10.5

Resonance
fluorescence
spectrum S(r, wg) in
arbitrary units, as
given by

Eq. (10.5.27), for

(a) 4Qp/T =1,

(b) 4Qg/T = 8, and
(¢) 4Qr/T = 16. The
elastic scattering
term proportional to
d(w — wy) has not
been included.
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10.6 Photon antibunching

We now show that the scattered field in resonance fluorescence ex-
hibits the nonclassical effect associated with photon antibunching.
To calculate the normalized second-order correlation function g (1)
(Eq. (42.21)), we first determine the two-time correlation function
(o4(t)o+(t + 1)o_(t + t)o—(t)) from Eq. (10.5.6). Using the quantum
regression theorem, we obtain
(o1(t)ar(t + T)o_(t + T)o—_(1))
= (04(1) (ot +7) + 1/2) 0_(1))
= bi(2)(o+ (D)o (1)) + ba(1){o 1 (t)o_(t)o_(t))e""
+b3(1) o+ (Do (Do-(1))e ™"
+b4(2)(04(0)0:(8) + Do_(0),2

=bi(7)({o:(t)) + 1)/2. (10.6.1)
In the steady state, we have from Eq. (10.5.6)
(o4 (D)ay(t +T)o_(t + T)o_(t))ss = b1(7)b1(c0). (10.6.2)

On substituting for various coefficients from Egs. (10.5.11) and (10.5.17)
into Eq. (10.6.2), we obtain

(0+(t)a+(t + D)o—(t + T)o_(1))ss

_ 9% ’ r _3Te/4
- (rz + ZQ%{) [1 - (COS/” + E Sln/u:)e ] (10.6.3)
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Equation (10.6.3) together with Eqs. (10.1.1) and (4.2.21) gives
g =1- (cos ut + % sin ,u‘c) e 34, (10.6.4)

In Fig. 10.6, g"9(z) is plotted as a function of the time delay 7 for
different values of the normalized Rabi frequency of the driving field.
It is seen that for 7 = 0 g®(r) = 0, and as 7 increases g?(r) > 0. We
thus have

g?(r) > g?(0), (10.6.5)
which corresponds to the phenomenon of photon antibunching (see
Eq. (4.4.71)).

For the weak driving field, Qz < I'/4, g@(1) increases monoton-
ically from 0 to 1 as 7 is increased. However, for the strong driving
field, Qr > T'/4, g (1) shows an oscillatory dependence on 7. The
magnitude of these oscillations decreases as 7 is increased and g@(r)
approaches unity as 1 — oo,

It is easy to understand the physical reason for the photon an-
tibunching in resonance fluorescence. Once a photon is emitted, the
atom is found in the ground state and it takes the driving field some
time to reexcite the atom to the upper level, from which the next pho-
ton can be emitted. On average, this delay is of the order of the Rabi
period Qz! as can be seen from Eq. (10.6.4) in the limit Qg > I'/4.
Hence, the spontaneously emitted photons show a tendency toward
antibunching for small delay times z.

Fig. 10.6
Normalized
second-order
correlation function
g (z) versus the
dimensionless delay
time I'; for

(a) 4Qz/T = 0.1 and
(b) 4Qx/T = 10.
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Fig. 10.7

Schematic
representation of the
V model; v; and v,
are the carrier
frequencies of the
driving fields.

10.7 Resonance fluorescence from a driven V' system

We conclude this chapter with a discussion of the fluorescence from
a three-level atom™ driven by two coherent fields, see Fig. 10.7. The
major difference between this problem and the driven two-level atom
problem is the addition of a second driving field to the traditional ar-
rangement of resonance fluorescence. This not only causes qualitative
changes in the shape of the emission and absorption spectra but also
modifies the linewidth in a way that depends on the atomic parameters
and the relative strength of the fields. In particular, the spectral com-
ponents can acquire very different widths and peak heights relative to
the case of the standard resonance fluorescence in which a two-level
system is driven by a single near-resonant field, see Fig. 10.8.

The excited states in Fig. 10.7, |a) and |b), decay to level |c) at rates
I', and I'p, and we assume I', > I, . Furthermore, we assume the
driving Rabi frequencies coupling |a) and |c} (Qg;) and |b) and |c)
(Qg2) are such that Qg> > Qg;. In this case, a spectral narrowing is
seen in Fig. 10.8. In the next few paragraphs we provide a heuristic
treatment of the problem.

We approach this problem by expanding the atomic dipole operator
in the most natural set of states, the dressed states of the atom—driving
field system, and derive the relaxation rates of the dressed coherences
which govern the linewidths of the resonance fluorescence spectrum in
the strong driving field approximation. We derive an explicit expression
for the damping rate that sets the width of one of the outer sidebands
and identify the contributions made by the two excited atomic states to
this dressed coherence decay. It turns out that the vacuum fluctuations
at frequencies close to one of the two allowed atomic transitions may
be dominated by those that affect the other transition because of the

* For a simple physical treatment see Keitel, Narducci, and Scully [1995]; the experimental paper
of Zhu, Gauthier, and Mossberg [1991] is a classic.
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mutual coupling that the dressed states of the entire system impose
between the bare excited atomic states,

The dressed states are eigenstates of the atom—driving field Hamil-
tonian

¥ = hgu(lc)(alal + |a)(clar) + hga(lc)(bla] + |b)(claz) (10.7.1)

where a; and a, are the annihilation operators for the field modes
whose number states we denote by |n) and |m), respectively. Then the
eigenstates are as given in Fig. 10.9 and the transition matrix elements
between dressed states associated with the spontaneous emission of
a photon are given in Fig. 10.10. As is depicted in Fig, 10.10, there
are now five lines on both the |a) — |¢) and the |b) — |c) transitions,
though only three lines of each are depicted in Fig. 10.10.

The linewidths of the spectral components are assigned by the
time evolution of the corresponding dressed coherences. As an explicit
example, we consider the component of the dipole operator (see Eq.
(10.2.16))

(0ac(t)) = Tr[lc)alp(¥)]

1 .
= E(. o T p+_ + .. .)e_lw“t, (10.7.2)
that oscillates with the frequency w,. + 2Q, where
Q=/Q + D), Q=g Qu=gpJm  (10.73)

If the external driving fields are sufficiently strong, or more precisely if
the effective Rabi frequency Q is much larger than both spontaneous
decay rates of the upper atomic states, we can apply the secular
approximation and find that, see Appendix 10.E,

Fig. 10.8

Spectrum of
spontaneous emission
for the |a) — |¢)
transition, for
resonant driving
fields: (a) Standard
spectrum with
coherent field
coupling |a) and |c),
(b) same with strong
|b) — |c) driving
field. (From L. M.
Narducci, M. O.
Scully, G.-L. Oppo,
P. Ry, and J. R.
Tredicce, Phys. Rev.
A 42, 1630 (1990).
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Transitions
at w,

|+,n,m) = 715[|c,n,m) +sin@la,n — 1,m) + cosflb,n,m — 1)]

—

-——r- |0,n,m) = cosfla,n — 1,m) — sin b, n,m — 1)

|~,n,m) = 715[|c, n,m) —sinfla,n — 1,m) — cosf|b,n,m — 1)]

|+,n—1,m) = \/Li[lc,n —1,m) +sinf|a,n — 2,m) + cos@|b,n — 1,m — 1)]

|0,n —1,m) = cosBla,n — 2,m) —sinflb,n—1,m — 1)

|-,n—1,m) = 71;[|c,n —1,m) —sinfla,n — 2,m) — cosflb,n — 1,m — 1))

91/(ny 0= 92/ {m)

sinf = ———0o———, = .
B TRt akm) + g

Fig. 10.9 Eigenstates corresponding to n photons in the first driving field and m photons in the second
decaying to states with » — 1 and m photons, respectively. Relevant portion of states associated with
transitions at w,. are underscored with wavy lines.

pi— = —2iQp4_ —y4_p4-, (10.7.4)
where
3 Q2 Q2
V- =7 (rﬁlgl + rbﬁR}) . (10.7.5)

It is clear that when I', > I', but Qg, > Qpy, the width of the line
at wge + 2Q goes as Iy,

Thus we may say that the vacuum interaction associated with
the |b) — |c) transition determines the width of the |a) — |c¢) peak
at wge + 2. This effect has been experimentally observed, by Zhu,
Gauthier and Mossberg [1991].

10.A Electric field operator in the far-zone
approximation

We start by considering the interaction of the two-level atom with
the radiation field, which is described by the following rotating-wave
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Fig. 10.10
Decay of states with
n and m photons in
driving fields to
states havingn—1, m
. and n, m — 1 photons.
v a respectively. Five
\)/ peaks will be

A 0 4O observed around
‘\W a both frequencies
and w;. of which
only three each are
shown.
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Wy I(t,n, leltn-1 ,m)I2 = %sineel(a,n- 1,m|rlc,n- l,m)l2
W, +292 K+ n.mlel-,n- l,m)l2 = % sin’@ Ka,n - Lmlde,n- l,m)l2
W+ : |(0, nmld- n-1 ,m)l2 = % cos® 6 Ka, n-Lmlrle,n- 1 ,m)l2

approximation Hamiltonian (see Eq. (6.1.20))

ho

- I
H = 5 0z + ;hvkauam

+ Z hgk (ak,ga+eik"0 + al’ime_ik"") . (10.A.1)
ki

Here we have included the interaction between the atom and all the
field modes characterized by wave vector k and polarization 1. We
proceed by introducing the slowly varying operators &y, and & such
that

a(t) =ty ()™, (10.A.22)

o_(t) = &_(t)e ™" (10.A.2b)
The Heisenberg equations of motion for these are

i a(t) = —igiad_(t)e @Mk (10.A.3a)

G(1) =) iguioa(t)di(t)e @, (10.A.3b)

kA
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These equations can be formally integrated to yield

t
e a(t) = i a(0) — igy e @Ik / dr'g_(t')e' =),
0
(10.A.42)
5'_(t) — 5'_(0) + Z igk,iei(w—vk)tﬂ‘kro
kA

t
« / At 0, (¢Yara()e @) (10.A.4b)
0

The first terms in these equations represent the free evolution of
the field and atomic operators in the absence of interaction. In the
following sections, we shall focus on the contribution to the field due
to its interaction with the atom.

It follows from Eq. (1.1.30), that the positive frequency part of the
electric field operator is

ENr0) =" 6rélag (0™, (10.A.5)
kA

where &x = (hvi/2e0V)Y2. On substituting for ay;(t) from Egs.
(10.A.2a) and (10.A.4a), we obtain

i i A A 2 ik-(r—r,
EH(r, 1) = (16n3€0) pmiot / PR DD - ply el
A

t
X / di'F_(¢')e'o—mi=t), (10.A.6)
0

where we have recalled the definition of g, from Eq. (6.1.8) and
replaced the sum by an integral via

14
Y- P / &k.

k

Recalling from Eq. (1.1.36), that

A()a() kk
Zei ei( —I—Ez—,
A

we have the vector field operator in a useful form

EM)(r,1)
_ i —iwt 2 A k(k ’ SAO) ik-(r—rp)
= (—16n3€0) e /dkd(?d(pk sin 6 {go I Ve
t
x / dt'5_ (¢ )el@mli—t) (10.A.7)
0

Next we assume that the line joining the atom to the observation is
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along the z-axis, which is parallel to r —ry, and the electric dipole is in
the x-z plane making an angle # with the z-axis, see Fig. 10.11. Then
the vectors k and { are defined in polar coordinates by
k =k(Xsinfcos ¢ + Psinfsin ¢ + 2cosb), (10.A.8)
@ = gp(Xsinn + 2cosn). (10.A.9)

Consider first the angular integrations in Eq. (10.A.7). The ¢-
integration yields for the x-component

S PO 6 ) 311 S
[Fofo- e
0
2n
= deg [sinn — sin 0 cos @(sin # sin 0 cos ¢ + cos 7 cos 0)]
0

= 2ngpsinn(l — % sin’ 9), (10.A.10)

for the y-component

2n A A
oo k)(k - 9)
[Fanfyo-otn
0
2n
= dog [0 — sin 0 sin ¢(sin # sin 6 cos @ + cosn cos 0)]
0

_ (10.A.11)

(]

Fig. 10.11

The atomic dipole
and the k-vector of
the electric field in
polar coordinates.
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and for the z-component

2 N N
" ools s E-K)k-p)
/0 d(P[Z'SO'" 4 k2

2n
= dog [cosn —cos B(siny sin 6 cos ¢ + cos 7 cos 0)]
0
= 2npcosn(l —cos® 6)
= 2mg cosy sin’ 0. (10.A.12)

Thus the y-component of the electric field vanishes. Next we consider
the #-integration in Eq. (10.A.7). By writing

elk'(l’—l’o) — ezklr—rolcos 0’

and using cosf as a new variable y = cosf, we obtain for the x-
component

2ngsiny / dfsin 6 (1 — % sin’ 0) ek rr0)
0

’ 1
= 27tgo sinrl/ dll [1 — %(1 _#Z)J eiklr—rolu
-1

eik|r—r0| _ e—iklr—rO{ ( 1
ik|r — g Ir — ro|?

=27tgosin11[ )] (10.A.13)
and for the z-component

4
2ngpcosy / d0 sin® g™ 1)
0

1
= anocosq/ du(1 — #Z)eiklr—rom
-1

~ 0<|r _1r0|2), (10.A.14)

where we have used the results (10.A.10) and (10.A.12). In the far-
field region, the terms proportional to O(1/|r —ro|?) can be neglected,
and the z-component of the electric field also vanishes. On combining
Egs. (10.A.7) and (10.A.13), we obtain

E(+)(l', £ = ( cp sin 7135 ) oot /00 dka (eikh'—ro{ . e—ik{r—r()l)
0

87'(260|l' — l'0|

t
X / dt'5_(f')e! @), (10.A.15)
0

We proceed as in Weisskopf-Wigner theory by replacing k> —
(w/c)?, extend the limit of k-integration to —oo and upon performing
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the k-integration, obtain

2, s
inyX

B = -2 Qs
(51) 4neoc?|r — o)

t —
x |:e—iw(t—|r—r0|/c)/ dt’&_(f)é (t Y- |l' l'0|)
0 C

t
—i(t+Hr—rl/c) x o Ir—x
¢ /Odm_(f)(s(t {4+ =2 ) .
(10.A.16)

Ignoring the incoming wave contribution and going back to o_(t), see
Eq. (10.A.2b), we readily find Eq. (10.1.1).

10.B The equations of motion for and exact solution
of the density matrix in a dressed-state basis

10.B.1 Deriving the equation of motion in the dressed-state
basis

In Section 10.2, it has been shown that in the strong field limit and
within the secular approximation the solution for the system in the
dressed-state basis provides answers to the positions and widths of the
spectral lines without involved calculations. Furthermore, as we will
see below, an exact solution to the problem can also be obtained with
less effort in the dressed-state basis than in the bare-state basis,

First we observe that, from Eq. (10.2.11),

la) = %(H) + 1)), (10.B.1a)
1
b) = ﬁ(lﬂ — =) (10.B.1b)

Using Egs. (10.B.1a,10.B.1b) we rewrite the interaction Hamiltonian
¥" by expressing the lowering and raising operators ¢, and o_ in
terms of |+) states

Qg
il

o = |b){a] =

—~

(=1 == (10.B.2)
(M + N = 1= = 120),
(10.B.3)

040- = a)(a| = %(I+><+| + N+ I+ =)D
(10.B.4)

N =
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Upon inserting Eqs. (10.B.2)~(10.B.4) into Eq. (10.2.14) and taking the
appropriate matrix elements of the density operator, we obtain

r r
P+ = P+t (10.B.5a)
; 3r r r
b =G4 +10) P~ gos — 3. (10.B.5b)
r

2
L % (10.B.5¢)

p—y = "(T - iQR)P—+ TP

10.B.2 Solving the equations of motion

The advantage of the dressed-state basis is clearly seen in that Eq.
(10.B.5a) is decoupled from Egs. (10.B.5b) and (10.B.5¢). The solution
for p44(t) is already given in Eq. (10.2.19a). To solve for p,_ and p_,
it is convenient to rewrite Eqgs. (10.B.5b) and (10.B.5¢) in the matrix
form

R(t) = —MR(t)+ B, (10.B.6)
where
R(t) = (2:8) (10.B.7)
M (3r/; /J; iQr 3r/£/—4iQR) , (10.B.8)
B= —g (}) . (10.B.9)

In order to solve Eq. (10.B.6), we seek the eigenstates and eigenval-
ues of M such that

MV,' = Aivi (l = 1,2), (IOBIO)

and therefore the matrix made up of the v; eigenvectors (column
matrices) takes the form

V=(v v2), (10.B.11)
and
MV = (11"1 Asz ) . (10B12)

Likewise, we need the inverse of ¥, which we may find by conventional
matrix methods, and write as a matrix of the row vectors

vl = (61). (10.B.13)

V2
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It may help the student of modern quantum mechanics (who knows
Dirac notation better than matrix mathematics!) to note that

vi > [i),

] (10.B.14)
Now by construction, (i.e., this is how we define V1)

vvl=1, (10.B.15)

which in terms of our eigenvectors and reciprocal eigenvectors can be
written as

v

VVvl=(vi v2) (:;) =vVi+vV =1, (10.B.16)

(again note that this is like [1){1]| 4 |2)(2| = 1).
Using (10.B.15) we may write (10.B.6) as

R(t)=—VVIMVV~R(t) + B, (10.B.17)
or

%[V_IR(t)] =—(VIMV)[V"'R(t)] + V"!B. (10.B.18)
Since

Vimy = (’1)1 fz) =D, (10.B.19)
we have

%[V_IR(t)] = —D[V7'R(t)] + V!B, (10.B.20)

which has the solution

t
V7IR(t) = e P'VTIR(0) + / dt e Py 1B, (10.B.21)
0

It follows readily from Eq. (10.B.21) that
R(t) = (Ve ®'V"HR(O)+ VD~ !1 —eP)V~1B.  (10.B22)

In view of the fact that D is diagonal, e~P* is simply equal to

—Ait 0
—Dt __ 4
e f_( . e_w). (10.B.23)

Now we can see that once the eigenvalues and eigenvectors are
known, p;_(t) and p_;(¢) can be derived from Eq. (10.B.22) by
straightforward matrix multiplications.
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For our problem, the eigenvalues of M are

r r\?>
Ay = 37 +ip,  u=4/0%— (—) , (10.B.24)

with corresponding eigenstates

cos @ —sin 0
Vi = (smH) s vy = ( COSH) s (10B25)

where tan0 = —(4i/T')(Qr — p). With these, ¥V, V7, and D can
be constructed and after some algebra, we arrive at the following
expression for p;_(t)

1
Pi = 2—“(2,1 cos pt — 2iQg sin ut)e14p,_(0)
r .
——4—# sin ute“3n/4p_+(0)

r {2u(r/2—iQR) cos it

2ul T2420%

[y GL/2)T/2—iQg)] . _3T/4
[1 2 1 208 sin ut ye
I(T/2—iQ%)

I? 4 20%

(10.B.26)

On substituting for p;;(¢t) from Eq. (10.2.19a) and p+_(¢t) from Eq.
(10.B.26) into

. 1
O_ = Pagb = P4+ ——lIm(p+_) ha E, (10B27)
and noting that
1
P+t = 5(1 + pab + Pba)s (10.B.28)
1
p4= = 5(2Paa — 1 = pab + pra), (10.B.29)
we obtain (¢_(t+7)) and {g,(t+7)) in the form (10.5.5)-(10.5.14), which
are needed for evaluating the power spectrum. For a comparison, we

sketch the solution to the same problem in the ‘conventional’ bare-state
basis in Appendix 10.C, using a slightly different technique.
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10.C The equations of motion for and exact solution
of the density matrix in the bare-state basis

It is instructive to solve the resonance fluorescence problem in the bare-
state basis if only to show how much easier it is in the dressed-state
basis. The equations of motion for the various density matrix elements
can be obtained from Egs. (10.2.14) and (10.2.15) by substituting for
v from Eq. (10.2.12) and then taking the appropriate elements of the
density operator. The resulting equations can be written in a compact
matrix form as

R(t) = —MR(t) + B, (10.C.1)

where (with ppp = 1 — pag)

Pab
R=| pa |, (10.C.2)
Pba
r/2 —iQz 0
M=\ —iQgr/2 r iQr/2 ], (10.C.3)
0  iQr TI,2
i
B=—| 0 ) . (10.C.4)
—Qr

The striking difference between Egs. (10.B.5a-10.B.5¢) (or (10.B.6))
and Eq. (10.C.1) above is that in the set of equations (10.B.5a -10.B.5c¢),
(10.B.5a) is decoupled from the others, whereas in (10.C.1), all three
equations for p,p, pue, and pp, are entangled. This means that in the
bare-state basis, we have to deal with 3 x 3 matrices while in the
dressed-state basis, we have only 2 x 2 matrices.

Equation (10.C.1) can be solved by first finding the eigenvalues of
the matrix M, which read

r r r

il = 4 =" —j 10.C5
> ) 12 4 + I, 13 4 1, ( 0.C )
where as before u = 1/Q% — I'2/16. By denoting again the eigenvectors
and reciprocal eigenvectors by v; and ¥, (I = 1,2,3), respectively, we

have similarly to Eq. (10.B.16)

Al =

3
> owi=1. (10.C.6)
=1

Using Eq. (10.C.6), it can be shown that
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3
MO = "Vi0)e ™, (10.C.7)
=1

where O is a 3 X 1 column matrix. A solution can now be found as
follows:

e
R(t+1)=eMR(t) + / e M+ gy
t

=e MRt +(1—e™M)M'B
=" {WlR@®)—M'Blve ™} + M'B.  (10.C3)
I

After finding the inverse matrix M~! and substituting various quan-
tities into equation (10.C.8), one can find Eqgs. (10.5.5)—(10.5.14) for
{6_(t+1)) and {0.(t + 1)) (Problem 10.3).

10.D Power spectrum in the stationary regime

According to the Wiener—Khintchine theorem, the power spectrum
S(wy) is given in terms of the two-time correlation function of the
radiation field by

Ste) = 7 fm / dt / dt (ED@ED () e )
(10.D.1)

Under the stationary condition, the correlation function (E(1)
EW(¢)) depends only on the time difference t = ¢ — ¢ and Eq.
(10.D.1) becomes

S(wo)—%%l_rgo—/ dt(/ dt’+/ dt)

X (ET(QED(1'))e =)
1 .. 1T t _ .
= — lim —/ dt [/ de(ET) (1) ED(0)) et
T Jo 0

T—t
+ / dr(E(_)(O)E(H(r))ei“’“].
0
(10.D.2)

Provided that the field operators are correlated only over a short
period of time, we can extend the upper limit of the z-integrations to
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infinity with no significant change. Since we have
(ED(R)EM(0)) = (ET(0)ED(v))", (10.D.3)

it follows from Eq. (10.D.2) that

S(wo) = %Re /0 - dt{ET(0)ED(7))ei". (10.D.4)

10.E Derivation of Eq. (10.7.5)

We note that (in an obvious notation) the damping operator in the
dressed-state picture goes as

<5P+—(I))
ot damping

= <+| (Lacp + Lrep) |_>

= 2241 (la)alp + pla) (al — 2N alpla)ic) |-)

L2 ()bl + plb) (b1 — 20e) (bl cl) |-,
(10.E.1)

and upon inserting a complete set of states

<5P+—(I))
ot damping

- _% (Z(+|a>(a|0'>pa_ + ) piolola)al-)

(2

-2 Z(‘HC) <a|0'>par<r|a> <C|—>>

0T

_% (Z(+|b>(b|o’>pa_ +Y " piolalb)(bl—)

(2

-2 Z<+|c><b|o>pﬁ<r|b><c|—>) : (10.E2)

0T

In the strong field limit we keep only terms which go as py_ and
this yields
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op+-(t)
( ot )damping
= —2 ((+la) a+) + (~la)al-)
~ 2+le)al+) (~la){cl-)) p4-
I'p

—— = ((+Ib)bl+) + (~Ib)(bI-)

— 2(+le)(bl—)(—1b)(c|-)) p+-
= -%(Fa sin? @ + Iy cos® 0)p4—

_ 3 (raQ}u + T3,

4 Q2

Thus p1_(t) ~ e77+-p4_(0), ie., the dipole P,(t) = 94c(04(t)) has
a component which decays as e "+* and therefore (by the regression
theorem) so does (a7(0)aac(t)).

)p+— = P4 Py (10.E.3)

Problems

10.1 Show that the atom-field dressed states |+,n) and |—,n),
as given in Eq. (10.2.9), are eigenstates of the Hamiltonian
(10.2.8) with corresponding eigenvalues E(+,n) = $+hQ,/2,

where Q, = 2g./n+ 1.

10.2 ‘(a) Show that completeness in the form |+){+| + |—)(—|
=1 is equivalent to |a){a| + |b)(b| = 1.
(b) Using part (a) show that
(o-(e)e"
= Tr [0_(0)p(?)]
= (+lo_|+){(+lpl+) + (+lo—|=)(—lpl+)
H=lo-|+){(+Hpl=) + (—lo—|=)~lpI-).
Note that here in contrast with Eq. (10.2.2), there

appears the factor ¢** since we are now working in
the interaction picture.

(c) Show that
(+lo_|+) = (+|b){al+) =1/2,
{(+lo-|—) =1/2,
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and
(—lo—|+) = (~lo_|-) = —1/2.
(d) Collecting the above, prove Eq. (10.2.16).
10.3  Derive Egs. (10.5.5)-(10.5.14) following the method presented
in Appendix 10.C.
104 Consider the resonance fluorescence from a two-level atom

which is damped by a multi-mode squeezed vacuum. In this
case, the equation of motion for the atomic density operator
is given by (see Eq. (8.2.17))

p
r
= — [, pl—5cosh’(r)(00-p—20_po+ +pos0-)
r.
5 sinh?(r)(6_o.p — 204 po_ + po_c4)

—Te ?sinh(r)cosh(r)o_po_
—T'e”sinh(r)cosh(r)o+po,

where r is the squeeze parameter, 0 is the reference phase for
the squeezed field, and ¥~ is the interaction picture Hamilto-
nian (10.2.12). Derive an expression for the resonance fluo-
rescence spectrum for a strong coherent driving field. Show
that the width of the central peak in the three-peak spectrum
can be made narrower than the corresponding width for the
atomic decay in vacuum by an appropriate choice of 6. (Hint:
see H. J. Carmichael, A. S. Lane, and D. F. Walls, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 58, 2539 (1987).)
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CHAPTER 11

Quantum theory of the
laser — density operator
approach

In Chapters 5 and 7 we presented a treatment of laser physics in
which the light is described as a classical Maxwell field while the
lasing medium is described as a collection of atoms whose dynamic
evolution is governed by the Schrédinger equation. This semi-classical
theory of laser behavior is sufficient to describe a rich variety of
phenomena. However, there are many questions which require a fully
quantized theory of the radiation. For example, the photon statistics
and linewidth of the laser can be properly understood only via the full
quantum theory of a laser.

The laser linewidth is an important quantity. For example, it de-
termines the fundamental limit of operation of an active ring laser
gyroscope. The first fully quantized derivation of the laser linewidth
general enough to include even the semiconductor laser linewidth prob-
lem utilized a quantum noise operator approach,” and is presented in
chapter 12.

The photon statistical distribution for the laser is of interest for
several reasons. Historically, it was initially thought by some that the
statistical photon distribution should be a Bose—Einstein distribution.
A little reflection shows that this can not be, since the laser is operating
far from thermodynamic equilibrium. However, a different paradigm
recognizes many atoms oscillating in phase produce what is essentially
a classical current, and this would generate a coherent state; the statis-
tics of which is Possionian. But, for example, the photon statistics of a
typical Helium—Neon laser is substantially different from a Possionian
distribution. Of course, well above threshold, the steady-state laser
photon statistical distribution is Poissonian. The first derivation of the

* The quantum noise operator treatment was presented by M. Lax at the 1965 Physics of Quantum

Electronics Conference; see Proceedings of the Int. Conf. on the Phys. of Quantum Electronics,
ed. P. Kelley, B. Lax, and P. Tannenwald (New York 1966).
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photon statistics for the laser used a density matrix* formalism and is
the subject of the present chapter.

There is a deep sense in which laser threshold behavior is analogous
to a second-order phase transition.} This is properly understood within
the context of a fully quantized theory of the laser as is discussed in
this chapter. Finally we note that the micromaser is, in a real sense,
the archetype device requiring a quantum theory of the laser for its
proper understanding. This is presented in chapter 13.

11.1 Equation of motion for the density matrix

Having treated the semiclassical theory in Chapter 5, and having
treated the damping of quantum systems in Chapters 8 and 9, we now
proceed toward a ‘photon’ description of laser operation. The quantum
theory of laser radiation is basically a problem in nonequilibrium
quantum statistical mechanics. We seek a coarse-grained equation of
motion for the laser radiation-density matrix as it evolves due to the
addition (and subsequent removal) of many excited atoms. We will
derive such an equation in two ways.

Method I

We consider a system of atoms inside a cavity, with the atomic level
structure shown in Fig. 11.1. To describe laser oscillation, the theory
must include pumping and damping mechanisms. To obtain laser
pumping action, we assume that the atoms of the gain medium are
pumped into their upper state |a) from a low lying level |g) at random
times tp at a rate A, The lasing levels |a) and |b) can decay to levels
|c} and |d), respectively, at rates y, and y,, which in turn decay to level
|g) at decay rates y. and y,, respectively, as shown in the Fig. 11.1.
The decay rate from level |a) to level |g) is denoted by 7,. For the
sake of simplicity, we assume 7y, = y, = 7 and consider the laser to be
tuned to atomic resonance. The details of the dissipation mechanism
for the field inside the cavity are not very important for the theory
of laser. In the semiclassical theory the damping was represented by
Ohmic currents (Section 5.5), here we may assume that there are only

* The density matrix treatment as developed by Scully, Lamb, and Stephen was also presented at
the 1965 Physics of Quantum Electronics Conf., ibid p. 75. Very clear treatments of the subject
are to be found in Loudon [1973] and Pike and Sarkar [1995].

t Graham and Haken [1970] and DiGiorgio and Scully [1970]. For an excellent account of the
subject, see Haken [1975].
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Fig. 11.1

Laser action takes
place between the
two excited energy
levels |a) and |b)
separated by a
frequency w. The
level |a) is excited at
a rate r,, while levels
la) and |b) decay to
levels |¢) and |d),
respectively, at rates
7a and yp. Levels |a),
c), and |d) decay to
level |g) at rates vy,
Ye, and vy,
respectively.

|a)

8)

transmission losses which can be accounted for by the interaction
of the radiation field inside the cavity with a reservoir of vacuum
modes representing the outside world (modes of the universe™) as seen
through the partially transmitting mirrors.

In this approach we first seek the quantum mechanical analogue to
Maxwell’s equations for the field, and an expression corresponding to
the atomic driving polarization. We will outline Method I emphasizing
the relation with the semiclassical theory.

The Hamiltonian for the interaction of the active atoms, which are
resonant with the single-mode laser field, in the interaction picture
and the rotating-wave approximation (Eq. (6.2.8)) is

v = Z hg(cla+a'el) = Z v,
i i

* See R. Lang, M. O. Scully, and W. E. Lamb, Jr., Phys. Rev. A 7, 1788 (1973) and R. Lang and
M. O. Scully, Opt. Commun. 9, 331 (1973).
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where ¢} = (la)(bl), ¢~ = (|b){(al)’ are the raising and lowering
operators for the ith atom. Here we have included only the interaction
of the lasing levels |a) and |b) with the field, the pumping from level
lg) to |a) and the various level decays will enter phenomenologically
as they did in the semiclassical laser theory.

The equation of motion for the laser field density matrix due to the
interaction with the active lasing medium and the damping mechanism
is

) i
P = '"ﬁTratoms {V’ P] o +(LPInw » (11.1.1)

where from Eq. (8.3.3) we take

€
(ZLPpInw = ) (n+1") puw +€/(n+ 1) (W +1)pus1pm1. (11.1.2)

The lasing term of (11.1.1) written in more detail is

O Puy i 1
( l(;t ) = ‘ﬁTratoms (7, plow = 3 Z[V, Pla} nsfa
gain {}

(11.1.3a)

where {a} = o, a,..,an denotes the state of all N lasing atoms with
o; = a or b and this may be further simplified as

_% S S Pl (11.1.3b)
w=ab i

where the projection of the atom-field density matrix onto the space
of the ith atom and the field is

P () =D piacymsayr (1) (11.13¢)
{}
with {o/} = oy -+ @iy, 21 -+ an. Using (11.1.3b,11.1.3c), we write
the lasing driving contribution to p,, in Eq. (11.1.3a) as

5p,,,,/) i
2 = ——Tratoms|?> P o
(5e) = Troems7l

i i l.
= —ﬁ {Va",b"‘i'lp bn+l,an  Panpr+1 Vbn’ +1l,an
i

+Vbn,an—lpin_1,bn’ - pibn,an’ 1V —l,bn’] >
(11.1.3d)

where

Van,bn+1 = hg\/n +1, Vbn’+1,an’ = hg\/ W+ 1.
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At this point we note that terms like >, pl, p,11(t &) (With ¢; being
the injection time of the ith atom) are the fully quantized analog of
the population matrix (5.4.4).

Thus we are motivated to introduce the generalized population
matrix with elements such as

@ - i
pan,bn+1 - Z pizn,bn+1(t’ ti)'
i

Equation (11.1.3d) can be rewritten in terms of the elements of the
population matrix as

0 Puyd i
< 5— = ﬁ (Van,bn+1 Pbn+1,an — Panpn’ +1 Vbn’ —lan’
t gain

+Vbn,an—1pan—1,bn’ s pbn,an’—lVan’—l,bn’)' (1 114)

We proceed by assuming that the atom-field population matrix for
the ith atom may be treated as if the effect of other atoms is felt only
through their contributions to p,,(t); just as in the semiclassical case
the collective field E(t) accounted for the influence of other atoms on
the ith atom. In this spirit we write the equations of motion for the
population matrix pongr = (0, 1| patom—tield| B, 1) as

pan,an’ = A-apgn,gn’ — YPananw — YgPanan

i
- ﬁ (Van,bn+1 Pbn+1,an —Panpr +1 Vbn’+1,an’ )’ ( 11.1. Sa)

Panpr+1 = —YPanpn'+1

i
- E(Van,bn+1 Pon+1,bw'+1 — Pan,an’ Van’,bn’+1 ), (1 1.1. Sb)

pbn+1,an’ = —YPbn+1l,an

1
- E(Vbrﬁl,anpan,an’ —Pbn+1,br'+1 Vbn’+1,an’ )’ (11150)

PbntLbw+1 = —Y PonLbn'+1

1
- ﬁ (Vbn+1,anpan,bn’+1 —Pbn+1,an Van’,bn’+1 )’ (1115d)

Penen' = YPanan — VePener's (11.1.5e)
Pdndn = YPbnpw — YdPdndn'» (1 115f)
Pengn = —AaPengn +VgPananw +VcPenenw +VaPanaw, (11.1.58)

where the term A,pgnen in Eq. (11.1.5a) represents pumping only into
the excited state |a) from level |g). It may be noted that Eq. (11.1.5g)
is quite general and is valid for more complicated schemes, e.g., when
atoms in levels |a) and |b) can decay to many other levels and the
pumping to levels |a) and |b) takes place from any arbitrary level.
As shown below, only Eqgs. (11.1.5a)-(11.1.5d) and Eq. (11.1.4) are
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required to derive the equation of motion for the field density matrix.
Thus an effective two-level picture is valid.

Next we determine the components of the atom-field population
matrix elements Ppni1aws Panpr'+15 Pan—ipn's ANA Ppy gy 1. First, we as-
sume that the decay rate from level |a) to level |g) is small, so that we
can ignore the terms proportional to y, in Eqs. (11.1.5a) and (11.1.5g).
It then follows from Egs. (11.1.5¢)—(11.1.5g) that, in steady state,

Pgngn = %a(ﬂan,an’ + Pbnpw )- (11.1.6)

We next assume 7y, y4 > 7, so that py o = panaw =~ 0 in steady state.
This condition ensures that as soon as the atoms have decayed from
lasing levels |a) and |b) to levels |c) and |d), respectively, they decay
quickly to level |g) from which they are excited to level |a) by the
pumping process. Thus, from the fact that

Pt = Panan’ + Ponbnt + Penent + Pandn + Pgngn (11.1.7a)
we then have

Panan' + Pbnbr = P — Pgngn’ (11.1.7b)
and Eq. (11.1.6) yields

Y
ngn = nn' - 11.1.
Pgng ?+iap (11.1.8)

Equation (11.1.5a) can now be rewritten as

pan,an’ =TFaPrm' — VPanar
i
—ﬁ(n//an,brﬁl Phn+l,an — Panpr'+1 n//bn’-H,an’ ), (1 119)

where r, = yA,/(y + A4) is the effective pumping rate. Thus Eq. (11.1.9)
together with Eqs. (11.1.5b)-(11.1.5d) form a closed set of equations
for the matrix elements corresponding to the lasing levels |a) and
|b). We solve the above equations of motion for pgpnt1(t), etc, in
Appendix 11.A.

On substituting the various components of the atom—field popula-
tion matrix in Eq. (11.1.4), from Appendix 11.A, we find the equation
of motion for p,,y due to the gain medium:

<5pnn’) o < JV:m/J% ) p
0t/ gain L+ N Bt )

N
+< = )pn_l,n/_l, (11.110)

1+ N i1 B/ A

where we introduce the linear gain coefficient
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2r.g?
o = 2 (11.1.11)
the self-saturation coefficient
4 2
B="5 (11.1.12)
b
and the dimensionless factors
1 1 / (n _n/)Zg
M,,,,,——Z(n+1+n + 1)+ S (11.1.13a)
1 (n—n')B
m — 3 1 / —_— 11.1.13b
N 2(n+ +n+ 1)+ 6t ( 3b)

The gain and saturation coefficients o/ and & are seen to correspond
to the coefficients in Eqs. (5.5.10) of the semiclassical laser theory in
the case of upper level pumping and zero detuning. A connection
between the present quantum treatment and the semiclassical results
will be made at the end of this section.

It follows, on adding (n|#p|n’) from (11.1.2), that

. JV:m/Jf
P = _1+W_n-n-’v@/ﬂ— Pnr’

N
+ < ) Pn—1,n—1

1+ JV,,_1,,,/_1,@/J%

1
— 5 €+ Yo + U+ 1) + D1 gy (11.114)

This equation constitutes our basic result. In particular, the diagonal
elements p,, = p(n), which represent the probability of n photons in
the field, have the equation of motion

[ (D nsd B
P == 1)@/&/)] p(n) + (1 +n@/&/) pin—1)
—&np(n) + €(n+ )p(n+ 1). (11.1.15)

It is important to note that the diagonal elements are coupled only to
diagonal elements and that, more generally, only off-diagonal elements
with the same difference (n — n’) are coupled.

A simple physical meaning can be given to Eq. (11.1.15) for the
photon distribution function in terms of a probability flow diagram
(Fig. 11.2) by expanding the terms in the denominator of Eq. (11.1.15).
There we see the ‘flow’ of probability in and out of the |n) state
from and to the neighboring |n + 1) and |n — 1) states. For example,
the o/ (n + 1)p(n) term represents the flow of probability from the |n)
state to the |n + 1) state due to the emission of photons by lasing
atoms initially in the upper states. Here 2/n is the rate of stimulated
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n+1 y
Cn+Vpn+1) | Aln+ 1)p(n) Bn+172p(n) s

4

Cnp(n) Anp(n — 1) Bn?p(n — 1) ce e

emission, .o/ is the spontaneous emission rate and these rates are
multiplied by p(n) to yield the total probability flow rate. Since the
probability flows out of p(n), this term is negative. The first term
in the expansion of the square-bracketed term in (11.1.15), namely
B(n+1)’p(n) = o (n+ 1)(#B /s )(n + 1)p(n), corresponds to the process
in which photons are emitted and then reabsorbed, the reabsorption
rate being (#/«/)(n+ 1). Similar explanations exist for the other terms
including the loss terms.

Method II

As we have emphasized earlier, each atom in a gas laser contributes
its energy to the field independently, except in so far as the other
atoms have prepared an electromagnetic field with which it interacts.
With this in mind we consider the change in the radiation field-density
matrix due to the injection at time to of a single pumping atom in
the upper of the two atomic states |a) and |b). Working in the n
representation, this change is given by

5pnn’ = pnn’(to + T) e pnn’(IO)’ (11116)

where 7 is a time which is long compared with an atomic lifetime, but
short compared to the time characterizing the growth or decay of the
laser radiation. The macroscopic change in the density matrix Ap,y,
due to N atoms acting on the field in a time At will then be

Apuw = NOpuw = roAtdpyy, (11.1.17)

where r, is the rate of atomic injection.

We now turn to the determination of p,, as it appears in Eq.
(11.1.16). To obtain puy(to + t) we must follow the time development
of the combined atom-laser field system to time ¢y + = and then form
the trace of its density matrix over the atomic states

Pt +7) =Y punan(to+1) (¢ =a,b). (11.1.18)

Fig. 11.2
Probability flow
diagram for a laser.
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A coarse-grained derivative for the laser radiation-density matrix,
Ap/At =r,6p, is obtained by combining Eqs. (11.1.16)—(11.1.18):

do,..
< i ) =T [pan,an’(to +1)+ pbn,bn’(tO +7)
gain

dt
— Panan (t0)]- (11.1.19)

In the adiabatic approximation, we replace fp in this equation by
t. As the atoms are pumped to level Ja) in the present treatment,
Ponpn (to) = 0.

The quantities pguaw(t + 1), ponpw(t + 7), and pgan(t) can be de-
termined easily by solving the equations for the probability ampli-
tudes c,, and cpnyy (Eqgs. (6.2.11) and (6.2.12)). For the resonant case,
A = o —v =0, these solutions are

Can(t + 7) = Can(t) cos(gr\/n_ﬁ), (11.1.20)
Cont1(t + 7) = —ican(t) sin(gt/n + 1), (11.1.21)
yielding

Panan (t + 1) = pur (t)cOs(gT/n + ) cos(gr/n’ + 1), (11.1.22)
Ponpn (t + T) = pu—tw—1(t) sin(gt/n) sin(gr/n), (11.1.23)
Panan (t) = pun (1), (11.1.24)

since at time t =0
pnn’(t) = |Can(t)|2' (11125)

The resulting equation for the reduced density matrix of the field is
then

(i%) = —r4[1 —cos(gt/n+ 1)cos(gt/n' + 1)] pur
gain

+r, Sin(gT/n) SIN(GTA/1)Pnt -1 (11.1.26)

Notice that this equation has been obtained for a system in which two-
level atoms are injected in their upper level |a) at random times at a
rate r, and they interact with the radiation field for a time t before they
are removed. This model, and consequently Eq. (11.1.26), is directly
relevant to the study of the quantum statistics of a micromaser which
we consider in Chapter 13.

It is possible to use Eq.(11.1.26) to obtain (11.1.10). To this end
we consider an atom which is injected into the |a) state at time zero
and decays from |a) and |b) to |c) and |d), as in Fig.1.1, with a rate
¥ = Y4 = 7. The probability that the atom will “live” in states |a) and
|b) to a time t is then
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P(t)dt = ye "*dr. (11.1.27)
We therefore take an average of Eq. (11.1.26) over this distribution to
get the density coarse-grained matrix equation for the laser radiation

(%)

dt gain
[e 0]

= —ra/ drye " [1 — cos(gt/n + 1) cos(gt /' + D] pme
0

[e 0]
+ra/ dtye™"" sin(gt./n) sin(gT/1')pn_1 1. (11.1.28)
0

On carrying out the necessary integrations, we recover Eq. (11.1.10).
Details of the calculation are to be found in Problem 11.7.

In order to make a connection between the present quantum theory
of the laser and the semiclassical theory of Section 5.5, we derive an
equation for the mean number of photons (n) from Eq. (11.1.15). For
operation near threshold, #{n)/ o/ < 1, we obtain (after expanding
the denominators in the first two terms on the right-hand side)

dn)
a ;np(n)
= (o —C)n) — B{(n+1)*) + . (11.1.29)
This equation reduces to Eq. (5.5.16) in the limits (n) > 1 and

(n?) = (n)2. Thus the semiclassical treatment is valid for large photon
numbers and in situations where the decorrelation approximation

(n%) = (n)? (11.1.30)
is valid.

The term o/ in Eq. (11.1.29), which is absent in the semiclassical
equation, gives the spontaneous emission into the laser field mode. We
see that, for n = 0 initially, the semiclassical field remains zero for all
times. In contrast, the quantum equation (11.1.29) can build up from
zero because of the spontaneous emission term /.

11.2 Laser photon statistics

As we saw in the last section, the probability p,,(t) = p(n) of an n-
photon laser field changes in time due to gain produced by stimulated
emission and cavity losses. In this section, we consider the steady-state
solutions of the equation of motion (11.1.15) for p,, and obtain the
photon number statistics for steady-state operation.

Before discussing the general solution of Eq. (11.1.15), we consider
two limiting cases of laser operation.
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11.2.1 Linear approximation (% = 0)

The equation of motion for the photon distribution function p(n) (cf.
Eq. (11.1.15)) in the steady state (p(n) = 0) reduces to

—(n+ Dp(n)+np(n — 1)—Enp(n)+¥(n + 1)p(n + 1)=0.
(11.2.1)

It is clear that the detailed balance condition implies that the second-
order difference equation (11.2.1) reduces to the equivalent system of
two first-order difference equations

Anp(n — 1) —Enp(n) =0, (11.2.2)
H(n+Dpn)—€n+ pn+1)=0. (11.2.3)

The solution of these equations is clearly

d n
p(n) = p(0) (g) . (11.2.4)
The constant p(0) is determined from the normalization condition
o]
> pmy=1. (11.2.5)
n=0
For o/ < %, we obtain
p(0) = (1 — /%), (11.2.6)
so that
ANEAN
=({l—-— =] - 11.2.7
= (1-%) (%) (1127)

Since no solution for p(n) exists for o/ > ¥ in the linear approxima-
tion, we interpret &/ = & as the threshold condition. Hence, below
threshold, the steady-state solution is essentially that of a black-body

cavity
hv —nhy
p(n) = [l—exp (kBT)] (kBT)’ (11.2.8)

where the effective temperature T is defined by

exp (—_hv) = % (11.2.9)

kgT €
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11.2.2 Far above threshold (o > €)

In this situation, the saturation is so large that the quantity #(n)/<«/ >
1. We can then ignore the term unity in comparison with the term
#n/ o/ in the denominators on the right-hand side of Eq. (11.1.15).
The resulting steady-state equation of motion for p(n) is
2 dZ

—gp(n)-i-gp(n—1)—(6np(n)+‘6(n+1)p(n+1) =0.(11.2.10)
This equation is solved again by invoking the detailed balance condi-
tion which implies

2

%p(n — 1) — Gnp(n) = 0. (11.2.11)
The normalized solution of these equations is
p(n) = e~ ™ <Z—>, (11.2.12)
with
dZ
(n) = 7L (11.2.13)

Thus the photon statistics of the laser far above threshold are given
by a Poisson distribution which is a characteristic of a coherent state.

11.2.3 Exact solution

After discussing the two limiting cases, we give the general steady-state
solution of Eq. (11.1.15). It follows again from the detailed balance
condition that

1 f” p(n— 1) —@np(n) = (11.2.14)

The solution of this equation is clearly
A /%)

1+ £k
where p(0) is determined from the normalization condition }_,. ; p(n)

= 1. The quantity p(n) is the product of n factors of the form (o7 /€)(1+
Bk /of)~L. For

k< (g) (fl%gi) =n, (11.2.16)

these factors are each greater than unity, while for k > n,, these
factors are less than unity. Hence p(n) increases for n up to n, and
goes monotonically to zero for n > n,. Thus the distribution peaks at

p(n) = p(0) H ( (11.2.15)
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Fig. 11.3
Steady-state photon
distribution function
for coherent (...) and
laser (—) radiation.
The laser is taken to
be 20 percent above
threshold, with the
parameter # chosen
to give (n) = 200.
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We may write Eq. (11.2.15) in a more convenient form as
()!(50)"
p(n) = p(0) Fovat (11.2.18)
(n+)!

The normalization constant p(0) may be expressed in terms of conflu-
ent hypergeometric functions

-1
_ [F (1;%“;%2)] , (112.19)

In Fig. 11.3, the photon distribution p(n) (Eq. (11.2.18)) is shown for
a laser operating 20 percent above threshold.
Calculating the average value of n, we find

p(O)Zn )(“”"2)
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[o 0] ii n—1 2
-0 (5)1 2 5 (57) - Su -0
B

n=1

A & o
=57 ;p(m — 51— pO)]
A (A—F
-7 (7

For a laser appreciably above threshold, the last term in Eq. (11.2.20)
is clearly insignificant because p(0) < 1. We then obtain

o
) + Z(0). (11.2.20)

A (A —F
<n> jad ? <7) = np. (11.2.21)
A similar calculation for (n?) yields
,5%2
2 il
(n*) = (n)* + 3% (11.2.22)

Far above threshold, {n) is given by Eq. (11.2.21). The normalized
variance of the photon distribution is given by the so-called Mandel
Q parameter for the field. For the laser it is given by

Q5=

= . 11.2.23

7 —7 ( )

Since Q; > 0 above threshold (& > %), the field is super-Poissonian.

However, very far above threshold (& > %), Qy approaches zero

which is a characteristic of the Poisson distribution and this agrees
with our earlier analysis.

11.3 P-representation of the laser

In Chapter 3, we saw that the P-representation forms a correspondence
between the classical and quantum coherence theory. It is, therefore,
interesting to find the P-representation of the laser. All the normally
ordered correlation functions of the field operators can be evaluated
from it in a simple manner. There are, however, some other advantages
of using P-representation. As we shall see in the next section, a
calculation of the natural linewidth of the laser is highly facilitated
by the equation of motion for the P-representation. This problem is
relatively more complicated if the density matrix approach is followed.
The P-representation also helps to make a correspondence between the
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density matrix approach discussed in Section 11.1 and the Langevin
equation approach discussed in the next chapter.

As shown in Appendix 11.B the equation of motion for P(x,«",1)
is found to be

oP —&/<132 1e & 1 8 @62)

ot~ 2 \rdor 2ror or 212002 4o 002
2 [10, s 1@ 2\
x{l“z_&/ [?5’ Al +r ’] “t6asreerf T
€(10,
— =42} P. 11.3.
+3 <rar’) (11.3.1)

Here, we have transformed from the independent complex variables
o, o* to polar coordinates r, 6 using

a=re?. (11.3.2)

This equation contains the derivatives with respect to r and @ to all
orders.

Near threshold, the steady-state solution of Eq. (11.3.1), as shown
in Appendix 11.B, is

P(xa’) > —~ exp [(7) 1a|2—g|a|4], (11.3.3)

where 47 is a normalization constant.

11.4 Natural linewidth

So far we have discussed the photon statistics of the laser which are
associated with the diagonal matrix elements p,, of the reduced density
matrix for the field. The quantum fluctuations which are responsible
for the fluctuations in the number of photons in the field are also
responsible for the phase fluctuations thus leading to a finite linewidth
of the laser. In this section we shall derive expressions for the natural
linewidth.

A detailed derivation of the natural linewidth would involve a
calculation of the two-time correlation function (E)(t)E(t 4 1)) of
the field. According to Eq. (4.3.14), a Fourier transform of this two-time
correlation function yields the field spectrum and hence the linewidth.
This is a rather cumbersome process as it requires a time-dependent
solution of Eq. (11.1.14) for the density matrix elements p,y or of
Eq. (11.3.1) for the corresponding P-representation. Here we follow
a simpler approach in which an evaluation of the phase diffusion
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coefficient in the Fokker-Planck equation for the P-representation
gives the desired result. However, in order to motivate this approach,
we first present the phase diffusion model for the laser linewidth,

11.4.1 Phase diffusion model

In order to study the phase fluctuations of the laser field, we describe
the electromagnetic field as a complex vector (see Fig. 11.4) which
experiences small changes in its phase due to spontaneous emission
events. As these small changes are totally random, the phase gradually
diffuses and becomes equally distributed over 2z. We assume that the
small phase change due to a single spontaneous emission event takes
place on a far shorter time scale than the overall evolution of the field.

We consider a situation in which the laser is operating sufficiently
far above threshold that the amplitude fluctuations can be ignored.
The field EY)(¢) can then be written as

ED(t) = \/(n) expl[if(t) — ivot], (11.4.1)

where (n) is the mean number of photons of frequency vy in the field
in steady state. The spontaneous emission rate is equal to /. Due to

Fig. 11.4
Electromagnetic field
as a complex vector.
The phase diffuses
due to spontaneous
emission events.
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the random spontaneous emission events the electric field phasor will
execute a random walk. Since the amplitude fluctuations are ignored,
it will be a one-dimensional random walk along the angular direction.
From the theory of random walk we find that the probability that a
distance / is travelled after o/t steps is given by

1

= —(%]
P(t) = Er T /49, (114.2)
In terms of the angular displacement 8, we obtain
P6) = (E&Z) e~ O m/an) (114.3)

where we use £ = /(n)0 (see Fig, 11.4). It is easily shown that P(9)
obeys the phase diffusion equation

oP 0P
Bt = D—agz, (11.4.4)
where
o
D= W. (11.4.5)

Thus we see that the simple model in which the spontaneous emission
events give rise to a random walk for the tip of the electric field phasor
leads to a phase diffusion equation for P(6).

Next we look at the second-order correlation function (EC)(£)E™
(t+ 1)) for the field. We assume that the field is statistically stationary
so that we need only to determine (E™(0)E‘)(7)). It is clear from
Fig. 11.4 that

(ECMED(t 4+ 1)) = (EOOED() = (n)e™"("). (1146)
It follows from Eq. (11.4.3) that
(cos0) = / P(0)€d0 = 77, (11.4.7)

so that
(EOED (t + 1)) = (n)e ™ Dr, (11.4.8)
The power spectrum is then obtained by taking the Fourier transform
of the second-order correlation function (Eq. (4.3.14)), i.e.,
1 © ,
Sv) = ERe / (EDOED (£ 4 1))e”dr
0
_{m_ D
7w (v—v)?+ D2
This is a Lorentzian distribution centered at v = v with a linewidth

(11.49)
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as depicted in Fig. 11.5.

This simple derivation of the laser linewidth based on a phase
diffusion model indicates that the diffusion coefficient in the equation
for the probability distribution gives the linewidth. In the next section
we shall take advantage of this insight in the derivation of the laser
linewidth based on the Fokker—Planck equation derived in the previous
section.

The phase diffusion model discussed above motivates an extremely
simple approach to many problems of interest. A field E(f) with a finite
linewidth 2D can be described by Eq. (11.4.1) where it is assumed that
f(t) is the random phase with Gaussian statistics which performs a
Brownian motion described by the so-called Wiener-Levy stochastic
process

(0(1) =0,
O0(¢)) =Dt +¢ — |t — ). (11.4.11)

The derivative of this diffusion process is a white noise

(B(H0(t)) = 2Ds(t —t'). (11.4.12)

Fig. 11.5
Normalized
frequency spectrum
5(v)/S(vo) given by
Eq. (11.4.9).



11.4 Natural linewidth 345

It then follows from the moment theorem for a Gaussian distribution
that

(E(_’(t)E(+’(t + 1)) = <n>e—ivor<e—i[0(t)—0(t+1)]>
= (n)e~ ™" o~/ D([00—0(t+0)1%)

= (n)e MrePT, (11.4.13)

which is the same as Eq. (11.4.8). This model for a Lorentzian lineshape
will be employed in Chapter 16 when we study the effect of the finite
linewidth of the pump field in the parametric amplification process.

11.4.2 Fokker—Planck equation and laser linewidth

Following the classical approach to laser linewidth discussed above, we
now turn back to the fully quantum mechanical equations of motion
for the laser derived in previous sections. As we discussed in Chapter 4,
the quantum-—classical correspondence in quantum optics is made via
P-representation. It is, therefore, reasonable to identify the diffusion
coefficient with the laser linewidth if the equation of motion for the
P-representation of the laser can be reduced to the form of (11.4.4).

As before we assume that, for steady-state operation sufficiently
far above threshold, the changes in P(x,a") along the radial (field
amplitude) coordinate r are restricted by the steady-state operating
condition. These changes can, therefore, be neglected compared to
those along the 6 coordinate and Eq. (11.3.1) becomes

oP o’p
® _pZl (11.4.14)
where
_ A1+ Bn)/2o0) (11.4.15)

2n) (14 2(n))

In deriving this equation we replaced r? by (

n) and assumed (n) >
1> /. 1t follows from Eq. (11.2.21) for {n) t

hat
o+ €
2D = . 11.4.16
Near threshold when & ~ €,
w~ L (11.4.17)

2(n)
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This expression for the diffusion coefficient, and hence the linewidth, is
identical to that obtained using heuristic arguments based on a phase
diffusion model.

It is interesting to note that Eq. (11.4.17) for the laser linewidth
near threshold could be derived from the laser equation in the linear
approximation (#Z = 0) (see Eq. (11.4.15)). Furthermore, the loss
term proportional to % does not directly enter the diffusion coefficient.
Thus, for operation near threshold (but sufficiently far above threshold
such that changes in P along the radial coordinate can be restricted
by its steady-state value), the laser linewidth can simply be derived
in the linear approximation without the loss term (as long as the
cavity losses are described via interaction with a thermal reservoir at
zero temperature). The mean number of photons (n) would, however,
depend on the saturation and loss parameters. This simplicity will be
exploited when we calculate the laser linewidth in more complicated
laser systems such as those discussed in Chapter 14.

11.5 Off-diagonal elements and laser linewidth

As we discussed earlier, a rigorous derivation of laser linewidth requires
a calculation of the two-time correlation function (EC)()E™)(t + 1))
of the field. Due to the apparent difficulty in calculating this quantity
we followed a simple approach based on a phase diffusion model
in the previous section. Here we present an alternative approach to
calculating the laser linewidth based on the evaluation of the off-
diagonal elements of the reduced density matrix for the field.

