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Abstract An experiment that involves two distant mesoscopic SQUIsiis studied.
The superconducting rings are irradiated with correlatedtgns, which are
produced by a single microwave source. Classically caedléseparable) and
quantum mechanically correlated (entangled) microwavesansidered, and
their effect on the Josephson currents is quantified. Itasvaithat the currents
tunnelling through the Josephson junctions in the distagsy are correlated.
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1. I ntroduction

A fundamental property of superconducting quantum interfee devices
(SQUIDs) is that they exhibit quantum coherence at the nsaoic level [1].
This property may be used for the purposes of quantum infbomarocessing
[2, 3].

A lot of research on superconducting devices investigdtes tnteraction
with classical microwaves. On the other hand the use of Bgsial microwaves
makes the system fully quantum mechanical and interestiagtgm phenom-
ena arise. For example, in this paper we show that entangleanode mi-
crowaves produce correlated currents in distant SQUIDsring

Nonclassical electromagnetic fields at low temperatukgd (< hw) have
been studied for more than twenty years both theoreticaitly experimentally
[4]. The interaction of SQUID rings with nonclassical misaves has been
studied in the literature [5, 6].

In previous publications [7] we have studied the effectsmthegled elec-
tromagnetic fields on distant electron interference expents. In this paper
we review and extend further this work in the context of SQUilys. We
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consider two mesoscopic SQUID rings, which are far from ezttler and are
irradiated with entangled microwaves, produced by a sisglerce (Fig. 1).
It is shown that the Josephson currents in the distant SQUiI@s rare corre-
lated. The photon-induced correlations between the ctgr@m®e quantified. It
is shown that the current correlations depend on whethephbéns are clas-
sically correlated (separable) or quantum mechanicaltyetated (entangled).
The difference between separable and entangled microvemsity matrices [8]
is in the nondiagonal elements; and the effect of these agodal elements on
the Josephson currents is explicitly calculated.

2. Interaction of a single SQUID ring with nonclassical
microwaves

In this section we consider a single SQUID ring and studynitsraction with
both classical and nonclassical microwaves.

For irradiation with classical microwaves, the Josephsament is/y =
I, sin 6, wherefa = 2e®4 is the phase difference across the junction due to
the total flux® through the ring. We assume the external field approximation
where the back reaction (the additional flux induced by th&JBXZing current)
is neglected; i.e., the fluXIa, where. is the self-inductance of the ring, is
negligible in comparison t@ ». The magnetic flux has a linear and a sinusoidal
component:

Pp = Vat + ¢pa; oA = Asin(wlt). (1)
Consequently the observed current is
Ia = I sinfwat + 2e A sin(wit)]; wa = 2eVa. (2)

We now consider the interaction of a SQUID ring with nondleelamicrowaves,
that are carefully prepared in a particular quantum statieane described by a
density matrixp. The dual quantum variables of the nonclassical field are the
vector potentiald; and the electric fieldZ;. Integrating these over the SQUID
ring we obtain the magnetic flux and the electromotive forperatorsé =
§C Aidﬁci, VEMF = §C Eldml

In the external field approximation the flux operator evolass

b(t) = £272[a" exp(iwt) + @ exp(—iwt)), 3)

where¢ is a parameter proportional to the area of the SQUID ring hrdt, &
are the photon creation and annihilation operators. Caresdty the phase dif-
ferenced, is the operator

O = wat + qla' exp(iwt) + aexp(—iwt)], g = V2e¢; (4)

and the current also becomes an operatgr= I; sin Oa. Expectation values
of the current are calculated by taking its trace with resethe density matrix
p, which describes the nonclassical electromagnetic fields,

Tr(pla) = Liim[exp(iwat)W (Aa)], (5)
iq exp(iw1t). (6)

(1a)
AA
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W (x) is the Weyl function [9] given by
W(z) = TrpD(x)l;  D(x) = exp(wd’ — 2" a) (7)

where D(x) is the displacement operator. Higher moments of the Josephs
current quantify the quantum statistics of the electromsptinnelling through

the junction.
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Figure 1.  Two distant mesoscopic SQUID rings A and B are irradiatech wibnclassical
microwaves of frequencies; andws, correspondingly. The microwaves are produced by the
sourceSgm and are correlated. Classical magnetic flukag and Vst are also threading the
two rings A and B, correspondingly.

