
ar
X

iv
:q

ua
nt

-p
h/

05
02

11
3v

1 
 1

8 
Fe

b 
20

05

Electron interference in m esoscopic devices in the

presence ofnonclassicalelectrom agnetic �elds

D .I.T som okos1;2,C .C .C hong3,A .Vourdas1

1Departm entofCom puting,University ofBradford,Bradford,BD7 1DP,England
2Departm entofPhysics,Astrophysicsand M athem atics,University ofHertfordshire,

Hat�eld,AL10 9AB,England
3Institute ofHigh Perform anceCom puting,1 SciencePark Road,117528,Singapore

A bstract. The interaction of m esoscopic interference devices with nonclassical

electrom agnetic �elds is studied. The externalquantum �elds induce a phase factor

on the electric charges. This phase factor,which is a generalization ofthe standard

Aharonov-Bohm phase factor,is in the case ofnonclassicalelectrom agnetic �elds a

quantum m echanicaloperator. Its expectation value depends on the density m atrix

describing thenonclassicalphotonsand determ inestheinterference.Severalexam ples

arediscussed,which show thatthequantum noiseofthenonclassicalphotonsdestroys

slightlytheelectroninterferencefringes.An interestingapplicationarisesin thecontext

ofdistantelectron interferencedevices,irradiated with entangled photons.In thiscase

the interfering electrons in the two devices becom e entangled. The sam e ideas are

applied in the context ofSQ UID rings irradiated with nonclassicalelectrom agnetic

�elds. It is shown that the statistics of the Cooper pairs tunneling through the

Josephson junction depend on the statisticsofthe photons.
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1. Introduction

Interference ofelectronsin the presence ofa m agnetostatic ux hasbeen studied fora

long tim esincethework ofAharonov and Bohm [1].TheAharonov-Bohm phasefactor

isacquired by electricchargesthatencirclea m agneticux,even iftheux vanishesin

thevicinity ofthepathsofthecharges.Thee�ecthasinspired num erousapplicationsin

solid statephysics[2].In particularwem ention extensive theoreticaland experim ental

research on persistentcurrentsin m esoscopic rings[3,4,5,6,7,8].

Electron interference in the presence of a tim e-dependent m agnetic ux (i.e.,

electrom agnetic�elds)hasalsobeen studied [9,10,11,12,13,14].Theintention hereis

notto provethereality ofthevectorpotential,butto study how electrom agnetic�elds

a�ectinterfering electrons.

Thenextstepinthislineofresearchistoconsidernonclassicalelectrom agnetic�elds

[15,16]which arecarefullyprepared in aparticularquantum state,and studytheire�ect

on quantum interference [9,10].In thiscaseitisshown thatthequantum noisein the

electrom agnetic �eld destroys partly the electron interference fringes. Di�erent types

ofnonclassicalelectrom agnetic �eldsare characterized by di�erentquantum statistics;

and wewillshow explicitly thattheelectron interference resultsdepend on thephoton

statistics.

Anim portantfeatureofm ultim odequantum electrom agnetic�eldsisentanglem ent.

Two electrom agnetic �eld m odes can be factorizable (uncorrelated); or separable

(classically correlated);orentangled (quantum m echanically correlated)[17].Entangled

electrom agnetic�eldshavebeen produced experim entally in laboratoriesforalongtim e

[18]. In the contextofthisreview article,we considertwo distantm esoscopic electron

interference devices that are irradiated with a two-m ode nonclassicalelectrom agnetic

�eld [19]. Each �eld m ode iscoupled to one ofthe m esoscopic devices. Forentangled

electrom agnetic �elds,the electric currents in the distant m esoscopic devices becom e

correlated.M oreovertheinduced correlationsoftheelectronsdepend on thenatureof

thecorrelation between theexternalphotons.

Sim ilar phenom ena can be studied in the context ofsuperconducting quantum

interferencedevices(SQUID)[20,21,22,23].Experim entalworkhassofarconcentrated

on the interaction ofm esoscopic deviceswith classicalelectrom agnetic �elds. However

theinteraction ofa Josephson devicewith a singlem icrowavephoton hasrecently been

studied experim entally in reference[24].

Theinteraction ofm esoscopicSQUID ringswith nonclassicalelectrom agnetic�elds

hasbeen studied theoretically in [25,26,27,28].In thiscase the Josephson currentis

a quantum m echanicaloperator,whose expectation value with respect to the density

m atrixoftheexternalphotons,yieldstheobserved current.Theinteraction ofentangled

electrom agnetic �elds with two spatially separated SQUID rings has been studied in

[29,30]. It has been shown that the photon correlations can be transferred to the

Cooperpaircurrentsm easured in thetwo distantSQUID rings.

In this interdisciplinary work we bridge the gap between electron coherence
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in m esoscopic physics and nonclassical phenom ena in quantum optics. W ork on

entanglem entofseveralm esoscopic deviceshasbeen reported in [31].

The paperisorganized asfollows. In section 2 we describe certain one-m ode and

two-m odenonclassical�elds,which arerelevantto therestofourwork,and derive the

corresponding W eylfunction [32]. In section 3 we discuss the m agnetic ux and the

electrom otive forceoperators,which arethedualquantum variablesin ourcontext.

W esubsequently turn ourattention to electron interferencephenom ena.In section

4 we describe the standard Aharonov-Bohm phase factorin electron interference that

isinduced by a m agnetostatic ux. In section 5 we describe the electron phase factor

operatorthatisinduced by nonclassicalelectrom agnetic �elds[9].Itisexplained that

the expectation value ofthe phase factor and,consequently,ofthe electron intensity

distribution depend on thequantum stateoftheexternalphotons.

W e stress that accurate knowledge ofthe quantum state ofthe electrom agnetic

�eld enablesusto calculate notonly the average intensity ofthe interfering electrons,

but also their fullstatistics (higher order correlations). In section 6 we quantify the

quantum statistics ofthe interfering electrons using the autocorrelation function and

its Fourier transform ,the spectraldensity. It is shown that the quantum statistics

ofthe interfering electrons depend on the quantum statistics ofthe photons [10]. In

section 7 we describe how two spatially separated electron interference experim ents,

which interactwith entangled �elds,becom ecorrelated [19].

In section 8 we study the interaction ofnonclassicalelectrom agnetic �elds with

m esoscopic SQUID rings. In the case oftwo distantSQUID rings,which are coupled

to two entangled electrom agnetic �elds,we show thatthe quantum currentstunneling

through the distant Josephson junctions becom e entangled [29]. W e conclude with a

sum m ary oftheresultsin section 9.

2. N onclassicalelectrom agnetic �elds

In thissection weintroducethenonclassicalstatesoftheelectrom agnetic�eld thatare

relevantto the restofourwork. W e de�ne the W eylfunction and provide itsvalue in

the case ofnum ber,coherent,squeezed,and therm alstates. It is noted that we use

theoreticalunits,in which kB = �h = c= 1.

