A characterization of continuous variable entanglement
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We presentan experimentalanalysisof quadratureentanglemenproducedfrom a pair of amplitude
squeezedbeams. The correlationmatrix of the stateis characterizedvithin a setof reasonableassump-
tions,andthestrengthof theentanglemenis gaugedusingmeasuresf thedegreeof inseparabilityandthe
degreeof EPRparadox.We introducecontrolleddecoherencen the form of opticallossto the entangled
state anddemonstratgualitative differencesn theresponsef thedegreesof inseparabilityandEPRpara-
doxto thisloss. Theentanglemeris representedn aphotonnumberdiagranmthatprovidesanintuitive and
physicallyrelevantdescriptionof the state.We calculateefficacy contourdsor severalquantuminformation
protocolsonthis diagram,andusethemto predicttheeffectivenesof our entanglemenin thoseprotocols.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Entanglement is oneof themostintriguing featureof quan-
tum mechanics.It wasfirst discussedy Einstein,Podolsk;,
andRosenn 1935[1] whousedheconcepto proposedhatei-
therguantummechanicsvasincompleteor local realismwas
false. Sincethat seminalpaperexperimentshave shovn en-
tanglemento beareal propertyof the physicalworld [2]. In-
terestin entanglemenbasgrown recentlydueto its apparent
usefulnesaisan enablingtechnologyin quantuminformation
and communicatiorprotocolssuchas quantumteleportation
[3], densecoding[4, 5] and quantumcomputation[6]. The
specificpropertiesof the entangledstateutilized in eachof
theseprotocolsplays a highly significantrole in the success
of the protocol. It is thereforeimportantto be ableto per
form completeandaccuratecharacterizationsf an available
entanglementesourcewhichis thetopic of this paper

We reportthe generatiorand characterizatiornf Gaussian
continuousvariableentanglemenbetweerthe amplitudeand
phasequadraturesf a pair of light beamshenceforthtermed
guadrature entanglement. This entanglemenhasbeenre-
portedpreviously [7], the purposeof this paperis to present
new experimentalresults,to morefully characterizehe en-
tanglementandto elaborateon the resultspresentedn that
letter. It is well known that Gaussiarentanglementan be
fully characterizedy the coherentamplitudesof the entan-
gledbeamsanda matrix containingthe correlationsbetween
eachof thevariablesof interest(in our casetheamplitudeand
phasequadrature®f both entangledbeams)termedthe cor-
relation matrix. To our knowledge,althoughpreviously there
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have beena numberof experimentson continuousvariable
entanglemen{8-12], none performedthis characterization
Givensomereasonablassumptiongboutour entanglement
we dosohere.

Although the coherentamplitudesof the entanglecbeams
andthe correlationmatrix togetherprovide a completechar
acterizationof quadratureentanglementhey do not directly
yield a measurdor the strengthof the entanglementin past
experimentsthe strengthof an entangledresourcehasbeen
characterizeth thespirit of eitherthe Schibdinger{10-12 or
Heisenbey pictures|[8, 9, 11], andthe characterizationkad
to qualitatively differentresults. In the Schibdingerpicture,
a necessaryand sufiicient criterion for the entanglemensf a
pair of sub-systemss thatthe statedescribingthe entiresys-
temis inseparable. Thatis, it is not possibleto factor the
wavefunctionof the entire systeminto a productof separate
contributionsfrom eachsub-systemGiventhatanobsenable
signatureof the mathematicatriterionfor wave-functionen-
tanglementanbeidentified,onecandefinethe degree of in-
separability for thestateanduseit to characterizéhestrength
of the entanglement.In the Heisenbey picture, a suflicient
criterionfor entanglemenis thatcorrelationsbetweerconju-
gateobsenablesof two sub-systemsllow the statisticalin-
ferenceof eitherobsenablein onesub-systemyupona mea-
suremenin theother, to besmallerthanthe standardjuantum
limit. Thatis, the presenc®f non-classicatorrelations.This
approachwasoriginally proposeddy Einstein,Podolsly and
Rosen[1] andhassincebeentermedthe EPR paradox. Sim-
ilarly to the Schiddingerpicturewe candefinethe degree of
EPR paradox for a given entangledstate,and useit to char
acterizethe strengthof the entanglementFor purestateshe
Schibdingerand Heisenbeg approacheseturn qualitatively
equivalentresultssuggestingonsisteng of thetwo methods.
However, whendecoherencés present,causingthe stateto
bemixed, differenceganoccur For quadrature@ntanglemen



wave-functioninseparabilitymay be identified using the in-
separability criterion proposedoy Duanet al. [13, 14]. We
usethis criterionto definethe degreeof inseparabilityof our
entanglement.To definethe degreeof EPR paradoxwe use
thecriterionfor demonstratiomf the EPRparadoxasquanti-
fied by ReidandDrummond[15], andreferto thisasthe EPR
paradox criterion. By introducingdecoherencan the form of
opticallossto bothof our entangledbeamswe obsenre quali-
tative differencedetweerthedegreeof inseparabilityandthe
degreeof EPRparadox.

Finally, we characterizeur entanglemenin termsof mean
sidebandphotonnumberg[7]. We find that the meannum-
ber of photonsper bandwidthper time in the sidebandsof
an entangledstate can be brokeninto four cateyories: the
meannumberof photonsrequiredto maintainthe entangle-
ment,to produceary biasthat exists betweenthe amplitude
andphasequadraturesf the beamsto producethe impurity
of thestate andto produceary impurity biasbetweertheam-
plitude and phasequadratures.For our entanglementthese
four meanphotonnumbersprovide anequialentbut morein-
tuitive characterizatiorto the correlationmatrix. We attach
lesssignificanceto the meanphotonnumbersresultingfrom
impurity thanthoserequiredo maintainandbiastheentangle-
ment,andsumthemto give thetotal meanphotonnumberper
bandwidthpertime dueto impurity. Our entanglementould
thenberepresentedn athreedimensionaphotonnumberdi-
agram. On a planeof this diagram,we directly assessethe
level of successichievablefor quantunteleportationdemon-
strationof theEPRparadoxandhighandlow photonnumber
densecoding when utilizing our entanglement.The photon
numberdiagramcanalsobe usedto assesshe effect of tech-
niguessuchasdistillation andpurification,thatcanbeusedto
improve the quality of anentangledstate.

I1. PRODUCTION OF CONTINUOUS VARIABLE
ENTANGLEMENT

In thetime domain,a single modeof the electro-magnetic
field canbefully definedby its field annihilationoperatori(t),

which hasthe commutatiorrelation[a(t), a (¢)] = 1. a(t) is
non-Hermitianbut canbe expandedas

SXH(t) +i6 X (t)

(1) = a(t) + =0

(1)

where § X% (t) are the time domain Hermitian amplitude
(superscript +) and phase(superscript -) quadraturenoise
operators,and a(t) = {(a(t)) is the coherentamplitude of
the field which we define to be real throughoutthis pa-
per without loss of generality The commutationrelation
[X*(t), X (t)] = 2i follows directly from the commuta-
tion relation of a(¢) and a'(¢). This relation placesa fun-
damentalimitation on how well onequadraturef anoptical
beamcanbeknown, givensomeknowledgeof theorthogonal
quadrature This canbe expressedasthe uncertaintyproduct
A’X+(t)A’X~ (t) > 1, wherethe operatovariancesarede-
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notedby A’X = ((§X)?). It is this uncertaintyproductthat
makesquadratureentanglemenpossible.

Severaltechniquesnay be usedto generateyuadratureen-
tanglement.It wasfirst generatedy Ou et al. in 1992[8, 9]
usinganon-degenerat@pticalparametri@amplifie, andmore
recently using the Kerr non-linearityin fibers[11], andin-
terferingthe outputsof two below thresholdoptical paramet-
ric amplifiers[7, 12, 16]. Ultimately all of thesetechniques
yield Gaussiancontinuousvariable entanglemenbf a form
thatcanbemodelledsimply and,aswe will seein sectionlll,
quitegenerallyby combiningtwo quadratursqueezetieams
with orthogonalsqueezingn a 50/50beamsplitter. Indeed,
it is this techniquethat we adoptedto experimentallygener
atequadratureentanglementn generalthetwo beamsplitter
outputsa, (t) anda, (t) areof theform

¢id= ;

Qg (t) = ﬁ (asqz,l(t) + elgasqzﬂ(t)) (2)
cidy .

