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We consider the quantum effect of slow light dark soliton (SLDS) in a cold atomic gas with defocuing Kerr
nonlinearity via electromagnetically induced transparency (EIT). We calculate the quantum fluctuations of the
SLDS by solving the relevant non-Hermitian eigenvalue problem describing the quantum fluctuations, and find
that only one zero mode is allowed. This is different from the quantum fluctuations of bright solitons, where
two independent zero modes occur. We rigorously prove that the eigenmodes, which consist of continuous
modes and the zero mode, are bi-orthogonal and constitute a complete bi-orthonormalized basis, useful for the
calculation on the quantum fluctuations of the SLDS. We demonstrate that, due to the large Kerr nonlinearity
contributed from the EIT effect, a significant quantum squeezing of the SLDS can be realized; the squeez-
ing efficiency can be manipulated by the Kerr nonlinearity and the soliton’s amplitude, which can be much
higher than that of bright solitons. Our work contributes to efforts for developing quantum nonlinear optics and
non-Hermitian Physics, and for possible applications in quantum information processing and precision mea-

surements.

I. INTRODUCTION

Optical dark pulses, localized dips (or holes) on a ho-
mogeneous bright background, have received much atten-
tion in classical and quantum optics. Comparing with bright
pulses, they possess many attractive advantages, including
being more stable and less sensitive to noise [1, 2], which
are desirable for information processing and transformation
and hence play significant roles in many research fields of
physics [3—10]. One of typical example of dark pulses is op-
tical dark soliton, formed by the balance between dispersion
and defocusing Kerr nonlinearity [1, 2].

In recent years, many efforts have been paid to the re-
search on electromagnetically induced transparency (EIT), an
important quantum interference effect typically occurring in
a A-type three-level atomic system that interacts resonantly
with two laser fields. EIT can be used to suppress resonant
optical absorption, slow down group velocity, enhance Kerr
nonlinearity, etc., and hence has tremendous practical appli-
cations [11, 12]. Interestingly, EIT systems support slow-
light solitons [13-21], which can be manipulated actively [21—
23]. However, up to now most works were mainly focused
on slow-light bright solitons, and limited in semi-classical
regime [24].

In this article, we investigate the quantum effect of optical
dark pulses in a cold, three-level atomic gas working on the
condition of EIT. By using suitable one- and two-photon de-
tunings, a large defocuing Kerr nonlinearity and hence slow-
light dark solitons (SLDS) can be generated in the system.
The expression of the quantum fluctuations of the SLDS is
obtained through solving Bogoliubov-de Gennes (BdG) equa-
tions, which are non-Hermitian eigenvalue problem describ-
ing the quantum fluctuations. We find that this eigenvalue
problem allows only a single zero mode (i.e. eigenmode
with zero eigenvalue), which is different from the case of
bright-soliton fluctuations where there are two independent
zero modes.

Based on the above results, we rigorously prove that the all
eigenmodes, consisting of continuous (Goldstone) modes and

the zero mode, are bi-orthogonal and constitute a complete
bi-orthonormal basis, by which the quantum dynamics of the
SLDS is studied analytically. We demonstrate that a signifi-
cant quantum squeezing of the SLDS can be realized, which
is originated from the large Kerr nonlinearity of the system.
Moreover, the squeezing efficiency can be manipulated by the
Kerr nonlinearity and the soliton amplitude; interestingly, the
squeezing efficiency of the SLDS is higher than that of bright
solitons. The method and results presented here are useful
for developing quantum nonlinear optics and non-Hermitian
physics [25-28], and may be applied to the study of Bose-
Einstein condensation, quantum information processing, and
precision measurements, etc.

Before preceding, we stress that, although a large amount
of studies on quantum optical solitons were reported in the
past years, our work is different from them, with the reasons
given in the following:

(i) Most studies on quantum effects of optical solitons re-
ported so far were devoted to the bright solitons in optical
fibers [29-59]. The main analytical approach used is soli-
ton perturbation theory. Generally, perturbations on soli-
tons have contributions from both zero modes and continu-
ous modes, but most of these studies considered zero modes
only. Although in Refs. [37, 46] continuous modes have been
taken into account, the completeness and orthonormality of
the eigenmode set were not discussed [60]. In our work, the
all eigenmodes are obtained, and their completeness and or-
thonormality are proved rigorously for the first time.

(i1) The quantum effect of dark solitons in optical fibers was
investigated in Refs. [40, 56]; however, the contribution of
continuous modes was not considered there. In addition, the
zero modes, as did for bright solitons [33—40], was determined
by a phenomenological method (i.e. they are obtained by sim-
ply taking the derivatives of the soliton solution with respect
to the free parameters in the solution). Such a method and
related results obtained are uncomplete or incorrect because
the zero modes obtained are generally not independent (see
the discussion in Sec. III B below). Differently, in our work
the eigenmodes are acquired by solving the eigenvalue prob-


http://arxiv.org/abs/2202.10458v1

lem of the perturbation, and the zero modes are determined by
the requirement of the completeness and orthonormality of the
all eigenmodes. The results presented in our work provides a
clear way to avoid puzzles and confusions on zero mode prob-
lem in previous studies [40, 56, 61-65] of perturbation and
quantum effects of dark solitons.

(iii) At variance with Refs. [29-59], which are for the quan-
tum solitons in optical fibers, the work reported here is on the
quantum effect of SLDS generated in a cold atomic gas via
EIT. Our work can be taken as an extension of a recent pub-
lication [66], but it is not a simple extension because the per-
turbation approach on the SLDS is quite different from that
of slow-light bright solitons. One of the main differences is
that the SLDS has a continuous background, which makes the
eigenvalue problem of the perturbation be very different from
that of the slow-light bright solitons. In particular, the system
allows only a single zero mode (not like the case of slow-light
bright solitons where two independent zero modes occur) and
the quantum squeezing of the SLDS displays behavior differ-
ent from that of the slow-light bright solitons.

The reminder of the article is organized as follows. In
Sec. II, we present the model under study and the quantum
nonlinear Schrodinger (QNLS) equation describing the non-
linear evolution of quantized probe laser field. In Sec. III, we
diagonalize the effective Hamiltonian by expressing the quan-
tum fluctuations of the SLDS as a superposition of the com-
plete and bi-orthonormalized eigenmodes, obtained by solv-
ing the eigenvalue problem (BdG equations) of the quantum
fluctuations. In Sec. IV, the quantum squeezing of the SLDS
is investigated in detail. Lastly, Sec. V gives a summary of the
main results obtained in this work.