3. Interaction of two distant SQUID ringswith entangled
microwaves

In this section we consider two mesoscopic SQUID rings fartfpom each
other, which we refer to as A and B (Fig. 1). They are irradiatéth correlated
microwaves. Lep be the density matrix of the microwaves, gnd = Trgp,
pB = Trap, the density matrices of the microwaves interacting with tivo
SQUID ringsA, B, correspondingly. When the density matgixs factorizable
aspmct = pa ® pp the two modes are not correlated. If it can be written as
psep = Y, Pipai ® pBi, Wherep; are probabilities, it is called separable and the
two modes are classically correlated. Density matriceskvbannot be written
in one of these two forms are entangled (quantum mechayicaltelated) [8].

The currents in the two SQUIDs are

(Iny = LiTr(pasinda), () = LTr(ppsindp). (8)
The expectation value of the product of the two current dpesas given by:
(fAfB) = Ilngr(pSinéA sin éB). (9)

In general(Ix Ig) is different from(/a) () and we calculate the ratio

_ <fAfB> (10)

(Ia)(Ie)



For factorizable density matrices... = pa ® pp we easily see thaRe. = 1.
For separable density matrices,, the ratioRs.,, is not necessarily equal to one
and numerical results for various examples are shown below.

We also calculate the second moments

(I3) = IiTrlpa(sin6a)%],  (I3) = I3 Tr[ps(sin fs)]. (11)
The statistics of the photons affects the statistics ofuheelling electron pairs,

which is quantified with thélaIg), (I2), (I2) (and also with the higher mo-
ments).

31 Microwavesin number states

We consider microwaves in the separable (mixed) state
1
psep = 5 (IN1N2) (N1 No| + [N2N1){N2N1]), (12)

where N1 # N». We also consider microwaves in the entangled state=
271/2(|N1 N2) + |N2N1)), which is a pure state. The density matrix|ef is

1
pent = psep + 5 ([N1N2)(N2N1| + [ N2 N1 ) (N1 Na|), (13)
where thepse, is given by Eqg. (12). It is seen that the,; and theps.,, differ

only by the above nondiagonal elements.

In this example, the reduced density matrices are the santfo the sepa-
rable and entangled states:

(IN1)(Na| + [N2) (Na|). (14)

N~

Psep,A = Pent,A = Psep,B = Pent,B =

Consequently in this exampléa)sep = (14 )ent, and also(/p)sep = (I8 )ent.
For the density matriys., of Eq. (12) we find

(i) = o (=) (w0 + (] sintond) (15)
(Is) = %exp (—(12—2) [Ln, (¢°) + L, (q%)] sin(wst), (16)

where theL2 () are Laguerre polynomials. The curreiifs, ), (/) are in this
example independent of the microwave frequencigsvs.
The expectation value of the product of the two currents [B}.is

<jAjB>scp

I Iy exp(—q?) L, (¢°) L, (¢°) sin(wat) sin(wst). a7

Consequently the rati®& of Eq. (10) is

R — 4L N, (QQ)LN2 (q2)
v [Ln, (¢) + L, (q2)]2‘

In this example theks., is time-independent.

(18)
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The moments of the currents, defined by Eq. (11), are alsoleédal:

() = E {1 Lew(2)liw, (407) + Ly (e eos(ent) |, (19)
(f5) = g{l—%exp(—qu)[LN1(4q2)+LN2(4q2)] COS(2wBt)}« (20)

_ For the case Ofien: the (14 ), (Is) are the same as in Egs. (15), (16); and the
(I3), (I3) are the same as in Egs. (19), (20). However(thels) is

<jAjB>cnt - <jAjB>scp + Icross, (21)
where
Toross = —112]2 exp(—qz)L%f*N1 (q2)L%;7N2 (¢®)[cos(wat + wpt)
—(—1)Nl*N2 cos(wat — wit)] cos(Qt), (22)
Q = (N1 — N2)(wi — wa). (23)

It is seen that the effect of entangled microwaves on Joseptgrrents is dif-
ferent from the effect of separable microwaves. In this ¢hseatioR of Eq.
(10) is

ICI‘OSS t

cht - RSCP + A7E)7 (24)
(Ia)(Is)

which is a time-dependent quantity oscillating around &g, .