1) = 2 (s - ). @)

whereds, 1 (t) andasq,, 2 (t) aretheannihilationoperatorsf

theinputsqueezetieamsg definegherelative phasebetween
them,¢, and¢, arephaseshiftsthatrotatetheoperatorsuch
thata, () anda,(t) arereal, andthroughoutthis paperthe
sub-scriptse andy denotethe beamsbeinginterrogatedor

entanglement.To avoid frequeny dependanhoise sources
presenbn our optical fields we examineour entangledstates
in thefrequeny domain.Thetransferfrom time to frequeny

domaincanbeachiezedsimply by takinga Fouriertransform.
Henceforthwe performthis transformanddistinguishopera-
torsin thefrequeny domainby replacingthedecorationwith

a’. For concisenessvhere possiblewe omit the frequenyg

domainfunctionality (w). We have alreadytakenthetime do-

maincoherenamplitudeof theouropticalfieldsto bereal,but

this propertydoesnot carryoverto thefrequeng domain.We

denotethereal andimaginarypartsof the frequeng domain
coherenamplituderespectiely asat = R{a(w)} = 2(X )

ande~ = S{a(w)} = 2(X ). Wetaketheinputbeamgo be
amplitudesqueezecsl;tates(&)A(:('m1 < landAQf(:;%2 < 1)

with equalintensitie(asqy 1(t) = @sqz,2(t)), andsetf) = /2

so thatthe squeezedjuadraturesre orthogonalat the beam
splitter. Thefrequeny domainamplitudeand phasequadra-
turesof the outputbeamse andy canthenbe expresseds

- 1 - - o o

Xz:‘t = 5 (:}:Xstlz,l + Xstqz,? + ‘quz,l + quz,Q) (4)
- 1 /.- - o o

Xt =S (K 2 X F X+ X0) . O

We seethat asthe squeezingf the input beamsapproaches

perfect({A2X} |, A2X} .} — 0) thequadratureoiseop-

eratorsof beamsr andy approach

SXE - % (0X501 F0X2,2) ©

5qz,2

. 1/ . o
6XF - F5 (5}(3%1 T6X ) , @)

5qz,2



sothat

((sxz+ox5) ) >0 ®

2

<(6)%; - o‘f(;) > — 0.
Thereforein this limit anamplitudequadratureneasurement
onbeamz would provide anexactpredictionof theamplitude
guadratureof beamy; andsimilarly a phasequadraturenea-
suremenbn beamz would provide anexact predictionof the
phasequadratureof beamy. This is a demonstratiorof the
EPRparadoxin exactly the mannerproposedn the seminal
paperof Einsteinet al. [1]. Analysisof the entanglemenin
thephysicallyrealisticregimewhere{ A2 X} | A2X} .} #
0 is morecomple, andis thetopic of thefollowing section.

(9)

I11. CHARACTERIZATION OF CONTINUOUS VARIABLE
ENTANGLEMENT

Characterizationf continuousvariableentanglemens, in
mary ways,a more complex enterprisghanits discretevari-
ablecounterpartDiscretevariableentanglementanbe fully
characterizedy a density matrix of finite dimension(usu-
ally 4x4). In contrast,completecharacterizatiorof continu-
ousvariableentanglementequiresa densitymatrix of infinite
size. This problemhasreceved considerablanterestin the
guantumopticscommunitywith, asof now, no consensusn
the mostappropriatecharacterizatiomethod[17]. However,
experimentatealization®f continuoussariableentanglement
have, to date beenlimited to a sub-clas®f states thosewith
Gaussiarstatistics- for which well definedcharacterization
techniqueslo exist. In this sectionwe introducethe charac-
terizationtechniquesisedfor our entanglemengnddiscussa
new interpretatiorseparatinghe meannumberof photongper
bandwidthpertimein the entangledtateinto componentse-
quiredto maintainandbiasthe entangledtate andto produce
andbiastheimpurity presentn the state[7, 19].

A Gaussian entanglement and the correlation matrix

Any Gaussiancontinuousvariable bi-partite statecan be
fully characterizedby its amplitudeandphasequadratureco-
herentamplitudes:, aj , andthecorrelation(or covariance)
matrix. In generalat andat areeasily characterizedand
do not contributeto the strengthof entanglemengxhibited by
the state.In our experimentthe entangledstatewasproduced
from two squeezedacuumstates so thatthe amplitudeand
phaseguadratureoherenamplitudesof beamse andy were
all zero,af = o = 0. Wewill thereforefocusonthecorre-
lation matrix here. Thecorrelationmatrix C' M is givenby

CHt Clr Cht
Coot Cor Cof Cp
o oFr ot |- (10)
ve Cye Sy Sy

Cot Com Cot C

CM =

3

Eachtermin thismatrixis thecorrelationco-eficientbetween
two of thevariablesX}, X, X;f, and X ; definedas

Ot = 3 (XEXL 4 x0xE) - (X5) (1) ay)

- %<5Xf;;5f(; T+ OXLOXE). (12)
with {k,(} € {+, -1}, {m,n} € {z,y}. Thesymmetryin the
form of Ck! dictatesthatin generalC%!, = C! . Thecor
relationmatrix is thereforefully specifiedby tenindependen
co-eficients.

The entangledoeamsanalyzedin this paperwere gener
ated in a symmetricmannerby interfering two amplitude
squeezetbeamswith /2 phaseshift ona50/50beamsplitter
(asdiscussedn the previous section),and encounteredden-
tical lossbeforedetection.Furthermorethe squeezedeams
themseles were producedin an identicalmannerin identi-
cal ORAs, with no crossquadratureorrelationgresentither
within eachbeamindividually or betweenthe beams.When
appliedto eqgs.(4) and (5) thesesymmetriesdictatethat the
amplitude(phase)juadraturesarianceof beamsr andy are
equal A’X* = AZXE = A2XF, sothatCEIE = AZXE;
and that the beamsexhibit no cross-quadratureorrelations.
Thatis, that CE¥ = 0. Thecorrelationmatrix is thengiven
by

ctr o ottt oo
0 C.mm 0 Cg-
CM= CHr 0 G 0 | (13)
0 C;y 0 O

where complete specificationnow only requirescharacter
ization of A2X+, A2X~, (IXFXF + 6X}5X}), and
(0X76X; + 6X;6X;). Specificationof thesefour pa-
rametersis equivalentto characterizatiorof the varianceof
the squeezedand anti-squeezedjuadraturesof the pair of
squeezedbeamsproducedby re-combiningthe entangled
beamdosslesslyandin-phaseon a 50/50beamsplitter.

B Theinseparability criterion

Specificatiorof the correlationmatrix, althoughit doesof-
fer a completedescriptionof the entanglementjoesnotim-
mediatelyprovide ameasuref whethetbeams: andy areen-
tangledor how stronglythey areentangledWe usetwo crite-
ria, both of which canbeinferredfrom the correlationmatrix,
to measurehosepropertiesn this sectionwe discusghe In-
separabilitycriterionrecentlyproposedy Duanet al. [13, 14]
which providesanecessargndsufficient conditionfor Gaus-
sianentanglementandin the sectionfollowing we introduce
the EPR paradoxcriterion proposediy Reid and Drummond
[15] which hasbeenusedto characterize&ntanglemenin past
experiments.It shouldbe notedthat strictly speakinga good
measureof entanglemenshouldsatisfy the conditionsgiven
in [19, 20], andstatedexplicitly laterin thispaper Neitherthe
inseparabilityor EPRcriteriahave beenshavn to satisfythese



conditions,and indeed,to our knowledgeno suchmeasure
exists presentlyfor continuousvariableentanglementHow-
ever, both criteria considerechere have strongphysicalsig-
nificance have a straightforward dependancen the strength
of the quantumresourcesisedto generatehe entanglement,
andarecommonlyusedto gaugethe strengthof entanglement
in experiments.Throughoutthis paperwe, therefore referto
bothcriteriaasmeasuresf the strengthof entanglement.

The inseparabilitycriterion relies on the identification of
separabilitywith positivity of the P-representatiowulistribu-
tion of the state. Duanet. al[13] shaved thatthroughlocal
linear unitary Bogoliubov operationsary bi-partite Gaussian
statecanbetransformedso thatits correlationmatrix hasthe
standardorm

CLr 0 CH 0
0 Cr;m7 0 Ci-

C Ms — TT Ty ;
Cro 0 OO
0 C;m 0 Gy

(14)

wherethevaluesof C£* arerestrictedoy the conditions

Crr—-1_ Com—1
Gl =1 Cyy =1

(15)

and

VICE —1)(Cf - 1) - 105 =

V(G = )(Com 1)~ 1057

Giventhatthe stateis in this form, they shaved thatthe In-
separabilitycriterion

(16)

5 (17)

. . 1
NXF + X <2 <k2 + —> :
is a necessanand sufiicient condition for the presenceof
entanglement[1]3 WhereAQXf are the measurableorrela-

tions
) L oEt gxx)’
NXE = <<k5¥;t T ;iy,* ky ) , (18)

andk is a parametethat compensatefor biasbetweensub-
systemse andy andis givenby

= (E5) (&)
=1 Covw —1

In fact,Duanet. al shovedthatif thestateunderinterrogation
is separablsatisfactiorof criterion(17)is impossiblefor ary
arbitrary k. Froman experimentalperspectie k canthenbe
thoughtof asavariableparameterSatisfactiorof thecriterion
for ary k is a sufficientconditionfor entanglement.

A comparisorof theform of the correlationmatrix describ-
ing our entanglementeq. (13)) with Duan et al.’s standard
form (egs.(14), (15), and (16)) revealsthat, in general,we
cannotdirectly apply the Inseparabilitycriterion of eq. (17).