II. MODEL AND ENVELOPE EQUATION FOR THE
PROPAGATION OF THE QUANTIZED PROBE FIELD

A. Physical model

The system we consider is a cold atomic gas interacting
with a probe and a control laser fields, forming a standard
A-type three-level configuration [see Fig. 1(a)]. In the sys-
tem, |1) and |2) are two nearly degenerate ground states, and
|3) is an excited state with spontaneous-emission decay rates
Fy3(@ = 1,2) to |1) and |2), respectively. The probe field
is weak and pulsed (with center angular frequency w, and
wavenumber k, = w,/c; c is light speed in vacuum), cou-
pling to the transition |1) < |3); control laser field is a strong
continuous-wave (with angular frequency w, and wavenum-
ber k. = w./c), coupling to the transition |2) < |3). A, and
As are two- and one-photon detunings, respectively. For sup-
pressing Doppler effect, both the probe and control fields are
assumed to propagate along the same (i.e. z) direction.

For simplicity, we assume the atomic gas is cigar-shaped,
which can be realized by filling it into a waveguide or by
taking the transverse distribution of the probe field to be
large enough so that the diffraction effect can be neglected.
Thus one can use a reduced (1+1)-dimensional model to
describe the probe-filed propagation, with the total electric

field given by E(z,7) = E.(z,7) + E,(z,1). Here, E.(z,7) =
e.Ec(z, e @D tcc.and B (2, 1) = €,8,E,(z, )ekri=o) +
H.c. are respectively the quantized probe and c-number con-
trol fields, with c.c. (H.c.) representing the conjugate (Her-
mitian conjugate); e, and &, are respectively the unit polar-
ization vector and the amplitude of the control field; e, and
&Ep = Jhw,/(2e9V) (V is quantized volume) are respectively
unit polarization vector and the single-photon amplitude of
the probe field. £ p(z,1) is a slowly-varying annihilation op-
erator of probe photons, obeying the commutation relation
[E,(z,0), E}(2/, )] = L8(z - 2), with L the quantization length
along the z-axis.

Under electric-dipole and paraxial approximations, the sys-

tem Hamiltonian is given by A = fdz [ - h—il?[‘, (ia%)EA,, -
iy (anm AoS e +gp5’§11§"p + QCS’;Z + Hc)] Here N is

the total atomic number of the system; S’Qﬁ(z, Hn =
G o e1kehai@smwatty=0a)l (o B = 1,2, 3) are atomic transi-
tion operators; Q. = (e. - p32)&E. /T is the half Rabi frequency
of the control field; g, = (e, - p31)E,/% is single-photon half
Rabi frequency of the probe field; p,s is the electric dipole
matrix element associated with the transition from |8) to |a);
the detunings are defined by Ay = w, — w. — (W2 — wy),
A3 = wp — (w3 — wy).

The dynamics of the system is governed by the Heisenberg-
Langevin and the Maxwell (HLM) equations, given by

0 1

o508 = o |Sap. ] = LS ap) + Fap, (1)
{0 10\, &N
1(6_Z+ZE)EP+TS31_O, (1b)

where ﬁ(ﬁ op) 1s the 3 X 3 relaxation matrix including the
atomic decay rates of the spontaneous emission and dephas-
ing, ' op are o-correlated Langevin noise operators introduced
to preserve the Heisenberg commutation relations for the op-
erators of the atoms and the probe field. Explicit expressions
of Eq. (1a) are presented in Appendix A.

The model described above can be realized by many atomic
systems. One of the candidates is the laser-cooled alkali 8’Rb
gas, with the levels chosen to be |1) = 1528 12, F=1mp=1),
|2> = |5251/2,F = 2,mF = 1> and |3) = |52P3/2,F = 2,}711: =
1), with I'y3 = I'y3 = 27 X 3MHz [67], which will be used
below.

B. Nonlinear envelope equation and the existence region of
dark solitons in parameter space

To understand the quantum dynamics of the system, we
need to solve the nonlinearly coupled equations (1a) and (1b),
which have many degrees of freedom of atoms and pho-
tons and thus not easy to approach. A convenient way is
to reduce such equations to an effective one by eliminating
the atomic degrees of freedom under some approximations,
which has been recently used to the study of polaritons in
atomic gases [68—70]. Similar to Ref. [66], by employing
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FIG. 1. (a) Excitation scheme of the EIT-based A-type atomic gas. Solid black dots mean that the atoms are initially prepared at the ground
state |1). For more detail, see text. (b) Existence regions of slow-light dark and bright solitons in the plane of one-photon detuning A; and
two-photon detuning A,. Yellow: the region where bright solitons exist; purple: the region where dark solitons exist; cyan: the region where
the damping is dominant over the dispersion and Kerr nonlinearity; white: the region where Kerr nonlinearity plays no significant role. In both
the cyan and white regions, no solitons exist. (c) Dark soliton intensity (upper) |Z|*> and phase (Iower) ® as functions of dimensionless time

t/1, for different blackness parameter .

the perturbation expansion under weak-dispersion and weak-
nonlinearity approximations, one can obtain the following
QNLS equation

K, 8% .
2 027"
2Pt R B s —iKoz _
+ Wig,l EpEpEp ifpe =0, (2

(2 + 19 +Im(Ko) | E
=+ —= p—
dz " Vo1 0| "

which describes the nonlinear evolution of the probe-field en-
velope E,. Here, K; = (3/K/0w’) |u=0 (j = 0,1,2), with
K = K(w) the linear dispersion relation, V, = 1/K; the
group velocity, and K, the coefficient of the group-velocity
dispersion; W is the coefficient of third-order Kerr nonlin-
earity, which is proportional to the third-order nonlinear op-
tical susceptibility Xff); ?A',,(z, t) is the o-correlated induced
Langevin noise operator. For explicit expressions of K(w), W,
and 7:’1,(1, 1), see Appendix B. Note that, in general, the coeffi-
cients in Eq. (2) depend on w (i.e. the sideband frequency of
the probe pulse). Because we are interested in the propagation
of probe pulse with the center frequency w,, the coeflicients
in Eq. (2) are estimated at w = 0. In this situation, these coef-
ficients (K,, W, etc.) are functions of the one- and two-photon
detunings (i.e. A3 and A;), and other system parameters (see
Ref. [66]).

