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W e study degenerate three photon dow n conversion as a potential schem e for generating nonclas-
sical states of light which exhdbit clear signatures of phase space interference. The W igner function
representing these states contains an interference pattem m anifesting quantum coherence betw een
distinct phase space com ponents, and has substantial areas of negativity. W e develop an analytical
description of the Interference pattem, which dem onstrateshow the oscillations ofthe W igner finc-
tion are built up by the superposition principle. W e analyze the im pact of dissjpation and pum p

uctuations on the visbility of the interference pattem; the resuls suggest that som e signatures of
quantum coherence can be observed in the presence of m oderate am ount of noise.

PACS number(s): 4250D v, 03.56Bz

I. NTRODUCTION

T he superposition principl is a fundam ental ingredi-
ent ofquantum theory, resulting in interference phenom —
ena not existing in classicalm echanics. In atom ic, m olec—
ular, and opticalphysics this striking feature of quantum
m echanics can be studied w ithin severalexam plesofsim —
pl quantum system s: a trapped ion, a diatom icm olecule
and a single electrom agnetic eld mode In a caviy or
free space. Tn this context Schleich and W heeler [I] de-
veloped a phase space picture of quantum interference.
T hey dem onstrated in the sam iclassicallim i, that quan—
tum m echanical transition probabilities are govermed by
a set of sin ple rules In the phase space: a probability
am plitude is given by a sum of overlap areas, w ith phase
factors de ned by an area caught between the states.

Recent developm ents In quantum optics have gener—
ated signi cantly increased interest in the phase space
representation of quantum states, providing feasble
schem es for m easuring the W igner functions of a single
light m ode B{4], the vibrationalm anibd of a diatom ic
m olecule E], and the m otional state of a trapped atom
i_é], or an atom ic beam ij]. T hese advances open up new
possbilities in experim ental studies of the quantum su—
perposition principle, as the W igner function provides
direct insight into the interference phenom ena through
is fringes and negativities, and also com pltely charac-
terizes the quantum state. A dditionally, negativity ofthe
W igner function is a strong evidence for the distinctness
of quantum m echanics from classical statistical theory.
C onsequently, it isnow possble to obtain fullinform ation
on the coherence properties of a quantum state by m ea—
suring itsW igner fiinction, Instead ofobserving quantum
Interference only as fringes in m arginal distributions of
single observables.

T herefore, schemes for generating quantum states
w ith nontrivialphase space quasidistributions, especially
those possessing substantial negativities, are of consider—
abl interest. The system that appears to provide the
m ost opportunities currently is a trapped ion, whose

quantum state can be quite easily m anipulated through
Interaction w ith suiably applied laser beam s tg]. In the
case of travelling optical elds, the range of available in—
teractions is far m ore restricted, and generating states
w ith interesting phase space properties is a nontrivial
task from both theoretical and experin ental points of
view . O ne ofthe states that m ost clearly illistrate quan—
tum interference is a superposition oftwo distinct coher-
ent states Eg], whose generation in m _icrow ave frequency
range has been recently reported l_l(j] P roduction of
these states In the optical dom ain has been a sub gct
of considerable theoretical interest. T hough several inge—
nious schem es have been proposed @-]_;{:_L-é_i], they require
extram ely precise control over the dynam ics of the sys—
tem , which m akes them very di cult to in plem ent ex—

perin entally.

In this paper we study degenerate three photon down
conversion [_1-5 {:_2-2_5] as a schem e for generating states of
light that exhbit clear signatures of phase space inter—
ference. This generation schem e seem s to be quite at-
tractive, since, as we w ill show , it is not overly sensitive
to som e sources of noise. A dditionally, num erous exper—
In ental realizations of two photon down conversion for
generating squeezed light give a solid basis for studying
higher order processes, at least in principle, and devel-
opm ents In nonlinear opticalm aterials suggest £ m ay be
possble to re{exam ine higher{order nonlinear quantum
e ects.