(19)

4

Of course aftera completecharacterisatioof the correlation
matrix it canbetakeninto the standardorm, andthe Insepa-
rability criterioncanthenbeapplied.However, we will seein
thefollowing analysisthatif aproductform of the criterionis
taken,it becomewalid for awider rangeof correlationmatri-
cesandindeedis thendirectly applicableto ourentanglement
Let us considerthe effect that restrictions(15) and (16) have
on A’X . ExpandingA’X £ we find

9%+ 2 A2yt X Coyt TsxE
Z pa— < AN# Y y it )
NXF = FANXE + — _2|C;tyi| (6X76Xr)  (20)
- @cﬂ + \/@cii —2|CHt
Ca:gtx:t ) C;thy:t -1 yy Yy
=92 [\/(C;tri - 1) (Czjtyi -1) - |C;tyi|] (21)

cEr cEr
ARV === +) g
Cyy — 1 vz — 1

A comparisonof egs. (21) with restrictions(15) and (16)
revealsthat transforminga generalbi-partite Gaussiarstate
into the standardorm for which the inseparabilitycriteria of

eq.(17)is valid equates\?X } and A2X; (A2X] = A’XT).

Theinseparabilitycriteriacanthereforebe equivalently writ-

tenin the productform

X FAXT < <k2 + ,:—2> :

In this form however, the criterionis insensitve to equallo-
cal squeezingperationon beamsr andy. This wasnotthe
casefor the sumcriterion,whereit wasnecessarthatrestric-
tions(15) and(16) forbid thoseoperations The productform
of theinseparabilitycriterionis thereforevalid for awider set
of correlationsmatrices. Indeedwe find that validity of the
productform only requiresonerestrictionon the form of the
correlationmatrix, ratherthanthe two in egs. (15) and (16).
Thisrestrictioncanbeshavn to be

(22)

++ == ++o-—- —
ny C:L‘z - C:L'z ny - (23)
NXT it _ ot NXF o o
AQX}I. (ny - (s )+ A2Xf (Cm — Cyy )

Sincefor ourentanglemenC;tt = CfF andC - = Cp .~

(seeeq.(13)), we seethatthis lessstringentrestrictionis sat-
isfied. The correlationmatrix describingour entanglemen
givenin eq.(13)is of the sameform asthatin eq.(14), there-
fore theproductform of theinseparabilitycriterionis directly
valid for ourentanglementTo provide adirectmeasuref the
strengthof the entanglemenive definethe degree of insepa-

rability
/AKX FAPX
7 — I I

= W; (24)

normalizedsuchthatbeamsr andy areentangledf 7 < 1.



For entanglemenproducedas describedn sectionll the
expressionfor Z becomesconsiderablysimpler The entan-
gled beamsare producedon a 50/50 beamsplitter, further
more, prior to detectionthey encounteonly linearopticsand
incur equalloss. Thereis, therefore,symmetrybetweenthe
quadraturesf beamse andy, sothat CE* = C:#. In this
casewe seefrom eq.(19) thatk = 1. Eg. (24) canthenbe
written

A

xiyA"X_

where A’0,., is the minimum of the variance of the
sum or difference of the operator O betweenbeamsz
and y normalizedto the two beam shotnoise,A°0,+, =
min ((60,+60,)%)/2. This measureof entanglemenin
termsof the productof sumanddifferencevariancedetween
thebeamshasbeenusedpreviously in theliterature[21].

We areinterestedn the effect of decoherencén theform
of optical loss on the EPR paradoxand inseparabilitycrite-
ria, andthe photonnumberdiagram. It canbe shovn from
egs.(4), (5) and (25) that for entanglemengeneratedrom
a pair of uncorrelatedsqueezedeamsasdetailedin section
II, andwith equaloptical lossfor beamsz andy, Z canbe
expressedsafunctionof the overall detectiorefficiengy n as

= UAQquZ ave + (1 - 77)) (26)

wherewe definethe averageof the input beamsqueezings
NXE, e = (AXF, |+ AXF,)/2. We seethatsolong
asthe a/eragesqueezmgnf thetwo beamsusedto generate
the entanglemenis below one(AQX_;fZ ave < 1), thenZ < 1.
Sobeamsr andy areentangledor ary level of inputsqueez-
ing. Notice thateven asn approachegero,for ary level of
squeezingl remainsbelowv unity. We seethat the entangle-
mentis robustagainstossestleastin thesensehatlossalone
cannottransformaninseparabletateto a separabl®ne.

C TheEPR paradox criterion

The conceptof entanglementvasfirst introducedby Ein-
stein, Podolsk/, and Rosenin 1935[1]. They demonstrated
thananapparenviolation of the Heisenbey uncertaintyprin-
ciple could be achiezed betweerthe positionandmomentum
obsenablesof a pair of particles[22]. This apparentiola-
tion hassincebeentermedthe EPR paradox. Demonstration
of the EPRparadoxrelieson quantumcorrelationsetweera
pair of non-commutingobsenables,so that measurementf
eitherobsenablein sub-system: allowstheinferenceof that
variablein sub-systeny to betterthanthe standardquantum
limit. Betweentheamplitudeandphasequadraturesf a pair
of optical beamsthis is quantifiedby the productof condi-
tional varianceq15], we thereforedefinethe degree of EPR
paradox £

E=NXH NX (27)

o

wherethe EPR paradoxis demonstratedor £ < 1 andthe

quadrature:onditionalvariances&)?fw aregivenby

[(axEax)|

NG, = NN - o (28)
= (Ot _ o e (29)
_ m:itn<(5X;t - giaxj)2>, (30)

g

whereg* are experimentallyadjustablevariables. Satisfac-
tion of the EPR paradoxcriterion betweentwo beamsis a
sufficient but not necessargonditionfor their entanglement
This criterion hasbeenusedto characterizehe strengthof
entanglemeni several previousexperimentd8-11].

It is relatively easyto shaw that for pure input squeezec
states({A?XF, | - AX_ o X} L A .} = 1) and

equaloptlcallossfor beams: andy, the dependencef £on
detectiorefficiency is givenby

2
2n—1
E=4(1—-n+ - - 31
( ! n(A?quz,aveM/A?X;;z,ave—z)w)( )

Notice thatwhenn = 0.5, £ = 1, independenof the level
of squeezing.This definesa boundarysuchthatif > 0.5
the EPRparadoxcriterionis satisfiedfor ary level of squeez-
ing, andif n < 0.5 it cannever be satisfied.This is a striking
contrastto the inseparabilitycriterion which, aswe shoved
earlier is satisfiedfor ary level of squeezingand ary de-
tection efficiengy. The reasonfor this differenceis that the
inseparabilitycriterion is independenbf the purity of the
entanglementie. independenof A’X} | - A’X7 , and
A’quz , - %X, ), a propertythat the EPR paradoxcri-
terion is very sensitve to. Optical loss changeshe purity
of the entanglemenand thereforeeffects the EPR paradox
and inseparabilitycriteria differently However, if n = 1
the measuredentangledstateis pure, and both criteria are

monotonicallyincreasingunctionsof A2X, in therange
0< A2XF <1,with&=Z =1at A2X+ =1. There-

sqz,ave sqz,ave .
fore, in the limit of puremeasuredantanglementl;hemsepa-
rability andEPRparadoxcriteriabecomequalitatively equiv-

alent.

sqz ave

D Thephoton number diagram

Applicationshave beenproposedor quadratureentangle-
mentin thefield of quantuminformation[23, 24]. For almost
all of theseapplicationsapureentangledtateis desired25].
Dueto the unavoidablelossesin ary real systemhowever, a
perfectlypure entangledstateis unachi@able. It is therefore
essentiato characteriz¢he effect of impurity ontheoutcome
of ary applicationof entanglementWe have seeralreadythat
impurity hasdifferenteffectson the degreesof inseparability
andEPRparadox.It maynotbesuchasurprisehereforethat
the effect of impurity variesfrom applicationto application.



To illustratethe point we considertwo well known potential
applicationgelatedto quantuminformation,unity gainquan-
tum teleportation16, 26—28 anddensecoding[5, 29]. We
analyzethe performancef theseapplicationsasa functionof
the purity of the entanglementandits strengthinferredfrom
theinseparabilitycriterion.

A nicefeatureof somediscretevariablemeasuresf anen-
tanglementesourcesuchasVon Neumannentropy[19 and
relative entropy[30Q, is thatthey vary proportionallywith the
sizeof theresource.Thatis, if the numberof entangledho-
ton pairs doublesthe value of the measuredoubles. This is
not the casefor the inseparabilitycriterion. In fact, asthe
strengthof the entanglemenincreasesthe inseparabilitycri-
terionapproachegero. Alternatively, in a manneranalogous
to discretevariableentanglemenmeasuresye canexamine
the averagenumberof photonsper bandwidthper time re-
quiredto generatehe entanglementesourcg18]. Theaver
agenumberof photongerbandwidthpertime in thesideband
w of anopticalbeamis givenby

i(w) = (a'(w)a(w))
_ %<(f(+ XY (XF X))
1

H((E) {5 +i (XX - X %)

= ot + 0| + %(&fﬁ +AXT —2). (32)

We seethat with only vacuumin the sidebandA2X+ =

A’X~ =1anda* = 0, sonophotonsarepresentlf thestate
is squeezedhowever, then A2X+ + A’X~ > 2 always,and
thereforen > 0. As thesqueezingmprovestheaveragenum-
berof photonsn thestateincreasesSinceentanglementay
be generatedy interferinga pair of squeezedeamswe can
seethatto maintainanentangledesourceof a givenstrength
(or agiven) will alsorequiresomenon-zeroaveragenum-
berof photons.The meannumberof photonsin anentangled
staten:ota1 IS justthesumof thenumberin beamse andy