The coeflicients of Eq. (2) are generally complex due to the
near-resonant character of the system. However, under the
condition of EIT (i.e. |Q* > v21Y31), the imaginary part of
these coefficients are much smaller than their real parts and
hence can be neglected. Depending on the sign of W/K;, in
the case of classical limit and negligible noise, Eq. (2) admits
dark (bright) soliton solutions for W/ K, > 0 (W/K, < 0).

Fig. 1(b) shows the existence regions of dark and bright
solitons in the parameter space with A3 and A, as two coor-
dinates. In the figure, the purple region “DS” (yellow region
“BS”) is the one where dark (bright) solitons exist. The cyan
region indicated by “damping” is the one where the damping
of the probe field is dominant over the group-velocity disper-
sion and Kerr nonlinearity; the white region indicated by “no

nonlinearity” means that in this domain the Kerr nonlinearity
plays no significant role. Thus, in both the cyan and white re-
gions, the system does not support soliton [24]. When plotting
the figure, we have taken I'13 = ['y3 » 27x3 MHz, N, (atomic
density)= 8.8x10'' cm™3, |g,[*N/c = 2.4x10%cm~!s™!, Q. =
21x42 MHz, and 1y (the time duration of the probe pulse) =
5.5x 10785,

Since the atomic gas is nearly resonant with the probe
and control fields and works under the condition of EIT, the
system can possess a large Kerr nonlinearity. As an exam-
ple, by taking A, = —27 X 1.6 MHz, A3 = 27 X 64 MHz,
and using the formulas for the linear dispersion relation K
and the Kerr coefficient W given in the Appendix B, we ob-
tain K; ~ 3.08 x 107 cm™'s, K ~ 3.19 x 107 cm™!s?,
W ~ 8.20 x 1077 cm~!s?. Thus we have

O = 2Cle"—'p“'zw ~1.20x 107 m?V~2. (3)
w,

Because )(f) is proportional to A;, so non-zero two-photon
detuning (i.e. A, # 0) is necessary to obtain the large Kerr
nonlinearity. Such a Kerr nonlinearity, which is more than
ten orders of magnitude larger than that of conventional opti-
cal media (such as optical fibers) [1], is the main reason why
optical solitons can form at very low-light level in EIT-based
atomic gases [13-24].

Note that even for the large Kerr nonlinearity given above,
the perturbation expansion used for deriving the QNLS equa-
tion (2) can still be applied. The reasons are the following:
in our consideration the light intensity of the probe pulse is
small, and its time duration is large (which means that its
dispersion is weak). Thus, the perturbation expansion is ob-
tained under weak-dispersion and weak-nonlinearity approx-
imations. In fact, similar perturbation expansion was used in
Refs. [13-24].

After neglecting the imaginary parts of K;, K,, and W,
Eq. (2) can be written as the dimensionless form i (,i U+ 63—:2 U-

s

260700 = -2iv0 +if,, with U = E,,/ \Jig (ng > 1is typical



mean photon number in the probe field [71]), s = z/(2Lgjsp),
T=(- Z/Vg)/to’ fp = 2Ldisp7:pe_iKOZy vV = Ldisp/LabSv and
& = Lgisp/ Lo (the dimensionless parameter characterizes the
magnitude of the Kerr nonlinearity). Here, Lgis, = t(z) /1K>|,
Ly, = [nolg,,|2|W|]‘l, and Lyps = 1/Im(K)) are typical disper-
sion length, nonlinearity length, and absorption length of the
probe field, respectively.

Due to the EIT effect and the ultracold environment,
the Langevin noise operators make no contribution to the
normally-ordered correlation functions of system opera-
tors [72, 73], also the dimensionless absorption coefficient
v~ 1.69 x 1072 < 1. Taking account these facts and making
the transformation U = ﬁ e~"s_we obtain the reduced QNLS
equation

>

A P B @
i—U=—-—— —uU,

ds or? § K

with the parameter u the “chemical potential” to be specified
lately. The effective Hamiltonian for the system described by
the QNLS equation (4) reads

C»

A ) 2~ F 2T &
de:jj; drU (—a—z—,u—gU U)

or?

. 5)

III. COMPLETE AND BI-ORTHONORMAL SET OF THE
EIGENMODES FOR THE QUANTUM FLUCTUATIONS OF
SLOW-LIGHT DARK SOLITONS

A. Slow-light dark solitons

Our main aim is to investigate the quantum fluctuations
from classical dark solitons. As a first step, we consider the
classical limit of the system, which is valid when the probe
ﬁeldA contains a large photon number. In this case, the opera-
tor U can be approximated by a c-number function %,. Then
the reduced QNLS Eq. (4) becomes a classical NLS equation
of the form i0Uy/ds + 0*Uy/d7* — 28| Uo|* Uy + uUp = 0.
When working in the “DS” region of Fig. 2(b), this equation
admits the fundamental dark-soliton solution

Uy(s,7) = A+Jg(cosItanh o + i sin F) e, (6)

with o = Agcos? (r — 19 — 2Agsintds) and u = 2A°g%.
Here, A and 6, are constants characterizing the amplitude
and the overall phase of the soliton; ¢ (0 < ¢ < n/2) is
a constant characterizing the dark-soliton blackness, defined
by A’gcos® ¥ (i.e. the difference between the minimum of
the soliton intensity and the background intensity A%g); the
“momentum” and initial “position” of the soliton are given
by 2Ag sin ¥ and 7y, respectively. The soliton for the special
case ¢ = 0 is called black soliton; in general case (¢ # 0), it
is called the dark (or grey) soliton. Fig. 1(c) shows the pro-
file of the dark soliton intensity |Z|*> (upper part) and phase
@ = arctan(cos ¥ tanh o/ sin ) (lower part) with different val-
ues of the blackness parameter ¢+. When plotting the figure, we
have taken A = g = 1, and hence the background intensity of
the dark soliton is A%g = 1.