Interference features of states generated in higher or-
der dow n conversion have been rst noted by B raunstein
and C aves [_1]I], who showed oscillations In quadrature
distributions and explained them as a result of coher-
ent overlap of two am s displayed by the Q function.
T he purpose of the present paper is to provide a detailed
analysis ofthe interference features, based on the W igner
function rather than distributions of single observables.
Com pared to the Q function, discussed previously by
several authors, the W igner function carries explicit ev—
idence of quantum ooherence in the form of oscillations
and negative areas. T hese features are not visble in the
Q function, which describes nevitably noisy sin ultane—
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ousm easuram ent of the position and the m om entum .

T he states generated in three photon down conversion
cannot be described using sin ple analytical formulae. It
is thus necessary to resort to num erical m eans in order
to discuss their phase space properties. However we w ill
show that the interference features can be understood
w ith the help of sin ple analytical calculations. These
calculations w ill reveal the essential role of the superpo—
sition principle in creating the interference pattem in the
phase space. Experin ental realization of the discussed
schem e along w ith detection of the W igner finction of
the generated eld would be an explicit optical dem on—
stration of totally nonclassical quantum interference in
the phase space. _

T his paper is organized as ollow s. F irst, in Sec. :I{, we
dJscuss som e general properties of the W igner function.
In Sec. -]I[w e present the num ericalapproach used to deal
w ith three photon dow n conversion. TheW igner fiinction
representing states generated in this process is studied In
detail in Sec. .IV. In Sec. -V' we discuss brie y prospects
of experin ental dem onst_tatjon of quantum interference
using the studied schem e. F nally, Sec.-y_i concludes the
resuls.

II.GENERAL CONSIDERATION S

B efore w e present the phase space picture ofthree pho—
ton down conversion, let us st discuss in general how
the interference pattem isbuilt up in the phase space by
the superposition principle. Our iniial considerations
w il closely ollow previous discussions of the sem iclassi-
callin i ofthe W igner function P3]. They will give us
later a better understanding of the Interference we are
concemed w ith in three photon down conversion, and
help us to derive an analytical description of the inter—
ference pattem for this speci ¢ case.

W e will start by considering a wave function of the
form

@ =2 @explis @I 1)

where S () isa realfunction de ning the phaseand A ()
is a slow ly varying positive envelope. The W igner func—
tion of this state is given by (throughout this paper we
puth= 1):

W  (@p) dxA (@ x=2)A g+ x=2)

T2

exp[ Ibx 1S x=2)+ iS g+ x=2)I:

@)

Let us rst separate the contrbution from the direct
neighborhood of the point g. For this purmpose we will
expand the phase S (@) up to the linear tem and take
the value of the envelope at the point g, which gives

So(q))+ HEEH 3)

W @p) A‘@ @

T hus, this contribution is localized around the m om en—
tum S°(g), and creates a concentration along the \tra-
Pctory" (@;p= S°(@)). This result has a straightforw ard
Interpretation in the W KB approxin ation of the energy
eigenfunctions, w here the phase S () is the classical ac—
tion and its spatial derivative yields the m om entum . In
this case, Eq. ('_3) sin ply states that the W igner func-
tion contains a positive com ponent localized along the
classicaltra ctory R3]

W ewillnow study m ore carefilly the relation between
the wave function and the W igner function, taking into
acoount contributions from other parts of the wave func-
tion, denoted sym bolically by dots n Eq. 6'_3) . Tomake
the discussion m ore general, we w ill take the wave fiinc-
tion to be a superposition of nite num ber of com ponents
de ned n Eq. (:1;'):

X

@ = A;(@expliS;@]I: 4)

The W igner fiinction is in this case a sum of integrals
1 x °

W p)= —
@p) z
i3

exp[ ipx

dxAi;l@ =x=2)A;@Q+ x=2)
iSi(@ x=2)+ iS; @+ x=2)1:
(5)

