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Preface to the Third Edition

Eight years have passed since the publication of the second edition of Quantum
Optics, so I used the opportunity of this third edition to correct several errors and
misprints, as well as to include some new material.

Chapter 18 was enlarged and we included a section on ‘Generalized Measure-
ments: POVM’s’. This is an interesting topic and has several applications like
quantum state discrimination, which is discussed in the Appendix G.

Chapter 21 was enlarged as to include a section on ‘Entanglement Distillation’.
The original idea of Bennett et al. consisted in using several copies of a given state
and with local operations and classical communication, and sacrificing some of the
copies, get fewer states with enhanced Entanglement.

We also included in this present version a new chapter Chap. 22, dealing with
Quantum Correlations.

Quantum correlations have played a central role in modern quantum optics and
quantum communications, as well as many other fields, not only in physics, but
other sciences as well, as biology, chemistry, etc. We deal with this subject from
two different viewpoints, the first one related to Entanglement and the definition of
separable states and the second one related to the quantum version of the Classical
Information Theory, leading to the concept of Quantum Discord. I would like to
thank Dominique Spehner for a very stimulating discussion on the geometrical
interpretation of the quantum correlations and Janos Bergou for recent discussion on
POVM’s and quantum state discrimination. I relied heavily on his notes and book,
when discussing such topics in this third edition. Finally I have enlarged Chap.7
on Phase Space description as to include more details on the Wigner Distribution.
I thank Raul Coto for helping me to improve this chapter as well as Raul Coto and
Vitalie Eremeeyv for editing and correcting various chapters of the present edition.

Santiago, Chile Miguel Orszag
January, 2016
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Preface to the Second Edition

Seven years have passed since the publication of Quantum Optics, so I used the
opportunity of this second edition to correct several errors and misprints, as well as
to include some new material.

Chapter 20 was enlarged as to include a section on ‘Decoherence Free Sub-
spaces’. This is an interesting topic for those readers interested in Quantum
Computation, Teleportation and Cryptography, because tools have been developed
to find “a quiet corner in Hilbert space,” that is, a region free from the damaging
interaction with the environment. Several examples and applications are also given
in this section.

Also, we include in this present version Chap.21, dealing with the basics of
quantum computation as well as the study of quantum entanglement.

Quantum entanglement is one of the most relevant quantum mechanical proper-
ties and crucial to understand a whole family of phenomena as well as applications
such as quantum teleportation, quantum cryptography, etc. We describe first the
entanglement for pure states, developing the Schmidt decomposition and then deal
with the more complicated mixed state entanglement. For the mixed case, we cover
the well-known Peres—Horodecki criteria for positive partial transposition.

At the end of the chapter, and as an exciting application, we cover the quantum
teleportation protocol, as originally described by Bennet et al.

Chapter 22 deals with topics such as the no-cloning theorem, the Universal
Quantum Copying Machine as a concept, and how to implement it using a logical
circuit made of quantum gates. Both the fidelity and the entanglement of the copies
are calculated for the duplicator and triplicator. The last topic of this chapter includes
the discussion of a simple model of a stochastic quantum processor that rotates a
qubit and how to improve its efficiency, including additional program qubits.

I thank Mr. Paul Blackburn for helping me in the drawings, Ms. Maritza
Hernandez for reading the new chapters and also editing some figures, Mr. Sergio
Dagach for re-reading the entire manuscript, and Mr. Juan Acuiia for helping me
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X Preface to the Second Edition

with the figures and editing the book. Finally, I thank Dr. Thorsten Schneider and
Ms Jacqueline Lenz, from Springer, and MS Sunayana Jain (Integra Software, India)
for their friendly collaboration in the preparation of this second edition.

Santiago, Chile Miguel Orszag
January, 2007



Preface to the First Edition

This graduate textbook originated from lectures given by the author at the Universi-
dad Catélica de Chile in Santiago as well as at the University of New Mexico. Also,
material has been drawn from short summer courses given in Rio de Janeiro and
Caracas.

Chapter 1 is devoted to some basic ideas of interaction of radiation and matter,
starting from Einstein’s ideas of emission and absorption and ending with an
elementary laser theory.

Quantum mechanical description of the atom-radiation interaction is dealt with
in Chap. 2, including Rabi’s oscillations and Bloch’s equations.

Chapter 3 contains the basic quantization of the electromagnetic field, while
Chaps. 4, 5, and 6 study special states of the electromagnetic field and quantum
theory of coherence.

The Jaynes—Cummings model, which describes in a fully quantized manner the
atom-radiation interaction, is studied in the Chap. 8, along with the phenomena of
collapse and revival. We also introduce the dressed state description that is useful
when studying resonance fluorescence (Chap. 10).

Real physical systems are open, that is, one must always consider dissipative
mechanisms, including the electromagnetic losses in the cavity walls or atomic
decay. All these effects can be considered in great detail, studying system-reservoir
interactions, leading to Master and Fokker—Planck equations. These reservoirs can
also be phase dependent, effect that can modify the decay rate of an atom (Chap. 9).
As we mention before, Chap. 10 is entirely devoted to resonance fluorescence, and
the study and observation, for the first time, of photon antibunching.

The invention of the laser, in the 1960s, opened up a new area of research,
baptized as Quantum Optics. This discovery allowed the growth of new fields as
nonlinear optics and non-linear spectroscopy. The semiclassical theory, first, and the
quantum theory of the laser were well developed by the late 1960s. The quantum
theory of the laser, from the master equation and Langevin equation approach is
extensively treated in the Chaps. 11 and 12, respectively. We have also added some
more recent material, including the micromaser and the effect of the pump statistics,
as a form of noise reduction scheme. Although pump statistics did not play any role
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in the original laser theory, recent experiments and theoretical calculations showed
that one could reduce considerably the photon number fluctuations if one is careful
enough in pumping the atoms in an orderly way.

We further study the quantum noise reduction in correlated emission lasers and
generation of squeezed states, typically, from a parametric oscillator. These subjects
are studied in Chaps. 13 and 14, respectively. In Chap. 14, we also introduce the
input—output theory, which is very appropriate to describe the parametric oscillator
and other nonlinear optical systems.

Quantum phase is a controversial subject, even today and which started with
Dirac (Chap. 15). Optical experiments most of the time deal with direct or indirect
measurement of a phase. For this reason, I felt it was important to include it in this
textbook, even if it may not be a closed subject.

The last five chapters deal with more recent topics in quantum and atom optics.
The Monte Carlo method and the stochastic Schrodinger equation (Chap. 16) are
recent tools to attack optical problems with losses. Theoretically, it shows a different
point of view from the more traditional way through master or Fokker—Planck
equations, and it is convenient for practical simulations.

Measurements in optics, and physics in general, play a central role. This was
recognized early in the history of quantum mechanics.

We introduce the reader the notions of quantum standard limits and quantum non-
demolition measurements (Chap. 18). A detailed example is studied, in connection
with the quantum non-demolition (QND) measurement of the photon number in
a cavity. Also continuous measurements are studied. A somewhat related subject,
decoherence (Chap. 20), is quite relevant for quantum computing. This intriguing
phenomenon is connected to dissipation and measurement.

Finally, a little outside the scope of Quantum Optics, we have included the topics
of atom optics (Chap. 17) and trapped ions (Chap. 19). These are fast-growing areas
of research.

Throughout the years, I have collaborated with many colleagues and students,
who directly or indirectly contributed to this work, in particular G.S. Agarwal,
Claus Benkert, Janos Bergou, Wilhelm Becker, Luiz Davidovich, Mary Fuka, Mark
Hillery, Maria Loreto Ladron de Guevara, Jack K. Mclver, Douglas Mundarain,
Ricardo Ramirez, Juan Carlos Retamal, Luis Roa, Jaime Roessler, Bernd Rohwed-
der, Carlos Saavedra, Wolfgang Schleich, Marlan O. Scully, Herbert Walther, K.
Wodkiewicz, Nicim Zagury, F.X. Zhao, Sh.Y. Zhu. I thank them all.

I want to thank Prof. Juan Carlos Retamal for reading and correcting the whole
manuscript, Dr. H. Lotsch for the encouragement of writing this book, and Prof.
Hernan Chuaqui and Mr. Jaime Fernandez for the invaluable help with the computer-
generated figures and photography.

Finally, last but not least as they say, I would like to thank my wife Marta
Montoya (Martita) for her love and constant support in this project.

Santiago, Chile Miguel Orszag
November 1998



No te escapes

Ahora

Me ayudards. Un dedo,

una palabra,

un signo

tuyo

y cuando

dedos, signos, palabras

caminen y trabajen

algo

aparecerd en el aire inmovil,

un

solidario sonido en la ventana,
una estrella en la terrible paz nocturna,
entonces

tu dormirds tranquilo,

tu vivirds tranquilo:

serd parte

del sonido que acude a tu ventana,
de la luz que rompié la soledad.

From: Odas Elementales, Pablo Neruda'

'Neruda, P.: Antologia Fundamental. (PEHUEN Editores, Santiago, Chile (1988)
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Chapter 1
Einstein’s Theory of Atom—Radiation
Interaction

In this chapter, we study spontaneous and stimulated emission phenomenologically,
as well as an elementary laser theory.

In 1917, Einstein [1] formulated a theory of spontaneous, stimulated emission
and absorption, based on purely phenomenological considerations. His results allow
to understand in a qualitative way the basic ingredients of the atom-radiation
interaction, and could be useful to describe the processes of absorption, light
scattering by atoms, stimulated emission in a variety of laser and maser systems,
etc. This happened after Planck found that the spectral distribution of the blackbody
radiation could be explained by quantizing the energy [2], and Einstein had
explained the photoelectric effect [3] assuming energy packets that were later called
photons (See Fig. 1.1, 1921).

Einstein’s Theory is based on reasonable postulates which will be justified more
rigorously later when we will treat the same problem using Quantum Mechanics.
The present arguments are of a heuristic nature [1].

Recently I found a derivation of Planck’s radiation formula which is based upon the basic
assumption of quantum theory and which is related to Wien’s original consideration: in
this derivation, the relationship between the Maxwell distribution and the chromatic black-
body distribution plays a role. The derivation is of interest not only because it is simple,
but especially because it seems to clarify somewhat the at present unexplained phenomena
of emission and absorption of radiation by matter. I have shown, on the basis of a few
assumptions, about emission and absorption of radiation by molecules, which are closely
related to quantum theory, that molecules distributed in temperature equilibrium over states,
in a way which is compatible with quantum theory, are in dynamic equilibrium with
Planck’s radiation. In this way, I deduced in a remarkably simple and general manner,
Planck’s formula. [4]

© Springer International Publishing Switzerland 2016 1
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Fig. 1.1 Albert Einstein
1921

1.1 The A and B Coefficients

We assume a closed cavity with N identical atoms, with two relevant bound state
energy levels that we shall label by E, and E, quasi resonant with the thermal
radiation produced by the cavity walls at a temperature. Let

hw = E, — Ej, . (1.1)

We will also assume that there is an external source of electromagnetic energy, for
example, a light beam crossing the cavity, and we may be interested in the scattering
losses of such a beam.

The average energy density (over a cycle) can be written as

U(w) = Ur(®) + U(®) . (1.2)

The total energy density, will, in general be a function of position and frequency,
however, for the sake of simplicity, we consider it to be only a slow varying function
of frequency. The labels T and E refer to thermal and external sources.

Energy-conserving processes are spontaneous emission of a photon, stimulated
emission and absorption, as described in Fig. 1.2.

Let A, be the probability/time for the atom to spontaneously decay from level
a to b, emitting a photon of energy #iw. On the other hand, if the atom is in state
b, there will be a probability/time for absorption that will be proportional to the
electromagnetic energy present in the cavity, that is the absorption rate will be
B, U(w). The two processes described above are quite reasonable.

Now, Einstein proposed, that in order to re-discover Planck’s radiation law, it
is absolutely necessary to assume a third type of process called stimulated
emission, and the corresponding rate is defined as B, U (w).

So far, we will consider Agp, Bpa, Bap, as phenomenological constants.
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Fig. 1.2 The three processes o —g ® E, Na, ga
in the atom-field interaction.
Absorption, stimulated
emission and spontaneous
emission Aab* Bpa U(w) Bap, U(w)
b —e . ® Ep Ny gy
Absorption
Spontaneous Stimulated
emission emission

We can now write a Rate Equation. Calling N, and N, the populations of the
lower and upper levels respectively, and N, + N, = N, N being the total number of
atoms, then

dN, dn,

= 2 AN, + By U(w)N, — NyBy, U L3
T = »Na + By U(w) »BpaU(w) (1.3)

where the terms grouped in the first curly bracket represent the emission and in the
second, the absorption.

1.2 Thermal Equilibrium
We will consider the equilibrium condition on (1.3), that is

dn,,
— =0, 1.4
” (1.4)
so, that if we have only thermal electromagnetic energy (Ug = 0), then:
Aab
Buy (55 exp(Bho) = 1)

Bab8a

Ur(w) = (1.5)

where we have assumed a Boltzmann distribution for the level populations,
weighted with their respective degeneracies g, and g,

Ny _ &rexp(=PE) _ &
No = gooxp(—BE,) g, O PP (o
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A comparison of (1.5) with Planck’s blackbody energy distribution:

Ur(w) | he? (1.7)
(O anck — .
PR Planck™ 22 3 (exp(Bhaoo) — 1)
gives us

B a

ba8b _ (1.8)

Bab 8a

hod A,

v _ L (1.9)

72c3 By

From (1.8) to (1.9), we can see that there are two equations for three coefficients,
that is only one of them is independent.

1.3 Photon Distribution and Fluctuations

If we quantize the thermal photons as
E, = nho , (1.10)

then the probability for n photons at Temperature T’ [,3 = (kT)_l] is given by the
usual Boltzmann factor

_BE,
= % = exp(—B(n + Dhw) [exp(Bhw) — 1] , (1.11)
but as
1
) = o) 1 (12
we finally get
p — (1.13)

({n) + Dt

which is the Bose—Einstein distribution for thermal photons.
We can also express P, in terms of the level populations

N, \" N,
P, = (g” ) (1 _ & ) (1.14)
gaNb gaNb
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thus showing that, if g, = g,, one cannot achieve population inversion by only
thermal excitation of the atoms (N, < N,, in order to have P,, < 1).
It is left to the reader to prove that

(An)* = (1) — (n)> = (n) + (n)* . (1.15)

In the next two sections, we will apply these simple ideas to the atomic excitation
by an external light source and an elementary laser theory .

1.4 Light Beam Incident on Atoms

We assume here that we have a cavity filled with atoms interacting with an external
light beam whose frequency is resonant with a pair of atomic levels, consistent with
Einstein’s description of the atom-radiation interaction. As we saw in a previous
section, three important processes take place. One important fact is that stimulated
emission from the excited atom tends to remain in the same electromagnetic mode,
thus tending to amplify the incident radiation. On the other hand, spontaneous
emission is isotropic in all spatial directions and independent of the direction of
the incident beam [5].

If we neglect the spatial dependence of the radiation in the cavity (thin cavity),
then U = constant and one easily finds a solution for (1.3)

N(A + BU)
A+ 2BU

N(A + BU)
)exp[—(A+2BU)t] + A-l—TU (1.16)

Np(1) = (Ng -
where we have assumed g, = g, = 1, thus By, = B, = B, and Ng is the initial
population of the lower level.

In the particular case Ng = N, that is all the atoms are initially in the lower
energy level, then

Nq

~ = 11— exp(=1)) (117)

with y = and T = t(A + 2BU).

(A+ZBU)
In steady state (t —> 00), we have
N, 1
— = - (1.18)
N 2+ BU

We notice again that even when the stimulated emission term (BU) is much
stronger than the spontaneous emission one by, for example having a large energy on
the external light beam, one can at best achieve equal population in the two levels.
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If we now disconnect the external light source, the (1.3) becomes

dN,
dr

—N,A (1.19)

thus N,(f) = NCexp(—At), describing the exponential decay of the upper level
population or spontaneous emission. The average lifetime of the upper level is
R = A7l

1.5 An Elementary Laser Theory

A simplified view of the process of amplification of light can be formulated based
on Einstein’s ideas on the fundamental processes in the atom-radiation interaction
[6].

As in the previous sections, we consider two level atoms, resonant with the
electromagnetic field. Also, for the moment, we will neglect the effects of the
spontaneous emission. The corresponding rate equations are

dn,,

? = —WpnNp + WapnN, , (120)
dn,
dr = WpanN, — WypnN, , (1.21)

where n is the number of photons in the cavity and Wj; is the transition rate from
level i to j.
We can also define the population difference D = N, — N, that obeys

dD
— = —2WnD (1.22)
dr

where we have set Wy, = W,, = W, consistent with the previous arguments.

On the other hand, one also has a rate equation for the photons, namely,

d
L wwp— (1.23)
ar T,

where we have included the term — = to account for the photons coming out of the
cavity.
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The two coupled equations read

dD 1

— = 2WnD — —(D — Dy) , 1.24
” n Tl( 0) (1.24)
dn n

— = WnD — —.

dr T.

In the first equation of (1.24), we have included a phenomenological term
LoDy
T, 0

that accounts for the spontaneous decay and pump action. 7} being a characteristic
lifetime associated with the decay of the population. Also, Dy is the equilibrium
population in the absence of photons.

The equations given by (1.24) are called laser rate equations. These equations,
although, as mentioned before, are a simplified version of the fully quantum
mechanical laser theory, allow us to study some basic characteristics of the laser
action, such as steady state, it’s stability and the laser threshold.

1.5.1 Threshold and Population Inversion

Assuming initially a low photon number (say 1), amplification of the number of
photons will occur only if

dn 1

— = (WD(0)— =) >0.
5 (WD(0) Tc)

or, equivalently,

1
WT,

D(O) = Dy > Dypresh = (125)

From the above analysis two conclusions can be drawn:

1. There is a laser threshold condition given in the inequalities (1.25). Laser action
only takes place if the initial inversion is above the threshold value. Usually, the
equilibrium population is equal to the initial one, so the inequality can be referred
to the equilibrium value.

2. Clearly, Dy is positive, which implies N, > Np, that is population inversion is
required, and it has to be enough to compensate for the cavity losses. One would
like to have Dyesn as small as possible, which implies either 7, or W large, or
both. A large 7, means that we need a high-quality optical cavity. On the other
hand, high W implies to choose a pair of levels with a large dipole moment.
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1.5.2 Steady State
The steady-state condition reads
1
2WnD + T(D_DO) =0, (1.26)
1
1
n(WD — T) =0. (1.27)
There are two possible solutions to the steady-state equations

(i) n=0,D = Dy,
which is the case of trivial equilibrium with the pump and no photons in the

cavity.
(i)
1
D= T.W = Dihresh » (128)
DO - Dthresh Tc
= = D —_— D —_— . 1.29
n ZWDlhresth ( 0 thresh) 2T1 ( )

A serious limitation of this model is that if n(0) = 0, then n(¢) = 0, for all times.
The laser does not get started even if Dy > Dyesh- The reason for this limitation
is the absence of the quantum noise because of spontaneous emission, which was
introduced in the present treatment in a ad hoc manner. A quantum laser theory does
not have this limitation, because the quantum noise and the spontaneous emission
appear in a natural way.

As we can see from (1.29), the only possibility to have a positive steady-state
photon number is if Dy > Dihresh-

1.5.3 Linear Stability Analysis

If we call n and D, the steady-state values, then we write these quantities, as their
steady-state value plus a small deviation, that is

n(t) = neo + €,(1) , (1.30)
D(t) = Doo + €p(2) . (1.31)
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Linearizing (1.24), up to order ¢, we easily get

de 1
d—tD = —2W(itooeD + Dootn) — T (1.32)
dSn En

ar = W(nOOSD + Dooé‘n) — E

‘We look now for a solution of the form

€D SD(O)
= At , 1.33
(&) =eseon |25 (139
and get two algebraic coupled equations
1
(A 4+ 2Wneo + T—)SD(O) + 2WDxe,(0) =0, (1.34)
1
1
—Wnooep(0) + (A — WD + T—)Sn(O) =0. (1.35)
c

From (1.34) to (1.35), we get the secular equation
1 1 )
(A +2Wneo + T—l)(k — WDs + E) + 2WneeDso =0 . (1.36)

In order to have a stable solution, one must have

Re{};} <Oforj=1,2.

1.5.3.1 For the Case I
(D = D(), n= 0)

1
A= —— | 1.37
1 T, (1.37)

1

Ay = WDy — — 1.38
2 s (1.38)

% < 0, that is for the laser

below threshold. On the other hand, for WDy — % > 0, the n = 0 solution becomes
unstable.

therefore, the above solution is stable only if WDy —
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Fig. 1.3 Behaviour of the
steady-state photon number
versus population

Moo

Unstable
Stable Dy D,
1.5.3.2 For the Case 11
The two roots are
1
1 D D 4W(Do — D thresn) 12
PO B N [( o 4W(Do h h):| (139)
2 | Duesn Tt Dypresn Tt T,

It is evident that the solution is only stable if Dy > Dypresh-
Finally, this stability analysis is depicted in Fig. 1.3.

Problems

1.1 Prove the thermal photon distribution given by (1.13).

1.2 Prove that, for a thermal distribution, the correct expression for fluctuations of
the photon number is given by (1.15).

1.3 Verify that for U = constant, the solution of (1.3) is given by (1.16).
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Chapter 2
Atom-Field Interaction: Semiclassical Approach

In this chapter, we study the resonant interaction between atoms and light. The
Bloch’s equations are derived, and by adding a relaxation term, various decay effects
are included.

We describe here various aspects that appear in the interaction between a
collection of atoms or molecules with light.

The basic phenomena may be understood using exactly soluble models and they
often are excellent approximations of the real experiments.

The so-called semiclassical models, such as the ones presented in this chapter,
describe a classical field interacting with quantum mechanical atoms.

A fully quantum mechanical model is described in Chap. 8.

Furthermore, here, we will deal with quasiresonant phenomena, where the elec-
tromagnetic field frequency almost coincides with the energy difference between a
pair of atomic levels. In this context, we will often use the concept of “two-level
atom”.

This situation is described in the Fig. 2.1.

The two-level atom is characterized by the ground state | ) and an excited state
| a) with energies #iw;, and Aw,. The detuning § is defined by

§=(ws—wp) —0 =g — . (2.1

The strength of the interaction is usually measured by the so-called Rabi
frequency that depends on resonance on the square root of the number of photons.

For the calculation of the transition rates, consider an atom interacting with a
sinusoidal field

E(f) = eEycoswt 2.2)
which is switched on in # = 0. e represents the unit vector along the polarization of

the field. We will show that the presence of higher excited states can be neglected,
when the transition frequencies are very different from w.

© Springer International Publishing Switzerland 2016 13
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Fig. 2.1 Quasi-resonant a
interaction between a I)

two-level atom and the

electromagnetic radiation,

with a detuning §

e

b
We start with the time-dependent Schrodinger equation
0
iha—‘f = (Ho+ H)y . 2.3)

Hy represents the time-independent Hamiltonian of the free atom and H’ is the
time-dependent atom field interaction, that in the electric dipole approximation can
be written as (e being negative for the electron)

H' = —¢E-r = —eEy(e-r)coswt . 2.4

Because H, is the Hamiltonian of the free atom, one can write

ih%—\f = (Hy)V . (2.5)

with solutions of the form
—iE,t
U = ,(r) exp(T) , (2.6)

where v, (r) and E,, are the eigenfuctions and eigenvalues of H
HOWn(r) = Ean(r) . 2.7

The functions v, (r) satisfy the usual orthonormality conditions

/drw: )Y (r) = 8 (2.8)
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The above wavefunctions will serve as a convenient basis to expand the
wavefunction of the time-dependent problem

V(1) = Y Cul)Yu(r) exp(—ion) , 2.9)

with

E,
P

Wn

Substituting (2.9) in (2.3) we get

i (O — i0,Cy(e) exp(—ion) = Y ECon) exp(—io) (2.10)

—eE,(e-r) Z Co ¥, (r) exp(—iwyt) cos wt.

The second term on the left-hand side cancels the first term on the right-hand
side, thus getting, after multiplication by v/, from the left and integration

dC, E, . .
ih? == Xn: dn Cr (2) [exp i(@pn + @)t + expi(@p, — ®)1] (2.11)
where
1
Ompn = Wy — W = Z(Em —E,), (2.12)

dWlVl

el [ arvime .
Now, let us assume that initially the atom is at the state ¥ (r), in other words:

Ci(t =0) =1, (2.13)
Ct=0)=0,n+#k.

As a first approximation, we replace C,(f) by C,(0) in (2.11), getting

dC,, E,
ih? = 7dmk [expi(@mk + @)t + expi(wm — w)1] (2.14)
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Fig. 2.2 The function

: L

in Cok=o) 51n(5-’mk—5~‘)—

Sl?w k_zw) is sharply peaked 2
around @ = (Wmk-%)

oo le=

(5‘5 mk —C“")

\/\/\/ Nof ot
4_L?T

and integrating

Cot) = Co(0) = — 224,

’

[exp (W +0)t—1  expi(wm —w)t—1

2h (Wi + ) (Wi — @)
(2.15)
and for m # k we get
o (omkto)t
E, . 17 sin —5—
Cn() = —lgdmk {CXP [l(wmk + 60)5] ot o)
¢ sin (wmkz_w)t
+ exp [i(a)mk — a))—] —. (2.16)
2 (a)mk - a))
As we can easily see from the Fig. 2.2, the function:
1 mk — W)t
in (@ =) 2.17)
(wmk - Cl)) 2

is sharply peaked around w,,; >~ w, for large t.

As we can see from the above discussion, for those states with w,,; very different
from w, the transition probability is indeed very small, thus justifying the two-level
approximation [1].

In (2.16), w 1s negative for emission and positive for absorption, thus the main
contribution comes from the first term in the first case and from the second term for
absorption.
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Now, we return to the two-level model from Fig. 2.1 and assume that initially the
atom is in its lower level b. The transition probability to a is

2
d, |? E? [sin(22=2)¢
| Cult) P= ! “Zflz ( (E,abz_zw)) ) : (2.18)

The result given in (2.18) is approximate and represents for | C,(¢) |*< 1 the
probability for stimulated absorption.

2.1 Broad-Band Radiation Spectrum

Now, we modify our previous analysis by considering a broad-band light, rather
than a monochromatic one. Because the average electromagnetic energy density per

2
unit volume is E”ZE 2 and because U(w) is the spectral energy, such that U(w)dw
represents the field energy per unit volume and in the frequency interval @ and

o + dw, we just replace E2 by M and integrate over the spectrum, getting

2 i (22=2) £\ 2
| Ca(t) = ';i—th doU(w) (%) (2.19)
4 2

and assuming U(w) to be slowly varying with w, we get the approximate result:

2
| d, |2 sin —“’“b_“’ t
| G P S5 Ulww) / do wb—zw) , (2.20)
(25)
mldy, ?
= G—th(a)ab)l‘ .

From (2.20), we see that the absorption probability per unit time is proportional
to the energy density, as in Einstein’s theory. In order to get the B coefficient, we
have to average over all the directions, because

[, P ~1lel / dr Y (O© DY (©
~le] / dry (O, (F) |2 cos 0

~ [| | / drﬁ(r)r%(r)} L
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so, finally
| Ca(0) > 7pl,

= - U(wap) = BraU(wap) 2.21
; 3e.n? (@ap) = BpaU(wap) (2.21)
w2 =llel [ary; @ . 22)

S0, we may write
B, = P (2.23)

ba = 3e,h2 :

2.2 Rabi Oscillations

Instead of the general expansion given in (2.9), consider two levels only

Y (r,1) = C, () (r) exp(—iwpt) + Coa(r) exp(—iwt) . (2.24)

Making use of (2.11) for this particular case, we get

dc/ Eod a
ih d,h = Zb C.(t) {exp [~i(@w — ®)1] + exp [—i(ww + @)1]} , (2.25)
dC!  E,d,
ih dta = Tbcé(f) [exp i(wa — W)t + expi(wap + W)t .
Defining

S\,
Cb,a = exp il? Cb,a

and performing the rotating wave approximation to neglect the rapidly varying term
expi(wgy + w)t versus the exp i(w,, — @)t term, we write

dC j E()d a
b_ L (—acb 4 = ca) , (2.26)

dr 2 h

dCa i Eodab
=—|6Co,+——Cp ) . 2.27
5 3 ( +— b) (2.27)
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We can write (2.26) and (2.27) in a matrix form

d[Cn]_ —i[-8 EZ=TT7C0
E[ca(r)}_T[Eonﬂbs Hcm] (229

The eingenvalues of (2.28) are FR, where

= /8 + R, (2.29)

Eodba I

R, =| -

Normally, R, is referred to as the Rabi frequency [2—4].
The solution of (2.28) is

i5 E,dpg R
Ce(0) I B+ gsind —ifggmsin & C(0) . (2.30)
C.(0) E;;;f” sin & cos & — Q sin & C.(0)

To take a simple example, if we start from the lower state [Cp(0) = 1], the
transition probability for absorption is

R, , . Rt
| C.(1) |? =| < |? sm2? ) (2.31)

2.3 Bloch’s Equations

Equation (2.25) describes exactly the interaction between a two-level atom and the
radiation field

dC’
i = vC, (1) exp(—iwgpt) cos wt

dc’
i dta = v*C, (1) exp(iwapt) cos wt

where v =
A general treatment involves the density matrix.

Eodpg
-
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Define

ows = | Cp) | (2.32)
Paa = | C; |2 )
pra = C,C" = pg -

Of course, the property Trp = 1 is automatically satisfied because
oy + paa =1 C, P+ 1 C, P=1. (2.33)
We differentiate p;; with respect the time, getting

% — C/dcjl'* c* dCz/'

dr Todr T ar

(2.34)

and replacing (2.32) into (2.34), we get (making use of the rotating-wave approxi-
mation)

dpaa d [ . [ .
gt = _% = —év* exp [i(wpy — ®)1] ppa + év exp [—i(wpy — ®)t] pap
dpba dp:b

i .
dr = dr = Ev eXp [_l(wba—a))t] (Pbb - paa) . (235)

Equation (2.35) is the optical Bloch Equation.
In order to introduce dissipative effects, we can modify (2.11)

ih% = % Xn: dynn C (2) {exp [i(@pn + @)1] + exp [i(@pn — @)t]}

(2.36)
—inlmc, .
2

where we have added a relaxation term. In the absence of coupling, the relaxation
term will generate a solution

| Cu®) IP=] Cu(0) |” exp—y1 . (2.37)

Obviously, such a decay constant in Schrédinger’s equation does not preserve the
norm.
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2.4 Decay to an Unobserved Level

The effect on the density matrix is as follows:

dloi/ /dCJ/* */dC/'
Pi _ cv i 2.38
dt "odr G dt (2.38)
VitV
= ()nodisxipation - TIIOU .

For population levels, this leads to an exponential decay p;; () oc exp(—yit).

As the spontaneous decay process will emit a photon, we find that the number
of spontaneously emitted photons will be proportional to y;p;;, and the intensity of
spontaneously emitted photons will be a measure of the decaying level.

2.5 Decay Between Levels

If we consider the spontaneous emission between the two levels (Fig. 2.1), then the
upper state will decay as

d
~.Paa = —VPaa - 2.39
P 172 (2.39)

On the other hand, this event will increase the population in level b, so

%pbb = YO - (2.40)
The calculation of y comes from a quantum electrodynamical theory called the
Wigner—Weisskopf Theory, that will be covered in a later chapter. It involves the
interaction of an atom with an infinite number of harmonic oscillators, at zero
temperature, that is in the vacuum state.
On the other hand, the off diagonal term will decay as

d

]/
ab — ab - 41
ltpb Zpb (24 )

Equation (2.41) can be proven with a fully quantum mechanical analysis.
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The Bloch Equations, with losses can be written as

dpua i . i .
gt =—3 v* exp [i(wpa — ©)1] Ppa + SV exp [—i(@pa — @)1] par (2.42)
e = =200
aa d[ ’
dopa dop* ] !
% = % = é‘) exp [—i(wpa — @)1 (Pbb — Paa) — J%loba )
where T = % is the longitudinal relaxation time and 7, = % is the transverse

relaxation time, and ¥’ = y + .., and we have introduced the collision frequency
Yo 1N @ ad-hoc manner.

2.6 Optical Nutation

An interesting case that has exact solution is when wp, = ® and initially p,, =
Pva = 0. The solution in this case is

P

=5 3y . 3yt
Paa(t) = m [1 — (cos At + o smkt) exp—T:| , (2.43)

/|v|2_y_2.
1

The result given in (2.43) is illustrated in the Fig. 2.3.
We notice that the oscillations occur when the Rabi frequency v is much bigger
than the damping y.

A

Fig. 2.3 Atomic population
of the upper level versus time
for various ratios of %
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Problem

2.1 Prove that the solution given by (2.43) satisfies (2.35).
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Chapter 3
Quantization of the Electromagnetic Field

In this chapter, we quantize the electromagnetic field and find the commutation
relations between the various components of the electric, magnetic fields and the
vector potential.

We start with the source-free Maxwell’s equations

V:-B=0, 3.1
0B
VXE =——, 3.2
X T (3.2)
V-E=0, (3.3)
oD
VxH=—, 34
X % (3.4)
together with
B=puH, (3.5)
D=¢E,

where [,, &, are magnetic permeability and permittivity of free space, obeying the
relation w,e, = c¢~2. The (3.1) and (3.2) are automatically satisfied when one
defines the vector and scalar potentials (A and V)

B=VxA, (3.6)
0A
E=—-VV.
ot
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As Maxwell’s equations are gauge invariant, we choose the Coulomb gauge that
is particularly useful when dealing with non-relativistic electrodynamics
V-A=0, (3.7
V=0.
With the above gauge, (3.3) is automatically satisfied and both B and E can be
expressed in terms of A only.

If we now substitute (3.6) into (3.4), we get the wave equation for the vector
potential

1 9°A

VA= -,
c2 02

(3.8)

Now, we perform the standard separation of variables

h
A =[5 [anun () + a), ()] . (3.9)

that after substitution into (3.8) gives

2 wrzn
V2u(r) + = () = 0. (3.10)

%a,,

Py +a),iam =0,

o2 .
where —- is the separation constant.

ObviLously,

an(t) = ay exp(—iwyt) , 3.11)
al (1) = a, exp(+iwy?) .

Both a,(f) and a,T,,(t) are, for the time being, a pair of complex conjugate
numbers. Later on, when we will quantize the field, they will be interpreted as an
operator and its harmonic conjugate.

Depending on the boundary conditions, the u,,(r) functions could be sinusoidal
(cavity) or exponentials (traveling waves). For plane waves:

e, exp ik, r

N (3.12)

u,(r) =
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where k2, = (‘C)—’j", v is the volume and the Coulomb gauge condition implies e, -
k,, = 0, which is the transversality condition for the m-th mode, thus allowing two
possible and mutually orthogonal polarizations, contained in a plane perpendicular
to k.

Therefore, the subscript m signifies the various modes including the two polar-
ization states. The allowed values of k are determined by the boundary conditions.
If we take periodic boundary conditions for a cube of volume L, then we require
that

A(r+L7) = A(r+Lj) = A(r+Lk) = A(r) , (3.13)
which implies
2 A
k, = Tn(mll+m2j+m3k) ’

my,my,m3, being integer numbers.
The vectors u,,(r) satisfy the orthogonality condition

/uj‘n(r)un(r)dv = S - (3.14)

The final form for the vector potential A is

h
A(r,t) = Z Yo o em{am exp [i(Kpy T—wpnt)]+ a:rn exp [—i(km-r—wmt)]} .

(3.15)

From (3.6), we can also write

E(r,1) —zZ

exp [i(K, T—wut)] — a’ ! exp [—i(K,, T— a)mt)]}

(3.16)

H(r, 1) =

—emx km {amexp [i(Ky r—wy,1)]

—a’ exp— [i(km-r—wmt)]} . (3.17)
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The total energy of the multimode radiation field is given by

H

1
= / (8.E* + poH?)dv (3.18)

3 [ G+ 7 x A
Z ha)m(amajn + ajnam) = ZHW’

In the last step to obtain (3.18), we used (3.17) and (3.14).
We preserved the order of an, an, for future purposes. Now they are just numbers.
Now the quantization is trivial. The a,, obey the same differential equation as a
harmonic oscillator, so the quantization rule is [1]

[an. @]
[an.a,]

(4}, 4]

We remind the reader that the standard connection between the a and af
operators, with the usual p and g is given by (1 mode)

(3.19)

Sm
0.
0.

1
a= (wg + ip) . (3.20)
V2hw T
1
ad = ——(wg—ip),
o 4 P)
so that:
1, 2 t 1
E(p + (wg)7) = ho ada+ 7). (3.21)

For many modes, and dropping the zero point energy, the energy and momentum
are given by

H= Zhwm(ajnam) , (3.22)

G=) hknala, . (3.23)
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We notice that in the Schrédinger picture, the vector potential is

A(r,0) = Z thg ~en {amexp [i(kyT)] + a), exp [—i(k,T)]} (3.24)

Here, we use the notation that a,, is a Schrodinger operator, whereas a,,(?) is its
Heisenberg version.

Now, we interpret a,, and aj,, as the annihilation and creation operators for this
particular oscillator, or for this particular mode of the radiation field.

3.1 Fock States

The operator N,,, = aIn ap, is the photon number of the m-th mode.
We define a basis that can be written as a product of state vectors for each mode,
because they are independent, as follows

| n1) | n2) ... | hoo) =| 11,12, . hoo)

such that both N, and the Hamiltonian are diagonal in this basis.
For one mode

ata|n)=n|n), (3.25)

H|n>=hw(cﬁa+%)|n)=hw(n+%)|n>=En|n). (3.26)

From the commutation rule (3.19), we can simply infer that

d|ny=+vn+1|n+1), (3.27)
alny=+n|n—1).

Similarly, for a multimode field.
We also notice that the energy of the ground state is

1
(O1H|0)= 3 Xm:hwm , (3.28)

which, of course, diverges, originating a conceptual difficulty with the whole
quantization procedure.
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In most practical situations, however, one does not measure absolute energies,
but rather energy changes, so that the infinite zero-point energy does not generate
any divergences.

To generate any Fock state of the k-th mode | n;), from the vacuum, we just have
to apply (3.27) several times, getting

(ap)"
ng) = 0), 3.29
| ) N 1 0) (3.29)
ny = 0,1,2... .
These Fock or number states are orthogonal
(i | my) = S (3.30)
and complete
o0
D Imd =1 3.31)
np=0
3.2 Density of Modes
As we saw,
27 R .
Kk, = T(m11+m2_]+m3k) , (3.32)

so we may ask the following question: How many normal modes are contained in a
cavity of volume v = L3?

Each set of integer numbers (m;, my, m3) correspond to two traveling wave
modes, because we have two polarizations. These correspond to a point in the
Fig.3.1:

In an infinitesimal volume element dmdm,dms, the number of modes is

dn = 2dm;dmydm; , (3.33)

and according to (3.32), we get

L\? L\?
dn=2(~—) dkdk,dk, =2 — | dk. (3.34)
2 2
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Fig. 3.1 Normal modes in a My

cavity y
e

/
o
/'”/

m //"

Now, letting L — o0, the sums become integrals and

LaZUL—”XH( )///]dk (3.35)

If one goes to polar coordinates, we can also write

N

.&\'\\
\\

L\? L\?
dn=2(—) dkdk,dk, =2 — ) K’dkdQ2, (3.36)
27 27

where d€2 is an element of solid angle about k.
As w? = ¢2k?, one can write

L 3
dn =2 (—) 0*dwd , (3.37)
2me

and the number of normal modes per unit volume, with angular frequencies between
w and @ + dw, and per solid angle d<2 is

dn _ 2w?

N 2V e = g(w)do 3.38
i ~ @rop e = 8@ (3.38)

where g(w) is the mode density.

3.3 Commutation Relations

Using the commutation relations (3.19) one can write [1]

ih
[Ai(r), E,(6)] = _#80 > " (e)ile,); lexplikj) +ecl . (3.39)
Lo

p=r—r.
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In the above expression, we have replaced m — ([, 0), in order to separate the
propagation vector index (1) from that of the polarization (o).

A
Now, the three vectors ej ep,k; are mutually orthogonal. So, in the three-
dimensional space, one may write:

A A
| en){en | + [en)en | + [k)(k|=1, (3.40)

so, taking i and j components of the above relation, one gets

(kp)i (kp);

o = 8 (k)i (k) (3.41)
1

Z (ela)i(elg)j = Sij _

o=12

We substitute the result of (3.41) into the commutation relation (3.39), getting
, ih ANA o s
[A@.E®)]=-——)" [5,,»— (k)i (kl),} exp(iky.j) , (3.42)
V& 7

where the sum over / now covers both positive and negative integers, because

A

A
k= -k . (3.43)

Letting L — oo, and making use of (3.35),we can write
[Ai(r).E,(r)] = ——5T(r r), (3.44)
where 85 (r —r’) is the transverse § function defined as

; 1 AN 0
ag(r—r)z(zT)3 / / / dk [5,;,~— (k); (k),} exp(ik.j) . (3.45)

Following the same procedure, the reader can show that

[A(r, 1), A,(F, )] = (3.46)
[Ei(r.t), E,(r.t)] = (3.47)
[Bi(r, 7). B,(r,1)] = (3.48)

Actually, to show the above commutation relation, one can work in the
Schrodinger picture, with time-independent operators, and if the above is true,
then it is also true in the Heisenberg picture, at equal times.
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Problems

3.1 Prove that the | n) state can be expressed in terms of the vacuum state as

(af)"
Vn!

3.2 Show the following commutation relations

| n) = | 0).

[a,aT"] = n(cﬂh)”_l ,

[a",aT] =n(a)"".

3.3 The commutation relations of the Problem 3.2 can be generalized. Prove that

[a.f(a,a")] = aajf ’
of
i N ==L
[a sf(ava )] - aa £

exp(—aa‘a)f(a,a’) exp(aa’a) = f(ae®, a’e™).
(Appendix A)
3.4 Show that

" §hxr—r)
€0 '

[Ax(r), E(r)] = —i
3.5 Show that
[Ei(r.).B(r.,0)] =0,i=

= —ih28(p), i,jyk=1,2,3
Xk
0 .
=ih—38(p), i,j,k=1,3,2.
Xk

andp =r—r.
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Chapter 4
States of the Electromagnetic Field I

In this chapter, we study the coherent states and the thermal radiation.
The coherent states were introduced by Glauber [1] and Sudarshan [2] defined
as the eigenstate of the annihilation operator. For a single mode

ala)=o|a), 4.1

where « is a complex number.
Expanding the coherent state in the Fock basis

oo

la) =) cnln). (4.2)
n=0
we easily get
a|a)=) ci/nn—1) (4.3)
n=1

o0
= O{ch | n),
n=0

from which we get the following recursion relation

Cn\/ﬁ = 0Cp—1. 4.4)
The solution of (4.4) gives
O{n
Chn = ——Co.
vn!
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The coefficient ¢, is found from normalization
2 | o [ 2 2
(@la)=1=lc P == =lcexp|er] (4.5)

so that we can now write the expansion

2
|a)=exp(—|0{2|)z%|n). (4.6)

4.1 Further Properties

4.1.1 Coherent States Are Minimum Uncertainty States

We write the usual relation between a, ¢ and q,p

1
a= (ox + ip), (4.7)
V2hw P
1
at =

V2hw (@x=ip).

. . . 2 2 2
with [x, p] = ik, or equivalently (Ax)*(Ap)~ > 7.
By inverting the relations (4.7) and taking the expectation value over a coherent

state, one gets
h T
(o = |5l (@+aD) | @), (48)
w

[ .
= %(a+a ),

and
h
() = (] (@+a)’ | a) 4.9)
= L+ @+am),
2w
SO
(Ax)i = (xz)a — (x)i = i (4.10)
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In a similar way, one finds

(Ap); = %‘0 (4.11)

so that

2

(a2 =1

and the coherent states are Minimum uncertainty states (MUS).

4.1.2 Coherent States Are Not Orthogonal

B 1 5 5 Oln,B*m
B =exp| 5P+ 18 1) Som o)
1
—exp|~5a P 415 P)|expiep”),
or put it differently
[ | B) P=exp(=|a—B ). (4.12)
4.1.3 Coherent States Are Overcomplete
We now calculate [ d’« | &) (e | where d?a = (dRea)(dIma) :
/dza | a){o |= ; |:21<'%| /dza exp(— |« |2) aa*", (4.13)

It is convenient to write « = rexpi¢, so

/dza | o) |= Z % / rdrexp (—r%) " / d¢p expi(n — m)¢,

" (4.14)
but

/ d¢ exXp [l(n - m)¢] = 27T8nm
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SO

/d2a|aa|— Z'” l/dep e (4.15)

and defining & = 2, the integral of (4.15) can be written as

1/ - n!
— | &'e*de = —.
2 2

The last result combined with (4.15) gives us finally

/dza | a){a |= 7. (4.16)

4.1.4 The Displacement Operator

We define the displacement operator as [1]
D(a) = exp(aa’ —a*a). 4.17)
We make use of the BCH relation (see Appendix A)
ATB) — B3 Bl (4.18)
valid if [A, [A, B]] = [B, [A,B]] = 0.

We now use the BCH relation to the displacement operator and apply it to the
vacuum state

D(a) | 0) = exp(aa’ —a*a) | 0) (4.19)

¥ * ( | o |2)
= exp(aa') exp(—a™a) exp | — | 0)

2
o |?
2

exp(———) exp(aa’) exp(—a*a) | 0)

@ 'z)exp(aa*) 0)

= exp(—
= exp(——) Z (" 10),

so, finally

D() | 0) =| @). (4.20)
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In the last step, we used the property
(@)’ | 0) = v/n! | n). (4.21)

From (4.20), we can see that a coherent state is just the vacuum displaced by
D(@).
Other property of the displacement operator can be derived using (Appendix A)

2
exp(eA)Bexp(—eA) = B + ¢ [A, B] + % [A,[A, B]] + ... 4.22)

Now, we can easily calculate:

DY (@)aD(x) = a + «,
DY (a)a’D(a) = a' + a*.

4.1.5 Photon Statistics

By simple inspection of the expansion of the coherent states in terms of Fock
states 4.6, one gets
| o |2n

Py =| Gy =] (n]a) ’=exp(~ | @ IZ)T.

(4.23)

Equation (4.23) is saying that the probability of having n photons in a coherent
state obeys a Poisson statistics.
We can easily calculate the average photon number and variance

(n) = (o |a'ala)=|al? (4.24)

(") = (| d'ad’a | @) = (@ | d'a | @) + (¢ | aPa® | o) =| o > + |« |*,

so that (An)? = (n?) — (n)?> = (n), which is expected from the Poisson statistics.

4.1.6 Coordinate Representation

We would like to find the quantity: (¢’ | o).
Making use (3.20), we write [3]

ala)= (wg +ip) | @), (4.25)

1
V2ho
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and multiplying (4.25) by (¢’ | from the left, we get
(@ | (wg+ip) | ) = V2hwa(q | a) (4.26)

0
= (g +h35-)(d | ).
q

A more convenient way of writing (4.26) is

d(g’ 2
% = [,/%a - %q/] dg. (4.27)

The solution of (4.27) is

1 2 2
oy = (L) exp [~ L2y 22— L2+
(¢ | ) = (nh) exp( th + . aq > , (4.28)

where the result given by (4.28) was obtained using the normalization condition
fjozo dg’ | (¢’ | &) |*= 1, and defining @ = rexp(i¢), with ¢ = 0.

4.2 Mixed State: Thermal Radiation

A pure state implies a perfect knowledge of the state of our system. If that is not the
case, we have the mixed case, where we know our state only probabilistically. In
general, we write

p=7 prl|R)RI, (4.29)
R

and the expectation value of any operator O can be expressed as

(0) =Y (S| pO|8) = Tr(p0) = (4.30)
N

US| D prIRNRIO|S)=> pr(R|O|R).

N R R

where | S) is an arbitrary set of orthogonal and complete states.

A property of pisthat Tr{p} = ) ¢ >  Pr(S| R)(R | S) = >z Pz = 1, which
just implies that probability conservation should also hold for mixed states.

An example of a mixed state is the thermal radiation. For thermal equilibrium
at temperature T, the probability P, that one mode of the field in excited with n
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photons is given by the usual Boltzmann factor

exp (— If;”T)

Sexp(—)

P, = 4.31)

The zero point energy cancels when the quantized energy is substituted, and using a
shorthand notation

h
Z = exp (_KQ)T) , (4.32)

the probability can be written as

Zn

I

The denominator of the above expression can be easily summed, as a geometrical
series

P, (4.33)

" 1
Yzt
- 1-Z
giving

Po=(-2)7" = [1 —exp (—%)} exp (—?T“T’) . (4.34)

Therefore, the density operator for a mixed one-mode thermal state is given by

Pthermal =

=X G g e (435)
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In the last line, we used the relation

{n),
Py=—7"—F (4.36)
(I + (n)u)*!
which can be easily proven as follows
(M =Y nP,=(1-2)) nz' (4.37)
=(1-2)Z 0 >z
B 0Z -
_ Z
A
thus, the average photon number is
1
(M) = (4.38)

exp (%) -1
From (4.38), the reader can easily verify (4.36), for the photon statistics of a

one-mode thermal state.
The obvious extension of (4.35) is, for the multimode case,

_ ({nicym)"™
Othermal = g ka | {mid) ({nih | - (4.39)

Problems

4.1 Show that the eigenstate of the creation operator does not exist.
4.2 Show that

0
a' | a)e = @ +5) | aal.

and

0
da*

la)a|a=(a+-—)a)e].

4.3 Show that if a state is initially coherent

| ¥.0) =| o),
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then at r = ¢ it will still be coherent
| . 1) =| a exp(—iwi)).

4.4 For a collection of oscillators in thermal equilibrium at temperature 7', one can

Zn exp(—=BE,) | ¥a(q) I2

write
P(g.T) =Y P,| ¥u(q) |*=
(q.7) ;} | ¥u(@) | > oxp(PE)
° 2
P ,T — Pn . 2: Zn exp(_ﬂEn) | ¢n(p) | i
(.7 ;0 | $u(p) | S oxn(_AE)
with f = L7
Show that the result is
exp (—%)

with
h h

2— _ coth @ ,

4 2mw ZKBT

hmw hw

2
= h

oy = —5 coth()

Also, verify that
_ KT
%
for KgT > hw and
_h
04% = 4

for KzT < hw.
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4.5 Show that for a pure state, the condition
p=p

is a necessary and sufficient one.
Also, verify that for a mixed state

Tr { ,02} < 1.
4.6 Coherent state with an unknown phase.

Let ¢ =| o | exp(ig), with ¢ unknown and uniformly distributed. Then show
that

1 2w . .
o= / Il o | explio))(| a | explip) | dg
T Jo

|Oé|2n

= Zexp(— o |2)—— | n)(n].
n=0

n!

We can see that the phase ignorance washes out the off diagonal elements.

4.7 Define the characteristic function or “momentum generating function” (see also
Chap.7) as:

e =Y .
n=0 :
Show that

ad
(A") = (@)"CA@) le=0.

Ca(§) = Tr(pexp(i5A)),

Cale) = / P(A7 ) expli€A )dA:

where A'is an eigenvalue of A and P(A’/ p) the corresponding probability density.
Hint: To prove the last property, use the second one for a continuous spectrum.

4.8 Let the operator A in the Problem 4.7 be

A=vya+y*a



References 45

For a harmonic oscillator in a pure state «, show that

Cu(6) = exp |~ €7y + ity +an)].
(A) =a"y* +ay,
op = (A% —(A) =| y I,
e <A>)2) ‘

il
———exp -
2n0} 20,

The last property shows that the distribution is Gaussian.

P(A/p) =
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Chapter 5
States of the Electromagnetic Field I1

In this chapter, we deal with the general properties of squeezed states. We also
describe two methods of detection of these states.

5.1 Squeezed States: General Properties and Detection

We define the quadrature operators X and Y [1]

a+a7L [0}
X = =./—q, 5.1
2 7 (5.1
Y_a—aT_ 1
T T Vore

The name “quadrature” appears naturally if one replaces the expressions (5.1) in
the quantized electric field

| h
E(l mode) =i z—wem [a exp(—iwt + ik - ¥)—a’ exp(iot — ik - r)] ,
EoV

5.2)
how .
=2,/—e, [Xsin(wt—k-r) —Ycos(wt —k-r)] ,
2e,v
thus appearing as factor-operators in front of the sin and cos functions.
The X and Y are Hermitian operators obeying the commutation relation
i
X, Y] = -, 5.3)
2
© Springer International Publishing Switzerland 2016 47
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or

1
(AX°)(AN?) = . (5.4)
In the case of the coherent states, according to (4.10) and (4.11), one can write

(AX)) = 1. (AN = ¢ 5.5)

From the quadrature perspective, a coherent state is a minimum uncertainty state
with equal fluctuations in both quadratures.
Furthermore, since

(X+iY))e = (a)e =, (5.6)
SO
(X)e = Refa} , (5.7
(V)o = Im{o} .

Pictorially, a coherent state can be represented, in the complex plane, as an error
circle of diameter % and its center displaced by o (Fig.5.1).

If there is a state for which either X or Y has a dispersion less than %, at the
expense of the other quadrature, then its representation in the complex plane takes
the form of an ellipse and we call this state a squeezed state [2, 3]. Of course, we
may generalize our treatment, not only to squeeze along the X or Y axis, but along

Fig. 5.1 Phase space X
representation of a coherent
(displaced circle) and a
squeezed state (displaced
ellipse)
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any pair of axes

—i T ol
X, = ae T tae’ , (5.8)
2
ae”® — gte®
Y= ———
2i

One can check easily that X, Y| obey the same commutation relation as X and Y
i

1
(AX)*)((AY1)*) = 6"
From (5.8), we show that
AX; = AXcos¢ + AYsing , (5.10)
AY, = —AXsin¢g + AYcos¢ ,
where AO = 0 — (0) .
Then, we define a squeezed state by ((AX;)?) or ((AY1)?) less than 1, for

some ¢.
We denote by (: X;? :) the normal ordered average, then

(: X1%:) = - [(a™) exp(ig) + (a®) exp(=2ig) + 2(a’a)] , (5.11)

FNpe

and

(X1%) = - [(a™) exp(2ig) + (a®) exp(—2i¢) + 2{a’a) + 1] , (5.12)

FN-

so that (: AX,? ;) = (AX,?) — ;. and for a squeezed state (: AX;? :) <O0.
If we represent the density operator p as (we will see the details in the Chap. 7)

p= /P(a) ) |
then

( AX2 ) = /P(a)(AXlz)adza , (5.13)

where (AX;?), is just AX,? witha — a,a’ — o*.
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Thus
1
(AX)%)y = 7 [Ae” exp(ig) + A exp(—ig)]” . (5.14)

and the squeezing condition can be written as
2 1 * . . 2 2
(: AX? ) = 7 P(a) [Aa* exp(i¢) + Aa exp(—ip)] d’a < 0, (5.15)

and since [Aa™* exp(i¢p) + A exp(—i¢>)]2 is real and positive, squeezing can only
take place if P(«) is not a positive definite probability density.

5.1.1 The Squeeze Operator and the Squeezed State

We define a squeeze operator as
1 * 2 12
S() = exp | 5 (8" — ga™) | | (5.16)

which is a unitary transformation, and & = rexp(if) is called the squeeze
parameter.
With the help of (4.22), we can define a generalized annihilation operator as

A = S(E)as’(§) (5.17)
= acoshr + a' expif sinh r

Ep,a+vaT.

As we can see 1 = coshr, v = exp(if) sinh r and [A,AT] =1.
The coherent squeezed state is defined as (one mode) [4]:

| o, §) = D(@)S(§) | 0) . (5.18)
Inverting the (5.17), one can also write

a=puA—vA", (5.19)
a = pAt —v*A .
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5.1.2 The Squeezed State Is an Eigenstate of A
Ala.§) = AD(@)S(§) | 0)
= 5(§)asT(§)D(@)S(§) | 0) .
One can prove that
D(@)S(§) = S(E)D(B) .
with
B = acoshr + a* exp(if) sinh r .
Replacing (5.21) in (5.20), we get

Al af)
= S(§)aD(B) | 0) = S(§)a | B)

= BSE) | B) = BSE)D(B) | 0) = BD()S(§) | 0)

=B laf).
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(5.20)

(5.21)

(5.22)

(5.23)

Pictorially, a squeezed state in phase space is the vacuum (represented by a circle
in the origin), which is first squeezed into an ellipse, tilted by % and then displaced

by o (See Fig.5.1).

5.1.3 Calculation of Moments with Squeezed States

With the help of (5.19) and (5.21), we find

(.6 lala.§) = (@& uA—vAT | a.£)

= up —vp”

= q.
In a similar way, one can find

(.& | aa|a.&) = (n)y
= (0| ST(¢)D"(@)a’aD()S(§) | 0)

= (0] S"(€)D'(@)a"D(@)D" (@)aD(@)S(¢) | 0)

= (015" @ +a)(a+a)SE) | 0),

(5.24)

(5.25)
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and since (0 | ST(&)a’S(€) | 0), (0 | ST(£)aS(§) | 0) are linear combinations of a
and at averaged over the vacuum state, will give no contribution, and

(n)sq = (01 S"(E) (@ D)SE) | 0)+ | | (5.26)

=(0]5"(§)a’S()S"(€)asE) | 0)+ | [
= (0] [aT cosh r — a exp(—if) sinh r] [a cosh r — a' exp(if)) sinh r] | 0)

+laf
=sinh®r+ | |* .
Finally, using a similar procedure, one can verify that

(az)sq = o? — coshrsinh rexp(if) . (5.27)

5.1.4 Quadrature Fluctuations

We calculate

(AX3),, = (0| ST(E)D' (@) AX,D(e) DT (@) AX, D()S(£) | 0) (5.28)

= (01 8'®) § lexp(~id)a+ & — {a))
+ exp(ig)(a + o — ("] S©) | 0)

= L (015'® [exp(-i)a+ explig)a'] @) | 0

= L fexp(—2i9)(£.0 | @ | £,0) + expid) (€. 0 | a? | £,0)
+142(6.0|a'a| £0)].

We take 6 = 2¢, thus getting

(1 + 2sinh® r — 2 coshrsinh7) (5.29)

FN-

(Axlz)xq =

Similarly

(5.30)
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If we now go back to the original quadratures, we readily find

{(AX)?)sg

1 0 0
3 |:exp(—2r) cos? 5 + exp(2r) sin’ §i| , (5.31)

((AY))yq ‘—1‘ |:eXP(—27) sin’ g + exp(2r) cos’ g} )

We notice, from the above expressions, that the variances are independent of the
coherent amplitude o.
The squeezing condition for the quadrature operator X

1
(X)) < 5

is satisfied if

cosf > tanhr ,

and its minimum value is

exp(—2r)

((AX)Z)Sq = 4 s

for 8 = 0.
The squeezing condition for Y is

cos@ < —tanhr.

Finally, it is easy to verify that:
1
(AX)?) 5y ((AY)?)y, = 6 [cosh®(2r) sin> 6 + cos® 6] .

The above formula takes the minimum uncertainty value (MUS), for 8 = 0 or
0=m,

((AX)2>W((AY)2)SQ = i

5.1.5 Photon Statistics

The photon distribution of a coherent squeezed state can be written as

Py =] {n]a.t)
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where

n
2

(n]a.g) = %exp(i@) tanh r]

1
Vn!coshr[

1
X eXp |:—§(| o | +a*? expif tanh r):|

% .
xH, o+ o*expif tanlllr 7
(2expif tanhr)?2

where H,, is the Hermite polynomial of degree n [5, 6].

5.2 Multimode Squeezed States

In general, the squeezed states experimentally generated are not single mode, but
rather, they cover a certain frequency band.
We consider, here, for example, a two-mode squeezed state, defined as

| oy, 0—,§) = Dy(aq)D—(a—)S+-(§) | 0) , (5.32)
where
Di(at) = exp [aial - aiai] , (5.33)

are the coherent displacement operators for the two modes described by the
destruction operators a4+ and a—, and

S+_(E) = exp (s*a+a_ - galcﬁ_) , (5.34)

which is the two-mode squeezing operator and | 0) the two-mode vacuum state.
Similarly to (5.17), we have

Sy—(§)asS1— (&) = ax coshr + al; exp(if) sinh r . (5.35)

Using the above properties enable us to calculate various expectation values of
combinations of creation and destruction operators

(a+) = o+, (5.36)

(ara-) = a,a— —exp(if)) sinhrcoshr = (a—a+),

2
(avay) = ay,
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(a_a_) = o,
(alat) = | at |* +sinh?r,
(ala_) =|a_ |* +sinh®r.

As we can see from the above results, the squeezing affects only the diagonal
photon number for each mode and the off diagonal two-mode expectation values.

5.3 Detection of Squeezed States

As we saw in the previous section, the quadrature fluctuations of squeezed light have
a dependence on the phase 6 of the squeezing parameter.
In principle, we can detect the squeezed signal by four different methods:

(a) Direct photodetection,
(b) Ordinary homodyne detection,
(c) Balanced homodyne detection,
(d) Heterodyne detection.

The first method of direct photodetection is not the most convenient one, although
simple, because the advantage of the phase-dependent squeezed light is lost, and
one can associate antibunching or sub-Poissonian photon counting statistics to
an incoming squeezed signal. However, both effects can also be measured with
non-squeezed light, so we really need a phase-sensitive method to display the
characteristics of the squeezed input.

Therefore, our discussion will be centered on the two homodyne detection
methods, and we will also mention some aspects of the heterodyne detection.

5.3.1 Ordinary Homodyne Detection

In the Fig.5.2, we show the schematic arrangement of the homodyne detection. In
the case of ordinary homodyne detection [7-9], only three of the four ports will be
used, and in the case of balanced homodyne detection, all four ports are used.

A lossless symmetric beam splitter mixes the squeezed signal ay;, with a local
oscillator a;p, with ¢ and r being the transmission and reflection coefficients
respectively, so one can write

d, _(rt aro
(dz) a (f V) (am’g)’ 437
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Fig. 5.2 Schematic
arrangement of a homodyne Detector
detector #e
d,
Detector
#1
Asig d,
A0
o rt .. ",
and the unitarity of the (t ) matrix imposes the conditions
r
rP+1eP=1, (5.38)

rt* +r*t = 0.

If we write r =| r | exp(if,), t =| t | exp(if;), the second condition from (5.38)
becomes

| [l 2] {expi(6, — 0] + exp [-i(6, — 6)]} = O,

or,since | r|,|t|# 0
T
0, — 0, = 3 (5.39)

In the ordinary homodyne detection | r | << | ¢ | while in the balanced detection
Iri=lt]= L.

Now, we calculate the number of photons (d;d;) measured in the detector #1,
assumed 100 % efficient, and also assuming that the local oscillator is in a coherent

state | azo =| aro | exp(igro))

(did)) = (m) (5.40)
= ((t*al-g + r*a; ) (tasig + raco))

=|rPlewo P +21rltllawo | (Xi(@)+ |1 (alass) -
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with
1 . ¥ )
X1(9) = 5 |ayy exp(=ig) + aly, exp(ia)| . (5.41)
b4
¢ =d¢0+0,—0, = 7 T
Normally, the homodyne detectors use strong local oscillators, that is
|7 Placo P>t 2 {al,ase). (5.42)
and one can approximately write
(didi) = (m) =l r Plao P +2 |l 1]l o | (Xi(¢) . (5.43)
One can also calculate the variance of n;. The result is
(Ani) =| r Ploo P [I P +4 1P| (AX1(9))] - (5.44)

As we can see, with < < ¢, the photon number fluctuations at the detector #1 is
determined by the quadrature fluctuations of the phase-dependent squeezed signal.

5.3.2 Balanced Homodyne Detection

An alternative detection scheme that eliminates the large local oscillator term of
the fluctuations in the direct homodyne case is to take the photocurrent difference
between the two exit ports [10—12] that is (also in this balanced case r = t = «/LE)

n = did; —dld, (5.45)
= i(azigaw — a”»gazo) .
We leave the reader to show that
(ni2) =2 | aro | (X1(9)) , (5.46)
(Anhy) = 4] awo | (AXT(9)) .

where again we have assumed that the local oscillator is coherent and much stronger
than the input signal.

We notice that for a squeezed signal, (AX|(¢)?) < 1, and therefore, the
fluctuations of the photon number difference (An,) <| azo |é is sub-Poissonian.
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This result would seem no different from the direct or ordinary homodyne
detection scheme; however, here we have the phase dependence to check that the
origin of the sub-Poissonian nature of the photocurrent is due to the squeezed field,
on one hand, and we have been able to eliminate the large coherent amplitude of the
local oscillator, on the other hand.

If we consider a more realistic detector, with a quantum efficiency 7, the above
result is modified [1], and calling m, the photoncount

(mi2) = 21| aro | (X1(9)) , (5.47)
(Am?,) = n | aro > {1+ n[4(AX;(p)) — 1]} .

These results coincide with (5.46) for n = 1.

5.3.3 Heterodyne Detection

Heterodyne detection is appropriate when dealing with a two-mode squeezed state.
For more details, the interested reader is referred to [1].

Problems

5.1 Prove that for an ideal squeezed state

6 0
(An)? =]« |? [exp(—2r) cos?(¢p — 5) + exp(2r) sin?(¢p — 5):|
+2sinh? r cosh? r ,

where @ =| o | expi¢.

5.2 If we define

T T
0= o

and

2 —(n
(Q)Mandel = <(An) ) ( ) s
(n)
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prove that for a squeezed vacuum

1
@ _
87(0)y =3+ .
! (n)

(Q)Mandefsq = 2(1/1) +1,

so that the squeezed vacuum shows photon bunching and Super-Poissonian statistics
(Chap. 6).

5.3 Show that in balanced homodyne detection, with a quantum efficiency 7, the
average and fluctuations of the photocouns are

(mi2) =20 | aro | (X1()) .
(Amy) = | oo |7 {1+ n[4(AX3¢) — 1]} .

5.4 If | X) are eigenstates of X, show that, for = 0

| (X | &, 1) |2= (@)2 exp [—Z(X—Re {oc})2 exp(Zr)] ,

thus showing that squeezed states are Gaussian wavepackets.

5.5 Show that for a squeezed state, the maximum and minimum values of the
OMandel factor are given by [1]

0+

Omax = eXP(z”) —L¢=

YRS

Qmin = eXP(_Z”) - lv ¢ =
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Chapter 6
Quantum Theory of Coherence

In this chapter, we study Glauber’s quantum theory of coherence and photon
counting.

This theory was formulated originally by Glauber [1], where he considers the
process of photon detection, which plays a central role.

The basic process involved in the detection is the absorption of a photon and the
corresponding generation of a photoelectron, measured through an electric current.
This type of detector is insensitive to phases and spontaneous emission. This simple
Glauber’s model is an ideal detector, sensitive to what we define as the positive
frequency component of the field (proportional to the annihilation operator of the
field)

hwk
2¢,

aguy; (r) exp(—ioxt) , (6.1)

Et(r.) =iy
k

_etexp(ik-r)

u (1) 7 ; (6.2)
E =E"4+E, (6.3)
E- =(EH. (6.4)

with e* being the polarization vector. Also, in this model, the detector atoms are in
the ground state, so that only absorption takes place. As it is only the annihilation
part E*(r,7) of the field that takes place in the photodetection process, there is a
real asymmetry between E™ (r, ) and E™(r, f) in a way that the actual detection is
more closely related to E* (r, £) than the total field E.

An ideal photodetector would also have an infinite band, responding to a field at
time ¢ and a negligible spatial extension.

© Springer International Publishing Switzerland 2016 61
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The transition probability from an initial state | ;) and a final state | V) is
proportional to

Wi = (U |ET | yi) P . (6.5)

As we will see, this is a first-order approximation.
In general, the final state of the field is not known, so we have to sum over all the
possible final states

L, =) | (Y [EY [ ) P (6.6)
f
= (Wi | E7 | ¥y | EY | )
f

= (y; |[ETE* | ),

giving us an average field intensity. In the last step, we made use of the completeness
of the final states.

If the initial state is a mixed one, then we have to use the density matrix, and
write

(Ii(x, 1) = Tr {pE~ (r. nE (r.1)} . (6.7)
We now define the first-order coherence function:
G (x,x") = Tr {pE"(x)ET ()} . (6.8)

where x and X are x = (r,7) and X' = (', 7).

The first-order coherence function appears typically in the interference exper-
iments. To describe more sophisticated experiments, like the coincidence experi-
ments of Handbury Brown and Twiss, it is useful to define an n-th order coherence
function

G (X1, 2. 203 Xut 1, - - X2n) = Tr(pE™ (x1) ... E7 () ET (xag1) ... ET (x20))
6.9)

We will later discuss the analytical properties of these functions.

One, in principle, could have a more general definition of coherence functions
with unequal number of creation and annihilation operators. However, these func-
tions are not particularly useful in the typical photoncounting measurement.



6.1 One-Atom Detector 63
6.1 One-Atom Detector

We now consider the detailed photodetection process. Imagine, for simplicity, as a
first approach to the detection problem, that we have an one-atom photodetector,
which can undergo photoabsorption transitions such as the photoelectric effect. We
will calculate the probability for this type of transition to occur, within a given time
interval. The Hamiltonian of the system is

H= HO,at + Ho.f + HI s (610)

where Hy 4 is the free atom, Hy s the free field and H; the interaction between both.
Hj is in the Schrddinger picture and therefore time independent. However, when one
goes into the interaction picture, it becomes time-dependent:

i(Ho o + Ho )t i(Ho o + Ho )t
Hy = exp [M} Hyexp [_M} 6.11)

h h
=—¢) a,(n-E(,
Y

where r represents the position of the atomic nucleus and q, the position of the y
electron, relative to the nucleus.
The Schrodinger equation for the system is

B Y (0) = Hy | 90) 6.12)
and its solution, to first order is
| YO) = UG.1) | ¥ (0) 6.13)
~ {l —l—%/fﬂtdt/Hl(t/)} | v(t,)) .