We recall from Section 10.4 that, in the Markovian approximation
(which is satisfied in the present problem of the laser), the quantum
regression theorem is satisfied, i.e., the time dependence of the two-time
correlation function is identical to the time dependence of the mean
value of the field (E(¢)). Thus the determination of (E™)(t)) would
yield the laser linewidth. Now (E()(¢)) is related to the off-diagonal
matrix element of the reduced density operator of the field by the
expansion

(EF@) ~ Z 1+ Lpuni1(t). (11.5.1)
n=0
Hence the rate of decay of the off-diagonal matrix element p,.1(¢)
implies a simultaneous decay of the field, thus producing the laser
linewidth. In this section we present a simple method to evaluate
Pnn+1(t) and recover the results for the laser linewidth.
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We begin with the equation of motion (11.1.14) for the density
matrix pupix = pW

o = e o0
" L+ N ppk B )"
+ [ \/n(n + k)&/ :| p(k)
n—1

1+t/Vn In+k— 1.@/&/

360+ o+ R+ €+ 1)+ + D]V,

and rewrite it by adding and subtracting the appropriate terms:

p(k) — '/V,n,n+k'9/ p(k)
" 1+ c/‘/n,n+k~@/=9/ "
+ [ \/n(n + k)&/ p(k)
_1 + e/Vn—l,rH—k—l'@/&/ nl
[+ Dn+k+ 1)/ pe
1+ t/‘/n,n—kk'@/&/ "

_[VEFDEFEF D]
1+mnn+k'@/&/ "

+

——(g(n +n+k)pl + Gl + 1)(n+k + 1],

+€n(n + kNV2pl — Glnln+ k)]'2pfY

1 o (K
= zuﬁ,’pﬁf‘ﬂ”mﬁ)l

[C(k) + d(k)]p(k) + d(+1/’n+1’ (11.5.2)

where

U W aw = JEFDEFEF D] o

2 Lt N onk B
k
+% [n+ 5 - \/n(n-i-k)], (11.5.3)

together with
(o _ e F D FkF D

11.5.4
" 1+A/n,n+k.@/,9/ ’ (11.54)
d¥ = @\/n(n + k). (11.5.5)

Here the dimensionless factors 4",y and .47, are given by Egs.
(11.1.13a) and (11.1.13b). The equation of motion for p'¥), Eq. (11.5.2),
(k) (k) (k)
couples only the nearest neighbors of p”, ie., it couples p;” to p,/
and p;k_) |» but does not introduce a coupling in the k-index. We, there-

fore, face a three-term differential recurrence relation of complicated
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but time-independent coefficients. In the following we present an ap-
proximate but analytical approach to derive the lowest eigenvalue
from a detailed balance condition.
The detailed balance condition ¢p® = d® p® (and hence
M p® = a®p®) suggests the ansatz
_pk)
pﬁ,k)(t) =D (® (k)(o)
(k)

n
—D"‘)(t) (0)
H d(k)

_ P00 Ll
=e 11.5.6
Hl-i-J‘”, Lj+k—1 B/ ( )

It thus follows from Eq. (11.5.2) that
D = %uﬁ,") +dP {1 - e—[Dik—)l—Dﬁ“l}
e {1—e oL (11.5.7)

Thus far the analysis is exact. We now expand the exponents and find
to lowest order

D®(t) = ; oy, (11.5.8)
Here we have assumed that
1 5u
ph —p® 1~ ~ k) > t <1, 11.5.9
| n n_1| 2|.“ .“n 1| 2 5 < ( 5.9)

and analogously for |[DY), — D®)|. This condition is satisfied when x*
is a slowly varying function of n. Equations (11.5.6) and (11.5.8) then
yield

() = piP(0) exp[—5 u(” t]
= p0(0) eXp[——#<n)t] , (11.5.10)

where, in the last step, we have replaced n in u{) by the average
number of photons {n). The relation (11.5.10) reduces Eq. (11.5.1) to

(E9@) D‘Z«/n+ 1p0(0). (11.5.11)

n=0

With the help of Eq. (11.5.3), the linewidth 2D of the laser is, in the
limit {n) > 1,

2D = ()21[,9/-#(6_3@/2-#@2/16&/

H =2 70 T i+ a/e)

(11.5.12)
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The second term in Eq. (11.5.12) is however negligible as compared to
the first term for all values of %(n)/.</. We thus obtain

oA +E
4n) ’
in full agreement with Eq. (11.4.16).

2D = (11.5.13)

11.6 Analogy between the laser threshold and a
second-order phase transition

In this section, we consider the possibility of useful analogies between
the laser theory and other problems in nonequilibrium statistical me-
chanics. In fact, an interesting comparison may be made between
second-order phase transitions of ferromagnetic and superconducting
materials and the laser near threshold. The purpose of the present sec-
tion is to demonstrate that the laser threshold behavior is analogous
to a second-order phase transition.

The basis of this similarity becomes evident when it is recalled
that the usual treatment of laser behavior is a self-consistent field
theory. In the laser analysis each atom develops a radiating dipole in
an electromagnetic field due to (ie., emitted by) all the other atoms.
The radiation field produced by an ensemble of radiating atoms is
then calculated in a self-consistent fashion. In this way, the physics of
the laser problem is similar to that of a ferromagnet in which each
spin sees a mean magnetic field due to all other spins and aligns
itself accordingly, thus contributing to the average magnetic field.
The formal similarity between the macroscopic equations describing
the properties of the laser and those describing the ferromagnet is
striking, and suggests the identification of the laser electric field as the
variable corresponding to the ferromagnetic order parameter and the
atomic population inversion as that corresponding to the temperature.
Following this point of view, we show that the laser theory can be
discussed using the language of second-order phase transitions.

The steady-state solution for the P-representation, P(a, a"), is given
by Eq. (11.3.3). The expectation value (E) of the dimensionless electric
field operator E = (x+o*)/2 accordingly satisfies the equation of state

(& —%)(E) — #(E*) =0. (11.6.1)

If the laser is not too close to the threshold, we can replace (E*) by
(E)? in the semiclassical limit, and obtain

(£ —%)(E) — B(E)* = 0. (11.6.2)
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The threshold condition is given in Section 11.2 as &/ = €. Upon
putting &/ = as, # = ba, and € = aa,, the steady-state solution of
Eq. (11.6.2) is

B = 0 if ¢ — 0, < 0 (below threshold),
E) =11 (=2)]"*  ifo—a,>0 (above threshold).
(11.6.3)

We now consider the molecular field theory for a ferromagnet. The
system contains N magnetic atoms per unit volume, and we assume
that each atom has a magnetic moment u. The average magnetization
(M) will be a function of the absolute temperature T of the system
and the external magnetic field H.

In the case of noninteracting spins, {M) is given by

(M) = Nytanh(uH ks T), (11.6.4)

where kg is the Boltzmann constant. The case of interacting spins is,
of course, much more complicated and no exact solution is given for a
three-dimensional system. The simplest approximate solution has been
proposed by Weiss and is usually called the molecular field theory. In
this model, the effect of interactions between the spins is taken into
account simply by adding to the external field an internal magnetic
field H, which can be computed self-consistently and is proportional
to (M), through a constant /. The equation of state of a ferromagnet
can be derived from Eq. (11.6.4) by substituting for H the sum H +AM
and performing a series expansion in powers of (M). We then have

(M) = Nutanh[u(H + A(M))/kpgT]

3
~Nu | _in 3
~ Ny kBT(H+/1(M)) 3 (kBT) (H + A(M)) } ,
(11.6.5)
yielding
H=4d —T. L 3
d(T — T M) + 3Nk§T2(HH<M>)
~d(T — T){M) + b'T(M)>, (11.6.6)
where
/ kg AN,uz / ks
= — c = B b = . -67
=N ks IN3 A (1167

Here we have substituted H = /(T — T.){M) in the cubic term in the
first line of Eq. (11.6.6).

From Eq. (11.6.6), we obtain the following relation between M and
T for H=0:
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0 ifT—T,>0,
W= { £ (50)]" -1 <0 (11.68)
Equations (11.6.3) for the laser and (11.6.8) for the ferromagnet are
formally identical. The electric field envelope E corresponds to the
static magnetization M which is the order parameter in the ferromag-
netic transition. Apart from a change in sign, the population inversion
a corresponds to the temperature T.

In order to establish a completely satisfactory analogy, it is nec-
essary to extend the laser analysis to include the injected signal. We
recall that the ensemble equilibrium average of the magnetization can
be zero only in the presence of an external magnetic field with a
definite orientation. The analogous situation for the laser is realized
by introducing an external classical field into the laser cavity. This
leads to an additional polarization & exp(—ivt) in the active medium.
The signal strength & is a time-independent real quantity which des-
ignates the intensity of the external signal. It is also assumed that
the external signal has the same direction of polarization as the laser
mode.

The quantum theory of the laser can be extended to include an
injected signal. The steady-state solution for the P-representation in
the presence of an external field is found to be

o1 A—C\ , B, 29 .
Pl = o | (T ) of = gt + St )
(11.6.9)

where 47 is a normalization constant. For & = 0, this equation
reduces to Eq. (11.3.3). This expression for P(«, «*) may be rewritten
in terms of an effective free energy G as

1
P(x,y) = i exp[—G(x,y)/Ka], (11.6.10)
where x = (¢+«")/2 and y = (x—«")/2i are the Cartesian coordinates,
1
G(x,y) = %a(a—at)(x2+y2)+gba(x2+y2)2—=9”x+Go,(11.6.11)

and K = a/4 is one-fourth of the gain for one atom. Here we note
that o — € = a(c —g,) and % = bo.

Let us now consider the corresponding expression for the probability
density P(M) for a ferromagnetic system of magnetization M near a
phase transition. In thermal equilibrium, this density is given by

P(M) = mi exp[—F(M)/ksT], (11.6.12)
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where
1 1
F(M) = —2—a’(T — T)M? + Zb’TM3 —HM +F,, (11.6.13)

with Fy being dependent on T and H. The similarity between the
fluctuation probability density (11.6.12) for P(M) and the expression
(11.6.10) for P(x,y) is apparent, and suggests the interpretation of
G(x,y) as a type of thermodynamic energy function. The fact that the
probability distribution for the laser field (11.6.10) and the correspond-
ing thermodynamical result (11.6.12) are in such close correspondence
is a strong argument in support of the analogy between the laser
threshold region and a second-order phase transition.

The close analogy between laser threshold behavior and a second-
order phase transition clearly shows that cooperative phenomena can
develop even far from thermal equilibrium. Other examples include
soft modes in ferroelectrics, chemical reactions, and turbulance. Ap-
plication of these ideas had led to new insights in fundamental and
applied science from laser physics to computer science and even sociol-
ogy. The notion of second order-disorder transitions far from thermal
equilibrium has led to many interesting innovations. We conclude this
chapter with a few examples.

In laser physics the study of symmetry breaking via an injected
signal leads to the suggestion of a phase locked array of N low
power lasers as a means of achieving high focal power (going as N?)
by overcoming Schawlow-Townes phase randomization. We also note
that the order-disorder transition encounted in optical bistability is
closely related laser threshold behavior in the presence of an injected
signal. Furthermore the multiple bifurcation road to chaos was a
natural extention of the laser phase-transition analogy. Finally we
point to the recent beautiful research in hydrodynamics via the study of
analogous behavior involving the transverse mode structure of a laser.
The analogy between driven parametric systems and the dynamics
of soft modes in a ferroelectric has led Landauer to new insights in
computer science. Similarly the order-disorder transitions occuring in
chemical reactions and even socialogy have been fruitfully investigated
from vantage of phase-transition physics far from thermodynamic
equilibrium.

11.A Solution of the equations for the density matrix
elements

A solution of the set of coupled equations (11.1.9) and (11.1.5b)-
(11.1.5d) is facilitated by rewriting it in the following matrix form
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R=—-MR+ A4, (11.A.1)
where
[ Panan
R=| Pombrt | (11.A.2)
Pbntlan
| Pbn+1,bw+1

y —ig W1 ignFIl 0

M —ig W +1 y 0 ign+1

| igyn+1 0 y —ig W +1|°
|0 igJyn+1 —igJw+1 y

(11.A.3)
1
0

A= YaPuw 0 (11A4)
0

Equation (11.A.1) can be formally integrated and we obtain
t
R(t) = / e~ M0 4dtg = M~ A (11.A.5)

Here we have made an adiabatic approximation by assuming that the
field does not change appreciably during the lifetimes of the atomic
levels. This allows us to treat A as independent of time in Eq. (11.A.5).
Since we are interested in the matrix elements pgypyw+1 and pppiian, We
need only determine (M~!);; and (M~!);;. The resulting expressions
for the desired matrix elements are

—1
Panpr+1 = rapnn’(M )21

ir,gJn +1 ,
= —gW—[gz(n — 1)+ 7’1 P (11.A.6)
Pbntlan = rapnn’(M_1)31
—irggn+1_, , 2
= ——3—[g*(n—1n") + 7] pwr, (11.A.7)
(M|
with
|M| = detM
=7+ 28+ 141 + 1) +g'(n—n'). (11.A.8)

The matrix elements pg,—1pw and ppngy—1 can be determined from
Egs. (11.A.6) and (11.A.7), respectively, by replacing n, n’ by n — 1,
n—1.
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11.B An exact solution for the P-representation of
the laser

We consider the master equation (11.1.14) for the matrix elements. If
we define the auxiliary quantity

B —1
Hnw = (1 + ymnn’) Py (11B1)

Eq. (11.1.14) is equivalent to the following coupled equations

dpnn’
dt

1 B
=—of [§(n+1+n’+ )+—(n—n)]y,mr

+of nn,,un—l,n’—l
1
+€v/(n+ D)0 + Dpnyiw1— f(g(n +1')pm, (11.B.2)

2

16&%2 (n —n ) ] Hnn' =pnn’- (11.B3)

[1+—(n+1+n+ N+ —>

In terms of the P-representation, p,, is given by

—laf? (o)

P (£) = / d*aP (a0, t)e NNl (11.B.4)

We define another auxiliary function M(a, ") corresponding to i :

w0 = [ e L o0, 11.B5
) = [ o T M) (1LB.3)
Using these relationships, Egs. (11.B.2) and (11.B.3) can be translated
into an equivalent set of equations for P and M.

Various terms in Eqgs. (11.B.2) and (11.B.3) can be written in terms
of P and M as follows

n+1+n+

,unn’ /d2
\/_f
5, 5, 2
e . Ny *\n _ja| *
x[(aaa-i-a,a +2|a|)a(a)e ]M(a,a)

5 * a 2 *
[(—aa — o P + 2|a| )M(a,a )] , (11.B.6)
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(n_nl)z,unn’
1 5 * 5 2 ne o w\n _lggf2 *
=/d2a\/m\/m[<aa——a aa‘) o) e ”]M(a,a)
n(a*\n 2
=/d2ae_|°‘| f‘/g\/);ﬁ[(%a— a‘z,a‘) M(a,a‘)], (11.B.7)
nn,.un—l,n’—l = /dza !
NANCE
i 0 J . 2 ne e —lal? *
X Kmﬁ-aaﬁ-aa, —l)a(a) e ]M(a,a)
_ 2 _|a|2 ot"(ot‘)"’
—/d e ——\/;l.'\/m
2

0, ;. .0 ,
x [(aaaa* —om =0T ol 1) Mo« )] ,(11.B.8)

Vn+ D0 + Dpupiwsr = /d2 e 2 (a\/)n— [|a|2p(a o )}

(11.B.9)

(n+n")pon

= [ J_ G [( 0 1ol +2|a|) "(a‘)"’e—'“'z]P(a,a‘)
/dz lo? jf(_a\/nT[( 2, ai* . )P(a,a’)].

(11.B.10)
On substituting for various terms in Eqgs. (11.B.2) and (11.B.3) from
Egs. (11.B.6)—(11.B.8), we obtain after some rearrangement,

0P (o, ")

ot
Ak 0 o, @
=7 [@“’L P

€ (0 J . .
+— (aa-i- a,a )P(a,a ), (11.B.11)
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B 1o o . 2
{1_2.9/[601 oo’ )]
1 #* (08 a \? . .
-{-1—6E (aa—%a ) }M(d,a )= P(a,a).

(11.B.12)

A convenient form of Egs. (11.B.11) and (11.B.12) is obtained if we
transform from the independent complex variables «, o to polar
coordinates r, 6 using

a=re?. (11.B.13)

It then follows that
0 10 2 1.0

" 2ror T 2'%0° (11.B.14)
0? 1 (0.9 32
douda’ 412 ( aor 692) (11.B.15)

The transformed Egs. (11.B.11) and (11.B.12) are therefore

¢ 2
2 (?a_rr )p(r, 0). (11.B.16)

B[10, , 1 1 @ 3
(11.B.17)

An equation for P can be obtained by substituting for M from Eq.
(11.B.17) into Eq. (11.B.16):

ror  2ror or 22002 44 0

2 A2 Y1
o R TR A
ror

0P _-—o (18, 1006 18 2 &
a2

29 |r 0 16 /2 062
% (10,

This equation contains the derivatives with respect to r and 6 to all
orders.
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In the steady state (6P /dt = 0) the P-representation is a function
of the modulus of « (ie, || = r) only, because all the off-diagonal
elements of p,, are zero. Equations (11.B.16) and (11.B.17) reduce to

—o (18, 108 0 €105\
- (757’ _Za_rrgr.)M+5 (;Er)P =0, (11.B.19)

#7110 , 2 _
{“ﬁ[?é?’ —2(1 +r )J}M—P.(II.B.ZO)

If we now introduce the intensity variable
I=r*= o (11.B.21)

Eqgs. (11.B.19) and (11.B.20) simplify considerably and we obtain

0 0,0 0
% ( 0
2 r=— =P. 1.B.2
[1 &/( al I)]M P (11.B.23)

These equations can be solved for M by eliminating P ; the result is

AR BE
M(I) = {const. (1—ZE0)""7 e for ﬁl <1, (11.B24)

0 otherwise .
The P-representation is then found from Eq. (11.B.23):
BY 1\ [ B—1 BE
PU) = { (1= for—7 <1 (4125

0 otherwise ,

where /" is an appropriate normalization constant. The presence of
derivatives of all orders in Eq. (11.B.18) produces a steady state which
is a nonanalytic function of I = |«|2.

The P-representation allows us to evaluate all the normal-ordered
moments of the number operator a’a from the first one:

yna™y = OodII’”P I
((a)"a™) /0 0
- |25 - 5 - =) aya)

+£(m—1)((aT)’”_2a’”_2) m>1. (11.B.26)
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Near threshold the average value of I = |«|? is small and the inequality
(B%/4%)|a)? < 1 is satisfied. The factor in front of the exponential
in Eq. (11.B.25) can be approximated as follows:

o | B—1
o RBE
(1-Zat) =ew (5 1)m (1 52)|
—% B
~ exp (y'“lz 771 14) ,(11.B.27)

where we have approximated o ~ € in the |«|* term in the exponent.
The P-representation (Eq. (11.B.25)) is therefore

P(a,a") ~ }, eXpK&/ (5)| 1> — | |4], (11.B.28)

where 4" is a normalization constant. The restriction on P in Eq.
(11.B.25) can now obviously be removed, for the distribution (11.B.28)
never really sees the boundary and |«| can be taken to run from 0
to 0.

Problems

11.1 Consider a single-mode two-photon laser in which the atoms
in the excited state |a) make a transition to the lower level |b)
by emitting two photons of frequency v via a virtual level. The
cavity mirror losses are assumed to be linear. Starting with the
interaction picture effective Hamiltonian at exact resonance
(wab = 2V)

¥ = hglosa® + (a) o],

derive an equation of motion for the elements p,, of the
reduced density operator for the field. Show that

for the laser operating high above threshold.

11.2 Consider a laser with a saturable absorber in which, in ad-
dition to a gain medium, there is an absorber medium inside
the resonator cavity. The gain medium consists of two-level
atoms with levels |a) and |b) in which atoms are pumped in
the excited level |a) at a rate r,,. The absorber also consists of
two-level atoms with levels |c) and |d) but atoms are pumped
to the lower level |d) at a rate r,,. Assuming perfect resonance
for both types of atoms (w,, = w4 = v), derive an equation
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11.3

114

115

116

11.7

of motion for the reduced density matrix of the field. Derive
a steady-state solution for the photon distribution function
p(n), and then obtain an expression for the mean number of
photons (n). (Hint: see R. Roy, Phys. Rev. A 20,2093 (1979).)

Show that, in the linear regime (# = 0), Eq. (11.1.14) for p,,
is equivalent to the following equation for the reduced density
operator for the field

p= —%(aa)fp —2a%pa + paa’)
€ t o ogt
—E(a ap —2apa’ + pa'a).
Derive Eq. (11.2.22).

Derive an equation of motion for py, for a single-mode laser
when the field is not resonant with the atomic transitions, i.e.,
A=w—v#0.

Calculate the laser linewidth using the diffusion coefficient
approach of Section 11.4 when the cavity losses are described
via interaction with a thermal reservoir at temperature T.

Derive the equation of motion for diagonal elements of the
density matrix by using the average over dwell times approach.
To this end derive the relation (11.1.28) taking into account
(11.1.27). Perform the integration of Eq. (11.1.28) assuming
n =n'. Hint: starting from equation

dpmn
< dt >T

=r, /00 dr [—(1 — cos(g/n+ 17))pun
0

+ sin*(g\/n1)pn—101] v 7",
show that
0 292
.2 —vt n
7, s e =

where Q, = g./n. This would then give:

(domy _ (_ 202 Lo
dt Tt = la y2+4Q%pnn y2+493_1pn—1,n—1 .
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CHAPTER 12

Quantum theory of the
laser —
Heisenberg—Langevin
approach

In this chapter, we present a theory of the laser based on the
Heisenberg-Langevin® approach. This is a different, but completely
equivalent approach to the density operator approach discussed in the
previous chapter. In general, the density operator approach is better
suited to study the photon statistics of the radiation field whereas the
Heisenberg-Langevin approach has certain calculational advantages
in the determination of phase diffusion coefficients, and consequently
laser linewidth.

In Section 12.1, a simple approach to determine laser linewidth
based on a linear theory is presented. This analysis is especially inter-
esting and useful in that it includes atomic memory effects, something
that is difficult to do within a density matrix theory. In Sections
12.2-12.4, we consider the complete nonlinear theory of the laser and
rederive all the important quantities related to the quantum statistical
properties of the radiation field.

12.1 A simple Langevin treatment of the laser
linewidth including atomic memory effectsy

The full nonlinear quantum theory of the laser discussed in the pre-
vious chapter yields most of the interesting quantum statistical prop-
erties of the radiation field. In many problems of interest, however,
we do not need such an elaborate treatment. For example, as we
saw in the previous chapter, the natural linewidth of the laser can
* The original treatment of Lax [1966,1968] is presented in a tutorial form in Louisell [1974]. The

linewidth calculation of Haken, presented in his textbook [1970), is especially useful. See also

Sargent, Scully, and Lamb [1974].
+ This section is patterned after the treatment of Scully, Siissmann and Benkert [1988].
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Fig. 12.1
Interaction function
f(t,t;) which
determines the
interaction of the jth
atom and the
electromagnetic field.

f(txtj)

T

be determined from a linearized theory of the laser. That is, the full
nonlinear theory serves to determine the amplitude of the field but the
phase fluctuations about this operating point are described by a linear
theory. In this section we present a simple linear Langevin theory
of the laser in which the atomic lifetime is included in an effective
Hamiltonian. The advantage of this simple approach is that it can be
easily extended to include interesting atomic memory effects as shown
below and to calculate the natural linewidth in other quantum optical
systems.

The effective Hamiltonian for a system of two-level atoms inter-
acting with the single-mode field at exact resonance is given, in the
interaction picture, by

H=ngY_ f(t.tj)Na'ol + ola). (12.1.1)
j

Here we have introduced a function f(z,t;) that determines the inter-
action between the jth atom which is injected at time ¢; in the upper
level and the radiation field. To be more specific, we define f(z,¢;) as

f(t,t;) = Ot — ;) exp[—y(t — £;)/4/2], (12.1.2)

where O(t) is the usual step function. The function f(t,¢;) is depicted
in Fig. 12.1. Here the exponential exp[—y(t—t;)/ \/f] models the decay
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of the lasing atoms. The atomic decay has thus been incorporated in
the effective Hamiltonian.

The Heisenberg equations of motion for the radiation field and
atomic dipole operators are

1 :
a=—3%a—ig ;f(t, tj)ol + Fel(t), (12.1.3)

6l =igf(t,tj)ola (12.14)

In Eq. (12.1.3), we have included the effects of cavity losses through the
cavity damping rate ¢ and its corresponding Langevin noise operator
Fg. At zero temperature (7, = 0), all the normally ordered correlation
functions of Fy are zero.

Formal integration of Eq. (12.1.4) then yields

ol =dl(t;)+ig / t dt' f(t,t))ol(t)a(t)). (12.1.5)

We note that the definition of the function f(¢,¢;) allows us to extend
the lower integration index in Eq. (12.1.5) to —oo. Substituting this
equation into Eq. (12.1.3) for the radiation field results in

a= —%fga + g2 /t dr Zf(t, e, t))al(d)a(t)
@ J

+ Fe(t) + Fa(t), (12.1.6)

where the noise introduced into the field due to the coupling to the
lasing atoms is given by

Fo(t) = —ig > _ f(t,1))al(t)). (12.1.7)
j

Equation (12.1.6) for the field operator a can be simplified if we
assume the linear gain to be mainly determined by the instantaneous
value of the radiation field. Such an approximation holds if the electric
field operator a(t) changes slowly during the atomic lifetime y~!. This
condition is met if y > ¥. We can then approximate a(t') in the
integral of Eq. (12.1.6) by a(t) and take it out of the integration. We
also restrict our analysis to linear order in the field operator. We
can then approximate the population difference operator ¢i(t') by its
expectation value at the initial time, ie., we take (gJ(t;)) = 1. The
resulting equation for a(t) is

a= %(&i — ®)a + Fg(t) + F,(t), (12.1.8)

in which the linear gain coefficient .o/ is defined as
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t
o =287 / ar' > fttpf (K t). (12.1.9)
—0 ;
If we assume the injection rate r, of the atoms to be constant, we
can substitute the sum over all atoms by an integration over injection
times, i.e.,

o]
Z-;ra/ dt;. (12.1.10)
i —00

Using definition (12.1.2) of the interaction function f(t,¢;) and evalu-

ating the remaining integrals, the result for the linear gain coefficient

is

2g%r,
72

which is identical to the linear gain coefficient obtained earlier (see

Eq. (11.1.11)).

Next we turn to the calculation of the correlation function for the
noise operators in Eq. (12.1.8). At zero temperature (g, = 0), the
normally ordered correlation functions of Fy are zero (Egs. (9.1.24),
(9.1.27), and (9.1.28)). The noise operator Fy therefore does not con-
tribute to the laser linewidth. This will be seen explicitly in the rigorous
treatment of the later sections. We find from Eq. (12.1.7) that

(FIOF(¢)) = g2 3 ft.t)f (. ) (o (t)ak (1)), (12.1.12)
j k

o =

, (12.1.11)

All the atoms are initially prepared in the excited atom level |a) and
are completely independent of each other. Thus

(ol (t))o% (1)) = . (12.1.13)

If we again substitute the remaining sum over all atoms by an inte-
gration over the injection times, we obtain

(Fl(t)Fa(t)) = ﬂﬁi exp (—%p -~ t/|) ) (12.1.14)
It is interesting to note that the noise is not d-correlated. The spon-
taneous emission events can no longer be taken as instantaneous
impulses. Instead the spontaneous emission event is spread out over a
characteristic time y~' during which the photon is emitted. Such mem-
ory effects due to the lasing atoms lead to colored noise in contrast to
white noise.

In the limit y

(FI(t)F(¢)) = o48(t —1). (12.1.15)

—1 0, we regain the white noise result
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This o-correlation of the noise operators results from the assumption
that the time evolution of the atom is much quicker than the evolution
of the radiation field. In an analogous way, we find

(Fut)Falt)) = (FJOF}(¢)) = . (12.1.16)

The fact that both correlation functions in Eq. (12.1.16) are equal to
zero is a direct consequence of the initial preparation of the atoms
and our restriction to a linear analysis in the field.

In order to derive an expression for the phase diffusion of the
electromagnetic field we next identify the Langevin operator equation
(12.1.8) with a corresponding c-number equation. This can be done by
substituting the operator a and F,(t) by the complex variables « and
F 4(t), respectively. The resulting equation is

b= %(&z-fg)aqum. (12.1.17)

If we choose the classical noise function % ,(t) to have the same corre-
lation functions as those in Eqs. (12.1.15) and (12.1.16), all products of
the complex variables « will correspond to normally ordered products
of the operator a.

As we are interested in the phase fluctuations of the laser field,
it is convenient to work in polar coordinates r and 6, defined via
o = rexp(if). It then follows from Eq. (12.1.17) that

0 = Fo(t), (12.1.18)

where
_
Fot) = Im (%) . (12.1.19)

If we ignore the amplitude fluctuations, ie., if we assume that |«)* =
(n), where (n) is the steady-state mean photon number in the laser field,
then it follows from the correlation functions (12.1.15) and (12.1.16),
that
OO0 = =L st —1). (12.1.20)
2(n)
A comparison with Eq. (11.4.12) yields

{2Dgp) = (12.1.21)

2(n)’
in agreement with the results of the previous chapter.*

* For further reading extending the results of the present section to include memory effects see
Scully, Siissmann, and Benkert [1988].
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Fig. 12.2
Physical model of the
laser: atoms
(represented by dots)
proceed through the
laser cavity.
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12.2 Quantum Langevin equations

In this section, we derive quantum Heisenberg-Langevin equations
for the field and atomic variables with all the nonlinear saturation
effects included. The photon statistics and the laser linewidth can be
determined from this set of equations.

Our physical model of the laser is depicted in Fig. 12.2. A set
of three-level atoms interacts with a single mode of the radiation
field inside a laser cavity. The atoms are initially prepared in level
la) and the upper two atomic levels |a) and |b) constitute the lasing
transition, The lowest atomic level |c¢), which is far from resonance,
L., e, Wpe > gp, 1S an inert ground state to which atoms decay with
a decay rate y. The Hamiltonian of such a system in the interaction
picture and in the rotating-wave approximation, is given by

H = H g4r + AR+ H Ry (12.2.1)

where # 4F is the atom-field interaction Hamiltonian and #°g r and
H# r,4 represent the interaction of the field and the atomic system, with
reservoirs of harmonic oscillators of closely spaced frequencies v, and
v and annihilation operators ¢q and by, respectively:
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Har=hg ) _ 0Ot —t;)a'el + dla), (12.2.2)
i
Hrp=hY_ gPclaexp[—i(v —v)i] + He, (12.2.3)

Hpa=h Z Z {gl(f)a{,'cbk expli(wa — vi)t]

,‘?a,;cbk expli(ws: — v)t]} + Hee,, (12.2.4)

where ©(t) is the unit step function, ¢/ = |b) jjlal and J{L = |a);; (bl
are the lowering and raising operators, respectively, for the jth atom.
We assume g, gfll), and g(z) the appropriate coupling constants, to be

real, and
Ol =In)ji(m|  (n,m=a,b,c). (12.2.5)

We have assumed, for simplicity, that the lasing transition |a) — |b) is
resonant with the field, i.e., w, = v. Here we have included the effect
of all the atoms in # 4r and the step function accounts for the fact
that the jth atom starts the interaction with the field at its injection
time ¢;. This approach is somewhat different from the density operator
method where the effect of a large number of atoms is accounted for
by introducing the population matrix.

The Heisenberg equations of motion for the various field, atomic,
and reservoir variables are given by

a=—igy Ot —t)ol —iy gl (12.2.6)
j q

=ig®(t — tj)(0), — g}, )a
+i Z g(2) bT O'ga e @ee—vi)t

_lzg( ) J b el(wac'—vk)t (12.2.7)

= lg@(t - tj)(aTai - aia)
OB
+i Z gPbl gl e @an), (12.2.8)
aib = —ig®(t — tj)(aTai - aia)
1Y g0 byetonmr
k

+i Y gPblal e e, (12.29)
k
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éq — _igal)ae—i(v‘vq)t, (12210)
Bk = —i Z g}(Z) l:agbe—i(wbc—Vk)t + o_gae—i(wac—vk)t] ) (1221 1)
j

On formally integrating Eqgs. (12.2.10) and (12.2.11) and substituting
for ¢q and by in Egs. (12.2.6)—(12.2.9) (see Section 9.1), we find the
following quantum Langevin equations for the field and the atomic
operators.

. . '
a=—-a—ig Z O(t — tj)al + Fel(t), (12.2.12)
J

6l = —yol +ig@(t — t;)ol, — ol,)a+ Fi (1), (12.2.13)
¢l, = —yal, +ig®(t — t;)a'ol — 6la) + FL (1), (12.2.14)
&1, = —yal, —ig®(t — tj)¥a'e! — ola) + Fl,(2), (12.2.15)

where € is the usual cavity decay rate and y is the atomic decay rate
which, for simplicity, we have taken to be the same for both upper
levels. We have made the usual Weisskopf—Wigner approximation (see
Section 6.3) to obtain these decay constants.

The operators F on the right-hand side of Egs. (12.2.12)(12.2.15)
are the Langevin noise operators which arise through the interaction
with the heat bath and are given by

Fg(t) = =1 g{)cq(0)e0 ™, (12.2.16)

q
Fl (1) =iol,(t) > glPbf(0)einm)
k

—io] ()Y g bi(0)e =, (12.2.17)
k

Fl (1) =—iol (1)} g7 bi(0)e" =" + Hee, (12.2.18)
k

Fly(t) = —io] (1) > g bu(0)e" ™" 4 H.c. (12.2.19)
k

The normally ordered correlation functions of Fy are

(Fg(t)) =0,
(FY(t)Fg(t)) = Rn®5(t — '),
(Fe(t)Fy(t')) = (FL(t)F{(1)) = 0. (12.2.20)

For simplicity we assume that the heat reservoir is at zero temperature
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so that Ay = 0. The nonvanishing moments of interest of the atomic
noise operators at zero temperature are

(F(0)FL(t)

) = plol(e)o(t — 1),
(FJ()F(0)) =y{of)o(t—¢) (I =ab),
(FL(OFL(0)) = (ol (e)6(t — 1),
(FILOFL()) = v(al(0)d(c — 7). (12.2.21)

As a next step we change from the operators for individual atoms
to operators which describe the macroscopic atomic properties. This
proves to be necessary for the approximation techniques employed
later in this section, While the individual atomic operators are very
sensitive to an adiabatic approximation, the averaged, macroscopic
quantities can be treated by such a technique. Therefore we define the
operators

M(t) = —i Z O(t — t;)a’ (t), (12.2.22)

N,(t) = Z @(t — t))al (1), (12.2.23)

Ni(t) = Z O(t — t;)ai, (). (12.2.24)
-

The operator M represents the macroscopic atomic polarization. The
factor (—i) in Eq. (12.2.22) has been chosen for mathematical con-
venience. Furthermore, N, and N, specify the number of atoms in
the two excited atomic levels |a) and |b), respectively. With these
definitions Eq. (12.2.12) for the electromagnetic field simplifies to

a= —%a + gM + Fy(0). (12.2.25)

The Langevin equations for the atomic operators can be found
by differentiating Eqs. (12.2.22)-(12.2.24) and substituting from Egs.
(12.2.13)(12.2.15), respectively. For example, for the operator N, we
obtain

N, = Z[é(t t))al (t) + Ot — t))51 (t)]
= Z 8(t — t))al (1) — YN, —g(a'M + M'a)
+> 0t — t)Fl(1). (12.2.26)

The first term on the right-hand side of Eq. (12.2.26) corresponds to a
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pumping of the atoms into their upper excited state. To see this most
clearly let us calculate the expectation value of this term,

<Z 3(t — tj)az;a(t,-)> = <Z 3(t— t;)(az;a(tf)>>
j j §
= < > o — tj)>

j

Here we have made use of the fact that the atoms are initially prepared
in their upper atomic levels so that (c/,(¢;)) = 1. The index S on
the brackets in Eq. (12.2.27) indicates that we still have to perform
the statistical average over the injection times, le., the average over
the pump statistics. If we assume a mean, time-independent atomic
injection rate r,, this average can be calculated as

<Z5(t—tj)> =ra/oo dt;o(t —t))
j § "°°

=T, (12.2.28)

. (12.2.27)
s

Alternatively, Eq. (12.2.27) can be regarded as the definition for the
averaged atomic injection rate r,.

In order to separate the drift terms from the noise terms in Eq.
(12.2.26) we add and subtract the expectation value of the first term
and obtain

N, =1, —yN, —g(a'M + M'a) + F,(0), (12.2.29)
with
Fo(t) = Ot — t)FL(t)+ > 8(t — t))0l,(t;) ~ ra. (122.30)
J J

The operator F, is the total noise operator for the atomic quantity N,.
It incorporates the contributions from the reservoir-induced decay of
the atoms and the influence of pump fluctuations. It is easy to verify
that the expectation value of F,(t) is equal to zero at all times.
In a similar way we can derive the equations for the remaining
atomic operators
Ny = —yNp + g(a'M + M'a) + Fy(), (12.2.31)
M = —yM + g(N, — Np)a + Fu(t), (12.2.32)
with

Fy() = O —t)F, () + D 8(t— tj)al,(t)),  (122.33)
J J

Fu(t)=—i) O —t))F](t)—i>_ 8(t—t))ol(t;). (12.2.34)
J J
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Note that there is no pumping term in the Eqs. (12.2.31) and (12.2.32)
because we assume the atoms to be initially in the excited state |a).

The noise correlation functions can be calculated in the following
way:

(FalOF(t)) = ( 20—l - ) (FL(O)Fi(0)) )
<Z 8(t = ()0 — 8o ka(t))ka(t) )

—2ra<25(t—tj) (t,-)>>s+r§. (12.2.35)

Here we have separated the statistical average over the injection times,
denoted by the index S, from the quantum mechanical expectation
value, For the evaluation of the different terms in Eq. (12.2.35) we
note that the individual atoms are completely independent of each
other, Therefore only the terms with j = k contribute to the first
term in Eq. (12.2.35). Furthermore, in the second term we can sepa-
rate the expectation value (oJ,(¢;)a%,(tx)) for j # k into the product
(a1t eX(t)) = 1 ({al,(¢j)) = 1 for atoms initially injected in the
excited state). We then obtain

(Fi(t)Fal?)) —y<Z®(t—t)0' (t)> S(t—1)
<Za(t—t,)5(t — t)(alalt)))
<Z§(t—t,)5(t —tk)>

J#k
_2ra< Z 5t — tj)>s +r
j
= (y(Na) +r2)d(t — 1) (12.2.36)

In the last step we have used the definitions (12.2.23) and (12.2.28) for
the operators N, and r,, respectively, and the relations

<Z 5(t—tj)5(t’—tj)>s= < > 8- tj)>5(t —{)=rd(t — 1),
j j
(12.2.37)
<Z 3(t—t;)3(¢ —tk)> (12.2.38)

J#k
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Analogously, the remaining nonvanishing noise correlation functions
can be calculated to be

(Fo(t)Fy(¢')) = y(Np)o(t — 1), (12.2.39a)
(Fo(t)Fm(?)) = y(M)o(t — 1), (12.2.39b)
(FL(OFu(t)) = (7(Na) + ra)d(t — '), (12.2.39¢)
(Fa(t)Fp()) = y(M")5(¢ — ¢). (12.2.39d)

Before solving the set of equations (12.2.25), (12.2.29), (12.2.31),
and (12.2.32) for the four macroscopic quantities we first convert the
operator Langevin equations into corresponding c-number equations.
This simplifies the analysis.

12.3 c-number Langevin equations

In order to convert the operator equations we have to define a certain
ordering of the operators, to which the c-number equations corre-
spond. This is necessary because the ¢ numbers commute with each
other while the operators do not. Therefore we obtain a unique re-
lationship between operator and c-number Langevin equations only
if we define the correspondence between a product of c-numbers
and a product of operators, We here choose the normal ordering
at, M',N,, Ny, M, a, and can now derive four c-number Langevin equa-
tions for the variables o, .#, A", and .47, such that the equations
for their first and second moments are identical, Equations (12.2.25),
(12.2.29), (12.2.31), and (12.2.32) are already in the chosen order so
that we immediately obtain

d=—§a+gﬂ+97<g, (12.3.1)
M=—y M +g(No— Np)o+F 4, (12.32)
Na=ra—yNa—ge' M+ M)+ Fq, (123.3)
Ny =—y Ny + g M+ M)+ Fy, (123.4)

The functions & in Egs. (12.3.1)—(12.3.4) are again the typical Langevin
noise forces with the expectation values

(Z(t)) =0, (12.3.5)
(F()F (1)) = (2Di)d(t — 1), (12.3.6)
in which &, and %, can be any of the above noise forces. The
diffusion coefficients Dy are now determined by the requirement that
the equations of motion for the second moments are also identical
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to the corresponding operator equations. It is easy to see that the
diffusion coefficients for the noise force F¢ are the same as for the
normally ordered noise operator Fy, so that

D¢ =0, D¢y =0, (12.3.7)

However, some of the atomic diffusion coefficients change in the
transition from operator to c-number equation. As an example, let us
calculate the diffusion coefficient D 4 4. From the operator equation
(12.2.32), we obtain

d
5 \MOM(@) = =2y(MM)

+ g[((Na - Nb)Ma> + <M(Na - Nb)a>]

+ (MFy) + (FuM). (12.3.8)
We note that the second term in the square brackets is not in our
chosen order because the operator M is to the left of N, and Nj,.
Therefore we have to use the commutation relation [M, N,—N,] = 2M

to bring this term into chosen order. Also, the last two terms vanish
so that we obtain

%(M(t)M(t)) =2y (MM)+2g((N~Ny)Ma)+2g (Ma). (12.3.9)

We now use Eq. (12.3.2) to obtain the corresponding c-number equa-
tion

O MO M) =20 MM) L 28N 4= N 3) M)+ (2D 4.0,
(12.3.10)

If we require the left-hand sides of Egs. (12.3.9) and (12.3.10) to be
equal we see that the diffusion coeflicient D 4 4 is given by

2D 4.4 =2gMo. (12.3.11)

The remaining nonvanishing c-number diffusion coefficients can be
calculated in an analogous way and are given by

2Dy =yNatra (12.3.12a)
2Dy y =y M* (12.3.12b)
2Dy 4 =y .M, (12.3.12¢)
2D =y N g+ 1o —gla’ M + M), (12.3.12d)
2Dy =y Ay — g0 M + M), (12.3.12¢)

2Dgy = gl M + M a). (12.3.12f)
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We are now in the position to solve the Langevin equations (12.3.1)—
(12.3.4). Typically, the atomic decay rate y is much larger than the
photon decay rate €, so that the evolution of the atomic variables
happens on a much shorter time scale than the electromagnetic field.
We can then adiabatically eliminate the atomic variables .#, .4",, and
A’y and derive an equation for the field a alone. Thus as a first step we
set the time derivative of .# in Eq. (12.3.2) equal to zero and obtain
the adiabatic value for the atomic polarization,

M= %(ma — Ayt %,%,,. (12.3.13)
Substituting this result into the equations for a, A4, and A", yields
_ % ¢ g
a=—§a+7(ﬂa—ﬂb)a+97g+;97,/{, (12.3.14)
. 2g? .
JVa=ra——yJVa——7(JVa—JV,,)oc b
—i—(fjﬂa LT+ T (12.3.15)
. 2g2 .
JVb=—WVb+T(JVa—JVb)°C o
+%(97j,,oc o' Fy) + T (12.3.16)

We next adiabatically eliminate the population variables 4", and
A'p by setting their time derivative equal to zero. Equations (12.3.15)
and (12.3.16) then reduce to a set of two coupled linear equations
which can be easily solved. The result is

1

P —
4, 2
Y (1 + —Y%—I)
2 2 2 2
[ra (1 + 2%1) +(1 . ) Yot %1{4,,], (123.17)
v v v
1
R —
492
Y (1 + —f;l)
2 2 2 2
[razyizz + (1 + zyiz ) 9y + %1%], (12.3.18)

in which I is the intensity |x|> of the radiation field, and the noise
functions %, and %, are defined by

Gy=Foe %(fjﬂa Fa'F ), (12.3.19)

G, = F, + ’;—(fj,,a LAt F ). (12.3.20)
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We can now substitute the expressions (12.3.17) and (12.3.18) into Eq.
(12.3.14) and obtain an equation of motion for the electromagnetic
field alone,

o
(f * 7, (12.3.21)

d=——a+m

in which the noise force &, is given by

2
Fo=Fe+ 87,4+ 8% _(g.—9, (12.3.22)
4 y2(1 + %I)

The parameters .« and % are the gain and saturation coefficients for
the laser derived earlier (see Egs. (11.1.11) and (11.1.12)). The noise
force #, is characterized by the correlation functions

oQ

(Fau(1)) =0, (12.3.23a)
(F o OF o(t')) = (2Dy)(t — 1), (12.3.23b)
(Fu()F u(t)) = (2Dgy)0(t — 1) (12.3.23¢)

The diffusion coefficients D,y and D,, determine the strength of the
noise and can be calculated from the definition of #,. A lengthy but
straightforward calculation yields the results (see Problem 12.3)

o B B
2Dot'at = ':1 + gl (3 + gl)jl , (12324)
1+ 21)
2
2Dyy = 2Dy )" = ———33—“—2 (3 + %1) : (12.3.25)
4(1+21)

These results will now be used to discuss the steady-state operation
and the quantum fluctuations in a laser,

12.4 Photon statistics and laser linewidth

We are interested in the properties of the intensity and the phase of
the laser light. For this purpose we change into a polar coordinate
system by defining

o« = +/Te, (12.4.1)

On differentiating with respect to time and comparing the real and
imaginary parts with Eq. (12.3.21), we obtain the following Langevin
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equations for the variables I and 6:

0 = F, (12.4.2)
. oAl
I=—%I+—"— +F, 12.4.3
1+2r ( )
where
_
Fp=1Im ("7) , (12.4.4)
I
F; = 2IRe (%) . (12.4.5)

In Eq. (12.4.5), we have neglected the noise-induced drift terms which
are much smaller than any of the remaining contributions. The dif-
fusion coefficients for the noise operators Fy and F; are found to
be

o
2Dgg = ————— (1 + %1) , (12.4.6)
2 (1+ 21)
1
2Dy = ~—LI{— (12.4.7)
2
(1 + %I)

Before we start our discussion of the photon statistics and the natural
linewidth, it is interesting to note that the diffusion coefficient Dgy is
identical to the diffusion coefficient as given in Eq. (11.4.15), if I is
replaced by the steady-state expectation value (n). We shall establish a
direct relationship between the density matrix and the corresponding
P-representation approach discussed in the earlier sections with the
present Langevin approach later in this section.

In order to establish a relationship between the quantity I and the
photon statistics of the laser, we recall that we chose normal ordering
in the process of going from the operator equations (12.2.25), (12.2.29),
(12.2.31), and (12.2.32) to the c-number equations (12.3.1)<(12.3.4). The
intensity I therefore corresponds to the normally ordered products of
the operators of the field. The mean photon number (n) and the
photon number variance are then given by

(n) = (a'a) = (I), (12.4.8)
(An)? = {a’aa’a) — (a'a)?
= {a'ataa) + (a'a) — (a'a)?
= (%) +(I) = (1)?
= (AI)? +{I). (12.4.9)
It follows from Eq. (12.4.3) that, in steady state ({I) = 0),
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Al
_%D+<FQ?>=Q (12.4.10)

where we use (F;(t)) = 0. If we make the assumption (I") = (I)" then
we obtain

<m=m=§(%§f) (124.11)

To determine the fluctuation in the quantity I, we first linearize
Eq. (12.4.3) around its steady-state value. Defining AI = I — Iy and
making use of expression (12.4.11) for the steady-state mean photon
number, we find

(I + Al)
1+ Z(1y + Al)
oIy + A BlyAlI

d
(A = —6(lo+ AI) + +Fi

> @I+ Al + F;
L+21 (14 21,)°
_ —%W‘ _ @A +F,. (124.12)
It then follows that
d, ., 2% s
(AIP = == (o — G)AD + 2AIOFi (1): (12.4.13)

The correlation function (AI(¢)F;(t)) can be determined using the
methods developed in Section 9.1. It follows from the formal solution
of Eq. (12.4.12) that

(AR} = AIO)Fi o) exp |~ (o — |

+ /0 dt' exp [—g(% —%)(t—t’)] (F1(¢)Fy(2))
=(Dy), (12.4.14)

where we use (F;(¢t)) = 0 and (F;(t)Fi(¢t)) = 2(Dy)é(t — t'). The
steady-state solution of Eq. (12.4.13) is therefore

o
2 _——————

(AI) @t — %) (D), (12.4.15)
and, on substituting for ((AI)*) and (I) from Egs. (12.4.15) and
(12.4.11) in Eq. (12.4.9), we obtain

o
oA —€
The normalized variance of the photon distribution as given by the
Mandel Q parameter for the field is given by

(An)? = (n). (12.4.16)
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_(anp G

Qs ) 1=&{_(g. (12.4.17)

Equations (12.4.11) and (12.4.17) are identical to the corresponding
results (11.2.21) and (11.2.23) obtained in Section 11.2 using the density
matrix approach.

Next we look at the phase rate of diffusion which is calculated with
the help of Eq. (12.4.2). On integrating Eq. (12.4.2), we get

t
9(t)=/ dt'Fy(t)), (12.4.18)
0
so that

G0 =5 [a [ arFawirae
= (2Dgg). (124.19)

On substituting for (2Dge) from Eq. (12.4.6) into Eq. (12.4.19) and
using expression (12.4.11) for the steady-state mean photon number,
we find, after time integration

1 A+ €

% = 25 + 2

t (12.4.20)

The integration constant 1/4(n) in Eq. (12.4.20) is due to the con-
tribution of vacuum fluctuations, and will be discussed in detail in
Section 14.5. The second term in Eq. (12.4.20) states that the phase
diffuses linearly in time and the rate of diffusion (o7 + €)/4(n) gives
the natural linewidth of the laser.

A connection between the density matrix and the quantum Langevin
approaches can be established via the equation for the probability dis-
tribution for the field. In Appendix 11.B we derived an equation of
motion for the P-representation (Egs. (11.B.11) and (11.B.12)) which is
equivalent to the corresponding density matrix equation (11.1.14) for
the laser. Now according to a theorem of stochastic processes, if the
random complex variable « satisfies the Langevin equation (12.3.21)
with the correlation functions of the form (12.3.23a)-(12.3.23¢c), then
the probability distribution P(a, «*) satisfies the Fokker-Planck equa-
tion

P 190 Ao &2
E = E% [((gd‘i‘ ——*——1 n §|a|2)P:| + W(DWP)
1 92

+§ Jodo*

(DyyP) + coc. (12.4.21)
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Since we chose the normal ordering to go from operator equations to
c-number equations, we expect P(a, «") to be associated with the eval-
uation of the normally ordered correlation functions. This corresponds
to the P-representation of the field. It is a simple matter to show that
if we ignore the third- and higher-order derivatives (which can be
justified using scaling arguments), then Egs. (11.B.11) and (11.B.12)
are identical to Eq. (12.4.21). This therefore establishes the equivalence
of the two methods.

Problems

12.1 (a) Derive the equations of motion for the c-number
field and atom variables o, #, A", and A", which
correspond to antinormal ordering a, M, N,, Ny, M f
a' of the operators.

(b) Find all the nonzero diffusion coefficients associated
with the Langevin noise forces in the equations of
motion for o, #, A ,, and Ap.

(c) By adiabatically eliminating the atomic variables, de-
rive the equation of motion for the electromagnetic
field o.

12.2 Derive Egs. (12.3.12a)—~(12.3.12f).

12.3 Derive Eqs. (12.3.24) and (12.3.25).
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CHAPTER 13

Theory of the
micromaser

The development of a single-atom maser or a micromaser® allows a
detailed study of the atom-field interaction. The situation realized is
very close to the ideal case of a single two-level atom interacting with a
single-mode quantized field as treated in Section 6.2. In a micromaser
a stream of two-level atoms is injected into a superconducting cavity
with a high quality factor. The injection rate can be such that only
one atom is present inside the resonator at any time. Due to the high
quality factor of the cavity, the radiation decay time is much larger
than the characteristic time of the atom-field interaction, which is
given by the inverse of the single-photon Rabi frequency. Therefore,
a field is built up inside the cavity when the mean time between the
atoms injected into the cavity is shorter than the cavity decay time. A
micromaser, therefore, allows sustained oscillations with less than one
atom on the average in the cavity.

The realization of a single-atom maser or a micromaser has been
made possible due to the enormous progress in the construction of
superconducting cavities together with the laser preparation of highly
excited atoms called Rydberg atoms. The quality factor of the su-
perconducting cavities is high enough for periodic energy exchanges
between atom and cavity field to be observed. The interesting prop-
erties of the Rydberg atoms make them ideal for micromasers. In
Rydberg atoms the probability of induced transitions between adja-
cent states becomes very large and scales as n*, where n denotes the
principle quantum number. Consequently, a few photons are enough
to saturate the transition between adjacent levels. In addition, the
lifetime for spontaneous transition is very large.

* The first micromaser was realized by Meschede, Walther, and Miiller [1985]. For a review of key
earlier work leading up to the micromaser, see Haroche and Raimond [1985].
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A sketch of the beautiful micromaser experiment at the Max-
Planck Institut fiir Quantenoptik in Garching is shown in Fig. 13.1.
A highly collimated beam of rubidium atoms passes through a Fizeau
velocity selector. Before entering the cavity, the atoms are excited into
the upper maser level 63ps/,. The superconducting niobium cavity is
cooled down to a temperature of 0.5 K by means of a 3He cryostat. At
such a low temperature the number of thermal photons is reduced to
about 0.15 at a frequency of 21.5 GHz. The quality factor of the cavity
is 3 x 10'° corresponding to a photon lifetime of about 0.2 seconds.
The maser transitions from the 63p3/; level to the 61ds/, level at 21.5
GHz are studied. The average transit time of Rydberg atoms through
the cavity is 50 ps and the atomic flux is as small as 1750 atoms/s.
After passing through the cavity, the Rydberg atoms in the upper and
lower levels are detected in two separate field ionization detectors. The
field strength is adjusted so as to ensure that in the first detector the
atoms in the upper level are ionized, but not those in the lower level.

The photon statistics of a micromaser exhibit many interesting
effects including sub-Poissonian statistics. Even a number state can be
generated using a cavity with a high enough quality factor. If there
are no thermal photons in the cavity, a condition which is achieved
by cooling the cavity to an extremely low temperature, interesting
features such as trapping states occur.

In this chapter, we study these interesting features of the photon
statistics as well as the linewidth of the micromaser. The application of
micromasers to the quantum measurement problem will be described
in Chapters 19 and 20.

13.1 Equation of motion for the field density matrix

We consider a single-mode resonator into which excited two-level
atoms are injected at a rate low enough that at most one atom at

Fig. 13.1
Experimental setup
of a micromaser.
(From G. Rempe, F.
Schmidt-Kaler, and
H. Walther, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 64, 2783
(1990).)
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a time is present inside the resonator cavity. The cavity damping is
considered so weak as to be negligible during the interaction time.
The lifetimes of all the levels are also assumed to be much larger
than the interaction time of the atom with the field in a maser cavity.
The spontaneous decay processes, to other levels or other modes, can
therefore be neglected, which means that the joint evolution of the
single-mode field and the atom is unitary.

The contribution of all the atoms which enter the cavity at random
times at a rate r, and interact for a fixed time 7 with the radiation
field inside the cavity before leaving the cavity have to be added to
obtain the coarse-grained equation of motion for the reduced density
matrix for the field, as is done in Method II, Section 11.1. The resulting
equation is (Eq. (11.1.26))

(dzzn’ > = —ra[1 — cos(gry/n + 1) cos(gry/n' + 1)l puw
gain

+rgsin(gr/n) sin(@T/m)pp-rw—1,  (13.1.1)

to which we add the contribution due to the cavity losses (Eq. (8.3.2))

Fp = —%(ﬁth + 1)a'ap — 2apa’ + pa'a)
—%ﬁth(aan —2a'pa + paa’). (13.1.2)

This leads to the following equation of motion of the density matrix in
the photon number representation (with p,,y = (n|p|n’);n,n’ =0,1,...):

Paw = Qnp P + bn-—l,n’-—lpn-—l,n’-—l + Cut1+1Pnt10+15 (1313)

where

ny = —Ta[1 — cos(gT/n + 1) cos(gr/n + 1)]

%
—E[Zﬁth(n-i-n' +1)+ (n+n'), (13.1.4)
byw = rgsin(gt/n + 1)sin(gr/n’ + 1)
+ Gaml(n + 1)(n' + 1)]'/2, (13.1.5)
Cnpw = C(Am + 1)+/nn’. (13.1.6)

This master equation forms the basis of most studies on the quantum
statistical properties of radiation in a micromaser. The diagonal ele-
ments p(n) = pun, which represent the probability of n photons in the
field, satisfy the equation of motion

p(n) = apup(n) + by_1p_1p(n — 1) + cup1ar1p(n + 1), (13.1.7)
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with
np = =T sin’(gry/n + 1) — €[An(2n + 1) + 1], (13.1.8)
bun = rasin*(gr/n + 1) + Gag(n + 1), (13.1.9)
Cnn = Gy + Dn. (13.1.10)

It may be noted that
an,n+bn,n +cn,n =0. (13111)

13.2 Steady-state photon statistics

The steady-state photon number distribution can be obtained from
Eq. (13.1.7) by taking p(n) = O just as in Chapter 11. The resulting
equation

~{rasin’(gr/n+ 1) + €[An(2n + 1) + nl}p(n)

+ [rasin®(gz\/n) + Gpnlp(n — 1)

+ [ + 1)(n+ 1)]p(n+1)=0 (13.2.1)
leads to the following equivalent recursion relations:

[ra sin®(gT/n) + €FRmnlp(n — 1)

= € (Am + 1)np(n), (13.2.2)

[ra sin’(gz/n + 1) + Ghn(n + 1)]p(n)

=% (Ain + 1)(n+ )p(n+ 1),

(13.2.3)
and we obtain
A€ 1, sinz(g‘c\/Z)/f
n) = p(0 , 13.24
plm) = p( )g Y (1324)
where p(0) is determined from the normalization relation
[vo]
> pmy=1. (13.2.5)

n=0
Equation (13.2.4) is the central result of this section as all the features
of the photon statistics for the micromaser can be extracted from it.
Before discussing the behavior of the steady-state photon distribu-
tion function p(n), we find a threshold condition for a micromaser. A
linear analysis is adequate for this purpose. In this approximation,

sin’(gr./n) ~ (g7)*n, (13.2.6)
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and Eq. (13.1.7) simplifies to

p(n) = —[ra(gr)’(n + 1) + €nlp(n) + ra(ge)’np(n — 1)
+%(n+ pn + 1). (13.2.7)

Here we have assumed ny, = 0. The growth of the field can now be
looked at from the equation for the mean number of photons:

() =" np(n) = [ra(gr)® — €1(n) + ra(gr)™. (132.8)

n=0

The last term arises due to spontaneous emission. It is clear that the
field builds up when

ra(gt)’ > €. (13.2.9)

The condition r,(gt)> = ¥, therefore, describes the maser threshold.
Below threshold (r,(g7)? < %) the field just dies down. This suggests
the use of the normalized interaction time

r

Tint = g7 7 (13.2.10)

which is equal to unity at threshold.
In Fig. 13.2, the normalized mean photon number

[vo]
(N) = Nl (n) = Ni ZO np(n) (13.2.11)
has been plotted as a function of tj, for Ney = r,/% = 20 and 2000,
and for ng = 0.1. Here the parameter N = r,/% represents the
average number of atoms that pass through the cavity during the
lifetime of the field. The mean number of photons remains virtually
zero for small 1y, but at threshold 7, = 1, (n) becomes finite and
increases rapidly to almost unity ({(n) = N) with increasing . It
then decreases to reach a minimum at about 7, ~ 27, where the
field abruptly jumps to a higher intensity. This oscillatory behavior
continues, but becomes less pronounced for increasing <.
In Fig. 13.3, the Mandel Q parameter

0 =5 (13.2.12)
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Fig. 13.4
Steady-state photon
statistics for

N = 200, Ay = 0.1,
and (a) 7j,, = 37 and
(b) Ty = 157. The
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is plotted as a function of ;. Just above the threshold the photon dis-
tribution is first strongly super-Poissonian (Q; > 0) but then the Q pa-
rameter drops below the Poisson level 9y = 0. Super-Poissonian peaks
are obtained at approximately 2r-intervals followed by sub-Poissonian
statistics with increasing i, The generation of sub-Poissonian statis-
tics in steady state is an interesting feature of micromasers. In the next
section we shall show how a pure number state can be generated in a
micromaser.