W e w ill evalnate these ntegralsw ith the help ofthe sta—
tionary phase approxin ation. T he condition for the sta—
tionary points is given by the equation

s{@ =x=2)+ s{@+ x=2) = 2p; ®)

which has a very sin ple geom etrical intepretation. It
show s that the contrbution to the W igner function at
the point (g;p) com es from the points of the \tra fcto—

ries" (g;pi= S{(@) and (g;p; = S (@) satisfying
@+ g)=2=g
i+ pPy)=2= p; (7)

ie. (@;p) is a m dpoint of the line connecting the points
(@;pi) and (g5;p5) - These points m ay lie either on the
sam e tra gctory, ie. i= joron a pair of di erent ones.
In particular, fori= jwegetthat g = gy = gisalways
a stationary point orp = 5(g), which jisti es the ap-
proxim ation applied in deriving Eq. G:a") . At these points
the second derivative of the phase disappears. There—
fore we w ill calculate them separately, using the previous
m ethod. For the rem aining pairs, we expand the phases
up to quadratic tem s and perform the resulting G aus—
sian integrals. A s before, we neglect variation of the en—
velopes, taking their values at the stationary points. T his
yields an approxin ate form ofthe W igner function:
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w here the second double sum excludesthe case i= jand
a=%= g

Thus, the W igner function of the state de ned in
Eqg. (:ff) exhbis two main features. The st one is
presence of positive hum ps localized along \tra gctories"
@ip: = S%@)). Any pair of points on these tra fctories
gives rise to the interference pattem ofthe W igner func—
tion at the m idpoint of the line connecting this pair. Let
us note that the result that the interference pattem in
a given area is generated by equidistant opposite pieces
of the quasidistrbution corresoonds to the phase space
picture of the superposition of two coherent states E_Z,:g],
for which the interference structure lies precisely in the
center betw een the interfering states.

III.NUM ERICAL CALCULATIONS

Num erical results presented in the follow ing parts of
the paper are obtained using a m odel of two quantized
light m odes: the signal and the pum p, coupled by the
Interaction H am ilttonian:

H=1ip@a) &) ©)
where is the coupling constant, and & and b are the
annihilation operators of the signaland pum p m ode, re—
spectively. This Ham iltonian is very convenient for nu-
m erical calculations, as i comm utes w ith the operator
N = 3a¥a + BB, and can be diagonalized separately in
each ofthe nite{dim ensionaleigenspaces of N'. D etails
of the basic num erical approach to these kinds of H am il-
tonians can be fund for examplk in Refs. [1§,19]. In
contrast, the Iim it of a classical, undepleted pum p is dif-

cukt to in plem ent num erically due to singularities ofthe
evolution operator on the In aghary tin e axis I_l-ﬁ]

W e assum e that Initially the signalm ode is in the vac—
uum state Pi, and the pump is n a coherent state j 1.
A fter evolution ofthe system forthetimet, which wecal-
culate In the Interaction picture, we obtain the reduced
density m atrix ofthe signal eld by perform ing the trace
over the pum p m ode:

A = Thumpl M EPIOS 3 1h 10)

In general, * (t) descrbesam ixed state, asthe Interacting
m odes get entangled in the course ofevolution. T hisden—
sity m atrix isthen used to calculate the W igner function
and other obervables of the signalm ode studied further
In the paper. In the discussions, we w illm ake use ofthe

analogy between a single light m ode and a ham onic os—
cillator, assigning the nam es gesition and m om en to
the quadratures = @+ &¥)= 2andp= @ &)= 2i,
respectively.

IV.W IGNER FUNCTION

W e w ill restrict our studies to the regin e of a strong
pump and a short interaction time. This regin e is the
m ost reasonable one from experin ental point of view,
as strong pum ping allow s us to com pensate for the usu—
ally weak e ect ofnonlinearity, and the short interaction
tin e gives us a chance to ignore or to suppress dissipa—
tion. W e can gain som e intuition about the dynam ics of
the system b¥_oonsjderjng the classical case; this is done
In Appendix A!. The m ost in portant conclusion is that
In the classicalpicture the origin ofthe phase space is an
unstable xed point, w ith three sym m etric directions of
grow th, In a star{lke form ation.

