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Recent progress in electro-optic sampling has allowed direct access to the fluctuations of the
electromagnetic ground state. Here, we present a theoretical formalism that allows for an in-depth
characterisation and interpretation of such quantum-vacuum detection experiments by relating their
output statistics to the quantum statistics of the electromagnetic vacuum probed. In particular, we
include the effects of absorption, dispersion and reflections from general environments. Our results
agree with available experimental data while leading to significant corrections to previous theoretical
predictions and generalises them to new parameter regimes. Our formalism opens the door for a
detailed experimental analysis of the different characteristics of the polaritonic ground state, e.g.
we show that transverse (free-field) as well as longitudinal (matter or near-field) fluctuations can be
accessed individually by tuning the experimental parameters.

Over ninety years ago, Heisenberg formulated the
uncertainty principle [1]. One of its most fascinat-
ing consequences appears in quantum electrodynamics
(QED), where the commutation relations imply so-
called zero-point fluctuations of the electromagnetic
field, persisting even in the ground state of the theory:
the quantum vacuum. It has been argued that indirect
evidence for these fluctuating fields can be seen in ex-
periments measuring spontaneous decay rates [2], the
Lamb shift [3] or the Casimir force [4]. These effects
are not only of fundamental interest in the context of
studying the vacuum field, but also play an impor-
tant role in many different areas of science, such as
nanotechnology [5] and adhesion [6]. Recently, exper-
iments based on nonlinear optics have opened up an
alternative route to the ground state of the electro-
magnetic field [6, 7]. In nonlinear optics photons can
effectively be made to interact with each other [9–11]
which has become an integral component of a wide
range of experimental techniques [12–14] and permits
remarkable insights into fundamental physics [15, 16].
These new experimental techniques include electro-
optic sampling [6, 7] with a non-linear crystal or the
use of a time-dependent refractive index (the dynam-
ical Casimir effect) [17, 18].

In electro-optical sampling, a linearly polarised,
ultra-short laser pulse propagates through an non-
linear crystal which mixes the laser pulse with any
ambient electric field via its nonlinear properties [9]
to form a new electric field. This leads to a change of
the pulse’s polarisation so that by analysing the po-
larisation of the field emerging from the crystal one
obtains information about the ambient field inside it
[19, 20]. The sensitivity of this setup to extremely
weak electric fields allows one to measure the effect
of the fluctuating vacuum upon the output statistics
[3, 7], providing direct access to zero-point fluctua-
tions. Using two such laser pulses (see Fig. 1), it is
possible to retrieve information about correlations of
the QED vacuum between distinct spatio-temporal re-
gions and this way access its spectral decomposition
[6], for example.

Following the pioneering works using such setups
[6, 7, 20, 22] and the accompanying theoretical analy-
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FIG. 1. Experimental setup of correlation measurement
of the quantum vacuum via electro-optic sampling: Two
linearly polarised laser pulses with mutual offset δr‖ and
delay δt propagate through a nonlinaer crystal with re-
fractive index n, nonlinear susceptibility χ(2) and volume
VC . The pulses mix inside the crystal via the nonlinear
coupling with quantum fluctuations of the electromagnetic
field, leading to a polarisation shift of the laser pulses. Via
an ellipsometry analysis of the pulses emerging from the
crystal, it is possible to observe the quantum vacuum and
to reveal the spectrum of the two-point correlation func-
tion of the electric-field operator in the polaritonic ground
state inside the crystal [6].

ses [3, 23–25] the question regarding the nature of the
quantum fluctuations accessed has been raised [26].
In particular, as electro-optic sampling is necessarily
carried out inside a nonlinear optical crystal, the
relation of the sampled quantum vacuum to the
paradigmatic free-space vacuum is an important
question. Here, we address this question and offer a
general theoretical framework based on macroscopic
QED which provides a basis for a detailed char-
acterisation and intepretation of quantum-vacuum
detection via electro-optic sampling. Our theory is
capable of predicting the output statistics of such ex-
periments, accounting for inhomogeneous dispersive
and absorptive media by considering the full medium-
assisted ground state of the system as predicted by
linear QED consisting of composite (polariton-like)
matter and free-field fluctuations — the vacuum
which is probed is the polaritonic vacuum which
generalises the free-space vacuum to account for the
nonlinear-crystal environment. We further show that
this formalism agrees well with experimental data
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while introducing significant advances over previous
theoretical frameworks. Our formalism also provides
new fundamental insights—for example we show
that by tuning the parameters of the experimental
setup within a realistic range, one can individually
address longitudinal (matter-like) and transverse
(free field-like) ground state fluctuations.

We begin with a brief account of the under-
pinnings of our theory, presented in detail in
Ref. [2]. The propagation of a coherent laser pulse
through a medium with second-order nonlinearity
induces a nonlinear polarisation field given by [9]

P̂NL(r, ω)=
∫∞
−∞dΩχχχχ(2)(r,Ω, ω−Ω)?Ê(r,Ω)Ê(r, ω−Ω).