2.1.One-m ode quantum statesofthe electrom agnetic �eld

Nonclassicalelectrom agnetic�eldsarecarefully prepared in a particularquantum state

andaredescribed byadensitym atrix�.Inthiscaseweknow theaveragevalueshE i;hB i

ofthe electric and m agnetic �elds, the standard deviations �E ;�B and also their

higher m om ents. Another quantity which describes the �elds is the photon counting

distribution function

P(N )� hN j�jN i: (1)

Variousexam plesofnonclassicalelectrom agnetic�eldsaregiven below.
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2.1.1.Num berstates Thenum berstatesjN iarede�ned as:

jN i=
(̂ay)N
p
N !

j0i: (2)

2.1.2.Coherentstates ThecoherentstatesjAiarede�ned as:

jAi= D (A)j0i (3)

whereD (A)isthedisplacem entoperator

D (z)= exp(zâ
y
� z

�
â): (4)

Thephoton counting distribution isin thiscasePoissonian.

2.1.3.Squeezed states Thesqueezing operatorisde�ned as

S(r’)= exp

�

�
r

4
exp(� i’)̂a

y2
+
r

4
exp(i’)̂a

2

�

(5)

where the r;’ are realnum bersand r isknown asthe squeezing param eter. Squeezed

statesjA;r’iarede�nedbyactingonthecoherentstatejAi,withthesqueezingoperator

jA;r’i= S(r’)jAi= S(r’)D (A)j0i: (6)

In thiscaseP(N )can besub-Poissonian.Theaveragenum berofphotonsis

hN isq =

�

sinh

�
r

2

��2

+

�

cosh

�
r

2

�

� sinh

�
r

2

��2

jAj
2
: (7)

In �gure 1 we have plotted the electric �eld as a function oftim e in the case of

coherentand squeezed light.Both theaveragevaluehÊ iand thequantum noise� Ê are

shown.The param etersare chosen so thattheaverage value ofthe electric �eld isthe

sam einbothexam ples.Itisseen thatthetwo�eldsdi�erinthequantum noise� Ê .The

anti-bunching ofphotonsin squeezed states,in com parison to thePoissonian statistics

in thecaseofcoherentstates,isalsoshown in the�gure.Thesetwotypesofnonclassical

electrom agnetic�eldswillbeused later,in thecontextofelectron interference(i.e.,we

willstudy thesituation wherethesenonclassicalelectrom agnetic�eldsarecoupled with

electron interferencedevices).Itwillbeshown therethatthey producedi�erentresults

fortheelectron interference.

2.1.4.Therm alstates Thetherm alstatesarede�ned through thedensity m atrix

�th = [1� exp(� �!)]exp(� �!â
y
â)

= [1� exp(� �!)]

1X

n= 0

exp(� �!n)jnihnj (8)

where� istheinverse tem perature.In thiscasetheaveragenum berofphotonsis

hN ith =
1

exp(�!)� 1
: (9)
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Figure 1. The electric �eld ofcoherent and squeezed light as a function oftim e.

Both theaveragevaluehÊ iand thequantum noise� Ê areshown.Theanti-bunching

ofphotons in squeezed states,in com parison to the Poissonian statistics in coherent

states,isalso shown.

2.2.W eylfunctions

The W ignerand W eyl(orcharacteristic)functionsplay an im portantrolein quantum

m echanics[32].TheW eylfunction thatcorrespondsto a quantum statedescribed by a

density operator� isde�ned in term softhedisplacem entoperatorofequation (4)as

~W (z)� Tr[�D (z)]: (10)

The tilde in the notation reects the fact that the W eyl function ~W is the two-

dim ensionalFourier transform ofthe W igner function W . The ~W (z) is a com plex

function,in general,whoseabsolutevalueobeys

0� j~W (z)j� 1: (11)

For later use we give the W eylfunction for various states. W e start with the

following relation [33]

hM jD (z)jN i=

 

N !

M !

! 1=2

z
M �N

exp

 

�
jzj2

2

!

L
M �N
N (jzj

2
) (12)

wheretheL�
k areLaguerrepolynom ials[34].ThereforetheW eylfunction fora num ber

statejN iis

~W num (z)= exp

 

�
jzj2

2

!

LN (jzj
2
): (13)

TheW eylfunction fora coherentstatejAiis

~W coh(z)= exp

"

�
jzj2

2
+ i2jAzjsin(argz� argA)

#

: (14)
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TheW eylfunction fora squeezed statejA;r’iis

~W sq(z)= exp(� Y + iX ); (15)

X = 2jAzj

�

cosh

�
r

2

�

sin(argz� argA)� sinh

�
r

2

�

sin(argz+ argA + ’)

�

;

Y =
jzj2

2
[cosh(r)+ sinh(r)cos(2argz+ ’)]:

Finally fortherm alstateswehave

~W th(z= �e
i!t
)= exp

"

�
�2

2
coth

 

�!

2

! #

; (16)

where� isa realnum ber.These relationshavebeen given in reference[25].

2.3.Two-m ode quantum states:separability versusentanglem ent

Nonclassicalelectrom agnetic �elds with severalm odes allow for correlations between

thedistinct�eld m odes.Thenatureofthecorrelation can beclassicalorquantum [17].

Let� bethedensity m atrix thatdescribesatwo-m odenonclassicalelectrom agnetic

�eld.Then thedensity m atricesofthetwo �eldsare

�A � TrB(�); �B � TrA(�): (17)

The density m atrix � for the two-m ode electrom agnetic �eld state is factorizable if

�fact = �A 
 �B.Thedensity m atrix � isseparableif

�sep =
X

k

Pk�A ;k 
 �B;k (18)

wherePk areprobabilities.In allothercasesthedensity m atrix �ent isentangled.

2.3.1.Two-m odenum berstates Forlateruseweconsiderthe(m ixed)separabledensity

operator

�sep =
1

2
(jN 1N 2ihN 1N 2j+ jN 2N 1ihN 2N 1j): (19)

W ealso considerthe(pure)entangled statejsi= 2�1=2 (jN 1N 2i+ jN 2N 1i),forexam ple.

Thecorresponding density operatoris

�ent = �sep +
1

2
(jN 1N 2ihN 2N 1j+ jN 2N 1ihN 1N 2j): (20)

Clearly in this exam ple the �sep and the �ent di�er only in the above nondiagonal

elem ents. In both the separable and the entangled case the reduced density operators

ofequation (17)aregiven by

�sep;A = �ent;A = �sep;B = �ent;B =
1

2
(jN 1ihN 1j+ jN 2ihN 2j): (21)
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2.3.2. Two-m ode coherent states W e consider the two-m ode coherent states in the

classically correlated state

�sep =
1

2
(jA 1A 2ihA 1A 2j+ jA 2A 1ihA 2A 1j): (22)

In thiscasethereduced density operatorsare

�sep;A = �sep;B =
1

2
(jA 1ihA 1j+ jA 2ihA 2j): (23)

W e also consider the entangled state jsi = N (jA 1A 2i+ jA 2A 1i) with density

operator

�ent = 2N
2
�sep + N

2
(jA 1A 2ihA 2A 1j+ jA 2A 1ihA 1A 2j) (24)

wherethenorm alization constantisgiven by

N =
h

2+ 2exp
�

� jA1 � A2j
2
�i�1=2

: (25)

In thiscasethereduced density operatorsare

�ent;A = �ent;B = N
2
(jA 1ihA 1j+ jA 2ihA 2j+ �jA 1ihA 2j+ �

�
jA 2ihA 1j) (26)

where

� = hA 1jA 2i= exp

 

�
jA 1j

2

2
�
jA 2j

2

2
+ A

�
1A 2

!