Now, suppose that initially the system is in the state | b) | i), where | i) is
the initial state of the field and | b) the ground state of the atom. We ask for the
probability for the system to be in the excited state | a) and with a final state of the
field | f). Using Schrodinger Equation with the interaction Hamiltonian H;, we can
write

{a.f | U(t,1,) | b,i) (6.14)

t
- [ d(a.f | Hi() | b.i)
ih J,,

=5 [artala,@) 100 1BEO 1)

14
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The atomic matrix element can be evaluated starting from

iH, 1

(6.15)

iH, ut
q, (/) = eXP[ A } ,

:| V( ) © [ n
and therefore

(al Y ay() | b) = dupexpliowt’) , (6.16)
Y

do = (a|)_q,(0)|b).
Y
Thus, using (6.14) and (6.16)
(a.f | Ut 1) | b,i) = %;/t df" exp(iwa!)da, - (f | EQ, 1) [i) . (6.17)

We can now replace the electric field in the above expression, which consists
in the sum of two operators. The emission operator E™(r, ) contains the negative
frequencies of the form exp(iw?) for w > 0,which will produce a rapidly oscillating
term in (6.17), and can be safely neglected, when compared with the annihilation
operator E* (r, 7).

We now calculate the square of the absolute value of (6.17) and sum over the
final states, getting

SO laf | UGt) | b.i) [P (6.18)
f

e 2 t t
= (%) / / d?'dt” expliwg, (1" — 1))
tU tO

> o, dali | E (e OET (r.0") i)

JRY]

where, to derive the last result, we used the completeness of the final states and the
relation (f | ET | i) = (i | E™ | f)*.

As the initial state | i) is rarely known, we must add over all initial states, we
finally get the transition probability

Posa = | D 1 {af | U1,) | bi) [ (6.19)
f

av(i)

e\2 t rd/d , . ., / )
(%) ; ] ¢dt” exp [iwa (" —1)] d%, ,dap
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Tr [pE; . /)EF(r. t")]
Z/ / df'dr” exp za)a;,(t —t)] b Qab.v

(1) ) (xtx”) .

So far, we have discussed the case of discrete final electronic states. Perhaps a
more realistic model is to consider a continuum of states, characterized by a density
of states g(wgp), so (6.19) should be replaced by

p(t) = / $(@as)Ppsai) ey (6.20)

For a broad-band detector, g is practically a constant and the integral over
frequencies gives us

+o00
/ dwgp expliog (" — )] = 278" - 1), (6.21)
—0o0
and
t
p(n) = Zs,w / G (. fix.)dl (6.22)
[y fo
with

Suy =2 (%)2 3 R@d, , dapub(@ — wu) -

We notice that in the last expression, we have averaged over all final states, using
R(a) as a weight.

Differentiating (6.22), we get, for the rate of transition probability, or counting
rate

dp(t
wh) = p() ZSMUG(ll))(r,t;r,t). (6.23)

If we finally put a polarization filter in front of the counter, then
wl) =56V (r,1;1,1) (6.24)

with s = Sj;, i being the direction of the polarization.
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The ideal photon counter is, thus, proportional to the first-order correlation
function, evaluated at a single point and at a single time. AA real detector, of course,
has many atoms.

6.2 The n-Atom Detector

The photon counter we have discussed so far consisted in a single atom. We will see
that a many-atom detector will be useful to study higher-order correlation functions
of the field.

The type of experiment we are thinking in is the coincidence type, where n-atom
detectors are placed in positions r; r»_r,. There will be a shutter opening at t = 0
and closing at t = t. We ask for the probability p,(f) for each atom to absorb a
photon, after a time interval ¢. It is clear that for this purpose, we must apply n-th
order perturbation theory.

The time evolution operator

U0y =>" (=" /0 dr ... /0 A, T [H(t1) ... Hi (1)) (6.25)

n!
n=0
o0
= U"(0), (6.26)
n=0

where T is Dyson’s time ordering operator.
Now we assume that there is no direct interaction among the atoms. Then the
interaction Hamiltonian, assuming the field linearly polarized in the x-direction, is

Hi(t) = —e Y x(0E@.1) =Y Hy (). (6.27)
J J

Replacing the Hamiltonian in Dyson’s expansion, we get different type of terms.
The ones with repeated H ;(¢) correspond to atoms that absorbed more than one
photon and do not contribute to p,(f). There are, on the other hand, n! terms in
which H, () appears only once, and they are all equal after time ordering. Thus,
save for this factor

U™(t,0) o< (—i)" / r dr ... / t dt, T [Hy 1 (1)) ... Hya(ty)] (6.28)
0 0
= (ie)" / rdtl... / rdtnT[I‘I;‘xj(tj)E(H(rj,tj)] ,
0 0

where only the positive frequency part was considered, in an approximation similar
to the one-atom detector case.
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Taking the square modulus of the matrix elements of (6.28) between an initial
and a final state, summing over those final states and averaging over the initial ones,
we readily get for the probability p,,(7):

t t
pu(t) = s”/ dz) / At GO (ry, 8, o L L) (6.29)
0 0

where all detectors are broad band with sensitivity s. Also
G (X1 .. X X1« - X)) = (6.30)
Tr [pE7 (1) ... ED ) E () . B (2]

where, again x; = (1;, ;).

We thus far considered that the » atoms undergoing absorption as a part of a
single detector, which in a way is similar to having n detectors, each consisting of a
single atom.

Now, if instead, the shutter in each atom is closed at different times, that is the
J-th atoms shutter closes at f;, then instead of (6.29) we get

n In
Paty ... 1,) =s"/ dt/l.../ de. G (ry, 2., Loy, L xy, 1)) (6.31)
0 0

and the n-th fold coincidence rate is given by

n

Dty t) = —————pulty .. . 1y 6.32
w (8. ty) 8t1...8tnp(1 1n) (6.32)

="G(r, by . Xt Tt T L)
Equation (6.32) is telling us that a coincidence experiment with ideal detectors
give us a measure of the higher-order correlation functions.

We remark here that the present theory is only approximate to the lowest order.
Higher-order corrections are, however, typically, extremely small.

6.3 General Properties of the Correlation Functions

The n-th order correlation function was defined as the expectation value

G (x1 ... X Xpg1 - x20) = Tr[pEX (x1) ... ED ) E™D (1) . .. ET (2] -
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As a first property, we notice that if there is an upper bound on the number of
photons present in the field, then G(”)(xl <. Xpi Xn+1 - - - X2, ) Must vanish identically
for n larger than the upper bound M.

To be more specific, if the field density operator is written as

p=3 Coml|n)im], (6.33)

and if C,,,,, = O for n or m larger than M, then
ED ) ... EP(x)p =0, (6.34)

for p > M, simply because the number of times the annihilation operator is applied
to the density matrix is larger than the number of photons available in the field.
Thus, GP = 0 forp > M.

Another property can be derived from the identity

Tr(AY) = Tr(A)* (6.35)

valid for any linear operator A.
Applying this identity to G™ (x| ... %, Xpt1 . .. X2,), We get

*
[G<"> (X1 -+ X Xt - .xz,,)] —Tr [E(_) (20) - EO s NEP () .. .E<+>(x1)p]
= 71 [pE () Bt DED ) . ED )|

(6.36)

= [G(")(in---Xn+1:xn---x1)] .

where we made use of the Hermitian character of p and the invariance of the trace
under cyclic permutation.

As a consequence of the commutation properties of E(™) and E(T), we can freely
permute the arguments (x1,x2,...x,;) and (X,+1,X;+2, - - . X2,) Without changing
G™, but we cannot interchange any of the first n arguments with any of the
remaining n, because the corresponding operators do not commute.

Another set of properties can be derived from the positive definite character of
the operator ATA, so that

Tr(ATA) > 0, (6.37)

for any linear operator A.
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To show the above inequality, we write

Tr(pATA) = ) pilk | ATA | k)
k

= pilk | AT | m)(m| A | k)

k.m

=Y pl(m|AlK) =0,

k.m

because p and | (m | A | k) |>> 0.
There are several interesting cases:

(a) A = E™(x), then applying the inequality (6.37), we get
G (x1,x1) = 0.
(b) A =ED(x))...EP(x,), we get directly

G(")(xl...xn;x,,...xl) >0.
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(6.38)

(6.39)

(6.40)

(© A=3, AE™) (x;), where A; is a set of arbitrary complex numbers. In this

case, we get

ZA?AJ'G(I)(XZ‘,X/) 2 O .

iy

(6.41)

thus the set of correlation functions G(l)(xi,xj) forms a matrix coefficient for
the quadratic form of the As. Such a matrix has a positive determinant, thus

Forn = 1 we get (6.39).
Forn = 2 we get

G (x1,x1)GV (x2, x2) =| GV (x1,2:0) |,

which is a simple generalization of Schwartz’s identity.

6.4 Young’s Interference and First-Order Correlation

Consider Young’s experiment in the Fig. 6.1.
We consider the positive frequency component of the field

Et(r,t) = Ef (r,n) + EJ (r,1),

(6.42)

(6.43)
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Fig. 6.1 Young’s double slit Screen 1 Screen 2

experiment
Source

p (r.L)

where El+ (r, 7) is the spherical wave field produced at the pinhole i, observed at the
screen 2

N2
Ef(r.) =EF (ri, ‘- S—) (—) expi(ks; — w1) , (6.44)
C S;

1

and El+ (ri, — %) is the field at the pinholes. Denoting

Si
5 = (it - ;) , (6.45)
i=1,2
and s; &~ 5o = R, then
E*(r,1) = 11_2 [Ef (x;) expi(ks; — wt) + E;’ (x,) exp +i(ksy — a)t)] , (6.46)
and one can write the intensity as
I =nTr[pE ™ (r,NE* (r,1)] (6.47)

=7 [G(l)(xl,xl) + G(l)(xz,xz) + 2 Reexp [ik(s; — 52)] G(l)(xl,xz)] ,
where 7 scales as 7.
The first two terms are the intensities from each pinhole, with the other one
blocked and the third term is the interference.
Writing
GV (x1.x) =| GV (x1.x2) | exp(iW) (6.48)
then

I=n[GV 1, x) + GV (x2,x:2) +2c0s(8) | G (x1,3) ] (6.49)

with ¢ = W + k(s; — 57).
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To have a maximum interference term or maximum visibility, we have to
maximize | GV (x;, x,) |. However, this quantity is limited by the inequality

16O (x) < /G 1) GO (2. x2) (6.50)
which leads us to the definition of the first-order normalized correlation function

G(l)(xl,xz)

M —
g (x1,x2) = . (6.51)
VGO (x1,x1)GD (x, x2)
The condition of full first-order coherence is satisfied if
g (x1.x0) = exp(iW®) (6.52)
or
|80 x) =1 (6.53)
One usually defines a quantity called the visibility, as
Imax - Imin
V= —— (6.54)
Imax + Imin
_ 2 | G(l)(xl,xz) I
GO x) + GO (x,x0)
and for equal intensities in the two pinholes
v=[g"x.x) ]| . (6.55)
For full first-order coherence, v = 1 and it corresponds to the maximum

visibility.

A more general definition of coherence is related to the factorization of the
correlation functions.

For a first-order coherence, the first-order correlation function factorizes

G (x1.x0) = e(x)e(x) - (6.56)
Obviously, for a state that is an eigenstate of ET(x), that is an eigenstate of
the annihilation operator, this factorization holds. This is precisely the case of the
coherent states.
In a similar way, n-th order optical coherence implies

G (x1, %2.. %0, . Xon) = e(x1)e(x2) . .. £(x2) (6.57)

which again is satisfied by coherent states.
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To finish this section, we point out that although the first-order correlation
function can be evaluated quantum mechanically, the difference between the
classical and the quantum predictions in first-order coherence may be difficult to
detect. In both cases, 0 <| g (x;,x2) |[< 1.

In the second-order coherence effects, the differences are more striking.

6.5 Second-Order Correlations: Photon
Bunching and Antibunching

The second-order normalized correlation function is defined as [6]

(E=(r;.t)E™ (15, n)ET (5, 2)ET (1, 1))

(E=(r), 1)E*(r;, 1)) (E~(ry, )E* (r). 1))
(6.58)

2 .
g( )(rm, Pty it rity) =

In this section, we will consider only parallel light beams (z-direction), so that
the space time coordinates (z;., 1), (z2, t,) enter in g only as a phase difference:

i1 —22

T=t—t + (6.59)

We start the subject with a brief review of some classical aspects.

6.5.1 Classical Second-Order Coherence

We consider a beam of light described by a classical intensity 7;(z), which is time-
dependent and averaged over each cycle.

In general, the intensity will show random fluctuations, if one is dealing, for
example, with a source of chaotic light.

We will assume that the light sources under study are stationary and ergodic, in
such a way that ensemble averages are equal to time averages.

Classically, the second-order correlation function may be defined as

2@ = 0L O) (6.60)

I

where the average is over a long series of pairs of intensity measurements separated
by a fixed time ¢ and I} = (I;) is a time-independent average, due to the stationary
assumption.
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In a different type of experiment, we may measure intensities at different
positions ry, r,, then the relevant second-order correlation function is

I,(H)I(0
§@() = NOLO) (6.61)
L1
The classical correlation functions satisfy a series of inequalities
(a) As the intensity is positive
2m=o0. (6.62)
2 _2
(b) As {I{) =1, , then
g0 >1. (6.63)
(c) In a more general case, and according to the Cauchy’s inequality
() = (k) (6.64)
Fixing the time ¢, between the two measurements on the two beams, then
2
020 = s3] (6.65)
and for a single b @) =g
gle beam, g,7(0) = g,, (0) and
2 2
HHOEFHON (6.66)

In many cases, the fluctuations of the cycle-averaged intensities are too rapid for
direct observation, and the measurement reflects some average of the fluctuations
over some typical response time of the detector. However, we do have nowadays fast
detectors, and let us assume that its response time is much faster than the coherence
time of the light, so that effectively, we have instantaneous measurements of the
intensity.

If, furthermore, the ergodic hypothesis is satisfied, then the time average may be
replaced by statistical averages, denoted by angle brackets.

We take a model of chaotic light emitted by a collision broadened light source.

In this model, the elastic collisions break up the wave radiated by single atoms,
in discrete sections, where each section has a constant phase that abruptly ends with
a collision.
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Suppose that we have light of intensity Iy from n radiating atoms, the phase of
the field emitted from the i-th atom being a random variable ¢;. Then, one can write

E(t)=E(t) +Ext)+ ...+ E, ()
= Eo{exp [ig1 ()] + expi[pa(D)] + ... +expi[pa(]} .
where each atom has been associated with the same amplitude and field frequency

but with phases that are completely independent.
The instantaneous average value of the square of the intensity is

12(0) = 12 explign) + explig) + - + explichn) I* - (6.67)

The only non-zero contributions come from the terms in which each factor is
multiplied by its complex conjugate. These are

BO) =1 | > Texplig) I* + > | 2expi(¢i — ) | (6.68)
i=1 i)

= IS [2n2 —n] .

If we further average, considering a Poissonian distribution of incoming atoms,
with a mean 72, and n2 = 7% + 7, then

(P2(0)) poiss = 12272 + 70) . (6.69)

Also, as (I;(0))poiss = 71l,,, we have
1
20 =2+ =2 (6.70)

The standard theory of chaotic light considers a very large number of atoms
radiating, that is, the limit 77 — oo,g(lzl)(o) =2.

More generally, one can consider a large number of radiating atoms, and the
summation over the phases is treated as a random walk. As a result of such a theory,
one gets the probability distribution for the instantaneous intensity I;

1 I
P(l) = =exp—= s 6.71
) T (6.71)

giving g(lzl) (0) = 2, in agreement with our previous result.
Normally, when one deals with a single beam of light, we skip the lower indices,
and for chaotic light, we will just write g (0) = 2.
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6.5.2 Quantum Theory of Second-Order Coherence

The quantum mechanical normalized second-order correlation function g(t) is
positive, so that the inequality

00> ¢d(1) >0, (6.72)

is identical to the classical range.

However, the classical inequalities given in (6.63) and (6.66) are, in general, no
longer true.

Even for zero time delay, in the quantum mechanical case, the only true
inequality is

o0 >g?0)>0. (6.73)
and as classically g2(0) |cuss> 1, there is an interesting range:
1>¢9(0) >0, (6.74)

that is a purely quantum mechanical range.
For a single mode field, the normalized correlation functions become simpler,
and one can write

a7
() = % : (6.75)

which can also be written in terms of the photon-number operator

(1) = <”(’(’n;21)>_ (6.76)
(A — ()

(n)?
We observe that for a single mode field, there is no time dependence (the -

dependent phase factor cancels) in g (7).
A few simple examples of g?(7) are

1+

(a) Foran | n) state
-1
() = (=D sy (6.77)
n

and g®(t) = 0forn =0, 1.
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(b) For a coherent state | ), ((An)?) = (n) and g@(r) = 1. It is convenient to
define a momentum generating function Q(s) as

0(s) =Y (1—5)"P(n) , (6.78)
n=0

where P(n) is the probability of having n photons in the field.
One immediately sees that

(n) = —%Q(s) [s=0. (6.79)
((An)*) = (n?) — (n)?
d
= (a)zQ(s) ls=0 —(n)({n) = 1),

and also
1 d
@ _— ()2 i=0 . 6.80
8% = (5700 =0 (6.80)
In general, light with g® = 1 is second-order coherent or Poissonian (as
in the case of the coherent state), g® > 1 super-Poissonian and g < 1 sub-
Poissonian.

(c) Squeezed States.

From Chap. 5, we saw that

(An)? =|a|? |:exp(—2r) cos? (¢ - g) + exp(2r) sin’ ((;S - g):| (6.81)
+2 sinh® rcosh? r ,
with
a=|o|expip. (6.82)

With the above expression and (6.76), one can evaluate g (0).

In the Fig. 6.2, we show the second-order correlation function of the squeezing
parameter r, with constant average photon number. We can see that for ¢ = % one
can minimize (An)gq and we can get sub-Poissonian light. On the other hand, for
very many other combinations of the parameters, the light is super-Poissonian.

If g? (1) < g (0), there is a tendency for photons to arrive in pairs, a situation
referred to as photon bunching.

The reverse situation g?(t) > ¢?(0) is called photon antibunching, occurring

typically, when an atom emits a photon and right after that, there is an anticorrelation



6.6 Photon Counting 77

Fig. 6.2 The second-order
correlation function of the
coherent squeezed state
(After [S])

Second—0rder Correlation Function

Squeezing Parameter

for a second photon to be emitted, considering that the atom requires a finite time to
go back to its excited state to be ready to emit a second photon.

For very long times, there is no longer any correlation and g® () |;—co— 1.

Thus, a field with g (0) < 1 will always be antibunched over some time scale,
which is the quantum mechanical case with no classical analog.

Photon antibunching and sub-Poissonian statistics get sometimes mixed up in
the literature, getting the wrong impression that they correspond to the same thing.
Although they are related, they are not the same.

Mandel [2] derived a formula, for stationary fields

_ (n)z +T @

V(n) = (n) = do(T— |t D [e® () —1], (6.83)
-7

with V(n) = (n?) — (n)?. When a field has g® () < 1 for all z, then V(n) — (n) < 0

and exhibits a sub-Poissonian statistics. However, we may have the case g?(r) >

2®(0) (antibunching), which exhibits super-Poissonian statistics (¢?(t), g®(0) >

1), for some time interval t.

6.6 Photon Counting

The probability distribution p(n,t,T) of registering n photoelectrons in the interval
t,t + T is given by the relation

P, T) = /0 TLAOTL et P ] di) (6.84)

n!
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where o is a quantum efficiency of the detector and I(¢) is the average intensity

_ 1 t+T
1(H) = ?/ ari) . (6.85)

P(I(1)) is the probability density of 1(¢), considered as a random variable.
This formula was derived in Mandel [3], using classical arguments.
The two basic assumptions in this derivation are

(a) The probability of registering a photoelectric count in a short time interval Az
is linear with Ar and with the instantaneous intensity I(t).
(b) Different photon counts are statistically independent.

However, as the photoelectric effect is a quantum mechanical phenomena, the
above assumptions were not completely satisfactory and Mandel et al. (6.84),
using first-order perturbation theory, with a Semiclassical model, where the field
is classical and the detector quantum mechanical [4].

He considered a model of photodetector that consisted in a group of independent
atoms interacting with the radiation field. The result showed that the probability of
photoemission is proportional to I(t)

P(t)At = al(H) At , (6.86)

o, again being the quantum efficiency that depends on the detector parameters.

We also assume that the light falling on the detector is quasi monochromatic and
that At is much smaller than the coherence time of the light #.. This coherence time
gives the time scale over which intensity changes take place.

From the assumption that different photoelectric emissions are statistically
independent events, it follows that the probability to have n photoelectric emissions,
in a finite time interval 7, ¢ + T is a Poisson distribution

[l(t, T)T]"

pr(nv ta T) =
n!

exp [—al(1,T)T] . (6.87)
To see how (6.87) follows from (6.86) [5], we divide the interval t,7 4+ T in a
large number N of subintervals, with Ar = 1%
Let z; be a random variable taking the values O or 1, depending respectively,
whether or not there has been a photoemission in the interval t+ (k— 1) Az, t 4 (k) At,
fork = 1,2...N. The total number of photoemissions is then

N
n= sz . (6.88)
k=1
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Now, we define a generating function G,(A,t,T) as

G/(A.t.T) =) (1-1)"p(n.t. 7). (6.89)

If we assume that all the z; are independent, we find that
G/(A.t.T) = (1 —1)") (6.90)
= (M= (1 — 1)%)
= M- (1= )%) .

As z; is either O or 1, (1 — )% = 1 — Az, and therefore
G (A, 1,T) = M, [l = Ap(z = 1)] (6.91)
=m_, [1 = Aad(t + kAD At]

+T
N0 EXP |:—ock / I(Y )dt’:| = exp[-aATI(1)] ,
t

and as

-1y &
I’l' WGr(A'ﬁtv T) |A=1 ) (692)

pr(na t? T) =

we get (6.87).

The probability p,(n, t, T) represents the distribution of readings of the photon
count obtained in a series of experiments, all of them with the same initial time z.
Normally in experiments, the situation is rather different. Measurements are not in
parallel but in series, that is, one conducts only one counting measurement at a time,
followed by successive counting periods, consecutively rather than simultaneously,
and the outcome of such a sequence of measurements is an average of p,(n,t,T)
over the starting times t. Thus, we write

p(n,T) = (w exp [—al(t, T)T)]); (6.93)

where (), means an average over the initial times z.

The photon count distribution can be further simplified, in the case of counting
times T << t., in which case the intensity is basically a constant during the counting
time, and we can write

1t,T) =1(1) . (6.94)
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With the usual ergodic hypothesis that time averages can be replaced by ensemble
averages, and considering the intensity distribution P(I(¢)), one can write

p(n.T) = / aio P 2O () T explotor |

which is precisely (6.84).
Our discussion shows that the fluctuations in the photoelectric emission may be
regarded as due to two causes

1. Intrinsic fluctuations in the detection process. This is due to the random ejection
of photoelectrons, regardless of the intensity fluctuations of the light falling on
the detector, resulting in a Poisson distribution.

2. Fluctuations in the intensity.

As aresult, usually the photoelectron distribution is not a Poissonian.

Making use of the expression for p(n, T), we can calculate the average number
of photon counts, as well as various moments.

For the average

=3 up(n.T) (6.95)

= /0 Zdl(t)P(I(t))n[ () ] exp [—al(1)T]

aI( )T]

_ / dI()PA(0)aTI() Z Y
0

exp [—ocl (® T]

= aT(I(1) .
Similarly, one finds
(n?) = 2T (1% + aT (1)), (6.96)
((An)%) = (n*) = (n)* = T [(I(1)*) = (1())*] + &T{I(1)) .

6.6.1 Some Simple Examples

1. Constant intensity
It=I
In this case, the averaging procedure is unnecessary, and one gets the Poisson
distribution
(n)"
n'

p(n,T) = —(n)) . (6.97)
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with

(n) = aTl . (6.98)

2. PA(1) = °"p(;l(7’)) .

This corresponds to a chaotic light source. The photon count probability is

_ 1 1(nT]" -
p(n,T) = %/d](t) exp (—?) (§ %} ) exp [—al(1)T]

_
(1 + (n))+t -

(6.99)

Thus, for short counting times, the photon count distribution for chaotic light
is similar to the photon distribution of a single-mode thermal light. However, the
difference is that this photon count distribution applies to any chaotic light, in
general with many modes.

6.6.2 Quantum Mechanical Photon Count Distribution

A fully quantum mechanical description of photon-counting was first derived by
Kelly and Kleiner [6, 7]. The result is similar to the classical expression

p(n,T) = (: @ exp [(—aI(T)T)] 3) . (6.100)

The only difference with the classical expression is the :: symbol, indicating
normal ordering. In (6.100), /(T is defined as

I(T)

1 T
?/0 1(1)dt (6.101)

1

T
— / EC (r, )EM(r, r)dr .
T Jo

For the case of a single radiation mode, the above formula simplifies to

(é”)"

p(n,T) =Tr |: exp(—£a'a) } (6.102)
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with

hoT
2801) .

f=a (6.103)

The parameter £ is usually called the quantum efficiency of the detector. We also
notice that in the case of a single mode, p(n, T) is time independent.
Expanding the exponential in (6.102), one can write

p(m.T) = Zn:Pn (%) ;(—l)lf—;(n | @)™ @)™+ | n) (6.104)

where P, = (n | p | n).
By making use of (3.27), the above result can be simplified to

n—m

m 1 |
pm.T) =Y P, (%) ;(—1)1%m , (6.105)

-5 n (") o

This form of the photocount distribution is the Bernoulli Distribution and has a
physical interpretation as follows: the probability of a photon being counted during
the period T is the quantum efficiency &, thus the probability of counting m out
of n photons is proportional to the probability of counting m photons £” times the
probability of not counting n-m photons (1 — £)"~". Now, the only fixed number
in this analysis is m, the number of detected photons after the given interval, so the
total probability of counting m-photons has to involve a sum from n = m to oo,
weighted by two factors. The first one is the probability of having n photons to start
with P,, and the second factor is related to the indistinguishability of the photons.

6.6.3 Particular Examples

It is simple to calculate the following cases:
Coherent state,

P, = (z)'n exp(—n), (6.106)
pm. 1) = S exp(—tm)

m!
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Filtered single-mode chaotic light,

P, = mﬁ% , (6.107)
__ Em"
D= g

Problems

6.6 Prove (6.81) and (6.81).
6.7 Prove (6.96).
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Chapter 7
Phase Space Description

In this chapter, we consider an alternative way of studying quantum phenomena,
using c-number functions in the phase space.

In general, a full description of the state of the electromagnetic field is given
by the density operator. However, there are various ways in which the field can be
described by complex functions of . These methods are of considerable practical
interest, because one is dealing with functions rather than operators.

The most common representations in phase space are the P Glauber’s distribu-
tion, the Q Wigner representations.

The Wigner distribution is the one that resembles more closely to the classical
probability. On the other hand, the P distribution originates from representing the
density operator as an ensemble of coherent states and the Q representation is a
description of the density matrix through its diagonal elements, again, in a coherent
state basis.

7.1 (Q-Representation: Antinormal Ordering

The definition of the Q distribution function is

1
Qa.a) = —(a|p|a). (7.1)

There are a number of properties associated to the Q-function.

© Springer International Publishing Switzerland 2016 85
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7.1.1 Normalization

Tr{p} 1:Tr(l/d2a|a)(a|p)

b4
1 2

=— | fafafp|a),
b4

which implies

/dzaQ(a,a*) =1.

7.1.2 Average of Antinormally Ordered Products
We calculate the averages of the type
(@ (@')) = Tr [a"(a")'p)]
1
=Tr |:—/d2a | o) (e | (aT)‘Ypa’i|
b4
1 2 NS AT
= d aTr[| a){a | (a )‘pa]
1 2 NS AT
= — [ dafa [ (@')'pd" | ).
b4
so, we finally write

(a"(d")*) = /dza(a*)‘vot’Q(a,ot*) )

7.1.3 Some Examples

Coherent state

p =] ao){xo |,

which gives

1 1
Oa.a®) = — [ {a | @) ’= —exp(~|a—ao ) .
b4 b4

(7.2)

(7.3)

(7.4)
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Number state

p=[n)nl,

2\n
0@.a") = 7 o |n) P= Zexpi= ) [ 140 ] as)

Q=

We notice that the Q function is independent of the phase of ¢, and the maximum
is located at | « |*>= n.
Thermal state

p= I:l—exp(——):|Z|n nlexp( nha)) (7.6)

1 —exp Iy h 2n
e E T VAR
so that
ho
. oo () : ho
O, )= —Zexpy—|a | |l —exp| — . (1.7
b4 kT
It is simple to show that
(@) = (a) =0, (7.8)
by observing that
(@) =(d") o< (n]a” |n)=0.
Also,
(aa') = (la ) = |1 i 19)
= =|l—exp|—— . .
aa o p T

In the particular limit k<7 — 0, we get (aa’) = (| « |*) = 1, which is the correct
answer, because at T = 0, (n) = 0.

7.1.4 The Density Operator in Terms of the Function Q

We pose the following question: Is it possible to construct the density matrix, once
the Q function is known?



88 7 Phase Space Description

Starting from a coherent state

o = e (L) 5

and using the definition of the Q function (7.1), we write

1
O(a, ™) ;(06 lpola) (7.10)

eXP(—|05|2)2: n|,o|m oot

E Qn,mama*n
nm

From (7.10), we get

O, a™)exp | a

_ Z Owma

m +r *n'+r

R - nlm! .
Comparing equal powers in o and o™, we get
Qn—r,m—r _
Y = alml = (n | p | m) (7.11)
r!

thus answering the question posed at the beginning of this section.

7.2 Characteristic Function

There are three characteristic functions, defined in a normal, antinormal and
symmetric (Wigner) way

Xy(n) = Tr[pexp(na’) exp(—n*a)]. (7.12)

Xa(n) = Tr [pexp(—n*a) exp(na’)] .
Xw(n) = Tr[pexp(na’ —n*a)] .
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The antinormal characteristic function is related to the Q distribution:
Xa(n) = Tr [pexp(—n*a) exp(na’)] (7.13)
= % / dPa (e | exp(na’)pexp(—n*a) | a)
= /dza exp(—n*a + na*)Q(e) ,
thus, the two functions are Fourier transforms of each other, in a two dimensional
space.
7.3 P Representation: Normal Ordering
The Glauber-Sudarshan P function is defined as
p= /dzocP(oc,oc*) | a){a | . (7.14)

If one allows P(x,a*) to be singular, this representation always exists for
any density operator. However, for certain quantum states, P(«,®*) may become
negative, thus in general, this function cannot be interpreted as a probability density.

7.3.1 Normalization

Starting from

1

/dzaP(a,a*) > in ]| n)

Tr (p)

= /dzaP(a,Ol*)(Ol | o),

we conclude that

/dZaP(a, a¥)=1. (7.15)
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7.3.2 Averages of Normally Ordered Products
Here, we compute the normally ordered averages
(a"a’) = Tr (a”a‘v,o) =Tr (as,oa“)
= /dzocP(oz,oc*)Tr (@' | a){er | a”) ,
S0, we get
(d"a’) = /dZOlP(Ol,Ol*)OlSOl*r. (7.16)

As we can see, the average of a normally ordered product can be written as a
c-number integral in the two-dimensional complex plane.

7.3.3 Some Interesting Properties
7.3.3.1 The Q Function Is a Gaussian Convolution of P

As per the definition of the Q-function

1
0@) = —(lpla)

- %/(alm(ﬂ | P(B)PB | a) |

or

0@ =~ / exp(— | & — B PIP(B)AB . (7.17)

7.3.3.2 P Is the Fourier Transform of Xy

Xy(n) = Tr[pexp(na’) exp(—n*a)]

=Tr [ / daP(a,a*) | a)o | eXp(naT)eXp(—n*a)} ;
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or finally

Xy(n) = [/ d*aP(a, a*) exp(na* — n*a)i| . (7.18)

7.3.4 Some Examples

7.3.4.1 Coherent State

p =] ao)x | (7.19)
P(a,a™) = (o — ) .

7.3.4.2 Thermal State

To obtain P(«, ™), we first calculate X, and Xy Because

p:[l—exp ( )}Zln nlexp( nha))’
s = |:1 —exp (—7{—6}))} , (7.20)

n=x+iy,

one can define

o =r+ik,

then

N
xa() = 2 [ Paexplna” — ey exp(-s | a )

5 fur a5 (r=2) = ) o (-222)

or

_ |y |?
Xa(n) =exp|— 5 . (7.21)
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Now, we proceed to calculate the normally ordered characteristic function.
By definition

Xy(n) = Tr[pexp(na’) exp(—n*a)]
= Tr[pexp(—n*a) exp(na’)|exp | n |*
so that
Xy(n) = Xa(m)exp | n | . (7.22)

so, for the thermal state, we get

*(1-5%)
Xn(n) = exp (——' ] . ) (7.23)
Finally, we calculate P(«) as the Fourier transform of the normally ordered

characteristic function

P(@) "

1 21—
—z/dzneXp(an*—a*n)eXp [——l n I S)}
T

1 1-
= / dx/ dyexp [Zi(kx— ry) — u()c2 + y2):|
b4 s
s la | s
= ——exp|— ,
w(l—ys) P 1—s
or written in a different way

Pa) = % [exp (;Z—C;) — 1:| exp{— | o |? [exp (%) — 1:|} . (7.24)

For this system, P is a well-behaved function, a Gaussian [1].
When T— 0, P(«) becomes a very sharp function of «. In the other extreme, that
is when T— oo

ho ho
P — - 2 g )
@ e (< e 2)
which is the same as the high temperature limit of the Q function and basically
corresponds to a classical Boltzmann distribution.
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7.3.4.3 Number State

This is a case where one cannot find a functional form solution for the P function,
but only in terms of derivatives of the delta function. The result is (for an | n) state)

2 2 n
P(a):eXle“' ( 0 ) () . (7.25)

dodor*

7.3.4.4 For a Squeezed State, P(«) Is Negative.

This was already shown in (5.15).

7.4 The Wigner Distribution: Symmetric Ordering

The first quasi probability distribution was introduced by Wigner [2], to study
quantum corrections to classical statistical mechanics. We will designate the Wigner
distribution by W.

The original idea was to reformulate Schrodinger’s equation, and it found many
applications in quantum chemistry, statistical mechanics and quantum optics.

In our context, we define the Wigner function W(c, «*) as the Fourier transform
of the symmetric characteristic function Xy

1
W(a,a*) = = / d*nexp(—na* + n*a)Xw(n, n*) . (7.26)

Historically, the Wigner function was defined in terms of position and momentum
as

+o00

| .
Weep)=5— | diexp(—opE)(x+

S plxm 7.27)

2 2

where the definition includes the factor ﬁ to ensure normalization

/dx/de(x,p) =1.
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In the case of pure states, we can write, for a 2n dimensional space

Wxi,x2... X3P - (—)"/ /d& AdE U™ (x) — é s i—")
Xlﬂ(xl—l-g—zl,... n+i)
XD~ (11 + P )

7.4.1 Marginals

If we integrate both sides of the Eq. (7.27) over p, we find

+00 +o0 +oo
[ awen = [ asessppotr S pla-Do [ e

X exp(—=pE). (7.28)

where the last factor in Eq. (7.28) is 2ﬂh f dp exp(— pé) = §(£), so we readily
find

+00 +00 .
[ Cawen = [ dsexngppiet S 11— 3160 =

o0 o

={xlplx)=W),

that is, if we integrate the Wigner function over the momentum variable, we get the
probability distribution W(x) for the position.

Similarly, if we integrate the Wigner function over the position, we get the
momentum distribution [3].

7.4.2 Product Rule

There is an interesting property of the Wigner distribution, is the trace product rule,
where the trace of the product of two operators A and B is given by the product of
their corresponding Wigner distributions, integrated in phase space

+oo  p+too
Tr(AB) = 27th/ / dxdpAw(x, p)Bw (x, p),
—00 J—o0
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where
1 +o00 .
Aw(x,p) = ZJT_h/_ d§ exp(—%pé)(x+ % |A|x— %),
1 +o00 .
By (x.p) = m/_ dé exp(—%pé)(x+ % | B|x— %),

In particular, if B = p, we have

+oo  p+too
(A) = Tr(Ap) = 2h / / dxdpu (x. p)W(x. p).

that is, the quantum mechanical expectation value can be calculated as a classical
average.

7.4.3 Moments

The moments of W(«, ™) are equal to the averages of symmetrically ordered prod-
ucts of creation and annihilation operators. These products denoted by {a’a“}sym

are defined as the expansion coefficient of n*(—n*") in (na’ — n*a)™*+s.
We give here some examples

1
{aza”}sym = 6( 202 + dtaa’a + ataa’ + aa™a + aataa’ + azaﬂ) ,
{ TZ} — l 12 4 T T_;r_ 2
aa”}, = 3\a"a+ad'aa’ +aa
etc.

With the above definition, one can write

exp(na’ — n*a) = Z i/ {aa®) .. (7.29)

rls!

Now, by partial integration of (7.26), we get

/dzaa a® W, a*) = (aa ) (—i*) Xw(1.1%) l)=0 . (7.30)
n an
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and making use of (7.12), we readily get

({a’a“}sym) = /dzaara*SW(oz,oc*) .

Problems

7.1 Normal ordering.
Let

A= ZAnmaT”am
n.m

be normally ordered.
Show that

1
A [ P Anm *n md2 .
W =2 [ P Y Amaad

nm

7.2 Show that if
A= (d'a)’,
then its normal and antinormal ordered version are

[(aTa)z]normal = aTZaZ + (aTa),

[(aTa)z] =a*d”? — 3(aaT) + 1.

antinormal ~—

7.3 Let us assume that an operator A is normally ordered. Then, we substitute

a— z,
al — 7
and define the result as

A® (z. Z*).

Similarly, if A is antinormally ordered, we define a A@ (z, z*). For example, from
the previous problem, we can write

A ) =z + |z
Az, = z|* =3 |z > +1.
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Now, we define the N and A operators whose effect in a given operator is
to rearrange it as to transform it to normal and antinormal form respectively. For
example

Na™a® + (a'a)] = a™a* + (d'a) ,
Alaa® + (d'a)] = a?a™ + (aa¥) .

Show that

aad" = N |a + i amam .
dat

Hint: use the commutation relation

[a,aT"] =na™" |

7.4 1If F™(a',a) is a normally ordered operator, show, using the notation of the
Problem (7.3), that

aF"a" a) = N |a+ i F™ (', a),
dat
0

F(”)(aT,a)aT =N (aT + a_) F(”)(aT,a) .
a

7.5 Show, using the same notation as in the Problems (7.3) and (7.4), that for a
product of two normally ordered operators (the product is of course not normally
ordered)

0
F"a", a)G"(a",a) = NF™ (aT,a + F) F" (', a) .
a
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Chapter 8
Atom-Field Interaction

In this chapter, we study the atom—field interaction in the usual and dressed picture.
We also address the problems of Rabi oscillations and the collapse and revivals.

8.1 Atom-Field Hamiltonian and the Dipole Approximation

The Hamiltonian for an atom interacting with an electromagnetic field, may be
written as

1
H=_ [p — eA(r,0)]? + eV(r) + H, , (8.1)
m
where p is the momentum of the electron, V(r) the Coulomb potential, A the vector
potential of the field and H, the free radiation field.
We now make use of a unitary transformation [1]:

Y O) =exp| - AED| 110} = U w0 52)
so Schrodinger equation can be written as
nl Ia”t(m = H |y ) (8:3)
v gf” +in20 | @) = HU | x0)
© Springer International Publishing Switzerland 2016 99
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Multiplying (8.3) by U = U~! from the left, we get

ad t

ih 'g( D _w ) . (8.4)

t

au
H = U'HU — inU" e (8.5)
The second term in (8.5) can be written as
U 0A
- ihUTE =er- = —er-E(r, 1), (8.6)
where in the last equation we used (3.6), (3.7), and H' becomes

H = U'HU —er-E(r,1) . (8.7)

We have to calculate UTHU.

+ 1 2 e + &2 5
U'HU = —U'p’U—-——A-U'pU+ —A~ 4+ ¢V(r) + H,, (8.8)
2m m 2m

where we used the fact that only the p-dependent terms are affected by the
transformation and that Z?:l [p,A] = —ik ), % = 0 in the Coulomb gauge,
thusp-A=A-p.

As
au a(r-A
[pi, U] = —ih— = eU (r-4) , (8.9)
8x,~ 8x,~
therefore
A (U'PU) = —S AU [Up + eUV(r- A)] (8.10)
m m
e &2
=——A.-p——A-V(r-A).
m m
Next, we calculate
3
LD (pi [p:U] + [pi,Ulp,-) ®.11)

i=1 i

= Z ([Pi’ [pi U]l +2 [pi,U]pi) )

i
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Now, from (8.9), one can write

[pi, [piU]l = e |:I7ia Ua(r'A)} =— h— [ a(r A)} (8.12)

ox; ox; 0x;

9(r-A) d(r-A)
= —ieh pE + e |:—3xi i| ,
SO
[p2. U] = U{—iehvz(r-A) +E[V(r-A) +2eV(r-A)- p} . 8.13)

With (8.9) and (8.13) we get for UTHU.

+ e, p’ eh _, e’ )
U'HU. = —A“ 4+ ¢eV().+H + —+ ——V°(r-A) + — [V(r-A)]
2m 2m  2im 2m
(8.14)
e e 6‘2
+—V(@-A)-p—A-p——A-[V(r-A)] .
m m m
Now
d 0A
— (@A) =A+r-— (8.15)
ox; ox;’
0A; 0A;
—(@r-A)| =A? 2A;
Xl:[ (1' ):| +Z xja +Z/xk8x,8x,
82A
V3(r-A) = Zx, .
In the last term, we used V- A = 0.
Finally, one can write
tHr — P aA
UTHU = eV(r). + o+ H, + — Zx, (8.16)
eh 8 A; &2 0A; 0A;
2mi 8 2 2m Y ’Bxk axk

=H’+er-E.
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The standard dipole approximation assumes that, in the case of plane waves,

A = A,exp(—iot + K -r) (8.17)
~ A, exp(—iwt + ik - rg) = A(ry) ,
where r( is the position of the atomic nucleus, provided the radiation wavelength
is several orders of magnitude larger than the atomic size. In that case, all the
derivatives of the vector potential are neglected, and one gets
p?
H =eV(r). + > + H, —er-E(r,1) (8.18)
m

or

H =hY w;|i)i| +H, —er-E(r.1)

where | i) are the unperturbed atomic states with eigenenergies #w;.

8.2 A Two-Level Atom Interacting with a Single Field Mode

In the case of a two-level atom interacting with one mode of the field, the interaction
Hamiltonian in the dipole approximation can be written as:

H; = —er-E(r) . (8.19)
We can assume one mode for instance when we have a high quality electromag-

netic cavity. Thus, for this particular case, is more convenient to have stationary
rather than traveling waves. The one mode electric field can be written as

E(z.1) = e(a + a") sinkz (8.20)
where ¢ = ,/ :’—‘Z is the field per photon, and the Hamiltonian can be written as

Hi = hg(o, +0-)(a+ad'), (8.21)

with g = —%‘1 sinkz , d = ery, - e and the o are the usual Pauli spin matrices

defined as
0 1 0 0
o0 [0 0. 52
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0. = 0 1 o = 0 —i
oLroolr i o)
S [t o
Lo -1

Same as in the Semiclassical case, we have assumed that the dipole induced by
the field has only non-diagonal matrix elements and that the two states considered

here have opposite parity so that r,, = rp, = 0, thus the r operator is proportional
to (0, + 0—). The complete Hamiltonian is

ha)a;,

H= 0, + hwa'a + hg(o, +0-)(a+ ah . (8.23)

We notice, in the above expression, that the zero energy level was taken halfway
between the two atomic levels, so that the unperturbed atomic energies are £+ h‘;””.
The four terms appearing in the interaction part of the Hamiltonian have the

following simple interpretation:

aoy: one photon is absorbed and the atom is excited from state b—>state a.
a‘o_: emission of a photon and de-excitation of the atom.

These two processes are energy conserving. We will show that for a very weak
coupling constant, they vary slowly in time. On the other hand, the terms a0 and
ao— do not conserve the energy. They represent:

a‘o: one photon is emitted and the atom is excited.
ao_: one photon is absorbed and the atom gets de-excited.

These processes are shown in the Fig. 8.1.

The straight arrows represent atomic levels and the wavy ones photons. Lines
towards (away) the interaction point correspond to destruction (creation) of states.

To see the time dependence of all these processes, we go to the interaction picture

H;I) = hgexp(iwta’a)(a + a*) exp(—iwta’a) (8.24)

(20 01 (e 0
NG |

Making use of the properties:

exp(iwta’a)(a + a’) exp(—iwta’a) = aexp(—iwt) + a' exp(io?) ,

< () 01 @ ()
oo 2 )l [Taoe (672 )
0o -2 J{[10 0 —Lw

= o4 exp(iwgpt) + 0 exp(—iwypt) .
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Fig. 8.1 Four processes in )
A
the atom—field interaction. G,) r a i ato_
The processes a and b b M b
conserve the energy
& b
b)) p A
) b a a0y
Wi
a
E—» b ao-
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d [ : w
r
) SN a+o+

b

-

a

Replacing the above results into H il) , we get

Hil) (t) = hglo aexp[—i(®w — wap)t] + o_a’exp[i(w — wap)1] (8.25)
t+o_aexp[il + wu)i] + alo, expli@ + 0w}

The rotating wave approximation, as in the Semiclassical theory, con-
sists of neglecting the rapidly oscillating terms o_aexp[—i(® + wq)t] +
a‘o 4 exp[i(w + wqp)t]. Going back to the Schrodinger picture, the Hamiltonian
in the dipole and rotating wave approximations is

ha,
H=H,+H = C;hoz+hwaTa+hg(acr++o_aT). (8.26)

This is the Jaynes—Cummings Hamiltonian, and it will be very useful in
describing various physical effects.

8.3 The Dressed State Picture: Quantum Rabi Oscillations

We begin by taking the unperturbed states | a, n), | b, n 4 1), eigenstates of Hy

Ho|a,n)=h (“’2” 4 na)) la,n), (8.27)
Ho | bon+ 1) =h[—‘°2“" +(n+1)a)] | bon+ 1) . (8.28)
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Now, the interaction couples only | a,n) to | b,n + 1) , for each n, and no other
states; therefore, we can consider the subspace €, = {| a,n),| b,n + 1)} and the
total Hamiltonian can be written as [2, 3]

H= ZHn , (8.29)

where H,, acts only in €, and can be written as

SR P

H,=h - -
w(”+ 0 1|72 2gvnt1 =6

5 (8.30)

and one can easily diagonalize the above Hamiltonian, getting the following
eigenvalues

E h + ! + hR (8.31)
n=ho|n+ = —R, , .
! 2) "2
E h + ! hR (8.32)
n — hw | n ~ | <4iq, .
> 2) 2
with
§ = Wy — W, (8.33)

R, = 8>+ 4g%(n+1).

The corresponding eigenstates are

| 1n) =cosb, | a,n) +sinb, | b,n+ 1), (8.34)
| 2n) = —sin6, | a,n) +cosb, | b,n + 1),

with
28~/ 1
cos 6, = svn+ . (8.35)
VR, =8> +4g82(n+ 1)
Also, it is simple to prove that

2g+/ 1

sin26, = SYH L (8.36)

Ry,

8

cos20, = — ,
R,
2g+/ 1

tan 26, = gvnt .
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We can write
| 1n) | _ | cosf, sinb, | a,n)
[| 2n) | —sin$, cos 6, | bon+ 1) (8.37)

o Tlam
=R(9")[|b,n+1>]

These are the dressed states, as opposed to the ‘bare’ states | @, n) and | b,n+ 1).

Diagrammatically, the dressed state eigenvalues are pictured in the
Fig. 8.2, where we plot energy versus w,;, for different n-values.

In a particularly simple case § = 0 and sin6, = cosf, = %, the states and

eigenvalues are

| 1n) = [ acn)+ | bon+ 1)] % , (8.38)
|20) = (= | a.n)+ | bon + 1>>% , (839)

and

1
Ey, = ho (n + E) +hgv/n+1, (8.40)

1
E), = hw (n + 5) —hgvn+ 1. (8.41)

Fig. 8.2 Energy levels of the
dressed and bare states versus
wap, for different n subspaces

(n+1)ho3

(=]
o
e
oo
=
3
[ ]
=
e
o
£
o
(=2
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Finally, we will look, in this section, into the problem of the quantum Rabi
oscillations.
If one writes

vy =exo (< 50) 1w, (5.42)
and introducing a unit operator in terms of the dressed states, we readily get
= & iEjt
@) =3 exp (—7’) Ljom)(on | Y (0)) (8.43)
n=0 j=1

where E; are the eigenvalues corresponding to the dressed states.
Now, we can write the state vector in terms of both dressed and bare basis, as
follows:

| ¥(®) = [Can | @.1) + Copr | b+ 1)] (8.44)

n

In the rotating frame at a frequency (n + %) w, we can write (8.43) as

Cln(t) _ eXp( l&l) 0 ) (Cln(o))
(CZn(t)) N (O exp (l%t) CZn(O) (845)

and also making use of (8.37), we can write

an (1) -1 exp (—i%1) 0 } [C,m(O) }
I:Chn+l(l‘)i| o, )[ exp (i%21) R(6,) Cors1(0) (8.46)

or

Can (t) _
[ Chnt1(2) } B (840

cos Buy — iSR! sin B fp —2igy/n+ 1R, " sin %t

—2igy/n+ IR, ' sin %t cos Bt + iSR! sin Bt

[ Cﬂn (O) }
Con+1(0)
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If, initially, the atom is in the upper state and § = 0, we get

| Can(t) |>= cos®> g/n + 1t , (8.48)
| Cons1(t) = sin® go/n + 11 . (8.49)

This is the quantum Rabi oscillation.

8.4 Collapse and Revivals

With the Jaynes—Cummings Hamiltonian, one has, in principle, the time evolution
of the system. Of course, there are also the initial conditions [4].

The simplest case is when one knows precisely the energy level of the atom,
which is suddenly brought into a cavity with a definite photon number.

Usually in experiments, one can only specify, for example, the statistics of the
cavity field, that is the probability of having a given number of photons.

We will deal with the general case. Consider the state vector i (n, 7) that evolves
from an initial state with exactly n photons. When this field has an unknown photon
number, specified only by a probability P,, for having m photons, then at time ¢, the
probability of being in a given k state (k = a, b) is

Py(r) = Zm m, i | Y (m, 1)) | ZPm | Cem(®) 17, (8.50)

and the photon distribution

pa() =) "m=0 (8.51)
k=a,b%Py | {n, ¥ | ¥(m,0) | (8.52)
- Pn | Ca,n(t) |2 +Pn—l | Cb,n(t) |2 .

One would expect that the superposition of periodic solutions might produce
destructive interference, thus a collapse. This indeed occurs [5].

An interesting example is the case of a two-level atom that encounters a cavity
at temperature 7', whose photon number distribution is the one mode Bose—Einstein
distribution, with a probability for m photons, given by

P,(T) = ! )" 8.53
m()_l+ﬁ(1+ﬁ) ’ (8.53)

i=[eo () 1]
n = |exp T —1 ,
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Fig. 8.3 The population
inversion for a two-level atom
initially in the upper state
interacting with a thermal
field and mean photon
numbers (n)y, = 0,1,4,9,99
(After [4])
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In the Fig. 8.3, we show the population inversion w(f) = P,(t) — P»(f) for an
initially excited two-level atom interacting with a single-mode thermal field. The

. . . . . t
time axis has been scaled to an adimensional time t = M. The first curve shows

2

the Rabi’s oscillations when the atom enters an empty cavity. The subsequent curves
show an increasing average photon number. As we can observe, there is a wide range
of Rabi frequencies, for which there is no trace of population inversion. The collapse
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time, for large 7 is of the order of [6]
R~V (8.54)

The time scale of the Fig. 8.3 has been chosen in such a way that in each case,
the collapse occurs at T = 2.

A particular and interesting example where the collapse can be studied in detail
is the case when the initial field is a coherent state, where one can study also the
revivals [7].

In this case, the probability for an excited atom is

2n
Po(t) =Y Py | Can(®) P=exp(— [ )Y e ™ cos*(gv/n+ 1), (8.55)
' n!
and for short times (g¢ <<| « |) can be approximated to

1 1
P,(1) = 5 + 5 cos(2gt | o ) exp[—(g1)?] - (8.56)

This case is described in the Fig. 8.4.

As we can see, as the field becomes more intense, the Rabi oscillations persist
for longer intervals, until the destructive interference between the oscillations takes
over. Basically, the relevant range of Rabi frequencies is gvn+ An — g\/ n— An,

the inverse of which is the collapse time, so

rlxg, (8.57)

which is independent of the average photon number.

Also, the effect of revival is quite remarkable, that is, after a certain time, the
Rabi’s oscillations reappear. This was studied first by Eberly et al. [7] and others
[7-9]. The revival time is 7, = .27 /7.

As we can see, the behaviour of a two-level atom interacting with a single elec-
tromagnetic mode (coherent) is surprisingly rich. We have Rabi’s oscillations that
collapse and remain quiescent, revive, then collapse again.The Jaynes—Cummings
model, in its linear and non-linear version, has been used extensively in connection
with trapped ions with quantized vibrational motion [10-14].



8.4 Collapse and Revivals 111

Fig. 8.4 Population Vacuum <n>=0
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Problems

8.1 Starting from the Hamiltonian H,,, find the eigenvalues E; , for i = 1,2, and the
dressed states | 1n), | 2n). That is, verify (8.31), (8.32), (8.33), (8.34) and (8.35).

8.2 Prove (8.47).

8.3 Show that the summation for the probability of the excited atom (8.55) reduces
to the (8.56), when gt <<| « |.
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Chapter 9
System—Reservoir Interactions

In this chapter, we learn how to introduce losses in our optical systems.

Losses play an important role in physics, and, in general, they cannot be avoided.
For example, the decay of an atom can be described as a small or relevant system
(the atom) interacting with a large reservoir consisting in an infinite number of
harmonic oscillators or electromagnetic modes. It appears quite surprising that
starting from a time reversible dynamics, one ends up in an irreversible situation,
such as the natural decay of an excited atom. Of course, as we shall see, this is
closely related to the type of approximation (Markov) used.

Here we present a quantum theory of damping where the system consists in a
single harmonic oscillator coupled to a reservoir of a large number of oscillators.
Using the density matrix approach, we eliminate the reservoir variables, obtaining a
differential equation for the reduced density matrix in the Schrodinger picture. We
also study the problem in the Heisenberg picture, thus introducing the concepts of
Langevin equations and noise operators [1] (Narducci LM, WPI lecture notes, 1973,
unpublished).

9.1 Quantum Theory of Damping

The main purpose, in this section, is to study the fluctuations and relaxations
of quantum systems. We will find that the expectation values of some relevant
operators do relax as their classical counterparts. Also, and very importantly,
relaxation phenomena is always accompanied by statistical fluctuations. In other
words, a pure state does not relax and a system connected to a bath or reservoir,
even if starting from a pure state, will always become a mixed state.

The method that we are going to use is the following one. Starting from
Liouville’s equation, under a certain approximation scheme, and tracing over the

© Springer International Publishing Switzerland 2016 115
M. Orszag, Quantum Optics, DOI 10.1007/978-3-319-29037-9_9
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reservoir variables, we end up with a differential equation for a reduced density
matrix, the so-called master equation, which is still an operator equation. Then, we
use the phase space techniques learned in the Chap. 7, to get a ¢ number differential
equation, for example, for the Glauber P distribution. This is the Fokker—Planck
Equation. Consider a harmonic oscillator

Hox = howd'a 9.1)
[a, aT] =1,

that we define as the system, and a set of harmonic oscillators:

H()’B = Zha)]bjb, s
J

[b/’b/t] = ik »

which is the bath or reservoir.

We further assume a very general type of system-reservoir coupling of the type
XX;, which contains terms such as abjT, aTbj, aTbjT, abj, and using the rotating-wave
approximation arguments, already discussed previously, we only keep the counter-
rotating terms. Therefore, the complete Hamiltonian reads

H =Hy+H) =hod'a+ Y hwbb; 9.2)
J

+ D 8i(ab; + ab)) .
J

where the g; are taken as reals.

Now, we define p4p as the density matrix of the complete system, whereas py =
Trg(pas) = D _g(B | pap | B)and pp = Tra(pap) = D ,{A | pas | A) are the
reduced density matrices for the A and B system, respectively, and obtained simply
by tracing over the other variable.

The Liouville equation for the complete system is

d
ih=o2 = [H, pas] - 9.3)

It is convenient to work in the interaction picture. The density matrix is

— i i
PaB = €Xp (gHol) 0AB €XP (—gHol) ,
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and differentiating with respect to time,we get

dpag i — i dpa i
a —wl °pAB]+eXp(h 0) P e

- {[Ho—7.73]} = — [ 7]

Sk~

where

~ i i
Hl(l) = exp (£H()l) H, exp (—gHol‘)

= exp (ia)taTa + iZ wjtbjbi)

J

X Z hgi(a'b; + ab}L) exp ( —iwta’a — iZ agjtbjbj)
i J

J

= Z hg; {aTbj exp [i(a) - a)j)t] + abj exp [—i(a) - a)j)t]}
J

= h(G()a' + G (1)a) ,
where

G@t) = Z gibjexp [i(a) - a)j)t] .

J

Next, we formally integrate the Liouville equation

Pra(t) = pn(0) + % /0 [ (1), 5a ()] dF

and substituting back in the (9.4), we get

dors _ 0. THL (). (T df
o= o] - [ 0. FOFEo]e

We trace over the reservoir variables to get

dn 1

o w / Ty [H (1), [y (), Pan()]] e

117

(9.4)

9.5)

(9.6)

9.7)

9.8)
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In the last step, we assumed that
Trg [H (1), pas(0)] = 0 9.9)

To justify (9.9), assume that at t = 0 there is no correlation between the system
and the bath, or p43(0) = p1(0) ® pp(0), where

hayb! b

— J

[; eXP( KsT )
hoblb; |

Trg 1_[/ exp | — %7

p5(0) = (9.10)

Now, ﬁl(t) contains linear terms in b; and b;.r and  Trpb;
hwjbjbj

T | = 0.

exp

The final step to find the master equation for the damped harmonic oscillator is
to evaluate the double commutator appearing in (9.8). Also, a fundamental step is
to assume that pag(r) = pa(?) ® pp(0), which is the Markovian assumption .

After a straightforward calculation, one finds

ddL: = —iAw [aTa’ 1674(0] +A [Cl, ,(’)Z(t)a’h] + A [alz):;(t)’ ClT] (911)

+B [aT, pa(a] + B [aT,f)Z(t), al .
where to derive (9.11), we used the following properties:

Trg (b} bipp(0) = S{m). (9.12)
Trp(b;b;pp(0)) = 0,

00 2
N D(w:
szp/ $@) D@y 4
0 w — Wj

and D(w) is the density function that converts ) i | D(wj)dw;, and

! 1
/ df exp ti(w — w))f ~ n8(w —w;) £ P ( ) , (9.13)
0 w — wj

A = 7g(0)’D(w)(1 + (n(w))) (9.14)
B = 1g(0)*D(»)(n()) .
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A more standard form of the master equation (9.11) is

% = —iAw[a'a, pA(1)] (9.15)
~2(+ (@) @r(0)a"a+ a'afi () - 2apa()a")
~2 (@) (Fi(Daa’ + aa'pa(0) —2a'Fi(0)a)

For the particular case T = 0 or (n(w)) = 0 and Aw ~ 0, we get the simpler
version of (9.15):

@
dr
y = 2(A—B) = 2ng(w)*D(w) .

- —%(ﬁ;\(t)aTa + a'api(r) — 2api(t)a’) (9.16)

9.2 General Properties

Equation (9.11) is called the master equation for the Damped Harmonic Oscil-
lator and has the following properties:

(1) Hermiticity. It is simple to verify that the Hermitian conjugate of the master
equation gives back the same equation.

(2) Normalization. It is not obvious that after tracing over the bath variables and
making the Markov approximation, py4 is still normalized. However, it is quite
simple to prove that if Tr4p4(0) = 1, then Tryps(f) = 1, for all times.

9.3 Expectation Values of Relevant Physical Quantities

When calculating, for example (a')(f), this can be done in any picture, because they
all give the same answer. However, we must be careful to calculate both a*and p4 in
the same picture

(@) (1) = TG (0a' (1)) 9.17)
and

a'(t) = exp(iwa'at)a’ exp(—iwa’at) = a' exp(io?) .
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Now we differentiate (9.17) with respect to time. We readily get

%(M)(t) = d%{TrA [pa(t)a' ] exp(iowt)} (9.18)
= Tra [ai’g*t(’) a' exp(iot) + iw(px (1)a’ exp(ia)t))i| ,

and making use of the master equation (9.11), it is simple to obtain

%(aT)(t) = i(w + Aw){a’) () = (A = B){a") () . (9.19)

The solution of (9.19) is

(@ (1) = (a)(0) exp [i(w + Aw)] exp (—%I) , (9.20)
y = 2(A — B) = 2ng(w)*D(w) .

Using the same procedure described above, one can also find (a'a)(t). The
differential equation and solution are

Sl o) = —y(a'a) )~ (@) ©21)

(a'a) (1) = (a'a)(0) exp(—y1) + (n(w)) [I —exp(=y1)] .

An interesting property is that (a'a)(f) |,-co— (n(w)), which has a simple
interpretation. After a long time, the oscillator in contact with a heat bath gets
thermalized, with the same average photon number as the thermal average, at the
oscillator’s frequency.

Once we know (a')(¢) and (a)(f), we can calculate the average position and
momentum of the oscillator. The results are

N
@0 = (55) T+ @)0] . ©0.22)

h 2
o =i() a0 + o]

which can be written as

{r)(0)
w

(q)(r) = exp (—%t) [(q)(O) coswt + sin a)ti| , (9.23)

(p)(t) = exp (—%t) [—w{q)(0) sinwt + (p)(0) coswt], Aw =0 .
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Finally, if we assume an initial minimum uncertainty state (MUS), it is simple to
show that

h
ApAg = > {1 + 2(n(w)) [1 —exp(—yn)]} . (9.24)

The result given by (9.24) shows again that for t — oo, ApAgq —
% [1 4+ 2(n(w))], which is the uncertainty product for a thermal photon at frequency
.

We notice here that the particular example of the damped harmonic oscillator is a
simple one, in the sense that the expectation values we found are only coupled with
moments of the same order and not higher. This is not generally the case, where the
moment equations are coupled with higher orders, and one has to use some kind of
approximate truncation scheme.

9.4 Time Evolution of the Density Matrix Elements

We are interested in the time evolution of (0 (¢)) ., = pa(?).
If we assume Aw = 0 and take the matrix elements of (9.11 ), we readily get

dp,
dr

=2A(n+ Dpu+1 + 2Bnp,—1 — pa[2An 4+ 2B(n + 1)] . (9.25)

Each term in the rh.s. of (9.25) has an interpretation in terms of energy

transitions, as described in the Fig.9.1, where the arrows arriving to one of the
energy levels increase dc‘l—’t” and the ones leaving the level decrease the rate.

A common technique to solve this type of difference-differential equation is that
of the generating function. We define

oo

0(r.) = Y (1 —x)"pult) . (9.26)
n=0
where p, can be easily calculated as
—1)" 9"
= o) 1 027)
n!  Ox"

Multiplying (9.25) by (1 — x)" and summing over n, we get

0 _ —2BxQ —2(A — B)xa—Q - 2Bx23—Q . (9.28)
ot ox ox
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Fig. 9.1 Graphical n+1
representation of the time ‘
evolution equation for p,,,
where each arrow pointing
towards the n-th level .
increases p, and viceversa 2A n 2A ( n+1 )
A !
2B n 2B (n+1)
! =1
In deriving (9.28), we made use of relations such as
90
Db+ -0 = ===, (9.29)

d
3 puln)(1 —x)" = —(1 —x)ﬂa_f,etc .

To solve (9.28), we make use of the method of characteristics [2] (See Appendix B).
Equation (9.28) can be conveniently written as

dr dx
1 2[A—B)+Bxx’
dx _do
2[(A—B)+Bx]  2BQ°

(9.30)

The simultaneous solution of the system of differential equations is:
L L u (9.31)
= n , .
2A—B) 2(A-B) 2(A—B) + 2Bx
—InQ+InK =In[2(A—B) + 2Bx] ,
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or explicitly
K = Q[2(A—B)+2B«] , (9.32)
_ xexp [-2(A — B)1] 9.33)
2(A—B) +2Bx )

where K and H are integration constants to be determined from the initial conditions,
satisfying the general integral of the differential equation

K =g(H), (9.34)

g being an arbitrary function.
Now we consider the initial state of the oscillator to be a coherent state, that is

>h

n
pn(0) = o exp(—n) , (9.35)
so that
o0 ﬁn
Ox,0) = Z(l —x)"— exp—n = exp—nx . (9.36)
= n!

Making use of (9.32), (9.33), and (9.34), one can write

0x. 1) 1 xexp[—2(A — B)f] 9.37)
X, 1) = , .
2(A—B) +2Bx° \ 2(A—B) + 2Bx
and making use of the initial condition (9.36), we obtain
O(x, 1) 1 (9.38)
X, 1) = .
1+ Z5x {1 —exp[-2(A - B)1]}
n —2(A—-B)t
exp |:—x B”eXp[ (4= B)] ] (9.39)
1+ =5x{l —exp[-2(A - B)1]}
In the limit t — 00, Q(x, 00) = H_li =13 (1( 5= > o2 (1 =x)"pu(00), and
TopX x{n(w
with the use of (9.27), we get
(n(w))"
pn(00) = (9.40)

[1+ (n()]""
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As we can see, the oscillator, initially in a coherent state get’s thermalized when
t — 00,0r

| @) = one more element of the reservoir

9.5 The Glauber-Sudarshan Representation,
and the Fokker-Planck Equation

It is convenient, for the purposes of this section, to define the Bargmann [3] states
as

o 12
I a):exp(| 2' )la). (9.41)
It is simple to show from the definition of the coherent states that
+ 0
a||la)= T | &), (9.42)
o
0
@la=-—l .

We now write the density operator in the P -representation

o= [ P || o) (e || exp(— | & )P(@) . 0.43)
then
T 2 9 2
afp = / o (@) (e | expl— | o )P(@), (9.44)

ad
= /dza(ll a){e ) exp(— | & )" — 70 F@) -
o

Thus, we have the following correspondence

ap— (a* - i) P(a) , (9.45)
do

pa — (a— 9 )P(Ol),
doc*
pd" — a*P(a),

ap — aP(a) ,

atap — (a* - i) aP(a) ,
do
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ad'p — « (a* - i) P(a)
do

I )a*P(a) ,

i
a'a — |a—
P ( doc*

paa’ — o* (a - i) P(x) .
doc*

If we now apply the above rules to the master equation 9.15, for Aw = 0, we get
the Fokker-Planck equation for the damped harmonic oscillator:

2P
dado*

ot 2

(9.46)

oP(a,a*,1) y (0
do doc*

.,
—aP + a P)+y(n)

9.6 Time-Dependent Solution: The Method
of the Eigenfunctions

We try to solve the Fokker—Planck equation (9.46), using the following ansatz [4, 5]
P(a,a™,f) = exp(—AH)Q(a, ™) . (9.47)

By replacing the above ansatz in the Fokker—Planck Equation, we get the following
result

LO = —)0, (9.48)
2

dodo*

L= (a o 2 12) 4y
=2 \%%a 7Y ar yin

Now we perform the following change of variables
a = (n)(x+iy), (9.49)
1
Oa) = exp—z ()c2 + yz) N(x,y) .

With the above transformation, the eigenvalue equation (9.48) becomes just the
well-known Schrodinger equation for the two-dimensional isotropic harmonic
oscillator. The eigenfunctions and eigenvalues are

1
Nuyun, = Ko, on, €Xp [—5 (* + yz)i| H,,()H,,(y) (9.50)
42
€e=—+2=2n+1+4+2n,+1,
Y
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where n, and n, are integer numbers, so the solution now becomes
Y
Puvny = Kupony €xp {—(2 + 17)} Hy,, () H,, (v) exp [—5 (nx + ny) t] ) (9.51)

We calculate the normalization constant K, ,, from the normalization of the P

distribution
d’a
/ —P(a,t) =1,
T

and the properties of the Hermite polynomials
o0
/ dxH, (x)H,, (x) exp(—x?) = 8,m2"n! /7, (9.52)
—00
H()(x) =1 B
we write
L drexp(—*)H dyH, 2 4
Ko, () [ dxexp(—)H,, () [ Ay, (3) exp(—y) exp [ =3 (0 + )i
1
= —Ku,n, (1)85,.00n,.0 €Xp [—%(nx + ny)t] =1,
T )

so that Kyp = (17) and Pyy = ﬁ exp [—%(}c2 + yz)], which correspond to the time
independent steady-state solution with the A = 0 eigenvalue. Going back to the «
variables

lim P(o,a*, 1) = Py = 1ex o
S R A O

which corresponds, as it should, to the P-representation of the thermal density
matrix.

9.6.1 General Solution

We now concentrate on the general solution of the Fokker—Planck equation, using
conditional probability densities such as P(«, ¢ | &', 0) with the initial condition

P(e,0]o’,0) = 8%(a — ') . (9.53)
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Of course we notice that because

d2a’ , ,
P(a,t) = P(a,t| o', 0)P(a’,0),
b3

the solution will have the form

P, (x,y, t)anny .y, 0)
(n)Poo(x',y")

Ple.t]e/.0) =) (9.54)

nyny

Now we explain why P(a,7 | o', 0) given by (9.54) is a general solution of the
Fokker—Planck equation (9.46).