By using the physical parameters given in Sec. II B, we can
estimate the propagation velocity of the dark soliton, given by

Agty sin

~ 1.08 x 107%¢, (7
Ldisp

Vsol = Vg +

for A = 1,1 = 5.5%x1078s, and 9 = n/2. We see that
the soliton velocity is much smaller than ¢ (i.e. it indeed is a
SLDS), which is due to the EIT effect induced by the control
field.

B. Eigenmodes of the quantum fluctuations and their
bi-orthogonality and completeness

1. Eigenvalue problem of the quantum fluctuations

Now we consider the quantum correction of the SLDS solu-
tion (6). We assume the mean photon number 7 in the probe
field is much larger than one, the quantum fluctuations of the
SLDS are weak, and hence we can take the Bogoliubov de-
composition

U(s,7) = Up(t) + Uy (s, 1), (8)

where Up(t) = Uy(0,7) is a classical SLDS background
for s = 0, U, is the annihilation operator of photons rep-
resenting the quantum fluctuations (perturbations) on the
SLDS background Uy (1), satisfying the commutation relation
[U,(s,7), Uf(s, 7)] = 8(r — 7’). For the convenience of the
following calculations, we introduce w = U 1/(A/Ag cosP),
which satisfies [W(s, o), wi(s, 0)] = 6(o — o).

Substituting the Bogoliubov decomposition (8) into the re-
duced QNLS Eq. (4) and neglecting the high-order terms of
U 1, we obtain the equation for w and wi

3 (4 o
i (;) ~ A cos’ 9 L (:VV;) -0, 9)

where £ is a linear matrix operator, defined by
A (M+2iyL 2N
L= ( N M 2iy ) (10)

with M = =52 +4tanh® ¢ — 2+ 2y*, N = (tanh o + iy)?, and
y = tan .

To solve Eq. (9) for all possible quantum fluctuations, the
key is to find the eigenmodes of the operator £ and constitute
an orthogonal and complete set of them. The difficulty of suc-
cess for this depends on the property of L. Obviously, Lis
non-Hermitian; its adjoint operator is given by

(1)

iy 0 _
2-;- _ 0_320_3 _ (M + 21760’ 2N ),

INY T M+ 2iy

where o3 = ((1) _01) is a Pauli matrix. Although £ is not

Hermitian, i.e. £ # £, but it is pseudo-Hermitian due to



the property Lt = o3 L03. Tt is known that such a Pseudo-
Hermitian operator possesses real eigenvalues, and it is possi-
ble to get the eigenmodes of £ and £*, which can be complete
and bi-orthonormal in mutually dual function spaces of £ and
L7 [25,271.

To get the eigenmodes explicitly, we make the Bogoliubov
transformation to expand the quantum fluctuations W as the
form

(s, ) = [tn(@)an(s) + vi(o)a(s)]

+ f dic [ue(@)a(s) +vi(@)a(s)].  (12)

Here the indices n and k are quantum numbers denoting re-
spectively the discrete and continuous modes; d,(s) and d(s)
are respectively annihilation operators of photons for the dis-
crete and continuous modes, satisfying respectively the com-
mutation relations [a,(s), ),(s)] = G and [ax(s),a],(s)] =
0k — k'); up (o), vu(0), ug(o), and vi(o) are mode functions
for the discrete and continuous spectra, respectively.

Assuming a;(s) = &;(0)e”E € "5 and substituting it
into Eq. (9), we obtain the eigenvalue equations (i.e. BdG
equations)

LY ()= Ej|¥(0)). (13)

Here, for simplicity, we have used the index j to denotes both
the discrete (for j = n) and continuous (for j = k) spectra.
The eigen vectors [V (o)) = (u;(0), Vj(O’))T, with symbol “7”
representing transpose.

Note that the eigenmodes of the operator £ forms a function
space V, which is, however, not a Hilbert space because Lis
not Hermitian. Following standard method [25, 27, 74-76],
we consider the dual space of £, i.e. the function space V;+ of
the operator L. The eigenvalue problem of £ reads

L@ j(0)= Ej|®(0)) = E,|® () (14)

because £ is real. The above equation is usually written as the
form (®;|£ = E{®;| [25]. It is easy to show that |®;(c)) =
o3|V (o).

With the eigenmodes of the two mutually dual function
spaces V; and V;+, we can define the product between the
right vectors {|'¥';)} and the left vectors {{(D|}:

<<Dj|‘1’1)=f do(® ()Y i(0)). 5)

It can be shown that {|'¥;)} and {(®/[} are bi-orthogonal and
can be made to be normalized, i.e.

(@ j()¥i(o)) = b1 (16)

To implement the perturbation calculation on the quantum
fluctuations of the SLDS, one needs the eigenmodes in the
dual spaces not only to be bi-orthonormalized, but also to span
a complete set, so that any possible quantum fluctuations can
be expanded as their linear superposition. However, the proof
of the completeness for such bi-orthogonal eigenmodes is usu-
ally not an easy problem. If the all eigenmodes (especially the

independent zero modes) are found, the completeness rela-
tionship reads

D 1D F( )]+ f

=I6(c — o), (I7)

+00

dk|® (o) Fi(o)]

00

with 7 the 2 X 2 unit matrix.

2. Eigenmode solutions and their bi-orthogonality and
completeness

The eigenmodes for the continuum spectrum (i.e. Gold-
stone bosons) of the present eigenvalue problem [i.e. the
BdG equations (13)] can be found by the way similar to
Refs. [77, 78]. We obtain the solutions

¥ (o)) = (“k(”)), (18)
vi(o)
D)) = 3y = ( ) ) (18b)
—vi(0)
where the eigenvalues and eigenfunctions given by
EX =k [—27 + Jk2 +4(1 +92)], (19a)
ik . 2
G 7 {tanho + £ [D. (k) - k1} ob
R X E
¢ ftanh o — £ [D.(K) + k1)
(o) = (19¢)

V2nlklv(k)Dx (k)

with D, (k) = =2y + v(k) and v(k) = k* + 4(1 + y?). Note
that the eigenmodes corresponding to the eigenvalue E,(;) is
non-physical and hence must be excluded. The reason is due
to the fact limy_, e E,(;) = —oo; with such an eigenvalue, the
energy has no lower bound, which makes the system collapse.
The continuum eigenmode set {|¥;(o))} and {|®(0))} are
not enough to constitute a complete bi-orthonormal basis. In
fact, the operator £ and £ allow discrete eigenmodes with
zero eigenvalues, i.e. zero modes, satisfying the equations

W(0)) = 0, (o) = (“”(")), (202)
va(0)
L|®,(0) = 0, |@,(0)) = 3 ¥,(0)), (20b)

n=12---.