Here, χχχχ(2) is the nonlinear susceptibility tensor of
the medium and we have defined a shorthand
(χχχχ(2)?ÊÊ)i ≡

∑
jk χ

(2)
ijkÊjÊk. The nonlinear polari-

sation acts as an additional source term in the wave
equation for the electric field, which can be formally
solved as a Lippmann-Schwinger equation

Ê(r, ω) = Êvac(r, ω) + Ep(r, ω)

+ µ0ω
2

∫

VC

d3r′G(r, r′, ω) · P̂NL(r′, ω) (1)

where µ0 is the vacuum permeability and G(r, r′, ω) is
the Green’s tensor of the vector Helmholtz equation
[28] and VC is the volume of the non-linear crystal.
Furthermore, we are working in the vacuum picture
in which the coherent laser pulse is given by the sum
of the vacuum field operator Êvac(r, ω) and a classi-
cal laser pulse Ep(r, ω) [2, 29]. Note that Ep(r, ω)
may represent two spatially and temporally separated
laser pulses, such as those featuring in the recent ex-
periment [6].

Equation (1) defines a formal solution for Ê(r, ω),
but is infinitely recursive. To solve it we use a Born se-
ries, which can be seen as a perturbation expansion in
χχχχ(2) to the desired order, for details see Ref. [2]. From
this procedure one obtains the electric field emerging
from the nonlinear crystal as a function of the input
fields and the Green’s tensor describing its geometry
and material response.

Here, we use our solution to Eq. (1) to find the out-
put statistics of an electro-optic sampling experiment
(see Fig. 1). These are found from the variance of the
electro-optical operator Ŝ, which for the single-beam
setup used in Ref. [7] reads [3];

Ŝ =

∫ ∞

0

dωA(ω)

∫
d2r‖

[
iÊ†y(r‖, ω)Êx(r‖, ω)+h.c.

]
, (2)

where A(ω) = 4πε0cn(ω)η(ω)/~ω and η is the effi-
ciency of the photodetector. For the more general
setup used in Ref. [6] where two laser pulses E1,2 are
used and which is also depicted in Fig. 1 one accesses
the quantity Ŝ2(δt, δr‖) = (Ŝ1Ŝ2 + Ŝ2Ŝ1)/2. Here, Ŝi
is defined as in Eq. (2) with the replacement Ep → Ei.

Note that Ŝ2(0, 0) = Ŝ2. Using the perturbation ex-
pansion outlined above up to second order in χχχχ(2) we

can evaluate Ŝ2(δt, δr‖) and find [2]

〈: Ŝ2(δt, δr‖) :〉 =

∫ ∞

0

dΩ

∫ ∞

0

dΩ′
∫

VC

d3r′
∫

VC

d3r′′

× 〈Evac,x(r′,Ω)E†vac,x(r′′,Ω′)〉F (r′, r′′,Ω,Ω′), (3)

with the field correlation function given through
macroscopic QED as [1, 30]

〈Êvac,x(r′,Ω)Ê†vac,x(r′′,Ω′)〉 =
2~µ0

π
Ω2δ(Ω− Ω′)

×
[

1

2
+ n(Ω, T )

]
Im [Gxx(r′, r′′,Ω)] . (4)

The filter function F can be found in the supple-
mentary materials [28], and depends on the spatio-
temporal probe beam profile, the relative spatial off-
set δr‖ and temporal delay δt, the optical and geo-
metric properties of the crystal and its environment
through the Green’s tensor and the linear part of the
crystal’s permittivity, accounting for dispersion and
absorption. It determines which spatial and spec-
tral parts of the vacuum field are accessed via this
quantum-vacuum detector, see Fig. 3. The simplest
example of this filter function is that for a single laser
pulse with a Gaussian profile and beam waist w, taken
at equal frequencies and and neglecting absorption [2];

F (r′, r′′,Ω,Ω) =

(
2|χ(2)|cµ0Nωp

w2n

)2

f(Ω)2

× e−(r′2‖ +r′′2‖ )/w2

e−ing
Ω
c (z′−z′′). (5)

Here N is the total number of detected photons, ωp is
the average detected frequency, n the refractive index
at the central frequency of the pulse ωc, ng the group
refractive index and f(Ω) is the spectral autocorrela-
tion function [3, 28].

The structure of Eq. (3) furnishes us with a clear
physical picture for electro-optic sampling of vacuum
fluctuations. The ground state correlation function
of the electric field is sampled in a confined spatial
region and a certain frequency interval defined by the
spectral and spatial profile of the probe pulse. Which
part of the correlation function is accessed can be
adjusted by tuning the experimental parameters such
as the pump pulse profile or properties of the crystal
which in turn determine the filter function, as shown
in Fig. 2. This flexibility means that electro-optic
sampling represents a much more versatile experimen-
tal route to accessing the quantum vacuum compared
to more well-established methods such as the Purcell
effect (which only accesses the two-point correlation
function in the coincidence limit) or the Casimir force
(to which all frequencies contribute). Since we did not
specify the laser pulse profile or the electromagnetic
environment of the crystal and included absorption
effects, Eq. (3) can be used as a starting point
for studying the structure of the medium-assisted
quantum vacuum in general absorptive and dispersive
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FIG. 2. Distinguishing contributions from the vacuum
and from the filter function: We consider one y po-
larised laser pulse with Gaussian beam profile with beam
waist w = 3µm and duration ∆t = 5.9 fs to prop-
agate through a ZnTe crystal with length L = 7µm
[28]. Using Eqs. (3)–(5) we plot the normalised fil-
ter function F (r, r′,Ω), ground-state correlation function