In the first place, it consists of linear superposition of P, (x,y, f) solutions. So
we have only to verify that it satisfies the initial conditions.

Making use of another property of the Hermite polynomials

o

1
Z 2mml /7w

m=0

exp(—x2)Hy (X)Hp (X') = 8(x — X') ,

thus
1
\/znxnx!ﬁznyny!ﬁ

Knx ny =

and the initial condition (9.53) is satisfied.

9.7 Langevin’s Equations

We now study the damped harmonic oscillator problem, in the Heisenberg picture,
with the initial reservoir operators interpreted as the quantum version of a stochastic
or Langevin force.

From the Hamiltonian (9.2), the Heisenberg’s equations for a and b; are [6]

dt:i(tt) _ —iwa(t) _ lzj:glbl(t) , (955)
%EI) = —iw;bj(1) — igf'a(r) .

Integrating formally the second of (9.55), we get

b;(t) = bj(to) exp [—iw;(t — 19)] — ig} / t dr'a(t') exp [—iwj(t — 1)] . (9.56)

fo
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We insert (9.56) back in (9.55), to get

da(r)
dr

= —iwa(t) —i y_ gibj(to) exp [—iw;(t — )] (9.57)
J

-2 lg P / dr'a(f') exp [—iw;(t —1)] .
j 10

The second term of the r.h.s. of (9.57) represents the fluctuating term, independent
from the system oscillator variable and the third term is a back reaction to the
oscillator.

We now want to eliminate the fast time varying terms and introduce a rotating
frame by defining A(f) = a(r) exp(iw?) with [A(7),A(H)T] = 1, so (9.57) can be
written now as

2 - “Xiaf / dA(Y) exp[—i(e; — o)t — 1)] + F (),

F(f) = Noise Operator = —i Z g;bj(to) exp [—iw;(t — t9)] expiwt .
J
As, for a thermal bath (b;) = 0, therefore (F(1))p =
We follow the same procedure as in the previous section, that is, make the

Markov approximation, convert the discrete sum into an integral and arrive to the
following result

dA®

-_r
= AT FQ@). (9.58)

On the average (9.58) behaves classically

d(A@)
dr

—%(A(t)) . (9.59)

Equation (9.58) is called generically the Langevin equation for the damped
harmonic oscillator. The original idea came from the study of Brownian motion,
where the particles in a liquid suffer from the rapid impact of the liquid molecules
on the Brownian particle, having as a net effect, a rapidly time varying force.

We have to point out that, although averaging (9.58) over the bath variables make
the fluctuating force disappear, F(7) plays a very important role of preserving the
commutation relations, in other words if the equation d‘z(” = —%A(t) were true,
then we would have A(f) = A(f) exp — t and therefore [A(t),A(t)T] — 0, thus

violating quantum mechanics.
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9.7.1 Calculation of the Correlation Function
(FEF(")")p

According to the definition of F(¢), we can write

(FYF)) g Z > gigl (bib]) exp [io(f — ") ] exp [i(wt” — wit)]  (9.60)

J

= Z | gi |7 (b; bT )exp [iw(t' — 1")] exp [—iwyd — 1")]

= /da)’D(w’) | (@) |* [(n(@")) + 1] exp[i(w — &')(¢ —1")]
=y [(n(@)) +1]8(' =1") .

In a similar calculation, one gets

(F)'FW"))p =y (@) —1") . (9.61)

9.7.2 Differential Equation for the Photon Number

The Heisenberg equation for the photon number can be written as

dATA

= —Z | g > AT (1) / drA(t') exp [i(w — w)(t — 1')] (9.62)
J fo

—iy " giAT (1)b;(10) exp[i(e — w))(t — 10) ] + adj .
J
Making the Markov approximation, transforming the sum into an integral, we get
the following Langevin equation

dATA ; )
N - —YATA + F)4,, (9.63)
F, = iZgj’.“A(t)b;r(to) exp [—i(w — w)(t — 10)] + adj .
J

It is simple to show that (F” "i4) = v(n), so that is more convenient to define a
noise operator with zero average Fya = I 1’” A~ y{(n), so that

dATA
= —yATA+ y(n) + F;, . (9.64)
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9.8 Other Master Equations

9.8.1 Two-Level Atom in a Thermal Bath

We attack here a different problem, but formally similar to the damped harmonic
oscillator.

Consider a two-level atom interacting with a reservoir of harmonic oscillators.
Physically, this could, for example, represent an atom decaying irreversibly when
interacting with infinite vacuum modes of the electromagnetic field.

The Hamiltonian of this problem is

B
H= 7“’01 +h Y wblb+ 1Y (gibjo +gibo') . (9.65)
) ]

The derivation of the master equation for the atom can be derived exactly as in
the case of the damped harmonic oscillator. The result gives back (9.15), with the
substitution

a—>o
at - ol .

It then reads
i

2= 2+ @) (@r0o'o +0lomi ()~ 20500 (966)

~Z @) (F (o0’ + 00" () — 20" A1) -
Making use of the Pauli matrix properties
1
oot = 5(1 —-0;),

1
ofo = 5(1 +0,),

one can write a different version of the master equation (9.66)

dditA = (1 + (@)oo’ +yn@)o pa)o (9.67)

py [% + <n(w)>} L (o + o)
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The master equation written in the form (9.67) is suitable to calculate (o).

do) d__ _ (d@
dr = aTr (,OAO'Z) =1Tr (?CYZ s (968)

where we used the fact that o, = o.
By introducing the master equation in (9.68), and after some simple algebra, one
arrives to

W — 2[5+ en |03 9.69
The solution of (9.68) is
(010 = (o) O exp=291) 5 + () ©.70)

1 1
ST ||~ 5+ e]]

We now take the aa matrix element of (9.66) and get

d d

&Pa(t) = &paa(t) (9.71)

= _)/Pa(t) s

and the solution is P,(f) = P,(0) exp(—yt), which is the well-known result of E.
Wigner and V. Weisskopf [7] , predicting an exponential decay of an atom initially
in the excited state. We notice that here the single atom is interacting with an infinite
reservoir of electromagnetic modes in vacuum, and the predicted behavior here is
very different from the Rabi flopping of the atom interacting with a single mode
in a good cavity.

9.8.2 Damped Harmonic Oscillator in a Squeezed Bath

We start with (9.8), and write it out in detail, using the Hamiltonian of (9.5), thus
getting

oy

= / t dfTrg {[a’G(t) + G'(a] [a'G(f) + G (F)a] pp ® p(f)  (9.72)
0

—[a'G(t) + G (1)a] ps ® p(f) [a"G(F) + G'(£)a]
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—[a'G(f) + G'(f)a] ps ® p(¢) [a'G(?) + G (t)a]
+ pp ® p(f) [a'G() + G'(H)a] [a'G(t) + GT(Ha]} .

Using the property

(G(G()) = (GOG()) , (9.73)
(G'(HG0) = (GTG()*
(GG (1) = (GOGT(1))*
(GT(G (1) = (GG (1)),

we can write

dpa(1) _

” I, [aTanA + pAaTaT — 2anAaT] (9.74)

+1 [aaps + paaa — 2apaa]
+13 [aTapA + pAaTa — ZapAaT]
+1, [aanA + pAaaT — 2anAa]

where we defined

=~
|

d{(G()G(f)) , (9.75)

S
Il

d{(GT ()G (7)) ,
L = | d{GHG'(F)) ,

Iy = | d{GT()G(F)) .

—_— — — —

We will calculate in detail one of them, for example [
I = / dA{(G()G()) , (9.76)

= /dt’Z grgrexp [i(w — wp)t] exp [i(w — wp )] {biby) ,
kK

t
= / dt'Z grgrexp liw(t + )] exp [—i(wkt + wif)] (brby)
o T
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Now, we consider the two-mode squeezing correlation
(bibg) = (bb—1)S;— = M 9.77)
placed symmetrically around the system frequency w, so
wir =0 £ Q,

then, converting the sum into a frequency integral, with a density D, we can write
[e.e] t
I = M/ dQD(w + Q)g*(w + Q)/ dfexp [—iQ2(t — )]
0 0

If we assume that the functions D and g are slowly varying with frequency, then
the time-dependent result after the frequency integration is sharply peaked and we
can set 1 — 0o, without much error, getting §(£2) and a small frequency shift. The
result then reads

I = gM—}— is, (9.78)
with
y = 27D(w)g(w)’, (9.79)

% 4Q R
8 =P/ 5 D@+ )@+ oM

In a similar way, we obtain the other integrals

L= %M* — s (9.80)
L= g(zv L) 4ibs, 9.81)
Yy
14 = EN - l82 5 (982)
with
(bibe) = N6 . (9.83)

If we compare the above results with the average corresponding to the two-mode
squeezed vacuum, we readily get

N = sinh’r, (9.84)
M = —exp(if) sinhrcoshr,
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obeying the relation

VN(N + 1) = Vsinh? rcosh’>r =| M | . (9.85)

Ignoring the small frequency shifts §; and 8,, we finally write the master equation
for the damped harmonic oscillator in a squeezed vacuum

d
d_/t) = %(N + 1) (2apa’ — a'ap — pa'a) (9.86)

—i—%(N) (2a*pa — aa’p — paa’)
+%(M) [ZaT,oaT —a'a’p— paTaT]
+%(M*) (2apa — aap — paa) .

In the particular case of a thermal reservoir N — (n),M — 0, and we
recover (9.15).

This master equation is expected to give a correct description of a system
driven by noise that comes from the squeezed vacuum, provided the squeezing is
reasonably constant over the bandwidth of the system.

The above condition has to be satisfied, because if D, k, M are slowly varying
functions of €2, then the frequency integral approaches a §-function in time and we
are justified to set the upper limit to co.

9.8.3 Application: Spontaneous Decay in a Squeezed Vaccum

Once more, in the master equation [8, 9], we replace

a—o,a —>of, (9.87)
to study atomic decay, getting
d
d_l(t) = % cosh’ r (20po’ — ofop — po'o) (9.88)

+% sinh? r (20" po — 00" p — pooT)
—y exp(if) sinh r cosh r(a " po ™)
—y exp(—i6) sinh r cosh r(opo).

In the above equation, we used the property 02 = o2 = 0.
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If we take the expectation value of

+
o=217 (9.89)
2
o—of
Oy = ; s
21
0, = (20*0 -1,
we get the following differential equations
(00) = —g exp(2r)(02) = —ylon) (9.90)
* Y
(oy) = 5 exp(—2r){(oy) = —yy(oy) . (9.91)
(o) = —y(2 sinh? r + (o) —y = —ylo) — v . (9.92)

As we can see, for large squeezing, both y, and y, become large, and y, very
small.
On a time scale short compared to yy_l, but larger than y_!' and v ! we get

1

_ 9.93
2sinh?r + 1 ( )

(0y) = 0, (0;) —

Problems

9.1 The Dirac delta function can be defined as
2 sin? [—(“’ng)']
1) —w) = —Lim _—
(0o — w) = 1M;— 00 (00 — )2t

Prove that

(a)

/00 8(wy — w)dw =1

—0o0

(b)

/wz S(wp — w)(w)dw = f(wop),

1

with w1 < wy < w;.
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9.2 Prove that the following are acceptable definitions or representations of the
Dirac delta function

(a)

1 n

S(wy — w) = —LimTl,Tz_,oo/ expli(wy — w)i]dt,

2 -y

(b)
S(on =) = Limy oy [ 2=,
(wo —w)m

(©

&

1
8 —_ = — .m _—_—
(wo — w) Li S o o) T e

9.3 Write down the Fokker—Planck equation of the damped harmonic oscillator in
a squeezed bath, starting from (9.86).

9.4 The master equation
. A C
p= 5(2ana —ad'p — paa’) — E(cﬁap + pa'a —2apa’)

represents the laser theory in the lowest order approximation, where A is the gain
and C the cavity loss.
Prove that the corresponding Fokker—Planck equation is

@—_ﬂ i + I P+A82_P
a2 \aa” " ar? doda*

9.5 Generalizing the results of the Problem 9.4, we take now the second- order
Laser theory. For the following master equation

d 2
% - —§{aaT |:pf - (%) (aa’pr + BPfGCIT):|
g 2
+ [Pf - (;) (praa’ + 3aaTPf):| aa'

2
~2a' [Pf -2 (g) (adpy + praa’) a]}

C
) (aTapf + pfaTa — ZapfaT) ,
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show that the corresponding Fokker—Planck equation is

P 10 2 . P
E—-za{[(A—C)—4Ap|Oé|:|06P—Aaa*}
13 & o] . P

Notice that we regain the results of the Problem 9.4 when we neglect the g> terms.

9.6 Show for the damped harmonic oscillator that if one assumes initially a
minimum uncertainty state, then at t = ¢

h
Aq(DAp(1) = — [1+ 2(n(@))(1 —exp(—y1))]
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Chapter 10
Resonance Fluorescence

In this chapter, we study the scattered light from a two-level atom illuminated with
a continuous field.

The theory of spontaneous emission was originally developed by
Weisskopf and Wigner [1]. However, the sidebands for coherent single-mode
fields were found by Mollow in the 1960s [2].

The physical origin of the sidebands in the resonance fluorescence spectrum can
be nicely seen using the dressed states [3].

10.1 Background

We assume a two-level atom driven by a continuous monochromatic field. The atom
scatters the light in all directions, as shown in the Fig. 10.1.

For a weak incident field, the spectrum, as we shall see in some detail, exhibits a
single peak much narrower that the natural linewidth of the atomic transition. As we
increase the field, this spectrum splits into three peaks consisting in a central peak
at the laser frequency and two sidebands symmetrically placed at =R, with respect
to the center.

When the light intensity is very weak and the atom is initially in the ground state
| b), it absorbs and scatters a single photon, whose frequency is identical to the laser
frequency wy, , in other words

S(w) = Sob(w —wyr) , (10.1)
which is just the Rayleigh scattering.

In practice, however, the laser is not perfectly monochromatic, so that the
scattered spectrum will have a narrow but finite (non-zero) linewidth.

© Springer International Publishing Switzerland 2016 139
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Fig. 10.1 Diagram showing Y
the interaction between an \p&&
G

atomic beam and a ?}b@
Laser-generating resonance
fluorescence

LaSe!‘

i Detector

Fig. 10.2 Energy diagram Iin>
showing the origin of the R, (6=0)
three frequencies in 1Z2n>
resonance fluorescence, Wy, wp+Ry
corresponding to the central wi-Ry
peak and the two sidebands
IIn-1>
Rn-1(6=0)~R,(6=0)
12n—1>

Now, if we increase the laser power, the sidebands that appear in the spectrum
can be understood intuitively, using the dressed picture description of the atom—field
interaction, as we did in the Chap. 8.

In the resonant case, we saw that

1
Ei,=h(n+ 5) +hg/n+1, (10.2)

1
E2n:h(n+§)—hg«/n+1,

thus, the energy separation between the two levels is
R, (6 =0)=2gv/n+1. (10.3)

This is described in the Fig. 10.2.

As we can see from the dressed level picture, besides the transition at the laser
frequency wy, it is also possible to have transitions at ® = w; £ R,, which
correspond to the two sidebands.

The details of the heights and widths of the peaks requires a full quantum theory,
including atomic losses.
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10.2 Heisenberg’s Equations

We begin with the Hamiltonian: [4]
H=H,+H,—er-E, (10.4)

describing the interaction of the radiation field with a single electron atom.
If we consider many modes for the field, we can generalize the Jaynes—
Cummings model, described in the Chap. 8, as

h Wap
H=H, +

o, — ih ng,1(0+ +o0-)(akx — ab) . (10.5)
KA

where H, is the free multimode radiation energy, and the interaction terms are a bit
different now, since we are taking traveling waves rather than standing waves. Thus,
we use the quantized field E described in the Chap. 3. Also, k is the wave-vector
and A the polarization, and

gki = 2;; "Ov eTap - €k (10.6)
with
lo4,0-] =0, (10.7)
[0, 04] = £204 . (10.8)
Also, one has
lawasal, | = % 81 (10.9)

The Heisenberg Equations of motion for the operators are

iy = —iogax) + gea(og +0_) . (10.10)
0~ = —iwwo- + Y gka0-aky —ap,) . (10.11)
kA
o, = 228&1(0— —o)(aks — al,a) . (10.12)
kA

Both gy, and o_ have basically a positive frequency temporal dependence and
o, varies slowly in time, thus making use of the rotating wave approximation, we
can neglect the o4 and al , terms from the first two equations, respectively, and the
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counter-rotating terms o_ay ) and a+al , from the third one, writing a simplified

version of (10.10), (10.11), and (10.12)

ag,) = —iwgag) + gki0— ,

L]
0- = —iwwo- + Y _ gka0:(axa) .
kA

0, = —2281(,1(0—61;1 +otaxy) .
KA

We can rewrite the last two equations as

O_ = —iwyp0_ — %d . azE+ t),

0, = —%d- [o-E~(t) — o E* ()] ,

with

. hw
EY(t) =iy “ s (Dews -
2e0v
kA
d =ery.
Integrating (10.13), we get
ax (1) = a1 (0) exp(—iwki)
t
+gk,k/ dtyo— (1) exp ik (ty — 1) .
0
Thus, replacing the above result in (10.18), we get
Et(t) = Ef (t) + Ef (1),

where

Ef(t) = zZ

ak 1(0) exp(—iwkt)ex x ,

ZCRDY o g / dri0- (1) exp it — ) e

(10.13)

(10.14)

(10.15)

(10.16)

(10.17)

(10.18)

(10.19)

(10.20)

(10.21)

(10.22)
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The first term Eg’ (t) is the solution of the homogeneous Maxwell equation and
corresponds to the field at the position of the atom as if the atom was not there. On
the other hand, the second term E,}"R (t) represents the influence of the atom or, said
in different words, the radiation reaction field of the electric dipole point.

Substituting (10.21) and (10.22) in (10.20), we get

ak 1(0) exp(—iwkt)ex , (10.23)

ET(t) = zZ

+IZ ‘/ gkA/ drio—(t1) exp [iwk(ty — 1)] exx »

but, using (3.36), that is changing the sum into an integral with the corresponding
density of modes

Z > /dkk2/sm 9d9/d<p R (10.24)

A=1.2

we can write

Ef©). =1 % (d-exs)exa /O drio_ (1) explion(n — )] (10.25)

2e0v
ka0

A 2 (3 v 2 .
= 21/dkk /d(ngov )3 | d | /cos 0 sin 6d6

./0 dno_(t) exp [iwk(t; — 1)] ,

where we choose the dipole moment along the z-axis, so that d - exy =| d | cos ¥,
as shown in Fig. 10.3.

If we take the lowest-order approximation for o_(f) and performing the 6
integral, we get

2i | d | o—(2) exp(—iwgpt)
3(2m)2eoc?

dow? / dryexpi(®w — wgp)(t — 1) .
(10.26)

[E&®)], =
We calculate now the above time integral, with the change of variable —t = #;—:

/dt1 exp [i(w — wap) (t1 — 1)] (10.27)

t
= / drexp [i(w — wgp)T] t = 00— 78 (W — Wyp) -
0
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Fig. 10.3 The atomic dipole Kk z
and k vector of the electric -
field in polar coordinates d
0 RS
I
|
I -
~ I e
<. | ¥
7 ~o |
\\\I
o
X
The final result for the [E(t)]_ field is
1 2|d|o’
EL(] = ——%5_(1, 10.28
[ &R ( )]Z dreq 303 (1) ( )
(in CGS units #80 = 1), and the differential equations for the Heisenberg operators
now become
o = —i(way — if)o_ — %d 0B (1) (10.29)
o 2i
o, =—-2B(1+0,)— %d' [0-Eq (t) — o Ef ()] . (10.30)
with
1 2|d)? o}
2|d|" oy (10.31)

= deg  3hc3

10.3 Spectral Density, and the Wiener-Khinchine Theorem

If one has a random process y(¢), an interesting characteristic of this process is its
spectrum.
We may define a Fourier Transform

y(t) = / ” y (@) exp(—iwt)dw | (10.32)

o0
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which, in principle, can be inverted as

y(w) = 1 / - (1) exp(iwr)dt . (10.33)
27 J_oo

We also define a spectral density or just plain spectrum, as the expectation value
of | y(w) 7

S(@) = (I (@) P, (10.34)

whose physical meaning is the fluctuation strength associated with a definite
frequency component.

However, a word of caution. If one is dealing with a stationary process, invariant
under a translation of the time origin, then y(#) does not go to zero for t — 400,
and therefore, this function is not square integrable and the Fourier transform does
not exist in the usual sense. We will consider them as symbolic formulas, which can
be given rigorous mathematical meaning in an enlarged functional space.

However, Wiener observed that the functions

R
L) = Lim > /_ O+ o (10.35)
and
1
o(@) = —/ re )Mdr (10.36)
2w J_ iT
do exist.

One can define an alternative spectrum as

do@ _ 1 / ” explion) [ (0)dr . (10.37)
dw 21 J_ oo

S(w) =
One can also invert the above formula to get
I'r) = / exp(—iwt)S(w)dw . (10.38)

In order to understand the relation between the two definitions of spectra (10.34)
~%k ~
and (10.37), we calculate the ensemble average of y (w)y(w”)

5 @)y (@)

= (2;)2 / /_ (" (0)y()) expi(w? — wr)drdf (10.39)
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and since y(¢) is stationary and ergodic (the time and ensemble averages are equal)

Or(y() =T -1, (10.40)

where I is the two-time correlation function.
Substituting (10.40) in (10.39), and changing variable: { — r = t, we get

5 (@) (@) = (21)2 /OO exp it(w — a))dt/_: dtT(v)expioT,  (10.41)
which implies
(@5 = T -0, (10.42)
with
T'(w) = % /_ Z deT (1) exp(iwT) . (10.43)

We notice that (10.42) is telling us that the generalized Fourier components are
uncorrelated.

On the other hand, (10.43) is giving us a measure of the strength of the
fluctuations at a given frequency; thus, we may identify it with the spectrum

T(w) = S(w) . (10.44)

We also notice that the singularity in (10.42) can be easily removed by integrat-
ing, over a small range containing w, in @~

Aw

2

S(w) = / G @y . (10.45)

which is equivalent to (10.34).

The pair of formulas (10.37) and (10.38) are known as the Wiener—Khintchine
theorem, which tells us that for a stationary random process, the autocorrelation
function and the power spectrum are a Fourier pair.

If we apply these ideas to the correlation of a quantum field, we get

S(w) = % / ” exp(iot)(E-(OET (t + 1)) dt . (10.46)

—0o0
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Atoms
The power delivered to the field can be expressed as energy per unit time
P(t) = dE”et’gy < Z hoxlal | (D, () (10.47)

=Y giahon [(a; L(0)0— () expliond) + (04 (Day , (0)) exp(—ia)kt)]
kA

+2Re Zgi’lhwk/o dti (o4 (t1)o— (1)) exp [—iwk(t1 — 1)] .

kA

The first two terms in the above expression refer to the change in the energy of
the field because of stimulated energy and absorption. On the other hand, the last

term is the scattered radiation out of the incident beam as resonance fluorescence
‘We shall concentrate in this last term:

2 2
2Re |3 S O1d T dt1 (04 (1)o—(0)) exp [ion(t — 1)]
o 2U80

(10.48)
|d |? o
= Re dw dtl o+ (t1)o—(?)) exp [iw(t — 11)] ,
372c3g,
where, in the last term, we took the limit v — o0.
Defining
S(H)+ = o+ (t) expiowyt, (10.49)

we can write

2 oo t
47t180 43|7fdc3| Re{/o w4dw[0 dry (4 (1)S— (1)) exp [i(w—wL)(t—tl)]} :

and assuming that the spectrum will be concentrated near @ = wy, we approximate

2 .4 oo o)
Py(c0) = 47_[150 % e {/0 da)/(; dr(S4(t0)S—(to + 1)) exp [i(w — a)L)‘L'];

(10.50)

Py(1) =
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In the last step, we also took the stationary limit # — oo, and T = ¢ — ¢, so that
the correlation function (S+(7)S—(fo + 7)) only depends on 7, where £, is a time
much longer than the radiative lifetime.

The power spectrum of the resonance fluorescence is defined as

o0
S(w) =2Re %/ dr(S+(2)S=(to + 7)) exp [i(w — wp)T]¢ - (10.51)
0
As we see, basically, we have to calculate the atomic correlation function [4]

8(t) = (S+(t0)S—(to + 7)) . (10.52)

On the other hand, we can write the Heisenberg’s equations for the atomic
operators, using the above definition of S(f), and assuming, for simplicity, that the
incident field is linearly polarized parallel to the dipole d

sz) = —i(wap — wp —iB)S(1) — %daz(t)EJ (1) exp(iwpt) , (10.53)

0:(t) = =281 + (0:(0)] - %d [S(EG (1) exp(—iwpt) — S (DEy (1) expliwpn)] -
(10.54)

Making use of (10.54), we can find a differential equation for g(z). It is simple to
verify that

dg(7)
dr

= —i((wa — w1 — iB))g(7)
+ 2 Sl + ) (10.55)
where we took initially a coherent state for the driving field, so
EF0) | 9) = 1 Eoexp(iond) | ) (10.56)
In order to have a closed set of equations, we further define
h(t) = (S+(t0)o(to + 7)) (10.57)
and

f(@) = (S+(100)S+(t0 + 7)) . (10.58)
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The equations satisfied by these three functions g, i, f are [4]

|:i +i(A — i,B)i| gln) = gh(r) , (10.59)

dr 2
(% + 2/3) h(z) = —2B(54 (1)) — () — Qf (7). (10.60)
|:i —i(A + i,3)i|f(t) = 9h(t) , (10.61)

dr 2

with
A= Wap — W, (1062)
_dE,

Q = T . (10.63)

In the derivation of the above equations, we made use of the approximation [4]
[S+(t0).Eg(t+1)] ~0. (10.64)

We have to solve the above equations, with the following initial conditions

8(0) = (4 (5@ = 3 11+ (ox(0)] (10.65)
h0) = (S (10)0.(10)) = —(S4(10)) . (10.66)
f(0) = (S+(t0)S+(t)) =0, (10.67)

where we used the properties of the Pauli-spin matrices.
The initial values (o,(#o)) and (S+(#y)) can be easily obtained from the steady-
state solutions of the equations

($0) = A~ B)S0) + S (o.0) (1068)

(6:(0) = =2B(1 + (0:(0)) = L (S+()) + (SO))) (10.69)

obtained by taking the expectation values of the (10.53) and (10.54).

Equations (10.68) and (10.69) are usually referred to as the Optical Bloch
equations.

By setting the time derivatives to zero, we readily get

92
(4A2 + 4B2 +2Q2)°

g(0) = (10.70)
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QB +iA)

MO =GR ey

(10.71)

In the particular case of high intensity (2 > f) and zero detuning, we get

g(r) = [exp( Br) + exp(—i) cos(Qt)} + ('B )%, (10.72)
and for the spectrum
S(w) = 27t(£)28(a) —ow) + L
Q Pl o-—o+p
3B 3B
4 3 8 . (1073)

(a)—a)L—Q)z—}-ii2 (0 —wp + Q)+

These results were obtained by Burshtein [6], Newstein [5] and Mollow [2].

The more general case, for any A and €2 can be also obtained either analytically
or numerically.

In Fig.10.4, we show the resonance fluorescence spectrum, omitting the
§-component for (a) 2 = 108, (b) @ = 58, (c) @ = 28. In all cases we
took A = 0. It is quite striking how the sidebands appear as we increase the laser
intensity at the positions wy, &= €2, with their heights in a ratio 3:1, with respect to
the central peak

Experimentally, the three peaked spectrum was observed by Schuda et al. [8],
Walther et al. [9], Ezekiel et al. [7], and a good agreement between theory and
experiment was found.

Fig. 10.4 Resonance
Fluorescence Spectrum for o )
the following parameters:
= 108 (a); @ = 58 (b); b)
Q =28 (¢); In all cases we
took A = 0 (After [4]) i )

AR AT
J e *é/\ B
-15 —-10 —5 0 5 10 15 20

(w-wy)/B—




10.5 Intensity Correlations 151
10.5 Intensity Correlations

As we saw already, from (10.28), the field radiated by a two-level atom is, to a good
approximation, proportional to the atomic lowering operator at a retarded time

EY(e,0) ~ ot — 2) , (10.74)

and, if for the moment, we ignore the vector character of the field, the spectrum is
related to the first-order correlation function:

GV, vt +1) = (E (r,)ET(r,1 4+ 7)) . (10.75)

Now, we may consider the intensity measurements registered by photodetectors
at two different space—time points.
In the Chap. 6, we defined the joint probability density

p(r.tiir.) < GP(ry, 1112, 1) (10.76)
= (E"(r;,t1)E — (r2, ) ET (r2, ) ET (r1,11)) .

A Classical experiment dealing with this type of correlation is the Brown—Twiss
experiment [10]. We show the experimental setup in the Fig. 10.5.

A half-silvered mirror divides the incident beam in two identical beams, whose
intensities are recorded in the photodetectors P; and P;. One takes the product of
I;(¢) and I,(t 4+ t) and averages over a time ¢, keeping the value of t fixed. Then,
one takes many different values for t.

If the two beams are independent, this average should be independent of <.
However, the observation of a small bump in the experimental curve, as shown in
Fig. 10.6, indicates that the photons have a distinct tendency to arrive in pairs, or
photon-bunching effect.

One could regard the effect as a result of the boson nature of the photons.

Fig. 10.5 Experimental
setup to measure intensity
correlations
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Fig. 10.6 Photon bunching
effect near t = 0

L(t) Io(t+T)

However, this is not quite true. In Chap.6 we already discussed the negative

Brown-Twiss effect or photon-antibunching effect displaying an anticorrelation for
T=0.

Carmichael and Walls [11] predicted for the first time that photon antibunching
should be an observable effect in resonance fluorescence.

In order to study this effect, we consider the joint probability density of
photodetection at a same point but two different times

pr.tr i+ 1) =pr tt+1) x GO, e, 14+ 1) . (10.77)

Once more, in the stationary regime, p(r,#;r,t 4+ 7) is independent of ¢ and is
proportional to the second-order atomic dipole correlation function

g2 (x) = (04 (t0)a+(to + T)o—(to + T)0—(10)) .
= (S+(10)S+ (10 + T)S(to + T)S(10)) - (10.78)

On the other hand, from the properties of Pauli’s spin matrices
St(to+1)S(to + 1) = (10.79)
1
o4t +1)o-(to + 1) = >+ o,(to + 1) ,

SO, we can write
82(2) = 5 {8+ (0)S) + 3(5+ (ol + ISW)

1 1
= 38(0) + 5G() . (10.80)

where

G(7) = (S+(00)o:(10 + 1)S(10)) - (10.81)
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We now proceed in a similar way to the last section, namely, we calculate
differential equations for G(7) and other correlation functions. Define

F(t) = (S+(t0)S+(to + 7)S(10)) , (10.82)
H(7) = (S4(10)S(to + 7)S(to)) - (10.83)

Using the Heisenberg equations for the atomic operator, we readily find three
differential equations for G, F, H

dG(7)

5 = ~22(0) —2BG(x) — Q(F(r) + H(D)) , (10.84)
@) _ i(A+iB)F(r) + 9G(r) : (10.85)

dr 2
1O _ _ja—ipyre + 260 . (10.86)

dr 2

with the initial conditions

G(0) = (S+(t0)o:(10)S(10)) = —(S+(20)S(t0)) = —5(0) , (10.87)
F(0) = (S+(t0)S+(10)S(10)) = 0, (10.88)
H(0) = (S+(2)S(1)S(t0)) = 0. (10.89)

From (10.80), we immediately notice that
g?P(=0=0, (10.90)

thus, we see that there is an antibunching effect.
The exact solution for A = 0 is

3 2
g? (1) = g(0)? |:1 — exp(—%)(cos&?% + %,sin Q,‘L')i| , (10.91)
with
B2
Q'=,/Q2— T (10.92)
The behaviour of

(7

) = (g(z)(t))norm (10.93)
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Fig. 10.7 Second-order 2

intensity correlation (e (T))nmm
(8 (T))norm Versus time, for

Q = 5.0 (solid line), 1.5
Q = 0.5 (dashed line). In

both cases, 8 = 0.5
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is shown in Fig. 10.7, where the solid line corresponds to 2 = 5 and the dotted line
to = 0.5. In both cases we took § = 0.5.

On the other hand, [g(z)(r)] can also be expressed as a photon number
correlation:

norm

(:n@n(it+1):) ‘

(2) —
[g (T)]norm - (n(t))2

(10.94)

For chaotic light, [g(z)(t)]norm = 2, that is the correlation is twice the random
background correlation, showing the tendency of photons to bunch together.

On the other hand, as we mentioned before, in resonance fluorescence and for
7 = 0, antibunching occurs.

The physical interpretation of this effect is quite simple. Right after the detection
of the first photon, the atom is in the lower state and it requires a finite (non-zero)
amount of time to get back to the excited state and be able to emit the second photon.

Experiments verifying the antibunching effect in resonance fluorescence were
performed by Kimble et al. [12] and Leuchs et al. [13].

Lately, the influence of quantum interference on the resonance fluorescent
spectrum was studied when the system was in contact with coloured or white noise
[14-22]

Problems

10.1. Prove (10.72).
10.2. Prove (10.73).
10.3. Prove (10.91) for A = 0.
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Chapter 11
Quantum Laser Theory: Master Equation
Approach

In this chapter, we study the Laser Theory, with the master equation approach. We
include the influence of pump statistics.

For large fields interacting with atoms, the Semiclassical description, that is
considering the atoms quantum mechanically and the field classical, seems to be
adequate, to describe the most classical features, such as threshold, steady-state
intensity, etc. However, whenever quantum fluctuations are to be considered, like to
determine the laser linewidth, photon statistics, etc. we require the fully quantized
field.

The Hamiltonian of a two-level atom interacting with a single mode (cavity
mode) of the field is described by the Jaynes—Cummings Hamiltonian

ha)a;,

H= o, +hwa'a + hg(cTa+o"a’) , (11.1)

within the dipole and rotating-wave approximations. It is convenient to split the
Hamiltonian into two terms

H=H +H,, (11.2)
where
hw
H, = S0+ hwd'a , (11.3)
§ *24 o-at
H, = hzaz—}—hg(o a+o a),
with
S=wyp—w. (11.4)
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It is simple to see that [H,, H,] = 0, and when we go to the interaction picture,
the dynamics is governed by H, = V. The time evolution operator can be exactly
computed as

oo —_itn o0 _a\n § n
U(r)=exp(—i%)=2#vn_ (=it) [giﬁ g"} : (11.5)

n! n!
n=0 n

_3
=0 2

It is simple to show that

§ 2\m
5 g | _|(@+g) 0 i| 11.6
[ga* —2} [ 0 @]’ (11.6)
[ § g TmH _ [ o+ elp+ gz)’”a}
ga -3 gal(p+g)" (e

where ¢ = g%a’a + (£)2. Tt then follows that

cos(r/p 1 g7) — OIS g ORI,
v . . (11.7)
Tsm(f o+g2) @sm(rﬁ)
Vo+re cos(r/¥) + 3 Jo

If the initial atom-field density operator is p(0), after an interaction time t, will be

U(r) =

givenby p(t) = U()p(0)UT(r) = U(x)pr(0) [ (1) 8 :| U (t), assuming that initially

the atom is in the upper state factorizes with the field. By performing the matrix
product and tracing over the atom, that is adding up the diagonal elements, we find

sin(At)

pr(6) = cosapy O costie) + ' | 02 | o) 2 |0 = w0,

(11.8)

with A = g+/afa + 1, and we assumed zero detuning. M is the gain superoperator
acting on p.

11.1 Heuristic Discussion of Injection Statistics

We assume that a dense flux of atoms goes through an excitation region, and each
atom has a probability p of being excited from the ground state ¢ to the upper level
a (See Fig. 11.1).

We further assume that the levels a and b are involved in the laser or maser
transition, and that the level b remains unpopulated. We also assume that the beam
has a regular distribution before arriving to the excitation region, so the number K
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a) ap)
b Microwave
Cavity
P Atomic beam
Laser
I Excitation

Fig. 11.1 (a) An atom is excited from the level ¢ to the upper level. The lasing transition occurs
between the a and b levels. (b) An atomic beam arrives to the excitation region where Rydberg
states (micromaser) or excited states (laser) are generated prior entering the cavity (micromaser)
or participating in the laser action (laser)

of the atoms which cross that region, during a time Az, is given by
K = RAt, (11.9)

where R is the injection rate and At is much larger than the time interval between
consecutive atoms.

This model may describe a system called a micromaser, in which case, one has a
beam of highly excited or Rydberg atoms crossing a high-quality microwave cavity,
with a couple of energy levels resonant with the microwave field inside the cavity. If
we assume that 7 is the interaction time of each atom with the cavity field, we may
use the same model to describe the excitation process of a laser, in which case 7 is
related to the atomic lifetime of the lasing levels. In the past, people neglected the
effects of pump statistics. However, some recent experiments in micromasers and
lasers showed that by controlling the pump noise, one could get a large reduction in
the photon number fluctuations. The probability for k£ atoms to be excited during a
time At is given by

P(k.K) = [’;

i|pk(l —p)k=*, (11.10)
The average number of excited atoms and the variance is given by

k=K
k= kP(k.K) = pK = rAt (11.11)
k=0

AR? = (1 —p)k..

with » = Rp.
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11.2 Master Equation for Generalized Pump Statistics

Let the interaction time between the atom and the field be t. Also, we assume that
the j-th atom is “injected” at the time #. So the field, after interacting with the j-th
atom, can be written as (we skip the field subindex)

pti+ 1) = M(1)p(1)) . (11.12)
Now, if k atoms are excited, then
pM (1) = M (1)p(0) . (11.13)

Of course, if we do not know the number of atoms, but only probabilistically
by (11.10), we then have

K

p() =y (I]f ) PH( = p)XF M (1) p(0) (11.14)

k=0

= [1 +pM — 1)]* p(0)

with K=Rt.
Differentiating (11.14), with respect to time, we get
dp(z
% = I—:ln [1 4+ pM —1)]p(t) + Lp(z) . (11.15)

Equation (11.15) is our Generalized master equation. [1, 2]

In (11.15), we have added the cavity loss term denoted by Lp(#). This term, can
be borrowed from the quantum theory of damping, where the oscillator is our single
mode field interacting with a reservoir, at zero temperature. Thus,

C
Lp(1) = 5(2apa* —a'ap — pa'a) , (11.16)
1 Q
N tcav N Q |

Q being the cavity quality factor and #.,y, the photon’s lifetime inside the cavity.
If the average photon number is sufficiently large and the distribution narrow,
one can expand (11.15) and get

L M= (0~ 3oV —1p(0) + Lp(D) (11.17)
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If we now use the expression for M given by (11.8), we get

(31—'(; =r(l +p) {cos(kr)p cos(At) + ga’ [sin;)w)] o [sina/\r)] a} —r(l + g)p
(11.18)
—%{cosz(kr)p cos’(At) + g% cos(A1)a’ [sinf\/\r)} 0 [sinf\lr)} acos(A7)

+g%a’ [mrlflﬁ} cos(At)p cos(AT) [Sinﬁlf)} a

gt [sinfl)tr)] 4 [sini)tr)] ) [sini/lr)] . [sinf{lr) ] @+ Lp.

From the expression above, one can calculate p,, and p, ,+1 that will give us the
photon statistics and laser linewidth, respectively.

Finally, we notice that the two extreme cases are p = o, while pR =
constant, in which case the Bernoulli distribution becomes a Poissonian distribution,
corresponding to the random injection case and the usual Scully—Lamb laser theory,
whereas p = 1 corresponds to a regular injection of atoms.

The generalized master (11.15) was derived under a couple of approximations.
First, there is the course graining approximation % ~ ‘é—’;, such that during At there
were many atoms injected into the interaction region, which is normally a good
approximation for lasers but could run into problems when dealing with a small
photon number, for example in a micromaser. The other approximation is that the
loss is independent of the gain, which may also lead to erroneous results when p # 0
[3]. This latter assumption is exact in the Poissonian case.

11.3 The Quantum Theory of the Laser: Random Injection
(p=0)

In the case of zero detuning, the time evolution operator 11.7 becomes

cosgrvaa®  —i [SmL M] a

U(r) = _ia?[%ﬁ] Cosg% , (11.19)
and one can write
pr(t + ) = cos(vaatgr)py(1) cos(vaa'gr)
+af [—Sin(mgf)] o(0) [—Sin(mgt)} a. (11.20)
Vaat Vaat
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To make a realistic model of a laser, we assume that the atoms have a distribution
of time they spend in the cavity. In the case of the two-level atom model, as in this
theory, the two levels decay at a rate y, and the time distribution is

P(t) = yexp—yrt. (11.21)
Now, defining again a course time grain At >> (t), we can write

d Ar) —

At—00
—rpp(t) + rt/ drexp—yrt
0
cos(~aa'gr)ps(t) cos(vaa'gr)
i aat gt i aat gt
o s[5

For a typical laser, the arguments of the sine and cosine are small, and one can
expand (up to 4-th order in g)

g*7? 1
cosgrvaa" ~ 1 —>—aa' + —g*r*aa’ad’..,

2 24
sin gt v/ aat g tlaa’
— |~ gT— e
Jaa 8 6
and replace into the master equation 11.22, getting
d A
% = —E{anr [pf - (5)2 (aa’ps + 3pfaaT)i| (11.23)
‘ Y ‘ ‘

8
+ |:pf - (;)2 (praa’ + Saanf)i| aa’
8
—2d4" [pf - 2(;)2 (aa*ps + pfaaT)i| a}

C
) (a'aps + pra’a —2apsa’)

where

2 2

A= (11.24)
Y
4 2

B= %A,
14
Q

C=—
0.
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and to derive (11.23), we used the following integrals

ol

/tzy exp(—y1)dr =

[N
~

/t4yexp(—yr)dt = —.

<

The coefficient A is the gain, 5 the saturation and C the cavity loss.

11.3.1 Photon Statistics

We go back to the full non-linear theory.
We take the nm matrix elements of (11.22) and perform the time integrals, using

0 3 cosgr/n+ lcosgr/m + 1
V/O dzexp(=y7) ( singt/n+ lsingta/m + 1 ) (11.25)
L+ (£)*(n+m+2)
2(4)° /i + D(m + 1)

T 125+ m+2) + (B)in—m)?

getting
d NIA /nmA
(d—p) = S+ s otmt (1126)
t)m 1 +./V;1m] 1 +./\/n—1,m—1j

C
_E(n + m)pnm +C (n + 1)(m + 1)/On+1,m+1,

where A and B have already been defined and

, 1 +(n—m)’B
N = §(n+m+2)+T, (11.27)
1 5(n—m)’B
./\/nm—z(n+m+2)+T,

and we included, as usual, the cavity losses. This is the Scully—Lamb laser theory

[4].
For the photon statistics, we take the diagonal element of (11.27), getting

dp An+1) nA

ey __ gt S 11.28

(dt),m 1+(n+1)§p 1+n§p bl ¢ )
—C(n) pun + C(n + 1) 1041
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The term [%] pnn represents the gain for p,4j,+1, due to stimulated
A

emission caused by the presence of the amplifying atoms, and the term C(n +
1) pu+1.n+1 1s the loss on this level.
In steady state ( D) = 0, and we get

Al

Pn+1n+1 = Pnn > (1129)

1+(n+DE

and the solution is

kB
Prn —/000( ) Hk 0(1+_) : (11.30)

When % < 1, the laser is below threshold, since p,, is decreasing monotonically
with n and the normalization condition gives us: (% <1

ann—l—pOOZ( )n: Po_ (11.31)

le

and if we deﬁne = exp(— ) then

P = (1 - é) (%) , (11.32)

becomes the Bose—Einstein statistics for the black-body radiation. That is, the

laser below threshold behaves like an incandescent lamp, with a given temperature.

For the case % > 1, we use the exact formula (11.29) and get

e (&) Thin (1%) = (50) THi= (5+4)

(11.33)

We calculate the average photon number

2 n
CEDISELDY (n+ A i‘) (%) = [(Hl A)} - (139
B
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Fig. 11.2 Steady-state 0.04
photon statistics versus n, for [
the cases below (a), at (b) and [
above (c) threshold (After [4]) 0.03Ha)
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that corresponds to a Poisson statistics.
The change in photon statistics below and above threshold is illustrated in the

Fig. 11.2.
We notice that for % <1,

AZ
Pnn = P00 l_[kzl [m] ,

u A
Pnn = pOOl_[k=1 |:C(1 i %):| s

A—kB
Pnn“POOHZ:l( C )

11.3.2 The Fokker—Planck Equation: Laser Linewidth

We start with the approximate master (11.23), and neglecting the non-linear terms,
we can use the rules described in (9.45), to write a Fokker—Planck Equation in terms
of the Glauber’s P distribution as

9P
dada*

(11.36)

@__A—C 0
ot 2

+ 0 oz*)P+A

@a do*
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The non-linear term can be included in the Fokker—Planck equation, using a
clever trick [5] of observing that (11.36) is modified, according to (11.23) by

replacing P — P [1 - ‘%2 | |2], getting

BP_ 10 gz ) opP
19 82 2« opP

This equation has been extensively studied, particularly in connection with the
no lasing—lasing phase transition [6, 7].

For the linewidth purposes, the linear Fokker—Planck equation (11.36) is suffi-
cient. We go to polar coordinates

o =rexpigp
and get, neglecting the radial variations,

PO,y A D@

D is the phase diffusion constant and corresponds, as we shall see from the
Langevin theory, precisely to the Schawlow—Townes laser linewidth, when A ~ C,
that is not far from the threshold. The present fourth-order expansion loses its
validity well above threshold. It is interesting to observe that C is the empty cavity
linewidth, thus the formula

C
D= 00 (11.39)

shows that the linewidth is decreased by a factor (n)~!.
These results were also calculated by Lax [8], Gordon [9] and Haken [10].

11.3.3 Alternative Derivation of the Laser Linewidth

We present, in this section, a different approach to the laser linewidth, which is
related to the off-diagonal elements of the field density matrix.

The expressions obtained here will be useful in calculating the quantum phase
fluctuations in a laser (Chap. 15).

We begin by rewriting the equation of motion of the off-diagonal elements p,, ;,+#,
in a form related to the diagonal elements. We introduce the following notation

Pnr = Pnn+k = on(k, 1), (11.40)
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where k is the distance from the main diagonal. From (11.26), and expanding to the
lowest order in %, we get

k2 k k
$ (k1) = =Bt (k1) - (n +1+ E) [A— B (n Sl 5)} bk, 1) (11.41)
+[n(n + k)]% |:.A -B (n + g):| Pu—1(k, 1)

c (n + ’5‘) Gl 1)
+C[(n + D+ k + D)2 g (ko 1) -

The first three terms represent the gain and the last two the loss in the cavity.
We assume a general solution of the form

pulk.1) =) gu(n. k) exp[—p 1] . (11.42)

where the p,ik) are the eigenvalues and ¢,(n, k) the eigenvectors. As we will see,
the eigenvalues are either positive or zero.

In the case k = 0 (diagonal elements), the fact that the steady-state solution exists
implies that

wd =0. (11.43)

For the off-diagonal elements, one finds that uik) > 0, implying that the solution
(for k # 0)

$ulk.1) = 0. (11.44)

Now, for the laser far above threshold, the lowest eigenvalue uék) will be small,
and we look for a solution of the form

1
A-IB A-mB\1?

bulk.) = Ny []_[}Lo( c )]_[f,;’g( Cm )} exp(—uPn) (1145
R A/ P Prtkntk eXP(—M(()k) 1.

One finds [4] that to a very good approximation, the above differential equation
is satisfied for

1
) = EkZD, (11.46)
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for
C

Thus, the off-diagonal elements of the laser field are given by

Ptk (D) = P (0) exp(—pi 1) | (11.48)

which back in the Schrédinger picture becomes

Ptk (D) = P (0) exp(—iwt — ) . (11.49)
As we did in Chap. 8, a one-mode stationary field is written as
E(t) = e(a + a’)sinkz , (11.50)

so the statistical average will be

E() =) (pnar1()v/n+ 1 + cc)sinkz

=¢ Z(pn,Hl(O)\/n + lexp(—iwt — pL(()k)t) + cc) sinkz

= Eycos(wt + @) exp(—gt) , (11.51)

where
Ey = 2¢A, (11.52)

and
> pras1 ()i + 1 = Aexp(—ig) . (11.53)

The decay of the electric field can be understood as a result of a random walk of
the ensemble average electric field because of the stochastic process that influences
the system. After a certain amount of time, the phase of the field will have diffused
to cover uniformly the whole 27 range. This will be seen in more detail in Chap. 15,
when dealing with the quantum phase.

Finally, the Fourier transform of the average electric field gives the laser spectrum

2 *° . Dt 2
| E(R2) |°=]| drexp(—i2f)Ep cos(wt + ¢) exp Y |
0
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_EBl 1 (11.54)
A le-2+32]] ‘

which is a Lorenzian with a full width at half maximum of D.

As a final note on this issue, the stochasticity of the phase of the laser field has
its origin on the spontaneous emission. Thus, if one could somehow control this
spontaneous emission, it would be possible to decrease the linewidth by a substantial
amount.

This subject will be treated in some detail in the Chap. 13, when dealing with
the correlated emission laser and the methods of quenching the phase diffusion in a
laser.

11.4 Quantum Theory of the Micromaser: Random injection
(p=0)

11.4.1 Generalities

As we have seen in the previous chapter, one of the simplest and most fundamental
systems to study radiation—matter coupling is a single two-level atom interacting
with the one-mode electromagnetic field. For a long time, this model remained
only a theoretical scheme, as it was not possible to test experimentally the
effects predicted by the model. These effects, among others, are for example the
modification of the spontaneous emission rates of a single atom, in a resonant cavity,
the oscillatory exchange of energy between the atom and the field, the disappearance
and quantum revival of the Rabi notation.

However, the situation has changed over the last decade mainly because of two
important factors. The introduction of highly tunable Dye Lasers, which can excite
large populations of highly excited atomic states, with a high principal quantum
number n, called Rydberg states. Or these atoms are referred to as the Rydberg
atoms.

Such excited atoms are very suitable for the atom-radiation experiments because
they are very strongly coupled to the radiation field, as the transition rates between
neighbouring levels scale with n*. Also, these transitions are in the microwave
region, where photons can live longer, thus allowing longer interaction times.
Finally, Rydberg atoms have long lifetimes, with respect to spontaneous decay [11—
13]. The strong coupling of the Rydberg atom with the field can be physically
understood because the dipole moment scales with the atomic radius that scales
with n?, thus when dealing with n ~ 70, we are talking about very large dipole
moments.

To understand how the spontaneous emission rate is modified by a cavity, one
has to study the effects of the cavity walls on the mode density. The continuum is
replaced by a discrete set of modes, one of which may be resonant with the atom. In
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this case, the spontaneous decay rate is enhanced by a factor

Ve _ 2w Q
vr Ucwgb ’

(11.55)

with y,, yr being the spontaneous decay rate with the cavity and in free space,
respectively. However, when the cavity is detuned, the decay rate will decrease. The
atom cannot emit, as it is not resonant with the cavity. Both effects of reduction and
enhancement of spontaneous emission have been observed.

The reduction was observed by Drexhage et al. (For a review, see Drexhage [14]),
where the fluorescence of an active medium is observed, near a mirror. Also, similar
effects were observed by De-Martini et al. [15] and Gabrielse and Dehmelt [16].

11.4.2 The Micromaser

A one-atom maser is described in the Fig. 11.3.

A collimated beam of Rubidium atoms is passed through a velocity selector.
Before entering a high Q superconducting microwave cavity, the atom is excited to
a high n-level and converted in a Rydberg atom.

Micromaser cavities are made of Niobium and cooled down to a small fraction
of a degree Kelvin.

The Rydberg atoms are detected in the upper or lower maser levels by two field
ionization detectors, and the fields are adjusted so that in the first detector, only the
atoms in the upper state are ionized.

Maser operation was demonstrated by tuning the cavity to the maser transition
and recording, simultaneously, the flux of atoms in the excited state [11].

As shown in the Fig. 11.4, on resonance, a reduction of the signal is observed, for
relatively small atomic fluxes (1750 at\s). Higher fluxes produce power broadening
and a small frequency shift.

Also, the two-photon micromaser was experimentally demonstrated [17].

Fig. 11.3 The experimental @Atomic Bais aati

setup of a Micromaser (After
(10D

\daser cavity

\,’elomty selector Field ionization
Laser excitation
(}mnneitron— %

detectors At.omic beam
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In the quantum theory of the micromaser [18], the atomic spontaneous emission
rate into the free space modes is neglected. Also, because high-quality cavities have
been achieved, one assumes that the photon lifetime is much longer than the transit
time through the cavity, implying that we may neglect the cavity damping while the
atom is in the cavity. Also, as the flux is kept low, the time interval between the
atoms is much longer than the flight time and hence the cavity is empty most of the
time.

Mathematically, the time evolution of the field in the micromaser is given
by (11.18). For simplicity, we study the case p = 0. In this case, for the diagonal
matrix elements, the master equation becomes (p,,(t) = p(n, 1))

—dpg;’ ) =r [— sinz(g\/n + 17)p(n,t) + sinz(gﬁt)p(n -1, t)] (11.56)
+C(() + 1) [(n 4+ Dp(n+ 1,0 — np(n, 1)] (11.57)

+C{n)i [np(n — 1,1) — (n + Dp(n. 0],

where (n)y, is the average thermal photon number.
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At steady state, and considering detailed balance

[r sin®(gv/n + 17) + C(n)m(n + 1)] Ppo(n) (11.58)

= C((n)n + D+ Dpo(n + 1),

where p,(n) is the steady-state solution of (11.56).
The solution of the recursion relation (11.58) is [17]

Nex sin® (0 %)

_ (M) " n
po(n) - Po(O) (m) I_Ik=l 1+ T s (1159)

where p,(0) is the normalization constant determined by the condition

Y pom) =1,
n=0

0= V/ Mex8T,

_r
Nex = —

oh
A typical photon number distribution is shown in the Fig. 11.5.

Also, with p,(n), we can get the variance, that is shown in the Fig. 11.6.

The sub-Poissonian regions are due to the multipeak structure of the photon

distribution.

Fig. 11.5 Steady-state
photon statistics, for
ey = 200, (n)y, = 0.1 and 0.2 -
0 = 3m, 157 (After [17])
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Fig. 11.6 Normalized
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11.4.3 Trapping States

Under the Jaynes—Cummings dynamics, the time evolution of the atom-field
coupling is given, in the interaction picture (on resonance) by [18]:

D S In)(e|a)+ B b)) — (11.60)
Y S U@) | n)(e | a) + B | b))

cos(gr~/aal) —i [M] a|fla
-y, el Vaul [ } | )
" —ia' [%] cos(grva'a) B
V)
n

=| a) Xn:Sn {ozcos(gt\/m) | n) —iﬂﬁ[%} | n— 1)}

+ | b) ZS” [ﬂcosgrﬁ | n) —iasin(gr/n+ 1) | n+ 1)].

=[fa) [a)+ /o) | D).

If, for some n = N, we have gt«/ﬁ = gm, q=integer, then the downward
coupling from | N) —| N — 1) vanishes, and the regions above and below | N) are
disconnected. This state is referred to as the downtrapping state.

Similarly, for an integer number p, the condition

VM ¥ 1gt = pn (11.61)

corresponds to the upwards trapping condition.
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Trapping states separate the whole Fock space in disconnected blocks, and, if the
initial states of the field is within one of this blocks, the whole dynamics will take
place within the block.

However, this is a simple picture without losses, and having only no atoms or, at
most one atom inside the cavity.

Both cooperative and dissipative effects will result in leaks in the trapping blocks,
which, after some time, are not able to trap any longer.

Pure states can be generated, at steady state, within these blocks, by the field
mode

To see this, we assume for the field a pure state within the trapping block

n=M
REDIALE (11.62)
n=N

where the number states | N) and | M) states are the lower and upper bounds of
the trapping block.

Now, we look for possible steady states for the field. This means that after the
interaction with the next atom crossing the cavity, the state of the field will be the
same, up to some global phase factor

|f)(e ] a)+ B |b) = expip | f)( | a)+ B | D)), (11.63)

and making use of (11.60) we get

o expig | f) =|fa) . (11.64)
B'expi¢ | f) =|fi).

which yields the following recursion relations

. 1
5, = — psin(grvntl) o (11.65)
o’ expip —acos(gtv/n+ 1)

B expi¢p — B cos(gt/n + I)S
—i 1
asin(gty/n+ 1) !

Equations (11.65) have to be satisfied simultaneously, for all n within the block.
These relations are satisfied under two possible sets of conditions:

(a)

S, =

expip = +1 , (11.66)

!
o = —a,

B =85
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(b)
expip = +1, (11.67)
o =a,
§=—p.

The conditions a and b lead to different recursion relations. In the case a

grg/ﬁ) s

S, =i cot( - (11.68)

B

and in the case b

S, = —i% tan( (11.69)

B

The two states are referred to as cotangent and tangent states, respectively.
It is simple to verify that if one takes into account the boundaries of the block in
phase space, for the cotangent states
«/ﬁgr = gm, for q even, (11.70)
VM 4+ 1gt = pm, for p odd,

and the reverse is true for the tangent states.
From the recursion relation (11.68), a cotangent state can be written as

n=M

| cot) = »"S,|n) (11.71)
n=N

— C(i)”(%)" M, cot (%ﬂ) .

One of the most interesting properties of the cotangent states is that they are
squeezed [19].

As, in practice, the initial conditions include the vacuum state, the cotangent
states are the more interesting ones. We take N = 0 (¢ = 0) and some odd integer
number for p, representing a 2w p rotation of an initially excited atom.

Because the state is exactly known, it is straightforward to compute the quadra-
ture fluctuations.

In the Fig. 11.7, we show the variation of the two quadratures for a cotangent state
for N =0, M = 20 and p = 1(a) and p = 3(b), as a function of the probability of
the upper state | o |>. The maximum squeezing is obtained for a large . Also, the
squeezing increases with the size of the trapping block.
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Fig. 11.7 Squeezing of a a 1.0
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Trapping states provide a way to build up Fock states or superposition of Fock
states in cavities. It is important, though, to remark that our discussion is somewhat
idealized, even in the case of the trapped vacuum state, that does not require the
assumption of zero dissipation.

Actually, the atoms coming out from the oven have a Poissonian arrival distribu-
tion, so that there is always a finite probability to have two atoms simultaneously in
the cavity. This cooperative effect produces a great disruption in the trapping states,
even for a very low-density beam, with a probability of having two atoms less that
1 %. [20, 21].

Finally, recent experiments show that one can also have microlasers, that is laser
oscillations with one atom in the optical region [22, 23].

In these experiments, a beam of Ba atoms is first excited by a laser pulse, before
entering the optical cavity. Laser oscillations were observed, with an average photon
number ranging from a fraction of a photon to 11. The rapid increase of the photon
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number with the pump, when the average number of atoms approaches 1, departing
from the linear regime, may be attributed to cooperative effects.

11.5 Quantum Theory of the Laser and the Micromaser
with Pump Statistics (p # 0)

We take the diagonal matrix elements of (11.18) and get

donn
dr

= [— sin2(gv/n + 17)pun + sin2(gﬁf)pn_1,n_l] (11.72)
+ 2 lisin* (g/7) + sin® (g /1) sin’” (g + 10)}p11,-1

—sin*(g/n7) sin*(gv/n — 17) py2n2
- sin4(g vn + lf)pnn] + (Lp)nn-

Now, we can calculate the equation of motion for (r)( including the cavity loss
term)

din) _ Z”% = " atupun — Cln) = rlen) — Cn) (11.73)

with
o, = sin?(gv/n + 17) {1 + g [sinz(g\/n—}—_lt) — sinz(g\/n—}—_Zt)]} .
(11.74)
We notice that for n 3> 1, g7, the gain o, is just its semiclassical expression
a, = sin’(gv/n + 17) , (11.75)

and independent from the pump statistics. On the other hand, the variance v =
(n?) — (n)? is readily obtained as

d

d_lt) = 2r{a,An) + r{(a, — psin®(gv/n + 17) sin>(g/n + 27))) — 2Cv + C{n) ,
(11.76)

where
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For n > 1, one has

% = 2r{a, An) + r{(oty — pa)) — 2Cv + C{n) . (11.77)

The steady-state value for the average photon number is

(o) = Cnyy (11.78)

which can be seen graphically as the intersection of the gain curve with the loss
(straight line). See Fig. 11.8.

It is not difficult to see that the steady-state value ng; is only stable if the slope of
the gain curve is smaller than the slope of the loss, that is

da,
r( ) <C. (11.79)

dn

To see this, we expand the gain around the intersection point

da,
oy & (o), + ( * ) n—ng) +.... (11.80)
> dn s
Now, if n is slightly larger than ng
n>ng, (11.81)

An=n—ng >0,

Fig. 11.8 The steady-state
photon number found as an
intersection of the gain curve
with the loss straight line

Gain, Loss
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then one can write

% —r [mn)nm n (ilo;) An:| — Clng + An] (11.82)
[ (). ]

and if the equilibrium is stable, @ should be negative in order to go back to the

equilibrium point, so the condition given by (11. 79) is satisfied.

Defining a normalized photon number 7, = .=, where nex = ¢ is the number
of excited atoms entering the cavity, during the caV1ty damping tlme we can see
from (11.78) that 0 < n < 1, and the stability condition can be written now as

da,
( * ) <1. (11.83)
by —

Now, we assume that the photon distribution is highly peaked around a single
maximum, and we can expand «,, around 7, then we find (using (11.77) in steady
state)

do, lex pr, 5 (n)
n=n nl = N~ I 1184
0= G+ o) = el + (1184)
or
oL Py (11.85)
1 - (da,, )n=nss 2 !

The above expression exhibits the role of the pump statistics on the photon number
noise. For the case of the micromaser, one gets a sub-Poissonian distribution, even
itp — 0, if (i%),,:,,m < 0. As p is increased, this behaviour is enhanced even
further. '

A somewhat simpler expression can be obtained for the variance, in the case
ng > 1, in which case (o2) ~ (,), and we get

(1)

1- (dan )”—”m

<
I

(11.86)

where 7, is its value at steady state. Choosing p = 1, = 1, one has a 50% of
photon noise reduction because of the regularity of the pump, when compared with
the same micromaser with a Poissonian pump.
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Now, we turn our attention to the laser case. Averaging over the atomic lifetimes,
we get

o 2¢°n
ol = / dtexp(—y 1) sin’(g+/nt) = 5 (11.87)
0 y:+ 4g n
and according to (11.78)
_ % (11.88)
Ns = 2 1 4gin,, ) .

thus 7, is always smaller than %, approaching this value for large ng. From (11.87),
we get

da,
(Jihqﬁ=1—2mzo. (11.89)
dn

Replacing (11.89) into (11.86), we get

1 — Pls
B Gl 2 — ) ey (11.90)

Now, we can discuss the influence of the pump fluctuations over the photon-
number variance in the laser. In the case of a Poissonian distribution of the incoming
atoms (p = 0), the variance is always larger than the mean number of photons, only
approaching this value well above threshold, and indeed, when 1, — %, V —> Ny as
it should. On the other hand, if we go to the regular pumping limit (p = 1) , we
can get a considerable noise reduction well above threshold, when 1, — %, getting
v = %nm, thus getting up to 25 % noise reduction.

Finally, it is possible to show [2] that the phase diffusion constant is not affected
by the pump statistics.

Problems

11.1 Prove (11.7).

11.2 Prove (11.18).

11.3 Prove (11.23).

11.4 Prove (11.37) from (11.23).
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Chapter 12
Quantum Laser Theory: Langevin Approach

In this chapter, we study the Laser Theory using the Langevin Approach. We include
the influence of pump statistics.

In the previous chapter, we studied the influence of the pump statistics on the
amplitude and phase fluctuations of the laser radiation, making use of the Master
Equation approach. We, thus, derived a generalized Master Equation in terms of a
parameter p that represented the probability for an atom to be excited to the upper
level, before entering into the cavity.

The two extreme cases were p — 0 (Poisson statistics) and p — 1 (regular
statistics). What we found was that the pump statistics had no influence on the
phase fluctuations or linewidth but had a strong influence on the photon number
fluctuations.

In this chapter, we discuss the influence of the pump statistics from a different
point of view. We use the Langevin formalism [1], including generalized noise
operators as to include the effects of the pump noise [2].

We show here that, again, the photon number fluctuations can be reduced by
simply reducing the pump fluctuations. Furthermore, we generalize the arguments
of the previous chapter, allowing for different atomic decay constants from the two
levels.

12.1 Quantum Langevin Equations

Our physical system is described, again in the Fig.11.1, where the atoms are
prepared initially in the upper level | a). The two levels | a) and | b) constitute
the lasing transition, which is coupled to one mode of the radiation field, inside the
cavity.

© Springer International Publishing Switzerland 2016 183
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The Hamiltonian of this system, in the rotating wave approximation, is given by

N
H=hod'a+ Y (e | a)la| +e | b)(b | +e | c){c ) (12.1)
j=1

+hg Y 0@t —1)(a'o’ + 0'fa),
J

where ©(7) is the usual step function.

In the above Hamiltonian, o/ = (| b){a |); represents the polarization operator
for the j-th atom. The cavity losses as well as the atomic decay are modelled in the
usual way, coupling the system to heat reservoirs. We find the following equations
of motion:

a=—iva— ga—igXi:@(t—tj)a" + Fe, (12.2)

5 = —iwwo! — yol + O — 1) (o), + ol Ya+ FL (12.3)
Gja = —yol, +ig®(t—t)(a'e’ —o'’a) + FI,, (12.4)

c}‘;b = —yo, — g0t — 1) (a'o’ + o/fa) + F),, (12.5)

where o7, = (| a)(a |);. 0}, = (| b)(b |); and w,y = “3.

For now and in the sake of simplicity, we have assumed that the two atomic
decay constants are equal with value y. However, this assumption will be relaxed at
the end.

Now, we look at the noise terms. From the damped harmonic oscillator, we saw
already that

(FLOFc(!)) = Cn)wd(t —1) (12.6)
=0atT =0,
(Fe(FL(!)) = C(1 + (n)w)8(1 — 1) (12.7)

=Cé(t—1)atT =0,
(Fce(t)) = 0. (12.8)

For the atomic noise correlation functions, we first derive the Einstein relations.
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12.1.1 The Generalized Einstein’s Relations
We write a quantum Langevin equation, in the absence of atom-field interaction:

For a general discussion on stochastic processes, see appendix D.

A, =D, (1) + F, (1), (12.9)

where D, (?) is the drift operator for A, (f) and F,(¢) is the corresponding noise
operator with zero reservoir average (F,(¢)) = 0.
We also write the two time average for the noise operator as

(Fu(F (7)) = 2(Dy,)8(t — 7). (12.10)

Now, we start with the identity

t
Au(t) = Ayt — Ar) +/ drA, (1),
t—At

to obtain the system noise correlation function

(A OF, (1) = (Au(t = AnF, (1) + /_A d([Du(f) + Fu(]Fu(n),  (12.11)

and as A, (t — Af) cannot be affected by a noise term F, (f) at a later time, the first
term in (12.11) is zero. The same argument applies to the first term in the integral
(Du(Y)F, (1)), so we are left with only one term

t

WoR0) = [ aEORO) = [ @ EOR). 212

t—At

and substituting (12.10) into (12.12), we get
(Au(OF, (1) = (Dpu). (12.13)
It is simple to prove that, also
(Fy(DAL (D) = (D). (12.14)

Now we write

(Au(DALD) + (Au (DA (1))

= (Du(MAL(D) + (Fu(DA, (D))
+ {Au (D, (1) + (A, (DF, (1)),

d
3; A4 D)
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and using (12.13) and (12.14), we get the Generalized Einstein’s relations

d
2{Dyv) = —(Au(Dy (1) — (DAL (D) + {4, (DA (). (12.15)

12.1.2 The Atomic Noise Moments

From the Eistein’s relations, one can easily calculate the atomic noise moments.
Let us take as an example (an(t)Fba(t/)). so we take A, = of and A, = o.
From (12.15), we get

i(Uaa) (12.16)

2(Dy15) = ~(0"(-y0)) — (—yo'o) +

= Y(Oua)»

where we used the property 0’0 = 0,, and (12.3). We leave as an exercise to the
reader to verify the rest of the atomic correlations

(FLOF, () = y{ol,)81 1), (12.17)
(FYOF)()) = y(op)s(t—1),1=a,b (12.18)
(FLWOF(1)) = y(o))s(—1), (12.19)
(FLOF,, () = y(o)8a—1). (12.20)

We now proceed to eliminate the fast varying terms in (12.2), (12.3), (12.4), and
(12.5). For simplicity, we assume resonance w,, = w and define

() = expliona(t), o () = exp(iono’ (7). (12.21)

It is quite evident that the equations of motion for @ and 6/ are the same as for a
and o/ with the only difference that the terms proportional to w,; and @ are omitted.
The following step in this theory is to define the collective operators summed
over all the atoms. This is very convenient with the adiabatic approximation we are



12.1 Quantum Langevin Equations 187

going to make. Thus, we define

M(t) = =iy Ot — 1) (1), (12.22)
J
N, () = Z ot — 1)l (1), (12.23)
J
Ny(1) = > O(t = 1;)0}, (1) (12.24)
J

The operators M, N, and N, represent the macroscopic polarization and the
populations in the a and b levels, respectively.
With the above definitions, the equation of motion for the field now becomes

. C
a= —Ea+Mg+Fy. (12.25)

On the other hand, for the atomic operator N,, we differentiate (12.23) and
substitute (12.4), getting

1\74 = Z CIUES t;)oit, +6(t —1))0uq (12.26)
j
=Y 8(t—1)0l,(t) — yNa — g(@'M + M'a)
j
—i Y 0@ —H)F, ).
J

The first term in the r.h.s. of (12.26) corresponds to the pumping of the atoms to
the excited state. This can be seen as follows:

(Y 8t — )0l (1)) = (O 8(t— 1)(0h,(1)))s (12.27)
J J

= (D 8t—1))s.
J

In the above result, we used the fact that the atoms are initially prepared in the
upper state, so that (07, (¢;)) = 1. Also, there is a second bracket with a subscript S,
showing that a statistical average has been performed over all the terms that depend
on the random injection times t;.
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Assuming an average injection rate of atoms R, then one can write

(D8 —1)al, () = (D 8G—1))s (12.28)
J J

o0
= R/ dé(t—1; = R.
- ‘

To separate the drift from the noise terms, we add and subtract R, getting

N, =R—yN,—g(a'M +M'a) + F,, (12.29)
with

F(t) = Z Ot —5)F (1) + Z 8(r — 10’ (t;) — R. (12.30)
J J

In a similar way, one derives the other operator equations

Ny = —yN, + g(@'M + M'a) + F, (12.31)
M = —yM + g(N, — Npa + Fy, (12.32)
with
Fyo(t) =) Ot —t)F,,(0) + Y _8(t — 10, (1) (12.33)
j J
Fu(t) = =iy O@—t)F,(1)—i) 8(t—1)0' (). (12.34)
J J

Now, we calculate the atomic noise correlation functions. As an example, we
calculate (F,(1)F,(7)).