: (27)

3. M agnetic ux operator

W e considera m onochrom atic electrom agnetic �eld offrequency !,atsu�ciently low

tem peraturesT � !,so thatthe quantum noise isgreaterthan the therm alnoise. In

thiscase the vectorpotentialÂ i and the electric �eld Ê i are dualquantum variables.

Fora loop C,which is sm allin com parison to the wavelength ofthe electrom agnetic

�eld,the Â i;Ê i areintegrated around C and yield them agnetic ux �̂ =
H

C Â idxi and

theelectrom otive force V̂EM F =
H

C Ê idxi,correspondingly,asdualquantum variables.

In term softhesevariablesthephoton creation and annihilation operatorsare

â
y
=

1
p
2�
(�̂ � i!

�1
V̂EM F); â =

1
p
2�

�

�̂ + i!
�1
V̂EM F

�

; (28)

where� isaconstantproportionaltotheareaenclosed byC.Consequently them agnetic

ux operatoris �̂(0)= 2�1=2 �(̂ay+ â)and itsevolution in tim eisgiven by

�̂(t)= exp(itH )̂�(0)exp(� itH ): (29)

TheHam iltonian H ofthesystem is

H = !(a
y
a+ 1=2)+ H int: (30)

In the external�eld approxim ation we ignoretheinteraction Ham iltonian H int and we

obtain

�̂(t)=
�
p
2

h

exp(i!t)̂a
y
+ exp(� i!t)̂a

i

: (31)
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Thisisa good approxim ation when theux dueto back reaction issm allin com parison

to theexternalux.

Theexpectation valueoftheux and thequantum uncertainty � �̂ aregiven by

h�̂(t)i= Tr[��̂(t)]; � �̂ = [ĥ�
2
(t)i� ĥ�(t)i

2
]
1=2
: (32)

Forexam ple,in thecaseofnum berstates� = jN ihN jweget

h�̂(t)inum = 0; (� �̂)num =

�

N +
1

2

�1=2

: (33)

Forcoherentstates� = jAihAjwehave

h�̂(t)icoh = 2
1=2
jAjcos(!t� argA); (��̂)coh = 2

�1=2
: (34)

In thecaseofsqueezed states� = jA;r’ihA;r’jweobtain

h�̂(t)isq = � 2
1=2
jAjjZjcos(!t+ argZ); (35)

(� �̂)sq = 2
�1=2

[cosh(r)� sinh(r)cos(2!t+ ’)]
1=2
;

Z = sinh(r=2)exp[i(argA + ’)]� cosh(r=2)exp(� iargA):

Finally forthetherm alstatesofequation (8)weget

h�̂(t)ith = 0; (� �̂)th =
1
p
2

�

coth

�
1

2
�!

��1=2

: (36)

4. A haronov-B ohm phase factor induced by a m agnetostatic ux

W econsidera two-path electron interferenceexperim ent,asshown in �gure2.

S

C

C

0

1

Φ Ι(∆)

Figure 2.Aharonov-Bohm experim ent.Theelectronsfollow thelowestwindingpaths

C0;C1 in a �eld-freeregion.The loop C 0 � C1 isthreaded by a m agnetostaticux �.

The wavefunctionscorresponding to pathsC0 and C1 are  0 and  1,respectively.

In the presence ofm agnetic ux � threading the loop C 0 � C1,we get the electron

intensity

I(x)= j 0j
2
+ j 1j

2
+ 2j 0 1jcos(x� e�); (37)

wherex isthephasedi�erence between thetwo paths:

x(�)� arg( 0)� arg( 1): (38)

Ifweassum eequalsplitting (i.e.,j 0j
2 = 1=2= j 1j

2)then

I(x)= 1+ cos(x� e�): (39)

Thevisibility oftheintensity I,de�ned as

� =
Im ax � Im in

Im ax + Im in
; (40)

isequalto onein thiscase.
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5. Phase factor operator induced by nonclassicalelectrom agnetic �elds

In this section we consider a m esoscopic electron interference device (� 0:1�m ) in a

m icrowave waveguide atlow tem peratures(10� 100m K). The electric �eld isparallel

totheplaneoftheelectron pathsand them agnetic�eld isperpendiculartoit(�gure3).

Theelectron intensity isgiven by equation (37)wheretheux �isnow tim e-dependent.

W enextconsiderthecasewherethem icrowavesarenonclassical.In thiscase� is

a quantum m echanicaloperatorand itsexpectation value with respect to the density

m atrix � ofthem icrowavesgivestheobserved electron intensity:

I(x;t)= 1+ Tr[� cos(x � ê�)]= 1+ <[e
ix ~W (�)]= 1+ j~W (�)jcosfx � arg[~W (�)]g:(41)

Here ~W isthe W eylfunction ofthe density m atrix � de�ned in equation (10),and we

de�ne

� = iqexp(i!t); q=
�e
p
2
: (42)

Ifwe com pare and contrastequation (39)forclassicalm icrowaves,with equation (41)

fornonclassicalm icrowavesweseethatthevisibility isreduced in thesecond casefrom

1 to j~W (�)j.Thisisdueto thequantum noisein thenonclassicalm icrowavesascan be

seen from theexpansion

j~W (�)j
2
= 1�

q2

2
[(�X )

2
+ (�P)

2
]�

q2

2
[(�X )

2
� (�P)

2
]cos(2!t)� ::: (43)

where X = ��1 �̂,P = (!�)�1 V̂EM F,and �X ;�P are the corresponding uncertainties.

Thej~W (�)jislessthan 1 dueto thenon-zero valuesofthequantum noise�X ;�P.

Results are given below for the electron intensity I(x;t) that corresponds to

irradiation with severalquantum states.W echoosethepointx = 0,forsim plicity.

EB

B

E

Figure 3.M odi�ed Aharonov-Bohm experim entin thepresenceofan electrom agnetic

�eld. The �eld travelsin the waveguide with the m agnetic �eld perpendicularto the

planeofthe electron pathsC0;C1 and the electric�eld parallelto it.

5.0.3. Num ber states Forthe num berstatesofequation (2),using equation (13),we

get

Inum (t)= 1+ exp

 

�
q2

2

!

LN

�

q
2
�

: (44)
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0 1 2 3 4 5 6
0.94

0.96

0.98

1

|W
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)|
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coh
sq
th
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−0.2
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0

0.1
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a
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 [
W

(λ
)]

ω t

Figure 4.Vacuum -induced phasefactorforthechargesasa function oftim e,!t,for

! = 10� 4,corresponding to the case ofnum ber states (broken line),coherentstates

(solid line),squeezed states (line ofcircles),and therm alstates (line ofstars). The

averagenum berofphotonshN iiszero;the squeezing param eterr is0.5. In subplot

(a)thej~W (�)jisshown and in (b)the arg[~W (�)]isshown.

5.0.4.Coherentstates Forthecoherentstatesofequation (3),using equation (14),we

get

Icoh(t)= 1+ exp

 

�
q2

2

!

cos[2qjAjcos(!t� argA)]: (45)

In this case the result is very sim ilar to the classicalresult ofequation (39) but the

visibility isslightly reduced from 1 to exp
�

�
q2

2

�

. The quantum noise ofthe coherent

statesslightly destroystheinterferenceand reducesitsvisibility.Even in theabsenceof

m icrowaves(vacuum state)wegetareduction in thevisibility duetothevacuum noise.

In �gure 4 we have plotted the expectation value ofthe phase factor operator,

which is induced by the electrom agnetic vacuum ,the coherent statesofequation (3),

thesqueezed statesofequation (6)forr= 0:5,and thetherm alstatesofequation (8).