〈Êvac,x(r,Ω)Ê†
vac,x(r′,Ω)〉 and signal density s2(r, r′,Ω)

defined by 〈: Ŝ2 :〉 =
∫
dΩ

∫
d3r

∫
d3r′s2(r, r′,Ω) for two dif-

ferent cases: In the first row we plot them as functions of
x and y by setting z = z′ = r′‖ = 0 and Ω = 300 × 2πTH

whereas in the second row we set r‖ = r′‖ = z′ = 0 such
that the only free variables are z and Ω.

environments targeted at chosen spectral and spatial
regions. This allows one to study the polaritonic
nature of the ground state inside the crystal with
unprecedented versatility. In order to demon-
strate the validity of the model, we first compare our
result to previous theoretical and experimental works.

In order to make contact with the theory con-
structed in Ref. [3], one needs to assume the laser
pulse to have a Gaussian profile , neglect absorption
and apply the paraxial approximation to the laser
and vacuum fields by taking k(ω) � 1/w then
q(Ω) � 1/w where k(ω) and q(Ω) are the wave
vectors of the laser and the vacuum, respectively.
Such a procedure then reproduces precisely the result
found in Ref. [3]. In order to assess the validity of the
different approximations we use the same parameters
as in Ref. [3] (also listed in the Supplementary
[28]), which were in turn realised experimentally in
Ref. [7]. The result for the integrand s2(Ω) defined
by 〈: Ŝ2 :〉 =

∫∞
0

dΩs2(Ω) in case of the different
approximations is shown in Fig. 3. We find that in
this parameter regime absorption can be neglected,
since the frequency of the only relevant material
resonance is well below the most relevant frequency
range sampled in the experiment. However, we see
that while the result with the paraxial approximation
applied to the laser field agrees reasonably well with
the full result obtained by direct evaluation of Eq. (3),
applying the paraxial approximation to the vacuum
field induces an error of 52 %. Note that when
follwoing the suggestion of the authors of Ref. [3] of
a cut-off of the signal’s spectrum at n(Ω)Ω < cπ/w,
the predicted integrated signal differs from our more
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FIG. 2. Distinguishing contributions to the signal h: Ŝ2 :
i stemming from the vacuum and from the filter func-
tion: We consider one y polarised laser pulse with Gaus-
sian beam profile with beam waist w = 3 µm and du-
ration �t = 5.9 fs to propagate through a ZnTe crys-
tal with length L = 7µm. Using Eqs. (4)–(6) we plot
the filter function F (r, r0,⌦), the ground-state correlation

function hÊvac,x(r,⌦)Ê†
vac,x(r0,⌦)i and the signal density

s2(r, r0,⌦) defined by h: Ŝ2 :i =
R
d⌦

R
d3r

R
d3r0s2(r, r0,⌦)

for two di↵erent cases: In the first row we plot them
as functions of x and y by setting z = z0 = r0k = 0 and
⌦ = 300 ⇥ 2⇡TH whereas in the second row we set
rk = r0k = z0 = 0 such that the only free variables are z
and ⌦. For the optical properties and approximations used
to generate this Figure see Ref. [28]. Note that all plots
have been rescaled such that for each of them the maximal
value is below one to ease the qualitative discussion.

adjusted by tuning the experimental parameters such
as the pump pulse profile or properties of the crystal
which in turn determine the filter function, as shown
in Fig. 2. This flexibility means that electro-optic
sampling represents a much more versatile experimen-
tal route to accessing the quantum vacuum compared
to more well-established methods such as the Purcell
e↵ect (which only accesses the two-point correlation
function in the coincidence limit) or the Casimir force
(to which all frequencies contribute). Since we did not
specify the laser pulse profile or the electromagnetic
environment of the crystal and included absorption
e↵ects, Eq. (4) can be used as a starting point
for studying the structure of the medium-assisted
quantum vacuum in general absorptive and dispersive
environments targeted at chosen spectral and spatial
regions. This allows one to study the polaritonic
nature of the ground state inside the crystal with
unprecedented versatility. In order to demon-
strate the validity of the model, we first compare our
result to previous theoretical and experimental works.

In order to make contact with the theory con-
structed in Ref. [21], one needs to assume the laser
pulse to have a Gaussian profile and apply a series of
approximations to our general formula (4). The first
is to neglect absorption by assuming that the linear
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FIG. 3. Vacuum fluctuations in a bulk medium: Upper
plot: We plot s2(⌦)/N2 without approximations (‘Full re-
sult’), and in the di↵erent various approximations under
consideration: laser paraxial, Taylor expanded integrand
and the paraxial approximation. The ratio of the total
contribution to the variance h: Ŝ2 :i found using each ap-
proximation to our full result is shown in the legend. The
cut-o↵ discussed in the main text is shown by the dashed
vertical line. Lower plot: We plot the signals spectrum
s2(⌦) normalised by

p
C = 2�(2)L!pN/n✏0c which is ob-

tained from h: Ŝ2(�t) :i shown in the inset using Eq. (7).
The experimental data and its standard deviation taken
from Ref. [8] is shown with a gray line and the gray shaded
area, respectively. Note that we used a di↵erent normal-
isation for obtaining the spectrum from the time domain
data as the one used in Ref. [8]. The dashed line shows the
predicted outcome using our formalism, for the parameters
used see supplementary materials [28].