3.2 Microwavesin coherent states

We consider microwaves in the classically correlated state
1
psep = 5 (|A142) (A1 Aa| + | A2 A1) (A2 A ), (25)

where| A1), |A2) are microwave coherent states. We also consider the eathng|
statelu) = N (JA1A2) + |A2A1)), with density matrix

Pent = 2N2psep +N2(|A1A2><A2A1| + |A2A1) (A1 A2)), (26)

where the normalization constant is given by

N = [2+Qexp (—|A1 —A2|2)]71/2« (27)
For microwaves in the separable state of Eq. (25) the reddeesity matri-
ces are
1
paep.a = psep.s = 5 (| A1) (Ar] +[A2)(Az]), (28)
and hence the currentin A is
& I q2 .
(Ia)sep = ) exp(—?){sm[wAt + 2q|A1| cos(wit — 61)]

+ sinfwat + 2q|A2]| cos(wit — 62)]}. (29)



N1=1, N2=4, A1=l, A2=2
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Figure2.  Rsep against(wi — ws)t for the number state of Eq. (12) witNy = 1, N» = 4
(line of circles), and the coherent state of Eq. (25) with = 1, A2 = 2 (solid line). The
photon frequencies ate, = 1.2 x 10~* andwz = 10™*, in units wherekp = h = c = 1.

wheref; = arg(Ai), andf, = arg(Az). A similar expression yields the
current in B. We have also calculated numerically the r&tig,.

For microwaves in the entangled state of Eq. (26) the reddeedity matri-
ces are

pent,a = pens,8 = N2 (A1) (A1| + | A2) (As| + 7| A1) (Az| + 7% | A2)(Ad]), (30)
wherer = (41]A42) = exp(—|A1|2/2 - |A2|2/2 + ATA2).
The currentin Ais

2
(In)ent = 2N (In)sep + N2EF, exp <—%) I, (31)

whereE = exp[—|A1|2 — |A2|2 + 2|A1A2| COS(01 — 02)], and

Fy = [exp(g|A1|Sa — q|A2[Sa,2) + exp(—q|A1]Sa,
+q|A2|Sa,2)] sin(wat + q|A1|Ca1 + q|A2|Ca,2), (32)

with Sa,1 = sin(wit — 61), Sa,2 = sin(wit — 62), Ca,1 = cos(wit — 61),
Ca,2 = cos(wit — 02). A similar expression yields the current in B, and we
have also calculated numerically the rakgy:.

3.3 Numerical results

In the numerical results of Figs. 2 and 3 the microwave freqiss ares; =
1.2 x 107%, wy = 1074, in units wherekp = i = ¢ = 1. The critical currents
arel; = I, = 1. The other parameters afe= 1, wa = w1, wB = w2, N1 =1,
N> = 4, and#; = 02 = 0. For a meaningful comparison between microwaves
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Figure3. (@) (Za)sep — (1A )ent, and (0)(I%)eep — (I3 ) ens @gainsi(w; —wy )t for the coherent
stat€psep,a Of EQ. (28) andoent,a Of EQ. (30) withA; = 1, A; = 2. The photon frequencies
arew; = 1.2 x 10~* andw» = 107%, in units wherékg = h = ¢ = 1.

in number states and microwaves in coherent states, we liake to have the
same average number of photops; | = N; and|Az|*> = Na.

In Fig. 2 we plotRs.p againstw, —w2 )t for currents induced by microwaves
in the number state of Eq. (12) with; = 1, N2 = 4 (line of circles), and the
coherent state of Eq. (25) with; = 1, A> = 2 (solid line). It is seen that two
different separable photon states with the same averagberusfiiphotons give
rise to different correlations between the SQUID currents.

In Fig. 3 we plot (a)1a)sep — (Ia)ent, and (0)(13)sep — (I3 )ent, against
(w1 — w2)t for microwaves in the coherent staig scp 0f EQ. (28) andoa ent
of Eq. (30) withA; = 1, A2 = 2. In Fig. 3(a) it is seen that the Josephson
current in SQUID ring A is different for irradiation with sepable and entan-
gled microwaves in coherent states. In Fig. 3(b) it is seanithadiation with
separable and entangled coherent states leads to diffmemd moments of the
current, which implies that the quantum statistics of etetpairs tunnelling the
Josephson junction of SQUID ring A are different in these tases.

4. Discussion

We have considered the interaction of two distant SQUIDsiAgind B with
two-mode nonclassical microwaves, which are produced bystime source.
The flux, the phase difference and the Josephson currentparators and their
expectation values with the density matrix of the nonctzdsinicrowaves give
the physically observed quantities. We have assumed teenatffield approxi-
mation, where the electromagnetic field created by the hssepcurrents (back
reaction) is neglected and we have calculated various fieant

It has been shown that the Josephson currents in the two airgsorre-
lated in the sense thdfa I) is different from(I)(Ig) (for non-factorizable



density matrices). We have considered examples where thterghare classi-
cally correlated and quantum mechanically correlated;vaadhave shown that
the non-diagonal terms in the latter case affect the Joseptigrents. Further
work in this direction could be the formulation of Bell-typeequalities for the
Josephson currents, which are obeyed in the case of sepanaiybwaves and
violated in the case of entangled microwaves.
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