5.0.5.Squeezed states Forthesqueezed statesofequation (6),using equation (15),we

get

Isq(t)= 1+ exp(� Y1)cos(X 1); (46)

Y1 =
q2

2
[cosh(r)� sinh(r)cos(2!t+ ’)];

X 1 = 2qjAj

�

cosh

�
r

2

�

cos(!t� argA)� sinh

�
r

2

�

cos(!t+ argA + ’)

�

:

W e note thatin the case ofsqueezed vacuum (A = 0)the intensity Isq(t)containsall

the frequencies2K ! where K isan integer(aftera Fourierexpansion). In contrastin

thecaseofcoherentstateswegetallthefrequenciesK !.Thefactorof2 in thecaseof
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squeezed vacuum isrelated with the factthatthe squeezed vacuum isa superposition

ofeven num berstatesonly.Thereforetheelectronscan only absorb an even num berof

photons(thereareno odd num berstatesin thisquantum state).In thiscasetheresult

isqualitatively di�erentfrom theclassicalresult.

5.0.6.Therm alstates Forthe therm alstatesofequation (8),using equation (16),we

have

Ith(t)= 1+ exp

"

�
q2

2
coth

 

�!

2

! #

: (47)

6. Q uantum statistics ofthe interfering electrons

Therearevariousquantitiesthatcan beused to describethequantum statisticsofthe

interfering electrons.In theprevioussection westudied theelectron intensity and here

weconsiderhigherordercorrelations[10].W ecom pareand contrasttheresultsforthe

two casesofclassicaland nonclassicalm icrowaves.

6.1.Autocorrelation function ofthe electron intensity in the case ofclassical

m icrowaves

In generalfora function I(t)theautocorrelation function isde�ned as

�(�)= lim
T! 1

1

2T

Z
T

�T

I
�
(t)I(t+ �)dt: (48)

Thefollowing propertiesarewellknown (e.g.,seereference[35]):

�(� �)= �
�
(�); �(0)� 0; j�(�)j� �(0): (49)

Thenorm alized autocorrelation function isde�ned as

(�)�
�(�)

�(0)
; 0� j(�)j� 1: (50)

An expansion of�(�)into a Fourierseriesyieldsthespectraldensity coe�cients

SK =



2�

Z 2�=


0

�(�)exp(� iK 
�)d� (51)

�(�)=

1X

K = �1

SK exp(iK 
�):

The property �(� �)= ��(�)ofequation (49)guarantees thatthe coe�cients S K are

realnum bers. Ifthe autocorrelation function is purely realthen the spectraldensity

coe�cients obey the relation S K = S�K . But if�(�) is com plex then, in general,

SK 6= S�K and wereferto thisasan asym m etry in thespectraldensity.

Asan exam pleweconsiderclassicalm icrowavesoffrequency ! with m agneticux

oftheform

�(t)= �1sin(!t): (52)
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In thiscasetheelectron intensity atthepointx = 0 on thescreen is

Icl(t)= 1+ cos[e�1sin(!t)]: (53)

Thereforetheautocorrelation function is

�cl(�)= [1+ J0(e�1)]
2
+ 2

1X

K = 1

[J2K (e�1)]
2
cos(2K !�); (54)

wheretheJn(z)areBesselfunctions[34],and thespectraldensity coe�cientsare

S0 = [1+ J0(e�1)]
2
; SK = [J2K (e�1)]

2
: (55)
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Figure 5. I(0;t) for the electrons as a function of tim e, !t, for ! = 10� 4,

corresponding to irradiation with num ber states (broken line),coherentstates (solid

line),squeezed states(lineofcircles),and therm alstates(lineofstars).W ehavechosen

hN i= 17,in allfourcases,and r = 4:2 forthe squeezed states. Forcom parison,we

also show theelectron intensity ofequation (53)correspondingto classicalm icrowaves

(line ofcrosses),for�1 = (2hN i)1=2.

6.2.Autocorrelation function ofthe electron intensity in the case ofnonclassical

m icrowaves

In thiscasetheelectron intensity Î(t)= 1+ cos[e�̂(t)]isan operator.Consequently the

autocorrelation function �(�)ofequation (48)isin thiscasede�ned as

�(�)= lim
T! 1

1

2T

Z
T

�T

Tr[�Î
y
(t)̂I(t+ �)]dt: (56)

The valuesof�(�)forthe electric chargeshave been derived forirradiation with

various nonclassicalm icrowave states in [10]. In the following we present num erical

results,which illustratetheelectron correlation properties,and allow fora com parison

between thee�ectsofclassicaland nonclassicalm icrowaves.
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Figure 6. Realand im aginary parts of(�) ofequation (50) for the electrons as a

function oftim e,!�,for! = 10� 4,corresponding to irradiation with num ber states

(broken line),coherentstates(solid line),squeezed states(lineofcircles),and therm al

states (line ofstars). The param eters are hN i = 17,r = 4:2,and for the case of

classicalm icrowaves(line ofcrosses)wehave�1 = (2hN i)1=2.
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Figure 7. Spectraldensity coe�cients S K ofequation (51) for the electrons as a

function ofK ,corresponding to irradiation with classicalm icrowaves (�rst colum n

from theleft),and nonclassicalm icrowavesin num berstates(second colum n),coherent

states (third colum n), squeezed states (fourth colum n), and therm al states (�fth

colum n).The param etersarehN i= 17,r= 4:2,and �1 = (2hN i)1=2.

6.3.Num ericalresults

In orderto m akethecom parison m eaningful,in thenum ericalcalculations(�gures5-7)

thenum berofphotonsin thenum berstatesisequalto theaveragenum berofphotons
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in thecoherent,squeezed,and therm alstates;wehavechosen

N = hN icoh = hN isq = hN ith = 17: (57)

Forcom parison with the case ofclassicalm icrowaveswe have chosen the am plitude of

the classicalm agnetic ux to be �1 = (2hN i)1=2. The frequency ofthe m icrowaves is

! = 10�4 in unitswhere kB = �h = c= 1.The squeezing param eterisr= 4:2 and the

otherparam etersare� = 1,argA = 0,’ = 0.

In �gure 5 we show the electron intensity I(t) for x = 0 as a function of!tfor

irradiation with num berstates(broken line),coherentstates(solid line),squeezed states

(line ofcircles),and therm alstates (line ofstars). Forcom parison,we also show the

electron intensityofequation (53)correspondingtoclassicalm icrowaves(lineofcrosses).

In �gure 6 we show the realand im aginary partsof(�)ofequation (50)forthe

electronsasa function of!� corresponding to irradiation with num berstates(broken

line),coherent states (solid line),squeezed states (line ofcircles),and therm alstates

(lineofstars);wehavealso included theresultsin thecaseofclassicalm icrowaves(line

ofcrosses) forcom parison. Itisseen thatdi�erentstates ofthe electrom agnetic �eld

lead to di�erentelectron correlation properties. The im aginary partofthe norm alized

autocorrelation function vanishesonly forirradiation with classicalm icrowaves,butit

isnonzero forthefourcasesofnonclassicalm icrowaves.

In �gure 7 we plot the spectraldensity coe�cients S K ofequation (51) for the

electronsasafunction ofK ,correspondingtoirradiation with classicalm icrowaves(�rst

colum n from the left),and nonclassicalm icrowavesin num berstates(second colum n),

coherent states (third colum n),squeezed states (fourth colum n),and therm alstates

(�fth colum n).