Since a linear superposition of multiple zero modes is also
a zero mode, in general one can get infinite many zero modes.
How to choose these zero modes? The criterion for the choice
of the zero modes is the following: (i) They must be inde-
pendent each other; (ii) The set consisting of the continuous
modes given in (18) and the zero modes (20) should constitute
a complete and bi-orthonormal basis, which is necessary for
providing an expansion basis to express any quantum fluctua-
tion of the soliton.



Based on such a criterion, we find that the system supports
only single zero mode, given by

¥ () = (“1(0)), (21a)
vi(o)
1)) = 391 (0) = ( (e ) @1b)
—vi(0)
with

() = 2sech’o + iytan o + iyosech’o + 1 ’ (222)

2V2
(o) = 2sech’o + iy tan o + iyosech’o — 1 (220)

2V2

It can be rigorously proved that, for our present system,
the eigenmode set { [P (0)), |¥1(0)) } and { |Dr(0)), |P1(0)) }
given by (19) (taking only the E](:)-mode) and (22) is not only
bi-orthonormal, but also complete, satisfying (16) and 17). A
detailed proof for this is presented in Appendix C. Wheny = 0
(i.e. for the special case of black soliton), these results are
consistent with that obtained in previous studies [79, 80].
Taking the transformations

1
up = N W1 +¢1), (23a)
1
v = N W1 =), (23b)
0 = % (@1 + &D, (23¢)
N | .
P = N7 (@1 -a}), (23d)

where Ql and 131 are “coordinate” operators and “momentum”
operators, satisfying the commutation relation [Ql, Ql] =
[Py, P1] =0, and [Ql, Py] = i, we obtain the general expres-
sion of the quantum fluctuations of the SLDS, of the following
form

W = y1(0)Q01(s) + i1 ()P (s),
+ f dic |ur(@)an(s) + vi(@)aj(s)] (24)

00

Based on this expression, the effective Hamiltonian (5) is di-
agonalized to be the form

I:Ieff = ﬂzgz cos’ 9

x|3 )

lPf(s) - f - dkE,ﬁ“&}[(s)ak(s)] . (29

with ¢ (o) = sech?c, ¢,(07) = (iytan o + iyosech’o + 1)/2.
Fig. 2(a)-(d) shows the profiles of ¢ (0), ¢1(0), ur(o), and
vi (o) as functions of o, respectively. The term P% /2 in (25) is
contributed by the zero mode. We see that the zero mode be-
haves like a free particle and its mass is positive, which means
that the SLDS is quite stable when the quantum fluctuations
exist in the system.
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FIG. 2. (a)-(d) Eigenmode functions uy(c), vi(0), ¥1(0), and ¢y (o),
respectively, plotted with wavenumber k=1 and blackness parameter
¥ = /6. The solid (dashed) line represents the relevant real (imagi-
nary) part.

We must stress that the zero mode given by (21) is not cor-
responding to a Goldstone boson, though its origin has some
similarities to that of Goldstone bosons [81]. The zero mode
is a discrete eigenmode of the system. It is different from the
Goldstone bosons described by the continuous eigenmodes,
which also have a zero frequency as its lower bound of the
continuum of frequency. In fact, the appearance of the zero
mode is due to the existence of the SLDS, which is inho-
mogeneous in space. If the classical background U in the
Bogoliubov decomposition (8) is a constant, the zero mode
will disappear. For a similar discussion in relativistic quan-
tum field theory, see Ref. [82].

IV. QUANTUM SQUEEZING OF SLOW-LIGHT DARK
SOLITONS

A. Quantum dynamics of slow-light dark solitons

Based on the diagonalized effective Hamiltonian (25), it is
easy to study the quantum dynamics of the SLDS. The Heisen-
berg equations of motion for Q;(s), P;(s), and a(s) read

d A .
o 01(s) — A*g* cos> 9P (s) = 0, (26a)
d .

&Pl(s) =0, (26b)
iﬁak(s) — Ag? cos® VE ay(s) = 0. (26¢)

ds

The exact solutions of these equations can be obtained, given
by

01(s) = 01(0) + A*g* cos” 3P (0)s,
Pi(s) = P1(0),

(27a)
(27b)



&k(s) - ak(o)e—i_‘?{zgz cos? 19E;(+) S, (270)
where 0,(0), P1(0), ax(0) are the values of Q1 (s), P1(s), ax(s)
at s = 0, respectively. From Eqgs. (26) and their solutions (27),
we have the following conclusions: (i) The quantum fluctua-
tions contributed by the zero mode displays specific charac-
ters. The momentum operator P; remains unchanged during
propagation (i.e. the momentum of the SLDS is conserved);
while the evolution of the position operator Q; depends on
P 1(0), the value of the momentum operator Py at s = 0. Such
a correlation between Q and P; leads to a position spreading
of the SLDS, contributed by the Kerr nonlinearity (character-
ized by the nonlinear parameter g). However, photon-number
and phase fluctuations are not predicted here, different from
the case of bright solitons [66, 83, 84]. (ii) The quantum fluc-
tuation of the continuum modes (characterized by the quan-
tum number k) has only a simple effect, i.e. a phase shift to
the same mode caused by the Kerr nonlinearity.

From the formulas (6) and (12), we can get the approximate
expression of the quantized probe field by using renormaliza-
tion technique [85], given by

A

. b
U (s,0) ~ A+Jg |cosd tanh(o + &) +ising |G,
V8
(28)

One can see clearly that the quantum fluctuations of the SLDS
are mainly contributed by the zero mode, which propagates
together with the soliton; the conjugated operator pair Q) and
Py describe the position and momentum fluctuations, respec-
tively. The reason for no fluctuation of particle number (am-
plitude) and phase is as follows. In our approach, the SLDS
has an infinite large background [i.e. it contains very large (in-
finite) photon number], and hence no phase diffusion occurs
in the presence of perturbations. If, however, the system has a
finite size (e.g. when there is an external potential Vi acting
on the system, the photon number in the soliton will be finite),
a phase diffusion of the soliton will happen.