In Fjg.:g: we depict the W igner function representing
the state ofthe signal eld generated for the param eters

= 10 and t= 0025= . This state is alm ost pure, as
Tr[®?]= 0:92 indicates little entanglem ent between the
pum p and the down{converted m ode. The three devel-
oping am s llow the classical directions of grow th from
the unstabl origin of the phase space. The coherence
betw een these com ponents results In an interference pat-
tem lling the regions between the am s, consisting of
positive and negative strips. T hus, the W igner finction
is \forced" by the superposition principle to take nega-—
tive values In order to m anifest the quantum coherence
of the state.

Let us now study in m ore detailhow the interference
pattem is generated by coherent superposition ofdistinct
phase space com ponents. W e w ill focus our attention on
the three am s displayed by the quasidistribution, ne—
glecting the buk of positive probability at the origin
of the phase space rem aining from the initial vacuum
\source" state. A s the purity factor of the generated
state is close to one, we will base our calculations on
pure states. T he relation betw een the wave fanction and
the W igner function derived in Sec.:_]'_[ suggests that the
am s can be m odelled by three com ponents of the wave
function :

"@="o@+"1@+ 2@ 11)

wih slwly varying envelopes and the sition {
dependent phase factors: So(@ = 0, S1@ = 3F=2,
and S, (@ = 3P=2, respectively. The interference
pattem observed in the phase space is a result of the
coherent superposition of these three com ponents.

H owever, in order to calculate quantitatively the struc—
ture of the interference pattem, we need to know the
relative phase factors between the wave functions In
Eg. C_l-]_J') W e will obtain these factors w ith the help of
the additional nform ation that the H am iltonian de ned



nEqg. é'_é) excites or annihilates triplets of signalphotons.
C onsequently, the photon distrbution of the generated
state is nonzero only for Fock states being muliples of
three, asthe initial state wasthe vacuum . U sing this fact,
we can de ne an operator which perform s a rotation in
phase space by an anglke

U()=exp( i48) 12)
and inpose the rehtions ' = 6) @2 =3)'g and ', =
U (@ =3)",. This choice for the phase of the operator
U () ensures that the superposition de ned in Eq. l_i_i)
has the necessary property to generate the correct triplet
photon statistics. Let us now assum e that ’ ( is given
by a slow Iy varying positive function A (q), localized for
g > 0. We will not consider any speci ¢ form of the
envelope A (@), as the m ain purpose of this m odel is to
predict the position and shape ofthe interference fringes.
T he other two wave functions can be calculated w ith the
help ofthe form ula derived in A ppendix :I_B:, which nally
yields:

"ol@=2@:;

2p 2
p= A pg_
3 3

2p 4p
W int (@p) = =1 12 3 3
2 4

A 2qg 19% A 19%

A s the envelope A () is a positive finction, the oscilla-
tions of the interference pattem are determ ined by the
argum ent of the cosine function. The lines of oonfg:alnt
argum ent are hyperbolas w ith asym ptoticsp= 0; 3q.
In Fjg.:}'(b) we superpose the pattem generated by the
Interference tem ofthem odelW igner fiinction on top of
the num erically calculated quasidistribution; the agree—
m ent between the two is excellent. T hus, our m odel ef-
fectively describes the form of the interference pattem
and predicts negative areas of the W igner fiinction.