So far we have examined the behavior of the first two moments of
the steady-state photon distribution function. In Fig. 13.4 we plot p(n)
as a function of n for different values of interaction times. For tj,; = 3n
the sub-Poissonian behavior is evident. However, for 7j,; = 157 the
distribution has no longer a single peak. The multi-peak distribution
is another special feature of a micromaser.

13.3 Preparation of number state in a high-Q
micromaser

In this section, we discuss two possible ways of creating a number
state in a high-Q micromaser, namely, via a state reduction scheme
in which we infer the photon statistics by looking at the Rydberg
atoms as they exit the cavity and via a trapping state scheme in which
the interaction time is chosen such that the emission probability at a
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particular photon number becomes small and the field is truncated at
that photon number.

To experimentally achieve a state of the field where the number
of photons is exactly known, two conditions have to be fulfilled. The
first condition concerns the temperature. Thermal photons have to be
suppressed because they induce decay and influence the statistics so
that a superposition of number states is obtained. We can eliminate
thermal photons by cooling the cavity to a low enough temperature.
The mean number of thermal photons for a frequency of about 20
GHz is 3 x 1075 at T = 0.1 K. As a second condition, we must not
lose photons stored in the cavity for the duration of the experiment,
ie., we need a cavity in which losses can be neglected for this time. The
photon lifetime is determined by a decay rate ¥ = v/Q. The quality
factor Q of the cavity can reach values of up to 10!, and with a
microwave frequency of about 20 GHz this results in photon lifetimes
of several seconds.

13.3.1 State reduction

We consider an experimental setup as shown in Fig. 13.1. Atoms in
their excited state are injected into an empty cavity, i.e. the field is
initially in the vacuum state |0). After they leave the cavity, they are
probed by a static electric field which ionizes all atoms in the upper
level. All the atoms that are not ionized have emitted a photon in
the cavity. When these atoms are counted (via electron detection as
in Fig. 13.1), the total number of photons in the maser field can be
inferred. It may be noted that state reduction and the connected ideas
of measurement theory are essential to this logic. By the determination
of the state of the outgoing atoms, the photon number in the field is
exactly known, i.e., the state of the field is reduced to a pure number
state. Since there is initally no radiation in the cavity, the field is
always in a number state when an atom enters the cavity. By the
interaction of the atom with the field, which is in a state |n), the field
state will be changed to a superposition of states |n) and |n+ 1). Due
to the measurement of the atomic state afterwards, this superposition
is reduced to one of the states |n) or |n + 1), depending on the result
of the measurement.

Now, with zero cavity losses, we will maintain a number state since
no radiation will be lost from the cavity in the present experiment.
However, we will have only a priori probabilities as to which number
state we actually generate in the present state reduction scheme. These
a priori probabilities should not be confused with photon statistical



13.3 Preparation of number state in a high-Q micromaser 391

distributions. For example, if one considers a coherent state of the
radiation field, then every laser or every system being considered would
be in an indefinite superposition of number states. Whereas in the
present case, every system is in a specific number state; however, we do
not know prior to the experiment which state that will be. Therefore,
we have to perform the experiment repeatedly with a constant total
number of atoms, thus generating a large number of different number
states. The distribution of the photon numbers will be given by the
a priori probability distribution, which we are going to calculate. It
should be emphasized that the number of atoms leaving the cavity in
the lower state is equal to the number of photons in the cavity only
for a lossless cavity.

We now turn to the calculation of the probability P,(m) of having
n photons in the field after m atoms have passed the cavity. To obtain
this probability, we derive a recursion relation. The time-evolution
operator U(1) for the interaction of one two-level atom with the field
is given by Eq. (6.2.49), i.e.,

U(z) =cos(gtv ata + 1)|a){al + cos(gz~/ata)|b)(b|
__.sin(gry/ala+1) . ysin(gry/ata+ 1)
l—~_——\/m ala){b| —ia ——-—————\/m |b){al.

(13.3.1)

We assume that initially the atom is in the upper level |a) and the field
is in the number state |n). The combined atom-field density operator
is therefore |a,n){a,n|. After the interaction time 7 we have
p(t) = U(%)la,n){a,n|U" (1)
= cos?(gt/n + 1)|a, n){a,n]
+sin*(gzy/n+ 1)b,n+ 1)(b,n + 1|
—isin(gt+/n + 1)cos(gt/n+1)

x[|b,n+ 1){a,n| — |a,n){b,n+ 1|]. (13.3.2)

The state of the radiation field is now determined via state reduction.
That is, if we determine that the atom is in the upper state |a), then
the density matrix (13.3.2) is reduced to the state

p(t) = cos*(gt/n + 1)|a,n){a,nl, (13.3.3)

and if the atom is found to be in the state |b), the system density
matrix is given by

p(t) = sin®(gt/n + 1)|b,n + 1)(b,n + 1. (13.3.4)
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From this we find that the probability for the field to remain in the
state |n) is

c(n) = cos’(gT/n+ 1)

and the probability for a transition to the state [n + 1) is

s(n) = sin®(gt/n + 1).

When m — 1 atoms have passed, the field is in a state |n) with
the probability P,(m — 1) and in the state |n — 1) with a probability
P,_1(m — 1). The probability for the field to be in the state |n) after m
atoms have been in the cavity is then simply

Pu(m) = c(n)Pu(m — 1) + s(n — 1)Py_y(m — 1). (13.3.5)

We assume that the field is initially in the vacuum state |0), ie.,
Py(0) = 1. Then we have for one atom Py(1) = ¢(0) and P;(1) = s(0);
for two atoms

Py(2) = c(0)Po(1) = [c(0)I7,
P1(2) = c(1)P1(1) + s(0) Po(1) = s(0)[c(0) + c(1)],
P(2) = s(1)Py(1) = s(0)s(1); (13.3.6)

and so on.

The probability distribution P,(m) can be evaluated numerically
for different values of gt as a function of the number of passing
atoms. In Fig. 13.5, we show results for up to 1000 atoms. Obviously,
the probability P,(m) is very strongly dependent on the value of gz.
This parameter can be varied experimentally by changing the veloc-
ity of the atomic beam. When gt < 1, then a peak in the photon
distribution develops and moves towards higher photon numbers as
the number of passing atoms grows. In theory, s(ng) could become
exactly O, so that the probability distribution will be a §-function in
the steady state, a case discussed below. In any experiment, however,
the velocity distribution of the atomic beam is never that sharply
defined. Therefore, the height of the peak in the probability distribu-
tion diminishes as more atoms are injected, and a new peak develops
in front of the next barrier at about (2r/g7)’. Thus the realiza-
tion of a number state is coupled to the detection via the outgoing
atoms.

Atomic velocity itself is not a complicating factor in the present
scheme of n-state preparation. It leads to a change in the probability
of emitting a photon, but for the experiment the only important fact
is whether a photon has been emitted or not. The basic notion of
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Fig. 13.5

Probability of
obtaining n photons
in the cavity after m
atoms have passed
for gr = 0.4. (From J.
Krause, M. O. Scully,
and H. Walther,
Phys. Rev. A 36, 4547
(1987).)

atomic observation leading to field information is in force regardless
of complicating influences such as atomic motion. If the experiment is
performed repeatedly, however, the statistics of the obtained photon
numbers in the number states will be influenced.

13.3.2 Trapping states

In general a steady state is reached in a micromaser due to the presence
of cavity losses as shown in Section 13.2. In such a situation, the field
statistics essentially depend on the duration of interaction 7. Generally,
a steady state does not exist for a lossless cavity because atoms in
excited states are constantly being pumped inside the cavity. However,
a steady state can be obtained in a lossless cavity by choosing the
interaction time for which the emission probability at a particular
photon number becomes small, so that the field is truncated at that
photon number. Such a state is known as a trapping state. In this
section we discuss a scheme based on the manipulation of interaction
times to generate a pure number state.

We consider a setup in which atoms in their excited state are injected
into an empty cavity. If the interaction time of the atoms is chosen
such that, for n, photons inside the cavity,

gi\/ng+1=¢qn (g=123..) (13.3.7)

an excited atom will undergo ¢ Rabi oscillations and will leave the
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cavity in an excited state. The maser is said to be in an upward trapping
state since no probability flows from state |n,) to state |n; + 1) with
the injection of inverted atoms, the maser field evolves to a number

state |ng).
On the other hand, if
gt fng =4qm (g=123,..), (13.3.8)

an atom entering the cavity in its ground state will undergo complete
g Rabi oscillations to leave the cavity in the same state. The maser
is said to be in a downward trapping state. Clearly, the number
state immediately following a downward trapping state is an upward
trapping state. In both cases, the atoms entering the cavity see the
field as a 2qn pulse, and a steady state is achieved even in the absence
of losses, so that

pltit1) = p(t), tipp =t +r 7l (13.3.9)

Equation (13.3.9) represents the conventional steady-state criterion
for a micromaser despite the fact that the field changes during the
interaction time 7.

We now show how a number state results from an exact solution
of the master equation (13.1.1) for the micromaser.

In matrix notation, Eq. (13.1.1) (without the loss terms) for the
photon distribution function can be rewritten as

R=—-MR, (13.3.10)
where
rp(0,¢)
p(L,17)
ROy=| : |, (13.3.11)
p(,t)
- a0 -
—ay @M 0
—ay e
M= o o (13.3.12)
0 s a
_a{ ®
- .—

with p(Z, 1) = {¢|pr(t)|¢) and a; = —r,sin*(gr /7 + 1).
We define the eigenvalue A, of the matrix M, corresponding to the
right eigenstate
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of
A= |4 (13.3.13)
and the left eigenstate
B, = [B5BL.. ] (13.3.14)
by the following relations
MA, = A4, (13.3.15)
B:M = J4B;. (13.3.16)

If we multiply Eq. (13.3.15) by B, from the left and Eq. (13.3.16) for
¢' by A, from the right and subtract the two equations, we obtain an
orthogonality relation:

BpAs = d¢p, (13.3.17)

provided A, % i or A, 4, nondegenerate.
In view of Eq. (13.3.15), the solution of Eq. (13.3.10) is given by

[vo]
R(t) =) CrAre™". (13.3.18)
£=0

In cases where the eigenvalues are nondegenerate, the coefficient C,
can be determined using the orthogonality condition (13.3.17), and we
obtain

C; = B/R(0). (13.3.19)
It follows from Egs. (13.3.18) and (13.3.19) that
[>e] [>e]
pnt) = Boe ™ 'p(q.0) (133.20)
£=0 g=0

A determination of the eigenvalues A, and the elements of the right and
the left eigenstates A, and B, of the matrix will completely determine
the photon distribution function.

The eigenvalues A, of M, which satisfy the equation

det(M — A,1)=0 (13.3.21)
(I being the unit matrix), are given by

Ao = ay = —rgsin’(gTA/f + 1) (13.3.22)
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For 0 < ¢ < ng such that gt /ng + 1 = n, we have A; # Ay for £ £ /.
A substitution from Eq. (13.3.22) into Eqgs. (13.3.15) and (13.3.16) leads
to the following recursion relations for the matrix elements of and S

—an_lai_l + a,,oci =ad (13.3.23)

ns

g—1B_y — Qg1B5 = asB;_;. (13.3.24)

By iterating the recursion relations (13.3.23) and (13.3.24), we obtain

I a-1/(ar—as) n>¢,

£ __ ) r=(+1
=4 = i (13.3.25)
0 n</t,
(13.3.26)

Bi=< 1 qg=1 (13.3.27)

{ f:; a,/(ar —ay) q<t,
0 q>"7.

Equation (13.3.20) combined with the expressions for Az, «f, and
completely determines the time evolution of the density matrix.

We consider the initial state of the field to be vacuum. Under this
condition we have p(q,0) = 4. The interaction time of the atom
is chosen such that gr./ng +1 = n. We then get a,, = 0. Under
these conditions, the expression of the photon distribution function
simplifies considerably and is given by

et n=0,
p(n, 1) = > rm0 [H::é a et / H’r’;g (ar — ar)] nx>1
(13.3.28)

In the steady state (t — o0), p(n,00) is zero for n % ny. The only term
that gives a nonvanishing contribution in the summation is £ = ny.
The steady-state photon distribution p(n) is, therefore,

Pss(1) = Oy (13.3.29)

which is the photon distribution function for a number state.

13.4 Linewidth of a micromaser

We now turn to the calculation of the micromaser spectrum. The
approach followed in this section will be based on the evaluation of
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the off-diagonal elements of field density matrix elements, as was done
in Section 11.5 for the laser case.

The equation of motion for the density matrix ppnx = p* (Eq.
(13.1.3)) can be rewritten in the form of Eq. (11.5.2), but with

%/,tﬁ,k) = 2r,sin’ [%E(\/n +1+k—y/n+ 1)}
6+ 1)1+ 5 ~ Vol )|
+€nn {n +14 g —V(n+Dn+k+ 1)}, (13.4.1)

cﬁ,k) = rqsin(gt~/n + 1)sin(gt/n + k) + €ap+/n(n + k),

(13.4.2)
d¥ = G (hg + 1)v/n(n + k). (13.4.3)

Following the same procedure as in Section 11.5, we obtain the fol-
lowing expression for the micromaser linewidth

gt ) (2 + 1)
4(n) 4m) 7

where we expand the square roots in Eq. (13.4.1) in the limit (n) > 1.

In Fig. 13.6, we depict the detailed behavior of this approximate
phase diffusion constant D as a function of the normalized interaction
time iy = gt/ra/%€ for r,/% = 50 atoms and 7y = 107* thermal
photons. The sharp resonances in the monotonic increase of D are
reminiscent of the trapping states. We note that the phase diffusion
is especially large when the maser is locked to a trapping state,
that is, when (n) is caught in one of the sharp minima. Equation
(13.4.4) reveals this behavior in the limit of short interaction times or
large photon numbers, ie., when gr/4(n)!/? < 1. We expand the sine
function and arrive at the Schawlow—Townes linewidth, Eq. (11.5.13),

A +C 2y + 1)
4(n) ’

2D = ) = 4r,sin’ < (13.4.4)

2D = (13.4.5)

where
o =r.g% (13.4.6)

The complicated pattern of the micromaser linewidth results from
the complicated dependence of (n) on the pump parameter which
enters in the denominator. The sine function in Eq. (13.4.4) suggests
in the limit of large 7;, an oscillatory behavior of the linewidth. This
is confirmed by the exact numerical results shown in the inset of
Fig. 13.6.
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Problems

13.1 Show that, in the semiclassical approximation
Wy=m"  m>1

the normalized mean number of photons, (N) = (n)/Ne, in
a micromaser is governed by

sin(tim\/(N)) = (N).

Hence show that, for increasing values of tjy, there can be
more than one steady-state value of (N).

13.2 Show that the probability P,(m) that there are n photons in
the micromaser cavity after m excited two-level atoms have
passed through an initially empty cavity is given by the general

expression
n—1 n m—1
Pym)=[]st) > J]c
i=0 ij=0 j=n

(i | S-in)

Fig. 13.6

The relative
linewidth D/¥ based
on Eq. (1344) as a
function of the
interaction time 7y,
for r,/% = 50 and
Ay, = 1074, The inset
shows the exact
linewidth D /% based
on the numerical
solution of the
density matrix

Eq. (13.1.3) for large
interaction times T;y
for r,/% = 20 and
un = 1.
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where we define

n m—1
Z H c(i;)

AN
(iy—1<.-<in)

im—2 m—1

ZZ ZHC(IJ) form>nn>0,

in=0ing1=0  ipy_1=0 j=n
1 form=nn>0,

0 form <norn<0,

with H = 1. (Hint: See J. Krause, M. O. Scully, T. Walther,
and H Walther Phys. Rev. A 39, 1915 (1989).)
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CHAPTER 14

Correlated emission
laser: concept, theory,
and analysis

As discussed in the last three chapters, the fundamental source of noise
in a laser is spontaneous emission. A simple pictorial model for the
origin of the laser linewidth envisions it as being due to the random
phase diffusion process arising from the addition of spontaneously
emitted photons with random phases to the laser field. In this chapter
we show that the quantum noise leading to the laser linewidth can
be suppressed below the standard, ie., Schawlow-Townes limit by
preparing the atomic systems in a coherent superposition of states as
in the Hanle effect and quantum beat experiments discussed in Chapter
7. In such coherently prepared atoms the spontaneous emission is said
to be correlated. Lasers operating via such a phase coherent atomic
ensemble are known as correlated spontaneous emission lasers (CEL).*
An interesting aspect of the CEL is that it is possible to eliminate
the spontaneous emission quantum noise in the relative linewidths by
correlating the two spontaneous emission noise events.

A number of schemes exist in which quantum noise quenching
below the standard limit can be achieved. In two-mode schemes a
correlation between the spontaneous emisson events in two different
modes of the radiation field is established via atomic coherence so
that the relative phase between them does not diffuse or fluctuate. In
a Hanle laser and a quantum beat laser this is achieved by pumping
the atoms coherently such that every spontaneously emitting atom
contributes equally to the two modes of the radiation, leading to a
reduction and even vanishing of the noise in the phase difference. In
a two-photon CEL, a cascade transition involving three-level atoms
is coupled to only one mode of the radiation field. A well-defined
* The simplest CEL treatment is via the quantum Langevin approach, Scully [1985]. We have

presented a density matrix Fokker-Planck analysis, Scully and Zubairy [1987], since it is more
readily extended to include, for example, nonlinear effects Krause and Scully [1987].
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coherence between the upper and lower levels leads to a correlation
between the light emitted by an |a) — |b) and a subsequent |b) — |c)
transition, see Fig. 14.8.

In this chapter, we present the microscopic theories of these cor-
related spontaneous emission laser schemes and derive the conditions
under which the CEL quantum noise quenching takes place. CEL
operation leads to a vanishing diffusion constant in the relative phase
for the Hanle and quantum beat lasers and also to phase squeezing in
the two-photon CEL.

For the sake of simplicity, we restrict our analysis to the linear
theory. In our discussion on the natural linewidth of a single-mode
laser (see Section 11.4) we have already seen that a linear analysis
is sufficient for the linewidth calculations in above-threshold regions.
This brings out the physics most directly, and the fully nonlinear
analysis of Krause and Scully [1987] verifies this approach.

14.1 Correlated spontaneous emission laser concept

There is a good deal of interest in high precision laser interferometric
measurements in many areas of modern science. For example, the
heart of today’s efforts to see gravitational radiation is the Michelson
interferometer, while the laser gyro using a Sagnac ring interferome-
ter often operates at the standard quantum “limit”. As discussed in
Section 4.1, a Sagnac ring interferometer is used to measure rotation
rates. Here, in order to set the stage for the correlated spontaneous
emission laser, we discuss the quantum limits of passive and active
laser gyros.

We recall from Section 4.1.2, that in an optical ring of radius b
rotating at a rate £),, the phase difference A6 between the counter-
propagating laser beams after one round trip is given by (Eq. (4.1.14))

4nb*Q,

AG = —, 14.1.1
3 (14.1.1)

where 4 = 4/2n is the reduced wavelength.

However, since we are operating in a high quality optical cavity
characterized by a cavity decay rate %, the light will make N circuits
around the ring where N = ¢%~1/2nb, and the actual phase shift
between the co- and counter-propagating waves is given by

Absy = NAO = S¢7'Q, (passive), (14.1.2)
where S = 2b/1.
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We recall that the quantum noise (for unit quantum efficiency), on
the other hand, is such that Af., ~ 1 /ﬁ where 7, the measured
photon (photoeleciron) number, is given by Pt,/hv where P is the
laser power and t,, is the measurement time. So that

~ hv .
Abere = 4/ Pr. (passive), (14.1.3)

and by equating (14.1.2) to (14.1.3) we find the usual quantum limit
for the laser gyro

Quin = S™1% ,/}f—: (passive). (14.1.4)

Now comes an interesting point. An active laser gyro operates on
the change of frequency associated with co- and counter-propagating
light. If the round-trip transit time of the clockwise (CW) and counter-
clockwise (CCW) propagating beams are denoted by t™ and ¢, re-
spectively, then the frequencies v; and v_ associated with the CW and
CCW beams are given by the resonance conditions ctf = mnc/vy,
where m is an even integer. It follows, on substituting for ¢+ and ¢~
from Eqgs. (4.1.9), that to lowest order in bQ,/c we have

vy = v(1 FbQ, /c), (14.1.5)

where v = mmnc/2rb. Then the frequency difference Av = 2vbQ,/c
yields the active signal phase

Abgig = Avty = St (active). (14.1.6)

Comparing (14.1.2) and (14.1.6) we see that the phase signal in an
active gyro is many orders of magnitude larger than that of a passive
one since, for example, we could have t, ~ 1 sec but 7! ~ 107
to 107® sec. It is for this reason that commercial laser gyros are
commonly active devices.

But what is the signal-to-noise ratio for an active gyro? One might
be tempted to argue (and many people have fallen into this type of
trap) that we should take the shot-noise error (14.1.3) together with
the signal (14.1.6) to find

~a1l [ BV . T
Qnin TS — 4/—— (active gyro shot noise limit). (14.1.7)
tw V Ptn
The good news is that expression (14.1.7) is much superior to the
passive gyro limit (14.1.4), the bad news is that it is wrong. As we
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recall from the discussion of the spontaneous emission induced phase
diffusion, the error in the phase 6 built up in a time t, is given by
Afer = /D t,, where D is the phase diffusion rate (Eq. (11.4.11)).
Furthermore, since D ~ €/(n) and (n) = P%~1/hv we have

[k ; .. .
Aberr = €ty % (active spontaneous emission noise).
m
(14.1.8)

Thus, we see that due to the €, factor the phase noise (14.1.8) is much
larger than (14.1.3). Finally we note that when we use (14.1.8) and
(14.1.6) together (as we should) we regain the standard limit (14.1.4).
That is, the limit is the same for passive and active devices. Yet, we are
naturally led to ask: is there any way we can make an active device
but avoid spontaneous emission noise? This question is the starting
point for study of the correlated (spontaneous) emission laser (CEL)
to which we now turn.

14.2 Hanle effect correlated emission laser via density
matrix analysis

In the last section we recalled that in active laser interferometer
experiments, the limiting source of quantum noise is often spontaneous
emission fluctuations in the relative phase angle. We will now show
that diffusion of the relative phase angle between two such laser modes
may be eliminated by preparing a laser medium consisting of ‘three-
level’ atoms, and arranging that the two transitions |a) < |c¢) and
|b) < |c) drive a doubly resonant cavity; see Fig. 14.1. In this way the
optical paths may be differently affected by an external influence of
interest (e.g., a gravity wave or a Sagnac frequency shift).

The atomic transitions driving the two optical paths are strongly
correlated when the upper levels |a) and |b) are prepared in a coherent
superposition as in Hanle effect or quantum beat experiments. In the
Hanle effect example, the levels |a) and |b) can be taken to be the
‘linear polarization’ states formed from a single ‘elliptical polarization’
state as shown in Fig. 14.1(a). In the quantum beat case the coherent
mixing is produced by a strong external microwave signal as in Fig,
14.2. The fields emitted by the atoms of Fig. 14.1 will differ in polar-
ization while fields produced by the atoms of Fig. 14.2 will differ in
frequency.

In both cases discussed above the heterodyne beat note between
the spontaneously emitted fields 1 and 2 shows that they are strongly
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correlated. To see this, consider the atoms of Fig. 14.2 interacting with
a quantized field. The state vector is given by

W) = ae™%|a,01,02) + Be™*|b, 01, 02) + 71lc, 11, 02)
+ 721¢, 01, 12), (14.2.1)

where |1;) is the state a,T|O,-), i=12, and a,T (and a;) is the creation
(and annihilation) operators for photons having frequency v;. Now the
expectation value for the electric field operator E{,

EM(,t) = &1a;80m), (14.2.2)

calculated using Eq. (14.2.1) is easily seen to vanish since the states
|a), |b), and |c) are orthogonal. Similar arguments show that (E;‘L))
likewise vanishes. However, the cross term does not vanish:

(PIETES W) = &182y1y2(cle) expl—i(ks — ko) -1
+i(vy — w)t]. (14.2.3)

That is, the spontaneously emitted photons at v; and v, are correlated.

Motivated by the preceding arguments we are led to investigate
diffusion in the relative phase angle of the doubly resonant cavities in
Fig’s 14.1b and 14.2b.

In the Hanle laser, we have an active medium of three-level atoms
such that the upper levels |a) and |b) are prepared in a coherent
superposition and decay to the state |c) via emission of radiation of
different polarization states (Fig. 14.1). In a doubly resonant cavity,
the two waves interact with the active medium with the help of a
polarization sensitive mirror.

The Hamiltonian for the atom-field system, in the rotating-wave
approximation, is given by

H = Hy+ H, (14.2.4)
where
Ho= ) holi)(i| + hviala + hvrala, (14.2.5)
i=a,b,c
H1 = hgia|a){c| + hgrax|b){c| + H.c. (14.2.6)

Here g and g» are coupling constants for the transitions |a) — |c} and
|b) — |c), respectively. If the upper levels |a) and |b) are the Zeeman
sublevels of a degenerate upper state then, in the absence of an applied
magnetic field, w, ~ w;, and thus the fields emitted by the atoms in
the |a) — |c) and |b) — |c) transitions will differ in polarization, but
their frequencies will be essentially the same (v; = v, = v). If we now
transform the Hamiltonian (14.2.4) into an interaction picture with
respect to ¥, we obtain
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¥ = hgia1e™|a){c| + hgrae™|b)(c| + H.c, (14.2.7)

where A = w, — 0, — v = wp — @, — v is the detuning which we have
taken to be identical for the two transitions.

We assume that the atoms have initially been prepared in a coherent
superposition of the two upper states. The atomic density operator is
therefore given by

Patom(0) = (€%c,la) + cplb)) (€7 c}(al + c;{b])
= pla)(al+p%) |a) (bl + 5o 1b) (al+ iy |b) (b (14.2.8)

Here ¢ is some fixed relative phase between the upper states and
pﬁ) = | pﬁ)l exp(i¢) is the initial coherence.
An equation for the reduced density operator of the field p is

obtained by taking a trace over atoms,” which leads to

i
p=-— ﬁ Tratom [V, patom—ﬁeld]
i
= - _([Vaa pca] + [Vba pcb] + [Vcaa pac] + [Vcba pbc] )a (14'2'9)
h

where patom—field denotes the full atom-field density operator and

Ve = hgra; exp(iAt), ¥ = hgrazexp(iAt). The atomic matrix el-

ements p,. and py. can be evaluated to the first order in the coupling

constants g; by solving the equations for the corresponding theory.
The equations of motion for p,. and py. are

i
Pac = —7VPac — E(Vacpcc — Paa”? ac — Pab” be)s (14.2.10)

i
Pbc = —YPbec — ﬁ("’/bcpcc — P66 b — Pba¥ ac)- (14.2.11)

Here 7 is the atomic decay constant which, for simplicity, we have
taken to be the same for all levels. The zeroth-order equations of
motion for pec, Paas Prb, and pap are

Pec = —YPec, (14.2.12)
Paa = TaPStP = VPaas (14.2.13)
Pob = Tapg,?,)l) — VPbbs (14.2.14)
Pab = Taplyp = 7Pab (14.2.15)

* From this point on, p without indices refers to the reduced density matrix pgeiq = TTatomPatom—field-
With indices, such as pg. = (a|patom—sietd|C), it refers to the element of the full density matrix
between atomic states.
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where 7, is the rate of injection of atoms in the coherent superposition
(14.2.8). A steady-state solution of these equations yields

Pec =0, (14.2.16)
Paa = ;—“pﬂ,?,) , (14.2.17)
Poy = —p},‘i}p, (14.2.18)
pab = —"pi,?)p (14.2.19)

It follows, on substituting these expressions for the zeroth-order matrix
elements in Eqgs. (14.2.10) and (14.2.11) and then integrating, that

i t
ir )
pac(t) = Za / dtoe—)'(t—to) I:p(ag)palglelAto

+p§3,) pargre™™]

lr
y(y +i iA) [pDg1pare™ + pf) gzpazelm] (14.2.20)

iAt

a 0 i
Prell) = R [ohpg2pare™ + phogipaed™].  (14.221)

The other matrix elements in Eq. (14.2.9) can be determined using
pea = P}, and pe, = p},.

On substituting for p,. and p,. from Egs. (14.2.20) and (14.2.21)
into Eq. (14.2.9), the following master equation for the field-density

operator p is obtained

,_ 1 =
p= —Ean(palaI —alpa) - 5“22(1’“2“; — alpar)

1 i 1 —i
—Ealz(pazaI — aIpaz)e ¢ _ 5&21(pa1a; — a;pal Je ¢
+H.c. (14.2.22)

with
2ragi )
a8l 0 14.2.23
M50 + ia)Pe ( )
2rag182 | (0)
app = ——==pr'l, (14.2.24)
Y(y +iA)
2ragag1
oy = 22250 |0 (14.2.25)
7y + i) e
_2rags o (14.2.26)

o =
?(V + iA) Pob-

In this equation, the terms proportional to «;; and ay, are the gain
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terms for the two modes which would yield the usual linewidth ex-
pressions discussed in Section 11.4. The terms proportional to «;> and
op; are, however, phase sensitive as they arise due to the coherent
preparation of the upper levels |a) and |b). In Eq. (14.2.22), we have
not included the cavity decay terms as they do not contribute to the
phase diffusion coefficients in the following calculations.

In order to study the phase noise, we convert Eq. (14.2.22) into an
equivalent Fokker-Planck equation for the P-representation P(ay,a],
a2, %5) by the following substitutions

ap < P,

+ * 0 *
aip<—>(ai —%) P, paj « a; P,

a; o | o — 2 P (14.2.27)
p 1 1 aa: bl o dova

with i = 1,2. The resulting Fokker-Planck equation then reads

P X jk |: 0 62}) idp(k—J)
= LN (P) + ——— | %) L cc. (14.2.28)
ot j,kgl,z 2 0o dujoay

Next we define the polar coordinates r;,0; (j = 1,2) via the relation o;
= r; exp(if);). We also define the difference and mean angle variables

0 =0, — 0, and = (61 + 6,)/2. We then have

—if
6%1 _ eT (% n %6%1) , (14.2.29)
—if
;Tz - (a% 4 %%) , (14.2.30)
a%l _ %% + ;;0 (142.31)
9
- %% _ ;;0 (14.2.32)

Above threshold the amplitude fluctuations are small and can be
neglected. This amounts to the assumption that P is independent of
r1 and r, and it only depends on @ and u. The variables r; and r;
can be replaced by their mean values 1/(n;) and 1/{n) in the steady
state. The exact expressions for {n;) and (n;) can be determined by a
nonlinear analysis. Under these conditions Eq. (14.2.28) reduces to

oP 0*

d d
o= 35 P)~ a(duP) + =53 (DeoP)

2

0 02
+M(DQHP) + G_M(D””P)’ (14.2.33)
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where
dy = 2 o — o + Ag2 (W) e o1 ) e
+c.c., (14.2.34)
e )\ i )\ ]
du 8 oy + an + o2 (<n1>) e + o2 W e
+c.c., (14.2.35)
1 fay | oax a12 — 21 ;
Dgg=c| 7+ 75— e — e
8 ( ny)  (m) {n1)(n2) {n1)(n2)
+c.c., (14.2.36)
WAL T
Dy, = 2 (<n1> i ) +cc, (14.2.37)
1 fon | oax a2 — 21 ;
Dy= | ort 7+ ™
M3 ((m) (n2) ~ \/(n1)(m) Vi) (m) )
+c.c, (14.2.38)
with p = 0 — ¢.

The physical meaning of the terms in Eq. (14.2.33) is the following.

The coefficients dg and d, are the drift coefficients with respect to the
variables 8 = 0; — 0, and u = (0, + 6»)/2 and D¢y and D,, are the
corresponding diffusion coefficients. The key feature of the diffusion
and the drift coefficients is that they are explicitly phase dependent
and these phase dependences arise due to the injected coherence. A
much simpler set of coefficients is obtained when

1
Pl = phy = o = Ipfl = 5, (14.2.39)
g1 =g = g and (n;) = (ny) = (n). Under these conditions
2
rag
0 =g = Opp =0 = —— ———, 14.2.40)
1 12 = A2 22 20 +8) (
and
dp = —% siny, (14.2.41)
A
dy=———(1+cosy), (14.2.42)
4y
2Dgg = (1 — , 243
00 2(n)( cos ) (14.2.43)
2Dg, =0, (14.2.44)
2Dy, = g—@(l + cos ), (14.2.45)

where o/ = 2r,g2/(y? + A?) is the linear gain coefficient.



14.3 Quantum beat laser 413

From the Fokker-Planck equation (14.2.33), we derive the following
equation of motion for the relative phase

d

dt
Phase locking ({8} = constant) therefore takes place for those values of
0 for which the drift coefficient vanishes. This happens when y = 0, i.e.,
0 = ¢. We also see that the diffusion coefficient for the relative phase
angle (Eq. (14.2.43)), which is proportional to (1 — cosy), vanishes
when the angle y itself vanishes. A correlated spontaneous emission
laser (CEL) operation is therefore obtained in a Hanle laser.

It is interesting to note that the conditions, under which the diffusion
in relative phase 8 = 6, — 0, vanishes, do not lead to a vanishing of
D,, where p = (61 + 0,)/2.

Physically we can understand the quenching of the spontaneous
emission fluctuations in the relative phase 6 by referring to Fig. 14.3.
Here we consider the ‘random walk’ of the tips of the electric field
phases of the two modes in the complex a-plane. If we ignore the
amplitude fluctuations, the phase fluctuations in the field associated
with the spontaneous emission allow the tips of the fields to diffuse out
around a circle in the complex plane. When Dyy = 0, the spontaneous
emission in the two modes becomes highly correlated so that the
relative phase angle 0 is ‘locked’ to a particular value. The average
phase variable has, however, nonvanishing diffusion.

(0) = (d)- (14.2.46)

14.3 Quantum beat laser via pictorial treatment

Like the Hanle laser, a quantum beat laser consists of three-level atoms
in the V configuration which are pumped in the upper level |a) inside a
doubly resonant cavity (Fig. 14.2). A coherence is introduced between
the upper levels |a) and |b) by an external field which is characterized
by the Rabi frequency Qgexp(—i¢) where Qg and ¢ are the real
amplitude and phase. The transitions |a) — |c¢) and |b) — |c) are
assumed dipole-allowed. The |a) — |b) transition is therefore dipole-
forbidden. The external field leading to a coherence between these
levels could be a strong magnetic field for a magnetic dipole-allowed
transition. We shall treat the |a) — |b) transition semiclassically and
to all orders in the Rabi frequency. The |a) — |c) and |b) — |c)
transitions will be treated fully quantum mechanically, but only to the
second order in the corresponding coupling constants. The analysis is
given in Appendix 14.A, where it is again found that the spontaneous
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emission quantum noise in the relative phase angle can be made
to vanish. We will here present a simple pictorial® treatment of the
problem yielding this result in an intuitively appealing fashion.

In the quantum beat CEL configuration two electric fields &; =
riexp(if;) and &, = ry exp(ifh) with slowly varying amplitudes r; and
phases 0; (j = 1,2) are locked to a constant relative phase angle 6.
This phase locking is described in its simplest form by the following
Adler equation for the phase difference (see Problem 14.3)

0 =a—bsind, (14.3.1)
where a = v| — v, denotes the difference between the eigenfrequencies
v; of the two cavities and b is proportional to the gain coefficient.

We choose a rotating coordinate system in which the fields &; and
&> are slowly varying having a relative phase angle 0y = sin~'(a/b)
given by Eq. (14.3.1) such that & = /(n)exp(—ify/2) and & =

(n) exp(i0y/2). Here we have assumed a symmetric configuration
such that r, = r, = /(n) and (n) denotes the mean number of
photons in steady state.

Due to spontaneous emission, the electric fields &; (j=1, 2) fluctuate,

3&; = Fi(t) (14.3.2)

with Gaussian noise sources F; such that
(Fj) = (F(OF(f) =0  (jk=1,2), (143.3)
(Fi(t)Fc(t)) =2Dpo(t—1)  (j,k=1,2). (14.34)

Note that the spontaneous emission events from two coherently excited
states are strongly correlated as demonstrated in the Hanle effect laser.
As a result the cross-correlation diffusion coefficient D, can be made
nonvanishing.

We now consider the effect of fluctuating forces F; and F, on
the relative phase difference 6 shown in Fig. 14.4. The phase shift
00, is caused by a spontaneous emission event §&;, and is given for

|061] < +/(n) by
501g |5éal| sin (5¢1+g)

V()

= —1— [16€|sin(6¢1)cos(8/2) + |6&1| cos(d¢1) sin(6/2)]

V()

= —% [Im(6&1)cos(8/2) + Re(6&1)sin(6/2)]. (14.3.9)
n

* For further reading see Schleich and Scully [1988].
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Similarly we arrive at

60, = 06| sin (5¢2 — g)

V()

1
= —\/(:nf [16€2]sin(d¢2) cos(0/2) — |66 cos(S¢2) sin(6/2)]
= —ﬁ[lm(éé"z)cosw/Z) — Re(68,)sin(0/2)].  (14.3.6)
n
Hence the total fluctuation 60 = 66, — 66, in the phase difference 0 is
1

V)

00 =

[cos(0/2)Im(6&1 — 6&2) + sin(0/2)Re(6&1 + 687)]

(14.3.7)

and in view of Eq. (14.3.2),
1

V()

00= [cos(0/2)Im(F 6t— F20t)+sin(0/2)Re(F16t+F>6t)].

(14.3.8)

Defining 60/t = (00/0t)|auct We thus find

O _ L Lcos(0/2)Im(Fi — F) + sin(0/2)Re(F; + Fy)].

a_t fluct B \/(717

(143.9)

Adding this to the deterministic equation (14.3.1) we arrive at the
geometrically motivated equation of motion

0 =a—bsin@ + cos(8/2)F_ + sin(6/2)F,. (14.3.10)

In the last step we have introduced the Gaussian Langevin forces
F_ = Im(F| — F;)/+/{(n) and F = Re(F| + F»)/+/{(n) which according
to Eqgs. (14.3.3) and (14.3.4) have the properties

(F_) =(F4) =0, (14.3.11a)
and

(F_(OF_({)) = % [Diy + D — 2Re(D12)]5(t — £, (143.11b)

(FL(OF4 (1)) = %[Dn D+ Re(D)]5(t — ¢, (143.11¢)

(FL()F_(¢)) = —%Im(Du)é(t _7). (14.3.11d)

Here we have used the fact that Dy, = D3, (which follows from Eq.
(14.3.4)). According to Egs. (14.3.11b) and (14.3.11c) a correlation of



14.3 Quantum beat laser 417
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the noise sources F; and F,, that is, D;» # 0, leads to a reduction
of noise strength of F_ and to a corresponding increase in F. Thus
the Langevin forces F_ and F, are correlated as expressed by Eq.
(14.3.11d). Depending on the amount of correlation between F; and
F, either the cosine or the sine contribution in the equation of motion
for 6 (Eq. (14.3.10)) gains more weight.

In the absence of correlation, that is, D, = 0, the two noise forces
F_ and F, have equal weight and Eq. (14.3.7) can be simplified by
introducing the Gaussian noise F = cos(8/2)F_ + sin(8/2)F+ which
according to Egs. (14.3.11a)-(14.3.11d) has the properties

(F) =0,
(FOF(t)) =226(t 1),

(14.3.12)
(14.3.13)

where 9 = D/(n). Here and in the remainder of the section we have
set Di; = Dy = D. The equation of motion for 8 (Eq. (14.3.10)) thus
reduces to an equation for the so-called phase-locked laser (PLL)

0 =a—bsin + F(t). (14.3.14)

We now turn to the case of maximum correlation, that is, D;; + Dy =
2Re Dyy, and thus (F_(t)F_(¢)) = 0. For the sake of simplicity we
assume Im Dy, = 0 and therefore (F_F,) = 0. Since (F_) = 0 and F_
is Gaussian all higher correlation functions are zero as well; therefore,
F_ = 0. As a result, Eq. (14.3.10) simplifies to the equation of motion
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for the phase difference in the correlated spontaneous emission laser
(CEL)

0 = a— bsin0 +sin(6/2)F (1), (14.3.15)
where according to Eq. (14.3.11¢)
(FL()F (1)) = 22D)6(t — t'). (14.3.16)

Comparing Eq. (14.3.16) with Eq. (14.3.13) we note that due to the
noise correlation, the noise strength is twice that associated with F.
Moreover, we emphasize that the two equations of motion for 6,
Egs. (14.3.14) and (14.3.15), are distinctly different. In Eq. (14.3.15)
the noise F, is multiplied by a nonlinear function of the stochastic
variable 6. In particular we note that ((66)?) = 4(D/(n))sin*(6/2)dt =
2(D/{n))(1 — cos 8)dt which is the desired result.

14.4 Holographic laser

In previous sections, we discussed Hanle effect and quantum beat
lasers in which three-level atoms sustain the two laser modes which
correspond to transitions from two coherently prepared upper levels
to a common ground level. Here we discuss a holographic laser, in
which the active medium consists of two-level atoms in a ring cavity.
The CEL operation can be achieved in the two oppositely directed
running waves via a spatial modulation of the active medium. The
noise due to spontaneous emission is then suppressed just as in the
three-level lasers discussed earlier.

The motivation for the present CEL device derives from the realm
of coherent Fourier optics and holography. In particular, we recall
that in the process of preparing a hologram, one radiates a film with
two beams of light as indicated in Fig. 14.5(a). These two beams of
light (the reference beam and the incident beam) interfere to produce
a holographic grading or modulation in the film. We then read out
the information stored in this film by probing with the original light
beam which is now scattered from the striated layers of developed
film to produce our new signal (Fig. 14.5(b)). In this way we note that
the read beam scatters from the striated medium to produce the new
signal of interest.

In a similar way we anticipate that a striated gain medium will
produce a strong coupling between the two counter-propagating modes
of the ring laser. This correlation will be such that the two modes are
strongly correlated and this correlation is anticipated to carry over
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into the quantum character of the fields as well. This type of ring laser
is therefore called a holographic laser (HL).

In the HL the active medium in the ring cavity consists of thin
layers* with a constant spacing (see Fig. 14.6). The coherent coupling
of the two counter-propagating modes in the ring cavity occurs by
backscattering. When light of one mode is backscattered from a layer
of the gain medium, constructive interference is achieved when the
phases of the reflected part of the beam and the counter-propagating
beam match. The two fields in the ring cavity can be described by
their wave vectors k;,k,, their frequencies v, vo, and their amplitude
&0 which we assume to be equal for both beams,

E =& exp[i(klz—vlt)], E, = &g exp[—i(k22+v2t)]. (14.4.1)

At the reflection at time to the phases of both beams have to be equal,
up to an integer multiple of 2m,

kizo—vito—2nj = —kazo — vty (j=0,£1,+2...), (144.2)

where zq is the coordinate of the reflecting layer. From this we get

(k1 + ka)zg — (V1 — )ty = 2nj. (14.4.3)
Since the frequencies lock such that v; = v, the condition for z; is
zo=2nj/(k; + ko) = mj/k, (14.4.9)

since ki ~ kj.

We conclude from this heuristic derivation that the layers of the gain
medium have to be located at z = (n/k)j in order to get maximum
coupling between the beams. In fact, the same result is obtained from
our detailed analysis.

As in the preceding linear theories of Hanle effect and quantum beat
lasers, we describe both modes by annihilation and creation operators
ai, a}L and a,, a;. Both modes interact with the same two-level atoms in
the gain medium. Here we allow the ‘bare-cavity’ eigenfrequencies v,
and v, to be different from the operating frequencies v; and v, of the
laser fields, since as we see from (4.1.19) this is necessary for a laser
gyroscope. The interaction between the beams with the laser medium
is described by the Hamiltonian

H = hvclaIal + hvcza;az + haw,la)(a| + hawp|b)(b|
+hg Y [Uj(z)la)(bla; + Uj(z)al|b)(al], (14.4.5)

j=12
where |a) and |b) are the upper and lower atomic states with energy

* Scully [1987], Raja, Brueck, Scully, and Lee [1991].
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Fig. 14.6
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separation w = w,—w; and Uj(z) (j = 1,2) are normal mode functions.
In the interaction picture, this reduces to

¥ = h(ve — vi)alar + h(vey — v2)abas

+ figlla) (blA(z, ) + A'(z,1)|b) (all, (14.4.6)
where the combined operator A(z,t) is given by
A(z,t) = ay exp(iAt)U1(z) + az exp(iAst)Us(z), (14.4.7)

with A; = w—v; and Ay = w—v,. The coordinate z is defined parallel to
the beams so that the gain medium extends from z = —¢/2toz =¢/2,
and we assume that the extension of the medium perpendicular to the
beam direction is independent of z.
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Following the method outlined in Section 14.2 for the Hanle effect
laser, we can derive the following equation of motion for the reduced
density operator for the field:

p = —ilver — vi)lalay, p] — i(ver — v2)[aar, ]
o £/2
=5 | dzm@)A@)A (2)p—247(2)pA() + pAR)AT2)],
—£/2
(14.4.8)

where o/ = 2r,g%/y? is the usual gain parameter, and the summation
over all atoms inside the cavity has been carried out by a spatial
integration over the density n(z) of the gain atoms. For the sake of
simplicity, we assume vi = vy = vcy = vea = w in the following.

For travelling waves the normal mode functions Uy(z) and U,(z)
are given by

Ui(z) = e, (14.4.9a)
Uy(z) = e, (14.4.9b)

Then Eq. (14.4.8) reduces to the form (14.2.22) with ¢ = 0. The
coeflicients a;; for the holographic laser are given by

/2 ,
oj; = ,sa?/ n(z)|U;(z)|"dz

£/2
= / nzydz (G =12), (14.4.10)
£/2

12 = “21

/2
= d/ n(z)Ui(2)Us(z)dz

= / n(z)e?*dz. (14.4.11)
—£/2

As shown for the Hanle effect laser, the diffusion coefficient Dgg for
the relative phase 6; — 6, is given by (Eq. (14.2.36))

1 ) )
2Dgg = m(au + a2y — ap2e” — oy €?), (14.4.12)

where we assume (n;) = (ny) = (n).

If the gain medium is not spatially modulated, ie., n(z) = ng, o2
and ay; are of the order ay; /k which is very small at optical frequencies
as compared to a;; and can be neglected in Eq. (14.4.12). In this case
we no longer obtain noise quenching in the relative angle, and from
Eq. (14.4.12) we have
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2Dgy = % (14.4.13)

From Egs. (14.4.10) and (14.4.11) we conclude that a modulation for
which the gain coefficients are equal must have the density of atoms
mainly at points where e?*? ~ 1, at z = nj/k where j is an integer. In
principle we would like to have J-functions there but in reality there
will be peaks in the density with a width A. When we assume that
these peaks are of Gaussian® type, the density function n(z) between
z =—¢/2 and ¢/2 looks as follows:

Jo 1/2
B no In2 1 In2 T N\2
nz)= 2]-0+1<T) Ae"P[ G E’)}’

j==Jo
(14.4.14)

with jo = /k/2n and ny = constant.
With this equation we obtain for the integrals of Egs. (14.4.10) and
(14.4.11),

£/2
/ n(z)dz = ny, (14.4.15a)
—£/2
/2 ) 212
/ n(z)e**?dz = ngexp (~-A——k—) . (14.4.15b)
—£/2 In2

We see that all integrals are approximately equal if the width A is much
smaller than 1/k. This result (Eqs. (14.4.15)) is still valid when only
every nth peak in Eq. (14.4.14) is nonzero (n is a positive integer). From
Egs. (14.4.10) and (14.4.11) we see immediately that all coefficients for
gain are equal (a;; = oy = a1y = ap1), which is required to obtain a
vanishing diffusion coefficient D().

14.5 Quantum phase and amplitude fluctuations

As seen in Chapter 2, squeezed quantum fluctuations of the radia-
tion field are associated with the decomposition of the electric field
amplitude into its ‘coswt’ and ‘sin wt’ phases. This suggests that the
electric field annihilation operator be written as: a = a; + ia;, where
a; and a; are the Hermitian amplitudes of the two quadrature phases.
The quantum mechanical properties of these amplitudes imply the
uncertainty relation:

AaiAay = % (14.5.1)

* See Krause and Scully [1987].
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Squeezed states of light are those for which

(Am)* < % or (Am)* < ‘_1" (14.5.2)
These are the standard definitions of squeezing.

In laser physics amplitude and phase fluctuations are fundamental
quantities of interest. As shown in Chapter 11, far above threshold, the
amplitude fluctuations are quite small, and occur around a constant
value which, in a semiclassical approximation, is given by \/W where
(n) is the steady-state number of emitted photons. In the following we
will relate the laser phase and amplitude fluctuations to the Hermitian
operators a; and a;. We present the arguments using first a simple
semiclassical picture of the laser radiation.

From Fig. 14.7 it is clear that the fluctuation dq/ is associated with
pure amplitude fluctuations of a. Simple trigonometry leads to the
following relations:

dae~ 0 4 §a* el

2 b
dae~ — §a*eit
=
where da = |dale?. In these formulas 6 is the instantaneous phase
of the semiclassical electric field amplitude and 6 is the phase of the
fluctuating displacement da. The terms da; and da, are related to the
following 60y-dependent amplitudes:

da; = |6alcos(0 — Op) = (14.5.3)

da, = |da|sin(f — ) = (14.5.4)

ae—i% 4 g* it
—
ax(0o) = K?O;“—eoo (14.5.6)
We recognize in these amplitudes the standard a; and a, quadratures
but rotated by an angle 6, towards the direction fixed by the electric
amplitude a. For fluctuations leading to a small change of the phase

68 and amplitude ér, we have

ai(0o) = (14.5.5)

day = day(0p) = or, (14.5.7)
da, = dax(Bp) = atan 0 ~ /{(n)d0. (14.5.8)

Here in the last step we have replaced a by the semiclassical expressidn

{n) since in the rotated frame its phase is zero, and have approxi-
mated the tangent by the arc. These relations allow us to approximately
identify amplitude and phase fluctuations with the fluctuations of the
phase-dependent quantities a;(6y) and a,(6).
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Fig. 14.7
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Up to this point our arguments have been semiclassical. We now
extend our conclusions to the quantum case. To this end we replace, in
Egs. (14.5.5) and (14.5.6), the classical amplitudes a and a* by boson
annihilation and creation operators a and a' and associate the phase 6,
with a rotation of Hermitian observables. Such a unitary transforma-
tion leaves the commutation relation intact, i.e., [a1(6o), a2(00)] = i/2
and the uncertainty relation (14.5.1) is seen to be invariant under ar-
bitrary rotations by the angle 6. This means that by generalizing the
semiclassical amplitude and phase fluctuations we obtain the following
quantum mechanical expressions:

((3ay)*) = (Aaj(6o)), (14.5.9)
(60)%) = 5117<Aa%(00», (14.5.10)

where now the right-hand sides of Egs. (14.5.9) and (14.5.10) are the
quantum mechanical variances of the a;(6y) and the a»(6y) operators.
From these definitions and the relation (14.5.1) we obtain the following
phase—amplitude uncertainty relation:

1
80} (Sap)?) = . 14.5.11
{(60)"){(6ay)") T60n) (14.5.11)
Note that this definition is free from problems associated with at-
tempts to construct a quantum phase operator. It has a clear physical

interpretation and relates in a simple way the phase and the amplitude
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fluctuations to the well behaved quantum mechanical observables a;
and a,.

We can rewrite the quantum mechanical variances Aa2(6o)(i = 1,2)
in a form that contains only the normally ordered operators (normally
ordered variances) and the commutator contribution

Ad?(0) =: Ad¥(0p) : +i. (145.12)

This formulation of quantum mechanical fluctuations will be seen to
be extremely useful in the discussion of CEL operation when squeezing
is also present. We recall that squeezed states of light are those for
which : Aa2(0p) : or : Aa3(0p) : is less than zero.

Using (14.5.12) we may rewrite Eqs. (14.5.9) and (14.5.10) in the
following form:

((00) =

' =

. 2.,
w (: (60)% ), (14.5.13)

((Bay)?) = it {: Bay) 3, (14.5.14)

where the symbolic expressions (: (60)* :) and (: (8q))* :) denote
the normally ordered variances of aj(6p) and a(8y) as in (14.5.9)
and (14.5.10). For squeezed states these ‘normally ordered’ phase and
amplitude fluctuations become negative.

The appearance of normally ordered operators in our equations
is useful in that whenever a normally ordered quantum expectation
value is involved we naturally use the P-representation.

—_ A

14.6 Two-photon correlated emission laser

So far we have considered correlated spontaneous emission schemes
in which a correlation is established between spontaneous emission
events in two different modes of the radiation field so that the relative
phase between them does not diffuse. In this section we discuss a
different type of correlated spontaneous emission laser in which a
cascade transition of three-level atoms (Fig. 14.8) is coupled to only
one mode of the radiation field. In this scheme, it is not only possible
to quench the spontaneous emission phase diffusion noise below the
Schawlow-Townes limit but also to obtain phase-noise squeezing in a
laser.

14.6.1 Theory

The scheme involves injection of three-level atoms in a cascade con-
figuration in a laser cavity at a rate r, with populations pg.)) i=ac)
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Fig. 14.8
Scheme of the
two-photon
correlated emission
laser. State
preparation (first
cavity) is separated
from the laser
operation (second
cavity). Atoms in the
first cavity are
prepared in a
coherent
superposition by, e.g.,
passing through a foil
or near a knife edge
or optical pumping,
and are injected into
the second cavity
where laser operation
takes place. The two
transitions |a) — |b)
and |b) — |c) are
coupled to the same
mode of the
radiation field.
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and initial coherence p = [pQ| exp(i¢). It is assumed that the inter-

mediate level |b) is detuned with respect to the laser frequency v by
an amount A, ie., A = wp. — v and w,. = 2v. The interaction picture
Hamiltonian is given by

V' = h(ve —v)a'a+hg(ae " |a) (b| + ae™|b) (c| + H.c.) (14.6.1)
where v, is the bare cavity eigenfrequency.
Following the method used in the derivation of the master equation

for the reduced density matrix for the field p in a Hanle effect laser,
we obtain the following equation for the present scheme.

, o
p= { — 5 2o (paa" —a'pa) + plQ(pa'a — apa)

+p(pa'a’ — a'pa’) + p%(paa — apa)] + H.c. }

—i(ve — v)[a'a, p], (14.6.2)

where £ = 7/(y —iA) and o = 2r,g?/y?

In order to study the phase noise, we convert Eq. (14.6.2) into an
equivalent Fokker-Planck equation for the P-representation P(o,a*).
As in the Hanle effect laser we assume that the amplitude fluc-
tuations can be neglected. The corresponding Fokker-Planck equa-
tion in the phase variable 0 may be obtained with the substitution
o~ \/_ ) exp(i0), (n) being the mean photon number in the field. The
resulting equation is (Problem 14.4)

opP

2
Frae —@(doP) + agz(DooP) (14.6.3)
where
— .
dg = Im { — L1l — P~ i(ve =)
o A ;
+ S5 (Z -2 )pﬁ?)e”} :
(14.6.4)
1 o
Do =T g (£ + 208 + 2Re[pQ 22} . (14.6.5)
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A phase-locking condition can be obtained from the following
equation for the phase

40) = o)
— 22 LPLY ~ #2 — 2pSl costd — 200 +v v
(14.6.6)
From Eq. (14.6.6) we get both a frequency pulling equation
Vvt f—jw[psﬁ 01, (146.7)
and a phase-locking equation
400 = 2212158 cos(6 — 20)). (14658)
Phase locking occurs for
0 =0, = % + %sgn(A). (14.6.9)

This choice of 8 ensures that d{dy)/dt < 0 for 6 = 0.
Under the phase-locking condition (14.6.9) the diffusion coefficient
becomes

4(n)
It is clear that the contribution from the atomic coherence is affected
by the detuning differently from that of the population. A CEL action
is obtained when p@ = [pQA|/y. For p@ < |pQA|/y, D(6p) < 0 and
phase squeezing may be obtained as shown below.
As discussed before, the total phase uncertainty in the steady state

24 OA
Dgolg=g, = D(00) = —| & [Pg? - %—'} . (14.6.10)

is
1
§0)%) = —— + (: (60)* 3), 14.6.11
(802) = g +(:607 ) (14611)
where the first term represents the shot noise due to vacuum fluctu-
ations and the second term is due to spontaneous emission noise. In
order to connect the phase-diffusion coefficient to noise in the phase
variable of a laser, we obtain the equation of motion for {: (66)* :)
from the Fokker-Planck equation as

%(: (60)% 2y = 2(: dyd0 :) + 2(Dgy), (14.6.12)

where 56 = 6 — (0). In the steady state, the phase locks to the mean
value 8 = 0y for which dy, = 0. This value is stable if ddg,/00 < O.
Expanding dy around 6y up to first order in Eq. (14.6.12), i.e.,
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adsy 5 _ 2,

~ —_ 0
dy = dg, + 30 = 280, (14.6.13)
we obtain
-1
(: (50) ) = (Dgo) a;g" (14.6.14)

It follows, on substituting this value in Eq. (14.6.11), that the steady-
state value of the phase variance is

. B

((60)7) = ) + (Do)

Under stable phase locking, the sign of (Dgs) therefore decides whether
the additional noise due to spontaneous emission adds to or subtracts
from the vacuum noise. For (Dg) < O the phase fluctuations are
squeezed below the vacuum level. On substituting for D(6y) and (dy)
from Egs. (14.6.10) and (14.6.4) respectively, into Eq. (14.6.15), we

obtain the total phase noise in steady state

ads,
a0

(14.6.15)

8(n) 10DA|

Thus, for pQy < [pQ|A, phase squeezing is obtained in the laser.