(Fa(DFa()) = (Y 0@ =)0 — 1) (Fl (DFL,(1)))s (12.35)
Jik

+(Y 8= )8 — 1)(04, ()0, (1)))s — R P,
jk

We notice, once again, that in the above expression, two types of average have
been considered.

On one hand, one has the usual quantum mechanical average over both the
variables, and on the other hand, we have the statistical average, symbolized by the
subscript S. We also, replaced the symbol (a7 (f)) by paa, just to differentiate the
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various terms appearing in the following analysis. At the end, we will set p,, = 1,
consistent with the initial preparation of the atoms.

In the first term of (12.35), only terms with j = k contribute, because the
atoms are independent of each other. Also, we separate the second term in two

contributions, one with j = k and the other one with j # k. In this second term,

products of the type (07, (1)0% (1)) = p2,. We get the following result:

(Fa(OFa()) = (Y O — 1)y (0}, (1))s8( 1)
Jik

(Y8t —1)8( = t)paa)s
J

+ | O 8¢ —1)8( — 10))s — R* | pi-
J#k

or in the final form

(Fu)F (1)) = y(N)8(t— 1) + (D8 —1))spaadt— 1) (12.36)

J

+ [ Q8 —1)8( —t0)s — R | ply
JFk

In the Appendix (C), we show that

(> 8t —1)8( —1))s — R* | ply = —pRS(t— 1), (12.37)
Jj#k
so that
(Fa(t)Fa(1)) = [{yNa) + R(1 = p)] 8(t — 1'). (12.38)

The rest of the correlation functions are calculated in a similar way. The result is,
for the non-vanishing terms,

(Fl,(0Fu(?)) = [(yN.) + R 8(t — 7). (12.39)
(Fy()F(1)) = (yN)8(t — 7). (12.40)
(Fy()Fu (7)) = (yM)S(t —1). (12.41)

The differential equations for the field and the atomic variables plus the noise
correlation values completely describe the laser under an arbitrary pump statistics.
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12.2 C-Number Langevin Equations

To solve the present problem , we have to convert the four-operator equations into
c-number equations. To do that in a unique way, we have to define a prescribed
ordering, the choice of which is completely arbitrary. We choose the following
ordering: a',M",N,,N,,M,a. We now, derive the equations of motion for their
c-number versions &, M, N, N}. As the (12.25), (12.29), (12.31) and (12.33) are
already in the chosen normal order, we can write directly

&= —§8+g/\/l + Fe, (12.42)

M= —y M + g(N, — Nie + Fyy. (12.43)
J(/a =R—yN, —g(e*"M + M*e) + F,, (12.44)
/(/,, = —yNp + g(e* M + M*e) + F, (12.45)

The Langevin forces F have the following properties:
(Fi() =0, (12.46)
(Fe)Fi(f)) = 2Dus(t —1'). (12.47)
The diffusion coefficients Dy; are determined in such a way that the second
moments calculated from the c-number equations agree with those calculated from

the operator equations. We illustrate this procedure, we calculate D aqpg.
From (12.32), we get

%(M(t)M(t)) = —2p(MM) + (MFy) (12.48)
+ (FuM) + g [{(Na — Ny)Ma) + (M(N, — Np)a)]

We notice that the second term in the square bracket is not in the normal form;
therefore, we use the commutation relation

[MsNa _Nb] = 2M7

also the second and third terms vanish, so

%(M(I)M(t)) = —2y(MM) + 2g((N, — Ny)Ma) + 2g(Ma). (12.49)
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We now obtain the corresponding c-number equation

d
3 MM) = =2y (MM) + 28 [(Na = Np) Me)] + 2D riu- (12.50)
By comparing the right-hand sides of (12.49) and (12.50), we readily get
2D pm = 2g(Me). (12.51)

In a similar way, we can calculate the rest of the diffusion coefficients. The results

are given in the following table:

2D = ¥ {Na) + R,

2D pmm = 2g(Me),

2Dyom =y (M),

2D, = y(Na) + R(1 = p) — g((e" M+eM™))

2Dn,n; = ¥ (M) — g((e" M+eM™))

2DN,N;, = g((e" M+e M)

12.2.1 Adiabatic Approximation

We want, now to solve (12.42), (12.43), (12.44), and (12.45).Typically, in Laser
problems, the atomic decay constant y is much larger than the photon decay C, or
in other words, we have two very different time scales in the problem: A short time
corresponding to a typical variation of the atomic variables and a much longer time
over which there is a sizeable variation of the field. Under these conditions, we can
use the adiabatic approximation, where we neglect the time derivatives of the atomic
variables, thus calculating NV, Ny, M, in terms of the field. The result is

M = f(/\/a —Ny)e + FTM (12.52)

2 2 2
[R (1 + Zyizl) + (1 + Zy%l) Ga + %Igb}

[+ 4]

N = , (12.53)

}/2

[REI +(1+%1)6,+ Zyiflga}
N, =

[y(l " %21)] , (12.54)
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where I = g&* is the intensity of the field, and the noise functions G, and G, are
defined as

Go = Fo— S(Frie + e* Fro). (12.55)
y
Gy = Fp+ f(}'}k\/[s + ¥ Fpm). (12.56)

Now, if we replace the results of (12.52), (12.53), and (12.54) in the equation of
motion for ¢ (12.44), we get

. C A 1
e=——¢e+

22 (1+4)

where the parameters A and 3 are the gain and saturation coefficient, defined as

e+ F (12.57)

A= Zig, = Si—iR, (12.58)
and

Fo=Fe+SFu+ g—z [—1 ] (Ga — Gv)e. (12.59)

Y vl (1+ %)

The noise force F, is characterized by the correlation functions

(Fe@) =0 (12.60)
(FXFe()) = 2(Dexe)8(1 — 1), (12.61)
(Fe(Fe(t)) = 2(Dee)8(t — 7). (12.62)

The diffusion coefficients D+, and D,. determine the strength of the noise and
can be calculated directly from the definition of F,().
We leave it to the reader to verify that

2
_ 1 B[, p

2
gl BIN(,_p B
ZDE*S_A|:1+(%):| [1+(4A) (3 2+A1):|‘ (12.64)
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With the above results, we are now ready to calculate the phase and intensity
fluctuations in the laser, in terms of the various parameters, including the pump
statistics.

12.3 Phase and Intensity Fluctuations

In this section, we analyse the fluctuation properties of the phase and intensity of
the field.
For this purpose, we with the field amplitude in polar coordinates, that is

&= \/?exp ip. (12.65)

From (12.50), we now derive two differential equations for / and ¢

¢ =F,, (12.66)

I1=—CI +

w1+ Fl. (12.67)

Al
In (12.67), we neglected the small contribution to the drift because of noise.
The diffusion coefficients corresponding to the noise forces F; and F, are found
to be

A 1 B
Dy, = 1 [m} (1 + ﬁl) , (12.68)
and

A

Dy=—n—1—p—I|L 12.69
! (H%)z[ p4A} (1209

12.4 Discussion

The quantum mechanical description of the amplitude and phase and their measure-
ment has turned out to be troublesome, and it is still a matter of discussion [3].
Early attempts to introduce the amplitude and phase operators in a quantum
formalism goes way back to Dirac in 1927.
However, if the photon number is large, we can bypass the above complications
and state that the phase in (12.65) is in excellent agreement to the measured phase
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of the electromagnetic field, and we can identify ¢ with the phase of the radiation
field.

As far as the intensity / is concerned, we have to be careful, because this classical
quantity was originally associated to normally ordered operators.

For the photon number average, there is no ordering problem, and one has

(n) = (a'a) = (1), (12.70)

(An)?) = (a'aa’a) — (a'a)? (12.71)
= (a'a’aa) — (a'a)?® + (a'a)
= () = (1) + (1)
= ((AD?) + ()

The steady-state intensity is easily found by setting the drift term in (12.67) equal
to zero, thus getting

_ AA-C)

I
BC

(12.72)

We now turn our attention to the phase diffusion. Using (12.66), we can write

d

el 2_i/t //t 102N (4]
dt(fp)— il dr ; dt(e()(1")) (12.73)

d t t
= — / dt’/ di"(F,(t')F,(1")
dr Jy 0
= (2Dyy).
If we now substitute the expression for Dy, into (12.73), we integrate, getting

1 A+ C
2
- ‘. 12.74
(97) i + i ( )

The integration constant i comes from the vacuum fluctuations and can be
considered an added noise to the one generated by the spontaneous emission,
which corresponds to the second term in (12.74). This last result is the well-known
Schawlow—Townes result [4], which states that the laser phase diffuses linearly in
time. An important observation is that the phase diffusion is independent of the
pump parameter p. Therefore, the phase of the electromagnetic field is completely

independent of the particular pump mechanism. On the other hand, the intensity
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diffusion depends on p, and hence, we expect the photon number fluctuations to
also depend on the pump parameter.

Now, we proceed to study the intensity fluctuations, around its steady-state value.
For that purpose, we define AI = I — I,, and linearizing (12.67), we get

A-C

d
E(AI) =-C Al + Fy. (12.75)
Equation 12.75 describes a simple Markoff Process. This type of stochastic dif-
ferential equation, with a linear drift term, is called Ornstein—Uhlenbeck differential
equation. (For an introduction on the subject, see appendix D [5, 6].)
The steady state variance of a Ornstein—Uhlenbeck process is given by

D,
(AD%) = - (12.76)
C“x
Combining (12.69), (12.71) and (12.76), we readily get
A p
2 - —_—— —
((An)") = (A_ c 4) n,, (12.77)

where n, = I, is the average photon number inside the cavity. As pointed out also in
the last chapter, the photon number fluctuations crucially depend on the particular
pump mechanism. In the case of a Poisson statistics (p = 0), the variance of the
photon number is always greater than the mean photon number, and in the high
intensity limit, both quantities tend to be equal, which, as seen in the last chapter,
corresponds to a Poisson distribution for the photons.

On the other hand, for a pump noise suppressed laser (p > 0), the photon
number variance can be smaller than n,, which corresponds to a sub-Poissonian
photon statistics. The optimum noise reduction corresponds to the high intensity
limit (A > C) with a regular injection (p = 1), in which case

((An)?) = 0.75n,, (12.78)

that corresponds to a 25 % noise reduction in the photon number fluctuations, with
respect to the Poissonian case.

In this theory, we assumed for simplicity that the atomic decay times of both
levels were equal, y, = yp = .

This may not be true in some laser systems. For the more general case, the decay
constants for N,, N, and M are y,, y» and I', respectively. A calculation completely
analogous to the present one gives:

(12.79)
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As we can see from (12.79), in the high intensity limit and in the case y, < y,,
if the injection is regular, we may reduce the photon number variance by 50 % with
respect to the Poissonian case (some publications speak about 50 % photon number
squeezing; we prefer to use this word only in relation to the quadratures, to avoid
confusion.) [7].

Finally, lasers with small active medium volume were recently developed, like
vertical cavity surface emitting diode lasers [8, 9], heterostructure diode lasers [10],
microdroplets [11], high-Q Fabry-Perot microcavity lasers [12]. A quantum theory
of the thresholdless laser was developed by Protschenko et al. [13] based on the
Heisenberg—Langevin equations of motion for the atomic and field operators.

Problems

12.1 Verify the atomic noise correlations given by (12.17), (12.18), (12.19), and
(12.20).

12.2 Prove (12.39), (12.40), and (12.41).
12.3 Prove (12.63) and (12.64).
12.4 Prove (12.68) and (12.69).
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Chapter 13
Quantum Noise Reduction 1

In this chapter, we study the correlated emission laser (CEL).

In many areas of modern physics, ultrasmall displacements are detected optically.
The small displacement is converted into a change of optical path length in an
interferometer.

This detection scheme is done usually in two ways:

1. In a passive detection scheme, where laser light, generated outside, is sent
through a cavity, and the change in the path length results in a phase shift. The
shift is then detected by homodyning the output beam with a reference beam.
This phase shift is generally small, because the light spends only a finite time
in the cavity, limited by the cavity lifetime. In this type of measurements, the
limiting noise source is the photon-counting error or shot noise, reflecting the
photon number fluctuations at the detector.

2. In the so-called active detection scheme, the laser light is generated inside the
cavity and the operating frequency of the system changes due to the change in
the path length, which results in a phase shift proportional to the measurement
time, leading, in general to a bigger signal as compared to the first case. The shift
is then detected by heterodyning the output light with that from a reference beam.
The limiting quantum noise source, in this case, is the spontaneous fluctuations
of the relative phase between the two lasers, or in other words, the relative
phase diffusion noise.

The question posed in the first part of this chapter is the following one.

Can one possibly quench the spontaneous emission quantum noise from the
relative phase of two lasers?

The whole subject of CEL is directed to answer this particular question.

A geometrical representation of the CEL is shown in the Fig. 13.1, where §¢; and
8¢e, are the contributions to the fields 1 and 2 by spontaneous emission of a photon
in the two respective modes. To get an intuitive picture of the effect, consider three-
level atoms in a double cavity, interacting with two quantum fields, £, and E,, and
a classical microwave field E3, resonant with the upper two level and originating

© Springer International Publishing Switzerland 2016 199
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Fig. 13.1 Geometrical Ii<E>
representation of the
correlated emission laser. d&;
and §¢, are the contributions
of a spontaneously emitted
photon in the modes 1 and 2,

. 68,
respectively

R.<E>
t’E}F\“““v’ ©

Fig. 13.2 In the three-level la >
atom, the two upper levels a EZ}
and b are coupled to a
classical microwave field of 'b >
frequency vs. The emissions

from the (b—c) and (a—c)

transitions are strongly }
correlated E 1

— e

the necessary correlation between the spontaneous emission into the fields 1 and 2
(Fig. 13.2).

In the case described above, the spontaneously emitted fields 1 and 2 are strongly
correlated. To see this, consider a state vector given by [1]

| V) = aexp(—ig,) | a,0) + Bexp(—igy) | b,0) +y1 | c,11) +y2 ] ¢, 12),
(13.1)

where 1;,7 = 1, 2 correspond to a photon emitted into the fields 1 and 2, respectively.
Now, the expectation value of the fields

E; = ¢a;expi(kyr —vit) , (13.2)
i=12,

vanishes, due to the orthogonality of the atomic states. However, the crossed term
does not vanish

(V| E}LEZ | V) = €1 - ey yaexp[—i(k,—k) - T+ i(v; —vo)1] , (13.3)

thus giving a clear indication that the spontaneously emitted photons at frequencies
v; and v, are correlated.
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Strongly motivated by the above arguments, we are led to investigate the
diffusion of the relative phase angle between the two modes, in a system where
the lasing three-level atoms are placed in a double cavity.

13.1 Correlated Emission Laser Systems

13.1.1 The Quantum Beat Laser
13.1.1.1 The Model
We consider the system described in the Fig. 13.2, in which three-level atoms are

being pumped into a state | a) at a rate r,. The external field at frequency v; is
characterized by a Rabi frequency 2. The Hamiltonian is

H=Hy,+V, (13.4)
where
Hy = Z hao; | )i | +hv1aIa1 + hvza;az , (13.5)
i=a,b,c
and
V = hgi(ar |a)(c | +a] | c){a ) (13.6)

+heaar | b){e | +aj | )b )
hQ . . ) .
— - (exp(—ivat = i) | a) (b | +explivat + i) | b)a ] .
It is convenient to go to the interaction picture
V, = exp (%Hot) V) exp(—%Hot) . (13.7)

After a direct calculation, one finds that

Vi=Vi+Vy, (13.8)
with
hO 0 exp(—i¢) O
Vi=——exp(ip) O 0], (13.9)

2 0 0 0
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and

0 0 g1a1 exp(iA 1)
Vo=Hh|0 0 £ra; exp(iAzt) . (13.10)
glaf exp(—iAr) gzaz exp(—iAyt) 0

In (13.10), we introduced the definitions
A =w;—w.—Vi; Ay =wp —wc — V3 . (13.11)
In the future, we will assume that A} = A, = A and that the driving field is
resonant with the a—b transition.
Our next goal is to approximate our Hamiltonian model as to end up with a time-

independent Hamiltonian after some sort of rotating wave approximation.
This is most easily achieved by introducing a second interaction picture [2]

Vi = exp (%Vlt) Vaexp (—%Vlt) . (13.12)

One can easily check the following properties of V;

2n
(V1) = (hTQ)

2n
e = (12 .

1

S = O

0
0], (13.13)
0

2

With the above expressions, one can calculate the transformation explicitly:

cos($)1 Fisin(3)rexp(=ig) 0
0 0 :

(13.14)

With the above expression, one can calculate explicitly the interaction
Hamiltonian

0 0 Vac
vi=|0 0 V], (13.15)
Vi. viooo0
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where

) f:| (g1a1 — g2a2 exp(—igp)) (13.16)

The condition on CEL found in [3] was A = % We immediately see that this
condition is appealing, because one of the time dependences disappear and the other
term o< exp 2A¢ can be neglected in a rotating wave approximation. The conditions
of validity of this approximation will be discussed later.

We define, for convenience, a non-Hermitian operator A

gia; exp(ig) + grar exp(—i¢) (13.17)

Veli+&3

A=

so that it is easy to verify that

[A.AT] =1, (13.18)
and
0 0 Aexp(—id)
Vi=1|o0 0 Aexp(i?) | . (13.19)
Af exp(i%) Af exp(—i%) 0
with g = 3/} + 3.

13.1.1.2 The Solution

We are now going to develop the non-linear theory of the quantum beat laser, whose
Hamiltonian is given in (13.19).
The Schrodinger’s equation in the second interaction picture is

ih‘;—f = Vi . (13.20)
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Here, ¥ is a column vector with three components, ¥, ¥, V..
We get the following coupled equations

3% Y

= gAY, —i=Y, , 13.21
i =& (4 zzw ( )
3% Y

= A c— a7 3
= =28 Y, lzl/fb
0y, Y

= gATw, + gATv, — ity .
i =8 Yo+ gAY, 121#

In (13. 20) ¢ was eliminated by a trivial transformation: i, exp 2 —
Ya, Vb exp—— — Y. Also, we have introduced the phenomenological decay
constant y, for simplicity, the same for all three levels.

The solution is

1
Vo= Yp = E exp—g(z‘ — 1) coS [g\/_ZAAT(t - l‘o)] Yy (to) (13.22)

Yo = —iexp—2.(1 = 1)A™ (44N sin [ g32447 (1 1) | vy (o)

where we have taken the initial condition with the atom injected in the excited state,
that is: ¥, (f0) = ¥r(%), a function of the field variables only.

13.1.1.3 The Master Equation

For the second interaction picture, one can write

dp i
— =— 1|V, p] . 13.23
a7 7 Vi, o] ( )

The reduced density operator, for the field is oy = Trp. Making use of (13.19),
one can write

d
% = —ig {[A, (0ca + pep)] + [AT, (puc + poc) ]} + L. (13.24)

where L is the loss term to be specified later. We need to calculate (0, + Ppc)-
We adopt the following procedure [4]: we first calculate the one-atom contribution
injected at time fy into the upper level | a) and then add all the contributions
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froms—y~!tot
(Puc + Po) = / dto [Vt 10) — Vin(ts 1)] Y1 (1 10) ¥
t—y~ 1

t
= \/Eira /
t—y

- dryexp —y(t — to) cos [g«/E(AAT)%(t - to)] pr(1) (13.25)
X sin [gﬁ(AAT)%(t - to)] (AAT)3 (AT, (13.26)

In the above expression, we replaced pr(f9) — pr(f), assumption that is only true
if the cavity time is much longer than the atomic characteristic times, and during the
interaction time, p; does not change appreciably.

Then we extend the lower limit to —oo, because, due to the exponential damping
factor in the integrand, the contribution from 7y < t — y~! is negligible.

Now, taking the nn’ matrix elements, and replacing (A")™! — (AA")~'A, when
acting on the right, one gets

(,Oac + pbc)n,n/ = irag(R;l:_]’n/ - R;+1,n/),0fn,n+l s (1327)
where

o _ (A
"y gk Vi)

(13.28)
Next, we specify the loss term in the usual way

V1 V2
L= ——(aIaIpf + ,ofa]Lal — Zalpfaf) - —(a;azpf + pfa;az - Zazpfa;) .
20, 20,

(13.29)
For convenience, we now introduce a B-mode
p= 8241-81%2 (13.30)
(87 +8)°
with the properties
[B.B"] = 1,[A.B] = [A.B"] =0, (13.31)

that is, the A and B modes are independent. One can write a; and a, in terms of A
and B and use it in (13.29).

Finally, using (13.27) and it’s Hermitian conjugate, (13.29) and replacing them
in (13.24), we obtain the master equation for the field density operator (for
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simplicity, we skip the sub-index f)

7
dlonA,anA,né vV nAnA.A
= pnA—l,ang—l,ng

dt 1 +M1A—l,n//4—1%

Ta
- F— (13.32)
B ANBIY
1_’_./\/;1[“,%‘/_4 A"B
Ve /
_? |:(nA —i—n;—i—ng —i_’Il;Q)pnA,an/Q,nl/}g -2 (nAJf_ 1)(”,/4+ l)pnA-l-l,anA-H,ng
=24/ (np + )(np + I)PnA,1+an;,1+n;i| :

Here, for simplicity, we assumed that & = & = Y., and the definitions of A,
B, N, N, are given in (11.27), and (11.24).

As the A and B modes are independent, the solution of the master equation must
be separable,

Pusniyy () = Py (D03 1) (1333)

nB,nB

13.1.1.4 Photon Statistics

We take the steady-state case, that is for % = 0, and the diagonal terms only, to
determine the photon statistics. It is quite apparent that there is no gain term in the
B-mode, which just damps away. The solution is

(B)

nB,n;;

= Sy . (13.34)

On the other hand, the A-mode satisfies the usual one mode, two-level laser
difference equation

_ - | — 13.35
(1 +./\/;1_1,n_1%) lon—l,n—l |:1 +./V;1,n% Ion,n ( )

A
—Yec [”Pffn) —(n+ 1)Pf¢+)1,n+1] =0.

As we can see, in terms of the composite mode A, the quantum beat laser
exhibits the same type of behavior, as far as photon statistics, threshold or saturation
properties, as the one mode laser.
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13.1.1.5 Phase Diffusion

In this section, we will prove that there is, for the quantum beat laser, a complete
noise quenching of the relative phase of the two quantum modes.
We start by defining a beat signal as

BS = Re {exp [i(vi — V) Tr (alrazp)} (13.36)
= Re {expivstTr[(A'A — B'B + AB" — A'B)p]} .

where we assumed, for simplicity g; = g».
Now, performing the separation indicated in (13.33), we get two time-dependent
master equations

(A) 7
dpn,n/ _ vnn'A (4) _ 'N;i,n’A ) (13.37)
- B n—1,n"—1 B pn,n/ .
ds L+ N1 (5) L+ Now (5)

ot - 2D )

B
d,O:”?/

_ Y (B) (B)
=B [(n+n/)p 2/ + D + 1)pn+l’n,+l] . (13.38)

Looking at the time-dependent solutions of (13.37), one writes the general
solution in the form [4]

o0
Puntp = D $j(n.p) exp(—ui"'1.) (13.39)
j=0

As we have already seen from the laser theory, the lowest eigenvalue ,uf)o) =0,
thus allowing a non-vanishing stationary solution for the diagonal elements. Also,
,uj(.p ) > 0 for p# 0, so that the off diagonal elements of the field density matrix goes
to zero for long times.

In the case of an ordinary two-mode laser, the density matrix corresponding to

the two modes factorize
p? = plp?, (13.40)
so that the beat signal

1
Re(alar)or = 3 > o 00 () + D +cc | (13.41)

nn'

and according to (13.39), the above expression vanishes at a rate uél).
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This defines the phase diffusion coefficient as

D
) = 5 (13.42)

where D is the Schawlow—Townes linewidth.
In the case of the quantum beat laser, this does not happen, because (13.36)
contains diagonal elements in ATA, so

RG(CZICh)QBL ~ Zl’lp:lAn) + ..., (13.43)

and because ,uéo) = 0, there is always a non-zero part of the beat signal.

If we keep the definition of the diffusion coefficient as twice the lowest decay
rate, then we conclude that D = 0, for the relative phase of the two modes.

A more formal and longer derivation can be done using Glauber’s P representa-
tion to obtain a Fokker—Planck equation in @ and «*, which can be converted in a
polar form, in terms of the two amplitudes p;and p, and the two phases 6; and 6, of
the two modes. Then one finds that the phase difference 6 = 6; — 6, locks to zero
and D(0) = 0. (The details of this rather long calculation are found in the [2]).

13.1.2 Other CEL Systems

The active medium can also be prepared in a coherent superposition of the | a) and
| b) states which decay to the state | ¢}, via emission of different polarization states.
This is the Hanle effect, and it can be achieved with a polarization sensitive mirror
to couple the doubly resonant cavity.

Another CEL system is a ring laser whose counterpropagating modes are coupled
by a spatial modulation in the gain medium. This is the holographic laser [5], where
each beam is reflected in part by the thin atomic layers of the gain medium. When
the reflected light interferes constructively with the light of the counterpropagating
beam, noise quenching is achieved.

A last example is the two-photon CEL [6], which is the extension of the CEL
principle in a system where the active medium consists in three-level atoms in the
cascade configuration driving a cavity resonant with v; = 2% as shown in the
Fig. 13.3.

We are again interested in finding out the role of the atomic coherence between
the most distant levels a and ¢, in quenching the noise.

As it turns out, this system is not only capable of quenching the quantum noise
of an active system but also under certain conditions, reduces the phase noise below
the shot noise level, producing a squeezed output.

We shall not go into the theoretical details of these systems, because they operate
under the same basic principle.
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Fig. 13.3 The two-photon la>
correlated emission laser. The

active medium are three-level

atoms in a cascade

configuration.The cavity is A Ib>
tuned at v and the

intermediate level is off |

resonance with respect the v

center of the transition

|IC>

Problems

13.1 Prove (13.13), (13.15), and (13.16).

13.2 Show, for the quantum beat laser, that the relative phase diffusion coefficient
is given by

2 4

gr 8g8r
D) =——(1- 0)—=—(01- 26),
(O) = 33y (1= cos8) = To(1 —cos20)

where y is the atomic decay and g the same coupling constant for the two modes
with the respective transitions.
Notice that for 6 = 0, D(0) = 0. [2]

13.3 Prove that the drift coefficient of the Fokker—Planck equation d(f) vanishes
for 6 = 0, thus giving the required phase locking to achieve D(6) = 0. [2]
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Chapter 14
Quantum Noise Reduction 2

In this chapter, we will cover the area of theory and relevant experiments in the
generation of squeezed states.

Before discussing the parametric oscillator, we will have a brief introduction to
Non-Linear optics and the input-output theory.

Finally, we will discuss other important experiments that generated squeezed
states.

14.1 Introduction to Non-linear Optics

Light of a given frequency falling on an atomic system can give rise to different
frequencies. Even stronger effects can be obtained if instead of an atomic system,
one had a large number of atoms or some particular crystal such as quartz, ADP,
KDP, etc.

One of the early experiments [1] was generating, with a Ruby laser falling into
a quartz crystal, a blue light of A = 3472 A, starting from the original red light of
A = 6943 A.

This experiment demonstrated for the first time the non-linear optical effect of
second harmonic generation.

Since then, the field of non-linear optics has been explosive [2-5].

We will be interested in some quantum non-linear effects related to the generation
of squeezed states.

In order to explore the origin of the above-mentioned phenomena, we go back to
the atom-radiation interaction model to study the multiple photon transitions.

© Springer International Publishing Switzerland 2016 211
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14.1.1 Multiple-Photon Transitions

The atom-radiation Interaction Hamiltonian can be written as [6]
H=Hy+H, (14.1)

where Hj is the Hamiltonian of the uncoupled radiation H, plus the bound electrons
H,

Hy=H.+H,, (14.2)
and, in the dipole approximation, H; is the interaction term
Hy = —er-E(r,1) . (14.3)
If the initial state of the system is | ¢()), at time ¢ it will be

iH(l‘ — l‘())

| ¢(1)) = exp— [T} | ¢(t0)) . (14.4)

On the other hand, let | i) and | f) be eigenstates of the unperturbed energy

Ho | i) = hayi | i), (14.5)
Ho | f) = hoy | f) .
Then, if
| ¢(10)) =| 1), (14.6)

that is, initially, the system is in an eigenstate of the unperturbed Hamiltonian Hy,
then the probability for the system to be in | f) atz =t is

(14.7)

Py=| (f | exp [—M} e

h

Of course, the transition rate of the system from | i) —| f) is the time derivative
of the above expression.

In general, there is a range of final states in an experimental observation; thus,
one can define a transition rate as

1 d H (1 —
L= LY e[ g (14
f
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The above expression is not very practical, since the relevant term for transitions
in the Hamiltonian is

Hy
which does not commute with
H, .

However, we make use of the following trick

iHyt iHr\ . d iHyt iHt

The above relation can be easily verified by performing the derivative on the r.h.s.
of (14.9). Next, we integrate both sides

! iHoty iHH
ol ) gy Bt
/roexp( h ) lexp( h ) g
h[ (iH()l‘) ( iHl‘) (iH()l‘()) ( tho):|
=ih|exp| — |exp| —— ) —exp exp|—— | | .,
h h h h

exp (—@) (14.10)

iHyt iHyty iHt,

= exp —T exXp 7 exp —T
i /t iHopt; H iHt dr

7 ; exXp 7 1 €Xp 7 1

If one is interested in the steady-state transitions, we can assume that fp — —o0,
and H, (1)) = 0.

Also, if one wants the interaction to be switched on in a smooth way, we
introduce an exp(et;), which we can conveniently eliminate at the end of the
calculation by setting ¢ — 0. Then

exp (—l—Ht) (14.11)

= exp ( lHOt) |:1 - = / ( )Hl exp(et;) exp (—%) dt1i| .

The r.h.s. can be developed as power series in H; by iteration.

SO
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14.1.1.1 Zero-th Order

(r exp (<552 ) 1 = explionf 1) =

fori # j.

14.1.1.2 First Order

H iH iH
(f | exp (—lh—ot)/ exp(l ;II)HI exp(etr) exp (—l ;tl)dtl | ©)

: '
— U T i exp—Gioyn) [ exprn (=i + e)dn

_ {f | Hy]iQ) [expt(ioy —iw; + &)
B h —wr +wi+ie |’

so the transition to first order is

1 | (f | Hi|7i) exp2et

- , 14.12

T dr Z h? (_CUf + w;)? + &2 ¢ )
1 2 gexp et

- == H, |i)|? , 14.13

- thf:I(fl D e (14.13)

and when ¢ — 0, we get

1 2
—= 2 H ) P S@i—a) (14.14)
f

which is the Fermi golden rule.

14.1.1.3 Second Order

This is obtained by a first iteration of (20.62), thus getting

1 H,
gt e (<5)
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iH
/ dny / dr, exp ( ) Hj exp(et)) exp ( ;l)tl )
Hyt iH
exp(l . )Hl exp(ety) exp (—l ;l)tz) | i),

and introducing a complete set of eigestates of Hy, 1 = Y, | [){l |, we get:

1 t n
—— D exp(—iop)(f | Hi | (I | Hi | i) | di dr
" L Y : 1 /_oo 1/_00 ’

exp [ia)ft + ety + ety —iwi(t) — 1) + ety — ia),-tz]

_ Z (f | Hi | (| Hy | i) exp(et — iwyt)
2 (w; — o + i) (w; — wp + 2ie)

Adding the two contributions, we get (¢ — 5):

1 [exp(st - iw,t):| (14.15)

h| w—owr+ie

(f [ Hy | DL Hy L)
[ | Hy | i) +Z Fo—or+ D) :|

and the transition rate, up to second order is

1 2 f|H1|ll|H1|)
;zﬁ;uﬂfm hZ — ? S(@i—ey) . (14.16)

14.1.1.4 n-th Order

H | )({l|H
ZIfIHll S SCALALIILAL
l

Z Z (f1H | L) [ Hy | ).l | Hy | ) 2 (o —ay) .

(a)z — @y, (wt - wlz) (a)i - wlu—l)

Swi—wp) + ...+

:&-I

hnl

In—1

(14.17)

The states

[ L), [ ). ..

are virtual states.
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The first-order term represents a direct transition
Li) =1f)
while in the higher terms, the transitions are
i) =l 1) =l b2) ... =1 f)

where there is no requirement to be met by the difference w; — w;, except that if the
difference is very large, it generates a large denominator, contributing very little to
the final result.

The various non-linear optical phenomena are contained in this generalized
Fermi golden rule.

For example, in light scattering, where one photon is absorbed and one is
emitted, the second-order term is required. In second harmonic generation, where
two photons are absorbed and one photon with double frequency emitted, a third-
order process is required, and so on.

14.2 Parametric Processes Without Losses

The fundamental process known as parametric amplification plays an important role
in many physical effects. These include, for example, Raman and Brillouin effects.

In the case of the Raman coherent effect, a monochromatic light wave on
a Raman active media gives rise to a parametric coupling between an optical
vibrational mode and the mode of the radiation field, the so-called Stokes mode.

In the case of Brillouin scattering, there is a similar coupling, where the
vibrations are at acoustical, rather than optical, frequencies.

In the case of parametric amplification, an intense light wave in a non-linear
dielectric medium couples pairs of field modes, the idler mode and the signal
mode, whose frequency add up to the frequency of the original strong light
wave, the pump mode.

This effect is shown in Fig. 14.1.

Fig. 14.1 A typical
parametric amplifier, where a
pump mode splits into a . —

signal and an idler mode, kg @g Non-Linear
these modes obeying the _— Medium
conservation of energy and pump x (@

momentum
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The Hamiltonian describing the non-degenerate (w; # ;) parametric amplifier
is described by the following effective Hamiltonian

H= hwoagao + hwlaial + hwza;az—f— (14.18)

ixh
—XT(az;alaz — aoaIa;) ,

where the first three terms correspond to the energies of the pump, signal and idler
modes, respectively, and the last term describes the non-linear interaction, where the
term aoaIaE represents the destruction of a pump photon and the creation of an idler
and a signal photon.

A particularly simple case is that of the degenerate parametric amplifier r, where
a pump photon at frequency 2w splits into two photons, each of frequency w.

If we also assume that the pump is intense and classical [7], then we have
H = hwa'a — ih%(a2 exp 2iwt — a'? exp —2iwt) (14.19)
where we have included in y the non-linear susceptibility and the classical

amplitude.
If we go to the interaction picture, we readily get

H= —ih%(az —a'?y. (14.20)

The Heisenberg equations of motion for this system are

da 1

— = _—[a.H] = ya'. 14.21
il la. H] = ya ( )
dat 1 f

and the solution can be easily calculated as
a(t) = a(0) cosh yt 4 a'(0) sinh yz . (14.23)

Also, if we combine the two differential equations (14.21), and (14.22), we get

dX
— =X, 14.24
7 X ( )
dY
— =—yY, 14.25
i X ( )

getting, as solutions

X(1) = X(0)exp(y) , (14.26)
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Y(t) = Y(0) exp(—yt) , (14.27)
((AX)*) (1) = exp(2x1){(AX)*)(0) , (14.28)
((AY)*) (1) = exp(=2xD)((AY)*)(0) . (14.29)

If the field is initially in the vacuum state, that is
1
((AX)*)(0) = ((AY)*)(0) = 1 (14.30)

then ((AX)*)(1) = exp(2x), ((AY)?)(1) = 1exp(—2x1), and the deamplified
quadrature (Y) is squeezed at the expense of the other one, the product satisfying
the minimum uncertainty relation

(AXP)OUAY) 0 = o (14.31)

The amount of squeezing, from the above results, is proportional to the interac-
tion time, the non-linear parameter and the pump amplitude.

Actually, the theory presented here is a bit naive, since no loss mechanism is
present, and one has always fluctuations in the pump intensity, in the case of a
parametric amplifier, or if we place the non-linear crystal in a cavity, then in the
parametric oscillator we would have cavity losses.

Since, for the case of the parametric oscillator, only the outside field is available
for detection, we have to connect the field inside the cavity, with the field outside.
The input—output theory is quite suitable for this type of problem. This is the subject
of the next section.

14.3 The Input—Output Theory

In Quantum Mechanics, the S-matrix theory relates input and output fields, having
in mind situations such as scattering experiments.

The input—output theory is a particular model [8, 9], that assumes a heat bath
coupled to a system, with the following assumptions:

(a) We consider a particular class of system—bath interaction that is linear in the
bath operators. The vast majority of the models in Quantum Optics satisfy the
above requirement.

(b) We make the rotating wave approximation.

(c) The spectrum of the bath is flat, that is independent of frequency.

These assumptions are quite common, and we already made them when dealing
with the damped harmonic oscillator.
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Next, we will define the “input” and “output” operators in terms of the bath
operators, evaluated at the remote past and future. Then, we can derive quantum
Langevin equations for the system and bath operators.

We start by considering the system-bath Hamiltonian

H = Hvys + Hp + Hpy (14.32)
o0
Hg =h / dowb’(w)b(w) , (14.33)
o0
Hp = ih/ doK(w) [bT(a))c — b(w)c*] , (14.34)

where b(w) are the boson annihilation operators for the bath, satisfying
[b(w), b ()] = 8(0 — o) , (14.35)

and c is any system operator.

Of course, the real frequency range is (0, 00), but for convenience, we have
extended it to (—S2, 0o0), which is acceptable if one goes in a rotating frame with
angular frequency €2, and then take 2 larger than a typical bandwidth.

We follow now the same procedure as in the quantum theory of damping.

We write the Heisenberg equation for an arbitrary system operator a and b(w)

b(w, 1) = —iwb(w,t) + K(w)c, (14.36)

oo

dwK(w) {b'(w, 1) [a,c] = [a. ] b(w, D)}, (14.37)

. i
a = —£ [a,Hsys] + /

and integrating (14.36), we get:

b(w. 1) = exp [—iw(t — )| b(w, o) + /t K(w)exp[—iw(t —f)] c(f)df .

1
’ (14.38)
Now, we substitute b(w) in (14.37), obtaining

. i
a= —g [a,Hsys]

+ /OO doK(w) {exp [ia)(t — to)] b’ (w.10) [a, c] — [a, CT] exp [—ia)(t — to)] b(w, to)}

—0o0

+ /OO doK(w)? /l df {exp [iw(t — )] (0 [a, ] - [a, cT] exp [io(t — )] c()} .
' (14.39)

So far, our Heisenberg equation of motion is exact. But not for too long.
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We introduce now the first Markov approximation:

K(w) = % , (14.40)

which is the broadband assumption mentioned at the beginning.
Also, we make use of the properties of the § function

/00 dwexp[—iw(t —1)] = 27n8(t—1), (14.41)

—0o0

/tc(t’)é‘(t— f)df = %c(t) ,

4]

to get

i

i =~ [a.Hy] ~ [a.c] [%c - ﬁam(t)] (14.42)
+ [gcJr — \/?a;rN(t)] [a,c] ,

where we defined the input field as

an(t) = —/ % /oo dw exp [—io(t — 1) | b(w, 1) . (14.43)

We notice that the 2. and —2¢" are the damping terms.

Also, the an(f) and a;rN (7) terms represent the noise, since they depend on the
bath operators at the initial time #,.
We may assume that at this initial time, the system and bath density operators
factorize and a typical bath state correspond to a thermal state.
In the case that the bath state corresponds to a coherent or squeezed state, we no
longer can interpret these terms as noise.
Foe the particular case c=a, we get
: i Y
a= % [a,Hsys] - Ea + Jyan(@) . (14.44)

Now, if we take #; > ¢, we can integrate (14.36) again, getting

t

b(w, 1) = exp[—iw(t — 1o | b(w, 1) — / K(w)exp [—iw(t — )] c(f)df,
° (14.45)
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and we define an “output field”

1 o0
aout(t) = 4/ oy / dw exp [—ia)(t — tl)] b(w,t) . (14.46)

If we follow the same procedure as with the input field, we readily get

a4 = _% [a,HW] — [a,CT] [—gc + ﬂaOUT(t)]

n [—gcT n ﬁagm(t)] la,d] , (14.47)

and for the a=c case

o
i =~ [a.Hy] + %a — Jyaour(d) . (14.48)

By comparing (14.48) with (14.44), we get

ﬁa(z‘) = aiN + aour - (14.49)

Equation (14.48) can be interpreted as a boundary condition relating the input,
output and internal field, at the mirrors of the cavity.

Although this analysis refers to a system driven by a bath, this is not necessarily
a theory about noise, since no assumption was made about the bath, except for the
broad spectrum.

For a linear system, (14.44) and (14.48) can be cast in a convenient matrix form

da

— (At
3= (A 21) a+ Jyan() . (14.50)

= ([A+%1]) — JYaour(?) ,

a= (“T) , (14.51)
a
and A is a matrix.

It is convenient to define the Fourier transform:

with

a(w) = % /_00 exp(iwt)a(r)dr . (14.52)
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Now, (14.50) can be written as

—iwi(w) = (A—%l) 3(0) + V7A@ .

_ (A—}—gl) (@) — V7a®@)our . (14.53)
where
~ a(w)
= . 14.54
o = (5) (49
From the above equations, we can eliminate the internal field and relate the input
and output fields.
Since
— [A + (i — g)l] i(@) = J7a(0)n (14.55)
- [A ¥ (i + %)1] (@) = —7a(@)our . (14.56)
we get

[A + (0 — %)1]_1 A(0)N= — [A + (o + g)l]_l a(@)our ,
or, finally

a(®)our = — [A 1 (o + %)1] [A + (o — %)1]_1 ()N - (14.57)

14.4 The Degenerate Parametric Oscillator

The physical system is described in the Fig. 14.2.

Fig. 14.2 Physical setup of

the parametric oscillator Non~Linear Ceyatal

Vacuum Imput

e
‘s PUMP FIELD = 2wy
—= Squeezed Output
(ay)
Perfectly Partially
Reflecting Reflecting
Mirror Mirror

(C-JOF (@)
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A non-linear crystal acts as the amplifying medium inside an optical cavity, with
two mirrors chosen with the following properties

(a) Both mirrors are almost 100 % transmitting at the pump frequency w, = 2wy.
(b) One of the end mirrors is 100 % reflecting at wy and the other one (right mirror)
is partially transmitting at .

The input—output theory developed in the last section is quite suitable to be used
in this example.
The Hamiltonian of the degenerate parametric oscillator can be written as [10]

ih [& exp(—iwyt)a’ — e* exp(iwyt)a®]
2

Hys = haoa'a + , (14.58)

where ¢ is the classical pump amplitude (including the non-linear coefficient) and
wp = 2w is the pump frequency.
The equation of motion for the internal field is

da ) . s 1
— = —iwpa + e exp(—iwpt)a' — E(yl + y)a (14.59)

dt
+Vriamn(®) + y2aux(1)

where y; and y, are the two damping coefficients of the two mirrors and
an(?), axn(f) are the two respective input fields.
Now, we go to a rotating frame

— aex (,a)pt)
a—a i—)
P
Wyt
ajn(t) — exp (17‘”) ain(1),
Wyt
ann(t) — exp (17‘”) axn(?) .

If we call the new fields with the same symbols as the old ones, we write

d 1
d—? = [A - E(Vl + )’2)1} a+/yiain(@) + y2an() , (14.60)
with
— |9 | & | exp(if)
A= [I e | exp(—if) 0 } ’ (14.61)
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ain(r) = [aiTIN},i: 1.2,

4N

Now, performing the Fourier transform and using the property a'(w) =
[a(—w)], we get

—1
a(w) = — [A + (o — %()’1 + J/z))l} [V7iain(@) + V7 (o)] .
(14.62)

From the above vector relation, the upper component of a(w) is given by (after
matrix inversion)

(—iw + (1 + 1) [V7an(@) + /72aan ()]
(i — 3(y1 +y2))>— | € |2

€ [ﬁfﬁm(—w) + x/%a;m(_“’)]
Ry VoS Y P

a(w) =

(14.63)

From (14.49), we get the output field
[(3)* = (4§ —iw)+ | & P]an (@) + 1 (—o)
(i = 3(y1 +y2))*— | & 2

NAEYR [(m;”) - iw] (@) + . /VaPiiy (—w)
(io — 21 + y2))>— | & |2 ’

aour(w) = (14.64)

+

We are mostly interested in the quadrature fluctuations.
It takes a little algebra to show the following results

(: Xiour(®@), X(@) 10Ut :) (14.65)

le| & ,

= S(w+w),
1 2 2
[;n+y)—-lel] +o

(: Yiour(@), Y(«)10ut :) (14.66)
el &

== 5 S(w+ ),
[z +r)+lel] +o?

where

{a.b) = (ab) — (a)(b) .
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The maximum squeezing is obtained for %()/1 + 1) =| € |, getting

(: Yiout(®), Y (@) 10ur :) (14.67)

_n__ntr

A AT g )
4 (Y1 + 1)+ o? @+)

The normally ordered spectrum of Yjour(w) is the coefficient of the above
formula

n_ +n
) W) == 14.68
viout(®) Lt )t o ( )
Two important cases are
(a) y = y1 = y», the double ended cavity, for which, at resonance
1
. Sy1oUT(O) = —g . (1469)
(b) y» = 0, single ended cavity
1
: Sy1our(0) = 1 (14.70)

We notice that the single ended cavity has a perfect squeezing in the output signal.

14.5 Experimental Results

Quadrature squeezing has been observed experimentally in parametric oscillators,
and also other non-linear effects such as second harmonic generation [11, 12],
optical bistability [13], four wave mixing [14].

Squeezing greater than 50 % relative to the vacuum noise level was obtained by
Wau et al. [15], using degenerate parametric down conversion in an optical cavity.

The diagram of the experimental setup is shown in the Fig. 14.3.

The downconversion occurs in the cavity M"M”” that contains the non-linear
crystal MgO:LiNbO3, phase matched at 98 °C. The pump for the parametric
oscillator is an Nd: YAG laser, whose frequency was doubled from 1.06 to 0.53 pum,
using a Ba,NaNb;O5 crystal inside the laser cavity.

The pump field enters the OPO cavity through the M” mirror with a transmission
coefficient of 3.5 % at 0.53 wm, and 0.06 % at 1.06 um.

On the other hand, M"” is coated for low transmission at 0.53 um and either 4.3 %
or 7.3 % transmission at 1.06 pm.

A fraction of the downconverted light from the OPO exits through M”" and
combines with the original Nd:YAG laser that acts as a strong local oscillator at
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Fig. 14.3 Diagram of the Ring Laser

experimental setup of the ) "
parametric oscillator that
generates squeezed states

—1

ﬂ Ba,:NaNbg 0,5

—1
i —
Nd:YAG *

Polarizer
0.53 um

1.06 um
M’ Optical
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Fig. 14.4 Phase dependence
of the rms noise voltage V()
from a balanced homodyne
detector as a function of the
local oscillator phase 6 at a
fixed analysis frequency

1.8 MHz. The dashed line
corresponds to the vacuum
noise voltage, with the OPO
blocked and no phase
dependence (After [15])

vV (8)

one of the ports of a balanced homodyne detector and the squeezed light enters
through the other port.

The squeezed signal is observed from the spectra of the intensity difference of
the photocurrents coming from the detectors A and B.

In the Fig. 14.4, we display the noise voltage V(6) from the detector, as a function
of the phase 6, of the local oscillator.
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With the OPO input blocked, the vacuum field entering the signal port of the
detector produces the noise drawn in dotted line, with no 6 dependence.

With the OPO unblocked, there are several dips below the vacuum level, some of
which correspond to a reduction of 50 %.

Problems

14.1 Show that after matrix inversion, a(w) is given by (14.63).

14.2 Show that the optimum normally ordered squeezing spectrum for Y is given
by (14.68).

14.3 Using the input—output theory, show that

[a(?), an(D)] = u(t — 1) /y [a(®). c(F)],
[a(2). aour ()] = u(f— 1) /v [a(®), c(F)]

where u(f) is the step function, defined as
u(t) =1,t>0
=—,t=0

=0,r<0.

14.4 Light scattering by a two-level atom.
For a weak incident beam on a two-level atom, the usual interaction Hamiltonian
is

H1 =ed- E(O)

The initial state of the system consists of photons at frequency w and wavevec-
tor k.

The scattered photons (by the two-level atom) will have a frequency w; and a
wavevector K, and the fields are characterized by the annihilation operators a and
as, respectively.

Also, we assume that the atom is initially in its lower state | b), with zero energy
and left in some final atomic state | /) with an energy %awy. If the incident field has
n photons, then we make use of (20.67) with | f),—r =| n—1,1,f) and | i)sr—y =
| n,0,b) , where the first number refers to the number of photons in the beam, the
second number the number of photons in the scattered field and the third index is
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the atomic state, and write (up to second order)

1 21
;:ﬁzl(n_l’l’f|H1|n’07b>
f

1 (n—1,1f | Hy | )(l| Hy | n,0,b) ,
+£Z |“ $(w — wy — wy).

w; —

(a) Prove that the linear term does not contribute and that the contributions of the

quadratic terms come from

aa) term with the relevant | ) = n,1,j), 0, = (Mo + w; + w; and alaterm

with the relevant | [) =| n —1,0,j), 0 = (n — Do + ;.
(b) Show that

ZZ et wéa)n Z (esdg)(e- d/f) (e-dj )(e5-djr) E

2h80U2 P wj—w wj + ;s
8(a) — w5 — wy).

(c) Converting the sum over K into an integral, and using the notion of cross
section, usually defined as the ratio of energy removed from the beam\energy
rate crossing a unit area perpendicular to the beam, or

show that

wfF<w
dcr L

Z (evdy)(edy)  (e-dy)(erdy)

wj—w W — W+

|2

Z 16n2h282c4

This is the Kramer—Heisenberg formula. The cross-section includes the elastic
Rayleigh scattering, corresponding to the f = b term, wy = 0, and the inelastic
Raman scattering, corresponding to the rest [6].

14.5 Prove that for the elastic Raman scattering (refer to Problem 14.4) one has

wf <w

40, N3
0 = Y OO S ety ) + (e o)) P
f Jj

167t2h2€éc4

in the limit @ >> w;, when @ is much larger than the atomic excitation
frequencies [6].
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Chapter 15
Quantum Phase

We study, in this chapter, the various approaches to the problem of the Quantum

Phase.

Dirac was the first one to postulate the existence of a Hermitian phase variable in

the early days of Quantum Electrodynamics [1].

15.1 The Dirac Phase

Comparison with Classical Mechanics led Dirac to assume a commutation relation

of the number and phase operator
[®p,n] = —i,
which immediately leads to the uncertainty relation
AnAdp > % .

There are some obvious difficulties with the above commutation rule.
If we take matrix elements between n and n”, we get

(n - n')(n'| @p I n) = _ignn' ’

which is inconsistent when n = n”, giving 0 = —i.

Also, when trying the polar decomposition of the annihilation operator:

a = expi®p/n=+/n+ lexp(i®p) ,
a' = ynexp(—i®p) = exp(—i®pv/n+ 1),

© Springer International Publishing Switzerland 2016
M. Orszag, Quantum Optics, DOI 10.1007/978-3-319-29037-9_15

(15.1)

(15.2)

(15.3)

(15.4)
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leads to difficulties, because if one assumes that ®p is a Hermitian operator,
as any respectable observable should, then expi®p is not unitary, and therefore,

exp(—i®p) # [exp(i®p)]'.

These difficulties were pointed out by Dirac himself and also by Susskind and
Glogower [2].

Another difficulty is that the uncertainty relation (15.2), implies, for small An
that A®p can have values larger than 27, which makes no physical sense, and
basically does not take into account the periodic nature of the phase.

If one inverts the relations (15.4), we define

exp(idp) = (n + 1) "2a, (15.5)
exp(—i®p) = afn + 1)7%
and from (15.5), it follows that

[exp(£i®p),n] = exp(Lidp) . (15.6)

15.2 The Louisell Phase

Louisell [3] tried to solve the problem of periodicity, by defining trigonometric
functions of the Dirac phase

1
cos Op = = [exp(iPp) + exp(—idp)] , (15.7)

5l
. 1 . .
sin®p = % [exp(i®p) — exp(—i®p)] ,
i
leading to the commutation relation

[cos ®p,n] = isin ®p (15.8)

[sin ®p,n] = —icos Op

thus n and sin ®p or cos @ obey uncertainty relations

1
AnA cos ®p >

z5 | (sin®p) |, (15.9)
1

AnAsin®p > — | (cos Pp) | .

N

Both approaches of Dirac and Louisell have a common difficulty that exp(i®p)
is not unitary and that (15.4) do not define a Hermitian phase operator [4].
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15.3 The Susskind-Glogower Phase

Susskind and Glogower [2] have a phase definition that is similar to Diracs

a=Ayn,A = exp(i®s) , (15.10)
a' = VDA, AT = [exp(i®s)]" |

where A and AT do not commute.
As a matter of fact

A=am) 2 =m+1) 1a (15.11)
Al =m)2at =ad’m+1)2.
We see that
AA =+ 1D 2adt m+1)72 =1, (15.12)
but on the other hand

AA=d'm+1)72 m+1)2a

YoVm+ T m+1)m+ 1] (m+ D" Vm+1
m=0

=Y Im+1){m+1]|=1-]0)0].

Thus
[A,AT] =] 0)(0] . (15.13)

The two operators A and AT do not commute, and they are not unitary.
However, these two operators act like raising and lowering operators

aln)=+n|n—1)=AVn|n) =AJn|n), (15.14)
and therefore

Aln)=|n—1), (15.15)
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and similarly
Al |n)=|n+1). (15.16)

Equation (15.15) has one exception. In order not to create a Fock state with a
negative photon number, we must have

A|0)=0, (15.17)

which is the mathematical origin of the non-unitary character of A and AT,
Thus

n—1|An)=1, (15.18)
(n+1]A"|n)=1,

and all the other matrix elements are zero.
One can also write

A=[OV1 |+ |12 +120E]+.... (15.19)

One can also show, similarly to the Dirac phase, that

[A,n] = A, (15.20)
[AT.n] = -AT.

We can define the trigonometric functions
! i
cos &g = E(A + A", (15.21)
. 1 f
sin®s = —(A—A"),
2i
where the non-vanishing elements are
1
(n—l|cosd>5|n):(n|cosd>s|n—l):5, (15.22)
. . 1
(n—1|sin®s |n) =—(n|sind®g |n—1) = — .

21

The reader can readily verify that the condition for a Hermitian operator (n | O |
n) = (0| O | n)* is satisfied by both cos ®g and sin Pg.
From the commutation relations (15.20), one can verify that

[n, cos ®g] = —isin Dy, (15.23)

[n, sin Og] = icos Dy ,
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which implies that both n and cos ®g or sin s cannot be precisely specified. The
results of measurements of amplitude and phase are governed by the uncertainty
relations

AnA cos &g

v

| (sin ®s) |, (15.24)

N = N =

AnA sin ®g

%

| {cos ®s) | .

One can also prove that the operators cos ®g and sin s do not commute

%[A+AT,A—AT] (15.25)

1
5 10001 .

[cos Dy, sin D] =

The last property, that the cos g and sin g do not commute is rather strange.
Normally, in Classical Mechanics or Electromagnetism, the phase is a simple
quantity and it is not necessary to define separately both the cosine and the sine
of that phase.

Of course, the above property as well as the failure of A and A" to commute is
directly related to the vacuum state.

If one has to take the average of these commutation relations, with classical
strong fields, for which, the probability of being in the vacuum is very small, then
all the difficulties vanish, which shows that the real problems arise only when one
is dealing with highly quantum mechanical field states with low photon numbers.

We can calculate the expectation values of these trigonometric functions, taking
a coherent state [5] | o) with ¢ =| ¢ | exp(if)

(a|cosq>s|a)=%[(a|A|a)+(a|AT|a)], (15.26)
(a|cos’2c1>s|a>=%[(a|A2|a>+(a|AA*+A*A|a>+(a|A*2|a>] .
(o I sin@s [ @) = - [(@ | 4] o)~ far| 4" )]

(a|sinlzd>s|a):—i[(a|A2|a)—(aIAAT—f-ATAla)—i-(aIATzla)].

After some algebraic work, one can show the following properties:

1
(a | cos @y | &) :cos@(l—m...), (15.27)
cos?f — 1
(a]cos® Pg | @) =cos’ — ———2 4+ ...,
2] a|?

valid only for | a [>>> 1.
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Also

_exp(=|a )

(a | cos® Dy + sin®> Bg | o) =1 >

(15.28)
valid for all «.

It is interesting to notice that when | o |— 0, (& | (0052 s + sin’ d>5) |
a) — %, which again is a strange property.

As a conclusion of this section, the Susskind—Glogower is formalism of the
quantum phase, is a fairly consistent one, where the main difficulties are not
mathematical but with the physical interpretation of cos &g and sin®g and their
relationship with the actual experiments.

Finally, a long time ago, F. London defined a phase state:

 Q— ,
(4= 7= ng exp(ing) | n) (15.29)

which are neither orthogonal nor be normalized. However, as we shall see, it can be
useful to define probability distributions that can be normalized [6, 7].

The shortcomings of the above phase operators have led a number of investiga-
tors to explore different possibilities [§-25].

We turn now to the Pegg and Barnett description.

15.4 The Pegg—Barnett Phase

A phase state | 0) is defined in a finite (s+ 1) dimensional space, in the limit s — oo,
as follows [13-16]

| 0) = Limyoo(s + 1)72 Y exp(ind) | n) . (15.30)

n=0

The way to operate the limit is to perform the calculation in a finite space, and
after the physical averages are calculated, one is to take the limit s — oco.

The parameter 6 can take any values between 0 and 27; thus, there are an infinite
number of these states, which are overcomplete and non-orthogonal.

However, one can construct a set of orthogonal states if one picks only specified
values of 6 = 6,

6, = 6y + 1 (15.31)
R
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Thus, if one starts from a reference state | 6y), one can find a complete set of
s + 1 orthonormal states

| On) = expi [n (:ﬁ”l)} | 6o) , (15.32)

m=0,1,2 ... 5.
The above equation is simple to verify, because
exp(iny) [n) =|n+y) .

The orthonormal condition can be seen as follows:

_ . P2m . m2m
6y | Om) = (60 | exp[ in (s n 1):| exp [zn (s m | 6o)

1
, 1 < . (P27
_ les_on__l q;o(q | exp(—igfy) exp |:—zn (s n 1):|

m2
expi [n (s = )} exp(irfo) | 7) |

where | ¢) and | r) are Fock states.
Thus

s

1 2
(6 160) = Ui 1 Sl ) exp |2 can =) =8,y (1539

1q:0 s+ 1

The Hermitian phase operator is defined as

D)= O | On)(On ] (15.34)
m=0
or
Oy = Oy + = Z | 6,) (6 | (15.35)
= —_— m|6,){(0,| . .
(% 0 S+1m=0

We notice that &y depends on an arbitrary reference phase 8y, which also happens
in its classical counterpart.

Clearly, the phase operator defined by (15.34) is Hermitian and satisfies the
eigenvalue equation

Dy | On) = On | On) - (15.36)
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One of the problems with Dirac’s phase was that the matrix element (n" |
®p | n)was undefined. In the Pegg—Barnett formalism, that problem is not present.
We start from

| ) (O |= (s +1)7! Z exp [i(W—n)6,] | n){n |, (15.37)

nn=0

thus the phase operator can be written as

®y =0+ Zm(s—i— ! Z exp[i(h —n)0,] | W) (n| (15.38)

nn=0

s 27 <~ expli(n—n)6 ;
:90+s+1+s+1z pEof'—n)zﬂ)O] )l

Now, taking matrix elements of @y

)

d = 6, 15.39
(0 | @ n) =+ 2 (15.39)
, 27 expli(n—n)o
+lexp[1(n n) n]_l
n#£n.

From the above formula, we observe that the matrix elements of ®4 are well
defined, implying that the commutator [®, n] = —i must be incorrect.
From (15.39), we immediately see that

(n | [n, @] | n) =0, (15.40)
2w (W —n) expli(n — n)6)
s+1 ex p[t(n n)27z:|_1

(| [n, Dg] | n) =

3

n#n.

If we take ‘finite’ or ‘physical’ states with n, n’<<s, then we get approximately

(| ®p | 1) ~ ——exp i — n)fo] . (15.41)
n—n

(' I, @] | n) ~ —i(1 = &,y) exp [i(n'— n)6] .
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If 8y = 0, and for n # n, we get
[n, ®g],;, = —i . (15.42)
which resembles the Dirac commutator.
Now, we concentrate in the exponential operators exp(£i®y).
They are both eigenstates of | 6,,)

exp(£i®y) | 6,) = exp(Lify) | On) - (15.43)

The action of exp(£i®y) on the Fock states is

exp(i®p) | n) = exp(i Y O | ) (0 |) | 1) . (15.44)
m=0
but because
) =3 1 0)0 [ n) = (s + )72 exp(=ind),) | 6,), (15.45)
p=0 p=0

then replacing (15.45) in (15.44), we get

exp(idg) | n) = (s + 1) Z expl—i(n— 1)0,] | 6,) =|n—1),  (15.46)

m=0

forn>0.
For n = 0, we get the unphysical state | —1), but we can call that state | s}, thus

s+ D7) exp(if) | On) = (s + 1D~ exp[iflo(s + D] | 5)

m=0

Z exp(—isby) | ) = exp[ifo(s + 1)] | s) .

m=0

Thus the number state representation of exp(i®g) is

exp(i®p) =|0)(1 |+ | )2 | +...4+ |s—=1){s| +exp[ifo(s+ 1)] | s){0| .
(15.47)

The above expansion is similar to Susskind—Glogower's, except for the last term,
which makes the exponential operator unitary.

Finally, in the Pegg—Barnett phase, the trigonometric functions behave in a more
normal way.
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The reader may verify the following properties:

cos? @y + sin® &y = 1, (15.48)
[cos @y, sin Dy] =0, (15.49)
(n]cos>®g | n) + (n|sin> @y |n) =1. (15.50)

A drawback in the Pegg-Barnett formalism is that the state space is finite, thus
[a.a']#1. (15.51)
This can be easily seen as follows:

a=exp(i®o)vm=| V(1| +v2| )2 | +...+/s|s=1){s|. (15.52)
Vexp(—idg) =| 10| +vV2 [ 2)(1 | +...+ /5[ s)s—1],

al
o)

[a.a ] =1—(s+1)|s)(s]| . (15.53)

15.4.1 Applications
15.4.1.1 Fock States
The Fock states should be states with random phase. This is actually also true for

any mixed state of the field with only diagonal elements in the density matrix.
The expectation value of @y is

(n | ©oln)=> 6ul(6nln)|* (15.54)
m=0

We notice that when s — 0o

(n| ®g|n)=60+m. (15.55)
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On the other hand

] @) =362 | (6 | m) I

m=0

_ 1 i@z_ 2+27r90s 4712s(s+%)
s+l O s4+1 3(s+ 1)2

and when s — 00

42
(n|®%|n)=9§+2n90+%,

and

(Aq) )n - 5

241

(15.56)

(15.57)

This corresponds exactly to the classical result. If one has a uniform phase

distribution, corresponding to a random phase, then

1 Oo+2m
<¢>=—/ bdp = o+ 7 |

2 N

1 Oo+2m 47T2
W) =5z [ s =6+ om0+ T

2
2

b
A anw:_-
(AP )clas: 3

15.4.1.2 Coherent States
(o | @ | o) = Zem| O | @) |”,

(o | ©F | Zeﬂ O | @) |

We have to calculate (6,, | «).

(15.58)

(15.59)

(15.60)

2 o
(6 | h=exp (=5 ) 6+ 07 3 (L= Jexplintg 601, 1sion

n=0

a = rexp(ig) ,
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Fig. 15.1 Phase fluctuations 10
of a coherent state versus
number of photons

0.1

0.01 1 :

and

, 1 2exp(—r?) P
[0 0} P= iy o [ 2225 };mcosun—n)@—emn,
(15.62)

and choosing, for convenience (¢ — 6) = 7%, and defining u = m — 5,50 —5 <

n = %, then when s — o0, the above summations can be converted into integrals,
getting [17]
(Pg)e = ¢, (15.63)

_ 72 (=)
(AD2), = 5+ 4exp(—r?) [; m] ’

which can be evaluated numerically, giving the result shown in the Fig. 15.1.

15.5 Phase Fluctuations in a Laser

From the quantum Theory of the laser, in the master equation approach, the off
diagonal matrix elements of the field density operator can be written as [26]

Ptk = A/ PrnPrtntk EXP—Uil (15.64)



15.5 Phase Fluctuations in a Laser 243

where, according to the Scully—Lamb theory
1
= Ek D, (15.65)

D being the phase diffusion coefficient

<
2(n)’

and we have assumed that p, ,, and p,+« .+« are the steady- state diagonal elements
of the field density operator.
Now, assuming that we start from a coherent state | ), one can write [26]

D= (15.66)

Dt(n —1)?
p(1) = exp(—r?) Z { exp [zgo(n - —} (15.67)
n,l=0 n!l! 2
x | n){l |}, o = rexp(i&) -
Now we calculate the variance of the Pegg—Barnett phase operator
2
(AqD(g)Laser = Z 97%1(9’71 || On) — |:Z 0,(0n |0l em):| . (15.68)
From (15.67), we calculate
(On [ p | Om) (15.69)
N Dt(n — 1)2:|
= ex exp|iéo(n—1) — ——— [ (6, | n){l| 6,
P Y T pitotn =0 = 2= (6, 1 61)
_exp(=r) . Dt(n — 1)
== MZO == exp | (0 = ) (n =) = =
= ! 1 + 2exp(—r?) i
s+ 1 o

n—1

¢ 3 cos(Eo — )~ Dexp (—M)} .

= /nlll 2
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Now, we take the continuous limit s — 00,6,, — 0, and get the probability
density distribution

1
PO = *401010) (15.70)
T

1 o0
= — {1+ 2exp(—r?) Z

27 2
n—1

< X o= 0= Dlew (‘M)} .
=0 n!l! :

The above distribution is normalized in the range [0, 27z], which corresponds to
the entire range of 6,,, when s — oo.
Furthermore, this probability density is invariant under

& — & + 27k, (15.71)
k=012,..

For computational convenience, we use the following Gaussian approximation

_M—W}

2%
ex
Qrr?): P |: 2r2

_ NN
P(k) = exp( r)k! ~

(15.72)

and substituting /P (k) in (15.70), and replacing summations by integrals, we write

P(e)@o):i ! l/ dn/ dl
27 | 2nr2)2 Jo 0

-1 ) Dt(n — 1)?
exp s [(r2 - n)2 + (P - 1)2] + i —0)(n—-10— T}
or
1 (&0 — 0)?
PO = —— _exp|-—2" T |, 15.73
@ [27(: + D] o [ 2057 + D’)} 7

The above probability density is normalized in the 6 range [—o0, 0o], and it is a
Gaussian with a variance increasing in time.

We would like to have, instead, a probability distribution in the [0y, 6y + 27]
range.

Adding an infinite number of Gaussians with the same width, with their center
displaced in 2wk, k integer, we obtain a probability density that is normalized in the
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desired range and is periodic

0 1 & (&0 + 27k — 6)2
P(0,%) = PO+t = —— exp [——} :
0 k;oo [ra?]? k; 2 (4—12 + Dt)
(15.74)

with
2=7 ! 15.7
a* = 42+Dt . (15.75)

One can show [26, 27] that the phase variance can be written in terms of error

functions
(ADy)%) = (—+Dt) Zkzi [*’Z(km}

o [—‘” tz”"]} (15.76)
a

— 4(na®)? Z {exP |:__(—7r -1;2271k)2:|
k=1

|: (—m + 27 (k + 1))2i|}
—exp|— ,

a2

where @ is the error function.

The results are shown in the Fig. 15.2

We notice, from the Fig.15.2 that in the lower end, for Dr<<1, the phase
fluctuations correspond to the shot noise 1/ 472, and in the upper end, Dr>>1, it
corresponds to a random phase 72 /3.

Fig. 15.2 Phase fluctuations i m2/3
of a laser versus time
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There is an extensive region of Dr where there is a linear dependence. In this
last region, the phase diffusion model is valid, and the slope of the curve is the
well-known Schawlow—Townes phase diffusion coefficient.

Problems

15.1 Show that

(n|cosgp | n) = (n|singp|n) =0
and

(n | cos*¢p | n) = (n|sin®p | n)

1
—-,n#0

,n=0.