With these results, we can give a numerical estimation on
the quantum fluctuations of the SLDS. Let |¥) = |ng, ny,n.)
denotes the quantum state with ny photons in the SLDS; n;
photons in the zero mode, and n. photons in the continu-
ous modes. We assume that, at the entrance of the system
(s = 0), the quantum state of the probe field is in the “vacuum”
state [Po) = |no,0,0) (i.e. the probe field has no quantum
fluctuation). Based on the analytical result (27), we obtain
(01(9)) = (Pi(s)) = 0,(07(0)) = (P}(0)) = 1/2; the vari-
ances (mean-squared derivations) as functions of s are given
by

R 1
(Pi(s)) = 5 (29)
(QX(s)) = % (1+A'g* cos* 957), (30)

here (---) = (¥o| - - - |[Wo). One sees that the variance of posi-
tion fluctuation is propagation dependent, while the variance
of the momentum fluctuation is a constant during propagation.

B. Quantum squeezing of slow-light dark solitons

In recent years, a multitude of studies have been paid to
quantum squeezing [86, 87]. In particular, many efforts have
focused on the quantum squeezing of light, which has impor-
tant applications, especially for quantum precision measure-
ments (e.g. the detection of gravitational waves) [88]. The re-
sults obtained above can be exploited to investigate the quan-
tum squeezing of the SLDS, which can be measured using
a homodyne detection method [33, 38]. In comparison with
the zero mode, the quantum fluctuations from the continuous
modes are much weaker and hence will be neglected in the
following calculation.

The quantum squeezing of the SLDS may be described by
the quadrature operators at the angle 6 related to the operator
a [89]

Xo(s5)= % [&l(s) e +a)(s) e“’]
= 01(s)cos 0 + P (s)sinb, 31)

which satisfies the commutation relation [Xp, }A(eJ,g] = i. With
the results obtained in the last subsection, it is easy to get the
expression of the variance of Xj:

N 1 20
(X;(s)) = 3 (ﬂzgzs cos® 9 cos 6 + sin 9)2 + CO; , (32

Shown in Fig. 3(a) is 0262) as a function of s = z/(2Lgisp)
and 6/(2n) by taking A = 1,9 = 0, and g = 1. We see that
when s = 0, the variance takes the vacuum value (Xg(O)) =
1/2; for any s, (X% (s)) = 1/2. However, when 6 and s locate

in the black domains of the figure, the quadrature variance is
much smaller than its vacuum value, which means that the
SLDS can be significantly quantum-mechanically squeezed.
The SLDS can also be made to be anti-squeezed, which occurs
in the bright domains of the figure.

One can also define the squeezing ratio, i.e. the ratio of the
quadrature variance between the value at position s and that at
the position s = 0 [33, 38]

PO

(R0
to characterize the degree of squeezing quantitatively.
Fig. 3(b) shows the squeezing ratio R (with unit dB) of the
SLDS as a function of angle 6 for different propagation dis-
tance s = 0.3, 0.6, and 0.9, respectively. We see that the
squeezing ratio is sensitive to the selections of 6. Illustrated
in Fig. 3(c) is the degree of squeezing (also antisqueezing)
in the system, which becomes larger during propagation (i.e.
when s increases). However, at some special detection angle
(such as 47/5), the squeezing reaches a threshold. We stress
that, in comparison with the quantum squeezing of dark soli-
tons in optical fibers, the quantum squeezing of the SLDS in
the present atomic gas is more significant. The typical fea-
ture is that the SLDS can acquire a large quantum squeezing
in a very short propagation distance (in the order of centime-
ter). The physical reason is that the EIT-based atomic gas

(33)
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FIG. 3. (a) Quadrature variance (Xﬁ) of the SLDS as a function of
s = z/(2Lgisp) (dispersion length Lgi,=0.95cm) and 6/(2r). Dif-
ferent colors shown in the color bar denote different magnitudes of
()A(g). The the quadrature variance in the black domains is much
smaller than its vacuum value, indicating that the SLDS displays
larger quadrature squeezing. (b) Squeezing ratio R (unit dB) versus
detection angle 6 with s = 0.3, 0.6, 0.9, plotted by dotted blue, solid
red, and dashed yellow lines, respectively. (c) R versus propagation
distance s with 6 = r/5,2r/5,37/5, 4r/5. (d) Optimum angle 6, for
the quadrature variance (Xg} as a function of propagation distance s.
(a)-(d) are all plotted for A =1,%¥ =0, and g = 1.

possesses larger Kerr nonlinearity (much bigger than that in
optical fibers), which makes the typical nonlinearity length
Lyon of the system be very small (for the case of the SLDS
in the present system, one has Lyon = Lgisp = 0.95cm). In
addition, the ultraslow propagating velocity of the SLDS is
another factor that makes the soliton squeezing more efficient.
By minimizing the quadrature variance (X, 92) [Eq. (32)] with
respect to 6, we can obtain the optimum angle as a function
of the propagation distance s, i.e. Gopt = Oop(s), which is
plotted in Fig. 3(d). Once 6oy (s) is known, experimentally one
can choose the optimum detection angle to acquire the largest
suppression of the quantum uncertainties in the position and
momentum of the SLDS. With 6,,(s) we can get the minimum
value of the quadrature as a function of s; meanwhile, the
quadrature for the angle f,p + 7r/2 will be maximized.
Shown in Fig. 4(a) is the minimum squeezing ratio Ry,
as a function of s = z/(2Lg;sp) and the blackness parameter
9 =0, n/3, n/2, and /6, for A = 1 and g = 1. One sees
that: (i) Ry, is lowered as s is increased; (ii) Ry 1S strongly
dependent on the parameter 9} (which characterizing the black-
ness of the SLDS; see Sec. III A). The darker the SLDS, the
larger the minimum squeezing ratio Rp,. In the figure, the
Rnin for slow-light bright soliton is also plotted, given by the
green line with triangles. We see that if the SLDS is made to
be dark enough (i.e. ¥ is small), its minimum squeezing ratio
Rnin can be much smaller than the slow-light bright soliton.
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FIG. 4. (a) Minimum squeezing ratio R, as a function of s =

z/(2Lgisp) and the blackness parameter ¢ = 0, /3, /2, and 7/6
(with A = 1, g = 1). “BS” means the result for slow-light bright
soliton. (b) Ry, as a function of s versus the nonlinear coefficient
g=0,g=06,g=1,g=12(withA=1,9=0).