In order to show that squeezing is compatible with net gain in the
laser, we note that the linear gain G of the two-photon CEL, defined
by

(60)%) = —— [1 4 Lad? J . (14.6.16)

d
% = (Gn) + 1L 02, (14.6.17)
can be determined from Eq. (14.6.2) and we obtain

2A
G =2 {[pszz —p1=lp

O sin(¢ — 20)} asly)

The gain is composed of two types of terms: |2 > [pQ — p9] is
the usuval laser gain and the rest is an extra correlated emission gain
which has a phase dependence. Under the phase-locking condition, G
becomes

21p9A
G = | L) { O p0+ "’—y—'} (14.6.19)

This expression can be optimized with respect to |A|/y so that the
maximum gain is obtained for

Al p9
Py

(14.6.20)
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In deriving this condition, we recall that |.#|> depends on |A|/y and
we choose [pQ12 = p©p® with p© + p@ = 1. When this condition is
satisfied

G =spY (14.6.21)

aa’

and

(660)%) = L [1 + -ﬂ—] (14.6.22)
3 [ T 1— @) ”

These expressions for gain and phase noise are remarkably sim-
ple. The gain depends only on the population of the upper level and
it does not depend on the initial population density of the lower
level |c). It is, therefore, possible to have net stimulated emission
gain and, hence, lasing even in the noninversion regime. This result
has its physical origin in the quantum interference which is brought
about by the initial preparation of the atomic system in a coher-
ent superposition of levels. This interference eliminates the absorp-
tion of radiation by the atoms while still allowing emission. A look
at the expression for the phase noise (14.6.22) indicates that phase
squeezing takes place for 0 < p¥ < 0.5 with a maximum 50 per-
cent squeezing taking place for p{9 ~ 0. The squeezing is, therefore
compatible with a net gain, leading to a bright source of squeezed

light.

14.6.2 Heuristic account of a two-photon CEL

As described above, the two-photon CEL consists of coherently pre-
pared three-level atoms which are coupled to one mode of the cavity
field. For example, the atoms may be injected into the cavity after be-
ing prepared in a coherent superposition of atomic levels (Fig. 14.8).
This atomic coherence leads to ‘correlated emission’ on the successive
transitions |a) — |b) and |b) — |c). When summing the contributions
of the |a) — |b) and |b) — |c) transitions, we find that the phase of the
total radiated electric field is independent of the phase of level |b) and
the (spontaneously) emitted field is solely determined by the coherence
between upper and lower levels. In a spontaneous emission event, the
atom undergoes a spontaneous transition from, e.g., the upper level |a)
to |b). Because of the randomness of such a transition, the acquired
phase of the level |b) is not determined by the atomic coherence but
is totally arbitrary. However, in the subsequent transition of the atom
from level [b) to level |c), the atom ‘remembers’ the arbitrary phase
of level |b) and, in a CEL, total phase coherence in the two-photon
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Fig. 14.9
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transition is preserved. In other words, the noise which is created by
a spontaneous transition from level |a) to level |b) is compensated
by a subsequent transition from level |b) to |c¢) in such a way that
the combined electric field always has the same phase (see Fig. 14.9).
This phase is completely determined by the atomic coherence between
the upper and lower levels. Therefore the ‘noise’ created by sponta-
neous emission events in the CEL is quenched, and we understand the
origin of phase-noise reduction in a two-photon correlated emission
laser.

In an attempt to make these considerations more concrete we next
explain, using simple arguments, how atomic coherence can lead to a
significant reduction of phase noise in the two-photon correlated emis-
sion laser and derive equations which support our pictorial, physically
intuitive arguments.

We start with a three-level atom as in Fig. 14.8, in which the atomic
transitions from level |a) to |b) and from |b) to |c) are resonantly
coupled to one mode of the radiation field. We assume that we have
created a coherence between the three levels prior to the interaction
with the radiation field such that the atomic state vector can be written
as

lp(1)) = cae'2e™t @) +cp P e b) +-c P e |c) (14.6.23)
with ¢, ¢, and ¢, being real numbers. The polarization for the
transition between levels |a) and |b) is then given by (see Eq. (5.4.6))

Po(t) = plpasle™ =) +coc.

= 20| pas| cOS(0t — ) (14.6.24)



432 Correlated emission laser: concept, theory, and analysis

with
O = erp,. (14.6.25)

In the last step of Eq. (14.6.24) we have assumed the matrix element
Tsa to be real. Furthermore, we have used the notations ¢q, = ¢, — ¢y
and w = w, — wp. Analogously we find for the transition between the
levels |b} and |c)

Pie(t) = 20| pbel cOS(0t — dpe). (14.6.26)

For simplicity we analyze the resonant case in which the energy
differences between the lasing levels |a) — |b) and |b) — |c) are equal
to the energy of a photon in the radiation field. Additionally, we have
set rp; = rep. The total polarization per atom, is then given by the sum
of Pyy(t) and Pp.(t):

P(t) = 2p[|pa| coS(wt — Pap) + | ppe| cOS(@E — Pic)]
=207 cos(wt — ¢p) (14.6.27)

with

£ = /1Pl + 195l + 2lpasllpnel cos(bar — dre).  (146.28)
The phase ¢ of the polarization is given by

€0s o = (|pab| €OS Pap + |pic| COS Pic) /7, (14.6.29)
sin ¢o = (|pap| i Pap + | prel sin o)/ (14.6.30)

In the special case that |p,| is equal to |ps.|, Eqs. (14.6.28) and
(14.6.30) can be further simplified:

¢ = 2|pap| cOS[(Pab — Pbc)/ 2. (14.6.31)

Using the trigonometric identities cos a+cos f = 2 cos[(a+f)/2] cos[(a—
B)/2] and sino + sin § = 2sin[(a + f)/2] cos[(a — B)/2], we find

b0 = 3(Bas + 610
1
~ L (14.6.32)

We thus see that the phase of the atomic polarization is completely
independent of the phase ¢;. This result will become important when
we discuss the influence of spontaneous emission events on the system.
Since the emitted electromagnetic field is proportional to the atomic
polarization, we can conclude that in a two-photon CEL the electric
field vector is governed by the phase ¢ given by Eq. (14.6.30). This is
depicted in Fig. 14.9.
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We now turn to the analysis of spontaneous emission noise. Al-
though a purely semiclassical theory does not account for spontaneous
emission, we will model such an event as follows. When an excited
atom makes a spontaneous transition from the upper level |a) to the
middle level |b) it develops a polarization

P, (t) = 6P cos(wt — &gp). (14.6.33)

Here 6P is the atomic polarization per photon and &, is given by
s = ¢, — &. Note that in contrast to an induced transition the
phase ¢, is not given by a specific atomic phase ¢, but is totally
arbitrary. This models the randomness of spontaneous emission events.
A consecutive spontaneous emission event by the atom from level |b)
to |c) has the analogous atomic polarization

Py.(t) = 0P cos(wt — &) (14.6.34)

with &, = &, — ¢.. The total polarization and hence the total con-
tribution to the electromagnetic field due to spontaneous emission is
then obtained by adding (14.6.33) and (14.6.34) and is found to be
proportional to

P(t) oc 5P cos(@t — dac/2). (14.6.35)

We see that the random phase &, has canceled and that the combined
polarization always has the phase ¢,., which is fixed by the atomic
coherence. This can be visualized as in Fig. 14.9. Every noise con-
tribution due to a spontaneous emission event from level |a) — |b)
is compensated by a consecutive spontaneous emission event from
|b) — |c) in such a way, that the net phase for the (correlated) two-
photon event is ¢, for all atoms. Therefore, all two-photon noise
contributions will have the same phase, i.e., are noise ‘free’, when the
phase of the two-photon noise is the same as that of the radiation
field. This is the case of complete noise quenching in the two-photon
CEL.

14.A Spontaneous emission noise in the quantum beat
laser

The Hamiltonian for the atom—field system in the quantum beat laser
is the same as given for Hanle effect laser in Eqgs. (14.2.4), (14.2.5), and
(14.2.6). There is, however, an additional term in J#; arising due to
the interaction of the coherent field with the atomic system given by
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nQr

2

where Qg is the Rabi frequency and ¢ is the phase of the dipole

matrix element. The major difference between the present scheme and

that of the Hanle effect laser is that atoms, pumped incoherently in

the excited state |a), are driven into a coherent superposition of upper

levels by an external field whereas, in the Hanle effect laser, atoms are

already in a coherent superposition of states before their interaction

with the laser field starts. The Hamiltonian, in the interaction picture,
is given by

(e~ a) (b| + 415! |b){(a]) (14A.1)

. . Qr _,
¥ = hg(are™la)(c] + ae™[b)(cl) — =" e |a) (b
+H.c. (14.A.2)
where A = w, — W, — V1 = W, — @, — v, is the atomic detuning with
respect to the field and, for simplicity, we have assumed v; —v; = v3 =

wqp. An equation for the reduced density operator of the field can be
obtained, as before, by taking a trace over atoms, ie.,

p=— % ( [Vac, pca] + [Vbc, pcb] + [Vca, pac] + [“//cb, pbc] ) ( 14A3)

The matrix elements of the density operator p,. and p,. can be
obtained by solving the following matrix equation

R=—MR—igde™, (14.A.4)
where
R= (pac) (14.A.5)
Pbc
_ Qg —~i¢
b4 e
M= o 3 , 14.A.6
( ~%e ¢ b4 ) ( !
e ( @1Pec ~ Paalil — Paba2> ' (14.A.7)
@M Pcc — Ppb@2 — Ppadi

It is clear that here, unlike the Hanle effect laser, the elements p,. and
ppe are coupled even in the zeroth order in the coupling constant g
by the external field Qg exp(i¢). A solution of Eq. (14.A.4) which is
linear in the coupling constant g is given by

t
R(t)=~ig/ dtge~M(t=t0) gibio
—o0

= —ig(M +iAI)~1 e, (14.A.8)

where I 1s the unit matrix. Here
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o 1 +iA Erei¢
(M +iAl)™! = > (y&el¢ y2+ A ) , (14.A.9)
2

where D = (y+iA)*+Q2% /4. It then follows, from Egs. (14.A.5)~(14.A.7),
that

i .
puclt) = =2 [y + iA)(@1pec ~ Paats — pus®)

iQr _; ;
+ SR e @apec — pro2 — pract) | €, (14.A.10)
ig riQg .
Pre(t) = ~5g [TRe"”(amm —~ Paad1 — Pabd2)
+(y +iANazpec — prpaz — pbaal)] e, (14A.11)

In the next step, we determine pg,, Ppp, Pec, and pgp in the zeroth
order in g. Since atoms are initially pumped in the state |a) at a rate
rqa, we have p.. = 0 and pug, pps, and pgp are determined by treating the
la) — |b) transition semiclassically to all orders in Q. The equations
of motion for the elements of the density operator are

R=—-MR+B, (14.A.12)
where
Paa 1
R= /’;“” ., B=rp g , (14.A.13)
ba
Obb 0
v Breid  —Lre—i¢ 0
— Qg ,—i¢p 0 _ g p—igp
e e
M= g g ) e go |- (14A14)
2 AU A 2
0 ~Beoié B pig Y

A solution of Eq. (14.A.12) is

t -~ — o~
R(t) = / dtge M~ = M~'B. (14.A.15)

—o0
We need only to determine M3, M5!, M5!, and M in order to
determine R. On evaluating these elements and then substituting in
Eq. (14.A.15) we obtain

—_— ra
paa = TaMif'p = ==9(° + Qg /2)p, (14.A.16)
M|
— ir .
b = FaMylp = ——292Qre™®p, (14.A.17)
Pab 21 P 21| RE TP
—_— ra
Pbb = raM4_11p = ‘))Q%zp, (14A18)

2[M]|
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where (M| = y2(y2 + Q3).

We can now substitute for pg,, prs, and py, from Egs. (14.A.16)-
(14.A.18) in addition to p.. = 0 in Eqgs. (14.A.10) and (14.A.11). The
resulting expressions for p,. and pp. and their complex conjugates can,
in turn, be substituted in Eq. (14.A.3). We then obtain the following
equation of motion for the reduced density matrix for the field:

] !
p= *Eom(pmaf — afpar) - 5“22(/"12“; —alpa)

*%alz(pazaf —alpay)e’ — %“21(/)“1“; — alpay)e™
+Hec, (14.A.19)
where
wyy = g, {(272 + Q% +iQry)[y — i(A — Qr/2)]
29(y2 + Q%) [y2 + (A — Qg /2]
(292 + Q% — iQrY)[y — i(A 4+ Qr/2)] }
+ T . (14A20)
_ grOp [y — (A —Qr/2)] )
m"hw+%ﬂw+m*mﬂmm"m
— A+ Qg /2
- [53)2 +l((A - Q://z))Z]] @+ i”)}’ (14421
7 {aﬂ+ﬂi+mwm~4m—nﬁm]
2T 300+ ) 2 + (A — Qr/2)7]
(272 4 Qf — iQgy)ly — i(A + Qr/2)]
2+ (A + /27 } (14422
g% [y —i(A —Qr/2)] )
an*Zﬂﬁ+Q@{ULHA~QM%4m*W)
— A+ Qg/2
[53)2 +z((AA __:Q://2))2]] Q@+ iy)}. (14.A.23)

We note that the form of Eq. (14.A.19) for the quantum beat laser is
identical to Eq. (14.2.22) for the Hanle effect laser. The coefficients o;
(i = 1,2) for the quantum beat laser are, however, more complicated.
As in the Hanle effect laser, we can transform Eq. (14.A.19) into
an equivalent Fokker-Planck equation in the P-representation. When
the amplitude fluctuations are ignored, an equation of the form Eq.
(14.2.33) in terms of the relative and mean phases § = 0; — 0, and
u= (61 + 6,)/2 is obtained.
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A CEL action is obtained in a quantum beat laser when the fol-
lowing conditions are satisfied:
Q
A= TR’ Qr >, (14.A.24)
ie., the field detuning from the corresponding atomic lines is equal to
half the Rabi frequency of the driving field that coherently mixes the
levels |a) and |b), and they are much larger than the atomic decay
constant. Under these conditions

Zra

Reoy; = Reoy ~ 522, (14.A.25)
2y2
. 8T
We then obtain from Eq. (14.2.36) (for (n;) = (ny) = (n))
5
Doy _ 4.A27
0 = g (1 —cosy), ( )

where .« = 2g%r,/y? is the usual gain coefficient and y = 0 — ¢. When
yp = 0, the diffusion coefficient vanishes.

Problems

14.1 Consider a two-photon CEL in which atoms are injected into
the cavity with initial populations p©, p', and p® and initial
coherences

0 0)* 0 .
Pﬁb) = me) = Ipﬁﬁ | exp(idap )
0 0)* 0 .
Pic) = Pﬁb) = Ipﬁc’l exp(idpc),
p® = pO* =199 exp(idpac),

where |a), |b), and |c) refer to the top, middle, and bottom
levels, respectively of a three-level atomic system in a cascade
configuration. Assume the detunings wq, — v and ws, — v to
be zero. Find the phase-locking condition and the steady-
state phase noise ((60)?) at the locked phase. Determine the
conditions under which CEL action and phase squeezing are
obtained. (Hint: see M. O. Scully et al,, Phys. Rev. Lett. 60,
1832 (1988).)
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14.2

14.3

la>

R Ve

la>

Consider a double two-photon CEL in which four-level atoms
are 1njected into the cavity with 1n1t1al populatlons paa, 52,
and p dd and 1n1t1al coherences pac), pad, and p (w1th p
pj,- and p,.j = ,-j IeXp(up,,)) (see Fig. 14.10). Levels |c)
and |d) are considered to be almost degenerate. Two-photon
resonance is assumed, but the level |b) is detuned by A with
respect to the one-photon resonance. Derive an equation of
motion for the reduced density operator of the field. Find
the phase-locking condition and the steady-state phase noise
((60)?). Show that, under optimum conditions, phase noise
squeezing is compatible with population inversion. (Hint: see
J. Bergou et al., Phys. Rev. A 42, 5544 (1990)).

Consider the following general Fokker—Planck equation for
the P-representation:

0 e 0
-&P(a,cx 1) = *—(daP)
2

+2——(DuoP) + oo Z(DococP)

dodo*

2
o DeP)

with

dy =Ra+G'o",
o = (Doc‘oc‘ )‘ = |D|ei¢aa

Fig. 14.10

Atomic level scheme
relevant to Problem
14.2
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where R and G are completely arbitrary complex parameters.
In polar coordinates, this equation reduces to

oP 10 10 oP
=~ (rd,P P)+ ——(Dy—
N ~(rd,P) — (do )+ = (D=

(TD,@P)

)

2

r ordd
Find d,, dy, D,,, Doo, and D,y in terms of R, G, |D|, and ¢,.
Find the condition for phase locking and then a condition
for complete quenching of the phase noise. Ignore amplitude
fluctuations, i.e., replace r by \/W

8 2
=55 (DaoP) + =

144 Derive the diffusion coefficients Dy,, Dy4 and D,.,. corre-
sponding to the field density operator equation (14.6.2) using
Einstein’s relations as well as a Fokker—Planck equation for
P(a, a*). Use these results to derive Dyy.

145 (a) Show that, in a quantum beat laser described by the
field density operator equation (14.A.19) with ¢ = 0,
d 1
a(‘ﬁ) = 5(“11(“1) + a12(a2)),

d

dt

(b) Use these equations to derive an equation for the

relative phase 0 = 6; — 6, of the form (14.3.1) by
writing

—(a2) = l(fxzz(az) + az1{ai)).

— \/<’T>ei01—iv1 t,
— \/(ni)ewz—ivzt'

Also assume all o;; (i, j = 1,2) to be equal.
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CHAPTER 15

Phase sensitivity in
quantum optical systems:
applications

In the previous chapter, we saw that phase sensitivity through atomic
coherence can lead to the quenching of spontaneous emission noise.
Earlier, in Chapter 8, the role of squeezed vacuum in introducing
phase-sensitive damping was discussed. In this chapter, we discuss
some potential applications of these concepts.

As a first example, we show that the sensitivity of a ring laser
interferometer, in which a gain medium is modulated (the holographic
laser), is potentially improved beyond the usual quantum limit. We then
discuss the quantum theory of linear amplifiers and show that noise-
free amplification can be obtained if the amplifier consists of three-level
atoms prepared in a coherent superposition of atomic states, as in a
two-photon CEL. Finally, we show a reduction in the natural linewidth
of a laser if the field inside the laser cavity is coupled to a reservoir
of harmonic oscillators in a squeezed vacuum state. These examples
illustrate the significant role that phase sensitivity can play in the
suppression of noise.

15.1 The CEL gyro

Having developed the CEL ring laser in Section 14.4 we now return
to the question posed at the beginning of Chapter 14, namely, to what
extent can we make an active gyro free from spontaneous emission
noise? As discussed in Appendix 15.A, the relative phase angle between
the two modes of the CEL ring gyro of Fig. 15.1(a)

Y =1 —v)t—0;+0, (15.1.1)

obeys the locking equation (Eq. (15.A.16) with €. = 0)
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P =SQ, — o siny + F,, (15.12)

where § is the scale factor of Section 14.1, namely, S = 44/Ap where
A and p are the gyro enclosed area and perimeter, A = 1/2n is the
reduced wavelength, and Q, is the rotation rate. In Eq. (15.1.2), .« is
the linear gain which is the same for both modes, and, as is further
discussed in Appendix 15.A, the noise source % ,(¢) is defined by

(FL,(0F (1)) = 2D(p)(t — 1), (15.1.3)
where
o
D(y) = W(l — cos ), (15.1.4)

and (n) is the average photon number which is taken to be the same
for both modes.
We now write y as

Y = o + oyp(1), (15.1.5)

where 1pg is the average value and dy is the noise induced fluctuation
about g. Now since SQ, < &/ we have py < 1 so that sinypy = yy
to a very good approximation and Eq. (15.1.2) yields
_SQ,
Yo = o
Furthermore Eq. (15.1.2) implies that the fluctuations d1y about yy
are given by

when t,, ~ o7, (15.1.6)

oyp(t) = /dt’ exp[—A(t — )] Z (1)), (15.1.7)
0

and from Egs. (15.1.7), (15.1.3), and (15.1.4) we have
54
<51P2> - /<”> (1

2o/ —e27") (1 — cos yy)
0, (15.1.8)

lie

since 1y < 1. Hence, the limiting source of noise is now shot noise.
The phase error is then dy ~ 1/{n)/2, where {n) is the average photon
number detected in time t,, that is, (n) = Pyt,,/hiv, where P; is the
laser power at the detector. For &/ ~ &, P, is equal to the total emitted
power P. Equating the shot-noise error 1 to the signal yq as given
by Eq. (15.1.6) and solving for the minimum detectable rotation rate,
we find

hv
Pty

Qmin =S 1 (15.1.9)
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Modulated
medium

(a)

M, M
Modulated } LLLI

I .
medium EZ[{Q‘

E,
h}‘r_—' Detector

(b)

Evidently the CEL gyro limit (15.1.9) is the usual quantum limit
given by Egs. (14.1.4) or (14.1.8) since .of ~ ¥. However, we note that
the measurement time t,, as it appears in (15.1.9) is of order .71,
while in the usual quantum limit t,, is not constrained. Thus it might
look as if the CEL gyro has an inferior sensitivity. But this is not the
case because we could arrange for the gyro to attain its value 1 in a
time = .o/, record the value of g, unlock the gyro by, e.g., dithering
or other means and then ‘turn off” the dither and allow the gyro to
again return to its locked value 1. This we could do N times in a
time 7> o/~! where N = t//~! = /1. So that if we rewrite (15.1.9)
for t,, = o1

Fig. 15.1

(a) CEL ring laser in
which correlation is
produced by a
striated or modulated
gain medium.

(b) CEL laser
gyroscope in which
light is extracted by
mirrors M; and M,
and reinjected by
mirrors Ms and M.
This leads to an
enhanced gyroscope
sensitivity. (From M.
O. Scully, Phys. Rev.
A 35, 452 (1987).)
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hv

~ _1
Qmin:S 4 F&/—_l’

(15.1.10)

we can improve on this by a factor of 1//N = 1/,/2/1 to obtain

hv 1
PA7 [t

hv
=S¢/ —. 1
,/PT (15.1.11)

Hence, we see that the ‘many measurement’ CEL gyro limit (15.1.11)
is not restricted to short times and the result is the same as the usual
quantum limit.

However, we note that we can improve on the CEL sensitivity
(15.1.9) if we extend the problem to include controlled backscatter as
in Fig, 15.1(b). As shown in Appendix 15.A, the equation for p now
becomes

Qmin = S_l(g

P =8O — (& —C.)siny + F,(1) (15.1.12)
where

@, = gT\/ch. (15.1.13)

In the above, p is the perimeter of the ring, T is the transmittance of
mirrors M; and M, in Fig. 15.1(b), and R, is the reflectivity of mirrors
Ms and M. We now find a larger signal

58 (15.1.14)

and therefore

A~ Cc\ o1 hv
min =~ —_. 15.1.
Q ( — )s fg,/Pdtm (15.1.15)

Finally, we note that the power P; is not the total emitted power
P but only (¢4/%)P (with €; = o/ — €..) since the detector port M;
extracts only a fraction €;/% of the total emitted power. Furthermore,
the prefactor (& — €,)/% in Eq. (15.1.15) is just €,/%, which taken
together with the fact that P; = (%,4/€)P, leads to

_ hv
Quin = €S lfg,/P—tm, (15.1.16)
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where € = 1/, /%1, and where we have noted that !~ (A—F.) =%
Thus, for our idealized model, gyroscope sensitivity is improved by
the factor e. We emphasize that the present calculation ignores mirror
losses due to absorption €,. When such losses are included in the
simplest models, the factor € is governed by €,/(%¢,+%). In conclusion,
we see that: (1) the CEL gyroscope has, in principle, a sensitivity
superseding the conventional quantum limit,* and (2) this device is
not hampered by the usual ‘dead-band’ locking problem associated
with low rotation rates.

15.2 Linear amplification process: general description

A linear amplifier is an amplifier whose output is linearly related to its
input. This broad definition requiring only the linearity of operation
enables one to give a unified account of the quantum limits for such
devices without going into the details of their internal working.

Amplifiers are important in the measurement process as they bridge
the gap between the quantum and classical worlds. Apart from this,
there are numerous other applications. In communication systems, for
example, it may be advantageous to replace a repeater unit in an
optical fiber link by a direct amplification unit or an amplifier unit
could be used in a predetection capacity at the receiver.

A related question of interest is whether photon cloning by an am-
plifier is possible. Such precise duplication of photons would present
opportunities for overcoming the limitations imposed by the uncer-
tainty principle in interference and photon correlation experiments.
Since amplification is achieved through an emissive process in optical
amplifiers, it is invariably influenced by spontaneous emission. This
imposes fundamental quantum limits on the signal-to-noise ratio at
the output.

The following operator transformation equation relating the annihi-
lation operators aj, and aq, in the input and the output, respectively,
describes a linear amplification process:

dout = /Gain + /G — 1FT, (15.2.1)

where G is the amplification factor and the second term is required
for consistency so that the commutation relation at the output is

* A similar type of reinjection scheme applied to a CEL gravity wave detection also improves
sensitivity, see Scully and Gea-Banacloche [1986].
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satisfied. Here F' is an operator obeying a boson commutation rela-
tion, [F, FT] = 1, which commutes with a;,. We now define the two
Hermitian quadratures Xy and X,/ for the bosonic signals

Xy = %(ae—"" +a'e?). (15.2.2)
The variances in the two quadratures are
(AX§") = G(AXJ) + (G — 1)(AFy)’, (1523)
(AXZS 2 = GAXT, o) +(G — D(AForrpf,  (1524)
where
Fy = %(Fe"‘" + Ffe?). (152.5)

The first term in the preceding equations represents the amplified
input noise and the second term represents the additive noise due to
amplification. Such a gain-dependent noise is a manifestation of the
fluctuation—dissipation theorem discussed in Section 9.4.

In this connection, two questions arise. First, can the output of a
linear amplifier still display nonclassical features if these are imposed
at the input? Second, can an amplifier generate a squeezed output?
Answers to these questions divide the study of amplifiers into two
general classes, namely, the phase-insensitive and the phase-sensitive
amplifiers. In a phase-insensitive amplifier, the two quadratures are
treated equally, ie., the quadratures are amplified by the same factor
and equal (phase-insensitive) noise is added to the two quadratures.
In such an amplifier, there is no preferred phase and a phase shift at
the input results in an equal phase shift at the output. In contrast, a
phase-sensitive amplifier treats the two quadratures differently in the
form of unequal added noise. For example, the added noise in one
quadrature can be reduced at the expense of a larger added noise in
the conjugate quadrature.

In order to amplify a signal, one needs a reservoir of energy that
can be supplied to the signal. However, a reservoir at high temperature
would simply feed thermal noise into the signal. The model involves
the interaction of a boson mode with a bath of inverted harmonic
oscillators. Such a reservoir has no ground state but the states of the
inverted harmonic oscillators have an upper bound. This amplifier still
adds thermal noise to the system since the state of the reservoir resem-
bles a canonical distribution with negative temperature. A practical
implementation of this model consists of a group of inverted two-level
atoms. In this case, the linearity of operation means that only the one-
photon processes are taking place. This situation could correspond
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to a laser with the end mirrors removed, being perturbed by a weak
external field. In the next section, we will discuss the characteristics of
this system and show explicitly that it adds a phase-insensitive noise
to the signal.

A phase-sensitive amplifier can be constructed by rigging® or by
modifying the reservoir by preparing it in a squeezed vacuum centered
around the frequency of the mode that is to be amplified. The boson
modes of the bath obey correlation functions (8.2.16). The master
equation for the amplifier whose reservoir consists of ‘squeezed white
noise’ is of the form

o
p= ~7N(a7ap —2apa’ + pata)
id t t t
*T(N + 1)(aa'p — 2a’ pa + paa')
+%M'(aap — 2apa + paa)
o
+7M(aTan — 24" pat + pa’ah), (15.2.6)

where o7 is an amplification constant. The terms proportional to M
and M" are responsible for the phase sensitivity of the amplifier. An
example of a physical implemenation of a phase-sensitive amplifier is
provided by a two-photon CEL. This system is discussed in Section
15.4.

15.3 Phase-insensitive amplification in a two-level
system

The interaction Hamiltonian for any given atom in the interaction
picture, at exact resonance and in the rotating-wave approximation, is

v =hg(ato_ + o,a). (15.3.1)

The atoms are being injected into the cavity at a rate r, in an incoherent
superposition of upper and lower levels |a) and |b), ie., at an initial
time t;,

patom(ts) = pDla)(al + o3 1b) (b, (153.2)

where p© and pf,%) are the excitation probabilities to levels |a) and
|b) respectively. Following the methods developed in Chapter 11, we

* Stenholm [1986].
+ See e.g,, Caves [1982].
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obtain the usual equation of motion for the reduced density operator
of the field, from the quantum theory of the laser:

=—— [p (aan~2a7‘pa+paa7‘)-i-pg,%)(aTap-ZapaT +pd’a)),
(15.3.3)

where .o/ = 2r,g%/y? is the gain coefficient with r, being the rate of
injection of atoms in the state (15.3.2) and y being the atomic decay
rate. In the above equation, the terms proportional to p{ and Pg,?,)
correspond to gain (due to emission) and loss (due to absorption),
respectively. As will be seen in the following, net amplification is
achieved when pQ > p.

Equation (15.3.3) can be solved for arbitrary times. For the present
purpose however, we can use it to obtain equations of motion for
various moments of the field operators a and af,

d

dt( ay = [p — pil(a), (15.3.4)
dt< ) Jz{[paa *pbb < ) +&/paa7 (1535)
4 @) = /10~ o). (153.6)

The set of linear equations (15.3.4)—(15.3.6) can be solved exactly to
obtain

(@) = /G(a)o, (15.3.7)
0)
(a'a). = Gla'a)o + (G — 1)~ %, (153.8)
aa — P
(@) = G{a®)o, (15.3.9)
where
= exp{/ [ — piplt}, (15.3.10)

is the gain factor. Equations (15.3.7)—(15.3.10) can be viewed as input—
output equations for the amplifier; the expectation value at time ¢t
being the output from the amplifier in terms of the input (expectation
value at time t = 0). It is clear that amplification takes place (G > 1)
when p pf,%) and the system acts as an attenuator (G < 1) if
paa < Pop- )

We now define the two quadratures Xy and Xy, /o, similar to the
definitions (15.2.3) and (15.2.4), through the relation

1 ) .
Xy = E(aTe"’ + ae™™). (15.3.11)
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Here the multiplication by the exponential factors merely means an ar-
bitrary rotation in the complex X-plane and it leaves the commutation
relations unaltered. It follows from Egs. (15.3.7)«(15.3.9) that

(Xp): = /G(Xp)o, (15.3.12)
(AX3): = G(AX})o + (G — )4, (15.3.13)
where
1

A 0 pf,%)] (15.3.14)
We see that the two quadrature components Xy and Xy, /> experience
equal gains (G; = Gy = G) and that the added noise in the two
quadratures is equal and independent of the phase angle 0, i.e., AF3 =
AF3 = (G — 1).4". The amplifier under consideration is therefore a
phase-preserving, phase-insensitive amplifier. From Eq. (15.3.13), we
also see that the maximum gain preserving any squeezing at the output
is

1
v

Ginax = iy,
max (AXg)o-{-,/V

(15.3.15)
which for a highly squeezed input, (AX2)y = 0, and for p = 1
give Gpnay = 2. This is usually referred to as the cloning limit. Any
squeezing imposed at the input therefore, disappears during the process
of amplification due to the phase-insensitive added noise.

15.4 Phase-sensitive amplification via the two-photon
CEL: noise-free amplification”

In this section, we discuss a two-photon linear amplifier in which phase
sensitivity is introduced by preparing the gain medium, ie., the atoms,
in a coherent superposition of states.

The system consists of three-level atoms in cascade configurations
with levels |a), |b), and |¢). The boson mode of frequency v is assumed
to be in resonance with the two atomic transitions. The interaction
Hamiltonian in the interaction representation and in the rotating-wave
approximation is

¥ = hgla'(1b){al + [c){b]) + (la){b] + Ib){c|)al- (15.4.1)

* This section follows Scully and Zubairy [1988].
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We consider a situation in which the atoms are injected at a rate r,, in
a coherent superposition of the states |a) and |c¢). The atomic density
operator at the initial time is

patom(ti) = pla)(al + pDla) (el + pQlc){al + pDle)(cl.(15.42)

Here p9 = p@* is the initial coherence between the levels |a) and |c)

and p and p9 are the corresponding populations for the two levels.
Following the same procedure as discussed in Section 11.1, the

equation of motion for the reduced density operator is obtained as

p= ~%p2‘l’(aﬁp —2a'pa + paa’)
prca (aap — 2apa + paa)
*—pM Nata p — 24" pa’ + pa’a®)
J;/pcc (afap — 2apaT + pa a). (15.4.3)

Similarly to Eq. (15.3.3), the terms proportional to p© and p¥ cor-
respond to the usual gain and absorption. But now, the anomalous
terms proportional to p and p{©) are also present and are responsible
for the phase-sensitive operation of the amplifier.

It follows from Eq. (15 4.3) that

(d/dt)(a); = 5./ [p%) — p1(a). (154.4)
(d/dr){a'a); = &/[paa — plNata), + o p), (154.5)
(d/dt)<a >t = J%[paa - pcc ]<a2>t - J%pfzoc) (1546)
These equations can be solved exactly and we obtain
(@) = /G(a)o, (15.4.7)
p©
(ata), = GlaTa)o + o (G~ 1), (15.4.8)
aa - Pcc
(@) = GlaP)o — ﬁ(a ~1), (15.49)

with G = exp{/[p% — pO]} as the gain factor.

The evolution of the quadrature components defined in Eq. (15.3.11)
can now be obtained. It follows from Eq. (15.4.7) and its complex
conjugate that

(Xo)e = VG(Xp)o. (15.4.10)

The noise in the quadrature Xj is
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(AX3): = G(AX})o + (G — 1).A76, (15.4.11)
where
©) 1 0 _ 2,0 0—
g = Paa T Pec (%)Ipac I(CO?S(2 9 (15412)
4[paa — Pec |
with
0 = o) exp(igp). (15.4.13)

Equation (15.4.11) is similar in form, to Eq. (15.3.13), but now the
added noise, ie., the second term, depends upon the phase angle 6.
Defining a parameter e such that

o_d+e o _(0-¢ o _(1—€)”

aa — ) 5 Pec T _Ta Pac = ‘f, (15414)
(] — 1/2 _
p=1zlze )46“’5(20 9), (154.15)

It follows that the signal (Xj) can be amplified (G > 1) without
introducing added noise (479 < 1) under the following limits:

(20 —¢)=0; e¢—>0; t—o0; HSte="finite. (154.16)

Under these conditions, A"g4,» — 0, ie., the added noise in one
quadrature is reduced at the expense of increased added noise in the
second quadrature such that (A'g + A9 5 2) = 1/2¢ > 1/2.

15.5 Laser with an injected squeezed vacuum

In Chapter 11, we saw that, in the absence of all sources of noise
(such as thermal and mechanical), the laser linewidth is limited by
spontaneous emission. A simple pictorial model in this regard (see
Section 11.4) envisions it as being due to a random phase diffusion
process arising due to the addition of spontaneously emitted photons
with random phases to the laser field. In an ordinary laser, vacuum is
entering the cavity through the out-coupling mirror and some of the
spontaneously emitted photons result from amplifying the fluctuations
of this vacuum. If the vacuum is replaced by a squeezed vacuum, the
phases of the spontaneously emitted photons will be biased resulting
in reduced phase diffusion and, consequently a reduced laser linewidth.

Here we consider a ring laser with one running-wave mode (Fig.
15.2) operating above threshold. An external field is coupled to the
intracavity field through an end mirror. The state of the external field
is assumed to be squeezed vacuum centered around the operating
frequency of the laser v = cky, and is given by (see Eqgs. (8.2.12) and
(8.2.13))



15.5 Laser with an injected squeezed vacuum 453

Fig. 15.2

Ring laser
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1) = [T exp (& brosubrok — &b bl K, (155.0)
k

where ¢ = rexp(i¢). The radiation loss through the transmitting mirror
is therefore obtained by coupling the radiation inside the cavity to a
reservoir of harmonic oscillator modes in squeezed vacuum states.
This is done in Eq. (8.3.4).

The effect of a squeezed vacuum is thus incorporated in the master
equation of the laser by replacing the cavity loss term (8.3.3) by (8.3.4).
In the linear approximation, we obtain®

o
p= —T(aan —2a'pa + paa’)

—%(N + 1)atap — 2apa® + pata)
—%N(aan — 2a' pa + paa')

4
+5M(aap — 2apa + paa)

+(§M*(aTan —2atpa + pa’ah), (15.5.2)

* This interesting result was first obtained by Gea-Banacloche [1987]. It is important to note,
however, that this only leads to a 50% reduction of the ordinary laser linewidth, However, when
a squeezed vacuum is injected into a CEL, the system can yield for example, a bright source of
squeezed light; see, e.g., Bergou, Lu, and Scully [1989].
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where N = sinh?(r) and M = cosh(r) sinh(r) exp(—i¢). In Eq. (15.5.2)
&/ is the usual linear gain coefficient.

The associated diffusion coefficient Dgy can be determined using
either the Einstein relation (Section 9.4) or by converting the density
operator equation into an equivalent Fokker—Planck equation for the
P-representation using Eq. (14.2.27). The resulting expression for the
phase diffusion coefficient is

2Dgo = 2<1—n>{&/+f€[sinh2 r—sinhr coshr cos(¢p—20)]}. (15.5.3)

If we choose the phase of the squeezed field ¢ = 26, we obtain

1
2Dgg = —— (&f - f + f€_2r>

2(n) 22
d —2r
=3 (1+e™), (15.5.4)

where, in the last line, we replace ¥ by ./ which is a good approxima-
tion for a laser operating near threshold. It follows, on comparing Eq.
(15.5.4) with Eq. (11.4.17), that a reduction of up to fifty percent of
the laser’s phase diffusion rate (and the corresponding laser linewidth)
is possible when the laser is coupled out to a squeezed vacuum as
opposed to an ordinary vacuum.

15.A Analysis of the CEL gyro with reinjection™

We recall from Section 14.4 that the laser radiation density matrix
for the holographic CEL is given in terms of the annihilation (and
creation) operators a; (and a;), j=1,2, by (Eq. (14.4.8))

plar,al, az, a})

= ~i(ve1 — vi)[ala, p] — i(ver — v2)[abaz, p

o £/2
5 dz n(z)[A(z)4' (z)p — 247 (2)pA(2) + pA(2)A"(2)]
—£/2
+Z1p + ZLap, (15.A.1)

where the above laser models have ‘bare-cavity’ eigenfrequencies v,
and v, operating frequencies v; and v,, &/ represents the gain, and
n(z) is the density of lasing atoms. The field operator A(z), written in
terms of the resonator normal-mode function Uj(z) is

A(z) = a1 exp(iA1t)U1(2) + as exp(iAxt) Ua(z), (15.A.2)

* See Scully [1987].
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where A; = wg, — vi and Ay = wg — vo. Finally, we have included
the cavity losses due to transmission as described by the Liouville
operator

1
ZLip= —Efgj(aj-ajp - 2ajpa; + pa}aj). (15.A3)

It is convenient to summarize the information contained in Eq.
(15.A.1) using the quantum Langevin equation, that is,

) . 1 1 o 1

a) = —i(va —vi)a1 + Fona + 0228 — 5‘51611 + Fy,
(15.A.4)

, , 1 1 o 1

ay = —i(vea — v2)az + Edzzaz + E“ZIale — z(gzaz + F».
(15.A.5)

The Langevin noise operators appearing in Eqs. (15.A.4) and (15.A.5)
are defined by

(Fl()F;(t")) = 2Dyd(t — 1), (15.A.6)

where the matrix of the diffusion coefficients D;; is

1 * * —i®
[Dy] = 5 ( .~ G i® (12 fxn)*e ) . (15.A.7)
4 \ (o) +ar2)e 02 + oy,

The phase angle @ is given by (v; — v»)t. For the present discussion we
will consider the gain coefficients to be equal, a;; = o = 2.

The cross-coupling coefficients o35 and a; depend upon the spatial
distribution of the gain medium. For example, when the active medium
is spread uniformly over the region —//2 < x < £/2 we find o1 =
oy = 0. However, if we consider a modulated gain medium such that
the active atomic medium is distributed according to Eq. (14.4.14) as
in a holographic laser (see Fig. 15.1(a)), we find that a2 = a1 = a.
That is, we have a strong correlation between modes 1 and 2. Note
in particular that the cross-coupling diffusion coefficients Dy, and Dy
are nonvanishing in the case of the modulated gain medium but are
zero when the lasing medium is uniformly pumped. As was shown
in Section 14.4, finite Dy, can lead to a quenching of spontaneous
emission fluctuations in the relative phase angle. We now consider the
application of such a holographic CEL to the laser gyroscope.

We note that the essential ingredients in conventional gyroscope
operation are gain, loss, and mode coupling due to backscattering.
Extending the CEL dynamics as given by Eqs. (15.A.4) and (15.A.5)
to include the effects of reinjection, as in Fig. 15.1(b), and rewriting the
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equations of motion in terms of amplitude and phase variables defined
by a; = r; exp(if;), we have our working CEL gyroscope equations

2F = oy1r1 + opra cosp — €1y + €t cos(y + $), (15.A.8)
2y = tapty + 0171 COS Y — Gty + Eayrrcos(y + @), (15.A9)
Y =va—Veo— ! (fxlz-rE + fler—l) siny
2 r r
1 r n .
-5 ((612;: + (621;;) sin(y + ¢) + Fp(l), (15.A.10)

where the relative phase angle y is defined as
p=(1—v)t—01+0, (15.A.11)

and the loss rate and backscatter cross-coupling rate (see Fig. 15.1(b))
are given by

=6 =%="(1—R), (15.A.12)
P
G12 =60 =C. = § TV/R.. (15.A.13)

Here, p is the perimeter of the ring, R and T are the reflectivity and
the transmittivity of mirrors M; and M, (Fig. 15.1(b)), respectively,
and R, is the reflectivity of mirrors Ms and M. The extra phase
¢ accumulated in the backscattering depends on the position of the
external mirrors Ms and M. Finally, the noise source in Eq. (15.A.10)
is obtained from Egs. (15.1.4) and (15.1.5) and is defined by

(FLOF (1)) = 2D(y)o(t — 1), (15.A.14)

where, in the physically interesting case of r; = r, = 4/(n), the phase
diffusion rate is given by

o
D(y) = W(I —cosy). (15.A.15)

In this case (choosing ¢ = n), our basic working equation (15.A.10)
becomes

P = SQ — (A — G.)siny + F,(t), (15.A.16)

where we recall that v.; —v.; = SQ, with Q, being the rotation rate of
the gyroscope and S being the gyroscope scale factor of Section 4.1.
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Problems

151

15.2

153

Consider a two-photon linear amplifier in which a coher-
ence between the upper level |a) and the lower level |¢) is
introduced by a driving classical field of Rabi frequency Q.
The Hamiltonian for the atom-field system, in the interaction
picture, is

¥ = higlal (5){al + 1e)(b1) + () b1 + ) el
~ %2 (a) (el ~ Ic)al),

where we have set the phase of the driving field ¢ = —n/2.
We assume equal decay rates y for all three levels.
(a) Derive an equation of motion for the reduced density
matrix of the field p.
(b) If we define the quadratures as X; = (a + a')/2 and
X, = (a — a’)/2i, then show that

(AX1)} = Gi(AX1)} + A 1(G1 — 1),
(AX2)? = Go(AX )3 + A 2(Ga — 1).

Determine Gy, G, 4”1, and A"5.
(c) Show that when y > Q, we have a phase-insensitive

amplifier. (Hint: see N. A. Ansari, J. Gea-Banacloche,
and M. S. Zubairy, Phys. Rev. A 41, 5179 (1990).)

Consider a phase-insensitive amplifier corresponding to the
model discussed in Section 15.3. If the input field is thermal
then show that the output field is also thermal.

Calculate the normally ordered photon number fluctuations
(: An )? = (d'a’aa), — ((a¥a),)?

in the phase-sensitive amplifier discussed in Section 15.4. Show
that the additive noise depends not only on the initial atomic
parameters but also on the state of the input field. Can the
additive noise become negative? If so, derive the conditions
on the input field and the parameters of the amplifiers.
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CHAPTER 16

Squeezing via nonlinear
optical processes

When light beams interact inside a nonlinear medium, new harmonics
can be generated. Such is the case in the optical parametric and
four-wave mixing processes. In a parametric amplifier, a pump beam
generates signal and idler beams by interacting with a y'® nonlinearity,
whereas, in a four-wave mixing process, two beams interact with a
signal beam in a ¥® nonlinearity and give rise to a conjugate beam.
These processes have long been considered as important sources of
the squeezed state of the radiation field, results that have been verified
experimentally.

In this chapter, we present the quantum statistical properties of
radiation in these nonlinear optical processes with special reference to
squeezing.”

16.1 Degenerate parametric amplification

A parametric amplifier or a parametric down-converter essentially
consists of two modes, usually called the signal and idler modes at
frequencies v; and v;, respectively, coupled through a nonlinearity in,
e.g., a nonlinear crystal having a y® coefficient by a pump mode at
frequency v, such that

Vp = Vs + Vi (16.1.1)

The pump is usually assumed to be in a large amplitude coherent state
and hence to produce a classically modulated interaction between the
signal and the idler modes. If the signal and the idler frequencies are
equal, the amplifier is said to operate in a degenerate mode. The fully

* An excellent treatment of the subject matter is to be found in the textbook of Walls and Milburn
[1994].
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Fig. 16.1
Parametric amplifier
geometry.

2v Nonlinear

v

medium

quantum mechanical interaction picture Hamiltonian for the nonde-
generate parametric amplifier in the rotating-wave approximation is

¥ = lix(alalb + asa;b'). (16.1.2)

Here b and ay(e;) are the annihilation operators for the pump and
signal (idler) modes, respectively, and « is a coupling constant which
depends upon the second-order susceptibility tensor that mediates the
interaction.

Due to the underlying two-photon nature of the interaction, the
parametric process has long been envisaged as a source of squeezed
light, and this has experimentally been found to be the case. In
nondegenerate operation, the field produced is a two-mode squeezed
state, whereas a degenerate parametric amplifier (DPA) in which v, =
2v and v, = v; = v (see Fig. 16.1) produces a single-mode squeezed
state.

In this section, we consider degenerate parametric amplification
and discuss the characteristics of and limitations on the generation of
squeezed states.

The Hamiltonian for degenerate parametric amplification, in the
interaction picture, is

v = hr(a?b + a*b"). (16.1.3)

In the parametric approximation, the pump field is treated classically
and pump depletion is neglected. The Hamiltonian in Eq. (16.1.3)
becomes

¥ = hkB,y(a?e™ + a%e?), (16.1.4)

where f, and ¢ are the real amplitude and phase of the coherent
pump field. This approximation is valid in the limits

kt >0, B, — 00, Kf,t= constant. (16.1.5)
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The Heisenberg equations of motion for the signal mode are

a=—iQale™™, (16.1.6)
a' = iQ,ae. (16.1.7)

Here Q, = 2xf, is the effective Rabi frequency. Solution of Egs.
(16.1.6) and (16.1.7) gives the following equations for operator expec-
tation values:

a(t) = ag cosh(Q,t) — ia} sinh(Q,t)e ™, (16.1.8)
al(t) = a} cosh(Q,¢) + iag sinh(Q,t)e’?, (16.1.9)

where ap = a(0). Note that for ¢ = =/2, the above equations are
the same as the transformation equations (2.7.6) and (2.7.7). For the
signal initially in a vacuum state, the variances in the two quadratures
X; = (a+a")/2 and X, = (a — a')/2i are therefore given by (see Eqgs.
(2.7.15) and (2.7.16))

1
(AX)? = Ze-Z“, (16.1.10)
(AX,); = %ez“, (16.1.11)

where u = Q,t is the effective squeeze parameter. Equations (16.1.10)
and (16.1.11) show that the output from a DPA can be squeezed to 100
percent and is in an ideal squeezed state. This makes it a particularly
important source of squeezed radiation.

In the above analysis, we have assumed a perfectly coherent,
monochromatic pump with a stabilized intensity. This is an ideal
situation and in practice the quantum (as well as classical) noise in the
laser pump leads to fluctuations in amplitude and phase. In Appendix
16.A we consider the effect of pump phase fluctuations associated
with a finite linewidth on the squeezing properties of the signal mode.
For the pump linewidth D, the variances in the two quadratures are
given by Egs. (16.A.19) and (16.A.20). In Fig. 16.2, we have plotted
(AX1)? versus Q,t for various values of D/Q,. The fluctuations in the
amplitude X, increase due to the phase fluctuations in the pump field
and (AX)? exhibits a minimum which decreases with increasing D/Q,.
Equations (16.A.19) and (16.A.20) simplify considerably in the limit
Dkt Q,. We then obtain

1 1 1

2 _ 2 ,=2u .~ 2uf —
(AXy); = g7+ z¢ (th), (16.1.12)
(AX,)? = le2“(1 — 2Dt). (16.1.13)

4
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Fig. 16.2

{(AX1)?) versus Q,t
for (a) D/Q, =0,
(b) D/Q, = 0.01,
(c) D/Q, = 0.05.

0.9 T T T T T T T T T

_ (@) —
0.8 (b) —— /
07 | ©

0.6 /]
0.5 ]
0.4t ]
0.3 :
0.2
0.1

O ! s 1 1 1 1 I
0 02 04 06 08 1 12 14 16 1.8 2

Ot

T

(AX1)?

It is clear from Eq. (16.1.12) that if the pump phase is off by ¢, then
the large uncertainty exp(2u)/4 in the amplified quadrature (AX,)? is
mixed into the uncertainty of the squeezed quadrature (AX;)? with
the phase angle ¢; Dt is, roughly speaking, the amount by which ¢
random walks in the time ¢.

16.2 Squeezing in an optical parametric oscillator

So far we have considered the open-ended model of the amplifier.
When the nonlinear medium is placed within an optical cavity, oscil-
lations build up inside and we have an optical parametric oscillator
(OPO). This is the preferred method to generate squeezing, since the
interaction is typically very weak and confining the light in a cavity
helps to obtain a sizable effect by increasing considerably the inter-
action time. Discussion of the signal field should now include the
losses from one or two end mirrors. For simplicity, we consider in the
following one of the end mirrors to be partially transmitting,

Using the methods developed in Chapter 9, we can derive the
following Heisenberg—Langevin equation for the field operators a and
at:

a=—-Qa' — % a+ F(z), (16.2.1)
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at = —Qa— %a + FHo) (162.2)

Here € represents the cavity decay and F(t) is the associated noise
operator (cf. Eq. (9.1.15)) and we have chosen the phase of the pump
field ¢ = n/2. The expectation value of the noise operator is zero, i.e.,

(F(t)) = 0. (16.2.3)
Also

(FQF(¢)) = (F'(e)F(¢)) = (FY(9)F(t)) = 0, (16.2.4)
and

(F(t)F'(t")) = €5(t — 1). (16.2.5)

In order to study the squeezing properties of the signal mode in
the steady state we evaluate {(a), (a?), and {(a'a). It follows from Egs.
(16.2.1) and (16.2.2) that the expectation values (a) and (a') satisfy
the following set of coupled equations:

d
= —Q,(a") - %(a% (16.2.6)
%(cﬁ} =—Qy(a) — %(a*% (16.2.7)

where we have used (F(t)) = (F'(t)) = 0. A solution of these equations
is given by
(a): = [{ao) cosh(Q,t) — (a')o sinh(Q,t)]e =2, (16.2.8)
(@), = [{a}) cosh(Q,t) — (a)o sinh(Q,t)]e~*"/2. (16.2.9)
It is clear from the above equations that, for an OPO operating below
threshold (4/2 > €,), in the steady state we have
(a)ss = (al)s = 0. (16.2.10)

Next we look at the bilinear quantities (a?), (a'?), and (a'a). It
follows from Eqs. (16.2.3) and (16.2.4) that the quantities

Ay = {d?), (16.2.11)
Ay = {(ad" + d'a)), (16.2.12)
Az = (a'?), (16.2.13)
satisfy the following set of equations
A = —Q,A; — 6A, + ((aF + Fa)), (16.2.14)
Ay = —2Q,45 — 2Q,4; — 6A; + {(aF' + F'a + a'F + Fa')),
(16.2.15)

Ay = —Q,A> — 643 + ((a'F! + F'd")). (16.2.16)
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In order to determine the quantities involving the noise operators
F and FT, we first rewrite Eqgs. (16.2.1) and (16.2.2) in the matrix form

A =—Md+ F, (162.17)

o = :TJ (16.2.18)
r ¢

=2 %p] (16.2.19)
Ls%p 2

F = ;J (16.2.20)

A formal solution of Eq. (16.2.17) is given by
t
A(t) = e~ "' oA (0) + / e~ Z ()t . (16.2.21)
0
On multiplying Eq. (16.2.21) by #(t) from the left and using Egs.
(16.2.3)—(16.2.5) along with the assumption that the field operators at
initial time ¢ = O are statistically independent of the fluctuations, ie.,

{a(0)F(t)) = O etc., we obtain

:
(Fl(t)L (1)) = <<<FF+ ;% <<$>>>

€(0 0
=5<0 1)_ (16.2.22)

In a similar manner
(' OF (1)) = ( ) (aF)

%({0 0
=5<0 1). (16.2.23)

This means that all the correlation functions involving the noise oper-
ators in Egs. (16.2.14)-(16.2.16) are zero except (Fa') =(aF') = €/2.
Equations (16.2.14)—(16.2.16) can therefore be simplified and we obtain

(a'F) (aTFT)>

Ap = —Q,A; — 6A,, (16.2.24)
Ay = —2Q,A45 + —2Q,A| — €A, + G, (16.2.25)
Ay = —Q,A; — % A;. (16.2.26)

These are three linear differential equations with three unknowns
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which can be solved exactly. We are interested here only in the steady
state. Simple algebra leads to

Ay =(a)y = (162.27)
1 <a> 4[(%)2_92}
((ad' ) ¢ (16.2.28)
+ 2.
aa a'a) 4[(%)2_92}
Ay=(a")s = — it (16.2.29)

(9" -9)

To see the squeezing, the field is expressed in terms of the Hermitian

operators
X, = %(ae—w/z +até?), (16.2.30)
1, .
X, = —(ae? — gl ), (16.2.31)

2i
The variances of these operators in the steady state are

(AX )ss = ((aaT + ata + a2e—i0 + aTZeiH)>

_l«ae—ze/z + atel?/2))?2
1 €
C8(%4+q,)
1 %
8(£-Q,)
where we have taken 6 = 0. It is clear that the best squeezing in an
OPO is achieved on the oscillation threshold (Q, = %/2) giving

1
(AX)% = 3 (16.2.34)

(16.2.32)

(AX3)ss = (16.2.33)

This however represents only 50 percent squeezing below the vac-
uum level. The reason for this moderate squeezing can be attributed
to the vacuum fluctuations that enter the cavity through the partially
transmitting mirror. Alternatively, one may think of the OPO as pro-
ducing pairs of correlated (signal + idler) photons and the cavity
mirror as letting some single photons escape from each pair, so that
some of the quantum correlation (and with it the squeezing) is lost.

A theoretical limit of 50 percent squeezing is not only unattractive,
it does not reflect the true experimental situation, which is concerned
with the field outside the cavity, whose degree of squeezing may
actually be quite different from the inside. We address this problem in
the next section.
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16.3 Squeezing in the output of a cavity field

A theoretical limit of 50 percent on intracavity squeezing in an optical
parametric oscillator (OPO) is somewhat disappointing. In this section
we show that the field emitted from the OPO is however almost
perfectly squeezed.* To begin with, we show that the relationship
between the cavity field and the field outside is not trivial especially
when one is interested in the antinormally ordered expectation values
involved in squeezing. A partially reflecting out-coupling mirror in
a cavity, not only lets the cavity field out, it allows the field from
outside (vacuum) to leak into the cavity. The cavity field and the input
field eventually become correlated over time. This correlation makes it
possible for the residual fluctuations in the spectrum of the transmitted
cavity field to cancel out with the corresponding fluctuations in the
reflected input field and lead to almost perfect multi-mode, or spectral
squeezing at an appropriate frequency.

The relationship between the fields outside and inside the cavity
may be understood as follows. Consider first a field of amplitude
E;n(t) leaking into an empty cavity, of length L, through a single
semitransparent mirror of reflectivity R and transmittivity T. The
buildup of the cavity field amplitude E.,, is, at resonance, described
by the following equation,

Ecav(t) = VREcay(t — 2L/c) + T En(t), (16.3.1)

where 2L/c is the cavity round-trip time and it has been assumed
that there are no other losses than those due to the semitransparent
mirror. Here, we have used the fact that there is a # phase shift when
the reflection takes place from low to high index of refraction, and
no phase shift for the opposite sequence. If the amplitudes in Eq.
(16.3.1) are slowly varying (Ec,y(t — 2L/c) ~ Ecay(t) — (2L /c)dE sy /dt),
and the reflectivity of the mirror is high (R ~ 1), this equation may
be approximated by

T
dEcav = _%Ecav + %Eim (1632)

dt 2

where € ~ ¢T /2L. Equation (16.3.2) is the basic working equation for
the so-called ‘inside—outside’ problem. A rigorous calculation of this
important result in terms of the ‘modes of the universe’ method of
Appendix 5.C 1s given in Appendix 16.B.

The resemblance between this equation and (16.2.1) suggests imme-
diately that, in the quantized-field case, the Langevin force operator

* This important point was first made by Yurke [1984].
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F(t) may be identified with the vacuum field outside as it leaks into
the cavity. Indeed, writing for the positive-frequency part of the input
field Ein(t)

B 1/2 .
ES0) = ( / bin(v)e ™V dy, (163.3)
n 4reqcA
where the bin(v) are operators for a multi-mode field in the vacuum
(+)

state, it is easy to verify that E; ’(t) does indeed have the proper-
ties (16.2.3)—(16.2.5) of the Langevin operator F. In Eq. (16.3.3), the
normalization adopted is appropriate for a one-dimensional travelling
field, with a transverse quantization area A ; the creation and annihila-
tion operators obey the commutation relations [b(v'), bT(v)] = 6(v—v").
The assumption has been made that all the integrals over frequency
need only extend over an interval large compared to the cavity band-
width, but small compared to the actual central frequency vg; hence
Jv has been factored out of the integral.

When Eq. (16.3.3) is substituted in Eq. (16.3.2) and the positive-
frequency part of the cavity field is written as ESy = (Fivo/4€0AL)! 2a,

we obtain

da € | € ;
—_— = _ . —i(v—vo)t
7 > a+ o= /bm(v)e dv, (16.3.4)

where we have used the approximation € ~ ¢T /2L (implying large
mirror reflectivity). This agrees with (16.2.1)(with Q, = 0, ie., for an
empty cavity) if

F(t) =1/ % / bin(v)e 0T dy, (16.3.5)

which, as mentioned above, yields the right correlation properties for
F(t) if the input field, on which the operators by, (v) act, is assumed to
be in the vacuum state.