permittivity of the crystal is real-valued. Further-
more, the paraxial approximation can be applied to
the laser and vacuum fields by taking k(!) � 1/w
then q(⌦) � 1/w where k(!) and q(⌦) are the wave
vectors of the laser and the vacuum, respectively.
Such a procedure then reproduces precisely the result
found in Ref. [21]. In order to access the validity of
the di↵erent approximations we use the same param-
eters as in Ref. [21] (also listed in the Supplementary
[28]), which were in turn realised experimentally in
Ref. [7]. The result for the integrand s2(⌦) defined
by h: Ŝ2 :i =
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approximations is shown in Fig. 3. We find that in
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since the frequency of the only relevant material
resonance is well below the most relevant frequency
range sampled in the experiment. However, we see
that while the result with the paraxial approximation
applied to the laser field agrees reasonably well with
the full result obtained by direct evaluation of Eq. (4),
applying the paraxial approximation to the vacuum
field induces an error of 52 %. Note that when
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FIG. 3. Vacuum fluctuations in a bulk medium: Upper
plot: We plot s2(⌦)/N2 without approximations (‘Full re-
sult’), and in the di↵erent various approximations under
consideration: laser paraxial, Taylor expanded integrand
and the paraxial approximation. The ratio of the total
contribution to the variance h: Ŝ2 :i found using each ap-
proximation to our full result is shown in the legend. The
cut-o↵ discussed in the main text is shown by the dashed
vertical line. Lower plot: We plot the signals spectrum
s2(⌦) normalised by

p
C = 2�(2)L!pN/n✏0c which is ob-

tained from h: Ŝ2(�t) :i shown in the inset using Eq. (7).
The experimental data and its standard deviation taken
from Ref. [8] is shown with a gray line and the gray shaded
area, respectively. Note that we used a di↵erent normal-
isation for obtaining the spectrum from the time domain
data as the one used in Ref. [8]. The dashed line shows the
predicted outcome using our formalism, for the parameters
used see supplementary materials [28].

permittivity of the crystal is real-valued. Further-
more, the paraxial approximation can be applied to
the laser and vacuum fields by taking k(!) � 1/w
then q(⌦) � 1/w where k(!) and q(⌦) are the wave
vectors of the laser and the vacuum, respectively.
Such a procedure then reproduces precisely the result
found in Ref. [21]. In order to access the validity of
the di↵erent approximations we use the same param-
eters as in Ref. [21] (also listed in the Supplementary
[28]), which were in turn realised experimentally in
Ref. [7]. The result for the integrand s2(⌦) defined
by h: Ŝ2 :i =

R1
0

d⌦s2(⌦) in case of the di↵erent
approximations is shown in Fig. 3. We find that in
this parameter regime absorption can be neglected,
since the frequency of the only relevant material
resonance is well below the most relevant frequency
range sampled in the experiment. However, we see
that while the result with the paraxial approximation
applied to the laser field agrees reasonably well with
the full result obtained by direct evaluation of Eq. (4),
applying the paraxial approximation to the vacuum
field induces an error of 52 %. Note that when

Integrated results

Experimental data,

Our formalism

FIG. 3. Vacuum fluctuations in a bulk medium: Upper
plot: We plot s2(Ω)/N2 without approximations (‘Full re-
sult’), and in the different various approximations: laser
paraxial, Taylor expanded integrand and the paraxial ap-
proximation. The cut-off discussed in the main text is
shown by the dashed vertical line. Lower plot: We
plot the signals spectrum s2(Ω) normalised by

√
C =

2χ(2)LωpN/nε0c which is obtained from 〈: Ŝ2(δt) :〉 shown
in the inset via a Fourier transformation. For the param-
eters used see supplementary materials [28]. The experi-
mental data and its standard deviation taken from Ref. [6]
are shown in gray. Note that we used a different convention
for the Fourier transform in order to obtain the spectrum
from the time domain data compared to Ref. [6].

complex theory by 12%. A good tradeoff between
simplicity of expression and inclusion of all relevant
physical effects is found by Taylor expanding the
integrand to find a next-to-leading order paraxial
approximation applied to the vacuum field which
agrees within 6% of the full result, see supplementary
materials for details [28].