This means that the SLDS can have large quantum squeezing
than that of the slow-light bright soliton.

We stress that the minimum squeezing ratio Ry, is strongly
dependent on the Kerr nonlinearity of the system, which is
proportional to the soliton’s amplitude. Fig. 4(b) shows the
result of R, as a function of s for the nonlinear coefficient
g=0,g=06,g=1,g=12WwithA = 1,9 =0). We see
that Ry, decreases rapidly as g increases. Because the EIT ef-
fect can result in a large enhancement of the Kerr nonlinearity
and the Kerr nonlinearity can be actively controlled due to the
active character of the system (e.g., the nonlinear parameter
g can be adjusted by changing the two-photon detuning A;),
the EIT-based atomic gas is an excellent platform for realizing
large quantum squeezing of the SLDS.

Finally, we indicate that the larger Kerr nonlinearity con-
tributed by the EIT can not only result in the large quantum
squeezing of the probe laser pulse (here the SLDS), but also
induce an atomic spin squeezing in the system. The result
of the atomic spin squeezing in the presence of the SLDS is
given in Appendix D.

V. SUMMARY

In this work, we have investigated the quantum effect of
SLDS in a cold atomic gas with defocuing Kerr nonlinearity
working on the condition of EIT. We have made an analytical
calculation on the quantum fluctuations of the SLDS through
solving the BdG equations and the relevant non-Hermitian
eigenvalue problem. We found that only a single zero mode
is allowed for the quantum fluctuations, which is different
from the quantum fluctuations of bright solitons where two
independent zero modes occur. We have rigorously proved
that the eigenmodes, which consist of continuous modes and
the zero mode, are bi-orthogonal and constitute a complete
bi-orthonormalized basis, which is useful and necessary for
the calculation of the quantum fluctuations of the SLDS. We
have demonstrated that, due to the large Kerr nonlinearity con-
tributed from the EIT effect, a significant quantum squeezing
of the SLDS can be realized; the squeezing efficiency can be
manipulated by the Kerr nonlinearity and the blackness and



amplitude of the soliton, which can be much higher than that
of slow-light bright solitons. Our work is useful for develop-
ing quantum nonlinear optics and non-Hermitian Physics, and
for applications in Bose-condensed quantum gases, quantum
and nonlinear fiber optics, quantum information processing,
and precision measurements, and so on.
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Appendix A: Explicit expressions of the Heisenberg-Langevin
equations

Explicit expressions of the Heisenberg-Langevin equations
(la) are given by

0 4 A A N .
iaszz —i[23833 = QcS03 + QiS50 —iF» =0, (Ala)
[0 A A A . A A A
Z(E + F3)Sg3 + gpSlgE[, - ng;S31 + QCSB
— Q83 —iF33 =0, (Alb)
0 A A A A N
(Z.E + d21)521 + Qngl - gpSngp —iFy = 0, (AIC)
0 A A oA P
it d31|S31+QcSa1 +gpy([ = S22 - 2533)E,
—if5 =0, (Ald)
i% +dyn|Sn+ Q. (5'22 - 5'33) + 8,8 E,
0
—iF5 = 0. (Ale)

Here S 1= i-§ 22—§ 13, Iis identity operator, dog = A, Aﬁ+
Yop (@ # B), Vop = (F(,+Fﬁ)/2+ya I = Za<,8 [op, and yaﬁ
is the dephasing rate between |a) and |3). F' op are o-correlated

Langevin noise operators associated with the dissipation in the
system, with the two-time correlation function given by

(Fop(z,0) Fop(Z,0)) =

%6(1 =28t = 1) Dopap (2, 1), (A2)

where D345 is atomic diffusion coeflicient [90], which can
be obtained from the Eqs. (A1) using the generalized fluctua-
tion dissipation theorem. Some of them are given by

Doriz =T3S 33), (A3a)
D313 =0, (A3b)
D118 =0, (A3c)

with @,8=2,3 (a # ).

Appendix B: Explicit expressions of K(w), W, and 7}p(z, 1)

The linear dispersion relation reads

w + |gp|2N‘U + dyy

K(w) = D)

(BI)
c c

Here w is the sideband frequency of the probe pulse. The new
noise operator 77,,(1, t) is defined by

*N Fa1(z,0) = QcFa(z,
8p!Y (w +da) F31(z,0) 21(z,1) (B2)
¢

Tz = D(w) '

with D(w) = |QC|2 —(w+ dy)(w + ds).

By considering the steady-state solution of the Heisenberg-
Langevin equations (for which Sy y=Tand 8y, =8+ = 0),
we obtain the solution at the first-order approximation, given
by

Ser =dl)gpEp (@ =2,3) (B3)
and other § op = 0, where

a(l) _ —Q7 000 + dr1003

- (B4)
ol Q> — drr1da

Proceeding to the next order of iteration by substi-
tuting Eq. (B4) into Eqs. (Al), one obtains S,z =
<2)|gp|2ETE (a,8=1,2,3). Here

[y + 2D, . Qo
) = 2o [(l)]——ZIm[ (“}, (BSa)

1 T1sD, dz i

o= gl - S am ] w
i =~
3 = d; o + 0 - a3). B

and other S .5 = 0, with D, = 2y3,|Q.[*/|d3[*.
Based on the above results, we can proceed to the third-
order of iteration. We get

S31 = a$)Ig, gy ELEE,, (B6a)
Q.dY" - dy [ D 422

QeI — dr1d3

as; =

(B6b)

The solutions of other $ op are also obtained but are omitted
here.
The optical susceptibility of the probe fleld is defined by
» = Nale, - pail p31/(€0Ep), with p31 = (S31). Based on the
above result, we obtain y, = Xﬁ,l) + X,3)|8 |2, with the third-
order Kerr nonlinear susceptibility given by

chep * P31 |2
nw,

4
3) _ Nalp3i| 3) _
P - 80h3 az =

W, (B7a)



_ Na|ep ' p3l|2(’-)p 3)
= ool 3 (B7b)
Generally, XS) and W are functions of w (the sideband fre-
quency of the probe pulse). Since we are interested in the
probe-pulse propagation near the center frequency w,, the co-
efficients in the QNLS equation (2) will be estimated at w = 0.
In this case, these coeflicients are functions of the one- and
two-photon detunings (i.e. A3 and A;), and other system pa-
rameters.