To understand the far-reaching consequences of this identification
of the Langevin operator F(t) with the incoming vacuum field, we
observe that the output field is a combination of the reflected input
field and the transmitted cavity field, i.e.,

Eout(t) = —VREin(t) + /TEca (2). (16.3.6)

The possibility of observing greater squeezing outside the cavity than
inside arises because the two fields to be added on the right-hand side
of Eq. (16.3.6) are in fact correlated by virtue of Eq. (16.3.1). Equations
(16.2.22) and (16.2.23) display the correlations between the Langevin
operator F, proportional to E;,, and the intracavity field mode oper-
ator a(t) (proportional to E,y(t)) in the case when the cavity contains
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a parametric amplifier medium. The squeezing in the output field
results from a partial cancelation of the fluctuations in the spectral
components of Ej, with the (already partly squeezed) fluctuations in
a(t).

Writing the equivalent of Eq. (16.3.6) for the positive-frequency
parts of the field, and taking the Fourier transform, yields

bout(v) = —+/Rbin(v) + 27%a(v), (16.3.7)
where a(t) has been written as 7
a(t) = / a(v)e Tl gy, (16.3.8)

The explicit form of the Fourier components a(v) of the intracavity
field is easily obtained from the exact solution (16.2.21). First, assume
operation in steady state, so that the first term, proportional to the
initial field inside the cavity, is gone. Then Eq. (16.2.21), with the
identification (16.3.5), explicitly shows that the field inside the cavity
grows over time from the input vacuum field. We obtain

11
alt) =5 /0 [e(E-000=0) 4 o (340)e-0) F(¢)at

t
—% / [e7(8-0)e=0) o~ (540)0=0] Fh)ar (16.3.9)
0
Substituting Eq. (16.3.5) and carrying out the integration over time,

a(t) = %\/%/dv

{ e—i—wo)t _ e—(%—Q,,)t e—i—vo)t _ e—(%+Q,,)t
X ; + -
£ —Q,—i(v—v) £4+Q,—i(v—v)

] bin(v)

i)t _ o= (3~ )¢ B gl — (540, b v)}
C—Q+iv—vw) $+Q+iv—v)| ")

(16.3.10)

In the steady-state limit, ie., the long time limit, the decaying
exponentials in (16.3.10) may be neglected. We can also change the
variable of integration in the second integral, from v to the reflected
frequency 2vo — v, with the result

A
a(t) = \/;

/ {{% —iv— VO)] bin(v) — Ql’b;rn(zvo - V)} il gy,

[ ==l -9}

(16.3.11)
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From Eqgs. (16.3.11) and (16.3.8) we can find a(v) and substitute it
in Eq. (16.3.7). The result is

bout(v) = =R bin(v)
[% —i(v— vo)] bin(v) — Qpb;rn(Zvo —v)

[ — it ="~}
In what follows, consistently with the earlier approximations, we as-
sume that the reflectivity is so large that R in the first term may be set
equal to 1. Equation (16.3.12) exhibits the possibility of the cancela-
tions of the fluctuations in the spectral components of the intracavity
field (last term) with those of the reflected input field (first term).
The resultant squeezing may be much greater than the intracavity
one.

Taking the Hermitian conjugate of (16.3.12), evaluated at the re-
flected frequency 2vy — v, and adding it to (16.3.12) we obtain

bout(v) + bzut(ZVO - V)

¢ t
= % Ry L| [bin(v) + b;,(2v0 — v)], (16.3.13)
from which the degree of squeezing at any particular frequency of the
output field follows immediately from that of the input. Note that this
equation is quite general, in that it holds even if the input field is not
in the vacuum state.
Next, we define the quadrature variables

1
X1om(v0) = 5 [bou(v0) + bl (vo)l,

+% . (16.3.12)

Xia(vo) = 3 [bin(v0) + B0, (16:3.14

at the central frequency v = vg. It follows from Eq. (16.3.13), that the

ratio of the variances in the output and the input quadratures X ou

and Xjj, is given by )

[AX jou(v0)]? _ (%/2 - Qp)2

[AX 1in(v0)]? €/2+Q,)

For the OPO near threshold, Q, ~ %/2, and Eq. (16.3.15) shows that

essentially perfect squeezing is obtained in this particular quadrature.

(Note that this holds regardless of the input.) The noise reduction for

other frequencies, i.e., the spectrum of squeezing, is derived from Eq.
(16.3.13):

Sout _ 1— 26%, (16.3.16)

Si (% +Qp)2+(V—V0)2.
This is an inverted Lorentzian whose width is of the order of the
cavity linewidth (since, below threshold, Q, < €/2).

(16.3.15)
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16.4 Four-wave mixing

Four-wave mixing is a nonlinear process in which two planar counter-
propagating pump waves interact in a nonlinear medium with a probe
field entering at an arbitrary angle to the pump waves and yield a
fourth (output) wave. The nature of the nonlinear medium in four-
wave mixing enters through the nonlinear susceptibility x®. The two
pump waves and the probe wave couple through ¥® to produce the
fourth wave, which is proportional to the spatial complex conjugate
of the probe wave.

A significant interest in the four-wave mixing process stems from
the possibility of generating phase conjugate waves with applications
in adaptive optics. The phenomenon of phase conjugation involves
a generation of the wave which contains the complex conjugate of
only the spatial part of the incident wave, leaving the temporal part
unchanged, ie., a probe wave E(r,t) = Re{&(r)expli(k - r — vt)]} is
converted into a phase conjugate wave E,(r,t) = Re{&" (r) exp[—i(k -
r + vt)]}. Equivalently, the spatial part of E(r,t) remains unchanged
and the sign of ¢ is reversed; phase conjugation is thus equivalent to
time reversal. This property of phase conjugate mirrors can be used
to restore severely aberrated waves to their original state on passing
through the distorting medium twice.

Four-wave mixing is also an important source of squeezed light.
The first ever generation of a squeezed state was in this system.

In this section, we present a theory of four-wave mixing in a ¥
medium and discuss the generation of a squeezed state.

16.4.1 Amplification and oscillation in four-wave mixing

Consider the geometry shown in Fig. 16.3. Two intense pump waves E;
and Ey travelling in opposite directions interact with two weak fields
E; and E;, all of the same frequency v, inside a nonlinear medium
characterized by a third-order nonlinear susceptibility x*®. The fields
E; and Ej also travel in opposite directions, but different from those
of E; and Ey. The fields E; (j = 1, 2, 2/, 3) are assumed to be linearly
polarized and are given by

1 .
Ej(r,t) = 56 ek e, (16.4.1)

where & (r) are slowly varying quantities which are in general complex.
The wave directions imply that

ki +k; =0, k, +ky =0. (16.4.2)



472 Squeezing via nonlinear optical processes
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We now show that when, in the presence of the pump fields E, and
Ey, a signal field E; is incident on the nonlinear crystal, a new field
E; is created that is the phase conjugate of E;.

We start with the wave equation (see Eq. (5.4.15))

1 8%E o2p
2 —_—,—— = _—
V°E TS Lo 32 (16.4.3)
where
E=E| +E)+ Ey+E;j, (1644)

is the total field and P is the nonlinear polarization that couples
the waves. For a ¥® medium the nonlinear polarization within the
medium is given by

P =9E. (16.4.5)

In view of Eq. (16.4.4), it is evident that the polarization contains a
large number of terms with different spatial dependences. We, however,
retain only those terms with spatial dependence exp(ik; ‘1) (j = 1, 2,
2’, 3) because they can act as the phase-matched source terms in Eq.
(16.4.3) for the four interacting fields (16.4.1).

We now substitute for E(r,t) and P(r,t) from Egs. (16.4.1), (16.4.4),
and (16.4.5) in Eq. (16.4.3). Also, we let z be the spatial coordinate
measured in the direction of propagation of the E; field. We also use
the slowly varying approximation
dzg)i

o (16.4.6)

de&:
3G

Yz |

Fig. 16.3
Four-wave mixing
geometry.
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Under these conditions, the signal and conjugate fields obey the fol-
lowing coupled-amplitude equations:

d i o
é, _ (’_V) B, (164.7)
dz €C
d(g)g, iv ~
i RSN R 16.4.8
dz (eoc) Ps, ( )
where
P = 3X "X (826 + 26,656 + 261626
+2£1£2’g21 —{-2(5’26’2,6’3), (16.4.9)

~ 3X(3) 2 % * *
P3 = —8—(g3g3 +2(§’3(§’1(§’1 +2g3g2g2
+ 263628 + 26,62 8)). (16.4.10)

Since the signal and conjugate fields &, and &3, respectively, are
assumed much weaker than the pump fields &, and &y, we can neglect
the first two terms in Eqs. (16.4.9) and (16.4.10). We also assume that
the pump fields are not depleted. We can then write Eqs. (16.4.7) and
(16.4.8) as

6, _ iK1 61 + k&, (16.4.11)

dz

d& .

3 = ik &3 — k&, (16.4.12)

dz

where

3v

Ky = X —(1621" + 1621, (164.13)

(3)

K = 3” &6y (16.4.14)

4€0C

This is a coupled set of linear equations which can be solved exactly
subject to the boundary conditions.

We can however reduce this set of equations to a simpler form by
a change of variables

& = &7, (16.4.15)
&y = &1e™. (16.4.16)

Equations (16.4.11) and (16.4.12) then reduce to

d% . ok
._._dzl = iK&>, (164.17)
dé N

% —ixd]. (16.4.18)

dz
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The generated field &5 is driven only by the complex conjugate of the
signal field amplitude, thus leading to phase conjugation.

If the fields are specified at the ends of the nonlinear crystal, z =0
and z = L, then the solution of the set of equations (16.4.17) and
(16.4.18) is

oy ilK|sin(x|z) cos[lk|(z — L)] ~.
~ _cos(|x|z) - _ iksin{|k|(z — L)] ~.
83(z) = ———COS(|K|L)6"3(L) ———‘M cos(xIL) &1(0). (16.4.20)

A particularly interesting case is that of a single input &;(0) at
z = 0 with &3(L) = 0. The output field amplitudes are then given by

* (:@I(O)
_—— 1 0 ..
FL) = oty (16421)
&1(0) = % tan(|k|L)&} (0). (16.4.22)
It is interesting to note that, for n/4 < |x|L < 3n/4,
|1&3(0)] > 1&1(0), (16.4.23)

ie., the reflected wave amplitude is larger than that of the input.
Thus the device acts as a reflection amplifier. It also follows from Eq.
(16.4.21) that

|&1(L)| > |£1(0)], (16.4.24)

ie., the transmitted signal wave is always more intense than the
incident wave. The amplifications of the reflected phase conjugate
wave and the transmitted signal wave take place because the medium
is actively pumped by externally applied waves, which can supply
energy. In the photon picture, we can describe the process of four-wave
mixing as a process in which one photon is annihilated from each of
the two pump waves and one photon is added to each of the signal
and phase conjugate field.
When |«|L = n/2

500 , 1Dl (16.4.25)
|€1(0)] |€1(0)]

which corresponds to oscillation. This however requires a careful
consideration as the assumption relating to the no-pump-depletion
ceases to apply as |k|L = /2.
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16.4.2 Squeezing in four-wave mixing

We can extend the present classical analvsis to a phenomenological
quantum treatment. This can be done if we replace the field variables
& and &; in Egs. (16.4.17) and (16.4.18) by the operators a; and as.
We then obtain

da, +

E = iKa3, (16426)
da; ,
- = —ixal. (16.4.27)

For simplicity, we assume x = |x|. The solution of these operator
equations can be obtained from the classical solutions (16.4.19) and
(16.4.20):

ai(L) = itan(kL)a}(L) + sec(xL)ay(0), (16.4.28)
a3(0) =sec(xL)as(L) + i tan(KL)a’;(O). (16.4.29)

These solutions are analogous to the corresponding solutions for
the field operators in the parametric amplification process discussed
in Section 16.1. We are therefore tempted to study the squeezing
properties of the radiation field in the four-wave mixing process.

We define the quadrature components of the signal and the conju-
gate fields:

1

aj = 3(a; +a)), (16.4.30)
1

ap=5.(a;— &), (164.31)

where j = 1,3. We assume the input fields a;(0) and a3(L) to be in the
coherent state. For the fluctuations in the quadrature components for
the output fields, we get

Ad,(L) = Ad3,(0)
_ ‘—1‘[1 42 tan’(x L), (164.32)

where £ = 1,2. Equation (16.4.32) shows that the fluctuations in the
output field are increased in the process of four-wave mixing. This is
not surprising because the output fields are amplified and we have
already learned that, in general, amplification adds noise.

If, instead, we consider the modes d; and d3 which are formed by a
linear combination of the input modes:

1 .
d= —2(a1 + a3)é”, (16.4.33)

NG

then the canonically conjugate Hermitian amplitude operators are
given by
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dy = %(d +dh, (16.4.34)
dy = zli(d —d". (16.4.35)

The squared variance of the operator d; in terms of the correlation
functions of the field operators aj(L) and a3(0) is

(Ady)? = (df) — (di)?

= %{1 + [(@(L)) + (a3(0)) + (a1(L)as(0)) + (a3(0)ay(L))]e**

+(a§(0)a1(L))} — %{[(al(L)) + {a3(0))]2e*?

(@ (L) + (@ O)I[(a](L) + (@}O)]} +cc. (164.36)

A similar expression can be written for (Ad,)?. It follows, on substitut-
ing for a;(L) and a3(0) from Egs. (16.4.28) and (16.4.29), respectively,
in Eq. (16.4.36) that, when 8 = = /4 and the input fields are in coherent
states,

(Ad))? = %[sec(KL) — tan(xL)]%. (16.4.37)
Similarly
(Ady)? = %[sec(xL) + tan(xL)]%. (16.4.38)

As xL grows, the fluctuations in d; are reduced below 1/4, and
eventually vanish as kL — = /2. The amplitude d; therefore is squeezed.
From Egs. (16.4.37) and (16.4.38), we obtain

1
Ad|Ady = T (16.4.39)

i.e., the squeezed state is an ideal squeezed state.

16.A Effect of pump phase fluctuations on squeezing
in degenerate parametric amplification”

In Section 16.1, we pointed out that, in degenerate parametric ampli-
fication, the assumption of a perfectly coherent monochromatic pump
with a stabilized intensity is an idealized situation. In practice, the
laser pump has a finite bandwidth which arises due to the phase

* This section follows Wodkiewicz and Zubairy [1983].
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fluctuations of the field. In this appendix we consider the effect of
phase fluctuations of the laser pump in a parametric amplifier on the
quadrature variances, especially its effect on the squeezing of the signal
field.

The phase diffusion can be represented by

(t) = do + 0(1), (16.A.1)

where ¢ is a fixed phase which in the present case we take to be
equal to n/2 and J¢(t) is the random phase with zero mean, ie.,
(6¢(t)) = 0. We assume that 6¢(0) = 0. As discussed in Section 11.4, a
Lorentzian lineshape of the pump field with phase-induced bandwidth
D is obtained if the derivative of the random phase é¢(t) is white
noise, i.e.,

(6(1)0p(t)) = 2DS(t —t'). (16.A.2)
We first determine the expectation value of the operator as aa'+a'a.

From the Heisenberg equations of motion (16.1.6) and (16.1.7) we
obtain the following stochastic multiplicative equation:

d = [My + i6$(t)M]D, (16.A.3)
with
ata+ aa’
o= ate®® |, (16.A.4)
(a’r)Ze—iéd)
and
( 0 29, —29,,)
My=[-Q, 0 o |, (16.A.5)
—Q, 0 0
00 0
Mi=[01 0]. (16.A.6)
0 0 —1

Note that the operator a'a + aa® is not coupled directly to a®> and
(a")2. In order to calculate the stochastic expectation value of a'a+aa’
we need to evaluate two auxiliary quantities {(a2¢?) and {(a'?)e="%).
For the fluctuating random phase d¢(t) given by the Wiener—Levy
stochastic process it can be shown that the following exact equation is
satisfied:

(®) = (Mo — DM?)(®) (16.A.7)

for arbitrary form of the time-independent matrices My and M.
This matrix equation specified for ®, My, and M; given by Egs.
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(16.A.4)—(16.A.6) can be solved exactly using, for example, the Laplace-
transform techniques. For the vacuum initial state of the signal mode,
we obtain

dz e (z+D)

¢ 2miz+zD —4Q2 (16.A.8)

(a'a + aa®), =
Computing the roots of the algebraic equation in the denominator in
Eq. (16.A.8) and choosing properly the contour of integration C we
find the explicit time evolution as follows:

1
(a'a+aa®), = [% sinh(ut) + cosh(ut)| e/, (16.A.9)
where
1 1/2
f= (ZDZ +4Q§) . (16.A.10)

Finally, the last operator required for squeezing amplitudes is the
stochastic average of (a?). Again from the Heisenberg equations of
motion with fluctuating phase we generate a multiplicative stochastic
equation of the form given by Eq. (16.A.3) with

2

a
®=|e"a'a+aat) |, (16.A.11)
e—2i6¢(aT)2
and different forms of My and M,
0 —Q, 0
My=|-2Q 0 =-2Q,1, (16.A.12)
0 —-Q, 0
0O 0 ©
Mi=|0 -1 0]. (16.A.13)
0 0 =2

As in the previous case the stochastic expectation value of (@) satisfies
an exact differential equation (16.A.7) with matrices My and M, given
now by expressions (16.A.12) and (16.A.13). With our specific ini-
tial condition, the Laplace-transform solution has the following exact
form:

(@), = _/ dz. €'Qy(z 4 4D)
"7 Je 2mi[23 + 5Dz? + (4D — 4Q2)z — 8Q2D]
(16.A.14)

The exact time dependence, accordingly, has the form
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Ait ;
2 e QP(A,' + 4D)
(@ Z]; (Ai = A)(% — 2&) ( )
ik
where A; are the roots of the following cubic equation:
2> +5D2% + 4D* — Q)i — 8Q;D = 0. (16.A.16)

These roots can be obtained exactly using the Cardano formula. We
can, however, get a reasonable understanding of the physics by solving
this cubic equation in the realistic limit of small phase fluctuations (as
compared with the driving Rabi frequency, ie., D < Q,). In this limit,

/{1 x>~ —2D,
3
/{2 ~ ZQP - zD,
I3 > —2Q, — %D, (16.A.17)

and accordingly
DQ,
(22 — D?/8)
_ o(29,-3D/2) (2Q, +5D/2)
4(2Q, 4+ D/2)
—0,+30/: (2Qp — 5D /2) 16.A.18
+e —-_—4(ZQI,—D/2)' (16.A.18)
From Egs. (16.A.9) and (16.A.18) we obtain the following formu-
las for the variance of the Hermitian amplitudes with laser phase
fluctuations (with approximated roots 4;):
2DQ, _ 29,32 (2Q, +5D/2)
(2Q2 — D?/8) 2(2Q, + D/2)
L e~(29,430/21 (2Q, —5D/2) e P/2Dsinh(2Q)t)
2(2Q,—-D/2) (D? 4 16Q2)!/2

<a2>t ~ p—2Dt

(AX))? ~ % {e—zm

+ 7012 cosh(Zth)J , (16.A.19)
1 _ 2DQ _sp/ay (29, + 5D/2)
AXH)Y ~ —= | =20t P _0,-3p/2: &8
(AXz) =~ [e e =08 ¢ 2029, + D/2)
e~ (2, +3D/2) (2Q, —5D/2)
209, — D/2)

e~ P/2Dsinh(2Q,t)  _
- (D2+16Q2)1/§ +e77" cosh(2y1) |.(16.A.20)
p

These are the required expressions for the variance of the Hermitian
amplitudes in the presence of the pump fluctuations of the pump field.
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16.B Quantized field treatment of input—output
formalism leading to Eq. (16.3.4)"

Consider a one-sided cavity that is bounded by a perfectly reflecting
mirror at z = L and by a partially transmitting mirror at z = 0.
Let the latter mirror be characterized by reflection and transmission
coefficients —+/R and /T for fields normally incident on it from the
left and by /R and /T for fields normally incident on it from the
right. Because T # 0, normal modes entirely confined to the interior
of the cavity cannot, strictly speaking, be defined. A way to retain the
usefulness of the concept of normal modes for the present problem is
to introduce an auxiliary perfect mirror at z = —Lg < 0 and to take
Ly — oo in the end, as in Appendix 5.C (see Fig. 5.8). The positive
frequency part of the quantized field can now be defined as (see Eq.
(1.1.15))

ED )= sa(t)Ul(2), (16.B.1)
k

where & is given by

12
g‘k=( v ) , (16.B.2)

and the mode functions Uy (z) are (Eq. (5.C.2))

Lesink(z + Ly) (z <0),

U(z) = { My sink(z — L) (z > 0). (168.3)

We note that Eq. (16.B.1) defines the quantized field so that it is
an easy matter to identify the incoming, outgoing, and intracavity
field operators. The rightward and leftward travelling parts of (16.B.1)
in the region z < 0, say at z = 07, are the input field and the
output field, respectively, while the field in the region z > 0 (say
its rightward travelling part at z = 0%), is the intracavity field. The
positive-frequency parts of these fields are

1 hv 172 .
Py=2> . L 16.B.4
Em (t) 2i - <€0ALO) ékak(t)e s ( .D. )
+) 1 e\ kLo
Equi(t) = ~3 Ek eoAL()) Crar(t)e™, (16.B.5)

* The material of this section follows Gea-Banacloche et al. [1990].
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and
, 12
EQ(0) = Z (EOIZ’LJ Miai(r)e™E, (16.B.6)
ES)) = _\/E. (16.B.7)

It is customary, as in Appendix 5.C, to define an intracavity annihi-
lation operator a at a quasimode frequency v such that over the full
quasimode a behaves as a single-mode annihilation operator in the
sense that [a,a’] = 1. If we restrict the quasicontinuous sum over k in
(16.B.6) to a single quasimode,

vo—cn/2L < v, < vg + cn/2L, (16.B.8)

then we may write that restricted sum, denoted by a prime superscript,
as

E (1) = Ba(t)e™™L (ko = vo/c), (16.B.9)

cayv

in which
’ " hy
2= [EGV 0. EGI 0] = ——— M- B.10
BI* = [EGY (0, EGY (1) ) teoars M (16.B.10)

In the limit Ly — oo, this becomes (with dv;, = v, — vg)
hy c€¢/(2L) hvg
2 0
=~ = 16.B.11
A1 4e0ALg c / d(ov (5vk)2 +(€2/4 4egAL’ ( )

where we subst1tute for M, from Eq. (5.C.3). In other words, we may
write EGy (t) (up to an arbitrary phase factor) as

! Aivo 1/2
Eéiv’(t)=(m> a(t). (16.B.12)

From (16.B.6), this enables us to write the expression for a(t) directly
in terms of the annihilation operators a; of the modes of the whole
space,

L\ V2 , )
a(t):i(L—()) zk:Mkak(t)e—’kL. (16.B.13)

Now we may derive the operator equation for the decay of the
intracavity field when the cavity is empty. In that case we can write

a(t) = ar(0)e™, (16.B.14)

and thus

L\ kL
a(t—2L/c)—1(L—0> zk:Mkake , (16.B.15)
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where we use 2voL/c = 2nn. Then using

Mye L = JRe*EM, + T & e, (16.B.16)

we obtain

SL/c) = i L\ ~ikL
a(t — /C)_ﬁ Lo ZMkake

1/2
L

= —a(t)+2 Z(“’f) EXP@). (16.B.17)
0

Finally the approximation

a(t—2L/c) ~ a(t) — ZTLZ—? (16.B.18)

enables us to write (for R ~ 1)

da € ¢ [eAL\"?
S =—5a+ ﬁz (OHT0> EP (@), (16.B.19)

which reduces to Eq. (16.3.4) by using Eq. (16.B.12).

Problems

16.1

16.2

Consider a degenerate parametric amplification process in
the parametric approximation (Eq. (16.1.4)). Calculate the
variances in the two quadratures for an arbitrary choice of
the phase ¢ of the pump field. Assume the signal field to be
initially in the vacuum state. Show that the quadratures are
squeezed only for a limited choice of phase around ¢ = =/2.
What is the physical significance of this result?

Consider a non-degenerate parametric amplification process
(Eq. (16.1.2)) in the parametric approximation (b — S,
exp(—i¢)). Show that the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

(alalasas%(alajaiai)t = ((alafaias)zf

is violated in this process. Assume the signal and idler fields
to be initially in the vacuum state.
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16.3

164

16.5

Consider a degenerate parametric oscillator such that one end
mirror of the optical cavity is partially transmitting, through
which, instead of an ordinary vacuum, a multi-mode squeezed
vacuum centered around the signal frequency vy couples to
the field inside the cavity. Write down the equations of motion
for (a), (a?), and (a'a). Show that the steady-state intracavity
squeezing at the pump threshold can be larger than 50 percent.

In the density operator approach, the equation of motion for
the density operator p for the signal field for the degenerate
parametric oscillator is given by

. i €
p= —% [v, pl — E(aTap — 2a,oaT + paTa),

where ¥ is the interaction Hamiltonian (16.1.4).
(a) Derive the equations of motion for {(a), (a?), and
{a'a) when the phase of the pump field is chosen to be
n/2. Compare these equations with the corresponding
equations derived in Section 16.2 using a Heisenberg—
Langevin approach.
(b) By solving these equations, show that

(AX1)? = Gi(AX1)} + Ni(1 — Gy),
(AX2)! = Go(AX2)§ + No(1— Gy).

Find G1, Gg, N1, and Ng.

Consider a degenerate parametric amplification process in the
parametric approximation (Eq. (16.1.4)). It is assumed that
the pump field has no phase fluctuations ¢ = ¢¢, but it has
amplitude fluctuations f, = o+ f1(t). The random amplitude
B1(t), with zero mean, {f;(¢)) = 0, is described by the so-called
Ornstein—Uhlenbeck process,

(Br(t)Ba(t))) = TeT01),

Find {a);, (a*);, and {a'a), and show that squeezing decreases
with increasing I'.
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CHAPTER 17

Atom optics

Matter—wave interferometry dates from the inception of quantum me-
chanics, ie., the early electron diffraction experiments. More recent
neutron interferometry experiments have yielded new insights into
many fundamental aspects of quantum mechanics. Presently, atom
interferometry has been demonstrated and holds promise as a new
field of optics — matter—wave optics. This field is particularly interest-
ing since the potential sensitivity of matter~wave interferometers far
exceeds that of their light-wave or ‘photon’ antecedents.

In this chapter we consider the physics of light-induced forces on
the center-of-mass motion of atoms and their application to atom
optics (Fig. 17.1). The most obvious being the recoil associated with
the emission and absorption of light. This ‘radiation pressure’ is the
basis for laser induced cooling.*

Another very important mechanical effect is the gradient force
due to, e.g, transverse variation in the laser beam. These, essentially
semiclassical, forces are useful in guiding and trapping neutral atoms.

After considering the basic forces which allow us to cool, guide, and
trap atoms, we turn to the optics of atomic center-of-mass de Broglie
waves, i.e., atom optics. In keeping with the spirit of the present text,
we will focus on the quantum limits to matter-wave interferometry.
An analysis of a matter—-wave gyro in an obvious extension of the
laser gyro and the similarity and relative merits of the two will be
compared and contrasted.

Finally we derive the “recoil limit” to laser cooling; and show that
it is possible to supersede this limit via atomic coherence effects.

*

TFot further teading, see the proceedings of the CXU Eanrico Fermi School, edited by Arimondo.
Phillips, and Strumia (1992).
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17.1 Mechanical effects of light

As a consequence of the conservation of energy and momentum,
atoms can experience light-induced forces during their interaction
with a radiation field. In this section, we discuss the application of
these forces in causing the deflection, cooling, and diffraction of the
atomic beams. We also discuss the gradient force due to transverse
variation of the laser field.

17.1.1 Atomic deflection

When an atom absorbs or emits a photon of frequency v from a
light beam, a transfer of recoil momentum Ap = hk = hv/c takes
place between the atom and the field. If absorption is followed by
stimulated emission, no net momentum is transferred to the atom
as the momentum transferred in the process of absorption is can-
celed by an equal but opposite transfer of momentum in the process
of stimulated emission. If, however, absorption is followed by spon-
taneous emission, there is a net momentum transfer to the atom
as the spontaneous emission in arbitrary directions gives no av-
erage contribution to the momentum. If this process (absorption
followed by spontaneous emission) takes place a large number of
times, a substantial transfer of momentum can occur, from the light
beam to the atom, leading to atomic deflection. In the following,
we derive an expression for the deflection or recoil force on the
atoms.

As discussed above, an atom experiences a momentum recoil of
Ap = kk upon each radiative event. Hence the absorptive force of the
atom F, is given by

F, = rhk, (17.1.1)

where r is the rate of radiation decay or the net fluorescence rate.
For a two-level atom at rest, with a transition frequency w, the
rate r is proportional to the upper level occupancy p,, of the atom,
ie.,

r=Tpy, (17.1.2)

where I is the spontaneous emission rate from the excited state |a) to
the ground state |b).

The interaction of a two-level atom with a radiation field of fre-
quency v is described by the following set of equations for the density
matrix elements:
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Pab=— (lA + ‘1;‘) Pap + 1QRPa — %QR, (17.1.3)
iQ

Paa = —Tpaa + TR(Pab — Pba)- (17.1.4)

. . r . i

Pba = (IA - 5) Pba — IQRPa + EQR. (17.1.5)

These equations are obtained by generalizing Egs. (10.C.1)-(10.C.4)
to include the detuning A = @w — v. Here Qg is the Rabi frequency
associated with the light beam. A steady-state solution of Eqgs. (17.1.3)-
©(17.1.5) yields

Qi
=-—""R 17.1.6
Pae = A7+ T2 + 205, (17.1.6)
The absorptive force is thus given by
2
F, = kT b (17.1.7)

AN T2 4208

and is in the same direction as the light beam.

17.1.2 Laser cooling™

So far we have considered the force of a light beam on an atom at
rest. If the atom is moving with a velocity v along the light beam, it
sees a Doppler shifted frequency, v 4+ ko, of the light beam. Here the
+ (or —) sign corresponds to a situation when the atom is moving in
the opposite (or same) direction to the light beam. The expression for
the absorptive force F, then becomes

O

F,=hk[—— .
HA T ko) + 172 +203

(17.1.8)

In the limit of no saturation (Qgr = 0 in the denominator) and a small
velocity, we can expand the denominator. The resulting expression for
F,is

Fy = F, £ fmo, (17.1.9)

* The laser cooling concept was first proposed by Hinsch and Schawlow [1975] for free atoms
and by Wineland and Dehmelt [1975] for trapped ions.
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where
Qz
F,=hI[-—R __ 17.1.10
r4A2 +1I72 ( )
2A
B = 8hk’T b (17.1.11)

m(4A? + T2)2°

The first term in Eq. (17.1.9) is a constant deflecting force, whereas
the second term, proportional to atomic velocity, acts like a friction
term.

If the atom is located in a standing wave, it sees two oppositely
moving light waves, one in the same direction as the velocity of the
atom and other in the opposite direction. We assume that the forces
due to the two beams can be superimposed. Hence the total force on
the atom in a standing wave is

Fstanding wave = (Fo — fmv) — (F, + fmv)
= —2fm, (17.1.12)

i.e., the deflection forces F, cancel and the friction forces from the two
beams remain. The friction force is responsible for the slowing down
of the atom leading to laser cooling.

Physically, we can understand the process of laser cooling as follows.
If A >0, 1ie., @ > v, the field moving in the opposite direction to the
atom will be Doppler up-shifted, thus compensating the detuning. The
atom will therefore be decelerated. By this mechanism the atoms can
be slowed down to the pace of extremely sluggish atomic molasses.

17.1.3 Atomic diffraction

When a beam of atoms interacts with the periodic structure of a stand-
ing wave, a diffractive scattering takes place. This sends the atomic
beam in many directions as shown in Fig. 17.1(a). This phenomenon
is analogous to the scattering of a light wave from an optical grat-
ing. Under suitable conditions, the atomic beam can be diffracted
into two directions only, resulting in an atomic beam-splitter. Such a
beam-splitter can be used in atomic interferometers.

Here we give a simple derivation of this effect, which neglects the
internal two-level structure of the atom.

The dipole interaction of an atom interacting resonantly with a
standing-wave field in the z-direction is given by

H = pbosinkz, (17.1.13)
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Fig. 17.1

(a) Interaction of the
atomic beam with a
standing wave can
result in atomic
diffraction. (b) Field
gradient force can
make atoms rebound
like a light beam
reflected from a
mirror. (¢) Atomic
beam may be
focussed by the

gradient force of the

electromagnetic field.
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where g is the atomic dipole moment. If the atom is initially in a
momentum eigenstate with momentum kg, i.e., (z, 0) = exp(ikoz), we
find the time-dependent wave function

i
y(z,t) = exp (—ﬁf1t> y(z,0)
= exp(—iQgt sinkz) exp(ikoz)

= > Ju(Qrt) explitko + nk)z], (17.1.14)

n=--00

where Qr = @&y /h is the Rabi frequency and J, is the nth order
Bessel function. The momentum representation of y(z,t), ie., P(p,t),
is obtained by taking the Fourier transformation of Eq. (17.1.14):

Pp.ty=h > Ju(Qrt)S[p — hko + nk)]. (17.1.15)

n=—00

This represents the diffractive scattering into many momentum com-
ponents spaced by the photon momenta #ik. This diffractive scattering
is due to the fact that the atom, during its passage through the stand-
ing wave, can exchange an integral number of photons of momenta
Fik in the + or —z-direction (see Fig. 17.2).

Fig. 17.2

An atomic beam of
wave vector ko can
acquire a momentum
nhk during passage
through a standing
wave resulting in
atomic diffraction.
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17.1.4 Semiclassical gradient force

We now consider the force of an atom which enters the cavity in a
field region having a strong transverse variation. This is, for example,
the situation in a highly focussed Gaussian laser beam. We calculate
the magnitude of this gradient force.

The interaction Hamiltonian for an atom interacting with the field
can be written in the dipole approximation as

H1=—PE(r,1), (17.1.16)

where, for a light beam propagating in the z-direction,

1 )
E(r,t) = 56o(x, y)e 0tk 4 e, (17.1.17)

In the semiclassical approximation, we can replace the dipole moment
operator £ in Eq. (17.1.16) by its expectation value

(D) = papar™ ™ +cc. (17.1.18)

In the rotating-wave approximation, the interaction energy is thus
equal to

—hQ
Wy = T"(pba + Pab); (17.1.19)

where Qr = pu&o/h is the Rabi frequency, which we assume to be
real.
A steady-state solution of Egs. (17.1.3)-(17.1.5) yields

—2Qr(A +i'/2)

17.1.20
4A2 + T2 +20%° ( )

Pab =

which gives

_ 2HAQR(x, )

AN T2 4207
Now the atom entering the field region will experience a force (for

Qr <T)

| (17.1.21)

F=-V. W
2hA 5
= _WVLQR(X’ y), (17122)
where V| is the transverse gradient. For a plane wave, Qg is indepen-
dent of transverse coordinates, and this force vanishes. However for a
focussed beam of width a
Q2
IV, Q%) ~ TR (17.1.23)
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the force (17.1.22) then becomes

2hAQ%
F= AN 1) (17.1.24)
The semiclassical gradient force is thus proportional to the detuning
and its direction depends on the sign of A. For positive detuning the
force is in the direction of the field gradient. This force may thus
make the atoms rebound like a light beam reflected from a mirror
(Fig. 17.1(b)). Alternatively, an atomic beam may experience focussing

and the situation corresponds to that of a cylindrical lens (Fig. 17.1(c)).

17.2 Atomic interferometry

In this section, we develop the theory of atomic interferometers cast
in an operator formalism. This formalism will be employed to study
the quantum limit on the overall sensitivity of the device in the next
section. We also consider the use of an atom interferometer as a
rotation detector or a gyroscope.

17.2.1 Atomic Mach—Zehnder interferometer

As depicted in Fig. 17.3, we consider a scheme whereby a stream of
N atoms are sent through a Mach—Zehnder interferometer during a
measurement time t,. The atoms are split at beam-splitter 1, follow
paths « or f3, are reflected off mirrors, and are then recombined at
beam-splitter 2. The recombined atoms are detected at upper detector
a or lower detector b where interference fringes are recorded.

We assume that, upon reflection from a beam-splitter surface, the
particles undergo an unimportant phase shift that we take to be x/2,
but that, in reality, depends upon the structure of the beam-splitter.
Upon passage through a beam-splitter, however, the atom undergoes
a phase shift of ¢; (i = 1,2 for the first and second beam-splitter,
respectively). The cumulative effect in the interferometer of these
various processes on the atomic wave function vy is depicted in Fig.
17.3(b), and leads to a wave function v, corresponding to the upper
detector, namely

Ve = %ei&, [1 _ e~ik<l,—lﬁ)], (17.2.1)
and
wp = %eiﬂb [1 + e"ik(la“lﬁ)] , (17.2.2)

where 0, = n/2+kl, + @2, and 0, = kl, + @1 + ¢», and where, without
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Fig. 173

(a) Schematic of the
atomic
Mach-Zehnder
interferometer.

(b) Phase changes by
the beam-splitters
and mirrors account
for accumulated
phase shifts in the
upper or lower
branches. (From M.
O. Scully and J. P.
Dowling, Phys. Rev.
A 48, 3186 (1993).)

/ Detectora

Beam-
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Beam-
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(b)

loss of generality, we let ¢; = @, = =. Here, k is the atomic wave num-
ber and I, and I3 are the path lengths through the upper and the lower
branches, respectively. We imagine now that the beam is recombined
by the second beam-splitter and the detectors a and b shown in Fig.
17.3(a) count the number of atoms as they arrive in the recombined
upper beam or lower beam, respectively. If we label N atoms with the
index i = 1, .., N, as those sent through the interferometer during the
measurement time t,,, then the appropriate state vector |¢); for the ith
atom in the interferometer, after recombination, is given by

i6
(1= e7) [10,00); + 5 (1+€7) 05 1)

(17.2.3)

eif)a
lp): = 3

where here ¢.p = k(l, — Ig). We see that this state is an appropriate
superposition of the number states |1,,0;) and |0,, 1) corresponding
to an atom incident on the upper or lower detector, respectively. The
state vector |®@)y for the N-atom state is then constructed via a direct
product of the individual atomic states, namely
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N
®)v =[] lo) (17.2.4)

Let ca, and c¢,;, where ¢ = a,b, be the creation and annihilation
operators, respectively, for the number states |ng,np);, Where, corre-
sponding to number operators n,; = c];,ica,,-, the eigenvalues n, and n,
are O or 1. Then the number operator N, for the number of upper or

lower atoms is determined by

N
No =Y no (0 =ab), (17.2.5)

and the operator ¢ obeys the commutation relations

[coich; £ b jeoi] = 3y, (17.2.6)
where the plus or minus sign indicates Bose or Fermi statistics, re-
spectively. The statistical nature of the atoms will be important in
circumstances where the density of particles in the interferometer is
so large that there is more than one atom at a time within a single
coherence length, or if the atoms are injected in a correlated manner
into the input port. The expectation values (N,)y of these number
operators, Eq. (17.2.5), are given by

1—emiow e"‘/’“/’ ?

Mz

<(D|N |(D i<1a, Ob|na,i|1a, 0b>ia (17'2'7)

i=1

S|l

i=1

2
—igeg
N (DN, | 1 + e

{0, 1p|mp 00, 15)i.  (17.2.8)

This yields the expressions for the mean number of atoms in the «
and f# branches as

(Na)n = Nsin® @up/2,  (Np)nv = Ncos’ u/2.  (17.29)

These expectations constitute the signal.

17.2.2 Atomic gyroscope

We now consider an idealized atomic interferometer used as a rotation
sensor or gyroscope. The atom interferometer consists of semicircular
arms as depicted in Fig. 17.4. If the loop rotates with an angular
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Fig. 17.4

Schematic of an
atomic interferometer
with semicircular
arms to be used as a
rotation sensor or
gYroscope.

frequency Q, about an axis through its center and normal to the
loop plane, the path difference between counter-propagating and co-
propagating beams can be seen to be (see Eq. (4.1.12))

27b%Q,
AL = ”l; : (17.2.10)
where b is the radius of the beam path and » is the atomic velocity.

This path difference translates into a Sagnac phase difference of
| 2nb2Q,  2A4Q,

Af — =, 17.2.11
vA va ( )
where A is the area enclosed by the arms and
-k
= — 212
A o~ (17.2.12)

is the atomic de Broglie wavelength. The phase difference is then given
by
2AmQ,
AO = ;" , (17.2.13)
This expression holds for both atom and light interferometers, if, in

the photon case, we define an effective photon mass m, implicitly by

m,c? = hy. (17.2.14)

Now, since the ‘mass’ of a photon is governed by optical energies of
a few electron volts whereas atomic masses are of the order 10° Mev,
we see that the matter-wave gyroscopes potentially have a signal that
is enhanced by many orders of magnitude, compared to the laser gy-
roscopes. However, in order to determine the minimum rotation rate,
we have to consider the noise in an atom interferometer, to which we
turn in the next section.
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17.3 Quantum noise in an atomic interferometer

We compute the quantum noise fluctuations using the second quan-
tized formalism developed earlier. Recalling the definitions for the
number operator N,, Eq. (17.2.5), and the state vector |®)y, Eq.
(17.2.4), and using the commutation relations, Eq. (17.2.6), we may
write,

(ANZ) = n(®IN2@)n — (n(DIN,|®)n)*

N N N 2
NP noi Y ngj|®)y — (N(‘D| > na,i|q)>N)
=1 =l i=1
N N

Z i (P|nal|(/’ Z j<(P|na,j|(P>j

i=1 Jj=1
J#

N N 2
+Z <(p|cal(1+nat)cal|(l’ (Z i (P|nal|(/’ )

i=1 i=1

N N
== Sln Pap Z (P|Cal alcalcat|(l’> (o =a,b),

(17.3.1)

where, as before, the upper and lower terms correspond to ¢ = a or b,
respectively, and the + sign refers to the statistics of the particles: a
plus sign for bosons and a minus sign for fermions. We note that the
last, statistics-dependent term of Eq. (17.3.1) is the sum of nonnegative
matrix elements and so itself is nonnegative or nonpositive, according
to the plus sign or negative sign, respectively. A quantitative analysis
of the contribution of this statistics-dependent term requires a specific
model of the coherences between atoms in a dense beam. However,
one can qualitatively state that for sufficiently high densities the use
of fermionic atoms will tend to lower the quantum noise limit. This is
because the last term will be negative. Bosons will have the opposite
effect. In many experiments of interest, the beam intensity is so low
that there is only one atom at a time within a single coherence length.
In this case, the statistics-dependent term in the last line of Eq. (17.3.1)
is zero, and we are left with the result

(AN,) = g Sin @yp. (17.32)

We notice that this result depends on the total number of atoms N.
Now, the signal in either branch N, is given by Eq. (17.2.9).
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The quantum fluctuations in phase A,z in the measured phase
difference ¢,s may be determined by (see Eq. (4.4.51))

_ (AN
1A0atl = 3TN, Y g

_ 1 (173.3)

N
a result that is independent of ¢,g. This independence might appear
surprising at first, but it is a direct result of the fact that the quantum
number state noise (AN,) is proportional to the slope of the signal
{N,) for the upper and lower number states considered here.

We conclude by applying this result to the gyroscope problem. Let
us note that the atom number N is given by jt,, where j is the
atom flux (in atoms per second) hitting the detector. We have from
Eq. (17.3.3) the minimum detectable phase shift, @min = 1/./jim,» and
equating this to the signal derived earlier, ¢%8" = 44mQ, /h, we find
the minimum detectable rotation rate Q™ is given by

Qmin ~ _h_ _1_
T 24m [jty
This should be compared to the same result obtained using an optical

interferometer in which the flux j is given by the power P divided by
the photon energy fv, in other words

. h hv
Q> light 17.3.5
P\ b (g, (1735)

where m, is the effective photon mass, defined by m, = hv/c% As
mentioned before, we note that the typical photon effective mass gives
an increase in sensitivity of 10'°. This mass factor, however, is offset
by the low particle flux available for atoms. This fact increases the
laser gyroscope sensitivity over that of matter-wave devices by a
factor of around 10%. In addition, the atoms make about one ‘round
trip’ through an interferometer, whereas in a ring laser gyroscope the
photons make many (=~ 10*) circuits around the ring and yield an
additional sensitivity factor of 10* in favor of the laser system. This
still leaves the matter-wave device 10* times more sensitive.

(matter). (17.3.4)

17.4 Limits to laser cooling

17.4.1 Recoil limit

We turn now to the question of velocity spread i.e., fluctuations in the
momentum distribution associated with laser cooling. The z compo-
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nent of the atomic momentum after absorption of n photons is given
by

p=po-+nhk+ Y ik cos 0; (17.4.1)
j=1

where ik cos 0; is the projection, onto the z axis, of the jth sponta-
neously emitted photon.

Note that both the number of absorption events, n, and the emission
directions of the emitted photons are random variables. We next give
a heuristic derivation of the fluctuations in radiation pressure due to
these two random processes.

Considering the fluctuations due to spontaneous emission (SE), we
note that the number of SE events per second is given by

N
% =TPy, (17.4.2)

where I' is the spontaneous emission rate and P is the probability
that the laser-driven atom is in the excited state. The diffusion in
momentum in a time At is then characterized by

Ap* = (p*) — (p)? (17.4.3)
and since (p) vanishes due to a large number of SE events we have
dN

2 = (hk 2%y
Ap” = (kk) 7 At
= h2k2gAt (17.4.4)

where in the last line we have noted that dN /dt =T'/2 since Pz = 1/2
for a damped, driven, two-level atom.
Recalling that the diffusion coefficient is 2Dsg = Ap?/At we have

Dsg = %h2k2F, (17.4.5)

which is the momentum diffusion coefficient due to spontaneous emis-
sion.

Likewise, there are fluctuations in radiation pressure due to fluctua-
tions in the number of absorption events leading to atomic excitation.
It turns out that this source of noise is essentially equal to that due to
SE fluctuations. Hence the fluctuations due to emission and absorption
are characterized by a diffusion in velocity given by

D =rKT/m* . (17.4.6)



17.4 Limits to laser cooling 501

Thus may we write the Fokker-Planck equation for the velocity space
probability density P(v,t) :
P 0

é
s [d(u) + D(u)%] P, (17.4.7)

where the drift (damping) coefficient d governs the cooling process
and the diffusion (fluctuation) coefficient D governs the effective tem-
perature of the cold gas.

From Eq (17.4.7) we see that, at steady state,

P() = PO)exp [— A d(u’)/D(u’)du’] , (1748)

and using the fact that maximum damping occurs when A and Qg in
Eq. (17.1.11) are of order I, we have d ~ hk*v/mg, and taking D(v)
from Eq. (17.4.6), the velocity distribution (17.4.8) becomes

P(v) = P(0)exp(—mv? /AT . (17.49)
Comparing (17.4.9) to the usual Boltzmann distribution

f(v) = f(0)exp(—mv? /2kg T , (17.4.10)
we have the effective temperature for a laser cooled gas

Ter = AL/ 2kp. (17.4.11)

Eq. (17.4.11) is called the multi-photon recoil (“Doppler”) limit to laser
cooling, and is in the ballpark of a few hundred micro-Kelvin. Such low
temperatures are interesting in many applications, but things get even
better when we add the physics of atomic coherence, ie., population
trapping, to the laser cooling problem, as we see in the next section.

17.4.2 Velocity selective coherent population trapping”

In the previous section we found that for two-level atoms the recoil
limit to laser cooling is given by Eq. 17.4.11. But if we extend our
considerations to multi-level atoms, and in particular atoms having
two lower levels, then it is possible to cool beyond the single photon
recoil limit, kg T = h*k2 /2m.

In order to see this, consider the situation as depicted in Fig. 17.5.
There we see an atom of momentum p, = p driven by two fields of
polarization ¢ and ¢~. Now velocity selective coherent population

* For a good account of this ingenious idea sce A, Aspect, E. Arimondo, R. Kaiser. N,

Vantseenkiste, and C. Cohen-Tannoudji, J. Opt. Soc. Am. B6, 2112 (1989); for another clever

‘subrecoil cooling’ scheme see M. Kasevich and S. Chu, Phys. Rev, Lett. 69, 1741 (1992). Please

note that by “subrecoil” we mean below the single photon limit; which is, naturally, below the
multi-photon recoil limit.



502 Atom optics

le, p)

v, ot

|6, p - hik) |b,, p +hk)

trapping (VSCPT) occurs when the atom, after being excited, falls into
the state

1
Ny

We take the interaction with the laser field to be

(17.4.12)

¥e)(p) = [|b+,p k) + b, p hk>] .

V= %13 [_| a) (b_| p~ilvi—kz+¢) + |a) (b+| e—i(vt+kz+¢)] +he.
(17.4.13)

where we have chosen the matrix elements such that g, and @.;,
differ by a sign. From (17.4.12) and (17.4.13) we see that

(a,p|V|¥nc(P)) =0. (17.4.14)

When an atom is excited to state |a, p), it can spontaneously emit
a photon in any direction, and the atomic momentum can change by
any amount, q, from hk to —hk. But when it happens to fall into a
noncoupled state it will cease to absorb laser photons.

In order to see clearly what is happening in VSCPT consider the
situations wherein a spontaneously emitted photon has left the atom
in a superposition of the two states

1

¥nc(q) = ﬁ (|b+, q+hk) +|b_,q— hk)) (17.4.15a)
1

¥c(q)) = NG (|b+,q +hk) — |b_,q — hk)) (17.4.15b)

Fig. 17.5

Atom moving in
z-direction with
momentum p while
driven from lower
level (J =1, m=—1)
state |b_) to upper
level J=1,m=0)
state |a) via o+
radiation, and (J =1,
m = +1) state |b) to
|a) state via 6™
radiation.
Momentum of atom
in states b, coupling
to excited state
having momentum p,
is p + hk.
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However, these states are, in general. coupled by the kinetic energy
operator, that is

2 hik
(Pe(@) 2= Fncl@) =~ . (17.4.16)

Hence an atom which falls into the state |¥nc(q)) will evolve into
a superposition of |¥nc(q)) and [Pc(q)) due to the nonvanishing
matrix element (17.4.16) of the kinetic energy operator coupling these
states. However, in the case of q = 0, these states are uncoupled, and
[¥nc(0)) is seen to be a ‘perfect’ trapping state.

To summarize: a multi-level atom, of the type shown in Fig. 17.5,
can be cooled below the single photon limit of some micro-Kelvin
via VSCPT. Atoms are trapped in the zero-velocity non-coupled state
['¥nc(0)). At present, VSCPT has been used to yield temperatures in
the nano-Kelvin domain.

Problems

171 As seen in Eq. (17.1.15), an atom experiences a diffractive
scattering in a standing wave with momentum components
spaced by the photon momenta #ik. Show that the momentum
width is given by

(Ap?) = %#khﬁﬂ.
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CHAPTER 18

The EPR paradox,
hidden variables, and
Bell’s theorem

Quantum mechanics is an immensely successful theory, occupying
a unique position in the history of science. It has solved mysteries
ranging from macroscopic superconductivity to the microscopic theory
of elementary particles and has provided deep insights into the nature
of vacuum on the one hand and the description of the nucleon on
the other. Whole new fields such as quantum optics and quantum
electronics owe their very existence to this body of knowledge.

However, despite the stunning successes of quantum mechanics,
there is no general agreement on the conceptual foundations and
interpretation of the subject. The theory provides unambiguous in-
formation about the outcome of a measurement of a physical object.
However, many feel that it does not provide a satisfactory answer to
the nature of the “reality” we should attribute to the physical objects
between the acts of measurement.

The conceptual difficulty comes about because the wave function |yp)
is usually given by a coherent superposition of various distinguishable
experimental outcomes. If we denote the collection of states that
represent the possible outcomes of an experiment by |yp;), then [y)
= >, ¢jly;) where ¢; = (y;|p). The probability of the outcome |y;) is
pi= ;2. In the process of measurement, the so called collapse of the
wave function takes place and a single, definite state |y;) of the physical
object is chosen. The difficulty comes about in the interpretation of
the mechanism by which this definite state is chosen from amongst all
the possible outcomes.

An important consequence of the quantum mechanical formalism
is that it does not seem to allow a local description of events in the
sense discussed below. Alternatively, a local theory can be achieved
but with the additional difficulties of negative probabilities.
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This counter-intuitive nonlocal aspect of quantum mechanics has
been a subject of debate since the early days. In particular, Einstein,
Podolsky, and Rosen (EPR) conjectured, on the basis of a gedanken
experiment, that quantum mechanics is an incomplete theory. In the
absence of a concrete experimental situation to test the reality and
locality aspects of quantum mechanics, the debate concerning the
foundations of quantum mechanics continued to be essentially philo-
sophical in nature for many years.

The situation however changed dramatically when, in 1964, J. S. Bell
formulated certain inequalities, known as Bell’s inequalities,” which
should always be true for any theory that satisfies the intuitively
reasonable notions of reality and locality. One of the most interesting
results of modern physics is that quantum mechanics violates Bell’s
inequalities in certain situations, and that experimental results agree
with the quantum mechanical predictions.

In this chapter, we present the EPR arguments concerning the
incompleteness of quantum mechanics. We then discuss Bell’s inequality
and the quantum mechanical results violating it. The disagreement
between Bell’s inequality and the quantum mechanical predictions
is further sharpened by the study of various alternative theories to
quantum mechanics, hidden variable (HV) theories being prominent
among these. In order to better understand the problem, we show
that a ‘nonlocal’ hidden variable theory can be developed which is in
agreement with quantum theory. Finally, we show that a new kind of
equality, the so-called Greenberger-Horne-Zeilinger (GHZ) equality,
is violated by quantum mechanics.

The present chapter, and the next two chapters as well, deal with
interpretational problems of quantum mechanics. In all such studies,
we follow the lead of Lamb [1969]; namely, develop the analysis
around the theory for an apparatus which is designed to make the
appropriate measurements. This sharpens the arguments and keeps
the goal in focus.

18.1 The EPR ‘paradox’

In 1935, Einstein, Podolsky, and Rosen (EPR) presented an argument
to show that there are situations in which the general probabilistic
scheme of quantum theory seems to be incomplete. Here we present a
variation of this argument due to Bohm.

* For a beautiful account of the subject, see Mermin [1990a,b)].
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Let us consider a two-component system consisting of two spin-
1/2 particles (e.g., the Hg, molecule). Up to some time ¢t = 0, these
particles are taken to be in a bound state of zero angular momentum.
We designate the corresponding state vector as |V »). At time t =0
we ‘turn off’ the binding potential (e.g.. we photo-disintegrate the
molecule) but introduce no angular momentum into the system and
do not disturb the spins in any way. The separate parts of the system
are now free to move off to opposite sides of the laboratory (or the
universe for that matter). We now consider two kinds of experimental
arrangements as shown in Figs. 18.1(a) and 18.1(b).

First we consider the case where we measure the z-component of
spin 1 as indicated in Fig. 18.1(a). Before making the measurement on
spin 1 the state vector for the system is

1
ﬁﬂ T1,42) — 111, 12)), (18.1.1)

where | 11, ]2) labels the state of particle 1 with spin projection +1/2,
and the state of the second particle with spin projection —1/2 with
respect to the z-axis, etc.

Now one version of the EPR argument runs as follows:

['P12) =

(1) Pick an arbitrary direction, which we can take to be the z-axis,
and pass one Hg atom (say atom 1) through a Stern—Gerlach
apparatus (SGA) oriented along the z-axis. The particle will
now be deflected in either the + or —z direction, say +z. Thus
we know the value of ¢, of that state is +1.

(2) Knowing that the spin of particle 1 is up, we now know the
spin of particle 2 is down. But if we then pass atom 2 through
a SGA oriented along the x-axis we will find that particle 2
has a definite spin along the x-direction (either +x or —x),
ie., we now know the value of o,.

(3) Therefore, as the argument goes, we know both the z and x
components of spin 2, which is a violation of complementarity.

It is worthwhile to restate the above version of the EPR paradox,
which focused on an apparent violation of complementarity (we have
“found” both g, and ,), in terms of a state vector picture.

Let us consider first the case where we measure the z-component
of spin 1 as indicated in Fig. 18.1(a). Before making the measurement
(at some time tg) on spin 1 the state vector for the system is

v = 5 Tl =1 L) (18.12)
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- Spin 1

(b)

where < denotes the state before (t < ty) ‘looking’ at particle 1. Now
if after a measurement on particle 1 we find it to be, say, in the spin
down state | 1), then the state of particle 2 is given by

lw7) =1 12)- (18.1.3)

Here y; denotes the state of system 2 after (t > to) measuring
particle 1.

At this point EPR argue as follows: since at the time of measure-
ment the two systems no longer interact, no real change has taken
place in the second system as a consequence of anything that may

Fig. 18.1

Schematic of the
EPR gedanken
experiment. A
spin-zero system such
as orthohydrogen is
split by an external
field. The two
spin-1/2 particles
(protons) proceed in
opposite directions.
Particle 1 passes
through a
Stern-Gerlach
apparatus

(a) oriented along the
z-axis and

(b) oriented along
the x-axis.
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happen to the first system. That is, there exists no interaction between
the two systems. Furthermore, EPR argue, since we have not affected
particle 2 by looking at 1, the state of particle 2 must be the same
before and after the measurement. That is,

lw3) =1y3) =112, (18.1.4)

where |p5) and |p3) denote the ‘before’ and ‘after’ states.

But we could have just as well decided to measure the x-component
of particle 1 as in Fig. 18.1(b). Therefore, we naturally describe our
spins in terms of | + x) states

1

2

and our spin singlet state before the measirment is

65) = =

2

Now after finding spin 1 to be in, say, the state |—1), we have

| +x)=[4) (V=S ENS (18.1.5)

(I +1—2) = [ =1 +2)) (18.1.6)

|67) = |+2), (18.1.7)
which, following the EPR argument as before, implies
|97 = |+2), (18.1.8)

a very unsatisfactory state of affairs! For in the words of EPR: ‘Thus,
it is possible to assign two different state vectors [in our notation | 1)
and |+3)] to the same reality.