Let us em phasize that this analytical m odel is based
exclusively on two considerations: the position of the in—
terfering com ponents in the phase space, and the phase
relations between them , which were derived from our
study of the triplet photon statistics for this problam .
T his show s that the interference pattem is very \sti ",
ie. these two considerations strictly in pose its speci ¢
form . Consequently, the Interference pattem does not
change substantially as long as the crucial features ofthe

P o
"i@= 2A( 2g)exp( 3if=2 i =6);

p- p-

‘2@=" 2B ( 2gexp( 3if=2+1i=6):  (3)

G iven this resul, we can use the approxin ate form of
the W igner function in Eq. 6'_8) to m odel the num erically
calculated W igner function. Som e problem s arise from
the fact that the three com ponents are localized along
straight lines. In this case the stationary phase approxi-
m ation failsto work forpointsbelonging to the sam eam ,
and theW igner function ofeach com ponent depends sub—
stantially on the envelope. T hereforew e w illdenote them
asW ., (@p), W, @p),andW -, (;p) w ithout specifying
their detailed form . Nevertheless, the stationary phase
approxin ation can be safely used to calculate the Inter-
ference pattem betw een the am s, w here the contrbuting
pointsbelong to two distinct amm s. T husw e represent the
m odelW igner function as a sum of four com ponents

W, @p)=W., @p)+ W, @p)

W, @P)+ W e @P); (14)
w here the interference term W i+ (;p) is given by
2
p_
29 ©os = g+ —
q 15—3 o >
Pi< g
2.,
cos P= —
T o @15)
p> maxf 3q;0g
2p2 5
s P= —
‘19—3 P 12

jo
p< minf 3g;0g

state rem ain xed. In particular, the Interaction time
and the pum p am plitude have only a slight In uence on
the basic form ofthe interference pattem, as they deter—
m ine only the am ount of probability density transferred
to the am s of the quasidistribution.

V.CONSEQUENCES OF PHASE SPACE
INTERFERENCE AND EXPERIM ENTAL
PROSPECTS

W e willnow brie y review the consequences of these
phase{space interference e ects and the prospects for ex—
perin ental dem onstration of quantum interference us—
Ing three photon down conversion. F irst, let us discuss
signatures of quantum ooherence that can be directly
observed in the experin ental data. An experim entally
established technique for m easuring the W igner fiinc—
tion of a light m ode is optical hom odyne tom ography



B{4]. In this method, the W igner function is recon—
structed from distribbufions of the quadrature operator
R = (@el! + &' )= 2, measured wih the help of a
balanced hom odyne detector. These distrbutions are
progctions of the W igner finction on the axis de ned
by the equation gqoos psh = 0. In FJg:_b we plt
the quadrature distrbutions for the phase in the range
(0; =6). Due to the symm etry of the W igner function,
other distributions have the sam e form , up to the trans-
form ation x ! X.

T he fringes appearing for x < 0 in Fjg.EZ are a clear
signature of quantum ooherence between the two am s
ofthe quasidistribution that are pro cted onto the sam e
half{axis. W e can describe the position of the fringesus—
ing the m odel three{com ponent w ave fiinction derived in
Eqg. C_l-§') . For sin plicity, we w ill consider only the phase

= 0, or which the fringes have the best visbility due
to equal contrbutions from both the am s. The m odel
quadrature distribution in the half{faxisx < 0 isgiven by

J1& + o &)F = 8A%( 2x)cos (p 3x?=2

=6): (16)

A nalysis ofthis expression reveals som e Interesting analo—
gies. Expanding the argum ent of the cosihe function
around a point x yields that the \local" spacing between
the consecutive fringes is = 3x. The sam e result can
be obtained by considering a sup sition oftwo ¢pher-
ent states centered at the points (x; §x) and (x; §x),
ie., where the contrbuting pieces of the am s are local-
ized. Furthem ore, the argum ent of the cosine function
n Eqg. ('_1-5) is equal, up to an additive constant, to half
of the area caught between the two am s of the gener—
ated state, and the W igner function ofthe position eigen—
state representing the m easurem ent. T hus, the quadra—
ture distrbution given in Eq. (l6) illustrates Schleich
and W heeler’s phase space rules for calculating quantum
transition probabilities 1.