Appendix C: Proof on the completeness and bi-orthonormality
of the eigenmode set

For investigating the physical properties of the quantum
fluctuations of the SLDS, it is necessary to acquire the all
eigenmodes of the BAG eigenvalue problem (13). In addi-
tion, the eigenmode set obtained should be complete and bi-
orthonormal, which is necessary not only for a complete and
correct description of quantum fluctuations of the SLDS, but
also for obtaining a general and consistent perturbation expan-
sion valid for any perturbation on the soliton when external
and/or initial disturbances are applied into the system.

a. Bi-orthogonality

We first prove the bi-orthogonality for the continuous
modes given by (18) and (19). Consider the following inte-
gral

(D (0)|Fr(0))

= f do [uk(a')u,t,(a') - V;t(U')Vk'(U')]

i)

{A + B}, (&)

- j:oo d 27t Vkk' v(k)v(K))D(k)D(k")
with
A= {—% [DK") - k’]2 + 1} {—i [D(k) — k) + 1}
+ {—% [DK) + k’]2 + 1} {% [D(k) + k)* - 1}
= 2kD(K") = 2k D(k), (C2)

B = i{[Z)(k) - D] [%Z)(k)i)(k’) +kk' +2

+% [P D) - k’ZZ)(k)]} tanh o

+ {2k = k) D(k) + (2k — k') D(K')} sech? o
+2i[D(K') — D(k)] tanh o sech? 0. (C3)

It is easy to show that the first term of the right hand side
of Eq. (C1) (related to A) equals to 6(k — k). The second
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term (related to B) can be calculated by using the following
formulae

f ™ tanh xdx = incsch(mk/2), (Caa)
f " sech? xdx = mkesch(rk/2), (C4b)
f ¢** tanh x sech” xdx = imk*csch(nk/2)/2.  (C4c)

It is also easy to show that the second term equals zero.
Thereby, we have

(D () ¥i(0)) = 6k — k). (C5)

In a similar way, we can prove the bi-orthogonality of the
zero mode

(@1(@)¥1(0)) = 1, (Co)

as well as the bi-orthogonality of between the zero mode and
the continuous modes

(@1 (0)|¥i(0)) = 0. (€7

b.  Completeness

To prove the completeness of the eigenmodes, we consider
the expression |@; (o) )(¥ ()| + f:: dk|® (o) )(Wr(o”)]. Us-
ing the results (18)- (22), we have

+00

mwmwwuf KD () (P

—00

Glo) R(o)
R’) G )

Here G(0) = X(k)+y1(0)¢| (o) +¢ (o)1 (o), R(o) = Y(k)+
Y1(0)p1(07) = g1 (o) (07); X(k), Y(k) are given by

(C8)

X®=f |z (o) = viowila”)| dk,

00

(C9a)

Y(k) = f |w(vi() = vi(@u(a)| k. (CIb)

Functions X (k) and Y (k) have the following properties:
(i) As k — oo, X(k) — 6(oc — '), Y(k) — 0; (ii)) X(k) and
Y (k) are analytic in the complex k plane, except for the ex-
istence of a single pole at £ = 0, two second order poles at
k = kp = +2i, and two branch points at k = k;, = £2i+/1 + 2.
For convenience, we introduce P(k) = X(k) — 6(o- — 0”). Ac-
cording to Jordan’s lemma, we can use the residue theorem
to calculate the integrals in (C9a) and (C9b), with the integral
path shown in Fig. 5.

After a detailed calculation, we obtain [with Res[P(ky)]
representing the reside of P(k) at k = k]

P(k) = 2riRes[P(2i)] + miRes[P(0)], foro—o’ >0
B —2niRes[ P(-2i)] — wiRes[P(0)], for o — o’ <0



(a) Im (b) ol ™ Re
N
b kp
kp
AR\ >
0 Re
FIG. 5. (a) Integral path of P(k) for o — o > 0, with kp =

2i,k, = 2i4/1+7y2. (b) The same as (a) but for o — 07 < 0, with
kp = =2i,k, = =2i+/1 + y?. Here Re and Im are the real and imagi-
nary part of complex k, respectively.

1
-3 sech’or (—iy tan o’ — iyo’sech’c” + 1)

1
- Esechzo" (iy tan o + iyosech’o + 1),

= —Y1(0)$1(0”) — ¢i(o)p1 (), (C10a)
Y(k) = —%sechztr (iy tan o’ + iyo’sech’o” + 1)
+ %SCChZO" (iy tan o + iyosech’o + 1)
= —y1(@)$1(0”) + g1 (@), (C10b)

which means G(0) = 6(0- — 0”’) and R(0) = 0. Therefore, we
obtain

+00

D1 (o)1 (o) + f dk|® (o) Fi(o”)]

—00
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=18(c - o), (C11)

which is (17) given in the main text for n = 1.

Appendix D: Atomic spin squeezing

The Kerr nonlinearity can not only result in the quantum
squeezing of the SLDS, but also cause atomic spin squeez-
ing in the system. To show this, we consider the atomic spin
operators [86-88] §, = 3(612 + 021), §y = 5(F12 — 621), 8. =
%(0“ 11—0722), which satisfy the commutation relation [, §,,,] =
i€jun 8. We introduce the quadrature spin operator to calculate
the spin squeezing

1 » .
So = E [0‘126 i + 0’216“9],

=cosf 3, +sinf§,, (D1)
and define the minimum spin squeezing degree
(G =80
& = ming (7 ) (D2)
(8:)/2

From the result given by Eq. (B3) and the relation between
S op and & ,p, we can calculate the minimum spin squeezing
degree £2. Shown in Fig.6 is the result of &2 as a function
of propagation distance s. We see that the system supports
indeed atomic spin squeezing, which is also contributed from

the Kerr nonlinearity.
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