Next, we turn our attention to the parameter
regime exploited in Ref. [6] where two spatially
and temporally separated laser beams are used.
Again, we can derive a filter function from first
principles for this experimental setup which is done
in Ref. [2] and the resulting expression together with
the parameters under consideration can be found
in the supplementary materials [28]. Strikingly,
using two laser beams one can make a correla-
tion measurement of the polaritonic ground state
between different spatio-temporal regions. This
allows one to obtain the spectrum s2(Ω) directly
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FIG. 4. Contribution to the variance for different pulse
durations distinguishing matter and free field fluctuations:
We see in (a) that there is a intermediate interval of ∆t in

which 〈: Ŝ2 :〉 is dominated by longitudinal contributions.
This can be explained by considering the spectra plotted
for different values of ∆t in (b), (c) and (d) as explained
in the main text.

from the experimental data by Fourier transforming
the measured signal Ŝ2(δt) obtained with different
temporal shifts δt between the laser pulses, i.e. [2]
1/(2π)

∫∞
−∞dδt 〈: Ŝ2(δt) :〉eiδtΩ = 1

2s
2(|Ω|). This key

advantage enables one to study the quantum vacuum
in greater detail, e.g. by accessing its spectrum. We
apply the laser paraxial approximation and use the
parameters experimentally realised in Ref. [6] which
are summarised in the supplementary materials [28].
The result for the spectrum is compared to the exper-
imental data in Fig. 3. We find reasonable agreement
between experiment and theory considering the errors
on the input parameters. Note that our theoretical
prediction does not contain any fitting parameter but
is based on independently-measured optical proper-
ties such as the linear and nonlinear responds of the
crystal. Furthermore, most of its contributions stem
from a new term vanishing in the limit of vanishing
absorption, as we show in detail in the supplemen-
tary materials [28]. This shows the importance of
including absorption into the description of these
experiments. Also note that in this parameter regime,
one mainly accesses thermal fluctuations and not
zero-point ones in contrast with [7]. However, it is still
a good test for our theory which treats zero-point and
thermal fluctuations on the same footing (see Eq. (4)).

Having validated our new theoretical approach
we are ready to exploit its full potential by revealing
how electro-optic sampling experiments can be used
to gain fundamental insight into the nature of the
quantum vacuum inside the crystal, rather than
simply describing its statistics. The ground state

inside the crystal is that of the coupled system of
the electromagnetic field and the charges. Hence,
the ground state fluctuations consist of those of
both the ‘free’ field and the near-field generated by
the fluctuating charges inside the crystal — in the
following referred to as matter fluctuations. It is
important to notice that what we call ‘free’ field is not
the same as the fluctuating field in empty space, but
rather the photon-like part of the interacting system
of photon and charges. In Coulomb gauge one can
distinguish the two different types of contributions
to the quantum vacuum of the electromagnetic field
by decomposing the electric-field operator into its
longitudinal (‖) and transverse (⊥) components [32].
Using this in Eq. (3), we find contributions to the
signal’s variance stemming from free field and from
matter fluctuations allowing one to analyze which
of the two is accessed in the experiments. We use
the same parameters as in Refs. [3, 7] except that
we vary the pulse duration ∆t as shown in Fig. 4.
We find that in the parameter regime of Ref. [3, 7]
where ∆t = 5.9 fs only transverse and hence free-field
fluctuations contribute to the signal and the detected
fluctuating field is dominated by photon-like fluctu-
ations. This can be explained by the fact that the
main frequency range which is resolved is far from
any material resonances, c.f. Fig. 4(b). One can show
analytically that the longitudinal part is proportional
to Im[ε] such that far from material resonances only
transverse fluctuating fields contribute [28].
The situation changes for an intermediate pulse du-
ration, where the resolved frequency range coincides
with a material resonance, compare Fig. 4(c). This
leads to the detection of polaritonic modes which
are dominated by their matter content resulting in
mainly longitudinal fluctuations. For even longer
pulse duration, only field fluctuations well below the
material resonance are detected, leading to a signal
which is dominated by transverse fluctuating fields
as indicated in Fig. 4 (d). This analysis reveals the
possibility to unambiguously interpret and identify
different properties of the richly structured polari-
tonic quantum vacuum inside the crystal using the
formalism developed here.

In conclusion, we have outlined a theoretical
framework for analysing and interpreting the
quantum-vacuum detector as provided by electro-
optic sampling experiments sensitive to the QED
vacuum. Our model includes absorption effects, goes
beyond the paraxial approximation and takes the
full medium-assisted or polaritonic ground state into
account. It agrees well with experimental data and
offers significant improvements on previous theoret-
ical works in an experimentally-realised parameter
regime. In addition, it provides a starting point for
a detailed analysis of the quantum vacuum in media
and its rich structure in new, so far theoretically
inaccessible, parameter regimes. As an example, it
was shown that transverse and longitudinal fluctu-
ating field can be analysed individually, revealing
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the polaritonic nature of the QED ground state in
media. Other characteristics of the quantum vacuum
might be accessible using electro-optic sampling
such as the influence of additional surfaces onto the
electromagnetic ground state which is of relevance
to e.g. the Purcell or Casimir effect, or adhesion
forces. Apart from electro-optic sampling, the general
formalism resulting from our combining of macro-
scopic QED with nonlinear optics has applications
in a wide range of fields such as recent studies
of analogues of the dynamical Casimir effect [18],
pair generation in ε-near zero material or metamate-
rials [33] and photonic Bose-Einstein condensates [34].
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Supplementary material

GREEN’S TENSOR

The Green’s tensor of the vector Helmholtz equation is defined by

∇×∇× G(r, r′, ω)− ω2

c2
ε(r, ω)G(r, r′, ω) = δδδδ(r− r′) (6)

and the boundary condition G(r, r′, ω)→ 0 for |r−r′| → ∞. Here, ε is the permittivity. In a (2+1) dimensional
Weyl decomposition it is given by [1]