Niotal = Ng + ﬁy (33)
1 N N N N
= Z(Azxj FAPX +A2X;+A2Xy—) —1, (34)

wheresincethe coherenamplitudesn® andaj have norel-
evanceto the correlationmatrix characterisingur entangle-
ment, and are easily accountedor, we have negglect contri-
butionsfrom themsettingaf = of = 0. As statedearlier
somefraction of n, IS requiredto maintainthe strength
of the entanglementA contribution is alsomadeby the im-
purity of the squeezedeamsusedto generatehe entangle-
ment; andby the decoherencexperiencedby the stateafter
production.Of coursethe photonsin a quadratureentangled
stateareindistinguishablefrom oneanothersothata definite
separatiorof photonsinto distinct cateyoriesis not possible.
This separationis possiblehowever, whenonly the average
numberof photonswithin a quadratureentangledstateper
bandwidthpertime is considered.The strengthof the entan-
glement(Z) dictatesa minimum averagenumberof photons

o

min Perbandwidthpertime thatarerequiredto maintainthe
entanglement. The remainingphotonscan (on average)be
separatednto photonsthat are presentdueto bias between
the amplitudeand phasequadrature®f the entangledbeams
Nhias, andexcessphotonghataretheresultof theimpurity of
theentanglement cxcess-

For entanglementhatis symmetrichetweenbeamsz and
y suchasis analyzedin this paper the averagenumberof
excessphotonsper bandwidthpertime 7iqx..ss canbe found
by consideringthe losslessinterferenceof the two entan-
gled beamsin phaseon a 50/50 beamsplitter. In this case
the output beams(labelled with the sub-scripts'‘outl’ and
‘out2’ here)would exhibit squeezingvith squeezedjuadra-
ture variancesof A2XT, .y = AT, and APXC, o, =
AQ}?;iy, respectiely. Fromeq.(25) we seethatthe strength
of our entanglement,Z, dependsonly on the squeezing
of theseoutput beams. Any impurity in the entanglemen
causesthe output beamsto be non-minimum uncertainty
({AQX;EZ,outlAQ‘XS_qz,outlﬂA2‘¥;z,out2A2X;qz}out2} > 1) To
determinethe averagenumberof photonsin the entangled
statedue to impurity, nexcess, W€ can simply comparethe
meannumberof photonsin the entangledstate;, to the
numberthat would be in the stateif it was perfectly pure,

ﬁpurey
(35)
(36)

Nexcess = Mtotal — ﬁpur‘e

=ng + 'ﬁy - 'ﬁpure~

npure Canbethoughtof asthe averagenumberof photonsper
bandwidthper time requiredto generatewo pure squeezec
beamswith the samelevel of squeezingas the two output
beams. WhenZ > 1 no entanglements presentbetween
beamsz andy, andno squeezings required. We therefore
find femin = 0 @NJRtotal = Nexcess + Pbias- FOr theremainder
of this paperwe only considerthe more interestingsituation
whenentanglemenis presentyestrictingoursehesto Z < 1.

In this casesincethetwo outputbeamshave squeezeduadra-
ture variancesof A’Xf,  and A’X;,, respectiely, fipure is

givenby
+ APXT, .+ L
rty Xz:ty .
(37)

rzty

AQ‘Y: +y

_ 1 5
Npure — Z (AQX::}:@/‘I' 59—
Nexcess CANthenbedirectly obtainedrom eq. (36).

npure Canbe separatedto a componentueto biasin the
entanglemeni;,s anda componentequiredto maintainthe
entanglement i,

ﬁpure = Nmin + Nbias- (38)

min 1S directly dependendnthestrengthof theentanglemen
7, andis thereforeindependenbf local reversibleoperations
performedndividually onbeams: andy. Thephotongesult-
ing from biasbetweertheamplitudeandphasequadraturesf
the entangledstate,however, may be completelyeliminated
by performingequallocal squeezingoperationson beamsz



andy [18]. After performingtheseoperationsi,.. becomes

, 1A 7
7 PAPXH 42 ey -1,
pure ( vty 7A9X+ g2 A‘)X;:l:y
(39)

vty
whereg isthegainof thesqueezingperationslt is relatively
easyto shaw thatnpure is minimized, andthereforen;, is

VAKX, /AT, andwefind that
\/ AZ)(-T}':}:yA ;:}:y =1

z:}:yA? rzty
= (z4l) -
T2 7z ’

where f,;, is the minimum meannumberof photonsper
bandwidthper time requiredto generateentanglementf a
givenstrengthZ. We seethatn,,;,, is completelydetermined
by Z andis monotonicallyincreasingasZ — 0. The aver

agenumberof photonspresenin the entanglemenperband-
width pertime asaresultof biascanthenalsobe deterimined
Nbias = 7T’/pure — Thmin -

We cannow separatéhe averagephotonnumberperband-
width pertime in a quadratureentangledstateinto threecat-
egories;photonsrequiredto maintainthe entanglement min ,
photonsproducedby bias betweenthe amplitudeand phase
guadraturesy,;,s, andexcessphotongesultingfrom impurity
Tlexcess- All threeaveragephotonnumberscanbe calculated
from measuremenisf A2XF, A2XE, and A%XE, . An entan-
gled statecanthenbe con/enlently and mtumvely analyzed
on athreedimensionatiagramasshown in fig. 1, with 7,
Tibias, ANdNexcess, fOrming eachof the axes. Note that, in a

eliminatedwheng? =

Nmin =

(40)

\

Nexcessg.

e

,7/77/‘/7

FIG. 1: An entangledstatecanbe representean a threedi-
mensionaphotonnumberdiagram.

manneranalogougo that performedfor a,ur. abO/e, Nexcess
may be brokeninto two parts:the averagenumberof photons
requiredto producetheimpurity of the entanglementndthe
averagenumberof photongyeneratedby biasbetweertheam-
plitude and phasequadraturesausecdby the impurity of the
state.We do not performthis separatiorexplicitly here,since
the exact distribution of excessphotonsis of muchlesssig-
nificancethanthat for the photonsnecessaryo generatehe
entanglementIncluding this extra parameterand assuming

the entanglemenis of the sameform asis discussedarlier
the correlationmatrix of sectionlll A canbefully character
izedby thesephotonnumbemparameters.

An analogycanbe madebetweerthe fimin-fiexcess planeof
thephotonnumberdiagramandthetangle/lineaentropyanal-
ysis often performedfor discretevariableentanglement[31
In bothcaseghe entanglemenis representedn a planewith
oneaxis representinghe strengthof the entanglementn iy,
for continuousvariablesandthetanglefor discretevariables),
andthe otheraxisrepresentinghe purity of the state(7icxcess
for continuousvariablesand the linear entropyfor discrete
variables).Unlike the discretevariablecasewheretheregion
of thetangle-linearentropyplaneoccupiedby physicalstates
is bounded,the set of continuousvariable entangledstates
spansthe entire nmin-nexcess Plane. The differenceoccurs
becauseéhe discretequantumstatesanalyzedon the tangle-
linearentropyplaneinvolve afinite andfixed numberof pho-
tons. This restrictionlimits boththe strengthof the entangle-
ment(thetangle)andthepurity (thelinearentropy).Continu-
ousvariableentangledstateshave no suchlimitation.

It is interestingto considerwhethers,,;, is a good mea-
sureof entanglement.Formally, a good measureof the en-
tanglementof the statep, E(p), mustsatisfy the following
criteria[19 20]:

I. E(p) = 0if andonlyif p is separable,
Il. E(p) is left invariantunderlocal unitary operations,

lll. E(p) is non-increasingunderlocal generalmeasure-
mentsandclassicacommunication,

IV. Giventwo separat@ntangledtatesy; andp, suchthat
p=p1®p2, E(p) = E(p1) + E(p2).

Duanet al. demonstratedhatZ = 1 if andonly if the state
underinterrogations separablelt is clearthenthatn i, = 0
if andonly if the stateunderinterrogationis separableand
thereforecriterion| is truefor ny,;,. Furthermoresincechar
acterizatiorof Z requiresthatthe statescorrelationmatrix be
takeninto a standardorm, bothZ and#.,;, areinvariantun-
der local unitary operationsso that criterion Il is true. As
yet we have no conclusionaboutthe validity of criterion lll
for nmin. It seemdikely thatit is valid sinceanincreasein
min IS €quivalentto anincreasein the quantumcorrelation
betweerfields z andy, which shouldnot be possiblethrough
local generameasuremen@ndclassicalcommunication Fi-
nally, given two separateentangledstatesthe minimum av-
eragenumberof photonsper bandwidthper time requiredto
generateboth statesis simply the sum of the minimum av-
eragenumberof photonsper bandwidthper time requiredto
generateachstate fimin = fimin,1 + fimin,2, SOthatcriterion
IV is valid. We seethereforethat ,,,;,, satisfiesthreeof the
four criteria for a good entanglemenmeasureandalthough
we have notshovn sohere,we believeit is likely to satisfythe
remainingcriterion. n.,;, is aparticularlyelegantmeasuref
entanglemendiueto its physicalsignificance.



1 Entanglement criteria and the photon number diagram

We canrepresenthe inseparabilityand EPR paradoxcri-
teria on the photonnumberdiagram. As can be seenfrom
eq.(40), for entanglemensymmetrichetweerbeams: andy
thedeggreeinseparabilitycanbeexpressedolelyasafunction

Ofﬂmin
T = fimin+ 1 = \/(imin +1)° — 1.