One way out of this problem is to argue that when we are looking
at a subsystem (e.g., particle 2 only), then we should be using a density
matrix formulation. In general, when we are considering a composite
system consisting of two subsystems, A and B, and if we are only
interested in expectation values of operators Q 4 which refer to system
A alone, ie.,

0=0,01z, (18.1.9)

then we are led to introduce the reduced density matrix p,. That is,
expressed in terms of the total density matrix p4p we have

(Q) = Trap(p40) = Z(a, blpasQla, b)

ab
=S "(al (bloas1slb)Dala) = Tra(pala),  (18.1.10)
a b

where reduced density matrix for system A4 is
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Py = " (blpas1slb) = Trg(pap). (18.1.11)
b

Hence we should properly be considering the density matrix for system
2 (before looking at 1). In the first experiment, this is given by

pr(I) = Tralpia (D] = (1 lwi) (wial 11) + (1 lwR) (wil L)
= 2T+ ) (2 )

1/10
=5 (0 1)2. (18.1.12)

Likewise, the density matrix corresponding to the second experiment

is
pr (1) = Tralpi(ID)] = (+1l6B)(PTl+1) + (—1loR) (b1al—1)
(I=2) (2| + [+2)(+2]), (18.1.13)

_1
S 2
which in terms of | 1;) and | |;) spinors becomes

P = 301) =1 L) = {2 D+ 12+ 1 12))
(T2 1+ {2 ]

= %(I T (M2 [+ 11202 ) = % ((1)(1))2' (18.1.14)

Hence we now have
pz ()= pz(II), (18.1.15)

which equality demonstrates the internal consistency of quantum the-
ory. That is, we do not have two different descriptions of the same
particle if we use the proper density matrix approach.

But even though the internal workings of quantum mechanics can
be made self-consistent,* quantum mechanics seems strange. Further-
more, it is just this clever use of ‘entangled’ (e.g., spin singlet) states
as introduced by EPR and expanded by Bell that teaches us just how
strange the quantum world really is.

The inability of quantum mechanics to make definite predictions
for the outcome of certain measurements led EPR to postulate the
existence of ‘hidden’ variables which are not known and perhaps not
measurable. It was hoped that an inclusion of these hidden variables
would restore the completeness and determinism to the quantum the-
ory. Bell’s inequalities, to which we turn next, provide a basis for a

* See also the treatment of Griffiths and of Gell-Mann and Hartle on a consistent interpretation

of quantum mechanics via quantum trajectories as discussed in Phys. Rev. Lett. 70, 2201 (1993)
and references therein.
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quantitative test of the hidden variable approach. It is shown that, by
performing correlation experiments of the type considered in EPR’s
argument, one can distinguish between the predictions of certain hid-
den variable theories and quantum mechanics.

18.2 Bell’s inequality

We consider the EPR gedanken experiment illustrated in Fig. 18.2.
A spin-zero system ‘splits’ into two spin-1/2 particles which then
have anticorrelated values of spin projection along any given axis.
For the purpose of proving Bell’s theorem we are interested in the
probability that particle 1 will pass through a Stern—Gerlach apparatus
(SGA;) in Fig. 18.2 which is oriented at an angle 8, with the vertical
(+z) direction and that particle 2 will pass through a Stern-Gerlach
apparatus (SGA;,) which is oriented at an angle ) to the vertical. We
denote this joint passage probability by P(,,0,) = Ps. To proceed
with the proof, we first establish our notation by considering the
expression,

particle 1 particle 2
Pp=P(+ — O | — + O). (18.2.1)
a b ¢ a b ¢

Here, the left side of the partition in the expanded notation refers to
particle 1 and the right side to particle 2. As shown in Eq. (18.2.1)
there are three ‘slots’ on each side of the partition in which we have
put either a plus sign, a minus sign, or a circle. The first, second, and
third slots are reserved for information concerning passage through
an SGA oriented at the angles §,, 6;, and 8., respectively. A plus sign
refers to passage and a minus sign to blockage. A circle means that the
particular joint probability in question does not contain information
about passage at that angle. So for example in Eq. (18.2.1) the first +
means that particle 1 passes the SGA oriented at 0, but then particle
2 would not pass through a SGA oriented at §, and this we denote
by a —. Likewise if particle 2 passes through a SGA at 6, we put a +
in the record slot to the right of the vertical bar and therefore a — in
the record slot associated with particle 1.

Now that we have explained the notation in general, let us return
to Eq. (18.2.1). Recall that P,, denotes the probability that particle
1 passes SGA; oriented at the angle 6, to the z-axis and particle 2
passes SGA; oriented at the angle 8, to the vertical. Likewise we write,

Ppe=P(O + —|O —+), (18.2.2)
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Spin 2 ¥

Spin |

and
Ppe=P+ O —| — O+). (18.2.3)
The usefulness of this notation becomes apparent when we take
the next step. Although the joint probability P,, says nothing about
passage at 8. we do know that for any given particle the probability
that it will pass an SGA oriented at 0, to the vertical plus the
probability that it will not pass such an apparatus must be equal to
unity. Using this fact and the anticorrelation of the spin projections
we write,

Pp=P+ — O] — +0)

=P+ —+| —+—)+P+ — —| — ++).
(18.2.4)
Similarly,
Ppe=P(O + =1 O —+)
=P+ + —| = =) +P(= + —| + —+), (1825)
Pie=P(+ O —| — O+)
=P+ + —| — —+H)+P+ — —| — +4). (18.2.6)

Given Egs. (18.2.4)-(18.2.6), the proof of Bell's theorem easily fol-
lows. We add P, and Py to get,

Py+Ppe=P+ — +| — + =)+ P+ — —| — ++)
+PH+ + —| — —H)+P(—+ —| + —+)
(182.7)
We note that, using Eq. (18.2.6), Eq. (18.2.7) can be written as,
Pyp+Ppe=Pye+P(H+ — +| — +-)
+P(— + — | + —+).

Classically, probabilities must be positive so that this implies,

(18.2.8)

Fig. 18.2

Schematic of the
EPR gedanken
experiment. A
spin-zero system such
as orthohydrogen is
split by an external
field. The two
spin-1/2 particles
(protons) proceed in
the opposite
directions where thes
pass through the
Stern-Gerlach
apparati oriented at
an angle 6, with the
vertical (+z)
direction in the case
of particle 1 and at
an angle 6, in the
case of particle 2. For
example the spin-up
particle as indicated
will ‘pass’ through
the lower hole.
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Py, + Py, > Py, (18.2.9)

This completes our proof of Bell’s theorem.

18.3 Quantum calculation of the correlations in Bell’s
theorem

The quantum calculation for the probability of a spin-1/2 particle
described by a state vector |¥) passing through a SGA oriented at
angle 0 is given by

Py (8) = |(61F)P2, (183.1)

where the state |0) is formed by rotating a ‘spin up’ state about the
y-axis

1) = e~ /2| 1), (18.3.2)

Here we recall that

ax=(? é) ay=(? _3), az=((1) _?), (18.33)
|T>=(é>, |1>=(?). (183.4)

We may rewrite (18.3.1) as

and

Py(6) = (P]0)(6]%F). (18.3.5)

Now the projection operator |0){(f| is a useful quantity which we
define as

np = |6)(0). (18.3.6)
From Eq. (18.3.2) this may be written as

my = e~ 02 1)(1 |02, (18.3.7)
and using the fact that

e~09/2| 1) = cos gl 1) + sin g| 1), (18.3.8)
we find that Eq. (18.3.7) becomes

1
Ty = 5(1 + 0, cos§ + oy sin ). (18.3.9)
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Now from the previous discussion we see that the probability of
simultaneous passage through SGAs at 6, and 8, by the particles
described by the spin singlet state Eq. (18.1.1) is

Pap = (P1almy )| ¥12), (18.3.10)
where the projection operators n},i) and n},f) correspond to particles 1
and 2. After a little algebra, see Problem 18.3, we find

— 1 _ 1. 2 9a_9b
Pab—4[1 cos(0, 9b)]—§sm ( 5 ) (18.3.11)

Now in our derivation of Bell’s inequality (18.2.9) we considered
only three angles. Hence, we may use our quantum mechanical result

Py = L sin? (9“ — 9”) , (18.3.12)

2 2

to check whether Bell’s theorem is ‘obeyed’ by quantum mechanics.
That is, is the ‘quantum version’ of Bell’s inequality obeyed?

1 . ,(0,—86 1 . ,/(0,—0, 1 . ,(0,—86,
- - > - —_— .
2sm( > )+2sm 3 _2sm >

(18.3.13)

To answer this we need only consider the angles 6, = 0, §, = n/4, and
0. = x/2, so that Eq. (18.3.13) implies
2 sin? il > sin? E,
8 4
or
0.15 > 0.25, (18.3.14)

which is false and therefore quantum mechanics violates the Bell’s
inequality!

Thus we have a clear situation in which the predictions of quan-
tum mechanics and hidden variable theory are at variance. Many
experiments have been, and continue to be, carried out and all of
the experiments to date favor quantum mechanics, as seen below.
There are still a few ‘loopholes’ which leave the question open but
most workers now believe that the ultimate experiment® will support
quantum mechanics.

What is it that went wrong in our derivation of Bell’s theorem?
How could such simple arguments be wrong? Perhaps the best way
to answer such question is through the study of the simple examples
that are considered in the next section.

* Kwiat, Eberhard, Steinberg, and Chiao [1994] and Fry, Walther, and Li [1995].
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It may be noted that there are a number of other Bell inequalities.
One useful form of the Bell inequalities (which is usually tested in
experiments) is due to Clauser and Horne, and is given by (see Problem
18.1)

S<i, (18.3.15)

where
_ P1a(64, 05)— P12(0s, 0,)+ P12(0;, 85)+ P12(0,, 6},)
P1(0;) + P2(65)

with P;(6,) and P,(6,) being the passage probabilities for particles 1
and 2 to pass through the respective Stern—Gerlach apparati at angles
8, and 8,, respectively.

In many experiments to test the Bell’s inequalities, certain sym-
metries help to simplify the inequality (18.3.15). In these experiments
Pi(0,) and P,(0,) are independent of the angles ¢/ and 8, respectively,
ie, P1(8)) = P and Py(8y) = P,. In addition the joint probabilities
P12(0,, 65) depend only on the magnitude of the difference of the an-
gles 6, and 6y, ie., P12(84,0;) = P12(|6. — 6,1). Suppose that we chose
04, Op, 0, and 0, in (18.3.16) so that

S

. (183.16)

00— 001 = 10, — O3] = 10, — 041 = 316, — Ol =2 (183.17)

We then have
3P12(0() - P12(30()
P+ P

Most experiments have been a variation of an experiment in which
one measures the polarization correlations of the photons emitted
successively in an atomic cascade. In such experiments, a three-level
atom proceeds from, for example, a J = 0 level to a J =1 level, and
terminates in a J = 0 level which is the atomic ground state. Typically
the atomic level scheme in calcium is employed where the 4p? 1S,
level is populated by laser radiation via two-photon excitation. It then
decays to the 4s® 1S, state via the 4p4s! P; level emitting two photons
of wavelengths 5513 A and 4227 A (see Fig. 18.3). Due to parity and
angular momentum conservation, there is a strong correlation in the
polarization of the emitted photons.

The schematics of the experiment are shown in Fig. 18.4. The pair
of correlated visible photons are emitted in the atomic cascade in a
well-stabilized high-efficiency source S. These photons pass through
the switching devices C; and C,, followed by two polarizers in two
different orientations: 6, and ¢, on side 1, and ), and 6} on side 2. The

S(a) = (18.3.18)
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4p4s'P,

N PM2

f‘\ Y (2 AN
&

Four-fold coincidence
monitoring

o>

photon multipliers PM1, PM2, PM1’, and PM2’ and the coincidence
counting electronics measures the joint probabilities.

The two photons are distinguishable by their wavelengths or fre-
quencies. We assume the emitting atom to be at the origin and consider
the emitted photons which counter-propagate in the +y-directions. An
optical filter in the +y-direction transmits only photons of frequency
vi and a filter in the —y-direction transmits only photons of frequency
vy. As the transitionis J =0 — J =1 — J = 0, the initial and final
states of the atom have zero angular momentum and the same parity.
Similarly, the two-photon state must have zero angular momentum
and even parity. The state of the polarization of the two photons, after
the passage through the filters, is of the form

Fig. 18.3

Level scheme of
calcium. The
two-photon route for
excitation to the
upper level 4p?1S; is
shown by dashed
lines.

Fig. 184

Schematic of the
photon correlation
experiment in
two-photon cascade
emission to test Bell's
inequality. (From A.
Aspect, J. Dalibard.
and G. Roger, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 49, 1804
(1982).)
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[¥12) = —=(IR)IR2) + [L1) L2 ). (18.3.19)

2

&l

where R and L refer to the photon polarizations being right and
left circular and the subscripts 1 and 2 refer to the photons having
frequencies v; and v,, respectively. A change of basis to linear polar-
ization states |x), |z) allows the state vector (18.3.19) to be rewritten
as

[¥12) = —=(l21)|22) + |x1)1x2)). (18.3.20)

2

&

The joint linear polarization measurement made by polarizers at angles
8, and 8, to the z-axis projects the state of Eq. (18.3.20) onto the two
polarization states

04) = cos O4)z1) + sin O,x1), (18.3.21)
|0p) = cos Op|z2) + sin Op|x2). (18.3.22)

The quantum mechanical probability for passage through the two
polarization analyzers is therefore given by

P13(6a, 85) = |{6al(05|¥12) %,
= %0052(9(, — 0y). (18.3.23)
Next we calculate P;(0) and P»(8). If the incident photon of frequency

v; is polarized along the x-axis, then the probability of passing the
polarizer oriented at an angle § with the x-axis, with

[¥) = cosf|x) + sin §|z), (18.3.24)

is cos® 0. However, as the incident beam is unpolarized, we average
over all values of 8, ie.,

2n
Pﬂ@):% /o cos’ 0d0

1
=5 (18.3.25)

Similarly
1
Py(0) = 3 (18.3.26)

We now substitute the values of Pia(6,,0,), P1(), and P>(8) from
Egs. (18.3.23), (18.3.25), and (18.3.26), respectively, in Eq. (18.3.18),



520 The EPR paradox, hidden variables, and Bell’s theorem

1.5

Quantum theory

10 o e =\ — — — —\ _______

Upper bound
from Bell’s theorem

3 05 |
w2
0 L
0.5 I ] ] ]
/4 /2
o
and obtain
_ 3Ppa(a) — Pra(3e)
S(0)= P T P,
= %(3 cos’ & — cos? 3a). (18.3.27)

For o = 22.5° this reduces to
5(22.5°) = 1.207, (18.3.28)

in clear violation of the Bell’s inequality (18.3.15). In Fig. 18.5, S(«) is
plotted against «. It is seen that Bell’s inequality (18.3.15) is violated
for 0 < o < 3m/16.

18.4 Hidden variables from a quantum optical
perspective”

Belinfante in his scholarly book on hidden variable (HV) theory
shows that HV theories are not so far from quantum mechanics
(QM) as might be thought. Stimulated by Belinfante’s treatment and
observations, one is led to apply quantum distribution theory to the

* This section follows Scully [1983]; for further reading see Mermin [1993].

Fig. 18.5

S(x) versus « as giver.
by Eq. (18.3.27). The
dashed line shows the
upper bound from
Bell’s inequality.
(From J. F. Clauser
and A. Shimony,
Rep. Prog. Phys. 41
1881 (1978).)
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spin-1/2 system, much as we want to do in quantum optics. In so
doing a hidden variable theory is suggested which is in agreement with
quantum theory insofar as the two-particle correlation experiments are
concerned, but is clearly nonlocal.

Let us begin by recalling the joint probability that particle 1 is
passed through a SGA oriented at an angle 6, to the vertical (+z)
direction and that particle 2 is passed through a SGA oriented at an
angle 8, to the vertical, as given by the correlation function

Pp(8,,60,) = (¥|n)ni)|P), (184.1)
and for the spin singlet we found (see Eq. (18.3.11))
1
P12(8a,0p) = 1 —cos(ba — ). (QM) (18.4.2)

Next we consider the same problem following Belinfante; we require
that in order to give hidden variable theories an air of possibility we
want them to yield the same results as quantum mechanics, at least in
the simplest cases. For example, in an unpolarized beam only 1/2 the
particles should pass through a given SGA. Further, the probability
of passing through a second SGA placed behind (and at an angle 6)
relative to the previous (vertical) SGA should be given by (1 |m| T)
which is (1 4+ cosf)/2. Or, more generally, if a spin emerges from
a SGA oriented at an angle « and then passes into a SGA tipped
through an angle  relative to the vertical, then the likelihood that the
particle will emerge from the second SGA is given by

%[1 + cos(8 — a)]. (18.4.3)

Thus we might say that a ‘hidden variable’ « determined whether the
spin passed through the apparatus whose angle ¢ is determined by the
experimenter.

With this in mind we define the hidden variable probability function

fo(o) = %[1 + cos(8 — a)], (18.4.4)

as giving the probability of ‘simultaneous passage’ through the SGAs
oriented at § and «.

We proceed now to consider the case where the two spins of our
singlet system of Fig. 182 (having polarization angles o and f§ for
spins 1 and 2) are correlated such that

I(o, B)dodp (18.4.5)
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is the probability that the spins carry polarizations « and f, while all
other hidden variables can be randomly distributed. For maximum
polarization correlation, Belinfante then makes the reasonable ansatz

I(a,ﬁ):é(a—ﬂ—n)il;t. (18.4.6)

Let us next ask: what is the probability of simultaneous passage of
spins 1 and 2 through the double SGA system of Fig. 18.2? That is,
what is P13(8,, 0p) in the hidden variable theory? Following the above
discussion and in view of Eqs. (18.4.4) and (18.4.5) we reasonably
answer

Prttu.00) = [ [ dsdpta g ng)e (184.)
And from Eqgs. (18.4.6) and (18.4.4) this implies

P12(6,.05) = / dadps(o— f — )

1 (1 1
—< —[1+4cos(@p—p)]=[1+cos(0,—a)] p. (18.4.8)
2 | 2 2
Carrying out the simple integrations in Eq. (18.4.8) we find
~ 1 1
P12(0,,0p) = 2 [1 —3 cos(8, — Hb)} (HV) (18.49)

It is precisely the difference between the quantum correlation (18.4.2)
and the hidden variable result (18.4.9) which concerns us here.

What then should we think of the hidden variable prediction Eq.
(18.4.9)? It is not all that different from the quantum prediction. Might
there not be a germ of ‘truth’ hidden in Eq. (18.4.9) and, more to the
point, the arguments leading to it? In this context we quote Belinfante
[1973]:

“The polarization (spin) hidden-variable here introduced is, of
course, a quantity which does not exist in quantum theory ... in
quantum theory no such thing as « even exists.”

In the following we shall argue that a rigorous quantum mechanical
treatment of the present problem can in fact be couched in terms of
the angular variable a. In so doing we shall be led to reconsider the
correlation function (Eq. (18.4.7)) and by a simple extension of Eq.
(18.4.6) regain the quantum result (Eq. (18.4.2)) via a ‘hidden variable’
theory made to be a ‘look-alike’ to the quantum theory.

Proceeding toward a quantum mechanical description of spin-1/2
correlation we first calculate the two-dimensional spin distribution
function
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Fig. 18.6
Description of a
spin-up particle in
quantum distribution
theory.

4
A
—-n/4 /4
a
» X
Spin up
Py(m;, my) = Tr[pd(myx — 0x)6(m; — 0,)], (18.4.10)

for the case in which p = | 1)(1 |, ie., a spin-up particle. As shown in
Appendix 18.A, this is given by

Py(m;,me)= % [6(mx+1)0(m;—1)+(mx—1)d(m,—1)]. (18.4.11)

Consulting Fig. 18.6 we see that the quantum distribution function for
the state | 1) corresponds to equal admixtures of ‘probability’ at +mr /4.

We may rewrite (18.4.11) in terms of an angle « as in Fig. 18.6 such
that my, = msina and m, = mcosa, we find

Pi(e,m) = % [5 (oc— %) +6 (oc + %)] S(m—/2). (18.4.12a)

Similarly we obtain, for spin-down,

Pl(oc,m)=% [5 <a—§43)+5 <a+3475)] d(m—+/2). (18.4.12b)

Next we rewrite the operator my of Eq. (18.3.7) in its associated
c-number representation, 1.,
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Ty = %(1 + m; cos 6 + my sin 6), (18.4.13)

which may be written in terms of m and « as becomes
1
Ty = 5[1 +mcos(0 — a)]. (18.4.14)

The vector length m in (18.4.14) can be determined by requiring that
(1 |76] 1) be unity, i..,

1= /doc% [5(0(— %) 4 oo+ %)] %(1 + mcos )

=% [1 + mcos g] : (18.4.15)

This fixes the value of m to be +/2.
In conclusion we note that the probability density calculated for the
state corresponding to an arbitrary angle ¢ is given by

Pog(@) = % [5 (a—(b—%) +5<a—¢+%>]. (18.4.16)

To make a connection with the hidden variable theory of Belinfante
we note that the probability/projection functions in hidden variable
and quantum theory, ie., fig(«) from Eq. (18.4.4) and mp(x) as given
by Eq. (18.4.14) are quite similar. Indeed the quantum probability
densities given by Eq. (18.4.16) suggest that we introduce similar
probability densities into our hidden variable considerations as

Poy(0) = 8(a— ). (18.4.17)

This is summarized in Table 18.1.

Now we want to extend the results of Table 18.1 to a two-particle
spin-1/2 singlet with an eye toward the corresponding HV theory
which such studies suggest. Corresponding to the anticorrelated (sin-
glet) state for a pair of spin-1/2 particles

-1

2

we have the associated probability distribution

%) (141 —2) =1 —1+2) (18.4.18)

P(m(l), m(2))
=Tr{ps(m’ — o3 — 6)s(m? — o)
d(m? — s, (18.4.19)

In Eq. (18.4.19) p = |¥)(¥| with |¥) given by Eq. (18.4.18), ¥ and
o) are the usual Pauli operators for the ith particle (i = 1,2), and m{)
and m{? are the associated quasiclassical variables.
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Table 18.1. Tabulation emphasizing the close similarity between the
single-particle description in quantum mechanics and in the present HV
theory.

Quantum mechanics Present HV

Passage mg(a) = %[1 +mcos(8 — z)] fo(x) = %[1 + cos(0 — )]
‘probability’ m = /2

Distribution Py(a) = %x PT(oc) = d(a)
for spin-up _r T
<[ (e=3) ro(e+3)]
Expectation £ = / Py (a)mo(o)do @T = / PT(oc)fzo(oc)doc
of passing =1 =1

We must now carry out a calculation for P(m”, m®) similar to the
calculation of P(m) given above. After some algebra, we find

Py( ) = 6(x— B —7)
Azl (eo-F)+o(-0+3)]

oo w5 (xm0e )]

(18.4.20)

where « and f are the angular variables corresponding to particles
1 and 2. The physical meaning of the various terms in Eq. (18.4.20)
is indicated in Fig. 18.7 for the case ¢ = 0. We note immediately
that the ‘spin anticorrelation’ factor occurring in Eq. (18.4.20), i.c., the
O6(a— B —m) term, is identical with that contained in Belinfante’s I(«, )
given by Eq. (18.4.5). The difference, of course, is that the present
result follows directly from quantum theory. Furthermore the curly
bracketed factor corresponds to the sum of single-particle probability
density functions for spin along +¢ and —¢.

In view of Egs. (18.4.6), (18.4.16), (18.4.17), and (18.4.20), we are
motivated to consider the ‘hidden variable’ probability function

Py(a, ) = 8(a— B — n)%[é(oc —¢)+a—p—m). (184.21)

The joint count probabilities such as Eq. (18.4.9) can now be easily
calculated via the general expression
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Fig. 18.7

Physical
interpretation of the
joint probability
density for the
spin—spin correlation

P (a.B)= 4 8(a-B-m){ J[8(a~F)+8(a+ DI+ [8(a-3P+8(0+ 31}

function.
Anticorrelation
of spins up down
Put0n00) = [ [ Pote 0 B0, ). (18.422)

The present hidden variable ‘theory’ involves inserting Eqs. (18.4.4)
and (18.4.21) into Eq. (18.4.22) to obtain

Paut) = [ [ da—p—n)3006—9)+5a—¢ -]

X %[1 + cos(8, — B)] % [1 4 cos(8, — a)]dadp
(18.4.23)

and, upon carrying out a couple of simple integrations, this yields
P13(04,6p) = %[1 —cos(6, — 0p)] (18.4.24)

for ¢ = 6,. The present HV result (18.4.24) agrees with the quantum
mechanical prediction (Eq. (18.4.2)). The results of the various theories
are summarized in Table 18.2.

In conclusion we must address the question: what is the difference
between the present HV theory, which agrees with QM, and the Bell
treatment (as embodied in the Bell inequality), which differs from QM ?
The answer is: the present HV theory involves negative probability in
the first instance and furthermore the theory is nonlocal.

Concerning the negative probability aspect of the quantum mechan-
ical description, we recall the general form of the classical description
of Py5(8,,0;) as given by Eq. (18.4.22).

In Eq. (18.4.22) %y () and #g,(f) represent the probabilities that
particle 2 with the ‘hidden’ variable « would pass through a SGA;
oriented at an angle 6, to the vertical and particle 1 with the ‘hidden’
variable f would pass through SGA; oriented at an angle 8, to the
vertical. Classically these probabilities are, of course, positive. The
function 134,(0(,/3) represents the correlation between the variables o
and f# and so integration over these leads to the joint probability of
passage, P12(0,,0;). The general form for Pj3(6,,0,) from quantum
distribution theory closely resembles the classical form (Eq. (18.4.22))
and is given by
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Table 18.2. Table summarizing the correspondence between the
two-particle spin-correlation functions in Belinfante’s HV, quantum
mechanics, and the present HV.

P(a, B) P(6,,05)
Two-particle distribution  Joint probability
. 1 1 1

Belinfante HV ﬂé(a — Bn) 1 [1 ~3 cos(8, — 6)
1

QM S0~ f—m) 31— cos(f, — )

1 T

“{zlp(-0-7)
+5(z=9+7)]

Present HV ola—p — n)% [6(c — @) %[1 — cos(f, — 0p)]
+o(x— ¢ — 7))

Pra0a00) = [ [ Pt By By, e (18.4.25)

As in the classical case Py(a, f) plays the role of a correlation func-
tion between the variables « and . However the projection operators
7, (B) and my, (o) given by

o, (0) = % [1 + 2 cos(0, — oc)] (18.4.26a)
and
76,(B) = % [1 + 2 cos(B — /3)] (18.4.26b)

can now be negative. Herein lies an essential difference between the
classical and quantum descriptions of the EPR spin-singlet problem.
The functions 7g,(f) and 7y, («), which are the closest quantum me-
chanical analogs to the classical probabilities 74, (f) and 7g,(x) can be
negative. We recall that the proof of Bell’s theorem does not hold if
one allows negative probabilities.

We have shown that an attempt to make quantum mechanics look
classical requires that we make correspondences between classical
probabilities and quantum distribution theory functions which are not
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positive semidefinite. Thus we see (in this example) how it is that we
have a quantum mechanical violation of Bell’s theorem.

We now turn to a somewhat subtle but important point. Upon
calculating Py5(6,,05) via Py(a, f) from Eq. (18.4.20) with ¢ = 0
we find

11 i i1
PaOu0s) = [ [sa=p-n3{ 5[5 (x= ) +5 (a+ 3)]
1 3n n
+§ [5 (oc—T) +0 (oc-i—T)} }
1 1
X 5[1 +mcos(8, — /3)]5[1 +mcos(8, — a)|dadf
= 11— cos(a — )] (18.427)
which is the same result as that obtained when Py(x, f) from Eq.

(18.4.20) is used. This is as would be expected since use of either
spherically symmetric state

¥) = %n tala) = 1ita)] = Polw B) (18.4.28a)
or
¥) = [ 41 —2) — [ =1 42)] = Py, B) (18.4.28b)

2

should give the same results.

However, if, within the present HV theory, we carry out the cal-
culation of Py»(8,,6), using Po(a, B) as given in Fig. 18.7, we would
have

Puata00) = [ [ 80— b= 030660 +5a— 5
x[1 + cos(8y — /3)]%[1 + cos(8, — a)]dadp
(18.4.29)

which yields
- 1 1 1
P15(0,4,85)= 1 1-— 3 cos(6, + 65) — 3 cos(8, — 0s)|. (18.4.30)

This result is in clear agreement with the quantum prediction only if
8, =0.

The physical content and interpretation of passage (projection)
functions, e.g., mp(®) and the conditional probability distribution
Py(x, f) in quantum theory and the present HV theory differ, and
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the roles of state preparation and experimental parameterization enter
into the theories in different ways.

In the quantum theory, state preparation involves choosing |p), ie.,
Py(x, B) and then the experiment in question tells us what operator,
e.g., mo, we should calculate. However, if we change from Py(«, f)
to Po(a, f) the calculation should remain unchanged since we are
considering a spherically symmetric state.

In the present HV theory, on the other hand, the choice of Py(, B),
for the present spherically symmetric problem, must ‘match’ the
choice of myp(x) as the calculations of Eqgs. (18.4.29), (18.4.30), and
(18.4.26a,18.4.26b) indicate. Both Py(a,B) and #s(x) involve state
preparation and experimental specification. Thus while the present
HV theory reproduces the quantum spin—spin correlation function, it
differs from quantum theory in this important aspect. Thus we see
that the present HV theory is nonlocal.

18.5 Bell’s theorem without inequalities:
Greenberger—Horne—Zeilinger (GHZ) equality

The results of Section 18.3 tell us that quantum theory, and not
the hidden variable theories, are supported by experiments, but the
hidden variable results are only ruled out in some regions of angle .
Furthermore, as in Section 18.4, we see that (nonlocal) hidden variable
theories can even be derived that agree with quantum mechanics.
It would therefore be very interesting to find a situation in which
hidden variables and quantum mechanical correlations are completely
at variance. It is to this end that we now turn.

Greenberger, Horne, and Zeilinger (GHZ) have shown, by consid-
ering certain three-particle correlation experiments, that the results of
the hidden variable theories and quantum mechanics are in complete
contradiction. There are no inequalities involved in the GHZ work
and the predictions of the hidden variable theories and quantum me-
chanics are simply different. This provides a stronger refutation of the
hidden variable theories.

We consider the three-particle state

¥); = %q titats) = | Lalalah), (185.1)

instead of the earlier two-particle state

V)2 = %(I Tud2) =1 hi12) (18.5.2)
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The state |¥)3 is an eigenstate of the operators 6Va{Pe(V, aVa@a(?,
and o{Ve{P6(®. This can be checked by recalling that

ol D=1, oll=I1 alN=il) oll)=—i1),
(18.5.3)

so that, for example,

1
oPePoP|¥); = 09)0';2)09)—20 T1T213) — | Lidalds))

1 V2
= ﬁ[i2| lidals) — (=i Ta1213)]
— ¥)s. (18.5.4)

So |'¥); is an eigenstate of the operators 6{o{Pol?) with eigenvalue
+1. In a similar manner, we can show that |'¥); is also an eigenstate
of the operators 6Vo@c(® and 6{16{?o®) with eigenvalue +1.

Therefore we have a new kind of EPR correlation such that if we
find the measured values of 6{1 and ¢{?) to both be +1 then ¢ must
also be +1. However, if ¢{!) and ¢{? are found to be +1 and —1,
respectively, then 6> will be —1. So we now have a new kind of EPR
‘action at a distance’.

Next we proceed to note that

oVoPad¥); = —|¥); (18.5.5)
since

oMeP6f) = —[eVePeP[cPePsM[cVai?ed]  (185.6)
(recall that ¢¥6() = —6{)6{) (i = 1,2,3)) and the operators of each

of the three bracketed expressions on |¥); yields +|¥);. Hence the
measurement of o), 6@, and ¢{¥ will always result in a situation
where the product of the three outcomes will be —1.

Next we consider the predictions of the outcome in the hidden
variable theories. To each operator ¢{) and o*;"), we assign the corre-
sponding classical quantities m{) and m{) where m{) and m{ can be
+1 or —1. It follows from Eq. (18.5.4) that

mOm@m® = +1, (18.5.7)
and also

m(yl)mx2)m(y3) = +1, (18.5.8)

m(yl)m(yz)mf) = +1. (18.5.9)

Therefore
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D mPmP [mDm@m > [ m\ml'] = +1, (18.5.10)
or

mOmPmd PP P2 M) = +1. (18.5.11)

X
Since [m{V]? = +1 etc., we see that

mOm@m® = 1, (18.5.12)

X P4

in contradiction with the quantum prediction, Eq. (18.5.5), according
to which this quantity should be equal to —1.

18.6 Quantum cryptography

An interesting application of the quantum correlations between the
single photons in an EPR type setup discussed in Section 18.1 is in
the field of quantum cryptography. As we have discussed before, the
measurement of a quantum system in general causes a disturbance
and provides only incomplete information of the system before the
measurement. In quantum cryptography, this aspect of quantum me-
chanics is used to allow two parties, the sender and the receiver, to
communicate in absolute secrecy, even in the presence of an eaves-
dropper.

In any exchange of secret information, the data (usually a sequence
of bits 1 and 0) is combined with a random sequence of bits, called
the key, and is sent through a communication channel. The key is
known only to the sender and the receiver. The randomness of the key
ensures that the transmitted data is also random and is inaccessible
to a potential eavesdropper who does not have the key. The safety of
the channel therefore depends on the secrecy of the key. A problem
with a classical channel is that, in principle, eavesdropping can take
place without the sender or the receiver knowing. This is not true of
quantum cryptography, in which (as seen below) eavesdropping will
disturb the measured sequence in a detectable way. In the following,
we present different quantum cryptographic systems.

18.6.1 Bennett—Brassard protocol

In this scheme, the quantum cryptography apparatus consists of a
transmitter and a receiver. At the transmitter end, the sender trans-
mits photons in one of the four polarization states, at angles 0°, 45°,
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90°, and 135° with the vertical direction. The two polarization states,
say along 0° and 45°, stand for bit 0, while the other two, along 90°
and 135°, stand for 1. The stream of photons appropriately polarized
thus stands for a sequence of 1’s and 0’s. At the receiving end, the re-
ceiver measures the polarization of the arriving photons by randomly
choosing the basis € (polarizer oriented in the vertical direction) or
&) (polarizer oriented at an angle of 45°). According to the laws of
quantum mechanics, the receiver can distinguish between the rectilin-
ear polarization (i.e., at angles 0° and 90°) or the diagonal polarization
(ie., at angles 45° and 135°), but not both.

When the basis chosen by the receiver is the same as that of the
sender, the polarization of the received photon is perfectly correlated
with the sender’s. Thus a photon polarized along 90° received through
a polarizer oriented along the vertical direction will be found polarized
along 90° and so on. However no such correlation exists when the
basis chosen by the receiver is conjugate to that of the sender, ie., a
photon polarized along 90° will be found polarized either along 45°
or 135° with equal probability if received through a polarizer oriented
at an angle of 45°. Thus a sequence of polarizations along 0°, 90°,
135°, 0°, 45°, 135°, 45°, 45°, 90° received through a sequence of basis
RD D RR.R. B Q. D may yield the outcome sequence
along 135°, 90°, 0°, 45°, 45°, 135°, 90°, 45°, 90°. The receiver records
the outcome of his measurements in secrecy, but the receiver and the
sender compare their sequences of basis through a public channel.
They retain the instances where they use the same basis and discard
the rest. Thus, in the above example, outcomes at 2, 5, 6, 8, and 9
are retained and the outcomes 1, 3, 4, and 7 are discarded. When
translated into bits 0 or 1 (1 0 1 0 1 in the above example), the key is
obtained.

In the Bennett-Brissard protocol the choice of basis is completely
hidden from the eavesdropper. A passive eavesdropping in this pro-
tocol is not possible as any attempt at eavesdropping would lead to
discrepancies between the sequences. The sender and the receiver can
try to infer the presence of an eavesdropper by comparing part of
their data . If the discrepancies are found, they can then reject their
data and start over.

18.6.2 Quantum cryptography based on Bell’s theorem

This potential scheme for quantum cryptography is based on the EPR
gedanken experiment (Section 18.2) and Bell’s theorem is used to
test for eavesdropping. The set up is similar to the one to test Bell’s
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inequality (Fig. 18.4). The channel consists of a source that emits
pairs of spin-1/2 particles in a singlet state. The particles move off
in opposite directions, toward the sender and the receiver, who then
make measurements on the polarization components along different
directions as in the experiment to test Bell's inequality.

After the measurements on the polarization components are made,
the sender and receiver compare on a public channel the sequence of
orientations of their analyzers. They divide their measurements in two
group. In the first group, they include those measurements when their
analyzers were oriented in the same direction and the second group
these in which they were oriented in different directions. They discard
all those measurements in which either of them failed to register a
particle.

The outcome of the first group of measurements is not revealed on
the public channel and is used to form the key as the measurements
are perfectly correlated. The outcome of the second group of mea-
surements is communicated between the sender and receiver on the
public channel and the resulting data is used to evaluate the quantity
S as given by Eq. (18.3.16). If no eavesdropping has taken place then
the result should satisfy the predictions of quantum mechanics. Thus
a test of eavesdropping becomes available.

18.A Quantum distribution function for a single
spin-up particle

Proceeding toward an ‘a’ description of our spin-singlet problem,
consider first the expectation value of an operator Q(ox,0,,6,) given
in terms of the density matrix p:

(@) = Tr[p(t)Q(oy, 6y, 02)]. (18.A.1)
Introducing the operator §-function
d¢ .
5(8 —b) = / = expl—iZ(8 — b, (18.A.2)

where b is an operator (e.g., 0.) and f is the associated classical
variable (e.g., m;); we may the write Q(o,6y,0;) as

Q(ox,0y,0;)
= / dPmQ(my, my,m.)d(myx—~0,)d(m,—a,)3(m;—a.). (18.A.3)

Inserting Eq. (18.A.3) into Eq. (18.A.1) we then find the expectation
value for Q to be given by
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(Q) = /d3mP(mx,my, m, )Q(my, my,m,), (18.A.4)
where
P(my,my,m;,t)=Tr[p(t)6(my—0)0(m,—0,)0(m.—0,)].(18.A.5)

Recalling, however, from the discussion of Section 18.4 that we shall
only be interested in operators Q involving o, and o, e.g., ftg, we
may rigorously restrict our treatment to operator expansions of the
form

000 = [ [ Qmeme)stm: = o2)om. — o.)imdm.
and the associated quantum distribution function
P(my,m;,t) = Trlp(t)o(m, — 65)d(m; — a,)]. (18.A.6)

The distribution function Eq. (18.A.6) is the vehicle by which we shall
realize a quantum treatment of the present spin-1/2 problem in terms
of the angle . In the following we treat the simple problem of a single
‘spin-up’ particle.

For the ‘spin-up’ case the density matrix is, of course,

p=11(I (18.A.7)

and the associated distribution function is

PT(me m;) = Tr(] T)(T [6(my — 0x)0(m; — 6,)]
= (1 [6(mx — 0x)5(m. —62)| 1), (18.A.8)

which by Eq. (18.A.2) becomes
— dé di’[ iloy ,ino, —im, & —im,n
Primam) = [ 52 [ SEa1 e preimee

_ dé d_’? in ,—im.& —im;n
_/E/Zn cos(&)e'le e

= L130ms + 160m, — 1) + 3(m, — 1 (m: — D).
(18.A.9)

18.B Quantum distribution function for two particles

Here, we fill in the gap between Eqgs. (18.4.19) and (18.4.20). First, note
that (18.4.19) may be written
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P(mD, m®?)
= (Po(mP — 63! — 6113 m — 6@ (mP — 62)| %)
(18.B.1)
and
) = % (I tal2) =1 11ta)) (18.B.2)
= —% (+1—=2)—1=142) , (18.B.3)

where, for the purposes of this appendix, | 1) is the positive eigenstate
of 4,, and |+) is the positive eigenstate of 6, ; hence (£| 1) = % NG
)= i—\/l., so, for example,

(=2l = (il =l b = 55 (-5 =5

We can handle a function of an operator by breaking its operand
into eigenstates, upon which the function may be evaluated at the
eigenvalue. For this case in particular

5(m? = 62)P)

_ %5(,"9 — D) [ t1d2) = | 1112)]

1
=5 [Bn® + 1) 11d2) —6m® — 1) 1112)] . (18.B.4)
(Plo(mY — 6

1
——— [(+1 =2 1] 8mP — 511

2

=—% [(+1 = [60n® — 1) — (—; +2 |5(n + 1)] . (18.B.5)

Picking up with (18.B.1), then

P(m(l), m(2))

- % 3D — Ds(m + 152 + s — 1)

+3(m — )5 (m — )6 (M@ + 1)6(mP + 1)
+8(m) + 1)3(m) + )5 (m? — 1)3(m? — 1)

+8(m + 1)o(m) — 1)s(m? — 1)6(m@ +1)| . (18.B.6)
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Now, following the same approach as before, and letting « represent
the orientation of m, and § that of m?, with ¢ the arbitrary
orientation of the z-axis, this may be rewritten as

P(m®Y, m?)

Al (e )5 f-s43)

(18.B.7)
which 1s Eq. (18.4.20).
Problems
18.1 (a) Consider four numbers x;, x;, x3, and x4 such that

0<x; <1, (i=1,273,4). Show that the function
X = x1X2 — X1X4 + X2X3 + X3X3 — X3 — X3,
is constrained by the inequality
—-1<X<o.
(b) If we choose x; = Pi(1,8,), x2 = Px(1,6p), x3 =
Pi(p, 8,), and x4 = P5(11,6;) in the above inequality,

then prove the following Bell’s inequality:

S<1,
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where
S =
P12(04,05)— P12(0,, 0,)+ P12(6., 0p)+ P12(67, 6})
P(6,) + P,(0y)

with
Pi(8,) = / dAP(u,8,),

Py(65) = / dAP; (1, 65),

P16, 0) = / dAPy (1, 0,)Ps(u, 0;).

Here Py(u,0,) and Py(u,0,) are the probabilities of
detecting particles 1 and 2 with the orientation of
Stern—Gerlach apparati in Fig. 18.2 at angles 6§, and
0y, respectively, where u are the hidden variables
that describe ‘completely’ the emission process in
the source, and dA is a measure of the variables p.
Now P;(0)) and P,(0,) are the passage probabilities
for particles 1 and 2 to pass through the respective
Stern-Gerlach apparati oriented at angles 8/, and 6,
respectively, and Py;(0,,05) is the joint probability
that particles 1 and 2 will pass through their respec-
tive Stern—Gerlach apparati oriented at angles 8, and
0y, respectively. (Hint: See J. F. Clauser and M. A.
Horne, Phys. Rev. D 10, 526 (1974).)

18.2 (a) Show that

‘ 9 (9
e 99 /2 — cos (5) — io'y sin (‘2‘) .

(b) Use this result to show that
e—iﬁay/2| T)(T |ei00y/2

1
= 5(1 + 0, cos 8 + o, sinb).

183  For a spin singlet state

\/iiﬂ Tl =121

|¥i,) =
show that

1
(Y12|mo,me, | ¥12) = Z[l — cos(f; — 67)],
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where

p—

1) = ~[1 + oV cos b, + o'l sinb,],

2
7I9h

)=

2
1 .
3 [1 4 6% cos 8, + 6P sin 6]

Here o) and ¢ are the Pauli matrices for the ith spin.

184 Show that

%) = %u titats) — | didala)

is an eigenstate of the operators 6{V6{?6() and o{Vg{?5).
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CHAPTER 19

Quantum nondemolition
measurements”

In many quantum systems, the process of measurement of an observ-
able introduces noise so that successive measurements of the same
observable yield different results. The simplest example of a quantum

system is a free particle described by the Hamiltonian

2
P

= 19.1
2 b4 (9)

where p is the momentum operator and m is the mass of the particle.
The position operator x can be measured with arbitrary accuracy in
an instantaneous measurement. However, according to the Heisenberg
uncertainty relation between x and p, an initial precise measurement
of x perturbs p sharply so that

Ap> ——. (19.2)

to

f=tpa=L, (19.3)
i m

or

x(t) = x(0) + %O)t. (19.4)
As a result

2
(A0 = [AxO) + [@] 2
2
2 2

1., the accuracy of a second measurement is spoiled.

° The standard reference on this subject is the review article by Caves, Thorne, Drever, Sandberg,
and Zimmermann [1980]. More recently, the textbook by pioneers Braginsky and Khalili [1992]
provides many useful insights into the subject.
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In quantum optical systems, the detection of the field variables is
usually done by photocounting techniques which are field destructive.
As a consequence successive measurements of the field variables yield
different results. It is desirable to consider schemes to avoid back action
of the measurement on the detected observable due to the measuring
process. Such a measurement in which one monitors an observable that
can be measured repeatedly with the result of each measurement being
completely determined by the result of an initial, precise measurement
is called a quantum nondemolition (QND) measurement.

In this chapter we first give conditions for QND measurements in
a general quantum system and then discuss QND schemes for the
measurement of the number of photons in certain quantum optical
systems

19.1 Conditions for QND measurements

In a general QND measurement, a signal observable 45 of a quantum
system S is measured by detecting a change in an observable Ap of
the probe system P coupled to S during the measurement time T,
without perturbing the subsequent evolution of Ag. We can therefore
have a sequence of precise measurements of Ag such that the result
of each measurement is completely predictable from the result of the
preceding measurement. Such an observable is called QND observable.
The total Hamiltonian for the S-P system is expressed as

H=Hs+ Hp+ H, (19.1.1)

where #s, #p, and #; are the Hamiltonians of system, probe,
and their interaction, respectively. The equations of motion for the
operators Ag and Ap are

lhAs = [As,%s + %1] (19123)
ihAp = [Ap, #p + H#1]. (19.1.2b)
We now consider the conditions that define a QND measurement
process. A measurement is the QND type if the observable Ag to be

measured, the probe or readout observable Ap, and the interaction
Hamiltonian 5, satisfy the following conditions:

(a) Since Ag is to be measured, #; must be a function of Ag, i.e.,

oAy
i 7O (19.1.3)
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(b) As the probe P is being used to measure Ag, it cannot be a
constant of motion Ap # 0. The commutator of Ap and #;
must therefore be different from zero, ie.,

[Ap, #1] # 0. (19.1.4)

(¢) The observable A5 should not be affected by its coupling to
Ap during measurement, so that

[4s, 1] = 0. (19.1.5)

(d) The unperturbed Hamiltonian #s is not a function of A§,
the conjugate observable of Ag, 1.,

0H s

DA
This requirement ensures that the motion of As does not
become unpredictable due to the uncertainty imposed on the
conjugate variable A§ by the measurement of Ag, and the
measurement of As does not affect Ag itself.

=0. (19.1.6)

Conditions (19.1.3)—(19.1.6) define a QND measurement process.
We now consider QND measurement schemes in which the photon
number of the signal photons are measured.

19.2 QND measurement of the photon number via
the optical Kerr effect

The refractive index of many materials can be described by the relation
n=ng+mkE? (19.2.1)

where ng represents the usual, weak field refractive index and n; 1s a
constant which gives the rate of change of the refractive index with
changing optical intensity. If a strong signal wave is incident on such
a nonlinear material, it causes a change in the refractive index and a
weak probe wave therefore experiences a phase shift in propagating
through the material which is proportional to the intensity of the
signal wave. The change in refractive index described by Eq. (19.2.1)
is called the optical Kerr effect. In this section we describe a QND
measurement scheme in which the photon number of the signal wave
is measured via the phase of the probe wave using the optical Kerr
effect.

The configuration for the QND measurement of the signal photon
number is given in Fig. 19.1. The probe wave undergoes a phase shift
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ag Ml z=0 z=L M2 Fig. 19.1
Schematic of the
. = | Kerr medium _&“L_>
Signal > > QND n?easurement
) of the signal photon
ap ap number. Probe,
)\ reference, and signal
Beam- B .
d eam waves are denoted by
splitter 1 splitter 2 e Gt
Detector the annihilation
Probe | . d
laser [ rig Operators dp, dy, an
Cv as, respectively. The
b Detector \_J vacuum fluctuation, b
is mixed at
beam-splitter 1.

due to the refractive index change, which is proportional to the signal
intensity in the Kerr medium. The signal wave passes through the Kerr
medium without changing its photon number and the phase of the
probe field is modulated by the signal photon number. The phase shift
for the probe wave is measured in terms of the photocurrent of the
balanced-mixer detector. In Fig. 19.1, the reflectivity of mirrors M and
M, is zero for the signal frequency vs and unity for the probe frequency
vp so that the interferometer is formed only for the probe field.

The Hamiltonian for the interaction of the signal and pump waves
in the Kerr medium is given by

H=Hs+ H#Hp+ H, (19.2.2)
where
Hs = hvg (agas + %) , (19.2.3)
1
Hp =hvp (a;ap + E) , (19.2.4)
Hy = hxagasa;ap. (19.2.5)

Here x is a coupling constant which depends upon the third-order non-
linear susceptibility for the optical Kerr effect. The QND observable

to be measured is the photon number operator
As = alas, (19.2.6)

and the probe or readout observable is a suitable phase operator. A
phase operator ¢p may be defined by the relations;

ap = \/abap + 1exp(igp), (19.2.7)
a;r, = exp(—id)p)\/a;ap + 1. (19.2.8)

Transmissions of
mirrors M; and M,
are unity for the
signal wave. (From
N. Imoto, H. A.
Haus, and Y.
Yamamoto, Phys.
Rev. A4 32, 2287
(1985).)
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It can be verified that exp(i¢p) and expi—i¢p) are not Hermitian
operators, and they cannot therefore represent observable properties
of the field. They can, however, be combined to produce

cos¢p = %[Cxp(itﬁp) + exp(—idp)], (19.2.9a)
singp = 5-[explicp) — exp(—idp ] (19.2.9b)

which are Hermitian operators. These operators can be regarded as
the quantum mechanical operators that represent the observable phase
properties of the electromagnetic field. We can thus choose

Ap = sin ¢p. (19210)

It follows from Egs. (19.2.7), (19.2.8), and (19.2.10) that, in terms of
a d al
p and ap

1 1 1
Ap = — | —————ap —a;— . (19.2.11)
2 \/a;ap-i-l \/a;ap-i-l

The conditions (19.1.3)-(19.1.6) can be checked for the operators Ag
and Ap (see Problem 19.2), which indicates that the present scheme
provides a QND measurement of the signal photon number Ag = agas.
In particular it is seen that Ag is a constant of motion.

The Heisenberg equation of motion for the probe operator ap inside
the Kerr medium is

ap = —iKAsap. (19212)

This time-evolution equation may be rewritten as a spatial-evolution
equation for the present travelling-wave problem by replacing t by
—z/v for propagation toward +z-direction with a velocity v, ie.,

d iK
Eap(z) = ?Asap(Z). (19.2.13)
Integrating Eq. (19.2.13) from z = 0 to L, we obtain

ap(L) =exp (%KASL) ap(0), (19.2.14)

where we use the fact that Ag is a constant of motion. The operator
kAsL/v in Eq. (19.2.14) corresponds to the phase shift in ap. The
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operator Ap for the probe field at z = L is then given by
1 1

Ap(L) = ; {

al,(0)ap(0) + 1

iK
% ap(0)exp (;ASL)

1
ah(0)ap(0) + 1

This phase shift in the probe field, and hence the signal photon number,
can be measured in the balanced-mixer detector.

We consider the output of the balanced-mixer detector in Fig. 19.1
where the annihilation operator for each part of the interferometer is
specified. As discussed in Section 4.4, the output signal in a two-port
homodyne detection scheme is determined by the operator

ng =dd—cle (19.2.16)

—exp(:%EAsL)a;«» . (19.2.15)

We relate the field operators ¢ and d to the input field operators a and
b for the probe laser output and the vacuum fluctuations, respectively.
The probe field ap and the reference field a, are related to a and b via

ap = i\/ 1-— Tla + VvV le, (19217)
a, =+/Tia+i/1—Tib, (19.2.18)

where T is the transmission coefficient of beam-splitter 1, and we have
assumed a m/2 phase shift in the reflected mode. The Kerr medium
shifts the phase of the probe wave according to Eq. (19.2.14):

@:am&(g%L+gﬂaﬂm (19.2.19)

where the phase shift n/2 is added by adjusting the interferometer
configuration. With the value T, for the transmission coeflicient of
beam-splitter 2, the fields ¢ and d are written as

c=+/Thdp +i/1— Tha,, (19.2.20)
d=i/T— Tydy + \/Toar. (19.2.21)

It follows from Egs. (19.2.16)—(19.2.21) that, for T, = 0.5,
Ned = 2\/ Tl(l - Tl)(afa - bTb) sin (KU—LAs)
L
—2iTy(a’b — bla)sin (K—As)
v

— {afb exp (—iKv—LAs> +blaexp (iKv—LAsﬂ . (19.2.22)

As the field b is in the vacuum mode,
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(nea) =24/ Ti(1 — T1){a"a :—L As . (19.2.23)

where we use the approximation sin(xLAs ‘r) ~ kLAg/v, which is
valid if kLAg/ v < 1. The measured photocurrent in the balanced
detector is therefore proportional to the mean photon number in the
signal field.

19.3 QND measurement of the photon number by
dispersive atom—field coupling™

In Chapter 13, we discussed possible schemes to generate number
states in a micromaser. We now consider a QND method to measure
the number of photons in the number state |n) prepared in a high-
Q cavity. This method is based on the detection of the dispersive
phase shift produced by the cavity field on the wave function of
nonresonant atoms crossing the cavity. The shift can be measured by
atomic interferometry, using the Ramsey method described below. In
this QND method, the probe is no longer a field but a beam of atoms
which interact nonlinearly and nonresonantly with the signal field.

We consider a three-level atomic system in a cascade configuration
as shown in Fig. 19.2. The transitions |a@) — |b} and |b) — |c) are
allowed and the transition |a) — |¢) is forbidden. The cavity mode of
frequency v is detuned from the |a) — |b) transition by an amount
A = v — g, which is assumed to be small as compared to w,, and all
the other transitions in the atomic spectrum, particularly the |b) — |c)
transition. As a consequence, only levels |a) and |b) are affected by the
nonresonant atom-field coupling and level |¢) remains unperturbed.

The basic physics involved in the QND measurement of the number
of photons inside the cavity is that the interaction of the nonresonant
field with the atom introduces a dispersive energy shift (no absorption)
in the state |b,n) (atom in level |b) and field in the number state |n})
which is proportional to the number of photons in the field, n. This
energy shift is then detected by measuring the dephasing accumulated
between the levels |b) and |c) in a Ramsey method of separated
oscillating fields. The fact that the energy shift depends on n is due to
the dispersive effect, which does not affect the number of photons, is
responsible for the nondemolition character of the method.

Before discussing the Ramsey setup for the QND measurement, we
first derive the dispersive energy shift d;, of the state |b, n).

* This section is based on Brune, Haroche, Lefevre, Raimond, and Zagury [1990].
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W, 2

bc

The interaction of the atom with the field is described by the
Hamiltonian (Egs. (6.2.1)—(6.2.3))
hwab

Jf=2

(la){al — |b)(b]) + hva'a + hg(|a)(bla + a'|b){al),

(19.3.1)
where we have considered the interaction of the field of frequency v
with the atomic levels |a) and |b) only and neglected the far detuned
level |c¢). The Hamiltonian s can be diagonalized to obtain atom—field
dressed states

|+) = cosOpla,n — 1) —sin6,|b, n) (19.3.2a)
|—) = sin @,)a,n — 1) 4 cos 6,|b,n) (19.3.2b)
with the corresponding eigenvalues
1 h
E+n =h [(n - l)V + Ewab] - E(Qn - A), (19333)
1 h
E_,=h{n— Ewab + E(Q" ~A), (19.3.3b)
where
sinf, = & —A , (19.34)
V(Q, — A7 +4g%n
cos, = 28 (19.3.5)

Vi(Q, — A2 +4g2n’

Q, = /A2 4g7n. (19.3.6)

(19.3.7)

Fig. 19.2

Three-level atomic
system for the QND
measurement of the
photon number by
dispersive atom—field
coupling.
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Let us assume that A is large compared to 2g n so that

4g’n

% <1 (19.3.8)
A simple analysis shows that, if condition (19.3.8) is valid, cos8, ~ 1
and sinf, ~ 0 so that

|[+) ~ |a,n—1), (19.3.9a)

|—) =~ |b,n), (19.3.9b)

with the corresponding eigenvalues

1 hg?
Eop=F [(n — 1)y + —wa,,] _nn (19.3.10a)
2 A
1 he’n
E_,=h (nv _ E“’“”) + gT. (19.3.10b)

The net effect is that there is no change in the photon numbers but
the state |b, n), whose unperturbed energy is hi(nv —w,p/2), experiences
the energy shift
hig?n
X
The energy shift per photon, fig?/A, can be large in Rydberg atom
systems. In the Rydberg levels of alkali atoms, a shift per photon of
10° sec™! is possible for appropriate detunings. The important point
of this analysis is that the energy shift is proportional to the number
of signal photons and it is dispersive, i.e., the shift is not accompanied
by the absorption of photons.

We now restrict our discussion to the atomic Hilbert space spanned
by the states |b) and |¢) only. The effective Hamiltonian for the atom-
field interaction is

hdp(n) = (19.3.11)

H=Ho+Hy+ Ky, (19.3.12)
where
Ry,
Ha= "o, (19.3.13)
H; = hvalas, (19.3.14)
hg®
Hy = Tasasa,,.a_, (19.3.15)

with g, = (|b){b| — |c){c|), 64 = |b){c|, and o_ = |c)(b|. This effective
Hamiltonian can be seen to introduce a phase shift proportional to
dp(n) in level |b) and leave the level |c¢) unpertubed. Notice that n is
the eigenvalue of the signal operator As = agas. The probe observable
Ap is chosen to be the atomic dipole operator



550 Quantum nondemolition measurements

Cavit
. Laser+ aviey
microwaves
IC
ﬁ . » B .
R, R,
< I >
1
Ap = 5.(04 —0-). (19.3.16)

The operators As and Ap satisfy all the QND criteria. This system is
analogous to the optical Kerr effect discussed in the previous section,
with the atomic operators ¢, and o_ merely replacing the probe field
operators a;r, and ap, respectively.

We now consider the Ramsey method of separated oscillatory fields
to detect the dephasing accumulated between the states |b) and |c).
The experimental setup for this method is shown in Fig. 19.3. The
cavity containing n photons is placed between two field zones R, and
Ry driving the |b) — |c) transition. Each atom is initially prepared
in the level |b) by laser excitation. It then interacts in the first zone
R; with a microwave field tuned at frequency v,, resonant with the
|b) — |c) transition, and is thus prepared in a coherent superposition
of levels |b) and |c). It then crosses the cavity before interacting with
a second microwave field in the zone R, tuned at frequency v,. During
the passage through the cavity, a phase shift proportional to dy(n) is
introduced in the amplitude of the state |b). Finally after passing zone
R, it is detected in the state |b) or |c) by a field ionization counter.
The probability of detecting an atom in level |b) or |c) is a periodic
function of d6,(n), and thus gives a characteristic pattern of fringes
whose spacing depends on the number of photons contained in the
cavity. These Ramsey fringes therefore can be used to monitor the
number of photons in a QND measurement.