7. Entangled currents in distant electron interference experim ents induced

by entangled photons

In this section we consider two electron interference devices that are far from each

other[19]. A photon source irradiatesthe two experim ents with correlated two-m ode

nonclassical m icrowaves. Each m icrowave �eld m ode is coupled to one of the two

experim ents. The experim entisdepicted in �gure8.Itwillbeshown thatthephoton

correlations are transferred to the electron interference experim ents, which becom e

correlated.Thenatureoftheircorrelation dependson whethertheexternalphotonsare

separable(classically correlated)orentangled (quantum m echanically correlated).

Let� bethedensity operatordescribing thetwo-m odenonclassicalelectrom agnetic

�eld. The �rst m ode offrequency !1 interacts with electrons in experim ent A and

its density m atrix is given by �A = TrB(�). Sim ilarly the second m ode offrequency

!2 interacts with electrons in experim ent B and its density m atrix is �B = TrA(�).

The density m atrix � can befactorizable(i.e.,the �eld m odesareindependentofeach

other),separable (the �eld m odes are classically correlated),or entangled (the �eld

m odesare quantum m echanically correlated). The di�erence between these cases has

been discussed in section 2.
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Figure 8. Two electron interference experim ents which are far from each other are

irradiated with nonclassicalelectrom agnetic �elds. The two electrom agnetic �eldsin

the two experim entsareproduced by the sourceSEM and arecorrelated.

7.1.Correlationsofthe electron intensity distributions

The nonclassicalm agnetic ux �̂A thatinuences the electron interference in A gives

rise to the phase factor operator exp(ie�̂A ). This phase factor induces the electron

intensity distribution IA(xA),which isgiven by

IA(xA)= Trf�A[1+ cos(xA � ê�A)]g= 1+ j~W (�A)jcosfxA � arg[~W (�A)]g (58)

where�A = iqexp(i!1t).Sim ilarlyinexperim entB ,which isinuenced byanonclassical

m agneticux �̂B,oneobtainstheintensity

IB(xB)= Trf�B[1+ cos(xB � ê�B)]g = 1+ j~W (�B)jcosfxB � arg[~W (�B)]g (59)

where�B = iqexp(i!2t).

The electron intensity on the interference screen of experim ent A (or B ) is

calculated by tracing the intensity operator with respect to the density m atrix that

describesthecorresponding electrom agnetic�eld m ode(�A or�B).Theresults,IA(xA)

and IB(xB),areproportionalto theprobability ofdetecting an electron atapointxA in

A ora pointxB in B .Itisalso possibleto de�nethejointelectron intensity I(xA;xB),

which isrelated to the probability ofa sim ultaneous detection ofelectronsatxA and

xB. This joint intensity is controlled by the fulldensity m atrix � for the two-m ode

electrom agnetic�eld,thatis,

I(xA;xB)= Trf�[1+ cos(xA � ê�A)][1+ cos(xB � ê�B)]g: (60)

If the two-m ode electrom agnetic �eld is factorizable (� = �A 
 �B) then the

joint electron intensity I(xA;xB) is sim ply equalto the product IA(xA)IB(xB) ofthe

independent intensities. However, ifthe two �eld m odes are classically or quantum

m echanically correlated then thisisnottrue,in general. In orderto quantify thiswe

can de�netheratio

R =
I(xA;xB)

IA(xA)IB(xB)
(61)
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which isequaltooneonlyforindependentelectron intensities.In otherwords,whenever

R takesvaluesnotequalto one,theelectron intensity in experim entA iscorrelated to

theelectron intensity in experim entB .In whatfollowsweconsiderparticularexam ples

thatillustratethee�ect.

7.2.Exam plesand num ericalresults

Asan exam ple we consider two-m ode separable and entangled m icrowaves in num ber

states[19].W ecom pareand contrastthee�ectsoftheseparablestate

�sep =
1

2
(j00ih00j+ j11ih11j) (62)

and theentangled state2�1=2 (j00i+ j11i)with density m atrix

�ent = �sep +
1

2
(j00ih11j+ j11ih00j): (63)

Itisnoted thatthe�sep and the�ent di�eronly in theabovenondiagonalelem ents.The

reduced density operators that describe the electrom agnetic �eld in A and B are,in

both cases,

�sep;A = �ent;A = �sep;B = �ent;B =
1

2
(j0ih0j+ j1ih1j): (64)
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Figure 9. R sep of equation (65) as a function of xA ;xB 2 [� 2�;2�]. Here

m in(R sep)= 1:0001and m ax(R sep)= 1:2471.Thefrequenciesare!1 = 1:2� 10� 4 and

!2 = 10� 4.

Theratio ofequation (61)corresponding to theseparablestate�sep isgiven by

R sep(xA;xB)=
1+ �(cosxA + cosxB)+  cosxA cosxB

(1+ � cosxA )(1+ � cosxB)
(65)
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where

� =
2� q2

2
exp

 

�
q2

2

!

;  =
1

2
exp(� q

2
)[1+ (1� q

2
)
2
]: (66)

Itcan easily beshown that

1+ 2� + 

(1+ �)2
� Rsep(xA;xB)�

1� 2� + 

(1� �)2
(67)

which in ourexam ple leadsto m in(R sep)= 1:0001 and m ax(R sep)= 1:2471.In �gure9

we plotthe R sep(xA;xB)againstscreen positionsxA and xB form icrowave frequencies

!1 = 1:2� 10�4 and !2 = 10�4 .
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Figure 10.R entofequation (68)asafunction ofxA ;xB 2 [� 2�;2�]for(!1+ !2)t= �.

The top and bottom plateausshow the m ax(R sep)= 1:2471 and m in(R sep)= 1:0001,

respectively.Thefrequenciesare!1 = 1:2� 10� 4 and !2 = 10� 4.

In thecaseoftheentangled state�ent ofequation (63)theratio is

R ent(xA ;xB;t)= R sep(xA;xB)� q
2
exp(� q

2
)
sinxA sinxB cos[(!1 + !2)t]

(1+ � cosxA )(1+ � cosxB)
: (68)

The R ent oscillates in tim e around the R sep, with frequency !1 + !2, and exceeds

periodically the bounds ofthe inequality for R sep in (67). In �gure 10 we plot the

R ent(xA ;xB) against screen positions xA and xB for (!1 + !2)t = � and the sam e

m icrowave frequenciesasin the previous�gure. The two horizontalsurfacesrepresent

the m in(R sep) (bottom plateaux) and the m ax(R sep) (top plateaux). In �gure 11 we

com pare the R sep (line ofcircles) and the R ent (solid line)againsttim e (!1 + !2)tfor

�xed screen positionsxA = 0:9� and xB = 1:025�.



Electron interference phenom ena in m esoscopic devices 18

0 2 4 6 8 10 12
0.8

0.9

1

1.1

1.2

1.3

1.4

1.5

R

( ω
1
 + ω

2
 ) t

R
ent

R
sep

x
A
 = 0.9 π

x
B
 = 1.025 π 

Figure 11.Com parison ofR ent (solid line)and R sep (lineofcircles)ofequations(68)

and (65),respectively,forxA = 0:9� and xB = 1:025� asa function ofdim ensionless

tim e.The frequenciesare!1 = 1:2� 10� 4 and !2 = 10� 4.