Thesameis nottruefor theEPRparadoxcriterion. Thisresult
is unsurprisingwe have alreadyfoundthat the EPRparadox
is sensitve to the impurity of the entangledstatewhich can
be expressedn termsof fiexcess. The degreeof EPR para-
dox canbe obtainedfrom theamplitudeandphasequadrature
conditionalvarianceshetweenbeamsr andy (seeeq. (27)).
We seefrom eq. (28) that the amplitudeand phasequadra-
ture conditionalvariancesare definedby A%XF, A’X¥, and

|(6xExE)|. For simplicity herewe assumethe entangle-
mentis symmetricbhetweeramplitudeandphasequadratures.
This assumptiornis true for the entanglemenanalyzedn this
paperat sidebandrequenciesabove around5 MHz, andhas
the consequencéhat there are no photonsin the entangled
statedueto biasn;,s = 0. We thenfind that

(41)

NX = NX} = NX; = NX] = NX] = firora+1, (42)

andcanexpress|(6XE 35X T )| in termsof fimin @aNd7iexcess S
z “y

|<JX3:JXZ\:/E>| = Mexcess T (ﬁmiH)Q - L

(43)
The degreeof EPRparadoxcanthenalsobewrittenin terms
of Nmin and Nexcess

2
27_lexcess (ﬁmin+ 1 - (ﬂmin + 1)2—1> + 1
£ =

Nexcess + ﬁmin‘l'l

(44)
Sincewe have assumedhat n,;,s = 0, the degreeof EPR
paradoxcan be representes contourson the 7, -fiexcess
planeof the photonnumberdiagram. This representatiolis
shavnin fig. 15a), thecurvatureof thecontoursdemonstrates
againthesensitvity of the EPRparadoxto impurity.

It is interestingto notethatin the extremaof nexcess — 0
andnexcess — 00, thedegreeof EPRparadoxbecomesfunc-
tion of only 7min, @andcanbewrittenin termsof the degreeof
inseparabilityas

477
Efexeennm = T3 (45)
(72 +1)
gﬁcxccssﬁoo = 412' (46)

We seeagainthatfor pureentanglementiiexcess = 0) Z < 1
implies& < 1. In contrast,for extremelyimpure entangle-
Mment (fiexcess — 00), We seethat to obsere the EPR para-
doxrequiresZ < 0.5. Thisresulthasthe consequencthatif

8

the squeezedeamsusedto generatehe entanglemenhave
squeezedvariances{A’ X} | A’XTF .} < 0.5, thenno
matterhow large the anti-squeezedariancesthe EPR para-

dox canbedemonstrated.

2 Quantum teleportation and the photon number diagram

Quantuminformation protocolsare also representablen
the photonnumberdiagram. In this paperwe considertwo
well-known examples,quantumteleportatiorand densecod-
ing.

Quadréture
entanged ¢

N—

LO

B NS )
Victor

n

FIG. 2: Schematiof aquantunteleportatiorexperiment,de-
tectorslabelledwith the symbols+ and- areamplitudeand
phasedetectorsrespectrely, BS: beamsplitter, AM: ampli-
tudemodulator PM: phasenodulator LO: local oscillator.

The uncertaintyprinciple of quantummechanicsfunda-
mentallylimits boththe ability to measureandto reconstruct
guantumstates. Since teleportationrequiresboth measure-
mentof the original state,andthenreconstructiorat a distant
location, it wasthereforethoughtthat teleportatiorwasalso
fundamentallyimited by the uncertaintyprinciple. In 1993,
however, Bennettet. al [3] discoveredthatby usingentangled
photonpairsin themeasuremergndreconstructiorprocesse:
perfectteleportationcould be facilitated. Their proposalhas
beengeneralizedo the continuousvariableregime [26, 28],
andaschematiof thecontinuoussariableschemes shavnin
fig. 2. A numberof methodsexist to characterizeéhe success
of continuousvariableteleportation(for asummaryseg[33]),
in this paperwe considerthe mostwell known measurethe
fidelity of teleportation. Fidelity measureshe state-oerlap
betweertheteleporterinput |, ) andoutput g, statesand
is givenby

F= <¢in |fsout |1/)in>'

F = 1 implies perfectoverlap betweenthe input and out-
put statesand thereforeperfectteleportation without entan-
glementthe fidelity is limited to 7 < 0.5, andF = 0 if the
input and outputstatesare orthogonal. Again assuminghat
theentanglemenis unbiasednias = 0), thefidelity of unity
gain coherentstateteleportationusing quadratureentangle-

(47)



ment[26, 28] maybe expresseds

1
F=——

7 (48)

We seethatthe succes®f theteleportationprotocoldepends
only onthedegreeof inseparability This resultsin verticalef-
ficagy contourdfor teleportatiorwhenrepresentednthepho-
ton numberdiagram ascanbeseenin fig. 15b). Theshading
in fig. 15 b) indicatesthe areaof the photonnumberdiagram
for which the morestringentno cloning teleportatiorlimit is
not satisfied[32]. Notethat,if theteleportationprotocolwas
operatedat non-unitygain, the protocolwould becomesensi-
tive to impurity andtheteleportatiorefficagy contourswould
be curved. Althoughthe non-unitygainregime is significant
for quantuminformationprotocolssuchasoptimumentangle-
mentswapping33], we will notconsideiit here.

3 Dense coding and the photon number diagram
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FIG. 3: Schematiof a densecodingexperiment,BS: beam
splitter, AM: amplitudemodulator PM: phasemodulator

Densecodingwasfirst proposedby Bennettet. al [34] in
1992 whenthey shavedthatby utilizing sharecentanglement
betweenthe sending(Alice) andreceving (Bob) stations,a
singlecommunicatiorchannelcanachieve a higherinforma-
tion transferratethanis physically possibleusing the same
resourcegi.e. the samenumberof photons)but without en-
tanglement.

An upperboundto the informationtransferrateof a band-
width limited Gaussianinformation channelis given by the
ShannorcapacityC' [35]

¢="elr R (49)
2
where R = A’5/A’N is the signal to noise ratio of the
channelwith A2S and A’N' beingthe varianceof the signal
andnoiserespectrely. Densecodingin the continuousvari-
ableregime wasfirst proposeddy Braunsteinand Kimble in
2000[29], anda detaileddiscussiormay be foundin [5]. A
schematidiagramof the proposalof Braunsteirand Kimble
is givenin fig. 3.

In this paperwe restrictoursehesto the comparisorof the
channetapacitiemchievableusingasqueezedtateandusing
a densecoding protocol basedon quadratureentanglement.

Y

To obtaina fair comparisorof thetwo schemesve definethe
total averagenumberof photonsallowedin thebeamencoded
with information 7iencoding. IN both the squeezedtateand
entangledstatebaseddensecoding schemesomeof these
photonsmustbe usedto generatehe quantumstate,andthe
remainingphotonscan be usedto encodesignals. For the
squeezedtateschemeahenumberof photonsin thesqueezec

stateis givenby
1
— -2,
A2)(sqz

whereAZx, sqv IS thevarianceof thesqueezeduadratureThe
remainingficncoding — Msqz Photonsareusedto encodesignals
on the squeezedjuadratureof the beam. This resultsin a
channelwith signalvariancegivenby AQSSqZ = 4(Nencoding —

fisqz), andnoisevariancegivenby A’N,, = A’X,.,. The
squeezedtatechannekapacityis then

1 -
fisqy = 7 (&quz + (50)

4(ﬁencodin - ﬁs z)
Cisqz = log, [ 1+ LR 51
q g2 ( X o (51)

Optimizingtheratio of themeannumberof photongperband-
width pertime usedto generatesqueezingandthe meannum-
berof photongperbandwidthpertime usedto encodehe sig-
nal we arrive atthe optimumsqueezedtatechannelcapacity

(5]

quz,opt = 10%2 (1 + 2ﬁencoding) . (52)

Let usnow considerthe densecodingscheme.Again, we
makethe assumptiorthatthe entanglemenis symmetricbe-
tweenthe amplitudeand phasequadratures.n this casewe
canusethe amplitudeand phasequadraturesisindependen
channelsandfind thatthe noisevarianceof eachchannelis
givenby A?Ngpr = Z = AXX}F,, = A2, frora asde-
fined previously is the averagenumberof photonsper band-
width pertime in the entangledstatebeforeencodingof ary
signals.Thesgphotonsaresplit evenly betweerthetwo entan-
gledbeamsthereforeonaverag€icncoding — frotal /2 photons
perbandwidthpertime areavailablefor encoding.Theampli-
tudeandphaseguadraturesignalvariancesareboththengiven
by A’SEpR = Fiencoding — Troral/2, WhiCh is attenuatedy a
factorof fourwhencomparedo thesqueezedtatesignalvari-
ance.This attenuatioris the resultof two effects,a factor of
two arisesbecaus¢he signalphotonanustbe sharetetween
the amplitudeand phasequadrature®f the entangledbeam,
and anotherfactor of two is dueto the 50/50 beamsplitter
requiredbeforemeasurementWe then obtainthe entangled
statechannelcapacity

A%S
Crpr = log, (1 + IEPR) (53)
Nencoding — (Pmin Nexcess 2
= Tog, [1 4 Tencoding = (fimin + flexcess) /2} (54
Nmin + 1- (ﬁmin + 1)2 -1



Whentheaveragenumberof photonsavailableto thedense
coding protocolis large (nencoding — ©0), the densecod-
ing channelcapacitybecomesndependenof the numberof
photonspresentdue to impurity in the entanglement. This
is shovn in fig. 15 d) which plots contoursof the ratio
Crpr/Csqz fOr large nencoding. We seethatin this limit the
densecoding channelcapacityexceedsthe optimumachie/-
ablesqueezedtatechannelcapacityfor 7,,;, > 0.25. When
the averagenumberof photonsavailableto the densecoding
protocolis smallhowever, the densecodingchannelcapacity
canbe extremelysensitve to impurity. Thisis perhapsota
surprise sinceevery photonthatexists in the entangledstate
is one lessthat may be usedto encodesignals. Clearly, in
thelimit thatfiencoding = (imin + Rexcess)/2, NO photonsre-
mainto encodesignals,andthereforeCrpr = 0. Theratio
CrpPRr/Csqr for smallficncoding is shavn asafunctionof 7imin
andnexcess iN fig. 15¢), andindeedthe contoursarestrongly
curved.