Let us now estin ate the e ect of disspation and
nonunit detector e ciency on the interference pattem
exhibited by the W igner function. For this purpose we
w il calculate evolution of the generated state under the
m aster equation:

d
*_ 3 (aryg a'an

~&a);
dt

a7
where is the dam ping param eter. Evolution over the
Interval t yields the state that is e ectively m easured
In a hom odyne setup w ih in perfect detectors charac—
terized by the quantum e ciency = exp( ). In
phase space, the e ect of dissipation is represented by
coarsening ofthe W igner function by convolution w ith a
G aussian function P41:
Z

1
Wo@p) = S do’ap’w ")

1
— (@ D+ e %)

exp >

18)

T his coarsening an ears out entirely the very ne details
of the W jgnc—f; finction, whose ch'aracterjstjc length is
anallerthan 2 =( ).InFng_Bwep]ottheW igner
function along the position axis as a function of . The
Interference pattem disappears faster in the area m ore
distant from the origin ofthe phase space, w here the fre—
quency ofthe oscillations is larger. N evertheless, the rst
negative dip, which is the w idest one, can stillbe noticed
even or = 0:=8.

C urrent technology gives som e optin istic guresabout
the possbility of detecting the interference pattem, as
virtually 100% e cient photodetectors are available in
the range of light intensitiesm easured (in a di erent con—
text, that of squeezed light) In a hom odyne schem e {_2-§']
H ow ever, there are also otherm echanisn s of losses, such
as absorption during nonlinear interaction and nonunit
overlap ofthe hom odyned m odes, w hose in portance can—
not be estim ated w ithout reference to a speci ¢ experi-
m ental setup. An analysis of these would be out ofplace
here.

Letus nally considerthe in pact ofpump uctuations
on the interference pattem. W e illustrate the discussion
wih Fig. :fj, depicting the state generated using a noisy
pump eld modelled by a G aussian P {representation

Pi)- Lt T,
n n

19)

where  isthe average eld am plitude and n isthe num -
ber of them alphotons. In discussing the e ect of noise,
w e have to distinguish between phase and am plitude uc—
tuations. Phase uctuations have a quite delkterious ef-
fect, as a change in the pum p phase by # is equivalent
to the rotation of the signal phase space by #=3. Con-—
sequently, phase uctuations average the signalW igner
function overa certain phase range. T he fringesarem ost
fragile near the am s due to neighboring buk ofpositive
probability. The interference pattem in the areas be-
tween the am s varies slow Iy w ith phase, which m akes
it m ore robust. These properties are clarly visble in
Fig. 'ff . Thee ect ofam plitude uctuations isnot crucial,
as the position of the fringes does not depend substan-—
tially on the pum p am plitude.

VI.CONCLUSION S

W e have dem onstrated that degenerate three photon
down conversion generates nonclassical states of light,
whose W igner function exhibits nontrivial interference
pattem due to coherent superposition of distinct phase
space com ponents. W e have developed an analytical
description of this pattem, which precisely predicts its
form . Let us note that the rich phase space picture of
higher orderdow n conversion contrastsw ith the two pho—
ton case, w here the only signature of quantum coherence
is suppression of quadrature dispersion f_ZQ']



D iscussion ofthe in pact ofdissipation and pump uc—
tuations on the ocoherence properties of the generated
state show s that the interference pattem can partly be
observed even In the presence of m oderate am ount of
noise. An important elem ent of the studied scheme is
that the signal state is generated using a strong exter-
nalpum p, which enhances the usually weak e ect of ©)
nonlinearity. T his allow s us the optim iam to expect that
three photon down conversion is perhaps m ore feasble
than schem es based on nonlinear self{ interaction of the
signal eld.