8. Interaction ofm esoscopic SQ U ID rings w ith nonclassical

electrom agnetic �elds

In thissection weinvestigateapplication oftheaboveideasin thecontextofm esoscopic

superconducting quantum interference device (SQUID)rings. In the �rstinstance we

introduce m esoscopic SQUID rings and describe how they interact with nonclassical

electrom agnetic �elds [25, 26]. In this case the Josephson currents are quantum

m echanicaloperators,whoseexpectation valueswith respectto thedensity operatorof

the externalphotons,yield the observed currents. Subsequently,we apply the general

conceptdescribed in theprevioussection to thecaseoftwo distantSQUID rings,each

ofwhich iscoupled to a single m ode ofa two-m ode nonclassicalelectrom agnetic �eld

[29].Itisshown thatthephoton correlationsaretransferred to theJosephson currents

in thedistantsuperconducting devices.

8.1.M esoscopic SQUID ring

Considera superconducting ring ofm esoscopic area � � 10�8 cm 2,which isinterrupted

by a Josephson junction (weak link),as shown in the �gure below. In this case the

capacitance C across the Josephson junction is very sm alland at low tem peratures

T < 0:1K thebehaviouroftheSQUID isnonclassical[22]in thesensethattheCoulom b

charging energy fora Cooperpairofcharge2e,

E C =
(2e)2

C
; (69)

becom esa signi�cantparam eter.
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Figure 12. M esoscopicSQ UID ring:superconducting ring ofm esoscopicdim ensions

isinterrupted by a Josephson junction.

UndertheseconditionsthechargeQ̂ = � i(2e)@� throughthejunction andthephase

di�erence acrossthe junction �̂ are conjugate operators,which obey the com m utation

relation [̂�;̂Q]= i2e.In thiscasetheJosephson currentalsobecom esan operatorwhich

isa sinusoidalfunction ofthephasedi�erence acrossthejunction,

Î = Icsin �̂; (70)

whereIc isthecriticalcurrent.

8.2.Interaction with classicalm icrowaves

W e considera m esoscopic SQUID ring interacting with a m onochrom atic electrom ag-

netic�eld.Them agneticux �(t)isthreadingtheSQUID ringand thephasedi�erence

acrossthejunction is� = 2e�(t).

In theclassicalcasetheJosephson currentIand thephasedi�erence�,areclassical

num bers.Thereforefora m agneticux with a linearand a sinusoidalcom ponent,

�(t)= �0 + V1t+ usin(!1t); (71)

wegetthecurrent

I = I1sin[2e�(t)]= I1sin[2e�0 + 2eV1t+ 2eusin(!1t)]: (72)

Using thewell-known identity

exp(iusinz)=

1X

n= �1

Jn(u)exp(inz); (73)

wecan easily show thatthecurrentcan beexpanded as

I = I1

1X

n= �1

Jn(2eu)sin[(2eV1 + n!1)t+ 2e�0]: (74)

Calculating thetim e-averaged valueIdc ofthecurrentI weseethatwhen

2eV0 = N ! (75)

whereN isan integer,weget

Idc = I1J�N (2eu)sin(2e�0); (76)

otherwise the Idc vanishes. These integralvaluesofthe voltage are usually referred to

asShapiro steps.
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8.3.Interaction with nonclassicalm icrowaves

W e now study the e�ect of nonclassical m icrowaves on the Josephson current of

a m esoscopic SQUID ring operating at low tem peratures.W e use the external �eld

approxim ation,and ignore the back-reaction. Thisisa good approxim ation when the

externalelectrom agnetic�eldsarem uch strongerthan the�eldsinduced by thecurrents

circulating them esoscopic devices.

W e consider the irradiation of a m esoscopic SQUID ring with m onochrom atic

nonclassicalm icrowaves offrequency !1. In addition to that the ring is threaded by

the classicalux �0 + V1tand the totalux is �̂(t)= � 0 + V1t+ �̂(t). Therefore the

quantum currentisin thiscasegiven by

ÎA = I1sin
n

2e�0 + 2eV1t+ q
0
h

exp(i!1t)̂a
y
+ exp(� i!1t)̂a

io

= I1= fexp[i(!At+ 2e�0)]D [iq
0
exp(i!1t)]g (77)

where

!A = 2eV1; q
0
=
p
2e�: (78)

It is noted that the scaled electric charge q0 has twice the value of q of equation

(42),because in this case we have pairs ofelectrons. The experim entally m easured

currentiscalculated by tracing with respectto thedensity operator�A fortheexternal

electrom agnetic�elds,thatis,

hIAi� Tr(�A ÎA)= I1=[exp(i!At)~W (�A )]; �A = iq
0
exp(i!1t): (79)

Asan exam pleweconsiderm icrowavesin coherentstates.Forcom parison with the

classicalcase ofequation (76)we take coherentstateswith A = 2�1=2 u and argA = 0.

In this case we get Shapiro steps,as in the classicalcase,but the dc current is now

reduced by a sm allfactor:

I
(coh)

dc = exp

 

�
q0
2

2

!

Idc: (80)

W e also consider the case where the m icrowaves are in a squeezed vacuum . The

squeezed vacuum isa superposition ofeven num berstatesonly.In thiscase[25]weget

even Shapirostepsonly.A physicalinterpretation ofthisresultisthattheelectronscan

onlyabsorb an even num berofphotons(therearenoodd num berstatesin thisquantum

state).Sim ilarresultscan beproved foreven Schroedingercats(N (jAi+ j� Ai),which

are superpositionsofeven num berstatesalso. W e stressthatin thiscase the resultis

qualitatively di�erentfrom theclassicalresult,in thesense thattheodd Shapiro steps

areabsent.

8.4.Entanglem entofdistantm esoscopic SQUID rings

W econsidertwospatiallyseparated m esoscopicSQUID rings,which werefertoasA and

B.They areirradiated with m icrowavesthataredescribed by adensity operator�.The

m icrowavesareproduced by thesam e sourceand arecorrelated.Photonsoffrequency
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!1 interact with device A;and photons offrequency !2 interact with device B.The

SQUID ringsA and B arealso threaded by a classicaltim e-dependentm agneticuxes

thatincrease linearly with tim e (VAtand VBt,respectively). The proposed experim ent

isillustrated in �gure13.

Φ
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Figure 13. Two distant m esoscopic SQ UID rings A and B are irradiated with

nonclassicalm icrowavesoffrequencies !1 and !2,respectively. The m icrowavesare

produced by thesourceSEM and arecorrelated.Classicalm agneticuxesVA tand VB t

arealso threading the two ringsA and B,respectively.

Theobserved Josephson currentin SQUID ring A orB isgiven by theexpectation

valueofthecorresponding currentoperator,

hÎAi= I1Tr(�A sin �̂A ); �̂A = 2eVAt+ 2e�̂A(t); (81)

hÎBi= I2Tr(�B sin �̂B); �̂B = 2eVBt+ 2e�̂B(t); (82)

where

�̂A(t)=
�
p
2

h

exp(i!1t)â1
y
+ exp(� i!1t)â1

i

; (83)

�̂B(t)=
�
p
2

h

exp(i!2t)â2
y
+ exp(� i!2t)â2

i

; (84)

in accordance with theform alism developed in section 3 and assum ing thatboth rings

havethesam earea �.The ĥIAihasbeen written in term softheW eylfunction ~W (�A)

in equation (79);and sim ilarly forB.