IV. EXPERIMENT

Theprevioussectiondescribednethodgresentlyavailable
to characterizeontinuousvariableentangledtatesin partic-
ularwe discussedhe correlationmatrix which canbe usedto
fully characterizeGaussianentanglementthe inseparability
and EPR paradoxcriteria, anda new representatiothe pho-
ton numberdiagram.In this sectionwe describethe methods
usedin our experimentto generate pair of entangledeams.
We then presentexperimentalresultsfor eachentanglement
characterizatioechniqueover the frequeny rangefrom 2.5
to 10 MHz. We examinethe effect of losson the insepara-
bility andEPR paradoxcriteriademonstratingjualitative dif-
ferencesand usethe photonnumberdiagramto predictthe
efficag/ of our entanglemeninh the quantuminformationpro-
tocolsintroducedearliet

A Generation of quadratur e squeezing

Thelasersourcefor ourexperimentwasa 1.5W monolithic
non-planarring Nd:YAG laserat 1064 nm. Its outputwas
split into two beamsas shown in fig. 4, one of thesebeams
wasmode-matchedhto a secondharmonicgenerato(SHG)
to produce532 nm light to pumpa pair of optical parametric
amplifiers(OFAs); andthe otherwasusedto seedthe OPAs
and for homodynedetectionof our entangledbeams. The
SHG consistedof a 7.5 mm long hemi-lithic MgO:LiNbO3
crystalandan outputcoupler Oneend of the MgO:LiNbO3
crystalhada 10 mm radiusof curvatureandwas coatedfor
high reflectionat 1064 and 532 nm. The otherendwasflat
andanti-reflectioncoatedat both 1064and532 nm. Theout-
put couplerhada radiusof cunatureof 25 mm, it wasanti-
reflectioncoatedfor 532 nm (Rs32 ~ 7 %), andhad 92 %
reflectionof 1064 nm. 23 mm separatedhe MgO:LiNbO5
crystalandthe outputcoupler this createda cavity modefor
theresonant064nmlight with a27 ym waistat the centerof
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FIG. 4. Experimentalschematic. » and y respectiely la-
bel the entanglecdbeamsBS (PBS):50/50 (polarizing) beam
splitter, A/2: half-wave plate,¢ andé: phaseshift.

the MgO:LiNbO; crystal. A 29.7 MHz electro-opticmod-
ulation was applied to the MgO:LiNbO3 crystal, detecting
andde-modulatinghetransmittedight intensityat29.7MHz
provided a Pound-Dreer-Hall (PDH) type error signal [36]
which wasthen usedto control the length of the SHG res-
onator The SHG provided 370 mW of 532 nm light with
50 % corversionefficienay.

The remaining1064 nm beamwas transmittedthrougha
high finessering cavity to reduceits spectrahoise. This cav-
ity wasbasedon a LIGO adwancedgravitational wave mode
cleanerdesign[37]. It consistedof two closely spacedflat
45° angledinput/outputcoupling mirrors, anda 1 m radius
of cunaturemirror coatedfor high reflectionat normalinci-
dence,and had a total cavity length of roughly 50 cm. All
threemirrorswerecoatedby Research-Electro-Opti¢REO)
with part-permillion tolerances.Sincethereflectiity of the
angledinput/outputcouplersdependean the polarizationof
theinputfield, themodecleanemadtwo modesof operation,
high finesseandlow finessewhich hadapproximatdinesses
of 2000and 170, and correspondindinewidths of 300 kHz
and 3 MHz, respectiely. Above theselinewidths spectral
noisefrom the laseris significantly attenuatedon transmis-
sion. In our experimentwe utilized the low finessemodeto
maximizethe power transmittedhroughthe cavity, we found
that the output was quantumnoiselimited at 6 MHz. The
laserfrequeny waslockedto themodecleaneusingtilt lock-
ing [38], aphasesensitie spatialmodeinterferenceechnique
analogoudo PDH locking. Unlike PDH locking this tech-
nigue introducesno modulationsidebandsan advantagein
our casesincemodulationsidebandsantransferpower into
thesqueezingpectrunproducedoy our OPAs.

The modecleaneroutputbeamwas split to provide seeds
for ourtwo OPAs, aswell ashomodyndocal oscillatorsfor in-
terrogatiorof thetwo entanglecbeams.The OPAs wereiden-



tical in designtothe SHG, exceptthattheoutputcouplingmir-
rorswere96 % reflective at 1064nm. They wereeachseeded
throughthe high reflective surfaceof the MgO:LiNbO; crys-
tal. A 30.5MHz electro-optianodulatiorwasappliedto each
crystalwhich allowed the length of both OFA resonatorgo
be actively controlled. The 532 nm light wassplit into two
partsandusedto pumpthe OFAs. This resultsin eitheram-
plification or deamplificationof the seed,dependingon the
relative phasebetweenthe pump and seed. The 29.7 MHz
modulationon the SHG crystal produceda 29.7 MHz phase
modulationon both532nm pumpbeams.This causeda mod-
ulation of the amplificationof the OFAs thatcould be usedto
controltherelative phasebetweerthe pumpandseed.By de-
tectingthe reflectedight from eachOPA, andde-modulating
at 29.7 MHz we generatecerror signalsto lock eachOPA
to either amplificationor deamplification. When locked to
amplification,the 1064nm outputexhibited phasesqueezing,
and when locked to de-amplificationit exhibited amplitude
squeezing.Pick-up acrossthe copperplatesusedto electro-
optically modulateour OPAs couplesnoisedirectly into the
phasequadratureof the outputbeams.We thereforechoseto
lock to amplitudesqueezing.We balancedhe power in the
squeezedbeamsby adjustingthe OPA seedpowersandana-
lyzed the squeezingusinghomodynedetectionwith roughly
84 % efficieng.. The homodynedetectorcould be locked
to detecteitherthe amplitudeor phasequadratureof the in-
put beam. Throughoutthis paper locking to the amplitude
guadraturenvas enabledthrougha phasemodulationon the
inputbeam andlocking to the phasequadraturevasachieved
when the power splitting within the detectorwas balanced.
All of thespectrgpresentedh this papemwereobtainfrom ho-
modynedetectooutputphoto-currentanalyzedn aHewlett-
PackardE4405Bspectrumanalyzerwith 300 kHz resolution
bandwidthand 300 Hz video bandwidthover the frequeny
rangefrom 2.5to 10 MHz. Eachspectravasat least4.5 dB
above the detectiondarknoisewhich wastakeninto account.
Typicalamplitudesqueezingpectrdor eachof our OFAs are
shawvn in fig. 5. The OFPAs producednearidentical spectra
with an optimum of 3.7 dB of squeezingat 6.5 MHz. Both
spectraare degradedat low frequencieddue to the resonant
relaxationoscillationof ourlaser andat high frequenciesiue
to the bandwidthof the OPAs.

Quantum noise limit |
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FIG.5: Squeezingpectraobsened from thetwo OPASs, nor-
malizedto the quantunmoiselimit.
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B Generation and measur ement of entanglement

We generatedjuadratureentanglemenby combiningour
two amplitudesqueezedbeamswith relative phaseof 7/2 on
a 50/50 beamsplitter asdiscussedn sectionll. A visibility
of 98.71+0.3 % wasobsenredfor the processandtherelative
phasewascontrolledat /2 by actively balancingthe power
in thetwo entanglecdbeams.Eachentanglecheamwasinter-
rogatedn abalancechomodynedetectotthatcouldbelocked
to detecteitherits phaseor amplitudequadrature.The effi-
cieng of thedetectionprocessvasapproximately86 %, with
loss contributed equally by the homodynevisibility andthe
photo-detectoefficieng). Measuredspectraof the amplitude
and phasequadraturevariancesof the two entangledoeams
areshown in fig. 6. Both spectraaregreaterthatthe quantum
noiselimit over the entirerangeof measuremeng necessary
prerequisitdor entanglementDueto the symmetricarrange-
mentof our experimentthe spectraareidentical, so that the
assumptiorof symmetrymadein sectiondll D 1, 11l D 2, and
Il D 3 seemreasonable.