T he analyticalm ethod developed in this paper to de—
scribe the phase space interference pattem can be applied
to other cases, where the quasidistribbution is a coherent
superposition of well localized com ponent's for exam ple
superpositions of tw o squeezed states {27 and squeezed
coherent states for the SU (1,1) group 28]
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APPENDIX A:CLASSICALDYNAM ICSOF
THREE PHOTON DOW N CONVERSION

T he dynam ics of m ultiphoton down conversion under
classicaland quantum equationsofm otion hasbeen com —
pared in detail by Braunstein and M cLachlan Il5],

also Ref. P9]. Here, for com plkteness, we brie y discuss
classicaltra jfctories for three photon down conversion in
the approxin ation ofa constant pum p. A s the change in
the pum p phase is equivalent to the rotation of the sig—
nalphase space, we can assum e w ith no loss of generality
that thepum p am plitude isa realpositive number. W e
w il now decom pose the com plex signal eld am plitude
Into itsm odulusu and the phase . The classicalH am i
tonian in this param etrization reads

H@u; )=2 Ush3 ; @1)
and the resulting equations ofm otion are
du 2
— = 3u“cos3 ;
d
d 3ushn3 A2)
— = usin3 ;
d

where = 2 t isthe rescaled tine. A s the energy of
the system is conserved, tra gctories of the system are
de ned by the equation u®cos3 = const. Thus, tra—
“ectories are of hyperbolic{lke shape, with asym ptotic

phases equal to multiples of =3. The direction ofm o—
tion can be read out from Egs. @3), show ing that the
sign ofthe derivative d =d is negative for the phases In
the intervals 0; =3), 2 =3; ), and @4 =3;5 =3), and
positive n the rem aining areas. T he resulting picture of
dynam ics is presented in FJgich Tt is seen that the origin
of the phase space is a three{fold unstable xed point,
w ith the direction ofgrowth = 0;2 =3,and 4 =3.

APPENDIX B:ROTATING THE WAVE
FUNCTION IN PHASE SPACE

In this appendix we will calculate the rotation of a
wave function de ned by a slow Iy varying positive func-
tion A (@)

0@=A@ ®1)

around the origin of the phase space. An operator per-

om ing this rotation isU ( ) = exp( i &4). Itsposition
representation is given by

Ao 1 i+ o o

1= p———exp — ;
hqjj()yf ul eZi)pZtan s:n

B2)

wh%ce the are root in the com plex plne is de ned

by ret = et orr 0 and < < . The

wave finction rotated by an angle  is thus given by the
Integral

@) 71
4 1 e?t)
7
d’a ) exp

id+d o«
——— i— B3
2 tan sin
T he stationary phase point for the exponential factor is
= g=cos .W ewilltake the value ofA ({) at thisponnt
and perform the integral. Som e care has to be taken In
choosing the proper branch of the square root fiinction,
w hen sim plifying the nalexpression. T he easiest way to
avoid problam s is to consider separately four ntervals of

,between 0; =2; ;3 =2,and 2 .The nalresul is:
r___ 7
et i
@ = A — exp —tan ®4)
cos cos 2
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Poland.
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FIG .1. The surface (a) and contour () plotsoftheW igner function representing the signalm ode state generated for = 10
and t= 0:025= . The dashed lines in the contour plot separate the positive and negative regions of the interference tem of
them odelW igner flinction derived in Eq. (13), for com parison w ith the shaded plot generated from the num erical analysis of
the i1llm odel



FIG .2. Quadrature distrbutionsh (x R )i for the state
plotted in Fjg.:]:. FIG .4. The W igner function representing the signal eld
- state generated using a pum p w ith G aussian noise, charac—
terized by the param eters ¢ = 8 and n = 2. T he interaction
time ist= 0:025= .
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1 . . . . . . . . . FIG . 5. Classical tragctories of the signal m ode in the
-6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6 . .
q approxim ation of a constant pum p.

FIG .3. TheW ignerfiinction along theposition axisqgafter
dissipation characterized by the param eter = exp ( t).