Theexpectation valueoftheproductofthetwo currentoperatorsisgiven by:

hÎA ÎBi= I1I2Tr(� sin�̂A sin �̂B): (85)

The correlationsbetween the observed electron currentscan be quanti�ed by de�ning

theratio

R
(c)
=

hÎA ÎBi

hÎAihÎBi
; (86)
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where the superscript (c) indicates that this quantity corresponds to currents. For

factorizable density m atrices �fact = �A 
 �B we easily obtain the ratio R
(c)

fact = 1,

identically.Forseparabledensity m atrices�sep ofequation (18)weget

R
(c)
sep =

P

ipihÎA iihÎBii

(
P

k pkhÎA ki)(
P

lplhÎBli)
: (87)

W ealso calculatethehigherm om entsofthecurrents

hÎ
2
Ai = I

2
1Tr[�A (sin �̂A)

2
]; (88)

hÎ
2
Bi = I

2
2Tr[�B(sin �̂B)

2
]; (89)

hÎ
2
A Î

2
Bi= I

2
1I

2
2Tr[�(sin �̂A )

2
(sin �̂B)

2
]: (90)

The expectation value hÎMA ÎNB i quanti�es the quantum statistics ofthe electron pairs

tunneling thejunctionsin thetwo SQUID rings.Consequently theratio

R
(c2)

=
hÎ2A Î

2
Bi

hÎ2AihÎ
2
Bi

(91)

isam easureofthephoton-inducedcorrelationsofthequantum statisticsofthetunneling

electrons.Forfactorizable density m atriceswe easily see thatR
(c2)

fact = 1.Forseparable

density m atricesweget

R
(c2)
sep =

P

ipihÎ
2
A iihÎ

2
Bii

(
P

k pkhÎ
2
A ki)(

P

lplhÎ
2
Bli)

: (92)

8.5.Exam plesand num ericalresults

W e present exam ples in which we com pare and contrast the inuence ofa classically

correlated two-m ode m icrowave state with a quantum m echanically correlated one,on

the Josephson currents. The two-m ode m icrowaves are in both num ber and coherent

states.

8.5.1.Num berstates Firstlyweconsidertheseparabledensityoperator�sep ofequation

(19)and theentangled density operator�ent ofequation (20)fornum berstates.

Forthe�sep ofequation (19)wecalculatethecurrentsin A and B:

hÎAi= I1C0sin(!At); (93)

hÎBi= I2C0sin(!Bt); (94)

C0 =
1

2
exp

 

�
q
02

2

!

[LN 1
(q

02
)+ LN 2

(q
02
)]; (95)

wheretheL�
n(x)areLaguerrepolynom ials[34].Itisnoted thatin thiscasethecurrents

hÎAi;hÎBi are independent ofthe m icrowave frequencies !1;!2. The second m om ents

ofthe currentsin A and B,de�ned by equations(88)and (89),respectively,have also

been calculated:

hÎ
2
Ai=

I21

2
[1� C1cos(2!At)]; (96)
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hÎ
2
Bi=

I22

2
[1� C1cos(2!Bt)]; (97)

C1 =
1

2
exp(� 2q

02
)[LN 1

(4q
02
)+ LN 2

(4q
02
)]: (98)

Theexpectation valueoftheproductofthetwo currentsis

hÎA ÎBisep = I1I2C2sin(!At)sin(!Bt); (99)

C2 = exp(� q
02
)LN 1

(q
02
)LN 2

(q
02
): (100)

Consequently theratio R (c) ofequation (86)is

R
(c)
sep =

C2

C 2
0

=
4LN 1

(q
02)LN 2

(q
02)

[LN 1
(q

02)+ LN 2
(q

02)]2
: (101)

In thisexam pletheR (c)
sep istim e-independent;itdependsonly on thenum berofphotons

N 1;N 2 in thetwo-m odem icrowave �eld.
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Figure 14.Com parison ofR
(c)
sep forthe separablenum berstateofequation (19)(line

ofcircles) and R
(c)
sep for the separable coherent state ofequation (22) (solid line) for

N 1 = 1;N 2 = 3and A 1 = 1;A 2 = 31=2 asafunction of(!1� !2)t,where!1 = 1:2� 10� 4

and !2 = 10� 4.

Forthe �ent ofequation (20)the hÎAi;hÎBi are the sam e with those presented in

equations(93),(94);and thehÎ2Ai;hÎ
2
Biarethesam easin equations(96),(97).However

thehÎA ÎBiisin thiscase

hÎA ÎBient = hÎA ÎBisep + Icross; (102)

where

Icross = � I1I2C3[cos(!At+ !Bt)� (� 1)
N 1�N 2 cos(!At� !Bt)]cos(
t); (103)

C3 =
1

2
exp(� q

02
)L

N 2�N 1

N 1
(q

02
)L

N 1�N 2

N 2
(q

02
): (104)
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TheIcross causesthehÎA ÎBient to oscillatein tim earound thehÎA ÎBisep with frequency


= (N 1 � N2)(!1 � !2): (105)

W enotethattheterm Icross isinduced by thenondiagonalelem entsof�ent ofequation

(20),and dependson thephoton frequencies!1;!2.Thisterm quanti�esthedi�erence

between thee�ectofseparableand entangled m icrowaveson theJosephson currents.
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Figure 15.Thedi�erenceR
(c)
sep� R

(c)

entcorrespondingto(a)theseparableand entangled

num berstates ofequations(19),(20);and (b) the separable and entangled coherent

statesofequations(22),(24),forN 1 = 1;N 2 = 3 and A 1 = 1;A 2 = 31=2 asa function

of(!1 � !2)t,where!1 = 1:2� 10� 4 and !2 = 10� 4.

In theentangled casetheratioR (c)ofequation (86)can besim pli�ed in twodistinct

expressions according to whether the di�erence N 1 � N2 is even or odd. In the case

N 1 � N2 = 2k,theratio is

R
(c)

ent;2k = R
(c)
sep +

4L
�2k
N 1

(q
02)L2k

N 2
(q

02)

[LN 1
(q

02)+ LN 2
(q

02)]2
cos(
t): (106)

Itisseen thattheR
(c)

ent;2k oscillatesaround theR
(c)
sep with frequency 
 given by equation

(105). If there is no detuning between the nonclassical electrom agnetic �elds, i.e.

!1 = !2, then R
(c)

ent;2k is constant, although it is still R
(c)

ent 6= R (c)
sep. In the case

N 1 � N2 = 2k+ 1 theratio is

R
(c)

ent;2k+ 1 = R
(c)
sep �

4L
�2k�1
N 1

(q
02)L

2k+ 1
N 2

(q
02)

[LN 1
(q

02)+ LN 2
(q

02)]2

cos(
t)

tan(!At)tan(!Bt)
: (107)

In both casestheR
(c)

ent istim e-dependentand itisa function ofthephoton frequencies

!1;!2,in contrastto thecaseofR
(c)
sep (which istim e-independent).
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Figure 16. Di�erence of currents de�ned by equations (79) and (88) that are

induced by separableand entangled photonsin coherentstates(forSQ UID ringA).(a)

hIA isep � hIA ient and (b)hI
2
A isep � hI2A ient corresponding to irradiation with separable

and entangled coherentstatesofequations(22)and (24),forA 1 = 1;A 2 = 31=2 asa

function of(!1 � !2)t,where!1 = 1:2� 10� 4 and !2 = 10� 4.
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Figure 17. Di�erence ofthe product ofcurrents hIA IB isep � hIA IB ient,de�ned by

equation (85),thatare induced by (a)the separable and entangled num berstatesof

equations(19),(20);and (b)theseparableand entangled coherentstatesofequations

(22),(24),for N 1 = 1;N 2 = 3 and A 1 = 1;A 2 = 31=2,respectively,as a function of

(!1 � !2)t,where!1 = 1:2� 10� 4 and !2 = 10� 4.
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8.5.2.Coherentstates W econsidertheseparabledensity operator�sep ofequation (22)

and theentangled density operator�ent ofequation (24).