G(0)(r, r′, ω) = − 1

4π2k2(ω)

∫
d2k‖

eik‖·(r−r
′)

k⊥
δ(z − z′)ezez +

i

8π2

∫
d2k‖

eik‖·(r−r
′)

kz

×
∑

σ=s,p

[
eσ+eσ+eikz(z−z′)θ(z − z′) + eσ−eσ−e−ikz(z−z′)θ(z′ − z)

]
. (7)

Here k =
√
ε(ω)ω/c, and we have kz = kz(k‖, ω) =

√
k2 − k2

‖ with Im[kz] > 0. Furthermore, the polarisation

vectors eσ± with σ = s, p read

es± =
1

k‖




ky
−kx

0


 ; ep± =

1

k



∓kxkzk‖

∓kykzk‖

k‖


 . (8)

In order to distinguish longitudinal and transverse quantum fluctuations, one needs the transverse (⊥G(0)) and

longitudinal (‖G(0)) part of the Green’s tensor defined by

⊥G(r, r′) ≡
∫

d3s δδδδ⊥(r− s) · G(s, r′), (9)

‖G(r, r′) ≡
∫

d3s δδδδ‖(r− s) · G(s, r′). (10)

In Fourier space we have

δδδδ⊥(r) =
1

(2π)3

∫
d3k eik·r (I− ekek) , (11)

δδδδ‖(r) =
1

(2π)3

∫
d3k eik·rekek, (12)

where I is the unit tensor. Inserting Eq. (12) into Eq. (10), some algebra shows

‖G(0)(r, r′) = − 1

4π2k2

∫
d2k‖e

ik‖·(r−r′)δ(z − z′)ezez −
1

8π2k2

∫
d2k‖e

ik‖·(r−r′)e−k‖|z−z
′|

×


k‖(ek‖ek‖ − ezez) + i sign(z − z′)




0 0 kx
0 0 ky
kx ky 0




 . (13)

Having found the longitudinal part of the Green’s tensor its transverse part is simply given by ⊥G(r, r′) =
G(r, r′)−‖ G(r, r′).

Note that Onsager reciprocity G(0)(r, r′) = G
(0)T(r′, r) holds independently for the longitudinal and trans-

verse parts of the Green’s tensor, ‖(⊥)G(0)(r, r′) = G
(0)T‖(⊥)(r′, r) [1]. Further, Eq. (13) shows that the

longitudinal component of the Green’s tensor is a symmetric tensor and is also symmetric under the ex-
change of it position arguments. This implies ‖G(0)(r, r′) = G(0)(r, r′)‖. From hence in turn, we see that
‖(⊥)G(0)(r, r′)‖(⊥) =‖(⊥)G(0)(r, r′) and

‖(⊥)G(0)(r, r′)⊥(‖) =⊥(‖)G(0)(r, r′)‖(⊥) = 0. (14)
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FILTER FUNCTION AND SIGNAL

We state the formulae for the electro-optical signal and the filter function using different approximations as
described in the main text. For a more detailed derivation see Ref. [2].
The full filter function which can be derived from first principles based on the formalism developed here reads
[2]

F (r, r′,Ω,Ω′) =
1

2
{[H1(r,Ω) +H∗1 (r,−Ω)] [H2(r′,−Ω′) +H∗2 (r′,Ω′)]

+ [H2(r,Ω) +H∗2 (r,−Ω)] [H1(r′,−Ω′) +H∗1 (r′,Ω′)]} . (15)

where

Hi(r
′,Ω) = −8πicε0χ

(2)(Ω)µ0

∞∫

0

dω
η(ω)

√
ε(ω)ω

~

∫
d2r‖E

∗
i,y(r‖, ω)Gxx(r‖, r

′, ω)Ei,y(r′, ω − Ω). (16)

Here the two laser pulses are defined by

E1,y(r, t) =

∫ ∞

−∞
dt E1,y(r, ω)eiωt, (17a)

E2,y(r, t) =

∫ ∞

−∞
dt E1,y(r + δr, ω)eiωδtEδ(r, ω)eiωtey

≡
∫ ∞

−∞
dt E2,y(r, ω)eiωtey. (17b)

This implies E2,y(r, ω) ≡ E1,y(r + δr, ω)eiωδt. In the following we only consider the single-beam setup obtained
in the limit δt = 0 and δr‖ = 0.
In a first step we neglect absorption by assuming that the refractive index n is real for all frequencies under
consideration. This is a reasonable approximation in the parameter range considered in the upper plot in Fig. 3.
Furthermore, we assume that the laser pulse is a Laguerre-Gaussian mode of lowest order and that the crystal
length L is much shorter than the Rayleigh length of the beam, i.e. w2k/2� L, such that the beam is given by

Ep(r, ω) = Ep(ω)

√
2

πw2
e−r

2
‖/w

2

eikzey. (18)

Inserting Eqs. (15) and Eq. (18) into Eq. (4) one obtains the full result

〈: Ŝ2 :〉 =
~µ0w4L2

4π3c2

∫ ∞

0

dΩ |χ(2)(Ω)|2Ω2

∫

q‖<q

d2q‖

(
1− q2

x

q2

)
e−q

2
‖w

2/2

qz

∣∣∣∣
∫ ∞

0

dω

∫
d2k‖

n(ω)η(ω)ω

~2

(
1− k2

x

k2

)