=
o

/2
~N 0 ©

+AZX:

+
(O2%x
O L N W M 01O

Quantum noise limit

3

5 6 7 10
Frequency (MHz)

FIG. 6: Frequeng spectraof the averageamplitude(A2X +)
andphasgA? X ~) quadraturezariancesf theindividualen-
tangledbeamasormalizedo the quanturmoiselimit.

We analyzedthe correlationsbetweenbeamsz andy by
measuringheamplitudeandphaseguadraturesumanddiffer-
encevariancesy)ifiy. Thegainbetweerthetwo homodyne
detectorsvasverifiedto beunity by encodingargecorrelated
phasemodulationson beamsr andy, throughoutthe exper
iment thesemodulationswere suppressean subtractionby
greaterthan 30 dB. Spectrafor A%«‘E’fiy werethenobtained
by taking the minimum of the sumand differencevariances
betweenhomodynesr and y with both homodynedocked
to eitherthe amplitudeor phasequadratures.Thesespectra
werenormalizedto the vacuumnoisescaledby the combined
power of the two homodyneocal oscillatorsandthe two en-
tangledbeamsandareshawn in fig. 7. At frequenciesabove
5 MHz boththeamplitudeandphasequadraturesumanddif-
ferencevariancesare identicaland well below the level ex-
pectedbetweera pairof coherenstateof thesamepower. At
lower frequenciesiowever, the symmetrybetweerthe ampli-
tudeandphasequadraturess broken.This effectis dueto the
relaxationoscillationof thelaserwhichis commonmode,and



thereforecorrelatedpetweerthe entanglecbeams As shovn
in sectionll theamplitudequadraturesf ourentangledeams
were anti-correlated and the phasequadraturesvere corre-
lated. A’X,  wasthereforeobtainedby summingthe am-
plitude quadraturephoto-currentsrom homodynes: andy,
andthe contributionfrom therelaxationoscillationwasthere-
forealsosummedA’X;, , ontheotherhandwasobtainedby
subtractingthe phasequadraturghoto-currentgrom the ho-
modynesandso the contributionsfrom the relaxationoscil-
lation cancelled.We seethenthat with decreasingrequeny

A%f(j;iy degradesquickly, whereasA? A;iy remainsroughly
constant. The slight degradationof A%f(;iy at frequencies
below 4 MHz canbeattributedto small differencesn there-

sponseof the two homodynedetectorsso thatthe relaxation

oscillationwasnot quite perfectlycancelled.
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FIG. 7: Frequeng spectraof theamplitudeandphaseguadra-
turesumanddifferencevariancedetweerbeamsr andy. (a)

NXF,, and(b) AZX .

C Characterization of the correlation matrix

As discussedn sectionlll A, the correlationmatrix pro-

videsa completecharacterizatioof Gaussiarentanglement.

Giventheassumptionthatentanglebeamse andy areinter-
changeablandthattherearenocross-quadratureorrelations
the correlationmatrix is completelyspecifiedthroughmea-
surementof Cit = A?X* andCEr = JeXESXE +
JXF5XE). Measurementsf C£E for our entanglemenare
presentedh fig. 6. To obtainCE* we expand AT, |
. . 2
e (32052
A_l)(i_ctﬂ:y = .2
AXE L APXE e
Sl M TS <5Xi5Xi>
2 Ty
. 1 /s s
_ A2%E cyic vt | svEsvE
= A?XE £ o <0Xz5Xy +6X: 5Xz> (57)
_ it ++
= O £ 05 (58)

(55)

(56)

So C;Eyi can be obtainedfrom our measurementsf the av-
erageamplitudeandphasequadraturevariancesandthe am-

1Z

plitude and phasequadraturesum and differencevariances,
CEF = X, 7 AX#. Fig. 8 shavstheresultingspec-
tra. We seethat Cf.t and C;~ are negative and positive,

respectrely, throughoutthe rangeof the measurementThis

is a characterizatiomf the correlationandanti-correlatiorof

the phaseand amplitudequadraturesrespectiely, between
beamse andy.

L
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FIG. 8: Frequeng spectraof the same-quadratureorrelation

matrix elementdetweerbeamse andy. (a) CLF, (b) Cr,~.

For every sidebandfrequeng, assumingthat entangled
beamsz and y are interchangeablend that there are no
cross-quadratureorrelations,a correlation matrix describ-
ing our entanglementan be constructedrom the cunesin
figs. 6 and8. Herewe taketwo examplesthe correlationma-
tricesof thesidebandst3.5and6.5MHz. Extractingthedata
directly from thefigureswe obtainthe correlationmatrices

62 0 53 O

0 6.1 0 5.7
M. z — )
CMs.s i 53 0 62 0

0 57 0 6.1

(59)

and

33 0 29 0

0 33 0 2.9
M 5 = ,
O Me.5 v 29 0 33 0

0 29 0 33

(60)

whereall experimentallydeterminedvalueshave an associ-
atedstatisticalerror of +0.05. The shadedvaluesare fixed
asaresultof the symmetryassumptionsnadein sectionlll A
andarethereforenot experimentallydeterminedWe cannow
examine whetherthe inseparabilitycriterion originally pro-
posedby Duanet al. (eq.(17)), andthe productinsepara-
bility criterionof eq.(24) canbe usedto directly analysethe
strengthof our entanglement.The correlationmatrix given



hereis of the form requiredfor both criteria (seeeq. (14)).
It remains,solely, to determinewhetherthe restrictionsim-
posedby eachcriteriaare satisfied.For the original criterion
to be valid egs.(15) and (16) mustbetrue. Sinceour entan-
gledbeamse andy areinterchangeable£* = C't*, sothat
eqg.(15) is alwaystrue. Eqg. (16) on the otherhandy,is true at
6.5 MHz, but not at the lower frequeny of 3.5 MHz. The
original inseparabilitycriterion canthereforebe usedto char
acterizethe strengthof our entanglemenat 6.5 MHz, but not
at 3.5 MHz. For the productcriterion to be valid, eq. (24)
mustbe satisfied.SinceCEE = CE#, for our entanglement
at all frequenciesyve seethatindeedthe productcriterionis
valid for all sidebandrequenciesOf coursepncethecorrela-
tion matrixdescribingheentanglemeris fully characterized,
it canbe transformednto Duanet al.’s standardform, and
subsequentlgitherinseparabilitycriterioncanbeused.This,
however, involvesmary moremeasuremenisntheentangled
statethanarerequiredto simply determinethe productform
of thecriterion. Thereforejf acharacterizationf theinsepa-
rability of theentanglemenis all thatis required the product
form is preferable.

D Characterization of theinseparability and EPR paradox
criteria

A spectrumfor the inseparabilitycriterion of eq. (25) was
obtainedfrom the amplitudeand phasequadraturesum and
differencevariancespectrain fig. 7. This spectrumis shovn
in fig. 9. We seethatbeamsz andy wereentangledat fre-
guenciesvithin ourmeasurememtingehigherthan2.8MHz.
As with the otherspectragpresentedn this paper thestrength
of theentanglemenis degradedatlow frequenciessaresult
of therelaxationoscillationof our laser andat high frequen-
ciesdueto the bandwidthof the OPA cavities. The optimum
degreeof inseparabilitywasachiezed at 6.5 MHz, wherewe
obsenred AQXfiy = 0.44+0.01 for both the amplitudeand
phasequadraturesThis resultedin a degreeof inseparability
of 7=0.4440.01.

>1.2”\ | 8
£ ’

inseparable |

:

5 6 7
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FIG. 9: Frequeng spectrunof the degreeof inseparabilityZ
betweertheamplitudeandphaseguadraturesf ourentangled
state.

Characterizationof the EPR paradox criterion requires
measurementsf the amplitude and phasequadraturecon-
ditional variancesbetweenbeamsz andy. As canbe seen
from eq.(29), thesevariancescanbeinferredfrom the corre-
lation matrix elementCEE  andCEE. However, sincethese

rr
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conditionalvariancesvereeasilymeasurabléom our exper
imental setup,we measured¢hem directly. The conditional
variancemeasureshe uncertaintyof one variable (X + say)
given knowledgeof anothervariable(f(;L say). We charac-
terizeit herein a similar mannerto thatusedto characterize
the sumanddifferencevariances.This time, however, rather
thanbeingfixedto unity, the gainbetweerthetwo homodyne
photocurrentsvasoptimizedto minimize the measuredari-
ances;andthe normalizationwas performedwith respectto
vacuunfluctuationsscaledby only onehomodyndocal oscil-
lator andentanglecbeam.The resultingamplitudeand phase
guadratureconditionalvariancespectraare shavn in fig. 10.
We seethat both Azjiflu arebelow unity for the majority of
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FIG. 10: Conditionalvarianceof the amplitude(a) andphase
(b) quadraturesf beamz givena measuremerdn beamy of
thatquadrature.

ourmeasurememange.Thisimpliesthatameasuremenier

formedon beamy will preparebeamz in a squeezedtate,
andthereforethatnon-classicatorrelationsxist betweerthe
two beams. At 6.5 MHz we obtainedthe conditionalvari-

ancesA’Xf, =0.7740.01 andA’X,, = 0.76+0.01. Notice
thatagain,the amplitudequadraturespectrums stronglyde-
gradedat low frequenciegiueto the relaxationoscillation of

our laser whereaghe phasequadratures unafectedby it.