RN I S

15.2 Prove that

[a'(n +1)"la—1]

[cos ¢p, sin ¢p] = ,
21

and hence, all the matrix elements are zero, except for

1

(0] feos ép. sinpp] | 0) = —— .

15.3 Prove (15.6).

15.4 Prove (15.27).

15.5 Verify the properties given by (15.48), (15.49), and (15.50).
15.6 Prove (15.63).
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Chapter 16
Quantum Trajectories

Einstein, in his classical paper on the A and B coefficients for spontaneous and
stimulated emission, assumed the existence of quantum jumps, which greatly
stimulated quantum mechanics. However, until very recently, quantum jumps played
practically no role in various theories coupling radiation and matter, and this type
of interactions are well described by the Schrodinger wavefunction describing the
properties of an ensemble, rather than individual systems.

Now, in all the examples we have seen of systems coupled to reservoirs, we
have followed the procedure of starting from Liouville Equation for the system
coupled to the reservoir; next, we trace or average over the reservoir variables, after
a Markovian approximation, to end up in a master equation of the form

dpg i
- =7 7Hv Lreax ) 161
Pl (05, Hy] + Lretax(ps) (16.1)
where
1
Lictax(ps) = =5 3 (C1,Cups + psC},Cn = 2CpsC}) - (16.2)

The above form, normally called Lindblad form, describes many systems coupled
to reservoirs .

For example, if we want to describe the spontaneous Emission in a two-level
atomic system, then C; = /y0~, and Leix(ps) = —3y(ofops + psofo —
20ps0'),y being the inverse lifetime of the atomic transition. Similarly, if we
are describing a damped harmonic oscillator, then the same applies after replacing
ol —-d,o0—a.

© Springer International Publishing Switzerland 2016 249
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Now, we present a method based on the wavefunction to describe such a system.
In general, we are not allowed to use Schrodinger Equation to describe System—
Reservoir-type interactions, since even if we start initially with a pure state, the
coupling to the bath will produce statistical mixtures, and we traditionally are
forced to go to the Liouville Equation.

However, two alternatives have been recently proposed

1. The system evolves with a non-Hermitian Hamiltonian, interrupted, once in a
while by instantaneous quantum jumps. This process was baptized by Carmichael
as “Quantum Trajectories” or also called Montecarlo wavefunction method
[1-3].

2. Schrodinger’s Equation is reinterpreted as representing an individual system
following a stochastic dynamics of the diffusive type. We will write a Stochastic
Schrodinger Equation.

16.1 Montecarlo Wavefunction Method

We calculate the change of the wavefunction | ¢ (¢)) —| ¢ (¢ + 7)) in two steps:

(a) Calculate | ¢'(t + 8f)) obtained from the evolution of | ¢(z)) with a non-
Hermitian Hamiltonian given by

ih
— i
H_HY—E;C,,,C,,,. (16.3)
For §1 small, we get
iHt
¢+ 60) = (1= =2) [6(0)) - (164

Since H is non-Hermitian | ¢! (¢ + §¢)) is not normalized. Thus,

iH'$ iH§
@80 |+ 30) = 60 | 1+ 00 =T [40) (165)
=1-4p,
o = 8,00 | H = H 1600 = D (166)

8pm = 8t(p(1) | C/,Cu | $(1)) = 0.

We can always adjust 8¢ such that 6p < 1.
(b) The second step corresponds to a gedanken experiment of a measurement
process. We consider the possibility of a quantum jump. In order to decide
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whether a quantum jump has occurred, we define a random number ¢ uniformly
distributed between zero and one and compare it to §p. Two cases may arise:

D e=ép
This will be the large majority of the cases, since §p < 1. In this case,
o' @+8n)
there is no quantum jump and | ¢ (¢ + 61)) = V=T
In) e < ép

A quantum jump occurs to one of the states C,, | ¢(7)) according to
the relative probability among the various possible types of jumps, I7,
%(notice that 3, IT,, = 1). So

Cn | 9()
—% .
V &

Milburn et al. [10] showed that a mode of the electromagnetic field in a cavity at
T = 0 is described by a quantum jump equation, if the outgoing light is detected
directly by a photodetector. We will generalize these arguments in the next sections.

| ¢+ d1) = (16.7)

16.1.1 The Montecarlo Method Is Equivalent, on the Average,
to the Master Equation

We define 5(r) = Av [o(t) =| ¢(2)){¢(?) |], where Av means the average of many
Montecarlo results at time ¢, all of them starting from | ¢ (0)).

We will now show that o°(7) coincides with pg.

We calculate & (¢t + §7)

410 +80) (9" + 80 |
V1=38py/1—=6p
+52nﬂumwmma

8[’m 817m
R

5(t+ 81) = (1—8p) (16.8)

or

ot ih

—w——zdamwwww

o(t+ 6 =(1- -

[ lSt(H—i— ZCTCW,):|

+51)_ Cu | D)D) | Cut
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which can be put as
it ih ih
= — i - i _ _ = i
o+ =0() + 2 Jo(H + 3 ; ChCon) = (Hs = = Z ClCn)o
5t
+5tzm: CroCot = 0 + % [0, Hy] + 8Lretax (0) - (16.9)

Finally, if we average over a large number of trajectories, we recover the master
equation (16.1).

Similarly to the master equation methods, one is interested in computing averages
of interesting observables. Here, for each trajectory, we get (¢'(r) | A | ¢'(¢)) for
many solutions | ¢'(r)), thus (A), = 13 (¢'(t) | A | ¢'(t)) and (A), — (A) as
n— oo.

The equivalency between the master equation and the Montecarlo Method is
valid as long as 7;6t < 1, where n;# is a typical energy eigenvalue of the system.

An example to illustrate the procedure is the one atom Raman Laser [4, 5]. It
consists in a three-level atom interacting with two quantum fields and a classical
coherent pump, as shown in Fig. 16.1.

The Hamiltonian of the system is

H = ihgu(acw, — a'0pe) + ihgpe(bope — bTop) + ihQU(0ae — Oca) (16.10)
and the damping terms are
Lretax (ps) = %(zohap.?aah — 0abObaPs — PSOabOba) (16.11)

Ybe
+7(2Ucbps(7bc — ObcOchPS — PSOpcOch)

Fig. 16.1 Three-level atom
inside a double cavity
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15.0 T T T T T

B <na> -

5.0 1 1 1 1 I
0.0 5000.0 10000.0 15000.0

Fig. 16.2 Average photon number (upper curve) and Mandel’s Q parameter as a function of time.
The parameters taken are g, = gpe = 12 =1, y, = 0.5, ¥, = 3, Yar = 0, . = 1. We also
added a detuning 6, = —§, = 1.41

+%(2apgaT - aTapm - Psyscfra)
+%(2bpsybe - bprsyx - ,Oxystb) .

In Fig. 16.2, we show (n) and the Mandel parameter Qpnandel = (((A"zz%) as a
function of time. The results were obtained averaging over 50 trajectories. We notice
that for a certain set of parameters we get a Q value very close to —1, implying that

we are generating an almost pure Fock state.

16.2 The Stochastic Schrodinger Equation

If an open system with a density operator p starts initially as a pure state and evolves

into a mixed state, as a result of the interaction with the Reservoir, there can be no

deterministic equation for | ¢), but one could define a stochastic equation, as one

would expect, given the probabilistic nature of the interaction with the environment.
Gisin and Percival [6-9] proposed thefollowing equation

| dg) = v)8t + D | u;)dg (16.12)
J
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where the first term on the right hand side of (16.12), represents the drift and the
second one the diffusion. Also, d§; is a complex stochastic Wiener process, such
that

M(Re(d§j)Re(d&;)) = M(Im(d§)Im(d&)) = 8uét , (16.13)
MRe(d§)) = M(Im(d§j)Re(d§)) =0,
which is equivalent to writing
M((d&)* (d&)) = 2861 . (16.14)

For normalization purposes, we set (¢ | #;) = 0 and take the mean value of both

| dp) and | d¢)(d¢ |
M | d¢p) =| v)ér, (16.15)
M | dg){de ;=2 | w;){u; | ¢ .
J
We notice that (16.15) was obtained to order §7 and also using (16.14), that is d&;
is of order \/ﬁ, and therefore, we have to keep second-order differentials. This is

the characteristic of the Ito algebra.
Now, we can write

dp = M(| $)(de | + | dp) (¢ | +. | dp)(dg ) . (16.16)
d
L=+ 100 +2) )y | - (16.17)
J

Now, we try to obtain the diffusion and drift term and relate them to the Master
equation.

Multiplying (16.17) from the left and right sides by the projector (1— | ¢){(¢ |),
we get

d
(A=) D (1= 1@)e D=2 [ ) | - (16.18)

Now, for the drift part, we take (16.17) and multiply it by %(d) | from the left and
| ¢) from the right. We readily get

1 dp _
5015 19) =Re(@ | v). (16.19)
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and multiplying (16.17) by | ¢), we also get

d
1o =1a)w i)+ ). (16.20)

By combining (16.19) and (16.20), we finally get

d 1 d
=TI -Gl T +iole. (1621)

where ¢ is a non-physical imaginary phase determined by the convention
that this equation has to agree with the conventional Schrddinger equa-
tion in the absence of coupling to the environment, and corresponds to

Im{¢p | v).

As we can see, we have obtained both the diffusion (16.18) and the drift (16.21)
in terms of %, so all that is left is to replace the Master equation (16.1), (16.2) in
both terms, to arrive to the Stochastic Schrodinger equation

a19) =1 H|$)s (16.22)
1 1
+ X (46060~ 5616 = (CLlslC, ) | 915
1
5 ;wm —{(Cn)g) | $)dEn .

An equivalent Stochastic Schrodinger equation, interpreted as homodyne mea-
surement, for T = 0, can be derived [10], with a noise that is real rather than
complex

dl¢) = —%H | ¢)6t (16.23)
+ {(-Zala + 2y (X))t
+ V7AW (D)a} | ¢)
where the AW is a Wiener increment, satisfying

(AW) =0, (16.24)
(AW)?) = Ar . (16.25)
In the next few sections, we will generalize these arguments for 7 # 0. We will

also show a physical realization, in the context of cavity QED, of both the Monte
Carlo and Stochastic Schrédinger methods.
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16.3 Stochastic Schrodinger Equations
and Dissipative Systems

As we mention at the beginning of this chapter, a wide class of master equations
describing the evolution of dissipative quantum systems can be written in the
Lindblad form [12]

ps = Lps , (16.26)
where
L=Lo+ Y Ly, (16.27)
i
Lops = g[Ps,Hs] . (16.28)
1
L,ps = —E[Cicnps + psCIC,] + CupsCH (16.29)

ps is the reduced density operator for the “small” system S (obtained by tracing
out the degrees of freedom of the reservoir R from the density operator for the full
system S 4 R), and Hg describes the Hamiltonian evolution of the small system S
in the interaction picture. The operators C, act on the space of states of the small
system S and express the interaction of S with the reservoir R. The number of them
depends on the nature of the problem. We follow here the [13].

An example of such an equation is the master equation for a field in a lossy cavity,
at temperature 7, given in the interaction picture by

d 1 1
g = y{n)u(a'pra— Eaanf - E,OfaaT)
p_ 1y 1
+ y(1 + (n)w)(apra’ — Sa'aps — 5 pra a, (16.30)

where a and a' are the photon annihilation and creation operators, respectively,
(n) is the average number of thermal photons, given by Planck’s distribution, and
y = 1/tcy, Where f,y is the damping time. In this case, one could set

Ci=Vy(+mwa  C=ynud. (16.31)

A formal solution of (16.26) is

p(t) = exp (L) p(0) . (16.32)
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Let us define

Jup = CupC}
and write

p(t) =exp{ Lo+ D [+ (Lu— I 1g p(0) .

Note that

1
(Ln—Ju) ps = —= (CiCups + psCCy)

2

Applying Dyson’s expansion to (16.34), we get

S t tm 23
p(t) = / dtm/ dtm_l.../ dny
mzzjo 0 0 0

{8t = )Y J)Stw — tmr)
.. (D I)S()}p(0)
where

S(f) = exp

[Co + Zn: (Ln — Jn):| t} :

Equation (16.36) may be rewritten in the following way:

n
0

p() = iZ/Otdtm /Otm dt,,,_l.../ dn

m=0 {n;}
{S(t - tm)JnmS(tm - tm—l)

X .. Jn S(t1)1p(0) .
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(16.33)

(16.34)

(16.35)

(16.36)

(16.37)

(16.38)

Each term in the above double sum can be considered as a quantum trajectory,
the reduced density operator at time ¢ being given by the sum over all possible
quantum trajectories. For each of these trajectories, (16.38) shows that the evolution
of the system can be considered as a succession of quantum jumps, associated to the
operators J,,, interspersed by smooth time evolutions, associated with the operators
S(7). The probability of each trajectory is given by the trace of the corresponding

term in (16.38).
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From (16.35) and (16.37), we can write
S(H)p =N@OpN®' (16.39)

where

N(t) = exp |:—%Hgt— % Z (CZCn):| . (16.40)

n

Therefore, if p is a pure state, then S(7)p is also a pure state. The same is true for
Jup, with J,, defined by (16.33). This implies that a pure state remains pure, when a
single quantum trajectory is considered. Note also that the evolution between jumps
is given by the non-unitary operator N(7).

It is clear from (16.34) that different choices of the jump operators are possible.
These different choices correspond to different decompositions in terms of quantum
trajectories of the time evolution of the density operator ps and, eventually,
to different experimental schemes leading to the continuous monitoring of the
evolution of the system. It is precisely due to this continuous monitoring that an
initial pure state remains pure, since no information is lost in this situation: for a
field in a cavity, this continuous monitoring amounts to accounting for every photon
gained or lost by the field, due to its interaction with the reservoir [13].

We will discuss now two different realizations of the reservoir, for a field in
a cavity, which will lead to a Monte Carlo quantum jump approach, for the first
realization, and to a Schrodinger equation with stochastic terms, for the second one.

16.4 Simulation of a Monte Carlo SSE

We exhibit in this section a physical realization of the Monte Carlo method [13].
The corresponding experimental scheme is shown in Fig. 16.3.

A monokinetic atomic beam plays the role of a reservoir R and crosses a lossless
cavity, interacting with one mode of the electromagnetic field. The cavity mode

Fig. 16.3 Physical T
realization of a quantum jump
trajectory. A beam of
two-level atoms crosses a
resonant cavity

atomic beam

cavity D
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plays the role of a small system S. The atoms, regularly spaced along the atomic
beam, are prepared in one of two Rydberg states: an upper state |a) or a lower state
|b). The transition frequency w between these two states is assumed to be resonant
with the cavity mode. A similar model of reservoir was adopted in Sect. 16.1 of [14].

The state of the atoms is measured by a detector just at the exit of the cavity. The
ratio between the flux of upper state atoms r, and the lower state atoms 7, before
their entrance into the cavity is chosen so that

Ta _ hoflgr — (M (16.41)
rp 1+ (n>th

where hw is the difference in energy between |a) and |b), and, as will be shown in
the next paragraphs, T is the reservoir temperature.

We analyze now the time evolution of the state vector V(7)) of S, under the
continuous measurement of the atoms after they leave the cavity. We also assume
that one knows the state of each atom before it interacts with the cavity. This may be
achieved by selectively exciting the atoms to |a) or |b), according to the proportion
given by (16.41). We will adopt the following simplifying assumptions: (a) the
atom-field interaction time 7 is the same for all atoms; (b) the spatial profile of
the electric field is constant; (c) the cavity is perfect, i.e., the field state is changed
only by the atoms; (d) the atom-field coupling constant g and the interaction time t
are both small, so that the atomic state rotation is very small; (e) the rotating-wave
and dipole approximations will be used; and (f), according to the statements (d)
and (e), quantum cooperative effects will be neglected. In this case the interaction
Hamiltonian in the interaction picture will be

H = hg (|b){ala’ + |a)(bla) . (16.42)

The operators a and a' are annihilation and creation operators, acting on the space
of states of the field mode. Just before the i-th atom enters the cavity, the state
describing the combined system (atom i+ field) is given by

|War (1)) = [W(1)) @ [Walt)) - (16.43)
Here |V, (1;)) = |a) or |W,(t;)) = |b), depending on the state to which the atom was

excited before entering the cavity.
At time #; + 7, the atom-field state vector, up to second order in 7, is given by

s+ 1)) = (1 _igelb){ala’ — igr|a) (bl a

2,1:2 21.2
~E S0l aa= £ a) dlad') 19, @) (644
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where the tilde indicates that the state vector is not normalized. The expan-
sion (16.44) should be very good in view of condition (d). We assume that
(rs + rp)T < 1, so that there is at most one atom inside the cavity at each instant of
time. After this atom exits the cavity and is detected, one of the following four cases
will be realized:

(i) The atom enters the cavity in state |b) and is detected in the same state. In this
case, according to (16.44), the state of S at time ¢ = #; + t will be given by

2.2
|B(t; + 7)) = (1 - %cﬁa) [U(t)) . (16.45)

(i) The atom enters the cavity in state |a), and it is detected in the same state |a).
In this case,

(@t + 1)) = (1 - %m) (1)) . (16.46)

(iii) The atom enters the cavity in the state |b), and it is detected in the state |a). In
this case,

|W(t; + 1)) = —igra |¥(1)) . (16.47)

(iv) The atom enters the cavity in the state |a) and it is detected in the state |b).
Then,

U + 1)) = —igra' |W(1)) . (16.48)

Note that in the cases (i) and (ii) a small change in the state of “S” takes place,
whereas in the cases (iii) and (iv) a big change may happen (quantum jump).
However, these last two cases are very rare, due to the small change of the atomic
state during the interaction time.

We consider now the change of |W) from ¢ to ¢ + §¢, where the time interval ¢
is large enough so that many atoms go through the cavity during this time interval
(ng = ry6t > 1, np = rpét > 1), and also much smaller than ¢,/ (n)m(n), where
(n) is the average number of photons in the state. This last condition, as it will be
seen later, implies that the probability of a quantum jump during &z is very small. In
most of the time intervals §¢, the atoms will be detected at the same state they come
in, since the transition probability is very small. The evolution of |¥) during these
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intervals will be given by

|W(r + 61))

|
—
[
oo
)
[\
Q
Q
1
N
)

2
- (1 _MaB T gt _TET aTa) W(r)) . (16.49)

This result does not depend on the ordering of the upper-state and lower-state atoms.
We also note that in the interaction picture, the state vector does not evolve when
there is no atom inside the cavity, since the only source of field dissipation is the
interaction with the atomic beam.

Equation (16.49) displays the interesting property that the wave-function of
the system (and, consequently, the mean energy) may change even when there
is no exchange of energy between the system and the measurement apparatus
(represented by the atoms in the present case). An easy way to understand this effect
physically is to imagine that all atoms are sent into the cavity in the lower state, and
are detected in the same state after exiting the cavity, for a given realization of the
system, which starts with a coherent state in the cavity. Then, even though there is
no exchange of energy between the atoms and the field in the cavity, as time evolves
the ground state component of the initial state should also increase, since the results
of the measurements lead to an increasing probability that there is a vacuum state in
the cavity. In other words, the fact that there is no quantum jump, for that specific
trajectory, provides us with information about the quantum state of the system, and
this information leads to an evolution of the state [13]. This is closely related to
the quantum theory of continuous measurement [15, 16] and also to quantum non-
demolition measurement schemes proposed recently [17]. This problem is also very
similar to that of a Heisenberg microscope in which even the unsuccessful events
of light scattering produce a change in the quantum-mechanical state of the particle
[18].

We introduce now the following definitions:

b 2 2 Fa 5 -
=(r,—r)g’t’ = ———g't* = 2, (16.50)
=T las T+ () (o’

Ci=Vy(l+ (mMwa  C=ynuna . (16.51)

Using these definitions and (16.41), (16.49) may be rewritten in the following way:

|U(t + 61)) = [ - —ZCTC } W (1) . (16.52)
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If an atom enters the cavity in state |a) and is detected in the state |b), the state
vector of § suffers a “quantum jump,” and one photon is added to that system.
On the other hand, a de-excitation in S occurs if an atom which entered in |b) is
detected in the state |a). The probability of these events to occur may be calculated
by using (16.51) and (16.47) or (16.48); thus, the probability of an excitation (action
of a®) to occur between ¢ and ¢ + 8¢ is given by

8p1 = 81{(W()|CiC1|W(p)) . (16.53)
The probability of a de-excitation (action of a) during this time interval is

8py = 81{W ()| CSCo|W (D)) . (16.54)
The probabilities §p; and ép, are very low, so that the joint probability of having

one excitation and one de-excitation during the same time interval §7 is negligible.
One may therefore write

1Bt + 80)) = M [ o Z cic ] 1W(1)) . (16.55)

where §N; and §N, are equal to one or zero, with probabilities §p; and 8p, for
8N; and N, to be equal to one, respectively. This may be represented by writing
the statistical mean M(6N,,,) = (CLC,,,)SI. Also, N,,6N, = 8N,;,6,n. One should
note that the instants of time in which the quantum jumps occur during the time
interval 6t are irrelevant, since the jump operators can be commuted through the
no-jump evolution, the commutation producing an overall phase that goes away
upon renormalization of the state. This can be easily seen by rewriting the no-jump
evolution, during a time interval 6¢; < d¢, as an exponential

5[1' + 5[1' i+
-2y e - oo (7 Yac
+0[(8)?] , (16.56)

and using that
8t 8t T
Cie( -+ Zm Cmcm) — e(_ zj Zm Cmcm) Cie/\i , (1657)

where Ay = —(86,/2)y(1 + (n)a) and &2 = (56/2)y {n)un.
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The results of the measurement may be simulated by picking up random
numbers. The state vector in (16.55) may be normalized as follows:

C
SNi + 2

Ci
Jcic Jaic

+ (1= 8Ny)(1 —8N,) (1 - % Xm: cj,,c,,,)

SN,

|y +6) = {

x (1 - 8rZ<C,LCm>) Hvo) . (16.58)

m

In the above equation, the first two terms represent the possible jumps, each
normalized, as in the Monte Carlo method, and the last term is the no-jump evolution
contribution, normalized with the corresponding prefactor that rules out the jumps.
From (16.58) one gets for | dy (¢)) =| ¥ (t 4+ §1))— | ¥ (1))

Ly 0) = 13|~ — 1| N,

w | A ChC

2 Z(CTCm— (C}Cu)) } RAGE (16.59)

16.5 Simulation of the Homodyne SSDE

We show now that, by a suitable modification of the atomic configuration, it is
also possible to interpret physically diffusion-like Schrodinger equations in terms
of continuous measurements made on atoms [13], which cross the cavity containing
the field. The corresponding scheme is shown in the Fig. 16.4: a beam of three-level
atoms with a degenerate lower state (states b and c) crosses the cavity, the field in
the cavity being resonant with a transition between one of the two lower levels (say,
level b) and the upper atomic state a, whereas a strong classical field connects the
other lower state with the upper level (one may assume that both fields are circularly
polarized, so that the cavity field cannot connect a and ¢, whereas the strong field
does not induce transitions between a and b).

We also assume that the atom is prepared in either a coherent superposition of
the two lower levels:

Lot e, (16.60)

| watom> = E
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Fig. 16.4 Physical T 59
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or in the upper one, following a Boltzmann distribution corresponding to a
temperature T for the atoms, which act as a reservoir for the quantum field in the
cavity.

In the interaction picture, one can write

H = hgalela)c|+elc)al)
+ hga(a' | b)(a| +a|a)(b]). (16.61)

We assume for simplicity that g, = g, = g, and that ¢ is real. The time evolution
of the wave function to second order in the coupling constant is

i 2.2
Y+ ) = [1 - I;TZ} |y @) - (16.62)

As in the previous model, there are two possible quantum jump processes. The
first one corresponds to the atom entering the cavity in the coherent superposition of
lower states and being detected in the upper state. After the measurement, the state
of the field is given by

—igt

V2

The corresponding probability of detecting an atom in | a), after a time interval
dt, staring from the initial superposition state, is given by

W@+ 0) T =

(e+a) | y(0) . (16.63)

g2T2
ép1 = an(Iﬂf(t) | (e +aP) (e +a) | Yr(0) . (16.64)

where n;, = r,8t, r, being the rate of atoms injected in the superposition of the lower
states.

The second jump process corresponds to the atom entering the cavity in the upper
state |a), and being detected in the superposition of lower states. Then, the state of
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the field after the measurement is

|y + )" = ZE e+ ah) |y ) (16.65)

f

The corresponding probability is given by

2 2
8py = n.t - 5 | e+ a)e +a) | Y5 (0) (16.66)

where n, = r,0t is the number of atoms that enter the cavity in state |a), during the
time interval 4.

This analysis suggests that the quantum jump operators corresponding to these
two processes should be, respectively, are

Ci = Vy(+ (nn)e+a),

Cr = Vy(n)u(e+a), (16.67)
where
2.2 2.2 2.2
y=(p-rgt—=—" &85 _ T« 8T (16.68)

2 1+<I’l)th 2 ("l)th 2

Formally, these jump operators are retrieved by rewriting the master equa-
tion (16.30) in the following equivalent form

)/(1 + (n)lh) [

S 1+ 2)pr — (a'a + 2ea + sz)pf

dr 2
+ pr(a’a + 2ea" + &%) — Y(;)th [(aa® + 2ea’ + %) py
+ prlaa’ + 2ea + &%)] (16.69)
with
Ji = CipCj. (16.70)
i=1,2

being associated with the jumps, the operators C; being now given by (16.67).

We derive now the Stochastic Schrodinger Equation that describes the present
measurement scheme.

With the above jump operators, and using the expansion given by (16.38), we
show in the Appendix E that the joint probability of getting m; and m, jumps
corresponding respectively to the first and second processes described above is given
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by the following expression

Pon o (Af) = (exp,ul ()™ ) (exp " (Mz)mz)

m1! m2!

1
xTr { exp [1 + —(mja + mzaT):| 0
)

x [1 + é(mlaT + mza)} eXP.BT/} : (16.71)
where
1 = yAre®(1+ (n)w) , (16.72)
p2 = yAte*((n)n) |
B = —%At [aTa(Z(n)[h + 1) 4+ 2ea((n)g + 1) + 2¢ea’ (n) g + (n)[h] .

From (16.71) and (16.72), one can readily find (m;) and (m?) fori = 1, 2.
Up to order e ~/2, one finds

3
(m?) = i, (16.73)

) = (1 + z<x1>),

with

il
x =2 J;“ . (16.74)

Going back to the definition of S(7), one may write
S(A7) = N(AD)pNT (A1) , (16.75)

in terms of a smooth evolution operator N that preserves pure states. This operator
N is given by (16.40). with the jump operators C,, now given by (16.67). Now, if
we consider a sequence of jumps (of the two kinds, in the present analysis) and
evolutions, the state vector of the field will evolve according to

| ¥)p(A1) = N(At — 1,)) CoN(ty — tm—1)Ci ... | ¥)£(0)
= N(ANCCM | ¥)(0) . (16.76)
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In the last step, in deriving (16.76), we used that the commutators between the
jump operators and the no-jump evolution produce overall phases, like in the Monte
Carlo evolution given by (16.55).

Now, we consider m;, i = 1,2 as a couple of random variables with non-zero
average, and write them as

Oi
m; = (m;) + AW,— s (1677)
{m;) ~

where the AW; are two real and independent Wiener increments, with
(AW?y = At, i=1,2. (16.78)

From (16.76), (16.77) and up to order £~*/2, we get the following Homodyne
Stochastic Schrodinger Differential Equation (HSSDE)

AT | Iﬁ)f(At) =| '&)f(At)_ | ¥)r(0)
= {[-20+ mwa'a— L (n)n)ad
+ 2y (X1)(a(1 + (n)m)
+a'(m)a)] At + a"Vy (nw AW,

+avy(l+ (n)w) AWi¢ | ¥)4(0). (16.79)

At zero temperature, a typical quantum trajectory in this homodyne scheme is as
follows:

(a) If one starts from a coherent state, the quantum jumps will only produce a
multiplicative factor in the wave function of the field, factor that can be absorbed
in the normalization.

On the other hand, during the “no-click” periods, the nature of the coherent
state is preserved, changing only the coherent amplitude, all the way to the
vacuum.

This situation will be studied in Chap. 18, [19], in the context of the
continuous measurement theory, applied to three-level atoms and two resonant
fields, with the difference that there the number of detections is a predetermined
quantity. However, the net result of the preservation of the coherent nature of
the state of the field, along the trajectory, is the same [13].

(b) If we start with a Fock state, the quantum jumps will invariably produce a
mixture of various Fock states, whereas the waiting or “no-click” periods will
only generate numerical factors in front of those Fock states.
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In the finite temperature case, the situation is more complex, since there will
be also creation of photons that will disturb an initial coherent state and produce
further mixtures in the Fock state case.

A more detailed analysis of these various cases is described in the next
section, devoted to the numerical simulation.

16.6 Numerical Results and Localization

We present now the numerical calculations corresponding to the two equations
associated with the two measurement schemes discussed above [13]. We consider in
these calculations the general case in which the temperature of the reservoir is taken
as different from zero.

16.6.1 Quantum Jumps Evolution

We consider first an example in which the initial state of the system is a Fock state
with three photons. We assume that the temperature of the reservoir corresponds to
an average number of photons also equal to three. The corresponding evolutions is
exhibited in the Fig. 16.5.

The state of the system remains a Fock state, with a number of photons that keep
jumping between several values, in such a way that the average number of photons

Fig. 16.5 Quantum jump for 8 S T S N P W ) A e
an initial Fock state with !
n = 3, the number of thermal - |
photons being also equal to L |'P ( 0) ): |3 )
three (After [13]) 6 =93 |
©5+ - -
[1s]
S

3 fmm —— - — .
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is equal to three. We have verified that the probability distribution for the number
of photons is a Bose—Einstein distribution, as long as the observation is done over a
sufficiently large time.

Figure 16.6 displays two different views of the evolution of the photon number
population |a,|? of an initial coherent state.

These figures clearly exhibit the dual nature of the system dynamics, with
quantum jumps interspersed by non-unitary evolutions. In the displayed realization,
the vacuum component of the state increases until the first quantum jump occurs.
This jump corresponds to the addition of a thermal photon to the system, leading
to the disappearance of the vacuum component. The second jump corresponds to
the absorption of a photon from the cavity field, leading to the reappearance of
the vacuum state. The combination of the non-unitary evolution with the quantum
jumps finally leads to a Fock state, which under the action of the reservoir keeps
jumping, in such a way that the photon number distribution over a long time span
reproduces the Bose—Einstein distribution. This process is illustrated in Fig. 16.7,
which displays the time evolution of the Q distribution for the field, defined for each
realization as Q = |{a|y)|?/m, where |a) is a coherent state with amplitude c.

The initial Q distribution is a Gaussian, corresponding to the initial coherent state
|ag), with g = /15/2(1 + §). This distribution evolves into the one corresponding
to a Fock state, with a number of photons that keep jumping around the thermal
value (n)g = 2, in the same way as shown in Fig. 16.5.

16.6.2 Diffusion-Like Evolution

We consider now the evolution corresponding to the situation displayed in Fig. 16.4.
We consider as initial state the same coherent state as in Fig. 16.8, the reservoir tem-
perature being also the same as before ({n)y, = 2). In this case, the system evolves
according to the homodyne stochastic Schrédinger equation given by (16.79). After
some time, the Q function approaches a distorted Gaussian, with a mild amount of
squeezing along the direction of the axis corresponding to the real part of «. The
centre of this Gaussian keeps diffusing in phase space, so that after a long time span
the time-averaged distribution coincides with the Bose—Einstein distribution.

16.6.3 Analytical Proof of Localization

For the quantum jump situation, it is actually possible to demonstrate that the system
evolves towards a Fock state, for non-zero temperatures.

We first define two kind of variances, for an arbitrary operator O.

For the Hermitian case

(A0%) = (0%) — (0)?, (16.80)
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Fig. 16.7 Evolution of the Q function, for the quantum jump approach, and an initial coherent

state, with o = 4/ 1—25(1 + i). The reservoir temperature corresponds to two thermal photons

(average). The initial Gaussian, corresponding to a coherent state, evolves into a distribution
corresponding to a jumping Fock state (After [13])

and for the non-Hermitian case

| AO |* = (0T = (0"))(0 — (0))
= 0'0 - (0")0 - 07(0) — (0)(0), (16.81)

so that

(l A0 P) = (0"0) — (0")(0). (16.82)
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Fig. 16.8 Evolution of the Q function, for the quantum jump approach, and an initial coherent

state, with g = 4/ 1—25(1 + 7). The reservoir temperature corresponds to two thermal photons

(average). The initial Gaussian, corresponding to a coherent state, evolves into a distorted Gaussian,
whose centre diffuses in phase space (After [13])

In particular,we are interested in two quantities

01 = (| Aa ?), (16.83)
0> = (| An ?), (16.84)

that measure the distance of the state from being a coherent or a Fock state,
respectively.
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We start with the quantum jump equation

[ 4y) = —H | )5t

_% > (CLCn = (CINCu)) | )81

Cin
+)( —1) | ¥)8N,. (16.85)
m [ ChC
with
M(SN,,) = (C C,)ét, (16.86)
SNuSNy = NSy (16.87)

We will calculate, using Ito’s rule of calculus, Qjand Q; for T = 0(C = VT a)

and T > 0(C; = /() + Dya. Co = /y{n)na’).
We first develop some general expressions, which will be applied to calculate the
above variances.

dO0) =(dy O [¥) + (¥ | O|dy) + (dy | O | dy)
= —%([0, H])8t — %({0, C'CY)ét + (0)(CTC)ét

({(cfoc) —(cfc)(0))
(cfe)

SN, (16.88)

and similarly for the case in which several jump operators are present.
For the variance of a non-Hermitian operator, we have

d((| A0 *)) = d(070) — (0)d(0") — (0")d(0)
—d(0")d(0). (16.89)

After a simple calculation, one gets
i
d(| a0 ) = —£([I AO |, H))8t

—%({| AO |2, CTCY) 8t

+{] A0 P)(CTC)81— (| AO |*)6N

N (ctotocy(ctc) — (ctofcy(ctoc)

(CONCTO) SN.  (16.90)
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In the Hermitian case, on the other hand, we get
] 1
d((A0?) = —%([AOZ,H])& —S(ta0kciepsr

+(AO*)(CTC)8t — (AO*)SN

(cto*c)(ctc) — (ctoc)(ctoc)
(ctey(cte)

SN. (16.91)

Now we specialize to several cases

(@ T=0,0=a; C= Jya; H=hod a.
Using the above general expressions, we write

d({| Aa ) = [~y(a'aa’a) = 2y(a'a) (") (a)
+7(a'a){a'a) + 2 (a'a"a)(a) + % (a'aa") a)
Z aaTa aT Z aTaa aT
+2 (aa'a)(a") + % (a'aa) (a")J61

—(a'a)8N + (a’)(a)SN
(a'a’aa)(a’a) — (aTa'a)(aTaa)
(ata)(afa)

SN. (16.92)

The above results are strictly neither positive nor negative, so we cannot draw
any conclusion, however, for the statistical mean

d((| Aa ?) _ 2
ML)~y aa )
v{(Aa")a'a)(a"aAa)
- @a) <0, (16.93)

so, in the mean, the system goes to a coherent state, which, in this case, is the
vacuum.
b) T>0;0=a; C; = /((n)w+ Dya, C = /y(n)na', H= hwa'a
The reader can easily verify, with a little algebra, that, in this case, neither
d({| Aa |?)) or MA({| Aa |?)) are strictly negative.
() T>0,0=a"a;C, = /({n) + Dya,Cy = /y(n)na', H = hwa'a
In this case, as shown in Appendix F, d((Aa’a)?) is not negative, but
Md((Ada’a)?) is

fa)? ta)ata)(ata(Aat
Md((A(;z a)”) = (e + 1) ((Ad'a)a’a){a"a(Aa"a))
! (a'a)
aa‘)aa)(aa’ (Aaa’
—y((nm)((A Jad'){aa (Aad)) <0. (16.94)

(aa’)
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So O, is strictly diminishing in the mean, even at 7 > 0. Since Q; is not,
the final state will not be the vacuum. It is easy to show from (16.94) that
M[d((Aa’a)?)/df] = 0 if and only if the state of the system is a Fock state. This
result shows therefore that any initial state approaches eventually a Fock state | n),
with n fluctuating with a mean (n),.

16.7 Conclusions

The dynamics of dissipative quantum systems is often described through Master
Equations for the reduced density matrix, obtained by tracing the degrees of freedom
of the reservoir and making the usual Markov—Born approximation.

However, in recent years, monitoring single quantum systems has become a
reality in Paul traps, micromasers, etc., so new methods have been searched, through
the evolution of state vectors.

The two methods discussed in this chapter are the Monte Carlo wavefunction or
quantum jump method, involving random finite discontinuities, and the Stochastic
Schrodinger equation characterized by a diffusive term added to the equation for the
state vector, generally associated to a homodyne measurement.

We propose here a physical interpretation of the Quantum Jump approach and
the Homodyne Stochastic Schrodinger Differential Equation, using as an example
the damping of one field mode in a cavity at temperature 7.

This field-damping mechanism can be modeled as an atomic beam, whose upper
and lower population ratio is given by the Boltzmann factor, crossing a lossless
cavity.

The quantum jump trajectory can be interpreted as a continuous monitoring of
the outgoing two-level atoms, which are resonant with the cavity mode. We show
both numerically and analytically that this continuous measurement on the reservoir
leads, for each trajectory, to a pure Fock state. At a later time and due to the non-zero
temperature, a thermal photon may produce a jump to a different Fock state, thus
leading, as time goes on, to a series of Fock states, whose statistics will reproduce
the thermal distribution.

In the case of the Homodyne Stochastic Schrédinger Differential Equation, the
proposed damping mechanism consists of a three-level atomic beam, with a split
ground state, whose population ratio of the upper and lower levels is given by the
Boltzmann factor. The atoms cross again a lossless cavity, being resonant with the
mode of the field under consideration. A second field is externally applied, with the
same frequency but different polarization, so that each of the two fields connects
the upper atomic state with a different lower sub-level. If this external field is a
strong classical field, we show analytically that the Stochastic Schrodinger Equation
describing the behaviour of the quantum field in the cavity corresponds precisely to
the Homodyne Stochastic Schrédinger equation.

The beam is then continuously monitored as it exits the cavity. Numerically, one
observes, for low temperatures, that the state of the field goes to a mildly squeezed
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state, centred around a value of & which diffuses in phase space, in such a way that
the time-averaged distribution again reproduces the thermal state.

Recently, the Monte—Carlo simulation has been used to describe spontaneous
emission [20], two-photon processes [21]. Also, there has been several publications
related to quantum diffusion and localization [22-27]

Problems

16.1 The Lindblad form of the master equation is not unique.
Show that if we transform

D, =T'C,T,
where T is a unitary transformation, the Master equation is unchanged. However,

the nature of the jumps have changed, since now the system may jump to one of the
states

D | 9(0)

with a probability
8pm = (¢ | D},Dn | )51 .

16.2 Derive a Linear Stochastic equation equivalent to the Master equation.
Hint: See [11].
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Chapter 17
Atom Optics

This chapter is an introduction to Atom Optics.

Atom optics [1], in analogy with electron or neutron optics, deals with manipu-
lation of matter waves. As such, they are characterized by a wavelength, which is
the de Broglie wavelength Agz = % and the momentum p = mv.

The momentum of a typical atom is larger than that of a typical photon, absorbed
or emitted by that atom.

There are several advantages of using atoms instead of photons for optical
experiments.

1. Atoms have a non-zero rest mass, which is interesting when, for example we
want to detect gravitational waves.

2. Atoms, as opposed to neutrons or electrons, are less susceptible to stray fields,
but cannot be manipulated as easily as the charged particles.

3. Atoms have variable velocities, and as a result, one can in principle, control its
de Broglie wavelength.

4. Atoms are easy and cheap to produce, as compared, for instance, with neutrons.

5. A very important aspect of the atom optics is that atoms have internal structure,
which can be probed and modified using light.

17.1 Optical Elements

In general, a typical atom optics experiment consists of a source, optical elements
and a detector.

Sources, in general, provide a well-collimated, monochromatic atomic beam.

Sources can be fast or slow. Among the sources of slow atoms are thermal
expansions, with a Maxwellian velocity distribution. This type of sources are in
general easy to operate and have a large flux. Within the fast type, when the reservoir
pressure is increased, supersonic sources can be created, with a narrow longitudinal
velocity distribution, typically a Gaussian distribution.

© Springer International Publishing Switzerland 2016 281
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For some experiments, a better controlled atomic source is required. These
slow beams are produced loading atoms from thermal sources into an atomic trap
and then release them in a controlled fashion. As these atoms are extremely cold
(30 uK), we may have a small velocity spread and large de Broglie wavelength.

A large number of different schemes have been used for the detection of atomic
beams. Neutral atom can be collected using hot wire detectors, which absorb the
atom briefly and ionize it. The ions are then detected as a current proportional to the
incident atomic flux.

On the other hand, atoms in a metastable state can be detected by ionization
followed by Auger neutralization.

Another versatile detection method in atom optics is laser-induced fluorescence.

In recent years, a large amount of effort has been put into developing optical
elements, such as mirrors (for example, reflection of sodium atoms from evanescent
waves [2, 3]), lenses, beam splitters etc.

An interesting note is that although the atom optics experiments belong to the
decades of the 1980s and 1990s, the diffraction of atoms was actually performed as
early as 1929, by Stern et al. [4].

17.2 Atomic Diffraction from an Optical Standing Wave

The diffraction of an atomic beam by an optical standing wave can be easily
visualized as a follows: the standing wave acts as a phase grating for the atoms,
splitting the incoming plane wave in a series of plane waves, separated by an integer
number of photon momentum units Ak (See Fig. 17.1).

Fig. 17.1 Atomic beam
crossing and being deflected
by a standing wave

Atomic Beam

AN
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In the present theoretical treatment, we will be using the Raman—Nath approx-
imation that consists in neglecting the transverse Kinetic Energy of the atoms. We
will also assume near resonance between the field and a couple of atomic levels.
One of the first experimental observation of this effects was achieved by Moskowitz
et al. [5], in 1983. An improved version was done by Martin et al. in 1987 [6]. In
this experiment, low velocity sodium atoms (27%) are diffracted by a near resonant
standing wave of light. There have been several other experiments [7—10].

17.2.1 Theory

The deflection of atoms by standing waves has been, for some years, a subject of
considerable interest, in particular, in connection with atomic interferometers.

When the standing wave is intense, classical fields are adequate. However, with
the modern experimental tools, we may observe in the near future, diffraction from
a few photons, where quantum effects are important. Also, spontaneous emission
plays a role. In this particular treatment, we will assume the detuning to be
sufficiently large, as to neglect this effect altogether.

Now, consider a collimated atomic beam traveling in the y direction (see
Fig. 17.2).

The individual atoms are deflected by the photons. The field induces absorption
and emission. As a result of this interaction, the atomic transverse momentum
spreads. This behavior can be understood in terms of travelling waves. The atom
absorbs a photon, thus gaining Ak transverse momentum from one of the travelling
waves and can emit a photon into the other travelling wave, thus changing its own
momentum in 2#k. This is shown in the Fig. 17.3.

Actually, the above argument is only approximate, because there is a difference
between a standing wave and two travelling waves. In principle, in two travelling
waves, the momentum exchange between the field and the atom can only be finite,

Fig. 17.2 Atomic diffraction z
by a standing wave light field

"—>——“~ 7 Deflection

Atomic Beam

X
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Fig. 17.3 Change of the (Emission) ATOM
atom’s momentum after an p=-hk

absorption and emission <

event. As a result, the atom

gains two units of the ———> Ap =2hk
photon’s momentum ;
p=¢hk (net momentum gain)

(Absorption)

limited by the number of photons available. On the other hand, in the standing
wave, there is an inseparable quantum unit, with zero average momentum. Here
an important role is played by the fixed mirrors, which act as an infinite sink of
momentum, and the amount of momentum exchanged between the standing wave
and the atom is not limited anymore. An interesting discussion on this point is found
in Shore et al. [11].
The Hamiltonian of the system is
»

H= b + hwa'a + hw,0, + hg(a'o_ + aoy) coskx 17.1)
m

where the first term in (17.1) represents the atomic center of mass motion; the
second and third terms are the free field and the internal energy of the two-level
atom respectively. The last term represents the atom-standing wave interaction, with
the 0,, 0+, 0_ are the usual Pauli spin matrices.

The total kinetic energy can be split in a transverse and a longitudinal part

2 2 2
Py
PP By

, (17.2)
2m  2m  2m
Py>PDx,
and the transverse kinetic energy can be written as
2 th
Py (_) s, (173)
2m 2m '
where we defined
Px
S, =—, 17.4
c= (17.4)

where S, is just the transverse momentum change, in units of a photon momentum.
Normally (although this is not really necessary) one assumes that initially the
transverse momentum is zero, and we define an | m) basis, with m integer, such
that

S, |m)y=m|m). (17.5)
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We define also
§* = exp(Likx) . (17.6)
It is simple to see that
[st.s7] =0, (17.7)
[S.5%] = £5% .

As we can see, the ST, S~ operators are the step operators for the center of mass
momentum of the atom, such that:

ST im)y=m+1), (17.8)

The Hamiltonian can be written now as:

2

hw,o.
—heRSZ+§—+ha)aa+ L

%g(afa_ +aoy)ST+57). (179

Now, the quantity w(a'a+o0.) is a constant of motion, because it commutes with
the total Hamiltonian. Also, the longitudinal kinetic energy is very large and can be
considered approximately as a constant, so these three terms can be eliminated from
the energy, getting

hAao,

H = hegS* + 3

h
+ ?g(cfro_ Faoy) (ST +S57). (17.10)

Now, we use the | n) | m) basis, and because o, + a'a is a constant of motion,
we write the wave function as:

m=-400 1 0
)= )" |:C;n|n)|m)(0)+c;+l’m|n+l) |m)(1):| . (17.11)
m=—00

We now write the Schrodinger equation

a1y | W) = (17.12)

ot
[ r0(0) o ()
_hate ettt (o) = G tn 0 1m (1)

m=—00
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+h€R'"=Z+°°m2[c,;,| n) | m) ((1)) = Copin [ n+1) [ m) (?)}

m=—00

m=—400 C;;n«/n +1|n+D)(m+1)+|m—1)) ((1))
v |+ Vi T et 1)+ fm=1) (o)

hg
2

Finally, by comparing ((l))and ((1)) terms, we get

'_dC;;ﬂ A 2\ 4 8 _ -~

= = (G F )G+ SV G + Gl - (713)
dC, 1, A -
i— dJ;l, = (—5 + egm*)Copy, + gvn +1[ch_ +ch]-

Equations (17.13) are quite general and exact.

17.2.2 Particular Cases

(A A=0,p;=0.
This is the Raman—Nath regime with no detuning. If we also assume that
n > 1, so that g+/n + 1 = constant, then (17.13) reduce to

dc
i~ = g«/n T 1[Coot + Cost] - (17.14)

The difference-differential equation for the Bessel functions is
d
2d—ZJn(Z) = Jp-1(2) = Jn+1(2) - (17.15)

Thus, by direct comparison between (17.14) and (17.15) , we get
Cn = (—)"Jn(Q2) , (17.16)
with Q = g\/m, or
Pon(®) = J2 (g«/mt) . (17.17)
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If instead of having initially a Fock state, we have a general superposition of
Fock states, distributed with probability W,,, we get

Po(t) = io:o W,J2 (g fr lt) . (17.18)

n=0

Equation (17.18) gives the probability distribution for the transverse momen-
tum of an atom after an interaction time ¢ with a standing wave light field for
any given initial field distribution. The momentum distribution of the atom is a
signature of the field this atom interacted with.

Figures 17.4 and 17.5 show P,,(t) for gt = 10 and gz = 100, for a Fock state
with n = 9. We notice that the maximum of the Bessel function J,,, (g n+ 1t)
happens when m ~ g+/n + 1t and then it sharply drops to zero, as we see from
these figures [12].

We also show the momentum distribution for a squeezed state in Figs. 17.6
and 17.7.

We notice that the case A = 0 is not very realistic, because spontaneous
emission has not been considered [13, 14].

Fig. 17.4 Momentum <1072 T T
distribution of atoms
scattered off a Fock state 6 gt =10 |
n =9, and gr = 10 (After P
m
[12])
2 -
| |
0 10 30
T
Fig. 17.5 Momentum <1072 i .
distribution of atoms - -
scattered of a Fock state with gt =100
n =9 for gt = 100 (After
[12]) P
s — o
2 — -
|
0 10 30
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Fig. 17.6 Momentum
distribution for the atoms
interacting with a squeezed
state with @®> = 9 and r = 50
and gt = 15 (After [12])

Fig. 17.7 Momentum
distribution for the atoms
interacting with a squeezed
state with ¢ = 9 and r = 50
and gt = 30 (After [12])
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gt=15
1
40 80
m
gt= 30
1
80 160
m

However, for large A, the model, again, is reasonable.

(b) A > g /n,egm?.

If we consider the Raman—Nath approximation (57*2” ~ 0), it is not difficult

to show that for a large detuning, one can write an approximate effective

Hamiltonian:
hg ST +S§-
Vet = TaZaTa (T) , (17.19)
where, this time ST = exp £2ikx, S, = zg—*kx Notice, that this definition is

similar to that of the previous case, except that the transitions are in steps of

two photon momentum units.

We also notice in this case, that both o, and a’a are constants of motion, and
therefore, there is only one index left m = %, and

I‘P)=ZCm|m)(é) , (17.20)

and Schrodinger’s equation can be written as

dCy lg)*n
- 2A

dr

(Cp=1 + Ciug1) » (17.21)
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2 . . . . .
where t = |2|LA’" is a one-dimensional scaled time and the procedure to arrive to

the (17.21) is the same to the one used in the previous section.
The solution of (17.21) is

. lg*n
wan = (—1)" I , 17.22
Cn, (l)J(2A T ( )

where the formula (17.22) is only valid for even m.

In the Fig.17.8, we show a comparison of the theoretical predictions
presented here with the experimental observation.

Fig. 17.8 Diffraction 0!,) 0.2
patterns for different N
velocities v, which can be

done experimentally by tilting

the standing wave with

respect to the atomic beam. 0.1
(a) v, = 0.06%,

(b)v, = 1.22% (c) v
v, = 1.68% (Solid line
experimental, dashed line
theory, after [6])

o
S—
o

=
—
o

probability
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17.3 Atomic Focusing

Lenses are important elements in many optical systems. In atomic optics, a possible
application to lenses for atoms are found in the fields of microscopy and lithography.

The typical resolution of a diffraction limited microscope is determined by
the wavelength. The instant success, for instance, of electron microscopy is that
wavelengths much smaller than optical can be achieved. A particle with a kinetic
energy E, has a de Broglie wavelength Aqp = «/#7 Atomic resolution is possible,
but in the Kev range, which may damage the sample.

On the other hand, for atoms, with much larger mass, the same resolution is
possible but with much lower energies.

Another important application of lenses is in atomic lithography, where atoms
are deposited into a surface with a very high resolution. An example of such an
experiment is the one by McClelland et al. [15] (see Fig. 17.9).

17.3.1 The Model

We consider a collimated beam of atoms of mass m moving in the x-z plane along
x = k > 0. We will assume that the atoms are prepared in such a way that they
can be modelled by two-level atoms [16, 17]. The interaction region —L<z<0 (or
interaction time T = v%), the atoms cross an orthogonal one-mode standing light
wave detuned by A. The longitudinal velocity v, of the atoms along the beam axis
(z-axis) is considered to be sufficiently large, so that the spatial dependence of the
field in z can be replaced by a time dependence ¢ = vi

Fig. 17.9 A typical image of
chromium lines created by
atomic deposition. The image
shows a 2 um by 2 um region
(After [15])
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The Hamiltonian is [18]

[72

2m

how,

H = + hwa'a + 5 O + hlaTo_g(x) + aoyg(x)] . (17.23)

In (17.23), g(x) is the space-dependent dipole of the atomic transition. In the
limit of high detuning, and keeping the kinetic energy, we have

2 h 2
L N (17.24)

H =
eff m A

In the above limit, again, o, a’a are constants, and we neglect the effects of the
spontaneous emission.

We consider a relatively narrow atomic beam, so that the usual sinusoidal
coupling constant can be expanded

. 2mx 271G\ ?
| g¢(x) |*=]| Gsm(T) &= (T) X (17.25)

We now expand the quantum mechanical states in the following basis

e +o00
Z Z/ dx' | jonx 0)(,nx t|=1, (17.26)

j=— 4 n=0Y"

(., % t | k,mx" 1) = jk8nm5(x/ —x").

We notice that if the atoms are in the lower state at ¢+ = 0, they remain there all
the time. Thus, for A < 0, we get a harmonic oscillator

d P2 mwx®
.h_ L) /7t lIJ = \—n, /,t = o \IJ 5 17.27
ihg (=on ot [ W) = (—ondor | 25 4 2 ) (17.27)
for each n, with a frequency
5 2h (272G’ (17.28)
w,=——|——] n. .
" Am \ A

17.3.2 Initial Conditions and Solution

In a real experiment, the lateral velocity of the atoms, before entering the interaction
region is, in general, not exactly zero. Also, the orthogonal alignment between the
beam and the standing wave has certain deviation from orthogonality, etc. All these
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effects can be included in the fluctuation of the lateral position k as well as the initial
lateral momentum p. Therefore, we will model all these effects by a Gaussian

) 1 1 (X =\ i ,,
(—,n,x,t=—T|‘P)=wn\/ﬁeXp S\=) =01,

(17.29)

where wy, is the initial field amplitude, assumed to be a pure state Y w, | n).

During the time the atom is going through the interaction region (from t = —T
to t = 0), the dynamics is that of a Gaussian wave packet in a harmonic potential
[19]. After traversing the interaction region, the atoms become free again (from
t = 0 to > 0). By applying the free propagator to the previous result, one gets a
time-dependant Gaussian

2 VA / 2
| (=2 1| ®) |2=%exp{—[x X"(DT)(;; ”"(T)IH . (17.30)

whose width D, (¢) is

1

s \2 ) ,) 2
(m) [t cos(w, T) + sin(w,T)] } . (17.31)

D,(r)=d
+[cos(w,T) — wyt sin(w, T))?

The definitions of x/,(T), v,,(T) are

o cos(@T + @)
, _sin(wT + ¢)
p(I) = P @)
tang = .
MWk

The physical picture emerging from these results is quite simple. A classical mass
subjected to the harmonic potential, after the interaction time 7 has as solutions
x'(T), p'(T) with initial conditions x'(0) = «, p’(0) = p.

17.3.3 Quantum and Classical Foci

From (17.30), we see that the classical trajectory of the n-th wave packet is

X =x(T)— v (Tt (17.33)
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and in the paraxial approximation (¢ < 1), the incoming atoms all intersect at

x ——L ¢sc(w,T)
= ! , (17.34)
77 = cot(w,T)
which we call the classical focus.
On the other hand, from (17.31), one can write D,, as

2 n 1 2
D,=d [(% + sin? (p,,) (Wnt — wat?)? + > — :| ,
P cos? ¢, + y2¢?2sin” g,
(17.35)

with

K or—1
cos g2 + y2¢2sin’ g, |

wntzf = sin ¢, cOS @, (17.36)

- md? W T
X = AT y@n = Wpl .
From (17.35) and (17.36), it is clear that the beam converges at the position
& =vitl, (17.37)

and we define the quantum focus at this position. The value of D, at the quantum
focus becomes

DY) = d : (17.38)

cos @2 + x2p2sin’ g,

_ 2
Zﬁ;lz (525), then x?¢? > 1, and we

If one is restricted to photon numbers n > 3
G

have focusing, in the sense that D(#%) < d.

17.3.4 Thin Versus Thick Lenses

In many experimental situations, the particle trajectories are only slightly deflected,
which in the present notation, means that ¢, < 1, for all relevant n values. This is
the thin lens condition. According to (17.34), different rays coming with the same
p but different « all intersect at

x¢ 1 _p
(ff)%—z( m)T, (17.39)
<n (% Uz

1

ne

which implies that the focal length z¢ goes as
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If we assume a ‘classical’ light, that is a coherent state

Ta)”

=l
ool

exp—(a'a) (17.40)

| W

with large (a’a), the single classical focus corresponding to each n will be
distributed over a distance characterized by +/(a‘a), there is the focal spot along
z will have a size of the order of:

—Amv,A?
8hTn2G2(ata)?
centered at

o —Amv.A?
Yo = 8hTwn2G(ata)

The spot width in x will be

D () = —AN (17.41)
M) = 872G2dT (ata) :

which does not contain % nor the atomic mass m.
The thin lens is convergent. However, if ¢, > %, the classical focus becomes
negative, and we speak of a divergent lens.

17.3.5 The Quantum Focal Curve

If we introduce (17.36) in (17.33), we have the quantum focus

(2)-(s)
- , (17.42)
=4 XL,

where x and z have been parametrized

L (17.43)
2+ I2s?

CnSn lﬁ —1
z ’
Wy 2+ Bs?

Cn:v

2
d“mw,

h

¢, = cosw,T,s, =sinw,T, [, =
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Fig. 17.10 Quantum focal distribution for y = 0.4(a), x = 1(b), x = 4(c). For large y, all foci
concentrate close to the origin (After[18])

Equation (17.42) is the parametrized focal curve. For large y, it approaches, with
growing n to

1 2
(| & | —5) +o=1. (17.44)

Equation (17.44) describes a double circular lobe (see Fig. 17.10).
Let us assume y¢, 2 1, then one can easily check that:

| =] 7 |,

and the classical and quantum foci become real, for the same value of n. As they
both lie in the trajectory line 17.33, it is evident from the geometry that they should
essentially coincide in position, when close to the z-axis.

In this case, and if: y%¢? sin® @, >| cos ¢, |

| x? 1<« . (17.45)

Classical and quantum foci will then be equally distributed, at

o cos @,

 ~ v, T— ~ 77
®n SIN @y

n °

and we will introduce the subscript f to refer to both.
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In the case of thin lenses, and more generally, whenever | ¢, — mz | 1 hods,
foragivenm = 0,1,2..., and if (17.45) is satisfied, the focal position becomes

L
Ty —— (17.46)
@n(@n — mm)
and
L
- ~— 17.47
&= d ~ o (17.47)

17.3.6 Aberrations

(a) Chromatic
The chromatic aberration arises from the velocity spread in the incident
beam. In other words, instead of having a plane wave with velocity v,, we may
assume an incoherent superposition of plane waves with different velocities.
This implies different interaction times of the atoms. If we consider a velocity
shift v, — v, + dv,, it will produce a shift z, — z, + 8z,

dz,

82y & Bv,
vZ

27 1
= v, T + , 17.48
) [ L sin? %J ( )

for the n-th focus.
Unfortunately, the quantity in the parenthesis is positive and the lens cannot
be made achromatic.
(b) Isotopic
When the atomic species used in the beam consists of various isotopes,
the exact focal length will vary with the mass. For a mass difference between
isotopes dm, the focal shift is:

dd,  Ldm (2, 1
87, ~ém— = — (2 . 17.49
ZC’ mdm 2m (L + sin? (pn) ( )

The isotopic aberration could be used to create lines made of different
isotopes.
(c) Spherical
If we want to take into account the anharmonicity of the potential , we have to
consider quartic terms or the full sinusoidal potential. Both problems are rather
difficult. The sinusoidal potential leads to Mathieu functions.
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Problems

17.1 Show that

ST m) = m+1),
S [m) =[m—1),

where

S* = exp(Likx).

17.2 Show that for the Hamiltonian given by (17.9), the quantity

C = ho(d'a + 0.,),

is a constant of motion.

17.3 Justify the fact that neglecting spontaneous emission in atomic diffraction is
only reasonable if A > g./n.

17.4 Prove (17.30), (17.31), and (17.32).
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Chapter 18
Measurements, Quantum Limits and All That

In this chapter, we study the various quantum limits. We also deal with quantum
non-demolition (QND) as well as continuous measurements.

18.1 Quantum Standard Limit

18.1.1 Quantum Standard Limit for a Free Particle

We, in this section, study the motion of a free particle, or even better, we monitor its
position during a time 7, confining ourselves with only two measurements [1, 2].

We assume, at + = 0, that we measure a free particle’s position with an error
(AXmeasure) 1, Which, according to the uncertainty principle, produces a perturbation
in the momentum

(Ap)pert = ——— . (18.1)
p)P ' 2(Axmeasure)l

Now, a second measurement is performed at time + = 7, and the momentum
perturbation will produce an additional uncertainty in the position

(Ap)penT - ht

> . (18.2)
2m(Axmeasure) 1

(AX)aaa =

Now, if these contributions superpose incoherently, and we assume an error in
the second measurement
(Axmeasure)Za then

(Ax(f))z = (Axmeasure)% + (Axmeasure)% + (Axadd)2 5 (183)
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and replacing (18.2) in (18.3), we can minimize the above expression, making

d(A 2
% —-0. (18.4)
d(Axmeasure) 1
The optimum happens for: (Axmeasure); = Z_rfu thus giving an optimum for
(Ax(7))(@f (Axmeasure)§ =0)
[ht
(AX(‘L’)) = AXSQL = Z . (185)

Also, we get for Ap

[ mh
APSQL = E . (186)

On the other hand, if one could prepare the state of the system, then we repeat
the argument

x(z) = x(0) + £ (Z)t , (18.7)

whose variance is

Ap(0 2.2
(82 = (x0)7 + POV (A Ap(©)+ Ap0)ax0) = (188
and if we prepared the system in a “contractive state”, such that
(Ax(0)Ap(0) + Ap(0)Ax(0)) <O, (18.9)

then one could beat the standard quantum limit [3].

18.1.2 Standard Quantum Limit for an Oscillator

Consider a harmonic oscillator with a mass m and angular frequency w, with

pr 1
Hy = *— + —ma?x*, (18.10)
2m 2
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and a number of quanta

Hy 1
=———. 18.11
ho 2 ( )
As the harmonic oscillator is quantum mechanical, one has
[x.p] = in, (18.12)

AxA >h
xXAp = 5.

when such an oscillator is in the ground state, the variance of x and p has the
minimum allowed by the uncertainty principle

Ap h
=2 =/ —, (18.13)
mw 2mw

Ax

which is the half width of the oscillators ground state. Even more generally, in a
coherent state, one has the same uncertainties.

18.1.3 Thermal Effects

Now, we may think that these quantum limits are not very relevant if one has large
classical thermal fluctuations.
When the measurement time 7 is larger than the oscillators’ relaxation time 7*

T>1%, (18.14)

then the criteria to neglect thermal fluctuations is

kpT < 5 (18.15)

The above criteria could correspond to extremely low temperatures.

For short measurements (tr < t1*), the condition is less stringent on the
temperature. As a matter of fact, the above condition is not valid because the energy
exchange with the oscillator, on the average, is only a fraction k7.

One can show that the thermally induced fluctuations for 7 << 7* are

kgTT
Aipermal = | —5— - (18.16)
mw-t
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The direct comparison of the above limit with the quantum standard limit
for the oscillator gives us the criteria to decide whether a system is classical or
quantum mechanical. The system behaves quantum mechanically, in the case of
short measurements if

T
kT — —_—. 18.17
B e << 5 ( )

To verify the above discussion, we borrow a result from the chapter on the

damped harmonic oscillator

h
AxAp = {14 2(n)n [1 —exp(=yD)]} . (18.18)

1

and defining y = t*~', we have two regimes

(@) & >>1,then

AxAp = ;(1 + 2(n)a) (18.19)

and, for the oscillator to be in a quantum regime, the 1 in the above equation
must be much larger than the (n)y,

1
1>> 2y = 2——— (18.20)
exXp 7 — 1
which implies
A
7‘“ >> kgT . (18.21)
(b) & << 1, then
h T
AxAp =3 [1 + (2(n)thf—*>] . (18.22)

The quantity in the square parenthesis in (18.22) should be much less than
one, for the system behave quantum mechanically. That condition implies

T hw

proving the above discussion.
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18.2 Quantum Non-demolition (QND) Measurements

18.2.1 The Free System

The problem of measuring classical signals [2] that are very weakly coupled to
detectors was originally for interest in the research of gravitational wave detection.
In the case of large bar detectors, with masses of the order of 10 tons, the
gravitational waves interact so weakly with these detectors that produce a typical
displacement of the order of 10~!° cm. With such a small signal, the actual position
measurement will introduce a momentum uncertainty that will feed back in extra
position uncertainty, as discussed in the last section, leading to a quantum standard
limit

7
AxsqL = ,/i ~5x 10" cm, (18.24)

for a typical gravitational wave period of 1073 s.

As we can see, the minimum uncertainty introduced in the first measurement has
made it impossible to detect with certainty whether the gravitational wave has acted
on the detector.

On the other hand, if one tries to detect p rather than x, something non-trivial
from the experimental point of view, the error in p produces an added uncertainty
in x, according to the uncertainty principle. However, this added noise will not feed
back to p, as for a free particle, p is a constant of motion. Therefore, a second
measurement of p can be made, with the same accuracy as the first one.

This is an example of a “Quantum Non-demolition measurement”’(QND), to
avoid the “back action” of the measurement on the observed variable.

In the optical domain, QND experiments have been realized [4—7] based on the
Kerr coupling of a signal field to be measured with a probe field, whose phase is
changed linearly with the number of photons of the signal.

Here, we will discuss another proposal [8], where photons are stored in a
microwave resonant cavity, and they are detected by measuring the phase shift of
the electric dipoles of non-resonant Rydberg atoms crossing such cavity.

In this way, weak fields (with a small photon number) can be monitored
continuously, with no back action on the number of photons. In this example, the
detector is the atomic beam crossing the microwave cavity.

As we already mentioned, the original research on QND measurements was
triggered by the desire of monitoring a very weak force, acting on a harmonic
oscillator, with an accuracy better than the quantum standard limit.

Braginsky et al. [9] proposed what they baptized as the ‘Quantum Non-
demolition measurement’, where one monitors an observable of the oscillator,
which has to be measured many times, with each measurement being completely
determined by the result of an initial precise measurement. Such an observable we
call ‘Quantum Non-demolition observable’.
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To fix some ideas, let us assume that we have a system described by a
Hamiltonian Hg and we want to measure an observable (Hermitian operator) Ag that
could be, for example, the number of quanta of the harmonic oscillator, to monitor
a classical force produced, in this particular example, by the gravitational wave.

In the optical case, Ag could be the photon number of a field. The measurement
of Ay, however, is not made directly, but through the detection of a probe observable
Ap, conveniently coupled to the system, during the measurement.

The above definition of a QND observable can be used to derive its condition.

For the moment, we neglect the interaction to the probe, or measuring apparatus.

Now we assume a sequence of measurements of Ag, assuming that we have no
control over the state of the system.

Also, we denote by | As, as)the normalized eigenstate of Ag(t,), with

AS |A5,0ls) = AS |A5,0ls) s (1825)

where oy labels the degeneracy index.
As a result of a first measurement, one gets the eigenvalue Ay of Ag(fy), and the
eigenstate, after this measurement is

| ¥ (1)) =D Cu| Ag.t) . (18.26)

In the interval between the first and the second measurement, in the Heisenberg
picture | V(7)) =| ¥ (#)), that is the state does not change.

If a second measurement at ¢ = ¢ is to produce a predictable result, it means that
all the states | Ao, @) must be eigenstates of Ag(t,), but in general, with different
eigenvalue

As(t1) | Ao, a) = fi1(Ao) | Ao, @) . (18.27)

As the above result is true for all the eigenvalues of Ag(#), we must have

As(t1) = fi(As(to)) . (18.28)
For a QND measurement at times t = fy, f1, . . ., t,, one must have
As(ti) = fi(As(t0)). k= 1,2, .n, (18.29)

where f;, is a real function.
For a continuous measurement, or at arbitrary times, one writes

As(1) = f(As(to): 1, 7o) (18.30)
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The above condition is satisfied by a constant of motion, which in the absence of
interactions satisfies

dAs(r)
dr

0As(1)
ot

i
=z [As(1), Hs] + . (18.31)
In a harmonic oscillator, x and p are not QND observables; however, N is
conserved. In the case of a free particle, x is not a QND variable but p is.
Another way of expressing the QND condition (18.30) is

[As(1),As(H] = 0. (18.32)

18.2.2 Monitoring a Classical Force

Once we have defined a continuous QND observable , and a QND measurement,
satisfying the condition given in (18.32), we consider its application to monitoring
a classical force F(¢). The procedure is the following: we make a sequence of QND
measurements and detect the changes the classical force produced in the precisely
predictable values of the QND variable, in the absence of the force.

We would like to go even further and actually monitor the time dependence of
the force with arbitrary accuracy, satisfying the following conditions [2]:

(a) The measuring apparatus and its coupling to the system can produce arbitrarily
precise measurements.
(b) The (k + 1)-th measurement at time #; must be uniquely determined as a result
of an initial measurement at time #y and the history of F(¢) between ¢, and #.
For the (b) condition to be satisfied, one must have

A1) = f(A(t): F(D); 1, 10) (18.33)

h<f<t.

In the above condition, A(f) is a Heisenberg operator evolving with a
Hamiltonian that includes a coupling term to the apparatus.
(c) From the history of the measured values of A(¢), one should in principle, derive
F(#). This implies that the above condition (18.33) should be invertible.