If an atom with velocity v crosses the cavity containing n photons,
the atom—field system ends up in the superposition state:

e,n). (19.3.17)

—field
[Winal ) = Con

b,n) + cepn

We now determine the probability amplitudes ¢, and c., for finding
the atom in levels |b) and |c), respectively, with n photons inside the
cavity after passage through the microwave and the cavity fields. We

Fig. 19.3

Schematic of the
QND measurement
of the photon
number by dispersive
atomfield coupling.
The atoms prepared
in level |b) by laser
excitation cross
successively the
microwave field zone
Ry, the cavity, and
the microwave field
zone R, before their
state (|b) or |c)) is
determined by the
field ionization
counter IC. (From
M. Brune, S.
Haroche, V. Lefevre.
J. M. Raimond, and
N. Zagury, Phys. Ret
Lett. 65, 976 (199014
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assume, for the sake of simplicity, that the microwave fields in the
zones R; and R, are resonant with the b — |¢) transition and they
are uniform in R; and R, with a Rabi frequency Qg, which is taken
to be real. The initial conditions for the probability amplitudes, before
the atom enters zone Rj, are

n=1 ¢, =0. (19.3.18)

The evolution of these amplitudes during the interaction of the atom
with the microwave field in the region R; for a time 1 = L/v (where L
is the length of the zones R; and R; and v is the velocity of the atom)
1s given by (see Egs. (5.2.12) and (5.2.13))

Q
Con = iTRcc,n, (19.3.19a)
Con = i%cb,,,.. (19.3.19b)

The solution of these equations, subject to the boundary conditions
(19.3.18), at time 7 is (see Egs. (5.2.12) and (5.2.13))

Chyn = COS (%) , (19.3.20a)

Cen = isin (%) . (19.3.20b)

After passage through the cavity containing n photons, ¢, is phase
shifted by an amount dy(n)t. = g?nt./A (where 7, = L./v is the time
spent by the atom inside the cavity) while ¢., remains unchanged, so
that the atomic amplitudes before the atom enters zone R, are

_ Qgrt .gzrcn
Chn = COS (T) exp ( i A ) , (19.3.21)

(D
Con = isin (TRT) . (19.3.22)

In zone R;, the amplitudes evolve again according to Egs. (19.3.19a)
and (19.3.19b) which can be solved subject to the initial conditions
(19.3.21) and (19.3.22). The atomic amplitudes after passing through
zone R, are then given by (see Egs. (5.2.21) and (5.2.22))

o) 2, 2
con = COS? (TRT) exp (—ig—Z—n) — sin’ (TRT) . (19.3.23)

: 2
Con = é sin(Qg7) [exp (—ig ch) + 1] . (19.3.24)

These expressions simplify considerably if the Rabi frequency Qg of
the microwave fields and the interaction time 1 are chosen such that
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Qrt = n/2, and we obtain the following probabilities for finding the
atom in levels |b) and |c)

1 2r.n
—_— 2 —_— — — g ¢
Py = [cpyl 2 [1 cos ( A )] , (19.3.25a)
P, =ccn)? = 1 1+ co __gzrcn (19.3.25b)
¢ = |ten| = 5 S A . 3.

These are periodic functions of »n exhibiting a characteristic pattern of
fringes whose spacing depends on n. Thus, by monitoring the atoms in
level |b) or |¢), the number of photons in the cavity can be measured.

Physically we can understand the oscillatory nature of the prob-
abilities P, and P. in terms of an atomic interference process. The
probability amplitude c., of finding the atom in level |¢) when it is
initially prepared in level |b) consists of two terms, as given by Eq.
(19.3.24). The term unity in the bracket corresponds to the process in
which the atom is transferred from |b) to |c) in zone R; so that it does
not experience a phase shift due to the field inside the cavity and, in
zone R; it stays in level |c). The term exp(—ig?t.n/A) corresponds to
the process in which the atom does not make a transition to level |c)
and experience a phase shift inside the cavity. The probability P, is the
squared sum of partial amplitudes corresponding to these processes,
leading to the fringe pattern exhibited in Eq. (19.3.25b). In other
words, the atom is prepared in zone R; in a coherent superposition
of two states, one that is affected by the cavity field and another that
is not. When the atom is detected in level |b) or |c), it is not possible
to tell through which path the system has evolved and the resulting
detection probability reveals the corresponding quantum coherence in
the form of a Ramsey fringe pattern. We shall examine, in detail, the
role of which-path information in quantum interference experiments in
the next chapter.

We now consider a more complicated but more realistic situation
where the initial field inside the cavity is not in a number state, but
rather in a superposition of number states, i.e., the field is described
by

) = baln). (19.3.26)

An example of such a state of the field is a coherent state |«), for
which (see Eq. (2.2.2))
—[of?/2 40

b= "% (19.3.27)

n \/;l_'
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Fig. 194

The transformation
of an initial Poisson
distribution with

() =|a/>=10by a
single atom detection
event. The initial
distribution |b,|?
(displayed in (a)) is
multiplied by the
oscillating fringe
function |¢;(n)|?
(i=borc)
(displayed in (b)). In
the resulting
distributions (c),
photon numbers
closest to dark
Jringes are decimated.
The patterns
obtained after
detection of the atom
in levels |b) and |c)
are complementary.
(From M. Brune, S.
Haroche, J. M.
Raimond, L.
Davidovich, and N.
Zagury, Phys. Rev. A
45, 5193 (1992).)
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After interaction with an atom with velocity v, the state of the atom-
field system is obtained by a superposition state of the type:

Vit ) = Y balcualbin) + ceale,m)]. (193.28)
n
The atom-field system is obviously in an entangled state which can-
not be expressed as a product of atom and field contributions, thus
presenting strong correlations between the atom and field parts.
A detection of the atom in, say, level |b) projects the state (19.3.28)
into

172

> " buchalb,n) / [Z Ibnlzlcb,nlz} , (19.3.29)
n n

resulting in system disentanglement. The field state is now a superposi-
tion of photon number states with probability amplitudes given within
a normalization factor by bncp,. The photon number distribution is
essentially multiplied by an oscillating function of n, |cy,|%. In Fig.
19.4, we see how the photon number distribution

s = e
>on 1ballcinl?
initially in a coherent state (b, given by Eq. (19.3.27)), is transformed
after detection of the atom in level |b) or |c). The photon numbers,
for which the fringe function |c;,|* is zero are efficiently decimated.
If a large number of atoms with random velocities v (random 1, in
Egs. (19.3.23) and (19.3.24)) pass through the Ramsey setup and are
found to be in the levels |b) or |c), other photon numbers are sup-
pressed. The decimation goes on until we are left with only one photon
number. A photon number state is finally obtained inside the cavity,

(i=boroc), (19.3.30)
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as shown in Fig. 19.5, even though no energy has been exchanged be-
tween the atoms and the field. This dissipation-free process represents
a QND measurement of the photon number inside the cavity.

19.4 QND measurements in optical parametric
processes

In this section we consider QND measurements in optical parametric
processes which are characterized by a generalized relation between
the incoming and outgoing modes of the form

Gout = €% ay, + GOV (e py, + 69T ), (19.4.1a)

bout = €%2biy + GOt (—e Vg, + e¥al ), (19.4.1b)
where ain, aout, bin, and by are the annihilation operators for the
modes entering and leaving the black box representing the QND mea-
surement or back-action-evading amplifier and % is a gain parameter.
The input—output transformations of the type given by Egs. (19.4.1)
may not result from a single device but, as we shall see in the ex-
ample discussed in this section, from an appropriate combination of
parametric devices

In order to show that a black box with the input—output trans-

formations described by Egs. (19.4.1) performs QND measurements,
we define the quadrature component operators for the incoming field
modes

X(p) = %(e"’“’ain +e¥al), (19.4.2)

Y, (p) = %(e”’“’ain —eal), (19.4.3)

Xi'(¢) = \%(e"'d’bin + b)), (19.4.4)

Y, () = %(e_id’bin —e%bl), (19.4.5)
and for the outgoing field modes

X0 +y) = L priog,, 4 ettvgl 1, (19.4.6)

)

P )
YoU(0) + ) = —=[e 7O Hag, — e OHe)al ], (19.4.7)

X401 + §) = —= [ @Dy + € OOBY ], (19.438)

Sl~%

Ybom(ez + d’) - ﬁ [e—i(02+¢)bout - ei(02+¢)blut]' (19'4'9)
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Fig. 19.5
Evolution of the
photon number
distribution in a
QND sequence. The
initial photon
distribution is (a)
Poisson with

{n) = |a|> = 5. Traces
(b)~(f) correspond to
the detection of 1, 3,
6, 10, and 15 atoms,
respectively. The field
finally collapses to

n = 3 Fock state.
(From M. Brune, S.
Haroche, J. M.
Raimond, L.
Davidovich, and N.
Zagury, Phys. Rev. A
45, 5193 (1992).)
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a, b, c, d, Fig. 19.6.

—_ N PA FCa s  Schematic of a QND
— | FCi ————* amplifier constructed
a b, c, d, . .

2 out of a combination
of frequency
converters, FC1 and

It then follows readily from Eqs. (19.4.1) that FC2 andsa
out in parametric amplifier
X0, + ) = X0(y) + 29X%(9), (19.4.10) PA. The light
Y0 +w) = Ym(‘l’)a (19.4.11)  propagating along ay,
X202 + ¢) = X(¢), (19.4.12) buepandd,
out i oscillates at the
Y20 + @) = Y(¢) — 29 Y, (w). (19.4.13)  gignal frequency v,,

From these relations, back-action evasion is readily apparent. From
Eq. (19.4.13) we see that Y,2"{(6, + ¢) carries information about Y %(yp)
so that the component Y,(y) of the incoming signal is measured. From
Eq. (19.4.11), we however see that the component Y,%(y) is kept clean
whereas, according to Eq. (19.4.10), all the back-action noise 24X "(¢),
is dumped in the conjugate variable X,.

We now consider an example of the QND input-output relations
(19.4.1) in a system consisting of parametric devices as shown in Fig,
19.6. Here the light propagating along ay, by, ¢1, and d; oscillates at
the signal frequency v, and the light propagating along a3, bs, ¢, and
d> oscillates at the probe or readout frequency v,.

The frequency converters FC1 and FC2 are pumped at the difference
frequency vy — v, and are described, in the parametric approximation
(see Section 16.1), by the interaction picture Hamiltonian

H = hic, fi(ala,e " + alae). (19.4.14)

Here k; is a coupling constant which depends on the nonlinear suscep-
tibility of the medium, f; and ¢, are the amplitude and the phase of
the classical pump field, and a; and a, are the annihilation operators
for the signal and the readout fields. The Heisenberg equations of
motion for the operators a; and a, are

(19.4.15)
(19.4.16)

as = —iKl,Blare_id",
a, = —ix, prase’?".

A solution of these equations is given by
as(L) = cos(x B1 L/ c)ay(0) — isin(x B L/c)a,(0)e " (19.4.17a)
a.(L) = cos(x B L/c)a,(0) — isin(x; f, L/c)as(0)e’', (19.4.17b)

where L is the length of the nonlinear medium and we replace ¢
by L/c where ¢ is the speed of light. The input—output relationships

and the light
propagating along a,
bz, ), and dz
oscillates at the
probe frequency v,.
FC1 and FC2 are
pumped at the
difference frequency
|vs — v,|, while PA is
pumped at the sum
frequency v; + v,. The
pump beams are now
shown. (From B.
Yurke, J. Opt. Soc.
Am. B 2, 732 (1985).)
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for the frequency converters FC1 and FC2 in Fig. 19.6 are there-
fore obtained by replacing as(0), a,(0). a(L). and a,(L) by a; ay, by,
and by, respectively, for FC1 and by ¢). c2. d;. and d>, respectively,
for FC2 in Egs. (19.4.17a) and (19.4.17b). The resulting equations
are

by =Ka; —i(1 —K3)!2e1g,, (19.4.18)
by = —i(1 — K)2e%1q, + K, a3, (19.4.19)
di =Kic; —i(1 — K$) e ¢y, (19.4.20)
dy = —i(1 —K?)2e*1¢; + K ey, (19.4.21)

where K| = cos(kfL/c).

The parametric amplifier PA in Fig. 19.6 is pumped at the sum
frequency vs + v, and is described, in the parametric approximation,
by the interaction picture Hamiltonian (see Eq. (16.1.2))

H = hxzﬁz(a;ra;re_id’z + a,a,e'%?). (19.4.22)

The corresponding Heisenberg equations of motion for the operators
as and af

a; = —iKyfrale™, (19.4.23a)
al = ixyfrase®, (19.4.23b)
can be solved to yield
as(L) = ay(0)cosh(k2f2L/c) — ial(0)sinh(x2 B2 L/ c)e ™2,
(19.4.24)
a,(L) = a,(0)cosh(xzf,L/c) — ia;r(O)Sinh(xzﬂzL,/c)e_id’z.
(19.4.25)

The relationship between the field operators by, by, ¢;, and ¢; in
Fig. 19.6 is then obtained by replacing a,(0), a,(0), as(L), and a,(L)
in Egs. (19.4.24) and (19.4.25) by by, ba, ¢, and ¢y, respectively. We
obtain

¢ = Kby — i(K? — 1)!/2e72p], (19.4.26)
¢ = —i(K3 — 1)2e72bT 1 Kby, (19.4.27)

where K, = cosh(kyf2L/¢).
We are interested in relating the output operators d; and d, in
terms of the input operators a; and a,. Equations (19.4.18)—(19.4.21),
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(19.4.26), and (19.4.27) can be solved to yield

di = K2(2K? — 1)a; — 2iK | Kx(1 — K2)2e7 14,

—i(K} —1)/2e724], (19.4.28)
dy = K>(2K? — 1)a; — 2iK K (1 — K3)2e%1q
—i(K3 —1)1/2e724], (19.4.29)

If K| and K, are adjusted (by adjusting the pump amplitudes) such
that

2
K = (K:;I;;l)l/ : (19.4.30)
then Eqgs. (19.4.28) and (19.4.29) reduce to
di = a; —i(K3 — 1)/ (e %1a, + 724}, (19.4.31)
dy = @y — i(K3 — 1)/2 (' a) + e72a]). (19.4.32)

These equations are of the same form as Egs. (19.4.1) for

pr=¢—yp—mn/2, (19.4.33)
$2=—(¢p+vy)—n/2 (19.4.34)

This shows that the chain of the parametric devices in Fig. 19.6 is
capable of making QND measurements on the field variables provided
that the pump amplitudes and phases for the frequency converters and
the parametric amplifier are adjusted properly.

Problems

19.1 Prove the following properties of the phase operators cos ¢
and sin ¢ as introduced in Egs. (19.2.9a) and (19.2.9b).

(n—1|cos¢ln) = (n|cospln—1) = %,

(n—1|sing|n) = —(n|sing|n— 1) = 21i’

1
[COS ¢, sin ¢] = le [a*ma— 1:| R

[a'a,cos ¢] = —isin ¢,

[a'a,sin ¢] = icos ¢.
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19.2

19.3

For the Hamiltonian (19.2.2)-{19.2.5). show that A5 and 4p as
given by Eqgs. (19.2.6) and (19.2.11) satisfy all the conditions
for QND measurement.

Show that Eq. (19.4.1b) is uniquely determined from Egq.
(19.4.1a) by the requirement that b, depends linearly on
the operators by, aj,, and a:n, and that the creation and

annihilation operators satisfy the commutation relations

[ainy a;"n = 13

[bin,bi] =1,

n

with all other independent commutation relations among in-
coming creation and annihilation operators being zero, and

[aout’ alut] = 19
[bout, blut] = 1:

with all other independent commutation relations among out-
going creation and annihilation operators being zero.
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CHAPTER 20

Quantum optical tests of
complementarity”

Complementarity, e.g., the wave—particle duality of nature, lies at the
heart of quantum mechanics. It distinguishes the world of quantum
phenomena from the reality of classical physics. In the 1920s, quantum
theory as we know it today was still new, and examples used to
illustrate complementarity emphasized the position (particle-like) and
momentum (wave-like) attributes of a quantum mechanical object, be
it a photon or a massive particle. This is the historical reason why
complementarity is often superficially identified with the so-called
wave—particle duality of matter.

Complementarity, however, is a more general concept. We say that
two observables are complementary if precise knowledge of one of
them implies that all possible outcomes of measuring the other one
are equally probable. We may illustrate this by two extreme examples.
The first example consists of the position and momentum (along
one direction) of a particle: if, say, the position is predetermined
then the result of a momentum measurement cannot be predicted,
all momentum values are equally probable (in a large range). The
second extreme involves two orthogonal spin components of a spin-
1/2 particle: if, say, the vertical spin component has a definite value
(up or down) then upon measuring a horizontal component both values
(left or right, for instance) are found, each with a probability of 50%.
Thus, in the microcosmos complete knowledge in the sense of classical
physics is not available. The classic example of the merger of wave
and particle behavior is provided by Young’s double-slit experiment.
There we find that it is impossible to tell which slit light went through
and still observe an interference pattern. In other words, any attempt

* The material in this chapter draws from Scully, Englert, and Schwinger [1989]; and Scully,
Englert, and Walther [1991].
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to gain which-path information will disturb the light so as to wash
out the interference fringes. This point is made especially clear in the
Einstein—Bohr dialogues, whose arguments we recall in the following
paragraphs.

Einstein invites us to consider a Young’s double-slit experiment in
which the slits can recoil, as indicated in Fig. 20.1. The interference
pattern is constructed by, for example, measuring the output of a
photodetector array due to light passing through the slits. Now if the
mass of the optical baffie (double-slit assembly) is small enough, it will
recoil when the light is emitted by a given slit, then by conservation of
momentum, we could tell which wave vector k; or ky, the photon has
(see Fig. 20.1). That is, we would then have which-path information.

However, Bohr points out that we must also treat the recoiling plate
by the rules of quantum mechanics. Specifically, Bohr argues that the
physical position of the recoiling plate is only known to within Ax
due to the uncertainty principle. This error will contribute a random
phase shift A¢ to our light beams which will destroy the interference
pattern.

Such random-phase arguments, showing how which-path informa-
tion destroys the coherent wave-like interference aspects of a given
experimental setup, are appealing. This is in the spirit of Heisenberg’s
y-ray microscope. In all such arguments, one notes that the act of

Fig. 20.1

Schematic diagram
of the double-slit
experiment. In this
gedanken experimen:
the slits can recoil
and reveal through
which slit the photor:
reached the screen.
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Fig. 20.2

Feynman’s version of
a double-slit
experiment. Here,
electrons interfere
and the scattering of
photons is used to
detect their position
just behind the slits,
revealing through
which slit the
electron reached the
screen.

)

Y

W

Plane
electron wave

Screen with
interference fringes

Screen without  _ _ __ ____.
interference fringes

measuring invariably disturbs the system being measured and the loss
of coherence is the inevitable result of such disturbance.”

In another example, much in the spirit of the present chapter,
Feynman [1965] replaces the photons by electrons. As the wave nature
of matter is well known, interference between the electrons passing
through slits, as in Fig. 20.2, would be expected to lead to the usual
fringe patterns on the screen. In this scheme we now have an extra
‘handle’ on the interfering particles as electrons can be observed by,
for example, light scattering. This is depicted in Fig. 20.2 where we
see a light source which would scatter light from the vicinity of either
slit depending on which slit the electron comes through. Feynman
then goes on to explain that this observation procedure destroys the
interference patterns as seen on the screen. He concludes his analysis
of this interesting example with the following statement:

If an apparatus is capable of determining which hole the
electron goes through, it cannot be so delicate that it does not
disturb the pattern in an essential way. No one has ever found
(or even thought of) a way around the uncertainty principle.

In the experimental situations discussed so far, as in all standard ex-
amples, including Heisenberg’s famous microscope, complementarity
is enforced with the aid of Heisenberg’s position-momentum uncer-
tainty relation. Is this mechanism always at work? No! As we shall see,
it is possible in principle and in practice to design experiments which

* See however Wooters and Zurek [1979).
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Fig. 20.3

Schematic diagram
of the double-slit
experiment with
atoms. (From M. O.
Scully, B.-G. Englert,
and H. Walther,
Nature 351, 111
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provide which-path information via detectors which do not disturb the
system in any noticeable way.

In this chapter we consider some optical systems in which the
loss of coherence occasioned by which-path information, ie., by the
presence of a which-path detector, is due simply to the establishing
of quantum correlations* and is in no way associated with large
random-phase factors as in Einstein’s recoiling slits or Heisenberg’s
microscope. The principle of complementarity is therefore manifest
although the position-momentum uncertainty relation plays no role.t

20.1 A micromaser which-path detector

In this section, we consider a two-slit experiment with atoms as shown
in Fig. 20.3. A set of wider slits collimates two atom beams which
illuminate the narrow slits where the interference pattern originates.
This setup is supplemented by two high-Q micromaser cavities and a
laser beam to excite all the atoms from the lower level |b) to the excited
level |a). The cavity length is chosen such that the Rydberg atom makes
the transition |a) — |b) with unit probability when passing through
the cavity, through spontaneous emission of a microwave photon, even
when the cavity does not contain photons initially.

In the absence of the laser—cavity system, we now describe the
atomic beam, after passing through the double slits, by the state
vector

* For another earlier discussion of this point, see Scully, Shea, and McCullen [1978].
t We note that it is possible to rearrange the analysis such that it “looks like” measurement back

action random phasing has destroyed the interference pattern; see Stern, Aharonov, and Imry
[1990]. We will comment further on this in Section 20.3,
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p(r) = —\}—5 [p1(r) + ya(r)] 1. (20.1.1)

where r is the center-of-mass coordinate and i denotes the internal
state of the atom. Hence the probability density for particles on the
screen at r = R is given by the squared modulus of W(R),

1 2 - * oy
P(R) = S [(Ip1l” +w2l") + (viw2 + wipn))ili), (20.1.2)

We note that the usual interference behavior is represented by the
cross-term yy2 + Yy p;.

Next we consider the situation with the laser turned on and the
ultracold (vacuum) micromaser cavities put into the two paths, as in
Fig. 20.3. Before entering the cavities, the laser beam excites the atoms
to the long-lived Rydberg state |a). After passing through the cavities
and making the transition |a) — |b), say, by spontaneous emission of
a photon, the state of the correlated atomic beam and maser cavity
system is given by

0 = 5 OIL0:) + a0 (20.3)
where, for example, |1,0,) denotes the state in which there is one
photon in cavity 1 and none in cavity 2. Note that unlike Eq. (20.1.1)
this (r) is not a product of two factors, one referring to the atomic
and the other to the photonic degrees of freedom. The system and the
detector have become entangled by their interaction. In contrast to
Eq. (20.1.2), the probability density at the screen is now given by

P(R) = %[(|1Pl|2 + [w2*) + (] 2(1102]0; 12)
+ w391(0112/1,02))1(b|b). (20.1.4)

But because (1,0,]0;1,) vanishes, the interference terms disappear
here, so that

1
PR) = S (ly1l* + [y2]?), (20.1.5)

does not show fringes.

The micromasers will serve as which-path detectors only if the
one extra photon left by the atom changes the photon field in a
detectable manner. Thus whether which-path information is available
or not depends on the photon states initially prepared in the cavities.
One extreme situation has just been discussed: no photons initially,
one photon in one of the detectors finally. Clearly, here one can
tell through which cavity, and therefore through which slit, the atom
came to the screen. The situation is quite different when the cavities
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contain classical microwave radiation with large (average) numbers of
photons, n; and n,, which have spreads given by their square roots.
For instance, the change in photon number in cavity 1 is now from
nm+ \/'rH tom+1+ \/'rH This change cannot be detected, because
Jm> 1 s0 that there is no which-path information available.

In the latter situation (classical radiation in the micromaser cavities),
we cannot tell through which slit the atom reached the screen and the
interference pattern is just the same as in the absence of the micromaser
cavities. In contrast, cavities containing no photons initially store
which-path information and therefore the interference pattern is lost. It
is changed to the incoherent superposition (20.1.5) of one-slit patterns.

Thus we have shown that the interference cross term, which goes
as

1 (D)w2(r)(1,02/0; 12) (20.1.6)

vanishes because (1;0,/0;1,) = 0. But how do we know that the
‘uncertainty principle’ does not cause the y;y; term to vanish as
well? In such a case we could argue that it is the introduction of
random phase factors, due to the interaction with the field, which are
responsible for the loss of interference. We next show that that is not
the case.

20.2 The resonant interaction of atoms with a
microwave field and its effect on atomic
center-of-mass motion”

The resonant atom—field Hamiltonian for our problem is

P ho
H =— 4 —0,+ hwa'a + hgU@) N (20.2.1)
2m 2
with
N =0cratada.. (20.2.2)

Here we have added the term p?/2m associated with the center-of-
mass motion of the atom to the usual interaction Hamiltonian for a
two-level atom interacting with a single-mode field (Eq. (6.2.8)). In Eq.
(20.2.1), p is the operator of the center-of-mass momentum of the atom
with mass m, and the function U(z) describes the spatial dependence
of the coupling between the atomic transition and the maser photons
— ideally it is a mesa function as sketched in Fig. 20.4.

* For further reading on this subject, see Englert, Schwinger, and Scully [1990].
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Fig. 20.4 1
The mesa function
U(z).
» 2
0 [
Now the eigenstates of the operator .4 are given by
1
|£.n) = —= (la,n) £ |b,n+ 1)), (20.2.3)

V2
corresponding to the eigenvalues +./n+ 1 (see Section 10.2.2). The
(constant) energy eigenvalues of the system take the form

z2<0 =Z, (20.2.4a)

2
0<z<l E=FE+hgnt1, (20.2.4b)
z>1 E=L, (20.2.4c)

and therefore

2 2
r_Px
2 = thgnF T (202.5)

which implies

pt = (p* F 2mhgJn+ 1)V/2, (20.2.6)
As the center-of-mass energy is much larger than the interaction
energy
—_ mh
PLpTF ng‘/n 1. (20.2.7)

Consider now the case in which the atom enters into the cavity
having n photons in its upper state |a), that is

1
7

and at the cavity exit z = I we have

p(z =0) = |a,n) = —= (|[+,n) + |—,n)), (20.2.8)

yiz=D= —lﬁ (|+, nye Pt 4| n)e“i”"/")

!
= [la,n} cos (g n+ 1—)
Up
+ilb,n + 1) sin (g«/n + 1%)] e /A, (20.2.9)
0

where vp = p/m.
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Thus we see that the phase factors pyl/h which occur due to
interaction with the field are not random but just the Rabi factor
grm where © = [ /g is the time of flight.

In Appendix 20.A we carry out the explicit calculation dealing with
the complete problem including the (tiny) photon recoil and show that
here again no random phases are present.

The point is that the micromaser which-path detectors do not lead
to random phases due to the atom-field interaction. There is no
significant change in the spatial wave function of the atoms due to
the atom-field interaction. It is the correlation of the center-of-mass
wave function to the photon degrees of freedom in the cavities that is
responsible for the loss of interference.

20.3 Quantum eraser

In the preceding sections we have seen that it is the system detector
correlations which account for the dramatic effects of the measuring
apparatus on the system of interest. It is no surprise that coherence is
destroyed as soon as one has which-path information, but in Section
20.2 no uncontrollable scattering events were involved in destroying
the interference (wave-like) behavior.

One then wonders whether it might not be possible to retrieve the
coherent interference cross terms by removing (‘erasing’) the which-
path information contained in the detectors. In this sense, we are
here considering the quantum eraser problem. Notice that if we con-
sidered the coherence to be lost because of random scattering or
other stochastic perturbations, as discussed at the beginning of this
chapter, for example, this question would never come up. In fact, we
shall see that interference effects can be restored by manipulating the
which-path detectors long after the atoms have passed.

Consider now the arrangement of the atomic beam/micromaser
system as indicated in Fig. 20.5. There we see that the atoms pass
through the two maser cavity detectors, but now we will imagine
that the which-path detectors are separated by a shutter—detector
combination. So we now have a configuration in which the quantum
eraser becomes possible. In particular, consider the cavity system in
Fig. 20.5(a). There we see two shutters arranged such that radiation
will be constrained to remain either in the upper or the lower cavity,
when the shutters are closed. We further imagine that on opening the
shutters, light will be allowed to interact with the photodetector wall.
In this way the radiation, which is left either in the upper or in the
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Fig. 20.5

(a) Quantum eraser
configuration in
which electrooptic
shutters separate
microwave photons
in two cavities from
the detector wall
which absorbs
microwave photons
and acts as a
photodetector. (b)
Density of the
particles on the
screen depending
upon whether a
photocount is
observed in the
detector wall (‘yes’)
or not (‘no’)
demonstrating that
correlations between
the event on the
screen and the eraser
photocount are
necessary to retrieve
the interference
pattern. (From M. O.
Scully, B.-G. Englert,
and H. Walther,
Nature 351, 111
(1991).)
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lower cavity, depending upon whether the atom travelled along the
upper or lower path, will now be absorbed and the memory of passage
(the which-path information) could be said to be erased.

Do we now (after erasure) regain interference fringes? The answer
is yes, but how can that be? The atom is now far removed from the
micromaser cavities and so there can be no thought of any physical
influence on the atom’s center-of-mass wave function. The fact that
this situation is seemingly paradoxical has been noted by Jaynes®
(whom we paraphrase):

We have, then, the full EPR [Einstein-Podolsky-Rosen] para-
dox — and more. By applying or not applying the eraser
mechanism before measuring the state of the microwave cavi-
ties we can, at will, for the atomic beam into either : (1) a state
with a known path, and no possibility of interference effects in
any subsequent measurement; (2) a state with both y; and y;
present with a known relative phase. Interference effects are
then not only observable, but predictable. And we can decide
which to do after the interaction is over and the atom is far
from the cavities, so there can be no thought of any physical
influence on the atom’s centre-of-mass wavefunction!

From this, it is pretty clear that present quantum theory
not only does not use - it does not even dare to mention
— the notion of a ‘real physical situation’. Defenders of the
theory say that this notion is philosophically naive, a throw-
back to outmoded ways of thinking, and that recognition of
this constitutes deep new wisdom about the nature of human

* Jaynes [1980]. The quantum eraser was first proposed independently by Scully and Driihl [1982],

and the connection between that work and the Jaynes paradox was first made by Scully, Englert,
and Walther [1992].
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knowledge. I say that it constitutes a violent irrationality, that
somewhere in this theory the distinction between reality and
our knowledge of reality has become lost, and the result has
more the character of medieval necromancy than of science.
It has been my hope that quantum optics, with its vast new
technological capability, might be able to provide the experi-
mental clue that will show us to resolve these contradictions.

We proceed to resolve the “Jaynes paradox” by extending the
mathematical description to include the detector, which is initially in
its ground state |d), we have

D) = —= [ 011102) + w2(6) (01 1)1[B)1d), (203.1)
V2
which replaces Eq. (20.1.3). After absorbing a photon, the detector
would be found in the excited state |e).
It is now convenient to introduce symmetric, y,, and antisymmetric,
.., atomic states defined as

%@=%W@iww- (203.2)

Likewise, we introduce symmetric, |+), and antisymmetric, |—), states
of the radiation fields contained in the which-path cavities,

4) =

AR
In terms of Eqgs. (20.3.2) and (20.3.3), the state (20.3.1) of the atom-
beam/micromaser cavity/detector system appears as

(11102) 10, 13)). (20.3.3)

D) = —= [+ (1) + -] b)), (2034)
J2
We now consider the interaction between the radiation field existing
in the cavity and the detector. As mentioned earlier, we envisage the
detector to consist of an atom with a lower state |d) and an excited state
le). The interaction Hamiltonian between field and detector depends
on symmetric combinations of the field variables, so that only the
symmetric state |+) will couple to the fields.
We then find that the action of the detector (eraser) system produces
the state
(0 = == [+ (£0,02) e) + p_ (i) @) b), (203.5)

NG
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that is, the symmetric interaction couples only to the symmetric radi-
ation state |+); the antisymmetric state — remains unchanged.

Now, the atomic probability density for (20.3.4) at the screen goes
as

PR) = 5[y (R)y(R) + v (Riy_(R)]

[l ST

5 WIRYI(R) + w3 (R)ya(R)] (20.3.6)

and does not show any interference fringes as long as the final state
of the detector is unknown. But if one asks what is the probability
density P,(R) for finding both the detector excited and the atom at R
on the screen, the answer is

P.(R) = lyp+(R)]?
1
= 5llvr R + [p2(R)P] + Re[w; R)y2(R)],  (203.7)

which exhibits the same fringes as Eq. (20.1.2), indicated as a solid line
in Fig. 20.5(b). In contrast, the probability density P;(R) for finding
both the detector deexcited and the atom at R on the screen is

PyR) = [y_(R)?
= %nwl(R)lz + [w2(R)* — Re[y; R)y2(R)],  (20.3.8)

giving rise to the antifringes indicated by the broken line in Fig. 20.5(b).
If the eraser photon signal is disregarded, we obtain the superposition
(Eq. (20.3.6)), equal to half the sum of P, and P, which is fringeless,
and, of course, identical with Eq. (20.1.5), see Fig. 20.3.

Here is the physical interpretation of this calculation. After an atom
has travelled from the oven to the screen, passing through the micro-
masers and leaving its tell-tale photon, we record an event somewhere
on the screen. Then we return to the which-path micromasers, open
the shutters and allow the absorption of the microwave photon. When
we observe a photocount in the detector we know that erasure has
been completed. In this event the atom is counted as a yes-atom.

Then we wait for another atom to pass through the system from
oven to screen. Again we record an event on the screen and then turn
to the micromaser cavities. This time suppose that, upon opening the
shutter, we observe no photocount in the quantum eraser detector.
This will be the case half of the time, as explained above. Now we
count the atom as a no-atom.

We repeat the above sequence many times. Eventually, the yes-
atoms will build up the solid-line fringes in Fig. 20.5, and the no-atoms
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produce the broken-line antifringes. Finally we note that the fringes
and antifringes will cancel if we do not correlate them to the state of
the eraser detector.

Having presented the physics of quantum erasure we now turn to
an-experimentally more realizable scheme which has much in common
with the quantum eraser idea. We consider as in Fig. 20.6, the asym-
metric situation in which cavity 1 is tuned to the transition |a) — |b},
and cavity 2 is tuned to the transition |a) — |c).

Even if the cavities contain classical microwave radiation, as we
shall assume in the sequel, and therefore do not store which-path
information, the screen will not show interference fringes because
the internal atomic states |b) and |c) are orthogonal. This is analo-
gous to the disappearance of the interference terms in Eq. (20.1.4),
except that now the atoms themselves carry the which-path informa-
tion.

The latter circumstance again invites the question: could one induce
the transitions |b) — |c) in the atoms that traversed cavity 1, so that the
which-path information is erased, and thereby make the interference
pattern reappear? The answer is affirmative. The actual experimental
realization, however, 1s a delicate matter, because one must exert
careful control on the phases of the various classical radiation fields.
To appreciate what is involved, suppose that between cavity 1 and the
slit plate there is a coil that can be fed with radio frequency of ~
50 MHz with the right strength to ensure the transition |b) — |c), as
depicted in Fig. 20.6. In the interference region the state of the atom
is essentially

Fig. 20.6
Asymmetric setup in
which cavity 1
induces the transitior.
|a) — |b) and cavity
2 induces |a) — |c).
Which-path
information is erased
by the radio
frequency in the coil
where |b) — |c)
happens. (From M.
O. Scully, B.-G.
Englert, and H.
Walther, Nature 351
111 (1991).)
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p(r) = %[wl(r) +ePyan) ¢ (20.3.9)
where the relative phase angle § is determined by the phases of the
microwave fields in the two maser cavities and the radio-wave field in
the coil. As these fields have different frequencies, f really refers to a
certain instant, the moment, say, when the atom is excited to state |a)
by the laser beam. The probability density at the screen

TR , .
P(R) = [p(R)? = 5(1v1* + ly21) + Re(wiePys),  (203.10)

now exhibits an interference term that depends on B very sensitively.
If, therefore, the value of B varies from atom to atom, the interference
pattern will not build up. This illustrates quite well the omnipresent
phenomenon of coherence loss caused by random phases. Conse-
quently, we must ensure that the phase angle B is the same for all
atoms to make the interference fringes reappear. In the setup of Fig.
20.6 this can be achieved by adjusting the phase of the radio frequency
radiation in the coil to the phases that the microwave fields in the
cavities have at the moment when the laser excites the atom. An addi-
tional bonus is the possibility of varying the chosen value of #, which
enables us to shift the interference pattern on the screen. In summary,
the control®™ over the phase angle § represents a switch with which the
experimenter can turn the interference fringes on and off, or relocate
them.

20.4 Quantum optical Ramsey fringes

Another interesting example allowing us to probe the way in which
a measurement process (the presence of a detector) influences the
investigated system is provided by a possible quantum optical Ramsey
fringes experiment. Such a possibility exists due to the fact that number
states of the radiation field can be generated in a micromaser as
discussed in Section 13.3. The present scheme is close to being realized
as opposed to the double-slit experiment supplemented by micromaser
cavities discussed in the previous section.

We consider an interferometer in which a two-level atom traverses
two identical high-Q micromaser cavities in succession as shown in
Fig. 20.7. Before entering the first cavity, the atoms are prepared in
either the upper state |a) or the lower state |b). After leaving the
* Here the ‘system-detector-correlation destroys interference’ point of view (as opposed to random

phasing) receives strong support. If we focus on the “back-action-random-phase” point of view,
we are apt to miss this point.
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second cavity, the internal state of the atom is tested by state-selective
field ionization, so that the probability for ending up in the upper
state is measured. For each initial state there are two different paths
along which the final upper state can be reached, as seen in Fig. 20.7.
As long as no information is available about which alternative has
been realized, interference may be observed. On the other hand, if
which-path information is stored in the cavities, then complementarity
does not allow for interference.

It can be shown, using the solutions (6.2.13) and (6.2.14) for the
probability amplitudes for the interaction of the two-level atom with
a single-mode quantized radiation field, that the probabilities of find-
ing the atom in the upper state |a) after passing through the two
micromaser cavities are (see Problem 20.1)

PLY = (CCNGC) + (Sfmay) (Salay)

—2Re((C]al $;)(Cla:5,)eT), (20.4.1)
P =(C]C)(§3d}ar) + (Biala}(C]Ca)
+2Re((31a] €1 )(CF a,5,)e8T). (20.4.2)

Here P{*) and P\™) represent the final probability for finding the atom

Fig. 20.7

Alternative routes for
reaching the final
upper state. If the
atom is initially in
the upper state

(a) then the photon
number is changed
either in none of the
cavities or in both. If
the atom is initially
in the lower state

(b) then the photon
number is changed
either only in the
first cavity or only in
the second. (From
B.-G. Englert, H.
Walther, and M. O.
Scully, Appl. Phys. B
54, 366 (1991).)
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in the upper state if the atom is initially in the upper and lower states,
respectively, A = wg, — v is the atom—field detuning, T is the time the
atom needs to cover the distance between the two cavities, and

2g sin(y/ A? +4g3aja;- 1/2)

S; = (20.4.3)
\/ A+ 4g2aja;
C; = cos( A2+ 4g2aja; /2) + i%Sj, (20.4.4)

where a; and a; (j = 1,2) are the destruction and creation operators of
the field in the two cavities, g is the atom—field coupling constant, 7 is
the duration of the interaction between the atom and either one of the
cavity fields, and §; and C; are obtained upon replacing aja;- by a;aj.
The expectation values in Egs. (20.4.1) and (20.4.2) refer to an instant
prior to the atom entering the first cavity, so they are expectation
values of the photon fields as they are initially prepared. In deriving
Egs. (20.4.1) and (20.4.2) the cavity damping and spontaneous decay
of the atom are neglected.

We now consider two different situations. In the first case we assume
that the initial field states inside the micromaser cavities are classical
states (coherent states with a large amplitude). We further assume,
for simplicity, that the mean photon numbers in these field states are
equal ((aIal) = (aja2) = n) and large (n > 1,(A/2g)?), and are such
that

cos(g+/nt) = sin(g . /nt) = % (20.4.5)

Under these conditions, Egs. (20.4.1) and (20.4.2) simplify considerably.
If ¢ is the relative phase between the fields in the two cavities, then
the probability of finding the atom in the upper state finally is

Py = %[1 F cos(AT + ¢)]. (20.4.6)

It is evident that, upon varying T — for example, by changing the
distance between the cavities — the Ramsey fringes are observed. These
Ramsey fringes signify the presence of a coherent superposition of the
two atomic states in the region between the cavities. The which-path
information is not stored and, therefore, interferences are permitted.

In the other extreme situation, number states are prepared in both
cavities. The alternatives of Fig. 20.7 then correspond to these changes
in the photon states:

(a) |n,n) = |n,n) or [n+ 1,n—1), (20.4.7a)
(b) ln,n) — [n—1,n) or |n,n—1). (20.4.7b)
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Consequently, the final numbers of photons in the cavities indicate
which path has actually been realized, so that no interferences are
possible. This is readily seen from Egs. (20.4.1) and (20.4.2) where
the interference terms vanish for initial number states. When the
conditions discussed above are satisfied

P&E = % (20.4.8)
i.c., the probabilities for finding the atom finally in the upper state do
not display the Ramsey fringes.

Thus, by preparing number states or classical states (equal to co-
herent states with a large amplitude) in the micromaser cavities, the
experimenter can either obtain which-path information or Ramsey
fringes. Both at the same time are not possible. It is interesting to
note that the loss of the capability of interfering brought about by
the number states has nothing to do with random phases, nor with a
variant of Heisenberg’s uncertainty relations. It is the orthogonality,
or in physical terms the distinguishability of the two final states in
Egs. (20.4.7), that causes this loss.

In summary, the atom interferometer can be employed to demon-
strate how complementarity is enforced by a mechanism different from
random phases or bounds on uncertainty products. Ramsey fringes
must always disappear as soon as the micromaser cavities contain
information about which alternative has been realized. Although it
may be rather difficult to retrieve this information, it is there whether
we look at it or not. The mere fact that we could in principle have
which-path information is enough to rub out the fringes.

20.A Effect of recoil in a micromaser which-path
detector”

We write the wave function for the atoms at the slits, z = 0, in the
form of an entagled state

lw(x,,0)) = A(x —d/2,y)|11,02)yi(x)g1(x, y)
+A(x + d/2,)|01, 12)pi(x)g2(x, ¥), (20.A.1)

where A(x 4+ d/2,y) are the aperture functions which are nonzero
only in the vicinity of x = Fd/2, y = 0, y(x) is the probability

* This section follows from Englert et al. [1994] and Yelin et al. [1996].
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Fig. 20.8

The cavity
orientation and the
direction of the
electric vector of the
microwave fields. The
cavities are shown as
seen by someone
standing at the
screen. The circles
indicate the holes
through which the
atoms approach this
observer.

—>

Cavity 1

Cavity 2
_
_

amplitude before the interaction, and the functions g;(x, y) and g2(x, y)
summarize the effect of the interaction and determine the probabilities
that the atom emits a photon in cavities 1 and 2, respectively.

For the mode function U(x,y) = cos(ky) corresponding to the
geometry in Fig. 20.8, the functions g, and g, are given by

g1(x, y) =sin[g cos(ky)r] for x > 0, (20.A.2a)
22(x, y) = sin[g cos(ky)r] for x <O. (20.A.2b)

In order to calculate the fringe pattern we must first find the wave
function on the screen at z = D in terms of what it is in the aperture

at z = 0. This relation is given by

w(x,¥,D) = pi1(x,y, D) + y2(x, y, D) (20.A.3)
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with
yi(x,y,D) = / /dx’ dy' G(x,y,D;x,y,00A(x' —d/2,y")

x 11, 02)pi(x))g1(x', ), (20.A.4)
pa(x,y,D) = //dx’ dy G(x,y,D;x,y,00A(x' +d/2,y")

x [0g, 12)wi(x")g2(x', ¥'), (20.A.5)

where G(x,y,D;x',y’,0) is the Green’s function for a wave with de
Broglie wavelength A4p:

in
G(xayaD;x’ay,ao) = JVCXp {m [(x_x’)z + (y _y/)Z]} .
(20.A.6)

The factor A" contains all the constants that are irrelevant here. This
Green’s function applies in the Fraunhofer regime, when the screen is
far away from the slits and the scattering is at small angles.

To ensure that the probability of no-emission in either microwave
cavity is small, gt = n/2. We need g;2(x,y) only in the aperture at
x = =4d/2, y = 0. Under these circumstances

2
g1206y) = 1 — k'Y, (20A.7)
where y ranges across the apertures, so gi»(x,y) are measured on
the scale set by the slit width a (~ 5 nm). Therefore, the deviation
from unity in Eq. (20.A.7) is roughly given by (ka)* ~ [10*’m~1(5 x
10~°m)]* ~ 10~%° which is quite negligible.

With the ingredients of Eq. (20.A.3) now at hand, we proceed to
calculate the branches of the center-of-mass wave function at the
screen and so demonstrate explicitly that the capability for interfering
has not been lost as a result of the interaction. For the sake of
simplicity, we choose a Gaussian aperture function

- 1 —
A(xFd/2,y) =exp { ~53 [(xF d/2)* + 7] } . (20.A.8)
The upper slit produces
v1(x,, D)

= ,/V//dx’dy’exp {#ZB [(x—x'Y + (=] }
1 2
X exp { 57 (' —d/2)* +y"] } [1 — g—z(ky’)“] . (20.A.9)

A similar expression is obtained for y,(x, y, D).
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The two-slit interference pattern is produced by

Re [w;(xa ys D)wl (X, ¥, D)] = Re [w;(_xa ys D)wl(xa Y, D)] '
(20.A.10)

Without the atom—photon interaction it is given by
2,2 2
(2na|¥]) exp —%‘ﬂ] cos (;‘—Z) . (20A.11)

where b = A;3D/2ra. This expression identifies the fringe spacing
2nab/d = J4pD/d. Thus the interference pattern is not rubbed out by
transverse recoil effects.

Problems
20.1 Derive Egs. (20.4.1) and (20.4.2).

20.2  Discuss whether or not the which-path information will be
stored in the atom interferometer discussed in Section 20.4 if
the radiation field inside the micromaser cavities is (a) a single
mode thermal field at temperature T, (b) a squeezed vacuum
state |£,0), or (c) a state described by the density operator

ny/2
Z T '|2n 2n).
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CHAPTER 21

Two-photon
interferometry, the
quantum measurement
problem, and more

As was demonstrated in the previous chapter, the process of obser-
vation and acquisition of information or at least the possibility of
‘knowing’ (whether or not we bother to ‘look’) can profoundly change
the outcome of an experiment. For example, in the case of the micro-
maser which-path detector, we do not need to ‘look at’ or ‘interrogate’
the masers in order to lose the interference cross term; it is enough
that we could have known, Experiments along these lines provide a
dramatic example of the importance of which-path, or “Welcher-Weg’,
information.

The present chapter treats the Welcher-Weg quantum eraser prob-
lem from a different vantage. We first consider the interference of
light as it is scattered from simple atomic systems™ consisting of single
atoms located at two neighboring sites. From this simple model, we
can gain a wealth of insight into such problems as complementarity,
delayed choice, and the quantum eraser via field—field and photon—
photon correlation functions, ie., via GV(r,t) and GP(r,r;t, ). The
chapter concludes with a demonstration that such considerations can,
in principle, even lead to new kinds of high-resolution spectroscopy.

21.1 The field—field correlation function of light
scattered from two atoms

In order to set the stage for our problem, consider a ‘two-slit’ experi-
ment in which the slits are replaced by two two-level atoms resonant

* For further reading on atomic state Welcher-Weg detectors see Scully and Driihl [1982] and
Eichmann, Bergquist, Bollinger, Gilligan, Itano, Wineland, and Raizen [1993].
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Fig. 21.1

(a) Figure depicting
light impinging from
the left on atoms at
sites 1 and 2.
Scattered photons y;
and y, produce an
interference pattern
on the screen.

(b) Two-level atoms
are excited by a laser
pulse /;, and emit
y-photons in the

|a) — |b) transition.
(c) Three-level atoms
excited by a pulse [
from |¢) — |a)
followed by emission
of y-photons in the
|a) — |b) transition,
(d) As (c) but a
second pulse /, takes
atoms from

|b) — |b’). Decay
from |b’) — |c)
results in emission of
¢-photons. (From
M. O. Scully and K.
Driihl, Phys. A 25,
2208 (1982).)
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with the incident pulse l;, as in Fig. 21.1(a). The field correlation
function

G(r, 1) = (Y| ED (@, )ED(r, t)|yp) (21.1.1)

describes the interference pattern associated with the scattered light.

Here the positive frequency part of the field E®)(r,t) is given by
the usual Fourier sum involving the annihilation operators ax as (Eq.
(1.1.30))

E(H(r, t) = Z éakakei(k"_v"t),
k

(21.1.2)

with a corresponding expression for the negative frequency part
EC)(r,t). The relevant portion of our atom-scattered field system
is now described by a state vector of the form

_

) ﬁ|b1b2>(lm> + [y2)). (21.1.3)
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The state vector for the photon scattered from the ith atom is given
by Eq. (6.3.18) as

—ikr;

_ gke
i) = ij e r T (21.1.4)

where gx is a constant depending on the strength of the atom-field
coupling, w is the atomic frequency between levels |a) and |b), I is the
decay rate for the |a) — |b) transition, and r; is the atomic position of
the ith atom. From Egs. (21.1.1)-(21.1.4) the correlation function for
the scattered field is found to be

G (r,0) = 3 (| + (D E 5 DIONOLE e, ) +172))
= S HOLEE, 1) + (OIE e, )
= 2 ¥u(e 1)+ Ea(r 0, (1.15)

and from Eq. (6.3.24) we have

Pi(r,t) = (OE™(r, 0)lys)

_ % O(t — Ary/ c)e~ AT/ Di=brifo) (21.1.6)
i

where Ar; = |r —r;| is the distance from the ith atom to the detector.
Thus we have the interference cross term

. 2|60/
YW, +cc. = AriAr, O(t — Ar /c)®(t — Ary/c)
Xe——(t—Arl/c)F/2e—(t—Arz/c}F/2 COS[kO(Arl _ Ar2)],
(21.1.7)
with ko = w/c.

Equation (21.1.7) 1s just the interference pattern associated with a
Young’s double-slit experiment generalized to the present scattering
problem. Note that when the y; and y, photons arrive at the detector
at the ‘same time’, interference fringes are present. If there is no
‘overlap’, ie., if the coherence time of the scattered light is too short,
then there will be no interference. This is the temporal version of the
frequency domain statement to the effect that incoherent light does
not produce an interference pattern. This is clearly not the easiest way
to get this elementary result but it is amusing none the less. Finally,
we note that an operator approach to the present problem is given
in the Appendix 21.A. The operator approach is useful when dealing
with more complicated problems.
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21.1.1 Correlation function G'"'(r,t) generated by
scattering from two excited atoms

We now use our operator formalism to find out whether two excited
atoms, again at r; and r;, will produce an interference pattern, see Fig.
21.1(a). We assume as before that the atoms are far enough apart that
cooperative effects can be ignored. We start at t = 0 with the atoms
in the state |aja;)|0). For times t > 1/T the state of the system is

lw) = 1b1b2)[y172), (21.1.8)

and the correlation function is now

(W ED@, )ED(x, 1))

= (172l EDNw, OED(x, £)]y172)

= [W1(r, 0)1* + [Pa(r, )% + [ (r, ) Fa(r, 1)(p2ly1) + cc].
(21.1.9)

We see, then, that the interference pattern, which comes from the last
term in Eq. (21.1.9), is proportional to (ya|y;). It follows from the
definition of |y;) in Eq. (21.1.4), that (Problem 21.2)

(ralyn) = sin(kolra — rl|)e—1r2—|-11]"/(2c)' (21.1.10)
kolr — 1]
Therefore, if [r; — ry| > 4, then [{y2]y1)| <€ 1 and the interference
pattern will be very weak.

21.1.2 Excitation by laser light

Now we look at what would happen if we do a two-atom interference
experiment using a laser pulse. We will assume that the pulse is
strong enough that we can treat it classically and that its duration
is much shorter than the decay time of the atoms. This means that
we can assume that the pulse, essentially instantaneously, puts the
atoms in some superposition of ground and excited states. To be more
specific, before the pulse hits one of the atoms, it is in the state |b).
Immediately after the pulse has passed, it is in the state c4|a) + cp|b)
where |c,|?> + |cp|* = 1. Therefore, at t = 0 (just after the pulse has
passed) the two-atom system (we assume that the pulse hits both
atoms) is in the state

lw) = (calar) + colb1))(calaz) + cy|b2))|0)
= (c2la1ay) +cacplarba) +cpcalbras) +c2byby))|0). (21.1.11)
After a time t > 1/I, the state (21.1.11) becomes
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194 nm 2
light beam

lp) = (2ly1y2) + cachlyr) + cocalya) + c210)) - (21.1.12)

We now want to compute the correlation function. If we assume that
the atoms are far enough apart that {y,|y;) = 0, we have

(W ED@, ) ED(x, 1))
= [IW1(r, ) + |2 (r, )] (Ical* + [cacs]?)

+ 2leacy*Re [ (r, 1) s (r, 1)] - (21.1.13)

The last term in Eq. (21.1.13) is the interference term and is a result
of the terms in Eq. (21.1.11) in which only one of the two atoms is
excited. If we want to maximize the size of the interference pattern
how should we choose the incoming pulse? The interference term is
proportional to |c,cp|* = |ca*(1 — |ca)?). This expression is maximal
when [¢,|? = 1/2 so that we should choose a pulse which will produce
an atomic state in which |¢,| = |cp|- A pulse which will do this is known
as a (n/2)-pulse. Note that a z-pulse, which would invert both atoms,
would lead to no interference pattern at all. In recent experiments such
two-atom interference has been observed. In these experiments, two
1%8Hg* ions were localized in a Paul trap and irradiated by resonant
laser light at 194 nm tuned to the 6s2SI/2 — 6p2P1/2 transition, see
Fig. 21.2. The scattered light showed the interference pattern predicted
by Eq. (21.1.13).

21.1.3 Using three atomic levels as a which-path flag

Next let us alter our ‘experiment’ so as to replace the two-level atoms in
Fig. 21.1(b) by atoms having three levels as in Fig. 21.1(c). Our atoms
are now excited to |a) by the incident laser pulse /;, and then decay
to |b) or |c) via y-photon emission. Let us now arrange our detection
system so that it is sensitive only to radiation emitted in the |a@) — |b)
transition, i.c., we ignore radiation from the |@) — |c) transition. We
wish to again consider the scattered field correlation function just

Fig. 21.2

Schematic diagram
of the experiment,
Scattered light from
two ions (represented
by small circles near
the center of the
trap) is imaged onto
detector D, via the
collecting lens L,
aperture 4, and an
optional polarizer P.
Detector D; serves as
a monitor of ion
number. (From U,
Eichmann, J. C.
Bergquist, J. J.
Bollinger, J. M.
Gilligan, W. M,
Itano, D. J.
Wineland, and M. G.
Raizen, Phys. Rev,
Lett. 70, 2359 (1993).)
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as in the previous experiment. At first glance, one might think that
fringes would again be observed since the atomic configuration of Fig.
21.1(c) is not that different from that of Fig. 21.1(b). However, a little
reflection will suffice to convince oneself that this is not true. We need
only look to see which atom (1 or 2) is in the |b) state in order to
determine which atom did the scattering. Now, if we know (or could
know) which source (slit or atom) the light came from we could expect
the interference fringes to disappear. Detailed calculation bears out
this expectation as shown below. The state of the system describing
the coupled atom-field system of Fig. 21.1(c) is now

for) = % (IBrea)lys) + lerbadlya)) (21.1.14)

and the field correlation function implied by this state vector is given
by

1
GV, 1) = 3 (I‘I’l(r, B + [¥a(r, 1)

+ [¥50, 0 (r, ) (brcalerbs) + c.c.])
= % (I1(r, )2 + |Pa(r, 1)) . (21.1.15)

From Eq. (21.1.15) we see that the interference terms have disappeared,
since the states |b) and |c) are orthogonal, in accord with our intuitive
notion as discussed earlier. The utility of such a simple which-path
setup has also been confirmed by Eichmann et al.* When they set up
their experiment so that |a) — |b) decay, see Fig. 21.1(c), took place
with o-polarized light they saw no interference. However, when they
looked at the light corresponding to the |a@) — |¢) transition of Fig.
21.1(c), which involves zn-polarized light, they did see interference. This
is summarized in Fig. 21.3.

21.2 The fieldfield and photon—photon correlations
of light scattered from two multi-level atoms:
quantum eraser

As we saw in Section 21.1.3, the three-level atoms of Fig. 21.1(c) pro-
vide possible which-path information, which leads to the loss of inter-
ference. Specifically, the interference terms in the field—field correlation
function of Eq. (21.1.15) are multiplied by the atomic innerproduct

* Phys. Rev. Lett. 70, 2359 (1993), this classic paper is recommended reading.
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(a)

0 ——

(b)

Intensity [arb. units]

— ¢

{(b1c2|c1b2) and therefore vanish, We are therefore led to ask:* what if
we could ‘force’ the atoms from their |b) state to the |¢) state so that
they are no longer orthogonal? If we could do this, then we would
have an interesting situation. That is, the y-photons could be well on
their way to the detector (ie., far removed from atoms 1 and 2) and
fringes made to appear or not depending on what we do with the
atoms long after the y-emission has taken place.

Suppose we couple the |b) state to the |c) state via an appropriate
laser or microwave field. Then the unitary time evolution of the
|bY — |c) transition on atoms 1 and 2 implies

(bicalerby) = (byica|UTU|e1by). (21.2.1)

Thus if our time-evolution matrix U is unitary, UTU = 1, and we
see that we have not succeeded in producing fringes by applying the
second pulse. Yet one wonders if some other scheme designed to
retrieve the interference fringes might work. After all, the presence
of the information contained in our three-level atoms is analogous

* We note that this presentation of the quantum erasure concept preceeded that presented in
Chapter 20, see Scully and Driihl [1982], and is here presented in a “stand alone” fashion.