Taking the product of the amplitude and phasequadra-
ture conditionalvarianceyields the degreeof EPR paradox.
Fig. 11 presentsheresultingfrequeng spectrumWe obsenre
anoptimumof £ = 0.584+0.02 < 1, which is well within the
regimefor obsenationof the EPRparadox.

We know from thediscussiorin sectionlll thatthe degree
of EPRparadox{ is highly sensitive to entanglemenimpu-
rity, whereaghe degreeof inseparabilityZ is independentf
it. We interrogatethis qualitative differenceby introducing
equallossto thetwo entanglecbeams.Eachentanglecbheam
was passedhrougha waveplateand polarizing beamsplit-
ter beforedetectionas shavn in fig. 4. Rotatingthe wave-
plate allowed us to vary the amountof lossintroduced. We
characterizedoth the degree of EPR paradoxand the de-
greeof Inseparabilityat 6.5 MHz for a numberof loss set-
tings (waveplatesettings). For eachmeasurementhe spec-
trumanalyzemwassetto zerospanandaveragecbvertencon-
secutve traces.Fig. 12 summarizeshesemeasurementdie
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FIG. 11: Frequenyg spectrumof the degreeof EPR paradox
betweertheamplitudeandphaseguadraturesf ourentangled
state.

seethatthe experimentaldependencesn lossfor both £ and
T agreevery well with the theoreticalcurves obtainedfrom
egs.(26) and(31). As discussedn [13], no matterwhatthe
loss, the inseparabilitycriterion alwaysholds. We find how-
ever, thatthe EPRparadoxcriterionfails for lossgreaterthan
0.48. In fact asobsened earlier it is impossiblefor the EPR
paradoxcriterionto hold for lossgreaterthanor equalto 0.5.
Theerrorbarson the plots canbe attributedto uncertaintyin
the lossintroduced,small fluctuationsin the local oscillator
powersand,for the EPR paradoxcriterion, error in the opti-
mizationof the electronicgain.
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FIG. 12: Comparisorof (a) EPRand(b) inseparabilitycriteria
with varieddetectiorefficiengy. Thesymbols+, A, andQ la-

belthreeseparatexperimentakuns. For + asystemati@rror
wasintroducedby the detectiondarknoisewhen optimizing
the EPR paradoxcriterion gain. The solid fit in (a) includes
this, the dashedit is theresultexpectedf the errorwaselim-

inated,andagreesvell with runsA and©. Thesolidline in

(b) is atheoreticafit, thedashedine is theresultpredictecby

thefit in (a). Therewerefour sourcesof unavoidablelossin

our system/: Detectionloss,Il: Homodyneloss,lll: optical
lossandIV: OPA escapédoss.
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E Representation of results on the photon number diagram

Thephotonnumberdiagramintroducedn sectionlll D and
[7] providesa physicallyintuitive representatiof continu-
ous variableentanglement The measuredspectrafor A2ZX*
and AZXf;Fiy shavn in figs. 6 and 7 may be translatedinto
the threeaxes of this diagram(fimin, flexcess, @andfipias) US-
ing egs.(36), (37), (38), and(40). Theresultingspectraare
shavnin fig. 13. At low frequencieshereis no entanglement
andfrom fig. 13 (a) we seethat correspondinglyno photons
arerequiredto maintainthe entanglemen(n,i; = 0), with
increasingrequeny the averagenumberof photonsrequired
increasespeakingat n,i;;, = 0.35 around6.5 MHz, before
droppingoff asthe frequeng movesabove the bandwidthof
ourORAs. Fromfig. 13(b) we seethatoverthemajority of the
measuredspectrumon averagevery few photonsare present
in the entanglemenasa resultof biasbetweerthe amplitude
and phasequadraturesPhotongresultingfrom biasonly be-
comesignificantat frequenciedelov 5 MHz. This biasis a

directconsequencef thesensitvity andimmunity of A%?jiy

andAQf;iy, respectrely, to our lasersrelaxationoscillation.
Fig. 13 (c) shows that throughoutthe spectrumof our mea-
surementhe majority of the photonspresenin our entangle-
mentarethereasaresultof impurity. In fact from thefit to
the deggreeof EPR paradoxin fig. 12 we seethatat 6.5 MHz
the mostsignificantcontribution to theimpurity of our entan-
gled stateis opticalloss. Thereforeevenrelatively small lev-
elsof loss(suchas33%)facilite asignificanttransferof mean
photonsper bandwidthpertime from 7, t0 Rexcess. If ad-
ditional source®of phasenoise,suchasguided-acoustic-wae
Brillouin scatteringfor fibre squeezind40, 41], are present
in the procesausedto generatesqueezingthe averagenum-



FIG. 14: Representationf the entangledstateon the photon
numberdiagram.

berof photonspresentueto impurity canbecomeextremely
large. The spectraof nin, Pexcess, @aNdnpi.s Obtainedfor our
entanglemenaremappedntothe photonnumberdiagramin
fig. 14.

The photon numberdiagramcan be usedto analyzethe
efficagy of an entangledstatein quantuminformation pro-
tocols. As discussedn sectionlll D, fig. 15 shows efficag
contoursof the degree of EPR paradox,quantumteleporta-
tion, andhigh andlow photonnumberdensecoding, on the
Timin-Tlexcess Planeof the photonnumberdiagramassuming
thatnpi,s = 0. Sincenpis & 0 for our entangledstateover
mostof the measuredpectrum,we projectthe curve shavn
in fig. 14 ontothe nki.s = 0 planeanddisplayit on fig. 15.
We can then obtain estimatesof the optimum efficagy that
could be achieved with our entangledstatein variousquan-
tuminformationprotocols.andestimate®f thefrequenciesit
whichtheoptimaoccur Fromfig. 15 (a) we find thatthe op-
timum expecteddegreeof EPRparadoxfor our entanglement
is roughly £ = 0.68 andoccursaround6.6 MHz. In section
IV D we experimentallyobtaineda valueof £ = 0.58 + 0.02
which is significantly lower. This differenceis evident be-
causethe experimentwas operatingmore effectively when
the measurementsf the degreeof EPR paradoxweremade.
Indeedthis can be seenin fig. 12, wherethe degree of in-
separabilitypredictedfrom our the degree of EPR paradox
resultsis someavhat better than the result we obtaineddi-
rectly. Dueto sensitvity of thedegreeof EPRparadoxo loss
andimpurity, this differencecompletelyexplainsthe discrep-

1o

ang. Fromfig. 15 (b) we seethatthe optimumteleportation
fidelity achievable with our entanglements approximately
F = 0.695 andwould be obserednear6.2 MHz. Theentan-
gled stateanalyzedherewasrecentlyusedto perform quan-
tumteleportationdueto non-ideakeffectssuchasopticalloss
anddetectodarknoiseanoptimumfidelity of 7 = 0.6440.02

wasobsenred[39]. Thelow photonnumberefficag/ contours
for densecodingshawn in fig. 15(c)have anextremelystrong
dependencen the averagenumberof excessphotonscarried
by the entanglementaccordinglythe optimumratio of dense
coding to squeezedtatechannelcapacitieswould occur at

10 MHz whereour entanglemenis mostpure,in our casethis

never exceedsunity. However, asdiscussedh sectionlll D 3,

increasinghetotal averagenumberof photonsallowedin the
sidebandgfiencoding) cCauseshedensecodingprotocolto be-
comeindependentf iexcess. We find thatwhenalargenum-
berof photongperbandwidthpertime areavailableto encode
signals(fencoding > Mexcess) the optimum achiezable ratio

of channelcapacitieds Cgpr /Csq, ~ 1.02 andoccursnear
6.3MHz. Sothatin thelarge photonnumberimit densecod-
ing usingthe entangledstatecharacterizedh this papercould
yield achannekapacitymaginally betterthanthatachiezable
with optimalsqueezedtateencoding.

V. CONCLUSION

In conclusionwe have generated stronglyquadraturesn-
tangledstatefrom amplitudesqueezetieamsproducedn two
independenORAs. The correlationmatrix of the statewas
characterizedWe gaugedhe strengthof the entanglemenin
the spirit of the Schibdingerpictureby measuringhe degree
of inseparability andin the spirit of the Heisenbey picture
by measuringhe degree of EPR paradox,with optimumre-
sultsof Z = 0.44 + 0.01 and& = 0.58 & 0.02, respectiely.
Throughtheintroductionof controlledlossto eachentangled
beam,qualitative differencedetweerthe behaior of thede-
greeof inseparabilityand the degree of EPR paradoxwere
demonstratedWe characterizedhe entanglemenén a pho-
ton numberdiagramwhich provides an intuitive and physi-
cally meaningfulrepresentationf the state.On this diagram
the averagenumberof photonsper bandwidthpertime in the
entanglectateis separatethto componentsequiredto main-
tain the strengthof the entanglementthe bias betweenthe
amplitudeand phasequadrature®f the state,andthe states
impurity. We calculatedefficag/ contoursfor the degree of
EPRparadoxguantumteleportatioranddensecodingproto-
colson thephotonnumberdiagram,andusedthemto predict
thelevel of successchievablefor eachprotocolusingour en-
tanglement.
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