× e−(k2
‖+q‖·k‖)w2/2

[
E∗p(ω)Ep(ω − Ω)

sinc[L2 ∆K−]

kz
+ c.c.(Ω→ −Ω)

] ∣∣∣∣
2

+ (∆K− → ∆K+). (19)

Here we have defined ∆K∓ = kω−Ω − kz ± qz, and +(∆K− → ∆K+) refers to the same term subject to the
replacement ∆K− → ∆K+.
In laser paraxial approximation, i.e. assuming n2(ω)ω2/c2 � 1

w2 within the frequency range of the laser one
obtains

s2(Ω) =
(NLωp)

2 ~|χ(2)(Ω)|2
4π3c4ε30n

2(ωc)
Ω2f(Ω)2

∫

q‖≤q

d2q‖
1− q2

x

q2

qz
e−q

2
‖w

2/4

(
sinc

[
L

2
∆k−

]2

+ sinc

[
L

2
∆k+

]2
)
. (20)

Here, we have introduced the shorthand ∆k± = ng
Ω
c ± qz where qz =

√
q2 − q2

‖ and q = n(Ω)Ω/c is the wave

vector at the frequency of the vacuum Ω. Furthermore ng = c∂k/∂ω|ω=ωc is the group refractive index at the
central frequency of the laser pulse ωc and we have defined

ωp =

∫ ∞

0

dωη(ω)Ep(ω)2

/∫ ∞

0

dω
η(ω)

ω
Ep(ω)2, (21)

f(Ω) =

∫∞
0

dω [Ep(ω)Ep(ω + Ω) + Ep(ω)Ep(ω − Ω)]

2
∫∞

0
dωη(ω)Ep(ω)2

, (22)

N = 4πε0cn(ωc)

∫ ∞

0

dω
η(ω)

~ω
E2

p(ω). (23)
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Taylor-expanding Eq. (20) up to fourth order in q‖/q one finds

s2(Ω) =
(NLωp)

2~
π2ε30c

3n3(ωc)w2

n(ωc)

n(Ω)
|χ(2)(Ω)|2Ωf(Ω)2

{(
1− e−q

2w2/4
)

sinc

[
L

2
∆k−

]2

+ (∆k− → ∆k−)

−
[

4− e−q
2ω2

0/4(4 + q2ω2
0)

qω2
0

(
∆k−sinc [L∆k−]−∆k+sinc

[
L

2
∆k−

]2

+ (∆k− → ∆k+)

)]}
. (24)

Only considering the lowest order in the Taylor expansion in Eq. (24) one finds the full paraxial approximation

s2(Ω) =
(NLωp)

2~
π2ε30c

3n3(ωc)w2

n(ωc)

n(Ω)
|χ(2)(Ω)|2Ωf(Ω)2

(
sinc

[
L

2
∆k−

]2

+ sinc

[
L

2
∆k+

]2
)
. (25)

Eqs. (19), (20), (24) and (25) where used to generate the upper plot in Fig. 3 in the main text. Eq. (20) has
been used to generate the plots in Fig. 2.
Not neglecting absorption by allowing the refractive index n to be a complex quantity but by applying the
laser-paraxial approximation one finds

s2(Ω) = ~
(
NωpΩf(Ω)|χ(2)(Ω)|

)2
[2nT (Ω) + 1]

2π2c4ε30n
2

∞∫

0

dq‖ q‖e
−q2
‖w

2/4

× Re

[(
2−

q2
‖
q2

)( −iL

qz(ngΩ/c− qz)
+

1− eiL(qz−ngΩ/c)

qz(qz − ngΩ/c)2

)
+ ng → −ng

]
. (26)

This equation has been used to generate the lower plot Fig. 3.

In order to distinguish longitudinal and transverse fluctuations we calculate the signal stemming from longi-
tudinal fluctuations only defined by

〈: Ŝ2
‖ :〉 =

∫ ∞

0

dΩ s2
‖(Ω) =

∫ ∞

0

dΩ

∫ ∞

0

dΩ′
∫

VC

d3r′
∫

VC

d3r′′〈‖Evac,x(r′,Ω)E‖†vac,x(r′′,Ω′)〉F (r′, r′′,Ω,Ω′). (27)

Inserting Eqs. (5) and (13) into Eq. (27) we obtain

s2
‖(Ω) =

(
Nωp
nc

)2 ~|χ(2)(Ω)|2f(Ω)2Im [ε(Ω)]

ε30π
3|n(Ω)|4

{
2L

ω2
0

−Ln
2
gΩ

2e[ngΩω0/(2c)]
2

2c2
Γ

(
n2
gΩ

2ω2
0

4c2

)
+

∫ ∞

0

dk‖ k
2
‖e
−k2
‖w

2
0/4Re

[
e−(k‖+ingΩ/c)L − 1

(k‖ + ingΩ/c)2

]}
. (28)

Here, Γ(z) =
∫∞
z

dz e−zz−1 is the incomplete Gamma function. Since 〈ÊÊ†〉 ∝ ImG, it follows directly from

Eq. (14) that longitudinal and transverse fluctuations are uncorrelated, i.e. 〈⊥ÊÊ‖†〉 = 〈‖ÊÊ⊥†〉 = 0. So we
obtain the signal originating from transverse fluctuations via s2

⊥(Ω) = s2(Ω)− s2
‖(Ω).