Fig. 21.3
Polarization-sensitive
detection of the
scattered light
(unnormalized):

(a) m-polarized
scattered light,
showing interference;
(b) o-polarized
scattered light,
showing no
interference pattern.
(From U. Eichmann,
J. C. Bergquist, J. J.
Bollinger, J. M.
Gilligan, W, M.
Itano, D. J.
Wineland, and M. G.
Raizen, Phys. Rev.
Lert. 70, 2359 (1993).)
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to having information stored in the form of an observation, and we
know that the process of observation changes the state vector in a
nonunitary fashion. More pictorially, the question may well be asked:
can we erase the information (memory) locked in our atoms and thus
recover fringes? Motivated by these considerations, let us consider the
following information eraser: allow our atoms 1 and 2 to take on a
slightly more involved level structure involving four relevant levels as
depicted in Fig. 21.1(d). The second laser pulse [, is tuned so as to
be resonant with the |b) — |b') transition and tailored such that it
transfers 100 percent of the population from |b) to |b’). That is, we
let the second laser pulse be a m-pulse. Such a pulse is defined by the
requirement that the integrated amplitude of the laser pulse envelope
be such that

%’ﬂ / dED) =7 (21.2.2)

where gy i1s the dipole matrix element connecting the |b) and |b)
states. Such a n-pulse will take every atom it encounters in |b) to |b’).
Hence, the state of the system after interacting with the [, pulse is
1
lp2) = 7
However, as indicated in Fig, 21.1(d), |b’) is strongly coupled to |c),
so that after a short time we may be sure that the ith atom has decayed
to the |c) state via the emission of a photon which we designate as
|¢;). The state |¢) is the same as that of the |y)-photon state, with the
obvious changes in wave vector, decay rate, etc. The state vector after
¢-emission now reads

ps) = % (lcxea)(iam) + [¢272)) - (2124)

(Ibyea)lyr) + leaby)ly2)) (21.2.3)

Consider next an experimental arrangement which, in effect, allows
us to ‘reduce’ the photon states |¢1) and |¢;) to the vacuum with
the excitation of a common photodetector. This is shown in Fig, 21.4.
The photodetection of a ¢-photon (at r’,t') followed by detection of
y-radiation (at r,¢) is described by the intensity correlation function

GO(rr;t,t) = (plED (L )EC (W, HED ) EDr, 1)ly),
(21.2.5)
where |p) is given by Eq. (21.2.4). Let us simplify matters at this point
by considering our atoms to be of the type given in Fig. 21.1(d) and

we assume that a cascade of |a) — |b) takes place with the emis-
sion of a y-photon and |b} — |c¢) with the emission of a ¢-photon.
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That is, we can think of the coupling to level |b') as being always
‘on’ and the state we are calling |b) is really |b') or we can think
of the initial |¢) — |a) excitation as being driven by a two-photon
excitation in which case both |a} — |b) and |b) — |c) are allowed tran-
sitions. We proceed to calculate G®(r,r';t,t') by defining the ¢-photon
states

—ik-r;

— gke
i) = zk: (Ve — @) +iThe /2

[1k) (i=12), (21.2.6)

as in the case of the y-photons. We now have the ¢-photon probability
amplitude

{OIED(r,1)|¢i) = Po,ir, 1), (21.27)

where here, and hence forth, we attach the subscript ¢ or y to denote
which photon and the subscript i to tell us which atom. The y-photon
counterpart to (21.2.7) reads

(OIEM(r, )]y;) = P,(r, 1). (21.2.8)

We therefore find the two-photon correlation function (21.2.5) to be

1 -
3 ((no1] + (1262]) EDETEDED (|y161) + y2¢2))
= |¥,1(r, ¥ 1 (0, ') + ¥, 2(r, ) 2, )% (21.2.9)

Here again the cross terms produce an interference pattern. We would
not have the interference effect if we only measured the y-photon. The
measurement of the ¢-photon is necessary to erase the information
about the path of the y-photon (i.e., whether it is scattered from atom
1 or atom 2).

21.2.1 Alternative photon basis

A significant simplification can be achieved by going to a different

basis. To this end, we rewrite our state (21.2.3) in terms of symmetric

and antisymmetric combinations. That is, if we define the photon
states

1

) = —=

X \/i

where y is either ¢ or y, then Eq. (21.2.4) may be written as
1

lp) N

(1) £ x2)), (21.2.10)

[lerea)(ld+y+) + ld-y-))] . (21.2.11)
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Fig 214
Schematic of a
two-atom correlation
experiment.

N

Y Detecto
Incident
pulse
¢ Detector la>
Y
Ib>
¢
le>
Level structure of atoms 1 and 2
However, if we take |r —r{| = |r — |, then we find
+) 1
(OIE™(r, 1)) = _\/—5 (Wg,1(r,t) — Wga(r, 1))
=0, (21.2.12)

since from Eq. (21.1.6) we see that W ;(r,t) depends only on Ar; =
Ir —r;| and for the symmetric location ¥y ; = ¥4 . Since all terms like
(O|E™(r, t)|¢_) vanish, we can write the correlation function in the +
basis as
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GAr,r';t, 1)
= 3l + (2l ETe 0BT, )
x B, OE e, )(711) + 1a2)
= S(redel + (b DECr, 0BV, 1)
x EDE,EDE, )4 b2) +1y-6-))

G+ EQ ) ED W YED W ) ED X, 0)ly+¢4).
(21.2.13)

N =

We see that only the |¢4) states contribute. This means that, in
a given ensemble of scattering events, the |¢.}-half of the scattering
events are expected to lead to a count, while the |¢_)-half will lead
to no count. By keeping only those events which lead to a ¢-photon
count, interference fringes are found in the statistical distribution of
y-photon counts on the observation screen. If on the other hand,
we choose not to read our ¢-photon counter and keep all scattering
events, no interference pattern will be found in the complete ensemble
of all y-photon counts. Hence in our experiment the total ensemble
of scattering events is decomposed into two subensembles showing
interference fringes and ‘antifringes’.

21.3 Bell’s inequality experiments via two-photon
correlations

A two-atom correlation experiment of the type shown in Fig. 21.4 has
the basic ingredients necessary for testing Bell’s inequality, We recall
that the correlated state resulting from two-photon emission by atoms
at the sites 1 and 2 is

v) = % (1161) + 262)) (21.3.1)
and the resulting joint count probability P,, for detection of a photon
in both the y- and ¢-counters can be calculated via the second-order
correlation function.

That the present configuration could provide an experimental test
of Bell’s theorem™ is most casily established by making contact with

* A simple discussion of Bell’s theorem and two-photon correlations in this context is given by
Scully [1981].
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the polarization correlation experiments discussed in Section 18.3. In
these photon cascade experiments, a ‘polarization correlated photon
state’ such as

) = —
MR

is generated, see Fig. 18.4. The joint count distribution P, as a function
of the angle between the analyzers 1 and 2 is then measured. It is clear
that there is a direct correspondence between the two problems and
that the analysis of the atomic cascade experiment would apply, with
obvious changes, to the present problem involving two atoms. Thus,
correlations involving the two-photon state given by Eq. (21.3.1) could
provide a new test of hidden variable theories via Bell’s theorem.

The two-photon states are generated in a parametric down-
conversion process. We recall from the discussion in Chapter 16 that,
in a nondegenerate parametric amplification process, the interaction
of a pump wave of frequency v, with a nonlinear @ crystal generates
signal and idler waves of frequencies v, and v;, respectively, such that
vp = vy +v;. In the experiments to test Bell’s inequality, the correlation
measurements of mixed signal and idler photons are performed as a
function of the two linear polarizer settings.

Shih and Alley* carried out an experiment based on the produc-
tion of a correlated two-photon state produced by down-conversion
in a nonlinear crystal. In this experiment, 266 nm radiation was sent
through a deutrated potassium dihydrogen phosphate (KD*P) non-
linear optical crystal to produce correlated photon pairs as in Fig.
21.5. Each photon was converted into a definite polarization eigen-
state by inserting quarter wave (1/4) plates into the paths A and B
to transform the linear-polarization states into circular-polarization
states. The photons were superposed when they met at the beam-
splitter (BS). In this way, using coincidence detection, polarizations of
the EPR type were observed and Bell’s inequality was shown to be
violated.

In a similar experiment, Ou and Mandelt showed a clear violation
of Bell’s inequality, and showed that the classical probability relations
for waves are violated as well. As shown in Fig. 21.6, uv pump
light falls on a nonlinear crystal of potassium dihydrogen phosphate
(KDP) and the signal and the idler photons are produced in the
down-conversion process. When the phase matching condition for the
degenerate parametric process (v = v;) is satisfied, the signal and

(I7xd<) + 1yy8y)) (21.3.2)

* Shih and Alley [1988}; see also Franson [1989].
+ Ou and Mandel [1988].
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Prism 2

Prism 1
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KD*P

idler photons emerge at small angles relative to the pump beam. The
signal and idler photons are linearly polarized with their electric field
vectors in the plane of the diagram. The idler photons pass through
a 90° polarization rotator whereas the signal photons pass through
a compensating glass plate C; to produce equal time delay. The
two beams are then incident on a beam-splitter (BS) from opposite
directions which results in the two beams consisting of mixed signal
and idler photons. These beams pass through linear polarizers set at
adjustable angles 6; and 6, and finally fall on two photodetectors
which are connected to coincidence counting electronics. As before,
the coincidence counting provides a measure of the joint probability

Fig. 21.5

Outline of the
experiment to test
Bell’s inequality.
(From Y. H. Shih
and C. O. Alley,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 61,
2921 (1988).)
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Fig. 21.6

Outline of the
experiment to test
Bell’s inequality.
(From Z. Y. Ou and
L. Mandel, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 61, 50
(1988).)
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Py5(01,0;) of detecting two photons for various settings 0, and 6, of
the two linear polarizers.

21.4 Two-photon cascade interferometry

In Section 21.2, we considered two-photon emission from two sepa-
rated atoms in the context of a quantum eraser gedanken experiment.
In so doing, we were naturally led to a field state corresponding to
interrupted emission and the first and second photons were delayed
relative to one another. As will be shown in this section, this has much
in common with the problem of two-photon cascade emission of Sec-
tion 6.4. In particular, the problem of interrupted two-photon cascade
emission and the general relation of two-photon cascade emission,
as determined by Eq. (6.4.13), yield the same ¥ function when the
intermediate level is much longer lived than the upper level.

In the present section, we consider the two-photon correlation func-
tion associated with two-photon cascade emission and apply the results
to the Franson—Chiao interferometer.

21.4.1 Two-photon correlations produced by atomic
cascade emission

The radiation field produced by interrupted cascade emission from a
single atom, as in Section 21.2, takes the form

lp) = lye) , (21.4.1)
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where |y} and |¢) are given by expressions of the form (21.1.4). Then
from Eq. (21.2.9), we see that the photon—photon correlation function
may be written as

GAr,r:t,ty =¥ (1, 1,0, YO, t;r, 1) (21.4.2)
with
YO, ;1 0) =W, (L )P, ) + WV, (0, )P y(r,t), (21.43)

in which ¥, and ‘P4 are the amplitudes for y- and ¢-photons exciting
the detectors at r at time ¢ and at v at time ¢,

We now consider the photon correlation problem in which the
three-level atoms have a sharp upper level and a rapidly decaying
intermediate state (see Fig. 21.7). As we shall see, this atomic configu-
ration is in contrast to that of the quantum eraser problem, in which
the upper state is broad and the intermediate state is sharp. In the
case of Fig. 21.7 (a long lived |a) level with a rapidly decaying |b)
level), the state of the radiation field can no longer be written in the
simple factorized form of the quantum eraser problem but takes the
form

) = cxqllily), (21.4.4)
k.q

where cxq is given by Eq. (6.4.12). The key point is that the energy
€, — €. = hay + hiwg so that the k and q photons are correlated. Hence
a factorized state vector of the form (21.4.1) is not expected. As before,
we seck the two-photon correlation function

G (ry,rp;t1,t2)
= (p|ED(r1, t))ET (12, ) (w1, 6 )ED (13, 12) )

corresponding to the two detectors at the points r; and r,. The inter-
action with the photon field, described by |yp), is switched on at times
t; and t,, respectively. We show in the Appendix 21.B that G? is now
governed by the double photoexciting probability amplitude

T (ry, t1;12, 1)

_ A A
- w12 (1= 20 0 (1 - 20)
X eXp {—(iwbc +1%/2) KQ — %) — (tl _ %)] }

x® K” - %) - (tl - %)] +(1e2),  (2149)
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Fig. 21.7

The radiative
broadening of the
upper and
intermediate levels of
a three-level atom in
the cascade
configuration,
depicted
schematically for the
case I'), > T,

|a> >
I

|b> >
I

le>

where « is an uninteresting constant at Ar; = |r; — r|. We emphasize
again that ¥ is not of the simple factorized form of Eq. (21.4.3). We
also note that Eq. (21.4.5) is generally valid for all values of I'; and T's.
Since W?(r,ry;t1,t;) is nonzero only for times t, = Ar /¢ + O(T'S),
we can write Eq. (21.4.5) as (with I'; > T'y)

PA(ry, 01512, 17)

o _TK owtl 2Ty (0= o Ary
ArlAr2e f C
_(‘wbc+rb/2)( Z_A—z) ® |:t2 _ ﬂ + 0(1“—1)}
¢ a
+(1 < 2)
—K : ary Ar
a2 _(lwab+ra/2)(tl_7) t; — _1
ArlAr2e ® ( ! C )

co-ont T (a-22) o <t2 _ A_) +(1e2), (2146)

Le, in the limit I, > I, Eq. (21.4.5) reduces to a factorized form.
This is intuitively reasonable since the interrupted cascade problem is
essentially one in which the |b) state is ‘long lived’ and therefore we
are pleased to see that W? as given by Eq. (21.4.6) is of the form of
Eq. (21.43).

21.4.2 Franson—Chiao interferometry
We now turn to an intriguing example of two-photon correlation
interferometry first suggested by Franson® and realized by Chiaot

* Franson [1989].
+ Kwiat, Steinberg, and Chiao [1992].
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and co-workers. The setup is depicted in Fig. 21.8. There we see
a two-photon interferometer with a single excited three-level atom
as the light source. Upon decaying from the upper state |a) to an
intermediate level |b) with a rate ', and from |b) to the ground state
lcy with a rate I', the atom emits two photons y and ¢, respectively.
The radiation travels from the atom to the detectors D; and D, via
short and long optical paths of lengths S and L as determined by the
beamsplitters BS and mirrors M. Now the coherence length of the
emitted light is much less than the difference in path lengths in the
two arms of the Mach-Zehnder interferometer (BS-M-M-BS and
BS-BS in Fig. 21.8). One might therefore expect that there would be
no interference fringes observed, which is indeed the case if we look
at either detector alone. That is, there is no GV coherence. However,
if we look at the correlation of photon counts in detectors D, and D,,
ie, if we look at G?, then we do find interference. We proceed to
analyze this problem by modeling the action of the beamsplitters and
mirrors via a Heisenberg treatment of the operators

EM(r, 1) = [E<+ (Si, t;) + E(L;, )], (21.4.7)

where the short and long paths are described by S; and L;, respectively.
Using the two-photon state |'¥) given by Eq. (6.4.13), we may write
G? in terms of the pair probability amplitude

GP(1,2) =" (1,2)¥(1,2), (21.4.8)
where
¥(1,2)= §<0| [ED(S2,12) + EF) (Lo, 2)]
[ED (S, 0) + ED(Ly, 0)]lw). (21.4.9)

For simplicity, we focus on the situation in which the detectors are
located at r, = —r,. Then we have
‘P(la 2) = ‘P(Sl’ tl ;S25 t2) + ‘P(Sla tl 5 L2a t2)
+W(L1,t1; 8, t0) + W(Ly, ty; Lo, 1), (21.4.10)

with

W(r,ti;r, )

= Kl pioutTo/D0—11/9Q(s, —r, /c)
4r1r2

e(lwbc+rb/2)[(tZ"rZ/c)"(tl"rl/c)]®[(t2 _ r2/c) —(t1 — /o)l
+(1 < 2), (21.4.11)
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Fig. 21.8
Two-photon
interferometer with a
single excited
three-level atom as
the light source.
Decaying from the
upper state |a) to an
intermediate state |b)
with a rate T', and
from |b) to the
ground state |c) with
a rate I';, the atom
emits two photons y
and ¢, respectively.
The radiation travels
from the atom to the
detectors D and D,
via short and long
optical paths of
lengths S and L as
determined by the
beam-splitters BS
and mirrors M.

where r; = S; or L; (i = 1,2),k, = 7gukyEx, D(ap)/ ko, Kb = Tigbg g
D(wpe)/qo, ko = wap/C; go = Wpe/c, and D(v) = Vv2/n2c* is the mode
density of the free space.

It is useful to catalog the various terms in Eq. (21.4.10) as in Fig.
21.9. Each of the four combinations of paths is symmetric and is
depicted by the diagrams as indicated. For example, in the case of
W(S,,t,; Lo, o), the first diagram (associated with B)») denotes photon
¢ taking the short path to detector D, and photon y the long path to
detector D».

Now we can understand the physics of the problem and also shorten
much of the algebra by assuming that I';, < I'y, and L — S > I}
That is, we assume that the atom decays from |b) — |c¢) very rapidly
so that the emission of the y-photon (|a) — |b}) is accompanied by a
¢-photon (|b) — |c)). Then only the first and last lines of Fig. 21.9, ie.,
W(S1,t1;S0, 1) and W(Ly,t;; Ly, ty), will contribute to G?. The other
terms W(Sy,t1; Lo, ty) and W(Ly,t1;S,t) will vanish because the y-
and ¢-photons will never ‘overlap’ at the detectors.

This makes the calculations much shorter and we find the joint
count probability to be given by

P(1,2) = / dt, / o #(S1, 11 S0, 12) + (L, 11 Lo, 1)
o (21.4.12)

After carrying out the necessary integrations, Eq. (21.4.12) yields the
simple answer

P(1,2) = (2+ eT42 cos W), (21.4.13)

.
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14 ¢ ) 4
WS, t1; S0 ) = A+ Ay = 42—— 4+ —
14 p ¢ y
WSt o) =B+ By= L. —= 4 JL.—
y ? o 7
W(Li, 1158, 1) =Cp+ Cyy = - _f_lT + _|—12,
Y ¢ ¢ Y
W(Ly, t1; Ly, 1) = D1p+ Dy = fl-f%+1ﬂ_. :

where A = (k,kp/2SL)?, 04 = gy + Wpe, and 7= (L — §)/c, and we
have taken S =S, =S and L =L, = L.

21.5 Two-particle interferometry via nonlinear
down-conversion and momentum selected photon
pairs

In a pioneering paper Horne, Shimony, and Zeilinger (HSZ)* studied
the problem of two-particle interferometry and suggested an arrange-
ment in which four beams are selected from the output of a nonlinear
crystal as in Fig, 21.10. Here they are taking specific advantage of the
fact that phase matching requires that

ki +ke =kp+kp =k,

where k is the wave vector of the driving laser. If a photon is found
to have a wave vector, say k,, then its correlated down-conversion

*

Horne, Shimony, and Zeilinger [1989].

Fig. 21.9

Illustration of the
various terms in Eq.
(21.4.10), e.g., By, can
be interpreted as the
contribution arising
from photon y taking
the long path to
detector D, and
photon ¢ taking the
short path to D;.

Fig. 21.10

A three-dimensional
arrangement of four
beams selected from
the output of a
down-converting
crystal S. The
diaphragm
downstream from S
is normal to the
incident beam
direction I. The
pinholes from which
the beams 4 and D
emerge lie on a circle
centered about I, and
the pinholes from
which B and C
emerge lie on another
circle centered about
I. The plane AC
intersects the plane
BD along I. Beams A
and D and beams B
and C are to be
recombined. (From
M. A. Horne, A.
Shimony, and A.
Zeilinger, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 62, 2209 (1989).)
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Fig. 21.11

An arrangement

for two-particle
interferometry

with variable phase
shifters. The source
S emits two particles,
1 and 2, into four
beams A, B, C, and
D.Index i (i=1,2)
labels the particle
that is registered

in detectors

U; or L;. The state of
the pair is assumed
to be given by Eq.
(21.4.1), which is a
superposition of two
amplitudes: (I) par-
ticle 1 in beam A and
particle 2 in beam C,
and (II) particle 1 in
beam D adn particle
2 in beam B. The two
beams 4 and D of
particle 1 are given

a variable relative
phase shift ¢, before
recombination near
the point O, on the
half-silvered mirror
H; (Mach-Zehnder
interferometry).
Likewise, the two
beams B and C of
particle 2 are given

a variable phase shift
¢, before recombina-
tion near O, on the
half-silvered mirror
H,. The observed
quantities of interest
are the two-particle
coincident count
rates as functions

of ¢ and ¢-.

(From M. A. Horne,
A. Shimony, and A.
Zeilinger, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 62, 2209 (1989).)

partner will be found to have wave vector k¢. They showed that if
two beams are combined on one detector, and two on another, then
the coincident rates G will show interference but the single-detector
count rates GV will not. Their suggested experimental arrangement is
shown in Fig. 21.11. The nonlinear conversion produces a correlated
state

lw) = Mk, k) + [1kp 1ky)- (21.5.1)

21.5.1 Two-site down-conversion interferometry

Stimulated by the work of HSZ, Alley and Shih and Mandel and
co-workers proceeded to carry out several beautiful two-photon inter-
ference experiments using a double down-conversion scheme. In one
experiment, Ou, Wang, Zou, and Mandel (OWZM) used two non-
linear crystals to demonstrate the effect. In this experiment, which is
conceptually sketched in Fig. 21.12, there are two nonlinear LilOj
crystals, designated as NL 1 and NL 2, each of which produces down-
converted photon pairs. The radiation from each is incident on the
beam-splitters BS, and BSp and the combined signals fall on the
detectors D4 and Dp. In order to analyze the problem in a simple
but complete form, let us revert to the scheme of Section 21.2 and
consider the case in which NL 1 and NL 2 are nature’s simplest down-
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NL 1

converters, namely, the simple three-level atoms of Fig. 21.1. Naturally,
the utilization of our simple atomic down-converter is an idealization.
In the setup of Fig. 21.13 we can arrange, following the suggestion of
HSZ, the experiment such that a y-photon in some direction is always
accompanied by a ¢-photon due to phase matching. However, in the
case of atomic down-converters, this is not the case. Nevertheless,
correlations will be observed, and the general principles remain as
before.

The essential ingredients of the physics are the same in the actual
experimental arrangement of OWZM and the setup of Fig. 21.13,
and we proceed with the analysis of Fig. 21.13. In this case we may
apply the results of Section 21.2 directly to the present problem (see
Eq. (21.2.9))

GA(r,v';t,1)
= ¥, (r — 1, |, ) P[Py (I’ — 1], )
+|T7(|r - l'2|, [)|2|‘~P¢(|r/ - l'2|, t/)|2

+ [‘f’;(lr — 11, 0¥, (Ir — |, )P — 11|, ) Py (IF' — 12, )

+ c.c.jl : (21.5.2)

where the notation is the same as in Fig. 21.4, except that the path
lengths |r —r;| and |v' —ry|, i = {1,2}, are now the folded optical path
lengths taking the beam-splitters into account. On substituting ¥, and
¥, from Eq. (21.1.6) into Eq. (21.5.2), we obtain

Fig. 21.12

Schematic of the
two-photon
interference
experiment using a
double
down-converter
scheme. (From Z. Y.
Ou, L. J. Wang, X. Y.
Zou, and L. Mandel,
Phys. Rev. A 41, 566
(1990).)
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Fig. 21.13

Setup for the
single-atom
down-converters to
analyze the OWZM
interference
experiment of Fig.
21.12.

GO(r,r';t,t)

 fh (1)t g (1) ()
C C

Ar? Ar?

2 : A )
By (182 g 28) ()
Ar; c Ar} c
&2 Ar\ - —(=2)r)2
2O - (==2)rr (=*2)r/
+ ArlAr2® (t C ) ( C )e
A,
g%{b ® Arl —( ) /_A_r/2 e"(t—cz)r/2
A 1Ar, c
x cos[k, (Arg — Ar2) + ky(Ary — AR))], (21.5.3)

where Ar; = |r — r;| and Ar; = I’ — 1;|. Thus, by varying the relative
phases by, e.g., varying the atomic position r;, interference should show
up as a function of path length difference, and this is confirmed in the
OWZM experiment.

In another ingenious double down-conversion experiment (see Fig.
21.14), Zou, Wang, and Mandel (ZWM)* show that it is possible to
change the configuration of Fig. 21.12 in such a way that mixing the
idlers restores interference without the need for coincidence detection.

* Zou, Wang, and Mandel [1991].
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In Fig. 21.14, we see two nonlinear crystals NL 1 and NL 2 pumped
coherently to produce two pairs of signal and idler beams via spon-
taneous parametric down-conversion. The two idlers are then aligned
and detected with one common photodetector D;, thereby making
them indistinguishable. The two signals are joined at detector D; and
the question is asked whether these two beams would show interfer-
ence. It is to be noted that the intensity of the idler beam coming from
NL 1 is too weak to induce any stimulated down-conversion in NL
2, so a detected coherence is certainly not due to an induced emission
process that would obviously result in coherent signal beams.

The result is coherence, and therefore interference in the signal
beams, if the idlers are aligned and loss of coherence if the idlers are
distinguishable. (The idlers can be made distinguishable by placing
a beamstop between NL 1 and NL 2.) This can be understood in
principle from the point of view of which-path information. Let us
first consider the case with a beamstop inserted between NL 1 and
NL 2. If a photon is measured in Dy, then, by looking at D;, one
can tell whether the photon pair originated in NL 1 or NL 2: if D;
also measured a photon, then the photon pair must have originated
in NL 2, otherwise it must have come from NL 1. In other words, one
has which-path information with the beamstop inserted and therefore
the signal beams do not show interference. Without the beamstop,
however, there is no way of telling which crystal sent out a signal
photon measured at D, because D; will record a photon in any case.
So without the beamstop we do not have which-path information and
therefore have to add probability amplitudes instead of probabilities,
hence giving rise to interference.

Note, however, that the interference Mandel and co-workers re-
ported is due to first-order coherence of the signal beams. In other
words, the detector D; could as well have been absent in the experi-

Fig. 21.14

Schematic diagram
of the interference
experiment. (From X.
Y. Zou, L. J. Wang,
and L. Mandel, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 67, 318
(1991).)
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Fig. 21.15
Setup for the
single-atom
down-converters to
analyze the ZWM
experiment of Fig,
21.14.

la>
"

16>
#

le >

Beamstop

|az>
Y,

[b,>
?,

[e;>

ment. It is only the potential for which-path information that impacts
on the question of interference.

We proceed to analyze the problem by once again using single-atom
down-converters, see Fig. 21.15. The first-order coherence function for
the setup of Fig. 21.15 is

GO(r,t) = (p1 I ET(r, hED(x,0) 1) (71171)
+{P2l EXAr, O)ED(r, 1) 2) (2 y2)
+UPHEO (X, DED (X, 1)) (y11y2) +cc].  (21.5.4)

For interatomic separations larger than the optical wavelength, it can
be shown that the states |y;) are orthogonal. Therefore the interference
term in Eq. (21.5.4) vanishes and the photons |¢;) do not interfere,
This result is not too surprising since the y photon carries which-path
information concerning the emission process.
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In order to regain interference we proceed as in Section 21.2: a
y-photodetector is placed at r, and the relevant expression is now the
second-order correlation function

GO(r,v';t,1)
= ($1EC(,YED W, ) 1) (1 |EC (e, ) E(x, 1)ly1)
HGA EO (W, )ED (Y, )| h2) (12 EO (0, ) EP(x, 1) Iy2)
+UA1EC W, )ED W, ) d2) (71 EC (6, ) ED(x, 1) ]72)
+ccl, (21.5.5)

and interference is restored.

But now, and this is the intriguing point made by ZWM, if we
align the down-converters 1 and 2 properly, then we can insure that
[y1) = |y,) and the first-order correlation function (21.5.4) shows coher-
ence! This is ‘reasonable’ from the point of view of orthodox quantum
mechanics which says that we no longer have which-path information
and so interference returns.

Furthermore, when we put a beamstop, e.g., a mirror between
the down-converters 1 and 2, the interference disappears. This is
because the innerproduct (y;|y,) now vanishes since |y;) and |y,) are
orthogonal. Physically, we now have which-path information. These
results were confirmed by ZWM and are summarized in Fig, 21.16.

Fig. 21.16

Measured photon
counting rate R; as a
function of
beam-splitter BSy
displacement:

(a) Neutral density
filter with
transmittivity

T =091, and

(b) beamstop with

T =0 inserted
between NL 1 and
NL 2. The solid
curves are the best
fitting sinusoidal
functions of period
394 nm. (From X. Y.
Zou, L. J. Wang, and
L. Mandel, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 67, 318
(1991).)
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21.6 A vacuum—fluctuation picture of the ZWM
experiment

The common feature of the quantum eraser, the micromaser ‘Welcher-
Weg’ detector, and Mandel’s experiments is the fact that apparently
we have to invoke QED to fully understand them. This motivates
the question whether there may be a simple mechanistic picture that
can help us to better understand the physics.” In this regard, we
view the situation much as we do the Lamb shift in QED. There
can be no doubt that QED gives an excellent account of the effect.
However, one is gratified to also have the Welton vacuum fluctu-
ation heuristic arguments which provide a simple insight into the
physics. To be sure, the Welton treatment is no replacement for
QED but it is nice to have. Thus motivated, we here sketch such
a simple pictorial explanation for the ZWM experiment. To this end,
we invoke the notion of stochastically fluctuating electromagnetic
fields.

For our ‘explanation’ of the ZWM experiment based on classical
fluctuating fields, we replace the two nonlinear crystals by two atoms 1
and 2, each with three levels |a), |b), and |c). Note that, as mentioned
earlier, we enforce a directionality onto the idler and signal fields
in order to account for the missing directionality of spontaneous
emission, This could be accomplished, for example, by placing the two
atoms into optical waveguides for the respective frequencies. These
two atoms are pumped by a weak pump P, and, once excited, they
emit two classical fields y; and ¢; where i = 1,2 (see Fig. 21.15). The
state of each atom after the excitation is |p) = ¢4la) + ¢.|c). Such
an atom is subject to perturbations by the vacuum fluctuations that
induce some population transfer from |a) to |b) yielding

lw) = cala) + dcplb) + cclc). (21.6.1)

The amplitude dc, has a random phase ¢,; governed by the inducing
field, so that the dipole formed by the levels |a) and |b) radiates with
the phase ¢,; — ¢,;. As soon as there is some population in level |b),
the dipole |b) — |c) starts radiating as well. The phase of this radiation
is ¢y ;— P , where ¢o;— ¢c; is the relative phase between levels |a) and
|c) (of the ith atom) as determined by the incident weak field inducing
the |¢) — |a) transition. Note that we do not have to take into account
the vacuum fluctuations interacting with the transition |b) — |¢), as

* Scully and Rathe [1994].
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they are second order in the field. The total dipole moments are thus

Pi = pab|ca||5cb| €Xp [_iwabt + i(¢a,i - ¢y,i)]
+ @pcldcnllcc| exp [_iwbct + i(¢y,i - ¢c,i)]
+ higher orders . (21.6.2)

These dipole moments radiate fields
Ei(r,t) = E/(r,t) + EP (r,1), (21.6.3)
where the two contributions with different frequencies are given by

E}(r,t) = |E/(1)| exp [—iwap + i(das — ) + Ky (1 —17)]
(21.6.4)

EP(r,1) = 162(0)| exp [—iwpe + i(dy; — bei) + ik, - (£ —17)] .
(21.6.5)

To obtain the degree of coherence these fields exhibit, we evaluate
the classical counterpart of the Glauber coherence function

G(r,t) = (E*(r,)E(r,1)). (21.6.6)

The key term in the expansion of this expression according to Eq.
(21.6.3) determining the degree of coherence is the two-atom cross
term E?"(r,0) EZ(r,1)

Gy (r,t) = 120162 (1)l exp [—i(by1 — ¢y.2)])
X €xp [i(¢pe —pe2)—iKg,1 - (r—r1)+ikg) - (£ — )]
+... (21.6.7)

In the present case, the average over the statiscally independent vac-
uum phases ¢,; yields zero. Vacuum fluctuation physics therefore
predicts the absence of interference, as does QED.

We next recall the relevant arguments for the treatment of the
ZWM problem from the point of view of QED. The interaction of
the atoms with the pump and subsequent decay leads to interference
as discussed in Section 21.5. The key term in the first-order coherence
function expression, determining whether interference fringes will be
detected, is

G(r,1) = (1 ED(r, )ED(x, 1) 2) (11 172) + ... (21.6.8)
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If the beamstop keeps the idler photon |y;) from overlapping with
photon |y,), then |y;) and |y,) are states of two different modes and
are orthogonal, that is

QED argument, beamstop in: (y;|y,)=0==>no interference.
(21.6.9)

If, however, the beamstop is absent, then the two photons correspond
to states of the same mode

QED argument, beamstop out : (y|y) = 1 = interference.
(21.6.10)

Turning now to the vacuum fluctuation (VF) logic, we note that the
relevant first-order coherence function, as given by Eq. (21.6.7), is

G(r, 1) = (E" (5, )E(r, 1)) = k{exp [—i(¢y1 — $y2)]) + ...,
(21.6.11)

where we have written only the key term. With the beamstop in, the
two vacuum phases are statistically independent and the averaging
process will lead to a zero,

VF argument, beamstop in :
{exp [—i(d)y,l — ¢,2)]) = 0 => no interference. (21.6.12)

If the beamstop is removed, then the vacuum field stimulating the
emission in atom 1 will travel to atom 2 and therefore impart the
same phase to both atoms. Hence the average in this case will produce

unity (since ¢,; = ¢,2)

VF argument, beamstop out :
(exp [—i(¢,1 — ¢,2)]) = 1 => interference. (21.6.13)

In summary, our vacuum fluctuation logic yields the same result as
QED, in accord with the ‘pseudo-ZWM’ experiment.

In general, we often find stochastic electrodynamics useful in pro-
viding insight. We stress, however, that the present heuristic approach
is no substitute for a full QED analysis. In fact, stochastic electro-
dynamics provides answers contradicting QED for certain problems.
A case in point is the analysis of quantum beats in A type systems
presented in Chapter 1. We also run into trouble here if we push the
vacuum fluctuation logic too far.
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21.7 High-resolution spectroscopy via two-photon
cascade interferometry”

As a capstone to this chapter, we next demonstrate that it is possible
to achieve a new kind of line narrowing in spontaneously emitted
radiation via two-photon correlation measurements on atomic cascade
radiation. The width of an optical transition between two atomic
states |a) and |b), as measured by conventional spectroscopic means,
is governed by the sum of the radiative decay rates, I', +I'p, out of the
two levels in question. An exception to this is provided by the ‘time
delay spectroscopy’ of Section 5.7, where the resolution is shown to
goas 'y — T,

It is to be noted that in such measurement schemes, we are dealing
with ordinary single-photon events, ie., single-photon emission and
detection. However, as we show in the following, the situation is
radically changed when we instead consider two-photon correlated
spontaneous emission radiation together with a two-photon detection
scheme as in Fig. 21.17. In such a case, we find that the second-order
correlation function displays spectral features of width I', independent
of Iy, where I, is the decay rate out of state |a) into |b) and 'y is the
decay rate out of |b) into |c).

* For further reading see Rathe and Scully [1994].

Fig. 21.17
Two three-level
atoms are stimulated
weakly such that
either the atom at r
or the atom at s is
excited.
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We note that the (single-photon) time delay spectroscopy of Chapter
5, is most useful when I', = I, since the line narrowing there is
governed by I', — I',. However, in the present case, the (two-photon)
cascade correlation interferometry yields, in principle, an improved
resolution when I'y, > T,

We proceed by considering the experimental setup depicted in Fig.
21.17, with two atoms located at r and s, and two detectors at r; and
r;. As a starting point, we prepare an atomic state such that one of
the atoms is excited to state |a) and the other one is in the ground
state |c) with the field in the vacuum state [0). This initial atom-field
state may be written as

! (la,¢) + I, a))[0). (21.7.1)

lp) = 75
For times ¢t > [';1,T;! this state evolves to

1
lp) = ﬁlc, )(lwr, ér) + lys, Ps)), (21.7.2)

where |y, ¢;) and |ys, ¢s) are the field states generated by the atoms
at r and s, respectively, and w(¢) is associated with the |a) — |b)
(|b) — |c)) transition. Such states are given by Eq. (6.4.13), which in
the present notation reads

wa, ba)
_ Z —g.k8hqe Kd-iad e 1)
kq [i(Vk+Vq_wac)_ra/2][i(Vq _wbc)_rb/z] P
(21.7.3)
whered=r or s.
The corresponding two-photon probability amplitude
PO, t1:10, t2) = (O[ED(r, t2) ED(xy, 1)) (21.7.4)

allows us to calculate the joint count probability that both detectors
at r; and r, register a count. We obtain

o0 o0
P@ =/ dtl/ dt,G (v, 13511, 12), (21.7.5)
0 0

where the intensity correlation function G (ry,ry; ¢y, t,) may be written
as (see Section 21.4.2)

GOrp,rpsty 1) = PO (11, b1 00, ) PO(ry, t510, ). (21.7.6)
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Inserting the state |y) given by (21.7.2) into (21.7.4) yields

1
T (ry, t1500,t0) = —= [<O|E(+)(r1,t1)E(+)(r2, )|, ér)

NG

OB, ) ED e, 1) s, )]

1
= 75 [‘Pg)(rl,h i, 1) + PO(ry, ty510, t2)],
(21.7.7)

with Tfl2)(r1,r2;t1,t2) = (0|E®(ry, t;)ED(r, t2)|wa, da) (d = r or s).
Using Eq. (21.7.3) we find, as in Appendix 21.B

PO(r1, 02511, 12)
= kexp [—(iww +To/2) (11— )] © (1 =2
xexp {~on +To/2) [(0 =) = (- 2)]}
o[ (1-2)- s-2)
H1 =2, (21.7.8)

POy, t151, 1) = PO (0, 11512, 12) (21.7.9)

ri—S;

In Eqgs. (21.7.8) and (21.79), r; =1, —r| and s; = |r; —s| (i = 1, 2),
K is an uninteresting constant, and @(x) is the usual step function.
The notation (1 « 2) in Eq. (21.7.8) indicates that the w,, photon
now goes to detector D, and the wp. photon to detector D;, Finally,
we note that identical physics applies to the atom located at s, and
the corresponding two-photon probability amplitude W (ry, t1; 12, t)
is defined by Eq. (21.7.9).

In order to simplify the calculation, we consider the geometry of
Fig. 21.17, in which s, > r, and s; = r;. With this case in mind, we
insert Egs. (21.7.8) and (21.7.9) into Eq. (21.7.6) and carry out the
integrations of Eq. (21.7.5). After a somewhat lengthy calculation, we
find

f(r,A)+ g(t,A) }
My  A+12)f°
(21.7.10)

1
2) . — 2 ~Ip7
PP, rst, )=k {—rarb +e [

with
£(t,A) = cos WpeT + €17 COS W T, (21.7.11)

A
g(T,A) = COS Wp,T — — SiN WpT
I,

a

— e Tar (cos WahT — I‘A sin wabr) . (21.7.12)
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Fig. 21.18
Correlated emission
spectroscopy signal
part

g(t A)/(A% +(Tu/2))
in the joint count
probability for
different t. The
different curves have
been normalized for
simplicity.

Signal

In Eq. (21.7.10), A = wup — wpe, T = (52 — r2)/c¢, and ¢ is the speed of
light. It is the presence of the sharp Lorentzian, of width I',, which
interests us here since one normally (i.e., in uncorrelated spontaneous
emission) expects a width ', + I's. In Fig. 21.18, we plot the signal
g(t, A)/(A* + T2) for different t to demonstrate the line narrowing. For
example, the dashed curve corresponding to © = 6I';! shows a width
of approximately T, independent of T'.

The term proportional to (A% +I'2)™! in Eq. (21.7.10) enables us
to envision a high-resolution measurement of the atomic transition
frequencies w,, and wp. in the following way. As indicated in Fig.
21.19, the intermediate level |b) of the atomic cascade may be taken to
be a magnetic sublevel with m = —1 so that we can vary A = wg, —wpe
around A = 0 by applying a magnetic field. In this way we could
map out the sharp Lorentzian (A2 + T'2)~! and thus provide a good
measurement of the magnetic field strength By for which A = 0. With
this knowledge of By, we are able to determine the difference of the
energy spacing of the unshifted transition frequencies between |a) and
|bo), |bo) being the intermediate state with m = 0, and between |bg) and
lc). This procedure thus enables us, in principle, to measure wqp, — Wp,c
limited only by the linewidth of the atomic level |a). An additional
measurement for wgp, + wp,. = w4 could be performed, also limited
by I';. So that we are finally in a position to determine w,, and we,.
to a precision governed only by [,.

Note at this point, however, that g(t,A) varies with A as well as
the Lorentzian denominator. This functional dependence is such that
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bo)

|b-)

wb_c
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for small © < ;! the signal g(t,A)/(A? + T'%) goes to a constant
independent of A. Therefore, the time delay 7 has to be of order I'; L
This, however, leads to an exponential decrease of the signal amplitude
by means of the prefactor exp(—I's7) in Eq. (21.7.10), and eventually
to an oscillatory behavior of the signal by means of the sine and cosine
functions in Eq. (21.7.10). Both effects are well known from time delay
spectroscopy, see Section 5.7.

The devoted reader may well ask: what is the physics behind this
‘two-photon line narrowing’? For the answer to this well taken ques-
tion, we refer the reader to the literature.” It is perhaps appropriate
that we leave some questions open; the blossoming field of Quantum
Optics is itself very open ended.

21.A Scattering from two atoms via an operator
approach

It is useful to introduce an operator formalism for treating the problem

of Section 21.1 and also for the more complicated problems in Chapter
21. To that end, we introduce the operator yI which we define as

Z (Vk

which, in view of Eq. (21.1.4), implies

—iker;

w)+il/2 o (=12,

(2LA1)

* See, e.g, Rathe and Scully [1994].

Fig. 21.19

Cascade radiation is
‘tuned’ by an external
magnetic field such
that

Wgp_ = Wp_e = .
Then

A= wy —wp ccan
be varied around
zero. (The level |b_)
plays the role of |b)
in the calculation.)



Appendix 21.A4 615

[71) = ]10). (21.A2)
This can be used to rewrite the correlation function as

IEO(, )ED(r, 0)ly1) = (Ol EO(r, ) ED(x, 1y]10). (21.A3)
Now the operator product EM(r, t)y;r may be written as

ED(r,t)y] = yTED(@, 1) + [ED(r,1),9]], (21.A4)

where [E®(r,t),y]] is the usual commutator expression.
This is useful because yIE(“(r, 1)|0) = 0 and therefore from Egs.
(21.A.3) and (21.A.4) we have

(IEOE0ED 5 0l) = [OEDE 0,710, (LAS)
and this can be simply evaluated since (Problem 21.1)
(OIE (.07 1110) = £20(t = A fe)e =201/
=W, (Ar,1). (21.A.6)

We now apply this approach to the previous two-atom problem. As
before, suppose that we have two atoms at r; and r, and that att =0
they are in the state (1//2)(|laih2) + |b1a2))|0), ie., one atom excited
and the other not. For times ¢ > 1/y the state of the system will be (if
the atoms are far enough apart so that the probability that one atom
absorbs the photon emitted by the other is negligible, ie., [r; —ry| > 4)

1) = () + Dbk = 61 70 iba). - @LAT)

The correlation function is now
(W ED(x, )ED(r, 0)|y)

(0171 + 72)EC (5, ) ED(x, 1)(y] + 71)10)

OE®(r, 0,911 + [EV(E, 0.9110)

N = N —

1
= 3 [¥,(Ar1,0) + ¥y(Ar, . (21.A.8)

The cross term in Eq. (21.A.8) is responsible for interference effects
and describes the fringes that would be produced on a screen which
caught the light emitted by the atoms. We can see this by actually
calculating the cross term and finding that if |r| > |ri| and |r,], then

2Re[¥)(Ary, t)¥,(Ary, 1))

_ 283

= r—2®(t —r/c)e” /N coslko(ry — ry) - x/|r]]. (21.A9)
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The cosine factor describes the interference pattern. For example, if
r; = (a/2)z and r, = —(a/2)Z and we have a screen perpendicular to
the x-axis at a distance R from the origin then the spacing between
interference fringes will be just AR/a where A is the wavelength of the
light.

21.B Calculation of the two-photon correlation
function in atomic cascade emission

We note that for the radiation from a single atom, only two photons
are involved so that

WIEDETESPEM ) =Y (wIETES |{(nh)((n}ESVE )
{n}
= (IE{ES0)(0IESVE P ),
and therefore it is the two-photon ‘wave function’ which is of interest
PO(ry, 1512, 8) = (OIED (a2, 1) ED(ry, 1) |w). (2L.B.1)

Using the fact that

E(r,t) = Z ake—iwcti+ik-ri i=12), (21.B.2)
k

and taking |yp) from Eq. (6.4.13) we have

Oy, 11512, 12)

— § § <0|apase——iv,,t1+ip-r1 e——ivstz+is-rz
kq ps
_e——ik-r——iq-r

x 8ak8bg |1k1 )
[i(vk T Vg — W) — ra/z] [i(vq — Whe) — 1“b/z] !

_ Z (e——ivkt1+ik'r1 etz | gmivitrtik e—-ivqt1+iq-rl)
kq

—e—kr—igr

‘e ga:kgb,q R (21B3)

[l(Vk + Vg — Wqc) — r“/z] [l(vq — Bpe) = rb/z]

In order to evaluate ¥, we change the sums on k and q into
integrals, evaluate all coupling constants and density of state factors
at the atomic resonances ckg = w,, and cqgy = wpe, and choose the
z-axis for the k and q integrations as Ar; =r; —r and Ar, =1, —r
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for the first term in the square brackets and r, — r and r; — r for the
second. On carrying out these steps we can write Eq. (21.B.3) as

P )(rl, t1;12,1)

o0 n 2
/k2dk/sm9kd9k/ d¢k/ q2dq/sianqu do,
0 0 0

X 8ako8b,009 (K0)a (o)
% [e——ickt1+ikAr1 cos 6 e——icqt2+iqAr2 cosf, + (1 PN 2)]

1
X .
[i(ck + ¢q — wac) — Ta/2] [i(cq — wpe) — Tv/2]
The angular integrations yield

(21.B.4)

PA(ry, t1;12, 1)
21)?
= —F(Ari)mkogakod(ko)%gb,qod (90)
——tckn ——tkAn _eikArl) e—icar (e——iqArz _eiqArz)
/ / l(Ck+Cq Wac)— ra/z] [i(cq_wbc)_rb/z]
+(1e2). (21.B.5)

We proceed to do the k-integration. The limits of integration on
k and g may be extended to —oo because of the sharply peaked
Lorentzians. The k contour is closed in the lower half-plane, as in Fig.
21.20(a), when ct; > Ar; and in the upper half-plane when ct; < Ar;.
Hence, neglecting the unphysical incoming waves which go as ¢4,
we find

¥ (ry, 11312, 1)
(275)3k0ga,k00(k0)‘10gbqoa(‘IO) —(1wac+r,,/2)(t1——)® ] Ary
=20
AriAry ¢

@ exp{—icq [(t2 — 22) — (1 — 22)]} o
X/_wdq i(cq — wpe) —T'p/2 tied

(21.B.6)

In a like manner we carry out the g-integration via the contour of Fig.
21.20(b) to find

WA (ry,t1;1,t2)

K i Arl Ar1
= A exp [—(lwac +TI./2) (tl - T)] ® (tl _ T)
ol sl (o=2) (o=
x© [(” B %) - (tl - %)} +(12), (21.B.7)

where k = (2n)*kogax,(ko)d08b,4 0 (do)-
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Im k
> > Rek
X
k,
{a)
Imgq
> > Reg
X
9,
(b)

21.C Calculation of the joint count probability in
Franson—Chiao interferometry

According to Eq. (6.4.13), the two-photon state produced by cascade
emission from a single excited three-level atom at the origin is given
by the entangled state

— 8ak 8bq

) = %1: [i(vk +vg—@ac)—T o /2] [i(vg —wbec)—Tp /2] Ik Lg) -

(2L.C.1)

The state |¥) allows us to calculate the joint count probability that
both detectors in the experimental configuration of Fig. 21.8 are excited
(within an infinite coincidence window), which is proportional to the
time integral

e ¢] (e ¢]
P(1,2)= / dr / dt; G¥(1,2) (21.C2)
0 0

Fig. 21.20

(a) Figure illustrating
pole at ko =

(wye —iT4/2)/c—q
and contour for

cty > Aryq. Integral in
Eq. (21.B.5) vanishes
when ct; < Ary. (b)
Pole at

qo = {wyc —il,/2)/c
and contour for

(ta —Ary/c) >

(ty — Ary/c).
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over the Glauber second-order correlation function
GP(1,2) = P (1,2)¥(1,2) (21.C.3)

with the “probability amplitude for a photo-electron pair” ¥(1,2) as
in Eq. (21.4.10).
Using Eq. (21.4.10) and the notation of Fig. 21.9, we find after
a somewhat lengthy calculation for S = $; =S ~ L =L, = L,
=(L—S)/c,and S/c > T71 4+ T3t

P(1,2)
/ dt]/ dt2
{ [(|A12|2 + Bl + [Col? + D) + (1 & 2)]1
+ [(A;D12 +¢cc) + (1 & 2)}2
+ |(A],B12 + C;,D1p +¢c) + (1 2)]3

+ [(A1Cn + BuDia +ce) + (1o 2)],

1 e

+ |(BjCia +¢c) + (1 2)]5

p———

A},Ba1 +Cly Ay +C,Ba +CyDa1+ D, By +c.c. ] 6}

(21.C4)
2% xe—TaT/2 } [2Ke“rbT/2 }
= + Co8(Wyc T)| + | —==— cos(wp T
[rarb:!l [ L.y ( “ )2 r,r, ( be )3
2xe—Tatln)T/2 we—Ta/24T)T
[ * [ iy

1“arb
e TWT/2

[4Ke“rbT/ 2

2A
WA+ T2 {cos(wbcT) — F_a sin(wp: T) + 5

cos(wgp T)} cos(AT )}

4 5

2A
e TaT/2 [cos(wabT) T Si“(w“bT)}
—(Ca+T)T/2
e T cos(AT)——z—é sin(AT) )
2 T 6

(21.C.5)
where k = (kgkp/2SL), Wae = Wap + Wpe, A = wap — wpe. The square

bracket expressions in (21.C.4), enumerated by subscripts, are the
origin of the corresponding terms in (21.C.5).*

* The various terms are discussed by Meyer, Agarwal, Huang, and Scully [1994].
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L/c+

\ 4

N

L/c t,

As an example, we demonstrate the integration over t; and t, for
the term

ALD1 + e, = weTmTon—TortTull+8)/2¢
c=3

X O(t; — L/c)O(t; — t1),

which leads to sum frequency oscillations (with the oscillation fre-
quency wg.). The integration region is depicted in Fig. 21.21(a). We
obtain

© ©
/ dey / dty (AI2D12 +c.c)
0 0

K o0 o]
= _erﬂ(L+S)/2C / dt] e(rb_ra)tl / dt2e_rbt2
2 L/c t

c0s(wy. T')

(21.C.6)

ke TT2

= ST (21.C.7)

c0S(wge T).

Fig. 21.21

(a) The integration
region for

Eq. (21.C.6), a term
from Eq. (21.C4) for
the joint count
probability P(1,2) in
Franson—Chiao
interferometry.

(b) The integration
region for C{,B,, of
Eq. (21.C4).
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The integration regions for some of the other terms are slightly more
complicated, especially if we choose to have a finite coincidence win-
dow. For example, Figure 21.21(b) shows the integration region for
the term C;,B,; with a coincidence window of time Tp.

Problems

211 Using the results of Section 6.3, show that
[0 [E9w0.5]] 0)
_bog(,_ Ary =1 /N o—iT/2)
Arq ¢ ’
where

grexp(—ik-ry) 4
Z(vk w)+ll"/2a

212 Show that

sinkolrs — 11} —ir,r,ir/20

(72| 1> k0|l'2—l'1|

where |y;) (i = 1,2) are the single-photon states given in Eq.
(21.1.4).
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photon—photon interferometry 131
photon shot noise 101
photon statistical distribution for the
laser 327
photon statistics 137, 376, 377, 386
of the laser 2, 336
of a micromaser 384
sub-Poissonian 2
photon wave function 24, 25
Planck’s distribution 23
Poisson distribution 54, 201, 327, 338
polarization 5, 162, 501
population inversion 155, 200
population matrix 165, 330, 331
position eigenstate 27
power spectrum 305, 321, 343
preferred frame cosmology 106
preparation of number state in a high-Q
micromaser 389
probability flow diagram 333
pump phase fluctuation 462, 476, 485
pump statistics 371, 381

QND observables 542

Q-representation 72, 79, 80, 82, 83, 92
for a number state 80
for a squeezed coherent state 86
quadrature variance 65
quantization of the radiation field 2, 5
quantum approach to damping 260
quantum beat 2, 16, 17, 19, 20, 24
laser 402, 413, 420, 433, 436, 437
quantum coherence 111, 236
quantum coherent theory 76
quantum cryptography 531, 532
quantum distribution 72, 533
quantum efficiency 137
quantum electrodynamics 16
quantum eraser 20, 24, 568, 587, 596
quantum fluctuation 341, 423, 475, 498
quantum harmonic oscillator 9, 35, 305
quantum interference 216, 225, 622
quantum jump 248
quantum Langevin approach 283, 379
quantum Langevin equation 367, 369,
455
quantum nondemolition measurement
542, 543, 545, 547, 550, 554, 558
quantum phase and amplitude
fluctuations 423
quantum phase operator 425
quantum regression theorem 301, 344
quantum theory of measurement 19
quantum theory of radiation 1, 2, 43, 72
quantum trajectories 267, 270, 512
quarter-wave plate 593
quasiclassical distribution 72
quasimode laser physics 184

R-representation 74
Rabi flopping 154, 215
Rabi frequency 223, 285, 305, 308, 383,
413, 434, 457, 479, 492, 493, 551
Rabi oscillations 145, 193, 200, 201, 394
damped 287
radiation from a classical current 47
radiation gauge 178
radiation pressure 487, 504
Ramsey fringes 550, 573, 575, 576
Ramsey method of separated oscillatory
fields 547, 550
random phase 122, 433, 477, 607
rate equation 170
Rayleigh-Jeans catastrophe 21
Rayleigh peak 306
Rayleigh scattering 305
reality 508
refractive index enhancement 236
resonance fluorescence 20, 136, 291, 292,
308, 320, 324
from a driven V system 309
spectrum 293, 302
ring laser 420
ring laser gyro 103, 104, 143, 403
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rotating-wave approximation 152, 157,
159, 188, 193, 196, 450, 461
beyond 158
running wave solution 5
Rydberg atoms 383, 384
Rydberg state 566

Sagnac interferometer 101, 143
Sagnac phase difference 497
Sagnac ring interferometer 101, 103, 104,
403
saturation parameter 171
scale factor 106, 443
Schawlow-Townes limit 402, 426
Schawlow-Townes linewidth 349, 397
Schawlow-Townes phase randomization
352
Schrodinger equation 22, 47, 48, 146,
147, 151, 155, 161, 164
Schwartz inequality 135
second-order coherence 120
second-order correlation function 113,
140, 308, 343
second-order phase transition 349
second quantization 26, 27
secular approximation 297
self-consistency equation 23, 168
self-induced transparency 220, 245
self-saturation coefficient 333
semiclassical laser theory 168, 191
semiclassical theory 17, 28
shot noise 428
signal mode 460
simple harmonic oscillator 3, 46, 53, 56
propagator 56
quantized 1
single-photon state 208
slowly varying
amplitude 152, 166
approximation 168, 472
spectrum analyzer, theory of 298
spherical wave 139
spin 1/2 system 145, 154
spin anticorrelation 525
spin correlation function 527
spin singlet state 509, 513, 524, 537
spontaneous emission 200, 402, 428, 430,
431, 432, 433, 446, 500
enhancement 285, 290
noise 402, 405, 428, 433
squeeze operator 47, 63, 64
squeeze parameter 65, 462
squeezed coherent states 47, 63, 64, 65,
66, 68, 87
multi-mode 67
Q-representation for a 86
squeezed quantum fluctuation 423
squeezed state 2, 47, 57, 61, 62, 88, 89,
125, 137, 426, 460
detection and measurement of 125

generation 461, 463
ideal 462, 476
two-mode 66, 68, 461
squeezed vacuum 131, 289, 448, 453, 454
laser with an injected 450
multi-mode 324, 483
squeezed vacuum reservoir 250, 254, 289
squeezing 469
amplitude-squared 69
higher order 69, 71
multi-mode 66, 70, 467
in an optical parametric oscillator 463
in the output of a cavity field 467
spectrum of 470
stablization factor 173
standing-wave solution 5
Stark shift 163
state preparation 529
state reduction 390
state vector
conditional 263
for photon 139, 208, 584, 611
multi-particle 38
reduction of 260
stationary field 113, 321
Stern-Gerlach apparatus 509, 513, 517,
537
stimulated emission 20, 56, 173
physical picture of 173
strong field limit 305
sub-Poissonian statistics 384
superconductivity 507
super-Poissonian statistics 89, 389
susceptibility 236, 238, 239
symmetrically ordered functions 81
system-reservoir interaction 249

thermal field 67, 77
thermal reservoir 250, 251
thermal state 95
three-level atom 223, 309, 368, 406, 517,
547, 587, 610
three-particle state 529
three-peak spectrum 295, 307, 325
time delay spectroscopy 174
time ordering 114, 156
time reversal 472
transition amplitude 36
transition probability 112
transverse relaxation time 183
trapping state 220, 225, 393, 394
two-atom correlation 591
two-level atom 145, 151, 162, 190, 196,
217
two-mode squeezed state 68
two-photon
cascade 210
correlation function 33, 590, 592, 595,
596, 616
detection amplitude 34
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Fock state 133
interference 20, 98
interferometer 132, 610
interferometry 596, 610
two-time correlation function 300, 304,
321

ultraviolet catastrophe 21, 56
uncertainty relation 60, 541
phase-amplitude 425
unitary time-evolution operator method
204

vacuum fluctuations 2, 12, 15, 16, 20,
22, 23, 24, 39, 379, 428, 546, 607, 608
squeezed 89, 131, 253, 255, 269, 324,
483
state 9, 11
vector model of the density matrix 183
vector potential operator 47
velocity operator 31
velocity selective coherent population
trapping 501, 502, 503
visibility 133, 134
Von Neumann equation 161

wave equation 40, 99, 166, 188, 472
wave function, collapse of the 507
wave function Monte Carlo approach to
damping 263, 267
wave function for the photon 24, 25
wave function, two-fermion 125
wave packet 53, 57, 59
minimum uncertainty 48, 53
squeezed displaced 59
wave—particle duality 24, 561
weak field limit 305
Weisskopf-Wigner approximation 206,
207, 252, 273, 293, 369
Weisskopf-Wigner theory of spontaneous
emission 206, 209, 252
which-path detector 564, 582, 606
micromaser 568, 576
which-path information 552, 564, 566,
575
white noise 272, 477
squeezed 448
Wiener-Khintchine theorem 321
Wiener-Levy stochastic process 344
Wigner distribution function 82, 94
Wigner-Weyl distribution 81, 84, 85, 92,
94, 95

Young’s double-slit experiment 24, 97,
115, 561, 562

zero-point energy 11
Zou-Wang-~Mandel (ZWM) experiment
603, 607, 608, 609
a vacuum-fluctuation picture of 607