Now, we concentrate in the measuring apparatus and its interaction with the
system.
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18.2.3 Effect of the Measuring Apparatus or Probe

We assume that we want to measure a quantum observable Ag of the system S by
detecting it indirectly, that is by measuring the change in an observable of a probe
Ap, during a time interval 7.
We notice that here we talk about measuring a quantum observable Ag, thus
generalizing the argument of monitoring a classical force of the previous section.
The Hamiltonian of the system coupled to the probe is

H = Hs + Hp + H; (18.34)

where Hg and Hp are the free terms for the system and probe respectively, and H; is
their interaction.
To do this measurement, the interaction Hamiltonian must depend on Ag, that is

0H,
— #0. 18.35
oA 7 (18.35)

On the other hand, if we are doing this measurement indirectly through another
quantum observable Ap, and if furthermore, we want to monitor it with several
measurements, then Ap must respond to Heisenberg’s equation, as a dynamic
variable, or in other words, we require that

[Ap, Hi] #0 . (18.36)

Finally, and most importantly, we have the original QND restriction given
by (18.32), which, in this model implies

[As,H] =0, (18.37)

in the particular case when there is no explicit time dependence of the variables

MAs 0)
ot :
Equations (18.35), (18.36), and (18.37) describe completely a QND measure-

ment, and they will be instrumental in describing a particular QND measurement
scheme in an optical system, presented in the next section.

18.3 QND Measurement of the Number of Photons
in a Cavity

18.3.1 The Model

An interesting example of a time-independent QND measurement is the one
involving cavity quantum electrodynamics [8].
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Fig. 18.1 Three-level atom
used in the QND
measurement of the photon
number in the cavity
£ _ _ __ _ _
6 F | a >
w
“ab
b >
“be
le >

We assume a beam of three-level atoms interacting non-linearly and non-
resonantly with a signal field.

What we want to measure as accurately as possible, is the photon number of the
signal field and the probe is the atomic beam.

In order to do this detection efficiently, the atoms are prepared in Rydberg states,
that is with large dipole moments, and the signal is a microwave field, in a high
Q cavity, nearly resonant with a couple of adjacent atomic energy levels, as shown
in the Fig. 18.1, where the three levels are denoted by a,b,c and the atoms cross a
microwave cavity with frequency w, with a relative detuning §

S=w—wu, (18.38)
with w,, = @
We also assume that g;—z" << 1, where g(r) is a position-dependent coupling
constant (position of the atom within the cavity).
If one has the combined atom-field state | b,n), with an unperturbed energy

Ep, + ho(n + %), this level suffers an energy Stark shift

_ hg()n

hi 5

(18.39)
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for E;, < E,, and

hg? 1
A, = _% , (18.40)
for E, > E,,.

Here, we consider the level scheme of the Fig. 18.1, with E;, < E,,.

18.3.2 The System-Probe Interaction

We will assume that the off-resonant level | ¢) is not affected by this field and will
be used for the measurement only.

For the QND measurement purpose, we concentrate, now, in the subspace with
the atomic levels | b)and | c).

The atomic Hamiltonian, in this subspace, is

HY = hape | b)(b |, (18.41)

and, in the presence of the field, the effective Hamiltonian is (a detailed derivation
of such an effective Hamiltonian is found in the chapter of trapped ions)

2
H =h (a)bc n %) | B)(b | . (18.42)

As we mentioned before, we consider the atom as probe to measure the photon
number of the field.

The Hamiltonian for the S—P coupling, from (18.42) is (noticing that n is the
photon number corresponding to the a;as field)

c)e hgz
Hy ' = =agas | b)(b | (18.43)
hgz
== Ta;as(DZCDhC) B
where
Dy =| )b ]| .

The probe observable is defined as the atomic dipole operator:

1
A = Z(DZC —Dse) , (18.44)

quantity sensitive to the atomic phase, something that one could measure.
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If the field contains n photons, the change of atomic phase, after a time interval
t, is

2
Ag = (a);,c + %) s (18.45)

One can easily check that in this system and probe, all the QND measurement
criteria are satisfied.

18.3.3 Measuring the Atomic Phase with Ramsey Fields

Now a device is needed to measure the atomic phase shift Ag. An interesting
possibility is the Ramsey method of two oscillating fields R; and R, as shown in
the Fig. 18.2.

Before entering the cavity, each atom is prepared by a laser in a Rydberg level
| b). Then, the atom interacts with the first Ramsey field (R;), which is a microwave
field at frequency w,, quasiresonant with the b—c transition.

The atom, after this interaction, leaves in a linear superposition of the | b) and | ¢)
states. Then it crosses the cavity, and outside the cavity, it interacts with a second
Ramsey microwave field (R;), with frequency w,.

In the absence of photons, the atomic dipole phase shift introduced by the two
Ramsey fields is

L
®o = (0, — Wpe) — , (18.46)
Vo

where vy is the atomic velocity.

‘ Cavity
]
=l
E Atomic lonization
E Beam Counter
=
—1
—
=
Excitation R Le Ry
1 = =
bt |
Area l
. L
(/b > —state) I

Fig. 18.2 Experimental setup for a QND measurement of photon number in the cavity. The atoms
are initially excited into a Rydberg state | e) by a laser. They cross the cavity between the two
Ramsey fields R; and R,. After that, an ionization detector determines the velocity and state of the
atom
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With n photons in the cavity, this shift becomes
@n = Qo — ne , (18.47)

where € represents the spatial average of the phase shift per photon, that is

g(? L. g(0)’L,
E = _— =
8 Vo 28 Vo

(18.48)

where we assumed that g(r) has a sinusoidal dependence that when averaged (g?)
gives the extra % factor.

We analyze now the interaction in some detail.

Assume that the cavity contains n photons. The atom-field wavefunction, in the
unperturbed representation, can be written as

I 1//atom—ﬁeld) — b;,(n,t) | b,n) + bc(n,t) | c, n) s (18.49)

where by, b. are time-dependent functions because of the R; and R, fields, with
initial conditions

by(n,0) = 1, (18.50)

b.(n,0) =0.

During the passage of the atom through R;, we have the typical couple of

differential equations corresponding to a two-level atom interacting with a single

mode resonant field. If §L is the length of each zone, the interaction time 7 is T = 8—,

v
and we have

° Qr
bo(n.1) = —bi(n.1) (18.51)

Q,
beln.1) = =="beln.).

2, being the corresponding Rabi frequency.
The solutions, satisfying the initial conditions are

Q,
bp(n,t) = cos 71 , (18.52)
Q,
b.(n,t) = —sin —r .
(n, 1) sin > T

After the atom passed the cavity, b, suffers a phase shift whereas b, remains the
same.
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The initial conditions, before entering the second Ramsey zone are

Q,
bp(n) = exp (—ins%) cos 71 , (18.53)

Q,

b.(n) = —sin 71’, (18.54)

with 0 expressing the dependence of the phase shift with time or the inverse
velocity.

In the second zone, the differential equations are the same as the first one, except

for the added phase +¢o*2 that accounts for the shifts between the two Ramsey
fields

g Q, .V
bp(n,t) = > exp (—upojo) bp(n,t) (18.55)

Q,
bc(n,f) = ——exp (i(p()@) be(n,t) .
2 v
After the second Ramsey zone, the solutions are
Qr . Qr .
bp(n) = exp (—ins%) cos’ 71’ — sin® 71 exp (—zqoo%) (18.56)
1 . . Vo
b.(n) = —3 sin 2,7(1 +expi(py —ne) —) .
v

Finally, if we set Q,7 = /2, we get

| pomied) (18.57)
- bb(ns V; @o, 8) | bs n) + bc(}’l, v; ¥o, 5) | c, n) s
with

by(n, v, ¢, &) = eXp(—igo()@) [cos2 Al exp (i(pn@) — sin? ”_vo] i
v 4v v 4v

(18.58)
) I A . Vo
be(n,v; g, &) = —3 sin S [1 + exp (zgonj)] .
The atoms are detected when they leave the second Ramsey zone, by a field-

ionization detector that determines whether the atom is in state | b) or | ¢) and also,
synchronizing it with that laser excitation, one can determine the velocity v.
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Fig‘ 18.3 Pf(p(n)9 (p()’é) feeapd a) b) C)
versus ¢ for a Fock state (a), ok r 1
a coherent state (b) and a -e-o ! 0 3 0 3
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The probability P, of being at c is

P.(n,vigo,8) = 1 — Py =| b |? (18.59)
= sin? 220 ¢os? qonE
2v 2v

If instead of a pure | n) state in the cavity, we have a photon distribution P(n),
then

Pc(p(n), go, &) = Zp(n)Pc(n, V; 90, €) - (18.60)
We may also average over a Maxwellian velocity distribution D(v) thus getting

P.(n,¢p,€) = /D(U)Pc(n,v;goo,s)dv . (18.61)

P.(n, ¢o, &) for e = 27 is shown in the Fig. 18.3, for a Fock state (a), a coherent
state (b) and a thermal state (c), with 7 = 3.

The different fringe patterns allow in principle to distinguish between the various
photon statistics. Because these are probabilities, experimentally we should detect,
for each ¢y, a large number of atoms and the average.

This, of course, implies that the field should be prepared in an initial state with
photon statistics p(n), before each atom crosses the cavity, which can be rather
cumbersome.

It would be more attractive if we had a scheme involving only one realization of
the system, using basically the same experimental setup.

18.3.4 QND Measurement of the Photon Number

We assume a large Q-factor for the cavity and that a bunch of atoms cross it.
At the output, each atom’s velocity and internal state is detected by the counter.
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The state of the atom-field system at the entry of the (k 4 1) atom is given by the
density operator

ppeaem = Z | b.n)(b.n| Py - (18.62)

and after going through the apparatus, will become

pfi‘i‘*a‘om = Z(b;,(n, V;90,€) | b,n) + b.(n,v;90,¢) | c,n)) (18.63)

nan

ka,n,n'(bz (I/l,, V5 @o, 5) <b7 I/l,l +b: (I’l,, V; o, 8) (C’ " |) .

After the atomic measurement, the density operator collapses and it is projected

giving (an | pp<4T4O™ | an), so (o =b,c)

p(a,v) = bd(ns v, @0, S)b;(n,v v, ¢o, s)p B
b >, [ ba(n,v,00,8) 2 75

(18.64)

where we introduced the normalizing denominator, as normalization was lost after
the state collapsed.

This denominator is nothing but P, (p(n), v, @9, €), the probability for the atom
to be found in the | &) state, at a given velocity and for a given photon statistics.

In other words, for an | &) and v measurement

(a,v) _ ba(nv v, @055)192(”: v, @055)

kLt — Po(p(1), v, 90.2) Pkt - (18.65)
If only the atomic velocity is detected
Pt = 2 baln.v. g0, )b (1, v, 90.£)pg i (18.66)
a=b.c
and if the atom is not detected at all
P;(flqnvnzq) /D(v)dv Z bo(n, v, o, €)by (1, v, Q0. €) P - (18.67)

a=b,c

If one is only interested in the photon number distribution, then only the diagonal
part of the field density operator is relevant. Calling p,, = p,, we have several
cases

(a) the atom is detected with velocity v and at the level «

Py(n,v, @, €)

(t,v)

= . 18.68
Digq (0 (n) Po(p(n), v, 00, S)Pk(”) ( )
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(b) The atomic level is not detected

P (n) = [Pu(n, v, 90, €) + Pr(n, v, 00, €) | pe(n) = pi(n) . (18.69)

and the original photon distribution is not changed at all.
(c) If the atom is undetected, then, again

P T = piln) (18.70)

It is interesting to notice that the unread atom does not alter the photon statistics
of the field. As we shall see in the next section, this in general is not true for any
type of measurement and it is a signature of the QND nature of this measurement.

Also, the fact that we are getting, through the probe atom, information about the
field, modifies the field, although no energy exchange took place.

If we start the field in a pure Fock state py(n) = §(n — nx), then

Py(p(n), v, ¢0,€) = Po(n, v, ¢, ) , (18.71)

and no change occurs in the photon statistics

P () = pu(n) . (18.72)

Now, we proceed with the numerical simulation of a continuous QND measure-
ment of the field, initially with a distribution pg(n).

First, we take randomly a velocity v;, and compute P,(p(n),v, @o,€)
from (18.60).

Then we decide the result of the measurement of o (energy level) by comparing
this probability to a random number between 0 and 1. Next, we multiply po(n) by
Py(n,v, ¢, €) and normalize, obtaining p(n), and so on. This iteration leads to

k:lpdp (}’l, Up, Yo, 5)}’0(”)
Z,[Po(n,) ﬂﬁ:l Pap(n,a vpa ®o, 5) ’

pe(n) = (18.73)

This simulation can be carried out for different values of ¢y, .

Starting from a coherent or thermal distribution, one finds a collapse to a Fock
state, as shown in the Fig. 18.4.

As we can see from the figure, a ‘decimation’ process takes place as we increase
the number of detected atoms, until a pure Fock state is reached. This final state
is not a priori predictable, as the whole process depends on random variables that
mimic the measurement process. So, if we repeat this experiment many times, and
considering that we are dealing with QND measurements, the statistics of the result
will coincide with the initial photon statistics po(n).
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Fig. 18.4 Photon number f )
distribution in a QND

sequence. The initial state is
coherent with 7 = 5 (a). The
figures b, ¢, d, e, f,
correspond to the detection of
1,3, 6, 10, 15 atoms
respectively. This run
collapses in the Fock state

n = 3 (After [8])

e) M

d) =

M
c) 5

=] ﬂ_.—l_l_.
)l M-

Photon number distribution

)l mh

|

0 10 20
Photon number

7

What we just described in this section is a particular continuous measurement
without back-action on the measured observable, in this case, the photon number in
a cavity.

In general, in a non-QND measurement, the back-action is present and typically
a Fock state after repeated measurements becomes a different state. This will be
described in detail in the next section.

18.4 Quantum Theory of Continuous Photodetection Process

18.4.1 Introduction

In a series of recent publications, Ueda and co-workers [10, 11], showed that the
quantum properties of the field are generally affected by ‘yes’ and ‘no’ results, that
is a photodetection event or the absence of it, modifying the statistics of the field.
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We start our study with a simple model of a two-level atom detector interacting
resonantly with a one-mode field, ruled by the Jaynes—Cummings Hamiltonian

H = hg(ac' + oa’) . (18.74)
The time evolution of the state vector is

iHt H?*t?

w(r)):[l—T LSS

] 1 (0)). (18.75)

Let the initial state of the detector-field system be (| b) is the lower state and | f)
an unspecified field state)

v (0)) =[b) | f)- (18.76)

After we measure a photon absorption event, the statevector is projected onto the
| @) atomic state, that is (to the lowest approximation)

(a1 ¥(@) =55 4a | a0 +0a | B) 1) (18.77)
=—2alf).

So, the field density operator, after a photodetection event, and up to a normal-
ization constant, changes as

pr — apra’ . (18.78)

On the other hand, if there is no photodetection, during the time interval 7, then
the final atomic state remains in | ), and we have

(b | ¥(v) (18.79)
. 2.2
— [1—’%—%....}1//(0»
t2g2
=|f)— T(b| [07oaa’ + oota'a] | b) | f)
2.2
~ exp(—-ala) | ).

where, in the last step, we assumed that the interaction time is short enough as to
have

t2g2

2

(a'a) << 1. (18.80)
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Fig. 18.5 Photodetection 1
sequence in the times I ]l
0,#,1 .... In between this t
times, no absorption is

detected. The interval

between 0 and 7, is |

subdivided in smaller t |

intervals ] P t

As we see, up to a normalization constant, the initial field density operator, after
a no-absorption event, changes to

2,2 2,2
T T
or — exp(— 8 aTa)pf exp(—TgaTa) . (18.81)
Now, we assume that the ‘yes’ events are detected at times 0, #1, 1, ...,t, and no

events in between, with our photodetector being continuously monitored (Fig. 18.5).
Each period is subdivided in N small intervals 7, so, for example at f;, = Nt

N.Ezgz ; N'ngz
ataypr exp(-~

= exp(—2Rt1aTa)pf exp(—2Rtd'a) ,

or(t1) = exp(— a'a) (18.82)

2
with R = &7

The sequence shown in Fig. 18.5 corresponds to the transformation of the field
density matrix operator, as shown

pr — .. [exp(=2R(t> — t1)a’a)] a [exp(—2Rt1a’a)] ap;(0) (18.83)
a’ [exp(—2Rtia’a)] a’ [exp(—2R(t, — t1)a'a)] . .

We can group all the a’s in one side and the a's on the other, giving us numerical
factors that can be included in the renormalization constant. The result is

[exp(—2Rta’a)| a" ppa™ [exp(—2Rta'a) |
%
Tr [exp(—2Rtata) | amprat™ [exp(—2Rtata)]

(18.84)

which corresponds to the modified density operator after m ‘yes’ counts and ¢
being the total measurement time.

We notice immediately that if the initial state of the field is either a coherent or a
Fock state, their nature does not change, but the state does, that is

| ) —| @ exp(—2Ry)) , (18.85)
| Ny =|N—m) .
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18.4.2 Continuous Measurement in a Two-Mode System:
Phase Narrowing

We consider now the interaction of a three-level A system with two-mode radiation
field , in a high-Q cavity, as shown in Fig. 18.6.

We assume that the A system is initially prepared in a superposition of the split
lower states | b)and | b)

1
V2

Also, we assume that the | b) —| a) transition is resonant with the cavity field
(field b) and that the | b) —| a) transition is driven by a coherent field | ).
The relevant Hamiltonian in this system is

| ¥4(0)) = [| b) + exp(—ip) | b)] . (18.86)

H; = hg(ay | a){b| +az | a){b'| +HC) , (18.87)

Outside the high Q cavity, there is a ionization detector that will tell us if the
atom is in the excited state or in one of the lower states (| b)or | b)).

Following a similar argument to the previous section, it is simple to show that
after the atom is detected in the excited state | @), the field changes as

g2t2
pr(t) = ?Apf(())AT , (18.88)

| a> 6 (o)

|a > detected
Y (0)> e—e—o—0—0—0—0—9

b’ >

| b>

Excited atom detected

0 A by B s t,

Fig. 18.6 Diagram of the proposed continuous measurement scheme
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with
1 :
A= E [a1 + az exp(—ip)] . (18.89)

On the other hand, if the detected atom is not in the excited state, during a
measurement period , then the field changes as

pr(t) = exp(—2RtATA) pr(0) exp(—2RIATA) . (18.90)
Once more, if we have n detections in a total measurement time #, then

exp(—2RtATA)A" pr(0)A™ exp(—2RtATA)

(n)
1) = . 18.91
P Tr(exp(—2RtATA)A" pr(0)AT" exp(—2RtATA)) ( )
We notice that in the ordering process we used the relation
exp (xATA) (A) exp (—xATA) = Aexp(—x) . (18.92)

which adds an extra factor that can be included in the normalization of p;") ().
As an example, we assume that initially both fields are coherent

p0) =| a, B){a, B |, (18.93)
so that
1 .
Ala,B) = 7 [« + Bexp(—ip)] | &, B) , (18.94)

and the density matrix, after n detections becomes

exp(—2RtATA) | a, B){a, B | exp(—2RtATA)

P (1) = :
! Tr {exp(—2RiATA) | o, B){a, B | exp(—2RtATA)}

(18.95)

‘We notice that

o) = o) (18.96)

because for a coherent state, the A” factor becomes a numerical one that can be
absorbed in the normalization constant. In this case, we may say ‘only no counts
count’ [12].

Now, we want to simplify the expression given in (18.19).



320 18 Measurements, Quantum Limits and All That

We define a B operator

B = %(czl — azexp—igp) , (18.97)
with
[A.B] = [A.BT] = (18.98)
[B.B']=1.

Now, we look at the effect of the a; and a, operators on exp(—2RtAA) | o, B).

arexp(—2RIATA) | a, B) = (%)

x exp(ip) exp(—2RtATA) | «, B) (18.99)
= exp(—2RtATA) exp(2RIATA) (A;\/EB)

x exp(ip) exp(—2RtATA) | a, B)
- exp(—ZRtATA) I:IL\/Z;I)_B}

x exp(ip) | a, B) ,

where, in the last step, we used the identity given by (18.92).
Now, from (18.99), we observe that exp(—2RtATA) | a, B) is an eigenstate of a,

with eigenvalue f:

arexp(—2RiIATA) | o, B) = Eexp(—thATA) | o, B) . (18.100)
b= (2L ) expiarn - S@enptio) )|
Similarly, one can show that
ay exp(—2RATA) | «, B) = aexp(—2RATA) | o, B) , (18.101)
= { [M} exp(—2Rr) — % o — B exp(—igo)]} .

So

o0 =|a.B)@. B - (18.102)
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As we can see, as a result of the continuous measurement process, a coherent
state, say | B), has become a new coherent state with a modified amplitude | ).

Thus, there is a phase noise reduction or phase narrowing if | 8 |>>| B |°.
On the other hand, if one of the fields is classical (a;), thatis | ¢ |>>| B |, then
approximately

| Bl= % [1 — exp(~2R7)] . (18.103)
Writing a phase state
o0
|6) = exp(inf) | n) . (18.104)
n=0

one can write an expression for the phase distribution

P'(O) = (0] B)(B6). (18.105)

The above distribution has been numerically evaluated for « = 10,8 = 1, and
various times Rt = 0 (a), Rt = 0.5 (b), Rt = 1 (¢), Rt = 1.5 (d).

In the Fig. 18.7, we observe a striking phase narrowing, that can have interesting
applications in small signal detection.

We can also look at the steady state, when one of the fields (say a,) is in the
vacuum, that is 8 = 0, then, for t — oo

| 0)y —| —% explig)) - (18.106)

We may say that we transferred the coherence from the a; to the a, mode.

Fig. 18.7 Phase distribution 4
for various times (a) Rt = 0;
(b) Rt =0.5; (c) Rt = 1;(d)
Rt = 1.5; The parameters are
a =10, B =1 (After [12]) P(8)

2
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Furthermore, this result is independent of the number of ‘clicks’ (independent
of n), that is the coherence transfer occurs even if we never find an atom in the
excited state [13].

18.5 Generalized Measurements: POVM’s

We study in this section the standard quantum measurement theory and how it can
be generalized, generalization suitable to describe external effects to our initially
closed system, such as measurements, dissipation or noise [14].

18.5.1 Standard Quantum Measurents

The standard quantum measurement theory has the following fundamental postu-
lates:

I. Any observable quantity is associated to a Hermitian operator X that has a
spectral decomposition X = Zj Aj | j){j | .The eigenvalues of this operator
are real and assume non-degenerate. Any measurement of this observable will
give us one of the eigenvalues A; as a possible result of such a measurement.

II. The eigenvectors of X form a basis in Hilbert space. The projectors P; =| j) (j |
span the entire Hilbert space, Zi [Ny l=L
II. From the orthogonality of the states, we have P;P; = P;§;. It follows that P? =
P;, thus the eigenvalues of any projector are O and 1.
IV. The probability that a particular outcome A; as a measurement result is found
to be:

pj = Tr[PjpP;] = Tr [pP;] = Tr [ pP;] (BornRule) (18.107)

V. The state after the measurement is

PipP; PjpP;

= , (18.108)
Tr [PipP;]  Tr[pP;]

P =

if the outcome is A;.
VI. If we perform a measurement without recording the result, the post-
measurement state is a mixed state that can be described by the density
operator p

B=Y _pip=)_ PipP; (18.109)
J J
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In the case of pure states, p =| ¥)( |, the postulate IV becomes p; = (V' |

P | ¥) =| (j | ¥) | in the case of postulate V, the state after measurement
Pilvy  _ _ Pily)
VORI
without looking at the result (postulate VI), the state of the system becomes a mixed

state p = D pj | $i) (¢ 1= 22, Py | v){(¥ | Py.

Of course, the process of measurement is random and we cannot predict the result
of a given measurement, we only know the probability of a given eigenvalue. Thus
quantum mechanics is interpreted, both in the pure or mixed states, as describing
not the given system but as an ensenble of many copies of our system and when we
perform the same measurement on each member of the ensemble, we can predict
the probability with which occur, but in general, we cannot predict the outcome of
an individual measurement. (except if the probability is 1 or 0).

with outcome A; becomes | ¢;) = . Finally, when measuring

18.5.2 Positive Operator Valued Measures: POVM

The set of postulates I-VI can be considered an algorithm to generate a set of
probabilities p; normalized to unity ;P = 1.and the post-measurement states.

A limitation of the standard quantum measurement theory is that the number of
possible outcomes cannot be larger than the dimension of the space N. However,
sometimes it would be desirable to have a larger number of outcomes, keeping, of
course the normalization of the probabilities and positivity of our new “projector
operators” that should add up to one.

The Born rule is a prescription to generate probabilities. For that purpose, it is
sufficient if sz is a positive operator, and we do not need to require that the set of
P;be projectors nor their positivity.

So we introduce a set of positive operators I1; > 0, as a generalized version of
sz, such that p; = Tr [ pIT;]. Of course, in order to ensure the normalization of the
probabilities, we have to satisfy: ) i IT; = 1 ,that is a POVM, with the []; s being
elements of the POVM.

We denote the operators generating the post-measurement states by M,
called, detection operators, such that the state after measurement becomes

Mo, = o] for mixed state or | ¢;) = _ M) for the case of
Tr[Mij_/T] Tr[M,-pM,T] ! (w1M] M)
pure states. We can immediately see that Mij plays the role of Pj?, thus IT; =M}LM/-
which by construction is a positive operator.

We are now ready to write the modified postulates for generalized measure-
ments:

pj =

I'. A detection yields one of the alternatives corresponding to an element of the
POVM.
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II'. The elements of the POVM, IT;, can be expressed in terms of the detection
operators M; as [1; = M;Mj, where in general the detection operators are non-
Hermitian ones, restricted only by the requirement Zi MjTMj |=L

III'. We donot require the detector operators to be projectors.

IV’. The probability that a particular outcome A; as the measurement result is found
to be:

p;=Tr [Mijj ] —Tr [pMjT Mj] = Tr [pIT;] (BornRule) (18.110)

V’. The state after the measurement is

i i
M;oM! M:.oM!
o= — P (18.111)
Tr [Mjpj\/lj] Tr [pMij]

which for pure states reduces to

M; | ¥)
VW T Ty)

| ) = (18.112)

if the outcome is A;.
VI'. If we perform a measurement without recording the result, the post-
measurement state is a mixed state that can be described by the density
operator p

5= ij.p/.: ZM/.pMJT, (18.113)
J J

Next, let us connect our system to an auxiliary system, we call ancilla.The
Hilbert space now becomes H4y ® Hp, where Hy is our original system and Hp
corresponds to the Hilbert space of the ancilla.

Now, we want to gain information about the state | 4), and assume that the
system and ancilla are initially independent and the joint state is | ¥a)® | ¥g).
Let {| mp)} be an orthogonal basis for Hg and Uyp a unitary operator acting on the
combined space. We calculate the probability p,, of measuring | mp)

P =|l Un® | mg){mp NUnp(| ¥)® | ¥5)) || . (18.114)

From the definition

My | Ya) = (mp | Upp | ¥4)® | ¥B), (18.115)
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we observe that M,, is a linear operatoracting in Hy4 that depends on the ancilla
and Uyp.Now we write p,, as

P =l My | Wa)® | mp) 7= (Ya | MM, | Ya). (18.116)

We let the reader to prove that

> MM, = I. (18.117)

The unnormalized post-measurement state of the system- ancillais M,, | ¥4)® |
mg), so the normalized state of the system is:

M, I WA)

— I, =M M,,. (18.118)
(Ya | I | Ya)

| ¢a) =

Clearly the set {I1,, = Mj,,Mm} decomposes the identity in terms of positive
operators and qualifies as a POVM. This is called the Neumark theorem that
in words says that there is a one to one correspondence between a POVM
and the procedure describes above, known as generalized measurement. Hence a
generalized measurement can be considered as the physical implementation of a
POVM.

Any measurement can be described by a POVM and also, any POVM cor-
responds to a realizable measurement. In other words, we can consider the
mathematical problem of finding the optimal POVM of a given physical situation.
The reader will find applications of the POVM’s in the Appendix G.

Problems

18.1 Verify the solution for the atom-field state given by (18.57) and (18.58).

18.2 Prove that the reordering procedure of the creation and annihilation operators
give the result from the (18.84).

18.3 Show that
exp(xA)A exp(—xA) = Aexp(—x) .
(Appendix A)
18.4 Show that the standard quantum limit for the energy of an oscillator is
AEsqL, = VhwE ,

where E is the oscillator’s mean energy.
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18.5 Suppose that instead of wanting to monitor the position of an oscillator, as we
did in the Sect. 18.1.3, we wanted to monitor its energy and derive a condition for
the thermal effects.

Prove that for short time measurements

AE = [hoE—~
.L—*

and whether AE < Aw implies

1 kpgTt
n+3) °

< hw

T T

In other words, to monitor the resonator’s energy at the level Aw requires a
temperature smaller by a factor 2(n+ %) than only set the condition that the oscillator
behave quantum mechanically [1].

18.6 Prove that the standard quantum limit for measurement of an impulsive force,
using an oscillator, is

1 [hom
F=——,
TF 2

where 17 is the duration of the pulse.
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Chapter 19
Trapped Ions

In this chapter, we study the Paul trap for ions. We also analyse the various
interactions between the ion’s internal and center-of-mass degrees of freedom with
light waves.

19.1 Paul Trap [5]

19.1.1 General Properties

This is a trap that confines charged particles in a quadrupole potential, modulated
by a radiofrequency field (Fig. 19.1).

One generates a potential difference U between the two Hyperboloid end caps
and a ring of radius ry, located at zyo from the upper end cap. (The origin is at the
center of the ring.)

We assume a configuration described by the following potential:

P(x,y.2) = A(* +y* =227, (19.1)
and from the Fig. 19.1

¢(r0,0,0) —¢(0,0,20) = U . (19.2)
From the two equations above, we can calculate A

U
A= ——, 19.3
ro + 222 (19.3)
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Fig. 19.1 Paul trap to z
confine charged particles
- T |
%o ‘
|
—_ — — — I+ = U
I
/ :
or
P(x,y,2) = o +y* =22 . (19.4)

ro? + 22(2)

Unfortunately, one cannot confine a charged particle in three dimensions, with a
constant electric field, because this electric field would converge from all directions
and a net flux would be present, violating the equation V - E = 0.

What we can do, instead, is to modulate the field with a harmonic term
proportional to cos 21, thus getting

Vo

2.2 2
YV, 2, 1) = ———— (" +y° —277)cos Q¢ , 19.5
$(x.y.z.1) r02+213(x y =27 (19.5)

where we replaced U — Vj cos Q1.

If we neglect the B field and
E = —V¢ = Acos Qt (—2x, —2y,47) , (19.6)
with
Vi
Y (19.7)
V()2 + 2Z0

then the classical equations of motion for a charged particle in this field are

oo 2Aq cos Q1
X=———x

, (19.8)
m
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e 2Aq cos Q¢

y=————y.
m

ee  4Aqcos Qi

7= —2

m

’

where m and g are the mass and charge of the particle.
The above equations can be written in a compact form:

L1
x; = Cix;cos Qt ,

with
2A¢
C=c=-"4
m
4A.
G = _q’
m

andx; = x,x =y, x3 = 2
Now we decompose the motion in a fast and a slow time-varying part

xi=x+&,

331

(19.9)

(19.10)

(19.11)

(19.12)

(19.13)

where ¥; is the slow term, varying with a frequency oy, still to be determined, and §&;

is the fast term changing with frequency Q >> w;.
So, we can write now

X + & = Cix;cos Qt + CiE;cos Q1 .
Now, we want to satisfy
| Xi [>>]& |,
L L)

:
| X |<<| &1,
which is possible due to the difference in the frequencies. Then we have
[ 1)
Si = Cix;cos Q1 .
For a time scale of the order of é, X; is basically constant, and we have

Ci_
& = —ﬁxi cos Q1 .

(19.14)

(19.15)

(19.16)

(19.17)
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As we can see, the acceleration and position of £; have opposite signs, so that
there is a restoring force, similar to a harmonic oscillator, and independent of the
sign of C;, so this is true for all three spatial directions.

If we replace (19.16) and (19.17) in (19.14), we get

(1] 2
X+ @ cos? Q1% =0 . (19.18)

Now, if again we average over a time scale é, the cos? averages to %, and we get
a three-dimensional harmonic oscillator

oo 2 _
with the corresponding frequencies
|C | V244
Wy = Wy = —=— = , (19.20)
V2 mQ
|Cy | 2424

wz_ﬁg_ Rl

Thus, one can write an effective potential energy

mCi2 _
Vet = Z @xf . (19.21)

As we can see, in the 2 >> o; limit, the motion of the charged particle is well
described by an effective potential corresponding to a three-dimensional harmonic
oscillator, superposed by a small amplitude and rapidly varying &. This is shown
pictorially in the Fig. 19.2.

Small oscillations
X, at frequency 00

%

-+

. 2m/w;

Fig. 19.2 Motion of a charged particle in a Paul trap
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19.1.2 Stability Analysis

One can easily verify that if a static field is added to U , that is

U= U+ Vycos Qt, (19.22)
or
U, + Vi cos Qt 2 )

Xyl = ——— (4 —27) . 19.23
$(x.y.z.1) o+ 22 (" +y —22) (19.23)

then the effective potential energy becomes

sz

Verr L0 @45 +42) (19.24)

- mQ2(ro? + 22%)2

qUo 2 2 2
1 @4y -2,
ro? + ZZ%( Y )

which becomes isotropic if

qV¢

Up= —10
O mQ2(r? + 222)

(19.25)

One can also have essentially a one-dimensional harmonic oscillator, along the

z-axis, if one chooses U to be large and negative.
In general, for any value of Uy and V), the equations of motion for x and z are

[} —Zq
X = —F5—F5—
m(rd + 223)

[} 4q

=————— (Uy+ Vocos Q1) z.
z m(ré-i-ZZ%)(o 0 )z

We perform, now, a change of variables

(Up + Vocos Q) x (19.26)

Qt = 21, (19.27)

Xl =X, X2 =Y, X3 =2,

—16qU,
az = —2q 0 -~ = —2a; = —2a,,
sz(rO + 2Z0)

_ 8qVo — g =
B2 T T
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With the above definitions, the equations of motion now read

dzxi
—— 4+ (a; — 2g;cos2t)x; =0 . (19.28)
d2t

i=1,2,3.

Equation (19.28) is Mathieu’s equation, with a periodic coefficient, with
period 7.

Thus, if x(7) is a solution of Mathieu’s Equation, then x(;r + 7) is also a solution.

Now, we explore the possibility of finding solutions of Mathieu’s Equation,
where

x(w + 1) = pux(7) , (19.29)
W being a complex number to be determined later (Floquet’s Theorem).

Now, let h(7) and g(t) be two independent solutions of Mathieu’s Equation. As
this equation is linear, then

x(t) = Ag(t) + Bh(7) , (19.30)

is also a solution.
Furthermore,

gt +m) = ag(r) + azxh(z) , (19.31)
h(r + ) = Big(r) + Bah(7) .
Now, replacing (19.30) and (19.31) in (19.29), we get
x(m + 1) =Ag(t+ v) + Bh(t + 1) (19.32)
= Ala1g(r) + a2h(7)]
+B[p18(7) + pah(7)]

= (Aay + BB1)g(7) + (Aaz + BB2)h(7)
= uAg + uBh ,

or

(01 — A+ B1B=0, (19.33)

wA+ (B2—)B=0.
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For non-trivial solutions, the determinant of the coefficients must vanish, giving
us two possible values for p :

x1(mr + 1) = pixi (o), (19.34)
0 + 1) = poxa(7)
If we define two quantities
eXpoim = Ui (19.35)
Fi(t) = xi(t) exp(—o0i1) ,
then it is simple to show that F;(7) is w-periodic
Fi(t + ) = xi(tr + 7) exp(—o,7) exp(—o;7) (19.36)

x;(t) exp(o;m) exp(—o;7) exp(—o;m)

= xi(7) exp(—0it) = Fi(7) .
From the last line of (19.36), we write
xi(1) = () * Fi(x) . (19.37)

with F;(7) being a periodic function, with period 7.

19.1.2.1 Some Properties of x{ and u;

If x; and x; are solutions of the Mathieu Equation, one can easily prove that

[ 1]
X1xp — x2x1 = 0,
or

A —Xoxy) 0

, 19.38
i ( )
leading to

X1Xp —XoX] = C . (19.39)
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But, since

xi(w + 1) = pix(v);
x( + 1) = paxa(7)
then

).cl(n + Dxp(m + 1) —).cz(n +x(r+1)="c
= 1 pa(X1x2 — Xax1)
= (Xix2 — x2x1)
thus
pipy =1. (19.40)

We can clearly differentiate two cases

(a) w1 and u, are reals; then
= (n2)~ =expoim, (19.41)
and because o is real, we get a stable and an unstable solution
x1(z) = exp(o10)F1 (2),
x2(7) = exp(—017)F2(7) .

So, in this case, one always has an unstable solution.
(b) w1 =pud, | mip =1

So, if p; = expifm, uy = exp—ifm, then
x1(7) = exp(ift)F(7), (19.42)
x(7) = exp(—iB1)Fa(7) ,

which are both stable solutions .

19.1.2.2 Boundary Between Stable and Unstable Region

1 = expifm becomes real for
B=0—1=p=1,
B=1— 1 =p=-L
in which case, the solutions are periodic functions of t, with period 7 (8 = 0) or

2n(B = 1).
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Fig. 19.3 Parameter space of a
Mathieu’s Equation
separating the stable region
(with lines) from the unstable
one

One can plot [9] the values of @ and ¢ that admit periodic solutions, with period
27 . This curve separates the stable from the unstable regions in the parameter space
(Fig. 19.3).

19.2 Trapped Ions

19.2.1 Introduction

Recently, single quantum systems have been investigated, based on the advancement
on low temperature [11] and confinement techniques. For example, in the case of
single trapped ions, much work has been devoted to the coupling of a few internal
electronic levels with the center of mass motion of the ion.

These couplings, in the case of the ion traps, can be achieved by direct transition
[7, 20], or non-resonant Raman transition. In the latter case, this coupling is via two
optical fields [8, 12, 16].

Several proposals have been presented for experiments leading to observation of
non-classical states such as generation of Fock and squeezed vibrational states and
also vibrational Schrodinger cats [17].
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In most cases, these proposals use an effective interaction, between internal and
external degrees of freedom of the ion.

Single trapped ions have also led to the observation of quantum jumps [20],
antibunching in resonance fluorescence and Quantum Zeno effects [10].

19.2.2 The Model and Effective Hamiltonian

The basic level scheme is shown in the Fig. 19.4.
The electronic levels | @) and | b) are assumed to be metastable, separated by
hwy and coupled by stimulated Raman transition via two classical optical fields

E.= Eg; [expi(k;x — w;t + ¢;) + cc] , (19.43)

where x is the position operator associated with the center of mass motion, and
w1 —wy = (ky —kp)c = wp — 8, § being of the order of w, the vibrational frequency
of the ion.

Both fields 1 and 2 are detuned from the b—c and a—c transition by A and A —§,
respectively.

A fourth level | d) is introduced for detecting electronic states and precooling, as
it will be shown later.

We assumed that the ion is trapped in a harmonic potential. The centre of mass
position operator can be written as

X; = (@+a)i=1273, (19.44)

mei

where w; is the oscillatory frequency along the i direction.

Fig. 19.4 Energy level d>

diagram. A Raman-stimulated

transition is induced between

the levels | a) and | b) by T

laser beams 1 and 2. i

Detection of the electronic w /

state is provided by the — e O \

scattered photons resulting — AN

from the cycling transition 7 e *

| b) and | d), produced by a -f - - N

resonant pulse 3 4 N
i d

|

b=
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The Hamiltonian that describes the system between detections (so the level | d)
does not participate in the dynamics) can be written as

H=Hy,+H,, (19.45)
with

Hy= Y hwiala,+ ho, | a)(a| +hoy | b)(b | +ho. | c){c ] . (19.46)

i=x,y.2
and
Hy = hgiexp[—i(kix — o1t + ¢1)] | b)(c |
+hgrexp [—i(kaXx — wat + )] | a){c | +hc . (19.47)
For shorthand notational purposes, if we set

grexp[i(kix + ¢1)] — g1,

grexp[i(kax + )] — &2,
and

Wep — w1 = A, (19.48)
Wea—wr = AN —8§, (19.49)

then the Hamiltonian H, can be written as

Ho= Y hoala;+h(@y+ A) [ b)(b | +hw, + (A —8)] | a)(a| +ho. | c)c|

i=x,y.2

—hA | DY(b | —h(A —=6) | a){a ], (19.50)
so that the time-dependent factor is eliminated in the interaction picture, because

we — (wp + A) = wy , (19.51)
we— (g +A—68) =w; . (19.52)

The Hamiltonian in the interaction picture now reads

H=—hA|b){b|—h(A—-5)|a)a]
+h(g1 [ )b | +gf [ D){c])
+h(g2 [ c)a | +g3 [ a)(c]). (19.53)
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Now we proceed to calculate the effective Hamiltonian or the a and b levels only,
by adiabatic elimination of the ¢ level (Retamal, Notes and private communication).
Starting from the Liouville equation

p=—7IHol . (19.54)
we can write
p =iA[[b)(b |, p] +i(A—=38)[ a)al.p]

—i[g1 )b | +&7 | b)(c].p]
—i[g2 | cMal+g5 | a)cl.p] - (19.55)

Writing Liouville equation by its matrix elements, we get

Pec = —i81Pbe + 18} Pcb — 182Pac + i85 Pea » (19.56)

Py = 181Pbe — I8} Peb - (19.57)

Paa = i82Pac — i85 Pea » (19.58)

Pea = —U(A = 8) pea — 183 Paa + i82Pcc — 81 Pba » (19.59)
Pep = —iApey, — I8\ Ppb + i81Pcc — i8Pab » (19.60)

Pap = —iApap + i(A = 8)pab + ig1pac — i85 Peb - (19.61)

Now, we take A >> § and set p.,, pep to steady state

1

P = - [ig1(pec = puv) = ig2p] (19.62)
L .

,Oca = iA [lgz(pc‘c‘ - /O(Ml) - lglpba] ’ (19.63)

and replacing (19.62) and (19.63) in (19.56) we get

pCC = OS
50, if p..(0) = 0, then p..(f) = 0.
The rest of the equations become
- 8182 ig381
= — Pab— — 7 Pba > 19.64
Pob A Pab A Pb ( )
_ s, Bis (19.65)
Paa A ba A Pab, .
- : ig>81
Pap = —1 (8,) Pab — 2 (paa - Pbb) s (1966)

A



19.2  Trapped lons 341

with

_ | &1 |2 | 82 |2
§= (8 + A A . (19.67)

We notice that §” differs from § by the Stark shifts %and%.
Now, if we write the effective Hamiltonian in the following form

| a)(a|—|b)(b|
2

H = ha +hB | a)(b| +hB* | b){a] . (19.68)

then the Liouville equation gives us

Ppp = —iB™ Pab + iBPba (19.69)
Paa = —iBPba + iB™ Pav (19.70)
Pap = —iPap + iB(Paa — Prb) - (19.71)

By direct comparison of the above equations with (19.64), (19.65), and (19.66),
we get

a=5, (19.72)

The final effective Hamiltonian, is

h<

H= Z hwiajai+h5/3—7

i=xy.z

with Q¢ = (%) 03 = (w)
In terms of the phonon raising and lowering operators, we can also write it as

[| a)(b | exp [i(ki — k2)x + i¢] + hc] |

(19.73)

’

hQ
H= Z ha)iajai + héos — TO { | a)(b | exp |::Z ni(a; + al-T) + i¢] + hc

i=x.y.z

(19.74)

where 7; is the Lamb-Dicke parameter, defined as

N = Skiy | —22(0', (19.75)

Ski = (ki — ko) . (19.76)
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We notice that according to the definition of 7;, 77,2 is the ratio between the recoil
energy and the quantum vibrational energy, both taken in the i-th direction.

In the rest of the chapter, we are going to assume, for the sake of simplicity,
that only vibrations in a given i direction are excited, which could be the case if
w; is much larger than the other frequencies or if 8k is in the i direction. Then the
Hamiltonian is

H = hwd'a + h8o3 — h—izo {la){(b|exp[in(a + a’) + i¢] + he} . 19.77)

Expanding the exponential and using the B.C.H. identity (see Appendix A), we
get

. ; )72 (in)H—l' vy
expin(a + a') = exp (—7)2 T (19.78)
I

and

a al,exp(i¢>) + he

hQ2 2 N
H = hwd'a +h5’03—70 | a)(b | exp( n ) (™ 4

2 1

(19.79)

In the interaction picture, the Hamiltonian becomes

_ Qo "o G .
Hy=——2 ( a)(b | exp (—7 +z¢)%j Lalla exp tit (1= 1) + 81} + he
’ (19.80)
Letk = ["— [, so that
Ay =68 —ko (19.81)
and we define
Qo 772 . N (“7)21 1

Qk = Texp (—? + l¢ (H]) Xl: l!(lTk)!a a . (1982)

Considering now a near resonant condition, where for a particular value of
k, Ay << kw, and neglecting the fast rotating terms, one can write approximately

0 Qp exp(iAkt)ak
H =—h . 19.83
! (M’csz; exp(—iAgt) 0 (19.83)
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19.2.3 The Lamb-Dicke Expansion and Raman Cooling

In the Lamb-Dicke limit n,/n << 1, we mention several interesting cases (in this
section, we will neglect the Stark shifts thus § reduces to §). We concentrate on the
time-independent case, that is for Ay = 0, or § = kw.

19.2.3.1 ‘Carrier’ Transition

This case corresponds to § = 0,k = 0, and the Hamiltonian lowest order term in
nis

Hy = "2 explig)o s +exp(-i)o] (19.84)

Hamiltonian that produces Rabi oscillations between vibrational sublevels of the
same degree of excitation, as shown in the Fig. 19.5.

19.2.3.2 First ‘Red’ Sideband

This case corresponds to

S§=w, (19.85)
k=1
and we get, to the lowest order in 7,
. Q0 . + .
H; = —lnh7(610'+ expi¢p —a'o exp—i¢) , (19.86)
Fig. 19.5 Rabi oscillation
between two vibrational
sublevels of the same degree ~ |a >
of excitation. This case
corresponds tok =0 =§ n
b >
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Fig. 19.6 First sideband
vibrational transition for the
case § = w, k = 1, that
corresponds to the n-1

Jaynes—Cummings dynamics.

The upwards transition

(b — a) produces a

vibrational cooling from

n—>n—1 Ib>

|a>

which is the Jaynes—Cummings Hamiltonian. The vibrational transitions described
by this Hamiltonian is shown in the Fig. 19.6.

Similarly, there is a first blue sideband, corresponding to a ‘anti-Jaynes—
Cummings’ model and higher order sidebands corresponding to non-linear optical
models.

For example, if § = 2w or k = 2 corresponds to the two-photon Jaynes—
Cummings model

Qo nzh 2 . 2 .
H; = 77(0 o4 expi¢p + a'“o exp—ig) , (19.87)
and so on.

Recent experimental results [16] reported that the first red sideband was used for
cooling purposes. However, if they just tuned the § = w transition, one can go from
n — n — 1, but the reverse process is also possible and on the average, no cooling
occurred [15].

To achieve resolved sideband stimulated Raman cooling, they needed the
following sequence.

First, a 7w red sideband pulse, producing | b) | n) —| a) | n — 1) transition.
Second, an additional ‘repumper’ pulse populates the | c¢) level, followed by
spontaneous emission, to the same | n — 1) level, but now associated to the | b)
electronic state. This is showed in the Fig. 19.7.

To have a quantitative understanding of the above effects, we require the study
of the dynamics of our system (Retamal, Notes and private communication) [13].

19.2.4 The Dynamical Evolution

An exact solution for the time evolution operator can be derived, in some simple
cases, like the Hamiltonian given by (19.83).
We show here the detailed calculation to illustrate the method.
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(b) le >

| b> n-1 1b>

|

m-red
sideband pulse folicwed Ty =
spontaneous emission

n-repumping pulse

Fig. 19.7 Resolved sideband stimulated Raman-stimulated Raman cooling. First, a red sideband
7 pulse produces the | b) | n) —| a) | n — 1) transition. A second 7 repumping pulse followed
by spontaneous emission produces the | a) | n — 1) —| b) | n — 1) transition having a net cooling
effect

We have to solve the equation

ih— = HU , (19.88)
dr
or
Uaa Uab _ 0 _Qk eXp(iAkt)ak Uaa Uab
U.ba U.bb —aTkQ;Z exp(—iAkt) 0 Upa Upp ’
(19.89)
giving us the set of equations
iUsg = —Qrexp(iAt)d* Uy, (19.90)
iUpe = —a™ Q] exp(—iA1) Uy (19.91)
iUy = —Qrexp(iAt)d Uy | (19.92)
iUy = —a™* Q) exp(—iA) Uy . (19.93)

We can easily eliminate the time-dependent factors with the transformation

JE— At
Upe = expzTU;,a , (19.94)

Axt
Una = €Xp —iTk Usa , (19.95)
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— Ayt

Uu, = exp —iTk U (19.96)
JE— At

Ubb = expz—2 Ubb . (1997)

It is simple to verify that the differential equation for the various matrix elements
are

Uy + 1205 = 0, (19.98)
Upa + 12Tps = 0, (19.99)
Upa + 11 2TUa = 0, (19.100)
U + 12U = 0, (19.101)
where
AZ
u’ = Tk + Quda™Q] (19.102)
LY
i’ = Tk +a*QfQd . (19.103)

The reader may verify that the solutions of the above equations for the initial
conditions Up,(0) = Uy, (0) = 1 and Uy, (0) = Up,(0) = 0 are [21]:

Ayt A
Ui (t) = expi—k cos ut — i—~ sin utl (19.104)
2 24
At sinut '
U.p(f) = exp 17 i Qra* (19.105)
At sin jit
Upa(f) = exp (—i—") i kT (19.106)
2 I
At _ A
Upp(t) = exp —17 cos it + 12—_ sin it | . (19.107)
m

For the resonant case (A; = 0), we can expand these results in 7 (Lamb-Dicke
regime), getting

Qo ) kmw\ ,[ dfa 1
Q~ =2 = 1- S 19.108
‘ 2eXp’(¢+2)"{ "[(k+1)!+z+ (19.108)
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>~ Q%nZkakakT — 277 ala + l] (19.109)
4 (k4 1)! | :
_2 Q 2k k’r k 1
-2 A 19.110
p~ —na n [(kJr T Sl ( )
U,a(t) = cos ut, Upy(f) = cos [it, (19.111)

de Upa(t) =

t
Uaplt) = 122 LTS
7

For the Jaynes—Cummings model, applied for cooling, ¥ = 1, and initially with
the ion in the state | n) | b), after some time ¢

cos [t iSi“T‘”QIa 0 19112
t = - s .
0= (Gantgial conp (V) 1m (19.112)

|y (1)) = [( Slr;“tszla) | a) + cos it | b):| | n) . (19.113)

In the lowest order, ji ~ u ~ (%)r)\/ﬁ. A 7t pulse corresponds to Qgn./nt = 7,
and the net effect of such a pulse is to change the state

) | ) = i lf

In—1)|a), (19.114)

that corresponds to the experimental situation described in the previous section.

19.2.5 QND Measurements of Vibrational States

We assume [6, 24], in this case , that § = k = 0, and if

| Y(0) =) Cyln)|b), (19.115)
then at a later time ¢

| v (1), = Xn:cn [(iexpicp sin %t) | a) + cos %t | b):| |n),  (19.116)

where Q,, = 2 = 2fi,,, = Qo [1 —n*(n+ %) .. .]is the usual Rabi frequency.
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In the case the ion is initially in the | @) electronic state, at time ¢ it will be at
Y (@)= Cu||iex '¢sinQ"t | b) + cos Q”t| )| | n) (19.117)
.= w7 —i — —t|a)||n). .
- P 2 2

The linear dependence of €2, with n is the basis for the QND measurement of the
vibrational population for the trapped ion. We proceed as follows:

The ion is submitted to a Raman pulse of duration 7, resonant with the electronic
transition, so that the vibrational occupation number is not changed. This time t
is assumed to be much smaller than the lifetimes of the electronic states or the
vibrational states.

Right after the pulse, the electronic state of the ion is detected, by resonant
excitation of the | b) —| d) transition with circularly polarized light. This is the
way the experimental detection was reported in the reference [17].

We assume that the area of this pulse is sufficiently large, so that in this stage,
a large amount of photons are scattered by the ion, thus generating a detection
efficiency close to one. This determines the electronic state of the ion. A fluorescent
signal implies that the ion is in the | b) state, and therefore, as a consequence of the
measurement, the ion is projected into this state, while the absence of fluorescence
projects the ion into the | a) state.

We notice that in the Lamb-Dicke regime, each photon scattering leads to a
negligible recoil (n oc Ak).

However, for many photons, appreciable heating is possible, spoiling our QND
procedure, based on the fact that approximately no energy exchange takes place
during the measurement.

This puts an upper limit on the photon number scattered by the ion.

A rough estimate of this limitation goes as follows. Let AE be the recoil energy
of a single scattering process, then we must assume, for a near QND measurement,
that

NAE << ho , (19.118)

N being the number of scattered photons, and because 7> = g—(f, the condition
becomes

N<<n2. (19.119)

For a typical experimental value, n ~ 0.1 so N << 100.

On the other hand, for a saturating cycling process, N ~ FTT,
width of the | d) level and T the duration of the pulse, so one must have T <<
and for % = 20MHz, we get

where I' is the

200
r

T <2us. (19.120)
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If the above conditions are satisfied, then very little heating takes place, which
can be neglected, and, if | wg(l) ) is the state of the ion after the first measurement,
where ¢ = 1 corresponds to the case in which the detected electronic state coincides

with the initial one, and ¢ = 0 otherwise, then

S expli (£ ¢) (1 —¢)] Cysin (& + )
\/Z,fio | Cy |2 sin® (%% + )

| V) = | n) . (19.121)

Equation (19.121) shows that the original vibrational distribution P(n) =| C, |,
after the measurement is modified

P(n) sin® (% + )

PO (n) = . .
3% o P(r) sin? (% + %)

(19.122)

Tslzlis implies a decimation of the population, depending on the phase 8(7) =
n?re.

T(Z) enhance the n dependence of €2,, we choose a pulse duration t such that
0(t) =m.

On the other hand, the term % is a large number, but independent of both n and
n and produces an irrelevant phase shift.

After the first sequence of Raman pulse and detection, a new cycle is initiated
with a different pulse area 2y, thus multiplying the original P(n) distribution by

sines and cosines. After the i-th cycle
PU=D(n) sin? (%% + )
s (5 + %)

PO (n) = , (19.123)

where 7; is the duration of the i-th Raman cycle, and we defined Pgo) = P(n), and
PU=D(n) is the probability distribution of vibronic excitations of the previous cycle.

The numerical simulation of this procedure shows that this may result in a
decimation of more and more population, until a Fock state is reached, and then,
the state does not change anymore.

If this procedure is done in all three directions, a three-dimensional Fock state is
formed.

As this process depends on the random nature of the detected state, which Fock
state is obtained is something that cannot be predicted a priori.

This experiment can be turned into a ‘numerical experiment’, by feeding the
computer with data about the successive state detection and pulse duration.

We notice here an interesting point. Doing the experiment many times gives
us every time a different Fock state, thus building up a distribution of vibrational
states. As the QND measurement did not change the vibrational states and adding all
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Fig. 19.8 Population E‘) —
distribution as a function of
the vibronic excitation
number, for n = 0.1, and (a) . . .
Initial state, which was o ) —
chosen to be a thermal
distribution with (n) = 5. (b)
After the first cycle. (¢) After — ITI .
the fifth cycle. (d) After the
tenth cycle. (e) After the
thirteenth cycle. 6 was chosen

Populatios
I
|

at random and which level T 7 T T T ==

was detected was chosen b ) _

according to the probability ‘7 —

distribution
l"_.l"Tmll_'-]Ir'"Terﬁi'_‘rTln

a)l

.H[rﬂﬂmmmmﬁﬁmﬁvv
c 2 4 6 8 10 12 14

n

possible measurements implies no measurement at all, this vibrational distribution
should be identical to the original distribution P(n).

Also, the probability of detecting an ion in the | a) or | b) state, at the end of the
i-th cycle is

, g Q7
sz)(n) — ZP(L—I)(nf) sin2 (%‘C + ﬁ) , (19.124)

, 2
n=0

where, as above, ¢ = 1 or 0 depending on whether this state coincides or not with
the electronic state in the beginning of the cycle.

In order to do the numerical experiment, we choose a random number with a flat
distribution, between 0 and 1, and according to the above probabilities of being in
the | a) or | b) state, we decide every time the outcome of the measurement.

The result is shown in the Fig. 19.8.

19.2.6 Generation of Non-classical Vibrational States

Generation and detection of vibrational Fock , coherent and squeezed states was
recently achieved, with a single °Be™ ion, confined in a rf Paul trap, with a frequency
22 = 11.2 MHz, along the x-axis and n = 0.2.

P
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Fig. 19.9 | n)state created by applying a sequence of Rabi 7-pulses, first on the blue sideband
(k = —1), next on the red sideband (k = 1) and finally on the carrier frequency (k = 0)

Once the ion is prepared in the | b) | 0) state, a high n-Fock state can be
created by simply applying a sequence of w-pulses of laser radiation on the first
blue sideband (k = —1), the first red sideband (k = 1) and carrier (k = 0).

For example we want to generate the | a) | 2) state. This can be achieved in the
following sequence

w-pulse w-pulse w-pulse
16)10) = la)|1l) = [b)]2) — |a)]2)
blue red carrier
sideband sideband

This can be also seen in the Fig. 19.9.

Coherent states can be produced by a classical driving field, oscillating at the trap
frequency.

We can also apply a two-photon Raman coupling within one atomic state, with
k=16 =w)

Starting from n = 0, the vibronic excitation number diffuses upwards. It can be
shown that applying these sequence of pulses is equivalent to apply the displacement
operator

| 0) = a),

with o« = nQo7.

Finally, Zoller et al. [3] proposed to prepare squeezed states of motion in an ion
trap with a combination of standing and traveling wave light fields.

Also, one can irradiate the ion in the | n = 0) state with two Raman beams
that differ by 2w, driving transitions between even-n levels and creating a squeezed
vacuum state. The interested reader can check the references for more details [14].

Furthermore, there has been recently interesting advances in creating arbitrary
superpositions of coherent states [19], entangled states with two trapped ions [22,
23] and laser cooling with two trapped ions [18].
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Problems

19.1 Consider a single two-level ion moving in a one-dimensional Paul trap and
interacting with a classical laser field [1].
The corresponding Hamiltonian is

H(t) =H., +H, + Hp,

where H,,, represents the center of mass motion, H, is the ion’s internal energy
and Hj, is the interaction term. The three parts of the Hamiltonian can be written as

2
p 1 2.2
Hcm = —w(t s
om 200
how,
Ha: ) Oz,

H;, = hglo ™t exp —i(wyt — kx) + he],
where
92
() = e [a + 2g cos Q1] .

That parameters a and g are proportional to the applied DC and AC fields of the
trap and 2 is the frequency of the AC field.
Show that in the Interaction picture

Hixt = hglo™ exp(—iAn)D [ ()] + he},

where

A = wp — w,,

a(r) = ine(?),

and &(¢) satisfies the Mathieu’s differential [4]
g4+ w()’e = 0.

19.2 In the problem 19.1, the interaction involves multiphoton transitions.
To make this more evident, prove that

o0 o0
Hr =Y > hQ"" (0ot | n)(n+ s | +he,

n=0s=—n
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where the generalized Rabi frequency is defined as

QU =g 7 )‘exp( iAt) [”75 (t)]s

772
exp [—78@2} Ly(n | () )

for s > 0, and

et = g | "I exp(inn line ]
7]2
exp [—;s(r)z} e )

for—n <s < 0.
Hint: use the relations [2]

1 DGty 1m) = " exp (<3 1P )" Prom <,

! 1
(n| D) | m) = \/%exp (—5 | o |2) (—a™)" "L (| o 1), m > n.
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Chapter 20
Decoherence

In this chapter, we study the general concept of decoherence, the dynamics of the
correlations, an example where we calculate the decoherence time and how to avoid
these effects, via the Decoherence Free Subspaces (DFS). The conditions for DFS
are given as well as some examples at the end of the chapter.

Quantum Mechanics is a very successful theory that explains a huge number of
physical phenomena.

Quantum states evolve according to Schrodinger’s equation, which is linear. As
such, the superposition principle plays a major role.

An important factor is that macroscopic systems are coupled to the environment,
and therefore, we are dealing, in general, with open systems where the Schrodinger
equation is no longer applicable, or, to put it in a different way, the coherence leaks
out of the system into the environment, and, as a result, we have decoherence
[1-3].

Niels Bohr [4] proposed that, according to the Copenhagen interpretation
of Quantum Mechanics, a classical apparatus was necessary to carry out the
measurements, thus implying a sharp borderline between the Classical and the
Quantum world.

Traditionally, the Classical Systems are associated to the macroscopic and
Quantum to the microscopic [1], but this distinction is actually not very adequate
considering recently studied effects of macroscopic systems that behave quantum
mechanically. We also have the non-classical squeezed states with large number of
photons, etc.

As opposed to Bohr, Von Neumann [5] considered quantum measurements .

Let us assume that we have a system with states | a) and | ) and a metre that
can be in the states | d,) and | d;).

© Springer International Publishing Switzerland 2016 355
M. Orszag, Quantum Optics, DOI 10.1007/978-3-319-29037-9_20



356 20 Decoherence

If the detector is initially in the | d,) state, we assume that it switches when the
system is in the | a) state and does not change if the system is in the | b) state, that
is

| a) | dp) —|a) | da) . (20.1)

If, on the other hand, we assume that the system is in a superposition state

| Vinitiat) = @ | @) + B | b) , (20.2)
with
la P+ 1B P=1, (20.3)
then
after
| Yinitial) = (@ | @) + B | b)) | dp) meas—> (20.4)

a | a)|da) + B |D)|dp) =[¥),

where the state | W¢) is a correlated one, and this process can be achieved, as we
will see soon, just with Schrodinger’s equation, with an appropriate interaction.

Thus, if the detector is in the | d,) state, one can be certain that the system is in
the | a) state.

However, we are ignorant about the quantum state of the system, and it is more
realistic to approach the system in a statistical way, with the density matrix.

According to Von Neumann, besides the unitary evolution that rules the dynamics
of the of the quantum phenomena, there is also a non-unitary reduction of the
wavefunction | W¢) that takes the pure state density matrix | W) (¥¢ | and converts
it into a mixed state, by eliminating the off-diagonal elements

P = W)W | (20.5)
= o Pla)(a|l d)(da | + | B 17| b){(b || dp)(ds |
+aB | b)a |l dp){da | +aB™ | a)(b ] da){ds |

Non
unitary=> p =| & [*| a)(a || da)(da | + | B | b)(b || dp)(dy | -

The difference between the original p© and the ‘after the measurement’ reduced
density matrix p”, is that because in the latter case, the off-diagonal elements
are missing, one could safely describe the system with alternative states ruled by
classical probabilities | & |?> and | B |%.
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On the other hand, in the quantum case (o), things are more complicated,
because we may use a different basis, say

1

o =5 a+ b)), (206)
1
@)= (a1 b))
and choosing = —f8 = \%, we write
| we) = %0 a) | da)— | B) | dp)) (20.7)
—i[iu Y4 1) [ da) — —=( >—|d>>|d>}
= ﬁ ﬁ c a ﬁ c b
=%nc> )+ 1 d) | da)] .
where
ld) = %a d)— | dy) . (208)
d) = %u da)+ [ d)) .

We see that the diagonal elements of p¢ give us different alternatives. In the first
basis

1 1
() diag = 3 | a){a || da){dq | +3 [ b)(b ] dp)(dp |, (20.9)
while in the second basis
. 1 1
(0)diag = 3 | c)(c || de)(de | +§ | d)(d || dg){da | . (20.10)

The problem, once more, is that we do not know the quantum state of the system.

Now, as we mentioned before, the first step of the measurement is to obtain the
correlated wavefunction | W¢), which can be achieved via a unitary operator.

The second step, however, was the Von Neumann non-unitary reduction.

Can this step be achieved in a different way? Perhaps, by another unitary
operator?

The answer to this question is yes [1], and the way to do it is by coupling the
system—detector pair to the environment, to dispose of the extra information.
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We call the environment states | ¢). Then
| ) [ e0) = (e | a) [ da) + B | D) | db)) | €0) (20.11)
— (| a) [ da) [ €a) + B | b) | dp) | ) =] V) .

where the correlation has been extended from the system—detector to system—
detector—environment, getting a ‘chain of states’.

If the environment states | ¢,) and | &), corresponding to the detector states
| d;) and | d;) respectively, are orthogonal, then we can trace (average) over the
environment variables

psp = Tre | Y)W |= Y (e | ¥)(Y &) = 0", (20.12)

l

getting precisely the Von Neumann reduced density matrix, but this time by only
unitary transformations, without ad hoc assumptions.

20.1 Dynamics of the Correlations

Here we discuss in more detail [6] the ‘chain of states’ mentioned in the previous
section.

We assume that the system is coupled to the environment by a Hamiltonian of
the following form:

Ho=hY_ |n){n|A,. (20.13)

where A, are n-dependent operators acting on the Hilbert space of the environment
and | n) is an eigenstate of a system observable to be measured.

The environment acquires the information about the state | n), in the sense that
changes according to

) n) > exp (=542 ) L) | o) =| ) exp-i) | ) (20,19

=|n) [ ¢u() .

We notice that here, the ‘measurement’ is made not in the sense of Von Neumann
but rather as a dynamical evolution of the joint system, according to Schrédinger’s
equation, with the appropriate coupling.
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The resulting environment states | ¢,(¢)) are called ‘pointer states’. In case the
environment is interpreted as the measuring apparatus, they would correspond to
particular apparatus states.

From the linearity of the Schrodinger’s equation, one can also write

Y Culn) [ go) > Y Culn) | (), (20.15)

that is, we get a correlated state.
The density matrix of the system changes according to

ps = Tremic ) CaCly | ) (m || (D)) (B (1) | (20.16)

nm

= ZC m | <¢n(t) | ¢m(t))

and for orthogonal states

(n(@®) | pu()) = S (20.17)

the system density matrix becomes diagonal

ps = 1 CuPln)n] . (20.18)

During this evolution, the interference was destroyed and the system appears to
be classical with respect to the quantum number 7.

If the above evolution is viewed as a model of system—apparatus coupling,
unfortunately, the apparatus, being macroscopic, will invariably interact with the
environment .

By the same mechanism, the information about the measurement is rapidly
transferred to the environment

ZC|”|¢n|SO chnlczﬁnlsn), (20.19)

and if the environment states are orthogonal, then

Psystem—apparatus — Z | Cn |2| n) (n II ¢n>(¢n | . (2020)

Once more, we have defined the interaction of the apparatus with the environment
by a Hamiltonian of the form given by (20.13), defining in this way, the pointer states

| fn)-
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20.2 How Long Does It Take to Decohere?

As discussed in the two previous sections, both measurements and coupling the
system to an environment has, as a net effect, the loss of coherence, that is, the
off-diagonal elements of the density matrix of our system vanish.

In this section, we want to find out, in some particular example, the damped
harmonic oscillator, how long it takes for the coherence to vanish.

We start with an initial condition for the oscillator that consists in a superposition
of two coherent states, and we study its evolution to discover that actually two very
different time scales are present. One is the time it takes for the coherent amplitude
to decay, y !, while the off-diagonal elements of the density matrix, or the quantum
coherence, decays much faster, with a characteristic time (in the case the initial
superposition is « [| &)+ | —a)]):

We first study the harmonic oscillator without losses, with an initial state [7]:
[¥(0) =N(la)+ | a2)) , (20.21)

where N is just a normalization factor.
As the Hamiltonian is H = Awa'a, at time 7 it will evolve to

| Y () = U@t) | ¥(0)) = exp(—iwa'an)N (| en)+ | a2))  (20.22)
= N[| aj exp(—iw?))+ | oz exp(—iwt))] .

To derive the above relation (last line), we used the property

2 n
exp(—iwa’at) | a) = exp (—I O;' ) Zn: jﬂ exp(—iwtn) | n) (20.23)
2 _ n
— exp (—' “zl ) Z w | n) =| & exp(—iwr)) .
Thus,
2
p(t) = N>y [ () (o) | , (20.24)
ij=1
with

a;(t) = o exp(—iwt) . (20.25)
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On the other hand, we look at the position representation of the coherent states

% , 2 ) 2 2
(da)= (%) exp [—;—hqz + %aq— %} , (20.26)
so that
, o [ e @) P+ 1 (g ] ea(D) Iz}
(dlp)|q)=N [ VaRe(d | o (M) aa) | ) | (20.27)

As «;(f) is a complex number, one can separate the real and imaginary parts of

(q] )
w \i [ ?
- 4 ,
(¢ | a) = (%) exp |:— ( ﬁq —acos wt) ] (20.28)
. 20 . o
expi| — 7ocqs1na)t+ 7s1n2wt ,

S0, we can write, in the case oy = o, ) = —«

] w2 w . ?
| (¢ | ar2) |*= (E)z exp |:— (\/;q + V2« cosa)t) :| = 112,2 , (20.29)

and
2Re(q | a1 ())(a2(t) | ¢) = 2L cos (1) (20.30)
so finally
(d]p®) | g)=N[I} + I, + 2L, cos 0(1)] (20.31)
with

0(t) = 24/ 2%L)Otc]'sin wt . (20.32)

As we can see, the quantum interference term 21,1, cos 6(¢) is present.

Now, it is interesting to study the effects of damping. This will give us
information about the characteristic decoherence time due to the interaction with
the environment.
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The Master equation for the damped harmonic oscillator, at zero temperature, is
given by

d
d_/t) = %(ZapaT —a'ap — pa'a) . (20.33)

The normally ordered characteristic function is defined as
Xn(n,1) = Tr(p(t) exp(na’) exp(—n*a)) . (20.34)
One can write [8]

0Xn(n. 1)
ot

=Tr [% exp(na’) exp(—n*a)}
= %Tr [(zapaT —a'ap — pa'a) exp(na®) exp(—n*a)]
= gTr[zpaT exp(na') exp(—n*a)a — pexp(na’) exp(—n*a)a’a—
pa‘aexp(na®) exp(—n*a)]
= —g{nmpa* exp(na’) exp(—n*a)]

—n*Trlp exp(na’) exp(—n*a)al}

Xy(m.0) _ y[ Xn(.t) |, 0Xn(n.1)
=L . 20.
or 2"y T (20.35)
In the last steps, we used the following properties
of (a,a)
[a.f(a.a"] = f(aT : (20.36)
T
(o, fa.ah] = - L&2) (20.37)
da
[a'a, exp(na®) exp(—n*a)] = na® exp(na’) exp(—n*a) (20.38)

+n* exp(na’) exp(—n*a)a .