PARAMETERS USED

In order to generate the upper plot in Fig. 3 and Fig. 2 we used the following parameters also considered in
Ref. [3]. The crystal length is given by L = 7µm. The spectral decomposition of the laser pulse Ep(ω) has a
rectangular shape being equal to one for ω ∈ [ωc−∆ω/2, ωc+∆ω/2] and zero elsewhere. Here ωc = 255(2π)THz
and ∆ω = 75(2π)THz. Furthermore, the beam waist is given by w = 3µm. Concerning the optical properties of
the ZnTe crystal we use that the nonlinear susceptibility is well approximated by a constant value over the full
frequency range under consideration which is given by χ(2) = 1.17 × 10−21 CV−2 [4]. For the refractive index
in the frequency range of the laser we use [5]

n(ω)2 = A+

(
Bλ2

λ2 − C

)
, (29)

Here we have λ = 2πc/ω, A = 4.27, B = 3.01 and C = 0.142 leading to ng = 2.24. In the THz frequency range
the refractive index is modeled by [4]:

n(Ω) = Re

[√
ε∞

(
1 +

(~ωLO)2 − (~ωTO)2

(~ωTO)2 − (~Ω)2 − i~γΩ

)]
, (30)



9

� � �� ��

���

���

���

���

���

� � �� ��
����

����

����

����

����

FIG. 5. Real and imaginary parts of the refractive index: Here the real and imaginary part of the refractive index
at temperature T = 300 K as measured in Ref. [6] is plotted as a function of frequency. Note that while the real part
of n has been measured directly, the imaginary part of n is calculated from the experimental data for the absorption
coefficient α(Ω) via α(Ω) = Im[n(Ω)]Ω/c.

with ωTO = 5.31 × 2πTHz, ωLO = 6.18 × 2πTHz, γ = 0.09 × 2πTHz and ε∞ = 6.7. Note that taking the real
part in Eq. (30) indicates that we neglect absorption effects.
To generate the lower plot in Fig. 3 we chose the parameters according to Ref. [6]. Here we have L = 3 mm

and w = 125µm. The spectral decomposition of the laser is given by Ep(ω) =
√

1
σ

e−(ω−ωc)2/σ2

(2π)1/4 , with ωc =

375 × (2π) THz, σ =
√

2/π(∆t)−1 and ∆t = 80 fs. In the frequency range of the laser, we use the same
refractive index also used to generate the lower plot in Fig. 3. Concerning the nonlinear susceptibility we use
[4]

χ(2)(Ω) =
n4(ωC)ε0

2
r41

[
1 + C0

(~ωTO)2

~Ω− i~Ωγ

]
, (31)

with ωTO = 5.31 × 2πTHz, γ = 0.09 × 2πTHz, C0 = −0.07, r41 = 1.17 × 10−21 CV−2. For the refractive
index in the frequency range of the detected quantum vacuum we use the measurement data of the reals part
of the refractive index and the absorption coefficient α. From the latter one obtains the imaginary part of the
refractive index via α(Ω) = Im[n(Ω)]Ω/c. The real and imaginary parts of the refractive index retrieved from
the measurement data is shown in Fig. 1.

ORIGIN OF FLUCTUATIONS ACCESSED IN REF. [6]

In order to compare our theory to the experimental data found in Ref. [6] as was shown in the bottom of
Fig. 3 in the main text, we used Eq. (26). Neglecting the off-resonant terms with ng → −ng, this equation
contains two different terms

s2
1(Ω) = ~

(
NωpΩf(Ω)|χ(2)(Ω)|

)2
[2nT (Ω) + 1]

2π2c4ε3
0n

2

∞∫

0

dq‖ q‖e
−q2
‖w

2/4Re

[(
2−

q2
‖
q2

)
−iL

qz(ngΩ/c− qz)

]
, (32)

s2
2(Ω) = ~

(
NωpΩf(Ω)|χ(2)(Ω)|

)2
[2nT (Ω) + 1]

2π2c4ε3
0n

2

∞∫

0

dq‖ q‖e
−q2
‖w

2/4Re

[(
2−

q2
‖
q2

)
1− eiL(qz−ngΩ/c)

qz(qz − ngΩ/c)2

]
. (33)

Here, we call the one in Eq. (32) (Eq. (33)) the first (second) term and note that s2(Ω) = s2
1(Ω) + s2

2(Ω). In the
limit of vanishing absorption, the first term goes to zero whereas the second one becomes equal to the resonant
term in Eq. (20). Hence, one can say that the contributions stemming from the first term represent a novel
contribution to the signal stemming from absorption effects.
These two different terms are plotted together with the experimental data and the full theoretical result (Eq. (26)
) in Fig. 2. We see that most contributions accessed in the experiment reported in Ref. [6] stem from the first
term. This shows the crucial importance of taking absorption effects into account.
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