Fortheseparablestateofequation (22)thecurrentsin A and B are

hÎAisep =
I1

2
exp(�

q
02

2
)fsin[!At+ 2q

0
jA 1jcos(!1t� �1)]

+ sin[!At+ 2q
0
jA 2jcos(!1t� �2)]g; (108)

hÎBisep =
I2

2
exp(�

q
02

2
)fsin[!Bt+ 2q

0
jA 1jcos(!2t� �1)]

+ sin[!Bt+ 2q
0
jA 2jcos(!2t� �2)]g; (109)

where �1 = arg(A 1),and �2 = arg(A 2). The expectation valuesofthe productofthe

currents,and hencetheratiosR (c)
sep and R

(c2)
sep ,havebeen calculated num erically.
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Figure 18. The di�erence R
(c2)
sep � R

(c2)

ent corresponding to (a) the separable and

entangled num berstatesofequations(19),(20);and (b)the separableand entangled

coherentstatesofequations(22),(24),forN 1 = 1;N 2 = 3 and A 1 = 1;A 2 = 31=2 asa

function of(!1 � !2)t,where!1 = 1:2� 10� 4 and !2 = 10� 4.

Fortheentangled stateofequation (24)thecurrentin A is

hÎAient = 2N
2
hÎAisep + N

2
E F1exp

 

�
q
02

2

!

I1; (110)

where

E = exp[� jA1j
2
� jA2j

2
+ 2jA 1A 2jcos(�1 � �2)]; (111)

and

F1 = fexp[qjA 1jSA ;1(t)� qjA2jSA ;2(t)]+ exp[� q
0
jA 1jSA ;1(t)+ q

0
jA 2jSA ;2(t)]g

� sin[!At+ q
0
jA 1jCA ;1(t)+ q

0
jA 2jCA ;2(t)]: (112)
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Theterm sentering thefactorF1 aretrigonom etricfunctionsoftheform

SA ;1 = sin(!1t� �1); SA ;2 = sin(!1t� �2);

CA ;1 = cos(!1t� �1); CA ;2 = cos(!1t� �2): (113)

Sim ilarly thecurrentin SQUID ring B is

hÎBient = 2N
2
hÎBisep + N

2
E F2exp

 

�
q
02

2

!

I2; (114)

where

F2 = fexp[qjA 1jSB ;1(t)� qjA2jSB ;2(t)]+ exp[� q
0
jA 1jSB ;1(t)+ q

0
jA 2jSB ;2(t)]g

� sin[!B t+ q
0
jA 1jCB ;1(t)+ q

0
jA 2jCB ;2(t)]; (115)

and

SB ;1 = sin(!2t� �1); SB ;2 = sin(!2t� �2);

CB ;1 = cos(!2t� �1); CB ;2 = cos(!2t� �2): (116)

The expectation values ofthe productofthe currents,and hence the ratiosR
(c)

ent and

R
(c2)

ent ,havebeen calculated num erically.

8.5.3.Num ericalresults In �gures14-18weplottheresultsagainstdim ensionlesstim e

(!1 � !2)t,where the photon frequencies are !1 = 1:2� 10�4 and !2 = 10�4 . Other

�xed param etersarethenum berofphotonsin thenum berstates:N 1 = 1;N 2 = 3;and

theaveragenum berofphotonsin thecoherentstates:A 1 = 1;A 2 = 31=2 (wetakethese

valuesso thatthem icrowavesin num berand coherentstatescontain thesam eaverage

num berofphotons).

In �gure14wepresenttheR (c)
sep fortheseparablenum berstateofequation (19)(line

ofcircles)and theR (c)
sep fortheseparablecoherentstateofequation (22)(solid line).It

isseen thatseparablephotonsin di�erentquantum statesinduce di�erentcorrelations

R (c) between theJosephson currentsin thedistantSQUID rings.

In �gure 15 we show the di�erence R (c)
sep � R

(c)

ent corresponding to (a)the separable

andentangled num berstatesofequations(19),(20);and(b)theseparableandentangled

coherentstatesofequations(22),(24).In thiscasetheseparableand entangled photons

inducedi�erentcorrelationsR (c) between theJosephson currents.

In �gure16 wepresent(a)hIAisep � hIAient and (b)hI
2
Aisep � hI2Aient corresponding

to irradiation with separableand entangled coherentstatesofequations(22)and (24).

In �gure17 weshow thehIAIBisep � hIAIBient thatareinduced by (a)theseparable

andentangled num berstatesofequations(19),(20);and(b)theseparableandentangled

coherentstatesofequations(22),(24).

In �gure18 we plotthe di�erence R (c2)
sep � R

(c2)

ent corresponding to (a)theseparable

andentangled num berstatesofequations(19),(20);and(b)theseparableandentangled

coherentstatesofequations(22),(24).
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9. D iscussion

W e have studied electron interference in m esoscopic devices in the presence of

nonclassical electrom agnetic �elds. The phase factor is in this case a quantum

m echanicaloperator,whoseexpectation valuewith respectto thedensity m atrix ofthe

electrom agnetic �eld determ ines the electron interference. W e have presented various

exam ples, which show that the quantum noise of the photons destroys slightly the

electron interference fringes. Related isalso the factthatthe photon statisticsa�ects

theinterferingelectrons.Theseideashavealsobeen applied in thecontextofm esoscopic

SQUID rings.

In certain cases we get novel quantum phenom ena with no classical analogue.

For exam ple,in the case ofa m esoscopic SQUID ring irradiated with m icrowaves in

asqueezed vacuum statewegetShapirostepsonly ateven m ultiplesofthefundam ental

frequency.

An im portant feature ofnonclassicalelectrom agnetic �elds is entanglem ent. W e

haveconsidered two distantm esoscopicelectron interferencedevicesthatareirradiated

with atwo-m odenonclassicalelectrom agnetic�eld.Each �eld m odeiscoupled tooneof

the m esoscopic devices. Forentangled electrom agnetic �elds,the electric currentsand

theirhigherm om entsbecom ecorrelated.

Allour results have been derived within the external�eld approxim ation where

theback reaction (additionalux created by theelectrons)isnegligible.Thisisa valid

approxim ation in deviceswith sm allinductance.

M ostoftheexperim entalwork on m esoscopicdeviceshasstudied theirinteraction

with classicalelectrom agnetic �elds,untilrecently [24]. Our results show that there

is m erit in having a fullquantum system where both the m esoscopic device and the

electrom agnetic�eld arequantum m echanical.In thiscasewecan havepurely quantum

phenom ena,withoutclassicalanalogue,such astheentanglem entofdistantm esoscopic

devices.
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