One can show that the solution to (20.35) is

Xu (.0 = Xy (nexp (-11) .0) = Xy (.0) (20.39)
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We can check the above result as follows (considering 1 as a complex number)

IXn(n, 1) 0Xn(n,0) In(t) | 0Xn(n.1) On* (1)

o o o n*(r) ot
_ v [ 9Xy(.1) g 0Xn(n,1)
2 an 1 on* '

Now, the initial condition is

Xn(1.0) = Tr(p(0) exp(na’) exp(—n*a)) (20.40)
= N’Tr Y _ [| @i)(o; | exp(na’) exp(—n*a)]

iy
=N [{o; | exp(na’) exp(—n*a) | )]
ij
=N " [{o; | ew) exp(ne = n*e)]
ij

So

Xy(p.t) =N [(O‘j | ;) exp(na;” — n* o) exp (—%t)] : (20.41)

ij

It is not difficult to show that the corresponding density matrix p is given by

2
_ 2 1o (—exp(—) | oy ""™Via _r
p=N i;(a, | o) | o exp( > ))(a, exp( > ) | . (20.42)
In the particular case o} = «; 0y = —a, we have
(@ | —a) =exp(=2|a ], (20.43)

and
p=N[laexp (-2 )aexp (-1) |

+ | —a exp (—%t))(—a exp (—%t) |] (20.44)

+N? exp [—2 | o |2 1- exp(—yt))] {| aexp (—%t))(—a exp (—%t) |
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If yt << 1, then the relevant exponential factor multiplying the crossed terms
becomes

exp(—=2 | a |? y1) = exp (—é) , (20.45)
where
fe = #:P , (20.46)
and
1 p® | ) =N [112 4 4 2110 cos B(1) exp (—ti)} , (20.47)

where all the definitions are the same as before, except that « — o exp —V{), SO

. 2
2 (L) I o
Ii, = (nh) expg [\/;q:t V2a exp( > )cosa)t:| } , (20.48)

which is a Gaussian distribution, whose centre is oscillating, the amplitude of which
decreases in a time scale y‘l. On the other hand, the quantum interference term
2111, cos O(t) exp (—é) will vanish, for | @ |>>> 1, in a much shorter time ¢... This
may explain the difficulties in observing the quantum coherence in a macroscopic
situation.

It has been recently shown [9] that the decay time of the quantum coherence, in
a phase sensitive reservoir, for an initial superposition of | &) and | —«) is given by

-1
(s9) — Y
80 = , 20.49
¢ 2[N +202(N — M + 1)] ( )

where the notation is the same as in Chap. 9.

In the vacuum reservoir, M = N = 0, the result coincides with (20.46).

On the other hand, it is interesting to notice that for an ideally squeezed reservoir
[| M |>= N(N + 1)], with M > 0, the decay rate of the quantum coherence is
significantly suppressed, and for large N is independent of ¢, namely

-1

O
1> = , 20.50
¢ 2 [N] ( )

which means that the decay rate of the quantum coherence (off-diagonal terms in
the density matrix) is of the same order of magnitude as the decay rate of the energy
(diagonal part of the density matrix).

Also, if M <0, the decay rate of the coherence increases.
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As we can see, one could in principle control the decay rate of the quantum
coherence, by monitoring the phase of the squeezing parameter of the reservoir [9—
12], which may have interesting applications in quantum computing.

Finally, there are some recent publications on decoherence in the non-classical
motion of trapped ions [13-15].

20.3 Decoherence Free Subspaces

As we have seen in the previous sections, decoherence is a consequence of the
inevitable coupling of any quantum system to its environment, causing information
loss from the system to the environment. In other words, we consider the decoher-
ence as a non-unitary dynamics that is a consequence of the system—environment
coupling.

This includes both dissipative and dephasing contributions.

Dissipation is a process by which the populations of the quantum states are
modified by the interactions with the environment, while dephasing is a process
of randomization of the relative phases of the quantum states.

Both effects are caused by the entanglement of the system with the environment
degrees of freedom, leading to the non-unitary dynamics of our system.

Lidar et al. [16] introduced the term ‘decoherence-free subspaces’, referring to
robust states against perturbations, in the context of Markovian Master equations.

One uses the symmetry of the system—environment coupling to find a ‘quiet
corner’ in the Hilbert Space not experiencing this interaction.

A more formal definition of the DFS is as follows: .
A system with a Hilbert space H is said to have a decoherence free subspace H C H, if the
evolution inside H is purely unitary.

20.3.1 Simple Example: Collective Dephasing [17]

Consider a system of F two-level systems coupled to a common bath, whose effect
is dephasing.

We define a qubit as a two-level system that in the basis | 0) and | 1) can be
written as

| ¥)=al0)+b]1). (20.51)
The effect of the dephasing bath over these basis states is the following:
| 0); —| 0); (20.52)
| 1); — exp(ig) | 1);

where ¢ is a random phase.
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This transformation can be written as a matrix

10
R.(¢) = [ 0 expli ¢)} , (20.53)

acting on the {| 0), | 1)} basis.

We assume in this particular example that this transformation is collective,
implying that the phase ¢ is the same for all two-level systems.

Now, we study the effect of the bath on an initial qubit | ¢); = a | 0); + b | 1);.

We can write now the average density matrix over all possible phases, distributed
with a probability density p(¢) as:

b= /_ Re(@®) | V)0 | Re(@)Tp(@)d . (20.54)

and we assume all the qubits in the same state.
To be more specific, if we take a Gaussian distribution for the phase

1 ¢?
= —-—, 20.55
then it is simple to show that
lal? ab* exp(—y)
- , 20.56
5= Lexpin (o1 (2020

basically showing the decoherence as the exponential decay of the non-diagonal
elements of the density matrix.

Now, let us go and hunt for decoherence free subspaces, considering, for
example, two and three particles.

Two particles

In this case we have four basis states, and the effect of the bath is the following

| 0)1® | 0)2 =| 00) —| 00) ,
| 011 ® | 1)2 =] 01) — exp(ig) | 0)1® | 1), = exp(ig) | 01) ,
| 11® | 0)2 =] 10) — exp(ig) | 1)1® | 0), = exp(ig) | 10) ,

[ 1)1® | 1)2 =] 11) — exp(2ig) | 1)1® | 1), = exp(2ig) | 11) . (20.57)
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We notice that the states | 10) and | 01) transform with the same phase factor
exp(i¢); so any combination of these states will have only a global phase

| x) = [10)+B | 01) — exp(ig)(« | 10)+p | 01)) = exp(ip) | x),  (20.58)
thus, we have in this example a DFS of dimension 2
DFS, = {| 10),| 01)}. (20.59)

We also have a couple of trivial DFS of dimension 1, such as {| 00} } and {| 11)}.
However, as the global phases of the various DFS are different, there is decoherence
between them.

Three particles

We have two three-dimensional DFS, namely

{] 001), ] 010),| 100)} = DFSS", {| 110),] 101),] 011)} = DFSY’,  (20.60)

plus the trivial one-dimensional subspaces {| 000)}, {| 111)}.
There has been experimental verification of DFS; using trapped ions [18].

20.3.2 General Treatment [19]

Consider the Hamiltonian of a system (living in a Hilbert space H) interacting with
a bath

H=Hs®Ip+Is®Hp+ H, (20.61)

where Hg, Hp and H; are, respectively, the system, bath and system—bath interaction
Hamiltonians, and I is the identity operator.
The time evolution of the whole system is given by

pss(t) = Upss(0) U™, (20.62)

where pgp is the combined system—bath density operator, and U is the usual time
evolution operator U = exp (—3 Hi).

At this point, we assume that initially the system and the bath are decoupled, so
pss(1) = Ups(0) ® pp(0)U".

The interaction term can be written, quite generally as

H =Y S,®B, (20.63)
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where S, and B are system and bath operators, respectively. Next, we trace over the
bath variables to get

p = Trg [Up(0) ® ps(0)U'] . (20.64)

This reduced density matrix represents the system alone. If we diagonalize the
density matrix of the bath, pg(0) = Y A, | v){v |, by performing the trace over
the bath variables, we obtain

p=2 (I UOEO®Y & [v)(v DUT() | 1) (20.65)
=D Ap(0)A]

with the ‘Kraus operators’ defined as

Ac= VA w | U@ | v),a=p,v. (20.66)

As the density matrix is normalized, one can write

ZAlAa =1I. (20.67)

a

20.3.3 Condition for DFS: Hamiltonian Approach

As we said before, the decoherence is the direct consequence of the system—bath
entanglement, caused in the present model, by the Hamiltonian H;. Of course, if
Hj; = 0, then there is no decoherence and the dynamics follows a unitary evolution.
Unfortunately, in practice, one cannot switch off the interaction with the reservoir.
We have to look for alternatives, such as a particular subspace which is free of
decoherence.

Zanardi et al.[20, 21] has shown that there exists a set of states | I~<)} of
eigenvectors of S, such that

Sy | k) = co | k), Ya, | k) . (20.68)

These are degenerate eigenvectors of the system operators whose eigenvalues
depend only on the index «, but not on the state index k.

If Hy leaves the Hilbert space H = span {| k)} invariant, and if we start within H,
then the evolution of the system will be decoherence free. We let the reader check
this proof.
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20.3.4 Condition for DFS: Lindblad Approach

Lindblad has shown that the most general evolution of a system density matrix py is
governed by the Master equation

dp i
T [H;, p] + Lp(p) (20.69)
with
1 M
Lp(p(1) = 5 > dag ([Fa,pF;] + [Fap,F;]) (20.70)
a,f=1

where H; is the system Hamiltonian, the F,, is a family of the ‘Lindblad’ operators
in an M-dimensional space and d, g are elements of a positive Hermitian matrix
(some cases are discussed in Chap. 16 in the context of quantum trajectories).

All the non-unitary, decohering dynamics is accounted for by Lp That is, in
the Lindblad form, there is a clear separation between the unitary and decohering
dynamics.

Let {| /~‘>5¢V=1} be a basis for an N-dimensional subspace

H(DFS) € H(TOTAL SYSTEMHILBERT SPACE) . (20.71)

In this basis, we may express the density matrix as

N
p=2_rgl RG] . (20.72)
kj=1

Now, we consider the action of the Lindblad operators F, on | I}),

Fo |Ky=Y"C5l)).

j=1
Substituting in (20.70), we find
1 & ol .
Lo(p) =5 D dap D pyQCICL i | ~CluCE, ) (j] (2073)
a,f=1 kjmn=1
—cP*c 1 k)i])=0.

jm ~nm
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Notice that we have used the condition Lp(p) = 0, which is precisely the
definition of the DFS.

The coefficients d, g represent information about the bath, which we assume is
uncontrollable. So we require that each term in the «, 8 sum vanishes separately.

Furthermore, we expect no dependence on the initial conditions, i.e., no depen-
dence on py;, which implies that each term in the parenthesis vanishes separately.

This can be done if all the projectors are the same, requirement that is satisfied if

in = CSkn,
so the (20.73) becomes
N

> g IR QTG —cr e~ =0. (20.74)

kj=1
Assuming that the C{ # 0, this yields

Qe -clrer - c*en =0, (20.75)
or

2=7"+77", (20.76)
with Z=
The (20.76) has the unique solution Z = 1. Thus, C]‘?‘ =Cr=C"
Thus, we proved the following Theorem. " 5
The necessary and sufficient condition for a subspace H(DFS) = {| k);:’zl} to
be decoherence free is that the basis states | l}) are degenerate eigenstates of all
Lindblad operators Fa,

»(El\%

F, | k) = C* | k)forVa,k . (20.77)
The above condition can be also written as
[Fu.Fg] | k) =0. (20.78)

If one can write

M

[Fa’Fﬂ] = ZfoZﬂF)’ ’

y=1
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with f; B # 0 and linearly independent (the Fs forming a ‘semi-simple Lie algebra’).
In this case, the condition (20.78) can be written as

M
D fCr =0 (20.79)
y=1

that can only be satisfied for C¥ = 0.
Thus, the condition for a DFS , for the semisimple case, is that the set of states
should be degenerate eigenstates of all Lindblad operators with zero eigenvalue,

Fy | k) =0, forVa.k . (20.80)

We consider, in the next section, some simple examples.

20.3.5 Example: N Spins in Boson Bath [19]

Consider the following Hamiltonian

Hy =33 [sio] be + gwoib] + gioi e+ b)) |
i k

i=1

where crj, 0,07 are the Pauli matrices acting on the i-th spin and by ,b}: are the boson
operators for the k-th mode, and g7, are the coupling constants.

This Hamiltonian describes a collection of spins (two-level systems) exchanging
energy via the terms gjk' al.Tbk, g;cnb;[ and exchanging phase via g5, 07 (b + b,t).

As the couplings are different for each spin, there are 3NS, operators that are N
triple operators {O’j, 0,07 }. It is simple to see that there are no DFS in this case.

On the other hand, if we assume a collective interaction with the bath, that is if
the coupling are independent of the spin index i,

gr=8 . a=+,—2

N

then one defines three collective operators S, = Zi=1 of ,a = +,—,z and the

interaction Hamiltonian becomes

HI= Z Sa ®Bou

a=+,—z
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where

By =) gfbeuBo =) gbl.B.=Y gibi+b)).
k k k

As the angular momentum algebra is semi-simple, one can write the DFS
condition as

Sy | k) =0, Va.

For two spins, the singlet state will satisfy the above condition, so we get a one-
dimension DFS

- 1
Bz = (101~ [10) =17 = 0.m; = 0).

where the indices 1,2 refer to the singlet state corresponding to qubits 1 and 2.

If we take four spins, by adding two angular momentum j; = 1 andj, = 1, a
possible result is | J = 0,m; = 0), which is just a combination of the triplet states,
giving

| J =0,m =0)
1

Zﬁ [| 00)12 | 11344 | 11)12 | 00)34—% (1 01) 12+ [ 10} 12)(] O1) 34+ | 10)34)} .

The second state in the DFS is the combination of singlet states, namely
I J = O,mj = 0)2 =| /2)12 I /2)34.

The dimension of the DFS is given by DIM(DFS) =
2 for N = 4. There is no DFS for N odd.

Wﬂ!ﬁ),, which is equal
2/:\2 .

Problems

20.1 Prove (20.42).

20.2 Show that for a phase sensitive reservoir, one has

-1
thq) — 14

2[N+2e2(N—M+1)]

Hint: See [9].
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Chapter 21
Quantum Bits, Entanglement and Applications

In this chapter, we deal with a general introduction to quantum computation and
describe the bipartite entanglement of pure and mixed states. We also present
quantum teleportation as an application.

21.1 Qubits and Quantum Gates

A quantum bit or qubit is a quantum system in which the classical Boolean states
0 and 1 are replaced by a pair of mutually orthogonal quantum states labeled by
{] 0),] 1)}. These two states form a computational basis for a pure state, a qubit,
written as [1]

[y) =al0)+6]1) (21.1)

with |a 2+ | B |>= 1.

Physically speaking, a qubit corresponds typically to the two levels of some
microscopic system such as a polarized photon, a trapped ion, a nuclear spin etc.

A Quantum Logic Gate is a device that performs fixed a unitary operation during
a fixed period of time.

One of the most common single qubit gate is the Hadamard Gate, defined by the
matrix

I 1 1
H=— , (21.2)
V2l1-1
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written on the {| 0),| 1)} computational basis. If we represent | 0) = ( (1)) and

| 1) = ((1)), then, the effect of the Hadamard Gate on the basis vectors is the

following:

_ Ll 1y _ 1 (1

=0 -H0) e
1

= 510+, (21.4)

_ L orjgoy_ 1 1

= glal(0)=50)

1

= E(I 0)— 1 1). (2L5)

A Quantum Network is a device that consists in a collection of Quantum Logic
Gates, synchronized in some way.

A network of size two, for example, is a Hadamard Transform on two qubits.
Assuming that we start with the state | 00), =| 0);® | 0),, then (for simplicity we
will skip the sub-indices)

| 0) = [H] —

| 0) — [H] — (21.6)

so that acting on | 00) gives
| 00) — [H] [H] —
1
> {1 00)+ | 01)+ | 10)+ | 11)}. (21.7)

Notice that in the above parenthesis, we have the digital representation of 0, 1, 2,
3, soin a ‘decimal’ basis we can write it as

| 00) — [H] [H] —

SO+ 1)+12)+1 3}, e19)

So, if the initial state is | 00), then the output is the superposition of the states
| 0) to | 3).
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Fig. 21.1 Phase gate ¢

1i> @- e? 1j)
Fig. 21.2 General single
qubit transformation lg H _9 H n/2+¢

On the other hand, if the initial state is | 01) then the output is
| 01) — [H] [H] —
1
SHO=1D+12)—13)3. (21.9)

Another single qubit gate is the phase gate, defined in the computational basis as

<I>:(10 . ), (21.10)
0 expi¢
whose net effect is

| 0) —]0),

| 1) — expig | 1). (21.11)

Symbolically, this is written as Fig.21.1 forj = 0, 1.

We can combine the Hadammard and phase gates, to get the most general single
qubit unitary transformation, starting from | 0) (Fig. 21.2).

It is a simple to show that the above operation yields

;0 0 o 1 i) sin [ & 21.12
exp (15) |:| ) cos (5) + | 1) exp(i¢) sin (5):| . (21.12)

As we can see from the above result, a combination of a Hadamard and Phase
gates is sufficient to construct any unitary operation on a single qubit.

Pictorially, a qubit can be represented as a unit vector in the Bloch sphere, as
shown in Fig.21.3.

An example of a two-qubit gate is a CONTROLLED-NOT or C-NOT gate,
represented by the following 4 x 4 matrix

1000
0100
c=|o001| (21.13)

0010

and normally, the symbol for it is (Fig. 21.4).
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Fig. 21.3 Pictorial
representation of a qubit in 0
the Bloch sphere

Fig. 21.4 . ’
CONTROLLED-NOT GATE. | j ) camimt lj)
| j) is the CONTROL qubit
and | k) is the TARGET. | j)
has to be in the state | j = 1)
to change the target
I k ) target - h ® k)

This gate flips the second qubit (called ‘target’, k in Fig.21.4) if the first qubit
is | 1) (called control, j in Fig.21.4), and it does nothing if the control is | 0), for
example

C 1) 10) —|j) 1)), forj = 0,1. (21.14)

If the control is in a superposition state | ) = « | 0) + 8 | 1), and the target
is in | 0), then the C-NOT gate generates a state that is not separable, an entangled
state

Clla]0)+B|1)|0)]—al00)+p]11),
# V1)® | ). (21.15)
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Fig. 21.5 TOFFOLI GATE. a . .

| j} and | k) are the j) IJ}
CONTROL qubits and | m) is &

the TARGET. To change the
target, the controls have to be

inthe state | j = 1) | k = 1), b k‘ k
otherwise nothing happens 3

¢ |m) m @ j-k)

For gates with a higher number of qubits, we have for example the Toffoli Gate,
which acts on three qubits, two of them (j and & in Fig. 21.5) acting as controls and
the third one (m) as the target, so that the target is only changed when both controls
are in the | 1) state.

This gate is shown in Fig. 21.5

For example

T | 000) —| 000),
T|110) —| 111),
T|111) —| 110), etc. (21.16)

21.2 Entanglement

21.2.1 Pure States

Consider a quantum system composed of two subsystems A and B whose states are
in the Hilbert spaces Hy4 and Hp of a finite dimension d4 5 = dim(Hy p) respectively.
The complete space is H = Hx® Hp.

Let us consider now states of the whole system, in which the subsystem is in | i)4
and the other one in | u)p. For clarity, we use Latin letters for the states in A and
Greek for the states in B

The whole system is denoted by | i)4 ® | )p € H. For example, we could have
product states such as | 01), | 10), | 00), | 11).

However, as any superposition in Hilbert space is possible, we could also have

| %) =a|00)+B|11) € H. (21.17)

As we mentioned earlier, this state cannot be written in a factorized form, and we
refer to as an ‘entangled state’.
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These states play a very important role in quantum communications, teleporta-
tion, quantum cryptography, etc.

The more formal definition of two-partite entanglement is the following one:

Consider two systems A and B.

| ¥) € Hy® Hp is a product state if there exists | ¢12)ap € Hap such that
| ¥) =] $1)® | ¢2). Otherwise, we say that | ) is an entangled state.

Example 1 The Bell states

1
| %) = E(I 00)=£ | 11)),
| y¥) = %(I 01)% | 10)), (21.18)

are entangled states

The most important property of the entangled states is that they carry correla-
tions, that is, a measurement of an observable in A and B are correlated.

For example, defining the Pauli matrices in the computational basis

op = [ 10+ [0)(1],
(| {0 [ = [0)(T D).
— [ {1 [+10)0], (21.19)

Oy

0z

and if the system is in | ¥/ ~), then a measurement of the observable o, will always
give the opposite results in A and B.

Correlations can be rather subtle, as we show in Example 2.

Example 2 Suppose that we have a two-photon source providing pairs of photons
with opposite polarizations in the horizontal and vertical basis, without us knowing
which photon has which polarization.

Let us say that we have photons A and B with polarizations H (horizontal) and V
(vertical).

The above situation can be described in two ways, a classical and a quantum
mechanical one:

1
Pclass = E(I HAVB><HAVB I)

1
+§(| VaHp)(VaHp |), (21.20)

pow =l v )W . (21.21)
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with

lyt) = %(I HaVg)+ | VaHg)). (21.22)

If we observe, for example, an H polarization for photon A, expressed as

Tra (p | Ha)(Ha ) _
Tr(p | Ha)(Ha )

this gives certain V-polarization of the photon B in both cases.

As we shall see very soon, pass 1S not entangled while ppy is.

To appreciate the difference between the two cases, we write these two density
matrices as rows and columns ordered as HH, HV, VH, VV. The result is:

| Ve) (Vs |, (21.23)

0000
10100
== , 21.24
Pclass 2 0010 ( )
0000
0000
110110
== 21.2
Pov =31 0110 (21.25)
0000

We notice that the non-zero off-diagonal elements or ‘coherences’, are only
present in pgy, in the mixed positions HV-VH and VH-HV.
In both cases, the reduced density matrix, say p4 yields

1
(Petass)a = (pom)a = EI , (21.26)

I being the identity matrix [2].

As we can see, the off-diagonal elements of ppy does not have an impact
in individual particles, and therefore, we get the same reduced density matrix.
The difference between the two cases shows up when doing violations of Bells
inequalities, which are purely quantum effects [3, 4].

21.2.1.1 The Schmidt Decomposition
For two-partite entanglement, one can always write the states in terms of the basis
states of the parts A and B [4]

da  dp

| Yag) = Y D Cli.0) | )® | ). (21.27)

i=1 pu=1
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where C(i, i) are the matrix elements of

da dp
C=) D Clmliiunl. (21.28)

i=1 pu=1

One can easily check that the reduced density matrices p4 and pp can be given
by

oa = CCT, pg = CTC. (21.29)
Now, we write the eigenvalue equation
palf)=CCHf) =il f), (21.30)
thus getting a basis for the A space
(1 F) = 8,
DGO 1)) = 8ij. (21.31)

J
Now, multiplying (21.30) by CT, we get
Cloa |f) = CC(CT ) = 1(CT | ). (21.32)

Equation (21.32) shows that CT | f7) is an eigenstate of pp = C'C with the same
eigenvalue A,

psCT | f1) = LCT | £7).

The new orthonormal set of states, which are the eigenstates of pp, we denote by
| ¢'), defined as

1
Vi

To get an explicit expression for C(i, i), we multiply (21.33) by C and then by
(j |, getting

| 9"y = —=C" | f)). (21.33)

VAG LAY =Y Ch.min ] ¢). (21.34)
"
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Defining f{ = (j | f) and ¢!, = (i | ¢'), we get by multiplying by (¢’ | ),
summing over i and using the orthonormality of the | ¢') states

Cl.w) =Y VAL ()"

Now, we are ready to write | ¥4p) in the so-called Schmidt form

da dp

| Yas) = ) D Cliop) | )@ | )

i=1 p=1

da dp
-3y [Z VAL @) 1) | u)}

i=lp=1L s
da dp
=D VA 1@ Y@t n
s i=1 u=1
=> VA | F) | @), (21.35)

We notice that the original | ¥45) was written in terms of a double sum while the
present ‘diagonal form’ has been reduced to a single one.
In terms of the density operator, one can write

p =D Vaki | F)F | @ | @) (@] (21.36)
ik
It is simple to see that the reduced density matrices are now diagonal:
pr= ) Al FO(F,
k
po =) | &) (F]. (21.37)
k

As the A are eigenvalues of density matrices, they obey the following conditions:
0<A; =<1,

ZAS =1. (21.38)

In the case of a product state, there is only one Schmidt term different from zero,
and the corresponding eigenvalue is 1.
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Conversely, if we have a state with only one Schmidt coefficient, it must be a
product state.

Thus, | Y4p) is a product state if and only if the corresponding reduced density
matrices correspond to pure states.

This implies that if we have an entangled state, the corresponding reduced density
operators must correspond to a mixed state, with more than one Schmidt eigenvalue
different from zero.

We see that entanglement of a state is directly related to the mixedness of the
reduced density operator.

A simple way of measuring the degree of entanglement in a two-partite pure state
is via the ‘Schmidt number’, defined as the reciprocal of the purity of the reduced
density matrix [5].

1 1 1

K: = - .
Trapy  Trepy  2uha

(21.39)

If only one eigenvalue is 1, and the rest are zero, then K = 1 and we have a
product state.

On the other hand, if all the A, are equal, implying that all the N terms are equally
important in the Schmidt decomposition, then A; = zlv and K = N.

So, if D is the dimension of the space, then

1<K <D. (21.40)

Example 3 In the case of the two-photon source (Example 2), we had poy =]|
Y T) (¢ T | and the reduced density matrices (ogm)a = (pom)s = 31, 50 Ay =
Ay = % and K = 2, which is the maximum possible value since D = 2.

Example 4 (Two-mode squeezed states. [6]) In the previous example, we had the
Schmidt decomposition of two particles.

A more complex situation is the case of optical entanglement of two field modes,
in particular, a highly entangled state called two-mode squeezed state. In Chap. 5, we
described with details the squeezed states and mentioned that one of its quadratures
has quantum fluctuations below than that of a perfectly coherent field. Of course
this example has interest in low-noise quantum measurement and noise reduction in
optical systems, in general.

We are going to analyze the two-mode squeezed vacuum state. Its generation is
achieved in an Optical Parametric Amplifier. The experiment is as follows: Laser
light at frequency €2 acting as the pump is focussed onto a non-linear crystal (with
a large second-order non-linearity), which absorbs a pump photon and emits two
photons into the signal and idler modes of the amplifier, with frequencies w, and
wy, such that

Q =w, + w,.
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The effective Hamiltonian for this interaction is
H = it (c'a,a, — calal). (21.41)

If the laser field is intense (with an amplitude E), then it can be considered as
classical, and we may write a simplified Hamiltonian

H = ihA(E*a,a, — Edlal).
The time evolution operator corresponding to this Hamiltonian is
U(t —to) = exp [n*aua, — najal], (21.42)

where n = AE(t — ty), which is the generator of two-mode squeezed states.
The above operator can be written as [7]

exp (n*auav — nalai)

1
_ i ,
cosh(") exp [—a}a] tanh(r) exp(i6) |

exp [—(alau + azav) ln(cosh(r))]
exp [—a,a, tanh(r) exp(—i6)] . (21.43)

If the initial state is the two-mode vacuum, then

| ¥) = exp[~n*a,a, + najal] | 0),® | 0),

I
= —gtat .
= con( &P L-auay tanh(7) exp(O) || 0)u® | O)r. (21.44)

Expanding in power series the r.h.s. of (21.44), we get

| ¥) = cosil(r) Xn:(tanh r)"exp(inf) | n),® | n),.

This state is already in the Schmidt form written in the two-mode bi-orthogonal
Fock basis.

Therefore, according to the above discussion, the reduced density matrices are
diagonal and have the form

= ! 2n
o= 2 Tahp (@ | e (21.45)

= ! 2n
P = 2 foohyp 0 | bt | (21.46)

n
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Notice that these reduced density matrices describe a thermal state, with (n) =

sinh? 7. In both cases, one gets p,, = Y., ﬁ (%) | n)uv(n |, which is

precisely a thermal state.

21.2.2 Mixed States

For mixed states, the situation is more complicated. There are several criteria for
separability [8].

A mixed state is called separable, if it can be prepared by the two-parties
(popularly called ‘Alice’ and ‘Bob’) in a ‘classical way’, which means agreeing by
direct communication on the local preparation of states. The corresponding Density
Matrix of a separable state should have only classical correlations or mathematically
should be of the form [9]

p= pila)ai| ®|bi)bil. (21.47)

otherwise, it is entangled.
Here the coefficients p; are probabilities with 0 < p; < 1 and >, p; = 1. This
decomposition is not unique.

Example 5 An example of a mixed state that has classical but not quantum
correlations is p = %(l 00)(00 | 4+ | 11)(11 |). Another example is the state
p=23(¢T)pT | + | ¢7) (¢~ |), which is separable because it can be written as
the previous example, as it can be seen from the definitions of the Bell states.

However, we should warn the reader that a criteria for separability like (21.47)
is not easy to use. Or, in other words, finding for p a form like that or proving that
it does not exist is not a simple task. Therefore, we must find a simpler criteria to
detect entanglement.

21.2.2.1 Peres—Horodecki Criteria (Positive Partial Transpose) [10, 11]
The partial transpose of a composite density matrix is given by transposing only one

of the two subsystems. For example, the partial transposition with respect to Alice
is

(pTA)mM,nv = (p)nu,mvs (21.48)

where again, we are using Latin subindices for the Alice subsystem and Greek for
Bobs.
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Thus, for any separable state, one can write the partial transpose as:

Pl = "pil ai)la; '@ | bi)(bi | - (21.49)

As the (| a;){a; |)T are again valid density matrices for Alice, one immediately
finds that pfgp > 0 implying non-negative eigenvalues.

The same holds for the partial transposition with respect to Bob. In summary,
the partial transpose of a separable density matrix is positive. This means that it has
only positive non-vanishing eigenvalues (or equivalently, a positive operator has a
positive or zero expectation value with any state).

The converse, that is, if p™ > 0, then p is separable is true only for low
dimensional systems, namely for composite systems 2 x 2 and 2 x 3. In these cases,
the positivity of the partial transpose (PPT) is a necessary and sufficient condition
for separability. For higher dimensions, the PPT condition is only necessary.

The partial transposition criterion for detecting entanglement is simple: given a
bipartite state psp, find the eigenvalues of any of its partial transpositions. A negative
eigenvalue immediately implies that the state is entangled. Examples of such states
include the singlet state.

The partial transposition criterion allows to detect in a simple way, all entangled
states that are NPT (negative partial transpose density matrices with at least a
negative eigenvalue), which is a large class of states. However, in higher dimensions,
there are PPT states that are not separable, called ‘bound entangled states’ [12, 13].

21.2.3 Bell Inequalities

(see Fig.21.6)

Fig. 21.6 John Bell (1972)
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As we have seen in the previous section, entanglement is a purely quantum
mechanical effect. Schrodinger was the first one to deal with this problem, in
connection with the famous Schrodinger cat, or entanglement on a macroscopic
scale.

Later, Einstein, Podolsky and Rosen thought about a ‘Gedanken’ (thought)
Experiment as a criticism of Quantum Mechanics. They suggest that quantum
mechanics cannot be a complete theory but should be supplemented by additional
variables (hidden variables), to be able to restore reality and locality.

In particular, the requirement of locality, which creates the main difficulty, says
that the measurement on one system should be unaffected by operations on a distant
system with which the first system interacted in the past.

As far as reality is concerned, I quote Einstein [14] “In a complete theory there is an
element corresponding to each element of reality. A sufficient condition for the reality of
a physical quantity is the possibility of predicting it with certainty, without disturbing the
system. In quantum mechanics, in the case of two physical quantities described by non-
commuting operators, the knowledge of one precludes the knowledge of the other. Then
either (1) the description of the wavefunction in quantum mechanics is not complete or (2)
these two quantities cannot have simultaneous reality. ... One is thus led to conclude that
the description of reality as given by a wavefunction is not complete”(See Fig.21.7, 1940)

Fig. 21.7 Albert Einstein
1940
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Bell made the assumptions of local realism, to derive an inequality that must
be satisfied by any physical theory of nature, that is local and realistic, concepts
that will be more clear in an example. He then goes on to show that there are
states in Quantum Mechanics that violate this inequality, both theoretically and
experimentally (as proven later on).

We will derive here the inequality and give examples of the its violation [15, 16].

We consider two spin-% particles, far apart, called A and B. Let us perform Stern—
Gerlach measurements in the directions a and b on A and B. The outcomes of the
measurements performed on the particles A and B are A, and By,. The results of
these measurements A,(Bj) whose values can be =1 may depend on the directions
a(b) and some uncontrollable parameter A. We assume that A,(1) and B,(A) have
a definite pre-measurement value and that the measurement merely discovers this
value. This is the reality. A is usually called the hidden variable. Furthermore, the
result of a measurement at A does not depend on measurements performed on B and
viceversa. This is Einstein’s locality assumption.

Now we assume that the parameter A has a probability distribution P(A) such that

/ P(M)dA = 1,P(A) > 0. (21.50)

The correlation function of two spin-% for a measurement in a direction a for
particle A and a direction b for particle B, and assuming the existence of hidden
variables, is given by:

E(a,b) = / Aa(M)By(L)P(A)dA. (21.51)

Let us now assume that observations are made at the particle A in the directions
a and a and at the particle B in the directions b and b. If the outcome of those
measurements are A,, A; and By, By, respectively. Then

E(a.b) + E(a.b) + E(d,b) — E(d, b)
= / {AdM)[By (L) + By(M)] + Ad(M)[By(A) — BLM)]}P(A)dA. (21.52)
now, [B,(A) + By(A)] and [By(A) — By(1)] can be +2,0 and 0, %2, respectively, so
| E(a,b) + E(a,b) + E(d,b) — E(d,b) |< 2. (21.53)

This is actually a generalization of Bell’s inequality called Clauser, Horne,
Shimony and Holt (BHSH) derived in 1969 [17].
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Example 6 An interesting example is the use of the singlet state to detect entangle-
ment via Bell inequality. For the singlet state, one can prove that

E(as b) = (W_ | Oq * Op | Kﬁ_) = —COS(Qab), (2154’)

where 0, = T -aand o = 7 - b, with T = (0x, 0y, 0;). Also 0, is the angle
between the two measurement directions a and b.

So, for the singlet state, we can define

B = E(a,b) + E(a,b) + E(d,b) — E(d, )

= —co0S(Hup) — cos(0,) — cos(b) + cos(0).
The maximum value of this function is obtained when
aabb

are contained in a plane. In that case B = 2+/2 thus violating the BHSH inequality.
Thus, a singlet state, a state allowed by quantum mechanics (an entangled state)
violates the BHSH inequality, or in other words, it does not obey a theory, which is
local and realistic.
To put it in a different way, quantum mechanics is not local realistic. This is
precisely the message of Bell’s Theorem.

21.3 Quantum Teleportation

The dream of Teleportation is to travel by simply reappearing in some distant
location (see Fig. 21.8).

Classically, one can characterize the system by measurements and make a copy
at the distant location. One does not need parts and pieces of the original. We only
have to send the information that can be used to reconstruct the object.

However, what happens if these parts and pieces are electrons, photons, atoms,
etc.? What happens with their quantum properties, considering that we cannot
have measurements with absolute precision, according to Heisenberg’s uncertainty
principle?

Bennett et al. [18] suggested that is possible to transfer the quantum state of a
particle to another particle — process baptized as quantum teleportation — provided
one does not acquire any information about the state to be teleported.

This can be achieved via a fundamental quantum property, entanglement, that
describes, as we have seen in the previous sections, a correlation much stronger
than the classical one.
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Fig. 21.8 Movie fiction (Star Trek)

Bob and Alice could, separated at a certain distance, implement a Teleportation
procedure as follows:

They share a maximally entangled pair of quantum two-level systems Such a
state could be, for example the Bell state | V¥45) = \/LEG 0)a | 0)pg+ | 1)a | 1)p)

where A stands for Alice and B for Bob.
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On the other hand, Alice receives an unknown qubit | ®) = (a | 0) + b | 1)).
She wants to Teleport this state to Bob. This state is unknown to Alice, otherwise
she can inform Bob classically (phone call, fax, etc.). If Alice does not know the
state, she requires a very large number of measurements to determine a and b. But
she has another possibility. She can use the state shared with Bob | ¥45). The total
state of three qubits is now (the first two qubits belong to Alice and the third one to
Bob)

| ®am) =| ®) | Yian) = (@] 0) + b | 1>)%(| 00)+ | 11)).

which can be written as
1
V2

that can be conveniently written in terms of the Bell basis:

| ®45) = —=(a | 000) +a | O11) + b | 100) + b | 111)),

| @ap) = 5 [1¢")@|0) +b[1)+[¢ ) a|0)=b]|1))]

N =

+S [y )@l )+ [0)+ [y )@ 1) =b]0)].

N =

Now the Teleportation proceeds as follows:

1. Alice performs a joint measurement on the Bell basis. Thus, she will get one of
the four Bell states randomly with equal probability.
2. Suppose that she gets | ¢ 7). Then, the three-qubit state collapses to

|7 a]0)=b]|1)).

Alice now communicates this result to Bob over a classical channel how this state
differs from the original one. In this particular example, the unitary transformation
to go from (@ | 0) — b | 1)) — a | 0) + b | 1). It is simple to see that the
transformation is o.. For all four possibilities, we have

Alice finds | ¢) — (0) Bob does nothing
Alice finds | ¢~) — (1) Bob performs o,
Alice finds | ) — (2) Bob performs o,
Alice finds | ¥~) — (3) Bob performs 0,0.
So the classical information that Alice sends to Bob about her joint measurement

can be encoded, for example ‘1’, meaning he has to perform o,. Once he has
applied this transformation on his particle, he can be certain that he has reproduced
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= s

Jjoini_measurement 7 transformation

classical information

ALICE W‘ Bf)B \
teleported

state

oY | v

unknown state to be
teleported

Fig. 21.9 Quantum teleportation protocol

the original state. Notice that this process is different from cloning, because the
original is destroyed by the measurement. Also, the operations performed are local,
in either location of Alice and Bob. But we never performed a global transformation
involving both. A pictorial description of the Quantum teleportation Protocol in
described in Fig.21.9.

21.3.1 Entanglement Distillation

As mentioned before, in practice, one has at one’s disposal not pure, but mixed
states. For example, if we want to perform an experiment on teleportation of the
polarization state of a photon, over a rather long distance, even if we start from a
pure state, at the end of the process, there will be a considerable entanglement with
the environment, and therefore, the state will be invariably mixed. However, there is
a way one can make the state more pure and even more entangled.

The central idea is to use several copies of the state. Using local operations and
classical communication, it is possible to sacrifice some of the copies and get fewer
states which maybe nearly maximally entangled. This process we call entanglement
distillation.
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21.3.1.1 One Particle Purification
We consider a collection of qubits, in a mixture of the form

p=r1000]+A =) D{1]

where we call f, the entanglement fidelity of the ensemble. We want to purify this
state, that is, increase f. We could for example, measure directly the spin, say
by having a Stern Gerlach apparatus with an inhomogeneous magnetic field, and
selecting one particular path, say the one with spin down. In this way, we could
think as having purified the particles to the desired pure state. If we measure, we do
get | 0)(0 | but, we have destroyed the qubit in the process.

A better idea is to have two copies of the state, the first one we call the source
and the second one, the target:

p= 1000 +A =) DA Ds® (FI0)O0]+A =) [ {1 D7,
and now we apply a C-NOT operation

C—NOT (| 0)(0 D¢ (| 0){0 )y == (| 0)(0 D¢ (1 0){0 D7
C—NOT (| 1){1 Dc (1 0){0 Ny == (| {1 De (I {1 D7
Notice that in the C-NOT operation, the target only changes when the control is

in the | 1)(1 | state, and nothing happens otherwise.
As a result of the above operation on the control-target system, we get

p= (100 +(1 =% 1){1]);® [0){0 |7 +
FA=NCT 00+ [ 1)1 Ds® | 1)(1 |7 .

If we now measure on the target qubit, and find, for example the | 0) state, then,
we obtain the ensemble of entangled states, with a renormalized density matrix

I fz (1 _f)2
=pra—p Ot ETa oy
P 10)0 ] (1 —F) | 1)(1 ],

p I (1

/ 2
where [ = TR
It is evident, from Fig. 21.10, that for f > %, the remaining control qubits (those
for which the target qubit was measured in the state | 0)) form a purified ensemble
since /' > f, and therefore, there is an increased fraction of particles in the state | 0).
If we iterate this process, the ensemble can be distilled arbitrarily close to a pure
state | 0), however, we would require an infinite number of copies.
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Fig. 21.10 The fidelity after 1.0

an iteration of the purification

algorithm. Note that f* > f

fOI'f > % 0.8 4
0.6
9
0.4 -
0.2
0

0

After the n-th iteration, the fidelity will be

f2

21.3.1.2 Two Particle Purification

Let us consider the two qubit Werner states defined as

oo =G 1y 1+ It 1+ 1976 1+ 19 1],

(21.55)

and we assume that both Bob and Alice share two states like in (21.55), so that the
complete density matrix is pg ® pg. We will denote by A| and A, and By and B; the
two particles (source and target) of Alice and Bob respectively.

In the distillation procedure, we proceed as follows: First, Alice applies a unitary
transformation o, to her qubits. The net effect is to transform vE < ¢T, so after
the rotation, we get

a-

P =Gl ) o™ |+ )[|¢ o™ I+l Y™ [+ 1y )y 1]

Next, we apply the C-NOT operation to their two particles, where A; and B; act
like source and A, and B, like target.
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Table 21.1 Effect of the

° Source | Target | Source | Target
Bi-lateral control-Not Gate on

+ + + +
the input Source and Target, ¢ I ¢_ ¢:F ¢_
getting, in the two last ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢
columns, the final states Y+ yt Y+ ot

UL L A
ot |yt ¢t |yt
oty ¢T |y
yE et Tyt
vE e yT |y

The Controlled Not operation, in this case, acts as follows:

[ 0)a; | 0)a, —> | 0)a, | O)a,.
[ 0)a; | D)a, | 0)a, | Das,
[ Da, | 0)a, —> | Da, | Da,.
[ Da, | Da, —> | Da, | 0)a,.

and the same for Bob.

After the bi-lateral C-NOT operation, the states of the particles are transformed
as shown in the Table 21.1.

The density matrix (source and target), after the B-C-NOT gate, reads:

pr=Fi|¢T) (@ | +F2 [ ¢7)rle™ | +F | ) (v ™ | +Fa [y ) (v |

(21.56)
where
Fi=6 et 1+ 90D et 1+ 85 ey
!
= S e 149D gyt 1+ S e
=2 ‘G)Z W)y
Py = “_G)2 et 1+ 902D e 1 + LDy
+“_—G)2 A

9
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1-G)?
(T)|¢+)c(¢+|+
1-6)?%, _

+T|¢ Ye(v™ |

G(1 - G)
3

(1-6)

Fy = [ ¢ ) (o™ | +T | YD) e(v+ |

Finally, the target pairs are measured in the | 0),| 1) basis. If they measure
the same result, we keep the source particles, otherwise, the source particles
are discarded. So, after a successful measurement, we get F; + F,, that after
renormalization, becomes

pe =Gl )c(d™ | +Ga |7 )c(d™ | +Ga [ ¥ )™ | +Ga | Y7 ) (Y™ |,
with

G? 4 U=’
G, 2

T, 26(-G) | 5(1-G2
G+~ 5+ 5

To finish the process, we again perform a unilateral o, rotation that finally leaves
the state as

P = Gy Y)W [ +Ga [ Y)Wt | +Gs | $7)eld™ | +Ga| 67t |

The new fidelity is plotted against the old one in Fig.21.11. We can see that if
we have an initial fidelity G > % then G| > G, then repeated iteration can lead to a
high fidelity, sacrificing many qubits along the process [18, 19].

Fig. 21.11 The fidelity after 1.0
one iteration of Bennett’s

algorithm. Note that G; > G
for G > % 0.8

0.6
Gl 1
0.4

0.2

0 02 04 0.6 08 1.0
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Problems

21.1 Show that for a two-mode squeezed state, K = 1 +2(n), where (n) = sinh®r.
Notice that for r = 0, K = 1 that correspond to a factorized state, while for r —
00, K — oo, approaching the maximum value of K for an co dimensional system
(maximally entangled).

21.2 Show that the state p =| ¢T)(¢™T | is entangled, using the NPT criterion.

21.3 Show that the state with the corresponding density matrix [20]

7122
11322
P=% 2231

2217

is separable.
21.4 Provethat E(a,b) = (Y~ | 0,-0p | ¥7) = —cos(0u).
21.5 Prove Eq.(21.56)
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Chapter 22
Quantum Correlations

In the present chapter, we describe the quantum correlations from two different
viewpoints. One is related to Entanglement and the way one prepares a separable
state via Local Operation and Classical Communication. The other way to look at
quantum correlations is completely different and related to the quantum version of
classical information theory, where the quantum mutual information is separated
into classical and quantum information and the conditional quantum entropy is
achieved via measuring one part of the system. The measure of this second
viewpoint is the quantum discord.

22.1 Introduction

Quantum Systems are correlated in a way inaccessible to classical objects.

Entangled states are non-classical in the sense that they cannot be prepared with
the help of local operations and classical communication.

However, more recently, a different notion of quantum correlations have been
proposed, called quantum discord.

We will show here that quantum entanglement and quantum discord are measures
of quantum correlations but from a different perspective.

As we mentioned in the previous chapter, a mixed state is separable if it can be
written as a convex combination of pure product states

Psep = ZP:’ | ai)(ai | ® | bi){bi | . (22.1)

The pure states | @;) and | b;) are elements of the local Hilbert spaces Hy and
Hpand p; are the probabilities summing up to 1.
If a state cannot be written in this form, it is called entangled.
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The idea behind this definition is the following one:

If the two parties are represented by Alice (A) and Bob (B), suppose that they are
able to produce any quantum state locally. In addition, they have access to a classical
communication channel (internet, phone). Then Alice and Bob can generate any
separable state given by Eq. (22.1), as follows:

Alice prepares a state | a;) with probability p; and lets Bob know the state she
prepared. Depending on this information, Bob prepares the corresponding state | b;).

This process is usually called Local Operation and Classical Communication
(LOCC), formally defined as:

1. One of the parties, (Alice) performs s local measurement on her subsystem

2. The outcome of the measurement is communicated classically to the other party

3. Depending on the information received, Bob performs a local measurement on
his subsystem

4. The result of the measurement is classically communicated to Alice.

Some natural questions arise: Is the concept of quantum correlation the same as
Entanglement?

Are separable states same as classically correlated states?

A classical correlated system can be described by a joint probability P,,. On the
other hand, quantum systems are described by the density operator psp, so we could
write a classically correlated density operator as

pglg.vsical — Z[’ah I ab) (ab |,
ab

where {| ab)} forms an orthonormal basis, i.e., (ab || ab) = 8,:08,5. The classically
correlated state has to be diagonal in such a basis.

The idea behind this definition is that if one knows that the state is diagonal in
some basis {| ab)}, then one can determine the values of p,;, without disturbing the
system. A similar idea will be used when referring to Classical Correlations in the
Quantum Discord Section.

Obviously, from the above definitions, the set of classically correlated set is a
subset of the separable states.

In conclusion, a state is said classically correlated if and only if it can be fully
determined without disturbing it with the aid of local measurement and classical
communication.

As opposed to the above definition, one can say that a state is said to be
discordant if and only if it cannot be fully determined without disturbing it with
the aid of local measurements and classical communication.

Finally, we conclude that all entangled states are discordant. However some
separable states may be discordant as well. Which implies that quantum discord
can be generated by LOCC.
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22.2 Entanglement of Formation: Concurrence

One of the most popular measurements of mixedness of the density operator is the
von Neumann entropy S(p) = —tr(plog, p). For a pure state, this entropy vanishes,
and for a maximally mixed state, gives log,d, d being the dimension of the Hilbert
space.

The entropy is a convex function, which implies that it always increases by
further mixing.

Given a pure state |), we define the entropy of entanglement E(y) as the Von-
Neumann entropy of the reduced density operator:

d
E@W) = S(pa) = S(ps) = — Y _ Aelogy (M), (22.2)

k=1

thus, once more we see that the more mixed the reduced density operator is, the
more entangled the original state is.

This definition is only valid for pure states. For mixed states, the quantification
of entanglement becomes more complex.

The Entanglement of Formation was originally proposed by Bennett et al. in
1996 [1], and it is a direct generalization of entropy of entanglement applied to
mixed states.

On the other hand, a mixed states can be written as p = Y, p; | ¥i)ap{V¥: |.
However, this decomposition is not unique. So, given an ensemble of pure states
{pi,| ¥i)as}, one can calculate the minimum average entropy of entanglement over
all possible decompositions of p.

E(p) = {piqlivrgAB}ZpiE(l Vi)ap) (22.3)

However, it is very difficult to know which ensemble {p;, | ¥;) 45} is the one that
minimizes the entropy, so a closely related concept to the entanglement of formation
is the concurrence (for qubits) [2, 3].

For a general mixed state psp of two qubits, we define p to be the spin-flipped
state

pag = (0y ® Uy)p:B(Uy ® ay), (22.4)

where p* is the complex conjugate of p,and o, is the Pauli matrix.
The concurrence is defined as

Cl(p) = max{O, Al — Az — /\3 — 14}, (225)

where {A;} are the square roots, in decreasing order of the eigenvalues of the non-
hermitian matrix pp.
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We use C' to differentiate concurrence of classical correlations named C.

For separable qubits C’ = 0 and for maximally entangled ones C’ = 1.

E and C’ both range from 0 to 1, and E is monotonically increasing function of
C’, so that C’ itself is a kind of measurement of entanglement.

Finally, the entanglement of formation is related to concurrence, via:

E(pap) = E(C(pap)), (22.6)
with
) = H[% + %\/1 -7,

H(x) = —xlog, x — (1 — x) log, (1 —x). (22.7)

22.3 Quantum Discord

In classical information theory, the mutual information between two random
variables X and Y can be expressed in two different ways, namely

I(X:Y)=HX)+H®Y)—H(X.Y), (22.8)
JX:Y)=HX)+HX|Y), (22.9)

where H is the Shannon entropy :

H(X) == p.logp,

where p, is the probability that the random variable X takes the value x. H(X, Y) is
the join entropy of X and Y. The conditional probability H(X | Y) is defined as

H(X|Y) =) pHX]|y),
-

where H(X | y) is the entropy of the variable X conditions to the variable Y to taking
the value y. H(X | y) = — > pyjy log pyjy and pyy, is the probability of x given y (See
Fig.22.1).

Classically, by the Bayes rule, I=J.

The problem arises with the desire of generalizing this mutual information to the
quantum world. We can no longer use the Bayes Rule, because in quantum physics
the conditional entropy is not easy to define, since the system is changed every
time we make a given measurement. The state of a system is not unperturbed like
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Fig. 22.1 Mutual H( x Y)
Information and Entropies /'_,.--—— — ____“'““x
# \/ AN
/ i
/ '. \".
| ] |
L HXY) ';' |
H(Y/X)
N /\ /
H(X) H(Y)

in classical physics. So the quantumness of a given system can be thought as how
much the system is changed by a measurement.
Olliver and Zurek [4], defined a generalized quantum mutual information as:

1(p) = S(p") + S(p®) — S(p) (22.10)

where S = —tr(plog, p) is the von Neumann quantum equivalent for Shannon
classical entropy. It is clear that for a pure state S(p) = 0, and for a product state
I(p) = 0. It’s clear that for a product state, the mutual information is zero, because
they don’t share information.

The other generalization of Eq. (22.8) is:

J(p) = S(p™) — S(p|{Bv}) (22.11)

The conditional entropy is conditioned by the von Neumann measurement {B;}
that we chose to make in subsystem B changing the final state of the total system as:

1
pr= (U ® B B (22.12)
k

where py = tr(I ® By)p(I ® By) is the probability for the outcome k after the
measurement.
Now, the quantum conditional entropy is defined as:

S(ol{B) = D piS(px) (22.13)
k

where {py, pi} is an ensemble of possible results for the outcomes. These quantities
I(p) and J(p) are different for quantum systems, because as opposed to the classical
case, the system is perturbed by the measurement. The minimum difference (with
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respect to all possible measurements) between this two quantities is what we call
Quantum Discord.

O(p) = I{gir}l [1(p) —J(p)] (22.14)
k
By replacing /(p) and J(p) we obtain the exact formula:

0(p*?) = S(p®) — S(p*?) + min S(p|{B}) (22.15)

Starting from another point of view of Henderson and Vedral [5], arrive to the same
formula for quantum discord, but from a different conceptual analysis. They show
that quantum correlations are more general than entanglement. For this purpose they
split all the quantum mutual information between classical correlations and quantum
discord.

The reason is the following one: The total correlations shared by two parts of a
system, can be separated in a classical and a quantum part.

1(p) = C(p) + Q(p) (22.16)

where I(p) is defined in Eq. (22.10).
In search of a formula for classical correlations, Vedral proposes a list of
conditions that a classical correlation must satisfy, finally arriving to the expression:

C(p"?) = max [S(p™) — S(pl{Bx})] (22.17)

The classical correlation is the maximization of J(p), over all possible measure-
ments of B, i.e. the measurement that disturbs the least the overall quantum state.
For a classical state, the system is not perturbed by any measurement.

With this definition of classical correlations, we get the Quantum Discord as:

Q(p) = 1(p) — C(p) (22.18)

and again we obtain Eq. (22.15).

We would like to point out the problem that arises with this classical correlation:
when we measure the system A instead of system B, we get two different values for
this correlation. However this problem disappears for systems with S(p*) = S(p?).

A final remark. It is important to note that QD coincides with Entanglement of
Formation for pure states.
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22.4 Some Simple Examples

For pure states, it is sufficient to calculate the quantum correlations of states of the
form | ) = o | 00) 4+ B | 11), as it follows from the Schmidt decomposition (case
of two qubits). The reader can easily verify that, in this case, the concurrence is

C =2av1—0a2,

which corresponds to C'= 0 for @ = 0, 1 (product state) and C' = 1 fora = f =
1

7 for a maximally entangled state (Bell state)
As a second example, we define the Werner state as (from Chap. 21)

4G -1 _ _ 1-G
=3 [V~ Ny |+TL

PF

where | ¥ ) :«/Liﬂ 01)— | 10}) is the singlet state and 4—11 <G<1.
Again, a simple calculation shows that C'= 2G — 1 for G > % that corresponds

to an entangled state, and otherwise the state is separable, with C'= 0 for F < %
The entanglement of formation is found to be

E(pr) = —plogy p— (1 — p)logy (1 — p),

with u = 1 + \/G(1 — G).

Problems

22.1 Show that for the example | ¥) = « | 00) + B | 11)], C' = 2av1 — 2.

22.2 Show that for a Werner State C = 2G — 1forG > land C' = 0 forG < 1.
Also that

E(pr) = —plogy p— (1 — p)logy (1 — p).
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Chapter 23
Quantum Cloning and Processing

23.1 The No-Cloning Theorem

The no-cloning theorem, derived in 1982 by Wootters and Zurek [1], showed that it
is not possible to construct a device that will produce an exact copy of an arbitrary
quantum state.

This theorem is an unexpected quantum effect, because of the linear superposi-
tion of quantum states, as opposed to the classical physics case, where the copying
process presents no difficulties, and represents the most significant difference
between classical and quantum mechanics.

Let us assume that the unitary operator U, acts on the two-qubit space, such that
(C-NOT Gate):

Uab | 0)a | 0)17 _>| O)a | O)h (231)

Uap | 1)a | 0)p | =] Da | 1) -

The question is, Is it possible, in general, to have a copying machine that will
perform the following operation?

Ua | ¥)a | @) = ¥)a | V)b (23.2)

for an arbitrary | ¥) = o | 0) + B | 1), with @ and B being complex coefficients
satisfying | @ |*> 4+ | B |*= 1. Acting with the unitary operator on | ¥), we should
get, according to (23.2)
Us(@ | 0)+B[1)al0)p = (@|0)+B[1)a®(@]|0)+B]1)y (23.3)
= &[] 00)a + B | 01)a + Bet | 10)ap+ | B | 1) -

© Springer International Publishing Switzerland 2016 409
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On the other hand, the operator U is linear, so applying the rule of (23.3), we get

Uab(a | O) + ﬂ | 1))a | O)h = Uy | 0)a | 0)17 + Uabﬂ | 1>a | 0)17 (234)
- | 00>ab+,3 I 11>ab
F 1 Y)a V)b -

As we can see, the operation ‘Cloning’ of (23.2) is not possible, because the
coefficients are different and the crossed terms are missing. (For a more general
proof, see Appendix H.)

23.2 The Universal Quantum Copying Machine (UQCM)

According to the no-cloning theorem, we cannot copy the quantum information
about an arbitrary state exactly. However, we can still have imperfect copies. This
problem was dealt with by V. Buzek and M. Hillery [2] in 1996. In term of notation,
the ideal copying would be achieved via the following transformation

[ V)a l@)o | Q) =1 ¥)a | ¥)s | Q) (23.5)

where | /), is the original state to be copied, | ¢), is the ‘blank’ copy while | Q).
is the state of the copying machine, whose output is described by | Q)
We now detail the requirements for the UQCM:

1. In terms of the density matrix, we require that for the final outputs
pzut — pzut. (236)

2. To determine the ‘quality’ of the copy, we define a distance between two
operators as

D(p1. p2) = Tr [(p1 — p2)°].- (23.7)

Also, Schumacker [3] defined a fidelity between two density matrices as

1

172
F=Tr |:,01 pzpfi| . (23.8)

=

which ranges from O to 1. A fidelity of one means that the two density matrices
are equal.

In the particular case of the copying machine, we want to compare the output
density operators pf,?ut) forj = 1,2 and a; = a,a, = b with the ideal output ,of,}d)
that corresponds to the original input density operator.
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If we measure the distance between these two operators, it will depend in
general on the input parameters, so the copying procedure will be better for some
input states than others.

To avoid this, we want

D (pf;’“‘) - pgd)) = constant,j = 1,2. (23.9)

3. The next condition is that the copies should be as close as possible to the ideal
case, that is

D (p = i) = minD (p™ — () j = 1,2 (23.10)

4. The two copies of an ideal copying machine should be independent, condition
that can be written as
Pl = plid @ i) (23.11)
However, the copies will have a non-vanishing correlation.
The UQCM was thought so as to satisfy all three requirements, when applied

to an arbitrary qubit | ¥),, = « | 0)s, + B | 1)4. The final result is (see
Appendix I for details)

5 1
Py = 21 W)al¥ | +¢ 1Y alvo (23.12)
j=12

where | ¥/ ), is the state orthogonal to | v/),,. From (23.12) we see that the copy
presents (2) of the desired state and (¢) of the undesired orthogonal state.
For a general review, the reader is referred to [4].

23.3 Quantum Copying Machine Implemented by a Circuit

In this section, we are going to implement the UQCM via a quantum circuit [5, 6].

As we mention in the previous section, the original state to be copied is | xp)L‘f‘ ) =
a | 0)g, + B | 1) where o and B are complex numbers that can be written as
a = sinfexpip and B = cos @ satisfying | o |*> + | B |*=. The blank state over
which a copy is made was called | 0),, and the state of the machine | Q),. However,
as this last state (machine) is also a qubit of dimension two, it could be also used as
a second qubit to make copies.

In other words, we can have three input qubits in a circuit, with three output
qubits, two of which are going to be the two copies. The state of the third qubit,
instead of calling it x, we will refer to it as as.
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Wi T I
out
0>32 ® s 2 I-@ o I‘II>51 aZald
0 >33 L@ &
preparation copying

Fig. 23.1 Circuit for a universal quantum copying machine

|0>a2 —-@ 4 —

1053 {R)

{prep)

|11f>92a3

Fig. 23.2 Preparation stage of the universal quantum copying machine

The circuit of the Fig. 23.1 is divided into two parts.
The dynamics of the present circuit can be described as:

LY [0)ay | Oy = Y)W | )P0 | gy (o) (23.13)

23.3.1 Preparation Stage

The first section is the ‘preparation’ of the qubits a, and a3, in an arbitrary state

| )P P)_(see Fig. 23.2). This stage of the circuit consists in three rotations (denoted
by R) and two C-NOT gates.
A rotation has the following effect on a qubit:

Ri(6) | 0); = cos(6) | 0); + sin(6) | 1);. (23.14)
Ri(6) | 1); = —sin(6) | 0); + cos(6) | 1);.

The C-NOT gates, mentioned already in Chap. 21, can be written in terms of an
operator Py, such that

Py | 0)¢ | 0)r =| O)x | 0}y, (23.15)
Py | 0) | 1) =| 0)y | 1)y,
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Pa | D] 0) = e | 1),
Pa | D] 1) =] 1)e | O},
where k is the control and / the target.
(in)

If we assume that the two preparation qubits are initially in the state | ¥ )a,.a; =]
0)4, | 0)4;, the state after going through the preparation stage will be of the form

| y)PeD) — ¢ | 00)gya5 + €2 1 01)yas + €3 1 10)apay +€a | 11)yas.  (23.16)

az.as

According to the above figure, the preparation state is given by

az,a3

| )2 = Ry (63)P32R3(62)PasRa(61) | 00),.,. (23.17)
By combining (23.14), (23.15), (23.16), and (23.17), we get
cos(61) cos(6>) cos(63) + sin(6;) sin(6,) sin(3) = ¢y,
—cos(6y) sin(6,) sin(63) + sin(6;) cos(6>) cos(03) = ¢,
cos(61) cos(6) sin(03) — sin(0;) sin(6,) cos(63) = c3,
cos(6;) sin(6;) cos(83) + sin(8;) cos(8,) sin(f3) = c4.

As we can see, the rotation angles completely specify the ¢; parameters, which
are chosen according to the design of the copying machine.

23.3.2 Copying Stage and Output

The second section corresponds to the “copying”, where the information of the
original qubit (a;) is redistributed among the three qubits (see Fig. 23.3).
For an arbitrary input and given the preparation state, the output is given by

| ) = P3Py P3P | ) | ) Brep) (23.18)

ap,as,as ap az.as

= acy | 000)4 4y.0; + 02 | 101) 4, 47,05

Fig. 23.3 Copying stage of in s i
the universal quantum |1Ir>al o
copying machine
out
(prep) v |1Ir>a13233
|1If>32 a3 {

Loy
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+ acs | 110)4.0,.05 + @ca | 011)a; 05,05
+ Ber | 111)ay.a0.05 + B2 [ 010) 4y 45,05

+ ﬂC3 | 001>a1,a2,a3 + ﬂC4 | 100>al,a2,a3 .

Now, because we need the density operator for further analysis, we calculate the
total and reduced operators, written as:

plo =1y (23.19)

(out)

t
lot(l(l)u) = TraZ-ﬂ} [pal,az,ag] ’
pc(l(;ut) — Tral,a3 [ (out) ]’

palﬂzﬂ}

(out) _ (out)

Pas Tray 0y [pal,azm] :

In a simple calculation, one finds that

P =TllalP (e P+lea )+ I8P (ealP+1e)]10)4,(0]
+ [aB*(c1c} + cact) + a*Blcacs + c3¢3)] 1 0)a (1 |
+ [oz,B*(czc}f + c363) + a*Bleicy + C4CT)] | 1)4,(0 |
+laPdalP+laP+IB1P(a P +les)] I Da(l],
(23.20)
P =llalP (e P+laaP)+ B8P (el +1cal)]100a,(0]
+ [aB*(c1c5 + cacl) + a*Blescy + cact)] | 0)ay(1 |
+ [ozﬂ*(cg,cI + cacy) + a*Blcics + cch)] | 1)4,(0 |
+laPdalP+laP+IBP(alP+la )] Da(ll,
(23.21)
P =llalP (e P+les )+ I8P (ealP+1cal)]10)4(0]
+ [aB*(c1cs + cact) + a*Bleacy + cac3)] | 0)ay (1 |
+ [aB* (cacy + cacd) + ™ Bleics + c3¢})] | 1as (0 |
+lalPdalP+laP)+ 1B e P+l PD]] Da(l] .
(23.22)
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t)

It is possible to express the operator pfl_(/.’u in the form:
(out) _ . (id) 1—s J
Ioaj - sfloaj + T ’

1+s; 1 -5
_ ( o +—2 |8 |2) | 0)qi{0 | +sj0B™ | 0)4(1 |

1—s; 1+
+( 2SJ o P +—~ L1 |2) | Do (1 | +s5¢™B | 1), {0 |, (23.23)

where s; is a scaling factor. One can show that this factor is related to the Fidelity
by the relation s = 2F — 1.

Now, we may have the following different situations:

Case A (duplicator): Assume that p,(l?m) = p,(;z’m), that is two copies are equal and
the third one is different 51 = 55 = 5 7# 3.

Here we assume the c¢; coefficients are real and that & and 8 are complex. Using

(23.20), (23.21), and (23.23) we get:

1 - 2
¢ = VS, ¢ =cy = Ts,q =0,5s = 3 (23.24)

and therefore the Fidelity is FF = % as expected. There are many solutions for the
rotation angles. Some of them are:

0 = 0.5535743584, 6, = —2.776728825, 63 = —2.909768850

0, = —2.588018296, 6, = 0.3648638288, 63 = —2.909768850

0 = 0.5535743584, 6, = 0.3648638288, 63 = 0.2318238040

etc.
The preparation state in this case is given by

1
(VEE = 2@ 1 00)wa+ | 0wt | 1) (23.25)
Case B (triplicator): All three outputs are equal, pf,?m) = pfl(z)m) = pf,;’“" in which

case the solution is

1+3 1 - 2
—Z S,C2:C3:C4:C: 4s,s:§, (23.26)

c] =

thus one finds again F' = g; however, the above conditions can only be satisfied for
the ¢; coefficients as well as & and B real, so in a sense these are not universal copies,
because in general the Fidelity will depend on the initial state. The preparation state
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is given by

1
| w)fgrfg) = ﬁ(3 | 00)a2,a3+ | 01)a2,a3+ | 10)a2,¢13+ | 11>¢12,a3)s (2327)

and the solutions for the angles corresponding to this preparation are

0, = —2.748893572, 0, = 0.1699184548, 63 = —2.748893573,

01 = 0.3926990820, 8, = —2.971674199, 63 = —2.748893573,

01 = 0.3926990820, 6, = 0.1699184548, 63 = 0.3926990820,
etc.

Finally, the output state is given by (23.18), replacing the corresponding prepa-
ration states of the cases A and B.

23.3.3 Output States

Using (23.18) and the input state | w)f,iln) =a | 0)y + B | 1)4, we get different
outputs for cases A and B, namely:

(Case A):
| Y)Y = Py Py P3Py | ) | ) Pren)

ar,az,a; aj az,a3

2 1 1
- P31P21P13P12[ Ol | OOO)m ,a2,a3 + \/;Ol | OOI)m,az,ag + \/;Ol | Oll)m,az,@

2 1 1
+\/jﬁ | 100)a).az.05 + \/jﬂ | 101)ay.az05 + \/jﬂ | 111)4;.0.05]
3 6 6
1 1
= a | 000)ay a3 + 1 2@ | 10D a0 + ) 2@ [ 01 Day 3.
\/7,8|111a1am \/7,3|010a1am \/7,3|100a1am] (23.28)

(Case B):

| Y)ow) = P3Py Pi3P1a

az,as,as

\/_[305 | 000) 44005 + & | 001}, 4.0

+a [ 010)4).ay.05 + @ | O11) 4y .03 + 3B | 100)4; 4.0
+,3 I 101)“1#2413 + :3 I 110)111.,112413 + :3 | 111)a1,a2,a3]
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1

= m[3a | 000)“1,512,(13 + o | 101)“1,512,(13 + o | llo)al,az,ag,
+a | 01 1)a1,az,a3 + Sﬂ | lll)al,az,ag, + ﬂ | 010)“1,512,(13
+ﬂ | 001)“1,512,(13 + ﬁ | 100)(11,(12,(13]' (2329)

23.3.4 Summary and Discussion

The quality of a copy is measured by the following parameters:

(a) The fidelity F

(b) The distance between the density operator and the ideal one

(c) An ideal copying machine should produce copies with no correlation between
them. However, this is not true in our case. The two or three copies are
entangled.

The fidelity of both the duplicator and the triplicator is 2. The distance

D (pc(;-’m) ; pflid) ) = 5 in both cases.

Now, we take a look at the entanglement between copies.

For the duplicator if we form pfl(l)u,?z from | w)ﬁﬁ“},’m and tracing over az, we
readily get:

(=[]

41817 2a*B 2a*B O

1] 208* 1 1 20*B
(ow) — _ 23.30
P = 6 [ 2apr 1 1 2w |’ (23.30)
0 2aB*  2aB* 4|«

in the basis | 11)4,.4,.| 10)a,42.] 01)4,.4,,| 00)g, 4,- The corresponding partial
transpose matrix is

418> 2aB* 20*B 1

1| 2a*B 1 0 20* B
PT(out) _ 23.31
Paer ™ =g | 20p* 0 1 2ap* (23.31)
1 2uB* 20*B 4o’

Now we apply the Perez—Horodecki criteria and find the eigenvalues of pf,)lT,ffz)m)

They are
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thus one of the eigenvalues is negative, which implies that the state is not separable
(entangled state).

The reader can check that the same applies to the triplicator, that is, we also get
an entangled state.

23.4 Quantum Processors

23.4.1 Introduction

In this section, we will make further use of the quantum gates to create a stochastic
quantum processor. We start by some relevant definitions, followed by a theoretical
background necessary for the proposal of a quantum stochastic processor.

As we already discussed in the previous chapter, the quantum gates are unitary
transformations acting on one or more qubits in a given sequence. In general, these
transformations are implemented by static quantum gate arrays that depend on the
particular operation or experiment. The disadvantage of this is that we require a
different array for a given operation.

Instead, we may have an array of fixed gates, or processor, that takes as an input
not only the data qubits but also the program qubits. This idea was suggested by
Nielsen and Chuang [7].

We start defining the Hilbert spaces of the program #Hp and the data Hp. The
system is initially in the state | d)p® | Py)p, where | d)p € Hp and | Py)p € Hp.
The dynamics of the programmable gate array is given by a fixed unitary operator
G (see Fig.23.4), that implements a unitary operation U given by the state of the
program | Py)p resulting in the following

G[|d)p® | Py)pr] = (U | d1)p)® | Ry)p. (23.32)

After the application of G, the state of the data | d)p has been transformed by a
unitary operation U to U | d)p.

Fig. 23.4 Programmable
array of quantum gates. The |d - D
fixed gate array G takes a data ‘
qubit as an input and applies
to it a unitary transformation
U, previously specified by the
program qubit

—— Uld>p

| EU/\'Q —_— |R U‘.t:p
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| Ry)p is the residual program state that is independent of the data state. This last
statement can be shown quite easily. Let us assume that the operator G acts on two
different data states | d;)p y | d2)p, with the same program state | Py)p,

G[|d)p® | Py)pl = (U | di)p)® | Ry)p.
G[|d)p® | Pu)pl = (U | do)p)® | R)p. (23.33)

Consider now the inner product
(di | do)p = (di | da)n(Ry | RY)p. (23.34)

If (d; | d2)p # O then (R}, | R})p. = 1, and therefore, the residual program
states do not depend on the data. The case (d; | d2)p = 0 can be shown in a similar
way.

One can also ask a valid question: how many qubits are required for a given
operation?

Let us assume that | A)p and | B)p are program states that belong to a
common Hilbert space Hp and that they implement the Unitary operations Uy
and Up, respectively. Let us also assume that these operations are different and
distinguishable. For an arbitrary data state | d)p € Hp and a gate array G we have

G[|d)p® | A)p] = (Ua | di)p)® | Ra)p.
G[|d)p® | B)p] = (Up | d1)p)® | Rp)p. (23.35)

Assuming that performing the inner product of the above equations, we get
(B|A)p = (d| UjUs | d)p(Rp | Ra)p. (23.36)
Now, if (B | A)p # 0, then

(B|A)p

AL AT (d | ULUL | d)p. (23.37)

As the Lh.s. is independent of the state | d)p, state that is completely arbitrary,
one has U; U,y = (expia)l, where I is the identity operator and « an arbitrary phase.

This means that U4 and Uy are equal up to a global phase, which contradicts our
initial assumption. Therefore, the above reasoning is false and (B | A)p = 0, that is
the two programs are orthogonal.

We can generalize this result to N different operators. Therefore, we conclude
that given N different unitary operators Uy, U, . . . Uy, these can be implemented by
N orthogonal program states | Py),| P2),| P3).... | Py), that is, the Hilbert space
Hp that implements N unitary operations is of dimension N.
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A tragic consequence of all this is that it is not possible, with a finite gate array,
to implement an arbitrary unitary operation deterministically.

23.4.2 One Qubit Stochastic Processor

Despite of the bad result from the previous section, we still can do something if
we relax the deterministic character of the processor and accept the possibility of a
probabilistic processor.

Vidal, Massanes and Cirac [8—10] propose such a processor that implements the
rotation of a qubit, given by

Uy = exp (m%) : (23.38)

for an arbitrary phase « € [0,2x]. This transformation has a very simple
interpretation: the rotation of o radians around the z axis, in the Bloch sphere of
one qubit.

To understand how to implement the operation (23.38) using fixed quantum
gates, we define first the program and data states as follows:

(€2 | 0)p + e | 1)p), (23.39)
|d)a=(A]|0)s+B|1)a), (23.40)

where |A|> 4+ |B|?> = 1. We notice that | &)p is a known state and | d), is completely
general and normally unknown. One can easily show that the operation described
in (23.32) can be realized with a C-NOT gate.

If we describe the C-NOT gate as a G operator

Ge—nor =| 0)(0 |q Ip+ | 1)(1 |q ®0,, (23.41)

with o, = (] 1){0 | 4+ | 0)(1 |)p, then we can identify the data qubit as the control
and the program as the target. It is simple to show that

[0)q |0

Ge—nor | 0)a | O)p

)a 10)p =|0)a|0)p,
Ge-nor | 0)a | 1)p =] 0)a | 1)p,
Ge-nor | 1)a | O)p =] 1)a | 1)p,
Ge-nor | 1)a | 1)p =| 1)a | O)p. (23.42)
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For an initial state | d), | ) p, we get
C—NOT[| d)a | @)p] = Ge-nor [| d)a | a)p]

1 i —i
= 7§(Aem/2 | 0)g 4+ Be ™2 | 1)))® | 0)p

1 —i i
+E(Ae “20)4 + B | 1))® | 1)p

L
v,

where we used U, | d)q = «/LE(Ae""‘/2 | 0)g + Be™@/2 | 1),).

We notice that if we perform a measurement in the program qubit, using the
{l 0)p,,| 1)p,}, the data qubit will collapse to two possible states, U, | d)g or
Uy’ | d)4, both with probabilities p = 1/2. We say then that we managed to apply
the Unitary transformation U with a success probability of %

To improve the success probability, one can introduce an extra gate, a Toffoli, as
shown in Fig. 23.5.

Now the processor has two Hilbert spaces, Hp, and Hp,, to store the program.
Now we introduce an additional program state | 2«)p,, defined as | 2a)p, =
£ (€O 1 0)p, 472 [ 1) p,).

We study now the effect of the Toffoli gate. When the output of the C-NOT gate
is | 0)p,, which corresponds to the correct application of U, to the data, then the
output in the first program register (Hp,) does not change.

On the other hand, if the output of the first program register #p, | 1)p, indicating

[((Us | d))® | 0)p + (U] | d)a)® | 1)p],

that the wrong operator U; was applied (failure), the Toffoli gate acts effectively as
a C-NOT gate between the data register H, and the second program register Hp,
in such a way that we correct the failure. If in the second program register, we put
| 2a)p,, there is again a probability of 1/2 of applying the correct transformation

U Uy, = U, to | d); when measuring both program registers Hp, and Hp,.

oUuddy p=3

S P! y 4
-4/4 =N 13 . .
Uy p=1
| C‘.\m —D0
20>, & =

Fig. 23.5 Quantum Stochastic Processor of a qubit. The inputs to the processor are the data
register | d), and the programs | «)p, and | 2a)p,. When operating, it will detect the wrong
result with probability §, if in the program register, we get | 1)p, and | 1)p,. The correct result U

« | d)4 is obtained in all other cases, with a probability %
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TOFFOLI
C-NOT
p=1/2 .
p=12—Y, | 4> Hial a3 success p=3/4
la> U success p=1/4 Ua | d >success
o
P20 |65 o
(13
p=1/4 +3 S _
Ugldd> p=1/4

Fig. 23.6 Schematic operation of the quantum stochastic processor

Thus the success probability has increased to p = 1/2 4+ 1/4 = 3/4. The wrong
alternative corresponding to Uf occurs with a probability of 1/4, when one gets
| 1) in both programs. The process is explained pictorially in Fig. 23.6.

To summarize, we have proposed a fixed quantum gate array to perform unitary
transformations, in this case, the rotation of a qubit around the z-axis, in the Bloch
sphere, with a success rate of p = 3/4.

One can generalize this scheme with a generalized Toffoli gate with N program
registers, as suggested by Vidal et al. [8]. For this purpose, additional programs |
200)p,, | 2'a)p,, | 22a)p; ... | 2¥ L) p, are required, getting a success probability
ofp=1-27%,

For recent discussions on probabilistic programmable quantum processors, see
[9-12].

Problems

23.1 Show that the Fidelity of both the duplicator and the triplicator is g

23.2 Show that the output state for a triplicator is entangled.

23.3 Show that the output state of the processor, after the C-NOT gate and the
Toffoli is:

(exp(ia) | 0)1(0 | +exp(icr) | 1)i(1]) [ d)a | 00)23
U | +(exp(—icr) [ 0)1(0 | +exp(=3ic) | 1)i(1[) | d)a | 01)23
2 | +(exp(ia) | 0)1(0 | +exp(—ia) | 1)i(1]) [ d)a | 10)23
+(exp(=3ia) | 0)1(0 | +expBia) [ 1)1(1 ) [ d)a | 11)2

23.4 From the problem 23.3, find the probability of success of the processor.
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Appendix A
Operator Relations

A.1 Theorem 1

Let A and B be two non-commuting operators, then [1]

2
exp(eA)Bexp(—aA) = B+ o [A,B] + % A [A,B]] +.... (A.1)

Proof Let
fi(a) = exp(axA)Bexp(—aA) , (A.2)

then, one can expand f; in Taylor series about the origin. We first evaluate the
derivatives

f(@) = exp(aA)(AB — BA) exp(—aA) ,

)
fi(0) =[A,B] . (A3)
Similarly
(0) = exp(@A)(A [A. B] — [A. B A) exp(—0A) .
so that
1(0) =1[A.[A.B]] . (A4)
© Springer International Publishing Switzerland 2016 425
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Now, we write the Taylor’s expansion

2
fi(@) = £1(0) + o) + T A O0) + ... (AS)
or
2
exp(eA)Bexp(—aA) = B+« [A,B] + % [A[A,B]] + ... (A.6)

A particular case is when [A, B] = ¢, where ¢ is a c-number, then
exp(aA)Bexp(—aA) = B + «c, (A7)

in which case exp(«A) acts as a displacement operator.

A.2 Theorem 2: The Baker—-Campbell-Haussdorf Relation

Let A and B be two non-commuting operators such that
[A.[A,B]] = [B.[A,B]] = 0, (A.8)

then
o?
exp [@(A + B)] = expaAexpaBexp |:—7 [A, B]i| (A9)
o2
= exp aBexp oA exp |:7 [A, B]i| .

Proof Define
folar) = expaAexpaB . (A.10)
Then
dfé—fj‘) = [A + exp(aA)B exp —(2A)]fs () (A.11)
= (A+B+a[A B)hH@),

where in the last step, we used (A.6).
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Also, from the definition of f>(«), we can write

df;(a) = exp(eA)A expaB + exp(aA) exp(aB)B (A.12)

= exp oA expaB [exp(—aB)A exp aB + B]
=fi(e)(A+B+alAB]).

By comparing (A.11) and (A.12), we can see that f, (o) commutes with (A + B +
a [A, B]), thus one can integrate as a c-number differential equation, getting

2 2
fr(a) =exp |:(A + B)a + % [A,B]:| =expa(A + B) exp% [A,B] , (A.13)

thus obtaining the desired result.
Another application of the Theorem 1 is taking

A=ad, (A.14)
B=aora .
As
[n,a] = —a (A.15)

and the higher order commutators also give a with alternating signs, thus

2
exp(an)aexp(—an) = a — aa + %a + ... =exp(—a)a . (A.16)

Similarly

exp(an)a’ exp(—an) = exp(a)a’ . (A.17)
A.3 Theorem 3: Similarity Transformation

exp(eA)f(B) exp —(aA) = f(exp(aA)(B) exp —(cA)) . (A.18)
Proof We start with the following identity

[exp(aA)(B) exp —(@A)]" = exp(aA)Bexp(—aA) exp(aA)Bexp(—aA) ...
= exp(¢A)B" exp(—aA) .
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Then, for any function f(B) that can be expanded in power series, the Theorem 3

follows.
As an interesting application, let us calculate

exp (—aa’ + a*a)f(a,a’) exp (ea’ — a*a)
= flexp (—aa’ + a*a) aexp (aa’ —a*a) ,
exp (—aa’ + o*a)a’exp (aa’ — a*a)]

=fla+a,d +a%).

Also
exp (—aa') f(a,a") exp (aa’) = f(a + a,a')
exp (¢*a) f(a,a’) exp (—a*a) = f(a,a’ + a*) ,
exp (an) f(a, a’) exp (—an) = flaexp(=a), a’ exp(a)]
Other properties:

One can easily show that

daf
il -1
[a,a ]—la __dcﬂ”
dd!
S Y A B
[a ,a]— la= = rk

(A.19)
(A.20)

(A21)

(A.22)

A more general version of the above relations is for a function f(a, a) which may

be expanded in power series of a and af

of (a, il
[a,f(a,aT)] = % s
ot = -2

Reference

1. Louisell, W.H.: Quantum Statistical Properties of Radiation. Wiley, New York (1973)

(A.23)

(A.24)
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The Method of Characteristics

We have a first-order partial differential equation [1]:

Pp+0Qqg=R,

where P = P(x,y,2),0 = O(x,y,2),R = R(x,y,z), and

and we wish to find a solution of (B.1), of the form
z=f(xy).
The general solution of (B.1) is
F(u,v) =0,
where F is an arbitrary function, and

u(x,y,z) =cy,

v(x,y,2) =2,

is a solution of the equations

S| &

© Springer International Publishing Switzerland 2016
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(B.1)

(B.2)

(B.3)

(B.4)

(B.5)

(B.6)
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Proof If (B.5) are solutions of (B.6), then the equations

%dx—l—%dy—f-@

dz=0, B.7
ox dy 3z ®7

and
_d_d&
P 0 R’
must be compatible; thus, we must have
Puy + Quy, + Ru, =0, (B.8)
and similarly for v
Pv,+ Quvy +Rv, =0. (B.9)

On the other hand, if x and y are independent variables and z = z(x,y), then
from (B.5), we get

9

"y + uza—i -0, (B.10)
9

uy, + MZ3_§ =0,

and (B.1) is satisfied.
The second part of the proof is to show that the general solution of (B.1) is

F(u,v) =0. (B.11)
From (B.11), one writes
oF _ OF 3u+8u32 +8F 8v+3vaz —0 (B.12)
dx  Ou \dx 9z 0x dv \dx  dzox) ’

ay "o \ay " azay) T \ay Tk

We finally notice that (B.13) is satisfied considering (B.10).
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Example Find the general solution of the equation

0z
2 —
o ox ady

In this case

P=x,
0=y,
R=(x+y)z,

and we have to find the solution of

dx dy dz

2P vz

Integrating, first

we get

On the other hand,

2
dr—dy (p—Ddy gy

2oy 2=y ¥ G+

from where we get

A=Yy
b4

=C)="0.

Combining (B.17) and (B.18), we get

xy _
— = =u,

Z

so the general solution can be put as

(252)0
e Z

i)
+y2—Z=(x+y)z.

dz

431

(B.14)

(B.15)

(B.16)

(B.17)

(B.18)

(B.19)

(B.20)
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or if we write (B.20) in the equivalent form
u=g(), (B.21)

then the solution is

Q:g(x_y) . (B.22)

Reference

1. Sneddon, I.: Elements of Partial Differential Equations. Mc-Graw Hill, New York (1957)
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Proof

In this Appendix, we show the equation

(Y 8(t—1)8(f —t0))s — R* | pl = —pRS(t— 1) . (C.1)
J#k
For regular pumping, one can put ; = #y + jr, where t is the constant time

interval between the atoms and ¢y some arbitrary time origin [1].
In this case, there are no pumping fluctuations, and therefore, there are no
correlations between the products of delta functions, that is

2(50 —15)8(7 —1))s = 2(50 —1))s 2(5(/ —1))s (C2)

ik J k

=R.

Now, we split the Lh.s. of the above equation in two parts

DB —1)8( —1))s+ D (8= )8 —1))s = R, (C3)
j#k Jj=k

D B —1)8( —1))s + RSt —1) = R,

J#k

thus proving the relation
(Y 8(t—1)8(' —t))s — R* | ply = —pRS(t— 1)
J#k

forp =1.

© Springer International Publishing Switzerland 2016 433
M. Orszag, Quantum Optics, DOI 10.1007/978-3-319-29037-9



434 Appendix C

In the Poissonian case, ¢ is totally uncorrelated from #(j # k) , so

D (Be—1)8( —1))s =Y (8 —1))s Y (8¢ —1))s = R, (C4

J#k j k

which proves (C.1) for p = 0.

Notice that in the above result, we are missing an atom in the second summation,
so the above result is approximate, the approximation being very good when R > 1.
(The error is of the order of R compared to R?.)

A more general proof is found in Ref. [2].

References

1. An excellent discussion on this point, as well and on noise suppression in quantum optical
systems is found in: Davidovich, L.: Sub-Poissonian processes in quantum optics. Rev. Mod.
Phys. 68, 127 (1996)

2. Benkert, C., Scully, M.O., Bergou, J., Davidovich, L., Hillery, M., Orszag, M.: Role of pumping
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Appendix D
Stochastic Processes in a Nutshell

D.1 Introduction

Classical Mechanics gives a deterministic view of the dynamical variables of a
system. This of course is true, when one is not in a chaotic regime.

On the other hand, in many cases, the system under study is only described by
the time evolution of probability distributions.

To show these ideas with an example, we take a look at the random walk in one
dimension, by now, a classical problem [3].

A person moves in a line, taking random steps forward or backward, with equal
probability, at fixed time intervals .

Calling the position x, = na, then the probability that it occupies the site x,, at
time ¢ is P(x, | t) and obeys the equation

1 1
P(xn | t+ 77) = EP(xn—l | t) + EP(xn-H | t) . (D.1)

Now, we go to the continuum limit, letting T and a become small, but with finite
2
<. Then

P(x|t+r)=P(x|t)+t%P(x|t)+... (D.2)

POyt |[) =PxEtalt)y=Px|1) :i:aaa—xP(x | 1)

2 92

a0
+?@P(x|t)+ s

© Springer International Publishing Switzerland 2016 435
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and inserting the above expansions in (D.1), we get

2 pe 1+ 06 = E L pe )+ 0@ + (D.3)
—_— X = — X a . .
ot 2 0x2
Now, letting 7,a — 0 with
612
D=—, (D.4)
T

D being the diffusion coefficient, we get a diffusion or Fokker-Planck Equation:

2

%P(xlt): DO b, (D.5)

202

D.2 Probability Concepts

Let us call w an event and let A describe a set of events, thus
w€EA, (D.6)
meaning that the event @ belongs to the set of events A [2].

Also, we call Q2 the set of all the events and & the set of no events.
We now introduce the probability of A, P(A), satisfying the following axioms

(i) P(A) > 0 forall A.
(i) P(RQ) = 1.
(iii) IfA;(i =1,2,3...)is a countable collection of non-overlapping sets, such that

ANA =i #], (D.7)
then

P(UA) =) P(A) . (D.3)

Now, we are ready to define the joint and conditional probabilities.
Joint probability

P(ANB) =P{wcAandw € B} . (D.9)
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Conditional probability

P(A|B) = 13(2(_2)3) , (D.10)

which satisfies the intuitive idea of a conditional probability that @ € A (given that
we know that w € B) is given by the joint probability of A and B divided by the
probability of B.

Now, suppose we have a collection of sets B;, such that

BiNB =, (D.11)
UANB)=AN(UB)=A. (D.12)
Now, by the axiom iii
> P(AN B;) = P(Ui(A N B)) = P(A) . (D.13)
thus
Y P(A.B) =) P(A|B)P(B) = P(A) , (D.14)

or, put it in words, if we sum the joint probability over the mutually exclusive
events B;, it eliminates that variable. These ideas will be useful later to derive the
Chapman—Kolmogorov Equation.

D.3 Stochastic Processes

We have a time-dependent random variable X (7) and measure the values xj, x, x3 . . .
at times 7, 1, #3 . . ., then the joint probability densities

Pxi, ti;x0,1;...)

describe completely the system, which is referred to as a stochastic process.
One can also define the conditional probability densities as

P(xy, t1;x0, 85 . .. |y1,t1;y2,12;...)= (D.15)

P(xy, ti;x0,t; o Y1, T3 Y2, 025 - ) /PO, T y2, T3 -
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where the time sequence increases as
h=>h=>...271>2T7)...

Some simple examples:

(a) Complete independence.
In this case X(¢) is completely independent of past and future, or

P(xl,tl;xz,tz;...) = I_IiP(xi,l‘i) . (D.16)

(b) The next simplest case is the Markov Process, where the conditional probability
is entirely determined by the knowledge of the most recent condition, that is

P(xi,ti;x2, 00500 [y, tis Y2, 23 . 0) = P, s xa, s [y ) - (D7)

It is simple to show, that for the Markovian case, an arbitrary joint probability
can be written as

P(x1, 15X, 125+ Xy 1) = TSP 1 | Ximts tim1)P (s 1) (D.18)

D.3.1 The Chapman—-Kolmogorov Equation

As we saw in the previous section, summing over all mutually exclusive variables,
eliminates that variable, in other words

Y PANBNC..)=PANC..). (D.19)
B
Now, we apply this idea to a stochastic process
P(x,t | Xo.10) = /dyP(X, .y, s | xo.1o) (D.20)
= /dyP(x, t|y,s;xo, t0)Py,s | xo, 1) -

Next, we apply the Markov condition, getting the Chapman—Kolmogorov Equa-
tion

P(x,t | xo,20) = /dyP(x,t | v, )P(y,s | xo, 1) . (D.21)



Appendix D 439

In the above analysis, #y is any initial time for which x(#)) = xp, and s is an
intermediate time o < s < t, and x(s) = y.

At this point, we observe that P(x, f | xo, fo) is a probability density, satisfying the
initial condition

P(x, 1] x0,20) |i=p= 8(t —t0) , (D.22)

and the normalization condition
/de(x,t | x0,00) = 1. (D.23)

Now, going back to (D.21), we write t = s + At, and expand in Az

dP(xt | y,s)

P(x,s + At | xo, to):/ dy|:P(x,s | y,s)+ At o

|I‘=3:|P(,Yss | .X(),t()) )
or
P(x,s + At | xo,t0) = P(x, s | x0, %) + Al/ dyW(x | y)P(y,s | x0,%) ,  (D.24)

where W(x | y) is the transition rate, defined as

0P(x,s | v,s
Wxly) = Px515.5) Btl >:5) li=s - (D.25)
Letting At — 0, (D.24) becomes
OP(x,t | xo, I
% = /dyW(x | WPy, 1| xo,t0) - (D.26)

This is the forward Chapman—Kolmogorov equation.
By integrating (D.26), one can easily verify that

/ W(x|y) =0. (D.27)

The transition probability can be split into two parts, one that does not change
plus the change, that is

Wx [y) = Wox)d(x —y) + Wilx | y) . (D.28)
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and integrating the above equation in x and using (D.27), we get

Wo(y) = —/Wl(x | y)dx .

so the forward Chapman—Kolmogorov equation now reads as

8P(x,t | xO,to) .
ot N

—/dle(y | X)P(x,t]x0,1) ,

/ dyWi(x | »)P(y,t | xo, ) (D.29)

which has the form of a rate equation.
If the random variable X can take discrete values, the forward Chapman-—
Kolmogorov equation can be written as

oP il
—((')xt ) = Z [WijP(xj, ) — VVjiP(xia t)] . (D.30)

J

This equation is known as the Master Equation.
Many stochastic processes are of a special type called ‘birth and death process’
or one-step process [4].They correspond to

Wij = ri6ij—1 + gi6ijv1, (i # J) (D.31)

which permits jumps to adjacent sites.
Also, for the diagonal part

so the master equation reads

P,= rn+an+l + gn—an—l - (rn + gn)Pn s (D33)

where r,, represents the probability per unit time to jump fromn — n — 1, and g,
the probability per unit time to go fromn — n + 1.

Typically, one-step processes occur in atomic transition via one photon (emission
and absorption), nuclear excitation and de-excitation, fission, etc.
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An interesting example is the Poisson process, defined as

m=0, (D.34)
8n = ¢ -
P,(0) = 6,0,
and the Master Equation is
Pu=q(P,_1 — P,) . (D.35)

This is a one-sided random walk.
To solve it, we use the characteristic function:

G(s,t) = (expins) = ZPn(t) expins , (D.36)

with boundary condition G(s,0) = 1.
Multiplying the Master Equation by exp ins and summing over n, we get

Z exp(ins) P,= q Z[P”—l exp(ins) — P, exp(ins)]

or

9G(s, 1)
ot

= g(exp(is) — 1)G(s, 1) . (D.37)
It is simple to verify that the solution of (D.37) is

G(s,t) = exp {tq [exp(is) — 1]} (D.38)
= exp(—tq) Y (exp )t iil)!n ey ,

thus comparing with (D.36), we finally get

(tq)"

Pa(t) = exp(—tg)—o— . (D.39)

which is a Poisson distribution with (n) = tq.
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D.4 The Fokker-Planck Equation

Sometimes, instead of discrete jumps, one chooses to describe the random process
as a continuous one.
If we take, for example, in the Chapman—Kolmogorov equation [3]:
dwlx)=Wh+w|x), (D.40)
then

OP(x,1 | X0,%0) .

% /dw@(w | x —w)P(x —w, | x0,tp) (D.41)

= /exp (—w%) [CD(W | x)P(x, ¢ | xoﬁto)] dw
= / [1 —W— 4+ =—w 2 + :| [CD(W | x)P(x, ¢ | xoﬁto)] dw ,

and because [ dw®(w | x) = 0, we get

PGt [ xoty Z (=) " [Qn(x)P(x. 1 | x0.10)] (DA42)
n=1

ot n!  ox"
with
On(x) = /W"CD(W | x)dw . (D.43)

Many times, the above equation is truncated, keeping only the first two terms,
getting the Fokker—Planck Equation.
In one dimension, with Q; = A, O, = B, we get

8P(x,t | X(),l‘()) .

ad
" — [A(x,£)P(x, 1 | x0.t0)] (D.44)

)

—— [B(x, x,t | x .

2 0x? 010

A simple generalization to more variables leads to the Fokker Planck equation
oP(x,t | X()’l‘()) .

d
9 - Z e [Ai(x, )P(x, 1 | X0,10)] (D.45)

1 9
+3 ZJ Tma, Bk PG x00)]
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where A is the drift vector and B the diffusion matrix. This equation can also be
written as

8P(x,t | X()’l()) ad ' _
——+ Z B—XiJ,(x, n=0, (D.46)
Ji(Xs t) = [A,’(X, t)P(Xst | XO,IO)] (D47)

1 ]
2 XJ: o [Byj(x,)P(x.1 | Xo.%0)]

Ji(x, 1) is interpreted as a probability current.
Let us take a one-dimensional example.

D.4.1 The Wiener Process

We take the articular case A = 0, B = 1, so the Fokker—Planck now reads [2]

8P(w,t | Wo’l()) _ 1 9%

Y = EW [P(W,l | W()’l‘())] . (D48)

Once more, we use the characteristic function

¢(s, 1) = /dw exp(isw)P(w,t | wo to) . (D.49)

The differential equation for ¢ is

I

2
o =5 (D.50)

We also notice that as P(w,t | wo fo) |i=,= §(W — wo), s0 ¢ (s, o) = expiswo,
and the solution is

¢ (s, 1) = exp |:isw0 - %sz(t - to):| , (D.51)

which is a Gaussian, whose inverse transform is also a Gaussian

(w— wo)?

1
V27— 10) P

P(w,t| W()ql‘()) = (D.52)
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The first two moments are

(W) =wo , (D.53)
(AW)?) =1—1o .
This distribution spreads in time and corresponds precisely to Einstein’s model
for Brownian motion.
An important characteristic of Wiener’s process is the independence of the

increments, which is interesting for stochastic integration purposes.
We saw that, in general, for Markov Processes, one has

P(Woy s Wae s buets « - - W0, 1) = Mg P(Wi1, L1 | Wi, )P (wo, 1)

(Wi — wi)?

2(tiy1 — 1) i|} Plwo.fo) (59

—1 _1
=M 32ty — )] 2 exp [
Now we define the Wiener increments as

AW; = W(t) — W(ti-1) , (D.55)

At —ti =ty
so the joint probability density for the increments is
P(Awp; AWp—i; ... Awi;wo)

(Aw;)?
2(An)

=, %[ZHAE]_é exp [— }} P(wo, 1) (D.56)

thus they are statistically independent.
If we define the mean and autocorrelation functions as

(W(r) | Wy, to) = /de(w,t | wo, to)W , (D.57)

(WOW(t0)T | Wo,t0) = /dwdwoP(w, £; Wo, to) WW;
= /dwo(W(t) | Wo, o)W P(Wo, o) -

For the Wiener process

(WOW(s) | Wo,10) = (W) = W] W(s) | Wo,to) + (W(s)*) (D.58)
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and due to the independence of the increments, the first term is zero and

(W(t)W(s) | Wo, to) = wj + min(t — 1o, s — fo) . (D.59)

D.4.2 General Properties of the Fokker—Planck Equation

The general Fokker—Plank equation reads

IP(x,t | Xoto) I 4
o = - Z P [Ai(x, )P(X, 1 | Xo.10)]

1 9
+ E;M[Bii(xsﬂp(xsﬂXo,lo)] . (D.60)

As we mentioned before, the first term in the r.h.s is the drift term, which will
rule the deterministic motion, and the second one is the diffusion term, which will
cause the probability to broaden. This different role of the two terms can be easily
seen if we calculate (x;) and (x;x;). One can easily show that

dlx) _ o
b _ iay, (D.61)
d(xx; !

(th’> = (xiA)) + (GA) + E(BU +Bj) .

D.4.3 Steady-State Solution

Very often in optics and other areas of physics, one is not really interested in the
time-dependent solution of the Fokker—Planck equation, but rather in the steady
state. Thus, we set the time derivative to zero and get

a 1 a
Z,: o | AR OPR L] Xot0) + 5 Z,: p [B;(x, DP(x,7 | x00)] | =0,
(D.62)
and if the constant current is set to zero (detailed balance), one gets
Ai(x, DP(X, 1| Xo.fo) = 1 > 9 [B;(x, ))P(x, 1 | X0, )] (D.63)
’ 2 - BXj v

J
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or

24, — Z BBU . Z 1 oP(x,t | X()’l‘())

UP(X, t | X()’l‘()) 8xj

_ Z 31}1 P(X t | X, l‘())]

]

and defining a Potential function V(x) by P(x, 1 | Xo.t) = N exp(—V(x)), we get for
1%

IV(x) -1 1 9By
o zzzBU A,-—ZBU T (D.64)
Integrating (D.64), we get for the probability distribution
1 —1 aBjk
Pgs(x) = Nexp Z 2B;'Aj(x)dxi — [ Y B . (D.65)

ij.k

In particular, for B; = D§;;, we get

Pgs(x) = Nexp/ %A(x)dx (D.66)

D.5 Stochastic Differential Equations

D.5.1 Introduction

One way of treating the motion of a Brownian particle, or any other problem with a
random force, is via a Langevin or Stochastic differential equation

V=—yV+L(1), (D.67)
where, in the case of a Brownian particle, the r.h.s. is the force of the fluid over the

particle and is made up of two components:

(a) The damping force —yV
(b) A rapidly varying force L(f), independent of the particle’s velocity that accounts
for the collisions of the water molecules with the Brownian particle, whose



Appendix D 447
average is zero. Thus

(L(H) =0 (D.68)
(L(OL(Y)) = D§(t — 1) .

(L(f)L(7")) is referred to as the two time correlation function.
If one defines the spectrum as the Fourier transform of the two time correlation
function

+o00
S(w) = /_ drexp(iot)(L(t + )L(1)) , (D.69)

o0

we immediately notice that, because the Fourier transform of a delta function is a
constant, L(¢) has a flat spectrum or it correspond to white noise.

Let us assume that the initial velocity of the Brownian particle is deterministic
and given by V(0) = Vy, then for ¢ > 0, for each sample path

V(t) = Voexp(—yt) + exp(—yt)/ exp(y?)L({)dt . (D.70)
0

Using the properties of L, we can calculate (V) and (V?)

(V@) | Vo.1o) = Voexp(=y1) . (D.71)
(V2(1) | Vo, o) = Vg exp(=2y1) +

exp(—Z)/t)/O dt’/0 dt” expy (¢ + "){L({)L({"))

D
(V1) | Vo.to) = Vg exp(—2y1) + 2 [1 —exp(—2y1)] . (D.72)
When ¢t — oo

D
(V2@ | Vo, 10) = > (D.73)
y

On the other hand, for short times

((AV)2(ty + A1) | Vo, 1) = DAt + O(AD)* . .. (D.74)
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‘We also notice, that in this case, the drift and diffusion coefficients are

A= (AV) — ((V_ VO)) |t=t0+At _ —)/V
At At ’

((avy?)
At =D,

so that the corresponding Fokker—Planck equation is

D 3*P
29V2°

PV
=y (VP
TR AR

Appendix D

(D.75)

(D.76)

(D.77)

The above equation describes the so-called Ornstein—Uhlenbeck process,

corresponding to a linear drift and a constant diffusion term.

We now calculate the power spectrum of V. So we first need the two time

correlation function

(VOV()) = Viexp[-y(t +1)]

+exp[—y(+17)] /0 dz‘”/0 A’ exp [y (" + ") (L(/")L(’"))

4
= Viexp[—y(t+1)] +exp[—y(t +1)] D/ dr” exp 2yt”
0

(VOV()) = Vyexp[—y(t + )] + exp[—y(t + )] % [exp2y/) —1] .

In steady state, for z,/ — oo but withr — /' = , we get

V(i + V(@) = % exp(—y | 7 ).

Finally, taking the Fourier transform, we get the power spectrum of V

dv(w) % / exp(iot)(V(t + 1)V(r))dr

1 D
2w w? 4+ y?

(D.78)

(D.79)

(D.80)
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D.5.2 [Ito Versus Stratonovich

A more general type of Langevin equation can be written as

‘:1_;‘ = a(e, ) + b(x, HL() | (D.81)

where the previous D factor can be absorbed in b, so that

(LOL(Y)) = 8(t—1) , (D.82)
(L)y=0.
Now we define
W(t) = /TL(t’)dt’ , (D.83)
0

assumed to be continuous, so that

t+At
(W(t 4+ At) — Wo(t) | Wo, 1) = (/ dsL(s)) = 0, (D.84)

([W(t + At) — Wo(D)]* | Wo.1) = (D.85)
t+ At t+ At t+ At t+ At
(/ dSl/ ds2L(s1)L(s2)) = / dSl/ ds2d(s1 — s2) = At

therefore, one could write a Fokker—Planck equation for W with

which correspond to a Wiener process, and Ldr = dW becomes a Wiener increment.
The stochastic differential equation (D.81) is not fully defined unless one
specifies how to integrate it. Normally, this would not be a problem, and the rules of
ordinary calculus apply. However, here we must be careful because we are dealing
with a rapidly varying function of time L(¢).
Thus, we define the integral the mean square limit of a Riemann—Stieltjes sum

[ #@awy = ms tim Y () W)~ W) (D.56)
fo i=1

where f;_1<7; < 1, and we have divided the time interval from 7, — ¢ in n
intermediate times tt, . . . ,.
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One can verify that it does matter which f (t;) we choose.
Two popular choices are:
(a) Itowith t; = ;.
(b) Stratonovich: f(t;) = f—(”')*;(r"_‘).
From the above assumptions, one learns how to calculate things with Ito and

Stratonovich.
For Stratonovich, we have for example

S / r W )dw(t)

= ms nlggo Z [%} [W(t;) — W(ti-1)]

i=1

[W2(1) — W2(10)] .

N —

[
= Emsﬂl_l)ngoz; [W2(1) = W?(ti-1)] =

which obeys the rules of ordinary calculus.
On the other hand, for Ito

I / r W()dw(f)

= ms lim 3 [W(i-0)] [W(5) — W)
i=1

= ms nll)ngo z": (W(ti—) AW(1:)]
i=1

= ms Jim > A IWG0) + AW — W) — AWGY)

i=1
= 2 W@ = W@w?] - ms lim ; AW()?
and because
ms lim lzn: AWE) =t—19,
e 24
we finally get

I / W )ydw() = % [W()?* — W(t)* — (t —1)] . (D.87)
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Finally, for the Ito integration, one can prove that

dw()? = dr, (D.88)
dw(@)*™ =0,N=1,2,3...
The details and proof of the above properties are found in Gardiner’s book [2].

From these properties, we can see that dW ~ +/dz, and we have to keep terms up
to (dW)?, which differs from the ordinary calculus.

D.5.3 Ito’s Formula

Consider a function f [x()]. We will derive the basic formula for Ito’s calculus:

df [x(n)] = f [x(t) 4+ dx] — f [x(1)]
=f [x(O)]dx + 3f" [x()] dx* + ...
= f [x(0)] [alx, )dt + b(x, )dW]
+3f" O] [, DAW? + ... ]

and using (D.88), we get

& [x(0)] = {a(x, Of' ()] + G0 o)
+b(x, f [x()] AW . (D.89)

The above formula can be easily generalized for many dimensions.
Now, we take the average of Ito’s formula

d{f(x)
dr

= /de,P(x, Nf (x)

b
= [ dx|adf + Ea)ﬁf P(x, 1),
and integrating by parts and discarding the surface terms, we get

/ dxf (x)9,P(x, 1) = / dxf (x) |:—8xaP+ %ajbp} ,
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thus getting the Ito—Fokker—Planck equation
0:P(x,t | x0,%) = —0x [a(x,)P(x, 1 | X0, 10)] (D.90)
+%a§ [b(x,1)P(x, 1| x0.10)] (D.91)
Similarly, for many variables, if one has an Ito stochastic differential equation
(Hdx = a(x,1)dr + b(x, )dW , (D.92)

where dW is an n-component Wiener process, then the corresponding Ito’s Fokker—
Planck equation is:

0P(x.1 | Xo.t0) = = 3; [ai(x. )P(X. 1 | X0, 10)] (D.93)
1
+3 Z 8:9; [bb” (x, )], P(x. | Xo.10) . (D.94)
iy
Thus, from our previous notation
B = bb” (D.95)
Similarly, for Stratonovich
(S)dx = a’(x, n)dr + b5(x, )dW, (D.96)

we get a Stratonovich—Fokker—Planck equation

OP(x.1] Xo.10) = — Y _ 0; [a} (x. HP(x. 1 | Xo.19)]

1
+3 > i [bloby! (x.0] P(x.1] Xo.10) - (D.97)
ij.k

By simple comparison between the two Fokker—Planck equations, we get
al =a — Zbk]akb”, (D.98)

bzk -

This last relation tells us that if we have a given Fokker—Planck equation, it
corresponds to a Langevin equation to be integrated a la Ito, with a and b drift and
diffusion coefficients, and to a Langevin equation to be integrated a la Stratonovich
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with a¥ and b® drift and diffusion coefficients, and the relation between the Ito and
the Stratonovich coefficients is given by (D.98).

D.6 Approximate Methods

Non-linear Langevin equations are difficult to solve exactly.

We present here the 2-expansion of Van Kampen [5], where €2 is the size or
number of particles of our system.

We consider a variable X that is proportional to the particle number, and define

x= = . (D.99)

The key point in Van Kampen’s expansion is that we can separate [1]:

x(1) = xo(t) + Vey(1) (D.100)

where x () is the deterministic part, y(7) represents the fluctuations and € = é

This decomposition is based on the Central Limit Theorem that says that for large
2, the fluctuations of X around its mean value go as 2.
Of course, this expansion fails, as we shall see, near an instability point.
We also assume that in the stochastic equation, the small parameter /€ is the
noise strength, so we write
dx = a(x)dt + edW(1) , (D.101)
and
x(t) = xo(t) + exi(t) + exa(t) + ... (D.102)
Differentiating x and expanding a(x) around x,, we get
dxo(f) + /edx; (1) + edxy (1) + . ..
1
= a(xo)dt + a’ (xo) (x — xp)dt + Ea”(xo)(x —x0)2dt + ... + JedW(r)

= a(xg)dr + a/(X()) [\/Exl (1) + ex2(t) + .. ] dr+

%a”(xo) [éx% + ] dr + +/edW(r) ,
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and by comparing different orders of € we get

dxo (1) = a(xp)dt, (D.103)
dx; (1) = d' (xo)x1 (H)dr + dW () | (D.104)
dxa (1) = d (x0)x2(r)dt + %a”(xo)xfdt , (D.105)

and so on.
The initial conditions for xy, xp, x3 ... are

x1(0) = 0,x,(0) = 0, etc: (D.106)

Now, we take a non-trivial example.
A particle, in one dimension, under the action of a double-well potential

av
=< D.107
a(x) o ( )
with
V= —%xz + §x4 . (D.108)

The stochastic differential equation, in this case is
dx(r) = (yx — gx*)dr + VedW(r) . (D.109)

The shape of the potential is described in Fig. D.1

We will consider the case y > 0. Near the equilibrium positions, the drift is
practically zero, and the noise term in the stochastic equation is quite important.

On the other hand, very far from the equilibrium positions, the motion is
dominated by a large drift and is practically a deterministic one.

For y > 0, x = 0 is an unstable equilibrium position and x = :i:\/g are stable
ones.
Applying our method in this example, we get
dxo = (yx0 — gx3)dt. x0(0) = . (D.110)
dx; = (y — 3gxd)xydr + dW,x(0) = 0, (D.111)

dxy = [(y — 3gxg)x2 — 3gxoxt | dt, x2(0) = 0, (D.112)
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Fig. D.1 Double-well V(%)

potential for the cases y < 0
(upper curve) and y > 0
(lower curve)
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\
N

The solution for the deterministic motion is

hexp(y1)
\/1 + fhz [exp(2yt) — 1] ’

xo(t) =

(D.113)

so that if we choose the unstable equilibrium point, that is the initial condition z = 0,
the we get xo(r) = 0, and for the stable equilibrium points, 7 = :i:\/g , we get

xo(t) = £ \/g , as it should.
For the first case: & = xo(f) = 0, we get

dx; = yxidt 4+ dW() ,
dx, = )/del‘ s

and the solution to the above equations are
o0
0w = [ e[ye-]awe)
x2(t) = 0.
In the stable case xo = h = + \/g , we get

dx;(t) = —2yx;dr + dW(2),

dxa(1) = (—2)’X2 F3g \/gxf) dr,

(D.114)
(D.115)

(D.116)

(D.117)
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and the solutions are
t
x1(f) = / dW(')exp[-2y(t—1)] (D.118)
0

x(f) = :F3g\/g/ df'xj(f) exp[—2y(t—1)] .
0
Now, we notice that in all cases (x;) = 0, so
(P(0) = x5 + € ((x]) + 2x0(x2)) + . .. (D.119)

and in the two cases, we can write
(2 (1) uns = 2i lexpQyr) — 1] | (D.120)
14

(CO)sae = L+ = [1 — exp(—dyn)] — -5 [1 — exp(—2y] + ...
g 4y 4y

In the limit # — 00, (x?(00))uns diverges, while (x?(f))suple — % — 5

As we can see, the perturbative expansion gives the correct answer when starting
from stable equilibrium points but it diverges when starting from an unstable
equilibrium. In this last case, the perturbative expansion is no longer valid.
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Appendix E
Derivation of the Homodyne Stochastic
Schrodinger Differential Equation

Here we present the detailed derivation of the Homodyne Schrodinger differential
equation. We start from the expansion given by (16.36), which in the two-jump
situation, and neglecting the commutators between the jump operators and the no-
jump evolution, can be expressed as

[e%e)
(At)ml+m2 my ym
pAn) = Y S S(ADIS p(0) (E.1)

my,mpy=0 maint:

The probability of m;and m, quantum jumps of the respective types is given by

(At)”’""”’z

Pml,mg(At) = | |
ny:myp:

Tr[S(ADJS2I]" p(0)] . (E.2)

The master equation of the field, corresponding to a lossy cavity at temperature 7,
may be written as

%~ Gt dyp = Lpldta(1 +20n)a) + 261 + (mha)d

+2e(n)wa + (n)w + & (1 + 2(n)u)]
—%[aTa(l +2(n)w) + 2e(1 + (n)m)a + 2&(n)ma’

+(n)m + (1 + 2(n)w)]p (E3)

Therefore, according to the discussion given in Chap. 16, one possible way of
writing S(A?) is

S(AnNp = N(A)pNT (A1) , (E.4)
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with

N(Af) = exp —@[am(l + 2(n)w) + 2e(1 + (n)m)a’

+2¢e(n)ma + (nhn + £°(1 + 2(”)m)]} : (E.5)

Using (E.2) and (E.5), we can write

ml!

"™ m £\
Trlexp(B) (1 + a_) (1 + L—I) P (1 + a_)
e e e

(1+2)" exp(pn) (E6)

Py (AL) = [GXP(HI)(M)”’]} [exp(ﬂz)(m)mz}

my!

“with
= y(ADE(1 + (n)w) . (E.7)

pa = y(ANE* (n)y

. y(Ap
P=—"%

+2[e(1 + (n)w)a + e(n)wa'l + (n)w} -

{a'a(l + 2(n)w)

3
From (E.6), we can calculate (m;) and 6} = (m?) — (m;)* up to order (1)?. The
result is

2
(m;) = (1 + E(X» ;
of = (i) . (E.8)
Now, we turn to the final step of this calculation, which yields the time evolution

of the state vector. After repeated jump and no-jump events, the unnormalized
wavefunction for the field can be written as

| ¥)r (A1) = N(At — 1) CoN(ty — tw—1)CIN ... | ¥);(0)



Appendix E 459
or, except for an overall phase factor,
| ¥)r(AD) = N(ADC2C" ) (0) (E.9)

where the symbol ~ indicates that the vector is not normalized.
Using (E.5) and (16.51), one can write, up to a normalization constant

| (A1) = exp (—M {a"a(l + (n))
+2[e(1 4 (n)q)a’ + 28(n)tha]})

aT m a\
(1+;) (1+;) | %)£(0) (E.10)

%)

or expanding up to £ 2

D at a1 + (n)) +aa' ]

a0 = f1-
—y(Anela(l + (n)m) + a*(n)m)]}
X [1 + é(mla + mzaT):| | ¥)/(0) (E.11)

We are interested in the limit ¢ — oo. In deriving (E.11), we considered ¢ large,

_3 1 .
y(At) ~ €72 and my, my, (L1, 4y ~ €2. Now we consider two random numbers
with non-zero average m;, m,

0]

m; = (m) + —AW; ,

1 = (m) NI ]
(ma) + —2= AW (E.12)

my; = (m e N .
2 2 «/Kt 2
which satisfy

(AW1)?) = ((AWL)?) = At . (E.13)

We notice that AW; are two independent Wiener Processes.
Finally, (E.11) can be written as

A2 | ) (AL =] ) (AD— | ¥)7(0)
= {[-2@at1 + tmhw) — Laa
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+2y (X)a(l + (n)m)
+aT(n)[h:| At +a"y(n)w AW,
+ay/y(+ ) AW | 7),(0).

which is the desired result.



Appendix F
Fluctuations

We want to calculate d((Aa’a)?) and Md((Aa’a)?).
We do it first in a simple case T=0, O = a'a; C = /ya; H = hwa'a.
d ((Aata)?) = yst{—(a‘ad’aa’a) + 2(a’aa’a)(a’a)
— 2{d"a)(a"a)(a'a) + (aTaa’a)(a’a)}
— (a'aa"a)8N + (a'a)(a’a)SN

(atafaataa)(afa) — (a'a'aa)(a’ataa)

{(ata){ata) ’ (ED
or
d ((Aa'a)?) = —yst{(Aa’a)(Ada)(Ad'a))
— ((Ad'a)?)6N
(aaaa*aa)(aa) — (a'ataa)(a’aaa) SN (F2)

(a'a)(a’a)

Now, we apply the above results to the more interesting case T > 0, O =
aa; C; = /() + Dya,Cy = Jy(n)wa'; H = hwd'a:

d ((Ad'a)’) = —y((n)u + D((Ad'a)(Ada)(Ad"a))d:
— ((Ad'a)*)6N

({(a'aa’aa’a)(a’a) — (a'aa’a)(a’aa’a))SN,
+

(ata)(a’a)

+ y(n)wdtf[—(aa’aa’aat) + 2(aa’aa’) — (aa®)
+ 2{ad'aa’y(a'a) — 2(ad")(a"a) — (aa’)(a'a) (a'a)
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+ (a'aa’a)(aa") — (a'a)(a"a)(aa")]
— ((Ad"a)*)8N,
n ({(ad*aataa® (aa®) — (aataa®)(aa’aa®))SN,
(aat){aa’) '

In the above expression, neither the deterministic nor the stochastic term is
definitely non-increasing. But in the mean, it does decrease

(F3)

ClTCl aTa aTa ClTCl
g 1 A a) laAd )
(ata)

(Aaah)aa')(aa’(Aaah) _ (F4)
(aat)

Md<(Aa*a)2>
dt

n)th



Appendix G
Discrimination of Quantum States: Applications
of the POVM Formalism

In this appendix we consider two schemes of optimal quantum state discrimination
[1]. Unambiguous and minimum error discrimination. We will see that the optimum
strategy for the unambiguous state discrimination is a POVM, while the optimum
minimum error discrimination is a standard Von-Neumann measurement.

G.1 Unambiguous Discrimination of Two Pure States

The problem of quantum state discrimination consists in the following basic
scenario:

One party, which we call conventionally Alice, prepares a set of quantum states.
She then passes the system to Bob, whose main task is to get as much information
as he can about this quantum state. We now assume that each individual state is
prepared in two known pure states, we call | ;) and | ¥,), with probabilities 7;
and 71, respectively such that n; 41, = 1. Notice that this two states are in general
non-orthogonal (Y| | ¥,) = cos 8 # 0.

Alice draws a system at random and hands it over to Bob who knows how
the ensemble of states was prepared with the corresponding probabilities, but he
doesn’t know which one of the two states he was given. What he can do is perform
a measurement or a POVM on the system he was given.

In the ambiguous discrimination strategy, he is not allowed to make an error. This
cannot be done with 100 % success, as we show next.

Assume the we have two detection operators, I1; and II, that satisfies the
requirement

I +1, =1. (G.1)
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Since no errors are allowed, this means that

Iy | ) = I | Y1) = 0. (G.2)

The probability of success identifying the first state is p1 = (Y1 | [Ty | ¥1)
and similarly to the state 2. Multiplying Eq. G.1 from the left and right by ¥r;we
get p; = land similarly, for the state 2, we obtain p, = 1. Apparently we can
identify both states without any difficulty, but if we multiply Eq. G.1 by (¥ |from
the left and | ¥,) from the right we get 0 = (Y, | ¥2), thus contradicting the initial
hypothesis of non-orthogonal states. Therefore, we are forced to introduce a third
operator [Ty, such that now

Iy + Iy + I, = 1. (G.3)

The interpretation of I1; and I1, are the POVM elements that unambiguously
identify | Y1) and | v,) respectively.

But, what is the interpretation of I7y?

Since no errors are allowed, the only possible meaning of I, is that no
information is gained through the measurement, that is an inconclusive result.

We can now introduce success and failure probabilities in such a way that p;
is the probability of successfully identifying [Ty, and (v, | I1y | ¥1) = g1 is the
probability of failing to identify I7;, (and similarly for I15).

For unambiguous discrimination we have (Y, | IT, | Y1) = (Y2 | [11 | ¥2) = 0.
It is simple to verify that p; 4+ g; = 1 (the same for state 2).

In order to determine the actual POVM members, we introduce | 1//14')(1' =1,2)
as the vectors orthogonal to | ;).

It is simple to see that

I = e | Y ) (Wi |, (G.4)
with ¢; some positive numbers. With the definitions of p; and p,, one finds

m=-L 1 yhywtli=12. (G.5)
sin© 0

Now the POVM elements are by definition positive operators. In particular, the

positivity of [1y = I — I1; — I1, (expressed, for example as imposing positive
eigenvalues) leads to the condition (see exercises at the end of this appendix):

q1g2 Z| (Y1 | ¥) | (G.6)

Now, we define

0 = mq1 + 292, (G.7)
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as the average failure probability. We want to minimize this probability, and satisfy,
at the same time, the condition given by Eq. G.6. The minimum for the product of
the failure probabilities is given by Eq. G.6 with the equal sign and inserting this in
Eq.G.7, we get

cos? 6
0 =nqi+m ,
q1

whose minimum gives, finally, the optimum failure probability for unambiguous
quantum state discrimination

q’fOVM: /ﬂcose, (G.8)
m

o™ = /ﬂcose,
M2

0 =2/nmnycosb

Finally, this whole analysis is valid, provided the failure probabilities ¢; are
positive, which limits the validity of the optimal solution to a range of initial
probabilities

cos? 6 1

L << — G.9
1+00529_m_1+00529 G9)

Outside the above range, the optimum are standard Von-Neumann measure-
ments. (For full details, see Ref. [1])

G.2 Minimum-Error Discrimination of Two Quantum States

In the previous section we imposed the condition of unambiguous results, at the
expense of having a POVM member representing an inconclusive result.

Now, lets assume that we only want conclusive results. This time, the price to
pay is the presence of errors.

The problem now is to optimize the measurement by a procedure that minimizes
the probability of error, usually called minimum error discrimination.

In a more general scheme, we want to distinguish among N given states p; (j =
1...N) with a priori probabilities n;. (3_n; = 1)
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Our POVM elements are now [1; with an associate probability Tr(p;/1;) that our
system is in the state p;. As usual, these positive operators satisfy the requirement:

N
> o =1p, (G.10)
j=1

D being the dimension of the space.
As in the previous section, we want to minimize the probability of error given by

N
Perror =1 =Py = 1 — Z anr(iji)s (Gll)

J=1

where P, is the correct probability guess.
We will treat here only the case N =2. In this case

2
Perror =1 _Pcorr =1- Z ﬂ]Tr(plnl) (Glz)
=1

= mTr(p1ITy) + N2 Tr(p21T1).

In the last equation, we made use of Eq. E.10 for N=2.
The previous expression can be also written as

Perror = m+ Tr(Anl) =N — Tr(AH2)7 (G13)

with the Hermitian operator A defined as

D
A=mpr—mpr =Y 5| ¢ il (G.14)
i=1

In Eq. G.14, | ¢;) and §; are the eigenstates and eigenvalues of A.
Next, we order the eigenvalues from negative to positive as follows:

8;<0 for 1<i<i
§; >0 for ih<i<d

§i=0 for d<i<D. (G.15)

With the above spectral decomposition, we write

D D
Peror =M1+ 8l | Ty | i) ==Y 8i{i | IT2 | ). (G.16)
i=1

i=1
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Since the probabilities (¢; | I1> | ¢;) are all positive, we get the minimum error
P,vor = PE if the operators [1jand IT, are chosen so that for negative eigenvalues
(¢pi | I | ¢:) = 1L and (¢; | II, | ¢;) = 0, while for the positive part of the
spectrum we have (¢; | IT; | ¢;) = 0 and (¢; | [T, | ¢;) = 1. Thus we can write the
optimum POVM operators as for minimum -error measurement for discrimination
of two quantum states is actually a Von-Neumann measurement that projects onto
two orthogonal subspaces {| ¢;)}i=1...i,—1 and {| ¢:) }i=i,..p-

io—1

> 1. (G.17)

i=1

D
> 1) g

i=ip

I

I,

where in I, we added the zero eigenvalue projectors that don’t affect the procedure
and fulfill the requirement I'T; + I, = 1.
Using the above detection operators and Egs. (G.13), (G.14), one readily finds

io—1 d
PE=H1—2|51‘|=772—Z|5L'|, (G.18)
i=1

i=ig

or alternatively, averaging the two results given above, we get:

1
PE = 5(1—Z|5,~ . (G.19)

This is the Helstrom result, found in many texts.
For the particular case of two pure states | ¥) and | v,), we get

1
PE — 5(1 — V=4 | (Y1 | ¥2) 1»)

Reference

1. Bergou, J.A., Hillery, M.: Introduction to Quantum Information Theory. Springer, New York
(2013)
See also: Paris, M.G.A.: The modern tools of quantum mechanics. Eur. Phys. J. Spec. Top. 203,
61 (2012); Bergou, J.A.: Discrimination of quantum states. J. Mod. Opt. 57, 160 (2010)
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The No-Cloning Theorem

We assume that we have a device able to duplicate an arbitrary quantum state [1].
That is, if the system is initially in the state | )

V)@ |a) = U(¥)® [a) = $)® | 0)® | ),

where | ¢) is the state of the system after performing its copying. Similarly, for a
different input state, we would have

V@[ B) = U(¥)®|B) =l¢)® [ B | B).

Taking the inner product of these two states, we get

(W) B)=(¢|d)a|B)a|B).
In the above equation, (¥ | ) = 1 and O<|< & | B >|< 1, so we conclude that
(¢ | ) (| B) = 1, which is impossible, because | (¢ | ¢) |< 1.
Thus, the system represented by | ) cannot exist.

Reference

1. Peres, A.: Quantum Theory; Concepts and Methods. Kluwer, Dordrecht/Boston (1995)
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The Universal Quantum Cloning Machine

We will develop the Universal copying machine, as proposed by Buzek et al. [1].
The following transformation is proposed

| 0)a | Q)x _)l 0)a | O)b | QO)X + (| 0)a | 1)b+ | 1>a | O)b) | YO)X s (Il)
| 1>a | Q)x _)l 1>a | 1>b | Ql)x + (| 0)a | 1)b+ | 1>a | 0)17) | Yl)x . (12)

As there are several free parameters, we can impose some conditions, namely

Qi | Qi) +2:Yi | Yix = 1,i=0,1,
(Yo [ Y1)y =y (Y1 [Yo)r=0,
H{Qi | Y)y=0,i=0,1,
{Qo | Q1)x=0, (L3)

where the Os and Y's are states of the copying machine.
With the above assumptions, one can write p‘(l(;]ut) , describing the modes a and b
after the copying of a pure state | ) =« | 0) + 8 | 1) as

P = o 1 00){00 [ (Qo | Qo) + V2B | 00)(+ |+ (¥1 | Qo)
+v2aB | +)(00 [, (Qo | V1)s
+ [202(Y0 | Yo)e + 2B2(Y1 | Y1) | +)(+ |
+V2aB | )11 [ (Q1 | Yobu + v2aB | 11)(+ |, (Yo | Q1)
+B2 [ 11)(11 | (Q1 | Q1) - (14)
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Now, if we trace over the b mode, we get the density matrix for the a-mode
£ =10)a(0 | (o + B2V | Yi)e — i (Yo | Yo))
+ 1 0)a{l [ @B ((Q1 | Yo)x ++ (Y1 | Qo))
+af | 1)a{0 | ((Qo | Y1)x +x (Yo | Q1))
+ | Da{l | (B* + af (Yo | Yo)e — B2Y1 | 1)) - (L5)

The density operator p\™*” = p{™, in other words the two output modes

are equal, but different to the input state. To quantify the difference, we use the
‘distance’ (23.7), giving as a result

Dy = 2*(4a* —4a® + 1) + 207(1 — a?) (e — 1)*, (1.6)
with
(Yo | Yo)y = (Y1 | Y1) =x, (L7)

x(YO | Ql)x =x (QO I Yl)x =x (Ql I YO)x =x (Yl | QO)x = 5 (18)

N

which are the two free parameters, with 0< x < % 0<ec< «/LE

The first requirement is that the distance D, be independent of the input, that is
of «. So we impose

oD,
@)

1.9)

which gives us a relation between the parameters
e=1-—2x,

so that D, becomes input independent D, = 2x?.
We also require a condition on the two-mode density. The distance between the
density operator and its ideal version should be input independent, that is Dy, =

Tr(p9" — p9)2 satisfies

0Dy
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After some algebra, one gets

Doy = (fi1)* + 2(fi12)* + 2(f13)?
(52)* +2(H3)* + (3)°

with fii = o* —a?(1 = 2x).fiz = V2B — (1 = 20)).fiz = (@B)>.fn =
2((@B)* = x).fn = V2aB(B* = 5(1 = 2x)). fiz = * — B>(1 — 2x).
Now, the (1.9) can be solved, giving x = %.

Ifwewritep,(lom) inthebasis | ) =a |0)+f | )and | Y1) =« |0) =8| 1),
we readily get

P = 2 W)t | 5 | s (v |

Reference

1. Buzek, V., Hillery, M.: Quantum copying: beyond the no-cloning theorem. Phys. Rev. A 54,
1844 (1996)
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Hints to Solve the Problems

Chapter 1

1.1 Use (1.11) and (1.12).
1.2 Calculate {n?)
1.3 Verify the solution using (1.3)

Chapter 2

2.1 Use (2.36)

Chapter 3

3.1 Iterate (3.27) many times.

3.2 See Appendix A

3.3 See Appendix A

3.4 Follow the text from (3.39) to (3.45)
3.5 Use (3.44) and:

a ad i © fsk? .

3_2,5{1 (p) = 8—1,5(10) + @ny /_oo % exp(ik - p)dk
] i ® k3k? ,
8_)68{3(17) = w[ % exp(ik - p)dk.
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Chapter 4

4.1 Define

a'| By =818

and follow the same procedure as in (4.2), (4.3), (4.4), (4.5) and (4.6).
4.2 Use

[0) = exp(- 22 exploa’) | 0)
and write
| @) (o |= exp(—aa®) explaa’) | 0)(0 | exp(a*a).
43 Use (4.6)

4.4 Convert the sums into integrals

4.5 Use (4.31) and (4.32)

4.6 Start from (4.2)

4.7 To prove the last property, use the second one for continuous spectrum.
4.8 Use the results of Problem (4.7)

Chapter 5

5.1 Use a procedure similar to the one leading to (5.27)
5.2 Use the results of Problem (5.1)

5.3 See Ref.[1]

5.4 See Ref.[1]

5.5 Use the results of Problem (5.1)

Chapter 6

6.1 Calculate (n?) as we did for (n) in (6.95)

Chapter 7

7.1 Use (4.16)
7.2 Use (3.19)
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7.3 Use the commutation relation
[a.a™] = na™™ V.

7.4 Use (A.23) and (A.24)
7.5 First show that

d
alF(”)(aT,a) =N(a+ 5 T)ZF(”)(aT,a),
a

ad
FPa" a)a™ = N(a' + a—)lF(”) (d', a).
a

Chapter 8

8.1 Find the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of H,,.
8.2 Use (8.46) and (8.38)
8.3 Approximate (8.56)

Chapter 9

9.2 Verify the definitions, using the results of Problem (9.1)
9.3 Use the rules given by (9.49)

9.4 Use the rules given by (9.49)

9.5 Use the rules given by (9.49)

9.6 Find (a?) and (a?) from an equation similar to (9.21)

Chapter 10

10.1 Use (10.59), (10.60), (10.61)
10.2 Calculate the Fourier Transform of the result of Problem (10.1)
10.3 Use (10.84), (10.85), (10.86).

Chapter 11

11.1 Use (11.5) and (11.6)
11.2 Use (11.8)
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11.3 Start from (11.22) and approximate the trigonometric functions.
11.4 Start from (11.23)

Chapter 12

12.1 Use the Generalized Einstein relations.

12.2 Use a procedure similar to (12.35), (12.36), (12.37), and (12.38)
12.3 See Ref.[1]

12.4 Take &2 and differentiate with respect to time and use (12.65)

Chapter 13

13.1 Star from (13.12)
13.2 Use (13.24) and follow the rules given by (9.49). Then one gets a Fokker-
Planck equation in terms of o; and a>. To go to polar coordinates, define

ap = p1exp(ify); a, = prexp(ibh),

then, one has

ad 1 1 exp(—if;) o
= i0,) — i A Nkt
da, ~ 2 P 1) R TR

ad 1 lexp(—iéz) ad
_— —_ 0) — 4+ — 2
8012 26Xp( ! 2) 21 P2 892

P
00,  20n
a 19 B ad
90,  20u 96’
where
. 01+ 6,
= TR
g0
2

13.3 Use the results of the Problem (13.2)
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Chapter 14

14.1 Start from (14.62)

14.2 Start from (14.66)

14.3 Integrate (14.38) over w.

14.4 Part (b). Use the quadratic part of the formula for %

14.5 Use the results of the problem (14.4) for the case w > w;

Chapter 15

15.1 Use (15.5), (15.6) and (15.7)
15.2 Use (15.7)

15.3 Use (15.5)

15.4 See Ref. [5]

15.5 Use (15.49)

15.6 See Ref.[17]

Chapter 16

16.1 See Ref. [27]
16.2 See Ref. [11]

Chapter 17

17.1 Use (17.7)
17.2 Verify that [H, c] = 0.
17.4 See Ref.[18]

Chapter 18

18.1 Use (18.49) and (18.50)
18.2 Use (A.16) and (A.17)
18.3 See Appendix A

18.4 See Ref.[1]

18.5 See Ref.[1]

18.6 See Ref.[1]
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Chapter 19

19.1 See Ref.[1]

19.2 See Ref.[1]

Chapter 20

20.1 Use (20.34), (20.41) to verify (20.42)

20.2 See Refs. [9-12].

Chapter 21

21.1 Apply the definition of K.
21.2 Check the signs of the eigenvalues of the partially transposed density matrix.
21.3 Apply the NPT criterion.

Chapter 23

22.2 Follow a procedure similar to the duplicator
22.3 Apply the two gates to the input data and programs.
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Absorption, 1,2
Annihilation operator, 29
Atom-field interaction
semiclassical theory, 13
Atom optics, 281
diffraction, 282
experiments in diffraction, 283
optical elements, 281
sources, 281
theory of diffraction, 284
Atomic decay, 21
Atomic diffraction
large detuning, 288
no detuning, 287
Atomic focusing, 290
aberrations, chromatic, 296
aberrations, isotopic, 296
aberrations, spherical, 296
classical focus, 294
experiment, 290
quantum focal curve, 294
quantum focus, 293
theory, 290
initial conditions and solution, 291
thin versus thick lenses, 293

Baker—Campbell-Hausdorff relation,
426
Bell inequalities, 387
Bell states, 386, 391
entangled states, 380
BHSH inequality, 389, 390
Birth and death process, 440
Blackbody energy, 4
Bloch equations, 19, 20

Bloch Sphere
qubit, 377
Boltzmann distribution, 3
Bose—Einstein distribution, 4
Boundary condition
input-output theory, 221
Bound entangled state, 387
Broad-band spectrum, 17

CEL, 203
holographic laser, 208
two photon laser, 208
Chapman—Kolmogorov equation, 438
Chapman-Kolmogorov equation
forward, 439
Characteristic function, 88
normally ordered, 92
Circuit, 412
C-NOT gate, 412, 420, 421
2 qubit gate, 377
Coherence
first order, 71
n-th order, 71
second order effects, 72
second order, classical, 72
second order, quantum mechanical, 75
Coherence function
first order, 62
n-th order, 62
Coherent squeezed state, 50
Coherent state, 35
coordinate representation, 40
displacement operator, 38
minimum uncertainty states, 36
non-orthogonality, 37
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normalization, 36
overcompleteness, 37
photon statistics, 39
Coincidence rate
n-th fold, 67
Collapse, 108
time, 110
Collective dephasing, 365
Commutation relations, 28, 29, 31, 32
Dirac’s commutator, 239
between the electric field and the vector
potential, 32
Louisell’s trigonometric functions, 232
number-phase, 231
Susskind—Glogower phase, 234
Conditional probability, 437
Condition for DFS, 369
Continuous measurements, 315
phase narrowing, 318, 321
Control, 413
Correlation function
first order, 69, 71
n-th order, 67
second order, 72, 75
second order, examples, 75
Correlations
dynamics of, 358
Creation operator, 29

Data Hilbert space, 418
Decimation, 314
in vibrational states, 349
Decoherence
how long it takes?, 360
in phase sensitive reservoirs, 364
Decoherence Free Subspaces, 365, 367,
371
Decoherence time, 364
Degenerate parametric oscillator
input-output theory, 222
quadrature fluctuations-input output theory,
224
Density matrix
multimode thermal state, 42
time evolution of elements, 121
Density of modes, 31
Density operator
modified with continuous measurements,
317
in P-representation, 124
thermal state, 41
Dephasing, 365

Index

Detailed balance, 445
Detector

ideal, 61

n atom, 66

one atom, 63
DFS, 368, 370, 372
Dipole approximation, 102
Distance between operators, 410
Distance between two operators, 411
Dressed states, 104, 106
Drift and diffusion coefficients, 448
Duplicator, 415

Electric field

per photon, 102

positive frequency component, 69
Emission

spontaneous, 1,2

stimulated, 1, 2
Energy

density, 2

multimode radiation field, 28
Entangled, 386
Entangled state, 379-381, 418
Entanglement, 384, 386, 390
Entanglement between copies, 417
Entanglement measurement, 384
Ergodic hypothesis, 80
Events, 436

Fermi golden rule, 214
generalized, 216
Fidelity, 410, 415, 417
Fock states, 29, 30
Fokker—Planck equation, 436, 442
of the damped harmonic oscillator, 125
general properties, 445
several dimensions, 442
steady state solution, 445
time dependence-damped harmonic
oscillator, 125
Free radiation field, 99

Gage

Coulomb, 100
Generalized Einstein’s relations, 185
Generalized Toffoli gate, 422
General single qubit transformation, 377
Generating function, 79
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Hadamard gate, 375,376
Hadamard Transform, 376
Hidden variables, 388

Input field
definition, 220
Input-output theory, 218
Ito’s Fokker Planck equation, 452
Ito’s formula, 451
Ito versus Stratonovich, 449

Jaynes—Cummings Hamiltonian, 104, 108,
157,316

Jaynes—Cummings model, 173

Joint probability, 436

Kraus operators, 368

Lamb-Dicke expansion, 343
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